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A REFINEMENT OF THE COHERENCE CONJECTURE OF PAPPAS AND

RAPOPORT

JIUZU HONG AND HUANHUAN YU

AssTrRACT. The coherence conjecture of Pappas and Rapoport, proved by Zhu, asserts
the equality of dimensions for the global sections of a line bundle over a spherical
Schubert variety in the affine Grassmannian and those of another line bundle over a
certain union of Schubert varieties in a partial affine flag variety.

In this paper, we upgrade this equality of dimensions to an isomorphism of represen-
tations. This has interesting consequences in the setting of affine Demazure modules.
Zhu’s proof of coherence conjcture and our comparison theorem are established by in-
troducing a parahoric Bruhat-Tits group scheme G over the affine line that is ramified
at 0. We further strengthen this comparison theorem by equipping any line bundle on
the global affine Grassmannian of G with a unique equivariant structure of the global jet
group scheme of G.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The coherence conjecture of Pappas and Rapoport [PR] has important applications
in local models of Shimura varieties, and it was proved by Zhu in [Zhl]. Despite its
significance in arithmetic, its representation-theoretic consequences have not yet been
fully explored. In this paper, we will refine Zhu’s theorem by upgrading the dimension
equality to an isomorphism of representations, which will be further enhanced in the
context of line bundles on ramified global affine Grassmannians. Additionally, we will
discuss its applications to affine Demazure modules.

Let G be a simple algebraic group G over an algebraically closed field k of charac-
teristic p. Let Grg denote the affine Grassmannian of G. Let L denote the line bundle
on Grg of central charge 1. For each dominant coweight u of G, let ﬁG,y denote the
associated spherical Schubert variety in Grg. Let G((z)) denote the loop group. Let Py
be the parahoric subgroup in G((z)) associated to a rational point ¥ in the fundamental
alcove of G((z)). Let Y be set of vertices of the minimal facet containing . We then
attach a partial affine flag variety Fly = G((2))/#y. For any dominant coweight u of G,
we can attach a subvariety Ay(u) in Fly,

(1) Ar) = | Flyugos

weW

where W is the Weyl group of G and ﬁxww) is the Iwahori Schubert variety associated
to coweight w(u) as an element in the extended affine Weyl group of W. The variety
Ay(u) was originally defined in terms of admissible set, see Lemma[3.4l The following

is the coherence conjecture of Pappas and Rapoport [PR], which is extended and proved
by Zhu [Zh1l].

Theorem 1.1. For any ample line bundle £ on Fly of central charge c, we have the
following dimension equality

dim H°(Grg ,,, L°) = dim H(Ay(u), L),
where H°(-) denote the space of global sections of line bundles.

In fact, Theorem [I.1] also holds in the twisted case, where on the left-hand side re-
mains unchanged and on the right-hand side Fly is a partial affine flag variety of twisted
type. For simplicity of illustration, in this introduction we only focus on the untwisted
situation. All of our results presented in the introduction are proved in full generality,
with the exception of certain constraints on the characteristic of k.

In the proof of Theorem [LLTIl Zhu considered a parahoric Bruhat-Tits group scheme
G over A! that is ramified at 0. The main geometric result proved by Zhu is that the
global Schubert variety &g’ﬂ of G, which is flat over A', has the generic fiber @G#
and the special fiber Ay(u) over 0. Furthermore, Zhu constructed a line bundle on the
global affine Grassmannian Grg which specializes to powers of L and . at generic and
special fibers. Using Frobenius splitting technique, he derived the equality in Theorem
[L.Il comparing the global sections of L and .Z.

Any ample line bundle . on Fly corresponds to an affine dominant weight A, and

is denoted by -Z(A). Let G’ be the simply-connected cover of G, and let 7’ denote the
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preimage of T in G’. Let A be the restriction of A to 77, and it is a dominant weight of
G’. Let G/, be the centralizer of a multiple of ¢ in G’, defined in (13). The image of G,
in G is denoted by Gy. Then, there is a unique G’(O)-equivariant structure on .Z(A).
The following theorem is the untwisted case of Theorem [3.3]in Section[3l

Theorem 1.2. Let £ (A) be the ample line bundle on Fly. When char(k) = 0, there is an
isomorphism of representations of G,:

H(Grg,, L) ~ H(Ay(u), L(N) ® ky,

where the action of G, on the left side (resp. right side) arises from the G'(O)-equivariant
structure on L (resp. £(N)). In general, this is an isomorphism of T'-representations
when char(k) satisfies a very mild condition.

We now explain the main idea of the proof and for simplicity we assume G is simply-
connected and char(k) = 0. Using the method of Faltings [Fa], we construct in Section
a P,-equivariant line bundle .Z’(A) on Fly, where #; denotes the opposite parahoric
subgroup in G((z)) relative to Py. This descends to a line bundle Lp,,, on the moduli
stack Bung of G-bundles over P!, where G is the parahoric Bruhat-Tits group scheme
over P! with parahoric subgroup Py at 0 and the parahoric subgroup #_y at 0. By
pulling-back, it gives rise to a line bundle L on the global affine Grassmannian Grg of
G. The line bundle £ specializes to the line bundle .Z(A) on Fly at 0, and specializes to
L¢ on Grg at a generic point in P!. In Theorem [3.21] we equip the line bundle .£ with a
natural Gy X P'-equivariant structure, where Gy x P! is a subgroup scheme of the global
jet group scheme L*G. In the proof, we make crucial use of an equivariant realization
of G, which relies on the local result stated in Theorem 2.4l Note that L*G specializes
to Py at 0 and to G(O) at a generic point. In particular, Gy is a subgroup of Py. In the
statement of Theorem [[.2] we regard G as a subgroup of G(O), and the discrepancy of
k, arises from comparing equivariant structures of G(O) and £y on .Z(A), see Corollary

In Section[2] we revisit the theory of parahoric subgroups in the loop groups and their
scheme structures. In Theorem [2.4] we extend the equivariant construction of parahoric
group schemes from the simply-connected case in [DHI1] to general simple algebraic
groups. In Proposition 2.8] we describe a canonical Levi subgroup in any parahoric
subgroup. Finally, in Theorem we prove a generation theorem for parahoric sub-
groups. These results will play a crucial role in Sections 3 and

In Section 4] we explore a consequence of Theorem [[.2] in the context of affine De-
mazure modules. By a theorem of Kumar and Mathieu, the dual of Ho(ﬁc#, L) is an
affine Demazure module D(c, u), see Theorem Furthermore, with additional work
(primarily using a result of Littelmann [Li]), the dual of H*(Ay(u), £ (A)) is a sum-
mation ), . D(A, w(u)) of Demazure modules in the integrable highest weight module
V(A). Consequently, Theorem[L.2]can be reformulated as the following purely algebraic
statement, which is the untwisted case of Theorem 4.3]

Theorem 1.3. For any dominant coweight u € X.(T), there is an isomorphism of gy-
modules
Dic,p) ®ky = > DA, w(w)),

weWw
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where gy denotes the Lie algebra of Gy and k, is the 1-dimensional representation of gy.

Demazure modules have been extensively studied in the literature, including their
character formula, cf. [Ku2, Ma]. Theorem [L.3reveals a surprising relationship between
different Demazure modules, one that has not been previously noticed. In the Appendix
[Al we present explicit examples to illustrate this phenomenon. In Section 4.3] we also
discuss the inclusion relation among Demazure modules {D(A, w(u)) |w € W}, as well
as the closure relation between Schubert varieties ﬁxww) contained in Ay (w).

In Section [5.1) we classify all line bundles on the global affine Grassmannian Grg,
where G is the parahoric Bruhat-Tits group scheme over A! ramified at 0. In fact, any
line bundle £ on Grg is uniquely determined by its restriction L, on the fiber Grg =~ Fly
over 0, and thus it is parametrized by an affine dominant weight A, see Proposition[5.1l
The following theorem is the untwisted case of Theorem [5.2] assuming G is simply-
connected. A version of this theorem is proved in Theorem 5.6/ for any simple algebraic
group G.

Theorem 1.4. When char(k) = 0, any line bundle L on Grg has a unique L* G-equivariant
structure, where L*G is the global jet group scheme of G.

This theorem can be viewed as an enhancement of Theorem or, more precisely,
Theorem [3.21] as we can regard Gy X A! as a closed subgroup scheme of L*G. When G
is special parahoric at 0 € A', this result was essentially proved in a previous work [HY]]
of the authors. We expect that Theorem [L.4] will have applications in the equivariant
K-theory of partial affine flag varieties, which will be the focus of a future research
project.

We now outline the strategy for proving Theorem [L.4l By Lemma[5.3] we first reduce
the question to global Schubert varieties. For any line bundle £ on Grg, let E\g be the
central extension of L*G by the constant group scheme G, 41 arising from £. Using the
equivariant method, we show that the central extension U/? splits uniquely over the jet
group scheme of any global root subgroup. The splitting over T, is already established
in Theorem 3.21l Then, using the generation theorem in Theorem these splittings
together yield a splitting of U/\g — L*@G, thereby proving Theorem [L.4l

Acknowledgement: We would like to thank S.Kato, S. Kumar, S.Nie and X.Zhu
for helpful discussions. We also thank P. Littelmann for valuable email correspondence.
J.Hong was partially supported by NSF grant DMS-2001365 and Simons grant MPS-
TSM-00007468.

2. PARAHORIC GROUP SCHEMES REVISITED

In this section, we review and extend some results in [DH1] on the equivariant con-
struction of parahoric group schemes over the ring of formal power series. We describe
a natural Levi subgroup in any parahoric group. We also prove a generation theorem for
parahoric subgroups. The results in this section will be used in later sections.

2.1. Notations. Let k be an algebraically closed field with characteristic p. Let G be a

connected simple algebraic group over k. We fix a Borel subgroup B C G and a maximal
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torus 7 € B. Denote by X.(T) the lattice of cocharacters of T. Let G,4 be the adjoint
quotient of G and let T,y be the image of 7" in G,4. Similarly, let X.(7T,q) denote the
lattice of cocharacters of 7.

Let 7 be a diagram automorphism of G preserving B and T with order r. Note that
7 can be trivial, and r can only be either 1, 2, or 3. Throughout this paper, we always
assume p # r. Let K := k((z)) and O := k[[z]] be the ring of formal Laurent series
and formal power series respectively. We fix an r-th primitive unit root € and define
7(z) := € 'z. Set K := k((2")), and O := k[[Z]].

Let G™° (resp. B™°, T™° ) denote the neutral component of the 7 fixed point subgroup
of G (resp. B, T). Then, B° is a Borel subgroup of G*° and 7"° is a maximal torus. In
the following sections, O° always stands for the neutral component of O. Note that when
G is simply-connected or adjoint, G*°* = G" and T° = T".

Let I (resp. /) be the set of vertices of the Dynkin diagram of G (resp. G). Then,
I, can be identified with the set of 7-orbits in /. Let Xx) be the affine Dynkin diagram
associated to the twisted loop group G(%)". By adjoining an affine node o, I := I, Li {0}
can be naturally regarded as the set of vertices of X,(\f). We remark that o corresponds to
the vertex 0 if X](\;) * Agzt,) or the vertex ¢ if Xl(\f) = Ag,) in [Kac, Chapter 4].

Let (a;);c;. be the Kac labels in the table in [Kad, Chapter 4] and let (&;),;. be the dual
Kac labels. Note that g, = 2 if Xl(vr) = A(z?, and a, = 1 otherwise; moreover, a, = 1 for
any cases. Let {a;|i € 1.} be the set of simple affine roots and let {&; |i € 1.} be the set of
simple affine coroots. Set

() O = Dier, @i,

We remark that 6, agrees with the definition in [Kad, Proposition 8.3], which can be
described as in (40Q). Let {w;|i € I.} be the set of fundamental weights of the simply
connected cover (G™°)’ of G™°.

Following [Kag, §6.2], we can associate the following vector space

by = Paa, b= anead
i€l iel,
where d is the scaling element. We can also define the central element as K = },.; d;d;.

For each i € I, let A; € (f)fQ)* be the associated affine fundamental weight, i.e.
(Ai, &) = 6, and (A;,d) = 0. Then (f)fQ)* admits the following decomposition

3) (05" = (b)) ® QA, ® QS,

where 6 = 3 ,.; a;a;. Let (|) be the normalized invariant form on f)fQ defined as in [Kad,
§6.2]. This bilinear form induced a map v : % - (f)&)*. For any i € I., we have

0) V@) = 2, v(K) = 6.
a;
Note that we have the following natural identifications: by = X*(T)fQ ~ X*(Tad)fQ. More-
over, v restricts to amap v : bé o~ (be)*.
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2.2. Parahoric group schemes from the equivariant point of view. Let ¥ be the
quasi-split group scheme Resy iz (Gx)" over %K, i.e. the subgroup scheme of 7-invariants
of the Weil restriction Resy,%x(Gx). Note that any tamely-ramified quasi-split simple
group scheme over K can be realized from such construction.

Let S denote the group scheme (77°)g, which is a maximal %-split torus of %.
Then, the relative root system R for (¥4, S) can be identified with the quotient of the
root system R of (G, T) by the t-action. We remark that the root system R(G"°,T"°)
of (G™°,T™°) is naturally a subsystem of R. In fact, R(G™*,7"°) = R if and only if
(G, r) # (A, 2).

Let A, C R denote the set of preimages of @ € R via the projection map R — R. For
each @ € R, we denote by K, the subfield of K which is fixed by the stabilizer of any
a € A, under the action of the cyclic group (7). Let d, be the cardinality of the set A,.
Then, K, = k((z'/%)).

We now recall the root subgroup %, of ¥4 for @« € R. When 2, %oz ¢ R, the root
subgroup %, is given by

([ | vax)’,

aeA,

where U; denote the root subgroup of G associated to @. Since the 7-action on A,
is transitive, the root subgroup homomorphism x; : G, — Uj; induces a Chevalley-
Steinberg pinning {x, : K, = %, |a € R} of Y%, cf.[BT, 4.1.5]. Let v be the valuation
of K with v(z) = 1. Via the pinning x,, the restriction of v on K, induces a valuation v
on %, (by abuse of notation). For every ¢ € R, we define %, := v'![{, ] C %,.

When 2a € R, we have r = 2, A, = {@, (@)} is the set of two adjacent roots in R, and
N>, = {@ + 7(@)}. In this case, we have

02/(1 = (U 07((]() U, &+r(&)(7() U r(&)((K))T, 02/20 = &+r(&)(7_()-

There are natural valuations defined on %, and %,, and we can accordingly define
subgroups %, ¢ and %, for every € € R, cf. [BT, 4.1.9]. By abuse of notation, we will
use the notation v uniformly for the valuation on the root subgroup %, for any a € R.

Definition 2.1. Following [DHI, Definition 2.1.2] and references therein, for any ¢ €
X.(S)r = X.(T)g, we define the parahoric subgroup #y to be the subgroup of G(K)"
generated by (%, .0y }eer and T(O)™° (the neutral component of 7(O)7). Then, there
exists a unique affine smooth group scheme %, over O, which extends %% and satisfies
that %,(0) = Py.

Similarly, we define a subgroup #; of G[z,z '] as follows. Let v, be the valuation
of k[z,z7'] with voo(z™!) = 1. When 2a, %af ¢ R, via the pinning x,, the restriction of v,
on k[z,z7!'] N K, induces a valuation v,, on %, N G[z,z ']". For every ¢ € R, we define
Uy, = v AL, 0] € %, N Glz,z"']". When 2a € R, we can define subgroups %, , and
Uy, for every £ € R in a similar way as explained before. Then, #; is the subgroup of

Gz, z7']* generated by Y, 9.0 acr and T7°.

Remark 2.2. The valuation on k((z)) used in our definition is different from the one
used in [DHI], and the parahoric subgroup #y defined in this paper coincides with the

parahoric subgroup £, defined in loc. cit.
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Fix a point & € X.(T)j. Let m be the minimal positive multiple of r such that 9 €
X.(T,)". Identify the lattice X.(T,q)" with @i o Z - @; € b, where @; represents the
fundamental coweight of G™ associated to i € I,. Then, we can write

%ﬂ = Diet, SiQi,
where s; are integers. Suppose that p ¥ m. Fix a primitive m-th root of unity €,. We
associate an element (e,)™/" € T,q, and we define an automorphism of G

(5) g . =TO Ad(fm)mﬁ/r.
Lemma 2.3. The order of o is m.

Proof. Clearly, we have ™ = id. Suppose ord(c") = m’. Then, m’ | m. Recall that I,
can be identified with the set of 7-orbits in /. For each i € I, let ij; be the corresponding
7-orbit in I. Pick j € n; and let x5, : G, — G be the root subgroup associated to the
simple root &@; of G. Then, @j|7-- = ; and we have

Xa, (1) = 0" (%3, (0)) = Xpot ()" " PU) = Xyt 5, (€0)"'11),  w €K,
Hence, m’ is a multiple of r, and m’s; is a multiple of m for all i € I,. Therefore,

m’ - gcd{s;|i € I} is a multiple of m. From the definition of s;, we have gcd{s;|i € I;}
and m are coprime. Thus, m | m" which implies m = m’ = ord(o). O

Set t = /™, O, := K[[t]], and K, := k((¢)). Define an action of o on ¢ by o (¢) :=
(6,)"'t. Then, O = K[[z']] = Kk[[¢"]] is the set of o-fixed elements in O,. Consider the
group scheme H := Res,, ,5(Go,)” over O, which is the subgroup scheme of o-invariants
of the Weil restriction Resy, ,5(Go,). We define the neutral component H° of H to be the
union of the neutral components (7,)° of fibers at every a € Spec(0), cf. [BT, 1.1.12].
Then, H° is an open subscheme of H, denoted by ¥, i.e.

(6) 94, := Resy, ;5(Go,)”".

We can regard G(O,)” as a pro-algebraic group over k. Let G(O,)”° be the connected
component of G(O,)” as a pro-algebraic group.
The following theorem generalizes [DH1, Theorem 4.1.2].

Theorem 2.4. When p t m, there is a unique isomorphism of group schemes over O:
(7) b0 : Gy =Y.

such that over its O-points, ¢y : Py =~ G(O,)™° is the restriction of the isomorphism
Ady : G(K)T = G(K,)“.

Proof. When G 1is simply-connected, the theorem is proved in [DHI, Theorem 4.1.2].
For general simple algebraic group G, we can adapt the same argument, except that we
need to check ¥4,(0) = G(O,)”°. Since ¥, is the open subscheme of Resy, 6(Go,)”
throwing away the non-neutral components of the special fiber

Res,0(Go) o = GKIA/(™)7,

@ _(O) consists of the points x € G(k[[#]])” such that its image X, € G(k[t]/(#"))” is

contained in the neutral component G(k[7]/(¢"))”°, equivalently the image x of x in G”

is contained in G”°. Thus, 4,(0) = G(O,)"°. O
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Remark 2.5. The parahoric subgroup is only determined by the minimal facet of the
alcove containing ¥). In fact, under the condition that p # r and that p is a good prime,
we can always find a rational interior point ¢ of this facet such that p 1 m, including the
case when the facet is a vertex, see Lemmal[2.6

Replacing z by z7! and let v,, be the valuation on k((z™")) with v, (z™') = 1, we can
similarly define a parahoric group scheme ¥4, over O, associated with —, where
O. := K[[z"]]. Set O, := k[[t']] and define a parahoric group scheme ¥, :=
Resy, . /0..(Go,..)”°. Again, we have an isomorphism parahoric group schemes

() oo : Y900 ~ Yyo.

such that over its (joo—points, oo : g_ﬁ,w(O_M) ~ G[[+']]°° is the restriction of the iso-
morphism

©) Adi1yo = Ady 1 G(Z)" = G

2.3. Parahoric group associated to a facet. Let A be the fundamental alcove in X, (T);
defined by inequalities (x, a;) > O for each i€l and (x, 6y) < 1. For convenience, set
@, = 0. Then, A is a simplex with vertices {‘;’— | i € I.}). In this section, we fix a nonempty

subset Y C I, and a facet Fy of A spanned by the set of vertices {‘;— | i € Y}. We associate
a positive integer

(10) ay :=r-gedia; |i € Y).

Lemma 2.6. For any p 1 ay, there is a rational interior point ¢ € Fy such that p ¥ m,
where m is the minimal positive multiple of r such that 219 € X.(Ty)".

Proof. Set ny 1= }cya; and xy := % Y.iey W;. For each k € Y, set n; := a; + ny and
Xy = t(‘bk + X iey @;). Then, xy and x; are rational interior points of Fy for any k € Y.
We will show that some point among {xy, x; | k € Y} satisfies the lemma.

Let my and my be minimal positive multiple of r such that “Xxy € X, (T,q)" and =£x; €
X.(Taq)" respectively. Clearly, =* | ny and =* | n;. We claim p { =* or p t =* for some
k € Y. Suppose that p | =* and p | =+ forall k € Y. Then, p | ny and p | n forallk € Y.
Hence, p | a; for all k € Y. This contradicts with the assumption that p 1 ay. Therefore,
p 1 =t orp 4 = for some k € Y. Note that the assumption p { ay implies that p 1 r.
Since p is a prime, it follows that p 1 my or p ¥ m; for some k € Y. O

From now on, we always assume p 1 ay. Moreover, we fix a rational interior point
¥ € Fy so that p f m (the existence follows from Lemma 2.6)).

Definition 2.7. Set Py := Py and ¥y := 9. In fact, Py is the parahoric subgroup
corresponding to the facet Fy. We call it the parahoric subgroup associated to Y. When
Y = I., Py is the Iwahori subgroup, denoted by 7; when Y = {o}, Py = G(O)™°.
Similarly, we set , := $,. When Y = I, we denote P, by 1.

Seth := 2 € X.(Tw)". We can write h = 3, s;@; for non-negative integers s;,i € I..
Since (¥, 6p) < 1, we have } ¢, a;s; < ™. Set

—m >0
8o i= 2 = Yier, 4iS; € 2.
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Since # is an interior point of Fy, we must have ¥ = {i € I.|s; # 0}. Define an
automorphism o := 7 o Ad,,, - of G, whose order is m, see Lemma[2.3] By Theorem
2.4] we have an isomorphism of parahoric group schemes

(11) ¢: % =9,

such that over its (j—points, ¢ : Py = G(O,)”° is the restriction of the isomorphism
Ady 1 G(K)™ =~ G(K,)?. We define My = Ad,-(G”°) as a subgroup of Py. Clearly, My
is a Levi subgroup of Py.

We describe a pinning of G™° as follows, cf. [HS, Lemma 2.2]. Let {@;|j € I} C R
denote the set of simple roots of G with respect to the pair (B, 7). We fix a pinning
{x:a;, : Ga = G| j € I} of G which is preserved by 7, i.e. T(x14,(a)) = Xia,,(a) for any
a € k. For each i € I, let n; denote the preimage of i via the orbit map I — 1.

If the vertices in 7; are not adjacent, set

(12) Xo(a) = ]_[ X3,(@),  X_oa) = ]_[ X.aa), Vacek.
Jeni Jeni

If the vertices in 7; are adjacent, we can write 1; = {J, 7(j)}. Set
a a
(13) xa/i(a) = x&j(a)x&T(j)(za)X&j(a), x—(l,'(a) = x—&j(i)x—&q—(j)(a)x—&j(5)5 Ya € k.
Let 6° be the root of G described in [Kagc, Section 8.3]. Then,
(14) 6|7 = 6.

When (G, r) = (Ay, 2), from [Kad, Section 8.3] 6° is the highest root of G, we choose
any root subgroups x. associated to +6°. When r > 1 and (G, r) # (A, 2), T(6°) # 6°.
In this case, we can choose root subgroups {x.«g) | k = 0,---,r — 1} so that they are
preserved by T.
For any u € K, we set
X, (1) whenr =1
Xgy(U) 1= X0 (1) when (G, r) = (Ay, 2)
]_[,Z;(l) XiTk(QO)(Tk(M)) when r # 1 and (G, r) # (A, 2)

For any a € k, we define
Xia,(a) := x¢90(azil) € G(K)".

Proposition 2.8. With the same setting as above, we have

(1) The group G”° is generated by root subgroups {x., | @ € Il,} and T™°, where
I1,. is the following set of roots

M = {a;lig Y}, ifoel,;
T b aligYUfol), ifogY
(2) The group My is generated by {x.,,(a)|i ¢ Y,a € k} and T™".
Proof. By Lemma/[2.3] and the assumption that p + m, p does not divide the order of o

In view of [St, Theorem 8.1], G° is a connected reductive algebraic group. Moreover,

by [Bor, 9.1], Lie(G”°) = ¢”. When char(k) = 0, the root system of g” is generated by
9



I1,, as a set of simple roots, cf. [HK1, Section 2]. Clearly, when p 1 m, g” has the same
root system as in the case of characteristic zero (with respect to the action of 7°°). Thus,
the root system of g” (also G”°) is generated by II, as a set of simple roots. By [Sp,
Corollary 8.2.10], G”° is generated by the root subgroups {x., | @ € Il,} and 7%°. This
proves part (1).

For any i ¢ Y U {0}, by definition {4, @;) = 0. Then,

Ad1(x10,(a)) = Xi0,(a), foranya €k
If o ¢ Y, then s, = 0, equivalently (A, 6y) = .;c;. a;s; = m/r. Then,
Ad1(Xay (@) = Xagy(at’ ™ 80) = xog (@t™") = xzq,(a).
Thus, part (2) follows from part (1) and the definition of My. O

Note that 2 € X.(T.q)" can be viewed as a cocharacter i : G,, — T,,. We define Gy to
be the centralizer of 4 in G™°, i.e.

(15) Gy ={g € G | Adp,(g) = g, forany s € G,,}.

Here, we use the notation Gy, as this group only depends on #. In fact, it only depends
onY.

Corollary 2.9. Set Y = Y U {o}. We have Gy = My.. In particular, if o € Y, then
Gy =My, ifo ¢V, then Gy & My.

Proof. First of all, we have Gy = Ad:(Gy) € G”°. Hence, Gy = Ad,-1(Gy) € My.

When o € Y, My is generated by {x.,,(a)|i ¢ Y,a € k} and T™°, which is contained in
Gy. Therefore, Gy = My = My..

When o ¢ Y, ie. s, = 0, we have (,6p) = 1. Let ¢ > * be a prime number so
that éh ¢ X.(Ty)" and g # p. Set ¥ := éh. We claim that ¢ is the minimal positive
integer so that gt € X.(T,)". Suppose ai¥’ € X.(T,)" for some integer 0 < a < gq.
Pick integers u, v so that ug + va = 1. Then, ¢ = (ug + va)¥’ = uh + vat¥’ € X.(T)",
which is a contradiction. Hence, ¢ is the minimal positive integer so that i’ € X.(T,q)".
Therefore, m’ := gr is the minimal positive multiple of r so that ’"7,19’ € X.(T)". Since
h o= ’"7'29’ = h, we conclude that Gy = Gy. Note that (¥, 6y) = é -2 < 1. The element
¥’ is a rational interior point of Fy.. By the first case, we have Gy = My (the condition
p 1+ m’ clearly holds). Therefore, Gy = My.. In this case, we have My, & My, see
Proposition[2.8] |

2.4. A generation theorem. The following theorem will be crucially used in the proof
of Proposition[3.12] and also in the proof of Theorem

Theorem 2.10. Following the same notations as in Definition 2.1 we further assume
that p 1 |m(G)|. For any point ¥ € X*(T)@» the parahoric subgroup Py is generated by
T™° and {%a,—(ﬂ,a) }aER-

Proof. We first consider the case when G is simply-connected. It suffices to show that
the kernel K := ker(T(O)" — T7) can be generated by {%, —9.0)}ecr- Let {&; € R| j € I}
10



may

be the set of simple roots of G. There is an isomorphism [ ;.; Gy, — 5 T. Set

0, - {é it 7(j) = j

O ift(j)#J.
For any j € I and u € O}, we define the following element in 7'(O)",
a; (u) if 7(j) = J,
hj(u) = ~{/ sV r—1 : 4 ;
V)@, (7 w) i) #

Then, the kernel K is generated by
{hjw)jelLu=1+u" €07, val(w) > 0}.

For any j € I, let @; be the image of @; under the map R — R. We claim that /()
belongs to the subgroup generated by (%, 9,y %-a,—9.-a) | @ is a multiple of a/;}.

Case 1: When j and 7(j) are not adjacent or 7(j) = j, we only need to show that d}Y(u)
can be write as a product of x.4,(v) with v € O; and val(v) > —(&}, £a;). This reduces to
the computation on SL;: '

u 0) (1 =" 1 0\(1 u'z™ 0
0 u')7\l0 1 -u'7" 1J\0 1 u'z" 1)°

07;(“) = X&,(—Z_")X—a,-(—M’Zn)x@j(u_lZ_n)x—&,(MM’Zn)-
We take n to be the integer so that n < (¥, a;) < n + 1. Then,

Hence,

val(uu'z") = val(—u'z") > n+ 1 > —(9, —a;), valw™'z7™) = —n > — (0, a;).

It follows that /;(u) belongs to the subgroup generated by { %, 9.0,)» %-a;~9.—a))}-
Case 2: When j and 7(j) are adjacent, we first recall that %, (y.;) (t€Sp. %o, ~9.-a;))
is isomorphic to the following subgroup of SL;(0), cf. [BT],

1 w v 1 0O O
(16) [0 1 T(W)] v+ 1(v) = wr(w), val(w) > (&, a;) (resp. [w 1 0]).
00 1 v 1w 1

and %q;~(9.2a;y (T€8P. U -20;—~(9.-20;)) 18 isomorphic to the following subgroup of SL3(0),

1 0 v 1 00
17 (0 1 0] v+1(v) = 0,val(v) > —(J, 2a;) (resp. [0 1 0}).
0 01 v 0 1

This reduces our claim to the computation on SL3. Note that u = 1 + u’ can be written
as u = (1+u))(1 +up), where u; = (' +7(u'))/2 is even, val(u;) > 0, and u, = 550 s
odd. Then, we can write h;j(u) = h;j(1 + u;)h;(1 + uy). Therefore, it suffices to consider
the following two cases.

Case 2.1: For any u = 1 + v’ € O* with 7(«’) = u’ and val(u’) > 0, we have

u 0 0y O 0 1 0 - 1 0 0)(1 0 2! 1 00
(18) 10 u' 0}|0 7(w) 0 |=(01 0 0 1 00 1 0 0 1 0f.
0 0o Jlo 0o Tw! 00 1 -zt 0 1J)\0 0 1 u'z1 01

11




Choose n to be the integer so that 2n — 1 < (i, 2a;) < 2n+ 1. Since val(u’) > 2, we have
val(uu'z"™") = val(=u'2"") > 2n+1 > —(9, -2a;), val(z'" >'u™') = 1-2n > —(9, 2a;).

Thus, the matrices on the right side of decomposition (I8) belong to (I7). Hence, i ;(u) =
a@; (wa; ; (t(u)) belongs to the subgroup generated by {%%a,, 920> W-20;~(9,-20,)}-
Case 2.2: Forany u = 1 + «’ € O* with 7(«’) = —u’, we have (1) = 1 — u’ and

u 0 0yl O 0
0 u!' 0|0 7w 0
0 0 1Jlo 0 t@w!
@ 1 V27" (=1yz ™ 1 0 O\(1 VZz'uw' (=1Yz 27w 1 0 0
=10 1 - V2(-)™" [ ; : 0] 0 ! V2(=z)y ()" || V22" ur(u) ™! 1 0].
0 0 1 0t 0 1)\o 0 1 D)™ 2 —N2(=2"wu t(w) 1
@1 2z " ur(u)™! (=)™ 72 1 0 0\(1 0 (=1yz>w 1 0 0
=lo 1 V2w ) || V22! 1 0 [0 1 0 - V2 1 0f.
0 0 1 (—1)’122”7'(“)7] ‘/E(—Z)"T(M)il 1 00 1 (_1);12211 _\/z(_z)n 1

When 2n < (#,2a;) < 2n + 1 for some integer n, the matrices in decomposition (D
belong to (16) and (I7). When 2n — 1 < (8, 2a,) < 2n for some integer n, the matrices
in decomposition @ belong to (16) and (I7). Hence, 4;(u) belongs to the subgroup
generated by {7, (9,25 U J—(—aj)s %m_,,—(ﬂ,zaj), %—m_,,—(ﬂ,—za »}- This proves our claim.
Therefore, the kernel K is generated by {%,, —(9.a)}aer- This proves the lemma for simply-
connected group G.

For general case, let 7 : G’ — G be the simply-connected cover of G. The morphism
nt is étale since p 1 m1(G). Let T’ be the preimage of T in G’. Furthermore, 7 : T’ — T
is étale. Denote O, := k[z]/(z") and D; := Spec(O;). Let i : Spec(k) — Dy be the
natural morphism. By [SP, Tag 02HF], n is formally étale, i.e. forany g : Dy — T so
that g o7 : Spec(k) — T is the identity e € T'(k), there is a unique lifting & : D, — 7"
so that g o i is the identity ¢’ € T’(k). Thus, K ~ K’, where K := ker(T(O) — T) and
K’ :=ker(T’(O) — T’). Hence,

ker(T(O) »> T") =K' ~ K" =ker(T'(O) —» T').

By the proof above in the simply-connected case, K'* is generated by {%a”_< 9.0y JaeR-
Moreover, %, .0y = %(1/,—(19,(1) for any @ € R. It follows that K™ is generated by
(U~ (9.0)}aer- Now, the lemma follows from the definition of Py. O

3. A REFINEMENT OF THE COHERENCE CONJECTURE (AFTER ZHU)

3.1. Statement of theorem. In this section, we follow the same notations and assump-
tion as in Section 2l We emphasize again that the automorphism 7 on G can be trivial.

Let W be the Weyl group of G with respect to the maximal torus 7. Then, the subgroup
W™ of 7-fixed points is naturally isomorphic to the Weyl group of G™° with respect to
T™°. Let X,.(T), be the lattice of T-coinvariants of X..(T).

Definition 3.1. Let Was 1= X.(T). =W be the extended affine Weyl group. The elements
in W, are written as ofw for any i € X.(T), and w € W7, where ¢" represents the

translation on the apartment of (Y%, S) by —i.
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Let G’ be the simply-connected cover of G with the maximal torus 7’ mapping to 7.
Then, Wyg := X.(T"); < W7 is an affine Weyl group, cf. [DHI1l, A.1]. Let Q denote the
group of length zero elements in Wi Then, Q =~ X.(T)./X.(T"), and Wz = W,z = Q.
Moreover, the group Q acts on .

Let wy be the longest element in W*. Any element in Q can be written as ¢, :=
o “wwy, where k is 0 or a miniscule dominant element in X, (7). (cf. [BH2, Section
2.3]), and w, is the longest word in the stabilizer W} of x in W7, cf. [Bou, Chapter 6,
Section 2.3]

For any nonempty subset ¥ C I, let Py € G(%)" be the parahoric subgroup associated
to Y, cf. Definition 2.7l Let %y denote the corresponding parahoric group scheme over
O. When Y = I, Py is the Iwahori subgroup of G(%X)", denoted by 7.

Definition 3.2. We define the partial affine flag variety
Fly = Lgy/L+gy,
where LY (resp. L*Y) is the loop group scheme (resp.jet group scheme) of &. Then,

Fly(k) = G(K)"/Py. In particular, when 7 is trivial and Y = {o}, Fly is the affine
Grassmannian of G, denoted by Grg. Let ¢y denote the base point in Fly and Grg

Set ¥ =: I, \ Y, and let Wy denote the parabolic subgroup of W, generated by the set
of simple reflections {r; | i € Y}.

Definition 3.3. For any w € W,;/Wy, define the Schubert cell Fly,, := Iwey, and the
Schubert variety Fly,, is the closure of Fly,,, where ¢, is the based point in Fly and W is
a lift of w in G(%)". When Y = I, we simply use the notations Fl,, and FIL,.

For any dominant coweight u € X.(T)*, we define the affine Schubert variety ﬁG,y to
the closure of the orbit G(O) - ¢, in Grg, where e, := Zey.

Given any i1 € X,(T),, we simply denote by Fly; (resp. ﬁm) the Schubert cell Fly gy,
(resp. ﬁy@a%). In fact, a lift of ¢* can be taken to be the following element in T (%)",
r—1
(19) nt = 1—[ () € T(K),
i=0
where u is a lifting of z in X,.(T). Then, Fly; is exactly the orbit 7 - e; in Fly, where
e; 1= ntey. We define the following union of Schubert varieties in Fly,

(20) Ay(@) = | ) Flyugo-
weWw?

We now recall the admissible set of affine Weyl group, cf. [Zh1), 2.1.6]. For u € X.(T),

define
Adm(u) := {w € Wy |w < 0" for some n € W'ia).

Let Ade(,u) denote the subset WyAdm(u)Wy C W,g. For any w € W, let yFly,,
denote the Py-orbit through w in Fly and let yFly,, be the closure of yFly,, in Fly. In the
following proposition, we show that Ay (i) defined in (20) agrees with the definition in

[Zh1l, 2.2.2] in terms of admissible set.
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Lemma 3.4. For any u € X.(T), let i1 be the image of u in X.(T),. We have
Ar@w= ) rFly.

weAdm? (1)

Proof. Denote the right side by Xy(u). For any w € W7, by definition, we have Fly,,) C
yFly . Hence, Fly,,q C Yﬁyw C Xy(w). This shows that Ay (i) C Xy ().
Conversely, for any w € Adm? (,u) we write w = wlw wy, where wi,w, € Wy and
< o' for some n € W*ii. Then, yF]yW = yFlyW/ - yFlan We have

1) Pro"Py = | IyIo"Py € U Iyo"Py = | ) Iye'y™

yeWy yeWy yeWy
The inclusion (x) follows from the fact that 7yZ = 7s; 1 --- 1, 1 for reduced word y =
s, -8, and ITs,710"1 C 10" U Is;0"1 for any simple reflection s; € W,g, cf. [Ku2,
Theorem 5.1.3(d)]. For any y € Wy, we can write y = y'o” for some y’ € W7,y € X.(T),.
Then, yoy™' = y' 0"y~ = 0”® and we have

Iyg'y Py = I¢""Py || Iy

veWwr®

Hence, Pyo"Py C U,ew 0" ™Py. Therefore, yﬁxw - yﬁy,gn C Upewr yﬁy’gv(n) =
Ay(ft). This shows that Xy(u) C Ay(in). O

For any ¢, € Q, let Fl} denote the connected component of Fly containing ¢, (equiva-
lently 07). Then, F1} is a homogeneous space of G’(K)7, and

(22) Fly ~ G'(K)" /Py, =: Fly,

where #, is the parahoric subgroup of G'(K)" associated to Y, := {g.(i) | i € Y}. By
[PR, Sectlon 10], we have the following isomorphism,

(23) Pic(F1%) ~ @ZA

€Yy

Given any ji € X.(T),, let ¢, € Q be the unique element such that os;' € Wy
(equivalently i + k € X.(T");). Then, for any w € W7, we have w(t) + « € X.(T'),,
equivalently 0"®¢ ! € W,g. Hence, Fly,, C FI} for any w € W™. Let ¢, be a lifting of
¢ in G(K)". Consider the translation

24) G FIS — FIS

given by x — ¢.x. For any w € W7, the orbit 7(¢,)"'n"®e, maps to the orbit 7n"Pey.
Thus, we have an isomorphism FlyS Low) Fly’w(ﬂ) under the translation map.

Let & be a lifting of ¢, in G’(K)". Consider the conjugation map Ad;, : G'(K)" —
G'(K)" given by x — &x(&,)~". It induces an isomorphism Adg, : Fl}, — Fl} . Then,
(22) is the composition of the following isomorphisms

Ay S0 R ~ R 25 R
14
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Under these isomorphisms, we have Fly,, ) =~ Fly, oloni) = Fly, lom = FIYK’QW@S‘;I. There-
fore, (22)) restricts to an isomorphism

(25) Fly,u = Fly, g1

Hence, the variety Ay (i) maps to |,,cw- ﬁ; gt under the map 22).

Let -Z(A) be an ample line bundle on Fly associated to A = } .y m;A;, i.e. n; > 0 for
any i € Y,. Let ¢ := A(K) be the level of A and let A be the restriction of A to (77°)".

Suppose that p t ay,, where ay, is defined in (I0) for the subset Y, C I.. By Lemma
2.6l we can choose an interior point ¥ in the facet associated to Y, so that p { m. Let Gy
be the subgroup of G™* associated to ¢ defined in (I5) of Section2.3] Let G/, (resp. (T™°)
) be the pre-image of Gy (resp. 77°) via the simply-connected cover map (G*°)" — G™°.

In Theorem we will show that the level one line bundle L on Grg has a unique
G’(O)-equivariant structure and the line bundle .Z(A) on FI} has a unique (G(O)"°)'-
equivariant structure. These equivariant structures induce G/-equivariant structures on
L and .Z(A) via the composition of natural morphisms

Gy — (G™°) - G — G'(0)
and the composition map G}, — (G™°)" — (G(O)™°)’ respectively.
We now state our main result of this section, which will be proved in the rest part.

Theorem 3.5. Let u G_X*(T)+. Let Z(N) be an ample line bundle on Fly of central
charge ¢ > 0 such that Fly is contained in FI}, (equivalently o"s;' € Wyg).

(1) Assume p {1 ay,, we have an isomorphism of (T™°) -representations:
HY Ay (@), £ (N) = H'(Grg, L) @ k-,

where k_, is the 1-dimensional representation of (T*°) .
(2) Assume p = 0, we have an isomorphism of G,-representations:

H(Ay(), L(N)) = H'(Grg ., L) @ k_,.

3.2. Equivariance of line bundles on partial affine flag varieties. In this subsection,
we assume G is simply-connected.

As in Section 2.3 we fix a non-empty subset ¥ C fT and assume p 1 ay. Then, we
can choose an interior point ¢} in the facet associated to Y so that p { m, where m is the
minimal positive multiple of r such that & := %4 € X.(Ty)". Define an automorphism
o =710 Ad, - of G, whose order is m, see Lemma[2.3]

Recall the groups #; and 7~ in Definition [2.7] and the parahoric group scheme %_ .,
over O, defined in Section

Proposition 3.6. The isomorphism Ad, : G((z™"))" =~ G((t™"))” in equation Q) restricts
to an isomorphism

(26) Ad; : Py =Gl .

As a consequence, Py, has an integral ind-group scheme structure and P, = G 5 00(Oo)N

Glz, 7 'T".
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Proof. 1t is clear that L%, := G[t ']” admits a natural ind-group scheme structure.
Define L™"%, to be
L9, =ker(eve : LY, — G).

By Theorem 2.4l and [PR, Theorem 0.1, Theorem 0.2], the twisted affine Grassmannian
Gry, := G((1))?/Gl[t]]” 1s reduced and irreducible. Moreover, by [HR, Lemma 3.1] the
morphism L~¥, — Gry, given by g > g - e is an open embedding. Thus, L™"%, is
integral. Since G is simply-connected, G” is connected. Therefore, G[r!]7 is integral.

By definition of #,, Adx(P}) is contained in G[+"']”. Note that, B[r 17U [+"']”
is open in G[¢7']7, and B[+"']” and U~[t"']” are both contained in Ad.(Py). Thus,
Ads(Py) = G[t™']7. The group Py naturally inherits an integral ind-group scheme
structure from G[¢~']°. m|

Remark 3.7. In the above proposition, the ind-group scheme structure on #;, relies on
the condition p { ay. It is possible that this condition can be removed. However, we
don’t know an appropriate reference.

Recall that My = Ad,-+«(G”). As a corollary of Theorem 2.4] and Proposition 3.6, we
have

Corollary 3.8. My is a reductive algebraic group and My = Py N Py,. O

Consider the full affine flag variety FI = G(K)7/Z and the natural morphism py :
FI — Fly. Let P} denote the image of the morphism P! ~ #; ., /T — Fl. Foreachi € Y,
let £ denote the line bundle .Z(A;) on Fly. Then, we have

deg (P;(Z)|P}) =0;

forany i € Y and j € I, cf. [PR, Section 10].
Let ¢y denote the base point of Fly. We have the following decompositions

Q27) Fly = |_| Tvey, Fly = |_| T e,
we Waff/ Wy we Waff/ Wy

where w is a lift of w in G(K)". In fact, Fly can be identified with the Kac-Moody flag
variety FII;M in the sense of [Kul] and [Mal], cf. [PR, §9.f]. Thus, the decompositions in
[@7) arise from the decompositions for FIX™ in [Kul] and [Ma].

For any w € Wy, let Fly denote the 7 -orbit 7 we, in Fly and let ﬁv; denote the
closure of FI'/. When Y = I, we simply use the notations FI" and Bl

Lemma 3.9. 7 ye, C ﬁvyv if and only if Wiin < Ymin, Where Wy, represents the minimal
element in the left coset wWy (similarly for ymin).

Proof. When char(k)=0, it follows from [Ku2, Prop.7.1.21]. For general characteristic,
it follows from [Kat, Theorem 1.26, Lemma 2.9]. O

Lemma 3.10. FI, N Fly, # 0 if and only if Wy < Ymin.

Proof. Assume Wi < Ymin. By Lemma[3.9, we have 7 ye, C ﬁ‘; Hence, ﬁ‘; NFly, 2

I7yey N Fly, 3 yey. Therefore, ﬁv; N Fly, # 0. Conversely, assume ﬁv; N Fly, # 0,
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then ﬁvyv N ﬁxy # 0. Hence, the T7-fixed point of the projective variety ﬁvyv N ﬁxy is
nonempty. Note that the 77-fixed points of Fly are taking the form xey, where x € Wg.
It follows that wyin < Xmin < Ymin fOr some x € Weg. O

Define YWY to be the set of minimal length coset representatives of Wy\ W,/ Wy. Let
R C YWY be a finite subset so that w € R and w’ < w imply w’ € R. Set

S :=W;-R- Wy C W

Then, w € § and w’ < w implies w’ € §.
We define the following open subset of Fly,

VS = U wN e,
weS

where N~ is the unipotent radical of 7.
Lemma 3.11. We have VS = |5 I wey. As a consequence, V* is P -stable.

Proof. We write N~V5 = Uyes: N yep for some §” € Wys. Clearly, S C S’. Note that
NV = U N wN ey = LJN_(NJr NwWN " w Hwe = UN‘IweO,

weS weS weS
where N'* is the unipotent radical of 7. Then, for each y € S’, there exists w € S
such that N~yeg N N~ Twey # 0. This implies that N"yeqg N Twey # (. By Lemma
we get Ymin < Wmin. Slnce S is saturated and stable under right action of Wy, we
must have y € S. Therefore, N"V® = (5 N7yeg € U,es N yep. It follows that
VS S NTVS C Uyes N7yeg. Conversely, we have

N yeo = (N"NyN7y e S yN eq.
Hence, U,cs Nyeg € V5. Therefore, VS = s N7yeo = Uyes £ veo. o

Set ﬁv;(S ) = ﬁ; N V5. In particular, when Y = I, we simply denote it by ﬁW(S).
For each i € Y, let £ denote the line bundle .Z(A;) on Fly.

Proposition 3.12. For anyi € Y, the line bundle £; has a unique P, -equivariant struc-
ture with My acting trivially on the fiber £, at the base point. Moreover, the line
bundle Z; has a unique Py-equivariant structure with My acting trivially on £}],,.

Proof. Following the idea of [Fa, Theorem 7], we shall construct a P -equivariant line
bundle L; on Fly, and then show that L; is isomorphic to .Z..

Given any i € Y, choose R as above so that s; € R. Then, we have Wys; C §. Set
D = ﬁi(S). Then, ﬁvyv(S) C D for any w € Wys; since w > ;. Thus, D is $ -stable.

For each w € S, we define a subgroup N, := N~ N wN-w~!. Consider the subgroup
N~(n) € N~ whose elements are identity modulo z7". Choose n big enough so that
N=(n) € N, forall w € S. By the same argument of [Fa, Lemma 6], N~(n)\V" is
covered by finite many open subsets, which are finite dimensional affine spaces of same
dimension. Thus, N~(n)\V* is a smooth variety.

Recall that D is #, -stable and of codimension 1 in V5. Thus, N~ (n)\Disa N~ (M\Py-

stable divisor of N~(n)\V5. This defines an N ~(n)\Py-equivariant line bundle L; s on
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N~(n)\VS and N~ (n)\My acts trivially on the canonical section 1 € (N~ (n)\V5, L;s).
Thus, the action of N~ (n)\My on L;s|,, is trivial. By taking S arbitrarily large, we
get a line bundle on Fly, denoted by L;. From construction, this line bundle L; has an
P,-equivariant structure such that My acts on Lj,, trivially.

Consider the natural morphism py : F1 — Fly. We have p;l(ﬁsyi(S ) = ﬁsi(S ). Thus,
the degree of the restriction of the pull-back p*Y(L,-)|P} equals the degree of the divisor
FI'(S)N P;. in P}, and equals to the intersection number #{FI" () N P}} since FI" (S)N P;.
intersects transversely. By Lemma [3.10] FI' N P} is empty if j # i. When j = i, from
the proof of Lemma[3.10, we have FI' N Pl.l =71 siegNIsieg & Pl.l. Hence, every point
inFl' N P! is fixed by T7. Thus, FI'n P! = {s;eo}. Therefore, deg (p},(L;)lp1) equals 1 if
Jj = i and equals O if j # i. This shows that L; ~ _Z; as line bundles on Fly]. Therefore,
Z; has an P -equivariant structure such that My acts on .Z}|,, trivially. This equivariant
structure is unique since the character of My uniquely extends to a character of #;,. This
proves the first statement.

We now prove the second statement. Let K, be the n-th congruence subgroup in
G(0)7, i.e. whose elements are identity modulo 7. Let Py, be the quotient group Py/K,.
For any w € W, we consider the $y-Schubert variety yﬁyw It is well-known that when
n is sufficiently large, the action of Py factors through Py, Consider the restriction of
Zito yFlyW, which will still be denoted by .Z;. Let SDy,, be the G,,-central extension
of Py, associated to the line bundle .Z; on YFIKW. Note that Py,, is the semiproduct
of My with a unipotent subgroup Uy,. By the first part of the proposition, we have a
splitting My — 56;, over My. On the other hand, by [CT, Corollary 5.7], the group
Pic(Uy,) classifies the isomorphism classes of extensions of Uy, by G,,. Moreover, by
[Po, Theorem1], the Picard group Pic(Uy,) of unipotent group is trivial. Hence, Uy,
only has trivial central extension by G,,. Thus, we have a unique splitting Uy,, — 7/);
over Uy,. These splittings uniquely glue to a splitting Py, — ?/)—Y\n Therefore, the
line bundle . on YﬁY,w is Py,-equivariant. Taking a limit of Yﬁxw with respect to
the Bruhat order on W, we conclude that the line bundle .Z; on Fly is Py-equivariant.
From our argument, the induced My-action on .%}|,, is trivial. Finally, the equivariant
structure with the desired property is unique since the character of My uniquely extends
to a character of Py. O

Let (G™)’ denote the simply connected cover of G™ and set (G(O)")’ := G(O)" Xg-(G7)'.
Note that when G is simply-connected, G is connected but not necessarily simply-
connected.

Proposition 3.13. For any i € Y, the line bundle .£; has a unique (G(O)") -equivariant
structure. Under this equivariant structure, (T7)" acts on Z}|,, via the weight —w; if i # o
and trivially if i = o.

Proof. Similar to the argument in Proposition [3.12] we consider any G(O)"-Schubert

variety X,, in Fly. Then, the action of G(O)" factors through a group G(O,)", where O, =

k[z]/(z"). Let (G(O,)") := G(O,)" Xg- (GT)'. Note that (G(O,)") is the semiproduct of

(G™)’ with the kernel J,, of the projection (G(O,)") — (G™)'. In view of [Po, Theorem1],
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Pic((G(O,)")’) = Pic((G")’) = 1. By [Pa, Theorem1] again, any G,,-central extension of
(G(O,)7Y is trivial. Hence, the restriction of the line bundle .Z; on X,, has a unique
(G(O,)7) -equivariant structure, thus a unique (G(O)")’-equivariant structure. Taking
limit of X,,, we get a unique (G(O)")’-equivariant structure on .%; over Fly.

On the other hand, we have deg (p’;(if,-ﬂpl_) =¢;;foranyi € Yand j € I., cf.[PR,
Section 10]. Hence, py (L], = Op (1) and py(L)|,, = Opi for j # i. Let a; be the

simple root of G associated to j € I and {x.,,} be the root subgroups associated to +«;,
cf. (I2). Let G,, be the subgroup of the simply-connected cover (G*)" of G* generated
by {x:o;(@)|a € k}. The group G,, = SL, acts on P} transitively and has a unique
equivariant structure on p’;(ciﬂ,-)hp} determined by its degree. In fact, a € G,, C G, acts

on (py(L)lp)le, = Zile, bY a9, This concludes the proof of the proposition. O
J

Remark 3.14. The induced actions of (77)" on .Z|,, are different in Proposition[3.12]and
B.13] as we regard 77 and (77)’ as subgroups in Py and (G(O)")’ respectively.

Let Z(A) be an ample line bundle on Fly associated to A = ),y m;A;, i.e. n; > 0 for
any i € Y. Let A be the restriction of A to (T7)".

Recall Lemma 2.6] when p t ay, we can choose an interior point ¥ in the facet
associated to Y so that p f m. Define a subgroup Gy of G™ as in (13)), which is a subgroup
of My. Let G} be the pre-image of Gy via the map (G")’ — G". Recall Corollary
Gy is a subgroup of My. Thus, we have a natural morphism G}, — My.

Applying Proposition and Proposition B.13] we get

Corollary 3.15. The line bundle £ (A) has a unique Py-equivariant structure with My
acting on L (M), trivially and a unique (G(O)") -equivariant structure. Moreover, the
Gj-actions on £ (A) induced from these two equivariant structures differ by a weight A.

Proof. By Proposition the line bundle .Z(A) has a unique Py-equivariant struc-
ture with My acting on £ (A)|,, trivially. This induces a Gj-action on .Z(A) via the
natural morphism G, — My described above. On the other hand, by Proposition 3.13]
the line bundle -Z(A) has a unique (G(O)")-equivariant structure on .Z'(A). Under
the second equivariant structure, G}, acts on £ (A)|,, via the weight — ¥ ,cy njw; = -4,
cf. Proposition[3.13] Therefore, these two G}-actions differ by a weight A. O

3.3. Equivariance of line bundles on ramified global affine Grassmannians. In this
section, we assume that G is simply-connected.

Recall Section 23] we fix an interior point ¢ in the facet F'y of A associated to Y C I
so that p ¥ m. Define parahoric group schemes %, over O and ¥y, over O, as in
Section Let A' = Spec(k[z]) be the affine line with a T-action given by 7(z) = € 'z.
Let C := A! U {oo} be the projective line. Let A' and C be the quotient of A! and C
by the 7-action. We can naturally glue %, Ressi_g/a1_o(Ga1—o)", and ¥_ ., and get a

parahoric Bruhat-tits group scheme G over C.
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By definition, we have the following property:

Gp, ifa#0,00
(28) Glo, =19 ifa=0 ,
g_ﬂ ifa=o0

where D, denotes the formal disk around a € C.

Similar to the local description in Theorem [2.4] we shall give another description of
the parahoric Bruhat-tits group scheme from the equivariant point of view. Let A' =
Spec(k[t]) be the affine line with a o-action given by o(¢) := (e,) ', where €, is a fixed
primitive m-th root of unity. Let € := A! U {co} be the projective line. Let C — C be the
map given by a — a™/" forany a € C. Then, C = C/{t) = C/{(0).

Define the following group scheme over C,

Go 1= Resg,c(G % C),

where o acts on C and o acts on G defined in (5). Clearly, we have G.|5, ~ ¥, and
Gsls. = 9y, Where 4, and 4, are defined in Section2.2] and Dy = Spec(O) denotes
the formal disks around O € C.

Lemma 3.16. The map Ad.» induces an isomorphism of group schemes over A' — 0,
(29) Pai—o : Resui_g/ai_o(Gai_o)” = Reszi_ga1_o(Gri_g)’.
Proof. The proof is identical to the proof of [DHI, Proposition 4.1.1]. O

In view of Theorem[2.4land Lemma[3.16] the isomorphisms ¢y, ¢, (defined in Section
2.2), and ¢z1_ can be glued to an isomorphism of group schemes over C,

(30) ¢:G=Go.

Definition 3.17. The global affine Grassmannian Grg ¢ and the jet group scheme L*G
over C are defined as follows, for any k-algebra R,

Grg(R) := {(a, F.pB) ‘a € C(R), ¥ a G-torsor over Cg,B: Flepa, = ?&IC-R\A(I}
and
(31) L*GR) :={(a,n) |a € C(R),n € GAL)},

where ¥ is the trivial G-torsor on Cg, and A, is the completion of Cy along the graph A,
of a : Spec(R) — C.
Forany a € C, let Grg, and L* G, denote the fiber of Grg ¢ and L* G at a respectively.

The global Grassmannian Grg over C has the following property,

Fly whena=0
GI'g’a =~
Grg whena # 0, 0.

Proposition 3.18. Let Bung be the moduli stack of G-torsors on C. We have
Bung ~ [Py \Fly].

Moreover, the line bundle £ (A\) descends to a line bundle Lg,,; on Bung.
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Proof. We define the following ind-group scheme L~ G, for any k-algebra R,

(32) L G(R) = {(a,8)|a € C(R),g € G(Cr \ Ay)).
Taking fiber at 0 € C, we have LG, ~ P}, see Proposition By uniformization

theorem (cf. [He]), we have Bung ~ [#\Fly]. The second part of the statement follows
from the #,-equivariance of the line bundle . (A) on Fly (Theorem [3.13)). |

Remark 3.19. For general parahoric Bruhat-Tits group scheme G over a smooth projec-
tive curve, line bundles on Bung have been further investigated in [DH2] by Damiolini
and the first author.

We denote by L := pr(Lpuy,) the pullback of L, via the natural projection pr :
Grg — Bung. For each a € C, let £, denote the restriction of £ to the fiber Grg,, of Grg
ata € C.

Proposition 3.20. We have an iiomorphism Ly = Z(A) of line bundles on Grg =~ Fly.
Moreover, for any a # 0,0 in C, we have an isomorphism L, ~ L° of line bundles on
Grg, = Grg, where L denotes the level one line bundle on Grg.

Proof. The first statement follows from the construction of L. For the second statement,
applying [Zh1, Proposition 4.1], the central charge of the restriction £, is constant,
hence is equal to c. Since the central charge map Pic(Grg) — Z is an isomorphism, we
conclude that £, ~ L°. |

Recall the Py-equivariant structure of the line bundle .Z’(A) on Fly and the G(O)-
equivariant structure of line bundle L on Grg, cf. Theorem and [Fa, Theorem 7].
Via the embeddings Gy — Py and Gy — G(O), they induce Gy-equivariant structures
on line bundles .Z’(A) and L with Gy acting on .Z’|,,, and L|,, trivially.

Theorem 3.21. The line bundle L over Grg has an Gy x C-equivariant structure such
that the induced Gg-equivariant structure on L, is the same as the Gg-equivariant struc-
ture on L (A) (when a = 0,0) or L (when a # 0, ) defined above.

Proof. Recall the ind-group scheme L~G defined in Proposition 3.18l There is an iso-
morphism [L"G\Grg] =~ C x Bung. Thus, the pullback pr*(Lpun,) is naturally equipped
with a L~ G-equivariant structure.

For the parahoric Bruhat-Tits group scheme G-, we can similarly define the ind-group
scheme L-G, over C as in (32). Note that, for any commutative ring R over k, G,(Cg)
can be naturally identified with the set of o-equivariant morphisms from Cg \ U7'A
to G, where & is a preimage of @ under the map C(R) — C(R) and A, is the graph of oa
in Cg. There is a natural embedding G” — G, (Cx \ A;) giving by sending g € G to the
constant morphism landing at g. This induces an embedding G” X C — L~G,, of group
schemes over C. Moreover, the map ¢ in (30) induces an isomorphism LG ~ L~ G,.
Hence, we have the following composition of morphisms

(33) GyxCCG ' xC—>LG,~LG.
Restricting to the fibers at 0 € C, the composition map (33) is given by

Ad,_;
(34) Gy CG” = G[t'] — Py,
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where the isomophism Ad, is the restriction of Ad,» : G((t™)))” =~ G((z™"))", see
Proposition[3.6l Since Ad,- restricts to the identity map on Gy, the composition map in
(34) is exactly the natural embedding Gy C 7.

We now consider restricting the composition map (33)) to the fibers at a € C \ {0, oo}.
Let a be a lifting of @ in C, and let a be a lifting of a in C. Then, the restriction of the
composition map (33) at a given by

Ad,_;
Gy C G” — G[t;'] — Glz,"],

where the isomorphism Ad,-» is the restriction of Ad,-» : G((t)) =~ G((z)), and t; =
t —a,z, = z — a. By the definition of Gy in (13)), Ad, restricts to the identity map on
Gy. Thus, this composition is the natural embedding Gy C G[z;l].

In summary, the natural L~G-equivariant structure on pr*(Lpu,,) induces a Gy X C-
equivariant structure on it via the embedding Gy X C — L G in (33). Restricting to
the fiber at 0 € C, the induced Gy-equivariant structure on £ is the same as the one
induced from #-equivariant structure via the embedding Gy € #;. In view of Theorem
this is the same Gy-equivariant structure as the one induced from Py-equivariant
structure via the embedding Gy C Py. Moreover, restricting to the fiber at a € C \ {0},
the induced Gy-equivariant structure on £; is the same as the one induced from G[z;1 1-
equivariant structure via the embedding Gy C G|[z,']. In view of [Fa, Theorem 7], this is
the same Gy-equivariant structure as the one induced from G{[[z,]]-equivariant structure
via the embedding Gy C G[[z,]]. |

3.4. Proof of Theorem When G is simply-connected, Theorem follows from
Theorem [3.21] and Corollary We now assume G is a general simple algebraic
group.

For any u € X.(T), let Fl} be the component of Fly containing Fly; (equivalently
0"s7! € Wyr). Recall that we have an isomorphism Flj, ~ Fly defined in (22)). Let Z'(A)
be the ample line bundle on Fly associated to A = },cy n;A;, i.e. n; > 0 for any i € Y.

Assume p { ay,. By Lemma 2.6] we can choose an interior point ¢ in the facet
associated to Y, so that p ¥ m. Let G’ denote the simply-connected cover of G. Let Gy
be the subgroup of G™ associated to ¢ defined in (L3) of Section2.3l Let G/, (resp. (T~°)’
) be the pre-image of Gy (resp. T7°) via the simply-connected cover map (G™°) — G™°.

Let ¥, (resp. ¥_y..,) be parahoric group schemes in G((z))" (resp. G((z™"))") over O
(resp. O.) defined in Section We can naturally glue ¢, Res,i_/41_0(Gai—o)7, and
94 9, and get a parahoric Bruhat-tits group scheme G over C. Consider the following
global affine Grassmannian over C,

Grg,c = Gl‘g X C.

For each a € C, we denote Grg, the fiber of Grg ¢ at a. Then, Grgy ~ Fly and Grg, =~
Grg for a # 0, co. Similarly, we set LG¢ := LG X¢ C.

Note that Grg 41_¢ ~ GrgX(A'-0), whose connected components are parametrized by
X.(T)/X.(T"). Let M denote the set consisting of 0 and miniscule dominant coweights
of G. There is a natural bijection M =~ X, (T)/X.(T"). For any & € M, let Grg ,1_¢[£]

denote the component containing e_; X (A! = 0), where e_¢ € Grg. Let Grg c[€] be the
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closure of Grg 1_9[¢] in Grg . When & = 0, we call Grg ¢[£] the neutral component and
denote it by Grg c[o].

The cover G’ — G induces a natural morphism G’ — G. By a similar proof of [HY|,
Lemma 5.16], there is an isomorphism Grg ¢ ~ Grgc[o]. Recall Theorem [3.18 which
states that the line bundle (7' A) on Fl}, descends to a line bundle on Bung . Pulling
back via the composition of morphisms Grg « — Grg: — Bung, we get a line bundle
L, on Grg ¢, which can be regarded as a line bundle on Grg ¢[o].

For any dominant coweight u € X.(T), let s, : C — LG be the section constructed
in [Zhl, Section 3.3]. It induces a section C — Grg ¢, which is still denoted by s, if
there is no confusion. For any a € C -0, s,(a) = e, € Grg under the identification
Grg, ~ Grg; and s5,(0) = e; € Grg ~ Fly.

For any miniscule dominant element & € X, (T), let T : Grgclo] = Grgc[£] be the
translation map by multiplying s_,. Let L := (T¢).(L,) denote the push-forward of L.

Lemma 3.22. The line bundle L; on Grgc[&] has a T'™ X C-equivariant structure.
Moreover, the T'"-equivariant structure on the fiber (L), comes from the embedding
T — P;K fora=0and T'" — G'[z,] fora # 0.

Proof. By Theorem 3.21] the line bundle £, on Grgc[o] is T’ X C-equivariant. Note
that a 7' X C-equivariant structure on £, is equivalent to a Ad,_(T"" X C)-eqivariant
structure on L. Moreover, Adsff(T’T x C) = T'" x C. Therefore, the line bundle £, on
Grg c[€] has a T'" X C-equivariant structure. O

Definition 3.23. Given any dominant u € X..(T'), define the global Schubert variety @;’C
to be the minimal L*G-stable irreducible closed subvariety of Grg ¢ that contains s,. Let

Grg c[£] be the component of Grg ¢ containi_ng ﬁ;,c (equivalently u + ¢ € X.(T")). The
line bundle L restricts to a line bundle on Grg’c, which will be denoted by L.

We are now ready to conclude Theorem
By [Zh1, Theorem 3], the global Schubert variety Gr/;’c is flat over C, and for any
a € C, we have

— | A@ ifa=0
(35) Gry, ~ {GY , .
gy ifa#0,00

Combining with Lemma[3.22] we conclude that the space Hﬂ(ﬁg’c, L) is a T""-module
and flat over C. By the complete reducibility of 7’7, we have an T'*-isomorphism

(36) H®(Grly, Lo) = H(Gy,. L.).

Note that over 0 € C the translation map 7; : Grg — Grg is the map Fly — Fly given
by x > n7¢ - x. This restricts to an isomorphism n~¢ : Fl}, = Fl}. Thus, we have

Lo = (Lol = (1) (L)) = (7L (M) = Z(N).
Therefore, (36) can be rewritten as the following isomorphsim of 7’*-modules

(37) H(Ay(), ZL(N)) = H(Grg ,, LY).
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In view of Lemma[3.22] the 7’"-action on the fiber £, comes from the embedding 7" —
P}K for a = 0 and from the embedding 7" — G’[z,] for a # 0. Consider the natural map
(T*°) — T'". This induces (T"°)’-module structures on both sides of (37).

On the other hand, by Corollary the line bundle .Z(A) has equivariant structures
of ¥} and (G'(O)") =~ (G(O)°). Moreover, (T™°)"-actions on .Z(A),, via the mor-
phisms (T7°) — T'" — P’YK and (T™°) — (G™°) — (G(O)~°) differ by a weight A.
Thus, (37) can be rewritten as the following isomorphsim of (77°)’-modules

(38) H(Ay (), Z£(N) @k, ~ H'(Grl, L°),

where the (77°) -action on the left side comes from the unique (G’(O)") -equivariant
structure on .Z(A) and (T*°) -action on the right side comes from the unique G’(O)-
equivariant structure on L. This completes the proof of Part (1) of Theorem

We now assume char(k) = 0. As mentioned in Section[3.1 both sides of (38) are rep-
resentations of GY,. Since two sides of (38)) have the same (77°)'-character, by standard
representation theory of reductive group we can conclude that (38)) are isomorphic as
G-representations.

4. APPLICATION OF THE COHERENCE CONJECTURE TO AFFINE DEMAZURE MODULES

4.1. Affine Kac-Moody algebras. Let k be an algebraically closed field with charac-
teristic 0. Let g be a simple Lie algebra over k. We fix a Borel subalgebrab C g and a
Cartan subalgebra ) C b. Let (-, -) be the invariant (symmetric, nondegenerate) bilinear
form on g normalized so that the induced form on the dual space bh* satisfies (6,60) = 2
for the highest root 6 of g.

Let 7 be a diagram automorphism of g of order r preserving b and §), which is allowed
to be trivial. We fix an r-th primitive root of unity €. Let g((7)) := g ® k((¢)) be the loop
algebra and let g(())" denote the 7-fixed point subalgebra with respect to the extended
T-action by 7(¢) := € 't. Then, the (twisted) affine Lie algebra L(g, 7) associated to g and
7 1s defined as follows,

(39) L(g,7) == 9((1)" ®KK,
where K denotes the canonical central element and the Lie bracket on L(g, 7) is given by

[x(f) + 2K, X' (f") + 2 K] := [x, X 1(ff') + ' Res,=o((df) f)(x, XK.

Let I.(g,7) := L(g,7) ® kd be the affine Kac-Moody algebra, where d is the scaling
element. When 7 is trivial, we simply denote I(a,7) by L(g). Set b" := h" @ kK & kd,
which is the Cartan subalgebra of L(g, 7). Let (h7)* denote the linear dual of b".

Let Xx) be the affine Dynkin diagram associated to L(g, 7), and we similarly have the

notations I, I, and {a;, & | i € I.}, as defined in Section 2.1l Recall the weight 6, of g7
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defined in (). We have another description of 6, and its dual 0o as follows,

highest root of g, ifr=1
40) 6y = < highest short root of g7, ifr>1and (g,7) # (A2,,2)
2 - highest short root of g7, if (g,7) = (A2, 2).

highest short coroot of g if r =1
“4n Oy = highest coroot of g" if > 1and (g,7) # (A2,,2)
1 - highest coroot of g*  if (9, 7) = (A2,,2)

Recall the normalized symmetric bilinear form (- | -) on §7 in [Kag, §6.1]. This bilinear
form induces a map v : h* — (h7)*, which satisfies the property in @)). By [Kag, (6.2.2)
and Proposition 5.1], we have

“2) (60160) = 24,8, = 20y W(lp) = 2= = .

Ao

Let P (resp. Q) denote the coweight (resp. coroot) lattice of g. Let P, (resp. QT) denote
the set of 7-coinvariants of P (resp. 0). We have the following well-defined map

Po> (07, pe dily,
where fi is a lifting of in P, and ¢ :  — b* is induced from the normalized Killing form
(+,-) on g. We still denote this map by ¢ if there is no confusion.
Let A : h — b7 be the map defined by A(h) := Y/-) 7'(h), for any h € b. This map
descends to a map P, — b7, which is still denoted by A if there is no confusion.

Lemma 4.1. For any u € P., we have v(A(1)) = «(w).
Proof. For any h € )7, by [Kad, Corollary 6.4], we have

(h, v(AW))) = (h, v(AG@))) = (h|A(@)) = +(h, A() = (h, 1) = (h, (@) =: (b, (),
where fi € P is a lifting of y. Therefore, v(A(1)) = t(u). O

4.2. The coherence conjecture and affine Demazure modules. Let G be the adjoint
group associated to g. We fix a torus 7" and a Borel subgroup B corresponding to the Lie
subalgebras h C b.

We follow the notations in Section 3.1l Let W™ be the Weyl group of g°. We can
1dent1fy P (resp. Q) with the set X,(T) (resp. X, (T")). Recall the affine Weyl group W4 =
Q >~ W7 and the extended affine Weyl group W = X.(T), < W7. The elements in W,
are written as o*w for u € X.(T), and w € W".

We regard W, as the Weyl group of L(g, T), whose action on (h7)* is given by

1
(43) W) = W) = (). K) + () 110) = 5 ) L)), K)o

for any o'w € W, X € (f)’)*, cf. [Kag, (6.5.2)].

For any dominant integrable weight A of L(a,7), we denote by V(A) the irreducible
highest weight integrable representation of L(g, 7). For any i € X,(T),, there exists a
unique element ¢, € Q such that Qf‘g‘;l € Wag. Let vy € V(A) be an extremal weight

vector of weight o7 (A).
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Definition 4.2. For any i € X.(T), and dominant weight A of [(g,7), we define the
affine Demazure module D" (A, j1) as follows,

DA, 1) := U(D) - vye1a) € VI(A),

where b7 := b7 @ (7g[[7]])” ® kK @ kd is a Borel subalgebra of ﬁ(g, 7).
When 7 is trivial, for any coweight u € X.(7T) and dominant weight A of L(g), the De-

mazure module will be denoted by D(A, ). In particular, when y is dominant, D(cA,, ()
is g[t]-stable, where A, = A, + t(x). We also denote D(cA,, i) by D(c, p).

Remark 4.3. The g[t]-stable Demazure module D(c, ) has a lowest weight vector whose
h weight is —cu(u), see [BH2], [HY]].

Let c be the level of the dominant weight A, i.e. ¢ = (A, K). Let A be the restriction of
A to h". Consider the element ¢ = %v‘l(/l) € b". Define g, := Z; (1) to be the centralizer
of #in g". We write A = 3 ;; m;A;. For any ji € X.(T),, there is a unique element ¢, € Q
so that ¢! € W,g. Set

Yoi={iel|n#0), Y:=¢ (Y.

Lemma 4.4. The element ¥ is an rational interior point in the facet Fy, associated to
Y. Further more, we have Lie(Gy) = g;.

Proof. By direct computation, we have

1.-1 io—1 . g v . 0 v
¥ = d () = Dier, %V (W) = Yier, % : Z_;wi = Diey, % <L,

ai

where by convention @, = 0. Since 3.y = = 1, 1 is an rational interior point in the
facet Fy, spanned by {‘;’— |i € Y, }. By (13), we have

Lie(Gy) = Zy($19) = g,
where m is the minimal positive multiple of r so that ¢ € X.(Taq)". O
Now, we state the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.5. For any dominant coweight u € X.(T), there is an isomorphism of §,-
modules
Dic.p) @ki= ) D'(A (D),
weWwr

where Kk, is the 1-dimensional representation of g,.

Consider the partial affine flag variety Fly corresponding to Y. Recall (22)), we have an
isomorphism F1j, ~ Fl’yK of homogeneous spaces of G’((z))". Moreover, ﬁY,p is contained
in Fl}. Let Z2’(A) be the ample line bundle on Fl}, associated to A. Pulling back via the
isomorphism (22)), we get an line bundle on Fl}, denoted by .-Z(A).

By the affine Borel-Weil theorem (due to Kumar and Mathieu), we have

Theorem 4.6. (1) Forany fi € X.(T),, there is a isomorphism of b"-modules

H°(Flyz, Z(N)Y = D*(A, ).
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(2) For any dominant coweight u € X,(T), there is an isomorphism of g[t]-modules
H'(Grg s L) = D(c, ),

where L denotes the level one line bundle on Grg.

Proof. (1) Recall that the isomorphism (22)) restricts to an isomorphism ﬁy’p = ﬁyk’g,—, ol

see (23)). By [Ku2, Theorem 8.2.2 (a)] and [PR, §9f], the space
H(Fly, L(N) = H'(Fl, i1, 2 (M)

is isomorphic to the affine Demazure module D*(A, x).
(2) Let 7 be tivial and take Y = {o}. Then, Fly is the affine Grassmannian Grg.
Moreover, for any dominant coweight u € X,.(T'), we have

ﬁG,ﬂ = Yﬁ)ﬂ@” = ﬁ)’,ﬂ’

where the first equality is by definition and the second equality follows from Corollary
H.I7 Let Grs := FI§ be the connected component containing Grg,, (equivalently o*s7! €
W) Note that the restriction of L to Gry; is the line bundle £ (A,) on Fl}. By part (1),
we get

H'(Grg,i, L)" = H'(Fly,., Z(cA))" = D(e. p),
where D(c, 1) := D(cA,, p). O

Recall the following variety defined in (20Q),
Ay(@) = | ) Flyugm C FIY.
wewr

Theorem 4.7. Let i € X.(T)..

(1) The following restriction map is surjective
HO(FI5, Z(A)) - HY(Ay(), L(N)).
(2) H(Ay(), L(A) =0 fori>1.

Proof. Note that any Schubert variety ﬁyﬂ is normal (cf. [PR, Theorem 0.3]), and by

[PR, §9.h] and [Ku2, Theorem 8.2.2], Hi(ﬁxp,f(A)) = 0 when i > 1. For the union
Ay(f1), this theorem follows from the same argument as in [LLM, Theorem 6.1, Corol-
lary 6.2]. O

Note that the above theorem also holds when k is of positive characteristic p and
p # r. This follows from the fact that Ay (f1) is Frobenius splitting, cf. [PR].

Proof of Theorem We first note that there is an injective map
H (A (@), Z(A) > @D H Fly, L A)).
wewr
Composing with the map in part (1) of Theorem 4.7l and taking dual, we get
B H Flr. L) > H(AY@), L (A) — HFLy, L(N)".

weWr
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Clearly, the image of the composition map is

D Im(H (Fly,g, ZL(A)” = HFIS, Z(A))).

weWr

We regard HO(Fly,,, £ (A))" as a subspace of HO(FIS, Z(A))", cf [Ku2, Theorem 8.2.2
(d)]. Then,

HY(Ay(), LA = Y HOFlyg, LA) € HOEL, L ().

weWr

Now, the theorem follows from Theorem [3.3] and Theorem O

4.3. Inclusion relation among Demazure modules. Recall the element o € b7 defined
in @I) and the map A : X.(T), — b7 in Section @1l Let M be the lattice spanned by
W -8,. Then, A restricts to an isomorphism Q. ~ M, see the proof in [DH, Proposition
A.1.8]. Let iy € O, be the element such that A(ug) = 8, € M. In fact, we have the
following description of i. Recall the root §° of g introduced in Section 2.3] (also in
[Kag, §8.3]). We have Holbf = 6y, see (14). Let 8° denote the coroot of €°. Define the
following element in O,

0o, when r = 1
— )0 (r) (@)
m =136, whenr # 1 and X # A,

&y +---+ &, Wwhen Xx) = Agzt,),

where we label the vertices of g = Ay, by 1,...,2¢.

Lemma 4.8. Let m denote the image of u° under the map X,(T) — X,(T),. Then,

Mo = p°.
Proof. Since A : QVT ~ M is an isomorphism, it suffices to_show _that A(;F) = 0.
When r = 1, the map A is the identity map. Hence, A(u®) = u0 = u° = 6.
When r > 1 and X,(\f) * Agzt,), since g is simply-laced, we have (6°,6°) = 2 under the
normalized Killing form on g. Note that (8%, 8°) = 2. We get «(8°) = ¢° and

VAW) = i) = @O)ly = Uy = 1y = 6o,

where the first equality follows from Lemma[.1]and the second equality is by definition.
Therefore, A(,E) =y 1(8y) = 0, where the second equality follows from (42)).

When Xx) = Agzt,), the simple coroots of g are ﬁ,» = & + Qa1 (1 <1 <€), and
,ég = 2(dp + &pq1), see [Kad, §8.3 Case 5]. Hence,

A@):/JO"'T(/JO):CVVI"‘”"“&N:%'(2B1+"'+2:ét’—1+:ét’):é0- o

Remark 4.9. By [BH2],[Zh2], we can regard X.(T). the weight lattice of the reductive
group (G")" where GV is the Langlands dual group of G and 7 is the diagram automor-

phism on G". Then, y is the highest short root of (G")".
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Recall the affine Weyl group W,q = O, < W7. For any i € I, let r; € W™ denote the

simple reflection associated to i. Set
o 1= 0 Mrg € Wag.

Then, W, is generated by the simple reflections {r;|i € ). By (43)), the action of r, on
(H7)" is given by r,(x) = x — (&,, X)@,.

As in Section[3.1] we fix a non-empty subset Y C I,.. Set ¥ = I..\ Y. Recall the partial
affine flag variety Fly and the parabolic subgroup Wy of W, 4 generated by the simple
reflections r;, i € Y. Let < be the Bruhat order on W,g.

Definition 4.10. For each element w € W,g, the coset wWjy has a unique element with
minimal length, denoted by wy,;,. For any w, v € Wyg, we define w <y v if wiin < Viin-

Let A = Xy mi/A; be a dominant integrable weight of L(g,7) with n; > 0. For any
ue QVT, recall the affine Schubert variety Fly, and the affine Demazure module D7(A, p).
The following result is well-known, cf. [BH1, Proposition 3.4 and 3.7]

Proposition 4.11. Given any ui, > € Q, the following are equivalent:

(1) ¢ <y 0",

(2) D*(A,py) € D*(A, o),

(3) FlY,/ll c FIY,M' o
Definition 4.12. For any w € Wy, let w € W7 denote its image under the composition
map Wy — QVT\Waﬂr ~ WT. For example, 7, = ry, and 7; = r; for i # o.

Lemma 4.13. Let y € Q.

(1) For any w € Wy, we have wotw™! = o"®,

(2) Recall the map ¢ : Q. — (H7)". We have
(7 () ifi#o,

L(Fo(p)) + (Bo, )Ys  ifi = o.
Proof. For any w € W,g, we have w = 0" for some 7 € Q.. Then,
we'w™! = "W o™ = 00" W™ = o™

This proves part (1). Part (2) follows from the equation (43)) and the fact that w(t(u)) =
t(w(u)) forany w € Wr. m|

ri(() = {

Lemma 4.14. Given any u € Q. and i € Y, we have rio" <y 0" if and only if (&;, (1)) >
0. Furthermore, (ri0")min = (©")min if and only if {&;, ((u)) = 0, where &; is the simple
coroot associated to 1.

Proof. We first assume that (&;,«(u)) > 0. Then, (a;|t(u)) > 0. By (@3), we have
o’(a;)) = a; + (a;|(u))o, which is a positive affine root. By [Kac, Lemma 3.11 (a)],
(o"r)) > €(0"). Since we always have {(0"r;) = €(0") £ 1, it follows that {(0"r;) =
{(0")+ 1. Note that £(r;0"r;) = €(0"*) = €(0") = €(0*r;)— 1. Thus, r,o"r; < ¢"r;. By [Ku2,
Lemma 1.3.18], we get (50" r)min < (©'7)min- Thus, (ri0")min < (©)min, 1.€. 1:0" <y 0.
Conversely, assume that r;0* <y ©0”. Suppose that («(u)|@;) < 0. Then o*(a;) =

a; + (a;|(u))d is a negative affine root. By [Kac, Lemma 3.11 (a)], {(o"r;) < €(0").
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Therefore, we have £(o"r;) = €(0") — 1, and hence (0" )min < (7i0")min- Combining with
our assumption that r,0* <y ", we must have (0")min = (7;0")min- Then, o* = riot'w
for some w € Wy. By part (1) of Lemma4.13] o* = 0w’ for some w’ € Wy. Thus,
0"~ € Wy. Note that Wy is a finite group and every element has finite order. It follows
that 4 — 7;(u) = 0. By part (2) of Lemma .13 we conclude that (¢(u) — ri(e(p)) | ;) =
0. Hence, {(&;, t(u)y = 0. This contradicts with our assumption that (¢(u)|@;) < O.
Therefore, («(u) | @;) > 0, equivalently (&;, ¢«(u)) > 0. This conclude the proof of the first
statement in the Lemma.

From above argument, we have shown that (0")min = (7:0")min implies (&;, t((u)) = 0.
Conversely, if (&;, t(u)) = 0, then r;(t(1)) = t(u). By Lemmald.13] we get «(7;(u)) = t(u).
Hence, 7(u) = u. It follows that r;0*r; = 0™ = o*. Hence, (i0")min = (0")min- O

We remark that {(&,, (1)) = (=0, t(u)) for any u € QT.

Definition 4.15. Define §; := «; for_ i # o and B, := —6y. Then, {;},.y form a base of a
root system, denoted by @y, where Y := I\ Y. Let (D; and d); denote the sets of positive
roots and negative roots of @y with respect to the base {8} ;cy-

Proposition 4.16. Let u € Q. and w € Wy. If (B,u(u)) > O for any B € O with
w(B) € @, then we have

(1) o™ <y ¢,
(2) DT(A, w(p)) © D™(A, p),
(3) Flyzg C Fly,.

Proof. By Proposition 4.11] it suffices to prove part (1). Let Wy , be a subgroup of W*
defined as follows,

WY,f ={w|we Wyl
Then, Wy s is generated by {F;|i € Y}. Note that for any i € ¥ and B € @y, we have
7(B) = B — (B:,B)B;. Hence, Wy s is the Weyl group of ®y with simple generators
{F;li¢ Y}. Letw = F, ---F; be areduced word in Wy s, where iy, -+ ,i, € Y. Set wy = e
and wy := 1, wy—; for 1 < k < n. Then, for any k, we have
Wl (Bi) = iy - Fi(By) € 5.
By assumption, (w;!,(8,),t(u)) > 0. By Lemmal.14] we get r;,0™'* <y 0™, Multi-
plying r;, on the right, we have o™ <y @"'*. It follows that
Qw(f’l) — an(ﬂ) <Y e <Y le(ﬂ) <Y Q‘U' O
We say u € O is Y-dominant if (3, «(u)) > O for any 8 € ;. For any y € 0., let Sy
be the following subset of O,

Sy, :=1{n € Wu|nis Y-dominant}.

Corollary 4.17. Let yi € Q..

(1) Assume that i is Y-dominant. For any w € Wy, we have ﬁy’w(ﬂ) C ﬁ)’,u- More-

over, yFlyy = Fly,,.
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(2) The union in (2Q) can be simplified as follows,
Ay(u) = U Fly,.
€S vy
(3) Theorem can be restated as follows. There is an isomorphism of §,-modules
Die.)®ky= > D'(A,),
€S vy

where K, is the 1-dimensional representation of g,.

Proof. Part (1) follows from Proposition and the fact that yFly . = Unew, Fly 0
see (21) in Lemma[3.4l For part (2), it suffices to show that the left hand side is contained
in the right hand side. Since Wy ; is the Weyl group of @y, for any n € 0., there exists a

w € Wy, such that w(n) is Y-dominant. By part (1), we have ﬁyﬂ C ﬁm(n). Hence,

A = | ) Fiy, ¢ ] Fy,

neWr(u) nES vu

This proves part (2). The third part can be proved in the same way. O

5. CANONICAL L G-EQUIVARIANCE ON LINE BUNDLES OVER Grg
In this section, we always assume char(k) = 0.

5.1. Picard group of Grg. Let G be a simply-connected simple algebraic group over
k. As in Section 3, we fix a non-empty subset ¥ of I;. Let &, be the parahoric group
scheme associated to Y, and let G be the parahoric Bruhat-Tits group scheme over A
glued from %y and Resi_g,41_0(Ga1_o)". Let Grg be the global affine Grassmannian of
G over A! and let L*G be the jet group scheme of G over A!, see Definition 3.171

Let X be a projective scheme flat over k-scheme S. Lete : § — X be a section. A
rigidified line bundle on X with respect to e is a pair (L,n) of a line bundle L on X and
an isomorphism 77 : O ~ e*L. Let Pic’(X) denote the group of isomorphism classes of
these rigidified line bundles on X, which is called the rigidified Picard group of X along
e. If S = A", then Pic‘(X) is isomorphic to usual Picard group Pic(X) of X, since any
line bundle on A" is trivializable.

Lete : A' — Grg the section of base points, and let Pic®(Grg) be the rigidified Picard
group of Grg along e. Note that Grg|y ~ Fly. We have the following restriction map,

R : Pic’(Grg) — Pic(Fly).
[((L,m] - [Lo]
This map is well-defined since (£, n) =~ (L', n") implies L ~ L.

Proposition 5.1. The restriction map R is an isomorphism.

Proof. By Proposition 3.18] any line bundle .Z(A) on Fly descends to a line bundle
LBun; on Bung. Let L(A) be the pullback of Lp,,; via morphism pr : Grg — Bung.
Then, L(A) is a line bundle on Grg and L(A)y = -Z(A). Note that every line bundle on
Grg is equipped with a rigidification automatically. It follows that the restriction map is

surjective.
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Let £ be a line bundle on Grg, which is automatically equipped with a rigidification.
Assume the restriction Ly is trivial, we shall show L is also trivial. Let 7 : Grg — Al
denote the projection map. For any a € A!, by [Zh1|, Proposition 4.1], the central charge
of the restriction £, is equal to the central charge of Ly, hence is equal to 0. For any
a # 0, the central charge map Pic(Grg,) — Z is an isomorphism, cf. [Fa, Corollary
12]. Therefore, £, is also trivial for any @ # 0. Since Grg is projective over Al,
we have dim (H°(Grg,, £,)) = 1 for any a € Al. It follows that m.(L) is a locally
free sheaf of rank 1 on A'. Thus, 7,(£) ~ 0. By adjunction, we have a morphism
m'n.(L) — L. Set X := Grg. For any x € X, the map (7*m,.L)|, = HO(Grg,a,La) - L,

is an isomorphism, since £, := Llg,,, is trivial on Grg, and Grg, is ind-projective,
where a = n(x). It follows that £ ~ 7*n.(L) =~ n* 0}, is trivial. Therefore, the restriciton
map ‘R is also injective. O

For any affine weight A = },.; n;A;, by this proposition we can uniquely associate to
a line bundle £L(A) on Grg such that L(A)y =~ Z(A) on Fly.

5.2. Canonical equivariance of line bundles on Grg. Assume G is simply connected.
Let ¢ be a rational interior point of the facet associated to Y. Let o be the automorphism
of G defined as in (3)), which is of order m.

Set O, := k[[#]] and O := k[[¢"]]. Let o act on O, by o(¢) := (€,,)"'t and oy = Idy. As
in (G), we define the following group scheme over O,

(44) 9, :=Resp,;5(Go,)’.

Set K, := k((¢)) and K := k((z)), where z = #™/". Recall in Section[2.2] we can attach a
parahoric subgroup Py C G(K)™ and a parahoric group scheme ¥ over O associated to
9, so that %4(O) = Py. Furthermore, by Theorem 2.4l there is an isomorphism of group
schemes ¢y : 9y ~ 4., such that over its O-points, Py ~ G(O,)” is the restriction of the
isomorphism Ad.» : G(K)™ = G(K;)?. As in Section[3.3] we have an action of o on Al
such that A' = A'/(r) = A'/(o). Similarly, we consider the following group scheme
over A,

Go = Resji71(G X Al
Then, we have G, |5, = ¥, and Gslp_ =~ Y., Where Dy = Spec(0).

Let G be the parahoric BT group scheme over A! by glueing %y and Res,i_ a1-0(Gar—o)"
By (@0), there is an isomorphism ¢ : G ~ G,,. This induces an isomorphism of jet group
schemes L*G ~ L*G,. over A'.

For any relative root a € R, we can attach a root subgroup %, of Resy 4 (Gx)” and
a natural valuation on ?/J as in Section By [DHI|, Theorem 4.1.2], we have

Adzl‘)(%a,—(ﬂ,a)) = %aj:()'

We now define global root subgroups of G,. For each root & € R of G, let Uj be the root
subgroup of G and let U 71 denote the constant group scheme Uj over A'. Set

ResAl/Al(U&Al)(r ifT(fl’) =q

(Lli = <Reszi/a1 (HQZBI Ugiayi1)” if (@) and & are not adjacent
m_y e~ ~ .
Resziai(I1y Usia) i1 Usiayrorin @it Usrinig a1)”  1f 7(@) and & are adjacent.
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Let L“L[; be the jet group scheme of (Lll as in (3I). Let a be the image of @ under the
natural map R — R. For any x € A', we have

T : _
LUy~ 62/0’0, ifx=0 .
“*|\Ua0), ifx#0

Via the isomorphism (30)), the root subgroup ‘L[; of G, corresponds to a root subgroup
of G, which will be denoted by U;. For any x € A!, we have

02/0,_@9,0), 1fx = 0

45 LUy, ~ . .
) Ua. {U@(O), ifx#0

By the argument in Proposition 3.1l any line bundle £ on Grg is isomorphic to L(A)
for a unique affine weight A. By Theorem 321l £(A) admits a 77 x A'-equivariant
structure. In the following theorem, we extend this 77 X Al -equivariance to a canonical
equivariant structure of L*G.

Theorem 5.2. Assume that G is simiply-connected. Let L be a line bundle on Grg.
There is a unique L*G-equivariant structure on L.

We first need a lemma to reduce the proof of our theorem to global Schubert varieties.
Recall the global affine Grassmannian Grg i := Grg Xz A! over A', considered in
Section 3.4l There is a section s, : A — Grg i for any u € X.(T)*. When y is 7-
invariant i.e. 7(u) = u, the section s, descends to a section §, : Al > Grg, see [Zhl,
Remark 3.2]. Let (X.(T)*)" denote the set of r-invariant elements of X,(7)*. For any
i € (X.(T)*)", we define the global Schubert variety ﬁg to be the minimal L*G-stable
irreducible closed subvariety of Grg containing 5.

Lemma 5.3. The global affine Grassmannian Grg is a direct limit of global Schubert
varieties with respect to the natural order < on (X.(T)*)", i.e. Grg = 11_rr>1 Gr;.
U

Proof. Consider the ind-closed embedding j : h_r)nag — Grg over A!, where y €
U
g*(T)Jr)T. Note that Grg 41_9 = Grg a1 _and it restricts to an isomorphism Gr; Al_p =
Gré’ al_o forany u € (X,(T)*)". Since h_r)n Gr/:;’ o = Grg a1, it induces an isomorphism
u
Gr; wiso = Grgaio. As Al =0 — A! — 0 is étale Z/rZ-cover, by descent theory this
isomorphism implies j|zi_g : h_n)1§g ai_o — Grg a1 1s an isomorphism.

u

We now show that the restrictions j|y is also an isomorphism. Recall that Grg =~ Fly
and Gr;’o ~ AY(i1) for any u € (X.(T)*)", see (33). Thus, the restriction j|y is the ind-
closed embedding h_r)nﬂy(ﬁ) — Fly, where u € (X.(T)*)". Given any w € W,g, we shall

u
show that w <y o for some u € (X,(T)*)".

Let u € (X.(T)*)" be an element such that 7 # 0. Since the element ¢” has infinite

order, any reduced word expression of o/ must contain all simple reflections s; of Wg.
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Therefore, s; < o for any i € I.. Letw = s;, -+ 8;, be a reduced word in Wyg. Since
{(0") = kt(0"), the element o has a reduced word expression which contains s;, - - - s;,
as a subword. Thus, w < oM. By [Ku2, Lemma 1.3.18], we get w <y o . Thus,
ﬁy’w - ﬁxkﬁ C AY(kir). Since Fly is the union of Schubert varieties Uwew,q ﬁxw,
it follows that jly : li_n)lﬂy (i) ~ Fly. Finally, by a Theorem of W.Reeves (cf. [HY],

u
Theorem 4.23]), j is an isomorphism. |
The following lemma will also be used in the proof of Theorem

Lemma 5.4. Let H be a connected smooth affine group scheme over a smooth curve X
over k, such that for any point x € X the fiber H, unipotent. Suppose we are given a

. AP .
central extension 1 — Gu,x — H — H — 1 over X, where G, x := Gy, X X is the
constant group scheme over X. If the projection p splits over an open subset U of X,
then p has a unique splitting over X.

Proof. The uniqueness is obvious, as every fiber H, is unipotent. For the existence, we
can assume X\U only consists of a point xy. Let 3 be a splitting of p over U. Let H be
the schematic closure of Im(83) (we remove the non-identity components of H,, if they
occur). By [Ha, III, Proposition 9.8], H is a flat group scheme over X. By Cartier’s
Theorem (cf. [DG, I1,§6,1.1]) and [Ha, III, Theorem 10.2], H is smooth over X. In par-
ticular, the fibers H,, and H,, have the same dimension. By assumption, H is generically
unipotent over X. Then, in view of [VD, Theorem 1.1], Hx is unipotent. Thus, on does
not contain any non-trivial element in G,,. It follows that p : Lie(I-_IxO) — Lie(H,,) 1s
an isomorphism. Applying [HY!, Lemma 5.13], p : H,, — H,, is an isomorphism. By
assumption, p : H — H is an isomorphism over U. Resorting to [HY,, Lemma 5.12],
p : H — H is an isomorphism over X. This gives rise to a splitting of p over X. O

Proof of Theorem Asin [HY], Section 5.2], we can define the smooth group scheme
L;G over A' such that L*G = @LZQ and L; G,(k) ~ G,(klz,]/(z})) for any a € A',
where z, is the local coordinate at a. For each root & of G, recall that we have defined
U and the jet group scheme L™ U;. For each k, we can similarly define L] U;, which is
a unipotent subgroup of L/ G. Then, L*U; = hm L;U;.

To prove Theorem [5.2] it suffices, by Lemma[ﬂ], to show that for any u € (X.(T)*")"
the line bundle L|Grg on Grg is L*G-equivariant. We fix an arbitrary u € (X.(7)")" and
simply denote the restriction £|ag by L. By the same argument as in [HY], Lemma

5.11], the action of L*G on ﬁg factors through the action of LG for large enough
integer k. In the following, we will only work with large enough k.

Asin [HY], Section 5.2], via the line bundle £, we can define a central extension L;;/\Q
of L;G by G, z1. Then, an L G-equivariant structure on £ is equivalent to a splitting of
the following extension,

(46) | 5 Gpa > LGS LIG— 1.

Note that ﬁg,Al_O ~ ﬁg X (A" - 0)and L;Gu1_o = L;G x (A! - 0). By base change

to A' — 0 via the morphism A' — 0 — Al, it is clear that there is a unique splitting
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B LG — IEAI_O of the extension (@8) over A' — 0. By uniqueness, S is 7-
1o of @6) over A' —0.
Let LG denote the closure of Im(8) in LG (and remove the non-identity components

equivariant. Thus, it descends to a splitting 8 : L/ Gzi_o — ZTZ\Q

if they occur). By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma[3.4, L; G is smooth group
scheme over A!. We claim that the morphism

47) p:LIG— LG

is an isomorphism. Clearly, this is an isomorphism over A' - 0. By [HY,, Lemma 5.12],
it suffices to show that over 0 € A! it is also an isomorphism,

(48) L;QO - ngo =: ka.

By Proposition 3.12] the line bundle £y = -Z(A) on Grgy = Fly is Py-equivariant,
which induces a Py,-equivariant structure on ﬁﬁ’; . This further induces a splitting
Bo : Pyr — lT,j\QO. We shall show that Im(8y) C L/ G,,.

By Lemma [5.4] we have a unique splitting 85 : L;U; — L{U, C L;G. By the
uniqueness, we have B5(L{ U 71_0) = B(L;Usz1_). From the proof of Lemma [5.4]

we have Im(8;) € L/G. On the other hand, S;lo is a splitting over L; U;,. By the
uniqueness of splitting it must agree with Bo|.+,,. Therefore, we have

Bo(Li Uz 0) = Im(Bslo) = Im(Ba)o € L; G,

By Theorem [3.21] we have a splitting { : T}, — L,jfé Moreover, the restriction ]y
agrees with Sy|7- and the restriction {|z1_, agrees with 5. Then,
Bo(T7) = Im(llo) € LG,

By Theorem[2.10]and the isomorphism @3)), L*G, = Py is generated by T7 and {L*U; 0} aer-
Hence, Pyx = LGy is generated by T7 and {L; U 0}scr. We conclude that Im(8,) C

L{G,. In particular, it follows that p, : L/ G, — LGy is surjective.

Note that LG and L,j_g are both smooth group schemes over A! and isomorphic over
A" — 0. Their fibers at 0 have the same dimension. Since L,‘(*_QO is irreducible, it follows
that Im(8y) = L,‘(*_QO and that (48) is an isomorphism. This proves our claim that (47) is
an isomorphism. Then, the inverse map gives a splitting of the extension (46).

Finally, we show the uniqueness. Note that any splitting 8 : L; G — L;/\g is uniquely

determined by its restriction over A! — 0. It is clear that the splitting over A' — 0 is
unique, as there is no nontrivial character of L*G, ~ L*G for any a € A! - 0. O

Remark 5.5. In our proof of Theorem [5.2] we crucially make use of Cartier theorem,
which replies on the characteristic 0 condition. However, we expect that Theorem
also holds when p 1 ay, where ay is defined in (I0). Similarly, we expect Theorem

holds under a mild condition on the characteristic p.
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5.3. General case. In this section, we drop the condition that G is simply-connected,
and allow G to be a general simple algebraic group over k. As in Section[3.3] we fix a
non-empty subset Y of I;, and let G be the parahoric Bruhat-Tits group scheme over A!
by gluing %y and Res1_g,41_o(Ga1_)". Let Grg be the global affine Grassmannian of G
over Al. Set Grg 41 := Grg xz1 A'. Let G’ be the simply connected cover of G. We can
similarly attach a parahoric Bruhat-Tits group scheme G’ over A!. Let L*G’ be the jet
group scheme of G’ over A'. Set L*G/,, := L*G' Xz A'.

As in Section[3.4] let M be the set of zero or miniscule coweights of G. For any & € M,
let Grg 41[€] be the £-component of Grg. Note that Grg 41[¢]lp =~ Flj, where « has the
same 1mage as & in X.(T)./X.(T").. Moreover, for any u € X,(T)., the global Schubert
variety Grg 41 1s contained in Grg 41[£] if and only if 4 + & € X.(T"), see Definition [3.23]
Recall the section s_; : A' — LG x;1 A! which satisfies s_£(0) = n™¢ € T(K)", where
n¢ is defined in (I9). The translation by s_, gives rise to a morphism 7 : Grgai[o] =~

Grg’Al [é::] .

Theorem 5.6. Any line bundle L on Grg 41[€] is uniquely determined by its restriction
Ly on Fly. Moreover, there is a unique L*G', ,-equivariant structure on L.

Proof. The pull-back T; L is a line bundle on the neutral component Grg 41[0] = Grg: a1.
By Proposition [5.1] T; L is uniquely determined by its restriction on the neutral com-
ponent FIj of Fly. This translates to the first part of our theorem, as (T;L)lm; =
() (L) = (75)"(Lo)-

We consider the action of L*G,, on Grg 41[£]. Similar to Lemmal[5.3] we have
. —H
Grgai[é] = h_r)n Grg 1.
UHEEXA(T")
By the same argument as in Section [5.2] there is a unique L* G),,-equivariant structure

—H
on Llg» 1 for each Grg 41, hence on L over Grg 41 [£]. O

Remark 5.7. In Theorem [5.6] we need to work with Grg 41 = Grg X1 A, as for general
& € M one can only construct a section s : A' — LG, after the base change by
Al - Al

APPENDIX A. EXAMPLES OF THEOREM

Example A.1. Let g = sl, and let 7 be trivial. Then, L(g) is the untwisted affine algebra
of type A(ll). We label the vertex of the Dynkin diagram of g by 1. Then, I, = {0, 1}. Let
a = a; and & := &, be the simple root and coroot of g. Let w := w; and & := @; denote
the fundamental weight and coweight. There are two level one dominant integrable
weights A, and A = A, + w of L(g).
(1) We take A = A and u = & in Theorem .3 In this case, ¢ = 1 and 1 = w. We
have the following isomorphsim of h-modules,

D(1,&) ®k, ~ D(A,, ~&) + D(A,, &).
Note that Y = {1} and —¢ is Y-dominant. By Corollary £.17] the above isomor-

phism can be simplified to the isomorphism D(1, @) ® k., ~ D(A, —&). In fact,
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by @3)), we have
M A)=A,Fa-6, 0*A)=A—-a, 0% A)=A+a-26

The modules D(1, &) := D(A,, &) and D(A,, —&) are 4-dimensional b-modules
as shown in Figure [Ial and

A, ) A
0" (Ay)

0 (Ay)

(») D(1, &) (8) D(A, —@)

FiGure 1

(2) We take A = 2A, + w and u = & in Theorem 4.3l In this case, ¢ = 2,1 = w. We
get an isomorphism of h-modules

DR, 0)®k, ~ DA, + w, &) + DQA, + w, O).
In fact, by @3]), we have
N =A-a, 0N =A+a-é.

The modules D(2A, + w, —w) and D(2A, + w, @) are 2-dimensional spaces as
shown in Figure [2b] labeled by red and blue colors respectively. They intersect
at a 1-dimensional subspace. Hence, the sum of two spaces D(2A, + w, —®) +
DA, + w, ®) is a 3-dimensional b-module.

On the other hand, we have Q = {id, ¢;}, where ¢;, = 0™®s,. Note that ¢3! =
- Then, 0%¢;! = 5, € W,q and we have

0°6'(2A1) = 5,2A)) = 2A, - 2a.

Thus, D(2, &) is a 3-dimensional g[¢]-module shown in Figure 2al

5 2A 5 2/\0 + w
0755 M) ! 0”(2A, + ¢
2(2A, + W)
(A) D2, w) ®) DA, + w,—®) + DA, + w, ©)
FIGURE 2

(3) We take A = 2A, + w and g = & in Theorem 4.5l Then, ¢ = 2,1 = w. We get an
isomorphism of h-modules

D2,&) ®k, ~ DA, + w,—&) + DA, + w, &).
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In fact, by @3)), we have
0%2A,) =2A, -2 -26; 0" (A)=A-2a-6, 0 %A)=A+2a-36.

The module D(2, &) := DQ2A,, &) is a 9-dimensional g[f]-module as shown in
Figure Bal Moreover, the modules D(2A, + w, —&) and DQ2A, + w, &) are 6-
dimensional spaces shown in Figure [3b] labeled by red and blue colors respec-
tively. They intersect at a 3-dimensional subspace. Hence, the sum of two spaces
DQA, + w, —&) + DQ2A, + w, &) is a 9-dimensional b-module.

2A, + w

0" (2A, + w)

02N, + w)

(A) D2, ) ®) DA, + w,—a) + DQ2A, + w, @)
FiGURE 3

Example A.2. Let g = sl;, G = PGL3, and let L(g) be the untwisted affine algebra of
type A(;) . We label the vertices of the Dynkin diagram of g by 1, 2. Then, I = {0, 1,2}.
Let a4, a; and &, &, denote the simple roots and coroots of g respectively. Let @y, @,
denote the fundamental coweights of g. Then, Q = {id, ¢;,, Ss,}, where ¢;, = o~ Sy Sary
and ¢;, = o~ Sa,Sa,- Consider the dominant weight 2A;, where A, is the fundamental
weight of [(q) associated to 1 € I. Note that gat)} = Gy, We have Q‘Z’Zgg)} = SaySa, € Wagr
and
0765 2A1) = Sq,50,2A1) = 2A1 - 2a; - 2a,.

Thus, D(2, ) := D(2A, ;) has only one layer at degree 0 as shown in Figure [4al

Let 7 be the nontrivial diagram automorphism on g. Let [(g, 7) be the twisted affine
algebra of type A(zz) and g” =~ sl,. We label the vertex of the Dynkin diagram of g" by 1.
Then, I. = {0, 1}. Let B = aly be the restriction of the simple root a; of g to h™. Then, 8
is the simple root of g*. There are two level two dominant weights A, and 2A; = A, +
of L(g,7), where A, is the fundamental dominant weight of L(a,7) associated to i € 1.
Consider the fundamental coweight @, € X.(T). Let @, denote its image in X.(7T),.
Then, L(Zg) = B3, see Sectiond. 1l By (3]), we have

Qizz(Ao) — Ao " Zﬁ _ 5’ sz(zAl) = 2A1 - Zﬁ, Q—ZZ(ZAl) = 2A1 + Zﬁ - 25

The twisted Demazure modules D7 (A,, 52) and D"(2A,, —52) are 6-dimensional as shown
in Figure 4l
Now, we have following examples of Theorem
(1) We take A = A, and ¢ = @,. Then, ¢ = 2,4 = 0. We get the following
isomorphism of g"-modules,
D(2,7) = D'(Ay, ) + D7(Ay, =)
38



Note that Y = {o} and_zg is Y-dominant. By Corollary 4.17 it can be simplified
as D(2, @r) = D™(A,, ).
(2) We take A = 2A; and u = @,. Then, ¢ = 2,1 = . We get the following
isomorphism of h"™-modules,
D(2,0,) ®kg = D'(2A1, &) + DT(2A |, —).

Note that ¥ = {1} and -, is Y-dominant. By Corollary .17 it can be simplified
as D(2, &0,) ® ks = DAy, — ).

0™(A,

0”61 2A,) 2A
(a) D(2, &) () D7(A,, 02) (c) DT(2A1, —)

FiGure 4
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