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Abstract

Let F be a CM field, let p be a prime number. The goal of this paper is
to show, under mild conditions, that the modulo p cohomology of the locally
symmetric spaces X for GL2(F ) with level prime to p is concentrated in degrees
belonging to the Borel-Wallach range [q0, q0 +`0] after localizing at a ”strongly
non-Eisenstein” maximal ideal of the Hecke algebra. From this result, we
deduce expected consequences on the structure of the first and last cohomology
groups as modules over the Hecke algebra.
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1 Introduction

Let G/Q be a connected reductive group and let X = G∞/K∞ be the symmetric
space for G∞ = G(R). For any neat compact open subgroup K ⊂ G(Af ), we can
consider the locally symmetric space XK = G(Q)\(G(Af )/K ×X).

Let us define the integers

l0 := rk(G∞)− rk(K∞) and q0 :=
1

2
(dimRX − l0)

A well-known conjecture (see for instance [CG18, Section 9, Conjecture B (4)
(a)]) predicts that the cohomology of the locally symmetric space XK with any Fp-
local system vanishes after localizing at a non-Eisenstein maximal ideal of the Hecke
algebra of G, outside of the range [q0, q0+l0]. It was motivated by its known analogue
for Qp-local systems (cf. [BW80] Theorem III.5.1).

When F is a CM field with degree 2d and G = ResF/QGL2, the dimension of X
is equal to 4d− 1, q0 = d and l0 = 2d− 1.

In this paper, we assume that the CM field F is the compositum of a totally real
field F+ and an imaginary quadratic field F0. Let p be a prime. The spherical Hecke
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algebra T = TS (defined in Section 2) is generated by Tv,1, Tv,2 for all finite places
v /∈ S.

Let O be the valuation ring of a p-adic field, let $ be a uniformizing parameter
in O; Given an algebraic representation V of G over O, the Hecke algebra T acts on
the Betti cohomology groups H i(XK ,V), resp. H i(XK ,V/$mV). Let m ⊂ T be a
maximal ideal in the support of H i(XK ,V).

By a theorem of Scholze [Sch15, Theorem I3], there exists a sufficiently big finite
extension κ of Fp, and a continuous semisimple Galois representation

ρ̄m : GF → GL2(κ)

which is characterized, up to conjugation, as follows: for every v /∈ S, ρ̄m is
unramified at v and the characteristic polynomial of ρ̄m(Frobv) is equal to X2 −
Tv,1X + Tv,2N(v)(modm).

Let us say that ρm has very large image if there exists a subfield κ′ ⊂ κ such that
SL2(κ′) ⊂ Im(ρ̄m) ⊂ κ×GL2(κ′).

We write V = Vλ for a representation of highest weight λ = (mτ , nτ )τ for all
embeddings τ of F . Let c be the complex conjugation. We assume that λ = (mτ , nτ )τ
is pure, that is:

mτ + nτc = nτ +mτc for all τ ’s.
A cuspidal representation π of GL2(AF ) is called of cohomological weight λ =

(mτ , nτ )τ if it occurs in H i(XK ,Vλ⊗C). The purity weight w = w(λ) of λ is defined
as w = nτ +mτc = nτ +mτc for any τ .

Our main result is

Theorem 1.1. Let π be a cuspidal automorphic representation of GL2(AF ) with level
K, cohomological weight λ and purity weight w. Assume that p splits in F0, Kp is
hyperspecial and π is unramified outside of S. Let m ⊂ TS be the maximal ideal of
the Hecke algebra associated to (π, p).

Assume that w is even, nτ ≡ nτc (mod 2) for all τ ∈ Hom(F,E), p > 2d2(d +
1)(−2w + 4) and that ρm has very large image. Then, for any m ≥ 1,

H i(XK ,Vλ/$mV)m = 0 for all i /∈ [q0, q0 + l0].

Note that the assumption of very large image implies that ρ̄m is absolutely irre-
ducible, in other words, that the maximal ideal m is non-Eisenstein. To recall that
the image of Galois is very large, we call our maximal ideal strongly non-Eisenstein.
Note also that we allow the weight λ to be non-regular so that the cuspidal represen-
tation π can be a base change from a subfield F1 of F of a cuspidal representation
π1, provided the corresponding maximal ideal m1 is strongly non-Eisenstein.
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Remark 1.2. By Poincaré duality, it suffices to prove the vanishing for i < q0 = d
(see Proposition 8.2 in the text).

Remark 1.3. There are many vanishing results after localizing at non-Eisenstein
maximal ideal for l0 = 0, such as: Mokrane-Tilouine [MT02] for G = GSp2g, Dim-
itrov [D05] G = ResF/QGL2 where F is a totally real field, Emerton-Gee [EG15] for
G = U(2, 1), Caraiani-Scholze [CS19] for compact unitary Shimura varieties and
G = ResF/QU(n, n) where F is a totally real field.

Recall that Vλ denotes the local system in O-modules associated to the represen-
tation Vλ of highest weight λ.

Corollary 1.4. Let π be as above, with cohomological weight λ = (mτ , nτ )τ and
purity weight w. Let p and m as above.

Assume that w is even, nτ = nτc (mod 2) for all τ ∈ Hom(F,E), p > 2d2(d +
1)(−2w + 4) and that ρm has very large image. Then, for any m ≥ 1,

H i(XK ,Vλ)m = 0 for all i /∈ [q0, q0 + l0].

This corollary follows easily (see Corollary 8.11) from the main theorem. Note
that Hq0(XK ,Vλ)m is torsion-free, but it is not the case in general for i > q0 ( and
in particular for i = q0 + `0).

Finally, recall that Calegari and Geraghty introduced Conjectures A (see [CG18,
Section 5.3]) and B (see [CG18, Section 9.1]) about the existence of Galois representa-
tions over localized Hecke algebras TS and TS

Q satisfying local global compatibilities
at all primes, which we denote by (LGC). Furthermore they assume in Conjecture B
that H i(XK ,Vλ/$)m = 0, for i /∈ [q0, q0 + `0]. This is our Main Theorem. Moreover,
if p splits completely in F , the existence of the Galois representations defined over
T S and TS

Q as desired (except (LGC)) has been established in [CGH+20, Theorem
6.1.4]. Note that Calegari-Geraghty established (LGC) at primes in Q by [CG18,
Lemma 9.6] for n = 2 and that results towards (LGC) at other primes are proven
in [ACC+18]. We deduce from [CG18, Proposition 6.4] and from our main theorem
the result:

Corollary 1.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 8.9, if we assume (LGC), then
Hq0+`0(XK ,Vλ)m is free of rank one over TS and Hq0(XK ,Vλ)m ∼= Hom(TS,O) as
TS-module.

See comments before Theorem 8.12 for more details on the status of Conjecture
B of [CG18].
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Let us give a sketch of proof of the Main Theorem. First, all considerations until
the end of Section 6 are valid for Gn = ResF/QGLn for n arbitrary. From Section 7
on, we specialize n to be 2. We hope to generalize our result to larger values of n
later.

Let XK be the locally symmetric space of Gn with level K and X̃K̃ be the locally

symmetric space of G̃n := ResF/QU(n, n) with level K̃. Note that X̃K̃ is a PEL
Shimura variety defined over F0. We fix a non-Eisenstein maximal ideal m ⊂ TS.
We can define a maximal ideal of Hecke algebra of G̃n, m̃ = S−1(m) ⊂ T̃S where
S : T̃S → TS is the Satake transform recalled in Section 2.

By choosing K̃ and λ̃ adapted to the choice of K and λ, we can define by
Theorem 4.2.1 of [ACC+18] a Hecke-equivariant embedding H i(XK ,Vλ/$)m ↪→
H i
∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)m̃ as explained in Subsection 5.2.

We shall prove for any n that H i(XK ,Vλ/$)m = 0 for i < d. Note that d is not
equal to q0 for n > 2, but happens to be equal to q0 when n = 2. For this purpose,
it is enough to prove that H i

∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)m̃ = 0 for i < d. By Nakayama’s Lemma
(or dévissage), it suffices to show H i

∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)[m̃] = 0 for i < d.

For this, the first step is Theorem 6.3; it is valid for weights λ̃ which are mildly
regular (as defined in section 6) and sufficiently small with respect to p. This theorem
states that for i < d, the Galois semisimplification of the boundary cohomology
H i
∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)[m̃] viewed as a GF0-representation where GF0 is the absolute Galois

group of F0, is a direct sum of characters. In our proof, we use the main result of
Pink’s thesis [P92] and Kostant formula [Kos61] for computing the spectral sequence
associated to the boundary stratification of the minimal compactification of X̃K̃ .
Then, we use vanishing results of [LS13]. Note that for n = 2, the mild regularity is
automatic.

By the generalized Eichler-Shimura relations due to Wedhorn (Theorem 7.1,
Section 7), the Hecke polynomial Hv0 at an unramified place v0 of F0 annihilates
H•∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$). Moreover, Hv0 modulo m̃ coincides with the characteristic polyno-
mial of T (Frobv0) where T denotes the twisted tensor induction representation

T = (⊗IndF0
F )((∧nρ̄∨m̃)⊗ ρ̄∨ψ(n(n+ 1)/2− 2n2)

where ρ̄m̃ ∼= ρ̄m ⊕ ρ̄c,∨m ⊗ ε̄1−2n and ρψ is the Galois representation associated to the
central character of ρm̃ (ε is the cyclotomic character of F ).

Hence the characteristic polynomial of T annihilates H i
∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)[m̃]

From now we assume that n = 2 and λ satisfies the partial regularity condition
(PR) (see subsection 7.2). This won’t restrict our main result because Corollary 8.3
shows that the Main Theorem for dominant weights λ satisfying the condition (PR)
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implies the Main Theorem for any pure dominant weight λ = (mτ , nτ )Hom(F,E) where
nτ ≡ nτc (mod 2) for any τ ∈ Hom(F,E).

In subsection 7.3, we assume that m is strongly non-Eisenstein and we study
the Galois representation (⊗IndF0

F )((∧2ρ̄∨m̃)(−5) restricted to GF̂ where F̂ is the nor-
malization of F in Q̄. We prove that if gcd(p − 1, w + 1) = 1, the restriction of
(⊗IndF0

F )((∧2ρ̄∨m̃)(−5) to GF̂ factors through:

H(Fq) := {(Mi)
d
i=1 ∈

d∏
i=1

GL2(Fq)|∃δ ∈ det(GF ),∀i, detMi = δ}

In subsection 8.2, we observe that, by ”almost incompatibility” of the Fontaine-
Laffaille weights of the twisted tensor induction representation T ’s and those of the
boundary cohomology, there are only three characters χi, i = 1, 2, 3, of GF0 which
can occur simultaneously in the representation T and in the boundary cohomology
groups H i

∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)[m̃] for i < d, viewed as GF0-representations. They are given
explicitely as

χ1 := (⊗IndF0
F )((∧2ρ̄∨m)(−5)), χ2 = (⊗IndF0

F )((∧2ρ̄cm)(1)) and χ3 := (⊗IndF0
F )(ε⊗−2).

Actually, in subsection 3.4, we compute the Fontaine-Laffaille weights of the
GF0-representations H i

∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$). By comparison of these weights to those of
the characters χ1, χ2, χ3, we see that the characters χ2 and χ3 cannot occur in
H i
∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)[m̃] for i < d. Therefore the only character which can occur in

H i
∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)[m̃] is χ1. Its Fontaine-Laffaille weight d · w is the minimal Fontaine-

Laffaille weight which can occur in H i
∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)[m̃].

In subsection 8.3, we compute the multiplicity of the Fontaine-Laffaille weight d·w
insideH i

∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)m̃. We find it is equal to the κp-dimension ofH i+1(X̃ tor
K̃,κp

,Wsub
λ̃

)m̃

(κp = Fp is the residue field of p ⊂ OF0). By Serre duality, H4d−i−1(X̃tor
K̃,p
,Wcan

−2ρnc−w0,Gλ̃,p
)m̃∨

is dual to H i+1(X̃ tor
K̃,κp

,Wsub
λ̃

)m̃; thus, the κp-dimension of this coherent cohomology

group is equal to the multiplicity of the Fontaine-Laffaille weight d·w inH4d−i−1(X̃K̃ ,Vµ̃/$)m̃∨ ,
where µ̃ := (−nτ + 2,−mτ + 2,mτ − 2, nτ − 2)τ̄∈Ĩ . Now, a vanishing result of

Caraiani and Scholze [CS19] shows that H4d−i−1(X̃K̃ ,Vµ̃/$)m̃∨ = 0. Therefore,
H4d−i−1(X̃tor

K̃,p
,Wcan

−2ρnc−w0,Gλ̃,p
)m̃∨ is zero.

Acknowledgement. I would like to warmly thank my advisor Jacques Tilouine
for introducing me to the subject and for many invaluable discussions.
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1.1 Notations

In this section, we follow rather closely the notations of [ACC+18, Section 2].
Let F = F+F0 be a CM field which is the compositum of an imaginary quadratic

field F0 and a totally real field F+. Let ∆F be the discriminant of F . We denote by
c the complex conjugation of F . Let d = [F+ : Q]. For a number field K, let KA be

the adele ring of K, let Kf = Ẑ⊗K its finite part and K∞ = R⊗K its infinite part
so that KA = Kf ×K∞. If H is an algebraic group defined over number field K, we
put HA = H(KA), Hf = H(Kf ) and H∞ = H(K∞) so that HA = Hf ×H∞. If S is
a set of finite places of K and U ⊂ Hf , we put US :=

∏
v∈S Uv and US :=

∏
v/∈S Uv.

Let Ψn be the matrix with 1’s on the anti-diagonal and 0’s elsewhere and set

Jn =

(
0 Ψn

−Ψn 0

)
Let H̃ resp. H̃ the quasi-split unitary group scheme over OF+ whose points on a
ring R are given by

H̃(R) = {g ∈ GL2n(R⊗OF+ OF )|tgJngc = Jn}.

resp.
H̃(R) = {(g, c) ∈ GL2n(R⊗OF+ OF )×R×|tgJngc = c · Jn}

If v̄ is a place of F+ which splits in F , then a choice of place v|v̄ of F determines
a canonical isomorphism ιv : H̃(F+

v̄ ) ∼= GL2n(Fv). Denote G̃ := ResOF+/ZH̃ and

G̃ := ResOF+/ZH̃.

We write T̃ ⊂ B̃ ⊂ H̃ for the subgroups consisting of, respectively, the diagonal
and the upper-triangular matrices in H̃. Similarly we write H ⊂ P ⊂ H̃ for the Siegel
Levi and parabolic subgroups consisting of matrices which are diagonal, respectively,
upper triangular by n × n-blocks. We have H ∼= ResOF /OF+ GLn. We introduce

B = B̃ ∩H and we remark that T = T̃ ∩H = T̃ . Let us define G = ResOF+/ZH.
Let K ⊂ Gf be a neat compact open subgroup and XK be the adelic locally

symmetric space of level K:

XK = G(Q)\GA/KQ×∞K∞.

Let K̃ ⊂ G̃f be a neat compact open subgroup of G̃f compatible with K in the

sense that Gf ∩ K̃ = K. We also consider the unitary Shimura variety

X̃K̃ = G̃(Q)\G̃A/K̃K̃∞.
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and let K̃ ⊂ G̃f such that K̃ ∩ G̃f = K̃. We also consider the unitary Shimura
variety

X̃K̃ = G̃(Q)\G̃A/K̃K̃∞.

The real dimension of XK is equal to d · dimGLn(C)− d · dimU(n)− 1 = 2n2d−
n2d − 1 = n2d − 1 and the real dimension of X̃K̃ is equal to d · dimU(n, n) − d ·
dim(U(n)× U(n)) = 4nd − 2n2d = 2n2d.

We denote by S(K̃) the set of places v̄ of F+ where K̃v̄ is not hyperspecial. Let

S ′ be the set of places of F above those of S(K̃).
Let p be a rational prime which splits in F0, say, (p) = ppc. Let Sp, resp. S̄p, be

the set of places of F , resp. F+ above p; We put S̄ = S(K̃) ∪ S̄p and S = S ′ ∪ Sp.
Note that S is stable by complex conjugation. Let E be a finite extension of Qp

inside Q̄p large enough to contain the images of all the embeddings of F in Q̄p. Let
O be its valuation ring, $ a uniformizing parameter and κ = O/($) be its residue
field. Note that

G̃p = G̃×Qp = ResF+/QGL2n ×Qp.

Let λ̃ ∈ (Z2n
+ )Hom(F+,E) be a dominant weight for (G̃p, B̃p, T̃p). Let λ ∈ (Zn+)Hom(F,E)

be a dominant weight for (G,B, T ).
Let Ĩ ⊂ Hom(F,E) be a subset such that Hom(F,E) = Ĩ q Ĩc. We wright τ̃ for

unique element of I which extends τ ∈ Hom(F+, E) to F.

Definition 1.6. We say that the dominant weights λ̃ ∈ (Z2n
+ )Hom(F+,E) and λ ∈

(Zn+)Hom(F,E) are corresponding if λ̃τ = (−λτ̃ c,n,−λτ̃ c,n−1, · · · ,−λτ̃ c,1, λτ̃ ,1, λτ̃ ,2, · · · , λτ̃ ,n)

Let Vλ, resp. Vλ̃, be the finite free O-module with algebraic action of Gp, resp.

G̃p, of highest weight λ resp. λ̃. It defines a local system on XK , resp. X̃K̃ , which
we still denote Vλ, resp. Vλ̃. There are a priori several choices for the modules Vλ
and Vλ̃ (see corollary 1.9 of [PT02]). But since p will be large with respect to λ, they
all coincide.
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2 Hecke algebras

In this section we will define Hecke algebras for H and H̃ and important elements
in these Hecke algebras which we will use continuously in this note.

Definition 2.1. Let G be a locally profinite group, and let U ⊂ G be an open com-
pact subgroup. We write H(G,U) for the set of compactly supported, U-biinvariant
functions f : G→ Z.

Let ` 6= p be a rational prime. Let K be a finite extension of Q` with parameter
$K and residue field κ of cardinality q = `m. Let G be a quasi-split reductive group
scheme over OK , S is a maximal OK-split torus of G, T is the maximal torus which
centralizes S, and B is a Borel subgroup containing T . Let N be the unipotent
radical of B. The Weyl group W (G, T ) acts on T by conjugation. Let dn be the
Haar measure on N(K) such that dn(N(OK)) = 1. It takes values in Z[q±1]. Let
δB : T (K)→ qZ be the modulus of B, given by the formula t 7→ | detK AdN(t)|K (|·|K
is the absolute value of K normalized by |$K |K = q−1) The Satake homomorphism

N : f 7→ (t 7→ δB(t)1/2

∫
n∈N(K)

f(tn)dn)

gives us the isomorphism:

N : H(G(K), G(OK))⊗ Z[q±1/2]→ H(T (K), T (OK))W (G,T ) ⊗ Z[q±1/2]

If there exist a character χG ∈ X∗(G) such that the character t 7→ δB(t)1/2χG(t)1/2

takes values in qZ, then we get an isomorphism

N ′ : H(G(K), G(OK))⊗ Z[q±1]→ H(T (K), T (OK))W (G,T ) ⊗ Z[q±1]

given by formula f 7→ (t 7→ |χG(t)|1/2N(f)(t).

Let us to consider G = H̃ ×OF+
v̄

.

If v̄ splits in F , then there is an canonical isomorphisms ιv : H̃(F+
v̄ ) ∼= GL2n(Fv)

and T (F+
v̄ ) ∼= F 2n

v . Therefore, The Weyl group W (H̃v̄, Tv̄) = S2n and the Hecke
algebra H(T (F+

v̄ ), T (OF+
v̄

)) ∼= Z[Y ±1
1 , Y ±1

2 , · · · , Y ±1
2n ].

If v̄ is inert in F , then there is an canonical isomorphisms ιv : H̃(F+
v̄ ) ∼= U(n, n)(Fv̄)

and T (F+
v̄ ) ∼= F n

v̄ . Therefore, The Weyl group W (H̃v̄, Tv̄) = Sn n (Z/2Z)n and the
Hecke algebra H(T (F+

v̄ ), T (OF+
v̄

)) ∼= Z[X±1
1 , X±1

2 , · · · , X±1
n ].
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Definition 2.2. Let v̄ be a place of F+ which is unramified in F .
1) Suppose that v̄ splits in F . Put χG̃ = det2n−1, then we have

N ′ : H(H̃(F+
v̄ ), H̃(OF+

v̄
))⊗ Z[q±1

v ] ∼= Z[q±1
v ][Y ±1

1 , Y ±1
2 , ..., Y ±1

2n ]S2n

For each i = 1, ..., 2n, we write T̃v,i for the element of H(H̃(F+
v̄ ), H̃(OF+

v̄
))⊗Z[q−1

v ]

which corresponds under the Satake transform to the element q
i(2n−i)/2
v ei(Y1, · · · , Y2n)

(ei is i-th symmetric polynomial)
2) Suppose that v̄ is inert in F . Since qv̄ = q2

v, the Satake isomorphism gives a
canonical isomorphism

N ′ : H(H̃(F+
v̄ ), H̃(OF+

v̄
))⊗ Z[q±1

v ] ∼= Z[q±1
v ][X±1

1 , X±1
2 , ..., X±1

n ]Snn(Z/2Z)n

we write T̃v,i for the element of H(H̃(F+
v̄ ), H̃(OF+

v̄
)) ⊗ Z[q−1

v ] which corresponds

under the Satake transform to the element q
i(2n−i)/2
v ei(Y1, · · · , Y2n), where {Y1, Y2, · · · ,

Y2n} = {X±1
1 , · · · , X±1

n }.
For each v̄ of F+ we have an algebra homomorphism H(H̃(F+

v̄ ), H̃(OF+
v̄

)) →
H(H(F+

v̄ ), H(OF+
v̄

)), we call it Sv̄ = rG ◦ rP unnormalized Satake transform, where

algebra homomorphism rP : H(H̃(F+
v̄ ), H̃(OF+

v̄
)) → H(P (F+

v̄ ), P (OF+
v̄

)) defines by

f 7→ f |P (F+) and algebra homomorphism rG : H(P (F+
v̄ ), P (OF+

v̄
))→ H(H(F+

v̄ ),

H(OF+
v̄

)) defines by f 7→ (x 7→
∫
U(F+)

f(xu)du).

Definition 2.3. Let v̄ be a place of F+ which is unramified in F .
1)Suppose that v̄ splits in F . The unnormalized Satake transform corresponds

under the Satake isomorphism to the map

Z[q±1
v ][Y ±1

1 , Y ±1
2 , ..., Y ±1

2n ]S2n → Z[q±1
v ][W±1

1 ,W±1
2 , ...,W±1

n , Z±1
1 , Z±1

2 , ..., Z±1
n ]Sn×Sn

where the set {Y1, · · · , Y2n} is in bijection with {qn/2v Z−1
1 , · · · , qn/2v Z−1

n , q
−n/2
v W1, · · ·

, q
−n/2
v Wn}. For all i = 1, · · · , n, let Tv,i ∈ H(H(Fv), H(OFv)) corresponds to

q
i(n−i)/2
v ei(W1, · · · ,Wn).

2). Suppose instead that v̄ is inert in F . Then the unnormalized Satake transform
corresponds under the Satake isomorphism to the map

Z[q±1
v ][X±1

1 , X±1
2 , ..., X±1

n ]Snn(Z/2Z)n → Z[q±1
v ][W±1

1 ,W±1
2 , ...,W±1

n ]Sn

where the set {X1, · · · , Xn} is in bijection with {q−n/2v W1, · · · , q−n/2v Wn}. For all

i = 1, · · · , n, let Tv,i ∈ H(H(Fv), H(OFv)) corresponds to q
i(n−i)/2
v ei(W1, · · · ,Wn).
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Let T̃S := ⊗′
v̄ /∈S̄(H(H̃(F+

v̄ ), H̃(OF+
v̄

))⊗O), resp.TS := ⊗′v/∈S(H(H(Fv), H̃(OFv))⊗
O), be base change to O the abstract spherical Hecke algebra outside S for H̃, resp.
for H. Let S = ⊗v/∈SSv : T̃S → TS be the twisted Satake homomorphism.

Let D(O) be the derived category of complexes of O-modules. By section 2.1.2 of
[ACC+18], the complex RΓ(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃), resp. RΓ(XK ,Vλ)) has T̃ S-module structure,
resp. T S-module structure. We denote by T̃S(K̃, λ̃), resp. TS(K,λ), the image of
T̃S, resp.TS, in EndD(O)(RΓ(XK ,Vλ)), resp. in EndD(O)(RΓ(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃)).

3 Shimura varieties

Let V = O2n
F be equipped with the skew-hermitian form

〈(x1, · · · , x2n), (y1, · · · , y2n)〉 =
n∑
i=1

(xiȳ2n+1−i − x2n+1−iyi)

consider the associated alternating form

(·, ·) : V × V → Q : (x, y) := trOF /Z〈x, y〉

We define G̃, resp. G̃, as the group scheme representing the functor sending any
ring R to

G̃(R) = {g ∈ GLOF (V )(R)|(gv, gw) = (v, w),∀v, w ∈ V }

resp.

G̃(R) = {(g, c) ∈ GLOF (V )(R)×R×|(gv, gw) = c(v, w),∀v, w ∈ V }

Since all places above p in F+ split in F , there is a direct factor submodule
L ⊂ V ⊗Zp of rank n such that V ⊗Zp ∼= L⊕L∨(1) (this isomorphism is compatible
with the alternating form).

Let us denote by (·, ·)can : (L⊕ L∨(1))× (L⊕ L∨(1))→ Zp the alternating form
((x1, f1), (x2, f2))can = f2(x1)− f1(x2).

3.1 Integral model of the Shimura variety

Definition 3.1. Let S be a scheme over Z[ 1
∆F

]. An abelian variety with G̃-structure
over T is a triple (A, ι, λ)T where A is an abelian scheme of dimension [F : Q]n
over T , ι : OF → End(A) is an OF -action such that LieA is free of rank n over
OF ⊗ZOT , and λ : A→ A∨ is a principal polarization on A whose Rosati involution
is compatible with complex conjugation on OF via ι.

11



We fix a neat compact open subgroup K̃ of G̃f . The functor

T 7→ {(A, ι, λ)Tabelian variety with G̃− structure and level K̃}

is representable by a scheme XK̃ which is smooth over Z[ 1
S

] where S is the set of
rational primes ` 6= p such that there is a place in S above of `.

Theorem 3.2. There is a natural isomorphism of manifolds

X̃K̃
∼= XK̃(C)

and also the map G̃ ↪→ G̃ induces a natural map X̃K̃ ↪→ X̃K̃, which is an open and
closed immersion.

Proof. See [CS19, Lemma 2.1.1 and Proposition 2.1.6].

3.2 Automorphic vector bundle

In the sequel, we write XK̃ for the base change of XK̃ to Zp.
Let A→ XK̃ be the universal abelian variety for XK̃ and let H1

dR(A/XK̃) be the
relative de Rham cohomology and HdR

1 (A/XK̃) := HomOX
K̃

(H1
dR(A/XK̃),OXK̃

)

We have the canonical pairing 〈·, ·〉λ : HdR
1 (A/XK̃) × HdR

1 (A/XK̃) → OXK̃
(1)

defined as the composite of (Id× λ)∗ followed by the perfect pairing HdR
1 (A/XK̃)×

HdR
1 (A∨/XK̃)→ OXK̃

(1) defined by c1(L) ∈ H2
dR(A×XK̃

A∨/XK̃) the first Chern class
of the Poincaré line bundle L over A×XK̃

A∨.

HdR
1 (A/XK̃)×HdR

1 (A/XK̃)
(Id×λ)?−−−−→ HdR

1 (A/XK̃)×HdR
1 (A∨/XK̃)

∪−→ HdR
2 (A/XK̃)

·c1(L)−−−→ OXK̃
(1)

Let X
(1)

K̃
be the first infinitesimal neighborhood of the diagonal image of XK̃ in

XK̃ ×Zp XK̃ , and let pr1; pr2 : X
(1)

K̃
→ XK̃ be the two projections. Then we have by

definition the canonical morphism OXK̃
→P1

XK̃/Zp
:= pr1,?pr

?
2(OXK̃

), where P1
XK̃/Zp

is the sheaf of principal parts of order 1. The isomorphism s : X
(1)

K̃
→ X

(1)

K̃
over XK̃

swapping the two components of the fiber product then defines an automorphism s?

of P1
XK̃/Zp

. The kernel of the structural morphism str? : P1
XK̃/Zp

→ OXK̃
, canonically

isomorphic to Ω1
XK̃/Zp

by definition, is spanned by the image of s? − Id?.
An important property of the relative de Rham cohomology of any smooth mor-

phism like A → XK̃ is that, for any two smooth lifts Ã1 → X
(1)

K̃
and Ã2 → X

(1)

K̃
of

12



A→ XK̃ , there is a canonical isomorphism H1
dR(Ã1/X

(1)

K̃
) ∼= H1

dR(Ã2/X
(1)

K̃
) lifting the

identity morphism on HdR
1 (A/XK̃). If we consider Ã1 = pr?1A and Ã2 = pr?2A, then

we obtain a canonical isomorphism

pr?1H
1
dR(A/XK̃) ∼= H1

dR(pr?1A/X
(1)

K̃
) ∼= H1

dR(pr?2A/X
(1)

K̃
) ∼= pr?2H

1
dR(A/XK̃)

which we denote by Id? by abuse of notation. On the other hand, the pullback by
the swapping automorphism s : X

(1)

K̃
→ X

(1)

K̃
defines another canonical isomorphism

s? : pr?1H
1
dR(A/XK̃) ∼= H1

dR(pr?1A/X
(1)

K̃
)
∼−→ H1

dR(pr?2A/X
(1)

K̃
) ∼= pr?2H

1
dR(A/XK̃)

The Gauss-Manin connection ∇ : H1
dR(A/XK̃) → H1

dR(A/XK̃) ⊗OX
K̃

Ω1
XK̃/Zp

on

H1
dR(A/XK̃) is the composition

H1
dR(A/XK̃)

pr?1−−→ H1
dR(pr?1A/X

(1)

K̃
)
s?−Id?−−−−→ H1

dR(A/XK̃)⊗XK̃
Ω1

XK̃/Zp

Remark 3.3. This Gauss-Manin connection is same with the usual Gauss-Manin
connection on the relative de Rham cohomology H1

dR(A/XK̃) (cf. [KO68]).

Definition 3.4. The principal G̃-bundle over XK̃ is the G̃-torsor

EG̃ := IsomOF⊗OX
K̃

[(HdR
1 (A/XK̃(1)), 〈·, ·〉λ,OXK̃

), ((L⊕L∨(1))⊗ZpOXK̃
, 〈·, ·〉can,OXK̃

(1))]

(3.1)
the sheaf of isomorphisms of OXK̃

-sheaves of symplectic OF -modules.

We can define EP (is a P -torsor) which is all isomorphism such above by adding
condition Lie∨A∨/XK̃ maps to L∨(1)⊗Zp OXK̃

and EG (is a G-torsor) is all OF ⊗ZOXK̃
-

isomorphism between Lie∨A∨/XK̃ and L∨(1)⊗Zp OXK̃
.

Definition 3.5. Let R be any Zp-algebra and W ∈ RepR(G̃p), we define

EG̃(W ) := (EG̃ ⊗Zp R)×G̃p⊗ZpR
W

Moreover, for any W ∈ RepR(Gp), we define

EG(W ) := (EG ⊗Zp R)×Gp⊗ZpR
W

which are coherent sheaf on XK̃ ⊗Zp R.

13



If W ∈ RepR(Gp) be free R-module, we say EG(W ) is an automorphic vector
bundle.

Remark 3.6. By [LS12, Proposition 3.7], for any λ̃ ∈ (Z2n
+ )Hom(F+, E), there is an

idempotent element ελ̃ in Zp[(V × Zp)m o Sm] and an integer tλ̃ such that

EG̃(Vλ̃) ∼= (ελ̃)?H
dR
m (Am/XK̃)(tλ̃)

where m = |λ̃|.

3.3 Toroidal compactifications of the Shimura variety

We follow the definitions and notations of K.W. Lan’s thesis [LAN13].
To the Shimura variety XK̃ , one can attach a family of toroidal compactifica-

tions. Each is attached to a collection Σ of combinatorial data adapted to K̃. The
corresponding toroidal compactification is denoted Xtor

K̃
or XK̃,Σ.

Let P be the set of maximal Q-rational parabolic subgroups of G̃. Let P =
MU ∈ P .

The combinatorial data Σ = ∪ΣR adapted to the neat level K̃ is a collection of
fans, ΣR , one for each rational boundary component R. Each R corresponds to
its stabilizer PR , which i. The fan ΣR gives a polyhedral cone decomposition of a
partial compactification C̄R of a certain cone CR inside UR(R) that is open, convex,
and self-adjoint with respect to a Q-rational positive definite quadratic form, where
UR is the center of the unipotent radical of PR.

By choosing suitable Σ, these compactifications are smooth. Let D be the bound-
ary of XK̃ in Xtor

K̃
. It is a relative Cartier divisor with normal crossings over Z[S−1].

The universal abelian scheme A→ XK̃ extends to a semi-abelian scheme Aext →
Xtor
K̃

, the polarization λ : A → A∨ extends to a prime-to-p isogeny λext : Aext →
(Aext)∨ between semi-abelian schemes where (Aext)∨ is the dual of the semi-abelian
scheme Aext.

By proposition of 1.4.3 of [LAN18], we can define a locally free OXtor
K̃

-sheaf

HdR
1 (A/XK̃)can extending the OXK̃

-sheaf HdR
1 (A/XK̃) and such that it satisfies con-

ditions including the existence of an alternating form 〈·, ·〉λ extending the Poincaré
pairing, and endowed with a connection with logarithmic singularities extending the
Gauss-Manin connection ∇ on HdR

1 (A/XK̃). Therefore we can define E can
G̃

and E can
G

as last subsection.
For any Zp-algebra R and W ∈ RepR(Gp), there are two extension for EG(W ) to

XK̃ which is compatible with changing level and refining of by cone decomposition
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Σ. The first one is the canonical extension of EG(W ):

EG(W )can = (E can
G ⊗Zp R)×Gp⊗ZpR

W

and the second is the sub-canonical extension of EG:

EG(W )sub = EG(W )can ⊗OX
K̃
ID

where ID is the OXK̃
-ideal defining the relative Cartier divisor D.

Remark 3.7. We have an isomorphism

EG̃(Vλ̃)
can(sub) ∼= (ελ̃)?H

dR
m (Am/XK̃)can(sub)(tλ̃)

where m = |λ̃|.

3.4 Local system on the integral model

In this subsection We will define étale local system on XK̃ ×Z[ 1
∆F S

] Q̄ and we will

compute Fontaine-Laffaile weight of H i
(c)(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$).

For any positive integer m, let fm : AmQ̄ → XK̃ ×Z[ 1
S

] Q̄ be base change to Q̄ of

the m-th fiber product Am → XK̃ of the universal abelian scheme.
If we fix m = |λ̃|,

Vλ̃,ét := (ελ̃)?R
m(fm)?(O)(−tλ̃)

Proposition 3.8. For any λ̃ ∈ (Z2n
+ )Hom(F+,E) there exist an étale local system in

O-modules Vλ̃,ét on XK̃ ×Z[ 1
S

] Q̄ such that it extend to XK̃/Z[ 1
S

] and:

H i
ét,(c)(XK̃ ×Z[ 1

S
] Q̄,Vλ̃,ét/$

m) ∼= H i
B,(c)(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$

m)

for all positive integer m.

Proof. See [LS12, Subsection 4.3].

Since Vλ̃ can be defined over F0, the O/$m-module H i
B,(c)(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$m) carries a

GF0-action.
We write X?(T )+,P ⊂ X?(T )+ for the subset of (B ∩ G)-dominant characters.

The set
W P := {w ∈ WG̃|w(X?(T )+) ⊂ X?(T )+,P}
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is the set of representatives with minimal length of the quotient WG̃/WG. It is called
the set of Kostant representatives.

We write `(w) for length of w ∈ W P and pλ̃(w) = [w(λ̃ + ρ) − ρ](H) where
H = (0, 0, ..., 0, 1, 1, ..., 1) (first n components are 0 and last n components are 1)

and ρ is half of sum of positive root of G̃p.

Definition 3.9. Let λ̃ ∈ (Z2n
+ )Hom(F+, E)

1) We say that λ̃ is regular if λ̃τ̄ ,i > λ̃τ̄ ,i+1 for any τ̄ ∈ Hom(F+, E) and i ∈
[1, .2n− 1]

2)we set |λ̃|comp := dim X̃K̃ + 1 +
∑

τ̄ ,i |λ̃τ̄,i|. The integer |λ̃|comp is called the

comparison size of λ̃.

Let RepZp(GQp) be the category of GQp-modules of finite type over Zp and

MF
[0,p−2]
Zp that of finitely generated Zp-modulesM endowed with a filtration (FilrM)r

such that FilrM is a direct factor, Fil0M = M and Filp−1 = 0 together with semi-
linear maps φr : FilrM → M such that the restriction of φr to Filr+1M is equal to
pφr+1 and satisfying the strong divisibility condition : M =

∑
i∈Z φr(Fil

rM). Recall
that by the theory of Fontaine-Laffaille [FL82], we have a fully faithful functor

Tcr : MF [0,p−1] → RepZp(GQp)

A p-adic representation is called Fontaine-Laffaille if it is in the essential image of
Tcr.

Let X̄ be a smooth and proper scheme over Zp of relative dimension g and D a
relative divisor with normal crossings of X, we put X = X̄ −D.

Theorem 3.10 (Theorem 5.3 of Faltings [F90]). For any j ∈ [0, p − 2], we have
following isomorphism:

Tcr(H
j
log−cris,(c)(X̄,Fp)) ∼= Hj

ét,(c)(XQ̄p ,Fp)

This isomorphism is compatible with the action of GQp. The isomorphism is
functorial in the proper smooth Zp-log scheme X̄ and is compatible with the cup
product structures and with the formation of the Chern classes of line bundles over
X̄.

This theorem implies that for any λ̃ ∈ (Z2n
+ )Hom(F+, E) such that |λ̃|comp < p we

have following isomorphism

Tcr(H
j
log−cris,(c)(X

tor
K̃
,Vλ̃/$)) ∼= Hj

ét,(c)(XK̃ ×Zp Q̄p,Vλ̃/$) (3.2)
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Remark 3.11. Since in Faltings theorem the isomorphism is compatible with the
formation of chern classes, then the isomorphism 3.2 is compatible with the formation
of chern classes. Therefore this isomorphism is compatible with the Hecke action on
the both side.

Theorem 3.12 (Lan-Polo [LP18]). Assume that |λ̃|comp < p. Then the set of
Fontaine-Laffaille weights of H i

B,(c)(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$) is subset of the set {pλ̃(w)|w ∈ W P ,

`(w) ≤ i}. Moreover, multiplicity of pλ̃(w) is equal to Fp dimensional of H i−`(w)(Xtor
K̃,κp

,

EG(Vλ̃w)can(sub)).

Proof. By theorem 3.10 we have to consider the Hodge filteration ofHj
log−cris,(c)(XK̃tor ,

Vλ̃/$)). Hence Theorem 5.9 of [LP18] implies this theorem.

Corollary 3.13. Let m̃ ⊂ T̃ S be a maximal ideal. Assume that |λ̃|comp < p.
Then the set of Fontaine-Laffaille weights of H i

B,(c)(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)m̃ is subset of the set

{pλ̃(w)|w ∈ W P , `(w) ≤ i}. Moreover, multiplicity of pλ̃(w) is equal to Fp dimen-
sional of H i−`(w)(Xtor

K̃,κp
,EG(Vλ̃w)can(sub))m̃.

Proof. Since the isomorphism 3.2 and theorem 5.9 of [LP18] are compatible with the
Hecke action T̃ S, theorem 3.12 implies this corollary.

3.5 Dualizing sheaf of toroidal compactification

Generalizing previous results by Mumford, Harris and Faltings-Chai, K.-W. Lan
determined the dualizing sheaf for the arithmetic toroidal compactification of PEL
Shimura varieties. The result for G̃ = G̃n is as follows. We fix a sufficiently fine fan
so that Xtor

K̃
is smooth.

Theorem 3.14. The dualizing sheaf of Xtor
K̃

is isomorphic to EG(V−2ρnc)
sub where ρnc

is the half of the sum of all positive roots of G̃ which are not positive roots for G.

Proof. See Proposition 2.2.6 of [Har90] for the rational case Xtor
K̃
× Q and Theorem

6.4.1.1 (4) of [LAN13] for the integral case.

Corollary 3.15. For any field κ such that its characteristic does not belong to S
and for any representation W ∈ Repκ(Gp), there is a Serre duality isomorphism

RHomκ(RΓ(Xtor
K̃,κ

,EG(W )sub), κ) ∼= RΓ(Xtor
K̃,κ

,EG(W∨ ⊗ V−2ρnc)
can))

Moreover this isomorphism, is compatible with the Hecke action in the sense the
action of [K̃gK̃] on the left matches the action of [K̃gK̃]t = [K̃g−1K̃] on the right.
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Remark 3.16. (1) Note that for using Serre duality we need to have a Cohen-
Macaulay scheme. In our case, the compactified Shimura variety Xtor

K̃,κ
is smooth and

therefore is Cohen-Macaulay.
(2) In general case when K̃p is not hyperspecial, the compactified Shimura variety

X̃ tor
K̃

is Cohen-Macaulay.

4 Galois representation

Let π be a cohomological regular cuspidal automorphic representation of GLn(AF )
with level K and cohomological weight λ (with pure weight w ∈ Z). With the
notations of the previous section, π is unramified outside of S ′. Assume that Kp is
hyperspecial so that S ′ ∩ Sp = ∅. Let m ⊂ TS be associated maximal ideal of Hecke
algebra. By [HLTT16] we can construct a Galois representation associated to m,
which we denote by ρ̄m : GF → GLn(κ), such that for any v /∈ S, the characteristic
polynomial of ρ̄m(Frobv) is equal to:

Pv(X) := Xn−Tv,1Xn−1 + ...+(−1)jq
j(j−1)

2
v Tv,jX

n−j + ...+(−1)nqn(n−1)/2
v Tv,n,modm.

We say that m is non-Eisenstein if ρ̄m is absolutely irreducible.
We introduce the Fontaine-Laffaille condition

(FL) for any τ ∈ Hom(F,E) we have p− 2n− 1 ≥ λτ,1 + λτc,1 − λτ,n − λτc,n.

Let ε : GF → Z×p be the p-adic cyclotomic charac and ε̄ : GF → F×p its reduction
modulo p. From now on we assume m non-Eisenstein and (FL).

Theorem 4.1. Assuming the above assumptions and Kp is hyperspecial, then for any
v ∈ Sp, the restriction of ρ̄m to GFv is Fontaine-Laffaille with τ -Fontaine-Laffaille
weight (λτ,1 + n− 1, λτ,2 + n− 2, ..., λτ,n). Also we have:

ρ̄m|Iv ∼=


δ1 ? · · · ?
0 δ2 · · · ?
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 · · · δn


where δ1, δ2, ..., δn : Iv → F̄×p are tame characters, whose product equals ε̄(w+

n(n−1)
2

)

and whose sum has Fontaine-Laffaille weights (λτ,1+n−1, λτ,2+n−2, ..., λτ,n)τ∈Hom(Fv ,E)

.
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See [FL82]. Note that this theorem requires the fact that for every τ ∈ Hom(F,E),
the Fontaine-Laffaille weights λτ,1 + n− 1, λτ,2 + n− 2, ..., λτ,n are mutually distinct.

Remark 4.2. If δ̄i : OFv → F̄×p is correspondence to δi by local class field theory,

then it defines by x 7→
∏

τ∈Hom(Fv ,E) τ(x)
λτ+n−i

.

5 A direct summand of the boundary cohomology

In this section, we mention three important theorems, the first is about the occur-
rence of the cohomology of XK in the boundary cohomology of X̃K̃ . The last two
ones are cohomology vanishing theorems for X̃K̃ .

From this section we denote m̃ := S−1(m)

5.1 Embedding theorems

In this subsection, we recall a theorem about embedding of cohomology of XK in the
boundary cohomology of X̃K̃ . The theorem is theorem 4.2.1 of [ACC+18]. Let U be
the unipotent radical of the Siegel parabolic P and P = H ·U be a Levi decomposition
of the Siegel parabolic P in H̃. Let us say that a compact open subgroup K̃ ⊂ G̃f is
decomposed with respect to the Siegel parabolic P if P (F+

f ) ∩ K̃ = (H(F+
f ) ∩ K̃) ·

(U(F+
f ) ∩ K̃). Let K̃P = P (F+

f ) ∩ K̃ and K̃U = U(F+
f ) ∩ K̃.

Let X̃BS
K̃

be the Borel-Serre compactification of X̃K̃ and X̃P
K̃

be P -strata of the

Borel-Serre compactification as subsection 2.1 [ACC+18]. Let ∂X̃K̃ = X̃BS
K̃
− X̃K̃

be the boundary of X̃BS
K̃

. The action of the Hecke algebra T̃ S on RΓ(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃) in

the derived category of O-modules D(O) extends canonically to RΓ(X̃BS
K̃
,Vλ̃); it

preserves RΓ(∂X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃) and RΓ(X̃P
K̃
,Vλ̃) (see [ACC+18, Subsection 2.1]).

By [ACC+18, Theorem 2.4.2], the natural embedding X̃P
K̃
↪→ ∂X̃K̃ induces an

isomorphism:
RΓ(X̃P

K̃
,Vλ̃)m̃ ∼= RΓ(∂X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃)m̃

Remark 5.1. The key ingredients for proving the above isomorphism are
1) ρ̄m̃ ∼= ρ̄m ⊕ ρ̄c,∨m ⊗ ε̄1−2n is the direct sum of two n-dimensional absolutely

irreducible Galois representations,
2) if RΓ(X̃Q

K̃
,Vλ̃)m̃ 6= 0 for another Q-rational standard parabolic subgroup Q of G̃,

then ρ̄m̃ admits another decomposition as a sum of irreducible Galois representations
with respect to Q, which is a contradiction.
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Denote K̃P = K̃ ∩ p(Qf ) and K̃U = K̃ ∩ U(Qf ). Arguing in the same way as on
[NT16, p. 58], we see that there is an isomorphism

RΓ(X̃P
K̃
,Vλ̃) ∼= RΓ(K̃S

P ×KS, RΓ(InfP
S×KS

GS×KS
XG, R1

K̃U,S
? Vλ̃)) (5.1)

where XG := G(Q)\XG×G(Qf ) and R1
K̃U,S
? is the derived functor of the functor

of K̃U,S-fixed points.

The following theorem is [ACC+18, Theorem 4.2.1] for a special partition (S1, S2)
of the set Sp of places above p; namely, S1 = Sp and S2 = ∅.

Theorem 5.2. Let K̃ ⊂ G̃f be a neat compact open subgroup which is decomposed
with respect to the parabolic subgroup P = G · U , and with the property that for
each v̄ ∈ S̄p, K̃U,v̄ = U(OF+

v̄
). Let λ̃ ∈ (Z2n

+ )Hom(F+,E) and λ ∈ (Zn+)Hom(F,E) be

corresponding dominant weights for G̃ and G, respectively. We also assume that
p > n2.

Then for any m ≥ 1, RΓ(XK ,Vλ/$m)m is a T̃S-equivariant direct summand of
RΓ(∂X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$m)m̃.

Proof. By using isomorphism 5.1, We should show that Vλ is direct summand of

R1
K̃U,S
? Vλ̃ as KS-representation. Note that there is a K̃P -equivariant embedding

Vλ → Vλ̃, which splits after restriction to K.

The morphism Vλ → R1
K̃U,S
? Vλ̃ is the composition of the given map Vλ → V

K̃U,S

λ̃

with the morphism VK̃U,S
λ̃

→ R1
K̃U,S
? Vλ̃ whose existence is assured by the universal

property of the derived functor.

The R1
K̃U,S
? Vλ̃ → Vλ is the composition of the morphism R1

K̃U,S
? Vλ̃ → Vλ (given

by restriction to the trivial subgroup) and the K-equivariant splitting Vλ̃ → Vλ. This
completes the proof.

By the above theorem we can conclude that

H i(XK ,Vλ/$)m ↪→ H i
∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)m̃ (5.2)

as T̃S-equivariant direct summand.

5.2 Vanishings Theorems for the unitary Shimura variety

The first theorem is the main theorem of [CS19] which states the vanishing of the
cohomology of X̃K̃ below the middle degree, after localization at certain maximal
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ideals m̃ of the Hecke algebra. Let L be a number field with absolute Galois group
GL and κ a finite field of characteristic p. Let r̄ : GL → GLn(κ) be a continuous
representation.

Definition 5.3. 1) We say that a prime ` 6= p is decomposed generic for r̄ if ` splits
completely in L and for all places v|` of L, r̄|GLv is unramified and the eigenvalues
(with multiplicity) α1, .., αn ∈ κ̄ of r̄(Frobv) satisfy αi/αj /∈ {1, qv} for all i 6= j.

2) We say that r̄ is decomposed generic if there exists a prime ` 6= p which is
decomposed generic for r̄.

Theorem 5.4. Assume the following conditions

(1) F+ 6= Q;

(2) ρ̄m̃ is of length at most 2;

(3) ρ̄m̃ is decomposed generic,

Then H i(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)m̃ = 0 for all i < d and H i
c(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)m̃ = 0 for all i > d.

The second theorem is the main theorem of [LS13].

Theorem 5.5. Assume that p > |λ̃|comp, that the weight λ̃ is regular and K̃p is
hyperspecial. then H i(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$) = 0 for all i < n2d = dim X̃K̃.

Let us consider the long exact sequence of the boundary:

. . .→ H i
c(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)→ H i(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)→ H i

∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)→ . . .

By Theorem 5.4, we can conclude that

H i
∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)m̃ ∼= H i+1

c (X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)m̃ (5.3)

as T̃S-module for all i < n2d− 1.
Also under the assumptions of Theorem 5.5, we can also conclude that

H i
∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$) ∼= H i+1

c (X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$) (5.4)

as T̃S-module for all i < n2d− 1 .
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6 Boundary cohomology of X̃K̃

Our aim in this section is to prove that for any i < d, the semi-simplification of
H i
∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)[m̃] as GF0-module is a direct sum of characters.

Let j : X̃K̃ ↪→ X̃∗
K̃
←↩ ∂X̃∗

K̃
: i where j, rep. i, is the open immersion, resp.

closed. immersion of the boundary, into the minimal compactification of X̃K̃ over
Z[ 1

S
]. It yields an isomorphism between H i

∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$) and H i(∂X̃∗
K̃
, i∗Rj∗Vλ̃/$).

We have a spectral sequence:

H i(∂X̃∗
K̃
, i∗Rjj∗Vλ̃/$)⇒ H i+j(∂X̃∗

K̃
, i∗Rj∗Vλ̃/$)

Let Pa = MaUPa be the a-th standard maximal parabolic subgroup of G̃ for any
a ∈ [1, n] where the Levi subgroup Ma is isomorphic to G̃a × ResOF /ZGLn−a and

UPa denotes the unipotent radical of Pa. Let Pa,h be the inverse image of G̃a under
the homomorphism κa : Pa → Pa/UPa =: Ma Denote Ma,l := ResOF /ZGLn−a and

Ma,h := G̃a.
Over C, we have a stratification of the boundary of the minimal compactification

of the form ∂X̃∗
K̃

= X̃n−1

∐
X̃n−2

∐
...
∐
X̃0 where X̃a is a disjoint union of U(a, a)-

Shimura varieties X̃a =
∐

x̄ X̃a,x̄, where x runs over the finite set P (Q)Pa,h(Qf )\G̃(Qf )
/K̃, and x̄ denotes an arbitrary representative of x in G̃(Qf ); for later use, we may
and do choose x so that its p-component xp is trivial and also we have X̃a,x̄ :=
G̃a(Q)\G̃i(QA)/K̃x

a.h where K̃x
a = x(K̃ · K̃∞)x−1∩Pa(QA) and K̃x

a,h := K̃x
a ∩ G̃a(QA).

Remark 6.1. This stratification extends to the integral structure of Shimura varieties
(cf. Theorem 7.2.4.1 of [LAN13]).

This stratification on the minimal compactification gives us a stratification spec-
tral sequence of étale cohomology groups (carrying Galois action of GF0):

Ea−1,b
1 := ⊕x̄Ha+b−1

c (X̃a,x̄, Rj∗Vλ̃/$|X̃a,x̄)⇒ Ha+b−1(∂X̃∗
K̃
, i∗Rj∗Vλ̃/$) (6.1)

This spectral sequence degenerates at E2. There is also another spectral sequence
of étale cohomology groups (also carrying Galois action of GF0):

Eb,c
1 = Hc

c (X̃a,x̄, R
bj∗Vλ̃/$|X̃a,x̄)⇒ Hb+c

c (X̃a,x̄, Rj∗Vλ̃/$|X̃a,x̄) (6.2)

This spectral sequence degenerates at E2.
By the main result of [P92], the locally constant sheaf Rbj∗Vλ̃/$|X̃i,x̄ is isomorphic

to the locally constant sheaf associated to the K̃x
a,h-module
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b⊕
s=0

Hb−s(ΓMa,l
(x), Hs(ΓUPa (x),Vλ̃/$))

Where

ΓMa,l
(x) := Ma,l(Q) ∩ (K̃x

a,l ×Ma,l(Q∞)), for K̃x
a,l := κa(K̃

x) ∩Ma,l(Qf )

and
ΓUPa (x) := UPa(Q) ∩ (K̃x ∩ UPa(QA))

Assume that λ̃ is p-small. Then by Theorem B of Polo and Tilouine [PT02], we
have for each s ≤ q an isomorphism of Ma-modules:

Hs(ΓUPa (x),Vλ̃/$) ∼=
⊕

w∈WPa ,`(w)=s

VMa,λ̃w
/$

where λ̃w = w(λ̃+ ρ)− ρ. Therefore as K̃x
a,h-module, we have

Hq−s(ΓMa,l
(x), Hs(ΓUPa (x),Vλ̃/$)) ∼=

⊕
w∈WPa ,`(w)=s

Hb−s(ΓMa,l
(x),VMa,l,λ̃w

/$))⊗VMa,h,λ̃w
/$

In particular, The Galois action on the cohomology of X̃a,x arises only from the
second factors of each summand. Denote V s,a

w := Hs(ΓMa,l
(x),VMa,l,λ̃w

/$). Then we
can compute the left-hand side of the spectral sequence 6.2. Namely, we have an
isomorphism of GF0-modules:

Hc
c (X̃a,x̄, R

bj∗Vλ̃/$|X̃a,x) ∼=
⊕

w∈WPa ,`(w)≤b

Hc
c (X̃a,x,VMa,h,λ̃w

/$)⊗ V b−`(w),a
w (6.3)

Definition 6.2. We say λ̃ ∈ (Z2n
+ )Hom(F+,E) is mildly regular if for any τ̄ ∈

Hom(F+, E)
(λ̃τ̄ ,2, · · · , λ̃τ̄ ,2n−1) ∈ Z2n−2

+

is a regular weight.

Theorem 6.3. Assume λ̃ is mildly regular and |λ̃|comp < p. then any irreducible
Galois sub-representation W of Hj

∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$) is one dimensional for all j < d.
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Proof. We argue by induction on n, Assume that n = 1. Since the boundary of
the minimal compactification of a U(1, 1)-Shimura variety is only a disjoint union of
points, the boundary cohomology is the cohomology of a zero dimensional variety
and therefore is a sum of characters as Galois module.

The induction hypothesis being as follows:
Hypothesis: the theorem holds for all integers k < n.
Since the spectral sequences 6.1 and 6.2 degenerate at E2, its irreducible con-

stituents provide the irreducible constituents of its abutment.
Let j ∈ [0, d−1]. We want to compute the boundary cohomology Hj

∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$).
By the spectral sequence 6.1, it is enough to check that the semisimplification

of the GF0-modules Hj
c (X̃k,x̄, Rj∗Vλ̃/$|X̃k,x̄) for the strata X̃k,x̄ for k < n is a direct

sum of characters. For this purpose, by the spectral sequence 6.2, it is enough to
show for all k < n that for every pair (b, c) such that j = b+ c, with b+ c < d , the
semisimplification of Hc

c (X̃k,x̄, R
bj∗Vλ̃/$|X̃k,x̄) is a direct sum of characters.

By 6.3, it suffices to show that for every c < d and k = 0, . . . , n − 1, the Galois
module Hc

c (X̃k,x̄,VMk,h,λ̃w
/$) for all x̄ and w ∈ W Pk , is a direct sum of characters.

Since the p-component xp of the representative x is equal to 1 by our choice, the
level of the Shimura variety X̃k,x̄ at p is maximal hyperspecial.

The local system inO-modules VMk,h,λ̃w
corresponds to the representation VMk,h,λ̃w

of Mk,h which is an irreducible representation of highest weight λ̃′ = λ̃w,h. Indeed, λ̃′

is dominant since w ∈ W Pk . The irreducibility follows from the condition |λ̃′|comp < p.
To verify this, recall that the assumption |λ̃|comp < p guaranties that |λ̃′|comp < p
because:

|λ̃′|comp = dk2 + |λ̃′| ≤ dk2 + |λ̃w| ≤ dk2 + |λ̃|+ |wρ− ρ| ≤ dk2 + |λ̃|

+d(n− k)(n+ k − 1) = |λ̃|+ dn2 − d(n− k) ≤ |λ̃|+ dn2 = |λ̃|comp
Note moreover that λ̃′ is regular. Indeed if

λ̃w = w(λ̃+ ρ)− ρ = (λ̃w,τ̄ ,1, · · · , λ̃w,τ̄ ,2n)τ̄∈Hom(F+,E)

then λ̃′ is equal to

λ̃′ = (λ̃w,τ̄ ,k+1, λ̃w,τ̄ ,k+2, · · · , λ̃w,τ̄ ,n−k)τ̄∈Hom(F+,E)

since λ̃ is mildly regular, λ̃′ is regular.
Therefore, Theorem 5.5 implies that for any r < d, we haveHr

c (X̃k,x̄,VMk,h,λ̃w
/$) ∼=

Hr−1
∂ (X̃k,x̄,VMk,h,λ̃w

/$). By the induction assumption, since k < n, the semi-

simplification Hr−1
∂ (X̃k,x̄,VMk,h,λ̃w

/$) is a direct sum of some characters.
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Remark 6.4. The semisimplification is needed in this theorem because of the spectral
sequences 6.1 and 6.2 despite the fact that there is no need of semisimplification in
formula 6.3.

7 Eichler-Shimura relations

We first recall a result by Wedhorn [Wed00] establishing Eichler-Shimura relations

for the group G̃ relevant to our purpose (He proves the Eichlerâ€“Shimura relation
in the more general case of PEL Shimura varieties at places of good reduction at
which the group is split).

7.1 Tensor induction

In this subsection we recall the notion of tensor induction as defined in Section 1 of
Yoshida [Yos94].

Let ρ0 : GF → GL(V0) be a representation. We fix a decomposition GF0 =∐d
i=1 giGF where g1, · · · , gd ∈ GF0 are all equivalence classes of GF0/GF . Denote

V := ⊗di=1Vi where all Vi is isomorphic to V0. With this choice of representatives
(gi)’s, we define a map ρ : GF0 → GL(V ) by:

ρ(h)(
d⊗
i=1

vi) =
d⊗
i=1

ρ0(g−1
i hgh,i)(vh,i)

where gh,i = gk for some k = 0, · · · , d such that h−1gi ∈ gh,iGF and vh,i = vk.
The map ρ is a group homomorphism. If we choose another set of representatives
(g′i) the resulting homomorphism is equivalent to ρ. We denote by ⊗IndF0

F ρ0 any
representation ρ as above. We call it a tensor induction of ρ0 from GF to GF0 .

7.2 A theorem of Wedhorn

Let v0 be an arbitrary finite place of F0, denote Hv0(x) for the characteristic polyno-
mial of [(⊗IndF0

F )((∧nρ̄∨m̃)⊗ρ∨ψ(n(n+1)/2−2n2)](Frobv0) where ψ is central character
of ρm̃ (this is the Hecke polynomial for U(n, n)/F+, see [N18, A5.7]).

Theorem 7.1 (Wedhorn). For any finite place v0 of F0, the endomorphism Hv0(Frobv0)
annihilates H i

(c)(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)[m̃].

Comment: the proof requires that the finite place v0 of F0 is above a rational
prime ` which is totally split in F . However, Chebotarev density theorem implies
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the result for any finite place v0 of F0.

Therefore, the long exact sequence 5.2 implies that Hv0(Frobv0) annihilates ρ̄∂ :=
H i
∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)[m̃].

From now, we fix n = 2. We can therefore write λ = (mτ , nτ )τ∈Hom(F,E). We
make the following assumption (PR) of purity and partial regularity:

(PR) For all τ ∈ Hom(F,E), we have mτ = mτc , nτ = nτc and 0 > mτ .

The assumption (PR) implies that the central character ψ of ρm̃ is trivial.
For the remaining of this section, we will study θ̄ := (⊗IndF0

F )(∧2ρ̄∨m̃(−5))]. By
the definition of m̃, we have an isomorphism between Galois representations ρ̄m̃ ∼=
ρ̄m ⊕ ρ̄c,∨m (−3). Hence, ∧2(ρ̄∨m̃) is isomorphic to (∧2ρ̄∨m) ⊕ (∧2ρ̄cm)(6) ⊕ (ρ̄∨m ⊗ ρ̄cm)(3).
Since ρ̄cm

∼= ρ̄∨m ⊗ det ρ̄m therefore, ∧2(ρ̄∨m̃) is isomorphic to:

(∧2ρ̄∨m)⊕ (∧2ρ̄cm)(6)⊕ ε3 ⊕ (Sym2ρ̄∨m)⊗ (det ρ̄m)(3) (7.1)

7.3 Large image conditions

For the rest of this paper this paper we assume that:

(LI ρ̄m) there exists a power q of p such that SL2(Fq) ⊂ Im(ρ̄m) ⊂ κ×GL2(Fq).

Remark 7.2. The condition (LI ρ̄m) implies that ρ̄m is decomposed generic. (for
example see [AN20, Lemma 2.3])

Let F̂ be normal closure of F in Q̄. Denote pr : PGL2(F̄p) → GL2(F̄p) for the
projection map. Let D = det ρ̄m(GF̂ ).

Lemma 7.3. Assume (LI ρ̄m) and p > w. then either

ρ̄m(GF̂ ) = GL2(Fq)D := {A ∈ GL2(Fq)| det(A) ∈ D}, or

ρ̄m(GF̂ ) = (F×q2GL2(Fq))D = {A ∈ F×q2GL2(Fq)| det(A) ∈ D}

Proof. By (LI ρ̄m) the group pr(ρ̄m(GF )) is isomorphic to PGL2(Fq) or PSL2(Fq). The
group pr(ρ̄m(GF̂ )) is normal subgroup of pr(ρ̄m(GF )). Since p > w and pr(ρ̄m(Iv)) ⊂
pr(ρ̄m(GF̂ )) then theorem 4.1 implies that pr(ρ̄m(GF̂ )) is non-trivial.
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Since PSL2(Fq) is a simple group of index 2 in the group PGL2(Fq), we have
PSL2(Fq) ⊂ pr(ρ̄m(GF̂ )). In the next lemma, we show that this implies SL2(Fq) ⊂
ρ̄m(GF̂ ). So we are done by the following chain of inclusions:

(κ×GL2(Fq))D ⊂ ρ̄m(GF̂ ) ⊂ (GL2(Fq))D

Lemma 7.4. Let H be a group of center Z and let pr : H → H/Z the canonical
projection. Let P and Q be two subgroups of H such that pr(Q) ⊂ pr(P ). Assume
moreover that Q has no non-trivial abelian quotients. Then Q ⊂ P .

Proof. Since Q has no non-trivial abelian quotients, Qder is equal to {1} or Q. If
Qder = {1}, then Q is an abelian group , contradicting the assumption. So Qder = Q
and we have following a chain of reverse inclusions:

P ⊃ P der = (PZ)der = (QZ)der = Qder = Q

Let γ ∈ Fq2 − Fq be such that γ2 ∈ Fq. Then:

(GL2(Fq2))D = (GL2(Fq))D
∐

(γGL2(Fq))D

Since pr(IndF0
F ρ̄m(GF̂ )) ⊂

∏
τ∈Hom(F,E) PGL2(Fq) by using Goursat’s lemma as in

Lemma 5.2.2 of [R76] and the facts PSL2(Fq) is a simple group and Aut(PSL2(Fq)) =
PSL2(Fq) o Gal(Fq/Fp), we see that there exists a partition Hom(F,E) =

∐
i∈I J

i
F

and for all τ ∈ J iF there exist an element σi,τ ∈ Gal(Fq/Fp) such that

pr(Φ(SL2(Fq)I)) ⊂ pr(IndF0
F ρ̄m(GF̂ )) ⊂ pr(Φ(GL2(Fq)I)),

Where Φ = (Φi)i∈I : GL2(Fq)I → GL2(Fq)Hom(F,E) is given by (Mi)i∈I 7→ (M
σi,τ
i )i∈I,τ∈JiF

(pr : GL2 → PGL2 is projection map).
Denote JF,v := Hom(Fv, E). Let

H(Fq) := {(Mi)i∈I ∈
∏
i∈I

GL2(Fq)|∃δ ∈ D, ∀i, detMi = δ}

.

Lemma 7.5. Assuming (LI ρ̄m) holds and p > 2w + 2, then:

IndF0
F ρm(Ip) ⊂ Φ(H(Fq))
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Proof. Let h = |JF,v| or 2|JF,v| be the common tame level of the characters δ1, δ2

(which are defined in Theorem 4.1) and xh be a generator of F×
ph

. Let δ̃1, δ̃2 : F×
ph
→

F̄p
×

be the characters corresponding to δ1, δ2 : Iv → F̄p
×

by local class field the-
ory. By Lemma 7.3, the all of array of the elements of ρ̄m(Iv) are in Fq q γFq.
Then δ̃1(xh)

2, δ̃2(xh)
2 ∈ Fq. Since δ̃i(xh) =

∏
τ∈JF,v τ(xh)

mτ+1 = x
∑

(mi+1)pi

h or∏
τ∈JF,v τ(xh)

nτ = x
∑
nip

i

h where ni resp. mi is equal to nτ , resp. mτ for τ̄(xh) = xp
i

h .

If q = pl then Fq ∩ Fph = Fpgcd(h,l) , we put l′ := gcd(l, h) and h = l′ · k.

Since δ̃1(xh)
2, δ̃2(xh)

2 ∈ Fq, we have δ̃1(xh)
2, δ̃2(xh)

2 ∈ Fpl′ , hence ph−1|2(
∑
nip

i)(pl
′

−1) and ph−1|2(
∑

(mi+1)pi)(pl
′−1), Hence

∑k−1
i=0 p

i·l′|
∑h−1

i=0 2nip
i and

∑k−1
i=0 p

i·l′|
∑h−1

i=0

2(mi + 1)pi. Since p > 2w+ 2, the quotient of these numbers is equal to
∑l′−1

i=0 2nip
i

resp.
∑l′−1

i=0 2(mi+1)pi which are even numbers and implies that ph−1|(
∑
nip

i)(pl
′−

1) and ph− 1|(
∑

(mi + 1)pi)(pl
′ − 1), then δ̃1(xh), δ̃2(xh) ∈ Fq. It implies that ρ̄m(Iv)

is a subgroup of GL2(Fq).
Since p is unramified in F then for any y ∈ Ip we know y acts on IndF0

F ρ̄m by
(ρ̄m(g−1

i ygi))i. So for prove of lemma, it is enough to check that the determinant
condition and it is true because ρ̄m(Ip) is subgroup of GL2(Fq) and theorem 4.1.

Lemma 7.6. Assuming that (LI ρ̄m) holds and p > 2w + 2, then

H(Fq) ⊂ IndF0
F ρ̄m(GF̂ )

Proof. By 7.3 we have:

pr(Φ(SL2(Fq)I)) ⊂ pr(IndF0
F ρ̄m(GF̂ ))

Therefore lemma 7.4 implies that (Φ(SL2(Fq))I) ⊂ (IndF0
F ρ̄m(GF̂ )).

Then the lemma deduces by the fact Φ(H(Fq)) = Φ((SL2(Fq))I) · IndF0
F (ρ̄m)(Iv).

Denote the fixed field of (IndF0
F ρ̄m)−1(Φ(H(Fq))) by F ′.

Lemma 7.7. Assume that (LI ρ̄m) holds and gcd(p− 1, w+ 1) = 1, then the restric-
tions to GF ′ of the GF0-representations θ̄ and ρ̄ss∂ factor through H(Fq).

Proof. Note that the condition gcd(p−1, w+1) = 1 implies that the mod p cyclotomic
character factors by Im(ρ̄m). Then, the following diagram implies that the restriction
of θ̄ to F ′ factors by H(Fq)
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GF̂ GL6(κ)Hom(F,E)

GF0 GL6d(κ)

Ind
F0
F ρ̄m̃

⊗
⊗−Ind

F0
F ρ̄m̃

.
Also, by theorem 7.1, charθ̄(g)(ρ̄∂(g)) = 0 for any g ∈ GF ′ . By theorem 6.3, the

semi-simplification of ρ̄∂ is a direct sum of characters, so θ̄(g) = 1 implies ρ̄ss∂ (g) = 1.
Hence, Ker θ̄ ⊂ Ker ρ̄ss∂ ; therefore, ρ̄ss∂ factors by H(Fq).

8 Proof of the Main Theorem

The aim of this section is to prove our main results on the cohomology of locally sym-
metric space of GL2(F ) after localisation at a strongly non-Eisenstein maximal ideal.

8.1 Reduction from an arbitrary weight to the (PR) case

Let λ = (mτ , nτ )τ∈Hom(F,E) ∈ (Z2
+)Hom(F,E) be an arbitrary dominant weight (so

mτ ≥ nτ for all τ ’s).
If ψ : GF → O× is a continuous character, we define an automorphism fψ

of the Hecke algebra TS (defined in section 2) by the formula fψ([KSgKS]) =
ψ(ArtF (det(g)))−1[KSgKS] for all g ∈ Gf such that gS = 1. If m ⊂ TS is a maximal
ideal, then we define m(ψ) = fψ(m).

Proposition 8.1. Let ψ : GF → O× be a continuous character satisfying the follow-
ing conditions:

(1) For each v ∈ Sp, ψ is unramified at v.
(2) There is m′ = (m′τ )τ ∈ ZHom(F,E) such that for each place v ∈ Sp, and for

each k ∈ O×Fv , we have

ψ(ArtFv(k)) =
∏

τ∈Hom(Fv ,E)

τ(k)−m
′
τ

Let µ ∈ (Z2
+)Hom(F,E) be the dominant weight defined by the formula µτ = (m′τ ,m

′
τ )

for each τ ∈ Hom(F,E). Then for any λ ∈ (Z2
+)Hom(F,E) there is an isomorphism

RΓ(XK ,Vλ)m ∼= RΓ(XK ,Vλ+µ)m(ψ)
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in D(O) which is equivariant for the action of TS when TS acts in the usual way
on the left-hand side and acts by fψ on the right-hand side.

Proof. See Proposition 2.2.14 and Corollary of 2.2.15 of [ACC+18].

There is an involution ι : TS → TS, resp. ι̃ : T̃S → T̃S, which sends a double
coset [KSgKS] 7→ [KSg−1KS], resp. [K̃ S̄gK̃ S̄] 7→ [K̃ S̄g−1K̃ S̄] . If m ⊂ TS, resp.
m̃ ⊂ T̃S, is a maximal ideal with residue field a finite extension of κ, then we define
m∨ = ι(m), resp. m̃∨ = ι(m̃).

Proposition 8.2. Let λ = (mτ , nτ )τ ∈ (Z2
+)Hom(F,E), resp λ̃ = (λ̃τ̄ ,1, · · · , λ̃τ̄ ,4)τ ∈

(Z4
+)Hom(F+,E). Denote λ∨ := (−nτ ,−mτ )τ , resp. λ̃∨ := (−λ̃τ̄ ,4, · · · ,−λ̃τ̄ ,1)τ̄ . Then

there is an isomorphism

RHomO(RΓ(XK ,Vλ)m,O) ∼= RΓc(XK ,Vλ∨)m∨ [4d− 1]

rsep.
RHomO(RΓ(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃)m̃,O) ∼= RΓc(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃∨)m̃∨ [8d]

in D(O) which is equivariant for the action of TS, resp. T̃S, when TS, resp. T̃S,
acts by ι, resp, ι̃, on the left-hand side and in its usual way on the right-hand side.

Proof. See Proposition 3.7 of [NT16].

Corollary 8.3. Let λ = (mτ , nτ )τ ∈ (Z2
+)Hom(F,E) be a pure dominant weight such

that nτ ≡ nτc (mod 2) and such that for any τ ∈ Hom(F,E), nτ and mτ have the
same sign. Then there exists a pair (µ, ψ) where

• µ = (kτ , kτ )τ∈Hom(F,E) is a diagonal weight such that λ+µ or (λ+µ)∨ satisfies
the condition (PR),

• and ψ : GF → O× is a continuous character

which satisfies conditions (1) and (2) of Proposition 8.1 for m′ = (kτ )τ∈Hom(F,E).

Proof. Let kτ = nτc−nτ
2

for any τ ∈ Hom(F,E) and µ′ = (kτ , kτ )τ∈Hom(F,E). Hence
λ + µ′ = (aτ , bτ )τ∈Hom(F,E) is a pure dominant weight with the same purity weight
and such that aτ = aτc, bτ = bτc; moreover, all these integers have the same sign.

If aτ ≤ 0, put µ = (kτ − 1, kτ − 1)τ∈Hom(F,E), then the weight λ(PR) = λ + µ
satisfies the condition (PR).

If aτ ≥ 0, put µ = (kτ + 1, kτ + 1)τ∈Hom(F,E), then the weight λ(PR) = (λ + µ)∨

satisfies the condition (PR).
The existence of ψ follows from Lemma 2.2 of [HSBT10].
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Remark 8.4. Actually, the proof also shows that one can choose µ such that for
λ(PR) defined as in the proof above, we have |w(λ(PR))| = |w(λ)| + 2, where w(µ)
denotes the purity weight of µ.

8.2 Direct summand factors of ρ̄∂

Under the assumptions of Lemma 7.7, we can see θ̄ as an H(Fq)-representation.
First, we note that by 7.1 we have a decomposition

∧2(ρ̄∨m̃(−5)) ∼= det−1(−5)⊕ det(1)⊕ ε⊗(−2) ⊕ (Sym2)∨ ⊗ det(−2)

as Im(ρ̄m)-representations. It follows from this that any irreducible subrepresentation
of the restriction of the representation θ̄ = (⊗IndF0

F ) ∧2 (ρ̄∨m̃(−5)) to GF ′ is a direct
summand of⊗τ∈Iφτ , where the representation φτ is either a character or is isomorphic
to the twist of Sym2 by a character as H(Fq)-representation.

Lemma 8.5. If p > d2(d + 1)(−2w + 4), gcd(p − 1, w + 1) = 1 and χ is a char-
acter which is direct summand of ρ̄∂. Then χ is a direct summand of θ̄ as GF ′-
representation.

Proof. Since the restriction χF ′ of χ to GF ′ factors by H(Fq) and since SL2(Fq) is a
simple group, the character χF ′ factors into a character of the quotient D of H(Fq).
Therefore, there is an integer k such that χF ′ is isomorphic to detk as an H(Fq)-
representation. So χF ′((Mi)i∈I) = ak, where Mi = diag(a, 1) for a ∈ Fp and any
i ∈ I. We assume that χ is not a direct summand of θ̄.

Since charθ̄(g)(ρ̄∂(g)) = 0 for any g ∈ GF ′ and χ is a character which is direct
summand of ρ̄∂, we see that charθ̄(g)(χ(g)) = 0 for any g ∈ GF ′ , hence χ(g) is an

eigenvalue of θ̄(g).
If we put M ′

i = diag(ab, b−1) for any i ∈ I, then χ((M ′
i)i∈I) = ak is an eigenvalue

of θ̄((M ′
i)i∈I).

The condition gcd(p−1, w+1) = 1 implies that there is an element t ∈ Z/(p−1)Z
such that ε ∼= dett.

Note that ak is an eigenvalue of a matrix of the form ⊗τ∈Iφτ ((Mi)i∈I) where the
representation φτ is either det−1⊗ε−5 or det⊗ε or ε−2 or (Sym2)∨⊗det⊗ε−2. Hence,
using ε ∼= dett, we see that the eigenvalues of φτ ((Mi) are respectively a−1 ·a−5t, a ·at,
a−2t or they belong to {a−1 · a−2t · b−2, a · a−2t · b2, a−2t}. Hence ak is of the form
ajbl where −2d ≥ l ≥ 2d is a non-zero even number. There are only (−2w + 4)d
possible values for j, because (w + 1).{−1 − 5t, 1 + t,−2t,−1 − 2t, 1 − 2t,−2t} =
{−w + 4, w, 2,−w + 1, w + 3, 2} (note that t(w + 1) = −1 (mod p− 1)).
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Since the equation ak = ajxl (mod p) has at most l roots and p > d2(d+1)(−2w+
4), there must exist an element b ∈ Fp such that ak does not belong to the set of
eigenvalues of θ̄((M ′

i)i∈I). Contradiction. Thus, χ is a direct summand of θ̄ as
GF0-representation.

Remark 8.6. The equation ak = ajxl (mod p) has no root or it has exactly gcd(p−
1, l) roots. Therefore, the bound d2(d+ 1)(−2w + 4) can be improved as

2d · (
d∑
i=1

gcd(p− 1, i))(−2w + 4)

which unfortunately depends on p.

By the above Lemma, the character χ is equal to ψ̄, which is a direct summand of
θ̄ as GF ′-representation, so by the Frobenius reciprocity theorem, we have a nonzero
GF0-equivariant map IndF0

F ′ψ → χ.
By Mackey theorem, there is a one-dimensional subquotient in the IndF0

F ′ψ if and
only if for any τ ∈ Gal(F ′/F0) we have ψ ∼= ψτ . This implies that χ is isomorphic to
(⊗IndF0

F )((∧2ρ̄∨m)(−5)) or (⊗IndF0
F )((∧2ρ̄cm)(1)) or (⊗IndF0

F )(ε⊗−2) as GF ′ representa-
tion. Thus by lemma 7.5 they have the same Fontaine-Laffaille weights.

Therefore the Fontaine-Laffaille weight of χ is equal to d(−w+ 4) or d(w+ 1) or
2d.

8.3 Proof of the main Theorem

Lemma 8.7. χ can not have Fontaine-Laffaille weight d(−w + 4) or 2d.

Proof. The character χ occurs as a subrepresentation of H i
∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$); by Formula

(5.4), χ is also a subrepresentation of H i+1
c (X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$).

By theorem 3.12, Fontaine-Laffaille weights of H i+1
c (X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$) form a subset

of {p(w̃)|w̃ ∈ W P , `(w̃) ≤ i + 1} where p(w̃) = −w̃(ρ + λ̃)(H) + ρ(H) (H =
diag(0, 0, ..., 0,−1,−1, ...,−1)).

The only representation of d(−w + 4) as p(w̃) is p(w̃0), where w̃0 ∈ W P is the
longest length element. Since `(w̃0) = 4d and i < d, then d(−w+ 4) is not Fontaine-
Laffaille weight of H i+1

c (X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$) and also it is not Fontaine-Laffaille weight of
χ.

For any w̃ = ⊗τ̄∈Ĩw̃τ̄ ∈ W P we have p(w̃) =
∑

τ̄∈Ĩ p(w̃τ̄ ) and `(w̃) =
∑

τ̄∈Ĩ `(w̃τ̄ ).
The set W P

τ̄ has six elements and every element corresponds to a subset of {1, 2, 3, 4}
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with two elements.

Subset of {1, 2, 3, 4} `(w̃) p(w̃)
{1, 2} 0 w
{1, 3} 1 −mτ + nτ + 1
{1, 4} 2 2
{2, 3} 2 2
{2, 4} 3 −nτ +mτ + 3
{3, 4} 4 −w + 4

We assume that there is w̃ ∈ W P such that p(w̃) = 2d and `(w̃) ≤ d. Since
p({1, 2}) + p({3, 4}) = p({1, 3}) + p({2, 4}) and `({1, 2}) + `({3, 4}) = `({1, 3}) +
`({3, 4}), we can assume that there is no τ̄ ∈ Hom(F+, E) such that wτ̄ corresponds
to {3, 4} or there is no τ̄ ∈ Hom(F+, E) such that wτ̄ corresponds to {1, 2}. The
second case is impossible because

∑
τ̄∈JF+

`(wτ̄ ) ≤ d and −mτ + nτ + 1 6= 2.

The inequality
∑

τ̄∈Hom(F+,E) `(w̃τ̄ ) ≤ d implies that the cardinality of {τ̄ ∈
JF+ |w̃τ̄ ↔ {1, 2}} is larger than the cardinality of {τ̄ ∈ JF+|w̃τ̄ = {1, 2}, {1, 3}}.

But w + 2, w − nτ + mτ + 3, w − w + 4 all is less than or equal to 4, then
p(w̃) =

∑
τ̄∈Hom(F+,E) p(w̃τ̄ ) ≤ 2d and we have equality only when there is not

τ̄ ∈ Hom(F+, E) such that it corresponds to {1, 2}, but it is impossible as above.
Therefore 2d is not Fontaine-Laffaille weight of H i+1

c (X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$) and also it is not
Fontaine-Laffaille weight of χ.

Note that for every finite generated torsion T S-module, resp, T̃ S-module V , we
have V [m] = 0, resp, V [m̃] = 0 if and only if Vm = 0, resp, Vm̃ = 0.

Lemma 8.8. If i < d, then d·w is not a Fontaine-Laffaille weight of H i+1
c (X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)m̃.

Proof. The integer d · w is equal to p(Id) where Id is the trivial element of W P . By
Corollary 3.13, the multiplicity of the weight d·w in H i+1

c (X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)m̃ is equal to the
κp-dimension of H i+1(X̃tor

K̃,p
,Wsub

λ̃,p
)m̃, where X̃tor

K̃,p
is a smooth toroidal compactification

of X̃tor
K̃,p
× κp and Wsub(can)

λ̃,p
is the sub-canonical (canonical) extension of Wλ̃,p :=

EG(Vλw).
By Serre duality as Proposition 3.15,

H i+1(X̃tor
K̃,p
,Wsub

λ̃,p
)m̃ ∼= H4d−i−1(X̃tor

K̃,p
,Wcan

−2ρnc−w0,Gλ̃,p
)∨m̃∨

as κp vector space, where 2ρnc := ((2, 2), (−2,−2))τ̄∈Ĩ and where w0,G ∈ WG is

the longest length element. Then −2ρnc − w0,Gλ̃ = ((mτ − 2, nτ − 2), (−nτ +
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2,−mτ + 2))τ̄∈Ĩ . Since the multiplicity of d(w − 4) as Fontaine-Laffaille weight in

H4d−i−1(X̃K̃ ,Vµ̃/$)m̃∨ is equal to κp-dimension of H4d−i−1(X̃tor
K̃,p
,Wcan

−2ρnc−w0,Gλ̃,p
)m̃∨

where µ̃ := (−nτ + 2,−mτ + 2,mτ −2, nτ −2)τ̄∈Ĩ , because |µ̃|comp = |λ̃|comp+ 4d < p.

Then by Theorem 5.4, we have H4d−i−1(X̃K̃ ,Vµ̃/$)m̃∨ = 0 and therefore by corollary
3.13 we have

H4d−i−1(X̃tor
K̃,p
,Wcan

−2ρnc−w0,Gλ̃,p
)m̃∨ = 0

.

Let us define another condition

(p-small) p ≥ 2d2(d+ 1)(−2w + 4) and w is even.

Theorem 8.9. Let π be a regular, cuspidal and cohomological automorphic represen-
tation of GL2(AF ) with level K and weight λ such that Kp is hyperspecial. Assume
π is unramified outside of S and λ satisfies conditions (p-small) and assumption of
Corollary 8.3. Let m ⊂ TS be the associated maximal ideal of Hecke algebra. Assume
that (LI ρ̄m) holds. then H i(XK ,Vλ/$)m is zero for all i /∈ [d, 3d− 1].

Proof. First of all by Proposition 8.2, it suffices to prove vanishing of the cohomology
for only i < d and the Corollary 8.3 implies that we can assume that λ satisfies the
condition (PR).

The (p-small) condition guaranties that there is a twist of π with pure weight w′

such that satisfies p ≥ d2(d+ 1)(−2w′ + 4) and gcd(w′ + 1, p− 1) = 1. Therefore by
theorem 8.1, we can assume that p ≥ d2(d+ 1)(−2w+ 4) and gcd(w+ 1, p− 1) = 1.
So lemmas 8.5, 8.7 and 8.8 implies that H i

∂(X̃K̃ ,Vλ̃/$)m̃ = 0 for all i < d. Hence
theorem 5.2 implies that H i(XK ,Vλ/$)m = 0 for all i < d.

Remark 8.10. As Remark 8.6 we can improve the bound to

4d · (
d∑
i=1

gcd(p− 1, i))(2|w|+ 4)

Corollary 8.11. Under the assumptions of Theorem 8.9, we have Hd(XK ,Vλ)m is
torsion-free.

Proof. It follows from the following long exact sequence:

· · · → H i−1(XK ,Vλ/$)m → H i(XK ,Vλ)m
×$−−→ H i(XK ,Vλ)m → H i(XK ,Vλ/$)m.
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Recall that Calegari and Geraghty introduced Conjectures A (see [CG18, Section
5.3]) and B (see [CG18, Section 9.1]) about the existence of Galois representations
over localized Hecke algebras TS and TS

Q with characteristic polynomials given by
Hecke polynomials at primes outside p and the level, and satisfying local global
compatibilities, which we denote by (LGC), at primes in the level or above p. Fur-
thermore they assume in Conjecture B that H i(XK ,Vλ/$)m = 0, for i /∈ [q0, q0 + `0].
This is our Main Theorem.

If p splits completely in F , the existence of the Galois representations over TS

and TS
Q with the expected characteristic polynomial at primes outside the level and p

has been established in [CGH+20, Theorem 6.1.4]. Moreover (LGC) holds at primes
in Q by [CG18, Lemma 9.6] since n = 2. It holds at p in the Fontaine-Laffaille case
up to an nilpotent ideal by [ACC+18, Theorem 4.5.1].

Let us assume that the level group K is of Iwahori type K = K0(n) and that ρ̄m
is minimal at primes dividing n (see [CG18, Definition 3.1 (4)]). Recall that (LGC)
holds at primes dividing n modulo a nilpotent ideal by [ACC+18, Theorem 3.1.1].

Corollary 8.12. Under the assumptions of Theorem 8.9, if we assume ρ̄m minimal
and that (LGC) holds at primes dividing n, then H3d−1(XK ,Vλ)m is free of rank one
over TS and Hd(XK ,Vλ)m is isomorphic to Hom(TS,O) as TS-module.

Proof. By the assumptions and our Main Theorem, Conjecture B holds. Hence the
result follows from [CG18, Theorems 6.3 and 6.4] . The rank is one because it is
so if we localize the cohomology at each automorphic representation occuring in TS

by calculations of Borel-Wallach, Chapter 3. The second part follows by Poincaré
duality applied to H3d−1(XK ,Vλ)m∨ .
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(2005), no. 4, 505-551.

[EG15] Matthew Emerton and Toby Gee, p-adic Hodge theoretic properties of étale
cohomology with mod p coefficients, and the cohomology of Shimura varieties,
Algebra and Number Theory 9 (2015), no. 5, 1035–1088.

[F90] Gerd Faltings, Crystalline cohomology and p-adic Galois representations, in
Algebraic Analysis, ed. J.-I. Igusa, Proc JAMI inaugural Conference, the Johns
Hopkins Univ. Press, 1990.

[FL82] Jean-Marc Fontaine, Guy Laffaille, Construction de représentations p-
adiques, Ann. Sci. E.N.S., 15 (1982), 547608.

[Har90] Michael Harris, Automorphic forms of ∂-cohomology type as coherent coho-
mology classes, J. Differential Geom. 32 (1990), no. 1, 1–63

[HLTT16] Michael Harris, Kai-Wen Lan, Richard Taylor, and Jack Thorne, On the
rigid cohomology of certain Shimura varieties, Res. Math. Sci. 3 (2016), 3:37.

[HSBT10] Michael Harris, Nick Shepherd-Barron, and Richard Taylor, A family of
Calabi-Yau varieties and potential automorphy, Ann. of Math. (2) 171 (2010),
no. 2, 779–813

[KO68] Nicholas M. Katz, Tadao Oda, On the differentiation of De Rham cohomol-
ogy classes with respect to parameters, J. Math. Kyoto Univ. 8 (1968) 199-213.

[Kos61] Bertram Kostant, Lie algebra cohomology and the generalized Borel-Weil
theorem, Ann. of Math. (2) 74 (1961), 329-387.

36

http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.01898


[LAN13] Kai-Wen Lan, Arithmetic compactification of PEL-type Shimura varieties,
London Mathematical Society Monographs, vol. 36, Princeton University Press,
Princeton, 2013

[LAN18] Kai-Wen Lan, Compactifications of PEL-type Shimura varieties and Kuga
families with ordinary loci, World Scientific Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd., Hackensack,
NJ, (2018).

[LP18] . K.-W. Lan and P. Polo, Dual BGG complexes for automorphic bundles,
Math. Res. Lett. 25 (2018), no. 1, pp. 85-141.

[LS12] Kai-Wen Lan,Junecue Suh, Vanishing theorems for torsion automorphic
sheaves on compact PEL-type Shimura varieties, Duke Math. J. 161 (2012), no.
6, 1113-1170.

[LS13] Kai-Wen Lan,Junecue Suh, Vanishing theorems for torsion automorphic
sheaves on general PEL-type Shimura varieties, Adv. Math. 242 (2013), pp. 228-
286.

[N18] Jan Nekovár, Eichler-Shimura relations and semisimplicity of étale cohomology
of quaternionic Shimura varieties, Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. (4) 51 (2018), 1179-
1252

[NT16] James Newton and Jack Thorne, Torsion Galois representations over CM
fields and Hecke algebras in the derived category, Forum Math. Sigma 4 (2016),
88.

[MT02] Abdellah Mokrane and Jacques Tilouine. “Cohomology of Siegel varieties
with p-adic integral coefficients and applications”, in Cohomology of Siegel vari-
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