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LINE BUNDLES ON THE MODULI STACK OF PARAHORIC BUNDLES

CHIARA DAMIOLINI AND JIUZU HONG

Abstract. In this paper we investigate line bundles on BunG the moduli stack of parahoric

Bruhat–Tits bundles over a smooth projective curve. Translating this problem into one

concerning twisted conformal blocks, we are able to establish criteria that detect when line

bundles on an appropriate flag variety descend to BunG . Along the way we establish a

conjecture of Pappas and Rapoport which describes sections of line bundles on BunG using

representation-theoretical means. We conclude the paper with examples where our methods

allow us to explicitly determine Pic(BunG).

1. Introduction

Parahoric Bruhat–Tits group schemes G and their bundles [PR10, Hei10] allow one to
put under a unique umbrella various phenomena. Parabolic bundles, equivariant principal
bundles, and Prym varieties are some of them [PR10, Hei10, Zel19, Dam20, HK23, DH23,
PR24]. This means that understanding the moduli stack BunG of principal G-bundles on a
smooth and projective curve X implies understanding a wide array of natural construction
depending on X. Many questions and conjectures concerning BunG and its Picard group were
posed by Pappas and Rapoport in [PR10]. Since then, many questions have been settled.
In this paper we aim to provide an explicit description of line bundles of BunG and their
global sections. Specifically, when G is generically simply-connected and simple, and X is
a smooth projective curve over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero, Pappas
and Rapoport conjecture that sections of line bundles can be described using representation
theory and conformal blocks. In this paper we show that indeed this holds:

Theorem 4.2.1. Global sections of dominant line bundles on BunG are identified with twisted

conformal blocks.

To state this result precisely and to give an idea of the methods used to prove it, we need to
first introduce some notation. Let S be a finite and non empty collection of points of X which
contains all the bad points R of G, namely all x ∈ X such that the fiber G|x is non-reductive.

Denote by X̊ the complement of S in X. In view of the uniformization theorem [Hei10,
Theorem 4], the stack BunG can be realized as a quotient of a product of partial affine flag

varieties GrG,S =
∏

x∈S GrG,x by the group G(X̊) (or more precisely by the ind-group scheme

L
X̊
G whose k-points are G(X̊)). In [PR10, Conjecture 3.7] Pappas and Rapoport conjectured

the following statement which we prove here.

Theorem 2.2.4. Let L be a dominant line bundle on BunG. Then the projection map

q : GrG,S → BunG induces an isomorphism:

(2.2.4) H0(BunG ,L) ∼=
[
H0(GrG,S, q

∗L)
]H0(X̊,Lie(G))

.
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One of the main tools used to prove our results, is an explicit realization of the restriction
of G to X̊ in terms of Galois covers. In fact, in [DH23, Proposition 6.1.5], we prove that

(⋆) G|
X̊

∼= π∗(G× C̊)Γ

for a finite group Γ of diagram automorphisms of G and an étale Γ-cover π : C̊ → X̊. (Here
G is the simple and simply connected group scheme over k with the same root datum of any
geometric fiber of G over X̊ .) In Section 4.3 we further comment on the uniqueness of the pair
(Γ, π). In particular, we show that the order of Γ is an invariant of G which we call the generic
splitting degree and denote gsd(G). Note that G is a generically split parahoric Bruhat–Tits

group, if and only if G|
X̊

= G× X̊ (i.e. Γ and π are trivial)
Having in hand (⋆) we may apply [HK23] to show that L

X̊
G is an integral ind-scheme (see

Lemma 2.2.1). Not only this suffices to show Theorem 2.2.4, but it also implies that both
L
X̊
G and its Lie algebra act on H0(GrG,S, q

∗L) in a unique way. Therefore the Picard group
of BunG naturally injects, via q∗, into the Picard group of GrG,S. Said it more geometrically,
there is at most one way to descend a line bundle from GrG,S to BunG .

The fact that H0(X̊,Lie(G)) acts in a unique way on H0(GrG,S , q
∗L) is also the key to show

that H0(BunG ,L) can be identified with the space of twisted conformal blocks, introduced in
[Dam20] and further generalized and studied in [HK23, DM23, HK24]. We first of all note that

every line bundle on GrG,S is determined by a collection of weights ~Λ. The Γ cover π : C̊ → X̊
used to show (⋆) extends to a (possibly ramified) Γ cover π : C → X. We therefore define
the parahoric group Gπ := π∗(G × C)Γ and denote by G its Lie algebra. Given a collection

of integrable representations H(~Λ)—where the weights ~Λ determine a unique line bundle L~Λ

on GrG,S—one associates the space of twisted conformal blocks V†(G; ~Λ)C→X;S consisting of

elements of H(~Λ)∗ which are invariant under the action of G(X̊), in formulas

(CB) V†(G; ~Λ)C→X;S := [H(~Λ)∗]G(X̊).

We may therefore compare (2.2.4) and (CB) and we show that, if L~Λ = q∗L for a line bundle
L on BunG , then there is a natural isomorphism

H0(BunG ,L) ∼= V†(G; ~Λ)C→X;S,

proving Theorem 4.2.1.
Twisted conformal blocks can be used to detect whether line bundles on GrG,S descend

to BunG , generalizing a method developed in [Sor99]. Using [Zhu14, Proposition 4.1] we
show that the image of Pic(BunG) lies in an explicitly determined subgroup Pic∆(GrG,S) ⊆
Pic(GrG,S) (see Corollary 3.2.2). Using this notation, we can state the following sufficient
criterion:

Theorem 5.1.1. Let L~Λ ∈ Pic∆(GrG,S) be a dominant line bundle. If the space of twisted

conformal blocks V†(G; ~Λ)C→X;S is non zero, then L~Λ descends to a line bundle on BunG.

We can combine this result with the description of Pic(BunG) given in [Hei10]. In fact,
[Hei10, Theorem 3] provides the exact sequence

0 //
∏

x∈RX
∗(Gx) // Pic(BunG)

c
//
cGZ // 0

where X∗(G|x) is the group of characters of the fiber of G over x and the map c is the central

charge. The obstacle in understanding Pic(BunG) lies in the computation of the positive
integer cG that makes c surjective. In view of Corollary 3.2.2 we can show that cG is always
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a multiple of an explicit integer c∆ and we conjecture that cG = c∆. Using Theorem 5.1.1 we
show that this is indeed the case in a number of cases, including the following situation:

Theorem 5.2.2. Let G on X be a parahoric Bruhat–Tits group of generic splitting degree

different from 6. If for every x ∈ R, the group G(Dx) is an Iwahori subgroup of G(D×
x ), then

cG = 1.

One of the strengths of Theorem 5.1.1 is the fact that one does not need to explicitly
compute spaces of twisted conformal blocks V†, but only show that they are non-zero. One of
the crucial properties of twisted conformal blocks is that they decompose as a direct sum of

simpler spaces V†
i , and therefore, to apply Theorem 5.1.1, it is enough to show non-vanishing

for one of such spaces. Following these ideas, in Section 5.2 we show Theorem 5.2.2 and
Proposition 5.2.3 and provide further examples where cG is computable (Example 5.2.4).

Acknowledgment. C.Damiolini is partially supported by the NSF grant DMS–2401420.
J.Hong is partially supported by the Simons grant MPS-TSM-00007468.

2. Background and Pappas and Rapoport conjecture

Throughout we let X be a smooth and projective curve over k. The field k is assumed
to be algebraically closed and with characteristic zero. If x is a point of X, we denote by
Dx = Spec(Ox) the formal disk around x and D×

x = Spec(Kx) the punctured disk around x.
By choosing a coordinate t around x, we have that Ox

∼= k[[t]] and Kx
∼= k((t)). Throughout

the paper, by a parahoric Bruhat–Tits group scheme over a curve X we mean an affine
and smooth group scheme G over X such that

(1) G is a generically simply-connected and simple algebraic group;
(2) G|x is connected for every x ∈ X;
(3) G(Ox) is a parahoric subgroup of G(Kx) for every x ∈ X, as in [BT84].

We note that condition (3) is automatically verified when G|x is reductive (and actually simple,
by (1)) and we refer to [Hei17, DH23, PR24] for a more detailed discussion on the parahoric
condition. Furthermore, by (1) there are only finitely many points of X when this happens.
We call such points the bad points of G and denote their set by R. We further say that
x ∈ X is split if G|Kx is a split reductive group over Kx, otherwise it will be called non-split.
In fact, in our setting G|Kx is always quasi-split. The splitting degree of x ∈ R (relative to
G) is

degG(x) := min{deg(Lx : Kx) such that GLx is split } ⊆ {1, 2, 3}.

Therefore x ∈ R is split if and only if degG(x) = 1. We extend this notion to every point of X
by declaring any point x 6∈ R to have splitting degree 0. We note that in [Hei10], condition
(1) is replaced by the weaker hypothesis that G is generically semisimple, while in [BS15]
the authors assume that G is generically semisimple and split, so that necessarily all the bad
points are split. Although we are mainly interested in parahoric Bruhat–Tits group schemes
which have bad points that are non-split, we will not make this assumption.

2.1. The stack of G-bundles. We denote the moduli stack of G-bundles over X by BunG .
This is a smooth algebraic stack over k and the uniformization theorem (consequence of
[Hei10, Theorem 4]) describes it as an appropriate quotient stack. To understand this char-
acterization, we need to set up some notation. Let S be a non empty collection of points of
X and X̊ := X \ S. We will later assume that S contains the set R of all the bad points, but
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for the moment this assumption will not be needed. The ind-group scheme L
X̊
G is defined

by the assignment

L
X̊
G(R) := G

(
X̊ ×Spec(k) Spec(R)

)

for every k-algebra R. For every x ∈ X, we define the ind-group scheme GrG,x, called the
affine Grassmannian of G which parametrizes G-bundles over X which are trivial outside
x. When x ∈ R, then GrG,x is a partial affine flag variety. Alternatively, one defines the loop
groups LGx and L+Gx by the assignments

LGx(R) := G(R((t))) and L+Gx(R) := G(R[[t]]),

where t is a local coordinate of X at x. The affine Grassmannian GrG,x can therefore be
identified with the quotient LG/L+G.

From this description, we have that there is a natural map L
X̊
G → LG and thus L

X̊
G

naturally acts on GrG,S :=
∏

x∈S GrG,x and the Uniformization Theorem [Hei10, Theorem 4]
implies that

(1) BunG ∼=
[
L
X̊
G \GrG,S

]
,

where the isomorphism is induced by the map

(2) qS : GrG,S −→ BunG .

In [PR10, Conjecture 3.7], Pappas and Rapoport suggest that the following statement
holds.

Conjecture 2.1.1. Let L be a dominant line bundle on BunG. Assume that R ⊆ S 6= ∅.
Then there is a canonical isomorphism

(3) H0(BunG ,L) ∼=

[⊗

x∈S

H0(GrG,x, q
∗
xL)

]H0(X̊,Lie(G))

,

where the notation [X]Y used on the right hand side denotes the elements of X which are

annihilated by Y .

In [HK23, Theorem 12.1], Kumar and the second author proved a form of this conjecture
for certain parahoric Bruhat–Tits group scheme under some constraint of central charge. We
will show in Theorem 2.2.4 that indeed Conjecture 2.1.1 holds true in general.

Remark 2.1.2. In [PR10] it is claimed that the action of the Lie algebra H0(X̊,Lie(G)) on⊗
x∈S H

0(GrG,x, q
∗
xL) comes from the fact that the map

H0(X̊,Lie(G)) −→
⊕

x∈S

H0
(
D×
x ,Lie(G)

)
=

⊕

x∈S

Lie(LGx)

has a unique splitting to a central extension of
⊕

x∈S Lie(LGx). This assertion does not look
obvious to us, and can be seen as a consequence of Proposition 2.2.2.

2.2. Establishing Pappas and Rapoport conjecture. We describe in this section the
ingredients and main steps used to prove Theorem 2.2.4. Let G be our parahoric Bruhat–Tits
group scheme over X and assume now that R ⊆ S 6= ∅. As before, we denote by X̊ the affine
curve X \ S. Denote by G the simple and simply connected group over k with the same root

datum as one (thus all) geometric fiber of G over X̊. As customary, its Lie algebra Lie(G)
will be denoted g.
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We begin with a crucial result which will be heavily used throughout. We recall that we
assume that R ⊆ S 6= ∅.

Lemma 2.2.1. The ind-group scheme L
X̊
G is integral.

Proof. We begin by applying [DH23, Proposition 6.1.5] to the restriction of G to X̊ (which is
therefore reductive over an affine curve). Namely, that result allows one to show that there
exist

• a finite group Γ ⊂ Aut(G) acting on G by diagram automorphisms, and

• an étale Γ-cover π : C̊ → X̊

such that

(4) G|
X̊

∼= π∗

(
G× C̊

)Γ
.

Thus we deduce that

L
X̊
G(R) = G(C̊ ×Spec(k) Spec(R))

Γ,

and therefore [HK23, Theorem 9.5, Corollary 11.5] guaranteed that the ind-group scheme
L
X̊
G is integral. �

Proposition 2.2.2. The only character of the ind-group scheme L
X̊
G is the trivial one. Thus

q∗S : Pic(BunG)
∼= PicL

X̊
G(GrG,S) −→ Pic(GrG,S)

is injective.

Proof. The isomorphism Pic(BunG) ∼= PicL
X̊
G(GrG,S) immediately follows from (1). Then,

the injectivity of q∗S follows from the the triviality of any character of L
X̊
G.

In view of Lemma 2.2.1, we know that L
X̊
G is integral. We can therefore proceed as in the

proof of [LS97, Corollary 5.2], so that it is left to prove that

[(g⊗k O(C̊))Γ, (g⊗k O(C̊))Γ] = (g⊗k O(C̊))Γ.

Since G is generically simple, we can apply Lemma 2.2.3 and therefore conclude. �

Lemma 2.2.3. Let k be coherent sheaf of Lie algebras over an affine curve U such that every

point x ∈ U , the fiber kx is a simple Lie algebra. Then [k(U), k(U)] = k(U).

Proof. The Lie bracket [ , ] of k induces a morphism of coherent sheaves

L : ∧2 k −→ k,

such that L(∧2k) = [k, k]. Since every fiber of k is simple, Lx is surjective on fibers. Nakayama’s
Lemma implies therefore that L is surjective and since U is affine we can conclude. �

We now have all the ingredients to prove Pappas and Rapoport conjecture.

Theorem 2.2.4. Let L be a line bundle on BunG. Then there is a canonical isomorphism

(5) H0(BunG ,L) ∼=

[⊗

x∈S

H0(GrG,x, q
∗
xL)

]H0(X̊,Lie(G))

,

where the action of H0(X̊,Lie(G)) on
⊗

x∈S H0(GrG,x, q
∗
xL) is induced by the inclusion q∗S.
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Proof. Combining (1) with the conclusions of Proposition 2.2.2, we immediately deduce that
qS induces the isomorphism

H0(BunG ,L) ∼=
[
H0(GrG,S, q

∗
SL)

]L
X̊
G
=

[⊗

x∈S

H0(GrG,x, q
∗
xL)

]L
X̊
G

.

Since both L
X̊
G and GrG,S are integral ind-variety (see Lemma 2.2.1 and [HK23, Corollary

9.8]), we can apply [BL94, Proposition 7.4] to conclude that the space of equivariant L
X̊
G-

sections coincides with the space of sections annihilated by its Lie algebra, thus concluding
the argument. �

3. Picard group of BunG

With the results from the previous section, we are one step closer to understand the Picard
group of BunG . Throughout, we use the same notation as in the previous section.

3.1. More on parahoric groups, affine Grassmannians and central charge. We de-
scribe in more explicit terms the affine Grassmannian GrG,x for a fixed point x, which thus
we drop from the notations and write GrG (and similarly LG and L+G) instead.

Since the group G is a parahoric Bruhat–Tits group scheme we obtain that

(6) LG(R) = G(R((z)))τ

for some outer automorphism τ of G of order r which acts R-linearly on R((z)) and such that
τ(z) = ζrz with ζr some primitive r-th root of one. (Note that we allow r = 1, in which case
τ is the identity morphism.) Furthermore L+G(k) =: P is a parahoric subgroup of G(k((z)))τ .
By abuse of notation we will write

FlP = G(k((z)))τ /P.

to denote the ind-scheme GrG .
We now give a more explicit description of the Picard group of FlP . Every parahoric sub-

group P of G(k((z)))τ is determined by a facet F of the Bruhat–Tits building of G(k((z)))τ . The
set of the vertices of F is canonically in one-to-one correspondence with the set of nonempty

subsets of Îτ , the set of vertices of the affine Dynkin diagram associated to the twisted loop

group G(k((z)))τ . When g is a simple Lie algebra of type XN , then Îτ is the set of vertices of

the affine Dynkin diagram of type X
(r)
N .

For each facet F, we denote by PF the associated parahoric subgroup of G(k((z)))τ and by

YF the associated subset of Îτ . With this notation, we define the partial affine flag variety as
the ind-scheme

FlF := FlPF
= G(k((z)))τ /PF,

whose Picard group has been described by [PR08] and [Zhu14] as

(7) Pic(FlF) ∼=
⊕

i∈YF

ZΛi.

In the above formula, Λi denotes the i-th fundamental weight of the affine Dynkin diagram

of type X
(r)
N . The decomposition of (7) allows one to define the central charge of any line
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bundle on FlF as

(8) c


∑

i∈YF

niΛi


 :=

∑

i∈YF

niǎi,

where ǎi ∈ {1, . . . , 6} are the dual Kac labels attached to the vertex i ∈ Îτ [Kac90, §6.1]. In

particular, we note that ǎo = 1 for the special affine note o ∈ Îτ labeled as in [Kac90, §6.1].

3.2. Some consequences for BunG. We now apply the above consideration to GrG,S for a
finite set S of points of X. For the scope of this section we do not need to further assume that
R ⊆ S. In the local description given in (6), the outer automorphism τ and its order will in

general depend on the point x, so that we will now denote Îτ by Îx to stress this dependence.
We will also use the notation L+Gx(k) = Px.

Lemma 3.2.1. The isomorphism (7) induces the identification

Pic(GrG,S) =
∏

x∈S

Pic(GrG,x) =
∏

x∈S

Pic(FlPx) =
∏

x∈S

(⊕

i∈Yx

ZΛi

)
,

where Yx is the subset of Îx corresponding to Px.

In view of the previous lemma we will denote line bundles on GrG,S by L~Λ, where
~Λ =

(Λx)x∈S are the corresponding weights. The line bundle L~Λ is called dominant if the weights
Λx are dominant for every x ∈ S.

Recall that every x ∈ X defines the quotient map qx : GrG,x → BunG as in (2), so that we
have an induced map

q∗x : Pic(BunG) −→ Pic(GrG,x).

We define the central charge of a line bundle L over BunG to be

(9) c(L) := c(q∗xL),

for any x ∈ X. The fact that this is well defined, i.e. that the function c is constant in x can
be found in [Zhu14, Proposition 4.1].

Assume now that S is a non-empty subset of X containing R. Under these assumptions,
we can use Proposition 2.2.2 and combine it with with (9) to deduce that there are natural
obstructions to the surjectivity of q∗S. As x varies in S, the central charge maps (8) naturally
induce the map

cS : Pic(GrG,S) =
∏

x∈S

Pic(GrG,x) −→
⊕

x∈S

Z.

Denote by ∆: Z →
⊕

x∈S Z the diagonal inclusion, and define

Pic∆(GrG,S) := c
−1
S (∆(Z)),

that is Pic∆(GrG,S) is the group of line bundles on GrG,S whose central charge, computed
using the various points x ∈ S, is constant. Since the central charge is constant line bundles
on BunG , we immediately obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.2.2. The image of q∗S is contained in Pic∆(GrG,S).
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We conjecture that indeed Pic∆(GrG,S) only detects line bundles coming from BunG , that

is that q∗S realizes a bijection between Pic(BunG) and Pic∆(GrG,S). The central charge mor-

phisms, on Pic(BunG) and Pic∆(GrG,S), induce the two exact sequences:

(10) 0 //
∏

x∈RX
∗(Gx) // Pic(BunG) //

cGZ // 0

and

(11) 0 //
∏

x∈RX
∗(Gx) // Pic∆(GrG,S) //

c∆Z // 0,

where both cG and c∆ are positive integers. The exact sequence (10) is the content of [Hei10,
Theorem 3], while for (11) we refer to [PR10, (3.4)]. The map q∗S , together with the fact that
the central charge morphism on BunG is induced from that on GrG,S, gives a map of exact
sequences

0 //
∏

x∈RX
∗(Gx) // Pic(BunG) //

� _

q∗
S

��

cGZ� _

ι

��

// 0

0 //
∏

x∈RX
∗(Gx) // Pic∆(GrG,S) //

c∆Z // 0,

where ι denotes the usual inclusion (that is cG maps to itself). It is therefore clear that our
conjecture would hold true if ι were an isomorphism, that is if

(12) cG = c∆.

Since c∆ divides cG , we can use this fact to give a lower bound on cG . Note that c∆ is
explicitly given by

(13) c∆ = lcm
x∈R

(
gcd
i∈Yx

ǎi

)
,

and from the above discussion it follows that:

Lemma 3.2.3. The positive integer cG is a multiple of c∆ = lcm
x∈R

(
gcd
i∈Yx

ǎi

)
.

Remark 3.2.4. Note that to compute c∆ in (13) we only consider points in R and not those
in S \ R. The formula will still hold taking x ∈ S because when x ∈ S \ R, then o ∈ Yx and
therefore ǎo = 1.

Example 3.2.5. In [HY24], Hong and Yu consider the generically simply connected parahoric
Bruhat–Tits group scheme G over P1 such that G(O0) is a parahoric group associated to a facet
F and G(O∞) is a parahoric group associated to the negative facet −F. They showed that any
line bundle L on GrG,0 descends to a line bundle BunG. Combining this with Lemma 3.2.3, it
follows that cG = c∆ = gcd

i∈Y0

ǎi. In particular, it implies that cG = 2, when

G = π∗(SL2r+1 × P1)τ ,

where π : P1 → P1 is the 2-to-1 cover ramified at 0 and ∞ and τ acts on SL2r+1 by the non
trivial diagram automorphism.
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4. Identification with twisted conformal blocks

4.1. Twisted conformal blocks. We recall in this section the construction of twisted con-
formal blocks and show that they describe global sections of line bundles on BunG . We refer
to [TUY89, Dam20, HK23] for proofs and details.

4.1.1. Let X be a projective curve, Γ be a finite group and π : C → X a possibly ramified
Γ-cover. Let g be a simple Lie algebra and assume that Γ acts on g. Then we construct the
sheaf of Lie algebras

G := π∗(g⊗OC)
Γ

over X. Note that, for every x ∈ X, the space of sections of G over the punctured disk D×
x is

a Lie algebra of the form L(g, σ) for some σ ∈ Aut(g) (which depends on x). Denote by Ĝx

the central extension of L(g, σ) which is isomorphic to the twisted affine Lie algebra L̂(g, σ).

Explicitly, Ĝx is the central extension of (g⊗ k((z)))σ whose underlying vector space is

(g⊗ k((z)))σ ⊕ k,

and with Lie bracket given by

[X ⊗ f(z), Y ⊗ g(z)] = [X,Y ]⊗ f(z)g(z) +
1

|σ|
Res(g(z)f ′(z)dz)〈X|Y 〉,

where the form 〈 | 〉 is the unique multiple of the Killing form κ of g such that 〈θ, θ〉 = 2 for
θ the highest root of g. Equivalently 2ǧ〈 | 〉 = κ, for ǧ the dual Coxeter number of g.

4.1.2. Consider now a non-empty subset S of X containing the branch locus of π which
we denote R. For every x ∈ S denote by H(Λx) the integrable, irreducible, highest weight

representation of Ĝx associated to the dominant weight Λx of Ĝx. Set

H(~Λ) =
⊗

x∈S

H(Λx)

and assume that H(Λx) are all representations of the same level. This means that, the central

elements of
⊕

x∈S Ĝx all act by the same scalar. Therefore H(~Λ) is a representation of ĜS ,

the quotient of
⊕

x∈S Ĝx under the identification of the central elements. Denote by GS the

direct sum
⊕

x∈S G(D×
x ) and set X̊ = X \ S. The residue theorem ensures that the central

extension

0 → k → ĜS → GS → 0

restricted to the Lie algebra

G(X̊) = (g⊗OC(C \ π−1S))Γ

splits. Therefore we can view G(X̊) as a Lie subalgebra of ĜS and so it acts on H(~Λ).

4.1.3. We define the space of twisted conformal blocks associated with the cover π : C →
X, the Lie algebra G, the points S and the representation ~Λ to be the subspace of H(~Λ)∗

which is annihilated by G(X \ S), namely

V†(G; ~Λ)C→X;S := Hom
G(X̊)

(
H(~Λ), k

)
=

[
H(~Λ)∗

]G(X̊)
.

When G is understood, we will simply denote this space by V†(~Λ)C→X;S .
As described in [TUY89, Dam20, HK23], these spaces fit together to define a locally free

sheaf of finite rank over the moduli stack parametrizing Γ-covers of curves. Another key
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properties of conformal blocks, is the fact that they can be identified with the space of global
sections of appropriate line bundles on BunG as we describe next.

4.2. Sections of line bundles as twisted conformal blocks. We show in this section
that, given a parahoric Bruhat–Tits group G over X, spaces H0(BunG ,L) can be described
via twisted conformal blocks. Theorem 4.2.1 generalizes [BL94, LS97, HK23].

One of the key input is to use [DH23, Proposition 6.1.5]. As already described in the proof
of Lemma 2.2.1, this result ensures the existence of a finite group Γ ⊆ Aut(G) acting by

diagram automorphisms on G and an étale Γ-cover π : C̊ → X̊ such that

(14) G|
X̊

∼= π∗

(
G× C̊

)Γ
.

Note that since the curve X is proper, we can extend C̊ to a γ cover π̄ : C → X, which is
ramified exactly over the non-split bad points of G. Furthermore, the action of Γ on G gives
an action of Γ on g = Lie(G) and therefore we construct the sheaf of Lie algebras

(15) G := π̄∗(g⊗OC)
Γ

over X. Using this notation, we can state one of the main results:

Theorem 4.2.1. Let L be a line bundle on BunG and denote by L~Λ the associated line bundle

on GrG,S. Then (5) induces the identification

H0(BunG ,L) ∼= V†(G; ~Λ)C→X;S.

Proof. We first of all recall that the Borel–Weil theorem (or rather its generalization due to
Kumar and Mathieu) implies that H(Λ)∗ = H0(GrG,x,LΛ) and therefore

H(~Λ)∗ = H0(GrG,S,L~Λ).

In view of Theorem 2.2.4, in order to conclude it is enough to show that the two Lie algebras

G(X̊) and H0(X̊,Lie(G)), which are naturally identified, induce the same action on H(~Λ).
To do so we will need to construct some auxiliary central extensions of Lie algebras (and of
groups) which will be used also in the proof of Theorem 5.1.1.

The following lemma is a consequence of [HK23, Proposition 10.2 and Theorem 10.3].

Lemma 4.2.2. Let L~Λ ∈ Pic∆(GrG,S). Then the representation H(~Λ) of ĜS can be uniquely

integrated to a projective representation of LGS :=
∏

x∈S LGx. That is, there exists a unique

map ρ~Λ : LGS → PGL(H(~Λ)) whose derivative recovers H(~Λ) as representation of ĜS.

Therefore, we define the central extension LGS(~Λ) of LGS by pulling back the exact sequence

1 // Gm
// GL(H(~Λ)) // PGL(H(~Λ)) // 1

along the map ρ~Λ, obtaining the exact sequence

(16) 1 // Gm
// L̂GS(~Λ) // LGS

// 1.

Starting with (16), we can restrict it to L
X̊
G, and define the central extension

(17) 1 // Gm
// L̂

X̊
G(~Λ) // L

X̊
G // 1.
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From the defining properties of (16) and (17), it follows that the exact sequences of Lie
algebras obtained from (16) and (17) are given by

0 // k // ĜS
//
⊕

x∈S G(D×
x ) // 0

0 // k // Ĝ(X̊) //

OO

G(X̊) //

OO

0.

As discussed in the previous section, the residue theorem tells us that the bottom row splits,

so that Ĝ(X̊) = G(X̊) ⊕ k as Lie algebras. Invoking Lemma 2.2.3, we also note that this

splitting is unique as otherwise we would have non-trivial maps between G(X̊) and k. This
implies that if we further assume that (17) splits, inducing therefore an action of L

X̊
G on

H(~Λ), then the action of its derivative on H(~Λ) coincides with the action of G(X̊). But note
that a splitting of (17) is equivalent to an action of L

X̊
G on L~Λ, which means that the line

bundle L~Λ
descends to a line bundle on BunG. But this is exactly one of the assumptions of

Theorem 4.2.1 and thus we conclude. �

Remark 4.2.3. Let us assume now that the group G is of the form π∗(G × C)Γ for some
Γ-cover π : C → X (with G simple and simply connected and Γ preserving a Borel subgroup
of G). Under these assumptions, in [HK23] it is introduced the moduli stack ParBunG of

G-bundles with appropriate parabolic structures at S. When the level of ~Λ is divisible by the
order of Γ, it is further shown that there is a line bundle L~Λ

on ParBunGπ and that there is a

natural isomorphism V†(G; ~Λ)C→X;S
∼= H0(ParBunG ,L~Λ) [HK23, Theorem 12.1]. Combining

this result with [HK23, Theorem 12.1], one deduces that H0(ParBunGπ ,L1) = H0(BunG,L2)
for Gπ = π̄(G× C)Γ and for appropriate line bundles Li (see Section 4.2 for the notation).

4.3. Uniqueness of the cover of curve arising from G. We saw that one of the key
ingredients used so far is the realization of G|

X̊
as in (14). We describe here how unique such

description is.
Let D denote the group of diagram automorphisms of G, namely the group of automor-

phisms of G preserving (B,T, ι) where T ⊂ B is the datum of a maximal torus of G, a Borel
containing it and ι is a pinning with respect to (B,T ). Let Γ ⊆ D and, for any étale Γ-cover

π : C̊ → X̊ , we can simply write

π∗(G× C̊)Γ ∼= G×Γ C̊.

In the following lemma, we write Iso to denote the group of isomorphisms of group schemes
over X̊ .

Lemma 4.3.1. For every étale Γ cover C̊ → X̊, there is an isomorphism of curves

Gad \ Iso
(
G× X̊,G×Γ C̊

)
∼= D ×Γ C̊

induced by Aut(G)/Gad = D and which is compatible with the left actions of D.
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Proof. We show that there is a canonical isomorphism étale locally on X̊ and that this descends
to X̊ itself. We note that

Iso
(
G× X̊,G×Γ C̊

)
×

X̊
C̊ = Iso

(
G× C̊, (G×Γ C̊)×

X̊
C̊
)

= Iso
(
G× C̊, (G× C̊ ×

X̊
C̊)Γ

)

= Iso
(
G× C̊, (G× ⊔ΓC̊)Γ

)

= Iso
(
G× C̊,G× C̊

)
= Aut(G)× C̊.

Similarly

(D ×Γ C̊)×
X̊
C̊ = (D × C̊ ×

X̊
C̊)Γ = D × C̊.

Therefore, the isomorphism Gad \Aut(G) = D gives, étale locally, the wanted isomorphism.
The cocycle that gives rise to a global map is the automorphism of

Hom
C̊×

X̊
C̊

(
Aut(G)× C̊ ×

X̊
C̊,D × C̊ ×

X̊
C̊
)

which send the map

(σ, c, d) 7→ (ηc,d(σ), c, d)

to the map

(σ, c, d) 7→ (ηc,d(σ)γ
−1, c, d),

where γ is the unique element of Γ such that d = γ(c). �

Suppose now that there are two identifications

G|
X̊

∼= π∗

(
G× C̊

)Γ
and G|

X̊
∼= π′∗

(
G× C̊ ′

)Γ′

,

where π : C̊ → X̊ (resp. π′ : C̊ ′ → X̊ ) is an étale Γ-cover (resp. Γ′-cover) for a finite subgroup

Γ (resp. Γ′) of D. Denote by C and C ′ the closures of C̊ and C̊ ′ respectively.

Proposition 4.3.2. There exist an element δ ∈ D and an isomorphism φ : C → C ′ over X
such that

Γ = δΓ′δ−1 and φ(γ · p) = (δ−1γδ)φ(p)

for every γ ∈ Γ and p ∈ C.

Proof. Since by assumption

G×Γ C̊ = π∗(G× C̊)Γ ∼= G ∼= π′∗(G× C̊ ′)Γ
′

= G×Γ′

C̊ ′,

we can use Lemma 4.3.1 to induce an isomorphism of curves ψ◦ : D×Γ C̊ ∼= D×Γ′

C̊ ′ which is
compatible with the left action of D. This naturally extends to a D-equivariant isomorphism

ψ : D ×Γ C ∼= D ×Γ′

C ′.

The isomorphism ψ sends connected components to connected components and therefore
it restricts to an isomorphism ψ : Γ ×Γ C → δΓ′ ×Γ′

C ′ for some element δ ∈ D. By D-
equivariance, the stabilizer groups of both components agree. Thus, we must have Γ = δΓ′δ−1.

By identifying C ∼= Γ×ΓC via p 7→ (1, p) and similarly C ′ ∼= δΓ′ ×Γ′

C ′ via p′ 7→ (δ, p′), the
map ψ defines the isomorphism φ : C → C ′ which satisfies φ(γ · p) = (δ−1γδ)φ(p) for every
γ ∈ Γ, and p ∈ C. �
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From the above proposition it follows that, to each parahoric Bruhat–Tits group G over X,
the order of any group Γ such that (14) holds is an invariant that only depends on G. We
call such number the generic splitting degree of G and denote it by gsd(G). Since Γ is a
subgroup of the group of diagram automorphisms of G, it follows that gsd(G) takes values
1, 2, 3 or 6 only. Furthermore, observe that the splitting degree of each point (as defined in
Section 2) must necessarily divide gsd(G).

We immediately obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.3.3. If G is not of type D4, then necessarily Γ = Γ′ and the isomorphism φ is

Γ-equivariant. If G is of type D4 and Γ has order three, then Γ = Γ′.

We can use Proposition 4.3.2 to compare conformal blocks associated with different Lie
algebras and representations. Using the covers C and C ′ above, we have the two sheaves of
Lie algebras

G := π∗(g⊗OC)
Γ, and G′ := π∗(g⊗OC′)Γ

′

over X. Observe that although in general neither G nor G equal the Lie algebra of G, their
associated conformal blocks describe sections of line bundles over BunG (see Theorem 4.2.1).
Fix an element δ ∈ D and an isomorphism φ : C → C ′ satisfying Proposition 4.3.2. This datum
induces a Lie algebra isomorphism between G and G′, and also a Lie algebra isomorphism

between Ĝx = L̂(g, τ) and Ĝ′
x = L̂(g, τ ′x) = L̂(g, δ−1τxδ). Therefore to every dominant weight

Λx of Ĝx there is a unique induced dominant weight of Ĝ′
x which we simply denote Λ′

x. Doing

so for every x ∈ S, the pair (δ, φ) associates to the collection of dominant weights ~Λ a unique
~Λ′. One therefore deduces the following:

Corollary 4.3.4. Using the above notation, the pair (δ, φ) induces an isomorphism

Fδ,φ : V
†(G; ~Λ)C→X;S

∼= V†(G′, ~Λ′)C′→X;S.

5. Using twisted conformal blocks to control descent

In this last section we show how non-vanishing of conformal blocks controls the descent of
line bundles from GrG,S to BunG . As a consequence, we show that indeed (12) holds true in
a number of cases.

5.1. Controlling descent. We describe here a sufficient condition to ensure that a line
bundle on GrG,S descends to BunG or, equivalently, has an L

X̊
G-linearization. This is inspired

by [Sor99, Section 3.3], where Sorger uses this result to study line bundles on the stack
parametrizing G-bundles. As in Section 2.2, we assume that R ⊆ S 6= ∅. Let G be the Lie
algebra over X defined in (15) via any Γ-cover C → X such that (14) is satisfied.

Theorem 5.1.1. Let L~Λ ∈ Pic∆(GrG,S) be a dominant line bundle. If the space of twisted

conformal blocks V†(G; ~Λ)C→X;S is non zero, then L~Λ descends to a unique line bundle on

BunG.

Proof. We can use Proposition 2.2.2 to say that the line bundle L~Λ descents to BunG if and
only if L~Λ has an L

X̊
G-linearization (which is necessarily unique). As noted in the proof of

Theorem 4.2.1, this is equivalent to the existence of a splitting (again necessarily unique) of
the exact sequence (17). Finally, using an argument in [Sor99, Proposition 3.3], the splitting
to (17) is ensured by the non-vanishing of the space

H0
(
GrG,S,L~Λ

)L
X̊
G
6= 0,
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and the fact that L
X̊
G is integral (Lemma 2.2.1). We thus conclude using Theorem 4.2.1, which

identifies that space of sections with the space V†(~Λ)C→X;S of twisted conformal blocks. �

5.2. Non vanishing criteria. We give in this section some criteria to detect non-vanishing

of the space of conformal blocks V†(~Λ)C→X;S. Combining these results with Lemma 3.2.3 we
can provide a more accurate estimate of cG and also show that it coincides with c∆ whenever
all parahoric groups are Iwahori (see Theorem 5.2.2).

When the group G is already given in terms of Galois covers of curves, one can directly
use the results and examples of [DM23] and [HK24] to effectively apply Theorem 5.1.1. In
fact, [DM23, Theorem 1.2] gives the analogue of the Verlinde formula for twisted conformal
blocks, extending [Fal94]. In theory, one may apply that formula to compute the dimension
of twisted conformal blocks and immediately deduce non-vanishing.

Example 5.2.1. For instance, from [DM23, Example B.8] one has

dimV†(A
(2)
2r−1,

~Λo)C→X;R = 2grg+n−1,

where C → X is a 2-to-1 cover ramified over R = {x1, . . . , x2n} and where the Lie algebras

Ĝxi
are all of type A

(2)
2r−1. Using Theorem 5.1.1 it therefore follows that L ~Λo

descends to a
line bundle on BunG . Note that in this situation cG = c∆ = 1.

In practice, however, applying the Verlinde formula can actually be complicated and, since

we only care about whether V†(~Λ)C→X;S is zero or not, not always necessary.

Theorem 5.2.2. Let G on X be a parahoric Bruhat–Tits group of generic splitting degree

different from 6. If for every x ∈ S, the group Px = G(Dx) is an Iwahori subgroup of G(D×
x ),

then cG = 1 = c∆.

Proof. Since all parahoric groups are Iwahori, the special vertex o belongs to Îx for every
x ∈ S and therefore the sum of weights

~Λo := (Λo)x∈S

defines a line bundle on GrG,S which actually belongs to Pic∆(GrG,S) and has central charge 1.
We are going to show that this line bundle descends to BunG by showing that the associated
space of twisted conformal blocks

V† := V†(G; ~Λo)C→X;S

is non zero.

gsd(G) = 1: Since the generic splitting degree of G, it means that Γ is trivial and so V†

coincides with the space of untwisted conformal blocks V†(g⊗X, ~Λo)X;S . A standard method

to check that this is non zero is to degenerate V† (by degenerating the curve X) into a vector
space of the same dimension but which naturally contains

⊗

x∈S

V†(g,Λo)P1;0.

All the components are one dimensional by either a direct computation or [Bea96, Corollary
4.4]. (One could directly compute the dimension of V† using the Verlinde formula, but since
we only need to show that this space is non-zero, we can reduce to a simpler computation.)

gsd(G) = 2: Here C → X is a Z/2Z cover which is ramified exactly over the non-split
bad points R2, which necessarily have splitting degree 2. By the Riemann–Hurwitz formula
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it follows that |R2| is even, and call x1, . . . , x2ℓ its points. In view of [HK24, Theorem 4.7],
and using propagation of vacua, the space of twisted conformal blocks V† degenerates into a
vector space of the same dimension, but which contains (at least one copy of) the space

ℓ⊗

i=1

V†(G; Λo,Λo)P1 π
−→P1;0,∞

⊗
⊗

x∈S\R2

V†(g; Λo)P1;0,

where π is the unique 2-to-1 cover of P1 ramified at 0 and∞. The space V†(G; Λo,Λo)P1 π
−→P1;0,∞

is one dimensional by [BH20, Lemma 3.12] or [DM23, Lemma 8.7]. The space V†(g; Λo)P1;0 is
also one dimensional as discussed in the previous case.

gsd(G) = 3: Here C → X is a Z/3Z cover which is ramified over the non-split points R3

which necessarily have splitting degree 3. Denote by γ one generator of Z/3Z. The set R3 can
therefore be partitioned into two sets R+

3 ∪ R−
3 depending on the monodromy of γ at those

points. The étale cover C → X induces a representation π1(X \R) → Z/3Z and therefore we
have that |R+

3 | and |R−
3 | agree modulo 3. We have therefore the following three scenarios:

(a) |R+
3 | ≡3 0: in this case also |R3| ≡3 0 and we can partition R3 into triples of points

all with the same monodromy;
(b) |R+

3 | ≡3 1: for every x
± ∈ R±

3 , we can find a partition ofR3 which consists of {x+, x−}
and triples of points all with the same monodromy;

(c) |R+
3 | ≡3 2: for every x

±, y± ∈ R±
3 , we can find a partition of R3 which consists of the

sets {x+, x−}, {y+, y−}, and triples of points all with the same monodromy.

In case (a), write |R±
3 | = 3N±. It follows from [HK24, Lemma 4.3] and propagation of

vacua, that the space of twisted conformal blocks V† degenerates into a vector space of the
same dimension, but which contains (at least one copy of) the space

N++N−⊗

i=1

V†(G; Λo,Λo,Λo)E q
−→P1;0,1,∞

⊗
⊗

x∈S\R3

V†(Λo)P1;0,

where q is a 3-to-1 cover of P1 ramified exactly at 0, 1 and ∞, all of which have the same
monodromy. It follows from [DM23, Example B.10] that

dim
(
V†(Λo,Λo,Λo)E q

−→P1;0,1,∞

)
= 2,

which, together with the already noted fact that V†(g; Λo)P1;0
∼= k, shows that also in this

case the space of conformal blocks is non zero.
We conclude considering the case (b), while leaving (c) to the reader as it proceeds similarly.

Let |R+
3 | = 1 + 3N+ and |R−

3 | = 1 + 3N−. Then, again using [HK24, Lemma 4.3] and

propagation of vacua, V† degenerates into a vector space of the same dimension and which
contains (at least one copy of) the space

N++N−⊗

i=1

V†(G; Λo,Λo,Λo)E q
−→P1;0,1,∞

⊗ V†(G; Λo,Λo)P1 π
−→P1;0,∞

⊗
⊗

x∈S\R3

V†(Λo)P1,0,

where π is the only 3-to-1 cover of P1 ramified at 0 and ∞ only. To conclude, it is enough
to prove that V†(Λo,Λo)P1 π

−→P1;0,∞
is non trivial and again [BH20, Lemma 3.12] or [DM23,

Lemma 8.7] shows that it is in fact one dimensional. �
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We summarize here the main ideas behind the proof of Theorem 5.2.2. The main strategy

we use to show non-vanishing of V† = V†(G; ~Λ)C→X;S is to degenerate this vector space
into another vector space of the same dimension, but that decomposes into a direct sum of
simpler pieces (of which at least one of them can be shown to not be zero). We refer to
[Dam20, HK23, DM23, HK24] for details.

This method arises from geometry: space of twisted conformal blocks define vector bundle
on the space parametrizing Γ-covers of curves. By fixing appropriate invariants, this moduli
space is connected and therefore the rank of the vector bundle of conformal blocks is constant.
The degeneration of V† mentioned in the proof of Theorem 5.2.2 stems from the degeneration
of the Γ-cover C → X to another one C ′ → X ′, where X ′ becomes a (nodal) rational curve.
Therefore one has

dim(V†(G; ~Λ)C→X;S) = dim(V†(G′; ~Λ)C′→X′;S) = dim(V†′),

and so we are left to show that V†′ is non-zero. To do so, we use the Factorization Theorem,

which gives a natural decomposition of V†′ into a direct sum of twisted conformal blocks
associated to Γ-covers of P1.

In the proof of Theorem 5.2.2 we saw that, when ~Λ = ~Λo (which we could assume since
all parahoric groups of G were assumed to be Iwahori), there is at least one component of

V†′ that it is easily computable. However, for general ~Λ, this last computation can be quite
involved and the degeneration requires further care. This depends on the fact that, although
one reduces the computation of conformal blocks to those associated to Γ-covers C → P1, we
cannot in general reduce the complexity of C (see also [DM23, Remark B.11]).

Following this idea, in Proposition 5.2.3 we are able to give a lower bound on cG when
gsd(G) = 2 and without imposing that parahoric groups are Iwahori. A similar statement
when gsd(G) = 3 is possible, but we leave it to the reader.

Let C → X be a 2-to-1 cover such that (14) holds and denote by R2 the branch locus
of X, which consists of bad points of G of splitting degree 2. Let τ be the generator of the
Galois group of C → X, which we identify with a diagram automorphism of G. As already
discussed in the proof of Theorem 5.2.2, necessarily |R2| is even. Without loss of generality,
we also assume that S1 := S \R2 has also even cardinality. We therefore have |R2| = 2N and
|S1| = 2M .

For i ∈ {1, . . . , 2N}, let Yi be the subset of Îτ determined by the parahoric subgroup G(Dxi
)

of G(k((t)))τ . For every n 6= m ∈ {1, . . . , 2N}, define

Pn,m := {i ∈ Îτ such that i ∈ Yn ∩ Ym} ⊂ Îτ .

Let N be any partition of {1, . . . , 2N} into pairs {n1, n2}, . . . , {n2N−1, n2N} and denote by
PN the product Pn1,n2

× · · · × Pn2N−1,n2N
.

Similarly, for i ∈ {1, . . . , 2M}, let Yi be the subset of Î determined by the parahoric
subgroup G(Dxi

) of G(k((z))). As before, for every n 6= m ∈ {1, . . . , 2M}, define

Qn,m := {i ∈ Î such that i ∈ Yn and i∗ ∈ Ym} ⊂ Î ,

where i∗ = −w0(i) is the image of i under the action of the longest element of the Weyl group
of g. Let M be any partition of {1, . . . , 2M} into pairs {m1,m2}, . . . , {m2M−1,m2M} and
denote by QM the product Qm1,m2

× · · · ×Qm2M−1,m2M
.
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Proposition 5.2.3. For every partition N of {1, . . . , 2N} into pairs, and for every partition

M of {1, . . . , 2M} into pairs cG divides

CN,M := lcm
(i1,...,iN )∈PN

(j1,...,jM )∈QM

(ǎi1 , . . . , ǎiN , ǎj1 . . . , ǎjM ) .

Proof. Let ~ΛN,M be the collection of affine dominant weights attached to S, which assigns the

pair of points indexed by in the dominant weight
CN,M

ǎin
for 1 ≤ n ≤ N , and assigns the pair

of points indexed by jm the dominant weight
CN,M

ǎjm
for 1 ≤ m ≤M . It is enough to show that

the line bundle on GrG,S corresponding to ~ΛN,M descends to BunG . And again, as before, it

is enough to show that the associated space of conformal blocks V†
N,M

:= V†(G, ~ΛN,M)C→X;S

is non zero. To simplify notation, write

Nn :=
CN,M

ǎin
and Mm :=

CN,M

ǎjn
.

In view of [HK24, Theorem 4.7], and using propagation of vacua, the space V†
N,M degenerates

into a vector space of the same dimension, but containing (at least one copy of) the space

(18)

N⊗

n=1

V†(G;NnΛin ,NnΛin)P1 π
−→P1;0,∞

⊗
M⊗

m=1

V†(g;MmΛjm ,MmΛ∗
jm)P1;0,∞,

where π is the 2-to-1-cover of P1 ramified exactly at 0 and at ∞. Combining [DM23, Lemma
8.7] and [Bea96, Lemma 4.4], we again deduce that the space (18) is one dimensional and

therefore V
†
N,M is non zero. �

Example 5.2.4. Let Γ be a subgroup of D, the group of diagram automorphism of a simply-
connected simple algebraic group G. Given a Γ-cover π : C → X, we can define the parahoric
Bruhat–Tits group scheme G := π∗(G× C)Γ over X. By the exact sequence (10) determined
in [Hei10], we always have Pic(BunG) = cGZ. Let R be the branch locus of π in X and observe
that R is exactly the set of bad points of G. Note that for every x ∈ R, the group G(Dx) is a
special parahoric subgroup of G(D×

x ).
Suppose that |Γ| is 2. Applying Proposition 5.2.3—and enlarging S if necessary—we can

deduce that cG = 1 whenever G 6= A2n or if R is empty; otherwise, cG = 2.
Suppose that |Γ| is 3, in which case G is of type D4. Using the same arguments as in the

proof of Theorem 5.2.2, we have cG = 1.
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