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Abstract. In this article, we study the Iwasawa theory for cuspidal automorphic representations of GL(n) ×GL(n + 1)
over CM fields along anticyclotomic directions, in the framework of the Gan–Gross–Prasad conjecture for unitary
groups. We prove one-side divisibility of the corresponding Iwasawa main conjecture: when the global root number is
1, the p-adic L-function belongs to the characteristic ideal of the Iwasawa Bloch–Kato Selmer group; when the global
root number is −1, the square of the characteristic ideal of a certain Iwasawa module is contained in the characteristic
ideal of the torsion part of the Iwasawa Bloch–Kato Selmer group (analogous to Perrin-Riou’s Heegner point main
conjecture).
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1. Introduction

The study of anticyclotomic Iwasawa theory dates back to the pioneer work of Bertolini and Darmon [BD05], in
which they proved the one-side divisibility (p-adic L-function belongs to the characteristic ideal) of the (definite)
Iwasawa main conjecture for rational elliptic curves along the anticyclotomic direction of an imaginary quadratic
field, by constructing an Euler system that is a variant of Kolyvagin’s original system [Kol90],1 which was later
streamlined by Howard known as the bipartite Euler system [How06]. Around the same time, Howard [How04b]
proved the (same) one-side divisibility of an indefinite version of the anticyclotomic Iwasawa main conjecture
for rational elliptic curves proposed by Perrin-Riou [PR87]. In years after, the results of Bertolini–Darmon and
Howard have been generalized to modular forms of general weights or Hilbert modular forms (see, for example,
[PW11, Lon12, CH15, Wan23]), all for GL(2) (or rather GL(1) × GL(2)).

In this article, we study the anticyclotomic Iwasawa theory for cuspidal automorphic representations of GL(n)×
GL(n+ 1) over CM fields for an arbitrary positive integer n, in the framework of the Gan–Gross–Prasad conjecture
[GGP12] for unitary groups. This article can also be viewed as an upgrade of [LTXZZ1] to the level of Iwasawa
algebra.

Let F/F+ be a totally imaginary quadratic extension of a totally real number field, with the maximal abelian
extension Fab of F in a fixed algebraic closure F of F.

1.1. Main results: the symmetric power setting. Consider two modular elliptic curves A and A′ over F+ such
that End(AF) = End(A′

F
) = Z and an integer n ⩾ 1.

For every rational prime p, we denote by ¶+p the (possibly empty) set of p-adic places v of F+ that split in F
at which both A and A′ have good ordinary reductions. Denote by pF /F the maximal extension contained in Fab

that is unramified outside places above ¶+p and such that the complex conjugation in Gal(F/F+) acts on Gal(pF /F)
by the inverse. In other words, pF is the maximal anticyclotomic (with respect the quadratic extension F/F+)
extension of F that is unramified outside places above ¶+p .

Combining with the recent breakthrough on the automorphy of symmetric powers of Hilbert modular forms
[NT], the automorphy of quadratic base change [AC89], and [Liu, Theorem 5.2], one has an element

Lp(Symn−1 AF × Symn A′F) ∈ Zp[[Gal(pF /F)]] ⊗Zp Qp,

unique up to a scalar in Q×p , satisfying the following interpolation property: There exists a constant C ∈ C×

such that for every finite order character χ : Gal(pF /F) → Q×p that is ramified at all places above ¶+p and every
embedding ι : Qp → C, we have

ιLp(Symn−1 AF × Symn A′F)(χ) = C · ι
∏
v∈¶+p

 q
n(n+1)(2n+1)

6
v

α
2ψ(n−1)
v α

′2ψ(n)
v


cv(χ)

· L(n,Symn−1 AF × Symn A′F ⊗ ιχ),

where ψ(N) B N2 + (N − 2)2 + · · · for an integer N ⩾ 0; and for every v ∈ ¶+p ,
❖ qv denotes the residue cardinality of F+v ;

1During the preparation of this article, we noticed that the preprint [BLV] has claimed a proof of the other direction of the definite
anticyclotomic Iwasawa main conjecture for elliptic curves.
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❖ αv and α′v denote the unique root in Z×p of the polynomials T 2 − a(Av)T + qv and T 2 − a(A′v)T + qv,
respectively;

❖ cv(χ) > 0 denotes the conductor of χ at v.

Note that n is the center of the (complex) L-function L(s,Symn−1 AF × Symn A′F ⊗ ιχ) in the classical convention.
As usual, we denote by Tp the p-adic Tate module (functor), and put Vp B Tp⊗Zp Qp and Wp B Tp⊗Zp Qp/Zp.

For every finite extension F′/F, we have the Bloch–Kato Selmer groups [BK90]

H1
f (F
′,Symn−1 Wp(A) ⊗Zp Symn Wp(A′)(1 − n)) ⊆ H1(F′,Symn−1 Wp(A) ⊗Zp Symn Wp(A′)(1 − n)),

H1
f (F
′,Symn−1 Tp(A) ⊗Zp Symn Tp(A′)(1 − n)) ⊆ H1(F′,Symn−1 Tp(A) ⊗Zp Symn Tp(A′)(1 − n)),

for the (canonically polarized) Galois representation Symn−1 Vp(A)⊗Qp Symn Vp(A′)(1−n) (see §5.1 for the precise
definition).

Consider an intermediate field F ⊆ F ⊆ pF . Put ΛF ,Qp B Zp[[Gal(F /F)]] ⊗Zp Qp, which is a quotient of
Zp[[Gal(pF /F)]] ⊗Zp Qp. Denote by LF (Symn−1 AF × Symn A′F) the image of Lp(Symn−1 AF × Symn A′F) in
ΛF ,Qp . Define

X (F ,Symn−1 Vp(A) ⊗ Symn Vp(A′)(1 − n))

B HomZp

 lim
−−→

F⊆F′⊆F

H1
f (F
′,Symn−1 Wp(A) ⊗Zp Symn Wp(A′)(1 − n)),Qp/Zp

 ⊗Zp Qp,

S (F ,Symn−1 Vp(A) ⊗ Symn Vp(A′)(1 − n))

B

 lim
←−−

F⊆F′⊆F

H1
f (F
′,Symn−1 Tp(A) ⊗Zp Symn Tp(A′)(1 − n))

 ⊗Zp Qp,

where the colimit/limit are taken with respect to restriction/corestriction maps; they are naturally finitely generated
modules over ΛF ,Qp .

Definition 1.1.1. We say that an intermediate field F ⊆ F ⊆ pF is moderate if it satisfies the following two
conditions:

(1) every (p-adic) place of F ramified in F must have finite residue extension degree in F ;
(2) Gal(F /F) is torsion free, that is, ΛF ,Qp is integral.

Remark 1.1.2. The set of places of F ramified in an intermediate field F as in Definition 1.1.1 is stable under the
complex conjugation and has even cardinality. If such cardinality is at most two, then F satisfies condition (1).
But we have more examples: when F contains an imaginary quadratic field F0 and ¶+p contains all p-adic places of
F+, the composite field F+F0, in which F0 denotes the anticyclotomic Zp-extension of F0, satisfies condition (1).2

Theorem 1.1.3. Let n ⩾ 1 be an integer that is at most 2 when F+ = Q. Let A and A′ be two modular elliptic
curves over F+ such that End(AF) = End(A′

F
) = Z and that AF and A′

F
are not isogenous to each other. The

following holds for all but finitely many rational primes p (see Remark 1.2.5 below for precise conditions on p):
For every moderate intermediate field F ⊆ F ⊆ pF , if LF (Symn−1 AF × Symn A′F) , 0, then

(a) X (F ,Symn−1 Vp(A) ⊗ Symn Vp(A′)(1 − n)) is a torsion ΛF ,Qp-module;
(b) S (F ,Symn−1 Vp(A) ⊗ Symn Vp(A′)(1 − n)) vanishes;
(c) LF (Symn−1 AF×Symn A′F) belongs to the characteristic ideal of theΛF ,Qp-module X (F ,Symn−1 Vp(A)⊗

Symn Vp(A′)(1 − n)).3

This theorem follows by combining Theorem 1.2.3(1) and Theorem 1.2.4(1) below. The above theorem (to-
gether with Remark 5.4.7) recovers [LTXZZ1, Theorem 1.1.1] by taking F = F.

2This example of anticyclotomic Zp-extension is not allowed in previous works for Hilbert modular forms like in [Lon12, Wan23].
3For (c), one does not need the nonvanishing of LF (Symn−1 AF × Symn A′F) since otherwise the conclusion is automatic.
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1.2. Main results: the automorphic setting.

Definition 1.2.1. We say that a complex representation Π of GLN(AF) with N ⩾ 1 is relevant if
(1) Π is an irreducible cuspidal automorphic representation;
(2) Π ◦ c ≃ Π∨, where c ∈ Gal(F/F+) is the complex conjugation;
(3) for every archimedean place w of F, Πw is isomorphic to the (irreducible) principal series representa-

tion induced by the characters (arg1−N , arg3−N , . . . , argN−3, argN−1), where arg : C× → C× is the argument
character defined by the formula arg(z) B z/

√
zz.

It is clear that being relevant is stable under contragredient.

Take an integer n ⩾ 1, and denote by n0 and n1 the unique even and odd numbers in {n, n + 1}, respectively.
Consider two relevant representations Π0 and Π1 of GLn0(AF) and GLn1(AF), respectively, and a strong coefficient
field E ⊆ C of both Π0 and Π1 (Remark 2.1.3(3)).

For every prime ℘ of E (with the underlying rational prime p), we denote by ¶℘ the (possibly empty) set of
p-adic places w of F that split over F+ at which both Π0 and Π1 are unramified and ℘-ordinary (Definition 2.1.5).
Denote by ℘F /F the maximal extension contained in Fab that is unramified outside ¶℘ and such that the complex
conjugation in Gal(F/F+) acts on Gal(℘F /F) by the inverse.

For α = 0, 1, we have the Galois representation ρΠα,℘ of F with coefficients in E℘ associated withΠ0, normalized
so that ρΠ∨α ,℘ ≃ ρ

∨
Πα,℘

(1 − nα). In particular, ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n) is polarizable. Similarly, for every intermediate field
F ⊆ F ⊆ ℘F , we have Selmer groups

X (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)), S (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)),

which are finitely generated modules over ΛF ,E℘ B Zp[[Gal(F /F)]] ⊗Zp E℘.
By Definition 1.2.1(2), the global Rankin–Selberg epsilon factor ϵ(Π0 × Π1) is either 1 or −1. In [Liu], we

construct (see §5.1 for more details)
❖ when ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = 1, an element

L℘(Π0 × Π1) ∈ Zp[[Gal(℘F /F)]] ⊗Zp E℘,

well-defined up to a scalar in E×℘;
❖ when ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = −1, a ΛF ,E℘-submodule

K (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) ⊆ S (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n))

for every intermediate field F ⊆ F ⊆ ℘F , which is generated by, roughly speaking, the Abel–Jacobi image
of a family of Gan–Gross–Prasad diagonal cycles in the anticyclotomic tower.

For every intermediate field F ⊆ F ⊆ ℘F , denote by LF (Π0 × Π1) the image of L℘(Π0 × Π1) in ΛF ,E℘ , and put

T (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) B
S (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n))
K (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n))

.

Notation 1.2.2. For every intermediate field F ⊆ F ⊆ ℘F satisfying Definition 1.1.1(2) and every finitely gener-
ated ΛF ,E℘-module M , we denote by char(M ) the characteristic ideal of the maximal ΛF ,E℘-torsion submodule
of M .

Theorem 1.2.3 (Theorem 5.1.4). Let n ⩾ 1 be an integer that is at most 2 when F+ = Q. Let Π0 and Π1 be two
relevant representations of GLn0(AF) and GLn1(AF), respectively, and E ⊆ C a strong coefficient field of both Π0
and Π1. For every admissible prime ℘ of E in the sense of Definition 5.1.3 and every moderate intermediate field
F ⊆ F ⊆ ℘F , the following holds:

(1) Suppose that ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = 1. If LF (Π0 × Π1) , 0, then
(a) X (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) has ΛF ,E℘-rank zero;
(b) S (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) vanishes;
(c) LF (Π0 × Π1) belongs to char

(
X (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n))

)
.4

(2) Suppose that ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = −1. If K (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) , 0, then
(a) X (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) has ΛF ,E℘-rank one;

4For (1c), one does not need the nonvanishing of LF (Π0 × Π1) since otherwise the conclusion is automatic.
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(b) S (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) is a torsion free ΛF ,E℘-module of rank one;

(c) char
(
T (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n))

)2
is contained in char

(
X (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n))

)
.

The two cases of the above theorem confirm one direction of Conjecture 6.4 and Conjecture 7.6 in [Liu], re-
spectively, for admissible ℘. Together with Theorem 1.2.4(1) below, they generalize the works of [BD05] and
[Ber95, How04a, How04b], respectively, to higher rank groups (that is, n > 1). On the other hand, by taking
F = F, the two cases of the above theorem together with Remark 5.4.7 and Remark 5.5.3 recover Theorem 1.1.5
and Theorem 1.1.9 of [LTXZZ1], respectively, with the minor caveat that the notion of admissible primes of E
in Definition 5.1.3 is slightly different from the one in [LTXZZ1, Definition 8.1.1]. Nevertheless, we have the
following result, whose proof will be given after the statement of Theorem 5.1.4.

Theorem 1.2.4. Let Π0 and Π1 be two relevant representations of GLn0(AF) and GLn1(AF), respectively, and
E ⊆ C a strong coefficient field of both Π0 and Π1. If we are in the following two cases, then all but finitely many
primes of E are admissible in the sense of Definition 5.1.3:

(1) Π0 = (Symn0−1 πA0)F and Π1 = (Symn1−1 πA1)F for modular elliptic curves A0 and A1 over F+ (with the
associated automorphic representations πA0 and πA1 of GL2(AF+), respectively) satisfying
(a) End(A0F) = End(A1F) = Z;
(b) A0F and A1F are not isogenous to each other.

(2) Π0 and Π1 satisfy
(a) there exists a very special inert prime l of F+ (Definition 2.3.4) such that Π0,l is Steinberg, and Π1,l is

unramified whose Satake parameter contains 1 exactly once;5

(b) for α = 0, 1, there exists a nonarchimedean place wα of F such that Πα,wα is supercuspidal.

Remark 1.2.5. In Case (1) of Theorem 1.2.4, we give more explicit conditions for admissible primes only using
arithmetics of A0 and A1. It suffices to consider the case E = Q as the conditions in Definition 5.1.3 are stable
under extension of coefficients. Consider
(S1): p > 4n;
(S2): p is unramified in F and both A0 and A1 have good reduction at every p-adic place of F+;
(S3): the natural homomorphism Gal(F/Frflx)→ GLFp(A0[p](F))×GLFp(A1[p](F)) has the largest possible image

(that is, isomorphic to G(SL2(Fp) × SL2(Fp))), where Frflx ⊆ F is the reflexive closure of F (Definition
2.3.2);6

(S4): the polynomial

XY ·
n0∏
i=1

(1 − (−X)i) ·
∏

(i, j)∈I×J\{(1,0)}

(XiY j − X) ·
∏
j∈J

(Y j + X) ∈ Z[X,Y]

is not identically zero on Fp×Fp, where I B {i ∈ Z | |i| ⩽ n0−1, i odd} and J B { j ∈ Z | | j| ⩽ n1−1, i even};7

(S5): for every prime of w of F whose underlying rational prime divides the conductors of either F, A0, or A1, if we
let F′w/Fw be the minimal totally ramified extension over which A0 has good or multiplicative reduction,
then

❖ p ∤ [F′w : Fw];
❖ p ∤

∏n0
i=1(qi

w − 1), where qw denotes the residue cardinality of Fw;
❖ when A0 has good reduction over F′w, the two roots α, β of the Satake polynomial of A0 over F′w

belong to (Z(p))× such that the image of{
(α/β)n0−1, (α/β)n0−3, . . . , (α/β)3−n0 , (α/β)1−n0

}
in F×p does not contain qw;

❖ when A0 has multiplicative reduction over F′w, p does not divide the Fw-valuation of j(A0).

5Note that the Satake parameter of Π1,l has to contain 1 at least once by Definition 1.2.1(2).
6In particular, Frflx = F when F is Galois or contains an imaginary quadratic field.
7For example, this condition excludes {2, 3} and {2, 3, 5, 7} when n = 1 and n = 2, respectively.
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It is obvious that (S1,S2,S4,S5) together exclude only finitely many p; so does (S3) by the famous result of Serre
[Ser72].

We claim that if p satisfies the five conditions above, then it is an admissible prime in the sense of Definition
5.1.3. Indeed, (A1) is nothing but (S1); (A2) is implied by (S2); (A3) is implied by (S3); (A4) is implied by (S3);
(A5) is implied by (S4); (A6) is implied by (S3) and (S5) by the proof of [LTXZZ2, Proposition 4.1].

Theorem 1.2.3(1) has a standard corollary, whose proof will be given at the end of §5.6.

Corollary 1.2.6. Let n ⩾ 1 be an integer that is at most 2 when F+ = Q. Let Π0 and Π1 be two relevant
representations of GLn0(AF) and GLn1(AF), respectively, and E ⊆ C a strong coefficient field of both Π0 and Π1.
Suppose that ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = 1. Then for every admissible prime ℘ of E in the sense of Definition 5.1.3 and every
moderate intermediate field F ⊆ F ⊆ ℘F ,

dimE℘ H1
f (F, ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) ⩽ sup

{
m ⩾ 0

∣∣∣ LF (Π0 × Π1) ∈ Am
F

}
,

where AF denotes the augmentation ideal of ΛF ,E℘ .

Remark 1.2.7. In [Liu], it is conjectured that LF (Π0 × Π1) or K (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)), depending on whether
ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = 1 or ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = −1, is automatically nonzero as long as the extension F /F is infinite. However,
currently we are unable to prove this, except for the case where n = 1 (with some extra conditions), which follows
from [CV07].

Remark 1.2.8. The condition that n ⩽ 2 when F+ = Q in Theorem 1.1.3, Theorem 1.2.3, and Corollary 1.2.6 is
(only) due to Hypothesis 2.2.5. In other words, once Hypothesis 2.2.5 is known for N ⩾ 4 when F+ = Q, this
condition can be removed.

1.3. Structure and strategy. For simplicity of the introduction, we assume that the global root number is 1 and
that the coefficient field E is Q. The fundamental ideal for proving our theorems is the same as that of Bertolini–
Darmon, namely, we will construct a bipartite Euler system over the Iwasawa algebra. A bipartite Euler system
comes with two formulae relating local Galois cohomology with p-adic period integrals (or rather sums), known
as the first and the second explicit reciprocity laws (in the Iwasawa algebra).

For every integer k ⩾ 1, the Euler system modulo pk is indexed by a set Nk consisting of finite sets of certain
“level-raising” primes of the base field F modulo pk (these primes are all inert over F+ and coprime to p). For every
element n ∈ Nk, we will have a Zp/pk-module Cn,k, which encodes the “amount” of level-raising phenomenon at
places in n. The explicit reciprocity laws themselves provide maps from Cn,k to Cn

′,k when n′ \ n is a singleton,
which turn out to be isomorphisms (first/second according to whether the cardinality of n is even/odd).

Readers may notice that in our prequel [LTXZZ1], the reciprocity laws already appeared but without the varia-
tion in the Iwasawa algebra. One clear task for us in this article is to upgrade them to the level of Iwasawa algebra.
On the other hand, we also need to know that maps from Cn,k to Cn

′,k encoded in the reciprocity laws are isomor-
phisms – this was proved in [LTXZZ1] only for the first law. For the second law, using certain Galois deformation
argument, we reduce the problem to the surjectivity of the integral p-adic Abel–Jacobi map from the basic locus
of certain unitary Shimura varieties after suitable Hecke localization, which generalizes the following famous the-
orem of Ribet [Rib90]: the integral p-adic Abel–Jacobi map from the supersingular locus of the modular curve
X0(N)Fℓ over Fℓ with ℓ ∤ pN is surjective after localizing at a non-Eisenstein ideal of the Hecke algebra away from
Nℓ.

The proof of Ribet’s theorem is to reduce the surjectivity of the Abel–Jacobi map to the surjectivity in the Ihara
lemma for modular curves, in which the latter is known. We follow the same strategy by considering unitary
Shimura varieties with the Siegel parahoric level. We formulate the correct version of the Ihara type lemma for
unitary Shimura varieties at inert primes that is responsible for the surjectivity of the Abel–Jacobi map, via the
so-called Tate–Thompson local system, which is analogous to the rank-ℓ local system over X0(N)Qℓ corresponding
to the Steinberg representation. In order to connect with the basic locus of the special fiber, we have to compute
the nearby cycles of the Tate–Thompson local system; this is one of major technical difficulties of the article. As
a result, we show that the surjectivity of a certain map, which we call the boosting map, defined in terms of the
cohomology of the nearby cycles of the Tate–Thompson local system, implies the surjectivity of the Abel–Jacobi
map from the basic locus, after same Hecke localizations. For the surjectivity of the boosting map itself (which
can be reduced to the surjectivity of a map only involving generic fibers), we are able to prove it for a large class of
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maximal Hecke ideals (for which we take localization) that are sufficient for our construction of the bipartite Euler
system.8

We start the main part of the article by collecting in §2 certain background materials from the prequel [LTXZZ1]
that will be systematically used later. In §3, we study the image of the basic locus of unitary Shimura varieties at
good inert primes under the Abel–Jacobi map and its relation with the boosting map involving the Tate–Thompson
local system. In §4, we upgrade the two explicit reciprocity laws from [LTXZZ1, §7] to the level of Iwasawa
algebra. In §5, we give the precise statement and the proof of our main theorems toward the Iwasawa main
conjecture formulated in [Liu], based on the (generalized) bipartite Euler system we construct.

1.4. Notations and conventions. In this subsection, we setup some common notations and conventions for the
entire article, including appendices, unless otherwise specified. The notations in the previous two subsections will
not be relied on from this moment, and should not be kept for further reading.

Generalities:
❖ Denote by N = {0, 1, 2, 3, . . .} the monoid of nonnegative integers.
❖ For a set S , we denote by 1S the characteristic function of S .
❖ The eigenvalues or generalized eigenvalues of a matrix over a field k are counted with multiplicity (namely,

dimension of the corresponding eigenspace or generalized eigenspace); in other words, they form a multi-
subset of an algebraic extension of k.

❖ For every rational prime p, we fix an algebraic closureQp ofQp with the residue field Fp. For every integer
r ⩾ 1, we denote by Qpr the subfield of Qp that is an unramified extension of Qp of degree r, by Zpr its
ring of integers, and by Fpr its residue field.

❖ For a nonarchimedean place v of a number field K, we write ∥v∥ for the cardinality of the residue field of
Kv.

❖ We use standard notations from the category theory. The category of sets is denoted by Set. For a category
C, we denote by Cop its opposite category, and denote by C/A the category of morphisms to A for an object
A of C. For another category D, we denote by Fun(C,D) the category of functors from C to D. We also
use the symbol � to indicate a virtual object.

❖ All rings are commutative and unital; and ring homomorphisms preserve units. For a (topological) ring L,
a (topological) L-ring is a (topological) ring R together with a (continuous) ring homomorphism from L to
R. However, we use the word algebra in the general sense, which is not necessarily commutative or unital.

❖ If a base ring is not specified in the tensor operation ⊗, then it is Z.
❖ For a ring L and a set S , denote by L[S ] the L-module of L-valued functions on S of finite support.
❖ For an algebra A, we denote by Mod(A) the category of left A-modules.

Algebraic geometry:
❖ We denote by the category of schemes by Sch and its full subcategory of locally Noetherian schemes by

Sch′. For a scheme S (resp. Noetherian scheme S ), we denote by Sch/S (resp. Sch′/S ) the category of S -
schemes (resp. locally Noetherian S -schemes). If S = Spec R is affine, we also write Sch/R (resp. Sch′/R)
for Sch/S (resp. Sch′/S ).

❖ The structure sheaf of a scheme X is denoted by OX .
❖ For two schemes X,Y over an affine scheme Spec R, we write X ×R Y for X ×Spec R Y . When Y = Spec S

for an R-ring S , we write X ⊗R S or even XS for X ×Spec R Spec S .
❖ For a scheme S in characteristic p for some rational prime p, we denote by σ : S → S the absolute p-

power Frobenius morphism. For a perfect field κ of characteristic p, we denote by W(κ) its Witt ring, and
by abuse of notation, σ : W(κ)→ W(κ) the canonical lifting of the p-power Frobenius map.

❖ For a smooth morphism S → T of schemes, we denote by TS/T the relative tangent sheaf, which is a
locally free OS -module.

❖ For a scheme S and (sheaves of) OS -modules F and G, we denote byHom(F ,G) the quasi-coherent sheaf
of OS -linear homomorphisms from F to G.

8However, currently we are not able to prove the full Ihara type lemma under our expectation. See Remark 5.3.10.
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❖ For a positive integer r, we denote by GLr the scheme of invertible r-by-r matrices. Then GL1 is simply
the multiplicative group Gm B Z[T,T−1]; but we will distinguish between GL1 and Gm according to the
context.

❖ For a number field K, a commutative group scheme G → S equipped with an action by OK over some base
scheme S , and an ideal a ⊂ OK , we denote by G[a] the maximal closed subgroup scheme of G annihilated
by all elements in a.

❖ By a coefficient ring for étale cohomology, we mean either a finite ring, or a finite extension of Qℓ, or the
ring of integers of a finite extension of Qℓ. In the latter two cases, we regard the étale cohomology as the
continuous one. We say that a coefficient ring L is n-coprime for a positive integer n if n is invertible in L
in the first case, and ℓ ∤ n in the latter two cases.

Ground fields:
❖ Let c ∈ Aut(C/Q) be the complex conjugation.
❖ Throughout the article, we fix a subfield F ⊆ C that is a CM number field.
❖ Let F+ ⊆ F be the maximal subfield on which c acts by the identity.
❖ Let F be the Galois closure of F in C and denote by Fab the maximal abelian extension of F in F. Put
ΓF B Gal(F/F ) for every subfield F ⊆ F.

❖ Denote by Σ and Σ+ the sets of places of F and F+, respectively. For every w ∈ Σ, denote by wc ∈ Σ its
complex conjugation.

❖ For every finite set □ of places of Q, denote by Σ□ and Σ+□ the sets of places of F and F+ above □,
respectively. When □ = {v} is a singleton, we simply write Σv and Σ+v for Σ{v} and Σ+

{v}, respectively. Denote
by τ∞ ∈ Σ∞ the default complex embedding of F.

❖ Denote by Σ+bad (resp. Σbad) the union of Σ+p (resp. Σp) for all p that ramifies in F.
❖ For every place v of F+, we put Fv B F ⊗F+ F+v , fix an algebraic closure F+v of F+v containing F, and put
ΓF+v B Gal(F+v /F

+
v ) as a subgroup of ΓF+ .

❖ For every nonarchimedean place w of F, we
– identify the Galois group ΓFw with ΓF+v ∩ ΓF (resp. c(ΓF+v ∩ ΓF)c), where v is the underlying place of

F+, if the embedding F ↪→ F+v induces (resp. does not induce) the place w;
– let IFw ⊆ ΓFw be the inertia subgroup;
– let κw be the residue field of Fw, and identify its Galois group Γκw with ΓFw/IFw ;
– denote by ϕw ∈ ΓFw a lifting of the arithmetic Frobenius element in Γκw .

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Ruiqi Bai, Hao Fu, David Hansen, and Xuhua He for useful com-
ments and discussion. Y. L. is supported by the National Key R&D Program of China No. 2022YFA1005300. Y. T.
is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 12225112, 12231001), and CAS Project for
Young Scientists in Basic Research (Grant No. YSBR-033). L. X. is supported by a grant from New Cornerstone
Foundation, and grants from National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 12231001, 12321001, 12071004).

2. Recollection on hermitian structures

In this section, we collect certain background materials from the prequel [LTXZZ1] that will be systematically
used in the current article as well, with some complements. Let N ⩾ 1 be an integer.

2.1. Unitary Satake parameters. Let Π be a relevant representation of GLN(AF) (Definition 1.2.1) with the
coefficient field Q(Π) ⊆ C [LTXZZ1, Definition 3.1.1].

Definition 2.1.1 (Abstract Satake parameter). Let L be a ring. For a multi-subset α B {α1, . . . , αN} ⊆ L, we put

Pα(T ) B
N∏

i=1

(T − αi) ∈ L[T ].

Consider a nonarchimedean place v of F+ not in Σ+bad.
(1) Suppose that v is inert in F. We define an (abstract) Satake parameter in L at v of rank N to be a multi-

subset α ⊆ L of cardinality N. We say that α is unitary if Pα(T ) = (−T )N · Pα(T−1).
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(2) Suppose that v splits in F. We define an (abstract) Satake parameter in L at v of rank N to be a pair
α B (α1;α2) of multi-subsets α1,α2 ⊆ L of cardinality N, indexed by the two places w1,w2 of F above v.
We say that α is unitary if Pα1(T ) = c · T N · Pα2(T−1) for some constant c ∈ L×.

For two Satake parameters α0 and α1 in L at v of rank n0 and n1, respectively, we may form their tensor product
α0 ⊗ α1 in the obvious way, which is of rank n0n1. If α0 and α1 are both unitary, then so is α0 ⊗ α1.

Notation 2.1.2. We denote by ΣΠ the smallest (finite) set of nonarchimedean places of F containing Σbad such that
Πw is unramified for every w ∈ Σ \ (Σ∞ ∪ ΣΠ), and by Σ+

Π
⊆ Σ+ the subset underlying ΣΠ.

(1) For every w ∈ Σ \ (Σ∞ ∪ ΣΠ), let

α(Πw) B {α(Πw)1, . . . , α(Πw)N} ⊆ C

be the Satake parameter of Πw.
(2) For every v ∈ Σ+ \ (Σ+∞ ∪ Σ

+
Π

),
❖ if v is inert in F, then we put α(Πv) B α(Πw) for the unique place w of F above v;
❖ if v splits in F into two places w1 and w2, then we put α(Πv) B (α(Πw1);α(Πw2));

in particular, α(Πv) is a unitary Satake parameter in C at v of rank N.

Remark 2.1.3. Let Π be a relevant representation of GLN(AF) (Definition 1.2.1). Parts (1) and (2) below are
recorded in [LTXZZ1, Proposition 3.2.4].

(1) For every nonarchimedean place w of F, Πw is tempered.
(2) For every rational prime ℓ and every isomorphism ιℓ : C

∼
−→ Qℓ, there is a semisimple continuous homo-

morphism
ρΠ,ιℓ : ΓF → GLN(Qℓ),

unique up to conjugation, satisfying that for every nonarchimedean place w of F, the Frobenius semisimpli-
fication of the associated Weil–Deligne representation of ρΠ,ιℓ |ΓFw

corresponds to the irreducible admissible

representation ιℓΠw| det |
1−N

2
w of GLN(Fw) under the local Langlands correspondence. Moreover, ρc

Π,ιℓ
and

ρ∨
Π,ιℓ

(1 − N) are conjugate.
(3) By [CH13, Proposition 3.2.5], there exists a number field E ⊆ C (which we call a strong coefficient field

of Π in [LTXZZ1, Definition 3.2.5]) containing Q(Π) such that for every isomorphism ιℓ : C
∼
−→ Qℓ, the

representation ρΠ,ιℓ has coefficients in Eλ, where λ is the induced ℓ-adic place of E.

Definition 2.1.4. Let v be a nonarchimedean place of F+ inert in F, and L a ring in which ∥v∥ is invertible. Let
P ∈ L[T ] be a monic polynomial of degree N satisfying P(T ) = (−T )N · P(T−1).

(1) When N is odd, we say that P is Tate generic at v if P′(1) is invertible in L.
(2) When N is odd, we say that P is intertwining generic at v if P(−∥v∥) is invertible in L.
(3) When N is even, we say that P is level-raising special at v if P(∥v∥) = 0 and P′(∥v∥) is invertible in L.
(4) When N is even, we say that P is intertwining generic at v if P(−1) is invertible in L.

The following definition will be used in §5.

Definition 2.1.5. Let ℘ be a prime of a finite extension E/Q(Π) inside C (with the underlying rational prime p).
For every w ∈ Σ \ (Σ∞ ∪ΣΠ), we say that Πw is ℘-ordinary if one can order α(Πw) in a way such that for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ N,
∥w∥

N+1
2 −iα(Πw)i ∈ Z

×
p under every isomorphism C ≃ Qp that induces ℘.

2.2. Hermitian spaces, unitary Shimura varieties and sets.

Definition 2.2.1 (Hermitian space). Let R be an OF+[(Σ+bad)−1]-ring. A hermitian space over OF ⊗OF+
R of rank N

is a projective OF ⊗OF+
R-module V of rank N together with a perfect pairing

( , )V : V × V→ OF ⊗OF+
R

that is OF ⊗OF+
R-linear in the first variable and (OF ⊗OF+

R, c ⊗ idR)-linear in the second variable, and satisfies
(x, y)V = (y, x)cV for x, y ∈ V. We denote by U(V) the group of OF ⊗OF+

R-linear isometries of V, which is a
reductive group over R.

Moreover, we denote by V♯ the hermitian space V⊕OF ⊗OF+
R ·1, where 1 has norm 1. For an OF ⊗OF+

R-linear
isometry f : V→ V′, we have the induced isometry f♯ : V♯ → V′

♯
.
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Let v be a nonarchimedean place of F+ not in Σ+bad. Let ΛN,v be the unique up to isomorphism hermitian space
over OFv = OF ⊗OF+

OF+v of rank N, and UN,v its unitary group over OF+v . We have the local spherical Hecke
algebra

TN,v B Z[UN,v(OF+v )\UN,v(F+v )/UN,v(OF+v )],

with the unit element 1UN,v(OF+v
).

Definition 2.2.2 (Abstract unitary Hecke algebra). For a finite subset □ ⊆ Σ+ \ Σ+∞ containing Σ+bad, we define the
abstract unitary Hecke algebra away from Σ+ to be the restricted tensor product

T□N B
⊗

v

′
TN,v

over all places v ∈ Σ+ \ (Σ+∞ ∪ □) with respect to unit elements.

We have the Satake homomorphism

ϕΠ : T
Σ+
Π

N → OQ(Π)

from [LTXZZ1, Construction 3.1.10].
Now we introduce some categories of open compact subgroups, which will be used later.

Definition 2.2.3. Let V be a hermitian space over F of rank N. Let □ ⊆ Σ+ \ Σ+∞ be a finite subset. Recall the
notion of neat open compact subgroups from [LTXZZ1, Definition 3.1.11(1)].

(1) We define a category K(V)□ whose objects are neat open compact subgroups K of U(V)(A∞,□F+ ), and a
morphism from K to K′ is an element g ∈ K\U(V)(A∞,□F+ )/K′ satisfying g−1Kg ⊆ K′. Denote by K′(V)□

the subcategory of K(V)□ that allows only identity double cosets as morphisms.
(2) We define a category K(V)□sp whose objects are pairs K = (K♭,K♯), where K♭ is an object of K(V)□ and K♯ is

an object of K(V♯)□ such that K♭ ⊆ K♯ ∩U(V)(A∞,□F+ ), and a morphism from K = (K♭,K♯) to K′ = (K′
♭
,K′

♯
)

is an element g ∈ K♭\U(V)(A∞,□F+ )/K′
♭

such that g−1K♭g ⊆ K′
♭

and g−1K♯g ⊆ K′
♯
.9 We have the obvious

functors

�♭ : K(V)□sp → K(V)□, �♯ : K(V)□sp → K(V♯)
□

sending K = (K♭,K♯) to K♭ and K♯, respectively. Note that K(V)□sp is a non-full subcategory of K(V)□ ×
K(V♯)□.

When □ is the empty set, we suppress it from all the notations above. When □ = Σ+p for a rational prime p, we
simply put p on the various superscripts.

We introduce hermitian spaces over F that will be used in this article.

Definition 2.2.4. Let V be a hermitian space over F of rank N.
(1) We say that V is standard definite if it has signature (N, 0) at every place in Σ+∞.
(2) We say that V is standard indefinite if it has signature (N − 1, 1) at τ∞|F+ and (N, 0) at other places in Σ+∞.

For a standard indefinite hermitian space V over F of rank N, we have a functor

Sh(V,�) : K(V)→ Sch/F
K 7→ Sh(V,K)

of Shimura varieties associated with the reductive group ResF+/QU(V) and the Deligne homomorphism described
in [LTXZZ1, §3.2].

For a standard definite hermitian space V over F of rank N, we have a functor

Sh(V,�) : K(V)→ Set

K 7→ Sh(V,K) B U(V)(F+)\U(V)(A∞F+)/K.

9The subscript “sp” indicates that this notation will be related the special homomorphism of Shimura varieties later.
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Hypothesis 2.2.5. For every standard indefinite hermitian space V over F of rank N, every discrete automorphic
representation π of U(V)(AF+) such that BC(π) [LTXZZ1, Definition 3.2.3] exists and is a relevant representation
of GLN(AF), and every isomorphism ιℓ : C

∼
−→ Qℓ, if ρBC(π),ιℓ (Remark 2.1.3(2)) is irreducible, then

WN−1(π) B HomQℓ[U(V)(A∞
F+

)]

ιℓπ∞, lim
−−→
K′(V)

HN−1
ét (Sh(V,K)F ,Qℓ)


is isomorphic to the underlying Qℓ[ΓF]-module of ρcBC(π),ιℓ

.

Remark 2.2.6. By [LTXZZ1, Proposition 3.2.11], Hypothesis 2.2.5 holds for N ⩽ 3, and for N > 3 if F+ , Q.

2.3. Generalized CM type and reflexive closure. We denote byN[Σ∞] the commutative monoid freely generated
by the set Σ∞, which admits an action of Aut(C/Q) via the set Σ∞.

Definition 2.3.1. A generalized CM type of rank N is an element

Ψ =
∑
τ∈Σ∞

rττ ∈ N[Σ∞]

satisfying rτ + rτc = N for every τ ∈ Σ∞. For such Ψ, we define its reflex field FΨ ⊆ C to be the fixed subfield of
the stabilizer of Ψ in Aut(C/Q). A CM type is simply a generalized CM type of rank 1.

Definition 2.3.2. We define the reflexive closure of F, denoted by Frflx, to be the subfield of C generated by F and
the intersection of FΦ for all CM types Φ of F. Put F+rflx B (Frflx)c=1.

Remark 2.3.3. It is clear that Frflx is a CM field finite Galois over F; F+rflx is the maximal totally real subfield of
Frflx and is finite Galois over F+. In many cases, we have Frflx = F and hence F+rflx = F+, for example, when F is
Galois or contains an imaginary quadratic field.

Definition 2.3.4. We say that a prime p of F+ is special inert if the following are satisfied:
(1) p is inert in F;
(2) the underlying rational prime p of p is odd and is unramified in F;
(3) p is of degree one over Q, that is, F+p = Qp.

By abuse of notation, we also denote by p for its induced prime of F.
We say that a special inert prime p of F+ is very special inert if it is special inert and splits completely in F+rflx.10

In what follows in this article, we will often take a rational prime p that is unramified in F, and an isomorphism
ιp : C

∼
−→ Qp. By composing with ιp, we regard Σ∞ also as the set of p-adic embeddings of F. We also regard Qp

as a subfield of C via ι−1
p .

Notation 2.3.5. We introduce the following important notations.
(1) In what follows, whenever we introduce some finite unramified extension Q?

? of Qp, we denote by Z?
? its

ring of integers and put F?
? B Z

?
?/pZ?

?.
(2) For every τ ∈ Σ∞, we denote by Qτp ⊆ C the composition of τ(F) and Qp, which is unramified over Qp.

For a scheme S ∈ Sch/Zτp and an OS -module F with an action OF → EndOS (F ), we denote by Fτ the
maximal OS -submodule of F on which OF acts via the homomorphism τ : OF → Z

τ
p → OS .

(3) We denote by Q♢p ⊆ C the composition of Qτp for all τ ∈ Σ∞, which is unramified over Qp. We can identify
Σ∞ with Hom(OF ,Z

♢
p) = Hom(OF ,F

♢
p). In particular, the p-power Frobenius map σ acts on Σ∞.

(4) For a generalized CM type Ψ of rank N, we denote by QΨp ⊆ C the composition of Qp, F, and FΨ, which
is contained in Q♢p.

(5) For a (functor in) scheme over Z?
? written like ςX?(· · ·), we put ςX?(· · ·) B ςX?(· · ·) ⊗Z?

?
F?

? and ςXη
?(· · ·) B

ςX?(· · ·)⊗Z?
?
Q?

?. For a (functor in) scheme over F?
? written like ςX?

?(· · ·), we put ςX?
?(· · ·) B ςX?

?(· · ·)⊗F?
?
Fp.

Similar conventions are applied to morphisms as well. In practice, ς will be a certain similitude factor.

10This is equivalent to that for every prime q of F+ above p that is inert in F, [F+q : Qp] is odd.
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2.4. Unitary abelian schemes. We first introduce some general notations about abelian schemes.

Notation 2.4.1. Let A be an abelian scheme over a scheme S . We denote by A∨ the dual abelian variety of A over
S . We denote by HdR

1 (A/S ) (resp. LieA/S , and ωA/S ) for the relative de Rham homology (resp. Lie algebra, and
dual Lie algebra) of A/S , all regarded as locally free OS -modules. We have the following Hodge exact sequence

0→ ωA∨/S → HdR
1 (A/S )→ LieA/S → 0(2.1)

of sheaves on S . When the base S is clear from the context, we sometimes suppress it from the notation.

Definition 2.4.2 (Unitary abelian scheme). We prescribe a subring P ⊆ Q. Let S be a scheme in Sch/P.

(1) An OF-abelian scheme over S is a pair (A, i) in which A is an abelian scheme over S and i : OF →

EndS (A) ⊗ P is a homomorphism of algebras sending 1 to the identity endomorphism.
(2) A unitary OF-abelian scheme over S is a triple (A, i, λ) in which (A, i) is an OF-abelian scheme over S ,

and λ : A → A∨ is a quasi-polarization such that i(ac)∨ ◦ λ = λ ◦ i(a) for every a ∈ OF , and there exists
c ∈ P× making cλ a polarization.

(3) For two OF-abelian schemes (A, i) and (A′, i′) over S , a (quasi-)homomorphism from (A, i) to (A′, i′) is a
(quasi-)homomorphism φ : A→ A′ such that φ ◦ i(a) = i′(a) ◦ φ for every a ∈ OF . We will usually refer to
such φ as an OF-linear (quasi-)homomorphism.

Moreover, we will usually suppress the notion i if the argument is insensitive to it.

Definition 2.4.3 (Signature type). LetΨ be a generalized CM type of rank N (Definition 2.3.1). Consider a scheme
S ∈ Sch/OFΨ⊗P

. We say that an OF-abelian scheme (A, i) over S has signature type Ψ if for every a ∈ OF , the
characteristic polynomial of i(a) on LieA/S is given by∏

τ∈Σ∞

(T − τ(a))rτ ∈ OS [T ].

Construction 2.4.4. Let K be an OFΨ ⊗ P-ring that is an algebraically closed field. Suppose that we are given
a unitary OF-abelian scheme (A0, i0, λ0) over K of signature type Φ that is a CM type, and a unitary OF-abelian
scheme (A, i, λ) over K of signature type Ψ. For every set □ of places of Q containing ∞ and the characteristic of
K, if not zero, we construct a hermitian space

Homλ0,λ
F⊗QA□

(Hét
1 (A0,A

□),Hét
1 (A,A□))

over F ⊗Q A□ = F ⊗F+ (F+ ⊗Q A□), with the underlying F ⊗Q A□-module

HomF⊗QA□(H
ét
1 (A0,A

□),Hét
1 (A,A□))

equipped with the pairing

(x, y) B i−1
0

(
(λ0∗)−1 ◦ y∨ ◦ λ∗ ◦ x

)
∈ i−1

0 EndF⊗QA□(H
ét
1 (A0,A

□)) = F ⊗Q A□.

Now we take a rational prime p that is unramified in F, and take the prescribed subring P in Definition 2.4.2 to
be Z(p). We also choose an isomorphism ιp : C

∼
−→ Qp and adopt Notation 2.3.5.

Definition 2.4.5. Let A and B be two abelian schemes over a scheme S ∈ Sch/Z(p) . We say that a quasi-
homomorphism (resp. quasi-isogeny) φ : A→ B is a quasi-p-homomorphism (resp. quasi-p-isogeny) if there exists
some c ∈ Z×(p) such that cφ is a homomorphism (resp. isogeny). A quasi-isogeny φ is prime-to-p if both φ and φ−1

are quasi-p-isogenies. We say that a quasi-polarization λ of A is p-principal if λ is a prime-to-p quasi-isogeny.

Note that for a unitary OF-abelian scheme (A, i, λ), the quasi-polarization λ is a quasi-p-isogeny. To continue,
take a generalized CM type Ψ =

∑
τ∈Σ∞ rττ of rank N.

Remark 2.4.6. Let A be an OF-abelian scheme of signature type Ψ over a scheme S ∈ Sch/Zτp for some τ ∈ Σ∞.
Then (2.1) induces a short exact sequence

0→ ωA∨/S ,τ → HdR
1 (A/S )τ → LieA/S ,τ → 0
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of locally free OS -modules of ranks N − rτ, N, and rτ, respectively. If S belongs to Sch/Z♢p , then we have decom-
positions

HdR
1 (A/S ) =

⊕
τ∈Σ∞

HdR
1 (A/S )τ,

LieA/S =
⊕
τ∈Σ∞

LieA/S ,τ,

ωA/S =
⊕
τ∈Σ∞

ωA/S ,τ

of locally free OS -modules.

Notation 2.4.7. Take τ ∈ Σ∞. Let (A, λ) be a unitary OF-abelian scheme of signature type Ψ over a scheme
S ∈ Sch/Zτp . We denote

⟨ , ⟩λ,τ : HdR
1 (A/S )τ × HdR

1 (A/S )τc → OS

the OS -bilinear pairing induced by the quasi-polarization λ, which is perfect if and only if λ is p-principal. More-
over, for an OS -submodule F ⊆ HdR

1 (A/S )τ, we denote by F ⊥ ⊆ HdR
1 (A/S )τc its (right) orthogonal complement

under the above pairing, if λ is clear from the context.

We now review some notation for abelian schemes in characteristic p.

Notation 2.4.8. Let A be an abelian scheme over a scheme S ∈ Sch/Fp . Put

A(p) B A ×S ,σ S ,

where σ is the absolute Frobenius morphism of S . Then we
(1) have a canonical isomorphism HdR

1 (A(p)/S ) ≃ σ∗HdR
1 (A/S ) of OS -modules;

(2) have the Frobenius homomorphism FrA : A→ A(p) which induces the Verschiebung map

VA B (FrA)∗ : HdR
1 (A/S )→ HdR

1 (A(p)/S )

of OS -modules;
(3) have the Verschiebung homomorphism VerA : A(p) → A which induces the Frobenius map

FA B (VerA)∗ : HdR
1 (A(p)/S )→ HdR

1 (A/S )

of OS -modules;
(4) define νA/S ⊆ HdR

1 (A/S ) to be the image of FA.

For a subbundle H of HdR
1 (A/S ), we denote by H(p) the subbundle of HdR

1 (A(p)/S ) that corresponds to σ∗H under
the isomorphism in (1). In what follows, we will suppress A in the notations FA and VA if the reference to A is clear.

In Notation 2.4.8, we have ker F = im V = ωA(p)∨/S and ker V = im F. Take τ ∈ Σ∞. For a scheme S ∈ Sch/Fτp
and an OF-abelian scheme A over S , we have (HdR

1 (A/S )τ)(p) = HdR
1 (A(p)/S )στ under Notations 2.3.5 and 2.4.8.

Notation 2.4.9. Suppose that S = Spec R for a ring R of characteristic p. Then we have a canonical isomorphism
HdR

1 (A(p)/R) ≃ HdR
1 (A/R) ⊗R,σ R.

(1) By abuse of notation, we have
❖ the (R, σ)-linear Frobenius map F : HdR

1 (A/R)→ HdR
1 (A/R) and

❖ if R is perfect, the (R, σ−1)-linear Verschiebung map V : HdR
1 (A/R)→ HdR

1 (A/R).
(2) When R = κ is a perfect field, recall that we have the covariant Dieudonné moduleD(A) associated with the

p-divisible group A[p∞], which is a free W(κ)-module, such that D(A)/pD(A) is canonically isomorphic
to HdR

1 (A/κ). Again by abuse of notation, we have
❖ the (W(κ), σ)-linear Frobenius map F : D(A)→ D(A) lifting the one above, and
❖ the (W(κ), σ−1)-linear Verschiebung map V : D(A)→ D(A) lifting the one above,

respectively, satisfying F ◦ V = V ◦ F = p.
(3) When R = κ is a perfect field and contains Fτp for some τ ∈ Σ∞, applying Notation 2.3.5 to the W(κ)-module
D(A), we obtain W(κ)-submodulesD(A)σiτ ⊆ D(A) for every i ∈ Z. Thus, we obtain

❖ the (W(κ), σ)-linear Frobenius map F : D(A)τ → D(A)στ and
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❖ the (W(κ), σ−1)-linear Verschiebung map V : D(A)τ → D(A)σ−1τ

by restriction. We have canonical isomorphisms and inclusions:

VD(A)στ/pD(A)τ ≃ ωA∨,τ ⊆ D(A)τ/pD(A)τ ≃ HdR
1 (A)τ.

To end this subsection, we propose the following definition analogous to Definition 2.4.2, which will be used
later.

Definition 2.4.10 (Unitary p-truncated group). We call a finite flat group scheme that is annihilated by p a p-
truncated group. Let S be a scheme in Sch/Zp2 .

(1) A unitary p-truncated group over S is a tripe (G, i, λ) in which
❖ G is a p-truncated group over S ;
❖ i : Fp2 → EndS (G) is an algebra homomorphism sending 1 to the identity endomorphism;
❖ λ : G → G∨ is a principal polarization such that i(ac)∨ ◦ λ = λ ◦ i(a) for every a ∈ Fp2 .

(2) A unitary p-truncated group over S is superspecial if it is isomorphic to a copy of supersingular unitary
p-truncated groups of height 2.

(3) A unitary p-truncated group over S has signature (r, s) if for every a ∈ Fp2 , the characteristic polynomial
of i(a) on LieG/S is given by (T − a)r(T − ac)s ∈ OS [T ].

Moreover, we will usually suppress the notion i if the argument is insensitive to it.

2.5. A CM moduli scheme. In this subsection, we introduce an auxiliary moduli scheme parameterizing certain
CM abelian varieties.

Definition 2.5.1. Let R be a Z[(disc F)−1]-ring.

(1) A rational skew-hermitian space over OF ⊗ R of rank N is a free OF ⊗ R-module W of rank N together
with an R-bilinear skew-symmetric perfect pairing

⟨ , ⟩W : W ×W→ R

satisfying ⟨ax, y⟩W = ⟨x, acy⟩W for every a ∈ OF ⊗ R and x, y ∈W.
(2) Let W and W′ be two rational skew-hermitian spaces over OF ⊗R, a map f : W→W′ is a similitude if f is

an OF⊗R-linear isomorphism such that there exists some c( f ) ∈ R× satisfying ⟨ f (x), f (y)⟩W′ = c( f )⟨x, y⟩W
for every x, y ∈W.

(3) Two rational skew-hermitian spaces over OF ⊗ R are similar if there exists a similitude between them.
(4) For a rational skew-hermitian space W over OF ⊗ R, we denote by GU(W) its group of similitude as a

reductive group over R; it satisfies that for every ring R′ over R, GU(W)(R′) is the set of self-similitude of
the rational skew-hermitian space W ⊗R R′ over OF ⊗ R′.

We define a subtorus T0 ⊆ (ResOF/ZGm) ⊗ Z[(disc F)−1] such that for every Z[(disc F)−1]-ring R, we have

T0(R) = {a ∈ OF ⊗ R | NmF/F+ a ∈ R×}.

Now we take a rational prime p that is unramified in F. We take the prescribed subring P in Definition 2.4.2 to
be Z(p).

Remark 2.5.2. Let W0 be a rational skew-hermitian space over OF⊗Z(p) of rank 1. Then GU(W0) is identified with
T0 ⊗Z[(disc F)−1] Z(p). Moreover, the set of similarity classes of rational skew-hermitian spaces W′

0 over OF ⊗Z(p) of
rank 1 such that W′

0 ⊗Z(p) A is similar to W0 ⊗Z(p) A is parameterized by

ker1(T0) B ker

H1(Q,T0)→
∏
v⩽∞

H1(Qv,T0)

 ,
which is a finite abelian group.

Definition 2.5.3. Let Φ be a CM type. We say that a rational skew-hermitian space W0 over OF ⊗ Z(p) of rank 1
has type Φ if for every x ∈W0 and every totally imaginary element a ∈ F× satisfying Im τ(a) > 0 for all τ ∈ Φ, we
have ⟨ax, x⟩W0 ⩾ 0.
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Definition 2.5.4. For a rational skew-hermitian space W0 over OF⊗Z(p) of rank 1 and typeΦ and an open compact
subgroup Kp

0 ⊆ T0(A∞,p), we define a presheaf T1
p(W0,K

p
0 ) on Sch′/OFΦ⊗Z(p)

as follows: for every S ∈ Sch′/OFΦ⊗Z(p)
,

we let T1
p(W0,K

p
0 )(S ) be the set of equivalence classes of triples (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ), where

❖ (A0, λ0) is a unitary OF-abelian scheme of signature type Φ over S such that λ0 is p-principal;
❖ η

p
0 is a Kp

0 -level structure, that is, for a chosen geometric point s on every connected component of S , a
π1(S , s)-invariant Kp

0 -orbit of similitude

η
p
0 : W0 ⊗Z(p) A

∞,p → Hét
1 (A0s,A

∞,p)

of rational skew-hermitian spaces over F ⊗Q A∞,p, where Hét
1 (A0s,A

∞,p) is equipped with the rational
skew-hermitian form induced by λ0.

Two triples (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ) and (A′0, λ

′
0, η

p′
0 ) are equivalent if there exists a prime-to-p OF-linear quasi-isogeny

φ0 : A0 → A′0 carrying (λ0, η
p
0 ) to (cλ′0, η

p′
0 ) for some c ∈ Z×(p).

For an object (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ) ∈ T1

p(W0,K
p
0 )(C), its first homology H1(A0(C),Z(p)) is a rational skew-hermitian space

over OF ⊗ Z(p) induced by λ0, which is of rank 1 and type Φ, and is everywhere locally similar to W0. Thus, by
Remark 2.5.2, we obtain a map

w : T1
p(W0,K

p
0 )(C)→ ker1(T0)

sending (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ) ∈ T1

p(W0,K
p
0 )(C) to the similarity class of H1(A0(C),Z(p)).

It is known that when Kp
0 is neat, T1

p(W0,K
p
0 ) is represented by a scheme finite étale over OFΦ ⊗ Z(p). We

define Tp(W0,K
p
0 ) to be the minimal open and closed subscheme of T1

p(W0,K
p
0 ) containing w−1(W0). The group

T0(A∞,p) acts on Tp(W0,K
p
0 ) via the formula

a · (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ) = (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ◦ a)

whose stabilizer is T0(Z(p))K
p
0 . In fact, T0(A∞,p)/T0(Z(p))K

p
0 is the Galois group of the Galois morphism

Tp(W0,K
p
0 )→ Spec(OFΦ ⊗ Z(p)).

Definition 2.5.5. We denote by T the groupoid of T0(A∞,p)/T0(Z(p))K
p
0 , that is, a category with a single object ∗

with Hom(∗, ∗) = T0(A∞,p)/T0(Z(p))K
p
0 .

Remark 2.5.6. As Tp(W0,K
p
0 ) is an object in Sch/OFΦ⊗Z(p) with an action by T0(A∞,p)/T0(Z(p))K

p
0 , it induces a

functor from T to Sch/OFΦ⊗Z(p) , which we still denote by Tp(W0,K
p
0 ). In what follows, we may often have another

category C and will regard Tp(W0,K
p
0 ) as a functor from C×T to Sch/OFΦ⊗Z(p) as the composition of the projection

functor C × T→ T and the functor Tp(W0,K
p
0 ) : T→ Sch/OFΦ⊗Z(p) .

Notation 2.5.7. For a functor X : T→ Sch and a coefficient ring L, we denote

Hi
T

(X, L( j)) ⊆ Hi
ét(X(∗), L( j)), Hi

T,c(X, L( j)) ⊆ Hi
ét,c(X(∗), L( j))

the maximal L-submodules, respectively, on which T0(A∞,p)/T0(Z(p))K
p
0 acts trivially.

2.6. Unitary Deligne–Lusztig varieties. Let p be a rational prime and κ a field containing Fp2 . Consider a
pair (V , { , }) in which V is a finite dimensional κ-linear space, and { , } : V × V → κ is a (not necessarily
nondegenerate) pairing that is (κ, σ)-linear in the first variable and κ-linear in the second variable. For every κ-
scheme S , put VS B V ⊗κ OS . Then there is a unique pairing { , }S : VS × VS → OS extending { , } that is
(OS , σ)-linear in the first variable and OS -linear in the second variable. For a subbundle H ⊆ VS , we denote by
H⊣ ⊆ VS its right orthogonal complement under { , }S .

Definition 2.6.1. We say that a pair (V , { , }) is admissible if there exists an Fp2-linear subspace V0 ⊆ Vκ such that
the induced map V0 ⊗Fp2 κ → Vκ is an isomorphism, and {x, y} = −{y, x}σ for every x, y ∈ V0.

Definition 2.6.2. For a pair (V , { , }) and an integer h, we define a presheaf

DL(V , { , }, h)
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on Sch/κ such that for every S ∈ Sch/κ, DL(V , { , }, h)(S ) is the set of subbundles H of VS of rank h such that
H⊣ ⊆ H. We call DL(V , { , }, h) the (unitary) Deligne–Lusztig variety (see Proposition 2.6.3 below) attached to
(V , { , }) of rank h.

Proposition 2.6.3. Consider an admissible pair (V , { , }). Put N B dimκ V and d B dimκ V ⊣.
(1) If 2h < N + d or h > N, then DL(V , { , }, h) is empty.
(2) If N + d ⩽ 2h ⩽ 2N, then DL(V , { , }, h) is represented by a projective smooth scheme over κ of dimension

(2h − N − d)(N − h) with a canonical isomorphism for its tangent sheaf

TDL(V ,{ , },h)/κ ≃ Hom
(
H/H⊣,VDL(V ,{ , },h)/H

)
,

whereH ⊆ VDL(V ,{ , },h) is the universal subbundle.
(3) If N + d < 2h ⩽ 2N, then DL(V , { , }, h) is geometrically irreducible.

Proof. This is [LTXZZ1, Proposition A.1.3]. □

Lemma 2.6.4. Let (V , { , }) be an admissible pair with dim V = 2r − 1 for a positive integer r and d = 0 (so that
DL(V , { , }, r) is smooth projective of dimension r − 1). We have∫

DL(V ,{ , },r)
cr−1(H⊣) = (−p)r−1(1 + p)(1 + p3) · · · (1 + p2r−3)

(which is interpreted as 1 when r = 1), whereH ⊆ VDL(V ,{ , },r) is the universal subbundle.

Proof. SinceH⊣ is isomorphic to the p-Frobenius twist of the dual bundle of (V ⊗κ ODL(V ,{ , },r))/H , it suffices to
show that ∫

DL(V ,{ , },r)
cr−1(V ⊗κ ODL(V ,{ , },r)/H) = (1 + p)(1 + p3) · · · (1 + p2r−3).(2.2)

It is clear that (V ⊗κ ODL(V ,{ , },r))/H is globally generated by the constant bundle V ⊗κ ODL(V ,{ , },r). Choose
an Fp2-subspace V0 of V as in Definition 5.1.3 and an anisotropic vector v0 ∈ V0, which is possible as V is
nondegenerate. Let V ′ be the orthogonal complement of v0 in V ; it is again admissible and nondegenerate with
respect to the restriction { , }′ of { , } to V ′. Note that we have a natural morphism DL(V ′, { , }′, r − 1) →
DL(V , { , }, r) sending a point H′ ∈ DL(V ′, { , }′, r − 1)(S ) to H′ ⊕ OS v0, which is a closed embedding. Then the
zero locus Z(v0) of v0, regarded as a global section of (V ⊗κ ODL(V ,{ , },r))/H , is identified with DL(V ′, { , }′, r− 1)
via the assignment H ∈ Z(v0)(S ) to H ∩ V ′ ⊗κ OS . As DL(V ′, { , }′, r − 1) is a finite scheme over κ of length
(1 + p)(1 + p3) · · · (1 + p2r−3), we obtain (2.2).

The lemma is proved. □

3. Abel–Jacobi image of basic locus

In this section, we study the image of the basic locus of unitary Shimura varieties at good inert primes under
the Abel–Jacobi map and its relation with a certain map involving a local system coming from the Siegel Iwahori
subgroup (which we call the Tate–Thompson local system), generalizing the early study of Ribet in the case of
modular curves.

3.1. Initial setup. We fix a special inert prime (Definition 2.3.4) p of F+ (with the underlying rational prime p).
We take the prescribed subring P in Definition 2.4.2 to be Z(p). We choose the following data

❖ a CM type Φ containing τ∞;
❖ a rational skew-hermitian space W0 over OF ⊗ Z(p) of rank 1 and type Φ (Definition 2.5.3);
❖ a neat open compact subgroup Kp

0 ⊆ T0(A∞,p);
❖ an isomorphism ιp : C

∼
−→ Qp such that ιp ◦ τ∞ : F+ ↪→ Qp induces the place p of F+;

❖ an element ϖ ∈ F+ that is totally positive and satisfies valp(ϖ) = 1, and valq(ϖ) = 0 for every prime q , p
of F+ above p.

We adopt Notation 2.3.5. In particular, FΦp contains Fp2 . Put T B Tp(W0,K
p
0 ) ⊗OFΦ⊗Z(p) Z

Φ
p .

We fix a standard indefinite hermitian space (Definition 2.2.4) V over F of rank N ⩾ 1 that admits a self-dual
lattice at every p-adic place of F+.
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❖ Denote byS the similitude group consisting of totally positive elements ς in F+ such that N valq(ς) is even
for every q | p.

❖ For every ς ∈ S, we denote by ςV the hermitian space obtained from V via rescaling the hermitian form
by ς. In particular, ςV remains a standard indefinite hermitian space that admits a self-dual lattice at every
p-adic place of F+.

❖ The groups U(ςV) are independent of ς ∈ S, hence the categories K(ςV)□ (Definition 2.2.3) are canonically
identified, which we denote as K□.

Notation 3.1.1. For every integer q ⩾ 2 and j ∈ Z, we put

bN,q B q
N∏

i=1

(1 − (−q)i), l
j
N,q B

−(−q)N+1− j − (−q) j − q + 1
q2 − 1

,

which are all integers. Note that l j
N,q = l

N+1− j
N,q .

3.2. Unitary moduli schemes at hyperspecial level. In this subsection, we recall the construction of unitary
moduli schemes at the hyperspecial level and their basic locus by summarizing [LTXZZ1, §4] with a slight change
of notation.

Take an element ς ∈ S. We have the functor11

ςMN : Kp × T→ Sch′
/ZΦp

Kp 7→ ςM(Kp)

such that for every S ∈ Sch′
/ZΦp

, ςMN(Kp)(S ) is the set of equivalence classes of sextuples (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp),

where

❖ (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ) is an element in T(S );

❖ (A, λ) is a unitary OF-abelian scheme of signature type NΦ − τ∞ + τc∞ over S (Definitions 2.4.2 and 2.4.3)
such that λ is p-principal;

❖ ηp is a Kp-level structure, that is, for a chosen geometric point s on every connected component of S , a
π1(S , s)-invariant Kp-orbit of isomorphisms

ηp : ςV ⊗Q A∞,p → Homλ0,λ
F⊗QA∞,p

(Hét
1 (A0s,A

∞,p),Hét
1 (As,A

∞,p))

of hermitian spaces over F ⊗Q A∞,p = F ⊗F+ A
∞,p
F+ . See Construction 2.4.4 (with □ = {∞, p}) for the

right-hand side.

Two sextuples (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp) and (A′0, λ

′
0, η

p′
0 ; A′, λ′, ηp′) are equivalent if there are prime-to-p OF-linear

quasi-isogenies φ0 : A0 → A′0 and φ : A→ A′ such that

❖ φ0 carries ηp
0 to ηp′

0 ;
❖ there exists c ∈ Z×(p) such that φ∨0 ◦ λ

′
0 ◦ φ0 = cλ0 and φ∨ ◦ λ′ ◦ φ = cλ; and

❖ the Kp-orbit of maps v 7→ φ∗ ◦ η
p(v) ◦ (φ0∗)−1 for v ∈ V ⊗Q A∞,p coincides with ηp′.

On the level of morphisms,

❖ a morphism g ∈ Kp\U(ςV)(A∞,pF )/Kp′ of Kp maps ςMN(Kp)(S ) to ςMN(Kp′)(S ) by changing ηp to ηp ◦ g;
and

❖ a morphism a of T acts on ςMN(Kp)(S ) by changing ηp
0 to ηp

0 ◦ a.

The image of ςMN is contained in the subcategory spanned by quasi-projective smooth schemes of relative di-
mension N − 1. Note that for every object (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A, λ, ηp) ∈ ςMN(Kp)(S ), the pair (A[p], λ[p]) is a unitary

p-truncated group of signature (N − 1, 1) over S (Definition 2.4.10).

Remark 3.2.1. For two elements ς, ς′ ∈ S whose quotient belongs to S2, the functors ςMN and ς′MN are canoni-
cally identified via scaling the level structure by the unique square root of ς/ς′ in S.

11The functor ςMN below is nothing but Mp(ςV,�) in [LTXZZ1, §4], and similarly for B and S later.
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We then review the basic correspondence for the special fiber ςMN .
We have the functor

ςSN : Kp × T→ Sch′
/FΦp

Kp 7→ ςSN(Kp)

such that for every S ∈ Sch′
/FΦp

, ςSN(Kp)(S ) is the set of equivalence classes of sextuples (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆),

where
❖ (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ) is an element in T(S );

❖ (A⋆, λ⋆) is a unitary OF-abelian scheme of signature type NΦ over S such that ker λ⋆[p∞] is trivial (resp.
contained in A⋆[p] of rank p2) if N is odd (resp. even);

❖ ηp⋆ is, for a chosen geometric point s on every connected component of S , a π1(S , s)-invariant Kp-orbit of
isomorphisms

ηp⋆ : ςV ⊗Q A∞,p → Homϖλ0,λ
⋆

F⊗QA∞,p
(Hét

1 (A0s,A
∞,p),Hét

1 (A⋆s ,A
∞,p))

of hermitian spaces over F ⊗Q A∞,p = F ⊗F+ A
∞,p
F+ .

The definitions of the equivalence relation and the action of morphisms in Kp × T are omitted.
We have the functor

ςBN : Kp × T→ Sch′
/FΦp

Kp 7→ ςBN(Kp)

such that for every S ∈ Sch′
/FΦp

, ςBN(Kp)(S ) is the set of equivalence classes of decuples

(A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆;α),

where
❖ (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A, λ, ηp) is an element of ςMN(Kp)(S );

❖ (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆) is an element of ςSN(Kp)(S ); and

❖ α : A→ A⋆ is an OF-linear quasi-p-isogeny (Definition 2.4.5) such that
(a) kerα[p∞] is contained in A[p];
(b) we have ϖ · λ = α∨ ◦ λ⋆ ◦ α; and
(c) the Kp-orbit of maps v 7→ α∗ ◦ η

p(v) for v ∈ V ⊗Q A∞,p coincides with ηp⋆.
The definitions of the equivalence relation and the action of morphisms in Kp × T are omitted.

We obtain in the obvious way a correspondence

ςSN
ςBN

ι //πoo ςMN(3.1)

in Fun(Kp ×T,Sch′
/FΦp

)/T, which we call the basic correspondence on ςMN , with ςSN being the source of the basic
correspondence.

Take a point s⋆ = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆) ∈ ςSN(Kp)(κ), where κ is a field containing FΦp . Then A⋆

κ
[p∞] is a

supersingular p-divisible group by the signature condition and the fact that p is inert in F. From Notation 2.4.9(1),
we have the (κ, σ)-linear Frobenius map

F : HdR
1 (A⋆/κ)τ∞ → HdR

1 (A⋆/κ)στ∞ = HdR
1 (A⋆/κ)τc∞ .

We define a pairing
{ , }s⋆ : HdR

1 (A⋆/κ)τ∞ × HdR
1 (A⋆/κ)τ∞ → κ

by the formula {x, y}s⋆ B ⟨Fx, y⟩λ⋆,τc∞ (Notation 2.4.7). To ease notation, we put

Vs⋆ B HdR
1 (A⋆/κ)τ∞ .

The pair (Vs⋆ , { , }s⋆) is admissible of rank N (Definition 2.6.1). In particular, the Deligne–Lusztig variety DLs⋆ B
DL(Vs⋆ , { , }s⋆ , ⌈

N+1
2 ⌉) (Definition 2.6.2) is a geometrically irreducible projective smooth scheme in Sch/κ of

dimension ⌊N−1
2 ⌋.
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Lemma 3.2.2. In the diagram (3.1), take a point

s⋆ = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆) ∈ ςSN(Kp)(κ)

where κ is a field containing FΦp . Put Bs⋆ B π−1(s⋆), and denote by (A, λ, ηp;α) the universal object over the fiber
Bs⋆ .

(1) The fiber Bs⋆ is a smooth scheme over κ, with a canonical isomorphism for its tangent bundle

TBs⋆/κ ≃ Hom
(
ωA∨,τ∞ , kerα∗,τ∞/ωA∨,τ∞

)
.

(2) The restriction of ι to Bs⋆ is locally on Bs⋆ a closed immersion, with a canonical isomorphism for its
normal bundle

Nι|Bs⋆
≃ Hom

(
ωA∨,τ∞ , imα∗,τ∞

)
.

(3) The assignment sending a point (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆;α) ∈ Bs⋆(S ) for every S ∈ Sch′/κ to the

subbundle

H B (ᾰ∗,τ∞)−1ωA∨/S ,τ∞ ⊆ HdR
1 (A⋆/S )τ∞ = HdR

1 (A⋆/κ)τ∞ ⊗κ OS = (Vs⋆)S ,

where ᾰ : A⋆ → A is the (unique) OF-linear quasi-p-isogeny such that ᾰ ◦ α = ϖ · idA, induces an
isomorphism

ζs⋆ : Bs⋆
∼
−→ DLs⋆ = DL(Vs⋆ , { , }s⋆ , ⌈

N+1
2 ⌉)

(Definition 2.6.2). In particular, Bs⋆ is a geometrically irreducible projective smooth scheme in Sch/κ of
dimension ⌊N−1

2 ⌋.

Proof. This is [LTXZZ1, Theorem 4.3.5]. □

To end this subsection, we introduce the notion of essential Frobenius morphisms, which will be used later.

Definition 3.2.3. Let A be an abelian scheme over a scheme S ∈ Sch/Fp . We have the Frobenius twist A(p) of A
from Notation 2.4.8. Put

A(p2) B (A(p))(p), FA B ker
(
A→ A(p2)

)
, Aϕ B A/FA[p∞].

For every unitary OF-abelian scheme (A, i, λ) over S , we have the induced triple (Aϕ, iϕ, λϕ), which does not change
the signature type by [LTXZZ1, Lemma 3.4.12(2)].

We define the essential Frobenius morphism of ςMN to be the morphism

ϕM : ςMN →
ςMN

in Fun(Kp × T,Sch′
/FΦp

)/T that sends (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp) to (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; Aϕ, λϕ, ηpϕ), where ηpϕ = ηp under the

canonical identification Hét
1 (As,A

∞,p) = Hét
1 (Aϕs ,A∞,p).

Similarly, we have essential Frobenius morphisms ϕB and ϕS of ςBN and ςSN , respectively, so that the following
diagram

ςSN

ϕS

��

ςBN

ϕB

��

πoo ι // ςMN

ϕM

��
ςSN

ςBN
πoo ι // ςMN

(3.2)

in Fun(Kp × T,Sch′
/FΦp

)/T commutes.

Lemma 3.2.4. Write d = [FΦp : Fp2]. Then ϕd
M, ϕd

B and ϕd
S coincide with the absolute p2d-Frobenius morphisms on

ςMN , ςBN and ςSN , respectively, up to a translation by a common morphism a ∈ T. In particular, ϕM, ϕB and ϕS

are flat universal homeomorphisms of degree p2N−2, p2⌊ N−1
2 ⌋ and 1, respectively.

Proof. The second statement follows from the first one. In fact, the first statement implies that ϕM, ϕB and ϕS are
all universal homeomorphisms, which are in particular finite. Since their targets and sources are regular of the
same dimension, they are flat by the miracle flatness criterion over regular local rings [Mat89, Theorem 23.1]. The
degree part follows since ςMN , ςBN and ςSN are of pure dimensions N − 1, ⌊N−1

2 ⌋ and 0, respectively.
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We now show the first statement with a a morphism in T such that its action on T gives the inverse of the absolute
p2d-Frobenius morphism. We only consider ϕM as the other two cases are similar. Since for every p-adic place q
of F other than p, FA[q∞] = A[q], the data (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; Aϕ, λϕ, ηpϕ) and (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A(p2), λ(p2), ηp(p2)) represent the

same object. The statement then follows. □

3.3. Ekedahl–Oort stratification. In this subsection, we study the Ekedahl–Oort stratification of the special
fibers of the unitary moduli schemes introduced in the previous subsection, following the work [BW06].

Let κ be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p. For every W(κ)-ring W with a compatible Frobenius
map σ, consider the W ×W-algebra

DW B (W ×W)[F, V]
/(
F(w1,w2) − (wσ

2 ,w
σ
1 )F, (w1,w2)V − V(wσ

2 ,w
σ
1 ), FV − p, VF − p

)
in which w1,w2 are taken over all elements in W. For a DW-moduleD,

❖ we putD← B (1, 0)D andD→ B (0, 1)D;
❖ we say thatD has signature (r←, r→) ifD←/VD→ andD→/VD← are locally free W ⊗ Fp-modules of rank

r← and r→, respectively.
❖ we say thatD is left-leaning, right-leaning, or neutral ifD is finite free over W satisfying that rankW D

← ⩾
rankW D

→, rankW D
← ⩽ rankW D

→, or rankW D
← = rankW D

→, respectively.

We recall the following definitions from [BW06].

❖ A Dieudonné module (over κ) is a neutral DW(κ)-module. A quasi-unitary Dieudonné module (over κ) is
a Dieudonné module D together with an alternating pairing ⟨ , ⟩ : D × D → W(κ) that is perfect after
tensoring with Q, satisfies ⟨Fx, y⟩ = ⟨x, Vy⟩σ and such that both D← and D→ are totally isotropic with
respect to ⟨ , ⟩.

❖ A Dieudonné space (over κ) is a neutral Dκ-module satisfying ker V = im F and ker F = im V. A quasi-
unitary Dieudonné space (over κ) is a Dieudonné space D together with an alternating pairing ⟨ , ⟩ : D ×
D → κ that satisfies ⟨Fx, y⟩ = ⟨x, Vy⟩σ and such that bothD← andD→ are totally isotropic with respect to
⟨ , ⟩.

❖ A quasi-unitary Dieudonné module or a quasi-unitary Dieudonné space is unitary if the pairing ⟨ , ⟩ is
perfect. It is clear that ifD is a (quasi-unitary, unitary) Dieudonné module, then the reductionD⊗ Fp is a
(quasi-unitary, unitary) Dieudonné space.

❖ Let B(m) for m ⩾ 1 and S be the reduction of B(m) and S in [BW06, §3.2], which are unitary Dieudonné
spaces of signatures (m − 1, 1) and (1, 0), respectively.

Definition 3.3.1. LetD be a Dieudonné space (over κ) and C a Dκ-submodule ofD.

(1) We define the F-length of a Dκ-submodule C ofD to be the maximal integer l ⩾ 0 such that one can find a
sequence of nonzero elements x1, . . . , xl ∈ C

← such that Fx1 = 0 and Vxi = Fxi+1 for 1 ⩽ i < l.
(2) We define the V-length of a Dκ-submodule C ofD to be the maximal integer l ⩾ 0 such that one can find a

sequence of nonzero elements x1, . . . , xl ∈ C
← such that Vx1 = 0 and Fxi = Vxi+1 for 1 ⩽ i < l.

(3) WhenD is unitary, we denote by C⊥
D

(or simply C⊥ whenD is clear from the context) its annihilator under
the (perfect) alternating pairing onD, which is also a Dκ-submodule ofD.

(4) WhenD is unitary, we say that a Dκ-submodule C ofD is Lagrangian if C = C⊥.

Remark 3.3.2. It is clear that a Dκ-submodule C of D has positive F-length (resp. V-length) if and only if the
intersection of C← with ker F (resp. ker V) is nonzero.

The following lemma summarizes several properties concerning B(m) and S.

Lemma 3.3.3. Let m ⩾ 1 be an integer.

(1) Every Dieudonné space of signature (m, 0) is isomorphic to (the underlying Dκ-module of) Sm.
(2) The composition map HomDκ(S,B(m)) × HomDκ(B(m),S)→ EndDκ(S) is trivial.
(3) When m is odd, B(m) has a unique left-leaning totally isotropic Dκ-submodule C that is not neutral. More-

over, C is Lagrangian, satisfies dimκ C
← − dimκ C

→ = 1, and has both F-length and V-length m+1
2 .

(4) When m is even, every left-leaning totally isotropic Dκ-submodule of B(m) is neutral.
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(5) When m is even, the set of neutral Lagrangian Dκ-submodules of B(m) can be written as {C(m)l |0 ⩽ l ⩽ m
2 }

in which C(m)l has F-length l and V-length m
2 − l. Moreover, C(m)l has only finitely many neutral Dκ-

submodules; and for every such submodule C, HomDκ(S,C(m)l/C) = {0}.
(6) If C is a neutral totally isotropic Dκ-submodule of B(m) such that the induced map V : (C⊥/C)← →

(C⊥/C)→ is injective, then C is Lagrangian (in particular, m is even).

Proof. For (1), let D be a Dieudonné space of signature (m, 0). Then F : D← → D→ and V : D← → D→ are
(κ, σ)-linear and (κ, σ−1)-linear isomorphisms, respectively. In particular, we have a (κ, σ2)-linear isomorphism
V−1 ◦ F : D← → D←. We may choose a nonzero element e ∈ D← such that V−1Fe = −e. Then D1 B κe ⊕ κFe
is a Dκ-submodule of D that is isomorphic to S. Moreover, the quotient D/D1 is a Dieudonné space of signature
(m− 1, 0). By induction on m, it suffices to show that ExtDκ(S,S) = {0}, which is an easy exercise in linear algebra.

For (2), since EndDκ(S) = κσ
2=1, it remains to show that S is not a direct summand of B(m) as a Dκ-module.

Indeed, the canonical permutation of B(m) (see [Moo01, Lemma 4.5]), which in our case is a permutation on the
set {←,→} × {1, . . . ,m}, is a cycle of length 2m (resp. a product of two cycles of length m) when m is odd (resp.
even). Thus, S cannot be a direct summand of B(m) when m ⩾ 3. When m = 1, 2, it is easy to rule out the
possibility.

For (3–6), we choose bases B(m)← = κe1⊕· · ·⊕κem and B(m)→ = κ f1⊕· · ·⊕κ fm under which ⟨ei, f j⟩ = (−1)iδi j
and F and V are determined uniquely by the relation

Fe2 = f1, Fe3 = f2, · · · Fem = fm−1, F f1 = (−1)mem;
Ve1 = f2, Ve2 = f3, · · · Vem−1 = fm, V fm = e1.

Then ker F|B(m)← = V(B(m)→) = κe1 and ker V|B(m)← = F(B(m)→) = κem.
❖ When m is odd, we consider a complete flag F• with12

F0 = {0}, F1 = κem, F2 = F1 ⊕ κ fm−1, F3 = F2 ⊕ κem−2, · · · , Fm = Fm−1 ⊕ κe1,

Fm+1 = Fm ⊕ κ fm, Fm+2 = Fm+1 ⊕ κem−1, · · · , F2m = B(m).

❖ When m is even, we consider two complete flags F1,• and F2,• with

F1,0 = {0}, F1,1 = κem, F1,2 = F1,1 ⊕ κ fm−1, F1,3 = F1,2 ⊕ κem−2, · · · , F1,m = F1,m−1 ⊕ κ f1;
F2,0 = {0}, F2,1 = κe1, F2,2 = F2,1 ⊕ κ f2, F2,3 = F2,2 ⊕ κe3, · · · , F2,m = F2,m−1 ⊕ κ fm.

For (3), we have dimκ C
← > dimκ C

→ since C is left-leaning but not neutral. As C→ contains VC←, it follows that
C← contains ker V|B(m)← = F1 and hence F2 = F1 + FF1 ⊆ C. Now the map V : C←/F1 → C

→ is a (κ, σ−1)-linear
isomorphism, which implies that F3 ⊆ C and hence F4 = F3 + FF3 ⊆ C. By induction, we have Fm ⊆ C. Since C
is totally isotropic, we must have C = Fm. It is clear that Fm is Lagrangian, satisfies dimκ F

←
m − dimκ F

→
m = 1, and

has both F-length and V-length m+1
2 . Part (3) follows.

For (4), suppose that C is a left-leaning totally isotropic Dκ-submodule of B(m) that is not neutral. By the similar
discussion in (3), we must have F1,m ⊆ C. Since C is totally isotropic, we have C = F1,m which is neutral. Part (4)
follows.

For (5), let C be a neutral totally isotropic Dκ-submodule of B(m). Put C1 B C ∩ F1,m and denote by C2 the
image of C in F2,m under the natural projection B(m) → F2,m. Since Dκ-submodules of F1,m and F2,m are all
right-leaning but C is neutral, both C1 and C2 have to be neutral. It is clear that neutral Dκ-submodules of F1,m
and F2,m have the forms F1,2l and F2,2l′ , respectively. Since C is totally isotropic, there exist unique integers
0 ⩽ l ⩽ l′ ⩽ m

2 such that C1 = F1,2l and C2 = F2,m−2l′ . We claim that C ∩ F2,m−2l′ = C2. Assuming this, C
must have the form F1,2l ⊕ F2,m−2l′ . Part (5) follows by taking C(m)l B F1,m−2l ⊕ F2,2l and the easy fact that
HomDκ(S,F1,2l/F1,2l′) = HomDκ(S,F2,2l/F2,2l′) = {0} for l′ ⩽ l.

For the claim, it is trivial when l = m
2 . Now assume 0 ⩽ l < m

2 . Then C contains an element of the form f ′+ fm−2l
with f ′ ∈ ⊕i<m−2lκ fi. Now, every element in fm−2l + ⊕i<m−2lκ fi cannot be in the image of F|C← since otherwise C
contains an element that is not perpendicular to fm−2l+1 ∈ C. In particular, F : C← → C→ is not an isomorphism,
which implies that e1 ∈ C. Thus, f2 ∈ C. If 2 < m − 2l, then f2 must be in the image of F|C← since otherwise
the cokernel of F : C← → C→ has rank at least two, which is impossible. Thus, e3 ∈ C. The claim follows by
induction.

12In fact, F• is the canonical filtration of B(m).



22 YIFENG LIU, YICHAO TIAN, AND LIANG XIAO

Now we prove (6).
First assume m even. By the same notation and argument in the proof of (5), C1 = F1,2l and C2 = F2,m−2l′ for

integers 0 ⩽ l ⩽ l′ ⩽ m
2 . If l = l′, then dimκ C = m hence C is Lagrangian. If l < l′, then C⊥ ∩ F1,m = F1,2l′ . In

particular, em−2l ∈ C
⊥ \C but Vem−2l ∈ C, which contradicts with the fact that V : (C⊥/C)← → (C⊥/C)→ is injective.

Second assume m odd. Put G B κ⟨ f1, e2, f3, . . .⟩ so that B(m) = Fm ⊕G. Put C1 B C∩Fm and denote by C2 the
image of C in G under the projection B(m) → G given by the previous orthogonal decomposition. We claim that
C2 = 0. Otherwise, C2 is right-leaning but not neutral, which implies that C1 is left-leaning but not neutral. By (3),
we must have C1 = Fm, which implies that C2 = 0. Thus, we have C ⊆ Fm ⊆ C

⊥. Since C is neutral, C , Fm. Let
i be the smallest integer such that Fi is not contained in C. Then i has to be odd. In particular, em+1−i ∈ C

⊥ \ C but
Vem+1−i ∈ C, which contradicts with the fact that V : (C⊥/C)← → (C⊥/C)→ is injective. Thus, the case that m is
odd cannot happen.

□

Notation 3.3.4. Take a point x = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp) ∈ ςMN(Kp)(κ), where Kp ∈ Kp and κ is an algebraically

closed field containing FΦp .
(1) We obtain a unitary Dieudonné module Dx of signature (N − 1, 1), whose underlying DW(κ)-module is
D(A)τ∞ ⊕D(A)τc∞ and the pairing is ⟨ , ⟩λ,τ∞ ⊕⟨ , ⟩λ,τc∞ . In particular,Dx⊗Fp = HdR

1 (A/κ)τ∞ ⊕HdR
1 (A/κ)τc∞ .

(2) By [BW06, Proposition 3.6] and Lemma 3.3.3(2), we have a unique integer mx ⩾ 1 and a unique orthogonal
decompositionDx ⊗ Fp = Bx ⊕ Sx of unitary Dieudonné spaces such that Bx ≃ B(mx) and Sx ≃ S

N−mx .
(3) By Lemma 3.3.3(3), when mx is odd, we have a unique left-leaning Lagrangian Dκ-submodule Cx of Bx,

which satisfies dimκ C
←
x − dimκ C

→
x = 1 and contains both νA,τ∞ (Notation 2.4.8(4)) and ωA∨,τ∞ by Remark

3.3.2.
(4) By Lemma 3.3.3(5), when mx is even, we have for 0 ⩽ l ⩽ mx

2 a unique neutral Lagrangian Dκ-submodule
Cl

x of Bx that has F-length l and V-length mx
2 − l. By Remark 3.3.2, Cl

x contains νA,τ∞ (resp. ωA∨,τ∞) if and
only if l , m

2 (resp. l , 0).

Notation 3.3.5. Using mx, we obtain the Ekedahl–Oort stratification
ςMN(Kp) =

⋃
1⩽m⩽N

ςM(m)
N (Kp)

for every object Kp ∈ Kp, where ςM(m)
N (Kp) is the locally closed reduced subscheme such that mx = m for every

geometric point x of it. Furthermore, we

❖ adopt the convention that ςM(m)
N (Kp) = ∅ for an integer m that is not in the range 1 ⩽ m ⩽ N;

❖ denote by ςM[m]
N (Kp) the Zariski closure of ςM(m)

N (Kp) in ςMN(Kp);
❖ put ςM]m[

N (Kp) B ςMN(Kp) \ ςM[m]
N (Kp);

❖ denote by ςMb
N(Kp) ⊆ ςMN(Kp) the basic locus, that is, the locally closed reduced subscheme on which

A[p∞] is supersingular;
❖ write ςMno

N (Kp) for ςM[4]
N (Kp) (resp. ςMb

N(Kp)) when N ⩾ 4 (resp. N ⩽ 3) as the “non-ordinary” locus.

Proposition 3.3.6. Take an object Kp ∈ Kp.
(1) For every integer 1 ⩽ m ⩽ N,

ςM[m]
N (Kp) =



⋃
m′⩾m

m′ even

ςM(m′)
N (Kp) ∪

⋃
m′ odd

ςM(m′)
N (Kp), m even,

⋃
m′⩽m
m′ odd

ςM(m′)
N (Kp), m odd.

(2) We have ςMb
N(Kp) =

⋃
m odd

ςM(m)
N (Kp). Moreover,

ςMN(Kp) =


⋃

1⩽m⩽N
m even

ςM(m)
N (Kp)

 ∪ ςMb
N(Kp)
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is the Newton stratification of ςMN(Kp).
(3) For every integer 1 ⩽ m ⩽ N, ςM(m)

N (Kp) is of pure dimension m−1
2 (resp. N − m

2 ) when m is odd (resp.
even).

Proof. They are proved in [BW06, §5.4]. □

The following lemma and definition will be used later.

Lemma 3.3.7. Suppose that N = 2r is even. Take a point x = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp) ∈ ςMN(Kp)(κ), where κ is an

algebraically closed field containing FΦp .

(1) For every neutral Lagrangian Dκ-submodule E ofDx⊗Fp, we have E = (E∩Bx)⊕ (E∩Sx) in which E∩Bx
and E ∩ Sx are left-leaning and right-leaning Lagrangian Dκ-submodules of Bx and Sx, respectively.

(2) When mx is odd, if E is a neutral Lagrangian Dκ-submodule of Dx ⊗ Fp, then E ∩ Bx = Cx (Notation
3.3.4(3)).

(3) When mx is even, there are only finitely many neutral Lagrangian Dκ-submodules ofDx ⊗ Fp.

Proof. We denote by E′ the image of E in Sx, which is right-leaning. Thus, E ∩ Bx is left-leaning and totally
isotropic. Since E is totally isotropic, we have a short exact sequence

0→ E ∩ Sx → E
′ →

(E ∩ Bx)⊥
Bx

E ∩ Bx
(3.3)

of Dκ-modules.
For (1), we first assume that E′ is not neutral. Then E∩Bx is not neutral as well, which implies that mx is odd and

E ∩Bx = Cx is Lagrangian by Lemma 3.3.3(3,4). By (3.3), we have E′ = E ∩Sx, that is, E = (E ∩Bx) ⊕ (E ∩Sx),
satisfying that E ∩ Bx and E ∩ Sx are left-leaning and right-leaning Lagrangian Dκ-submodules of Bx and Sx,
respectively.

We then assume that E′ is neutral. Then E ∩ Bx is neutral as well, whose rank over κ × κ we denote by l. Then
the rank of E′ over κ × κ is r − l. Since E is totally isotopic, we have E ∩ Sx ⊆ (E′)⊥

Sx
. Then the sequence (3.3)

implies that (r − l) − (2r − mx − (r − l)) ⩽ (mx − l) − l, which is an equality. Thus, we must have E ∩ Sx = (E′)⊥
Sx

and that the induced map

E′

(E′)⊥
Sx

→
(E ∩ Bx)⊥

Bx

E ∩ Bx

is an isomorphism of Dκ-modules. Since E′/(E′)⊥
Sx

is a Dieudonné space of signature (mx − 2l, 0), we must have
mx = 2l by Lemma 3.3.3(6). In particular, mx is even; and E = (E ∩ Bx) ⊕ (E ∩ Sx) in which E ∩ Bx and E ∩ Sx
are neutral Lagrangian Dκ-submodules of Bx and Sx, respectively. Part (1) is proved.

Part (2) follows from (1) and the property of Cx in Notation 3.3.4(3).
Part (3) follows from (1), Lemma 3.3.3(5), and the easy fact that there are only finitely many neutral Lagrangian

Dκ-submodules of Sx ≃ S
2r−mx .13 □

Definition 3.3.8. Let (G, λ) be a unitary p-truncated group over a scheme S ∈ Sch/Zp2 (Definition 2.4.10). We say
that an Fp2-linear subgroup C of G is

(1) Lagrangian if C is finite flat such that rank G = (rank C)2 and that the composite homomorphism C →

G
λ
−→ G∨ → C∨ vanishes;

(2) neutral if for every geometric point x ∈ S (κ) of characteristic p, the Dκ-module given by C is neutral.

3.4. Unitary moduli schemes at Siegel parahoric level. In this subsection, we define unitary moduli schemes at
Siegel parahoric level, which is a key geometric object to define and study the Tate–Thompson local system.

From this point to the end of this section, we assume N = 2r even. In particular, S is simply the group of totally
positive elements ς in F+.

13The number of such submodules is (1 + p)(1 + p3) · · · (1 + p2r−mx−1).
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Definition 3.4.1. For every ς ∈ S, we define a functor
ςPN : Kp × T→ Sch′

/ZΦp

Kp 7→ ςPN(Kp)

such that for every S ∈ Sch′
/ZΦp

, ςPN(Kp)(S ) is the set of equivalence classes of decuples

(A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲;ψ△),

where
❖ (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△) ∈ ςMN(Kp)(S ) and (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲) ∈ ςϖMN(Kp)(S );

❖ ψ△ : A△ → A▲ is an OF-linear quasi-p-isogeny such that
(a) kerψ△[p∞] is contained in A△[p];
(b) we have ϖ · λ△ = ψ△∨ ◦ λ▲ ◦ ψ△; and
(c) the Kp-orbit of maps v 7→ ψ△∗ ◦ η

p△(v) for v ∈ V ⊗Q A∞,p coincides with ηp▲.
The definitions of the equivalence relation and the action of morphisms in Kp × T are similar to [LTXZZ1, Def-
inition 4.3.3]. In what follows, for an object of PN(Kp)(S ) as above, we denote by ψ▲ : A▲ → A△ the OF-linear
quasi-p-isogeny such that ψ▲ ◦ ψ△ = ϖ · idA△ .

In Fun(Kp × T,Sch′
/ZΦp

)/T, we have the morphism

ςf : ςPN →
ςMN(3.4)

sending (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲;ψ△) to (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△) and the morphism

ςi : ςPN →
ςϖPN

sending (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲;ψ△) to (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲; A△, λ△, ϖηp△;ψ▲).

Similar to Remark 3.2.1, ςPN and ςϖ2PN are canonically identified. It is clear that under such identification,
ςϖi ◦ ςi and ςi ◦ ςϖi coincide with the identity morphisms on ςPN and ςϖPN , respectively.

Remark 3.4.2. By [LTXZZ1, Lemma 3.4.12(2)], ςPN(Kp)(S ) is also the set of equivalence classes of septuples
(A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; C) in which C (corresponding to kerψ△[p∞]) is an Fp2-linear subgroup of A△[p] that is

Lagrangian and neutral (Definition 3.3.8).

Definition 3.4.3. For every Kp ∈ Kp, let (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ;A△, λ△, ηp△;A▲, λ▲, ηp▲;ψ△) be the universal object over

ςPN(Kp). We define
(1) ςP△N(Kp) to be the reduced closed subscheme of ςPN(Kp) on which ψ▲∗,τ∞(ωA▲∨,τ∞) = 0;
(2) ςP▲N(Kp) to be the reduced closed subscheme of ςPN(Kp) on which ψ△∗,τ∞(ωA△∨,τ∞) = 0;
(3) ςP‡N(Kp) to be ςP△N(Kp)

⋂ ςP▲N(Kp);
(4) ςP?

N(Kp) to be ςM?
N(Kp) ×ςMN (Kp)

ςPN(Kp) for ? ∈ {(m), [m], b};
(5) ςP]m[

N (Kp) to be ςM]m[
N (Kp) ×ςMN (Kp)

ςPN(Kp).

For ? ∈ {△,▲, ‡, (m), [m], b}, we denote by ςf? the restrictions of ςf in (3.4) to ςP?
N and by ςp? : ςP?

N →
ςPN the

natural inclusion morphism, and similarly for ςf]m[.

Theorem 3.4.4. For every Kp ∈ Kp, we have
(1) The scheme ςPN(Kp) is quasi-projective and strictly semistable over T of relative dimension N − 1, such

that
ςPN(Kp) = ςP△N(Kp)

⋃
ςP▲N(Kp).

Moreover, ςP△N(Kp), ςP▲N(Kp) and ςP‡N(Kp) are all smooth over T.
(2) The morphism ςf is proper.
(3) The relative tangent sheaf TςP△N (Kp)/T fits canonically into an exact sequence

0 // Hom
(
ωA△∨,τ∞ , (ψ

△
∗,τ∞

)−1ωA▲∨,τ∞/ωA△∨,τ∞
)

// TςP△N (Kp)/T
// Hom

(
ωA▲∨,τ∞ , kerψ▲∗,τ∞/ωA▲∨,τ∞

)
// 0

of coherent sheaves over ςP△N(Kp).
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(4) The relative tangent sheaf TςP▲N (Kp)/T fits canonically into an exact sequence

0 // Hom
(
ωA▲∨,τ∞ , (ψ

▲
∗,τ∞

)−1ωA△∨,τ∞/ωA▲∨,τ∞
)

// TςP▲N (Kp)/T
// Hom

(
ωA△∨,τ∞ , kerψ△∗,τ∞/ωA△∨,τ∞

)
// 0

of coherent sheaves over ςP▲N(Kp).
(5) The natural map TςP‡N (Kp)/T → TςP△N (Kp)/T |ςP‡N (Kp)

⊕
TςP▲N (Kp)/T|ςP‡N (Kp) between relative tangent sheaves

induces an isomorphism

TςP‡N (Kp)/T ≃ Hom
(
ωA▲∨,τ∞ , kerψ▲∗,τ∞/ωA▲∨,τ∞

)⊕
Hom

(
ωA△∨,τ∞ , kerψ△∗,τ∞/ωA△∨,τ∞

)
of coherent sheaves over ςP‡N(Kp) under the two exact sequences in (3,4). In particular, the two exact
sequences in (3,4) both split over ςP‡N(Kp).

(6) The morphism ςf△ is étale away from ςP‡N(Kp).
(7) For an S -point (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲;ψ△) ∈ ςPN(Kp)(S ) with S ∈ Sch′

/FΦp
regular, it belongs

to ςP△N(Kp) (resp. ςP▲N(Kp)) if and only if ψ△∗,τ∞(νA△/S ,τ∞) = 0 (resp. ψ▲∗,τ∞(νA▲/S ,τ∞) = 0) (Notation 2.4.8(4)).
(8) Under the isomorphism in (5), we have

TςP‡N (Kp)∩ςP(1)
N (Kp)/T

⋂
Hom

(
ωA△∨,τ∞ , kerψ△∗,τ∞/ωA△∨,τ∞

)
= {0}.

Proof. For (1), the quasi-projectiveness follows from the fact that the induced morphism
ςf × (ςϖf ◦ ςi) : ςPN(Kp)→ ςMN(Kp) ×T

ςϖMN(Kp)

is a closed immersion and that the target is quasi-projective over T by [LTXZZ1, Theorem 4.2.3].
For the remaining part of (1), take a point

x = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲;ψ△) ∈ ςPN(Kp)(κ)

for a perfect field κ containing FΦp , and denote by Ox the completed local ring of ςPN(Kp) at x. For every τ ∈ Σ∞,
we may identify D(A△)τ as a W(κ)-submodule of D(A▲)τ so that pD(A▲)τ ⊆ D(A△)τ ⊆ D(A▲)τ for τ ∈ {τ∞, τc∞}
andD(A△)τ = D(A▲)τ for τ ∈ Σ∞ \ {τ∞, τc∞}.

By [LTXZZ1, Proposition 3.4.8] and the fact that λ△ and λ▲ are p-principal, for every Artinian W(κ)-ring R that
is a quotient of Ox, HomW(κ)(Ox,R) is the set of pairs of R-subbundles

M△τ∞ ⊆ D(A△)τ∞ ⊗W(κ) R, M▲τ∞ ⊆ D(A▲)τ∞ ⊗W(κ) R

of rank 1 lifting ωA△∨/κ,τ∞ and ωA▲∨/κ,τ∞ , respectively, such that

❖ the image of M△τ∞ is contained in M▲τ∞ under the natural mapD(A△)τ∞ ⊗W(κ) R→ D(A▲)τ∞ ⊗W(κ) R;
❖ the image of M▲τ∞ is contained in p−1M△τ∞ under the natural mapD(A▲)τ∞ ⊗W(κ) R→ p−1D(A△)τ∞ ⊗W(κ) R.

By [LTXZZ1, Lemma 3.4.12], for τ ∈ {τ∞, τc∞}, D(A▲)τ/D(A△)τ is a κ-vector space of dimension r. In particular,
we may assume

D(A△)τ∞ = pW(κ) ⊕W(κ) ⊕ pW(κ) ⊕W(κ) ⊕ · · · , D(A▲)τ∞ = W(κ)⊕N .

There are three possible cases.

(i) If ψ▲∗,τ∞(ωA▲∨,τ∞) = 0 but ψ△∗,τ∞(ωA△∨,τ∞) , 0, then M△τ∞ determines M▲τ∞ . Without loss of generality, we
may assume that ωA△∨,τ∞ is generated by by (0, 1, 0, . . . , 0). It follows that Ox ≃ W(κ)[[x1, x3, x4, . . . , xN]]

(ii) If ψ△∗,τ∞(ωA△∨,τ∞) = 0 but ψ▲∗,τ∞(ωA▲∨,τ∞) , 0, then M▲τ∞ determines M△τ∞ . Without loss of generality, we
may assume that ωA▲∨,τ∞ is generated by (1, 0, . . . , 0). It follows that Ox ≃ W(κ)[[x2, . . . , xN]].

(iii) If both ψ△∗,τ∞(ωA△∨,τ∞) = 0 and ψ▲∗,τ∞(ωA▲∨,τ∞) = 0, then without loss of generality, we may assume that
ωA△∨,τ∞ is generated by (p, 0, . . . , 0) and ωA▲∨,τ∞ is generated by (0, 1, 0, . . . , 0). Then there are unique
generators of M△τ∞ and M▲τ∞ of the form (p, x2, px3, x4, . . .) and (x′1, 1, x

′
3, x
′
4 . . .) with indeterminants in

the maximal ideal of R. Then the two compatibility conditions between M△τ∞ and M▲τ∞ imply that Ox ≃

W(κ)[[x′1, x2, x3, x′4, x5, x′6, · · · ]]/(x′1x2 − p).
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Thus, ςPN(Kp) is strictly semistable over T of relative dimension N − 1. Moreover, ςP△N(Kp) is the locus where (i)
or (iii) happens; and ςP▲N(Kp) is the locus where (ii) or (iii) happens. Thus, (1) follows.

For (2), the properness of ςf follows from Remark 3.4.2.
For (3–5), we will use deformation theory. For common use, we consider a closed immersion S ↪→ Ŝ in

Sch′/T defined by an ideal sheaf I with I2 = 0. Take an S -point (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲;ψ△) in various

schemes we will consider. By [LTXZZ1, Proposition 3.4.8], we need to lift ωA△∨,τ∞ and ωA▲∨,τ∞ to subbundles
ω̂A△∨,τ∞ ⊆ Hcris

1 (A△/Ŝ )τ∞ and ω̂A▲∨,τ∞ ⊆ Hcris
1 (A▲/Ŝ )τ∞ , respectively, satisfying ψ△∗,τ∞(ω̂A△∨,τ∞) ⊆ ω̂A▲∨,τ∞ and

ψ▲∗,τ∞(ω̂A▲∨,τ∞) ⊆ ω̂A△∨,τ∞ .
For (3), we need to first find lifting ω̂A▲∨,τ∞ that is contained in kerψ▲∗,τ∞ by definition; and then find lifting

ω̂A△∨,τ∞ that is contained in (ψ△∗,τ∞)−1ωA▲∨,τ∞ . Thus, (3) follows. By a symmetric argument, (4) follows as well.
For (5), we need to find liftings ω̂A▲∨,τ∞ and ω̂A△∨,τ∞ that are contained in kerψ▲∗,τ∞ and kerψ△∗,τ∞ , respectively.

Thus, (5) follows.
For (6), it suffices to show that the natural map ςf△∗ TςP△N (Kp)/T → TςMN (Kp)/T is an isomorphism away from the

image of ςf‡. Indeed, this follows from the fact that over ςP△N(Kp) \ ςP‡N(Kp), the lifting ω̂A▲∨,τ∞ is determined by
ω̂A△∨,τ∞ as ψ△∗,τ∞(ω̂A△∨,τ∞).

For (7), we show the statement for ςP△N(Kp) and the other one follows by symmetry. We have the commutative
diagram

HdR
1 (A△/S )

ψ△∗ //

VA△

��

HdR
1 (A▲/S )

ψ▲∗ //

VA▲

��

HdR
1 (A△/S )

VA△

��
HdR

1 (A△(p)/S )
ψ
△(p)
∗ //

FA△

��

HdR
1 (A▲(p)/S )

ψ
▲(p)
∗ //

FA▲

��

HdR
1 (A△(p)/S )

FA△

��
HdR

1 (A△/S )
ψ△∗ // HdR

1 (A▲/S )
ψ▲∗ // HdR

1 (A△/S )

of OS -modules. Since S is regular, the absolute Frobenius morphism of S is faithfully flat. It follows that
ψ▲∗,τ∞(ωA▲∨/S ,τ∞) = 0 is equivalent to that ψ▲(p)

∗,τc∞
(ωA▲(p)∨/S ,τc∞) = 0, which is equivalent to that the induce map

ψ
▲(p)
∗ ◦ VA▲ : HdR

1 (A▲/S )τ∞ → HdR
1 (A△(p)/S )τc∞ vanishes. This is further equivalent to the vanishing of its dual map,

which is canonically identified with FA▲ ◦ ψ
△(p)
∗ : HdR

1 (A△(p)/S )τ∞ → HdR
1 (A▲/S )τc∞ . Thus, ψ▲∗,τ∞(ωA▲∨/S ,τ∞) = 0 if

and only if ψ△∗,τ∞(νA△/S ,τ∞) = 0.
For (8), since ςM(1)

N is smooth over T of dimension zero, TςP‡N (Kp)∩ςP(1)
N (Kp)/T is contained in the kernel of the

induced map
(ςf‡)∗ : TςP‡N (Kp)/T → TςMN (Kp)/T

on the tangent bundle, in which the target is canonically isomorphic to Hom
(
ωA△∨,τ∞ ,H

dR
1 (A△)τ∞/ωA△∨,τ∞

)
by

[LTXZZ1, Theorem 4.2.3]. It is straightforward to check that the restriction of (ςf‡)∗ to the second direct summand
Hom

(
ωA△∨,τ∞ , kerψ△∗,τ∞/ωA△∨,τ∞

)
in (5) is the inclusion map

Hom
(
ωA△∨,τ∞ , kerψ△∗,τ∞/ωA△∨,τ∞

)
↪→ Hom

(
ωA△∨,τ∞ ,H

dR
1 (A△)τ∞/ωA△∨,τ∞

)
.

Thus, (8) follows.
The theorem is proved. □

Notation 3.4.5. For every point x = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp) ∈ ςMN(Kp)(κ), where κ is an algebraically closed field

containing FΦp , we denote by Px the induced reduced closed subscheme of (the scheme-theoretic fiber) ςf−1(x) ⊆
ςPN(Kp)κ.

Proposition 3.4.6. For every Kp ∈ Kp, we have

(1) The subscheme ςPb
N(Kp) is set-theoretically contained in ςP‡N(Kp).

(2) The morphism
ςf]2r−3[ : ςP]2r−3[

N (Kp)→ ςM]2r−3[
N (Kp)
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is finite flat.
(3) For every point x ∈ ςMb

N(Kp)(κ), where κ is an algebraically closed field containing FΦp , Px is an irreducible
proper scheme over κ of dimension N−mx−1

2 .
(4) The morphisms

ςf△ : ςP△N(Kp)→ ςMN(Kp), ςf▲ : ςP▲N(Kp)→ ςMN(Kp)

are both small.
(5) The image of ςf‡ is disjoint from ςM(2)

N (Kp) and the induced morphism

ςf‡ : ςP‡N(Kp)→ ςMno
N (Kp)

is semismall with respect to the Ekedahl–Oort stratification (of the target), under which the relevant strata
are ςM(4)

N (Kp) (which is empty when N = 2) and ςM(1)
N (Kp).

Proof. For (1), take a geometric point x = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲;ψ△) ∈ ςPb

N(Kp)(κ). By Lemma
3.3.7(1,2), kerψ△∗,τ∞ contains both νA△,τ∞ and ωA△∨,τ∞ . Then (1) follows by Theorem 3.4.4(7).

For (2), since ςf is a proper morphism between regular schemes of same (pure) dimension by Theorem
3.4.4(1,2), it suffices to show that for every geometric point x ∈ ςM]2r−3[

N (Kp)(κ), the underlying set of ςf−1(x)
is finite by the miracle flatness criterion over regular local rings [Mat89, Theorem 23.1]. When κ has characteristic
0, this follows from the fact that ςfη is finite étale. When κ has characteristic p, the underlying set ςf−1(x) is the
same as the set of neutral Lagrangian Dκ-submodules ofDf(x) ⊗ Fp, which is finite by Proposition 3.3.6(1), Lemma
3.3.7(3) and (3) (for mx = N − 1). Part (2) follows.

For (3), write x = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp). We define a pairing { , }x : S→x × S

→
x → κ by the formula {u, v}x B

⟨V−1u, v⟩. Then the pair (S→x , { , }x) is admissible of rank N−mx (Definition 2.6.1). By Lemma 3.3.7(1) and the fact
that Px is reduced, the intersection of kerψ△∗,τ∞ (for the universal object over Px) and S→x ⊗κ OPx in HdR

1 (A/κ)τc∞ ⊗κ
OPx = HdR

1 (A/Px)τc∞ defines an element in DL(S→x , { , }x,
N−mx+1

2 )(Px) (Definition 2.6.2), which gives rise to a
morphism ζx : Px → DL(S→x , { , }x,

N−mx+1
2 ). Using Lemma 3.3.7(1,2), it is straightforward to check that for every

algebraically closed field κ′ containing κ, ζx(κ′) is a bijection. It follows that ζx is a universal homeomorphism,
which implies (3) by Proposition 2.6.3.

For (4), we show the statement for ςf△ and the case for ςf▲ is similar. Consider the stratification ςMb
N(Kp) =⋃

m odd
ςM(m)

N (Kp) from Proposition 3.3.6(2). For every odd positive integer m and every geometric point x ∈
ςM(m)

N (Kp)(κ), we have dim (ςf△)−1(x) = 2r−m−1
2 by (1,3). By Proposition 3.3.6(3), we have dim ςM(m)

N (Kp) = m−1
2 .

Together, we have

2 dim (ςf△)−1(x) + dim ςM(m)
N (Kp) = 2r − m − 1 +

m − 1
2

< 2r − 1 = dim ςMN(Kp).

Thus, combining with (2), ςf△ is small. Part (4) follows.
For (5), the claim that the image of ςf‡ is disjoint from ςM(2)

N (Kp) follows from Theorem 3.4.4(7), Lemma
3.3.7(1), and Lemma 3.3.3(4,5). Then as ςP‡N(Kp) is reduced, we obtain the induced morphism ςf‡ : ςP‡N(Kp) →
ςMno

N (Kp).
To show that the above induced morphism is semismall with respect to the Ekedahl–Oort stratification, we

consider the filtration
ςMno

N (Kp) =
⋃
m,2

ςM(m)
N (Kp).

For every even positive integer m ⩾ 4 and every geometric point x ∈ ςM(m)
N (Kp)(κ), we have dim (ςf‡)−1(x) = 0

by (2). By Proposition 3.3.6(3), we have dim ςM(m)
N (Kp) = 2r − m

2 . Together, we have

2 dim (ςf‡)−1(x) + dim ςM(m)
N (Kp) = 0 + 2r −

m
2
⩽ 2r − 2 = dim ςMno

N (Kp),

in which the equality holds if and only if m = 4.
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For every odd positive integer m and every geometric point x ∈ ςM(m)
N (Kp)(κ), we have dim (ςf‡)−1(x) = 2r−m−1

2
by (1,3). By Proposition 3.3.6(3), we have dim ςM(m)

N (Kp) = m−1
2 . Together, we have

2 dim (ςf‡)−1(x) + dim ςM(m)
N (Kp) = 2r − m − 1 +

m − 1
2
⩽ 2r − 2 = dim ςMno

N (Kp),

in which the equality holds if and only if m = 1.
In particular, the relevant strata are ςM(4)

N (Kp) and ςM(1)
N (Kp). Part (5) follows. □

The lemma below shows that the “involution” ςi sends the fibers over ςM(1)
N to a section of the basic locus of

ςϖMN . Take an object (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆) ∈ ςϖSN(Kp)(S ). Put A⋆′ B A⋆/IA⋆ , where IA⋆ denotes the kernel

of the relative Frobenius morphism ker λ⋆[p∞]→ (ker λ⋆[p∞])(p). Let λ⋆′ : A⋆′ → (A⋆′)∨ be the unique OF-linear
quasi-polarization satisfying λ⋆ = α∨ ◦ λ⋆′ ◦ α, where α : A⋆ → A⋆′ is the natural quotient morphism, which is
indeed p-principal.

Lemma 3.4.7. We have
(1) The assignment (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆) 7→ (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A⋆′, λ⋆′, ηp⋆′), where ηp⋆′ = ηp⋆ under the canon-

ical identification Hét
1 (A⋆s ,A

∞,p) = Hét
1 (A⋆′s ,A

∞,p), gives an isomorphism ςiS : ςϖSN
∼
−→ ςM(1)

N .
(2) There exists a unique lifting ςiB as the dashed arrow in the diagram

ςP(1)
N

(ςϖf◦ς i,ς i−1
S ◦

ςf⟨1⟩)
��

ςϖBN
(ι,π) //

ς iB
88

ςϖMN ×T
ςϖSN

which induces an isomorphism from ςϖBN to the induced reduced closed subscheme of ςP(1)
N .

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume ς = 1 and suppress it from all the left superscripts. Fix an object
Kp ∈ Kp. Put κ B Fp.

For (1), since both ϖSN(Kp) and M(1)
N (Kp) are smooth schemes over FΦp of dimension 0, it suffices to show that iS

induces a bijection ϖSN(Kp)(κ)
∼
−→ M(1)

N (Kp)(κ). We first explain that iS does have the expected image. Indeed, take
a point s⋆ = (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆) ∈ ϖSN(Kp)(κ). Then we may write A⋆[p∞] =

⊕N
i=1 Gi with Gi supersingular

of signature (1, 0) such that ker λ⋆[p∞] = G1[p]. Then A⋆′ = G(p)
1 ⊕G2⊕· · ·⊕GN , which is superspecial of signature

(N − 1, 1). In particular, iS(s⋆) ∈ M(1)
N (Kp)(κ). We now construct an inverse (on the level of κ-points). Take a point

x = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp) ∈ M(1)

N (Kp)(κ). We have the Dκ-moduleDx ⊗ Fp from Notation 3.3.4(1). Let JA ⊆ A[p] be
the subgroup given by the Dκ-submodule (Dx ⊗ Fp)← ⊕ F(Dx ⊗ Fp)← (which equals (Dx ⊗ Fp)← ⊕ V(Dx ⊗ Fp)←).
Put A⋆ B A/JA with the induced polarization λ⋆ and level structure ηp⋆. It is straightforward to check that the
assignment x 7→ (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆) given in this way is inverse to iS.

For (2), since FΦp is a perfect field, it suffices to show the statement over an arbitrary κ-point, say s⋆ =
(A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆), of ϖSN(Kp). Then the diagram in (2) becomes

f−1(iS(s⋆))

ϖf◦i
��

Bs⋆
ι //

iB
::

ϖMN(Kp)κ

(3.5)

Suppose that we construct a morphism iB rendering the diagram (3.5) commute, which turns out to be an isomor-
phism. Then the uniqueness of the lifting follows since ι hence ϖf ◦ i (in (3.5)) are generically immersions.

It remains to construct such iB. In what follows, we still write (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆) for its base change along

any morphism S → s⋆. Take a point x = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆;α) ∈ Bs⋆(S ). We obtain the data

y = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp; A⋆′, λ⋆′, ηp⋆′;ψ), where ψ is the composition A

α
−→ A⋆ → A⋆′. It is easy to see that y is an

element of ϖPN(S ). We now define iB(x) = ϖi(y), which belongs to f−1(iS(s⋆)). Since Bs⋆ is reduced, iB factors
through the induced reduced fiber PiS(s⋆); and that the diagram (3.5) commutes by construction. We now construct a
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morphism PiS(s⋆) → Bs⋆ that is inverse to iB. Let (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A⋆′, λ⋆′, ηp⋆′; A, λ, ηp;ψ′) be the universal object over

PiS(s⋆). We claim that kerψ′[p∞] is contained in JA⋆′ (appeared in the proof of (1)). Indeed, since PiS(s⋆) is reduced,
this can be easily checked at all geometric points. Thus, we obtain an OF-linear quasi-p-isogeny α : A→ A⋆ hence
a point (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A, λ, ηp; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆;α) ∈ Bs⋆(PiS(s⋆)). It is clear that the corresponding morphism is inverse to

iB.
The lemma is proved. □

Proposition 3.4.8. Let x ∈ ςM(1)
N (Kp)(κ) be a geometric point, where κ is an algebraically closed field containing

FΦp .

(1) The fiber (ςf‡)−1(x) is a smooth irreducible proper scheme over κ of dimension r − 1. In particular,
(ςf‡)−1(x) = Px under Notation 3.4.5.

(2) The self-intersection number of (ςf‡)−1(x) in ςP‡N ⊗FΦp κ equals (−p)r−1(1 + p)(1 + p3) · · · (1 + p2r−3).

Proof. For (1), by Theorem 3.4.4(8), the dimension of T(ςf‡)−1(x)/κ is at most r − 1. Thus, (1) follows from Propo-
sition 3.4.6(1,3). As a consequence, the normal bundle of (ςf‡)−1(x) in ςP‡N ⊗FΦp κ is canonically isomorphic to

Hom
(
ωA△∨,τ∞ , kerψ△∗,τ∞/ωA△∨,τ∞

)
.

For (2), let s⋆ = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆) ∈ ςϖSN(κ) be the unique point whose image under ςiS is x in view

of Lemma 3.4.7(1). Denote by (A, λ, ηp;α) the universal object over the fiber Bs⋆ . Denote by γ : A⋆ → A⋆′ the
natural quotient homomorphism and put ψ▲ B γ ◦ α : A → A⋆′ ⊗κ Bs⋆ . Let ψ△ : A⋆′ ⊗κ Bs⋆ → A be the unique
homomorphism such that ψ△ ◦ψ▲ and ψ▲ ◦ψ△ are both the multiplication by ϖ. Put ᾰ B ψ△ ◦ γ : A⋆ ⊗κ Bs⋆ → A,
so that both ᾰ ◦ α and α ◦ ᾰ = ϖ are the multiplication by ϖ. In other words, we have the diagram

A
α //

ψ▲

::A⋆ ⊗κ Bs⋆
γ //

ᾰ

$$
A⋆′ ⊗κ Bs⋆

ψ△ // A

of abelian schemes over Bs⋆ . Then under the isomorphism Bs⋆
∼
−→ (ςf‡)−1(x) in Lemma 3.4.7(2), the universal

object over (ςf‡)−1(x) is

(A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A⋆′ ⊗κ Bs⋆ , λ

⋆′ ⊗κ Bs⋆ , η
p⋆′ ⊗κ Bs⋆ ;A, λ, ηp;ψ△).

Moreover, by the computation in (1), the pullback of the normal bundle of (ςf‡)−1(x) in ςP‡N ⊗FΦp κ to Bs⋆ is

Hom
(
ωA⋆′∨,τ∞ ⊗κ OBs⋆

, kerψ△∗,τ∞/(ωA⋆′∨,τ∞ ⊗κ OBs⋆
)
)
.

To further compute the above bundle, we use the isomorphism ζs⋆ : Bs⋆
∼
−→ DLs⋆ = DL(Vs⋆ , { , }s⋆ , r + 1) from

Lemma 3.2.2(3). By construction, V ⊣s⋆ = ker γ∗,τ∞ as subspaces of Vs⋆ = HdR
1 (A⋆/κ)τ∞ . Put V B Vs⋆/V

⊣
s⋆ with the

induced pairing { , }, which is again admissible but now nondegenerate. Taking quotient induces an isomorphism
DL(Vs⋆ , { , }s⋆ , r + 1)

∼
−→ DL(V , { , }, r) of Deligne–Lusztig varieties, whose universal objects we denote by

Hs⋆ and H , respectively. Now as indicated in the proof of [LTXZZ1, Theorem 4.3.5(3)], H⊣s⋆ = ker ᾰ∗,τ∞ , which
implies that kerψ△∗,τ∞/(ωA⋆′∨,τ∞ ⊗κ OBs⋆

) ≃ H⊣ as bundles over DL(V , { , }, r). As ωA⋆′∨,τ∞ ⊗κ OBs⋆
is a trivial line

bundle, we have ∫
(ςf‡)−1(x)

cr−1
(
Hom

(
ωA△∨,τ∞ , kerψ△∗,τ∞/ωA△∨,τ∞

))
=

∫
DL(V ,{ , },r)

cr−1(H⊣s⋆),

in which the left-hand side is nothing but the self-intersection number of (ςf‡)−1(x) in ςP‡N ⊗FΦp κ and the right-hand
side equals (−p)r−1(1 + p)(1 + p3) · · · (1 + p2r−3) by Lemma 2.6.4.

The proposition is proved. □
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3.5. Tate–Thompson local system. In this subsection, we introduce the so-called Tate–Thompson local system,
which will have a deep connection with the Abel–Jacobi map; it can be thought as the analogue of the “Steinberg”
local system in the modular curve case. From now to the end of §3.10, we will suppress ς from all the left
superscripts when ς = 1.

Take a bN,p-coprime coefficient ring L (see Notation 3.1.1 for bN,p). The Tate–Thompson local system (with
coefficients in L) will be a direct factor of fη∗L that is the local system analogue of the Tate–Thompson representation
Ω1

N,L in §3.11. In particular, we need to find a (geometric) correspondence that encodes the element QY,1 in that
subsection. Moreover, since we eventually need to study nearby cycles of the Tate–Thompson local system, we
need such correspondence to have a flat extension away from basic locus. It turns out that we are able to achieve
this not for QY,1, but for QY,1 plus some copies of QY,0 – the identity correspondence (see Remark 3.5.4), which is
sufficient for our purpose.

Definition 3.5.1. We define a functor

NN : Kp × T→ Sch′
/ZΦp

Kp 7→ NN(Kp)

such that for every S ∈ Sch′
/ZΦp

, NN(Kp)(S ) is the set of equivalence classes of septuples

(A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp; H)

where
❖ (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A, λ, ηp) is an element of MN(Kp)(S );

❖ H ⊆ A[p] is an OF-stable finite locally free subgroup scheme of rank p2(r−1) satisfying
(a) H is isotropic under the Weil pairing on A[p] induced by the polarization λ; and
(b) Let π : A → A′ B A/H be the quotient isogeny and λ′ : A′ → A′∨ the quasi-polarization on A′

satisfying ϖλ = π∨ ◦ λ′ ◦ π. If we equip A′ with the canonically induced OF-action, then (A′, λ′) is a
unitary OF-abelian scheme over S of the same signature NΦ − τ∞ + τc∞ as (A, λ).

The definitions of the equivalence relation and the action of morphisms in Kp × T are omitted.

Definition 3.5.2. We define a functor

RN : Kp × T→ Sch′
/ZΦp

Kp 7→ RN(Kp)

such that for every S ∈ Sch′
/ZΦp

, RN(Kp)(S ) is the set of equivalence classes of undecuples

(A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲;ψ△; H),

where
❖ (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲;ψ△) is an element of PN(Kp)(S );

❖ (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; H) is an element of NN(Kp)(S ) satisfying H ⊆ ker(ψ△[p]).

The definitions of the equivalence relation and the action of morphisms in Kp × T are omitted.

By a similar argument as for Theorem 3.4.4(1), both NN(Kp) and RN(Kp) are quasi-projective strictly semistable
schemes over T of relative dimension N − 1. By definition, we have a natural commutative diagram

RN
g1

}}

g0

!!
NN

!!

PN

f}}
MN

(3.6)

in Fun(Kp × T,Sch′
/ZΦp

)/T, where all arrow are natural forgetful morphisms.
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We put
QN B RN ×NN RN

so that for every S ∈ Sch′
/ZΦp

, QN(Kp)(S ) is the set of equivalence classes of quindecuples

(A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A◀, λ◀, ηp◀;ψ◁; A▶, λ▶, ηp▶;ψ▷; H)

in which both (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A◀, λ◀, ηp◀;ψ◁) and (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A▶, λ▶, ηp▶;ψ▷) are elements of

RN(Kp); (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; H) is an element of NN(Kp) satisfying H ⊆ ker(ψ◁[p]) ∩ ker(ψ▷[p]).

Let h<,h> : QN → RN be the two morphisms forgetting (A▶, λ▶, ηp▶;ψ▷) and (A◀, λ◀, ηp◀;ψ◁), respectively.
Put g< B g0 ◦ h< and g> B g0 ◦ h>. Then we have a commutative diagram

QN
g<

}}

g>

!!
PN

f !!

PN

f}}
MN

(3.7)

in Fun(Kp × T,Sch′
/ZΦp

)/T.

Notation 3.5.3. For pairs (X, ?) ∈ {N,Q,R} × {(m), [m], b}, we denote by X?
N the preimage of M?

N under the natural
morphism XN → MN , and by g?

0, g
?
1, h

?
<, h

?
>, g

?
<, g

?
> the corresponding restrictions of morphisms. We have similar

notation for pairs in {N,Q,R} × {]m[}.

We first study the generic fiber of the diagram (3.7).

Remark 3.5.4. Since gη1 is finite étale, the diagonal embedding Rη
N → Qη

N is both open and closed, whose image
we denote by Qη

N,0. Let Qη
N,1 be the complement of Qη

N,0 in Qη
N , which is also both open and closed. Denote by

∆PηN the diagonal of PηN ×Mη
N

PηN , which is both open and closed. Then it is clear that the natural commutative
diagram

Qη
N,1

//

��

(
PηN ×Mη

N
PηN

)
\ ∆PηN

��
Qη

N
(g<,g>) // PηN ×Mη

N
PηN

is Cartesian. Via the pair of morphisms (gη<, g
η
>), we obtain three finite étale correspondences of PηN given by Qη

N ,
Qη

N,0, and Qη
N,1, satisfying

❖ the correspondence given by Qη
N is the sum of those given by Qη

N,0 and Qη
N,1;

❖ the correspondence given by Qη
N,0 is the identity correspondence (that is, the one given by the Hecke

operator QY,0 in the notation of §3.11) multiplied by pN−1
p2−1 (that is, the degree of the map gη0);

❖ the correspondence given by Qη
N,1 is the Hecke correspondence given by the Hecke operator QY,1 in the

notation of §3.11.

Definition 3.5.5. Given a diagram
Q

g1

~~

g2

  
P1

f1   

P2

f2~~
M
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of schemes in which g2 is finite flat, we define its induced (L-linear) convolution map to be the composition

R f1∗L→ R f1∗Rg1∗g∗1L
∼
−→ R f2∗Rg2∗g∗2L→ R f2∗L

in which the first arrow is the adjunction map for g1 and the last arrow is the trace map for g2.

Definition 3.5.6. We define QηN : fη∗L→ fη∗L to be the convolution map induced by the generic fiber of the diagram
(3.7) between L-linear local systems on Mη

N . For every integer 0 ⩽ j ⩽ N + 1, put

Ω
η, j
N,L B ker

(
Q
η
N −

(
l

j
N,p +

pN−1
p2−1

)
: fη∗L→ fη∗L

)
(see Notation 3.1.1 for l j

N,p) so that Ωη, jN,L = Ω
η,N+1− j
N,L . We call ΩηN,L B Ω

η,1
N,L the Tate–Thompson local system in

view of Lemma 3.5.7 below.

Lemma 3.5.7. The natural map
r⊕

j=0

Ω
η, j
N,L → fη∗L

is an isomorphism of L-linear local systems on Mη
N .

Proof. We first construct a Galois closure of the finite étale morphism fη. Let XN be the unique up to isomorphism
hermitian space over Fp2 of rank N. Define the functor

M̃η
N : Kp × T→ Sch′

/QΦp

Kp 7→ M̃η
N(Kp)

such that for S ∈ Sch′
/QΦp

, M̃η
N(Kp)(S ) is the set of equivalence classes of septuples (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A, λ, ηp, ηp), where

(A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp) ∈Mη

N(Kp)(S ) and

ηp : XN → Homλ0[p],λ[p]
Fp2

(A0[p], A[p])

is an isometry of hermitian spaces over Fp2 (over every connected component of S ). Then the natural forgetful

map M̃η
N →Mη

N is a Galois morphism with the Galois group UN B U(XN)(Fp).

Once fix a maximal isotropic Fp2-linear subspace Y of XN , we obtain a morphism M̃η
N → PηN sending

(A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp, ηp) to (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A, λ, ηp, ηp; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲;ψ△), in which A▲ = A/C, where C is the subgroup

spanned by the image of ηp(x) for every x ∈ Y. Then we have a sequence of finite étale morphisms

M̃η
N → PηN →Mη

N

in which the first one is Galois with the Galois group PY, where PY ⊆ UN is the subgroup stabilizing Y. Now
we adopt the discussion in §3.11 for κ/κ+ = Fp2/Fp. Then the lemma follows from Remark 3.5.4 and Lemma
3.11.2. □

Remark 3.5.8. It is clear that Ωη, jN,L is self-dual for 0 ⩽ j ⩽ N + 1.

Notation 3.5.9. For a scheme X separable and of finite type over a field κ of characteristic p of pure dimension d,
we denote by

❖ D(X, L) the derived category of L-linear étale sheaves on X with bounded constructible cohomology, and
❖ Perv(X, L) ⊆ D(X, L) the abelian subcategory consisting of F such that F[d] is (constructible) perverse.

For an open subscheme U of X and an element F ∈ Perv(U, L), we denote by IC(X, F) ∈ Perv(X, L) the intermediate
extension of F along the inclusion U ↪→ X, and by IC(X, F) ∈ Perv(X, L) the restriction of IC(X, F) to X B X⊗κ κ.

By Theorem 3.4.4(1), the nearby cycles sheaf RΨL on PN admits an (increasing) monodromy filtration

0 = F−2RΨL ⊆ F−1RΨL ⊆ F0RΨL ⊆ F1RΨL = RΨL

in Perv(PN , L), in which F0RΨL is the constant sheaf L on PN ; and we have canonical isomorphisms

grF
1RΨL ≃ p‡∗L(−1)[−1], grF

0RΨL ≃ p△∗ L ⊕ p▲∗ L, grF
−1RΨL ≃ p‡∗L[−1]
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of graded objects.14 Put F⩾0RΨL B RΨL/F−1RΨL.
Since f is proper by Theorem 3.4.4(2), we have a canonical isomorphism Rf∗RΨL ≃ RΨ(fη∗L) on MN . Then by

Proposition 3.4.6(4,5), the filtration Rf∗F•RΨL induces a filtration F•RΨ(fη∗L) of RΨ(fη∗L) in Perv(MN , L). Lemma
3.5.7 provides us with a filtration F•RΨ(Ωη, jN,L) of the nearby cycles sheaf RΨ(Ωη, jN,L) again in Perv(MN , L) for
0 ⩽ j ⩽ N + 1.

Definition 3.5.10. We call grF
0RΨ(Ωη, jN,L) (resp. grF

1RΨ(Ωη, jN,L) and grF
−1RΨ(Ωη, jN,L)) the central nearby cycle (resp.

marginal nearby cycles) of Ωη, jN,L.
We denote by (ΩEp,q

s , Ωdp,q
s ) the (T-invariant) spectral sequence converging to Hp+q

T
(MN ,RΨ(ΩηN,L)(r)) (Notation

2.5.7) in the category Mod(L[Gal(Fp/F
Φ
p )]) induced from the filtration F•RΨ(ΩηN,L)(r), which is canonically a direct

summand of the weight spectral sequence of RΨL(r).

Consider the composite map

ϑ : H2r−1
T

(MN ,F⩾0RΨ(ΩηN,L)(r)) ↪→ H2r−1
T

(MN ,F⩾0RΨ(fη∗L)(r))(3.8)
∼
−→ H2r−1

T
(MN ,Rf∗F⩾0RΨL(r)) = H2r−1

T
(PN ,F⩾0RΨL(r))

ϖf!◦i!
−−−−→ H2r−1

T
(ϖMN ,F⩾0RΨL(r)) = H2r−1

T
(ϖMN , L(r))

of L[Gal(Fp/F
Φ
p )]-modules, where the nearby cycle RΨL(r) in H2r−1

T
(ϖMN ,F⩾0RΨL(r)) is the one for ϖMN hence

is nothing but the constant sheaf L(r) on ϖMN as ϖMN is smooth over SpecZΦp . Define the map

θ : ΩE0,2r−1
1 = H2r−1

T
(MN , grF

0RΨ(ΩηN,L)(r))→ H2r−1
T

(MN ,F⩾0RΨ(ΩηN,L)(r))
ϑ
−→ H2r−1

T
(ϖMN , L(r))(3.9)

of L[Gal(Fp/F
Φ
p )]-modules, which induces a map

β : ΩE−1,2r
2 → coker θ,(3.10)

which we call the boosting map.

Remark 3.5.11. For every prime q of F+ above p, choose a self-dual OFq-lattice Λq in V ⊗F Fq together with
an OFq-lattice chain Λq ⊆ ϖΛq ⊆ ϖΛq satisfying ϖΛq = ϖ(ϖΛq)∨.15 Denote by Kp and ϖKp the stabilizers of∏
q|pΛq and

∏
q|p

ϖΛq in
∏
q|p U(V)(Fq), respectively.

Recall from [LTXZZ1, §4.2] that we have canonical “moduli interpretation” isomorphisms of varieties overQΦp :

Mη
N
∼
−→ Sh(V,�Kp) ×F Tη, ϖMη

N
∼
−→ Sh(V,�ϖKp) ×F Tη

(Notation 2.3.5(5)) in Fun(Kp×T,Sch/QΦp )/Tη
p
, where T acts on Sh(V,�Kp)×F Tη via the second factor. We further

have the isomorphism

PηN
∼
−→ Sh(V,�(Kp ∩

ϖKp)) ×F Tη

under which the two morphisms fη and ϖfη ◦ iη coincide with the natural projection morphisms

Sh(V,�(Kp ∩
ϖKp)) ×F Tη → Sh(V,�Kp) ×F Tη,

Sh(V,�(Kp ∩
ϖKp)) ×F Tη → Sh(V,�ϖKp) ×F Tη,

respectively.
Similar to ϑ (3.8), we can define a map

ϑη : H2r−1
ét (Sh(V,�Kp)F ,Ω

η
N,L(r))→ H2r−1

ét (Sh(V,�ϖKp)F , L(r))

14Strictly speaking, the “canonical” isomorphisms for grF
pRΨL with p , 0 depend on the choice of an order between P△N and P▲N , for

which we fix one so that P△N comes first.
15In particular, ϖΛq = Λq for q , p.
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on the level of the generic fibers, which is clearly ΓF-equivariant. By [LTXZZ1, Lemma 4.2.4], the specialization
maps induce isomorphisms

H2r−1
ét (Sh(V,�Kp)F ,Ω

η
N,L(r)) ≃ H2r−1

T
(MN ,RΨ(ΩηN,L)(r)),

H2r−1
ét (Sh(V,�ϖKp)F , L(r)) ≃ H2r−1

T
(ϖMN , L(r)).

In particular, we obtain the following commutative diagram

H2r−1
ét (Sh(V,�Kp)F ,Ω

η
N,L(r)) ϑη //

��

H2r−1
ét (Sh(V,�ϖKp)F , L(r))

≃

��

H2r−1
T

(MN ,F⩾0RΨ(ΩηN,L)(r)) ϑ // H2r−1
T

(ϖMN , L(r))

in the category Fun(Kp, L[Gal(Fp/F
Φ
p )]).

3.6. Nearby cycles over Newton strata. In this subsection, we perform a preliminary study of the nearby cycles
of the Tate–Thompson local system over non-basic Newton strata.

Notation 3.6.1. Take an even integer 0 < m ⩽ N.

(1) For every integer 0 ⩽ l ⩽ m
2 , we denote by P(m|l)

N the maximal open and closed subscheme of P(m)
N such

that for every geometric point x = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲;ψ△) ∈ P(m|l)

N (κ), the Dκ-submodule of

Dx⊗Fp given by kerψ△ contains Cl
x (Notation 3.3.4). In particular, P(m|0)

N = P(m)
N \P

▲
N and P

(m|m2 )
N = P(m)

N \P
△
N .

Denote by f(m|l) : P(m|l)
N → M(m)

N the restriction of f to P(m|l)
N .

(2) For every integer 0 ⩽ l ⩽ m
2 , we denote by R(m|l)

N the preimage of P(m|l)
N under the morphism g(m)

0 , which is
an open and closed subscheme of R(m)

N , so that we have the induced morphism g(m|l)
0 : R(m|l)

N → P(m|l)
N .

Lemma 3.6.2. For every even integer 0 < m ⩽ N, the morphisms g(m)
0 , g(m)

1 , g(m)
< , and g(m)

> are all finite.

Proof. First, the morphisms in question are clearly all proper. Thus, it remains to show that they are quasi-finite.
We claim that it suffices to show that g(m)

0 is quasi-finite. Indeed, we have the following commutative diagram

Q(m)
N

h(m)
>

!!

h(m)
<

~~

g(m)
>

��

R(m)
N

g(m)
1

  

R(m)
N

g(m)
0

!!

g(m)
1

}}

N(m)
N

!!

P(m)
N

f(m)

}}

M(m)
N

of schemes over Fp2 , in which the upper-left square is Cartesian. By Proposition 3.4.6(2), f(m) is finite. Thus, if
g(m)

0 is quasi-finite, then g(m)
1 is quasi-finite hence so is h(m)

> by base change. It follows that g(m)
> is quasi-finite. By

a similar argument, we know that g(m)
< is also quasi-finite.

For g(m)
0 , we have the decomposition

P(m)
N =

m/2∐
l=0

P(m|l)
N

(Notation 3.6.1(1)) by Lemma 3.3.3(5). It suffices to show that the induced morphism g(m|l)
0 : R(m|l)

N → P(m|l)
N

(Notation 3.6.1(2)) is quasi-finite. Take a point y ∈ P(m|l)
N (κ), where κ is an algebraically closed field containing FΦp ,
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with x B f(y) ∈ M(m)
N (κ). Then y gives rise to a neutral Lagrangian Dκ-submodule E of Dx ⊗ Fp (Remark 3.4.2),

which satisfies E = (E ∩ Bx) ⊕ (E ∩ Sx) = Cl
x ⊕ (E ∩ Sx) by Lemma 3.3.7(1). It suffices to show that there are

only finitely many neutral Dκ-submodules of E of κ-codimension 2. Let C ⊆ E be such a submodule. There are two
cases.

Suppose that C ∩Bx = C
l
x. Then C = (C ∩Bx) ⊕ (C ∩Sx) in which C ∩Sx is a neutral Dκ-submodule of E ∩ Sx

of κ-codimension 2. It is clear that there are only finitely many such submodules.
Suppose that C ∩ Bx is a proper submodule of Cl

x. Let C′ be the image of C in Sx, which is right-leaning. Then
C∩Bx is left-leaning (and totally isotropic). By Lemma 3.3.3(4), C∩Bx has to be neutral hence has κ-codimension
2 in Cl

x. By Lemma 3.3.3(5), the number of such submodules of Cl
x is finite and we must have C′ = C∩Sx = E∩Sx.

In other words, C = (C ∩ Bx) ⊕ (E ∩ Sx).
In both cases, the number of neutral Dκ-submodules of E of κ-codimension 2 is finite. The lemma follows. □

Remark 3.6.3. Unlike f(2r−1), the morphism g(2r−1)
0 is not finite as long as r ⩾ 2.

The following proposition confirms the flatness of the correspondence (3.7) over non-basic Newton strata, which
is a crucial ingredient for our argument later.

Proposition 3.6.4. The morphisms g]2r−1[
0 , g]2r−1[

1 , g]2r−1[
< , and g]2r−1[

> are all finite flat, of degrees p2r−1
p2−1 , p+1, p2r−1

p−1 ,

and p2r−1

p−1 , respectively.

Proof. We first show that g]2r−1[
0 : R]2r−1[

N → P]2r−1[
N is finite flat. Since both schemes are regular of dimension

N = 2r, according to the miracle flatness criterion over regular local rings [Mat89, Theorem 23.1], it suffices to
show that every fiber of g]2r−1[

0 is finite. Over the generic fiber, this is clear; over the special fiber, this was proved
in Lemma 3.6.2. By the same argument, we see that g]2r−1[

1 is also finite flat. It follows that h]2r−1[
< and h]2r−1[

> are
both finite flat by base change, hence so are g]2r−1[

< = h]2r−1[
< ◦ g]2r−1[

0 and g]2r−1[
> = h]2r−1[

> ◦ g]2r−1[
0 . The statement

on the degrees can be checked easily over the generic fibers. □

Over each non-basic Newton strata M(m)
N , the restriction of the map QN has a decomposition we now explain.

Notation 3.6.5. Take an even integer 0 < m ⩽ N.

(1) Denote by Q(m)
N the induced convolution map of the commutative diagram

Q(m)
N

g(m)
<

}}

g(m)
>

!!

P(m)
N

f(m) !!

P(m)
N

f(m)}}

M(m)
N

in which all morphisms are finite flat by Proposition 3.4.6(2) and Proposition 3.6.4. For 0 ⩽ j ⩽ N + 1, put

Ω
(m), j
N,L B ker

(
Q

(m)
N −

(
l

j
N,p +

pN−1
p2−1

)
: Rf(m)

∗ L→ Rf(m)
∗ L

)
,

and simply write Ω(m)
N,L for Ω(m),1

N,L .
(2) For a pair of integers (l<, l>) satisfying 0 ⩽ l<, l> ⩽ m

2 , put

Q(m|l<,l>)
N B g−1

< P(m|l<)
N ∩ g−1

> P(m|l>)
N

(Notation 3.6.1(1)) and denote by g(m|l<,l>)
< : Q(m|l<,l>)

N → P(m|l<)
N and g(m|l<,l>)

> : Q(m|l<,l>)
N → P(m|l>)

N the corre-
sponding restrictions.
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(3) For every pair of integers (l<, l>) as in (1), denote by Q(m|l<,l>)
N the induced convolution map of the commu-

tative diagram

Q(m|l<,l>)
N

g(m|l<,l>)
<

{{

g(m|l<,l>)
>

##

P(m|l<)
N

f(m|l<) ##

P(m|l>)
N

f(m|l>){{
M(m)

N

in which all morphisms are finite flat by Proposition 3.4.6(2) and Proposition 3.6.4.

Remark 3.6.6. Take an even integer 0 < m ⩽ N. Under the decomposition

Rf(m)
∗ L = Rf(m|0)

∗ L ⊕ Rf(m|1)
∗ L ⊕ · · · ⊕ Rf

(m|m2 )
∗ L,

the map Q(m)
N is given by the matrix


Q

(m|0,0)
N Q

(m|1,0)
N · · · Q

(m|m2 ,0)
N

Q
(m|0,1)
N Q

(m|1,1)
N · · · Q

(m|m2 ,1)
N

...
...

. . .
...

Q
(m|0,m

2 )
N Q

(m|1,m
2 )

N · · · Q
(m|m2 ,

m
2 )

N


if we write elements in the column form.

Lemma 3.6.7. Let 0 < m ⩽ N be an even integer. Under the identification F0RΨL = L on PN , we have

F0RΨ(Ωη, jN,L)|M(m)
N
= Ω

(m), j
N,L |M(m)

N

for every 0 ⩽ j ⩽ N + 1.

Proof. This is a formal consequence of Proposition 3.6.4. To reduce the burden in notation, we regard MN , PN ,
and QN as their base change to the ring of integers of Qp, and correspondingly for others. Put m′ B m + 2 (resp.
m′ B 2r − 1) for m < N (resp. m = N = 2r). Consider the diagram

Q(m)
N

g(m)
<
��

g(m)
>
��

iQ // Q]m′[
N

g]m′[
<
��

g]m′[
>
��

Qη
N

gη<
��

gη>




? _
jQoo

P(m)
N

f(m)

��

iP // P]m′[
N

f]m′[

��

PηN

fη

��

? _
jPoo

M(m)
N

iM // M]m′[
N Mη

N
? _

jMoo
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in which all vertical morphisms are finite flat by Proposition 3.6.4, j? is an open immersion and i? is a closed
immersion for ? ∈ {M,P,Q}. It induces the following commutative diagram

Rf(m)
∗ L ∼ //

��

i∗MRf]m′[
∗ L

��

// i∗MR jM∗Rfη∗L

��
Rf(m)
∗ R(g(m)

< )∗(g
(m)
< )∗L

≃

��

∼ // i∗MRf]m′[
∗ R(g]m′[

< )∗(g]m′[
< )∗L

≃

��

// i∗MR jM∗Rfη∗R(gη<)∗(g
η
<)∗L

≃

��
Rf(m)
∗ R(g(m)

> )∗(g
(m)
> )∗L

��

∼ // i∗MRf]m′[
∗ R(g]m′[

> )∗(g]m′[
> )∗L

��

// i∗MR jM∗Rfη∗R(gη>)∗(g
η
>)∗L

��
Rf(m)
∗ L ∼ // i∗MRf]m′[

∗ L // i∗MR jM∗Rfη∗L

in Perv(M(m)
N , L). The lemma then follows. □

3.7. Correspondences over Newton strata. In this subsection, we study the restriction of the correspondence
(3.7) defining the Tate–Thompson local system over non-basic Newton strata in view of certain finite étale corre-
spondences.

Construction 3.7.1. Take an even integer 0 < m ⩽ N.

(1) Let (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp) be the universal object over M(m)

N . By [OZ02, Propositions 2.3 & 1.5 and the
remark after Definition 1.2], the p-divisible group A[p∞] admits a slope filtration

0 ⊆ A[p∞]>1/2 ⊆ A[p∞]⩾1/2 ⊆ A[p∞]

in which A[p∞]>1/2 is the maximal (isoclinic) subgroup of slope > 1/2 and A[p∞]⩾1/2 is the maximal
subgroup of slope ⩾ 1/2. Put

A[p]>1/2 B A[p∞]>1/2[p], A[p]⩾1/2 B A[p∞]⩾1/2[p], A[p]1/2 B A[p]⩾1/2/A[p]>1/2.

In particular, A[p]1/2 has rank p2(N−m) and is equipped with a principal polarization λ[p]1/2 induced from
λ[p]. For every geometric point x ∈ M(m)

N (κ), the Dκ-submodule of Dx ⊗ Fp given by A[p]>1/2
x coincides

with C0
x (Notation 3.3.4(4)).

(2) We define P((m))
N to be the scheme over M(m)

N that parameterizes Fp2-linear subgroups C of A[p]1/2 that are
Lagrangian and neutral (Definition 3.3.8). Note that when m = N, P((m))

N = M(m)
N .

(3) When m < N, define N((m))
N to be the scheme over M(m)

N that parameterizes Fp2-linear subgroups H of
A[p]1/2 that are isotropic and neutral of rank pN−m−2, and define R((m))

N to be the scheme over M(m)
N that

parameterizes pairs (C,H) for C and H in P((m))
N and N(m)

N , respectively. When m = N, put N((m))
N = R((m))

N =

P((m))
N = M(m)

N . In both cases, we have a natural commutative diagram

R((m))
N

g((m))
1

||

g((m))
0

""

N((m))
N

""

P((m))
N

f((m))||

M(m)
N

similar to (3.6).
(4) Put

Q((m))
N B R((m))

N ×N((m))
N

R((m))
N
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so that we have a natural commutative diagram

Q((m))
N

g((m))
<

||

g((m))
>

""

P((m))
N

f((m)) ""

P((m))
N

f((m))||

M(m)
N

similar to (3.7), in which all morphisms are finite étale. As the diagonal ∆P((m))
N of P((m))

N ×M(m)
N

P((m))
N is open

and closed, we may put

♮Q((m))
N B Q((m))

N ×P((m))
N ×

M(m)
N

P((m))
N

(
P((m))

N ×M(m)
N

P((m))
N

)
\ ∆P((m))

N ,

which is a closed subscheme of
(
P((m))

N ×M(m)
N

P((m))
N

)
\ ∆P((m))

N .
(5) Denote by

♮Q
((m))
N : f((m))

∗ L→ f((m))
∗ L

the induced convolution map of the commutative diagram

♮Q((m))
N

♮g((m))
<

||

♮g((m))
>

""

P((m))
N

f((m)) ""

P((m))
N

f((m))||

M(m)
N

in which all morphisms are finite étale. For 0 ⩽ j ⩽ N − m + 1, put

Ω
((m)), j
N,L B ker

(
♮Q

((m))
N − l

j
N−m,p : f((m))

∗ L→ f((m))
∗ L

)
,

and simply write Ω((m))
N,L for Ω((m)),1

N,L . We regard Ω((m)), j
N,L as zero for an integer j not in the above range.

(6) Take a hermitian space XN−m over Fp2 of (even) rank N − m and put UN−m B U(XN−m)(Fp). Define M̃(m)
N

to be the scheme over M(m)
N that parameterizes isometries

η1/2
p : XN−m

∼
−→ Homλ0[p],λ[p]1/2

Fp2
(A0[p], A[p]1/2)

of hermitian spaces over Fp2 . The natural morphism M̃(m)
N → M(m)

N is a Galois morphism with the Galois

group UN−m. Indeed, we have a homomorphism UN−m → AutM(m)
N

(M̃(m)
N ) given by the action on XN−m such

that over every geometric point x ∈ M(m)
N (κ), the fiber of x under M̃(m)

N → M(m)
N is a disjoint union of Spec κ

indexed by a UN−m-principal homogeneous set.
When 0 < m < N, fix a maximal isotropic Fp2-linear subspace Y of XN−m. We obtain a morphism

M̃(m)
N → P((m))

N sending (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp, η1/2

p ) to (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp; C), in which C is the subgroup

spanned by the image of ηp(x) for every x ∈ Y. Then we have a sequence of finite étale morphisms

M̃(m)
N → P((m))

N → M(m)
N

in which the first one is a Galois morphism with the Galois group PY, where PY ⊆ UN−m is the subgroup
stabilizing Y.
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Lemma 3.7.2. For every even integer 0 < m ⩽ N, the natural map
r−m

2⊕
j=0

Ω
((m)), j
N,L → f((m))

∗ L

is an isomorphism.

Proof. The case m = N is trivial. Thus, we assume 0 < m < N. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 3.5.7
using Construction 3.7.1(6). We adopt the discussion in §3.11 with κ/κ+ = Fp2/Fp. Then the correspondence
in Construction 3.7.1(5) defining ♮Q

((m))
N corresponds to the element QY,1. Thus, the lemma follows from Lemma

3.11.2. □

Lemma 3.7.3. Let 0 < m ⩽ N be an even integer.
(1) For every integer 0 ⩽ l ⩽ m

2 , the morphism

p(m|l) : P(m|l)
N → P((m))

N

induced by the assignment

(A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲;ψ△) 7→ (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; Cψ△),

where Cψ△ B (kerψ△[p∞] ∩ A[p]⩾1/2)/(kerψ△[p∞] ∩ A[p]>1/2), is a flat universal homeomorphism. In
particular, we may identify Rf(m|l)

∗ L with f((m))
∗ L via the adjunction isomorphism

f((m))
∗ L = Rf((m))

∗ L
∼
−→ Rf((m))

∗ Rp(m|l)
∗ L = Rf(m|l)

∗ L.

(2) The morphism p(m|0) is an isomorphism.

Proof. For (1), since f((m)) ◦ p(m|l) = f(m|l) and f((m)) is finite étale, the morphism p(m|l) is finite flat by Proposition
3.4.6(2). It is clear that p(m|l) induces a bijection on geometric points, which implies that p(m|l) a flat universal
homeomorphism.

For (2), we construct an inverse to p(m|0), which sends (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; C) to

(A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲;ψ△),

where ψ△ is the quotient map with the kernel that is the preimage of C in A△[p]⩾1/2. □

Lemma 3.7.4. For every even integer 0 < m ⩽ N, Q(m|l<,l>)
N is empty for integers 0 ⩽ l<, l> ⩽ m

2 with |l< − l>| ⩾ 2.

Proof. This follows from the fact that in Lemma 3.3.3(5), the κ-codimension of C(m)l<∩C(m)l> in C(m)l< or C(m)l>

is 2|l< − l>|. □

Proposition 3.7.5. Take an even integer 0 < m ⩽ N.
(1) For every integer 0 ⩽ l < m

2 , we have

deg g(m|l,l+1)
< = deg g(m|l+1,l)

> = p · pN−pN−m+2l

p2−1 ,

deg g(m|l+1,l)
< = deg g(m|l,l+1)

> =
p2l+2−1

p2−1 .

(2) For every integer 0 ⩽ l ⩽ m
2 , if we identify Rf(m|l)

∗ L with f((m))
∗ L as in Lemma 3.7.3(1), then

Q
(m|l,l)
N = p2l · ♮Q

((m))
N +

p2l−1
p+1 +

pN−1
p2−1 .

Proof. We define Q(m|l,l)
N,0 via the following Cartesian diagram

Q(m|l,l)
N,0

//

��

∆P((m))
N

��

Q(m|l,l)
N

(p(m|l)◦g(m|l,l)
< ,p(m|l)◦g(m|l,l)

> ) // P((m))
N ×M(m)

N
P((m))

N
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so that Q(m|l,l)
N,0 is an open and closed subscheme of Q(m|l,l)

N . Denote by 0g(m|l,l)
< and 0g(m|l,l)

> the restrictions of g(m|l,l)
<

and g(m|l,l)
> to Q(m|l,l)

N,0 , respectively, which are finite flat.

We define Q(m|l,l)
N,1 via the following Cartesian diagram

Q(m|l,l)
N,1

//

��

(
P((m))

N ×M(m)
N

P((m))
N

)
\ ∆P((m))

N

��

Q(m|l,l)
N

(p(m|l)◦g(m|l,l)
< ,p(m|l)◦g(m|l,l)

> ) // P((m))
N ×M(m)

N
P((m))

N

so that Q(m|l,l)
N,1 is an open and closed subscheme of Q(m|l,l)

N . The upper arrow clearly factors through the closed

subscheme ♮Q((m))
N (of the target), so that we have induced morphisms

♮g(m|l,l)
< : Q(m|l,l)

N,1 → ♮Q((m))
N ×g((m))

< ,P((m))
N

P(m|l)
N ,

♮g(m|l,l)
> : Q(m|l,l)

N,1 → ♮Q((m))
N ×g((m))

> ,P((m))
N

P(m|l)
N ,

which are finite flat.
For (2), it suffices to show that

deg 0g(m|l,l)
< = deg 0g(m|l,l)

> =
p2l−1
p+1 +

pN−1
p2−1 ,(3.11)

and

deg ♮g(m|l,l)
< = deg ♮g(m|l,l)

> = p2l.(3.12)

Thus, the whole proposition is reduced to the computation of degrees of certain finite flat morphisms, for which
we adopt a method via rigid tubular neighbourhoods. In general, for an admissible p-adic formal scheme X with
rigid generic fiber Xη and a locally closed subscheme Y ⊆ X B X ⊗Zp Fp, we have the (rigid) tubular neigh-
bourhood {Y} ⊆ Xη associated with Y, that is, the preimage under the specialization map Xη → X ⊗Zp Fp. For
X ∈ {M,N,P,Q,R}, we let X be the formal completion of X]2r−1[

N along its special fiber. Then the diagram (3.7)
induces a similar commutative diagram

{Q(m|l<,l>)
N }

{g(m|l<,l>)
< }

zz

{g(m|l<,l>)
> }

$$

{P(m|l<)
N }

{f(m|l<)} $$

{P(m|l>)
N }

{f(m|l>)}zz

{M(m)
N }

of rigid analytic spaces over QΦp for integers 0 ⩽ l<, l> ⩽ m
2 . Let (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ;A, λ, ηp) be the universal object over

{M(m)
N }. By [She14, Theorems 5.4 & 5.7], there is a canonical Hodge–Newton filtration by Fp2-linear finite locally

free group schemes over {M(m)
N }:

0 ⊆ A[p]>1/2 ⊆ A[p]⩾1/2 ⊆ A[p]

that lifts the canonical slope filtration on the similar group scheme over M(m)
N introduced in Construction 3.7.1(1).

In particular,A[p]>1/2 areA[p]⩾1/2 are Fp2-linear finite locally free group schemes of ranks pm and p2N−m, respec-
tively, and are mutual annihilators under the (nondegenerate) hermitian pairing

⟨ , ⟩λ : A[p] ×A[p]→ µp ⊗Fp Fp2

induced by λ. In particular, ⟨ , ⟩λ induces a (nondegenerate) hermitian pairing on A[p]1/2 B A[p]⩾1/2/A[p]>1/2.
In what follows, K denotes a complete algebraically closed field containing QΦp .
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First, we compute deg g(m|l,l+1)
< , which equals deg g(m|l+1,l)

> by symmetry. By Proposition 3.6.4, g(m|l,l+1)
< and

{g(m|l,l+1)
< } have the same degree. Take a geometric point x = (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A◀, λ◀, ηp◀;ψ◁) ∈ {P(m|l)

N }(K).
Then A△[p] is a hermitian space over Fp2 of dimension N such that the Lagrangian subspace C◁ B ker(ψ◁) has
dimension l in the quotient A△[p]/A△[p]⩾1/2. The fiber {g(m|l,l+1)

< }−1(x) is bijective to the set of Lagrangian subspaces
C▷ of A△[p] satisfying

(1a) the image of C▷ in A△[p]/A△[p]⩾1/2 has dimension l + 1;
(1b) the codimension of C◁ ∩C▷ in C◁ is 1 (so that H = C◁ ∩C▷).

By (1a) and (1b), the codimension of C◁∩C▷∩A△[p]>1/2 in C◁∩A△[p]>1/2 has to be 1. The number of hyperplanes
of C◁ satisfying the previous condition is pN−pN−m+2l

p2−1 . Once H = C◁ ∩ C▷ is fixed, the number of C▷ that is

Lagrangian is p. Thus, deg g(m|l,l+1)
< = deg g(m|l+1,l)

> = deg{g(m|l,l+1)
< } = p · pN−pN−m+2l

p2−1 .

Second, we compute deg g(m|l+1,l)
< , which equals deg g(m|l,l+1)

> by symmetry. By Proposition 3.6.4, g(m|l+1,l)
<

and {g(m|l+1,l)
< } have the same degree. Take a geometric point x = (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A◀, λ◀, ηp◀;ψ◁) ∈

{P(m|l+1)
N }(K). Then A△[p] is a hermitian space over Fp2 of dimension N such that the Lagrangian subspace

C◁ B ker(ψ◁) has dimension l + 1 in the quotient A△[p]/A△[p]⩾1/2. The fiber {g(m|l+1,l)
< }−1(x) is bijective to the set

of Lagrangian subspaces C▷ of A△[p] satisfying
(2a) the image of C▷ in A△[p]/A△[p]⩾1/2 has dimension l;
(2b) the codimension of C◁ ∩C▷ in C◁ is 1 (so that H = C◁ ∩C▷).

It is clear that choosing such C▷ is equivalent to choosing hyperplanes in the image of C◁ in A△[p]/A△[p]⩾1/2,
which has p2l+2−1

p2−1 ways. Thus, deg g(m|l+1,l)
< = deg g(m|l,l+1)

> = deg{g(m|l+1,l)
< } =

p2l+2−1
p2−1 .

Third, we compute deg 0g(m|l,l)
< , which equals deg 0g(m|l,l)

> by symmetry. By Proposition 3.6.4, deg 0g(m|l,l)
<

coincides with the degree of the morphism {0g(m|l,l)
< } : {Q(m|l,l)

N,0 } → {P(m|l)
N }. Take a geometric point

x = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A◀, λ◀, ηp◀;ψ◁) ∈ {P(m|l)

N }(K). Then A△[p] is a hermitian space over Fp2 of di-
mension N such that the Lagrangian subspace C◁ B ker(ψ◁) has dimension l in the quotient A△[p]/A△[p]⩾1/2. The
fiber {0g(m|l,l)

< }−1(x) is bijective to the set of pairs (C▷,H) satisfying
(3a) C▷ is Lagrangian, whose image in A△[p]/A△[p]⩾1/2 has dimension l;
(3b) The images of C◁ ∩ A△[p]⩾1/2 and C▷ ∩ A△[p]⩾1/2 in A△[p]1/2 coincide.
(3c) H is contained in C◁ ∩C▷ and has codimension 1 in both C◁ and C▷.

When C◁ = C▷, the number of H in (3c) is pN−1
p2−1 . When C◁ ∩ C▷ has codimension 1 in both C◁ and C▷, it is an

elementary exercise in linear algebra that the number of C▷ satisfying (3a) and (3b) is (p − 1) · |Pl−1(Fp2)| = p2l−1
p+1 .

Thus, (3.11) follows.
Finally, we compute deg ♮g(m|l,l)

< , which equals deg ♮g(m|l,l)
> by symmetry. By Proposition 3.6.4, we have

m
2∑

l′=0

deg g(m|l,l′)
< = deg g]2r−1[

< =
p2r−1

p−1 .

By Lemma 3.7.4, we have deg g(m|l,l′)
< = 0 unless l′ ∈ {l − 1, l, l + 1}. By (1), we have

deg g(m|l,l−1)
< =

p2l−1
p2−1 , deg g(m|l,l+1)

< = p · pN−pN−m+2l

p2−1 .

On the other hand, g(m|l,l)
< = g((m))

< ◦ ♮g(m|l,l)
< , in which g((m))

< is finite étale of degree p · pN−m−1
p2−1 . Now from the moduli

interpretation it is easy to see that ♮g(m|l,l)
< has constant degree. Then it follows from elementary computation that

deg ♮g(m|l,l)
< = p2l. Thus, (3.12) follows.

The proposition is proved. □

In the rest of this subsection, we prove some auxiliary results that will be used later.

Lemma 3.7.6. For m ∈ {2, 4} and every integer 0 ⩽ l ⩽ m
2 , the map f(m|l) : P(m|l)

N → M(m)
N induces a bijection on the

generic points.
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Proof. By Lemma 3.7.3, for every integer 0 ⩽ l ⩽ m
2 , (p(m|0))−1 ◦ p(m|l) : P(m|l)

N → P(m|0)
N is a flat universal home-

omorphism such that f(m|0) ◦ (p(m|0))−1 ◦ p(m|l) = f(m|l). Thus, the statement in lemma is mutually equivalent for
different l.

When m = 2, we show that f(2|0) induces a bijection on the generic points. Take a generic point x of M(2)
N . By

[Ach14, Lemma 3.2], we may find a point y of M(2r−1)
N that specializes x. By Proposition 3.4.6(3), y has a unique

preimage in P△N , which we denote by y′. If there are two different generic points x′ and x′′ of P(2|0)
N that map to x

under f(2|0), then both of them specializes to y′, which contradicts with Theorem 3.4.4(1). Thus, f(2|0) induces a
bijection on the generic points.

When m = 4, we show that f(4|1) induces a bijection on the generic points. Take a generic point x of M(4)
N . By

[Ach14, Lemma 3.2], we may find a point y of M(2r−1)
N that specializes x. By Proposition 3.4.6(3), y has a unique

preimage in P△N , which we denote by y′. If there are two different generic points x′ and x′′ of P(4|1)
N that map to

x under f(4|1), then both of them specializes to y′. However, both x′ and x′′ belong to P‡N , which contradicts with
Theorem 3.4.4(1). Thus, f(4|1) induces a bijection on the generic points.

The lemma is proved. □

Remark 3.7.7. We conjecture that the Galois morphism M̃(m)
N → M(m)

N in Construction 3.7.1(6) is a Galois cover,
that is, it induces a bijection on the generic points. In particular, Lemma 3.7.6 should hold for every even integer
0 < m ⩽ N.

By Lemma 3.7.3, we have morphisms p(2|0) : P(2|0)
N → P((2))

N and p(2|1) : P(2|1)
N → P((2))

N , in which the first is an
isomorphism and the second is a flat universal homeomorphism of degree p2r−1. Put

j(2) B (p(2|0))−1 ◦ p(2|1) : P(2|1)
N → P(2|0)

N ,(3.13)

which satisfies f(2|0) ◦ j(2) = f(2|1).

Lemma 3.7.8. The morphism j(2) : P(2|1)
N → P(2|0)

N (3.13) extends uniquely to a morphism j : P▲N → P△N . Moreover,
(1) j satisfies f△ ◦ j = f▲;
(2) j is a flat universal homeomorphism of degree p2r−1;
(3) j fits into the following commutative diagram

ϖP△N
ϖi //

ϖf△
��

P▲N
j // P△N

i // ϖP▲N
ϖf▲
��

ϖMN
ϕM // ϖMN

of schemes over T.

Proof. We use the alternative modular interpretation for PN as in Remark 3.4.2. Write (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; C)

for the universal object over P▲N . Recall that over P(2|1)
N , j(2) sends C to C′ B C ∩ A△[p]⩾1/2 + A△[p]>1/2.

We need to extend C′ to a flat subgroup of A△[p] over the entire P▲N that is still Lagrangian. Choose a nonzero
element ȷ ∈ Fp2 such that TrFp2/Fp ȷ = 0. Then the composite map

q : A△[p] ×P▲N
A△[p]

1× ȷ
−−−→ A△[p] ×P▲N

A△[p]→ µp

of Fp-linear finite flat groups over P▲N , in which the second arrow is induced by the polarization of A△, is a nonde-
generate quadratic form on A△[p]. Since C′ is Lagrangian, C′ ×P(2|1)

N
C′ is contained in the kernel of q|P(2|1)

N
. Thus,

the scheme-theoretical closure C′ ×P(2|1)
N

C′ of C′ ×P(2|1)
N

C′ in A△[p] ×P▲N
A△[p] is contained in the kernel of q. Let

Γ ȷ ⊆ A△[p] ×P▲N
A△[p] be the graph of ȷ. Consider the intersection C′ ×P(2|1)

N
C′ ∩ Γ ȷ, which is a closed subgroup of

A△[p] ×P▲N
A△[p], and denote by C′′ ⊆ A△[p] its (isomorphic) image under the projection to the first factor. Then

by construction, C′′ is a closed subgroup of A△[p] extending C′ and that every section of C′′ is isotropic under the
quadratic form q. Since p is odd, we conclude that C′′ itself is isotropic under q hence has rank at most pN at every
geometric point. As P▲N is reduced, it follows that C′′ is a flat subgroup of A△[p] that is still Lagrangian.
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Now we define the morphism j to be the one given by the point (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; C′′) ∈ PN(P▲N). Since

P▲N is smooth over FΦp and j sends all generic points to P△N , j indeed factors through the closed subscheme P△N . The
uniqueness of j is clear. Now we show the three properties.

Part (1) is clear as j(2) satisfies such property.
For (2), by (1) and the properness of f△ and f▲ from Theorem 3.4.4(2), j is proper. Assuming j finite, then it is a

finite morphism between regular schemes of the same dimension hence is flat by the miracle flatness criterion over
regular local rings [Mat89, Theorem 23.1]. Now since generically j is a flat universal homeomorphism of degree
p2r−1, so is j. Thus, it remains to show that j is quasi-finite. Since the set of points of P▲N at which j is quasi-finite
is open, it suffices to check that for every closed point x of P△N , the set j−1({x}) is finite. Consider the composite
morphism

ϖP△N
ϖi
−−→ P▲N

j
−→ P△N

i
−→ ϖP▲N

ϖj
−−→ ϖP△N

in which both j and ϖj (the similar morphism for ϖPN) are dominant and proper hence surjective; and both ϖi and
i are isomorphism. It follows that j must induce a bijection on closed points simply by counting points. Part (2)
follows.

For (3), it suffices to verify it over ϖP(2|0)
N . Take a geometric point

x = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A△, λ△, ηp△; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲;ψ△) ∈ ϖP(2|0)

N (κ).

It follows that if we write j(ϖi(x)) = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A▲, λ▲, ηp▲; A▽, λ▽, ηp▽;ψ▼), then GA△ B ker(ψ▼◦ψ△)[p∞] satisfies

that GA△ ∩ A△[p∞]>1/2 = A△[p∞]>1/2[p2] and that the image of GA△ in A△[p∞]1/2 coincides with A△[p∞]1/2[p]. It
follows that GA△ = FA△ , that is, ϖf▲(i(j(ϖi(x)))) = ϕM(ϖf△(x)). Part (3) follows. □

Notation 3.7.9. By the above lemma, the induced map j : Rf△∗ L→ Rf△∗ Rj∗L = Rf▲∗ L is an isomorphism. For every
element l ∈ L, we have the map

jl : Rf△∗ L→ Rf△∗ L ⊕ Rf▲∗ L = Rf∗L

in Perv(MN , L) induced by the pair (id, lj). We also denote by jl for its base change to Fp and the induced map on
cohomology.

3.8. Central nearby cycle of Tate–Thompson local system. In this subsection, we compute the central nearby
cycle grF

0RΨ(ΩηN,L), or more generally grF
0RΨ(Ωη, jN,L) for 0 ⩽ j ⩽ r, which are direct summands of

grF
0RΨ(fη∗L) = Rf∗grF

0RΨL = Rf∗(p△∗ L ⊕ p▲∗ L) = Rf∗p△∗ L ⊕ Rf∗p▲∗ L = Rf△∗ L ⊕ Rf▲∗ L.

By Proposition 3.4.6(2,4) and Lemma 3.6.7, we have

grF
0RΨ(Ωη, jN,L) = IC(MN , grF

0RΨ(Ωη, jN,L)|M(2)
N

) = IC(MN ,F0RΨ(Ωη, jN,L)|M(2)
N

) = IC(MN ,Ω
(2), j
N,L |M(2)

N
).

On the other hand, for every integer 0 ⩽ j ⩽ r, Ω(2), j
N,L is a direct summand of Rf∗L|M(2)

N
so that IC(MN ,Ω

(2), j
N,L ) is a

direct summand of Rf∗L; for every integer j, Ω((2)), j
N,L from Construction 3.7.1(5) is a direct summand of Rf△∗ L|M(2)

N
=

Rf(2|0)
∗ L via Lemma 3.7.3(2), so that IC(MN ,Ω

((2)), j
N,L ) is a direct summand of Rf△∗ L.

Proposition 3.8.1. We have

IC(MN ,Ω
(2), j
N,L ) =

j(−p)− j IC(MN ,Ω
((2)), j
N,L ) ⊕ j(−p) j−1−2r IC(MN ,Ω

((2)), j−2
N,L ), 0 ⩽ j < r,

j(−p)−r IC(MN ,Ω
((2)),r−1
N,L ) ⊕ j(−p)−r−1 IC(MN ,Ω

((2)),r−2
N,L ), j = r.

In particular,
(1) the natural map

r⊕
j=0

IC(MN ,Ω
(2), j
N,L )→ Rf△∗ L ⊕ Rf▲∗ L = Rf∗L

is an isomorphism;
(2) we have

grF
0RΨ(ΩηN,L) = IC(MN ,Ω

(2)
N,L) = j(−p)−1 IC(MN ,Ω

((2))
N,L ).
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Proof. It suffices to prove the proposition after restriction to M(2)
N . Denote by

j
(2)
l : Rf(2|0)

∗ L→ Rf(2|0)
∗ L ⊕ Rf(2|1)

∗ L = Rf(2)
∗ L

the restriction of jl (Notation 3.7.9) to the open subscheme M(2)
N . We will show that

Ω
(2), j
N,L =

j
(2)
(−p)− jΩ

((2)), j
N,L ⊕ j

(2)
(−p) j−1−2rΩ

((2)), j−2
N,L , 0 ⩽ j < r,

j
(2)
(−p)−rΩ

((2)),r−1
N,L ⊕ j

(2)
(−p)−r−1Ω

((2)),r−2
N,L , j = r.

(3.14)

By Lemma 3.7.2 and the assumption that bN,p is invertible in L, the natural map r−1⊕
j=0

j
(2)
(−p)− jΩ

((2)), j
N,L ⊕ j

(2)
(−p) j−1−2rΩ

((2)), j−2
N,L

 ⊕ (
j

(2)
(−p)−rΩ

((2)),r−1
N,L ⊕ j

(2)
(−p)−r−1Ω

((2)),r−2
N,L

)
→ Rf(2)

∗ L

is an isomorphism. Thus, (1) follows from (3.14). Part (2) is a special case of (3.14).
To show (3.14), we use Remark 3.6.6 so that

Q
(2)
N =

Q(2|0,0)
N Q

(2|1,0)
N

Q
(2|0,1)
N Q

(2|1,1)
N


under the decomposition Rf(2)

∗ L = Rf(2|0)
∗ L⊕Rf(2|1)

∗ L. The above matrix of operators are induced from the diagram

Q(2|0,0)
N

g(2|0,0)
<

		

g(2|0,0)
>

��

Q(2|0,1)
N

g(2|0,1)
<||

g(2|0,1)
>

��

Q(2|1,0)
N

g(2|1,0)
> ""

g(2|1,0)
<

��

P(2|0)
N

f(2|0)

--

Q(2|1,1)
N

g(2|1,1)
<{{ g(2|1,1)

> ##

P(2|0)
N

f(2|1)

qq

P(2|1)
N

f(2|1)

##

P(2|1)
N

f(2|1)

{{
M(2)

N

in which all morphisms are finite flat.
By Proposition 3.7.5, if we identify Rf(2|0)

∗ L and Rf(2|1)
∗ L with f((2))

∗ L as in Lemma 3.7.3(1), thenQ(2|0,0)
N Q

(2|1,0)
N

Q
(2|0,1)
N Q

(2|1,1)
N

 =
♮Q((2))

N +
pN−1
p2−1 p2r−1

1 p2♮Q
((2))
N + (p − 1) + pN−1

p2−1

 .
By a straightforward calculation, we have

det


♮Q((2))

N +
pN−1
p2−1 p2r−1

1 p2♮Q
((2))
N + (p − 1) + pN−1

p2−1

 −
l j

N,p +
pN−1
p2−1

l
j
N,p +

pN−1
p2−1




=

p2
(
♮Q

((2))
N − l

j
N−2,p

) (
♮Q

((2))
N − l

j−2
N−2,p

)
, 0 ⩽ j < r,

p2
(
♮Q

((2))
N − lr−1

N−2,p

) (
♮Q

((2))
N − lr−2

N−2,p

)
, j = r.

Since l j
N−2,p − l

j′

N−2,p is invertible in L for every pair of integers ( j, j′) satisfying −2 ⩽ j < j′ ⩽ r − 1 and j′ ⩾ 0,
(3.14) holds from easy linear algebra.

The proposition is proved. □
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3.9. Marginal nearby cycles of Tate–Thompson local system. In this subsection, we compute marginal nearby
cycles grF

1RΨ(ΩηN,L) and grF
−1RΨ(ΩηN,L), which are direct summands of Rf∗p

‡
∗L(−1)[−1] = Rf‡∗L(−1)[−1] and

Rf∗p
‡
∗L[−1] = Rf‡∗L[−1], respectively.

In this and the next subsection, for a closed subscheme Z of an ambient scheme, we denote by LZ the push-
forward of the constant sheaf L on Z along the closed immersion (when the ambient scheme is clear from the
context).

Notation 3.9.1. We denote by

❖ P⟨1⟩N the induced reduced closed subscheme of P(1)
N , which is a closed subscheme of P‡N by Proposition

3.4.6(1),
❖ m(1) : M(1)

N → MN (or to Mno
N according to the context) the closed immersion,

❖ f⟨1⟩ : P⟨1⟩N → M(1)
N the restriction of f, and

❖ p⟨1⟩△ : P⟨1⟩N → P△N , p⟨1⟩▲ : P⟨1⟩N → P▲N and p⟨1⟩‡ : P⟨1⟩N → P‡N the corresponding closed immersions.

By Proposition 3.4.8(1), the diagram

P⟨1⟩N
p⟨1⟩‡ //

f⟨1⟩
��

P‡N

f‡

��
M(1)

N
m(1)
// Mno

N

(3.15)

is Cartesian, in which f⟨1⟩ is projective smooth of dimension r − 1.
We first compute the complex Rf‡∗L on Mno

N . By the Poincaré duality and the base change, we have a canonical
isomorphism

LP⟨1⟩N
≃ (f⟨1⟩)!LM(1)

N
(1 − r)[2 − 2r]

in D(P‡N , L). By adjunction, we have a canonical map L → LP⟨1⟩N
in D(P‡N , L). Together, by adjunction and the

properness of f‡ from Theorem 3.4.4(2), we have a canonical map

Rf‡∗L = Rf‡! L→ LM(1)
N

(1 − r)[2 − 2r](3.16)

in D(Mno
N , L).

Lemma 3.9.2. The fiber of the map (3.16) in D(Mno
N , L) is an intermediate extension of Rf‡∗L|M(4)

N
to Mno

N . Moreover,
the map (3.16) splits.

Proof. Denote by F the fiber of (3.16). By Proposition 3.4.6(5), we know that f‡ is small away from M(1)
N , which

implies that F is an intermediate extension of Rf‡∗L|M(4)
N

to Mno
N away from M(1)

N . Thus, it remains to check that

m(1)∗F has perverse degree at most 2r−3, and that m(1)!F has perverse degree at least 2r−1 (note that the perversity
on Mno

N has been shifted by the dimension, which is 2r − 2). Since M(1)
N has dimension zero, the perversity degree

coincides with the usual degree over it.
By the proper base change for (3.15), the map

m(1)∗Rf‡∗L→ m(1)∗LM(1)
N

(1 − r)[2 − 2r]

coincides with a map Rf(1)
! LP(1)

N
→ LM(1)

N
(1 − r)[2 − 2r] that is a projection to the top degree relative cohomology,

which implies that m(1)∗F has degree at most 2r − 3.
By the proper base change together with the absolute purity for the subscheme P⟨1⟩N of P‡N (of codimension r−1),

the map
m(1)!Rf‡∗L→ m(1)!LM(1)

N
(1 − r)[2 − 2r]

coincides with a map Rf(1)
∗ LP(1)

N
(1−r)[2−2r]→ LM(1)

N
(1−r)[2−2r] that is a projection to the bottom degree relative

cohomology, multiplied by the self-intersection number of the fibers of f⟨1⟩ in P‡N . By Proposition 3.4.8(2), this
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number is same for every fiber and is invertible in L. It follows that that m(1)!F has degree at least 2r − 1 and also
that (3.16) splits.

The lemma is proved. □

By the above lemma, we obtain a splitting short exact sequence

0→ IC(Mno
N ,Rf‡∗L|M(4)

N
)→ Rf‡∗L→ LM(1)

N
(1 − r)[2 − 2r]→ 0(3.17)

in the abelian category Perv(Mno
N , L).

Proposition 3.9.3. The natural maps

grF
1RΨ(ΩηN,L)→ LM(1)

N
(−r)[1 − 2r], grF

−1RΨ(ΩηN,L)→ LM(1)
N

(1 − r)[1 − 2r]

obtained from (3.16) are both isomorphisms in Perv(MN , L).

We start from a weaker statement.

Proposition 3.9.4. The intersection grF
−1RΨ(ΩηN,L) ∩ IC(Mno

N ,Rf‡∗L|M(4)
N

)[−1] is zero.

The case for N = 2 is trivial as M(4) is empty. Now assume N ⩾ 4. It suffices to show that grF
−1RΨ(ΩηN,L)|M(4)

N
= 0.

Lemma 3.9.5. The projection map Rf(4)
∗ L = Rf(4|0)

∗ L ⊕ Rf(4|1)
∗ L ⊕ Rf(4|2)

∗ L → Rf(4|0)
∗ L = f((4))

∗ L (Lemma 3.7.3(2))
induces an isomorphism

F0RΨ(ΩηN,L)|M(4)
N

∼
−→ Ω

((4))
N,L |M(4)

N

on M(4)
N . In particular, F0RΨ(ΩηN,L)|M(4)

N
is an L-linear local system.

Proof. By Lemma 3.6.7, we have F0RΨ(ΩηN,L)|M(4)
N
= Ω

(4)
N,L. Thus, we need to study the map Q(4)

N . We use Remark
3.6.6 so that

Q
(4)
N =


Q

(4|0,0)
N Q

(4|1,0)
N Q

(4|2,0)
N

Q
(4|0,1)
N Q

(4|1,1)
N Q

(4|2,1)
N

Q
(4|0,2)
N Q

(4|1,2)
N Q

(4|2,2)
N
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under the decomposition Rf(4)
∗ L = Rf(4|0)

∗ L ⊕ Rf(4|1)
∗ L ⊕ Rf(4|2)

∗ L. The above matrix of operators are induced from
the diagram

Q(4|0,0)
N

g(4|0,0)
<

��

g(4|0,0)
>

��

Q(4|0,1)
N

g(4|0,1)
<





g(4|0,1)
>

��

Q(4|1,0)
N

g(4|1,0)
>

��

g(4|1,0)
<

��

∅ Q(4|1,1)
N

g(4|1,1)
<

��

g(4|1,1)
>

��

∅

P(4|0)
N

f(4|0)

..

Q(4|1,2)
N

g(4|1,2)
<||

g(4|1,2)
>

��

Q(4|2,1)
N

g(4|2,1)
> ""

g(4|2,1)
<

��

P(4|0)
N

f(4|0)

pp

P(4|1)
N

f(4|1)

**

Q(4|2,2)
N

g(4|2,2)
<{{ g(4|2,2)

> ##

P(4|1)
N

f(4|1)

tt

P(4|2)
N

f(4|2)

##

P(4|2)
N

f(4|2)

{{
M(4)

N

in which all morphisms are finite flat.
By Proposition 3.7.5, if we identify Rf(2|0)

∗ L and Rf(2|1)
∗ L with f((2))

∗ L as in Lemma 3.7.3(1), then
Q

(4|0,0)
N Q

(4|1,0)
N Q

(4|2,0)
N

Q
(4|0,1)
N Q

(4|1,1)
N Q

(4|2,1)
N

Q
(4|0,2)
N Q

(4|1,2)
N Q

(4|2,2)
N

 =

♮Q

((4))
N +

pN−1
p2−1 p2r−3(p2 + 1) 0

1 p2♮Q
((4))
N + (p − 1) + pN−1

p2−1 p2r−1

0 p2 + 1 p4♮Q
((4))
N + (p − 1)(p2 + 1) + pN−1

p2−1

 .
By a brutal computation, we find that

det


♮Q

((4))
N − l1

N,p p2r−3(p2 + 1) 0
1 p2♮Q

((4))
N + (p − 1) − l1

N,p p2r−1

0 p2 + 1 p4♮Q
((4))
N + (p − 1)(p2 + 1) − l1

N,p


= p6

(
♮Q

((4))
N − (l1

N−4,p + 1)
) (
♮Q

((4))
N − (l−1

N−4,p + 1)
) (
♮Q

((4))
N − (l−3

N−4,p + 1)
)
.

Since for 0 ⩽ j ⩽ r − 2, both l−1
N−4,p − l

j
N−4,p and l−3

N−4,p − l
j
N−4,p are invertible in L, Lemma 3.7.2 implies that(

♮Q
((4))
N − (l−1

N−4,p + 1)
) (
♮Q

((4))
N − (l−3

N−4,p + 1)
)

is an automorphism of f((4))
∗ L. The lemma then follows. □

Lemma 3.9.6. We have grF
0RΨ(ΩηN,L)|M(4)

N
≃ Ω

((4))
N,L |M(4)

N
.

Proof. First, note that grF
0RΨ(ΩηN,L)|M(4)

N
is a direct summand of (f△∗ L ⊕ f▲∗ L)|M(4)

N
, which is an L-linear local system

by Lemma 3.7.3. Thus, it suffices to show the isomorphism in the lemma over an open dense subscheme of M(4)
N .

By Proposition 3.8.1(2), we have grF
0RΨ(ΩηN,L) ≃ IC(MN ,Ω

((2))
N,L ). It suffices to show that for every generic point y

of M(4)
N , we have IC(MN ,Ω

((2))
N,L )|y ≃ Ω

((4))
N,L |y.
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Let x be the generic point of the trait T B SpecOMN ,y, with Gx its Galois group. Let Dy ⊆ Gx be a decomposition
subgroup at y (unique up to conjugation), Iy ⊆ Dy its inertia, so that Gy B Dy/Iy is the Galois group of y. Put

x̃ B x ×M(2)
N

M̃(2)
N (Construction 3.7.1(6)). If we denote by U the subgroup of UN−2 that fixes every point of x̃, then

U is a quotient of Gx. In particular, we may regard Ω1
N−2,L from Lemma 3.11.2 as an L[Gx]-module, which gives

the local system Ω((2))
N,L |x on x. As OMN ,y is a discrete valuation ring, IC(MN ,Ω

((2))
N,L )|y is the local system given by the

L[Gy]-module (Ω1
N−2,L)Iy = (Ω1

N−2,L)I, where I denotes the image of Iy in U. Now we compute (Ω1
N−2,L)I in several

steps.
Step 1. Denote by T̃ the normalization of T in x̃. Write (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A, λ, ηp) for the object representing the

morphism T̃ → MN , with the level structure

(η1/2
p )x̃ : XN−2

∼
−→ Homλ0[p],λ[p]1/2

Fp2
(A0[p]x̃, A[p]1/2

x̃ )

over the generic fiber x̃. Denote by Y the set of closed points of T̃ and L the set of isotropic Fp2-lines in XN−2.
Step 2. We now construct a natural map L� : Y→ L through Step 4.
Take a point y′ ∈ Y; put W B OT̃ ,y′ , which is a discrete valuation ring. Let x′ ∈ x̃ be the generic point of Spec W,

κ(x′) the algebraic closure of the field defining x′ (that is, the fraction field of W), and W the integral closure of W
in κ(x′) with κ(y′) its residue field (which is an algebraic closure of the field defining y′). PutD B HdR

1 (A/W)τ∞ ⊕
HdR

1 (A/W)τc∞ (Notation 2.4.9(1)), which is naturally a neutral DW-module of signature (N − 1, 1) (§3.3). The
principal polarization λ induces a perfect alternating pairing ⟨ , ⟩ : D × D → W that satisfies ⟨Fx, y⟩ = ⟨x, Vy⟩σ

and such that both D← and D→ are totally isotropic with respect to ⟨ , ⟩. Note that νA/W,τ∞
(Notation 2.4.8(4)) is

a saturated isotropic W-submodule of D← of rank 1. Since on D← ⊗W κ(y′), ker F and ker V has zero intersection,
we know that FνA/W,τ∞

is a saturated isotropic W-submodule of D→ of rank 1. Put D>1/2 B νA/W,τ∞
⊕ FνA/W,τ∞

,
which is a saturated neutral DW-submodule of D of rank 2; it is isotropic since mx′ = 2. Denote by D⩾1/2 the
orthogonal complement of D>1/2 in D; and finally put D1/2 B D⩾1/2/D>1/2. It is straightforward to check that
D1/2 is a neutral DW-module, with a perfect alternating pairing ⟨ , ⟩1/2 induced from ⟨ , ⟩. PutD?

x′ B D
? ⊗W κ(x′)

andD?
y′ B D

? ⊗W κ(y′).

Since mx′ = 2, the maps F, V : D1/2←
x′ → D

1/2→
x′ are (κ(x′), σ)-linear and (κ(x′), σ−1)-linear isomorphisms,

respectively. Put
X

1/2
x′ B (D1/2←

x′ )F=V,

which is an Fp2-vector space of dimension N − 2 and κ(x′)-linearly spans D1/2←
x′ . We equip X1/2

x′ with a pairing
( , ) : X1/2

x′ × X
1/2
x′ → Fp2 given by the formula (e, f ) = ⟨e, F f ⟩, under which X1/2

x′ becomes a hermitian space over
Fp2 of rank N − 2.

Since my′ = 4, the maps F, V : D1/2←
y′ → D

1/2→
y′ have the following properties:

(1) both ker F and ker V have dimension 1 and they have zero intersection;
(2) X1/2

y′ B (D1/2←
y′ )F=V is an Fp2-vector space of dimension N − 4, equipped with a similar hermitian pairing.

Step 3. Put
Ly′ B ker

(
X

1/2
x′ ∩D

1/2← → D
1/2←
y′

)
,

which is an Fp2-linear subspace of X1/2
x′ . We claim that Ly′ is an isotropic line in X1/2

x′ and that the induced map

(X1/2
x′ ∩D

1/2←)/Ly′ → X
1/2
y′(3.18)

is an isometry of hermitian spaces over Fp2 .
For every nonzero element e ∈ X1/2

x′ , we may choose an element t ∈ κ(x′), unique up to a scalar in W×, such that
te ∈ D1/2← and maps nontrivially toD1/2←

y′ . Then we have

F(te) = tpF(e) = tpV(e) = tp−1/pt1/pV(e) = tp−1/pV(te) ∈ tp−1/pD1/2→.

In particular, if t ∈ W \ W×, then the image of te in D1/2←
y′ belongs to ker F, which has dimension 1 by (1). It

follows that X1/2
x′ ∩D

1/2← has dimension at least N − 3. However, we cannot have X1/2
x′ ⊆ D

1/2← since otherwise
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we may find a nonzero element f ∈ X1/2
x′ such that F f = 0 in D1/2→

y′ hence (e, f ) = ⟨e, F f ⟩ ∈ Fp2 \W× = {0} for

every e ∈ X1/2
x′ , contradicting with the nondegeneracy of ( , ). Thus, X1/2

x′ ∩D
1/2← has dimension N − 3. For every

e ∈ Ly′ , we have (e, e) = ⟨e, Fe⟩ ∈ Fp2 \W× = {0}, which implies that Ly′ is totally isotropic. Now since the image
of the mapX1/2

x′ ∩D
1/2← → D

1/2←
y′ is contained inX1/2

y′ , Ly′ has dimension at least 1 by (2). The dimension cannot

be greater than 1 since otherwise we may find a nonzero element e ∈ Ly′ such that (e, f ) = 0 for every f ∈ X1/2
x′ ,

again a contradiction. Thus, Ly′ is an isotropic line and it is straightforward to check that (3.18) is an isometry.
Step 4. We continue the construction of the map L� claimed in Step 2. For the abelian scheme A0 in the

moduli interpretation, we define similarly D0 B HdR
1 (A0/W)τ∞ ⊕ HdR

1 (A0/W)τc∞ . Now both F, V : D←0 → D
→
0 are

isomorphisms, so that X0 B (D←0 )F=V is an Fp2-vector space of dimension 1 contained in D←0 , equipped with a
similar hermitian pairing. It is straightforward to check that the natural map

Homλ0[p],λ[p]1/2

Fp2
(A0[p]x′ , A[p]1/2

x′ )→ HomFp2 (X0,X
1/2
x′ )(3.19)

is an isometry of hermitian spaces over Fp2 . Thus, there is a unique element Ly′ ∈ L such that the image spanned
by maps in (η1/2

p )x′(Ly′) ⊆ HomFp2 (X0,X
1/2
x′ ) is exactly Ly′ . The map L� : Y→ L has been constructed.

Step 5. Now we fix an element L ∈ L contained in Y. Let DL ⊆ UN−2 be the subgroup stabilizing L. Put
XN−4 B L⊥/L, which is a hermitian space over Fp2 of rank N − 4, and put UN−4 B U(XN−4)(Fp). Then we have a
natural homomorphism DL → UN−4, whose kernel we denote by IL.

Fix an element y′ ∈ Y such that Ly′ = L, with x′ ∈ x̃ the generic point specializing to y′. Then we have
U = Gal(x′/x). Let D ⊆ U be the decomposition subgroup at y′, which is contained in DL by the existence of the
map L�. Now by the isometries (3.18), (3.19) and a similar isometry

Homλ0[p],λ[p]1/2

Fp2
(A0[p]y′ , A[p]1/2

y′ )→ HomFp2 (X0,X
1/2
y′ ),

the level structure (η1/2
p )x̃ induces a level structure

(η1/2
p )y′ : XN−4

∼
−→ Homλ0[p],λ[p]1/2

Fp2
(A0[p]y′ , A[p]1/2

y′ ).

Thus, we obtain a morphism y′ → ỹ B y ×M(4)
N

M̃(4)
N (Construction 3.7.1(6)). In particular, the inertia subgroup

I ⊆ D at y′ is contained in IL. If (U,D, I) is a specializing triple (Definition 3.11.4),16 then by Lemma 3.11.5
and Lemma 3.11.3, we have (Ω1

N−2,L)I ≃ Ω1
N−4,L as L[Gy]-modules (via the natural homomorphism Gy ≃ D/I →

DL/IL = UN−4). The lemma then follows by Lemma 3.7.2.
Step 6. Finally, we show that (U,D, I) is a specializing triple by verifying the five conditions in Definition

3.11.4. Conditions (1) and (2) have been verified. Condition (3) follows from Lemma 3.7.6 for m = 2. Conditions
(4) and (5) follow from Lemma 3.7.6 (which in particular implies that every generic point of P(2)

N specializes to two
generic points of P(4)

N ). □

Remark 3.9.7. We expect that grF
0RΨ(ΩηN,L)|M(m)

N
≃ Ω

((m))
N,L |M(m)

N
for every even integer 0 < m ⩽ N.

Proof of Proposition 3.9.4. Recall that it suffices to show that grF
−1RΨ(ΩηN,L)|M(4)

N
= 0.

Note that grF
−1RΨ(ΩηN,L) |M(4)

N
[1] is a direct summand of Rf‡∗L|M(4)

N
, hence is an L-linear local system on M(4)

N .

By Lemma 3.9.6, grF
0RΨ(ΩηN,L)|M(4)

N
is an L-linear local system of the same rank as Ω((4))

N,L . Combining with Lemma
3.9.5, we have a short exact sequence

0→ F0RΨ(ΩηN,L)|M(4)
N
→ grF

0RΨ(ΩηN,L)|M(4)
N
→ grF

−1RΨ(ΩηN,L) |M(4)
N

[1]→ 0

of L-linear local systems (placed in degree 0) on M(4)
N , in which the first term is also of the same rank as Ω((4))

N,L . It
follows that grF

−1RΨ(ΩηN,L)|M(4)
N
= 0. The proposition is proved. □

Now we focus on the proof of Proposition 3.9.3.

16In fact, we believe that (U,D, I) = (UN−2,DL, IL).
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Lemma 3.9.8. The morphism j : P▲N → P△N from Lemma 3.7.8 preserves P⟨1⟩N ; and the restriction j|P⟨1⟩N
: P⟨1⟩N → P⟨1⟩N

is a flat universal homeomorphism of degree p2r−2.

Proof. By Lemma 3.4.7(2) and Lemma 3.7.8(3), we have the commutative diagram

ϖBN
iB
≃
//

ι

""

P⟨1⟩N

i◦p⟨1⟩▲

��

P⟨1⟩N

j|
P⟨1⟩N //

p⟨1⟩▲

��

P⟨1⟩N

p⟨1⟩△

��

P⟨1⟩N

i◦p⟨1⟩△

��

ϖBN
iB
≃

oo

ι

||

ϖP△N
ϖi //

ϖf△
��

P▲N
j // P△N

i // ϖP▲N
ϖf▲
��

ϖMN
ϕM // ϖMN

Since ι is generically an immersion, the composition of the top row must be ϕB in view of (3.2). Thus, the lemma
follows from Lemma 3.2.4. □

Proof of Proposition 3.9.3. By Remark 3.5.8 and the duality, it suffices to show the statement for grF
1RΨ(ΩηN,L).

By (the dual statement of) Proposition 3.9.4 and the fact that (3.17) splits, the map

grF
1RΨ(ΩηN,L)→ LM(1)

N
(−r)[1 − 2r]

induced from (3.17) is a direct summand. Since LM(1)
N

(−r)[1 − 2r] is indecomposable (in the abelian category

Perv(MN , L)), it suffices to show that grF
1RΨ(ΩηN,L) is nonzero.

Assume the converse that grF
1RΨ(ΩηN,L) vanishes. Then

Rf‡∗L(−1)[−2] =
r⊕

j=0
j,1

grF
1RΨ(Ωη, jN,L).

Consider the map grF
1RΨL[−1]→ grF

0RΨL, which is identified with

p‡∗L(−1)[−2]→ p△∗ L ⊕ p▲∗ L,

which is the Gysin map to the first factor and negative the Gysin map to the second factor. Applying Rf∗, we obtain
the map

Rf‡∗L(−1)[−2]→ Rf△∗ L ⊕ Rf▲∗ L,

so that the image of the direct summand LM(1)
N

(−r)[1 − 2r] is contained in

r⊕
j=0
j,1

grF
0RΨ(Ωη, jN,L) ⊆ Rf△∗ L ⊕ Rf▲∗ L.

Further applying m(1)!, we obtain the map

m(1)!Rf‡∗L(−1)[−2]→ m(1)!Rf△∗ L ⊕m(1)!Rf▲∗ L,(3.20)

which is identified with

Rf(1)
∗ (p⟨1⟩‡)!L(−1)[−2]→ Rf(1)

∗ (p⟨1⟩△)!L ⊕ Rf(1)
∗ (p⟨1⟩▲)!L.(3.21)

By the purity theorem, all of the three terms in (3.21) can be canonically identified with Rf⟨1⟩∗ L(−r)[−2r]. By
Lemma 3.9.8 and Lemma 3.7.8(2), the map (3.21) coincides with the graph of −p−1 · (j|P⟨1⟩N

)∗ under such iden-

tification. Now the direct summand m(1)!LM(1)
N

(−r)[−2r] of m(1)!Rf‡∗L(−1)[−2] coincides with R0f⟨1⟩∗ L(−r)[−2r],
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on which (j|P⟨1⟩N
)∗ acts trivially. Thus, the image of m(1)!LM(1)

N
(−r)[−2r] under (3.20), which is nonzero, has zero

intersection with
r⊕

j=0
j,1

m(1)!grF
0RΨ(Ωη, jN,L)

by Proposition 3.8.1. This is a contradiction. Thus, the proposition is proved. □

3.10. Relation with Abel–Jacobi map. In this subsection, we recall the Abel–Jacobi map for the basic locus and
reveal a connection between such map and the boosting map (3.10).

For every ς ∈ S, let ςmb : ςMb
N →

ςMN be the closed immersion, and denote by H0
T

(ςBN , L)⋄ the kernel of the
cycle class map H0

T
(ςBN , L)→ H2r

T
(ςMN , L(r)).

Definition 3.10.1. We define the essential Abel–Jacobi map
ςα : H0

T
(ςBN , L)⋄ → H2r−1

T
(ςMN , L(r))p−2rϕ∗M

,

where the target means the maximal quotient of H2r−1
T

(ςMN , L(r)) on which p−2rϕ∗M acts trivially, as follows: For a
class c ∈ H0

T
(ςBN , L)⋄, write c′ ∈ H2r

T
(ςMb

N , (
ςmb)!L(r)) for its refined cycle class, whose image in H2r

T
(ςMN , L(r))

vanishes. By the Gysin exact sequence, we may find an element c̃ ∈ H2r−1
T

(ςMN \
ςMb

N , L(r)) that lifts c′. Then we
define ςα(c) to be (1 − p−2rϕ∗M)c̃.17

Remark 3.10.2. When FΦp = Fp2 , ςα is nothing but the usual Abel–Jacobi map induced by the Hoschchild–Serre
spectral sequence by Lemma 3.2.4.

By Proposition 3.8.1(2) and Proposition 3.9.3, the first page of ΩEp,q
s is as follows:

q ⩾ 2r + 1 0 // Hq
T

(MN , IC(MN ,Ω
(2)
N,L)(r)) // 0

q = 2r H0
T

(M(1)
N , L)

Ωd−1,2r
1 // H2r

T
(MN , IC(MN ,Ω

(2)
N,L)(r)) // 0

q = 2r − 1 0 // H2r−1
T

(MN , IC(MN ,Ω
(2)
N,L)(r)) // 0

q = 2r − 2 0 // H2r−2
T

(MN , IC(MN ,Ω
(2)
N,L)(r))

Ωd0,2r−2
1 // H0

T
(M(1)

N , L(1))

q ⩽ 2r − 3 0 // Hq
T

(MN , IC(MN ,Ω
(2)
N,L)(r)) // 0

ΩEp,q
1 p = −1 p = 0 p = 1

Lemma 3.10.3. The quotient L-module H2r−1
T

(ϖMN , L(r))p−2rϕ∗M
is a quotient of coker θ (3.9).

Proof. It suffices to show that the map
ϖf! ◦ i! : H2r−1

T
(PN , grF

0RΨL)→ H2r−1
T

(ϖMN , L)

17Indeed, by a similar argument of [LTXZZ1, Proposition 4.4.4], we know that ϕ∗S acts trivially on H0
T
(ςSN , L), so that ϕ∗B acts trivially

on H0
T
(ςBN , L). By Lemma 3.2.4, this further implies that ϕ∗M acts on H2r

T
(ςMb

N , (
ςmb)!L(r)) by the scalar p2r. Thus, (1 − p−2rϕ∗M)c̃ is a

well-defined element in H2r−1
T

(ςMN , L(r))p−2rϕ∗M
.
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sends H2r−1
T

(MN , grF
0RΨ(ΩηN,L)) into (1 − p−2r · ϕ∗M)H2r−1

T
(ϖMN , L). By Proposition 3.8.1(2), every element in

H2r−1
T

(MN , grF
0RΨ(ΩηN,L)) can be written as j−p−1(c) for some element c ∈ H2r−1

T
(P△N , L). By Lemma 3.10.4 below,

we have ϖf!i!j−p−1(c) = (1− p−2rϕ∗M)ϖf▲! i!c in H2r−1
T

(ϖM]2r−1[
N , L). However, since ϖM[2r−1]

N is of codimension r in
ϖMN by Proposition 3.3.6(3), the restriction map H2r−1

T
(ϖMN , L)→ H2r−1

T
(ϖM]2r−1[

N , L) is injective, which implies
that ϖf!i!j−p−1(c) = (1 − p−2rϕ∗M)ϖf▲! i!c holds in H2r−1

T
(ϖMN , L) as well. The lemma follows. □

Lemma 3.10.4. For every integer i and every l ∈ L, the map
ϖf! ◦ i! : Hi

T
(P]2r−1[

N , grF
0RΨL)→ Hi

T
(ϖM]2r−1[

N , L)

sends jl(c) (Notation 3.7.9) to (1 + p1−2rl · ϕ∗M)ϖf▲! i!c for every c ∈ Hi
T

(M]2r−1[
N ,Rf△∗ L) = Hi

T
(P]2r−1[

N ∩ P△N , L).

Note that i sends the open subscheme P]2r−1[
N to ϖP]2r−1[

N .

Proof. By definition, we have ϖf!i!jl(c) = ϖf▲! i!c + l · ϖf△! i!j∗c. Let c′ ∈ Hi
T

(ϖP]2r−1[
N ∩ ϖP△N , L) be the unique

element such that c = i∗(ϖj)∗c′, where ϖj : ϖP▲N →
ϖP△N is the morphism in Lemma 3.7.8 but for ϖPN . Then

ϖf▲! i!c = p2r−1 ·ϖf△! c′ and ϖf△! i!j∗c = ϖf△! (ϖj ◦ i ◦ j ◦ϖi)∗c′ by Lemma 3.7.8(1,2). By Lemma 3.7.8(3), the diagram

ϖP]2r−1[
N ∩ ϖP△N

ϖj◦i◦j◦ϖi //

ϖf△
��

ϖP]2r−1[
N ∩ ϖP△N

ϖf△
��

ϖM]2r−1[
N

ϕM // ϖM]2r−1[
N

commutes. By Proposition 3.4.6(2), the two vertical morphisms (which is the same one) are finite flat. It follows
that the diagram is Cartesian up to a universal homeomorphism of degree one; hence we have ϖf△! (ϖj◦i◦j◦ϖi)∗c′ =
ϕ∗M

ϖf△! c′. As ϖf△! c′ = p1−2r · ϖf▲! i!c, the lemma follows. □

Remark 3.10.5. We are not sure whether H2r−1
T

(ϖMN , L(r))p−2rϕ∗M
coincides with coker θ when N ⩾ 4.

Put

H0
T

(P⟨1⟩N , L)⋄ B ker
(
(p⟨1⟩△! ,−p⟨1⟩▲! ) : H0

T
(P⟨1⟩N , L)→ H2r

T
(P△N , L(r)) ⊕ H2r

T
(P▲N , L(r))

)
.

Then the morphism f⟨1⟩ (Notation 3.9.1) induces an isomorphism

f⟨1⟩∗ : ΩE−1,2r
2

∼
−→ H0

T
(P⟨1⟩N , L)⋄.

Thus, the boosting map (3.10) can be written as

β : H0
T

(P⟨1⟩N , L)⋄ → coker θ.(3.22)

Now we reveal a hidden relation between (3.22) and the essential Abel–Jacobi map for ϖMN .

Theorem 3.10.6. The morphism iB in Lemma 3.4.7(1) induces a map i∗B : H0
T

(P⟨1⟩N , L)⋄ → H0
T

(ϖBN , L)⋄, such that
the diagram

H0
T

(P⟨1⟩N , L)⋄
β //

i∗B
��

coker θ

Lemma 3.10.3
����

H0
T

(ϖBN , L)⋄
ϖα // H2r−1

T
(ϖMN , L(r))p−2rϕ∗M

commutes.

Proof. Lemma 3.4.7(1) gives us an isomorphism iB : BN
∼
−→ P⟨1⟩N , so that i∗B = (i−1

B )!. It follows that the image of
H0
T

(P⟨1⟩N , L)⋄ under i∗B is contained in H0
T

(BN , L)⋄. Regarding the target of the map β as H2r−1
T

(ϖMN , L(r))p−2rϕ∗M
, we

need to show that β = ϖα ◦ (i−1
B )!.
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By Proposition 3.9.3, the natural map grF
0RΨ(ΩηN,L)|M]2r−1[

N
→ F⩾0RΨ(ΩηN,L)|M]2r−1[

N
is an isomorphism. Consider

the following commutative diagram

H2r−1
T

(MN , grF
0RΨ(ΩηN,L)(r))

��

H2r−1
T

(MN , grF
0RΨ(ΩηN,L)(r))

��

σ1 // H2r−1
T

(ϖMN , L(r))

��

H2r−1
T

(MN ,F⩾0RΨ(ΩηN,L)(r))
ρ2 //

��

H2r−1
T

(M]2r−1[
N , grF

0RΨ(ΩηN,L)(r))

��

σ2 // H2r−1
T

(ϖM]2r−1[
N , L(r))

δ

��

H0
T

(P⟨1⟩N , L)
ρ3 // H2r

T
(M[2r−1]

N ,mb!grF
0RΨ(ΩηN,L)(r))

σ3 // H2r
T

(ϖM[2r−1]
N ,ϖmb!L(r))

in the category Mod(L[Gal(Fp/F
Φ
p )]). Here, the map σ1 is the composition

H2r−1
T

(MN , grF
0RΨ(ΩηN,L)(r)) ↪→ H2r−1

T
(MN , grF

0RΨ(fη∗L)(r)) = H2r−1
T

(P△N , L(r)) ⊕ H2r−1
T

(P▲N , L(r))

→ H2r−1
T

(P△N , L(r))
i!
−→ H2r−1

T
(ϖP▲N , L(r))

ϖf▲!
−−−→ H2r−1

T
(ϖMN , L(r));

and similarly for σ2 and σ3.
Take an element b ∈ H0

T
(P⟨1⟩N , L)⋄, with a lift b̃ ∈ H2r−1

T
(MN ,F⩾0RΨ(ΩηN,L)(r)). By Proposition 3.8.1(2), ρ2(b̃) =

j−p−1(c) for some element

c ∈ H2r−1
T

(M]2r−1[
N , IC(MN ,Ω

((2))
N,L )(r)) ⊆ H2r−1

T
(P]2r−1[

N ∩ P△N , L(r)).

By definition, β(b) coincides with the image of ϖf!i!j−p−1(c), which belongs to H2r−1
T

(ϖM]2r−1[
N , L(r)), in the quo-

tient H2r−1
T

(ϖM]2r−1[
N , L(r))p−2rϕ∗M

. By Lemma 3.10.4, we have ϖf!i!j−p−1(c) = (1 − p−2r · ϕ∗M)ϖf▲! i!c. On the other
hand, ϖf▲! i!c is nothing but σ2(ρ2(b̃)). It remains to show that δ(σ2(ρ2(b̃))) coincides with the refined cycle class of
(i−1

B )!b under ι in H2r
T

(ϖM[2r−1]
N ,ϖmb!L(r)). By the commutativity of the diagram, δ(σ2(ρ2(b̃))) = σ3(ρ3(b)), which

is the refined cycle class of b under ϖf ◦ i, which is what we want by Lemma 3.4.7(2).
The theorem is proved. □

Remark 3.10.7. We explain the significance of Theorem 3.10.6. Take Kp ∈ Kp and suppose that we have a ring
T of certain Hecke operators away from p acting on the Shimura variety Sh(V,KpKp) and other related moduli
schemes. For a maximal ideal m of T, we care about the surjectivity of the localized map (ϖα)m. By Theorem
3.10.6, the surjectivity of (ϖα)m is implied by the surjectivity of βm, which in turn is implied by the surjectivity
of ϑm in (3.8) by the definition of the boosting map (3.10), which is further implied by the surjectivity of ϑηm
from Remark 3.5.11. Now, the surjectivity of ϑηm is a problem only on the generic fibers, for which one can use
information from places away from the place for the original problem (namely, p).

3.11. Appendix: Complements on Tate–Thompson representations. In this subsection, we prove several aux-
iliary results concerning Tate–Thompson representations. Fix a quadratic extension of local fields κ/κ+, with q the
cardinality of κ+. Take an even nonnegative integer N = 2r.

Consider a hermitian space XN over κ of rank N. Put UN B U(XN)(κ+). Fix a maximal isotropic κ-linear
subspace Y of XN and let PY ⊆ UN be the subgroup stabilizing Y. For every integer 0 ⩽ i ⩽ r, denote by QY,i
the subset of UN consisting of g satisfying dimκ gY/(Y ∩ gY) = i. Then QY,i is a double PY-coset; and we have
UN =

∐r
i=0 QY,i.

Take a ring L. The L-algebra L[PY\UN/PY] is a free L-module generated by QY,i B 1QY,i for 0 ⩽ i ⩽ r. In
what follows, we write QY B QY,1 for short. For every left L[PY\UN/PY]-module M and every l ∈ L, we put
Ml B {m ∈ M | QYm = lm}, which is an L[PY\UN/PY]-submodule. Recall the constants from Notation 3.1.1.

Lemma 3.11.1. Suppose that bN,q is invertible in L. Then the natural map L[T ]→ L[PY\UN/PY] sending T to QY
induces an isomorphism

L[T ]
/ r∏

j=0

(T − l j
N,q) → L[PY\UN/PY]

of finite étale L-rings.



54 YIFENG LIU, YICHAO TIAN, AND LIANG XIAO

Proof. We first show that

QYQY,i =
q2i+2 − 1

q2 − 1
QY,i+1 +

(q2i − 1)(q − 1)
q2 − 1

QY,i +
q2i−1(q2(r−i+1) − 1)

q2 − 1
QY,i−1(3.23)

holds for every 0 ⩽ i ⩽ r (where QY,r+1 = QY,−1 = 0).
As the case for i = 0 is trivial, we assume i ⩾ 1. Denote by Y the set of maximal isotropic subspaces of XN .

Then L[PY\UN/PY] acts on L[Y], the L-module freely generated by Y. It suffices to show (3.23) with respect to
the action on the element [Y] ∈ L[Y]. By definition,

QY,i[Y] =
∑

dimκ Y′/(Y∩Y′)=i

[Y′]

for every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ r. In particular,

QYQY,i[Y] =
∑

dimκ Y′/(Y∩Y′)=i

∑
dimκ Y′′/(Y′∩Y′′)=1

[Y′′].

Consider the diagram

Y′

Y Y ∩ Y′ioo

i
77

Y′ ∩ Y′′

1
gg

1 // Y′′

Y ∩ Y′ ∩ Y′′

δ′
gg

i−1+δ′
77

δ′′

��
Y ∩ Y′′

i+δ′−δ′′

ee

i+δ′−δ′′

88

of inclusions of κ-vector spaces in which the number by the arrow indicates the corresponding codimension. Fix
an element Y′′ in the above diagram and we count the number of Y′ that fits. Since δ′, δ′′ ∈ {0, 1}, there are four
cases.

❖ Suppose that (δ′, δ′′) = (0, 0), which implies dimκ Y′′/(Y ∩ Y′′) = i. In this case, the number of choices
of Y′ ∩ Y′′ is same as the cardinality of Pi−1(κ), which equals q2i−1

q2−1 . The subset of elements Y′ ∈ Y with
fixed intersection with Y′′ has cardinality q + 1, of which two do not fit the above diagram, namely, Y′′

itself and (Y′ ∩ Y′′) + (Y′ ∩ Y′′)⊥ ∩ Y (which is different from Y′′ since i ⩾ 1). Thus, the number of Y′

that contributes to the sum equals (q2i−1)(q−1)
q2−1 .

❖ Suppose that (δ′, δ′′) = (1, 1), which implies dimκ Y′′/(Y∩Y′′) = i. In this case, we have Y′ = (Y∩Y′)+
(Y′ ∩ Y′′) and Y′′ = (Y ∩ Y′′) + (Y′ ∩ Y′′). Since Y′ and Y′′ are different maximal isotropic subspaces,
there exists x′ ∈ Y ∩ Y′ and x′′ ∈ Y ∩ Y′′ such that (x′, x′′) , 0, which contradicts with the fact that Y is
also isotropic. Thus, this case cannot happen.

❖ Suppose that (δ′, δ′′) = (0, 1), which implies dimκ Y′′/(Y∩Y′′) = i−1. In this case, the number of choices
of Y ∩ Y′ ∩ Y′′ = Y ∩ Y′ is same as the cardinality of Pr−i(κ), which equals q2(r−i+1)−1

q2−1 . The number of
choices of Y′ ∩Y′′ with fixed intersection with Y∩Y′′ is same as the cardinality of (Pi−1 \ Pi−2)(κ), which
equals q2i−2. Finally, the subset of elements Y′ ∈ Y with fixed intersection with Y′′ has cardinality q + 1,
of which ones does not fit the above diagram, namely, Y′′ itself. Thus, the number of Y′ that contributes
to the sum equals q2i−1(q2(r−i+1)−1)

q2−1 .
❖ Suppose that (δ′, δ′′) = (1, 0), which implies dimκ Y′′/(Y ∩Y′′) = i + 1 and i < r. In this case, the number

of choices of Y′ ∩Y′′ is same as the cardinality of Pi(κ), which equals q2i+2−1
q2−1 . Once Y′ ∩Y′′ is fixed, there

is exactly one Y′ that fits the diagram, namely, (Y′ ∩ Y′′) + (Y′ ∩ Y′′)⊥ ∩ Y. Thus, the number of Y′ that
contributes to the sum equals q2i+2−1

q2−1 .

Combining the four cases, (3.23) follows.
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Since q2i−1 is invertible in L for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ r, (3.23) implies that L[PY\UN/PY] has the form L[QY]/ f (QY) for some
monic polynomial f (T ) ∈ L[T ] of degree r + 1. Note that since bN,q is invertible in L, the difference l j

N,q − l
j′

N,q is

invertible in L for 0 ⩽ j < j′ ⩽ r. It remains to show that l j
N,q is a root of f (T ) for every 0 ⩽ j ⩽ r. Indeed, we can

show, by a straightforward but tedious computation, that (3.23) is satisfied with

QY,i = (−1)i
i∑

k=0

(−q)(i−k)(i+ j−k)+k(k−1)/2
[
r − j
i − k

]
q2

[
j
k

]
−q
, 0 ⩽ i ⩽ r

[LTXZZ1, Notation 1.3.1] for every 0 ⩽ j ⩽ r. As the right-hand side for QY,1 is nothing but l j
N,q, the lemma

follows. □

Now we study L[PY\UN] as an L[PY\UN/PY]-module via left convolution. For every integer 0 ⩽ j ⩽ N + 1, put

Ω
j
N,L B L[PY\UN]

l
j
N,q

In particular, Ω j
N,L = Ω

N+1− j
N,L .

Lemma 3.11.2. Suppose that bN,q is invertible in L. The natural map
r⊕

j=0

Ω
j
N,L → L[PY\UN]

is an isomorphism of L[PY\UN/PY]-modules. Moreover,
(1) Ω j

N,L is stable under the right translation by UN for 0 ⩽ j ⩽ r;
(2) Ω0

N,L is a free L-module of rank 1;
(3) Ω1

N,C is the Tate–Thompson representation from [LTXZZ1, §C.2] (when N = 0, we regard the Tate–
Thompson representation as the trivial representation).

Proof. The claim of the decomposition follows from Lemma 3.11.1.
Part (1) follows from the fact that the action of L[PY\UN/PY] on L[PY\UN] (via left convolution) commutes

with the right translation.
For (2), it is clear that Ω0

N,L is a free L-module generated by the characteristic function of UN .
For (3), we may assume N > 0. Let ΩN be the Tate–Thompson representation. Then ΩPY

N , which is a
C[PY\UN/PY]-module via right convolution, has eigenvalue l1

N,q for the action of QY by [LTXZZ1, Proposi-
tion C.2.1] and [Liu22, Lemma 2.2 & Remark 2.4]. Since ΩN is (isomorphic to) a direct summand of C[PY\UN]
as a C[UN]-module and the fact that the left and right actions of C[PY\UN/PY] on C[PY\UN]PY coincide, we have
ΩN ≃ Ω

1
N,C. Part (3) follows. □

Now we suppose that N > 0. Fix a κ-line L contained in Y and let DL ⊆ UN be the subgroup stabilizing L. Put
XN−2 B L⊥/L, which is a hermitian space over κ of rank N − 2, and put UN−2 B U(XN−2)(κ+). Then we have a
natural homomorphism DL → UN−2, whose kernel we denote by IL. For every L[UN]-module M, MIL is naturally
an L[UN−2]-module.

Lemma 3.11.3. Suppose that bN,q is invertible in L. Then the L[UN−2]-module (Ω1
N,L)IL is isomorphic to Ω1

N−2,L.

Proof. The case for N = 2 is trivial. We assume N ⩾ 4. By Lemma 3.11.2, we have Ω1
N,L ⊗L L′ = Ω1

N,L′ for every
L-ring L′. Thus, it suffices to show the lemma for every field L whose characteristic does not divide bN,q.

Choose a κ-line L′ ⊆ X that is not contained in the orthogonal complement of L. Then we have an orthogonal
decomposition XN = (L ⊕ L′) ⊕ XN−2, from which we regard UN−2 as a subgroup of UN so that DL = ILUN−2 and
DL′ = IL′UN−2. Choose an element w ∈ UN that switches L and L′ and induces the identity map on XN−2. Let Z
be the orthogonal complement of L′ in Y, which is a maximal isotropic subspace of XN−2. We have isomorphisms

ρ : L[PY\UN]IL = L[PY\PYDL]IL ⊕ L[PY\PYwDL]IL
∼
−→ L[PY\PYDL]IL ⊕ L[PY\PYDL′]IL′

∼
−→ L[PZ\UN−2]⊕2

of L[UN−2]-modules. For every subgroup H contained in UN−2, ρ induces an isomorphism

L[PY\UN]ILH ∼
−→

(
L[PZ\UN−2]H

)⊕2
.
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In particular, dimL(ρΩ1
N,L)PZ = dimL(Ω1

N,L)PY , which equals 1 by [LTXZZ1, Proposition C.2.1(2)].18 In particular,
ρΩ1

N,L is isomorphic to an irreducible summand of L[PZ\UN−2]. Now taking H to be a Borel subgroup of UN−2

contained in PZ, we have dimL(ρΩ1
N,L)H = dimL(Ω1

N,L)ILH, which equals 1 by [LTXZZ1, Proposition C.2.1(2)].
Thus, by [LTXZZ1, Proposition C.2.1(2)], ρΩ1

N,L is isomorphic to either Ω1
N−2,L or Ω0

N−2,L. If we are in the latter
case, then (Ω1

N,L)DL = (Ω1
N,L)ILUN−2 = (ρΩ1

N,L)UN−2 , 0. Since DL ∩ PY contains a Borel subgroup of UN , we have
(Ω1

N,L)PYDL , 0 again by [LTXZZ1, Proposition C.2.1(2)], which is impossible as PYDL = UN . The lemma is
proved. □

Definition 3.11.4. A specializing triple for UN is a triple (U,D, I) of (abstract) subgroups of UN satisfying
(1) D ⊆ DL ∩ U;
(2) I ⊆ IL ∩ U;
(3) the natural map P\U→ PY\UN is a bijection, where P B PY ∩ U;
(4) the natural map P\U/D→ PY\UN/DL is a bijection;
(5) for every u ∈ U, if we denote by Pu

L (resp. Pu) the image of PY∩uDLu−1 (resp. P∩uDu−1) in uDLu−1/uILu−1

(resp. uDu−1/uIu−1), then the natural map Pu\uDu−1/uIu−1 → Pu
L\uDLu−1/uILu−1 is a bijection.

Lemma 3.11.5. If (U,D, I) is a specializing triple for UN , then the natural map

L[PY\UN]IL → L[PY\UN]I

is an isomorphism.

Proof. Since PY\UN/DL is a set of two elements, by Definition 3.11.4(4), we may choose an element u ∈ U such
that U = PD

∐
PuD and UN = PYDL

∐
PYuDL. We have a decomposition

L[PY\UN]IL = L[PY\PYDL]IL ⊕ L[PY\PYuDL]IL .

For the two factors, we have canonical isomorphisms

L[PY\PYDL]IL ≃ L[P1
L\DL/IL], L[PY\PYuDL]IL ≃ L[PY\PYuDLu−1]uILu−1

≃ L[Pu
L\uDLu−1/uILu−1]

of L-modules given by restrictions. We have the similar properties for L[P\U]I. They fit into the following com-
mutative diagram

L[PY\UN]IL

≃

��

// L[P\U]I

≃

��
L[P1

L\DL/IL] ⊕ L[Pu
L\uDLu−1/uILu−1] // L[P1\D/I] ⊕ L[Pu\uDu−1/uIu−1]

induced by restrictions. By Definition 3.11.4(5), the lower horizonal map is an isomorphism, which implies that
the restriction map L[PY\UN]IL → L[P\U]I is an isomorphism. However, such restriction map factors through
L[PY\UN]I → L[P\U]I, which is an isomorphism by Definition 3.11.4(3). The lemma follows. □

4. Explicit reciprocity laws for Rankin–Selberg motives

In this section, we upgrade the two explicit reciprocity laws from [LTXZZ1, §7] to the level of Iwasawa algebra.

4.1. Setup for automorphic Rankin–Selberg motives. Let n ⩾ 1 be an integer. We denote by n0 and n1 the
unique even and odd numbers in {n, n + 1}, respectively. Write n0 = 2r0 and n1 = 2r1 + 1. In particular, we have
n = r0 + r1.

In this and the next sections, we consider
❖ for α = 0, 1, a relevant representation Πα of GLnα(AF) (Definition 1.2.1),
❖ a strong coefficient field E ⊆ C of both Π0 and Π1 (Remark 2.1.3(3)).

18Though [LTXZZ1, Proposition C.2.1] only stated for L = C, its proof works for every field L whose characteristic does not divide
|UN |, that is, does not divide bN,q.
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Put Σ+min B Σ
+
Π0
∪ Σ+

Π1
(Notation 2.1.2) and denote by Σmin the set of places of F above Σ+min. We then have the

Satake homomorphism

ϕΠα : T
Σ+min
nα → OE

for α = 0, 1.
For every prime λ of E, we have a continuous homomorphism

ρΠα,λ : ΓF → GLnα(Eλ)

associated with Πα (Remark 2.1.3(3)) for α = 0, 1, satisfying that ρc
Πα,λ

and ρ∨
Πα,λ

(1− nα) are conjugate. We denote
by Oλ the ring of integers of Eλ. The following three assumptions are [LTXZZ1, Assumptions 7.1.1, 7.2.2 7.2.4],
respectively.

Assumption 4.1.1. For α = 0, 1, the Galois representation ρΠα,λ is residually absolutely irreducible.

Assumption 4.1.2. Under Assumption 4.1.1, ρ̄Π0,λ,+ [LTXZZ1, Remark 6.1.7] is rigid for (Σ+min,Σ
+
lr,I) [LTXZZ1,

Definition 6.3.3]; and ρ̄Π0,λ|Gal(F/F(ζℓ))
is absolutely irreducible.

Assumption 4.1.3. For α = 0, 1, the composite homomorphism T
Σ+min
n0

ϕΠ0
−−−→ OE → OE/λ is cohomologically

generic [LTXZZ1, Definition D.1.1].

By the global class field theory, we have a canonical isomorphism Gal(Fab/F) ≃ F×\(A∞F )×. Put

GF/F+ B ker
(
NmF/F+ : ResOF/OF+

Gm,OF → Gm,OF+

)
(4.1)

as a commutative group scheme over OF+ . Denote by

Nm−F/F+ : ResOF/OF+
Gm,OF → GF/F+

the homomorphism sending a to a/ac.

Lemma 4.1.4. Let v be a prime of F+ inert in F. Then the unique place of F above v splits completely in the fixed
field of the kernel of the composite map

Gal(Fab/F) = ̂F×\(A∞F )×
Nm−F/F+
−−−−−−→ GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)→ GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/GF/F+(OF+v ).

Proof. The proof is borrowed from the one of [BD05, Lemma 2.5]. Let F be the fixed field as in the statement.
Then v is unramified in F . Since v is inert in F and F /F+ is an extension of dihedral type, the Frobenius element
of v has order two in Gal(F /F+). The lemma follows. □

4.2. First explicit reciprocity law. In this subsection, we refine the first explicit reciprocity law in [LTXZZ1,
§7.2] so that it can be applied to study the Iwasawa theory.

We start by choosing
❖ a prime λ of E whose underlying rational prime ℓ satisfies Σ+min ∩ Σ

+
ℓ = ∅, ℓ > 2(n0 + 1), and that ℓ is

unramified in F,
❖ a positive integer m,
❖ a (possibly empty) finite set Σ+lr,I of nonarchimedean places of F+ that are inert in F, whose underlying

rational primes are disjoint from those of Σ+min, satisfying ℓ ∤ ∥v∥(∥v∥2 − 1) for v ∈ Σ+lr,I,
❖ a finite set Σ+I of nonarchimedean places of F+ containing Σ+min ∪ Σ

+
lr,I,

❖ a datumV◦ = (V◦n,V
◦
n+1;Λ◦n,Λ

◦
n+1; K◦n,K

◦
n+1) in which

– V◦n is a standard definite hermitian space over F (Definition 2.2.4) of rank n and V◦n+1 = (V◦n)♯;
– Λ◦n is a

∏
v<Σ+∞∪Σ+min

OFv-lattice in V◦n ⊗F A
Σ∞∪Σmin
F satisfying Λ◦n ⊆ (Λ◦n)∨ and that (Λ◦n,v)∨/Λ◦n,v has

length one (resp. zero) when v ∈ Σ+lr,I (resp. v < Σ+lr,I) and Λ◦n+1 = (Λ◦n)♯;
– (K◦n,K

◦
n+1) is an object in K(V◦n)sp of the form

K◦N =
∏

v∈Σ+min

(K◦N)v ×
∏

v<Σ+∞∪Σ+min

U(Λ◦N)(OF+v )

for N ∈ {n, n + 1},
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❖ a special inert prime (Definition 2.3.4) p of F+ (with the underlying rational prime p) satisfying19

(PI1): Σ+I does not contain p-adic places;
(PI2): ℓ does not divide p(p2 − 1);
(PI3): there exists a CM type Φ containing τ∞ as in [LTXZZ1, §5.1] satisfying QΦp = Qp2 (and we choose

remaining data in [LTXZZ1, §5.1] with QΦp = Qp2);
(PI4): Pα(Π0,p) mod λm is level-raising special at p; Pα(Π1,p) mod λ is Tate generic at p; Pα(Π0,p)⊗α(Π1,p) mod λm

is level-raising special at p (all in Definition 2.1.4);
(PI5): Pα(Πα,p) mod λ is intertwining generic at p (Definition 2.1.4) for α = 0, 1;

❖ a datumV′ = (V′n,V
′
n+1;Λ′n,Λ

′
n+1; K′n,K

′
n+1) in which

– V′n is a standard indefinite hermitian space over F of rank n and V′n+1 = (V′n)♯;
– Λ′n is a

∏
v<Σ+∞∪Σ+min

OFv-lattice in V′n ⊗F A
Σ∞∪Σmin
F satisfying Λ′n ⊆ (Λ′n)∨ and that (Λ′n,v)∨/Λ′n,v has

length one (resp. zero) when v ∈ Σ+lr,I ∪ {p} (resp. v < Σ+lr,I ∪ {p}) and Λ′n+1 = (Λ′n)♯;
– (K′n,K

′
n+1) is an object in K(V′n)sp of the form

K′N =
∏

v∈Σ+min

(K′N)v ×
∏

v<Σ+∞∪Σ+min

U(Λ′N)(OF+v )

for N ∈ {n, n + 1},
together with a datum j = (jn, jn+1) in which jN : V◦N ⊗Q A

∞,p → V′N ⊗Q A
∞,p are isometries sending

(ΛN)p to (Λ′N)p and (KN)p to (K′N)p for N ∈ {n, n + 1}, satisfying jn+1 = (jn)♯.
20

For α = 0, 1, define the ideal

nα B T
Σ+I ∪Σ

+
p

nα ∩ ker
(
T
Σ+min
nα

ϕΠα
−−−→ OE → OE/λ

m
)

of T
Σ+I ∪Σ

+
p

nα .

Definition 4.2.1 (First reciprocity map). Assume Assumptions 4.1.1, 4.1.2, 4.1.3, Hypothesis 2.2.5 for both n and
n + 1, and that Oλ[Sh(V◦n0

,K◦n0
)]/(T

Σ+I
n0 ∩ ker ϕΠ0) is nontrivial. We define a map

ϱsing : H1
sing(Fp,H2n−1

ét ((Sh(V′n0
,K′n0

) ×F Sh(V′n1
,K′n1

))F ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1))

→ Oλ[Sh(V◦n0
,K◦n0

) × Sh(V◦n1
,K◦n1

)]/(n0, n1)

of O℘-modules, called first reciprocity map, which turns out to be an isomorphism, to be the composition of the
following four maps (we will freely use the notation from [LTXZZ1, §7.2].21):

❖ the canonical isomorphism

H1
sing(Fp,H2n−1

ét ((Sh(V′n0
,K′n0

) ×F Sh(V′n1
,K′n1

))F ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1))
∼
−→ H1

sing(Qp2 ,H2n−1
T

(Q,RΨOλ(n))/(n0, n1))

induced by [LTXZZ1, (5.2)],
❖ the canonical Oλ-linear isomorphism

H1
sing(Qp2 ,H2n−1

T
(Q,RΨOλ(n))/(n0, n1))

∼
−→ coker∆n/(n0, n1).

by [LTXZZ1, Proposition 7.2.7] and Lemma 4.2.4(2) below,
❖ the canonical Oλ-linear isomorphism

∇/(n0,n1) : coker∆n/(n0, n1)
∼
−→ Oλ[Sh(V◦n0

,K◦n0
) × Sh(V◦n1

,K◦n1
)]/(n0, n1).

by [LTXZZ1, Theorem 7.2.8(2)] and Lemma 4.2.4(2) below, and

19Note that comparing to [LTXZZ1, §7.2], we have incorporated (PI7) into (PI4), and also removed (PI6) which is somewhat redundant
in view of Lemma 4.2.4 below.

20Note that the pair (V′, j) is nothing but an indefinite uniformization datum forV◦ in [LTXZZ1, Notation 5.10.1].
21Careful readers may notice that in [LTXZZ1, §7.2], it is required that (K◦n0

)v is a transferable open compact subgroup of U(V◦n0
)(F+v )

for v ∈ Σ+min. However, as explained in [LTXZZ3, Remark 8.2], this requirement is unnecessary.
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❖ the inverse of the automorphism

(p + 1) · In0,p ⊗ Tn1,p : Oλ[Sh(V◦n0
,K◦n0

) × Sh(V◦n1
,K◦n1

)]/(n0, n1)
∼
−→ Oλ[Sh(V◦n0

,K◦n0
) × Sh(V◦n1

,K◦n1
)]/(n0, n1);

here, (p+1) is invertible by (PI2); In0,p is invertible by (PI5), [LTXZZ1, Proposition B.3.5(1)] and Lemma
4.2.4(2) below; and Tn1,p is invertible by (PI4), [LTXZZ1, Proposition B.4.3(2)] and Lemma 4.2.4(1) below.

In order to apply the above construction in the context of the Iwasawa theory, we need to consider slightly more
general open compact groups away from Σ+p . Consider the following data:

❖ another object (K̃◦n, K̃
◦
n+1) ∈ K(V◦n)sp of the form

K̃◦N =
∏
v∈Σ+p

K◦N,v ×
∏

v<Σ+∞∪Σ+p

K̃◦N,v

(and put K̃′N B jN(K̃◦N)p × (K′N)p) for N ∈ {n, n + 1},
❖ a Hecke operator

P ∈ Oλ[(K̃◦n)p × (K̃◦n+1)p\U(V◦n)(A∞,pF ) × U(V◦n+1)(A∞,pF )/(K◦n)p × (K◦n+1)p],

❖ and a (finite) extension F̃/F contained in Fab that is fixed by the kernel of the composite map

Gal(Fab/F) = F×\(A∞F )×
Nm−F/F+
−−−−−−→ GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)

→ GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/ det K̃◦n = GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/ det K̃′n,

so that Gal(F̃/F) is a quotient of GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/GF/F+(OF+ ⊗ Zp).

Notation 4.2.2. We introduce two notations based on the previous data.
(1) We have canonical maps

Sh(Vn, K̃◦n)
det
−−→ GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/ det K̃◦n → Gal(F̃/F)

of sets. For every element ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F), we denote by Sh(V◦n, K̃
◦
n)ς the fiber of ς under the above

composite map, and by

1△Sh(V◦n,K̃◦n)ς ∈ Z[Sh(V◦n, K̃
◦
n) × Sh(V◦n+1, K̃

◦
n+1)]

the characteristic function of the image of Sh(V◦n, K̃
◦
n)ς under the diagonal map

△ : Sh(V◦n, K̃
◦
n)→ Sh(V◦n, K̃

◦
n) × Sh(V◦n+1, K̃

◦
n+1)

of Shimura sets.
(2) We have canonical maps

π0
(
Sh(V′n, K̃

′
n)Fab

)
→ GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/ det K̃′n → Gal(F̃/F)

of sets. For every element ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F), we denote by Sh(V′n, K̃
′
n)ς the union of components parameter-

ized by the fiber of ς under the above composite map, which indeed is defined over F̃, and by

[△Sh(V′n, K̃
′
n)ς] ∈ Zn((Sh(V′n, K̃

′
n) ×F Sh(V′n+1, K̃

′
n+1))F̃)

the cycle given by the image of Sh(V′n, K̃
′
n)ς under the diagonal morphism

△ : Sh(V′n, K̃
′
n)→ Sh(V′n, K̃

′
n) ×F Sh(V′n+1, K̃

′
n+1)

of Shimura varieties.

The Hecke operator P induces maps

P∗ : Oλ[Sh(V◦n, K̃
◦
n) × Sh(V◦n+1, K̃

◦
n+1)]→ Oλ[Sh(V◦n,K

◦
n) × Sh(V◦n+1,K

◦
n+1)],

P∗ : Zn((Sh(V′n, K̃
′
n) ×F Sh(V′n+1, K̃

′
n+1))F̃)Oλ → Zn((Sh(V′n,K

′
n) ×F Sh(V′n+1,K

′
n+1))F̃)Oλ .

Under Assumption 4.1.3, we have the Abel–Jacobi map

AJ: Zn((Sh(V′n0
,K′n0

) ×F Sh(V′n1
,K′n1

))F̃)→ H1(F̃,H2n−1
ét ((Sh(V′n0

,K′n0
) ×F Sh(V′n1

,K′n1
))F ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1)).
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The fixed algebraic closure F+p of F+p containing F from §1.4 induces a place p′ of F̃ above p. Combining with
Lemma 5.2.2, we have the localization map

locp : H1(F̃,H2n−1
ét ((Sh(V′n0

,K′n0
) ×F Sh(V′n1

,K′n1
))F ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1))

→ H1(F̃p′ ,H2n−1
ét ((Sh(V′n0

,K′n0
) ×F Sh(V′n1

,K′n1
))F ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1))

= H1(Fp,H2n−1
ét ((Sh(V′n0

,K′n0
) ×F Sh(V′n1

,K′n1
))F ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1))

and the singular quotient map

∂p : H1(Fp,H2n−1
ét ((Sh(V′n0

,K′n0
) ×F Sh(V′n1

,K′n1
))F ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1))

→ H1
sing(Fp,H2n−1

ét ((Sh(V′n0
,K′n0

) ×F Sh(V′n1
,K′n1

))F ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1)).

The following result slightly generalizes [LTXZZ1, Theorem 7.2.8].

Theorem 4.2.3 (First explicit reciprocity law). Assume Assumptions 4.1.1, 4.1.2, 4.1.3, Hypothesis 2.2.5 for both n
and n+1, and that Oλ[Sh(V◦n0

,K◦n0
)]/(T

Σ+I
n0 ∩ker ϕΠ0) is nontrivial. Then for every collection of data (K̃◦n, K̃

◦
n+1), P, F̃

as above,

ϱsing
(
∂plocpAJ

(
P∗[△Sh(V′n, K̃

′
n)]ς

))
= P∗1△Sh(V◦n,K̃◦n)[jn]·ς

holds for every ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F). Here, [jn] ∈ GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/GF/F+(OF+ ⊗ Zp) is the element from Lemma
4.4.2 applied to the isometry jn : V◦n ⊗Q A

∞,p ∼−→ V′n ⊗Q A
∞,p.

Proof. In the proof, we will freely use the notation from [LTXZZ1, §7.2]. By enlarging Σ+I , we may assume,
without lost of generality, that (K̃◦N)v = (K◦N)v for v < Σ+∞ ∪ Σ

+
I and that P is supported at places in Σ+I . Consider an

arbitrary pair (K̂◦n, K̂
◦
n+1) ∈ K(V◦n) × K(V◦n+1) of the form

K̂◦N =
∏

v<Σ+∞∪Σ+I

K◦N,v ×
∏
v∈Σ+I

K̂◦N,v

(and put K̂′N B jN(K̂◦N)p × (K′N)p) for N ∈ {n, n + 1}.
Denote by Q̂ the scheme parallel to Q but with respect to the object (K̂◦n, K̂

◦
n+1). We have maps

∆̂n : Cn(Q̂,Oλ)→ Cn(Q̂,Oλ),

∇̂ : Cn(Q̂,Oλ)→ Oλ[Sh(V◦n0
, K̂◦n0

) × Sh(V◦n1
, K̂◦n1

)]

from [LTXZZ1, §5.11]. By (the proof of) [LTXZZ1, Theorem 7.2.8(1)], ∇̂ induces a map

∇̂/(n0,n1) : coker ∆̂n
/(n0,n1) → Oλ[Sh(V◦n0

, K̂◦n0
) × Sh(V◦n1

, K̂◦n1
)]/(n0, n1, (p + 1)R◦n0,p

− I◦n0,p
),

which is compatible when we change (K̂◦n, K̂
◦
n+1) (in the above form). As a consequence, we have the commutative

diagram

coker ∆̃n
/(n0,n1)

∇̃/(n0 ,n1) //

P∗

��

Oλ[Sh(V◦n0
, K̃◦n0

) × Sh(V◦n1
, K̃◦n1

)]/(n0, n1, (p + 1)R◦n0,p
− I◦n0,p

)

P∗

��
coker∆n

/(n0,n1)

∇/(n0 ,n1) // Oλ[Sh(V◦n0
,K◦n0

) × Sh(V◦n1
,K◦n1

)]/(n0, n1, (p + 1)R◦n0,p
− I◦n0,p

)

(4.2)

in which ∆̃n and ∇̃ are the corresponding maps for (K̃◦n, K̃
◦
n+1). Note that

Oλ[Sh(V◦n0
,K◦n0

) × Sh(V◦n1
,K◦n1

)]/(n0, n1, (p + 1)R◦n0,p
− I◦n0,p

) = Oλ[Sh(V◦n0
,K◦n0

) × Sh(V◦n1
,K◦n1

)]/(n0, n1)

as pointed out in the proof of [LTXZZ1, Theorem 7.2.8(1)].
We continue to put ˜ on top of notation for objects with respect to (K̃◦n, K̃

◦
n+1). For example, we have schemes

M̃N over T (over OFp = Zp2) for N ∈ {n, n + 1}, and the blow-up morphism σ̃ : Q̃ → P̃ B M̃n ×T M̃n+1. The
“modular interpretation” isomorphism [LTXZZ1, (5.2)] gives a finite étale map M̃η

n → Sh(V′n, K̃
′
n)Fp . For every

ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F), denote by (M̃η
n)ς the preimage of (Sh(V′n, K̃

′
n)ς)Fp , (M̃n)ς the Zariski closure of (M̃η

n)ς in M̃n, (P̃sp)ς
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the graph of the diagonal embedding (M̃n)ς → M̃n ×T M̃n+1 = P̃, and finally (Q̃sp)ς the strict transform of (P̃sp)ς
along σ̃.

By the commutative diagram (4.2) and [LTXZZ1, Proposition 7.2.7], it remains to show that

∇/(n0,n1)cl
(
(Q̃sp)ς

)
= (p + 1) · In0,p ⊗ Tn1,p

(
1△Sh(V◦n,K̃◦n)[jn]·ς

)
(4.3)

holds for every ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F). When F̃ = F, it has been verified in (the proof of) [LTXZZ1, Theorem 7.2.8(3)].
We now explain how to modify the argument for general F̃.

The uniformization map in [LTXZZ1, Construction 5.3.6] gives a finite map π0(S̃◦n) → Sh(V◦n, K̃
◦
n). For every

ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F), we denote by (S̃◦n)ς the union of components parameterized by the preimage of Sh(V◦n, K̃
◦
n)ς under

the above map. Examining the proof of [LTXZZ1, Theorem 7.2.8(3)], we find that (4.3) follows from the following
two claims:

(1) The scheme M̃n is the disjoint union of (M̃n)ς for all ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F).
(2) The basic correspondence for the balloon stratum S̃◦n ← B̃◦n → M̃◦n ⊆ M̃n [LTXZZ1, (5.3)] restricts to a

correspondence between (S̃◦n)[jn]·ς and (M̃n)ς for every ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F).

Claim (1) follows from the fact that M̃n is regular [LTXZZ1, Theorem 5.2.5] and that M̃η
n is the disjoint union of

(M̃η
n)ς for all ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F). Claim (2) follows from Lemma 4.4.2.
The theorem is proved. □

Lemma 4.2.4. Assume Assumptions 4.1.1, 4.1.3, and Hypothesis 2.2.5 for both n and n + 1.

(1) The natural map
(OE/λ)[Sh(V◦nα ,K

◦
nα)]

T
Σ+I ∪Σ

+
p

nα ∩ ker ϕΠα
→

(OE/λ)[Sh(V◦nα ,K
◦
nα)]

T
Σ+I
nα ∩ ker ϕΠα

is an isomorphism for α = 0, 1.
(2) If we further assume Assumption 4.1.2 and that OE[Sh(V◦n0

,K◦n0
)]/(T

Σ+I
n0 ∩ ker ϕΠ0) is nontrivial, then the

natural map
(OE/λ

m)[Sh(V◦n0
,K◦n0

)]

T
Σ+I ∪Σ

+
p

n0 ∩ ker ϕΠ0

→
(OE/λ

m)[Sh(V◦n0
,K◦n0

)]

T
Σ+I
n0 ∩ ker ϕΠ0

is an isomorphism.

Proof. In (1) and (2), we will take α = 0, 1 and α = 0, respectively. Denote by T the Oλ-subring of
EndOλ

(
Oλ[Sh(V◦nα ,K

◦
nα)]

)
generated by T

Σ+I
nα , and m the ideal of T generated by

T
Σ+I
nα ∩ ker

(
TΣ
+

nα

ϕΠα
−−−→ OE → OE/λ

)
.

We have the similar pair (T′,m′) when we replace Σ+I by Σ+I ∪ Σ
+
p . We then have the natural homomorphism

T′
m′
→ Tm of local rings, which is injective.

For (1), it amounts to showing that the natural map T′/m′ → T/m is an isomorphism. If T/m is zero, then so
is T′

m′
. Thus, we may assume that T/m , 0. Then T/m is a field over OE/λ generated by symmetric polynomials

of Frobenius eigenvalues for the (absolutely irreducible) residue representation of ρΠ1,λ away from Σ+I . By the
Chebotarev density theorem, this is the same field if we only consider Frobenius away from Σ+I ∪ Σ

+
p . Thus,

T′/m′ → T/m is an isomorphism and (2) follows.
For (2), the nonvanishing of OE[Sh(V◦n0

,K◦n0
)]/(T

Σ+I
n0 ∩ ker ϕΠ0) implies that Tm hence T′

m′
are nonzero. By

[LTXZZ2, Theorem 3.38], the natural homomorphism T′
m′
→ Tm is an isomorphism. Since the natural maps

T

T
Σ+I
n0 ∩ ker ϕΠ0

→
Tm

T
Σ+I
n0 ∩ ker ϕΠ0

,
T′

T
Σ+I ∪Σ

+
p

n0 ∩ ker ϕΠ0

→
T′
m′

T
Σ+I ∪Σ

+
p

n0 ∩ ker ϕΠ0

are both isomorphism, (2) follows. □



62 YIFENG LIU, YICHAO TIAN, AND LIANG XIAO

4.3. Second explicit reciprocity law. In this subsection, we refine the second explicit reciprocity law in
[LTXZZ1, §7.3] so that it can be applied to study the Iwasawa theory.

We start by choosing

❖ a prime λ of E, whose underlying rational prime ℓ satisfies Σ+min ∩ Σ
+
ℓ = ∅,

❖ a positive integer m,
❖ a (possibly empty) finite set Σ+lr,II of nonarchimedean places of F+ that are inert in F, whose underlying

rational primes are disjoint from those of Σ+min, satisfying ℓ ∤ ∥v∥(∥v∥2 − 1) for v ∈ Σ+lr,II,
❖ a finite set Σ+II of nonarchimedean places of F+ containing Σ+min ∪ Σ

+
lr,II,

❖ a datumV = (Vn,Vn+1;Λn,Λn+1; Kn,Kn+1) in which
– Vn is a standard indefinite hermitian space over F (Definition 2.2.4) of rank n and Vn+1 = (Vn)♯;
– Λn is a

∏
v<Σ+∞∪Σ+min

OFv-lattice in Vn⊗F A
Σ∞∪Σmin
F satisfying Λn ⊆ Λ

∨
n and that Λ∨n,v/Λn,v has length one

(resp. zero) when v ∈ Σ+lr,II (resp. v < Σ+lr,II) and Λn+1 = (Λn)♯;
– (Kn,Kn+1) is an object in K(Vn)sp of the form

KN =
∏

v∈Σ+min

(KN)v ×
∏

v<Σ+∞∪Σ+min

U(ΛN)(OF+v )

for N ∈ {n, n + 1},
❖ a special inert prime (Definition 2.3.4) p of F+ (with the underlying rational prime p) satisfying22

(PII1): Σ+II does not contain p-adic places;
(PII2): ℓ does not divide p(p2 − 1);
(PII3): there exists a CM type Φ containing τ∞ as in §3.1 satisfying QΦp = Qp2 (and we choose remaining

data in §3.1 with QΦp = Qp2);
(PII4): Pα(Π0,p) mod λm is level-raising special at p; Pα(Π1,p) mod λ is Tate generic at p;

Pα(Π0,p)⊗α(Π1,p) mod λm is level-raising special at p (all in Definition 2.1.4);
❖ a datumV′ = (V′n,V

′
n+1;Λ′n,Λ

′
n+1; K′n,K

′
n+1) in which

– V′n is a standard definite hermitian space over F of rank n and V′n+1 = (V′n)♯;
– Λ′n is a

∏
v<Σ+∞∪Σ+min

OFv-lattice in V′n ⊗F A
Σ∞∪Σmin
F satisfying Λ′n ⊆ (Λ′n)∨ and that (Λ′n,v)∨/Λ′n,v has

length one (resp. zero) when v ∈ Σ+lr,II ∪ {p} (resp. v < Σ+lr,II ∪ {p}) and Λ′n+1 = (Λ′n)♯;
– (K′n,K

′
n+1) is an object in K(V′n)sp of the form

K′N =
∏

v∈Σ+min

(K′N)v ×
∏

v<Σ+∞∪Σ+min

U(Λ′N)(OF+v )

for N ∈ {n, n + 1},
together with a datum j = (jn, jn+1) in which jN : VN ⊗Q A

∞,p → V′N ⊗Q A
∞,p are isometries sending

(ΛN)p to (Λ′N)p and (KN)p to (K′N)p for N ∈ {n, n + 1}, satisfying jn+1 = (jn)♯.

Introduce the following ideals of T
Σ+II∪Σ

+
p

nα , for α = 0, 1
mα B T

Σ+II∪Σ
+
p

nα ∩ ker
(
T
Σ+min
nα

ϕΠα
−−−→ OE → OE/λ

)
,

nα B T
Σ+II∪Σ

+
p

nα ∩ ker
(
T
Σ+min
nα

ϕΠα
−−−→ OE → OE/λ

m
)
.

Remark 4.3.1. Under Assumption 4.1.3, the natural map H0
T

(Bn0 ,Oλ)⋄m0
→ H0

T
(Bn0 ,Oλ)m0 is an isomorphism. In

view of Definition 3.10.1 and Remark 3.10.2, we have the quotient Abel–Jacobi map

℧0/n0 : H0
T

(Bn0 ,Oλ)/n0 → H1(Fp2 ,Hn0−1
T

(Mn0 ,Oλ(r0))/n0),

where ℧0 is the map in Definition 3.10.1 (and Remark 3.10.2) for V = Vn0 and ς = 1.

22Note that comparing to [LTXZZ1, §7.3], we have incorporated (PII7) into (PII4).
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Next, we would like to define the second reciprocity map ϱunr, analogous to the first one in Definition 4.2.1. To
do this, we will freely use the notation from [LTXZZ1, §7.3]. For α = 0, 1, put V⋆

nα B V′nα , inα B jnα and choose
O℘-lattices {Λ⋆nα,q}q|p satisfying

❖ Λ′nα,p ⊆ Λ
⋆
nα,p ⊆ p−1Λ′nα,p,

❖ pΛ⋆nα,p ⊆ (Λ⋆nα,p)
∨ such that (Λ⋆nα,p)

∨/pΛ⋆nα,p has length 1 − α,
❖ (Λ⋆n,p)♯ ⊆ Λ

⋆
n+1,p ⊆ p−1(Λ⋆n,p)

∨

♯
,

❖ Λ⋆nα,q = Λ
′
nα,q for α = 0, 1 and q , p.

Then (V⋆
n , in, {Λ

⋆
n,q}q|p) and (V⋆

n+1, in+1, {Λ
⋆
n+1,q}q|p) form definite uniformization data for Vn and Vn+1 [LTXZZ1,

Definition 4.4.1], respectively, satisfying the conditions in [LTXZZ1, Notation 4.5.7]. For α = 0, 1, let K⋆
nα,p be the

stabilizer of Λ⋆nα,p; denote by

T⋆′nα,p ∈ Z[K⋆
nα,p\U(V′nα)(F+p )/K′nα,p], T′⋆nα,p ∈ Z[K′nα,p\U(V′nα)(F+p )/K⋆

nα,p]

the characteristic functions of K⋆
nα,pK

′
nα,p and K′nα,pK

⋆
nα,p, respectively; and put

I′nα,p B T
′⋆
nα,p ◦ T

⋆′
nα,p ∈ Z[K′nα,p\U(V′nα)(F+p )/K′nα,p].

Finally, put K⋆
nα B inαK̃p

nα × K⋆
nα,p and K⋆

sp B K⋆
n ∩ K⋆

n+1.

Definition 4.3.2 (Second reciprocity map). Assume Assumption 4.1.1, Assumption 4.1.3, and Hypothesis 2.2.5
for both n and n + 1. We define a map

ϱunr : Oλ[Sh(V′n0
,K′n0

) × Sh(V′n1
,K′n1

)]/(n0, n1)

→ H1
unr(Fp,H

2n−1
ét ((Sh(Vn0 ,Kn0) ×F Sh(Vn1 ,Kn1))F ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1))

of O℘-modules, called second reciprocity map, as the composition of following four maps:
❖ the map

(T′⋆n0,p
⊗ T′⋆n1,p

)−1 ◦ (1 ⊗ I′n1,p
) : Oλ[Sh(V′n0

,K′n0
) × Sh(V′n1

,K′n1
)]/(n0, n1)

∼
−→ Oλ[Sh(V⋆

n0
,K⋆

n0
) × Sh(V⋆

n1
,K⋆

n1
)]/(n0, n1);

here, the map

T′⋆n0,p
⊗ T′⋆n1,p

: Oλ[Sh(V⋆
n0
,K⋆

n0
) × Sh(V⋆

n1
,K⋆

n1
)]/(n0, n1)→ Oλ[Sh(V′n0

,K′n0
) × Sh(V′n1

,K′n1
)]/(n0, n1)

is invertible by Lemma 4.3.4 below,
❖ the inverse of the endomorphism

1 ⊗ T⋆n1,p
: Oλ[Sh(V⋆

n0
,K⋆

n0
) × Sh(V⋆

n1
,K⋆

n1
)]/(n0, n1)→ Oλ[Sh(V⋆

n0
,K⋆

n0
) × Sh(V⋆

n1
,K⋆

n1
)]/(n0, n1),

which is invertible by the claim (1) in the proof of [LTXZZ1, Theorem 7.3.4],
❖ the map

℧0/n0 ⊗ ((ιn1)! ◦ π
∗
n1

)/n1 : Oλ[Sh(V⋆
n0
,K⋆

n0
) × Sh(V⋆

n1
,K⋆

n1
)]/(n0, n1)

→ H1(Fp2 ,H2r0−1
T

(Mn0 ,Oλ(r0))/n0) ⊗Oλ H2r1
T

(Mn1 ,Oλ(r1)/n1)Gal(Fp/Fp2 ),

and
❖ the natural isomorphism

H1(Fp2 ,H2r0−1
T

(Mn0 ,Oλ(r0))/n0) ⊗Oλ H2r1
T

(Mn1 ,Oλ(r1)/n1)Gal(Fp/Fp2 )

∼
−→ H1

unr(Fp,H
2n−1
ét ((Sh(Vn0 ,Kn0) ×F Sh(Vn1 ,Kn1))F ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1)).

Remark 4.3.3. We have
(1) By [LTXZZ1, Lemma 7.3.3], the map

(ιn1)! ◦ π
∗
n1

: Oλ[Sh(V⋆
n1
,K⋆

n1
)] ≃ H0

T
(Sn1 ,Oλ)→ H2r1

T
(Mn1 ,Oλ(r1))Gal(Fp/Fp2 )

is an isomorphism after localization at m1. It follows that ϱunr is surjective/bijective if the map ℧0/n0 from
Remark 4.3.1 is surjective/bijective.
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(2) One can check that the map ϱunr does not depend on the choice of the auxiliary data {Λ⋆nα,q}q|p (thought we
do not need this in the argument below).

Lemma 4.3.4. Let the notation be in Definition 4.3.2. For α = 0, 1, both of the two maps

T⋆′nα,p : Oλ[Sh(V′nα ,K
′
nα)]→ Oλ[Sh(V⋆

nα ,K
⋆
nα)]

T′⋆nα,p : Oλ[Sh(V⋆
nα ,K

⋆
nα)]→ Oλ[Sh(V′nα ,K

′
nα)]

become isomorphisms after localizing at mα.

Proof. When α = 1, the proof of (1) reduces to [LTXZZ1, Lemma 6.1.9] for N = n1: indeed, by putting V◦n1
B

pV′n1
(= pV⋆

n1
) (here again, p means that we multiply the hermitian form by p) under which we take Λ◦n1,p

= Λ⋆n1
and

Λ•n1,p
= p−1Λ′n1,p

, we reduce T⋆′n1,p
to T◦•n1,p

and T′⋆n1,p
to T•◦n1,p

. When α = 0, (1) follows from the same argument in the
proof of [LTXZZ1, Lemma 6.1.9] by using Proposition 4.5.1 below instead of [LTXZZ1, Proposition B.3.5(1)]. □

In order to apply the above construction in the context of the Iwasawa theory, we need to consider slightly more
general open compact groups away from Σ+p . Consider the following data:

❖ another object (K̃n, K̃n+1) ∈ K(Vn)sp of the form

K̃N =
∏
v∈Σ+p

KN,v ×
∏

v<Σ+∞∪Σ+p

K̃N,v

(and put K̃′N B jN(K̃N)p × (K′N)p) for N ∈ {n, n + 1},
❖ a Hecke operator

P ∈ Oλ[(K̃n)p × (K̃n+1)p\U(Vn)(A∞,pF ) × U(Vn+1)(A∞,pF )/(Kn)p × (Kn+1)p],

❖ and a (finite) extension F̃/F contained in Fab that is fixed by the kernel of the composite map

Gal(Fab/F) = F×\(A∞F )×
Nm−F/F+
−−−−−−→ GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)

→ GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/ det K̃n = GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/ det K̃′n,

so that Gal(F̃/F) is a quotient of GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/GF/F+(OF+ ⊗ Zp).

Notation 4.3.5. We introduce two notations based on the previous data.
(1) We have canonical maps

π0
(
Sh(Vn, K̃n)Fab

)
→ GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/ det K̃n → Gal(F̃/F)

of sets. For every element ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F), we denote by Sh(Vn, K̃n)ς the union of components parameter-
ized by the fiber of ς under the above composite map, which indeed is defined over F, and by

[△Sh(Vn, K̃n)ς] ∈ Zn((Sh(Vn, K̃n) ×F Sh(Vn+1, K̃n+1))F̃)

the cycle given by the image of Sh(Vn, K̃n)ς under the diagonal morphism

△ : Sh(Vn, K̃n)→ Sh(Vn, K̃n) ×F Sh(Vn+1, K̃n+1)

of Shimura varieties.
(2) We have canonical maps

Sh(V′n, K̃
′
n)

det
−−→ GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/ det K̃′n → Gal(F̃/F)

of sets. For every element ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F), we denote by Sh(V′n, K̃
′
n)ς the fiber of ς under the above

composite map, and by

1△Sh(V′n,K̃′n)ς ∈ Z[Sh(V′n, K̃
′
n) × Sh(V′n+1, K̃

′
n+1)]

the characteristic function of the image of Sh(V′n, K̃
′
n)ς under the diagonal map

△ : Sh(V′n, K̃
′
n)→ Sh(V′n, K̃

′
n) × Sh(V′n+1, K̃

′
n+1)

of Shimura sets.
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The Hecke operator P induces maps

P∗ : Zn((Sh(Vn, K̃n) ×F Sh(Vn+1, K̃n+1))F̃)Oλ → Zn((Sh(Vn,Kn) ×F Sh(Vn+1,Kn+1))F̃)Oλ ,

P∗ : Oλ[Sh(V′n, K̃
′
n) × Sh(V′n+1, K̃

′
n+1)]→ Oλ[Sh(V′n,K

′
n) × Sh(V′n+1,K

′
n+1)].

Under Assumption 4.1.3, we have the Abel–Jacobi map

AJ: Zn((Sh(Vn0 ,Kn0) ×F Sh(Vn1 ,Kn1))F̃)→ H1(F̃,H2n−1
ét ((Sh(Vn0 ,Kn0) ×F Sh(Vn1 ,Kn1))F ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1)).

The fixed algebraic closure F+p of F+p containing F from §1.4 induces a place p′ of F̃ above p. Combining with
Lemma 5.2.2, we have the localization map

locp : H1(F̃,H2n−1
ét ((Sh(Vn0 ,Kn0) ×F Sh(Vn1 ,Kn1))F ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1))

→ H1(F̃p′ ,H2n−1
ét ((Sh(Vn0 ,Kn0) ×F Sh(Vn1 ,Kn1))F ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1))

= H1(Fp,H2n−1
ét ((Sh(Vn0 ,Kn0) ×F Sh(Vn1 ,Kn1))F ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1)).

By [LTXZZ1, Remark 7.3.5], the image of locp ◦ AJ is contained in the Oλ-submodule

H1
unr(Fp,H

2n−1
ét ((Sh(Vn0 ,Kn0) ×F Sh(Vn1 ,Kn1))F ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1)).

The following result refines [LTXZZ1, Theorem 7.3.4].

Theorem 4.3.6 (Second explicit reciprocity law). Assume Assumption 4.1.1, Assumption 4.1.3, and Hypothesis
2.2.5 for both n and n + 1. Then for every collection of data (K̃n, K̃n+1), P, F̃ as above,

ϱunr
(
P∗1△Sh(V′n,K̃′n)ς

)
= locpAJ

(
P∗[△Sh(Vn, K̃n)[jn]·ς]

)
holds for every ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F). Here, [jn] ∈ GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/GF/F+(OF+ ⊗ Zp) is the element from Lemma
4.4.1 applied to the isometry jn : Vn ⊗Q A

∞,p ∼−→ V′n ⊗Q A
∞,p.

Proof. In the proof, we will freely use the notation from [LTXZZ1, §7.3]. By enlarging Σ+II, we may assume,
without lost of generality, that (K̃N)v = (KN)v for v < Σ+∞ ∪ Σ

+
II and that P is supported at places in Σ+II. Consider an

arbitrary pair (K̂n, K̂n+1) ∈ K(Vn) × K(Vn+1) of the form

K̂N =
∏

v<Σ+∞∪Σ+II

KN,v ×
∏
v∈Σ+II

K̂N,v

(and put K̂⋆
N B jN(K̂N)p × (K⋆

N)p) for N ∈ {n, n + 1}.
Put ˆ on top of notation for objects from [LTXZZ1, §7.3] and Definition 4.3.2 with respect to (K̂n, K̂n+1). We

then have the map

ˆinc
⋆,⋆
!/(n0,n1) : Oλ[Sh(V⋆

n0
, K̂⋆

n0
) × Sh(V⋆

n1
, K̂⋆

n1
)]/(n0, n1)→ H2n

T
(M̂n0 ×T M̂n1 ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1)

defined in [LTXZZ1, Definition 4.6.1], which is compatible when we change (K̂n, K̂n+1) (in the above form). As a
consequence, we have the commutative diagram

Oλ[Sh(V⋆
n0
, K̃⋆

n0
) × Sh(V⋆

n1
, K̃⋆

n1
)]/(n0, n1)

˜inc⋆,⋆!/(n0 ,n1) //

P∗

��

H2n
T

(M̃n0 ×T M̃n1 ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1)

P∗
��

Oλ[Sh(V⋆
n0
,K⋆

n0
) × Sh(V⋆

n1
,K⋆

n1
)]/(n0, n1)

inc⋆,⋆!/(n0 ,n1) // H2n
T

(Mn0 ×T Mn1 ,Oλ(n))/(n0, n1)

(4.4)

in which ˜inc⋆,⋆! is the corresponding map for (K̃n, K̃n+1). Note that by the last displayed formula in the proof of
[LTXZZ1, Theorem 7.3.4], the target of inc⋆,⋆!/(n0,n1) is naturally isomorphic to

H1(Fp2 ,H2r0−1
T

(Mn0 ,Oλ(r0))/n0) ⊗Oλ (H2r1
T

(Mn1 ,Oλ(r1))/n1)Gal(Fp/Fp2 )

under which inc⋆,⋆!/(n0,n1) is identified with ℧0/n0 ⊗ ((ιn1)! ◦ π
∗
n1

)/n1.
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We put ˜ on top of notation for objects with respect to (K̃n, K̃n+1). It is clear that det K̃′n = det K̃⋆
n = det K̃⋆

sp, so
that we can similarly define Sh(V⋆

n , K̃
⋆
n )ς, Sh(V⋆

n , K̃
⋆
sp)ς, and 1△Sh(V⋆

n ,K̃⋆
sp)ς . By the commutative diagram (4.4) and

the claim (2) in the proof of [LTXZZ1, Theorem 7.3.4], it remains to show that

(id × π̃n1)!(id × ι̃n1)∗ ˜inc⋆,⋆!

(
1△Sh(V⋆

n ,K̃⋆
sp)ς

)
= T⋆n1,p

(id × π̃n1)!(id × ι̃n1)∗locp
(
[△Sh(Vn, K̃n)][jn]·ς

)
(4.5)

and

(1 ⊗ I′n1,p
)1△Sh(V′n,K̃′n)ς = (T′⋆n,p ⊗ T

′⋆
n+1,p)1△Sh(V⋆

n ,K̃⋆
sp)ς(4.6)

hold for every ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F).
We first consider (4.5). When F̃ = F, it has been verified in [LTXZZ1, Theorem 4.6.2]. We now explain how to

modify the argument for general F̃. The uniformization map in [LTXZZ1, Construction 4.4.2] gives a finite map
π0(S̃n)→ Sh(Vn, K̃⋆

n ). For every ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F), we denote by (S̃n)ς the union of components parameterized by the
preimage of Sh(Vn, K̃⋆

n )ς under the above map. Examining the proof of [LTXZZ1, Theorem 4.6.2], we find that
(4.5) follows from the following two claims:

(1) The scheme M̃n is the disjoint union of (M̃n)ς for all ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F).
(2) The basic correspondence S̃n ← B̃n → M̃n [LTXZZ1, (4.3)] restricts to a correspondence between (S̃◦n)ς

and (M̃n)[jn]·ς for every ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F).
Claim (1) follows from the fact that M̃n is regular [LTXZZ1, Theorem 4.2.3] and that M̃η

n is the disjoint union of
(M̃η

n)ς for all ς ∈ Gal(F̃/F). Claim (2) follows from Lemma 4.4.1.
We then consider (4.6). Put K̃†N B K̃′N ∩ K̃⋆

N for N ∈ {n, n+1} and K̃†sp B K̃′n∩ K̃⋆
sp. For the notation of hermitian

spaces, we will always use V′N . We have the following commutative diagram of Shimura sets

Sh(V′n+1, K̃
′
n+1) Sh(V′n+1, K̃

†

n+1)
sh†′n+1oo

sh†⋆n+1 // Sh(V′n+1, K̃
⋆
n+1)

Sh(V′n, K̃
†
sp)

sh†⋆sp //

sh†
↑

OO

sh†
↓

��

Sh(V′n, K̃
⋆
sp)

sh⋆
↑

OO

sh⋆
↓

��
Sh(V′n, K̃

′
n)

sh′
↑

OO

Sh(V′n, K̃
†
n)

sh†′noo sh†⋆n // Sh(V′n, K̃
⋆
n )

which is analogous to the right facet of the diagram in [LTXZZ1, Proposition 5.10.14], satisfying the following
properties (following [LTXZZ1, Remark 4.5.8]):

(a) The lower-right square is Cartesian, in which sh⋆
↓

has degree 1 (resp. p + 1) when n is odd (resp. even).
(b) When n is odd, the upper-right square is Cartesian.
(c) When n is even, the square

Sh(V′n+1, K̃
′
n+1) Sh(V′n+1, K̃

†

n+1)
sh†′n+1oo

Sh(V′n, K̃
′
n)

sh′
↑

OO

Sh(V′n, K̃
†
sp)

sh†
↑

OO

sh†′n ◦sh†
↓oo

is Cartesian.
For (4.6), it suffices to show that for every f ∈ Oλ[Sh(V′n0

, K̃′n0
)] ⊗Oλ Oλ[Sh(V′n1

, K̃⋆
n1

)], we have∑
s∈Sh(V′n,K̃⋆

sp)ς

(T⋆′n0,p
f )(sh⋆

↓
(s), sh⋆

↑
(s)) =

∑
s∈Sh(V′n,K̃′n)ς

(T′⋆n1,p
f )(s, sh′

↑
(s)),

which follows from the exactly same argument in the proof of [LTXZZ1, Lemma 5.11.6] (but with the parity
changed) by using properties (a,b,c) and the obvious fact that both the natural map Sh(V′n, K̃

⋆
sp)→ Sh(V′n, K̃

⋆
n ) and

the correspondence T⋆′n0,p
preserve subsets labeled by ς.

The theorem is proved. □
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4.4. Appendix: Complements on basic correspondences. In this subsection, we study compatibility of deter-
minant maps for basic correspondences constructed in [LTXZZ1, §4.3 & §5.3] with respect to uniformization
data.

We first consider the situation in [LTXZZ1, §4.3]. Let V be a standard indefinite hermitian space over F of rank
N ⩾ 1. Fix a definite uniformization data for V at p as in [LTXZZ1, Definition 4.4.1]; in particular, we have an
isometry i : V ⊗Q A∞,p → V⋆ ⊗Q A

∞,p.
Take an object Kp ∈ K(V)p. Consider a pair (y, x♯) in which

❖ y = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆;α) ∈ Bp(V,Kp)(Fp) with images

x = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp) ∈ Mp(V,Kp)(Fp), s = (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A⋆, λ⋆, ηp⋆) ∈ Sp(V,Kp)(Fp);

❖ x♯ = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A♯, λ♯, ηp♯) ∈Mp(V,Kp)(Zp) lifting x.

Put
Vx♯ B Homλ0,λ

♯

F (H1(A0(C),Q),H1(A♯(C),Q)), Vs B Homλ0,λ
⋆

OF
(A0, A⋆)Q,

which are naturally hermitian spaces over F. Then Vx♯ and Vs are isometric to V and V⋆, respectively. Choose
isometries

❖ γx♯ : Vx♯
∼
−→ V sending Homλ0,λ

♯

F (H1(A0(C),Zp),H1(A♯(C),Zp)) onto
∏
q|pΛn,q, and

❖ γs : Vs
∼
−→ V⋆ sending Homλ0,λ

⋆

OF
(A0, A⋆)Zp onto

∏
q|pΛ

⋆
n,q.

We then have successive isometries

V ⊗Q A∞,p
ηp

−−→ Homλ0,λ
F⊗QA∞,p

(Hét
1 (A0,A

∞,p),Hét
1 (A,A∞,p))

ρ
−→ Vx♯ ⊗Q A

∞,p
γx♯
−−→ V ⊗Q A∞,p,

V ⊗Q A∞,p
ηp⋆

−−−→ Homλ0,λ
⋆

F⊗QA∞,p
(Hét

1 (A0,A
∞,p),Hét

1 (A⋆,A∞,p))
ρ⋆

−−→ Vs ⊗Q A
∞,p γs
−→ V⋆ ⊗Q A

∞,p,

in which ρ comes from the comparison theorem. We obtain two elements

γx♯ ◦ ρ ◦ η
p, i−1 ◦ γs ◦ ρ

⋆ ◦ ηp⋆

in U(V)(A∞,pF+ )/Kp.

Lemma 4.4.1. There exists a unique element [i] ∈ GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/GF/F+(OF+ ⊗ Zp) such that for every
choice of data Kp, (y, x♯), (γx♯ , γs) as above, the quotient

det(i−1 ◦ γs ◦ ρ
⋆ ◦ ηp⋆)

det(γx♯ ◦ ρ ◦ η
p)

∈ GF/F+(A
∞,p
F+ )/ det Kp

coincides with [i] in GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/GF/F+(OF+ ⊗ Zp) det Kp.

Proof. The uniqueness is clear since

GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/GF/F+(OF+ ⊗ Zp) = lim
←−−
Kp

GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/GF/F+(OF+ ⊗ Zp) det Kp.

Fix Kp. For every pair (y, x♯), put

[i](y,x♯) B
det(i−1 ◦ γs ◦ ρ

⋆ ◦ ηp⋆)
det(γx♯ ◦ ρ ◦ η

p)
∈ GF/F+(OF+ ⊗ Z(p))\GF/F+(A

∞,p
F+ )/ det Kp.

It is clear that [i](y,x♯) does not depend on the pair (γx♯ , γs). It remains to show that for every other pair (ỹ, x̃♯), we
have [i](y,x♯) = [i](ỹ,x̃♯). Let x̃ and s̃ be the images of ỹ in Mp(V,Kp)(Fp) and Sp(V,Kp)(Fp), respectively.

We first assume s = s̃. By [LTXZZ1, Theorem 5.3.4] and the fact that Mp(V,Kp) is regular [LTXZZ1, Theo-
rem 4.2.3], x♯ and x̃♯ are in the same geometric component of Mη

p(V,Kp), which implies that [i](y,x♯) = [i](ỹ,x̃♯). In
general, we may pre-composite an isometry of V ⊗Q A∞,p to move s to s̃. Then it follows from the previous case
that [i](y,x♯) = [i](ỹ,x̃♯).

The lemma is proved. □
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We then consider the parallel situation in [LTXZZ1, §5.3]. Let V◦ be a standard definite hermitian space over F
of rank N ⩾ 1. Fix an indefinite uniformization data for V◦ at p as in [LTXZZ1, Definition 4.4.1]; in particular, we
have an isometry j : V◦ ⊗Q A∞,p → V′ ⊗Q A∞,p.

Take an object Kp◦ ∈ K(V◦)p. Consider a pair (y, x♯) in which
❖ y = (A0, λ0, η

p
0 ; A, λ, ηp; A◦, λ◦, ηp◦;α) ∈ B◦p(V

◦,Kp◦)(Fp) with images

x = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A, λ, ηp) ∈ M◦p(V

◦,Kp◦)(Fp), s = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A◦, λ◦, ηp◦) ∈ S◦p(V

◦,Kp◦)(Fp);

❖ x♯ = (A0, λ0, η
p
0 ; A♯, λ♯, ηp♯) ∈Mp(V◦,Kp◦)(Zp) lifting x.

Put
Vs B Homλ0,λ

◦

OF
(A0, A◦)Q, Vx♯ B Homλ0,λ

♯

F (H1(A0(C),Q),H1(A♯(C),Q)),
which are naturally hermitian spaces over F. Then Vs and Vx♯ are isometric to V◦ and V′, respectively. Choose
isometries

❖ γs : Vs
∼
−→ V◦ sending Homλ0,λ

◦

OF
(A0, A◦)Zp onto

∏
q|pΛ

◦
n,q, and

❖ γx♯ : Vx♯
∼
−→ V′ sending Homλ0,λ

♯

F (H1(A0(C),Zp),H1(A♯(C),Zp)) onto
∏
q|pΛ

′
n,q.

We then have successive isometries

V◦ ⊗Q A∞,p
ηp◦

−−→ Homλ0,λ
◦

F⊗QA∞,p
(Hét

1 (A0,A
∞,p),Hét

1 (A◦,A∞,p))
ρ◦

−−→ Vs ⊗Q A
∞,p γs
−→ V◦ ⊗Q A∞,p,

V◦ ⊗Q A∞,p
ηp

−−→ Homλ0,λ
F⊗QA∞,p

(Hét
1 (A0,A

∞,p),Hét
1 (A,A∞,p))

ρ
−→ Vx♯ ⊗Q A

∞,p
γx♯
−−→ V′ ⊗Q A∞,p,

in which ρ comes from the comparison theorem. We obtain two elements

γs ◦ ρ
◦ ◦ ηp◦, j−1 ◦ γx♯ ◦ ρ ◦ η

p

in U(V◦)(A∞,pF+ )/Kp◦.

Lemma 4.4.2. There exists a unique element [j] ∈ GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/GF/F+(OF+ ⊗ Zp) such that for every
choice of data Kp◦, (y, x♯), (γs, γx♯) as above, the quotient

det(j−1 ◦ γx♯ ◦ ρ ◦ η
p)

det(γs ◦ ρ◦ ◦ ηp◦)
∈ GF/F+(A

∞,p
F+ )/ det Kp◦

coincides with [j] in GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/GF/F+(OF+ ⊗ Zp) det Kp◦.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 4.4.2 and we omit. □

Remark 4.4.3. It is straightforward to see that the element [i] (resp. [j]) from Lemma 4.4.1 (resp. Lemma 4.4.2)
is independent of the choice of the auxiliary Shimura data defining T.

4.5. Appendix: Intertwining Hecke operator in the nonsplit case. In this subsection, we prove a result that is
parallel to [LTXZZ1, Proposition B.3.5(1)] in the case where the hermitian space is nonsplit. We fix an unramified
quadratic extension F/F+ of nonarchimedean local fields and a uniformizer ϖ of F+. Let q be the residue cardi-
nality of F+ and p the maximal ideal of OF . Let N = 2r be an even positive integer. For every integer m ⩾ 0,
denote by Im and Jm the identity and anti-identity matrices of rank m, respectively.

Consider a hermitian space VN over F (with respect to F/F+) of rank N together with a basis {e1, . . . , eN} under
which the hermitian form is given by 

Jr−1
ϖ

1
Jr−1

 .
Via this basis, we identify U(VN) as a closed subgroup of ResF/F+ GLN . Denote by BN the minimal parabolic
subgroup of U(VN) stabilizing the chain Fe1 ⊆ Fe1 ⊕ Fe2 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Fe1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Fer−1. Then the Levi quotient of BN
is canonically isomorphic to Gr−1

m,F ×U(V2) giving by the actions on e1, . . . , er−1,V2, where V2 B Fer ⊕ Fer+1. For
a Z[q−1]-ring L and an N-tuple α = (α1, . . . , αN) ∈ LN satisfying αiαN+1−i = 1 and αr = q, we have the normalized
principal series πα of U(VN)(F+) (with coefficients in L) of the character ⊠r−1

i=1χαi ⊠ 1, where χαi is the unramified
character of F× sending ϖ to αi.
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Consider two lattices

Λ′N = OFe1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ OFeN , Λ⋆N = p
−1e1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ p

−1er ⊕ OFer+1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ OFeN

of VN . ThenΛ′N ⊆ (Λ′N)∨ such that (Λ′N)∨/Λ′N has OF-length 1; pΛ⋆N ⊆ (Λ⋆N)∨ such that (Λ⋆N)∨/pΛ⋆N has OF-length
1. Let K′N and K⋆

N be the stabilizers of Λ′N and Λ⋆N , respectively, which are both special maximal subgroups of
U(VN)(F+). We have two commutative Hecke algebras

T′N B Z[K′N\U(VN)(F+)/K′N], T⋆N B Z[K⋆
N\U(VN)(F+)/K⋆

N],

with units 1K′N and 1K⋆
N
, respectively. Denote by T′⋆N ∈ Z[K′N\U(VN)(F+)/K⋆

N] and T⋆′N ∈ Z[K⋆
N\U(VN)(F+)/K′N]

the characteristic function of the cosets K′NK⋆
N and K⋆

NK′N , respectively. Put I′N B T
′⋆
N ◦ T

⋆′
N ∈ T

′
N .

Proposition 4.5.1. Let L be a Z[q−1]-ring and α = (α1, . . . , αN) ∈ LN an N-tuple satisfying αiαN+1−i = 1 and
αr = q. Then I′N acts on (πα)K′N by the scalar

qr2−1
r−1∏
i=1

(
αi +

1
αi
+ 2

)
.

Proof. Denote by f ′ and f⋆ the unique element in πα satisfying f ′|K′N ≡ 1 and f⋆|K⋆
N
≡ 1, respectively. Then

(πα)K′N and (πα)K⋆
N are free L-modules generated by f ′ and f⋆, respectively. The proposition follows from the

following two identities:

T′⋆N f⋆ =
r−1∏
i=1

(1 + αi) · f ′,(4.7)

T⋆′N f ′ = qr2−1
r−1∏
i=1

(1 + α−1
i ) · f⋆.(4.8)

Put B′N B BN(F) ∩ K′N , B⋆
N B BN(F) ∩ K⋆

N , and K†N B K′N ∩ K⋆
N . For i ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1}, put

s′i B


Ii−1

1
I2r−2i

1
Ii−1

 , s⋆i B


Ii−1

ϖ−1

I2r−2i
ϖ

Ii−1


which belong to K′N and K⋆

N , respectively. For every subset I ⊆ {1, . . . , r − 1}, put

s′I B
∏
i∈I

s′i , s⋆I B
∏
i∈I

s⋆i .

For (4.7), we have natural bijections

K′NK⋆
N/K

⋆
N = K′N/K

†

N =
∏

I⊆{1,...,r−1}

B′N s′IK
†

N/K
†

N .
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Then

T′⋆N f⋆(1) =
∑

g∈K′NK⋆
N/K

⋆
N

f⋆(g)

=
∑

I⊆{1,...,r−1}

∑
u∈B′N/(B

′
N∩s′IK

†

N s′I )

f⋆(us′I)

=
∑

I⊆{1,...,r−1}

∑
u∈B′N/(B

′
N∩s′IK

†

N s′I )

f⋆(us′I s⋆I )

=
∑

I⊆{1,...,r−1}

∑
u∈B′N/(B

′
N∩s′IK

†

N s′I )

∏
i∈I

αiq2i−2r−1

=
∑

I⊆{1,...,r−1}

∣∣∣∣B′N/(B′N ∩ s′IK
†

N s′I)
∣∣∣∣ ·∏

i∈I

αiq2i−2r−1.

It is straightforward to check that the cardinality of B′N/(B
′
N ∩ s′IK

†

N s′I) is
∏

i∈I q2r+1−2i, which implies (4.7).
For (4.8), we have natural bijections

K⋆
NK′N/K

′
N = K⋆

N/K
†

N =
∏

I⊆{1,...,r−1}

B⋆
N s⋆I K†N/K

†

N .

Then

T⋆′N f ′(1) =
∑

g∈K⋆
NK′N/K

′
N

f ′(g)

=
∑

I⊆{1,...,r−1}

∑
u∈B⋆

N/(B
⋆
N∩s⋆I K†N s⋆I )

f ′(us⋆I )

=
∑

I⊆{1,...,r−1}

∑
u∈B⋆

N/(B
⋆
N∩s⋆I K†N s⋆I )

f ′(us⋆I s′I)

=
∑

I⊆{1,...,r−1}

∑
u∈B⋆

N/(B
⋆
N∩s⋆I K†N s⋆I )

∏
i∈I

α−1
i q2r+1−2i

=
∑

I⊆{1,...,r−1}

∣∣∣∣B⋆
N/(B

⋆
N ∩ s⋆I K†N s⋆I )

∣∣∣∣ ·∏
i∈I

α−1
i q2r+1−2i.

It is straightforward to check that the cardinality of B⋆
N/(B

⋆
N ∩ s⋆I K†N s⋆I ) is

∏
i∈{1,...,r−1}\I q2r+1−2i, which implies

(4.8).
The proposition is proved.23 □

5. Iwasawa’s main conjecture

In this section, we give the precise statement and the proof of our main theorems toward the Iwasawa main
conjecture formulated in [Liu].

We keep the setup in §4.1 and denote by ϵ(Π0 × Π1) ∈ {±1} the global Rankin–Selberg epsilon factor. To meet
with the common practice in the Iwasawa theory, in this section, we will turn ℓ-adic coefficients to p-adic ones
for the Galois representation, and turn p-adic special inert primes to ℓ-adic ones. Throughout this section, F′ will
always stand for a finite extension of F.

5.1. Results toward the main conjecture. Take a prime ℘ of E with the underlying rational prime p coprime to
Σ+min, and denote by O℘ the ring of integers of E℘ (for which we fix a uniformizer also denoted by ℘).

Notation 5.1.1. We introduce the following notation.

23A similar argument in the split case gives an alternative proof of [LTXZZ1, Proposition B.3.5(1)].
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(1) Put

¶℘(Π0,Π1) B
{
w ∈ Σp | w has degree one over F+, and Πα,w is ℘-ordinary for α = 0, 1

}
(Definition 2.1.5), which is stable under the complex conjugation and is possibly empty. Denote by
¶+℘(Π0,Π1) the subset of Σ+p underlying ¶℘(Π0,Π1).

(2) Put
℘Υ B GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)

/ ∏
v<Σ+∞∪¶+℘(Π0,Π1)

GF/F+(OF+v )

(see (4.1) for GF/F+), which is isomorphic to the product of Z
∑

v∈¶+℘(Π0 ,Π1)[F
+
v :Qp]

p and a finite group.
(3) Denote by ℘F the subfield of Fab containing F such that Gal(℘F /F) = ℘Υ in terms of the global class

field theory as in Lemma 4.1.4 (so that ℘F /F is unramified outside ¶℘(Π0,Π1)).

Take an intermediate field F ⊆ F ⊆ ℘F . We put ΥF B Gal(F /F) as a quotient of ℘Υ, ΛF B O℘[[ΥF ]] and
ΛF ,E℘ B ΛF ⊗O℘ E℘.

We first define two Iwasawa Selmer groups associated with ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n). Denote by V the underlying
E℘[ΓF]-module of the representation ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n). Choose a ΓF-stable O℘-lattice T of V and put W B V/T .

For every (finite) extension F′/F and every place w of F′, define the Bloch–Kato Selmer condition as

H1
f (F
′
w,V) B

0, if w is not above p,

ker
(
H1(F′w,V)→ H1(F′w,V ⊗Qp Bcris)

)
, if w is above p.

(5.1)

We then define H1
f (F
′
w,W) (resp. H1

f (F
′
w,T )) to be the propagation of H1

f (F
′
w,V), that is, the image (resp. preimage)

of H1
f (F
′
w,V) along the natural map H1(F′w,V) → H1(F′w,W) (resp. H1(F′w,T ) → H1(F′w,V)). The global Bloch–

Kato Selmer groups are defined as

H1
f (F
′,W) B ker

H1(F′,W)→
∏

w

H1(F′w,W)
H1

f (F
′
w,W)

 ,
H1

f (F
′,T ) B ker

H1(F′,T )→
∏

w

H1(F′w,T )
H1

f (F
′
w,T )

 .
Finally, we put

X (F ,T ) B lim
←−−

F⊆F′⊆F

HomO℘

(
H1

f (F
′,W), E℘/O℘

)
, S (F ,T ) B lim

←−−
F⊆F′⊆F

H1
f (F
′,T )

as ΛF -modules, where the transition maps are the (dual of) restriction maps and the corestriction maps, respec-
tively. It is a standard fact that the ΛF -modules X (F ,T ) and S (F ,T ) are both finitely generated.

Definition 5.1.2. We define

X (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) BX (F ,T ) ⊗O℘ E℘, S (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) B S (F ,T ) ⊗O℘ E℘,

which are finitely generated ΛF ,E℘-modules independent of the choice of T .

In [Liu], the author defined
❖ when ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = 1, an anticyclotomic ℘-adic L-function LF (Π0 × Π1) ∈ ΛF ,E℘ (which will be recalled

in §5.4; see Proposition 5.4.4 and Notation 5.4.5), and
❖ when ϵ(Π0 ×Π1) = −1, a ΛF ,E℘-submodule K (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) ⊆ S (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) (which will

be recalled in §5.5; see Definition 5.5.2); and we put

T (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) B
S (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n))
K (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n))

.

Definition 5.1.3. We say that a prime ℘ of E with the underlying rational prime p is admissible (with respect to
(Π0,Π1)) if
(A1): p > 4n;
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(A2): Σ+min does not contain p-adic places (in particular, p is unramified in F);
(A3): ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘ is residually absolutely irreducible;24

(A4): for α = 0, 1, there exists a prime wα of F not in Σmin ∪ Σp that splits over F+, such that the elements of the
Satake parameter α(Πα,wα) are distinct for which ∥w∥ is not a ratio;

(A5): same as (L5) in [LTXZZ1, Definition 8.1.1] but with P(T ) =
∏n0

i=1(1−(−T )i) in (L5-2) (so that the condition
becomes stronger);

(A6): same as (L6) in [LTXZZ1, Definition 8.1.1].

Theorem 5.1.4. Assume Hypothesis 2.2.5 for both n and n + 1. For every admissible prime ℘ of E in the sense of
Definition 5.1.3 and every moderate intermediate field F ⊆ F ⊆ ℘F (Definition 1.1.1), the following holds (while
invoking Notation 1.2.2).

(1) Suppose that ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = 1. If LF (Π0 × Π1) , 0, then
(a) X (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) has ΛF ,E℘-rank zero;
(b) S (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) vanishes;
(c) LF (Π0 × Π1) belongs to char

(
X (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n))

)
.

(2) Suppose that ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = −1. If K (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) , 0, then
(a) X (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) has ΛF ,E℘-rank one;
(b) S (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) is a torsion free ΛF ,E℘-module of rank one;

(c) char
(
T (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n))

)2
is contained in char

(
X (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n))

)
.

This theorem implies Theorem 1.2.3 in view of Remark 2.2.6. The proof of Theorem 5.1.4 will be given in §5.6.
Meanwhile, we prove Theorem 1.2.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.2.4. Case (1) has been explained in Remark 1.2.5. For Case (2), (A1,A2) clearly exclude
only finitely primes; (A5,A6) exclude only finitely primes by the same argument for (L5,L6) in [LTXZZ1,
Lemma 8.1.4]; and (A4) excludes only finitely primes by the proof of [LTXZZ1, Corollary D.1.4]. It remains
to consider (A3). By [LTXZZ1, Proposition 4.2.3(1)] and the condition (2b), for all but finitely many ℘, both ρΠ0,℘

and ρΠ1,℘ are residually absolutely irreducible. Now by the condition (2a) and [LTXZZ1, Lemma 8.1.5], (A3)
holds for all but finitely many ℘. The theorem is proved. □

In the rest of this subsection, we make some early preparation.

Remark 5.1.5. In (5.1), for w above p, H1
f (F
′
w,V) coincides with

ker
(
H1(F′w,V)→ H1(IF′w ,V ⊗Qp Bcris)

)
since H1(κ′w, (V ⊗Qp Bcris)

IF′w ) vanishes, where κ′w denotes the residue field of F′w.

Lemma 5.1.6. Suppose that ℘ satisfies (A3,A4) in Definition 5.1.3. Then for α = 0, 1, the composite homomor-

phism T
Σ+min
nα

ϕΠα
−−−→ OE → OE/℘ is cohomologically generic in the sense of [LTXZZ1, Definition D.1.1].

Proof. When F+ , Q, this has been proved in [LTXZZ1, Proposition D.1.3]. We assume F+ = Q. Take an
arbitrary element N ∈ {n, n + 1}, and write Π for Π0 or Π1, depending on whether N = n0 or N = n1. We need
to prove that for every standard indefinite hermitian space V over F of rank N and every decomposable neat open
compact subgroup K ⊆ U(V)(A∞) that is hyperspecial away from a finite subset □ of rational primes containing
Σ+min,

Hi(Sh(V,K)F ,O℘)m□ = 0, i , N − 1,(5.2)

where m□ denotes the kernel of the composite map T□N
ϕΠ
−−→ OE → OE/℘. We would like to invoke the very recent

result on the vanishing of torsion cohomology [HL]. However, there is a small caveat that our Shimura variety
Sh(V,K) is not of PEL type. To overcome this issue, we pass the problem to the Shimura variety for GU(V), which
is of PEL type.

24Note that this is stronger that (L3) and (L4) in [LTXZZ1, Definition 8.1.1] combined.
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Denote by KK the set of decomposable neat open compact subgroups KG ⊆ GU(V)(A∞) satisfying KG ∩

U(V)(A∞) = K. For every KG ∈ KK, we denote by ShG(V,KG) the corresponding PEL type Shimura variety,
defined over F (or Q when N = 2); and we have a canonical morphism Sh(V,K)F → ShG(V,KG)F (which does
not descend to F in general). It is easy to see that one can find an element KG ∈ KK such that Sh(V,K)F is identi-
fied with a connected component of ShG(V,KG)F . By the Chebotarev density theorem, we may choose a prime w
as in (A4) whose underlying rational prime w < □. Let TG

N,w be the spherical Hecke algebra of GU(Vw), which is
canonically a polynomial ring over TN,w of one variable (coming from the similitude factor). Let mw be the kernel

of the composite map TN,w
ϕΠ
−−→ OE → OE/℘ and mG

w the maximal ideal of TG
N,w that is the inflation of mw. Now

we show (5.2). By [LTXZZ1, Lemma 6.1.11] (which is applicable by (A3)) and the Poincaré duality, it suffices to
show the vanishing of Hi(Sh(V,K)F ,O℘)m□ (for both Π and Π∨), or rather the vanishing of Hi(Sh(V,K)F ,O℘)mw ,
for i < N. However, the latter is a direct summand of Hi(ShG(V,KG)F ,O℘)mG

w
, which vanishes for i < N by

[HL, Theorem 1.3] (which is applicable by (A4)).
The lemma is proved. □

Definition 5.1.7. Let M be an R[ΓF]-module over a certain coefficient ring R. Let F′/F be a finite extension
contained in ℘F .

(1) We define the conjugation isomorphism to be the isomorphism

H1(F′,M) ≃ H1(F′,Mc)

obtained by sending an extension to its c-conjugate, which is R-linear but inverse Gal(F′/F)-equivariant.
(2) Similarly, for every place w of F, we have the local conjugation isomorphism⊕

w′ |w

H1(F′w′ ,M) ≃
⊕
w′ |wc

H1(F′w′ ,M
c).

Notation 5.1.8 (Hodge–Tate filtration). Take a prime w ∈ ¶℘(Π0,Π1). Since Vc is ordinary crystalline at w, there
exists a unique increasing filtration Fil•w T c (indexed by Z) of O℘[ΓFw]-modules satisfying that

❖ for every j ∈ Z, Gr j
w T c B Fil j

w T c/Fil j−1
w T c is a free O℘-module on which the inertia subgroup IFw acts

via χ− j
cyc, where χcyc : ΓF → Z

×
p is the p-adic cyclotomic character,

❖ Fil j
w T c = 0 for j < −n and Fil j

w T c = T c for j > n − 1.
We similarly define (Fil•w Vc,Gr•w Vc) and (Fil•w Wc,Gr•w Wc) in the obvious way.

Lemma 5.1.9. For every w ∈ ¶℘(Π0,Π1) and every finite extension K/Fw, the sequence

H1(K,Fil−1
w Vc)→ H1(K,Vc)→ H1(K,Vc ⊗Qp Bcris)

is exact.

Proof. By [Car14, Theorem 1.1], we know that the E℘[ΓK]-module Vc is pure of weight −1. Since both Π0 and Π1

are ℘-ordinary at w, Vc satisfies the Panchishkin condition in [Nek93, 6.7] with the filtration Fil−1
w Vc ⊆ Vc. Now

the lemma follows from the first sentence in the proof of [Nek93, Lemma 6.8]. □

5.2. Iwasawa Selmer groups. In this section, we define and study Selmer groups of Galois modules over the
Iwasawa algebra.

From now on to the end of end of §5.6, we fix a prime ℘ of E whose underlying rational prime p is coprime to
Σ+min and an intermediate field F ⊆ F ⊆ ℘F . Let ¶ be the set of places of F ramified in F , which is a subset of
¶℘(Π0,Π1) stable under the complex conjugation, and denote by ¶+ the subset of Σ+p underlying ¶. Put

Υ B GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)
/ ∏

v<Σ+∞∪¶+
GF/F+(OF+v ) ,

Λ B O℘[[Υ]] and ΛE℘ B Λ ⊗O℘ E℘. Denote by † the involution on Λ and ΛE℘ induced by the inverse on Υ.

Notation 5.2.1. Let Θ be a Λ-ring.
(1) We denote by Θ† the Λ-ring obtained by twisting the Λ-action by †.
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(2) For every O℘[ΓF]-module M, put MΘ B M ⊗O℘ Θ, regarded as an O℘[ΓF]-module on which ΓF acts on Θ
via the quotient ΓF → Υ.

(3) The notation Mc
Θ

means Mc ⊗O℘ Θ, rather than (MΘ)c (which is isomorphic to (Mc)Θ† as an O℘[ΓF]-
module).

The lemma below shows that H1(Fv,MΘ) behaves nicely for a place v of F+ that is inert in F.

Lemma 5.2.2. Let w be a nonarchimedean place of F that is inert over F+. For every O℘[ΓF]-module M and
every Λ-ring Θ, the natural map M → MΘ induces an isomorphism

H1(Fw,MΘ) = H1(Fw,M) ⊗O℘ Θ.

Proof. This is a consequence of Lemma 4.1.4, which implies that the decomposition group of F at w maps to the
identity in Υ. □

Recall that V is the underlying E℘[ΓF]-module of the representation ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n). Fix a ΓF-stable O℘-lattice
T of V together with a perfect symmetric ΓF-invariant pairing

( , ) : T × T c → O℘(1).(5.3)

Put W B V/T .
Take a Λ-ring Θ (for example, ΛF ). The Θ-linearization of (5.3) induces a perfect symmetric ΓF-equivariant

pairing
( , )Θ : TΘ × T cΘ → Θ(1).

Denote by WΘ and VΘ the Cartier dual and the Tate dual of T c
Θ

and Vc
Θ

, that is,

WΘ B HomO℘

(
T cΘ, E℘/O℘(1)

)
, VΘ B HomO℘

(
VcΘ, E℘(1)

)
.

respectively. It is clear from the pairing ( , )Θ that whenΘ as an O℘-module is finitely generated, we have canonical
ΓF-equivariant isomorphisms WΘ ≃ WΘ† and VΘ ≃ VΘ† .

For every nonarchimedean place w of F, we have the induced local Tate pairing

⟨ , ⟩w : H1(Fw,WΘ) × H1(Fw,T cΘ)→ H2(Fw, E℘/O℘(1)) = E℘/O℘(1),(5.4)

which is perfect.

Definition 5.2.3. Suppose that Θ is p-torsion free. Let w be a place of F.

(1) Define the Bloch–Kato Selmer structure at w on Vc
Θ

to be

H1
f (Fw,VcΘ) B



0, w ∈ Σ∞,

ker
(
H1(Fw,VcΘ)→ H1(IFw ,V

c
Θ)

)
, w ∈ Σ \ (Σ∞ ∪ Σp),

ker
(
H1(Fw,VcΘ)→ H1(IFw ,V

c
Θ ⊗Qp Bcris)

)
, w ∈ Σp \ ¶,

ker
(
H1(Fw,VcΘ)→ H1(Fw, (Vc/Fil−1

w Vc)Θ)
)
, w ∈ ¶.

See Notation 5.1.8 for Fil•w Vc.
(2) Define the Bloch–Kato Selmer structure H1

f (Fw,T cΘ) at w on T c
Θ

to be the propagation of that on Vc
Θ

along
the map T c

Θ
→ Vc

Θ
.

(3) Define the Bloch–Kato Selmer structure H1
f (Fw,WΘ) at w on WΘ to be the annihilator of that on T c

Θ
under

the local Tate pairing ⟨ , ⟩w (5.4).

We then have global Selmer groups H1
f (F,V

c
Θ

), H1
f (F,T

c
Θ

), and H1
f (F,W

Θ) accordingly.

Remark 5.2.4. The Selmer groups defined above are functorial in Θ. More precisely, given a map Θ → Θ′ of
Λ-rings that are p-torsion, the image of H1

f (Fw,VcΘ) (resp. H1
f (Fw,T cΘ), H1

f (Fw,WΘ
′

)) is contained in H1
f (Fw,VcΘ′)

(resp. H1
f (Fw,T cΘ′), H1

f (Fw,WΘ)) under the natural maps between relevant cohomology groups, for every place w
of F; thus, we have a similar statement for global Selmer groups.
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Remark 5.2.5. When Θ = Λ†
F

, Shapiro’s lemma gives canonical isomorphisms

H1(F,T cΘ) =

 lim
←−−

F⊆F′⊆F

H1(F′,T c)

 ⊗ΛF ,† ΛF ,
H1(F,WΘ) = lim

−−→
F⊆F′⊆F

H1(F′,W),

H1(F,VcΘ) = H1(F,T cΘ) ⊗O℘ E℘ =

 lim
←−−

F⊆F′⊆F

H1(F′,T c)

 ⊗ΛF ,† ΛF ,E℘
of ΛF -modules (see [Col98, Proposition II.1.1] for more details). In particular, the conjugation isomorphisms
(Definition 5.1.7) induce canonical isomorphisms

H1(F,T cΘ) ≃ lim
←−−

F⊆F′⊆F

H1(F′,T ),

H1(F,VcΘ) = H1(F,T cΘ) ⊗O℘ E℘ ≃

 lim
←−−

F⊆F′⊆F

H1(F′,T )

 ⊗O℘ E℘

of ΛF -modules.25

The following two lemmas show the consistency between Definition 5.2.3 and the Selmer structures from the
previous subsection.

Lemma 5.2.6. Take Θ = Λ†F′ for a finite extension F′ of F contained in F . Let w be a place of F.

(1) Under the isomorphism H1(Fw,VcΘ) ≃
⊕

w′ |w H1(F′w′ ,V) from (the local analogue of) Remark 5.2.5,
H1

f (F,V
c
Θ

) coincides with
⊕

w′ |w H1
f (F
′
w′ ,V) from (5.1).

(2) Under the isomorphism H1(Fw,T cΘ) ≃
⊕

w′ |w H1(F′w′ ,T ) from (the local analogue of) Remark 5.2.5,
H1

f (F,T
c
Θ

) coincides with
⊕

w′ |w H1
f (F
′
w′ ,T ) from the one after (5.1).

(3) Under the canonical isomorphism

H1(Fw,VΘ) ≃ H1(Fw,VΛF′ ) ≃
⊕
w′ |w

H1(F′w′ ,V),

the annihilator of H1
f (Fw,VcΘ) with respect to the perfect pairing

H1(Fw,VΘ) × H1(Fw,VcΘ)→ H2(Fw, E℘(1)) = E℘

coincides with
⊕

w′ |w H1
f (F
′
w′ ,V) from (5.1).

(4) Under the canonical isomorphism

H1(Fw,WΘ) ≃ H1(Fw,WΛF′ ) ≃
⊕
w′ |w

H1(F′w′ ,W),

H1
f (Fw,WΘ) coincides with

⊕
w′ |w H1

f (F
′
w′ ,W) from the one after (5.1).

Proof. Part (2) follows from (1). Part (4) follows from (3).
Part (1) is obvious for w < Σp, follows from Lemma 5.1.9 for w ∈ ¶, and follows from Remark 5.1.5 for

w ∈ Σp \ ¶.
For (3), we may assume w ∈ Σp since otherwise it is trivial. Then it follows from the well-known fact that

H1
f (F
′
w′ ,V) and H1

f (F
′
w′ ,V

c) are mutual annihilators under the local Tate pairing for every p-adic place w′ of
F′. □

Lemma 5.2.7. Suppose that F satisfies Definition 1.1.1(1).

25We warn the readers that H1(F,Vc
Θ

) is not isomorphic to lim
←−−F⊆F′⊆F

H1(F′,V) in general.
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(1) For every place w of F, the natural map

H1
f (Fw,T c

Λ
†

F

)→ lim
←−−

F⊆F′⊆F

H1
f (Fw,T c

Λ
†

F′
),

which exists by Remark 5.2.4, is an isomorphism.
(2) Under the isomorphism

H1(F,T c
Λ
†

F

) ≃ lim
←−−

F⊆F′⊆F

H1(F′,T )

from Remark 5.2.5, H1
f (F,T

c

Λ
†

F

) coincides with S (F ,T ).

(3) Under the isomorphism

H1(F,WΛ
†

F ) ≃ lim
−−→

F⊆F′⊆F

H1(F′,W)

from Remark 5.2.5, HomO℘(H1
f (F,W

Λ
†

F ), E℘/O℘) coincides with X (F ,T ).

Proof. For (1), the case for w ∈ Σ∞ is trivial. For w ∈ Σp \ ¶, we have the commutative diagram

0 // H1
f (Fw,T c

Λ
†

F

) //

��

H1(Fw,T c
Λ
†

F

) //

��

H1(IFw ,V
c

Λ
†

F

⊗Qp Bcris)Γκw

��
0 // lim

←−−
F⊆F′⊆F

H1
f (Fw,T c

Λ
†

F′
) // lim

←−−
F⊆F′⊆F

H1(Fw,T c
Λ
†

F′
) // lim

←−−
F⊆F′⊆F

H1(IFw ,V
c

Λ
†

F′
⊗Qp Bcris)Γκw

in which the two rows are exact and the middle vertical arrow is an isomorphism. Thus, it suffices to show that the
right vertical map is injective. However, this map is identified with(

H1(IFw ,V
c ⊗Qp Bcris) ⊗Qp (O℘[[ΥF ]] ⊗Zp Qp)

)Γκw
→

(
H1(IFw ,V

c ⊗Qp Bcris) ⊗Qp E℘[[ΥF ]]
)Γκw

as E℘-vector spaces, which is clearly injective. The case for w ∈ Σ \ (Σ∞ ∪ Σp) is the same.
For w ∈ ¶, by a similar diagram, it suffices to show that map

H1(Fw,V
c⌊w⌋
Λ
†

F

)→ lim
←−−

F⊆F′⊆F

H1(Fw, (Vc/Fil−1
w Vc)

Λ
†

F′
)

is injective. We claim that it is actually an isomorphism. It suffices to show that the maximal O℘-torsion submodule
of H1(Fw, (T c/Fil−1

w T c)
Λ
†

F′
) is annihilated by a power of ℘ independent of F′. For this, it suffices to show that

H0(Fw, (Wc/Fil−1
w Wc)

Λ
†

F′
) is annihilated by a power of ℘ independent of F′, which follows from Lemma 5.2.8(1)

below. The claim then follows.
Part (2) follows from (1).
For (3), it suffices to show that the natural map

lim
−−→

F⊆F′⊆F

H1
f (Fw,WΛ

†

F′ )→ H1
f (Fw,WΛ

†

F )

is an isomorphism for every place w of F, which is simply dual to the statement we just proved. □

Lemma 5.2.8. Let w ∈ ¶ be an element.
(1) Suppose that F satisfies Definition 1.1.1(1). There exists an integer k(w) ⩾ 0 such that ℘k(w) annihilates

H0(Fw,Wc/Fil−1
w Wc ⊗O℘ Ψ) for every ΛF -module Ψ.

(2) Suppose that F satisfies Definition 1.1.1(2) and p > n. For every intermediate field F ⊆ F′ ⊆ F and every
place w′ of F′ above w, the natural map H1(IF′w′

,T c/Fil−1
w T c)→ H1(IF′w′

,Vc/Fil−1
w Vc) is injective.

Proof. For (1), Definition 1.1.1(1) implies that one may choose an element Φ ∈ ΓFw ∩ ΓF that is a finite nonzero
power Frobenius element. Clearly, we have H0(Fw,Wc/Fil−1

w Wc ⊗O℘ Ψ) ⊆ (Wc/Fil−1
w Wc)Φ=1 ⊗O℘ Ψ. Since V is

pure of weight −1 at w by [LTXZZ1, Lemma 8.1.6] and is crystalline at w, (Vc/Fil−1
w Vc)Φ=1 = 0, which implies

that (Wc/Fil−1
w Wc)Φ=1 is annihilated by a power of ℘; hence (1) follows.
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For (2), it is equivalent to showing that the map H0(IF′w′
,Vc/Fil−1

w Vc) → H0(IF′w′
,Wc/Fil−1

w Wc) is surjective.
Definition 1.1.1(2) and the fact that p is unramified in F imply that the restriction of χcyc to IF′w′

∩ ΓF is nontrivial
modulo p. When p > n, it follows that H0(IF′w′

,Vc/Fil−1
w Vc) = Gr0

w Vc and H0(IF′w′
,Wc/Fil−1

w Wc) = Gr0
w Wc;

hence (2) follows. □

In view of Lemma 5.2.7(2), the lemma below confirms the torsion freeness of S (F ,V) in Theorem 5.1.4 in a
more general setting.

Lemma 5.2.9. Suppose that T/℘T is an absolutely irreducible representation of ΓF . For every integral p-torsion
free Λ-ring Θ, the Θ-module H1

f (F,T
c
Θ

) is torsion free.

Proof. It suffices to show that H1(F,T c
Θ

) is Θ-torsion free. For every nonzero element f ∈ Θ, we have the short
exact sequence

0→ T c ⊗O℘ Θ
f ·
−→ T c ⊗O℘ Θ→ T c ⊗O℘ Θ/ fΘ→ 0

as Θ is integral. It suffices to show that H0(F,T c⊗O℘Θ/ fΘ) vanishes. Indeed, since T/℘T is absolutely irreducible
of dimension at least two, every ΓF-stable subquotient of T c ⊗O℘ Θ/ fΘ has trivial invariants. The lemma follows.

□

Notation 5.2.10. For every closed point x of SpecΛF ,E℘ , we denote by
❖ Ex its residue field, which is a finite extension of E℘,
❖ Ox the ring of integers of Ex and ℘x the maximal ideal of Ox,
❖ Θx the image of the natural homomorphism ΛF → Ox, which is a subring of Ox of finite index,
❖ Px the kernel of ΛF → Θx.

Notation 5.2.11. For a Noetherian regular ring R and a finitely generated R-module M, denote by NFR(M) the
minimal Zariski closed subset of Spec R away from which M is locally free.

(1) We put

XF B NFΛF ,E℘

(
H2(Fur/F,Vc

Λ
†

F

)
)
,

where Fur ⊆ F denotes the maximal extension of F that is unramified outside Σmin ∪ Σp, which is a proper
Zariski closed subsets of SpecΛF ,E℘ .

(2) Denote by YF the Zariski closure of closed points x of SpecΛF ,E℘ such that the natural map

H1
f (F,V

c

Λ
†

F

)/PxH1
f (F,V

c

Λ
†

F

)→ H1(Fur/F,Vc
Λ
†

F

)/PxH1(Fur/F,Vc
Λ
†

F

)

is not injective, which is also a proper Zariski closed subsets of SpecΛF ,E℘ by Lemma 5.2.12 below.

Lemma 5.2.12. The Zariski closed subset YF of SpecΛF ,E℘ has codimension at least two.

Proof. It follows from the definition that H1(Fur/F,Vc
Λ
†

F

)/H1
f (F,V

c

Λ
†

F

) is a ΛF ,E℘-submodule of∏
w∈Σmin∪Σp

H1(Fw,Vc
Λ
†

F

)/H1
f (Fw,Vc

Λ
†

F

),

which is, in particular, finitely generated.
Now for a closed point x of SpecΛF ,E℘ at which H1(Fur/F,Vc

Λ
†

F

)/H1
f (F,V

c

Λ
†

F

) is locally free, we have

Tor
ΛF ,E℘
1

(
H1(Fur/F,Vc

Λ
†

F

)/H1
f (F,V

c

Λ
†

F

), Ex

)
= 0,

which implies that the map H1
f (F,V

c

Λ
†

F

)/PxH1
f (F,V

c

Λ
†

F

) → H1(Fur/F,Vc
Λ
†

F

)/PxH1(Fur/F,Vc
Λ
†

F

) is injective. It

follows that YF is contained in NFΛF ,E℘

(
H1(Fur/F,Vc

Λ
†

F

)/H1
f (F,V

c

Λ
†

F

)
)
. Now Lemma 5.2.8(1) implies that

the ΛF ,E℘-module H1(Fw, (Vc/Fil−1
w Vc)

Λ
†

F

) is torsion free for w ∈ ¶. It is obvious that the ΛF ,E℘-modules



78 YIFENG LIU, YICHAO TIAN, AND LIANG XIAO

H1(Fw,Vc
Λ
†

F

) are H1(Fw,Vc
Λ
†

F

⊗Qp Bcris) are torsion free for w ∈ Σmin and w ∈ Σp \ ¶, respectively. It follows

that H1(Fur/F,Vc
Λ
†

F

)/H1
f (F,V

c

Λ
†

F

) is a torsion free ΛF ,E℘-module. Thus, NFΛF ,E℘

(
H1(Fur/F,Vc

Λ
†

F

)/H1
f (F,V

c

Λ
†

F

)
)

has

codimension at least two and the lemma follows. □

The main result of this subsection is the following two control theorems (though we label them propositions).

Proposition 5.2.13. Suppose that F is moderate and that T/℘T is an absolutely irreducible representation of ΓF .
For every closed point x of SpecΛF ,E℘ \ (XF ∪ YF ) (Notation 5.2.11), the natural map

H1
f (F,V

c

Λ
†

F

)/PxH1
f (F,V

c

Λ
†

F

)→ H1
f (F,V

c

O†x
)

is injective.

Proof. In what follows, we abbreviate Hi(F,−) for Hi(Fur/F,−). As x does not locate in YF , it suffices to show
that the natural map

H1(F,Vc
Λ
†

F

)/PxH1(F,Vc
Λ
†

F

)→ H1(F,Vc
O†x

)

is an isomorphism for every closed point x of SpecΛF ,E℘ \ XF . Put Λx B (ΛF ,E℘)(x). Since Λx is a regular local
ring, we may choose a sequence { f1, . . . , fd} of ΛF that is regular in ΛF ,E℘ and generates ker (Λx → Ex). For every
0 ⩽ i ⩽ d, we have the natural map

qi : H1(F,Vc
Λ
†

F

)/( f1, . . . , fi)H1(F,Vc
Λ
†

F

)→ H1(F,Vc(ΛF /( f1,..., fi))†
).

Our goal is to show that qd ⊗ΛF ,E℘ Λx is an isomorphism. We prove by induction on i that qi ⊗ΛF ,E℘ Λx is an
isomorphism and that H2(F,Vc

(ΛF /( f1,..., fi))†
) ⊗ΛF ,E℘ Λx is a finite free Λx/( f1, . . . , fi)-module. When i = 0, the first

statement is trivial and the second one follows from the definition of XF . Suppose the two statements hold for i.
Consider the short exact sequence

0→ Vc(ΛF /( f1,..., fi))†
fi+1·
−−−→ Vc(ΛF /( f1,..., fi))†

→ Vc(ΛF /( f1,..., fi+1))† → 0

of E℘[ΓF]-modules, which induces the short exact sequence

0 //
H1(F,Vc

(ΛF /( f1,..., fi))†
)

fi+1H1(F,Vc
(ΛF /( f1,..., fi))†

)
// H1(F,Vc

(ΛF /( f1,..., fi+1))†
) // H2(F,Vc

(ΛF /( f1,..., fi))†
)[ fi+1] // 0.

By the induction hypothesis, we have H2(F,Vc
(ΛF /( f1,..., fi))†

)[ fi+1] ⊗ΛF ,E℘ Λx = 0 and that qi ⊗ΛF ,E℘ Λx is an isomor-

phism. It follows that qi+1 ⊗ΛF ,E℘ Λx is an isomorphism. Since H3(F,Vc
(ΛF /( f1,..., fi))†

) = 0, we have

H2(F,Vc(ΛF /( f1,..., fi+1))†) =
H2(F,Vc

(ΛF /( f1,..., fi))†
)

fi+1H2(F,Vc
(ΛF /( f1,..., fi))†

)
.

By the induction hypothesis, H2(F,Vc
(ΛF /( f1,..., fi+1))†

) ⊗ΛF ,E℘ Λx is a finite free Λx/( f1, . . . , fi+1)-module. The propo-
sition is proved. □

Proposition 5.2.14. Suppose that F is moderate, that p ⩾ 2n + 1, and that T/℘T is an absolutely irreducible
representation of ΓF . For every closed point x of SpecΛF ,E℘ , both the kernel and the cokernel of the natural map

H1
f (F,W

O†x)→ H1
f (F,W

Λ
†

F )[Px]

are finite with orders bounded by a constant depending only on |Ox/Θx|.

To prove this proposition, we start with a lemma on the local control.
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Lemma 5.2.15. Suppose that F is moderate. Let w be a place of F and assume p ⩾ 2n + 1 if w ∈ Σp \ ¶ such that
the image of ΓFw in ΥF is nontrivial. Then for every closed point x of SpecΛF ,E℘ , both the kernel and the cokernel
of the natural map

im
(
H1

f (Fw,T c
Λ
†

F

)→ H1(Fw,T c
Θ
†
x
)
)
→ H1

f (Fw,T cO†x
)(5.5)

(Remark 5.2.4) are finite with orders bounded by a constant depending only on |Ox/Θx|.

Proof. We may assume that w is nonarchimedean. It is clear that the kernel of (5.5) is contained in the kernel of
the natural map H1(Fw,T c

Θ
†
x
) → H1(Fw,T cO†x

), which is a subquotient of T c ⊗O℘ (Ox/Θx) hence is finite with order

bounded by a constant depending only on |Ox/Θx|. Thus, it suffices to bound the cokernel. There are four cases.
First, suppose that the image of ΓFw in ΥF is trivial. Since the map ΛF → Θx is surjective,

im
(
H1

f (Fw,T c
Λ
†

F

)→ H1(Fw,T c
Θ
†
x
)
)
= im

(
H1

f (Fw,T c)→ H1(Fw,T c)
)
⊗O℘ Θ

†
x = H1

f (Fw,T c) ⊗O℘ Θ
†
x.

On the other hand, H1
f (Fw,T cO†x

) = H1
f (Fw,T c) ⊗O℘ O†x, and the map (5.5) is simply the one induced by the natural

map Θx → Ox. It follows that the cokernel of (5.5) is finite with order bounded by a constant depending only on
|Ox/Θx|.

Second, suppose that the image of ΓFw in ΥF is nontrivial (hence infinite as ΥF is torsion free) and w is not
above p. Then the conclusion follows from the same proof of [MR04, Lemma 5.3.13].

Third, suppose that w belongs to ¶. Denote by H1
ord(Fw,T cΘ) the image of H1(Fw, (Fil−1

w T c)Θ) in H1(Fw,T cΘ)
(Notation 5.1.8) for every ΛF -ring Θ, which is contained in H1

f (Fw,T cΘ). Thus, it suffices to consider

K B coker
(
H1

ord(Fw,T c
Λ
†

F

)→ H1
f (Fw,T cO†x

)
)
,

which fits into the exact sequence

coker
(
H1(Fw, (Fil−1

w T c)
Λ
†

F

)→ H1(Fw, (Fil−1
w T c)O†x

)
)
→ K → ker

(
H1(Fw, (T c/Fil−1

w T c)O†x
)→ H1(Fw, (Vc/Fil−1

w Vc)O†x
)
)
.

By local Tate duality, the dual of coker
(
H1(Fw, (Fil−1

w T c)
Λ
†

F

)→ H1(Fw, (Fil−1
w T c)O†x

)
)

is isomorphic to

ker

H1(Fwc , (Wc/Fil−1
wc Wc)Ox)→ lim

−−→
F⊆F′⊆F

H1(Fwc , (Wc/Fil−1
wc Wc)ΛF′ )

 ,
which is a quotient of H0(Fwc , (Wc/Fil−1

wc Wc) ⊗O℘ Ψx), where Ψx B
(
lim
−−→F⊆F′⊆F

ΛF′

)
/Ox as a ΛF -module. On

the other hand,
ker

(
H1(Fw, (T c/Fil−1

w T c)O†x
)→ H1(Fw, (Vc/Fil−1

w Vc)O†x
)
)

is a quotient of H0(Fw, (Wc/Fil−1
w Wc) ⊗O℘ O†x). By Lemma 5.2.8(1), both H0(Fwc , (Wc/Fil−1

wc Wc) ⊗O℘ Ψx) and
H0(Fw, (Wc/Fil−1

w Wc) ⊗O℘ O†x) are annihilated by a power of ℘ independent of x, hence so does K. It follows that
the cokernel of (5.5) is finite with order bounded by a constant depending only on |Ox/Θx|.

Last, suppose that w belongs to Σp \ ¶ such that the image of ΓFw in ΥF is nontrivial. The proof relies on the
Fontaine–Laffaille theory which we now recall. Note that Fw is an unramified extension over Qp and we denote
by σ the Frobenius map on Fw. Take integers a ⩽ 0 ⩽ b satisfying b − a ⩽ p − 2. We denote by MFw(Zp)[a,b] the
category of OFw-modules M equipped with

❖ a decreasing filtration {Fili M}i∈Z by OFw-direct summands satisfying Fila M = M and Filb+1 M = 0;
❖ a σ-linear maps Φi : Fili M → M for i ∈ Z, satisfying Φi|Fili+1 M = pΦi+1 and

∑
i∈ZΦ

i Fili M = M;
and by MFw(Zp)f.l.

[a,b] the full subcategory of MFw(Zp)[a,b] spanned by OFw-modules of finite length. Let Zp[ΓFw]f.l.

be the category of Zp-modules of finite lengths equipped with a continuous action of ΓFw . Then the Fontaine–
Laffaille theory provides us with an exact fully faithful functor

Gw : MFw(Zp)f.l.
[a,b] → Zp[ΓFw]f.l..
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Now let R be a local Zp-ring that is a finite free Zp-module. Denote by R[ΓFw]cris
[a,b] the category of finite free

R-modules N equipped with a continuous action of ΓFw such that N/pkN belongs to the image of the functor Gw
above for every positive integer k. Then passing to the limit, Gw induces an equivalence of categories

Gw : MFw(R)free
[a,b]

∼
−→ R[ΓFw]cris

[a,b],

where MFw(R)free
[a,b] denotes the full subcategory of MFw(Zp)[a,b] spanned by objects (M,Fili M,Φi) in which M is

a free OFw ⊗Zp R-module, each Fili M is an OFw ⊗Zp R-direct summand, and each Φi is R-linear.
For an object N ∈ R[ΓFw]cris

[a,b], we put

Dw(N) B G−1
w (N) = lim

←−−
k

G−1
w (N/pkN).

When N ∈ R[ΓFw]cris
[a,b] is unramified (for example, R with the trivial action of ΓFw), Dw(N) = (N⊗̂ZpOF̆w

)ΓFw

equipped with the trivial filtration and Φ0 induced from the Frobenius map on F̆w, where F̆w denotes a complete
maximal unramified extension of Fw.

Now consider a general object N ∈ R[ΓFw]cris
[a,b]. We have forgetful functors MFw(R)free

[a,b] → MFw(Zp)free
[a,b] and

R[ΓFw]cris
[a,b] → Zp[ΓFw]cris

[a,b], which are compatible with Gw.
(1) By [BK90, Lemma 4.4], we have an isomorphism

Ext1
MFw(Zp)free

[a,b]
(Dw(Zp),Dw(N)) ≃ Dw(N)/(Φ0 − 1)Dw(N)

of OFw ⊗Zp R-modules, functorial in N.
(2) By [Bre99, Proposition 6], Zp[ΓFw]cris

[a,b] is exactly the category of finite free Zp-modules N equipped with
a continuous action of ΓFw such that N ⊗Zp Qp is crystalline with Hodge–Tate weights in [a, b]. It follows
that the image of the canonical inclusion

Ext1
MFw(Zp)free

[a,b]
(Dw(Zp),Dw(N)) ↪→ H1(Fw,N) = Ext1Zp[ΓFw ](Zp,N)

induced by Gw coincides with H1
f (Fw,N).

We apply the above discussion to [a, b] = [−n, n − 1] by noting that T c ∈ O℘[ΓFw]cris
[−n,n−1] and p ⩾ 2n + 1.

For every F ⊆ F′ ⊆ F , the universal character χw,F′ : ΓFw → Λ
×
F′ is unramified. For every closed point x of

SpecΛF ,E℘ , the induced character χw,x : ΓFw → O×x is also unramified. By (1,2) and Lemma 5.2.7(1), the natural
map H1

f (Fw,T c
Λ
†

F

)→ H1
f (Fw,T cO†x

) is isomorphic to

lim
←−−

F⊆F′⊆F

(
Dw(T c

Λ
†

F′
)/(Φ0 − 1)Dw(T c

Λ
†

F′
)
)
→ Dw(T c

O†x
)/(Φ0 − 1)Dw(T c

O†x
),

whose cokernel is a subquotient of the cokernel of the natural map

δx : lim
←−−

F⊆F′⊆F

Dw(T c
Λ
†

F′
)→ Dw(T c

O†x
).

However, we have

Dw(T c
Λ
†

F′
) = Dw(T c) ⊗OFw⊗Zp O℘ Dw(χ−1

w,F′), Dw(T c
O†x

) = Dw(T c) ⊗OFw⊗Zp O℘ Dw(χ−1
w,x),

and that δx is identified with the natural map

Dw(T c) ⊗OFw⊗Zp O℘

 lim
←−−

F⊆F′⊆F

Dw(χ−1
w,F′)

→ Dw(T c) ⊗OFw⊗Zp O℘ Dw(χ−1
w,x)

of OFw ⊗Zp O℘-modules, which itself is isomorphic to

Dw(T c) ⊗O℘ ΛF → Dw(T c) ⊗O℘ Ox.

Thus, the cokernel of δx is finite with cardinality at most |Ox/Θx|
n(n+1)[Fw:Qp].

The lemma is all proved. □
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Proof of Proposition 5.2.14. By the dual statement of Lemma 5.2.15 via the local Tate pairing (5.4), it suffices to
show that the natural map

H1(F,WO†x) = H1(F,WΛ
†

F [Px])→ H1(F,WΛ
†

F )[Px]
is an isomorphism for every closed point x of SpecΛF ,E℘ . Indeed, (A3) in Definition 5.1.3 implies that every

O℘[ΓF]-subquotient of WΛ
†

F has trivial ΓF invariants. Thus, the conclusion follows from (the same proof of)
[MR04, Lemma 3.5.3]. The proposition is proved. □

5.3. Congruence modules. In this subsection, we define the notion of congruence modules, which are algebraic
quantities carried over through the process of arithmetic level raising.

From this point to the end of §5.6, we will
❖ assume Hypothesis 2.2.5 for both n and n + 1,
❖ assume that ℘ is an admissible prime of E in the sense of Definition 5.1.3; In particular, T/℘T is an

absolutely irreducible representation of ΓF (of dimension n(n + 1)) by (A3).

Notation 5.3.1. We introduce the following notation.
(1) Denote by L0 the set of primes of F+ not in Σ+min ∪ Σ

+
p that are inert in F. We sometimes also regard L0 as

a subset of Σ according to the context.
(2) Denote by N0 the set of (possibly empty) finite sets consisting of elements in L0 with distinct underlying

rational primes. For n ∈ N0, put nl B n ∪ {l} for l ∈ L0 whose underlying rational prime is coprime to n,
and n/l B n \ {l} for l ∈ n.

(3) Following [How06], we define a directed graph X0 with vertices v(n) indexed by elements in N0, and
arrows a(n, nl) from v(n) to v(nl) for l ∈ L0 \ n.

(4) For every n ∈ N0, put ϵ(n) B (−1)|n|, and denote by n the set of underlying rational primes of n.
(5) Finally, put

N
def
0 B {n ∈ N0 | ϵ(n) = ϵ(Π0 × Π1)}, N

indef
0 B {n ∈ N0 | ϵ(n) , ϵ(Π0 × Π1)}.

We now attach to the graph X0 some data.

Notation 5.3.2. We start from the initial datumV = (Vn,Vn+1;Λn,Λn+1; Kn,Kn+1) in which
❖ Vn is a standard definite/indefinite hermitian space (Definition 2.2.4 over F of rank n when ϵ(Π0 × Π1) =
+1/−1 and Vn+1 = (Vn)♯, satisfying the following: there exists an irreducible admissible representation πα
of U(Vnα)(A∞F+) whose base change is Πα for α = 0, 1, such that

HomU(Vn)(A∞
F+

) (π0 ⊠ π1,C) , 0,

where U(Vn) is regarded as the subgroup of U(Vn0)×U(Vn1) that is the graph of the natural homomorphism
U(Vn)→ U(Vn+1);

❖ Λn is a self-dual
∏

v<Σ+∞∪Σ+min
OFv-lattice in Vn ⊗F A

Σ∞∪Σmin
F and Λn+1 = (Λn)♯;

❖ (Kn,Kn+1) is an object in K(Vn)sp (Definition 2.2.3) of the form

KN =
∏

v∈Σ+min

(KN)v ×
∏

v<Σ+∞∪Σ+min

U(ΛN)(OF+v )

for N ∈ {n, n + 1} such that (πα)Knα , 0 for α = 0, 1.
(1) For every vertex v(n) of X0, we choose a datumVn = (Vnn,V

n
n+1;Λnn,Λ

n
n+1; Knn,K

n
n+1) in which

❖ Vnn is a standard definite/indefinite hermitian space over F of rank n when n ∈ Ndef
1 /Nindef

1 and Vnn+1 =

(Vnn)♯;
❖ Λnn is a

∏
v<Σ+∞∪Σ+min

OFv-lattice in Vnn ⊗F A
Σ∞∪Σmin
F satisfying Λnn ⊆ (Λnn)∨ and that (Λnn,v)∨/Λnn,v has

length one (resp. zero) when v ∈ n (resp. v < n), and Λnn+1 = (Λnn)♯;
❖ (Knn,K

n
n+1) is an object in K(Vnn)sp of the form

KnN =
∏

v∈Σ+min

(KnN)v ×
∏

v<Σ+∞∪Σ+min

U(ΛnN)(OF+v )

for N ∈ {n, n + 1},
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together with a datum jn = (jnn, j
n
n+1) in which jnN : VN ⊗Q A

∞,n → VnN ⊗Q A
∞,n are isometries sending

(ΛN)n to (ΛnN)n and (KN)n to (KnN)n for N ∈ {n, n + 1}, satisfying jnn+1 = (jnn)♯.
When n = ∅, we just takeV∅ to beV and j∅ to be the identity.

(2) For every arrow a = a(n, nl) of X0, we choose a datum ja = (ja
n, j

a
n+1) in which

ja
N : VnN ⊗Q A

∞,ℓ → VnlN ⊗Q A
∞,ℓ

(with ℓ the underlying rational prime of l) are isometries sending (ΛnN)ℓ to (ΛnlN)ℓ and (KnN)ℓ to (KnlN)ℓ and
such that jnlN = (ja

N)nl ◦ (jnN)nl for N ∈ {n, n + 1}, satisfying ja
n+1 = (ja

n)♯.
(3) For every n ∈ N0, put

Mn B

O℘[Sh(Vnn0
,Knn0

) × Sh(Vnn1
,Knn1

)], n ∈ Ndef
0 ,

H2n−1
ét ((Sh(Vnn0

,Knn0
) ×F Sh(Vnn1

,Knn1
))F ,O℘(n)), n ∈ Nindef

0 ,

which are modules over O℘ and O℘[ΓF], respectively, both finitely generated over O℘.
(4) For every m ∈ N0 and α = 0, 1, we

❖ put

Tmα B T
Σ+min∪Σ

+
m

nα

which acts onMn for every n ∈ N0 satisfying n ⊆ m;
❖ for every integer k ⩾ 1, put

nm,kα B Tmα ∩ ker
(
T
Σ+min
nα

ϕΠα
−−−→ OE → OE/℘

k
)

;

❖ write mmα for nm,1α , which is a maximal ideal of Tmα .

We fix a finite subset □V ⊆ Σ+ \ (Σ+∞∪Σ
+
min∪Σ

+
p) such that for α = 0, 1, the O℘-subrings of EndO℘M

∅ generated
by

⊗
v∈□V
Tnα,v and T∅α are the same. The subset □V depends on the choice of (Kn,Kn+1) in the initial datumV.

Definition 5.3.3. Let k ⩾ 1 be a positive integer.
(1) We denote by Lk the set of primes l of F+ (with the underlying rational prime ℓ) satisfying

(C1): l ∈ L0 and Σ+ℓ ∩ □V = ∅;
(C2): p does not divide ℓ

∏n0
i=1(1 − (−ℓ)i);

(C3): l is a very special inert prime (Definition 2.3.4);
(C4): Pα(Π0,l) mod℘k is level-raising special at l; Pα(Π1,l) mod℘ is Tate generic at l; Pα(Π0,l)⊗α(Π1,l) mod℘k

is level-raising special at l (all in Definition 2.1.4);
(C5): Pα(Πα,l) mod℘ is intertwining generic at l (Definition 2.1.4) for α = 0, 1.

(2) We denote byNk the set of (possibly empty) finite sets consisting of elements in Lk with distinct underlying
rational primes.

(3) We define the directed graph Xk to be the full subgraph of X0 spanned by Nk.
(4) We say that an element l of Lk is effective ifM{l}/(m{l}0 ,m

{l}

1 ) is nontrivial, and that an element n of Nk is
effective if it either empty or contains an effective element of Lk. We denote by Neff

k the subset of Nk of
effective elements. See Remark 5.3.10 for the reason of introducing this notion.

Remark 5.3.4. We have the following remarks concerning Definition 5.3.3.
(1) It is clear from the definition that L0 ⊇ L1 ⊇ L2 ⊇ · · · .
(2) Since both Π0 and Π1 are tempered, we have

⋂
k Lk = {∅}.

(3) For every l ∈ Lk with the underlying rational prime ℓ, there is a unique decomposition

T/℘kT = (T/℘kT )ϕl=1 ⊕ (T/℘kT )ϕl=ℓ
2
⊕ S

of O℘[ΓF,l]-modules such that Hi(Fl, S ) = 0 for every i ∈ Z. In particular, both H1
unr(Fl,T

c/℘kT c) and
H1

sing(Fl,T c/℘kT c) are free O℘/℘
k-modules of rank one.

(4) For every l ∈ L1, the set {k ⩾ 1 | l ∈ Lk} has a maximum, which we denote by k(l).
(5) By (A5) in Definition 5.1.3 and the Chebotarev density theorem, Lk has infinitely many elements for every

k ⩾ 1.
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(6) By (A3,A4,A6) in Definition 5.1.3 and Lemma 5.1.6, for every arrow a = a(n, nl) ∈ Xk with n ∈ Ndef
k ,

Assumptions 4.1.1, 4.1.3, 4.1.3 (which are required in Definition 4.2.1 and Theorem 4.2.3) are satisfied for
the data λ = ℘, m = k, Σ+lr,I = n,V

◦ = Vn, p = l,V′ = Vnl, and j = ja.
(7) By (A3,A4,A6) in Definition 5.1.3 and Lemma 5.1.6, for every arrow a = a(n, nl) ∈ Xk with n ∈ Nindef

k ,
Assumption 4.1.1 and Assumption 4.1.3 (which are required in Definition 4.3.2 and Theorem 4.3.6) are
satisfied the data λ = ℘, m = k, Σ+lr,II = n,V = V

n, p = l,V′ = Vnl, and j = ja.
(8) Similar to Remark 4.3.1, for every arrow a = a(n, nl) of Xk with n ∈ Nindef

k and every m ∈ Nk satisfying
nl ⊆ m, we have the map ℧a

0/n
m,k
0 for the reduction of the Shimura variety Sh(Vnn0

,Knn0
) at the place l.

Put Ndef
k B Nk ∩ N

def
0 and Nindef

k B Nk ∩ N
indef
0 . For every l ∈ L1, we fix isomorphisms

H1
unr(Fl,T

c/℘k(l)T c) ≃ O℘/℘
k(l), H1

sing(Fl,T c/℘k(l)T c) ≃ O℘/℘
k(l)(5.6)

once and for all, which is possible by Remark 5.3.4(3,4).
We now introduce congruence modules.

Definition 5.3.5. Let k ⩾ 1 be a positive integer.
(1) For n ∈ Nk, we define the congruence module (mod℘k) at n to be

Cn,k B

HomO℘

(
Mn/(nn,k0 , nn,k1 ),O℘/℘

k
)
, n ∈ Ndef

k ,

HomO℘[ΓF ]
(
Mn/(nn,k0 , nn,k1 ),T c/℘kT c

)
, n ∈ Nindef

k .

(2) For every arrow a = a(n, nl) of Xk with n ∈ Ndef
k , we define the reciprocity map

ϱa,k : Cn,k → Cnl,k

of O℘-modules, which is an isomorphism for n ∈ Ndef
k ∩ Neff

k , as follows. When n < Neff
k , we define ϱa,k

to be the zero map. Now suppose that n ∈ Neff
k . By Proposition 5.3.7(2) below, we may apply Definition

4.2.1 to the data λ = ℘, m = k, Σ+lr,I = n, Σ
+
I = Σ

+
min ∪ Σ

+
n ,V◦ = Vn, p = l,V′ = Vnl, and j = ja to obtain

an isomorphism
ϱsing : H1

sing(Fl,Mnl/(n
nl,k
0 , nnl,k1 ))

∼
−→Mn/(nnl,k0 , nnl,k1 ).

We then define ϱa,k to be the composition of the following four maps:
❖ the natural map

Cn,k = HomO℘

(
Mn/(nn,k0 , nn,k1 ),O℘/℘

k
) ∼
−→ HomO℘

(
Mn/(nnl,k0 , nnl,k1 ),O℘/℘

k
)
,

which is an isomorphism by By Proposition 5.3.7(1) below,
❖ the isomorphism

HomO℘

(
Mn/(nnl,k0 , nnl,k1 ),O℘/℘

k
) ∼
−→ HomO℘

(
H1

sing(Fl,Mnl/(n
nl,k
0 , nnl,k1 )),O℘/℘

k
)

that is the dual of ϱsing,
❖ the isomorphism

HomO℘

(
H1

sing(Fl,Mnl/(n
nl,k
0 , nnl,k1 )),O℘/℘

k
) ∼
−→ HomO℘

(
H1

sing(Fl,Mnl/(n
nl,k
0 , nnl,k1 )),H1

sing(Fl,T c/℘kT c)
)

induced by (5.6), and
❖ the isomorphism

HomO℘

(
H1

sing(Fl,Mnl/(n
nl,k
0 , nnl,k1 )),H1

sing(Fl,T c/℘kT c)
) ∼
−→ Cnl,k

that is the inverse of the natural isomorphism from Lemma 5.3.8 below.
(3) For every arrow a = a(n, nl) of Xk with n ∈ Nindef

k , we define the reciprocity map

ϱa,k : Cn,k → Cnl,k

of O℘-modules, which is an isomorphism for n ∈ (Nindef
k ∩ Neff

k ) \ {∅}, as follows. When n < Neff
k , we

define ϱa,k to be the zero map. Now suppose that n ∈ Neff
k . By Proposition 5.3.7(2) below, we may apply
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Definition 4.3.2 to the data λ = ℘, m = k, Σ+lr,II = n, Σ
+
II = Σ

+
min ∪ Σ

+
n ,V = Vn, p = l,V′ = Vnl, and j = ja

to obtain a map
ϱunr : Mnl/(nnl,k0 , nnl,k1 )→ H1

unr(Fl,M
n/(nnl,k0 , nnl,k1 )),

which is an isomorphism when n , ∅ by Remark 4.3.3(1) and Proposition 5.3.7(3) below. We then define
ϱa,k to be the composition of the following four maps:

❖ the map
Cn,k

∼
−→ HomO℘[ΓF ]

(
Mn/(nnl,k0 , nnl,k1 ),T c/℘kT c

)
which is an isomorphism by By Proposition 5.3.7(1) below,

❖ the natural isomorphism

HomO℘[ΓF ]
(
Mn/(nnl,k0 , nnl,k1 ),T c/℘kT c

) ∼
−→ HomO℘

(
H1

unr(Fl,M
n/(nnl,k0 , nnl,k1 )),H1

unr(Fl,T
c/℘kT c)

)
from Lemma 5.3.8 below,

❖ the isomorphism

HomO℘

(
H1

unr(Fl,M
n/(nnl,k0 , nnl,k1 )),H1

unr(Fl,T
c/℘kT c)

) ∼
−→ HomO℘

(
H1

unr(Fl,M
n/(nnl,k0 , nnl,k1 )),O℘/℘

k
)

induced by (5.6), and
❖ the map

HomO℘

(
H1

unr(Fl,M
n/(nnl,k0 , nnl,k1 )),O℘/℘

k
)
→ Cnl,k = HomO℘

(
Mnl/(nnl,k0 , nnl,k1 ),O℘/℘

k
)

that is the dual of ϱunr.

Remark 5.3.6. We have the following remarks concerning the above construction.
(1) By our choice of (Kn,Kn+1) in the initial data in Notation 5.3.2, C∅,k is nontrivial for every k ⩾ 1.
(2) The fact that ϱa,k is an isomorphism for n ∈ Ndef

k ∩ N
eff
k together with (1) imply that when ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = 1,

every element of Lk is effective.
(3) Note that Xk is a subgraph of Xk−1, and we have a natural reduction map Cn,k → Cn,k−1 for every n ∈ Nk

with k ⩾ 2. It follows from the construction that the diagram

Cn,k
ϱa,k

//

��

Cnl,k

��
Cn,k−1 ϱa,k−1

// Cnl,k−1

commutes for every arrow a = a(n, nl) of Xk with k ⩾ 2.

Proposition 5.3.7. Let k be a positive integer.

(1) For every n ∈ Neff
k and every m ∈ Nk containing n, the natural mapMn/(nm,k0 , nm,k1 ) → Mn/(nn,k0 , nn,k1 ) is

bijective.
(2) For every n ∈ Neff

k , the cardinality of Cn,k is same as that of C∅,k; in particular, Cn,k is nontrivial by Remark
5.3.6(1).

(3) For every arrow a = a(n, nl) of Xk with n ∈ (Nindef
k ∩ Neff

k ) \ {∅} and every m ∈ Nk containing nl, the map
℧a

0/n
m,k
0 from Remark 5.3.4(8) is bijective.

Proof. We prove the three statements simultaneously by induction on ν(n). When ν(n) = 0, that is, n = ∅, (1)
follows from (C1) in Definition 5.3.3(1); (2) is obvious; and (3) is vacuous. Now we consider an element n ∈ Neff

k
with ν(n) > 0 and assume that (1–3) are known for every n′ ∈ Neff

k with ν(n′) < ν(n).
We first consider the case where n ∈ Ndef

k and ν(n) > 1. Choose an element l′ of n so that n/l′ remains effective;
and write a′ = a(n/l′, n). Then n/l′ ∈ (Nindef

k ∩ Neff
k ) \ {∅} with ν(n/l′) = ν(n) − 1, for which (3) applies. Apply

Definition 4.3.2 to the data λ = ℘, m = k, Σ+lr,II = n/l
′, Σ+II = Σ

+
min ∪ Σ

+
m/l′ ,V = V

n/l′ , p = l,V′ = Vn, and j = ja′ .
We obtain a map

ϱunr : Mn/(nm,k0 , nm,k1 )
∼
−→ H1

unr(Fl,M
n/l′/(nm,k0 , nm,k1 )),
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which is an isomorphism by Remark 4.3.3(1). Thus, (1) for n follows from (1) for n/l′. Taking dual of ϱunr and by
(5.6), we obtain an isomorphism

HomO℘

(
H1

unr(Fl,M
n/l′/(nn,k0 , nn,k1 )),H1

unr(Fl,T
c/℘kT c)

)
≃ Cn,k.

By Lemma 5.3.8 below and (1) for n/l′, the left-hand side is canonically isomorphic to Cn/l
′,k. Thus, (2) for n

follows. Part (3) is vacuous for n.
We then consider the case where n ∈ Ndef

k and ν(n) = 1, so that n = {l} for some effective element l ∈ Lk. We
have

Mn/(nm,k0 , nm,k1 ) = O℘[Sh(Vnn0
,Knn0

)]/nm,k0 ⊗O℘ O℘[Sh(Vnn1
,Knn1

)]/nm,k1 .

On the other hand, the Künneth formula induces an isomorphism

H1
unr(Fl,M

∅/(nm,k0 , nm,k1 ))

≃ H1
unr(Fl,H

2r0−1
ét (Sh(V∅n0

,K∅n0
)F ,O℘(r0))/nm,k0 ) ⊗O℘

(
H2r1

ét (Sh(V∅n1
,K∅n1

)F ,O℘(r1))/nm,k1

)
ΓFl
.

Thus, by Lemma 5.3.8 below and (1,2) for ∅ ∈ Nk, in order to show (1,2) for n, it suffices to show that

(a) O℘[Sh(Vnn0
,Knn0

)]/nm,k0 and H1
unr(Fl,H

2r0−1
ét (Sh(V∅n0

,K∅n0
)F ,O℘(r0))/nm,k0 ) have the same cardinality;

(b) O℘[Sh(Vnn1
,Knn1

)]/nm,k1 and
(
H2r1

ét (Sh(V∅n1
,K∅n1

)F ,O℘(r1))/nm,k1

)
ΓFl

have the same cardinality.

Part (a) follows from Lemma 5.3.9 below, which is applicable since C∅,k is nontrivial and Cn,k is also nontrivial by
Definition 5.3.3(4). Part (b) follows from Lemma 4.3.4(1) (for α = 1) and [LTXZZ1, Lemma 7.3.3(2)]. Part (3) is
vacuous for n.

Finally we consider the case where n ∈ Nindef
k . Choose an element l′ of n so that n/l′ remains effective; and write

a′ = a(n/l′, n). Then n/l′ ∈ Ndef
k with ν(n/l′) = ν(n) − 1, for which (2) applies. Apply Definition 4.2.1 to the data

λ = ℘, m = k, Σ+lr,I = n/l
′, Σ+I = Σ

+
min ∪ Σ

+
m/l,V

◦ = Vn/l
′

, p = l,V′ = Vn, and j = ja′ . We obtain an isomorphism

ϱsing : H1
sing(Fl,Mn/(n

m,k
0 , nm,k1 ))

∼
−→Mn/l

′

/(nm,k0 , nm,k1 ).

Thus, (1) for n follows from (1) for n/l′, using Lemma 5.3.8 below. Taking dual of ϱsing and by (5.6), we obtain an
isomorphism

Cn/l
′,k ≃ HomO℘

(
H1

sing(Fl,Mn/(n
n,k
0 , nn,k1 )),H1

sing(Fl,T c/℘kT c)
)
.

By Lemma 5.3.8 below, the right-hand side is canonically isomorphic to Cn,k. Thus, (2) for n follows.
It remains to show (3) for n. By Lemma 5.3.9 below and (2) for n, it suffices to show that ℧a

0/n
m,k
0 is surjective.

By Nakayama’s lemma, it suffices to show that ℧a
0/m

m
0 is surjective. As explained in Remark 3.10.7, by Theorem

3.10.6 (applied to ϖVn0 , where ϖ ∈ F+ is an element chosen as in §4.1 for p = l with the additional requirement
that vall′′(ϖ) = 0 for every prime l′′ of F+ that has the same residue characteristic with l′), the definition of the
boosting map (3.10) and Remark 3.5.11, it suffices to show that the ΓF-equivariant map

ϑη : H2r0−1
ét (Sh(Vnn0

,ϖKnn0
)F ,Ω

η
n0,O℘

(r0))→ H2r0−1
ét (Sh(Vnn0

,Knn0
)F ,O℘(r0))

(from Remark 3.5.11 with V = ϖVn0 and p = l) is surjective after taking quotient by mm0 . By Lemma 5.3.8 below,
it suffices to show that the induced map H1

sing(Fl′ , ϑη/mm0 ) is surjective. Denote by Ωn0,O℘[Sh(Vn/l
′

n0 ,
ϖKn/l

′

n0 )] the

O℘-module of Ωn0,O℘-equivariant O℘-valued functions on (the Shimura set) Sh(Vn/l
′

n0 ,
ϖKn/l

′

n0 ) (once again, the local
system Ωn0,O℘ is defined with respect to the place l). Then we have a commutative diagram

H1
sing(Fl′ ,H

2r0−1
ét (Sh(Vnn0

,ϖKnn0
)F ,Ω

η
n0,O℘

(r0))/mm0 ) ➀ // H1
sing(Fl′ ,H

2r0−1
ét (Sh(Vnn0

,Knn0
)F ,O℘(r0))/mm0 )

F−1H1(IFl′ ,H
2r0−1
ét (Sh(Vnn0

,ϖKnn0
)F ,Ω

η
n0,O℘

(r0))/mm0 ) ➁ //

➃

OO

➅ ����

F−1H1(IFl′ ,H
2r0−1
ét (Sh(Vnn0

,Knn0
)F ,O℘(r0))/mm0 )

➄≃

OO

➆≃

��

Ωn0,O℘[Sh(Vn/l
′

n0 ,
ϖKn/l

′

n0 )]/mm/l
′

0
➂ // O℘[Sh(Vn/l

′

n0 ,K
n/l′

n0 )]/mm/l
′

0
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in which the map ➀ is H1
sing(Fl′ , ϑη/mm0 ); the map ➁ is F−1H1(IFl′ , ϑ

η/mm0 ); the map ➂ is dual to the map i
defined above [LTXZZ1, Corollary 6.3.5] (for VN =

ϖVn/l
′

n0 and p = l); the maps ➃ and ➄ are the maps from
[LTXZZ1, Lemma 5.9.3(6)]; the maps ➅ and ➆ are the surjective maps from [LTXZZ1, Proposition 6.3.1(4)].
Since O℘[Sh(Vn/l

′

n0 ,K
n/l′

n0 )]/mm/l
′

0 is nontrivial by (2), we may apply [LTXZZ1, Theorem 6.3.4(4)] to conclude
that both ➄ and ➆ are isomorphisms.26 By (the dual statement of) [LTXZZ1, Corollary 6.3.5], it follows that
H1

sing(Fl′ , ϑη/mm0 ) is surjective.
The proposition is all proved. □

Lemma 5.3.8. For every integer k ⩾ 1 and every elements m, n ∈ Nindef
k satisfying n ⊆ m, the O℘[ΓF]-module

Mn/(nm,k0 , nm,k1 ) is isomorphic to the direct sum of finitely many modules of the form T c/℘k′T c with k′ ⩽ k. In
particular,

(1) for every element l ∈ n, the natural map

HomO℘[ΓF ]
(
Mn/(nm,k0 , nm,k1 ),T c/℘kT c

)
→ HomO℘

(
H1

sing(Fl,Mn/(n
m,k
0 , nm,k1 )),H1

sing(Fl,T c/℘kT c)
)

is an isomorphism;
(2) for every element l ∈ m \ n, the natural map

HomO℘[ΓF ]
(
Mn/(nm,k0 , nm,k1 ),T c/℘kT c

)
→ HomO℘

(
H1

unr(Fl,M
n/(nm,k0 , nm,k1 )),H1

unr(Fl,T
c/℘kT c)

)
is an isomorphism.

Proof. The second statement follows from the first, Remark 5.3.4(3), and the fact that T/℘T is an absolutely
irreducible representation. Now we show the first statement.

For α = 0, 1, denote by Tmα the O℘-subring of EndO℘M
n generated by Tmα . If mmα maps surjectively to Tmα for

some α ∈ {0, 1}, then Mn/(nm,k0 , nm,k1 ) = 0. Otherwise, mmα generates a maximal ideal of Tmα for α = 0, 1. For
α = 0, 1, let

ρmmα : ΓF → GLnα((Tmα )mmα )

be the homomorphism constructed similarly as in the proof of [LTXZZ2, Theorem 3.38], lifting the (absolutely
irreducible) residue representation of ρc

Πα,℘
(rα). By the Künneth formula, we have

Mn(mm0 ,m
m
1 ) = H2r0−1

ét (Sh(Vnn0
,Knn0

)F ,O℘(r0))mm0
⊗O℘ H2r1

ét (Sh(Vnn1
,Knn1

)F ,O℘(r1))mm1
.

By the same argument above [LTXZZ1, Proposition 6.4.1], we have isomorphisms

H2r0−1
ét (Sh(Vnn0

,Knn0
)F ,O℘(r0))mm0

≃

(
H0 ⊗(Tm0 )mm0

(Tm0 )⊕n0
mm0

)
,

H2r1
ét (Sh(Vnn1

,Knn1
)F ,O℘(r1))mm1

≃

(
H1 ⊗(Tm1 )mm1

(Tm1 )⊕n1
mm1

)
,

of Oλ[ΓF]-modules for some (Tmα )mmα -module Hα (with trivial ΓF-action) for α = 0, 1. Since for α = 0, 1, the
natural map O℘ → (Tmα )mmα induces an isomorphism O℘/℘

k ∼−→ Tmα /n
m,k
α , it remains to show that (ρmm0

mod nm,k0 ) ⊗
(ρmm1

mod nm,k1 ) and T c/℘kT c are isomorphic liftings of T c/℘T c – this follows from the Chebotarev density theorem
and [Car94, Théorème 1]. □

Lemma 5.3.9. Let k be a positive integer. For every arrow a(n, nl) of Xk with n ∈ Nindef
k and every m ∈ Nk

containing nl, if both of the following two O℘-modules

O℘[Sh(Vnln0
,Knln0

)]/nm,k0 , H1
unr(Fl,H

2r0−1
ét (Sh(Vnn0

,Knn0
)F ,O℘(r0))/nm,k0 )

are nontrivial, then they have the same cardinality.

26We warn the readers that [LTXZZ1, Theorem 6.3.4] does not apply to ➃ and ➅ because the rigidity assumption in [LTXZZ1, Theo-
rem 6.3.4(b)] fails for (Σ+min ∪ {l}, n).
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Proof. We adopt the same strategy in the proof of the counterpart of this lemma in [LTXZZ1, Theorem 6.3.4]. We
follow the setup in [LTXZZ1, §6.4] and make necessary changes. Take λ = ℘, Σ+lr = n, Σ

+ = Σ+min∪Σ
+
m/l, and p = l.

We have global deformation rings27

Rmix, Runr = Rmix/(x), Rram = Rmix/(s − ℓ−2r), Rcong = Rmix/(s − ℓ−2r, x),

where ℓ is the underlying rational prime of l (rather than p in the reference). Let Tunr and Tram be the O℘-subrings
of

EndO℘

(
H2r0−1

ét (Sh(Vnn0
,Knn0

)F ,O℘(r0))
)
, EndO℘

(
O℘[Sh(Vnln0

,Knln0
)]
)

generated by Tm0 .28 The assumption in the statement implies that both (Tunr)mm0
and (Tram)mm0

are nontrivial. By
[LTXZZ2, Theorem 3.38], we have

❖ the natural homomorphisms Runr → (Tunr)mm0
and Rram → (Tram)mm0

are both isomorphisms;
❖ H2r0−1

ét (Sh(Vnn0
,Knn0

)F ,O℘(r0))mm0
≃ H ⊗Runr (Runr)⊕n0 for a free Runr-module H of rank, say, dunr;

❖ O℘[Sh(Vnln0
,Knln0

)]mm0
is a free Rram-module of rank, say, dram.

By the same argument for [LTXZZ1, Proposition 6.4.1], we have dunr = dram. It is straightforward to show that
H1

unr(Fl,H
2r0−1
ét (Sh(Vnn0

,Knn0
)F ,O℘(r0))mm0

) is isomorphic to H ⊗Runr Rcong. Thus, for the lemma, it remains to show
that the quotient map O℘[Sh(Vnln0

,Knln0
)] → O℘[Sh(Vnln0

,Knln0
)] ⊗Rram Rcong becomes an isomorphism after taking

quotient by nm,k0 . In other words, it remains to show that the element x, which measures the monodromy operator
at l, acts by zero on the quotient O℘[Sh(Vnln0

,Knln0
)]/nm,k0 . The heuristic reason for the previous claim is that the

Galois representation “associated with” O℘[Sh(Vnln0
,Knln0

)]/nm,k0 should be isomorphic to the direct sum of finitely
many copies of T c0 /℘

kT c0 , where T0 denotes a ΓF-stable O℘-lattice of ρΠ0,℘(r0), which is unramified at l.
To rigorously show this, we need to use the level-raising isomorphism in [LTXZZ1, Theorem 6.3.4] at an auxil-

iary element l′ ∈ Lk \m (which exists by Remark 5.3.4(5)). Put m′ B ml′ ∈ Nk. By [LTXZZ1, Theorem 6.3.4(4)],
we have a natural isomorphism

O℘[Sh(Vnln0
,Knln0

)]/nm
′,k

0 ≃ H1
sing(Fl′ ,H

2r0−1
ét (Sh(Vnll

′

n0
,Knll

′

n0
)F ,O℘(r0))/nm

′,k
0 )(5.7)

that is equivariant under the action of the local deformation ring at l, in particular, the element x. By [LTXZZ1,
Theorem 6.3.4(5)], H2r0−1

ét (Sh(Vnll
′

n0
,Knll

′

n0
)F ,O℘(r0))/nm

′,k
0 is isomorphic to the direct sum of finitely many copies of

T c0 /℘
kT c0 , which is unramified at l. It follows that the action of x on the right-hand side of (5.7) is zero, hence also

on the left-hand side.
The lemma follows as the natural map O℘[Sh(Vnln0

,Knln0
)]/nm

′,k
0 → O℘[Sh(Vnln0

,Knln0
)]/nm,k0 is surjective. □

Remark 5.3.10. We conjecture that when ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = −1, the map ℧a
0/m

{l}

0 is also surjective for a = a(∅, {l}),
which can be regarded as an analogue of the Ihara lemma. However, we are unable to prove it – this is the reason
for introducing effective elements.

5.4. The lambda maps. This subsection has two goals. First, we construct for every n ∈ Ndef
k with k ⩾ 1 a map

λn,k
F

: Cn,k → ΛF /℘kΛF

compatible with respect to k. Second, we recall from [Liu] the definition of the ℘-adic L-function LF (Π0 × Π1) ∈
ΛF ,E℘ and its relation with λ∅,k

F
when ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = 1.

Definition 5.4.1. A frame (at ¶+) is a collection of isomorphisms U(ΛN,v) ≃ GLN,OF+v
for N ∈ {n, n + 1} and

v ∈ ¶+, such that for every v ∈ ¶+, the natural embedding U(Λn,v) ↪→ U(Λn+1,v) corresponds to the assignment
h 7→ diag(h, 1).

27However, there is a typo on [LTXZZ1, Page 281], namely, the formula r♮mix(t)v′ = xv + v′ should be r♮mix(t)v = xv′ + v.
28Note that the roles Tunr and Tram are switched from those in [LTXZZ1, §6.4] since now the Shimura variety has the hyperspecial level

at l and the Shimura set does not.
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We choose a frame, through which we regard π∨α,v as an (unramified) irreducible representation of GLnα(F+v ) for
α = 0, 1 and every v ∈ ¶+. Since it is ordinary, we may write its Satake parameter as {ωα,v,1, . . . , ωα,v,nα} such that
ω
♮
α,v,i B

√
∥v∥nα+1−2iωα,v,i ∈ O×℘. Put

ω(π∨0,v, π
∨
1,v) B

1∏
α=0

n∏
j=1

j∏
i=1

ω
♮
α,v,i ∈ O×℘

for later use.
Denote by IN,v ⊆ GLN(OF+v ) = KN,v the upper-triangular Iwahori subgroup for N ∈ {n, n + 1} and v ∈ ¶+. For

v ∈ ¶+ and α = 0, 1, we define the ordinary projection operator Pα,v ∈ O℘[Inα,v\GLnα(F+v )/GLnα(OF+v )] to be

Pα,v B

nα−1∏
i=1

 i−1∏
j=1

(
∥v∥i− jω

♮
α,v,i · Vnα,v, j−1 − Vnα,v, j

) nα∏
j=i+1

(
ω
♮
α,v,i · Vnα,v, j−1 − ∥v∥ j−iVnα,v, j

)
∈ O℘[Inα,v\GLnα(F+v )/GLnα(OF+v )],

following [KMS00, Proposition 4.2]. Then Pα,v induces an isomorphism from (π∨α,v)GLnα (OF+v
) to the ordinary line

in (π∨α,v)Inα,v . We then put

Pv B P0,v ⊗ P1,v ∈ O℘[In,v\GLn(F+v )/GLn(OF+v )] ⊗O℘ O℘[In+1,v\GLn+1(F+v )/GLn+1(OF+v )].

Put IN,¶+ B
∏

v∈¶+ IN,v and KN,¶+ B
∏

v∈¶+ GLN(OF+v ) for N ∈ {n, n + 1}. Put

P B
∏
v∈¶+
Pv ∈ O℘[In,¶+ × In+1,¶+\GLn(F+¶+) × GLn+1(F+¶+)/Kn,¶+ × Kn+1,¶+].

Notation 5.4.2. For every v ∈ ¶+ and every cv ∈ Z>0, we put

Ucv B
{
(x, x−1) | x ∈ 1 + pcvOF+v

}
⊆ F×v .

For a tuple c = (cv)v ∈ Z
¶+

>0, we

❖ put pc B (pcv)v∈¶+ ∈
∏

v∈¶+ OF+v \ {0};
❖ put Uc B

∏
v∈¶+ Ucv , which maps naturally to Υ with a finite kernel;

❖ denote by Fc ⊆ ℘F the fixed subfield of (the image of) Uc, which is a finite extension of F;
❖ put

cgn B


(pc)n

(pc)n−1

. . .

pc

 ∈ GLn(F+¶+),

cgn+1 B


1 1

. .
. ...

1 1
0 · · · 0 1

 ·

(pc)n

(pc)n−1

. . .

1

 ∈ GLn+1(F+¶+),

❖ put cIn+1,¶+ B
cgn+1 · In+1,¶+ · (cgn+1)−1 and cIn,¶+ B

cgn · In,¶+ · (cgn)−1 ∩ cIn+1,¶+ ,
❖ define

cP ∈ O℘[cIn,¶+ ×
cIn+1,¶+\GLn(F+¶+) × GLn+1(F+¶+)/Kn,¶+ × Kn+1,¶+]

to be the convolution of the characteristic function of (cIn,¶+ ×
cIn+1,¶+)(cgn,

cgn+1)(In,¶+ × In+1,¶+) and P.

Notation 5.4.3. Let n ∈ N0 be an element. For N ∈ {n, n + 1} and v ∈ ¶+, we identify GLN,OF+v
with U(ΛnN,v) via

the frame and the isometry jnN,v. Put cKnN B (KnN)¶ × cIN,¶+ for N ∈ {n + 1}, so that (cKnn,
cKnn+1) ∈ K(Vnn)sp.
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We are ready to define the map λn,k. When n < Neff
k , we define λn,k to be the zero map. Suppose that n ∈ Neff

k .
Take an element ϕ ∈ Cn,k. Consider a tuple c = (cv)v ∈ Z

¶+

>0. By [Liu, Lemma 4.11], Γ(Fc/F) is naturally a quotient
of the target of the determinant map

det : Sh(Vnn,
cKnn)→ GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/ det cKnn,

so that for every ς ∈ Gal(Fc/F), we have the subset Sh(Vnn,
cKnn)ς of Sh(Vnn,

cKnn) that is the fiber of ς under the
determinant map. Put

λn,k(ϕ)c B
∏
v∈¶+

ω(π∨0,v, π
∨
1,v)−cv

∑
ς∈Gal(Fc/F)

ϕ
(
cP∗1△Sh(Vnn,cKnn)ς

)
[ς] ∈ (O℘/℘

k)[Gal(Fc/F)],

in which cP∗1△Sh(Vnn,cKnn)ς is regarded as an element inMn/(nn,k0 , nn,k1 ), the domain of ϕ. By [Liu, Proposition 5.1],
there exists a (unique) element

λn,k(ϕ) ∈ lim
←−−
c

(O℘/℘
k)[Gal(Fc/F)] = Λ/℘kΛ

whose image in (O℘/℘
k)[Gal(Fc/F)] is λn,k(ϕ)c. It is clear that the construction is compatible with respect to k,

that is, the diagram

Cn,k
λn,k(ϕ) //

��

Λ/℘kΛ

��
Cn,k−1 λn,k−1(ϕ) // Λ/℘k−1Λ

commutes for k ⩾ 2. In particular, when ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = 1, ∅ ∈ Ndef
k for every k ⩾ 1 hence we obtain a map

λ∅,∞ : C∅,∞ B lim
←−−

k

C∅,k → Λ = lim
←−−

k

Λ/℘kΛ

as the limit of λ∅,k.

Proposition 5.4.4. Suppose that ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = 1.
(1) There exists an element L (Π0 ×Π1) ∈ ΛE℘ , unique up to a scalar in E×℘ , satisfying the following property:

There exists a constant C ∈ C× such that for every finite order character χ : Υ → (E℘)× of conductor Uc
for some c = (cv)v ∈ Z

¶+

>0 and every E-linear embedding ι : E℘ → C,

ιL (Π0 × Π1)(χ) = C · ι
∏
v∈¶+

 ∥v∥
n(n+1)(2n+1)

6

ω(π0,v, π1,v)ω(π∨0,v, π
∨
1,v)

cv · L( 1
2 , (Π0 × Π1) ⊗ ι(χ ◦ Nm−F/F+)).

(2) Possibly after shrinking (Kn,v,Kn+1,v) for v ∈ Σ+min, there exists an element ϕ ∈ C∅,∞ such that (λ∅,∞(ϕ)†)2

and L (Π0 × Π1) generate the same ideal of ΛE℘ .

Proof. For (1), the uniqueness is clear; and the existence follows from [Liu, Theorem 5.2].
For (2), we have a map

ϕ� : O℘[Sh(Vn0 ,Kn0)][ker ϕΠ∨0 ] ⊗O℘ O℘[Sh(Vn1 ,Kn1)][ker ϕΠ∨1 ]→ C∅,∞

induced by the Petersson inner product with respect the counting measure. It follows from the construction that for
φ∨ in the source,

λ∅,∞(ϕφ∨) =PPφ∨ ,

where P is defined in [Liu, Proposition 5.1]. Since Pα,v induces an isomorphism from (π∨α,v)GLnα (OF+v
) to the

ordinary line in (π∨α,v)Inα,v for α = 0, 1 and v ∈ ¶+, (2) follows from [Liu, Proposition 5.7 & Corollary 5.3]. □

Notation 5.4.5. Denote by λn,k
F

the composition of λn,k with the natural map Λ/℘kΛ→ ΛF /℘
kΛF . Moreover,

❖ when ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = 1, denote by λ∅,∞
F

the composition of λ∅,∞ with the natural map Λ→ ΛF ;
❖ when ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = 1, denote by LF (Π0 × Π1) the image of L (Π0 × Π1) in ΛF ,E℘ .
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Corollary 5.4.6. Possibly after shrinking (Kn,v,Kn+1,v) for v ∈ Σ+min, there exists an element ϕ ∈ C∅,∞ such that
(λ∅,∞
F

(ϕ)†)2 and LF (Π0 × Π1) generate the same ideal of ΛF ,E℘ .

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 5.4.4(2). □

Remark 5.4.7. In the upcoming article [LS], the authors are able to evaluate L (Π0 ×Π1) at all finite order charac-
ters. In particular, they show that there is no exceptional zero for L (Π0×Π1) at classical points. As a consequence,
the nonvanishing of L (Π0 × Π1) at the trivial character is equivalent to the nonvanishing of L( 1

2 ,Π0 × Π1).

5.5. The kappa maps. This subsection has two goals. First, we construct for every n ∈ Nindef
k with k ⩾ 1 a map

κn,k
F

: Cn,k → H1
(n)(F,T

c ⊗O℘ ΛF /℘
kΛF )

(a submodule of H1(F,T c⊗O℘ΛF /℘
kΛF ) to be defined below) compatible with respect to k. Second, we recall from

[Liu] the definition of the Λ-submodule K (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) and its relation with κ∅,k
F

when ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = −1.
We choose a frame (Definition 5.4.1) and keep the relevant notation from the previous subsection. When n <

Neff
k , we define κn,k to be the zero map. Suppose that n ∈ Neff

k . Take an element ϕ ∈ Cn,k. Consider a tuple
c = (cv)v ∈ Z

¶+

>0. By [Liu, Lemma 4.11], Γ(Fc/F) is naturally a quotient of

π0
(
Sh(Vnn,

cKnn)F

)
= GF/F+(F+)\GF/F+(A∞F+)/ det cKnn.

For every ς ∈ Gal(Fc/F), we denote by Sh(Vnn,
cKnn)ς the union of geometric components indexed over ς, which is

defined over Fc. Then we have

[△Sh(Vnn,
cKnn)ς] ∈ Zn((Sh(Vnn0

, cKnn0
) ×F Sh(Vnn1

, cKnn1
))Fc),

hence
cP∗[△Sh(Vnn,

cKnn)ς] ∈ Zn((Sh(Vnn0
,Knn0

) ×F Sh(Vnn1
,Knn1

))Fc)O℘

and
AJ

(cP∗[△Sh(Vnn,
cKnn)ς]

)
∈ H1(Fc,Mn/(n

n,k
0 , nn,k1 )).

We put
κn,k(ϕ)c B

∏
v∈¶+

ω(π∨0,v, π
∨
1,v)−cv · H1(Fc, ϕ)

(
AJ

(cP∗[△Sh(Vnn,
cKnn)1]

))
∈ H1(Fc,T c/℘kT c).

By (the same proof of) [Liu, Proposition 7.1], there exists a (unique) element

κn,k(ϕ) ∈ lim
←−−
c

H1(Fc,T c/℘kT c) = H1(F,T c ⊗O℘ Λ/℘
kΛ)

whose image in H1(Fc,T c/℘kT c) is κn,k(ϕ)c. It is clear that the construction is compatible with respect to k, that is,
the diagram

Cn,k
κn,k(ϕ) //

��

H1(F,T c ⊗O℘ Λ/℘
kΛ)

��
Cn,k−1 κn,k−1(ϕ) // H1(F,T c ⊗O℘ Λ/℘

k−1Λ)

commutes for k ⩾ 2. In particular, when ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = −1, ∅ ∈ Nindef
k for every k ⩾ 1 hence we obtain a map

κ∅,∞ : C∅,∞ B lim
←−−

k

C∅,k → H1(F,T cΛ) = lim
←−−

k

H1(F,T c ⊗O℘ Λ/℘
kΛ)

as the limit of κ∅,k.

Notation 5.5.1. Let F ⊆ F ⊆ ℘F be an intermediate field.
(1) Denote by κn,k

F
(resp. κ∅,∞

F
) the composition of κn,k (resp. κ∅,∞) with the natural map

H1(F,T c ⊗O℘ Λ/℘
kΛ)→ H1(F,T c ⊗O℘ ΛF /℘

kΛF ) resp. H1(F,T c ⊗O℘ Λ)→ H1(F,T c ⊗O℘ ΛF ).
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(2) Denote by †κn,k
F

the composition of κn,k
F

with the tautological †-linear isomorphism

H1(F,T c ⊗O℘ ΛF /℘
kΛF )→ H1(F,T c ⊗O℘ Λ

†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F
).

Similarly, when ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = −1, we have
†κ∅,∞
F

: C∅,∞ → H1(F,T c ⊗O℘ Λ
†

F
) = lim

←−−
F⊆F′⊆F

H1(F′,T ).

Definition 5.5.2. Suppose that ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = −1. For every intermediate field F ⊆ F ⊆ ℘F , we define

K (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) ⊆ S (F , ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n))

to be theΛF ,E℘-submodule generated by the image of †κ∅,∞
F

(ϕ) in lim
←−−F⊆F′⊆F

H1(F′,V), which belongs to S (F ,V),

for every ϕ ∈ C∅,∞ (with respect to all possible pairs (Kn,v,Kn+1,v) for v ∈ Σ+min in the initial datumV).29

Remark 5.5.3. It is straightforward to check, by the multiplicity one property of local Bessel models, that the
nonvanishing of K (F, ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) ⊆ H1

f (F, ρΠ0,℘ ⊗ ρΠ1,℘(n)) is equivalent to the nonvanishing of the element

AJΠ0,Π1
℘ (△Sh(Vn,Kn)) in [LTXZZ1, Theorem 8.3.2].

In the rest of this subsection, we study local properties of the map κn,k
F

.

Definition 5.5.4. Let Θ be a Λ-ring that is p-torsion free and k ⩾ 1 an integer.
(1) For every place w of F, we define H1

f (Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ
) to be the propagation of the Selmer structure H1

f (Fw,T cΘ)
from Definition 5.2.3(2) along the quotient map T c

Θ
→ T c

Θ/℘kΘ
.

(2) For w ∈ Lk, we denote by H1
ord(Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ

) the image of the natural map

H1(Fw, (T c/℘kT c)ϕw=ℓ
2
⊗O℘ Θ)→ H1(Fw, (T c/℘kT c) ⊗O℘ Θ) = H1(Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ

).

(3) For n ∈ Nk, define30

H1
(n)(F,T

c
Θ/℘kΘ

) B ker

H1(F,T c
Θ/℘kΘ

)→
∏

w<Σmin∪Σp∪n

H1(Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ
)

H1
f (Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ

)
×

∏
w∈n

H1(Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ
)

H1
ord(Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ

)

 ,
H1

f (n)(F,T
c
Θ/℘kΘ

) B ker

H1(F,T c
Θ/℘kΘ

)→
∏
w<n

H1(Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ
)

H1
f (Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ

)
×

∏
w∈n

H1(Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ
)

H1
ord(Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ

)

 ⊆ H1
(n)(F,T

c
Θ/℘kΘ

).

We sometimes also write H1
(n)(F,T

c ⊗O℘ Θ/℘
kΘ) and H1

f (n)(F,T
c ⊗O℘ Θ/℘

kΘ) for H1
(n)(F,T

c
Θ/℘kΘ

) and

H1
f (n)(F,T

c
Θ/℘kΘ

), respectively, to be visually more clear.

Remark 5.5.5. For w ∈ Lk, it is easy to show that H1
f (Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ

) = H1
unr(Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ

). On the other hand, by
Remark 5.3.4(3) and Lemma 5.2.2, the natural maps

H1
ord(Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ

)→ H1
sing(Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ

)← H1
sing(Fw,T c/℘kT c) ⊗O℘ Θ

are both isomorphisms. In particular, (5.6) provides us with two isomorphisms

H1
f (Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ

) ≃ Θ/℘kΘ, H1
ord(Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ

) ≃ Θ/℘kΘ;

hence for every w ∈ Lk, we have the localization map

locw : H1
(n)(F,T

c ⊗O℘ Θ/℘
kΘ)→

H1
ord(Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ

) ≃ Θ/℘kΘ, w ∈ n,

H1
f (Fw,T cΘ/℘kΘ

) ≃ Θ/℘kΘ, w < n.

Proposition 5.5.6. Let w denote a place of F.

29It is straightforward to check that this definition coincides with [Liu, Notation 7.5(1)].
30We warn the readers that the submodule H1

f (n)(F,T
c

Θ/℘kΘ
) defined below does depend on the lattice T and also Θ, not only on the

O℘[ΓF]-module T c
Θ/℘kΘ

in its notation.
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(1) For every k ⩾ 1 and every n ∈ Nindef
k , the image of locw ◦ κ

n,k
F

is contained in H1
f (Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF

) for
w < Σmin ∪ Σp ∪ n.

(2) For every k ⩾ 1 and every n ∈ Nindef
k , the image of locw ◦ κ

n,k
F

is contained in H1
ord(Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF

) for w ∈ n.
(3) For every w ∈ Σmin ∪ (Σp \ ¶), there exists an integer constant kw ⩾ 0 such that for every k ⩾ 1 and every
n ∈ Nindef

k , the image of locw ◦ (℘kw · κn,k
F

) is contained in H1
f (Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF

).
(4) Suppose that F is moderate. Then (3) holds for w ∈ ¶ as well.

As consequences, we have
(5) The image of κn,k

F
is contained in H1

(n)(F,T
c ⊗O℘ ΛF /℘

kΛF ).

(6) Suppose that F is moderate. If we put kerr B max{kw | w ∈ Σmin ∪ Σp}, then the image of ℘kerr · κn,k
F

(resp.
℘kerr · κ∅,∞

F
) is contained in H1

f (n)(F,T
c ⊗O℘ ΛF /℘

kΛF ) for every n ∈ Nindef
k (resp. H1

f (F,T
c ⊗O℘ ΛF ) when

ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = −1).

Proof. Take an element n ∈ Nindef
k with k ⩾ 1. We may assume n ∈ Neff

k since otherwise κn,k
F
= 0. We recall some

constructions from the proof of Lemma 5.3.8. For α = 0, 1, denote by Tnα the O℘-subring of EndO℘M
n generated

by Tnα. Then mnα generates a maximal ideal of Tnα for α = 0, 1 by Proposition 5.3.7(2). For α = 0, 1, let

ρmnα : ΓF → GLnα((Tnα)mnα)

be the corresponding lifting the (absolutely irreducible) residue representation of ρc
Πα,℘

(rα). There is a decomposi-
tion of O℘[ΓF]-modules

Tc BMn(mn0,mn1) = Tc0 ⊗O℘ Tc1,

in which

Tc0 B H2r0−1
ét (Sh(Vnn0

,Knn0
)F ,O℘(r0))mm0

≃

(
H0 ⊗(Tm0 )mm0

(Tm0 )⊕n0
mm0

)
,

Tc1 B H2r1
ét (Sh(Vnn1

,Knn1
)F ,O℘(r1))mm1

≃

(
H1 ⊗(Tm1 )mm1

(Tm1 )⊕n1
mm1

)
,

for some (Tnα)mnα-module Hα (with trivial ΓF-action) for α = 0, 1. Moreover, as O℘[ΓF]-modules, (ρmn0
mod nn,k0 ) ⊗

(ρmn1
mod nn,k1 ) ≃ T c/℘kT c. Put T B (Tm0 )mm0

⊗O℘ (Tm1 )mm1
and H B H0 ⊗O℘ H1 as a T-module. Below, we put

F′c B Fc ∩ F for every tuple c ∈ Z¶
+

>0.
For (1), we have that Vc is unramified at w. It follows easily that H1

f (Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF
) = H1

unr(Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF
). Now

since ρmnα is also unramified at w for α = 0, 1, it follows from [Rub00, Lemma 1.3.5 & Lemma 1.3.8] that the
image of locw ◦ κ

n,k is contained in H1
unr(Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF

) hence in H1
f (Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF

). Part (1) is proved.
For (2), there exists a unique decomposition Tc = M0 ⊕ M1 of T[ΓFw]-modules satisfying:

(a) M1 is unramified at w and Hi(Fw, M1) = 0 for i ∈ Z;
(b) M0 admits a unique T[ΓFw]-linear filtration 0 → L′ → M0 → L → 0 in which L′ (resp. L) is isomorphic

to H on which Γw acts via the cyclotomic character (resp. trivially), and the monodromy map induces an
injective map from L to L′.

The O℘[ΓFw]-linear map T c/℘kT c → (T c/℘kT c)ΓFw
induces a map H1(Fw,T c/℘kT c) → H1(Fw, (T c/℘kT c)ΓFw

),
whose kernel coincides with H1

ord(Fw,T c/℘kT c). Thus, in view of Lemma 4.1.4, it suffices to show that the natural
map

H1(Fw,Tc)→ H1(Fw, (Tc)ΓFw
)

vanishes. It is clear from (a) and (b) that (Tc)ΓFw
= L. Consider the exact sequence

H1(Fw,Tc)→ H1(Fw, L)→ H2(Fw, L′ ⊕ M1)→ H2(Fw,Tc).

It follows from (a) and (b) that H1(Fw, L) ≃ H and H2(Fw, L′ ⊕ M1) = H2(Fw, L′) ≃ H, which are finite free
O℘-modules of the same rank. Now since the monodromy map is an injective map from L to L′, H2(Fw,Tc) is
O℘-torsion. It follows that the map H1(Fw,Tc)→ H1(Fw, L) vanishes, which implies (2).

For (3), recall from Definition 5.2.3(3) that we have the submodule H1
f (Fw,WΛ

†

F ) ⊆ H1(Fw,WΛ
†

F ); and we

further define H1
f (Fw,WΛ

†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F ) to be the propagation of H1
f (Fw,WΛ

†

F ) along the natural map WΛ
†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F → WΛ
†

F .
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Then by Lemma 5.2.6, H1
f (Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF

) and H1
f (Fw,WΛ

†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F ) are mutual annihilators under the local Tate
pairing (5.4). We have three cases.

First, suppose that w ∈ Σmin. Let k2(w) ⩾ 0 be an integer such that the torsion O℘-submodule of H1(IFw ,T
c)

is annihilated by ℘k2(w). We claim that the image of ℘kw · locw ◦ κ
n,k is contained in H1

f (Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF
), where

kw B k1(w) + k2(w) in which k1(w) is from Lemma 5.5.7 below. The short exact sequence

0→ WΛ
†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F → WΛ
†

F

℘k

−−→ WΛ
†

F → 0

of O℘[ΓF]-modules induces the commutative diagram

H0(Fw,WΛ
†

F )
℘k
//

��

H0(Fw,WΛ
†

F ) //

��

H1(Fw,WΛ
†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F ) //

��

H1(Fw,WΛ
†

F )

��

H0(IFw ,W
Λ
†

F )
℘k
// H0(IFw ,W

Λ
†

F ) // H1(IFw ,W
Λ
†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F ) // H1(IFw ,W
Λ
†

F )

of O℘-modules. It is straightforward to see that the kernel of the map H1(IFw ,W
Λ
†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F ) → H1(IFw ,W
Λ
†

F ) is

annihilated by ℘k2(w), which implies that ℘k2(w) ·H1
f (Fw,WΛ

†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F ) is contained in H1
unr(Fw,WΛ

†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F ). Combining

with Lemma 5.5.7 below, we know that the image of ℘kw · locw ◦ κ
n,k is perpendicular to H1

f (Fw,WΛ
†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F ) under
the local Tate pairing, hence is contained in H1

f (Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF
).

Next, suppose that w ∈ Σp \ ¶ (so that w is unramified in ℘F ). Let kw ⩾ 0 be the integer such that ℘kw generates
the different ideal of the local field extension E℘/Qp (in particular, kw is independent of w). We claim that the
image of ℘kw · locw ◦ κ

n,k is contained in H1
f (Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF

). For every tuple c ∈ Z¶
+

>0, Fc,w is a product of finitely
many finite unramified extensions of Qp and we have the subspace

H1
ns(Fc,w,T

c/℘kT c) ⊆ H1(Fc,w,T c/℘kT c) B
⊕
w′ |w

H1(Fc,w′ ,T c/℘kT c)

classifying crystalline extensions (with Hodge–Tate weights in [−n, n − 1]) as defined in [LTXZZ1, Defini-
tion 2.2.5]. Put

H1
ns(Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF

) B lim
←−−
c

H1
ns(Fc,w,T

c/℘kT c) ⊆ lim
←−−
c

H1(Fc,w,T c/℘kT c) = H1(Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF
).

We define similarly for the subspace H1
ns(Fw,WΛ

†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F ) ⊆ H1(Fw,WΛ
†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F ). By [LTXZZ1, Lemma 2.4.3] and
(A1) in Definition 5.1.3, we have H1

f (Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF
) ⊆ H1

ns(Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF
). By [Rub00, Lemma 1.3.8(i)], we also

have H1
f (Fw,WΛ

†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F ) ⊆ H1
ns(Fw,WΛ

†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F ). Since Tc is a crystalline representation (with Hodge–Tate weights
in [−n, n − 1]), it follow again by [LTXZZ1, Lemma 2.4.3] and (A1) that the image of locw ◦ κ

n,k is contained
in H1

ns(Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF
). By [LTXZZ1, Lemma 2.2.7] and (A1), the image of ℘kw · locw ◦ κ

n,k is perpendicular

to H1
ns(Fw,WΛ

†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F ) hence H1
f (Fw,WΛ

†

F
/℘kΛ

†

F ). It follows that the image of ℘kw · locw ◦ κ
n,k is contained in

H1
f (Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF

).

For (4), we claim that for w ∈ ¶, the image of ℘kw · locw ◦ κ
n,k is contained in H1

f (Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF
) for kw B

k(w) + k(wc) from Lemma 5.2.8(1). As Vc is also ordinary crystalline at w, we have the Hodge–Tate filtration as
in Notation 5.1.8 for Vc as well. For every tuple c ∈ Z¶

+

>0, the image of the map

locw ◦ AJ: Zn((Sh(Vnn0
,Knn0

) ×F Sh(Vnn1
,Knn1

))Fc)O℘ → H1(Fw,TcΛFc
) =

⊕
w′ |w

H1(Fc,w′ ,Tc)

is contained in
⊕

w′ |w H1
f (Fc,w′ ,T

c), where H1
f (Fc,w′ ,T

c) is the propagation of H1
f (Fc,w′ ,V

c). By Lemma 5.2.6(1)
(for V), the image of locw′ ◦ AJ is contained in the kernel of H1(Fc,w′ ,Tc) → H1(IFc,w′ ,V

c/Fil−1
w Vc), which is
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same as the kernel of H1(Fc,w′ ,Tc) → H1(IFc,w′ ,T
c/Fil−1

w Tc) by Lemma 5.2.8(2) (for V). Since p > 4n, the map
ϕ : Tc → T c/℘kT c must preserve Hodge–Tate filtrations for every ϕ ∈ Cn,k. Thus, it remains to show that

℘kw · ker
(
H1(Fc,w′ ,T c/℘kT c)→ H1(IFc,w′ , (T

c/Fil−1
w T c) ⊗O℘ O℘/℘

k)
)
⊆ H1

f (Fc,w′ ,T
c/℘kT c).(5.8)

The kernel of the map H1(Fc,w′ , (T c/Fil−1
w T c)⊗O℘ O℘/℘

k)→ H1(IFc,w′ , (T
c/Fil−1

w T c)⊗O℘ O℘/℘
k) is annihilated

by ℘k(w) by Lemma 5.2.8(2). It follows that

℘kw · ker
(
H1(Fc,w′ ,T c/℘kT c)→ H1(IFc,w′ , (T

c/Fil−1
w T c) ⊗O℘ O℘/℘

k)
)

is contained in the image of the map

H1(Fc,w′ ,Fil−1
w T c/℘k Fil−1

w T c)→ H1(Fc,w′ ,T c/℘kT c).

Now, the cokernel of the map

H1(Fc,w′ ,Fil−1
w T c)→ H1(Fc,w′ ,Fil−1

w T c/℘k Fil−1
w T c)

is contained in H2(Fc,w′ ,Fil−1
w T c), which is annihilated by ℘k(wc) by the local Tate duality and Lemma 5.2.8(2). In

other words, the left-hand side of (5.8) is contained in the image of the composite map

H1(Fc,w′ ,Fil−1
w T c)→ H1(Fc,w′ ,T c)→ H1(Fc,w′ ,T c/℘kT c),

which in turn is contained in H1
f (Fc,w′ ,T

c/℘kT c) by propagation. Thus, (4) follows.
The proposition has been proved. □

Lemma 5.5.7. For every prime w of F not above p, there exists an integer k1(w) ⩾ 0 such that H1
sing(Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF

)

is annihilated by ℘k1(w) for every k ⩾ 0.

Proof. When the image of ΓFw in ΥF is infinite, H1
sing(Fw,T cΛF /℘kΛF

) = 0 by (the same argument for) [BD05,
Lemma 2.4].

Now suppose that the image of ΓFw in ΥF is finite. Then we may take a finite nonzero power Frobenius element
Φ ∈ ΓFw that maps trivially to ΥF . It suffices to show the existence of k1(w) such that H1

sing(Fw,T cΛF′/℘
kΛF′

) is

annihilated by ℘k1(w) for every k ⩾ 0 and every F ⊆ F′ ⊆ F . We have

H1
sing(Fw,T cΛF′/℘

kΛF′
) ⊆ H1(IFw ,T

c
ΛF′/℘

kΛF′
)Φ=1 = H1(IFw ,T

c/℘kT c)Φ=1 ⊗O℘ ΛF′/℘
kΛF′ .

The term H1(IFw ,T
c/℘kT c)Φ=1 sits in the short exact sequence

0→ (H1(IFw ,T
c)/℘kH1(IFw ,T

c))Φ=1 → H1(IFw ,T
c/℘kT c)Φ=1 → H2(IFw ,T

c)Φ=1.

Now, (H1(IFw ,T
c)/℘kH1(IFw ,T

c))Φ=1 sits in the short exact sequence

0→ H1(IFw ,T
c)Φ=1/℘kH1(IFw ,T

c)Φ=1 → (H1(IFw ,T
c)/℘kH1(IFw ,T

c))Φ=1 → H1(Φ,H1(IFw ,T
c)).

Since V is pure of weight −1 at w by [LTXZZ1, Lemma 8.1.6], we have

H2(IFw ,V
c)Φ=1 = H1(IFw ,V

c)Φ=1 = H1(Φ,H1(IFw ,V
c)) = 0,

which implies that H1(IFw ,T
c/℘kT c)Φ=1 is annihilated by ℘k1(w) for some integer k1(w) ⩾ 0 independent of k. The

lemma then follows. □

5.6. The Iwasawa Rankin–Selberg bipartite Euler system. In this subsection, we complete the proof of our
main theorem via the so-called Iwasawa Rankin–Selberg bipartite Euler system.

For every integer k ⩾ 0, denote by Xarrow
k the set of arrows of Xk. For every integer k ⩾ 1, we call the data(

{Vn, jn,Cn,k | n ∈ Nk}, {j
a, ϱa,k | a ∈ Xarrow

k }, {λn,k
F
| n ∈ Ndef

k }, {κ
n,k
F
| n ∈ Nindef

k }
)

(5.9)

defined from the previous three subsections the F -Iwasawa Rankin–Selberg bipartite Euler system for (Π0,Π1)
modulo ℘k (with respect to the initial dataV). It enjoys the following remarkable relations.

Theorem 5.6.1. Let a = a(n, nl) be an arrow of Xk for some integer k ⩾ 1.
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(1) When n ∈ Ndef
k , the diagram

Cn,k
ϱa,k

//

λn,k
F

��

Cnl,k

κnl,k
F

��
ΛF /℘

kΛF H1
(nl)(F,T

c ⊗O℘ ΛF /℘
kΛF )

[ja
n]−1·locloo

commutes, where [ja
n] is the element from Theorem 4.2.3 (for V◦n = Vnn, V′n = Vnln , p = l) regarded as an

(invertible) element in Λ.
(2) When n ∈ Nindef

k , the diagram

Cn,k
ϱa,k

//

κn,k
F

��

Cnl,k

λnl,k
F

��
H1

(n)(F,T
c ⊗O℘ ΛF /℘

kΛF )
[ja

n]·locl // ΛF /℘
kΛF

commutes, where [ja
n] is the element from Theorem 4.3.6 (for Vn = Vnn, V′n = Vnln , p = l) regarded as an

(invertible) element in Λ.

Proof. Parts (1) and (2) follow from Theorem 4.2.3 and Theorem 4.3.6 (for F̃ = Fc ∩ F with all c ∈ Z¶
+

>0),
respectively, along with the constructions of the relevant maps. □

Now we can focus on the proof of Theorem 5.1.4. We start with two lemmas while recalling Notation 5.2.10.

Lemma 5.6.2. For every closed point x of SpecΛF ,E℘ and every integer k ⩾ 1,

(1) the natural map H1
f (F,T

c

O†x
)/℘k

xH1
f (F,T

c

O†x
)→ H1

f (F,T
c

(O†x/℘k
xOx)†

) is injective;

(2) the natural map H1
f (F,WOx/℘kOx

)→ H1
f (F,WOx)[℘

k] is an isomorphism.

Proof. For (1), since the Selmer structure on T c
O†x

is defined as the propagation of the one on Vc
O†x

, the quotient

Ox-module H1(Fw,T cO†x
)/H1

f (Fw,T cO†x
) is torsion free. Thus, (1) follows from [MR04, Lemma 3.7.1].

For (2), since T/℘T is absolutely irreducible of dimension at least two, (2) follows by [MR04, Lemma 3.5.4].
□

Lemma 5.6.3. For every nonzero element s ∈ H1(F,T/℘T ) and every k ⩾ 1, there are infinitely many elements
l ∈ Lk such that locl(s) , 0.

Proof. Since H0(F,T/℘T ) = 0, we may identify H1(F,T/℘T ) with H1(F,T/℘kT )[℘]. Denote by S the O℘-
submodule of H1(F,T/℘kT ) generated by s, which is free over O℘/℘ of rank one. Choose an element l ∈ Lk,
which is possible by Remark 5.3.4(5). Let γ be the element in [LTXZZ1, Notation 2.6.2] given by a Frobenius
element at l. By [LTXZZ1, Proposition 2.6.6] (with m = k and m0 = k − 1) and (A3) in Definition 5.1.3, (S , γ)-
abundant 1-tuple exists. Then by [LTXZZ1, Proposition 2.6.7] and the Chebotarev density theorem, we may find
infinitely many elements l ∈ Lk such that locl(s) , 0. □

From now on, we suppose that F is moderate. We study specializations of the F -Iwasawa Rankin–Selberg
bipartite Euler system (5.9) at closed points. Take a closed point x of SpecΛF ,E℘ . In view of Proposition 5.5.6(6),
put

λn,kx B spx ◦ (℘kerr · †λn,k
F

) : Cn,k → Ox/℘
kOx,

κn,kx B spx ◦ (℘kerr · †κn,k
F

) : Cn,k → H1
f (n)(F,T

c
(Ox/℘kOx)†)

(including k = ∞) whenever applicable. Here, †λn,k
F

denotes the composition of λn,k
F

(Notation 5.4.5) and the
involution † on ΛF ; †κn,k

F
is the map in Notation 5.5.1; and spx stands for various specialization maps induced by

the quotient map ΛF → Ox.
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For every pair of integers 1 ⩽ k ⩽ j, put

δx(k, j) B min
{

min
ϕ∈Cn,k

ind
(
λn,kx (ϕ),Ox/℘

kOx
) ∣∣∣∣∣∣ n ∈ Ndef

j

}
,

where ind
(
λn(ϕ),Ox/℘

kOx
)
B sup{i ∈ N | λn(ϕ) ∈ ℘i

xOx/℘
kOx}. As δx(k, j) ⩽ δx(k, j + 1), we may put

δx(k) B lim
j→∞

δx(k, j) ⩽ ∞.

Proposition 5.6.4. Let x be a closed point of SpecΛF ,E℘ and k ⩾ 1 an integer.

(1) When ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = 1, if λ∅,kx , 0, then
(a) H1

f (F,T
c

O†x
) vanishes;

(b) H1
f (F,WOx) has Ox-corank zero;

(c) we have

lengthOx

(
HomOx

(
H1

f (F,WOx), Ex/Ox
))
+ 2δx(k) = 2 · min

ϕ∈C∅,∞
lengthOx

(
Ox/λ

∅,∞
x (ϕ)

)
.

(2) When ϵ(Π0 × Π1) = −1, if κ∅,kx , 0, then
(a) H1

f (F,T
c

O†x
) is free of rank one over Ox;

(b) H1
f (F,WOx) has Ox-corank one;

(c) we have

lengthOx

(
HomOx

(
H1

f (F,WOx), Ex/Ox
)tor

)
+ 2δx(k) = 2 · min

ϕ∈C∅,∞
lengthOx

(
H1

f (F,T
c

O†x
)/Oxκ

∅,∞
x (ϕ)

)
.

Proof. Let j be an integer at least 2k. We apply the discussion in §5.7 to the following situation:

R = Ox/℘
kOx, T = TOx/℘kOx

, L = L j, (F ,ΣF ) = ( f ,Σmin ∪ Σp),

so N = N j. By (A3) in Definition 5.1.3 and Lemma 5.6.3, T satisfies Hypotheses 5.7.1. By [How06,
Lemma 3.3.4(d)], the Selmer structure (F ,ΣF ) is self-dual and cartesian.

Assume λ∅,kx , 0 and κ∅,kx , 0 in (1) and (2), respectively. By Proposition 5.5.6(6) and Theorem 5.6.1, we
know that Ndef

j = Neven and Nindef
j = Nodd by the same argument for [How06, Lemma 3.3.5], hence the data

({Cn,k}, {ϱa,k}, {λn,kx }, {κ
n,k
x }) form a generalized bipartite Euler system for (T,F ,L) (Definition 5.7.2). By the same

argument for [How06, Lemma 3.3.6] (using Lemma 5.7.3), we have (Cn,k)free = Cn,k (Notation 5.7.4) for every
n ∈ Nindef

j = Nodd containing an effective element in L j (Definition 5.3.3(4)).
We first consider (1). By Remark 5.3.6(2) and the construction of ϱa,k in Definition 5.3.5, we may take v = v(∅)

as an effective vertex (Definition 5.7.2) of the generalized bipartite Euler system ({Cn,k}, {ϱa,k}, {λn,kx }, {κ
n,k
x }). As

∅ ∈ Neven, we may write H1
f (F,TOx/℘kOx

) = M ⊕ M for an Ox/℘
kOx-module M. Applying Proposition 5.7.8(2) to

n = ∅, we obtain the equality

lengthOx
M + δx(k, j) = min

ϕ∈C∅,∞
ind

(
λ∅,kx (ϕ),Ox/℘

kOx
)

of (finite) integers. This implies that M is annihilated by an ideal of Ox strictly containing ℘kOx. By Lemma
5.6.2(2) and the relation H1

f (F,T
c

O†x
) = lim
←−− j

H1
f (F,WOx)[℘

j], we obtain (1a) and (1b), together with an isomorphism

HomOx

(
H1

f (F,WOx), Ex/Ox
)
≃ M ⊕ M

of Ox-modules. Finally, we have

min
ϕ∈C∅,∞

ind
(
λ∅,kx (ϕ),Ox/℘

kOx
)
= min

ϕ∈C∅,∞
ind

(
λ∅,∞x (ϕ),Ox

)
= min

ϕ∈C∅,∞
lengthOx

(
Ox/λ

∅,∞
x (ϕ)

)
.

Thus, (1c) follows by taking j→ ∞.
We then consider (2). Take an element ϕ ∈ C∅,∞ such that κ∅,kx (ϕ) , 0 so in particular κ∅,∞x (ϕ) , 0. Write

κ∅,∞x (ϕ) = c · sϕ for some elements c ∈ Ox and sϕ ∈ H1
f (F,T

c

O†x
) \ ℘xH1

f (F,T
c

O†x
). By Lemma 5.6.2(1), the image of

sϕ in H1
f (F,T

c
(Ox/℘xOx)†

) = H1
f (F,T/℘T )⊗O℘/℘Ox/℘x, say s̄ϕ, is nonzero. By Lemma 5.6.3, we may find an element
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l ∈ L j such that locl(s̄ϕ) , 0. By Theorem 5.6.1(2), we have C{l},k , 0, that is, l is effective (Definition 5.3.3(4)). By
the construction of ϱa,k in Definition 5.3.5, we may take v = v({l}) as an effective vertex of the generalized bipartite
Euler system ({Cn,k}, {ϱa,k}, {λn,kx }, {κ

n,k
x }). As ∅ ∈ Nodd, we may write H1

f (F,TOx/℘kOx
) = Ox/℘

kOx ⊕ M ⊕ M for an
Ox/℘

kOx-module M. Applying Proposition 5.7.8(2) to n = ∅, we obtain the equality

lengthOx
M + δx(k, j) = min

ϕ∈C∅,∞
ind

(
κ∅,kx (ϕ),H1

f (F,T
c

(O†x/℘k
xOx)†

)
of (finite) integers. This implies that M is annihilated by an ideal of Ox strictly containing ℘kOx. By Lemma
5.6.2(2) and the relation H1

f (F,T
c

O†x
) = lim
←−− j

H1
f (F,WOx)[℘

j], we obtain (2a) and (2b), together with an isomorphism

HomOx

(
H1

f (F,WOx), Ex/Ox
)tor
≃ M ⊕ M

of Ox-modules. Finally, Lemma 5.6.2(1) implies that

ind
(
κ∅,kx (ϕ),H1

f (F,T
c

(O†x/℘k
xOx)†

)
= lengthOx

(
H1

f (F,T
c

O†x
)/Oxκ

∅,∞
x (ϕ)

)
.

Thus, (2c) follows by taking j→ ∞.
The proposition is proved. □

We need one more lemma from geometry. Let M be a finitely generated torsion ΛF -module. Suppose that
F /F is infinite and consider a height one prime q of ΛF such that qΛF ,E℘ remains a height one prime of ΛF ,E℘ .
We say that a closed point x of ΛF ,E℘ is a q-clean point for M if x locates in the vanishing locus of q but not in
NFΛF ,E℘/qΛF ,E℘ (M ⊗ΛF ΛF ,E℘/qΛF ,E℘) (Notation 5.2.11).

Lemma 5.6.5. In the situation above, for every q-clean point x for M and every proper Zariski closed subset Z of
SpecΛF ,E℘ , there exists a sequence (xm)m⩾1 of closed points of SpecΛF ,E℘ \ Z such that

(1) Θxm and Θx are isomorphic as O℘-rings for every m ⩾ 1;
(2) lengthO℘

(
Θxm ⊗ΛF Θx

)
tends to infinity when m→ ∞;

(3) we have
ordq(char M ) = lim

m→∞
l−1
m · lengthO℘

(
M /PxmM

)
;

where lm B lengthO℘

(
Θxm ⊗ΛF ΛF /q

)
is a sequence of positive integers that tends to infinity by (2).

Proof. By [Bou98, Chap. VII §4.4, Theorem 5], there exists uniquely a finite collection of pairs {(qi, ni) | i ∈ I} in
which qi’s are prime ideals of ΛF of height one and ni are positive integers such that M is pseudo-isomorphic to⊕

i∈I ΛF /q
ni
i , that is, there exists a map

ϕ : M →
⊕

i∈I

ΛF /q
ni
i

of ΛF -modules such that the support of ker ϕ ⊕ coker ϕ has codimension at least two in SpecΛF .
By Definition 1.1.1(2), ΛF is isomorphic to O℘[[T1, . . . ,Td]] for a positive integer d (as F /F is infinite). Write

(t1, . . . , td) for the coordinates of x in E℘. Then Θx = O℘[t1, . . . , td]. As x is a q-clean point of M , it is contained
in the open subset

SpecΛF ,E℘ \

⋃
qi,q

Spec(ΛF /qi)
⋃

supp(ker ϕ)


of SpecΛF ,E℘ . Then for every m ⩾ 1, there exists (c1, . . . , cd) ∈ (O×℘)d such that xm B (t1 + c1℘

m, . . . , td + cd℘
m)

does not locate in

Z ∪

⋃
qi,q

Spec(ΛF /qi)
⋃

supp(ker ϕ)

 .
It is clear that the sequence (xm)m⩾1 satisfies (1) and (2).

It remains to check (3). As ordq(char M ) =
∑
qi=q ni, it suffices to show that the lengths of the following

O℘-modules are uniformly bounded when m→ ∞:⊕
qi,q

(ΛF /q
ni
i ) ⊗ΛF Θxm , ker ϕ ⊗ΛF Θxm , TorΛF1 (coker ϕ,Θxm).
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Put

M1 B
⊕
qi,q

(ΛF /q
ni
i )

⊕
ker ϕ, M2 B coker ϕ.

For M1, as x does not belong to its support, there exists a positive integer m0 such that the M1 ⊗ΛF Θx is
annihilated by ℘m0 . For m ⩾ 1, we have M1 ⊗ΛF (Θxm/℘

mΘxm) = M1 ⊗ΛF (Θx/℘
mΘx), which is annihilated by

℘m0 . It follows that when m > m0, M1 ⊗ΛF Θxm is also annihilated by ℘m0 . Since M1 ⊗ΛF Θxm can be generated
as an O℘-module by a finite set whose cardinality is independent of m ⩾ 1, lengthO℘

(
M1 ⊗ΛF Θxm

)
are bounded

independently of m.
For M2, we choose a resolution 0 → M4 → M3 → M2 → 0 in which M3 is a finitely generated flat ΛF -

module. Then TorΛF1 (M2,Θxm) = (M4 ⊗ΛF Θxm)tor for every m ⩾ 1. Write M4 ⊗ΛF Θxm = Θ
rm
xm ⊕ Mm for some

integer rm ⩾ 0 and some finitely generated torsion Θxm-module Mm. Write M4 ⊗ΛF Θx = Θ
r
x ⊕ M in the similar

way. Let m0 be a positive integer such that ℘m0 annihilates M. Since M4⊗ΛF (Θxm/℘
mΘxm) =M4⊗ΛF (Θx/℘

mΘx),
we have for m > m0 that rm = r and Mm is annihilated by ℘m0 . Since M4 ⊗ΛF Θxm hence Mm can be generated as
an O℘-module by a finite set whose cardinality is independent of m ⩾ 1, lengthO℘

(
(M4 ⊗ΛF Θxm)tor

)
are bounded

independently of m.
The lemma is proved. □

Proof of Theorem 5.1.4. Denote by ZF the common vanishing locus of the image of the map †λ∅,∞
F

or †κ∅,∞
F

, de-
pending on whether ϵ(Π0×Π1) = 1 or ϵ(Π0×Π1) = −1, as a Zariski closed subset of SpecΛF ,E℘ . By Corollary 5.4.6
and Definition 5.5.2, the premises of the statements imply that ZF is a proper Zariski closed subset of SpecΛF ,E℘ ,
possibly after shrinking (Kn,v,Kn+1,v) for v ∈ Σ+min in the initial datumV. Recall the proper Zariski closed subsets
XF and YF of SpecΛF ,E℘ from Notation 5.2.11.

We first consider (1). Choose a closed point x of SpecΛF ,E℘ \ (XF ∪ YF ∪ ZF ) (which is nonempty) and an
integer k ⩾ 1 such that λ∅,kx , 0. By Proposition 5.6.4(1a,1b), H1

f (F,T
c

O†x
) = 0 and H1

f (F,WOx) has Ox-corank zero.
Thus, (1a) follows by Proposition 5.2.14; and (1b) follows by Lemma 5.2.9 and Proposition 5.2.13.

For (1c), we may assume that F /F is infinite since otherwise the statement is trivial. By Corollary 5.4.6, it
suffices to show that for every height one prime q of ΛF such that qΛF ,E℘ is a height one prime of ΛF ,E℘ ,

ordq (char (X (F ,T ))) ⩽ 2 ordq
(
char

(
ΛF /

†λ∅,∞
F

(ϕ)
))

(5.10)

holds for every ϕ ∈ C∅,∞. Take an element ϕ ∈ C∅,∞ such that †λ∅,∞
F

(ϕ) , 0 (otherwise, (5.10) is trivial) and choose
a q-clean point x for both X (F ,T ) and ΛF / †λ

∅,∞
F

(ϕ). Applying Lemma 5.6.5 to x and Z = ZF , we obtain a
sequence (xm)m⩾1 satisfying

ordq (char (X (F ,T ))) = lim
m→∞

l−1
m · lengthO℘

(
X (F ,T )/PxmX (F ,T )

)
,

ordq
(
char

(
ΛF /

†λ∅,∞
F

(ϕ)
))
= lim

m→∞
l−1
m · lengthO℘

(
ΛF /(†λ

∅,∞
F

(ϕ),Pxm)
)
.

Since Θxm ≃ Θx for every m ⩾ 1 and lm → ∞, we have by (the Pontryagin dual of) Proposition 5.2.14 that

lim
m→∞

l−1
m · lengthO℘

(
X (F ,T )/PxmX (F ,T )

)
= lim

m→∞
l−1
m · lengthO℘

(
HomOx

(
H1

f (F,WOxm
), Exm/Oxm

))
,

and by trivial reasons that

lim
m→∞

l−1
m · lengthO℘

(
ΛF /(†λ

∅,∞
F

(ϕ),Pxm)
)
= lim

m→∞
l−1
m · lengthO℘

(
Oxm/λ

∅,∞
xm

(ϕ)
)
.

Now (5.10) follows from Proposition 5.6.4(1c) by taking, for every m ⩾ 1, an integer km ⩾ 1 satisfying λ∅,km
xm , 0.

We then consider (2). Choose a closed point x of SpecΛF ,E℘ \ (XF ∪ YF ∪ ZF ) (which is nonempty) and an
integer k ⩾ 1 such that κ∅,kx , 0 (which is possible by Proposition 5.2.13 and Lemma 5.6.2(1)). By Proposition
5.6.4(2a,2b), H1

f (F,T
c

O†x
) is free of rank one and H1

f (F,WOx) has Ox-corank one. Thus, (2a) follows by Proposition
5.2.14; and (2b) follows by Lemma 5.2.9 and Proposition 5.2.13.
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For (2c), we may assume that F /F is infinite since otherwise the statement is trivial. By Definition 5.5.2, it
suffices to show that for every height one prime q of ΛF such that qΛF ,E℘ remains a height one prime of ΛF ,E℘ ,

ordq
(
char

(
X (F ,T )tor

))
⩽ 2 ordq

(
char

(
H1

f (F,T
c

Λ
†

F

)/ΛF †κ
∅,∞
F

(ϕ)
))

(5.11)

holds for every ϕ ∈ C∅,∞, where X (F ,T )tor denotes the maximal ΛF -torsion submodule of X (F ,T ). Take an
element ϕ ∈ C∅,∞ such that †κ∅,∞

F
(ϕ) , 0 (otherwise, (5.11) is trivial). We make the following claim:

(∗): There exists a q-clean point x for both X (F ,T )tor and H1
f (F,T

c

Λ
†

F

)/ΛF †κ
∅,∞
F

(ϕ) such that the natural map

H1
f (F,V

c

Λ
†

F

)/PxH1
f (F,V

c

Λ
†

F

)→ H1
f (F,V

c

O†x
)(5.12)

is injective.
Assume the claim and choose one such point x. Applying Lemma 5.6.5 to x and Z = ZF , we obtain a sequence

(xm)m⩾1 satisfying

ordq
(
char

(
X (F ,T )tor

))
= lim

m→∞
l−1
m · lengthO℘

(
X (F ,T )tor/PxmX (F ,T )tor

)
,

ordq

(
char

(
H1

f (F,T
c

Λ
†

F

)/ΛF †κ
∅,∞
F

(ϕ)
))
= lim

m→∞
l−1
m · lengthO℘

(
H1

f (F,T
c

Λ
†

F

)/ΛF †κ
∅,∞
F

(ϕ) +PxmH1
f (F,T

c

Λ
†

F

)
)
.

Since Θxm ≃ Θx for every m ⩾ 1 and lm → ∞, we have by (the Pontryagin dual of) Proposition 5.2.14 that

lim
m→∞

l−1
m · lengthO℘

(
X (F ,T )tor/PxmX (F ,T )tor

)
= lim

m→∞
l−1
m · lengthO℘

(
HomOxm

(
H1

f (F,WOxm
), Exm/Oxm

)tor
)
.

We claim that

lim
m→∞

l−1
m · lengthO℘

(
H1

f (F,T
c

Λ
†

F

)/ΛF †κ
∅,∞
F

(ϕ) +PxmH1
f (F,T

c

Λ
†

F

)
)
⩾ lim

m→∞
l−1
m · lengthO℘

(
H1

f (F,T
c

O†xm
)/Oxmκ

∅,∞
xm

(ϕ)
)
.

(5.13)

Assuming this, (5.11) follows from Proposition 5.6.4(2c) by taking, for every m ⩾ 1, an integer km ⩾ 1 satisfying
κ∅,km

xm , 0. To check (5.13), it suffices to show that

cm B lengthO℘

(
coker

(
H1

f (F,T
c

Λ
†

F

)/PxmH1
f (F,T

c

Λ
†

F

)→ H1
f (F,T

c

O†xm
)
))

is uniformly bounded independent of m. Since the map (5.12) is injective and H1
f (F,V

c

Λ
†

F

) has rank one, there exists

a positive integer k0 such that the map

H1
f (F,T

c

Λ
†

F

)/(Px, ℘
k0)H1

f (F,T
c

Λ
†

F

)→ H1
f (F,T

c

(Ox/℘
k0 Ox)†

)

is nonzero. By Lemma 5.6.5(1,2), there exists a positive integer m0 such that for every integer m ⩾ m0, (Pxm , ℘
k0) =

(Px, ℘
k0) and Oxm/℘

k0Oxm = Ox/℘
k0Ox. In particular, for m ⩾ m0, the map

H1
f (F,T

c

Λ
†

F

)/(Pxm , ℘
k0)H1

f (F,T
c

Λ
†

F

)→ H1
f (F,T

c

(Oxm/℘
k0 Oxm )†

)

is nonzero. Since this map factors through H1
f (F,T

c

O†xm
)/℘k0H1

f (F,T
c

O†xm
) and H1

f (F,T
c

O†xm
) is a free Oxm-module of

rank one, we have
cm ⩽ lengthO℘

(Ox/℘
k0−1Ox) + lengthO℘

(Ox/Θx)
for every m ⩾ m0. Thus, (5.13) hence (2c) have been confirmed.

It remains to prove the claim (∗). We say that an element of ΛF ,E℘ is geometrically linear if it is an irreducible
polynomial that becomes a product of linear functions over E℘. Put Q0 B SpecΛF ,E℘/qΛF ,E℘ as a Zariski closed
subset of SpecΛF ,E℘ of codimension one, and

N0 B (Q0 ∩ YF )
⋃

NFΛF ,E℘/qΛF ,E℘
(
X (F ,T )tor ⊗ΛF ΛF ,E℘/qΛF ,E℘

)
⋃

NFΛF ,E℘/qΛF ,E℘

((
H1

f (F,T
c

Λ
†

F

)/ΛF †κ
∅,∞
F

(ϕ)
)
⊗ΛF ΛF ,E℘/qΛF ,E℘

)
,
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which is a proper Zariski closed subset ofQ0 by Lemma 5.2.12. Let d ⩾ 1 be the rank of Gal(F /F). We construct,
by induction, a regular sequence ( f1, . . . , fd) of ΛF ,E℘ consisting of geometrically linear functions satisfying the
following property: For every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ d, Qi B Q0 ∩ SpecΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi) is nonempty; and there is a Zariski
closed subset Ni of SpecΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi) containing N0 ∩Qi but not Qi such that the natural map

qi : H1(F,Vc
Λ
†

F

)/( f1, . . . , fi)H1(F,Vc
Λ
†

F

)→ H1(F,Vc/i),

regarded as a map of coherent sheaves on SpecΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi), is injective away from Ni, where we abbreviate
Hi(F,−) for Hi(Fur/F,−) (Notation 5.2.11) and put Vc

/i B Vc ⊗ΛF ,E℘ (ΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi))†. Then (∗) holds for every
closed point in Qd \ Nd (which in fact consists of only one point) as (Qd \ Nd) ∩ YF = ∅.

Now we construct such a sequence. When i = 1, we may choose an arbitrary nonzero geometrically linear
element f1 that vanishes at some closed point in Q0 \ N0; as q1 is injective on the entire SpecΛF ,E℘/( f1), we may
take N1 B N0 ∩ Q1. Suppose that we have already constructed ( f1, . . . , fi) for 1 ⩽ i < d (with the subset Ni). Let
Mi be the cokernel of qi, which is a coherent sheaf on SpecΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi). Then since ΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi) is
a UFD, there exists a Zariski closed subset Mi of SpecΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi) of codimension at least two and a finite
multi-subset Di of ΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi) such that

Mi ≃
⊕
g∈Di

ΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi, g)

away from Mi. As Qi is a nonempty closed subset of SpecΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi) of pure codimension one that is not
contained in Ni, Qi \ (Ni ∪Mi) is nonempty. Thus, we may choose a geometrically linear element fi+1 in ΛF ,E℘
whose image in ΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi) is nonzero and does not divide nonzero elements in Di, such that it vanishes
at some closed point in Qi \ (Ni ∪Mi). It follows that Ni+1 B SpecΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi+1) ∩ (Ni ∪Mi) is a Zariski
closed subset containing N0 ∩ Qi+1 but not Qi+1. It remains to check that qi+1 is injective away from Ni+1. By
construction, we have a short exact sequence

0→ H1(F,Vc
Λ
†

F

)/( f1, . . . , fi)H1(F,Vc
Λ
†

F

)→ H1(F,Vc/i)→
⊕
g∈Di

ΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi, g)→ 0

over SpecΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi) \ (Ni ∪Mi). By our choice of fi+1,

Tor
ΛF ,E℘/( f1,..., fi)
1

⊕
g∈Di

ΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi, g),ΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi, fi+1)

 = 0,

hence the induced map

H1(F,Vc
Λ
†

F

)/( f1, . . . , fi, fi+1)H1(F,Vc
Λ
†

F

)→ H1(F,Vc/i)/ fi+1H1(F,Vc/i)

is injective after restriction to SpecΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi+1) \ Ni+1. On the other hand, the natural map

H1(F,Vc/i)/ fi+1H1(F,Vc/i)→ H1(F,Vc/i+1)

is injective on the entire SpecΛF ,E℘/( f1, . . . , fi+1). Thus, we have accomplished the step for i + 1.
The theorem is all proved. □

Proof of Corollary 1.2.6. Let x be the origin of SpecΛF ,E℘ , that is, the point defined by the augmentation ideal AF

ofΛF ,E℘ . By Definition 1.1.1(1), F /F is a Zd
p-extension for some integer d ⩾ 0. We may assume that LF (Π0×Π1)

is nonzero since otherwise the corollary is trivial. Let m be the order of LF (Π0 × Π1) at x, that is, the maximal
integer such that LF (Π0 × Π1) ∈ Am

F .
When d = 0, the corollary follows from Theorem 1.2.3(1b). When d = 1, by Theorem 1.2.3(1c) and Lemma

5.2.7(3) we know that rankO℘ H1
f (F,W

Λ
†

F )[Px] ⩽ m; hence the corollary follows from Proposition 5.2.14 and
Lemma 5.2.7(2). We now deduce the general case for d > 1 to the case d = 1. Let Lm be the leading term of
LF (Π0 × Π1) of degree m. Denote by AF ,Qp the augmentation ideal of ΛF ,Qp and by TF the projective space
over Qp of dimension d − 1 defined by the graded ring

⊕
i⩾0 A

i
F ,Qp

/Ai−1
F ,Qp

, so that Lm defines a hypersurface of
TF ⊗Qp E℘ of dimension m. Choose a point t ∈ TF (Qp) that is not contained in the above hypersurface. There exits
a unique intermediate field F ⊆ Ft ⊆ F such that Ft/F is a Zp-extension and the tangent line of the subscheme
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SpecΛFt ,Qp of SpecΛF ,Qp is given by t. By our choice of t, LFt (Π0 × Π1) is nonzero and its order at the origin x
is again m. In other words, we have reduced the case to d = 1. The corollary has been proved. □

5.7. Appendix: Generalized bipartite Euler systems. In this subsection, we generalize Howard’s notion of
bipartite Euler systems over Artinian local rings.

Let R be a principal Artinian local ring of maximal ideal m and residue characteristic p > 3, with a continuous
action of ΓF .

Let T be a free R-module of finite rank at least two equipped with a compatible continuous action of ΓF and a
perfect symmetric pairing

( , ) : T × T → R(1)
satisfying (xσ, ycσc) = (x, y)σ for every σ ∈ ΓF . In particular, for every place w of F, we have the local Tate pairing

( , )w : H1(Fw,T ) × H1(Fwc ,T )→ R

which is perfect. Throughout this subsection, we are given a self-dual, cartesian Selmer structure (F ,ΣF ) on T
[How06, Definition 2.1.1 & Definition 2.2.2].

Let L be a set consisting of primes l of F satisfying
❖ l < ΣF ∪ Σ{2,p},
❖ l is inert over F+,
❖ there is a unique ΓFl-stable decomposition T = T0 ⊕ T1 ⊕ S of R-modules satisfying T0 ≃ R, T1 ≃ R(1),

and Hi(Fl, S ) = 0 for i ∈ Z.
For every l ∈ L, define H1

ord(Fl,T ) to be the image of the natural map H1(Fl,T1)→ H1(Fl,T ), so that we have

H1(Fl,T ) = H1
unr(Fl,T ) ⊕ H1

ord(Fl,T )

in which each summand is a free R-module of rank one and is maximal isotropic under the local Tate pairing.
Denote by N the set of (possibly empty) finite sets consisting of elements in L with distinct underlying rational

primes. For n ∈ N, put nl B n ∪ {l} for l ∈ L \ n, and n/l B n \ {l} for l ∈ n. Following [How06], we define a
directed graph X with vertices v(n) indexed by elements in N, and arrows a(n, nl) from v(n) to v(nl) for l ∈ L \ n.
Denote by Xarrow the set of arrows of X.

For every n ∈ N, define the Selmer structure F (n) by the formula

H1
F (n)(Fw,T ) B

H1
F (Fw,T ), w < n,

H1
ord(Fw,T ), w ∈ n.

Then (F (n),ΣF ∪ n) is again a self-dual, cartesian Selmer structure on T . We denote by SelF (n)(F,T ) the
corresponding global Selmer group. By the same argument for [How06, Proposition 2.2.7], there exists a
unique element e(n) ∈ {0, 1} and a finitely generated R-module Mn, unique up to isomorphism, such that
SelF (n)(F,T ) ≃ Re(n) ⊕ Mn ⊕ Mn.

Following [How06, Definition 2.2.8], we denote by Neven and Nodd the subsets of N for which e(n) = 0 and
e(n) = 1, respectively. For n ∈ N, define the stub module to be

Stubn B

mlength(Mn) · R, n ∈ Neven,

m
length(Mn) · SelF (n)(F,T ), n ∈ Nodd,

which is a cyclic R-module.

Hypothesis 5.7.1. We introduce two hypotheses for future use.
(1) The residue representation T/mT is absolutely irreducible.
(2) For every nonzero element s ∈ H1(F,T/mT ), there are infinitely many elements l ∈ L such that locl(s) , 0.

Definition 5.7.2. A generalized bipartite Euler system for (T,F ,L) is a collection of data(
{Cn | n ∈ N}, {ϱa | a ∈ Xarrow}, {λn | n ∈ N

even}, {κn | n ∈ N
odd}

)
in which

❖ Cn is a finitely generated R-module;
❖ ϱa : Cn → Cnl is an R-linear map for a = a(n, nl);
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❖ λn : Cn → R is an R-linear map;
❖ κn : Cn → SelF (n)(F,T ) is an R-linear map;

satisfying that for every arrow a = a(n, nl) ∈ Xarrow, the following holds:
(1) when n ∈ Neven, there exists an isomorphism ψa : H1

ord(Fl,T ) ≃ R such that

λn = ψa ◦ locl ◦ κnl ◦ ϱa : Cn → R;

(2) when n ∈ Nodd, there exists an isomorphism ψa : H1
unr(Fl,T ) ≃ R such that

λnl ◦ ϱa = ψa ◦ locl ◦ κn : Cn → R.

We say that a vertex v = v(n∗) of X is an effective vertex for a generalized bipartite Euler system, if Cn∗ , 0 and
ϱa is a bijection for every arrow a = a(n, nl) with n∗ ⊆ n.

In what follows, we fix a generalized bipartite Euler system for (T,F ,L) with an effective vertex v(n∗).

Lemma 5.7.3. Assume Hypothesis 5.7.1. Let n ∈ N be an element containing n∗. If λn , 0 (resp. κn , 0) when
n ∈ Neven (resp. n ∈ Nodd), then Mn does not contain R.

Proof. This follows from the same proof of [How06, Proposition 2.3.5]. □

Notation 5.7.4. For every n ∈ Nodd, we denote by Cfree
n the R-submodule of Cn generated by elements ϕ such that

κn(ϕ) is contained in a free R-submodule of SelF (n)(F,T ).

Lemma 5.7.5. Assume Hypothesis 5.7.1. For every element n ∈ N containing n∗, we have λn(Cn) ⊆ Stubn when
n ∈ Neven and κn(Cfree

n ) ⊆ Stubn when n ∈ Nodd.

Proof. This follows from the same proof of [How06, Theorem 2.3.7]. □

We have the Euler system sheaf ES(X) (with ψa
v B (ψa)−1 for v = v(n) with n ∈ Neven), the stub sheaf Stub(X),

and the core subgraph X♡ ⊆ X spanned by core vertices (that is, those v = v(n) such that Stubn ≃ R), similarly
defined as in [How06, §2.4].

Definition 5.7.6. For two vertices v and v′ of X, a (directed) path from v to v′ in X is a finite sequence of vertices
v = v0, v1, . . . , vk = v′ such that there is an arrow ai from vi to vi+1 for 0 ⩽ i ⩽ k − 1. In particular, if v = v(n) and
v′ = v(n′), then there exists a path from v to v′ if and only if n ⊆ n′.

We say that a path is invertible if the map ψei
vi : Stub(vi) → Stub(ei) is an isomorphism for every 0 ⩽ i ⩽ k − 1.

Then an invertible path from v to v′ induces a surjective map Stub(v′)→ Stub(v).

Lemma 5.7.7. Assume Hypothesis 5.7.1.
(1) Every path of X♡ is invertible.
(2) The core subgraph X♡ is path connected.
(3) For every vertex v of X, there exists a core vertex v♡ that can be either even or odd and admits an invertible

path from v.

Proof. The three parts follow from [How06, Lemma 2.4.8, Proposition 2.4.11, and Lemma 2.4.9], respectively. □

For every R-module M and m ∈ M, put ind (m,M) B sup{i ∈ N | m ∈ miM}. The following proposition
generalizes [How06, Theorem 2.5.1] with a similar proof.

Proposition 5.7.8. Assume Hypothesis 5.7.1. Suppose that we are given a generalized bipartite Euler system for
(T,F ,L) with an effective vertex v(n∗), satisfying that Cfree

n = Cn for every n ∈ Nodd containing n∗.
(1) We have

min
{

min
ϕ∈Cn

ind (λn(ϕ),R)
∣∣∣∣∣ n∗ ⊆ n ∈ Neven

}
= min

{
min
ϕ∈Cn

ind
(
κn(ϕ),SelF (n)(F,T )

)∣∣∣∣∣ n∗ ⊆ n ∈ Nodd
}
.

(2) If we denote by δ ⩽ ∞ the quantity in (1), then {λn(ϕ) | ϕ ∈ Cn} (resp. {κn(ϕ) | ϕ ∈ Cn}) generates mδ Stubn
for every n ∈ Neven (resp. n ∈ Nodd) containing n∗.

Note that by Lemma 5.7.5, the image of λn or κn is indeed contained in Stubn for n ∈ N containing n∗.
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Proof. Note that for every path from v to v′ of the core subgraph X♡, the induced map Stub(v′) → Stub(v) is an
isomorphism. In particular, by Lemma 5.7.7(1,2), there exists a unique integer δ ⩾ 0 at most the length of R such
that for every core vertex v = v(n) with n containing n∗, the image of λn or κn generates mδ Stubn.

Now let v = v(n) be a general vertex of X with n containing n∗. By Lemma 5.7.7(3), we may find a core vertex
v♡ that admits a path from v. It follows that the image of λn or κn generates mδ Stubn. It remains to show that δ is
just the quantity in (1). Indeed, for every n ∈ Neven containing n∗, we have

δ ⩽ min
ϕ∈Cn

ind (λn(ϕ),R) ;

and the equality holds if v(n) is a core vertex. Similarly, for every n ∈ Nodd containing n∗, we have

δ ⩽ min
ϕ∈Cn

ind
(
κn(ϕ),SelF (n)(F,T )

)
;

and the equality holds if v(n) is a core vertex. By Lemma 5.7.7(3), we know that there are both odd and even core
vertices admitting paths from v(n∗). The proposition follows. □
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