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GEOMETRY OF UNITARY SHIMURA VARIETIES AND ARITHMETIC

LEVEL RAISING THEOREM

RUIQI BAI AND ZIJIE TAO

Abstract. Let F be a real quadratic field in which a fixed prime p is inert, and E0 be an imaginary
quadratic field in which p splits; put E = E0F . Let Sh1,n−1 be the special fiber over Fp2 of the
Shimura variety for G(U(1, n − 1) × U(n − 1, 1)) with hyperspecial level structure at p for some
integer n ≥ 2. Let Sh1,n−1(K

1
p ) be the special fiber over Fp2 of a Shimura variety for G(U(1, n −

1)×U(n− 1, 1)) with parahoric level structure at p for some integer n ≥ 2. We exhibit elements in
the higher Chow group of the supersingular locus of Sh1,n−1 and study the stratification of Sh1,n−1.

Moreover, we study the geometry of Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ) and prove a form of Ihara lemma. With Ihara

lemma, we prove the the arithmetic level raising map is surjective for n = 2.
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1. Introduction

The study of the geometry of Shimura varieties lies at the heart of the Langlands program.
Arithmetic information of Shimura varieties builds a bridge relating the world of automorphic
representations and the world of Galois representations.

One of the interesting topics in this area is to prove the surjectivity of the arithmetic level raising
map for unitary Shimura varieties. Rong Zhou introduced a new method in [28] to prove the
surjectivity by calculating the higher Chow group Ch1(Xss, 1,Fl) with X to be the special fiber of
a quaternionic Shimura variety. Ruiqi Bai and his collaborator Hao Fu calculated the higher Chow
group Ch1(Xss, 1,Fl) with X to be the special fiber of the unitary Shimura variety for G(U(2r, 1))
with hyperspecial level structure at an inert prime p. They both proved a form of Ihara lemma to
show the surjectivity of the arithmetic level raising map after the calculation of the higher Chow
group.
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In our work, we calculate Ch1(Xss, 1,Fl) with X to be the special fiber of the unitary Shimura
varieties for G(U(1, n − 1) × U(n − 1, 1)) with hyperspecial level structure at a split prime p. We
adopt an approach which is largely inspired by Zhiyuan Ding’s work on toyshtukas as in [6]. We use
the correspondences constructed in the work of [11] to reduce the calculation to find the principal
divisors of Deligne-Lusztig varieties.

In order to prove one form of the Ihara lemma, we study the Newton stratification and the
Ekedahl-Oort stratification of the special fiber of the G(U(1, n − 1)× U(n− 1, 1))-Shimura variety
with hyperspecial level structure at a split prime p. Before us, many other cases of unitary Shimura
varieties have been extensively studied. Viehmann and Wedhorn [27] developed general theory
of the Newton and Ekedahl-Oort stratification for good reductions of Shimura varieties of PEL-
type. Furthermore, Wooding studied the Newton and Ekedahl-Oort stratifications of GU(m1,m2)-
Shimura variety with hyperspecial level at an unramified prime p for 0 ≤ m1 ≤ m2. Bültel and
Wedhorn [2] studied GU(1, n − 1)-Shimura variety with hyperspecial level at an inert prime p and
showed its Newton stratification, Ekedahl-Oort stratification and final stratification coincide in
the nonsupersingular locus. However, there are few results for the the Newton and Ekedahl-Oort
stratification of the special fiber of the G(U(1, n−1)×U(n−1, 1))-Shimura variety with hyperspecial
level structure at a split prime p. We give an explicit description of the two stratifications and
show their connections with each other. Moreover, we show the connections of the Ekedahl-Oort
stratification with the correspondences Yj ’s constructed in [11] for 1 ≤ j ≤ n. We also introduce a
unitary Shimura variety of parahoric level at a split prime p and study the geometry of it in order
to prove the Ihara lemma. Via the Ihara lemma, we prove the surjectivity of the arithmetic level
raising map for n = 2. The cases for n ≥ 3 are left as a conjecture which may be proved in the
future.

We explain the main results of this paper in more detail. Let F be a real quadratic field, E0 be
an imaginary quadratic field, and E = E0F . Let p be a prime number inert in F , and split in E0.
Let p and p̄ denote the two places of E above p so that Ep and Ep̄ are both isomorphic to Qp2 , the
unique unramified quadratic extension of Qp. For an integer n ≥ 1, let G be the similitude unitary
group associated to a division algebra over E equipped with an involution of second kind. In the
notation of Subsection 3.2, our G is denoted as G1,n−1 (resp. G0,n). This is an algebraic group
over Q such that G(Qp) ≃ Q×p ×GLn(Ep) and G(R) is the unitary similitude group with signature
(1, n − 1) and (n − 1, 1) (resp. (0, n) and (n, 0)) at the two archimedean places. (For a precise
definition, see Subsection 3.2.)

Let A denote the ring of finite adeles of Q, and A∞ be its finite part. Fix a sufficiently small
open compact subgroup K ⊆ G(A∞) with Kp = Z×p ×GLn(Zp2) ⊆ G(Qp), where Zp2 is the ring of
integers of Qp2 . Let Sh(G)K be the Shimura variety associated to G of level K.

According to Kottwitz [12], when Kp is neat, Sh(G)K admits a proper and smooth integral
model over Zp2 which parametrizes certain polarized abelian schemes with K-level structure (See
Subsection 3.3). Let Sh1,n−1 (resp. Sh0,n) denote the special fiber of Sh(G1.n−1)K (resp. Sh(G0.n)K)

over Fp2 and let Sh1,n−1 (resp. Sh0,n) be its geometric special fiber. This is a proper smooth variety
over Fp2 of dimension 2(n−1). Let Shss1,n−1 denote the supersingular locus of Sh1,n−1, i.e. the reduced
closed subvariety of Sh1,n−1 that parametrizes supersingular abelian varieties. As illustrated in [11],
Shss1,n−1 is equidimensional of dimension n− 1.

Let Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl) be the higher Chow group of the Shimura variety Sh1,n−1. Let T =

Sh0,n(K
1
p) be the unitary Shimura variety group of level K1

p with signature (0, n) and (n, 0) as in
Definition 3.5.1. As in [11], there is a correspondence between T and Sh0,n which can be expressed
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by the diagram as below:

T
→
p ∗

""❊
❊❊

❊❊
❊❊

❊❊←
p ∗

}}③③
③③
③③
③③

Sh0,n Sh0,n,

Then one of our main theorem with respect to the higher Chow group can be stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1. With notations as above, we have

Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl) = Ker(H0
ét(T,Fl)

ψ−→ H0
ét(Sh0,n,Fl)

⊕n),

where ψ = (
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗,
→
p ∗A,

→
p ∗(A◦A), · · · ,→p ∗ (A ◦ · · · ◦ A)︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−2

) with (
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗) given by the correpsondence

above and A is a correpondence defined between different T’s. The composition ◦ of A is defined in
Section 5.

In particular, for n = 2, we have

Ch1(Shss1,1, 1,Fl) = Ker(H0
ét(T,Fl)

(
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗)−−−−−→ H0

ét(Sh0,2,Fl)
⊕2)

, where (
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗) is the map given by the correspondence above.

The theorem gives a relation of unitary Shimura varieties of different signatures. With this
theorem, we prove a form of Ihara lemma, which is a key ingredient in the proof of the arithmetic
level raising theorem inspired by [28]. We first need the following notations.

Definition 1.2. We say that a (complex) representation Π of GLn(AE) is RASDC (that is, regular
algebraic conjugate self-dual cuspidal) if

(1) Π is an irreducible cuspidal automorphic representation;
(2) Π ◦ c ∼= Π∨;
(3) for every archimedean place w of F, Πw is regular algebraic.

Definition 1.3. For any signature a• defined in Section 3.2. An irreducible representation π of
Ga•(A

∞) is relevant if it satistfies:

(1) There exists an admissible irreducible representation π∞ of Ga•(R) such that π ⊗ π∞ is a
cuspidal automorphic representation of Ga•(A).

(2) π∞ is cohomological in degree d(a•) as defined in Section 3.6.
(3) π ⊗ π∞ admits a cuspidal base change to a representation Π of GLn(AE)×A×E0

, which can

be assumed to be RASDC and Πp = πp by [8].

After base change to Π, we can talk about the Satake parameters associated to Πp and we denote
them by {α1, · · · , αn}. We can also associate to Π a Hecke maximal ideal m which is the kernel of
a homomorphism φΠR as defined in Section 3.7

Hypothesis 1.4. (1) The prime l ∤ p(p2n−2 − 1);
(2) The Hecke maximal ideal m is non-Eisenstein such that for every i 6= d(a•), H

i
ét(Sha• ,Fl)m =

0 with Sha• to be the geometric specical fiber of the unitary Shimura variety of signature

a• to be defined in Subsection 3.3 and d(a•) to be its dimension and H
d(a•)
ét (Sha• ,Fl)m is

torsion-free.
(3) The Satake parameters απp,1, · · · , απp,n mod m at p are distinct and for any 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ n,

αp,i/αp,j is not a root of unity.
(4) The multiplicities for π for a• = (1, n − 1) and a• = (0, n), denoted by m1,n−1(π),m0,n(π),

are equal.
(5) φπR(Sp) ≡ 1 mod m with φπR to be defined in Subsection 3.7.
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Theorem 1.5. Under the the Hypothesis 1.4, we have:

(1) (Definite Ihara) The map

H0
ét(T,Fl)m

ψ−→ H0
ét(Sh0,n,Fl)

⊕n
m

is surjective, where ψ = (
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗,
→
p ∗A,

→
p ∗(A ◦ A), · · · ,→p ∗ (A ◦ · · · ◦A)︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−2

) with (
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗) given

by the correpsondence above and A is a correpondence defined between different T’s. The
composition ◦ of A is defined in Section 6.

(2) (Indefinite Ihara) The map

H
2(n−1)
ét (Sh1,n−1(K

1
p ),Fl(n))m

ψ−→ H
2(n−1)
ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))

⊕n
m

is surjective, where Sh1,n−1, Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ) are the generic fibers of Sh1,n−1,Sh1,n−1(K1

p ),

ψ = (
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗,
→
p ∗A,

→
p ∗(A ◦ A), · · · ,→p ∗ (A ◦ · · · ◦A)︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−2

) with all the maps induced from those in

(1) and we use the same notation for simplicity.

The proof of the indefinite Ihara lemma from the definite Ihara lemma follows from the result
of [11] on Tate conjecture.

In order to prove the Definite Ihara lemma, we study the Newton and Ekedahl-Oort stratification

of Sh1,n−1. We prove that there are n2 Ekedahl-Oort strata and n(n−1)
2 of them are contained in

the nonsupersingular locus which are in bijection with the Newton strata contained in the non-
supersingular locus. Moreover, we give the connection of the Ekedahl-Oort strata contained in
the supersingular locus with the correspondences Yj ’s constructed in [11]. Based on [18, Theorem
4.7], we give an explicit construction for the Dieudonneé module corresponds to each Ekedahl-Oort
stratum. We also prove that the µ-ordinary locus of Sh1,n−1 is affine by considering the Hasse
invariants. As a direct corollary of our result, we show the Newton stratification, Ekedahl-Oort
stratification coincide in the nonsupersingular locus.

Additionally, we study the geometry of Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ), which is the special fiber of a unitary

Shimura variety with parahoric level structure at p.More explicitly, we construct n correspondences
Cj with 1 ≤ j ≤ n between Sh1,n−1(K

1
p ) and Sh0,n and show the image of them in Sh1,n−1(K

1
p ) is just

the supersingular locus Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ). Moreover, we shown under the natrual map from Sh1,n−1(K

1
p )

to Sh1,n−1, the Cj ’s are mapped onto Yj ’s with 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Thus the Cj’s play a similar role in
Sh1,n−1(K

1
p ) as Yj’s in Sh1,n−1. We get the definite Ihara lemma by considering the cohomology

groups of Cj’s and the Tate conjecture proved in [11, Theorem 4.18].
With the Ihara lemma, we try to prove the surjectivity of the Arithmetic level raising map.
As in [11], Sh1,n−1 is of even dimension d = 2(n − 1), and the supersingular locus Shss1,n−1 is of

codimension n− 1. Fix l 6= p. We get the cycle class map:

β : Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl) → Chn(Sh1,n−1, 1,Fl) → H2n−1
ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n)).

By combining the Hochschild–Serre spectral sequence and localizing at a maximal ideal m of the
Hecke algebra in Hypothesis 1.4, we obtain the following diagram:

4



0 = H0(Fp2 ,H
2n−1
ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))m)

Chn(Sh1,n−1, 1,Fl)m H2n−1
M (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))m H2n−1

ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))m

Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl)m H1(Fp2 ,H
2n−2
ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))m)

Abel−Jacobi map

level−raising map

Under the hypothesis 1.4, it is reasonable to assume Hiét(Sh1,n−1,Fl(r))m = 0 whenever i 6= d.
So the injection in the diagram is an isomorphism, and we get the level-raising map. For the level
raising map we have the following conjecture which is well known as arithmetic level raising theorem:

Conjecture 1.6. Under the Hypothesis 1.4, the level raising map

Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl)m → H1(Fp2 ,H
2n−2
ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))m)

is surjective.

In particular, we have proved the arithmetic level raising theorem for n = 2.

Theorem 1.7. Under the Hypothesis 1.4, the level raising map

Ch1(Shss1,1, 1,Fl)m → H1(Fp2 ,H
2
ét(Sh1,1,Fl(2))m)

is surjective.

We also determine when the surjectivity of the level raising map is not trivial, that is, when
Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl)m for n = 2, 3.

Theorem 1.8. When n = 2, 3, the higher Chow group Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl)m is nonzero if and only

if there exist two Satake parameters αi, αj such that αi = p2αj. If n = 2, we can further show Πp is
isomorphic to a twisted Steinberg representation and if n = 3 and futher assume there exists only
one pair such (αi, αj) we can show Πp is isomorphic to the isobaric sum of a 2 dimensional twisted
Steinberg representation and a 1 dimensional reprentation, denoted by St2(γ)⊞ β.

For n > 3, we can also show if Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl)m is nonzero, there exist two Satake parameters

αi, αj such that αi = p2αj . For n = 2, we can also assume φΠR(T
1
p ) ≡ p2 + 1 mod m.

We briefly describe the structure of the paper. In Section 3, we consider a more general setup
of unitary Shimura varieties of PEL type and describe Hecke actions and correspondences on Sh0,n
and Sh1,n−1. We also recall the Tate conjectures proved in [11]. In Section 4, we introduce basic
knowledge of Deligne-Lusztig varieties. In Section 5, We recall basic notions of Dieudonné modules
and Grothendieck-Messing deformation theory. In Section 6, we recall basic properties of higher
Chow groups and calculate Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl). Section 7 is devoted to the proof of the Ihara lemma
for n = 2. In section 7, we study the Newton and Ekedahl-Oort stratification of Sh1,n−1. In Section 9,
we study the geometry of ShK1

p
and in Section 10 we give the proof of the Ihara lemma for n ≥ 3. In

Section 11, we prove the arithmetic level raising map is surjective for n = 2. Section 12 is devoted
for the proof of theorem 1.8.
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3. Unitary Shimura varieties

We will discuss unitary Shimura varieties of PEL type following [11] and assuming f = 2. More
general setting can be found in [12].

3.1. Notation. We fix a prime number p throughout this paper. We fix an isomorphism ιp : C
∼−→

Qp. Let Qur
p be the maximal unramified extension of Qp inside Qp.

Let F be a totally real field of degree 2 in which p is inert. We label all real embeddings of F ,
or equivalently (via ιp), all p-adic embeddings of F (into Qur

p ) by τ1, τ2 so that post-composition
by the Frobenius map takes τ1 to τ2 (resp. τ2 to τ1). Let E0 be an imaginary quadratic extension
of Q, in which p splits. Put E = E0F . Denote by v and v̄ the two p-adic places of E0. Then p
splits into two primes p and p̄ in E, where p (resp. p̄) is the p-adic place above v (resp. v̄). Let qi
denote the embedding E → Ep

∼= Fp
τi−→ Qp and q̄i the analogous embedding which factors through

Ep̄ instead. Composing with ι−1p , we regard qi and q̄i as complex embeddings of E, and we put
Σ∞,E = {q1, q2, q̄1, q̄2}.
3.2. Shimura data. Let D be a division algebra of dimension n2 over its center E, equipped
with a positive involution ∗ which restricts to the complex conjugation c on E. In particular,
Dopp ∼= D ⊗E,c E. We assume that D splits at p and p̄, and we fix an isomorphism

D ⊗Q Qp ≃ Mn(Ep)×Mn(Ep̄) ∼= Mn(Qp2)×Mn(Qp2),

where ∗ switches the two direct factors. We use e to denote the element of D⊗Q Qp corresponding
to the (1, 1)-elementary matrix by which we mean an n × n-matrix whose (1, 1)-entry is 1 and
whose other entries are zero in the first factor. Let a• = (a1, a2) be a tuple of 2 numbers with
ai ∈ {0, . . . , n} for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2. Assume that there exists an element βa• ∈ (D×)∗=−1 such that the
following condition is satisfied:1

Let Ga• be the algebraic group over Q such that Ga•(R) for a Q-algebra R consists of elements
g ∈ (Dopp ⊗Q R)

× with gβa•g
∗ = c(g)βa• for some c(g) ∈ R×. If G1

a• denotes the kernel of the
similitude character c : Ga• → Gm,Q, then there exists an isomorphism

G1
a•(R) ≃ U(a1, n− a1)× U(a2, n− a2),

where the i-th factor corresponds to the real embedding τi : F →֒ R.
Note that the assumption on D at p implies that

Ga•(Qp) ≃ Q×p ×GLn(Ep) ∼= Q×p ×GLn(Qp2).

We put Va• = D and view it as a left D-module. Let 〈−,−〉a• : Va• × Va• → Q be the perfect
alternating pairing given by

〈x, y〉a• = TrD/Q(xβa•y
∗), for x, y ∈ Va• .

Then Ga• is identified with the similitude group associated to (Va• , 〈−,−〉a•), i.e. for all Q-algebra
R, we have

Ga•(R) =
{
g ∈ EndD⊗QR(Va• ⊗Q R)

∣∣ 〈gx, gy〉a• = c(g)〈x, y〉a• for some c(g) ∈ R×
}
.

Consider the homomorphism of R-algebraic groups h : ResC/R(Gm) → Ga•,R given by

h(z) = diag(z, . . . , z︸ ︷︷ ︸
a1

, z̄, . . . , z̄︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−a1

)× diag(z, . . . , z︸ ︷︷ ︸
a2

, z̄, . . . , z̄︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−a2

), for z = x+
√
−1y.

1As explained in the proof of [8, Lemma I.7.1], when n is odd, such βa•
always exists, and when n is even, existence

of βa•
depends on the parity of a1 + a2.
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Let µh : Gm,C → Ga•,C be the composite of hC with the map Gm,C → ResC/R(Gm)C ∼= C× × C×

given by z 7→ (z, 1). Here, the first copy of C× in ResC/R(Gm)C is the one indexed by the identity

element in AutR(C), and the other copy of C× is indexed by the complex conjugation.
Let Eh be the reflex field of µh, i.e. the minimal subfield of C where the conjugacy class of µh is

defined. It has the following explicit description. The group AutQ(C) acts naturally on Σ∞,E, and
hence on the functions on Σ∞,E. Then Eh is the subfield of C fixed by the stabilizer of the Z-valued
function a on Σ∞,E defined by a(qi) = ai and a(q̄i) = n− ai. The isomorphism ιp : C

∼−→ Qp defines
a p-adic place ℘ of Eh. By our hypothesis on E, the local field Eh,℘ is an unramified extension of
Qp contained in Qp2 , the unique unramified extension over Qp of degree 2.

3.3. Unitary Shimura varieties of PEL-type. Let OD be a ∗-stable order of D and Λa• an
OD-lattice of Va• such that 〈Λa• ,Λa•〉a• ⊆ Z and Λa• ⊗Z Zp is self-dual under the alternating
pairing induced by 〈−,−〉a• . We put Kp = Z×p × GLn(OEp

) ⊆ Ga•(Qp), and fix an open compact

subgroup Kp ⊆ Ga•(A
∞,p) such that K = KpKp is neat, i.e. Ga•(Q)∩ gKg−1 is torsion free for any

g ∈ Ga•(A
∞).

Following [12], we have a unitary Shimura variety Sha• defined over Zp2 ;
2 it represents the functor

that takes a locally noetherian Zp2-scheme S to the set of isomorphism classes of tuples (A,λ, η),
where

(1) A is an 2n2-dimensional abelian variety over S equipped with an action of OD such that
the induced action on Lie(A/S) satisfies the Kottwitz determinant condition, that is, if we
view the reduced relative de Rham homology HdR

1 (A/S)◦ := eHdR
1 (A/S) and its quotient

Lie◦A/S := e · LieA/S as a module over Fp ⊗Zp OS
∼=
⊕2

i=1OS , they, respectively, decompose

into the direct sums of locally free OS-modules HdR
1 (A/S)◦i of rank n and, their quotients,

locally free OS-modules Lie◦A/S,i of rank n− ai;

(2) λ : A → A∨ is a prime-to-p OD-equivariant polarization such that the Rosati involution
induces the involution ∗ on OD;

(3) η is a collection of, for each connected component Sj of S with a geometric point s̄j, a

π1(Sj, s̄j)-invariant K
p-orbit of isomorphisms ηj : Λa• ⊗Z Ẑ(p) ≃ T (p)(As̄j ) such that the

following diagram commutes for an isomorphism ν(ηj) ∈ Hom(Ẑ(p), Ẑ(p)(1)):

Λa• ⊗Z Ẑ(p) × Λa• ⊗Z Ẑ(p)

ηj×ηj
��

〈−,−〉
// Ẑ(p)

ν(ηj)
��

T (p)As̄j × T (p)As̄j
Weil pairing

// Ẑ(p)(1),

where Ẑ(p) =
∏
ℓ 6=p Zℓ and T

(p)(As̄j ) denotes the product of the ℓ-adic Tate modules of As̄j
for all ℓ 6= p.

The Shimura variety Sha• is smooth and projective over Zpf of relative dimension d(a•) :=∑2
i=1 ai(n− ai). Note that if ai ∈ {0, n} for all i, then Sha• is of relative dimension zero; we call it

a discrete Shimura variety.

We denote by Sha•(C) the complex points of Sha• via the embedding Zp2 →֒ Qp
ι−1
p−−→ C. Let

K∞ ⊆ Ga•(R) be the stabilizer of h (3.2) under the conjugation action, and let X∞ denote the
Ga•(R)-conjugacy class of h. Then K∞ is a maximal compact-modulo-center subgroup of Ga•(R).
According to [12, page 400], the complex manifold Sha•(C) is the disjoint union of #ker1(Q, Ga•)
copies of

Ga•(Q)\
(
Ga•(A

∞)×X∞
)
/K ∼= Ga•(Q)\Ga•(A)/K ×K∞.

2Although one can descend Sha•
to the subring OEh,℘

of Zp2 , we ignore this minor improvement here.
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Here, if n is even, then ker1(Q, Ga•) = (0), while if n is odd then

ker1(Q, Ga•) = Ker
(
F×/Q×NE/F (E

×) → A×F /A
×NE/F (A

×
E)
)
.

In either case, ker1(Q, Ga•) depends only on the CM extension E/F and the parity of n but not on
the tuple a•.

Let Sha• := Sha• ⊗Zp2
Fp2 denote the special fiber of Sha• , and let Sha• := Sha• ⊗Fp2

Fp denote

the geometric special fiber. We let Sha• := Sha• ⊗Zp2
Qp2 denote the generic fiber of Sha• and let

Sha• denote the geometric generic fiber.
This paper mainly focuses on the cases a• = (0, n) and (1, n − 1). From now on, we fix an

isomorphism G1,n−1(A∞) ∼= G0,n(A∞) by [11, Lemma 2.9] and denote them by G(A∞).

3.4. Cycles on Sh1,n−1 and Sh0,n. For a smooth variety X over Fp2 , we denote by TX the tangent
bundle of X, and for a locally free OX -module M , we put M∗ = HomOX

(M,OX ).

Definition 3.4.1. We first construct cycles on Sh1,n−1. For each integer j with 1 ≤ j ≤ n, we first
define the variety Yj we briefly mentioned in the introduction. Let Yj be the moduli space over
Fp2 that associates to each locally noetherian Fp2-scheme S, the set of isomorphism classes of tuples
(A,λ, η,B, λ′, η′, φ), where

• (A,λ, η) is an S-point of Sh1,n−1,
• (B,λ′, η′) is an S-point of Sh0,n, and
• φ : B → A is an OD-equivariant isogeny whose kernel is contained in B[p],

such that

• pλ′ = φ∨ ◦ λ ◦ φ,
• φ ◦ η′ = η, and
• the cokernels of the maps

φ∗,1 : H
dR
1 (B/S)◦1 → HdR

1 (A/S)◦1 and φ∗,2 : H
dR
1 (B/S)◦2 → HdR

1 (A/S)◦2

are locally free OS -modules of rank j − 1 and j, respectively.

There is a unique isogeny ψ : A→ B such that ψ ◦ φ = p · idB and φ ◦ ψ = p · idA. We have

Ker(φ∗,i) = Im(ψ∗,i) and Ker(φ∗,i) = Im(ψ∗,i),

where ψ∗,i for i = 1, 2 is the induced homomorphism on the reduced de Rham homology in the
evident sense. Th1is moduli space Yj is represented by a scheme of finite type over Fp2 . We have
a natural diagram of morphisms:

Yj
→
p j

""❊
❊❊

❊❊
❊❊

❊❊←
p j

{{✇✇
✇✇
✇✇
✇✇
✇

Sh1,n−1 Sh0,n,

where prj and pr′j send a tuple (A,λ, η,B, λ′, η′, φ) to (A,λ, η) and to (B,λ′, η′), respectively. Letting

Kp vary, we see easily that both prj and pr′j are equivariant under prime-to-p Hecke actions given

by the double cosets Kp\G(A∞,p)/Kp. Yj gives a correspondence between Sh1,n−1 and Sh0,n.

The moduli problem for Yj is slightly complicated. In [11], there is a more explicit moduli space
Y′j as below which is isomorphic to Yj for 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Consider the functor Y′j which associates to each locally noetherian Fp2-scheme S, the set of

isomorphism classes of tuples (B,λ′, η′,H1,H2), where

• (B,λ′, η′) is an S-valued point of Sh0,n;
8



• H1 ⊂ HdR
1 (B/S)◦1 and H2 ⊂ HdR

1 (B/S)◦2 are OS-subbundles of rank j and j−1 respectively
such that

V −1(H
(p)
2 ) ⊆ H1, H2 ⊆ F (H

(p)
1 ).

Here, F : HdR
1 (B/S)

◦,(p)
1

∼−→ HdR
1 (B/S)◦2 and V : HdR

1 (B/S)◦1
∼−→ HdR

1 (B/S)
◦,(p)
2 are respec-

tively the Frobenius and Verschiebung homomorphisms, which are actually isomorphisms
because of the signature condition on Sh0,n.

It follows from the moduli problem that the quotients H1/V
−1(H

(p)
2 ) and F (H

(p)
1 )/H2 are both

locally free OS-modules of rank one.
There is a natural projection π′j : Y

′
j → Sh0,n given by (B,λ′, η′,H1,H2) 7→ (B,λ′, η′). In [11,

Proposition 4.4], it is shown that Y′j is representable by a scheme Y′j smooth and projective over
Sh0,n of dimension n− 1.

There is a natural morphism α : Yj → Y ′j for 1 ≤ j ≤ n defined as follows. For a locally noetherian

Fp2-scheme S and an S-point (A,λ, η,B, λ′, η′, φ) of Yj , we define

H1 := φ−1∗,1(ω
◦
A∨/S,1) ⊆ HdR

1 (B/S)◦1, and H2 := ψ∗,2(ω
◦
A∨/S,2) ⊆ HdR

1 (B/S)◦2.

In particular, H1 and H2 are OS-subbundles of rank j and j − 1, respectively. Also, there is a
canonical isomorphism ω◦A∨/S,2/Im(φ∗,2)

∼−→ H2. As the proof of [11, Lemma 4.6], it is easy to see

that F (H
(p)
1 ) ⊆ Ker(φ∗,2) = Im(ψ∗,2), but comparing the rank forces this to be an equality. It

follows that H2 ⊆ F (H
(p)
1 ). Similarly, V −1(H

(p)
2 ) is identified with Im(ψ∗,1) = Ker(φ∗,1), hence

V −1(H
(p)
2 ) ⊆ H1. From these, we deduce two canonical isomorphisms:

H1/V
−1(H

(p)
2 )

∼−→ ω◦A∨/S,1, and F (H
(p)
1 )/H2

∼−→ HdR
1 (A/S)◦2/ω

◦
A∨/S,2

∼= Lie◦A/S,2.

Therefore, we have a well-defined map α : Yj → Y′j given by

α : (A,λ, η,B, λ′, η′, φ) 7−→ (B,λ′, η′,H1,H2).

Moreover, it is clear from the definition that π′j ◦ α =
→
p j .

In [11, Proposition 4.8], it is shown that α is an isomorphism. Moreover, we have the following
proposition:

Proposition 3.4.2. The cycles Yj for 1 ≤ j ≤ n satisfies:

(1) For each fixed closed point z ∈ Sh0,n and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, Yj,z is isomorphic to Z
〈n〉
j which is the

closed subscheme of Gr(n, i)×Gr(n, i− 1) defined in Definition 4.1.

(2) For each 1 ≤ j ≤ n, the map
←
p j|Yj,z : Yj,z → Sh1,n−1 is a closed immersion.

(3) The union of the images of
←
p j for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n is the supersingular locus Shss1,n−1.

Proof. We refer to [11, Proposition 4.14] for the proof of (2) and (3).

Now we give the proof of (1): Since α induces an isomorphism between Yj and Y′j and π
′
j◦α =

→
p j,

it suffices to show Y′j,z = π
′−1
j (z) is isomorphic to Z

〈n〉
j .

In fact, for any Fp2 scheme S and any S-point of Y ′j :(B,λ
′, η′,H1,H2), we can choose an appro-

priate basis of HdR
1 (B/S)◦1 and HdR

1 (B/S)◦2 such that F, V : HdR
1 (B/S)◦1 → HdR

1 (B/S)◦2 are both

given by the identity matrix. Now, 0 ⊆ H2 ⊆ F (H
(p)
1 ) ⊆ HdR

1 (B/S)◦2 and 0 ⊆ V −1(H
(p)
2 ) ⊆ H1 ⊆

HdR
1 (B/S)◦1 gives an S-point of Z

〈n〉
j with an isomorphism between HdR

1 (B/S)◦1 and H
dR
1 (B/S)◦2 �
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3.5. Hecke action on Sh0,n at p. We follow the construction in [11, Section 6] here.
We assume that the tame level structure Kp is taken sufficiently small so that [11, lemma 4.13]

holds with N = 2, i.e., given any Fp-point of Sh0,n and an OD-quasi-isogeny f : B → B such that
if p2f ∈ EndOD

(B), f∨ ◦ λ ◦ f = λ and f ◦ η = η, then f = id.
Recall that we have an isomorphism

G(Qp) ≃ Q×p ×GLn(Ep) ∼= Q×p ×GLn(Qp2).

Put Kp = GLn(OEp
) and Kp = Z×p ×Kp. The Hecke algebra Z[Kp\GLn(Ep)/Kp] can be viewed as

a subalgebra of Z[Kp\G(Qp)/Kp] (with trivial factor at the Q×p -component).

Definition 3.5.1. For γ ∈ GLn(Ep), the double coset Tp(γ) := KpγKp defines a Hecke correspon-

dence on Sh0,n. By [11, Remark 4.12], Sh0,n(Fp) is a union of #ker1(Q, G0,n)-isogeny classes of

abelian varieties. For any z ∈ Sh0,n(Fp). Let

Θz : Isog(z)
∼−−→ G0,n(Q)

∖(
G(A∞,p)×G(Qp)

)/
Kp ×Kp.

3

be the bijection constructed as in [11, Corollary 4.11]. Write KpγKp =
∐
i∈I γiKp. Then Tp(γ) can

be expressed as a set of pairing (z, z′), such that:

(1) z ∈ Sh0,n(Fp),
(2) z′ ∈ Sh0,n(Fp) such that Θz(z

′) = (1, γi) for some i ∈ I.

To express it more geometrically, we have the following description: Write z = (A,λ, η), and let

Lz denote the Zp2-free module D̃(A)◦,F
2=p

1 .4 Then a point z′ = (B,λ′, η′) ∈ Sh0,n(Fp) belongs to
Tp(γ)(z) if and only if there exists an OD-equivariant p-quasi-isogeny φ : B′ → B (i.e. pmφ is an
isogeny of p-power order for some integer m) such that

(1) φ∨ ◦ λ ◦ φ = λ′,
(2) φ ◦ η′ = η,
(3) φ∗(Lz′) is a lattice of Lz[1/p] = Lz ⊗Zp2

Qp2 with the property: there exists a Zp2-basis
(e1, . . . , en) for Lz such that (e1, . . . , en)γ is a Zp2-basis for φ∗(Lz′).

When γ = diag(pa1 , . . . , pan) with ai ∈ {−1, 0, 1}, For given z and z′, such a φ is necessarily unique
if it exists. Therefore, Tp(γ)(z) is in natural bijection with the set of Zp2-lattices L′ ⊆ Lz[1/p]
satisfying property (3) above.

For each integer i with 0 ≤ i ≤ n, we put

T
(i)
p = Tp

(
diag( p, . . . , p︸ ︷︷ ︸

i

, 1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−i

)
)
.

By the discussion above, one has a natural bijection

T
(i)
p (z)

∼−→
{
Lz′ ⊆ Lz[1/p]

∣∣ pLz ⊆ Lz′ ⊆ Lz, dimFp2
(Lz/Lz′) = i

}

for z ∈ Sh0,n(Fp). Note that T
(0)
p = id, and we put Sp := T

(n)
p and T := T

(1)
p . It is easy to

check T ∼= Sh0,n(K
1
p ), where K

1
p := Kp

⋂
diag( p, 1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−1

)−1Kpdiag( p, 1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−1

). Then the Satake

isomorphism implies Z[Kp\GLn(Ep)/Kp] ∼= Z[T (1)
p , . . . , T

(n−1)
p , Sp, S

−1
p ]. More generally, for 0 ≤

a ≤ b ≤ n, we put

R
(a,b)
p = Tp

(
diag( p2, . . . , p2︸ ︷︷ ︸

a

, p, . . . , p︸ ︷︷ ︸
b−a

, 1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−b

)
)
.

3For defintion of Isog(z), we refer to [11, subsection 4.11]
4 [11, Remark 3.7]
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Note that R
(0,i)
p = T

(i)
p , and R

(a,b)
p S−1p is Hecke operator Tp

(
diag( p, . . . , p︸ ︷︷ ︸

a

, 1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
b−a

, p−1, . . . , p−1︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−b

)
)
.

By abuse of notations, we may simply write z′ = R
(a,b)
p S−1p z to mean z′ ∈ R

(a,b)
p S−1p (z) for any

a, b.

Proposition 3.5.2. Let i, j be integers with 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n and z, z′ ∈ Sh0,n(Fp). The subvarieties
Yi,z and Yj,z′ of Sh1,n−1 have non-empty intersection of dimension n− 2 if and only if j = i+1 and

(z, z′) ∈ T
(1)
p . Furthermore, if we identify Yi,z with Z

〈i〉
n , then the intersection Yi,z ×Sh1,n−1

Yi+1,z′

(resp. Yi,z ×Sh1,n−1
Yi−1,z′) belongs to the special divisor class SD+ (resp. SD−) on Z

〈n〉
i ( SD+ and

SD− is defined in Definition 4.3.2).

Proof. As in [11, Proposition 6.4], where we take j ≥ i and δ satisfies 0 ≤ δ ≤ min{n− j, i− 1}, we
have Yi,z ×Sh1,n−1

Yj,z′ is isomorphic to the variety Z
〈n+i−j−2δ〉
i−δ . Now we require the dimension of

Z
〈n+i−j−2δ〉
i−δ to be n+ i− j − 2δ − 1 = n − 2, i.e., i− j − 2δ = −2. We get 0 ≤ 2δ = i − j + 1 ≤ 2

and j = i+ 1 since j ≥ i.

If we identify Yi,z with Z
〈i〉
n as in Proposition 3.4.2, we want to show Yi,z ×Sh1,n−1

Yi+1,z′ is

ismorphic to SD+.
Let (Bz, λz , ηz) and (Bz′ , λz′ , ηz′) be the universal polarized abelian varieties on Sh0,n at z and z′,

respectively. Then Yi,z ×Sh1,n−1
Yj,z′ is the moduli space of tuples (A,λ, η, φ, φ′) where φ : Bz → A

and φ′ : Bz′ → A are isogenies such that (A,λ, η,Bz , λz , ηz, φ) and (A,λ, η,Bz′ , ηz′ , φ′) are points of
Yi,z and Yj,z′ respectively. We take

Mk =
(
D̃(Bz)◦k ∩ D̃(Bz′)◦k

)/
p
(
D̃(Bz)◦k + D̃(Bz′)◦k

)

for k = 1, 2. Then one has dimFp
(Mk) = n − 1, since we require Yi,z ×Sh1,n−1

Yi+1,z′ is isomorphic

to Z
〈n−1〉
i . The Frobenius and Verschiebung on D̃(Bz) induce two bijective Frobenius semi-linear

maps F : M1 → M2 and V −1 : M2 → M1. We denote their linearizations by the same notation if
no confusions arise. Let Z(M•) be the moduli space which attaches to each locally noetherian Fp-
scheme S the set of isomorphism classes of pairs (L1, L2), where L1 ⊆M1⊗Fp

OS and L2 ⊆M2⊗Fp
OS

are subbundles of rank i and i− respectively such that

L2 ⊆ F (L
(p)
1 ), V −1(L

(p)
2 ) ⊆ L1.

Note that there exists a basis (εk,1, . . . , εk,n−1) of Mk for k = 1, 2 under which the matrices of F
and V −1 are both identity. Indeed, by solving a system of equations of Artin–Schreier type, one
can take a basis (ε1,ℓ)1≤ℓ≤n−1 for M1 such that

V −1(F (ε1,ℓ)) = ε1,ℓ for all 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n− 1.

We put ε2,ℓ = F (ε1,ℓ). Using these bases to identify both M1 and M2 with F
n−2
p , it is clear that

Z(M•) is isomorphic to the variety Z
〈n−1〉
i .

Now since we identify Yi,z with Z
〈i〉
n , we get the closed immersion of Yi,z×Sh1,n−1

Yi+1,z′ into Yi,z

can be identified with a closed immersion of Z
〈n−1〉
i into Z

〈n〉
i which is induced by D̃(Bz)◦k∩D̃(Bz′)◦k ⊆

D̃(Bz)◦k for k = 1, 2.

The proof of Yi,z ×Sh1,n−1
Yi−1,z′ is ismorphic to SD− is similar with a closed immersion Z

〈n−1〉
i−1

into Z
〈n〉
i induced by pD̃(Bz)◦k ⊆ p

(
D̃(Bz)◦k + D̃(Bz′)◦k

)
for k = 1, 2 and we omit here. �

3.6. ℓ-adic cohomology. We introduce the ℓ-adic cohomology of unitary Shimura varieties. In
this subsection we do not assume Kp is hyperspecial and use additional notation (K) to express
Shimura varieties with respect to K.

11



We fix a prime number ℓ 6= p, and an isomorphism ιℓ : C ≃ Ql. Let ξ be an algebraic repre-
sentation of Ga• over Ql, and ξC be the base change via ι−1ℓ . The theory of automorphic sheaves
or just reading off from the rational ℓ-adic Tate modules of the universal abelian variety allows us
to attach to ξ a lisse Ql-sheaf Lξ over Sha• . For example, if ξ is the representation of Ga• on the
vector space Va• (Subsection 3.2), the corresponding ℓ-adic local system is given by the rational
ℓ-adic Tate module (tensored with Ql) of the universal abelian scheme over Sha•(K).

We assume that ξ is irreducible. Let HK = H (K,Ql) be the Hecke algebra of compactly
supported K-bi-invariant Ql-valued functions on Ga•(A

∞). It is known that the étale cohomology

group H
d(a•)
et (Sha•(K),Lξ) is equipped with a natural action of HK ×Gal(Fp/Fp2). Since Sha•(K)

is proper and smooth, there is no continuous spectrum and we have a canonical decomposition of
HK ×Gal(Fp/Fp2)-modules (see e.g. [8, Proposition III.2.1])

(3.6.1) H
d(a•)
et (Sh(K)a• ,Lξ) =

⊕

π∈Irr(Ga• (A∞))

ιℓ(π
K)⊗Ra•,ℓ(π),

where Irr(Ga•(A
∞)) denotes the set of irreducible admissible representations of Ga•(A

∞) with co-
efficients in C, πK is the K-invariant subspace of π ∈ Irr(Ga•(A

∞)), and Ra•,ℓ(π) is a certain ℓ-adic

representation of Gal(Fp/Fp2) which we specify below.

We write H
d(a•)
et (Sha•(K),Lξ)π for the π-isotypic component of the cohomology group, that is

the direct summand of (3.6.1) labeled by π. We make the following assumption on π.

Hypothesis 3.6.1. (1) We have πK 6= 0.
(2) There exists an admissible irreducible representation π∞ of Ga•(R) such that π ⊗ π∞ is a

cuspidal automorphic representation of Ga•(A),
(2a) π∞ is cohomological in degree d(a•) for ξ in the sense that

(3.6.2) Hd(a•)
(
Lie(Ga•(R)),K∞, π∞ ⊗ ξC

)
6= 0, 5

where K∞ is a maximal compact subgroup of Ga•(R),
(2b) and π⊗π∞ admits a base change to a cuspidal automorphic representation of GLn(AE)×

A×E0
, which can be assumed to be RASDC and Πp = πp by [8].

Hypothesis 3.6.1 (2)(a) ensures that Ra•,ℓ(π) is non-trivial. Moreover, by [3, Theorem 1.2], this
hypothesis implies that the base change of π ⊗ π∞ to GLn,E is tempered at all finite places, and
hence πp is tempered. By [15], we have Π is tempered at all finite places and for any rational

primme ell and every isomorphism ιℓ : C → Qℓ, there is a semisimple continuous homomorphism
ρΠ,ιℓ : GalE → GLn(Qℓ) unique uo to conjugation such that for every nonarchimedean palce w of
E, the Frobenious semisimplification of the associated Weil-Deligne representation of ρΠ,ιℓ |GalEw

corresponds to the irreducible admissible representation ιℓΠw|det |
1−n
2

w of GLn(Ew) under the local
Langlands correpsondence. Moreover, ρcΠ,ιℓ and ρ∨Π,ιℓ(1 − n) are conjugate. Since Πp is an irre-

ducible representation of GLn(Qp2), we can talk about its Satake parameters and denote them by
{α1, · · · , αn}.

We recall now an explicit description of the Galois module Ra•,ℓ(π). Let Qℓ(
1
2 ) denote the

unramified representation of WQp2
which sends Frobp2 to (

√
p)−2, ra• =

⊗2
i=1 ∧aiStd, and χπp,0

denotes the character of Gal(Fp/Fp2) sending Frobp2 to ιℓ(πp,0(p
2)). Then we have Ra•,ℓ(π) =

#Ker1(Q, Ga•)ma•(π)[(ra• ◦ ρΠp
)⊗ χ−1πp,0 ⊗Qℓ(

∑
i
ai(ai−1)

2 )].

3.7. Tate conjecture for Sh1,n−1 and Sh0,n. In [11], they show the Tate conjecture is true for
Sh1,n−1 and Sh0,n.

5This automatically implies that π∞ has the same central and infinitesimal characters as the contragradient of ξC.
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3.7.1. Gysin/trace maps. Before stating the Tate conjecture, we recall the general definition of
Gysin maps. Let f : Y → X be a proper morphism of smooth varieties over an algebraically closed
field k. Let dX and dY be the dimensions of X and Y respectively. Recall that the derived direct
image Rf∗ on the derived category of constructible ℓ-adic étale sheaves has a left adjoint f !. Since
both X and Y are smooth, the ℓ-adic dualizing complex of X (resp. Y ) is Qℓ(dX)[2dX ] (resp.
Ql(dY )[2dY ]). Therefore, one has

f !
(
Ql(dX)[2dX ]

)
= Ql(dY )[2dY ].

The adjunction map Rf∗f
!Ql → Ql induces a canonical morphism

Trf : Rf∗Ql → Ql(dX − dY )[2(dX − dY )].

More generally, if L is a lisse Ql-sheaf on X, it induces a Gysin/trace map

Rf∗(f
∗L) ∼= L ⊗Rf∗(Ql)

1⊗Trf−−−−→ L(dX − dY )[2(dX − dY )],

where the first isomorphism is the projection formula. When f is flat with equidimensional fibers of
dimension dY − dX , this is the canonical trace map. When f is a closed immersion of codimension
r = dX−dY , it is the usual Gysin map. For any integer q, the Gysin/trace map induces a morphism
on cohomology groups:

f! : H
q
et(Y, f

∗L) −→ H
q+2(dX−dY )
et

(
X,L(dX − dY )

)
.

Now we introduce the Tate conjecture for Sh1,n−1 and Sh0,n.
Let ℓ 6= p be a prime number. For 1 ≤ j ≤ n, there is a natural morphism

JLj : H0
et

(
Sh0,n,Ql

) →p j

∗

−−→ H0
et

(
Y j,Ql

) →p j,!−−→ H
2(n−1)
et

(
Sh1,n−1,Ql(n− 1)

)
,

where prj,! is the Gysin map defined above, whose restriction to each H0
et(Yj,z,Ql) for z ∈ Sh0,n(Fp)

is the Gysin map associated to the closed immersion Yj,z →֒ Sh1,n−1. It is clear that the image of

JLj is the subspace generated by the cycle classes of [Yj,z] ∈ An−1(Sh1,n−1) with z ∈ Sh0,n(Fp).
According to [10], JLj should be considered as a certain geometric realization of the Jacquet–
Langlands transfer from G0,n to G1,n−1. Putting all JLj’s together, we get a morphism

(3.7.1) JL =
∑

j

JLj :
n⊕

j=1

H0
et

(
Sh0,n,Ql

)
−→ H

2(n−1)
et

(
Sh1,n−1,Ql(n− 1)

)
.

Recall that we have fixed an isomorphism G1,n−1(A∞) ≃ G0,n(A∞), which we write uniformly as

G(A∞). Denote by H (Kp,Ql) = Ql[K
p\G(A∞,p)/Kp] the prime-to-p Hecke algebra. Then the

homomorphism is a homomorphism of H (Kp,Ql)-modules. For an irreducible admissible repre-
sentation π of G(A∞), we write π = πp ⊗ πp, where π

p (resp. πp) is the prime-to-p part (resp. the
p-component) of π.

Lemma 3.7.2. Let π1 and π2 be two admissible irreducible representations of G(A∞), and (ri, si)
for i = 1, 2 be two pairs of integers with 0 ≤ ri, si ≤ n and r1+s1 ≡ r2+s2 mod 2. Assume that π1
satisfies Hypothesis 3.6.1 with a• = (r1, s1), and there exists an admissible irreducible representation
π2,∞ of G(r2,s2)(R) such that π2 ⊗ π2,∞ is a cuspidal automorphic representation of G(r2,s2)(A). If

πp1 and πp2 are isomorphic as representations of G(Ap,∞), then π1,p ≃ π2,p, and π2 ⊗ π2,∞ admits a
base change to a cuspidal automorphic representation of GLn(AE)×A×E0

; in particular, π2 satisfies

Hypothesis 3.6.1 for a• = (r2, s2).

Proof. We refer to [11, Lemma 4.17]. �
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Let AK be the set of isomorphism classes of irreducible admissible representations π of G(A∞)
satisfying Hypothesis 3.6.1 with a• = (0, n). In particular, each π ∈ AK is the finite part of an
automorphic cuspidal representation of G0,n(A).

We fix such a π ∈ AK . Let

JLπ :
n⊕

i=1

H0
et

(
Sh0,n,Ql

)
πp −→ H

2(n−1)
et

(
Sh1,n−1,Ql(n− 1)

)
πp

denote the morphism on the (πp)K
p
-isotypic components induced by JL, where for an H (Kp,Qℓ)-

module M we put

Mπp := Hom
H (Kp,Qℓ)

((πp)K
p
,M)⊗ (πp)K

p
.

Then Lemma3.7.2 implies that π is completely determined by its prime-to-p part. Hence, taking
the πp-isotypic components is the same as taking the π-isotypic components. We can thus write
Mπ instead of Mπp for a H (K,Qℓ)-module M .

The image of JLπ is included in H
2(n−1)
et

(
Sh1,n−1,Ql(n − 1)

)fin
π
, which is the maximal subspace

of H
2(n−1)
et

(
Sh1,n−1,Ql(n− 1)

)
π
where the action of Gal(Fp/Fp2) factors through a finite quotient.

In [11], it is shown that this inclusion is actually an equality under certain genericity conditions
on πp. To make this precise, write πp = πp,0 ⊗ πp as a representation of G(Qp) ≃ Q×p × GLn(Ep).
Let

ρπp : WQp2
→ GLn(Ql)

be the unramified representation of the Weil group of Qp2 defined above. It induces a continuous

ℓ-adic representation of Gal(Fp/Fp2), which we denote by the same notation. Then ρπp(Frobp2)

is semisimple. Using this, we get an explicit description of H
2(n−1)
et

(
Sh1,n−1,Ql(n − 1)

)
π

and

H0
et(Sh0,n,Ql)π in terms of ρπp .
We can now state the theorem proved in [11].

Theorem 3.7.3. Fix a π in AK . Let απp,1, . . . , απp,n denote the eigenvalues of ρπp(Frobp2).

(1) If απp,1, . . . , απp,n are distinct, then the map JLπ is injective,
(2) Let m1,n−1(π) (resp. m0,n(π)) denote the multiplicity for π for a• = (1, n − 1) (resp. for

a• = (0, n)). Assume that m1,n−1(π) = m0,n(π) and that απp,i/απp,j is not a root of unity
for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Then the map

JLπ :

n⊕

j=1

H0
et

(
Sh0,n,Ql

)
π
−→ H

2(n−1)
et

(
Sh1,n−1,Ql(n− 1)

)fin
π

is an isomorphism. In other words, H
2(n−1)
et

(
Sh1,n−1,Ql(n− 1)

)fin
π

is generated by the cycle
classes of the irreducible components of Yj for 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

As the end of the section, we give the definition of a maximal ideal m of the Hecke algebra which
is non-Eisenstein. Let Π be the base change of the representation π to GLn(AE)× A×E0

.
Let R be a finite set of places of F away from which Π is unramified and K is hyperspecial, Let

TR denote the Hecke algebra away from R; i.e., the polynomial ring over Z generated by Tq, Sq
where q is a prime away from R. The representation Π determines a homomorphism

φπR : TR → OE

via the Hecke eigenvalue of Π. Suppose λ is a prime of E lying over l, then we define m ⊆ TR∪{p} to
be the preimage of the ideal (λ) ⊆ OE under the map of φΠR. It is easy to see that it is a maximal
ideal of TR∪{p}. For any TR∪{p}-moduleM, we will writeMm for the localization ofM at the ideal m.
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It follows from [25, Theorem 4.3.1] and [1, Theorem 2.3.3] that there exists a continuous semisimple
n-dimension Galois representation

ρm : Gal(E/E) → GLn(Fl),

which coincides with ρΠp
defined before. The maximal ideal m is called non-Eisenstein if ρm is

absolutely irreducible. By [3], the cohomology group H i
ét(Sha• ,Zl)m is zero if i 6= d(a•) and is

non-torsion otherwise. We use subscript m to express both localizing at m and π.

4. Deligne-Lusztig Variety

General Deligne-Lusztig varieties are defined as follows:

Definition 4.1. Let G be a reductive group over Fp2 with a Fq-structure. Let F be the correspond-
ing Frobenius morphism. Fix a F -stable Borel subgroup B and a torus T ⊂ B. Let W and ∆ be
the Weyl group and set of simple roots. For any w ∈ W , the Deligne-Lusztig variety of type w is
defined by

X(w) := {gB ∈ G/B|g−1F (g) ∈ BwB}.
In general, let PI be the standard parabolic subgroup defined by a subset I of ∆. Define

XI(w) := {gPI ∈ G/PI |g−1F (g) ∈ PIwPF (I)}.

In our case, by the method of Dieudonné modules, we can characterize fibers of
→
p j : Yi → Sh0,n

as the following space.

Definition 4.2. We define Z
〈n〉
i (resp. Z̃

〈n〉
i , Ẑ

〈n〉
i ) as a closed subscheme of Gr(n, i)×Gr(n, i− 1)

over Fp2 whose S-valued points are the isomorphism classes of pairs (H1,H2) where H1 and H2

are respectively subbundles of O⊕nS of rank i and i − 1 satifying H2 ⊆ H
(p)
1 and H

(p)
2 ⊆ H1(resp.

H2 ⊆ H1 and H2 ⊆ H
(p2)
1 , H2 ⊆ H1 and H

(p2)
2 ⊆ H1). There are morphisms called ‘relative

Frobenius’:

Ẑ
〈n〉
i Z

〈n〉
i Z̃

〈n〉
i

(H1,H2) (H1,H
(p)
2 ) (H1,H

(p2)
2 )

(H
(p2)
1 ,H2) (H

(p)
1 ,H2) (H1,H2)

H
(p)
2

H
(p)
1

H
(p)
2

H
(p)
1

Since these morphisms are purely inseparable, we can study the divisors of Z
〈i〉
n by studying divisors

of Z̃
〈n〉
i and Ẑ

〈n〉
i .

Remark 4.3. It should be noted that the Frobenius map here is defined over Fp, which implies the

total vector space should have a Fp -structure. It does hold in our cases since we take HdR
1 (A/S)◦1

and HdR
1 (A/S)◦2 to be whole space and we can take a non-canonical basis of HdR

1 (A/S)◦i for i = 1, 2.
such that FV −1 acts as identity on HdR

1 (A/S)◦1 and HdR
1 (A/S)◦2.

The spaces Z
〈n〉
i , Z̃

〈n〉
i and Ẑ

〈n〉
i can be realized as the disjoint union of Deligne-Lusztig varieties.

Furthermore, it can be shown the three schemes are irreducible and smooth of dimension n−1 over

Fp2. Here we study Z̃
〈n〉
i as an example:
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Example 4.3.1. Let V = Fp2e1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Fp2en and let Vi be the subspace generated by e1, ...., ei.
Let B be the Borel subgroup that stabilizes this flag and ∆ = {s1, ..., sn−1}. The stabilizer of
(Vi−1, Vi) under the action of GLn is the parabolic subgroup PI defined by I = ∆ \ {si−1, si}, i.e.

matrices of form

n − i

i − 1

1 . Let F be the Frobenius morphism associated to the Fp2-structure of

V . We can show that for g ∈ GLn, g(Vi, Vi+1) ∈ Z̃
〈n〉
i if and only if g−1F (g) ∈ PIwPI for some

w ∈ {Id, si−1, si, sisi−1}. So Z̃
〈n〉
i is the disjoint union of four Deligne-Lusztig varieties:

Z̃
〈n〉
i =




XI(si−1)

XI(Id) XI(sisi−1)

XI(si)



= XI(sisi−1).

Define two special classes of divisors on Z
〈n〉
i as follows.

Definition 4.3.2. (1) When i < n, for every subbundles H in O⊕nFp2
of rank n− 1 , denote by

[H] the locus on Z
〈n〉
i where H1 ⊆ H ⊕OF

p2
OS for any Fp2scheme S. Then [H] ⊂ Z

〈n〉
i

is a closed subvariety of codimension 1, and we have [H] ∼= Z
〈n−1〉
i .Let SD+ = {[H] :

H is a subbundle of rank n− 1 in OF⊕n

p2
}.

(2) When i > 1, for every line bundle L in O⊕nFp2
, denote by [L] the locus on Z

〈n〉
i where

L ⊕OF
p2

OS ⊂ H2. Then [L] ⊂ Z
〈n〉
i is a closed subvariety of codimension 1, and we have

[L] ∼= Z
〈n−1〉
i−1 . Let SD− = {[L] : L is a line bundle of O⊕nFp2

}.

For the cohomology groups of Z
〈n〉
i , we have the following proposition:

Proposition 4.4. The cohomology groups Hj
ét(Z

〈n〉
i ) = 0 is zero if j is odd.

Proof. Since relative Frobenius induce isomorphism on ℓ-adic cohomology groups, Hj
ét(Z

〈n〉
i ) =

Hj
ét(Ẑ

〈n〉
i ) = Hj

ét(Z̃
〈n〉
i ). Now we prove the proposition by induction on i.

For i = 1, we have Z
〈n〉
1 = Pn−1 and the proposition is satisfied automatically.

Suppose we have proved the result for i, we try to prove the proposition for i+ 1.
We consider the moduli space W over Fp2 whose S-points are tuples (L1, L2, L3), where L1, L2

and L3 are repsectively subbundles of O⊕nS of rank i, i − 1, i − 2 satisfying L3 ⊆ L2, L
(p2)
2 ⊆ L1. It

is easy to use deformation theory to check that W is a smooth variety of dimension n − 1. There
are two morphisms

W (L1, L2 = L′2, L
′
3)

Ẑ
〈n〉
i Z̃

〈n〉
i−1 (L1, L2) (L′2, L

′
3)

ψ12 ψ23
.

Let E denote the subspace of W whose Let E denote the subspace of W whose closed points

x ∈W (Fp) are those such that L2,x = L
(p2)
2,x , i.e., L2,x is an Fp2-rational subspace of F

⊕n
p2

of dimension
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i − 1. It is clear that E is a disjoint union of #Pi−1(Fp2) copies of Pn−i × Pk−2. It gives rise to a
smooth divisor on W.

For a point x ∈ (W\E)(Fp), we ahve L2,x 6= Lp
2

2,x and hence it uniquely determines both L1,x and

L′3,x; so ψ12 and ψ23 are isomoprhisms restricted to W E. On the other hand, when restricted to E,

ψ12 contracts each copy of Pn−i × Pk−2 of E into the first factor; whereas ψ23 contracts each copy
of Pn−i × Pk−2 of E into the second factor. It is clear from this and the deformation theory that

ψ12 is the blowing-up of Ẑ〈n〉 along ψ12(E) and ψ23 is the blowing-up of Z̃
〈n〉
i−1 along ψ23(E). Thus

by blowing up sequence and induction, we conclude our proof easily. �

5. Dieudonné modules and Grothendieck-Messing deformation theory

In this section we focus on the connection between Dieudonné modules and abelian varieties. We
refer to [5] for general construction of Dieudonné modules with respect to p-divisible groups, which
we omit here.6

5.1. Dieudonné modules. As in Subsection 3.2, we have the following isomorphism

OD ⊗Z Zp2 ∼=
2⊕

i=1

(
OD ⊗OE ,qi Zp2 ⊕OD ⊗OE ,q̄i Zp2

)
≃

2⊕

i=1

(
Mn(Zp2)⊕Mn(Zp2)

)
.

Let S be a locally noetherian Zp2-scheme. An OD ⊗Z OS-module M admits a canonical decom-
position

M =

2⊕

i=1

(
Mqi ⊕Mq̄i

)
,

where Mqi (resp. Mq̄i) is the direct summand of M on which OE acts via qi (resp. via q̄i). Then
each Mqi has a natural action by Mn(OS). Let e denote the element of Mn(OS) whose (1, 1)-entry
is 1 and whose other entries are 0. We put M◦i := eMqi , which is called the reduced part of Mqi .

7.
Let A be an 2n2-dimensional abelian variety over an Fp2-scheme S, equipped with an OD-action.

The de Rham homology HdR
1 (A/S) has a Hodge filtration8

0 → ωA∨/S → HdR
1 (A/S) → LieA/S → 0,

compatible with the natural action of OD ⊗Z OS on HdR
1 (A/S). When A→ S satisfies the moduli

problem in Subsection 3.3, HdR
1 (A/S)◦i is locally free of rank n and ω◦A∨/S,i is subbundle of rank ai.

When S = Spec(k) with k a perfect field containing Fp2 , letW (k) denote the ring of Witt vectors

in k. Let D̃(A) denote the (covariant) Dieudonné module associated to the p-divisible group of A.
This is a freeW (k)-module of rank 4n2 equipped with a Frob-linear action of F and a Frob−1-linear

action of V such that FV = V F = p. The OD-action on A induces a natural action of OD on D̃(A)
that commutes with F and V . For each i ∈ Z/2Z, the Verschiebung and the Frobenius morphism
on A induce natural maps

V : D̃(A)◦i −→ D̃(A)◦i−1, F : D̃(A)◦i −→ D̃(A)◦i+1.

Moreover, there is a canonical isomorphism D̃(A)i/pD̃(A)i ∼= HdR
1 (A/k) compatible with all struc-

tures on both sides. The action of F and V on D(A)i induces the Frobenius and Vershibung
morphism on the de Rham homology:

F : HdR
1 (A/S)

◦,(p)
i−1 −→ HdR

1 (A/S)◦i .

V : HdR
1 (A/S)◦i −→ HdR

1 (A/S)
◦,(p)
i−1 ,

6The definition of the Dieudonne module we use in this paper is in fact the Serre dual of that in [5]
7The idea of taking the reduced part comes from Morita Equivalence
8The exact sequence splits as direct sum in fact.
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where by ”(p)” we mean the pullback via the absolute Frobenius σof S and there is an isomorphism

HdR
1 (A/S)

◦,(p)
i

∼= HdR
1 (A/S)◦i ⊗S,σ S.

It can be shown Ker(F ) = Im(V ) = ω
◦,(p)
A∨/S,i−1 and Ker(V ) = Im(F ). This implies isomorphisms:

V D̃(A)i−1/pD̃(A)i ∼= ω◦A∨/S,i

D̃(A)i/V D̃(A)i−1 ∼= Lie◦A/S,i

For any 2n2-dimensional abelian variety A′ over k equipped with an OD-action, an OD-equivariant
isogeny A′ → A induces a morphism D̃(A′)◦i → D̃(A)◦i compatible with the actions of F and V .
Conversely, [11] provides a proposition to obtain a new abelian variety corresponds to submodules

of D̃(A). Here we give a similar proposition.
For any 2n2-dimensional abelian variety A′ over k equipped with anOD-action, anOD-equivariant

isogeny A′ → A induces a morphism D̃(A′)◦i → D̃(A)◦i compatible with the actions of F and V .
Conversely, we have the following.

Proposition 5.1.1. Let A be an abelian variety of dimension 2n2 over prefect field k which contains
Fp2, equipped with an OD-action and an OD-compatible prime-to-p polarization λ. Suppose given

an integer m ≥ 1 and a W (k)-submodule Ẽi ⊆ D̃(A)◦i for each i ∈ Z/2Z such that

(5.1.1) pmD̃(A)◦i ⊆ Ẽi, F (Ẽi) ⊆ Ẽi+1, and V (Ẽi) ⊆ Ẽi−1.
Then there exists a unique abelian variety A′ over k (depending on m) equipped with an OD-action,
a prime-to-p polarization λ′, and an OD-equivariant p-isogeny φ : A′ → A such that the natural
inclusion Ẽi ⊆ D̃(A)◦i is naturally identified with the map φ∗,i : D̃(A′)◦i → D̃(A)◦i induced by φ and
such that φ∨ ◦ λ ◦ φ = pmλ′. Moreover, we have

(1) If dimω◦A∨/k,i = ai and lengthW (k)

(
D̃(A)◦i /Ẽi

)
= ℓi for i ∈ Z/2Z, then

(5.1.2) dimω◦A′∨/k,i = ai + ℓi − ℓi+1.

(2) If A is equipped with a prime-to-p level structure η (in the sense of Subsection 3.3(3)), then
there exists a unique prime-to-p level structure η′ on A′ such that η = φ ◦ η′.

Proof. The proof can be found in [11, Proposition 3.2]. �

LetD(A)◦ be the Dieudonné module corresponds to A[p]. It should be noted that Proposition 5.1.1
also holds for a submodule of E ⊆ D(A)◦. By Proposition 5.1.1, we have a corollary, which is also
useful:

Corollary 5.1.2. Let A be an abelian variety of dimension 2n2 over prefect field k which contains
Fp2, equipped with an OD-action and an OD-compatible prime-to-p polarization λ. Suppose given a

W (k)-submodule D̃(A)◦i ⊆ Ẽi ⊆ p−1D̃(A)◦i (resp. pD̃(A)◦i ⊆ Ẽi ⊆ p−1D̃(A)◦i ) for each i ∈ Z/2Z such
that

F (Ẽi) ⊆ Ẽi+1, and V (Ẽi) ⊆ Ẽi−1.
Then there exists a unique abelian variety A′ over k equipped with an OD-action, a prime-to-p
polarization λ′, and an OD-equivariant p-isogeny φ : A → A′ (resp. an OD-equivariant p-quasi-
isogeny φ : A→ A′) such that φ∨ ◦ λ′ ◦ φ = pλ (resp. φ∨ ◦ λ′ ◦ φ = λ). Moreover, we have

(1) If dimω◦A∨/k,i = ai and lengthW (k)

(
D̃(A)◦i /pẼi

)
= ℓi for i ∈ Z/2Z, then

(5.1.3) dimω◦A′∨/k,i = ai + ℓi − ℓi+1.

(2) If A is equipped with a prime-to-p level structure η (in the sense of Subsection 3.3(3)), then
there exists a unique prime-to-p level structure η′ on A′ such that η′ = φ ◦ η.
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Proof. The two modules pẼ1, pẼ2 satisfies (5.1.1). Applying Proposition 5.1.1 with m = 1, we get
there is an abelian variety A′ over k equipped with an OD-action, a prime-to-p polarization λ′, a
unique prime-to-p level structure η′, and an OD-equivariant p-isogeny ψ : A′ → A such that the
natural inclusion pẼi ⊆ D̃(A)◦i is naturally identified with the map ψ∗,i : D̃(A′)◦i → D̃(A)◦i induced
by ψ and such that ψ∨◦λ◦ψ = pλ′, pη = ψ◦η′(The last equation holds since we can simply multiply
p on the level structure η′ we get by Proposition 5.1.1.). There is an isogeny φ : A → A′ such that
φ ◦ ψ = pidA′ and ψ ◦ φ = p ◦ idA. Therefore φ∨ ◦ λ′ ◦ φ = p ◦ λ. Moreover, η′ = φ ◦ η.

Moreover, if we apply Proposition 5.1.1 with m = 2, we get there is an abelian variety A′ over
k equipped with an OD-action, a prime-to-p polarization λ′, a unique prime-to-p level structure
η′, and an OD-equivariant p-isogeny ψ

′ : A′ → A such that the natural inclusion pẼi ⊆ D̃(A)◦i is

naturally identified with the map ψ′∗,i : D̃(A′)◦i → D̃(A)◦i induced by ψ′ and such that ψ′∨ ◦ λ ◦ψ′ =
p2λ′, pη = ψ′ ◦ η′(The last equation holds since we can simply multiply p on the level structure
η′ we get by Proposition 5.1.1.). There is an isogeny φ′ : A → A′ such that φ′ ◦ ψ′ = p2idA′ and
ψ′ ◦ φ′ = p2 ◦ idA. Therefore φ′∨ ◦ λ′ ◦ φ′ = p2 ◦ λ. Moreover, pη′ = φ′ ◦ η.

Take a p-quasi-isogeny φ : A→ A′ such that p◦φ = φ′. Then φ∨ ◦λ′ ◦φ = λ. Moreover, η′ = φ◦η.
Hence we finish the proof. �

5.2. Grothendieck-Messing deformation theory. Grothendieck-Messing deformation theory
is important to compare the tangent spaces of moduli spaces. We state the theory following [11].
We shall frequently use Grothendieck–Messing deformation theory to compare the tangent spaces
of moduli spaces. We make this explicit in our setup.

Let R̂ be a noetherian Fp2-algebra and Î ⊂ R̂ an ideal such that Î2 = 0. Put R = R̂/Î . Let

CR̂ denote the category of tuples (Â, λ̂, η̂), where Â is an 2n2-dimensional abelian variety over R̂

equipped with an OD-action, λ̂ is a polarization on Â such that the Rosati involution induces the
∗-involution on OD, and η̂ is a level structure as in Subsection 3.3(3). We define CR in the same

way. For an object (A,λ, η) in the category CR, let H
cris
1 (A/R̂) be the evaluation of the first relative

crystalline homology (i.e. dual crystal of the first crystalline cohomology) of A/R at the divided

power thickening R̂ → R, and Hcris
1 (A/R̂)◦i := eHcris

1 (A/R̂)qi be the i-th reduced part. We denote

by Def(R, R̂) the category of tuples (A,λ, η, (ω̂◦i )i=1,2), where (A,λ, η) is an object in CR, and

ω̂◦i ⊆ Hcris
1 (A/R̂)◦i for each i ∈ Z/2Z is a subbundle that lifts ω◦A∨/R,i ⊆ HdR

1 (A/R)◦i . The following

is a combination of Serre–Tate and Grothendieck–Messing deformation theory.

Theorem 5.2.1 (Serre–Tate, Grothendieck–Messing). Functor (Â, λ̂, η̂) 7→ (Â⊗R̂ R,λ, η, ω
◦
Â∨/R̂,i

),

where λ and η are the natural induced polarization and level structure on Â⊗R̂R, is an equivalence

of categories between CR̂ and Def(R, R̂).

Proof. The proof can be found in [11, Theorem 3.4]. �

Corollary 5.2.2. If Aa• denotes the universal abelian variety over Sha• , then the tangent space
TSha• of Sha• is

f⊕

i=1

Lie◦A∨a•/Sha• ,i
⊗ Lie◦Aa•/Sha• ,i

.

Proof. The proof can be found in [11, Corollary 3.5]. �

Remark 5.2.3. Even though we omit the proof here, it should be highlighted that the proof
provides us an explit example about how to caluate the tangent sheaf from the deformation theory.

6. Description for the Higher Chow group

In this section, we give a proof of Theorem 1.1. First we give the definition of higher Chow
groups.
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Definition 6.1. Let X be a quasi-projective variety over a field k and ∆n be the standard n−th

simplex Spec k[x0, · · · , xn]/(
∑n

i=0 xi − 1). For all 0 6 i 6 n, there is an embedding ∂n,i : ∆n−1,i
∼=−→

{xi = 0} ⊂ ∆n. For n, r ∈ N, we define Zr(X,n) to be the abelian group generated by {Z ⊂
X ×∆n integral closed subvarieties | ∀ face F ⊂ ∆n, we have codimX×F (Z ∩ (X × F )) > r}

Since ∂X,n,i = idX × ∂n,i : X × ∆n−1 → X × ∆n is an effective Cartier divisor, there is a
Gysin homomorphism: ∂∗X,n,i : Z

r(X,n) → Zr(X,n − 1) maps a subvariety V to the inersection

(X×{xi = 0})∩V . Define the boundary operator dn =
∑n

i=0(−1)i∂∗X,n,i, then get a chain complex:

· · · → Zr(X,n) → Zr(X,n− 1) → · · · → Zr(X, 0) → 0

The higher Chow group Chr(X,n) is defined to be the nth homology of the above complex. More-
over, for any ring R, we can get the higher Chow group with coefficients in R by tensoring the above
chain complex with R. We denote it by Chr(X,n,R).

Here we list some basic property of higher Chow group.

Proposition 6.2. Suppose X is a quasi-projective variety over a field k and R is a ring, then we
have

(1) Chi(X, 0, R) = Chi(X,R), where Chi(X, R) is the Chow group with coefficients in R as
usual.

(2) For X smooth, we have Ch1(X, 1) = H0
Zar(X,O×X).

(3) The motivic cohomology HiM(X,R(j)) = Chj(X, 2j − i, R).
(4) If Y ⊆ X is a closed subscheme smooth of codimension c, then the pushforward of cycles

along Z ×∆n → X ×∆n induces the Gysin map Chi(Y, j,R) → Chi+c(X, j,R).

In our cases, We mainly concern about Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl). By Proposition 3.4.2, we have Shss1,n−1
is equi-dimensional and its irreducible components can be expressed as the images of closed immer-

sions
→
p j |Yj,z : Yj,z → Sh1,n−1 (1 6 j 6 n, z ∈ Sh0,n(Fp)), denote as Cj,z . Taking the Hecke

correspondence T = T
(1)
p , we can define

D := {D ∈ Div(Shss1,n−1) | D ⊆ Cj,z ∩Ci,z′ for some (j, z) 6= (i, z′)},

Di,i+1 := (Yi ×Sh1,n−1 Yi+1)×Sh0,n×Sh0,n T =
∐

(z,z′)∈T

(Yi,z ×Sh1,n−1 Yi+1,z′).

Then H0(Di,i+1,Fl) ∼= H0(T,Fl) and from Proposition 3.5.2
∐
D∈DD =

∐n−1
i=1 Di,i+1. By Nart [20],

we get the following expression of Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl):

Proposition 6.3. Let Y ◦i = Yi\(∪j 6=iYi) (1 6 i 6 n), then

Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl) = Ker

(
⊕

i

R(Y◦i )
∗ div−→

n−1⊕

i=1

H0(T,Fl)

)
,

where the div :
⊕

iR(Y
◦
i )
∗ div−→⊕n−1

i=1 H0(T,Fl), is induced by the div map on each Y ◦i as usual.

Proof. By [20, Corollary 1.2], the higher Chow group

Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fℓ) = Ker(R(Shss1,n−1)
∗ div−−→ Z1(Shss1,n−1)).

Here R(Shss1,n−1) stands for the ring of rational functions of Shss1,n−1. Z
1(Shss1,n−1) is the group of 1-

codimensional cycles. Since {Yi,z | 1 ≤ i ≤ n, z ∈ Sh0,n(Fp)} are irreducible components of Shss1,n−1,
we get further

Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fℓ) = Ker(

n⊕

i=1

R(Yi)
∗ div−−→ Z1(Shss1,n−1)).
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Since Y◦i is an open subset of Yi, the ring of rational functions R(Y◦i ) = R(Yi). For any 1 ≤ i ≤ n
and any f ∈ R(Y◦i )

∗
⋂

Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fℓ), the principal divisor div(f) can be expressed sums of

divisors contained in Yi,z
⋂

Yj,z′ for some 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n and z, z′ ∈ Sh1,n−1 such that (i, z) 6= (j, z′).
Since each summation in div(f) has codimension 1, we get (z, z′) ∈ T with j = i+ 1 or (z′, z) ∈ T
with j = i− 1 from Proposition 3.5.2. Furthermore, we have

Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl) = Ker

(
⊕

i

R(Y◦i )
∗ div−→

⊕

D∈D

Fl

)

= Ker

(
⊕

i

R(Y◦i )
∗ div−→

n−1⊕

i=1

H0(Di,i+1,Fl)

)

= Ker

(
⊕

i

R(Y◦i )
∗ div−→

n−1⊕

i=1

H0(T,Fl)

)
.

�

Hence we need to consider the principal divisors on Sh1,n−1. More explicitly, if we identify Yi,z

with Z
〈n〉
i , we need to consider when a divisor in Q[SD−] ⊕ Q[SD+] can be expressed as a principal

divisor of Y◦i .
In fact we have the following proposition:

Proposition 6.4. For all 1 6 i 6 n− 1, in Z
〈i〉
n , the divisor

∑

[L]∈SD−

aL[L] +
∑

[H]∈SD+

bH [H] ∈ Q[SD−]⊕Q[SD+]

is principal if and only if: ∑

[L]∈SD−

aL = 0,

and

bH = pi+1−n ·
∑

L⊆H
[L]∈SD−

aL , ∀[H] ∈ SD+;

or equvialently: ∑

[H]∈SD+

bH = 0,

and

aL = p1−i ·
∑

L⊆H
[H]∈SD+

bH , ∀[L] ∈ SD−

Remark 6.5. The two conditions in Proposition 6.4 are equivalent by finite Randon transforms.

We want to prove Proposition 6.4 by induction on n.

Firstly, we observe that for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n, both Ẑ
〈n〉
i and Z̃

〈n〉
i have an open dense subscheme

isomorphic to each other. More explicitly, we have the following defintion:

Definition 6.6. Let ◦Z̃
〈n〉
i (resp.◦Ẑ

〈n〉
i ) be the nontrivial locus of Z̃

〈i〉
n , (resp.Ẑ

〈n〉
i ), i.e. ◦Z̃n

〈i〉
:=

{(H1,H2) ∈ Z̃n
〈i〉 | H1 6= H

(p2)
1 } and ◦Ẑ

〈n〉
i := {(H1,H2) ∈ Ẑ

〈n〉
i | H2 6= H

(p2)
2 }.

To simplify our computation, we introduce a new scheme to contact Ẑ
〈n〉
i , Z̃

〈n〉
i and Ẑ

〈n〉
i and Z

〈i〉
n

.
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Definition 6.7. For each n and 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we define Y
〈n〉
i to be the closed subscheme of Gr(n, k)

whose S-valued points are the ismorphism classes of H, where H is subbundles of O⊕nS of rank i

with locally free quotient satisfying H(p2) →֒ O⊕nS ։ O⊕nS /H has rank at most 1. Similarly, we

define ◦Y
〈n〉
i := {H ∈ Y 〈n〉i | H 6= H(p2)}.

It is easy to observe that we have natural morphisms Z̃
〈n〉
i → Y

〈n〉
i : (H1,H2) 7→ H1 and Ẑ

〈n〉
i →

Y
〈i−1〉
n : (H1,H2) 7→ H2. These morphisms induce isomorphisms as below:

Lemma 6.8. We have ismorphisms which are induced by morphisms given above: ◦Z̃
〈n〉
i

∼= ◦Y
〈n〉
i

and ◦Ẑ
〈i+1〉
n

∼= ◦Y 〈n〉i .

Proof. Check by defintion directly. �

We denote φ̂ : Ẑ
〈n〉
i

H
(p)
2−−−→ Z

〈i〉
n and ψ̂ : Z

〈i〉
n

H
(p)
1−−−→ Ẑ

〈n〉
i to be the relative Frobenius map defined in

Definition 4.2. The φ̃ and ψ̃ are similar. The four morphisms connect Z
〈i〉
n , Z̃

〈i〉
n and Ẑ

〈i〉
n together.

To differ [H] ∈ SD+ and [L] ∈ SD− in Zin of different i, we denote them by [H]ni and [L]ni . However,

for simplicity, we use [H] and [L] to denote all the [H] ∈ SD+ and [L] ∈ SD− in Z
〈n〉
i , Z̃

〈i〉
n and Ẑ

〈i〉
n .

Lemma 6.9. For 1 6 i 6 n − 1 and any [H] ∈ SD+, we have φ̃∗[H]ni = [H]ni and φ̂∗[H]ni = [H]ni .

For 1 6 i 6 n− 1, and any [L] ∈ SD−, we have ψ̃∗[L]ni = [L]ni and ψ̂∗[L]ni = [L]ni .

Proof. We only prove φ̂∗[H]ni = [H]ni as an example. Others are similar. We only need to show

φ̂−1[H]ni ⊆ [H]ni since [H]ni is irreducible and φ̂∗[H]ni has the same dimension with [H]ni .

In fact, for any S-point (H1,H2) of φ̂∗[H]ni , we get (H1,H2) as a S-point of Ẑ
〈i〉
n with H

(p)
2 ⊆

H1 ⊆ H as an element in Z
〈n〉
i . Therefore, as a S-point in Ẑ

〈i〉
n , (H1,H2) is a S-point in [H]ni . �

Lemma 6.10. For 1 6 i 6 n− 1, and any [L] ∈ SD−, we have φ̃∗[L]ni = p[L]ni and φ̂∗[L]ni = p[L]ni
For 1 6 i 6 n− 1, and any [H] ∈ SD+, we have ψ̃∗[H]ni = p[H]ni and ψ̂∗[H]ni = p[H]ni .

Proof. Since φ̃ ◦ ψ̃, φ̂ ◦ ψ̂ is the Frobenius morphism, the statements follow from Lemma 6.9. �

Definition 6.11. Let Y be a smooth scheme over Fp2 and U ⊂ Y be a dense open subscheme.
Then we have a short complex

0 → C0(Y,U) → C1(Y,U) → 0,

where C0(Y,U) := H0(U,O×U ), C1(Y,U) := {divisors on Y with zero restriction to U}. Then the
complex C•(Y,U) is a contravariant functor in (Y,U).

Remark 6.12. Let Z,Z ′ ⊂ Y be closed subsets of codimension at least 2 such that U−Z ′ ⊂ Y −Z.
Then the map C•(Y,U) → C•(Y − Z,U − Z ′) is isomorphism.

Corollary 6.13. With notations as above, we have the following isomorphisms of the complexes
defined above:

(1) For 2 6 i 6 n− 1, we ahve

C•(Z̃
〈n〉
i ,◦◦ Y

〈n〉
i )

∼=−→ C•(◦Y
〈n〉
i ,◦◦ Y

〈n〉
i ).

(2) For 1 6 i 6 n− 2, we have

C•(Ẑ〈i+1〉
n ,◦◦ Y

〈n〉
i )

∼=−→ C•(◦Y
〈n〉
i ,◦◦ Y

〈n〉
i ).

where ◦◦Y
〈n〉
i = ◦Y

〈n〉
i \(⋃[H]∈SD+

Y
〈H〉
i ) ∪ (

⋃
[L]∈SD−

Y
〈L〉
i−1 ) ⊂ ◦Y

〈n〉
i . Here Y

〈L〉
i−1 := {H ∈ Y

〈n〉
i | L ⊆

H} and Y
〈H〉
i := {L ∈ Y

〈n〉
i | L ⊆ H}.
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Now we can give the proof of Proposition 6.4

Proof of Proposition 5.4. Via Lemma 6.9 and Lemma 6.10, we can prove the proposition by induc-
tion on i. Thus it suffices to prove the case i = n− 1.

We know that the natural map from Z̃
〈n〉
i to Y

〈n〉
i is the blow up of Y

〈n〉
i at the Fp2 -points. We

denote it as π here. For any H ∈ Y
〈n−1〉
n , the exceptional divisor with center H is [H]n−1n with

[H] ∈ SD+. Thus for [L] ∈ SD−, we have an identity of divisor of Zn−1n :

(π)∗Y
〈n−2〉
n−2 = [L]n−1n +

∑

L⊆H

[H]n−1n .

The equations in the proposition can be obtained directly now. �

For 1 < i < n, we have the map div : R(Y◦i )
∗ div−→ H0(T,Fl)⊕2 as in 6.3. We can express any

(x, y) ∈ H0(T,Fl)⊕2 as:

x =
∑

(z′,z)∈T

az′,z · [Yi−1,z′
⋂

Yi,z], y =
∑

(z,z′′)∈T

bz,z′ · [Yi,z
⋂

Yi+1,z′′ ]

. With Proposition 6.4, we get the following corollary about the coeffcients az′,z and bz,z′′ :

Corollary 6.14. For 1 < i < n, an element (x, y) ∈ H0(T,Fl)⊕2 is in the image of the map
div : O(Y ◦i )

× ⊗ Fl → H0(T,Fl)⊕2, i.e the divisors corresponds to x and y are all principal divisors
defined by rational functions on Y ◦i if and only if

∑

(z,z′)∈T

az′,z = 0,

and
bz,z′′ = pi+1−n ·

∑

(z′,z,z′′)∈A
(z′,z)∈T

az′,z , ∀(z, z′′) ∈ T,

where A is a correspondence defined on Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ) as below.

Remark 6.15. We can also prove Corollary 6.14 with a similar method as in Proposition 4.4.

Similar to the construction of the Hecke correspondence T, we construct A as follows:
Write z = (B,λ, η), z′ = (B′, λ′, η′) and z′′ = (B′′, λ′′, η′′), we say (z′, z, z′′) ∈ A if and only if

(1) The pair (z′, z) ∈ T and (z, z′′) ∈ T . We use φ : B′ → B and φ′ : B → B′′ to denote
the quasi-isogeny in the definition of T and Lz,Lz′ and Lz′′ to denote the Zp2 lattice in the
definition of T.

(2) We require pLz′′ ⊆ φ′ ◦ φ(Lz′).
To express the action of A more explicitly, we have the following diagram:

A A

T T T

Sh0,n Sh0,n Sh0,n Sh0,n

←
pA,1

→
pA,1

←
pA,2

→
pA,2

←
p

→
p

←
p

→
p

←
p

→
p

where for simplicity we only draw ‘two’ A in the diagram.9

The first conditions in Corollary 6.14 can be expressed as the commutativity of one part of the

diagram, i,e
←
p ∗
→
pA,1,∗

←
p
∗

A,1 =
→
p ∗ and

←
p ∗
→
pA,2,∗

←
p
∗

A,2 =
→
p ∗. The operator A on T corresponds to

9It is exactly the case n = 4.

23



→
pA,1,∗

←
p
∗

A,1 and
→
pA,2,∗

←
p
∗

A,2 in the diagram. We define the operator ‘◦’ as the composition of two

adjacent A’ s, which corresponds to the composition of
→
pA,1,∗

←
p
∗

A,1 and
→
pA,2,∗

←
p
∗

A,2 in the diagram.

Theorem 6.16. With notations as above, we have

Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl) = Ker(H0(T,Fl)
α−→ H0(Sh0,n,Fl)

⊕n),

where α = (
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗,
→
p ∗A,

→
p ∗(A◦A), · · · ,→p ∗(A ◦ · · · ◦ A)︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−2

) with (
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗) given by the correpsondence.

In particular, for n = 2, we have

Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl) = Ker(H0(T,Fl)
(
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗)−−−−−→ H0(Sh0,n,Fl)⊕2),

where (
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗) is the map given by the correspondence above.

Remark 6.17. We cannot write A ◦ A simply as A2 since they cannot be viewed as the same ‘A’.
More explicily, we can check that A = Sh0,n(K

1,1
p ), where the level group can be expressed as

K1,1
p =




1
. . .

1
p


K




1
. . .

1
p−1




︸ ︷︷ ︸
K−

⋂
K
⋂




1
. . .

1
p−1


K




1
. . .

1
p




︸ ︷︷ ︸
K+

.

Then we can express the operator A as:

Sh0,n(K
1,1
p )

Sh0,n(K
1
p ) Sh0,n(K

1
p )

Sh0,n(K
−) Sh0,n(K) Sh0,n(K

+)

←
pA,1

→
pA,1

←
p

→
p

←
p

→
p

and ‘adjacent’ A’s are combined together with the conjugate action of




1
. . .

1
p


. Hence we

can not composite A together simply by multiplication.

Finaly, we get a proof of Theorem 6.16

Proof of Theorem 5.16. First, we have O(Y◦1)
× ⊗ Fl ∼= Ker(H0(T,Fl)

←
p ∗−−→ H0(Sh0,n,Fl)).

In fact, we have for every f ∈ O(Y1)
×, the principal divisor divf =

∑
(z′,z)∈T

az′,z[Y1,z′
⋂

Y2,z] ∈

H0(D1,2,Fl) = H0(T,Fl) satisfies
∑

(z′,z)∈T

az′,z = 0 for any fixed z ∈ Sh0,n. The converse is also true.

Therefore, we have O(Y◦1)
× ⊗ Fl ∼= Ker(H0(T,Fl)

←
p ∗−−→ H0(Sh0,n,Fl)).

Now by induction on 1 < i < n, we have that for any function f ∈ O(Yi), the map div : R(Y◦i )
∗ →

H0(T,Fl)⊕2 maps f to (x, y) with

x =
∑

(z′,z)∈T

az,z′ · [Yi−1,z′
⋂

Yi,z], y =
∑

(z,z′′)∈T

bz,z′′ · [Yi+1,z′′
⋂

Yi,z],
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if divf =
∑

(z′,z)∈T

az,z′ · [Yi−1,z′
⋂

Yi,z] +
∑

(z,z′′)∈T

bz,z′′ · [Yi+1,z′′
⋂

Yi,z]. Then by 8.8, we have y = Ax

and
→
p ∗x = 0.

Thus by induction we get

Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl) = Ker(H0(T,Fl)
α−→ H0(Sh0,n,Fl)

⊕n),

where α = (
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗,
→
p ∗A,

→
p ∗(A◦A), · · · ,→p ∗(A ◦ · · · ◦A︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−2

)) with (
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗) given by the correpsondence.

�

Remark 6.18. As a remark, we point out that the above expression can also be written as

Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl) ∼= Ker(H0(Sh0,n,Ωl)
→
p ∗◦
←
p
∗

,
→
p ∗◦A◦

←
p
∗

,...,
→
p ∗◦(

n−2︷ ︸︸ ︷
A ◦ · · · ◦ A)◦

←
p
∗

−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ H0(Sh0,n,Fl)),

Indeed, if ℓ ∤ p2n−2− 1 we have the decomposition of the pushforward sheaf
←
p ∗Fl = Fl⊕Ωl which is

induced from that of the parabolic induction Ind
Kp

K1
p
1 = 1⊕ ρ(n−1,1) where ρ(n−1,1) is the unipotent

representation of GLn(Fp2) labelled by the partition (n− 1, 1) of n.

7. Ihara Lemma for n = 2

The proof of Ihara lemma for n = 2 and n ≥ 3 are different. In section 6, we assume n = 2.

Let T = T
(1)
p as in Definition 3.5.1. It can be checked directly that T = Sh0,2(K

1
p ). To prove

Ihara lemma, we introduce Sh1,1(K
1
p ), which is defined as the following moduli space:

Definition 7.1. Let Sh1,1(K
1
p ) be the moduli space over Fp2 that associates to each locally noe-

therian Fp2-scheme S, the set of isomorphism classes of tuples (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ), where

• (A,λ, η) is an S-point of Sh1,1,
• (A′, λ′, η′) is an S-point of Sh1,1, and
• φ : A→ A′ is an OD-equivariant p-quasi-isogeny(i.e., p

mφ is an isogeny of p-power order for
some integer m),

such that

• λ′ = φ∨ ◦ λ ◦ φ,
• φ ◦ η′ = η, and
• the cokernels of the maps

φ∗,1 : H
dR
1 (A/S)◦1 → HdR

1 (A′/S)◦1 and φ∗,2 : H
dR
1 (A/S)◦2 → HdR

1 (A′/S)◦2

are both locally free OS-modules of rank 1.

Sh1,1(K
1
p ) is union of four closed schemes Sh1,1(K

1
p ) = Y00

⋃
Y01

⋃
Y10

⋃
Y11, where the the four

closed subschemes are defined as moduli subspace such that for each locally noetherian Fp2-scheme

S an S-point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) in Yij for 0 ≤ i, j ≤ 1 is an S-point of Sh1,1(K
1
p ) satisfying

(1.i)(2.j) below:

• (1.0) ω◦A∨,1 = Ker(φ∗,1), (1.1) ω
◦
A
′∨,1

= Im(φ∗,1).

• (2.0) Ker(φ∗,2) = ω◦A∨,2, (2.1) Im(φ∗,2) = ω◦
A′∨,2

.

It can be checked directly that if (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) is an S-point of Y00 or Y11, then A and A′

are all supersingular.
Our main result in this section is:

Theorem 7.2. Under the Hypothesis 1.4 for n = 2, we have
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(1) (Definite Ihara) The map

H0(T,Fl)m
(
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗)−−−−−→ H0(Sh0,2,Fl)

⊕2
m

is surjective.
(2) (Indefinite Ihara) The map

H2(Sh1,1(K
1
p ),Fl(2))m

(
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗)−−−−−→ (Sh1,1,Fl(2))⊕2m

is surjective, with the map induced by projection of Sh1,1(K
1
p ) to Sh1,1.

To prove Theorem 7.2, we need to analyze the structure of Yij more carefully.
Using deformation theory in Subsection 5.2, we get:

Proposition 7.3. For 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2,Yij are all smooth of dimension 2, which comes from calculation
of the tangent sheaf TYij = Fi ⊕Gj where Fi and Gj are:

(1) F0 = Hom
(
ω◦
A′∨/Sh1,1,1

,Lie◦
A′/Sh1,1,1

)
, F1 = Hom

(
ω◦A∨/Sh1,1,1

,
φ−1
∗,1(ω

◦
A∨/Sh1,1,1

)

ω◦
A∨/Sh1,1,1

)
,

(2) G0 = Hom
(
ω◦A∨/Sh1,1,2

,Lie◦A/Sh1,1,2

)
, G1 = Hom

( ω◦
A
′∨/Sh1,1,2

φ∗,2(ω◦
A∨/Sh1,1,2

) ,Lie
◦
A′/Sh1,1,2

)
.

Here we suppose (A, λ, η,A′.λ′, η′, φ) is the universal object over Sh1,1. The tangent sheaves TYij

are all locally free of rank 2.

Proof. Let S be an affine noetherian Fp2-scheme and let y = (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) be an S-point of

Y00. Put Ŝ = S ×Spec(Fp2 )
Spec(Fp2 [t]/t2). Then we have a natural bijection

Def(y, Ŝ) ∼= Γ(S, y∗TY00),

where Def(y, Ŝ) is the set of deformations of y to Ŝ.

By deformation theory in Subsection 5.2, it suffices to calculate Def(y, Ŝ).
We calculate Y00 as an example and the other three are similar.
Giving a point of Def(y, Ŝ) is equivalent to giving OŜ-subbundles ω̂

◦
A∨,i ⊆ Hcris

1 (A/Ŝ)◦i , ω̂
◦
A′∨,i ⊆

Hcris
1 (A′/Ŝ)◦i over Ŝ for i = 1, 2 such that

• ω̂◦
A∨/Ŝ,i

lifts ω◦A∨/S,i and ω̂
◦
A′∨/Ŝ,i

lifts ω◦A′∨/S,i;

• ω̂◦
A∨/Ŝ,1

= Kerφ∗,1 ⊗ Fp2 [t]/t
2;

• ω̂◦
A′∨/Ŝ,2

= Imφ∗,2 ⊗ Fp2 [t]/t
2.

Hence, one sees easily that

Def(y, Ŝ) ∼= HomOS

(
ω◦
A′∨/S,1

,Lie◦A′/S,1
)
⊕HomOS

(
ω◦A∨/S,2,Lie

◦
A/Ŝ1,1,2

)
.

Now applying the argument above to the affine open subsets of Y00, then we get
TY00 = Hom

(
ω◦
A′∨/Sh1,1,1

,Lie◦
A′/Sh1,1,1

)
⊕Hom

(
ω◦A∨/Sh1,1,2,Lie

◦
A/Sh1,1,2

)

�

Before we introduce the geometry of Sh1,1(K
1
p ), we need to define an action on Sh1,1 which is

exactly the ‘essential Frobenius’ as in [28].

Definition 7.4. We define F to be the morphism on Sh1,1 which maps its any S-point (A,λ, η)

to (A(p), λ
′

, η
′

) satisfying F acts on A as the Frobenius morphism, F ◦ η′ = η and F∨ ◦ λ′ ◦ F = λ.
Such λ′ and η′ exist by [19, Theorem 2, Section 23] and F on A corresponds to the Frobenius map
which is purely inseparable with trivial kernel.

Proposition 7.5. The four closed subscheme Y00,Y11,Y01,Y10 have the following properties:
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• Y00 is a P1 × P1 bundle over Sh0,2. More explicitly, if we define C2 as a closed subscheme
of Sh1,1(K

1
p ) satisfying for any Fp2 scheme S, any S-point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ), there exists

S-points of Sh0,2 (B1, λ1, η1) and (B2, λ2, η2) such that there exists isogenies B1 → A ∈ Y2,
B2 → A′ ∈ Y1 and B1 ∈ Sp(B2), we have the following diagram:

Y00 C2 Sh0,2

Sh1,1 × Sh1,1 Y2 ×Y1 Sh0,2 × Sh0,2

∼= P1×P1bundle

(1,Sp)

←
p 2×

←
p 1

→
p 2×

→
p 1

• Y11 is a P1×P1 bundle over Sh0,2. More explicitly, if we define C1 as a closed subscheme of
Sh1,1(K

1
p ) satisfying for any Fp2 scheme S, any S-point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ), there exists a

S-point of Sh0,2 (B1, λ1, η1) such that there exists isogenies B1 → A ∈ Y1 and B1 → A′ ∈ Y2,
we have the following diagram:

Y11 C1 Sh0,2

Sh1,1 × Sh1,1 Y1 ×Y2 Sh0,2 × Sh0,2

∼= P1×P1bundle

(1,1)

←
p 1×

←
p 2

→
p 1×

→
p 2

• Y01 and Y10 are all isomorphic to Sh1,1 and they induce a morphism from Sh⊕21,1 → Sh⊕21,1

characterized by

(
1 F

S−1p F 1

)
, where Sp is the standard Hecke action at p.

Proof. Firstly, we show Y00 and Y11 are all P1×P1 bundles over Sh0,2. For simplicity, we only prove
it for Y00. There is a natrual map from Y00 to Sh0,2 such that for any Fp2-scheme S, an S-point

(A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) of Y00 is sent to B which is given by Proposition 5.1.1 with D̃(B)◦1 = D̃(A′)◦1
and D̃(B)◦2 = V D̃(A′)◦2. With a simple argument of deformation theory, we can see such a map
gives Y00 the structure of P1 × P1 bundles over Sh0,2.

Secondly, we show Y00
∼= C2. The proof of Y11

∼= C1 is also similar. In fact, given any S-point
(A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ), we can construct B,B′ as follows. By Proposition 5.1.1, we get two S-points

of Sh0,2 B,B
′ from two pairs of dieudonneé modules (D̃(A′)◦1, V D̃(A′)◦1) and (V D̃(A)◦2, pD̃(A)◦2)

respectively. It is easy to check this gives us the desired isomophism. Thus we get the diagram.
Thirdly, we show Y01 and Y10 are all isomorphic to Sh1,1. Let α1 and β2 be morphisms from Y01

and Y10 to Sh1,1 such that for any Fp2-scheme S, an S-point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) of Y01 or Y10 is
sent to A′ and let β1 and α2 be morphisms from Y01 and Y10 to Sh1,1 such that for any Fp2-scheme
S, an S-point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) of Y01 or Y10 is sent to A. In fact we have the following diagram:

Y01 Sh1,1

Sh1,1 Y10

α1,∼=

β1

β2

α2,∼=

, where α1 and α2 are all isomorphism and β1 and β2 are all purely inseparable morphisms which
are bijective on points.

What remains to show is that

(
1 β2 ◦ α−12

β1 ◦ α−11 1

)
on Sh⊕21,1 induces

(
1 F

S−1p F 1

)
.

In fact, for any Fp2-scheme S, we have the following claim:
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(1) Any S point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) in Y01 is isomorphic to (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, F−1Sp)
10

(2) Any S point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) in Y10 is isomorphic to (A,λ, η,A(p), λ′, η′, F )

As to (1), we find that F ◦φ maps the dieudonné of A (D̃(A)◦1, D̃(A)◦2) to (pD̃(A′(p))◦1, pD̃(A′(p))◦2),

since φ1,∗D̃(A)◦1 = F D̃(A′)◦2 and φ2,∗D̃(A)◦2 = F D̃(A′)◦1. Moreover, we can see F ◦φ gives an isogeny

from A to A′(p) such that A ∈ Sp(A
′).

(2) can be proved similarly by consider the Frobenius action on A and the uniqueness of Propo-
sition 5.1.1.

With the claim, we finish the proof of the proposition. �

With Proposition 7.5, we can describe the intersections of the four closed subschemes as below:

Proposition 7.6. For the intersections of the four closed subschemes, we have:

(1) Y00
⋂

Y01
∼= Y1; Y00

⋂
Y10

∼= Y2;
(2) Y11

⋂
Y01

∼= Y2; Y11
⋂

Y10
∼= Y1;

(3) Y00
⋂

Y11
∼= T.

More explicitly, we can express the intersections as the following diagram:

Y00 = P1 × P1/S Y10 = Sh1,1

T

Y01 = Sh1,1 Y11 = P1 × P1/S

Y2=P1/Sh0,2

Y1=P1/Sh0,2 Y1=P1/Sh0,2

Y2=P1/Sh0,2

Proof. The proof of (1) and (2) are similar. For simplicity, we only give the proof of Y00
⋂
Y01

∼= Y01

and (3).
First, we show Y00

⋂
Y01

∼= Y01. We define a morphism α : Y00
⋂

Y01 → Y1 as following: Let k
be a perfect field containinng Fp2 , suppose y = (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) is a k-point of Y00

⋂
Y01. We let

Ẽ1 = D̃(A′)◦1 and Ẽ2 = V D̃(A′)◦1 ⊆ D̃(A′)◦2. Then it can be checked that F (Ẽi) ⊆ Ẽ3−i and V (Ẽi) ⊆
Ẽ3−i for i = 1, 2. Applying PropositionProposition 5.1.1 with Ẽ1, Ẽ2, we get a triple (B,λ′′, η′′) and
anOD-equivariant isogeny φ

′ : B → A′, whereB is an abelian variety over k with an action ofOD, λ
′′

is a prime-to-p polarization on B, and η′′ is a prime-to-p level structure on B respectively, such that
φ′∨ ◦ λ′ ◦ φ′ = pλ′′. Moreover we have φ′ ◦ η′′ = η′. Moreover, the dimension formula (5.1.3) implies
that ω◦B∨/k,1 has dimension 0, and ω◦B∨/k,2 has dimension n. Therefore, (B,λ′′, η′′) is a point of

Sh0,n. and (A′, λ′, η′, B, λ′′, η′′, φ′) ∈ Y1. In this way, we define α(y) = (A′, λ′, η′, B, λ′′, η′′, φ′). Now
we construct β and check it is the converse of α. Suppose y′ = (A′, λ′, η′, B, λ′′, η′′.φ′) is a k-point of

Y1. Let Ẽ1 = F D̃(A′)◦2 and Ẽ2 = F D̃(A′)◦1 ⊆ D̃(A′)◦2. Then it can be checked that F (Ẽi) ⊆ Ẽ3−i and
V (Ẽi) ⊆ Ẽ3−i for i = 1, 2. Applying PropositionProposition 5.1.1 with Ẽ1, Ẽ2, we get a triple (A,λ, η)
and an OD-equivariant isogeny φ : A → A′, where A is an abelian variety over k with an action of
OD, λ is a prime-to-p polarization on B, and η is a prime-to-p level structure on A respectively,
such that φ∨ ◦ λ′ ◦ φ = pλ. Moreover we have φ′ ◦ η = η′. Moreover, the dimension formula (5.1.3)
implies that ω◦A∨/k,1 has dimension 1, and ω◦A∨/k,2 has dimension 1. Therefore, (A,λ, η) is a point

of Sh1,1. and (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈ Y00
⋂

Y01. In this way, we define β(y′) = (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ′).
It can be checked directly α and β are inverse of each other on points.

To show α gives isomorphism between Y00
⋂

Y01 and Y1, it suffices to check α induces an isomor-
phism on tangent spaces as the two schemes are smooth. Let y′ = (A′, λ′, η′, B, λ′′, η′′.φ′) ∈ Y1(k) be

10It may not be valid to write F−1 as an isogeny. It just means after the Hecke action Sp acts on A, it is isomorphic
to the image of A′ under F .
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a closed point. Consider the infinitesimal deformation over k[ǫ] = k[t]/t2. Note that (B,λ′′, η′′) has
a unique deformation to k[ǫ], namely the trivial deformation. By the Serre-Tate and Grothendieck-

Messing deformation theory in Subsection 5.2, giving a deformation (Â′, λ̂′, η′) of (A′, λ′, η′) to
k[ǫ] is equvialent to giving free k[ǫ]-submodules ω̂◦A′∨,i ⊆ Hcris

1 (A′/k[ǫ])◦i for i = 1, 2 which lift

ω◦A′∨/k,i. The isogeny φ′ and the polarization λ′ deform to an isogeny φ̂ : B̂ → Â′ and a polar-

ization λ̂ : Â′∨ → Â′, necessarily unique if they exist. In the other way, we see for any point
y = (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈ Y00

⋂
Y01(k), the deformation is completely determined by the defor-

mation of (A′, λ′, η′). Hence α induces a bijection on tangent spaces. Hence we finish the proof of
Y00

⋂
Y01

∼= Y1.
Now we give the proof of (3). Similar as above, we construct a morpshim α′ : Y00

⋂
Y11 as

follows: Let k be a perfect field containing Fp2 , suppose y = (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈ Y00
⋂

Y11(k).

We let Ẽ1 = V D̃(A)◦2, Ẽ ′1 = D̃(A′)◦1 and Ẽ2 = pD̃(A)◦2, Ẽ ′2 = V D̃(A′)◦1. Applying Proposition 5.1.1

with Ẽ1, Ẽ2 and Ẽ ′1, Ẽ ′2 repectively, we get two triples (B1, λ1, η1), (B2, λ2, η2) and two OD-equivariant
isogenies φ1 : B1 → A,φ2 : B2 → A′ where B1, B2 are two abelian varieties over k with an action of
OD, λ1, λ2 are prime-to-p polarizations on B1, B2, and η1, η2 are two prime-to-p level structures on
B1, B2 respectively, such that φ∨1 ◦λ◦φ1 = pλ1 and φ

∨
2 ◦λ′ ◦φ2 = pλ2. Moreover we have φ1 ◦η1 = η

and φ2 ◦ η2 = η′. Moreover, the dimension formula (5.1.3) implies that ω◦B∨1 /k,1
and ω◦B∨2 /k,1

have

dimension 0, and ω◦B∨1 /k,2
and ω◦B∨2 /k,2

have dimension n. Therefore, (B1, λ1, η1) and (B2, λ2, η2)

is two points of Sh0,n. Then (A,λ, η,B1, λ1, η1, φ1) ∈ Y2 and (A′, λ′, η′, B2, λ2, η2, φ2) ∈ Y2. In this

way, we define α′(y) = (B1, λ1, η1, B2, λ2, η2, φ
−1
2 ◦ φ ◦ φ1) ∈ T. Using a similar argument as above,

we can show α′ is an isomorphism. This concludes the proof. �

It can be checked directly that the intersection Y00
⋂
Y01, Y00

⋂
Y10, Y11

⋂
Y01, Y11

⋂
Y10 are all

of dimension 1, but Y00
⋂

Y11 = Y10
⋂

Y01 are of dimension 0. To prove the Ihara lemma, we hope
to get a strictly semi-stable scheme which is defined as below and use weight spectral sequence [23].

Following [9], we get:

Proposition 7.7. Let x be a closed geometric point of Sh1,1(K
1
p ), then the completion of the strictly

henselization of the local ring of Sh1,1(K
1
p ) is

W (Fp)[[X1, Y1,X2, Y2]]/(X1Y1 − p,X2Y2 − p).

Without loss of generality, we only need to consider the case SpecZp[[X1, Y1,X2, Y2]]/(X1Y1 −
p,X2Y2 − p). Blowing up at (X1,X2), we get Proj Zp[[X1, Y1,X2, Y2]][T1, T2]/(X1Y1 − p,X2Y2 −
p,X1T1 −X2T2, Y1T2 − Y2T1). It is easy to see it is strictly semistable as in the following diagram:

A2 A2 BlptA2 A2

A2 A2 A2 BlptA2

P1

P1 P1

P1

P1 P1 P1

P1 P1

.
The four vertices of each square denotes the closed subschemes determined by the ideal sheaves

(X1,X2), (X1, Y2), (Y1,X2), (Y1, Y2). And each edge means the intersection of two vertices adjacent
to it.

As illustrated in this toy model, we can get a strictly semi-stable model by blowing up the integral
model Sh1,1(K

1
p ) at the closed subscheme corresponds to Y00 in the special fiber. We denote it (resp.

its special fiber) by S̃h1,1(K
1
p )(resp. S̃h1,1(K

1
p )). We have S̃h1,1(K

1
p ) = Ỹ00

⋃
Y01

⋃
Y10

⋃
Ỹ11. The
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special fiber after blowing up can be decribed by the following diagram:

Ỹ00 = P̃1 × P1/Sh0,2 Y10 = Sh1,1

Y01 = Sh1,1 Ỹ11 = P̃1 × P1/Sh0,2

Y2=P1/Sh0,2

Y1=P1/Sh0,2 T×P1 Y1=P1/Sh0,2

Y2=P1/Sh0,2

Applying Proposition B.4 to Sh1,n−1(K1
p ), we can get a weight spectral sequence.

we can write E1-page of the weight spectral sequence as the following diagram:

H0
ét(Y

(2)

Fp
)(−2) H2

ét(Y
(1)

Fp
)(−1) H4

ét(Y
(0)

Fp
) 0 0

0 H1
ét(Y

(1)

Fp
)(−1) H3

ét(Y
(0)

Fp
) 0 0

0 H0
ét(Y

(1)

Fp
)(−1) H2

ét(Y
(0)

Fp
)⊕H0

ét(Y
(2)

Fp
)(−1) H2

ét(Y
(1)

Fp
) 0

0 0 H1
ét(Y

(0)

Fp
) H1

ét(Y
(1)

Fp
) 0

0 0 H0
ét(Y

(0)

Fp
) H0

ét(Y
(1)

Fp
) H0

ét(Y
(2)

Fp
)

with the middle term of the last row at index (0, 0) and Ep,q1 = 0 for q > 2 or q < −2.
It is easy to see that at the index (1, 0), the spectral sequence degenerates at E2 page. Hence the

short sequence at the bottom of the E1-page is exact after localizing at a non-Eisenstein and ’generic
’m as in 1.5. Now we give a proof of theorem 6.2(1) by analyzing such a short exact sequence:

Proof of theorem 6.2(1). After localization, the short exact sequence above is equivalent to

H0(Sh0,2)
⊕2
m

α−→ H0(Sh0,2)
⊕4
m ⊕H0(T)m

β−→ H0(T)⊕2m

with αt =

(
−Sp −1 0 0 −←p

∗

0 0 1 1
→
p
∗

)
and β =

( ←
p
∗

0
→
p
∗

0 −TSp

0
→
p 0

←
p
∗

−1

)
, where we use αt to

express the transverse of α. We use T to express the geometric special fiber of T. Since Imα = Kerβ,

we get for any (x, y, z, w, r) ∈ H0(Sh0,2)
⊕4
m ⊕H0(T)m satisfying

←
p
∗
x+
→
p
∗
z−TSpr =

←
p
∗
y+
→
p
∗
w−r =

0, i.e (x, y, z, w, r) ∈ Kerβ, we get that there exists (s, t) ∈ H0(Sh0,2)
⊕2
m such that (x, y, z, w, r) =

(−Sps,−s, t, t, ,−
←
p
∗
s +

→
p
∗
t). Therefore, x = Spy and z = w. Since Sp is an isormorphism as a

morphism, we get if −←p
∗
s+
→
p
∗
t = 0, then s = t = 0. Hence the map H0(Sh0,2)

⊕2
m

(
←
p
∗

,
→
p
∗

)−−−−−→ H0(T)m
is injective. By Poincaré duality, we get the definite Ihara lemma. �

The proof of Indefinite Ihara lemma from the definite Ihara lemma makes no difference from the
case n ≥ 3, so we omit the proof of Indefinite Ihara lemma here.
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8. Stratification of Sh1,n−1

In this section, we analyze the Ekedahl-Oort stratification and the Newton stratification of
Sh1,n−1. For general theory of these two stratifications of unitary Shimura varieties, we refer to [27]
as a reference.

Firstly, we analyze the Ekedahl-Oort stratification of Sh1,n−1.
We take G = ResQp2/Q

GLn × Gm. Then G has Weyl group W = Sn × Sn and the p-Frobenius

morphism of G induces a map Ψ : W →W by switching the two components of the Weyl group.
Let A = (A,λ, η) ∈ Sh1,n−1(Fp) and let D◦ = D1(A)

◦
⊕

D2(A)
◦ be the summation of the

Dieudonné module of A[p] of rank 2n. Then there is a canonical action of G on D◦. By applying
F, V −1 to (0) ⊆ D◦ until it stabilizes, we obtain an F, V −1-stable flag of D◦,

C• : C0 = (0) ⊆ · · · ⊆ Cn = D◦[V ] = F (D◦) ⊆ · · · ⊆ C2n = D◦,

where dim Ci = i, called the canonical flag of A. More details on the canonical filtration can be
found in [18, Section 2.5,4.4,6.3].

Let any extension of C• to a complete OK-invariant symplectic flag of D◦ be called a conjugate
flag of A. Let C• denote a conjugate filtration of A and let Q = Stab(C•). It is easy to see that Q
is a Borel group as C• is a complete filtration.

Let J be the type of P = Stab(D◦[F ] = VD◦ ⊆ D◦) which is independent on the choice of
A but only dependent on the moduli problem of Sh1,n−1. Now for each A, we get an element
ω((A)) in JW = WJ W which represents the relative position of P and Q defined in Appendix A.

Since D(A)◦1/V D̃(A)◦1 has rank n − 1 over Fp and D(A)◦2/VD(A)◦2 has rank 1 over Fp, we get
WJ = Sn\{s1} × Sn\{sn−1} where s1 = (1, 2) and sn−1 = (n − 1, n). Any (ω1, ω2) ∈ JW satisfies
w−11 (2) < w−11 (3) · · · < w−11 (n) and w−12 (1) < w−12 (2) < · · · < w−12 (n− 1).

There is a partial order on JW , denoted by 6Ψ: For any (ω1, ω2), (ω
′
1, ω
′
2) ∈ JW , we say

(ω′1, ω
′
2) 6Ψ (ω1, ω2) if and only if there exists y ∈WJ such that

y(ω′1, ω
′
2)xΨ(y−1)x−1 6 (ω1, ω2),

where 6 is the Bruhat order and x = ω0ω0,Ψ(J) with ω0 and ω0,Ψ(J) to be the element of maximal
length in W and WJ .

Definition 8.1. In Sh1,n−1, the Ekedahl-Oort stratum associated to ω ∈J W is a locally closed
reduced subscheme V ω with geometric points given by

V ω := {A ∈ Sh1,n−1|ω(A) = ω}.
By [27, Theorem 2,3], we get the following theorem:

Theorem 8.2. (1) For all ω ∈J W , the Ekedahl-Oort stratum V ω is non-empty and equidi-
mensional of dimension ℓ(ω), which is the length of ω ∈ W and is equal to ℓ(ω1) + ℓ(ω2) if
ω = (ω1, ω2).

(2) The Ekedahl-Oort strata are non-singular and quasi-affine.
(3) The closure of an Ekedahl-Oort stratum is a union of Ekedahl-Oort strata with respect to

the partial order 6Ψ on JW . That is,

V
ω
=

⊔

ω′6Ψω

V ω′ .

By convention, we will call the minimal Ekedahl-Oort stratum the core locus and the maximal
Ekedahl-Oort stratum the µ-ordinary locus.

Based on Theorem 8.2, we have the following proposition:

Proposition 8.3. (1) There are n2 Ekedahl-Oort strata in Sh1,n−1 which is characterized by

ω−11 (1) and ω−12 (n) for (ω1, ω2) ∈ JW . From now on, we use the notation (ω1, ω2) = (a, b)

to mean ω−11 (1) = a and ω−12 (n) = b.
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(2) The Ekedahl-Oort stratum corresponds to (ω1, ω2) ∈ JW has dimension d = ω−11 (1) −
ω−12 (n) + n− 1.

(3) Suppose (ω1, ω2) = (a, b) and (ω′1, ω
′
2) = (a′, b′), then V ω′ ⊆ V

ω
if and only if it satisfies one

of the following conditions:
• a ≥ a′ and b ≤ b′;
• a′ − b′ ≤ 0 ≤ a− b.

Proof. Since any (ω1, ω2) ∈ JW satisfies w−11 (2) < w−11 (3) · · · < w−11 (n) and w−12 (1) < w−12 (2) <

· · · < w−12 (n− 1), we get (1) easily.

For (2), we notice that ℓ(ω1) =
n−1∑
i=1

ω−11 (i) − i and ℓ(ω2) = ω−12 (1) − 1. Thus we can get (2)

directly.
For (3), even though we can compute it with Theorem 8.2 directly, we will prove it with Newton

stratification and some more detailed analysis of Ekedahl-Oort strata in the supersingular locus of
Sh1,n−1. Hence we delay the proof later. �

By [18, Theorem 4.7], we get the following explicit description of the action of F, V on D◦:

Proposition 8.4. For every (ω1, ω2) ∈ JW and each A ∈ V (ω1,ω2), we get there is a model for D◦

such that each D◦i has a basis ei,1 . . . ei,n for i = 1, 2 and F, V act on D◦ as follows:

F (ei,j) =

{
0 ωi(j) ≤ f(i)
ei+1,a ωi(j) = f(i) + a

and

V (ei+1,j) =

{
0 j ≤ n− f(i)
ei+1,a j = n− f(i) + ωi(a)

where i ∈ Z/2Z and f(1) = 1, f(2) = n− 1.

Proof. It can be checked directly by taking F = {1, 2} and f(1) = 1, f(2) = n− 1 in [18, Theorem
4.7]. �

With Proposition 8.4, we get the following proposition:

Proposition 8.5. For (ω1, ω2) = (a, b) ∈ JW , we have V (ω1,ω2) ∈ ←pn+1−i(Yn+1−i) if and only if

a ≤ i ≤ b. In particular, we have V (ω1,ω2) ∈ Shss1,n−1 if and only if a ≤ b.

Proof. The ”if” part can be obtained by direct calculation with Proposition 8.4.
Let k be a finite extension of Fp2 . By Proposition 8.4, we get for any A = (A,λ, η) ∈ V (ω1,ω2)(k),

there is a basis of D(A)◦1 ⊕ D(A)◦2, denoted by {ei,j | i = 1, 2; 1 ≤ j ≤ n} such that F, V act on
D(A)◦1 ⊕D(A)◦2 by

F (e1,i) =





e2,i if 1 ≤ i ≤ a− 1;
0 if i = a;
e2,i−1 if i ≥ a+ 1.

F (e2,i) =





0 if 1 ≤ i ≤ b− 1;
e1,1 if i = b;
0 if i ≥ b+ 1.

V (e1,i) =





0 if i = 1;
e2,i−1 if 2 ≤ i ≤ b;
e2,i if b+ 1 ≤ i ≤ n;

V (e2,i) =





0 if 1 ≤ i ≤ a− 1;
0 if a ≤ i ≤ n− 1;
e1,a if i = n.

Therefore, for any a ≤ i ≤ b, we let E1 = k{e1,1, e1,2, . . . , e1,i} and E2 = k{e2,1, . . . , e2,i−1}. Then
it can be checked that F (Ei) ⊆ E3−i and V (Ei) ⊆ E3−i for i = 1, 2. Applying Proposition 5.1.1 and
the remark below with E1,E2, we get a triple (B,λ′, η′) and an OD-equivariant isogeny φ : B → A,
where B is an abelian variety over k with an action of OD, λ

′ is a prime-to-p polarization on B, and
η′ is a prime-to-p level structure on B respectively, such that φ∨ ◦ λ ◦ φ = pλ′. Moreover we have
φ◦η′ = η.Moreover, the dimension formula (5.1.2) implies that ω◦B∨/k,1 has dimension 0, and ω◦B∨/k,2
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has dimension n. Therefore, (B,λ′, η′) is a point of Sh0,n. and (A,λ, η,B, λ′, η′, φ) ∈ Yn+1−i.. This
finish the proof of the ‘if’ part.

Conversely, by [11, Proposition 6.4], we get the intersection of Yi and Yj has dimension at most
of n+ i− j for 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n. This restricts the ‘only if’ part must hold. �

Now we begin to analyze the Newton stratification of Sh1,n−1.
Via [21, Theorem 3.8], the Newton stratification of Sh1,n−1 coincides with the Newton polygon

stratification Sh1,n−1. So we study the Newton polygon stratification below and call it the Newton
stratification of Sh1,n−1.

Definition 8.6. Let k be a perfect field of characteristic p and W (k) be the witt vector ring
corresponding to k. We say a pair (P, π) is a Q(k) = Frac(W (k))-isocrystal if P is a finite-
dimensional Q(k)-vector space together with a σ-linear automorphism F . In particular, for any

abelian variety A over k, the p-divisible group A[p∞] gives an isocrystal (D̃◦⊗W (k)Q(k) = (D̃(A)◦1⊕
D̃(A)◦2)⊗W (k) Q(k), F ⊗ 1).

Following [5], for each field k of finite extension over Fp and abelian variety A over k, the

isocrystal (D̃◦ ⊗W (k)Q(k) = (D̃(A)◦1 ⊕ D̃(A)◦2)⊗W (k)Q(k), F ⊗ 1) has a unique decomposition such

that D̃◦ ⊗W (k) Q(k) =
r⊕
i=1

N(λi), where 0 ≤ λ1 < · · · < λr are the slopes corresponds to the

isocrystal and N(λi) is the simplest isocrystal of slope λi. The multiplicity of each λi is equal to the
dimension of N(λi) over Q(k). Considering the multiplicity, we use λ• to denote a sequence of slopes
0 ≤ λ1 ≤ · · · ≤ λ2n and λ•(A) to denote the sequence of slopes of the isocrystal corresponds to
A. Each slope λ• defines a Newton polygon by connecting the points in x-y-plane with coordinates
(i, λi) by line segments. Now we give the definition of Newton stratification:

Definition 8.7. For every sequence of slopes λ•, the Newton stratum associated to it is a locally
closed reduced subscheme of Sh1,n−1, denoted by Nλ• such that

Nλ• = {A ∈ Sh1,n−1 | λ•(A) = λ•}.
For two different Netwon strata determined by λ• and λ

′
•, we have Nλ′• ⊆ N

λ•
if and only if the

Newton polygon defined by λ• is below the one of λ′•.

Proposition 8.8. There are n(n−1)
2 +1 Newton strata in Sh1,n−1. More explicitly, we have Shss1,n−1

corresponds to the Newton stratum with all the slopes to be 1
2 . The others can be expressed as

Na,b, the sequence of slopes of which is ((a−12a )2a, (12)
2b−2a, ( n−b

2n−2b )
2n−2b) with 1 ≤ a, b ≤ n − 1.

The dimension of Na,b is b − a + n. Moreover, we have the Ekedahl-Oort strata contained in the
nonsupersingular locus are in bijection with the Newton strata contained in the nonsupersingular
locus, given by Na,b ∼= V (ω1,ω2) with (ω1, ω2) = (b, a).

Proof. Calculate by definition as in [27], we have each slope must have even multiplicities and the
µ-ordinary locus corresponds to the sequence of slopes (02, (12 )

2n−4, 12). This forces admissible se-

quences of slopes corresponds to nonsupersingular locus can only be ((a−12a )2a, (12)
2b−2a, (n−b+1

2n−2b )
2n−2b)

with 1 ≤ a ≤ b ≤ n − 1. Thus we get there can only be n(n−1)
2 + 1 Newton strata in Sh1,n−1. It is

well known that Shss1,n−1 corresponds to the Newton stratum with all the slopes to be 1
2 .

Assume 1 ≤ a ≤ b ≤ n−1. We want to show there is a bijection between the Ekedahl-Oort strata
contained in the nonsupersingular locus and the Newton strata contained in the nonsupersingular
locus, given by Na,b ∼= V (ω1,ω2) with (ω1, ω2) = (b, a). Suppose {ei,j | i = 1, 2; 1 ≤ j ≤ n} is a basis

as in Proposition 8.5. Take D̃′◦ =W (Fp){ei,j | i = 1, 2; 1 ≤ j ≤ n} such that

F (e1,i) =





e2,i if 1 ≤ i ≤ b− 1;
pe2,n if i = b;
e2,i−1 if i ≥ b+ 1.

F (e2,i) =





pe1,i+1 if 1 ≤ i ≤ a− 1;
e1,1 if i = a;
pe1,i if i ≥ a+ 1.
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V (e1,i) =





pe2,a if i = 1;
e2,i−1 if 2 ≤ i ≤ a;
e2,i if a+ 1 ≤ i ≤ n;

V (e2,i) =





pe1,i if 1 ≤ i ≤ b− 1;
pe1,i+1 if b ≤ i ≤ n− 1;
e1,b if i = n.

Here we use the same notation to express the basis for simplicity. Then we have F 2aei,j = pa−1ei,j
for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2 and 1 ≤ j ≤ n and V 2n−2bei,j = pn−bei,j for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2 and 1 ≤ j ≤ n. It can

be checked by Remark 8.9 that the sequence of slopes of D̃′◦ is ((a−12a )2a, (12 )
2b−2a, ( n−b

2n−2b )
2n−2b).

Generally, since D◦ = D̃◦/pD̃◦, we can take {ẽi,j | i = 1, 2; 1 ≤ j ≤ n} such that ẽi,j = ei,j in in D◦.

For A ∈ V ω1,ω2 with (ω1, ω2) = (a, b), we have F, V acts on D̃◦ by

F (ẽ1,i) =





ẽ2,i if 1 ≤ i ≤ b− 1;
pẽ2,n if i = b;
ẽ2,i−1 if i ≥ b+ 1.

F (ẽ2,i) =





pẽ1,i+1 if 1 ≤ i ≤ a− 1;
ẽ1,1 if i = a;
pẽ1,i if i ≥ a+ 1.

V (e1,i) =





pẽ2,a if i = 1;
ẽ2,i−1 if 2 ≤ i ≤ a;
ẽ2,i if a+ 1 ≤ i ≤ n;

V (e2,i) =





pẽ1,i if 1 ≤ i ≤ b− 1;
pẽ1,i+1 if b ≤ i ≤ n− 1;
ẽ1,b if i = n.

Here we omit summations pα for some α ∈ D̃◦ which can not delete the summation above in each
formula. For m = 2at + s and 1 ≤ s ≤ 2a, min{k | Fm(D̃◦1(A) ⊕ D̃◦2(A)) ⊆ pk(D̃◦1(A)⊕ D̃◦2(A))} =

(a − 1)(t + 1). For m = (2n − 2b)t + s and 1 ≤ s ≤ 2n − 2b, min{k | V m(D̃◦1(A) ⊕ D̃◦2(A)) ⊆
pk(D̃◦1(A) ⊕ D̃◦2(A))} = (n − b)(t + 1). Therefore, we get by Remark 8.9, the minmal slope and

maximal slope are a−1
2a and n−b

2n−2b respectively, Hence we finish the proof. �

Now we give the proof of (3) in Proposition 8.3:

Proof of (3) in Proposition 8.3. With Proposition 8.8,we get (3) is true when a′ − b′ ≤ 0 ≤ a− b or

a ≥ a′, b ≤ b′ and a − b, a′ − b′ ≥ 0, since for two different sequences of slopes λ•, λ
′
•, N

λ′• ⊆ Nλ•

if and only if the Newton polygon of λ′• is above that of λ•. It remains to show the proposition is
true for a ≥ a′, b ≤ b′ and a− b, a′ − b′ ≤ 0. It comes from Proposition 8.5 directly. �

Remark 8.9. For any S-point of Sh1,n−1, the minimal slope λmin of the isocrystal (D̃◦1(A) ⊕
D̃◦2(A), F ) can be computed by λmin = lim

m→∞

1
m min{k | Fm(D̃◦1(A)⊕D̃◦2(A)) ⊆ pk(D̃◦1(A)⊕D̃◦2(A))}.

Let S be the Serre dual of the p-divisible group A[p∞]. Then by [5], the maximal slope of the
dieudonné module associated to S with respect to F is 1−λmax. Here λmax is the maximal slope λmin

of the isocrystal (D̃◦1(A)⊕ D̃◦2(A), F ). Since the action of F on the dieudonné module associated to

S is induced by the action of V on D̃(A)◦, we get λmax = 1− lim
m→∞

1
m min{k | V m(D̃◦1(A)⊕D̃◦2(A)) ⊆

pk(D̃◦1(A)⊕ D̃◦2(A))}.
As the end of this section, we show the µ-ordinary locus of Sh1,n−1 is affine:

Proposition 8.10. The µ-ordinary locus of Sh1,n−1 is affine.

By Proposition 8.4, it can be checked directly that any S-point (A,λ, η) of Sh1,n−1 is in the Newton

strata of minimal slope not less than 1
4 if and only if F 3D̃(A)◦2 ⊆ V D̃◦1.Moreover, the S-point (A,λ, η)

is in the Newton strata of maximal slope not larger than 3
4 if and only if V 2D◦2 ⊆ F D̃◦1(In fact, we

can get the result from Proposition 8.8 since any such point must be in Y10
⋂

Y11 or Y01
⋂

Y11.).
Take (A, λ, η) to be the universal object of Sh1,n−1. It is in the Newton strata of minimal slope not

less than 1
4 is equivalent to F 2D̃(A)◦2 ⊆ V D̃(A)◦1. This is equivalent to the map F 2 : Lie

◦,(p2)
A/Sh1,n−1,2

→
Lie◦A/Sh1,n−1,2

is trivial. In other words, F 2 is a trivial section in Γ(Sh1,n−1,Lie
◦,(1−p2)
A/Sh1,n−1,2

) if and

only if it is in the Newton strata of minimal slope not less than 1
4 .

In the other way, the universal object (A, λ, η) is in the Newton strata of maximal slope not larger

than 3
4 is equivalent to V 3D̃(A)◦2 ⊆ pD̃(A)◦1. This is equivalent to V

2 : ω◦A∨/Sh1,n−1,1
→ ω

◦,(p2)
A∨/Sh1,n−1,1

34



is trivial. In other words, V 2 is a trivial section in Γ(Sh1,n−1, ω
◦,(p2−1)
A∨/Sh1,n−1,1

) if and only if it is in the

Newton strata of maximal slope not larger than 3
4 .

Thus the universal object is in the µ-ordinary locus is the nonvanishing locus of F 2 ⊗ V 2 ∈
Γ(Sh1,n−1,Lie

◦,(1−p2)
A/Sh1,n−1,2

⊗ω◦,(p
2−1)

A∨/Sh1,n−1,1
). Since ∧nHdR

1 (A/Sh1,n−1)◦2 is trivial, we have the line bundle
Lie◦,−1A/Sh1,n−1,2

⊗ ω◦A∨/Sh1,n−1,1
is ample if and only if ∧nω◦A/Sh1,n−1

is ample, which is a result of [14,

Theorem 7.2.4.1]. Since the the nonvanishing locus of a section of an ample line bundle on a
projective scheme is affine, we have the µ-ordinary locus of Sh1,n−1 is affine.

Remark 8.11. Usually, we call F 2 and V 2 Hasse invariants of Sh1,n−1.

9. Geometry of Sh1,n−1(K
1
p )

In this section, we analyze the geometry of Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ) for n ≥ 3.

Let T = T
(1)
p as in Definition 3.5.1. It can be checked directly that T = Sh0,n(K

1
p ). To prove

Ihara lemma, we introduce Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ), which is defined as the following moduli space:

Definition 9.1. Let Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ) be the moduli space over Fp2 that associates to each locally

noetherian Fp2-scheme S, the set of isomorphism classes of tuples (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ), where

• (A,λ, η) is an S-point of Sh1,n−1,
• (A′, λ′, η′) is an S-point of Sh1,n−1, and
• φ : A → A′ is an OD-equivariant p-quasi-isogeny (i.e., pmφ-quasi-isogeny is an isogeny of
p-power order fr some integer m),

such that

• λ′ = φ∨ ◦ λ ◦ φ,
• φ ◦ η′ = η, and
• the cokernels of the maps

φ∗,1 : H
dR
1 (A/S)◦1 → HdR

1 (A′/S)◦1 and φ∗,2 : H
dR
1 (A/S)◦2 → HdR

1 (A′/S)◦2

are both locally free OS-modules of rank 1.

Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ) is union of four closed schemes Sh1,n−1(K

1
p ) = Y00

⋃
Y01

⋃
Y10

⋃
Y11, where the

four closed subschemes are defined as a moduli subspace such that for each locally noetherian Fp2-
scheme S an S-point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) in Yij for 0 ≤ i, j ≤ 1 is an S-point of Sh1,1(K

1
p ) satisfying

(1.i)(2.j) below:

• (1.0) ω◦A∨,1 = Ker(φ∗,1), (1.1) ω
◦
A′∨,1

= Im(φ∗,1).

• (2.0) Ker(φ∗,2) = ω◦A∨,2, (2.1) Im(φ∗,2) = ω◦
A′∨,2

.

It can be checked directly that if (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) is an S-point of Y00, then A and A′ are all
supersingular. However, A and A′ can be nonsupersingular if (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) is an S-point of
Y11.

11 Using deformation theory in Subsection5.2, we get:

Proposition 9.2. For 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2,Yij are all smooth of dimension 2n − 2, which comes from
calculation of the tangent sheaf TYij = Fi ⊕Gj where Fi and Gj satisfy:

(1) F0 = Hom
(
ω◦
A′∨/Sh1,n−1,1

,Lie◦
A′/Sh1,n−1,1

)
,

(2) 0 → Hom
(
ω◦A∨/Sh1,n−1,1

,
φ−1
∗,1(ω

◦

A∨/Sh1,n−1,1
)

ω◦
A∨/Sh1,n−1,1

)
→ F1 → Hom

(
ω◦
A′∨/Sh1,n−1,1

,
Imφ∗,1

ω◦
A
′∨/Sh1,n−1,1

)
→ 0

is exact,
(3) G0 = Hom

(
ω◦A∨/Sh1,n−1,2

,Lie◦A/Sh1,n−1,2

)
,

11It is the main difference between the case n ≥ 3 and the case n = 2.
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(4) 0 → Hom
( ω◦

A
′∨/Sh1,n−1,2

φ∗,2(ω◦
A∨/Sh1,n−1,2

) ,Lie
◦
A′/Sh1,n−1,2

)
→ G1 → Hom

(ω◦A∨/Sh1,n−1,2

Im(ψ∗,2)
,Lie◦A/Sh1,n−1,2

)
→

0 is exact.

The tangent sheaves TYij are all locally free of rank 2n− 2.

Proof. The proof is the same as the case n = 2, so we omit here. We should remark that the reason
the sheaves F2 and G2 can not be written as direct sums is that we can not lift the two sheaves
simultaneously. �

Remark 9.3. By [11, Remark 3.7], points in Y00 are supersingular.

We introduce some new correspondences now.

Definition 9.4. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n−1, let Ci be the moduli space over Fp2 that associates to each locally
noetherian Fp2-scheme S, the set of isomorphism classes of (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ,B, λ′′, η′′, ψ, ψ′),
where

• (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈ Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ),

• (B,λ′′, η′′) ∈ Sh0,n,
• ψ is an isogeny from B to A such that (A,λ, η,B, λ′′, η′′, ψ) ∈ Yi and ψ

′ is an isogeny from
B to A such that (A′, λ′, η′, B, λ′′, η′′, ψ′) ∈ Yi+1.

• φ ◦ ψ = ψ′

We also let Cn be the moduli space over Fp2 that associates to each locally noetherian Fp2-scheme
S, the set of isomorphism classes of tuples (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ,B1, λ

′′
1, η
′′
1 , B2, λ

′′
2, η
′′
2 , ψ, ψ

′), where

• (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈ Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ),

• (B1, λ
′′
1 , η
′′
1 ), (B2, λ

′′
2 , η
′′
2 ) ∈ Sh0,n,

• ψ is an isogeny from B1 to A such that (A,λ, η,B1, λ
′′
1, η
′′
1 , ψ) ∈ Yn and ψ′ is an isogeny from

B2 to A′ such that (A′, λ′, η′, B2, λ
′′
2 , η
′′
2 , ψ

′) ∈ Y1.
• B1 ∈ Sp(B2).

It can be shown for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, each Ci is representable by a smooth and projective scheme over
Sh0,n. There is a natural projection from Ci to Sh0,n mapping (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ,B, λ′′, η′′, ψ, ψ′)
to (B,λ′′, η′′)which we denote by pr′i. And there is a natrual projection from C ′i to Sh1,n−1(K

1
p )

mapping (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ,B, λ′′, η′′, ψ, ψ′) to (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ), denoted by pri.
The moduli problem for Ci for 1 ≤ i ≤ n is slightly complicated. We will introduce a more explict

moduli space and then show they are isomorphic.
For 1 ≤ i ≤ n−1, consider the functor C ′i which associates to each locally noetherian Fp2-scheme

S, the set of isomorphism classes of tuples (B,λ′′, η′′,H1,H2,H
′
1,H

′
2), where

• (B,λ′′, η′′) is an S-valued point of Sh0,n;

• H1,H
′
1 ⊂ HdR

1 (B/S)◦1 are OS -subbundles of rank i and i + 1 respectively and H2,H
′
2 ⊂

HdR
1 (B/S)◦2 are OS-subbundles of rank i− 1 and i respectively. They satisfy:

(1) V −1(H
(p)
2 ) ⊆ V −1(H

′(p)
2 )

⋂
H1, V

−1(H
′(p)
2 )

⋃
H1 ⊆ H ′1,

(2) H2 ⊆ H ′2
⋂
F (H

(p)
1 ),H

(p)
2

⋃
F (H

(p)
1 ) ⊆ F (H

′(p)
1 ).

Here, F : HdR
1 (B/S)

◦,(p)
1

∼−→ HdR
1 (B/S)◦2 and V : HdR

1 (B/S)◦1
∼−→ HdR

1 (B/S)
◦,(p)
2 are respec-

tively the Frobenius and Verschiebung homomorphisms, which are actually isomorphisms
because of the signature condition on Sh0,n.

There is a natural projection π′i : C
′
i → Sh0,n given by (B,λ′, η′,H1,H2,H

′
1,H

′
2) 7→ (B,λ′, η′).

Proposition 9.5. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, the functor C ′i is representable by a scheme C ′i smooth and
projective over Sh0,n of dimension n. Moreover, if (B, λ′′, η′′,H1,H2,H′1,H′2) denotes the universal
object over C ′i, then the tangent bundle of C ′i is

TY ′j ,y0
∼= F⊕G,
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where F,G satisfies:

• 0 → HomSh0,n

(
H′1/V −1(H

′(p)
2 ),HdR

1 (B0/Sh0,n)
◦
1/H′1

)∗ → F

→ HomSh0,n

(
H1/V

−1(H(p)
2 ),H′1/H1

)
→ 0 is exact.

• 0 → HomSh0,n

(
H′2/H2, F (H

′,(p)
1 )/H′2

)
→ G → HomSh0,n

(
H2, F (H(p)

1 )/H2

)
→ 0 is exact.

Proof. For each integer m with 0 ≤ m ≤ n and i = 1, 2, let Gr(HdR
1 (B/Sh0,n)◦i ,m) be the Grass-

mannian scheme over Sh0,n that parametrizes subbundles of the universal de Rham homology

HdR
1 (B/Sh0,n)◦i of rank m. Then C ′i is a closed subfunctor of product of Grassmannian schemes.

The representability of C ′i follows. Moreover, C ′j is projective.

We show now that the structural map π′i : C
′
i → Sh0,n is smooth of relative dimension n. Let

S0 →֒ S be an immersion of locally noetherian Fp2-schemes with ideal sheaf I satisfying I2 = 0.
Suppose we are given a commutative diagram

S0
g0 //

��

C ′i

π′i
��

S
h //

g
==④

④
④

④
④

Sh0,n

with solid arrows. We have to show that, locally for the Zariski topology on S0, there is a morphism
g : S → C ′i making the diagram commute. Let B be the abelian scheme over S given by h, and B0

be the base change to S0. The morphism g0 gives rises to subbundles H1,H
′
1 ⊂ HdR

1 (B0/S0)
◦
1 and

H2,H
′
2 ⊂ HdR

1 (B0/S0)
◦
2 with

(1) V −1(H
(p)
2 ) ⊆ V −1(H

′(p)
2 )

⋂
H1, V

−1(H
′(p)
2 )

⋃
H1 ⊆ H

′
1,

(2) H2 ⊆ H
′
2

⋂
F (H

(p)
1 ),H

(p)
2

⋃
F (H

(p)
1 ) ⊆ F (H

′(p)
1 ).

Finding g is equivalent to finding a subbundle Hi,H
′
i ⊂ HdR

1 (B/S)◦i which lifts each H i for i = 1, 2
and satisfies the same conditions above; this is certainly possible when passing to small enough
affine open subsets of S0. Thus π′i : C

′
i → Sh0,n is formally smooth, and hence smooth. We note

that F ∗S : OS → OS factors through OS0 . Hence V −1(H
(p)
2 ), V −1(H

′(p)
2 ), F (H

(p)
1 ) and F (H

′(p)
1 )

actually depend only on H1,H
′
1,H2 and H2, but not on the lifts H1,H

′
1 and H2,H

′
2. Therefore,

the possible lifts H2 form a torsor under the group

HomOS0

(
H2, F (H

(p)
1 )/H2

)
⊗OS0

I.

Similarly the possible lifts H1 form a torsor under the group

HomOS0

(
H1/V

−1(H
(p)
2 ),H

′
1/H1

)
⊗OS0

I.

The possible lifts H ′1 form a torsor under the group

HomOS0

(
H
′
1/V

−1(H
′(p)
2 ),HdR

1 (B0/S0)
◦
1/H

′
1

)
⊗OS0

I.

The possible lifts H ′2 form a torsor under the group

HomOS0

(
H
′
2/H2, F (H

′,(p)
1 )/H

′
2

)
⊗OS0

I.

To compute the tangent bundle TY ′j , we take S = Spec(OS0 [ǫ]/ǫ
2) and I = ǫOS . The morphism

g0 : S0 → C ′i corresponds to an S0-valued point of C ′i, say c0. Then the possible liftings g form the
tangent space TC′i at c0, denote by TC′i,c0 . The discussion above shows that

TY ′j ,y0
∼= F⊕G,

where F,G satisfies:
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• 0 → HomOS0

(
H
′
1/V

−1(H
′(p)
2 ),HdR

1 (B0/S0)
◦
1/H

′
1

)
→ F

→ HomOS0

(
H1/V

−1(H
(p)
2 ),H

′
1/H1

)
→ 0 is exact.

• 0 → HomOS0

(
H
′
2/H2, F (H

′,(p)
1 )/H

′
2

)
→ G → HomOS0

(
H2, F (H

(p)
1 )/H2

)
→ 0 is exact.

TC′i is certainly a vector bundle over S0 of rank i− 1 + 1 + (n− i− 1) + 1 = n. Applying this to

the universal case when g0 : S0 → C ′i is the identity morphism, the formula of the tangent bundle
follows. �

To construct a morphism from Ci to C
′
i for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, we need the following lemma:

Lemma 9.6. Let (A,λ, η,B, λ′, η′, φ) be an S-point of Yj. Then the image of φ∗,1 contains both

ω◦A∨/S,1 and F
(
HdR

1 (A/S)
◦,(p)
2

)
, and the image of φ∗,2 is contained in ω◦A∨/S,2 and F

(
HdR

1 (A/S)
◦,(p)
1

)
.

Proof. See [11, Lemma 4.6]. �

There is a natural morphism α : Ci → C ′i for 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1 defined as follows. For a locally
noetherian Fp2-scheme S and an S-point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ,B, λ′′, η′′, ψ, ψ′) of Ci, we define

H1 := ψ−1∗,1(ω
◦
A∨/S,1) ⊆ HdR

1 (B/S)◦1, and H2 := pψ
′−1
∗,1 (ω

◦
A∨/S,2) ⊆ HdR

1 (B/S)◦2.

H ′1 := ψ
′−1
∗,2 (ω◦A′∨/S,1) ⊆ HdR

1 (B/S)◦1, and H ′2 := pψ
′−1
∗,2 (ω

◦
A′∨/S,2) ⊆ HdR

1 (B/S)◦2.

In particular, H1,H
′
1,H2 and H ′2 are OS-subbundles of rank i, i + 1, i − 1 and i, respectively. By

9.6, we can easily see α is well-defined.
Therefore, we have a well-defined map α : Ci → C ′i given by

α : (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ,B, λ′′, η′′, ψ, ψ′) 7−→ (B,λ′′, η′′,H1,H2,H
′
1,H

′
2).

Moreover, it is clear from the definition that π′i ◦ α = pr′i.

Proposition 9.7. The morphism α is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let k be a perfect field containing Fp2 . We first prove that α induces a bijection of points

α : Ci(k)
∼−→ C ′i(k). It suffices to show that there exists a morphism of sets β : C ′i(k) → Ci(k) inverse

to α. Let y = (B,λ′′, η′′,H1,H2,H
′
1,H

′
2) ∈ C ′i(k). Let β(y) = (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ,B, λ′′, η′′, ψ, ψ′)

as follows. We let Ẽ1, Ẽ ′1 ⊆ D̃(B)◦1 and Ẽ2, Ẽ ′2 ⊆ D̃(B)◦2 be respectively the inverse images of

V −1(H
(p)
2 ), V −1(H

′(p)
2 ) ⊆ HdR

1 (B/k)◦1 and F (H
(p)
1 ), F (H

′(p)
1 ) ⊆ HdR

1 (B/k)◦2 under the natural re-
duction maps

D̃(B)◦i → D̃(B)◦i /pD̃(B)◦i
∼= HdR

1 (B/k)◦i for i = 1, 2.

The condition (3.4) ensures that F (Ẽi) ⊆ Ẽ3−i and V (Ẽi) ⊆ Ẽ3−i for i = 1, 2. Applying Propo-

sition 5.1.2 with p−1Ẽ1, p−1Ẽ2 and p−1Ẽ ′1, p−1Ẽ ′2, we get two triples (A,λ, η), (A′, λ′, η′) and two
OD-equivariant isogenies ψ : B → A,ψ′ : B → A′, where A,A′ is abelian varieties over k with an
action of OD, λ, λ

′ are prime-to-p polarizations on A,A′ repectively, and η, η′ are prime-to-p level
structures on A,A′ respectively, such that ψ∨◦λ◦ψ = pλ′′ and ψ′∨◦λ′◦ψ′ = pλ′′. Moreover we have
ψ ◦ η′′ = η and ψ′ ◦ η′′ = η′. Moreover, the dimension formula (5.1.3) implies that ω◦A∨/k,1, ω

◦
A′∨/k,1

has dimension 1, and ω◦A∨/k,2, ω
◦
A′∨/k,2 has dimension n− 1. Therefore, (A,λ, η), (A′, λ′, η′) are two

points of Sh1,n−1. and (A,λ, η,B, λ′′, η′′, ψ) ∈ Yi, (A
′, λ′, η′, B, λ′′, η′′, ψ′) ∈ Yi+1. Take φ = ψ′ ◦ ψ−1

to be an quasi-isogeny from A to A′. Then we can check (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ,B, λ′′, η′′, ψ, ψ′) is a
point of Sh1,n−1(K

1
p ). This finishes the construction of β(y). It is direct to check that β is the set

theoretic inverse to α : Ci(k) → C ′i(k).
We show now that α induces an isomorphism on the tangent spaces at each closed point; as

we have already shown that C ′i is smooth, it will then follow that α is an isomorphism. Let
x = (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ,B, λ′′, η′′, ψ, ψ′) ∈ Ci(k) be a closed point. Consider the infinitesimal de-

formation over k[ǫ] = k[t]/t2. Note that (B,λ′, η′) has a unique deformation (B̂, λ̂′, η̂′) to k[ǫ],
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namely the trivial deformation. By the Serre–Tate and Grothendieck–Messing deformation theory
(cf. Theorem 5.2.1), deformation of (Â, λ̂, η̂, Â′, λ̂′, η̂′, φ̂) of (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) to k[ǫ] corresponds
to the tangent space of Sh1,n−1(K

1
p ) at pri(x).

By Lemma 9.6, we see that V D̃(A′)◦2 ⊆ ψ′∗,1D̃(B)◦1 ⊆ φ∗,1D̃(A)1 and pD̃(A′)◦2 ⊆ ψ′∗,2D̃(B)◦2 ⊆
φ∗,2V D̃(A)1. Thus ω

◦
A′∨,1

= Im(φ∗,1) and Im(φ∗,2) = ω◦
A′∨,2

. The image of Ci under pri is in Y11.

Since pri(x) ∈ Y11, we can see it is exactly the description of the tangent space of C ′i at α(x),by
direct calculation. This concludes the proof. �

In the sequel, we will always identify Ci with C
′
i and pr′i with π

′
i for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

For Cn, we have a morphism from Cn to Sh1,n−1, denoted by prn, mapping any S-point (A,λ, η,A′,
λ′, η′, φ,B1, λ

′′
1 , η
′′
1 , B2, λ

′′
2 , η
′′
2 , ψ, ψ

′) to (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ). Since (A,λ, η,B1, λ
′′
1 , η
′′
1 , ψ) ∈ Yn and

(A′, λ′, η′, B2, λ
′′
2 , η
′′
2 , ψ

′) ∈ Y1, we get ψ∗,1(H
dR
1 (B1/S)

◦
1) = ω◦A∨,2, ψ∗,2(H

dR
1 (B1/S)

◦
2) = 0, and

ψ′∗,1(H
dR
1 (B2/S)

◦
1) = HdR

1 (A′/S)◦1 and ψ′∗,2(H
dR
1 (B2/S)

◦
2) = ω◦A′∨,1. Since B1 ∈ Sp(B2), we get

ω◦A∨,1 = Ker(φ∗,1) and Ker(φ∗,2) = ω◦A∨,2. Thus the image of Cn is contained in Y00.

Proposition 9.8. The morphism prn : Cn → Y00 is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let k be a perfect field containing Fp2 . We first prove that prn induces a bijection of

points prn : Cn(k)
∼−→ Y00(k). It suffices to show that there exists a morphism of sets β :

Y00(k) → Cn(k) inverse to prn. Let y = (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈ Y00(k). We define β(y) =

(A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ,B, λ′′, η′′, ψ, ψ′) as follows. We let Ẽ1 = pD̃(A′)1 = φ∗,1V D̃(A)2, Ẽ ′1 = D̃(A′)1
and Ẽ2 = pφ∗,2D̃(A)2, Ẽ ′2 = V D̃(A′)2 = φ∗,2D̃(A)2. Applying PropositionProposition 5.1.1 with
m = 1, we get an triple (B,λ′′, η′′) and an OD-equivariant isogeny ψ : B → A,ψ′ : B → A′, where
B is an abelian variety over k with an action of OD, λ

′′ is a prime-to-p polarization on B, and η′′ is a
prime-to-p level structure on B, such that ψ∨◦λ◦ψ = pλ′′, ψ′∨ ◦λ′ ◦ψ′ = pλ′′, η = ψ◦η′′, η′ = ψ′ ◦η′′
and such that ψ∗,i : D̃(B)◦i → D̃(A)◦i , ψ

′
∗,i : D̃(B)◦i → D̃(A′)◦i are naturally identified with the inclu-

sion Ẽi →֒ D̃(A)◦i , Ẽ ′i →֒ D̃(A′)◦i for i = 1, 2. Moreover, the dimension formula (5.1.2) implies that
ω◦B∨/k,1 has dimension 0, and ω◦B∨/k,2 has dimension n. Therefore, (B,λ′′, η′′) is a point of Sh0,n.

This finishes the construction of β(y). It is direct to check that β is the set theoretic inverse to
prn : Cn(k) → Y00(k).

By a simple argument on Serre–Tate and Grothendieck–Messing deformation theory, we can show
that prn induces an isomorphism on the tangent spaces at each closed point; it follows that prn is
an isomorphism. �

As a corollary, we can write the correspondence between Sh0,n and Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ) determined by

Ci for 1 ≤ i ≤ n in the following diagrams:

Corollary 9.9. (1) For 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, we have the following diagram:

Y11 Ci Sh0,n

Sh1,n−1 × Sh1,n−1 Yi ×Yi+1 Sh0,n × Sh0,n

pri pr′i

(1,1)

←
p i×

←
p i+1

→
p i×

→
p i+1

where the first two vertical arrows are induced by natrual projections.
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(2) For Cn, we have the following diagram:

Y00 Cn Sh0,n

Sh1,n × Sh1,n Yn × Y1 Sh0,n × Sh0,n

prn,
∼= pr′n,P

n−1×Pn−1bundle

(1,Sp)

←
p n×

←
p 1

→
p 2×

→
p 1

where the first two vertical arrows are induced by natrual projections.

Proof. What remains to show is that pr′n makes Cn be a Pn−1×Pn−1 bundle over Sh0,n. To see this,

we construct a morphism α from Y00 to Gr
(
HdR

1 (B/Sh0,n)◦1, n − 1
)
×Gr

(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2, 1
)
with

(B, λ′′, η′′) the universal object of Sh0,n. More explicitly, for any S-point y = (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈
Y00, α(y) is defined to be the S-point (ωA∨,2, ωA′∨,1).

By a similar argument as we done for Ci, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 in Proposition 9.7, we can show α is an
isomorphism. Hence we finish the proof. �

The correspondences C1, . . . , Cn can help us to analyze structures of Y00,Y11. We are now going
to analyze the strucures of Y01,Y10. First, we need the following lemma:

Lemma 9.10. (1) The S-point (A,λ, η) ∈ Sh1,n−1 is in
←
p n(Yn) if and only if F D̃(A)◦2 =

V D̃(A)◦2.

(2) The S-point (A,λ, η) ∈ Sh1,n−1 is in
←
p 1(Y1) if and only if F D̃(A)◦1 = V D̃(A)◦1.

Proof. The proof of (1) and (2) are similar. For simplicity, we only give the proof of (1).

For the ’if‘ part, we take Ẽ1 = V D̃(A)2 and Ẽ2 = pD̃(A)2. Applying Proposition 5.1.1 with
m = 1, we get an triple (B,λ′′, η′′) and an OD-equivariant isogeny φ : B → A, where B is an
abelian variety over k with an action of OD, λ

′′ is a prime-to-p polarization on B, and η′′ is a prime-
to-p level structure on B, such that φ∨ ◦λ◦φ = pλ′′, η = φ◦η′′ and such that φ∗,i : D̃(B)◦i → D̃(A)◦i
are naturally identified with the inclusion Ẽi →֒ D̃(A)◦i for i = 1, 2. Moreover, the dimension formula
(5.1.2) implies that ω◦B∨/k,1 has dimension 0, and ω◦B∨/k,2 has dimension n. Therefore, (B,λ′′, η′′)

is a point of Sh0,n and (A,λ, η,B, λ′′, η′′, φ) is a point of Yn.
Conversely, if(A,λ, η,B, λ′′, η′′, φ) is an S-point of Yn, then by the defintion of Yn, we see that

φ∗,2D̃(B)◦2 = pD̃(A)◦2 and φ∗,1D̃(B)◦1 has corank n− 1 contained in D̃(A)◦1. By Lemma 9.6, we have

V D̃(A)◦2 ⊆ φ∗,1D̃(B)◦1. It forces that V D̃(A)◦2 ⊆ φ∗,1D̃(B)◦1. By F D̃(B)◦2 = V D̃(B)◦2 = pD̃(B)◦1, we

get F D̃(A)◦2 = V D̃(A)◦2. Thus we finish the proof. �

In particular, we have the following propositions:

Proposition 9.11. (1) There is a natural morphism π10 : Y10 → Sh1,n−1 by mapping any point
(A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) to (A,λ, η). The closed subscheme Y10 of Sh1,n−1(K

1
p ) is isomorphic

to Bl←
p n(Yn)

Sh1,n−1 with π10 to be exacly the blowing-up map. The exceptional divisor is

Y00
⋂

Y10.
(2) There is a natural morphism π01 : Y10 → Sh1,n−1 by mapping any point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ)

to (A′, λ′, η′). The closed subscheme Y01 of Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ) is isomorphic to Bl←

p 1(Y1)
Sh1,n−1

with π01 to be exacly the blowing-up map. The exceptional divisor is Y00
⋂

Y01.

Proof. The proof of (1) and (2) are similar. For simplicity, we only give the proof of (1).
First, we introduce a new scheme C10 and show it is isomorphic both to Sh1,n−1 and to Y10.
Let C10 be the moduli space over Fp2 that associates to each locally noetherian Fp2-scheme S,

the set of isomorphism classes of tuples (A,λ, η,H), where

• (A,λ, η) ∈ Sh1,n−1,
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• H is a subbundle contained in V −1
(
HdR

1 (A/S)
◦,(p)
2

)
of rank 2.

• H satisfies F
(
HdR

1 (A/S)
◦,(p)
2

)⋃
ωA∨/S,2 ⊆ H.

With a similar argument as we done for Ci, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, we can show C10 is represented by
a smooth, projective scheme over Sh1,n−1 of dimension 2(n − 1). We denote it by C10. There is
natural morphism α from Y10 to C10 by mapping any point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) to (A,λ, η, ω◦A′∨ ,1).
It can be checked α is well defined and is an isomorphism using a method similar to Proposition 9.7.

Given any S-point (A,λ, η,H) ∈ C10, we can see by dimension counting that the subbun-

dle of rank 2 H = F
(
HdR

1 (A/S)
◦,(p)
2

)⋃
ωA∨/S,2 if F

(
HdR

1 (A/S)
◦,(p)
2

)
6= ωA∨/S,2. Otherwise if

F
(
HdR

1 (A/S)
◦,(p)
2

)
= ωA∨/S,2,that is (A,λ, η) ∈ Sh1,n−1 is in

←
pn(Yn), H correpsonds to a point

in Gr(V −1
(
HdR

1 (A/S)
◦,(p)
2

)
, 1). Base on this we can see the morphism β : C10 → Sh1,n−1 mapping

(A,λ, η,H) to (A,λ, η) inducing the isomorhism C10
∼= Bl←

p n(Yn)
Sh1,n−1. Under the isomorphism,

the exceptional divisor consists of points (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈ Y10 such that (A,λ, η) ∈ ←pn(Yn),
which is exactly Y00

⋂
Y10. Thus we finish the proof. �

Now we begin the computation of cohomology groups. Most of the calculation based on Appen-
dix C.2. For Y00

⋂
Y01,Y00

⋂
Y10 and Y00

⋂
Y11, we have the following proposition:

Proposition 9.12. The cohomology groups H∗ét(Y00
⋂

Y10) = H∗ét(Y00
⋂
Y01) = H∗ét(P

n−1/Sh0,n)⊗
H∗ét(P

n−2) and H2n−4
ét (Y00

⋂
Y11) = H0(Sh0,n,Fl)n−2 ⊕ H0

ét(Sh0,n(K
1
p ),Fl). Moreover, we have

H2n−2
ét (Y00

⋂
Y11) = H0(Sh0,n,Fl)n−2 and H i

ét(Y00
⋂

Y11) = 0, for i odd. As a direct corol-

lary, if l ∤ p2n−2−1
p2−1 , we have H2n−3

c (Y00
⋂

Y01 − Y00
⋂

Y11) = H2n−3
c (Y00

⋂
Y10 − Y00

⋂
Y11) =

H0
ét(Sh0,n, ρn−1,1) and H

2n−2
c (Y00

⋂
Y01 −Y00

⋂
Y11) = H0

ét(Sh0,n).

Proof. Under the isomorphism Y00
∼= Gr

(
HdR

1 (B/Sh0,n)◦1, n − 1
)
× Gr

(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2, 1
)
as in

Proposition 9.9, we can easily check that

(1) The subscheme Y00
⋂

Y11 is isomorphic to a closed subscheme of Gr
(
HdR

1 (B/Sh0,n)◦1, n −
1
)
×Gr

(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2, 1
)
over Sh0,n satisfying that for any S-point (H,L), we have

L ⊆ F (H(p)) ⊆ HdR
1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2, V −1(L(p)) ⊆ H ⊆ HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦1.
(2) The subscheme Y00

⋂
Y01 is isomorphic to a closed subscheme of Gr

(
HdR

1 (B/Sh0,n)◦1, n −
1
)
×Gr

(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2, 1
)
over Sh0,n satisfying that for any S-point (H,L), we have

L ⊆ F (H(p)) ⊆ HdR
1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2.

(3) The subscheme Y00
⋂

Y11 is isomorphic to a closed subscheme of Gr
(
HdR

1 (B/Sh0,n)◦1, n −
1
)
×Gr

(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2, 1
)
over Sh0,n satisfying that for any S-point (H,L), we have

V −1(L(p)) ⊆ H ⊆ HdR
1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦1.

Consider the partial Frobenius as in [11, Section 5,6], we define φ : Gr
(
HdR

1 (B/Sh0,n)◦1, n −
1
)
×Gr

(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2, 1
)
→ Gr

(
HdR

1 (B/Sh0,n)◦2, n − 1
)
×Gr

(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2, 1
)
mapping any

S-point (H,L) to (F (H(p)), L), we have under the isomophism Y00
⋂

Y10 is mapped to the closed

subscheme Ỹ of Gr
(
HdR

1 (B/Sh0,n)◦2, n − 1
)
× Gr

(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2, 1
)
consisting of points (H,L)

satisfying

L ⊆ H ⊆ HdR
1 (B/Sh0,n)◦2.

It is a Pn−2-bundle over Gr
(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2, 1
)
= Pn−1/Sh0,n, which consists of points L such that

L ⊆ HdR
1 (B/Sh0,n)◦2. We denote it by X ∼= Pn−1. Hence we get the first two equations via Kunnéth

formula. In particular, we have H2n−4
ét (Y00

⋂
Y10) =

n−2⊕
i=0

H2i(X) ⊗H2(n−2−i)(Pn−2). If we take η1
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be the class of O(1) = c1
(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2/H
)
, then H2n−4

ét (Y00
⋂
Y10) =

n−2⊕
i=0

H2i
ét (X)ηn−2−i1 . Here

we use (H,L) to denote the universal vector bundles of Ỹ .
Via φ, we see that Y00

⋂
Y11 is mapped to a closed subschemeW of Gr

(
HdR

1 (B/Sh0,n)◦2, n−1
)
×

Gr
(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2, 1
)
consisting of points (H,L) satisfying

L ⊆ H ⊆ HdR
1 (B/Sh0,n)◦2, F (V −1(L(p))(p)) ⊆ H ⊆ HdR

1 (B/Sh0,n)◦2.
Blowing up at points satisfying L = F (V −1(L(p))(p)) where we denote the locus with T , we get a
closed subscheme Z of Gr

(
HdR

1 (B/Sh0,n)◦2, n−1
)
×Gr

(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2, 1
)
×Gr

(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2, 2
)

with points (H,L,M) such that

L ∪ F (V −1(L(p))(p)) ⊆M ⊆ H ⊆ HdR
1 (B/Sh0,n)◦2.

We denote the exceptional divisor by E, with points (H,L,M) such that F (V −1(L(p))(p)) = L. It
is a Pn−3-bundle over the closed subscheme Y of Gr

(
HdR

1 (B/Sh0,n)◦2, 2
)
× Gr

(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2, 1
)

consisting of points (M,L) such that

L ∪ F (V −1(L(p))(p)) ⊆M ⊆ HdR
1 (B/Sh0,n)◦2,

which is blowing-up ofGr
(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2, 1
)
= Pn−1/Sh0,n. It is just the schemeX we have defined

above. We also denote the rational locus of X to be T ′′ which is isomorphic to Pn−1(Fp2).We denote

the exceptional divisor by T ′, which consists of points (M,L) such that L = F (V −1(L(p))(p)). It is
easy to see T ′ ∼=

⊔
#Pn−1(Fp2 )

Pn−2/Sh0,n.

By blowing-up sequence, we have for any i ≥ 0,

· · ·

H i
ét(X) H i

ét(Y )⊕H i
ét(T

′′) H i
ét(T

′)

· · ·
Since H i

ét(P
n) = Fl if i is even such that 0 ≥ i ≤ n and 0 otherwise, we have H i

ét(Y ) = 0 if i is odd

or i ≥ 2n − 1. Let

[
n
1

]

p2
= pn−1

p−1 = #Pn−1(Fp2). Consider the GL-action on
⊔

#Pn−1(Fp2 )

Pn−2/Sh0,n

by switching the points in Pn−1(Fp2), we get H i
ét(

⊔
#Pn−1(Fp2 )

Pn−2/Sh0,n) = H0
ét(Sh0,n, Ind

K1
p

Kp
1) =

H0
ét(Sh0,n(K

1
p ),Fl), with the first equation coming from the Leray Spectral Sequence. Thus, we

have H i(X) = H0(Sh0,n) for 0 ≤ i ≤ 2n − 2, i is even and is equal to 0 otherwise. We also have
H2i
ét (T

′) = H0
ét(Sh0,n(K

1
p ),Fl) for 0 ≤ i ≤ 2n − 4, i is even and is equal to 0 otherwise. Similar

H i
ét(T

′′) is not zero if and only if i = 0 and H0
ét(T

′′) = H0
ét(Sh0,n(K

1
p ),Fl).

If i = 0, we have the exact sequence

0 H0
ét(X) H0

ét(Y )⊕H0
ét(T

′′) H0
ét(T

′) 0 .

If 0 < i ≤ 2n− 4, we have the exact sequence

0 H i
ét(X) H i

ét(Y ) H i
ét(T

′′) 0

and if i = 2n− 2, we have H2n−2
ét (Y ) = H0

ét(X). Thus we have H0
ét(Y ) = H0

ét(Sh0,n) and H
2i
ét (Y ) =

H2i
ét (X)⊕H2i

ét (T
′′) = H0

ét(Sh0,n)⊕H0
ét(Sh1,n−1(K

1
p ),Fl) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2.
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Since Z is the Pn−3-bundle over Y , we have H∗ét(Z) = H∗ét(Y ) ⊗ H∗ét(P
n−3). In paritcular,

H2n−4
ét (Z) =

n−2⊕
i=1

H2i(Y ) ⊗ H
2(n−2−i)
ét (Pn−3). Since the Pn−3 corresponds to the choice of M ⊆ H

for any point (M,L), we can express H2n−4
ét (Z) as

n−2⊕
i=1

H2i
ét (Y )ηn−2−i1 , where η1 corresponds to

c1
(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2/H
)
and (H,L,m) is the universal bundle of Z.

Moreover, by the blowing-up exact sequence, we have

· · · H2n−5
ét (E)

H2n−4
ét (W ) H2n−4

ét (Z)⊕H2n−4
ét (T ) H2n−4

ét (E)

H2n−3
ét (W ) H2n−3

ét (Z)⊕H2n−3
ét (T ) · · ·

where H2n−5
ét (E) = 0 and H2n−3

ét (Z)⊕H2n−3
ét (T ). Since T =

⊔
#Pn−1(Fp2 )

Pn−2/Sh0,n, the GL-action

on T by switching the points in Pn−1(Fp2) shows H
2n−4
ét (T ) = H0

ét(Sh0,n(K
1
p ),Fl).

We have denoted the locus of Y which consists of points (M,L) such that L = F (V −1(L)(p))(p) by
T ′. Then E is the Pn−3-bundle over T ′, we haveH∗ét(E) = H∗ét(T

′)⊗H∗ét(Pn−3). In particular, we have

H2n−5
ét (E) = 0 andH2n−4

ét (E) =
n−2⊕
i=1

H2i
ét (T

′)⊗H2(n−2−i)
ét (Pn−3). By the same reason as above, we can

express H2n−4
ét (E) as

n−2⊕
i=1

H2i(T ′)ηn−2−i1 , where η1 corresponds to c1
(
HdR

1 (B′/Sh0,n)◦2/H
)
the same

as above. We have H i
ét(T

′) = H i(
⊔

#Pn−1(Fp2 )

Pn−2/Sh0,n) and H2i
ét (Y ) = H0

ét(Sh0,n)⊕H2i(T ′). Thus

the map H2n−4
ét (Z) → H2n−4(E) corresponds to the map H2i

ét (Y ) → H2i
ét (T

′) for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2.
Similarly, E is the Pn−3-bundle over T , we have H∗ét(E) = H∗ét(T ) ⊗ H∗ét(P

n−3). In particular,

we have H2n−4
ét (E) =

n−2⊕
i=1

H2i(T )⊗H
2(n−2−i)
ét (Pn−3). By the same reason as above, we can express

H2n−4
ét (E) as

n−2⊕
i=1

H2i
ét (T )η

n−2−i
2 , where η2 corresponds to c1((

m
L )
∨) with (H,L,m) the universal

bundle of Z.
Furthermore, both T, T ′ can be viewed as Pn−2-bundle over T ′′. Thus, we have for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2,

H2i
ét (T ) = H0

ét(T
′′)ηi1 and H2i

ét (T
′) = H0

ét(T
′′)ηi2. In this way, H2n−4

ét (E) =
n−2⊕
i=1

H0(T ′′)ηi2η
n−2−i
1 .

The map H2n−4
ét (T ) → H2n−4

ét (E) corresponds to the map H0
ét(T

′′)ηn−21 → H2n−4
ét (E). The map

H2n−4
ét (Z) → H2n−4

ét (E) corresponds to the map
n−2⊕
i=1

(H2i
ét (X)⊕H0

ét(T
′′)ηi2)η

n−2−i
1 → H2n−4

ét (E).

Thus we can see easily the map H2n−4
ét (Z)⊕H2n−4

ét (T ) → H2n−4
ét (E) is surjective and the

cohomology group H2n−4
ét (Y00

⋂
Y11) =

n−2⊕
i=1

H2i
ét (X)ηn−2−i1

⊕
H0
ét(T

′′)ηn−21 = H0
ét(Sh0,n,Fl)

n−2 ⊕
H0
ét(Sh0,n(K

1
p ),Fl). And by excision sequence we have H2n−3

c (Y00
⋂

Y10 − Y00
⋂

Y11) is the cok-

ernel of the map H2n−4
ét (Y00

⋂
Y10) → H2n−4

ét (Y00
⋂

Y11), which is the map
n−2⊕
i=0

H2i
ét (X)ηn−2−i1 →
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n−2⊕
i=1

H2i
ét (X)ηn−2−i1

⊕
H0
ét(T

′′)ηn−21 . Note that if l | #Pn−1(Fp2) =
p2n−2−1
p2−1 , Ind

K1
p

Kp
1 = 1 ⊕ ρ(n−1,1).

Hence it is equal to H0
ét(Sh0,n, ρ(n−1,1)).

Similar as above, we have H2n−2(Y00
⋂

Y11) =
n−1⊕
i=2

H2i
ét (X)ηn−1−i1 = H0

ét(Sh0,n)
⊕n−2. Moreover,

H2n−2
ét (Y00

⋂
Y10) =

n−1⊕
i=1

H2i
ét (X)ηn−1−i1 . Thus be excision sequence, we have H2n−2

c (Y00
⋂

Y10 −

Y00
⋂

Y11) = H2
ét(X)ηn−21 = H0

ét(Sh0,n).
�

Remark 9.13. We omit the Galois action during the computation. It should be noted that

if we consider the Galois action, then if l ∤ p2n−2−1
p2−1 , we have H2n−3

c (Y00
⋂

Y01 − Y00
⋂

Y11) =

H2n−3
c (Y00

⋂
Y10 −Y00

⋂
Y11) = H0

ét(Sh0,n, ρn−1,1(2− n)).

We have shown that for any point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈ Y00, the abelian varieties A,A′ are
supersingular. Now we are going to give an equivalent condition of when points in Sh1,n−1(K

1
p ) are

supersingular First we give an equivalent condition of when points lie in Y11\(Y00
⋃

Y10
⋃

Y01).

Lemma 9.14. For any S-point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ), it lies in Y11\(Y00
⋃

Y10
⋃

Y01) if and only if

there exists α ∈ pD̃(A′)◦1 such that:

• pφ∗,1D̃(A)◦1 +W (Fp)α = pφ∗,1D̃(A′)◦1,

• Fα− V α ∈ pφ∗,2D̃(A)◦2,

• α ∈ φ∗,1D̃(A)◦1
⋂
φ∗,1F

−1V D̃(A)◦1
• α /∈ φ∗,1V D̃(A)◦2, φ∗,1F D̃(A)◦2.

Proof. For the ’if‘ part, if there exists α ∈ pD̃(A′)◦1 such that pφ∗,1D̃(A)◦1 +W (Fp)α = pφ∗,1D̃(A′)◦1,

Fα − V α ∈ pφ∗,2D̃(A)◦2, α ∈ φ∗,1D̃(A)◦1
⋂
φ∗,1F

−1V D̃(A)◦1 α /∈ φ∗,1V D̃(A)◦2, φ∗,1F D̃(A)◦2. then we

can take we take Ẽ1 = D̃(A)1+W (Fp)φ−1∗,1(p
−1α) and Ẽ2 =W (Fp)(V −1(φ−1∗,1(α)))+D̃(A)2. Applying

Proposition 5.1.2, we get an triple (A′, λ′, η′) and an OD-equivariant p-quasi-isogeny φ : A → A′,
where A′ is an abelian variety over k with an action of OD, λ

′ is a prime-to-p polarization on
A′, and η′ is a prime-to-p level structure on A′, such that φ∨ ◦ λ′ ◦ φ = λ, η′ = φ ◦ η and such
that φ∗,i : D̃(A)◦i → D̃(A′)◦i are naturally identified with the inclusion D̃(A)◦i → Ẽi for i = 1, 2.
Moreover, the dimension formula (5.1.3) implies that ω◦A′∨/k,1 has dimension 1, and ω◦A′∨/k,2 has

dimension n − 1. Therefore, (A′, λ′, η′) is a point of Sh1,n−1 and (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) is a point of
Y11\(Y00

⋃
Y10

⋃
Y01) since ω

◦
A∨,1 6= Ker(φ∗,1) and Ker(φ∗,2) 6= ω◦A∨,2.

Conversely, if (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) is a point of Y11\(Y00
⋃

Y10
⋃

Y01), we can take α ∈ pD̃(A′)◦1
such that pφ∗,1D̃(A)◦1+W (Fp)α = pφ∗,1D̃(A′)◦1. Then since ω◦A∨,1 6= Ker(φ∗,1) and Ker(φ∗,2) 6= ω◦A∨,2,

we have pD̃(A′)1 6= φ∗,1V D̃(A)2 and V D̃(A′)1 6= φ∗,2D̃(A)2. Thus W (Fp)α + φ∗,1(V D̃(A)2) =

V D̃(A′)◦2,W (Fp)(p−1α)+φ∗,1D̃(A)1 = D̃(A′)◦1 andW (Fp)(Fα)+φ∗,2(pD̃(A)2) = pD̃(A′)◦2.Moreover,

we have W (Fp)(F−1α) + φ∗,2(V D̃(A))1 = V D̃(A′)◦1 and W (Fp)(V −1α) + φ∗,2D̃(A)2 = D̃(A′)◦2.

Moreover, we have F−1α − V −1α = xV −1α for some x ∈ W (Fp) since V D̃(A′)1 6= φ∗,2D̃(A)2 and

φ∗,2D̃(A)2 has corank 1 in D̃(A′)2. If x /∈ pW (Fp), we can modify α by yα for some y ∈ W (Fp)
such that F−1(yα)−V −1(yα) = yσ

−1
F−1α− yσV −1α = ((x+1)yσ

−1 − yσ)V −1α. Take y such that

(x+ 1)yσ
−1 − yσ ∈ pW (Fp) we get F−1(yα) − V −1(yα) ∈ pφ∗,2D̃(A)◦2. Substituting α with yα, we

finish the proof. �

We have a proposition to help us to show when points in Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ) is supersingular. First, we

need some definitions.
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Definition 9.15. Let k be a perfect field of characteristic p and W (k) be the witt vector ring
corresponding to k. Supoose (P, π) is a Q(k) = Frac(W (k))-isocrystal defined in 8.6. We say
(P, π) is average of slope 0 if there exist(thus for every) some (full) lattice H in P such that
ℓ(H/H

⋂
π(H)) = ℓ(π(H)/H

⋂
π(H)) ≤ 1. We say (P, π) is pure of slope 0 if P admits a π-

invariant (full) lattice.

Definition 9.16. Let k be a perfect field of characteristic p and W (k) be the witt vector ring
corresponding to k. Supoose (P, π) is a Q(k) = Frac(W (k))-isocrystal average of slope 0 and
H ⊆ P is a sublattice. Suppose ℓ(H/H

⋂
π(H)) = ℓ(π(H)/H

⋂
π(H)) ≤ 1. Let Lat≤1(P ) to be

the set of H satisfies the above conditions.For i ≥ 0, we define Si(H) =
i∑

j=0
πj(H) and Ti(H) =

i⋂
j=0

πj(H). Moreover, we define S∞(H) = lim
i→∞

Si(H) and T∞(H) = lim
i→∞

Ti(H). We define s(H) =

inf{s|Ss(H) = S∞(H)} and t(H) = inf{t|Tt(H) = T∞(H)}.
With defintions above, we have the following lemma:

Lemma 9.17. Assume (P, π) is a Q(k) = Frac(W (k))-isocrystal average of slope 0. Let H ∈
Lat≤(P ). Then we have:

(1) s(H) = 0 ⇐⇒ t(H) = 0 ⇐⇒ H = π(H),
(2) Si, Ti commute with π and mulitplication by p. So s(H) = s(π(H)) = s(pH),
(3) For 0 ≤ i, j < ∞, Si(H), Ti(H) ∈ Lat≤1(P ) and Si(Sj(H)) = Si+j(H), Ti(Tj(H)) =

Ti+j(H),
(4) If (P, π) is pure of slope 0, then s(H), t(H) ≤ rank(P )− 1. Otherwise, s(H) = t(H).
(5) Let 0 ≤ i, j <∞. Then

Tj(Si(H)) =





S∞(H), if i ≥ s(H);
πj(Si−j(H)), if j ≤ i < s(H);
πi(Tj−i(H)), if i < s(H) and i < j < i+ t(H);
T∞(H), if i < s(H) and j ≥ i+ t(H);

So t(Si(H)) = t(H) + i if 0 ≤ i < s(H).

Proof. It is easy to check (1)-(2). For (4), if (P, π) is pure of slope 0, then Srank(P )−1(H) is π-
invariant by [22, Proposition 2.17], so s(H) ≤ rank(P )− 1. Otherwise, by our definition, P has no
π-invariant lattice, so Si(H) ( Si+1(H) for every i <∞, that is, s(H) = ∞.

For (3), first prove by induction on 0 ≤ i < s(H) that ℓ(Si+1(H)/Si(H)) = 1. For i =
0,it follows from H ∈ Lat≤1(P ). For 0 < i < s(H), Si(H) 6= π(Si(H)) and π(Si−1(H)) ⊆
Si(H)

⋂
π(Si−1(H)) ( π(Si(H)). By the inductive bypothesis, ℓ(Si(H)/Si−1(H)) = 1 and thus

ℓ(π(Si(H))/π(Si−1(H))) = 1. It forces that

π(Si−1(H)) = Si(H)
⋂
π(Si(H)) and ℓ(π(Si(H))/Si(H)

⋂
(Si(H))) = 1.

So ℓ(π(Si+1(H))/π(Si(H))) = ℓ(π(Si(H))/Si(H)
⋂
(Si(H))) = 1. This completes the induction. It

follows immediately that Si(H) ∈ Lat≤1(P ). The other assertion of (3) is clear.
We have seen π(Si−1(H)) = T1(Si(H)) for 0 < i < s(H). So Ti(Sj(H)) = πj(Si−j(H)) for

j ≤ i < s(H). In particular, Ti(Si(H)) = πi(H) for i < s(H). So for i < j < ∞, Tj(Si(H)) =
Tj−i(TiSi(H)) = Ti−j(π

i(H)) = πi(Tj−i(H)). So we get (5). �

Now we state the proposition we need:

Proposition 9.18. For any S-point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈ Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ), A,A

′ are supersingular if

S∞(V D̃(A′)◦2) ⊆ T∞(φ∗,1D̃(A)◦1) or S∞(pD̃(A′)◦2) ⊆ T∞(φ∗,2(V D̃(A)◦1)).
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Proof. Since A,A′ are supersingular, the isocrystals (D̃(A)◦i ⊗W (k) Q(k), FV −1 ⊗ 1), (D̃(A′)◦i ⊗W (k)

Q(k), FV −1⊗ 1) are pure of slope 0 for i = 1, 2. Let π = FV −1. If S∞(V D̃(A′)◦2) ⊆ T∞(φ∗,1D̃(A)◦1),

we take Ẽ1 ⊆ D̃(A)◦1 to be an π-invariant lattice such that S∞(V D̃(A′)◦2) ⊆ Ẽ1 ⊆ T∞(φ∗,1D̃(A)◦1),

which always exists since D̃(A)◦1 has a π-invariant full lattice. Suppose ℓ(φ∗,1(D̃(A)◦1)/Ẽ) = i − 1.

Let Ẽ2 = V Ẽ1. Applying PropositionProposition 5.1.1 with m = 1, we get an triple (B,λ′′, η′′)
and an OD-equivariant isogeny ψ : B → A,ψ′ : B → A′, where B is an abelian variety over k
with an action of OD, λ

′′ is a prime-to-p polarization on B, and η′′ is a prime-to-p level structure
on B, such that ψ∨ ◦ λ ◦ ψ = pλ′′, ψ′∨ ◦ λ′ ◦ ψ′ = pλ′′, η = ψ ◦ η′′, η′ = ψ′ ◦ η′′ and such that
ψ∗,i : D̃(B)◦i → D̃(A)◦i , ψ

′
∗,i : D̃(B)◦i → D̃(A′)◦i are naturally identified with the inclusion Ẽi →֒

D̃(A)◦i , Ẽ ′i →֒ D̃(A′)◦i for i = 1, 2. Moreover, the dimension formula (5.1.2) implies that ω◦B∨/k,1
has dimension 0, and ω◦B∨/k,2 has dimension n. Therefore, (B,λ′′, η′′) is a point of Sh0,n. We

have (A,λ, η,B, λ′′, η′′) ∈ Yi, (A
′, λ′, η′, B, λ′′, η′′) ∈ Yi+1. By Proposition 3.4.2, we get A,A′ are

supersingular.
The case S∞(pD̃(A′)◦2) ⊆ T∞(φ∗,2(V D̃(A)◦1)) is similar and we omit here. Hence we finish the

proof.
�

Now we give the proposition decribing the supersingular locus Sh1,n−1(K
1
p )
ss.

Proposition 9.19. With notations as above, we have Sh1,n−1(K
1
p )
ss = prn(Cn)

⋃ n−1⋃
i=1

pri(Ci) =

Y00
⋃ n−1⋃

i=1
pri(Ci).

Proof. We have seen Y00 ⊆ Sh1,n−1(K
1
p )
ss. For any S-point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈ Y10 or Y01,

we show if A,A′ are supersingular, (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈
n−1⋃
i=1

pri(Ci). For simplicity, we only

prove for Y10. The case for Y01 is quite the same. If (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈ Y10, then ω◦
A′∨,1

=

Im(φ∗,1) and Ker(φ∗,2) = ω◦A∨,2. Thus V D̃(A′)◦2 ⊆ φ∗,1D̃(A)◦1 and V D̃(A)◦1 = φ∗,2(D̃(A)◦2). If

pD̃(A′)◦1 = φ∗,1V D̃(A)◦2, then F D̃(A)◦2 = V D̃(A)◦2. That is, A ∈ Yn. Hence A,A′ are su-

persingular. If pD̃(A′)◦1 6= φ∗,1V D̃(A)◦2, we have φ∗,1V D̃(A)◦2 ∈ Lat≤1(D̃(A)◦1 ⊗W (k) Q(k)) and

φ∗,1(pD̃(A)◦1) = φ∗,1(V D̃(A)◦2)
⋂
φ∗,1(F D̃(A)◦2) = φ∗,1(V D̃(A)◦2)

⋂
φ∗,1(πV D̃(A)◦2). Thus we can get

t(φ∗,1(D̃(A)◦1)) = t(φ∗,1(pD̃(A)◦1)) = t(φ∗,1(V D̃(A)◦2)) − 1. Hence Tt(φ∗,1(D̃(A)◦1))
(φ∗,1(V D̃(A)◦2)) ⊆

Tt(φ∗,1(D̃(A)◦1))
(φ∗,1(D̃(A)◦1)). Therefore S∞(φ∗,1(V D̃(A)◦2)) = S∞(Tt(φ∗,1(D̃(A)◦1))

(φ∗,1(V D̃(A)◦2))) ⊆
S∞(Tt(φ∗,1(D̃(A)◦1))

(φ∗,1(D̃(A)◦1))) = T∞(φ∗,1(D̃(A)◦1)) by Lemma 9.17. This shows s(φ∗,1(V D̃(A)◦2))+

t(φ∗,1(D̃(A)◦1)) ≤ n − 1. Hence s(φ∗,1(V D̃(A)◦2)) + t(φ∗,1(V D̃(A)◦2)) ≤ n. Since we have V D̃(A)◦2 =

φ∗,1(V D̃(A)◦2)
⋃
φ∗,1(F D̃(A)◦2) = φ∗,1(V D̃(A)◦2)

⋃
φ∗,1(πV D̃(A)◦2), we can easily get s(V D̃(A′)◦2) =

s(φ∗,1(V D̃(A)◦2))− 1. Hence s(V D̃(A′)◦2) + t(φ∗,1(D̃(A)◦1)) 6= n− 2, which means S∞(V D̃(A′)◦2)) ⊆
T∞(φ∗,1(D̃(A)◦1)). By Proposition 9.18, we get A,A′ are supersingular. Furthermore, there exists
1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 such that (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈ pri(Ci) by the proof of Proposition 9.18.

For any S-point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈ Y11\(Y00
⋃

Y10
⋃
Y01), we show (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈

n−1⋃
i=1

pri(Ci), if A,A
′ are supersingular. There is a morphism δ : Sh1,n−1(K

1
p ) → Sh1,n−1 mapping

(A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) to (A,λ, η). Suppose the image (A,λ, η) ∈ V (ω1,ω2), with (ω1, ω2) = (a, b)
and a ≤ b(We will show every supersingular Ekedahl-Oort stratum except a = b = 1 is in

δ(Y00
⋃

Y10
⋃

Y01) later.). Then there is a basis of D̃(A)◦1 ⊕ D̃(A)◦2, denoted by {ei,j |i = 1, 2; 1 ≤
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j ≤ n} such that F, V act on D̃(A)◦1 ⊕ D̃(A)◦2 mod p by

F (e1,i) =





e2,i if i ≤ 1 ≤ a− 1;
0 if i = a;
e2,i−1 if i ≥ a+ 1.

F (e2,i) =





0 if i ≤ 1 ≤ b− 1;
e1,1 if i = b;
0 if i ≥ b+ 1.

V (e1,i) =





0 if i = 1;
e2,i−1 if 2 ≤ i ≤ b;
e2,i if b+ 1 ≤ i ≤ n;

V (e2,i) =





0 if i ≤ 1 ≤ a− 1;
0 if a ≤ i ≤ n− 1;
e1,a if i = n.

Suppose α in Lemma 9.14 to be written as α =
n∑
i=1

xie1,i(Here we identify D̃(A)◦i with its image

in D̃(A′)◦i by φ∗,i for i = 1, 2.). Checking the conditions in Lemma 9.14 directly, we get xn, xb+1 ∈
pW (Fp) and there exists i 6= 1, a such that xi /∈ pW (Fp). Moreover, we have





xσi ≡ xσ
−1

i+1 mod p if 1 ≤ i ≤ a− 1;

xσi ≡ xσ
−1

i mod p if a+ 1 ≤ i ≤ b;
x1,i ≡ 0 mod p if b+ 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

To show S∞(V D̃(A′)◦2) ⊆ T∞(φ∗,1D̃(A)◦1), it suffices to check that α ∈ T∞(φ∗,1D̃(A)◦1) and the

inclusion S∞(φ∗,1(V D̃(A)◦2)) ⊆ T∞(φ∗,1D̃(A)◦1), which has been shown as above.

By induction, we can show that T∞(φ∗,1D̃(A)◦1) = W (Fp){e1,i, i ≤ b; pe1,i, b + 1 ≤ i ≤ n}. Thus
we can see obviously that α ∈ T∞(φ∗,1D̃(A)◦1). Hence we finish the proof. �

For the morphisms from Y01 and Y10 to Sh1,n−1 induced by isomorphisms in Proposition 9.11
and their relations with stratification on Sh1,n−1, we have the following proposition:

Proposition 9.20. (1) The morphism from Y10 to Sh1,n−1 is surjective and maps Y10
⋂

Y11

to the complement of union of Newton strata of first slope less than 1
4 , that is, equal to

0. We denote it by N10. Moreover the morphism maps pri(Ci)
⋂

Y10 to Yi surjectively for
1 ≤ i ≤ n.

(2) The morphism from Y10 to Sh1,n−1 is surjective and maps Y10
⋂

Y11 to the complement of

union of Newton strata of last slope bigger than 3
4 , that is, equal to 1. We denote it by N01.

Moreover the morphism maps pri(Ci)
⋂

Y10 to Yi surjectively.

Proof. By symmetry, we only prove (1).
Since Y10

∼= Sh1,n−1 by Proposition 9.11, the morphism is surjective obviously.

For any S-point (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈ Y10
⋂

Y11, we have V D̃(A′)◦2 ⊆ φ∗,1(D̃(A)◦1), pD̃(A′)◦2 ⊆
φ∗,2(V D̃(A)◦1) and V D̃(A′)◦1 = φ∗,2(D̃(A)◦2). Therefore φ∗,1(F D̃(A)◦2) = pD̃(A′)◦1 ⊆ V D̃(A′)◦2 ⊆
φ∗,1(D̃(A)◦1)

⋂
φ∗(F

−1V D̃(A)◦1). Moreover, we have φ∗,1(F D̃(A)◦2) ⊆ φ∗(F
−1V D̃(A)◦1) which means

F 4D̃(A)◦2 ⊆ pD̃2. Hence we have shown the image of Y10
⋂

Y11 is contained in N10.

Conversely, to show N10 is contained in the image of Y10
⋂

Y11, it suffices to show V (ω1,ω2) is

contained in the image of Y10
⋂

Y11 where (ω1, ω2) = (n, 2). Then we can get N10 = V
(ω1,ω2) from

the morphism is proper. For any S-point (A,λ, η) ∈ V (ω1,ω2), by Proposition 8.4, D̃(A)◦1
⊕ D̃(A)◦2

has a basis {ei,j |i = 1, 2 and 1 ≤ j ≤ n} such that F, V act on D̃(A)◦1 ⊕ D̃(A)◦2 mod p by

F (e1,i) =

{
e2,i if i ≤ 1 ≤ n− 1;
0 if i = n;

F (e2,i) =





0 if i = 1;
e1,1 if i = 2;
0 if 3 ≤ i ≤ n.

V (e1,i) =





0 if i = 1;
e2,1 if i = 2;
e2,i if 3 ≤ i ≤ n;

V (e2,i) =

{
0 if 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1;
e1,n if i = n.
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We take Ẽ1 =W (Fp){1
pe1,1, e1,2, . . . , e1,n} and Ẽ2 =W (Fp){1

pe2,1, e2,2, . . . , e2,n}. Applying Propo-

sition 5.1.2, we get an triple (A′, λ′, η′) and an OD-equivariant isogeny φ : A → A′, where A′ is
an abelian variety over k with an action of OD, λ

′ is a prime-to-p polarization on A′, and η′ is a
prime-to-p level structure on A′, such that φ′∨ ◦ λ′ ◦ φ′ = λ, η′ = φ′ ◦ η. Moreover, the dimension
formula (5.1.3) implies that ω◦A′∨/k,1 has dimension 1, and ω◦A′∨/k,2 has dimension n − 1. There-

fore, (A′, λ′, η′) is a point of Sh1,n−1 and it can be checked that (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) is a point of
Y10

⋂
Y11.

To show the morphism maps pri(Ci)
⋂

Y10 to Yi surjectively, we note that pri(Ci)
⋂

Y10 is
contained in Yi. By Proposition 9.19, we see that V (ω1,ω2) with (ω1, ω2) = (n + 1 − i, n + 1 − i)
is contained in pri(Ci)

⋂
Y10. Hence Yi, as its closure is contained in pri(Ci)

⋂
Y10. We finish the

proof. �

To illustrate the relation between Y10 and Y01, we note there are two morphisms between Y10

and Y01, which are called ’essential Frobenius‘ as in [28].
We first construct Fr′ : Y10 → Y01. For any locally Noetherian Fp2-scheme S, any S-point

y = (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) satisfies V D̃(A′)◦1 = φ∗,2(D̃(A)◦2) and V D̃(A′)◦2 ⊆ φ∗,1(D̃(A)◦1). We take

Ẽ1 = FV −1D̃(A)1 and Ẽ2 = FV −1D̃(A)◦2. Applying Proposition 5.1.2, we get an triple (A′′, λ′′, η′′)
and an OD-equivariant isogeny φ

′′ : A → A′′, where A′′ is an abelian variety over k with an action
of OD, λ

′′ is a prime-to-p polarization on A′′, and η′′ is a prime-to-p level structure on A′′, such
that φ′′∨ ◦ λ′′ ◦ φ′′ = λ, η′′ = φ′′ ◦ η. Moreover, the dimension formula (5.1.3) implies that ω◦A′′∨/k,1
has dimension 1, and ω◦A′′∨/k,2 has dimension n−1. Therefore, (A′′, λ′′, η′′) is a point of Sh1,n−1 and

it can be checked that (A′′, λ′′, η′′, A′, λ′, η′, φ ◦ φ′′−1) is a point of Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ). It can be checked

that (A′′, λ′′, η, A′, λ′, η′, φ ◦ φ′′−1) ∈ Y01. Thus we let Fr′(y) = (A′′, λ′′, η, A′, λ′, η′, φ′′) and finish
constructing Fr′.

Next, we construct Fr′′ : Y01 → Y10. For any locally Noetherian Fp2-scheme S, any S-point

y = (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) satisfies pD̃(A′)◦2 ⊆ V D̃(A)◦1 and pD̃(A′)◦1 = V D̃(A)◦2. We take Ẽ1 =

FV −1D̃(A′)1 and Ẽ2 = FV −1D̃(A′)◦2. Applying Proposition 5.1.2, we get an triple (A′′, λ′′, η′′) and
an OD-equivariant isogeny φ′′ : A′ → A′′, where A′′ is an abelian variety over k with an action of
OD, λ

′′ is a prime-to-p polarization on A′′, and η′′ is a prime-to-p level structure on A′′, such that
φ′′∨ ◦ λ′′ ◦ φ′′ = λ′, η′′ = φ′′ ◦ η′. Moreover, the dimension formula (5.1.3) implies that ω◦A′′∨/k,1
has dimension 1, and ω◦A′′∨/k,2 has dimension n − 1. Therefore, (A′′, λ′′, η′′) is a point of Sh1,n−1

and it can be checked that (A,λ, η,A′′, λ′′, η′′, φ′′ ◦ φ) is a point of Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ). It can be checked

that (A,λ, η,A′′, λ′′, η′′, φ′′ ◦ φ) ∈ Y10. Thus we let Fr′′(y) = (A,λ, η,A′′, λ′′, η′′, φ′′ ◦ φ) and finish
constructing Fr′′.

It can be checked directly that Fr′ ◦ Fr′′ induces the p2-Frobenius action on Y01 and Fr′′ ◦ Fr′
induces the p2-Frobenius action on Y10. Furthermore, for the action of Fr′ and Fr′′, we have the
following proposition:

Proposition 9.21. (1) For any 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, the morphism Fr′ induces a morphism from
pri(Ci)

⋂
Y10 to pri(Ci)

⋂
Y01. Moreover, it induces a morphism from prn(Cn)

⋂
Y10 =

Y00
⋂

Y10 to Y00
⋂

Y01 and a morphism from prn(Cn)
⋂

Y11 = Y00
⋂

Y11 to itself.
(2) For any 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, the morphism Fr′′ induces a morphism from pri(Ci)

⋂
Y01 to

pri(Ci)
⋂

Y10. It also induces a morphism from prn(Cn)
⋂

Y01 = Y00
⋂

Y01 to Y00
⋂

Y10

and a morphism from prn(Cn)
⋂

Y11 = Y00
⋂

Y11 to itself.

Proof. By symmetry, we only prove (1).
By Proposition 9.7, we have for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, pri(Ci)

⋂
Y10

∼= pri(C
′
i)
⋂

Y10. It can be
calculated directly that for each locally noetherian Fp2-scheme S, the set of isomorphism classes

of tuples (B,λ′′, η′′,H1,H2,H
′
1,H

′
2) in C ′i

⋂
Y10 satisfies: H ′2 = H

(p)
1 and the set of isomorphism

classes of tuples (B,λ′′, η′′,H1,H2,H
′
1,H

′
2) in C ′i

⋂
Y01 satisfies: H

′(p)
2 = H1. Hence we have
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Fr′(B,λ′′, η′′,H1,H2,H
′
1,H

′
2) = (B,λ′′, η′′, F (V (H

(p)
1 )(p)), F (V (H

(p)
2 )(p)),H ′1,H

′
2). It can be checked

directly that the S-point (B,λ′′, η′′, F (V −1(H
(p)
1 )(p)), F (V −1(H

(p)
2 )(p)),H ′1,H

′
2) ∈ C ′i

⋂
Y01. There-

fore we have shown the morphism Fr′ induces a morphism from pri(Ci)
⋂

Y10 to pri(Ci)
⋂

Y01.

For any point S-point y = (A,λ, η,A′, λ′, η′, φ) ∈ Y00
⋂

Y10, we have V D̃(A′)◦1 = φ∗,2(D̃(A)◦2) and

pD̃(A′)◦1 = φ∗,1(V D̃(A)◦2). Therefore we have F D̃(A)◦2 = V D̃(A)◦2 and F D̃(A′)◦1 = V D̃(A′)◦1. Hence

V D̃(A′)◦1 = φ∗,2(F (V
−1D̃(A)◦2)) and pD̃(A′)◦1 = φ∗,1(V (F (V −1D̃(A)◦2)). Therefore Fr(y) ∈ Y00 and

in Y00
⋂

Y01 furthermore. Hence Fr′ induces a morphism from prn(Cn)
⋂

Y10 = Y00
⋂

Y10 to
Y00

⋂
Y01.

If we assume y ∈ Y11, then V D̃(A′)◦2 ⊆ φ∗,1(D̃(A)◦1) and pD̃(A′)◦2 ⊆ φ∗,1(V D̃(A)◦1). Therefore,

V D̃(A)◦2 ⊆ φ∗,1(V (F (V −1D̃(A)◦2))) and pD̃(A′)◦1 ⊆ φ∗,1(V (F (V −1D̃(A)◦2))). This shows Fr
′ induces

a morphism from prn(Cn)
⋂

Y11 = Y00
⋂

Y11 to itself. �

10. Ihara lemma for n ≥ 3

In this section we prove the Ihara lemma for n ≥ 3. We state the theorem first:

Theorem 10.1. Under the assumption of Hypothesis 1.4, we have:

(1) (Definite Ihara) The map

H0
ét(T,Fl)m

ψ−→ H0
ét(Sh0,n,Fl)

⊕n
m

is surjective, where ψ = (
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗,
→
p ∗A,

→
p ∗(A ◦ A), · · · ,→p ∗ (A ◦ · · · ◦A)︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−2

) with (
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗) given

by the correpsondence above and A is a correpondence defined between different T’s. The
composition ◦ of A is defined in Section 5.

(2) (Indefinite Ihara) The map [11]

H
2(n−1)
ét (Sh1,n−1(K

1
p ),Fl(n))m

ψ−→ H
2(n−1)
ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))⊕nm

is surjective, where Sh1,n−1, Sh1,n−1(K
1
p ) are the generic fibers of Sh1,n−1,Sh1,n−1(K1

p ),

ψ = (
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗,
→
p ∗A,

→
p ∗(A ◦ A), · · · ,→p ∗ (A ◦ · · · ◦A)︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−2

) with all the maps induced from those in

(1) and we use the same notation for simplicity.

We have the following diagram:

Y00
⋂

Y10 Y10 Y10
⋂

Y11 Y00
⋂

Y11

Yn Sh1,n−1 N10 Yn

where the vertical morphisms are induced by the blowing-up under Y10
∼= BlYnSh1,n−1 in 9.11 and

N10 is the complement of union of newton strata of first slope equal to 0 defined in 9.20.
Take U10 = Y10 −Y10

⋂
Y11, we have the following excision exact sequence:

· · · H2n−5(Y10
⋂
Y11)

H2n−4
c (U10) H2n−4(Y10) H2n−4(Y10

⋂
Y11)

H2n−3
c (U10) · · ·

Res

∂
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Therefore the sequence H2n−4(Y10)
Res−−→ H2n−4(Y10

⋂
Y11)

∂−→ H2n−3
c (U10) is exact. Moreover,

the closed immersion of Y00
⋂

Y11 and pri(Ci)
⋂

Y10 into Y10
⋂

Y11 induces Gysin maps

H(2n−6)(Y00

⋂
Y11,Fl(n − 3)) ⊕

n−1⊕

i=1

H0(Ci
⋂

Y10,Fl)
Gys−−→ H2n−4(Y10

⋂
Y11,Fl(n− 2)).

Putting together, we have the following diagram with the vertical sequence exact:

H2n−3
c (U10,Fl(n− 2))

H2n−4(Y10
⋂

Y11,Fl(n− 2)) H(2n−6)(Y00
⋂
Y11,Fl(n− 3)) ⊕

n−1⊕
i=1

H0(Ci
⋂

Y10,Fl)

H2n−4(Y10,Fl(n− 2))

∂

Gys,pri,!

Res

Remark 10.2. Since 2n− 6 < 0 when n = 2, this method won’t work for the case n = 2.

By Tate Conjecture, we have the following proposition:

Proposition 10.3. The map ∂◦Gys :
n−1⊕
i=1

H0
ét(Ci

⋂
Y10,Fl)m → H2n−3

c (U10,Fl(n− 2))m is injective.

Proof. By Proposition 9.12, we have H2n−4
ét (Y00

⋂
Y10) =

n−2⋃
i=0

H2i
ét (P

n−2) ⊕H
2(n−2−i)
ét (Pn−1). Con-

sidering the ring structure of H∗ét(Y00
⋂

Y10), We see that we can write H2n−4
ét (Y00

⋂
Y10) as

homogenous polynomials of degree n − 2 with two indeterminants ξ, η corresponds to O(1) in
H2
ét(P

n−1,Fl(1)) and O1 in H2
ét(P

n−2,Fl(1)). Considering the self-intersection given by the closed
immersion of Y00

⋂
Y10 into Y10, we have the following diagram:

H2n−4
ét (Y10,Fl(n− 2)) H2n−4

ét (Y00
⋂

Y10,Fl(n− 2))

H2n−6
ét (Y00

⋂
Y10,Fl(n− 3))

Res

Gys
∪c1(NY00

⋂
Y10/Y10

)

Since NY00
⋂

Y10/Y10
is the normal bundle of the exceptional divisor, we have the cup product

with c(NY00
⋂

Y10/Y10
) is just multiplication by -η. Moreover, we have blowing-up exact sequence

0 H2n−4
ét (Sh1,n−1) H2n−4

ét (Y10)⊕H2n−4
ét (Yn) H2n−4

ét (Y00
⋂

Y11) 0 .

After localizing at m, we have H2n−4(Y10)m ⊕H2n−4
ét (Yn)m

∼= H2n−4
ét (Y00

⋂
Y11)m. Therefore the

image of H2n−4
ét (Y10)m in H2n−4

ét (Y00
⋂

Y11) is consisting of the homogenous polynomials of degree

2n− 4 with the degree of η is not zero, that is, there is an isomorphism H2n−4
ét (Y10,Fl(n− 2))m =
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H2n−6
ét (Y00

⋂
Y10,Fl(n− 3))m. Thus by the commutativity of the following diagram:

H2n−3
c (U10,Fl(n− 2))

H2n−4(Y10
⋂

Y11,Fl(n− 2)) H(2n−6)(Y00
⋂

Y11,Fl(n− 3))⊕
n−1⊕
i=1

H0(Ci
⋂

Y10,Fl)

H2n−4(Y10,Fl(n− 2)) H2n−6(Y00
⋂

Y10,Fl(n− 3))

∂

Gys

Res
Res

Gys

.

we have the image of H2n−4(Y10,Fl(n− 2))m in H2n−4(Y10
⋂

Y11, ,Fl(n− 2))m is the same as the
image of H(2n−6)(Y00

⋂
Y11, ,Fl(n− 3))m.

Now, by Proposition 9.20 and Theorem 3.7.3, we have the following commutative diagram:

H2n−2(Sh1,n−1,Fl(n− 1))m H2n−2(Y10,Fl(n − 1))m

H2n−4(Y00
⋂
Y10,Fl(n− 2))m

H0(Yn)m ⊕
n−1⊕
i=1

H0(Yi)m H2n−6(Y00
⋂
Y11,Fl(n− 3))m ⊕

n−1⊕
i=1

H0(Ci
⋂

Y10)m

δ

Gys

→
p i,!

(Gys,pri,!)

(α,β)

where the vertical maps are gysin maps induced by the blowing-up. It is easy to seeH0(Ci
⋂

Y10)m =

H0(Yi)m. If there is (x, y) ∈ H2n−6(Y00
⋂
Y11,Fl(n− 3))m ⊕

n−1⊕
i=1

H0(Ci
⋂

Y10,Fl)m such that the

image of (x, y) through the horizontal map is zero, then
→
p j,!◦(α(x), β(y)) = 0. By injectivity of

→
p j,!,

we see β(y) = 0. Hence y = 0. This shows the image of
n−1⊕
i=1

H0(Yi)m inH2n−4(Y10
⋂

Y11,Fl(n− 2))m

has trivial intersection with the image of H2n−4(Y10)m. Thus we have finish the proof. �

Symmetrically, we define U01 = Y01−Y01
⋂

Y11. By Proposition 9.21, we have Fr′′(U01) contains
Ci
⋂

Y10 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Thus we have a simlar diagram as above:

Y00
⋂
Y10 Y10 Y10\Fr′′(U01) Y00

⋂
Y11

Yn Sh1,n−1 N01 Yn

.

we also have the following diagram with the vertical sequence exact:

H2n−3
c (Fr′′(U01),Fl(n− 2))

H2n−4(Y10\Fr′′(U01),Fl(n − 2)) H(2n−6)(Y00
⋂

Y11,Fl(n− 3)) ⊕
n−1⊕
i=1

H0(Ci
⋂

Y10,Fl)

H2n−4(Y10,Fl(n− 2))

∂

Gys,pri,!

Res
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By a similar argument as above, we have the following proposition:

Proposition 10.4. The map ∂ ◦ Gys :
n−1⊕
i=1

H0
ét(Ci

⋂
Y10)m → H2n−3

c (Fr′′(U01),Fl(n− 2))m is in-

jective.

Consider Fr′′(U01)
⋃U10 with the Mayer-Vietoris sequence, we have the following diagram:

H2n−3
c (Fr′′(U01)

⋃U10,Fl(n− 2))m

n−1⊕
i=1

H0
ét(Ci

⋂
Y10,Fl)m H2n−3

c (Fr′′(U01),Fl(n− 2))m
⊕
H2n−3
c (U10,Fl(n− 2))m

H2n−3
c (Fr′′(U01)

⋂U10,Fl(n− 2))m

Φ

φ
i

Since two parts of the last horizontal map has different signs, the composition of the last horizontal
map with Φ is zero. Hence Φ factors through the fisrt horizontal map: Φ = i ◦ φ. Thus we have φ
is injective.

We claim that φ gives us the desired map appeared in the definite Ihara lemma. First, we note
that the morphism from Ci to Yi induced by the blowing-up for 1 ≤ i ≤ n−1 gives the isomorphism
H0
ét(Ci

⋂
Y10) = H0(Yi). Since H

0
ét(Yi)m = H0

ét(Sh0,n)m, we have H0
ét(Ci

⋂
Y10)m = H0

ét(Sh0,n)m.

Moreover, Fr′′(U01)
⋃U10 = V (ω1,ω2)

⊔
(Y00

⋂
Y10 − Y00

⋂
Y11), with (ω1, ω2) = (n, 1), that is,

V (ω1,ω2) is the µ-ordinary locus of Sh1,n−1. By Proposition 8.10, we have V (ω1,ω2) is affine and thus

H2n−3
c (V (ω1,ω2)) = 0. By excision sequence, we get an injection i : H2n−3

c (Fr′′(U01)
⋂U10)m →

H2n−3
c (Y00

⋂
Y10 −Y00

⋂
Y11)m. Composition these maps together, we get the following map is

injecitve:

n−1⊕
i=1

H0
ét(Sh0,n)m

n−1⊕
i=1

H0
ét(Ci

⋂
Y10)m H2n−3

c (Fr′′(U01)
⋂U10,Fl(n − 2))m

H2n−3
c (Y00

⋂
Y10 −Y00

⋂
Y11,Fl(n− 2))m

H0
ét(Sh0,n, ρ(n−1,1))m

φ

i

where the last map is an identity following Proposition 9.12. Considering the direct sum of this
map with the identity map H0

ét(Sh0,n)m → H0
ét(Sh0,n)m, we get

n⊕
i=1

H0
ét(Sh0,n,Fl)m H0

ét(Sh0,n(K
1
p ),Fl)m .

We denote the map by Ψ. Now it suffices to check Ψ coincides with the map in the definite Ihara
lemma. We need the following lemma:

Lemma 10.5. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, the Hecke correspondence T n−ip gives a correspondence between

pr′i(Ci) and pr′n(Cn), that is, for any Fp-point (A,λ, η, Â, λ̂, η̂, φ̂, B, λ′′, η′′, ψ) ∈ Ci(Fp) and any

Fp-point (A,λ, η, Ã, λ̃, η̃, φ̃, B1, λ1, η1, B2, λ2, η2, ψ1, ψ2) ∈ Cn(Fp), then B1 ∈ T n−ip (B).

Proof. By definition, if for any Fp-point (A,λ, η, Â, λ̂, η̂, φ̂, B, λ′′, η′′, ψ) ∈ Ci(Fp) and any Fp-point
(A,λ, η, Ã, λ̃, η̃, φ̃, B1, λ1, η1, B2, λ2, η2, ψ1, ψ2) ∈ Cn(Fp), then (A,λ, η) ∈ Yi,B

⋂
Yn,B1 .
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By [11, Proposition 6.4], we have Yi,B
⋂

Yn,B1 is not empty if and only there exists δ ≤ min{n−
n, i−1}, that is, δ = 0 such that B1 ∈ R

(n−i+δ,n−δ)
p S−1p (B) = T n−ip (B). This concludes the proof. �

It can be checked directly that the n-th summation of Ψ correpsonds to
→
p
∗
: H0

ét(Sh0,n)m →
H0
ét(Sh0,n(K

1
p ),Fl)m. Moreover, for the n − i-th summation of Ψ, i.e., the summation corresponds

to H0
ét(Sh0,n)m

pr
′∗
n−i−−−→ H0

ét(Cn−i
⋂

Y10)m
prn−i,∗−−−−→ H2n−3

c (Y00
⋂

Y10 −Y00
⋂

Y11)m, we get the map

H0
ét(Sh0,n)m → H0

ét(Sh0,n(K
1
p ),Fl)m is

→
p
∗
◦ T (i)

p and it can be checked by definition it is exactly the

map given by
→
p ∗ (A ◦ · · · ◦ A)︸ ︷︷ ︸

i−1

. Hence we finish the proof of the definite Ihara lemma.

Now we give the proof of the Indefinite Ihara lemma.
First, we recall the following definition as in [24, Definition 5.2]:

Definition 10.6. Let (R,mR) be a noetherian local ring, G some group, and

σR : G→ GLn(R)

an n-dimensional representation such that σR = σR mod mR is absolutely irreducible, i.e., irre-
ducible over the algebra closure of R. Let M be an R[G]-module. Then M is said to be σR-typic if
one can write M as a tensor product

M = σR ⊗RM0,

where M0 is an R-module, and G acts only through its action on σR.

By [24, Proposition 5.3], we have the following proposition:

Proposition 10.7. In the situation of Definition 10.6, if M is σ-typic, then

M0 = HomR[G](σR,M).

The functorM0 7→ σR⊗RM0, M 7→ HomR[G](σR,M) induce an equivalence of categories between
the category of σR-typic R[G]-modules and the category of R-modules.

To prove the indefinite Ihara lemma, we need to introduce some elementary primes.

Definition 10.8. We call a prime p′ 6= p, l in Q is good, if Kp′ is hyperspecial and Hypothesis 1.4
holds for p′.

For any good prime p′, we have canonical decompositions of HK × Gal(Fp′/Fp′2)-modules as in
(3.6.1):

H0
ét(Sh0,n,p′,Ql)m = πK ⊗R(0,n),l(π)

H
2(n−1)
ét (Sh1,n−1,p′,Ql)m = πK ⊗R(1,n−1),l(π).

Here we use subscript p′ to express Shimura varieties defined at p′. Then up to semisimplification,
we have

[
R(0,n),ℓ(π)

]
= #ker1(Q, G0,n)m0,n(π)

[
∧n ρπp′ ⊗ χ−1πp′,0 ⊗Ql(

n(n−1)
2 )

]
,(10.8.1)

[
R(1,n−1),ℓ(π)

]
= #ker1(Q, G1,n−1)m0,n(π)

[
ρπ

p′
⊗ ∧n−1ρπ

p′
⊗ χ−1πp′,0 ⊗Ql(

(n−1)(n−2)
2 )

]
.(10.8.2)

Note that Gal(Fp/Fp2) acts on the two cohomology groups simply on the second factor. More

explicitly, by φπR(Sp′) = 1 and the proof of Theorem 3.7.3 in [11], the group Gal(Fp/Fp2) acts on
n⊕
j=1

H0
ét(Sh0,n,p′,Ql)m andH

2(n−1)
ét (Sh1,n−1,p′,Ql)

fin
m by (χ−1πp′,0)

⊕m. Herem = n#ker1(Q, G0,n)m0,n(π) =

#ker1(Q, G1,n−1)m0,n(π). we write
n⊕
j=1

H0
ét(Sh0,n,p′,Ql)m = πK ⊗ χ−mπp′ ,0.
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Moreover, let K ′ be an open compact subgroup of G(A∞) satisfies K ′p = Kp and K ′p = K1
p . Since

K ′p′ = Kp′ is hyperspecial, we get
n⊕
j=1

H0
ét(Sh0,n,p′(K

′),Ql)m = πK
′ ⊗ χ−mπp′ ,0 similarly as above. By

definite Ihara lemma and proper base change theorem, we have a surjection

H0
ét(Sh0,n(K

′)Qp
,Fl)m → H0

ét(Sh0,n(K)Qp
,Fl)

n
m.

Under the isomorphism Qp
∼= C ∼= Qp′ , we have a surjection

H0
ét(Sh0,n(K

′)Qp′
,Fl)m → H0

ét(Sh0,n(K)Qp′
,Fl)nm.

Again by torion-freeness and proper base change, we get

H0
ét(Sh0,n,p′(K

′),Ql)m → H0
ét(Sh0,n,p′(K),Ql)

n
m.

Then by torsion-freeness and Proposition 10.7, we get a surjection πK
′ → (πK)⊕n. Hence πK

′ ⊗
R(1,n−1),l(π) → (πK ⊗R(1,n−1),l(π))

⊕n is surjective. After proper base change, we get the indefinite
Ihara lemma since the generic fibers at p and p′ coincide.

11. Arithmetic level raising theorem for n = 2

We first construct the Arithmetic level raising map for general n.
Recall in Proposition 6.2 we have Chn(Sh1,n−1, 1,Fl) = H2n−1

m (X,Fl(n)). We have a canonical

map from H2n−1
m (X,Fl(n)) to H2n−1

ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))), hence we have a map from Chn(Sh1,n−1, 1,Fl)
to H2n−1

ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))). Composing with the map Chn(Sh1,n−1, 1,Fl) → Chn(Sh1,n−1, 1,Fl) in-
duced by the closed immersion of Shss1,n−1 into Sh1,n−1, we can get the cycle class map

Ch1(Sh1,n−1, 1,Fl) → H2n−1
ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n)))

.
On the other hand, considering the Galois action on the special fiber Sh1,n−1, we get a short

exact sequence:

0 → H1(Fp2 ,H
2n−2
ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))) → H2n−1

ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))) → H0(Fp2 ,H
2n−1
ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n)))

.
By localizaing at a maximal ideal which is ’generic’ and non-Eisenstein as in [4], we can get that

Hi(Sh1,n−1, 1,Fl(n))m is nonzero if and only if i = 2n − 2. Hence after localizing at such an m, we
get the third term of the short exact sequence is zero. And we get two maps by lifting:

Chn(Sh1,n−1, 1,Fl)m → H1(Fp2 ,H
2n−2
ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))m

, which is the so-called Abel-Jacobi map; and

Ch1(Sh1,n−1, 1,Fl)m → H1(Fp2 ,H
2n−2
ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))m

, which is the so-called level raising map.
Summing up, we have the diagram as below:

0 = H0(Fp2 ,H
2n−1
ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))m)

Chn(Sh1,n−1, 1,Fl)m H2n−1
M (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))m H2n−1

ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))m

Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl)m H1(Fp2 ,H
2n−2
ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))m)

Abel−Jacobi map

level−raising map

As to the level raising map, we have the following theorem for n = 2:
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Theorem 11.1. Under Hypothesis 1.4, the level raising map

Ch1(Sh1,1, 1,Fl)m → H1(Fp2 ,H
2(Sh1,1, 1,Fl(2))m)

is surjective.

To prove the theorem, we need the following lemma:

Lemma 11.2. For any filtration Fil·A of a group A with Fili−1A ⊆ FiliA for any i, we define a
sequence (griA)i∈Z as griA := FiliA

Fili−1A
.

Now suppose we are given two groups A and B and their filtrations Fil•,A and Fil•,B satisfying:

(1) 0 = Fil−3A ⊆ Fil−2A = Fil−1A ⊆ Fil0A = Fil1A ⊆ Fil2A = A.
(2) 0 = Fil−1B ⊆ Fil0B = B.

Then we have (griA)i∈Z and (griB)i∈Z satisfying:

(1) griA 6= 0 if and only if i = −2, 0, 2.
(2) griB 6= 0 if and only if i = 0.

Moreover for any map from A to B preserving filtrations, we have gr2A։ Coker(gr0A→ gr0B).

Proof. In fact, we have

gr2(A) =
Fil2A

Fil1A
=

A

Fil0A
։

B

Im(Fil0A→ B)
=

gr0B

Im(gr0A→ gr0B)
= Coker(gr0A→ gr0B)

. �

By indefinite Ihara lemma, we get the map H2(Sh1,1(K
1
p ),Fl(2))m ։ H2(Sh1,1,Fl(2))⊕2m is sur-

jective. Applying Proposition B.4 to Sh1,1, we can also get a spectral sequence. Since Sh1,1 is
smooth and irreducible, the monodromy filtration of Sh1,1 concentrates on itself. Moreover the
surjection in the indefinite Ihara lemma preserves monodromy filtrations by Proposition B.5.2 and
Proposition B.5.1.

Proposition 11.3. For the weight spectral sequence obtained in B.4, it satisfies H1(Y
(1)

Fp
)(−1) = 0

in the E1-page and after localizaing at m, the E2-page can be expressed as the following diagram:

E−2,42,m 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0

0 0 E0,2
2,m 0 0

0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 E2,0
2,m

, where we use index m to denote the localization. Moreover, we have E−2,42,m = Ch1(Shss1,1, 1,Fl)m.

Proof. We first show H1
ét(Y

(1)

Fp
)(−1) = 0 in E1-page. For simplicity, we omit the twist ’−1’ here, as

it does not affect the group structure.
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It can be checked that

H1
ét(Y

(1)

Fp
) =H1

ét(Ỹ00

⋂
Y01)

⊕
H1
ét(Ỹ00

⋂
Y10)

⊕
H1

ét(Ỹ11

⋂
Y01)

⊕
H1
ét(Ỹ11

⋂
Y10)

⊕
H1
ét(Ỹ11

⋂
Ỹ00).

Here we use a line overhead to express the geoemtric special fiber.

By 7.6, we have H1
ét(Y

(1)

Fp
) = H1

ét(Y1)
⊕2
⊕
H1
ét(Y2)

⊕
H1
ét(T × P1). Both Y1 and Y2 can be

expressed as P1 -bundle over Sh0,2. Since Sh0,2 and T are both of dimension 0, we have H1
ét(Y1) =

H1
ét(Y2) = H1

ét(T× P1) = 0 following from H1
ét(P

1) = 0.
Secondly, we calculate the E2-page.
It is easy to check by definition that the E2-page degenerates at every index (p, q) except (p, q) =

(−1, 2), (1, 2) and p + q = 2. Hence other than the exceptional indices (p, q), Ep,q2 = Ep,q∞ is a

subquotient of Hp+q
ét (XQp

,Fl)m, which is zero. Hence it suffices to check E−1,22,m = E1,2
2,m = 0. By

duality, we only need to check E−1,22,m = 0, i.e d−1,21 is injective.

To calculate H2
ét(Y

(0)

Fp
), we need to calculate H2

ét(Ỹ00) = H2
ét(P̃

1 × P1/Sh0,2).By the blowing-up

exact sequence, we have the following exact sequence

0 → H2
ét(P

1 × P1/Sh0,2) → H2
ét(P̃1 × P1/Sh0,2)

⊕
H2
ét(T) → H2

ét(T× P1) → 0,

where the first and the last zero term comes from H1
ét(T × P1) = 0 and H3

ét(P
1 × P1/Sh0,2) =

0. Moreover, we have H2
ét(T) = 0 since T is of dimension zero. By Kunneth formula, we have

H2
ét(P

1 × P1/Sh0,2) = H0
ét(Sh0,2)

⊕2.12

Thus, we have E0,2
1 = H2

ét(Y
(0)

Fp
) ⊕ H0

ét(Y
(2)

Fp
)(−1) = H0

ét(Sh0,2)
⊕4
⊕
H0
ét(T)

⊕4
⊕
H2
ét(Sh1,1)

⊕2.

Moreover, E−1,21 = H0
ét(Y

(1)

Fp
)(−1) = H0

ét(Sh0,2)
⊕4
⊕
H0
ét(T).

12Rigorously, we should write H0
ét(Sh0,2,H

2
ét(P

1 × P1)), which comes from the Leray Spectral Sequence.
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With identification as above, we can express d−1,21 as a matrix:

H0
ét(Sh0,2) H0

ét(Sh0,2) H0
ét(Sh0,2) H0

ét(Sh0,2) H0
ét(T)

H0
ét(Sh0,2) −Fr−1Sp −1 0 0 −←p ∗

H0
ét(Sh0,2) −Sp −Fr 0 0 −←p ∗

H0
ét(T)

←
p
∗
Sp

←
p
∗

0 0 −1

H2
ét(Sh1,1) −←p 1,∗ 0

←
p 1,∗ 0 0

H2
ét(Sh1,1) 0

←
p 1,∗ 0

←
p 1,∗ 0

H0
ét(Sh0,2) 0 0 −1 −Fr−1 →

p ∗

H0
ét(Sh0,2) 0 0 −Fr −1

→
p ∗

H0
ét(T) 0 0 −→p

∗
−→p
∗

1

H0
ét(T)

←
p
∗

0
→
p
∗

0 −TSp

H0
ét(T) 0

←
p
∗

0
→
p
∗

−1

The five columns each corresponding to Y00
⋂

Y10,Y00
⋂

Y01,Y11
⋂

Y10,Y11
⋂

Y01 and Y00
⋂

Y11.
The first three rows correspond to Y00. The fourth and fifth rows correspond to Y10 and Y01. The
sixth to eighth rows correspond to Y11. The ninth and tenth rows correspond to Y00

⋂
Y10

⋂
Y11

and Y00
⋂

Y01
⋂

Y11.

To show the injectivity after localization, we first consider the image of d−1,21,m projecting to the

last two H0(T)m. The map is exactly the β in the proof of the definite Ihara lemma. Hence we can

suppose elements in Kerd1,21,m as (−Sps,−s, t, t, ,−
←
p
∗
s+

→
p
∗
t), where (s, t) ∈ H0

ét(Sh0,2)
⊕2
m . Then by

taking this form into the eighth factor, we get the
←
p
∗
s+
→
p
∗
t = 0. Hence by the proof of the definite

Ihara lemma, we have s = t = 0. And we get the injectivity. �

Thus we get a filtration of H2(Sh1,1(K
1
p ),Fl)m. After twisting every cohomology group with the

Frobenius twist ‘(2)’, by the 11.2, we have E−2,42,m (2) ։ Coker(E0,2
2,m(2)

α−→ H2
ét(Sh1,1,Fl(2))m).
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Now we give the proof of theorem 7.1.

Proof of Theorem 7.1. First, we claim that Cokerα = Coker(H2
ét(Sh1,1)

⊕2(2)m → H2
ét(Sh1,1)

⊕2(2)m)

with the second map induced by the composition of immersions of Y01 and Y10 into Sh1,1(K
1
p ) and

the projection from Sh1,1(K
1
p ) onto Sh1,1 induced by the inclusion of the level groups.

If the claim holds, then by Proposition 7.5, we get α corresponds to the map H2
ét(Sh1,1)

⊕2(2)m →
H2
ét(Sh1,1)

⊕2(2)m which is induced by

(
1 F

S−1p F 1

)
. Then by basic linear algebra, we get the level

raising map is surjective.
In fact, we only need to show the maps

φ1 :H
2
ét(Ỹ00,Fl(2))m → H2

ét(Sh1,1,Fl(2))
⊕2
m

φ2 :H
2
ét(Ỹ11,Fl(2))m → H2

ét(Sh1,1,Fl(2))
⊕2
m

all have images contained in (1− Fr2)H2
ét(Sh1,1,Fl(2))

⊕2
m , where φi are canonical maps induced by

the maps (
←
p ∗,
→
p ∗).

As to the map φ1, we have have
→
p ∗ : H2

ét(Ỹ00,Fl(2))m → H2
ét(Sh1,1,Fl(2))m can be expressed

as H2
ét(Ỹ00,Fl(2))m

→
p ∗−−→ H2

ét(Y2,Fl(1))m
i2,∗−−→ H2

ét(Sh1,1,Fl(2))m with the second map i2,∗ to be

the Gysin map induced by natural inclusion i2 : Y2 → Sh1,1. For any x ∈ H2
ét(Y2,Fl)m, we have

Frp2(i2,∗(x)) = i2,∗(Frp2(x)) = p−2i2,∗(Fr
′
p2(x)). Here we use Fr′p2 to express the Frobenius action

on Sh1,1. Therefore, since l ∤ p2 − 1, if we take x′ = (1 − p−2)−1Fr′−1
p2
x, then we have i2,∗(x) =

(1− Frp2)i2,∗(x
′). The proof for

←
p ∗ is similar and we omit here.

The proof of φ2 is also the same as φ1. Then with an argument similar as above, we finish our
proof. �

It remains to check that the map we constructed here is exact the Abel-Jacobi map. Under the
same notation as in Section B.3, let Λ = Fℓ and RψΛ be the sheaf of nearby cycles. Let Sh1,1(K

1
p )

ord

be the ordinary locus of Sh1,1(K
1
p ) and Sh1,1(K

1
p )

ss be the supersingular locus of Sh1,1(K
1
p ). We

also use a similar notation for Sh1,n−1. Consider the monodromy filtration M• : 0 = M−2RψΛ ⊆
M−1RψΛ ⊆ M0RψΛ ⊆ M1RψΛ ⊆ M2RψΛ = RψΛ, we take M≥iRψΛ = M2RψΛ/Mi−1RψΛ
and grMi RψΛ = MiRψΛ/Mi−1RψΛ. As in the proof of Proposition 11.3, we can see easily that
M≥1 =M≥2.

Lemma 11.4. For grMi RψΛ and M≥0RψΛ, we have M≥0RψΛ|Sh1,1(K1
p )

ord = grM0 RψΛ|Sh1,1(K1
p )

ord

when restricting to Sh1,1(K
1
p )

ord.

Proof. We have the exact sequence in Perv(YF )[−2] :

0 → grM0 RψΛ →M≥0RψΛ → grM2 RψΛ → 0.

. By Proposition B.4, we have grM2 RψΛ is isomorphic to a2∗Λ(−2)[−2], which is zero restricted to
the ordinary locus. Hence we get

M≥0RψΛ|Sh1,1(K1
p )

ord = grM0 RψΛ|Sh1,1(K1
p )

ord .

Here we finish the proof. �

Proposition 11.5. The surjective map obtained from the weight spectral sequences coincides with
the Arithmetic level raising map in Theorem 11.1.
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Proof. We have the following commutative diagram:

H2
ét(S̃h1,1(K

1
p ), gr

M
0 RψΛ(2))m H2

ét(S̃h1,1(K
1
p ), gr

M
0 RψΛ(2))m H2

ét(Sh1,1,Λ(2))m

H2
ét(S̃h1,1(K

1
p ),M≥0RψΛ(2))m H2

ét(S̃h1,1(K
1
p )

ord, grM0 RψΛ(2))m H2
ét(Sh

ord
1,1 ,Λ(2))m

H2
ét(S̃h1,1(K

1
p ), gr

M
2 RψΛ(2))m H3

ét(S̃h1,1(K
3
p )

ss, i
′!grM0 RψΛ(2))m H3

ét(Sh
ss
1,1, i

!Λ(2))m

=

α1

σ1

α2 α3

ρ1

β1

σ2

β2 β3

ρ2 σ3

Here σ1, σ2 and σ3 are induced by the map in the definite Ihara lemma. The map ρ1 is induced by
the composition map and the isomorphism in Lemma 11.4. The maps α1 and β1 are induced by
the exact sequence

0 → grM0 RψΛ →M≥0RψΛ → grM2 RψΛ → 0.

The maps αi, βi for i = 2, 3 come from the Gysin sequence with i
′! and i! to be closed immersions.

It can be checked directly that α1 is injective and β1 is surjective. Hence ρ2 is well-defined.
Furthermore, the map obtained from the weight spectral sequence satisfies the following commu-

tative diagram:

H2
ét(S̃h1,1(K

1
p ), gr

M
2 RψΛ(2))m H2

ét(S̃h1,1(K
1
p ),M≥0RψΛ(2))m H2

ét(S̃h1,1(K
1
p ), gr

M
0 RψΛ(2))m

H3
ét(Sh

ss
1,1, i

!Λ(2))m H2
ét(Sh

ord
1,1 ,Λ(2))m H2

ét(Sh1,1,Λ(2))m

H3
ét(Sh1,1,Fℓ(2))m H1(Fp2 ,H

2
ét(Sh1,1,Fℓ)m)

∼=

Here the lower left vertical map is the Gysin map.
By the definition of Ch1(Sh1,1, 1,Fl)m, the following diagram is commutative.

0 Ch1(Sh1,1, 1,Fl)m (H0
ét(Y

◦
1,Gm)m ⊕H0

ét(Y
◦
2 ,Gm)m)⊗ Fℓ H0

ét(Y1 ∩Y2)m

0 H1
ét(Sh

ss
1,1,Fℓ(1))m (H0

ét(Y
◦
1,Fℓ(1))m ⊕H0

ét(Y
◦
2,Fℓ(1))m) H0

ét(Y1 ∩Y2)m

H3
ét(Sh1,1,Fℓ(2))m

div

=

Here the left vertical maps are cycle class map and Gysin map. The middle vertical map comes
from the Kummer sequence.

After identifying Ch1(Sh1,1, 1,Fl)m with a subgroup of H0
ét(Y1 ∩Y2)m = H0

ét(T)m, we can see the
arithmetic level raising map coincides with the map obtained from the weight spectral sequence
directly. Hence we finish the proof. �

For n ≥ 3, we have a similar conjecture:

Conjecture 11.6. Under the Hypothesis 1.4, the level raising map

Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl)m → H1(Fp2 ,H
2n−2
ét (Sh1,n−1,Fl(n))m)

is surjective.
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12. Nonvanishing of the higher Chow group

In this section we define when the higher chow group is nonvanishing for n = 2, 3. By the Ihara
lemma 1.5, it is equivalent to when the arithmetic level raising theorem is nontrivial. In fact we
have the following theorem:

Theorem 12.1. When n = 2, 3, the higher Chow group Ch1(Shss1,n−1, 1,Fl)m is nonzero if and only

if there exist two Satake parameters αi, αj such that αi = p2αj. If n = 2, we can further show Πp is
isomorphic to a twisted Steinberg representation and if n = 3 and futher assume there exists only
one pair such (αi, αj) we can show Πp is isomorphic to the isobaric sum of a 2 dimensional twisted
Steinberg representation and a 1 dimensional reprentation, denoted by St2(γ)⊞ β.

For 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, let Ki be the open compact subgroup of G(A∞) with hyperspecial level
at p such that Ki,p = diag{p−1Ii, In−i}GLn(Zp2)diag{pIi, In−i} For 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 2, let K1

i be the

intersection of Ki and Ki−1 (If i = 0, let i − 1 be n − 1.) For 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 2, Sh0,n(K1
i ) gives

a correspondence between Sh0,n(Ki) and Sh0,n(Ki−1) and A functors as an interwining operator
between each Sh0,n(K1

i ) and Sh0,n(K1
i+1) as depicted in Section 6. Since A′s between different i

are not the same, we denote the A from Sh0,n(K1
i ) to Sh0,n(K1

i−1) by Ai. We also use
→
p i and

←
p i

to denote the projection from Sh0,n(K1
i ) to Sh0,n(Ki−1) and Sh0,n(Ki).

By Section 3.6, we have for any K, H0
ét(Sh0,n(Ki)) =

⊕
π∈Irr(Ga•(A∞))

m(π)ιℓ(π
K). Here m(π) is

short for the multiplicity of π, which is not dependent on K. H0
ét(Sh0,n(Ki)) can be viewed as a

HK ×Gal(Fp/Fp2)-module with the Galois action trivial. Thus we only need to consider the Hecke

action. If we further assume the component away from p, denoted by Kp
i , are the same for different

i, we only need to consider π
Kp

p . After base change to a GLn(Qp2) representation Πp, we only need

to consider Π
Kp

p . We use ι+i and ι−i to denote the map from Π
Ki,p
p to Π

K1
i,p

p and Π
K1

i+1,p
p induced

by
→
p i and

←
p i+1. Let B be the Iwahori subgroup of GLn(Qp2), we can view all the Hecke algebra

correponds to different Ki and K
1
i as subalgebra of HB . The triviality of the higher Chow group

is equivalent to the surjectivity of the map
n−1⊕
i=0

Π
Ki,p
p

ι−n−1,ι
+
0 ,A1◦ι

+
1 ,··· ,A1◦A2···◦An−2◦ι

+
n−2−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ Π

K1
0,p

p for all

possible Π.
Moreover, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 12.2. An irreducible admissible representation π with non-zero B-fixed vector imbeds
into an unramified principal series representation.

Proof. We refer to [16] here. �

Therefore, we can embed Πp to an unramified principal series represeentation I(χ) for some
unramified character χ from the diagonal torus to C, which is determined by n-tuple {α1, · · · , αn} ∈
Cn. Hence We only need to consider when the map

n−1⊕
i=0

I(χ)Ki,p
ι−n−1,ι

+
0 ,A1◦ι

+
1 ,··· ,A1◦A2···◦An−2◦ι

+
n−2−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→

I(χ)K
1
0,p . For I(χ)B and the Hecke action on it, we first recall some results in [13].

LetW = Sn be the Weyl group of GLn andWaff be the affine Weyl group. Let {s1, · · · , sn−1} be
the simple roots of the Weyl group and s0, s1, · · · , sn−1 be the simple roots of the affine Weyl group.
LetH(GLn, B) be the affine Hecke algebra with generators R0, · · · , Rn−1 correpsond to s0, · · · , sn−1.
The B-fixed vectors in the unramified principal series I(χ)B have a basis {φw | w ∈W}. such that

φw(pw
′b) = χδ1/2(p) with pw′b correpsonding to the decomposition GLn = PWB13 and δ to be the

13Here we use P to denote the canonical Borel subgroup of GLn.

60



modular of GLn. The action of H(GLn, B) on I(χ)B satisfies: If 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1,

Riφw =

{
φwsi if w(i) < w(i + 1);
p2φwsi + (p2 − 1)φw if w(i) = w(i + 1);

And

R0φw =

{
p2(w(1)−w(n))αw(1)α

−1
w(n)φw(1n) if w(1) > w(n);

p2(1+w(1)−w(n))αw(1)α
−1
w(n)φw(1n) + (p2 − 1)φw if w(1) < w(n);

In particular, I(χ)<B,si> is spanned by φw + φwsi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 and w ∈ Sn and I(χ)<B,s0>

is spanned by φw + p2(w(1)−w(n))αw(1)α
−1
w(n)φw(1n) for w ∈ Sn.

Thus we have the following proposition:

Proposition 12.3. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Let Θi =
∑

w(1)=i

φw and Ξi =
∑

w(n)=i

φw. Then I(χ)
K1

1,p is spanned

by Θ1, · · · ,Θn and I(χ)K
0
n−1,p is spanned by Ξ1, · · · ,Ξn. I(χ)K0,p is spanned by

n∑
i=1

Θi =
n∑
i=1

Ξi,

I(χ)K1,p is spanned by
n∑
i=1

p2(1−i)α1α
−1
i Θi and I(χ)

Kn is spanned by
n∑
i=1

p2(i−n)αiα
−1
n Ξi.

Proof. It is easy to see that I(χ)K0,p = I(χ)<B,s1,··· ,sn−1>, I(χ)K1,p = I(χ)<B,s0,s2,··· ,sn−1> and

I(χ)Kn,p = I(χ)<B,s0,s1,··· ,sn−2>. Moreover, we have I(χ)K
1
1,p = I(χ)<B,s2,··· ,sn−1> and I(χ)K

1
0,p =

I(χ)<B,s1,,s2,··· ,sn−2>. Then we can get the result by direct calculation. �

Now we are going to depict the action of A from I(χ)K
1
1,p to I(χ)K

1
0,p . It is depicted by the

following linear-algebra model.

The intertwining operator A from I(χ)K
1
1,p to I(χ)K

1
0,p . corresponds to the morphism from

Ind
GLn(Fp2 )

K1
1,p

1 to Ind
GLn(Fp2)

K1
0,p

1. After identifying Ind
GLn(Fp2 )

K1
1,p

1 with the vector space spanned by

{[L] : L lines in Fnp2} and Ind
GLn(Fp2 )

K1
0,p

1 with {[H] : H hyperplanes in Fnp2}, A acts by mapping

[L] to
∑
L⊆H

[H].

Now we consider the Borel-fixed vectors. Given a sequence of vector spaces: 0 ⊆ V1 ⊆ V2 ⊆ · · · ⊆
Vn−1 ⊆ Vn = V, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, Θi we constructed above corresponds to

∑{[L] : L 6⊆ Vi−1, L ⊆ Vi}
and Ξi we constructed above corresponds to

∑{[H] : Vi−1 ⊆ H, Vi ⊆ H}. Therefore, we have

AΘi =
∑

L+Vi−1=Vi

∑

L⊆H

[H] =
∑

H

#{L : L ⊆ Vi ∩H, L 6⊆ Vi−1 ∩H}[H]

=
∑

j>i

p2(n−i)Ξj +
∑

j<i

p2(i−2)Ξj.

By the above analysis, a sufficient condition for Theorem 12.1 is that

A ◦ ι+1 (I(χ)K1,p) ⊆ (ι+0 (I(χ)
K0,p) + ι−n−1(I(χ)

Kn−1,p)),

since A ◦ ι−0 (I(χ)K0,p) = A
n∑
i=1

Θi =
p2n−2−1
p2−1

n∑
i=1

Ξi = ι+0 (I(χ)
K0,p) and p2n−2−1

p2−1 is prime to ℓ. Under

the basis of Ξ1, · · · ,Ξn and after rescaling, I(χ)K0,p) is spanned by a coordinate vector

(1, 1, · · · , 1),
ι−n−1(I(χ)

Kn−1,p is spanned by a coordinate vector

(α1, p
2α2, · · · , p2(n−1)αn)
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and A ◦ ι+1 (I(χ)K1,p) is spanned by a vector of coordinate

(p−2(α−12 + · · ·+ α−1n ), α−11 + p−2(α−13 + · · ·+ α−1n ), · · · , α−11 + · · ·+ α−1n−1).

Then it is sufficient if the three vectors are linear dependent.
When n = 2, 3, this condition is also necessary. Thus we can calculate easily that this requires

α1 = p2α2 or α2 = p2α3 or α3 = p2α1. If we assume there exists only one pair of Satake parameters
differ by p2, then by the Bernstein-Zelevinsky classification, the representation Πp

∼= St2(γ)⊞ β for
some 1-dimension representations γ and β.

Remark 12.4. In fact for general n, if we assume there exists only one pair of Satake parameters
differ by p2, we can also get from Bernstein-Zelevinsky classification that Πp

∼= St2(γ)⊞β1⊞· · ·⊞βn−2
for some 1-dimension representations γ and β1, · · · , βn−2. In this by Langlands correpsondence, the

monodromy operator of the Weil-Deligne representation correpsonds to it is

(
1 1
0 1

)
⊕ 1

n−2.

Appendix A. Appendix on Coxeter groups, reductive group schemes

In this appendix we fix some conventions and recall results on Coxeter groups and on reductive
group schemes as in [27, Appendix A].

A.1. Coset representatives of Coxeter groups. LetW be a Coxeter group and I its generating
set of simple reflections. Let ℓ denote the length function on W .

Let J be a subset of I. We denote by WJ the subgroup of W generated by J and by W J

(respectively JW ) the set of elements w of W which have minimal length in their coset wWJ

(respectively WJw). Then every w ∈ W can be written uniquely as w = wJwJ = w′J
Jw with

wJ , w
′
J ∈ WJ , w

J ∈ W J and Jw ∈ JW , and ℓ(w) = ℓ(wJ ) + ℓ(wJ) = ℓ(w′J ) + ℓ(Jw). In particular,
W J and JW are systems of representatives for W/WJ and WJ\W respectively.

Furthermore, ifK is a second subset of I, let JWK be the set of w ∈W which have minimal length
in the double coset WJwWK . Then

JWK =J W ∩WK and JWK is a system of representatives for
WJ\W/WK .

A.2. Bruhat order. We let ≤ denote the Bruhat order on W . This natural partial order is
characterized by the following property: For x,w ∈ W we have x ≤ w if and only if for some (or,
equivalently, any) reduced expression w = si1 · · · sin as a product of simple reflections si ∈ I, one
gets a reduced expression for x by removing certain sij from this product. The set JW can be
described as

JW = {w ∈W ; w < sw for all s ∈ J }.

A.3. Reductive group schemes, maximal tori, and Borel subgroups. Let S be a scheme.
A reductive group scheme over S is a smooth affine group scheme G over S such that for every
geometric point s ∈ S the geometric fiber Gs̄ is a connected reductive algebraic group over κ(s̄).

Let G be a reductive group scheme over S. A maximal torus of G is a closed subtorus T of G
such that Ts̄ is a maximal element in the set of subtori of Gs̄ for all s ∈ S. A Borel subgroup of
G is a closed smooth subgroup scheme B of G such that for all s ∈ S the geometric fiber Bs̄ is
a Borel subgroup of Gs̄ in the usual sense (i.e., a maximal smooth connected solvable subgroup).
A reductive group scheme over S is called split if there exists a maximal torus T of G such that
T ∼= Gr

m,S for some integer r ≥ 0. If S is local, G is called quasi-split if there exists a Borel subgroup
of G. Every split reductive group scheme is quasi-split.
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A.4. Parabolic subgroups and Levi subgroups. A smooth closed subgroup scheme P of G is
called parabolic subgroup of G if the fppf quotient G/P is representable by a smooth projective
scheme or, equivalently if Gs̄/Ps̄ is proper for all s ∈ S. Every Borel subgroup of G is a parabolic
subgroup. The unipotent radical of P , denoted by UP , is the largest smooth normal closed sub-
group scheme with unipotent and connected fibers. If P contains a maximal torus T of G, there
exists a unique reductive closed subgroup scheme L of P containing T such that the canonical
homomorphism L → P/UP is an isomorphism. Any such subgroup L is called a Levi subgroup of
P .

The functor that sends an S-scheme T to the set of Borel (resp. parabolic) subgroups of G×S T is
representable by a smooth projective S-scheme. We call the representing scheme BorG (resp. ParG).
The functor that attaches to an S-scheme T the set of pairs (P,L), where P is a parabolic subgroup
of G×S T and L is a Levi subgroup of P is representable by a smooth quasi-projective S-scheme.

A.5. Weyl groups and types of parabolic subgroups over connected base schemes. Let
G be a reductive group over an algebraically closed field, let B be a Borel subgroup of G, and let
T be a maximal torus of B. Let W (T ) := NormG(T )/T denote the associated Weyl group, and let
I(B,T ) ⊂ W (T ) denote the set of simple reflections defined by B. Then W (T ) is a Coxeter group
with respect to the subset I(B,T ).

A priori this data depends on the pair (B,T ). However, any other such pair (B′, T ′) is obtained
by conjugating (B,T ) by some element g ∈ G which is unique up to right multiplication by T .

Thus conjugation by g induces isomorphisms W (T )
∼→ W (T ′) and I(B,T )

∼→ I(B′, T ′) that are
independent of g. Moreover, the isomorphisms associated to any three such pairs are compatible
with each other. Thus W := WG :=W (T ) and I := I(B,T ) for any choice of (B,T ) can be viewed
as instances of “the” Weyl group and “the” set of simple reflections of G, in the sense that up to
unique isomorphisms they depend only on G.

Now let G be a quasi-split reductive group scheme over a connected scheme S. Then we obtain
for any geometric point s̄ → S the Weyl group and the set of simple reflections (Ws̄, Is̄) of Gs̄.
The algebraic fundamental group π1(S, s̄) acts naturally on Ws̄ preserving Is̄ (because G is quasi-
split), and every étale path γ from s̄ to another geometric point s̄′ of S yields an isomorphism

of (Ws̄, Is̄)
∼→ (Ws̄′ , Is̄′) that is equivariant with respect to the isomorphism π1(S, s̄)

∼→ π1(S, s̄
′)

induced by γ. In particular (Ws̄, Is̄) together with its action by π1(S, s̄) is independent of the choice
of s̄ up to isomorphism. We denote it by (W, I) and call it the Weyl system of G.

If P is a parabolic subgroup of G and s ∈ S, the type Js̄ ⊂ I of the parabolic subgroup Ps̄ of
Gs̄ is independent of s ∈ S and we call J := Js̄ the type of P . For a subset J of I we denote by
ParJ the open and closed subscheme of Par parameterizing parabolic subgroups of type J . If S is
a semi-local scheme, J and ParJ are defined over a finite étale covering of S.

For simplicity assume that S is local. Let J,K ⊆ I be subsets and let S1 → S be the finite étale
extension over which J and K are defined. Let w ∈ JWK . For every S1-scheme S′ and for every
parabolic subgroup P of GS′ of type J and every parabolic subgroup Q of GS′ of type K we write

relpos(P,Q) = w

if there exists an fppf-covering on S′′ → S′, a Borel subgroup B of GS′′ and a split maximal torus T
of B such that PS′′ contains B and QS′′ contains

ẇB, where ẇ ∈ NormGS′′
(T )(S′′) is a representative

of w ∈W = NormGS′′
(T )(S′′)/T (S′′).

If S′ = Spec k for an algebraically closed field, then (P,Q) 7→ relpos(P,Q) yields a bijection
between G(k)-orbits on ParJ(k)× ParK(k) and the set JWK .

Appendix B. Weight Spectral Sequences

In this appendix we recall some results on strictly semi-stable schemes and weight spectral se-
qeuences following [23].
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B.1. Strictly semi-stable schemes. Let K be a finite extention of Qp with residue field F. The
specturm of the integer ring OK will be denoted by S. A scheme X locally of finite presentation
over S = SpecOK is strictly semi-stable purely of relative dimension n if and only if the following
conditions are satisfied.

(1) X is regular and flat over S.
(2) The generic fibre XK is smooth purely of relative dimension n.
(3) The speical fibre XF is a divisor of X with simple normal crossings, i.e., the irreducible

components of XF , denoted by Y1, · · · Ym for some m, satisfying for any I ⊆ 1, · · · ,m,
YI :=

⋂
i∈I Yi is a closed subshcheme smooth of dimension n+ 1− |I|.

Zariski locally, X is étale over SpecOK [T0, · · · , Tn]/(T0 · · ·Tr − π) for a prime element π of K and
an integer 0 ≤ r ≤ n.

B.2. Nearby cycles. Let K,F, S be the same as above. Let X be a strictly semi-stable scheme
over OK purely of relative dimension n and Y = XF denotes the closed fibre of X. Let K be a
separable closure of K and Kur be the maximum unramified extension of K in K. Let F be the
residue field of Kur. Let IK = Gal(K/Kur) be the inertia group. For a prime number ℓ invertible
in F, let tℓ : IK → Zℓ(1) be the canonical surjection defined by σ 7→ (σ(π1/ℓ

m
)/π1/ℓ

m
)m for a prime

element π of K. Let Sur denote the spectrum of the integer ring OKur . Let i : Y = XF → X, j :
XK → X, i : YF → XSur and j : XK → XSur be the canonical maps.

Let ℓ be a prime number invertible on OK and let Λ denote either of Z/ℓZ,Zℓ and Qℓ. For p ≥ 0,

we define the sheaf of nearby cycles to be RpψΛ = i
∗
Rpj∗Λ. It is a sheaf on YF with a continuous

action of GK compatible with the action of the quotient GF on YF . It can be shown RψΛ is in the
category Perv(YF )[−n] of −n-shifted perverse sheaves as in [23, Lemma 2.5].

B.3. Monodromy filtration and Weight spectral sequences. Let X be a scheme strictly
semi-stable purely of relative dimension n over S. Let Y = XF . Suppose Y1, · · · , Ym are irreducible
components of Y. For a non-empty subset I ⊆ {1, . . . ,m}, we put YI =

⋂
i∈I Yi, which is smooth of

dimension n−p over F if Card I = p+1. For an integer p ≥ 0, we put Y (p) =
⊔

I⊆{1,...,m},Card I=p+1

YI .

Let ap : Y
(p) → Y be the natural map.

Let T be an element in IK such that tℓ(T ) is a generator of Zℓ(1) and ν = T−1. It can be checked
that ν is an nilpotent element. Now we consider RψΛ as an element in Perv(YF )[−n] with an action
of IK defined as above. The monodromy filtration of RψΛ with repsect to ν is constructed as follows.
Let F• be an increasing filtration on RψΛ satisfying FpRψΛ = Ker(νp+1 : RψΛ → RψΛ) for p ≥ 0
and FpA = 0 for p < 0.We also define a decreasing filtration G• by GqRψΛ = Im(νq : RψΛ → RψΛ)
for q > 0 and GqRψΛ = RψΛ for q ≤ 0. We call F• the kernel filtration and G• the image filtration.
The monodromy filtration M• is defined by MrRψΛ =

∑
p−q=r

FpRψΛ ∩ GqRψΛ. The graded pieces

are denoted by GrMr RψΛ =MrRψΛ/Mr−1RψΛ.
Then we have the following proposition as in [23, Proposition 2.7, Corollary 2.8]:

Proposition B.4. There is an isomorphism
⊕

p−q=r

a(p+q)∗Λ(−p)[−(p+ q)] → GrMr RψΛ

compatible with the action of GF . Furthermore if we assume X is proper, we have the following
spectral sequence:

Ep,q1 =
⊕

i≥max(0,−p)

Hq−2i
ét (Y

(p+2i)

F
,Fl(−i)) =⇒ Hp+q

ét (XK ,Fl),

compatible with the Galois action.
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The boundary map dp,q1 : Ep,q1 → Ep+1,q
1 of the weight spectral sequence is defined as follows:

For subsets J ⊆ I ⊆ {1, . . . ,m} such that Card I = Card J + 1, let iIJ : YI → YJ denote the
closed immersion. If I = {i0, . . . , ip} with 0 ≤ i0 < · · · < ip ≤ m and J = i0, . . . , ij−1, ij+1, . . . , ip,

we put ǫ(J, I) = (−1)j . We define δ∗p : Hq(Y
(p)

Fp
,Fl) → Hq(Y

(p+1)

Fp
,Fl) to be the alternating

sum
∑

I⊆J,CardI=CardJ−1=p+1

ǫ(I, J)i∗IJ of the pull-back maps. Similarly, let δp∗ : Hq(Y
(p)

Fp
,Fl) →

Hq+2(Y
(p−1)

Fp
,Fl(1)) be the alternating sum

∑
J⊆I,CardI=CardJ+1=p+1

ǫ(J, I)iJI∗ of the Gysin maps.

Then dp,q1 =
∑

i≥max(0,−p)

(δ∗p+2i + δp+2i∗).

B.5. Pull-back and push-forward. In this subsection, we recall the functoriality of the weight
spectral sequence.

Let X and X ′ be strictly semi-stable schemes over S purely of relative dimension n and n′. Let
f : X → X ′ be a morphism over S. Let Y1, · · · , Ym be the irreducible components of Y = XF and
Y ′1 , · · · , Y ′m be the irreducible components of Y ′ = X ′F . We define Y ′(p) =

⋃
I⊆{1,··· ,m′},Card I=p+1 Y

′
I

and ap, a
′
p be the natural embeddings of Y (p) and Y ′(p) into Y = XF and Y ′ = X ′F for p ≥ 0. Since

m′∑
i′=1

f∗Y ′i′ =
m∑
i=1

Yi as divisors, there exists a unique i′ ∈ {1, · · · ,m′} such that f(Yi) ⊆ Y ′i′ for each

i ∈ {1, · · · ,m}. We define a function φ : {1, · · · ,m} → {1, · · · ,m′} be requiring f(Di) ⊆ D′φ(i).

Renumbering if necessary, we assume that φ is increasing. Let p ≥ 0 be an integer. We put

If,p = {I ⊆ {1, · · · ,m} | Card I = Card φ(I) = p+ 1} and Y p
f =

⊔

I∈If,p

YI .

For I ∈ If,p and I ′ = φ(I), let fI′I : YI → Y ′I′ be the restriction of f and put f (p) =
⊔
fφ(I)I :

Y
(p)
f → Y ′(p).

First we study the pull-back. For p ≥ 0, we define maps f (p)∗ : f∗a′p∗Λ → ap∗Λ and f (p)∗ :

Hq

ét
(Y
′(p)

F
,Λ) → Hq

ét
(Y

(p)

F
,Λ) to be the sum

∑
I∈If,p

f∗φ(I)I . Then we have the following proposition as

in [23, Corollary 2.12]:

Proposition B.5.1. Assume that X and X ′ are proper over S. Then we have a map of weight
spectral sequences:

E′p,q1 =
⊕

i≥max(0,−p)

Hq−2i
ét (Y

′(p+2i)

F
,Λ(−i)) Hp+q

ét (X ′
K
,Λ)

Ep,q1 =
⊕

i≥max(0,−p)

Hq−2i
ét (Y

(p+2i)

F
,Λ(−i)) Hp+q

ét (XK ,Λ).

⊕f(p+2i)∗ f∗
K

Next, we consider the push-forward. Let f∗ : Λ → Rf !Λ(−d)[−2d] be the adjoint of the trace

map with d = n−n′. If X and X ′ are proper, it induces the push-forward map Hq+2d

ét
(XK ,Λ(d)) →

Hq

ét
(X ′

K
,Λ) as the composition:

Hq+2d

ét
(XK ,Λ(d)) = Hq

ét
(X ′

K
, Rf!Λ(d)[2d]) → Hq

ét
(X ′

K
, Rf!Rf

!Λ(d)) → Hq

ét
(X ′

K
,Λ).

For p ≥ 0, we define Λ → Rf (p)!Λ(−d)[−2d] of the trace map is an isomorphism. Let I ∈ If,p
be a subset I ⊆ {1, · · · ,m} such that Card I = p + 1 and that the restriction I → I ′ = φ(I) is a
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bijection. Let fI′I∗ : Λ → Rf !I′IΛ(−d)[−2d] of be adjoint of the trace map. We put

Rf (p)! =
⊕

I∈If,p

Rf !φ(I)I .

Similar as above, if X and X ′ are proper, it induces the push-forward map f
(p)
∗ : Hq+2d

ét (Y p

F
,Λ(d)) →

Hq
ét(YI′,F ,Λ). Then we have the following proposition as in [23, Corollary 2.14]:

Proposition B.5.2. Assume further that X and X ′ are proper. Then we have a map of spectral
sequences:

Ep,q+2d
1 =

⊕
i≥max(0,−p)

Hq+2d−2i
ét (Y

(p+2i)

F
,Λ(−i+ d)) Hp+q+2d

ét (XK ,Λ(d))

E′p,q1 =
⊕

i≥max(0,−p)

Hq−2i
ét (Y

(p+2i)

F
,Λ(−i)) Hp+q

ét (X ′
K
,Λ).

⊕f
(p+2i)
∗

f∗

Appendix C. Étale cohomology

In the appendix we recall some results for étale cohomology.

C.1. Topological property of étale cohomology. Étale cohomology is similar to singular co-
homology in many aspects. Here we list some we used.

Proposition C.1.1 (Mayer-Vietoris Sequence). Let X be a scheme and X = U0 ∪U1 be the union
of two Zariski open subsets. For any sheaf F on Xét, there is an infinite exact sequence:

· · · → Hs
ét(X,F) → Hs

ét(U0,F)⊕Hs
ét(U1,F) → Hs

ét(U0 ∩ U1,F) → Hs+1
ét (X,F) → · · · .

for any integer s ≥ 0.

Proof. We refer to [17] here. �

Proposition C.1.2 (Blow up exact sequence). Let X be a scheme and let Z ⊆ X be a closed
subscheme cut out by a quasi-coherent ideal of finite type. Consider the corresponding blow up
square:

E X ′

Z X

j

π b

i

Let Λ be a sheaf with torsion cohomology, we have the following long exact sequence:

· · · → Hs
ét(X,Λ) → Hs

ét(X
′,Λ)⊕Hs

ét(Z,Λ) → Hs
ét(E,Λ) → Hs+1

ét (X,Λ) → · · ·
Proof. We refer to [26, 0EW4] for the proof. �

Proposition C.1.3 (Excision sequence). Let X be a scheme. Let X = X1
⊔
X2 be a partition of

X into two subschemes with X1 open and X2 closed. We have a long exact sequence:

· · · → H i
c(X1) → H i

c(X) → H i
c(X2) → H i+1

c (X1) → · · · .
Here we use H i

c(X) to denote the cohomology with compact support.

Proof. We refer to [7, XVII, 5.1.16.3] for the proof. �
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C.2. Grassmannian and Chern classes. Following [17, Chapter VI, Section 10], let X be a
nonsingular projective variety. Let E be a locally free sheaf of OX -modules of rank m + 1 on
a nonsingular varity X(for the Zariski topology). Then there is a projective space bundle P(E)
associated with E . This is a nonsingular variety equipped with a regular map π : P(E) → X and a
canonical invertible sheaf O(1). The fibre π−1(x) = P(Ex) where Ex is the fiber of E at x. For the line
bundle O(−1), which is called the tautological subbundle, there is a more explicit description: for
the point of P(E) correspond to pairs (x, ξ) with x ∈ X and ξ a one-dimensional subspace ξ ⊆ Ex,
the fiber of the tautological subbundle O(−1) at the point is ξ ⊆ Ex. This gives O(−1) ⊆ π∗E with
π : P(E) → X is the canonical projection. Dually, we have a surjection π∗E∗ → O(1).

Moreover, we have the following proposition from [17, Chapter VI, Proposition 10.1]:

Proposition C.2.1. Let E be a locally free sheaf rank m + 1 on XZar and let π : P(E) → X be
the associated projective bundle. Let ξ be the class of O(1) in H2

ét(P(E),Λ(1)). Then π∗ makes
H∗ét(P(E)) into a free H∗(X)-module with basis 1, ξ, . . . , ξm.

We omit the general definition and representability of Grassmannians here, but we only recall
the concepts of universal subbundles and quotient bundles.

Definition C.2.2. For any nonsingular variety X, let V be a locally free sheaf of rank n and
Gr(V, k) be the Grassmannian of k-subbundle of V. Let On be the trivial vector bundle of rank n
on Gr(V, k). We write S for the rank-k subbundle of On whose fiber at a point [Λ] ∈ Gr(V, k) is the
subbundle Λ itself. The subbundle S is called the universal subbundle on Gr(V, k), and Q = On/S
is called the quotient bundle. In particular, in the case k = 1, the universal subbundle S is O(−1)
over Gr(V, 1) = Pn−1. In the case k = n − 1, the universal quotient bundle Q is the line bundle
O(−1).
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