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A REFINEMENT OF THE COHERENCE CONJECTURE OF PAPPAS AND

RAPOPORT

JIUZU HONG AND HUANHUAN YU

Abstract. 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 [Zh1]. 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 µ of G, let GrG,µ denote the

associated spherical Schubert variety in GrG. Let G((z)) denote the loop group. Let Pϑ
be the parahoric subgroup in G((z)) associated to a rational point ϑ in the fundamental

alcove of G((z)). Let Y be set of vertices of the minimal facet containing ϑ. We then

attach a partial affine flag variety FlY = G((z))/Pϑ. For any dominant coweight µ of G,

we can attach a subvarietyAY(µ) in FlY ,

(1) AY(µ) :=
⋃

w∈W
FlY,w(µ),

where W is the Weyl group of G and FlY,w(µ) is the Iwahori Schubert variety associated

to coweight w(µ) as an element in the extended affine Weyl group of W. The variety

AY(µ) was originally defined in terms of admissible set, see Lemma 3.4. The following

is the coherence conjecture of Pappas and Rapoport [PR], which is extended and proved

by Zhu [Zh1].

Theorem 1.1. For any ample line bundle L on FlY of central charge c, we have the

following dimension equality

dim H0(GrG,µ, L
c) = dim H0(AY(µ),L ),

where H0(·) denote the space of global sections of line bundles.

In fact, Theorem 1.1 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 1.1, Zhu considered a parahoric Bruhat-Tits group scheme

G over A1 that is ramified at 0. The main geometric result proved by Zhu is that the

global Schubert variety GrG,µ of G, which is flat over A1, has the generic fiber GrG,µ

and the special fiber AY(µ) over 0. Furthermore, Zhu constructed a line bundle on the

global affine Grassmannian GrG which specializes to powers of Lc and L at generic and

special fibers. Using Frobenius splitting technique, he derived the equality in Theorem

1.1 comparing the global sections of Lc and L .

Any ample line bundle L on FlY corresponds to an affine dominant weight Λ, and

is denoted by L (Λ). Let G′ be the simply-connected cover of G, and let T ′ denote the
2



preimage of T in G′. Let λ be the restriction of Λ to T ′, and it is a dominant weight of

G′. Let G′
ϑ

be the centralizer of a multiple of ϑ in G′, defined in (15). The image of G′
ϑ

in G is denoted by Gϑ. Then, there is a unique G′(O)-equivariant structure on L (Λ).

The following theorem is the untwisted case of Theorem 3.5 in Section 3.

Theorem 1.2. Let L (Λ) be the ample line bundle on FlY . When char(k) = 0, there is an

isomorphism of representations of G′
ϑ
:

H0(GrG,µ, L
c) ≃ H0(AY(µ),L (Λ)) ⊗ kλ,

where the action of G′
ϑ

on the left side (resp. right side) arises from the G′(O)-equivariant

structure on Lc (resp. L (Λ)). 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

3.2 a P−
ϑ
-equivariant line bundle L (Λ) on FlY , where P−

ϑ
denotes the opposite parahoric

subgroup in G((z)) relative to Pϑ. This descends to a line bundle LBunG on the moduli

stack BunG of G-bundles over P1, where G is the parahoric Bruhat-Tits group scheme

over P1 with parahoric subgroup Pϑ at 0 and the parahoric subgroup P−ϑ at ∞. By

pulling-back, it gives rise to a line bundle L on the global affine Grassmannian GrG of

G. The line bundle L specializes to the line bundle L (Λ) on FlY at 0, and specializes to

Lc on GrG at a generic point in P1. In Theorem 3.21, we equip the line bundle L with a

natural Gϑ × P1-equivariant structure, where Gϑ × P1 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 2.4. Note that L+G specializes

to Pϑ at 0 and to G(O) at a generic point. In particular, Gϑ is a subgroup of Pϑ. In the

statement of Theorem 1.2, we regard Gϑ as a subgroup of G(O), and the discrepancy of

kλ arises from comparing equivariant structures of G(O) and Pϑ on L (Λ), see Corollary

3.15.

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 [DH1] to general simple algebraic

groups. In Proposition 2.8, we describe a canonical Levi subgroup in any parahoric

subgroup. Finally, in Theorem 2.10, we prove a generation theorem for parahoric sub-

groups. These results will play a crucial role in Sections 3 and 5.

In Section 4, we explore a consequence of Theorem 1.2 in the context of affine De-

mazure modules. By a theorem of Kumar and Mathieu, the dual of H0(GrG,µ, L
c) is an

affine Demazure module D(c, µ), see Theorem 4.6. Furthermore, with additional work

(primarily using a result of Littelmann [Li]), the dual of H0(AY(µ),L (Λ)) is a sum-

mation
∑

w∈W D(Λ,w(µ)) of Demazure modules in the integrable highest weight module

V(Λ). Consequently, Theorem 1.2 can be reformulated as the following purely algebraic

statement, which is the untwisted case of Theorem 4.5.

Theorem 1.3. For any dominant coweight µ ∈ X∗(T ), there is an isomorphism of gϑ-

modules

D(c, µ) ⊗ kλ ≃
∑

w∈W
D(Λ,w(µ)),

3



where gϑ denotes the Lie algebra of Gϑ and kλ is the 1-dimensional representation of gϑ.

Demazure modules have been extensively studied in the literature, including their

character formula, cf. [Ku2, Ma]. Theorem 1.3 reveals a surprising relationship between

different Demazure modules, one that has not been previously noticed. In the Appendix

A, we present explicit examples to illustrate this phenomenon. In Section 4.3, we also

discuss the inclusion relation among Demazure modules {D(Λ,w(µ)) |w ∈ W}, as well

as the closure relation between Schubert varieties FlY,w(µ) contained inAY(µ).

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 A1 ramified at 0. In fact, any

line bundleL on GrG is uniquely determined by its restrictionL0 on the fiber GrG,0 ≃ FlY

over 0, and thus it is parametrized by an affine dominant weight Λ, see Proposition 5.1.

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 bundleL 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 1.2 or, more precisely,

Theorem 3.21, as we can regard Gϑ ×A1 as a closed subgroup scheme of L+G. When G
is special parahoric at 0 ∈ A1, this result was essentially proved in a previous work [HY]

of the authors. We expect that Theorem 1.4 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 1.4. By Lemma 5.3 we first reduce

the question to global Schubert varieties. For any line bundle L on GrG, let L̂+G be the

central extension of L+G by the constant group scheme Gm,A1 arising from L. Using the

equivariant method, we show that the central extension L̂+G splits uniquely over the jet

group scheme of any global root subgroup. The splitting over TA1 is already established

in Theorem 3.21. Then, using the generation theorem in Theorem 2.10, these splittings

together yield a splitting of L̂+G → L+G, thereby proving Theorem 1.4.

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 ⊆ G and a maximal
4



torus T ⊆ B. Denote by X∗(T ) the lattice of cocharacters of T . Let Gad be the adjoint

quotient of G and let Tad be the image of T in Gad. Similarly, let X∗(Tad) denote the

lattice of cocharacters of Tad.

Let τ be a diagram automorphism of G preserving B and T with order r. Note that

τ 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 ǫ and define

τ(z) := ǫ−1z. Set K̄ := k((zr)), and Ō := k[[zr]].

Let Gτ,◦ (resp. Bτ,◦, T τ,◦ ) denote the neutral component of the τ fixed point subgroup

of G (resp. B, T ). Then, Bτ,◦ is a Borel subgroup of Gτ,◦ and T τ,◦ is a maximal torus. In

the following sections, �◦ always stands for the neutral component of �. Note that when

G is simply-connected or adjoint, Gτ,◦ = Gτ and T τ,◦ = T τ.

Let Iτ (resp. I) be the set of vertices of the Dynkin diagram of Gτ (resp. G). Then,

Iτ can be identified with the set of τ-orbits in I. Let X
(r)

N
be the affine Dynkin diagram

associated to the twisted loop group G(K)τ. By adjoining an affine node o, Îτ := Iτ ⊔ {o}
can be naturally regarded as the set of vertices of X

(r)

N
. We remark that o corresponds to

the vertex 0 if X
(r)
N
, A

(2)

2ℓ
or the vertex ℓ if X

(r)
N
= A

(2)

2ℓ
in [Kac, Chapter 4].

Let (ai)i∈Îτ
be the Kac labels in the table in [Kac, Chapter 4] and let (ǎi)i∈Îτ

be the dual

Kac labels. Note that ǎo = 2 if X
(r)

N
= A

(2)

2ℓ
, and ǎo = 1 otherwise; moreover, ao = 1 for

any cases. Let {αi | i ∈ Îτ} be the set of simple affine roots and let {α̌i | i ∈ Îτ} be the set of

simple affine coroots. Set

(2) θ0 :=
∑

i∈Iτ
aiαi,

We remark that θ0 agrees with the definition in [Kac, Proposition 8.3], which can be

described as in (40). Let {ωi | i ∈ Iτ} be the set of fundamental weights of the simply

connected cover (Gτ,◦)′ of Gτ,◦.
Following [Kac, §6.2], we can associate the following vector space

hτQ :=
⊕

i∈Iτ

Qα̌i, ĥ
τ
Q :=

⊕

i∈Îτ

Qα̌i ⊕ Qd,

where d is the scaling element. We can also define the central element as K =
∑

i∈Îτ
ǎiα̌i.

For each i ∈ Îτ, let Λi ∈ (ĥτ
Q

)∗ be the associated affine fundamental weight, i.e.

〈Λi, α̌ j〉 = δi j, and 〈Λi, d〉 = 0. Then (ĥτ
Q

)∗ admits the following decomposition

(3) (ĥτQ)∗ = (hτQ)∗ ⊕ QΛo ⊕ Qδ,

where δ =
∑

i∈Îτ
aiαi. Let (·|·) be the normalized invariant form on ĥτ

Q
defined as in [Kac,

§6.2]. This bilinear form induced a map ν : ĥτ
Q
→ (ĥτ

Q
)∗. For any i ∈ Îτ, we have

(4) ν(α̌i) =
ai

ǎi

αi, ν(K) = δ.

Note that we have the following natural identifications: hτ
Q
≃ X∗(T )τ

Q
≃ X∗(Tad)τ

Q
. More-

over, ν restricts to a map ν : hτ
Q
≃ (hτ

Q
)∗.

5



2.2. Parahoric group schemes from the equivariant point of view. Let GK̄ be the

quasi-split group scheme ResK/K̄ (GK )τ over K̄ , i.e. the subgroup scheme of τ-invariants

of the Weil restriction ResK/K̄ (GK ). Note that any tamely-ramified quasi-split simple

group scheme over K̄ can be realized from such construction.

Let S denote the group scheme (T τ,◦)K̄ , which is a maximal K̄-split torus of GK̄ .

Then, the relative root system R for (GK̄ , S ) can be identified with the quotient of the

root system R of (G, T ) by the τ-action. We remark that the root system R(Gτ,◦, T τ,◦)
of (Gτ,◦, T τ,◦) is naturally a subsystem of R. In fact, R(Gτ,◦, T τ,◦) = R if and only if

(G, r) , (A2ℓ, 2).

Let ∆α ⊆ R denote the set of preimages of α ∈ R via the projection map R → R. For

each α ∈ R, we denote by Kα the subfield of K which is fixed by the stabilizer of any

α̃ ∈ ∆α under the action of the cyclic group 〈τ〉. Let dα be the cardinality of the set ∆α.

Then, Kα = k((zr/dα)).

We now recall the root subgroup Uα of GK̄ for α ∈ R. When 2α, 1
2
α < R, the root

subgroup Uα is given by ( ∏

α̃∈∆α

Uα̃(Kα)
)τ
,

where Uα̃ denote the root subgroup of G associated to α̃. Since the τ-action on ∆α
is transitive, the root subgroup homomorphism xα̃ : Ga → Uα̃ induces a Chevalley-

Steinberg pinning {xα : Kα → Uα |α ∈ R} of GK̄ , cf. [BT, 4.1.5]. Let ν be the valuation

of K with ν(z) = 1. Via the pinning xα, the restriction of ν on Kα induces a valuation ν

on Uα (by abuse of notation). For every ℓ ∈ R, we define Uα,ℓ := ν−1[ℓ,∞] ⊆ Uα.

When 2α ∈ R, we have r = 2, ∆α = {α̃, τ(α̃)} is the set of two adjacent roots in R, and

∆2α = {α̃ + τ(α̃)}. In this case, we have

Uα = (Uα̃(K)Uα̃+τ(α̃)(K)Uτ(α̃)(K))τ, U2α = Uα̃+τ(α̃)(K̄).

There are natural valuations defined on Uα and U2α, and we can accordingly define

subgroups Uα,ℓ and U2α,ℓ for every ℓ ∈ R, cf. [BT, 4.1.9]. By abuse of notation, we will

use the notation ν uniformly for the valuation on the root subgroup Uα for any α ∈ R.

Definition 2.1. Following [DH1, Definition 2.1.2] and references therein, for any ϑ ∈
X∗(S )R ≃ X∗(T )τ

R
, we define the parahoric subgroup Pϑ to be the subgroup of G(K)τ

generated by {Uα,−〈ϑ,α〉}α∈R and T (O)τ,◦ (the neutral component of T (O)τ). Then, there

exists a unique affine smooth group scheme Gϑ over Ō, which extends GK̄ and satisfies

that Gϑ(Ō) = Pϑ.
Similarly, we define a subgroup P−

ϑ
of G[z, z−1]τ as follows. Let ν∞ be the valuation

of k[z, z−1] with ν∞(z−1) = 1. When 2α, 1
2
α < R, via the pinning xα, the restriction of ν∞

on k[z, z−1] ∩ Kα induces a valuation ν∞ on Uα ∩G[z, z−1]τ. For every ℓ ∈ R, we define

U −
α,ℓ

:= ν−1
∞ [ℓ,∞] ⊆ Uα ∩ G[z, z−1]τ. When 2α ∈ R, we can define subgroups U −

α,ℓ
and

U −
2α,ℓ

for every ℓ ∈ R in a similar way as explained before. Then, P−
ϑ

is the subgroup of

G[z, z−1]τ generated by {U −
α,〈ϑ,α〉}α∈R and T τ,◦.

Remark 2.2. The valuation on k((z)) used in our definition is different from the one

used in [DH1], and the parahoric subgroup Pϑ defined in this paper coincides with the

parahoric subgroup Prϑ defined in loc. cit.
6



Fix a point ϑ ∈ X∗(T )τ
Q

. Let m be the minimal positive multiple of r such that m
r
ϑ ∈

X∗(Tad)τ. Identify the lattice X∗(Tad)τ with
⊕

i∈Iτ
Z · ω̌i ⊆ hτQ, where ω̌i represents the

fundamental coweight of Gτ associated to i ∈ Iτ. Then, we can write

m
r
ϑ =

∑
i∈Iτ

siω̌i,

where si are integers. Suppose that p ∤ m. Fix a primitive m-th root of unity ǫm. We

associate an element (ǫm)mϑ/r ∈ Tad, and we define an automorphism of G

(5) σ := τ ◦ Ad(ǫm)mϑ/r .

Lemma 2.3. The order of σ is m.

Proof. Clearly, we have σm = id. Suppose ord(σ) = m′. Then, m′ | m. Recall that Iτ
can be identified with the set of τ-orbits in I. For each i ∈ Iτ, let ηi be the corresponding

τ-orbit in I. Pick j ∈ ηi and let xα̃ j
: Ga → G be the root subgroup associated to the

simple root α̃ j of G. Then, α̃ j|T τ,◦ = αi and we have

xα̃ j
(u) = σm′(xα̃i

(u)) = xτm′ α̃i

(
(ǫm)m′〈h,αi〉u

)
= xτm′ α̃i

(
(ǫm)m′siu

)
, u ∈ k.

Hence, m′ is a multiple of r, and m′si is a multiple of m for all i ∈ Iτ. Therefore,

m′ · gcd{si | i ∈ Iτ} is a multiple of m. From the definition of si, we have gcd{si | i ∈ Iτ}
and m are coprime. Thus, m | m′ which implies m = m′ = ord(σ). �

Set t = zr/m, Ot := k[[t]], and Kt := k((t)). Define an action of σ on t by σ(t) :=

(ǫm)−1t. Then, Ō = k[[zr]] = k[[tm]] is the set of σ-fixed elements in Ot. Consider the

group schemeH := ResOt/Ō(GOt
)σ over Ō, which is the subgroup scheme ofσ-invariants

of the Weil restriction ResOt/Ō(GOt
). We define the neutral componentH◦ ofH to be the

union of the neutral components (Ha)◦ of fibers at every a ∈ Spec(Ō), cf. [BT, 1.1.12].

Then,H◦ is an open subscheme ofH , denoted by Gσ, i.e.

(6) Gσ := ResOt/Ō(GOt
)σ,◦.

We can regard G(Ot)
σ as a pro-algebraic group over k. Let G(Ot)

σ,◦ be the connected

component of G(Ot)
σ as a pro-algebraic group.

The following theorem generalizes [DH1, Theorem 4.1.2].

Theorem 2.4. When p ∤ m, there is a unique isomorphism of group schemes over Ō:

(7) φ0 : Gϑ ≃ Gσ.

such that over its Ō-points, φ0 : Pϑ ≃ G(Ot)
σ,◦ is the restriction of the isomorphism

Adzϑ : G(K)τ ≃ G(Kt)
σ.

Proof. When G is simply-connected, the theorem is proved in [DH1, Theorem 4.1.2].

For general simple algebraic group G, we can adapt the same argument, except that we

need to check Gσ(Ō) = G(Ot)
σ,◦. Since Gσ is the open subscheme of ResOt/Ō(GOt

)σ

throwing away the non-neutral components of the special fiber

ResOt/Ō(GOt
)σ|0 = G(k[t]/(tm))σ,

Gσ(Ō) consists of the points x ∈ G(k[[t]])σ such that its image x̄m ∈ G(k[t]/(tm))σ is

contained in the neutral component G(k[t]/(tm))σ,◦, equivalently the image x̄ of x in Gσ

is contained in Gσ,◦. Thus, Gσ(Ō) = G(Ot)
σ,◦. �

7



Remark 2.5. The parahoric subgroup is only determined by the minimal facet of the

alcove containing ϑ. In fact, under the condition that p , r and that p is a good prime,

we can always find a rational interior point ϑ of this facet such that p ∤ m, including the

case when the facet is a vertex, see Lemma 2.6.

Replacing z by z−1 and let v∞ be the valuation on k((z−1)) with v∞(z−1) = 1, we can

similarly define a parahoric group scheme G−ϑ,∞ over Ō∞ associated with −ϑ, where

Ō∞ := k[[z−r]]. Set Ot,∞ := k[[t−1]] and define a parahoric group scheme Gσ,∞ :=

ResOt,∞/Ō∞(GOt,∞)σ,◦. Again, we have an isomorphism parahoric group schemes

(8) φ∞ : G−ϑ,∞ ≃ Gσ,∞.

such that over its Ō∞-points, φ∞ : G−ϑ,∞(Ō∞) ≃ G[[t−1]]σ,◦ is the restriction of the iso-

morphism

(9) Ad(z−1)−ϑ = Adzϑ : G((z−1))τ ≃ G((t−1))σ.

2.3. Parahoric group associated to a facet. Let A be the fundamental alcove in X∗(T )τ
R

defined by inequalities 〈x, αi〉 ≥ 0 for each i ∈ Iτ, and 〈x, θ0〉 ≤ 1. For convenience, set

ω̌o = 0. Then, A is a simplex with vertices { ω̌i

ai
| i ∈ Îτ}. In this section, we fix a nonempty

subset Y ⊆ Îτ and a facet FY of A spanned by the set of vertices { ω̌i

ai
| i ∈ Y}. We associate

a positive integer

(10) aY := r · gcd{ai | i ∈ Y}.
Lemma 2.6. For any p ∤ aY , there is a rational interior point ϑ ∈ FY such that p ∤ m,

where m is the minimal positive multiple of r such that m
r
ϑ ∈ X∗(Tad)τ.

Proof. Set nY :=
∑

i∈Y ai and xY := 1
nY

∑
i∈Y ω̌i. For each k ∈ Y , set nk := ak + nY and

xk := 1
nk

(
ω̌k +

∑
i∈Y ω̌i

)
. Then, xY and xk are rational interior points of FY for any k ∈ Y .

We will show that some point among {xY , xk | k ∈ Y} satisfies the lemma.

Let mY and mk be minimal positive multiple of r such that mY

r
xY ∈ X∗(Tad)τ and mk

r
xk ∈

X∗(Tad)τ respectively. Clearly, mY

r
| nY and mk

r
| nk. We claim p ∤ mY

r
or p ∤ mk

r
for some

k ∈ Y . Suppose that p | mY

r
and p | mk

r
for all k ∈ Y . Then, p | nY and p | nk for all k ∈ Y .

Hence, p | ak for all k ∈ Y . This contradicts with the assumption that p ∤ aY . Therefore,

p ∤ mY

r
or p ∤ mk

r
for some k ∈ Y . Note that the assumption p ∤ aY implies that p ∤ r.

Since p is a prime, it follows that p ∤ mY or p ∤ mk for some k ∈ Y . �

From now on, we always assume p ∤ aY . Moreover, we fix a rational interior point

ϑ ∈ FY so that p ∤ m (the existence follows from Lemma 2.6).

Definition 2.7. Set PY := Pϑ and GY := Gϑ. In fact, PY is the parahoric subgroup

corresponding to the facet FY . We call it the parahoric subgroup associated to Y . When

Y = Îτ, PY is the Iwahori subgroup, denoted by I; when Y = {o}, PY = G(O)τ,◦.
Similarly, we set P−

Y
:= P−

ϑ
. When Y = Îτ, we denote P−

Y
by I−.

Set h := m
r
ϑ ∈ X∗(Tad)τ. We can write h =

∑
i∈Iτ

siω̌i for non-negative integers si, i ∈ Iτ.

Since 〈ϑ, θ0〉 ≤ 1, we have
∑

i∈Iτ
aisi ≤ m

r
. Set

so := m
r
−∑

i∈Iτ
aisi ∈ Z≥0.

8



Since ϑ is an interior point of FY , we must have Y = {i ∈ Îτ | si , 0}. Define an

automorphism σ := τ ◦ Ad(ǫm)mϑ/r of G, whose order is m, see Lemma 2.3. By Theorem

2.4, we have an isomorphism of parahoric group schemes

(11) φ : GY ≃ Gσ.

such that over its Ō-points, φ : PY ≃ G(Ot)
σ,◦ is the restriction of the isomorphism

Adth : G(K)τ ≃ G(Kt)
σ. We define MY = Adt−h(Gσ,◦) as a subgroup of PY . Clearly, MY

is a Levi subgroup of PY .

We describe a pinning of Gτ,◦ as follows, cf. [HS, Lemma 2.2]. Let {α̃ j | j ∈ I} ⊆ R

denote the set of simple roots of G with respect to the pair (B, T ). We fix a pinning

{x±α̃ j
: Ga → G | j ∈ I} of G which is preserved by τ, i.e. τ(x±α̃ j

(a)) = x±α̃τ( j)
(a) for any

a ∈ k. For each i ∈ Iτ, let ηi denote the preimage of i via the orbit map I → Iτ.

If the vertices in ηi are not adjacent, set

(12) xαi
(a) =

∏

j∈ηi

xα̃ j
(a), x−αi

(a) =
∏

j∈ηi

x−α̃ j
(a), ∀a ∈ k.

If the vertices in ηi are adjacent, we can write ηi = { j, τ( j)}. Set

(13) xαi
(a) = xα̃ j

(a)xα̃τ( j)
(2a)xα̃ j

(a), x−αi
(a) = x−α̃ j

(
a

2
)x−α̃τ( j)

(a)x−α̃ j
(
a

2
), ∀a ∈ k.

Let θ0 be the root of G described in [Kac, Section 8.3]. Then,

(14) θ0|T τ,◦ = θ0.
When (G, r) = (A2ℓ, 2), from [Kac, Section 8.3] θ0 is the highest root of G, we choose

any root subgroups x±θ0 associated to ±θ0. When r > 1 and (G, r) , (A2ℓ, 2), τ(θ0) , θ0.

In this case, we can choose root subgroups {x±τk(θ0) | k = 0, · · · , r − 1} so that they are

preserved by τ.

For any u ∈ K , we set

x±θ0(u) :=



x±θ0(u) when r = 1

x±θ0(u) when (G, r) = (A2ℓ, 2)∏r−1
k=0 x±τk(θ0)(τ

k(u)) when r , 1 and (G, r) , (A2ℓ, 2)

.

For any a ∈ k, we define

x±αo
(a) := x∓θ0(az±1) ∈ G(K)τ.

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

(1) The group Gσ,◦ is generated by root subgroups {x±α | α ∈ Πσ} and T τ,◦, where

Πσ is the following set of roots

Πσ =


{αi | i < Y }, if o ∈ Y;

{ −θ0, αi | i < Y ∪ {o} }, if o < Y
.

(2) The group MY is generated by {x±αi
(a) | i < Y, a ∈ k} and T τ,◦.

Proof. By Lemma 2.3 and the assumption that p ∤ m, p does not divide the order of σ.

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

by [Bor, 9.1], Lie(Gσ,◦) = gσ. When char(k) = 0, the root system of gσ is generated by
9



Πσ as a set of simple roots, cf. [HK1, Section 2]. Clearly, when p ∤ m, gσ has the same

root system as in the case of characteristic zero (with respect to the action of T τ,◦). Thus,

the root system of gσ (also Gσ,◦) is generated by Πσ as a set of simple roots. By [Sp,

Corollary 8.2.10], Gσ,◦ is generated by the root subgroups {x±α | α ∈ Πσ} and T τ,◦. This

proves part (1).

For any i < Y ∪ {o}, by definition 〈h, αi〉 = 0. Then,

Adt−h(x±αi
(a)) = x±αi

(a), for any a ∈ k.

If o < Y , then so = 0, equivalently 〈h, θ0〉 =
∑

i∈Iτ
aisi = m/r. Then,

Adt−h(x±θ0(a)) = x±θ0(at〈−h,±θ0〉) = x±θ0(at∓m/r) = x∓αo
(a).

Thus, part (2) follows from part (1) and the definition of MY . �

Note that h ∈ X∗(Tad)τ can be viewed as a cocharacter h : Gm → T τ
ad

. We define Gϑ to

be the centralizer of h in Gτ,◦, i.e.

(15) Gϑ = {g ∈ Gτ,◦ | Adh(s)(g) = g, for any s ∈ Gm}.
Here, we use the notation Gϑ, as this group only depends on ϑ. In fact, it only depends

on Y .

Corollary 2.9. Set Y ′ = Y ∪ {o}. We have Gϑ = MY′ . In particular, if o ∈ Y, then

Gϑ = MY; if o < Y, then Gϑ $ MY .

Proof. First of all, we have Gϑ = Adth(Gϑ) ⊆ Gσ,◦. Hence, Gϑ = Adt−h(Gϑ) ⊆ MY .

When o ∈ Y , MY is generated by {x±αi
(a) | i < Y, a ∈ k} and T τ,◦, which is contained in

Gϑ. Therefore, Gϑ = MY = MY′ .

When o < Y , i.e. so = 0, we have 〈ϑ, θ0〉 = 1. Let q > m
r

be a prime number so

that 1
q
h < X∗(Tad)τ and q , p. Set ϑ′ := 1

q
h. We claim that q is the minimal positive

integer so that qϑ′ ∈ X∗(Tad)τ. Suppose aϑ′ ∈ X∗(Tad)τ for some integer 0 < a < q.

Pick integers u, v so that uq + va = 1. Then, ϑ′ = (uq + va)ϑ′ = uh + vaϑ′ ∈ X∗(Tad)τ,

which is a contradiction. Hence, q is the minimal positive integer so that qϑ′ ∈ X∗(Tad)τ.

Therefore, m′ := qr is the minimal positive multiple of r so that m′

r
ϑ′ ∈ X∗(Tad)τ. Since

h′ := m′

r
ϑ′ = h, we conclude that Gϑ′ = Gϑ. Note that 〈ϑ′, θ0〉 = 1

q
· m

r
< 1. The element

ϑ′ is a rational interior point of FY′ . By the first case, we have Gϑ′ = MY′ (the condition

p ∤ m′ clearly holds). Therefore, Gϑ = 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 5.2.

Theorem 2.10. Following the same notations as in Definition 2.1, we further assume

that p ∤ |π1(G)|. For any point ϑ ∈ X∗(T )τ
Q

, the parahoric subgroup Pϑ is generated by

T τ,◦ and {Uα,−〈ϑ,α〉}α∈R.

Proof. We first consider the case when G is simply-connected. It suffices to show that

the kernel K := ker(T (O)τ → T τ) can be generated by {Uα,−〈ϑ,α〉}α∈R. Let {α̃ j ∈ R | j ∈ I}
10



be the set of simple roots of G. There is an isomorphism
∏

j∈I Gm

∏
α̃∨

j−−−→ T . Set

O j =


Ō if τ( j) = j,

O if τ( j) , j.

For any j ∈ I and u ∈ O×
j
, we define the following element in T (O)τ,

h j(u) =


α̃∨j (u) if τ( j) = j,

α̃∨j (u) · · · α̃∨
τr−1( j)

(τr−1(u)) if τ( j) , j.

Then, the kernel K is generated by

{h j(u) | j ∈ I, u = 1 + u′ ∈ O×j , val(u′) > 0}.
For any j ∈ I, let α j be the image of α̃ j under the map R → R. We claim that h j(u)

belongs to the subgroup generated by {Uα,−〈ϑ,α〉,U−α,−〈ϑ,−α〉 |α is a multiple of α j}.
Case 1: When j and τ( j) are not adjacent or τ( j) = j, we only need to show that α̃∨

j
(u)

can be write as a product of x±α̃ j
(v) with v ∈ O j and val(v) ≥ −〈ϑ,±α j〉. This reduces to

the computation on SL2:
(
u 0

0 u−1

)
=

(
1 −z−n

0 1

) (
1 0

−u′zn 1

) (
1 u−1z−n

0 1

) (
1 0

uu′zn 1

)
.

Hence,

α̃∨j (u) = xα̃ j
(−z−n)x−α̃ j

(−u′zn)xα̃ j
(u−1z−n)x−α̃ j

(uu′zn).

We take n to be the integer so that n ≤ 〈ϑ, α j〉 < n + 1. Then,

val(uu′zn) = val(−u′zn) ≥ n + 1 > −〈ϑ,−α j〉, val(u−1z−n) = −n ≥ −〈ϑ, α j〉.
It follows that h j(u) belongs to the subgroup generated by {Uα j,−〈ϑ,α j〉,U−α j,−〈ϑ,−α j〉}.

Case 2: When j and τ( j) are adjacent, we first recall that Uα j,−〈ϑ,α j〉 (resp. U−α j ,−〈ϑ,−α j〉)
is isomorphic to the following subgroup of SL3(O), cf. [BT],

(16)




1 w v

0 1 τ(w)

0 0 1



∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
v + τ(v) = wτ(w), val(w) ≥ −〈ϑ, α j〉


(resp.


1 0 0

w 1 0

v τ(w) 1

).

and U2α j ,−〈ϑ,2α j〉 (resp. U−2α j ,−〈ϑ,−2α j〉) is isomorphic to the following subgroup of SL3(O),

(17)




1 0 v

0 1 0

0 0 1



∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
v + τ(v) = 0, val(v) ≥ −〈ϑ, 2α j〉


(resp.


1 0 0

0 1 0

v 0 1

).

This reduces our claim to the computation on SL3. Note that u = 1 + u′ can be written

as u = (1 + u1)(1 + u2), where u1 = (u′ + τ(u′))/2 is even, val(u1) > 0, and u2 =
u′−τ(u′)
2+2u1

is

odd. Then, we can write h j(u) = h j(1 + u1)h j(1 + u2). Therefore, it suffices to consider

the following two cases.

Case 2.1: For any u = 1 + u′ ∈ O× with τ(u′) = u′ and val(u′) > 0, we have

(18)


u 0 0

0 u−1 0

0 0 1




1 0 0

0 τ(u) 0

0 0 τ(u)−1

 =

1 0 −z1−2n

0 1 0

0 0 1




1 0 0

0 1 0

−u′z2n−1 0 1




1 0 z1−2nu−1

0 1 0

0 0 1




1 0 0

0 1 0

uu′z2n−1 0 1

 .
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Choose n to be the integer so that 2n− 1 ≤ 〈ϑ, 2α j〉 < 2n+ 1. Since val(u′) ≥ 2, we have

val(uu′z2n−1) = val(−u′z2n−1) ≥ 2n+1 > −〈ϑ,−2α j〉, val(z1−2nu−1) = 1−2n ≥ −〈ϑ, 2α j〉.

Thus, the matrices on the right side of decomposition (18) belong to (17). Hence, h j(u) =

α̃∨
j
(u)α̃∨

τ( j)
(τ(u)) belongs to the subgroup generated by {U2α j ,−〈ϑ,2α j〉,U−2α j ,−〈ϑ,−2α j〉}.

Case 2.2: For any u = 1 + u′ ∈ O× with τ(u′) = −u′, we have τ(u) = 1 − u′ and


u 0 0

0 u−1 0

0 0 1




1 0 0

0 τ(u) 0

0 0 τ(u)−1



1O
=


1 −

√
2z−n (−1)nz−2n

0 1 −
√

2(−z)−n

0 0 1




1 0 0

0 1 0

(−1)nz2nu′ 0 1




1
√

2z−nu−1 (−1)nz−2nτ(u)−1

0 1
√

2(−z)−nτ(u)−1

0 0 1





1 0 0√
2znu′uτ(u)−1 1 0

(−1)n+1z2nuu′ −
√

2(−z)nu′u−1τ(u) 1

 .

2O
=


1
√

2z−nu′uτ(u)−1 (−1)n+1z−2nuu′

0 1 −
√

2(−z)−nu′u−1τ(u)

0 0 1





1 0 0√
2znu−1 1 0

(−1)nz2nτ(u)−1
√

2(−z)nτ(u)−1 1




1 0 (−1)nz−2nu′

0 1 0

0 0 1





1 0 0

−
√

2zn 1 0

(−1)nz2n −
√

2(−z)n 1

 .

When 2n ≤ 〈ϑ, 2α j〉 < 2n + 1 for some integer n, the matrices in decomposition 1O

belong to (16) and (17). When 2n − 1 ≤ 〈ϑ, 2α j〉 < 2n for some integer n, the matrices

in decomposition 2O belong to (16) and (17). Hence, h j(u) belongs to the subgroup

generated by {Uα j,−〈ϑ,α j〉,U−α j,−〈ϑ,−α j〉,U2α j,−〈ϑ,2α j〉,U−2α j ,−〈ϑ,−2α j〉}. This proves our claim.

Therefore, the kernel K is generated by {Uα,−〈ϑ,α〉}α∈R. This proves the lemma for simply-

connected group G.

For general case, let π : G′ → G be the simply-connected cover of G. The morphism

π is étale since p ∤ π1(G). Let T ′ be the preimage of T in G′. Furthermore, π : T ′ → T

is étale. Denote Ok := k[z]/(zk) and Dk := Spec(Ok). Let i : Spec(k) → Dk be the

natural morphism. By [SP, Tag 02HF], π is formally étale, i.e. for any g : Dk → T so

that g ◦ i : Spec(k) → T is the identity e ∈ T (k), there is a unique lifting g̃ : Dk → T ′

so that g̃ ◦ i is the identity e′ ∈ T ′(k). Thus, K ≃ K′, where K := ker(T (O) → T ) and

K′ := ker(T ′(O)→ T ′). Hence,

ker(T (O)τ → T τ) = Kτ ≃ K′τ = ker(T ′(O)τ → T ′τ).

By the proof above in the simply-connected case, K′τ is generated by {U ′
α,−〈ϑ,α〉}α∈R.

Moreover, Uα,−〈ϑ,α〉 ≃ U ′
α,−〈ϑ,α〉 for any α ∈ R. It follows that Kτ is generated by

{Uα,−〈ϑ,α〉}α∈R. Now, the lemma follows from the definition of Pϑ. �

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 2. We emphasize again that the automorphism τ on G can be trivial.

Let W be the Weyl group of G with respect to the maximal torus T . Then, the subgroup

Wτ of τ-fixed points is naturally isomorphic to the Weyl group of Gτ,◦ with respect to

T τ,◦. Let X∗(T )τ be the lattice of τ-coinvariants of X∗(T ).

Definition 3.1. Let W̃aff := X∗(T )τ⋊Wτ be the extended affine Weyl group. The elements

in W̃aff are written as ̺µ̄w for any µ̄ ∈ X∗(T )τ and w ∈ Wτ, where ̺µ̄ represents the

translation on the apartment of (GK̄ , S ) by −µ̄.
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Let G′ be the simply-connected cover of G with the maximal torus T ′ mapping to T .

Then, Waff := X∗(T
′)τ ⋊ Wτ is an affine Weyl group, cf. [DH1, A.1]. Let Ω denote the

group of length zero elements in W̃aff . Then, Ω ≃ X∗(T )τ/X∗(T
′)τ and W̃aff = Waff ⋊ Ω.

Moreover, the group Ω acts on Îτ.

Let w0 be the longest element in Wτ. Any element in Ω can be written as ςκ :=

̺−κwκw0, where κ is 0 or a miniscule dominant element in X∗(T )τ (cf. [BH2, Section

2.3]), and wκ is the longest word in the stabilizer Wτ
κ of κ in Wτ, cf. [Bou, Chapter 6,

Section 2.3]

For any nonempty subset Y ⊂ Îτ, letPY ⊆ G(K)τ be the parahoric subgroup associated

to Y , cf. Definition 2.7. Let GY denote the corresponding parahoric group scheme over

Ō. When Y = Îτ, PY is the Iwahori subgroup of G(K)τ, denoted by I.

Definition 3.2. We define the partial affine flag variety

FlY := LGY/L
+
GY ,

where LG (resp. L+G ) is the loop group scheme (resp. jet group scheme) of G . Then,

FlY(k) = G(K)τ/PY . In particular, when τ is trivial and Y = {o}, FlY is the affine

Grassmannian of G, denoted by GrG. Let e0 denote the base point in FlY and GrG

Set Ȳ =: Îτ \ Y , and let WȲ denote the parabolic subgroup of Waff generated by the set

of simple reflections {ri | i ∈ Ȳ}.

Definition 3.3. For any w ∈ W̃aff/WȲ , define the Schubert cell FlY,w := Iẇe0, and the

Schubert variety FlY,w is the closure of FlY,w, where e0 is the based point in FlY and ẇ is

a lift of w in G(K)τ. When Y = Îτ, we simply use the notations Flw and Flw.

For any dominant coweight µ ∈ X∗(T )+, we define the affine Schubert variety GrG,µ to

the closure of the orbit G(O) · eµ in GrG, where eµ := zµe0.

Given any µ̄ ∈ X∗(T )τ, we simply denote by FlY,µ̄ (resp. FlY,µ̄) the Schubert cell FlY,̺µ̄WȲ

(resp. FlY,̺µ̄WȲ
). In fact, a lift of ̺µ̄ can be taken to be the following element in T (K)τ,

(19) nµ :=

r−1∏

i=0

τi(zµ) ∈ T (K)τ,

where µ is a lifting of µ̄ in X∗(T ). Then, FlY,µ̄ is exactly the orbit I · eµ̄ in FlY , where

eµ̄ := nµe0. We define the following union of Schubert varieties in FlY ,

(20) AY(µ̄) :=
⋃

w∈Wτ
FlY,w(µ̄).

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

define

Adm(µ) := {w ∈ W̃aff |w 4 ̺η for some η ∈ Wτµ̄}.
Let AdmY(µ) denote the subset WȲAdm(µ)WȲ ⊂ W̃aff . For any w ∈ W̃aff , let YFlY,w

denote the PY-orbit through ẇ in FlY and let YFlY,w be the closure of YFlY,w in FlY . In the

following proposition, we show that AY(µ̄) defined in (20) agrees with the definition in

[Zh1, 2.2.2] in terms of admissible set.
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Lemma 3.4. For any µ ∈ X∗(T ), let µ̄ be the image of µ in X∗(T )τ. We have

AY(µ̄) =
⋃

w∈AdmY (µ)

YFlY,w.

Proof. Denote the right side by XY(µ). For any w ∈ Wτ, by definition, we have FlY,w(µ̄) ⊆
YFlY,̺w(µ̄). Hence, FlY,w(µ̄) ⊆ YFlY,̺w(µ̄) ⊆ XY (µ). This shows thatAY(µ̄) ⊆ XY (µ).

Conversely, for any w ∈ AdmY (µ), we write w = w1w′w2, where w1,w2 ∈ WȲ and

w′ 4 ̺η for some η ∈ Wτµ̄. Then, YFlY,w = YFlY,w′ ⊆ YFlY,̺η. We have

(21) PY̺
ηPY =

⋃

y∈WȲ

IyI̺ηPY

(∗)
⊆

⋃

y∈WȲ

Iy̺ηPY =
⋃

y∈WȲ

Iy̺ηy−1PY .

The inclusion (∗) follows from the fact that IyI = Isi1I · · · IsikI for reduced word y =

si1 · · · sik and IsiII̺ηI ⊆ I̺ηI ∪ Isi̺
ηI for any simple reflection si ∈ Waff , cf. [Ku2,

Theorem 5.1.3(d)]. For any y ∈ WȲ , we can write y = y′̺γ for some y′ ∈ Wτ, γ ∈ X∗(T )τ.

Then, y̺ηy−1 = y′̺ηy′−1 = ̺y′(η) and we have

Iy̺ηy−1PY = I̺y′(η)PY ⊆
⋃

v∈Wτ
I̺v(η)PY .

Hence, PY̺
ηPY ⊆

⋃
v∈Wτ I̺v(η)PY . Therefore, YFlY,w ⊆ YFlY,̺η ⊆

⋃
v∈Wτ YFlY,̺v(η) =

AY(µ̄). This shows that XY (µ) ⊆ AY(µ̄). �

For any ςκ ∈ Ω, let FlκY denote the connected component of FlY containing ςκ (equiva-

lently ̺−κ). Then, FlκY is a homogeneous space of G′(K)τ, and

(22) FlκY ≃ G′(K)τ/P′Yκ =: Fl′Yκ ,

where P′
Yκ

is the parahoric subgroup of G′(K)τ associated to Yκ := {ςκ(i) | i ∈ Y}. By

[PR, Section 10], we have the following isomorphism,

(23) Pic(FlκY) ≃
⊕

i∈Yκ

ZΛi.

Given any µ̄ ∈ X∗(T )τ, let ςκ ∈ Ω be the unique element such that ̺µ̄ς−1
κ ∈ Waff

(equivalently µ̄ + κ ∈ X∗(T
′)τ). Then, for any w ∈ Wτ, we have w(µ̄) + κ ∈ X∗(T

′)τ,
equivalently ̺w(µ̄)ς−1

κ ∈ Waff . Hence, FlY,w(µ̄) ⊆ FlκY for any w ∈ Wτ. Let ς̇κ be a lifting of

ςκ in G(K)τ. Consider the translation

(24) ς̇κ : Fl◦Y → FlκY

given by x 7→ ς̇κx. For any w ∈ Wτ, the orbit I(ς̇κ)
−1nw(µ̄)e0 maps to the orbit Inw(µ̄)e0.

Thus, we have an isomorphism FlY,ς−1
κ ̺

w(µ̄) ≃ FlY,w(µ̄) under the translation map.

Let ς̃κ be a lifting of ς̇κ in G′(K)τ. Consider the conjugation map Adς̃κ : G′(K)τ →
G′(K)τ given by x 7→ ς̃κx(ς̃κ)

−1. It induces an isomorphism Adς̃κ : Fl′Y → Fl′Yκ . Then,

(22) is the composition of the following isomorphisms

FlκY
(ς̇κ)

−1

−−−−→ Fl◦Y ≃ Fl′Y
Adς̃κ−−−→ Fl′Yκ .
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Under these isomorphisms, we have FlY,w(µ̄) ≃ FlY,ς−1
κ ̺

w(µ̄) ≃ Fl
′
Y,ς−1
κ ̺

w(µ̄) ≃ Fl
′
Yκ,̺w(µ̄)ς−1

κ
. There-

fore, (22) restricts to an isomorphism

(25) FlY,w(µ̄) ≃ Fl
′
Yκ,̺w(µ̄)ς−1

κ
.

Hence, the varietyAY(µ̄) maps to
⋃

w∈Wτ Fl
′
Yκ,̺w(µ̄)ς−1

κ
under the map (22).

Let L (Λ) be an ample line bundle on FlκY associated to Λ =
∑

i∈Yκ niΛi, i.e. ni > 0 for

any i ∈ Yκ. Let c := Λ(K) be the level of Λ and let λ be the restriction of Λ to (T τ,◦)′.
Suppose that p ∤ aYκ , where aYκ is defined in (10) for the subset Yκ ⊂ Îτ. By Lemma

2.6, we can choose an interior point ϑ in the facet associated to Yκ so that p ∤ m. Let Gϑ
be the subgroup of Gτ,◦ associated to ϑ defined in (15) of Section 2.3. Let G′

ϑ
(resp. (T τ,◦)′

) be the pre-image of Gϑ (resp. T τ,◦) via the simply-connected cover map (Gτ,◦)′ → Gτ,◦.
In Theorem 3.15, we will show that the level one line bundle L on GrG has a unique

G′(O)-equivariant structure and the line bundle L (Λ) on FlκY has a unique (G(O)τ,◦)′-
equivariant structure. These equivariant structures induce G′

ϑ
-equivariant structures on

L and L (Λ) via the composition of natural morphisms

G′ϑ ֒→ (Gτ,◦)′ → G′ ֒→ G′(O)

and the composition map G′
ϑ
֒→ (Gτ,◦)′ → (G(O)τ,◦)′ respectively.

We now state our main result of this section, which will be proved in the rest part.

Theorem 3.5. Let µ ∈ X∗(T )+. Let L (Λ) be an ample line bundle on FlκY of central

charge c > 0 such that FlY,µ̄ is contained in FlκY (equivalently ̺µ̄ς−1
κ ∈ Waff).

(1) Assume p ∤ aYκ , we have an isomorphism of (T τ,◦)′-representations:

H0(AY(µ̄),L (Λ)) ≃ H0(GrG,µ, L
c) ⊗ k−λ,

where k−λ is the 1-dimensional representation of (T τ,◦)′.
(2) Assume p = 0, we have an isomorphism of G′

ϑ
-representations:

H0(AY(µ̄),L (Λ)) ≃ H0(GrG,µ, L
c) ⊗ k−λ.

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 Y ⊆ Îτ and assume p ∤ aY . Then, we

can choose an interior point ϑ in the facet associated to Y so that p ∤ m, where m is the

minimal positive multiple of r such that h := m
r
ϑ ∈ X∗(Tad)τ. Define an automorphism

σ := τ ◦ Ad(ǫm)mϑ/r of G, whose order is m, see Lemma 2.3.

Recall the groups P−
Y

and I− in Definition 2.7 and the parahoric group scheme G−ϑ,∞
over Ō∞ defined in Section 2.2.

Proposition 3.6. The isomorphism Adth : G((z−1))τ ≃ G((t−1))σ in equation (9) restricts

to an isomorphism

(26) Adth : P−Y ≃ G[t−1]σ.

As a consequence,P−Y has an integral ind-group scheme structure andP−Y = G−ϑ,∞(Ō∞)∩
G[z, z−1]τ.
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Proof. It is clear that L−Gσ := G[t−1]σ admits a natural ind-group scheme structure.

Define L−−Gσ to be

L−−Gσ := ker(ev∞ : L−Gσ → Gσ).

By Theorem 2.4 and [PR, Theorem 0.1, Theorem 0.2], the twisted affine Grassmannian

GrGσ := G((t))σ/G[[t]]σ is reduced and irreducible. Moreover, by [HR, Lemma 3.1] the

morphism L−−Gσ → GrGσ
given by g 7→ g · e is an open embedding. Thus, L−−Gσ is

integral. Since G is simply-connected, Gσ is connected. Therefore, G[t−1]σ is integral.

By definition of P−Y , Adth(P−Y) is contained in G[t−1]σ. Note that, B[t−1]σU−[t−1]σ

is open in G[t−1]σ, and B[t−1]σ and U−[t−1]σ are both contained in Adth(P−Y). Thus,

Adth(P−Y) = G[t−1]σ. The group P−Y naturally inherits an integral ind-group scheme

structure from G[t−1]σ. �

Remark 3.7. In the above proposition, the ind-group scheme structure on P−
Y

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 = Adt−h(Gσ). 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 ∩ P−Y . �

Consider the full affine flag variety Fl = G(K)τ/I and the natural morphism pY :

Fl→ FlY . Let P1
j denote the image of the morphism P1 ≃ PÎτ\{ j}/I → Fl. For each i ∈ Y ,

let Li denote the line bundle L (Λi) on FlY . Then, we have

deg
(
p∗Y (Li)

∣∣∣
P1

j

)
= δi, j

for any i ∈ Y and j ∈ Îτ, cf. [PR, Section 10].

Let e0 denote the base point of FlY . We have the following decompositions

(27) FlY =
⊔

w∈Waff/WȲ

Iẇe0, FlY =
⊔

w∈Waff/WȲ

I−ẇe0,

where ẇ is a lift of w in G(K)τ. In fact, FlY can be identified with the Kac-Moody flag

variety FlKM
Y in the sense of [Ku1] and [Ma], cf. [PR, §9.f]. Thus, the decompositions in

(27) arise from the decompositions for FlKM
Y in [Ku1] and [Ma].

For any w ∈ Waff, let Flw
Y denote the I−-orbit I−we0 in FlY and let Fl

w

Y denote the

closure of Flw
Y . When Y = Îτ, we simply use the notations Flw and Fl

w
.

Lemma 3.9. I−ye0 ⊆ Fl
w

Y if and only if wmin 4 ymin, where wmin represents the minimal

element in the left coset wWȲ (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]. �

Lemma 3.10. Fl
w

Y ∩ FlY,y , ∅ if and only if wmin 4 ymin.

Proof. Assume wmin 4 ymin. By Lemma 3.9, we have I−ye0 ⊆ Fl
w

Y . Hence, Fl
w

Y ∩ FlY,y ⊇
I−ye0 ∩ FlY,y ∋ ye0. Therefore, Fl

w

Y ∩ FlY,y , ∅. Conversely, assume Fl
w

Y ∩ FlY,y , ∅,
16



then Fl
w

Y ∩ FlY,y , ∅. Hence, the T τ-fixed point of the projective variety Fl
w

Y ∩ FlY,y is

nonempty. Note that the T τ-fixed points of FlY are taking the form xe0, where x ∈ Waff .

It follows that wmin 4 xmin 4 ymin for some x ∈ Waff. �

Define ȲW Ȳ to be the set of minimal length coset representatives of WȲ\Waff/WȲ . Let

R ⊆ ȲW Ȳ be a finite subset so that w ∈ R and w′ 4 w imply w′ ∈ R. Set

S := WȲ · R ·WȲ ⊆ Waff .

Then, w ∈ S and w′ 4 w implies w′ ∈ S .

We define the following open subset of FlY ,

VS :=
⋃

w∈S
wN−e0,

where N− is the unipotent radical of I−.
Lemma 3.11. We have VS =

⋃
w∈S I−we0. As a consequence, VS is P−

Y
-stable.

Proof. We writeN−VS =
⋃

y∈S ′ N−ye0 for some S ′ ⊆ Waff . Clearly, S ⊆ S ′. Note that

N−VS =
⋃

w∈S
N−wN−e0 =

⋃

w∈S
N−(N+ ∩ wN−w−1)we0 =

⋃

w∈S
N−Iwe0,

where N+ is the unipotent radical of I. Then, for each y ∈ S ′, there exists w ∈ S

such that N−ye0 ∩ N−Iwe0 , ∅. This implies that N−ye0 ∩ Iwe0 , ∅. By Lemma

3.10, we get ymin 4 wmin. Since S is saturated and stable under right action of WȲ , we

must have y ∈ S . Therefore, N−VS =
⋃

y∈S ′ N−ye0 ⊆
⋃

y∈S N−ye0. It follows that

VS ⊆ N−VS ⊆ ⋃
y∈S N−ye0. Conversely, we have

N−ye0 = (N− ∩ yN−y−1)ye0 ⊆ yN−e0.

Hence,
⋃

y∈S N−ye0 ⊆ VS . Therefore, VS =
⋃

y∈S N−ye0 =
⋃

y∈S I−ye0. �

Set Fl
w

Y (S ) := Fl
w

Y ∩ VS . In particular, when Y = Îτ, we simply denote it by Fl
w
(S ).

For each i ∈ Y , let Li denote the line bundle L (Λi) on FlY .

Proposition 3.12. For any i ∈ Y, the line bundle Li has a unique P−Y-equivariant struc-

ture with MY acting trivially on the fiber Li|e0
at the base point. Moreover, the line

bundle Li has a unique PY-equivariant structure with MY acting trivially on Li|e0
.

Proof. Following the idea of [Fa, Theorem 7], we shall construct a P−Y-equivariant line

bundle Li on FlY , and then show that Li is isomorphic to Li.

Given any i ∈ Y , choose R as above so that si ∈ R. Then, we have WȲ si ⊆ S . Set

D := Fl
si

Y (S ). Then, Fl
w

Y (S ) ⊆ D for any w ∈ WȲ si since w < si. Thus, D is P−
Y
-stable.

For each w ∈ S , we define a subgroup N−w := N− ∩ wN−w−1. Consider the subgroup

N−(n) ⊆ N− whose elements are identity modulo z−n. Choose n big enough so that

N−(n) ⊆ N−w for all w ∈ S . By the same argument of [Fa, Lemma 6], N−(n)\VS is

covered by finite many open subsets, which are finite dimensional affine spaces of same

dimension. Thus,N−(n)\VS is a smooth variety.

Recall that D isP−Y-stable and of codimension 1 in VS . Thus,N−(n)\D is aN−(n)\P−Y-

stable divisor of N−(n)\VS . This defines an N−(n)\P−
Y
-equivariant line bundle Li,S on
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N−(n)\VS and N−(n)\MY acts trivially on the canonical section 1 ∈ Γ(N−(n)\VS , Li,S ).

Thus, the action of N−(n)\MY on Li,S |e0
is trivial. By taking S arbitrarily large, we

get a line bundle on FlY , denoted by Li. From construction, this line bundle Li has an

P−Y-equivariant structure such that MY acts on Li|e0
trivially.

Consider the natural morphism pY : Fl → FlY . We have p−1
Y

(Fl
si

Y (S )) = Fl
si

(S ). Thus,

the degree of the restriction of the pull-back p∗
Y
(Li)|P1

j
equals the degree of the divisor

Fl
si

(S )∩P1
j

in P1
j
, and equals to the intersection number #{Fl

si

(S )∩P1
j
} since Fl

si

(S )∩P1
j

intersects transversely. By Lemma 3.10, Fl
si ∩ P1

j
is empty if j , i. When j = i, from

the proof of Lemma 3.10, we have Fl
si ∩ P1

i
= I−sie0 ∩ Isie0 $ P

1
i
. Hence, every point

in Fl
si ∩ P1

i
is fixed by T τ. Thus, Fl

si ∩ P1
i
= {sie0}. Therefore, deg

(
p∗

Y
(Li)|P1

j

)
equals 1 if

j = i and equals 0 if j , i. This shows that Li ≃ Li as line bundles on FlY . Therefore,

Li has an P−Y-equivariant structure such that MY acts on Li|e0
trivially. This equivariant

structure is unique since the character of MY uniquely extends to a character of P−Y . This

proves the first statement.

We now prove the second statement. Let Kn be the n-th congruence subgroup in

G(O)τ, i.e. whose elements are identity modulo zn. LetPY,n be the quotient groupPY/Kn.

For any w ∈ Waff, we consider thePY-Schubert variety YFlY,w. It is well-known that when

n is sufficiently large, the action of PY factors through PY,n. Consider the restriction of

Li to YFlY,w, which will still be denoted by Li. Let P̂Y,n be the Gm-central extension

of PY,n associated to the line bundle Li on YFlY,w. Note that PY,n is the semiproduct

of MY with a unipotent subgroup UY,n. By the first part of the proposition, we have a

splitting MY → P̂Y,n over MY . On the other hand, by [CT, Corollary 5.7], the group

Pic(UY,n) classifies the isomorphism classes of extensions of UY,n by Gm. Moreover, by

[Po, Theorem1], the Picard group Pic(UY,n) of unipotent group is trivial. Hence, UY,n

only has trivial central extension by Gm. Thus, we have a unique splitting UY,n → P̂Y,n

over UY,n. These splittings uniquely glue to a splitting PY,n → P̂Y,n. Therefore, the

line bundle Li on YFlY,w is PY,n-equivariant. Taking a limit of YFlY,w with respect to

the Bruhat order on Waff , we conclude that the line bundle Li on FlY is PY-equivariant.

From our argument, the induced MY-action on Li|e0
is trivial. Finally, the equivariant

structure with the desired property is unique since the character of MY uniquely extends

to a character of PY . �

Let (Gτ)′ denote the simply connected cover of Gτ and set (G(O)τ)′ := G(O)τ×Gτ (G
τ)′.

Note that when G is simply-connected, Gτ is connected but not necessarily simply-

connected.

Proposition 3.13. For any i ∈ Y, the line bundle Li has a unique (G(O)τ)′-equivariant

structure. Under this equivariant structure, (T τ)′ acts on Li|e0
via the weight −ωi if i , o

and trivially if i = o.

Proof. Similar to the argument in Proposition 3.12, we consider any G(O)τ-Schubert

variety Xw in FlY . Then, the action of G(O)τ factors through a group G(On)τ, where On =

k[z]/(zn). Let (G(On)τ)′ := G(On)τ ×Gτ (Gτ)′. Note that (G(On)τ)′ is the semiproduct of

(Gτ)′ with the kernel Jn of the projection (G(On)τ)′ → (Gτ)′. In view of [Po, Theorem1],
18



Pic((G(On)τ)′) = Pic((Gτ)′) = 1. By [Po, Theorem1] again, any Gm-central extension of

(G(On)τ)′ is trivial. Hence, the restriction of the line bundle Li on Xw has a unique

(G(On)τ)′-equivariant structure, thus a unique (G(O)τ)′-equivariant structure. Taking

limit of Xw, we get a unique (G(O)τ)′-equivariant structure on Li over FlY .

On the other hand, we have deg
(
p∗

Y
(Li)

∣∣∣
P1

j

)
= δi, j for any i ∈ Y and j ∈ Îτ, cf. [PR,

Section 10]. Hence, p∗
Y
(Li)

∣∣∣
P1

i

≃ OP1
i
(1) and p∗

Y
(Li)

∣∣∣
P1

j

≃ OP1
j

for j , i. Let α j be the

simple root of Gτ associated to j ∈ Iτ and {x±α j
} be the root subgroups associated to ±αi,

cf. (12). Let Gα j
be the subgroup of the simply-connected cover (Gτ)′ of Gτ generated

by {x±α j
(a) | a ∈ k}. The group Gα j

≃ SL2 acts on P1
j

transitively and has a unique

equivariant structure on p∗Y (Li)|P1
j

determined by its degree. In fact, a ∈ Gm ⊂ Gα j
acts

on (p∗
Y
(Li)|P1

j
)|e0
= Li|e0

by a−δi j . This concludes the proof of the proposition. �

Remark 3.14. The induced actions of (T τ)′ on L |e0
are different in Proposition 3.12 and

3.13, as we regard T τ and (T τ)′ as subgroups in PY and (G(O)τ)′ respectively.

Let L (Λ) be an ample line bundle on FlY associated to Λ =
∑

i∈Y niΛi, i.e. ni > 0 for

any i ∈ Y . Let λ be the restriction of Λ to (T τ)′.
Recall Lemma 2.6, when p ∤ aY , we can choose an interior point ϑ in the facet

associated to Y so that p ∤ m. Define a subgroup Gϑ of Gτ as in (15), which is a subgroup

of MY . Let G′
ϑ

be the pre-image of Gϑ via the map (Gτ)′ → Gτ. Recall Corollary 2.9,

Gϑ is a subgroup of MY . Thus, we have a natural morphism G′
ϑ
→ MY .

Applying Proposition 3.12 and Proposition 3.13, we get

Corollary 3.15. The line bundle L (Λ) has a unique PY-equivariant structure with MY

acting on L (Λ)|e0
trivially and a unique (G(O)τ)′-equivariant structure. Moreover, the

G′
ϑ
-actions on L (Λ) induced from these two equivariant structures differ by a weight λ.

Proof. By Proposition 3.12, the line bundle L (Λ) has a unique PY-equivariant struc-

ture with MY acting on L (Λ)|e0
trivially. This induces a G′

ϑ
-action on L (Λ) via the

natural morphism G′
ϑ
→ MY described above. On the other hand, by Proposition 3.13,

the line bundle L (Λ) has a unique (G(O)τ)′-equivariant structure on L (Λ). Under

the second equivariant structure, G′
ϑ

acts on L (Λ)|e0
via the weight −∑

i∈Y niωi = −λ,
cf. Proposition 3.13. Therefore, these two G′

ϑ
-actions differ by a weight λ. �

3.3. Equivariance of line bundles on ramified global affine Grassmannians. In this

section, we assume that G is simply-connected.

Recall Section 2.3, we fix an interior point ϑ in the facet FY of A associated to Y ⊆ Îτ
so that p ∤ m. Define parahoric group schemes Gϑ over Ō and G−ϑ,∞ over Ō∞ as in

Section 2.2. Let A1 = Spec(k[z]) be the affine line with a τ-action given by τ(z) = ǫ−1z.

Let C := A1 ∪ {∞} be the projective line. Let Ā1 and C̄ be the quotient of A1 and C

by the τ-action. We can naturally glue Gϑ, ResA1−0/Ā1−0(GA1−0)τ, and G−ϑ,∞, and get a

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

(28) G|Da
≃



GDa
if a , 0,∞

Gϑ if a = 0

G−ϑ if a = ∞
,

where Da denotes the formal disk around a ∈ C̄.

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 Ã1 =

Spec(k[t]) be the affine line with a σ-action given by σ(t) := (ǫm)−1t, where ǫm is a fixed

primitive m-th root of unity. Let C̃ := Ã1 ∪ {∞} be the projective line. Let C̃ → C be the

map given by a 7→ am/r for any a ∈ C̃. Then, C̄ = C/〈τ〉 = C̃/〈σ〉.
Define the following group scheme over C̄,

Gσ := ResC̃/C̄(G × C̃)σ,

where σ acts on C̃ and σ acts on G defined in (5). Clearly, we have Gσ|D̄0
≃ Gσ and

Gσ|D̄∞ ≃ Gσ,∞, where Gσ and Gσ,∞ are defined in Section 2.2, and D̄0 = Spec(Ō) denotes

the formal disks around 0 ∈ C̄.

Lemma 3.16. The map Adzϑ induces an isomorphism of group schemes over Ā1 − 0,

(29) φĀ1−0 : ResA1−0/Ā1−0(GA1−0)τ ≃ ResÃ1−0/Ā1−0(GÃ1−0)σ.

Proof. The proof is identical to the proof of [DH1, Proposition 4.1.1]. �

In view of Theorem 2.4 and Lemma 3.16, the isomorphisms φ0, φ∞ (defined in Section

2.2), and φĀ1−0 can be glued to an isomorphism of group schemes over C̄,

(30) φ : G ≃ Gσ.
Definition 3.17. The global affine Grassmannian GrG,C̄ and the jet group scheme L+G
over C̄ are defined as follows, for any k-algebra R,

GrG(R) :=
{
(a,F , β)

∣∣∣∣a ∈ C̄(R),F a G-torsor over C̄R, β : F |C̄R\∆a
≃ F̊ |C̄R\∆a

}

and

(31) L+G(R) :=
{
(a, η)

∣∣∣ a ∈ C̄(R), η ∈ G(∆̂a)
}
,

where F̊ is the trivial G-torsor on C̄R, and ∆̂a is the completion of C̄R along the graph ∆a

of a : Spec(R)→ C̄.

For any a ∈ C̄, let GrG,a and L+Ga denote the fiber of GrG,C and L+GC at a respectively.

The global Grassmannian GrG over C̄ has the following property,

GrG,a ≃


FlY when a = 0

GrG when a , 0,∞.

Proposition 3.18. Let BunG be the moduli stack of G-torsors on C̄. We have

BunG ≃ [P−Y\FlY].

Moreover, the line bundle L (Λ) descends to a line bundle LBunG 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, g) | a ∈ C̄(R), g ∈ G(C̄R \ ∆a)}.
Taking fiber at 0 ∈ C̄, we have L−G0 ≃ P−Y , see Proposition 3.6. By uniformization

theorem (cf. [He]), we have BunG ≃ [P−
Y
\FlY]. The second part of the statement follows

from the P−
Y
-equivariance of the line bundle L (Λ) on FlY (Theorem 3.15). �

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∗(LBunG) the pullback of LBunG via the natural projection pr :

GrG → BunG. For each a ∈ C̄, let La denote the restriction of L to the fiber GrG,a of GrG
at a ∈ C̄.

Proposition 3.20. We have an isomorphismL0 ≃ L (Λ) of line bundles on GrG,0 ≃ FlY .

Moreover, for any a , 0,∞ in C̄, we have an isomorphism La ≃ Lc of line bundles on

GrG,a ≃ GrG, where L denotes the level one line bundle on GrG.

Proof. The first statement follows from the construction ofL. For the second statement,

applying [Zh1, Proposition 4.1], the central charge of the restriction La is constant,

hence is equal to c. Since the central charge map Pic(GrG) → Z is an isomorphism, we

conclude that La ≃ Lc. �

Recall the PY-equivariant structure of the line bundle L (Λ) on FlY and the G(O)-

equivariant structure of line bundle L on GrG, cf. Theorem 3.15 and [Fa, Theorem 7].

Via the embeddings Gϑ → PY and Gϑ → G(O), they induce Gϑ-equivariant structures

on line bundles L (Λ) and L with Gϑ acting on L |e0
and L|e0

trivially.

Theorem 3.21. The line bundle L over GrG has an Gϑ × C̄-equivariant structure such

that the induced Gϑ-equivariant structure onLa is the same as the Gϑ-equivariant struc-

ture on L (Λ) (when a = 0,∞) or Lc (when a , 0,∞) defined above.

Proof. Recall the ind-group scheme L−G defined in Proposition 3.18. There is an iso-

morphism [L−G\GrG] ≃ C̄ × BunG. Thus, the pullback pr∗(LBunG) is naturally equipped

with a L−G-equivariant structure.

For the parahoric Bruhat-Tits group schemeGσ, we can similarly define the ind-group

scheme L−Gσ over C̄ as in (32). Note that, for any commutative ring R over k, Gσ(C̄R)

can be naturally identified with the set of σ-equivariant morphisms from CR \ ∪m−1
i=0
∆σi ã

to G, where ã is a preimage of ā under the map C̃(R)→ C̄(R) and ∆σi ã is the graph of σiã

in CR. There is a natural embedding Gσ ֒→ Gσ(C̄R \∆ā) giving by sending g ∈ Gσ to the

constant morphism landing at g. This induces an embedding Gσ × C̄ ֒→ L−Gσ of group

schemes over C̄. Moreover, the map φ in (30) induces an isomorphism L−G ≃ L−Gσ.

Hence, we have the following composition of morphisms

(33) Gϑ × C̄ ⊆ Gσ × C̄ ֒→ L−Gσ ≃ L−G.
Restricting to the fibers at 0 ∈ C̄, the composition map (33) is given by

(34) Gϑ ⊆ Gσ ֒→ G[t−1]
Ad

t−h

−−−−→ P−Y ,
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where the isomophism Adt−h is the restriction of Adt−h : G((t−1))σ ≃ G((z−1))τ, see

Proposition 3.6. Since Adt−h restricts to the identity map on Gϑ, the composition map in

(34) is exactly the natural embedding Gϑ ⊆ P−Y .

We now consider restricting the composition map (33) to the fibers at ā ∈ C̄ \ {0,∞}.
Let a be a lifting of ā in C, and let ã be a lifting of a in C̃. Then, the restriction of the

composition map (33) at ā given by

Gϑ ⊆ Gσ ֒→ G[t−1
ã ]

Ad
t−h

−−−−→ G[z−1
a ],

where the isomorphism Adt−h is the restriction of Adt−h : G((t)) ≃ G((z)), and tã =

t − ã, za = z − a. By the definition of Gϑ in (15), Adt−h restricts to the identity map on

Gϑ. Thus, this composition is the natural embedding Gϑ ⊆ G[z−1
a ].

In summary, the natural L−G-equivariant structure on pr∗(LBunG) induces a Gϑ × C̄-

equivariant structure on it via the embedding Gϑ × C̄ ֒→ L−G in (33). Restricting to

the fiber at 0 ∈ C̄, the induced Gϑ-equivariant structure on L0 is the same as the one

induced from P−Y-equivariant structure via the embedding Gϑ ⊆ P−Y . In view of Theorem

3.12, this is the same Gϑ-equivariant structure as the one induced from PY-equivariant

structure via the embedding Gϑ ⊆ PY . Moreover, restricting to the fiber at ā ∈ C̄ \ {0},
the induced Gϑ-equivariant structure on Lā is the same as the one induced from G[z−1

a ]-

equivariant structure via the embedding Gϑ ⊆ G[z−1
a ]. In view of [Fa, Theorem 7], this is

the same Gϑ-equivariant structure as the one induced from G[[za]]-equivariant structure

via the embedding Gϑ ⊆ G[[za]]. �

3.4. Proof of Theorem 3.5. When G is simply-connected, Theorem 3.5 follows from

Theorem 3.21 and Corollary 3.15. We now assume G is a general simple algebraic

group.

For any µ ∈ X∗(T ), let FlκY be the component of FlY containing FlY,µ̄ (equivalently

̺µ̄ς−1
κ ∈ Waff). Recall that we have an isomorphism FlκY ≃ Fl′Yκ defined in (22). Let L (Λ)

be the ample line bundle on FlκY associated to Λ =
∑

i∈Yκ niΛi, i.e. ni > 0 for any i ∈ Yκ.

Assume p ∤ aYκ . By Lemma 2.6, we can choose an interior point ϑ in the facet

associated to Yκ so that p ∤ m. Let G′ denote the simply-connected cover of G. Let Gϑ
be the subgroup of Gτ,◦ associated to ϑ defined in (15) of Section 2.3. Let G′

ϑ
(resp. (T τ,◦)′

) be the pre-image of Gϑ (resp. T τ,◦) via the simply-connected cover map (Gτ,◦)′ → Gτ,◦.
Let Gϑ (resp. G−ϑ,∞) be parahoric group schemes in G((z))τ (resp. G((z−1))τ) over O

(resp. Ō∞) defined in Section 2.2. We can naturally glue Gϑ, ResA1−0/Ā1−0(GA1−0)τ, and

G−ϑ,∞, and get a parahoric Bruhat-tits group scheme G over C̄. Consider the following

global affine Grassmannian over C,

GrG,C := GrG ×C̄ C.

For each a ∈ C, we denote GrG,a the fiber of GrG,C at a. Then, GrG,0 ≃ FlY and GrG,a ≃
GrG for a , 0,∞. Similarly, we set LGC := LG ×C̄ C.

Note that GrG,A1−0 ≃ GrG×(A1−0), 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 ξ ∈ M, let GrG,A1−0[ξ]

denote the component containing e−ξ × (A1 − 0), where e−ξ ∈ GrG. Let GrG,C[ξ] be the
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closure of GrG,A1−0[ξ] in GrG,C . When ξ = 0, we call GrG,C[ξ] 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′,C ≃ GrG,C[o]. Recall Theorem 3.18, which

states that the line bundle L (ς−1
κ Λ) on Fl′Y descends to a line bundle on BunG′ . Pulling

back via the composition of morphisms GrG′,C → GrG′ → BunG′ , we get a line bundle

Lo on GrG′,C, which can be regarded as a line bundle on GrG,C[o].

For any dominant coweight µ ∈ X∗(T ), let sµ : C → LGC be the section constructed

in [Zh1, Section 3.3]. It induces a section C → GrG,C , which is still denoted by sµ if

there is no confusion. For any a ∈ C − 0, sµ(a) = eµ ∈ GrG under the identification

GrG,a ≃ GrG; and sµ(0) = eµ̄ ∈ GrG,0 ≃ FlY .

For any miniscule dominant element ξ ∈ X∗(T ), let Tξ : GrG,C[o] ≃ GrG,C[ξ] be the

translation map by multiplying s−ξ. Let Lξ := (Tξ)∗(Lo) denote the push-forward of Lo.

Lemma 3.22. The line bundle Lξ on GrG,C[ξ] has a T ′τ × C-equivariant structure.

Moreover, the T ′τ-equivariant structure on the fiber (Lξ)a comes from the embedding

T ′τ → P′
Yκ

for a = 0 and T ′τ → G′[za] for a , 0.

Proof. By Theorem 3.21, the line bundle Lo on GrG,C[o] is T ′τ × C-equivariant. Note

that a T ′τ × C-equivariant structure on Lo is equivalent to a Ads−ξ (T
′τ × C)-eqivariant

structure on Lξ. Moreover, Ads−ξ(T
′τ × C) = T ′τ × C. Therefore, the line bundle Lξ on

GrG,C[ξ] has a T ′τ × C-equivariant structure. �

Definition 3.23. Given any dominant µ ∈ X∗(T ), define the global Schubert variety Gr
µ

G,C
to be the minimal L+G-stable irreducible closed subvariety of GrG,C that contains sµ. Let

GrG,C[ξ] be the component of GrG,C containing Gr
µ

G,C (equivalently µ + ξ ∈ X∗(T
′)). The

line bundle Lξ restricts to a line bundle on Gr
µ

G,C , which will be denoted by L.

We are now ready to conclude Theorem 3.5.

By [Zh1, Theorem 3], the global Schubert variety Gr
µ

G,C is flat over C, and for any

a ∈ C, we have

(35) Gr
µ

G,a ≃

AY(µ̄) if a = 0

GrG,µ if a , 0,∞
.

Combining with Lemma 3.22, we conclude that the space H0(Gr
µ

G,C,L) is a T ′τ-module

and flat over C. By the complete reducibility of T ′τ, we have an T ′τ-isomorphism

(36) H0(Gr
µ

G,0,L0) ≃ H0(Gr
µ

G,a,La).

Note that over 0 ∈ C the translation map Tξ : GrG → GrG is the map FlY → FlY given

by x 7→ n−ξ · x. This restricts to an isomorphism n−ξ : Fl◦Y ≃ FlκY . Thus, we have

L0 = (Lξ)|FlκY
= (n−ξ)∗((Lo)|Fl◦Y

) = (n−ξ)∗(L (ς−1
κ (Λ))) = L (Λ).

Therefore, (36) can be rewritten as the following isomorphsim of T ′τ-modules

(37) H0(AY(µ̄),L (Λ)) ≃ H0(GrG,µ, L
c).
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In view of Lemma 3.22, the T ′τ-action on the fiberLa comes from the embedding T ′τ →
P′

Yκ
for a = 0 and from the embedding T ′τ → G′[za] for a , 0. Consider the natural map

(T τ,◦)′ → T ′τ. This induces (T τ,◦)′-module structures on both sides of (37).

On the other hand, by Corollary 3.15, the line bundle L (Λ) has equivariant structures

of P′
Yκ

and (G′(O)τ)′ ≃ (G(O)τ,◦)′. Moreover, (T τ,◦)′-actions on L (Λ)e0
via the mor-

phisms (T τ,◦)′ → T ′τ ֒→ P′Yκ and (T τ,◦)′ ֒→ (Gτ,◦)′ → (G(O)τ,◦)′ differ by a weight λ.

Thus, (37) can be rewritten as the following isomorphsim of (T τ,◦)′-modules

(38) H0(AY(µ̄),L (Λ)) ⊗ kλ ≃ H0(Gr
µ

G, L
c),

where the (T τ,◦)′-action on the left side comes from the unique (G′(O)τ)′-equivariant

structure on L (Λ) and (T τ,◦)′-action on the right side comes from the unique G′(O)-

equivariant structure on L. This completes the proof of Part (1) of Theorem 3.5.

We now assume char(k) = 0. As mentioned in Section 3.1, both sides of (38) are rep-

resentations of G′
ϑ
. Since two sides of (38) have the same (T τ,◦)′-character, by standard

representation theory of reductive group we can conclude that (38) are isomorphic as

G′
ϑ
-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 subalgebra b ⊆ g and a

Cartan subalgebra h ⊆ b. Let (·, ·) be the invariant (symmetric, nondegenerate) bilinear

form on g normalized so that the induced form on the dual space h∗ satisfies (θ, θ) = 2

for the highest root θ of g.

Let τ be a diagram automorphism of g of order r preserving b and h, which is allowed

to be trivial. We fix an r-th primitive root of unity ǫ. Let g((t)) := g ⊗k k((t)) be the loop

algebra and let g((t))τ denote the τ-fixed point subalgebra with respect to the extended

τ-action by τ(t) := ǫ−1t. Then, the (twisted) affine Lie algebra L̃(g, τ) associated to g and

τ is defined as follows,

(39) L̃(g, τ) := g((t))τ ⊕ kK,

where K denotes the canonical central element and the Lie bracket on L̃(g, τ) is given by

[x( f ) + zK, x′( f ′) + z′K] := [x, x′]( f f ′) + r−1Rest=0((d f ) f ′)(x, x′)K.

Let L̂(g, τ) := L̃(g, τ) ⊕ kd be the affine Kac-Moody algebra, where d is the scaling

element. When τ is trivial, we simply denote L̂(g, τ) by L̂(g). Set ĥτ := hτ ⊕ kK ⊕ kd,

which is the Cartan subalgebra of L̂(g, τ). Let (ĥτ)∗ denote the linear dual of ĥτ.

Let X
(r)

N
be the affine Dynkin diagram associated to L̂(g, τ), and we similarly have the

notations Iτ, Îτ, and {αi, α̌i | i ∈ Îτ}, as defined in Section 2.1. Recall the weight θ0 of gτ
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defined in (2). We have another description of θ0 and its dual θ̌0 as follows,

θ0 =



highest root of g, if r = 1

highest short root of gτ, if r > 1 and (g, r) , (A2n, 2)

2 · highest short root of gτ, if (g, r) = (A2n, 2).

(40)

θ̌0 =



highest short coroot of g if r = 1

highest coroot of gτ if r > 1 and (g, r) , (A2n, 2)
1
2
· highest coroot of gτ if (g, r) = (A2n, 2)

(41)

Recall the normalized symmetric bilinear form (· | ·) on ĥτ in [Kac, §6.1]. This bilinear

form induces a map ν : ĥτ → (ĥτ)∗, which satisfies the property in (4). By [Kac, (6.2.2)

and Proposition 5.1], we have

(42) (θ0 | θ0) = 2aoǎo = 2ǎo; ν(θ̌0) = θ0
ao ǎo
=
θ0
ǎo
.

Let P̌ (resp. Q̌) denote the coweight (resp. coroot) lattice of g. Let P̌τ (resp. Q̌τ) denote

the set of τ-coinvariants of P̌ (resp. Q̌). We have the following well-defined map

P̌τ → (hτ)∗, µ 7→ ι(µ̃)|hτ ,
where µ̃ is a lifting of µ in P̌, and ι : h→ h∗ is induced from the normalized Killing form

(·, ·) on g. We still denote this map by ι if there is no confusion.

Let A : h → hτ be the map defined by A(h) :=
∑r−1

i=0 τ
i(h), for any h ∈ h. This map

descends to a map P̌τ → hτ, which is still denoted by A if there is no confusion.

Lemma 4.1. For any µ ∈ P̌τ, we have ν(A(µ)) = ι(µ).

Proof. For any h ∈ hτ, by [Kac, Corollary 6.4], we have

〈h, ν(A(µ))〉 := 〈h, ν(A(µ̃))〉 = (h | A(µ̃)) = 1
r
(h, A(µ̃)) = (h, µ̃) = 〈h, ι(µ̃)〉 =: 〈h, ι(µ)〉,

where µ̃ ∈ P̌ is a lifting of µ. Therefore, ν(A(µ)) = ι(µ). �

4.2. The coherence conjecture and affine Demazure modules. Let G be the adjoint

group associated to g. We fix a torus T and a Borel subgroup B corresponding to the Lie

subalgebras h ⊆ b.
We follow the notations in Section 3.1. Let Wτ be the Weyl group of gτ. We can

identify P̌ (resp. Q̌) with the set X∗(T ) (resp. X∗(T
′)). Recall the affine Weyl group Waff =

Q̌τ ⋊Wτ and the extended affine Weyl group W̃aff = X∗(T )τ ⋊Wτ. The elements in W̃aff

are written as ̺µw for µ ∈ X∗(T )τ and w ∈ Wτ.

We regard Waff as the Weyl group of L̂(g, τ), whose action on (ĥτ)∗ is given by

(43) ̺µw(x) = w(x) − 〈w(x),K〉ι(µ) +
((

w(x) | ι(µ)) − 1

2

(
ι(µ) | ι(µ))〈w(x),K〉

)
δ

for any ̺µw ∈ W̃aff , x ∈ (ĥτ)∗, cf. [Kac, (6.5.2)].

For any dominant integrable weight Λ of L̂(g, τ), we denote by V(Λ) the irreducible

highest weight integrable representation of L̂(g, τ). For any µ̄ ∈ X∗(T )τ, there exists a

unique element ςκ ∈ Ω such that ̺µ̄ς−1
κ ∈ Waff . Let v̺µ̄ς−1

κ (Λ) ∈ V(Λ) be an extremal weight

vector of weight ̺µ̄ς−1
κ (Λ).
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Definition 4.2. For any µ̄ ∈ X∗(T )τ and dominant weight Λ of L̂(g, τ), we define the

affine Demazure module Dτ(Λ, µ̄) as follows,

Dτ(Λ, µ̄) := U(b̂τ) · v̺µ̄ς−1
κ (Λ) ⊆ V(Λ),

where b̂τ := bτ ⊕ (tg[[t]])τ ⊕ kK ⊕ kd is a Borel subalgebra of L̂(g, τ).

When τ is trivial, for any coweight µ ∈ X∗(T ) and dominant weight Λ of L̂(g), the De-

mazure module will be denoted by D(Λ, µ). In particular, when µ is dominant, D(cΛκ, µ)

is g[t]-stable, where Λκ = Λo + ι(κ). We also denote D(cΛκ, µ) by D(c, µ).

Remark 4.3. The g[t]-stable Demazure module D(c, µ) has a lowest weight vector whose

h weight is −cι(µ), see [BH2], [HY].

Let c be the level of the dominant weight Λ, i.e. c = 〈Λ,K〉. Let λ be the restriction of

Λ to hτ. Consider the element ϑ = 1
c
ν−1(λ) ∈ hτ. Define gλ := Zgτ(ϑ) to be the centralizer

of ϑ in gτ. We write Λ =
∑

i∈Îτ
niΛi. For any µ̄ ∈ X∗(T )τ, there is a unique element ςκ ∈ Ω

so that ̺µ̄ς−1
κ ∈ Waff . Set

Yκ := {i ∈ Îτ | ni , 0}, Y := ς−1
κ (Yκ).

Lemma 4.4. The element ϑ is an rational interior point in the facet FYκ associated to

Yκ. Further more, we have Lie(Gϑ) = gλ.

Proof. By direct computation, we have

ϑ = 1
c
ν−1(λ) =

∑
i∈Iτ

ni

c
ν−1(ωi) =

∑
i∈Iτ

ni

c
· ǎi

ai
ω̌i =

∑
i∈Yκ

ni

c
· ǎi

ai
ω̌i,

where by convention ω̌o = 0. Since
∑

i∈Yκ
niǎi

c
= 1, ϑ is an rational interior point in the

facet FYκ spanned by { ω̌i

ai
| i ∈ Yκ}. By (15), we have

Lie(Gϑ) = Zgτ(
m
r
ϑ) = gλ,

where m is the minimal positive multiple of r so that m
r
ϑ ∈ X∗(Tad)τ. �

Now, we state the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.5. For any dominant coweight µ ∈ X∗(T ), there is an isomorphism of gλ-

modules

D(c, µ) ⊗ kλ ≃
∑

w∈Wτ
Dτ(Λ,w(µ̄)),

where kλ is the 1-dimensional representation of gλ.

Consider the partial affine flag variety FlY corresponding to Y . Recall (22), we have an

isomorphism FlκY ≃ Fl′Yκ of homogeneous spaces of G′((z))τ. Moreover, FlY,µ̄ is contained

in FlκY . Let L ′(Λ) be the ample line bundle on Fl′Yκ associated to Λ. Pulling back via the

isomorphism (22), we get an line bundle on FlκY , denoted by L (Λ).

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

Theorem 4.6. (1) For any µ̄ ∈ X∗(T )τ, there is a isomorphism of b̂τ-modules

H0(FlY,µ̄,L (Λ))∨ ≃ Dτ(Λ, µ̄).
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(2) For any dominant coweight µ ∈ X∗(T ), there is an isomorphism of g[t]-modules

H0(GrG,µ, L
c)∨ ≃ D(c, µ),

where L denotes the level one line bundle on GrG.

Proof. (1) Recall that the isomorphism (22) restricts to an isomorphism FlY,µ̄ ≃ Fl
′
Yκ,̺µ̄ς

−1
κ

,

see (25). By [Ku2, Theorem 8.2.2 (a)] and [PR, §9f], the space

H0(FlY,µ̄,L (Λ))∨ ≃ H0(Fl
′
Yκ ,̺

µ̄ς−1
κ
,L ′(Λ))∨

is isomorphic to the affine Demazure module Dτ(Λ, µ̄).

(2) Let τ be tivial and take Y = {o}. Then, FlY is the affine Grassmannian GrG.

Moreover, for any dominant coweight µ ∈ X∗(T ), we have

GrG,µ = YFlY,̺µ = FlY,µ,

where the first equality is by definition and the second equality follows from Corollary

4.17. Let GrκG := FlκY be the connected component containing GrG,µ (equivalently ̺µς−1
κ ∈

Waff). Note that the restriction of L to GrκG is the line bundle L (Λκ) on FlκY . By part (1),

we get

H0(GrG,µ, L
c)∨ = H0(FlY,µ,L (cΛκ))

∨ ≃ D(c, µ),

where D(c, µ) := D(cΛκ, µ). �

Recall the following variety defined in (20),

AY(µ̄) :=
⋃

w∈Wτ
FlY,w(µ̄) ⊆ FlκY .

Theorem 4.7. Let µ̄ ∈ X∗(T )τ.

(1) The following restriction map is surjective

H0(FlκY ,L (Λ))։ H0(AY(µ̄),L (Λ)).

(2) Hi(AY(µ̄),L (Λ)) = 0 for i ≥ 1.

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

[PR, §9.h] and [Ku2, Theorem 8.2.2], Hi(FlY,µ̄,L (Λ)) = 0 when i ≥ 1. For the union

AY(µ̄), this theorem follows from the same argument as in [LLM, Theorem 6.1, Corol-

lary 6.2]. �

Note that the above theorem also holds when k is of positive characteristic p and

p , r. This follows from the fact thatAY(µ̄) is Frobenius splitting, cf. [PR].

Proof of Theorem 4.5. We first note that there is an injective map

H0(AY(µ̄),L (Λ)) ֒→
⊕

w∈Wτ
H0(FlY,w(µ̄),L (Λ)).

Composing with the map in part (1) of Theorem 4.7 and taking dual, we get
⊕

w∈Wτ
H0(FlY,w(µ̄),L (Λ))∨ ։ H0(AY(µ̄),L (Λ))∨ ֒→ H0(FlκY ,L (Λ))∨.
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Clearly, the image of the composition map is
∑

w∈Wτ
Im

(
H0(FlY,w(µ̄),L (Λ))∨ ֒→ H0(FlκY ,L (Λ))∨

)
.

We regard H0(FlY,w(µ̄),L (Λ))∨ as a subspace of H0(FlκY ,L (Λ))∨, cf [Ku2, Theorem 8.2.2

(d)]. Then,

H0(AY(µ̄),L (Λ))∨ ≃
∑

w∈Wτ
H0(FlY,w(µ̄),L (Λ))∨ ⊆ H0(FlκY ,L (Λ))∨.

Now, the theorem follows from Theorem 3.5 and Theorem 4.6. �

4.3. Inclusion relation among Demazure modules. Recall the element θ̌0 ∈ hτ defined

in (41) and the map A : X∗(T )τ → hτ in Section 4.1. Let M̌ be the lattice spanned by

Wτ · θ̌0. Then, A restricts to an isomorphism Q̌τ ≃ M̌, see the proof in [DH1, Proposition

A.1.8]. Let µ0 ∈ Q̌τ be the element such that A(µ0) = θ̌0 ∈ M̌. In fact, we have the

following description of µ0. Recall the root θ0 of g introduced in Section 2.3 (also in

[Kac, §8.3]). We have θ0|hτ = θ0, see (14). Let θ̌0 denote the coroot of θ0. Define the

following element in Q̌,

µ0 :=



θ̌0, when r = 1

θ̌0, when r , 1 and X
(r)
N
, A

(2)

2ℓ

α̌1 + · · · + α̌ℓ, when X
(r)

N
= A

(2)

2ℓ
,

where we label the vertices of g = A2ℓ by 1, . . . , 2ℓ.

Lemma 4.8. Let µ0 denote the image of µ0 under the map X∗(T )→ X∗(T )τ. Then,

µ0 = µ0.

Proof. Since A : Q̌τ ≃ M̌ is an isomorphism, it suffices to show that A(µ0) = θ̌0.

When r = 1, the map A is the identity map. Hence, A(µ0) = µ0 = µ0 = θ̌0.

When r > 1 and X
(r)

N
, A

(2)

2ℓ
, since g is simply-laced, we have (θ0, θ0) = 2 under the

normalized Killing form on g. Note that 〈θ̌0, θ0〉 = 2. We get ι(θ̌0) = θ0 and

ν(A(µ0)) = ι(µ0) = ι(µ0)|hτ = ι(θ̌0)|hτ = θ0|hτ = θ0,

where the first equality follows from Lemma 4.1 and the second equality is by definition.

Therefore, A(µ0) = ν−1(θ0) = θ̌0, where the second equality follows from (42).

When X
(r)

N
= A

(2)

2ℓ
, the simple coroots of gτ are β̌i = α̌i + α̌2ℓ+1−i, (1 ≤ i < ℓ), and

β̌ℓ = 2(α̌ℓ + α̌ℓ+1), see [Kac, §8.3 Case 5]. Hence,

A(µ0) = µ0 + τ(µ0) = α̌1 + · · · + α̌2ℓ =
1
2
· (2β̌1 + · · · + 2β̌ℓ−1 + β̌ℓ) = θ̌0. �

Remark 4.9. By [BH2],[Zh2], we can regard X∗(T )τ the weight lattice of the reductive

group (G∨)τ where G∨ is the Langlands dual group of G and τ is the diagram automor-

phism on G∨. Then, µ0 is the highest short root of (G∨)τ.
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Recall the affine Weyl group Waff = Q̌τ ⋊ Wτ. For any i ∈ Iτ, let ri ∈ Wτ denote the

simple reflection associated to i. Set

ro := ̺−µ0rθ0 ∈ Waff.

Then, Waff is generated by the simple reflections {ri | i ∈ Îτ}. By (43), the action of ro on

(ĥτ)∗ is given by ro(x) = x − 〈α̌o, x〉αo.

As in Section 3.1, we fix a non-empty subset Y ⊆ Îτ. Set Ȳ = Îτ \ Y . Recall the partial

affine flag variety FlY and the parabolic subgroup WȲ of Waff generated by the simple

reflections ri, i ∈ Ȳ . Let 4 be the Bruhat order on Waff .

Definition 4.10. For each element w ∈ Waff, the coset wWȲ has a unique element with

minimal length, denoted by wmin. For any w, v ∈ Waff, we define w 4Y v if wmin 4 vmin.

Let Λ =
∑

i∈Y niΛi be a dominant integrable weight of L̂(g, τ) with ni > 0. For any

µ ∈ Q̌τ, recall the affine Schubert variety FlY,µ and the affine Demazure module Dτ(Λ, µ).

The following result is well-known, cf. [BH1, Proposition 3.4 and 3.7]

Proposition 4.11. Given any µ1, µ2 ∈ Q̌τ, the following are equivalent:

(1) ̺µ1 4Y ̺
µ2 ,

(2) Dτ(Λ, µ1) ⊆ Dτ(Λ, µ2),

(3) FlY,µ1
⊆ FlY,µ2

. �

Definition 4.12. For any w ∈ Waff , let w̄ ∈ Wτ denote its image under the composition

map Waff → Q̌τ\Waff ≃ Wτ. For example, r̄o = rθ0 and r̄i = ri for i , o.

Lemma 4.13. Let µ ∈ Q̌τ.

(1) For any w ∈ Waff , we have w̺µw−1 = ̺w̄(µ).

(2) Recall the map ι : Q̌τ → (hτ)∗. We have

ri(ι(µ)) =


ι(r̄i(µ)) if i , o,

ι(r̄o(µ)) + 〈θ̌0, ι(µ)〉δ if i = o.

Proof. For any w ∈ Waff, we have w = ̺ηw̄ for some η ∈ Q̌τ. Then,

w̺µw−1 = ̺ηw̺̄µw̄−1̺−η = ̺η̺w̄(µ)̺−η = ̺w̄(µ).

This proves part (1). Part (2) follows from the equation (43) and the fact that w(ι(µ)) =

ι(w(µ)) for any w ∈ Wτ. �

Lemma 4.14. Given any µ ∈ Q̌τ and i ∈ Ȳ, we have ri̺
µ
4Y ̺

µ if and only if 〈α̌i, ι(µ)〉 ≥
0. Furthermore, (ri̺

µ)min = (̺µ)min if and only if 〈α̌i, ι(µ)〉 = 0, where α̌i is the simple

coroot associated to i.

Proof. We first assume that 〈α̌i, ι(µ)〉 ≥ 0. Then, (αi | ι(µ)) ≥ 0. By (43), we have

̺µ(αi) = αi + (αi | ι(µ))δ, which is a positive affine root. By [Kac, Lemma 3.11 (a)],

ℓ(̺µri) > ℓ(̺
µ). Since we always have ℓ(̺µri) = ℓ(̺

µ) ± 1, it follows that ℓ(̺µri) =

ℓ(̺µ)+1. Note that ℓ(ri̺
µri) = ℓ(̺

r̄iµ) = ℓ(̺µ) = ℓ(̺µri)−1. Thus, ri̺
µri ≺ ̺µri. By [Ku2,

Lemma 1.3.18], we get (ri̺
µri)min 4 (̺µri)min. Thus, (ri̺

µ)min 4 (̺µ)min, i.e. ri̺
µ
4Y ̺

µ.

Conversely, assume that ri̺
µ
4Y ̺

µ. Suppose that (ι(µ) |αi) < 0. Then ̺µ(αi) =

αi + (αi | ι(µ))δ is a negative affine root. By [Kac, Lemma 3.11 (a)], ℓ(̺µri) < ℓ(̺
µ).
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Therefore, we have ℓ(̺µri) = ℓ(̺
µ) − 1, and hence (̺µ)min 4 (ri̺

µ)min. Combining with

our assumption that ri̺
µ
4Y ̺

µ, we must have (̺µ)min = (ri̺
µ)min. Then, ̺µ = ri̺

µw

for some w ∈ WȲ . By part (1) of Lemma 4.13, ̺µ = ̺r̄i(µ)w′ for some w′ ∈ WȲ . Thus,

̺µ−r̄i(µ) ∈ WȲ . Note that WȲ is a finite group and every element has finite order. It follows

that µ − r̄i(µ) = 0. By part (2) of Lemma 4.13, we conclude that
(
ι(µ) − ri(ι(µ)) |αi

)
=

0. Hence, 〈α̌i, ι(µ)〉 = 0. This contradicts with our assumption that (ι(µ) |αi) < 0.

Therefore, (ι(µ) |αi) ≥ 0, equivalently 〈α̌i, ι(µ)〉 ≥ 0. This conclude the proof of the first

statement in the Lemma.

From above argument, we have shown that (̺µ)min = (ri̺
µ)min implies 〈α̌i, ι(µ)〉 = 0.

Conversely, if 〈α̌i, ι(µ)〉 = 0, then ri(ι(µ)) = ι(µ). By Lemma 4.13, we get ι(r̄i(µ)) = ι(µ).

Hence, r̄i(µ) = µ. It follows that ri̺
µri = ̺

r̄i(µ) = ̺µ. Hence, (ri̺
µ)min = (̺µ)min. �

We remark that 〈α̌o, ι(µ)〉 = 〈−θ̌0, ι(µ)〉 for any µ ∈ Q̌τ.

Definition 4.15. Define βi := αi for i , o and βo := −θ0. Then, {βi}i∈Ȳ form a base of a

root system, denoted by ΦȲ , where Ȳ := Îτ \Y . Let Φ+
Ȳ

and Φ−
Ȳ

denote the sets of positive

roots and negative roots of ΦȲ with respect to the base {βi}i∈Ȳ .

Proposition 4.16. Let µ ∈ Q̌τ and w ∈ WȲ . If 〈β̌, ι(µ)〉 ≥ 0 for any β ∈ Φ+
Ȳ

with

w̄(β) ∈ Φ−
Ȳ
, then we have

(1) ̺w̄(µ)
4Y ̺

µ,

(2) Dτ(Λ, w̄(µ)) ⊆ Dτ(Λ, µ),

(3) FlY,w̄(µ) ⊆ FlY,µ.

Proof. By Proposition 4.11, it suffices to prove part (1). Let WȲ , f be a subgroup of Wτ

defined as follows,

WȲ , f := {w̄ |w ∈ WȲ}.
Then, WȲ , f is generated by {r̄i | i ∈ Ȳ}. Note that for any i ∈ Ȳ and β ∈ ΦȲ , we have

r̄i(β) = β − 〈β̌i, β〉βi. Hence, WȲ , f is the Weyl group of ΦȲ with simple generators

{r̄i | i < Y}. Let w̄ = r̄in · · · r̄i1 be a reduced word in WȲ , f , where i1, · · · , in ∈ Ȳ . Set w̄0 = e

and w̄k := r̄ik w̄k−1 for 1 ≤ k ≤ n. Then, for any k, we have

w̄w̄−1
k−1(βik) = r̄in · · · r̄ik (βik) ∈ Φ−Ȳ .

By assumption, 〈w̄−1
k−1

(β̌ik ), ι(µ)〉 ≥ 0. By Lemma 4.14, we get rik̺
w̄k−1µ 4Y ̺

w̄k−1µ. Multi-

plying rik on the right, we have ̺w̄kµ 4Y ̺
w̄k−1µ. It follows that

̺w̄(µ) = ̺w̄n(µ)
4Y · · · 4Y ̺

w̄1(µ)
4Y ̺

µ. �

We say µ ∈ Q̌τ is Ȳ-dominant if 〈β̌, ι(µ)〉 ≥ 0 for any β ∈ Φ+
Ȳ
. For any µ ∈ Q̌τ, let S Y,µ

be the following subset of Q̌τ,

S Y,µ := {η ∈ Wτµ | η is Ȳ-dominant}.

Corollary 4.17. Let µ ∈ Q̌τ.

(1) Assume that µ is Ȳ-dominant. For any w ∈ WȲ , we have FlY,w̄(µ) ⊆ FlY,µ. More-

over, YFlY,̺µ = FlY,µ.
30



(2) The union in (20) can be simplified as follows,

AY(µ) =
⋃

η∈S Y,µ

FlY,η.

(3) Theorem 4.5 can be restated as follows. There is an isomorphism of gλ-modules

D(c, µ) ⊗ kλ ≃
∑

η∈S Y,µ

Dτ(Λ, η),

where kλ is the 1-dimensional representation of gλ.

Proof. Part (1) follows from Proposition 4.16, and the fact that YFlY,̺µ =
⋃

w∈WȲ
FlY,w̄(µ),

see (21) in Lemma 3.4. For part (2), it suffices to show that the left hand side is contained

in the right hand side. Since WȲ , f is the Weyl group of ΦȲ , for any η ∈ Q̌τ, there exists a

w̄ ∈ WȲ , f such that w̄(η) is Y-dominant. By part (1), we have FlY,η ⊆ FlY,w̄(η). Hence,

AY(µ) =
⋃

η∈Wτ(µ)
FlY,η ⊆

⋃

η∈S Y,µ

FlY,η.

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

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 Y of Îτ. Let GY be the parahoric group

scheme associated to Y , and let G be the parahoric Bruhat-Tits group scheme over Ā1

glued from GY and ResA1−0/Ā1−0(GA1−0)τ. Let GrG be the global affine Grassmannian of

G over Ā1 and let L+G be the jet group scheme of G over Ā1, see Definition 3.17.

Let X be a projective scheme flat over k-scheme S . Let e : S → X be a section. A

rigidified line bundle on X with respect to e is a pair (L, η) of a line bundle L on X and

an isomorphism η : OS ≃ e∗L. Let Pice(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 = An, then Pice(X) is isomorphic to usual Picard group Pic(X) of X, since any

line bundle on An is trivializable.

Let e : Ā1 → GrG the section of base points, and let Pice(GrG) be the rigidified Picard

group of GrG along e. Note that GrG|0 ≃ FlY . We have the following restriction map,

R : Pice(GrG)→ Pic(FlY).

[(L, η)] 7→ [L0]

This map is well-defined since (L, η) ≃ (L′, η′) implies L ≃ L′.
Proposition 5.1. The restriction map R is an isomorphism.

Proof. By Proposition 3.18, any line bundle L (Λ) on FlY descends to a line bundle

LBunG on BunG. Let L(Λ) be the pullback of LBunG via morphism pr : GrG → BunG.

Then, L(Λ) is a line bundle on GrG and L(Λ)0 ≃ L (Λ). 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 L be a line bundle on GrG, which is automatically equipped with a rigidification.

Assume the restriction L0 is trivial, we shall show L is also trivial. Let π : GrG → Ā1

denote the projection map. For any a ∈ Ā1, by [Zh1, Proposition 4.1], the central charge

of the restriction La is equal to the central charge of L0, hence is equal to 0. For any

a , 0, the central charge map Pic(GrG,a) → Z is an isomorphism, cf. [Fa, Corollary

12]. Therefore, La is also trivial for any a , 0. Since GrG is projective over Ā1,

we have dim
(
H0(GrG,a,La)

)
= 1 for any a ∈ Ā1. It follows that π∗(L) is a locally

free sheaf of rank 1 on Ā1. Thus, π∗(L) ≃ OĀ1 . By adjunction, we have a morphism

π∗π∗(L) → L. Set X := GrG. For any x ∈ X, the map (π∗π∗L)|x = H0(GrG,a,La) → L|x
is an isomorphism, since La := L|GrG,a is trivial on GrG,a and GrG,a is ind-projective,

where a = π(x). It follows thatL ≃ π∗π∗(L) ≃ π∗OĀ1 is trivial. Therefore, the restriciton

map R is also injective. �

For any affine weight Λ =
∑

i∈Îτ
niΛi, by this proposition we can uniquely associate to

a line bundle L(Λ) on GrG such that L(Λ)0 ≃ L (Λ) on FlY .

5.2. Canonical equivariance of line bundles on GrG. Assume G is simply connected.

Let ϑ be a rational interior point of the facet associated to Y . Let σ be the automorphism

of G defined as in (5), which is of order m.

Set Ot := k[[t]] and Ō := k[[tm]]. Let σ act on Ot by σ(t) := (ǫm)−1t and σ|k = Idk. As

in (6), we define the following group scheme over Ō,

(44) Gσ := ResOt/Ō(GOt
)σ.

SetKt := k((t)) andK := k((z)), where z = tm/r. Recall in Section 2.2, we can attach a

parahoric subgroup Pϑ ⊆ G(K)τ and a parahoric group scheme Gϑ over Ō associated to

ϑ, so that Gϑ(Ō) = Pϑ. Furthermore, by Theorem 2.4 there is an isomorphism of group

schemes φ0 : Gϑ ≃ Gσ, such that over its Ō-points, Pϑ ≃ G(Ot)
σ is the restriction of the

isomorphism Adzϑ : G(K)τ ≃ G(Kt)
σ. As in Section 3.3, we have an action of σ on Ã1,

such that Ā1 = A1/〈τ〉 = Ã1/〈σ〉. Similarly, we consider the following group scheme

over Ā1,

Gσ := ResÃ1/Ā1(G × Ã1)σ.

Then, we have Gσ|D̄0
≃ Gσ and Gσ|D̄∞ ≃ Gσ,∞, where D̄0 = Spec(Ō).

LetG be the parahoric BT group scheme over Ā1 by glueing GY and ResA1−0/Ā1−0(GA1−0)τ.

By (30), there is an isomorphism φ : G ≃ Gσ. This induces an isomorphism of jet group

schemes L+G ≃ L+Gσ over Ā1.

For any relative root α ∈ R, we can attach a root subgroup U
†
α of ResKt/K̄ (GK )σ and

a natural valuation on U
†
α as in Section 2.2. By [DH1, Theorem 4.1.2], we have

Adzϑ(Uα,−〈ϑ,α〉) = U
†
α,0
.

We now define global root subgroups of Gσ. For each root α̃ ∈ R of G, let Uα̃ be the root

subgroup of G and let Uα̃,Ã1 denote the constant group scheme Uα̃ over Ã1. Set

U†α̃ :=



ResÃ1/Ā1(Uα̃,Ã1)σ if τ(α̃) = α̃

ResÃ1/Ā1(
∏m−1

i=0 Uσi(α̃),Ã1)σ if τ(α̃) and α̃ are not adjacent

ResÃ1/Ā1(
∏m

r
−1

i=0
Uσ2i(α̃),Ã1Uσ2i(α̃)+σ2i+1(α̃),Ã1Uσ2i+1(α̃),Ã1)σ if τ(α̃) and α̃ are adjacent.
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Let L+U†α̃ be the jet group scheme of U†α̃ as in (31). Let α be the image of α̃ under the

natural map R→ R. For any x ∈ Ā1, we have

L+U†
α̃,x
≃


U
†
α,0
, if x = 0

Uα̃(Ot), if x , 0
.

Via the isomorphism (30), the root subgroupU†α̃ ofGσ corresponds to a root subgroup

of G, which will be denoted byUα̃. For any x ∈ Ā1, we have

(45) L+Uα̃,x ≃

Uα,−〈ϑ,α〉, if x = 0

Uα̃(O), if x , 0
.

By the argument in Proposition 5.1, any line bundle L on GrG is isomorphic to L(Λ)

for a unique affine weight Λ. By Theorem 3.21, L(Λ) admits a T τ × Ā1-equivariant

structure. In the following theorem, we extend this T τ × Ā1-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,A1 := GrG ×Ā1 A1 over A1, considered in

Section 3.4. There is a section sµ : A1 → GrG,A1 for any µ ∈ X∗(T )+. When µ is τ-

invariant i.e. τ(µ) = µ, the section sµ descends to a section s̄µ : Ā1 → GrG, see [Zh1,

Remark 3.2]. Let (X∗(T )+)τ denote the set of τ-invariant elements of X∗(T )+. For any

µ ∈ (X∗(T )+)τ, we define the global Schubert variety Gr
µ

G to be the minimal L+G-stable

irreducible closed subvariety of GrG containing s̄µ.

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 )+)τ, i.e. GrG = lim−−→
µ

Gr
µ

G.

Proof. Consider the ind-closed embedding j : lim−−→
µ

Gr
µ

G → GrG over Ā1, where µ ∈

(X∗(T )+)τ. Note that GrG,A1−0 ≃ GrG,A1−0 and it restricts to an isomorphism Gr
µ

G,A1−0 ≃
Gr
µ

G,A1−0 for any µ ∈ (X∗(T )+)τ. Since lim−−→
µ

Gr
µ

G,A1−0 ≃ GrG,A1−0, it induces an isomorphism

Gr
µ

G,A1−0 ≃ GrG,A1−0. As A1 − 0 → Ā1 − 0 is étale Z/rZ-cover, by descent theory this

isomorphism implies j|Ā1−0 : lim−−→
µ

Gr
µ

G,Ā1−0 → GrG,Ā1−0 is an isomorphism.

We now show that the restrictions j|0 is also an isomorphism. Recall that GrG,0 ≃ FlY

and Gr
µ

G,0 ≃ AY(µ̄) for any µ ∈ (X∗(T )+)τ, see (35). Thus, the restriction j|0 is the ind-

closed embedding lim−−→
µ

AY(µ̄)→ FlY , where µ ∈ (X∗(T )+)τ. Given any w ∈ Waff , we shall

show that w 4Y ̺
µ̄ for some µ ∈ (X∗(T )+)τ.

Let µ ∈ (X∗(T )+)τ be an element such that µ̄ , 0. Since the element ̺µ̄ has infinite

order, any reduced word expression of ̺µ̄ must contain all simple reflections si of Waff .
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Therefore, si ≺ ̺µ̄ for any i ∈ Îτ. Let w = si1 · · · sik be a reduced word in Waff . Since

ℓ(̺kµ̄) = kℓ(̺µ̄), the element ̺kµ̄ has a reduced word expression which contains si1 · · · sik

as a subword. Thus, w ≺ ̺kµ̄. By [Ku2, Lemma 1.3.18], we get w 4Y ̺
kµ̄. Thus,

FlY,w ⊆ FlY,kµ̄ ⊆ AY(kµ̄). Since FlY is the union of Schubert varieties
⋃

w∈Waff
FlY,w,

it follows that j|0 : lim−−→
µ

AY(µ̄) ≃ FlY . Finally, by a Theorem of W. Reeves (cf. [HY,

Theorem 4.23]), j is an isomorphism. �

The following lemma will also be used in the proof of Theorem 5.2.

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 Hx unipotent. Suppose we are given a

central extension 1 → Gm,X → Ĥ
p
−→ H → 1 over X, where Gm,X := Gm × 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 Hx is unipotent. For the existence, we

can assume X\U only consists of a point x0. Let β be a splitting of p over U. Let H̄ be

the schematic closure of Im(β) (we remove the non-identity components of H̄x0
if they

occur). By [Ha, III, Proposition 9.8], H̄ is a flat group scheme over X. By Cartier’s

Theorem (cf. [DG, II,§6,1.1]) and [Ha, III, Theorem 10.2], H̄ is smooth over X. In par-

ticular, the fibers H̄x0
and Hx0

have the same dimension. By assumption, H is generically

unipotent over X. Then, in view of [VD, Theorem 1.1], H̄x0
is unipotent. Thus, H̄x0

does

not contain any non-trivial element in Gm. It follows that p : Lie(H̄x0
) → Lie(Hx0

) is

an isomorphism. Applying [HY, Lemma 5.13], p : H̄x0
→ Hx0

is an isomorphism. By

assumption, p : H̄ → H is an isomorphism over U. Resorting to [HY, Lemma 5.12],

p : H̄ → H is an isomorphism over X. This gives rise to a splitting of p over X. �

Proof of Theorem 5.2. As in [HY, Section 5.2], we can define the smooth group scheme

L+
k
G over Ā1 such that L+G = lim←−− L+

k
G and L+

k
Ga(k) ≃ Ga(k[za]/(zk

a)) for any a ∈ Ā1,

where za is the local coordinate at a. For each root α̃ of G, recall that we have defined

Uα̃ and the jet group scheme L+Uα̃. For each k, we can similarly define L+
k
Uα̃, which is

a unipotent subgroup of L+
k
G. Then, L+Uα̃ = lim←−− L+

k
Uα̃.

To prove Theorem 5.2, it suffices, by Lemma 5.3, to show that for any µ ∈ (X∗(T )+)τ

the line bundle L|
Gr
µ

G
on Gr

µ

G is L+G-equivariant. We fix an arbitrary µ ∈ (X∗(T )+)τ and

simply denote the restriction L|
Gr
µ

G
by L. By the same argument as in [HY, Lemma

5.11], the action of L+G on Gr
µ

G factors through the action of L+
k
G for large enough

integer k. In the following, we will only work with large enough k.

As in [HY, Section 5.2], via the line bundle L, we can define a central extension L̂+
k
G

of L+
k
G by Gm,Ā1. Then, an L+G-equivariant structure on L is equivalent to a splitting of

the following extension,

(46) 1→ Gm,Ā1 → L̂+
k
G p−→ L+kG → 1.

Note that Gr
µ

G,A1−0 ≃ Gr
µ

G × (A1 − 0) and L+
k
GA1−0 ≃ L+

k
G × (A1 − 0). By base change

to A1 − 0 via the morphism A1 − 0 → Ā1, it is clear that there is a unique splitting
34



β̃ : L+
k
GA1−0 → L̂+

k
G
A1−0

of the extension (46) over A1 − 0. By uniqueness, β̃ is τ-

equivariant. Thus, it descends to a splitting β : L+
k
GĀ1−0 → L̂+

k
G
Ā1−0

of (46) over Ā1 − 0.

Let L+
k
G denote the closure of Im(β) in L̂+

k
G (and remove the non-identity components

if they occur). By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 5.4, L+
k
G is smooth group

scheme over Ā1. We claim that the morphism

(47) p : L+
k
G → L+kG.

is an isomorphism. Clearly, this is an isomorphism over Ā1 − 0. By [HY, Lemma 5.12],

it suffices to show that over 0 ∈ Ā1 it is also an isomorphism,

(48) L+
k
G

0
→ L+kG0 =: PY,k.

By Proposition 3.12, the line bundle L0 = L (Λ) on GrG,0 = FlY is PY-equivariant,

which induces a PY,k-equivariant structure on L|Gr
µ

G,0
. This further induces a splitting

β0 : PY,k → L̂+
k
G

0
. We shall show that Im(β0) ⊆ L+

k
G

0
.

By Lemma 5.4, we have a unique splitting βα̃ : L+
k
Uα̃ → L̂+

k
U
α̃
⊆ L̂+

k
G. By the

uniqueness, we have βα̃(L
+
k
Uα̃,Ā1−0) = β(L+

k
Uα̃,Ā1−0). From the proof of Lemma 5.4,

we have Im(βα̃) ⊂ L+
k
G. On the other hand, βα̃|0 is a splitting over L+

k
Uα̃,0. By the

uniqueness of splitting it must agree with β0|L+
k
Uα̃,0 . Therefore, we have

β0(L+kUα̃,0) = Im(βα̃|0) = Im(βα̃)0 ⊆ L+
k
G

0
.

By Theorem 3.21, we have a splitting ζ : T τ
Ā1 → L̂+

k
G. Moreover, the restriction ζ |0

agrees with β0|T τ and the restriction ζ |Ā1−0 agrees with β. Then,

β0(T τ) = Im(ζ |0) ⊆ L+
k
G

0
.

By Theorem 2.10 and the isomorphism (45), L+G0 = PY is generated by T τ and {L+Uα̃,0}α̃∈R.

Hence, PY,k = L+
k
G0 is generated by T τ and {L+

k
Uα̃,0}α̃∈R. We conclude that Im(β0) ⊆

L+
k
G

0
. In particular, it follows that p0 : L+

k
G

0
→ L+

k
G0 is surjective.

Note that L+
k
G and L+

k
G are both smooth group schemes over Ā1 and isomorphic over

Ā1 − 0. Their fibers at 0 have the same dimension. Since L+
k
G

0
is irreducible, it follows

that Im(β0) = L+
k
G

0
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 β : L+
k
G → L̂+

k
G is uniquely

determined by its restriction over Ā1 − 0. It is clear that the splitting over Ā1 − 0 is

unique, as there is no nontrivial character of L+Ga ≃ L+G for any a ∈ Ā1 − 0. �

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 5.2

also holds when p ∤ aY , where aY is defined in (10). Similarly, we expect Theorem 5.6

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 Îτ, and let G be the parahoric Bruhat-Tits group scheme over Ā1

by gluing GY and ResA1−0/Ā1−0(GA1−0)τ. Let GrG be the global affine Grassmannian of G
over Ā1. Set GrG,A1 := GrG ×Ā1 A1. Let G′ be the simply connected cover of G. We can

similarly attach a parahoric Bruhat-Tits group scheme G′ over Ā1. Let L+G′ be the jet

group scheme of G′ over Ā1. Set L+G′
A1 := L+G′ ×Ā1 A1.

As in Section 3.4, let M be the set of zero or miniscule coweights of G. For any ξ ∈ M,

let GrG,A1[ξ] be the ξ-component of GrG. Note that GrG,A1[ξ]|0 ≃ FlκY , where κ has the

same image as ξ in X∗(T )τ/X∗(T
′)τ. Moreover, for any µ ∈ X∗(T )τ, the global Schubert

variety Gr
µ

G,A1 is contained in GrG,A1[ξ] if and only if µ+ ξ ∈ X∗(T
′), see Definition 3.23.

Recall the section s−ξ : A1 → LG ×Ā1 A1 which satisfies s−ξ(0) = n−ξ ∈ T (K)τ, where

n−ξ is defined in (19). The translation by s−ξ gives rise to a morphism Tξ : GrG,A1[o] ≃
GrG,A1[ξ].

Theorem 5.6. Any line bundle L on GrG,A1[ξ] is uniquely determined by its restriction

L0 on FlκY . Moreover, there is a unique L+G′
A1-equivariant structure on L.

Proof. The pull-back T ∗
ξ
L is a line bundle on the neutral component GrG,A1[o] ≃ GrG′,A1 .

By Proposition 5.1, T ∗ξL is uniquely determined by its restriction on the neutral com-

ponent Fl◦Y of FlY . This translates to the first part of our theorem, as (T ∗ξL)|Fl◦Y
≃

(n−ξ)∗(L|FlκY
) = (n−ξ)∗(L0).

We consider the action of L+G′
A1 on GrG,A1[ξ]. Similar to Lemma 5.3, we have

GrG,A1[ξ] = lim−−→
µ+ξ∈X∗(T ′)

Gr
µ

G,A1.

By the same argument as in Section 5.2, there is a unique L+G′
A1-equivariant structure

on L|
Gr
µ

G,A1
for each Gr

µ

G,A1, hence on L over GrG,A1[ξ]. �

Remark 5.7. In Theorem 5.6, we need to work with GrG,A1 = GrG ×Ā1 A1, as for general

ξ ∈ M one can only construct a section sξ : A1 → LGA1 after the base change by

A1 → Ā1.

Appendix A. Examples of Theorem 4.5

Example A.1. Let g = sl2 and let τ be trivial. Then, L̂(g) is the untwisted affine algebra

of type A
(1)

1
. We label the vertex of the Dynkin diagram of g by 1. Then, Îτ = {o, 1}. Let

α := α1 and α̌ := α̌1 be the simple root and coroot of g. Let ω := ω1 and ω̌ := ω̌1 denote

the fundamental weight and coweight. There are two level one dominant integrable

weights Λo and Λ1 = Λo + ω of L̂(g).

(1) We take Λ = Λ1 and µ = α̌ in Theorem 4.5. In this case, c = 1 and λ = ω. We

have the following isomorphsim of h-modules,

D(1, α̌) ⊗ kω ≃ D(Λ1,−α̌) + D(Λ1, α̌).

Note that Y = {1} and −α̌ is Ȳ-dominant. By Corollary 4.17, the above isomor-

phism can be simplified to the isomorphism D(1, α̌) ⊗ kω ≃ D(Λ1,−α̌). In fact,
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by (43), we have

̺±α̌(Λo) = Λo ∓ α − δ; ̺α̌(Λ1) = Λ1 − α, ̺−α̌(Λ1) = Λ1 + α − 2δ.

The modules D(1, α̌) := D(Λo, α̌) and D(Λ1,−α̌) are 4-dimensional b̂-modules

as shown in Figure 1a and 1b.

Λo

̺α̌(Λo)

(a) D(1, α̌)

Λ1
̺α̌(Λ1)

̺−α̌(Λ1)

(b) D(Λ1,−α̌)

Figure 1

(2) We take Λ = 2Λo + ω and µ = ω̌ in Theorem 4.5. In this case, c = 2, λ = ω. We

get an isomorphism of h-modules

D(2, ω̌) ⊗ kω ≃ D(2Λo + ω,−ω̌) + D(2Λo + ω, ω̌).

In fact, by (43), we have

̺ω̌(Λ) = Λ − α, ̺−ω̌(Λ) = Λ + α − δ.
The modules D(2Λo + ω,−ω̌) and D(2Λo + ω, ω̌) 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(2Λo + ω,−ω̌) +

D(2Λo + ω, ω̌) is a 3-dimensional b̂-module.

On the other hand, we have Ω = {id, ςω̌}, where ςω̌ = ̺
−ω̌sα. Note that ς−1

ω̌
=

ςω̌. Then, ̺ω̌ς−1
ω̌
= sα ∈ Waff and we have

̺ω̌ς−1
ω̌ (2Λ1) = sα(2Λ1) = 2Λ1 − 2α.

Thus, D(2, ω̌) is a 3-dimensional g[t]-module shown in Figure 2a.

2Λ1
̺ω̌ς−1

ω̌
(2Λ1)

(a) D(2, ω̌)

2Λo + ω
̺ω̌(2Λo + ω)

̺−ω̌(2Λo + ω)

(b) D(2Λo + ω,−ω̌) + D(2Λo + ω, ω̌)

Figure 2

(3) We take Λ = 2Λo +ω and µ = α̌ in Theorem 4.5. Then, c = 2, λ = ω. We get an

isomorphism of h-modules

D(2, α̌) ⊗ kω ≃ D(2Λo + ω,−α̌) + D(2Λo + ω, α̌).
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In fact, by (43), we have

̺α̌(2Λo) = 2Λo − 2α − 2δ; ̺α̌(Λ) = Λ − 2α − δ, ̺−α̌(Λ) = Λ + 2α − 3δ.

The module D(2, α̌) := D(2Λo, α̌) is a 9-dimensional g[t]-module as shown in

Figure 3a. Moreover, the modules D(2Λo + ω,−α̌) and D(2Λo + ω, α̌) 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

D(2Λo + ω,−α̌) + D(2Λo + ω, α̌) is a 9-dimensional b̂-module.

2Λo

̺α̌(2Λo)

(a) D(2, α̌)

2Λo + ω

̺α̌(2Λo + ω)

̺−α̌(2Λo + ω)

(b) D(2Λo + ω,−α̌) + D(2Λo + ω, α̌)

Figure 3

Example A.2. Let g = sl3, G = PGL3, and let L̂(g) be the untwisted affine algebra of

type A
(1)

2
. We label the vertices of the Dynkin diagram of g by 1, 2. Then, Î = {o, 1, 2}.

Let α1, α2 and α̌1, α̌2 denote the simple roots and coroots of g respectively. Let ω̌1, ω̌2

denote the fundamental coweights of g. Then, Ω = {id, ςω̌1
, ςω̌2
}, where ςω̌1

= ̺−ω̌1 sα1
sα2

and ςω̌2
= ̺−ω̌2 sα2

sα1
. Consider the dominant weight 2Λ1, where Λ1 is the fundamental

weight of L̂(g) associated to 1 ∈ Î. Note that ς−1
ω̌1
= ςω̌2

. We have ̺ω̌2ς−1
ω̌1
= sα2

sα1
∈ Waff

and

̺ω̌2ς−1
ω̌1

(2Λ1) = sα1
sα2

(2Λ1) = 2Λ1 − 2α1 − 2α2.

Thus, D(2, ω̌2) := D(2Λ1, ω̌2) has only one layer at degree 0 as shown in Figure 4a.

Let τ be the nontrivial diagram automorphism on g. Let L̂(g, τ) be the twisted affine

algebra of type A
(2)

2
and gτ ≃ sl2. We label the vertex of the Dynkin diagram of gτ by 1.

Then, Îτ = {o, 1}. Let β := α1|hτ be the restriction of the simple root α1 of g to hτ. Then, β

is the simple root of gτ. There are two level two dominant weights Λo and 2Λ1 = Λo + β

of L̂(g, τ), where Λi is the fundamental dominant weight of L̂(g, τ) associated to i ∈ Î.

Consider the fundamental coweight ω̌2 ∈ X∗(T ). Let ω̌2 denote its image in X∗(T )τ.

Then, ι
(
ω̌2

)
= β, see Section 4.1. By (43), we have

̺±ω̌2(Λo) = Λo ∓ 2β − δ; ̺ω̌2(2Λ1) = 2Λ1 − 2β, ̺−ω̌2(2Λ1) = 2Λ1 + 2β − 2δ.

The twisted Demazure modules Dτ(Λo, ω̌2) and Dτ(2Λ1,−ω̌2) are 6-dimensional as shown

in Figure 4.

Now, we have following examples of Theorem 4.5:

(1) We take Λ = Λo and µ = ω̌2. Then, c = 2, λ = 0. We get the following

isomorphism of gτ-modules,

D(2, ω̌2) ≃ Dτ(Λo, ω̌2) + Dτ(Λo,−ω̌2).
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Note that Y = {o} and ω̌2 is Ȳ-dominant. By Corollary 4.17, it can be simplified

as D(2, ω̌2) ≃ Dτ(Λo, ω̌2).

(2) We take Λ = 2Λ1 and µ = ω̌2. Then, c = 2, λ = β. We get the following

isomorphism of hτ-modules,

D(2, ω̌2) ⊗ kβ ≃ Dτ(2Λ1, ω̌2) + Dτ(2Λ1,−ω̌2).

Note that Y = {1} and −ω̌2 is Ȳ-dominant. By Corollary 4.17, it can be simplified

as D(2, ω̌2) ⊗ kβ ≃ Dτ(2Λ1,−ω̌2).

2Λ1̺ω̌2ς−1
ω̌1

(2Λ1)

(a) D(2, ω̌2)

Λo

̺ω̌2(Λo)

(b) Dτ(Λo, ω̌2)

2Λ1
̺ω̌2(2Λ1)

̺−ω̌2(2Λ1)

(c) Dτ(2Λ1,−ω̌2)

Figure 4
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