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IRREDUCIBLE COMPONENTS OF AFFINE LUSZTIG

VARIETIES

XUHUA HE

Abstract. Let Ğ be a loop group and W̃ be its Iwahori-Weyl
group. The affine Lusztig variety Yw(γ) describes the intersection

of the Bruhat cell IẇI for w ∈ W̃ with the conjugacy class of
γ ∈ Ğ, while the affine Deligne-Lusztig variety Xw(b) describes
the intersection of the Bruhat cell IẇI with the Frobenius-twisted
conjugacy class of b ∈ Ğ. Although the geometric connections
between these varieties are unknown, numerical relations exist in
their geometric properties.

This paper explores the irreducible components of affine Lusztig
varieties. The centralizer of γ acts on Yw(γ) and the Frobenius-
twisted centralizer of b acts on Xw(b). We relate the number of
orbits on the top-dimensional components of Yw(γ) to the numbers
of orbits on top-dimensional components of Xw(b) and the affine
Springer fibers. For split groups and elements γ with integral New-
ton points, we show that, for most w, the numbers of orbits for the
affine Lusztig variety and the associated affine Deligne-Lusztig va-
riety match. Moreover, for these γ, we verify Chi’s conjecture that
the number of top-dimensional components in Yµ(γ) within the
affine Grassmannian equals to the dimension of a specific weight
space in a representation of the Langlands dual group.

Introduction

0.1. Affine Lusztig varieties and affine Deligne-Lusztig vari-

eties. The primary focus of this paper is on the affine analogues of the
Lusztig varieties, specifically the affine Lusztig varieties. For simplicity,
the introduction is limited to discussing split groups in the equal char-
acteristic case. However, the main body of the paper extends the study
to arbitrary reductive groups in both equal and mixed characteristic
settings.

Let L be the field of Laurent series over an algebraically closed field
and G be a connected reductive group split over L. Let Ğ = G(L)
be the corresponding loop group and K = G(OL) be its hyperspecial
subgroup. The affine Lusztig varieties in the affine Grassmannian Gr =
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Ğ/K and the affine flag variety Fl = Ğ/I are defined by

Y G

µ (γ) = {gK ∈ Gr; g−1γg ∈ KtµK},

Y G

w (γ) = {gI ∈ Fl; g−1γg ∈ IẇI}.

Here γ is a regular semisimple element in Ğ, µ is a dominant coweight
of Ğ, and w is an element in the Iwahori–Weyl group of Ğ. It was first
introduced by Lusztig in [20]. In the affine Grassmannian case, it was
also studied by Kottwitz and Viehmann [19]. In the literature, affine
Lusztig varieties are also referred to as generalized affine Springer fibers
or Kottwitz–Viehmann varieties.

Affine Lusztig varieties are locally closed subschemes of the affine
Grassmannian and the affine flag variety, equipped with a reduced
scheme structure. They naturally arise in the study of orbital inte-
grals of spherical Hecke algebras and Iwahori–Hecke algebras, and they
serve as building blocks for the (conjectural) theory of affine character
sheaves.

Affine Deligne–Lusztig varieties are defined in a similar way. Let G′

be a connected reductive group split over Fq((ǫ)) and L′ = Fq((ǫ)). Let

Ğ′ = G′(L′) and σ be the Frobenius morphism on Ğ′. Let I ′ be a

σ-stable Iwahori subgroup of Ğ′. Let b ∈ Ğ′ and w be an element in
the Iwahori–Weyl group of Ğ′. The affine Deligne–Lusztig varieties are
defined by

XG

µ (b) = {gK′; g−1bσ(g) ∈ K′tµK′},

XG
′

w (b) = {gI ′; g−1bσ(g) ∈ I ′ẇI ′}.

Here b ∈ Ğ′, µ is a dominant coweight of Ğ′, and w is an element in
the Iwahori–Weyl group of Ğ′. The notion of an affine Deligne–Lusztig
variety was first introduced by Rapoport [24] and plays an important
role in arithmetic geometry and the Langlands program.

Despite the similar definitions of affine Deligne–Lusztig varieties and
affine Lusztig varieties, there is no direct geometric connection between
these two families of varieties. However, the main result of [10] estab-
lishes the following numerical connection between these varieties:

Suppose that the group G′ over F ′ is associated with the group G over
L and the regular semisimple conjugacy class of γ in Ğ is associated
with the σ-conjugacy class of b in Ğ′. Then, for any w ∈ W̃ ,

• Y G

w (γ) 6= ∅ if and only if XG
′

w (b) 6= ∅;

• In this case dimY G

w (γ) = dimXG′

w (b) + dim Y G

γ .

The notions of associated groups and associated conjugacy classes
were introduced in [10] (see also Theorem 1.1). The affine Springer
fiber Y G

γ associated with γ was defined in [10] (see also §1.4).
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0.2. Main result. For a scheme X , we denote by Σtop(X) the set of
irreducible components of X of dimension equals to dim(X). For any

regular semisimple element γ ∈ Ğ, its centralizer ZĞ(γ) acts on Y G

w (γ)

and on Σtop(Y G

w (γ)). Similarly, for any b ∈ Ğ′, the σ-centralizer Jb acts
on XG′

w (b) and on Σtop(XG′

w (b)).
The main result of this paper is to enumerate the irreducible com-

ponents of affine Lusztig varieties. The description is given in terms
of reduction paths, a notion introduced in [14] to encode the Deligne-
Lusztig reduction steps. We refer to §2.2 for the precise definition.

We first recall the description of the irreducible components of affine
Deligne-Lusztig varieties.

(a) ♯
(
Jb\Σ

top(XG
′

w (b))
)
equals to the number of reduction paths in

a reduction tree of w that correspond to the σ-conjugacy class [b] and
have the correct lengths.

We may rewrite it in a slightly different way as
(a’) ♯

(
Jb\Σ

top(XG′

w (b))
)
=

∑
p 1, where p runs over the reduction

paths in a reduction tree of w that correspond to the σ-conjugacy class
[b] and have the correct lengths.

Now we state our main result.

Theorem 0.1. Let γ be a regular semisimple element in Ğ. Then for
any w ∈ W̃ , we have

♯
(
ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Y G

w (γ))
)
=

∑

p

np,γ,

where p runs over the reduction paths in a reduction tree of w that
correspond to the conjugacy class {γ} and have the correct lengths and
np,γ is the number of ZĞ(γ)-orbits on the irreducible components of

affine Springer fibers associated with the pair (γ, p).

We refer to §2.5 and Theorem 2.8 for the definitions and the precise
statement.

0.3. Comparison theorem on the affine Lusztig varieties and

affine Deligne-Lusztig varieties. It is worth pointing out that the
number np,γ does not equal to 1 in general. It was shown by Tsai in [27]
that for split groups, when γ is “close enough” to the identity element,
the number of ZĞ(γ)-orbits on the set of top dimensional irreducible
components of the affine Springer fibers associated with γ in the affine
flag equals to the cardinality of the Weyl group.

However, we discovered that for the split group and the regular
semismimple element γ with integral Newton point, when w becomes
“larger”, the difference between the irreducible components of the affine
Lusztig varieties and the affine Deligne-Lusztig variety disappears. This
leads to our second main result.
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Theorem 0.2. Suppose that G is split over L and γ has integral New-
ton vector. Let (G′, [b]) be the pair associated with (G, {γ}), then for
“almost all” w ∈ W̃ , we have

♯
(
ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Y G

w (γ))
)
= ♯

(
Jb\Σ

top(XG′

w (b))
)
. (0.1)

Here “almost all” means that the exceptional set for the pairs (w, {γ})
is small with respect to measure, not cardinality. We refer to Theorem
3.6 for the precise statement.

As a special case, we deduce the explicit description on the irre-
ducible components of affine Lusztig varieties in the affine Grassman-
nian for regular semisimple elements with integral Newton vector in
split groups, verifying a conjecture of Chi [2] for integral Newton points.

Theorem 0.3. If G is split over L and the Newton vector of γ is
integral, then for any dominant coweight µ such that Yµ(γ) 6= ∅, we
have

♯
(
ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Y G

µ (γ))
)
= dimVµ(λγ),

where Vµ(λγ) is certain weight space of the irreducible representation
Vµ of the Langlands dual group of G.

0.4. Strategy. We first provide a brief review of the strategy and the
main ingredients in [10] to establish the comparison theorem on the di-
mension of affine Lusztig varieties and affine Deligne–Lusztig varieties.

In [10], the basic strategy involves two parts:

• base case: here w is in the Weyl group of a standard parahoric sub-
group K1 of Ğ. In this case, the affine Lusztig variety Y G

w (γ) maps
to the affine Springer fiber Y associated with γ in the partial flag
variety Ğ/K1, and the fibers are the (classical) Lusztig varieties.
– The affine Springer fiber Y consists of two parts: the regular locus
and the non-regular locus;

– By the work of Kazhdan and Lusztig [16] on the regular locus of
Y and a detailed analysis on the classical Lusztig varieties, the
subvariety of Y G

w (γ) over Y reg has the desired dimension.

• Inductive step: We apply Deligne-Lusztig reduction [7] and Hodge-
Newton decomposition [4], [10] to reduce to the case where w is in
a(n extended) standard parahoric subgroup of W̃ .

It is worth noting that the reduction paths in the inductive step are
rather complicated and that there is no good way to keep track of them.

However, for the affine Lusztig varieties and affine Deligne-Lusztig
varieties, they share the same reduction paths. This makes it possible
to compare the dimensions of these two families of schemes.

Following a similar strategy, we prove Theorem 0.1. The proof of
Theorem 0.2 is more subtle. As mentioned above, the comparison
result (0.1) is not valid for all w ∈ W̃ . Thus one needs to carefully
choose the base case to start with.



5

• base case : here G is split over L and γ is an element in I.
– By the works of Ngo [22] and Chi [2], [3], the centralizer ZĞ(γ) acts
transitively on the regular locus of affine Springer fiber associated
with γ in the affine Grassmannian;

– By [11], the classical Lusztig varieties associated with the elliptic
Weyl group element and regular element in the group is irreducible.
Combining these works, the base case for the irreducible compo-

nents is where w is an elliptic element in the hyperspecial subgroup
of W̃ .

• Inductive step:
– By the work of [15] and [23] on the conjecture of X. Zhu and M.
Rapoport for the Jb-action on the affine Deligne-Lusztig varieties in
the affine Grassmannian. These works provide crucial information
on the structure of affine Deligne–Lusztig varieties associated with
w0t

µ in the affine flag variety.

– Partial Conjugation Method in [6]: This technique allows us to
handle some part of the reduction paths more effectively and to
extend the results from the elements of the form w0t

µ to ”almost
all” elements in W̃ .

Using these strategies and tools, we can establish the main compari-
son theorem on the irreducible components of affine Lusztig varieties
and affine Deligne–Lusztig varieties for a broad class of elements in
W̃ .

Acknowledgement: XH is partially supported by the New Cor-
nerstone Science Foundation through the New Cornerstone Investiga-
tor Program and the Xplorer Prize, and by Hong Kong RGC grant
14300122. We thank Jingren Chi, George Lusztig, Michael Rapoport,
Cheng-Chiang Tsai and Zhiwei Yun for helpful discussions and sugges-
tions, and Felix Schremmer for careful reading of a preliminary version
of this paper.

1. Preliminary

1.1. Loop groups and Iwahori–Weyl groups. Let k be an alge-
braically closed field and L = k((ǫ)) be the field of the Laurent series
or L = W (k)[1/p] if k is characteristic p, where W (k) is the ring of
p-typical Witt vectors. Let G be a connected reductive group over L
and Ğ = G(L). Let Ğrs be the set of regular semisimple elements in

Ğ.
We choose a maximal split torus S of G. Let T be the centralizer of

S in G. Then T is a maximal torus of G. The relative Weyl group of Ğ
is defined to be W0 = N(T)(L)/T(L), where N(T) is the normalizer of

T. The Iwahori–Weyl group of Ğ is defined as W̃ = N(T)(L)/T(L)0,
where T(L)0 is the (unique) parahoric subgroup of T(L).
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Consider the apartment A of G corresponding to S. Fix an alcove a
in A, and let I be the associated Iwahori subgroup of Ğ. The simple
reflections are reflections along the wall of the base alcove a. Let S̃ be
the set of simple reflections of W̃ . By choosing a special vertex v0 in
a, W̃ can be expressed as the semidirect product

W̃ = X∗(T)Γ0 ⋊W0 = {xtλ;λ ∈ X∗(T)Γ0, x ∈ W0},

where X∗(T)Γ0 is the set of coinvariants of the coweight lattice X∗(T)

under the action of Γ0 = Gal(L̄/L). The set S = S̃ ∩ W0 consists of
simple reflections of W0. For any w ∈ W̃ , we select a representative
ẇ in N(T)(L). In this paper, we assume that either char(k) = 0 or
char(k) > 0 does not divide the order of relative Weyl group W0 of G.

The dominant Weyl chamber of V = X∗(T )Γ0 ⊗R is, by convention,
opposite to the unique Weyl chamber containing a. Let ∆ denote the
set of relative simple roots determined by this dominant Weyl chamber,
and w0 the longest element of W0.

A subsetK of S̃ is called spherical if the subgroupWK of W̃ generated
by s ∈ K is finite. In such cases, PK denotes the standard parahoric
subgroup of Ğ generated by I and ẇ for w ∈ WK . The subgroup Ğaf of
Ğ is generated by all the parahoric subgroups, and the Iwahori–Weyl
group of Ğaf is denoted by Waf . The group Waf is a subgroup of W̃
generated by S̃. Let Ω be the set of length-zero elements in W̃ . Then,
we have the decomposition W̃ = Waf ⋊ Ω.

For any subsets J and K of S̃, we denote by JW̃ (resp. W̃ J) the

set of minimal representatives of WJ\W̃ (resp. W̃/WJ). The notation
JW̃K stands for JW̃ ∩ W̃K .

1.2. The map from B(G) to Bσ(G
′). For any γ ∈ Ğ, let {γ} =

{gγg−1; g ∈ Ğ} be the conjugacy class of γ. Let B(G) be the set of

conjugacy classes of Ğ.
Let F ′ = Fq((ǫ)) and F̆ ′ = Fq((ǫ)). Consider a connected reductive

group G′ that is residually split over F ′, with Ğ′ = G′(F̆ ′). Let σ

denote the Frobenius morphism of F̆ ′ over F ′. We use the same symbol
σ for the induced Frobenius endomorphism on Ğ′. We fix a σ-stable
Iwahori subgroup I ′ of Ğ′. The Iwahori–Weyl group of Ğ′ is denoted
by W̃ ′, and the relative Weyl group is denoted by W ′

0. Let Γ′
0 be the

absolute Galois group of F ′. We define X∗(T
′)+Q in a similar way as in

§1.1. For any b ∈ Ğ′, let [b] = {gbσ(g)−1; g ∈ Ğ′} be the σ-conjugacy

class of b. Let Bσ(G
′) be the set of σ-conjugacy classes of Ğ′.

We recall Kottwitz’s classification of Bσ(G
′) in [17, 18] and its analog

on B(G) obtained in [19] and [13].

Theorem 1.1. (1) There is an embedding

fσ : Bσ(G
′) −→ π1(G

′)Γ′
0
×X∗(T

′)+Q, [b] 7−→ (κ([b]), ν[b]).
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(2) There is a natural map

f : B(G) −→ π1(G)Γ0 ×X∗(T)+Q, {γ} 7−→ (κ({γ}), ν{γ}).

We will not give the precise definition of the maps f and fσ here,
but we will provide explicit descriptions of their restrictions to the
Iwahori–Weyl groups.

Let w ∈ W̃ . There exists a positive integer n such that wn = tλ

for some λ ∈ X∗(T)Γ0 . Set νw = λ
n
∈ X∗(T)Q. The element νw is

independent of the choice of n. Let ν̄w be the unique dominant coweight
in the W0-orbit of νw. We also have a natural identification W̃/Waf

∼=
Ω ∼= π1(G)Γ0. We consider the maps fW̃ : W̃ → π1(G)Γ0 × X∗(T)+Q
given by w 7→ (wWaf , ν̄w). By definition, an element w ∈ W̃ is called
straight if ℓ(wn) = nℓ(w) for all n ∈ N. A conjugacy class of W̃ is

called straight if it contains a straight element. We denote by W̃ � W̃

the set of straight conjugacy classes of W̃ . By [12, Theorem 3.3], this
map induces an injection W̃ � W̃ → π1(G)Γ0 ×X∗(T)+Q. Similarly, we

have an injection W̃ ′ � W̃ ′ → π1(G
′)Γ′

0
×X∗(T

′)+Q.
We say that the group G′ over F ′ is associated with the group G

over L if we have a length-preserving isomorphism W̃ ∼= W̃ ′ that is
compatible with the semidirect products, that is

X∗(T )Γ0 ⋊W0

∼=

��

W̃

∼=
��

X∗(T
′)Γ′

0
⋊W ′

0 W̃ ′

In particular, we require that this isomorphism induces isomorphisms
on the coweight lattices and on the relative Weyl groups and a bijec-
tion on the set of simple reflections. By the classification of reductive
groups, for any G, there exists a connected reductive group G′ over F ′

that is associated with it.
Suppose that G′ is associated with G. Then we may identify W̃ ′

with W̃ . Under this identification, we have W̃ � W̃ = W̃ ′ � W̃ ′. By
[10, §1.6], there exists a map fG,G′ : B(G) → Bσ(G

′) such that the
following diagram commutes:

B(G)
f
G,G′

// //

����

Bσ(G
′)

��

W̃ � W̃ W̃ ′ � W̃ ′

OO

Note that Bσ(G
′) is in natural bijection with W̃ � W̃ . Thus the map

fG,G′ : B(G) → Bσ(G
′) is surjective. However, this map is not injec-

tive in general.
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1.3. Affine Lusztig Varieties and Affine Deligne–Lusztig vari-

eties. The affine flag variety Fl of the group Ğ is defined as Fl = Ğ/I,
where I denotes an Iwahori subgroup. When considering the maximal
special parahoric subgroup Ksp ⊃ I corresponding to a special vertex
v0, we also define the affine Grassmannian as Gr = Ğ/Ksp. For L
being the field of Laurent series, both the affine flag variety and the
affine Grassmannian possess natural ind-scheme structures. In a mixed
characteristic context, these varieties are viewed as perfect ind-schemes
according to Zhu [29] and Bhatt–Scholze [1].

Let X∗(T )
+
Γ0

denote the set of dominant coweights. The group Ğ can
be decomposed into disjoint unions:

Ğ =
⊔

w∈W̃

IẇI, Ğ =
⊔

µ∈X∗(T )+Γ0

KsptµKsp.

For any γ ∈ Ğ and w ∈ W̃ , the affine Lusztig variety Yw(γ) in the
affine flag variety Fl is defined by

Yw(γ) = {gI ∈ Fl; g−1γg ∈ IẇI}.

For w ∈ W̃ with ℓ(w) = 0 and γ ∈ IẇI, we have IẇI = Iγ, and
Yw(γ) = Flγ is the affine Springer fiber.

For any dominant coweight µ and γ ∈ Ğ, the affine Lusztig variety
Yµ(γ) in the affine Grassmannian Gr is defined by

Yµ(γ) = {gKsp ∈ Gr; g−1γg ∈ KsptµKsp}.

By definition, Yw(γ) forms a locally closed ind-subscheme of Fl, and
Yµ(γ) forms a locally closed ind-subscheme of Gr. The centralizer of γ

in Ğ, denoted by ZĞ(γ) = {g ∈ Ğ; g−1γg = γ}, acts on both the affine
Lusztig varieties Yw(γ) and Yµ(γ).

Note that the isomorphism classes of affine Lusztig varieties depend
on the conjugacy class {γ}, not the representative γ within {γ}.

Similarly, for b ∈ Ğ′ and w ∈ W̃ ′, the affine Deligne–Lusztig variety
Xw(b) in the affine flag variety is defined by

Xw(b) = {gI ∈ Fl′; g−1bσ(g) ∈ I ′ẇI ′}

and the affine Deligne–Lusztig variety in the affine Grassmannian Gr′ =
Ğ′/K′,sp defined by

Xµ(b) = {gK′,sp ∈ Gr′; g−1bσ(g) ∈ K′,sptµK′,sp}.

It is known that affine Deligne–Lusztig varieties are subschemes of
locally finite type in the affine flag variety (resp. affine Grassmannian).

Let Jb be the σ-centralizer of b and Jb = {g ∈ Ğ′; g−1bσ(g) = b} be the
group of F ′-rational points of Jb. Then Jb acts naturally on the affine
Deligne–Lusztig varieties associated with b.
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Note that the isomorphism classes of affine Deligne–Lusztig varieties
depend on the σ-conjugacy class [b], not on the representative b within
[b].

1.4. Hodge-Newton decompositions. For w ∈ W̃ , let Pνw be the
parabolic subgroup of G generated by T and the root subgroups Uα

with 〈α, νw〉 > 0, Mνw be the Levi subgroup of Pνw generated by T

and the root subgroups Uα with 〈α, νw〉 = 0. Let M̆νw = Mνw(F̆ ) and

IMνw
= I ∩ M̆νw be an Iwahori subgroup of M̆νw . Let W̃νw be the

Iwahori–Weyl group of M̆νw . We have the following Hodge-Newton de-
compositions for the affine Deligne–Lusztig varieties and affine Lusztig
varieties.
Theorem 1.2. [4, Theorem 2.1.4] Suppose that w is a minimal length

element in its conjugacy class in W̃ . Then Xw(b) 6= ∅ implies that

[b] ∩ M′
νw
(F̆ ′) 6= ∅. Moreover, for b ∈ M′

νw
(F̆ ′), we have J

M′
νw

b (F ′) =

JG
′

b (F ′), where J
M

′
νw

b (F ′) is the σ-centralizer of b in M′(F̆ ), and

X
M

′
νw

w (b) ∼= XG
′

w (b).

Theorem 1.3. [10, Theorem 3.4] Suppose that w is a minimal length

element in its conjugacy class in W̃ . Then, for any γ ∈ Ğrs, Yw(γ) 6= ∅
if and only if {γ} ∩ IMνw

ẇIMνw
6= ∅. Moreover, for γ ∈ IMνw

ẇIMνw
,

we have ZM̆νw
(γ) = ZĞ(γ) and

Y Mνw
w (γ) ∼= Y G

w (γ).

Let γ ∈ Ğrs and C be the straight conjugacy class of W̃ associated
with {γ}. Let w,w′ be minimal length elements of C. We set Yγ =
Yw(γ) for some minimal length element w of C. By [10, §5.3], the
isomorphism class of Yγ is independent of the choice of such a minimal

length representative and Yγ
∼= Y G

w (γ) ∼= Y
Mνw
w (γ) is the affine Springer

fiber of γ in M̆νw . We call it the affine Springer fiber associated with
{γ}.

1.5. Dimension formula. In [10, Theorem 5.6], we established the
following comparison result on the dimension formula of affine Lusztig
varieties and affine Deligne-Lusztig varieties.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that G′ is associated with G. Let γ be a regular
semisimple element of Ğ and [b] = fG,G′({γ}) ∈ Bσ(G

′). Then, for

any w ∈ W̃ , we have

(1) Yw(γ) 6= ∅ if and only if Xw(b) 6= ∅;

(2) If Xw(b) 6= ∅, then dimYw(γ) = dimXw(b) + dimYγ .

Combining Theorem 1.4 with our previous knowledge on the affine
Deligne-Lusztig varieties, we obtain the explicit description on the
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nonemptiness pattern and dimension formula of the affine Lusztig va-
rieties in most cases. We first recall the definitions of the defect and
virtual dimension.

For b ∈ Ğ′, the defect of b is defined as def(b) = rankF G′− rankF Jb,
where for a reductive group H defined over F , rankF is the F -rank of
the group H. Note that any element in W̃ can be written in a unique
way as xtλy, where x, y ∈ W0, λ is a dominant coweight such that
tλy ∈ S0W̃ . We set η(xtλy) = yx ∈ W0. For any w ∈ W̃ and b ∈ Ğ′,
the virtual dimension is defined as

dw([b]) =
1

2

(
ℓ(w) + ℓ(η(w))− def(b)

)
− 〈ν[b], ρ〉.

Here ρ is the half sum of positive roots. By [8, Theorem 2.30], we have

dimXw(b) 6 dw([b]). (a)

For γ ∈ Ğrs, we set dw({γ}) = dw([b]), where [b] = fG,G′({γ}). By
Theorem 1.4, we have

dimYw(γ) 6 dw({γ}) + dimYγ. (b)

We have the following results on the nonemptiness pattern and di-
mension formula of affine Deligne-Lusztig varieties and affine Lusztig
varieties for almost all cases.

Theorem 1.5. [9, Theorem 6.1] Suppose that 〈µ, α〉 > 2 for any simple
root α and ν[b] + 2ρ∨ 6 µ. Then, for any x, y ∈ W0, Xxtµy(b) 6= ∅ if
and only if κ(b) = κ(µ) and supp(yx) = S. In this case,

dimXxtµy(b) = dxtµy([b]).

Theorem 1.6. [10, Theorem 6.9] Let γ ∈ Ğrs. Suppose that 〈µ, α〉 > 2
for any simple root α and ν{γ} + 2ρ∨ 6 µ. Then, for any x, y ∈ W0,
Yxtµy(γ) 6= ∅ if and only if κ(γ) = κ(µ) and supp(yx) = S. In this case,

dimYxtµy(γ) = dxtµy({γ}) + dim Yγ.

2. Enumeration of irreducible components

2.1. Minimal length elements. For any conjugacy class C in W̃ , we
denote by Cmin the set of minimal length elements in C. For w,w′ ∈ W̃
and s ∈ S̃, we write w

s
−→ w′ if w′ = sws and ℓ(w′) 6 ℓ(w). We write

w → w′ if there is a sequence w = w0, w1, . . . , wn = w′ of elements in

W̃ such that for any k, wk−1
sk−→ wk for some sk ∈ S̃. We write w ≈ w′

if w → w′ and w′ → w. It is easy to see that w ≈ w′ if w → w′ and
ℓ(w) = ℓ(w′). We have the following results.

Theorem 2.1. [12, Theorem 2.10] Let C be a conjugacy class of W̃
and w ∈ C. Then there exists w′ ∈ Cmin such that w → w′.

We have the following results on nice representatives of minimal
length elements.
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Theorem 2.2. [12, Propositions 2.4 and 2.7] Let w ∈ W̃ . Then there

exists a straight element x ∈ W̃ , K ⊂ S̃ with WK finite, x ∈ KW̃K, and
Ad(x)(K) = K and u ∈ WK such that ux is a minimal length element
in the conjugacy class of w and w → ux.

We also point out that in this case, u is a minimal length element in
the Ad(x)-conjugacy class of WK .

2.2. Reduction trees. The reduction trees for w ∈ W̃ was introduced
in [14]. The reduction tree encodes the Deligne-Lusztig reduction for

the affine Deligne-Lusztig varieties associated to w (and to all b ∈ Ğ).

The vertices of the graphs are the elements of W̃ and the (oriented)
edges are of the form x ⇀ y. The reduction trees are constructed
inductively.

For x, y ∈ W̃ , we write x ⇀ y if there exists x′ ∈ W̃ and i ∈ S̃
with x ≈σ x′, six

′σ(si) < x′ and y ∈ {six
′, six

′σ(si)}. The reduction
tree of a minimal length in its conjugacy class consists of the element
itself and no edges. Suppose that w is not of minimal length in its σ-
conjugacy class of W̃ and that a reduction tree is given for any z ∈ W̃
with ℓ(z) < ℓ(w). By Theorem 2.1, there exists w′ ∈ W̃ and i ∈ S̃
with w ≈σ w′ and siw

′σ(si) < w′. The reduction tree of w is the graph
containing the given reduction tree for siw

′ and the reduction tree for
siw

′σ(si), and the edges w ⇀ siw
′ and w ⇀ siw

′σ(si).
An end point of a reduction tree T is a vertex x of T such that there

is no edge of the form x ⇀ x′ in T . A reduction path in T is a path
p : w ⇀ w1 ⇀ · · · ⇀ wn, where wn is an end point of T . We write
end(p) = wn. The length ℓ(p) of the reduction path p is the number of
edges in p.

We denote by RP(T ) the set of reduction paths in T . For any [b] ∈
Bσ(G

′), we denote by RP[b](T ) the set of reduction paths p in T with
fW̃ (end(p)) = fσ([b]). Similarly, for any {γ} ∈ B(G), we denote by
RP{γ}(T ) the set of reduction paths p in T with fW̃ (end(p)) = f({γ}).

The following connection between the reduction trees and the affine
Deligne-Lusztig varieties is given in [14, Proposition 3.9].

Proposition 2.3. Let w ∈ W̃ and T be a reduction tree of w. Then
for any b ∈ Ğ′, there exists a decomposition

Xw(b) =
⊔

p∈RP[b](T )

Xp(b),

where Xp is a locally closed subscheme of Xw(b), and is Jb-equivariant

universally homeomorphic to a fibration over Xend(p)(b) with irreducible

fibers of dimension ℓ(p).

One may prove in the same way that
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Proposition 2.4. Let w ∈ W̃ and T be a reduction tree of w. Then
for any γ ∈ Ğ, there exists a decomposition

Yw(γ) =
⊔

p∈RP{γ}(T )

Yp(γ),

where Yp is a locally closed subscheme of Yw(γ), and is ZĞ(γ)-equivariant

isomorphic to a fibration over Yend(p)(γ) with irreducible fibers of dimen-

sion ℓ(p).

2.3. Enumeration of irreducible components of affine Deligne-

Lusztig varieties. We first give a description of the irreducible com-
ponents of affine Deligne-Lusztig varieties in terms of reduction paths.

Proposition 2.5. Let w ∈ W̃ and T be a reduction tree of T . Then
for any b ∈ Ğ′ with Xw(b) 6= ∅, we have

♯
(
Jb\Σ

top(Xw(b))
)
= ♯{p ∈ RP[b](T ); ℓ(p)+ℓ(end(p))−〈ν̄end(p), 2ρ〉 = dimXw(b)}.

Remark 2.6. It is shown in [8, Theorem 2.19] that the number of
Jb-orbits on Σtop(XG

′

w (b))) equals the leading coefficient of the corre-
sponding class polynomial of the associated affine Hecke algebra. One
may deduce the above formula from loc.cit. For the convenience of the
readers, below we give a proof without referring to the class polynomi-
als.

Proof. We first consider the case where w is a minimal length ele-
ment in its conjugacy class in W̃ . In this case, by [7, Theorem 4.8],
dimXw(b) = ℓ(w) − 〈ν̄w, 2ρ〉 and Jb acts transitively on the set of ir-
reducible components of Xw(b). Hence ♯

(
Jb\Σ

top(Xw(b))
)
= 1. Also

by definition, T consists of only one vertex, the element w itself. The
statement holds in this case.

Now we consider the general case. Let d = dimXw(b). By Proposi-
tion 2.3, we have

Σtop(Xw(b)) =
⊔

p∈RP[b](T );ℓ(p)+dimXend(p)(b)=d

Σtop(X(p)(b))

∼=
⊔

p∈RP[b](T );ℓ(p)+dimXend(p)(b)=d

Σtop(Xend(p)(b))

Note that for any p, end(p) is a minimal length element in its conju-

gacy class in W̃ . Thus ♯
(
Jb\Σ

top(Xend(p)(b))
)
= 1 and ℓ(p)+dimXend(p)(b) =

ℓ(p) + ℓ(end(p))− 〈ν̄end(p), 2ρ〉. So

♯
(
Jb\Σ

top(Xw(b))
)
= ♯{p ∈ RP[b](T ); ℓ(p)+ℓ(end(p))−〈ν̄end(p), 2ρ〉 = dimXw(b)}.

The statement is proved. �
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2.4. Regular locus. In this subsection, we study the affine Springer
fibers and their regular loci. This is a key ingredient to our description
of irreducible components of affine Lusztig varieties.

We consider the group Ğ together with a group automorphism δ
such that δ(I) = I. Let Ğad be the adjoint group of Ğ. We assume

furthermore that the image of δ in Aut(Ğad) is of finite order. The

automorphism δ on Ğ induces group automorphisms on W̃ and on Ω.
We consider the group extensions

Ğex = Ğ⋊ 〈δ〉, W̃ ex = W̃ ⋊ 〈δ〉 and Ωex = Ω⋊ 〈δ〉.

Let τ ∈ Ωex and K be a Ad(τ)-stable spherical subset K of S̃. Let
P̄K be the reductive quotient of PK , i.e., the quotient of PK by its pro-
unipotent radical. The Dynkin diagram of P̄K is K. The conjugation
action of τ̇ on PK induces a diagram automorphism on P̄K , which we
denote by τ̄ .

We define the affine Springer fiber in the partial affine flag variety
Ğ/PK by

YK,τ(γ) = {gPK ∈ Ğ/PK ; g
−1γg ∈ PK τ̇}.

By definition, YK,τ(γ) 6= ∅ if and only if γ is conjugate to an element in
PK τ̇ . If we assume furthermore that γ ∈ PK τ̇ , then the condition that
g−1γg ∈ PK τ̇ is equivalent to the condition that γ(gPK)γ

−1 = gPK .

In other words, YK,τ(γ) = (Ğ/PK)
γ is the subscheme of fixed points of

γ on Ğ/PK .
For any element γ′ in PK τ̇ , we denote by γ̄′ its image in the (not

necessarily connected) reductive group P̄K ⋊ 〈τ̄〉. We consider the
regular locus

Y reg
K,τ(γ) = {gPK ∈ YK,τ(γ); g−1γg is regular in P̄K ⋊ 〈τ̄〉}.

Next we recall the notion of elliptic element. For w ∈ WK , let
supp(w) be the set of simple reflections of that appear in some (or,
equivalently, any) reduced expression of w. We say that w is a τ -
elliptic element of WK if there is no proper τ -stable subset of K that
contains supp(w). In other words, w is a τ -elliptic element of WK if
and only if w /∈ WK ′ for any K ′ ( K with Ad(τ)(K ′) = K ′.

We have the following result.

Proposition 2.7. Let τ ∈ Ωex and K be a Ad(τ)-stable spherical subset

of S̃. Suppose that γ ∈ PK τ̇ is a regular semisimple element of Ğex.
Then for any τ -elliptic element w in WK ,

♯
(
ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Ywτ(γ))
)
= ♯

(
ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Y reg
K,τ(b))

)
.

Proof. Let π : Ğ/I → Ğ/P be the projection map. Let Y ′
K,τ(γ) be the

complement of Y reg
K,τ(γ) in YK,τ(γ) and Y ′

wτ(γ) = π−1(Y ′
K,τ(γ))∩Ywτ(γ).
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We consider the following Cartesian product

Y reg
wτ (γ) //

π

��

Ywτ(γ)

π

��

Y ′
wτ(γ)oo

π

��

Y reg
K,τ(γ)

// YK,τ(γ) Y ′
K,τ(γ)

oo

Let B̄ be the image of I in P̄K . Then B̄ is a Borel subgroup of P̄K .
Let δ′ = Ad(τ̇) be a group automorphism on P̄K . Then δ′(B̄) = B̄. For
gPK ∈ YK,τ(γ), we denote by γ̄g the image of g−1γgτ̇−1 in P̄K . It is easy
to see that the fiber π−1(gPK) ∩ Ywτ(γ) is isomorphic to the Lusztig
variety {hB̄ ∈ P̄K/B̄; h−1γ̄gδ

′(h) ∈ B̄wB̄}. By [21, Corollary 5.7], the
fibers are of dimension ℓ(w). Hence dimYwτ(γ) = dim YK,τ(γ) + ℓ(w).
Moreover, we have dimY reg

wτ (γ) = dimY reg
K,τ(γ)+ℓ(w) and dimY ′

wτ(γ) =
dimY ′

K,τ(γ) + ℓ(w).

For any gPK ∈ Y ′
K,τ(γ), γ̄g is not a δ′-regular element in K̄. Hence

the fiber π−1(gPK) ∩ Yγ is isomorphic to the Springer fiber {hB̄ ∈
K̄/B̄; h−1γ̄gδ

′(h) ∈ B̄}, and its dimension is larger than 0. Let Y ′
γ =

π−1(Y ′
K,τ(γ)) ∩ Yγ. Then dimY ′

K,τ(γ) < dimY ′
γ 6 dim Yτ(γ). By [10,

Theorem 3.1], we have dim Yγ = dimYK,τ(γ). Hence dimY ′
K,τ(γ) <

dimYK,τ(γ) and dimY ′
wτ(γ) < dimYK,τ(γ) + ℓ(w) = dimYwτ(γ). Thus

the embedding Y reg
K,τ(γ) → YK,τ(γ) induces a natural bijection between

Σtop(Y reg
K,τ(γ)) and Σtop(YK,τ(γ)) and the embedding Y reg

wτ (γ) → Ywτ(γ)

induces a natural bijection between Σtop(Y reg
wτ (γ)) and Σtop(Ywτ(γ)).

Note that the fibers of the map π : Y reg
wτ (γ) → Y reg

K,τ(γ) are isomorphic

to the Lusztig varieties associated with regular elements in P̄K and
elliptic elements in W0. By [11], the fibers of Y reg

wτ (γ) → Y reg
K,τ(γ) are

all irreducible. Hence the projection map π induces a natural bijection
between Σtop(Y reg

wτ (γ)) and Σtop(Y reg
K,τ(γ)).

Note that the embedding maps and the projection map involved here
are all equivariant under the action of ZĞ(γ). Hence the embedding
maps and the projection map induces a ZĞ(γ)-equivariant natural bi-
jection between Σtop(Ywτ(γ)) and Σtop(YK,τ(γ)). �

2.5. Enumeration of irreducible components of affine Lusztig

varieties. To enumerate the irreducible components of affine Lusztig
varieties, we introduce a subgroup of Ğ associated with an element w
of minimal length in its conjugacy class.

Recall that W̃νw is the Iwahori-Weyl group of M̆νw (see §1.4). We
consider the length function on W̃νw determined by IMνw

. This is the
same as the length function determined by the positive (relative) root
system of Mνw obtained from the intersection of the positive (relative)

root system of G with the set of roots of Mνw . Let S̃νw be the set
of simple reflections of W̃νw . It is worth pointing out that the length
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function on W̃w is not the restriction of the length function on W̃ to
W̃νw and S̃νw is not a subset of S̃.

By [10, §4.2], w = uτ , where τ is a length-zero element τ of W̃w, and
supp(u) is contained in a τ -stable spherical subset of Sνw . Let Kw is
the minimal τ -stable spherical subset of Sw such that u ∈ WKw

and Pw

be the standard parahoric subgroup of M̆νw associated with Kw. Then
u is a τ -elliptic element of WKw

and Pw is stable under the conjugation
action of τ̇ .

If p is a reduction path, and w = end(p), we also write Mp for Mνw ,
Pp for Pw, etc.

Let γ ∈ Ğrs and let γ′ ∈ {γ} ∩ M̆p. By Theorem 1.3, we have

ZM̆p
(γ′) = ZĞ(γ

′) and Y
Mp

w (γ′) ∼= Yw(γ
′). Hence by Proposition 2.7,

we have

♯
(
ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Yw(γ))
)
= ♯

(
ZĞ(γ

′)\Σtop(Yw(γ
′))

)
(a)

= ♯
(
ZM̆p

(γ′)\Σtop(Y
Mp

uτ (γ′))
)

= ♯
(
ZM̆(γ′)\Σtop(Y

Mp

Kp,τ
(γ′))

)
.

In particular, ♯
(
ZM̆p

(γ′)\Σtop(Y
Mp

Kp,τ
(γ′))

)
is independent of the choice

of γ′ ∈ {γ} ∩ M̆p. We set

np,γ = ♯ZĞ(γ
′)\Σtop(Y

Mp

Kp,τ
(γ′)) for any γ′ ∈ {γ} ∩ M̆p.

Now we state the main result of this section.

Theorem 2.8. Let w ∈ W̃ and T be a reduction tree of T . Then

♯
(
ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Yw(γ))
)
=

∑

p∈RP{γ}(T );ℓ(p)+ℓ(end(p))−〈ν̄end(p),2ρ〉+dimYγ=dimYw(γ)

np,γ.

Proof. By Proposition 2.3 and Proposition 2.4, for any reduction path
p ∈ RP{γ}(T ), we have

dimYp(γ) = dimYend(p)(γ) + ℓ(p).

By Theorem 1.4, we have dim Yend(p)(γ) = ℓ(end(p))− 〈ν̄end(p), 2ρ〉+
dimYγ. Hence the inclusion map induces a natural ZĞ(γ)-equivariant
bijection

⊔

p∈RP{γ}(T );ℓ(p)+ℓ(end(p))−〈ν̄end(p),2ρ〉+dimYγ=dimYw(γ)

Σtop(Yp(γ)) −→ Σtop(Yw(γ)).

Since the fibers of the ZĞ(γ)-equivariant projection map Yp(γ) →
Yend(p)(γ) are irreducible, we have a natural bijection

ZĞ(γ)\Σ
top(Yp(γ)) ∼= ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Yend(p)(γ)).
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By §2.5 (a) and Proposition 2.7,

♯
(
ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Yp(γ))
)
= ♯

(
ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Yend(p)(γ))
)
= np,γ.

The statement is proved. �

3. Explicit descriptions

3.1. Very special reduction paths. Any element w ∈ W̃ can be
written in a unique way as w = xtµy for x, y ∈ W0 and µ ∈ X∗(T )

+
Γ0

such that tµy ∈ S0W̃ . We say that w is in the antidominant chamber
if x = w0 and we say that w has the regular translation part if µ is
regular, i.e., 〈µ, α〉 > 0 for any simple root α.

We focus on the cases where the reduction paths contributes to the
maximal possible dimension (see §1.5 (a) and (b)). Note thatXp(b) 6= ∅
if and only if fW̃ (end(p)) = fσ([b]). In this case dimXp(b) = ℓ(p) +

dimXend(p)(b) = ℓ(p) + ℓ(end(p)) − 〈ν[b], 2ρ〉. Thus we have ℓ(p) +

ℓ(end(p)) − 〈ν[b], 2ρ〉 6 dimXw(b) 6 dw(b). We say that a reduction

path p is cordial if for b ∈ Ğ′ with fW̃ (end(p)) = fσ([b]), we have
dw(b) = ℓ(p) + ℓ(end(p))− 〈ν[b], 2ρ〉.

Next, we introduce the notion of very special reduction paths, in-
spired by the concept of very special parahoric subgroups in p-adic
groups [15, §2.2]. Several equivalent definitions of very special para-
horic subgroups are provided in [15, Proposition 2.2.5]. Perhaps the
most natural definition is as follows: a parahoric subgroup of a p-adic
group is very special if it has the maximal volume among all parahoric
subgroups. However, it is not easy to adapt this definition in a purely
combinatorial manner. Instead, we will use the following equivalent
definition: a parahoric subgroup is very special if it has the maximal
log-volume among all parahoric subgroups. The log-volume is defined
as the length of the longest element in its Weyl group.

Let w ∈ W̃ be an element of minimal length in its conjugacy class.
By §2.5, w = uτ , where τ is a length-zero element in the Iwahori-Weyl
group W̃νw of M̆νw and u is a τ -elliptic element of WKw

. For any τ -
stable spherical subset K of S̃νw , we denote by nK the length of the
longest element of WK . Here we use the length function of W̃νw . We
say that w is very special if nKw

> nK for any τ -stable spherical subset
K of S̃νw .

Let G′ be the reduction group over F ′ associated with G and w be
a minimal length element in the Iwahori-Weyl group W̃ ′ ∼= W̃ of Ğ′.
Let b = τ̇ . It is easy to see that Jb = M̆νw(F̆

′)Ad(τ̇ )◦σ. The standard

parahoric subgroups of the p-adic group Jb are of the form PK(F̆
′)∩Jb,

where K runs over the τ -stable spherical subsets of S̃νw . By [15, §2.2.4],

nK is the log-volume of PK(F̆
′) ∩ Jb. By [15, Proposition 2.2.5], w is

very special if and only if PKw
(F̆ ′) ∩ Jb is a very special parahoric

subgroup of Jb.
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If p is a reduction path and w = end(p), we say that p is very special
if w is very special. We will prove the following result on the reduction
tree.

Proposition 3.1. Let w ∈ W̃ . Suppose that w ∈ W̃ has the regular
translation part or is in the antidominant chamber. Let T be a re-
duction tree of w. Then all the cordial reduction paths in T are very
special.

3.2. The affine Grassmannian case. We first prove Proposition 3.1
when w = w0t

µ for µ dominant. The proof relies on the explicit de-
scription of the stabilizer for the Jb acts on the irreducible components
of the affine Deligne-Lusztig varieties in the affine Grassmannian.

We keep the notation in §1.3. Let Ĝ′ be the Langlands dual of G′

over the complex number field C. Let T̂′ be the maximal torus dual

to the maximal torus T′ of G′. Let λb ∈ X∗(T̂′) be the “best integral
approximation” of the Newton point of b in the sense of [5, Definition

2.1]. Let Vµ be the irreducible representation of Ĝ′ with highest weight

µ and Vµ(λb) be the corresponding λb-weight subspace of T̂′. We have
the following result.

Theorem 3.2. Let µ be a dominant coweight and b ∈ Ğ′ with Xµ(b) 6=
∅. Then

(1) The number of Jb-orbits on Σtop(Xµ(b)) equals dimVµ(λb).

(2) The stabilizer of each element in Σtop(Xµ(b)) is a very special para-
horic subgroup of Jb.

Part (1) was conjectured by M. Chen and X. Zhu and proved in-
dependently by R. Zhou and Y. Zhu [28] and Nie [23]. Part (2) was
conjectured by X. Zhu and M. Rapoport, and proved independently by
Nie [23], and R. Zhou, Y. Zhu, and myself [15].

Now we prove Proposition 3.1 for w = w0t
µ. By [15, Proposition

2.4.10], there exists a natural Jb-equivariant bijection Σtop(Xw0tµ(b))
∼=

Σtop(Xµ(b)). Therefore the stabilizer of each element in Σtop(Xw0tµ(b))
is a very special parahoric subgroup of Jb.

Let T be a reduction tree of w0t
µ and p ∈ RP[b](T ) be cordial. Then

Xp(b) ⊂ Xw(b) is locally closed and dimXp(b) = dimXw(b). Moreover,

Xp(b) is stable under the Jb-action. Thus we have a Jb-equivariant in-

jection Σtop(Xp(b)) → Σtop(Xw(b)). Moreover, by Proposition 2.3, the

projection map Xp(b) → Xend(p)(b) induces a Jb-equivariant bijection

Σtop(Xp(b)) → Σtop(Xend(p)(b)). Therefore the stabilizer of each ele-

ment in Σtop(Xend(p)(b)) is a very special parahoric subgroup of Jb.

By [7, Theorem 4.8], Jb acts transitively on Σtop(Xend(p)(b)) and the

stabilizer of each element in Σtop(Xend(p)(b)) is isomorphic to the para-

horic subgroup Pp(F̆
′) ∩ Jb of Jb. Hence Pp(F̆

′) ∩ Jb is a very special
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parahoric subgroup of Jb. Thus by definition, p is very special. This
establishes Proposition 3.1 when w = w0t

µ.

3.3. Construct the reduction paths. To deduce the desired prop-
erty in Proposition 3.1 for other w, we construct explicitly some reduc-
tion paths from w0t

µ to w. This is obtained via the “partial conjugation
method” in [6].

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that x, y ∈ W0 and µ ∈ X∗(T ) is dominant and
regular. Then there exists a sequence w0t

µ ⇀ w1 ⇀ · · · ⇀ xtµy of
length ℓ(w0)−

1
2
(ℓ(x)− ℓ(y) + ℓ(yx)).

Proof. Since µ is dominant and regular, we have ℓ(tµz) = ℓ(tµ)− ℓ(z)
and tµz ∈ S0W̃ for any z ∈ W0.

We first show that there exists a sequence w0t
µ ⇀ w1 ⇀ · · · ⇀ yxtµ

of length ℓ(w0)− ℓ(yx).
Let w0(yx)

−1 = si1 · · · sil be a reduced expression. Then we have
ℓ(sij+1

· · · silyx) = l− j+ ℓ(yx) for any j. We have ℓ(sij+1
· · · silyxt

µ) =
l − j + ℓ(yx) + ℓ(tµ) and

ℓ(sij+2
· · · silyxt

µsij+1
) = l−(j+1)+ℓ(yx)+ℓ(tµ)−1 = ℓ(sij+1

· · · silt
µ)−2.

So sij+1
· · · silt

µ ⇀ sij+2
· · · silt

µ for any j. Thus we obtain a sequence

w0t
µ = si1 · · · silyxt

µ ⇀ si2 · · · silyxt
µ ⇀ · · · ⇀ yxtµ (a)

of length ℓ(w0)− ℓ(yx).
Let y = sk1 · · · skm be a reduced expression. Then we have

ℓ(skj · · · skmxt
µsk1 · · · skj−1

) = ℓ(skj · · · skmx) + ℓ(tµ)− (j − 1)

and

ℓ(skj+1
· · · skmxt

µsk1 · · · skj ) = ℓ(skj+1
· · · skmx) + ℓ(tµ)− j

6 ℓ(skj · · · skmx) + 1 + ℓ(tµ)− j

= ℓ(skj · · · skmxt
µsk1 · · · skj−1

).

So we have a sequence

yxtµ = sk1 · · · skmxt
µ −→ sk2 · · · skmxt

µsk1 −→ · · ·

−→ xtµsk1 · · · skm = xtµy.

In this sequence, each arrow either preserves the lengths of the elements
or decrease the length by 2. Moreover, the number of edges decreasing
the lengths by 2 equals to 1

2
(ℓ(yxtµ)−ℓ(xtµy)) = 1

2
(ℓ(yx)−ℓ(x)+ℓ(y)).

By deleting the edges (and the corresponding elements) which preserves
the lengths, we obtain a sequence

yxtµ ⇀ · · · ⇀ xtµy (b)

of length 1
2
(ℓ(yx)− ℓ(x) + ℓ(y)).

The statement follows by combining the sequence (a) with the se-
quence (b). �
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Lemma 3.4. Suppose that y ∈ W0 and µ ∈ X∗(T )
+
Γ0

with tµy ∈ S0W̃ .
Then there exists a sequence w0t

µ ⇀ w1 ⇀ · · · ⇀ w0t
µy of length ℓ(y).

Proof. Let y = si1 · · · sil be a reduced expression. Since tµy ∈ S0W̃ , we
have ℓ(tµy) = ℓ(tµ)− l. For any j, since tµy = (tµsi1 · · · sij)sij+1

· · · sil ,
we have

ℓ(tµ)−l = ℓ(tµy) > ℓ(tµsi1 · · · sij)−(l−j) > ℓ(tµ)−j−(l−j) = ℓ(tµ)−l.

Therefore all the inequalities above must be equalities. In particular,
ℓ(tµsi1 · · · sij) = ℓ(tµ)− j. Hence we also have that tµsi1 · · · sij ∈

S0W̃ .
We have ℓ(w0t

µsi1 · · · sij ) = ℓ(w0) + ℓ(tµ)− j and

ℓ(sj+1w0t
µsi1 · · · sijsj+1) = ℓ(sj+1w0) + ℓ(tµ)− (j + 1)

= ℓ(w0)− 1 + ℓ(tµ)− (j + 1)

= ℓ(w0t
µsi1 · · · sij )− 2.

Hence w0t
µsi1 · · · sij ⇀ w0t

µsi1 · · · sij+1
. We obtain a sequence

w0t
µ ⇀ w0t

µsi1 ⇀ · · ·w0t
µsi1 · · · sil = w0t

µy

of length ℓ(y). �

3.4. Proof of Proposition 3.1. We first consider the case where w =
xtµy with µ regular. By Lemma 3.3, there exists a sequence w0t

µ ⇀
w1 ⇀ · · · ⇀ w of length ℓ(w0)−

1
2
(ℓ(x)− ℓ(y) + ℓ(yx)). By definition,

there exists a reduction tree T ′ of w0t
µ which contains the sequence

w0t
µ ⇀ w1 ⇀ · · · ⇀ w followed by the reduction tree T as a subtree

of T ′. For any reduction path p : w ⇀ x1 ⇀ · · · ⇀ xmin T , we set
p′ : w0t

µ ⇀ w1 ⇀ · · · ⇀ w ⇀ x1 ⇀ · · · ⇀ xm. Then p′ is a reduction

path in T ′. Note that dw0tµ(b)−dw(b) = ℓ(w0)−
1
2
(ℓ(x)− ℓ(y)+ ℓ(yx)).

If p is a cordial reduction path in T , then p′ is a cordial reduction
path in T ′. By §3.2, p′ is a very special reduction path in T ′. As the
definition of the reduction paths only depends on the end point, p is
again a very special reduction path in T . This finishes the proof of the
statement when w has the regular translation part.

When w is in the antidominant chamber, similar argument works by
using Lemma 3.4 instead of Lemma 3.3.

3.5. Comparison between the irreducible components. In this
section, we study the cases where the irreducible components of the
affine Lusztig varieties and the affine Deligne-Lusztig varieties “match”.
To do this, we need the following deep result on the regular locus of
the affine Springer fibers.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that G is split over L and γ ∈ I is a regular
semisimple element of Ğ. Then ZĞ(γ) acts transitively on the regular
locus Y reg

S0
(γ) of the affine Springer fiber in the affine Grassmannian.
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This was first proved by Ngo [22, Proposition 3.7.1] in the context of
equal characteristic for Lie algebras. For loop groups in equal charac-
teristic, Chi obtained the result by reducing it to the Lie algebra case,
as shown in [2, Corollary 3.8.2]. In the setting of mixed characteristic
for loop groups, the result was obtained by Chi in [3, Corollary 7.6].
However, similar results do not hold for ramified groups, as demon-
strated by [3, Example 7.7 & Example 7.8].

Note that any element in Ğ is conjugate to an element in ĬẇĬ for a
straight element w ∈ W̃ . We say that γ has an integral Newton point if
γ is conjugate to an element in ĬẇĬ for w = tµ for some µ ∈ X∗(T )Γ0 .
In this case, fG,G′(γ) = [tµ]. In particular, all elements in I have
integral Newton points. It is also worth noting that many elements
with integral Newton points are ramified elements.

Now we prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.6. Let G be a split group over L and γ be a regular
semisimple element of Ğ with integral Newton point. Suppose that G′

is associated with G and [b] = fG,G′({γ}) ∈ Bσ(G
′). Let w ∈ W̃ with

dimXw(b) = dw(b). If w is in the antidominant chamber or has the
regular translation part, then

♯
(
ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Yw(γ))
)
= ♯

(
Jb\Σ

top(Xw(b))
)
.

Proof. By definition, [b] = [tµ] for some µ ∈ X∗(T )Γ0. As [tµ] = [tx(µ)]
for any x ∈ W0, we can also assume that µ is dominant. Let M be
the Levi subgroup generated by T and Uα for 〈α, µ〉 = 0. Then M is
standard Levi subgroup of G and M splits over L. In this case, the
very special parahoric subgroups of M̆ are the hyperspecial subgroups.

By definition, we have RP[b](T ) = RP{γ}(T ). Moreover, by Theorem
1.4, we have dim Yw(γ) = dw(b) + dimYγ. Then for p ∈ RP{γ}(T ) =
RP[b](T ), ℓ(p) + ℓ(end(p)) − 〈ν̄end(p), 2ρ〉 + dimYγ = dim Yw(γ) if and

only if ℓ(p)+ℓ(end(p))−〈ν̄end(p), 2ρ〉 = dimXw(b), that is, p ∈ RP[b](T )
is cordial.

By Theorem 3.5 for M and Proposition 3.1, np,γ = 1 for any cordial

reduction path in RP{γ}(T ). Now the statement follows from Theorem
2.8 and Proposition 2.5. �

3.6. Affine Lusztig varieties in the affine Grassmannian. Let Ĝ

be the Langlands dual of G over the complex number field C. Let T̂ be
the maximal torus dual to the maximal torus T of G. Suppose that the
group G′ over F ′ is associated with the group G and [b] = fG,G′({γ}).
Then by definition, we may identify the Newton point of γ with the
Newton point of b. In particular, if moreover γ has the integral Newton
point λγ , then under this identification, we have λγ = λb. We have the
following result, which verifies a conjecture of Chi [2] when γ has an
integral Newton point.
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Theorem 3.7. Let G be a split group over L and γ be a regular
semisimple element of Ğ with an integral Newton point λγ. Let µ be a
dominant coweight with Yµ(γ) 6= ∅. Then

♯
(
ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Yµ(γ))
)
= dimVµ(λγ).

Proof. Set Y =
⊔

w∈W0tµW0
Yw(γ). By [10, Proof of Theorem 6.9], Y

is a ZĞ(γ)-equivariant fibration over Yµ(γ) with fibers isomorphic to
Ksp/I. In particular, we have a ZĞ(γ)-equivariant bijection Σtop(Y ) →
Σtop(Yµ(γ)).

Let G′ be a group over F ′ that is associated with the group G

and [b] = fG,G′({γ}). By Theorem 1.4, for any w, we have either
Xw(b) = Yw(γ) = ∅ or dimYw(γ) = dimXw(b) + dimYγ. By [7, The-
orem 9.1], for w ∈ W0t

µW0 and w 6= w0t
µ, we have either Xw(b) = ∅

or dimXw(b) < dimXw0tµ(b). Thus for w ∈ W0t
µW0 and w 6= w0t

µ,
we have either Yw(γ) = ∅ or dimYw(γ) < dimYw0tµ(γ). The inclusion
Yw0tµ(γ) → Y induces a ZĞ(γ)-equivariant bijection Σtop(Yw0tµ(γ)) →
Σtop(Y ). By [15, Proposition 2.4.10], we have a Jb-equivariant bijection
Σtop(Xw0tµ(b)) → Σtop(Xµ(b)). By Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 3.2 (1),
we have

♯
(
ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Yµ(γ))
)
= ♯

(
ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Y )
)
= ♯

(
ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Yw0tµ(γ))
)

= ♯
(
Jb\Σ

top(Xw0tµ(b))
)
= ♯

(
Jb\Σ

top(Xµ(b))
)

= dimVµ(λγ).

The theorem is proved. �

As we have seen from the proof, ♯
(
ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Yµ(γ))
)
= dimVµ(λγ)

if and only if ♯
(
ZĞ(γ)\Σ

top(Yw0µ(γ))
)
= ♯

(
Jb\Σ

top(Xw0tµ(b))
)
. By The-

orem 2.8 and Proposition 2.5, the above condition is equivalent to the
condition that np,γ = 1 for all cordial reduction paths in RP{γ}(T ) for

a reduction tree T of w0t
µ. However, as we have seen in [3, Exam-

ple 7.7 & Example 7.8], such condition is not satisfied for the affine
Grassmannians of ramified groups.

3.7. Irreducibility. The enumeration of the (top dimensional) irre-
ducible components of affine Deligne-Lusztig varieties in the affine flag
is a challenging problem. We refer to the recent work of [14] and
[26] for certain cases where Jb acts transitively on Σtop(Xw(b)) and to
the work [25] for the description of Jb\Σ

top(Xw(b)) in terms of double
Bruhat graphs. By Theorem 3.6, we may deduce similar results for
affine Lusztig varieties.
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