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ARITHMETIC TRANSFER FOR INNER FORMS OF GLy,

QIRUI LI AND ANDREAS MIHATSCH

ABsTrACT. We formulate Guo—Jacquet type fundamental lemma conjectures and arithmetic trans-
fer conjectures for inner forms of GL2,. Our main results confirm these conjectures for division
algebras of invariant 1/4 and 3/4.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. Even though our paper will be purely local in nature, we begin by describing its
global motivation. Let F be a totally real number field, let K/F be a quadratic CM extension, and let
D/K be a central simple algebra (CSA) of degree 2n. Let * : D — D be an involution of the second
kind. Recall that this means that (xy)* = y*2* and that x restricts to the complex conjugation on
K. We further assume that * is positive in the sense that trdp,g(z*z) > 0 for all z # 0. Let § € D*
be a skew-hermitian element, meaning that 8* = —S. Then the algebraic group (over Q)

G :={x € D°®* | 2" Bz = v(x)B for some v(z) € G, } (1.1)

is an inner form of a unitary similitude group in 2n variables and the above data can be completed
into a PEL type Shimura datum (G, X¢). The resulting Shimura variety Shg can be described as a
moduli space of polarized abelian varieties with D-action and level structure.
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For example, we may take (D, x) as the matrix algebra Mo, (K) with transpose conjugation z* = 7.
Then 8 € GL2,(K) can be any skew-hermitian matrix and G is the corresponding unitary similitude
group GU(K?", B3).

Coming back to the general situation, we assume that the signatures of 8 are (2n—1, 1) at a unique
archimedean place and (2n,0) at all others. Then Shg is of dimension 2n — 1 and our interest lies in
algebraic cycles in the arithmetic middle dimension n — 1 = [(2n — 1)/2]. By work of Li-Liu [25], [26]
for D = My, (K), it is known in many cases that the height pairings of such cycles are related to the
leading terms of the Taylor expansions of certain L-functions. This relation can be understood as a
generalization of the Gross—Zagier formula [14] [43] to higher dimensions. It is moreover parallel to the
arithmetic Gan—Gross—Prasad conjectures [12], and it also represents an instance of the Beilinson—
Bloch height conjectures [3] 4].

We are thus lead to the problem of constructing algebraic cycles in arithmetic middle dimension on
Sh¢, and of relating their height pairings to the Taylor expansions of L-functions. One construction
of such cycles, going back to W. Zhang, is given by imposing additional quadratic multiplication. The
resulting cycles differ from the ones in [25] [26] which are instead closely related to Kudla—Rapoport
divisors. We next describe this construction in more detail:

Let E/F be a totally real quadratic extension and let E < D be an F-linear embedding such that
x* =z for all z € E. The centralizer C = Centp(E) then has center EK and is preserved by . If we
further choose these data such that § lies in C'*, then we can define the algebraic group (over Q)

H:={z € C"* | 2" fa = v(z)B for some v(z) € G, }. (1.2)

This is an inner form of a unitary similitude group in n variables for the quadratic extension EK/FE.
One may always find a PEL type Shimura datum Xpy for H such that (H,Xpy) — (G,Xg) is a
morphism of Shimura data. Then we obtain a closed immersion Shy < Shg of Shimura varieties.
Moreover, Shy is of the desired middle dimension n — 1.

The existence of the Beilinson—Bloch height pairing is still conjectural. It is expected, however,
that it decomposes into a sum of local heights whose non-archimedean terms are closely related to
intersection numbers on integral models. For this reason, we consider integral models Shp hy — ShG of
the given Shimura varieties. Our interest then lies in the intersection numbers I(f) = <Sh u, f*Sh H)
for varying Hecke operators f € C°(G(Ay)), and their relations with leading terms of L-functions.

In this context, there is a relative trace formula (RTF) comparison approach due to Leslie-Xiao—
Zhang [24] that goes back to work of Guo [I3] and Friedberg—Jacquet [II]: One RTF is formulated
for the given pair of groups (G, H), the other one is formulated for the pair (G’, H') defined as
(GLay, GL,, x GL,). The significance of the pair (G’, H') is that the L-functions of interest occur on
the spectral side of its RTF. The problem thus becomes to relate the intersection numbers I(f) with
(H' x H')(A)-orbital integrals on G'(A).

This relation is made precise by factoring the global orbital integral into local ones, and analogously
decomposing the global intersection number into place-by-place contributions. The latter relies on
Rapoport—Zink (RZ) uniformization. One then, finally, arrives at a purely local question, namely that
of expressing intersection numbers on moduli spaces of p-divisible groups (RZ spaces) in terms of local
orbital integrals.

These ideas have recently lead to the discovery of new arithmetic fundamental lemma (AFL) iden-
tities: The linear AFL of the first author [27], the variants from his joint work with B. Howard [19]
and with the second author [30], and the AFL for unitary groups of Leslie-Xiao—Zhang [24]. The
terminology “AFL” here refers to the fact that all these are identities of intersection numbers on
R7Z spaces with good reduction and central derivatives of local orbital integrals for spherical Hecke
functions. Put differently, they concern the places of good reduction of Shy and She.

We mention that the above ideas were first proposed by W. Zhang in the context of the unitary
arithmetic Gan—Gross—Prasad conjecture [45]. He deduced an AFL for unitary groups that he later
proved with contributions of the second author and Z. Zhang [48] 31l 32, 49]. We refer to his ICM
report [47] for a survey.
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Arithmetic transfer (AT) identities extend the realm of AFL identities in the sense that they
express intersection numbers on RZ spaces with bad reduction in terms of orbital integrals. Their
role in the global setting is similar to that of AFL identities, but for the places of bad reduction of
the Shimura varieties in question. This idea was first studied systematically by Rapoport—Smithling—
Zhang [34] B3] [36] in the context of the unitary arithmetic Gan—Gross—Prasad conjecture. Z. Zhang
[49] generalized and solved one of their cases by proving AT identities in arbitrary dimension for
maximal parahoric level for unramified quadratic extensions. His result has found global applications
in the work of Disegni-Zhang [8] who prove a p-adic variant of the arithmetic Gan—-Gross—Prasad
conjecture. Another application of AT in the global setting can be found in the work of C. Qiu [33]
who proved AT identities for all places and level structures to show an analog of the Gross—Zagier
formula over function fields.

1.2. Arithmetic Transfer for Central Simple Algebras. Consider again the above intersection
numbers I(f) = (Shy, f*Shg). The AT identities in the present paper provide an expression for the
contributions to I(f) from places of F that are split in K and inert in E. The completions of G and
H at such places are essentially inner forms of general linear groups. Correspondingly, we consider
an intersection problem of EL type RZ spaces for central simple algebras (CSA). It is worth singling
out two special cases:

If the CSAs in question split, then the resulting moduli spaces are Lubin—Tate spaces which leads
to the intersection problem of the linear AFL mentioned above. If, however, the Hasse invariants of
the CSAs in question are 1/2n and 1/n, then the intersection problem is formulated for Drinfeld’s
half spaces and the cycles arise from Drinfeld’s “basic construction” [I0, §3]. This situation comes up
when the two Shimura varieties have p-adic uniformization [38) §6.40].

We will now give a precise formulation of our AT conjecture and our results.

1.3. The Fundamental Lemma Conjecture. Let F' be a p-adic local ﬁeldEI let E/F be an un-
ramified quadratic field extension and let n : F* — {£1} be the corresponding quadratic character.
Let G’ = GLa,(F) with subgroup H' = GL,(F x F). For a test function f' € C*(G’), an element
v € G’ that is regular semi-simple with respect to the (H’ x H’)-action, and for a complex parameter
s € C, we consider Guo’s [13] orbital integral

Orb(v, f',s) = Q(v, s) F/(hy " yha) | hiha|*n(ha) dhidhs. (1.3)

Here, the so-called transfer factor Q(v, s) € £¢%* is defined in a way that ensures that Orb(y, f’, s)
only depends on the double coset H'vH'; detailed definitions will be given in §31 Our interest lies in
the central value and the first derivative which we denote by

d
OI‘b("y,f’) = Orb('y,f/,()), 8OI‘b("y,f’) = % Orb(’}/vf/as)'
s=0

Let D/F be a CSA of degree 2n and let E C D be a fixed embedding. The centralizer C' = Centp(E)
is again a CSA but over E. The Hasse invariants of D and C are related by invg(C) = 2invp(D)
(combine [9, Corollary 9.1] with [39, Proposition XIII.7]). Define (G, H) = (D°P-*, C°P>*). The reason
for passing to the opposite algebra here is that D°P is isomorphic to the ring of left endomorphisms
of D as left D-module. Given a test function f € C°(G) and an element g € G that is regular
semi-simple with respect to the (H x H)-action, we consider the orbital integral

Orb(g, f):= [ f(hytgha)dhidhs. (1.4)

(H><H)g
It evidently only depends on the double coset HgH. Let Op C D be a maximal order such that
Oc¢ := CNOp is a maximal order of C' and put fp = 102. One can show that all such orders Op

IWe allow local function fields in the main text with one exception: Section [[3.6] relies on the theory of Op-displays
from [I] which has only been developed for p-adic local fields.
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form a single H-conjugation orbit (Lemma [3.6]), so the orbital integrals Orb(g, fp) do not depend on
the choice of Op. In dependence on the order £ of D in the Brauer group of F', we will define a specific
parahoric subgroup K’ C GL3,(Op). It corresponds to a parabolic of (2n/¢ x 2n/f)-block upper
triangular matrices and is chosen compatibly with the subgroup H C G'. Let f}5 = vol(K'NH’) ™21/
and define f}, as a certain H'-translate of f75, see Definition [3.9] for details. The orbital integrals
O(7, fp, s) have a simple functional equation with respect to s +— —s (Proposition B.19)).

Two regular semi-simple elements v € G’ and g € G are said to match if the invariants (in the sense
of geometric invariant theory) of the orbits H'yH' and HgH agree. This notion defines an injection
[Gys] <= [GL,] of the regular semi-simple orbits of G into those of G’ which allows to compare orbital
integrals on the two groups. Assuming all Haar measures are chosen compatibly, we conjecture that
f} is a smooth transfer of fp in the following sense:

Conjecture 1.1 (Fundamental Lemma, Conjecture B.I0). Let v € G’ be an element that is regular
semi-simple with respect to the (H' x H')-action. Then

Orb(g, fp) if there exists an element g € G that matches 7

Orb(y, fp) = { (1.5)

0 if there is no such g.

The theorem about existence of smooth transfer of C. Zhang and H. Xue [44] 4] already states
that there exists some test function f’ € C°(G’) such that Orb(vy, f’) is given by the right hand side
of (LA) for all . The new aspect of Conjecture [[lis that it provides f}, as a specific candidate. The
choice of f}, is motivated by Z. Zhang’s transfer result [49]. We explain this in more detail in Remark
B14

Conjecture [[1] specializes to the Guo—Jacquet fundamental lemma (FL) from [13] if D = Ms,(F).
By work of N. Hultberg and the second author |20, Theorem A], Conjecture [T is also known if the
Hasse invariant of D is 1/2: The proof in this case is by reduction to the base change FL and to the
Guo—Jacquet FL. Our main result on Conjecture [T in the present paper is as follows.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem B2). Assume that D is a division algebra of degree 4. Then Conjecture [11]
holds.

Note that if D is a division algebra of degree 2n, then Orb(g, fp) is either 0 or an integer divisor
of n (Proposition B.I3). In the case of Theorem [[.2 for example, Orb(y, f},) is either 0 or 1 (Theorem

1.4. The Arithmetic Transfer Conjecture. Denote by F the completion of a maximal unramified
extension of F' and fix an embedding E C F. Choose an isomorphism F @ p C°P = Mn(ﬁ' X 13') that
restricts to (id,7) ® 1,, on the center F of C, where 7 : E — E is the Galois conjugation. Consider
the conjugacy class of the “Drinfeld type” minuscule cocharacter

wi Gy, — Hp =~ (GL,, x GLn)p, t— ((t,...,t,1), (t,...,1)).

Let pg : Gy, = G denote its composition with H — G. Then every element b € B(H, j1y) defines a
morphism

(Hv b7 :UfH) — (G7 b7 /1,0) (16)
of local Shimura data in the sense of [37]. We denote by Hy — G} the automorphism groups of the H-
isocrystal (resp. G-isocrystal) defined by b. In analogy with our definition of fp as the characteristic
function of O}, we consider integral models M¢ and M p for the local Shimura varieties for (L) at
levels O and OF. Their definition is as follows.

The elements of B(H, ug) are in bijection with isogeny classes of pairs (Y,:) where Y is a strict
Op-module of height 2n2 and dimension n over the residue field F of F', and where ¢ : Oc — End(Y)
is an Oc-action. The set B(G, u¢) is similarly in bijection with pairs (X, ), where X/F is a strict
Op-module of height 4n? and dimension 2n, and where x : Op — End(X) is an Op-action. Under
these bijections, the map B(H, ug) — B(G, i) corresponds to the Serre tensor construction

(Y,¢) — (Op ®0. Y, k(z) =2 ®idy). (1.7)
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Let M¢ and Mp be the RZ spaces for (Y,:) and (X,k) = Op ®o, (Y,t). These are certain EL
type moduli spaces of p-divisible groups with Oc-action resp. Op-action. They are formal schemes
over Spf O that are regular with semi-stable reduction and such that dim Mp = 2dim M¢ = 2n.
Furthermore, the groups H, and G} act from the right on Mg resp. Mp and there is a closed
immersion

Mc‘—>MD

that is equivariant with respect to Hp — Gj. This closed immersion can be defined by a Serre tensor
construction as in (7).

Definition 1.3. Let g € G}, be a regular semi-simple element and let T' C H, N g~ 1Hyg be a free,
discrete subgroup of covolume 1. Define the intersection number

Int(g) = (MMc, T\g- Mc)r\m,, € Z.

Taking the quotient by I' in this definition is the natural analog of taking the quotient by the
stabilizer in the orbital integrals (I3) and (L4]). The restriction to regular semi-simple ¢g ensures
that T'\(Mc Ng- Mc) is a proper scheme over Spec O with empty generic fiber. The definition is
moreover independent of T'.

The quantity Int(g) only depends on the (Hp, x Hp)-orbit of g, so we can use orbit matching to
view it as a function on a subset of the (H’ x H')-orbits in G’. In this context, there is the following
uniqueness and vanishing result.

Proposition 1.4 (LQ). (1) Let v € G’ be a regular semi-simple element. There exists at most one
isogeny class b € B(H, uy) such that there exists an element g € Gy that matches 7.

(2) Assume that such a pair (b, g) exists. Then the sign of the functional equation of Orb(vy, fp,s) is
negative, and in particular Orb(vy, fp) = 0.

The second statement already hints that Int(g) might be related to the first derivative dOrb(y, 1)
for matching g and . This is made precise by the AT Conjecture in its explicit form:

Conjecture 1.5 (ATC - Explicit Form). There exists a correction function f ., € C°(G’) such that
for every regular semi-simple v € G/,

if there exists some b € B(H,
2 nt(g) los() o )

d0rb(v, fir) + Orb(y, flo) = and some g € G, that matches (1.8)
0 otherwise.

Conjecture builds on our FL Conjecture. There is also a weaker form that postulates the
existence of a test function f’ € C2°(G’) whose orbital integral derivatives 9Orb(v, f) agree with the
intersection numbers Int(g) on the nose. We formulate and compare such variants in §4.5

The AT Conjecture is currently known in some low dimensional cases: Consider first the case of
D = My, (F). Then f, = lgp,,0) and it is conjectured that one may take f/,, = 0. This is
precisely the linear AFL conjecture from [30]. By the main results of [28] and [30], it is known to hold
whenever the connected part of Y has height < 4.

Assume next that the Hasse invariant of D is 1/2. Then it is again expected that one may take

! = 0. The main result of [20] states that Conjecture [ for such D follows from the linear AFL.

The main result of the present paper, to be formulated in the next section, states that Conjecture
holds for division algebras of degree 4. Here, f/ .. can be chosen from the Iwahori Hecke algebra.
We speculate that this is a general phenomenon meaning that f .. can always be chosen as a linear
combination of indicator functions of standard parahoric subgroups. In this context, we mention
related work of He-Shi-Yang [I6] and He-Li-Shi-Yang [I7]: There, the authors prove intersection
number identities for Kudla—Rapoport divisors in the presence of bad reduction. Their result involves
a unique characterization of certain occurring correction terms. It would be interesting to know if
similar ideas apply in the context of Conjecture
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1.5. Invariant 1/4 and 3/4. Assume from now on that n = 2 and that D denotes a central division
algebra (CDA) of Hasse invariant A € {1/4, 3/4}. Then C is a quaternion division algebra over FE.
The test function fj, € C°(G’) is an H'-translate of a scalar multiple f{, of the characteristic function
of an Iwahori in G’ = GL4(F). We will also consider a test function f},, that is the characteristic
function of a (2 x 2)-block parahoric in GL4(F').

The set B(H, 1) is a singleton in this situation and the moduli space M¢ is Drinfeld’s half plane
[I0]. If A = 1/4, then Mp is the four-dimensional Drinfeld half space. If A = 3/4 however, then no
explicit description of Mp is known. The two groups Hjp and G are given by

0, = GLy(E), G)= GLa(F) ifA=1/4
GL2(B) if A=3/4.

Here, B/F denotes a quaternion division algebra.

Theorem 1.6 (Theorem [01). The AT conjecture holds for D. More precisely, let f. .. be given by

—4dqlog(q) - fp., Y A=1/4
0 if A=3/4.
Then, for every reqular semi-simple v € G\,
2 Int(g)1 if th st Gy that match
90tb(y, 1) + Orb(y, f. ) = nt(g)log(q) if ere' erists a g € Gy that matches v (1.10)
0 otherwise.

Why and how it is that the two cases differ by a parahoric type orbital integral is a mystery to
us. The difference only emerges during the proof of Theorem and is encoded in the 0-dimensional
embedded components of the intersection locus.

1.6. Key Aspects. Our proof of Theorem [[.f] is by determining explicitly and comparing both sides
in (LI0). Key aspects are as follows:

(1) Concerning the orbital integral side, we combine three techniques to determine all occurring
Orb(v, fb.,)s: Orb(7, fi,,) and d0rb(y, f{, ). First, we work out these orbital integrals for all hyperbolic
orbits. In this situation, the computation can be reduced to a Levi subgroup and hence to GLs.
Second, we establish a germ expansion principle (Proposition [[4]) that allows to write each orbital
integral as a linear combination of a principal germ and a unipotent germ. The principal germ can
be described explicitly in all situations. Third and finally, we use the results for hyperbolic orbits and
the linear relations amongst the various germs to also determine the remaining orbital integrals. A
summary of the final results can be found in §5l In particular, Proposition £.4] gives a formula for the
derivatives dO0rb(v, f,) when D is a division algebra of degree 4. The basis for all mentioned results
is a combinatorial expression for Orb(v, f5) in terms of lattices, see (3.25).

(2) Concerning the intersection-theoretic side, we first prove a general formula for intersection numbers
of surfaces in a 4-dimensional space:

Proposition 1.7 (see Corollary [[03). Let X be a regular 4-dimensional formal scheme that is locally
formally of finite type over Spf Op. Let Y1, Ys C X be two regular 2-dimensional closed formal
subschemes. Assume that Z =Y NYs is a proper scheme over Spec Oy with empty generic fiber and
of dimension < 1. Let ZP™¢, Za% C Z be its purely 1-dimensional locus and the artinian subscheme
of 0-dimensional embedded components. Then

<§/1 5 1/2>X = len(OZart) - deg(det Cl |Zpure) - <Zpure, Zpure>Y2 . (111)

Here, Cq is the conormal bundle of Y1 C X and the intersection number on the very right is that of
divisors on Ys.

(3) In order to compute the occurring intersection numbers Int(g), we determine the three quantities
on the right hand side of (LII)). The most important input here is Drinfeld’s theorem [I0] which
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provides an explicit description for M¢ and, if A = 1/4, for Mp. This in particular enables us to
compute the degree of the conormal bundle:

Proposition 1.8 (see Propositions and [[3.1)). Let P C F®o, Mc be an irreducible component
of the special fiber of Mc. Let C be the conormal bundle of Mo C Mp. Then, for both Hasse
invariants A € {1/4, 3/4},

deg(C|p) = ¢* — 1.

Set Z(g9) = McNg-Mc. It is left to describe Z(g)P"® and Z(g)**, where the notation is meant in
the sense of Proposition [L.7

(4) The description of Z(g)P"*¢ is in terms of the Bruhat—Tits stratification of the special fiber of M¢:
Each of its irreducible components is isomorphic to P'. Restricting to a fixed connected component
MY, of Mc, the dual graph of its special fiber is the Bruhat-Tits tree B for PGLo p. This is a
(¢* + 1)-regular tree whose vertices are in bijection with homothety classes of Og-lattices A C EZ.
Thus we may write

MEAT(@™ e = S mlg, APy, (1.12)

AeVert(B)

One of our main auxiliary results (Theorem [[T.10) describes the coefficient function A — m(g, A) in
terms of g.

(5) The artinian locus Z(g)** is where the two cases A = 1/4 and A\ = 3/4 are substantially different.
If A = 1/4, then M2 NZ(g)™* consists of at most a single point of length 1. If A = 3/4, however,
then every stratum P, that occurs in (LI2]) contributes artinian embedded components of total
length q. The individual lengths and positions of these components depend on g and A, see Table
for all possibilities. The total length of T\Z(g)®* will, however, always match the orbital integral
4q Orb(y, fp,y) that makes up the difference of the two analytic sides for A = 1/4 and A = 3/4 in

(6) As mentioned before, there is no explicit description of Mp when A = 3/4 which makes the
computation of Z(g) trickier than in the case A = 1/4. We use a mix of Dieudonné theory, Cartier
theory and display theory, as well as the previous results for the case of invariant 1/4, to achieve a
precise description, see the results in §13.3 and §I3.5] as well as Proposition

1.7. Open Directions. There is, of course, the question of how to prove Conjectures .10 and
resp. the linear AFL [30] in general. We mention here three further problems of interest.

(1) The AT conjecture of the present article concerns inner forms of GLs, and their moduli spaces.
An equally interesting question would be to study moduli spaces for GLa,, (Lubin—Tate spaces), but
with parahoric level structure. The global motivation from §I.1] applies verbatim to that situation.

(2) Another question would be for an extension of our results to the biquadratic situation in the
following sense: Instead of a single quadratic extension E/F, one considers two such extensions
Ey, E>/F, fixes embeddings F1, B2 — D, and defines intersection numbers from the corresponding
cycles on Mp. For the linear AFL, such a biquadratic generalization has been formulated by B.
Howard and the first author [19].

(3) Finally, there is the problem of relating the local quantities of the present article with global
intersection numbers and L-functions. We hope to return to this question in the future.

1.8. Layout of the paper. We now give an overview of the contents of this paper. The paper
consists of three parts.

In Part 1, we first give the group-theoretic setup (invariant theory, matching). We next define the
orbital integrals of interest and formulate our FL conjecture. Then we introduce the moduli spaces
of strict Op-modules in question and the intersection numbers Int(g). We state and compare three
variants of the AT conjecture.

In Part 2, we consider the case G’ = GL4(F') and determine the quantities Orb(v, fp.,), Orb(v, fi,,)
and 0Orb(v, f{,). A summary of our results can be found in §5l the main one being the proof of the
FL conjecture for f{, . The further contents of Part 2 have been described at the beginning of §I.6
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In Part 3, we consider the case of a CDA D/F of degree 4 and compute the intersection numbers
Int(g). Our main result is the proof of the AT conjecture in this situation. There are four main
sections: In §I00 we prove the intersection number formula in Proposition [[L7l In §I11 we study the
functions m(g, A) on B that will later describe the multiplicities of curves in the intersection locus,
see (LI2). Then, in §12] we prove the AT conjecture for A = 1/4. Because of Drinfeld’s description
of both M¢ and M p in this situation, this does not involve any m-divisible groups at all. Finally, in
§13] we extend these results to A = 3/4.

1.9. Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Michael Rapoport and Wei Zhang for their continued
interest in this project and comments on an earlier version of our text. We furthermore thank Johannes
Anschiitz and Mingjia Zhang for helpful discussions. We also thank the referee for a careful reading
of the article and suggestions for improvement.

Part 1. The Arithmetic Transfer Conjecture
2. INVARIANTS

Let F be a field, let E/F be an étale quadratic extension and let D/F be a CSA of degree 2n.
Assume that there exists, and fix, an F-algebra embedding £ — D that makes D into a free E-module.
(The latter condition is only relevant if F 2 F' x F.) Since E/F is étale, EQp E = E x E. So the left
and right multiplication actions of E on D provide an eigenspace decomposition D = Dy @ D_ into
E-linear and E-conjugate linear elements. That is, D, = Centp(F) which is the E-algebra C from
the introduction. Note that dimp(Dy) = dimp(D_). We denote the two components of an element
g €D by g4 and g_.

Write G = D* and H = D7 in the following. We consider the right-action

(Hx H)xG— G, (h1,h2)-g=hi"'ghs. (2.1)

An element g € G is called regular semi-simple if its (H x H)-orbit is Zariski closed and if its stabilizer
is of the minimal possible dimension. We denote these elements by G.s. The regular semi-simple orbits
have been classified by Jacquet—Rallis [2T] and Guo [I3] §1]. We work with the variant of their results
that best suits our purposes.

Definition 2.1. Let g € G be an element such that also g lies in G. Then we define z, = g;lg_
which lies in D_. It can be thought of as the normalized conjugate-linear part of g. It is easily checked
after base change to F' that the reduced characteristic polynomialq of zg is a square, see (23) below.
We define the invariant of g as its unique monic square root:

Inv(g; T) = charredp,p (zg; T)1/2 € F[T). (2.2)

This is a monic polynomial of degree n. It satisfies Inv(g;1) # 0 because 1 + gIlg_ and 1 — gIlg_
are both invertible, so gllg, does not have eigenvalues +1. Indeed, 1 + gjrl g— = gjrlg is invertible
by assumption. Let £ € E satisfy £ = —¢. The identity 1 — g} 'g— = &(1 + g} 'g—)¢ ™! implies that
1-— gllg_ is invertible as well.

It is clear by definition that Inv(g;T) only depends on the orbit HgH. The next lemma provides
a converse for regular semi-simple elements.

Lemma 2.2 (Guo [I3| §1]). An element g € G is reqular semi-simple if and only if both gy, g—
belong to G and if the invariant Inv(g;T) is a separable polynomial. Moreover, two regular semi-
simple elements g1, go € G lie in the same (H x H)-orbit if and only if their invariants agree. 0

2Recall that the reduced characteristic polynomial of an element # € D is defined by charredp /p(z;T) :=
CharD@;:F/F(a(m ® 1); T) where F/F is an algebraic closure and o : D @ F = Mo, (F) any choice of F-algebra

isomorphism.
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Example 2.3. Consider the split quadratic extension F' x F, the CSA Ms,(F) and the embedding
t: Fx F — D that is given by (a,b) — diag(alp,bl,). A (2 x 2)-block matrix g = (5 y ) with
blocks v, w, x, y € M,(F) can only be regular semi-simple with respect to ¢ if all its four blocks are
invertible. In this case, we have

z- =

9 v_lwy_lx
g

ylmlw> . (2.3)

The invariant of g is hence Inv(g;T) = char(v~!wy~'az; T). Moreover, if g is regular semi-simple and
if w e GL,(F) is any element with char(w;T) = Inv(g; T'), then
HgH = H (1 f) H. (2.4)
Remark 2.4. A slightly different definition of invariant is given in [27, Definition 1.1]. It is defined
for every g € G and again a monic polynomial of degree n; let us call it Inv’(g; T'). Assuming that g
lies in GG, the two definitions are related by the Moebius transformation
T-1
Inv/(g; T) = T" Inv(g; 1)~ Inv (g; T) . (2.5)
Definition 2.5. Let g € G,s be regular semi-simple. We denote by B, C D the F-subalgebra that is

generated by E and g~'Eg. We denote by L, C By its center. Up to isomorphism, these objects as
well as z, only depend on the orbit HgH because

B(hl,hz)g = hz_lthQ, L(hl,hz)g = h;nghQ, Z(ln,hg)g = hz_lzgh/Q. (26)
The next proposition summarizes their most important properties.

Proposition 2.6. Let g € G5 be a regular semi-simple element.

1) The square 22 lies in L,. In fact, L, equals F[22] and is, in particular, an étale F-algebra o
g g g g

degree n that is isomorphic to F[T]/(Inv(g;T)).

2) The composite EL, of E and L, in D is isomorphic to E @ L, and, in particular, an étale

g g g

quadratic Lg-algebra.

3) The algebra B, equals EL,|z,] and s, in particular, o quaternion algebra over L,. It coincides
g gl*g g

with the centralizer Centp(Lg).

Proof. This is a special case of [I9, Proposition 2.5.4]. Since the argument is short and instructive,
and since our notation is slightly different from that in [19], we include a proof for convenience.
Choose an F-algebra generator ( € E to write B, = F[(,g7'(g]. We make this choice with
trp/r(¢) =1, ie. ( =1— (. Then we obtain (put z = z,)
979 =1 +2)7 (1 +2)
z
=(+ 1—1—2(1 20).
It always holds that 1 — 2¢ € E*: This is clear if F is a field and can be verified directly if £ =
F x F. The fraction z/(1 + z) is a Moebius transformation that is defined at z. The inverse Moebius
transformation is then defined at z/(1 + z), so we obtain B, = F[(, z]. It is evident from definitions
that 2% commutes with both ¢ and z, and hence lies in the center L, of B,.
Claim: The elements 1,z,...,2°"71 ¢, Cz,...,(2*"~1 form an F-vector space basis of B,. This
may be shown after base change to F which puts us into the situation of Example 2.3l Then we may
assume that g is given as a block matrix g = (1 %) as in ([24). In this specific case we have

2y = (1 w) and B, = (F x F)[z,). (2.8)

The claim then follows from the fact that the characteristic polynomial of w, which equals Inv(g; T'),
is separable by Lemma and hence agrees with the minimal polynomial. The identities Ly = F [zg]
as well as EL, =2 E Qp Ly and By = ELg4[z,] all follow from the claim.

2.7)
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It remains to show the statement B, = Centp(L,). We have already seen that EL, is an étale
F-algebra of degree 2n = (dimp D)/2. The only possibility for D is then to be free as ELgj-module.
This implies that D is free as Lg-module so the centralizer Centp(Lg) is a quaternion algebra over
L. It also contains B, however, and hence equals B,. |

We call a polynomial § € F[T] regular semi-simple if it is monic, separable and satisfies §(0)d(1) # 0.
Example shows that the regular semi-simple polynomials of degree n are in bijection with the
regular semi-simple GL,,(F x F)-double cosets on G Ly, (F'). The following construction is taken from
[19, Proposition 2.5.6].

Definition 2.7. Let § € F[T] be regular semi-simple. We define the two F-algebras
Ls:= F[2%]/(6(%) and Bj:=(E®p Ls)[2]

with commutator relation (¢ ® b)z = z(@® b) for a € E, b € Ls. Note that if g € Gy is a regular
semi-simple element, then By = Bs by Proposition We call Bs the universal quaternion algebra
for invariant § because it detects orbits of invariant § in the following sense.

Corollary 2.8. Let § € FI[T] be regular semi-simple of degree n. The following three conditions are
equivalent.

(1) There exists an element g € Gys of invariant §.
(2) There exists an F-algebra embedding Bs — D.
(8) The identity [Bs] = [Ls ®F D] holds in the Brauer group of Ls.

Proof. Assume that (1) holds and let g € Gy be such that Inv(g; T) = 6(T). Then Proposition
states that B, = By, so (2) holds. Conversely, assume that there exists an embedding ¢ : Bs — D.
Then «(E ®p Ls) C D is a commutative F-subalgebra of F-dimension 2n = [D : F]. It is hence a
maximal commutative subalgebra, so D is a free «(E ®p Ls)-module. In particular, D is free both as
t(E)-module and as ¢(Ls)-module. It then follows from the Skolem—Noether Theorem that the given
embedding F — D and t|g : E — D are conjugate. We may hence find ¢ such that ¢|p agrees with
the given embedding of E. Then g = 1 + «(z) has the property that g+ = 1 and g— = ¢(z), and
consequently that z7 = ¢(2?). Since D is free over ¢(Ls), it holds that

charredp,p (2%T) = chary /p (2%,T)?

and hence that Inv(g; T) = §(T"). This shows that (2) implies (1).
We now prove the equivalence of (2) and (3) which holds more generally. Let B be a quaternion
algebra over an étale F-algebra L of degree n. We claim the equivalence of

(2) There exists an embedding ¢ : B — D.
(3) It holds that [B] = [L ® D] in the Brauer group of L.

Assume that there exists an embedding ¢ : B — D. Then D is necessarily free as ¢(L)-module and
1(B) = Centp(¢(L)) for dimension reasons. The identity [B] = [L&p D] follows from (a mild extension
of) the centralizer theorem [9, Theorem 9.6]. This shows that (2) implies (3).

Assume conversely that [B] = [L ® D] holds. Let M/L be a quadratic étale extension that splits
B. Then it also holds that M @ p D 2 M, (M). Let

L=]]Li; M=][Mm, B=]]B: (2.9)
iel iel iel
denote the factorizations of L, M and B that correspond to the idempotents of L. Also pick an
isomorphism D 2 M,,(Dy) for a central division algebra (CDA) Dy. Each factor M; splits Dy,
so d = dimp(Dp)'/? divides dimp(M;) = 2[L; : F] by [9, Corollary 9.4]. For every i, we define
D; = M,.r174(Do). By [9, Corollary 9.3|, there exists an F-algebra embedding M; — D;. Note that
> icr[M; : F]/d = m, so we can form a block diagonal embedding

L:M:HMi‘—>HDy—>D.
iel el
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It follows from [M : F] = dimp(D)'/? that D is free as +(M)-module and hence also free over ().
The centralizer Centp(c(L)) satisfies the identity [Centp(:(L))] = [L ®p D] and is hence isomorphic
to B. Any choice of such an isomorphism defines an embedding B — D. This shows that (3) implies
(2). O

We will also require a definition of invariant for semi-simple F-algebras. Assume in what follows
that D/F is a finite-dimensional semi-simple [-algebra with center Z. Write Z = [[,.; Z; as a
product of fields and also decompose D accordingly, D = [],.; D;. We assume that D is of total
degree 2n in the sense that

el

2n = [Zi: F]-[Di: Z]. (2.10)
il
Finally, we assume the existence of, and fix, an embedding £ — D such that each component D;
becomes a free F-module. Then there is an eigenspace decomposition D = Dy @ D_ as before and
we continue to write g = g4 + g— for the corresponding decomposition of elements g € D. We also
write g; for the i-th component of g.

Definition 2.9. Let g € G be an element with g, € G. The invariant of ¢ is defined as

Inv(g;T) = Hlnv(gi;T) e F[T). (2.11)
i€l
It is a monic polynomial of degree n. We call g regular semi-simple if Inv(g; T') is regular semi-simple
in the same sense as before.

For example, the element 1+ 2 € Bs from Definition 27 has invariant Inv(1+2; T') = ¢ with respect
to the embedding £ — Bj that comes by construction.

Definition and the statements of Proposition apply and remain true without change for
semi-simple D. In Corollary [Z8 the equivalence of (1) and (2) remains true as well.

3. FUNDAMENTAL LEMMA

3.1. Setting. We maintain the following setting throughout the paper.
(1) We denote by F a non-archimedean local field with ring of integers O, uniformizer = and residue
cardinality q. We let E/F be an unramified quadratic field extension with ring of integers Op.

(2) We let K = F' x F denote the split quadratic extension of F. We view it as a subring of Moy, (F)
by the diagonal embedding (a, b) — diag(al,,bl,) and we define

G' = GLan(F), H' = GLy(K).

Given v € M, (F), we write v = v4 + v for its decomposition into K-linear and conjugate-linear
components. Whenever we speak of regular semi-simple elements of G’ or of their invariants, then
this is meant with respect to the (H’ x H')-action. In fact, this is precisely the setting from Example
23] albeit in different terminology.
(3) We denote by D a CSA of degree 2n over F. We fix an embedding F — D and use the the
notations D = D, & D_ as well as g = g4 + g_ like before. We interchangeably write C' = D, and
define
G=D*, H=C*.

(We will switch to opposed CSAs in §4.) Whenever we speak of regular semi-simple elements of G or
of their invariants, then this is meant with respect to the (H x H)-action.
(4) Our normalization of the Hasse invariant is as follows. Let F,,/F be an unramified field extension
of degree 2n with Frobenius ¢. Then there is a unique integer 0 < r < 2n such that D is isomorphic
to the cyclic F-algebra

Fo, [0/ (IT?" = 77, Tla = o(a)I for a € Fy,).
The Hasse invariant of D is defined as r/2n € Q/Z. For A € Q/Z, we write Dy to denote a CDA of
Hasse invariant A\ over F.
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3.2. Orbital Integrals. Let n : F* — {£1} be the non-trivial unramified quadratic character. In
this section, we define and compare two kinds of orbital integrals. The first kind are n-twisted orbital
integrals on [G'] = H'\G'/H'. The second kind are orbital integrals on [G] = H\G/H. In fact, the
orbital integrals will only be defined on the regular semi-simple orbits [G},] and [Gys)-

3.2.1. Orbital integrals on [G']. Given v € G, we denote its stabilizer by
(H' x H')y := {(h1, ho) | hy'yhe =7} (3.1)
The stabilizer of a regular semi-simple element -y is isomorphic to the torus L,f, where L, = L[Z?Y] is
the étale F-algebra of degree n from Proposition (1). Indeed, we may rewrite (3.1)) as
(H' x H'), = {(yiy~ ' h) | h e H' 0y H'y}.

The intersection H' Ny~ 'H'y is by definition the centralizer of B, = F[K U~y 'K~v] in G’ (see
Definition [2Z5). Since [L, : F] = n and since B, /L, is a quaternion algebra, this centralizer equals
the units of L, C B,.

We endow (H' x H'), with the Haar measures such that OZw has volume 1. We also normalize the

Haar measure on H' x H' such that a maximal compact subgroup has volume 1.

Let |-|: F* = R, x+ ¢~ *® be the normalized absolute value on F. We define 7 and | - | on H’
in the following way,
m || H — R, g(diag(a,b) = n(det(ab V), |diag(a,b)] = |det(ab V). (32)
Definition 3.1. For v € G, a test function f’ € C°(G’) and s € C, we define the orbital integral
Oy, f'ys) = I J/(hy ' yha)|hiha|*n(ha) dhidhs. (3.3)
(H"xH")~

The support of the integrand in [B3)) is compact because the (H' x H')-orbit of a regular semi-
simple element is Zariski closed. This ensures convergence, and the resulting expression O(7, f, s) lies
in C[¢®, ¢~ %]. However, as a function of v, the orbital integral does not yet descend to the orbit space
[G1,] because it transforms by the character n(-)| - |* under the (H' x H')-action. We next modify it
in the simplest possible way that makes it H' x H’-invariant.

Definition 3.2. Let s € C. Define the transfer factor Q(-,s) : G, — +¢%* by
Q((24)5) =n(det(cd™)) - |det(b™"c)|".
It satisfies Q(hy "vha, s) = |hiha|*n(h2)Q(y, 5), so we can modify and rewrite (B3] as

Orb(y, f',5) = Qv.5) - O(v, f',8) = [ ['(hy ' yha) - Q(hy yha, s) dhadha. (3.4)

(H"xH")~
Then Orb(v, f’,s) is (H' x H')-invariant and descends to the orbit space [G.,]. Note that we still have
Orb(v, (h1, h2)*(f'), 8) = [hiha|*n(h2) Orb(v, f', s) (3.5)

for all (hy, he) € H' x H'. We will mostly be interested in the central value and the central derivative
of Orb(~, f’,s) which we denote by

d
Orb(y, f) := Orb(y, f1,0),  80tb(y, f'):= —=| = Orb(y, f',5). (3.6)
s=0
3.2.2. Orbital integrals on [G]. The definition of orbital integrals on [Gys] is more straightforward
because it does not involve any characters. Given g € GG, we denote its stabilizer by

(H x H)g = {(h1,ha) | hy'gh2 = g}.
As before, the stabilizer of a regular semi-simple element g is isomorphic to the torus L;. Again we
endow H x H and (H x H), with the Haar measures such that a maximal compact subgroup has

volume 1. Note that all maximal compact subgroups of H x H are conjugate, so this Haar measure
is well-defined.
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Definition 3.3. For g € G regular semi-simple and f € C2°(G), we define the orbital integral

Orb(g, f) = /HxH f(hi ' ghy) dhydhs. (3.7)

(CEom
This function evidently descends to [Gs)-
3.2.3. Transfer of orbital integrals. We now compare orbital integrals on [G%] and [Gys).

Definition 3.4 ([41]). (1) Two regular semi-simple elements v € G., and g € G, (resp. their orbits)
are said to match if Inv(y) = Inv(g). Note that in this case also L, = L, so that we have chosen
compatible Haar measures on the stabilizers (H' x H'), and (H x H),.

(2) A test function f' € C°(G’) is called a transfer of f € C°(G) if, for all v € GL,

Orb(g, f) if there is a matching g € Gy

. (3.8)
0 otherwise.

Orb(y, f') = {

Transfers in this sense exist by a result of C. Zhang [44], also see [41], Proposition 2.9].
We note that Definition [3.4] is analogous to that of transfer in the context of the Jacquet—Rallis
relative trace formula comparison, see e.g. [46, §2.4] or [35, Definition 2.2]. However, a difference in

our setting is that the matching relation does not yield a partitioning of [GL,] into sets of the form
[Gyrs]. We illustrate this for n = 2:

Example 3.5. Assume that G’ = GL4(F) and let v € G, be a regular semi-simple element with
invariant 6. Our aim is to describe all possibilities for the CSA D such that there exists a matching
element g € G. To this end, set Ls = F[2%]/(6(z%)) and let Bs = (E @ Lg)[2] be the universal
quaternion algebra for invariant ¢ (with respect to E/F') that was constructed in Definition 2771 By
Corollary 2.8 there exists an element g € G5 of invariant ¢ if and only if there exists an embedding
Bs — D. The following lists all the possibilities for this situation, each of which can occur.

Ls B, D s.th. there is some g € G | £0(d) | €1/4(9)
with Inv(g) = ¢ £1/2(9) | €3/4(0)
Field Mo(L) My (F) and Ma(D1 /2) + -
Field Division D,y and D3y — +
F x F | My(F) x My(F) My(F) n -
FxF | DijsxDys M;(D12) + -
FXxF | My(F)x D none - +

TABLE 1. Matching to [Gys] for n = 2. Here, D) denotes a CDA of Hasse invariant A
over F. Moreover, €5(d) denotes ep(d) for D a CSA of degree 4 and Hasse invariant
A. These are the signs of the functional equation for f}, and will be defined in §3.41

3.3. The Fundamental Lemma Conjecture. Recall that C' = D} = Centp(E).

Lemma 3.6. Let O1,02 C D be two maximal orders that have the property that O1 N C and O, N C
are maximal orders in C. Then O1NC = O, NC implies O1 = Oy. In particular, the mazimal orders
O C D such that O N C is also a mazximal order form a single C* -conjugation orbit.

Proof. The second statement follows directly from the first one because all maximal orders in C are
C*-conjugate. We focus on the first statement from now on.

Let Oc = O1NC = O2NC. Note that Op C O¢ because it is the ring of integers of the center of C.
Choose a suitable skew-field @ and an isomorphism D = M,,,(Q). Let II € @ be a uniformizer. Recall
that @ has a unique maximal order Og and that the maximal orders in D are precisely the subrings
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of the form Op = Endocép (A) where A C Q™ is an O%p—lattice. Moreover, Oy = Oy if and only if

A € AIIZ. In this way, classifying maximal orders in D that contain Of is equivalent to classifying
R := O ®0, O -stable lattices in Q™, up to scaling by 1z,

There are two cases for the ring R, depending on the parity of the degree £ = 2n/m of @ over F.
Let M/F be an unramified field extension of degree ¢. With a suitable choice of IT and for a suitable
generator 7 € Gal(L/F), we may find a presentation of O¢ as

Oy =0y, T‘=n, Ia=7(a)lforallaec M. (3.9)

If ¢ is odd, then O ®0, Oy is the maximal order in an unramified field extension of F' of degree 2¢.
Then R 2 (Og ®o, Oum)[I] is again of the form ([B.9) and hence the maximal order in the skew field
E ®p Q°P. The Q°P vector space Q™ is isomorphic to (E ®@p Q°P)"/? as (E ®r Q°P)-module, hence
its R-stable lattices form a single orbit under GLr(Q™) = C*. This shows that any two maximal
orders in D that contain O are C'*-conjugate. In particular, we have proven the lemma whenever ¢
is odd.

The situation is a little different when ¢ is even. To simplify notation in the following, we make
the further assumption that E is contained in M. (This is meant with respect to the inclusions
M C @ C D.) Starting from the presentation ([B.9]) again, we then obtain

R =5 (O [I1?] x Op I,  T(a,b) = (7(b), 7(a))IT for all a,b € Oy [T,

a®m — (am,am)

(3.10)

Here, we have extended 7 to M[1%] by 7(II?) = I12. The ring Oy/[[1?] is the maximal order in the
skew field M[I12] and we can decompose Q™ =2 V; x Vi as M[I1%] x M [I1?]-module. The operator II is
homogeneous of degree 1 with respect to that decomposition, so V;, and V; are both of dimension m
over M[I12]. Moreover, every R-stable lattice A C Q™ is of the form A = Ay x Ay, where A; C V; is
an Oy [I1?]-stable lattice and where A;IT C A;4; for both i = 0,1. Conversely, the direct sum of any
such pair (Ag, A1) is an R-stable lattice in Q™.

After this general description, we now prove the statement of the lemma. The centralizer C' acts
diagonally on Vg x V7. Given an R-stable lattice A = Ay X Ay, we find that

Stabc (A) = Stab¢ (Ao) N Stabc (Al)

Moreover, since the C-action commutes with II, we may write Stabe (A1) = Stabe(A1IT). We see that
Stabc(A) is a maximal order in C if and only if Ag € A;II - 1?2, which holds if and only if

AO = All'I or A1 = A()H (311)

The set of Oy, [I1?]-lattices in V; form a single C*-orbit. Thus, the set of R-stable lattices A such that
Stabe(A) is a maximal order form two C*-orbits that are distinguished by (BI1]). However, they are
interchanged by multiplication by IT € Q°P and, in particular, define the same C*-conjugation orbit
of maximal orders in C' and D. The proof of the lemma is now complete. O

Example 3.7. One byproduct of the above proof is the following statement: Assume that ¢ is odd
and that O C D is a maximal order that contains Og. Then the intersection O N C' is a maximal
order in C.

Consider, for example, an embedding E — Ma,,(F). If Og C End(A) for some Op-lattice A C F?",
then A is an Og-lattice and Endp, (A) NEndg(V) = Endop, (A) is a maximal order.

The statement does not hold true if £ is even: Let () = D5 be a quaternion division algebra over
F with uniformizer IT and let E — @ be a fixed embedding. Let D = M3(Q) and let E — D be the
diagonal embedding. The centralizer C' = Centp(FE) is then simply Ms(FE). Both the maximal orders
O1 = M5(0q) and Oy = diag(I1, 1) 71O diag(II, 1) contain Op. However, they do not both intersect
C in a maximal order:

O, N My(E) = My(Og), OyN My(E) = (OE OE) .

(m) O
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Fix some maximal order Op C D such that Oc = Op NC is a maximal order in C' and consider the
indicator function fp =1 0% Lemma [B.6] implies that the orbital integrals O(g, fp) are independent

of the choice of Op. The purpose of the next definition is to provide a (conjectural) transfer ff, of
fp in the sense of Definition [3.4]

Definition 3.8. Let A = k/¢, with (k,{) = 1, be the Hasse invariant of D. Let £ be the set of
O -stable lattice chains in F?" that have the form

Ae=[AgD A1 D...D A1 DAy =N (3.12)
and that furthermore satisfy the following property:

e If ¢ is odd, then we demand that each quotient A;/A;41 is a free Ok /(m)-module of rank n/¢.

o If / is even, then we instead require A;/A;41 is an O /(m)-vector space of dimension 2n/¢ and that
the Ok /(m)-action on A;/A;41 factors through the first projection O = O x Op — Op if i is even,
and through the second projection if ¢ is odd.

The stabilizer in G’ of a lattice chain A, € £ is by definition the subgroup
Stabgr(Ae) = {7y € G' | yA; = A; for all i}.
The group H' acts transitively on £ by translation, so these stabilizers form a single H’-conjugation

orbit. However, because of the character n(-)| - |® in the definition of orbital integrals on G’, we have
to be more specific about our desired test function than in the case of G.

Definition 3.9. Pick any lattice chain A$*d € £ such that A = O and define
fg) = VOl(StabH/ (Aitd))_2lstabG/(Aﬁ“d)' (313)

Any two choices for A$* differ by Stab(O%') N H' = GL,(Or) x GL,(OF), so f}5 is defined up to
conjugation by GL,(Or) x GL,(Op). Also note that if G = GLg,(F), then £ = 1 and the only
possible standard chain is O3 D 7O%" — we recover f;S = 1gr,,(0x) s in Guo’s case. Let hy € H’
be any element with |h;|~° = ¢~2"*/¢ and define f}, € C°(G') by

1o e
, if £ is odd
= 3.14
Jo() { o(hity) if £ is even. (8.14)
By (B3], the orbital integrals of f;5 and f}, are related by

o 1 if £ is odd
Orb(v, fp,s) = Orb(v, f5,5) - { omsjt e g (3.15)

q if £ is even

and, in particular, have the same central value. The advantage of the normalized function f7, is that
its functional equation is completely symmetric, cf. Proposition .19 below. Examples for At and
7S when n =2 and ¢ € {2,4} can be found at the beginning of §ol

Conjecture 3.10 (Fundamental Lemma for CSAs). The function f}, is a transfer of fp in the sense
of Definition B4l That is, for regular semi-simple v € G

rs?

Orb(g, fp) if there exists a matching g € G5

Orb(v, fp) = { (3.16)

0 otherwise.

Conjecture complements the Guo—Jacquet Fundamental Lemma which is formulated for the
case D = Mo, (F) and for the full Hecke algebra. We recall it here for comparison:

Conjecture 3.11 (Guo—Jacquet Fundamental Lemma [I3] (1.12)]). Assume that D = My, (F') and
that the embedding E — D satisfies O C Ms,(Or). Then every GLa, (O )-biinvariant compactly
supported function f is a transfer of itself: For regular semi-simple v € G,

rs’?

Orb(g, f) if there exists a matching g € G5 (3.17)
0 otherwise. '

Orb(y, f) = {
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Conjecture [3.10] and Conjecture [B.11] precisely overlap for the unit Hecke function 1z, (0,). This
is also the case that was proved by Guo, see [I3 (1.12)]. We mention that Guo’s formulation does
not involve the transfer factor. Instead, he works with an orbit representative of the form

(1w
’7_117

where each entry is an (n x n)-matrix (see the line after [13] (1.10)]). Such a representative satisfies
Q(7,0) = 1 which gives the link of his result with our formulation.

For Hasse invariant A = 1/2, the CSA D is isomorphic to M, (D1 /7). In this case, Conjecture B.10
can be reduced to Guo’s result and is hence known; we refer to [20].

The following is our main result in this setting. Its proof will be given as Theorem below.

Theorem 3.12. Conjecture [3.10 holds whenever D is a division algebra of degree 4.

Note that the orbital integrals on the right hand side of ([B.I6) have a particularly simple form if
D is a division algebra:

Proposition 3.13. Assume that D is a division algebra; denote by vp : D* — Z its normalized
valuation. Assume that g € Gys is regular semi-simple and denote by f(Ly/F) the inertia degree of
Ly/F. Then

f(Ly/F) ifvp(g) € 2Z

0 otherwise.

Orb(g, fp) = { (3.18)

Proof. In the given situation, fp is the indicator function of the units O of the unique maximal order
in D. The centralizer C' = Centp(E) is a CDA of degree n over E, so vp(C*) = 2Z. It moreover holds
that vp(D_\{0}) = 2Z + 1 and hence follows that (O5 g O5) N0} # 0 if and only if vp(g) € 2Z. By
the triangle inequality, this is equivalent to vp(g—) > vp(g4) which is equivalent to vp (1 + z4) = 0.
We obtain from Definition B3] that

Orb(g, fp) = / log (c(1+ zg)cfl) de = Vol(LgX\CX)loD (zg)-

LE\CX
The Haar measures were defined such that vol(O5) = vol(Of ) = 1 and, in particular, satisfy
vol(L\C*) = f(Ly/F). This proves (3.I8). O

It is possible that the FL conjecture for D a division algebra is related to Kottwitz’s Euler—Poincaré
functions [22]. Our proof of Theorem [[.2] is not along such lines, however, but rather a byproduct of
our calculation of 0rb O(v, f,) when n = 2.

Remark 3.14. The original motivation for our definition of f}, was the following. Let F be the
completion of a maximal unramified field extension of F. Denote by Oy its ring of integers and
by F its residue field. The scalar extension F®p D is isomorphic to Mgn(F ) and under any such
isomorphism, OD = Op ®o, Op gets identified with the stabilizer of a lattice chain

/u\.:[jv\ojj\lj...jj\zflD/u\[:ﬂ'/u\o]

such that dimF(Ai/ZXi+1) = 2n/l. The action of R = Oz ®o, O C Op on the quotients ixi/ixm
has the characteristics from Definition B8 If £ is odd, then every quotient A;/A; is free over R/(m)
of rank n/¢. If ¢ is even, then the R-action on A / Ai+1 alternatingly factors through one of the two
projections R — O .

A similar phenomenon occurs for the parahoric level fundamental lemma of Z. Zhang [49, Theorem
4.1] in the Gan—Gross—Prasad setting (also see [35, Conjecture 10.3] for an earlier formulation in a
special case). The two group-theoretic data there that define the two test functions also have the
property that they become isomorphic after scalar extension to F.
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3.4. Functional equation for Orb(y, f},,s). Our aim in this section is to prove a functional equation
for Orb(v, fp,s). The motivation for this is twofold: First, it will imply the vanishing part of the
fundamental lemma (Conjecture BI0) in many cases. Second, it will imply that the derivatives that
will occur in our AT conjecture are indeed the leading terms of the Taylor expansion of the orbital
integral in question. We begin by defining the sign of the functional equation.

Definition 3.15. Let A € (2n)71Z/Z be the Hasse invariant of D and let § € F[T] be regular semi-
simple of degree n. Let Ls = F[2%]/(6(z?)) and Bs = (E®p Ls)|2] be the universal algebras for E and
0 from Definition 2.7l Write Ls = Hiel L; for the decomposition of L; into fields and let By = HZ—GI B;
be the corresponding decomposition of Bs. Denoting by 3; € 271Z/Z the Hasse invariant of B;/L;,
we define

ep(0) :=nA+ Y B €27'Z/Z = {1}, (3.19)

iel

We define ep(y) = ep(Inv(y)) and ep(g) = ep(Inv(g)) whenever v € G’ and g € G are regular
semi-simple.

Lemma 3.16. An equivalent description of ep(0) is given as follows. Let 69 € F* be the constant
coefficient of § and let ¢, =nX € {£1}. Then

ep(6) = n(do) - €p- (3.20)

!

In particular, if 6 = Inv(y; T) for some v € Gi, then ep(y) = n(detp(zy))ep.

Proof. With notation as in Definition B.I5] we need to see that ), ., 8; = 1(do). Let z; denote the
component of z € Bs in the factor B;. Then (—1)"6p = [[;c; Nr,/r(27), so it suffices to show that
Bi =n(Np,/r(27)). This follows directly from the compatibility of the local reciprocity map with the
norm of field extensions, see for example [39] §2.4].

If § = Inv(y; T), then & is (by definition) a square root of detr(23) and hence the last formula
holds. 0

Lemma 3.17. Let g € G5 be a regular semi-simple element. Then ep(g) = 1.

Proof. Put § = Inv(g). By Corollary [Z8 the existence of an element g € G,s of invariant § is
equivalent to the identity [B;] = [Ls ®p D] in the Brauer group of Ls. Writing Ls = [[,c; L; as a
product of fields as before and taking the sum of the Hasse invariants on both sides, we obtain

> Bi=) [Li: F]A=n\.
el iel
O

Remark 3.18. Table [1 illustrates that the converse to Lemma [3.17 does not hold. Its rows 3 and
4 show cases where the sign ep(0) is positive for D = My(F) or Ms(D;2), but where there is no
g € Gy of invariant 6. Row 5 shows the existence of such cases when D is a division algebra of degree
4.

Proposition 3.19. The orbital integrals of [}, satisfy the functional equation
Orb(y, fp, —s) = ep(v) Orb(v, fp, s). (3.21)

The proof will be given at the end of this section. We first establish some auxiliary results that
provide a combinatorial expression for Orb(y, f}, s). Everything relies on the following simple obser-
vation: Assume that hi, ho € H' are two elements and that A; e = h;iAS* are the two corresponding
lattice chains in £. Then

h;l"th € Stabgr (Aitd) < ”yA27. = Aly.. (322)
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Definition 3.20. Motivated by [8:22), we make the following two definitions. First, we let

L(y):={Ae € L] vAe € L}. (3.23)
Second, for every lattice A C F?" such that both A and vA are (O x Op)-stable, we put
Qv, A, 5) := Q(hi ' yha, s), (3.24)

where hi, he € H' are chosen such that A = hy - O%" and and YA = hy - O%*. (The lattice O%" comes
up here because we have normalized the test function f}, by the requirement A$'d = O3".)

Assume that v € G., is regular semi-simple. The torus LY C G’ acts on L(y) by multiplication
and we write
Stab(As) = {z € L} | zA; = A; for alli =0,...,¢— 1}
for the stabilizer a lattice chain A, € £(7y). Taking into account the volume factor in the definition of
fh, see Definition [3.9] as well as the normalization in (3:15]), we can then write the orbital integral of

fp as
Orb(y, fp,s) =™ > [OF, : Stab(A4)] (v, Ao, 5) (3.25)
Ae€LNL(Y)
where m = 0 if £ is odd and m = 2n/¢ if £ is even. The next few lemmas study this expression in
more detail.

Lemma 3.21. Let v € Gi, be a regular semi-simple element and let z = z.

(1) Let A be an O -lattice. Then vA is an Ox-lattice as well if and only if z/(1+z)- A CA. If z is
topologically nilpotent, then this is furthermore equivalent to zA C A.
(2) Assume that £ is odd and that z is topologically nilpotent. Then

LOY)={Ae €L|2M; CA; foralli=0,...,0—1}. (3.26)

(3) Assume that € is even. Then L(y) # 0 only for v such that z is topologically nilpotent. More
precisely,

L(")/) = {A. eL | zA; C Ai+1 fO’I’ all i = 0,... ,E — 1} (327)

Proof. (1) Write Ox = Op[¢] where ( satisfies ( =1 —¢. Then v ¢y =(+2/(1+2)- (1 —2¢) as in
[1). Hence, given an Og-lattice A, the lattice yA is (-stable if and only if

(C+2/(1+2) (1 —2¢)A CA.

It is checked directly that 1 —2¢ € O, so this inclusion holds if and only if z/(1+2) - A C A. If z is
moreover topologically nilpotent, then Op[z] = Op[z/(1 + z)] and this condition becomes equivalent
to zA C A.

(2) Assume that ¢ is odd. Any lattice chain A, € L(7) has the property that each A; is both Og-
stable and 7y~ !Og~-stable. By Part (1) and under our assumption that z is topologically nilpotent,
this is equivalent to z - A; C A; which proves the relation C in (326]). Assume conversely that Aq € L
has the property that each A; is z-stable. We need to show and claim that each (yA;)/(yAi+1) is a
free Ok /(w)-module. Since v, is Og-linear, this is equivalent to each quotient

(Vi A/ (v Asa) = (14 2)A0) /(1 + 2)Aig1)
being a free O /(m)-module. But it was assumed that z is topologically nilpotent and that each A;
is z-stable, so (1 + z)A; = A; for all ¢ and the claim follows because Ao € L.

(3) Assume that ¢ is even and that A, € L(7) is any lattice chain. Then by definition of £(7), the
action of O on (vA;)/(yA;+1) factors over the first factor of O = Op X Op if i is even and over
the second factor if 7 is odd. Equivalently (apply the isomorphism =), the y-conjugated action of O
on A;/A;;1 factors over the first factor if ¢ is even and over the second factor if 7 is odd. This is yet
equivalent to ¢ and v 1(y = ¢ + 2/(1 + 2) - (1 — 2¢) defining the same endomorphism of A;/A;y1.
Since 1 —2¢ € O, this happens if and only if z/(1+42)-A; € A;41. Given that this holds for all ¢ and
that Ay = Ao, we deduce that z/(1 + z) is topologically nilpotent. Then z is topologically nilpotent
as well as claimed in the lemma. Identity [27)) follows easily from the given arguments. O
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Lemma 3.22. (1) The following operator Z., defined on lattice chains in F?" | defines an automor-
phism of L():

Z’Y . [Ao DA1D...D Ag] = [Z'yAl D) Z»YAQ D...D Z,YAg D) 7TZ.YA1]. (328)

(2) Moreover, Z., commutes with the L -action on L(7) and satisfies

1 if £ is odd

(3.29)
q4ns/2

if £ is even.

Q(’y, (ZVA')‘J? S) =E€D (7)9(77 A07 _S) : {

Proof. (1) A direct computation shows that vsz’l = 7+2v7—;1a so both elements z, and 727771 are

K-conjugate linear elements of G’. It follows that if a lattice A has the property that both A and vA
are Ok-stable, then also z,A and yz,A are Og-stable. Thus, given any A, € £(7), the new chains
ZyAe and vZ, A, are again chains of Ok-lattices. Taking into account the shift by one in (3:28)), both
ZyAe and vZ, A, again satisfy the eigenvalue condition in the definition of £ (see Definition B.8]).
Hence Z,A. € L(7) as claimed.

(2) Proposition 2@ states that L. = F[22] which implies that multiplication by z, and by elements
from LY commute. It is left to prove Identity B29). It is easily checked that both sides of that
identity are invariant under left-multiplication of H’ on 7. So we may assume that v = 1 + z with
%z = zy. This implies that v and 2 commute which will simplify some expressions below. It furthermore
allows for a more convenient description of (v, A, s). In its formulation, we write A = A, ® A_ for
the decomposition of an Og-lattice A into its Ok-eigenspaces.

Lemma 3.23. Assume that v = 1+ z with z = z,. Assume that A is an Og-lattice such that also
YA is an Ok -lattice. Then

O, A, 5) = (=1)[OD =AM A (A=A =[N —2A4 s, (3.30)

Proof. This follows directly from the definition of Q(v,A,s): Assume that A = hyO%' and that
YA = h1O%. Let (‘; Z) = hl_l’}/hg. Recall that now by (324) and by Definition B.2]

Qy,A,5) =Q ((‘cl Zl) 73) - (_1)”(0)'f‘v(d)q(v(b)—U(C))'s7 (3.31)

where v : F'* — Z is the normalized valuation. Translating to A, we have
v@) =[(vA)s :Ay]  w(B) = [(vA)s : #A] 5

v(e) = [(vA)- = 2A4] v(d) =[(yA)- : A_].
Substituting ([332) in (B3] proves the lemma. O

Let A be an Og-lattice such that also yA is an Og-lattice. Since z is K-conjugate linear and
furthermore commutes with -, it holds that

(zA)x = zA,  (v2A)x = z(yA)¢.
We obtain from (B3:30) that

Q(v, 24, 5) = (_1)[Z(VA)+¢Z2A—]+[Z(7A)+¢2A+]q([Z(v/\)—¢Z2A+]—[Z(VA)+¢Z2A—])S' (3.33)
The exponents of the signs of (330) and (333) are related by
[(vA) 5+ 220 ]+ [2(7A) 4 2As] = [yA s 2A] = [(A)_ s 2A ]+ (A Al —[yA_A],  (3.34)
those for the g-powers by
[(vA) + 2204] — [2(vA)s : 22A_] = —[(yA)s : 2A_] + [(vA)_ : 2A). (3.35)
Note that [yA : zA] + [yA : A] = [A: zA] mod 2 in (B34), so we obtain

It is left to take care of the shift in (B:28). Assume that A’ C A is a sublattice that also has the
property that both A’ and yA’ are Og-stable. Define integers a+ and b4 by the identities

ar =[Ay:AL] and by = [(vA)x 1 (YA)L].
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Then we obtain from [B.30) that
Q(y, A, s) = (—1)@FTa-gla-—brmartb)sQ)(y A s). (3.37)

Apply this to the two lattices zA; C zAg that arise from zA, with Ay € L(7). Depending on the
parity of ¢, the following two cases occur. If £ is odd, then zAg/zA; is free over Ok /(7) so ay = a—
and by = b_. We obtain that

Q(7, zA1, ) = Q(y, zA0, s). (3.38)
If £ is even, then zAg/zA; and yzAg/vzA; are both free over O /(w) of rank 2n/¢ with Ok acting
via the second projection. (Indeed, O acts via the first projection on Ag/A; and (yAg)/(yA1) but
z is Og-conjugate linear.) In particular, ay = by = 0 and a— = b_ = 2n/¢. Identity (B31) then
specializes to

Q(y, zA1, 8) = (—1)2V g4 /4Q(y, zAo, 5). (3.39)
Combining (B36), (338) and B39), it follows that
" 1 if £ is odd
7, (ZyAe)os 8) = (=1)*"“n(det(2)Q, Ao, =) -3 oy o (3.40)
q if £ is even.

Recall that the constant coefficient of Inv(y) is a square root of det(z2). The sign (—1)?*/*n(det(z))
from (B:40) hence equals ep(y) by Lemma BI6 and the proof of ([B:29]) is complete. O

Proof of the functional equation (Proposition[319). Let m = 0 if £ is odd and m = 2n/{ if £ is even.
Using the combinatorial description ([3.25]) together with Lemma B:22], we have

Orb(v, fp,—s) = ¢™ Y [Of :Stab(A.)] 2(y, Ao, —s)
Ae€LZ\L()

= ep(Mg™q ™ > [OF, : Stab(Ad)] (v, (Z,A4)o, 5)
Ae€LF\L(Y)

= ED(’Y) Ol“b(’)/, lev 8)

as was to be shown. O

4. ARITHMETIC TRANSFER

The setting is the same as in §3.1] except that we from now on take
G =D, H=(CP* (4.1)

Note that G and G°P have the same underlying topological space which implies that C°(G) =
C2°(G°P). Moreover, H and H°P have the same underlying topological space as well and the definitions
of g € G being regular semi-simple, of the invariant Inv(g; T'), and of the orbital integral Orb(f, g) are
all unchanged when taking them for opposed CSAs.

4.1. Local Shimura Data. Let F be the completion of a maximal unramified extension of F. Let
O denote its ring of integers and let F be its residue field. The Frobenius automorphlsm of F is

the unlque F-automorphism inducing ¢-Frobenius x — z? on F; we denote it by o : F — F. Let
Vpp : X = 7Z be the normalized valuation.

By F-isocrystal, or simply isocrystal, we mean a pair N = (N,F) that consists of a finite-
dimensional F-vector space N and a o-linear automorphism F. The Verschiebung of N is defined
as V = 7F~!. Height, dimension and slope of N are all meant in the relative sense with respect to
F: The height ht(N) is the F-dimension of N, the dimension dim(N) is the integer vi(det V), and
the slope is their ratio dim(IN) /ht(IN). Note that dim(IN) might be negative.

The Dieudonné-Manin classification [7] states that the (F-linear) category of isocrystals is semi-
simple and that the isomorphism classes of its simple objects are in bijection with Q: For every
w=r/s, where (r,s) = 1, there is a unique (up to isomorphism) simple isocrystal N,, of height s and
dimension r. The endomorphism ring End(N,) is a CDA over F of Hasse invariant .
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Definition 4.1. (1) By C-isocrystal, we mean a pair (N4, ¢) that consists of an isocrystal N and
an F-linear C-action ¢ : C — End(N) with the following numerical conditions: The height of N
is 2n? = dimp(C), the dimension of N is n, and the slopes of all subisocrystals of N lie in the
interval [0, 1].

(2) By D-isocrystal, we mean a pair (N, k) that consists of an isocrystal N and an F-linear D-action
k : D — End(N) with the following numerical conditions: The height of N is 4n? = dimg(D), the
dimension of N is 2n, and the slopes of all subisocrystals of N lie in the interval [0, 1].

Remark 4.2. Recall that by covariant Dieudonné theory p-divisible groups over F together with
quasi-homomorphisms are equivalent to Q,-isocrystals that have the slopes of all subisocrystals in
the interval [0,1]. Under this equivalence, height and dimension of the p-divisible equal height and
dimension of the corresponding Qp-isocrystal. The analogous statement holds for strict Op-modules
over F (see Definition .8) and F-isocrystals. This motivates the slope condition in Definition LTl

The Serre tensor construction defines a functor
{C-isocrystals} — {D-isocrystals}

(Ny,t) — (N=D®c Ny, k() =2 ®idn,). (42)

Lemma 4.3. (1) Two C-isocrystals (resp. two D-isocrystals) are isomorphic if and only if the
underlying isocrystals are isomorpic. In particular, the functor (&2) defines an injective map on
isomorphism classes.

(2) A D-isocrystal (N, k) lies in the essential image of [@2) if and only if there exists an F-algebra
map E — Endp(N, s).

Proof. (1) Let N be any isocrystal. By the Dieudonné-Manin classification, End(N) is a product of
CSAs over F. It then follows from the Skolem—Noether Theorem applied factor by factor that any
two F-algebra homomorphisms C' — End(IN) are conjugate. In other words, there is at most one way
(up to C-linear isomorphism) to define a C-action on N. The same argument applies to D-isocrystals.
The injectivity of (2] on isomorphism classes follows directly because D ®@¢c N =2 N$2 as isocrystal.

(2) The category of C-isocrystals is E-linear because the center of C' is E. The Serre tensor
construction is functorial, so every object in its image has a D-linear E-action. Explicitly, E acts on
(N,k) =D ®c (N4, 1) by

tg: E— Endp(N,k), a—1&i(a).

Assume conversely that there exists an embedding ¢ : F — Endp(N, ). Then N has an action by
k(F) ®F ((F) and thus decomposes into C-stable eigenspaces N = N @ N_. Let us write ¢ for the

resulting C-action C' — End(IN) on the first factor. The natural D-linear map D ®¢c (N4,t) - N
is the desired isomorphism. O

We next place the above definitions into a group-theoretic context, following the EL formalism in
[38, Definition 3.18]. For this we consider H and G as algebraic groups over F. Our convention is
that Endp(D) acts on the left of D and is hence isomorphic to D°P. In light of ([@Il), we have an
isomorphism

G = Endp(D)*, g+ [z+— xg].
Recall that the Kottwitz set of G is defined as the set of o-conjugacy classes in G(ﬁ'):
B(G) = G(F)/{b~ gbo(g)""}.

It is a standard fact (see [38] §1.7]) that this set is in bijection with isomorphism classes of isocrystals
of height dimp (D) with D-action:

=~ N an F-isocrystal of height dimp (D) , o
B(G) — {(N’ ) k: D — End(N) a D-action /= (4.3)
[b] — (Ny, k) == (F ®p D,o ®b).
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After scalar extension to F, there is an isomorphism o« : F ®@p DP = My, (F) of F-algebras from
which one obtains an isomorphism Gz = GL,, 7. Consider the F-conjugacy class of the cocharacter

pa : G — Gy = GLy, 7ot diag(t,....t,1). (4.4)

Via 1] the subset B(G, ug) C B(G) of p-admissible elements is in bijection with the isomorphism
classes of D-isocrystals from Definition Il (For the purposes of our article, the reader may take
that as the definition of B(G, u¢).) Namely, by the Dieudonné classification from Remark 2] every
D-isocrystal (N, k) is the isocrystal of a strict Op-module X over F together with a rational action
k:D — F®o,End(X). By [38 §3.19] which also holds for F-isocrystals, this implies that (N, ) lies
in B(G, pg). Conversely, an F-isocrystal with D-action (N, k) € B(G, ug) is necessarily p-weakly
admissible. By definition, see [38, Definition 1.18 and §1.3|, the latter is equivalent to N being of
dimension 2n and with the slopes of all subisocrystals in [0, 1].

To make the analogous definitions for H, we need to fix an embedding E C F. Also choose an

isomorphism 3 : F @ C°P = M, (F) x M, (F) such that 3(a) = (a,a) for all a € E. Consider the

H(F)-conjugacy class of
pr - Gy, — Hp % GL, 7% GL, 7, t+—diag((t,...,t,1), (t,....1)). (4.5)

Then B(H, p1p7) is in bijection with the isomorphism classes of C-isocrystals in the sense of Definition
A1l Moreover, the natural map B(H, ug) — B(G, ug) is given by ([@.2)).

Definition 4.4. For b € H(F), we denote by (Nj ,¢) the C-isocrystal given by (F®p C, 0 ®b) with
its natural C-action. We write C, = End¢(Ny ,¢) and H, = Cp. We further define

(Nb, Ii) =D ®c (N.,.)b, L)

as well as Dy, = Endp(Ny, ) and Gy = D;. Note that there is an inclusion H, — Gy, g — idp ® ¢
by functoriality of the Serre tensor construction.

It follows from the Dieudonné-Manin classification that D, is a semi-simple F-algebra of total
degree 2n in the sense of (2.I0). By construction, there is an embedding F — D; and C, = Centp, (F).
The more precise description of Dy is as follows: Let N, 2 ] NZ“ be the slope decomposition,
where IN,, denotes a simple isocrystal of slope p. Then

Dy [ Mm,.(Du-»)
nelo,1]

nefo,1

where ) is the Hasse invariant of D, where D, denotes a CDA over F' of Hasse invariant p — A, and
where m,, is characterized by

Mm# (D#,)\) KRF D)\ =~ Mn# (D#)

It is a well-known and curious phenomenon that the number of elements of B(H, up) and B(G, ug)
strongly depends on A\. We give some examples:

Example 4.5. (1) Assume that D = M,,,(Dg) where Dy is a CDA over F. Then, by Morita equiv-
alence, the category of isocrystals with D-action is equivalent to that of isocrystals with Dy-action:
To a pair (Ng, ko : Do — End(Ny)), one associates the m-th power N{* with its natural extension
of ko to M., (D). Under this equivalence, D-isocrystals in the sense of Definition Bl correspond
to isocrystals with Dg-action (Ng, ko) such that Ny is of height dimp(D)/m = m - dimp(Dy), of
dimension [D : F]/m = [Dy : F|, and has all its slopes within [0,1]. (Note that [D : F|=m-[D : Fp]
explaining why Ny is required to have dimension [Dy : F1].)

(2) Consider the special case D = My, (F). By (1), the Kottwitz set B(G, ug) is in bijection with
isomorphism classes of isocrystals of height 2n, dimension 1 and with all slopes within [0,1]. The
slope vector of such an isocrystal is of the form (0(2#~"0) 1 /ny) for a unique integer 1 < ng < 2n, and
every such ng can occur. The endomorphism ring in this case is isomorphic to Ma,—n, (F) X D1/,
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which admits an embedding of F if and only if ng is even. This characterizes the image of the map
B(H, ) — B(G, ug) by Lemma [£3

(3) Assume that A € {1/2n,(n+1)/2n}. Then the Hasse invariant (over E) of C is 2A = 1/n. In this
case, B(H, ) consists of a single element [b], cf. [38] Lemma 3.60], which is known as the Drinfeld
case. The corresponding isocrystals N ; and Ny are isoclinic of slope 1/2n. This applies in particular
when n =2 and A € {1/4,3/4} which is the main case of interest of the paper.

(4) Assume that n = 3 and A € {1/3,5/6}. Then the Hasse invariant of C' is 2/3 and B(H, ug)
consists of two elements. By Lemma 3] they may be characterized uniquely by the slope vector
of the underlying isocrystal. One possibility is (1/6,1/6,1/6), which is the basic case, the other is
(1/12,1/3,1/3).

Recall that we have given a definition of invariant for double cosets Hp\Gp/Hp, see (ZI1]).

Proposition 4.6. Let § € F[T] be a regular semi-simple invariant of degree n. Then there is at most
one [b] € B(H, uw) such that there exists an element g € Gy, of invariant 6. In case of existence, all
such elements g form a single Hy, x Hy-orbit. Furthermore, in this case ep(d) = —1.

Note that the statement about the set of such g forming a single orbit is non-trivial because D,
may not be simple, so the Skolem—Noether Theorem does not immediately apply.

Corollary 4.7. Let v € G., be a regular semi-simple element such that there exists an isogeny class
[b] € B(H, um) and an element g € Gy that matches v. Then Orb(y, fp) = 0.

Proof of the corollary. Proposition .6 states that the sign in the functional equation of Orb(v, fp, s)
is negative. (See Proposition B9 for that functional equation.) O

Proof of Proposition [{.6f We write B = Bs and L = Ls in the following. Let L = [],.; L; denote the
decomposition of L into fields and let B = [],.; B; be the corresponding decomposition of B. The
tensor product P = D ®p B has center L and a similar decomposition P = [],.; P;. The i-th factor
P; is a CSA of degree 4n over L;. Let p; € (4n)~*Z/Z be its Hasse invariant, and write n; = [L; : F].
Let 3; be the Hasse invariant of B;/L;. These invariants are related by p; = n; A + 8; because

inVLi((D RrF Ll) L, Bl) =invy, (D Rp Lz) +invy, (Bz)

=[Li: F]- A+ B (4.6)

Let b € B(G, ug) be any isomorphism class; denote by (N, x) the corresponding D-isocrystal.
Giving an embedding E — D, and an orbit HygH, C Gy of invariant § is the same as lifting & to
a faithful action ¥ : P — End(N) up to Gp-conjugacy by (2.0) and because necessarily B, = Bs
(via zg — z) if such an orbit exists (Proposition [Z6). The uniqueness of the pair (b, HygH,) is
thus equivalent to the uniqueness (up to P-linear isomorphism) of an isocrystal N of height 4n?, of
dimension 2n, with all slopes within [0, 1] and with a faithful P-action .

Assume (N, &) is such a pair. Then N decomposes, N = [],.; N;, into a product of isocrystals
with faithful P;-action. The i-th factor P; is a CSA over L; of degree 4n so the height of N; has to
be an integer multiple of 4nn;. Since ), ; 4nn; = 4n? = ht(N), the height of N; has to be exactly
4nn;. Furthermore, N; is necessarily isoclinic, say of slope p; = d;/4nn;. The uniqueness of (N, &)
up to P-linear isomorphism is then equivalent to the vector (d;);c; being uniquely determined by P.

The i-th endomorphism ring End(IN;) is a CSA over F of Hasse invariant u; and degree 4nn;. Since
[P; : F)[L; : F] = 4nn,, it follows from the centralizer theorem that x(P;) equals the centralizer of
k(L;) in End(N;). This implies that

Pi = Nl = dl/4n (47)
Here, the integer d; is the dimension of N; and we know that Zie ;1 di = 2n. Because all slopes are
assumed to lie within the interval [0, 1], we in particular obtain that 0 < d; < 2n and hence see that
(di)ier is uniquely determined by P. This shows the uniqueness of b and the orbit HygHj.

It is still left to prove that ep(d) = —1 if b and such an orbit exist. To this end, we take up
the identity p; = B; + n;A from the beginning of the proof. Combining with (7)), we see that
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Bi + n;A = d; /4n. Taking the sum over all i € I, it follows that

() =Y f—n _ % €2-17/7 > {41} (4.8)
el

as claimed. [l

4.2. Moduli Spaces. Let [b] € B(H, ug) be an isogeny class. Then (H,b, uy) and (G,b, ug) are
local Shimura data triples. Our aim in this section is to define integral models of the corresponding
local Shimura varieties (over F') at maximal level.

Fix an embedding £ — F as well as maximal orders O¢ C C and Op C D. By definition, a
Spf O z-scheme is an O p-scheme S such that 7 € Og is locally nilpotent.

Definition 4.8. Let S be a Spf O z-scheme.

(1) Assume that F' is of characteristic 0. A strict Op-module over S is a pair (X, «) that consists
of a p-divisible group X over S and an action a : Op — End(X) that is strict in the sense that
Lie(a(a)) = a for all a € Op. Height and slope of a strict Op-module are meant in the relative sense,
meaning [F : Qp] - ht(X) is the height of X as p-divisible group.

(2) Assume that F' = F (7)) is of characteristic p. A strict Op-module over S is a w-divisible group
(X, ) over S in the sense of [I5 Definition 7.1] such that Lie(a(a)) = a for all @ € Op. (In other
words, we demand d = 1 in part (iv) of [I5], Definition 7.1].) Height, dimension and slope are defined
as in [I5] §7].

Definition 4.9. Let S be a Spf O z-scheme.

(1) A special O¢-module over S is a pair (Y,¢) that consists of a strict Op-module Y and an Oc¢-
action ¢ : Oc — End(Y') such that the following conditions are satisfied. The height of Y is 2n?, its
dimension is n, and the O¢-action is special in the sense that for all x € O¢,

char(u(z) | Lie(Y); T') = charredc,g(z; T'). (4.9)

Here, the right hand side is considered as an element of Og[T] via the fixed embedding E C F and
the structure map Op — Os.

(2) A special Op-module over S is a pair (X, k) that consists of a strict Op-module X and an Op-
action x : Op — End(X) such that the following conditions are satisfied. The height of X is 4n?, its
dimension is 2n, and the Op-action is special in the sense that for all x € Op,

char(x(z) | Lie(X); T') = charredp,p(z; T). (4.10)
Here, the right hand side is considered as an element of Og[T] via the structure map Op — Os.
Remark 4.10. By [38, 3.58], an equivalent way to formulate (3] and (£I0) is as follows. Let
L/E be an unramified field extension of degree n and fix an embedding O, — O¢. Then, given an

action ¢ : O¢c — End(Y) or £ : Op — End(X), the Lie algebra Lie(Y) resp. Lie(X) becomes an
Or ®0; Os-module. Since S was assumed to be an O p-scheme, there is an eigenspace decomposition

Lie(Y) = @ Lie(Y), resp. Lie(X)= @ Lie(X),.
pE€Homg (L, F) peHomp (L,F)
Then (Z9) resp. (£I0) holds for all z € O¢ (resp. all z € Op) if and only if each summand Lie(Y),
(resp. each summand Lie(X),) is locally free of rank 1 as Og-module.

Remark 4.11 (Morita Equivalence). It is possible to reformulate Definition 9] in terms of division
algebras only. For brevity, we only consider the case of D: Assume that Op = M,,,(Op,) where Op,
denotes the maximal order in a CDA Dy. Then special Op-modules over S are equivalent to pairs
(Xo, ko) where X is a strict Op-module over S of height m - dimp(Dy), dimension [Dy : F], and
where ko : Op, — End(Xy) is special in the sense that for all x € Op,,

char(xo(z)| Lie(Xo); T') = charredp, /p(x; T).
The equivalence is given by (Xo, ko) — (X", Mm(Ko))-
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We fix a special O¢-module (Y, ) and a special Op-module (X, k) over F for the next definition.
These are the so-called framing objects.

Definition 4.12. The RZ moduli space M¢ is defined as the following functor on the category of
schemes over Spf O,

Me(s) = {00.0)
We define a moduli space of M p in the exact same way,

B (X, k) a special Op-module over S
Mp(8) = {(X’ ks p) p: S X SpecF X — S xg X an Op-linear quasi-isogeny [

(Y, 1) a special Oc-module over S
p S Xgpeck Y — S XY an Oc¢-linear quasi-isogeny |

Proposition 4.13. The functors Mc and Mp are representable by formal schemes that are locally
formally of finite type over Spf Op. The irreducible components of the maximal reduced subschemes of
M and Mp are projective over SpecF. Both formal schemes are reqular with semi-stable reduction
over Spf O. Moreover, Mc has dimension n and Mp has dimension 2n.

Proof. The representability of M¢c and Mp by a locally formally finite type formal scheme, and
the fact that the irreducible components of their reduced loci are projective over SpecF are general
properties of (P)EL type RZ spaces, see [38, Theorem 3.25]. (The analogous result in the equal
characteristic setting is [2 Theorem 4.18].) The regularity follows with the standard local model
argument: [38, Proposition 3.33] states that regularity of the two spaces follows from that of the local
models for the data (H,pum,Of) and (G, ua, Of). After base extension to O, these local models
are isomorphic to parahoric type local models for GL,, resp. GLa,, with cocharacter = (1,...,1,0).
It is well-known that these are of dimension n (resp. 2n) with semi-stable reduction [18, Theorem
5.6]. (The assumption p # 2 is not needed for this part of the theorem. The result is originally due
to Drinfeld [10].) O

4.3. Quadratic CM Cycles. Assume from now on that the maximal orders O¢ and Op are chosen
such that Oc = C N Op. (See Lemma for a uniqueness statement in this context.) Let S be a
scheme over Spf O and let (Y,:) be a strict Op-module with O¢-action ¢ over S. Then Op ®o. Y
is a strict Op-module over S with a natural Op-action. It will be useful to have a more explicit
description of this construction.

The ring Op is an Op ®o, Og-module via left and right multiplication and decomposes into
eigenspaces with respect to this action: Op = O¢ @ (D_ N Op). We have used here that E is
unramified over F'. The space of conjugation linear element D_ N Op is an O¢-module via left
multiplication and takes the form O¢ - IT for some generator II. With respect to the O¢-basis (1,1I),
there is then the presentation

Op ®o. Y =Y @IlY (4.11)
where ITY is our notation for the summand I ® Y which we identify with Y. Note that I1?> € O¢ and
that II7'O¢II = O¢. The Op-action on Op ®0¢ Y has the matrix description

Op — End(Y &1IY)

a bIT2 ) ' (4.12)

at ol — (Hlbn TT—tall

Lemma 4.14. Let (Y,1) be a special Oc-module over a (Spf Oy )-scheme S. Then the Serre tensor
construction (Op ®o, Y, k(z) =z ®idy) is a special Op-module.

Proof. Let L denote an unramified extension of degree 2n of F'; fix an embedding £ — L. We claim
that for any choice of two E-linear embeddings i1,is : O, — O¢, the two images i1(Op) and i2(Or)
are Of-conjugate. To prove this, we consider the decomposition

Oc= P A,

@€EGal(L/E)
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into eigenspaces with respect to the action i1 ® iy of O, ®0, Or, by left and right multiplication. Our
task is to show that there exists an index ¢ and an element z € O5 N A,. Namely, any such element
satisfies 271 041 o = ip 0 ¢ and hence 27 1i1 (O )z = i2(0Op).

Each A, is an i1(Op)-module of rank 1 and A,Ay C Agyy. It follows that every non-zero homo-
geneous element z, € A, lies in C* and that if x, € A, is topologically nilpotent and 0 # x4 € Ay
any other homogeneous element, then xwacy,:vw_l is again topologically nilpotent. Thus, given any
two topologically nilpotent homogeneous elements z,, z, in degrees ¢ and 1, say, their product z,xy
is again topologically nilpotent. Since O¢ contains elements that are not topologically nilpotent, it
follows that there also exists a homogeneous element z, € A, that is not topologically nilpotent.
Then a*! € i1(Or)*z, implies that x, € OF and we have proved the claim.

We now come to the main arguments. Let X = Op ®o, Y. The above claim implies that there
exists an embedding i : O — O¢ and a choice of I in {@II)) such that IIi(Or) = i(OL)II. Let
Y € Gal(L/F) be defined by 17t o i oIl = i 0. Note that 1 satisfies 1|p # idg because II is
E-conjugate linear and consider the decompositions of Lie(Y") and Lie(X) into Op-eigenspaces,

Lie(Y)= @5  Lie(Y),, Le(X)= @5  Lie(X),.
p€Hompg (L, F) peHomp (L,F)
Then (@II)) and @I2) for our specific choices of ¢ and II imply that
Lie(Y if =id
Lie(X), = § MeW)e i elp = idg
Lie(Y),p-1  if ¢|p # idE.
It follows that if Lie(Y), is of rank 1 for all ¢ € Homg(L, F), then Lie(X), is of rank 1 for all

¢ € Homp(L, F). By Remark FLIT] this precisely means that X as a special Op-module if Y is a
special Oc-module. 0

(4.13)

From now on, we assume that the two framing objects are related by the Serre tensor construction

(X,k) = Op ®o, (Y,1). (4.14)
In this situation, Lemma .14 states that there is a morphism of formal schemes given by
Mc — M D
(4.15)

(Y,t,p) — (Op ®o, Y, k(z) =2z ®idy, ido, ® p).

Given any subset T C End’(Y) of the quasi-endomorphisms of Y, we define a subfunctor Z(T') € M¢
by

Z(T)(S) :=={(Y,1,p) € Mc(S) | pTp~" C End(Y)}. (4.16)
Here, the condition is meant in the sense that pTp~! is always a subset of the quasi-endomorphisms
EndO(Y) because p is a quasi-isogeny. The functor Z(T') is representable by a closed formal subscheme
of M¢, see [38, Proposition 2.9]. In exactly the same way, we define a closed formal subscheme
Z(T) € Mp whenever T C End’(X). We apply this construction to the subring t(Og) € End(X) to
obtain the closed formal subscheme Z(:(Og)) C Mp.

Consider an S-valued point (X, &, p) € Z(1(Og))(S). Then X is equipped with the two commuting
Og-actions k|o, and porop~t. Since E/F is unramified, (id - id,id - 7) : O ®0, O = O x Og.
We denote by X = X & X_ the resulting eigenspace decomposition of X. In particular, X is the
summand on which the two Og-actions agree.

The purpose of the above definitions was that we can now give a description of the image of

MC — MD.

Proposition 4.15. The morphism Mc — Mp is a closed immersion. Its image consists of all those
points (X, k,p) € Z(1(Og)) with the following two additional properties. Let X = X & X_ be the
eigenspace decomposition as explained before.

(1) The k(Oc¢)-action on X is special in the sense of ([A9).
(2) The endomorphism k(I1) defines an isomorphism k(II) : X4 =X
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Proof. Let Z C Z(1(Og)) be the subfunctor defined by the conditions (1) and (2). Condition (1) is
a Zariski closed condition on Z(:(Og)) because it is given by the equality of the two polynomials in
(#3). Condition (2) is an open and closed condition: The map «(II) : Xy — X_ is always an isogeny
because p~1x(IT)p : X, — X_ is an isogeny. Condition (2) then describes the locus where the height
of k(II) is 0, which is open and closed. We conclude that Z is a closed formal subscheme of Z(:(Op)).
It is clear from definitions that the map Mo — Mp factors through Z. Conversely, given a point
(X, K, p) € Z(9), let (X4, k|log, p+) be the direct summand where the k(Og) and (pi(Og)p~1)-actions
coincide. Then (X4, klog, p+) € Mc(S) because of Condition (1). Condition (2) ensures that

OD ®OC (X+7H|Ocap+) i) (Xa ’ivp)

via the natural Op-linear map Op ®o., X4+ — X. This constructs an inverse Z — M. ]

4.4. Intersection Numbers. Let [b] € B(H, ) be the isogeny class defined by the framing object
(Y,¢). After a suitable choice of identification, we may simply write (or redefine) H, = End% (Y, ¢)*
and G, = End% (X, k). Then Hy and Gy act from the right on M resp. Mp by composition in the
framing. The closed immersion Mo — Mp is equivariant with respect to Hy, — Gj.

Definition 4.16. Let g € G} ;s be a regular semi-simple element. The intersection locus for g is
I(g) == Mc N (g Mc).

Let g € Gy 15 be regular semi-simple. Recall from Definition that B, C Dy denotes the subring
F[((E),g *(E)g] and that L, C B, denotes its center. In particular, it holds that L, = C, N g~ 1Chg
and we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 4.17. The action of Ly C Gy on Mp preserves both Mc and g - Mc. In particular, it
preserves Z(g).

One consequence is that Z(g) is never quasi-compact if it is non-empty. (Consider e.g. the action
of 7 C L} .) However, taking the quotient by L solves this issue:

Proposition 4.18. Assume that F' is p-adic. Let g € Gyrs be regular semi-simple and let I' C L be
a discrete cocompact subgroup with Ly =T' X Ozg. Then Z(g) is a scheme and the quotient T\Z(g) is
proper over Spec Oj.

Remark 4.19. The only reason for the restriction to p-adic F' is that our proof relies on [0, Lemma
4.3.15] which is only stated for p-divisible groups. The statement should also be true when F' = F, (7)),
however, and we assume this for later definitions.

Note that any I" as in Proposition LI8 acts without fixed points on M p by [38, Corollary 2.35].
The quotient T\Z(g) can be constructed in the following way. First choose a finite index subgroup
I" C T that acts properly discontinuously on M p. The quotient I"\Z(g) can be constructed in the
Zariski topology. Then pass to (I'/T')\(I"\Z(g)) which is a quotient of a formal scheme by a finite
group that acts without fixed points.

In the following we write L = L, and B = B,.

Proof. The proof will even show that Z(.(Og)) N ¢Z(«(Og)) is a scheme and that the quotient
\(Z((Og))Ng- Z((0g))) is quasi-compact. It is based on the observation that

Z2((Op) Ng- Z(U(0p)) = Z((0p) Ug~"(OF)g) = Z(R), (4.17)

where R is defined as the ring R = Op[t(Og), 9 '«(Or)g9]®0, Op. This is an order in the semi-simple
F-algebra P = B®p D.

It follows that the generic fiber of Z(g) is empty: The algebra P is a CSA of degree 4n over L.
It can only act faithfully on an étale w-divisible Op-module of height 4n? if P = My, (L). But this
would mean that B splits D which would imply that ep(g) = 1 by Lemma BI7 However, this is
excluded by Proposition
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We next prove that T'\Z(g) is quasi-compact. This is equivalent to proving that the set of closed
points Z(R)(F) is bounded modulo T in the following sense. The set Z(R)(F) identifies with the set
of R-stable Dieudonné lattices M in the isocrystal N = (N, F) of X that are special. Let M(X) C N
be the Dieudonné lattice defined by X. We need to see that there exists an integer ¢ > 0 such that for
every M € Z(R)(IF), there is some z € I' with 7°M(X) C M C 7~ “M(X). (The condition of points
in Z(R)(F) being special will not play a role for the argument.)

Let L = [],c; Li and P = [[,.; P; be the decompositions that correspond to the idempotents in L.
Then P, is a CSA over L; of degree 4n and the corresponding summand N; of N has height 4n[L; : F].
In this situation, the set of Dieudonné lattices M; C IN; that are stable under some choice of maximal
order Op, C P; is bounded modulo 7%. (Indeed, Op, = O ®0,, Op, is an order in My, (F). The set

of Op,-stable lattices in F'*" is bounded.) Thus the set of Op = [I;c; Op,-stable Dieudonné lattices
in N is bounded modulo I'. For every R-stable Dieudonné lattice M, the lattice Op - M is Op-stable
and the index [Op - M : M] is bounded in terms the index [Op : R]. It follows that I'\Z(R)(F) is
bounded as claimed.

It is left to show that Z(g) is a scheme. A priori, it is known to be a locally noetherian formal
scheme. We thus need to see that for every noetherian, adic, m-adically complete Op-algebra A,
every morphism f : Spf A — Z(g) extends to a map Spec A — Z(g). Equivalently, we need to see
that for every such f, the ideal J(f) = f ’1((9%‘@))/1 that is generated by the inverse images of all
topologically nilpotent elements in Oz, is nilpotent. We claim that it suffices to consider the case
of a DVR: Indeed, assume that there exists a prime ideal p C A such that J(f) ¢ p and let m be a
maximal ideal containing p. It necessarily holds that J(f) € m because J(f) is nilpotent. Since A
is noetherian, there exists a complete DVR B and a map g : Spec B — Spec A such that the generic
point of Spec B maps to p and the special point to m. In particular J(f o g) = g~ *(J(f))B would be
a non-trivial ideal of B. This proves the claim and allows us to henceforth assume that A is a DVR.
We will even assume that A is complete with algebraically closed residue field. We already know that
Z(g) has empty generic fiber, so it holds that mA = 0. we write Spec A = {s,n} where s is the special
and 7 the generic point.

Let (X, k, p) be the point that defines the morphism f : Spf A — Z(g). The datum X algebraizes
to a strict Op-module over Spec A with R-action. Our task is to show that p algebraizes as well. The
key observation for this is that, by Proposition 6] the geometric isogeny class of the generic fiber
X, is uniquely determined by Inv(g; T') and hence equal to that of X. In other words, the point-wise
slope vector of X on Spec A is constant. The perfection AP = colimg,.» A of A is again strictly
henselian.

Lemma 4.20 ([6, Lemma 4.3.15]). Let k be the residue field of AP®™. The functor Y + k @ gpert Y
from strict Op-modules Y up to isogeny over APt to strict Op-modules up to isogeny over k is an
equivalence.

Proof. The cited lemma states this when ' = Q,. The general case follows immediately because strict
Op-modules are nothing but p-divisible groups with strict Og-action. O

By Lemma 20, there exists a quasi-isogeny p’ : APt @, X — X such that k ® gperr p/ = k @4 p.
By the rigidity of quasi-isogenies [38, (2.1)], this implies p’ = AP*"f © 4 p which shows that AP @4 p
is algebraic. The map A — AP is faithfully flat, so this implies that p is algebraic. O

Definition 4.21. For g € G s, we define

() == x (T\Z(9), Or\me @by, Orygate ) € Z

Here, by the regularity of M and M p from Proposition 13] the complex on the right hand side
is perfect. It is supported on I'\Z(g) which is a projective O p-scheme with WNOI(Q) =0for N >0
by Proposition This explains why Int(g) is well-defined. Note that the passage to the quotient
by T' is completely analogous to taking the quotient by the stabilizer in the definition of the orbital
integrals in §3.1.
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We end this section with some auxiliary results about the intersection locus Z(g) that will be useful
in later sections.

Lemma 4.22. Let N be an isocrystal with E-action and let g = g4+ + g— € End(IN)* be an automor-
phism such that g4 lies again in End(IN)*, where g4 and g denote the E-linear resp. E-conjugate
linear components of g. Assume that there exists an Og-stable Dieudonné lattice M C N such that
gM is Og-stable as well. Assume furthermore that the Verschiebung V on N is topologically nilpotent
and that the Og-action on both M/VM and gM/V (gM) is strict. Then zg = g_?lg, is topologically
nilpotent.

Proof. Considering gjrl gM instead, we may assume that g is of the form g =14 2z with z = z,. Let
M =M, & M_ and gM = M/, ® M’ be the bigradings that come from the Og-action. Claim:
It holds that zMy C M_. Assume this claim holds. The strictness condition for M means that
VM, = M_. Thus we obtain zM; C VM, and hence 22"M, C V2"M, for every n > 0. The
Verschiebung is topologically nilpotent by assumption, so it follows that z is topologically nilpotent
as claimed. It is only left to prove the claim.

Proof of the Claim. First note that

M|, =M, +zM_ and M’ =M_+:M;. (4.18)

Moreover, the Og-action on gM was assumed to be strict as well, meaning that VM/, = M’.
Substituting this in [@IJ]), it follows that

M_+:M;y=M_+2VM_.
In particular, zM, C M_ + zV2M, and hence, for all i > 1,
ZV2Z—72M+ g M, —|— ZV2iM+. (419)

Since V is topologically nilpotent by assumption, there exists an integer i such that zV*M, C M_.
Descending induction on ¢ with the help of [@I9) proves that zM; C M_ as claimed. O

By definition, for every regular semi-simple g € Gy, the element z, = gj_l g— lies in End% (X, k). So
the definition in ([I0) applies and defines a closed formal subscheme Z(z,) C Mp.

Proposition 4.23. (1) Assume that [b] € B(H, i) is such that Ny has no étale part and assume
that g € Gy rs is Tegular semi-simple. If Z(g) # 0, then z, is topologically nilpotent.

(2) Let [b] € B(H, num) be any and let g € Gy s be an element such that z4 is topologically nilpotent.
Then I(g) = Mc N Z(zg).

Proof. (1) The assumption that Nj has no étale part precisely says that V is topologically nilpotent.
Then any point (X, s, p) € Z(g)(M) defines a Dieudonné lattice M C N, that satisfies the conditions
of Lemma

(2) Let ¢ € OF be an Op-algebra generator of trace 1. It always holds that 1 — 2¢ € O}, because
E/F is unramified. Using that z4 is topologically nilpotent, identity (2.7) then implies the following
equality of subrings of End% (X),

R = Or[(Og),9”"«(Op)g] = Oplz]. (4.20)

We obtain from (I7) that Mc Ng- Mc C Mc N Z(z5). Assume conversely that (X, k,p) €
Me N Z(z4). We need to show that (X, k, p) € g- M. Equivalently, by the Hj-equivariance of the
embedding Mc — Mp, we need to show that (X,x,p) € (97 '9)Mc = (1 + 25)Mc. So we may
assume that ¢ = 1 + z, from now on. Using that (X, k,p) € Z(z,) and also that z, is topologically
nilpotent by assumption, pgp~! = 1 + pzyp~! defines an automorphism of X. Thus (X, k,p) is a
g-fixed point of Mp that also lies in M, and hence lies in g - M¢. O
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4.5. The Arithmetic Transfer Conjecture. We can now formulate our AT conjecture. Recall
that fp =15x € C° (G) denotes the standard test function on the CSA side, see §3.31

Conjecture 4.24 (ATC). There exists a transfer f7) € C>°(G’) of fp in the sense of Definition B.4]
with the following additional property. For every regular semi-simple element v € G,

if there exists some [b] € B(H, pp)
dOrb(y, fi5) = 2 Int(g) log(q) and some g € Gy, that matches v (4.21)

0 otherwise.

Conjecture 4.25 (ATC — Equivalent Form). For every transfer f/, € C>°(G’) of fp in the sense of
Definition[3:4] there exists a correction function f . € C°(G’) such that for every regular semi-simple
element v € G!

2 Int(g) log(q) if there exists some [b] € B(H, up)
80rb(y, g) + Orb(y, f ) = 9)7089) " 4nd some g € G s that matches (4.22)

corr
0 otherwise.

Proof of the equivalence of Conjectures[{.24] and[{.23 One direction is completely elementary: Let
¢’ € CX(G') be any test function. Fix some h € H' that satisfies |h|~® = ¢*. The function 0(¢') :=
¢ — (h,1)*(¢’) then satisfies Orb(y,0(¢'),s) = (1 — ¢°) Orb(y, ¢, s) for all v € Gi, see (BI), and
hence

Orb(v,0(¢')) =0, 0Orb(,6(¢')) = — Orb(y,¢’) log(q).
are as in Conjecture [4.25] then f7) — 0(f/..)/log(q) has all the properties required

corr

So if ffy and f2 .
in Conjecture

The converse direction relies on the density principle for orbital integrals on G’ which is due to H.
Xue [42], Theorem 8.3]. It states that any test function f’ € C°(G’) such that Orb(y, f/) = 0 for all

v € Gl lies in the space
V =A{¢" —n(h2)(h1,h2)"(¢') | ¢ € C°(G"), ha,ha € H'}.

We apply this as follows: Assume that f7; has all the properties that are required in Conjecture .24
and assume that f' € C°(G’) is any transfer of fp. Then f}5 — f lies in V. Since

90rb(v, ¢" — n(h2)(h1, h2)"(¢)) = Orb(v, ¢') log | h1hal,
we deduce that there exists a correction function f/. = with Orb(y, f2 ) = 00rb(y, f5 — f') for all

corr ’J corr

v € Gls. Then (f’, f2 .) has all the properties that are required in Conjecture .25 O

corr

Taking into account our FL (Conjecture BI0]), we have the following explicit form of the AT:
Conjecture 4.26 (ATC - Explicit Form). Let f}, be the test function from Definition There

exists a correction function f! ., € C°(G’) such that for every regular semi-simple element v € G,

if there exists some [b] € B(H, ug)
’ ’ 2 Int(g) log(q) and some g € Gy s that matches
90rb(v, fp) + Orb(7, feomn) = g = Ybrs v (4.23)
0 otherwise.

The status of Conjecture is as follows:
(1) Consider the case that D 2 My, (F). Then it is conjectured that one may take f. . = 0 (AFL
conjecture). The AFL conjecture first appeared in [27]@ and has been verified for n =1 and n =2 in
[27] and [29)].

For general n, at least the vanishing part of (23] is known by [30, Corollary 2.14|. Furthermore,
[30, Theorem 1.2] states that it is enough to consider (£.23) for all basic isogeny classes.
(2) Consider next the case that D = M,,(D;/2). Then [20, Theorem B| reduces Conjecture ([£26) to
the linear AFL conjecture for My, (F). In particular, the case D = My(D ;) is known by [29].

3The version in [30] includes a correction that is related to the counting of connected components of T\Z(g).
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(3) The main result of the present paper is a verification of Conjecture B28 for D = D,,, and
D = D3/y. In particular, Conjecture 1.26] is known in all cases with n < 2.

Part 2. Orbital integrals for GL,
5. MAIN RESULTS

We now specialize to the case n = 2, i.e. G’ = GL4(F). Consider the following two subgroups of
GL4(Op),

GLy(Op) mMs(OF) g; gl) g) 57?

L 2\UFR T M2\UFR L F r T

e = (Vion) Grson) or 85 o5 o
F F F F

The first is the stabilizer of the lattice chain
0P 0%? > (M2 o 0%,
the second is the stabilizer of
0220 0% o (1) ®O0p ®Op ©OF
O (m)@®O0r® (1) ®OF
D (m)® (m) ® (7) ® Op.

These are standard lattice chains in the sense of Definition B9l Set fh,, = lpar and f{, = (¢+1)* 11y.
These define the functions f75 from Definition B.9] i.e.

1GL4(OF) ifD%M4(F)
5 =19 fhar if D= M5(D2) (5.2)
fw if D division.
In this section, D will always be a division algebra of degree 4 and ff, the corresponding test function.
The relation of f;, and f5 from ([BI5) specializes to

Orb (v, fp,s) = g~ Orb(y, fiy, s). (5.3)

The aim of this chapter is to compute the central values and the central derivatives Orb(y, ff..),
Orb(v, f{,,) and 90rb(y, f{,). Our results on Orb(v, f{,) will, in particular, prove the FL conjecture
for D. The results about Orb(v, fp,,) and 90rb(y, f{,,) in turn will be used to verify the AT conjecture
later.

We now define the so-called numerical invariant of an element v € G, or g € G,s. It simplifies the
invariant Inv(;T) resp. Inv(g; T) in the sense that it only records a certain valuation and a certain
conductor. Its significance lies in the fact that all orbital integrals and all intersection numbers in this
article only depend on the numerical invariant.

Recall the definition of the conductor: Assume L/F is an étale quadratic extension and O C L an
Op-order. The conductor cond(O) is the unique integer ¢ > 0 such that O = Op + 7°Oy.

Definition 5.1. Let § = T2 + §;T + 6y € F[T] be a regular semi-simple invariant of degree 2. Recall
that this means that § is separable with §(0)6(1) # 0. The numerical invariant of § is the triple
(L,r,d) where

L:=F[T)/(5(T)), r=uv(8), d=-condOp[*-])—r/2— k. (5.4)

Here, ¢t := T mod (§(T)) is the image of T in L. The étale quadratic F-algebra L is only considered
up to isomorphism. In fact, everything will only depend on whether L/F is inert, ramified or split.
Moreover, the integer k in (5.4)) is chosen sufficiently large so that 7%t € Or; the definition of d is
independent of this choice.
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The numerical invariant of a regular semi-simple element v € G, or ¢ € G,s is the numerical
invariant of Inv(y;T) resp. Inv(g;T). For example, the numerical invariant of an element v € G,
may also be written as

(Ly, wv(det(zy)), cond(OF[wkzi]) —v(det(zy))/2 — k), k>0. (5.5)

Note that Lemma BI6 expresses the sign of the functional equations of ff,, and f{, directly in
terms of 7:

Ery(Dy,2)(7) = (=1)7, ep(y) = (1) (5.6)
The following three are our main results in this chapter and will all be proved in §8§

Proposition 5.2. Lety € GL, be regular semi-simple with numerical invariant (L, r,d). The parahoric
orbital integral Orb(y, fp,,) vanishes if r is odd, or if r <0, or if r/24+d < 0. In all other cases, it
is given by

1+¢2+... +q7/*2 if L ramified and r € 47
A4+ +... 4¢3+ (¢ g2+ g2 if L ramified and r € 2+ 47
20+ +...+¢7*2) if L inert and r € 47
204+ @2+ + g2 ) +2q P+ ¢ P2 /2L Gf L inert and v € 2 + AZ
0 if L split and r € 47
g/t if L split and r € 2+ 47Z.
(5.7)

Theorem 5.3. The fundamental lemma (Conjecture [310) holds. In other words, for every regular
semi-simple v € G,

rs’

b if th st tchi
Orb(y, fl.) = {Or (g, fp) if there exists a matching g € G

. (5.8)
0 otherwise.

Let (L,r,d) be the numerical invariant of an element v € G, and let 6 = Inv(y;T). We remark
that by Corollary [2.8 the matching element g in (5.8)) exists if and only if Bs (constructed for E/F’)
is a division algebra, which is if and only if Ls ® E is a field and 22 € Ls not a norm from Ls; ®r E,
which is if and only if L/F is a ramified field extension and r odd. (Recall that L 2 Ls.)

Proposition 5.4. Let v € Gl be regular semi-simple with numerical invariants (L,r,d). Assume
first that r is odd, meaning that the sign ep(7y) of the functional equation of Orb(v, f{.,s) is positive.
Then

90rb(v, fp) =0 and  dOrb(y, fr,) = Orb(v, f1,) log(q). (5.9)
Assume now that r is even which implies O0rb(vy, fp) = 00rb(v, fl,,)- Ifr <0, then d0rb(y, f{,,) = 0.
If r > 0, it is given by

rif L ramified
d0rb(v, fi,,) = 4qlog(q) Orb(y, fp.,) +log(q) { 2r if L inert (5.10)
0 if L split.

6. HYPERBOLIC ORBITS

We call a regular semi-simple element v € G}¢ hyperbolic if L, = F x F. In this situation, the
orbital integrals Orb(v, f{,,,s) and Orb(y, ff..,s) can be expressed in terms of much simpler orbital
integrals for the Levi that is defined by L.

In the following we fix a hyperbolic element v € G of the form v = 1+ z,; set z = z,. We also fix
an isomorphism L., = F x F. Recall from §31lthat K = {diag(a,a,b,b) € My(F) | a,b € F'} denotes
the diagonal copy of F' x F', and recall from Proposition 28] that V := F* is free as K ® p L,-module.

Let V =V%® V! be the eigenspace decomposition as L,-module. It is preserved by v because v
and z commute under our assumption v = 1 + z. It also has the property that both V° and V! are
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free K-modules of rank 1. Thus, we are precisely in the setting of the Levi reduction formula from
[30] and we begin by recalling the relevant results from [30].

6.1. Lattice Decomposition. The reduction to the Levi is based on the fact that there is a bijection
of lattices X C V and the set
X% c V% X' c V' both Op-lattices
X0 x! ’ e : 6.1
{( DL ‘ s: X' = VY/XY any Op-linear map (6.1)
It is given by sending X to (X, X!, s) where
XP=xnV? X'=(X+V)/V? s=[X'"->X-=VX] (6.2)
Here, the map X — V9/X0 is the projection to the first component and the map X! — X is
defined by any choice of splitting for X — X'. Moreover, there is a criterion for lattice inclusions.
Assume that X° C Y° € VY and X! C Y! C V! are sublattices and that sy : Y* — V°?/Y? resp.
sx 1 X' = V9/X? are maps as in (6I). Let X,Y C V be the corresponding lattices in V. Then

v y0/y0
XCY <« thediagram commutes. (6.3)
Xt 25 yo/x0
The following lemma is immediately clear and stated here for later application.

Lemma 6.1. Consider two lattices X° C Y° and X' C Y as in Diagram (63).

(1) Assume that X° =Y. Then for every map sy : Y' — VO/YV there is a unique map sx such
that ([63) commutes.

(2) Assume that X' = Y. Then for every map sx : X' — V°/XO, there is a unique map sy such
that ([G3) commutes.

In the situation of the fixed hyperbolic element ~, there is the following numerical result. Write

7% = v|yo and ¥! = 7|y for the two components. Then 7° and y! are regular semi-simple (in the

sense of §2)) as endomorphisms of the K-modules V° and V1, respectively, and

Inv(y; T) = Inv(y%; T)Inv(y'; T).
Thus, if we define o/ € F by Inv(7/;T) = T — o/, then a®,a! ¢ {0,1} and o’ # o' by regular
semi-simpleness of . We also define 27 as the j-component of z. Equivalently, 2/ = z,;.
Proposition 6.2. Assume that X° C V° and X' C V! are two Ok -lattices that are 2’ -stable. Then
there are |a® — |1 many lattices X C V such that
(1) XNV =X and (X + V°)/V0 = X1,
(2) X is Og-stable and z-stable.

This is essentially a very special case of [30, Proposition 4.5]. There are, however, some boundary
cases which are not covered by that result (especially if the residue cardinality is 2) which is why we
include a short proof.

Proof. Fix Og-linear isomorphisms Ox =2 X7 for both j = 0, 1. Via these coordinates, we understand
2% and 2! as Og-conjugate linear endomorphisms of O. By (6.3)), the lattices X C V that satisfy
the conditions (1) and (2) are in bijection with the set

{s € Homo, (Ok,K/Ok) | 2°s = sz'}. (6.4)

Also fix an isomorphism O = O x Op. In this basis, 20 and z' are given by anti-diagonal matrices
because they are Og-conjugate linear, say

() )
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Here, a, b, c and d all lie in O while ab = o and c¢d = o!. An element (s, s_) € Homo,. (Of, F/OFr)?
lies in the set (64) if and only if

asy =cs_, bs_ =dsy. (6.5)

Thus we need to count the solutions (s4,s_) € (F/Op)? of (6.H). By symmetry of the expression, we
may assume that a is the coefficient with minimal valuation. Dividing ([G.5]) by a, we first note that
the solutions to

sp=at‘es_, a'bs. =aldsy

are precisely the pairs of the form (a~!es_,s_) with (a=*b—a~2cd)s_ = 0. There are |a~'b—a~2cd|~?
many such pairs. It follows that the solution count for (6] is

la?| a0 — a™2cd|™! = |ab — cd| 7 = |a® — at|7!
and the proposition is proved. O

6.2. Lattice Chains. We now extend Proposition to the lattice chains from Definitions and
3.20l when n < 2.

Definition 6.3. Define the following sets of lattice chains.
(1) Let P be the set of chains of Og-lattices in V' of the form

Ao D (ﬂ', 1)A0 D wAyp.
Here, (m, 1) is meant as the element in Og. Moreover, define
’P(’)/) = {A. epP | zA; C Ai+1 for i =0, 1} (66)

By Lemma B.21] (3), the set P () agrees (up to notation) with the set defined in Definition for
(n,0) = (2,2).
(2) Let £ be the set of chains of O-lattices in V of the form

AgDA1 DA D A3 DAy

and such that Ok acts on A;/A;+1 via the first projection O — Op if i = 0,2, resp. via the second
projection if 4 = 1, 3. Furthermore, let

L(")/) = {A. el | ZAZ g AfL'Jrl for all 1 = O, .. ,3} (67)

By Lemma B21] (3), the set £(7y) is the set defined in Definition for (n,0) = (2,4).
(3) For j =0,1, let Li be the set of chains of Og-lattices in V7 of the form

A}y D (m,1)A) D A,
Let £7 be the set of chains of Og-lattices in V7 of the form
A) > (1,m)A > wAd.
Denote by 2% and z' the two components of z and define
L () ={A] € £L(v)) | 2/A] C AL, for i =0,1}. (6.8)
By LemmaB.2T] (3), the set Li (77) agrees (up to notation) with the set defined in Definition B.20] for
(n,€) = (1,2). The set £? (47) is a variant.

Next, let Aq lie in P or £. Applying the map (62)) to each term, we construct a pair of lattice
chains in V® and V! by
AV:=AenV? and Al:= (A, +VO)/VO. (6.9)
The situation is straightforward for P: If As € P, then in particular A; = (7, 1)A¢ and hence also
A{ = (m,1)A{ for both j = 0,1. It follows that (A9, A}) € £ x L.



ARITHMETIC TRANSFER FOR INNER FORMS OF GLaj, 35

The situation is more subtle for £: For each index i = 0,...,3, precisely one out of the following
two possibilities occurs,

{[A9:A9ﬂ1—1 and Al = Ay (6:10)

A) =AY, and [A}:A; 4] =1
We define the type of Aq as the vector t(As) € {0, 1}* with ¢(As); = 0 precisely if the first case occurs
in (GI0). Since Ay = mAg and since Ag, AJ and A{ are all free over Ok, the type t(As) can take the
four values

(0,0,1,1), (1,1,0,0), (0,1,1,0) and (1,0,0,1). (6.11)

In particular, for each Ay € £, each case in (6.10) occurs precisely twice. So there is a natural way to
view A and Al as 2-term lattice chains. With this indexing convention,

L9 x LY if t(As) = (0,0,1,1) or (1,1,0,0)
(AJ,A) € LY x £ if t(As) = (0,1,1,0) (6.12)
L0 x LY if t(As) = (1,0,0,1).

Lemma 6.4. The map in [@9) restricts to a surjection
Ply) — L5007 x L1 (Y (6.13)
all of whose fibers have cardinality ¢~ t|a® —at|~t. Similarly, the map in 6I2) restricts to a surjection
Lly) — LIOY) x LAY U L2(6%) x L4V b £5(°) x LL(7Y) (6.14)

such that fibers over LY (7°) x L (v') have cardinality 2 |a® — o'|~! and fibers over its complement
have cardinality [ — a'|~*. Moreover, both (6.I3) and [©I4) commute with the action of LX.

Proof. Tt is clear that if A, is z-stable in the sense of ([.6) or (6.7), then AJ is z7-stable in the sense of
(638). In other words, the two maps (G.I3) and (6.I4) are defined as claimed. Moreover, the inclusion
and projection maps VY < V — V/V? are L,-linear by definition, so it is clear that both maps
(613) and (€I4) commute with the LX-action. Our main task is to prove the claims on their fiber
cardinalities. We will assume v(a),v(al) > 0 for this because otherwise both the sources and targets
in (GI3) and (G.I4]) are empty.

We begin with the case of P(v). Define the auxiliary operator z = (m,1)7'z. Then the pairs
(A, AY) € £4(7°) ><£}Ir (y!) are in bijection with pairs of O [Z]-lattices (A, A}) in Vo and Vi (Indeed,
an O [z]-lattice A} in V7 can be uniquely extended to the lattice chain (A], (7,1)A}) € £% (47).)
Note that z2 = 77122, so the eigenvalues of 22 are 7 1a® and 7~ 'a'. By Proposition (.2} there are
g 'a® — at|7! many Og|z]-stable lattices Ag such that

AgNVO =AY and (AgNV?)/V? = A,

For any of these possibilities, Ag D (m,1)Ag D mAg defines a unique extension to an element A, € P(7).
This A, is then a preimage of (AJ, Al) and all claims about (6.I3) are proved.

Now we turn to £(7y). Assume we are given a pair (A, Al) in the right hand side of (EI4) as well
as a type t € {0,1}* that is compatible with the pair in the sense of ([.12). We claim that there
are |a® — o[~ many lattice chains Ay € L(7) of type ¢ that map to (A%, Al) under (EI4). We first
prove this for the type t = (0,0,1,1). By (63), the set of four term O |[z]-lattice chains Ao such that
AeNVY =AY and (Ae + V?)/VY = Al is in bijection with the set of tuples (so, s1, s2, s3) of z-linear
maps that give rise to a commutative ladder of the form

AL Al Al Al OrAd

l l l l l (6.15)

VoA <—VO/AY <— V?/(rAf) == V"/(rA§) == V"/ (7 A]).
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By Lemma [6.] (or by direct inspection), these tuples are in bijection with just the datum of the
Og [2]-linear map s,. By Proposition B2, there are precisely |a® — a!|~! many of those. More-
over, the corresponding chain A, necessarily lies in £(7) because for every i, there are j and k with
ANi/ANipg = Afﬂ / Afﬂ 41+ So the condition zA; /Ai+1 = 0 follows from the assumption that the same kind
of condition holds for A and Al. Our claim is now proved for t = (0,0,1,1). For the other three
possibilities for ¢, the argument is completely identical. Namely, all of the involved lattice chains may
be extended (uniquely) to a m%-periodic chain and the four possibilities for the type ¢ differ by rotation
permutations, see (G.ITI). O

6.3. Orbital integrals. We next define suitably normalized orbital integrals on GL(V?) and GL(V'!).
Choose K-bases V7 = F x F such that
0rNV?=0% and (0} +V°)/V°=0%.
Assume that A7 C V7 is a lattice such that both A7 and +/ A’ are Ok-stable. Specializing the definition
in (B:24)) to this situation, we have defined
Qy/, N, 5) = Q((h]) " yh3, 9)
where hl, b € K* are such that h}0% = A/ and R]O% = 4AJ. Tt is immediate that whenever
(A% AY) = (ANVO (A +V?)/V?) for some Ok-lattice A C F** such that also yA is Ok-stable, then
Q7,7 5) = (1%, A% 9)Q(v, AL ). (6.16)
Consider the two standard parahoric subgroups of GLa(F),
_(Or () _ (O Or
I, = (OF or) and L=((h or). (6.17)
Let ¢4+ denote the indicator function of I.. These two functions are related by the conjugation
I_ =diag(m, 1)~ - I, - diag(m, 1) so their orbital integrals satisfy
Orb(y', ¢, 5) = (—¢~**) Orb(+', 6, ). (6.18)
Here, v € GLy(F),s denotes a regular semi-simple element. Let us write £4 (') for the analog of

([6.8) for the vector space F2. The combinatorial interpretation of orbital integrals ([3.25]) specializes
to

Orb(y, ¢s,8) = Y Q(,Ao5). (6.19)
Ao €FX\Lt ()

Proposition 6.5. Let v/ € GLa(F)s be a regular semi-simple element of invariant T — «. Put
X = —q 25, Then the orbital integrals of ¢, is given by
0 if v(a) <0

|a|—sX§é‘:>1—1 if v(a) > 0.

(6.20)

Orb(v', éy., 8) = {

Proof. The orbital integral only depends on the orbit of 7/, so we may choose 7' = (1¢) for the
computation. Let h; = diag(a, 1) and hy = diag(c, d). Then

hi'yha €Iy <= w(d) =0, v(c) >0, v(a) =v(c), v(a) > v(a).
Assuming these equivalent conditions are met, the transfer factor is given by Q(v/,s) = ¢*(®)* and the
character that occurs in the integrand is

|h1h2|57’](h2) = (_1)U(C)q72v(c)s'
A direct evaluation of the definition in (3.4 now gives

v(a)—1

Orb(y', ¢4, 8) = ¢"@* Y~ (=g~ )’

i=0
as was to be shown. O
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Proposition 6.6. Let v € G., be regular semi-simple and hyperbolic with Inv(y; T) = (T —a)(T — ).
Set X = —q~25.
(1) The parahoric orbital integral Orb(y, fh.., s) vanishes if v(a) < 0 or v(B) < 0. Otherwise, it is
given by
gt g O D0 )

OI’b(’y,f{:,ar,S) =4q 1|O‘_ﬁ| ! |a6| (X—1)2 ’
(2) The Iwahori orbital integral Orb(y, fl,, s) vanishes if v(a) < 0 orv(B) < 0. Otherwise, it is given
by

(6.21)

Proof. If v(a) < 0 or v(B) < 0, then z = 2, is not topologically nilpotent. It follows that L£(y) = 0
and P(v) = 0, so both orbital integrals vanish by (3.23]).

Now assume that v(a), v(3) > 0. We first deal with the function fp,,. Let I' C L be the subgroup
(m,1)% x (1,m)%. It has the property that vol(LX/I') = 1, so we may rewrite the combinatorial
description of the orbital integral (3.20) as

Orb(’}/vfl/:’arvs) = Z 9(77A075)'
Ao €T\P(7)

By (613)) and (G.10)), this equals
> ¢ Mo =BT (1, A8 5) (v A5.5)
(AgXADE(FAN\LY (7)) x (F*\LL(v1))

which coincides with ¢~ |a — 8|71 Orb(1°, ¢4, 5) Orb(y}, ¢4, s) by (619). Substituting (6.20) yields
6.21).

Now we turn to the test function f{,. Arguing as before and using ([3:25), we obtain the combina-
torial formula

Orb(v, fly,5) = Z Q(v, Ao, s).
Ao €T\ L(7)

By (6I4)) and (GI6]), this expression may be rewritten as the following sum of three terms:

> 2|a—B17" Q (%A, s) Q (v Ag, )
(AIXALYE(FX\LY (7)) x (FX\LL (1))

+ Z la— 817" Q (7, A, s) Q(v',Ag,s)
(AYXADE(FX\LY (v0)) x (FX\LL (+1))

+ Z la—B]7" Q (7%, AF,s) Q (v A, ).

(AQXAL)E(FX\L2 () x (FX\LL (v1))
So we obtain from (G.I8)) and (G.I9) that
Orb(’% fI/w7 8) =2 |CY - ﬁ|_1 (X + 1) OI’b(’}/O, ¢+7 8) OI’b(’yl, ¢+7 8)'

Substituting ([6.20) again and comparing the result with the formula for Orb(y, ff,., s) yields ([622).
O

7. GERM EXPANSION

In this section, we prove a germ expansion principle for the parahoric and Iwahori orbital integrals.
Together with the results from §6] this will allow us to compute Orb(v, ff.,,s) and Orb(v, f{,,s) in
all cases. We will first focus on the case of f{; the case of f},. is much simpler and will be treated

in §7.41
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7.1. Simplified lattice counting. Our first aim is to give a more concrete description of the set
L() from Definition [63] (Note that its definition does not require v to be hyperbolic.) Throughout,

w € GLy(F) denotes an element such that v(w) := (1 1) lies in GJ,. In other words, we assume
that L := F[w] is a quadratic étale extension of F' and that w,1 —w € L*. In this situation,

zi(w) = diag(w,w), s0 L) can be identified with L. More precisely, L., equals the image of the
diagonal embedding L — My(F) x My(F) C My(F).

Definition 7.1. Let £(w) be the set of quadruples (Ag, A2, Ay, A}) of Op-lattices in L that have the
following three properties.

(1) It holds that A% C Ag and A5 C Ay, and each of these two inclusions is of index 1.
(2) It holds that Op, - Ag = Oy.
(3) The four lattices fit into the diagram
Ao D Ay 2 A D whg
U U U (7.1)
Ao D Aﬁ D) wA%.

For the next statement, choose a free discrete subgroup I' C L* such that vol(L*/T") = 1. Con-

cretely, take I' = w” with some uniformizer w € L if L is a field or I & (w?, w?) for two uniformizers

wl,wQEFifL%FxF.
Also let (L,r,d) be the numerical triple of v(w) from Bt The quadratic F-algebra L = Flw] is
already given while

r=v(Np/p(w)) and d=cond(Op[r*w]) —k—7r/2, k> 0. (7.2)
Lemma 7.2. Given (Ao, A}, A1, A)) € L(w), the following lattice chain lies in L(y(w)):
Ao@®A D Ay A D A oA, D ahg® A, D 7(Ag®AL).

This assignment defines a bijection

¥ L{w) — T\L(y(w)) (7.3)
which has the property that
Qy(w), Y(Ao, Ag, A1, A7), 5) = (=¢*) 7" (=g o, (7.4)
In particular, the Iwahori orbital integral has the expressions
Orb(y(w), fiy ) = (=¢°)7"™) > (—g*)thoal. (7.5)

(Ao, A% A1,AS)EL(W)

Proof. The well-definedness and bijectivity of (Z3) follows directly from definitions. For the de-
scription of the transfer factor (Z4)), we first note that L(w) # () implies that w and hence z, are
topologically nilpotent. The element v = v(w) has the form v = 1+ 2, so if A C F* is both Og-stable
and v~ 1Og~-stable, then already YA = A by Lemma 321l In this case, [3.30) simplifies to

Q(’}/,A, S) _ (_1)[A,:2A+]q([A+:zA,]—[A,:zAJr])s'

Then (7.4) is obtained from evaluating this with Ay = Ag@® 0 and A = 0® Ay with z = (, 1).
Finally, ((3]) follows from the previous two statements and ([3.23]). O

7.2. The Germ Expansion. Any Op-lattice A C L defines an order Oy = {z € L | zA C A}. We
define the conductor of A as the conductor of its order,

cond(A) := cond(O,).
Definition 7.3. We define the principal germ orbital integral of w as

P(w,s) := Z (—g?%)[AoiAal (7.6)

(Ao,A%,A1,A)EL(w), cond(Ag) = cond(Al) = 0
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Note that cond(Ag) = 0 just says Ag = Or. Let i(L) denote the index [Of : (Op + 70)*]. Define
the unipotent germ orbital integral as

Ulw,s) :=i(L)™* > (—g?%)lhotal, (7.7)

(Ao,AY,A1,AS)EL(w), (cond(Ag),cond(A)) # (0,0)

Proposition 7.4. The Iwahori orbital integral, the principal germ, and the unipotent germ are related
by the following identity. For every w € GLo(F) such that v(w) € G

Orb(y(w), fiy.5) = (=¢°) ") [P(w, 5) +i(L)U (w, )] (7.8)

Proof. This follows directly from the combinatorial description in (ZH) and the definition of the two
germs. 0

Proposition 7.5. The principal germ P(w, s) depends only on the triple (L, r(w),d(w)). The unipo-
tent germ is independent of L and only depends on the pair (r(w),d(w)).

Proof. The claim about the principal germ will be proved as part of Proposition [.9 below. We only
deal with the unipotent germ here which relies on the following lemmas.

Lemma 7.6 (Classification of numerical invariants). Let r = r(w) and d = d(w) in the following.
(1) Assume that d > 0 and let ¢ € Op be an Op-algebra generator. Then r is even, d € Z, and
a2y e Of . Moreover, w is of the form 772 (a + 7bC) for suitable elements a € Op and b € Or.
(2) Assume that d < 0. Then L is either ramified or split.

(3) Assume that d < 0 and that L is ramified. Then r is odd, d = —1/2 and 7" =Y/?w is a uniformizer
of L.

(4) Assume that d <0 and that L = F X F. Then w = (x,y) for two element x,y € F* such that

v(x)+o(y) =r and |v(z)—ov(y)| =-2d.

Proof. This is proved by an easy case-by-case analysis.

(a) Assume that L/F is an unramified field extension. Then r = 2vp(w) is even. The element
wo = 77 "/?w lies in OF. By definition, see (Z2), d = cond(Or[wp]) is > 0. Moreover, given a
generator Or, = Op[(], there obviously are a,b € O} such that wy = a + 7?b¢. This proves (2), as
well as (1) whenever L is an unramified field extension.

(b1) Assume that L/F is a ramified field extension. Then r = vp(w). First assume that r is
even. Then wy = 7~ "/2w lies in OF and, just as in (a), d = cond(Op[w]) is > 0. Given a generator
Or, = Or[(], it is again clear that there are a,b € O} such that wy = a + 7%(. This shows (1)
whenever L is ramified.

(b2) Now assume 7 is odd. Then w = 7(r=1)/2

w for a uniformizer w € L. We find that

d = cond(Op[r= "=V 2y]) 4+ (r —1)/2 — /2
=cond(Op) —1/2=-1/2.
This proves (3).
(c1) Now assume that L = F' x F and w = (z,y) with v(z) < v(y). The identity r = v(z) + v(y)
is clear from definition. Set wy = 7~?@)w. Then
d = cond(Or[wo]) + v(z) — (v(z) + v(y))/2
= cond(Or[wo]) + (v(z) = v(y))/2.
Assume that v(z) = v(y). Then we get d = cond(Op[w]) > 0. Given a generator ¢ € Op, there are
a,b € OF such that wy = a + 7¢b(. Since v(z) = r/2, this shows (1).

(c2) Finally, assume that v(z) < v(y). Then Op[wy] = Or, so (T9) gives —2d = v(y) — v(z) which
shows (4). O

(7.9)
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Lemma 7.7. Let L and Lo be two quadratic étale F-algebras. Let R; . = O + 7°Or, denote the
order of conductor ¢ in L;. Let furthermore wy € le \ F and wsy € L2X \ F' be elements with

r(wy) =r(w) and d(wi) = d(ws).
Then there exists an F-linear map ¢ : L1 — Lo that has the following property. For every ¢ > 0, both
¢(Ri,c) =Ra. and ¢(wiRic) =waRap.
Proof. Given z,y € OF, there is a unique F-linear map ¢, : L1 — Lo such that

bz y(1) =2 and ¢y y(w1) = ywo.
We will show that there are xz,y € OF such that ¢ = ¢, , has the properties claimed in the lemma.
(In fact, ¢ is necessarily of such a form.) Note that for all z,y as above, ¢, ,(Or) = Op and
¢z,y(W10F) = waOp. Since R;. = Op + 7°Op,, our task is thus to find = and y such that also
¢2,y(0L,) = O, and ¢y ,(w10r,) = weOr,. Put r = r(w1) and d = d(w;) in the following.
First assume that d > 0. Let ¢; € Or, be two Op-algebra generators. Using Lemma [T.6] (1), there
are a; € Op and b; € Of. such that

w1 :WT/Q(al—Fﬂ'dblCl), w2:7TT/2(a;2+7Tdb2<2).

Consider first the case d = 0. Then we claim that ¢ = ¢ 1 satisfies the assertion of the lemma.
Indeed,
¢(G1) = by (77 Pwy — ar) = by (a2 — a1) + by 'bals
is an Op-algebra generator of Or,. Furthermore, w;Or, = 7TT/2OLi because d > 0, so it also follows
that ¢(w10r,) = w20L,.
Consider now the case d > 0. Then ay,as € O; and we claim that ¢ = ¢, , with z = aflag and
y = 1 satisfies the assertion of the lemma. Indeed, we obtain

¢(C1) =7y (7w — az) = by e
which is again an Op-algebra generator of Or,. Hence ¢(Or,) = Or, and the desired statement
d(w10L,) = waO0p, is obtained just as in the previous case. This proves the lemma in case d > 0.
Now assume that d < 0. No matter which of the two cases (3) and (4) of Lemma occur for wn
and ws, it always holds that (; = 7 "/2=dy, is an Op-algebra generator of Or,. So take ¢ = ¢1 1.
Then ¢(¢1) = ¢z and hence ¢(Oyr,) = Or,. Furthermore, the element 772¢/¢; is again an Op-algebra
generator of Or,, see Lemma [0 (4). We obtain

¢(w10r,) = 7"*HG(¢1 (Op + 7727 /(10F)) = 72 4(GOF + 7720F) = w20y,
as desired and the proof of the lemma is complete. 0

We now come to the main part of the proof of Proposition Let B be the PG L-building for L
viewed as F-vector space. Concretely, B is the graph (a tree in fact) with the following description.
Its vertices are in bijection with Op-lattices A C Of, such that O /A is a cyclic Op-module. Its edges
are given by unordered pairs {A, A’} such that one lattice is a sublattice of index 1 of the other. We
write d(A,A’) for the distance between two vertices A and A’. Consider the subtree £ C B that is
spanned by the vertices

E={AeB|O0L-A=0.}. (7.10)
(An equivalent description is as follows: Let C = {A € B| O - A = A} be the subtree spanned by all
Or-lattices. It equals {Or}, the edge {Or, @O} or the apartment {(7*, 1)Oz, (1,7%)Or | k > 0},
depending on whether L is inert, ramified with uniformizer w, or isomorphic to F' x F. Then &
consists of all points of B whose shortest path to Oy does not contain any other point of C.) Let
E={A€&|d(Or,A) =c}. The following statements hold in this situation:

(1) For any vertex A € &, we have that cond(A) = d(Op, A).

(2) The group O acts transitively on &. with stabilizer RX. Here, R, = Op + 7¢O, again denotes
the order of conductor c. In particular, #&, = [0} : RX] which equals i(L)g~" if ¢ > 1.
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(3) Since & is a tree, O] then also acts transitively on the set of edges of £ with distance ¢ from Oy,.
In particular, every edge of distance ¢ from Oy, is an Of -translate of the edge {R¢, Ro11}.

Consider now a pair (A, A%) of lattices in L with Ag € £ and such that A% C Ag with index 1. Assume

that cond(Ag, A%) # (0,0). This is equivalent to {Ag, A3} ¢ C which means that {Ag, A}} is an edge

of £. In particular, Ag and A% have different conductor. So if ¢ = min{cond(Ag), cond(A})}, then
cond(Ag, A%) € {(c,c+ 1), (c+1,¢)}. (7.11)

In the first case, A% lies in B. In the second case, it is instead wflAbO that lies in B. Depending on
which case occurs, {Ag, A3} or {Ag, 7"*A%} defines an edge of B that lies in £ (because Aq € &) and
that has distance ¢ from Op,.

For a fixed pair (Ag,A2), let £(w;Ag,A2) denote the set of quadruples (Ag, A%, A1, A%) € L(w).
Assuming that A% C w0y, there is the symmetry

L(w; Ao, AY) — L(w;m AP, Ag)
(Mo, AQ, A1, AY) +— (m1AG, Ao, m 1 AT, Ay).

We deduce that no matter which case occurs in (ZII)), #L(w; Ag, A)) = #L(w; Re, Rey1). Tt follows
that we can rewrite the definition of the unipotent germ in (7)) as

Ulw,s) = 2 Z q° Z (—g?®) Rl (7.12)
€20 (Re,Rey1,A1,A5)€L(w)

It now follows from Lemma [(77] that the outer diagram in (1],

R. D Reyi 2 ... O  wR.
U U
7T1%C 2 2 U}Rc+1,

only depends on the invariants r(w) and d(w) up to F-linear isomorphism. We conclude that the
Expression (Z.I2) only depends on (r(w),d(w)) and not on L, as was to be shown. O

7.3. The Principal Germ. The purpose of this section is to explicitly compute the principal germ.
The relative position (Mg : M;) € Z? of two lattices My, My C F? is, by definition, the pair (a,b)
with a < b that consists of the valuations of their elementary divisors (Cartan decomposition). For
example, (Mg : My) = (0, k) with k& > 0 if and only if My 2 M; with cyclic quotient My/M; of length
k. By lattice pair in F2, we mean a pair of lattices (M, M®) such that (M : M*) = (0, 1).

For non-negative integers 0 < a < b and a third integer 0 < k < a + b, we define the quantity

Zr(a,b) = 14 2q + ... + 2gminthaatb=k}, (7.13)

The boundary cases here are understood as Zj(a,b) = 1 whenever min{k,a,a + b — k} = 0. We also
need a slight modification of Zj(a, b) which will only be considered for a > 1:

142+ ... 4 2gmin{katd=k} f b<k
:'(a,b){ +29+...+2 itk<aorb< (7.14)

Sl 142¢+ .. 4207 g ifa<k<b
with boundary cases =) (a,b) = 1 whenever k € {0,a + b}.

Lemma 7.8. Let (Mo, M}) and (M, M?) be two lattice pairs in F? such that My D My and M§ D M;.
Let 0 < a < b be such that (Mg : My) = (a : b). Then the number of lattice pairs (A, A*) that fit into
the diagram

My 2 A 2O M

U U U (7.15)

M; D> A D M
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and furthermore satisfy [Mo : A] = k is given by

Ek(a,b) if(Mg:Mil’):(a:b)
= (a,0) if (M§:M?)=(a—1:b+1) (7.16)
Z(a+1,b—1) ifa+2<band (Mj:M})=(a+1:b—1).

Part 1 of the proof: Auziliary results. We begin with a few easier counting formulas. Let 0 < a < b
and 0 < k < a+ b be integers and let My 2O M; be two lattices of relative position (a : b). Put

O™ (a,b) = #{My D A D M | [My : A] = k, My/A cyclic}. (7.17)
We have
1 if k=0
q2k_q2k—2 1f1§k§a

#Surjections(OF/(ﬂ')a @ Op/()°, OF/(w)k) = A — Y fa<k<b

0 ifb<k.
Since # Aut (Op/(m)*) = ¢* — ¢*1, it follows that
1 ifk=0
P (g, b) = gt ifl<k<a (7.18)
k ’ q® fa<k<bd
0 if b <k.

We next consider the quantities
Dp(a,b) = #{My DA D M |[My:A] =k} (7.19)
It holds that ®y(a,b) =1 and that

0 ifa=0=0
Dq(a,b) =<1 ifa=0and 1<b (7.20)
1+¢q ifl<a.

A sublattice A C Mj has the property that My/A is not cyclic if and only if it is contained in 7wMj.
So there is a recursion formula for 2 < k:

Dy (a,b) = Bp_o(a—1,b—1) + &Y™ (a,b). (7.21)

It follows from this and (ZI8)) that
Br(a,b) =1+q+ ...+ gninlkaatb=k} (7.22)
We next count lattice pairs that lie between My and M;. More precisely, we consider the quantity
Up(a,b) =#{MygDADAN DM, |[My: A=k, [A:AN]=1}. (7.23)

If we are given My D A” D My, then there are either 1 or 1 + ¢ possibilities for finding a lattice A as
in (Z.23)), depending on whether My/A® is cyclic or not. We obtain that

Uy(a,b) = @21 (a,b) + (1 + q)®p_1(a — 1,b—1).
Evaluating this expression with (7.22), it follows that

14+2q+...4+2¢" + ¢! ifk<a
Up(a,b) =9 14+2¢+...+2¢° ifa<k<b (7.24)
1+2¢+... +2¢*t0F1 pgatd=k §fp<k<a+b-1.
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Part 2 of the proof: Main result. We now come back to the setting of the lemma. That is, (Mo, Mg)
and (M;, M}) denote lattice pairs with (Mo : M) = (a : b) and M§ D M?; our aim is to show (ZI0)).
We begin by noting that diagrams of the form (I3 have the symmetry

My 2 A D M, My D AN D M
U U U — U U U
My D> A D M My 2 wA D 7M.

Thus the third case in (ZI6]) follows directly from the second one and will not be considered anymore.

Next, we settle the case a = 0: Then My/M; is cyclic. The second case cannot occur (and the
third case has already been dealt with), so we are in the first case meaning that the quotient Mg /M
is cyclic as well. It follows that for every 0 < k < b there is a unique lattice pair (A, A”) that fits
([TI5) and satisfies [My : A] = k. This fits the special case Z(0,b) = 1 in (ZI3).

From now on we can and do assume that 1 < a which implies that Mg D Mj. The set of lattice pairs
(A, A”) in question is then in bijection with the following disjoint union. (The condition [My : A] = k
is understood without explicit mentioning.)

{MoDADM, | MJ2Ay U {MDAN DM |A)2 MY U {M;DADA DM} (7.25)

Indeed, for every lattice A from the first set or A® from the second set, there is a unique way to
complete the diagram (ZIH). It is given by setting A> = AN MJ or A = A® + M, respectively.
Furthermore, the cardinalities of all three sets in (.25 are easily expressed in terms of ® and V:

#{Mo D AD My | My 2 A} =#{MyD ADM}—#{MjDADM}
= ®p(a,b) — @1 (M - M)
#{Mg D A° D My [N 2 My} = #{Mj DN DM} —#{Mj 2N D M} (7.26)
= @p(Mg : M7) — (Mg : M)
#{M;DADN DM} =T, (M :M).
More precisely, we obtain from (Z.26)) that the number of (A, A?) in question is
Oy (a,b) + Dp(Mg : MY) = Dpy (Mg : M) — Dp(Mg : My) + Uy (Mg = My). (7.27)

We have already reduced to the first and second case in ([I6]), so there are the following three
possibilities left, none of which poses any difficulties:

(M§ : M}) = (a,b), (M§: M) = (a,b—1), a<b—1  Case (1)
(M§ : M}) = (a,b), (M§: My) = (a—1,b) Case (2)
(M} : M) = (a—1,b+1), (M} :M)=(a—1,b) Case (3).
Let ®{°*! denote the sum of the four ®-terms in (Z27). Using (Z.22), one sees that in Case (1)
q* Hfo0<k<a
Piotal — L ifa<k<b
¢tk ifb<k<a+b,
in Case (2)
qk fo<k<a
Piotal — L 9qa ifa<k<b

¢tF ifb<k<a+b,
and in Case (3)
q* if0<k<a
Piotal — L ga ifa<k<b
@tk ifb<k<a+b.
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Adding these to ¥j_1(a,b — 1) in Case (1) resp. to Ux_1(a — 1,b) in Cases (2) and (3), and using
[C24), proves [I6). O
Proposition 7.9. Let w € M>(F) and P(w, s) be as in Definition 3. Let (L,r,d) be the numerical
invariants of w, see ([2). For integers 0 < a <b and 0 <k <a+b, let Zx(a,b) and =}, (a,b) denote
the quantities from (TI3) and (CI4); set X = —q 2.

(1) If L is an unramified field extension or if r <0, then P(w,s) = 0.

(2) Assume that L is ramified and r > 1. Then either d > 0 and r is even or d = —1/2 and r is odd.
The principal germ P(w,s) only depends on (r,d) and equals

P(L,r,d,s) = koo Sk(r/2 = 1,7/2) X H ifd>0
o P E(r/24dr/2 —d— D)X FL ifd = —1/2.
(3) Assume that L = F X F andr > 1. If d > 0, then r is even. The principal germ P(w,s) only
depends on (r,d) and equals

(7.28)

S Ek(r/2 —1,r/2) X F1 ifd>0

7.29
P EN(r/24d,r/2—d—1)XFL ifd <. (7.29)

P(F x F,r,d,s) :—2-{

Proof. Recall first the definition of the principal germ from (Z.0)):

P(w,s) = > X (O], (7.30)
(Or,A%,A1,AS)EL(w), cond(Af)=0

The task is thus to count the set of lattice diagrams of the form (Op, A}, Ay, A}) € L(w) with
cond(A2) = 0 and [Or : A;] = k. This counting problem was the content of Lemma [.8 and it
is only left to evaluate this lemma in dependence on (L, r,d).

If L is an unramified field extension, then P(w, s) = 0 for the trivial reason that there are no lattices
A% C Oy, of index 1 and conductor 0. If » < 0, then w is not topologically nilpotent which implies
L(w) = () and hence P(w,s) = 0. This proves Part (1). We also note that the case distinctions for
(r,d) in Parts (2) and (3) were already stated in Lemma [T.6] so it only left to prove (C.28)) and (Z.29).

Consider first the case of a ramified extension L and of r > 1. Let @ € L denote a uniformizer.
Then AB = w(y, is the unique sublattice of Of, of index 1 and conductor 0. Define 0 < a < b by

(a,b) = (@wOyr, : wOL) = (70, : wwOy,).

If d > 0, then r is even and (a,b) = (r/2 —1,r/2). Lemma [T.8 states that there are Z;_1(r/2—1,7/2)
many choices (A, A}) such that (Or, @Oz, Ay, A}) € L(w) and such that [Of, : A;] = k. Specializing
([T30)) to this case we precisely obtain the first identity in (Z.28)).

We use the same arguments for d = —1/2. In this case, r is odd and a = b = (r — 1)/2. Lemma
[T states that there are Z;_1((r — 1)/2,(r — 1)/2) many tuples (Or,w@wOr,A1,A}) € L(w) with
[Or : A1] = k, and we obtain the second identity in (T.28)). This completes the proof of Part (2).

Consider now the case of a split extension L = F x F and of r > 1. Write w = (w1, wz) with
v(wy) < v(ws) for a fixed choice of such an isomorphism. There are two sublattices of Oy, of index 1
and conductor 0, namely M; = (7,1)Of and My = (1,7)Oy.

Assume first that d > 0. Then v(w;) = v(w2) = r/2 and

(Mi : ’LUOL) = (7TOL : le) = (7‘/2 — 1,T/2)

for both possibilities ¢ € {1,2}. Lemma states that there are Z;_1(r/2 — 1,7/2) many tuples
(Or,wOp, A1, A%) € L(w) with [Of, : A1] = k and one obtains the first identity in (Z29) in the same
way as before.
Assume now that d < 0 and put a := v(w;) as well as b := v(wz). Then (a,b) = (r/2+d,r/2 — d)
and one easily checks the identities
(M :wOL) = (a—1,b), (#Or :wMi) = (a,b—1)
(MzinL):(a,b—l), (7TOL :wMg):(a—l,b).
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It always holds that a < b. Applying the second and third identity in (16, we find that the number
of tuples (O, M;, A1, A}) € L(w) with [Of, : A;] = k is given by Z}_,(a,b— 1) for both i = 1 and 2.
The second identity in (T.29]) follows directly from (Z30) which finishes the proof of Part (3) and of
the proposition. O

7.4. The Parahoric Case. The exact same ideas can be used to define a germ expansion for the
parahoric orbital integral Orb(vy, fp,,,s) and to give a formula for the principal germ. Throughout,

w € GLy(F) is an element such that y(w) = (} 1) is regular semi-simple. Let (L,r, d) be its numerical

triple, see (T.2). Define P(w) as the set of pairs (Ag, A1) of Op-lattices in L such that Oy - Ag = Op,
and such that

Ao D Ao 2 A1 2 wAy. (7.31)
The set P(w) takes the role of £(w), but for the parahoric test function fp,,:
Lemma 7.10. Given (Ao, A1) € P(w), the following lattice chain lies in P(y(w)):
Ao @A D TAod A1 D (Ao ® Av).

This assignment defines a bijection

Y P(w) — T\P(y(w)) (7.32)
with the property
Q(v(w), Y(Bo, A1), 5) = (=g°) ") (—g?) Ao, (7.33)
In particular, the parahoric orbital integral has the expression
Orb(y(w), fhur:s) = (=¢")7" 37 (=gl (7.34)

(Ao, A1)EP(w)
We again decompose the sum in (L34) into principal and unipotent germ:
PPar(’waS) = Z (_q25)[A0:A1]7
(OL,Al)GP(’LU)

UPar(w7 S) = i(L)_l Z (_qzs)[/\oil\l]'
(Ao,A1)EP(w), Ag#Or

(7.35)

The relation of the two germs with the orbital integral is again given by
O(’Y(w)a flli)ara S) = (_qs)—r(’w)[PPar (U], S) + i(L)UPaY(wv S)] (736)

Proposition 7.11. Both the principal germ Ppa.(w, s) and the unipotent germ Up,,(w, s) depend only
on (r,d) and not on L.

Proof. Let R. = Of + w°Op, again denote the order of conductor ¢ in L. By Lemma [[.7 the relative
position (R, : wR,.) only depends on (r,d). Moreover, for every ¢ > 1, the number

i(L) ' #{Ao € Op, | cond(Ag) = ¢, O, - Ag = O}

c—1

equals ¢ and is hence independent of L. Combining these facts with the definition of P(w) and
([38) proves the proposition. O

Proposition 7.12. For integers 0 < a <b and 0 < k < a+ b, let Dy(a,b) denote the quantity from
[22); set X = —q~ 2.

(1) If r <0, then Orb(y(w), fpar,s) = 0.

(2) If r > 0, then Orb(y(w), fpa, s) only depends on (r,d) and equals

r—2 —k—2 :
P 2—1,r/2—-1)X d>0
PPar(ﬁ d7 S) = { ffg k(T/ ’ 7”/ ) Zf -

7.37
F2®(r/24+d—1,7/2—d—1)X "2 ifd<0. (7.37)
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Proof. The vanishing statement in (1) holds because P(w) = @ if » < 0. For (2), we note that no
matter what L is, the relative position of Oy, and wQyp, is given by
(r/2,7/2) itd>0
(r/2+d,r/2—d) ifd<D0.
It follows from the definition of ®(a,b) in (CI9) and that of P(w) in (Z3I)) that the number of pairs
(Or, A1) € P(w) such that [Of : A1] = k equals

Dpo(r/2—1,7/2—1) if d >0

by _o(r/2+d—1,r/2—d—1) ifd<D0.

(OL : wOL) = {

Substituting these quantities in (.38 proves the proposition. O

8. Orb(v, fhar), Orb(v, fi,) AND 9O0rb(y, f{,)

We have shown in Propositions and [( ] that the principal and unipotent germs for both f7,,
and f{, only depend on the triple (L, r,d) resp. (r,d). Accordingly, we will write P(L,r,d, s) for the
Iwahori principal germ for such a numerical triple. We will similarly write U(r,d, s) for the Iwahori
unipotent germ as well as Pp,;(r, d, s) and Up,, (1, d, s) for the parahoric germs.

8.1. The Central Values.

Proposition 8.1. Let v € Gy be regular semi-simple with numerical invariants (L,r,d), see (G.0l).
(1) If r is odd, or if r <0, orif r/2 4+ d <0, then Orb(y, fh,,) = 0.
(2) In all other cases, the parahoric orbital integral Orb(v, fp.,) is given by

1+¢2+... +q7/22 if L ramified and r € 4Z
A4+@+... 4¢3+ (¢ g2+ g2 if L ramified and r € 2+ 47
20+ +...+¢7*?) if L inert and r € 4Z
204+ @2+ +q 23+ 2q 2+ ¢ P2 /2L Gf L inert and v € 2 + AZ
0 if L split and r € AZ
gr/¥td—1 if L split and r € 2+ 47.
(8.1)

Proof. The sign of the functional equation of Orb(v, f.,,s) is (—1)", see Lemma[3.10 and Proposition
So Orb(7, fp,,) = 0 whenever r is odd. Assume that r < 0 or /2 +d < 0. Then z, is not
topologically nilpotent, and hence Orb(v, ff.,,s) = 0 by Lemma B21] (3). (If r/2+d <0 and r > 0,
then necessarily d < 0 which implies that one eigenvalue of z, has valuation /2 + d, see Lemma
cases (3) and (4).) So we can henceforth assume that r is even, that » > 0 and that /2 +d > 0.

First, we consider the case of a split extension L. Let «, 8 € F' be the two eigenvalues of z,. Note
that v(«) and v(f3) are both positive and of the same parity under our assumptions on (r,d). If their
parity is even, which is equivalent to r € 4Z, then Orb(v, f},,) = 0 by Identity (©21I). If the parity
of v(a) and v(fB) is odd instead, then v(a — 3) = r/2 + d and (G.2ZI) shows Orb(y, fp,,) = ¢"/>T4~1.
This proves (1)) in case L is split.

Assume from now on that L is a field. With the standing assumption that r is even, it will
necessarily hold that d > 0. Moreover, the germ expansion identity (Z.36) specializes to

Orb(y, fpar) = Pear(r,d, 0) 4+ i(L)Upar (r, d, 0). (8.2)

We can now use our knowledge of the hyperbolic orbital integrals to compute the unipotent germ.
Let 7 € G, be an auxiliary element with numerical invariants (F' x F,r,d). The value at s = 0,
equivalently at X = —1, of the parahoric principal germ (Z37)) for d > 0 is given by the geometric
series

Ppor(r,d,0) =1 —q+¢>— ...+ (—¢q)"/* L. (8.3)
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Substituting (83]) in the germ expansion (8.2]) for ¥ shows that the unipotent germ is either a geometric
series or a sum of two such series:

1+ +.. . +q/?2 if r € 4Z

8.4
A+@+...+¢7P3)+ (¢ + ¢ P+ +q/?2) ifrec2+4Z. (8.4)

UPar(Ta d7 0) = {

It is left to substitute (83) and ®4) in (82) with i(L) = ¢ for L ramified and (L) = ¢+ 1 for L
inert. This proves the proposition in the remaining four cases. g

Theorem 8.2. The central value of the Iwahori orbital integral is given by

1 if L ramified and r > 1 odd

. (8.5)
0 otherwise.

Orb(”)/a fI/w) = {

In particular, the fundamental lemma (Conjecture[310) holds in case D is a division algebra of degree
4.

Proof. We first compute the right hand side of the FL Identity (316). Let g € G.s be regular semi-
simple. Proposition states that D contains the F-algebra F¥ ®r L, which hence has to be a field.
It follows that L, is a ramified field extension of F. Then Proposition B.I3 states that

1 ifwup(g) €22
0 otherwise.

Orb(gva) = {

Here, vp : D* — Z denotes the normalized valuation of D. The condition vp(g) € 2Z holds if and
only if vp(zy) > 1. Moreover, vp(zy) is always odd and thus r = vp(Ny /p(22)) € 2Z+ 1. In this
way, the FL for f{, becomes Identity (8.3]).

We turn to the computation of Orb(v, f{,). The sign of the functional equation of Orb(y, f{,, s) is
(—1)"1, see (5.8) and Proposition BI9 It follows that Orb(v, ff,,) = 0 whenever 7 is even. Moreover,
Proposition in particular implies that (X + 1) divides Orb(v, f{,,,s) if L is split, and hence that
Orb(v, f{,,) = 0 in all such cases. Since r is always even when L is an unramified field extension, the
only remaining possibility for Orb(y, f{,,) to be non-zero is when L is ramified and r odd. In this case
d = —1/2 by Lemma [0 (3). If » <0, then (8H) holds for the trivial reason that Orb(v, f{,,,s) =0
by Lemma B2T] (3). Thus it is left to consider the case L ramified, » > 0 odd, d = —1/2.

Our first aim is to determine U(r, —1/2,0). To this end, we evaluate the principal germ for F' x F'
from (Z29) at s = 0, equivalently at X = —1:

P(F x F,r,—1/2,0) = —2[1 — 2q + 2¢* + ... + 2(—q)" /2 4 (—q)"= /2] (8.6)

Using the vanishing of Orb(-, f{,) in all hyperbolic cases (see above), we obtain from the germ
expansion (7.8)) that
U(r,—1/2,0) = (1 —q) 'P(F x F,r,—1/2,0)
=2 —qg+¢—.. .+ (=2

Let L be a ramified field extension. The principal germ for the case (L,r,—1/2), given by (Z.28)),
specializes to

(8.7)

P(L,7,—1/2,0) = —[1 = 2q 4+ 2¢* — ... + 2(—¢q)" Y72 (8.8)

Let v € GI, have numerical invariants (L, r,d). We substitute (87) and ([B.38]), with i(L) = ¢ and r
odd in the germ expansion (.8)) for (L,r,1/2) and obtain

Orb(v, f{,) = —[P(L,7,—1/2,0) + qU(r,—1/2,0)] = 1.

This is precisely Identity ([835]) and the proof of the theorem is complete. O
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8.2. The Central Derivative.

Proposition 8.3. Let v € G, be regular semi-simple with numerical invariants (L,r,d). Assume
first that r is odd, meaning that the sign ep(7y) of the functional equation of Orb(v, f{.,s) is positive.
Then

90rb(v, fp) =0 and  0Orb(y, fi,) = Orb(v, fi,,) log(q). (8.9)
Assume now that r is even which implies 00rb(v, fp) = 00rb(v, fi,). Ifr <0, then d0rb(y, f{,) = 0.
If r > 0, it is given by
r if L ramified
A0rb(v, fi,) = 4qlog(q) Orb(v, fp.,) +1og(q) { 2r if L inert (8.10)
0 if L split.
Proof. Identity [89) follows immediately from the functional equation (Proposition BI9): If its sign

ep(y) is positive, then Orb(y, fp,s) has an even functional equation, so d0rb(y, f5,) = 0. Applying
E3), we also have the functional equation

Orb(7, fly, =) = ¢ **ep(7) Orb(7, fiy, ).

Taking the derivative of both sides at s = 0 and assuming ep(y) = 1 gives the other identity in ([83]).
Moreover, if 7 < 0, then z, is not topologically nilpotent, so £(y) = @, and hence Orb(v, f{,,s) =0
by Lemma B21l From now on we assume that r is even and that » > 0. In particular, ep(y) = —1
and hence Orb(v, f) = 0. Then (B3) shows that dOrb(v, f) = 90rb(v, f{,,), as claimed in the
proposition. We now come to the main part of the proof.
Consider first the case that L & F x F is split. The factor (X + 1) in ([6:22)) has the property that
(X 4+ 1)|s=0 =0 and (d/ds)s=0o(X + 1) = 2log(q). Thus the derivative of ([6.22]) at s = 0 is given by

d0rb(v, fiy) = 4q Orb(v, fpa..) log(q) (8.11)

which proves (8I0) when L is split.
Our next aim is to compute the central derivatives

d d
OP(L,r,d) = — P(L,r,d,s) and 9OU(r,d)= — U(r,d,s).
ds s=0 ds s=0
We are ultimately interested in the case of a field extension L, and here r even implies d > 0. So we
only compute 9P and U with this restriction. Directly from (29), we find

OP(F x F,ryd) = 4[r/2 — (r —2)g+ (r —4)¢* — ...+ 2(—¢)"/* "] 1og(q). (8.12)

Let 4 be an auxiliary hyperbolic element with numerical invariants (r,d). We obtain from the germ
expansion (Z.8) and our previous result (811 that

oU(r,d) = (¢ — 1)~ [4¢ Orb(7, Jhar) log(q) — OP(F x F,r,d)]. (8.13)

The orbital integral Orb(¥, fp,,) here is either 0 or ¢"/2t4~! which depends on whether r € 47Z or
r € 24 47, see Proposition Bl Substituting this in (8I3) yields

)2 = +2(=q)"* 8 4+ 2(—q)"/*7] log(q)
)? = 4 3(=q) P 4 3(—q) PR (8.14)
_ qr/272 + qr/271 L+ qr/2+d71} 10g(q)

Here, the first line occurs if r € 4Z and the second if r € 2 4+ 47Z. It is left to evaluate the expression
00rb(v, fi,) = OP(L,r,d) +i(L)OU (r,d).
If L is ramified, then i(L) = ¢ and
P(L,r,d,s)=P(F x F,r,d,s)/2

2
OU(r,d) = 4 4[5 — (5 —



ARITHMETIC TRANSFER FOR INNER FORMS OF GLaj, 49

by Proposition [.9 Thus we may reuse (812) and we obtain

r4dq 4¢P+ .. F4q2!

8.15
P4 +4¢° .+ 4g 4 AqT 2 4 4gn/2 (8.15)

d0rb(y, fi,,) = log(q) {
where the first case is for r € 4Z and the second for r € 2 + 47Z.

Consider now the case where L is an unramified field extension of F'. Then (L) = ¢ + 1 and
P(L,r,d,s) =0 by Proposition [(.9] so simply dOrb(y, f{,,) = (¢ + 1)0U(r,d). This equals

3 r/2—1
gt ){2r+8q+8q +...+8q (5.16)

2r +8q+8¢% + ... +8¢"/2 +8¢" /2 4 . 4 8¢"/FHITL 4 4qr/2HAL

Here, again, the first case is for r € 4Z and the second for r € 2 + 47Z.
Comparing (810 and BI6) with (81) shows (8I0), and the proof of the proposition is complete.
g

Part 3. Intersection numbers on M, 4, and M3,

In this third part, we establish AT for the two division algebras of Hasse invariant 1/4 and 3/4.
This is the main result of our paper and we formulate it upfront, cf. Theorem The proof will be
completed in 124 for invariant 1/4 and in §I37 for invariant 3/4.

The layout is as follows. After formulating the result in §9, there will be two short sections that
equally concern both Hasse invariants. The first (§I0) provides a formula for intersection numbers
of regular surfaces in regular 4-space. The second (§I1]) provides a description of certain multiplicity
functions on the Bruhat-Tits tree of PGLy . These will later describe the multiplicities of the
1-dimensional components in the intersection loci Z(g).

Subsequently, we will first complete the proof of AT for invariant 1/4 in §I21 The key point here is
that Drinfeld’s theorem [10] provides an explicit linear algebra description of Mp for D = Dy 4. So
the proofs in §12 will, in fact, not involve any w-divisible groups.

In section 13 we will use deformation-theoretic arguments to extend the results from Hasse in-
variant 1/4 to invariant 3/4.

9. MAIN RESULTS

The notation will be the same as in §1 We assume, however, that n = 2 and that D is a division
algebra of Hasse invariant A € {1/4,3/4}. The centralizer C = Centp(FE) is then a quaternion
division algebra over E. We also denote by B = Dy, a quaternion division algebra over F. Recall
that Op C D denotes a maximal order such that Oc = C' N Op is again maximal.

The set B(H, upr) has a single element [b] in this situation (Example (3)). The corresponding
C-isocrystal Ny 1 is of height 8, dimension 2 and isoclinic of slope 1/4. We choose framing objects:
Let (Y,¢) denote a special Oc-module over SpecF and put (X, k) = Op ®¢ (Y,t). We identify the
isocrystal of (Y, ¢) with Np 1. In particular, we view Cp and D, as the groups of quasi-automorphisms
of (Y,¢) and (X, k). Then

My(F) ifA=1/4

My(B) if A= 3/4. (9.1)

Cb = MQ(E) and Db = {

As before, we put H, = C, and Gy, = D;’. These act from the right on the moduli spaces M¢ and
M p whose definitions we briefly recall. First, M¢ is the formal scheme over Spf O with functor of
points

Me(s) = {0

This is the (base chang to Op) of the Drinfeld half-plane for Og. It is a two-dimensional, regular,
m-adic formal scheme whose description will be recalled in §I2.1] below. Second, Mp is the formal

(Y,:)/S a special Oc-module }

p:S Xspeck Y = S xg Y an Oc-linear quasi-isogeny (9:2)
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scheme over Spf O with functor of points

Mo (S) = {(X,n,m

If A =1/4, then Mp is Drinfeld’s 4-space and, in particular, a m-adic formal scheme. Its description
will also be given in JI2T1 If A = 3/4 however, then there is no known explicit description of Mp.

For every regular semi-simple g € G .5, we have defined the intersection locus Z(g) = Mg NgMc
and an intersection number Int(g) € Z in §L4 We formulate our main result:

p:S X SpecF X — S x5 X an Op-linear quasi-isogeny (9-3)

(X, k)/S a strict Op-module }

Theorem 9.1. The AT conjecture holds for D. More precisely, let fl .. be given by

—4dqlog(q) - fpa, Y A=1/4
féorr = ( ) r - o / (9'4)
0 if A=3/4.
Then, for every regular semi-simple v € G,
2 Int(g) 1 if th st Gy that match
90tb(y, 1) + Orb(y, f1. ) = nt(g)log(q) if ere. exists a g € Gy that matches =y 9.5)
0 otherwise.

This theorem will be proved as Theorems and at the end of sections §I2 and §I31 We
mention here that our proof of Theorem is not fully complete when F' is of equal characteristic
and A\ = 3/4. The reason is that §I3.6relies on the Op-display theory of [I] which was only developed
for p-adic local fields. Completing the proof requires a duplication of §13.6 but for local shtuka. We
will not carry out these arguments in order to keep the article at a reasonable length.

10. SURFACE INTERSECTIONS

The aim of this section is to derive a general formula for intersection numbers of regular surfaces
in a regular 4-dimensional space. Let first Y be a regular formal scheme, pure of dimension 2 and let
Z =V (Z) CY be a closed formal subscheme of dimension < 1.

Definition 10.1. (1) Let ZP"*¢ C Z be the maximal effective Cartier divisor on Y that is contained
in Z. More precisely, we define ZP"¢ = V(ZP"®) where for every affine open U = Spf A of Y, say
UNZ =Spt A/I,
owey = fea .f = 0 in (A/I)77 ff)r all generic points 7 of .
1-dimensional irreducible components of Spec A/T
(2) Set Z** = V(ZI**) with Z** = {f € Ox | fZP™° C I}. Note that Oza is isomorphic to the
quotient ZP"°/Z.

Let X be a regular formal scheme, pure of dimension 4, and let Y7,Y> C X be regular closed formal
subschemes, both pure of dimension 2. Then Y; and Y5 are locally defined by a regular sequence
of length 2 in Ox. Put Z = Y3 NYs and assume dim Z < 1. The conormal bundle of Y; in X is
Ci = (Z;/I?)|y,, where Y; = V(Z;). Let D = ZP™° be the purely 1-dimensional locus of Z as in
Definition [I0.1} it is independent of whether it is defined with respect to Z C Y7 or Z C Y5.

Proposition 10.2. The following identities hold for the Tor-terms T; := TorSX (Oy,, Oy,).

(1) To = Oz.

(2) Ty = (det C1)|p ®o, Oy, (D)|p.

(3) T> =0.

Proof. The claim on Tj is immediate. To prove the statements about the higher Tor-terms, we first

assume that Y7 = V/(fi, f2) is the vanishing locus of two elements and that D = V(g) for some
g € Oy,. Then the Koszul complex

(%) ot
—f1 O??Q 1,2 OX

K(f11f2) = OX
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is quasi-isomorphic to Oy, and
T; = H™"(Oy, ®ox Kf,,1))-
Let f; denote the image of f; in Oy,. Then

(5)

(f1,f2)
Oy2 Rox K(fl,fz) = Oy2 —_— (9%2 el Oy2

Set f! =g~ 'f; € Oy,. Then (f], f) forms a regular sequence in Oy, because V (f{, f4) is artinian by
definition of D. In particular,

_ f2 ) _ ) —
T —ker(ﬂ_‘,) —ker(_f{) =0.
Moreover,

Ty = H '(Oy, ®oy K(4,,1)) = Oy, - (;fj:{) /Oy, - (jfl) :

is a line bundle on D and our choices provide the specific generator

| L 7
s () w0 (3).
Now we turn to the general situation. The given local argument already implies that T, = 0. We
claim that the above construction glues to a map (and hence isomorphism)

(detC1)|p ®o,, Oy, (D)|p — T
(71/\?2)@)971'% Cf1,f2,9+
(Here, fi1, fo and g denote any local generators as before.) It is clear that if ¢ is replaced by ug

with u € OF , then f] gets replaced by u™'f]{. We find that cf, f, ug = u~ "¢y, s, 4 which shows the

independence of (I0.I) from the chosen trivialization g~ € Oy, (D).
Now assume (h1,ha) = (f1, f2)A for some A € GL2(Ox). Then A defines an isomorphism of

complexes

(10.1)

(—];1 )O@Q (F1.72)
Y2

Oy, Oy, (10.2)
dctAT ( E_z >A o ‘
_ hih
OY2 n 0;922 Gty OY2

and one easily checks the relation
A- Chy,ha,g = det A - Cfy . fa,g-
Since hq A ha = det A - f1 A fo, this precisely says that (0.0 is also independent of the choice of

trivialization of C;. O

Assume now that X is a Spf W-scheme of locally formally finite type where W is a complete DVR,
and that Z — Spec W is a proper scheme with empty generic fiber. Then we define the intersection
number of Y7 and Y5 as

(Y1,Y2)x = x(Oy, @6, Oy,) € Z.
As a corollary to Proposition [I0.2] this has the following more concrete description.

Corollary 10.3. With all notation as before,

(Y1,Y2)x = x(Ozar) + x(Op) = x(det Ci|p ®op, Oy, (D)|p)
= len(Ogart) — deg(det C1|p) — (D, D)y,.
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Proof. The first equality is Proposition To obtain the second, we applied the Riemann-Roch
identity

X(Op) = x(£) = —deg(£L), L € Pic(D),
and rewrote deg Oy, (D)|p as the self-intersection number of D on Y3. We refer to [40, Tag 0AYQ)]
for the notion of degree in this possibly non-reduced context. g

11. MULTIPLICITY FUNCTIONS

Let W be a 2-dimensional E-vector space and let B denote the Bruhat—Tits building of the projec-
tive linear group PGLg(W). Recall that B is a (¢? + 1)-regular tree whose vertices are the homothety
classes of Og-lattices in W. Two vertices are connected by an edge if and only if the two homothety
classes have representatives Ag and Ay with mAg C A1 C Ag.

Let z € GLrp(W) be an E-conjugate linear endomorphism. The aim of this section is to give a
precise description of the shape of the function

n(z,—): Vert(B) — Z, A+ max{k € Z | zA C 7"A}. (11.1)

More precisely, we give a description for all z such that 1+z lies in GLr(W) and is regular semi-simple
with respect to £ C Endp(W). We begin with a simple classification lemma over the residue field
whose proof we omit.

Lemma 11.1. Denote by o the Galois conjugation of F2/F,. Let A be a 2-dimensional F 42 -vector
space and let 0 # z € Endp, (A) be a o-linear endomorphism. Precisely one of the following siz
statements applies to z:

(1) It is nilpotent, i.e. 2% = 0. In this case, there is a unique line £ C A such that 2¢ C £, namely

¢ =zA. In a suitable basis we have
_ 1)
zZ= ( o.

(2) It is neither invertible nor nilpotent. Then there are precisely two lines £1,€y C A such that
zl; C 4;, namely ZA and ker(Z). In a suitable basis we have

(" )e

(3) It is invertible and there is precisely one line £ C A with 2( = (. Then there are \, u € qug and a
basis of A such that A\pud 4+ XNy # 0 and such that Z is given by

z:(A g)a.

(4) It is invertible and there are precisely two lines ¢1,0o C W with z¢; = £;. Let 0 # v; € £; be any
two vectors and define \; by zZv; = \v. Then /\¢11+1 # /\gJrl and Z is given in that basis by

oY
Z = )\2 ag.

(5) It is invertible and there are precisely q+ 1 lines £ C'V with 20 = £. In a suitable basis and for a
suitable scalar 0 # X € Fp2, we have
zZ= </\ ) o
VAL

(6) It is invertible and there is no z-stable line. O

for some scalar 0 # X € F 2.

We return to Og-lattices in W and the function n(—, —).

Lemma 11.2. The function n(—, —) enjoys the following properties.
(1) n(rz,A) =n(z,A)+1
(2) In(z,A) —n(z,A)| <1 whenever A and A’ are neighbors in B.
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(3) The function n(z,—) is bounded above by v(detg(22))/4 and, in particular, takes a mazimum.
(4) Let A" € [A, '] be a lattice on the unique shortest path connecting A and A" in B. Then

n(z,A”) > min{n(z,A), n(z,A")}.
Proof. The first three claims follow directly from the definition. For the last one, choose A and A’ in

their homothety classes such that A’ C A with A/A’ cyclic. Then A” is the homothety class of one of
the lattices A’ + w*A, i > 0, and the claim follows from the definition of n(—, —). |

We next analyze the local properties of n(z, —) in conjunction with Lemma[IT.Jl Given a lattice A,
we obtain a non-zero o-linear endomorphism 2z, := (7~™*") 2z mod wA) in Endy, (A), where A = A/TA.
Let £ = A/A’ C A be the line corresponding to the neighbor lattice TA C A’ C A.

Lemma 11.3. The following cases occur:
n(z,A)—1 ifzp(f) L ¢

if Za(0) C 4, if Zp falls into case (1) of Lemmalll]],
and if v(det p(n=2M=M 22)) > 4

n(z, A) if Za(€) C ¢, but Zp does not satisfy the previous further two conditions.

n(z,A') = n(z,A)+1

Proof. By the scaling invariance from Lemma[IT.2] (1), it suffices to consider the case n(z, A) = 0. We
also put zZ = zj. It is clear that n(z, A’) > 0 if and only if 2¢ C ¢. If vp(det p(2)) = 0, then necessarily
also n(z,A’) = 0. This happens if and only if Z does not fall into cases (1) and (2) of Lemma [Tl In
the remaining two cases, we may find an F2-basis (e1, e2) of A such that

2_( 1>a or 2_()‘ >a, N0, (11.2)

and ¢ = F2e; in the first case or £ € {F,2e1, Fjzes} in the second. Lifting (eq,e2) to an Op-basis of
A, we obtain a matrix presentation
_fa b
. (C d) .

that reduces modulo 7A to (IL2)). Depending on whether £ = F2e; or £ = F2e2, we obtain that z|s/
has a matrix presentation as

a wb a 7w 1b
z= <7r_1c d) o or y= <7rc d >0. (11.3)

Then n(z,A’) = n(z,A) + 1 occurs if and only if all four entries in (IT.3) have valuation > 1. This
never happens in the second case of (IT.2]) because here v(a) = 0. It is left with the first case in
(IT2) and find that n(z, A’) = n(z,A) + 1 if and only if v(7~*c) > 1, which is equivalent to the stated
condition v(detg(2?)) > 4. O

Definition 11.4. Let 7(z) denote the set of homothety classes of Og-lattices in which n(z, —) takes
its maximum.

Property (4) of Lemma [IT.21shows that 7 (z) is connected. Lemmas [IT.T]and IT.3 imply that each
of its vertices has valency 0, 1, 2 or ¢ + 1.

Proposition 11.5. Denote by d(A, T (z)) the distance of A from T(z). Then
n(z,A) = maxn(z,—) — d(A, T(z2)).

Proof. The claim is tautologically true for A € 7(z). For A with d(A,T(z)) = 1, it follows from
Statement (2) of Lemma [IT.2]

Now assume d(A, T(z)) > 2. Let A’ denote the unique neighbor of A on the shortest path towards
T(z). By induction on d(—, 7 (z)), we find that A’ has a neighbor A” with n(z,A”) = n(z,A’) + 1,
namely the subsequent lattice on the shortest path towards 7 (z). This implies by Lemma [[T.3 that
zps falls into Case (1) of Lemma [IT1] and hence that n(z, A) = n(z,A’) — 1 as claimed. O
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This reduces us to describe T (z). We assume from now on that 1 + z is regular semi-simple in the
sense of §2 By definition, this means that Inv(1 + 2;7) = charg(2?;T) is a separable polynomial
with Inv(1 + 2;0)Inv(1 + 2;1) # 0. The description of 7 (z) will be in terms of the numerical invariant
(L,7,d) of 1 4+ z from Definition BTt

L=F[z*, r=v(Nyr(z?), d= cond(Op[r*2%]) =k —r/2, k> 0.
Note that L is an étale quadratic extension of F'.

Lemma 11.6. The mazimum of n(z,—) is given by

- /4l ifd>0
max {k € Z | (r~*2) EOL}_{LT/4+CZ/2J if d <0,

Proof. Considering all multiples 7%z, the claim is equivalent to the following statement: There exists
a lattice A with zA C A if and only if 22 € Oy.

The “only if” direction is clear because zA C A implies that 22 has an integral characteristic
polynomial. To prove the “if” direction, observe that W is a free module of rank 1 over £ ® p L by
Proposition (2). Pick any lattice A’ C W that is stable under O ®0, Or. If 22 € Op, then
A=A + zA' is preserved by z. O

Since T (7*2) = T(2) for all k € Z, it suffices to describe T (z) whenever 22 € Oy, \ 720y, and in
this case T(z) = {A | zA C A}. We first treat the case of units.

Proposition 11.7. Assume that 22 € Of . Then there exists an L-linear, E-conjugate linear involu-
tion T on W that commutes with z such that

Oglz] = Oglr, 27].
In particular, T (2) is the set of Og-scalar extensions of z%-stable Op-lattices in WT='d,
Proof. Let R = Or[2?] and denote by m its Jacobson radical. The norm map
Ngsr: (O ®op (R/m))x — (R/m)*

is surjective because Og/OF is étale. It equals the map on (R/m)-points of the smooth morphism
Ng/r i Reso, /0. Gm — G, of smooth Op-group schemes. (The norm morphism is smooth because
Og/OpF is étale.) Using completeness and a deformation argument, it follows that the map

Ngr: (Op ®0, R)" — R*

is surjective. Hence there exists an element ¢ € (Op ®o, R)* with Ng/p(t) = 2%. Then 7 :=t"'z
lies in Og[z] and satisfies 72 = id. The identity Og[z] = Og[r, 22| follows directly. O

Proposition 11.8. Assume that z*> € Op \ 72Oy, is not a unit. Then T (z) takes the following shape.
(1) If L is a field extension, then T (z) consists of a single edge.
(2) If LY F x F, then T (z) consists of an apartment.

Proof. Let A be any lattice with zA C A, existence being ensured by Proposition Then z, has
to fall into Case (1) or (2) of the local classification Lemma [IT.Jl Case (1) occurs precisely if z is
topologically nilpotent, which under the assumption z? € Or, \ (7?0, U O;) is equivalent to L being
a field. (If L is a field and 2% € O \ OF, then 22 is topologically nilpotent. Conversely, assume
L =F x F and write z? = (z,y). The quaternion algebra (E ® L)[z] embeds into Endr (W) because
this is the current setting, so is isomorphic to Mz(L). Thus 2?2 lies in the image of the norm map
E ®@r L — L which means v(z),v(y) € 2Z. Hence 22 ¢ 720y, implies that 22 is not topologically
nilpotent.)

Consider first Case (1). Then A has precisely one neighbor in 7 (z), say A’. Then z, is again of
Case (1) because the property of L being a field (or z being topologically nilpotent) is independent of
the lattice. Thus A’ also has a unique neighbor in 7(z) and hence 7(z) = {A, A’} as claimed.
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Consider now Case (2). Then (1 =[5, ZA and
by ={NeA|z'X = 0asi— oo}

are complementary z-stable direct summand Og-modules of A of rank 1. Picking non-zero e; € £;, we
see that every lattice 7%Ope; @ m°Opes is stable under z. These provide all elements of T (2) because
any lattice in 7 (z) has exactly two neighbors in 7 (z) by the local classification Lemma [IT1] (2). O

Remark 11.9. We observe that not all triples (L,r,d) may occur. Namely the cyclic L-algebra
L[FE, z] has center L and embeds into Endp (W), so has to be isomorphic to Ms(L). It follows that
22 € L is always a norm from E ®p L:

(1) If L is ramified, then this means that r = vy (22) € 2Z. In particular, it will always be the case
that d > 0 by Lemma [T (3).

(2) If L = F x F is split with, say, 22 = (z1,22), then v(21), v(22) € 2Z. In particular, r =
v(z1) + v(22) € 4Z.

(3) If L is inert, then there is no such restriction on 22

These possibilities are the ones that lead to rows 1 and 3 in Table [I] (take § = Inv(1 + z;T") which
equals charyp(2;T) and gives Bs = L[FE, z]).

Theorem 11.10. The set T (z) takes the following shape, depending on the numercial invariant
(L,r,d) of z:

(1) If L is inert and r =0 mod 4, then T (z) is a (¢ + 1)-regular ball of radius d around a vertex.
(2) If L is inert and r = 2 mod 4, then T (2) is an edge.

(8) If L is ramified and r =0 mod 4, then T (2) is a (q + 1)-regular ball of radius d around an edge.
(4) If L is ramified and r = 2 mod 4, then T (2) is an edge.

(5) If L= F x F, and if 2% = (21, 22) has the property vp(z1) = vp(22), then T(z) is a (q+ 1)-regular
ball of radius d around an apartment.

(6) If L= F x F, and if 22 = (21, z2) has the property vp(z1) # vr(22), then T(2) is an apartment.

FIGURE 1. Left: Case (1) of Theorem for d = 1 and ¢ = 2. The set 7(2)
consists of a single vertex of valency ¢ + 1 and ¢ + 1 vertices of valency 1 (black
vertices). The ambient (¢? + 1)-regular tree B is sketched (white vertices). Right:
Similar sketch for case (3) of Theorem [[T.10 for d = 1 and ¢ = 2.

Proof. First consider the two cases when L is a field and 7 = 0 mod 4. Then (777/12)? € Of and
Proposition [[T.7 states that 7(z) is the set of homothety classes of 7~"/22%-stable Op-lattices in a
1-dimensional L-vector space. This set is well-known to be a (¢4 1)-regular ball around a vertex (resp.
a ball around an edge) of radius equal to the conductor of Op[r~"/22%]. This conductor equals d so
(1) and (3) are proven.
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Next, stick with the case that L is a field but assume r = 2 mod 4. Then (7(2~7)/42)2 is not a unit
but lies in O, \ 720y, In this situation 7 () is edge by Proposition IT.8 (1). This proves (2) and (4).

Finally, assume L = F x F and define k € Z through (7%2)2 € O \ 7201. Write 22 = (21, 22)
as in the proposition. If vp(21) = vp(z2), then (7%2)? € O and Proposition [[1.7] states that 7 (2)
is the set of homothety classes of (7%2)2-stable Op-lattices in a free L-module of rank 1. This set is
well-known to be a (¢ + 1)-regular ball around an apartment of radius equal to the conductor d of
Op[n~"/22?] as claimed. This settles (5).

If, however, vr(z1) # vr(22), then (72)2 ¢ OF and Proposition [[1.8 (2) states that 7(2) is an
apartment which proves (6). O

12. INVARIANT 1/4

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem [0.1] for A = 1/4. To this end, we first recall Drinfeld’s
linear algebra description of the map M¢ — Mp in §I2.0and §12.21 We will subsequently use this to
compute all intersection numbers in question, our final result being the simple formulas in Theorem
IVAE

12.1. Drinfeld’s Theorem. Let, for a moment, D be a CDA over F of Hasse invariant 1/n. The
main result of Drinfeld’s paper [10] states that each connected component of the RZ space Mp from
Definition is isomorphic to Deligne’s formal scheme Q’}fl. We will now formulate this result in
more detail. Our main reference is |38, §3.54], to which we also refer for more background.

Let W be an n-dimensional F-vector space. By lattice chain in W, we mean a non-empty set L of
Op-lattices in W that satisfies the following two conditions:
(1) A,A’ € L implies A C A or A’ CA.
(2) A € £ implies 7ZA C L.
Denote the set of lattice chains in W by W. Given £ € W and any lattice Ay € £, we may consider
all lattices of £ that are contained in Ay and contain wAg, say these are

Ao C AL C...C A1 CAy. (12.1)

Then £ = {n%A;, i = 0,...,k}, so we call A, C ... C Ag a representing chain for £. We next
define a m-adic affine formal scheme U, over Spf Or. Choosing a practical approach, we give the less
canonical definition in terms of a representing chain (IZI]). With this convention, the points U (.S)
for a Spf Op-scheme S are the commutative diagrams of line bundle quotients

Os ®0p Ao 25 O @0 Ap — ... —> O 80, At —= Og @0, Ao (12.2)
i%o i‘ﬂk i¢1 isao
Lo o L — 20 o 0 Lo

up to isomorphism in the pairs (£;, «;), and such that the following condition holds: The section p;(A;)
is invertible whenever A\; € A;\ A1 (fori =0,1,...,k—1) resp. A\ € Ap\7wAp (fori = k). A diagram
of the form (I2:2)) may be extended in a natural way to the full chain £ and, in this way, the definition
becomes independent of the chosen representing chain. The resulting U is isomorphic to a principal
open subset of Spf Op(Ty, ..., Tn-1)/(To - Tn—1 — 7). In particular, it is w-adic, n-dimensional, and
regular with semi-stable reduction over Spf Op.

There are open immersions Uz C Uy for all inclusions of lattice chains £’ C £. Their definition is
based on the following simple observation. Assume that As C Ay C Ay are lattices and that we are
given (L2, v2), (Lo, po) and ag o ay in the following diagram

Os ®0p Ay —— Os5 ®o, A1 —— Os ®0, Ao (12.3)

i#’z : $1 iwo
4

Lo Ly x0 Lo.
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Assume further that the outer square commutes and that ¢o(X) is invertible for all A € Ag \ Aa. Then
there is a unique way (up to isomorphism) to fill in (£, 1) and to factor ag oy as depicted. Namely
let A € Ay \ Az. Then ag(¢1(A)) = wo(A) has to be invertible, so ap has to be an isomorphism.
Thus we may put £1 = Ly, ap = id and ¢1 = polosga,- We leave it to the reader to extend this
construction to lattice chains and diagrams as in (12.2).

Assume that A, C ... C Ag represents £ as above and that £’ C £ is a subchain. Let I C {0,...,k}
be such that A; € £’ if and only if ¢ € I. The above-constructed map Uy, — U, identifies Uz with
the subfunctor of all those diagrams (IZ.2) that have the property that «;_; is an isomorphism if
i ¢ I. The maps Uz — Ug are hence open immersions. Uniqueness of the construction in (IZ3))
ensures that the family (U — Up)z/cc satisfies the cocycle condition.

Furthermore, every isomorphism ¢ : W — W’ of F-vector spaces provides a compatible family of
isomorphisms ¢ : Uz = Uy(zy- In particular, an element g € GLp(W) defines a compatible family of
isomorphisms

g: Ug L> Ugg. (12.4)
In the following we write GLr(W)° = {g € GLr(W) | v(det(g)) = 0}. If, for example, g € GLr(W)°
and gL = L, then this means that every lattice of £ is g-stable. In this case, the g-action on U is
the natural action of g on diagrams of the form (I2.2]).

Definition 12.1. Let Qp(W) denote the formal scheme that is obtained from the gluing datum
(Ugr = Ug)grce. Let GLp(W) act on Qp(W) by the action that is chart-wise given by ([I24). We
also write Q%! := Qp(F™) in the case W = F™.

Let M%, C Mp denote the open and closed formal subscheme of triples (X, k, p) such that the
height of pisi. Note that (X, x,id) € Mp(F), so M}, # 0. Furthermore, an element g € Gy, = GL,,(F)
provides an isomorphism

g My =5 MiTAvr(det@) (12.5)
Finally, a simple Dieudonné module argument shows that M’ = () if ¢ ¢ 4Z. In this way, the following
result provides a complete description of M p.

Theorem 12.2 (Drinfeld [I0]). There is a G L, (F)°-equivariant isomorphism
0;&0, 051 =5 MY, (12.6)

Here, we let Gy act from the left of Mp (instead of as from the right) by g — g~ 1. In particular, M2
is connected.

The special fiber F, @0, Qp(W) is a reduced scheme. Its set of irreducible components is in
bijection with the homothety classes of lattices A C W. The irreducible component associated to A is

a blow up of the projective projective spaces P(A) centered in the union of all Fy-rational hyperplanes
of P(A). In the case n = 2, since a blow up does not affect smooth curves, the irreducible components
of Fy ®0, Qp are of the form P(A) = Py, .

In light of (IZ.6]), we will mostly be interested in the base change of Qr (W) to O . For this reason,

we introduce the notation
Qr(W) := 0380, Qr(W), Uz :=0x80,Us. (12.7)

12.2. The Basic Construction. We now specialize to the situation of a 2-dimensional E-vector
space W. It is simultaneously a 4-dimensional F-vector space. If £ is a chain of Og-lattices in W,
then we write Ug o C Qg (W) for the corresponding chart. We also put

QE(W) = OF®OEQE(W)7 (?E,L = O}%@OEUE,ﬁ-

Let ¢ € O be some fixed generator. It may be viewed as an element of GLy(W)? and hence defines
an automorphism of Qp(W). The isomorphism in Theorem [2.2is GL (W )°-equivariant, so restricts
to an isomorphism of (-fixed points

1%

MY = Qp(W)S.
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]:%y Proposition 15, M2, is contained in the fixed points M%C. Our aim is to describe its image in
Qp(W)S.

Proposition 12.3. Precisely two of the connected components of QF(W)C are flat over Spf Ox. Each
of these is isomorphic to QE(W) The image of M2, along (IZ6) equals one of them.

Proof. The fixed points Qr(W)¢ are contained in the union of the charts U, for £ that satisfy (£ = L.
Since v(det(¢)) = 0, the condition (£ = £ means that ¢ fixes each lattices of £ individually, i.e. that
L is a chain of Opg-lattices. Given an Og-lattice A, there is a natural decomposition

Op ®0, A=AT DA~ (12.8)

because E/F is unramified. Here, the notation is such that A™ (resp. A7) is the set of elements on
which the two Og-actions coincide (resp. differ by Galois conjugation). For a Spf Og-scheme S, a
quotient line bundle

Os ®op A —2 L (12.9)
is (-stable if and only if the quotient map factors over the projection to Og ®p,, AT or over the
projection to Og ®o, A™.

Let £ € W be a chain of Og-lattices represented by wAg C A1 C Ag. Let S be a Spf Og-scheme
and consider a point of UE (S) represented by

Os ®0, (Af ® A7) 2% 05 @0, (AT ® A7) —= 05 ®0, (AT ® Ag) (12.10)

i(sao*xwo) i(s&f,wl) i(%ﬂ%)
ACO & El EQ.

ap

Then one can define a decomposition S = ST LU .S~ LI S# into open and closed subschemes in the
following way: S is the locus where both ¢, and ¢] vanish. Similarly, S~ is the locus where both
cpar and cp;r vanish. Finally, S is the complement. This decomposition is functorial and hence defines
a decomposition

Op®o,Us = UST LUS™ LU,
It is furthermore compatible with gluing maps and stable under the GL g (W )-action, and in particular
defines a decomposition

Op®0,Qr(W)S = Qp(W)>F U Qp(W)S™ U Qp(W)57.

The subscheme Qp(W)%7 lies above the special point Spec F,» C Spf O and is hence nowhere flat.
Indeed, assume for example that ¢, = 0 and gof = 0. Then ¢; is both a surjection onto a line bundle
and mp, = 0is divided by ¢, = 0. It follows that 7 = 0. The symmetric argument applies if cpar =0
and ¢ = 0.

Recall from Theorem [2.2that MY, is a flat and connected O #-scheme. We conclude that the proof
of the proposition will be complete if we can show that the two formal schemes Qp(W)%* are both
isomorphic to Qg(W). To this end, first note that every E-conjugate linear element 7 € GLp(W)
defines an isomorphism

T Qe(W)ST =5 Qp(W)o. (12.11)
It hence suffices to describe an isomorphism of Qg (W) with Qp(W)S+ say. Let £ be a chain of Op-

lattices that is represented by mAg C A1 C Ag. Let S be a Spf Og-scheme and consider an S-valued
point of the chart Ug »(S) C Qg(W)(S) represented by

id®n
05 ®op AT 25 05 ®0, Af — 05 @0, AF (12.12)

Lo Ly @0 Lo.
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Map this datum to the following point of U2’+(S):

05 ®0p (AT ®Ay) 25 05 @0, (AT @ A7) — Os @0, (AT ® AY) (12.13)

i(sﬂmo) i(%"lvo) i(sﬂoﬁ)

Lo “ L - Lo.
It is not difficult to check that this definition is compatible with gluing maps and defines an GLg(W)-

equivariant isomorphism Qg (W) E¥0) r(W)&T; we omit these details. The proof of the proposition
is now complete. 0

Which of the two flat components of (2 F(W)S the cycle MY gets identified with depends on the
choice of the comparison isomorphism in Theorem We do not need to be more precise about
this identification, however, because the definitions of Z(g) and Int(g) in §4.4 are purely in terms of
spaces with group actions and because (IZTIT]) allows to interchange the two flat components. So we
will henceforth assume that the map M2, — MY is given by the morphism from (IZ12) and ([Z13).

Remark 12.4. In fact, this is also the result one would obtain from Drinfeld’s construction during
his proof of Theorem[I2:2] Namely, his construction is such that the line bundles £y and £; in (I213))
occur as direct summands of the Lie algebra of the corresponding special Op-module. Demanding
that ¢ acts strictly on the Lie algebra in the sense of Definition [£.8] precisely means to single out the
component Qp(W)%+.

Remark 12.5. The map Qg(W) — Qp(W) from Proposition[IT2.3 was already considered by Drinfeld
and called by him the “basic construction”. His [I0, Proposition 3.1 (1)] is similar to our Proposition
23l It seems, however, that the flatness condition in Proposition 2.3 cannot be omitted.

12.3. Conormal Bundle. Let A = Ay C W be an Og-lattice. We write Uy instead of U,zy. A
similar convention will apply to Ua,ca,, Ur,a and Ug a,ca,. The special fiber F ®0 Uga of Ug,a
is GLo, (A)-equivariantly isomorphic to

F @0y, P(A) \ P(A)(Fg2) = Pg \ P (F2).
Let Py denote its closure in 2g(W). It is isomorphic to the projective line F @0, P(A).

Proposition 12.6. Let C denote the conormal bundle of Qp(W) C Qp(W). Then
deg(detC|p,) = ¢* — 1.

Proof. Our strategy is to choose a suitable generator of (det C)|l715 , and to determine the divisor of
its meromorphic extension to Py.

(1) Fix an Og-basis ey, e for A. Write O ®0, A = AT ® A~ as before. For an element e € A, put

et =(Re-1®CcAt, e =(Re—-1®CcA. (12.14)

Then (ef,eF) forms an Og-basis of A*. Let ¢ : Oy, ®o, A — L be the universal quotient. Using

that we are working over O which contains Og, write ¢ = (¢T, ¢~ ) as in (I210). Comparing (I2.10)

with (I2ZI3), we see that Ug s C Uy is defined by the condition ¢~ = 0. Since e], e; is a basis of

A~ this is the same as the two conditions ¢(e] ) = ¢(e; ) = 0.
For every A € A\ mA, the image ¢()\) € L is a generator. In particular,

plef —ei) =((( =) ®es) #0.
Since ¢(e; ) vanishes along U 2.A as seen before, ¢(e;) is invertible near U £,A- Thus the two functions

o(er)/elel) and p(e5)/@(ed) are defined on a Zariski open neighborhood of U  and generate the
ideal defining UE A C Up. Their wedge product

Cler,e2) *=
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is then a generator of detCly .

2) We next determine the behaviour of ¢, .,y under change of basis. Let f; = ae; 4+ ces and
(e1,e2)
f2 = be1 + dey for some A = (2Y) € GLy(Og). Then

. plef)ples)  (apler) +ep(es)) A (bpler) + dip(e; )
VB ) e () e(ef)pled)
+ +
= det(A) 7@(61)@(62_,’_) Cley,e2)"
e(fiN)e(fs)
Poles and zeroes of the proportionality factor (when restricted to Py) are described as follows. For
two elements e, f € A, the ratio p(et)/o(f1) is a scalar if and only if et = f* mod . Otherwise, it

is the rational function with simple zero at the line {(¢*) and simple pole at (fT).
(3) Let Ay C A be the Og-lattice generated by meq, e2. We claim that c(c, ,) extends to a generator

(12.15)

of detC|ﬁEyAch. Consider for this the universal point of ﬁAch, say

id®mw

Oty cr ®0r A—=0p, _, ®0p Mt —= O, | @0, A (12.16)
i‘p ¢‘P1 ig&
L = L4 « L.

Since ¢(A) is a generator of L for every A € A\ Ay and since similarly ;1 (\1) is a generator of £; for
every A1 € A1 \ mAy, the ideal defining le,Ach - ﬁAch is generated by

ple) 4 euler)
o(er) p1(e3)

on a Zariski open neighborhood of l?E A, cA- The map ap becomes an isomorphism when restricting
the diagram (I2.I6]) to the open subset Up C ﬁAch- Since also ¢ = g o @1, we see that

80(61) A 801(62) = Cler.on)

ple)  e1(e3) iy n, cn

as claimed.

This argument applies symmetrically to the lattice (e1,me2) C A. So we have shown that the
element c(c, ,), which is a meromorphic section of the line bundle det C|p,, has neither a zero nor a
pole at the points (e1), (e2) € P(A)(F,2).

(4) It is left to show that c(., ,) extends with a simple zero over all other Fg-rational points
(e1), (e2) # (f) € P(A)(Fg2). We know from Step (3) that c(y.,) is a generator of detC|p, at (f).
From Step (2), we have that

0(61762)/C(f,€2) € OE ) @(er)/(P(eIr)'

Moreover, the function ¢(f*)|p, vanishes with simple zero at (f) while ¢(e]) is regular in (f) because
(f) # (e1). Thus we have proved that

diV(C(51752)) = PA(FqZ) \ {<61>, <62>}
and obtain the claimed identity deg(detC|p,) = ¢* — 1. a

12.4. Intersection numbers. Let ¢ = 1 + 2, € GLr(WW) be a regular semi-simple element; set
z = z4. Recall that Z(g) # 0 only for topologically nilpotent z (Proposition [£.23]), so we also impose
this condition on 2. Then g lies in GLr(W)°. Let (L = F[z?],r,d) be the numerical invariant of
z. Let Qp(W) — Qp(W) be the closed immersion defined by ([Z12) and (IZIJ). Our aim is to
determine the intersection locus

Qe(W)Ng-Qe(W).
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Let A C W be an Og-lattice such that zA C A. Define O ®0, A = AT ® A~ as in (I2.8). Then z
satisfies zZAT C A~ and zA~ C AT because it is E-conjugate linear.

Definition 12.7. Let £ be a chain of Op lattices in W, represented by a single lattice A or a pair
Ao C Ay C Ag. We define U b S Upc as the closed formal subscheme of all those S-valued points

id®w
Os ®o, AT Os ®op Aar—®>(’)s ®op Af —— 05 ®0, AL

L Lo z L = Lo
that satisfy [poz: A~ — L] =0, resp. [p; 0z : A — L;] =0 for both i =0, 1.
Proposition 12.8. Let WY denote the set of g-stable chains of Og-lattices. Then

QeW)ng-QeW)= |J Ui,
LeWI

Proof. Consider a chart U gr C Q g(W). Its image under ¢ is contained in [79[, which can only
intersect Qg (W) non-trivially if gL is again a chain of Og-lattices. This is equivalent to zA C A

because z is topologically nilpotent by assumption (compare Lemma [B21] (1)). Then we obtain that
gL = L. Thus we find

Qe(W)Ng-Qp(W) = U UpcNg-Upy.
Lews
Recall that zA* C A¥. So given an S-valued point (£, (¢,0)) resp. (Li, (¢s,0))i—0.1 of U s as in
([@213)), we obtain that
g(‘cv (<Pa O)) = (‘Cv (<Pa @ o Z))a resp. g- (‘Cla (9017 0))1':011 = (‘C“ (9017 ¥i © Z))izoﬁl'

This point lies again in l?El if and only if ¢ o z vanishes, resp. ; o z for both ¢ = 0,1 vanishes. [

Recall that we defined the function n(z,A) = max{k € Z | zA C 7*A} in §I1I Denote by
m(z,A) := max{0,n(z, A)} its non-negative cut-off.
Proposition 12.9. Let g = 1+ 2z, € GLp(W) be regular semi-simple with z = z4 topologically
nilpotent. Then m(z, \) equals the multiplicity of Py in Qe(W)Ng-Qe(W) in the sense that

(Qe(W)Ng-Qp(W))Pme = > m(z,A) - [Py]
{ACW Og-lattice}/EX*

as 1-cycles on QE(W) Here, the pure locus is meant in the sense of Definition [I0.1l

Proof. By Proposition 2.8 the multiplicity of Py can only be positive if zA C A. In this situation,
it equals the maximal integer k£ such that

| [poz: AT — L], (12.17)
where (L, ¢) denotes the universal point over U g,a. This integer is evidently equal to n(z, A). O

Definition [0 also provides a definition of the artinian locus (Qg(W)Ng-€2z (W))**. Furthermore,
recall that we defined 7 (z) as the set of homothety classes of Og-lattices in which n(z, —) takes its
maximum (Definition [T4]). Also recall the following terminology for points on Qg (W):

Definition 12.10. A closed point of QE(W) is called superspecial if it is defined over Fjp2. The
superspecial points are hence precisely the intersection points Py N Py for lattice chains tA C A’ C A
and in bijection with the edges of B.

Proposition 12.11. The artinian part (Qp(W) N g - Qe(W))* is non-empty if and only if T(z) is
an edge and r € 47+ 2. In this case, the artinian part is of length one and located in the superspecial
point of that edge.
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Proof. We first reconsider the situation from ([ZIT7). Write z = 7™(*}) z5. Then, by definition of the
artinian part, ¢ o z is a defining equation for (Q2g(W) N g - Qe(W))** on Ug x. If the kernel of z
is non-zero, however, then it defines an IF2-point of Py which, in particular, does not lie in U B.A- It
follows that the support of (z(W) N g - Qp(W))** is contained in the superspecial points. We next
compute the local equations in such a point with Proposition 2.8

Let m1Ag C A1 C Ag be a representative of a chain of Og-lattices. Assume that zA; C A;, otherwise
U}%’L = (). Pick a compatible basis, say Ag = Oge; + Oges and A; = 1Oge; + Oges. Then A(jf and
/}f have the bases (ef,eF) and (wei, ef), see (IZI4). In these coordinates, the universal point over
Ug,c may be written as

1 e
Os ®o, AL (—”)> Os ®o, AT (—11 Os @0, A (12.18)
im—(l u) i@l—(v 1) i@o—(l u)

OUE,[, — OUE,[, — OUE,L
where Up s C SpfOg(u,v)/(uv — 7) is an open that contains the superspecial point Py, N Py, =
V(u,v). We have already seen that (Qz(W)Ng-Qp(W))a* is supported in superspecial points. So we
henceforth work over the formal completion Spf Og[u, v]/(uv — 7). Write z = (2. %) 0 € M2(Og)o
with respect to the basis (e1,e2). Here, 0 € Gal(E/F) denotes the Galois conjugation. Note that
o(ef) =e; and o(e; ) = e;. Thus the map from Ay to AJ defined by z is given by ( 2 %) with respect
to the bases (e],es) and (e],e; ). The vanishing conditions defining U§£ N Spf Og[u,v]/(uv — )

then become
(u 1) <ﬂ‘_’c Z>_0, and (1 v) (Z Zb>_ . (12.19)

(1 v) (Z)_o — (@ 1) (ﬂ‘_’c>_o.

(u 1) <Z>_0 — (1 v) (Zb)_o.

Therefore, (I2.19)) is equivalent to just

Note that

and

bu+d =0.

a b\ . fd V
(wc d) - (wc’ d’) ’
where m = m(z, Ag) is chosen maximally. We claim that the ideal (a + ¢v,bu + d) is principal unless
a',d € 7O and b, ¢ € O). We furthermore claim that if the ideal is not principal, then it equals
7™ (u,v).
Note that (a+cv, bu+d) is principal if and only if Py, NPy, ¢ (Qe(W)Ng-Qe(W))**. Moreover,
if it equals 7™ (u, v), then

(Qe(W)Ng-Qep(W))> NSpf Ogu,v]/(uv —7) = V(u,v).

=0
{“ v (12.20)

Write

In order to prove the claim, observe that
a+cven R or at+cven vR*

and
bu+denmR* or bu+denuR*
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for a uniquely determined pair of integers (r, s). The only possibility for (IZ20)) giving a non-principal
ideal is » = s, in which case r = s = m and

a+cvenmvR>
bu+de rmm™uR*.

This is equivalent to a’,d’ € mOg and V/, ¢ € Oy, which proves our claim. The property ’,d’ € 7Op
and b, ¢’ € O} implies that m = maxn(z,—) and that r — 4m = v(det (7~ 2™22)) = 2. Since r € 4Z
whenever L is split (see Remark [[1.9), this shows that we are in cases (2) or (4) of Theorem [[T.10 as
claimed. (Being in one of these two cases is equivalent to r € 4Z + 2 and T (z) being an edge.)

Conversely, assume that r € 4Z + 2 and that T(z) is an edge. Let mAg C Ay C Ag be the
lattices representing that edge. Choose a compatible basis e, e of Ag as above. We have m(z, Ag) =
m(z,A1) =: m because T (z) = {Ao, A1} by assumption. In other words there are a’,b',¢',d’ € Og
such that 77"z is given by the matrices

a v q a7
wc d an d d

with respect to the bases e1,es € Ag and mwey,es € A;j. Each of these two matrices has an invertible
entry because m was chosen maximally. Furthermore, both matrices are still topologically nilpotent
because v(detg(m~*™2%)) = 2. Thus a/,d" € 7Op and V',¢’ € OF. The previous calculation now

%

shows that Py, N Py, € (Qe(W)Ng-Qg(W))™* with local ring of length 1 as claimed. O

We define the following auxiliary intersection number. Write L* = T’ x O} for some subgroup
I' C L* as in Definition E2T] and let Ty = ' N GLp(W)?. Then Ty = {1} if L is a field or [y & Z if
L = F x F. Note that the action of L* preserves both Qg (W) and ¢ - Qg(W), so we can define

Into(g) = (Do\Q&(W), Lo\g- QE(W)>FO\QF(W)'

Proposition 12.12. This intersection number is given by the following formula.
(1) If L is a field, then Into(g) = r/2.
(2) If L2 F x F, then Intg(g) = 0.

%

Proof. Proposition states that the multiplicity of Py in Qg(W)Ng - Qp(W) is m(z,A). Define
pa = —m(z,A) [(¢* = 1)+ (Pa, (@p(W) N g Qp(W)™)] .

Here, the term ¢? — 1 is the degree of the conormal bundle (Proposition IZ.6) and the intersection
pairing is that of divisors on Qp (W). By Corollary I0.3] we have

Into(g) = len ((9 + 3 Pa. (12.21)

A € To\{Og-lattices in W}/EX*

ro\(sz<W>ng-ﬁE<W>)”°)

We next compute the summands py for all A with m(z,A) > 1. Put m = maxm(z,—) and T = T (2);
assume that m > 1. By [23] Lemma 4.7], the intersection numbers of the curves Py are given by

0 PyNPy =0
(Py, PA’>§2E(W) =41 Py N Py = {pt}
—(>+1) Pp = Pn.
(i) First assume that A ¢ 7. Then A has some multiplicity i = m(z,A) with 1 <4 < m. Precisely ¢*

of its neighbors have multiplicity ¢ — 1 and a single neighbor has multiplicity ¢ + 1 (Proposition [T.3]).
Thus

pa=—i[(*=1)—i(@+1)+¢*(i—1)+ (i+1)] =0.
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(ii) Now assume that A has multiplicity m, i.e. lies in 7. By Theorem [[T.10, the valency va of A in
Tis0,1,2o0r ¢g+1. Then A has vy many neighbors of multiplicity m and ¢? + 1 — vy many neighbors
with multiplicity m — 1. It follows that

pa=-m[(¢* = 1) =m(¢> + 1) + mva + (m — 1)(¢° + 1 —va)] = (2 — va)m.

We now evaluate (IZZ1)) for the six possible shapes of T from Theorem An observation that
applies in all cases is that pp # 0 only for A € T, see (i) above, so the discussion will only involve the
set T. Moreover, Proposition [2Z.IT] states that the artinian part (Qz(W) Ng-Qg(W))** is of length
1 precisely in cases (2) and (4), and 0 otherwise. We will also use Lemma in every case to relate
m with 7.

(1) Assume that L/F is inert and that r € 4Z. Then T is a (g + 1)-regular ball of radius d around a
single vertex, 'y = {1}, there are no embedded components, and 4m = r. If d = 0, then (ii) above
shows that

Into(g) = 2m = r/2.
For d > 1, let A be the number of vertices of 7 with valency 1 and let B be the number of those with
valency ¢ + 1. It is easy to check that A — (¢ — 1)B = 2 for every d > 1. Applying (ii) again, we find
Into(g) = m(A—(¢g—1)B) =2m =1r/2.

(2) Assume that L/F is inert and that r € 4Z + 2. Then T is an edge, I'g = {1}, there is a single
embedded component of length 1, and 4m + 2 = r. We obtain from (ii) that

Into(g) =1+ 2m =1r/2.

(3) Assume that L/F is ramified and that r € 4Z. Then T is a (¢ + 1)-regular ball of radius d around
an edge, I'o = {1}, there are no embedded components, and 4m = r. If d = 0, then (ii) immediately
shows

Intg(g) = 2m = r/2.
For d > 1, let again A be the number of vertices of T with valency 1 and let B be the number of those

with valency g+ 1. It is again checked that A — (¢ — 1)B = 2 for every d > 1. Applying (ii) again, we
find

Into(g) = m(A—(¢g—1)B) =2m =r/2.
(4) Assume that L/F ramified and that r € 4Z + 2. Just like in case (2), we obtain

Intg(g) = r/2.

(5) Assume that L = F x F and that 2% = (z1, 22) has the property v(z1) = v(22). Then T is a
(g+1)-regular ball of radius d around an apartment. The action of the group I'g 2 Z on this apartment
is by a translation with two orbits. Moreover, there is no artinian contribution.

Assume first that d = 0. Then every A € T has valency 2 and hence py = 0 by (ii) above. It
follows that

Into(g) = 0.
Assume now that d > 1. Let A be the number of vertices of T\ 7 of valency 1 and let B denote those
of valency g + 1. One checks that A — (¢ —1)B =0 foralld > 1, so
Into(g) = m[A — (¢ — 1)B] = 0.

(6) Assume finally that L = F x F and that z? = (21, 22) has the property v(z1) # v(22). Then T
is an apartment on which I'y acts with two orbits. There is no artinian contribution and one obtains
just as before that

Into(g) = 0.
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We can now determine the intersection numbers Int(g) for D = D;/, and prove our arithmetic
transfer conjecture (Conjecture L26]) in this situation. Let the notation be as in §% in particular,
G’ = GL4(F) and Gy denote the two groups that intervene in the formulation of the AT conjecture.
Let f},, and f{,, denote the two test functions from §5l

Theorem 12.13. Let g € Gy, be a regular semi-simple element with numerical invariants (L,r,d).
The intersection number Int(g) is non-zero only if r > 0. In this case, it is given by

T L/F unramified
Int(g) = ¢ r/2 L/F ramified (12.22)
0 L/F split.

In particular, Conjecture [1.26] holds for D = D4 with correction function —4qlog(q) - fp,.. In other
words, for every reqular semi-simple v € G

rs’

2 Int(g) log(q) if there exists a matching g € Gy (12.23)
0 otherwise. '

90(v, fp) —4qOrb(y, fp,,)log(q) = {

Proof of Identity (1I222). The statement about the vanishing of Int(g) for » < 0 follows from Propo-
sition [£.23] We henceforth assume that r > 0 and even that z, is topologically nilpotent.

Recall that M%) C Mp and ML C Mc denote the connected components triples (Y, ¢, p) resp.
(X, K, p) where the height of p is i. Also recall that M%, and MY non-empty precisely if i € 4Z.
Moreover, an element h € G, = GL4(F), resp. h € Hy, = GLy(FE), has the property

h: M, = ./\/lgM(dCtF(h)), resp. h: M = M?M(dcm(h)).

By definition, the Serre tensor construction doubles the height, i.e. is such that M% = Mg N M%.
Recall that we wrote L* =T x OF and I'o = ' N GLp(W)? before. Let I'y C T be a complement
to I'p and let 8 € 'y N Of, be a generator. Then

; MF®if L/F is ramified or split
OMp = M6 . .
P if L/F is unramified.

In other words, T'1\mo(Mc) = {0} or {0,8}, depending on the case. Thus if L is ramified or split,
then

Int(g) = Into(g)
and we are done by Theorem If L is inert however, then we obtain

Int(g) = Into(g) + (Fo\M¢&, To\(g- ME))ro\aas,-

Let h € Hp, be any with vg(det(h)) = 1. Then h : MY 5 M3, as well as h~1(ME) = ML and
h=Y(gME) = hgh=* M%. (Recall that the Gy-action is a right action.) We obtain that

Int(g) = Into(g) + Into(hgh™").

But hgh~! and g lie in the same Hj, double coset, so have the same numerical invariant (L, 7, d). Propo-
sition [2.12] shows that Intg(g) only depends on the numerical invariant, so we obtain Intg(hgh~!) =
Intg(g) and then Int(g) = r as claimed. O

Proof of Identity (IZ23). Let v € G., be a regular semi-simple element with numerical invariant
(L,r,d). First consider the case that r is odd. Then there is no matching element g € G, see rows 2
and 5 of Table[I] so we need to show that the left hand side of (I2Z:23)) vanishes.

The sign of the functional equation of ff,. is (—1)" and hence negative if r is odd. This shows
Orb(v, fp.,) = 0. Proposition B3 for odd r moreover states that 90rb(, f5,) = 0 which is the desired
vanishing.

Now we consider the case where r is even. There exists a matching element g € G} for v if and
only if L is a field or if L & F X F and r € 47, see rows 1 and 3 of Table[Il No matter which case,
(EI0) shows the equality of the two sides in (I2223). O
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13. INVARIANT 3/4

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem for Hasse invariant 3/4. It will turn out, however,
that the geometry for invariant 3/4 is closely related to the one for invariant 1/4. So we will, in
fact, consider the two intersection problems for D € {D; 4, D3/4} simultaneously. For this reason we
introduce the following notation: We write My, A € {1/4,3/4}, for the RZ space for D = D). We
similarly write G = DS for the group G and G for the group Gy.

We also choose compatible presentations of D;,4 and D3/4: Let Fy/F denote an unramified field
extension of degree 4 and let o € Gal(Fy/F) be its Frobenius. For both choices of A\, we fix an
embedding Fy — D, and a uniformizer II € Dy that normalizes F; and satisfies [I* = 7 € F. Then
Ha = o(a)Il if A = 1/4 and [la = o3(a)Il if A = 3/4, for a € Fy. We assume that the embedding
E — D is such that E C Fy. Then w = II2? is a uniformizer of O¢ and we obtain the presentation

13.1. Conormal Bundle.

Proposition 13.1. Let P C M¢ be any irreducible component of the special fiber. The degree of the
conormal bundle C of Mc — Mg,y on P is the same as in the case of invariant 1/4,

deg(detC|p) = ¢* — 1.

Proof. Our proof is by showing that the degrees of the conormal bundles for M¢c — M/, and
Mc — M3,y agree. Then Proposition yields that the degree is ¢> — 1 in both cases. So let
M = My or M = Mg, and let T C Oy be the ideal sheaf such that Mc = V(Z). The conormal
bundle is Z/Z°.

Let (Y, ¢, p) be the universal point over M and let D be the covariant Op-Grothendieck—Messing
crystal of Y evaluated at the thickening V(Z?), viewed with trivial PD-structure. It is endowed with
an O¢ = Op, [w]-action ¢ by functoriality. This provides a Z/4-grading D = @ D; where

D; ={x €D |a)(z) =c'(a)r, a€ O}

Then w is homogeneous of degree 2 and each graded piece is a vector bundle of rank 2.

Write D = D/ID, D; = D;/ID; and denote by F; C D; the Hodge filtration of Y. Recall that
D/F = Lie(Y) is the Lie algebra. The special condition (see Definition [4.9)) in particular requires that
Op C Op, acts via the natural map O — Oy on Lie(Y') which implies that F; = D; for i = 1, 3.

Next, consider X := Op®op,, Y with its natural Op-action. The evaluation of its O p-Grothendieck—
Messing crystal at V(Z?) is P := Op ®o. D by functoriality. The action of O, C Op again provides
a Z/4-grading P = @ P;. It may be refined as follows: Write Op = Op @® IO, where II is the
previously chosen uniformizer of D. We denote by ITY, IID etc. the summands II ® Y, II ® D etc.
Then P is a direct sum of eight terms:

Dy @ Dy @ Dy &) Ds
P= @ ® @ ® (13.1)
Dy @ IIDipaxn @ Doy @ IIDgygn,

where P; = D; ® IID;45. The operator II acts homogeneously of degree —4\. Let Q C P denote the
Hodge filtration of the restriction to V(Z?) of the universal point of M. It is Op-stable, meaning it
is IT-stable and graded (Q = @ Q; with Q; C P;).

The ideal Z/Z? tautologically defines the closed subscheme Mo C V(Z?). This subscheme is also
characterized by the three properties from Proposition Consider the first one, M C Z(«(Og)).
The vertical grading P = D @ IID in (I3 also equals the decomposition into the two eigenspaces of
P under the x(Ofg) ®o, pt(Og)p~t-action. (This action exists on Op ®o, Y and lifts to the crystal
evaluated at V(Z?2).) Thus the intersection V (Z?)N Z(.(Og)) as closed subscheme of V(Z?) is defined
by the condition that Q is vertically graded in the sense Q@ = (QND) ® (QNID). As Q is already
Z/4-graded, this is equivalent to
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We claim that in fact V(Z) = V(Z?)N Z((Og)). For this we need to check that the further conditions
(1) and (2) from Proposition [415] are implied by ([I3.2]).

Condition (1) just says that the rank of Q; N D; is 1 for ¢ = 0,2 and 2 for ¢ = 1,3. This already
holds on V(Z) and extends to any infinitesimal thickening. (The rank of a locally free module is locally
constant. )

Condition (2) states that #(IT) defines an isomorphism IT: Xy = X, where X = X, @ X_ is the
decomposition into eigenspaces of X defined on V(Z%) N Z(.(Og)). Just like (1) above, this condition
can be checked over V(7).

In summary, we see that V(Z) C V(Z?) is defined by ([[3.2). This condition is further equivalent
to D; C Q; and IID;4144x C Q41 for i = 1,3, because these inclusions hold over V(Z). Since Q is
II-stable, it is equivalent to only require D; C Q; for i = 1,3. So we see that Z/Z? is defined by the
vanishing of the two maps

Dl — ﬁl, Dg — ﬁg, El = ,Pl/QZ

These two maps are known to vanish modulo Z, so they factor over D; and Ds;. We thus obtain an
exact sequence of vector bundles on Mg,

0—K-—DieL oD Ly — I/I? — 0. (13.3)

Denote its middle term by £. Note that IT: £;, 4\ = L; for i = 1,3 and that £14) ® L3145 is the Lie
algebra of Y. It follows that the determinant of £ is independent of whether A = 1/4 or 3/4. What
is left to show is that the determinant of K[y () is also independent. (Here, V() denotes the special
fiber of M¢.) This relies on the commutative diagram

D, —=D;——=D,
ml @Sl Wl (13.4)
Write " : L4101 — L£; 7! for the dual map on inverse line bundles. We claim that K is generated
by all sections of the form
(u1 ® w"'s3, —wuy @ s3), (wWuz @ 81, —uz @ w@"s1), Ui € Dy, 840 € Liga L. (13.5)

To prove this, it is sufficient to locally exhibit elements of the form ([3.0) that generate a rank 2 direct
summand of £. The top row of (I34) has a normal form, meaning there locally exist bases e1, f1 of
D1 and eg, f3 of D3 such that w is given by

= ()= (1) = =(5)=(F):

In particular, we, and w f3 are nowhere vanishing sections. Also assume that s; € £; 71, with i = 1, 3,
are local generators. Then

(61 ®wv83,—w€1®83) and (wf3®81,—f3®wv81)

lie in KC and are fiberwise linearly indpendent, hence generate K.
From now on we restrict to the special fiber V(7) C M¢. The above normal form statement implies
that the outer terms in the following canonical exact sequences are line bundles:

0 — ker(w

p,) — D; — Im(w|p,) — 0.
The previous computation specializes to the fact that
K/nK = ker(w|p,) ® L] @ ker(w|p,) ® L3 (13.6)

as subsheaf of £/7€. The determinant of IC/7/C is then the tensor product of all four line bundles
that occur on the right hand side of (I3.6). This product is independent of A, as was to be shown. [
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13.2. Intersection Locus (Simplified Formulation). Let ¢ € G5 be a regular semi-simple
element. Write z = z,. Our next aim is to rephrase the definition of Z(g) = McNg- Mc in a simpler
way.

Since the framing object (Y,¢) that goes into the definition of M¢ has no étale part, Lemma .27
states that Mo Ng- Me = 0 unless z is toplogically nilpotent. So we assume for the following
discussion that z is topologically nilpotent. Then Proposition [4.23] states that

McecNg - Mo = MenZ(2). (13.7)

(We recall that Z(z) denotes all those (X, k,p) € M, such that pzp~! € End(X), see I6).) In
terms of the element II € Dy we chose at the beginning of §I3] we have Op, = Oc @ IIO¢ and obtain
a presentation of (X, k) as

X=Y@IY, &)= <1 LW)) , k(e) = (L(C) L(H_lcﬂ)) ceC. (13.8)

The endomorphism ring of (X, &) is then
r yw
End}) (X, k) = {<y y;v >

Description (I3.8)) applies to every Serre tensor construction, not just to framing objects. Thus,
writing z = (, ¥ ), we obtain that

Mo NZ(z)=Z(y) = {(Y,1,p) € Mc | pyp™" € End(Y)}. (13.10)

The automorphism ¢ + I~ eIl of C satisfies II7 '@l = w but its effect on F; depends on A: It is
given by II"1all = 07 1(a) if A = 1/4 and by II"all = 0=3(a) if A = 3/4. For both choices of \ we
define, with II = IIy € Dj,

Sy = {y € End%(Y)* | yey~* =TI eIy for ¢ € C}. (13.11)

z € End(Y), y € End%(Y) s.th. ye =TT elly for all ¢ € C’} . (13.9)

Let S be the union Sy /411 S3,4. Then wSy\ = Sy11/2 and, for every y € S, we have inclusions of closed
subschemes of M ¢

Z(w ly) C 2(y) € Z(wy).
This relates the intersection loci for the two different invariants. Note that for every y € S, the
element wy? lies in the centralizer EndZ(Y) which is isomorphic to M(E). Moreover, if z = (, %)
with y € S such that 1+ z € G, then the following relation of invariant polynomials holds:

Inv(l+2,T) =Inv(y; T) := charredEnd%(Y)/E(wa; T). (13.12)

(Here, the right hand side will always lie in F[T].) We call y € S regular semi-simple if Inv(y;T) is
regular semi-simple in the sense of §21 Let S,s and S» ;s denote the regular semi-simple elements of S
and Sy. The main task in the following sections is to determine the formal scheme Z(y) C Mc for

Yy € S3/4,r5'
13.3. Intersection Locus (Set-theoretic Support). Given y € Sy, our first result describes the

support Z(y)(F) in terms of Dieudonné theory. To this end, we first recall from [5] some more details
on Drinfeld’s isomorphism.

Construction 13.2. Let (M, F,V, ) be the covariant Op-Dieudonné module of a special O¢-module
(Y, ) over F. Fix an embedding Fy — E. Then the contained ring of integers Op, C O¢ induces a
Z/4Z-grading M = My @ ... ® M3. Each summand is free of rank 2 as O z-module and the operators
F, w and V are all homogeneous of degrees

degFF=—1, degV =1, degw = 2.
It follows from the special condition that
1 ifi=0mod 2

e (13.13)
0 if7=1mod 2

[Mi : VMi_l] = {
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and that [M; : wM; 5] = 1 for all i. Since w? = 7 vanishes on Lie(Y) = M/V M, there exists an
index i € {0,2} such that wM; = V2M,. Such indices are called critical.

The existence of critical indices implies that the operator 7 = V=2t is homogeneous of degree 0
and o?-linear with all slopes 0. We put A; = M7=, which is a free rank 2 module over Op = O}’;:id.
There are two cases:

M; if 4 critical

o -, (13.14)
wM;_5 if ¢ not critical.

O B Xog A = {
Assume that ¢ is critical. We obtain a line ¢ = wM;_o/7M; € P(A;/7A;)(F) and the triple (i, A;, £)
allows for a unique (up to isomorphism) reconstruction of (M, F, V).

Let us now bring the framing object (Y,:) into play. Denote its isocrystal by (N, F,V,¢). We have
seen that 7 := V2w is of degree 0 and o?-linear with all slopes 0. Put W = NZ=4 which is a 2-
dimensional E-vector space. (Recall that this is a general statement: If N is an n-dimensional F-vector
space and 7 : N — N a o'-linear automorphism with all slopes 0, then N™='4 is an n-dimensional
F-vector space where F; = Fo'=id ig the degree t unramified field extension of F'. Moreover, we have
(Fop, N™=4 gt @id) 5 (N, 7).)

We may define a map Mc(F) — Qg(W)(F) by the following construction: An ¢(O¢)-stable and
special Dieudonné lattice M C N with A; = M =id 55 above is sent to

{wMg/wMo € P(Ao/mAo)(F) if 0 is critical (13.15)

Moy/w (M) € P(w 1Ay /w1 (7A2))(F) if 2 is critical. '

It may happen, of course, that both indices are critical. In this case, the two lines in (I3.I5)) coincide
as points of Qg (W) and correspond to the diagram

whsy Ao w 1Ay

i i |

wMQ/ﬂ'MO L> Mo/wMQ —0>w*1M2/M0,

where the lower outer terms have to be identified along 7 : =1 Ma/My = ©wMs /7w My. The restriction
of the map M¢(F) — Qg(W)(F) to the height 0 connected component M (F) agrees with the map
from Drinfeld’s isomorphism in Theorem [12.2]

Definition 13.3. Given y € S, consider its action on the isocrystal (N, F,V,¢) of (Y,¢). Then y is

homogeneous of degree
-1 ifA=1/4
degy =
Y {1 it )\ = 3/4.
Define w(y) = Vyif A = 1/4 and w(y) = V" lyif A = 3/4. Then w(y) is of degree 0 and commutes with
V and w. It hence commutes with 7 and acts as a E-conjugate linear endomorphism on W = NJ =4,

In the following, we will also formulate some results for the invariant 1/4 case. We will not use
these again but hope that they clarify why and in which sense the two possibilities for A are different.

Lemma 13.4. Let (Y,t,p) € Mc(F) be a point with Dieudonné lattice M = Mo @ ... ® M3 C N.
Let i € {0,2} be a critical index of (Y,1) and let A = Ag (if i =0) or A = w 1Ay (if i = 2) be the
resulting lattice A C W. Let £ € Py(F) be the line defined by (I31H). Then (Y,¢,p) € Z(y) if and
only if

{w(y)A CAandw(y)l =0 and Im(w(y)) CL if A=1/4 (13.16)

w(y)A C A and w(y)l C ¢ if A=3/4.

Proof. Assume first that A = 1/4 so that degy = —1. Using that VMy = M; and V My = Ms, see

([I313)), we check that
(1) yM;41 € M; if and only if yVM; C M;, i.e. w(y)A C A,
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(2) yM;12 € M;4q if and only if yooM; o C wV M;, meaning VywM,; 12 C wM;, ie. w(y)l =0,
(3) yM;13 € M4 if and only if VyowM; 12 C wM, 2, i.e. w(y)l C ¢, and
(4) yM; C M3 if and only if VyV 2wM; C wM;, o, i.e. Im(w(y)) C ¢.

If A = 3/4 however, then degy = 1 and we obtain slightly different conditions:

(1) yM; € M,y if and only if V=tyM; C M;, i.e. w(y)A C A,

(2) yM;y1 C M, if and only if V=tyM; C V~2M,, 5 which is redundant after (1),

(3) yM;yo C M;, 3 if and only if V- lywM; 2 C wM; 2, i.e. w(y)l C ¢, and

(4) yM;13 C M; if and only if V- lywM; o C V~2wM; = M; which is redundant after (3).

These two lists of properties are precisely what was claimed in ([3.16]). O

For a homothety class of lattices A C W and y € S, we define
n(y, A) :==n(w(y),A), m(y,A) :=max{0,n(y,A)}. (13.17)
Also let Z(y)° := Z(y) N MY. Lemma [[34 shows that, under the isomorphism M 22 Q (W),

zwmc U R
ACW, n(y,A)>0
Recall that 7T (w(y)) C B denotes the set of those homothety classes of lattices A C W in which

n(y, A) takes its maximum and that the shape of 7 (w(y)) was described in Theorem [[T.T0l The next
corollary combines this result with Lemma [13.4]

Corollary 13.5. Assume that y € Sy is reqular semi-simple. The set Z(y)°(F) has the following
description, in dependence on A and the maximum n(y) = maxacw n(y, A) of the multiplicity function.

(1) Assume n(y) < 0. Then Z(y)° = 0.

(2) Assume n(y) =0 and A = 1/4. Then Z(y)° # 0 if and only if w(y) is topologically nilpotent. In
this case, T(w(y)) is an edge and Z(y)°(F) the corresponding superspecial point.

(3) Assume n(y) =0 as well as X\ = 3/4 and det(w(y)?) € Of. Then Z(y)° N Px(F) # 0 if and only
if A€ T(w(y)). In the non-empty case,

1Z2(y)° N PA(F)| =g+ 1. (13.18)

Moreover, for every edge of T(w(y)), the corresponding superspecial point lies in Z(y)°(F).

(4) Assume n(y) = 0 as well as X\ = 3/4 and det(w(y)?) € O \ Of. Then Z(y)°(F) consists of the
superspecial points that correspond to edges of T (w(y)).

(5) Assume n(y) > 1. Then
zp®m = | P

Ae{A|n(y,A)>1}

Proof. Cases (1) and (5) follow immediately from Lemma [[34l For case (2), observe that (I310)
implies that Z(y)? # 0 can only hold if w(y) is topologically nilpotent. Then Proposition T8 (1)
ensures that 7 (w(y)) is an edge and Lemma [[T1] shows that the unique w(y)-stable line in P (F) is
the corresponding superspecial point. By Lemma [[3.4] this point lies in Z(y)°(F) .

We turn to cases (3) and (4). Lemmal[3dlstates that Z(y)°N P (F) is non-empty only if w(y)A C A.
Under the assumption n(y) = 0, this is equivalent to A € T (w(y)). Moreover, if w(y)A C A, then it
states that Z(y)® N Pa(F) equals the set of w(y)-stable lines £ € Py (F).

In case (3), if A € T(w(y)), then w(y) defines a o-linear automorphism of F ®r , A. It is a simple
fact that every o-linear automorphism of a two-dimensional F-vector space has precisely g + 1 fixed
lines, so we obtain Identity (I3:I8). Moreover, edges emanating from A in 7 (w(y)) are in bijection
with the Fg2-rational w(y)-fixed points in Py (F). In particular, each such edge defines a point of
Z(4)° 1 Pa(F).
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FIGURE 2. Tllustration of case (3) of Corollary I3 for L/F inert and ¢ = 2. Each
line represents a curve of the special fiber of M. The four thick lines correspond to
the homothety classes A with n(y, A) = 0. Their dual graph is depicted on the left
in Figure [l The scheme Z(y)° consists of ¢ + 1 points on each thick line. For the
central curve, these points are all superspecial. For the remaining g + 1 curves, one
point is superspecial and the other ¢ are non-superspecial.

The arguments for case (4) are the same. The only difference is that w(y)|a, for A € T (w(y)), is
not invertible anymore. This implies that every w(y)-stable line £ € P, (FF) is defined over F,2 and
hence comes from an edge of A in 7 (w(y)) as claimed. O

13.4. Cartier Theory. Let R be an Op-algebra in which 7 is nilpotent. Then formal w-divisible
groups over R are equivalent to reduced Op-Cartier modules over R, cf. [10, §1]. We will use this
equivalence to compute the scheme structure of Z(y) and, to this end, collect some general results in
this section.

We denote by Wo,. (R) the ring of Op-Witt vectors of R with respect to the chosen uniformizer =
as in [10, §1]. For x € Wo, (R), we write ¥’z and Yz for Frobenius and Verschiebung. They satisfy
the relations

Firf=11, "ae=nz, (Yz)-y="(2-"y).
We denote by E(R) = Wo,. (R)[F,V] the Op-Cartier ring over R. It is the non-commutative ring
generated over Wo,.(R) by two elements F' and V' that satisfy the relations (where x € Wo,.(R))

VaF =V2, Fzx=%zF 2V=VFz, FV=r.

The third relation implies that if M is an E(R)-left module, then the action of Wo, (R) on M/VM
factors through W(R)/ VW (R) = R.

Definition 13.6. A reduced Op-Cartier module over R is an E(R)-left module M such that V :
M — M is injective, such that M = lim;>o M/V*M and such that M/V M finite locally free over R.

In the following, we will simply say “Witt vectors” and “Cartier module” instead of “Op-Witt
vectors” and “reduced Op-Cartier module”. This shall never lead to confusion.

Let M be a Cartier module over R such that M/V M is free over R. Let v1,...,v4 € M be elements
that reduce to an R-basis of M/V M. Such a tuple is called a V-basis for M. Then for every element

m € M there are unique coeflicients ¢, ; € R, n > 0,4 =1,...,d, such that
d
m=> > V'cnilv. (13.19)
n>0 i=1

Conversely, by the V-completeness of M, every tuple of coefficients ¢, ; € R defines an element of M
by (I319). In particular, there are unique elements r; ;, € R such that

d
Fry; = Z Z V™rijmly;- (13.20)

n>0 j=1
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These r; ;. , are called the structure constants of (M, 1, ..., v4) and they uniquely determine the E(R)-
module structure on M. More precisely, by [50, Theorem 4.39], the E(R)-linear map E(R)? — M,
e; — y; is surjective with kernel generated by the elements

d
Fei=Y Y V'rijale;, i=1,....d (13.21)

n>0 j=1

By (I319), an E(R)-linear endomorphism f : M — M is uniquely determined by the images m; =
f(7:). These may be (non-uniquely) lifted to elements m; € E(R)4. Conversely, let (my,...,mq) €
E(R)? be a tuple of elements with images (my, ..., mgq) € M9 Then the E(R)-linear map E(R)¢ —
E(R)?, e; = m; descends to M if and only if it preserves the relations (I3.2I)), meaning that for all
i=1,...,d, the following relation holds in M:

d
Fmi = Z ZV”[T@j,n]mi. (1322)

n>0 j=1

Recall that m — [r] = V¢ for a unit £ € Wo, (Or)*. Using the relation V¢ = VEF in E(R), we can
multiply (I3:20) with V¢ to obtain a description of multiplication by , say

d
™ = [mhyi+ Y0 DV signl (13.23)

n>1 j=1

Multiplication by V' on a Cartier module is injective by definition so the coefficients s; ; , determine
the structure constants r; ; , uniquely. Moreover, the relation (I3:22) holds for a tuple (ma,...,mq)
if and only if the analogous relation for multiplication by « holds,

d
mm; = [wlmi + Y > V"[sijn]mi. (13.24)

n>1 j=1

Proposition 13.7. Let M be a Cartier module over R such that M/VM is free over R. Let
Yi,---va € M be a V-basis and let (my,...,mq) € M? be a tuple of elements. Let f : M — M
be the map of sets defined by

d d
SN VU enilvi v Y >V enilma. (13.25)

n>0 i=1 n>0 i=1

Then f defines a Cartier module endomorphism of M if and only if (f o w)(v;) = (wo f)(y:) for all
i=1,....d

Proof. This is a reformulation of what was said in conjunction with (I3:24]). O

Definition 13.8. Let 7,...,v4 be a V-basis of a Cartier module M and let (m1,...,mq) € M? be
a tuple of elements. We call the map in ([I3:25]) the V-series substitution map defined by ~; — m,,
i=1,...,d.

Assume that R is equipped with the structure of an O -algebra and let M be the Cartier module
of a special O¢-module (Y, t) over R. Then the O¢-action provides a Z/4Z-grading

M=My® M, &My® Mz, degV =1, degF = —1, degw = 2. (13.26)

We assume that each component of Lie(Y) = My/VMs @ M2/V M, is free as R-module and fix a
homogeneous V-basis 79 € My and v, € M. Then the general descriptions in (I3:223) and (I3.24)
simplify drastically because of the grading. Namely, a homogeneous element m € M; has a V-series
expansion of the form

(13.27)

) rolvi + V3relvige + VAralyi + ... if 7 is even
V[Tl]’}/ifl +V3 [TB]'YiJrl + V5 [’I”5]’}/i,1 + ... if71is odd
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with unique coefficients r; € R. So an endomorphism f of M that is homogeneous of some odd degree

i, say, is uniquely described by two V-series

o — Viayicr + V3{as]yigr + Vo as]vie1 + - - -,
Y2 == V[bi]vitr + V3 {bs]yio1 + VO [bs]yies + ...

We ultimately care about the endomorphisms y € S3/4. These are precisely those endomorphisms
that are homogeneous of degree i = 1 and commute with w. Let

(13.28)

o [xolye + V3 {z2)vo + VAzalye + .-
Y2 — [yolvo + V2[y2lve + VAyalyo + - . .

be the V-series expansion of «(w). Note that zoyo = 7 holds because w
M/VM.

Corollary 13.9. Let i € {1,3} and let a1,a3,as,...,b1,b3,b5,... € R be any elements. Let f : M —
M be the V-series substitution map defined by (I328)). Then [ defines a w-linear endomorphism of

M if and only if (wo f)(v;) = (f o w)(y;) for both j =0,2.

Proof. The “only if” direction is clear. Conversely, the assumption implies that (7o f)(v;) = (fom)(v;)
for both j = 0,2 because w? = 7. Then apply Proposition [3.7l a

(13.29)

2 = 7 acts as 7 on Lie(M) =

13.5. Intersection Locus (Superspecial Points). Throughout this section, let y € S3/4.s be a
regular semi-simple element. Our aim is to determine the scheme structure of Z(y) C M¢. Let
L = F[wy?] be the quadratic étale extension of F' defined by Inv(y; T).

Recall from Definition that w(y) = V 'y was defined as a o-linear endomorphism of the
isocrystal of Y. We now change this notation slightly and only consider the restriction w(y)|w which
we still denote by w(y). Here, W = N(}/zzw as in §I3.31 The same change of notation applies to
w(wy). Then there are the identities

2 1 2

w(wy) =7w(y), wy)? =" wy® and w(wy)’=r oy’ (13.30)

In particular, we can view both w(y)? and w(wy)? as elements of L. By Lemma [[3.4] Z(y) # () only

if w(y)? € Or. We from now on impose this assumption.
The arguments in this section will exploit the inclusions

Z(w'y) C Z(y) C Z(wy).

Here, wy and w 'y both lie in S1/4, and wy is regular semi-simple under the assumption w(y) € Op.
In terms of (1)), wy defines the element g =1+ (wy ©7Y) € G1/4,p,rs- By ([3.30), its invariant is

Inv(g; T') = charred s, g/ 5 (7 - @wy®) = Inv(1 + w(wy); T). (13.31)

All results of §12 apply to the elements g € G445 and 1 + w(wy) € GLp(W ). In particular, the
equality of invariants (I3.31]) shows that the following three schemes are all isomorphic
Z(wy)' = MLng- My Qe(W) N (14 w(wy)) - Qe(W). (13.32)
Here, i € 47 and Z(wy)® as well as Mlc again denote the loci where the height of p equals 3.
After these preparations, we now formulate and prove our results. The following three propositions

will respectively concern the case where w(y)? lies in OF, in O \ (OF Un20yr), or in 7?Or. This
matches the three cases (3), (4) and (5) in Corollary [I3.7]

Proposition 13.10. Let y € S3/4,5 be reqular semi-simple with w(y)? € OF . Then Z(y) is artinian
and each connected component is of length 1.

Proof. Let z € Z(y)(F) be any point. Using the action of Hj, we may assume z € Z(y)°. Let R be
the complete local ring @Mc,z, let m be its maximal ideal, and let I C R be the ideal defining Oz, .-

By Corollary[I3.1 if z € Pa(F), then n(w(y), A) = 0. It follows that n(w(wy), A) = 1. Moreover, by
(I330), the assumption w(y)? € O} implies that w(wy)? € 7205 . By Propositions [2:0 and I2.1T as
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well as (I3.32), Z(wy) equals the vanishing locus V(7) in a neighborhood of z. Since Z(y) C Z(wy),
this implies m € I and it is left to show that the structure map Oz — R/I is formally unramified.

Consider for this a square-zero thickening S — R/m endowed with trivial PD-structure. Denote by
D =Dy ...® Ds the evaluation of the Grothendieck—Messing O p-crystal of the special Oc-module
(Y,t) over R/m. Then y lifts to a degree 1 homomorphism y : D — D. We claim that if w(y)? € O,
then there is at most one possibility for a y-stable and O¢-stable Hodge filtration F C D. Namely
any such filtration would be graded F = Fy @ ... Pd F3 with F; C D; and

1 ifi=0,2

th(Fi) = {2 ifi=13

So we already have F; = D; if i = 1,3. Furthermore, w(y)? € Of implies that the map y: D;—; — D;
has rank 1 mod m if ¢ = 0,2. (This can be read off from the Dieudonné module.) Then we have at
most the possibility F; = yD;_1 for i = 0,2, proving both the claim and the proposition. (The images
yD;_1 need not be line bundles in general which provides an additional obstruction to deforming
(Y,t,y). This does not matter for the argument however.) O

Proposition 13.11. Let y € S3/4.,5 be regular semi-simple with w(y)* € O \ (Of Un?0L). Then
Z(y) is artinian and has the following properties:

(1) If L is a field, then each connected component of Z(y) has length 2 + 2q.
(2) If L= F x F is split, then each connected component of Z(y) has length q.

Proof. Let z € Z(y) be any point. Using the action of Hj, we may assume that z € Z(y)°. Corollary
3.5 (4) states that Z(y)°(F) consists only of superspecial points, so z is superspecial and the complete
local ring Oz, . artinian.

Let R = Oaq,. be the complete local ring of M¢ in z. It is isomorphic to Ox[u, v]/(uv — 7).
The elements u, v € R are uniquely determined up to interchanging them and/or scaling them in the
way (u,v) — (tu,t~1v) for a unit t € R*. The following auxiliary result allows to make a matching
choice of coordinates for both R and the Cartier module M of the universal special O¢c-module over
R.

Lemma 13.12. For a suitable choice of coordinates u,v € R and a suitable V-basis v9 € Moy,
Yo € Ms, the V-series presentation of w is

V2
Y s [u]y2 + 270 (13.33)
Y2 — [Vl + VE7e.
Proof. Given a V-basis 79 € My and 72 € My the V-series presentation of @ has the form
0 [ao]ye + V2 azlvo + VHaalyz + - .. (13.34)
Yo = [bolyo + V3 [balya + VAbalyo + ...

with agbg = m. If ag = by = 1 and if all higher coefficients vanish, then we may put u = ag and
v = by, and are done. So our aim is to arrange this situation for all coefficients in degree > 2.

Write M for the Cartier module obtained by base change to R/m™. Then M (0) is precisely
the Dieudonné module of the w-divisible group over the closed point. The point z in question is
superspecial, meaning both indices are critical, so V2M©) = wM(©) It follows that there is a V-
basis 760) € Méo), 750) € M2(0) with w%-(o) = V271-(2)2. We prove by induction on n, using the m-adic
completeness of R, that such a V-basis may be lifted to one as required. This is quite standard:

Assume we already found a V-basis *y(()n), ”yé") of M) such that w*y(()n) = [ao]'yén) + VQW(()H) and

@ = [bolrg” + V2" Let 7" € aHY

_ L a0 + VAR 4 V2,
T — [bols" + VS + V25,

be any lifts and write
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with 6; € ker(M*+1) — M), Any element ¢ in this kernel satisfies e = 0 and [r]e = 0, for r € m.
So we obtain our desired lifting as 71.(”“) = ﬁfn) + ;. O

Let m C R be the maximal ideal and let I C R be the ideal with R/I = Oz(,) .. Our aim is to
prove that the length of R/I is 2 + 2q if L is a field and ¢ if L is split. Since 2 + 2¢ < ¢?, it suffices
to prove that R/(I + mqs) is of the desired length. Moreover, by Theorem [[2.13] the ideal in R that
defines Oz (y),» is m(u,v) if L is a field or (7) if L is split. So we know a priori that m(u,v) C I.

Let R := R/(m? + m(u,v)) and let I = IR be the ideal that defines V(m?) N Z(y). We have
reduced to the problem to showing that the length of R/I is 2 4 2q resp. q. Let M = E(R) ®pr) M
be the reduction of M to R.

We assume from now on that u,v € R and ~p,y2 € M are chosen as in Lemma [[3.12] The special
fiber M := E(R/m) ®pr)y M of the Cartier module is the Dieudonné module of the special fiber of
the special O¢g-module over R. In particular, it has the property that VM = 7M because, for a
superspecial point, both indices are critical. Let aq, b1, as, b3, ... € F be the coeflicients of the V-series
that define y € End(M) in the sense of (I3.25), i.e.

)0 — Viadyo + VP aslya + VP{aslyo + .., (13.35)
' Yo —> V[bl]’}/z + Vs[bg]’)/o + Ve [b5]’}/2 + ... '

Lemma 13.13. The coefficients in [(I335) have the following properties.
(1) If L is a field, then a1,b1 = 0 while az,bs € F*.
(2) If L=F x F, then one out of a1, by vanishes and the other lies in F*.

Proof. Assume first that L is a field. Then w(y)? € O\ O} implies that w(y) = V 'y is topologically
nilpotent. This provides a; = b, = 0. As V2M = wM because z is superspecial, we have that
i, V2vi—2 provide an Op-basis for M;/7M;. Since by assumption w(y)? ¢ 72Op, the maps y :
M, /7M; — M1 /7M;41, for ¢ = 0,2, are non-zero. So we find that at least one out of the pair a1, as,
resp. b1, bs is non-zero. We have already seen that a; = b; = 0, so we necessarily have a3, b3 € F* as
claimed.

Assume now that L = F x F and write w(y)?> = (y1,%2). Then v(y1) and v(y2) both lie in 2Z
because 1 + w(y) € GL4(F), compare with row 3 of Table [l The assumption w(y)? ¢ 720y thus
implies that w(y) = V !y is not topologically nilpotent. Equivalently, at least one out of {ay,b;} is
invertible. It cannot happen that both coefficients are invertible, however, because this would imply
w(y)? € OF which is excluded by assumption. This finishes the proof the lemma. O

Consider now any sequence of elements ay, by, as, bs, ... € R that lift the coefficients in (I3.35). (It
will not lead to confusion that we denote them by the same symbols.) Let y : M — M be the map of
sets that is given by the V-series substitution

- {70 — Vai]yo + V?ashe + Volashyo + .-, (13.36)

Yo — Vbi]ye + Vg[bg]"yo +V?° [b5]y2 + .- ..

It lifts the map y € End(M) by definition. By Corollary 139, § € End(E(R/J) ®gr) M) for the
ideal J C R that is generated by all coefficients of the two V-series (7 o @)(v0) — (@ o ¥)(70) and

(Yow)(12) — (@oy)(12). B
We next make these V-series more explicit. Here it will pay off that we are working with R instead

of R: In E(R), it holds that [u]V"™ = V[u?] = 0 and [v]V" = V"[v?"] = 0 whenever n > 3. The

V-series expansions of y o o and w oy then become

q 3 5 7
ow: {% — Vibiuhe + Vearho + VPash + Vlasho + ... (13,57

2 — Vi]arviyo + V3[bi]ya + VO[bs]yo + V7 bs]y2 + - .
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and
Yo — Viaulye +V3[asvlye +VP[asulye +V7[arv]ye +..
2 2 2
es Walho VST Vet .
Yo — VI[bivlyve  +V3[bsulye +V2[bsv]ye +V7[brulye 4 ..
2 2 2
V3l +VOBE Iv0 VL e A+

Lemma 13.14. Let J C R be an ideal such that y € End(E(R/J) ®@pry M). Then the length of R/J
is <2+ 2qif L is a field and < q if L is split.

Proof. Note the following two properties of sums in the ring of Witt vectors and in the Cartier ring:
(a) In Wo,.(R), a sum of Teichmiiller lifts [a] + [b] lies in [a + b] + Wo, (Ra + Rb).
(b) In the Cartier ring E(R), we have

Vi (Ve) = Vithe PR € VMTEE(eR).
These two properties imply that
V3(lasv] + [af]) € V3]asv +a? | + VPE(R)
V3([bau] + 7)) € V3[bsu+ b7 ] + VOE(R).
Thus, comparing the V-coefficients and V?-coefficients of (I3.37) and (I3.38), we obtain that the
following identities hold in R/J:
a1u = byju? a1 = asv + affz

13.39
b1V = alvq bl = bgU. + blf ( )

The next lemma simplifies these identities. If L is split, then we will only consider the case a; € R
and by € m from now on (see Lemma [[3.13 above). The reverse situation is the same by symmetry.

Lemma 13.15. Consider the two situations from Lemma[13.13
(1) If a1, by € m and asz, b3 € R*, then (I3.39) is equivalent to

"=ty oV R (13.40)
T = a;lbguq+1 b, = bsu. :
(2) If a; € R* and by € m, then (I3.39) is equivalent to
u=vi=0 =0, a; = asv + afo. (13.41)

Proof. We begin with the case ai, by € m and a3, b3 € R*. If the two identities on the right hand
side of (I3:39) hold, then a; = sv and b; = tu for units s,t € R*. The left hand side identities then
imply t~'sm = u?t! and s~ '¢tr = v9t!. This forces
2 2 +2 +2
uit? =vit? = ¢ =" =0
because we are working modulo m(u,v). Then we obtain a; = agv and b; = bsu, meaning s = a3 and

t = bs. It follows that(I3.39) implies (I3.40). The converse direction is immediate.
We consider the case a; € R* and by € m. First, ayu = bju? is equivalent to u = 0. Then

2
b1 = bsu + b‘lz is equivalent to by = 0. Then b;v = a1v? is equivalent to v¢ = 0, and we have arrived

at (C3A1). O

Let J' C R be the ideal generated by the relations in ([3.40) and (I3.41). Then J C J’ and R/J’
has length < 2 + 2¢ resp. < ¢, proving Lemma [[3.14 a

In particular, R/I has length < 2 4 2¢ resp. < ¢ because Lemma [[3.14] applies to I and the
deformation of y to End(E(R/I) @ g(gy M). It remains to prove the converse inequality.
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Definition 13.16. Given any two a3, b3 € R as in Lemma [I3.15 we from now on choose aq,b1 € R
and the ideal J,; 1, C R in the following way.

(1) If L is a field, then as, b3 € R* are units. We set a; = asv and b; = bsu, as well as
Jag.bs = (T — b;laqu"'l, T — a;lbguq+1).
(2) If L =2 F x F and if a3, b3 € R are any two elements, then we set b; = 0 and we let a; be the

2
unique solution to the equation a; = azv + af that lifts the given solution mod m. (Existence and
uniqueness follow from the fact that this equation is étale.) We define Jo, 5, = (u, v9).

With choices as in Definition [[3.16] the quotient R/J,, j, has length 2+ 2¢ if L is a field and length
qif L =2 F x F. Moreover, the elements a1, b1, a3 and bs satisfy Identity (I3.40) resp. Identity (I3.41)
modulo Jg, p,.

Lemma 13.17. There exist choices for the coefficients as, b3, as, bs, ... € R in (I336) such that, with
ai,b1 and Jquy b, as in DefinitionI316, yow = woy over R/ Jay by

Proof. Using the previous properties (a) and (b) of addition in E(R), we see that the V2**1_coefficients
of (I338) take the form
2 2 2 2
Qok41 + ad, | + pakt1(asv,asu,arv, ... ask—18,af ,as ... ,agk,g)
2 2
b2k+1 =+ bgk—l =+ q2k+1(b3u, b5V7 b7u, ceey bgkflt, btlz ,bg s ’bgk—B)
for certain polynomials pog41, gox+1 with coefficients in R. Here, (s,t) = (u,v) or (s,t) = (v,u) in
dependence on the parity of k. Thus (I3.37) equals (I3:3])) if and only if the following identities hold:
2 2
az = asu+al + ps(asv,ai )
q° @ ¢
as = arv+ad +ps(asv,asu,ai ,a3)

2 2 2 2
_ q  _a _q
a7 = agu + ay +p7(a3V, asu,arv,ay ,a3 ,ag )

(13.42)
by = bsv + b + gs(bsu, b))
2 2 2
b5 = b711 + bg + q5(b3u, b5V7 b({ ,bg )
by = bov + bY + gr(bsu, bsv, byu, Y, b4 b8

Assume we have shown that these two systems of equations have a unique solution in R/m™R that lifts
the coefficients of y € End(M). We claim that this solution lifts uniquely to R/m"*1R. Consider for
this the truncations of the above two systems of equations in some degree m = 2k+1. The summands
aok+38 resp. bagist (with s,t € {u, v} in dependence on k) in the two last lines are already uniquely
determined by the given solution over R/m"R. In all remaining variables, the two truncated systems
of equations are étale, because their Jacobian matrices are upper triangular up to nilpotent entries.
The given solution thus lifts uniquely to a solution over R/m"*!R, proving the lemma. O

The proof of Proposition [[3.11] is now complete. Namely, Lemma [[3.17 shows the existence of an
ideal J = Juyp, C R such that T C J and such that the length of R/J is 24 2q if L is a field and ¢
if L is split. Lemma on the other hand showed that the length of R/I is < 2 + 2q resp. < g.
These two statements together imply the proposition. O

The third type of embedded component arises in superspecial points whenever maxacw n(y, A) > 1.

Proposition 13.18. Let y € S3/4,s be reqular semi-simple and let {z} = Py N Py be a superspecial
point on Mc, where Py, P, C Mg denote two irreducible components of the special fiber. Assume
that Py € Z(y) but Py C Z(y). Then z € Z(y)**(F) and the length of Oz . is q.
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Proof. The proof is analogous to the one of Proposition I3.11l Let again R be the complete local ring
Opme.e = Op[u,v]/(uv — 7) be the complete local ring in z. Let m C R be the maximal ideal and
let I C R be the ideal defining 63(1})72' Assume that v corresponds to P, i.e. assume that I C (v).

Claim: The ideal I is given by I = (m,v?t1). This claim immediately implies the proposition: The
maximal Cartier divisor dividing I is v, so we obtain Oz, ., = R/ (u, v?) which has length g¢.

In order to prove the claim, we first use our results about the case of invariant 1/4. Let A1, As CW
be the two lattices defined by P, and P, in (I3I58). Then n(y,A;) = 0 and n(y,Az) = 1 by our
assumptions on P; and P,. It follows from w(wy) = mw(y) that n(w,A;) = 1 and n(w, As) = 2.
Thus @Z( is defined by the ideal (7v) and we obtain

wY),z

(mv) C 1 C (v).

Lemma 13.19. Let I C R be an ideal such that (mv) C I C (v) and such that I + m? = (7, vatl).
Then I = (7, vit1).

Proof. Since (rv) C I by assumption, I +m? = I+ (u?,vu? ~!). Since I C (v) and 7 € I+ m? by
assumption, we may thus write

2 2
T=av+bu? +evu? Y, aem, avel, bceR.

Then b has to be divisible by v. So after modifying ¢, we may assume b = 0. Then we obtain that
2 2
av =7(1 —cu? ~2) = (unit) - 7 € I. It follows that 7 € I and hence, in particular, that vu? ~! € I.
Since vt € I + m? by assumption, we can now write

2
vitl —gv+bu?, avel beR.

Then b is divisible by v, so bt €1 by the previous results, and hence v4t! € I. This finishes the
proof. O

Let R = R/(m? +(wv)) and let I = IR. By Lemma[I3I3, it suffices to show that (Spec R)NZ(y) =
V(I). Let M be the Cartier module of the universal point over R, and assume from now on that
u,v € R as well as vy,72 € M are chosen as in Lemma Let M = E(R/m) ®ggr) M be the
Dieudonné module of the special fiber. Let a1, by, as, bs, ... € R be coefficients such that the V-series
datum y from (I3.36)) lifts the given endomorphism y € End(M).

Just as in the proof of Proposition [3.11] we now extract information on the coefficients from our
assumptions. By way of symmetry, we assume that 0 is the index corresponding to Aj, meaning that
V~lyMgy ¢ M while V~1yMy C 7M. The second condition means that a;, b; and bz all lie in mR.
The first then implies that as lies in R*.

The compositions w oy and g o w are again given by the identities (I3.31) and (I3.38]). This time,
since we are working over R, we even obtain that a‘f = b‘ll2 = bgz = 0. The system of leading term
identities of w o iy = y o w is then given by

aiu = bju? a1 = asv az = asu + agQ

13.43
b1V = a1Vq bl = b3u b3 = b5V. ( )

Performing the direct substitutions for a1, by and b3 leaves the three equations
2
asm = bymu? as = asu+al
bsv = azvit!

Since asz € R*, the upper left identity is equivalent to 7 = 0. Now for given a3 € R* and b3 € R, we
define a; and by by ([[3.43)) and let J be the ideal (r,v?*!). Then we argue precisely as in Lemma
[[3.17 and obtain that T = J as claimed. The proof is now complete. a

We may now extend Propositions [[3.10 I3.11] and [[3I8 by a general argument.
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Proposition 13.20. Lety € S3/4,s be any element and let z € Z(y) be a closed point. Let R = 5Mc,z
be the complete local ring in z and let I C R be the ideal such that R/I = @Z(y))z. Then

(Spf R) N Z(wy) = Spf(R/~I).
Proof. For y' € S such that z € Z(y'), we denote by I(y') C R the ideal with
(Spf R) N Z(y") = Spf(R/I(y)).

In this notation, our aim is to prove that I(ny) = wI(y) for the given element y. Consider the Cartier
module M of the universal special Oc-module over R and write

7r¥wem%+wmm+wmm+m,

: 13.44
o [ma + V2[us]0 + VAorlna + ... (13.44)

for the V-series expansion of multiplication by 7 on M. Write y € End(E(R/I(y)) ®pr) M) as in
([I328). Choose a lifting of all its coefficients to R, say a1,b1,as,bs,... € R, and denote by 7 the
resulting V-series substitution map 3 : M — M. Define the obstruction ob := ob(y) :=woy —yow.
(Recall that this is just an endomorphism of M as set and need not come by E(R)-linear extension
from ~; — ob(v;), i = 0,2.) Still, by Proposition 3.7, § defines an endomorphism modulo some ideal
J C R if and only if ob(;) = 0 mod J. Write
v V3 Vs .
ob: 0 [e]y2 + 3[03]70 + 5[05]72 Tt (13.45)
Y2 —> V[dl]”yo +V [dg]"yz +V [d5]’}/0 —+ ...,
By definition of I(y) and by Proposition [3.7 I(y) is precisely the ideal (¢1,cs,...,d1,ds,...). Now
m o 7y defines a lift to R of the V-series expression for w o y. Its obstruction, evaluated on 7,7y, is
given by
ob(moy) =wo(noy)—(roy)ow
=moob

(13.46)

because 7 = w? and w commute as (set-theoretic) endomorphisms of M. The crucial observation
now is that

13.47
Yo — V]dimlyo + V3[dsm]y2 + VP [dsm]yo + - . - ( )

modulo I(y)?". Namely, [a]V2* = V2*[q4""]. So when substituting ([3.44) into ([345), all the higher

terms

.{mhnwmm+v%wm+v%MM+”w
moob:

VeV uarlve, VO]V [uar]ye
vanish modulo I(y)?". Thus we obtain that
I(my) =ml(y) mod I(y)*. (13.48)

It is left to show that this already implies I(7wy) = 7l (y).
The case that I(y) C (7). Let n > 1 be such that I(y) C ()" but I(y) € (7)"*1. This integer can
also be characterized by

= A).
n = maxn(y, A)

Here, there are either one or two curves Py that contain z. Since n(wy,A) = n(y,A) + 1 for every
Y € S3/4,
max n(wy, A) =n+ 1.

zEPA
By Propositions[[2.9]and [[2.17] the only possibilities for I(y) are (7)™, 7"u, 7"v or n"(u, v) where the
last three are meant for a superspecial point. Moreover, these propositions also show I(72y) = 72I(y).
So we find that
(1)"*? C I(wmy) C I(7y).
It follows that I(y)? C ()" C I(wy). The inclusion I(y)? C wl(y) is immediately clear, so we
deduce from (I348)) that I(7my) = 7I(y) as desired.
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The case that I(y) € (). In this situation, the point z is of one of the types considered in
Propositions 310, I3 1T and I3.I8 Also taking into account Propositions[IZ.9 and I2.11]to determine
I(wy), the possibilities up to isomorphism are given by the following table:

R I(y) I(wy)
(1) ki (m,t) (m)
(2) (u,v) (m)
(3) (u, v?) (m)
Oxlu,v]/(uv — =
(4) rlevIN ) (m —utt! 1 —vitl) | 1(u,v)
(5) (m,va*tt) (mv)

TABLE 2. The possible embedded components for Hasse invariant 3/4.

We furthermore have the inclusions
I(rwy) C I(my) C I(wy) C I(y).

By Propositions and [ZTT] we know that I(mwy) = ml(wy). It can also be verified from the
above table that 7I(y) C I(wy) in each case, so both I(my) and w1(y) are contained in I(wy). It
then follows from (348 that

I(ry) =wl(y) mod I(y)q2 N I(wy).
By Nakayama’s Lemma, the identity I(my) = 7wI(y) follows if we can show that
I(y)” N1(wy) € mml(y). (13.49)

The reader will have no difficulty checking this relation in cases (1), (2) and (3) of Table 2l above and
we only treat the cases (4) and (5):

Case (4). First observe that

(r —u?™H (7 —vIT) € n(u,v) C I(y).
A general element
2

q2
S an(r —utt) (- v € Iy
n=0

thus lies in 7(u,v) if and only if u | ap and v | a,2. In this situation, already ao(m — vI*!) and
ag2(m —u?tt) lie in 7(u, v). This shows that
T()" N, v) € m(u,v)I()" 2 C wlu,v)ml ()
which veries ([3.49) since ¢* > 4.
Case (5). Here we can directly verify (I3:49) by
(m, v O (vi) Cwl(y)T 2 C aml(y)T .
The proof of Proposition [[3.20] is now complete. O

13.6. Intersection Locus (Non-special Points). We come to our final argument. The following
proposition is essentially a converse to Proposition [[3.20] and shows that there are no embedded
components beyond the ones found in the previous section.

Proposition 13.21. Assume that z € Z(y) is a closed point that is not superspecial. If 1Oz, . # 0,
then z € Z(n™y).
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We would have liked to prove this with Cartier theory as before, but the V-series expressions for
non-superspecial points are more complicated than in Lemma Instead, we use the Op-display
theory from [I] which requires us to restrict to the p-adic setting. The proof in the function field setting
would be analogous but in terms of local Op-shtukas. These are equivalent to strict Op-modules by
[I5) Theorem 8.3].

Proof for p-adic F. By assumption, z is a smooth point of M whose complete local ring 6/\/10,2 is
isomorphic to R = Op[t]. Let I(y) € R be the ideal defining @Z(y),Z' The assumption I(y) & ()
is equivalent to the statement that for all continuous rings maps ¢ : R — Op, equivalently one such
map ¢, it holds that ¢(I(y)) = (7)™ with n > 2. Thus we need to see

Homo, (Oz(y).. Op/(1)?) £0 = z€ Z(x 'y). (13.50)

Let (Y, ¢, p) be the triple defining the point z € M (F). Recall that we have the unramified quadratic
extension £ C Fy C C which is normalized by w. It will suffice for our arguments to consider
the coarser datum (Y,j) = (Y,t|op, ). Our first aim is to compute the Op-display of a universal
deformation of (Y, j). Let (M, F,V) be the Op-Dieudonné module of (Y,¢). We choose the grading
on M such that 0 is the critical index. Let

B
eo, fo € My

be an Og-basis. One out of VZeqy, V2 £y does not lie in wMs. We choose our ordering such that this
holds for e, := V2ey. Pick a complementary basis vector fo € My that can be written as

fa=7""(Ae2 + V7 fo) (13.51)
for a suitable A € O ;. Rewriting (I3.51]) also provides
V2 fo = —Xez + 7 fa.

In summary, w and V are now given by the following identities:

weo = €9 weg = Teo
wfo = —Aea+7fo wfe = Aeg + fo,
(13.52)
V2ey = €2 V2ey, = mey
V3fo = —Xea+7fa V2fs = o7 *(Neo + fo.

We next rewrite this in the terminology of Op-displays. Consider the following eight elements

to = €0 mq = Vt() t2 = fQ ms = Vt2

= o 2(Neo+ fo n = Vi ly = e ns = Vi, (13.53)

lo
Then M = L @ T where L = span{lyg,m1,n1,la,ms,ns} and T = span{tg,t2}. This is a normal
decomposition of M meaning VM = L @ 7T. Let F := V| o be the display variant of the
Verschiebung. Then F|r and F|j, are given by the following identities:

F(lo) = ms F(lg) = ma

F(mi) = to F(ms) = t2

F(nl) = lo F(ng) = ZQ.
(to) = 7V ~(ey) = Vweg = Vea = na,

(tz) = inl(fz) = Vﬁl(/\ez + V2f0)
a(MNVitg+V(lpg— a7 2(Ntg) = (e(X) — a3 (N))my + na.
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Write 3 = a(A) — o= 3(N).
matrix of M as Op-display is then

1

Order the chosen basis as (to,lo, m1,n1,t2,l2,m3,n3). The structure

(13.54)

It is known that a universal deformation of M as Op-display can be defined as follows, cf. [5I, Equation
7)) Let 1 € Wo, (0}) be any lift of y1. Consider the ring A = O p[so1, - -, 806,521, - - s26]. (The
strict Op-module Y is of height 8 and dimension 2, so one knows a priori that A is isomorphic to its
universal deformation ring.) Put L = Wo,.(A)%%, T = W5, (4)®? and P = L & T. Denote and order
their basis vectors just as before. Then a universal deformation of M can be defined by declaring

P =L&T to be a normal decomposition and by taking the Op-display for the structure matrix

L [so1] [so2] [sos]

[s04] [s05] [s06]

[ [s06] [s0s] 1 [so1] u[so2] + [s03] [so2]

[s04]

1 1
1 W 1
1 o 1
[s21] [s22] [s23] 1 [Sizx] [s25] [s26] [s26] [s25]  [s21] pls2o] + [s23] [s22] 1 [Sizx]
1 1
1 1
i i i (13.55)

Consider now the universal deformation of (M, j), i.e. as Op-display with action by O,. It is not
difficult to check that this deformation space is described by the quotient

OF[[3017524]] = A= Af(si5, (4,5) € {(0,1),(2,4)}).

Namely, OF,-actions on a display over an O p-algebra are equivalent to Z/4-gradings such that F' and
F are homogeneous of degree —1. At this point, one could go even further and also determine the
relation between sg; and so4 that defines the deformation space of M with special O¢c-action ¢, but
this will not be necessary for our arguments.

We explained at the beginning, see ([3.50), that we only care about R-points of Z(y), where
R = O3/(m)% So we pick any specialization map ¢ : Ox[so1, s24] = R. We put so = ¢(so1) and
$2 = p(s24). Base changing the Op-display over A given by (I3.55) along ¢ defines an Op-display
(P,Q,F, F ) over R. It is defined by the normal decomposition P = L @ T obtained by base change
from the previous normal decomposition, and the structure matrix

(13.56)

4The reference applies directly if O = Zy. The general statement can be reduced to that case because Op-displays
are equivalent to Zy-displays with strict Op-action, cf. the functor I'(O, O’) in [I} (1.1)].
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The claim is that every homogeneous degree 1 endomorphism y of P is divisible by 7 after base change
to R/(m). (Homogeneity is meant with respect to the j(Op,)-grading.) Any such endomorphism is, in
particular, a Wo, (R)-linear endomorphism of the Wo,.(R)-module P that preserves the submodule
Q=Lo®"Wo,.(R)-T. It is hence given by four matrices of the form

aiy a2 Vbir Voo c11 C12 Vdin Vo
a1 22 _ b1 b22 Co1  C22 _ day b2

Py P, P, Py Py (13.57)

where the 16 coefficients lie in Wo,. (R). (The matrix presentation is meant with respect to the above
basis (to,lo, m1,n1,%2,l2,m3,n3).) Then y being an endomorphism of (P, Q, F, F) is equivalent to
Fo y=yo F. We now express this condition in terms of the 16 coefficients. We write a, b, ¢ and d for
the four matrices in (I3.57) and let & € Wo, (R) be any element. The compositions F' oz and z o F,
for « € {a, b, c,d}, are given as follows:

0) F(a(éto)) = m&{o(an)to + o(az)[solto + o(az)lo}

d(F.(VgtO)) = &{Vdiato + dazlo}
F(a(lo)) = o(aw2)to + o(azz)[solto + o(az2)lo
d(F(lo)) Vidirto + darlo
(1) F((m1)) = pbramy +o(bar)my +buiny
G(F(ml)) = aiumi+aan
F(b(n1)) = pbizmy + o(baz)my + biam
a(F'(n1)) [so]aiimi + a12my + [tolazing + azang
(13.58)
(2) F(.C(Vth)) mé{o(c11)ta + [s2]o(ca1)ta + o(car)la}
b(F(Vetz)) = &{u"biita + Vbiats + pbarls + boolo}
F(c(l2)) = o(ci2)ta + [s2]o(caz)tz + o(caz)la
b(£(l2)) Vbi1ta + bals
(3)  F(d(ms)) = o(da1)ms + duns
C(F(mB)) = cuum3z+ca1n3
F(d(n3)) = o(da2)ms+ diang
c(F(ng)) = [s2]eiims + ciams + [s2]caing + coang
Thus F oy = yo F if and only if the following identities hold.
(a) ain = pbyy + o (ba1) arz = pbia + o(b22) — [solan
an = bi aze = bia — [so]az1
(B) Vb = o(c2) +[s2]o(can) Vbia = w(o(enn) + [se]o(ear)) — pVbu
bai = o(c2) be = mo(ca1) — pbay
(13.59)
(7) cin = o(da) ciz = o(dx) —[s2]enn
co1 = dn c22 = di2 — [52]021
(6) Vdiu = o(a12)+ [so]o(az) Vdiz = m(o(an) + [solo(az))
do1 = of(az) dys = of(az)

Assuming that all these relations hold, we claim that none of the 16 variables is a unit. (This is
equivalent to claiming that all 16 coefficients are divisible by 7 after base change to Wo,. (R/7) = O
which means that 7'y defines an endomorphism of the Dieudonné module of the closed point. This
precisely means that z € Z(m~!y).) The proof of the claim is as follows. We use the matrix notation
(cij), (Bi;) ete. to refer to the individual identities in (I3.59).
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(1) First, (611) and (B11) imply that a2 and ¢12 cannot be units. Then (y12) implies that dss is no
unit. Then (d22) shows that as; is no unit. By (ae1), also b11 is no unit.

(2) Next, specializing (612) along the projection map s : Wo,. (R) — R, we obtain that 0 = ws(o(a11))+
0 because 7sg = 0 in R. Since 7 # 0 in R, it follows that s(c(a1)) is no unit and hence that ai; is
no unit. The same argument but for (812) shows that ¢17 is no unit.

(3) An easy chain of substitutions now shows that all remaining variables, except for possibly ca; = d11

cannot be units.

(4) For the remaining two variables, we consider identity (d11). Consider the leading terms of the
Witt vector expressions for ai2 and ags:

a2 = [UO] + Vu1 and a22 = [’Uo] + Vl)l.

We already know that ug,vo ¢ R*. In particular, o([ug]) = [uo]? = 0 and o([vo]) = [vl] = 0. Recall
that (¥ (x)) = 7z for every x € Wo, (R). Thus we obtain from (d11) that

Vidy = o(a12) + [so]o(aze) = wuy + w[so|vs.

Looking at the image of this expression under s : Wo,.(R) — R and using that 7 # 0 in R, it follows

that u1 ¢ Wo, (R)*.

Let @12 and dy; be the images of aio and di; under the reduction map Wo,.(R) — Wo,. (F) = Op.
Identity (d11) implies that V'd1; = o(@12). The above showed that a; is divisible by 72, so we obtain
that dyp is divisible by m. We deduce that di; is not a unit. The proof of the proposition is now
complete.

O

13.7. Intersection Numbers. We first summarize the results of the previous sections. For a lattice
A C W, we have previously defined m(y, A) = max{0,n(y, A)}, see (I3I7).

Proposition 13.22. Let y € S3/4. be a reqular semi-simple element and let m = maxacw n(y, A).
Put C(y) = Z(m~™y).
(1) The formal scheme Z(y) is non-empty if and only if m > 0. In particular, C(y) # 0.
(2) For a stratum P C Mg, let A(P) C W be the lattice defined by it. The pure locus of Z(y) is
given by
ZyPre= Y my,AP))-[P].

PCMc rea

(8) The formal scheme C(y) is artinian. Moreover,

Z(y)™* =C(y) U 1T Oz(yyert - (13.60)

z€|Z(y)\IC(y)|, z superspecial

and each local Ting in the disjoint union on the right hand side has length q.

Proof. (1) This follows directly from Corollary

(2) Corollary I3.0 shows that the multiplicity of P in Z(y) is indeed 0 if n(y, A(P)) < 0. By the
same corollary, if n(y, A(P)) = 0, then there exists a point z € Z(y) N P(F) because every o-linear
endomorphism of a 2-dimensional F-vector preserves some point of P(F). Proposition [[3:20 applies to
that point and shows that the multiplicity of P in Z(7n%y) equals a = m(n%y, A(P)) for every a > 0.
This reasoning applies to all pairs (7%y, A(P)), and statement (2) follows.

(3) For all y, by Proposition I3.20, if 2 € Z(y)** then z € Z(ry)*" and there is an equality of
local rings

OZ(Fy)art7z = Oz(y)art7z.

We know from Corollary that C(y) is artinian, so this shows C(y) C Z(y)**. Moreover, by
Proposition combined with (again) Proposition [[3:220} every superspecial point z = PN P’ such
that m(y, A(P)) > m(y, A(P’)) > 0 lies in Z(y)*"* and has a local ring of length ¢g. This shows that
the right hand side in (I3:60) is an open and closed subscheme of the left hand side.
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By Corollary [[3.8 every superspecial point of Z(y) already lies in the right hand side of (I3.60).
Let z € Z(y)** N P(F) be a non-superspecial point. The multiplicity of P in Z(z~m®AP)+1y) is
1. By Proposition I3.21} z even lies in Z(x~"®AP)y) By Corollary [3.5, the only possibility is
m(y, A(P)) = m and z € C(y), and the proof of (3) is complete. O

Lgt Gg/&b‘ C G4, denote the subgroup of elements g with reduced norm Nrd(g) € Oj. Then
gM; /4= M /4 for every i € Z and we may define the connected component intersection number

Into(g) := (M, g+ ME) My,

Theorem 13.23. Let g € Gg/4 bos D€ a reqular semi-simple element with numerical invariant (L, r, d).
The intersection number Intg(g) only depends on the triple (L,r,d). It is related to Int(g) by

1 ) ) ) .
Int(g) = { nto(g) if L/F is split or ramified

. . . . (13.61)
2 Intg(g) if L/F is an unramified field extension.

Moreover, the arithmetic transfer conjecture (Conjecture[{-26]) holds with correction function fl,.. = 0.
That is, for every v € G

2 Int(g)log(q) if there is a matching g € Gsja (13.62)

0 otherwise.

d0rb(y, fp) = {

Proof. We first determine the intersection number Int(g) for g € Gg/sp,s. We may assume that
g =14z with z = z,. Since Mc Ng- Mg = 0 whenever z is not topologically nilpotent by Lemma
[422] we may assume that z is topologically nilpotent.
We work in the coordinates of §I3.21 Let y € S3/4,s be such that z = (, Y®). In particular,
L = F[wy?] with wy? € Or, and
7= U(NL/F(wy2)), d=1[0r : Op[wy?]] — r/2.
The element § = w ™'y lies in Sy /4- Since wy? = 7 'wy?, its numerical invariant is given by

(L,7.d) = (L,r — 2,d). (13.63)
Let 7 = (aij) and define § = 1+ 2 € End%(Y). Then § lies in G1/4,p,rs unless the following

exceptional case occurs: L = F x F and one of the eigenvalues of wy? is 7. All statements that follow

also apply in this exceptional case if one sets Z(g) = () and Intg(g) = 0.
Let I' C L* be a subgroup such that L* =T x Of and set o =T'N Gg/&b.

Lemma 13.24. The following identity of intersection numbers holds:

1 4f L is a field

Into(g) = Into(f]) + q- #(FOEX\{A g W | m(yvA) Z 0}) + {0 ZfL ~ Fx F.

Proof. First consider the divisors Z(y)%Pure, Z(y)%Pure C MY, Because
w@ly) =V o ly= Vo) Vig= (Ve ) wy)
by Definition [3.3] the restrictions of w(w~'y) and w(y) to the V2w l-invariants W = NJ=I¢ agree.

The multiplicity formula for the invariant 1/4 case (Proposition IZ9]) and the analogous formula for
invariant 3/4 (Proposition [3.22)) hence give that

Z(y)o,purc — Z(@’)O,purc' (1364)

By Proposition 3] the degree deg(C|p) of the restriction of the conormal bundle for Mo — Mp to
an irreducible component P C M req equals ¢* — 1 in all situations. The equality in (I3.64) and the
general intersection number formula from Corollary [[0.3] then imply that

Into(g) - Into@) = len(OFO\Z(y)o,art) — 1en(0p0\z(mo,arc). (1365)
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By Proposition [ZT1] the length of T'g\ Z(7)%** is given by

1 if Lis a field and ¥ € 2 + 4Z>¢
1 O ,art | — - 1366
en(Oro\z@eer) {0 in all other cases. ( )
We determine the length of T'g\ Z(y)%**: By ([I3.60), it is given as
len(Org\c(y)o) + - #(ToE*\{A C W | m > m(y,A) > 0}). (13.67)

First assume that 7 € 4Z>;. Then we are in case (3) of Corollary [[3.5] and obtain from Proposition
[[3.10] that

1 if L is a field
en(Oro\cye) = ¢~ #Lo\T (w(y)) + {0 if L is split.

Now assume that ¥ € 2+4Z>(. Then we are in case (4) of Corollary [[3.5and Proposition [3.ITshows
that

(13.68)

2 if L is a field
0 if L is split.
In both cases, the set T (w(y)) is precisely the set {A C W | m(y,A) = m}/E*. So the three identities

([I3.67), (13.68) and [I3.69) together give

len(Org\c(yyo) = q- #Lo\T (w(y)) + { (13.69)

1 if L is a field and 7 € 4Z>»
len(Op g\ z(y)0.re) = q - #(FOEX\{A CW |m(y,A) > 0}) +<2 if Lisafield and ¥ € 24 4Z>¢
0 if L is split.

Substituting this result and Identity (I3.66) in (I3:65) proves the lemma. O

We can now prove the first part of Theorem We already know from Proposition that
Into(g) only depends on (L, ,d). (Recall that the numerical invariant of g is (L,7—2,d).) By Theorem
and Proposition [T the number of lattices #(ToE*\{A C W | m(y,A) > 0}) in Lemma [[3.27]
also only depends on (L,r,d). So we obtain that Inty(g) only depends on (L,r,d) as claimed. The
claimed identity

2 Intg(g) if L/F inert

follows by the same argument as in the case of invariant 1/4, see the first part of the proof of Theorem
M213] By the intersection number formula in the invariant 1/4 case (I2Z:22)), which we apply to
7 =1 — 2, we obtain from Lemma [13.24] that

Int(g) = { Into(g) if L/F ramified or split

r L/F inert
Int(g) =0-q- #(DoE*\{A C W | n(y,A) > 0}) +< r/2 L/F ramified (13.70)
0  L/F split

where 6 = 2 if L/F is inert and § = 1 otherwise. It is left to verify the arithmetic transfer identity
TI52).

Let v € Gl be a regular semi-simple element with numerical invariant (L, r,d). If the sign of the
functional equation ep(y) is positive, equivalently » odd, then the left hand side of (I3:62) vanishes
by Proposition 5.4l There is no matching element g € G345 by Proposition L6, so the right hand
side vanishes as well.

Assume from now on that the sign € p(y) is negative, equivalently that r is even. Then Orb(vy, f},) =
0, so the left hand side of (I3:62)) equals (by Proposition [5.4])

2r if L inert
A0rb(v, fp) = 4qlog(q) Orb(y, fpa,) +1og(q) < r  if L ramified (13.71)
0 if L split.
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By Table [ there exists no matching element g € Gg,4, if and only if L = F x F and z, = (21, 22)
with v(z1),v(22) both even. (The components z; and z; always have the same parity because r =
v(z1) + v(22) was assumed even.) In this case, the derivative (I371)) vanishes by Proposition B2 (5).

It remains to consider the case where there exists a matching element g € G3/44 5. Then, (L, 7, d)
is the numerical invariant of both g and v. We assume that r > 0 because otherwise all involved
terms vanish. The desired equality of (I3.71) and the 2log(q)-multiple of (I3.70) is then a direct
consequence of the following lemma;:

Lemma 13.25. Assume that v € Gy, matches g € Gg) 4,5 Then

2 L/F inert

. . (13.72)
1 L/F ramified or split.

201b(y, fpar) = #(DoE"“\{A C W | n(y,A) > 0}) - {

Proof. The left hand side only depends on the triple (L,7,d) and is given by Proposition Let
m = maxacw n(y,A) and assume that m > 0. The right hand side of the lemma is described by
Proposition and our proof is by going through the cases of that proposition. (Every g € Gg/4,p,s
has a matching element ~, so this condition will not come up anymore.)

Proposition describes the right hand side of (I3772) in terms of a ball of radius m around the
center T (w(y)),

B(T (w(y)),m) = {A € B d(A, T (w(y))) <m}.

The center 7 (w(y)) in turn has been determined in Theorem Note that w(y)? = 7~ twy?, so
the numerical invariant of w(y) is (L,7 = r — 2,d). We now count I'o\B(m, T (w(y))) in dependence
on (L,r,d). The group Ty is trivial if L is a field and will only come up for L = F X F.
(1) Assume that L/F is inert or ramified, and that r € 4Z>,. Then ¥ € 24 4Z>( and Theorem [[T.10I
states that T (w(y)) is a single edge. Then

#B(T(w(y)),m) =214+ ¢+ ... +¢*™). (13.73)

Lemma [IT.6 applied to 7 states that 2m = r/2 — 2. The expression in (I3.73)) equals Orb(v, fp,,) if L
is inert or 2 Orb(y, fp,,) if L is ramified which follows from Proposition [5.2] (1) and (3). This proves
([I372) in these two cases.

(2) Assume that L/F is inert and that r € 2 + 4Z>¢. Then 7 € 4Z>( and Theorem [[T.T0 states that
T(w(y)) is a (¢ + 1)-regular ball of radius d around a vertex. If d = 0, then we obtain

#B(T(w(y),m) =1+ (1+¢)(1+¢+.. .+ ) =201+ + ...+ 75" ) + £

By Lemma applied to 7, we find 2m = r/2 — 1. The equality #B(T (w(y)), m) = Orb(v, fHar)
follows from Proposition (4). Assume now that d > 1. Let A be the number of vertices of valency
g+ 1of T(w(y)) and let B be the number of vertices of valency 1. Then

#B(T(w(y),m) =1+ (> - A+ + ...+ DA+ 1+ 1+ +...+¢""?)B.
Evaluating this with d > 1 and 2m = r/2—1, one obtains the expression for Orb(7y, fp,,) in Proposition
521 (4).
The verification in the remaining cases works in exactly the same way. We do not spell this out in
full detail but say here which further cases one has to consider precisely.
(3) Assume that L/F is ramified and that r € 2 + 4Z>¢. Then 7 € 4Z>( and Theorem states
that T (w(y)) is a ¢ + 1-regular ball of radius d around an edge. Moreover, 2m = r/2 — 1 as in (2)
above. Direct inspection shows that the cardinality of B(T (w(y)), m) is given by the expression for
2 Orb(y, fp,,) in Proposition (2).
(4) Assume that L/F is split which implies that r € 2 + 4Z>¢ and hence 7 € 4Z>¢. First assume
that d < 0. Then Theorem [[T.T0 states that 7 (w(y)) is an apartment. The quotient I'p\ 7 (w(y)) has

two elements because Ty is generated by an element of the form (71,75 1) with v(m;) = v(m2) = 1. Tt
follows that

HTOA\B(T (), m)) =20+ (@ = (A + ¢ + ... +¢*"2)] = 242™. (13.74)
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Lemma [[T.6] states that 2m = /2 + d — 1. Proposition 5.2 (6) states that 2 Orb(y, fp,.) = 2¢"/>+4~1
which equals (I374)). In the case d > 0, we have that 2m = r/2—1 and that T (w(y)) is a (¢+1)-regular
ball of radius m around an apartment. The verification of #(T'o\B(T (w(y)),m)) = 2O0rb(~, fh..)
works just as before.

|
The proof of Theorem [13.23] is now complete. O

Remark 13.26. We have proved Lemma by explicitly comparing its two sides. There is,
however, a more conceptual explanation for this identity: The maximal reduced subscheme of M3 /4
can be shown to admit a Bruhat-Tits type stratification indexed by O¢-lattices in C? which, under the
Serre—Tensor construction, translates the counting problem in Lemma into an orbital integral
on GLs(B). The fundamental lemma for Hasse invariant 1/2 from [20] expresses this as O(v, 1pay).
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