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THE WEIGHT PART OF SERRE’S CONJECTURE OVER CM FIELDS

DANIEL LE AND BAO V. LE HUNG

ABSTRACT. Under some technical assumptions of a global nature, we establish the weight part
of Serre’s conjecture for mod p Galois representations for CM fields that are tamely ramified and
sufficiently generic at p.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The weight part of Serre’s conjecture. In [Ser87|, Serre made a bold conjecture asserting

that every continuous, odd, and irreducible representation 7 : G & Gal(Q/Q) — GLy(F,) arises
from a modular form. Further, he spelled out a strong form of conjecture predicting the minimal
weight and level for the modular form in terms of the local properties of 7. These conjectures initi-
ated a mod p and p-adic Langlands philosophy that would play an influential role in understanding
reciprocity between (Galois representations and automorphic forms.

A decade later, Ash, Doud, Pollack, and Sinnott [Ash92, [AS00, [ADP02] generalized Serre’s
modularity conjecture to arbitrary dimension. First, every Hecke eigenclass in cohomology of a mod

p local system on an arithmetic locally symmetric space Y (I') % T'\GL,(R) /O, (R)R* should give
rise to a continuous and odd Galois representation 7 : Gg — GLn(ﬁp). Second, every continuous,
odd, and irreducible representation 7 : Gg — GL,(F,) should arise in this way. These conjectures
go beyond Langlands’ original reciprocity conjecture, as when n > 2, the cohomology of Y (T") tends
to have abundant torsion which has no direct connection to automorphic forms.

Early work on Serre’s original conjecture focused on showing that the weak form implies the
strong form. More than a decade later, Khare and Wintenberger [KW09] were able to use this
implication to execute an elaborate inductive strategy to prove the weak form of Serre’s conjecture.
Investigations into generalizations of Serre’s conjecture have to this point followed a similar shape.
As in Serre’s original conjecture, the minimal level giving rise to 7 should be 'y (IV) for N the prime-
to-p Artin conductor of 7. In contrast, the generalization of the weight part of Serre’s conjecture
turns out to be far more subtle. Beyond the simplest setting of holomorphic modular forms, it turns
out to be much more robust to formulate the weight part representation theoretically, in terms of
simple F,[GL,(F,)]-modules called Serre weights. The Serre weights give rise to tautological mod
p local systems on Y (I'), and the weight part of Serre’s conjecture is equivalent to a description
of the set W (7) of Serre weights o for which there exists Hecke eigenclasses in H*(Y (I"), o) that

give rise to 7. The most basic expectation is that W (7) depends only on the local representation

_ def _
p = T|GQP‘

Serre gave an elaborate but explicit description of W (7) in terms of p in dimension 2, and
later [BDJ10, [Sch08] generalized Serre’s recipe to totally real extensions of Q. [ADP02] made
some predictions about W () in higher rank, but at present, there are no complete generalizations
of the weight part of Serre’s conjecture in any dimension greater than 2. An explicit recipe in
arbitrary dimension is perhaps too much to ask for. One can interpret the GLs-recipes in terms
of the geometry of the recently constructed Emerton—Gee moduli stacks of mod p local Galois
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representations whose irreducible components C,, are indexed by Serre weights . It is this geometric
interpretation that should generalize—the complexity of a general recipe reflects (in part) the
complexity of the geometry of these stacks.

In another direction, Herzig studied the case when T is tamely ramified at p [Her09]. This case
is interesting for at least two reasons. First, this should be the richest case and W (7) is the largest.
Second, tame inertial representations can be classified combinatorially, and so one might hope for
a combinatorial formula for W (7). Herzig defined a set W (5) for tamely ramified 5 in terms of
the decomposition of the reduction mod p of a GL,,(F,)-representation naturally associated to the
restriction of 7 to the inertial subgroup. Then he predicted that W7 (p) should at least contain the
set of p-regular Serre weights in W (7). For generic p, the set W7 () indeed admits a combinatorial
description.

1.2. Results. In recent years, there has been a flurry of results on the weight part of Serre’s
conjecture. Gee and his collaborators have obtained essentially complete results in the context
of 2-dimensional representations of Gy where F/Q is a totally real extension |GK14, [(GLS14].
There has also been progress in higher rank. Let W9(p) be the set of Serre weights o for which
p € Cy. The authors with Levin and Morra [LLHLM23] have shown that for definite unitary groups,
W(7) = W¥(p) = W9(p) when the combinatorial parameter for the restriction of 7 to inertia is
super generic, in the sense it avoids certain universal polynomial congruences. These advances
combine the Taylor—-Wiles method with analyses of local Galois deformation rings.

Still, to this point, there had been no progress on the weight part of Serre’s conjecture beyond
dimension 2 in the context in which Ash, Herzig, and others originally proposed their conjectures,
or more generally the context of locally symmetric spaces of GL,, over a number field F'. There are
several reasons to expect this context to be substantially harder:

e The relevant locally symmetric spaces are not algebraic varieties, hence there is no easy
bridge to connect automorphic forms and Galois representations.

e It has been observed (e.g. in [BV13]) that the (integral) cohomology of the relevant lo-
cally symmetric space consists predominantly of torsion, and in some sense most Hecke
eigenclasses are not liftable to characteristic 0 and thus have no direct automorphic inter-
pretation.

e The invariant ¢y from [BW00] which controls the range of cohomology of locally symmet-
ric spaces where tempered automorphic forms contribute is positive. In particular, the
tempered part of cohomology does not concentrate in one degree, which breaks the key
numerical coincidence that makes the Taylor—Wiles patching process work.

However, our understanding of this situation has dramatically improved over the last decade.
First, when F' is a CM or totally real field, Scholze [Sch15] constructed the expected Galois repre-
sentations attached to possibly torsion Hecke eigenclasses, refining earlier results for characteristic 0
classes by Harris—Lan—Taylor—Thorne [HLTT16], thus overcoming the first two difficulties. Second,
Calegari-Geraghty [CG18] found a way to modify the Taylor—Wiles patching process in contexts
where cohomology does not concentrate, though its full power is conditional on several conjectures
pertaining to structural information on torsion in cohomology as well as their associated Galois
representations.

In this paper, we prove the analogue of the aforementioned result of [LLHLM23] for GL,, over
an imaginary CM field F' in super generic situations (with additional technical assumptions), thus
obtaining the first results on Herzig’s formulation of the weight part of Serre’s conjecture in a
setting where £y > 0.
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Theorem 1.2.1. (see Theorem [L2.1]) Let F' be a CM field containing an imaginary quadratic field.
Assume that

e [F:Q] > 10; and

e p>2n+1 is a prime that splits completely in F'.

Let 7 : Gp — GL,(F) be the mod p reduction of the Galois representation associated to a cuspidal
automorphic representation © of GLy,(Ap) such that

o 7 has weight 0;
e 7 has Iwahori fized vectors away from p; and
o 7Xer(GLn(OF)—=GLn(OF/p)) £ 0.

Assume that

o T decomposed generic in the sense of |[ACCT23| Definition 4.3.1];
. ?‘GF(CP) 1s absolutely irreducible; and

o 7(Gr — Gp(,)) contains a scalar matriz.

Finally, assume that T|g,, is is tamely ramified and super generic for all places w|p. Then W (T)

is the set ,
{Qow | owe W (Flap,)}
wl|p

predicted by Herzig.

Remark 1.2.2.

(1) In the main text, the hypothesis on the CM field F' is weaker but more artificial. It (and
the decomposed genericity of 7) arises only due to the need to invoke the local-global
compatibility results of [Hev23|. In fact, we have written our arguments in an axiomatic
framework, so that Theorem [[L2.T] immediately generalizes to the case F' is totally real
(and in particular to the setting F' = Q originally considered by Ash, Herzig and others)
whenever the corresponding generalization of [Hev23] is obtained.

(2) The assumption that 7 arises as the mod p reduction of an automorphic Galois representa-
tion is key to our method for obtaining the lower bound on W (), though it is not needed
for the upper bound of W (7). It is not clear to us how restrictive this assumption is. On the
one hand, experience has shown that mod p Hecke eigenclasses usually do not lift to charac-
teristic 0 eigenclasses when ¢y > 0. On the other hand, there seems to be no clear consensus
on whether the system of Hecke eigenvalues lifts to characteristic 0 (see the discussion in
[FKP21l, §1]), which is what we actually need. However, there are plenty examples where
Theorem [[.2.1] applies via base change of automorphic forms coming from unitary groups.

(3) The technical conditions on the images of 7 are standard hypotheses for Taylor—Wiles
patching, which are therefore essential to our arguments.

(4) The hypothesis that 7, is tame and super generic means that the set of inertial weights of
T avoids certain universal polynomial congruences mod p, and is hard to make explicit. Its
presence is due to the fact that we invoke the local results of [LLHLM?23]. It is conceivable
that our method could relax this genericity to the more familiar condition that asks the
inertial weight to avoid certain hyperplanes mod p, though we have not yet succeeded in
doing so.

1.3. Methods. Our method is based on a modification of the techniques of [LLHLM23] which is
robust enough to apply to the g > 0 setting. To lighten the burden of notation, we will pretend
F = Q. Following Calegari—-Geraghty, we can “patch” the cohomology complexes to produce a
perfect complex Co of So[GL,, (Fp)]-modules for a certain formally smooth Z,-algebra S, while
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(morally) at the same time having compatible actions of local Galois deformation rings. This has the
key feature that certain specializations of C, recovers the cohomology of Y (I') with coefficients in
tautological local systems; in particular, W (7) is precisely the set of o for which Cy QL (F,) T 7# 0.
Further, local-global compatibility for Galois representations attached to Hecke eigenclasses implies
that for a lattice L in a Deligne-Lusztig representation of GL,,(F,), the support of the tensor product
Cs @@L, (r,) L is contained in a potentially semistable deformation ring defined in terms of the
Deligne-Lusztig representation and inertial local Langlands. These properties in fact constitute
the axiomatic setup to which our arguments apply.
The method from [LLHLM?23] in the ¢y = 0 setting proceeds in the following steps:

(1) (support bound/weight elimination) Bound the support cycle of Coo ®qr,,(r,) 0- In partic-
ular, this shows that W (7) C W7 (p).

(2) (modularity of obvious weights) Show that W (7) contains a special collection Wyt (p) of
obuvious weights.

(3) (full support) Show that for any lattice L in a Deligne-Lusztig representation, the support
cycle of Coo ®qr,, (r,) L/ is a constant multiple of the special fiber cycle of the corresponding
potentially semistable deformation ring. By varying L, we compute the support cycle of
Coo ®aL,(F,) 0, in particular showing that it is non-zero exactly when o € W (D).

When ¢y = 0, C is a projective Soo[GLy,(IF,)]-module, so that whenever o is a Jordan-Holder

factor of I & L/p, the difference of the support cycle of Coo ®qr,(r,) L and Cu QQL, (F,) O 18
effective. This positivity underlies the key fact that if the latter is non-zero, then so is the former.
This key fact combined with a theory of (naive) local models for potentially crystalline Galois
deformation rings immediately gives (1). Using step (1), the modularity of obvious weights can
then be proved using potential diagonalizability change of type techniques from [BLGGT14]. Full
support requires two further observations:

e the reduction of any L for which the corresponding potentially semistable Galois deforma-
tion ring is nonzero contains an element of Wy, (p); and

e any potentially semistable Galois deformation ring of minimal regular weight is either
an integral domain or O since local models are unibranch at a super generic and tame
p [LLHLM23].

The first observation combined with the key fact and step (2) shows that the cycle of Coo ®qr,, () L
is non-zero, and then the second observation shows that this cycle must be a positive multiple of
the special fiber cycle of the corresponding deformation ring.

We now turn to the situation ¢y > 0. Under the Calegari-Geraghty vanishing conjecture [CGIS|
Conjecture B(4)], Cs would again concentrate in one degree, and the above argument carries over
verbatim. Unfortunately, the vanishing conjecture seems out of reach at the moment, so we have to
proceed differently. The key difficulty we have to face is that Coc ®qr,,, (r,) 0 may not concentrate,
and hence its support cycle need not be effective (for example, it might reduce to 0 even when
o € W(p)). This causes the key fact (and thus all the arguments above) to completely break
down. Additionally, for step (2) we no longer have access to the potential diagonalizability change
of type arguments.

We now explain the new ideas needed to execute the above program without the key fact.
While the weight elimination argument of [LLHLM?23, [LLHL19] does not immediately show that
Coo ®qL,(F,) ¢ = 0 for o ¢ W'(p), it does produce a degree shift in the possible non-vanishing
cohomology group (for a different ¢’). Knowledge of the interaction of W7 (5) with Deligne-Lusztig
representations and induction on degree allows us to show the desired weight elimination. In fact,
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the same argument after localizing at generic points allows us to show the desired support bound.
In particular, we get the expected upper bound W (7) c W’ (5).

It remains to produce the matching lower bound W (7) D W7 (5), that is, one needs to produce
enough elements in W (7). In [LLHLM], we bypass the use of potential diagonalizability for proving
the modularity of obvious weights by relying instead on an ¢ = p analogue of Taylor’s “Ihara
avoidance” method [Tay08]. A derived version of Ihara avoidance was recently developed and
applied to the £y > 0 setting in [ACCT 23| to great effect. Roughly speaking, this method spreads
the existence of a component C, in the support cycle of Cx ®qr,F,) ¢ to the existence of a
component C, in the support cycle of Coo ®qr,, (v,) o', as long as C,,C, simultaneously appear in a
well-understood part of a common “connecting” potentially semistable stack. Our main observation
is that one can enlarge the set of types considered in [LLHLM] to connect not just pairs of obvious
weights o, 0" € Wey:(7), but in fact to connect any pair of weights in the much larger W7 (7). This
allows us to spread membership in W (7) throughout W7 (5), as long as one has a starting member
(this is where we invoke the existence of the automorphic lift of 7). Finally, we remark that even
when specializing to the case £y = 0, our arguments give a new, more robust proof of the main
result on the weight part of Serre’s conjecture in [LLHLM23].

1.4. Ackowledgments. D.L. was supported by the National Science Foundation under agreement
DMS-2302623 and a start-up grant from Purdue University. B.LH. acknowledges support from the
National Science Foundation under grants Nos. DMS-1952678 and DMS-2302619 and the Alfred
P. Sloan Foundation.

1.5. Notation. Let n be a positive integer. Let p be a prime. Fix an algebraic closure @p of Q.

Let E C @p be a finite extension of Q, with ring of integers O C Z,, uniformizer w, and residue

field F < O /ww. We will assume that E is sufficiently large as specified by the context.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Affine Weyl group notations. Let G be a split reductive group with a maximal torus
T C B in a Borel subgroup. Recall the following standard notations [LLHLM24bl §1.3]:

e the character group X*(T") of T}
— R C X*(T) the set of roots of G with respect to T,
— X%T) c X*(T) the set of elements v with (v,a") = 0 for all a € R;
— R™ C R the subset of positive roots with respect to B, i.e. the roots occurring in
Lie(B); note that this is the convention in [Jan81] but opposite to [Jan03];
— A C R™ the subset of simple roots;
— X(T)* C X*(T) the dominant weights with respect to R™;
— the p-restricted set X1(T) C X(T)" of dominant weights A such that (\,a") <p—1
for all o € A;
— a choice of n € X*(T) such that (n,aV) =1 for all a € A;
e the Weyl group W of (G,T) and wy € W its longest element;

— the extended affine Weyl group W &' X *(T) x W, which acts on X*(T') on the left by
affine transformations; for v € X*(T') we write t, € W for the corresponding element;

— the affine Weyl group W, IR %W C W,
— For a root a € R, let s, € W be the corresponding reflection.
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e the set of alcoves of X*(T') ®z R, i.e. the set of connected components of

XMy ezR\ |J heX*(D)ezR|(AaY)=n},
neZ,aeR

which has a (transitive) left action of W;
— the dominant alcoves, i.e. alcoves A such that 0 < (\,a") for all « € A, \ € A;
— the lowest (dominant) alcove Ag = {\ € X*(T)®zR |0 < (\,a¥) <1 for all « € R };
— Q C W the stabilizer of the base alcove;
— the restricted alcoves, i.e. alcoves A such that 0 < (A\,a") <1 for all & € A, \ € A;
— the set W C W of elements @ such that w(Ap) is dominant;
— the set W, C W of elements @ such that w(Ap) is restricted;
— wyp, = wot—y, € Wl;
— for @ € W, let @° denote an element in X*(T)@ N W, which is unique up to X°(T).
e the set of p-alcoves of X*(T') ®z R, i.e. the set of connected components of

X*(T)ezR\ | {MeX (M) @zR| (A +na")=npk
neZ,acR

— aleft p-dot action of W on X*(T)) defined by (t,w) A < pv+w(A+n)—n; this induces
a p-dot action of W on the set of p-alcoves whose restriction to W, is simply transitive;

— the dominant p-alcoves, i.e. alcoves C such that 0 < (A +n,a") for all « € A, \ € C;

— the lowest (dominant) p-alcove Cyp C X*(T') ®z R characterized by A € Cp if 0 <
(A+n,a")y <pforal a€RF;

— the p-restricted alcoves, i.e. alcoves C such that 0 < (A+n,a") < pforalla € A, \ € C;

e the Bruhat order < on W, with respect to Ay (i.e. using the reflections across walls of A
as a set of Coxeter generators);

— the 1 order on the set of p-alcoves defined in [Jan03| I1.6.5];

— the 1 order on W, induced from the ordering 1 on the set of p-alcoves (via the bijection
W W - Co);

— the Bruhat order on W = W, x Q defined by ws < @'¢ if and only if @ < @' and
§ = ¢ where 6,0" € Q and w,w' € W;

— the 1 order on W defined by wé T w’d’ if and only if w T @’ and § = §’ where §, € Q
and w,w € Wy;

We will assume throughout that h,, < p so that Cy is nonempty.

2.2. Combinatorial lemmas.

Lemma 2.2.1. Let wq € Wfr and wy € W such that wy T {D}:lfﬁg. Let o be a simple root. Then
the factorization Wy *(sqwo)w: is reduced.

Proof. Choose minimal galleries G; and G2 to w1(Cp) and ws(Cp) from the dominant base alcove.
These are galleries in the id-direction. Moreover, G2 is a gallery in the s_,,,o-direction because
there are no —wga-hyperplane crossings since wy(Cp) is in the same —wga-strip as Cy. Choose a
gallery G'3 (necessarily in the id-direction) from s,wg(Cy) to Cy. Then the concatenation of the
reverse of s,woG1 followed by G and then G is a gallery in the id-direction from wgys,wi(Cp) to
w2(Cop). Applying wy ! to this minimal gallery, we see that

0wy M (80w0)W1) = LWy 1) + (s0w0) + (7).
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Lemma 2.2.2. Let w € X*(T') be such that (sqw2)° = t,SaWa € Wl. Then

(1) (w,a") =1;

(2) if B is a simple root orthogonal to «, then {(w,BY) =
(3) if B is a simple root with (B,a") <0, then (w,BY) <0;

(4) if v is a positive root and {wa,v") < 1, then (w,v") < 1; and

0;

Proof. Let x be in the base 1-alcove and 8 be a simple root. Then
((sa@2)®(x), 8Y) — (w, BY) = (sawW2(x), BY) = (W2(x), sa(8")) = (Wa(x), 8" — (B,a")a”)

and ((sqw2)°(x),B8Y) € (0,1).

When 8 = a, then (s,wa(x), ") = (we(z), —a) € (—1,0) and hence (w,a") € (0,2), so that
(@) follows.

When (8,a") = 0, then (sawa(x),8Y) = (ws(z),sY) € (0,1), and hence (w,a") € (—1,1) so
that (2]) follows.

When (8, a") <0, then

((sa2)°(x), B") — (w, ") = (Wa(2), 8* — (B,a")a”) = (Wa(x), BY),

and hence (w, ") < 1 so that (3] follows.
Now let v be a root, so that v = 375 A (ws,v")B. If (wa,7") < 1 and v > 0, then (@) follows
from () and (3B). O

Lemma 2.2.3. Let « be a simple root such that h,, = 1. If wy € Wfr, then
(8ai2)” " ((80i2) Wy *8aw0)

is a reduced factorization of ﬁglsawo.

Proof. Let w € X*(T) be such that (s,w2)® = t,sq,We. We now prove the lemma by computing

lengths, starting with (sqws2)°w, lsqwo = tyowo. Let z € Ay and B8 be a positive root. Lemma

222(#) implies that (8, t,wo(x)) < 1 for § > 0. If mg(w) denotes the number of S-hyperplanes
separating Cp and w(Cy) for positive roots 3, then mg(t,wo) =1 — (w, 8Y). Then

((twwo) = mg(tuwo)

B8>0
3 (@,8)
B8>0
= E(ZU(]) - Z(Wa BV> = f(’wo) - <w7 277V>7

B8>0

where 27 denotes the sum of the positive roots.

We now compute the length of (s,ws)°. For 8 > 0 and 8 # a, (sqws(x), 8Y) = (Wa(x),54(8)") >
0 and ((sqw2)®(z),8Y) > 0. This implies that mg((sqaW2)®) = ma(saWs2) + (w,3"). On the other
hand, using 2.22|(]) we have

Ma((8aw2)°) =0 = (W, ") — 1 = ma(saW2) + (w,a”) — 2.
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Putting this together, we get

((sa2)°) = 3 ma((sa2)°)

B8>0

= =2+ (ms(sa2) + (w, )

B>0

= l(sqW2) + (w,2n") — 2

= {(w2) + {w,2n") — 1.
Putting everything together, we have that

U((50@2)° Wy *sawp) + £((8aWa)> ™) = L(tywo) + L((5aw2)®) = £(wp) + (W) — 1 = £(W5 *s0wp),
where the last equality follows for example from Lemma 2.2.7] O
Lemr/r}/a 2.2.4. Let a be a simple root such that (wa,B") < 1 for all roots B. Let ws € Wf’ and
w1 € W such that wy t &5;1&52. Then (Sazﬂg)%ﬂz_lsawo@l < wozﬂgl(sazﬂg)o.
Proof. By Lemmas 2.2.7] and 2.2.3], we have that
(safbg)o’_l((sazﬂg)%’ﬁz_lsawo)ﬁl
is a reduced factorization. Then it suffices to show that
ﬁglsawof[ﬁl = (saiﬁg)o’_l((saﬁg)ozﬂglsawo)zﬂl < (30/[172)0’_1wO{D}:l(soﬂfbg)<>

(use [LLHL19, Lemma 4.1.9] to get a reduced factorization of the right-most expression). We claim
that

Ly = (sa2)* L sqwoy, H(saW2)® < (Sala)® twowy, *(satla)®.

ﬁglsawoiﬂl < ﬁ;lsawoﬁg
Indeed, we have the following.

e The first inequality follows from reduced factorizations obtained by Lemma 2.2.1] and the
inequality w; < @, "Wy from [Wan87, Theorem 4.3] (see also [LLHLI9, Theorem 4.1.1]).
e The last inequality follows from reduced factorizations obtained from [LLHL19, Lemma

4.1.9].
e For the equality in the middle, let w € X*(T') be such that (saw2)® = t,S,w2. Noting that
Wo;, " = twyy and sq(won + w) = won + w (since (w,a") = —(wen,a") = 1 by Lemma

222()), we write
~ \o,—1 ~—1 ~ o _ ~—1 t t t ~
(5aW2)” ™ sqwoW;,  (SaW2)® = Wy Sat—wSatwontwSaWs =
~_] ~ ~_] ~ ~_] ]~
Wy sat_w+sa(w0n+w)w2 = Wy~ SalwgnWz = Wy  SqWoW), W2

thus establishing the desired equality.
O

2.3. Serre weights. Let G be a connected reductive group over [F, which splits over the finite
extension . Let G be G ®p, F, which we assume to have simply connected derived subgroup and
connected center. Fix a maximal torus and Borel subgroup 7' C B C G. For A € X(T)™, there is
a unique simple F[G]-module L(\) with highest weight .

We say that A € X*(T) is m-deep in its p-alcove if [(A + n,a") — np| > m for all @« € R and
n € 7.
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Let F' be the relative p-Frobenius isogeny of G, which induces an endomorphism F of X*(T).
There is an automorphism 7 of X*(T) such that F' = pr~! on X*(T). We assume that the choice
of n € X*(T) is m-invariant.

Let I" be Go(F,). A Serre weight (for I') is a simple F[I']-module. If A € X (T'), let F'(X) &t L(\)|r.
Then F()) is a Serre weight and any Serre weight is of this form. Moreover, F(\) & F(u) if and
only if A\ — u € (p — m)X(T). We say that F()\) is m-deep in p-alcove C if X is (and this is
independent of the choice of \).

For v € X*(T') or X*(T) ®z R, let h, & max,cp(v,a’). If X € X1(T) is in alcove w - C, let
dF()\) &t max, 7z h@h@(v). Note that dF()\) < hy.

Definition 2.3.1. (Presentation of Serre weight)
For w—n € CoN X*(T) and wy € Wy, let

(2.1) Flaw = F(r ' (@) - (w—n)).

We say that (w,w) is a presentation of a Serre weight o if 0 = Fi5,,). We say that o is m-deep
if it admits a presentation (w,w) where w — 7 is m-deep in Cp.

2.4. Deligne—Lusztig representations. For (s,u) € W x X*(T), one defines an F-stable max-
imal torus Ts and a character ©(s, ) of I' N T as in [LLHLM24b, §3]. Deligne-Lusztig induction
yields a virtual I'-representation Rs(u) over E (again see [LLHLM24b, §3]). In this paper, we will
also abbreviate R,(;) = R(t,s) and hence make sense of the notation R(w) for w € W. We call
either the choice of (s, ) or w a presentation of R(w).

We will also use the notation R(w) to denote the mod w reduction of any O-lattice in R(w).
This is not a well defined F[I'-module, but its class in the Grothendieck group of finite length
F[I']-module is well defined, and hence invariants such as Jordan-Hélder factors are well-defined.

We say that (s, p) is maximally split if the pair (T, O(s, p)) is. If (s, ) is maximally split, then
Rs(p) is an actual representation. The main examples of such maximally split (s, x) that we need
are when either s = 1 or 4t — 7 is 0-deep in Cp. If R = R(w) such that w(0) —n is m-deep in Cy,
we say that R is an m-generic Deligne-Lusztig representation.

Lemma 2.4.1. Let (s,u) be maximally split and o be an (m + d,)-deep Serre weight for some

m > 0 such that o € JH(Rs(p)). Assume that either m > 2 or Rg(u) is 0-generic. Then Rg(u) is
m-generic.

Proof. By [LLHLM23, Lemma 2.3.3|, we can assume without loss of generality that p is dominant
and (u, ") < p+ 2 for all roots a. We can assume further that p € Cp if R is 0-generic. Suppose
that o = F(A). The fact that o € JH(Rs(p)) implies that Hom(Qy, Rs(1)) # 0. By [LLHLM24b),
Theorem 3.2], there exists w € W such that @ - (1 — n + s7w1(0)) + 1 is dominant and

- (u—n+ stw 1(0)) T @p - A\
In particular, we have w- (u—n+s7w = (0)) +n < Wy - A+n. We claim that hio) < do- Let w e W
such that ww € W and let ag be a root such that hg) = (ww(0), ay ). Then ap is dominant, and

(p— Dhgoy —p—2< (wd - (w—n—+srw (0) +n,a5) < (@ - A+n,08) < (p— 1)dg — 1 —m.

Using that m > 2, we get that (p — 1)hg) < (p — 1)(ds + 1) which implies the desired inequality.

Since 1 — 1+ s7w—1(0) and A are in the same W-orbit under the p-dot action, yu —n+ srw=1(0)
is (m + d,)-deep in its p-alcove. The inequality in the previous paragraph then implies that u —n
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is m~deep in its p-alcove. If R is 0-generic, then p — 7 is m-deep in Cy, and we are done. Suppose
now that m > 2. As p is dominant and h,, < p + 2, we must have that y — 7 is m-deep in Cy. 0O

Remark 2.4.2. In type A, we can replace m > 2 in Lemma 241 with m > 0. Indeed, in the proof,
we can assume without loss of generality that h, < p by [LLHLM23, Remark 2.3.5].

We have the following useful description of the Jordan-Holder factor of generic Deligne—Lusztig
representations which strengthens [LLHLM23|, Proposition 2.3.8]:

Proposition 2.4.3. Suppose we are given a Serre weight o and a Deligne—Lusztig representation
R = R(tys) such that p —n is hy-deep in Co. Then the following are equivalent

(1) o € JH(R). - -
(2) There exists w € Wi, w € n+ Cy, and u € W+ such that o = Flgw), vl wpw and

ty € tysu W
(3) There ezists w € Wl, w € n+ Co such that o = F(g,,) and
twwgwom C tysAdm(n).

Proof. The equivalence between the first and second item is a restatement of [LLHLM24bl Theorem
4.2]. Given this, the equivalence between the second and third item follows from the proof of
[LLHLM23|, Proposition 2.3.8]. O

Definition 2.4.4. (Outer Jordan-Holder factor of Deligne—Lusztig representations) We say that
a Serre weight o is an outer Jordan-Holder factor of the reduction R of a DeligneLusztig rep-
resentation if there exists w,s € W, w —n € X*(T), and after fixing a choice of w® € W we
have

oo Flyo wy and w — n is dy-deep in Cp.

o R = Ry(w — s(wpw®)~1(0)).
Note that by [LLHLM24bl, Theorem 5.4(1)], in the current situation o is a Jordan-Hélder factor of
R with multiplicity one for any choice of s € W. We say that o is the outer Jordan-Holder factor
of R corresponding to w € W, and denote by JHy,t(R) to be the set of outer Jordan-Holder factor
of R.

Remark 2.4.5. (1) Assuming the appropriate genericity, the condition F,. ;) € JHout (R(t.5))
(where 1 — w + (wpw®)~1(0) € ZR) is equivalent to the simple combinatorial condition

ty € tus(Wpw®)'W

(2) By Proposition[24.3] if s € W such that 5(0)—mn is hy-deep in Cy, then for each w € W, R(5)
has a corresponding outer Jordan—Hélder factor Fyo 3(a,we)-1(0)) (Which is independent of
the choice of w®).

Definition 2.4.6. (The covering order on Serre weights) Let k,0 be Serre weights. Assume k is
(hy + dy;)-deep. We say that k covers o if ¢ € JH(R) for all Deligne-Lusztig R of which  is an
outer Jordan—Hélder factor.

Remark 2.4.7. This definition differs from that of [LLHLM23|, Definition 2.3.10] in two aspects:

e We only let R run over the subset of Deligne-Lusztig representations that contain x as an
outer Jordan—Holder factor.
o We relax the genericity requirements on o, s.
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As in [LLHLM23| Proposition 2.3.12], there are several useful alternative characterizations of
the covering relation:

Proposition 2.4.8. Let x and o be Serre weights. Assume that k is (hy + di)-deep and that K
covers a. Choose a presentation k = F(g ). Then we have the following.

(1) There is a presentation o = F(g ) such that tw//VIV/SwO@/ C twwgw(ﬂ;. (In particular the
presentations are compatible in the sense of [LLHLM23| §2.2].)
(2) Suppose that k is (dy + 3)-deep (or (dy, +1)-deep in type A). Then for any Deligne—Lusztig

representation R = Ry(p) with (s, 1) mazimally split and x € JH(R), R is hy-generic and

o€ JH(R).

Proof. The first item follows from the proof of [LLHLM23| Proposition 2.3.12]: indeed, it follows
from the the proof of the implication (1) = (2) = (3) in loc.cit., which carries over under our
weakened assumptions, as the implication (1) = (2) only uses types that contain x as an outer
Jordan—Holder factor and the implication (2) = (3) does not use any genericity assumption.
For the second item, the fact that R is h,-generic follows from Lemma [2.4.T] while the fact that

o € JH(R) follows from the first item and Proposition [2.4.3] O

Proposition 2.4.9. (Outer weights are isolated under covering) Let R be an h,-generic Deligne—
Lusztig representation and rk,0 € JH(R). Assume that

o r is (hy + di)-deep,

e o is an outer Jordan—Holder factor of R, and

® K covers o,

then Kk = 0.

Proof. Let R dof R(t,s) where p — n is hy-deep in Cy. The second item implies that o =
Flue t, s(wpwe)-1(0)) for some w € W. Since WWxyguwe = Wagwe, we see that

ts(wpwe) 1 (0) Wwowe = tus (wpw®)™ ! W<wowe

contains t,,s(wpw®) Lwow® = tuSty—10)-
Now let x = Fg,, be a compatible presentation of x. By Proposition 2.4.8] the third item
implies
b s(wpw®) =1 (0) W<wowo C twWewow

and thus ¢,st,,-1(,)) € twwgwow.
On the other hand, by Proposition Z43] the fact that x € JH(R(t,s)) implies

— 1T
thSwm; = tusu Wgwoﬁ

for some 4 € W+ such that @ 1 @y .
Putting things together we learn that
ty-t(y) =0 T
for some ¥ < wow. But since 10 < (w,w) wow = {D_lt,]{ﬁ and the latter has the same length

as ty-1(,), we learn that

e w is the the image of w in W, so that without loss of generality w = w®.
o U= ’[Eh’[ﬁ = {tho.

Thus £ = Flgw) = Fluwe tmus(@,we)-1(0)) = - .
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2.5. L-parameters and inertial L-parameters. Suppose that H is a split connected reductive
group over Z;, with connected center and simply connected derived subgroup. Let O, be a finite
étale Zy-algebra, which is necessarily isomorphic to a product [[ O, where S, is a finite set and
vES)
O, is the ring of integers of a finite unramified extension F, of Q,. Assume that the coefficient
ring O contains the image of any ring homomorphism O, — Z,. Let Gy = Resp, z,(H/0,) and set
G = Gy ®z, O. We make a choice of Borel and maximal torus of H, which induces a Borel B and
maximal torus T of GG, and thus make sense of the notations in section 211 We warn the reader
that our H and G here are called G and G in [LLHLM23| §1.9.1]. We have opted for this choice to

lighten the load on notations.

We have the dual group G\//o def [lr—p H)’O and the L-group G & GV x Gal(E/Qy) of Go®z,Q,
(here Gal(E/Q),) acts on the set {F), — E} by post-composition).

An L-parameter over E is a GY(E)-conjugacy class of L-homomorphisms, i.e. of continuous
homomorphisms p : Gg, — “G(E) compatible with the projection to Gal(E/Qp). An inertial
L-parameter is a G (FE)-conjugacy class of homomorphisms 7 : Iy, — GY(E) with open kernel
which admit extensions to L-homomorphisms Gg, — “G(E). We have similar notions of (inertial)
L-parameters over O and F.

An inertial L-parameter is called tame if its restriction to the wild inertia subgroup of Ig, is
trivial. For (s,u) € W x X*(T'), we have a tame inertial L-parameter over E (resp. over F)
7(w, p) : Ig, = TV(E) (resp. 7(s,p) : Ig, = TV(F)) defined by the formulas in [LLHLM23| §2.4].
All tame inertial L-parameters arise this way from some (in fact many) maximally split (s, u).

def def

Let 7(tys) = 7(s,p) and 7(t,s) = 7(s,p). We say that a tame inertial L-parameter 7 over F

~Y

(resp. tame inertial L-parameter 7 over F) is m-generic if 7 = 7(w) (resp. T = 7T(w)) for some
w € W with w(0) — n m-deep in Cp.

2.5.1. Herzig’s set of predicted weights. Let R denote the bijection on the set of Serre weights with
p-regular highest weight which takes F(\) to F(wy, - A).

Definition 2.5.1. ([GHSIR, Definition 9.2.5]) Let (s, 1) be maximally split and 7 < 7(s, ). Let
W' (7 (s, 1)) = ROH(R(t,5))) € {R(0) | o € JH(R(t,5)) and o is p-regular}.

If p: Gg, — “G(F) has the property that Plig, is conjugate to (s, pu) (in particular, p is tamely
ramified), then we define W7(p) to be W*(7(s, p)). We also say that p: Gg, — G"(F) is m-generic
if |14, is m-generic.

Recall the following convenient characterization of W7 (7).

Proposition 2.5.2. Assume that 7 = 7(w(7)) where w(7)(0)—7 is hy,-deep in Cy. Then o € W*(F)
if and only if there is a presentation o = Fg . such that

W(7) € tuWewyi-

Proof. We can write W*(7) = R(JH(R(t,s))) where yu — 7 is hy,-deep in Cy. Then by Proposition

243, R~Y(o) = k € R™Y W' (7)) if and only if there is @ € Wi, w € n+ Cp, and & € W such
that

[ I i— F(a;1@7w)7
o 4 1 wy(wy) " tw = w, or equivalently u < w; and
[ ] tw S tus/ﬂ_lw‘
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But the last item is equivalent to w(7) = t,s € t,Wu, which in turn is equivalent to w(7) €
twWewow by the second item. O

Definition 2.5.3. (Extremal weights) For 7 = 7(w(p)) where w(7)(0) — 7 is h,-deep in Cy, we say
that o € W () is extremal (or obvious) if and only if there is a presentation o = F(g,.) such that
w(T) € t,Wuw.

We denote the subset of extremal weights in W (7) by Wex: (7).

Remark 2.5.4. With 7 as in Definition 5.3} if ¢ = Fg,,) € W'(7) with w € Q, then 0 € Wext: (7).

The following lemma, which is a strengthening of [LLHL19, Lemma 4.1.10], is the combinatorial
basis for weight elimination results.

Lemma 2.5.5. Let 7 2 7(w(7)) where w(7)(0) — n hy-deep in Cy. Let o ¢ W'(T) be a dy-deep
Serre weight. Then there exists a 0-generic Deligne—Lusztig representation R such that

e 0 € JHy(R); and
o w(T) ¢ t,sAdm(n) for any (s,v) such that R = R(t,s) and v —n € Cy.

Proof. The proof is the same as that of [LLHL19, Lemma 4.1.10] once we upgrade Jantzen’s generic
decomposition pattern to the results of [LLHLM24b]. We include the proof in the more concise
notation of the present paper for the reader’s convenience.

By [LLHLM24bl Theorem 5.4], the hypothesis on o implies that for any presentation o = Flawo w)

and s € W, there is some v — 7 € Cj such that o € JHou (R(t,5)). The last condition means that

ty € tys(Wpw®)IW

or equivalently t,, = t,s(wpw®)  twwos 1.

Suppose the conclusion does not hold. This means that for all s € W, we can find (a pair (w®, w)
and thus) a v as above such that

(t,s) 0 (7) = (Ww®) rwwest_,@(T) € Adm(n)

We now choose s € W so that wwes ™ t_, () = wol with & € W, so that (ww®) wot € Adm(n).
But then by [LLHLM23| Proposition 2.1.6], we have

u < wp, o = w®

Since u € Wt_,w(p) this implies t,w(T) € Wgwow% But Proposition 2.5.2 now implies o € W*(7),
a contradiction. N

2.5.2. Moduli of local L-parameters. To simplify notation and aid the reader with references to
the literature, we will take O, = Ok, the ring of integers of a finite unramified extension K/Q,
and H = GL, so that Go = Resp, /z,GL,. As noted in [LLHLM23, §1.9.2], in this setting an
L-homomorphism over E (resp. over F) is equivalent to the notion of a Galois representation
p: Gxg — GL,(E) (resp. p: Gxg — GL,(F)). Similarly, an inertial L-parameter over E (resp.
over ) is equivalent to the more familiar notion of an inertial type, i.e. a conjugacy class of
homomorphisms Ix — GL,(E) (resp. Ix — GL,(F)) with open kernels which admit extensions to
homomorphisms Wxg — GL,,(E) (resp. Wg — GL,(F)).

In [EG14], Emerton-Gee constructs a Noetherian formal algebraic stack X & Xx n over Spf O
which parametrizes rank n étale (¢,I')-modules for K (see [EGI4, Theorem 1.2.1]). Informally,
the stack X is the correct £ = p version of the moduli spaces of Langlands parameter valued in
the Langlands dual group of Gy. The stack X has the following properties (see [EGI4, Theorems
4.8.12 and 6.5.1]):
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e The finite type points X'(FF) are in bijection with isomorphism classes of Galois representa-
tions p : G — GL,(F).

e The irreducible components of the underlying reduced stack X,.q are indexed by Serre
weights for Go(Fp).

e For a character of T (or equivalently, a cocharacter of TV) and an inertial type 7, there
is a p-adic formal substack X7 C X parametrizing potentially semistable representations
G of Hodge Tate weight A and inertial type 7. If 5 € XM (F), the potentially semistable
Galois deformation ring R%’T constructed by Kisin [Kis08] is a versal ring to X7 at p.

Note that in [LLHLM23], the notation X7 is used to denote the smaller stack that parametrizes
only potentially crystalline as opposed to potentially semistable Galois representations. However,
there is no difference between the two notions when 7 is tame and 0-generic, so we can mostly
ignore this difference.

Proposition 2.5.6. (1) Suppose that T d:efT(s, W) s a reqular tame inertial L-homomorphism

and that o € JH(R(t,s)). Then C, C X7,
(2) For any )\ c Xl(T), CF()\) C XW,T(L)\).

Proof. This follows from an argument in the proof of [LLHLM?24al Proposition 3.3.8], which we
briefly recall. Setting o = F'(\) with A € X;(T), by [EG14, Lemma 5.5.4] we can choose a Galois
representation p such that

e 7 corresponds to a point on C,, which is the unique irreducible component of X,.q containing
it; and
e p admits an ordinary crystalline lift with Hodge-Tate weights A + 7.
By choosing an (ordinary at p) globalization 7 of p, the second item implies that 7 contributes

to a space of algebraic automorphic form of weight ®,,,0, and thus also to the space of algebraic

automorphic form with coefficient ®,,V for any representation V such that V contains o as a
Jordan-Hélder factor.

We now split the argument into two cases:

Ip

(1) In the context of the first item, we choose V' to be Rs(p). Since Rg(pu) is regular, it is an
inertial local Langlands correspondent of 7(s, 1) in the sense of [LLHLM23] §2.5]. Now our
chosen globalization gives the existence of automorphic forms with coefficient @, Rs()
whose associated Galois representations lifts 7. By local-global compatibility, the local
components at p of such automorphic Galois representations produces semistable lifts of p
of Hodge-Tate weight 7 and inertial type 7. This shows that p € X'"]. Since X"] is a union
of irreducible components of X4, it must containing C,, the unique irreducible component
containing p.

(2) In the context of the second item, we choose V' to be an irreducible factor of the (possibly
virtual) representation R;(A). By [LLHLM23| Proposition 2.5.5], such V' is an inertial local
Langlands correspondent of a Weil-Deligne inertial type of the form (7(1,A), N). The same

local-global compatibility argument as above then shows that Cp(,) occurs in X nT(LA),

O

Proposition 2.5.6l allows us to get a description of the underlying topological space of X", which
strengthens [LLHLM23| Theorem 7.4.2]:

Proposition 2.5.7. Suppose T = 7(s, 1) where p — 1 is (2hy, + 2)-deep in Cy. Then
(1) Xr@(‘ir = UUGJH(E(@S)) Co
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(2) For o € JHouw(R(tus)), X&' is generically reduced along Co-.

Proof. (1) As explained in [LLHLM23| Remark 7.4.3], under our current assumptions we get
that X77 C U, JH(E(t,s)) Co- On the other hand, Proposition Z5.6] shows that the XD

Usesn®(,s)) Co
(2) By [LLHLM23|, Diagram (7.17)], a smooth cover of X"" embeds in the naive local model

denoted by M}V(g 7, Va,.)r. Under this embedding, by [LLHLM23, Theorem 4.6.2],

the components C, for 0 € JHou(R(tys)) correspond to the irreducible component of
M7 (< n,Va, )r parametrized by admissible pairs (’Lﬁj,’wﬁl’wj)ji g where w; € Wy. But
the computation in [LLHLM23| Proposition 4.2.4] shows that M%¥(< 7, Va,)r is generi-

cally reduced along such irreducible components.
0

Recall that we say that a complete local Noetherian O-algebra R is geometrically integral if for
any finite extension E’ of E with ring of integers O’, R®o O’ is an integral domain. We will require
the following commutative algebra result.

Lemma 2.5.8. Let R be a complete local Noetherian O-algebra such that

e R is an integral domain; and
e there is a section s : R — O such that the corresponding E-point of Spec R[1/p] is geomet-
rically unibranch.

Then R is geometrically integral.

Proof. Let p denote the kernel of s. For n € N, let p® C R denote the symbolic power (p"Frac(R))N
R. If m C R denotes the maximal ideal, then we have

(™ =)p"c((m"=0,

neN neN neN

where the first equality follows by a theorem of Chevalley |[ZS76, Corollary 5 of Theorem 13, Chapter
VIII §5] and the last equality follows from the completeness of R. Letting p = (p"R[1/p]) N R C

o —

p(") | we see that ﬂneNfJ\ﬁ = 0 so that the natural map from R to the completion R[1/p] of R[1/p]
at the kernel of the section R[1/p] — F induced by s is injective.
Let E'/F be a finite extension with ring of integers (’. Then the injection from the previous

—

paragraph induces an injection 1) : R®o» O’ < R[1/p] ® g E’. The codomain of 1 is the completion
of R[1/p] @ E" at the kernel of the section R[1/p| ® g E' — E’ induced by s. As R[1/p| g E’ is
Noetherian and excellent and this E’-point of Spec R[1/p] ® g E’ is unibranch, the codomain of v
is an integral domain [Stal9, Tag 0C2E]. Thus R ®» O’ is an integral domain. O

The following theorem follows from the preceding lemma and results of [LLHLM23].

Theorem 2.5.9. There is a polynomial P(x1,...,2,) € Z[x1,...,z,], independent of p, such that
if
(s, u—n) is a lowest alcove presentation for T and i is P-generic, i.e. for all j € Homg, —alg(Fp, E),

p "/ P(Nj717 o 7Nj,n);' and
i

[ J
e 7 : G — GL,(F) is a tame Galois representation,

then R} & RYT is geometrically integral or is 0.


https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0C2E
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Proof. By Theorem [LLHLM?23, Theorem 7.3.2] the conclusion of theorem holds except possibly
for the statement that we can assure R7 is geometrically integral. However, by (the proof of)
[LLHLM23| Theorem 3.7.1], the proof of [LLHLM23, Theorem 7.3.2] actually guarantees that R7

has an O-point. Since R%[%] is regular and hence geometrically unibranch at all its E-points, we
conclude by Lemma 258 O

Remark 2.5.10. When O, is a general étale Z,-algebra, an L-homomorphism over F corresponds
to a tuple (p,), of Galois representations p, : Gr, — GL,(IF). Hence all the results in this section
apply verbatim in this more general setting, by taking the products over ), in the proofs.

2.6. Connecting types. The following result is the key combinatorial ingredient for our method.

Proposition 2.6.1. Let a be a simple root with h,, = 1. Let s,w € W such that 5(0) —n and
w(0) — n are hy-deep in Cy. Suppose further that w s = ﬁglsawofbl for some wy € Wy and
Wy € W with @y 1 @y, "e. Then W*(F(3)) N JH(R(w)) contains the outer weights of JH(R(w))
corresponding to wows and wosawe, respectively (here wq is the image of we in W ).
Remark 2.6.2. Let s be such that 5(0) — 7 is 2h,-deep in Cp. Then given any o € W (7(5), we can
find w such that o is the outer weight of JH(E( w)) corresponding to wowy in Proposition 2.6.11
Indeed, by Proposition 2.5.2, we can find wy € VV1 , w€ X*(T) and wy € W+ such that

e 0= F(wh1w2 )’ and

o t, € 5w, 'W.
We now choose @ such that @ '3 = @, 'sqwotw;. Note that @(0) — 1 is h,-deep in Cp, and

ty € Wiy 'sqwoW = wivy "W

and hence o is the outer weight corresponding to wgws.

Proof. Let w € W. The outer Jordan—Holder factor of R(w) corresponding to wow is F(w W, B(we)~1(0))"
By Proposition 5.2, this Serre weight belongs to W (7(3)) if and only if

se€ t@(wo)—l(o)w ~_1 = w( ) 1W

Swowh w® T <w0w Lwo

or equivalently

W 'E < wow, 'w®

Thus we need to check w%ﬂz_lsawo@l < wotﬂﬁle for w € {ws, sqws}.
e For w = wsy, we can choose w® = ws. Then
wo’[EQ_lSa’wo’&jl = Sawo’&jl < woaglag,

where the inequality follows from the fact that @, < w, 'ws by [LLHLI9, Theorem 4.1.1]
and that wo (@, '@2) is a reduced factorization (see [LLHLI9, Lemma 4.1.9]).
e For w = wys,ws, we can take w® = (s,w3)°, and the desired inequality is the content of
Lemma 224
O

Definition 2.6.3. (Connected pairs of weights) Let s be such that 5(0) —n is hy-deep in Cp, and let
0,0 € W(7(3)). We say that o, 0’ are connected (relative to 7(3)) if there exists a Deligne-Lusztig
representation R(w) and a simple root « satisfying the conditions of Proposition [Z.6.1] such that o,
o are the two prescribed outer weights of JH(R(w)). In this situation, we also say R(w) connects
0,0’ relative to 7(3).
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3. PATCHING FUNCTORS
3.1. The axioms. We use the setup of §2.5l Thus we have O, is a finite étale Z,-algebra and
Fy, = O0p @z, Qp = [l,es, Fo- We assume that E contains the image of any homomorphism
F, — Q,. Recall that Gy = Res@ /Z GL,, and I" = Go(F}). In particular h,, =n — 1.
We have the dual group GV« H FysE GL,, as split reductive groups over O and the L-group

Lg € @Y Gal(E/Qp) of Go ®z, Q, (where Gal(E/Q,) acts on the set {F, — E} by post-
composition). Thus an L-homomorphism 7 over F is equivalent to a tuple (p,)ves, of continuous
representations G, — GL,(F); while an inertial L-parameter 7 is equivalent to a tuple (7,),cs, of
inertial types i.e. homomorphisms 7, : I, — GL,(FE) with open kernel which admit extensions to
the Weil group Wr,. We have similar notions when replacing E by F.

Let p be an L-homomorphism over F. For an inertial L-parameter 7, let

where R, is the quotient of the universal lifting ring RD parametrizing potentially semistable lifts

of Hodge Tate weight 1 and inertial type 7. (In our apphcatlons such potentially semistable lifts
will be potentially crystalline.) For each v € S, let Spec R%v be the reduced union of Spec R%“ C

Spec RpDv over all tame inertial types 7,. We set

td_0f® t
RS QR .

vES)

Let RP be an O-flat equidimensional complete Noetherian local O-algebra, and let R, = RP @oR%.
We have the quotients
Roo(7) € Roo® e R
Assume that we have the following:

(1) an O-algebra Suo;

(2) a perfect complex Co of Soo[I']-modules;

(3) an Sw-algebra T, C Endg_ r(Co);

(4) a surjection Roo — Too/Is where I, C T is a nilpotent ideal; and

For a complex of O[I']-modules Vs, set Coo (V) L0 ®H@m Ve. When V, = V is a finite O[I'-module,

the second item implies that C, (V) is a perfect complex of Sy-modules.
We assume this setup satisfies the following local-global compatibility axiom:

Axiom 3.1.1. For any tame inertial L-parameter 7 = 7(¢,,5) and any O[I'-lattice R(t,s)° C R(t,s)
Suppp. H*(Coo(R(t,5)°) C Roo(T).

Note that we can make sense of Suppg_ H*(Co(V)) even though H*(Cuso(V)) is not an Ro.-module
since Spec Tw is naturally a (closed) subset of Spec R by ().

Definition 3.1.2. Let Wc__(p) be the set of Serre weights o such that H%(Cy(0)) # 0 for some
integer d.

Our first result is the generalization of [LLHLM23| Theorem 6.1] to this context:
Theorem 3.1.3 (Weight elimination). If 5 is (2n + 1)-generic, then W (p) € W' (5%).
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Proof. Let d be minimal such that there exists o = F(\) ¢ W’(p*) and H%(Cuo(c)) # 0. First
suppose that o is not p-regular, i.e. o is not 0-deep. Then o € JH(R;()\)) and p*, and thus
p, does not have a potentially semistable lift of type (n,7(1,A)) by [Ennl9, Theorem 8]. Thus
Coo(R1(N)°) = 0 for any lattice Ry(\)° C Rj(A\). Taking a lattice with reduction R;(\) ad-
mitting an injection o < Ri(\), the exact sequence 0 — o — Ri(\) — Ri(\)/o — 0 shows
that H¥1(C(R1(\)/0)) # 0. (Such a lattice can be taken to be the O-dual of the image of a
nonzero homomorphism from the O[T']-projective cover of ¢¥ to the E-dual of Ry ()).) By dévissage,
H¥1(Cs(k)) # 0 for some x € JH(R;()\)). By minimality, x € W’(5%) so that in particular & is
(hy + dy + 2)-deep by Proposition Lemma 24,1l implies that R;(A) is (hy + 2)-generic. But
then Proposition 2.4.3] contradicts the p-irregularity of .

Next suppose that o is 0-deep, but not d,-deep. As in the proof of [LLHLM24b, Theorem 6.1],
o € JH(R,(v)) for some w € W and v € X*(T) such that v — n is 1-deep but not (d, + 1)-deep,
yet p does not have a potentially semistable lift of type (n,7(w,v)). Arguing as in the previous
paragraph, there is a Serre weight x which is (h, + d, + 2)-deep and such that £ € JH(R,, ().
Lemma 2. 4.1 now implies that R, (v) is (hy + 2)-generic which contradicts the fact that v — 7 is
not (he + 1)-deep.

Finally, suppose that o is d,-deep. Applying Lemma for a choice of w(p) such that p| Iy, &
7(w(p)), there exists a 0-generic Deligne-Lusztig representation R such that

e 0 € JHyut(R); and
e w(T) ¢ t,sAdm(n) for any (s,v) such that R = R(t,s) and v —n € C.

Since p was assumed to be (2n + 1)-generic, by the proof of [LLHLM23| Theorem 6.1], the last item
shows that p does not have a potentially semistable lift of type (1, 7(s,v)) (for any or equivalently
all (s,v) as above). Arguing as before, there is a Serre weight x € W (p) which is (hy + dys + 2)-

deep and such that x € JH(R(t,s)). Lemma 2.4.1] implies that R(t,s) is (h, + 2)-generic. But
now applying Propsition 2.4.3] to the relation x € JH(R(t,s)) and Proposition Z.5.2] to the relation
k € W' (p), we can write xk = Fg,y.) such that

W(p) € t,Wewyi C tysAdm(n),
but this contradicts the second item above. O

Remark 3.1.4. (Weight elimination for non-tame p) For non-tame p, recall from [LLHLM| Definition
3.4.1] that one has the notion of a specalization p°P of p. We remind the reader that 5%| Iy, 18 one
such specialization, but when p is not tame there are always others.

We claim that for (2n+1)-generic p, each specialization p°P has the following geometric specializa-
tion property: there exists a family p: AL — X such that p; & p for each t # 0 while py| Iy, =P
Indeed, it follows from the definition in loc.cit. that there is an n-generic tame type 7 and a family
N - A]IF — Y7 of Breuil-Kisin module of type 7 with the above properties but for the restriction
to [[,, G(F,)e (We refer the reader to [LLHLM, §3], [LLHLM23| §5] for the definition of the stack
Y7 of Breuil-Kisin modules of type 7 as well as the meaning of the fields (F, )~ underlying this
notion). Since 7 is (2n + 1)-generic, as in the above proof 7 is actually (h, + 2)-generic. But then
by [LLHLM23, Proposition 7.2.3], the family 9t upgrades to a family p: A! — X7 < X with the
desired property.

Given the geometric specialization property above, the proof of Theorem B.1.3] adapts to show
that for any (not necessarily tame) (2n + 1)-generic p, W, (p) € W*(p) for any specialization
PP which is (2n + 1)-generic: indeed, the geometric specialization property shows that if 7 occurs
in a stack X7, then we can find a tame p’ in X7 such that 7|7, = p°P.
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For a prime p of Ro,, we denote by To p and Coo(V'), the corresponding localizations if p lies in
the image of the map Spec Too/Ioc — Spec R. Otherwise, we set Tog p and Coo(V'), to be 0.

For a Serre weight o, the component C, defines a radical ideal in R%, and thus by taking the
extension and radical, a radical ideal I, C Rs. Since I, may fail to be a prime ideal, we say
that a prime ideal p C R, comes from a Serre weight o if p corresponds to a minimal prime in
Spec Ry /I,. Note that the height of any I, is 1 so that a prime ideal coming from a Serre weight is
a minimal prime in (the equidimensional) Spec Ry, /w. In particular, there are finitely many prime
ideals of R,, coming from any fixed Serre weight. Second, the height of the sum of two nonzero
ideals I, and I, with o # k is strictly larger than 1 so that a prime ideal of R,, comes from at
most one Serre weight. Finally, we note that there exists a prime p of Ry, coming from a Serre
weight o if and only if p occurs in the irreducible component C, of X.

Theorem 3.1.5 (Support bound). Suppose that p is (2n + 1)-generic. If a prime ideal p C R
comes from k and Cuo(0)y # 0 (in particular o € W*(p*) by Theorem[Z1.3 and o is automatically
(hy + dy + 2)-deep), then o covers k.

Proof. Note that by Proposition 2.5.2, any o € W7 (5*) is indeed (hy + do + 2)-deep. Suppose for
the sake of contradiction that the theorem does not hold. Let d be the minimal integer such that
there exist a prime ideal p C Ry, that comes from k and a Serre weight o such that H%(Coo(0)p) # 0
and o does not cover k. Then there exists a (necessarily (h,, +2)-generic by Lemma 2.4.T]) Deligne-
Lusztig representation R such that o € JHou(R) and x ¢ JH(R). Then a degree shifting argument
as in the proof of Theorem B3] shows that H4~1(Cy(0”)y) # 0 for some o’ € JH(R). By Theorem
B.L3 o' € W(p) so that o’ is (hy + d, + 2)-deep, and the minimality of d implies that o’ covers

k. But then Proposition 2.4.8] implies that « € JH(R) which is a contradiction. O

Lemma 3.1.6. Let V be a finite length O[I']-module and p C Roy a prime ideal that comes from a
Serre weight. Then Hd(C’OO(V)p) has finite length over Toy for each integer d.

Proof. Tt suffices to treat the case wV = 0. But then H%(C(V)y) is a finite module over T, /@,
which is a Noetherian ring of Krull dimension at most dim R, ,/w = 0, hence must be of finite
length. ([l

Thus, for a prime ideal p C Ty, that comes from a Serre weight and a finite length O[I']-module
V', we can define

lgr., Coo(V)p = 3 (=1)"lgr , H' (Coo(V)p)-
d
Note that the assignment V' — lgToo,pCoo(V)p is additive on exact triangles in the bounded derived

category Dﬁ(O[F]) of complexes with finite length cohomology. We can also compile all these
numerical invariants into a top-dimensional cycle

[Coo (V)] = Z lgToo,p OOO(V)PW € ZtOP(SpeC R /w),
P

whose formation is also additive on exact triangles. In particular if V' is a finite dimensional
E-representation of I' and V° is any I'-stable O-lattice then the cycle
7 def

[Coa(V)] = [Coo(V?/w)]
is independent of the choice of lattice.

Definition 3.1.7. Let Wgoo (p) be the set of Serre weights o such that lgr.., Cw(0)p # 0 for some
prime ideal p C T, which comes from o.



THE WEIGHT PART OF SERRE’S CONJECTURE OVER CM FIELDS 20

Note that W(jioo (p) € We (p). In particular, if 5 is (2n + 1)-generic then W(jioo (p) € W*(p*).
We now wish to produce elements of W(jfoo (p). The following Lemma is the key to our approach
to give a lower bound on Wgoo (p):

Lemma 3.1.8. Assume p is (2_n+ 1)-generic. Let 7 = 7(s, ) be a tame inertial type where p—1 is
2n-deep in Cy. Let 0 € JHou(R(tys)) and R(t,s)° C R(t,s) be an O-lattice. Suppose that p C R
is a prime ideal that comes from o, so that p € Spec Ry (7) C Spec Ry. Then

lgr,,, Coo(0)p = Z aq - lgToquC’OO(R(tus)o)q
q

where the sum is over minimal primes q of Roo(T) which are contained in p and the aq are positive
integers which depends only on q.

If RP is a formally smooth O-algebra, then there is a unique minimal prime q of Rso(T) which
is contained in p and

lgToo,p OOO(O)p = lng’quo(R(tus)o)q_

Proof. Note that the first item of Proposition 2.5.7] shows that any prime p coming from o indeed
belongs to Spec R (7). By Theorem B.I.5] and Proposition 4.9 we have C(k), = 0 for any

k€ JH(R(tys)) \ {o}, hence
lgr., ,Coo(0)p = lgr,. ,Coo(R(t8)° /)p-

It thus suffices to show that there are positive integers aq > 0 such that for any complex M, €
DP(S.,) with a homomorphism Te, — End Db(S.0)(Coo) With finitely generated cohomology

lg’]Toopro/w = Z Qq - lg’]I‘oo’q (Mo)q
q
This is a slight generalization of [ACCT23, Lemma 6.3.2 and Theorem 9.3.4], whose proof easily
adapts: by devissage, one reduces to the case M, is the normalization T'(q) of To p/q, for which
the result holds with aq = lgr_ ,7'(q)/w.

If RP is a formally smooth O-algebra, then by the second item of Proposition 5.7, Roo(7),/w
is reduced and thus a field. Hence R(7), is @ DVR with uniformizer w, justifying the uniqueness

of q. In this case, Too p/q = Spec Roo(T)p so that T(q) = Teop/q and aq = 1. O

Remark 3.1.9. When RP is a formally smooth O-algebra and R (7) is an integral domain, the
proof of Lemma [B.1.8 in fact shows that

lgr..,, Coo (R(tu8)° /@)y = 18 (1), (Roo (T)p /@) - 181, Coo (R(t,5)°)g

for any p coming from o € JH(R,(p)) (here Roo(7) is the normalization of Ru(7) in ROO(T)[%]).
Thus setting dc, () = lgr.. ,Coo(R(t48)°)q, we have an equality of cycles

- def o
[Coc(B(tps))] = [Coc(R(tps)®/@)] = de (r)[Roo(T) /]

Corollary 3.1.10. Assume that p°P is a specialization of p which is (2n + 1)-generic. Suppose
0,0 € W (p®), and let T = 7(s, ) such that

o 1 — 1 is 2n-deep in Cy;
R(tys) connects 0,0’ relative to p°P in the sense of Definition [2.6.3;
p occurs in Cy, Cl; and
R7 is geometrically integral.
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Then o € W(jioo (P) if and only if o’ € W(jioo (P).

Proof. Since the conclusion is insensitive to enlarging the coefficient field E, we may and do assume
that RP/qP is geometrically integral for every minimal prime qP of RP. Let 7 be as in the statement of
the corollary. By [BLGHT11 Lemma 3.3], every minimal prime ideal of R (7) (resp. Roo(T)/w™)
has the form qp@)oR% (resp. pp@)F(R%/w) + (RP/w)&pp,). Suppose that p = pp@)F(R%/w) +
(RP/w)&pp, C Roo(T)/w is a prime ideal coming from o. Then we can choose a prime ideal
p = pp@JF(R%/w) + (RP /w)®gp], C Roo(T)/w coming from ¢’. With this choice, a minimal prime
ideal of Ry (7) is contained in p if and only if it is contained in p’. Applying Lemma B8] we get

gy, Cxs(0”)y = Z aq - 1gr  Coo(R(tus)%)q = g1, , Coo(0);
q

for any choice O-lattice R(t,s)° C R(t,s). This equality establishes the result. O

Recall the set Wy (p) of extremal weights defined for a (2n — 1)-generic L-homomorphism p in
[LLHLM, Definition 3.7.1]. Note that 7 is not assumed to be tame in this definition, but when p is
tame this definition coincides with Definition 2.5.91

Theorem 3.1.11. (Modularity of extremal weights) Assume that p is (3n — 1)-generic and that
any specialization of p is (2n + 1)-generic. If Wexr(p) N W(jioo () £ 0, then Wextr(p) C Wgoo (P).

Proof. This is an improved version (for e = 1) of [LLHLM| Theorem 5.4.3]. We explain how to
modify the proof of loc.cit. to our current setting. In particular, we recall from [LLHLM)| Definition
3.6.2] the enhancement SP(p) of Wexr(p). The set SP(p) consists of pairs (o, p°P) where p°P is a
specialization of 7 and o € W7 (p*) which satisfies the conditions of [LLHLM|, Lemma 3.6.1]. In
particular p occurs in C,, and the map (o, p°P) — o gives a surjection SP(p) - Wexy(p). We have
amap 05 : SP(p) — W which is injective since 7 is (3n — 1)-generic by [LLHLM, Proposition 3.6.4]
(we suppress the auxilliary choice of ¢ which is implicit here).

Let 0 € Wexr (p) N Wgoo (p), which arises from some (o, ) € SP(p). Then for each simple root
a, as in the proof of [LLHLM)| Lemma 5.4.4], one produces a Deligne-Lusztig representation R(t,s)
connecting o to some oy, relative to p°P. Note that since p occurs in X7(#5) we can assume p — 7
is 2n-deep in Cp. Then as in [LLHLM| Lemma 5.4.4], by [LLHLM| Theorem 4.1.1] exactly one of
the following happens:

° R;(t“s) /= has a unique minimal prime p, which must come from o. In this case, we can
find a specialization pa such that (o, pa’) € SP(p) whose image under 65 is 05((0q, p°P))Sa-
. R[':)(t“s) /wo has two minimal primes p,p,, which come from ¢ and o, respectively. In this
case, (04, p?) € SP(p) whose image under 65 is also 65((0q, P°P))Sa-
Vis geometrically integral (for example, R;(t“ °) /@
is reduced and this property persists under base change), Corollary B.LI0 shows that o, €
Wexr (ﬁ) N Wé;, (ﬁ)
By repeating this process for varying o, we simultanously get that 65 is a bijection and Wex: (p) C
W (7). O
Coo

Furthermore, in the second case, using that R;(t“ 3

Theorem 3.1.12. There is a polynomial P(x1,...,x,) € Z[x1,...,x,], independent of p, such
that if p is tame and was lowest alcove presentation (s, — n) where p is P-generic (i.e. for all

j € Home—alg(Fp7E)a pJfP(:uj,l’ cee nuj,n)) and W(j*—oo (ﬁ) 7& (b’ then W(j:oo (ﬁ) = Wr](ﬁ)

Proof. By Theorem [Z5.9]and Theorem [LLHLM23| Theorem 4.7.6], we can choose P such that for
p satisfying the hypothesis of the theorem
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e pis (3n — 1)-generic;
e 7 occurs in C, for all ¢ € W (p); and
e for each tame inertial type 7, R7 is either geometrically integral or is 0.

Leto € WCJCOO () € W*(p). By Remark[Z6.2] there is a sequence of weights og = 0, - - - 0}, = Frw)
in W’(p) such that o;,0;41 are connected. By Corollary B.I.10, each o; € WCJCOO (p). But oy
belongs to Wextr (p) by Remark Z54l Thus W, (p) N Wgoo (p) # 0, and hence by Theorem B.T.1T],
Wexir(p) € W¢i_(p). Finally for an arbitrary o’ C W*(p), Remark again shows that there
is a sequence of weights o = o,--- ,0, = F(1,.). But since 0}, € Wext:(p) C Wgoo (), another
application of Corollary B.II0 gives o/ = of, € W(jioo (P). O

Remark 3.1.13. (1) As is used in the proof, W7 (p) coincides with the set W9(5) of geometric
weights of p, i.e. Serre weights ¢ such that 5 € C,.
(2) Assume that RP is formally smooth over O. Then in the setting of the above proof, as in
Remark [3.1.9] for all tame inertial type 7 = 7(t,s), we have an equality of top-dimensional
cycles

[Coo(R(tu8))] = e (7) [ Roo (T) /w0].

Furthermore, by comparing the coefficient of the (unique) irreducible cycle {p} that comes
from o € JHout (R(t,s)) N W' (p) we see that

[Coc(0)p] = der ()P}

By using this equality for connecting types, we learn that dc_(;) = d is independent of the
inertial type 7. Hence the cycles [C(0)] solves the system of Breuil-Mézard equations for
potentially crystalline stacks with Hodge-Tate weights n and tame inertial types 7. Since
they also satisfy the support condition prescribed by Theorem B.I.5] they are uniquely
determined, by invoking either [FLH23, Theorem 11.0.2] and Remark [FLH23| 11.0.2] or
[LLHLM23, §8.6.1]. In particular, 1[Cw(0)] is the pullback to R of the Breuil-Mézard
cycle Z, associated to o constructed in [FLH23, Theorem 10.0.1].

(3) The main reason we need the polynomial genericity in Theorem is that we invoked
[LLHLM?23, Theorem 7.3.2] to guarantee that R (7) is geometrically integral. However,
for n = 3, this last fact is already guaranteed by 7 being 4-generic. Hence by invoking the
strategy of [LLHLM24a), the conclusion of Theorem for n = 3 holds even for possibly
wildy ramified p which is 6-generic.

(4) In fact, our proof of Theorem does not require that R} is geometrically integral for
all tame types 7 (which is essentially equivalent to X7 being unibranch at p). Rather,
the only information we really need is that whenever o, o/ € W*(p) is connected by some
R(tys), the primes p, p’ that come from 0,0’ generize to the same set of minimal primes ¢
of R (7(t,5)). This weaker condition seems easier to check in practice than the unibranch-
ness of X7 at p: for instance, it is implied by the condition that p occurs in a certain
irreducible component of C, N C,s. This idea is picked up in [LLHLJ.

4. HOMOLOGY OF ARITHMETIC LOCALLY SYMMETRIC SPACES

4.1. Setup. Let F//Q be a CM (or totally real) extension. Let K, be a maximal compact subgroup
of GL,(F ®gR). For example, we can take K, to be a product of [F' : Q] copies of O, (R) (resp. a
product of %[F : Q] copies of U(n)) if F is totally real (resp. totally imaginary). For a compact
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open subgroup K C GL,(A%), let

Y (K) = GLn(F)\GLn(Ap) /K KooR*.

If K is neat, then Y (K) is naturally a real manifold.
Let S be a finite set of finite places of F. If K can be written as a product K°Kg, a finite

smooth O[Kg|-module V' defines a tautological local system on Y (K) which we also denote by V.
Let RT'(Y(K),V) € D(O) denote the derived global sections of the local system V.

Let G5 & GLn(A%O’S), and let H(G®, K°) denote the Hecke algebra over O associated to the
double coset space K°\G®/K?®. Then there is a canonical homomorphism

(4.1) H(G®, K®) — Endp o) (RT (Y (K), V).

When K° = [To¢5,0100 GLn(OF, ), we write TS € 4(GS, KS) and TS(K, V) for the image of (@)
For each finite place v of F', fix a uniformizer w,. We have
e for 0 < i < n, the elements

def

Ty = [GL,(OF,)diag(wy, ..., wy, 1,...,1)GL,(OF,)] € H(GL,(F,), GL,(OF,))

where w, appears ¢ times on the diagonal; and
e the polynomial
Py(X) =3 (1)’ Np/g(0) &) T, X"~ € H(GLA(F,), GLy (O, ))[X].
i=0
Suppose that K5 = va S,vfo0 GL,(Op,). For a finite place v of F, recall that Frob, denotes
the geometric Frobenius element of G, /If,. For a maximal ideal m C TS(K, V), Scholze [Schi5]
showed there is an associated continuous semisimple Galois representation

T=Tm:Grs — GL,(T(K,V)/m)

such that det(XI, — 7(Frob,)) is equal to the image of P,(X) in (T®(K,V)/m)[X] for all finite
places v ¢ S. Similarly, if 7 is a regular algebraic cuspidal automorphic representation of GL,,(Afr)
and ¢ : @p 5 C, we have the associated Galois representation

r,(m) : Gr — GL,(Q,)

characterized by a similar equality of the coefficients characteristic polynomial of r,(7)(Frob,) and
(pullback under ¢ of) the system of Hecke eigenvalues of 7.

Suppose that S is a finite set of finite places containing all places dividing p. We say that
K C GL,(AY) is (S,p)-good if K can be written as a product [[,,. K, with K, = GL,(Op,) for
all v ¢ S and for all v | p.

Definition 4.1.1. Let W (7 ) be the set of simple F[[ |
is nonzero for some (S, p)-good K.

vfoo

GL,,(OF,)]-modules o such that RT'(Y (K), 0)m

v|p

4.2. The main result. Our main global theorem is the following.

Theorem 4.2.1. Let F be an imaginary CM field with mazimal totally real subfield F*. Assume
that

e p>2n+1 is a prime unramified in F';

e F' contains an imaginary quadratic field Fy in which p splits; and
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e for each place v|p of F™, there exists a place v' # v of Ft such that

1
> R Q) > 5Pl
v Fo !
Let 7 : Gp — GL,(F) be a continuous representation. Assume that
7 decomposed generic in the sense of |JACCT23| Definition 4.3.1];
F|GF(<p) 1s absolutely irreducible;

o 7(Gr — Gp(,)) contains a scalar matriz; and
e there exists a cuspidal automorphic representation w of GL,(Afp) satisfying the following
conditions:
— m has weight 0;
— m has Iwahori fixed vectors away from p;
rker(GLn (Op)—=GLn(OF /p)) £0; and

- TL( ) =T for some isomorphism v : @p = C.

Let p —( |\, Jwlp- Then
(1) if p is (2n + 1)-generic, then W (7) C W' (p*); and

(2) there is a polynomial P(x1,...,2,) € Zlx1,...,xy], independent of p, such that if p de
(FlGp, wlp s is tamely ramified and P-generic, then W (7) = W' (p).

Remark 4.2.2.

(1) The inclusion W (7) C W”(5*) does not require 7 to arise from an automorphic representa-
tion 7, but merely from a mod p Hecke eigenclass (note that such classes typically do not
lift).

(2) The appearance of the hypothesis on the local behavior of 7 is to guarantee that the
component of each local deformation ring determined by 7 does not merge with another in
characteristic p, which is needed for us to start producing elements in W (7). We expect
that this hypothesis can be considerably relaxed.

Proof. Let T & GL, (Or/p). The existence of m shows that there exists a finite set S of finite places

of F and a maximal ideal m C T (K, O[I']) for some K which is (S, p)-good such that 7 = 7,. Let

g def ~
R = &,es5.0RE

T|G

be the completed tensor product of local lifting rings at places in S, and define its quotient
loc def & = +
Rloc < ®w€5' wﬁhoR—‘G ®O®w\p,ORF|GFw

As explained in the proof of [MT23, Theorem 8.1], the image hypotheses on 7 (see also [Thol2)
Theorem A.9]) show that we can perform ultrapatching for the complex RI'(X(K),O[']), (and
RT(X(K1(QnN)), O[T])m for sets Qn of Taylor-Wiles primes) as in [ACCT23, §6.4]. By furthermore
keeping track of the I-symmetry as in [GN| §3], we obtain

(1) a formally smooth Eloc—algebra Eoo;

(2) a formally smooth O-algebra S, with augmentation ideal a;

(3) a perfect complex Cy of Sy [[']-modules;

(4) an S-algebra To, C Endg_ r(Cx); and

(5) a surjection Reo — Too /I for some nilpotent ideal oo C Too
This satisfies the following properties.
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(1) Cso ®%w Soo/aoo = RF(X(K)’ O[F])m

def 5

(2) Let by =[F" :Q]n —1 and Roo = Reo ® Fioc R'°¢. Then dim S, = dim R + .

Our hypotheses on the field F' and 7 show that the local-global compatibility result [Hev23, The-
orem 5.10] applies. This implies that our axiomatic setup of §3.1] applies (after possibly enlarging
I): first, the surjection Eoo — T /I factors through R., and second, the local-global compat-
ibility Axiom BTl holds. Note that the control statement Coo ®_ Soo/toc = RI(X(K), Ol
shows that W (7) = W (). In particular, W(7) € W7 (p). Let P be the polynomial in Theorem
We will show W (7) D W’ () by invoking Theorem B.I.12]in the above setting for a subgroup
K such that K, is Iwahori at all places not dividing p where 7 is ramified (and pro-w; Iwahori at
an appropriate auxiliary place wy to ensure K is neat). With this choice of K, we can and will
modify R'°® so that its factors away from p are the unipotently ramified lifting rings.

We need to show that W(jfoo (p) # 0 to apply Theorem The existence of the automorphic

representation 7 such that 7 = r, () shows that

H*(Coo @4, Soo/t0)[1/p] # 0
and that these groups are nonzero only for degrees in the interval [qo,qo + £o] where qo = [F'T :
QJn(n — 1)/2. The proof of [ACCT23, Proposition 6.3.8] shows that lgr_  Coo(O[I'])q # 0 for some
minimal prime q C Re. This implies that lgr_  Coo(V)q # 0 for some O-lattice V' in an irreducible
E[I']-subrepresentation of a Deligne-Lusztig representation R(t,s). In particular, q comes from a
minimal prime of Roo(7(1,s)), so this ring must be nonzero. Our choice of the polynomial P shows
that we may assume that © —n is 2n-deep in Cy and V'[1/p] = R(t,s) (see the proof of [LLHLM23,
Corollary 8.5.2]). Moreover, JH(R(t,s))NW?(p) # 0 so that we can find o € JHou (R(t,8)) "W’ ().
By Proposition 2.5.7] there exists a prime ideal p coming from o containing q. By our choice of
local deformation rings away from p, q is the unique minimal prime of R (7(u, s)) contained in p
(indeed, the unipotently ramified lifting rings away from p have generically reduced special fiber,
see [Tay08| §3] and [ANT20, §3]). Then Lemma B.I.8l implies that lgr  Coo(0)p # 0. Theorem

implies that W (p) C W¢_(p) € W(F). O
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