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WILDLY RAMIFIED UNITARY LOCAL MODELS FOR SPECIAL PARAHORICS.
THE ODD DIMENSIONAL CASE

JIE YANG

ABSTRACT. We construct local models for wildly ramified unitary similitude groups of odd dimension
n > 3 with special parahoric level structure and signature (n — 1,1). We first give a lattice-theoretic
description for parahoric subgroups using Bruhat-Tits theory in residue characteristic two, and apply
them to define local models following the lead of Rapoport-Zink [RZ96] and Pappas-Rapoport [PR09].
In our case, there are two conjugacy classes of special parahoric subgroups. We show that the local
models are smooth for the one class and normal, Cohen-Macaulay for the other class. We also prove
that they represent the v-sheaf local models of Scholze-Weinstein. Under some additional assumptions,
we obtain an explicit moduli interpretation of the local models.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let p be a prime number. For the study of arithmetic properties of Shimura varieties, it is desirable
to extend them to reasonable integral models over the p-adic integers. We have so far many results
on the integral models of Shimura varieties of abelian type with parahoric level structure, see [RZ96;
KP18; KZ21; PR24]. Local models are certain flat projective schemes over the p-adic integers which are
expected to model the singularities of these integral models.

Rapoport-Zink initiated a systematic study of local models for Shimura varieties of PEL type with
parahoric level structure at p in [RZ96]. Their local models were later called naive local models, since
they are not always flat if the corresponding reductive group is ramified at p as pointed out in [Pap00,
84]. The construction of the naive local models relies on the lattice-theoretic description of parahoric
subgroups, which is significantly more involved if p = 2 and the group is ramified. A more general
approach is given in [PZ13] (see also a variant in [HPR20]) which constructs (flat) local models attached
to purely group-theoretic data (G, ¥, {u}), where G is a tamely ramified connected reductive group over
a p-adic field L, ¢ is a parahoric group scheme over Oy, with generic fiber G, and {u} is a geometric
conjugacy class of cocharacters of G with reflex field E. Subsequent works [Lev16; Lou23; Fak+22] allow
us to define local models for all triples (G,%,{u}) excluding the case that p = 2 and G*! contains,
as an L-factor, a wildly ramified unitary group of odd dimension. Here L denotes the completion of
the maximal unramified extension of L. The constructions a priori depend on certain auxiliary choices.
One can show that these local models are flat, projective, normal and Cohen-Macaulay schemes over
Opg. Furthermore, the geometric special fibers are reduced and their irreducible components are normal,
Cohen-Macaulay, with rational singularities, and compatibly Frobenius split. A key point in the proof is
the identification of the special fibers of local models with a union of (semi-normalizations of) Schubert
varieties in affine flag varieties.
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Another construction of local models is proposed in [SW20] using v-sheaves. The advantage is that
this approach is canonical (without any auxiliary choices) and applies to arbitrary triples (G, ¥, {u}),
even for wildly ramified groups G and p = 2. It has been proven in [Ans+22; GL24] that when {u} is
minuscule, the v-sheaf local models are representable by flat normal projective schemes over O with
reduced special fibers. Excluding the case that p = 2 and G®! contains, as an E—factor, a wildly ramified
unitary group of odd dimension, one can show that the corresponding scheme local models are Cohen-
Macaulay with Frobenius split special fibers. We refer the readers to [Fak+22, Remark 2.2] for some
explanation on this exceptional case.

In this paper, we focus on this exceptional case and study local models for unitary similitude groups
of odd dimension n > 3 with parahoric level structure when p = 2. We aim to construct unitary local
models following the lead of Rapoport-Zink [RZ96] and Pappas-Rapoport [PR09], specifically for cases
where the parahoric level structure is special and the signature is (n — 1,1). Furthermore, we will prove
that these local models have good geometric properties. We emphasize that many of these geometric
properties do not seem to easily follow from the works mentioned above.

Let Fy/Q2 be a finite extension and F be a (wildly) ramified quadratic extension of Fy. For any
x € F, we write T for the Galois conjugate of x in F'. We can pick uniformizers 7 € F' and my € Fy such
that F'/Fy falls into one of the following two distinct cases (see §3.1):

(R-U) F = Fy(v/8), where 6 is a unit in OF,. The uniformizer 7 satisfies an Eisenstein equation
T —tw + T = 0,

where t = 7 + 7 € Op, satisfies mo|t|2. We have vV =1 — 27/t and 6 = 1 — 4o /t2.
(R-P) F = Fy(\/T0), where % + 19 = 0.

Let (V,h) be a hermitian space, where V is an F-vector space of dimension n = 2m + 1 > 3 and
h:V xV — F is a non-degenerate hermitian form. We assume h is split, i.e., there exists an F-basis
(ei)1<i<n of V such that h(e;,e;) = 0;ny1—; for 1 < ¢,7 < n. This condition can be satisfied after an
unramified field extension of Fy. Let G := GU(V, h) denote the unitary similitude group over Fy attached
to (V, h). Our first result is the lattice-theoretic description of parahoric subgroups of G(Fp).

Theorem 1.1 (Proposition 2.19). Let I be a non-empty subset of {0,1,...,m}. Define
A= Op(n et .., m e, ity s €mat, Nemaa, ..y Aep), for 0<i<m,
where A\ =T/t in the (R-U) case and A = 1/2 in the (R-P) case. Then the subgroup
Pr={geGFy) | ghi = A;, foriel}

is a parahoric subgroup of G(Fyp). Furthermore, any parahoric subgroup of G(Fy) is conjugate to Pr for
a unique I C {0,1,...,m}. The conjugacy classes of special parahoric subgroups correspond to the sets
I ={0} and {m}.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on Bruhat-Tits theory in (residue) characteristic two. Note that
in our case, parahoric subgroups of G(Fp) no longer correspond to self-dual lattice chains, which causes
difficulties in the study of local models.

Given a special parahoric subgroup of G(Fp) corresponding to I = {0} or {m}, we define in §3 the
naive local model MYV of signature (n — 1,1), which is an analogue of the naive unitary local model
considered in [RZ96]. To explain the construction, we start with a crucial but simple observation on the
structure of the lattices A; in Theorem 1.1. Set

o {t in the (R-U) case,

. (1.1)
2 in the (R-P) case.

The hermitian form h defines a symmetric Fp-bilinear form s(—,—) : V x V — F, and a quadratic form
q:V — Iy via

1
s(z,y) =e ! Trp/p, h(z,y) and q(z) = §s(x,x), for z,y e V. (1.2)

Set £ = ¢~ 'Op,, which is an invertible O, -module. Then for 0 < i < m, the forms in (1.2) induce the
Z-valued forms
s:Nix AN, — ZLandqg: N\, — Z. (1.3)

The triple (A;, q,-Z) is an Z-valued hermitian quadratic module over Op, in the sense of Definition 3.4,
which roughly means that the quadratic form ¢ is compatible with the Og-action.
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For I = {0} or {m}, denote A := Ay or A,, respectively. Let A5 :={z €V | s(z, A1) C Op,} be the
dual lattice of A; with respect to the pairing s in (1.2). Then we have a perfect Op,-bilinear pairing

A[XA?—)OFU (14)
induced by the symmetric pairing in (1.2), and an inclusion of lattices

w/e it I ={0},

Ar < aAd, where a =
1At wheed {1/5 it T = {m).

We define the naive unitary local model M}"® to be the functor
M}V : (Sch/OF)°P — Sets
which sends an Op-scheme S to the set of Og-modules F such that
(1) (m-stability condition) F is an O ®0,,, Os-submodule of A; ®o,, Os and as an Og-module, it

is a locally direct summand of rank n.
(2) (Kottwitz condition) The action of 7 ® 1 € O ®o,, Os on F has characteristic polynomial

det(T —7n®@1|F)=(T—m)(T—-7)""".
(3) Let F+ be the orthogonal complement of F in A$ ®or, Os with respect to the perfect pairing
(A1 ®op, Os) x (A} ®og, Os) = Os

induced by the perfect pairing in (1.4). We require the map A; ®¢ 5 Os = alj®0,, Os induced
by A; < aAj sends F to aFt, where aF L denotes the image of F* under the isomorphism
a:Af ®op, Os = alf ®op, Os.

(4) F is totally isotropic with respect to the pairing

5: (A1 ®oyp, Os) X (Ar ®0,, Os) = £ R0, Os
induced by s in (1.3), i.e., s(F,F) = 0in £ @0, Os.
The functor M}V is representable by a closed Op-subscheme of the Grassmannian Gr(n,A;)o,. It

turns out that M¥*¥® is not flat over Op. We define, as in [PR09], the local model M'*° to be the flat
closure of the generic fiber in M7*"°. By construction, we have closed immersions

Ml[oc N M?aive
of projective schemes over O whose generic fibers are isomorphic to the (n — 1)-dimensional projective
space over F'. We have the following results on further geometric properties of le’c.

Theorem 1.2. (1) If I = {0}, then MI{OOC} is flat projective of relative dimension n — 1 over Op,
normal and Cohen-Macaulay with geometrically integral special fiber. Moreover, MI{OOC} is smooth
over Op on the complement of a single closed point.

2) If I = {m}, then M'°, is smooth projective of relative dimension n—1 over Op with geometrically
{m}
integral special fiber.

Let us explain the strategy of the proof of Theorem 1.2 in greater detail. For I = {0} or {m}, let 77
denote the group scheme! of similitude automorphisms of the hermitian quadratic module (A,,,q,.%)
(resp. (Ao, q,-Z,¢)), see Definition 3.5 and 3.6. Then .7 acts naturally on M7*V® and hence on M}°.
Let k denote the algebraic closure of the residue field of F. Using the results in Appendix A, we can
show that the (geometric) special fiber M’ @, k has two orbits under the action of .77 R0, k. One
of the orbits consists of just one closed point. We call it the worst point of the local model. Using this,
we are reduced to proving that there is an open affine subscheme of MIIOC containing the worst point and
satisfying the geometric properties (normality, Cohen-Macaulayness, etc) as stated in Theorem 1.2.

To get the desired open affine subscheme of MIIOC, we introduce a refinement My, as a closed subfunctor,
of the moduli functor M}*¥® such that

Ml]oc c MI C MII]aive-
It turns out that the underlying topological space of My is equal to that of MIIOC. For a matrix A, we will

write Op[A] for the polynomial ring over O whose variables are entries of the matrix A. Viewing M;
as a closed subscheme of the Grassmannian Gr(n,Ar)o,., we can find an open affine subscheme U; of

I Appendix A, we prove that 77 is smooth over Of, and isomorphic to the parahoric group scheme attached to Ay.
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M which contains the worst point and which is isomorphic to a closed subscheme of Spec O [Z], where
Z is an n X n matrix, such that the worst point is defined by Z = 0 and # = 0. Then we explicitly
write down the affine coordinate ring of U; defined by matrix identities. From this, we obtain the affine
coordinate ring of Uy N M¥® by calculating the flat closure of Uj.

Theorem 1.3. LetY (resp. X) be a 2m X 2m (resp. 2m x 1) matriz with variables as entries. Let Hay,
denote the 2m x 2m anti-diagonal unit matriz. There is an open affine subscheme URS of M which
contains the worst point and satisfies the following properties.

(1) If I = {0}, then U{{%C} is isomorphic to

Spec Or[Y]X] , in the (R-U) case,
(R2(v1X), Y - v, (25X 4 n /)Y + X X1)
Spec Or[Y|X] , in the (R-P) case.

(A2(Y|X), Y —yt, (i) oy g XXt)

(We remark that under the relation Y —Y* = 0, the polynomial tr(Hz,,Y'), which is the sum of
the anti-diagonal entries of Y, is indeed divisible by 2 in Op[Y].)
(2) If I = {m}, then U{{(;fl} is isomorphic to

Or[Y|X]
(A2(1X), Y = v, (X 4 By + XX1)
Spec Op[X], in the (R-P) case.

Spec , in the (R-U) case,

Using the above result, we reduce the proof of Theorem 1.2 to a purely commutative algebra problem.
We need to show that the affine coordinate rings in Theorem 1.3 satisfy the geometric properties as
stated in Theorem 1.2. The hardest part is to show the Cohen-Macaulayness when I = {0}, where we
use a converse version of the miracle flatness theorem. We refer to Lemma 4.16 for more details.

We can also relate M*° to the v-sheaf local models considered in [SW20, §21.4]. By results in [Ans+22;
Fak+22; GL24|, we already know that the v-sheaf local models in our case are representable by normal
projective flat Op-schemes My (denoted as My ,} in §8).

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 8.4). The local model MY can be identified with M;.

As a corollary, our result gives a very explicit construction of M; and a more elementary proof of the
representability of the v-sheaf local models in our setting.

Remark 1.5. If F/Fy is of type (R-P), the arguments in [Ans+22] (see the paragraph after Theorem 1.1
in loc. cit.) also imply that M; is Cohen-Macaulay. However, our methods can also deal with the (R-U)
case and we are able to give explicit local affine coordinate rings.

It should be pointed out that it could be useful to provide an explicit moduli interpretation of M.
Let us first briefly review some previous results. We start with reviewing results for odd primes p.
Let F/Fy be a ramified quadratic extension of p-adic local fields. Then we can find a uniformizer =
(resp. mo) of F (resp. Fpy) such that 72 = m, which is possible since p > 2. Let (V,h) be a split
non-degenerate F/Fy-hermitian space of any dimension n > 3. We fix an F-basis (e;)1<i<n of V such
that h(ei,ej) = 5i,n+17j for 1 S Z,j S n. Set

A= Op{nter,...,m tei gty ... en), for 0<i<mn—1,

The hermitian form on V' defines a perfect alternating Fy-bilinear form (—, —) on V:
1 _
<SC,y> = §TrF/F0(ﬂ- 1h(1‘,y)), for T,y € V.

The form satisfies the property that (z,ny) = —(nx,y) for x,y € V. For lattices A; as above, we have

the relation /A\Z = 7wA,—;, where A; denotes the dual lattice of A; with respect to the pairing (—, —)
Let G := GU(V,h) denote the unitary similitude group over Fy attached to (V,h). Set m := |n/2]
For a nonempty subset I C {0,...,m} with the property (P) that if n is even and m — 1 € I then

also m € I, we can form a self-dual lattice chain A; == {A;} by setting Agp—; = ﬂ'_k&- and

JENLEI

Apngi == 7 FA; for i € I and k € Z. We have Aj = A_j for all j € nZ £ 1. Then the stabilizer

in G(Fp) of the lattice chain A; contains a parahoric subgroup with index at most 2. In fact, this
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provides a one-to-one correspondence between non-empty subsets I of {0,...,m} with the property
(P) and conjugacy classes of parahoric subgroups in G(Fp). Building on works of [RZ96; Pap00; PR09],
Smithling formulated in [Smil5] the “strengthened spin condition” and used it to define an explicit moduli
functor M?m(r, s) refining the naive unitary local model of any signature (r, s) with any parahoric level
structure corresponding to the subset I . We refer to [Smil5] for the detailed definition of this moduli
functor. Smithling conjectured that M7™ (r, s) represents the unitary local model of signature (r, s) with
parahoric level structure corresponding to I, see [Smil5, Conjecture 1.3]. When the signature is (n—1, 1),
the conjecture was recently proved by [Luo24] generalizing the results in [Smil5; Yul9].

We now discuss p = 2. Let F/F, be a ramified quadratic extension of 2-adic local fields. Let G
denote the unitary similitude group attached to a split non-degenerate F'/Fy-hermitian space (V,h) of
even dimension n = 2m. In his unpublished manuscript [Kir], Kirch obtained a description of parahoirc
subgroups of G(Fp) in terms of self-dual lattice chains of hyperbolic lattices. We quickly recall the
description here. The hermitian form h induces a perfect symmetric Fyp-bilinear pairing and a quadratic
form on V:

1
S($7y> = 571 TrF/Fo h(x7y>a q(l') = 55(:67:6)7 for T,y € Va

where ¢ is defined as in (1.1). We say a lattice A in V' is a hyperbolic lattice if A is an orthogonal
sum (with respect to the symmetric pairing s) of hyperbolic planes in the sense of [Kirl7, §2]. See also
discussion in Remark 2.17. For 0 < i < m, Kirch found standard hyperbolic lattices A; with explicit
generators. These lattices A; satisfy the property that for x € A;, we have ¢(x) € Op,. For a non-empty
subset I of {0,...,m} with the property (P) that if m — 1 € I then m € I, one can obtain a self-dual
lattice chain A := (Aj);jenz+r of hyperbolic lattices by setting Agyp—; = 7 FAS and Agyi; =7 FA,; for
i € I and k € Z. Here A{ denotes the dual lattice of A; with respect to the symmetric pairing s. Then
Kirch showed that the stabilizer of A; contains a parahoric subgroup of G(Fp) with index at most 2, and
this gives a one-to-one correspondence between subsets I with the property (P) and conjugacy classes of
parahoric subgroups of G(Fp). His proof follows the analysis of [PR0O8, §4], which is different from our
method in the proof of Theorem 1.1. For a subset I C {0, ..., m} containing m, Kirch defined a moduli
functor

M (n —1,1) : (Sch/Or)°P — Sets
which sends an Op-scheme S to the set of Og-modules (F;);jenz+r such that

(1) (m-stability condition) For all j € nZ £ I, F; is an Op ®0, Os-submodule of A; ®o,, Os and
as an Og-submodule, it is a locally direct summand of rank n.
(2) (Kottwitz condition) For all j € nZ=+1, the action of 7®1 € Or ®0o, Os on F; has characteristic
polynomial
det(T —7n@1|F) =T -m)(T-7)"""

(3) For all j < j' in nZ £ I, the map A; ®o,, Os — Ajs ®o, Os induced by the inclusion
A; = Aj sends F; to Fj. Furthermore, for each j, the isomorphism 7 : A; = A;_,, induces an
isomorphism between F; and F;_,.

(4) For all j € nZ + I, we have F,,_; = ]-'jJ-, where }“j‘ denotes the orthogonal complement of F;
under the perfect pairing

(Aj ®(9F0 OS) X (Anfj ®(9F0 OS) — OS

induced by the perfect symmetric paring s(—, —) on V.

(5) (Hyperbolicity condition) For all j € nZ + I, the quadratic form ¢ : A; ®o,, Os — Os induced
by ¢ : A; — Og satisfies ¢(F;) = 0.

(6) (Wedge condition) For all j € nZ & I, the action of T® 1 - 1® 7 € Or ®o,, Os on F; satisfies

NMrel-1®7 | F;) =0.

(7) (Spin condition) The action of 7 ® 1 - 1® 7 € Or ®o,, Os on Fy, is nowhere zero. (See more
discussion of this condition in [RSZ18, Remark 9.9].)

In [Kir], Kirch claimed (without proof) that MX™(n — 1,1) is representable by a Cohen-Macaulay and
flat projective Op-scheme. When n = 2, the scheme M5 (n — 1,1) descends to a scheme over Op,. One
should observe that our construction of My in the present paper is inspired by Smithling and Kirch.

However, for odd unitary unitary groups and p = 2, it seems hard to give a moduli interpretation. As
a by-product of our analysis of UIIOC, we can obtain such a description in a special case.
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Theorem 1.6. Suppose F/Fy is of type (R-U) and assume that the valuations of t and my are equal®.
Then MI{OOC} represents the functor
(Sch/OF)°P — Sets
which sends an Op-scheme S to the set of Og-modules F such that 3
LM1 (w-stability condition) F is an Op ®0p, Og-submodule of Ag ROk, Og and as an Og-module, it
s a locally direct summand of rank n.
LM2 (Kottwitz condition) The action of T ®1 € O ®o, Os on F has characteristic polynomial

det(T —7®1 | F)=(T —a)(T —7)" .
LM3 Let F* be the orthogonal complement in A Qop, Os of F with respect to the perfect pairing
(Ao ®0p, Os) X (A ®oy, Os) = Os

induced by the perfect pairing in (1.4). We require the map Ao ®0op, Os = ?Ag ®op, Os induced
by Ag — %A? sends F to %}“J‘, where ?]—“J‘ denotes the image of F* under the isomorphism
% : AS ®OF0 Og AN %AB ®(9F0 Ogs.

LMY (Hyperbolicity condition) The quadratic form q : Ao ®op, Os = £ @0y, Os induced by q : Ao —
Z satisfies q(F) = 0.

LM5 (Wedge condition) The action of T®@ 1 —1®7 € O ®oy, Os on F satisfies

Nrel-1®7 | F)=0.
LM6 (Strengthened spin condition) The line A"F C W(Ao) Qo Os is contained in
Im (W(Ao)’jl’l 20, Os — W(Ao) G0, OS) .
(See §4.1.1 for the explanation of the notations in this condition.)

Finally, we would like to comment on the application to Shimura varieties. Let F/Q be an imaginary
quadratic extension such that 2 is ramified in F. Then F' :=F ®g Q2 is a ramified quadratic extension
of Q3. Let (V,h) be a non-degenerate F/Q-hermitian space of odd dimension n = 2m + 1 > 3. We
assume that h has signature (n — 1,1) in the sense of [PR09, §1.1] and the base change (Vg,, hg,) is
split. Denote by G := GU(V, h) the unitary similitude group over Q attached to (V,h). Then applying
Theorem 1.1 to the algebraic group Gg,, we find that the stabilizer Ko C G(Qz2) of the lattice Ag or A,
in Vg, as defined in Theorem 1.1 is a special parahoric subgroup. For an open compact subgroup of the
form K = K2 K? C G(Af) where K? C G(A?) is open compact and sufficiently small, we can associate a
Shimura variety Shi (G, X) of level K as in [PR09, §1.1]. Then Shg(G,X) is a quasi-projective smooth
variety of dimension n — 1 over F. Denote by Shx (G, X)r the base change of Shy (G, X) to F. Let MpS
denote the unitary local model over O with parahoric level K5 as in Theorem 1.2. As explained in
[RZ96; Pap00; KP18], we expect to have a normal scheme .#x with a flat surjective structure morphism
Sk — SpecOp such that the generic fiber of Zx is Shx(G,X)r and Sk fits into the local model
diagram

S < T D Mg
over Op, where « is an étale torsor under the parahoric group scheme ¢ attached to K5 and [ is a
@-equivariant smooth morphism of relative dimension dim G. The existence of the local model diagram
would imply that MII(}; and Yk are étale locally isomorphic. The construction of ., will be pursued
in a subsequent paper. We note that this does not easily follow from the existing literature. On the
one hand, we cannot simply follow the arguments in [RZ96, Chapter 3, 6] or [Pap00, §2]. In loc. cit.,
one assumes the prime p is odd. The scheme #k is then given as a (representable) moduli functor
of chains of abelian schemes with polarizations, endomorphisms and level structures. Taking the first
deRham homology of abelian schemes, we obtain polarized chains of lattices (terminology of loc. cit.).
As p is odd, these polarized chains are étale locally isomorphic to the standard self-dual lattice chains
corresponding to the parahoric subgroup Ks. We refer to [RZ96, Theorem 3.16] for a more precise
statement. Using this, one can define .k as a scheme parametrizing the data in ., with trivializations
of the first deRham homology modules. However, Theorem 3.16 in [RZ96] fails in our case. We obtain a
variant in our setting in Appendix A, but the existence of quadratic forms creates additional difficulties

2This holds if Fp is unramified over QQ2, see some more discussion in Remark 4.14.
3Asin [Smil5, Lemma 5.2, Remark 5.4], the conditions LM2 and LMS5 are in fact implied by LM6.
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when one tries to formulate a similar moduli functor as in [RZ96]. On the other hand, the local model
diagram does not follow from results in [PR24; PR22] or [Dan+24] using p-adic shtukas, as these exclude
the case of wildly ramified unitary groups.

We now give an overview of the paper. In §2, we discuss Bruhat-Tits theory for (odd) unitary groups
in residue characteristic two. In particular, we describe the maxi-minorant norms (norme maziminorante
in French) used in [BT87] in terms of graded lattice chains, and thus obtain a lattice-theoretic description
of the Bruhat-Tits buildings of unitary groups. As a corollary, we deduce Theorem 1.1. In §3, we first
discuss some basic facts about quadratic extensions of 2-adic fields. Then we equip the lattices A; in
Theorem 1.1 with the structure of hermitian quadratic modules. Using this, we define the naive local
models M7 and local models M. In §4-7, we prove Theorem 1.2, 1.3 and 1.6. We address the
(R-U) and (R-P) case separately, although the techniques are very similar. In each section, we introduce
the refinement M; of M¥*¥® by imposing certain linear algebraic conditions and then explicitly write
down the local affine coordinate rings. We then obtain Theorem 1.3 by computing the flat closure of
these affine coordinate rings. Utilizing the group action on local models, we finish the proof of Theorem
1.2 and Theorem 1.6. In §8, we review the Beilinson-Drinfeld Grassmannian (in mixed characteristic)
and v-sheaf local models of Scholze-Weinstein. Then we show that the local models in Theorem 1.2
represent the v-sheaf local models, thereby proving Theorem 1.4. In Appendix A, we show that, under
certain conditions, hermitian quadratic modules étale locally have a normal form up to similitude. In the
process, we prove in Theorem A.13 and Theorem A.22 that the similitude automorphism group scheme
of A, (resp. (Ao, ¢)) is smooth over Op, and is isomorphic to the parahoric group scheme attached to
A (resp. Ag).
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2. BRUHAT-TITS THEORY FOR UNITARY GROUPS IN RESIDUE CHARACTERISTIC TWO

2.1. Notations. Let Fj be a finite extension of Q. Let w : Fy — Z U {400} denote the normalized
valuation on Fy. Let F'/Fy be a (wildly totally) ramified quadratic extension. The valuation w uniquely
extends to a valuation on F', which is still denoted by w. Denote by ¢ the nontrivial element in Gal(F/Fp).
For x € F, we will write 27 or T for the Galois conjugate of z in F. Let Op (resp. Op,) be the ring
of integers of F' (resp. Fp) with uniformizer 7 (resp. m). We assume Np/p (7) = mo. Let k be the
common residue field of F' and Fy. Let V be an F-vector space of dimension n = 2m + 1 > 3 with a
non-degenerate hermitian form b : V x V — F. We assume that there exists an F-basis (e;)1<i<pn of V
such that h(e;, e;) = djnt1—; for 1 <i,7 < n. In this case, we will say the hermitian form h is split, or
(V, h) is a split hermitian space.

(We remark that all results in §2 are valid when Fj is a finite extension of Q, for p > 2, see Remark
2.6 and 2.10.)

2.2. Bruhat-Tits buildings in terms of norms. In this subsection, we would like to recall the de-
scription of Bruhat-Tits buildings of odd dimensional (quasi-split) unitary groups in residue characteristic
two in terms of norms. The standard reference is [BT87]. There is a summary (in English) in [Lem09,
§1]. See also [Tit79, Example 1.15, 2.10].
Let G := U(V, h) denote the unitary group over Fy attached to (V, h). Then there is an embedding of
(enlarged) buildings
B(G, Fy) — B(GLg(V), F).

Definition 2.1. A norm on V is amap «: V — RU {400} such that for 2,y € V and X € F, we have
alz +y) > inf {a(z),a(y)}, a(Az) =w(A) + a(z), and z = 0 & a(r) = +oo.

Example 2.2. (1) Let V be a one dimensional F-vector space. Then any norm « on V' is uniquely
determined by its value of a non-zero element in V: for any 0 # z € V and X\ € F, we have

a(Ax) =w(N) + a(z).



(2) Let V4 and V4 be two finite dimensional F-vector spaces. Let a; be a norm on V; for i = 1, 2.
The direct sum of a; and ay is defined as a norm a3 @ g : V4 ® Vo — RU {400} via

(o1 @ a2)(m1 + x2) = inf {ay (z1), az(x2)}, for z; € V.

Proposition 2.3 ([KP23, 15.1.11]). Let a be a norm on V. Then there exists a basis (e;)1<i<n of V
and n real numbers ¢; for 1 <1i <n such that

04(#21 xie;) = 1;111;1 {w(x;) — ¢}
In this case, we say (e;)1<i<n 15 a splitting basis of «, or « is split by (e;)1<i<n-
Denote by N the set of all norms on V. Then N carries a natural GLg(V)(F)-action via
(ga)(x) == a(g~'z), for g € GLp(V)(F) and z € V. (2.1)

For each F-basis (€;);<;<,, of V, we have a corresponding maximal F-split torus 7" of GLy (V') whose
F-points are diagonal matrices with respect to the basis (e;)1<i<n. The cocharacter group X,.(T) has a
Z-basis (pi)1<i<n, where u; : G, p — T is a cocharacter characterized by

wi(t)e; =t %e;, fort € F* and 1 <4,5 <n, (2.2)

where 0;; is the Kronecker symbol. Fixing an origin, we may identify the apartment A C B(GLp(V), F)
corresponding to T with X, (T)g.

Proposition 2.4 ([BT84b, 2.8, 2.11]). The map
A=X.(T)g — N (2:3)

n

Zcim — (2 Ti€; 1%111;1 {w(z;) — ct}> ,

i=1
where ¢; €R, x; € F and Y, xie; € V, extends uniquely to an isomorphism of GLg(V)-sets
B(GLp(V),F) — N.
Moreover, the image of X..(T)r in N is the set of norms on V admitting (e;)1<i<n as a splitting basis.

By Proposition 2.4, we can identify the building B(GLg(V), F) with the set A/ of norms on V. Next
we will describe the image of the inclusion B(G, Fy) < B(GLp(V), F) = N in terms of maxi-minorant
norms (norme mazximinorante in French).

Set F,, .= {A\—\? | A € F}. Then F, is an Fy-subspace of F' and we denote by F/F, the quotient
space. We can associate the hermitian form h with a map g : V' — F/F,, called the pseudo-quadratic
form in [BT87], defined by

1
glx) = Eh(ac,ac) + F,, forx e V.
The valuation w induces a quotient norm @ on the Fy-vector space F/F,:
WA+ Fy) =sup{wA+pu—p’) |peF}, for \e F.

Definition 2.5. Let a be a norm on V. We say a minorizes (minores in French) (h,q) if for all z,y € V,
a(z) +aly) < w(h(z,y)) and a(z) <

Following the terminology of [KP23, Remark 15.2.12], we say « is mazi-minorant (maziminorante in
French) for (h,q) if a minorizes (h,q) and « is maximal for this property.

Denote by Nym (C N) the set of maxi-minorant norms for (h,q) on V. One can easily check that
N carries a G(Fp)-action via (2.1). Here we view G(Fp) as a subgroup of GLg(V).

Remark 2.6. Let o be a norm on V. Set
aY(x) = in‘f/ {wh(z,y)) —aly)}, forx e V.
ye
Then oV is also a norm on V, called the dual norm of a. We say « is self-dual if o = V. If F has odd

residue characteristic, then by [BT87, 2.16], the norm « € Ny, if and only if « is self-dual.
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Note that for € V', we have
d(z) = %h(m,x) +E, = {%h(m,x) b p— | pEF) = {Mi(,a) | A€ F,A+ A =1} € F/F,.
Therefore,
w(g(z)) = sup{wAr(z,x)) | A€ F,A+ A7 =1 = w(h(z,z)) + sup{w(A) | A€ F,A+ )7 =1}
Set
0 =sup{w(A) | A€ F,A+ A7 =1}. (2.4)

We obtain that « minores (h,q) if and only if for z,y € V, we have

1 1
a(2) + aly) < w(h(z,y)) and a(2) < Sw(h(z ) + 56
Definition 2.7. Let (V,h) be a (split) hermitian F-vector space of dimension n as in §2.1.

(1) A Witt decomposition of V' is a decomposition V = V_ @ Vp @ V such that V_ and V are two
maximal isotropic subspaces of V', and V} is the orthogonal complement of V_ & V. with respect
to h. As we assume h is split, we have dimp V_ = dimp V; = m and dimp V) = 1.

(2) For any F-basis (e;)1<i<n of V, we put

V_ ==spangp {e1,...,em}, Vo :=spanp {em+1}, V} = spanp {em+2,...,€n}.

We say (ei)i<i<n induces a Witt decomposition of V' if V& Vo & V4. is a Witt decomposition of
V and h(e,“ej) = 5i,n+17]’ fOI‘ 1 S 17] S n.

Let (e;)1<i<n be a basis of V' inducing a Witt decomposition. Such a basis defines a maximal Fy-split
torus S of G whose Fy-points are given by

{g € G(Fy) C GLR(V)(F) | ge; = z;e; and x;xpy1—; = Tmy1 = 1 for some z; € Fy and 1 <3 < n}.

The centralizer of S in G ®p, F ~ GLp(V) is T. For m +2 < i < n, let \; : Gy, 5, — S be the
cocharacter of S defined by

)\i(t)ei = tilei, )\i(t)en+1_i = t€n+1_i, and )\i(t)ej =€j fort e FOX andj 75 ’L', n+1—q. (25)

Then the set (A;)m+2<i<n forms a Z-basis of X, (S). Fixing an origin, we may identify the apartment
A(G, S) of B(G, Fy) corresponding to S with X, (S)g. Then we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.8. The map
X (Sr — Nom (2.6)

1=m-2 =1

n n
1
Z ciNi — <Z xie; — inf{w(z;) — ¢, w(Tma1) + 55 |1<i<nandi#m-+ 1}) ,
where ¢; = —cpy1—; if 1 <4 < m, extends uniquely to an isomorphism of G(Fy)-sets

B(G, Fo) — Nmm-

The image of X.(S)r in Npm is the set of mazi-minorant norms admitting (e;)1<i<n as a splitting basis.

Moreover, a norm o € Ny is special, i.e., a corresponds to a special point in B(G, Fy), if and only
if there is a basis (fi)1<i<n of V inducing a Witt decomposition and a constant C € %Z such that for
xz; € F, we have

S 1
a(z zifi) = inf{w(z;) — C,w(z;) + C,w(Tmy1) + 55 |1<i<m+1landm+1<j<n}.
i=1

Proof. See [BT87, 2.9, 2.12] and [Tit79, Example 2.10]. O

Corollary 2.9. Let a € N. Then o € N, if and only if there exists a basis (fi)1<i<n of V inducing a
Witt decomposition V.= V_ & Vy & V4 such that o = ax @ ag, where ay is a self-dual norm on V_ @V,
split by the basis (f;)izm+1, and o is the unique norm on Vo with o(fm+1) = %6.
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Proof. (=) We can view X,(S)r as a subset of Ny, via the map (2.6). Using the G(Fp)-action, we
may assume « lies in X, (S)g, say a = > ", cidi € Xi(S)r for ¢; € R. Then we take (f;) to be (e;),
which induces a Witt decomposition V = V_ @& Vy @ V. Define the norm oy on V_ @ V. by

V_oa®Vy — RU{+oc0}
Z xifi =~ inf{w(x;) —¢ |1 <i<nandi#m+1}, (2.7)

1<i<n,i#m+1
where we define ¢; = —c¢,q1-; for 1 < ¢ < m. Clearly a4 is split by (fi)izm+1. As h(fi; fatri—j) = 0ij
and ¢; = —cpy1—; for 1 < 4,5 < n, we deduce that ay is self-dual by [KP23, Remark 15.2.7]. Moreover,
from the expression of (2.6), we immediately see that o decomposes as & = a1 ® .

(<) Under the assumptions, there exist n real numbers ¢; for 1 <14 < n such that ¢, 41—, = —¢; and
ay is given by the norm as in (2.7). Let S’ be the maximal Fy-split torus in G corresponding to the basis
(fi)1<i<n- Let (A))mi2<i<n be a Z-basis of X, (S) defined as in (2.5). Then « is the norm corresponding
to the point Y 1" ., ¢\, € X.(S")r via a similar map as in (2.6). In particular, o € Ny, O
Remark 2.10. Assume F has odd residue characteristic. Then § = 0, and hence «yq is self-dual. Then the
norm a4 @ g as in the Corollary 2.9 is self-dual. When F' has odd residue characteristic, any self-dual
norm admits a splitting basis inducing a Witt decomposition of V', see for example [KP23, Proposition
15.2.10]. Then we see again that o € Ny, if and only « is self-dual.

Remark 2.11. We can define a “twisted” Galois action of Gal(F/Fy) on GLp(V)(F) as follows: for
g € GLp(V)(F), define o(g) to be the element satisfying
h(g™'2,y) = h(z,0(g)y), for 2,y € V.

Then we have G(Fy) = GLp(V)(F)°=!, the set of fixed points of o. This twisted Galois action induces
an involution on N' = B(GLp(V), F) = B(G ®p, F, F), which is still denoted by o. Next we give an
explicit description of this involution.

Let (e;)1<i<n be a basis inducing a Witt decomposition V = V_ & V, @ V4. Let T be the induced
maximal torus of GLp(V). Let A(T) C B(GLr(V), F') be the apartment corresponding to 7. We can
identify A(T') with X.(T)r through the injection (cf. (2.3))

X*(T)R — N

n n
Zcim — (Z xie; — inf{w(Tmi1) — ¢my1 + %5, w(x;))—c¢ for 1 <i<mnandi#m+ 1}) ,
i=1 i=1
where y; is defined as in (2.2), z; € F and Y., z;¢; € V. As G is quasi-split, we can pick a o-stable point
as the origin such that the twisted o-action on A(T) is transported by the twisted o-action on X, (T)g.
For o € NV, there is a g € GLp(V)(F) such that ga € X, (T)g, since GLp(V)(F) acts transitively on the
apartments of A/. Then

ga = &® (050 +C)a
where @i is a norm on V_ & V admitting (e;)izm+1 as a splitting basis, ao is the norm on V as
in the Corollary 2.9, and C' € R is a certain constant. The twisted o-action on X, (T)gr implies that
(a1 @ (ag + C)) = a) @ (ag — C). Hence, we see that o acts on « as

o(a) =a(g™") (& @ (ag - O)).
For a € Ny = B(G, Fy), we may take g € G(Fp) and C = 0. Thus, we get an inclusion

B(G, Fy) < B(GLgp(V), F)"=".
The inclusion is strict: any norm of the form ay @& ag, where 3 is a self-dual norm on V_ & V. but
not split by any basis of V_ @ V, inducing a Witt decomposition, lies in B(GLg(V), F)°=! but not

in B(G, Fy). Such a norm can only exist when the residue characteristic of F' is two. For an explicit
example, see Example 2.18.

2.3. Bruhat-Tits buildings in terms of lattices. In this subsection, we will translate the results in
§2.2 into the language of lattices, which is more useful in the theory of local models.

Definition 2.12. Let V be a finite dimensional F-vector space.
(1) A lattice L in V is a finitely generated Op-submodule of V' such that L ®p, F =V.
(2) A (periodic) lattice chain of V' is a non-empty set L, of lattices in V' such that lattices in L, are
totally ordered with respect to the inclusion relation, and AL € Lo for A € F* and L € L,.
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(3) A graded lattice chain is a pair (Ls,c), where Lo is a lattice chain of V and ¢ : Le — R is a
strictly decreasing function such that for any A € F and L € L,, we have

c(AL) = w(A) + ¢(L).
The function c is called a grading of L,.
(4) An F-basis (e;)1<i<n of V is called adapted to a graded lattice chain (L, c) of V if for every

L € L,, there exist x1,...,2x, € F such that (x;e;)1<i<n is an Op-basis of L. In this case, we
also say (L., c) is adapted to the basis (e;)1<i<n-

Remark 2.13. Since L, is stable under homothety, the set L, is determined by a finite number of lattices
satisfying

WLOgLT—l gLT_Q g ng gLO
We say (Lo, L1,...,Ly—1) is a segment of Le, and the integer r is the rank of L.

Denote by GLC the set of graded lattice chains of V. There is a GLr(V)(F)-action on GLC: for
(Le,c) € GLC and g € GLp(V)(F), define g(Las,c) = (gLs, gc), where gL, consists of lattices of the
form gL for L € L,, and (gc)(gL) :== ¢(L) for L € L,.

Lemma 2.14. (1) There is a one-to-one correspondence between N and GLC. More precisely, given
a € N, we can associate a graded lattice chain (La,cy), where Ly, is the set of following lattices

Lor={zeV |alx)>r}, forreR,
and the grading c, is defined by
ca(Layr) = inf a(z).

€L,
Conversely, given a graded lattice chain (Le,c) € GLC, we can associate a norm
A(Ly,e)(®) =sup{c(L) |z € L and L € Lo} .

We say the norm « and the graded lattice chain (Lq,cq) in the above bijection correspond to
each other.

(2) The bijection in (1) is GLp(V)(F)-equivariant.

(8) Let (e;)1<i<n be a basis of V. Let (L, c) be the graded lattice chain corresponding to a norm «
via (1). Then (e;)1<i<n s adapted to (Le,c) if and only if (e;)1<i<n s a splitting basis of «.

Proof. The proof of (1) and (3) can be found in [KP23, Proposition 15.1.21]. The assertion in (2) can
be checked by direct computation. (I

Using the above lemma, we can easily extend operations like direct sums or duality on norms to graded
lattice chains.

Lemma 2.15. (1) Let V and V' be two finite dimensional F-vector spaces. Let a and o be two
norms on V. and V' respectively. Let (Lo, c) and (L,,c") be graded lattice chains corresponding
to a and o' respectively. Then the graded lattice chain (Lo, c) ® (L,,c) corresponding to a ® o’
is a pair (Le ® L), c® ), where Lo & L, is the set of lattices of the form Lo, ® Lo  for r € R,
and
(c®)(Layr® Lo ) =inf{c(Lar),c (Lars)} -
(2) Let (La,c) be the graded lattice chain corresponding to a norm o on V. Then the dual norm o
corresponds to the graded lattice chain (LY,cV), where L] is the set of the lattices of the form
LV :={zx eV | h(x,L) € Op} for L € L, and

c'(LY) = —c(L7) — 1,

where L™ is the smallest member of Lo that properly contains L.

\

Proof. The proof of (1) is straightforward. The proof of (2) can be found in [KP23, Fact 15.2.18]. O
We say (L, c) is self-dual if (Le,c) = (LY, cY).

Proposition 2.16. Let (Lo,c) € GLC. Then (Lo, c) corresponds to a norm in Nym if and only if there
exists a basis (fi)1<i<n of V inducing a Witt decomposition V.=V_ & Vo & V4 and (La,c) decomposes
as (LE, ) @ (LY, c0), such that (LE,ct) is a self-dual graded lattice chain of V_ & Vy adapted to the
basis (fi)iztm+1, and (L?, cO) 18 the graded lattice chain corresponding to the norm ag on Vy.

Proof. This is a translation of Corollary 2.9 in view of the previous two lemmas. O
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Remark 2.17. Let (LE,c*) be a self-dual graded lattice chain adapted to the basis (fi)izm+1 as in
Proposition 2.16. Then for any L € LF, there exist z; € F for i # m + 1 such that (@i fi)iztm+1 forms an
Op-basis of L. As h(fi, fj) = din+1—j, we see that L is isomorphic to an orthogonal sum of “hyperbolic
planes” of the form H (i) (i € Z). Here H(i) denotes a lattice in a two dimensional hermitian F-vector
space (W, h) such that H(i) is Op(z,y) spanned by some z,y € W with h(z,z) = h(y,y) = 0 and
h(x,y) = 7.

A lattice in W which is isomorphic to H (i) for some i € Z is also called a hyperbolic lattice in the
sense of [Kirl7, §2]. For any lattice K in W, define the norm ideal n(K) of K to be the ideal in Op,
generated by h(z,z) for z € K. Let KV denote the dual lattice of K with respect to the hermitian
form h on W. Then by [Kirl7, §2] (see also [Jac62, Proposition 9.2 (a)]), any lattice K C W satisfying
K =KV (that is, K is m*-modular) and n(K) = n(H(i)) is isomorphic to H (i).

Example 2.18. Let Fy = Qy and F = Qg(\/g) Pick uniformizers 7 =v3 —1€ F and 7y = —2 € F,
so that 72 + 27 — 2 = 0. We have
1
§=sup{w(\) | A€ A+ A7 =1} :w(g) =-3
Let (V, h) be a 3-dimensional (split) hermitian F-vector space. Let (e;)1<i<3 be a basis of V' inducing a
Witt decomposition V =V_ @& Vo @ V4. Denote Vi :=V_ & V4 = F{(e1, e3). Set
fi=m"e1+e3), foi=ea, fy=m"(e1 —e3).

Then L; = Op(f1, f3) is a self-dual lattice in (Vi, h). By [Jac62, Equation (9.1)], the self-dual hyperbolic
plane H(0) in Vi has norm ideal 20p,. On the other hand, we have n(L1) = Op, by direct computation.
In particular, the self-dual lattice L; in (Vi, h) is not isomorphic to H(0), and hence L; is not adapted
to any basis of V. induing a Witt decomposition.

Now define

L:=Li®0Orf.

Then the graded lattice chain (L, c), where Lq := {n'L};cz and ¢(7°L) := £ +$ = £ — 1 defines a norm

a:V — RU{+o0}
& 1
Z;xifi — 1223{@%%) - Z}

Then we see « lies in the fixed point set B(GLp(V), F)°=! = N9~ but does not lie in Nym.-

2.4. Parahoric subgroups and lattices. Let us keep the notations as in §2.2. In particular, the set
(ei)1<i<n denotes a basis of V' inducing a Witt decomposition V = V_ & Vy @ V; and S denotes the
corresponding maximal Fy-split torus of G = U(V, k). Denote by (a;)m+2<i<n € X*(S) the dual basis
of (\i)m+2<i<n € X«(9).

By the calculations in [Tit79, Example 1.15], the relative root system ® = ®(G, S) is

{xa;ta; | m+2<i,j<ni#j}U{xa;,£2a; | m+2<i<n},
and the affine root system &, is
1
{:tai:taj+§Z|m+2§i,j§n,i7éj}
1 1 1
U{:I:ai+§5+§Z|m+2§i§n}u{:|:2ai+§+5+Z|m+2§i§n}.

Here ¢ is defined as in (2.4). These affine roots endow X, (S)r with a simplicial structure. Following
[Tit79, Example 3.11], we pick a chamber defined by the inequalities

1 1 1
§6<am+2<---<an<§6+1.
Then we obtain m + 1 vertices vy, ..., U in X, (S)r such that for 0 < i < m,

1 . . .
=0 iftm+2<j<n-—i,
%‘(Uz’)——{2

%5+% ifn—1<j<n.
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Now each v; defines a (maxi-minorant) norm, and hence a graded lattice chain, by Proposition 2.8 and
Lemma 2.14. Let A € F be an element satisfying w(A) = §. We shall see an explicit expression of X in
Lemma 3.7. Define

A= Op(n e, .., e €itts e ooy €1y A2, - - -, Aen), (2.8)
N =Op (€1, Cm, Cmt1, Nemay ooy Nen—is ATCnt1—iy .-+, ANTER).
Then the graded lattice chain corresponding to v; is of rank 2 and has a segment

wA; C A C A

Let G = GU(V, h) be the unitary similitude group attached to the hermitian space (V,h). Let I be a
non-empty subset of {0,1,...,m}. Define

Pri={g € G(FRo) | ghi = A, fori € I}.

As in [PRO9, 1.2.3], the Kottwitz map restricted to Py is trivial. In particular, we obtain that the
(maximal) parahoric subgroup of G(Fp) is the stabilizer of v; in G(Fp), which also equals the stabilizer
of A; in G(Fy) (as the stabilizer of A} is larger). More generally, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.19. Denote G = GU(V,h). The subgroup Py is a parahoric subgroup of é(FO). Any
parahoric subgroup of G(Fy) is conjugate to a subgroup Pr for a unique I C {0,1,...,m}. The conjugacy
classes of special parahoric subgroups correspond to the sets I = {0} and {m}.

Proof. The results are similar to those in [PR08, §4] and [PR09, 1.2.3]. The first two assertions follow
from the observation that G (Fy) acts transitively on the chambers in the building, and each I determines
a (unique) facet in a chamber. The last assertion follows from the explicit expressions of the vertices v;
and Proposition 2.8. O

For each parahoric subgroup Pr, we denote by ¢; the associated parahoric group scheme. The scheme
% is a canonical smooth affine group scheme over Op, which satisfies the properties that ¢4;(O,) = P,
the generic fiber is é, and the special fiber is connected. We also say that ¢; is the parahoric group
scheme attached to the lattices A; for ¢ € I.

Theorem 2.20. The scheme %y can be identified with the schematic closure of G in [I;c; GL(As). Here
we view A; as an Op,-module, and hence GL(A;) is non-canonically isomorphic to GLay, over Op,.

Proof. This follows from the construction of parahoric group schemes in [BT87, §3]. Let & denote
the schematic closure of G. By [BT87, 3.9], the schemes & and %; have the same O -points for the

completion Fy of the maximal unramified extension of Fy. By [BT87, 3.5, 3.11], we have that & is smooth
over Op,. Now the theorem follows by [BT84b, 1.7.6]. O

3. CONSTRUCTION OF THE UNITARY LOCAL MODELS

3.1. Quadratic extensions of 2-adic fields. We start with some basic facts about quadratic extensions
of 2-adic fields. The readers can find more details in [Jac62, §5] and [OMe00, §63].

Proposition 3.1. Let E be a finite extension of Qo of degree d with ring of integer Op. Let e (resp. f)
be the ramification degree (resp. residue degree) of the field extension E/Qq. Note that d = ef.

(1) The map sending a to E(\/a) defines a bijection between E* /(E*)? and the set of isomorphism
classes of field extensions of E of degree at most two. Furthermore, the cardinality of EX /(E*)?
is 2272 In particular, we have 2°T% — 1 quadratic extensions of E.

(2) Let U be the unit group of O and w be a uniformizer of Op. Fori > 1, let U; =1+ w'Of be
a subgroup of U. Then U; is contained in U? fori > 2e+ 1 and the quotient Us./(Uze NU?) has
two elements corresponding to the trivial extension and the unramified quadratic extension of E.
Note that Us, = 1 +405g.

(3) Any non-trivial element in E* /(E*)? has a representative of the following three forms:

(i) a unit in Use — Useq1 (elements in Use but not in Usetq),
(i) a prime element in E,
(iii) a unit in Uiy — Us; for some 1 < i <e.
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The corresponding quadratic extensions in (ii) and (i1i) are ramified. Following [Jac62, §5],
we will say the (ramified) quadratic extensions in (i) and (iii) are of type (R-P) and (R-U)
respectively. There are 2'7% quadratic extensions of E of type (R-P) and 2'*? — 2 quadratic
extensions of E of type (R-U).

(4) Let E(v0)/E be a quadratic extension of type (R-U) for some unit @ € Us;_1 — Us; for some
1 <1i <e. Then there exists a prime w in E(\/@) and a prime my in E satisfying

w2 —tr+ T =0
for some t € Op with ord(t) = e+ 1 — i, where ord denotes the normalized valuation on E.

Proof. (1) The bijection is well-known from Kummer theory. The formula for the cardinality can be
found in [OMe00, 63:9].

(2) See [OMe00, 63:1, 63:3].

(3) See [OMe00, 63:2]. The number of quadratic extensions of type (R-U) or (R-P) follows from the
cardinality formula of EX/(E*)? in (1).

(4) Let @ be any prime in E. By assumption, § = 1 + w14 for some unit u. Set

Ti= ﬂ e E(V0).

wi-l
Let 7 be the Galois conjugate of w. Then
_ 2 _
T+ 7T =——and 77 = —wu.
wi—1

Now take 7y to be —wu and t to be w?,l. Then t € O, as ord(t) = e+ 1 —4 > 1, and 7 satisfies
2 —tw + 71 = 0.

In particular, 7 is a prime element in E(v/9). O

Example 3.2. The (ramified) quadratic extension Q2(v/3)/Qx is of type (R-U), while Q2(v/2)/Qz is a
quadratic extension of type (R-P).

Let us return to the setting in §2.1. By Proposition 3.1, we can find uniformizers 7 € F and my € Fy
such that the quadratic extension F/Fy falls into one of the following two distinct cases?:

(R-U) F = Fy(v/0), where 6 is a unit in O,. The uniformizer 7 satisfies
w2 —tw + 71 = 0.

Here t € Op, with m|t|2 and w(t) depends only on F. We have v = 1 — Zandg=1- %.
(R-P) F = Fy(y/70), where 7% + my = 0.
Lemma 3.3. Let F, Fy, 7™ and wy be as above.
(1) Suppose F/Fy is of type (R-U). Then the inverse different of F/Fy is +Op.
(2) Suppose F/Fy is of type (R-P). Then the inverse different of F/Fy is %OF.

Proof. As m satisfies an Eisenstein polynomial f, by [Ser13, Chapter III, §6, Corollary 2] and [Serl3,
Chapter I, §6, Proposition 18], we obtain that O = Op,[7] and the inverse different of F/Fy is given by

1
-1 _
F/Fy — F/(m) OF.
More precisely,
(1) when F/Fy is of type (R-U), then f(T) = T? =T +m and 05/ = 57—50r = OF, as {2,
(2) when F/Fy is of type (R-P), then f(T) = T? + m and 65/ = 5-OF.
0

4When Fo/Q2 is an unramified finite extension, there is a description in [Chol6, §2A] of these two cases in terms of the
ramification groups of Gal(F/Fy).
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3.2. Hermitian quadratic modules and parahoric group schemes. In this subsection, we shall
define hermitian quadratic modules following [Ans18, §9] and relate them to parahoric group schemes.
Let R be an Op,-algebra. The non-trivial Galois involution on Of extends to a map

OF@OFOR%OF(X)OFO R, z®@r—TQ®r

for z € O and 7 € R. We will also denote the map by a — @ for a € O ®o,, R. The norm map on
Opr induces the map
NF/FU : OF ®OF0 R — R, a— aaq.

Definition 3.4 ([Ansl8, Definition 9.1]). Let R be an Op,-algebra. Let d > 1 be an integer. Consider
a triple (M, g, Z), where M is a locally free O ®0,, R-module of rank d, £ is an invertible R-module,
and q: M — £ is an Z-valued quadratic form. Let f: M x M — £ denote the symmetric R-bilinear
form sending (z,y) € M x M to f(x,y) = q(z +vy) — q(z) — qly) € Z.

We say the triple (M, q, ) is a hermitian quadratic module of rank d over R if for any a € Or ®o, R
and any z,y € M, we have

q(ax) = Np/p,(a)q(z) and f(az,y) = f(z,ay). (3.1)
A quadratic form ¢ : M — & satisfying (3.1) is called an .Z-valued hermitian quadratic form on M.
Definition 3.5. Let (M1,q1,-%1) and (Ms, g2, %) be two hermitian quadratic modules over an Op,-
algebra R. A similitude isomorphism or simply similitude between (M;, ¢;,-%;) for i = 1,2 is a pair (¢, 7)
of isomorphisms, where ¢ : M; — My is an isomorphism of Op ®op, -modules and 7 : L= DLy is
an isomorphism of R-modules such that
q2((m1)) = ~(q1(ma)), for any my € M.
We will write
Sim (M1, q1, 1), (M2, q2,42)) , or simply Sim (M, Ma), (3.2)

for the functor over R which sends an R-algebra S to the set Sim(M; ®g S, Mz ®g S) of similitude
isomorphisms between (M; ®r S, ¢; ®r S,-% ®r S) for i = 1,2. In the case (M1, q1,-%4) = (Ma, g2, %),
we will write

Sim(My, q1,%1), or simply Sim(M;), (3.3)

for Sim ((M1,q1,-41), (M2, g2, %)). This is in fact a group functor, and represented by an affine group
scheme of finite type over R.

Definition 3.6. Let R be an Op,-algebra. Denote by Cg the category of quadruples (M, q,.%, ¢) such
that (M, q,.%) is a hermitian quadratic modules over R and ¢ is an R-bilinear form ¢ : M x M — &
such that for z,y € M , we have
_ ™ t

¢z my) = gl +y) —q(z) —aly), ¢(rz,y) = ¢(a,Ty), d(a,y) = ¢(~y, @), d(z,2) = W—Oq(w)- (34)
We will also say an object (M,q,-Z,$) € Cgr is a hermitian quadratic module with ¢, or simply a
hermitian quadratic module.

Let (M;, q;, L, ¢i) € Cr for i = 1,2. A similitude isomorphism preserving ¢ between (M;, g;, %, ¢;) is
a pair (¢, ) of isomorphisms such that (p,7) is a similitude between (M;, ¢;,-%), and for m1,m) € M,
we have

P2(p(m1), p(m2)) = y(¢1(m1, m2)).

We will use a similar notation as in (3.2) and (3.3) to denote the functor of similitudes preserving ¢
between two hermitian quadratic modules in Cg.
Recall that we defined in §2.4 lattices A; for 0 < ¢ < m via

Ai = OF<7T_1€1, N ,7'('_161', €Cit+ly--3C6m+1, )\€m+2, ey )\€n>,
where ) is an element in F' such that
wA) =6 =sup{w(z) |z +7T=1}.
x€eF

The stabilizer of A; is a maximal parahoric subgroup of GU(V,h). We sometimes call these lattices A;
standard lattices. A more explicit expression of A is given as follows.

Lemma 3.7. (1) Suppose F/Fy is of type (R-U). Then we may take \ =
15
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(2) Suppose F/Fy is of type (R-P). Then we may take A = %

Proof. (1) By construction, we have w(A) > w(%) > w(3). Write A = a + bV € F for some a,b € Fp.

Then X = a — bv/6. Since A+ X =1, we get a = % and
1
w(A) :w(§ +bV0).

Ifw(d) # w(bV6), then
w()) = min{w(%),w(b\/@)} < w(%),

which is a contradiction. Therefore, we may assume w(b) = w(bv/8) = w(
for some unit v in OF,. Then

u

). Then we can write b =

1
2

W) = wlg + zull — 2) =w((5 +u) — ).

Since w(m) = 1/2, we have w(3 + u) # w(Zu). It implies that
. 1 ™
w(A) = mln{w(§ + u),w(?)} < w(

Thus, we have w(\) = w(F).

(2) By construction, we have w(\) > w(%). Write A = a+br € F for some a,b € Fy. Then A = a—br.
is

Since A + A =1, we have a = . As w(1) is even and w(br) is odd, they cannot be equal. We get
1 . 1 1
w(A) = w(§ +bmr) = mln{w(a),w(bﬂ)} < w(§)
Thus, we have w(\) = w(3). O
Set
t in the (R-U) case,
€=

2 in the (R-P) case.

The hermitian form h defines a symmetric Fy-bilinear form s(—, —) : V' x V — Fj and a quadratic form

q:V — Iy via
1
s(x,y) =¢e ! Trr/p, h(z,y) and g(x) == 53(95,95), for x,y € V.

Set . = e~ 'Op,, which is an invertible Or,-module. Then for 0 < i < m, we obtain induced forms
s: AN x AN — Landqg: A\, — Z. (3.5)
It is straightforward to verify the following lemma.

Lemma 3.8. (1) For 0 < i < m, the triple (A;,q,-%) forms an L-valued hermitian quadratic
module of rank n over Op, in the sense of Definition 3.4.
(2) Define
¢: Mo x Ny — e 'OR,, (z,y) e ? Trp/g, h(z, 7 y).

Then (Ao, q,-%L, @) is a hermitian quadratic module with ¢.
Now we state two theorems on hermitian quadratic modules. The proofs will be given in the appendix.

Theorem 3.9. The functor Sim(A,) (resp. Sim(Ao,)) is representable by an affine smooth group
scheme over Op, with generic fiber GU(V,h). Moreover, the scheme Sim(A) (resp. Sim(Ao,¢)) is
isomorphic to the parahoric group scheme attached to A,, (resp. Ag).

Theorem 3.10 (Theorem A.12, A.21). Let R be an Op,-algebra. Let (M,q, %) (resp. (N,q, £, $)) be a
hermitian quadratic module over R of rank n. Assume that (M, q,.Z) (resp. (N,q, £, 9)) is of type Ay,
(resp. Ao) in the sense of Definition A.8 (resp. Definition A.18). Then the hermitian quadratic module
(M,q, %) is étale locally isomorphic to (Am,q,e7'OF,) ®oy, R (resp. (Ao,q,e"'Or,,¢) oy, R) up to
simelitude.
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3.3. Naive local models. Let I = {0} or {m}. Then I corresponds to a special parahoric subgroup of
GU(V,h). Let A; denote the corresponding lattice, which is either Ag or A,,. Set

Av={zx eV |h(x,A;) COp}, Aj ={xecV|s(x,A) COp}.
The symmetric pairing s on V induces a perfect Op,-bilinear pairing
Ar x A7 = Op,, (3.6)
which is still denotes by s(—, —). By Lemma 3.3, one can check that

A .
e e ar
Note that
Ag = (’)F<X_1el, .. ,X_lem, Em-+1s €mt2y - -5 En),
Al = 0F<X71€1, .. ,Xﬁlem, Emt1s TC€m+2y -« TR ).

Using (3.7) and Lemma 3.7, we have
Ay — Ay — %Ag, in the (R-U) case, mAj — Ay — gAS, in the (R-P) case,
and

1 1
NS — Ay — gAS in the (R-U) case, mA;, — Ay, — §AS in the (R-P) case.

In summary, we have an inclusion of lattices
T if I =40
Ar — alj, where o = /e 1 {03,
1/e if I ={m}.

We define the naive unitary local model of type I (and of signature (n — 1,1)) as follows.
Definition 3.11. Let M?*"® be the functor
M2 (Sch/OF)°P — Sets
which sends an Op-scheme S to the set of Og-modules F such that

1) F is an Of ®@,. Og-submodule of A; ®p, Og and as an Og-module, it is a locally direct
Fo Fo
summand of rank n.
(2) (Kottwitz condition) The action of 7 ® 1 € OF ®0,, Os on F has characteristic polynomial

det(T —7®1 | F)=(T —n)(T —7)" "
(3) Let F* be the orthogonal complement of F in A% ®op, Os with respect to the perfect pairing
(A1 ®op, Os) x (A7 ®og, Os) = Os

induced by (3.6). We require that the map A;®0,, Os — aAj®o,, Os induced by the inclusion
A; = aA$ sends F to aFt, where aF1 denotes the image of F1 under the isomorphism
[ A? ®OF0 Og AN aAﬁ ®OF0 Og.

(4) F is totally isotropic with respect to the form (A; ®o, Os) X (A1 ®oy, Os) = £ ®o,, Os
induced by s in (3.5), i.e., s(F,F) =0 in £ ®p,, Os.

Lemma 3.12. The functor M}™V® is representable by a projective scheme over Op and the generic fiber
is isomorphic to the (n — 1)-dimensional projective space P}’;l over F.

Proof. This is similar to [PR09, 1.5.3]. The representability follows by identifying M3V with a closed
subscheme of the Grassmannian Gr(n, A1), classifying locally direct summands of rank n in Aj.
As m® 1 is a semisimple operator on V ®p, I, we have

V@p F=V o V5

where V. (resp. Vi) denotes the m-eigenspace (resp. T-eigenspace) of m ® 1. Both eigenspaces V. and
V& are n-dimensional F-vector spaces. We claim that V is totally isotropic for the induced symmetric
pairing, which is still denoted by s(—, —), on V ®p, F. Indeed, for any z,y € V,, we have (1 ® 1)z = 7z
and (7 ® 1)y = my. Then

s(z,y) =1 2s(mz, my) = 7725 (1 @ D)z, (7 @ 1)y) = (mo/7°)s(z, 7).
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So s(x,y) = 0. Similarly, we obtain that V& is also totally isotropic. It implies that the induced pairing
s(=, =) Vax Ve = F (3.8)

is perfect.
Let P%fl be the projective space associated with V. For any F-algebra R, define

@ : MPY(R) — PR Y(R), Frrkea(r®l-1@7|F).
By the Kottwitz condition for F, this is a well-defined map. Conversely, let G € P’}_l(R), ie., Gisa

direct summand of rank one of V; @ 7 R. The perfect pairing (3.8) gives a (unique) direct summand G’
of rank n — 1 of Vz®p R such that s(G,G’) = 0. Set

F=Gag CcV®g R.
Then by our construction, we have F € M>'(R). This process defines an inverse map of ¢. In

particular, ¢ is bijective, and hence the generic fiber of M}V is isomorphic to IP’T}_I. O

Similar arguments as in [Pap00, Proposition 3.8] on the dimension of the special fiber of M¥*¥¢ show
that M7*¢ is not flat over Op.

3.4. Local models.

Definition 3.13. The local model M is defined to be the (flat) Zariski closure of the generic fiber of
M?alve ln M?alve.

By construction, the scheme MY ° is a flat projective scheme of (relative) dimension n — 1 over Op. In
the rest of the paper, we will prove Theorem 1.2-1.6 in the Introduction. The proof of Theorem 1.2 and
1.3 will be divided into four cases, depending on the index set I and the ramification types of F'/Fp, see
§4-7. In the course of the proof, we also establish Theorem 1.6. The proof of Theorem 1.4 is given in §8.

4. THE casE I = {0} anD (R-U)

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.2 in the case when I = {0} and the quadratic extension F/Fj
is of (R-U) type. In particular, we have
w2 —tn+ 7y =0,

where t € Op, with mg|t|2. Consider the following ordered Op,-basis of Ag and A§:

s s o o
Ao : ?eerg, cel ?en,el, ey Emy €mtt, Teerg, ce ?en,ﬂel, ey T, TEmat, (4.1)
. t t
Aj i emyo, ..., €n, —€Lye s —€m, Cmt 1, Tem2, - - JTCn, te1, . ooy tem, Temy1. (4.2)

4.1. A refinement of M?Sive in the (R-U) case. In this subsection, we will propose a refinement of

the functor M?gi}ve. We first recall the “strengthened spin condition” raised by Smithling in [Smil5].
4.1.1. The strengthened spin condition. Take g1, ..., gon to be the ordered F-basis
1 1 s o s ™0
1Rl —me1 @7 ,...,e, Q1 —Te, XT ,7T€1®?—61®7,...,7T€n®?—€n®7

of V®p, F. Then with respect to the basis (g;)1<i<2n, the symmetric pairing s(—, —) @, F on V ®p, F
is represented by the 2n x 2n matrix anti-diag(é,...,6). Recall =1 — 4%. One can easily check that
o (gi)1<i<n is a basis for Vi (the T-eigenspace of the operator 7 ® 1 acting on V ®p, F),
® (gi)n+i<i<2n is a basis for V; (the m-eigenspace of the operator 7 ® 1 acting on V ®p, F).
Take f1,..., fon to be the ordered Op-basis

T ™ T T
61@1,...,€m+1®1,?6m+2®1,...,?€n®1,7T61®1,...,7T€m+1®1,706m+2®1,...,706n®1

of Ag ®0y, OF. This is the base change of the basis in (4.1), but in different order. We have

Ierl 0 7% m+1 0
B 0 Ll 0 —mlm 3
(gl,..-,an)*(fl,..-,f2n) 771r1m+1 0 %Ierl 0 . ( . )
0 —LIn 0 =l

As in [Smil5], we use the following convenient notations:
18



e For an integer ¢, we write
iVi=n4+1—4, *=2n+1-—1.
For S C {1,...,2n} of cardinality n, we write
S*={i"|ie S}, St:={1,...,2n}\S".

Let og be the permutation on {1,...,2n} sending {1,...,n} to S in increasing order and sending

{n+1,...,2n} to {1,...,2n}\S in increasing order. Denote by sgn(og) € {£1} the sign of og.
o Set W:=A"(V®p, F). For S ={i; <--- <i,} C{l,...,2n} of cardinality n, we write

es = fi, N--- A fi,, € W, similarly, g5 :=gi, A---Ngi, € W.

Note that (es)us=n} (o (95){#5=n}) is an F-basis of V.

e Set
Wy :==spanp {gs £ sgn(og)gss | S C{1,...,2n} and #S =n}.
This is a sub F-vector space of W. For any Op-lattice A in V ®p, F, set
W(A) = A" (A®oy, Or), W(A)+1 = Wi NW(A).

Then W (A) (resp. W(A)41) is an Op-lattice in W (resp. Wyq).

e Set
Wn—l,l — (/\n_l‘/F) RF (Vﬂ—), W:Z;Ll — Wn—l,l N W:tl, W(A)T:l‘:;Ll — W:Z;Ll n W(A)
Then the strengthened spin condition states that
For any Op-algebra R and F € M?SEVE(R), the line A"F C W(Ao) ®o, R is contained in

Im (W(AO)E;L1 R0, R — W(Ao) ®o, R) .
4.1.2. The definition of the refinement.
Definition 4.1. Let Mg, be the functor
Mo} : (Sch/Op)°? — Sets

which sends an Op-scheme S to the set of Og-modules F such that

LM1 (m-stability condition) F is an O ®0, Os-submodule of Ag ®o,, Os and as an Og-module, it
is a locally direct summand of rank n.
LM2 (Kottwitz condition) The action of 7 @ 1 € O ®0,, Os on F has characteristic polynomial

det(T —7®1 | F)=(T —n)(T —7)" L.
LM3 Let F* be the orthogonal complement in A ®op, Os of F with respect to the perfect pairing
$(—=, =) : (Ao ®op, Os) X (A ®op, Os) = Os.
We require the map Ao ®o,, Os — (TAS) ®or, Os induced by Ag < %AS sends F to ?}“J-,

t
where %]-'J- denotes the image of F* under the isomorphism % 1 Af ®og, Os = ?Ag ®op, Os.

LM4 (Hyperbolicity condition) The quadratic form ¢ : Ap ®0,, Os = £ ®o,, Os induced by ¢ :
Ao — & satisfies q(F) = 0.
LMS5 (Wedge condition) The action of 7 ® 1 —1® 7 € Or ®o,, Os satisfies

AN rel-1@7 | F)=0.
LM6 (Strengthened spin condition) The line A" F C W (Ag) ®o, Os is contained in

Im (W(AO)’:M 20, Os — W(Ay) oy (’)5) .

Then Myq) is representable by a projective Op-scheme, which is a closed subscheme of M?gi}ve. Note
that over the generic fiber of Mgy, the quadratic form g is determined by s via q(z) = %s(z, x). So, over
the generic fiber, the hyperbolicity condition LM4 is implied by the Condition (3) in I{]gi"e. Similarly
as in [PR09, 1.5] and [Smil5, 2.5], we can deduce that the rest of the conditions of My, do not affect
the generic fiber of MY, and hence Mgy and MG} have the same generic fiber.

Hence, we have closed immersions

Mgy € Moy C MGy
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of projective schemes over Op, where all schemes have the same generic fiber.

4.2. An affine chart Uy around the worst point. Set
Fo = (m®1)(Ao ®op, k).

Then we can check that Fo € Mgy (k). We call it the worst point of Mygy.

With respect to the basis (4.1), the standard affine chart around Fy in Gr(n, Ag)o,. is the Op-scheme

of 2n X m matrices (I)i ) We denote by Uggy the intersection of Mgy with the standard affine chart

in Gr(n, Ao)o,. The worst point Fy of Mygy is contained in Uy and corresponds to the closed point
defined by X = 0 and 7 = 0. The conditions LM1-6 yield the defining equations for Uysgy. We will
analyze each condition in detail. A reader who is only interested in the affine coordinate ring of Uygy
may proceed directly to Proposition 4.10.

4.2.1. Condition LM1. Let R be an Op-algebra. With respect to the basis (4.1), the operator © ® 1
acts on Ag ®o,, R via the matrix

0 —7T0[n

I, tl, ’

Then the w-stability condition LM1 on F means there exists an n X n matrix P € M, (R) such that

0 —ml) (X\ (X
(20 G)-()r
We obtain P = X +tI, and X? +tX + mol, = 0.

4.2.2. Condition LM2. We have already shown that 7 ® 1 acts on F via X + tI,,. Then the Kottwitz
condition LM2 translates to
det(T — (X +tI,)) = (T —=)(T —7)" "
Equivalently,
det(T — (X +I,)) = (T +7 —m)T" .
Note that

det(T — (X +7IL,) = > (1) tr(A'(X + 7L,)) T
i=0
Then by comparing the coefficients of 7" ~%, the Kottwitz condition LM2 becomes
tro(X +7l,) =7 -7, tr (A\"(X +nl,)) =0, fori>2. (4.4)
4.2.3. Condition LM3. With respect to the bases (4.1) and (4.2), the perfect pairing
5(—=, =) : (Ao ®op, R) X (Aj ®op, R) = R

and the map Ay ®o,, R — %Ag ®oy, R are represented respectively by the matrices

I, 0 0 0 0 0
%HQm 0 Hopp, 0 o -—-I, O 0 —tl, 0
0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 —t
5= H2m 6 2%I{2m 0 and N = 0 0 0 Im R 0 0 ’
0 1 0 = 0 I, 0 0 ™I, 0
o o0 L o0 0 L
™0 o

where Hs,, denotes the 2m x 2m anti-diagonal unit matrix, and I,,, denotes the m x m identity matrix.

t
Then the Condition LM3 translates to <;(> S (N <?)) = 0, or equivalently,
0 t2t—2ﬂ'0H 0 t2—371'0H 0
™0 m ™0 m
2H,, 0 0 Hpy 0 0
t t t2—2m
(;{) 0 0 -~ 0 0 o (f) — 0. (4.5)
n 0 Hp, 0 0 =mH, 0 n
H,, 0 0 2°H, 0 0
0 0 2 0 0 t
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Write
A B FE
X=|C D F
G H =«

where A,B,C,D € M, (R), E,F € My,x1(R), G,H € Miym(R) and z € R. Then Equation (4.5)
translates to

)

2 2 -2 t

SO, A+ L IO, C + —GtG + HyC + CtH,, = 0, (LM3-1)
0 ™0

2 2 -2 t 2 -3 2 -2

SC'H B+ —°A'H,.D + —G'H + HpD + — O A'H, + — %[, =0, (LM3-2)

t tmo o o t

2 2 -2 t 2 -2

ZCH E+ — 0 pty Py LGty + H, F + — 220Gt — 0, (LM3-3)

t tmo ) o

2 ) t 2

SDH, A+ ——2OBtH O+ ZH'G+ H,, A+ D'H,, + -2H, -0, (LM3-4)

t 0 ) t

2 2 -2 t 2 -3

“D'HWB+—"°B'H, D+ —H'H+ HypB + ——°BH,, =0, (LM3-5)

t t7T0 ™0 ™0

2 2 —2 t 2 -2

D'H,E+ — OB, F+ —aH' + HypE + ——C 't =, (LM3-6)

t tmo ™0 o

2 t? —2my _, t .

SFH A+ —CF'H,.C + —2G + 2G + F'H,, = 0, (LM3-7)

t ) o

2 2 -2 t 2 -3

F'H.B+——"°p'H. D+ —aH+2H + —"CE'H,, =0, (LM3-8)

t ) ™0 o

2 2 — t 2 -2

PH B+ ——BtH, F+ —a? 12+ 0 4t = 0. (LM3-9)

t t7T0 ™0 ™0

4.2.4. Condition LM4. Recall £ = t~'OF,. With respect to the basis (4.1), the induced (£ ®o,, R)-
valued symmetric pairing on Ag ®oy, R is represented by the matrix

0 H, 0 0 £=20g.

H,, 0 0 2mH, 0 0

g _ 0 0o 2 0 0 t
! 0 2, 0 0 ToH,m 0
C2mp, 0 0 wHn, 0 0

0 ot 0 0 2o

Convention: Throughout the rest of the paper, we often encounter a matrix M = (M;;) € Mxe(R)
whose diagonal entries are of the form M;; = 2a;; for some a;; € R. We then use %M” to denote a;;.

When we refer to “half of the diagonal of M”, we mean the row matrix consisting of the entries %Mii
for 1 <i <V
The Condition LM4 translates to

t t
(;() S1 (;() = (0 and half of the diagonal of (i() S (‘IX) equals zero.

One can check that the diagonal entries of ( I)i )tSl ( I): ) are indeed divisible by 2 in R. Equivalently, we
obtain the following equations.

C'Hn,A+ A'H,,C +2G'G + @Hmc + @Ctﬂm =0, (LM4-1)
C'HnB+ A"H,,D +2G"H + ?HmD + @Aﬁ{m +moHm =0, (LM4-2)
C'HnE+ A'H,,F + 22G" + Q%HmF +tG' =0, (LM4-3)
D'H, A+ B'H,,C +2H'G + @Hmfl + iﬂDth + moH,y = 0, (LM4-4)

) t2—2
D'H, B+ B'H,, D+ 2H'H + %HWB + %Bth -0, (LM4-5)



)
D'H,E + BtH,, F + 2cH* + %HmE FtHt =0, (LM4-6)

2

F'H,, A+ E'H,,C + 22G + G + %Fth — 0, (LM4-7)
¢ ¢ t2 — 27T0 ¢

F'H,B+ E'H,,D 4 2¢H 4+ tH + ———E'H,, = 0, (LM4-8)

F'H,E+ E'H,,F + 22° + 2tz + 215 = 0, (LM4-9)

half of the diagonal of matrices in LM4-1,5,9 equals 0. (LM4-10)

4.2.5. Condition LM5. We already know from §4.2.1 that 7 ® 1 acts as right multiplication by X + tI,
on F. Thus, the wedge condition LM5 on F translates to

AN (X +7I,) =0.

4.2.6. Condition LM6. We will use the same notations as in §4.1.1. To find the equations induced by
the strengthened spin condition LM6 on F, we need to determine an Op-basis of W (Ag)™ ;"

Definition 4.2. Let S C {1,...,2n} be a subset of cardinality n.
(1) We say S is of type (n —1,1) if
#SN{1,....n}H)=n—Tand #(SN{n+1,...,2n}) =1.
Such S necessarily has the form {1, ... ,3, ...yn,n+1i} for some i,j € {1,...,n}.

(2) Let S be of type (n — 1,1). Denote by is the unique element in SN {n+1,...,2n}. Define
S < S+ ifig <ige.

Set
B={Sc{l,....2n} |#S=n}, B"" M :={FeB|Sisoftype (n—1,1)},
By:={SeB" " |S<S"}.

By construction, the F-vector space W(Ao)ﬁfl’1 ®op F equals Wfl_l’l, which is an F-subspace of W.

Lemma 4.3. (1) The set {es | S € B} (resp.{gs | S € B}) is an F-basis of W.
(2) For S € B, denote
hs = gs —sgn(og)gg..
The set {hs | S € By} is an F-basis of W™ "'

Proof. (1) As W = A"(V ®p, F) by definition, the statement is a standard fact about the wedge product
of vector spaces.

(2) By [Smil5, Lemma 4.2], the F-space W"] ™! is spanned by the set {hg | S € B*1'}. These hg’s
are not linearly independent over F. Indeed, for S € B" 11 we have hg. = —sgn(og)hs by using
that (S1)L = S and sgn(os) = sgn(ogr) (by [Smil5, Lemma 2.8]). However, the set {hs | S € By}
is F-linearly independent, since {gs | S € B} is F-linearly independent. So the set {hg | S € By} is an
F-basis of W™ 1, O

Definition 4.4. Let w =) ¢ gzcses € W. The worst term of w is defined to be
WT(w) = Z cses,
SeB(w)
where B(w) C B consists of elements S € B such that w(cg) < w(er) for all T € B.

Recall vV =1 — 27/t € OF. Using (4.3), we immediately obtain the following.

Lemma 4.5. Let S € B~ V1. Then exactly we have the following siz cases.
(1) If S = {1,...,?,...,n,n+z'} for some i < m + 1, then

i tm_l
WT(gS) = (71) 1me{n+1,...,2n}-

(2) IfS:{l,...,?,...,n,n—i—i} for some m + 1 < i <n, then
i tm—l
WT(gs) = (—1) 17r3m7,3ﬁ0€{n+1 ..... 2n}-



(38) IfS:{l,...J,...,n,nJri} for some i,j < m+ 1 with i # j, then
tm

WT(gs) = —V0

—— €. 0 .
a3m—1"{i,n+1,...,n+j,....2n}

(4) IfS:{1,...,3,...,n,n+i}forsomei§m+1<j, then
tm—l

WT(gS):_\/aTrgm72e{i,n+l ..... ntg,..2n}

(5) IfS:{l,...,},...,n,n—i—i} for some ] <m +1 <1, then
tm+1
WT(gs) = -V

——— €. 0 .
7T3m_27T0 {i,n+1,...,n+j,....2n}

(6) IfS:{l,...,},...,n,n—i—i} for some i,j > m+ 1 with i # j, then
tm
WT(gs) = —V0———

Definition 4.6. For S € B~ 1!, the weight vector wg € Z" attached to S is defined to be an element
of Z™ such that the i-th coordinate of wg is #(S N {i,n +i}).

Note that if § € B! then S = {1,...,7,...,n,n +i} for some 1 < i,j < n. Moreover, we have
sgn(og) = (=1)9+L (see [Smil5, Remark 4.3]) and St = {1,...,7Y,...,n,j*}. Similar arguments in
[Smil5, Lemma 4.10] imply the following lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Let S € By. Then exactly we have the following nine cases.

—

(1) S={1,....m+1,....n,n+m+1}. Then S =S+, ws = (1,...,1), and

WT'(hs) = WT(2gs) = (-1) We{nJrl ..... 2n}-

(2) S:{1,...,5/,...,n,n+i}forsomei<m+1. Then S = S+, ws # (1,...,1), and

th—l
Bm—2 Clint1,.% 20}

WT(hs) = WT(2g5) = —V0

(3) S:{l,...,ﬂ,...,n,n—i—i} for some i >m+1. Then S = S+, wg # (1,...,1), and
2tm+1
WT(hg) = WT(2g5) = —V8

m=27 €lin+1,..., 7,20}

(4) S = {1,...,?,...,n,n+i} for some i <m+1. Then S # S+, ws =wgr = (1,...,1), and
. m
WT(hs) = WT(9{1,___,i7,,,,n7n+i} +g{1 VVVVV V.. n,i*}) =(-1) em—2m €{n41,...,2n}-

(5) S= {1,...,3,...,n,n+i} for some i < iV <m+1. Then S # S+, wg,wgr and (1,...,1) are
pairwise distinct and

_ . _1)\i+J _
WT(hs) = WT(9{1,...,j,...,n,n+z'} + (1) Jg{l vvvvv (A n,j*}>
L S i
- 3m—2 e{i,nJrl ..... ﬂ\] ..... 2n} + (71> 3m 2€{jv n41,...,2%,...,2n}

(6) S:{l,...,WTJr\l,...,n,nJri} for some i <m+1. Then S # S+, ws,wg1 and (1,...,1) are
pairwise distinct and

WT(hs) = WT( (—1)™tig

g{l,...,m,...,n,n—i—i} - {1,...,?,...,n+m+1})

_ (il

Bm—2 C{m+1nt1,. i, 20}

(7) S = {1,...,3,...,n,n+i} for some i <m+1<jV. Then S # S+, wg,wg1 and (1,...,1) are
pairwise distinct and

WT(hg) = WT(g{l,...,},...,n,n-',—i} — (=1)"itlg = 1)
¢ m
= Vo

- _ _(—1)tHI - -
T3m—1 it .47, 2n} (1) \/§7T3m737r06{jv,n+1 ..... &,..2n)



(8) S = {1,...,3,...,n,n+m+1} for some j¥ > m +1. Then S # S+, ws,wgr and (1,...,1)
are pairwise distinct and

WT(hS> = WT(g{l ..... Fomntm41} (71>m+j+1g{1 ..... m+1,..., n,j*}>
tm
Vi

(9) S= {1,...,3,...,n,n+i} for some j¥ >i>m+1. Then S # S+, wg,wg1 and (1,...,1) are
pairwise distinct and

WT(hS) = WT(g{l ,,,,, ; ,,,,, nntit (_1)i+j+1g{1 N ]*})

,,,,,,,,,,

m3m—1 e{m—i—l,n-{-l,...,;—i-\j,...,Qn}'

tm+1

7T3m_27T0 e{i,n-i—l,...,n/-l-\j,...,Qn} + (71> 7T3m_2ﬂ'0 e{j\/ AL, 05,20}

Let w € W™ "', Recall that {hg |S € By} is an F-basis of W"7 ! by Lemma 4.3. Write

w = Z ashg = Z Z ashs, ag € F.

SeBo wezn S€eBo
and wg = w

Then as in the proof of [Smil5, Proposition 4.12], we have

we W(A)" 7 —= Z ashs € W(Ag)"7"!, for each w € Z"

SeBoy
and wg = w

We have two distinct situations for w:

Case 1: w # (1,...,1). Then there exists at most one S € By such that wg = w.
Case 2: w=(1,...,1). Then S is necessarily of the form

S; = {1,...,?,...,n,n—|—i}
for some 1 <i<m+4 1. Forany 1 <i<m+ 1, we have
hs, = gs, + gs,v
= (1’1 A AGi A NG A Agn A(gi A gir — giv A Gnyi)
= (=1 A AGIA- NGV A Agy

2 —mo t
A (=tfi N fiv + i\ fir = 2fiv N frpi — — fari A fir),
o o
and
h5m+1:2gsm+1
:*2~g1/\~~/\g§/\~~/\97v/\~~~/\gn/\gn+m+1/\(gi/\g¢V)
=2 G A ANGAN NGV AN AGn A Gngmet
t t t t
N=finfiv = = fi N fir + = fiv A frgi + 5 fati A fir)
T T T T
Define

w {2ﬁh5i+(1)m+ith5m+l if i £ m+ 1,
S =

hs ifi=m+1.

m+1
Then for 1 <i < m+1, terms of Esi do not contain (multiples of)
m 2tm71
WT(hs,,,) = (=1) 3m—1 {n+1,...2n}

and

~ \/—2tmﬂ'0 \/— 2t

WT(hs,) = —VO0—g =€ n iy ~ VO gma Civint1, @ o zn)- (4.6)
For S with wg # (1,...,1), we set hs = hg. By Lemma 4.3, the set {ES | S € By} forms an F-basis of
Wb Previous analysis on w together with similar arguments in [Smil5, Proposition 4.12] imply the

following lemma.
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Lemma 4.8. For each S € By, pick bs € F such that the worst term WT(bgiNLS) is a sum of terms of
the form urer for some unit ur € Of and T € B. Then the set {bshs | S € By} forms an Op-basis of

the Op-module W (Ao)" 7",
For the matrix (fi ) corresponding to F, denote by v € A" F the wedge product of n-columns of the

matrix in the order from left to right. Then the strengthened spin condition LM6 on F amounts to that
v € Im (W(AO)’ZM ®0, R — W(Ao) ®o, R) .
Write v = 2563 ages for some ag € R. By Lemma 4.8, we have

v = Z ases = Z Csbsﬁs (4.7)

seB S€eBo

for some cg € R. By comparing the coefficients of both sides in Equation (4.7), we will obtain the
defining equations of the condition LM6 on the chart Ujg;.

Recall
A B FE
X=|\C D F|,
G H =z

where A, B,C,D € M, (R), E,F € Mpnx1(R), G, H € Mixm(R) and € R. In the following, we use a;;
to denote the (i, j)-entry of the matrix A. We use similar notations for other block matrices in X. For

1 <i<m+1, comparing the coefficients of 41, 2n) and es, = €1, Tt} in (4.7), we obtain

2tm71
CSmi1 (71)mb5m+1 m

o¢m—l 26" ,
CSm+1bSm+l(*1)m+Z + CS—;bSi (\/5 O) = (71)1+1d“‘,

7T3m—2 7T3m

=1

)

mi 2671 2t™ 144
CSmeSmH(*l) + cs;bs; *\/ém = (1) amti-imt1—i-

m3m—2
Hence,
by
dii = ﬂ_gam-i-l—i,m-',-l—i + V0. (4.8)

For 1 <i,j5 <m+1 and i # j, comparing the coefficients of €1, Gt} and €LV i1, 2n) WE
obtain

(1) dyy,

tm
T E R ) L S SR | <\/§m)

o $m .
1t Y OL1, o G} ((_1)1-‘”-‘”\/@7):(_1)1+lam+1—j,m+1—i-

m3m =37
Hence,
dij = %amﬂﬂymﬂﬂ'- (4.9)
Combining (4.8) and (4.9), we obtain
D= %HmAth + V0L,
Here the matrix H,, A*H,, is the reflection of A over its anti-diagonal. Equivalently,
D +nl, = ZHm(AerIm)th. (4.10)

Similarly, we can obtain

t ¢
B =H,,B'H,,, C = H,C'H,,, F=—H,H', F=~H,G". (4.11)
Vs Vs

~ 0 Hp _ (A B
o (20, ) e (4 8),

Combining (4.10) and (4.11), we have

Hop (X1 + 7l = (X1 + 7lop ) HE, . (4.12)
25
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4.2.7. A simplification of equations. First we can see under the wedge condition A?(X + «I,,) = 0, the
Kottwitz condition (4.4) becomes

tr(X 4+ wl,) =7 —T. (4.13)
Next we claim that the equation
X2 4 tX +mol, =0 (4.14)

of Condition LM1 is implied by the Kottwitz condition LM2 and the wedge condition LM5. To justify
the claim, we need an easy but useful lemma.

Lemma 4.9. Let X be an n x n matriz. Then X2 = (tr X)X modulo (A\2X).
Proof. The (i, j)-entry of the matrix X2 — tr(X)X is

n

> XiXnj = Y XenXij = > (XinXnj — Xen X)),
k=1 k=1 k=1

which is a sum of 2-minors of X. O
By Lemma 4.9 and the wedge condition LMS5, the equation (4.14)
X2+ tX + 7wl = (X +7l,)* + (t —20)(X +7I,) =0
is equivalent to
tr(X + 7l ) (X + 7))+ (t—2m)(X +7l,) = (tv(X + 7)) +7 —7) (X +7l,) =0,

which is implied by the Kottwitz condition (4.13).
Next we look at the Condition LM3. For the equation (LM3-1), we have

2 2 —2 t
SOtH A+ —— O uty o+ LGtG + H,,C + CtH,,
t o o
2 2 —2 2 2 —2
— O Hp (A + 1lp) + —%(A 4 1Ly ) HoC — “2CtH,yy — —=20 1l O
t tﬂ'o t tﬂ'o

t
+ W—GtG +H,,C+C'H,,
0

2 2
:ZCth(Ajerm) +

tc—2 t
LA 4 1l HonC + — GG+ VOC H,, + ZVOH,, O
o 0 T

A similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 4.9 implies that
C'Hp(A +7ly) = (A+nl,) H,y,C modulo (A?(X + 7l,y,)).

Hence, the equation (LM3-1) gives the same restriction on Uygy as the equation

t t
S (At 7y HoC + —GtG + VOC Hyyy + “VOH,,C = 0.
o o T
By (4.11), we further obtain
t t t
—(A+7l,) H,C + —G'G + =V0H,,C =0, (4.15)
™0 0 s

(A+ 7L HyC = (C(A + 71,)) Hpn.

Again as in Lemma 4.9, the matrix C(A+7l,,) is equivalent to tr(A+7wI,,)C. Thus, the equation (4.15)
is equivalent to
t t t
— tr(A+ 71, )C'H, + —G'G + =VOH,,C = 0.
o o T
Equivalently,
t
ia ((tr(A—HTIm) +m/§)Hmc+GtG) —0. (4.16)
o
Similarly, under the wedge condition LM5 and the strengthened spin condition LM6, one can verify
that the equation (LM3-2) can be simplified to
t
L ((tr(A 1l + VO Ho (D + 1l + GtH) = 0; (4.17)
0
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the equation (LM3-3) is trivial; the equation (LM3-4) is equivalent to (LM3-2); the equation (LM3-5)
is equivalent to
P
— <(ﬁ tr(A + 1) +m/§)HmB+HtH) = 0; (4.18)
™0 s

the rest of the equations are trivial.

Set
A B E
X; = (C’ D),Xg:: (F),Xg::(G H),X4::ac.

Then X = (%! ¥*). and equations (4.16), (4.17), (4.18) translate to

t ~
- ((tr(A b 7l) + 7V0) Hom (X1 + 7o) + X§X3) —0.

o

Using similar arguments, one can check that under the wedge condition LM5 and the strengthened
spin condition LMS6, equations (LM4-1) to (LM4-9) are implied by the Condition LMS3, and the
equation (LM4-10) is equivalent to

the diagonal of (tr(A + 7l,,) + ﬂ\/@)f[gm(Xl + 7lam) + X4 X3 equals 0.

Denote by Op[X] the polynomial ring over O whose variables are entries of the matrix X. Then
we can view the affine chart Uggy C Myoy as a closed subscheme of Spec Or[X]. In summary, we have
shown the following.

Proposition 4.10. The scheme U{oy is a closed subscheme ® of Ulgy = Spec Or[X]/Z, where T is the
ideal of Op[X] generated by:

tr(X 4+ 7l,) — 747, A2(X +71,), Hom (X1 + 7lom) — (X1 + wlom ) HE,
t t t .
E——H,H', F = ~HnG', — ((tr(A 4 l) + 7V0) Hom (X1 + 7lom) + X§X3) ,
0
the diagonal of (tr(A + w1y + 7V0)Hom (X1 4 mlam) + X4 X5.
Set

)~(1 = X1 + wlom, A= A+ 7y, X = <§1> .
3

As X5 and Xy are determined by X3 and X3 by relations in Z, we obtain the following proposition.
Proposition 4.11. The scheme Ulg, = Spec Or[X|/T is isomorphic to Spec Op[X]/Z, where T is the

ideal of Op[X] generated by:

A2 (X), Hom Xy — XL, ﬁio ((6r(A) + 7v/0) Ho Ko + X3X5)
the diagonal of (tr(A) + mV0)Hapm X1 + X1 Xs.
Definition 4.12. Denote by U?o} the closed subscheme of Uy, = Spec Or [X]/Z defined by the ideal
I C Op[X] that is generated by:
N (R, Bon Ry~ RUEL  (t0(A) + m/B) H T + XL,
Note that the ideal Z contains Z.
4.2.8. Geometric properties of Uggy and U?o}- In the following, we write Rf for the ring Op [)N(]/fﬂ and
R for the ring Op[X]/Z.
Lemma 4.13. If w(m) = w(t), then R = R

Proof. Note that w(m) = w(t) if and only if ¢/7¢ is a unit in Op. By comparing the lists of generators
of Z and Z", we immediately see that Z = Zf, and hence R = RH. (|

5In fact, we expect that Uggy = U’{O}. This amounts to saying that the equations obtained by comparing coefficients
of eg in (4.7) for S not of type (n — 1,1) are implied by relations in Z.
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Remark 4.14. Since m|t|2, the condition w(t) = w(m) clearly holds if Fy/Qq is unramified. More
generally, by applying Proposition 3.1 (4) to Fy, we have w(t) = w(mp) if and only if 8 € Use—1 — Use.
Namely, given a quadratic extension F' of Fy with a uniformizer 7 satisfying an Eisenstein equation
72 — tw + m = 0, the condition w(t) = w(mp) holds if and only if F is of the form Fy(v/8) for some unit
0 € Uze—1 — Use. We will count the number of such extensions F' in the following.

We have a short exact sequence

Uge = UQe—l R UQe—l
U?NUse U2NUsze—1 Uz (U2 N Usze—1)

We claim that U? N Use—; C Use. For any & € U2 N Use_1, we can find a € Op, and v € U such
that 2 = 1 + 15° 'a = u?. We want to show w(a) > 1. Set b = u — 1. Then b(b +2) = 73¢ a. If
w(b) < e =w(2), then w(b + 2) = w(b) and

w(mg® ta) = w (b(b +2)) = 2w(b).
As 2e — 1 is odd, this forces w(a) to be odd and in particular w(a) > 1. If w(b) > e, then
w(meta) = w (b(b+2)) > w(b) +w(2) > 2e.

0— — 0. (4.19)

Again we have w(a) > 1. This proves the claim.
Then we have Us.(U? N Use_1) = Use and by the short exact sequence (4.19),

Uze—1 | _|_ Use Vae-1| _ o of _ 91+
U?2NUsze—1 U2NUsze|| Use
where f denotes the residue degree of F/Q2. Note that there are two elements in #;171 defining

the trivial extension and the unramified quadratic extension of Fy. Thus, we have 2!/ — 2 ramified
quadratic extensions of Fy of type (R-U) with w(t) = w(m).

By (4.10), we have

(%) = tr(A) + tr(D) = %tr(A).

So we can rewrite Rﬁ as

2 X
(2 (%

Let Y := ﬁgmil. Then 5(:1 = %ﬁQmY and

OF[<§;)]

R = - - — .
Hom Xy = X{H,,, (5 60(%0) + 78 Ho X1 + X4X5)

N———

(22 (Fn¥ )Y = ¥ (2 tr(fY) + 7VO)Y + XiXs)

Or[(,)] |
(A2(3,).Y = V", (5 tr(HamY) + 7VB)Y + XEX; )

R ~

For 1 <i,j < 2m, we denote by y;; the (i, j)-entry of Y and by z; the (1,4)-entry of Xs.

Lemma 4.15. The scheme U?o} 1s irreducible of Krull dimension n and smooth over O on the com-
plement of the worst point, which is the closed point defined by Y = X3 =7 =0.

Proof. For 1 < ¢ < 2m, consider the principal open subscheme D(yg) of U?O}, i.e., the locus where ¢
is invertible. Then one can easily verify that D(ye) is isomorphic to the closed subscheme of

Spec Oplyij, i | 1 <i,j < 2m]
defined by the ideal generated by the relations

m
— — ™
Yij = Yjir Yij = yulyéiyéj; Ti = yulwéyei, —903 = (% E YeiYen—i) + W\/gyéé-
i=1

Hence, the scheme D(yy) is isomorphic to

OF[’TZ’yﬂ’ s Yees -5 Ye2m, ye_el]
(2 + (2 30 veiyen—i) + 7V 0ye)
28
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By the Jacobian criterion, D(ygs) is smooth over Op of Krull dimension n. Note that the worst point is
defined (set-theoretically) by the ideal generated by 7 and yge for 1 < ¢ < 2m. Since the generic fiber of
U?o} is smooth, we obtain that U?o} is smooth over Op on the complement of the worst point. As the

generic fiber and all D(yg), for 1 < £ < 2m, are irreducible, we conclude that U?o} is irreducible. O

Lemma 4.16. The scheme U?o} is Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. Let S denote the polynomial ring Op[y;; | 1 <4 < 2m]. Then we have an obvious ring homomor-
phism S — R". By the wedge condition LM5 and Y = Y?, for 1 < i,j < 2m, we have

m
™
yi2j = YijYji = Yiiyy; and i = *(% Zyilyi,nfé) — 7V 0y;i

In particular, we deduce that R" is integral (also of finite type) over S, and hence R is a finitely
generated S-module. Since S is a domain of the same Krull dimension as R%, the map & — R is
necessarily injective. By [Eis13, Corollary 18.17], to show R is Cohen-Macaulay, it suffices to show that
R is a flat S-module. Equivalently, we need to show that the induced morphism

¥ : Spec R — Spec S ~ AZ™

is flat. Let Py be the closed point in Spec S corresponding to the maximal ideal mg == (7, y11, - - - , Y2m,2m)-
Then ) maps the worst point of Spec R to Py and the preimage of Spec S[ye_el] is the scheme D(yy)
considered in the proof of Lemma 4.15. As D(ys) is smooth over O, by miracle flatness (see [Eis13,
Theorem 18.16 b.]), the restriction 1[p,,, is flat. Similarly, we obtain that 1 restricted to the generic
fiber of U?O} is flat. It remains to show that v is flat at the worst point, i.e., the localization map
Smy — RE.IO is flat. The local ring Sy, has residue field k. Let K denote the fraction field of S,. By an
application of Nakayama’s lemma (see [Harl3, Chapter II, Lemma 8.9]), we are reduced to show that

dimg (R, ®s,,, K) = dim(RE ®s,,, k). (4.20)
Note that K is the field F(y11, ..., Y2m,2m) of rational functions. By the following Lemma 4.17, we have
the desired equality (4.20) of dimensions. O

Lemma 4.17. The K -vector space (resp. k-vector space) ng @S, K (Tesp. ng ®Sp, k) has a K -basis
(resp. k-basis) consisting of (images of ) monomials

a, B1 Be
i Yiig yl2]2 Yiejes

where ., B; € {0,1}, 0 <l <m, and 1 <i<i1 < j1 <ig < jo < -+ <ig<jo<2m. Let S denote the
set of these monomials. Then the cardinality #S equals 22™. In particular,

dimg (R, ®s,,, K) = dim,(RE ®s,,, k) = 2°™. (4.21)

Proof. We ﬁrst count the cardinality of S. For an integer 0 < ¢ < m, the number of monomials of the
in S is the number of tuples (i,i1, j1, ..., 4 je) such that 1 < i <ip < j1 <ig <
=0if ¢ =

form wzyllhywjz “ Yicje

Jo < - < g < Jp < 2m. It is well-known that the number is ( 2m

2“1) Here, we set (

2Z+1)

Similarly, the number of monomials of the form ylﬁ1 ljlyg VR yi 5, n S is (2@) Hence, we obtain that
2m 2 (om
S = = = 22",
#5=3 () 2 () =2 (7)
Let zfx§ yﬁljlyf;h . yz"ﬂ be a general monomial in ng RS, K- As yfj = YijYji = YiYjj in R&O,

we may assume f3; for 1 <4 < ¢ lies in {0,1}. As
T
— XX = (5= tr(HomY) + m™o)Y
in ng we see x;z; can be expressed by entries in Y. Hence, we may assume o/ =0 and o € {0,1}. We
claim that the monomial i, j, Yi, s, - - - Yipjs, for a € {0, 1} is generated by elements in S. By the wedge
condition and Y = Y, it is straightforward to check that the product z,y;;y,q only depends on the
indices {r, 1, j,p, ¢}, namely, changing the order of indices gives the same product in Rglo. Since y;; € K,
we may assume 1 < i < i1 <j1 <idg < Jo < - < iy < jr < 2m, and hence we may assume 0 < ¢ < m.
Thus, the K-vector space ng ®s,.. K is generated by (images of) the elements in S. Now it suffices to
show that these elements are K- hnearly independent.
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Note that the ring ng ®s,,, K corresponds to the generic point of Spec R Since yi; is invertible
over RE ®S,, K, the ring RE, ®s,, K is in fact the function field of D(y11) in the proof of Lemma
4.15 (take ¢ = 1), and we can identify the map

K — Ry, ®s,, K

with the field extension
K[y12a Y13, -+, Y1,2m; -Tl]

s

K:F(yll,...,ygm,gm) — - .
(y%z —Y11Y22, - - - yigm — Y11Y2m,2m, T3 + (Z > Y1Yin—i) + W\/ayu)

We can see that this is a compositum of successive quadratic extensions. In particular,
dimg (RE, ®s,, K) = 2°™.

As #8 = 2% elements in S are K-linearly independent, i.e., elements in S form a K-basis of Rgo RS, K-

Similar arguments (just note that now y; = 0 in k) as before imply that Rﬂm @S, Kk is generated by
(images of) elements in S. Hence,

dimg (R, ®s,,, k) < #5 = dimg (R, ®s,,, K).
On the other hand, by Nakayama’s lemma, we always have
dimy (RE, ®s,,, k) > dimg (R ®s,,, K).

This completes the proof of the lemma. ([

Corollary 4.18. The scheme U?o} is normal and flat over Op. The geometric special fiber U?o} Qo k
s reduced and irreducible.

Proof. As U?o} is smooth over Op on the complement of a closed point and Cohen-Macaulay by Lemma
4.15 and 4.16, the normality of U?o} follows from the Serre’s criterion for normality (see [Sta24, 0318S]).
By Lemma 4.15, the scheme U?o} ®o, k is smooth over k on the complement of the worst point. The
proof of Lemma 4.15 also implies that U?o} ®o, k is irreducible of dimension n — 1. As U?o} is Cohen-
Macaulay and Spec O is regular, then U?o} is flat over O by the miracle flatness (see [Eis13, Theorem
18.16 b.]).

Since U?O} is Cohen-Macaulay and 7 is not a zero divisor (follows from the flatness), the scheme

U?O} ®o, k is also Cohen-Macaulay. Then U?O} ®o, k is reduced by the Serre’s criterion for reducedness
(see [Sta24, 031R]). O

Lemma 4.19. The schemes Uygy and U?O} have the same underlying topological space.

Proof. (1) Since U?o} is flat over O, the scheme U?o} is the Zariski closure of its generic fiber. Then
we have closed immersions
fl l
Uloy = Ugoy = Uty
where all schemes have the same generic fiber. Then it suffices to prove that the special fibers of U?o}

and Uf{o} have the same underlying topological space. Since U?o} ®oy k is reduced, we are reduced to

show that Z% ®¢,, k is contained in the radical of Z ®o, k.
If w(mp) = w(t), then the assertion follows from Lemma 4.13. We may assume t/7g is not a unit. In
this case, we have

tr(HopmY
I®o, k= (/\2(}(/3),5/ — Y the diagonal of (MY+X§X3)),
Hs,Y
I ®o, k= (A2(§3),Y—Yt,m(#)y+X§X3)-

Let M denote the matrix "2mY)y 4 Xt X, Then for 1 <4,5 < 2m, the (i, j)-entry M,; of M is
ayij + Tz, o =tr(HpnY)/2.
Since char(k) = 2, we obtain ij = a2yi2j + xfm? Therefore, we have
M — My My = o (y7; — i) — oy — oy

20,2 2 2 2.2
=« (yij *yiiyjj) 7SCiij 71']»Mii+21'i1'j
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= OgQ(yin — yiiyjj) — SC?M]']' — ZL'?M” S I®OF k

In particular, any ij for 1 <i,j < 2m lies in 7 ®0, k. Hence, I ®0,. k is contained in the radical of
7 ®0,. k. This finishes the proof. (]

In summary, we have proven the following.

Proposition 4.20. (1) The scheme U?o} 1s flat over Op of relative dimension n— 1. In particular,
U?o} is isomorphic to an open subscheme of the local model MI{OOC} containing the worst point.
Furthermore, U?o} is normal, Cohen-Macaulay, and smooth over Op on the complement of the
worst point. The special fiber U?o} ®op k is (geometrically) reduced and irreducible.

(2) Ugoy and U?o} have the same underlying topological space.
(3) If w(m) = w(t), then Uggy = Ul
4.3. Global results. Recall that (Ag,q,-Z,¢) is a hermitian quadratic module with ¢ over Op, by

Lemma 3.8. Let #]g) = Sim((Ao, ¢,-Z, ¢)) be the group scheme over O, of similitudes preserving ¢ of
(Mo, q,Z,¢). By Theorem A.22, 7], is an affine smooth group scheme over O, .

naive

Lemma 4.21. The group scheme gy acts on Moy and Moy

Proof. Tt suffices to show the result for Myoy. Let R be an Op-algebra. Let g = (¢,7) € 0} (R) be
a similitude preserving ¢. For F € Mgy, we define gF = ¢(F) C Ag ®o,, R. We need to show that
gF € Mgy (R). Tt is clear that gF satisfies conditions LM1,2,4. Recall that ¢ : Ag x Ag — t=1Op, is
defined by (z,y) = t~! Trp/p, h(x, 7 'y). We also use ¢ to denote the base change to Ag ®o,, R. Then
we see that F satisfies LM3 if and only if ¢(F, F) = 0. As g preserves ¢, we have that

P(9F,9F) = yo(F, F) = 0.
So gF satisfies LM3. As g is Or ®o, R-linear by definition, we obtain that
(T®1-1®T)og=go(r®1—-1QT7).
By the functoriality of the wedge product of linear maps, we have
NEel-107|gF) =N (go(r®@1-107) | F)=A*(g)oN*(r®1-107 | F)=0.

Therefore, gF satisfies the wedge condition LM5. Since (g, is smooth over Op,, using a similar
argument of [RSZ18, Lemma 7.1], we can show that the R-submodule

Im (W(80)";"! @0, B — W(Ao) @0, R)

of W(Ao) ®o, R is stable under the natural action of #gy(R) on W (Ag) ®0, R = A"(Ao ®oy, R). Tt
follows that gF satisfies the strengthened spin condition LM6. O

Lemma 4.22. Let k be the algebraic closure of the residue field k. Then M{0}®OFE has two (0} @op, k-
orbits, one of which consists of the worst point.

Proof. By Lemma 4.21, the special fiber Mo} ®o, k has an action of K0y Qop, k. Let F € M{O}(E).
In particular, the subspace F C (Ag ®0p, k) is an n-dimensional k-vector space. The wedge condition
in this case becomes A?(m ® 1 | F) = 0. Therefore, the image (7 ® 1)F is at most one dimensional. We
have the following two cases.

Suppose (7 ® 1)F = 0. Then F = (7 ® 1)(Ao ®op, k), namely, F is the worst point.

Suppose (7 ® 1)F is one dimensional. Then there exists a vector v € F such that (7 ® 1)v generates
(mr ® 1).F. For simplicity, write 7 for 7 ® 1. Recall the k-bilinear form

$(—, =) : (Ao @0, k) X (Ao @0, k) — £ @0, &
(z,y) = s(z, 7 1y) =t Trh(z, 7 1y),

where 771 is the induced isomorphism Ag ®o,, k — (7' Ag) ®o, k. We can identify .Z ®o,, k with
k by sending t~' ® 1 to 1. Denote by N := k{em i1, Tem11) the submodule of Ag R0, k. Then one can
check that the radical of ¢ is contained in N. We claim that 7v is not in V. Otherwise, after rescaling,

we may assume v = e,;,4+1 ® 1 + wv; for some v € Ag R0, k. Then for the quadratic form

q:A0®OFOE—>$®oFOEZE,
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we have
q(v) = qlems1 @ 1+ 701) = q(em+1 ® 1) + s(ems1 @ 1,701) + g(7vy).

One can check that g(em+1®1) = 1 and s(epm41®1,7m01) = g(mv1) = 0. Hence g(v) # 0. This contradicts
the hyperbolicity condition LM4 that ¢(F) = 0. In particular, we obtain that 7v is not in the radical
of ¢. Thus, we can find w € Ay ®o,, k such that ¢(w,mv) # 0 in k. By rescaling, we may assume

#(w, mv) = 1. Note that for a € k,
g(w + av) = q(w) + as(w,v) + a’q(v)
= q(w) + ap(w,mv) + 0, since ¢(v) =0,
= q(w) + a.
Replacing w by w—q(w)v, we may assume ¢(w) = 0. Put b := —¢(w, v). One can check that ¢(w—+bTw) =
0. Replacing w by w + b7rw, we have
q(w) = q(v) =0, (w,v) = 0 and $(w, 7v) = 1.

Let Wy == (v, v, w, 7w), the k-subspace of A ®0p, k generated by v, mv,w, 7w. Then ¢ restricts to a
perfect pairing on W;. Now we can write

Ao ®op, k=W1aW, (4.22)

where W is the orthogonal complement of W, with respect to ¢ whose dimension is 2n — 4 over k. Note
that the Condition LM3 in Definition 4.1 of My¢y implies that ¢(F, F) = 0, and hence F N (w, mw) = 0.
Since (v,mv) C F and ¢(F,F) = 0, we obtain that the k-dimension of F N W is n — 2 and F NW is
contained in 7W = ker(w | W). Therefore, F N W = 7W for dimension reasons. By (4.22), we have

disc’ (¢) = disc(¢|w, )disc’ (¢|w ).

Here disc’(¢) is the divided discriminant in the sense of Definition A.18, and we view it as an element in
k by using a basis of Ag R0, k. By Example A.20, we have disc’(¢) € k. Since ¢ is perfect on Wy, we

obtain that disc(¢|w,) € k-, and hence disc’(¢|w) € k. So W is a hermitian quadratic module of type
Ao over k in the sense of Definition A.18. Set v; := v and v,, = w. By applying Theorem A.21 to W, we
deduce that there is an O ®op, k-basis {v; : 1 <4 < n} of Ag R0, k with the property that q(vmi1)
generates R, q(v;) = 0, ¢(vs;,v5) = 0 and ¢(v;, 7)) = §3 np1—; for all 1 <4 < j < n. With respect to
this basis, we have

F = {v,m) & (FNW) = (v,m0) ® (7W) = (vy, 701, 70;,2 < i < n — 1).
This shows that points F € Mgy (k) with dimg 7F = 1 are in the same gy (k)-orbit. O

As U?o} is flat over O, we may view U?o} as an open subscheme of MI{OOC} containing the worst point.

By Lemma 4.22, the #7¢y-translation of U?O} covers M%{%C}. By Proposition 4.20, we have shown Theorem
1.6, and Theorem 1.2, 1.3 in the case I = {0} and (R-U).

5. THE CASE I = {0} AND (R-P)

In this section, we consider the case when F/Fj is of (R-P) type. In particular, we have
P 4+mo=0and T = —m.

Consider the following ordered Op,-basis of Ay and Af:

1 1 U T
AO : §€m+2, ceey 567“ €1y -3€m,y Em41, §€m+2, ceey 5677,) TELy ..y TTEMm, TEM 41, (51)
2 2
s .. _—1 -1 -1
Ay 7 emya, ..., T €ny —€15- oy —Cm, T Ermtls Ema2s -y €y 2€1, -y 2€m, €mt]- (5.2)

Recall (Ag, q,-Z) is a hermitian quadratic module for ¥ = %OFO‘
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5.1. A refinement of M?Sive in the (R-P) case.
Definition 5.1. Let Mg, be the functor
M{O} : (SCh/OF)Op — Sets

which sends an Op-scheme S to the set of Og-modules F such that

LM1 (m-stability condition) F is an Op Q0O k, Og-submodule of Ag ®0Op, Og and as an Og-module, it
is a locally direct summand of rank n.
LM2 (Kottwitz condition) The action of 7 ® 1 € O ®0,, Os on F has characteristic polynomial

det(T —7®1 | F)=(T —n)(T —7)" "
LM3 Let F* be the orthogonal complement in A ®0op, Os of F with respect to the perfect pairing
s(=, =)+ (Ao ®og, Os) X (A§ ®oy, Os) = Os.
We require the map Ag ®0,, Os = (5A]) ®oy, Os induced by Ag — FAj sends F to %}“J-,
where ZF* is the image of 7 under the isomorphism Z : A§ @05, Os — ZA§ ®0p, Os-
LM4 (Hyperbolicity condition) The quadratic form ¢ : Ag ®0,, Os = £ ®o,, Os induced by ¢ :

Ao — & satisfies q(F) = 0.
LMS5 (Wedge condition) The action of 7 ® 1 —1® 7 € O ®o,, Os on F satisfies

ANMrel-197 | F)=0.
Then as in the (R-U) case, the functor My, is representable and we have closed immersions
1 naiv
MG} © Myoy © Mgy

of projective schemes over Op, where all schemes have the same generic fiber.

5.2. An affine chart Uy, around the worst point. Set
Fo = (7‘(‘ & 1)(A0 ®OF0 /{3)

Then we can check that Fo € Mygy (k). We call it the worst point of Mg;.

With respect to the basis (5.1), the standard affine chart around Fy in Gr(n, Ag)o,. is the Op-scheme
of 2n x n matrices (1): ) We denote by Uygy the intersection of Mgy with the standard affine chart
in Gr(n,Ag)o,. The worst point Fy of Mygy is contained in Uy and corresponds to the closed point
defined by X = 0 and 7 = 0. The conditions LM1-5 yield the defining equations for Uyspy. We will
analyze each condition as in the (R-U) case. A reader who is only interested in the affine coordinate ring
of Uggy may proceed directly to Proposition 5.2.

5.2.1. Condition LM1. Let R be an Op-algebra. With respect to the basis (5.1), the operator 7 ® 1
acts on Ag ®o,, R via the matrix

0 77’(0]”

I, 0 ’

Then the w-stability condition LM1 on F means there exists an n X n matrix P € M, (R) such that

0 —ml) (X\ (X
(0 %)) -G)r
We obtain P = X and X2 + mpl, = 0.

5.2.2. Condition LM2. We have already shown that 7 ® 1 acts on F via right multiplication of X. Then
as in the (R-U) case, the Kottwitz condition LIM2 translates to

tr(X +nl,) =7 —7 =2, tr (N(X +7l,)) =0, fori>2. (5.3)
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5.2.3. Condition LM3. With respect to the bases (5.1) and (5.2), the perfect pairing
S(fa 7) : (AO XOr, R) X (Ag ®op, R) - R

and the map Ag ®p, R — ZAf ®0, R are represented respectively by the matrices
p Fo 2430 Fo

0 0 Hyy 0 Iw 0 0 0
0 0o 0 1 0 2 0 0
S=1_m,, o o ol @N=149 o L o0
0 -1 0 0 0 0 0 2

(‘IX)) = 0, or equivalently,

(i) — 0. (5.4)

I,
. 0
X 0
In _H2m
0 —

(X1 Xo
(7))
where X7 € Moy, (R), X2 € Mapmx1(R), X3 € Mixom(R) and € R. Then (5.4) translates to

X{Hom — Hon X1 2X5 = Hun X\ _
Xt Hap, — 2X5 0 -

t
Then the Condition LM3 translates to (X) S (N
0 H2m

0

0

O O N O

0
0
0

Write

5.2.4. Condition LM/. Recall £ = $Op,. With respect to the basis (5.1), the induced ZL R0, R-valued
symmetric pairing on Ag ®oy, I is represented by the matrix

Hsp 0 0 0
o | 0 2 0 0
Y1 0 0 #mHam O
0 0 0 270

The Condition LM4 translates to

t t
(}X) S1 (;() = (0 and half of the diagonal of (f) S (;() equals zero.

One can check that the diagonal entries of ( I)i )tSl ( I): ) are indeed divisible by 2 in R. Equivalently, we
obtain
Xngle +2X§X3 +7TOH2m XfHQmXQ +2£EX§ o
X%Hngl + 2.’L'X3 X%HQWXQ + 2562 + 271'0 o

half of the diagonal of Xngle + 2X§X3 + moHom, equals 0,

1
3 (X{Hom X + 22° + 2m0) = 0.
5.2.5. Condition LM5. As m ® 1 acts as right multiplication by X on F, the wedge condition on F
translates to

AN (X +7I,) =0.

5.2.6. A simplification of equations. As in the (R-U) case, we can simplify the above equations and
obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2. The scheme Uy = Spec Op[X]/Z, where I is the ideal generated by:
tr(X +wl,) — 2w, AX(X +7l), X{Hopm — Hop X1, 2XE — Hopp Xo,
(tr(X1 + 7lam) — 27) Hap (X1 + 7lap) + 2XE X3,
half of the diagonal of (tr(X1 + 7low) — 27)Hop (X1 + mlam) + 2X§X3.
Set

_ . (%
= Iom, X = .
X1 = Xq + nlopy, (Xs)

Then we have the following proposition.
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Proposition 5.3. The scheme Uygy is isomorphic to Spec Op[X]/Z, where T is the ideal in Op[X]
generated by:

/\2 ()’Z), Hgmjzl - X{Hgm, (tl‘(jzl) - 27T)H2mjz1 + 2X§X3,
half of the diagonal of (tr(X1) — 27)Ham X1 + 2X5X 3.

Definition 5.4. Denote by U?o} the closed subscheme of Uy, = Spec Op [X]/Z defined by the ideal
I C Op[X] generated by:

~ ~ ~ 1~ ~
A (X), HomX1 — X{Hom, (Etr(Xl) — m)Hom X1 + X5 X3.
Note that tr()~(1) is divisible by 2 by the relation Hop X, = )?ngm.
5.3. Global results. As in the (R-U) case, we can prove the following proposition.

Proposition 5.5. (1) The scheme U?o} is flat over Op of relative dimension n — 1. In particular,

U?o} is isomorphic to an open subscheme of M%{%C} containing the worst point. Furthermore, U?o}
1s normal, Cohen-Macaulay, and smooth over O on the complement of the worst point. The
special fiber U?O} R, k is (geometrically) reduced and irreducible.

(2) Ugoy and U?O} have the same underlying topological space.

Similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 4.22 imply that the special fiber Mgy ®0 . k has only two
Aoy (k)-orbits. Together with Proposition 5.5, we can deduce Theorem 1.2 and 1.3 in the case I = {0}

and (R-P).
6. THE cASE I = {m} AND (R-U)
In this section, we consider the case when F/Fj is of (R-U) type and I = {m}. In particular, we have
72 —tm+m =0,

where t € Op, with mg|t|2. Consider the following ordered Op,-basis of A,, and A? :

T T _ 1 o o

A FOmA2 s T T €L T Cmy €t 1, T Cmg2, e €y €Ly €y Temet1, (6.1)
L ot t

A} i Temya, ..., Ten, —€1y- 5 —€m, Cmt 1, TOCm+2; - - -5 T0Cn, tey, ..., tem, Temy1- (6.2)

Recall (A,,,q,.%) is a hermitian quadratic module for . = t=1Op,.

6.1. A refinement of Ml{lf,;‘}fe in the (R-U) case.
Definition 6.1. Let My,,, be the functor
M{m} : (SCh/OF)Op — Sets

which sends an Op-scheme S to the set of Og-modules F such that

LM1 (m-stability condition) F is an Or ®0,, Os-submodule of A, ®o,, Os and as an Og-module, it
is a locally direct summand of rank n.
LM2 (Kottwitz condition) The action of T ® 1 € O ®oy, Os on F has characteristic polynomial

det(T —7®1 | F)=(T —n)(T —7)" "
LM3 Let F* be the orthogonal complement in A%, ®oy, Os of F with respect to the perfect pairing
S(—, —) : (Am ®(9F0 OS) X (Ain ®(9F0 Os) — Og.
We require that the map A,,®o, Os = (t7'AS)®0, Os induced by the inclusion Ay, < t71A3,
sends F to t~1F+ where t “1 F1 is the image of 7+ under the isomorphism ¢t =1 : A%, ®op, Os =
t_lAfn ®(9F0 Og.
LM4 (Hyperbolicity condition) The quadratic form ¢ : A, ®0,, Os = £ ®o,, Os induced by

q: Ay — £ satisfies ¢(F) = 0.
LMS5 (Wedge condition) The action of 7 ® 1 —1® 7 € O ®0,, Os on F satisfies

AN rel-1Q7 | F)=0.
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Then My, is representable and we have closed immersions
loc naive
My © Mgy © M)
of projective schemes over Op, where all schemes have the same generic fiber.
6.2. An affine chart Uy,,; around the worst point. Set
Fo = (1@ 1)(Am ®op, k).

Then we can check that Fo € Mg,y (k). We call it the worst point of M}

With respect to the basis (6.1), the standard affine chart around Fy in Gr(n, Ap)o, is the Op-scheme
of 2n X n matrices ( ) We denote by U{m} the intersection of My,,; with the standard affine chart in
Gr(n,Am)o,. The worst point Fy of My,,; is contained in Uy,,; and corresponds to the point defined
by X = 0 and 7 = 0. The conditions LM1-5 yield the defining equations for Uy,,;. We will analyze
each condition as in the case I = {0}. A reader who is only interested in the affine coordinate ring of
U{my may proceed directly to Proposition 6.2.

6.2.1. Condition LM1. Let R be an Op-algebra. With respect to the basis (6.1), the operator 7 ® 1
acts on Ay, ®op, R via the matrix

0 —7T0[n

I, tl, )’

Then the w-stability condition LM1 on F means there exists an n X n matrix P € M, (R) such that
0 —molp) (X) (X
() G) = ()
We obtain P = X +tI, and X? +tX + mol,, = 0.

6.2.2. Condition LM2. We have already shown that m ® 1 acts on F via right multiplication of X +¢I,,.
Then the Kottwitz condition LM2 translates to

tr(X +7l,) =7 -7, tr (A\Y(X +nl,)) =0, fori>2. (6.3)
6.2.3. Condition LM3. With respect to the bases (6.1) and (6.2), the perfect pairing
s(= =)+ (Am @0, R) x (A7, ®0, R) = R

and the map Ap, ®o, R — %Afn ®oy, R are represented respectively by the matrices

2Hom 0 Ham 0 Ly, 00 0
- 0 H 0 1 10 t 0 0
ST Hyp 0 2ep,, o | ™IN=1 0 0 L, o0
0 1 0 %0 0 0 0 ¢
x\' X
Then the Condition LM3 translates to ( I > S (N < I >) = 0, or equivalently,
: %HQm 0 H2m 0
X 0 2 0 t X
(In> Hym 0 29Hy, O (In) =0 (6:4)
0 t 0 27T0
It amounts to the following equation.
2t Hom 0 t (Hom O o Hym 0 _
(;X +1I,) ( 0 t) X+X ( 0 ¢ + 0 o) = 0. (6.5)
Note that the 7-stability condition LM1 on F implies
2 2 2 4
T(XY? 2K 4 ﬂfn =0, and hence (7X +1,)? = (1 - %)In - 01,,.

Multiplying %Xt + I, on both sides of (6.5), we can obtain

H2m0 _ tH2m0
(o D)= ()
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Write
I P. . ¢
()
where X7 € Mo, (R), Xo € Moymx1(R), X5 € Mixam(R) and x € R. Equivalently, we obtain
Hom X1 = X{Hayp,, HomXo = tX5.

6.2.4. Condition LMj. Recall & = 1Op,. With respect to the basis (6.1), the induced ZL R0y, R-valued
symmetric pairing on Ay, ®oy, R is represented by the matrix

2Hym 0 Hap 0
0o 2 0 t

Hym 0 29Hy, O

0 t 0 27T0

S1 =

The Condition LM4 translates to

t t
<;(> S1 <;() = 0 and half of the diagonal of (i() S <;(> equals zero.

Equivalently, we obtain

F X Hom X1 + 2X4X5 + Hom Xy + X{Hop + 570 Hom X[ Hom X3 +20X5 + Hom X + X5\ _
2XL{Hom X1 4 20X5 + tX3 + X{Hop, 2 X{HomXs + 222 + 2tz + 27 s

2 2
half of the diagonal of >X{Hom X1 + 2X5Xs + Hom X1 + X{ Hau + ?Hgm equals 0,

1.2
5(g)gHQmX2 + 22% + 2tx + 2mp) = 0.

6.2.5. Condition LM5. As m1®1 acts as right multiplication by X +¢I,, on F, the wedge condition LM5
on F translates to

AN (X +7I,) =0.
6.2.6. A simplification of equations. As in the case I = {0}, we can simplify the above equations and
obtain the following.
Proposition 6.2. The scheme Uy,,y = Spec Op[X]/Z, where T is the ideal generated by:
tr(X +7l,) —7+7, AA(X +7l,), XiHapw — Hop X1, tX5 — Hap Xo,
half of the diagonal of (% tr(X1 + mlom) 4 2V0)Hop (X1 + 7lom) + 2X1Xs3.
Set

_ - /X
X1 =X Iom, X = .
1 1+ 7o (Xg)

Then we have the following proposition.
Proposition 6.3. The scheme Uy, is isomorphic to Spec (QF[)?]/f, where T is the ideal generated by
~ -~ 2 ~
A2 (X), HomX1 — XtHo,,, half of the diagonal of (5 tr(X1) + 2V0)Ham X1 4 2X1 X 3.
Definition 6.4. Denote by U?m} the closed subscheme of Uy,,; = Spec Op [X]/Z defined by the ideal
I ¢ Op[X] generated by

tr(X)

A2 (X), HoymX1 — X! Hop, ( +V0)Hyp X1 + XX

Note that Z C Z%.
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6.3. Global results. We first give the results for the schemes Uy,,; and U?m}.

Proposition 6.5. (1) U?m} is smooth over Op of relative dimension n — 1. The special fiber is
geometrically reduced and irreducible.
(2) Ugmy and U?m} have the same underlying topological space.

Proof. The proof of (2) is similar as that of Lemma 4.19. Now we prove the smoothness of U?m}. We
use the notation as in the proof of Lemma 4.15. In particular,

Or[(X, )]

R = .
(A2(2,),Y =Y, (3 te(HamY) + VO)Y + XEX; )

Then one can similarly show that D(ys) for 1 < ¢ < 2m is smooth over Op. Let z := % tr(HopY) + V.
Consider the principal open subscheme D(z) = Spec Rf[z71]. Then we have in R[27!] that

Y = —2 ' X1X;.

Thus, Y is determined by X3 and R[27!] ~ Or[X3] is smooth over Op. Note that the scheme U?m}

is covered by D(z) and D(ye) for 1 < ¢ < 2m. Hence, we conclude that U?m} is smooth over OF.
The special fiber is geometrically reduced by the smoothness. It is geometrically irreducible because the
geometric special fibers of D(z) and D(ye) for 1 < £ < 2m are irreducible. O

Recall (A, ¢, %) is a hermitian quadratic module over Op, for £ = 1Op,. Let
'%ﬂ{m} = Si—m((Am’ q, g))

be the group scheme over Op, of similitude automorphisms of (A,,q,.Z). By Theorem A.13, 5, is
an affine smooth group scheme over Op,. As in Lemma 4.21, the group scheme 77,,; acts on My,,;.

Lemma 6.6. Let k be the algebraic closure of the residue field k. Then M{m}®oFE has two H{m)y @0, k-
orbits, one of which consists of the worst point.

Proof. Let F € M,y (k). In particular, the subspace F C (A, ®0r, k) is an n-dimensional k-vector
space. The wedge condition LMS5 in this case becomes A%(r®1 | F) = 0. Therefore, the image (1 ®1)F
is at most one dimensional. We have the following two cases.

Suppose (7 ® 1)F = 0. Then F = (7 ® 1)(Ay, ®op, k), namely, F is the worst point.

Suppose (7 ® 1)F is one dimensional. Then there exists a vector v € F such that (7 ® 1)v generates
(r ® 1)F. For simplicity, write m for 7 ® 1. Let f : (A ®op, k) X (Am ®0p, k) — £ ~ k denote the
associated symmetric pairing on Ay, ®o,, k. As in the proof of Lemma 4.22, we see that v is not in the
radical of the paring f, because g(v) = 0. Then we can find some w € A, ®0op, k such that flw,mv) #0

in k. By rescaling, we may assume that f(w,7v) = 1. Similar arguments in Lemma 4.22 imply that
after some linear transformations, we may assume

q(w) = q(v) = f(w,v) =0 and f(w,mv) = L.
Let W1y := (v, mv,w, mw). Then f restricts to a perfect symmetric pairing on W;. Now we can write
A ®0p k=W1 W, (6.7)

where W is the orthogonal complement of W, with respect to f whose dimension is 2n — 4 over k. Since
q(F) = 0, we have F N (w, 7w) = 0. Hence, we obtain that the k-dimension of F N W is n — 2 and
FNW C «#W = ker(n | W). Therefore, FNW = «#W for dimension reasons. Note that the space W
carries a structure of hermitian quadratic module. By (6.7), we have

disc’(q) = disc(q|w, )disc’(q|w).

Here disc’(g) is the divided discriminant in the sense of Definition A.8, and we view it as an element in
k by using a basis of A,, ®0Ok, k. By Example A.10, we have disc’(q) € k. Since ¢ is perfect on Wy,

we obtain that disc(¢|w,) € k , and hence disc'(glw) € k. In particular, W is a hermitian quadratic
module of type A,, over k in the sense of Definition A.8. Applying Theorem A.12 to W and using similar
arguments as in the proof Lemma 4.22, we can conclude that points F &€ M{m}(E) with dimgz7nF =1
are in the same orbit under the action of 7,1 ®oy, k. O
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As U?m} is flat over Op, we may view U?m} as an open subscheme of Ml{o,fl} containing the worst

point. By Lemma 6.6, the J#{,,,-translation of U?m} covers M{{‘;TCL} Together with Proposition 6.5, we
have proven Theorem 1.2 and 1.3 in the case I = {m} and (R-U).
7. THE CASE I = {m} AND (R-P)
In this section, we consider the case when F/Fj is of (R-P) type and I = {m}. In particular, we have
4+ my=0and 7 +7=0.
Consider the following ordered OF,-basis of A, and AJ,:

1 1 1 1 T T
Ay, SEmAZ e 5O T el T ey € ly S Emt2, -y 5 €ny €1y €y Tem1, (7.1)
2 2
s . —1
AS Dem42, -y €ny —€Ly ey —Cmy T Emtls TEmA2y s MEny 261, + s 2€m, €t 1. (7.2)

Recall (A, q,%) is a hermitian quadratic module for . = 2710, .

7.1. A refinement of ’f{‘fé‘]fe in the (R-P) case.
Definition 7.1. Let My,,, be the functor
M{m} : (SCh/OF)Op — Sets

which sends an Op-scheme S to the set of Og-modules F such that
LM1 (m-stability condition) F is an Or ®o,, Os-submodule of A, ®o,, Os and as an Og-module, it
is a locally direct summand of rank n.
LM2 (Kottwitz condition) The action of T ® 1 € O ®op, Os on F has characteristic polynomial
det(T —7n®1 | F)=(T —n)(T —7)"" "
LM3 Let F* be the orthogonal complement in A%, ®oy, Os of F with respect to the perfect pairing
s(—, =)t (Am ®oy, Os) X (A}, ®op, Os) = Os.
We require the map A, ®op, Os — (271A3) ®op, Os induced by Ay, — 271A% sends F to
271 F+, where 27! F denotes the image of F* under the isomorphism 27! : A%, ®0, Os —
2_1Afn ®(9F0 Og.
LM4 (Hyperbolicity condition) The quadratic form ¢ : A, ®o,, Os = £ ®oy, Os induced by
q: Ay — £ satisfies ¢(F) = 0.
LM5 (Wedge condition) The action of 7 ® 1 -~ 1® 7 € Of ®o,, Os satisfies
Nrel-197 | F)=0.
LM6 (Strengthened spin condition) The line A" F C W (A,,) ®o, Og is contained in
I (W(An)" 7 0, Os = W(Am) B0, O )
Here we use similar notations as in §4.1.1.
Then My,,; is representable and we have closed immersions
loc naive
My © My © M)
of projective schemes over Op, where all schemes have the same generic fiber.
7.2. An affine chart Uy,,; around the worst point. Set
Fo = (1@ 1)(Am ®op, k).

Then we can check that Fo € Mg,y (k). We call it the worst point of My}

With respect to the basis (6.1), the standard affine chart around Fy in Gr(n, Ap)o, is the Op-scheme
of 2n x n matrices (ffl ) We denote by Uy,,; the intersection of My,,; with the standard affine chart
in Gr(n, Apm)o,. The worst point Fo of My, is contained in Uy,,; and corresponds to the closed point
defined by X = 0 and 7 = 0. The conditions LM1-6 yield the defining equations for Uy,,;. We will
analyze each condition as in the (R-U) case. A reader who is only interested in the affine coordinate ring
of Uy, may proceed directly to Proposition 7.2.
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7.2.1. Condition LM1. Let R be an Op-algebra. With respect to the basis (7.1), the operator 7 ® 1
acts on Ay, ®op, R via the matrix

0 77’(0]”

I, 0 ’

Then the w-stability condition LM1 on F means there exists an n X n matrix P € M, (R) such that
0 —molp) (X (X
(5 ()= G)r
We obtain P = X and X2 + mol, = 0.

7.2.2. Condition LM2. We have already shown that 7®1 acts on F via right multiplication by X. Then
the Kottwitz condition LM2 translates to

tr(X +7l,) =7 —7 =2, tr (N(X +7I,)) =0, fori > 2. (7.3)
7.2.3. Condition LM3. With respect to the bases (7.1) and (7.2), the perfect pairing
5(—=, =) 1 (A ®op, R) x (A}, ®0,, R) = R

and the map Ap®oy — %Afn ®oy, R are represented respectively by the matrices

0 0 Jom O Iy, 0 O 0
_ 0 0 0 1 | 0 0 0 -—2m
STk 0 0 o ™N=1 0 0, o |
0 -1 0 0 0 2 0 0
0 H,,
where Jo,,, = (Hm 0 )
. x\' X :
Then the Condition LM3 translates to I SN I = 0, or equivalently,
, 0 0 Jom O
X 0 2 0 0 X
<In> —Jam 000 <In) =0 (7.4)
0 0 0 2m

Write
(X1 X»
=% %)
where X7 € Moy, (R), X2 € Mapmx1(R), X3 € Mixam(R) and € R. The Equation (7.4) translates to
2X§X3 + X{JQm — JQle 2SCX§ — JQmXQ -0
2$X3 + X%JQm 2:62 + 27T0 -

7.2.4. Condition LMJ. Recall £ = $Op,. With respect to the basis (7.1), the induced ZL R0, R-valued
symmetric pairing on Ay, ®oy, I is represented by the matrix

0 0 Jom O
0 2 0 0

S5 _fn 0 0 0 (7.5)
0 0 0 2m

The Condition LM4 translates to

t t
(}X) S1 (;() = (0 and half of the diagonal of (f) S (;() equals zero.

Equivalently, we obtain

2X§X3 + X{ng — JQle 2.’L‘X§ — JQmXQ -0
2.CCX3 + XEJQm 21‘2 + 27T0 e

22+ 7y =0,

half of the diagonal of 2X§X3 + XfJQm — Jam X1 equals zero.
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7.2.5. Condition LM5. Since m ® 1 acts as right multiplication by X on F, the wedge condition LM5
on F translates to

N (X +7l,) =0.
7.2.6. Condition LM6. As in §4.2.6, the strengthened spin condition LMS6 in this case implies that
X1 = JQmX{JQm, 27TX§ = JQmXQ.

7.2.7. A simplification of equations. As in the case I = {0}, we can simplify the above equations and
obtain the following.

Proposition 7.2. The scheme Uy, is a closed subscheme of UY,,, = Spec Or[X]/T, where T is the
ideal generated by:
tr(X +7l,) — 2w, AX(X +7l,), Xidom + Jom X1, 20XE — Jop Xo,
half of the diagonal of 2X§X3 + Xfng — JomX1.
Set

~ ~ )}1
X1 =X I X = .
1 1+ mlopm, (Xg)

As X5 and z are determined by X; and X3 by relations in Z, we obtain the following proposition.
Proposition 7.3. The scheme Uf{m} is isomorphic to Spec Op [)Z]/i, where T is the ideal generated by:
A2 ()~(), ngf(l + X{sz, half of the diagonal of 2X%X3 + X{JQm — ngf(l.

Definition 7.4. Denote by U?m} the closed subscheme of UY,,, = Spec Or [X]/Z defined by the ideal
I C Op[X] generated by:
N (X), JomX1 4 XtJom, XEXs+ XiJom.
Note that Z c Z1.
7.3. Global results. We first give results for the schemes Uy,,; and U?m}.

Proposition 7.5. (1) U?m} is smooth over O of relative dimension n—1 with geometrically integral
special fiber.
(2) Ugmy and U?m} have the same underlying topological space.

Proof. The proof of (2) is similar as that of Lemma 4.19. Now we prove the smoothness of Ufc{lm}. It is

clear from the expression of 7% that X 1 is determined by X3, and hence,
Op[X]/T% ~ Spec Op[Xs] ~ A’é;l,

which is smooth over O of relative dimension n — 1. The special fiber of U?m} is isomorphic to Azfl,
which is geometrically integral. (|

As U?m} is flat over Op, we may view U?m} as an open subscheme of MI{OTZ} containing the worst

point. Then as in Lemma 6.6, we can show that the special fiber My,,,} ®0 k has only two orbits under

the action of () ®op, k. Together with Proposition 7.5, we deduce Theorem 1.2 and 1.3 in the case
I = {m} and (R-P).

8. COMPARISON WITH THE v-SHEAF LOCAL MODELS

In this section, we will relate the local model M¢ for I = {0} or {m} to the v-sheaf local models
considered in [SW20, §21.4] and [Ans+22]. Let G be any connected reductive group over a complete
discretely valued field L/Q,, where p is any prime. Let O be the ring of integers of L. Let ¢ be a
parahoric group scheme over O, of G. Then we can form the Beilinson-Drinfeld Grassmannian Grg,
which is a v-sheaf over 0. We have the following properties.

Theorem 8.1. (1) The structure morphism Grg — Spd Oy, is ind-proper and ind-representable
in spatial diamonds. The generic fiber of Gry can be naturally identified with the B(TR—aﬁCine
Grassmannian Grg.

(2) If ¢ — # is a closed immersion of parahoric group schemes, then the induced morphism
Gry — Grupy is a closed immersion.
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Proof. See [SW20, Proposition 20.3.6, Proposition 20.5.4, Theorem 21.2.1], or [Ans+22, Theorem 4.9,
Lemma 4.10]. O

Recall that the By, -affine Grassmannian Grg is a union of (open) Schubert diamonds Grg;, {uy indexed
by geometric conjugacy classes {u} of cocharacters of G. Let Grg 1.} denote the v-closure of Gr& {u}-
If {p} is minuscule with reflex field F, then Grg 1, is representable by a projective scheme over E
(see [SW20, Proposition 19.4.2]). More precisely, Grg 1, is the associated diamond of the flag variety
Fla uy = G/ Pyuy, see [SW20, Proposition 19.4.1] for the normalization of the parabolic subgroup Py,;.

Definition 8.2. Let Grg o, be the base change of Grg. The v-sheaf local model M ,; is defined to
be the v-closure of Grg, () inside Gry o .

Recall that given a scheme X proper over O, there is a functorially associated v-sheaf X¢ over
Spd Op. For details of the definition, we refer to [Ans+22, §2.2]. We have the following representability
result of the v-sheaf local models.

Theorem 8.3 (Scholze-Weinstein Conjecture). Assume {u} is minuscule. Then there exists a unique
(up to unique isomorphism) flat, projective and normal Og-scheme My (,y with a closed immersion

Mg () < Gry ®0,0p
prolonging ﬁf% () i Grg (uy C Grg ®@LE. In particular, M% = Mg ¢,y
Proof. See [Ans+22, Theorem 1.1] and [GL24, Corollary 1.4]. O

Now we return to the situation in §2.1. In particular, G is the unitary similitude group GU(V, h) over
Fy attached to a split hermitian F'/ Fy-vector space (V, h) of dimension n = 2m + 1 > 3, and there is an
F-basis (e;)1<i<n of V such that h(e;, e;) = d; nt1—; for 1 < 4,5 < n. Let 4 be the (special) parahoric
group scheme corresponding to the index set I = {0} or {m}. Let T be the maximal torus of G consisting
of diagonal matrices with respect to the basis (e;)1<i<n. Under the isomorphism

GF ~ GLn7F X Gm7F7
we can identify X, (T') with Z" x Z. Let p = pip—1,1 € X.(T) be the (minuscule) cocharacter corre-
sponding to

(1,0"=Y 1) e Z" x Z.
We write 0(*~1) for a list of n — 1 copies of 0. Then the reflex field E of {u} equals F. Let M'°° denote
the local model M'?° for I = {0} or {m} considered in §3.3.

Theorem 8.4. The scheme M'°° is isomorphic to My 1,3 in Theorem 8.5.

Proof. We have shown that the scheme M'°° is normal, flat and projective over Op. By the uniqueness
part of Theorem 8.3, it suffices to show that

v _ nfloc, O
@, = M7
By Theorem 2.20, we have a closed immersion over Op,
4 — GL(A) ~ GL2, (8.1)

prolonging the closed immersion G < GLg, (V) ~ GLg,, r,, where A is either Ay or A,, depending on
what ¢ is. Let 7" be the maximal torus of GLsy g, consisting of diagonal matrices. Then the map
G — GLp, (V) transports {pn—11} to the geometric conjugacy class {un} of cocharacters of 7. Here,
pin corresponds to (10 0(™) € X, (T") ~ Z?". By Theorem 8.1 (2), the closed immersion (8.1) induces
a closed immersion

MY (uy = MLy, () ®0r, OF = Gr(n,20)§,,

and we may identify M”%{u} with the v-closure of 356%,{”} inside Gr(n, 2n)%F

By Lemma 3.12, we can identify the generic fiber M'°° ® ¢, F with P}ffl ~ Fq (4}, and there exists
a closed immersion
yf@ﬁ{#} — yﬂGLQny{#n}yF = Gr(n, 2n)p
induced by the embedding G < GLg, (V). By our construction of M'°°, the scheme M'*® is the Zariski
closure of Fq 1,y along Fla 1y — FlL,, {un}.F — Gr(n,2n)o,. Applying the diamond functor, we
see that M'°“© is the v-closure of ﬂﬁgy{#} inside Gr(n, 2n)%F. Hence, we have My (3 = M0, O
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Remark 8.5. The proof of the above proposition also gives another proof of the representability of the
v-sheaf local model My (3 in our setting.

APPENDIX A. NORMAL FORMS OF HERMITIAN QUADRATIC MODULES

Let us keep the notations as in §3. In this appendix, we will show that, under certain conditions,
hermitian quadratic modules étale locally have a normal form up to similitude. This is a variant of
[RZ96, Theorem 3.16] in our setting. Such a result will be important when we relate the local models to
Shimura varieties.

In the following, we let

Nilp = NilpOF0

denote the category of noetherian® Op,-algebras such that g is nilpotent. We set t == 7 + 7. In
particular, t = 0 if F/F, is of (R-P) type. For an Op,-algebra R and a € Op, we will simply use a
to denote the element a ® 1 in O ®o,, R, if there is no confusion. For a hermitian quadratic module
(M, q,2), we will use f to denote the associated symmetric pairing on M, as in Definition 3.4.

A.1l. Hermitian quadratic modules of type A,,. The results in this subsection are essentially con-
tained in [Ans18, §9], with some modifications to the proof.

Lemma A.1 (cf. [Ansl8, Lemma 9.6]). Let R € Nilp. Let (M, q, R) be an R-valued hermitian quadratic
module over R. Assume there exist v,w € M such that f(v,7w) =1 in R. Then there exist v',w’ in the
R-submodule spanned by {v,w, v, 7w} such that

q(v") =q(w') = f(v',w') =0 and f(v',7w") = 1.
Proof. For r € R, we have
q(v+rrw) = q(v) + rf(v, Tw) + r*req(w) = (roq(w))r? +r + q(v),

which can be viewed as a quadratic function of r. As 47 is nilpotent on R by assumption, there exists
a sufficiently large integer N such that the sum

1/2

1= 2maa(ela(w) + 2rfaeatwr + -+ 0 () atw)™

in R is a square root of 1 — 4myq(v)q(w). Note that (%2

2-adic valuation. In particular,

)4N lies in R by a direct computation of the

oL (1 dmeg(v)g(w))?
o 2moq(w)

€ R,

and it is a solution for the quadratic equation g(v 4+ rrw) = 0. Replacing v by v + romw, we may assume
g(v) = 0. Similarly, we may assume g(w) = 0 by replacing w by w + r7v for suitable r in R.

Set 1 == (1— f(z,y)f(v,wa))fl and ro :== —ry f(v,w). Note that
fv,m*w) = f(v, (tr — mo)w) = tf(v, 7w) — wo f (v, w) =t — w0 f (v, W)

is nilpotent in R, so r1 indeed exists in R. Set v’ := r1v + ro7v. Then the straightforward computation
implies that

Fw) =71 flv,w) +rof(@Tv,w) = rif(v,w) + rof (v, 7w) = r1f(v,w) + 12 =0
and
fO mw) = rif(v,mw) + rof (v, Tw) = r1 + rof (v, T*w) = 1.

O

Lemma A.2. Let R be an OF,-algebra and M be a finite free O @o,,, R-module of rank d > 1. Suppose
b: M x M — R is a perfect R-bilinear pairing. Then there exists v,w € M such that b(v, mw) = 1.

6If R is noetherian, then a finitely generated R-module M is projective if and only if there exists a finite Zariski open
cover {Spec R;};es of Spec R such that Mg, is free.
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Proof. By assumption, we may choose an R-basis {v1,...,v24} of M such that vgy; = wv; for 1 < i < d.
This basis yields a dual basis {vY,...,vy;} of MY := Hompg (M, R) such that v}/ (v;) = b(vs,vj) = ;.
Since b is perfect, we can find elements {wy,...,waq} in M such that
b(wi, v;) = v (v;) = 6y
for 1 <1i4,5 <2d. Set v = wgy4+1 and w = v;. Then we have
b(v, Tw) = b(wat1,va+1) = Va1 (va) = 1.
O

Lemma A.3. Let R be an OF,-algebra and M be a finite free O @0, R-module of rank d > 1. Suppose
b: M x M — R is an R-bilinear pairing on M such that

b(mmy, mz) = b(my,Tms) (A1)

for any my and mg in M. Let N be a free (Op ®0r, R)-submodule of M such that b restricts to a perfect
pairing on N. Denote by N* = {m &€ M | b(m,n) =0 for any n € N} the (left) orthogonal complement
of N with respect to b.

Then N+ is a projective (Op ®oy, R)-module and M = N & N+ as Op ®op, R-modules.

Proof. By construction, we have an exact sequence of R-modules
0— N+ % M 2 Hompg(N, R), (A.2)

where a denotes the inclusion map and § denotes the map m — (n — b(m,n)) for m € M and n € N.
By (A.1), the R-submodule N= is also an O ®0, R-submodule. For any ¢ € Hompg(N, R), define
mp € Homp(N, R) by setting (mp)(n) := ¢(7n) for n € N. This endows Homp(N, R) with the structure
of an O ®p,, R-module, and the exact sequence (A.2) becomes an exact sequence of Op ®o,, R-
modules. Since b is perfect on N, the map f is surjective with a section Homg(N,R) - N C M. It
follows that M = N @ N+ as Op ®op, R-modules and N+ is projective. (|

Lemma A.4 (cf. [Ans18, Lemma 9.2]). Let R be an OF,-algebra and let M be a free Op ®o,, R-module
of rank d. Then the functor

HQF(M) : (Sch/R)°® — Sets
S+ {Og-valued hermitian quadratic forms on M ®@p Og}
is represented by the affine space A‘Ii; of dimension d? over R.

Proof. Choose a basis ey, ..., eq of M over Op ®o,, R. This is also a basis of M ® g Og. By the properties
of hermitian quadratic forms, we can see that any hermitian quadratic form ¢ : M ®r Og — Og is
determined by values g(e;) for 1 <4 < d and f(e;,e;), f(e;,me;) for 1 <4 < j < d. More precisely, for
any element m = Z';:l(aiei +bime;) € M @g Og for a;,b; € Og, we have

d d d d
q(m) = Q(Z a;e;) + f(z a;e;, Z bime;) + q(z b;me;)
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

d
=Y aigle)+ Y wagflese)+ Y aib;f(es,me))
=1

1<i<j<d 1<i,5<d
d
+Z7T0b12Q(ei)+ Z mobib; f (e €5). (A.3)
i=1 i<i<j<d

Note also that for 1 <i,j < d, we have
f(ei,me;) = f(mej,e;) = f(ej,7ei) = fleg, (t —m)ei) = tf(ej,ei) — flej, mes).

Conversely, given d? elements in Og denoted as A;; for 1 < i < d and Ajj, Byj for 1 <i<j<d, we
can define a hermitian quadratic form on M ® Og as follows. We first define two d x d matrices A and
B via setting By; :==tA;; for 1 <1i <d, A;; == Aj; and B;; :=tA;; — Bj; for i > j. Then we define a map
q as in (A.3). We can check that ¢ is an Og-valued hermitian quadratic form. (]
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The proof of Lemma A.4 also implies that the scheme HQF (M) is (non-canonically) isomorphic to
Spec R[A, B]/1, where A, B are two d X d matrices, and I is the ideal generated by

Aij — Aji, Big + By — tAge, By — tAy
forl1 <i,j<dand1<k</{<d.

Definition A.5. Let (M, q,.%) be an £-valued hermitian quadratic module of rank d over some Op,-
algebra R. Then as an R-module, the rank of M is 2d. We define the discriminant as the morphism

disc(q) : ABM — AE (MY @r £L) ~ A (MY) @ L

induced by the morphism M — MY ®p £, m — f(m,—). Here MY denotes the R-dual module
Homp(M, R).

Example A.6. Assume d = 1. Let z € M be a generator of M over O ®o,, R. Then with respect to
the basis {z, 7z}, the symmetric pairing f : M x M — & associated with ¢ is given by the matrix

<2q(w) tq(x) ) .

tq(x) 2moq(x)

Using the above basis, the discriminant map can be identified with the determinant of the previous
matrix, as an element in .#2. Therefore,

disc(q) = (4mo — t?)q(z)?.

We find that when d = 1, the discriminant is “divisible” by 4wy — t2. More generally, we have the
following lemma.

Lemma A.7 (cf. [Ans18, Lemma 9.4]). Assumed > 1 is odd. Then there exists a functorial factorization

disc(q)

/\%dM /\%de ®nr $2d

diSC/(q)l /

ANEMY @r L2 @0y, (47 — %)
Here the map j is induced by the natural inclusion of the ideal (47 — t2) in OF,.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove this in the universal case, i.e., R is the ring
R =O0pgA, B]/I,
where I is the ideal generated by
Aij — Aji, Biy + By — tAge, By — tAy
for1 <i,j<dand1<k<{<d, and M is equipped with the universal quadratic form ¢ : M — R
given by
d

q(Z(aiei + bﬂrei)) = Z Aijaia]— + Z Bijaibj + ™0 Z Aijbibj7

i=1 1<i,j<d 1<i,j<d 1<ij<d

for some R-basis (e;, me;)1<i<q of M. Under the chosen basis, the associated symmetric bilinear form f
is given by the matrix

A B
C = | € Myyog(R A4
(Bt 7r0A> € M2 24(R), (A4)

where Zii = 2A;; for 1 < i < d and the transpose matrix B! of B equals tA — B. We may identify

disc(g) with the determinant of the above matrix C. To finish the proof, we need to show that the ideal

(disc(q)) is contained in the ideal (4mp — t?) in R. As (4w — t?) becomes the unit ideal in R[1/mg], it

suffices to show that the ideal (disc(g)) is contained in (41 — #2) in the localization Ry, where m is the

ideal (7). Equivalently, we need to show that disc(q) is divisible by 4wy — t2 in Ry, /m* for all k > 1.
We will argue by induction on the rank d. If d = 1, this follows by the computation in Example A.6.

Note that in the ring Ry /mF, the element B;; = f(e;,7e;) is a unit for i # j and 7o is nilpotent. In

45



particular, we may assume f(ej,mes) = 1. Then by Lemma A.1l, we may assume f restricting to the
submodule R{eq, €2, me1, mea) is given by the matrix

0 0 0 1
0 0 -1 0
0 -1 0 0
10 0 0

The determinant of the above matrix is one. In particular, f is perfect on R(e1,es, we1, wes). Then we
can write M = R{ey, ea, mey, mea) & M’, where M’ is the orthogonal complement of R(ej, €2, meq, mes) in
M with respect to f. The rank of M’ over Or ®o,, R is d — 2, which is odd. By induction, disc(q|)
is divisible by 4 — t2. Hence, disc(q) = disc(q|as) is also divisible by 4wy — 2. O

Definition A.8. We call the morphism disc’(¢) in Lemma A.7 the divided discriminant of q. If disc’(q)
is an isomorphism, then we say (M, q,.%) is a hermitian quadratic module of type A,,.

Example A.9 (cf. [Ans18, Definition 9.7]). Let R be an Op, -algebra. Define
Msia2 = (OF ®0y, R){e1,e2)
with hermitian quadratic form gstq,2 : Mstq,2 — R determined by
gsta,2(€1) = gsta,2(e2) = 0, fsia2(e1,e2) = 0, fsra2(e1, me2) = 1.
For an odd integer n = 2m + 1, we define
Mgtqn = Mj'i;fg ® (Op KO, R)e,
as an orthogonal direct sum and gssa.,(es) = 1. Viewing disc’(¢sta.n) as an element in R, then we have

disc’(gsta.n) = 1.

Hence, (Mstd,n; qstd,n, R) is a hermitian quadratic module over R of type A,,.

Example A.10. By direct computation of the determinants of matrices (6.6) and (7.5), the hermitian
quadratic module (A, q,e " OF,) is of type A,,.

Lemma A.11. Let S be a scheme. Let 4 be a smooth group scheme over S. Let X be a scheme over
S equipped with a 9-action p : 9 xg X — X. Assume p is simply transitive in the sense that for any
S-scheme T, the set X(T) is either empty or the action of 4(T) on X(T) is simply transitive. If the
structure morphism X — S is surjective, then X is an étale 4 -torsor over S.

Proof. As p is simply transitive, we have an isomorphism ® : 4 xg X — X x5 X, (g,2) — (p((g,2)), x)
by [Sta24, 0499]. As &4 — S is a smooth cover of S and smoothness is an fpqc local property on the
target, the isomorphism ® implies that X — S is smooth. If X — S is surjective, then X — S is a
smooth cover of S. Let s: X — ¥4 Xg X be the morphism induced by the identity section of ¢. Then
the composite ® o s gives a section of X x g X — X. By [Sta24, 055V], we can find an étale cover {U; }icr
of S such that X x g U; — U; has a section for each i € I. Hence, we deduce that X is an étale 4-torsor
over S. O

Theorem A.12 (cf. [Ansl8, Theorem 9.10]). Let (M,q,.%£) be a hermitian quadratic module of type
Ay of rank n = 2m + 1 over R. Then (M, q,. %) is étale locally isomorphic to (Msidn, Gstd,n, R) up to
similitude. In particular, (M, q,Z) is étale locally isomorphic to (Am,q, 5_1(9F0)®0F0 R up to similitude.

Proof. Denote %, = Sim(Ms.q4,,). It suffices to show that the sheaf
F = Si_maMstd,n; qstd,n» R)7 (M, q, Z))

of similitudes is an étale ¥,,-torsor over R.

Clearly, F is represented by an affine scheme of finite type over R. We next prove that F is smooth
over R. Over R[1/m], the quadratic form is determined by the associated symmetric pairing, and both
Mstq and M are self-dual with respect to the symmetric pairing. Then by the arguments in [RZ96,
Appendix to Chapter 3|, we see that F is smooth and surjective over R[1/mp]. Hence, to show the
smoothness of F over R, it suffices to prove that the morphism F — Spec O is (formally) smooth at
points over Spec R/moR. For any surjection S — S in Nilp with nilpotent kernel .J and a similitude
(®,7) € F(S), we need to show that there exists a lift of (,7%) to S. We argue by induction on the rank
n. We denote by eq, ..., e, the standard basis of Mgq,n. We reorder the basis such that g(em4+1) =1
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and (Op R0, R)(es, ent1—i) =~ Mgiq2. We claim that there exist elements vy, ...,v, in M @ S and a
generator u € .Z ®p S such that v; = §(¢;) in M ®@x S and

q(Vm+1) = u, q(vi) = f(vi,v;) =0 and f(vi, ;) = ubjpt1—; for 1 <i<j<mnandi,j#m+]Ll.

Then the maps ¢ : e; — v; and v : 1 +— u define a lift of (,7). Thus, it suffices to prove the claim.

Suppose n = 1. Set 77 :=p(e1) € M Qg S. Then 7, is a generator of M ®p S. Pick any lift v; € M
of D1. As disc(q) is an isomorphism, g(v1) is a generator of .. Let u = ¢(v1). This proves the claim
for n = 1. For n > 3, pick lifts v1,...,v, in M ®r S such that 7; = $(&;). Let f be the associated
symmetric pairing of M. Then f(vi,mv,) is a generator in . ®r S, as its reduction in .2 @z S is a
generator. Set u = f(vy,7v,). Using the generator u, we may identify % ®p S with S, and we may
assume that f(v,7v2) =1in £ ®p S ~ S. Note that as elements ¢(v1),¢(v2) and f(v1,v2) reduce to
zero in S by properties of 77 and 73, they lie in the kernel J. Then the linear transformation in Lemma
A.1 does not change the reduction of v; and vs, and hence, we may assume that

q(v1) = q(vn) = f(v1,0n) = 0 and f(v1, 7o,) = 1.

Then f is perfect on the S-submodule N generated by vi,v,,7v;,7v,. Let N+ be the orthogonal
complement of N in M ®r S. Then N+ ®r S is the Op ®0p, S-submodule in M ®g S generated by
T2,...,0n=1. For 2 < i < n—1, we can write v; = w’ + w, where w' € N+ and w € N. As 7 is
orthogonal to N, we have w is orthogonal to N. Since f is perfect on N, we obtain w = 0. In particular,
we may choose v; in Nt as a lift of 7; for 2 < i < n— 1. Now the claim follows by induction on the rank
of M, and we deduce the (formal) smoothness of F over R.

Note that the same proof implies that the group scheme ¥, is smooth over R. As the %,,-action on
F is simply transitive by construction, by Lemma A.11, it remains to show that F is a surjective scheme
over R. Since we have already shown that F is surjective over R[1/mg], it suffices to prove the surjectivity
of F over R/myR. Then we may assume R = k is the algebraic closure of the residue field k of OF, and
&% = k. We need to show that there exists a similitude isomorphism (¢,v) between (Msia n, @std.n, k)
and (M, q, k). For the case n = 1, we can construct a similitude as in the previous paragraph. For n > 3
odd, we first claim that there exist v and w in M such that f(v,7w) = 1. Otherwise, under a basis of
the form (v1,...,Un, T01,..., TV, ), the pairing f corresponds to the 2n x 2n matrix

A0

0 0
for some n X n matrix g, where A;; = 2¢q(v;) =0for 1 <i <mnand /L-j = f(v;,v;) for i # j. Suppose for
some indices iy # jo, we have f(vi,,vj,) # 0. We may assume f(vi,v2) # 0. Then by a suitable linear

transformation of the basis vy, ..., v,, we may assume that A is of the form
0 1
10 0
0 A

In particular, M; = (OF @0y, k)(v1,v2) and My == (OF ®0y, k)(vs, ..., v,) are orthogonal complement
of each other. Then

disc’(q) = disc(q|ar, )disc’(q|az, )-

However,

disc(g|ar, ) = det = 0.

o o= O
S oo
O O OO
o O OO

This contradicts the assumption that disc’(g) is a unit. Then we see f(v;,v;) = 0 for any i # j, i.e., Alis
a diagonal matrix. Hence, M is an orthogonal direct sum of rank one hermitian quadratic modules. This
also contradicts disc’(¢) # 0. Then we conclude that there exist v and w in M such that f(v,7w) = 1.

Then as in Lemma A.1, we may assume that f restricting to (Or ®o, k)(v, w) corresponds to the matrix

0 0 0 1
0 0 -1 0
0 -1 0 0
1 0 0 0
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Hence, (Or ®0, k)(v,w) is isomorphic to Msq2. Its orthogonal complement is a hermitian quadratic
module of type A,, of rank n — 2. Now we can finish the proof by induction on the rank of M. (I

Theorem A.13 (cf. [Ansl8, Proposition 9.9]). The group functor Sim(A,,) is representable by an affine
smooth group scheme over Op, whose generic fiber is GU(V, h).

Proof. By the proof of Theorem A.12, the functor Sim(A,,) is representable by an affine smooth group
scheme of finite type over Op,. It remains to prove the assertion for the generic fiber. Following the
notations in §3.2, we denote by s the symmetric pairing on A,,. For any Fy-algebra R, we have

@ is an automorphism of the Op R0, R-module A,, R0, R
Sim(Am)(R) = ¢ (9,7) |7 : € ®op R £ @0y, R
q(p(2)) = v(q(z)) for z € Ay, ®o,,y R=V ®p, R

‘RS R
={¢ e GLpg, r(Ver R) |7 }
{S” ronrlVER B 00), o) = 7 (s(,y) for 2,y € V @, R
_ s(p(@), p(y)) = c(p)s(z,y)
o {(‘0 € GLron,r(V ©r F) for z,y € V ®p, R and some c(p) € R*
_ h(e(x), o(y)) = c(p)h(z, y)
o {(‘0 € GLren,r(V @F F) for x,y € V ®p, R and some c(p) € R*
= GU(V, h)(R).
Therefore, the generic fiber of Sim(A,,) is GU(V, h). O

Corollary A.14. The scheme Sim(A,,) is isomorphic to the parahoric group scheme attached to A, .

Proof. Let Fy denote the completion of the maximal unramified extension of Fy. By construction,
we know that Sim(A)(Op, ) is the stabilizer of A, in GU(V, h)(Fp), which is a parahoric subgroup by
Proposition 2.19. As Sim(A) is smooth over O, by Theorem A.13, the corollary follows by [BT84a,
1.7.6). O

A.2. Hermitian quadratic modules of type Ag. Let R be an Op,-algebra. Recall that in Definition
3.6, we have defined the category Cr of hermitian quadratic modules with ¢. By a similar proof as in
Lemma A.4, we can show that for a fixed free O ®o,,, R-module M of rank d, the moduli functor of
all bilinear forms ¢ and quadratic forms ¢ on M satisfying (3.4) in Definition 3.6 is representable by the
affine space of dimension d? over R.

Let (M, q,%,$) € Cr. Choose a basis (e1,...,eq,me1,...,meq) of M. The pairing ¢ is then given by

the matrix
A B
tA— B 7TOA ’

where A;; = (t/m0)q(e;) and Bi; = 2q(e;) for 1 < i < d, Eij = ¢(e;,e;) and Eij = ¢(e;, me;) for
1 <i,j <dandi# j, and they satisfy A = —A* + (t/n9)B and B = B'.
Definition A.15. Let (M, q,.Z,¢) € Cr and the rank of M over R is 2d. We define the discriminant
as the morphism

disc(@) : AHM — NE(MY @r L) ~ N2E(MY) @p L%
induced by the morphism M — MY Qg £, m s ¢(m, —).

Example A.16. Assume d = 1. Let x € M be a generator of M over Op ®o,, R. Suppose (M,q,2) is
a hermitian quadratic module. Then we can define a bilinear form ¢ : M x M — £ given by the matrix

( t/moq(x) QQ(HU))
(t — 2m) /moq(x)  tq(x)

with respect to the basis {z,7z}. Equipped with such ¢, we have (M, q, %, ¢) € Cr. Using the basis
{z, 72}, we may view the discriminant map disc(¢) as the determinant of the above matrix. We have

. 471'0 — t2
disc() = 2" g(a)2.
o
Arguing similarly as in Lemma A.7, we can show the following result.
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Lemma A.17. Assume d > 1 is odd. Then there exists a functorial factorization

disc(¢)

NZN NEMY @ 27

diSC/((b)\L /

NEMY @ L7 @0y, (ATt

o
P . . . Ao —t2 .
Here the map j is induced by the natural inclusion of the ideal (”“ﬂ—o) mn Op,.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma A.7, we can reduce to show that the determinant, which equals disc(¢),

of a matrix of the form
A B
~ ~ ~|eM R),
<tA - B 7T0A> Qd’Qd( )

is divisible by (479 —t?) /7 in R, where Ay = (t/m0)q(e;) and By = 2q(e;) for 1 <4 < d, Zij = ¢(e;, €))
and Eij = ¢(e;,me;) for 1 < i,j < d and i # j, and they satisfy A=—A'+ (t/m)B and B = B'.

If d = 1, then the lemma follows by Example A.16. Suppose d > 3. We may assume 7 is nilpotent in
R and B1y = ¢(e1,mea) = 1 as in the proof of Lemma A.7. Asin Lemma A.1, replacing e; by rie; +ro7ey
for suitable 1 and r2 in R, we may assume further that ¢(e1,e2) = 0. Then restricting to the submodule
(e1, eq, ey, mea), the pairing ¢ is given by the matrix

—q(er) 0 2q(er) 1
= —a(e2) 1 2q(ez)

E=2m0 (e -1 tqler) 0
Lom E2gle)) o tg(en)

By direct computation, the above is an invertible matrix, and hence the pairing ¢ is perfect on the
module (e, eq, mea, mea). Therefore, the orthogonal complement M’ of (e1, ea, wea, wes) in M has rank
n —2 over Op ®o,, R, and M’ € Cg. Then we finish the proof by induction on the rank of M. O

Definition A.18. Let R be an Op,-algebra. We say a hermitian quadratic module (M, q, %, ¢) € Cr
over R is of type Ay if disc’(¢) is an isomorphism.
Example A.19. Let R be an Op,-algebra.

(1) Suppose (M, q, R) is a hermitian quadratic module of rank one. Let x € M be a generator and
assume ¢(x) = 1. We can define a bilinear form ¢g1q1 : M x M — R as in Example A.16. Then
(M, q, L, bsta.1) € Cr. Viewing disc’(¢sia,1) as an element in R, we have disc’(¢sia1) = 1.

(2) Define

Nsta2 = (OF ®oy, R)(e1,e2)
with hermitian quadratic form ggq,2 : Nstg,2 — R determined by
gsta,2(€1) = gsta,2(e2) = 0, dsa2(e1, €2) = 0, Psta2(e1, mea) = 1.
For an odd integer n = 2m + 1, we define
Nstan = NS,?ITQ © (OF ®0oy, R)en.

Here (Or ®oy, R)en is a hermitian quadratic module of rank one as in (1), and the direct sum
is an orthogonal direct sum with respect to ¢sidn = (bi%”Q @ ¢sta.1. Viewing disc’(¢sian) as an
element in R, we have

disc/(qﬁstd,n) =1.
Hence, (Nstd,n, std,ns s @std.n) is a hermitian quadratic module over R of type Ag.

Example A.20. Equipped with the following bilinear form
H(—, =)Ao x Aoy — L =c10p,, (2,9) sz, 7 1y) =" Trp/g, h(z, 7" y),
the hermitian quadratic module (Ao, q, e~ *Og,, ¢) is of type Ag.

Theorem A.21. Let (M, q, %, ®) be a hermitian quadratic module of type Ao of rank n = 2m+1 over R.
Then (M, q, 2, ¢) is étale locally isomorphic to (Nsian, Qstd,n, By Pstd,n) up to similitude. In particular,
(M, q, %, $) is étale locally isomorphic to (Ao, q,e 1OF,, @) ®op, I up to similitude.
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Proof. As in the proof of Theorem A.12, it suffices to show that the representable sheaf
F = @((Nstd,na qstd,n» R, ¢std,n)a (Ma q, f, ¢))

of similitudes is surjective over R and smooth at points over Spec R/myR.

We first check that for any surjection S — S in Nilpy with nilpotent kernel J and a similitude
(®,7) € F(9), there exists a lift of (7,7) to S. We denote by e1,...,e, the standard basis of Ngq.y.
We reorder the basis such that g(e,,+1) = 1 and (Op ®og, R){ei en+1—i) = Ngia2. We claim that there
exist lifts v; € M ®@p S of T; := (e;) for 1 < i < n and a generator u € £ Qg S such that

q(Vm+1) = u, q(vi) = ¢(v;,v;) = 0 and ¢(v;, V) = Ui pt1—; for 1 <i<j<mnandi,j#m+Ll.

The the maps ¢ : e; — v; and v : 1 — u defines a lift of (p,7) and (g, v) preserves ¢. Thus it suffices to
prove the claim.

Suppose n = 1. Pick any lift v; of o7. As disc’(¢) is an isomorphism, ¢(v;) is a generator of £ @ S.
Set u = ¢g(vy). This proves the claim for n = 1. For n > 3, pick any lifts vy,...,v, in M ®r S of
U1,...,0,. As in the proof of Theorem A.12, we may assume that £ ®pr S ~ S and ¢(vy,7v,) =1in S.
Let 79 € R be a solution of the quadratic equation q(v,)r? +r + g(v1) = 0, which exists by arguments
in Lemma A.1. Since ¢(v1) and ¢(v,) lie in J, we have rg € J. Then v} := vy + r9v, and v_i =71. So we
may find a lift v/, such that ¢(v},v},) = 1. Set v/ := v/, — q(v},)v}. Then g(v!) = 0 and v/ = v,. Set

1= (1 — (v}, v p(vy, 72v!)) ™! and ro == —r1¢(v],v)).

"

Since (@,7) preserves ¢, we have ¢(v],v!!) = F(dstan(e1,en)) = 0. Thus, ¢(v},v”) and ry are in J. Set
VY = v} + ro@v;. Then v/ = T. As in Lemma A.1, we have (v, mv”) = 1 and ¢(v},v) = 0. By
replacing v1 by v{ and v,, by v/}, we may assume that

q(v1) = q(vn) = ¢(v1,v,) =0 and ¢(v1, wv,) = 1.

Then ¢ is perfect on the S-submodule N generated by vy, vs,7v1,mve. Let N+ be the orthogonal
complement (with respect to ¢) of N in M ®p S. As in the proof of Theorem A.12, we may assume that
lifts v; for 2 < i < n —1 lie in N+. The claim follows by induction on the rank of M, and hence, we
deduce the smoothness of F over R.

Next we prove the surjectivity of F over R. It suffices to prove that F has non-empty fibers

over R/moR. Then we may assume R = k is the algebraic closure of the residue field of Op, and
&2 = k. We need to show that there exists a similitude isomorphism (p,7) preserving ¢ between
(Nstd,ns Gstd,ns ks @stdn) and (M, q,k,¢). Suppose n = 1. Then M ®r S = (OF ®o, S)v for some v.

Define
¢: Nsta®r S — M ®@gr S = (Or ®op, S)v, 7v:5 — L ®rS
€1 — v, 1 q(v).
As disc’(¢) is an isomorphism, g(v) is a generator. Since ¢ is determined by ¢ in this case by computation
in Example A.16, the similitude (¢,7) preserves ¢. For n > 3 odd, we claim that there exist v and w
in M ®r S such that ¢(v, 7w) = 1. This can be done using proof by contradiction as in Theorem A.12.
Set v' := v + row, where r¢ € k is a solution for the quadratic equation ¢(v') = q(w)r® + r + g(v). Then
o', Tw) = (v, Tw) + rog(w, Tw) = 1+ 2roq(w) = 1.
The last equality holds since char k = 2. Set w’ := w — q(w)v’. Then g(w’) = 0. As in the previous
paragraph, we may find suitable 71 and ro such that v" = r1v’ + om0’ satisfies ¢(v”, 7w) = 1 and
$(v",w’) = 0. Replacing v by v" and w by w’, we see that ¢ restricting to (Or ®oy, k)(v,w) acts the
same as ¢gq,2. In particular, the subspace (Op @0, k)(v,w) is isomorphic to Nsta,2. Its orthogonal

complement is a hermitian quadratic module of type Ay of rank n — 2. Now we can finish the proof by
induction on the rank of M. O

Theorem A.22. The group functor Sim((Ag, ¢)) of similitudes preserving ¢ is representable by an affine
smooth group scheme over Op, whose generic fiber is GU(V, h).

Proof. By the proof of Theorem A.21, the functor Sim((Ag, ¢)) is representable by an affine smooth
group scheme over Op,. It remains to show the assertion for the generic fiber. Let R be an F-algebra.
For any similitude (¢,v) € Sim(Ag) and 2,y € Ao ®o,, R =V ®r, R, we have
$p(),0(y)) = dlp(2), (1 (y)) = ale(z) + o(171y)) — a(e(@) — alp(n™"y))
=gz +77'y) — q(z) — o(7'y)) = v(8(z,y)).
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Hence, over the generic fiber, any similitude of Ay preserves ¢. Then as in the proof of Theorem A.13,
we see that the generic fiber of Sim((Ag, ¢)) is GU(V, h). O

The same argument as in the proof of Corollary A.14 implies the following.

Corollary A.23. The scheme Sim((Ao, ¢)) is isomorphic to the parahoric group scheme attached to Ag.
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