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Abstract

We decompose Newton strata in the special fiber of moduli spaces of global G-shtukas into a
product of Rapoport-Zink spaces and Igusa varieties. This decomposition holds as well for associated
adic spaces, which yields a comparison between the ¢-adic cohomology of these spaces together with
the action by the reductive group G and the Galois-group of the underlying ground field.

Introduction

Moduli spaces of bounded global G-shtukas are the function field analogues of Shimura varieties over
number fields. Therefore one expects that Langlands correspondences can be realized in their f-adic
cohomology. In fact recently V. Lafforgue [Lafl2] made huge progress in this direction. In this article
a different approach is taken: Following Harris and Taylor [HT01] and Mantovan [Man04], [Man05]
the moduli space of bounded global G-shtukas is replaced by two moduli spaces parametrizing simpler
objects and compare the representations found in their cohomology.
Let us describe the main results in slightly greater detail: Let IF; be a finite field of characteristic p, G
a reductive group over I, and K a function field over F,. By fixing a suitable ring of integers in K, one
obtains a smooth projective geometrically connected curve C. Let o be the Frobenius on C. Based on
Drinfeld’s notion of elliptic modules [Dri74], Varshavsky [Var04] defined global G-shtukas as G-torsors ¢
over C' together with an isomorphism ¢ : 6*9 — ¢ over an open subscheme of C'. The points ¢y, ..., ¢,
in the complement of this open subscheme are called characteristic places. Moreover level structures
with respect to open subgroups U C G(A) and boundedness conditions exist on global G-shtukas,
cf. B3 and B4 for definitions. Such global G-shtukas then admit moduli spaces VE#H,(C, @), which
are Deligne-Mumford-stacks whose (in general infinitely many) connected components are quotients of
quasi-projective schemes of finite type by finite groups. They exist not only over the function field,
but admit natural integral models, whose special fibers X} are characterized by fixing the locus of the
characteristic places.
Loosely speaking, the key observation is now, that one may separate the behavior of a global G-shtuka
locally around the characteristic places from its global structure, at least over the special fiber. The local
part was analyzed in detail by Hartl and Viehmann [HV11], [HV12] and is given by the Rapoport-Zink
space of local G-shtukas, a function field analogue of the moduli spaces of p-divisible groups defined by
Rapoport and Zink [RZ96]. To G one may associate the loop groups L*G and LG over F, given by the
sheaves

LTG(S) = G(Os[[z]]) LG(S) = G(Os((2))) for schemes S over Fy.

Then the restriction of a G-torsor ¢4 over a curve C' to the formal neighborhood of a point ¢; is nothing
else than a LT G-torsor G over the point itself. Similarly the restriction of the Frobenius-isomorphism
© is now given by a Frobenius-isomorphism ¢ : 6*(G xLta LG)— G xL "G LG between the associated
LG-torsors. Such a pair (G, ¢) is called a local G-shtuka. Thus fixing a fundamental alcove b, (cf. [£.22)
and introducing boundedness conditions here as well, one can give the moduli problem
MEH(S) = {(g, ©) a local G-shtuka bounded by u over S and}
by a:(G,0) = (LTG,b,0*) a quasi-isogeny
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The formal scheme representing ./\/lbju“ is called Rapoport-Zink spaces. Denote its special fiber by M,;—i“ .
Unfortunately the global counterpart, namely Igusa varieties, are not as easily constructed. Following the
work of Harris and Taylor [HT01] they should parametrize global G-shtukas together with equivalence
classes of trivializations of the associated local G-shtukas at the characteristic places. In other words, one
should consider central leaves C[(JW), i.e. the loci where the associated local G-shtukas lie in one specific
isomorphism class, and parameterize partial trivializations over them. However whenever the chosen
fundamental alcove b, is not basic, the usual definition turns out not to be representable over central
leaves. Mantovan suggested to pull back the global G-shtukas along a high power of the Frobenius,
which then admits a partial splitting into basic factors, which suffices to construct the Igusa varieties.
We essentially follow this idea, but modify it in two ways:
First of all we base-change directly to the perfection of the central leaf. Then pulling pack along the
Frobenius defines an isomorphism, allowing us to work directly with the given global G-shtuka.
Secondly using the description of general Igusa varieties as products of Igusa varieties for the basic case,
complicates all further arguments which use the moduli description. This is mainly due to the fact, that
whenever constructing partial trivializations, one has to check that they split and hence define a point
in the Igusa varieties. Fortunately there is a uniform moduli description: For simplicity let us consider
only the case of a single characteristic place ¢; in this introduction. Fix as above a fundamental alcove
by, and consider then the central leaf, i.e. the locally closed locus in X}, defined by all geometric points
where the associated local G-shtuka is isomorphic to (LTG, b,,c*). Moreover define for each d > 0 the
subgroup

La(by,) = [ ¢V (K4) C LG

N>0

where ¢(g) = b, 'o7!(g)by, for all g € LG and Kq = {g € LG |g = 1 mod zT'}. Then I4(b,,) is a
closed subgroup in LTG and the universal local G-shtuka admits a canonical Iy(b,,)-structure, i.e. a
natural I(b,,)-subtorsor inside its LT G-torsor. Note that such an Iy(b,,)-structure is strictly stronger
than having complete slope division (once this notion is transported from p-divisible groups [0Z02]
definition 1.2] to local G-shtukas, cf. [L3]).
In this situation it makes sense to talk about I4(b,,)-truncated isomorphisms, which are equivalence
classes of isomorphisms that (roughly speaking) induce the same map modulo I4(b,,). For a precise
definition see Now we may define Igusa varieties as the moduli space parametrizing bounded global
G-shtukas (with level structure) together with an I4(b,,)-truncated isomorphism between the associated
local G-shtuka and (L*G, b,,0*). Such moduli spaces Igi’_{ y are representable by a finite étale cover over

the perfection of the central leaf C[(]Vi)n. Note that we actually construct these Igusa varieties directly,
instead of using the product of Igusa varieties for the basic case and then showing the equivalence of
the moduli descriptions.

If one uses this construction for all characteristic places, one similarly obtains an Igusa variety Iggimi for
tuples (d;);. In the limit for growing d; these Igusa varieties parametrize global G-shtukas with actual
trivializations at all characteristic places.

The connection between Rapoport-Zink spaces, Igusa varieties and the moduli space of global G-shtukas
is achieved via the so-called uniformization morphism. In the setting of mixed characteristic, such
morphisms were constructed in a very general setting by Rapoport and Zink [RZ96] and Mantovan
[Man05], based on a large number of previous works in more special cases. For shtukas a first version
was constructed by Arasteh Rad and Hartl in [AHI4al]. The idea is to take the global G-shtuka living
over the Igusa variety, cut out the torsor at the characteristic places and then fill the hole using the
canonical quasi-isogeny to the universal local G-shtuka over the Rapoport-Zink space. This way one
obtains a morphism

oo+ [IMEE? x 1= — X,

Note that due to the existence of Igusa varieties only over perfect schemes, () (a priori) only exist
after passing to the perfection for all schemes.

Main Theorem 1. a) The morphism m(,) factors over the perfection of the Newton stratum ./\/'[(Jui)'i C

X'I}ﬂ, i.e. the locus where the associated local G-shtukas are quasi-isogenous (but not necessarily isomor-
phic) to (LTG,b,.0*). It is surjective over the Newton stratum. The fibers over geometric points



of ./V'[(]Vi)ﬁ are torsors under the group of self-quasi-isogenies [[J; of the associated local G-shtukas
(L*G,by,0*) at all characteristic places.

b) T(s0;) can be expressed as a limit of morphisms, which are surjective on the Newton stratum themselves
and are alternating finite or étale.

Most parts of the theorem were shown by Mantovan [Man04], [Man05] in the case of Shimura
varieties of PEL-type. Only the étale versions of the covering morphism are completely new and due to
our change to consider everything over perfections. One more advantage of this change becomes visible,
when one tries to extend this result to formal schemes: While definitions of covering morphisms like
the ones used by Mantovan allow only locally and non-canonical extensions to the formal setting, the
theorem above stays true (almost verbatim) when all spaces are replaced by their formal counterparts,
as explained in section [l In fact one can even pass to (analytic) adic spaces with only slight changes.
As a first application of this theorem, we prove that the dimension of leaves, i.e. the loci in X/; where the
associated local G-shtukas lie in some fixed isomorphism class, are constant inside one Newton stratum.
After having now a very good understanding of the geometry, we are able to deal with the cohomology:
From the point of view of Langlands’ correspondence we are interested in

> (=17 lim HE (VEHE(C,G) x K, Qo)
U

%

as a representation of G(A) x I'r,, where A is the ring of adeles and I'r, is the absolute Galois group of
Fq (or equivalently the Weil group of the absolute Galois group of K). Here the action of G(A) x T'p,
is induced by the natural action of these groups on the tower of spaces VEH], (C,G) x K for varying
level structure U. However due to technical problems, we can only deal with it as a G(A%) x I'g/-
representation, where A% is the ring of adeles away from the fixed characteristic places and I'g is the
absolute Galois group of a finite extension E’/F,. Moreover for similar reasons we have to impose a
projectivity condition on the moduli space of global G-shtukas.

After transporting the cohomology to the special fiber using vanishing cycles and using the decomposi-
tion into Newton strata, one is then reduced to the study of

Z(—ni th (NIS”” x Ty, R\I/Z”Qé)
U

K2

Then a Kiinneth type formula allows us to rewrite this in terms of the cohomology of Rapoport-Zink
spaces and Igusa varieties resulting in the

Main Theorem 2. Let VEH(C,G) be a moduli space of global G-shtukas, such that all connected
components of VEHY(C, G) are proper over Spec E'[[(1,. .., ]
Then there exists a canonical isomorphism between the virtual G(A) x T g -representations

> (=)' HL (VAHY(C,G) x K, Q)

%

and

> (e Tor AT (HE (TI MG x By, R Q) i limy HY (Tl <T,, RW%"@)) .
(vi) dye, f U d;

This theorem implies, that instead of analyzing the cohomology of the whole moduli space of global
G-shtukas, it essentially suffices to understand the cohomology of Rapoport-Zink spaces and Igusa
varieties. A few more remarks on this formula: While the description above suggests that the product
decomposition is only needed over the special fiber, this is far from true. To apply the Kiinneth formula
one has to compare vanishing cycles sheaves for Newton strata, Rapoport-Zink spaces and Igusa varieties.
For this it is essential to have a good control over the situation of associated analytic adic spaces. On
the other hand passing to perfections does not change the cohomology, so having the covering morphism
only over perfections does not impose further difficulties.

When comparing this result to the corresponding one for Shimura varieties found in [Man04] or [Man05],



the most notable difference is the appearance of vanishing cycles in our final formula. This is mainly due
to problems with incompatibilities of stratifications and passage to adic spaces, which create problems
when trying to argue as in [Man04]. Please refer to the discussion at the end of this article, why it is
even likely that removing the vanishing cycles is impossible.

A few final remarks on the structure of this paper: Section [ deals with the local theory. Much of this
treatment is a straight-forward generalization of [HV11], though the new boundedness statement 2.3.17]
for inverses of quasi-isogenies simplifies many arguments. Moreover in the description of the Tate
functor is improved upon the treatment in [AH14a]. Finally we prove in 7] that quasi-isogenies on
generic fibers of normal schemes extend uniquely to the whole scheme, at least if the quasi-isogeny class
of the local G-shtuka does not vary. The corresponding result for p-divisible groups is called Tate’s
theorem, cf. [Tat66, theorem 4] and [Ber80, §4.1].

Section Blis devoted to the theory of global G-shtukas. While most purely global statements can already
be found in [Var04] or [AH14al, [AH14D], the focus here lies on the interplay between global and local
notions. The global-local-functors £., in were already constructed in [AH14a], though using an
alternative construction less suited for our needs.

Section M finally introduces Igusa varieties over central leaves. The first step in this direction is to
translate the notion of a complete slope division to shtukas and to see that universal local G-shtuka
over central leaves admit them, which is done in 43l In [£4] this is strengthened to the existence of
Iy(by,)-structures. This allows us to prove representability of Igusa varieties over basic strata in 45 and
in general in In these sections the basic properties of Igusa varieties are established as well.
Having now Igusa varieties, one can prove main theorem 1 in section Bl 5] describes the construction
of the uniformization morphism, removing some inaccuracies in the original proof of [AH14b]. After
discussing several versions of the product composition in to 5.5l the application to dimensions of
arbitrary leaves is discussed in

The next section [0l focuses on extending the product decomposition to formal schemes and adic spaces,
after constructing a suitable formal version of central leaves in [6.1}

Finally we deal with the cohomology in section[7l The first half deals with establishing a Kiinneth type
formula over the special fiber in the flavor of theorem 5.13 of [Man04]. In [74] this is applied to the
sheaves of vanishing cycles of torsion sheaves, which finally gives main theorem 2 in
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1 Notations

We fix the following data:
e [, a finite field of characteristic p.

° Fq an algebraic closure of F,.

E a finite field extension of F, inside Fq. Any other finite field extension will always take place
inside Fq.

I' = Gal(F,/E) the absolute Galois group of E.

C a smooth geometrically irreducible projective curve over F,.
e G a connected reductive group over IFy.
e B C G a Borel subgroup defined over F,.

e T C G a maximal (not necessarily split) torus defined over F,.



X*(T) = Homg, (T x SpecF,, G,, x SpecF,) the character group of T'.

X.(T) = Homg, (G, x SpecFy, T x SpeclF,) the cocharacter group of 7.

X*(T)dom respectively X.(T)dom the set of dominant elements in the (co)character group of T
(wrt. the chosen Borel B).

m1(G) = X.(T)/{coroot lattice} the (algebraic) fundamental group of G.
e For any set S with T-action (like X.(T) or m1(G)), we denote the set of I'-orbits by S/T.

Note that any connected reductive group over a finite field is automatically quasi-split (e.g. by [Spr79]
4.3-4.4]), hence the Borel B indeed exists.

We will use two Frobenius morphisms depending whether we consider the local or the global situation.
Both are denoted by o and are for F4-schemes S

e in the local context (i.e. in section 2 etc.): o : § — S the absolute g-Frobenius.

e in the global context (i.e. in most of section 3}, etc.): o : C' Xgpecr, S — C XgpecF, S the identity
on C' and the absolute g-Frobenius on S.

Furthermore for two schemes or stacks X,Y over SpecF, respectively Spec I/ we will abbreviate the
fiber product
X XFQY2:X XSpeC]FqY resp. X XEYZZX XSpec E Y.

Remark 1.0.1. We essentially require for E to be large enough to satisfy the following two conditions:

e Every bound y in the cocharacter group of the maximal torus of Resg/p, (G) (for some fixed finite
extension F of F,;) can be defined over E, cf.

e The fundamental alcove b, can be represented by an element defined over F, cf. L.2.5]

In the case of split groups G these two conditions are always satisfied already for £ = F,.

2 Local G-shtukas

We define local G-shtukas for connected reductive groups G and study their properties. Except for the
sections[2.3], and 27 all statements were essentially established by Hartl and Viehmann [HV11]. The
main difference to their treatment is, that we no longer assume that G is split, though this requires only
small changes to any of their proofs. Section [2.0] was inspired by [AHI4a] and [AH14b]. There much of
the theory of G-shtukas is developed even for non-constant group schemes, though the statements are
sometimes not strong enough for our purposes.

We will state all theorems needed in the other parts of this work, but mostly refer for proofs to [HV1I]
(at least after explaining how to reduce to the split case).

2.1 Generalities on torsors

Let us recall some generalities on torsors under (ind-)group schemes. These will be used frequently
(without explicit reference) for various groups. In this section the base spaces S will always be Deligne-
Mumford stacks, from now abbreviated by DM-stacks.

Definition 2.1.1. Let H be an (ind-)group scheme over F, and fix some topology * € { fpqc, fopf, étale}.
A (right) H-torsor on a DM-stack S over F, is a sheaf H for the x-topology together with a (right) action
of H on H, such that x-locally on S the sheaf H is isomorphic to the sheaf of points of H.

Remark 2.1.2. i) Any torsor under an (ind-)affine (ind-)scheme is relatively representable by an (ind-
)scheme. Thus whenever convenient, we will view H as an H-(ind-)scheme which admits after a x-cover
S’ — S an H-equivariant isomorphism H xg S’ = H x 5.

il) H-torsors over S are classified up to isomorphism by Cech cohomology H LS., H).

iii) If f: 5" — S is any morphism of DM-stacks and H an H-torsor over S, then its pull-back f*H is
an H-torsor over S’. In particular this applies to the Frobenius morphism.



If H — Hy is a morphism between (ind-)group schemes, then the induced morphism H'(S,, H;) —
ot (S«, Ha) associates to each Hi-torsor an Ha-torsor. This can be turned into a functor via the following
explicit

Construction 2.1.3.
Let #H; be an Hp-torsor over a DM-stack S. Then consider the s-sheaf H; xf1 Hs defined as the
sheafification of the presheaf

S" +— {H;(S")-orbits in H1(S") x Ha(S")}

where H;(S’) acts on H;(S’) via the given right action and on H3(S’) via left multiplication by the
inverse of its image under Hy(S’) — Hz(S').

Then H; x 1 Hy admits a canonical (right) Ha-action by right multiplication on the second factor. It is
easy to see that H; x 1 H, admits a trivialization over S’ whenever this happens for Hi. So H1 xH1 Hy
is indeed an H>-torsor.

It is an easy exercise to see that this construction extends to morphisms between Hi-torsors and com-
mutes with arbitrary base-changes.

Definition 2.1.4. [Fal03, definition 1] Let G be a connected reductive group over F,.
a) L*G is the infinite dimensional group scheme over F, representing the fpqc-sheaf of groups

S — G(T(S, 05)[[2]).

b) LG is the ind-scheme (of ind-finite type) over Fy representing the sheafification of the fpgc-presheaf
of groups

S G(I'(S,0s)((2)))-
¢) There is a canonical inclusion LTG c LG. If G is a LTG-torsor over a scheme S, then LG =
g xLra LG (cf. the previous construction) is called the LG-torsor associated to G.

Remark 2.1.5. Usually G-torsors (and in particular global G-shtukas, cf. BI3]) are denoted by ¢,
while G is used for LTG-torsors (and in particular local G-shtukas, cf. 2.2.T]).

As in the case of smooth affine group schemes of finite type, we can omit specifying the actual
topology by the following

Lemma 2.1.6. Using the notation above,
Hl(Sélta LTG) = H1(Sfmnfa LTG) = Hl(Squc, L*G)
i.e. LT G-torsors for the étale, fppf- and fpqc-topology are equivalent.
Proof. The proof of [HV11l proposition 2.2] holds for any smooth affine group scheme. O

Similarly to the construction above, we may define functors from torsors to vector bundles using repre-
sentations:

Lemma 2.1.7. Let G be a connected reductive group over Fy and fix a representation p : G — GL(V)
for a finite-dimensional E-vector space V' over a finite field extension E/F,.

a) The representation p induces a canonical functor from G-torsors over an E-scheme S to line bundles
of rank dim V' over S.

b) The representation p induces a canonical functor from LTG-torsors over an E-scheme S to locally
free Og|[z]] = Os ®@g E[[z]]-modules over S.

¢) The representation p induces a canonical functor from LG-torsors over an E-scheme S to locally free
Os5((2)) = Os @ E((2))-modules over S.

All these functors are compatible for passing from G-torsors to LTG-torsors and LG-torsors via the
inclusions G C LYG C LG.



Proof. We will prove only part b) as the rest follows in the same way and the compatibilities are obvious.
So let G be a LTG-torsor over S and consider the sheaf G x LGV over S defined as the sheafification
of the presheaf

S" +— {L1TG(S")-orbits in G(S) x (V @ Os[[2]])(S)}

where we view V as a constant sheaf on S and take the induced LT G-action on V ®@g Og[[z]]. Then

G xL"G V trivializes over the same covers as G did, hence is indeed locally free. Moreover it is an easy
exercise to see that this construction extends to morphisms between L+ G-torsors. ([

2.2 Local G-shtukas and bounded quasi-isogenies

We will now recall the definition of a local G-shtuka and morphisms between them, called quasi-isogenies.
But it turns out, that most moduli spaces for local (and global) G-shtukas exist only as ind-schemes.
To remedy this, boundedness conditions are introduced in order to specify subspaces of such moduli
spaces, which exist as (formal) schemes locally of finite type. To give us more flexibility we start by
defining bounded morphisms between LG-torsors associated to arbitrary Lt G-torsors, and specify then
to the case of local G-shtukas and, in section B3] to global G-shtukas.

Recall that o denotes the absolute g-Frobenius and G is a connected reductive group over F,, that is
not necessarily split. We fix a finite field extension E of F, (as usual viewed as a subfield of F,,).

Definition 2.2.1. ¢f. [HV11], definitions 3.1 and 3.8] a) A local G-shtuka over a DM-stack S over E
is a pair (G, ) consisting of a LTG-torsor G on S and an isomorphism ¢ : c* LG — LG of associated
LG-torsors.

Denote by Shitg the ind-stack representing the functor of local G-shtukas up to isomorphism.

b) A local G-shtuka (G, ) is called étale if ¢ is induced from a morphism ¢ : 0*G — G between LTG-
torsors. The ind-stack of étale local G-shtukas is denoted by EtShtc.

¢) A quasi-isogeny between local G-shtukas o : (G,p) — (G',¢') over S is an isomorphism of the
associated LG-torsors o : LG — LG satisfying ¢’ o c*a = a0 .

The set of quasi-isogenies between two local G-shtukas is denoted by QIsog((G,v), (G, ¢")).

Remark 2.2.2. i) We claim above that Shtq is an ind-stack. Indeed it is not hard to see that it is given
by a LG-bundle over a substack of the stack of LT G-torsors. But for all of our applications it suffices to
know that Shtg is a category fibered over the category of DM-stacks over E, which is obviously true.
ii) The Frobenius-isomorphism ¢ of a local G-shtuka (G, p) over S can be viewed as a quasi-isogeny
¢:(0"G,0"¢p) = (G, ).

ili) Note that the definition makes sense for arbitrary connected linear algebraic groups over F,. In
particular, if P C G is any parabolic subgroup, then the notion of a local P-shtuka (appearing in
section [£3) makes sense.

Though we will mainly be interested in local G-shtukas, we will need at several points some more
data respectively more general notions:

Definition 2.2.3. a) Let P C G be any subgroup (which will usually be parabolic) and H C LTP
any open subgroup. A local G-shtuka with H-structure over a DM-stack S over E is a triple (G, o, H)
consisting of a local G-shtuka (G, ) and an H-torsor H over S together with a fized isomorphism
HxHLTG=g.

A quasi-isogeny is a quasi-isogeny between the local G-shtukas (after forgetting the H-structure).

An isomorphism is an isomorphism of the local G-shtukas, which is induced from an isomorphism of the
H-torsors.

Denote the ind-stack of local G-shtukas with H -structure by H - Shtg.

b) Let H be any affine algebraic group over F,. Then an étale local H-shtuka over S is a pair (H,on)
consisting of an H-torsor H over S and a o-linear isomorphism py : 0*H — H.

Denote the ind-stack of étale local H-shtukas by H - EtSht.

Remark 2.2.4. Local G-shtukas with H-structure will appear in the definition of Igusa-varieties, cf.
section L4l Etale local H-shtukas will already appear in the discussion of adelic levels structures of
global G-shtukas, cf. section 34



We turn now to the definition of bounds. Apart from generalizing to non-split groups, we use essen-
tially the construction introduced in [HV11]. Nevertheless there is one slight change to the definition:
Boundedness conditions for local G-shtukas contain certain compatibilities in the set of orbits 71 (G)/T.
Nevertheless they should correspond to boundedness conditions on global G-shtukas (cf. section B.3]),
which seem not to be able to detect differences in the torsion of 71 (G)/T". This forces us to work with
m(@)g/T = (m(G) ® Q)/T rather than 7 (G)/T itself.

We will work over the category Nilpg¢) of DM-stacks S over Spec E[[(]] such that  is locally nilpotent
on S. Consider now two L*G-torsors G and G’ over a DM-stack S € Nilpg) and a : LG — LG a
morphism between the associated LG-torsors.

Construction 2.2.5. The Hodge point of « (cf. [HV1I] definition 3.3])
Consider a geometric point § : Speck — S mapping to a point s € S. Choose any trivializations
Gs & LTG5 and GL =2 LTG5 of the restriction of the L™ G-torsors to 5. Then the restriction of o to §
defines a morphism

as: LG5 = LGs — LGL = LG5

i.e. an element az € LG(k). Note now that G splits over k and that LTG C LG is a special subgroup.
Hence the Cartan decomposition yields

LG(k) = |J LYGk)HLTG(k)

HEX 4 (T)dom

cf. [Tit77, 3.3.3]. This associates to a and 5 an element in X, (T)gom C X«(T), which is independent
of the trivialization of the two LT G-torsors. Projecting down to the set X,.(T)/T even eliminates the
dependence on the choice of the geometric point § mapping to s. Hence this defines a homomorphism
(of sets)

pla) : S — X, (T)/T

which we call the Hodge point of «.
The canonical projection X, (T) — m1(G) — m(G)g = m(G) ® Q is I'-equivariant. Hence we may
compose the morphism above with X, (T)/I" — 71 (G)g/T to get

[(@)] = § = m(G)o/T"
Lemma 2.2.6. mo(LG) = m(G)/T.

Proof. By [PROS8, theorem 5.1] there is an isomorphism 7o (LG x g F,) = 71 (G), which is by construction
I'-equivariant. All connected components of LG X g Fq in one I'-orbit have the same image in LG, hence
map into the same connected component of LG. Moreover LG X g Fq — LG is a closed morphism as a
limit of finite morphism. So each connected component of LG X g Fq actually maps surjectively onto a
connected component of LG. This implies that the preimages of elements under mo (LG x gF,) — mo(LG)
consist of precisely one I'-orbit, because this is true for preimages of single points under LG x EFq — LG.
Thus we obtain isomorphisms

7T0(LG) = 7T0(LG XE Fq)/l“ = Wl(G)/F

O

Using this isomorphism, the construction of the Hodge point [u(a)] can be reformulated in a slightly

more conceptual way: The morphism « induces a map S — mo(LG) by trivializing « locally. It is well-

defined, because the image for different trivializations is contained in one connected LTG-conjugacy
class. Then by the previous lemma we get the map

S — 7T0(LG) = 7T1(G)/F — Wl(G)Q/F,

which equals [p(«)] on geometric points by a straight-forward computation.

Lemma 2.2.7. ¢f. [HV11l, proposition 3.4] The map [u(a)] is locally constant.



Proof. Let f:S xg Spec Fq — S be the base-change to Fq. Then by definition
[u(f )] = [(@)] o f : S x g SpecFy — m1(G)o/T

where f*a : LG x pSpecF, — LG xp Spech is the pullback of . Thus it suffices to show that [u(f*«)]

is locally constant. But as G splits over Fy, this follows from proposition 3.4 in [HVII], which even
states that the morphism to 71 (G) itself is locally constant. O

Remark 2.2.8. Alternatively use the description in the previous remark: The map S — 7o(LG) factors
by definition étale-locally over LG, hence it factors as S — m(S) — mo(LG), too. So the Hodge point
[1(a)] factors over mo(S) as well.

Consider any dominant character A € X*(T'). It is defined over some field extension F/F, and
(—X)dom, i.e. _the dominant element in the orbit of —\ under the Weyl group, defines a representation
of the Borel B opposite to B

(= X)dom : B xg, SpecF — G,,, xr, SpecF

which is trivial on the unipotent radical of B X, SpecF. Thus we may consider the Weyl module of
highest weight A

Ve(\) = (Ind%(=N)dom)"
which is defined over F.

Set now E’ = E - F the composite of E and F in F,. Then we may associate to any LT G-torsor G over
an E-scheme S the locally free sheaves over S x g Spec £’

using construction Z.I.71 Note that Gy is naturally a sub-Og[[z]]-module of LG .
By functoriality any morphism « : £LG — LG between two LG-torsors induces now an isomorphism

Q) :Eg)\ %Egl)\

of sheaves of Og((z))-modules.

Definition 2.2.9. Let p € Xi(T)dom be a dominant cocharacter which can be defined over E.
a) Let G and G' be two LtG-torsors over DM-stack S € Nilpgyc and o : LG — LG a morphism
between the associated LG-torsors. Then « is bounded by p if

1. for any dominant weight X € X*(T)d4om defined over some finite field extension E'/E
ax(G) € (z = Q) NaemiIGl = G @0, ey (2= () (N emt)

inside gﬁ\ ®OS><ESPUC o [[2]] OSXESpecE/((Z)) = Egl)\
2. [p(a)](s) = [p] € m(G)g/T for all points s € S, where [u] denotes the image of u in 71 (G)g/T.

b) A quasi-isogeny « : (G,p) — (G',¢") is bounded by u if the morphism o : LG — LG’ between
associated the LG-torsors is bounded by L.

¢) A local G-shtuka (G, ) is bounded by p if ¢ is bounded by p when considered as a quasi-isogeny
between (6*G,c*p) and (G, ). Denote by Shté“ the stack of local G-shtukas bounded by p.

Remark 2.2.10. i) We require p to be defined over E in order to ensure that condition 1. is independent
with respect to pullback along a morphism induced by some element in I'g, cf. remark as well.
Moreover condition I. is independent of the choice of the field extension F/F, over which X is defined.
Condition 2. implies in particular that the Hodge points [1(a)](s) are I'-orbits consisting of only one
element in 71 (G)g.

The boundedness condition does not depend on the choice of the field F (as long as the cocharacter u
can be defined over it). The only non-obvious part is condition 2., where this follows from the fact that
the T'-orbit of p in m (G)g has always exactly one element, whatever base field we take.



ii) The boundedness conditions can be checked étale (or fpqc)-locally on S. For conditions I. this is
implied by part i) of this remark and for condition 2. it follows from lemma 227

iii) Definition 4.5 in [AHT4a] is a much more conceptual treatment of bounds via ind-subschemes Z C Gr
(cf. for the definition of C/v'\r), though is has two main disadvantages for our purposes: First of all
it is a priori not obvious to us, that there exist sufficiently many bounds Z. Nevertheless combining
proposition and theorem [2.5.0] shows, that boundedness by p (in our sense) can be expressed by
boundedness by some Z as in [AHI4a]. Secondly (and more seriously) we do not know whether an
arbitrary bound Z behaves well when passing to inverse morphisms.

Lemma 2.2.11. [HVI11, lemma 8.7] Condition 1. holds for every dominant weight if and only if it
holds for a subset A C X*(T)dom of dominant weights that generates the monoid of dominant weights.
A can be chosen to be finite.

Proof. The proof in [HV11] can be used verbatim for non-split G as well. O

Remark 2.2.12. Condition 1. holds for A € X*(T")gom if and only if it holds for 7.\ for any 7 € I' =
Gal(F,/E):

Let F/F, be a finite field extension, such that A (and hence 7.)) can be defined over F. Let E' = E - F
as above and 7: S X g Spec B/ — S xg Spec E’. As « is defined over E, i.e. fixed under 7, we have that

ax(Gy) C (z — )~ (N demm gt

if and only if
aA(T*g)\) - (OéA(gA)) C 7* ((Z _ C)—((_)\)domaﬁwg&) — (Z _ C)_«_)\)dom’ﬁwT*(g&)

Furthermore 7 induces an isomorphism Vg (A) =2 Vg (771.)\) as representations in E-vector spaces (but
changes of course the E’-structure on it). This gives isomorphisms 7*Gy = G.—1  and 7° LG\ = LG -1
as sheaves over S x g Spec E’. In particular the inclusion above may be rewritten as

aA(Gr13) C (2 — )~ (Naommigr

Using (=71 Ndom, 1) = (771 (=N dom, 1) = {(=N)dom, T-1) = ((=N)dom, it) by Gal(F,/FE)-invariance
of p, this is precisely the boundedness condition 1. for 7.A.

2.3 Bounds for inverse morphisms

The next aim is to show that the inverse of a morphism bounded by p is bounded by (—pu)dom €
X«(T)dom- If Weyl modules would be self-dual, this would be an easy exercise. But as they are not, we
will first prove this fact for G = GL,, and then transport the result first to arbitrary split groups and
finally to any connected reductive G.

We still work with groups G' which are defined over F,. This restriction is hardly necessary in this
section. For example (after suitable generalization of bounds) everything works as well for unramified
groups over local fields.

The reader may replace the term 'L+ G-torsor’ by ’local G-shtuka’ and 'morphism of associated LG-
torsor’ by ’quasi-isogeny’ everywhere without changing (or simplifying) anything. In fact, except for
one proof in section [3.5] these results are only used in the context of local G-shtukas.

Lemma 2.3.1. Let G = GL,, with the maximal torus of diagonal matrices T and the Borel of upper
triangular matrices B, Std = Fy be the standard representation of GLy. Let G and G’ be two GL,,-
torsors over an E-scheme S and o : LG — LG’ a morphism between the associated LGL,-torsors.
Abbreviate the vector bundles constructed in[2.1.7 by Gsta = G X LTGL, Std, LGsiq = LG xFGLn Std
(and similarly for G') and the induced morphism by asiq @ LGsta — LGq,q- Then « is bounded by
a dominant element p = (u1,...,pn) € Xu(T) =2 Z™ if and only if the following two conditions are
satisfied:

1 (/\iaStd>(/\i Gsta) C (z — C)Hn—itrttin /\i Gloyg Jor every 1 <i < n.

2.7 [p(a)](s) = [u] € m1(GLy,) for all points s € S.
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Proof. First note that w1 (GL,,) is torsion free with trivial [-action, so conditions 2. and 2.’ are clearly
equivalent. _ _

See now [HVII] section 4] how to identify Vgr, (6;) = A" Std, Gs, = N' Gsia and a5, = Alagiq for
the dominant weight 6; = (1,...,1,0,...,0) with the first ¢ entries equal to 1. Furthermore note that
—{(—=di)dom, ) = fn—i+1+ ...+ pn for all i. Thus it is clear that the given conditions are necessary for
« to be bounded by . As all these §; for 1 < i < n together with —§,, generate the monoid of dominant
weights, the conditions are also sufficient by lemma 22111 if they imply

for N = p1 + ...+ . To prove this we first show that a;, induces an isomorphism on the integral level
as,0:Gs, = (2= NG5

We only have to show surjectivity, which is a local property. Thus assume wlog. that Gsiq,Gg,,
Os|[2]]™ (for some chosen isomorphisms) and a4 is given by an element in LGL,,(S). Then A" Gsa
Osllz]] and A"asta, ie. as, 0, is simply multiplication with det(astq). After pulling back to any
geometric point 3 with image s we have det(agtq)s = az - 2{0n:1(0)(8)) for some unit az. As the pairing
of 6, with any coroot vanishes, (J,, u(«)(s)) depends only on the image of u(a)(s) in 7 (GLy). Thus

11

det(aStd)g =az- Z<6n7/"‘(a)(s)> =az- Z<5Tlrau> = az - ZN.
Together with det(asq) € (2 — ()N Og[[z]] this implies
det(agig) =a- (z =N for some a € Og][[z]]*

and multiplication with det(asiq), i-e. s, .0, is indeed surjective.
Now observe that Vgr, (6,,) is one-dimensional which implies Vg, (—8,) & Vgr, (6,)Y. Thus we can
identify G5, = G§ and a5, = (ozé_nl)v. Thus by dualizing «s,, a_gs, restricts to an isomorphisms

(Z - g)Ng—én l> g/_(gn
which gives after multiplying with (z — ¢)=%
a-s,(G-5,) C (2= Q)G
as desired. (]

Remark 2.3.2. A very similar result is shown in [HV1Il lemma 4.3]. There condition 2.” is re-
placed by the statement that A" g¢q restricts to an isomorphism between suitable Og|[z]]-submodules.
Nevertheless with view towards lemma [2.3.9] the version stated above will be easier to apply.

Proposition 2.3.3. Let a: LG — LG’ be a morphism between LG L, -torsors as in the previous lemma.
Assume o is bounded by a dominant coweight u. Then its inverse a~' : LG — LG is bounded by

(*N)dom-

Proof. We will use the alternative description shown in the previous lemma. As both conditions are local
on S we may assume again that G,G’ =~ LTGL,, xS and « € LGL,(S). As the Kottwitz homomorphism
GL, — m(GL,) is a group morphism we get [u(a™1)](s) = —[u(a)](s) for every point s € S. Thus

[u(a™D)])(s) = =[u(@)](s) = =[] = [(~1)dom] € m1(GLy)

Thus the second condition is satisfied.

If o= (p1,. .., o), then (—p)dom = (—pn, - ., —p1). Condition 1.” for a~! and the coweight (—p)dom
can be rephrased in saying that for every ¢ € {1,...,n} the determinant of every ¢ x i-minor of the
matrix o~ ! is contained in (z — {)7* "M Og][2]]. Thus let I,J C {1,...,n} be two subsets with i
elements and let a;lJ be the minor of o ~! which contains the rows in I and the columns in J. Denote the
(n—1) % (n—1)-minor of & containing the rows in ¢ = {1,...,n}\ I and the columns J¢ = {1,...,n}\J
by aje, je. Then one has the formula

det(a;},) = +det(are jo) - det(a™)
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which is sometimes called the identity of Jacobi. But by condition 1.’ for o we know det(aye je) €
(z — QHitrtFrnOg[[2]]. Furthermore det(a) € (z — ()MTTrnOg[[2]] \ (z — ()T FTratlOg[[2]]
using the same argument involving the Hodge point as in the previous lemma. Thus det(a™!) €
(z = ¢) "= ~#nOg][#]], which finally gives the desired

det(a;lj) = +det(are so)det(a™t) € (z— )ittt Thn(z)H =" Og[[2]] = (2—¢)H M Og[[2]]
Thus 1.” holds for a=! and (—p)dom- O

Remark 2.3.4. A similar argument already appears in [Harl1l lemma 2.1.6] although in the context
of local shtukas (in the sense of [Harlll definition 2.1.1] or [HV11] definition 4.1]) over formal schemes.

We now want to extend this proposition to all groups G, which split over E. In particular all Weyl
module representations are already defined over E. To do so we need several auxiliary lemmas. Most
of the following arguments work as well in the non-split case after possibly enlarging the field in order
to define the representations. Nevertheless as the non-split case follows quite easily from the split case
later on, it is more convenient not to present them in the general setting.

Lemma 2.3.5. Let G be any reductive group over F,, which splits over E. Assume that0 - V' -V —
V" — 0 is a short exact sequence of finite-dimensional E-representations of G. Let N be an integer and
let a: LG — LG be a morphism between LG-torsors associated to some LT G-torsors G, G'. Then the
following are equivalent:

a) av(G xFEV) C (2= QNG <L)

b) v (g ><L*G V/) c (Z . C)N(g/ ><L*G V/) and  ayn (g ><L*G V//) c (Z B C)N(g/ ><L*G V//)
where we denote by ay (and similarly for ay: and ay ) the morphism induced by o.

Proof. First Eote that the functor mapping finite-dimensional E’-representations V' of G to the vector
bundle G x"¢ V is exact, because over an étale cover it simply takes V to V ®p Og[[z]]. Thus the
given short exact sequence of representations of G induces a commutative diagram with exact rows

0 G ><L+G V! G ><L*G v G ><L+G W 0

lav/ lav lav//

00— LG xLCV — - LG xLCV — LG xLEV" — 0
But N N .
0_>(z_§)N(g/ XL GV/)%(Z_C)N(Q/ XL GV)%(Z_C)N(Q/ XL GV”)%O

is a short exact sequence of subsheaves of the sheaves in the lower row. Thus ay (G x L@ V) lies in
(z = O)N(G' xE"G V) if and only if the analogous statements holds for ay and oy O

Lemma 2.3.6. Assume that G splits over E. Let o : LG — LG’ be a morphism of LG-torsors over some
E-scheme S (associated as usual to some LT G-torsors) which is bounded by p. Fiz some X € X*(T)dom
which then gives a representation Vg(X\) over E. Let 1 <i < dimVg(\) and let V = \'Vg(N\) with G
acting on every factor. Finally set N = ming, {>_, g (n, 1)} where S; runs over all subsets of cardinality
i of the set of weights occurring in Vg (\) (taken with multiplicities). Then

OéV(g XL+G V) g (Z o C)N(g/ XL+G V)
Remark 2.3.7. The weights Zne s, 1 are exactly the weights occurring in the representation V. Thus
N = min{(nv, p)}
nv

taking the minimum over all weights 1y of V. On the other hand, the set of weights is invariant under
the action of the longest element wg of the Weyl group. Thus we may also write:

N=min {30 fwon ) p=min{ =7 (o 1) | = min {1 )aom. 1)}

S

Instead of taking all weights 7y in the rightmost expression it suffices to consider only highest weights
of V.
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Proof. As B is a Borel, every E-representation of G admitting a basis of T-eigenvectors has a B-stable
line. In particular it contains a quotient of a Weyl module as a subrepresentation, whose highest weight
equals some weight appearing in the original representation. Thus every finite-dimensional such E-
representation of G admits a finite filtration with quotients of Weyl modules as composition factors.
Let 0 =Wy C W; C...C W, =1V be such a filtration for V.= A"Vz()\). We will prove by induction
that

ow, (G xE W) C (2= ON(G < W)

for all j. Note first that this is trivial for j = 0 and gives the statement of the lemma for j = n. Assume
now it holds for W,_; for some j > 1 and consider the short exact sequence

O%ijlg)Wj%Wj/ijl%O (*)

By induction we have
+ +
aw, (G X" CW,_1) C (2= QN (G <P W),

On the other hand we have by choice of the filtration a short exact sequence
0= Vi) = Valnpy) = W; /W1 =0

for some weight 7y of V' (depending on j) and some subrepresentation V£ (nv) C Vg (ny). Therefore by
the boundedness of o and the previous lemma

aw, w, 1 (G xE Wi /W;_1) C (2 — )~ (W daomeid (g 5 L7C yy /w1
(z = ON(G " C W, /Wy_y).

N

Thus we may apply again the previous lemma, but now for the short exact sequence (x) and using the
converse implication, which gives

aw, (G <" W) C (2= QON(G xETE W),

O

Lemma 2.3.8. Assume that G splits over E. Let A\ € X*(T)dom and p € X«(T)dom- Then there exists
a basis (v1,...,vn) of the Weyl module V() (over E) such that the following properties are satisfied:
i) v; is a T-eigenvector of some weight \; € X*(T) for all 1 <i < n.

it) v1 has weight \ and v, has weight —(—X)dom-

ii1) the vector space spanned by vi,va, ..., v; is B-stable for all 1 <i <n.

i) (Aiy ) > (Nig1, ) for all1 <i<n-—1.

Proof. Define v; inductively for 1 < ¢ < n as follows: Let B; be the set of all T-eigenvectors not contained
in the span of v1,...,v;—1. Note that B; is non-empty because Vg (\) admits a basis of T-eigenvectors.
Let B} C B; be the subset of eigenvectors whose weights are maximal with respect to the Bruhat order
among all weights occurring as a weight of a vector in B;. Finally choose v; € B} of a weight A; such
that (A;, 1) is maximal among all vectors in B].

We will check that this basis fulfills conditions i) to iv). Condition i) is trivial. Condition ii) follows
from the fact that every weight X of V(\) satisfies —(—A)gom =< A =< X and both extremal weights
occur. As the vector space in iii) is obviously T-stable it suffices to check that it is stable under each
root subgroup U, for « a simple root. But for any T-eigenvector v; of weight \; and every element
u € Uy (Fq) the element u - v; — v; is a T-eigenvector of weight A\; + a > A;. Thus by our maximality
assumption defining B; we have u - v; C (v1,...,v;)r,. Hence this subspace is B-stable. For property
iv) note that by choice of v; we have (\;, ) > (N, u) for any weight X of a vector v’ € B.. If v" € B, is
any vector of weight A\’ then there is by definition of B; a vector v’ € B} of weight X with X' = A\". As
1 as assumed to be dominant we get

iy ) = (V) = (N )

In particular this holds for v" = v; ;1 giving the desired inequality. O
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Lemma 2.3.9. Assume that G splits over E and let p € Xi(T)dom be a dominant coweight. Let
A € X*(T)dom, Va(N) the Weyl module of G (over E) of highest weight A and consider the associated
representation p : G — GL = GL(Vg(\)) over E.

Let as above G and G' be L+ G-torsors over some E-scheme S and o : LG — LG a morphism between the
associated LG-torsors. Let Gar, =G ><L+GL+GL, Gt =6 <LYC L+GQL and let p(a) : LGar — LGy,
be the morphism induced by « (cf. construction [21.3).

Choose now any basis (v1,...,v,) (n = dim Vg(X\)) of Va(X) satisfying the properties of lemma [Z.338.
Let Bgr, C GL be the Borel stabilizing the flag Evy C Evy @ Evy C ... C Vg(\) and let T, C Bayr, be
the maximal torus stabilizing every line Ev; for 1 <i <n. The element p1 € X.(T)dom then induces by
composition with T — T a dominant element par, € X«(TGL)dom-

a) If a is bounded by p then p(a) is bounded by ucr.

b) If p(«) is bounded by par, then a fulfills condition 1. of definition[Z2Z9a) for the dominant weight X
and the dominant coweight L.

Proof. a) We will check the conditions given in lemma 2311

Consider first condition 1.’ Then for any scheme S’ — S we have for the presheaves defined in
construction and 217

Gar(S") x (Std ®g Os([2]])(S")) /LTGL(S")

(g(S’ x LYGL, (S’)) JLTG(S") x (Std®p (95[[2]])(8’)) JLTGL(S)

= (G(S') x (Std @ Os|[2]])(S") /LTG(S")

= (6(8") x (Va(\) @ Os([z])(S") /LTG(S)

=Ga(9")

—~

Garswa(S') =

I
/N

IR

—~~

In particular we get an isomorphism of sheaves of Og[[z]]-modules Gar5;¢ = Ga. Thus condition 1.’
rewrites as

pla)s; = N'p(a)sta = Ny : /\i Gx — /\i G\ ®og2)) Os((2))

having image contained in (z — ¢)~((=9)aem:cr) A" G4 for all 1 < i < n. Here §; = (1,...,1,0,...,0)
with 4 entries equal to 1. But by lemma [2.3.6] we already know that

Ay (/\ig,\> C(z—¢ /\ gs

for N = ming, {(3,cs, 7.4} taking the minimum over all subsets S; of cardinality ¢ on the weights of
Ve (X). Hence we are left to show N = —{((—;)dom, LGL)-
Ife; =(0,...,0,1,0,...,0) € X*(T¢r) is the weight with a single entry 1 at the jth coordinate, then

we have for 1 < j <n
Z<)‘j’“>vj — u(z)vj — ,UGL(Z)U]' _ Z<5jv#G’L>rUj
where we denote the weight of v; by A\; € X*(T'). Thus (\j, u) = (g, pcr) for every j and we get

n n

—{(=0i)dom, paL) = Z (ej,beL) = Z (Ajs 1)

j=n—itl j=n—itl
By property iv) of lemma [Z3.8 we know that

n

ST <> ()

j=n—i+1 neS;

for any S; (and equality indeed occurs for some S;). Thus

n

~(Baompcr) = D Ny =min{d )} =N

. ‘ Si
j=n—i+1
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Let us now check the condition on Hodge points, which holds for any choice of T¢r, and By, containing
the image of T respectively B. Consider any geometric point 5 : Speck — S with image s where k
is an algebraically closed field. As the definition of the Hodge point is independent of the choice of
trivializations we may assume 5*G = 5*G’ = LTG X Speck and 5%« is given by an element a; € LG(k).
Then functoriality of the Kottwitz homomorphism induces the commutative diagram:

LG(k) —L— LGL(k)
Fl(G)Q/F —_— Fl(GL)Q/F

Hence [p(e)](s) = [u] € m1(G)g/T implies the desired [u(p(a))](s) = [par] € m1(GL)g/T = m1(GL)g.
b) By choice of p we have ay = p(«)s,. Thus

az\(gk) c (Z - C)_«_él)domvﬂcwg&

with
—((=01)dom; GL) = (Ans 1) = —{(=A)dom, H)
using property ii) of lemma 2.3.8 and the computation done in part a). O

Proposition 2.3.10. Let G be a connected reductive group over Fy which splits over E. Let G and G’
be two LT G-torsors over a DM-stack S over E and o : LG — LG be a morphism between associated
LG-torsors. If o is bounded by a dominant coweight i, then its inverse o' : LG — LG is bounded by

(*N>dom-

Proof. Let A be any dominant weight and consider the representation p : G xp, SpecE — GL =
GL(Va(N)) acting on the Weyl module of G (over E’) of highest weight A\. By the previous proposition
p(a) is then bounded by pgr. Applying proposition 2233 it follows that p(a)~! = p(a~!) is bounded by
(—peL)dom- Unfortunately lemma 2:3.9b) cannot be applied directly, because in general (unless further
conditions on the v; are imposed) (—pGr)dom does not equal ((—u)dom)ar. However the only property
used in its proof is {(—A)dom, (—)dom) = {(—91)dom, (—HGL)dom)- But this simply follows from

((=Ndom, (=) dom) = (A, ) = (A1, ) = (€1, par) = (01, pr) = {(—01)dom, (—HGL)dom)-

Hence indeed
a;l(g;) C(z— <)7<(7)‘)d0m1(71“')d0m>g)\

and condition 1. of definition 2.2.9is satisfied.
The argument for condition 2. is exactly the same as in the case of GL,, (c.f. proposition Z3.3). O

Proposition 2.3.11. Let G be any connected reductive group over F,. Let again G and G' be two L G-
torsors over a DM-stack S over E and o : LG — LG’ be a morphism between associated LG-torsors. If
a is bounded by an element p € X.(T)dom defined over E, then its inverse a1 LG — LG is bounded
by (—1t)dom-

In particular any quasi-isogeny o : (G, ) — (G, ") of local G-shtukas which is bounded by p has an
inverse which is bounded by (—i)dom-

Proof. Choose any finite field extension E’/E such that G splits over E’. As the assertion can be checked
étale locally by 2.2.10ii), we may replace S by S x g Spec E’. Moreover by [ZZ.10i) we may replace I'g
by the absolute Galois group of E’ in condition 1. But then we can apply proposition over the
ground field F'. O

2.4 Further properties

This section establishes several properties of bounded quasi-isogenies needed in the proofs of the repre-
sentability results in the next sections. Contrary to the previous section, we start encountering argu-
ments requiring local G-shtukas and not only L+G-torsors. Throughout this section G is any reductive
group without any splitting hypothesis.
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Lemma 2.4.1. Let a: (G, ) = (G',¢") and o/ : (G',¢") — (G",¢") be quasi-isogenies between local
G-shtukas over a DM-stack S over E which are bounded by p respectively u'.

a) The Frobenius-pullback o*« : (0*G,0%p) — (6*G', 0*¢") is bounded by c*u € Xi(T)dom-

b) The composite o' o a is bounded by p+ 1’ € Xo(T)dom-

Proof. a) By definition of the Hodge point we have [u(c*(«))] = o*[u(«)]. To check 1. we proceed as in
remark 2212 We have o*(a\(Gy)) = 0*ar(0%G)) = (0% Q) g+-1x(0%Ge-1)) and (* 71N ) = (X, 0% ).
Thus pulling back the inclusions in 1. for «, p and some A along o*, gives precisely the corresponding
condition 1. for o*«, o*p and o~ ' \. Thus we are done by varying .

b) Condition 1. is immediate from the definition and 2. can be checked on geometric points and after
trivializations and thus follows from the fact, that the Kottwitz homomorphism L*G(F,) — 71(G) is a
group morphism. (I

Definition 2.4.2. Let § = lim Sy, be an admissible formal DM-stack over E[[¢]] such that ¢ is locally
nilpotent.

a) A formal local G-shtuka over S is a tuple (G, @) = li_n>n(gm, ©m) of local G-shtukas (G, pm) over the
DM-stack Sy, together with isomorphisms between (G, om) and the pullback of (Gm+1, Pm+1) t0 Sm
for every m.

b) A quasi-isogeny between formal local G-shtukas over S is a tuple a = lim ay, ¢ (G, ) = UM (G, ©m) —
(G',¢) = 1i_1>n(g7’n, ©r ) of quasi-isogenies i (G, om) — (Gh,, @h), such that the pullback of a1 to
Sn equals oy, for every m.

¢) A quasi-isogeny « between formal local G-shtukas over S is bounded by u if every oy, is bounded by
w. A formal local G-shtuka (G, @) over S is bounded by p if every local G-shtuka (G, ©m) is bounded

by w.
Remark 2.4.3. We will hardly make use of formal local G-shtukas, but they are needed for one
argument in the proof of theorem 254

Proposition 2.4.4. (Rigidity of quasi-isogenies) cf. [HV11, proposition 3.9] Let (G, ) and (G',¢)
be two local G-shtukas over S € Nilpg(e)). Let v : S — S be a closed immersion defined by a sheaf of
ideals T which is locally nilpotent. Then there is a bijection (of sets)

2 QIsogs((G, ), (G, ¢")) = QIsogg(t™(G, ), " (G',¢") a1«

Let S now be quasi-compact and (G,¢) and (G', ") bounded local G-shtukas. If a quasi-isogeny of the
left-hand side is bounded by T, then the corresponding quasi-isogeny « on the left-hand side is bounded
by some p, too. This p can be chosen to depend only on i, ¢ and the bounds for the two local G-shtukas,
but not on the actual local G-shtukas or the quasi-isogeny .

The same holds for formal local G-shtukas over admissible formal DM-stacks S.

Proof. The construction of the map between the sets of quasi-isogenies can be found in [HV1I] proof
of proposition 3.9]. There a slightly weaker statement about the behavior of bounds is shown as well.
Their arguments may be strengthened as follows:

Assume that (G, ¢) is bounded by o and (G', ¢') is bounded by u. Let now a € QIsogs((G, ¢), (G, ¢"))
be a quasi-isogeny such that (*« is bounded by . As S is quasi-compact there is some n > 0 with
79" = 0. Now consider the commutative diagram of isomorphisms

[0
LG —>—= LG
a_n,—l *WO..»OU*WOKP\L la_nl *LP,O...OG'*LP,OAP/
o LG LL gnx g

As explained in [HV1I] the ¢"-Frobenius on S factors over S. Thus ¢™*« is the pullback of *a via
some morphism j : S — S and is thus bounded by . Then 23311 and Z4.1] imply that

n—1x, 1/

"y, ioo*pop)too™ a0 (o P o...o0% oy

a= (o

is bounded by 11 = 3770 0 * (—pt0)aom + T + Yig 0 *pf-
Consider now the case of formal DM-stacks. Let S = ligSm. Then we have correspondingly
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S = lim S,,, where S,, C S, is defined by the nilpotent sheaf of ideals Z on S. Let @ = ligam S
QIs0g5(1*(G,¢),t*(G',¢")). Then we may lift each @y, to a quasi-isogeny o, over S,,. By uniqueness
of this lift, the a,,, are compatible and define indeed a quasi-isogeny between formal local G-shtukas
over S.

To get the boundedness assertion, assume again that the formal local G-shtukas (G, ¢) resp. (G, ¢")
are bounded by g resp. pg. If o= lim ay € QIsogs((G, ), (G, ¢")) is a quasi-isogeny such that (*« is
bounded by 77, we have just shown that every «, is bounded by p = 2?2_01 ot*(— ,uo)dom—I—ﬁ—l—Z?:_Ol ot
(where n is a fixed integer with Z9" = 0), which is independent of m. Hence « is indeed bounded. O

Remark 2.4.5. a) It is in general not true that any quasi-isogeny over S which is bounded by p lifts
to a quasi-isogeny that is again bounded by u. Take for1 example G = GLo, the closed immersion
i:S = SpecF, — S = SpecF,[(]/(¢?), by = ( é ¢z 1 > for some n > 0, (G,¢) = (LTGLa,0%),
(G',¢") = (LTGL3,b,0*(b,)"t0*) and o = b,, € LGL3. Then i*a = id is bounded by p = (0,0), but «
itself is only bounded by p’ = (n, —n).

b) The assumption that (G, ¢) and (G’, ¢’) are bounded is necessary. To see this take for (G, ¢) any local
G-shtuka over a scheme S, which is not bounded by any dominant coweight but restricts to a bounded
local G-shtuka over the reduced subscheme S,..q. An example for this can be found in [HV1Il example
3.12]. Let (G',¢’) be a bounded local G-shtuka over S and « any quasi-isogeny between them. Then «
cannot be bounded by any dominant coweight, because otherwise exactly three of the quasi-isogenies in
the commutative square ¢’ o 0*a = avo ¢ are bounded, contradicting 22311 and 2241} But the pullback
of @ to Syeq is automatically bounded by [2.4.9b).

Proposition 2.4.6. c¢f. [HVII, lemma 3.10] Let o : (G,) — (G',¢’) be a quasi-isogeny between local
G-shtukas over a DM-stack S over E and let p C X.(T)dom be a cocharacter that can be defined over
E. Then the condition that o is bounded by p is representable by a closed immersion into S, which is
locally finitely presented.

In particular under the assumption that S is reduced, o is bounded by p if and only if this holds for the
pullback to every generic point of S.

Proof. Let E’/E be some finite field extension, such that G splits over E’ or equivalently such that each
weight A can be defined over E’. We will first show that the p-bounded locus is representable after
base-change to E’. The argument for this is essentially the same as in [HV11]:

As the Hodge point of « is locally constant, condition 2. is trivially representable by a finitely presented
closed immersion into S x g Spec E’. So assume wlog. condition 2. holds on all of S x g Spec E’. Fix a
finite set of weights A which generate the monoid of dominant weights and note that it suffices by 2.2.11]
to check condition 1. only for the weights in A. As condition 1. is local we may assume S X g Spec E’ is
an affine scheme isomorphic to Spec R for some E’-algebra R and that the R[[z]]-modules Gy and G} are
free for every dominant weight A € A (and indeed exist over R by our choice of E’). As Spec R is quasi-
compact we may choose for every A € A an Ny > 0 such that a(Gy) C (2 — ()~ G}. So « is bounded
by p if and only if ay maps all generators of Gy to zero in My = (z — ()™M G} /(2 — ¢)~{(“Naomi g1 |
Since M = @, M, is a free R-module of finite rank, this condition (for all A € A) is represented by
a finitely presented closed immersion.

Thus we get a closed immersion Z’ C S x g Spec E’ representing the locus of u-boundedness over E'. We
have to see, that it descends to E, i.e. that Z’ is invariant under Gal(E’/E). Fix some 7 € Gal(E'/E)
and consider the induced isomorphism 7 : S xg Spec B — S Xg Spec E' over E. Then as in remark
we see that |z fulfilling condition 1. for some A € X*(T")gom implies that a|, -1z = 77|z
fulfills condition 1. for 77*X\ € X*(T)dom- As condition 2. is obviously Gal(E’/E)-invariant, we get
that |,-1(z/ is again bounded by p, i.e. 771(Z") = Z’. Thus Z’ is Gal(E'/E)-invariant as desired and
descends to a closed immersion into S. (|

Remark 2.4.7. The same result is obviously true if one replaces the local G-shtukas by LT G-torsors
and a by any morphism between associated LG-torsors.

Definition 2.4.8. Recall the Bruhat order < on X.(T)q,dom: For two dominant cocharacters u, p/' €
X.(T)q the relation ' = w holds if p— ' is a non-negative rational linear combination of simple coroots.
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Lemma 2.4.9. ¢f. [HVII, lemma 3.11 and 3.13] a) Let k be an algebraically closed field and o a
quasi-isogeny between local G-shtukas over Speck € Nilpg(¢;- Then « is bounded by p if and only if
its Hodge point p(a)(Speck) € Xu(T)dom satisfies u(a)(Speck) = p.

b) Let S be quasi-compact and connected and let o be a morphism between local G-shtukas over S. If
either

e G is split semi-simple or
o S reduced and the (constant) image of [u()] in m1(G)g/T is an 1-element orbit,
then « is bounded by a T-invariant element p € X, (T )dom-

Proof. The proofs are very similar to the ones in [HV11]. As in [HVII] lemma 3.11] one can see that
over a geometric point boundedness by p is equivalent to (\, u— u(a)(Speck)) > 0 for all A € X*(T)dom
and [p(a)(Spec k)] = [u] € m1(G)g. But this is equivalent to p(a)(Speck) < p. The proof of part b)
given in [HVII] uses only the existence of some I'-invariant p with [p(a)] = [p] € m1(G)g/T and the
fact that for any o and any X there is some N > 0 such that the image of the L™ G-torsor under ) is
contained in the subsheaf defined by multiplication with (z — ¢)~%. O

Remark 2.4.10. i) In [HV1I] lemma 3.11] a slightly different partial order is used: There p' < p if
i — g’ is a non-negative integral linear combination of simple coroots. The change made in the partial
order precisely reflects the weakening of condition 2. by allowing differences in the torsion part of
7T1(G).

ii) As we require p to be I-invariant, there might be no such p satisfying the assertion in part a).
Similarly if in part b) [p(«)] is not an 1-element orbit in 71 (G)g under the I'-action, then we cannot
hope to bound « by any p (at least for this ground field E).

2.5 Rapoport-Zink spaces for local G-shtukas

We construct a formal scheme classifying pairs consisting of a bounded local G-shtuka and a quasi-
isogeny between it and some fixed local G-shtuka. These spaces are the analog of Rapoport-Zink spaces
for p-divisible groups as introduced in [RZ96]. As most of the results below follow rather formally from
the results of the previous section, we will mostly refer for proofs to [HV11].

We continue in the use of the notations in the previous sections. Let Gr = LG/L+G xp, Spec E be the
affine Grassmannian (base-changed to the ground field E). It exists as an ind-scheme over E of ind-finite

type, as shown e.g. in [Fal03| after corollary 3]. Let Gr be the completion of Gr x g Spec E[[¢]] along

the special fiber defined by {. Equivalently Gr is the fiber product Gr x g Spf E[[(]] in the category of
ind-schemes.
Fix now an element by € LG(F), which gives a local G-shtuka (LG, byo*) over E.

Theorem 2.5.1. [HV11l, theorem 6.2] The ind-scheme Gr pro-represents the functor

NleE[[CH — Sets
s » @

(G, ) alocal G-shtuka over S,
a:(G,p) = (LTG,byo*) a quasi-isogeny over S

Here two triples ((G,¢),a) and ((G',¢'), ') are isomorphic, if a=1 oo’ comes from an isomorphism of
L*G-torsors G — G over S.

Proof. The proof is exactly the same as in [HV11]. O

Remark 2.5.2. Note that by proposition Z.4.4] the quasi-isogeny « is uniquely determined by its re-
striction to S xgp¢ (¢ Spec E[[¢]]/(¢). Hence the functor above indeed coincides with the one considered
in [HVI].

Definition 2.5.3. A local G-shtuka (LTG, @) with trivial LT G-torsor over an E-scheme S is called
decent if there exists an integer s > 1 and a cocharacter i € X, (T') such that

poo*po...0og Ny = 1. g%
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Theorem 2.5.4. cf. [HV1, theorem 6.3] Let (L*G,boc*) be a decent local G-shtuka over Spec E.
Then the functor

M;OM: Nilpge) — Sets
s o {@era

G, ) a local G-shtuka over S bounded by u,
a:(G,¢0)g = (LTGE,bpo*)g a quasi-isogeny

is representable by a closed immersion into Gr. It is a (non-C-adic) formal scheme over Spf E[[(]],
whose underlying reduced subscheme is locally of finite type.

Proof. Consider first the case of split groups: The proof given in [HV11] applies to all definitions of
bounds, for which the statements [2.4.4] - hold.

Nevertheless its proof uses at one step [HV11, proposition 3.16] (respectively [AH14al lemma 4.18]).
Unfortunately we were not able to understand the descent argument in the proof of this proposition (cf.
the more detailed discussion in remark [(I.41)). Therefore let us present a slightly modified argument
here, that the functor M,, is representable. Please refer to [HV1Il proof of theorem 6.3, first claim] for
definitions of all the objects used here.

Let M™ be the formal completion of M™ along (M,;)ea. Any open affine subset U C (My)red
defines formal affine subschemes Spf R,,, C M*. Let R = lim R,,, and J the inverse image in R of
the largest ideal of definition of R,. Then R is a J-adic ring and we fix some integer ¢ > 0. To
show that M,, is a formal scheme, it suffices to show that there is an integer mg such that for all
m > mo the natural map R,,/J°R,, = Ruy/J R, is an isomorphism. To do so let (G, om) be
the universal local G-shtuka over Spec R,,/J°R,, and (G, p) = lig(gm, ©m) the formal local G-shtuka
over Spf R/J¢ = li_n)lSpec Ry /JRy,. By rigidity for quasi-isogenies between formal local G-shtukas
we may lift the universal quasi-isogeny « from Spf R/J = Spf R,,/JR,, to Spf R/J°. By assumption
pxa and p,a~! are bounded by 2no" (as quasi-isogenies between formal local G-shtukas) over Spf R/.J.
As lifting commutes with applying the functor p, the boundedness assertion in 244 for formal local
G-shtukas implies, that p,a and p.a~! are bounded by some dominant coweight over Spf R/.J¢, hence
also by 2mgg" for some mg > n. Hence by the universal property of M™0 there is a unique map
Spf R/J¢ — Spf R, inducing the given point ((G, ), «). This gives the desired isomorphism.
Consider now the case of arbitrary connected reductive groups. As in the split case the only non-trivial
part is to show that ./\/lbjo“ exists as a formal scheme (and not only as a formal ind-scheme). This may
be checked after passing to a finite field extension. But then we are again in the split case and may use
the arguments above. O

Remark 2.5.5. i) The decency condition can essentially be removed: Let (LTG,bo*) be any local

G-shtuka over Spec E. Again it is clear that /\/lbj“ exists as a closed immersion into Gr. All other
assertions can be checked after passing to some sufficiently large field extension such that G is split and
there exists some quasi-isogeny ag : (LTG,bo*) — (LTG,byo*) to some decent local G-shtuka defined
over Spec E. As G splits, this ag is bounded by some pg € X4 (T)dom- Then composition with g gives
an immersion

Mbﬁ# N MbﬁoﬂJr#O

Its image is exactly the subspace where the universal quasi-isogeny over Ml;—f)“ o is bounded by p after

composition with oy ! In particular it is given by a closed subscheme locally of finite presentation.

Y =1 o
X(L+GE,b00*)

ii) In accordance with the usual notation for Rapoport-Zink spaces of p-divisible groups (i.e. in the
case of mixed characteristic), we usually refer to the formal scheme representing the functor above

as Ml')—f)“ instead of X (lej’GE,bUO'*)' Its reduced fiber will be denoted by M;—f}“. It equals closed affine

Deligne-Lusztig varieties using the same arguments as in [HV11] theorem 6.3].

being locally formally of finite type implies the same result for X é“ ©)

)

Hence

Corollary 2.5.6. FEach irreducible component of Mbj[)“ is proper and of finite type. In particular Mbj[)“
satisfies the valuation criterion for properness.

Proof. In the case of split groups, this was shown in [HV1I] corollary 6.5] that they are projective and
of finite type. Thus even in the non-split case, this holds after passing to a finite field extension, giving
the desired result. O
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Let us finally remark, that the construction of the formal deformation space of a local G-shtuka
given in [HV11l theorem 5.6] works as well in the case of non-split reductive groups G in the very same
way.

2.6 The Tate functor for étale local G-shtukas

We construct the (dual) Tate functor for étale local G-shtukas, i.e. an equivalence of categories between
étale local G-shtukas over S (cf. definition 2Z22Ib)) and morphisms 7 (S5,5) — Aut(LTG), where LTG
denotes a trivial LT G(F,)-torsor and 71 (S,3) the étale fundamental group. This will play an important
role in defining level structures of global G-shtukas (cf. section [B4]).

Let us briefly sketch the idea behind this correspondence: An étale local G-shtuka (G, ¢) admits over
the universal cover S an isomorphism to (Gg,0*), where Gz is a trivial LT G-torsor. The descent
data is given by a 7 (S,3)-action on the torsor Gz, which has to be compatible with the Frobenius-
isomorphism. Hence it preserves the set of o-invariant elements, which is a trivial torsor under the
finite group L*G(F,). This allows us to encode the action of v € m1(S,) by its induced isomorphism
Isom(ggf Iz, gg* ~G) = LTG(F,) (where 5 € S is a fixed point over 5). Therefore we get the desired
functor as

(G.¢) = (mi(S.5) = L¥YG(E,) = Aut(@” ) -

The inverse is just given by descending a trivial L*G-torsor together with the trivial Frobenius-
isomorphism via the given 71 (.5,5)-action.

We stress the point, that almost every result in this section is already contained in [AHI14al after rephras-
ing the morphism 71 (S,35) — Aut(LTG) as a tensor functor from the category of G-representations to
the category of 1 (S, 5)-representations on finite free F[[z]]-modules. Nevertheless the slightly different
point of view presented here, hopefully helps in gaining a deeper understanding of these constructions.

Fix a DM-stack S over F which is (for simplicity) connected. Furthermore fix a closed point s € S, a
geometric point 3§ with image s (and residue field isomorphic an algebraic closure of the residue field
of 5) and a (geometric) point 5 in the universal cover S of S lying over 5. We denote the category of
étale local G-shtukas by EtS hte(S). Note at this point that the definition of the étale fundamental
group given in [SGAI| can be extended to DM-stacks. For more details (and the occurring subtleties)
see [Zoo02]. Let us start by defining some more categories:

Definition 2.6.1. For everyn > 0 let EtShtg(S)[n] be the category of pairs consisting of a LTG/K,-
torsor G[n] over S and a o-linear automorphism [n] : 0*G[n] — G[n| of this torsor. Then there is a
canonical functor

—[n]: EtShta(S)
(G.¢)

EtSht(S)[n]
(Gn], ¢n)) = (G x¥"C LT*G/Kn, ¢ x id)
= (G @02 Osllz]]/(z"*1), ¢ mod 2" *1)

Definition 2.6.2. a) A set-theoretic torsor for some abstract group Go is a set Gy together with a
simply transitive action by Go. If T' is any scheme, then Go,. denotes the trivial Go-torsor on the étale
site of T given by Go.(T") = Go for any T" — T étale.

b) For every n > 0 denote by Rep(m1(S), LYG/K,(F,)) the category of representations p[n] : m1(S,3) —
Aut(LTG/K,) where LTG/K,, is a set-theoretic torsor under the finite group LTG/K, (F,). A mor-
phism a : p[n]i — p[n]s in Rep(m1(S), LYG/K,(Fy)) is given by an isomorphism between the trivial
set-theoretic LY G/ K, (Fy)-torsors conjugating p[n]y into p[n]s.

Then define the limit category

Rep(m1(5), LT G(Fy)) = lim Rep(m1(S), LT G/ Kn(Fy)),

_>
|_>

i.e. the category of continuous representations p : m1(S,3) — Aut(L*G) where LTG is a set-theoretic
torsor under the pro-finite group LT G(F,).

Remark 2.6.3. We will use LTG/K,,(F,) both for the abstract group of F-valued points of LYG/K,
and for the finite group scheme (over base scheme S) representing the sheaf of groups given by the
constant sheaf with value the abstract group LT G /K, (F,).
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Before we are able to define functors between these categories we need two preparatory lemmas.
These statements will be generalized later on by the construction of Igusa varieties.

Lemma 2.6.4. Let ¢ € LYG/K,(S) be any S-valued point (for some n > 0). Then there is a finite
étale cover S' — S such that there is an element g € LYG/K,(S") satisfying g~ po(g) = 1 inside
LTG/K,(9).

Proof. The quotient LYG/K,, is a linear algebraic group. Hence Lang’s morphism L : LTG/K, —
LTG/K,, L(g) = go(g)~! is surjective and a finite étale cover. Thus consider the cartesian diagram

s> LTG/K,

|,k

S—~ LtG/K,

which defines a finite étale cover S’ — S and an element g € LTG/K,,(S") with ¢ = go(g)~! as desired.
(]

Lemma 2.6.5. Let (G, ) be an étale local G-shtuka over S. Then for every n > 0 the p-invariants
G[n]? define an étale L*G/K,(F,)-torsor over S. Furthermore there is a canonical isomorphism of
L*tG/K,-torsors

Gn]? x = C/KnF) [+ G /K, = Gln).

Under this isomorphism ¢ acts on the left-hand side as o* X idp+q/Kk,, -

Proof. Obviously the Lt G-action defines a LTG/K,,(F,)-action on the étale sheaf G[n]¥. We have to
see that it admits a trivialization over an étale cover. For this consider any connected U C S such
that G trivializes over a finite étale cover U’ — U. Then ¢ may be represented by an element in
L*G(U’) and by the previous lemma there is a finite étale cover U/, — U’ admitting an isomorphism
(GIn],en))u: = (LYG/Ky,0*)y:. But the o*-invariants of the trivial torsor give exactly the trivial
LTG/K,(F,)-torsor.

In particular this shows that the canonical morphism G[n]? x =" G/Kx(e) [+G/K, — G[n] is an isomor-
phism after pulling back to U},. Hence it is an isomorphism already over S. The restriction of ¢ to G[n]?
acts by definition simply as o*. But by LTG/K,-equivariance, any isomorphism o*G[n]? x LG/ Kn(Fq)
LTG/K, — Gn]? xE"C/Kx(Fa) [+G /K, is uniquely determined by its action on G[n]? and the last
assertion follows. O

Proposition 2.6.6. Let (G, ¢) be an étale local G-shtuka over S. Then for every n > 0, the functor on
the étale (or fppf, fpqc) site of S

S’ Tsom(G[n]? x5 §', LYG /K (Fy) x5, S')

is representable by a finite étale cover S, — S. Owver S, the universal isomorphism induces a trivializa-
tion (G[n],¢)s, = (LTG/K,,c*)s, . Furthermore (G, p) trivializes canonically over the pro-finite étale
cover @n Sh.

Proof. As LTG/K,,(F,) is a finite group scheme, the functor defined in the corollary is representable
by a scheme S,, — S. By the previous lemma and its proof, S,, — S is surjective and locally on S, it
is a LYG/ K, (Fy)-torsor. Thus S, — S is a finite étale cover with étale group L*G/K,,(F,). Then the
trivialization of G[n|® by the universal isomorphism together with the last assertions of the previous
lemma, yields

(Gln), pln]) = (Gn]# xE"C¢/Knl®) [*G /K, 0% x idpra)K,)
> (LFG/Kn(Fy) x* 6/ 50D [FG /K, 0" xidpia/x,) = (LYG/ Ky, o)

over S,,. As all constructions are compatible for different n, we may take the projective limit to get the
corresponding result for (G, ¢) itself. O
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Remark 2.6.7. In the case of G = GL,4 (or rather in the case of vector bundles) this was already
stated in [BHO7, theorem 2.5], although over rigid analytic varieties as base spaces S. Let us explain
this relationship in the case of schemes S (for simplicity over Fy): Consider an étale local shtuka (F, ¢)
consisting of a locally free Og ®F, F,[[2]]-module of rank d together with an isomorphism ¢ : o*F —
F. Let (F[n],¢) be the associated locally free Og ®p, F,[[2]]/2" " -module with the induces o-linear
isomorphism ¢ (in [BHOT] (F[n],¢) is called (F/aF,7)). Consider F[n] as a geometric vector bundle
F[n] over S of rank d(n + 1) and F as a vector bundle F. These come together with a group structure
making it locally isomorphic to (G?*1)? resp. (szo)d and with a compatible action of F,[[]]/z"*!
resp. Fy[[z]]. One has a subgroup-scheme F'[n]¥ C F[n] consisting of the fix-points of ¢ (called oF in
[BHOT7]). Then [BHOT, theorem 2.5(a)] states that F'[n]® trivializes over a finite étale cover and [BHOT,
theorem 2.5(b)] gives an isomorphism F[n]? ®r, Og = F[n] (when viewed as the corresponding sheaves
of modules on 5).

Consider now the equivalence between locally free sheaves F and LT GLg-torsors (where we give torsors
by the sheaf they represent). F corresponds to the torsor

G= Isom@S®Fq]Fq[[z]](]:, (Os @, Fo[[2]])) = Zsom.,grp (LT G, F)

where Zsom. gr, denotes the sheaf of isomorphisms of group schemes, which are compatible with the
z-action. Similarly we have

G[n] = Isomosee,r, (121} /=n+ (FIn, (Os @, Fyl[2]]/2" 1)) 2 Lsom. grp (LT Ga[n]?, Fln])

(where L*Gq,[n]? is the group scheme associated to the locally free sheaf (Og ®r, Fy[[2]/2""1)? or
equivalently the group scheme representing the functor S’ — G%(Og ®r, Fy[[2]]/2" ")) and
G[n)? = Tsoms, fz11/n+1 (F[n]?, (Fyl[e]]/2" 1)) = Lsom. grp(L* Galn] (Fy), Fln]?).

Hence [BHOT, theorem 2.5(a)] is equivalent to the trivialization of the LT GLg/ K, (F,)-torsor G[n]? after
a finite étale cover and [BHOT, theorem 2.5(b)] translates into the isomorphism given in lemma

Construction 2.6.8. Tate-functor for local G-shtukas
Fix any n > 0 and let (G, ) € EtShts(S). Then we have just seen that the torsor G[n]? trivializes over

the universal cover S of S (and even over a finite étale cover). To fix a canonical trivialization, let G[n]?

be the set-theoretic L™G/K,(F,)-torsor consisting of all #(5)-valued points of the torsor G[n]?|z over
Spec £(3) (the residue field of the geometric point §). Now two isomorphisms G [n]g = G[n]? - differ by

an automorphism of the right-hand side, i.e. by an element of Aut(G[n]?) = LTG/K,(F,). Hence there
is a uniquely determined isomorphism &[n], which restricts to the identity over 5 € S. Then for any

v € m1(S5,5), viewed as an element v € Auts(S), we have an isomorphism G[n]s — 7*(G[n]g) coming
from the v-invariance of the torsor G over S. This induces the following diagram

Gln]? — Gln)* 5
l _ %)
*(eTn Y
7 (G1n)2) = 1 (Gl ) == Glnl? s == Gln]*

Hence using the induced arrow on the right, we get a morphism

pgln] : m1(5,3) — Aut(G[n]?)
and therefore the functor

Tn]: FEtShtg(S) — Rep(mi(S), LTG/K(F,))

() I pgn].

Now define the (dual) Tate-functor as
T: FEtShtg(S) — Rep(m(S), LTG(F,))

G.0) = pgi=lm pgn].

We call T(G) the (dual) Tate module associated to the étale local G-shtuka (G, ¢).
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Remark 2.6.9. First note that by definition G = lglng[n] (and the same for the pullback to S).

Furthermore writing G¥ for the set-theoretic L™ G(F)-torsor consisting of all x(5)-valued points of the
torsor G[n]?|z over Spec £(3), we have

im &[n]
= (jm Gln))% = Im(Glnlg) = Jim(@hl* ) = 0%

which is compatible with all the actions of 71(5,3) on the torsors G[n]?. In fact this action pg on the

limit describes precisely how the trivial LT G(F,)-torsor over S descends to the LTG(F (F,)-torsor G¥ over
S. Hence an alternative way to describe the dual Tate-functor is

T: FEtShte(S) —  Rep(m(S), LTG(F,))
(G, ) = pg:m1(9,35) = Aut(G¥)

where for any v € m1(S5,3) the element pg(7y) is defined via the commutative diagram (%) but for G
instead of G[n| and ¢ instead of &[n].

The next construction follows the ideas presented in [Har11l proposition 1.3.7] or [AH14al proposition
3.6):
Construction 2.6.10. The inverse of the Tate-functor
Let p € Rep(m1(S), LTG(F,)) acting on the LTG(F,)-torsor LTG5. For any n > 0 consider the trivial
L*G/K,-torsor G[n] = (LTG5 xLTGE) [+G /K, (F,)) xL C/KnF) [+G/K,, over S together with
the Frobenius-linear morphism o*[n] : 6*G[n] — G[n] acting only on the last factor. Then for every
7 € mi(S,5) the automorphlsm p(7y) defines a unique isomorphism of LTG/K,,-torsors p[n](y) : G[n] —
Gln] = v*Gln]. As g[ ] = LG xLTGE) [+G /K, (F,) by construction, the isomorphism p[n](v)
commutes with the o*-action.
Let us now descend (G[n],0*[n]) to S: First note that the kernel of 7(S,3) — Aut(L*G5) —
Aut(LTGg xL"GE) [+G /K, (F,)) has finite index in 71 (S, 5). Thus there is a finite étale cover S, — 3,
such that (G[n],o*[n]) descends to the trivial L*G/K,-torsor over S, (together with the Frobenius-

linear isomorphism o*[n]) and the 7 (S,3)-action factors over Auts(S,). Thus we obtain an étale
descent datum for the finite cover S, to S. In this way we obtain a unique pair (G[n], p[n]) over S.

Finally note that we have canonical isomorphisms G[n] x =" ¢/Kn [+G /K, _1 = G[n— 1] compatible with
the morphisms ¢[n]. Hence we may define the quasi-inverse of the Tate-functor as

T~ (p) = lim(G[n], o[n])
Remark 2.6.11. After defining G = L+G§ x LT G(Fq) LT@G, we have a canonical isomorphism

lim(Gnl, plnl)z = (G, 0")

of étale local G-shtukas over S. Furthermore the canonical descent datum on the left-hand side coincides
with the action of m1(S,3) defined by p. Thus T~!(p) is nothing else than (G,c*) after descending it
along the pro-finite étale cover S — S.

Theorem 2.6.12. The functor T is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. Denote the category of trivial LTG-torsors G over S together with a descent datum of (é, o*)
from S to S by H(S, LT G)deent, The triviality of the LTG(F,)-torsors on S implies that we have an

equivalence of categories )
Rep(m1(S), LYG(F,)) = H' (S, LT G)descent

But by proposition every étale local G-shtuka trivializes over S and the canonical (and obviously
fully faithful) functor
HY(S, LTG)deseet 5 BtShig(S)

is essentially surjective. Hence T is indeed an equivalence. (I
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2.7 Tate’s theorem on extending quasi-isogenies

The main result of the section is theorem On connected normal schemes every quasi-isogeny
between local G-shtukas over the generic fiber can be extended uniquely to a quasi-isogeny over the
whole scheme. The analogue for p-divisible groups is called the Theorem of Tate and was shown by
Tate [Tat66, theorem 4] in characteristic 0 and by Berthelot [Ber8(), section 4.1] in positive characteristic.
The following argumentation follows mainly the ideas of Berthelot.

The results of this section will not be needed until section [Gl

Definition 2.7.1. Let A a Fy-algebra with its Frobenius o (over Fy). A shtuka over A is a pair (A, @)
consisting of a locally free A[[z]] = A®w,Fy[[z]]-module A (of finite rank n) and a o-linear morphism
w:0*A = A inducing an isomorphism after inverting z.

A homomorphism « : (A1,01) — (A2, ¢2) is a morphism between the A[[z]]-modules A; satisfying
o) = pyoo*a. It is called an isogeny if it induces an isomorphism after inverting z.

Remark 2.7.2. i) Although we defined shtukas in this generality, we will only use it for complete
valuation rings A with algebraically closed residue field k, or quotient fields thereof. Note that in these
cases A is necessarily free.

ii) If one replaces A[[z]] with the ring of Witt vectors W (A), we get almost the definition of crystals in
mixed characteristic: There we have to give in addition to A and ¢ a connection on A, which satisfies
certain compatibility conditions. This connection is mainly needed to have a canonical comparison
between the crystals over the perfection of A for different choices of liftings of the Frobenius o (cf.
[Ber80], explanation after theorem 4.6.1). As this problem disappears in equal characteristic, we may
dispense with the connection as we did in the definition. Note that whenever we refer for proofs to the
case of mixed characteristic (notably the next two statements), these do not use the connection except
for passing to the perfection of A.

ili) There is a canonical functor from shtukas of rank n to local GL,-shtukas over Spec A: To (A, ¢)
associate the trivial LT GLy-torsor I'som aqp.j (A, A[[2]]") and the Frobenius isomorphism induced by ¢.
For further information cf. [HV1I, §4]. Thus we may translate all definitions made above for local
G-shtukas to the case of shtukas. In particular we have Newton points of shtukas, which here determine
the quasi-isogeny class of the shtuka, i.e. the isomorphism class of (A[%], ).

Proposition 2.7.3. Let A be a complete valuation ring of characteristic p with perfect residue field
k, and (A, ) a shtuka over A with constant Newton point. Let A\1,...,\s be the distinct slopes which
appear with multiplicities dy,...,ds. Then (A, p) is isogenous to a shtuka (N, ") which is completely
slope divisible, i.e. there exists a filtration

0C (AL, 91) C.o. C (AL @) = (A, ¢)

via subshtukas such that each composition factor (A;/A._,,@;) is a shtuka of rank d; and constant
Newton point isoclinic of slope \;. Furthermore on each A;/A]_, the morphism 2" MNGIN defines an
isogeny (and hence an isomorphism) for N > 0 sufficiently divisible.

This filtration admits a unique splitting over the perfection A* = E[[t/P™]] of A.

Proof. This proposition is the analog of a result of Katz [Kat79 corollary 2.6.3]. His proof, which
includes the proofs of theorem 2.4.2, theorem 2.5.1, theorem 2.6.1 and corollary 2.6.2 in loc.cit., translates
word for word to our situation. O

Remark 2.7.4. i) In the case of p-divisible groups the same result holds by Oort and Zink [OZ02]
corollary 2.2] over any normal base scheme. It seems likely that the same holds in equal characteristic
for shtukas and also for arbitrary local G-shtukas. Nevertheless the result of Katz is sufficient for our
purposes and his proofs are written in the language of crystals rather than p-divisible groups which
allows a much easier translation to our situation.

ii) We will define completely slope divisible local G-shtukas in the next section. One easily checks that
it matches the definition above in the case G = GL,,.

Proposition 2.7.5. Let A be a complete valuation ring of characteristic p with uniformizer © and
algebraically closed residue field k. Let (G;, ;) (for i = 1,2) be two local G-shtukas over S = Spec A
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with constant Newton points. Let n = Spec A[m—1] be the generic point and denote the generic fibers by
(Gin, in). Then the canonical map

QISOg((gla (pl)a (gQa (PQ)) — QISOg((gl,’m (101777)a (g2,7la (PQ,’V]))

is an isomorphism.

Proof. Note first that every LTG-torsor over S = Spec A is trivial. Indeed by isotriviality (cf. [Ray70]
lemma XIV 1.4]) any G-torsor over Spec A[z]/(z™) (for some n > 0) trivializes over a finite étale
cover. But there are no non-trivial ones, as by [SGAI, IX, proposition 1.7] they correspond to finite
unramified extensions of k (see lemma [.T12h) for more details). Hence any G-torsor over Spf A[[z]]
is trivial, or equivalently any LTG-torsor over S is trivial. Thus we may identify ¢; = b;o* with
b; € LG(A) = G(A((2))) (for both ¢ = 1,2). Thus we have to show:

{9 € LG(A) [ g™ 010" (9) = ba} = {gy € LG(A[n7']) | g b1,y0™ (9) = b2}

where b; ,, is the image of b; in LG(A[r™']), i.e. defines the local G-shtuka at the generic point. Note
that the inclusion C is obvious and we will concentrate on the other one.

Pick now any faithful representation G — GL,, (defined over k, thus ignoring all subtleties coming from
non-splitness). Then LG(A) = LGL,(A) N LG(A[r~!]). Hence we may wlog. assume that G = GL,,.
In particular we may view elements in LG L, (A) respectively LGL, (A[r~!]) as isomorphisms of the
free module A’ := A((z))" respectively A} := A[r~']((2))" of rank n. Thus the assertion rewrites as

{ge Aut(A) | g tbio*(g) = by : 0" N — N} =
={g, € Aut(A;) | g;Iban*(gn) = by, : O'*A;] — A%}

Let A = A[[z]]" and A, == A[r~!][[z]]". Then after replacing b; and by by 2"Vb; and zVby for some
N > 0 we may assume b;c* : 0*A — A are homomorphisms already defined on A. Furthermore by the
same replacement for g and g, (although we may not find such an N for all g or g,, simultaneously) we
are left to show

{g € End*(A) | g7 b1o*(g) = by : 0" A — A} =
= {g, € End*(A,) | g;lblno*(gn) = by, 1 0" Ay — Ay}

where End* denotes all endomorphisms which induce isomorphisms after inverting z. In other words
the left-hand side denotes the isogenies between the shtukas (A, b1o*) and (A, bao*) and the right-hand
side denotes those over the generic fiber.

In this situation we can copy Berthelot’s proof of theorem 4.7.1 in [Ber80] (after the usual transla-
tions from mixed to equal characteristic) which uses proposition (or rather its analog in mixed
characteristic) to reduce to the isoclinic case. (]

Theorem 2.7.6. (Theorem of Tate for local G-shtukas on base schemes in equal characteristic) Let S
be a normal connected scheme with function field K of characteristic p. Let (Gi, ;) (fori=1,2) be two
local G-shtukas over S with constant Newton points. Denote their generic fibers by (Gin,in). Then
the canonical map

QISOg((g17 <P1)7 (g27 (PQ)) — QISOg((gl,ﬁa (101777)7 (g2,7l7 (PQ,’r]))

s an isomorphism.

Proof. Having a canonical isomorphism allows us to use étale decent. Hence it suffices to prove the
corollary after passing to an étale cover and we may assume that S = Spec A is affine with function
field K and both L*G-torsors are trivializable. In this situation we may identify quasi-isogenies over
all of S with elements in LG(A) = G(A((z))) and quasi-isogenies over the generic fiber with elements
in LG(K) = G(K((#))). Hence the map above is obviously injective. Surjectivity immediately follows
from the

Claim: Any g € G(K((z))) defining a quasi-isogeny over the generic fiber is defined over A((z)).

As A was assumed to be normal, A is the intersection of all localizations Ay, for prime ideals p of height
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1. As the same is true for A((z)) we may replace A by A, and have to show the claim for locals rings
of dimension 1, i.e. valuation rings. If A is the completion of A at the unique maximal ideal, we have
A = AN K. Thus we are reduced to complete valuation rings. If A™" is the maximal unramified
extension of A, then A = A™ N K. Thus we may actually assume that A has an algebraically closed
residue field. Now the claim is actually equivalent to the previous proposition. Il

Remark 2.7.7. i) Note that in the previous two statements we require only the constancy of the New-
ton point, as the Kottwitz point is constant on the connected schemes anyway. Hence it is automatic,
that the quasi-isogeny class of the local G-shtukas is constant, too.

ii) The assumption on the constancy of the Newton point is essential. de Jong showed similar statements
in [Jon9§| for p-divisible groups with varying Newton point, though he allows degeneration phenomena,
i.e. extensions as simple homomorphisms that are no longer necessarily quasi-isogenies. Such degener-
ated homomorphisms have no direct analogue as morphisms of G-shtukas, so it would be hard to even
formulate a conjecture mirroring de Jong’s result in the world of GG-shtukas.

3 Global G-shtukas and their moduli space

We turn now to the global situation and study global G-shtukas: G-torsors ¢ over the fixed curve C
together with a o-linear morphism

(2 U*gl(CXFqS)\Ui Le, - g|(CXFQS)\Ui Te;

of G-torsors, which is defined outside a finite number of S-valued points ¢; € C(S), called the charac-
teristic places of the global G-shtuka. Here we abbreviate I'c, for the graph of the point ¢; in C' xp, S.
We first prove that the local behavior of a global G-shtuka can be described by local G-shtukas, which
will be most useful when the ¢; are constant along S. This allows us to define two boundedness conditions
for global G-shtukas:

e For general characteristic places there are boundedness conditions in the flavor of Varshavsky
[Var04l definition 2.4b)], cf. definition B3]

e If the characteristic places are constant along S coming from F-valued points in C', then one may
call a global G-shtuka bounded if the associated local Res r, (G)-shtukas are bounded in the sense
of

Although this second definition turns out to be a special case of the first boundedness condition, its
local nature makes it more useful for analyzing the corresponding moduli space. Furthermore level
structures away from the characteristic places will be introduced. Finally we consider the moduli space
of bounded global G-shtukas with level structures, which exists in general only as a DM-stack. However
any open compact substack admits a finite étale cover defined by some increased level structure, which
is representable as a scheme. But it is not known to us, whether there exists one level structure such
that the corresponding moduli space is globally representable by a scheme.

3.1 Global G-shtukas without level structure

In the following we will define global G-shtukas, ignoring for now the more subtle notions of boundedness
conditions and level structures.

As usual C is the fixed smooth projective curve over IF; and as already mentioned above, we denote by
I'c, € C xp, S the graph of a S-valued point ¢; € C(S). As in the previous sections S is any DM-stack
over I.

Definition 3.1.1. Fiz some topology * € {fpqc, fppf,étale} (though the category will not depend on
this choice, cf. [FGAL section 6]). Then let H*(C,G) be the category fibered in groupoids over the
category of DM-stacks over E, whose objects H'(C,G)(S) over some DM-stack S (over E) are the
G-torsors 4 (for the chosen topology) over C' xg, S. The morphisms are given by isomorphisms of
G-torsors.
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Remark 3.1.2. i) #!(C,G) is in fact a smooth Artin stack locally of finite type. This is shown in
[HeilO, proposition 1] in far greater generality.

ii) The Frobenius ¢ : C'xg, S — Cxp, S (which acts as the identity on C' and as the absolute g-Frobenius
on S) acts on H!(C, G) by pullback along this morphism.

Definition 3.1.3. a) A global G-shtuka with n characteristic places (but without level structure) over
a DM-stack S over E is a triple consisting of

e a G-torsor ¢ € H'(C,G)(S) over C xx, S,
e an n-tuple c1,...,c, € C(S) of distinct S-valued points,

e and an isomorphism
. * ~
@10 oxs, 5\U; T, — Yloxs, s\U, T,

The points ¢; € C(S) are called the characteristic places and ¢ is called the Frobenius-isomorphism on
9.

b) The moduli stack of global G-shtukas (without level structure) is the stack V,H'(C,G) over Spec E
classifying (up to isomorphism) global G-shtukas with n characteristic places. Two global G-shtukas
(4, 0) and (4, ¢") are isomorphic if their characteristic places coincide (as ordered tuples) and there is
an isomorphism [ : 9 — 4’ of G-torsors such that

fop=y¢ oo"f.

Let A C C™ be the complement of the locus of distinct points in C.  Then there is a canonical morphism
V. HY(C,G) — C™\ A mapping a global G-shtuka to its characteristic points.

¢) Let c1,...,¢n, € C(F) be any distinct points on C (for some finite field F). Then denote by
VienH (C,G) the moduli stack of global G-shtukas (without level structure) with characteristic places
exactly the c;.

d) Similarly denote by V(éi)Hl(C, G) the moduli stack of global G-shtukas, such that the characteristic
places vary only in the formal neighborhood of the points c;.

Remark 3.1.4. i) When no confusion is possible, we will omit mentioning the characteristic places and
denote a global G-shtuka (without level structure) simply by (¢, ¢).

ii) An alternative description of V,,H!(C, G) (even with some kind of level structure) is given in [AHI14b]
definition 3.4].

iii) Fixing local coordinates (; at ¢; € C, the canonical morphism V., H'(C,G) — C™ \ A factors
over the formal completion at the ¢;, which by choice of the local coordinates equals Spf F[[¢1, ..., (.]]-
This way V(z,)H'(C,G) can be viewed as a moduli stack over Spec E xg, SpfF[[(1, ..., (a]] or more
conveniently as a moduli stack over Spf E[[(1, ..., (,]] (by forgetting the F-action).

iv) The symmetric group S, acts on C™\ A and V,,H!(C, G) by permuting the characteristic places. As
this action gives canonical isomorphisms between the fibers of V,,H!(C,G) — C™ \ A over the points
in one S,,-orbit, we might consider the moduli stack V,,#!(C,G)/S,, over (C™ \ A)/S,, parametrizing
now G-torsors, a set (and not a tuple) of n distinct characteristic places and a Frobenius-isomorphism
away from them. All further statements are valid (after appropriate modifications) in this unordered
setup as well.

Definition 3.1.5. Let (¥, (ci), ), (9, (c)),¢") € Vo, HHC,G)(S) be two global G-shtukas over S.
a) A quasi-isogeny is an equivalence class of pairs (o, U) consisting of a dense open substack U C C'xx, S

and an isomorphism « : Gly — G'|u of G-torsors over U satisfying
aop =y oo (a)

after restricting each of these morphisms to U N\(U; T, UT ).

Two such pairs (aq,Ur) and (aq,Us) are equivalent if there is an open substack U C Uy NUs such that
Oé1|U = CY2|U-

b) Let D C C xy, S be some closed substack. A D-quasi-isogeny is an isogeny such that there exists
a representative (o, U) with U = (C xg, S) \ D, i.e. the isomorphism o« of G-torsors can be extended
outside of D.
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Remark 3.1.6. Consider a global G-shtuka (¥, (¢;), ) € Vo, HY(C,G)(S). Then it is easy to check
that

(0.C xe, S\ Te)) : (0", (0" c0). 0" 0) = (4. (c2). )
is a quasi-isogeny.
The next lemma will be needed in section

Lemma 3.1.7. Let D C C xp, S be an effective divisor and (o,U) : (9, (ci), ) = (4',(c}),¢") be (a
representative of) a D-quasi-isogeny between global G-shtukas over a quasi-compact DM-stack S over
E. Let E' be a finite extension of E and p be any representation of G on a finite dimensional E'-vector
space V. Consider the vector bundles %, and ¥, as constructed in[2.1.7]. The quasi-isogeny o induces
now a canonical morphism

avlv:9vlv = G lu

over the open substack U. Then for each sufficiently big integer N > 0 the morphism ay|y extends to
ay - gv - g‘l/ ®OC><F‘qS><ESpec E/ OCXFqSXESpeCE,(_N : (D XE SpeC EI))

of vector bundles over all of C xy, S x g Spec E'. This vy is equivariant for the G-action defined via p.

Proof. As ay is obviously unique, we may check the extension property étale locally. Therefore assume
for simplicity that S is a scheme. As % is a vector bundle of finite rank, ay is determined locally
around a point x € D X g Spec E/ by its value on finitely many sections of ¢4,. Hence for N, > 0
sufficiently large ay extends to a morphism ay : %y — 4, ®0CXFQSXESW o O(=N, - (D xg Spec E'))
on an open neighborhood of x. As S is quasi-compact, there is a finite set of points on D such that
their open neighborhoods cover D x g Spec E’. Thus we may choose one N > 0 sufficiently large for all
these points z and we get an effective divisor N - (D x g Spec E’) such that ay |y extends to a morphism
of sheaves
ay Yy — %"/ ®OC’><FqS><ESpccE/ OCXFQS(*N (D x g Spec E’))

on the whole scheme C' xr, S x g Spec E'.
It remains to show that ay is G-equivariant, i.e. the following diagram commutes

idxay /
G XT, g\/ —G XF, gv

| l

Gy Y9

where the vertical maps are given by the G-action. By definition this holds over U. But any morphism
(G xv, 9 )|lu = 9|u extends uniquely to C' xr, S (if it extends at all). Hence the diagram commutes
indeed over all of C' xp, S X g Spec E'. O

Remark 3.1.8. This proof nowhere needs the existence of the Frobenius-morphisms ¢ and ¢’. Thus
the lemma (and its proof) remains valid, if one replaces the global G-shtukas by G-torsors and the
quasi-isogeny « by any morphism between G-torsors defined over an open dense subset U.

3.2 The local description of global G-shtukas

Fix a finite extension F of F, and any point v € C(F). Our aim is to construct a morphism of stacks
Ly vnHl(Ca G) — ShtResF/Fq (@)

where Resg,r, (G) is the restriction of scalars. This functor should remember the local behavior of both
the G-torsor and the Frobenius-isomorphism at the point v.

In the case of a non-characteristic place v, the image is contained in the substack of étale local
Resg/r, (G)-shtukas and we will use this construction in section [3.4] to define level structures. If v
equals one of the characteristic places (which is then necessarily constant along S), the image of the

28



functor £, is very close to be surjective, though it will take us until section 5.1l to see this. This already
indicates that much of the information about the global G-shtuka is preserved under the functor

L= Hsci : V(Ci)Hl(C, G)— HShtReSF/Fq(G)'

Ci

Note that the functor £, was first constructed by Hartl and Rad in [AHI14al, section 5.2]. Nevertheless we
hope that the reader appreciates the slightly more conceptual approach on this construction presented
here, including an explanation how to get the local Frobenius-isomorphism.

Throughout this section we will never (except in lemma B:2.1h)) specify the underlying Grothendieck
topology. So (except for definition 323 where this does not make much sense) in all statements it is
understood that we fix some topology * € {ét, fppf, fpgc}. We start with some more general nonsense
about G-torsors and their behavior under restriction of scalars, working at first purely over the category
of E-schemes S:

Lemma 3.2.1. Let R be a finite Fy-algebra, G a smooth group scheme over R and S a scheme over E.
a) For every étale morphism S’ — S xg, Spec R (over E), there exists an étale morphism S" — S
(again over E), such that 8" xg, R — S xr, Spec R factors over S'. If S’ — S xr, Spec R is a cover,
then one can choose S" in such a way that S" — S’ is surjective and S” xr, R is a refinement of the
cover S’.

b) There are canonical equivalences of categories

RY:H'((S xF, Spec R)., LTG) = H'(S., LT Respr, (G))

R : H'((S x, Spec R)., LG) =+ H'(S., LResp/r, (G))

which are compatible with associating LG-torsors to L™ G-torsors.

Proof. a) By [Stal3l Tag 05YD](currently lemma 69.11.3) Resg/r, (f) : Resg/r, (S") — Resg/r, (S xr,
Spec R) is again étale and it is surjective, if f : S” — S xg, Spec R was. After base change via the
canonical morphism S — Resg/r, (S XF, Spec R) the same is true for the morphism over £

pr2

5" :=Respr,(S") X Respz, (Sxz,Spec R) O — -

This gives the commutative diagram

S" xg, Spec R ———— Resg/r,(S’) xr, Spec R - .9

\L lResR/Fq(f)Xid f

S xr, Spec R — Resg/r, (S xF, Spec R) xf, Spec R —— S xp, Spec R

where p comes from the identity on Resg/r, (S) by adjunction and the composite of the two lower
horizontal morphisms is the identity. Hence we get the desired factorization.

Finally we have to show that S” xp, Spec R is a refinement of S’ assuming that f : S’ — S xp,
Spec R is surjective. It is easy to see that on geometric points (or for points over local artinian rings
with algebraically closed residue field): Let  : Speck — S’ be any geometric point (over Spec E xp,
Spec R). It has the image f(x) : Speck — S" — S xr, Spec R which gives an E ®p, R-linear morphism
Speck x, Spec R — S xp, Spec R. This defines a point in Resg/r, (S xr, Spec R)(Speck) = (S xr,
Spec R)(Speck xr, Spec R), which is «(f(z)) after base change to R. Then we have by definition a
commutative diagram over £ ®p, 2

Spec k S’

| lf
o(f(x))

Speck x Spec R——= S X Spec R

where the left vertical map is given by the identity on the first factor and the canonical morphism to
Spec R (as x was a geometric point over Spec R). Hence we may lift the point ¢(f(z)) € Resg/r, (S xF,
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Spec R)(Speck) = (S xr, Spec R)(Speck xg, Spec R) (over E) by surjectivity and smoothness of f to
a point y € Resg/r, (S")(Speck) = S’(Spec k xg, Spec R) (over E) such that the corresponding point
in Resg/r,(S') x Spec R (now over £ ®r, R) satisfies p(y) = 2. Note here that y is far from unique.
But because we defined S” as the fiber product, the triple (y, f(z), Resg/r, (f)(y) = ¢(f(z))) defines a
k-valued point in S” x Spec R (over F) which is by p(y) = x a preimage of z.

b) As we have equivalences between torsors for the respective topologies, we may restrict ourselves
to * = ét. Furthermore we will only consider R™ as the arguments for R are analogous and the
compatibility assertion will be obvious.

Given any L G-torsor G over S xg, Spec R, the element R*G in H'(S¢;, Lt Resgyr, (G)) is simply given
by RTG(5") == G(S” xr, Spec R) for every étale " — S. If G trivializes over some S, take any S” — S
as in a) and G trivializes again over S” xp, Spec R. Hence R*§ trivializes over S”, i.e. it is indeed a
torsor.

For the inverse construction start with RTG € H'(S¢;, LT Resgyr,(G)). Note that it suffices by the
refinement statement on covers in a) to define the L+ G-torsor G over schemes of the form S” XF, Spec R
for S — S étale. But there we may just set G(S” xr, Spec R) :== R*TG(S"). It is obvious that this
defines a LT G-torsor and that the constructions are mutually inverse. (I

Remark 3.2.2. i) In all applications the group scheme G will be a constant group scheme coming by
base-change from a reductive group over F,.

ii) It is not known to us, whether Resg/r, (S’) (or Resg/r, (S xr, Spec R) for that matter) exists as a
scheme if S is not quasi-projective. Nevertheless it is still an algebraic space by [Stal3l Tag 05YF](currently
proposition 69.11.5). Thus S” is an algebraic space étale over the scheme S, hence by [Knu71, corollary
6.17] indeed a scheme.

If S is quasi-projective, then proofs of all claims concerning restriction of scalars (including existence
results) can be found in [BLRIO0, section 7.6].

iii) Note one subtlety concerning restriction of scalars and the surjectivity result in a): If {S;}; form an
étale cover of S x Spec R (i.e. are a finite set of jointly surjective étale morphisms), then {Resg/r, (S:)}
needs not to be such a cover for S. Nevertheless Resg/r, (] [; Si) — S is still surjective and étale. For a
more detailed discussion refer to [CGP10, appendix A.5]. There one can also find a proof of part b) for
linear algebraic groups in the case where R is a field extension of IFy.

iv) If one tries to prove part a) for fppf- or fpqc-morphisms, one runs into two problems: First of all we
can no longer apply Knutson’s algebraization result to ensure to have a scheme S”. Secondly (and more
seriously), we do not know whether Resg JF, breserves flatness or surjectivity of morphisms, although
this seems to hold at least if F, — R is étale.

Definition 3.2.3. Let X be any locally ringed space with a morphism X — SpecF, and a fized
Grothendieck topology. Let G be a reductive group over Fy and denote its pullback to X by Gx. This is
a group object in the category of locally ringed spaces over X. Then a G-torsor over X is a locally ringed
space 4 over X together with a morphism Gx Xx ¥ — 94 such that locally (for the fized Grothendieck
topology) 4 admits a trivialization, i.e. a Gx-equivariant isomorphism 4 = Gx to the trivial torsor.
Analogously to definition [3.11), let H'(F,, G)(X) be the category of G-torsors over X.

The next proposition is (at least partially) well-known: Similar statements can be found in [HV11]
proposition 2.2a)] or [AH14al proposition 2.4].
Proposition 3.2.4. Let S be any scheme over F, and write S[[z]]/z"T1 = S XF, Spec F,[[z]]/z"*! for

n > 0. Consider furthermore the formal scheme S[[2] := Sxr,SptFy[[z]] and the locally ringed space
S((2)) with underlying topological space |S[[z]]| = |S| and structure sheaf Og((.)) the sheafification of
O5(U)[2] = Os(U)®r,Fy((2)) (for U C |S| open). We view S[[z]] and S((z)) with the topology induced
from the one on S, i.e. if " — S is a cover in x, then S’[[z]] — S|[z]] respectively S'((z)) — S((z)) are
again covers.

a) For every n > 0 there is a canonical equivalence of categories

H! (Fq, O)(S[[2]]/z"H) = ' (Fy, LG/ K)(S)
b) There is a canonical equivalence of categories

HY(Fy, G)(S[[2]]) — H(Fq, LTG)(S)
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¢) There is a canonical functor
H! (Fq, G)(S((2))) — H' (Fq, LG)(S)
All these functors are compatible in the sense that we have commutative diagrams

M (Fg, G)(S[[z]]) ——— H!(Fq, LTG)(S) M (Fq, G)(S[[z]]) —= H'(Fq, LTG)(S)

| | | l

M (Fq, G)(S[[z]]/2" ) ——= M (Fq, L¥G/Ky)(S) M (Fq, G)(S((2))) ——= H!(Fq, LG)(5)

where the vertical arrows on the left-hand sides are given by base-change along the canonical morphism
between the base spaces.

Proof. a) The same arguments as in lemma B.2.Ib) but for G instead of L*TG give for R = F,[[2]]/z"T!
an equivalence

HY(Fq, G)(S[[2]]/z"T) = H' (Fq, G)(S x5, Spec R) = H' (Fq, Resg/r, (G))(S).

But Resg/r, (G) = L*TG/K, as they represent the same functor of groups.
b) This follows directly from a):

H! (Fy, G)(S[[=]]) = im H' (Fy, G)(S xx, SpecFy[[2]]/ ("))
= lim H' (Fy, LTG/K,)(S)

=~ HY(F,, LTG)(9).

c) We use essentially the same construction as Hartl and Rad: If ¢ is a G-torsor over S((z)), then
consider the sheaf of sets
LG(S') = Homs())(5'((2)),9)

for every cover S — S. Tt is easy to see that applied to the trivial G-torsor over S((z)), this defines the
trivial LG-torsor over S, hence this construction defines indeed an element in H!(F,, LG)(S).

The diagram on the left-hand side is obviously commutative from our construction in b). To see the
commutativity on the right-hand side just observe that (as explained in [AHI4al proposition 2.4]) we
may explicitly describe the functor in b) as mapping ¢ € H'(F,, G)(S((z))) to the torsor representing

G(8") = Homg.(S'[[2]],9).
0

Remark 3.2.5. i) Note that we do not claim to have an equivalence in c), although it seems reasonable
to assume it is. The main problem in proving this is to establish representability results or a descent
theory for locally ringed spaces of the form S((z)). However we will never need this equivalence.

ii) An alternative way to describe the functors in a) and b) can be found in [AHI4al section 5.1]: Let
R = F,[[z]] or R = Fg[[z]]/(z"""). Then we may apply the functor Resp/r, to go from G-torsors
over SXSpf R to Resg/r, (GXSpf R)-torsors over Resg/r, (SXSpf R) (working in the category of formal
algebraic spaces). Then the pull-back along S — Resg/r,_ (S QFQ Spf R) gives the desired torsor over S
(at least as algebraic space).

A similar construction can be done in the situation of lemma [B.2.1] though it would be harder to show
that the resulting object is indeed a torsor under the desired group.

iii) A third way to construct the equivalences in a) and b) is to construct a correspondence of étale
descend data on both sides. For more details see [HV11l proof of proposition 2.2(a)].

After these preparations let us tackle the construction of the global-local functor £,:
In all constructions let v € C(F) be some point over a finite field extension F of F, and fix a local
coordinate z of C' at the point v. Abbreviate G, = Resg/r,(G) for the restriction of scalars of G.
Fix now a global G-shtuka (¢,¢) € V(. yH'(C,G)(S) over an E-scheme S with some characteristic
places ¢;.
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Construction 3.2.6. The local LT G, -torsor N

Let Z = {v} xp, S C C xg, S be the graph of v. Then the completion Z of C xp, S along Z
is isomorphic to SpfF[[2]]xr,S = (SpecF xp, S)[[z]] by using the chosen local coordinate z. Re-
stricting the G-torsor ¢ to 2, i.e. considering the base-change ¢ X Cxg, S 2, defines an element
4|5 in HY(F,,G)(Z) = H'(F,, G)((SpecF xp, S)[[2]]). By proposition B.2.4b), this corresponds to
an element ¢ € HY(Fq, LT G)(SpecF xg, S) and by lemma B2 this is equivalent to a LT G,-torsor
RYG € HY(F,, LTG,)(S).

Remark 3.2.7. i) Note that we could have applied directly the functor Resp/r, to the G-torsor ¥ |5

in order to produce an element in H'(Fq, G,)(Resp/r, Z) which can be pulled back to an element in
H(Fy, G,)(S][2]]). Then proposition B:2:4b) produces the desired element in H*(F,, LTG,)(S).
ii) By construction we may reconstruct the torsor ¢|5 out of the L*G,-torsor over S.

Construction 3.2.8. The local Frobenius-isomorphism at non-characteristic places

Assume for now that v is disjoint from all characteristic places ¢;. Then ¢ is defined on an open
neighborhood of v and we may restrict ¢ to Z. Thus we obtain a Frobenius-linear isomorphism ¢ :
0*9|5 = 9|5. As both proposition B.2.4b) and lemma [3.2.Ib) were equivalences of categories, we first

obtain a morphism @ : 09 — & and then RT3 : 0*RYY = R* (0*9) — R* Y.
This allows us to define the global-local functor £, (over the category of E-schemes S) for points v
not meeting any characteristic place as
L, : Ve H (C,G) — EtShtg,
(@.¢) = (R, R¥P)
Remark 3.2.9. i) Actually the definition of £, obviously extends to all global G-shtukas, whose char-
acteristic places do not meet v.

ii) Assume that F'/FF is another finite field extension and v’ € C(F’) denotes the point v viewed as a
F’-valued point. Then we can factor £, as

Ly = (= x2 G LTG0 £,

where we use the canonical morphism G, = Resp/r, (G) — Resp /r(Resp/r,(G)) = Resp/r, (G) = G
to get

(= x2"Gv L*G,) : EtShtg, — EtShtg,,
(G.9) = (G <" L*Gyrp x idLg,)
The proof of this is an easy exercise by going through all the constructions. The same factorization will
hold as well if v coincides with a characteristic place.

The definition of the Frobenius-isomorphism is more complicated at points v = ¢; coinciding with
some characteristic place. We first construct the LG,-torsor in a convenient way:

Construction 3.2.10. The local LG, -torsor R

Recall that we have a morphism ¢ : (SpecF xg, 5)[[2]] = Z < C xp, S. Fix an arbitrary open immersion
j U — C. We claim that we can extend ¢ to a commutative diagram of morphisms between locally
ringed spaces

(SpecF xz, S)((2)) —— (C xr, S, (j x id).Oyx,, s)

| |

(SpecF xp, S)[[2]] C xp, S.

~

Indeed if v € U, then even ¢ factors over (U, Oy) <= (C xx, S, (j Xid).Ovx,, s) < (C Xp, S, Ocxy, s)- I
v ¢ U this argument shows, that it suffices to see that a local coordinate at the point v gets mapped to
an invertible element in O(SpeCFXFq $)((z))» Which is obviously true as z represents such a local coordinate.
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Hence we have indeed such a morphism ¢/.
Thus we may pull back the G-torsor & over C' xp, S to a G-torsor g|(spechyq S)((z)) over (SpecF xp,

S)((2)) via either of the two ways. As ¢| (SpecFxs, S)((=)) comes by pull-back from a torsor over (SpecFxp,
S)[[#]], it trivializes indeed over a locally ringed space of the form S'((z)) for S’ — SpecF xp_ S étale.
Proposition BZ4k) gives now an element £4 € H'(F,, LG)(SpecF xy, S), which by lemma B21] is
equivalent to a LG,-torsor RLY € H'(F,, LG,)(S).

As g|(spech5q S)((=)) can be constructed as the pull-back of ¢|(spec Fxe, S)[[]]> the compatibility assertions
in proposition [3.2.4] and lemma [3.2.7] yield a canonical identification

RLY = L(RTYD).

Construction 3.2.11. The local Frobenius-isomorphism at characteristic places
By definition ¢ can be seen as an isomorphism of G-torsors

. *
p:o g|(C><pqS,(j><id)*OUXqu) — gl(CxFqS,(jxid)*OUXFqs)

for U = C'\ |J; ¢i the open complement of all characteristic places. Hence its pull-back to (SpecF xr,
S)((2)) via v/ (cf. the previous construction B.2.10) defines an isomorphism

@l (specFxz, $)((2) 1 0 Y |(SpecFxe, 9)(() = l(SpecFxe,$)(())-

As in construction B.2.8 we get morphisms @ : o*LYG — L9 and then R : o*RLYG = ’R(U*ZS?) —
RLY. Then the last identification obtained in construction B.2.10] allows to rewrite this as the desired

RP: 0" L(RTD) = L(RTD).

With these constructions we can define even for a characteristic place v = ¢; (again over the category
of E-schemes S):

L, V(Ci)Hl(C, G) — Shtg,
(@.¢) = (RYF,RP)

Remark 3.2.12. i) Note that for any non-characteristic place, the local Frobenius-isomorphism Rp
constructed in B.2Z.TT] coincides with the Frobenius-isomorphism induced from R as constructed in
0.2.58

i) This construction also works in the case of non-constant group schemes G like the ones considered
in [AH14a] and [AH14b]. One only has to be slightly more careful what group objects to consider in
order to obtain torsors everywhere.

iii) Probably the proper way to define the associated Frobenius-isomorphism at characteristic places,
would have been to consider the generic fiber of 7 as an adic space (or at least a rigid analytic space), see
that ¢ induces an isomorphism of the G-torsor over this adic space and finally prove a correspondence
between G-torsors over such adic spaces and LG-torsors.

iv) In the very same way one can associate to any two G-torsors ¢4, ¢4’ over C' x S, any U C C open

and any morphism a : % |vx,, s = %|vuxs, s the local datum at a point v as Ra : LRYG — LRYY.

View now V(z,)H'(C,G) as a stack over Spf E[[(1, ..., (n]] by remark BT4iii). Assume wlog. that
the (; coincide with the local coordinate z whenever v = ¢; equals a characteristic place. Note that this
convention will only become important in the next section when comparing boundedness conditions.

Theorem 3.2.13. Both functors £, and £, extend to functors
L, : VienyH (C,G) — EtShtg, x g Spf E[[Cr,- - ., Cal]

and
Le, : Vie)H' (C,G) — Shta,, x g Spf E[[G1, .-, Gl

of stacks over Spf E[[(1, ..., ¢l
£, again remembers the local behavior at the constant point v, while £., remembers the local behavior
at the (slightly varying) characteristic place ¢;.

33



Proof. To get £, as a morphism of stacks, the main part is to check compatibility with fpqc-descent
data. This however is immediate from the construction.

For £., we have to see in addition, that the constructions above work as well for places varying in
formal neighborhoods. But it suffices to ensure, that the local coordinate z = (; defines an isomorphism
between the formal completion Z of C' xp, S along the graph Z of the characteristic place ¢; and
(SpecF xp, S)[[z]]. But this certainly holds as long the characteristic place ¢; varies only in a formal
neighborhood of a point. O

3.3 Bounded global G-shtukas

We discuss now ways to describe boundedness conditions on quasi-isogenies a : 4 — ¢’ between global
G-shtukas (and hence on global G-shtukas themselves as well), all given by an n-tuple p = (p;); of
dominant coweights, invariant under T' = Gal(F,/E).

The most natural way (motivated by [Var04, definition 2.4b)]) to do so is definition B30 in the case of
F = F,: For any dominant coweight A of G we write 9\ = ¥ x¢ V() (for the Weyl module V()

and require
U D00, s Oi(A i) - Ter) S an(#) €9 ®ocy, s OO = (=N )dom, i) - Te;)

where we consider ), (A, ps) - Te, and Y7, —((—=A)dom, i) - T, as divisors on C' xp, S and take the
corresponding line bundles.

If the characteristic places are constant F-valued points on C, then this boundedness condition can be
expressed using associated local G-shtukas. Unfortunately we do not know any such description if the
characteristic places are only defined over larger fields.

To remedy this problem, we give a slightly more complicated version of this boundedness condition,
which now depends on a fixed finite extension F of ;. This modification allows us in theorem
to describe the boundedness condition locally in terms of associated local Resp /]Fq(G)-shtukas if (and
only if) the characteristic places are constant coming from F-valued points on C. This reformulation
provides the key to study special fibers of the moduli space of bounded global G-shtukas in a rather
local manner.

Definition 3.3.1. Fiz a finite field extension F over Fy and an n-tuple p = (u;); where each p; is a
[-invariant dominant coweight of Resy/r, (G).
a) Let (a,U) : (9, (c;), ) = (9, (ci), ) be a quasi-isogeny between two global G-shtukas over a DM-
stack S over E, which have the same characteristic places. Consider for every dominant character
A € X*(Resg/r,(G)), which we view as a morphism defined over some finite field E' containing E, the
representation

G x, Spec E" < Resg g, (G) xr, Spec E' — GL(VResy e, (@) (M)

where VRQSF/FQ (@)(A) denotes the Weyl module associated to Resp/r, (G) and X\. We abbreviate 9 =

G %G VRQSF/FQ @) (A) and similarly for 4" (both of them are defined over C xw, S X g Spec E'). Moreover
consider the divisors over C' Xy, S X g Spec E'

D,_L()\) = Z _<(_)\)domvﬂi> 'Fci

i

and

D;.L(/\) = Z<)‘a,uz> T,

and the corresponding line bundles O(D,) and O(D,,) over C xy, S xg Spec E'. Then « is globally
F-bounded by p if for every dominant character A € X*(Resg,r, (G)), the associated morphism

!
Oz)\|U : gklU — g,\lU
between associated vector bundles satisfies
9%

O(D,,) € ax(9\) € 9, O(Dy)

®OC><F(IS><ESpeC E’/ ®OC><-FQS><ESpec E’/
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over all of C xg, S xg Spec E'.

To make sense of this condition, note that by lemma[3.1.7, ax extends (at least locally on S) to all of
C xg, S xgSpec E' after tensoring the target bundle by some line bundle given by some sufficiently large
divisor. Then all three sheaves make sense as subsheaves of this twisted target bundle.

b) A global G-shtuka (9, (c;), @) is F-globally bounded by p if ¢ considered as a quasi-isogeny (cf. remark
[Z14) is F-globally bounded by p.

¢) The stack of global G-shtukas which are F-globally bounded by p is denoted by VEHI(C,G). It admits
again a canonical morphism to C™* \ A. If ¢1,...,cn, € C(F) are fized F-valued points of C then denote
Véi)Hl(C, G) = VEHY(C,G) xcma ()i, where (c;); is seen as a F-valued point in C™ \ A,

Remark 3.3.2. Note that the same approach works to define boundedness conditions for morphisms
between arbitrary G-torsors on C' xp, S, not necessarily having the Frobenius-morphism turning them
into a global G-shtuka.

Before we start the promised comparison with local boundedness conditions, let us state the global
counterpart of proposition [2.4.0]

Proposition 3.3.3. Let (o,U) : (9, (ci),p) = (9',(ci), ") be a quasi-isogeny between two global G-
shtukas over a DM-stack S over E, which have the same characteristic places. Moreover fix an n-tuple
= (u;); of T-invariant dominant coweights of Resy/r, (G). Then the locus where « is globally F-bounded
by p is closed in S.

Proof. As for local G-shtukas it suffices to check the condition

gﬁ ®OC><F(ISXESP5C B! O(D;l) < Oé)‘(gA) < g)/\ ®OC><'FQS><ESpec E/ O(DIL)

only on a generating set of the monoid of dominant characters. Then the very same arguments as in
the proof of proposition show that the locus where all these inclusions hold is a closed subscheme
inside C' xg, S. By applying upper semi-continuity of fiber dimensions of the morphism C' xp, S — S
and the fact that this fiber dimension is 1 if and only if its fiber is all of C', we see that there is even
a closed subscheme Zy C S parametrizing all points € S such that the inclusions hold over all of

C xp, . This is the desired locus where « is globally F-bounded by p. (I

Assume for the rest of this section that the ¢; are F-valued points in C. Our aim is now to describe the
condition to be globally F-bounded locally in terms of associated local Resg /g, (G)-shtukas, i.e. we want
to compare it to

Definition 3.3.4. Let F be some finite field extension of Fq and p = (1:); an n-tuple of I'-invariant
dominant coweights of Resg /g, (G) as above. We fix an n-tuple of characteristic points ci, . ..,c, € C(F).
Consider a quasi-isogeny (o, U) : (4,0) — (4',¢') in the category V() H'(C,G). Then « is locally
bounded by p if a extends to an isomorphism outside the characteristic places and for each characteristic
place ¢; the associated quasi-isogeny

Lo, LG — LL.Y
between local Resyr, (G)-shtukas is bounded by p; (in the sense of [Z2.9).

Let us now start to reformulate the condition of being locally bounded:

Proposition 3.3.5. Let a: (G,¢) — (G',¢") be a quasi-isogeny between two local Resy/r, (G)-shtukas
over S € Nilpg()- Then a is bounded by a I'-invariant dominant cocharacter p if and only if o satisfies
for every dominant character A € X*(Resgr,(G)) defined over E' (containing E)

(2= QMG Cax(Gy) C (2 — ) (Nammigy (1)
Proof. Assume « is bounded by p. Then a~! is bounded by (—u)dom. Hence we get for each :
ay(Gh) C (2 — ¢)~{ENaoms (=maom) G\ = (7 — ()~ M) gy

which is nothing else than the inclusion on the left-hand side.
Conversely assume now that both inclusions in (1) are valid. We treat first the case that S = {s}
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is the spectrum of an algebraically closed field. Then « is bounded by g if and only if u(a)(s) <X u
for the partial order on X,(7T)g (cf. lemma 2Z40h)). Consider now a Weyl module representation
Pro : Resp/r, (G) — GL(Vy,). Lemma 2.3.9) shows that the right-hand side of (1) is preserved under
passage to a Weyl module representation (note that the proof of loc. cit. does not use the equality of
Hodge points to show this). The other inclusion follows via the same arguments applied to a~!. But
for GL,-shtukas we have seen in remark that condition (1) implies (and is actually equivalent)
to boundedness. Thus we get py, (u(@)(s)) = pr, (1) for each A\g. Now by [RR96, lemma 2.2] (and
after noting that the given proof of the equivalence of part iv) in loc. cit. uses only Weyl module
representations) this suffices to conclude p(a)(s) < p.

Over arbitrary bases S, it suffices to see that for every geometric point s € S we have [u(a)](s) =
(1] € m1(Resg/r, (G))o/T, because [u(a)] is locally constant anyway. But to check this condition we
may restrict everything to s. In that situation we just proved that «|s is bounded by p implying in
particular the desired [u(a)](s) = [u]. O

The next proposition shows how to translate the restriction of scalars appearing in the definition of an
associated local Resp/r, (G)-shtuka into the global context:

Proposition 3.3.6. Let G be a LT G-torsor over S xg E’ xp, F and LG the corresponding LG-torsor.
By lemma [Z21b) these torsors correspond to a L™ Resp/p, (G)-torsor RTG and a L Resp/g, (G)-torsor
RLG = LRTG over S xg E'. Fix a representation p : Resp/p, (G) — V defined over E' and consider
it via the canonical morphism po : G — Resg/p,(G) — V as a representation of G. Then there is a
canonical isomorphism

RLG xR 5a( DV @ O v ((2))) X, SpecF = LG x"F(V @pr O 5w, specF((2)))-
Furthermore consider for every N € 7Z the canonical inclusions

RELG xR/ D (V @ (2 = N Osxpmr[[2]]) € RLG x5/ D (V @ O ((2)))

G xL7C(V @p (2 — OV Osx prxa, spectllel]) C LG xEC (V @ Osupprxs, specs((2))).
Then the isomorphism above restricts to an isomorphism
RALGXE Bt/ D (V@ (2= Q)N O o r[[2]]) x5, Spec F = Gx X (Ve (2=0)N O p s, specr[[2]])-
Proof. By the very definition of the functor R there is a canonical morphism
RLG xg, SpecF — LG

over S x g E' xg, F. It is equivariant with respect to the canonical morphism L Resy /F, (G) xg, SpecF —
LG (coming by adjunction from the identity on Resg/r,(G)). Therefore by the universal property of
the equivariant fiber products it induces a canonical morphism

RLG X%/ @ (V 55 Os,p((2)) e, SpecF
= (Rﬁg X]P‘q Spec F) XLRGSF/FG (G)XFQSPECF (V Rp OSXEE/XFqueC]F((Z)))
— LG x LG (V R E OSXEE’xFquecF((Z)))-

But over a trivializing étale cover both sides are isomorphic to V @ Osx 5/ xs, specF((2)). Thus this
morphism is in fact an isomorphism.

For the second assertion note that all previous arguments work as well if one replaces LG by G, R by
RY and Ogx , 1/ ((2)) by (2 — ()N Osx 5 [[2]]. Moreover it is clear that the isomorphism defined in this
way is just the restriction of the isomorphism defined above. U

Remark 3.3.7. The morphisms
RLG xp, SpecF — LG

considered in the proof coincides with the composition RLG xr, SpecF — Resg/r, (LG) XF, SpecF —
LG. Here we identify RLG with the pullback of Resp/r, (£G) along S xg E' — Resp/r, (S xr E' xp,
SpecF) (cf. remark B:2.Fli) giving the morphism on the left-hand side. The other morphism comes by
adjunction from the identity on Resy/r, (£G). Note again that due to difficulties to define Resg/r, (£G),
all morphisms in this remark have to be considered in the category of (ind-)algebraic spaces. This makes
the direct definition coming from the definition of R the easier and more useful choice.
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Lemma 3.3.8. Let G be a LTG-torsor over S xg E' xr, SpecF and & the corresponding G-torsor over
S xg E' xw, SpfF[[2]] (cf. proposition [3.24b). Let furthermore p : G — H be any morphism between
reductive groups. Then

GxMCLtH  and  ¥x®H

correspond under the equivalence given in proposition[3.2.4b) (of course applied to H instead of G now).
Proof. This follows immediately from the definition of the equivalence B:2.4b). O

Theorem 3.3.9. Let o be a quasi-isogeny in the category V) H'(C,G), where the ¢; € C(F). Then «
is globally F-bounded by p if and only if it locally bounded by the same tuple p.

Proof. Both boundedness definitions require o to be an isomorphism outside the characteristic places.
So it suffices to see that boundedness of the associated local Resp/r, (G)-shtuka by some p; is equivalent
to have for all A

9 ®OC’><]_:qS><ESpcc o O\ i) - Te,) C ax(9) € 9 ®chqstspcc o O(={(=N)dom, pi) - T'c,)

fpgc-locally around ¢;. To see this let us start with a quasi-isogeny (o, U) : (¥, (¢:), ) — (¢, (i), ¢")
which is locally bounded by g = (i;). Then by proposition this is (at the characteristic place ¢;)
equivalent to

(2= QML D)\ C aa((£6,9)n) C (2 — )~ TN domrid (2, 9)

for each . By proposition [3.3.6] this in turn is equivalent to
(z = OYMIG! C an (D) C (2 — €)= (Naomeid gl

over SpecF xp, S x g Spec E'. Here & denotes (as in construction [3.2.6) the LT G-torsor associated to
the G-torsor over the formal completion fci C C xg, S of the graph I';; of the characteristic place ¢;
and 4, abbreviates 4 x G VRess e, (@)(A). Using now the previous lemma for H = GL(VRESF/FQ @ (N)
and the canonical equivalence between G L,-torsors and vector bundles, we see that under the equiva-
lence of proposition B.24b) ¢, corresponds to g'ﬁ x & VRESF/FQ(G)()\) (using the representation G —
Resp/r,(G) = GL(VResy s, (c)(A))). Moreover as we chose the same local coordinate for 2 and ¢, the
ideal (z — ¢)V corresponds to the line bundle Op (N -T,) for any integer N. Thus the inclusions of

i

OSpec]Fqu Sx mSpec E' [[#]]-vector bundles above are equivalent to

(g/|f6i XG VResf/Eq(G)(/\)) ®OSpfF[[z]]XFqSXESpcc E’ Ofci (<>" 'ui> ’ Fci)
- a/\(g|fci XG VResf/Eq(G)(/\))

< (gllfci x VRESF‘/FQ (@) (A) B Osgperiay) X5, 5% pSpec B Ofci (—{(=N)dom, i) - Tc;)
But this is nothing else than the condition coming from being globally F-bounded considered fpqc-locally
around c;. 0

3.4 Adelic level structures

We define now level structures for global G-shtukas. For this we fix some finite reduced subscheme
Dy C C and let A’B(f be the ring of integral adeles of C' at the places in Dy. We will always assume
that the characteristic places of the global G-shtukas are contained in (C'\ Do) xr, S. Then fix an open
subgroup U = [[,cp, Uy C G(AB?). For any such v, denote its residue field by x(v) and abbreviate
G = Resy(v)/r,(G). Each U, acts then on the LTG(Fy)-torsor appearing in the Tate module of the
associated local G,-shtuka at the place v (cf. section 2.6). We then define U-level structures by fixing
for each v some suitable U,-orbit under this action.

Furthermore we give (for suitable U) a “naive” characterization of a U-level structure (cf. proposition
BZ4b) and BZAT) and identify it with the one Hartl and Rad defined in [AH14bl section 6] (cf. propo-
sition BZI3b)).

If the characteristic places are concentrated in (formal neighborhoods of) some fixed F-valued points,
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then we may replace A%’j by A™t(¢)i the ring of all integral adeles of C' away from the characteristic
places ¢;. All arguments in this section work as well for A™*(¢): if one replaces Dy by C' \U; ¢i whenever
that makes sense (even if this is not explicitly stated).

We start by defining adelic level structures on étale local G,-shtukas, where v is a fixed point of C.

Definition 3.4.1. Let U, C LTG,(F,) be an open subgroup and (G,p) € EtShtg,(S) an étale local
G -shtuka over a DM-stack S. Let T(G) = (pg : m1(S,3) — Aut(G¥)) be its image under the Tate
functor. Then an adelic U-level structure on (G, ) consists of a w1 (S,3)-invariant U,-orbit 1 in G¥.
An isomorphism between two étale local G-shtukas with adelic U,-level structure is an isomorphism of
the étale local G-shtukas, such that the induced morphism on their Tate modules gives a bijection between
the respective level structures.

Remark 3.4.2. i) If U, = L*G,(F,), then there is only one choice of an adelic U-level structure,
namely taking ¢ = G¥. This way we get an equivalence between the category of étale local G,-shtukas
without level structure and the category of étale local G\-shtukas with adelic Lt G, (F,)-level structure.
ii) Let (G, ¢) € EtShtg, (S) be an étale local G,,-shtuka and consider the quasi-isogeny ¢ : (6*G, 0*p) —
(G, ). Let now 9 be a U,-level structure on (G, ). Then ¢*¢ C 0*(G¥) = (6*G)7 ¢ is a U,-level
structure on (0*G,0*p). Moreover ¢ : (6*G,0%p) — (G, ) becomes a quasi-isogeny between local
G.,-shtukas with U,-level structure, because it induces the morphism o* : (6*G)? ¢ = o*(G¥) — G¥ on
the Tate module.

Lemma 3.4.3. Let U, C U], C LTG,(F,) be two open subgroups such that U, is normal in LT G,(F,).
Let (G, ) € EtShtg, (S). Then we have a bijection between U! -level structures on (G, ) and w1 (S,3)-
invariant U} /U,-orbits ¢ in the L*G,(F,)/U,-torsor G¥ x LT () [+, (Fq)/Us.

Proof. Note first that as m1(S,3) acts through elements of LTG,(F,) on G¥ and U, is normal in
LTG,(F,), we get indeed a m(S,5)-action on G# x = C+(Fa) [+@G,(F,)/U,. Thus the canonical bi-
jection between U-orbits in G¢ and U/,/U,-orbits in G# xL ¢+ (Fa) [ +@, (F,)/U, preserves the property
of being (S, 3)-invariant. O
Proposition 3.4.4. Let U, C LTG,(F,) be an open subgroup and (G, p) € EtShtg,(S) an étale local
Gy -shtuka. Assume that there exists a subgroup-scheme U, C LT G, (defined over F,) whose F-valued
points are exactly U, C LTG,(F,).

a) Then there is a bijection (using the notations of definition [Z2.3b))

adelic Uy-level | 11 (U, pu) € U- EtSht(S) and
structures 1 VU, pou) XY LG = (G, )

where we consider elements the right-hand side only up to the equivalence class defined by isomorphisms
in U, - EtSht(S) respecting V", i.e. (Z/ll,(pm,w%) = (Ug,(pug,wg), if there exists an isomorphism & :
U, pun) = Us, uz) satisfying ¢5 =4 o (€ xid). o

b) Assume furthermore that U, C LTG, is normal. Let G =G x LGy L*tG,/U, and @ : 6*G — G be
the morphism induced by p. Then there is a bijection

adelic U,-level | 11 [isomorphisms in L*G, /U, - EtSht(S)
structures 1 Yk (G, ) = (LTG/U, %)

where (LT G,/ U,,0*) is the trivial element in L+ G, /U, - EtSht(S).

Proof. a) Assume we are given an adelic U,-level structure ¢ on (G, ¢), i.e. a m1(95,3)-invariant U,-
subtorsor U C G¥. This defines a trivial U, = U, (IFy)-torsor Ug C G¥5 C Gg. Then via the morphism
U, (Fq)g C U, g we get a U,-subtorsor U C Gs. By definition ¢/ is invariant under the 7 (S,3)-action

on gg and g restricts to a Frobenius-isomorphism on U. Hence U descends to a U,-subtorsor Y C G
over S which admits the Frobenius-isomorphism ¢|y.

Conversely assume we have ¥ : (U, o) xY* LTG, = (G, ¢) or equivalently a U,-subtorsor U C G with
wu = plu. This gives U4 C G¥ over S and a similar inclusion over the universal cover. But this is
nothing else than a U,-orbit Y% C G¥ (when restricted to 3). As this subset was already defined over
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S, it is indeed 7 (S, 5)-invariant. Hence it gives the desired adelic U,-level structure.

It is clear that these constructions are mutually inverse.

b) Assume now that U, is a normal subgroup. Start with an adelic U,-level structure ¢ on (G, ¢). By
a) this corresponds to an inclusion ¥* : (U, py) < (G, ) of an element (U, ¢y) € U, - EtSht(S). This
defines an isomorphism

- _ ph
WG =g xL % TG, /U, 2u xY LG, xL" 9 TG, /U,
=uUxY L*tG,/U, = U xY* 1) x* L*G,/U,.

where 1 denotes the trivial group (as a group scheme over S). But any 1-torsor is trivial, i.e. isomorphic
to the structure sheaf Og on S. Hence we have a canonical isomorphism of 1-torsors & xY» 1 22 1. This
defines the desired morphism

VE:G — LTG, /U,

Using that there are no non-trivial automorphisms of 1-torsors, we get for the Frobenius-isomorphism

o*G o*U xY L+G, xL 6 [+G, /U, (o*U xY»1) x*L*G, /U, o*1 x'L*G, /U,
© l(pu xidxid ‘/(cpu xid) xid ‘/U*Xid
G——U XY TG, xL 6 TG, /U, —— U xV"1) X' L+G, /U, —— 1 x* LG, /U,

Hence we get indeed an isomorphism

Vi (G,%) = (LYGu/Uy, ")

Conversely assume we have a local G-shtuka (G, ) and an isomorphism 9% : (G,%) = (LT G, /U,,c*).
Then consider the sequence of local systems on S

g% — G# x IO LG, (F,) /U, = (G x2 O LG, /U =G 5 (LTG, /UL = LT G, (F,)/U,

Now the preimage of 1 € LTG,(F,)/U, defines a U,-subtorsor of G¥. Hence we get a (.5, 3)-invariant
U,-subtorsor of gg over the universal cover, which defines the desired adelic U,-level structure inside
ge.

It is clear from the constructions that they are inverse to each other (just note that the trivialization of
G is uniquely defined by the preimage of 1 € LTG,/U,). O

We extend the definition of adelic level structures now to the global setting:

Let Dy C C be any finite reduced subscheme and A%’(f be the ring of integral adeles of C' at all places
in Dy. Let U = [],c py Uv C G(A%‘;) be an open subgroup. Consider now any global G-shtuka
(4, ()i, p) € VoHY(C,G)(S) over S with characteristic places ¢; contained in (C'\ Do) xg, S. Then
recall for every non-characteristic place v € Dy with residue field x(v) the functor

£, : Vo HY(C,G)(S) = EtShtg, (S)

associating to the global G-shtuka (¥, (c;):, ¢) its local G, = Resy(y)/r, (G)-shtuka. Furthermore recall
that we fixed a local coordinate z at v in the definition of £,, i.e. an isomorphism A" = g (v)[[2]].
Thus we may view

U, C G(AY™) 2 G(r(v)[[2]]) = Go(Fy[[2]]) = LT Gy (Fy).
This allows us to make the

Definition 3.4.5. a) Let (¥, (c;)i, ) € Vo, H(C,G)(S) be a global G-shtuka with characteristic places
contained in (C'\ Do) xg, S and U = [[,cp, Uy C G(ABY) an open subgroup. Then an adelic U-level
structure consists of an adelic U, -level structure of the local G, -shtuka £,(4, ) for every place v € Dy.
b) The stack (over the category DM-stacks over S) of global G-shtukas with U-level structure is denoted
by V1 (C,G). It has a canonical morphism to (C '\ Do)™ \ A by forgetting everything except the
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characteristic places.

c) A quasi-isogeny between global G-shtukas with U-level structure (¢, (¢;i)i, 0, %) and (9, (ch)i, @', ¢")
is a quasi-isogeny (a, D) : (9, (¢i)i, ) = (9',(c})i, ') such that (for some representative of o) D' and
Dy are disjoint and for every place v € Dy the associated local morphism £, (@) : £,(¥,¢) = £,(9',¢")

is an isomorphism of étale local G, -shtukas with U,-level structure (as in definition [3-4.1)).

Remark 3.4.6. i) As usual, we leave it to the interested reader to check that a change of the local
coordinates induces a canonical isomorphism between the sets of level structures.

ii) As in the local case the Frobenius-isomorphism ¢ in a global G-shtuka with U-level structure
(4, (ci)i, p,1) defines a quasi-isogeny ¢ : (6*9,0%p,0*¢) — (¥4, p,1) respecting the U-level struc-
ture.

iii) For global G-shtukas in Vg, H!(C,G)(S), the same definition gives U-level structures for any open
subgroup U C G(A™He):i)

Proposition 3.4.7. Let D C C be a finite (not necessarily reduced) subscheme contained in the formal
completion of C along Do. Consider the open subgroup U = ker (G(ABY) — G(Op)). Let (¥, (ci)i, ) €
V. HY(C,G)(S) be a global G-shtuka satisfying the usual condition on characteristic places. Then there
s a bijection

adelic U-level G-equivariant isomorphisms
structures 1 PN VG| pys — Gpxswith
on (4, ¢) Yo plpxs = 0* o ¥ Yt 1 0*F|pys — Gpxs

where on the right-hand side o : D xp, S — D xy, S is the restriction of the Frobenius on C xy, S, i.e.
it is the identity on D and the absolute q-Frobenius on S.

Proof. Wlog. assume that D is concentrated in one place v, i.e. after fixing a local coordinate z at v,
we have D = Spec k(v)[[2]]/(2" ') < Spf AL* in the completion of C at v. Then U = [],,cp, Uy with
Uy = GA) for v # v and U, = K,, = {g € LTG,(F,)|g = 1 mod 2"} C LTG,(F,) = G(AI").
Hence both sides of the bijection are trivial outside the place v.

But in the place v, we have due to proposition B:Z4b) a bijection

{adelic U,-level structures 1/1} 1:1 {isoilorphisms inL*G,/K,- EtSht(S)}
on £,(¥,¢) Pt (8,9, 80p) = (LG /Ky, o)

By proposition B22:4h) we have a canonical equivalence

{G—torsors over D x S} PN {L*GU/Kn—torsors over S}

compatible with Frobenius-linear isomorphisms and the functor £,. Hence there is a canonical bi-
jection between the set of isomorphisms (£,9, £,¢0) = (LTG,/K,,0c*) and the set of isomorphisms
V' G| pys — Gpxs with 9% o p|pxs = 0* o o*y*. This proves the proposition. O

Remark 3.4.8. i) Such trivializations of the global G-shtuka (¥, (¢;), ) over D xp, S were used in
[Var04] as level structures. In the following we call them “naive level structures” to distinguish them
from the adelic ones defined above.

i) If U = ker (G(A%!) — G(Op)) as in the proposition, we will write V, %}, (C,G) = V, 1} (C,G).

The next aim is to compare adelic U-level structures to integral U-level structures as defined by
Hartl and Rad. We refer to [AH14al, section 3] and [AHI4b, section 6] for a more detailed description
of integral U-level structures.

Lemma 3.4.9. Let v € C be a place with residue field x(v) and let G, = Resy ) /r,(G) as above.
a) There is a canonical equivalence of categories

Funct? (Repn(v)[[z]] G, FMOdH(’U)[[Z]][TFl(S,g)]) = Rep(m (S), LJFGU (Fq))

where
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® Rep,(y)z)) G denotes the category of representations of the group scheme G in free k(v)[[2]]-
modules of finite rank, i.e. the category of morphisms G — GLg4 over Spf k(v)[[z]] (for variable

d);

o FMod,(v)[[2))ix.(5.5)] 8 the category of m1(S,3)-representations on free r(v)[[z]]-modules of finite
rank;

° Functg@(RepK(v)[[ZH G, FMod,(v)[2))j= (5,5)]) denotes the category of tensor functors F' between
them, which admit an isomorphism (of tensor functors)

Forgeto F =2 Wl Rep,i(v)[[z]]G — FMOd,{(v)HZ]],

where Forget denotes the functor forgetting the m1(S,3)-action and w° denotes the usual fiber
functor forgetting the G-action.

b) Let F € Funct?(RepK(v)[[Z]]G,FMod,i(U)[[zmm(Syg)]) and p : ™ (S,5) — Aut(LTG,) the associated
element in Rep(m1(S), LTG,(F,)). There is a canonical bijection

Isom® (Forget o F,w°’) = L*G,

Furthermore this bijection is compatible with the 71(S,3)-action.

Remark 3.4.10. Note that contrary to [AHI4a] we use group schemes over Spf x(v)][[z]] instead of group
schemes over Spec k(v)[[#]], as local G-shtuka give naturally tensor functors defined on representations
over this formal scheme.

Proof. a) Let F : Rep,v)(2] G — FMod(y)[[2))[r (53] Pe a tensor functor in the category on the left-
hand side. Then Forget o F' : Rep,,(y)(2)) G — F'Mody(v)(z)) defines a G-torsor G over Spf (v)[[2]].
Indeed for every n > 0 we have an induced tensor functor (Forget o F)[n] : Rep,(yp.)/zn+1) G —
FMod,()[2))/(z+1)- This is equivalent to a tensor functor from the category of r(v)-representations
of the linear algebraic group ResN(v)[[z”/(znﬂ)/ﬁ(v)(G) into k(v)-vector spaces. By classical Tannakian

formalism, (Forgeto F')[n] defines a Res ROIEY i) (o) (G)-torsor over k(v) or equivalently a G-torsor

over Spec k(v)[[2]]/(2"*1). Thus passing to the limit gives the desired G-torsor over Spf x(v)[[]]. The
condition Forget o F = w% implies now, that this G-torsor G is trivial. Furthermore the 7 (S, 3)-action
on the image of F' now gives an action on G. Hence after the canonical equivalences

G-torsors over Spf k(v)[[z]] L*G,-torsors over SpecF,

1:1 { 71(S, 5)-actions on }
=

set-theoretic L™ G, (IF,)-torsors

{ 71 (S, 5)-actions on trivial } 1:1 { 71 (S, 5)-actions on trivial }

this defines the desired element in Rep(m(S), LTG,(F,)).

Conversely start with an element p : 71(S,3) — Aut(L*TG,) in Rep(m1(S), LTG,(F,)). This is equivalent
to a m (S, 5)-action on the G-torsor ¢ over Spf k(v)[[z]] defined by LTG,. If p : G — GL(V) is now
any representation in Rep, (. G, then ¢ x& GL(V) together with the induced 71 (S, 3)-action is an
element in F'Mod,;(y)[[z)][x, (5,5)]- Lhis defines the desired tensor functor (and one easily checks that it
indeed lies in Funct (Repﬁ(v)[[z” G, FMod,. () (1))} (5,5)]))-

b) In a) we constructed an equivalence between such functors F' and Lt G,-torsors LTG,,. Furthermore
an isomorphism between tensor functors from Rep, (. G to FMody(.)|[z)) induces an isomorphism of
the respective torsors. Hence we have a canonical bijection

Isom®(Forget o F,w") = Isom(L*G,, LTG,(F,))

where the z-adic group LTG,(F,) is seen as the trivial torsor. But the isomorphisms on the right-hand
side are uniquely determined by the preimage of 1 € LG, (F,), which is the desired element of the
set-theoretic torsor LTG,,.

By definition each element vy € m1(S,35) defines an automorphism of the functor Forget o F', hence an
automorphism v of L*G,. As y acts on Isom® (Forget o F,w") by precomposition of the automorphism
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defined by ™!, it also acts on Isom(L*G,, L*G,) by precomposition with y~*. Thus v acts on the

preimages of 1 simply by applying 7. O
Recall now that Hartl and Rad construct in [AH14al, definition 3.5] a functor
7- : EtShtGU (S) — FU?’LCﬁ? (Repn(v)[[zﬂ G, FMOdn(v)[[z]][ﬂl(S,g)])-

This allows one to define an (a priori) different adelic version of level structures, as done in [AH14bl
definition 6.3a)], which we recall for the reader’s convenience.

Definition 3.4.11. a) Let (G, y) € EtSht,(S) be an étale local G.,-shiuka and U, C G(AIt) =
L*G,(F,) be an open subgroup. Then an integral U,-level structure for (G,,¢,) consists of a m1(S,3)-
invariant U,-orbit in Tsom® (Forget o T(Gy, @y),w").

b) Let (4, (ci)i, p) € Vi HY(C,G)(S) be a global G-shtuka whose characteristic places lie in (C'\ Do) X, S
and let U = H’UEDO U, € G(A%’:) an open subgroup. Then an integral U-level structure consists of an
integral U,-level structure of the local G, -shtuka £,(¥, ) for every place v € Dy.

Remark 3.4.12. i) Note that in [AHI4D, definition 6.3] Hartl and Rad define only rational U-level
structures. The only difference to the definition above is, that they consider tensor functors into the
category F'Mod,(,)((2))[ri(s,5)] Dy taking the tensor functors above and inverting z. Then the set
Isom®(Forget o F,w®) comes naturally with a G(A,) = LG, (F,)-action (where A, denotes the ring
of adeles at v) and one may allow any compact open U € G(Ap,). We sketch the slight differences
between integral and rational U-level structures at the end of this section.

ii) Furthermore note that in [ATI14b, section 6] a global version of the functor 7 is used to define the
level structures. Nevertheless Hartl and Rad remark that the global version of 7 is just the product of
all composites 7 o £,. This way one may easily see that the definition above is just a reformulation of
the actual definition in [AHI4D).

Proposition 3.4.13. a) Let (G,, p,) € EtShte, (S) be an étale local G, -shtuka. Then the elements
T(Gu: pu) € Functi (Repyy)12)) Gy F M odyo) 12))im (5,5)))
and
T(Gu,v) € Rep(m1(S), LGy (Fy))

coincide via the equivalence defined in lemma[5.4-9a). In other words, there is a commutative diagram
of categories

. 7
EtShita, (S) _ Funct? (Rep,{(v)[[z]]G, FMOdn(u)[[z]][m(S,g)])
S)

| -

EtShte, ( Rep(m1(S), LT Gy (Fy))

b) Let (4, (ci)i, ) € Vo HY(C,G)(S) be a global G-shtuka with characteristic places in (C'\ Do) xg, S

and U C G(A%’:) an open subgroup. Then there is a canonical bijection

integral U-level 1:1 adelic U-level
structures on (¢, ) structures on (¢, ¢)

Proof. a) This is clear, because both functors 7 and T encode the m(S,3)-action on G¢*|z and the
equivalence constructed in lemmaB.4.9k) gives precisely the translation between the two ways to encode
this information.

b) It suffices to show that we have such a bijection for level structures on étale local G,-shtukas (G,, ).
Then part a) of this proposition and lemmal[3:49b) imply that there is a 71 (S, §)-equivariant isomorphism

Isom® (Forget o T(Gy, @y),w?) = g7

Hence the set of m1(5,3)-invariant U,-orbits are the same, which on the left-hand side encode integral
U,-level structures and on the right-hand side adelic U,-level structures. O
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Finally we sketch the comparison between integral and rational U-level structures. First note that any
compact open subgroup U € G(Ap,) can be conjugated into G(A%’j), so we will always assume that U
lies already in this smaller group. For simplicity we restrict ourselves to the case of only one place with
non-trivial level structure, i.e. we assume Dy = {v} and U = U,.. The general case then boils down to
do the following observations at each place separately.

Now we claim to have a diagram, where Rep,;(,)((.)) G denotes representations over Spec £ (v)((2)),

Funct? (Repﬁ(v)[[z” G, FMOdn(v)[[z]][wl(S,E)]) — Rep(ﬂ'l (S), L+GU (]Fq))

|

Functs (Repyy)e)) G FMody(o)((2))im (5.3)))

lw

Funct? (Repﬁ(v)((z)) G, FMOdK(U)((Z))[ﬂ.l (S,E)]) — Rep(m (S), LGU (Fq))

Let us explain the various maps: The upper horizontal map comes from lemma B.4.9h) and the lower
horizontal map is shown in a similar way (though the construction of the associated G-torsor can now
be done directly by applying the Tannakian formalism over the field x(v)((2))). The first map on the
left-hand side is just pOStCOmpOSitiOn with the canonical FMOdn(v)[[z]][frl (8,3)] — FMOdﬁ(v)((z))[ﬂ'l(S,E)]
obtained by inverting z. The construction of the second map is similar to [DMOS82) 11.3.10-11.3.11]
(and having a constant group scheme G is essential for this to be an equivalence). Finally the morphism
on the right-hand side is given by taking the induced action on L*G, x LG LG, = LG,.

Consider now an element Fp € Funct?(Repn(U)((z))G,FMod,,i(v)((z))[m(Sg)]) and let pg : m1(S5,3) —
Aut(LG,) the associated element in Rep(m(S), LGy(F,)) (similarly to lemma [B.49). Then there is
again a canonical bijection

Isom®(Forget o Fy,wQ) = LG,

compatible with the 7 (S,%)-action. Here wg denotes the usual fiber functor over x(v)((2)). In partic-
ular a rational U,-level structure, which is by [AH14bl definition 6.3] a w1 (.S, s)-invariant U,-orbit in
Isom® (Forget o FQ,w%), is the same as a m1(S,3)-invariant U,-orbit in LG,. Actually [AHI4b| uses
tensor functors Fy € Functy (Repy () (12)) Gs FMod,(4)((2)) 1 (5:5))) but this makes no difference by the
equivalence displayed in the diagram above.

To compare integral and rational U,-level structures, start with a global G-shtuka giving a tensor func-
tor ' € Funct?(RepK(U)[[ZH G, FMod,.(v)[z))j=.(5.5)) corresponding to some p : m1(S,5) — Aut(LG,).
We denote their rational analogues again by Fg and pg. Then we have

Isom®(Forget o F,w’) —— L*G,

| |

Isom® (Forget o F,w)) —— LG,

where the vertical morphism on the left-hand side is given by base-changing everything to x(v)((2))
and the one on the right-hand side is again given by LTG, C LTG, xX" ¢ LG, = LG,. Using the
translation of integral and rational U,-level structures to the choice of subtorsors of LG, respectively
LG, this shows that the space of rational U,-level structures is strictly bigger than the space of integral
U,-level structures. Note that together with proposition B.4.7, this reproves the strict inclusion shown
in [AH14bl theorem 6.4]. There even equality is asserted, which however contradicts the statements
proven in

Nevertheless a global G-shtuka admits an integral U,-level structure if it admits a rational one. Indeed
any m1(9S,5)-invariant U,-orbit in LG, can be translated by an element in LG,(Fy) to an invariant
Up-orbit in LT G, (recall for this our assumption U, C LG, (Fy)).
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3.5 The moduli space of bounded global G-shtukas with level structure

We will finally define the notion of a globally F-bounded global G-shtuka with U-level structure. It is
shown that the moduli space of such bounded global G-shtukas is a DM-stack which can be covered
by quotients of quasi-projective schemes by finite groups. In particular we will show that any quasi-
compact open substack is representable by a quasi-projective scheme after enlarging the level structure
(cf. proposition for the precise statement). For this proof we follow the ideas of Varshavsky
[Var04].

Definition 3.5.1. Fix a finite reduced subscheme Do C C and an open subgroup U C G(A%‘;). Assume
wlog. that U, # G(A™) for anyv € Dg. A globally F-bounded global G-shtuka with U-level structure is a
tuple (9, (¢;), @, ) consisting of a globally F-bounded global G-shtuka (¢, (c;), ) (as in definition[T.31)
and a U-level structure on it (as in definition [34.9]) such that Dy is disjoint from the characteristic
places.

We denote by VEH](C,G) the stack of global G-shtuka with U-level structure which are globally F-
bounded by some tuple w. It has a canonical morphism to (C \ Do)™ \ A, mapping as usual a global
G-shtuka to its characteristic places.

Remark 3.5.2. In short we have
VENL(C,G) = VEHY(C, G) xv,n1(c,q) VaHi(C,G)

Proposition 3.5.3. c.f. [Var04, lemma 3.1b)] Fiz a finite field extension F/F, and an n-tuple p of
dominant T-invariant cocharacters of ResF/Fq(G). Consider the stack over the category of E-schemes

G G cH (C,G)(S), (c;)i € (C™\ A)S)
Hecke!(S) = S (9,9, (ci)is @) | 9 |(Cxs 90U, Ty, = D(©xe,5)\U, T, ISOmorphism
such that ¢ is globally F-bounded by

Then the forgetful morphism of stacks
Hecke* — Hl(cv G) XF, (Cn \ A) ) (g/a ga (Ci)i, @) = (ga (cl)l)
s representable by a projective scheme.

Proof. We follow the proof in [Var(04)], which in turn was inspired by [Gai0l]. Fix a faithful representation
Resg/r, (G) — GL(V) where V = @, V() is a finite direct sum of Weyl modules of Resp/r_ (G). We
may choose A to be invariant under Gal(Fq /F,) implying that V' is invariant under the absolute Galois
group. In particular V' is already defined over IF,. Moreover we view V' as a faithful representation of
G via the canonical inclusion G < Resp/r, (G). Set

= min —((— . ! — _min—{(— — — .
Ni = min ((=N)dom, i) and N; min ((=N)dom (—Hi)dom) rygz(&uz)

for all 1 <i < n. Define now two more stacks, namely

9.9 € H'(C,G)(S) , (ci)i € (C™\ A)(S)
Hecke'(S) = S (9,9, (ci)ip) | 9 |(0xe, 50U, Te, = D](Cxe,5)\U; T, iS0morphism such that
Gy XOcxs O(Zz Nzl ’ Fci) C (pV(gXI/) C Yy ®Ocxs O(Zz N; 'Fcz‘)

and

& a vector-bundle over C' xp, S of rank dimV
G € HY(C,G)(S), (ci)i € (C™\ A)(S)
(%2 VA 6|(C><Eq SNU; Te, — gV|(C><L:q SNU; Te, isomorphism such that
Gy XO0cxs O(Zz Nz/ ) FCi) - @V(‘s‘) CYy XO0cxs O(Zz N; - Fci)

Hecke” (S) =< (E,9, (¢i)i, ov)

Here we make sense of the last assumptions in the definition of each stack as follows: Locally on S,
we may extend ¢ respectively ¢’ to C' xp, S after tensoring the target bundle with O(—No >, Z;) for
some Ny > 0 (cf. lemma BI7). Then we may ask that the image of this morphism has the desired
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properties.
Our aim is to prove the properties indicated in the diagram

closed

Hecket <22 Hecke' <22 Hecke” 27 H'(C,G) xp, (C™\ A)

Claim 1: Hecke" is representable as a projective scheme over the stack H'(C,G) xg, (C™\ A)
Consider any element in H!(C, G)(S) x (C™\ A)(S), i.e. let S be an E-scheme together with a G-torsor
% on C xp, S and fix an n-tuple of distinct S-valued points ¢; in C. Define the coherent sheaf F :=
Gy (32, Ni-Le,)/9v (32, Ni-T'¢,) on C xS supported in | J; I';. Then the Quot-scheme Quotz ¢, s/s is
representable by a projective scheme over S (as C/F, is projective) by [FGAIV] theorem 3.1]. Identify
S X’Hl(C,G)qu (C™\A) Hecke” with Quof]:/cxs/s as follows: If (5, g, (pv) es X'Hl(C,G)XFQ (Cm\A) Heck:e”,
then the condition on ¢y (£) in the definition of Hecke” gives a quotient map

F= gV(ZiNi ’ Fci)/gV(ZiNi/ ’ Fci) - gV(ZzNz ’ Fm)/‘PV(‘S)

(abbreviating % (D') = % R0, s O(D') for any divisor D’). As the sheaf on the right-hand side is
flat over S, it defines an element in Quotr/cxs/s- As both the vector bundle £ and the morphism ¢y
can be reconstructed from this quotient morphism, it follows immediately that this defines the desired
identification.

Claim 2: Hecke' is a substack of Hecke”

Consider the morphism of stacks Hecke’ — Hecke”, (9',9,¢) — (4,,9,¢v). To show that this map
is injective, consider the natural morphism ¢’ — ¢’ x% GL(V) 2 GL(%;,) of sheaves over C xy, S. By
choice of V' this map is injective. Dividing out the G-action gives a section

1:G\g' — G\GL(¥),)

Note that the G-equivariant preimage in GL(%{,) of the image of [ is canonically isomorphic to ¥’. But
[ is uniquely determined by its restriction to (C xg, S) \ U, I'c,, where it can be alternatively described
as

O\G' = GLIV\GL(E,) % GLIV\GL@) = G\F — G\GL(@%) 5 C\GL&,) ()

Thus [ and hence ¢’ are determined by (4,,¥, ¢v). ¢ itself is simply the restriction of ¢y : GL(¥4,) —
GL(9y) to 9’ and can be reconstructed, too. Note that as ¢y is only defined on (C xg, )\ U, T, its
restriction automatically maps ¢’ into ¢ as required.
Claim 3: Hecke' is closed in Hecke”
Consider again an element in H!(C, G)(S) x (C™\ A)(S). By claim 1, §” = S X#1(C,G)xr, (Cr\A) Hecke”
is a projective scheme over S. Let £*™ be the universal vector bundle corresponding to £ over C' x S”
and " the universal isomorphism of vector bundles over (C'\ {¢;};) xr, S”. Then i defines as
in (x) a section

[ GL(V)\GL(EY™) — G\GL(E"™™)

over (C'xy, S")\U,; T¢;- As explained during claim 2, a point in 5" lies in the image of S" = 5" X gecker
Hecke' if and only if the section ! extends to all of C over it. In other words S’ is the largest substack
of S” such that [“"" extends to a section on C xg, 8" € C xp, S”. But this locus is closed, cf. e.g.
[Var04, appendix A.4].

Claim 4: Hecke* is a closed substack of Hecke'

Let ¢ be any morphism globally F-bounded by p. Then by choice of IN; we have

Di
g\l/ = @g)l\ ‘& @g/\ ®OC><pqS O(Ez = ((=A)dom, i) - Te;) € G ®OC><pqS O(Zle Te,)
AEA AEA

and similarly for the other inclusion. Thus Hecke* is naturally a substack of Hecke'. As the locus
where a quasi-isogeny is globally F-bounded by p is closed in the base scheme by proposition B.3.3]
Hecket is closed in Hecke'. O
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Remark 3.5.4. A very similar proof can be found in [AHI14bl propositions 3.8 and 3.10]. The main
difference in their setup is, that in [AHI4b] one considers only the case of fixed F-valued points as
characteristic places. Moreover their definition of boundedness is only similar, but does not coincide,
with our “globally F-bounded by p” or the corresponding “locally bounded by p”.

We include now the level structures. As boundedness conditions do no longer appear in the ar-
gumentation, we will abbreviate “global G-shtukas” for “global G-shtukas globally F-bounded by wp”.
Before treating the case of general bounds though, we discuss the situation of naive level structures as
defined in remark B.48 We start with the following well-known

Lemma 3.5.5. For any finite closed subscheme D' C C' denote the category (fibered over DM-stacks S
over E) of G-torsors 4 over C xg, S together with a trivialization ) : g|D,XFqS — G xg, (D' xg, S) by
HL (C,G).

Let X € HY(C,G) be a quasi-compact open substack and fir a (non-empty) finite closed subscheme
D C C. Then there is an integer N >> 0 such that fiber product X xX1(c,q) HY.p(C, G) is representable
by a smooth quasi-projective scheme over E.

Proof. A detailed proof is given e.g. in [Wan04]. Proposition 5.0.9 in loc. cit. shows representability,
while proposition 6.0.18 proves smoothness and theorem 5.0.14 quasi-projectiveness. The same methods
can be found in [Var04, appendix A.4 and proof 3.2]. O

Proposition 3.5.6. Let X C HY(C,G) be a quasi-compact open substack stable under the action of
the Frobenius o and D C C be any finite closed subscheme. Let N > 0 be an integer such that
X x31(c,6) Hi.p(C, G) is representable by a scheme. Then X X341 (c,qy VEHN.p(C, G) is representable
by a quasi-projective scheme locally of finite type over Spec E xx, ((C'\ D)™\ A).

Proof. We follow the proof in [Var04, proof 3.2] and use proposition B4 to identify the level structures
appearing in VAH L, ,,(C, G) with trivializations of the restriction of the global G-shtuka to (N-D) xg, S.
For notational reasons we will abbreviate X x Z = X xy1(¢,q) £ for any stack Z over HY(C,G).
Furthermore assume wlog. N = 1. Consider now the stack (over the category of E-schemes)
fon y N (9,9, (ci)i, ) € Hecke*(S) with ¢; € (C'\ D)(S) Vi
HeckeD(S) = {(% Y, (¢i)is o, ) ‘ e ngXFqS Nye! XF, (D XF, S) trivialization

which maps to H!(C, G) by forgetting everything except 4. Then X x Hecke!, can be described as the
fiber product

X x Heckel, Hecke*

|

X xHp(C,G) x5, ((C\D)"\ A) —=H(C,G) xg, (C\D)"\ Q)
Hence the previous proposition and our assumption on X x H}(C,G) imply that X x Heckel is
representable as a quasi-projective scheme over Spec E xr_ ((C'\ D)" \ A). Now consider the fiber

product diagram of schemes

(gv (Ci)iv 12 1/}> e (O—*ga ga (ci)iv 12 1/}>

(g, (Ci)ia%lﬁ) & x VZLH}D(C’ G) X x Hedf@g (glﬂga (Ci)ia%w)
| | | |
(@, ) X X H(C,G) —Z= (X x H5(C, Q) x (X x HH(C, Q) (#', 90 ¢|p), (%))
(@, 0) ("9, ™), (4, ))

where the I', denotes the graph morphism of ¢, which is closed by separatedness of source and target.
Thus X x VEH!(C, G) is as a closed subscheme of X x Hecke’s indeed quasi-projective over Spec £ XF,
(C\D)"\ A). O
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Remark 3.5.7. A explicit cover of H!(C, G) by quasi-compact open substacks stable under the action
of the Frobenius o, was described in [Var04, 2.1] using B-structures (as discussed in [DS95]): For any
element n € X, (T)dgom let

HU(C,G)=(S) = {g e HI(C,G)(s) | 98B < () for all A € X¥(T ) and all }

B-structures B C 5*G for geometric points 3

Then H!(C,G)=" is a quasi-compact open substack of H!(C,G) by [Var04), lemma A.3].

Proposition 3.5.8. Let U C U’ C G(AY) be two open subgroups with U normal in U’ (and as usual
D C C a finite subscheme). Consider the canonical morphism

VEHL(C,G) — VEHL(C,G)

obtained by replacing the U-orbit (defined by the level structure) by the corresponding U’-orbit. Then
this morphism is relatively representable in the category of schemes by a torsor under the finite group

U'JU.

Proof. First of all note, that if (¢,¢,¢) € VEH(C,G), v € D a non-characteristic place, 1, C
(£,9)%% the (S, 5)-invariant subset defined by the level structure at v and finally g, € U/ C G(A™?)
any element, then the subset g, - ¢, C (£,94)%¥ is again a 71(S5,3)-stable U-orbit. This follows by
normality of U in U’ and the fact that m1(S,35) acts through elements in U. In particular we have
an action of U’ on the set of U-level structures on (¢,9): An element g = (g9,) € U C G(AR?) =
[T,ep G(AL™) maps a U-level structure ¢ = (¢, )vep to g9 = (gv - v)veD-

Let us check now the representability assertion: For this we may assume wlog. that U and U’ differ only
at one place v € D. Denote their components at v by U, C U/ C G(A"*) = L*G,(F,) (abbreviating
again G, = Res,()r, (G)). Let (4,0,¢') € VAN, (C,G)(S) be a global G-shtuka with U’-level
structure over a DM-stack S. Then we have to consider the stack S XTEHL,(C,G) VEHE(C, G) given on
a DM-stack S’ over S by (¥4 xg5’, ¢ xidg/,9) with a U-level structures ¢ such that U’ -4 = 1)’. This is
obviously a fppf-sheaf, hence we may check representability after an étale cover. Choose now a positive
integer N > 0 such that Uy.p = ker(G(A%?') — G(On.p)) is contained in U and thus automatically
normal in it. Similarly to proposition | in the local setting, there is an étale cover S — S such that
(9, 90)|N‘nyq§ = (G xy, (N-D xp, S),0") after passing to this étale cover S. Thus assume wlog. that

the global G-shtuka together with the Frobenius-isomorphism is trivial over N - D. But for the place
v € D a trivialization of (¢, ) over N - D induces a trivialization of £,% x LGy L*G,/Unpy, where
Unpy is the v-component of Uy.p (viewed here as the corresponding subgroup scheme of LTG,).
As we have a trivialization of the Frobenius-isomorphism as well, we also get a trivialization of the
L*G,(F,)/Up,-torsor

(8,9 LG LG, JUpy )% = (£,9)%% x X G F) LTG(F,)/Ups
over S. In particular 7 (.5,3) acts trivially on the set-theoretic torsor
(£,9)%? xLTGvF) LG (F,)/Upy.

By lemma the v-component of the U’-level structure ¢’ corresponds to some U, /Up,-orbit in
(£,9)%¢ x LT Cu(Fa) L*Gy(F,)/Upy. By triviality of the 71(S,3)-action and again lemma B.43] the
U-level structures ¢ with U’ - ) = ' correspond bijectively to U, /Up,-orbits in the U] /Up,-orbit
defined by +’. But this is obviously representable by the trivial U] /U, = U’/U-torsor over S. O

Remark 3.5.9. It is easy to see directly that we have an isomorphism of stacks
VEH(C,G) xp U'JU = Vi (C,G) xguu (0.0) VaHy(C,G)
((ga 2 w)a g- U) = ((ga 2 w)a (gv ¥ 9" lﬁ))

cf. [AH14b, proposition 6.5]. However this does not help at all to prove representability.
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Theorem 3.5.10. cf. [Var0j), proposition 2.16a)] a) Let U C G(A%Y) be an open subgroup. Then
VEHE(C, G) is a DM-stack locally of finite type over E.
b) Let U C U’ C G(ABY) be any two open subgroups. Then the canonical morphism

VEHL(C,G) — VEHL(C,G)
18 finite étale.

Proof. Part a) follows from the previous proposition: As this is a local property it suffices to check
that X' x91(c,0) VEHE(C, G) is a DM-stack locally of finite type for each quasi-compact open substack
X C HYC,G). Consider now an integer N > 0 such that the corresponding subgroup Uy.p =
ker(G(AW') — G(On.p)) is contained in U. Then after enlarging N we may even assume that
X Xy o,a) VEHL 5 (C,G) is representable by a scheme with the desired properties. But Un.p =
ker(G(A%) — G(On.p)) C Up C U is a subgroup, which is normal in G(A%?). Hence the morphism

X xq1(c,6) VEHN.p(C,G) = X X3 c,c) VEHE (C, G)

is representable by a torsor under a finite group. This shows that X' x41(¢ ¢) VEHE(C,G) is indeed a
DM-stack.
Part b) follows immediately from the previous proposition. O

Notation 3.5.11. For fized places ¢; in C'\ D, abbreviate
X = VENL(C,G) x(c\py» (i)

and

—

Xl = VEHY(C, G) Xy (e0);

where (¢;); € (C'\ D)™ is the point given by the ¢; and (/CZ\)z is its completion.

X! parameterizes global G-shtukas in V(Ci)Hl(C’, Q) together with U-level structures and satisfying the
boundedness conditions. In the same way X{; parameterizes bounded global G-shtukas in V(éi)Hl(C, G)
together with levels structures.

4 TIgusa varieties on central leaves

We now analyze the special fiber X}, in the moduli space of bounded global G-shtukas in greater detail.
Central leaves, defined in section as the locus where the associated local G-shtukas are (point-wise)
isomorphic to a suitably chosen fixed local G-shtuka, are of particular interest, because their universal
local G-shtuka (associated to some fixed characteristic place) has a very easy form: The Frobenius-
isomorphism lies (after a suitable trivialization) in a certain parabolic subgroup as explained in section
Moreover the LTG-torsor actually comes from a torsor for a certain subgroup Io(b,) of LTG, cf.
section 44l In sections and we finally turn to the definition of Igusa varieties: These are moduli
spaces parametrizing equivalence classes of isomorphisms, which are representable at least over basic
strata. The situation over central leaves in arbitrary Newton strata is more complicated: First of all
one needs a very detailed structure theory for local G-shtukas over these central leaves before being
able to write down a useful moduli problem. Secondly one has to pass to the perfection of the central
leaf, before the moduli spaces become representable. But once existence of Igusa varieties is shown, it
is almost immediate that they are finite étale covers of the central leaf.

Similar theorems in the world of abelian varieties and p-divisible groups (with additional structures)
can e.g. be found in [HTO1], [Man04], [Man05] and [Oor04], though their moduli descriptions of Igusa
varieties are usually less natural than ours in the non-basic case. Many of the following definitions and
proofs were inspired by ones found in these references.

4.1 Newton strata

In this section we define a stratification of the moduli space of global G-shtukas via the quasi-isogeny
classes of the associated local G-shtukas. Essentially everything here is already contained in [HV11]
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section 7], though the description of the set of o-conjugacy classes goes back to Kottwitz [Kot85],
[Kot97].

Fix for the moment an algebraically closed field k over ;. Recall that any local G-shtuka over £ is of
the form (L*tG,bo*) for some b € LG(k) and that quasi-isogenies correspond to o-conjugation of the
element b. This gives a canonical bijection

{quasi-isogeny classes of local G-shtukas over k:} FRELN {0—c0njugacy classes in LG (k)} .

By [RR96, lemma 1.3] the right-hand side does not depend on the field & (as long as it is algebraically
closed). Thus we may denote these sets by B(G), independently of k.

Construction 4.1.1.

Let S be some DM-stack over E (or even over F,) and (G, ¢) € Shtg(S) be a local G-shtuka over S.
Let 5 € S(k) be any geometric point (for some algebraically closed field k) and consider the restriction
(G, )5 of the local G-shtuka to it. This defines by the discussion above an element [G]z € B(G). We
claim that it depends only on the image s € S of the geometric point. Indeed o-conjugacy classes are
trivially stable under the action of o and hence they are in particular stable under Gal(k/FE). Thus we
write simply [G]s for this element and obtain a map

Shta(S) = Homsets (S, B(G))
(G,0) = (s = [G]s)

Remark 4.1.2. A more explicit description of B(G) is given in [Kot97, 4.13] or alternatively [RRI6!
theorem 1.15iii)] by the canonical embedding

B(G) = (X (T)g/We) " ™5 x 11(G) Gaigrm,)

(where W denotes the Weyl group of G) such that any representative b € LG(k) of a o-conjugacy class
maps to

e its Newton point in the first factor: See [Kot85, 4.3] for its definition in the general setting and
[Kat79, section 1.3] or [Zin84, section 6.4] for the case of G = GL,,.

e its Kottwitz point in the second factor as defined in [Kot90, lemma 6.1}, although written down
using the notation of [RR96], theorem 1.15i)].

In [Kot97] and [RR96] even the image of this morphism is described.

Definition 4.1.3. Let (4, ¢, ) € X[(S) (¢f. [B2EID) be a bounded global G-shtuka over some DM-stack
S with the fized characteristic places c¢;. Then its image under the composite

XE(8) E T Shte, (5) — ] Homoers(S, B(Ge,)) = Homuers (S, TLB(Ge,))

& 00) (s = ([€:7]5)i)

gwes a canonical map [4]_ : S — ], B(G.,), where we assign to each point of S and each associated
local G, -shtuka its quasi-isogeny class.

Proposition 4.1.4. Fixz a DM-stack S over E again.
a) Let (G, ) € Shta(S) be a local G-shtuka over S and v € B(G). Then the subset

(E,w):{S€S|[g]s:V}CS

18 locally closed.
b) Let (4, ¢,1) € X45(S) be a global G-shtuka over S and (v;); € [, B(G.,). Then the subset

J\Q(éffa,w ={seS|¥s= )iy CS

is locally closed.
In both cases these subsets are called Newton strata of S for the respective G-shtuka.
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Proof. The first part is an immediate consequence of the analogue of [RR96l theorem 3.6ii)] in equal
characteristic and can be shown (after the obvious translations) in the very same way. Note at this
point, that it suffices to check the assertion after an étale cover, allowing us to reduce to the case of
schemes S. The second part is a direct consequence of the first and the previous definition. O

Remark 4.1.5. For more properties of Newton strata see [HV11], section 7], where fET.4h) can be found
as well.

4.2 Central leaves in the moduli space of global G-shtukas

Given a global G-shtuka over a scheme S, we define the central leaf of S to be the locus inside a Newton
stratum where the associated local G-shtukas have fixed isomorphism class. This isomorphism class will
be given by P-fundamental alcoves.

Notation 4.2.1. For any integer n > 0 define the subgroup scheme I,, C LTG by
I.(S) = {g € Ku(8) | g mod 2"*" € B(Os(9)[[]]/(z""1))} € Kn(S)
Furthermore for any subgroup H C G we denote
Iy =I,NnLTH

Definition 4.2.2. Let P C G be a semi-standard parabolic subgroup, i.e. a parabolic subgroup containing
T but not necessarily B. Let M be its Levi subgroup and N its unipotent radical. Let N be the unipotent
radical of the parabolic subgroup opposite to P. An element b € W in the extended affine Weyl group of
G is called a P-fundamental alcove if

So(In) =Ine s o(IN) C I and ¢u(I3) 2 Iz

where

¢p: LG = LG , grb-o(g)-b~*
Here we implicitly identify elements ofW with representatives in LG.

Warning 4.2.3. This definition does not coincide with the definition [Vield, definition 6.1] (if G does
not split). There ¢y, is replaced by the map

grob-g-b7")

Therefore an element b is a P-fundamental alcove in our sense if and only if =1 (b) is a P-fundamental
alcove as in [Viel]]]. Nevertheless all properties of P-fundamental alcoves given in [Viel]|l are also valid
in our situation, either using the correspondence above or the very same arguments given in [Viell).
Of course one could formulate all following results using the definition [Viel4), definition 6.1], but then
one would need a twist by o in the definition of the local G-shtuka in [[.2.0d), i.e. considering now
(L*Ge,,0(by,)c*). This would result in (even more) cumbersome notations later on as most of sections
[£-3 and[{.6] uses this local G-shtuka, but none of its specific properties. Moreover with view towards the
construction in the proof of proposition [{-4.9, the giwen definition of a P-fundamental alcove seems to
be the more natural.

Remark 4.2.4. i) Neither P nor b can in general be defined over F,. We call an element a fundamental
alcove, if we do not want to specify the parabolic subgroup.

ii) By [Vield, theorem 6.5] (or for split groups by [GHKRIO, corollary 13.2.4]) there is a P-fundamental
alcove (for some parabolic P) in each o-conjugacy class in LG(k) for some algebraically closed field k.
ili) For further properties of P-fundamental alcoves see [Vieldl section 6]. In the case of split groups
even more can be said, cf. [GHKRIO0| section 13] and [HV12] remark 4.2].

Assumption 4.2.5. From now on assume always that for each v; € B(G,,) appearing in the definition of

the Newton stratum in consideration, there exists a fundamental alcove b,,, € W in the o-conjugacy class
of v; which admits a representative in LG, (F) defined over E. We will usually fix such a representative
and call it by abuse of notation b,,, too.
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Notation 4.2.6. Throughout this section we fix the following data:

a) an n-tuple of characteristic places (¢;); in C.

b) an open subgroup U C G(A™)) with support in D.

¢) an n-tuple (v;); € [, B(Ge,) of o-conjugacy classes.

d) for each v; a local G.,-shtuka (LTG¢,,b,,0*) over E with b,, a fundamental alcove lying in the o-
conjugacy class v;.

Furthermore we make the following conventions:

e) We abbreviate X}, := VEH,(C,G). Note that it is by theorem [Z510b) a DM-stack locally of finite
type over Spec E.

[) (Gymiv, v ouniv) s the universal global G-shtuka over the stack X4;. It is given by a sheaf of
global G-shtukas over the category E'tSch/X'(} of schemes which are étale over XY, (which form a basis
for the Grozlfhendielck topology). We will denote the evaluation of this sheaf on some S € EtSch/Xg by
(g{’tjnw’ (p'L[L]nw, wgmv)'sl

g) N,(in) - Xﬁ denote the Newton strata as defined in proposition [{.1.4)

Definition 4.2.7. Let S be a DM-stack over E and (¥, ¢,v) a global G-shtuka over S. Then consider

the subset
L Gy buo™)e 5 : Speck — S geometric point, such that for all:
B 261.(%,90) Xg 8= (LJchivbuiO'*) XSpec E Speck

Then the reduced stack with geometric points C(ETGepsbuo)s (whose existence is shown in the next

proposition) is called the central leaf in S corresponding to the tuple (b,,);.

In the case of S = X/} together with the universal global G-shtuka over it, we use the abbreviattion

Cg/ ) for the corresponding central leaf. Note that central leaves depend on the chosen b,,, which are
not unique, not even (in general) in the fixed conjugacy class.

Remark 4.2.8. i) The isomorphism condition depends only on the image of 5, but not on the actual
choice of the geometric point.
ii) As Newton strata fix the quasi-isogeny class of the local G,,-shtukas at the characteristic places, we

have
C(L+Gci bu, 0" C N(Vz)

where N'*) C S is the Newton stratum to (v;); € [[; B(Ge,).

iii) Although we stated the definition of a central leaf in great generality, we will mostly use it in the
universal case.

iv) The condition for a global G-shtuka to lie in the central leaf depends only on the local behavior at
the characteristic places. In particular it does not depend on the choice of the level structure. v) A
similar definition of a central leaf for local G,,-shtukas was studied by Hartl and Viehmann in [HVI12]
§6]. As the definition for global G-shtukas is based on the one for local G,,-shtukas, we will frequently
invoke their results.

Proposition 4.2.9. a) C,(in) is closed in the Newton stratum ./\/,(in) C X5, In particular it is locally
closed in X4;. In the following we endow C[(in) with the reduced substack structure over E.
b) C[(]Vi) is a smooth DM-stack locally of finite type over E.

Proof. a) There is at most one reduced substack whose geometric points equal to the set given in L2711
Hence it suffices to show this over an étale cover. But over schemes, the arguments given by Hartl
and Viehmann in [HVIIl corollary 6.7] (together with their proofs of previous statements) translate
verbatim from split groups G, to the general case.

b) As already noted above X}, is representable by a DM-stack locally of finite type over E. By a)
C[(]”i) is locally closed in X{;, hence (endowed with the reduced substack structure) a reduced DM-stack
locally of finite type over E. Thus by generic smoothness (over perfect base schemes as in [Stal3]
Tag 04QM], currently lemma 29.15.7) C[(]Vi) contains a smooth point (and even an open dense subset of
smooth points).

Now take any two closed points z; = (¥, p;,¢;) € (C[(]Vi) x  SpecF,)(F,) (for j = 1,2) and consider
for each the completion (C[(]Vi) x g SpecF,)"\%i of (C[(]”i) x p SpecF,) at x; as a formal DM-stack. Taking
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an étale cover by a scheme and comparing the completions, shows that (C[(]Vi) X g Spec Fq)”j actually
exists as a honest formal scheme. By [AH14_a, theorem 5.10] we have isomorphisms of local deformation

spaces (considered as formal schemes over F,)
Def(gja(pjawj) = HDef(ECi(gja (10]))

By definition of the central leaf this gives isomorphisms

Def(G1,p1,91) = HDef(LJch“bwU*) = Def(Gz, p2,12)

which restricts to an isomorphism of formal schemes
(C((]Ui) x iz SpecF, )1 = (C[(]Vi) x i SpecF, )2

Thus C[(in) X g Spec Fq is regular at every point if it is regular at one point, which was just shown above.
In particular C[(JW) is smooth. O

Remark 4.2.10. i) For split groups G and G., Newton-strata and central leaves are already defined
over F,. Although the Newton strata can be defined over F, even for non-split groups G, this is no
longer true for central leaves.

ii) Similar arguments as for a) show that central leaves exist as locally closed subschemes for any family
of global G-shtukas over an arbitrary DM-stack.

4.3 Completely slope divisible local G-shtukas

We recall the definition of a completely slope divisible local G-shtuka. Our notion (almost) coincides with
the notion ‘completely slope divisible in the sense of Zink’ as found in [HV12] section 5]. Furthermore
we show that over a connected normal scheme a local G-shtuka is completely slope divisible if its generic
fiber is completely slope divisible. The results of this section imply that the universal family over a
central leaf is completely slope divisible, cf. theorem

For a parabolic subgroup P C G, we will use the notion of local P-shtukas. These are essentially
given by replacing the reductive group G by P in the definition of a local G-shtuka. The main use of
local P-shtukas will be to pose natural conditions on isomorphisms between LG-torsors and thus on
quasi-isogenies between local G-shtukas. This allows us to isolate the ones that behave nicely.

Definition 4.3.1. Let G be a connected reductive group over Fy and P C G a parabolic subgroup defined
over E (but not necessarily over Fy). A local P-shtuka over an E-scheme S is a pair (P, ) consisting
of a LT P-torsor P over S and a LP-equivariant o-linear isomorphism ¢ : c*LP — LP. Here LP-
equivariance means the following: o*P has an induced action of the group o*(L*P) = LT (c* P) (which
may differ from LTP). The same holds for induced LP-torsors. Hence we may as that the diagram of
ind-schemes

L(c*P) xg Lo*P —— Lo*P

la*x«p l‘/’
LPxp LP —= LP

commutes.

Definition 4.3.2. [HV12, definition 5.3] A local G-shtuka (G, ) over an E-scheme S is called com-
pletely slope divisible, if there exists a standard parabolic subgroup P C G (defined over E) with Levi
subgroup M C P and opposite parabolic P together with a local P-shtuka (P, ©p) over S, an integer
s >0 and a G-dominant M-central cocharacter v' : G, — T (defined over Fy) such that:

a) There is an isomorphism of local G-shtukas o : (G, ) — (P xE P L*G, o x P idLg) over S.

b) zf”/cp% restricts to an isomorphism o**P — P of Lt P-torsors over S. Here we view 2V wia
LM(E) C LM(S) C LP(S) = Hom;5(LP,LP) as an isomorphism of the LP-torsor associated to P.
¢) M is the centralizer of the cocharacter v’ in G.

The data (P, s,V (P,¢p),a) is called a complete slope division of (G, ).
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Remark 4.3.3. i) Via P — P xL"P L+G 2 G we will view P as a subtorsor of G. Furthermore
note that under this inclusion ¢z is just the restriction of awo p 0 0* (@)~ to P.

ii) Consider a complete slope division (P, s,v’, (P, ¢5),«) of (G, ) and some positive integer N. We

claim that (P,Ns, N/, (P, ¢5),q) is again a complete slope division. Indeed we only have to check
that z*N’/gp%S restricts to an isomorphism o*V*P — P. To do so, write

N
Z*NV,SO%S - H 5= (N=j)v' (Zw’@%)Z(N*j)V’

j=1
Because v’ is G-dominant, conjugation with 2~ fixes P. Thus we get isomorphisms of local P-shtukas
L~ (N=j)v (z*”/gp%)z(N*j)”l c g N=i+D)sp _y o#(N=j)s D

NV’

and their composite z~ w%s has the desired properties.

iii) Condition c) can always be satisfied by enlarging M and P and replacing the subtorsor P by its image
under the action of the new opposite parabolic subgroup. Nevertheless it seems convenient to require
c) as it is necessary for the following uniqueness result and will imply that the isoclinic constituents (cf.
[£3.16) are in some sense maximal.

iv) Note that the definition makes sense for every Borel defined over E (and not necessarily over Fg).
Consider therefore a Borel B’ = w.B obtained from B by the action of the Weyl group element w € W,
which we assume to be defined over E. Then a complete slope division (P, s, v/, (P, ¢p), ) wrt. B
yields one w.r.t B’ by conjugation of all constituents by w.

v) In the case of G = GL,, the analogy to complete slope divisibility of p-divisible groups is explained
in [HV12] proposition 5.4].

vi) We try to distinguish between o-conjugacy classes, usually denoted by v, and (multiples of) the
corresponding Newton point (which was defined in BTl as the image of v under the map B(G) —
(Xu(T)g/We)Eak/Fa))  ysually denoted by v/

vii) As v/ is a constant multiple of the Newton point, which is defined over F,, there is no loss of
generality to assume that v’ is defined over Fy and not only over E. Moreover as M is the centralizer
of v/, M is automatically defined over F,. Nevertheless we do not require this for P or for N.

Lemma 4.3.4. Let (G, p) be a completely slope divisible local G-shtuka over a scheme S. Then for fixed
s the complete slope division is unique up to unique isomorphism.

Proof. By condition b), 1/ equals the constant Newton point of (G, ). As we require v/ to be G-
dominant, it is uniquely determined. By c) the Levi M is defined by v/ and as P is standard we have
P = M - B. Thus it remains to check the uniqueness of the LT P-torsor P and the isomorphism o

It suffices to do this over each trivializing étale cover. Therefore we may assume (G, ) = (LTG, ba*).
Consider now two complete slope divisions (P, s, v, (P;, ©p;), ;) for i = 1,2. By viewing P; (for each
i) via a; as a subtorsor of G, we may identify it with L+P <% L*G for some element g; € LTG(S).
Then ¢, is identified with p;o* = g; 'bo*(g;)0* : 0*LP — LP, where p; lies in LP(S). Define
go = 95 *g1 € LTG(S). Then ps = gop10*(go)~" and our main goal is to prove go € LT P(S). For any
integer N > 0 remark FE3.3ii) enables us to write (p;o*)N* = 2N . 5; x - 0*Vs for some p; v € LTP(S).
Thus we get

—1 _*Ns

—1 *)Ns 90) o

Ny NN = (pe0*)VE = (gopro*(go) to )V

Ns(

= go(p1o™)" g5 " = goz™N" p1nO”

which rewrites as ) )
N 902N = Py NN (go)py v € LTG(S).

Because v/ is G-dominant, P is opposite to a standard parabolic and its Levi M is the centralizer of v/,
we get
() 2N LYG(S)z~N = LYP(S)

N>0
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Hence in particular go € L*P(S) and we may define the isomorphism go : (LT P, p1o*) = (L1 P, pao™)
of local P-shtukas. This gives the desired isomorphism between the complete slope divisions. Uniqueness
of the isomorphism follows from the fact, that it has to fit into a commutative diagram

(P1,¢51) —?@52)

(G, v)

O

Lemma 4.3.5. Let (G, @) be a completely slope divisible local G-shtuka over S. Then the torsor G
trivializes over a pro-finite étale cover.

Proof. By definition (G, z”/(cpf xLPid;¢)*) is an étale local G-shtuka (where the Frobenius is taken
relative to Fg4s). Thus this is a direct consequence of proposition 2.6.6]

Remark 4.3.6. In fact over central leaves, this pro-finite étale cover may be taken to be the tower of
Igusa varieties, cf. section and proposition [£.6.14

Proposition 4.3.7. Let S’ — S be any fpgc-morphism of schemes over E. Then a local G-shtuka
(G, @) over S is completely slope divisible if and only if its base-change (Gs:,s/) to S is completely
slope divisible.

In particular this applies to S’ = Spec K — S = Spec K for any inclusion of a field K (containing E)
into an algebraic closure K.

Proof. Any complete slope division of (G, ¢) induces by base-change of the local P-shtuka to S’ one for
(Gsr, ps7).- _ —
Thus assume now that (Gg:, @) has a complete slope division P := (P, s, v/, (P, ¢5), ). We will apply
fpqc-decent to get a complete slope division over S: By the previous lemma there is an isomorphism
€ priP — priP over S’ x5 S’ between the pullbacks along the two projections pr; : S’ xg S’ — S
(onto the ith factor). Let pr; : S" x5S’ xgS8" — S’ xg S be the projection on the ith and jth factor.
Then

prig(§) o pria(€) 1 prispriP — prispriP = prigpriP — prigpriP
and

priz(&) : priopriP = prigpriP = prigproP = progproP

are two isomorphisms between complete slope divisions over S’ xg S’ xg S’. Hence by the uniqueness
assertion of the previous lemma we get indeed pris(€) o priy(§) = pris(€). Hence the decent datum & is
effective and defines a complete slope division over S. O

Remark 4.3.8. For the analogous result by Oort and Zink for p-divisible groups (at least in the case
of field extensions) see the remark in front of proposition 1.3 in [OZ02]. There it is noted that the
statement follows directly from the existence of slope filtrations for p-divisible groups over arbitrary
fields. We may define slope divisions for local G-shtukas by replacing conditions b) and ¢) in definition
by requiring that M centralizes the G-dominant Newton point. Then the same implication would
be true for local G-shtukas, but unfortunately the existence of slope filtrations is in general unknown to
us.

For our application to Igusa varieties we need to know whether complete slope divisions defined over
the generic fiber of a scheme extend over all of it. We first prove that at least the Lt P-torsor extends:

Lemma 4.3.9. Let S be a connected normal noetherian scheme over E and G be a LTG-torsor over S
with generic fiber G,. Let P C G be a standard parabolic subgroup, P its opposite parabolic subgroup and
5,7 a Lt P-torsor over the generic fiber of S together with a P-equivariant inclusion fn — Gy. Then
the closure ofﬁ,7 in G defines a P-torsor over S.
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Proof. Obviously there is at most one P-torsor over S extending 577. Hence it suffices to prove the
assertion over an étale cover.

Assume first that S = Spec A is affine with A a DVR. As A is local and G isotrivial we may find a
connected finite étale cover S’ = Spec A’ of A on which (G, ¢) trivializes. Then A’ is again a DVR and
we may assume wlog. that G = LG over S and 5,7 = L+ﬁn — LG, over the generic point. Let n > 0
and consider now LT P[n] = LY*P/(K, N L*P) C L*G[n] = L*G/K,. Then the data above induce
a L* P[n]-equivariant inclusion L* P[n],, < L*G|n], into the generic fiber of the trivial L*G[n]-torsor
over S. This is equivalent to a morphism 7 — LT P[n]\L*G[n] over F,, where the target is a quotient
of group schemes over F;. This quotient is well-defined as L*G[n] = Resg, 1)) (=n)/F, (G % Fq[[2]]/(2"))
is a linear algebraic group and the same holds for L* P[n]. Furthermore it is a projective variety as
being a parabolic subgroup is stable under restriction of scalars. Hence by the valuative criterion for
properness, this morphism extends to S — LT P[n]\L*Gn], i.e. gives a canonical LT P[n]-subtorsor of
L*GIn) over all of S which extends LT P[n],. As these subtorsors are by construction compatible for
different n, they give an inclusion L¥P < L*G extending L* P, < L*G,. It is now easy to see, that
the defined LT P-torsor is indeed the closure of P,,.

Let us now consider the case of general connected normal noetherian base schemes S: By the previous
considerations over DVRs, 577 extends to each point of codimension 1. Then by normality of S, the
sections defining P in codimension at most 1 extend to sections over all of S. Hence P is indeed defined
over all of S. O

Remark 4.3.10. The idea of the first part is to consider 57, — G, as a point in the “proper scheme”
L*T*P\L*G to apply the valuative criterion. Nevertheless we do not know, whether the quotient
LTP\LTG = im L*P[n]\L*G|n] exists as an infinite-dimensional quasi-compact proper scheme.

Theorem 4.3.11. Let (G, p) be a local G-shtuka with constant Newton point (and hence constant quasi-
isogeny class) over a connected normal locally noetherian scheme S. Then (G, ) is completely slope
divisible if and only if it is completely slope divisible over the generic fiber.

Proof. As the ‘only if’ part is trivial, let us consider a complete slope division (P, s,v’, (Py, ¢5,), an)
over the generic fiber. Cover S by connected normal noetherian open subschemes. Then the uniqueness
statement lemma .34 implies that we may glue complete slope divisions over these open subschemes.
Hence we may assume wlog. that S is noetherian.

View again fn as a subtorsor of G, (the generic fiber of G). Then by the previous lemma, the closure
P of P, defines a P-torsor over S. The remaining data are now easy to construct: We keep P, s and
' unchanged. The action of LTG on G gives (when restricted to P) a morphism P x LtG — G, which
factors over a morphism o' : P xL"P [+G — G. This a~! extends by definition a;l. Consider now
the morphism

aopoctal: o LP <P LG - LP xIT LG.

Because its restriction to the generic fiber gives a morphism between LP-torsors and because P C G is
closed, this defines an isomorphism ¢ : o*LP — LP. By definition of ¢ the morphism o gives indeed
an isomorphism of local G-shtukas and not only of LT G-torsors.

We are left to show that 2= go% restricts to an isomorphism between Lt P-torsors: It suffices to do this

. . . . 7’ — ! 3 . — ’ 3
on some trivializing étale cover. Hence assume that z=% go% is represented by 27" po*® for some element

p € LP(S) (with S = Spec A affine) whose generic fiber p,, lies in LT P(K) for the fraction field K of
A. Furthermore choosing a faithful representation P — GL,, lets us consider everything in GL,, and we
have to prove z_”/p € LTGL,(S) (for the precise argument see the proof of proposition 2.7.5). Thus
writing A = A[[2]]", A’ = A((2))" and A,, = K[[2]]" we may view 2~ po** : ¢**A’ — A’ and know that
it defines on the generic fiber an isomorphism (z_”/p),]o*s 1o A, S A,

We first show that z_”/pa*s restricts to a morphism ¢**A — A: Let b = z:_”/pa*(z:_”/)_1 and by =
o*(p). As the Newton point of p was assumed to be constant, the same holds for by and by. Then we saw
in the proof of proposition that any element in End*(A,) which o-conjugates by, into ba,, extends
uniquely to an element in End*(A) (actually we showed this over a complete DVR, but the reduction
steps done in the proof of corollary R.7.6] work here as well). Applied to (z‘”/ p)n we see that it extends
to a morphism of A which coincides with 2V p by uniqueness of the extension.

The bijectivity of 2= po* : 0*5A — A follows now quickly: We know that det(z=*'p) € A[[z]]NA((2))*
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as z7*'p lies in End*(A). Furthermore (27*'p), is by definition an automorphism of A,. Therefore

det(z7'p) € K[[z]]*. Together this implies det(z~"'p) € A[[z]]¥, i.e. 2z ' po* defines indeed an
isomorphism. (I

Remark 4.3.12. i) The analogous result for p-divisible groups (even over more general base schemes)
can be found in [OZ02, proposition 2.3].

ii) Note that the constancy of the Newton point is essential, because otherwise it would follow that
central leaves are not only closed in Newton strata, but closed in the whole moduli space.

Theorem 4.3.13. The local G-shtuka (GX'f, pi'ty) associated (at the characteristic place c;) to the

universal global G-shtuka over the central leaf C(in) s completely slope divisible.

Proof. As complete slope divisions are unique, we may check this over an étale cover. So let S be any
irreducible scheme étale over C[(]”i), let n € S be its generic point and 77 a geometric point with image 7.
The the pullback of (G, ¢i"t7)|s to 7 is completely slope divisible by definition of the central leaf.
Hence by proposition 3.7 it is already completely slope divisible over the generic point. Now theorem
M3 T implies that ( s @g"ﬁﬂ s is completely slope divisible over the smooth scheme S. O

In the theory of completely slope divisible p-divisible groups, one can define associated basic p-divisible
groups as the composition factors in the filtration given by the complete slope division. In the following
we explain the analogous constructions for completely slope divisible local G-shtukas. They will only
be needed as an auxiliary tool to deduce the representability of arbitrary Igusa varieties from the basic
case, cf. section LGl

Definition 4.3.14. a) A local G-shtuka (G, @) over a scheme S is called basic if there is an integer
s> 0 and a central cocharacter V' : G,, — G such that its Newton point is constant and equal to %1/.
b) A local G-shtuka (G, ) over a scheme S is called completely basic if there is an integer s > 0 and a
central cocharacter V' : G,, — G such that z_”/gos restricts to an isomorphism c**G — G over S.

Remark 4.3.15. a) In the case of G = GL,, and S = Spec k for an algebraically closed field k, a local
G-shtuka is basic if and only if all its Newton slopes are equal.
b) Any completely basic local G-shtuka is basic: Indeed consider any completely basic (G, ) and
choose a geometric point T € S(k) (k some algebraically closed field). Then there is a trivialization
(G, ) = (LG, bzo™) such that 2" (bzo*)* = gzo** for some gz € L G(k). By the Theorem of Lang-
Steinberg, which applies to the group scheme LTG by [Vield lemma 2.1] (for H = K = LTG and
g = 1), there is some ¢ € LTG(k) with gz = g-o**(¢%)~!. Using that 27" is central in G we get

g (bpo") g = 2.

In particular the Newton point of bz equals 1/,

Construction 4.3.16.

Let (G, ¢) be a local G-shtuka over a scheme S and (P, s, v/, (P, ¢5), @) a complete slope division for it.
Let M be the Levi subgroup of P or equivalently the Levi subgroup of P. Then the canonical projection
P — M induces the local M-shtuka

(M, (p./\/l) = (ﬁ XL+? L+M, (pf XLﬁ idL]\/])
This (M, paq) is called the basic constituent of (G, ©).

Proposition 4.3.17. Let (G, @) be a completely slope divisible local G-shtuka over S. Then the basic
constituent (M, o) is a completely basic local M -shtuka.

Proof. Fix a complete slope division (P,s,v’, (P, ¢5),a). Then v’ defines a M-central cocharacter
and by assumption z*”lgpf\/l = z*"lgp% xIPidpy + 0" LM — LM induces an isomorphism between
LT M-torsors. ([l
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4.4 Iwahori-type structures on completely slope divisible local G-shtukas

Recall that a fundamental P-alcove b satisfies ¢y (Iar) = Inr, op(In) C In and ¢p(Iy) 2 Iy for M C P
the Levi, N C P the unipotent radical and

¢p: LG - LG , g olb-g-b71).

Assume that b, is a fundamental alcove in the o-conjugacy class v € B(G) and that (G, o) is a completely
slope divisible local G-shtuka over a scheme S with the property that its restriction to any geometric
point is isomorphic to the local G-shtuka (LT G, b,c*). Our aim is to construct a subgroup Iy(b,) C LTG
with the following two properties:

e There is a canonical Iy(b, )-torsor Zy over S together with an isomorphism Zy x %) [+G = g,

e There is a sequence .. I,(by) C In_1(by) C ... C Iy(by) of normal subgroups of Iy(b,) with
N, In(b,) = {1} and b_1 I,(b,) - b, C I,(b,) for all n.

We do not require that the I,,(b,) are open in L*G; in fact the I,,(b,) will only be open in L* P, for
some parabolic subgroup P, . For a comparison of Ty and its induced P, -torsor and complete slope
divisions, see proposition [ZZ4TT]

We will show later on in proposition 6.7 that the universal local G-shtuka over the perfection of a
central leaf has a canonical Iy(b, )-structure.

Definition 4.4.1. Let b, € LG(E) be a P-fundamental alcove (for some parabolic P). Then define for
every n > 0 the subgroup of LTG defined by

=) ¢ (Kn) C LG.

N>0

Lemma 4.4.2. Let I,,(b,) be as in the definition. Then there is a parabolic subgroup P, C G and a
subgroup Qp, C Py, containing T such that (on each E-scheme S)

L(by)(8) = {g € (Kn N L*Py,)(S) | g mod 2" € Qu, (Os(9)[[]]/ ("))}

In particular I,,(b,) is representable as a group scheme over E. Furthermore Py, and Qy, can both be
chosen independently of n.

Proof. Let » > 0 be an integer such that G splits over the extension F, of Fy of degree r. Then o
acts on W (of order at most r) and we may view b, - o € W x (o). Then ¢y, is conjugation with this
element, taking the non-trivial o-action into account. Then by [Vield, remark 6.2] b, := (b, - 0)" =
b, - o(by) - 02(by) - ... 0" 1(b,) - 0" € W x (0)/0" lies in the extended Weyl group Wy of M and
its M-dominant Newton point (wrt. the Frobenius ¢”) is central in M. Let M, be the centralizer
of this Newton point and let P,, = P - M, with Levi M;, and unipotent radical N, . Then b, is a
P, -fundamental alcove (cf. [Vield, lemma 6.3] and its proof).

Choose now a further integer s > 0 such that b/,° C X, (T) C W, ie. we may write (b, - o)s = 207"
for some o”-invariant element v/ € X, (T'), which is then by definition a multiple of the Newton point
of b,. In particular ¢}*(g) = 2 o (g) - z~¥". Thus denoting the parabolic opposite to Py, by Py, and
recalling that M, is the centralizer of v/, we get

ﬂ ¢é\£rs( ﬂ NV Nrs . Z—Nu' _ ﬂ ZN:/ K, - Z—Nu'
N>0 N>0 N>0
=K,N LJFFbU =K,N Lﬁbu

We claim
rs—1

In(b,) = [ én,(Ku N LPy,).
N=0

Indeed if g € I,,(by), then g € LP;, by the computation above. But as b, is a P, -fundamental alcove,
we have ¢,-1(LPy,) = LPy,. Thus for every N > 0 we have gb,;IN(g) C K,NLP,, = K,NLTPy,.
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Conversely if g is an element of the right hand side and N = ¢rs + ¢ for § > 0 and € € {0, 1,...7s — 1},
then ¢, “(g) C K,, N LPs, by assumption and gb,;/‘”s(gb,f (9)) € K,, by the previous computation.
Therefore it suffices to show that for every N € {0,1,...,7s—1} there is a subgroup Q{)\i C Py, satisfying

IN(1,)(S) = Kn(S) N Y (K, N LPy,)(S)
= {g € (K, N LP,,)(S) | gmod 2" € Q)Y (Os(S)[[])/ (")}

on E-schemes S. First note that it follows from I, C ¢y, (Iﬁb ) that also I,, N LPy, C ¢, (I, NLPy,)
(for the subgroup I,, as defined in [£2]1]). In particular

Ko1NLPy,, CI,NLP,, C K, Ny (K, NLPy,) =1} (b))

Hence it suffices to show
Ir]zv(bl/)/Kn-i-l = (Kn N L+Qé\£)/Kn+1

for some Qp' C Py,. With W x (6) = X.(T) x W x (0) write now (b, - )N = 2~ -wy - o for some
vy € X.(T) and wy € W. Then

K, NoN (Ko NLPy,) = Ky N2 wy - o™ (K, N LPy,) - wyt - 27"~
= K,N2" - (K, N LP, )-2~"~

= K, N (2N K, -27"N)n LP,

with ?é\i =wy -0V Py, wg,l being another parabolic subgroup defined over E. But there is obviously
a parabolic subgroup Q¥ such that

(Kp N 2N - Ky - 27N) [ K1 = (K N LTQN) /K.

Then Qé\i =QVn ?é\i has all desired properties wrt. I (b,). Thus setting Qp, = ﬂ?j;ol Qé\i indeed
has all the properties asserted in the lemma. (I

Remark 4.4.3. Fix any Borel By, inside P,, and consider the completely slope divisible local G-shtuka
(L*G,b,0*). By remark £3.3iv) it admits a complete slope division (P, s, v, (P,b,0*),a) with respect
to Byp,. Then by construction of P,, and P (or rather their opposite parabolic subgroups), they coincide
as subgroups of G. We will show a much stronger comparison result in proposition [£.4.11b).

Example 4.4.4. Assume that G = GL,, with the Borel B of upper triangular matrices and that the
fundamental alcove b, € LG(F,) is superbasic in the sense of [GHKROG, section 5.9], i.e. its o-conjugacy
class does not intersect any proper Levi subgroup. In particular b, is isoclinic and a fundamental alcove
for the parabolic P,, = G. Then b, has the form w-z" for v = (a,...,a,a—1,...;,a—1) e Z" =2 X (T)
with some integer a appearing d times, and w € W = §,, the permutation defined by shifting the indices
of the canonical basis of Z™ by d. Furthermore the condition superbasic implies ged(d,n) = 1 and that
w is a cyclic permutation of order n. Now an easy computation shows that Qp, = B and I,,(b,) = I,
are the subgroups defined in [£.2.T] with respect to the Borel B.

Example 4.4.5. Assume now G = GL, with B the upper triangular matrices and b, = (13)(254) -
2(11.0.0.0) (identifying W = S5 via permutation matrices and X, (T') = Z%). Then an explicit computa-
tion shows:

* * * *
* ok ok k% ¥ % ok ok %

Qp, = * C ﬁb,, = * *
* * ok % * * ok %
* * * * ok %

In particular P,, may be non-standard and the @), defined above may be not parabolic.

Lemma 4.4.6. Let b, be as before. Then I,(b,) is a normal open subgroup of Iy(b,) for every n.
Furthermore

&y, (In(by)) C In(by).
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Proof. Consider any elements g € I,,(b,) and h € Iy(b,). Then for any N >0
op, (h1gh) = 6, ()" - &, (9) - &, (h) € 6, (W) ™" - Ko 6, N (h) C K

because qbsz(h) € Ko = L*G and K, is normal in Ky. Hence h='gh € I,,(b,).
The second assertion is obvious from the definition of I, (b,). O

Definition 4.4.7. Let (G,¢) be a local G-shtuka over a scheme S. Then (G,p) is called strongly
completely slope divisible, if it has a complete slope division (P, s,V,(P,ypp), ) such that after passing
to a fpgc-cover of S, there exists an isomorphism (P, ) = (LT P,b,0*) for some P-fundamental alcove

b, (whose o-conjugacy class v € B(G) has automatically a Q-multiple of v/ as Newton point).

Remark 4.4.8. We will frequently use pro-finite étale covers to construct such isomorphisms. In fact
any pro-finite étale cover is fpqc, because it is affine hence quasi-compact and faithfully flat as a limit
of faithfully flat morphisms.

Proposition 4.4.9. FEvery strongly completely slope divisible local G-shtuka (G,¢) has a canonical
Iy(by)-structure, for the element b, appearing in definition [{-{-7}

Proof. We define the underlying Io(b, )-torsor as follows: Identify G = Isomp+q(LTG,G). Then each
g € G defines for every N > 0 a morphism

(byo™)N
—_—

g% 0N LG LG % £g £ N g,

Define Zy C G as the fpqc-sheaf consisting of all elements g, such that g]uv restricts to an isomorphism of
LT G-torsors for every N. We have to see that Zj is indeed an (étale) Iy(b,)-torsor. As Io(b,) is smooth,
it suffices to check that Zy is a torsor for the fpqc-topology. But fpgc-locally we may fix an isomorphism

(P,¢5) = (LT P,b,0*) and under this isomorphism
gg\f = (bV 'U*)_N g (bu : U*) = U_l(bu) Tt U_N(bu) : U_N(g) 'O-_N(ble) Tt U(b;l) = Qﬁl:/N(g)

Thus g]ﬁv € Iy if and only if g € (bf)\i (LTG) for every N > 0. Thus under this trivialization, Zo gets
identified with Iy(b,) C LTG (viewed as trivial torsors for the respective groups). O

Remark 4.4.10. The word canonical in the statement means that for every two such local G-shtukas
(Gi, i) (for i = 1,2) with constant quasi-isogeny class v € B(G) and each isomorphism & : (Gy, 1) —
(92, gﬁg) the IO (b,,)—structures I()i C gz satisfy 5(101) = IOQ.

Proposition 4.4.11. Let (G, @) be a strongly completely slope divisible local G-shtuka over a scheme
S.

a) The Io(b,)-subtorsor Iy of G from proposition [{.4.9 induces a canonical local Py, -shtuka (Py,, ¢5, )
together with an isomorphism of local G-shtukas

a: (G, ) — (51311 ><L+Fbv L+G,<P5b x LPs, idrg).

b) If By, is any Borel in Py, , then (P, , ¢5, ) coincides with the local Py, -shtuka defined by the complete
slope division with respect to the Borel By, (cf. remark[{-5.3v))

Proof. a) We claim that we may just take the triple consisting of the P, -torsor 51,”_:: Ty xTo(bv) LtPy,
viewed as a subtorsor of G, the restriction 5, = ‘P|L(Io 10w L+, ) of ¢ to the L Py, -torsor associated
to Zo x10(®) [+P, and as a the isomorphism induced by the canonical inclusion Zo x ) L*P, < G.
The only non-trivial part is to show that (| L(Tox10®) L+ Py,) is well-defined.

For this consider some fpqc-cover S' — S together with an isomorphism ¢ : (G, ¢)s/ = (L*Ci b,0*)sr.
Then by the previous remark {(Zos/) = Io(b,)s and hence £((Zo xlo(v) [+Py )s) = LT Py, 5 and
E(L(Zo x10) LT Py, )51) = LPy, g, In particular |z o045, ) 15 well-defined if and only if b,0*
is well-defined on LPy, g~ But this last statement is obviously true.

b) Recall that complete slope divisions are unique by lemma B.3.4l Thus we check that the tuple
(P, 8,V (P, 05, ),a) (where s > 0 and v' € X.(G) satisfy (b,0)® = 2" ) defines indeed a complete
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slope division. v/ is dominant in G wrt. By, by choice of By, and the Levi subgroup M,, of Py, is by
l//

definition the centralizer of v/ in G. Thus it remains to see that z~ gp%b restricts to an isomorphism of
Lt Py, -torsors. We may check this locally. But locally ©p, is just given by b,0* and hence z_”,go%b
turns out to be the identity. O

Remark 4.4.12. In particular the Iy(b,)-torsor Zy already contains all the information about the
complete slope division.

4.5 Igusa varieties over basic strata

In the world of abelian varieties and associated p-divisible groups, their p™-torsion define finite flat
group schemes, called truncated BT-groups. In particular the sheaf of isomorphisms between two of
them is representable by schemes. These moduli schemes are (the building blocks) of Igusa varieties, as
described in [Man04, section 3] or [Man05| section 4].

Our aim in this section is to define similar schemes of isomorphisms for local G-shtukas. One way
to do this, is to define “H,-truncated local G-shtukas“ (depending on a subgroup H, C L*TG) as in
remark [£5.4iv) and study their isomorphisms by embedding them into isomorphism schemes between
finite schemes. However this approach works only in the case of basic completely slope divisible local
G-shtukas.

To get a moduli description for such schemes over any central leaf, we give an ad-hoc definition of
H,-truncated isomorphisms. Although it can be (and is) written down in great generality, we do not
claim that it gives sensible objects in general. Rather it is tailored to the situation of completely slope
divisible local G-shtukas. Whenever these moduli problems are representable, the scheme representing
them is called an Igusa variety, analogous to the situation in mixed characteristic.

As the existence of Igusa varieties contains a few subtle points, we only deal with the general case in
the next section (cf. theorem 6], and stick to the basic case for now.

We fix some semi-standard parabolic subgroup P C G and a sequence ... C Hy11 C Hg C ... C Hy C
LTP C L*G of open subgroups of L™ P such that each H; is normal in Hy. The prototypical example
for such subgroups is

Hy=KisNLtTP={gcL"P|g=1mod 2%}.

In fact in all applications the subgroups Hy are either K4N LT P, or the Iwahori-type subgroups I4(b, ),
which were defined in the previous section 4]

Note that in all cases the quotients Hy/H, exist as linear algebraic groups and any element in Hy/Hg(S)
(for some scheme S) can be lifted to an element in Hy(S) by [HVI2l corollary 2.2].

Definition 4.5.1. a) A local G-shtuka with Hy-structure is a quadruple (G, H, p, B) consisting of a local
G-shtuka (G, ), an Ho-torsor H and an isomorphism 3 : H xo LTG = G. Most of the time we will
abbreviate the notation and simply write (H, ) assuming wlog. that G :=H xHo L*G and B = id.

b) A quasi-isogeny between two local G-shtukas with Hy-structure is a quasi-isogeny between the local
G-shtukas obtained after forgetting the Hy-structure.

¢) An isomorphism between two local G-shtukas with Hy-structure is an isomorphism between usual local
G-shtukas which descends to an isomorphism between the respective Hy-torsors.

Remark 4.5.2. Note that we do not require that the Frobenius-isomorphism ¢ comes from an isomor-
phism of LP-torsors associated to the Lt P-torsor H xHo LT P.

Let S be any scheme (or more generally DM-stack) over Spec E and ‘H and H' be Hy-torsors over S.
Denote for any integer d > 0 by Hq4 respectively H/; the associated Hy/Hg-torsor coming from the
canonical morphism Hy — Hy/H,. We will use the following stacks over S:

Isom(H,H') the stack of isomorphisms « : Hss — HY, of Hy-torsors over S-schemes S’.

Aut?(H) the substack of Aut(H) = Isom(#,H) of isomorphisms which induce the identity on the
associated Hy/Hg-torsor Hg.

Isom®(H,H') the stack of isomorphisms a : Hqs — H/y g of Ho/Hg-torsors over S-schemes S’
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Then Aut®(H) and Aut®(H’') act faithfully on Isom(#,H’). Note that both actions have the same
orbits. Indeed for all @ € Isom(H,H')(S") and ¢ € Aut*(H)(S’) we have

a-p=aop=(aopoaoa=(acpoat) acAut(H)(S)-a.
Consider now the canonical morphism
Isom(H, H') — Isom®(H, H")

It is surjective (as over a trivializing étale cover it is simply given by the projection Hy — Hy/H,,) and
has as fibers the Aut?(#{)-orbits. Hence we have canonical isomorphisms

Isom®(H, H') = Aut?(H')\ Isom(H, ') = Isom(H, H')/ Aut?(H) =: Isom(H, H')[d]

(where we view the quotients as quotients of étale sheaves). In particular any oy € Isom?(H, H')(S)
may be represented after an étale cover S — S by an element a € Isom(H,H')(S’) such that for the
two projections pri,pro : S’ x5 S" — S’ we have

pri(a) € Awt? (1) (S x5 8') - pri(a) - Aut?(H)(S' x5 S').

Definition 4.5.3. A H, -truncated isomorphism between two local G-shtukas with Hy-structure (H, @)
and (H', ') over S is an element ag € Tsom®(H, H')(S) such that there is a representative v : H — H'
over some pro-étale cover S’ — S, which is compatible with the Frobenius-isomorphisms, i.e. it satisfies

aopootaTt € Aut(H)(S) - ¢ - Aut(c*H)(S").

Then define the functor Iggj o), (M7 ) O the étale site Sg by

Igffrf7¢)7(ﬂ,7w,)(T) = {Hg-truncated isomorphism o : (H,¢)r — (H',¢')r}

for any (T — S) € Se

Remark 4.5.4. i) We require the compatibility with the Frobenius-isomorphisms only for one repre-
sentative a of ag. But one easily sees that this implies the compatibility for all representatives over any
sufficiently large pro-étale cover.

ii) If ag € Tsom®(H, H')(S) is an Hy-truncated isomorphism, then sois a;;' € Isom(H/;, Ha)(S). Normal-
ity of the subgroups H, gives that compositions of Hy-truncated isomorphisms are again Hg-truncated.

iii) By definition of Hy-truncated isomorphisms, Iggj[‘ o), (' 0") is obviously a sheaf for the étale topology.

iv) Truncated isomorphisms can be seen as isomorphisms of objects, which may be called Hgy-truncated
local G-shtukas with Hy-structure: Define them to be triples

(Ha, [H], Aut?(H) - ¢ - Aut?(c* 1))

consisting of an Hy/Hg-torsor Hy over S, an isomorphism class of lifts [H] of Hg to an Hy-torsor and
a double coset Aut?(H) - ¢ - Aut?(c*H) associated to a Frobenius-isomorphism ¢ : ¢*£G — £G. The
last constituent is well-defined as changing the lift 7 within its isomorphism class only changes the
Frobenius-isomorphism ¢ by an element in Autd(’H) and the same applies to the choice of ¢*H within
its isomorphism class of liftings of c*H,4. Furthermore note that [H] may not be determined by Hg,
which can be seen from the cohomological description of deformations as worked out in [Heil0l proof of
proposition 1]) in the case of Hy = Kj.

The natural notion of an isomorphism

o (Ha, [H], Aut®(H) - ¢ - Awt?(o*H)) — (H), [H'], Aut?(H) - ¢ - Aut?(c*H'))

between two H,-truncated local G-shtukas with Hy-structure would be an element o € Isom(Hq, H/)
such that étale locally any representatives H € [H], H' € [H'], & € Isom(H,H'), ¢ € Isom(c*LH, LH)
and ¢’ € Isom(c*LH', LH') satisfy after a further pro-étale cover

alto@ oo*a e Auth(H) - ¢- Aut?(c*H).
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This condition is equivalent to requiring that it holds (pro-étale locally) for one choice of representatives.
Therefore assuming that both truncated local G-shtukas came from fixed local G-shtukas with Hy-
structure (H, ) and (H',¢’), this implies that the set of isomorphisms between the Hgy-truncated
local G-shtukas with Hp-structure can be canonically identified with the set of with Hg-truncated
isomorphisms between (H, ) and (H’, ¢').

v) If we assume that the Frobenius-morphisms are already defined over the integral level, ie. ¢ €
Isom(c*H, H)(S) and ¢’ € Isom(c*H',H')(S), an Hy-truncated isomorphism agq : (H,¢) — (H',¢’)
can be described in terms of Ho/Hg-torsors: Let Hq and H} be the Hy/Hg-torsors associated to H
and H', then ¢ and ¢’ induce Frobenius-isomorphisms ¢q and ¢/, of the Hy/Hg-torsors. Thus under
the isomorphism Isom(#,H')[d] = Isom(H4, H)) a truncated isomorphism « is nothing else than an
element «, € Isom(Hq, H,)(S) satisfying agl o ¢l oo*ag = @q as an equality of morphisms between
Hy/Hg-torsors. Note that this last condition is satisfied pro-étale locally on S if and only if it is satisfied
over S, hence in this case we can omit passing to suitable covers.

Before actually proving the representability, let us first consider the easiest case, namely when the
local G-shtukas are already trivial.

Lemma 4.5.5. Let b, be a fundamental alcove, (H,p) a local G-shtuka with Io(by)-structure over a
scheme S and

Qq : (%,CP) — (IO(bV)vaJ*)

a I4(b,)-truncated isomorphism which admits a representative o : H — Io(b,) over an étale cover
5" — 8. Then Aut?(Io(b,))(S") = I4(b,)(S") and

aoypoctate idz,(p,) - buo™ - 14(b,)(S")

without passing to a further pro-étale cover of S’.

Proof. Aut?(Io(b,))(S") = Ia(b,)(S") is obvious. As (byo*) " a(b,)(byo™) = ¢ ' (Ta(by)) C La(by) we
have for each scheme S” the equality

Aut?(Io(b,))(S") - byo™ - Aut? (0" I (b,)) (") = La(b,)(S") - byo™ - La(by)(S")
= byo™ - La(b )(5”)
= by,o* - Aut(c*Io(b,))(S").

Thus the element (b,0*)~toaopoo*a~! defines an element over S’ which lies after passing to a suitable
pro-étale cover in the sheaf Aut?(c*Iy(b,)). Hence it lies already in Aut?(c*Io(b,))(S"). O

Lemma 4.5.6. Let b, be a fundamental alcove. Then for the local G-shtuka with Iy(b,)-structure
(Io(by),by0*) over Spec E the functor Igg;o(?gy)),b,/a'*),(lo(by),bya'*) of I4(by,)-truncated automorphisms is
representable by a finite disjoint union of points isomorphic to Spec E. In particular it is a finite étale
Galois-cover.

Proof. Let S’ be any E-scheme. Then any element o, € Igfiéi”g To(b )(S’) can be represented by an

isomorphism « of Iy(b,)-torsors over S’ (without passing to any cover). Thus by the previous lemma it
satisfies a™! o b,0* 0 0¥ € b0 - I4(b,)(S’). Denoting representatives of elements g € Io(b,)/I4(b,) by
g € In(b,) we get

1850 o ntorneny (S) = {9 € To(bs)/1a(b,) (8')] (b o)*l G (b,0) - 3 € La(b,)(S)}

)
= {g € Io(bu)/La(bu) (8") | 0, (97 1) -9 =1 € To(by)/Ta(by)(S")}

= ker(Ly, : Io(by)/La(b,) — To(b u)/fd( v))(S)
where Ly, : In(b, /Id( ) — Ip(b V)/Id(b,,), g qbbzl( 1. g. Hence Ig(I((g)) boo™ ) (To (by),buor™) is repre-
sented by ker(Ly, : Ip(b,)/I4(by) — Io(b,)/14(b,)). But Io(b,)/I4(b,) is a linear algebraic group and
by the Theorem of Lang-Steinberg applied to Ly, its kernel is indeed finite étale over E.

Note now that the Igg;o(?g,,)),b,,a*),(lo( )by is a group scheme (by composition of isomorphisms) and
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consider its identity component. As it is finite étale over Spec F, it has to be the spectrum of a field.

Furthermore it contains an FE-valued point, namely the identity. Hence the identity component is iso-
Ta(by)

(o (bv),buo*),(Io (by),bu o)
of points isomorphic to Spec E. O

morphic to Spec F and by the group scheme structure, Ig is a finite disjoint union

Remark 4.5.7. Note in particular that we do not yet assume b, to be basic in this lemma.

Proposition 4.5.8. Let (G, @) be a local G-shtuka over a connected E-scheme S, which is completely
slope divisible with s = 1 and has a basic Newton point v. Then Ig@f@),(L+G,bua*) is representable by a
finite étale cover over S.

Proof. Being completely slope divisible for s = 1 implies that the fundamental alcove b, = 2" is central
and that we may write ¢ = 2Y¢ for some isomorphism ¢ : ¢*°G — G. Because z" is central, any
a:(G,p)s — (LTG,b,0*)s (over some scheme S’ — S) also defines an isomorphism « : (G, @)s: —
(LTG,0*%)g of local G-shtukas and conversely. Hence we get an isomorphism

K, ~ K
I8 ) tabos = 18G0) (L coms

Now we are in the étale setting and by remark L5.4lv) we have an isomorphism
K Y ipd *
Ig(gf@)ﬁ(L+Gﬁg*)s = AUtS((gda (,0), (L+G/Kda o )S)
Furthermore the discussion in section yields an isomorphism
Auts((Ga. §), (LYG/Ka,0%)s) = Auts (G, (L G/Ka)F )

where the right-hand side is representable as an isomorphism scheme between two finite schemes.

We now show that it is a finite étale cover with Galois group Autg((LTG,b,0*), (LG, b,0*)). It suffices

to check this fpqc-locally, i.e. on completions of S along geometric points . By Cohen’s structure

theorem on complete local rings (cf. [Coh46, theorem 9]) we may endow S"* with a structure of a

F,-scheme. Thus by [HVII] proposition 8.1] we may trivialize the restriction of (G, ¢) to S™*, hence get
. . Ky Ky . . . .

an isomorphism between Ig(g ) (L+G by and Ig(L+G byo™),(L+Gbyo) OVET it. b, being central implies

Io(b,) = LTG and I4(b,) = K4, hence finite étaleness follows from lemma [L.5.6l O

Proposition 4.5.9. Let (G, ¢) be a completely slope divisible local G-shtuka over a connected E-scheme
S, with basic Newton point v. Let b, be a fundamental alcove.
a) (G, ) admits a canonical Io(b,)-structure Zg.

b) Igg((,lj;)),(lo(bu),bua*) is representable by a finite étale cover over S.

Proof. a) By proposition it suffices to show that the local G-shtuka is strongly completely slope
divisible, i.e. admits a trivialization after a fpqc-cover. Assume wlog. that ¢ = LTG is trivial.
We first prove that (G, ¢®) admits such a cover, where s is the integer defined by the complete slope
division. (G, ¢*) satisfies the properties of the previous proposition (using the ¢°-Frobenius for o),
hence admits finite étale covers by Igusa varieties. As they parameterize isomorphisms Gg — LTG/Ky

. ~ o o 1 K, . . .
respecting ¢®, their inverse limit S = @d Ig(g(fw),(L+G,(b,a*)s)s parameterizes honest isomorphisms

(G,9°) = (LG, (b,6*)*)s. It is a pro-finite étale cover, hence fpqc.

Call the universal isomorphism « : (G,¢%)g — (LG, (byo*)*)s. Then apo*a™! : o*LTG — LTG
satisfies by construction (apo*a=1)* = (b,0*)°. However the elements b’ € L*G satisfying (b'o*)* =
(b,0*)* are discrete, because they satisfy v'o*(b,0*)* = (b'o*)*T1 = (b,0*)% - o*T1V'. In particular
the locus S° in S where o defines an isomorphism (G,¢) — (L*G,b,0*) is open and closed in S.
In particular SO is still fpqc over S. It remains to see surjectivity of S° — S. But over geometric
points, there exists some isomorphism « : (G,p) — (L1TG,b,0*), giving a point in S by its moduli
interpretation, which then lies in the subset S°.

This proves the existence of a canonical Iy(b, )-structure Zy on (G, p).

b) We proceed in a very similar way: There is a canonical embedding

I4(by) d K
8(Zo.). (To(bu)boo) © 150M(Z0: Lo(by)) X1somi(6,L+G) 18(g e (Lt G (byo))s -
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On the first factor it forgets the compatibility with ¢, and on the second factor it forgets the compatibility
with the Iy(b,)-structures and remembers only the compatibility with ¢°. We claim that this is a
closed immersion. Indeed locally the right-hand side is given by {g € Io(b,)/I4(b,) | (gpo*g™1)* €
Ka(b,0*)*K,}, while the left-hand side is {g € Io(b,)/14(b,) | gpo*g=t € I4(b,)b,I4(b,)}. But the
double coset I(b, )b, 14(b,) is closed in Ly (K4 (b,0*)* - K4), where Ly : LYG — LTG, g — (go*)*. So

the Igusa variety Igg%[(fj;m To(by),buo) is indeed representable as a closed immersion in the fiber product
above.

The proof that it is finite étale is verbatim the same as in the previous proposition. (]

4.6 General Igusa varieties over perfect central leaves

Unfortunately Igusa varieties over non-basic central leaves do not exist as finite étale covers, as the
existence of such Igusa varieties implies the triviality of any deformation of the associated local G-
shtukas. However this problem vanishes over perfect base schemes, because there the local G-shtuka is
induced from a basic local M-shtuka for some Levi subgroup M, as shown in proposition This
allows us to define Igusa varieties over the perfection of arbitrary central leaves in theorem

Lemma 4.6.1. Let (G, ) be a completely slope divisible local G-shtuka over a quasi-compact scheme
S, with constant Newton point v. Denote its basic constituent by (M, ). Then for all d > 0 there
exists some Ng > 0 such that there is a Kg-truncated isomorphism

oq U*Nd(g,go) — U*Nd(/\/l,goM).

Here 0*Na (M, pr) denotes the local G-shtuka with Lt G-torsor o*Ne M xIIL M [ +G and the Frobenius-
isomorphism induced by o*Nippg 1 o NFLLM — o*Na L M.

Proof. Using the canonical L P-structure on completely slope divisible local G-shtukas, it suffices to
prove the statement only for local P-shtukas (P, ¢). So choose a trivialization (P, ) = (L1 P, ) over
some étale cover. Then prq € LM and by construction ¢ - @H € LR, P lies in the unipotent radical.
We claim that for sufficiently large N, 2=V ”Qp(pijN v lies in LR, (P) N K,. Tt suffices to check this
on root subgroups U, € P. There conjugation with z v equals multiplication with z<°‘7*”/>, where
(o, —v') > 0. Hence any element in LU, can be conjugated by =N into LU, N K, for sufficiently
large N.

Moreover z_N”/gotpjwlzN”/ = z_N”/gozN”/ . gojwl, because @Xj lies in LM, which is the centralizer of v/.
So the claim above implies that id : (P, z=NV" pzNV"") = (M, o) is a Kg-truncated isomorphism.

But then we can just set Ny = N - s and define aq4 as

N _ —Nv/ Ns __ _Ny T Nv/ —Ns .
Qg : 0 Nd(,PaSa) i—‘P_> (P,Z N SDZN ) Z—) (MWOM) iﬂ% o Nd(MasaM>
because 2=V s is an isomorphism and so are its component (z=NY V), = zN”/gpj_\/le. As our
definition of arg does not depend on choices made locally, i.e. only on the choice of Ny, all these oy glue
together to a K4-truncated isomorphism already over S. O

Remark 4.6.2. Analogous to [Man04, lemma 4.1], the constant N4 can be made explicit, though we
will never need this. In fact, if the local G-shtuka is bounded by some u, then Ny can be chosen to
depend only on d and p.

Lemma 4.6.3. The Ky-truncated isomorphisms aq defined in the previous lemma do not depend on
the choice of Ny in the following sense: The two Kg-truncated isomorphisms

O'*SOéd _ (ZNU/SQJ_\/[NS) ° (ZfNV'cpNS) . O'*(NJrl)S(g,QD) RN O'*(NJrl)S(M,QDM)

and
o) = (Z(N-i-l)u'(p/*\/ENJrl)S) o (z—(N-i-l)l//SD(N'i‘l)s) . U*(N+1)s(g, 0) — U*(N+1)S(M, om)

coincide.
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Proof. Using that z¥" commutes with Y M, one computes:
L(N+1)/ —(N+1)s) (Zf(NH)V’(P(NH)S) o (ZfNu’sz)_l o (ZNU’ st)_l

agoo*ay ( Pm
(Z(N—i-l)u N+1)s) (z—(N+1)u (psZNu ) (zNV/(pXANS)_l

_ zNI// ) (Z (‘0 ) o (Z_(N—‘rl)y/(‘DSZNV/) ° (ZNVISD.XANS)7
, -1
_ (ZNU 90/—\/[Ns) ° (Z (p_s(pSZNU) (ZNU 90/—\/[Ns)
But ¢ {¢°® is an element in LT R, P, so after conjugation with 2V * one obtains an element in K. Then
further conjugation with the isomorphism 2= ”/@XAN * preserves this property. Hence o/, o U*Sa;1 is the
identity in the category of Kg-truncated isomorphisms, i.e. &} = c*°aq (I

Definition 4.6.4. A scheme S over F, is perfect, if the absolute Frobenius is surjective on S. The
perfection S* of a scheme S over F, is given by @G S.

Remark 4.6.5. Basic properties of the perfection functor are given in appendix A of [Zhul4].

Proposition 4.6.6. Let (G, ) be a completely slope divisible local G-shtuka over a perfect scheme S,
with constant Newton point v. Denote its basic constituent by (M, par). Then there is a canonical
isomorphism

Q: (ga(p) - (M,(PM)-

Proof. As we are over a perfect scheme, the Frobenius defines a canonical isomorphism (G, ) =
(0*G,0*p). Thus we may consider the sequence (0* Niay)y of truncated isomorphisms from (G, @)
to (M, o), where the oy are the K -truncated isomorphisms defined in lemma .61l By lemma [£.6.3]
U*_Nd+1ad+1 coincides with 0* ¢y when both are considered as K4-truncated isomorphisms. Hence
their limit defines a honest isomorphism « : (G, ) = (M, o) as claimed. O

Proposition 4.6.7. Let (G, @) be a completely slope divisible local G-shtuka over a perfect E-scheme
S, with Newton point v. Let b, be a fundamental alcove.
a) (g <p) admits a canonical Iy(b,)-structure Iy.

b)Ig Io ), (To(b) by is representable by a finite étale cover of S.

Proof. Over the perfect scheme S, choose an isomorphism (G, ¢) = (M, o) to its basic constituent.
Then the basic constituent can be trivialized after a pro-finite étale cover by the existence of Igusa
varieties in the basic case. Hence (G, ) is strongly completely slope divisible and by proposition
admits an Iy (b, )-structure Zp.

For the second part note that it suffices to prove this after an étale cover. By proposition[£.5.9] the Igusa
variety for the basic constituent (M, paq) defines a finite étale cover over which there exist truncated
isomorphisms (M, ) — (LT M, b,0*), respecting the Iwahori structures for M on both sides. Then

(G.¢) = (M, opm) = (LTM,by0") = (LTG,byo™)

is an I(b, )-truncated isomorphism, because I;(b,) contains the the Iwahori-type subgroup for the Levi
subgroup M. Then composition with this truncated isomorphism defines an isomorphism

I4(by) Ta(by)
8(Zo, ), (To(by ) buo™) = 18(To(be) by ), (To(by) buo™)?

where the right-hand side is representable by lemma [£.5.6l It is finite étale by the very same lemma. [J

Ta(by)
(Zo,¢),(To(by),buo
constituent. The main difficulty to prove this is to show that any I;(b,)-truncated isomorphism « of

local L*G-shtukas has a representative respecting the basic constituent, which is unique up to changes in
the Iwahori-type subgroups I4(b,;) of the Levi M. One can see this in the following way: By proposition
one may lift a after a pro-finite étale cover to an actual isomorphism. This isomorphism respects
then the basic constituent and any two such lifts differ only by an element in the Iwahori-type sungroup
of M. This defines the desired representative after a pro-finite étale cover, which by uniqueness descends
to the representative over the original basis.

Remark 4.6.8. Actually one can show that Ig o equals the Igusa varieties of the basic
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Theorem 4.6.9. The universal local G-shtuka ( Z’}fj’, gagl’f;}’) over the perfection C,(Jui)ﬁ of the central
leaf admits a canonical Io(b,)-structure T2 .

Moreover Ly, )
df d (0w,
1 =1 i )
8, U g(IgiTj%},wﬁﬂ%}’),(fo(bui)vbuia*)cg

is relatively representable by a finite étale cover OfC[(JVi)n. It is called the Igusa variety of level d associated
to the characteristic point c;.

Proof. By theorem H.3.13] the universal local G-shtuka over the central leaf C[(]Vi) is completely slope
divisible, hence the same holds after pullback to the perfection. Thus all properties follow directly from
the previous proposition. (I

Corollary 4.6.10. There exists a finite étale cover Iggi,U over C((]Ui), whose perfection is Iggf,U.

Proof. This follows immediately from the general result [Zhul4l proposition A.4] on perfections. O

Warning 4.6.11. Igi_ﬁU has no longer any moduli description. In particular it does not represent
La(by)-truncated isomorphisms (2", 047 ) — (Io(bu,), by, 0%)c,, over the central leaf.

Lemma 4.6.12. Let Ly, : Io(by,) = Io(bu,), g — qbbzl(g_l) -g. Then for every d > 0 the short ezact
sequence of linear algebraic groups over E

0— Id(bl/i)/ld-i-l(bw) - IO(bVi)/Id-i-l(bw) - IO(bVi)/Id(bVi) —0

induces a short exact sequence of finite group schemes over Spec B
0 — ker(Ly,, only(by;)/Ia+1(by;)) — ker(Ley,, onlo(by,)/La+1(by,)) — ker(Ly, onlo(by,)/Ia(by,)) — 0.

Proof. The assertion follows directly from the snake lemma using the surjectivity of Ly, on the group
I4(by,)/Iq4+1(by,). For this note that while the category of all group schemes is not abelian, the proof of
the snake lemma still works in this situation by normality of the subgroups in consideration. (]

Proposition 4.6.13. For every d > 0 the canonical morphism

d+1 d
Igci'Uﬁ — IgcfﬁU

is a finite étale cover with Galois group ker(Ly, on Iq(by,)/lit+1(by,))-

Proof. Any I11(b,,)-truncated isomorphism defines an I(b,,)-truncated isomorphism: View it as a

morphism between Iy(b,,)/Ii+1(by,)-torsors and take the induced morphism between Iy(b,,)/I4(by,)-
torsors. This defines a canonical morphism

Iggjéﬁ - Iggf,U :
This morphism is compatible with the projection to the central leaf, which is finite étale by theorem [£.6.9
Hence the morphism between Igusa varieties is finite étale as well and it suffices to check surjectivity.
As all stacks are reduced, we may do so over geometric points of C,ﬁJ. There both local G,,-shtukas are
trivialized and by lemma[L5.6lthe Igusa varieties are given by ker(Ly, on Io(by,)/Ia+1(by,)) respectively
ker(Lp,, on Io(by,)/la(by,). Hence the transition map is surjective by the previous lemma. From there
we get the description of the Galois-group as well. O

Thus we get a tower (Igiﬁ ) of Igusa varieties with finite étale transition maps. In particular InguU =

l'gl 4 IggfﬁU exists as a DM-stack, although not of finite type over C(in)n.

Proposition 4.6.14. IgziuU 1s the moduli space representing the functor

S+ {isomorphisms « : ( ;”f]”, @ZJ’}}’) X owos S — (L*G,,,b,,0*) xg S}

on the category of schemes S over C(in)u.
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Proof. In other words, we have to check that on schemes S over C(in)n

of isomorphisms defined in the statement.

Assume we have an isomorphism a : (GEf, @) % clot S — (LTG,,,by,0%) xg S. Then by remark

MZAT0, it respects the Iy(b,,)-structures on both sides and hence gives for each d > 0 an I4(b,,)-

g;gb:;u) D). To(bu) a*)(S) = Igg‘vi v(S). Obviously they define a point
U v; )Yv; 7

c; U

) IggiﬁU(S ) identifies with the set

truncated isomorphism a4 € Ig

. . d
in Ig2%%,(S) = lim | 1% ,(9)
Conversely assume we are given an element in Ig;’iﬁU(S ), i.e. a system of I4(b,,)-truncated isomorphisms

ag. We first claim that these glue to a morphism between LTG.,-torsors: By definition of truncated
isomorphisms we may view

ag € Tsom (T X wor 8) x 100 To(by,) [ Ta(by,), To(by,) /Ta(by,) X2 S)
U

as an isomorphism between Iy(b,,)/I4(b,,)-torsors. To describe the gluing procedure precisely, note that
ag also gives an isomorphism between IO( v )/ Kg-torsors and then on induced LTG., /K 4-torsors:

aa: (G % e S) x LG LG, Ky — LY Ge, [ Kg Xz, S.

This can be viewed as an isomorphism of corresponding G.,-torsors over S x g Spec E[[z]]/(2%). There it
is obvious that they glue to a morphism of G-torsors as = lim aq over S x 5 Spf E[[2]]. But translating
backwards, this is nothing else than a map

[O% gg:gj Xcgi)u S — LJFGCI. XIFq S.

Next we check compatibility with Frobenius-isomorphisms: By assumption (together with remark
5 451)) there is for each d a pro-étale cover S, — S such that

univ

s et 0 oo € La(by,)(Sg) - bu, o™ - La(by,)(Sg)

using . as a representative of ay. But by lemma [£5.5] this holds already for S, = S. Thus using

ﬂ Id(bul)(s) : bl’iU* Id(blh)(s) = ﬂ bl’iJ* Id(bvl)(s) - bl’iJ*

d>0 d>0

univ

we get indeed a ! - el - 0 Qoo = by, 0. O

Definition 4.6.15. Fiz for every characteristic place c¢; a positive integer d;. Then the global Iqusa
variety s

(d )ﬁ d1f

d d’ﬂ
ng U C("l)u Igcj,ﬁU Xc(ui)ﬁ . Xc(ui)u Igcn,ﬁU
As a direct consequence of the statements above, Ig(d — Cyy (% 5 a finite étale cover. Furthermore
the limit for growing tuples (d;) represents the functor

( univ univ )

ci, U »Pe;,U Vi) S — (L+Gci’bViU*) XE S}

S +— {for each ¢; an isomorphism «; : X ot
U

on the category of schemes over C[(]Vi)ﬁ.

5 A covering of the Newton strata

We construct now a finite morphism

i,0i d; v;
4 [T MG Tl — Ve

which turns into an étale morphism when restricted to an open subset of the source. Here M<“ .04t

are perfections of closed subsets of (reduced subschemes underlying) Rapoport-Zink spaces and Ig(d %
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is the global Igusa variety defined in

We briefly review the main idea behind this construction:

Points in the global Igusa variety come automatically with a global G-shtuka (¢, p, ). This global
G-shtuka will be modified at each characteristic place ¢;: A lift of the truncated isomorphism coming
from the Igusa variety and the quasi-isogeny defined by the Rapoport-Zink space gives a quasi-isogeny
starting with the associated local G-shtuka £.,(¢,¢). This allows us to change the global G-shtuka
by keeping all the structure away from c¢; the same and replacing it at a formal neighborhood of ¢;
according to the quasi-isogeny. This defines a new global G-shtuka, giving the image point in /\/,(JVI)ti
In section [B.I] we present the general construction of the modification of global G-shtukas. This relies
heavily on the work of Hartl and Rad [AH14a], who call the resulting morphism (in a slightly different
setup) the uniformization morphism. In section we apply this construction in our setting to get the
morphism above by checking that it is indeed well-defined.

Following the approach of Mantovan in the case of mixed characteristic, we show that 74, is quasi-finite
in proposition 5.3 12 and satisfies the valuation criterion for properness in proposition 5.4l This almost
implies theorem (5.5, stating that m(4,) is a finite morphism and (for sufficiently large 6;) surjective.
Moreover we show that restricting m4,) to an open subspace of the source turns it into an étale morphism

T(d,)-

5.1 The uniformization morphism

In this section we define the uniformization morphism: Let (for simplicity during this introduction)
(%, w0, %0) € Vf;)/H}J(C, G)(Sp) be a global G-shtuka over an F-scheme Sy with characteristic places
(¢;) and bounded by p = (1;);. Let (Ge,, pe;) = L, (%, ¢o) be the associated local G-shtukas. Assume
that they are constant and equal to a decent local G-shtuka, i.e. that we are given an identification
(Geis ;) = (LTGe, gy be,0%) sy, with (LT G, g, be,0) being a decent local G-shtuka over Spec E as in
definition Then one has a canonical morphism of DM-stacks over Spec E

So X5 Hi M;“ — VEHL(C,G)

where My =M is the reduced fiber of the formal scheme My ZHi(e.f. Z5A).

This morphlsm was first constructed in [AHI14al section 5] (although only in the case where the global
G-shtuka is constant on Sp) by changing (Go, ¢0,%0) at every characteristic place according to the
respective point in M’ S . Unfortunately we were not able to understand either the descent argument

in lemma [AHI4al, 4. 23] (c.f. [E141)) or the one in their key lemma [AHI4al 5.1]. So let us provide more
elaborate arguments, following the very same approach.
Note that the construction below is given for any global G-shtuka (%, @0, ¥o) with characteristic places
only in a formal neighborhood of the (¢;). As the results of this section are only needed in full generality
in the next section [6 the reader may wish to stick to the situation considered in this introduction and
ignore the slight variation of characteristic places during a first read.
As the construction is not restricted to characteristic places, let us fix any place v € C with residue field
x(v), though in applications it is one of the ¢;. Let A = k(v)[[2]] be the ring of integral adeles at v,
A, = k(v)((2)) its quotient field and G, = Resﬁ(v)/]p (G) Moreover fix a local coordinate ¢ at the place
v and consider the category Nilpgj). Our first aim is to identify certain classes of local G,-shtukas
with certain pairs consisting of a G-torsor over Spec A® and a Frobenius-isomorphism on the generic
fiber.

Definition 5.1.1. Let R be an E|[¢]]-algebra with ¢ locally nilpotent. A torsor (for some group) over
a (formal) scheme S over Spec R is called nice if it trivializes over a finite étale cover of S coming by
base change from a finite étale cover of Spec R.

A local G, -shtuka over Spec R is called nice, if the underlying LG, -torsor is nice.

Remark 5.1.2. Here is the reason why nice torsors are helpful in the study of arbitrary global G-
shtukas: If ¢ is a G-torsor over C' xp, S, then there is exists a Zariski-open cover {V;}; of S such that
9 |cxs v; 18 nice in the formal neighborhood of the fixed place v. This will be shown in lemma
and In particular any local shtuka associated to a global G-shtuka is Zariski-locally nice.
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Lemma 5.1.3. Let R be an E[[(]]-algebra with ¢ locally nilpotent. Then we have equivalences of
categories

a)

{nice L*G,-torsors over Spec R} = {nice formal G-torsors over Spf (R@)Fqu,m)}
2 {nice G-torsors over Spec (R@)Fq Aintyy

where the morphisms are bijective morphisms which are equivariant for the respective group action.

b)

{nice LG,-torsors over Spec R} 2 {nice G-torsors over Spec (R®r,A,)}

where the morphisms are isomorphisms of the respective torsors.
If Ry — Ry is a morphism of E|[[]]-algebras, then all equivalences above commute with taking pullbacks
of the torsors along the induced morphism on the base schemes.

Proof. a) We have already seen in lemma [3.2.Th) that L*G,-torsors over Spec R correspond to LTG-
torsors over Spec (R ®r, £(v)). In [HVII, proposition 2.2 a)] a bijection was constructed between LT G-
torsors over S = Spec (R ®g, £(v)) and formal G-torsors over Spf (R ®r, £(v))[[z]] = Spf (R®r,A™)
which trivialize over an étale cover induced by an étale cover of S. This construction obviously restricts
to a bijection between nice torsors on both sides. Furthermore one can easily see, that the construction
in [HVI1I] extends to morphisms and hence indeed defines the equivalence of categories on the left-hand
side.

Let us now tackle the second comparison: As R®r, A" = (R ®p, k(c;))[[2] we may replace R by the
finite étale algebra R®r, £(c;) and hence reduce to G-torsors over Spf R[[z]] and Spec R[[z]]. Now giving
a nice G-torsor over Spf R[[z]] is the same as giving a finite étale cover Spf R'[[z]] — Spf R[[z]] coming
from an étale morphism R — R’ and a descent datum

h € lim G(R'[[2]]/(z") ®@gyapzm) R[[211/(2") = G(im R'[[2]]/(2") @Rz emy R[]/ ("))
= G(R'[[z]|@ gy R'[[2]])

for the trivial G-torsor on Spf R'[[z]] (see also [HV11l proof of proposition 2.2 a)]). By finiteness of the
cover we may view h € G(R'[[z]] ® gz R'[[2]]) and get therefore a unique descent datum for the trivial
G-torsor on the finite étale cover Spec R'[[z]] — Spec R[[z]]. But this determines a unique object in the
category on the right-hand side. Note that this construction does not depend on the actual choice of
the finite étale cover. Thus this defines an essential bijection between the objects in both categories.
Consider now an isomorphism « : G — G between nice formal G-shtukas. If they trivialize over
Spf R'[[z]] — Spf R[[2]] with descent data given by hq, hy € G(R'[[2]]|®@ g2 R'[[2]]) then « can be repre-
sented by a unique element g € G(R'[[2]]) satisfying pri(g) = hy " - pra(g) - ha where pr; : G(R'[[2]]) —
G(R'[[2]]® (2 R'[[2]]) is given by the inclusion of R'[[z]] in the ith factor. But the same data determines
morphisms between the associated nice G-torsors over Spec R[[z]], with the only difference that we now
consider pri(g) = hy ' - pra(g) - h1 as an equality in G(R'[[2]] ® Rz R'[[2]]). Hence we get a canonical
bijection between the sets of morphisms.

b) Let R — R’ be a finite étale morphism. Then LG-torsors over Spec R which trivialize over Spec R’
are given by a descent datum in G((R' ®g R')((2))). On the other hand G-torsors over Spec R((z))
trivializing over Spec R'((z)) are given by a descent datum in G(R'((2)) ®pr((=)) R'((2))). But by finite-
ness of R', there is a canonical isomorphism (R’ ®r R')((2)) = R'((2)) ®g((z)) '((2)). Therefore we
have a bijection between the objects on both sides. For morphisms a very similar argument as in part
a) works.

For the compatibility with pull-backs, note first that if a LG, -torsor over Spec R; trivializes over a
finite étale cover Spec R} — Spec R, then its pullback to Spec Ry trivializes over the finite étale cover
Spec Ry ®g, R] — Spec Ry. The same holds for G-torsors over Spec (R@Fqu}"t). Hence the compati-
bility of the constructions above and the pullback functor follows from the obvious facts that it holds
for trivial torsors and that the descent datum for the pullback to Ry coincides with the pullback of the
descent datum for the torsor over R;. O

Remark 5.1.4. i) The functor from nice G-torsors over Spec (R@Fqu}"t) to nice formal G-torsors over
Spf (R@Fqu)”t) is in fact the pullback functor. As pulling back is not restricted to nice G-torsors one
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may ask, whether this defines an equivalence of categories

{formal G-torsors over Spf R[[2]]} = {G-torsors over Spec R[[2]]}

(assuming for simplicity x(v) = Fy). Nevertheless we were not able to prove this due to two problems:
@) The functor ®p,F,[[2] associating to R the ring R[[2]] does not commute with localizations. In
particular assume we have a G-torsor G over Spf R[[z]] and an open formal subscheme Spf R[f~!][[2]] (for
some f € R) such that G restricts to a nice G-torsor over Spf R[f ~!][[z]]. Then applying the equivalence
above gives a G-torsor over Spec R[f~1][[z]]. But this is not an open subscheme of Spec R[[]] and hence
we may not glue such G-torsors.

B) Assume there is a functor {formal G-torsors over Spf R][[z]]} — {G-torsors over Spec R[[z]]} which
commutes with pullbacks to Spf R[f~!][[2]] resp. Spec R[f~!][[2]] for any f € R. Then any G-torsor
in the image has the property that there is a set of elements {f;}; € R such that the morphisms
Spec R[f;'][[z]] — Spec R][[z]] are jointly surjective and the pullback to each Spec R[f; '][[2]] is nice.
But it is not known to us, whether every G-torsor over Spec R|[z]] has this property. Nevertheless note
the partial result below.

ii) The lemma implies, that we have a bijection between nice LT G-torsors over Spf R|[[t]] and nice Lt G-
torsors over Spec R|[[t]]. To see this view the Lt G-torsors on both sides as an injective limit of G-torsors
over Spf (R[[z]]/(2™))[[t] respectively Spec (R[[z]]/(z™))[[t]] and use the correspondence above. As in
[HV11l, proposition 3.16] this induces an equivalence of categories

{nice formal local G-shtukas over Spf R[[t]] bounded by p} =2
= {nice local G-shtukas over Spec R[[t]] bounded by '}

where 4 is as usual a I'-invariant dominant cocharacter. Nevertheless the same problems as stated in
part i) of this remark refrain us from omitting the condition ‘nice’. Therefore we do not know that
[HV1Il proposition 3.16] as stated there is actually correct, although this seems likely.

Definition 5.1.5. a) Let R be an E[[(]]-algebra with ¢ locally nilpotent. A semi-local G, -shtuka over
R is a pair (G, ) consisting of a G-torsor G over Spec (R@Fqu,”t) and a G-equivariant morphism
¢ : 0*Gl,, = G|, over the generic fiber n = Spec (R@Fqu).

b) A semi-local G, -shtuka is called nice if the underlying G-torsor is nice.

Remark 5.1.6. i) Note that the notion of a (nice) semi-local G-shtuka behaves very badly, e.g. one
cannot glue semi-local G-shtukas over an open cover of Spec R.

ii) Pulling back global G-shtukas via the map Spec (R®r,A") — C xp, Spec R defines a semi-local
G,-shtuka. Here we use the pullback along Spec (R®r,A,) — (C'\ {¢;}:) xr, Spec R to get the local
Frobenius-morphism.

Proposition 5.1.7. Let R be an E-algebra. Then we have an equivalence of categories
{nice local G,-shtukas over Spec R} = {nice semi-local G,-shtukas over R}

Furthermore it commutes with taking the pullback along Spec Ry — Spec Ra respectively Spec Ry[[z]] —
Spec Ry|[[z]] for any morphism Ry — Ry of E-algebras.

Proof. We have already seen this on the level of torsors. Next note that a LG, -torsor over an affine base
Spec R is nothing else than a G,-torsor over Spec (R@Fqu). Furthermore associating the LG, -torsor to
a nice L*TG,-torsor over Spec R corresponds exactly to restricting a G,,-torsor over Spec (R@Fq Alnt) to
its generic fiber. As these identifications were given by equivalences of categories, this defines a bijection
between the set of possible Frobenius-isomorphisms on both sides. In other words, we have a bijection
between nice local G,-shtukas over Spec R and nice semi-local G,-shtukas over R.

That the morphism sets coincide follows in a very similar way after noticing that the compatibility
conditions with the Frobenius-morphism coincide on both sides.

The compatibility with taking pullbacks follows from the corresponding statement in the previous
lemma. (|
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Remark 5.1.8. The bijection of nice LG,,-torsors over Spec R and nice G,,-torsors over Spec (R@FQAU)
was only used for convenience. In fact we may pass to some trivializing étale cover, where the bijection
on Frobenius-isomorphisms is clear. Then one easily checks that this bijection preserves the property
to commute with the descent data, which induces the bijection already over R.

Notation 5.1.9. From now on fix n distinct E-valued points c¢; on the curve C together with local
coordinates (;. Let Nilpgyc,,...c.) be the category of schemes S over Spf E[[C1, ..., (a]], such that the
ideal (C1,...,Cn) is locally nilpotent on S. FEquivalently it is the category of schemes S over C™ \ A,
that factor over the formal completion of C™ \ A along (¢;);. We automatically consider schemes S €
Nilpgjic,,...c.)) as elements of Nilpgy,) via the canonical projection Spf E[[Cy, . . ., (]l — Spf E[[¢5]].
Define for any scheme S respectively affine scheme Spec R in Nilpgc,....c.) the categories

.....

V(enHy (C,G)(S) with objects global G-shtukas with U-level structure, whose characteristic places are
given by the projections of S — C™\ A to the various components C. Hence V (zyH{,(C,G)(S)
can be identified with the fiber of the stack V,H};(C,G) = C™\ A over S.

V&i)’H%](C’, G)(S) similarly as V&, 1 (C,G)(S), but for bounded global G-shtukas.

VienHy (V,G)(S) with the very same definition as for the category V(z,H{ (C,G)(S), but C now

replaced by an open subscheme V- C C. This requires U C G(A?t(q)), where Ai?t(c"') is the ring
of integral adeles of V '\ {¢;}; and the condition on the compatibility of characteristic places with
S only applies to places c;, that actually lie inside V.

SemiShthj (Spec R) the category of semi-local G.,-shtukas over R.

QSemiShtGCj(Spec R) with objects (G, ) consisting of a G.,-torsor G over Spec R((z)) and an iso-
morphism ¢ : "G — G.

Shthj (S) the category of local G.,-shtukas over S.

QShtGCj (S) with objects (LG, ) consisting of a LG.,-torsor LG over S and an isomorphism ¢ :
o*LG — LG.

In all cases the morphisms are given by quasi-isogenies.

Proposition 5.1.10. Fir one of the characteristic places c; as above and let Spec R € Nilpgj,,....c,]
be an affine scheme. Then there is a fiber product diagram of categories

V(éi)HlU(C, G)(Spec R) —— V(éi)#jHlU(C \ {¢;}, G)(Spec R)

l |

SemiShig,, (Spec R) ——— QSemiShig,, (Spec R)

where the vertical functors are given by pulling back objects and morphisms on a formal neighborhood
the jth characteristic place and the horizontal functors are given by restriction to the open subset where
c; 1is missing. Moreover the fiber product diagram is natural in R.

Proof. As already mentioned, we get a canonical morphism Spec R — C™ \ A 23y C. We denote the
image of its graph morphism by Z C C xp, Spec R and the formal completion of C' xp, Spec % along

Z by Z. Then Spec (R@FqA?j”) is isomorphic to Z and the vertical morphism on the left is just the
restriction to Z. Furthermore (C'\ {¢j}) xr, Spec R identifies with (C' xr, Spec R) \ Z, because the jth
characteristic place varies only in a formal neighborhood.

Hence by [BL95] (or even earlier [FR70l proposition 4.2]) we have a fiber product diagram of categories
of quasi-coherent sheaves

QCoh(C xF, Spec R) QCoh((C\ {c;}) xr, Spec R)

l |

QCoh(Spec (R&g, Ai)) ———= QCoh(Spec (RPr, Ac,))
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which is natural in R.

Assume now ¥° is a G-torsor on (C'\ {¢;}) xr, Spec R, G is a G-torsor on Spec (R@FqA?}t) and « :
go|spec(R®Fchj) — g|spec(R®Fq Ac) is an isomorphisms between their restrictions to Spec (R®p, A, ).
Let ¢ be the quasi-coherent sheaf obtained by gluing ¢° and G along «. Then the G-actions on ¢° and
G glue to a G-actionon ¢. As ((C'\{¢;}) xr, Spec R) [ Spec (R@Fin’;t) — C'xy,Spec R is a fpqc-cover,
this G-bundle ¢ is in fact a G-torsor for the fpge-topology (and hence for the étale topology). Thus we
have a fiber product diagram

{G-torsors on C' xp, Spec R} {G-torsors on (C'\ {¢;}) xr, Spec R}

| |

{G-torsors on Spec (R@FqA?j’t)} {G-torsors on Spec (R®r,A,)}

Choose now elements (4°,¢°,¢°) € Vs, H;(C \ {¢;},G)(Spec R), (G,¢) € SemiShtc,, (Spec R)
and an isomorphism « : g'SpeC (R®x,Ac,) — ngpec(R®Fch.) compatible with the isomorphisms ¢° and
@. We have to show that these objects define a unique global G-shtuka. We already know that ¢° and
G glue to a unique G-torsor ¢4 over C' xp, Spec R. For the Frobenius-isomorphism notice that the one
in (G,p) € SemiShtGCj(Spec R) is already determined by its image in QSemiShtgcj(Spec R). Thus
simply setting
@ =¢° 1 0G| (Cxe,Spec RNZ = D](Cxz,Spec R)\Z

(using the canonical g|(CXFq Spec R)\Z = %°|(CXFQ Spec R)\z) defines a Frobenius-morphism which restricts
to the given ¢ on the generic fiber of the formal neighborhood of ¢; (at least after applying the canonical
identification «). The U-level structure ¢° gives a U-level structure ) = ¢° on ¢ as ¢ coincides with
%° on the formal neighborhood of the support of U.

Hence we have indeed the stated fiber product diagram. (I

Theorem 5.1.11. For every S € Nilpgjy,,...c,) there is a canonical fiber product diagram of categories

v(éi)Hllj(Ca G) (S) - v(éi)isé"Hllj(C \ {Cj}a G) (S)

EL Lg
J J

Shi,, () QShtg,, (S)

It is natural in S.

Proof. We construct a functor
Ve Mo (C\ {ej}, G)(S) Xashte,, (5) Shta., (8) — Ve Hy(C.G)(S)

which is an inverse to the obvious functor in the other direction.

For this consider any elements (4°,¢°,¢°) € Vig,,Hy(C\ {¢;},G)(S), (G,¢) € Shtg,,(S) and an
isomorphism « : £.,(9°) — LG compatible with the isomorphisms ¢° and ¢. Choose now a basis
for the topology B of affine open subschemes of S such that for any W € B the torsor G|y is nice
(with respect to the base scheme W). Counsider now any such W = Spec R € 9B. By proposition 517
(G, ) defines a unique element (G',¢’) in SemiShig,, (Spec R) and « defines a unique isomorphism

a’: go|SpeC (R®s, Ain?) — gI|Spec (R®s, Alnt)" Thus the triple ((G°,¢°,9°),(G",¢'),a’) defines a uniquely
) i

determined global G-shtuka (4w, Yw, pw) € Vo, H{;(C, G)(W) by proposition 5110

If Wo C Wj is an inclusion of elements in 9B then (%, ow,y, Yw,)|lw, and (Gw,, ews, Yw,) de-
fine the same elements in Vg, 1 (C\ {¢;},G)(W2) and SemiShtg, (W2) (using the compatibility
with pullbacks in EIT), hence there is a uniquely determined isomorphisms (G, , ow,, Yw,)|w, =
(Gw, s ows, Yw,). Thus we may glue the global G-shtukas (4w, ow, ¥w )wes to a global G-shtuka
(4, ¢,1) € Ve Hy (C,G)(S). Tt is clear that this construction does not depend on the choice of the
basis ‘B.
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It remains to be shown, that these functors are inverses. If one starts with an element in the fiber
product and takes the image in Vs, H{,(C, G)(S), then it is obvious from the construction that the
restriction to (C'\ {¢;}) xr, S gives back the original element in V(¢,).., H{; (C'\ {¢;}, G)(S). We have
to see that £, returns the original local ch—shtuka as well. This can be done locally on the elements
W = Spec R € B. There proposition 5.I.10 and proposition 5. 1.7 imply that we may obtain the original
local G,-shtuka via

VienHy(C,G)(W) — SemiShtg, (W) = Shig, (W)

where the first functor is the pullback to Spec (RQFQ Spec AZ’]”) and the second functor consists of pulling

further back to the formal completion of Spec (RQFQ Spec AZ’]”) and translation from G-torsors to L*GC].—
torsors. But this is by construction nothing else than the functor £.;.

Conversely start with a global G-shtuka (%, @0, %0) € Vs, Hy (C, G)(S) with restriction (4°,¢°,¢4°) €
Ve, Hi(C \ {¢j}, G)(S) and associated local G.;-shtuka (G,¢). Let (¢, p,1) be the global G-
shtuka obtained from gluing (¢4°, ¢°,¢°) and (G, ). By the following lemma one can choose
a basis of the topology B of affine open subschemes of S such that the restriction of (Go, %o, o) to
Spec (R®Fin?t) is nice for every element Spec R € *B. Consider now one such element Spec R €
8. Then by choice on Spec R there is a canonical isomorphism between the semi-local G-shtukas
(Go, o, 900)|Spec(R®FqA};;?t) and the one associated to the nice local G,-shtuka (G, ¢)|spec r- This gives

a canonical isomorphism (%, 800a7/10>|0x?q SpecR =2 (g7§0;w)|CX?quecR- As they are compatible with
restrictions to other subschemes in B, they glue to an isomorphism (%, @0, %0) = (¥, ¢, ).

The same construction can be done for morphisms in the respective categories, i.e. for quasi-isogenies
of global respective local G-shtukas. O

Lemma 5.1.12. Let R be a Fy-algebra.
a) The pullback along Spec R = Spec R[[2]]/(z) — Spec R[[z]] gives an isomorphism

71 (Spec R][z]]) = 71 (Spec R)

b) Any G-torsor G over Spec (R®r, k(c;)[[2]]) which admits a trivialization after a finite étale cover,
also admits one induced from a finite étale cover of R.

Proof. a) This is surely well-known, though we were not able to find a reference. Surjectivity is ob-
vious as the inverse map associates to every finite étale morphism R — R the finite étale morphism
R[[z]] = Ri[[z]].

Conversely let R[[z]] — R’ be any finite étale morphism and define R, = R[[2]]/(2") and R), =
R' @p(z)) Ry for every n > 1. We have to show that R’ = Rj[[z]]. But by [SGAI IX, proposi-
tion 1.7] 71 (Spec R,,) = m1(Spec R). Applied to the finite étale map R, — R, we get isomorphisms
R, = R, ®g R, for each n, where R; ,, is finite étale over R. Then R, ., ®r R, = R, | @R, ,, Rn =
R, = Rj,, ®r R, and all rings Ry, are isomorphic to the pullback R} = Rj;. Then we have an
isomorphism of R-algebras

R =lim R}, = lm(R} ©g R,) = R @ lim R, = R; @ R[[2]

using that R’ equals its z-adic completion as it is finitely presented over R][z]]. Note that in our case
the inverse limit does commute with the tensor product, because R} is finite over R and hence both
sides equal RN (as R-modules).

b) The G-torsor G corresponds to a G,-torsor over R[[z]] and any trivializing cover of R[[z]] for the
G.,-torsor gives also a trivializing cover for G. But by part a) any finite étale cover of R[[z]] comes from
a finite étale extension of R. d

Lemma 5.1.13. Let Spec A be an affine curve over F, with a regular point v. Fiz a local coordinate
¢ of Spec A at v and an E[[(]]-algebra R with ¢ locally nilpotent in R. Denote the completion of
Spec A xg, Spec R along {v} xr, Spec R by (Spec A xg, Spec R)"".

Then for any G-torsor ¢ on Spec A Xg, Spec R and any point x € Spec R there is an open neighborhood
x € Spec Ry C Spec R such that the pullback of 4 to (Spec A xr, Spec Ro)"" is nice with respect to
Spec Ry, i.e. trivializes over a finite étale cover coming from one over Spec Ry.
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Remark 5.1.14. Note that (Spec Axr, Spec R)"" equals the completion along the graph of the canonical
morphism Spec R — A as constructed at the beginning of the proof of proposition EIT.I0

Proof. We may choose an open subset U C Spec R xg, Spec A containing the point (z,v) and a finite
étale cover U’ — U such that ¢ trivializes over U’. We may assume wlog. that U is of the form D(f)
for some element f € A®p, R. By restricting to an open subset Spec g C Spec R containing  we may
assume that
{v} xF, Spec Ry C U = D(f) C Spec A xr, Spec R.

Then f is a unit over {v} xg, Spec Ry, hence as well over the completion (Spec A xp, Spec Ro)"".
Thus the inclusion (Spec A X, Spec R)"" — Spec A xg, Spec R factors over Spec (4 @, Ro)[f!] =
U Xgpecr Spec Rg. Now we just observe that by definition the pullback of ¢ to U xgpecr Spec Rg
trivializes over the finite étale cover U’ Xgpec g Spec Ry and hence the pullback to (Spec A xr, Spec Ro)""
trivializes over the finite étale cover U’ Xgpec Axspec B (Spec A Xr, Spec Rg)"™".

Finally note that by regularity of the point v, there exists an isomorphism (Spec A xp, Spec Ry)"" =
Spec (k(v) ®F, Ro)[[2]]. Hence by lemma B.I.I2b) the trivializing cover U’ Xspec Axspec kR (SPec A X,
Spec Ry)"? already comes from a finite étale cover of Ry, hence g'(SpecAqu Spec Ro)Av 18 indeed nice. [

Remark 5.1.15. Similarly for any non-characteristic place v € C, we get a canonical fiber product
diagram of categories

V(enHi (C, G)(S) —= V(o) Hy (C\ {v}, G)(9)

2| &U

EtShtg, (S) ——————— QShte, (S)

Corollary 5.1.16. Let pu = (p;); a bound. Then for each S € Nilpgye,
product diagram of categories

¢a]) there is a canonical fiber

.....

Vi) Hu (C.G)(S) ——= VoHy (C\ {ci}i, G)(S)

| !

I1, Shtg" (S) 1, QShtc., (S)

which is natural is S.

Proof. Without the bounds, this follows from the repeated use of theorem [E.I.11] and the naturality
assertion on the base scheme. That we may restrict to bounded subsets follows directly from the
definition of a bounded global G-shtuka. O

Remark 5.1.17. i) All categories above define stacks over Spf E[[(1, ..., (n]]- The stack Véi)Hllj(C, G)
is even representable by the formal completion of VAH{,(C, G) along Vf‘c i)HlU(C, G). However the other
stacks seem not to admit any useful representablility result.

i) Note that by general nonsense (i.e. any Artin-stack given by a functor from schemes to groupoids
extends uniquely to a functor on all Artin-stacks), we still get a cartesian diagram of categories when
considering S over Spf F[[(1,...,(,]] which are only DM-stacks (or even Artin stacks). In other words,
the modification at characteristic places can be carried out even for families over DM-stacks.

Theorem 5.1.18. Let S be any DM-stack over Spf E[[(1,. .. ,(n]] such that ((1,...,¢n) is locally nilpo-

tent on S. Fiz a global G-shtuka with U-level structure (%, po,%0) € VioHE(C,G)(S). For each

characteristic place let (Ge,, pe;) = Le; (%0, v0) be the associated local G-shtukas and assume there exists

an isomorphism B; : (Ge,,¢e;) = (LT Ge, gy be,0*)s to a decent local G, -shtuka (LT Ge, g, be,0*) over

Spec E (as in definition [Z25.3).

Then one has a morphism of formal DM-stacks over Spf E[[(1,...,(n]] (depending on the choice of B3;)
S XSpf E[[C1,.Cnl] Hbe:l — Vf,:Hllj(C, G) Xom\A cn \ A( 1)1,

K2

—_— (Cl)l
where C™ \ A denotes the formal completion of C™ \ A at (¢;);-

74



Proof. Write ./\/l,i’i” = ligr M, ; for some M, ; € Nilpgje,)- By pulling back the universal object of
M, ;i to S, = S Xspt B[jc1,....col) LI; Mri € Nilpgyc,.....c,)) via the canonical projection one gets for each i
a local G,-shtuka (G, , ¢ ) over S| and a quasi-isogeny «; : (G, , ¢, ) = (LT G¢, g, bc,0%)s:. Therefore
we may consider
e The element (%, o, t0)s: € VoH{(C\ {ci}i, G)(S,.) defined by pulling back the global G-shtuka
(%0, o, o)l (c\feiyiyxe, s Via (C\A{eiti) xw, S = (C\ {ci}i) xr, S.

o (G.,.¢.) € ShtZ"(S})
o a;' 0B L. (%0, p0)s: = (LGe,, e)st — (LGe, iy be,0*) st — (LGL L) in QShtg, (S})

This defines by corollary B.I.T6 a global G-shtuka (G, 4, ¢) € Vf;)/H}J(C, G)(S)), i.e. a morphism

T

—_— (Ci)i

S XSpf B[[C1,..,Cn] HMT’i = S,l_ — VﬁfH[lJ(C, G) Xcom\A cn \ A

As these morphisms are obviously compatible for varying r, we get the desired morphism of the theorem.
O

Remark 5.1.19. This morphism automatically induces a map between the perfections, i.e.

——— (ci)if

S XS Bl[C1,.onsCall HMEM = VEH(C,G)F x(cmay C*\ A,
for perfect DM-stacks S.

5.2 Construction of the covering morphism

Recall that in section d we constructed DM-stacks Ig(Udi)'i parametrizing tuples consisting of
e a global G-shtuka (¥4, ¢, 1) whose associated local G-shtukas at the characteristic places lie in
fixed isomorphism classes,

e for each characteristic place ¢; an Iy, (by, )-truncated isomorphism ag, : £,(¢,¢) — (LG, , by, 0%)
between local G.,-shtukas with canonical Iy(b,, )-structures.

Recall furthermore that we saw already in theorem [2Z.5.4] the existence of Rapoport-Zink spaces, i.e. of
a formal scheme M;” i# parametrizing

e alocal G,,-shtuka (G/, ¢}) bounded by some p;

e together with a quasi-isogeny 3; : (G!, ¢;) = (LT G.,,b,,0%).
The underlying reduced subscheme will be denoted by M;” if Using certain closed subspaces Mi“ .04

(for finite I-invariant subsets of X.(T)gom) defined in B2Z7 we will now combine these spaces to
construct (for sufficiently large (d;)) a morphism

may s [IMES " 1 — A

3

into the corresponding Newton stratum of the special fiber of the perfection of VEAH] (C,G). Here
“sufficiently large (d;)” is meant with respect to the partial order on Z™ defined by (d;); < (d}); if and
only if d; < d} for each i.

In order to apply theorem to define 7(4,), we have to lift the truncated isomorphism on the Igusa
variety to an actual isomorphism of local G,,-shtukas. We have already seen that this can be done
after a pro-finite étale cover. Thus our main objective in this section is to see, that the image of the
uniformization morphism is independent of the choice of this lift.
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Remark 5.2.1. Until section [0l we will work only over the special fiber. So all results of the previous
section are applied only in the case (1 = ... = (, = 0. For more general versions of the morphism 74,
see sections to

Construction 5.2.2.
Let us start by defining a morphism of DM-stacks over Spec E

Moo [ [ M 5 Tgo® — N

%

(002 _ (d)s

where Ig;; L ) Ig;;
We do this by descrlblng the image of S-valued points for perfect schemes S, using the very same
construction as in theorem As we frequently use the precise definition, let us describe it again:
Pick ((G,¢}),Bi) € Mbju‘_“'ﬁ(S) (for each i) and (4,0, %), (a,;)) € Ig(ool)ﬁ(S), where we keep the
notation as above, but have actual isomorphisms teo, : £, (4, 0) — (LTG,,,b,,0*) now by 6.4l This
allows us to consider the objects

o (Y, o, 7/1)|(C\{ci}i)xk«qs € VoH{(C \ {ci}i, G)(S), where C'\ {¢;}; denotes again the open comple-
ment of all characteristic places.

o ((G1¥))i) € I1, Shtg" ()
al
e for each ¢; an isomorphism (£LG!, ©}) LN (LTGe,,b,,0%)s —= £..((9, )\ feiti)xe,s)

Thus we are in the situation of corollary and we get a global G-shtuka (g} , 97?, ) which is the
modification of (¢, , ) at the characteristic places. By construction its associated local G.,-shtuka at
a characteristic place ¢; is isomorphic to (G}, }), hence bounded by p; (by definition of the Rapoport-

Zink space). In particular (g} , QND, ¥) € XF(S). Furthermore the local G-shtukas at characteristic points

¢i of (4,p,¢) and (g} 0, 97?) are quasi-isogenous (by construction), hence both global G-shtukas lie in
the same Newton stratum, i.e. in N,(JW)(S). As S was assumed to be perfect, it lifts uniquely to a point

in /\/’g’i)ﬂ(S ). This gives the desired image of the chosen points under 7(o,)-

It remains to see that we may descend () to some finite level, at least on quasi-compact subschemes
of the source. To make this precise, 1et us introduce specific subschemes of the (reduced subscheme
underlying) Rapoport-Zink spaces MEH b, , and therefore as well of their perfections M 21t As we wish
them to cover the Rapoport-Zink space we need a weaker definition of bounds for 1oca1 G, -shtukas:

Definition 5.2.3. Let 0 C X.(T)dom @ finite T-invariant subset of dominant cocharacters for the group
Ge,.

a) Let G and G' be two LT G, -torsors over a DM-stack S € Nilpge) and a : LG — LG’ a morphism
between the associated LG, -torsors. Then « is weakly bounded by 0 if there exists a finite (scheme
theoretically) surjective morphism Z — S such that G, splits over Z and Z can be covered by open
substacks Zy (parametrized by ¥ € 0), such that the restriction of o to Zy is bounded by 9.

b) A quasi-isogeny o : (G, ) — (G',¢") is weakly bounded by 0 if the morphism o : LG — LG between
the associated LG-torsors is bounded by 6.

Remark 5.2.4. i) Part a) of the definition should be thought of as requiring that for every F,[[¢]]/(t")-
valued point = of S (for some n) there exists some element in 6 such that «, is bounded by it, though
this property is slightly stronger than being weakly bounded. Note that it is essential that we consider
only thickenings of geometric points in one direction.

i) The splitting of G., over Z does involve choices. But any two such splittings differ locally by an
element of I'. Moreover if « is (locally) bounded by some ¥, its pullback along the morphism induced by
some v € I' is bounded by v.¥). Thus by I'-invariance of 8, the boundedness condition does not depend
on the actual choice of the splitting.

iii) Combining proposition £.2.6b) and theorem [2Z5.1] it follows that defines in fact (for each 6) a
bound Z in the sense of [AH14a, definition 4.5]. It can even be seen that any bound given by some 7
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equals, at least on reduced schemes (or DM-stacks), a weak bound defined by some 6 (though bounds
of the form Z likely allow for much more flexibility concerning the nilpotent structure).

Lemma 5.2.5. [t suffices to check weak boundedness by 0 fpgc-locally on S.

Proof. Consider a finite field extension E’ such that G, splits over E'. Let 0 = {91,...,9} C
X.(T)dom- Proposition 2246 applied to the pullback of a to S x g Spec E” and each of the coweights 1J;
defines closed substack Zy, C S x g Spec E’ such that «f Zo, is bounded by ¥;. Hence it remains to see
that we may take

Z = H Z9, — S xg Spec E' — S

as the finite surjective morphism used above. Finiteness is obvious and surjectivity may be checked
fpqc-locally. Thus we may assume that there is a finite surjective morphism Z — S as in definition
BE23h). Then Z x g Spec B/ — S is again such a morphism and we may consider the closed subschemes
Zy, C Z x g Spec E' given as the locus where « is bounded by 9;. It is clear that [ [, Zy, = Z x g Spec E’
is finite surjective. But by choice of the Zgi, each morphism Zy, — S X g Spec E’ factors over qul., ie.
1, Zs, — S x& Spec E’ factors over [[, Zg,. Hence [[, Zs, — S x & Spec E’ and then [, Zs, — S are
surjective. ([l

Proposition 5.2.6. Let «: (G, ) — (G',¢") be a quasi-isogeny between local G.,-shtukas over a DM-
stack S over E.

a) If o is weakly bounded by 0 = {¥1,...,9%}, then a™! is weakly bounded by —0 = {—01,..., —}.
b) If a is weakly bounded by 6 and o : (G',¢") — (G”,¢") is weakly bounded by some 0, then the
composition o o o is weakly bounded by 0 ¢ = {J+ ¥ |9 € 0,9 € ¢'}.

¢) Fix a finite T-invariant subset 0 C X.(T)dom- Then the locus where « is weakly bounded by 6 is
representable by a closed immersion into S.

d) If S is reduced, noetherian and quasi-compact, then there exists some finite T'-invariant subset 6 C
X«(T)dom such that « is weakly bounded by 6.

Proof. a) This follows directly from proposition 23.11]

b) Choose finite surjective morphisms Z — S resp. Z’' — S suitable for checking the weak boundedness
of aresp. . Then the assertion follows from lemma[ZZ4Tb) after pulling back along the finite surjective
morphism Z xg Z' — S.

c) Let E'/E be a finite field extension such that G, splits over E. By the previous lemma the locus
of weak boundedness is a fpqc-sheaf on S, hence it suffices to show representability on the fpqc-cover
S xg SpecE’. Let § = {¥1,...9;}. Then by proposition there is a closed immersion Z; —
S x g Spec E’ representing the locus where « is bounded by ;. Let Z C S X g Spec E’ be the scheme-
theoretic image of the finite morphism [[, Z; — S x g Spec E’. By construction of Z it is clear that it
represents the locus of weak boundedness for 6 on the scheme S X g Spec E’.

d) By passing to some étale cover we may assume that S is a scheme. By part c¢) it suffices to show,
that a can be weakly bounded on each of the finitely many generic points. Thus assume wlog. that
S = Speck for some field k. Choose now E’ as in ¢). Then I' acts transitively on the connected
components of S X g Spec E’, which are all isomorphic to some field extension of E’. Fix one of these
components € S xg Spec E'. Then by lemma [ZZ.9b), the restriction of o to x is bounded by some
Y € Xi(T)dom (for the base field E’). Hence by I'-action, we can bound « Zariski-locally on S x g Spec E’
by elements in 6 := I'Y and « is indeed weakly bounded by 6 over S. (|

Definition 5.2.7. Let 0; C X.(T)dom be a finite T'-invariant subset of dominant coweights. Then define
Mbju‘_”’ei C Mbju‘“ to be the closed subscheme consisting of all points where the universal quasi-isogeny
BUY s weakly bounded by 0;. We endow Mbju‘_”’ei with the reduced subscheme structure, even though

weak boundedness by 0; already defines it as a closed subscheme of Mbjl/“l which usually has non-trivial
nilpotent structure.
Let Ml;—i’_”’ein be the perfection of Mi’f“ei or equivalently the locus of weak boundedness by 0; inside
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Remark 5.2.8. i) Consider any quasi-compact reduced open subscheme Z C M<“ . Then by B2.6d)
the universal quasi-isogeny over Z can be weakly bounded by some 6;. Hence we have

_<Hz UM'<H17 i

and the subspaces on the right-hand side define a filtered system of closed subspaces.
ii) The proof of [HV11, theorem 6.3] shows, that Mbju“ vl g proper, as it admits a closed immersion
into one of the proper spaces called M™ in loc. cit. Moreover as in the proof of [HV11] corollary 6.5],

it may be shown that each irreducible component of M<““ ‘ is in fact projective.

Proposition 5.2.9. Let S be any perfect simply connected scheme over E. Then for (d;); sufficiently
large (depending on the 0;) there is a unique factorization

Hi Ml')_i;;iﬂﬁ S) x (Ooz)ﬁ (S)
&4\
N(S)
%
H M‘<Hu9ﬁ S) d )ﬁ

of maps between S-valued points.

Proof. The vertical map is surjective as it is induced from an (infinite) Galois-cover and 71 (.S) is trivial
by assumption. Hence we have to show, that 7, is constant on fibers of the vertical map:

Consider any element z € [], M<‘“ fi(9) x Ig(d )ﬁ(S) (where we start with arbitrary d;’s and specify
them later on). As usual we may describe = by ((G},¥}),8:) € Ml;—ff_”’ein(S) and ((¢9,¢,v),(aq,)) €

Iggjdi)(S ). Any two preimages x1 and x2 of z under the Galois-cover are given by the very same datum,
except for (ag;) being replaced by a lift (aso;,1) resp. (Qoo;,2) to actual isomorphisms of local G,-
shtukas. Thus we have to see that the definition of 7(.,,) does not depend on the choice of this lift. To
simplify notations let us only consider the modification of the global G-shtuka at just one characteristic
place and denote the resulting global G-shtukas by (?1,?01,1/1) resp. ({;2,;02,1#). The general case
follows immediately by applying this argument for each characteristic place separately.

Consider the following diagram

(gla 9013 w) R i L (g) ®, w)
RN \
(g2780271/)) S ) (/ \\\\\\\\\ > (gv%l/})
v §
\% ag01i’1oBi \ V
(Ghl) - (LG, ) 2. (4. )
~ . . ¥ B; oawi,Qoawm a;oll ,0B:
(Ghigh) - (L6}, )

where the squiggly arrows are given by functors and the dashed arrows are not yet established.
We first prove that, after choosing d; appropriately, the quasi-isogeny ﬂ; 0 Qloo;,2 © O, 1 © B defines
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in fact an automorphism of the local G-shtuka (G, ¢;): Note first that coo,1 and s, 2 lie in one
I4,(by,)-double coset (assuming for simplicity that we have chosen trivializations for the G,-torsors in
question), because they both lift the I, (b,,)-truncated isomorphism «4,. Hence by lemma 53] (or
fpqe-locally by the very definition) we find that e, 2 © ) 5 € I, (by,)(S) C Kq,(S).

Furthermore by definition of Mi“ “M, B; is weakly bounded by 6;. Thus the following lemma ensures

that for sufficiently large d;, we have
Bl o, 200 1 0B € B Kq (S) - Bi € LTGe,(5)

Now the automorphism £; ! o areg, 2 © Oégolig o B 1 (Gl,¢)) — (Gl ¢l) defines together with the identity
id: (9, 0,9)|c\(e;y. = (4,0,¥)|c\(e,}, an isomorphism

(él,;\élad}) — (é?; ;5251/})

by the fiber product diagram of categories in corollary B.1.T6l Hence we get as desired

T(o0) (T1) = T(o0;) (T2)
O

Lemma 5.2.10. Let 0; be a T'-orbit of dominant cocharacters. Then for sufficiently large d; (depending
only on 0;) the following holds: For any LT G.,-torsor G over a scheme (or even DM-stack) S and any

e a € Awt%(G), i.e. a morphism o : G — G which induces the identity on G x Lt Ge, L*G,,/Kq,
o and B; € Aut(LG) (between associated LG, -torsors) which is bounded by 0;,

the isomorphism of LG, -torsors

Bfloaoﬁizﬁgﬁﬁg
actually restricts to an automorphism of the LT G.,-torsor G.

Proof. Let us first prove the lemma for G., = GL,:

As the d; defined below is independent of S and G, we may pass to some étale cover of S and assume
wlog. that G = LTGL, g is the trivial torsor. Then we may represent a € K, (S) and 3; € LGL,(S) =
GL,(S((2))). As det(B; " oao B;) = det(a) € (S[[z]])*, we have to see that we may choose d; in such
a fashion, that 8; ' o a0 f; € GL,(S((2))) has coefficients in S[[z]]. As GL,, is split, I" acts trivially on
X.(T) and ; = {¥;} contains only one element. Thus f; is bounded by ¥; over S and by proposition
233 the morphism §; ! is bounded by (—9;)qom. Hence using [AVII] lemma 4.3] or equivalently lemma
2311 (both for i = 1), there are constants d’ and d/ (depending only on 6;) such that both 2% 8; and
2% 871 have coefficients in S[[z]]. Thus take any (positive) d; > d} 4+ d. Then writing a € Kg4,(S) as
k=14 2%%% o/ where o/ € Mat,xn(S[[2]]), we get

Biloaof =142%51 o - 2%

which obviously has coefficients in S[[z]]. Hence the lemma is shown for G., = GL,,.

We come now to the general case: It suffices to check the assertion after pullback along a finite surjective
morphism. Hence we may assume that G, splits over S (and we fix such a splitting). Moreover as 6; is
a finite set, we may assume that 3; is bounded by a single element ¥; € 8; C X, (T)gom- Consider then
the representation p : G., = GL == GL(@D, Va.,())), where Vg, (A) is the Weyl module with highest
weight A and the direct sum runs over a finite generating system in X*(T)gom. By [HV1I] proposition
3.14] the map p is a closed immersion. Furthermore lemma (except for property ii)) and lemma
23.9k) hold even for P, Vg, (A) instead of Vi, (A) (using the very same proofs). Thus there is a
maximal torus and a Borel To;, C Bgr, C GL containing the images of the corresponding subgroups of
G., such that B;q; : LG xLC LGL — LG xL%: LGL is bounded by p o 6; € X,(Tgz). Furthermore
it is obvious that any o € Aut?(G) gives an automorphism agr, : G xLGei [+GQL — G x L' Ges LTGL,
which actually lies in Aut® (G x L' Ge, L*GL). Thus by the first part of this proof, we may choose
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some constant d; (depending only on p o ¥J;) such that for any « and f; as in the statement, we get an
isomorphism of L+GL-torsors

(B oo Bi)ar = Bigr, 0 acL © Bigy, € Aut(G x* G LYGL).
Using the faithfulness of p, this implies that already
B toao B € Aut(G)

as desired. O

Remark 5.2.11. This lemma is a (slight) generalization of the following well-known statement:

Let 0; be any finite I'-invariant set of dominant cocharacters. Then there is a constant d; such that for
any algebraically closed field k (over ), any g € Kq,(k) and any b € LG,, (k) such that its Hodge point
satisfies p(b) 29 (using the partial order in X.(T)) for some 9 € 0;, we have:

b log-be LTG,, (k)

As (over an algebraically closed field) being bounded by 6; is actually equivalent to satisfying u(b) < 9
for some ¥ € 0; (cf. lemma [2:4.9)), this statement is indeed a special case of the lemma above.

Proposition 5.2.12. For (d;); sufficiently large (depending only on 0;), T,y factors over a morphism

ir0i d; vi
- TIMEP 4 e 18 e

Proof. The map
H Mbj:iﬁiﬂ X 5 Iggjooi)fi s H Mbﬁ:iﬁiﬂ X Iggii)ﬁ

is an infinite Galois-cover. Hence it suffices to check the factorization of 7, for formal neighborhoods
of geometric points. But this was done in the previous proposition. ([

Lemma 5.2.13. The morphism (o, is surjective. In fact for sufficiently large 0; (depending on v;
and the fized cocharacters u; ), even the morphism

1,04 d; vi
T(d;) HME: O XEIgg ) *)N[(J %

3
18 surjective.

Proof. As all stacks are reduced, it suffices to see this on geometric points. In particular it suffices to
show surjectivity of
Tocny [T MG 0% i T — N

for sufficiently large ;. Thus consider a global G-shtuka (%, po0,%0) in the Newton stratum. By
definition there is for each characteristic place ¢; some quasi-isogeny 3; : £, (%, o) — (LTG,, by, 0%).
By |[RZ99, theorem 1.4] this 3; may be chosen to be weakly bounded by 6; for suitably chosen ;.
Then we may use corollary B.I.T6 again to glue (%, @0, ¥0)|c\{c;}, along the 3; to the local G.,-shtukas
(L*Ge,,by,0%). In this way we obtain a new global G-shtuka (¥, ¢, ) with trivializations as, =
id: £.,(4,p) = (LTGq,,by,,0*). It is now clear from these constructions that the points defined by
(L, (%, o), B;) inside Mi‘_“’eiﬂ and by (¥4, , ¥, (0, );) inside Ig,(})oi)ﬁ define a preimage of the given
point under (). ' (Il

Remark 5.2.14. We give a detailed description of the fibers of 7(,) in proposition [(.3.9
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5.3 Action of quasi-isogenies on Igusa varieties

We define and study the action of the group of self-quasi-isogenies of the local G.,-shtukas (L*G.,, b,,0*)
on Igusa varieties. The corresponding actions on Shimura varieties and their Igusa varieties are defined
in [Man04, sections 3.4 and 4.3.1] or [Man05, lemma 5]. We apply this action to show that m(g,) is
quasi-finite.

Definition 5.3.1. Let b,, € LG, (E) be (as usual) a fundamental alcove defined over the reflex field
E. Fiz an integer s > 1 such that by, is decent for s, i.e. (by,0)® = z°"i for the Newton point V). Let
E' = FE-Fy. Then define

Ji = leog((LJrGCmeia*)E/’ (LJFGCi’bViU*)E/) = {g € LGCi(E/) | gilbuia(g) = buz}
We endow J; with the z-adic topology via its canonical inclusion into LG.,(E').

Remark 5.3.2. Consider the functor on noetherian F,((z))-algebras R given by

Ji(R) ={g € Ge,(R®p,((2)) E'((2))) | 9~ bu,0(g) = by, }

where o acts trivially on R. By literally the same proof as in [RZ96l proposition 1.12], this defines a
smooth affine group scheme over Fy((z)). Its Fy((z))-valued points identify with J;.

Lemma 5.3.3. If E”/E’ is any field extension then
Ji= leog((L—’_Gcwbwa*)E”’ (L+G0i’bV¢U*)E”)

Proof. As above the right-hand side equals {g € LG.,(E") | g~ 'b,,0(g9) = by, }. By the decency equation
such an element satisfies gilzs”r{os(g) = 2% as well. Now it is easy to see, that g has to lie in the
centralizer of v/ (using that z is o-invariant) and hence satisfies g = 0®(g). In particular g € LG, (E)
and the quasi-isogeny associated to g is already defined over E’, i.e. lies in J;. The other inclusion is
trivial. ([

Proposition 5.3.4. There is a canonical action of [, J; on the Igusa variety Iggjooi)ﬁ x gSpec F'.

Proof. Let us first explain how one single factor J; acts: Let S be any perfect DM-stack over E’ and
v; € J; viewed by base change as a quasi-isogeny over S. Consider a S-valued point in Ig(Uoo")ti x gSpec E,
i.e. a global G-shtuka (¥, ,1) over S and for each characteristic place ¢; an isomorphism (s, :
£e.(4,0) = (LTG,,,b,,0%)s. Then oz(;l)j) 0 Yj © Q(og,) defines a self-quasi-isogeny of £.,(¥,¢). Thus
using theorem B.I.TT] to glue the global G-shtuka (¥, ,) and the local G.;-shtuka £.,(¥,¢) along
the (non-trivial) quasi-isogeny a(_oij) ©j © ((s0,) ONe obtains a new global G-shtuka (¢',¢',¢’). As
by construction £.(¥9',¢") = £.,(9,¢), we have a canonical trivialization o () @ £¢,(9',¢") —
(L*ch,bl,jo*)s. For all other places ¢; # c; the local G.,-shtuka does not change and we may
simply keep the trivializations o(o,). Thus the quadrupel (¥',¢',v’, (¢(x,))i) defines a point in

Ig,(}m)'i x gSpec B’ and we set

7](g7 2 1/]) (a(ool))l) = (gl, (10/) 1/]/7 (a(ool))z)

As this construction is functorial in S, we get indeed the desired J;-action.
All the actions of the groups J; commute, because changing a global G-shtuka at different places is
independent of the order. Hence they induce an action of [[, J;. O

Proposition 5.3.5. Fiz some element (v;); € [[; J;. Then there is a tuple (d;~,); depending only on
(vi)i, such that there exists for every tuple (d;); a unique morphism

(vi)i : Ig(Udieri’”)ti x gSpec B/ — Ig(Udi)ﬁ x gSpec E’
such that the diagram
x gSpec B’ x gSpec B’

l |

Iggjdﬁdim)ﬁ X gSpec E' % Iggjdi)ﬁ x gSpec B’

(i) Iggjooi)ﬁ
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commutes. Here the upper horizontal morphism is given by the ], Ji-action defined in the previous
proposition and the vertical maps are the canonical projections.

Proof. The quasi-isogeny +; is bounded by some I'-invariant finite subset of cocharacters. For such
elements, we showed in the last section that there is some d; ,, such that ; - I, (di~,) - %-_1 C I, (0).
This automatically implies for each d; > 0

it Ibui (d; + di,%‘) .%—1 - Ibui (ds).

As in proposition[5.2.12]it suffices to check the assertion on points with values in perfect simply connected
schemes S. Thus let S be such a scheme over £’ and consider now two preimages (¢, 0,1, (0/(00,)1):)
and (94, 0,9, (Q(sc;)2)i) in Iggjooi)ti of one S-valued point in Igédﬁdi’”)‘i x gSpec E’. Denote their images
under (VZ)Z by (gllv 90/17 "/)/17 (O‘(ooz)l)l) respectively (géa 50/27 "/)/27 (O‘(ooz)Q)Z)

We proceed as in the proof of proposition B.2% As a(o,)1 and a(s,)2 differ only by an element in
Iy, (d; + d; ~,) the quasi-isogeny

d; = (04(70}31.)1%04(001-)1)71 o (Oé(;i)g%a(oom)
= a(_;)i)l © 'Vi_l(a(ool-)la(_o};i)z)% O X(c0;)2 * Le; (glla 90/1) — Le, (%’, 90/2)
is by choice of d; , an isomorphism. Hence we may glue the identity on (¢, ¢, w)|(c\{5i}i)><ﬁ‘qs and the
isomorphisms d; (for each 4) to an isomorphism

(1, 01,91) = (s, 05, 15).-

We have to see that under this isomorphism, the trivializations o)1 and ()2 define at each charac-
teristic place ¢; the same Iy, (d;)-truncation class. For this note that we have the commutative diagram

F¥(o0;)2
201‘ (ga 90) (L+Gci ) bViU*)S
/ a71 yia )2 /1
Qoo;)1 (o0 o F(20)2% (001
o0
L£e.(9,9) (LTGe;sbu,0%)s Vi
l Vi
—1 o Flo0)2 + *
Fo0i)17i¥ (0041 L. (93, 05) (L*Ge; by, 0%)s
—1 —1
Vi®(00;)2% (00,01 Vi

(o041

£C¢ (gllﬂ (pll) (L+GCwa¢U*)S

But as a(o0;)1 and a2 are both lifts of one I, (d; + d; 4)-truncation class, we have by choice of d; -,
that Wia(ooi)2a(oi.)17;1 induces the identity modulo I, (d;). This shows that (47, ¢7, %1, (0/(cc;)1)i)
and (93, ©5, V5, (0(00;)2)¢) indeed define the same element in Iggjd")‘i X gSpec E'. O
Lemma 5.3.6. With the notations of the previous proposition, the morphism

(vi)i Ig‘(Udieri’”)ti x gSpec B’ — Ig(Udi)ﬁ x gSpec E’
is finite étale.
Proof. Observe that we have a commutative diagram

Vi

Ig,‘gjdﬂrdm")'i X gSpec B’ Iggjdmi x gSpec B’

T~

C[ﬁ] x g Spec B’
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where the projections to the central leaf are finite étale. Hence the lemma follows from the cancellation
property of finite étale morphisms. (I
As for Rapoport-Zink spaces of p-divisible groups, we have

Lemma 5.3.7. a) There is a canonical (left) action on J; on the Rapoport-Zink space Mi’ﬁ X g Spec E’
and on its underlying reduced fiber Mbjl/“l X g Spec E'.
b) For every ~; € J; there exists a finite I'-invariant subset 0; ., C X.(T) such that the action of a)
restricts to a morphism
i : Mi’f“ei X g Spec B/ — Miﬁ_”’ei%i’” x g Spec B’
Here 0; ® 0;,, = {0+ |9 €6;,0" €6;,} as in[526b).
¢) In the situation of part b), the morphism ~y; is a closed immersion.
All properties hold as well after taking the perfection.

Proof. a) The action is given by postcomposition of the universal quasi-isogeny with the self-quasi-
isogeny defined by the element in J;.

b) Choose §; -, such that ; is bounded by it. By proposition[5.2.6H) such a subset exists over any field.
Then the assertion follows directly from [E.2.6b).

¢) Consider the commutative diagram

<10:.0. Yi <pi 040, ~,
M3 "% xp Spec B ——= M, " X g Spec E
k2 K

/\Ljei,ooi A\Ljei+eim,mi

< i <
M; " x g Spec B/ ——— M} """ x g Spec E

As ~; is an automorphisms of Mbju“ x g Spec B we see that the compositions 30,465 +,,00: ©Vi = Vi ©J6;,00;

are closed immersions. As J0:i+0; . 00, 1S & closed immersion as well, we see that ~; : Mbjfi’ei x pSpec B/ —
=i 040+, . . . '

M “ iy E Spec E is just another closed immersion.

All assertions are stable under taking perfections, hence the statements hold as well for the J;-action

on /\/lbju‘_”ﬁ X g Spec E'. O

Theorem 5.3.8. The morphism
T(ooy) : HMbj:m X B Iggjooi)ﬁ x gSpec B/ — N[(in)ﬂ x g Spec B’

constructed in[L.22 is equivariant for the diagonal action of [], Ji; on the source and the trivial action
on the target.
Moreover for every element (v;); € [[; Ji the diagram

(vi)i

IL, Ml;—i’_”’eiﬁ X g Iggli)ti x gSpec E’ IL Mi’%i’ein X g Iggjdi)u x pSpec E'

N,(in)ﬂ x g Spec B’

commutes, whenever 0;,0;,d; and d} are chosen in such a way that all morphisms are well-defined.
Proof. Fix a perfect DM-stack S over E’, an element (v;); € [[; Ji viewed by base-change as a quasi-

isogeny over S, a point x € Iggjooi)ﬁ(S) given by (4, ¢, 1, (e, )i) and for each i a point y; € Mbjfiﬁ(S)
given by (G7, i, B:). To check equivariance of 7., it suffices to check that for each characteristic place

¢; the quasi-isogenies used to “glue” (¢, ¢,) and (G, ;) respectively (v;)i.(¢4,¢,%) and ~;.(G., ¢})
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coincide.
(vi)i-(9, @, %) is constructed using (locally at ¢;) the quasi-isogeny

O‘goll 0790 Qoo; ¢ ’Sci (%, 50) - 261((71)1(g; 50))
Moreover we glue (v;);.(¢4, ¢, 1) and ~,;.(G, ¥}) at ¢; via

—1

(Gl ) 2 (L¥ Gy, byy0™) s —=5 L0 (1)1 (9, 9))-

Thus we obtain the global G-shtuka (locally around c¢;) defining ms,)((7:-%i):, (Vi)i-x) by changing
(4, @, 1) along the quasi-isogeny

1 —1 -1
_ ofi « oo, (awioyoami)
aooli Oﬁi : 'Yz(gzla(P;) E (L+G0i’bl/i0 )S 261((’%)1(g5(p)) Ecz(ga(p)
But this is precisely the quasi-isogeny used to get the global G-shtuka defining () ((y:)i, z) (again

only locally around ¢;). Hence we get indeed the desired equivariance.

The second assertion obviously follows from the compatibility statements in the previous propositions.
O

Proposition 5.3.9. Let F be any algebraically closed field of characteristic p. Fix x € N,(in)ﬂ(F) a
geometric point. Then its fiber ﬂ(_oil)(x) is a torsor for the z-adic group []; J;.

Proof. By the previous theorem, [], J; indeed acts on fibers of geometric points, which are non-empty
by lemma 5.2.13

We first show that the action is simple on Igg’oi)n(ﬁ) and therefore simple on the whole source as well:
Assume there is some (v;); € []; Ji and an element (¢, ¢, v, (a0, );) in the Igusa variety together with
an isomorphism

C : (Wl)z(ga @, 1/15 (aooi)i) — (g’ ®, 1/15 (aoo¢ )Z)

Considered locally around a characteristic place ¢;, we get the commutative diagram

(71)1(g7§051/}) \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ > (g,sﬁﬂ/))
" \ ’ \
(ga(p’w) \\\\\\\\\\\\\ . S >(ga%¢)
y
L£e.(9,9)
/ \
\ a;oli,io'yioo‘%iwi \
Ecl (g’ (P) \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ > 251 (g; 90) Sci (g; 90)
¢ ¢
\ y \ /
L(@0) = L0 (@.9)

where the squiggly arrows are again given by functors. Hence the lower right square implies v; = id,
which implies simplicity of the action.

It suffices now to show transitivity of the action on fibers. Let (¥4, , ) be the global G-shtuka cor-
responding to the point z. Pick two preimages under 7(o,) corresponding to (¥, 0;,¥j, (Qeo,j)i) €

Igg’oi)n(ﬁ) and (Gij, @i, Bij) € Mbj,,# (F) for j = 1,2. Then by construction

(Gi1, i) = Le, (9, ¢) = (Gia, piz)
and we may define (7;); € [[; J; via

vi = Bi2 0 ﬁﬁl S QISOQ((LJchi,buiU*)ﬁ, (LJchivbuiO—*)f) = J;.
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Then it is clear that v;.(Gi1, i1, Bi1) = (Giz, wiz, Biz) for each i and we are left to show

(73)i- (%1, 01,01, (oo;1)i) = (Do, 02, V2, (0tse,2)4)-

By construction (¥, ,1) is obtained by changing (%, ¢1,v1) at every characteristic place along the
quasi-isogeny
asli 0Bt Le,(4,0) = (Gir i) = Le, (%1, 1)

and similarly for (%2, ¢2,12). Hence we obtain (%, @2,12) if we change (4, ¢1,%1) at every character-
istic place along

(a;oliz o fi2) o (Oé;olﬂ oBu) ! = a;)lﬂ 0 i 0 Qo1 & Loy (Y1, 1) = Le, (9o, p2)
Thus we can define an isomorphism (%, @2, V2, (@so;2)i) =2 (Vi)i-(%1, 01, %1, (o;1)i) by gluing the
identity on

(gla ¥1, wl)'(c\{ci}i)XFqF = (g, ®, w)|(c\{0i}i)><yq? = (gQ; ¥2, 1/]2)|(C\{Ci}i)><}‘qﬁ

and for each ¢; the isomorphism

O‘;olil 0 Qoo;2 + ’Qci (%27 902> - ’gci((’yi)i'(glv 901))'

This shows that the element (v;); identifies not only the points on Rapoport-Zink spaces but also on
Igusa-varieties. O

Remark 5.3.10. The z-adic topology on w(oi)(z) induced by the z-adic topology on [], J; coincides
with the coarsest topology such that for all sufficiently large d; and 6; the canonical map

(e . oo: — <415, ds
Toe (@)1 (H Mz *pTgp )ti) = Ty (@) 0 (H MG g Tg M)

is continuous for the discrete topology on the target (which is a finite set by the next lemma).

Lemma 5.3.11. Fiz an algebraically closed field F of characteristic p and let 8; be a finite T-invariant
subset of X.(T). Then each J;-orbit of F-valued points in Mi‘_”ﬁ intersects Mbjfi’eiﬂ in only finitely
many points.

Proof. Fix one orbit J;.x C Mi‘f”ﬁ with wlog. x € Miﬂi’eiﬁ(ﬁ) corresponding to (G;, ¢;, ;). To simplify

notations we fix a trivialization of G; which allows us to view 3; € LG(F). Moreover we fix a faithful
representation p : Go;, — GL(V') (over IF).
Define the set

A= {yi € Ji | yi.x € Mp*%*} = {; € J; | 7 0 B; weakly bounded by 6;} C J;

where we view 7; in the second definition as a quasi-isogeny over F. Using p it is contained in the set
A" = {~; € J; | p(~i o B;) weakly bounded by p(6;)}

But for quasi-isogenies between local GL(V)-shtukas we have in lemma 2.3.1] worked out explicit con-
ditions for boundedness. Note for this that GL(V') splits and p(y; o 5;) being weakly bounded by p(6;)
is equivalent to the existence of one ¥; € p(6;) such that p(y; o 5;) is bounded by ¢;. In particular these
explicit conditions imply that A’ is (z-adically) closed in J; and that there are constants N; and N/
(depending on 6;) such that for each 7; € A’ every coefficient of the matrix p(y; o 3;) lies in 2~ V:[F[[2]]
and every coefficient of p(y; o 8;) 7! lies in 2~ NiF[[z]]. Thus A’ is compact as well.

Consider now the quotients (by right group actions)

A/ (Bi Autz(Gi, i) B 1) € A/ (Bi Auta(Gi, i) B ") C Ji/(Bi Autw(Gi, i) B 0).

The group B; Autz(Gi, vi)B; s open in J;. Together with .J; being defined over a field E’ with finite
residue field and compactness of A’, the quotient in the middle is finite. Hence so is the quotient on
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the left. But one easily sees that £; Autz(Gi, vi)8; ! is nothing else than the stabilizer of z. This gives
a bijection (of sets)

Ji.x N M;ﬂi’em(ﬁ) = A/(Bz Autﬁ(gi, (pl)ﬁ;l)
which proves the desired finiteness result. (I

Proposition 5.3.12. Assume that (0;); and (d;); are chosen in such a way that

ir0i d; vi
iy TIME 5% s 0 N

exists. Then mq,) is quasi-finite.

Proof. Fix any geometric point x € N[(J”i)ﬁ(F) and consider its preimage 7r(_d1_)(z). On F-valued points
we have the [, Ji-action and combining the propositions [£.3.5 and [£.3.9, any two preimages of x are
translates via some element in ]_[z J;. Denote the projection on the first factor by pry : ]_[z Ml;—f’_“’eiﬁ XE

v

Iggji)n -1 M;*j %% Then the previous lemma implies the finiteness of the set

pra(eg (@) @ [ (E)

Fix one element y € pr; (7r( dl_)(m)). Then it suffices to show the finiteness of the set

Ty (@) Nprt(y).

If the ith component of y corresponds to (G;, p;, 5;), then any two elements in this intersection are
translates under the stabilizer of y, which equals

H(ﬁi AutF(gia%‘)ﬁi_l) - HJi'

K2

Next observe that the group [], Aut® (LG, ,b,,0*) C [] ; Ji of automorphisms, which for each ¢ induce
the identity modulo I4, (b,,), acts trivially on Iggjdi)ﬁ: Indeed for such an element we change the global
G-shtuka at each characteristic place via some isomorphism. This induces an isomorphisms between the
global G-shtukas over the whole curve C. Moreover the trivializations at the characteristic places get
changed only by an element in I,,(b,,), hence remain in the same I,,(b,,)-truncation class.

Therefore the subgroup [[,(Aut® (Lt G.,, b,,0*)NB;i Autz(Gi, 0i)B8; ") acts trivially on 7T(7d1) (z)Nprit (y).

Thus w(;li)(z) Npr; t(y) is one orbit under the group

H (ﬂi Auts(Gi, i) B/ (Aut® (LT G, by,0™) N B Autz(Gs, %‘)ﬂfl))

K2

which is finite as the quotient group is open and Autgz(G;, ¢;) is isomorphic to an automorphism group
of a local G-shtuka defined over a finite field, and hence can be defined over a finite field itself. (I

5.4 Finiteness of the cover

We saw in the last statement that m(4,) is quasi-finite. The next aim is to prove properness, which
implies that m(4,) is finite and for sufficiently large (d;); surjective.

Proposition 5.4.1. 7, is satisfies the valuation criterion for properness (whenever well-defined).

Proof. Let R be any (necessarily perfect) valuation ring with function field K and consider a commu-
tative diagram

Spec K -9 . Hz Mif{m@m X Igg]di)jj

Spec R N
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where f is defined by a global G-shtuka (%, vo,%0) over Spec R and g is defined by an element
(G, 0,9, (qag,)i) € Ig(d )ﬁ(SpecK) and for each ¢; a tuple (G;, s, i) € Mi‘_""e"ﬂ(SpecK). We lift
each oy, to a trivialization a,. Moreover we will always identify (%, o, o) K over the generic fiber
with the global G-shtuka constructed out of the objects given by the points in the source of 7(g,). For
example we will identify the restriction of (%, vo, o)k to C \ {¢;}; with the restriction of (¢4, p, ) to
the same subscheme. _ B

Claim 1: Each (G;, i, 8;) admits a model (G;, ¢;, 5;) over Spec R.

By construction we identify £.,(%,¢0)x = (Gi»¢:). Thus the local G-shtuka (G;, 3;) = £e, (%, o)
over Spec R has generic fiber (G;, ;). By Tate’s theorem we may extend the quasi-isogeny 5;
which is a priori only defined over K to a quasi-isogeny

ﬂi : (517931) - (L+Gciﬂbvig*)R

over Spec R. As boundedness by 0; is a closed condition, EZ is indeed bounded by 6; and (@, i ﬁl)

defines a point in M<““9 i

Claim 2: (¢4, ¢,) admlts a model (%N, o, J) over Spec R.
For each ¢ the element (£, (¥, ¢), a0, ) is a local G-shtuka over Spec K together with a quasi-isogeny
(and even an isomorphism) to (LTG,,,b,,0*). Hence it defines an element in Mbjy“ i By corollary 2.5.6,

i.e. properness of irreducible components of M;” iﬁ, it extends uniquely to a local G-shtuka @, ©;) over

Spec R and a quasi-isogeny aao, : (G,3) — (LTG.,,by.0*)r (which we will prove to be an isomorphism
later on). Next observe that we have a quasi-isogeny

G 0B £e,(%0, 00) = (Gi, $i) = (Gir @)

defined over Spec R. Hence we may glue (%, vo, 1/)0)|(C\{CI}IXESPQCR along these quasi-isogenies to the
local G,-shtukas (gz, ©i). This gives a global G- shtuka (% @, 1/1) over Spec R. Over the generic point it
is given by modification of (%, ¢o, wo) along a_ . o f3;, i.e. precisely reversing the construction defining
T(d,)- Thus over the generic point (g o, w) equals the given element (¢, ¢, ¥).

Claim 3: (g ®, 1/1) defines a point in the central leaf C;; (o)t

By construction of (% , @,1/)) as a modification of (%, po,%0) at the characteristic places, it defines a
R-valued point in N'[(J”i)ﬁ. We have seen that its generic point lies in the central leaf. As the central leaf
is closed by [£.2.9h), this implies claim 3.

Claim 4: &, is an isomorphism of local G,-shtukas.

Ig,(})oi)ﬁ — C(U'ji)‘j is a pro-finite étale cover by theorem In particular it satisfies the valuation

criterion and we may lift the R-valued point defined by (%N, ?, J) to a R-valued point (%N, ?, 7:/;, (o, )i)

(o04)8

in Ig;;~"* whose genenc point equals (4, ¢,v, (., )i). Now observe that both ol  and as, define

quasi-isogenies from (G, 3) = £.,(4, ) to (L+waula )r which coincide on the generic point. Hence

they have to coincide everywhere. In particular is ao, an 1somorph1sm

Let @y, be the Iy, (by,)-truncation class of aso,. Then (¥, 3,1, (@, );) defines a R-valued point in
(di)n and extends the tuple (¢4, ¢, ¥, (aq4,;):). Therefore we may consider the morphism h : Spec R —

H M<‘“ 0% % p 1\ defined by (Gi, i, Bi) (for each i) and (4, 3,1, (@a,)i)-

Note that lifting (g ®, 1/1) to infinite level is only done for convenience and only a lift to Ig(Ul)ﬁ is actually

necessary.
Claim 5: The morphism h makes the diagram above commutative.

g = hon is precisely the statement, that the shtukas defining h extend the given ones on the generic
fiber. f = m(q,) o h rephrases as the condition that the modification of (¢, ,v) along 07;/1.71 o 5; (for

each 4) is isomorphic to (%, po,%o). But (%N, ?, {/Jv) was constructed precisely to have this property. [
Proposition 5.4.2. Assume that (0;); and (d;); are chosen in such a way that

ir0i d; vi
o TV 7 o
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exists. Then m(q,) is the perfection of a finite morphism. Moreover for sufficiently large 0; (and thus d;)
it 15 surjective.

Proof. Newton strata N[(in), Rapoport-Zink spaces Mbjf w9 and Igusa varieties Iggjd") are DM-stacks of
finite type. Hence the composition of 7(4,) with the projection to N,(in) has to factor through a finite

totally ramified cover of [], Mbju“ LA Iggjdi). Denote this morphism by

T(dy) : HU*NM;:“& x g oV Iggjd") — N((]Vi)

3

Propositions 5.3.12 and B.4Tlimply that it is quasi-finite and satisfies the valuation criterion for proper-
ness (because one may check these after a cover). Moreover it is of finite type, hence finite.
The surjectivity assertion was already shown in [5.2.13 ([

Remark 5.4.3. i) We show that 74, itself is finite in theorem [(.5.5b).
i) Up to Frobenius-pullbacks of the Rapoport-Zink space,

T(dy) HU*NMifi’ei xpo*N Iggjdi) — N[(JW)
is precisely the analogue of the covering morphism constructed by Mantovan in [Man04] and [Man05].

5.5 An étale version of the covering morphism

So far we defined the finite morphism m(4,). Nevertheless it will be more convenient to have an étale
and quasi-finite version of this morphism. Fortunately this is easily constructed by restricting (g, to
some open subset of the source.

Definition 5.5.1. a) Let M;f_‘”’ei be the largest open subspace of Mi‘_”, which is contained in Mi‘_”’ei.

Let szm,&-ﬁ be its perfection, which coincides with the largest open subspace of M;/’_”ﬁ contained in
MSHisbil

Vi

b) Let 7(a,y : 11, 1\/125‘”’0"ﬁ X E Iggjmi — ./\/'[(Jui)'i be the restriction of m(q,)-

Lemma 5.5.2. For every 0; there exists some bound 0 such that

szuiﬁi c Mbﬁ#iﬁi C szuiﬂ;

Vi

Proof. The first inclusion is immediate from the definition. For the second inclusion recall that the space
Mi“ %1 is quasi-compact by remark [5.28ii), hence contained in a finite union of irreducible components

Z; C Mbju“ ' As Mbju“ * is locally of finite type, each irreducible component intersects only finitely many

others. So the union Z of all irreducible components of Mi“ ‘ intersecting Mi“ ‘ is still quasi-compact.

Thus we may choose 8 such that Z] C Mbj“ “% Then by our choices

=pi,0; 0= pi,0;
Mb% C Mb% .

Proposition 5.5.3. Assume that (0;); and (d;); are chosen in such a way that

. o=pi,0; d; v;
T(d;) - HMb;—:“ Ot XEIg(U " _>N(S L

K2

exists. Then 7 q,) is formally étale.
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Proof. Consider a closed immersion Ty C T of affine schemes given by a square-zero ideal and the test
diagram

TO (fo,90) HiMz;_:ui,HiﬁXIggi)ﬁ

As maps from an affine space Spec A into perfect schemes factor over the Spec A’, where A’ C A is
the maximal subring on which the Frobenius is surjective, we may wlog. assume that Ty and T are
perfect themselves. Let now (¥4, ¢, ¢) (over T') be the pullback of the universal global G-shtuka along h,

(Gi, i, Bi) (over Tp) be the pullback of the universal family on the Rapoport-Zink space M, ~ o=y, bi along

foand ((9',¢',9"), (ay,)) (over Tp) the pullback of the universal family over Iggj oot along go- Then
by assumption £.,(¥, )|, = (Gi, ¢:). Thus we may extend j; by proposition 244l to a quasi-isogeny
Bi: Le,(94,0) = (LTGe,,by,0%) over T. Then (£.,(¥4, ), Bi) defines a morphism 7' — MM““ ¢, which

by perfectness of T lifts to f : T — Moj‘“’eiti

of (¢4,p,v) along the quasi-isogenies fB; on each characteristic place, defines a new global G-shtuka
(4, ,1b) over T together with canonical Iy, (b,, )-truncated trivializations &g, : £c,(4, @) = £c,(4,©).

This defines a morphism ¢ : T — Ig(d 2%

We have to see that both triangles in the test diagram commute. The lower one is obvious from the
construction of §. For the upper one, note that (¢’,¢’,¢’) can be identified with the modification of
(¥4, ,v)|r1, along the 5; 1 oay, (for any choice of fpqc-locally representing aj; by a honest isomorphism).

. By construction f extends fy. Now the mod1ﬁcat1on

Thus there is a canonical isomorphism ({!f W) |y = (9, ¢, ¢, which is by construction compatible
with the Iy, (by, )-truncated trivializations &g, and o . This shows g|r, = go. The equality flz, = fo is
clear by construction of f .

Finally we have to see that ( 1, g) is unique. By definition of 7(4,), the pullback of the universal local
G-shtuka along f has to coincide with £.,(¥, ), hence is uniquely determined. As extensions of quasi-
isogenies along nilpotent thickenings are unique, we get uniqueness of our choice of f . Uniqueness of
g follows now from the definition of 7(4,), because modification of global G-shtukas along local quasi-
isogenies is an invertible operation. (]

Lemma 5.5.4. Let f: X =Y be a morphism between schemes of finite type over Fy. Assume that the
perfection fi: Xt — Y is formally étale.

a) [ factors over a totally ramified cover Y =Y such that f X =Y is étale.

b) f* is étale.

Proof. a) Define Y as the maximal totally ramified extension such that f factors over it. In other words
adjoin to the structure sheaf of Y all p-power roots of elements, whose image in the structure sheaf of
X have p-power roots of the same order, and then define Y as the relative spectrum over Y. It is clear
that f factors over this Y and that Y is totally ramified over Y. Moreover Yi=Y*and ft =gt

To see that f is étale, note that satisfying the valuation criterion for étaleness implies that f* defines
isomorphisms on completions on local rings. Heg(f for a geometric point x € X with image y = f ey,

the ring (7); is a totally ramified extension of Og " because they define the same ring after perfection.
So by construction of }7, they have to be equal. But on DM-stacks of finite type, this implies étaleness.
b) is a direct consequence of [Zhul4, lemma A.6]: f is étale, hence so is f# which coincides with f*. [J

Theorem 5.5.5. Assume that (0;); and (d;); are chosen in such a way, that all morphisms exist.
a) The morphism

: o i0i d; Vi
T(d;) * HMb,:_:M Ot XEIgEJ ¢ 4)./\/.[(] i

is étale and quasi-finite.
b) The morphism

) : HM;V;:i,@iﬁ X5 Iggli)ﬁ _>N[(JVi)ﬁ
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finite.
Moreover for all sufficiently large (0;); and (d;); both morphisms are surjective.

Proof. Proposition 5.5.3 implies that we can apply the previous lemma to 7(4,), proving étaleness. 74,
is quasi-finite as a restriction of the quasi-finite morphism 7(q4,), cf. proposition

We already know that m4,) is quasi-finite by proposition and satisfies the valuation criterion for
properness by proposition (.41l So it remains to see that it is of finite type, which will follow from the
same property for 7(g,): As the transition morphisms between Igusa varieties are finite étale, it suffices
to check this for all sufficiently large (d;);. Now choose 6 as in lemma such that we have a closed
immersion

Mbjuu i Mo<ﬂ'11

v ’1

Hence the same inclusion of their perfections is again a closed immersion and

Ty : HM;V?HGJ N Iggll)ﬂ N HM;i#iﬁ;ﬂ X Igglz)ﬂ T(di) N[(JVz)ﬁ
' i
is a composition of morphisms of finite type, assuming that (d;); is large enough for 74, to exist. So
T(q;) 1s indeed of finite type.

Surjectivity of 74, was already shown in proposition 042l Surjectivity of 7(4,) follows now, because
7(a,) extends the surjective morphism 74, for all sufficiently large (6);. O

Proposition 5.5.6. Let (v;); € [[, Ji. Then there are d; ., and 0;., such that there exists an étale
morphism

H Mo<,u1,6 ﬁ (d +d; ’y,b)ﬁ E/ N H szﬂ'iyei@ei,'yiﬂ X g Ig;]di)ji XEE/

induced from the diagonal action of (v;); on [], Mbju‘_”j:1 X g Iggjooi)ﬁ.

Proof. As (v); acts diagonally, we can handle Rapoport—Zink spaces and Igusa varieties separately. For
Igusa varieties this is just propos1t10n 3.5 and lemma [5.3.6l In the case of Rapoport-Zink spaces, first
note that %(MM”“ ‘) C M 2wt i an open subscheme, as the image of an open subscheme under some

automorphism. Moreover lemma £.3.7 shows the existence of some 6; -, such that

,0:0;
Y iyl XESpeCEI

Vi Mi‘i“’eiti x g Spec B/ — M_
is well-defined. Thus %(MM“ w.6: ti) is an open subscheme of the Rapoport-Zink space, which lies in
0=1:,0;B0;,~,

Vi

=i, 0 D,
1Y I

b, X g Spec E’. Hence it is contained in M, x g Spec E’. But this is nothing else

that the existence of some 6; such that

<1 .0 o=pi,0;BO;
Vi M;—’“’GZﬁ xp Spec E' — M~ = il

v

x g Spec B/

exists. Moreover it is clearly an open immersion, hence étale. (I

Remark 5.5.7. Alternatively one can deduce étaleness of (v;); by considering the commutative diagram

IL be““eln X g Iggjd iyt x pSpec E’ ik IL szj# Dt X g Iggjdl)ti x gpSpec E’

i

N[(in)ﬁ X i Spec E’

and using that the morphisms 7(4,) and (g, 14, ., ) are étale by the previous theorem.
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Lemma 5.5.8. In the situation of the previous proposition, fiz some d; > d;. Then the commutative
square

IL M;;”“M X B IgSlieri’”)Lt x gSpec E' _ I, M;f““ei@ei'”n X Iggjdi)‘j x gSpec B’

| |

Hi M;fuiﬂm X 5 Iggjdrl‘di,w)ﬁ x pSpec £ o Hz szw,&@&,wiﬁ X Igg]di)ﬁ x zSpec )

is a fiber product diagram.

Proof. Denote the fiber product space by X. Then the universal property gives a morphism

P IV s p 1 T B — X
7

But both spaces are finite étale Galois-covers over [ [, M;;’”’Giﬁ XEB Ig(Ugh—irdi’”)Li x g E' of the same degree
[t ., (bo,) = La; (bu)] = [ LilLdi+di -, (b;) = La; (by;)]. Hence the morphism f is a finite étale Galois-
cover of degree 1, i.e. an isomorphism. (I

Remark 5.5.9. The same result obviously holds as well for the closed spaces [], Mbju“ #9% instead of

o=Xpi,0i
IT, M

5.6 Dimensions of arbitrary leaves

As a first application of this product decomposition, we show that every leaf, i.e. the locus in one
Newton stratum with fixed isomorphism class of associated local G-shtukas, has the same dimension.

Definition 5.6.1. Fiz for each characteristic place ¢; a local G.,-shtuka (G;, ;) over a finite field E'.
Then define the set

C((JQ-L#Pi)i = {z € XI| L., (G, oY) xxu Speck = (G;, ¢;) X g Speck for eachc;},
where T : Speck — X} is any geometric point with image x.

As for central leaves, is a closed subset in the corresponding Newton stratum, hence locally
closed in X‘UL. We endow it with the reduced substack structure, making it into a DM-stack over £’ and
call it a leaf in XZ}.

C[(JQiWi)i

Proposition 5.6.2. Fix a Newton stratum ./\/,(Jw). Then every leaf in ./\/,(in) has the same dimension.

Proof. We prove that the leaf corresponding to local G.,-shtukas (G;, ;) has the same dimension as our

fixed central leaf. As perfections preserve dimensions, it suffices to compare the dimensions of C,(Jgi’“o")”j

and C[(in)ﬁ.
Choose for each i a quasi-isogeny f; : (Gi, pi) = (LTG,,,by,0*), which exists at least after base-change
to Fq. This defines a set of points y; € Mbju“ iﬁ(Spec Fq). Choose bounds 8; sufficiently large such that

Yi € M;” #09% for each i and fix a tuple (di)i such that 74, exists. We claim now that the morphism

di i,Pi)i
T(di) * (y’b)z XE Ig(U )t RN C(Ug ©i)ill

is well-defined, finite and surjective. Well-defined is obvious from the definition and finiteness follows
from theorem [B.5.5b) by precomposition with the closed immersion defined by the points y;. To see the
surjectivity, we proceed as in lemma Fix any geometric point x € C[(Jg“%)in corresponding to the
global G-shtuka (%, vo, o). Then by definition of the leaf, we may consider the quasi-isogenies

Le.(“o,00) = (Giro1) 25 (LT Gy, byy0)
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which define again the points y; in the Rapoport-Zink space. Moreover the modification of (%, ¢, o)
along these quasi-isogenies define a global G-shtuka in Iggii)ﬁ (using the identity as the trivialization of
the associated local G.,-shtukas), which lies in the preimage of x under m4,). This shows surjectivity.
In particular we have

dilrnC[(Jgi’“’i)iﬁ = dim Iggii)n = dimC[(JVi)n.

6 Lifting to formal schemes and adic spaces

So far we worked only over the special fiber corresponding to the fixed characteristic places (¢;);. We now
wish to extend 7(g,) and 7(g,) to morphisms of formal schemes, whose underlying reduced subschemes
are the ones considered in section [B] or at least reasonably close to them. By applying Huber’s generic
fiber functor, we obtain similar covering morphisms for associated adic spaces.

6.1 Central leaves as formal schemes

We construct now the central leaf, not as a reduced subscheme of the special fiber of the moduli space of
global G-shtukas, but as a formal scheme. A priori we could just take the formal completion of the moduli
space VEH(C, G) along the central leaf C[(JW). However there are disadvantages in using the resulting
formal scheme: First of all the construction of the extended covering morphism could not be made using
the universal families as done in theorem [6.2.7] but only using the equivalence of deformations of global
and local G-shtukas, cf. remark Secondly it would turn out, that the resulting morphism is not
adic, having therefore none of the expected properties like being finite or étale. Thus we define the
(formal) central leaf Qﬁ;}”) (loosely speaking) as the locus in VEH}(C, G), where the universal global
G-shtuka has associated local G-shtukas fpqgc-locally isomorphic to (L*Gg,,b,,0%), cf.

From now on we fix local coordinates ¢; for {c1} x ... {ci=1} x C x {cit1} X ... x{c,} C C™\ A at the
point ¢; once and for all. This way we identify Spf E[[1, ..., (,]] with the formal completion of C™ \ A
at the point (¢;);.

Definition 6.1.1. a) Let X}, be the formal completion of VEHE(C,G) along the special fiber X =
Véi)'H%J(C, G). It is by construction a (C1, ...,y )-adic formal scheme over Spt E[[C1, ..., ]] € C™\A.

Let f{‘ULu be its perfection over Spf E[[Cy,. .., )P

b) Let ‘ﬁg’i) C X be the formal completion of VEHE(C,G) along N[(]w). The formal scheme ‘ﬁg/i) is
not ((1,...,Cn)-adic nor is the inclusion ‘ﬁg’i) C X! an adic morphism.

Let ‘ﬁ;}ji)ﬂ be its perfection.

Remark 6.1.2. i) The formal scheme ‘ﬁg/i) represents the locus in Xf; that admits a fpgc-cover over
which for each characteristic place the local G-shtuka associated to the universal global one is quasi-
isogenous to (LT G.,,b,,0*). Indeed: It is obvious, that the reduced subscheme underlying such a locus
has to be contained in ./\/'g”"). Hence the locus of existence of such a fpqc-local quasi-isogeny has to be
contained in ‘ﬁgj) Conversely such a fpqc-cover over mg”i) is constructed in the proof of theorem [6.1.6]
(and called Y there). Actually we show the existence of such a cover only modulo some power of an
ideal of definition, but the constructions are easily adapted.

ii) Alternatively %’ﬁ can be defined as the formal completion of the perfection VEHL (C, G)* along the

special fiber Xﬁﬁ. The same applies to the Newton stratum ‘ﬁgji)ﬁ.

We have already seen that Iggjooi)ﬁ — C((]Vi)ﬁ — C[(]Vi) is a fpqc-cover over which the local G-shtukas as-

sociated to the universal global G-shtuka admit a (canonical) isomorphism to (LT G,,,b,,0*). Therefore
it is natural to make the following

Definition 6.1.3. ngi) is the locus in Xt;, where some fpqc-cover exists such that for each characteristic
place c; the following holds: The local G-shtuka associated to the universal global G-shtuka at this charac-
teristic place ¢; admits (over this cover) an isomorphism to the constant local G-shtuka (LT G.,,b,,c*).
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To be more precise, Qfg/i) is the fpqc-sheaf on X{;, which has on (a )test scheme S — XY, exactly one
vi

element if some fpgc-cover of S exists with the properties above. €;;*(S) is empty otherwise.
Let ngi)ﬁ be the perfection of Cg’i).

Before we can start proving representability results, we need the following general lemma, which is
surely nothing new.

Lemma 6.1.4. Let X be any quasi-compact noetherian scheme over a field k. Then there exists a
fpge-cover Y — X such that each connected component of the underlying reduced subscheme Y4 is
irreducible, normal and has an algebraically closed function field.

Proof. Assume first that X is irreducible with function field k(X). Then we can just take as Y the
normalization of X in the algebraic closure k(X).

In the general case we may assume wlog that the reduced subscheme X*®9 is irreducible. Then after
passing to some open cover, we may embed X into X4 x;, Spf k[[t1,...,t,]] for some n > 0. Choose
now a fpqce-cover Y4 — X4 which is normal and has algebraic closed function field. Then Y4 x
Spf k[[t1, ..., tn]] — X' x4, Spf k[[t1, . . ., t,]] is still a fpge-cover with this property. We define now

Y=X XdeXSpfk[[tl,...,tn]] (Ywd Xk Spf k[[tl, “e ,tn]])

It is obviously a fpgc-cover and the reduced subscheme of Y equally Y4, hence is normal and has as
well an algebraically closed function field. (I

Remark 6.1.5. Note that although X is noetherian, ¥ will no longer have this property.

Theorem 6.1.6. Cgi) exists as a formal scheme over Spf E[[C1,...,(u]]. We call it the (formal) central
leaf.

Proof. Obviously ngw) lies inside ‘ﬁg’i), which equals the locus, where the associated local G-shtukas
are quasi-isogenous to (L*G,,b,,0*). Choose an ideal of definition I for ’ﬁg/i). Then we have to show
that for each d > 1 the locus inside ‘ﬁ;}j)/ I, where the associated local G-shtukas are isomorphic to

(L*TG.,,b,,0%), is representable. But it suffices to do this fpqc-locally. Hence choose any Y — mg’i)/ld
as in lemma and assume wlog. that Y4 is irreducible. We denote by (G¥", p4"") the local
G-shtuka over Y associated to the universal global G-shtuka at the characteristic place ¢;. As there are
only finitely many characteristic places, it suffices to deal with each characteristic place separately.
Claim 1: There exists a Jp, -torsor of quasi-isogenies o : (G}, ™) — (LG, , by, 0*).

As the generic point 7 has an algebraically closed function field, we can choose some quasi-isogeny a;,
over it. By Tate’s theorem of extending quasi-isogeniesZ7.6] and normality of Y**¢ it extends to a quasi-
isogeny ayrea over Y4, But now rigidity of quasi-isogenies 2.4.4] for nilpotent thickenings implies, that
ayrea extends uniquely to a quasi-isogeny a over all of Y. The claimed Jj, -torsor of quasi-isogenies
comes now by post-composing « with self-isogenies of (LTG.,,b,.0*), which are parametrized by Jb,, -
Claim 2: There are only finitely many J,, N L*G,,-cosets of these quasi-isogenies, that restrict to an
isomorphism on some geometric point of Y.

Fix one quasi-isogeny a. The goal is to bound all v € Jp, such that o« restricts to an isomorphism at
some point. For this note first that one can bound « by some p': Over the generic point «,, is bounded
by some p (as i has algebraically closed function field). As the locus of boundedness is closed, ayrea is
bounded by y as well. Now the d-th power of the ideal defining Y**d C Y vanishes, hence by proposition
2.4.4 there is some other bound ' such that all of a is bounded by it.

Consider now v € Jp,, and assume the quasi-isogeny 7 o a is an isomorphism at some point y € Y.
Then v (at this point y) is the composition of an isomorphism and «, ', which is bounded by p/~!.
Hence v itself is bounded by p/~!. But there are only finitely many choices of Ib,, N L*G,,-cosets of
self-isogenies -y, which are bounded by g/~ !.

Claim 3: The locus Z where at least one of the quasi-isogenies « is an isomorphism, is representable
by a closed immersion.

Being an isomorphism is equivalent to being bounded by the zero cocharacter. Hence the locus where
one fixed quasi-isogeny « is an isomorphism is representable by a closed immersion. Next observe
that all quasi-isogenies in J;, N L*G,, are isomorphisms, hence this locus coincides for all elements
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in one Jp, N L*G.,-coset. Thus claim 2 implies that the locus, where at least one quasi-isogeny is an
isomorphism, is a finite union of closed immersions, hence representable by a closed immersion.
Claim 4: If S — Y is any fqpc-morphism such that exists an isomorphism 8 : (G¥"%7, p¥niv) —
(L*G.,,b,,0*) over S, then S already factors through Z.

We even claim that the isomorphism 3 over S actually comes by pull-back from one of the quasi-isogenies
a defined above. To show this, pick any quasi-isogeny o over Y and pull it back to S. Then foa™!
defines a self-quasi-isogeny of (LTG.,,b,,0*) over S. As the set Jp,, of self-quasi-isogenies is totally
disconnected, 5 o a~! has to be constantly equal to one v € Jp,,. But this shows that § is simply the
pullback of the quasi-isogeny v o a from Y to S.

Now claim 4 implies, that the formal scheme Z we constructed in claim 3 equals (Cg’i) /1) x Y.

N1
This proves the theorem.

Proposition 6.1.7. QI(UW) is (C1y- .., Cn)-adic.

Proof. Tt suffices to see that the special fiber ¢§ji>/(§1, vy Cn) = ngi) XSpf E[[C1,...,¢a]] SPEC E exists
as a scheme. We already know by theorem that it exists as a formal scheme. So it suffices
to show that for every algebraically closed field k a morphism f : Speck[[t]] — X/ factors through
Qf(U”i)/(Cl, ..., Cp) if its restriction to Spf k[[t]] does. As all LT G-torsors over Spec k[[t]] are trivial, we
may apply [HV1I] proposition 3.16] (using that all torsors are nice in the sense of section[5.1]) to establish
an equivalence of categories between bounded local G-shtukas over Spf k[[t]] and over Spec k[[t]]. The
very same arguments show as well, that we have an equivalence between bounded quasi-isogenies over
Spf k[[t]] and over Speck[[t]]. In particular taking the zero cocharacter as a bound, we see that an
isomorphism over Spf k[[t]] extends uniquely to a quasi-isogeny over Spec k[[t]], where it is again an

isomorphism. Hence f factors indeed though et(U””/(gl, .«.y Cp), if its restriction to Spf k[[t]] does. O

Lemma 6.1.8. ngi)ﬁ 1s the locus in ‘ﬁgji)ﬂ, where some fpgc-cover exists such that the local G-shtukas
over all ¢; can be trivialized in the sense of definition [ 1.3

Proof. This is immediate as th]w)ﬁ — Qﬁg”) is a fpqc-cover itself. O

Corollary 6.1.9. For all tuples (d;); the sheaf Jggjdi)ﬂ over Q;}ji)ﬁ defined by

5 (%) (T) = I, (b,,)-truncated isomorphisms between the associated local G-shtukas
Su - and (LT G,,,b,,0*) for all characteristic places c;

for all schemes T over Qg’i)ﬁ, is representable by a ((1,. .., Cn)-adic formal scheme, which is finite étale
over Qﬁ;}’i)ﬁ. We call the jggjdi)ﬁ (formal) Igusa varieties.

Similarly ﬁggjooi)ﬂ parametrizing trivializations of the whole associated local G-shtukas is representable

A o . . di

by a (C1,- .., Cn)-adic formal scheme. It is isomorphic to @(di) ﬁggj ",

Proof. All assertions are immediate from section [4] when considered over C(Ul’i)ﬁ /(Ciy.e oy Gr)" for any
r > 1. Obviously the Igusa varieties are compatible for varying r and the corollary follows for the stated
formal schemes. U

Remark 6.1.10. The reduced subscheme underlying Qﬁg”)ﬁ is, as already remarked above, equal to

C,(Jl”")ﬂ. Moreover we have isomorphisms Iggjdi)ﬁ = jg(Udi)ﬂ X it C,(in)ﬂ. As all Tgusa varieties (whether
U
formal or not) are finite étale over the respective basis, we may characterize Jggji)n as the unique finite

(vi)t

étale formal scheme over &;;*"" with reduced subscheme Iggjdi)ﬁ.

6.2 The infinite covering morphism of formal schemes

We first deal with extending the morphism

Toony - JIMEL i 1™ — N

K2
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Theorem 6.2.1. There exists a canonical morphism of formal schemes over Spf E[[C1, . .., ()]

restricting to T(oo,) on reduced subschemes. () is formally étale.

Proof. The construction is word for word the same as on the special fiber, cf. Note however that
we now need theorem in its full generality. That 7(,) restricts to m(,) is obvious.

To show formal étaleness consider a closed immersion Ty C T of affine schemes given by a square-zero
ideal and the test diagram

T (fo,90) Hz M[,—ff”ﬁ % jg§JC>Oi)1i

_ _7
(f’?]/) - l%(%i)

- (vi)t
T s Pl

As maps from an affine space Spec A into perfect schemes factor over the Spec A’, where A’ C A is
the maximal subring on which the Frobenius is surjective, we may wlog. assume that Ty and T are
perfect themselves. Let now (¥, ¢, 1) (over T') be the pullback of the universal global G-shtuka along
h, (Gi, i, Bi) (over Tp) be the pullback of the universal family on the Rapoport-Zink space Mi“ i

along fo and ((¢',¢',v"), (aly,)) (over Tp) the pullback of the universal family over Jggoo")ﬁ along go.

Then by assumption £.,(¥,¢)|n, = (Gi,i). Thus we may extend 3; by proposition 2244l to a quasi-
isogeny B3; : £,(4,p) — (L*tG,,,by,0*) over T. Then T being a perfect scheme, (£, (¥, ), ;) defines
an extension f : T — ME” it of fo. Now the modification of (¢, ¢,1) along the quasi-isogenies 3;

on each characteristic place, defines a new global G-shtuka (%~ ,@,%) over T together with canonical
trivializations G, : £¢, (4, @) = £c,(4, ). This defines a morphism §: T — jg(Uooi)ﬁ.

We have to see that both triangles in the test diagram commute. The lower one is obvious from the
construction of §. For the upper one, note that (¢4’,¢’,¢’) can be identified with the modification of

(4,¢,%)|1, along the B; ' o al, . Thus there is a canonical isomorphism (G, 3,0)|m, = (9, ¢, ),

o0
which is by construction compatible with the trivializations éeo, and af . This shows j|z, = go. The

equality f |1, = fo is clear by construction of f.

Finally we have to see that ( 1 g) is unique. By definition of 7, the pullback of the universal local
G-shtuka along f has to coincide with £.,(¥, ), hence is uniquely determined. As extensions of quasi-
isogenies along nilpotent thickenings are unique, we get uniqueness of our choice of f . Uniqueness
of g follows now from the definition of 7(,), because modification of global G-shtukas along local
quasi-isogenies is an invertible operation. (I

Lemma 6.2.2. Let Y be any formal scheme. Then the diagram

Y f Hi Mbjumﬁ « jgg)oi)ﬁ

commutes if and only if the following two conditions are satisfied:

e The diagram commutes, when restricted to Y x <y IL Mbjy‘fiﬁ.

[TMg,
e For each characteristic place, the universal local G-shtuka obtained from pulling back the universal
family over ./\/lbj‘“t1 along f coincides with the local G-shtuka associated to the global G-shtuka

Vi

obtained from pulling back the universal family over ’ﬁg’i)ﬂ along g.
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Proof. Using the first condition, the assertion reduces to comparing deformations of global G-shtukas.
By [AHI4al theorem 5.10] such deformations are determined by the deformations of associated local
G-shtukas at the characteristic places. Hence the second condition ensures, that the pullback of the
universal family via g coincides with the pullback along f o 7(,). The lemma follows. ([

Remark 6.2.3. Of course we could have defined 7 (), by taking 7(,) on reduced subschemes and
then extending everything via the equivalence of deformations [AH14al, theorem 5.10]. However in the
way presented above, one retains a very good control of 7,y over the whole formal scheme, and not
only over its underlying reduced subscheme.

Proposition 6.2.4. 7, is an adic morphism.

Proof. Let I be an ideal of definition for ’II(U'”), which then by construction is an ideal of definition for

fﬁ(Uy"')ﬂ as well. Now the intersection of all powers of I is zero, so the same holds after pulling it back

along 7(o,). Thus it suffices to show that ¥V = 915}1'”/1 X (vt (Hi./\/lbj‘”ti X Spt E[[C1,...Cn]] g( ’)ﬁ)
U vi e

exists as a scheme. As ((1,...,(,) C I, we may get the more convenient form

Yy =t XG0 (o) (H M /(s Ga) 39 (¢, ,gn)>

As it obviously exists as a formal scheme, we proceed similarly to proposition [E.1.7] i.e. we show that
for any perfect valuation ring A, any morphism f : Spf A — Y extends to a morphism f : Spec A — Y.
First of all rﬁg’i)ﬁ/l is a scheme, hence prio f : SpfA — Y — rﬁg’i)ﬁ/l extends over Spec A. Using
corollary [6.1.9 one can extend proo f : Spf A — Y — Jgg)oi)n/(cl, ..., Cn) by the same reasoning.

Moreover using the extended version of pry o f, one gets a global G-shtuka over Spec A. Its associated
local G-shtukas are by construction algebraizations of the local G-shtukas defined by pulling back the
universal ones from [, M<“ i#, Now the quasi-isogenies defined by pro o f : SpfA — /\/l<” ‘" are
bounded, hence can be algebraized by the argument given in [HV11l proposition 3.16]. This defines
a morphism g : SpecA — [], M<“’ , which factors over [, M<“’ﬁ/((1, ...,Cn), because the global
G-shtukas inducing the local ones are defined over Spf E[[(1,.. .,gn]]ﬁ/(gl, ...yCn). Then the triple
(prio f,g,prao f) : Spec A — Y extends by construction f as desired. O

6.3 An étale covering morphism of formal schemes

Our next objective is to define a generalization of 7(4,) to formal schemes. It will be adic, étale and
surjective (in a strong sense).

Definition 6.3.1. Fiz a weak bound (0;); and recall the open immersion Mo<‘“ o M;‘“ﬂ. As

étale morphisms extend uniquely to nilpotent thickenings, there is a unique open formal subscheme
Mgﬂ“ RPN ./\/lﬂ“ , whose reduced subscheme equals MO<‘“ Ot

We view [], MM’“’B * s a (non-adic) formal scheme over Spf E[[C1, ..., Cal]t in the usual way.

Proposition 6.3.2. Fiz a weak bound (6;);. Then for all sufficiently large tuples (d;); (depending
only on (0;); as in proposition [.2.13), there exists a canonical morphism of formal schemes over
Spf E[[Crr . ColJ

T(a) HMO% "8 XSt Bl T80 NG

restricting to 7(q,) on reduced subschemes. Moreover ﬁ(mi)|HMojw,mxjg<wi)g Jactors through 7 (q,).
bu; U

Proof. Proposition5.2.9 still holds (with the very same proof) for S-valued points, where S is now a per-
fect formal scheme over Spf E[[(1, .. ., (,]]* with simply connected underlying reduced subscheme. In par-
ticular we get as in the reduced case (cf. proposition 5.2.12) a factorization of 7(.,) |HMZ,,§_”’9” < ag(eei)?
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over [, Mgf_‘“’eiti X Spf E[[C1yensCn ]t jg(Udi)ﬁ. Thus we obtain a morphism

coinciding with g,y over the underlying reduced subscheme.

Now let (%, ¢o,%0) be the pullback of the universal global G-shtuka to [], M(b)i““ein XSpt E[[C1,.e. ]t
Jggji)ﬁ and denote by (G;, ;) (for each characteristic place ¢;) the universal local G-shtuka defined by the
Rapoport-Zink space Mgf’”’ein. Then (G;, ;) coincides with £.,(%, ©o) where both are defined. By
[AH144, theorem 5.10] deformations of global G-shtukas are uniquely determined by the deformations
of their associated local G-shtukas. Hence the (G;, ¢;) for each characteristic place define a unique
deformation (¢, ¢, ) of (%, vo, o) to ]_[i/\/lzuji‘”’M X Spf B[[C1,...,Cn]]t jg(Udi)ﬁ. This family (¢4, ¢, %) (on
a perfect basis) defines the morphism %(di)'

It remains to see that 7(,) factors through 7 (4,). This follows essentially from lemma B.2.2] but for the
morphism 7 (4,) instead of 7(.,). We nevertheless give the argument for sake of completeness: Denote by
(%', ¢,¢) the global G-shtuka over [], MZf_‘“’Gi” x Jg°* obtained by pulling back the universal family

along 7(«,). If we pull back (¢, p, ) along the canonical morphism re, : []; M;f_‘”’e"u X Jggjooi)ﬁ —

1L M;f_‘”’eiu X jggjd")ﬁ, we obtain another global G-shtuka, still denoted by (¢, ¢, ). We have to see
that (¢',¢',¢’) and (¥, ¢,1) are isomorphic. Indeed over [], M;;’”’Giﬁ X Jg(Uooi)ﬁ this follows from

the construction of %(di)' Moreover the associated local G-shtukas are both canonically isomorphic to
(Gi, ¢i). Hence the local description of deformations of global G-shtukas [AHI4al theorem 5.10] lets us
conclude (¢, ¢, 0") =2 (4, ¢, ). O

Proposition 6.3.3. %(di) is adic and étale.

Proof. We first prove that %(di) is formally étale. This follows in the very same way as for T(o,), cf.

theorem [6.2.1] One only has to notice, that by definition any morphism S — /\/lbju“ i# of formal schemes,

whose underlying reduced subscheme maps into M(b)f“ .0 actually factors through sz“ .0l

That %(di) is adic follows now in precisely the same way as in proposition [6.2.4l That it is étale is again

a consequence of lemma [(.5.4] which generalizes to adic morphisms between formal schemes: Take

some power I" of the ideal of definition on the target and consider the morphism between the closed
o~

subscheme defined by 74, (") of the source and the closed subscheme defined by I" on the target. By

the lemma this is étale, hence so is the limit morphism %(di)' (]

Remark 6.3.4. Instead copying the proof of proposition[6.Z4] one can argue as follows: As a restriction
of an adic morphism to an open formal subscheme, 7 (.,) |1‘[M°f‘”’9i” NPCHL is adic. It is a composition
bu; U

of %(di) and an adic surjective (and pro-étale) morphism. Hence %(di) is adic as well.

Proposition 6.3.5. For all sufficiently large tuples (6;); and (d;);, the morphism %(di) satisfies the

following surjectivity assertion: Let S be any perfection of a quasi-compact noetherian formal scheme
over Spf E[[C1,...,C])f and f : S — ‘ﬁ;}ji)ﬂ any morphism of formal schemes. Then there exists an

.....

f o=pi,0i
§ 1M, " X Spt Bl all IO

.....

\Lﬁ'(di)

g R

commutes.
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Proof. We define

o= pi,0; d;
5" =5 X g <H MG ot .l 390 >n>

Then f is nothing else than the projection onto the second factor and the previous proposition implies,
that S’ — S is étale. Surjectivity for étale morphisms can be checked on underlying reduced subschemes.
Now 7r(g;) is surjective, which was shown in lemma by considering geometric points. Hence
Sleq = Srea is surjective as the base-change of 74,y along fred. O

Remark 6.3.6. The formal schemes S to test surjectivity above need not be adic or admissible. In
particular S could as well be any (usual) scheme.

6.4 A finite covering morphism of formal schemes

We define now a generalization of the finite morphism 74,y to formal schemes. This morphism 74,
will turn out to be adic, finite and surjective (at least for sufficiently large (d;);). But the underlying
reduced subschemes of the source will not coincide with [] M;” 00l

v

; X B Iggjd")‘i but rather with a closed

subscheme of it.

Definition 6.4.1. Consider the coherent sheaf of ideals in OHMjuin of all functions vanishing on
bVi

Hi/\/l;f_“i’eiﬁ. By [EGAIL, section 10.14] this ideal sheaf corresponds to a closed formal subscheme
IL Mi’_”’eiﬁ C HiMiHiu such that the inclusion morphism is adic and of finite type.
The underlying reduced subscheme is the closure of [], Mz;w,&-ﬁ in I, Mi’fin.

Proposition 6.4.2. Fiz a weak bound (6;);. Then for all sufficiently large tuples (d;); (depending
only on (0;); as in proposition [L.Z12), there exists a canonical morphism of formal schemes over

Spf B[[G1;- -, Gallf

.....

coinciding with 74,y on the underlying reduced subscheme.
) T(oo;) [T AMEH 015 3 o8 factors through 7q,).

b) T(a,) is an adic and finite morphism.
c) For sufficiently large (0;); and (d;)s, T(a,) satisfies the surjectivity property stated in proposition [6.3.3,

i.e. the same as for 7r(q,)-

Proof. The underlying reduced subscheme of Mi“ 2047 Jies in M;” #%% Thus the construction of T(dy)
is the very same as for %(di)' For property a) we n:lay use the proo} of proposition as well.

Choose now some (¢;); such that [], Mi‘f“e"’u c I MZ?_’“‘W on reduced subschemes (cf. proof of
theorem [B.5.5]for the construction of such (9;)1) Then [], ,/\;lil;iﬁiﬁ is contained in the formal completion

of T, Mbju‘_“’e”j and hence in [, Mzuj_”i’eiﬁ. The inclusion ]_[i./\/lbju‘_”’e”i cIL M;f”i’em is adic, because
both formal schemes are adic formal subschemes of HZMi“ | Fix now some (d}); > (d;); such that
there is a morphism

> . o=p;,04 (di)t (vt
”<d4>-HMbui XSpf E[Cr,.Cal)t 00 = Nyt

Then %(d;) is adic as the restriction of an adic morphism to an adic closed formal subscheme. As
Jggjdm — Jggjd")ﬁ is a finite étale cover, it follows that 74, is adic as well. With the same arguments it
follows as well, that 74, is locally of finite type.

So to show finiteness, it suffices to check this on reduced subschemes. But there 74, is just the restric-
tion of 7(4,) to a closed subscheme, hence finite by theorem [E.5.5b). This proves part b).

To get the surjectivity assertion, assume that (0;);, (d;); are sufficiently large such that %(di) sat-

isfies the surjectivity assertion of proposition [6.3.51 Then %(di) is just the restriction of 7(4,) to
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w)ﬁ

IL MM‘“ ot XSpt E[[C1,...,Cn]]t JgU hence we may just take the lift constructed in B.3.5] and view

it as a morphlsm to [1; /\/lb wi, i XSpt E[[¢1,..Cn])t I8T (o), (|

Remark 6.4.3. We just briefly sketch another way to obtain a finite covermg morphism on formal
schemes. Consider for this the locus ./\/lb 08 i the Rapoport-Zink space ./\/lb , where the universal
quasi-isogeny is weakly bounded by 6;. It is not hard to see that this defines an adic formal scheme
locally of finite type over Spf E[[¢;]]f. Then the construction 2] immediately yields a morphism of
formal schemes

= =it d; i

T(di) HM PO st Bl ol T80 = G,
that is adic and finite. However it will never be surjective, i.e. its scheme-theoretic image will always
be a proper closed formal subscheme of ‘ﬁ('/i)ﬂ which is adic over Spf E[[(1, ..., u]]*. Moreover it will
not have good properties ¥ Wlth respect to passing to the generic fiber as done in the next section: The
associated adic spaces M’ Suibfitan il be rather small compared to ./\/l<“’ Gitan Iy particular the

M:‘“ i an for varying 6; do not cover the space /\/l,;f_“ti o,

Vi

6.5 Morphisms on Huber’s adic spaces

We deal now with the structure of the generic fiber of the formal schemes considered above. As already
mentioned, the spaces are rarely adic over Spf E[[(1,. .., (,]]*, which enforces us to use Huber’s theory
in its most general version. So let us recall Huber’s generic fiber functor and some of its properties here
for the reader’s convenience:

Theorem 6.5.1. [Hub9/, propositions 4.1 and 4.2] There exists a functor (called t in [Hub94))
(—)*™ : {locally noetherian formal schemes} — {adic spaces}

together with morphisms of locally ringed topological spaces mx : X — X (for any locally noetherian
formal scheme X ), having the following universal property: If X is any locally noetherian formal scheme,
T any adic space and f : T — X any morphism of locally ringed topological spaces, then there exists a
unique morphism f 2T — X of adic spaces with f = mx o f

Let f : X — X' be a morphism of locally noetherian formal schemes and fo" : X — X' the
corresponding morphism of adic spaces. Then

e f is adic if and only if f*" is adic.
e f is locally of finite type if and only if f*" is locally of finite type.

Remark 6.5.2. i) The analytification of a formal scheme is in general not analytic in the sense of
adic spaces (cf. [Hub94, after theorem 3.5]). But as remarked in [Hub96, section 1.9], passing to the
open subspace of analytic points does not lose much information, e.g. one still has some (slightly more
restrictive) universal property with respect to morphisms to the original formal scheme. For more details
see corollary

ii) Note that the analytification functor extends to perfections X* of a locally noetherian formal schemes
X by defining (X*)*" as the perfection of X". This way, we get adic spaces for all formal schemes

considered above, except for the infinite Igusa variety J g(oo’)

Remark 6.5.3. In the analogous world of Shimura varieties in mixed characteristic, one usually views
the associated generic fiber as a rigid analytic space. So let us discuss the relative merits of adic spaces
versus rigid analytic spaces:

In [Ray74] Raynaud defined a functor

(—)ris - formal schemes topologically quasi-compact rigid analytic spaces
" | of finite type over a DVR R topologically of finite type over Spec R

So two problems occur here: First of all we are over the base ring E[[(1,...,(,]]¥, which is not a
DVR and secondly our formal schemes are usually not topologically of finite type (or even adic) over
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Spf E[[¢1,...,¢a]]f. The first problem was at least partially solved by Bosch and Liitkebohmert in
[BL93], where they followed Raynaud’s approach to define the category of rigid analytic spaces as the
localization of the category of admissible formal schemes (in the sense that it is an adic formal schemes
locally of finite presentation, such that the ideal of definition does not contain any nilpotent elements)
by admissible blow-ups. In this way they obtain a functor

(_)M-g : admissible quasi-compact quasi-separated rigid analytic spaces
formal schemes over S locally of finite presentation over S™*9
where S is any noetherian formal scheme, whose structure sheaf is generated by some coherent ideal.
On the other hand Berthelot [Ber96b] generalized Raynaud’s construction to obtain a functor

(_)”-g ) locally noetherian rigid analytic
ormal schemes over a spaces over Spec
") f 1 schi DVR R p SpecR |

Although there are several technical problems, it seems possible to construct a functor from formal
schemes over Spf E[[(1,. .., (] to rigid analytic spaces over Spf E[[(1, ..., (,]]F"%, by combining both
constructions. However we do not know any reference, where this is worked out.

Note in particular that many of the following lemmas are well-known for the functor from formal schemes
to rigid analytic spaces (at least for Raynaud’s original setup) on the one hand, and for the functor
from rigid analytic spaces to adic spaces (cf. the various statements in [Hub96l section 1]) on the other
hand. So generalizing the arguments presented there to our situation, should give alternative proofs of
these facts.

Overall we felt, that using Huber’s already existing functor and then proving certain properties by hand,
is the easier and more accessible way.

Lemma 6.5.4. If X, Y and Z are (perfections of) locally noetherian formal schemes and f : X — Z,
g:Y — Z any morphisms, then the fiber product X" X zan Y™ exists in the category of adic spaces.
In fact it is equal to (X Xz Y)o™.

Remark 6.5.5. We do not assume that f or g are adic or even locally of finite type. Hence we cannot
simply refer to [Hub96l proposition 1.2.2] for the existence of X" X zan Y.

Proof. X xzY is again locally noetherian (or a perfection thereof), hence (X x z V)" exists as an adic
space. The analytification of the canonical projections pry : X x zY — X respectively pro : X xzY — Y
induce maps of adic spaces pr{” : (X xz Y)* — X" and pr§” : (X xzY)* — Y. We check that
the triple ((X Xz V)™ pré™ pr§™) has the universal property of a fiber product in the category of adic
spaces: Let T be any adic space and a : T — X", b : T — Y*" two morphisms of adic spaces satisfying
f¥oa =g ob: T — Z*. We obtain morphisms of locally ringed spaces mx oca : T — X and
myob: T — Y, which coincide when mapped to Z. Now observe that the fiber product of locally ringed
spaces coincides with the fiber product for (formal) schemes, cf. [EGATI, Errata to EGAL proposition
1.8.1] (or for a more detailed proof [Gillll theorem 8]). Thus we obtain a morphism of locally ringed
spaces (mx oa,my ob) : T — X x Y. By the universal property of the analytification functor, we get
(rx oa,my ob)™ : T — (X xzY)*. One easily checks that pr{” o (mx o a,my 0b)~ = a and similarly
for the second projection. Indeed it suffices to prove this in the category of locally ringed spaces after
composing it with mx : X" — X. Then equality holds by construction.

Uniqueness is just an exercise in shifting around formal symbols: Assume we have any map (a,b) : T —
(X xz Y)*" fitting in the fiber product diagram of adic spaces. Then observe

priomxx,y o (a,b) =nx opri®o(a,b)=nwxoa:T — X

and similarly for the other projection. In particular mx x ,yo(a,b) : T — X x zY is uniquely determined.
By the universal property of the analytification, this in turn determines (a, b) uniquely. (I

Lemma 6.5.6. If f : U — X is an open embedding of (perfections of ) locally noetherian formal schemes,
then its analytification f*" : X — Y " is an open embedding of adic spaces.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the construction of the analytification functor. (I
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Lemma 6.5.7. a) If f : X — Y is an étale morphism between (perfections of ) locally noetherian formal
schemes, then fo" : X% — Y is an étale morphism of adic spaces (as defined in [Hub90, definition
1.6.5]).

b) If f: X =Y is a finite morphism between (perfections of ) locally noetherian formal schemes, then
fom s Xom 5 Yo s g finite morphism of adic spaces (as defined in [Hub96, 1.4.4]).

Proof. a) This is just [Hub96, lemma 3.5.11)].

b) We may check this locally on Y resp. Y. So assume that ¥ = Spf A for some adic ring A.
Then by [EGAIII, proposition 4.8.1] there exists a finite adic A-algebra B with X = Spf B. So f*" :
X = Spa(B,B) — Y = Spa (A, A) is the morphism induced by the morphism of affinoid rings
(A, A) — (B, B). But this is finite in the sense of [Hub96, 1.4.2], which gives the desired result. O

We now apply all this theory to Rapoport-Zink spaces, Igusa varieties, Newton strata and the
covering morphisms as constructed in the previous section. Throughout the remaining part of this section
we abbreviate Spa E[[C1, ..., ]l = Spf B[[G1,- .., GuJ**™ = Spa (B[, - -, GallF, Bl - -, Gill).

Theorem 6.5.8. Fiz (0;); and (d;); sufficiently large as in proposition [L.2.12. Then there is an étale
map
~an

. o=pu;,0:;4 an d;)t an vi)f an
T(di) HM%“ : X Spa E[[¢1,.,Cnl)* 393 Jhan *ﬁgf )

.....

and a finite map

.....

~an <pi,0it an (d;)t an (vi)t an
T(dy) -Hbef XSpa B[C1.....Ca]J# J0U — Ny

of adic spaces over Spa E[[C1, ..., (]t They are compatible for varying (0;); and (d;);.

Proof. Apply Huber’s generic fiber functor to the morphism constructed in proposition[6.3.2 respectively
6.4.21 Then use lemma [6.5.4] to get the above description of the source spaces and use lemma to
carry over the property étale respectively finite. ([

Remark 6.5.9. To get a generic version of the infinite covering morphism 7(o,) is far more difficult
(if not impossible). The main problem is that Jggoo")ﬁ is not locally noetherian (or even a perfection
thereof), so Huber’s functor cannot be applied. The alternative approach to define it via the limit
. San . s ~an NP .

1&1 () () respectively the limit ]gl (d) T (ds) CRUSES problems as well, because infinite inverse limits of
adic spaces do not need to exist in the category of adic spaces, even if the transition morphisms are
finite étale as in our situation.

) an

Now that we have a good understanding of single adic Newton strata ‘ﬁg’i , it remains to discuss

their relationship with %gﬁ “" the adic space associated to (the perfection of the formal completion of
the special fiber of) the moduli space of all bounded global G-shtukas. For convenience we will switch
to the non-perfect setting in order to have noetherian adic spaces. Note however that most assertions
are stable under passing to the perfection anyway.

Lemma 6.5.10. Let A be a noetherian E|[[C1,...,(n]]-algebra, which is complete for the ideal Iy =
(C1y...,Cn). Let S C A be a multiplicative subset and I C A some radical ideal containing Iy. Let
/ﬁg?l]l be the I-adic completion of the localization of A at S. Then there exists a morphism of adic
spaces 6™ : Spf /mg?l]l‘m — Spf A% over Spf E[[C1, ..., (a]]*"™. Moreover:
a) Spf fﬁS’?l]I is the formal completion of Spf A along Spec A[S™1]/I C Spec A/I,.
b) 6% is injective (as a map of topological spaces).
¢) The image of §*™ consists of all points in Spf A*™ corresponding to a continuous valuation v : A —
T'U {0} satisfying

1. v(s) =1 for all s € S and

2. for each x € I there is some positive real number €5 such that v(x) < 1 — g4.
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Proof. By definition of the rings there exists a natural morphism ¢ : Spf /ES’?]I — Spf A of formal
schemes over Spf E[[(1,...,(y]]. Then define §°™ as the analytification of this morphism. Part a) of the
lemma is immediate from the construction.

For part b) consider any continuous valuation v : A — I' U {0}. Then there is at most one extension of

this valuation to the ring A[S™!] and by continuity at most one extension to the completion A[S—1]%.

Now the elements in A[S—1]% are dense in A[S—1]! (especially since we change from the Ip-adic topology
to the coarser I-adic one). Hence there is at most one valuation o : A[S~1]/ — ' U {0} extending v,
i.e. at most one preimage of v under 6. Note that this argument actually works for any valuation
spectrum, and not only for adic spaces.

To prove assertion ¢) we first show that the conditions 1. and 2. are necessary. If v lies in the image,
then it extends to a continuous valuation ¥ : A[S—1]! — I'U{0} satisfying 9(x) < 1 for all x € A[S—1].
From this last condition it follows immediately that all units in A[S—!]! have valuation 1. In particular
this holds for the elements in S. Moreover continuity for the I-adic topology implies that all elements
x € I are topologically nilpotent, i.e. satisfy v(z) < 1 — ¢, for some &,.

Conversely, assume now that v € Spf A*™ = Spa (A, A) is a valuation satisfying conditions 1. and 2..
Then we have to see that all extensions in the proof of part b) actually exist. The extension v’ to A[S™!]
and hence to A[S—1]% exists because v(s) # 0 for all s € S,,. However only the full condition v(s) = 1
implies that v'(z) < 1 for all z € A[S—!]{o. Thus we obtain an element v’ € Spa (A[S—1]f A[S—1]{0).
Next we have to pass from the Ip-adic topology to the I-adic one. But a valuation v’ of A[S—1]% is
continuous for the I-adic topology if (and only if) there exists one positive real number ¢ such that
v'(z) <1—¢forall z € I. As A was assumed to be noetherian, I is finitely generated and hence this
condition is actually equivalent to condition 2.. Now any continuous valuation extends automatically
to the completion of the underlying ring (with respect to the chosen topology). Thus v’ extends to a
continuous valuation ¥ : A[S—1]! — T'U {0}. Moreover #(z) < 1 for all € A[S—1]!, because this holds
over the dense subset A[S—1]f0. Thus we get a preimage © € Spf A[S—1]/e" = Spa (A[S—1]!, A[S—1]!)
of v under 6™ as claimed. O

Proposition 6.5.11. a) There is a canonical morphism §,, : fﬁgi) M X8 over Spa E[[C1, ..., Gl
b) 6., is injective (as a map of topological spaces).

¢) The images of 8,, for varying (v;); are disjoint.

d) The set of morphisms {6,,}(,), s jointly surjective on rank-1-points of X, *".

Proof. a) By definition we have a canonical (non-adic) inclusion of formal schemes ‘ﬁg/i) — X7 Then
0y, is just the analytification of this inclusion.

The next two assertions are shown by reduction to the affine situation of the previous lemma. As
N[(in) C X/} is locally closed, there are open affine subsets V; = Spec Ag; C X}, covering N,(in) such
that V; ﬂ/\/}(j’i) = Spec Ay ; [S&;]/Io,j for some multiplicative subset Sy ; and an ideal Iy ;. Then passing
to formal completions, one gets open formal subschemes U; = Spf A; C X! with underlying reduced
fibers V; such that 91" N0, — X% N, is given by Spf A;[S; 1]l — Spf A; for any lift S; of Sp; and
I; the preimage of Iy ; under the canonical morphism A; — Ag ;.

b) Consider such an open cover {V;}; as described above. Then 2; being open in X}; implies

OO =Bl (V) = mofey (V3 NAGY) = (R 0
and lemma [6.5.10b) gives the injectivity of
8y, 1 0, 1(TI™) = (MG Ny — g,

As the U$" cover the image of d,, by construction, the assertion follows.

c) It suffices to show that the images of mxr 04y, : ‘ﬁg’i) “" — X# are disjoint. But

Txw © Oy, (‘ﬁgl) an) = ng/i) (‘ﬁgl) an) = N((]Vi) C Xllj
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and the different Newton strata ./\/'é'/i) in the special fiber are by construction disjoint.
d) Let y € X}, be a point given by a rank-1-valuation. Then y corresponds to a morphism y :
Spa (K,K*) — XI;*", where (K, K™) is a complete affinoid field. From the assumption on the rank,
it follows that K™ = K° is the subalgebra of power-bounded elements. In particular the underlying
topological space of Spa (K, K*) has only one single point. Now y gives a morphism of locally ringed
spaces mxr oy @ Spa(K,K") — X{;, which maps into some point |y| € |Xf;| = [X{;|, where |- |
denotes the underlying topological space. As the Newton strata cover X/, there is some v; with
(vi)
lyl € Ny

topologically maps into |Nz(JW)

. Now ‘ﬁgji) is the formal completion of X{; in N,(JV"). Hence any morphism to X%}, which

(i)
, actually factors through 91;*.

In particular we obtain a morphism
Txu 0y : Spa (K,KT) — ‘ﬁg’i). By the universal property of analytification, there is as well a morphism
of adic spaces (mxx oy)*" : Spa(K,KT) — mg”i) “". Then by construction, (mxn o y)*" defines a
preimage of y under §,,.

Note that for arbitrary y € X}, *" the argument fails, because the image of Txp 0y consists no longer of
one point and hence may spread out (topologically) over several Newton strata. (I

Remark 6.5.12. The failure of the d,, (‘ﬁ(U”i) “™) to be locally closed or to be jointly surjective has a
rather simple explanation: In the case of schemes, a section can either be a unit or topologically nilpotent
in a formal neighborhood of a point and such distinctions determine, in which stratum (respectively
formal completion of it) the point lies. However in the case of adic spaces, there is a third possibility
(which appears only when considering valuations of rank at least 2) for the section, namely being
power-bounded but not a unit in the valuation ring.

Lemma 6.5.13. There exists a partition of X;“" (over Spa E[[(1, ... ,(n]]) into locally closed subspaces
mg”i) a"’StTat, such that each ‘ﬁg’i) St ontains ‘ﬁg’i) “™ as an open dense subset. Moreover for all
(vi)i the union
U ‘ﬁg’l) an,strat
(V) =2()

is closed.

Proof. Define m§j” amstrat . ﬂ;i (N[(in)) as the preimage of the Newton stratum under the spe-
U
cialization morphism. Then the ‘ﬁg’i) amstrat are obviously locally closed, form a partition of X{; “"

v!) an,strat
and U< M
(v;) an,strat
mU

is closed as a preimage of a closed set. Moreover by definition ‘ﬁg’i) “c

. Both form a partition of the rank-1-points, hence these points coincide for both ‘ﬁgji) “n

and ‘ﬁg’i) amstrat - Bt rank-1-points are dense in ‘ﬁg’i) ‘m’smn, because specialization morphisms col-
lapse the “cloud” of higher-rank specializations around a point of rank 1. Thus ’ﬁg/i) “" is dense in
sjt(ul) an,strat

U .

(vi) an

It remains to see that 91 is indeed open in ‘ﬁ(in This can be checked locally and by
choosing a cover {V;}; as in proposition [6.5.11], one is reduced to the affine situation as in lemma
In other words for a locally closed formal subscheme Spf fﬁS’?l]I C Spf A with underlying re-
duced fiber Spec A[S™!]/I, we have to see that Spf fmg?l]l " is open in ﬂ'S_plfA(Spec A[S™Y/I). But

ws_plf 1(Spec A[ST1]/I) is (essentially by definition) the set of continuous valuations v : A — I' U {0}
satisfying

) an,strat

1. v(s) =1 for all s € S and

2. v(z) <1lforallzel.

Thus ﬂgng(Spec A[S~Y/1) \ Spf A/[S?]I em is given by the condition v(x) > 1 —¢ for all z € I and all
real numbers € > 0. As [ is finitely generated, this is a closed condition for a fixed €. Hence the desired
complement is closed as an infinite intersection of closed subspaces for varying e. (]

Remark 6.5.14. i) The ‘ﬁg’i) amstrat Jikely do not form a stratification in general, as closures of

mgi) @St should be far smaller than unions of other strata, due to the finer topology.
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ii) Note that in general the subsets ‘ﬁg’i) amstrat are only locally closed subsets as topological spaces and

not the intersection of an open adic subspace with a closed adic subspace. In particular ‘ﬁgji) amstrat

has in general no canonical structure as an adic space and geometric points Spa (K, KT) of f{‘UL " will

not necessarily factor over one of the ‘ﬁg’i) am,strat (even as maps of topological spaces).

For technical reasons, analytic adic spaces have in general better properties with respect to their
cohomology. So let us give a version of the covering morphisms in the setup of analytic adic spaces. As
there is little difference between both settings, we will not distinguish notationally between them.

Corollary 6.5.15. Fiz (0;); and (d;); as in proposition [F.2.12
a) There is an étale map between analytic adic spaces

~an

. o=ui,b; an (di) an (vi) an
T(dy) * HMbui“ XSpa B[[¢1,....¢a]] I8 =Ny,

which are compatible for varying (0;); and (d;);.
b) There is a finite map between analytic adic spaces

which are compatible for varying (0;); and (d;);.
¢) The canonical maps 6, : ‘ﬁgji) R X5 " are injective and have open image. For varying (v;) their

images are disjoint and cover all rank-1 points in X5 “".

Proof. All analytic adic spaces are constructed by taking the locus of analytic points in the respective
adic space. Then [Hub96, proposition 1.9.1] states that these analytic adic spaces still have a good
universal property, hence all morphisms appearing in the corollary are well-defined. As restrictions of
étale respective finite morphisms, they retain these properties. This proves part a) and b).

All assertions in part ¢) are immediate from proposition 511l except for the images being open. As
in the previous statements, we may pass to the affine situation of lemma and have to see that

-

Spf A[S—1]1 @® C Spf A" is open in the analytic setting. As localization at S defines an open subset
anyway (regardless whether taking arbitrary adic spaces or only analytic ones), we may wlog. just

consider Spf AT @ C Spf A", ~

Fix now any analytic point in Spf A’ % C Spf A%" with corresponding valuation v : A — I' U {0}.
Having the ({3, ..., (,)-adic topology on A implies by the definition of analytic points, that there is at
least one ¢; with v({;) > 0. As I is finitely generated, we can find by lemma [6.5.10k) some positive
integer r >> 0 such that v(z") < v(¢;) for all z € I. Thus

{v e Spt A" | v(a") <w((;) #0Va €I}

is an open (rational) subspace of (the subset of analytic points of) the adic space Spf A*™, which contains
v. It lies itself inside Spf A? %" because (; is topologically nilpotent or equivalently v((;) < 1 — ¢ for
some positive real number ¢. (|

7 Representations in cohomology
Our goal is to study the cohomology group

> (-1 (VEHI(C,G),, Q) .
i.e. the alternating sum of the cohomology groups of the complex

R, (V#’Hl(C’,G)n,(@g) = lim lmAT, (vﬁ%(c, G)W,Z/WZ) ®z, Qu
UcG(ainte) T

as a representation of G(A%) x I'g,. For the definition of the G(A<)-action, see [[41]
The main result is theorem [Z.5.17] which expresses this representation in terms of cohomology groups
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of Igusa varieties and Rapoport-Zink-spaces.

Nevertheless the first step is to analyze the cohomology of the special fiber in detail, which will be done
in the next two sections. This allows us to deal in section [[.4lwith the representation in the generic fiber
for torsion sheaves. Finally one has to deal with the limits over these torsion sheaves, which is done in
section

7.1 Torsion sheaves with group actions on the special fiber

Before we can deal with even the cohomology of the special fiber, we need some information about the
sheaves we are to deal with. More precisely given a torsion sheaf £ on N((]V")ﬂ, we construct sheaves
F0i:di) by first pulling back and then pushing forward along the morphism 7(4;)- Note that it is essential
to use the étale version of the covering morphism here, though we will give an overview at the end of
this section what one can still do if one uses 7(g,) instead. The direct limit of the sheaves F (65,ds)

has then an action of [], J;. In fact F = h_r}n F0i:di) is nothing else than the compactly induced

(6i,di)
[ I; Ji-representation obtained from £ (with trivial action), at least on geometric points.
For Shimura varieties of PEL-type the corresponding statements can be found in [Man04} section 5.2].

Throughout this section we fix a sheaf £ of abelian torsion groups over N ((]V")ﬂ, whose torsion order

is prime to p. Note that by [Zhul4l proposition A.4] this is equivalent to giving such a sheaf on ./\/'[(Jui).
For each tuple of pairs (0;,d;);, such that 7(g,) exists, define

FUO) = (170, (£)
which is again a sheaf in abelian torsion groups with torsion order prime to p.

As we will deal frequently with the transition morphisms between various Igusa varieties and open
subschemes of Rapoport-Zink spaces, we fix the following

Notation 7.1.1. The canonical finite étale projection morphism between Igusa varieties for (d;) > (d;)

1s denoted by

d’
. Igél)ﬁ

di)f
r(d;—di) : §J .

— Ig

The canonical open immersion between subspaces of Rapoport-Zink spaces for 0, sufficiently large with
respect to 0; is denoted by

L NO S04 o=pi,0f
Lgi,‘g; : Mb'/i — Mb K

We will not distinguish (notationally) between such morphisms and the induced morphism on product
spaces [, MZf“i’eiﬁ X g Iggjdi)ﬁ.

Lemma 7.1.2. o) If (d}) > (d;), then there is a canonical morphism M- : FOudi) _y F(0idy)

b) If 0; and 0} are two weak bounds such that Mgf_“i’ei C M;f_’”’ei for all i, then there is a canonical

morphism tg, o1 : FlOundi) _y FOidi)  Ip particular this happens if for every ¥; € 0; there exists a ¥ € 0,
with 191' j 19;

Proof. a) We may factor T(d;) = T(d;) ©T(d)—d;)- Lhen finiteness of (g _q,) Implies r—a,)1 = T —d;) «»
and we may use adjunction of (r(d/i —d) % rz‘ 0 di)) to define a canonical morphism
97:1 i) . % . . - . . 01:7 ’
rla—apy P FON = a0 a0 (L) = (a0 17 (dr—d) 1 — ) Tl (£) = Fogap) 17 ar (£) = FLO %)
b) We proceed as in a): Note first 71(q,) = 7(a;) © tg, 6;- AS Lo, ¢, is an open immersion, we may use
adjunction of (Lgiﬁl{ B L!ei o) to get
Lgiﬁ“ : ]:(Gi,di) = ﬁ(di) 'ﬂ'z(dz)([’) = #(di)!LGiﬁ; !L;iﬁ;ﬁz‘di)(‘c) — #(di) 'W?dl)(ﬁ) = f(9i7di)
Giving all these transition morphisms, we can form the sheaf of abelian torsion groups

]:: h_H)l ]:(Giadi)_
(05,d:)
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Lemma 7.1.3. There exists, up to choice of normalization, a canonical morphism m : F — L.

Proof. As 7 (g, is étale, adjunction of (74,1, #é di)) gives a canonical morphism
#(di)! : Fllidi) s p

As r(qr_q,) is a finite étale cover of degree [[;[1a; (by,) : 14, (by,)] We get equalities

ﬁ(dé)! ] T?d;—di) = H[Id; (byl) : Idi (byl)] . ﬁ(di)! and ﬁ(di)! o Leiﬁi! = ﬁ(di)!

K2

Note that [I4; (by,) : Ia;(bv;)] is a p-power for d; > 1, hence invertible on £. Thus we can set

= lim [[[a (be) s Tu(b0)] ooy F = £
(0i,d:) i
O
For the next proposition note that all constructions above commute with base-change to finite field

extensions of E. In particular we may base-change to E’ as defined in [5.3] i.e. the composite of E
and Fs, where s is the integer appearing in the decency equation.

Proposition 7.1.4. The sheaf F over /\/'g/i)ti x g Spec B/ admits a canonical smooth action of the

group [, Ji, induced by the action of this group on the tower (Hz Mi’f“ein X E Ig(Udi)ﬁ X pSpec E’) O
Moreover if we consider the trivial action of [[; J; on L, then the morphism 7 : F — L is equivaréant
for the []; Ji-action.

Proof. Consider any element (v;); € [[; Ji. Choose now integers d; -,, d; -1 and T-invariant subsets

03,4+ 0in-1 as in proposition B.5.6] (for the respective elements (v;); and (v;” 1). In particular we have
an étale morphism

<1 0 di+d; ~.+d, o=pi,0;®0; . di+d.
()i : H M;V—i”“‘gl X g Ig,(J i) o o Spec E' — H Mby—i“ X Ig(U i) Spec E'.
; .

K2

It follows immediately from theorem B£.3.8] that T(ditdi -, +d, ) = T(d;+d, 1) © (vi)i holds.

Thus we can use the adjunction between (;);1 and (7;)F = (7:)} to get a morphism

(@i 1) ot
H[Idi,-,i (byl) . Il(bul)] . ('Yz)z . ]:-(Gi,di) #} f(9mdz+dw,wi+di77;1)
[
= T(ditdiy;+d; 1) !*fdi+di,%+dm;1)(£)
*

= Wditd, 1)1 (0)i1 (V)i T (g, 40a, 1) (L)

il . - % _ (0:i80; y,; di+d; 1)
ﬂ-(dieri’.Fl) !ﬂ.(dieriﬁ_,l)(E) =F i

of sheaves on N[(in)ﬂ xp Spec E'. As [[;[1a, . (bu,) : Io(by,)] acts invertibly on F0i®0i;:di) this indeed
defines a morphism

(yi)i : FO»d) Floi®biniditd, (o)

Claim 1: (v;); does not depend on the choices of d; ~, and 6; -, .

It is straight-forward to see that (v;); : F(¥i:dd) — FlO®i s ditd, o)
choice of 6; -,’s in the sense that

is actually independent of our

(9i€99£,wydi+di’.’;1)

vo ()i s FO»d) 5 F

’
g

(71/)1 = L0 ®0; 4, ,0:00

if 0; -, and 0] . are chosen in such a way, that an open immersion ¢, g, , 9,06,  exists. Here the use
i i 01 D0
of (7;); does not mean, that we change the element in [, J;; it just indicates that this map is related
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to the second choice of 0; , ’s. A similar notation is used for varying d; ,, later on.
To get independence of the choice of the d; ,,, we have to consider the following diagram

( +d, 1)
i, 4y f(elvdi+di’7i+di,'y;1)

« (vi)ir
T(d;’”diﬂi)l \

(A5, i f(ehdi—"_d;,'yi-‘rdi,»y;l) ‘/—_-(9i®9i,wiadi+diﬁif1)
(v

F(0i,di)

Then one computes
(7i)i = H[Idw (bo) : Lu(bu )™ ()i (e, ta, )
- H T (b BB )] (it oy <> Tty
f]'[fdf L b)) - (s Ty ta, )

= (%)z

Claim 2: (v;); does not depend on the choice of di -1

Consider another choice dj -1 > d; 1. As in claim 1 we denote (v;); : Floidi) _y plli®binpditd; o)
and (v;); : Fudi) f(eieaei’”i’d#d;”fl). Then we wish to show:
()i =14y _y—a, vy ()i FOH) = FlOOmdit i)
We can compute directly as morphisms from F(@%) to .F(ei@ei’vi’dﬁdi’”?l):
Py, a—d; )1 (V)i =

= H diy, (b)) T (by,)] 7 T 1 —d, 1)t O (v)irory di; 4] 1)

B H BACARRC R COIE R e D TE‘d@-,wd;,w;l)

= H[Idw (by,) : I (by,)] - H[Idwl (bu:) : Tay, - L (b)) (divora, . ta, -

= H Ty (00)] - ()i

=Ty 1 —d, ) O T (ditd, ) (dikds 1) © (Vi)
View now elements s € F(%-%) as sections (with proper support) over [, MM’“’G i ><EIg§]di)ﬁ x pSpec E’
with values in ﬂ(di)(ﬁ) and similarly for other sheaves like Fliimi i +d’ 7). As T} 1 —dy 1)

is a finite étale morphism, the previous computation implies that it suffices to show the followmg

’
0<uz,9 ®0;,~, 8 X g Ig[(Jdiermi,l)ﬁ

For any geometric point (z,y) € [[[M X g Spec E' with image (z,7) €

IL Y PR xEIg((]d iy o xESpec E’ and formal neighborhoods @ respectively @ (which
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can be canonically identified), we have (v});(s)| =)i(s)|—=-

@) @)

s didd; . +d" i 0=11:,0;D0; - di+d.
[, My=hebet oy [ dim ik XESpeCEIL)HiMb;H O0nit o Tg ot o 1 Spec Y

l

Hi M;fuiﬁiﬂ X Ig(Udi+div'7i+di,'y?1)ﬁ X5 Spec )4 ﬂ Hz szuiﬁi@ei,wiﬁ X Igédi_i_diﬁ?l)ﬁ X Spec )

—1
l('yi )i
L0;.0;®0; 4,0, 1

IL Ml‘jf“""(”"ti X B Iggli)ti x pSpec E’ T1L MZf“i’eieaei'”@emflﬁ X B Iggjdi)‘j x gSpec E’

If (x,7) does not lie in the image of the morphism (v;);, then (z,y) cannot lie in the image of (v/); and
both sections are zero. Otherwise lemma [.5.8 shows that the upper square is a fiber product diagram
and we may identify as well

—

(W7 (@) = () (@)

Hence by construction of the morphisms (y;); and (v;); on sheaves it suffices to see

T(di,wd;ﬂ;l>(S)|<7;>;1(@> = T(di,wdi,w;l>(S)|<w>;1(<z/5>> (*)
To show this consider (zo,y0) = (v, ")i(2,7) € [1; M;f“iﬁi@ei’”@ei”?lﬁ ><EIg§]d")ﬁ xgSpec E'. As (z,7)

has a preimage under (v;); it follows that (zo,y0) actually lies in [, M;;“ B0 Iggl

But indeed

W)t x gSpec E.

—

—

(07 (@) S o, (@000)

—

—

O (@ 9) €7 a0 00))

where (z9,y0) denotes the formal neighborhood of (zo,0) in ], M;;”i"giﬁ X B Iggli)ﬁ x gSpec E’. The
construction of the [], J;-action on (truncated) Igusa varieties implies this on geometric points, from

which the statement for formal neighborhoods follows directly. Hence the two sections of (x) are nothing
else than the pullback of s| Goo) to the respective fibers and are therefore equal.

Claim 3: The morphisms (;); glue to an endomorphism of F.

For this purpose fix all the d;,,’s, d; ,-1’s and 6;,,’s. Then we have to see that the following two
diagrams commute:

o
(dj,~; +d; —1) .
Fod) iy Ty ]__(e,_-,dﬁdi,wdw,l) ()i ]__(e,_-@e,_m,dﬁdm;l)

L
Lgi’e’/i!l 9i,9§1l

(0%, di+di ~,; +di'7f1)

lbeie}aeim,e;@ei% !

U ) )
‘7_—(97{,(11) - .7: ‘F(Gi@elw’Yi’dl-"_di,W;l)

"l gy 1) (7i)ir
R

M
r

dj oy Hd,
(dg,; + .L’,Yil)

F(0i.di) ‘}‘(ei’dieri,’Heri,v;l) (’ﬁ)“; ]:(Gi@eiﬁwdieriﬂ;l)
T?d;di)l T(d;di)l lr(d;di)
F(05,d)) ‘/—_-(Gi,déeri,»”eriﬂ;l) (Gi@ei,7i1d£+di77;1)

Mg+, —1) (vi)in
K

For the upper diagram the left-hand side obviously commutes. The other square does so, because it
already commutes on the level of schemes. The lower diagram was already dealt with in claim 2 by
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setting d;m-’l =d; -1+ (dj — di).
Claim 4: The morphisms (y;); define an action of [[, J; on F.
Consider two elements (5;)i, (v:); € [[; Ji and choose d; g,, di g1 iy diy-1, 055, and 0; 5, as usual.
Then we may set d; gy, = di,g, +di;, diyr1p-1 = dj p-1+d; -1 and 0; g4, = 0; 5, ®Y; 4, for the element
(Bi - vi)i- We obtain the diagram

Tzfdi,»yi+di,,yi71)

T(*di,g*di —1)
FOid) P F P

(eivdi‘f‘di,wi"rdiﬁi—l)

('Yi)i!l

]:-(91'6991',7i 1di+di,,ﬁ1)

]_—(9iadi+di,ﬂmi +di77;15;1 )

l('}’i)i!

f(eiéBei,»” yditdi g, +di,7;1B;1)

\L(ﬂi)i!

]_-(91'@91',;31-%- ’di+diwflﬂjl)

*
r
(di B, +di75;1)

and the computation done in claim 2 allow us to conclude

(Bi)io (vi)i
= [T s, i, (b0) = To (b))~ (Bi)in o T gytd; 1) © (V)i © T, ta, 1)

- H[Idi,ﬁi‘Fdi,wi (bw) : o (b)) ™1 - (Bi)ir o (vi)ir o T{dis,+d, 1) © T (di, v, 1)
B H,[Idi,ﬂi‘h' (sz) : IO(bVi)]_l : (ﬁl "Yi)i! o Tzkdi,ﬂmﬂrdi,wflﬂfl)

= (Bi i)

Claim 5: This action is smooth.

We wish to show, that every element in F is fixed by some open subgroup of ], J;. Let s € F be
any section and choose (6;,d;); such that s € F (6::4:) - Now we consider the open compact subgroup
L,,a;,) C I1; Ji of all quasi-isogenies, which are actually automorphisms such that

e they induce the identity modulo [, /g4, (b,,) and
e stay automorphisms after conjugation by any quasi-isogeny bounded by (6;);.

The first condition ensures that I'(g, 4,) acts trivially on Iggjd")‘i x gpSpec E' and the second condition
implies the same for ], Mgf_‘“’eiti X g Spec E’. In particular we may take d; 5, = di -1 =0and 0; 5, = 0

for all 4 in the definition of (v;); € T'(g,,4,) on sheaves and F0idi) is fixed (point-wise) under Cg,.d,)-
This shows that s € F is indeed a smooth vector.
Claim 6: 7 : F — L is equivariant.
Using 7'T(di+d7_-ﬁ;1) o(vi)i = ﬁ(dﬁdi,wﬁdm:l) = T(d;) © T(di,wﬁdm;l) already on the level of schemes, we
get
T(d, vo ()i = | [[1a, . (b)) : To(bu,)] ™" - 7, 1o (yi)i o
(di+d,; —1)! ©\Vi)i di; O, 0y, (ditd; —1)! Vi)l (diy;+d; 1)
’L’ k2
= H[Idi,w (by,) : Io(by,)] ! '7'T(di+di,%+dmi,1)! o Tikdmﬁdi,v;l)
3

= H[Idmi (by,) : Io(bl’i)]il " T(d;)1 © T(di +d; 1) °© Tz(di,wi'f‘di,wfl)

The claim follows now by taking the normalization factors appearing in the definition [7.T.3 of m into
account. (|
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We wish now to study stalks of F over geometric points, where the ][, Ji-action has a particularly nice
description.

Lemma 7.1.5. Let z € /\/[(]Vi)‘j x g Spec E’ be a geometric point. Then there is a canonical isomorphism

fx = hﬂ Homsets (W(;li) (1'>; Er)
(0i,d:)

Proof. By definition of the sheaf F we have

Fo= lim FW = lim (fa iy L)e © lm (g iy Lo = lim [T GlanLy
(0:,d:) (03,d:) (6:,d:) (Ode) yer ) @)

= h—r>n H Eff(dm(w: h—I>n H Lo = h—n>1 Homsets(ﬁ(_d:)(x)’ﬁm)
i) yeﬁ(:ll_)(z) (0i,d;)

Thus we are left to see that any element in h_n}l (ﬂ'z‘ di)L)y actually comes from an element

(65,ds) Hyefr@f;)(m)
in h—H}(ei,di)(ﬁ(di) 7 (40y L)a- So fix some (sy), € Hye#@t)(z)(ﬁ?di)ﬁ)y' As there are only finitely many
points y, we may find some étale local neighborhood V' — N,(me x g Spec E’ of x such that we may rep-
Ny pSpec B (Hl 1\/1211%_‘”’01'ti X E Iggii)ﬁ X gSpec E’). Unfortunately

the map supp(s) — U will not be proper in general. As we did in the proof of theorem [£5.5] choose for
each i some d and 6 such that

resent (sy), by a section s over V x

o=p;,0: Spa,0if o= i 0
Mb% C Mb% C Mb"i .

and consider s as a section of ﬁ?dg)ﬁ over V XN[(,"i)”xESpec - (Hz szmﬂiﬁ X5 Iggii)ﬁ x pSpec E’) or
equivalently as an element in F (6:.d;) (after applying the corresponding normalization factor). By
NP Spec B (HZ Ml;—i’:i’ein X g Iggjdi)u X pSpec E’), which is finite
over V' by theorem 5.5.5b). Hence s € (7 (a;) 17y L) (V) as desired. O

construction its support lies in V' x

Warning 7.1.6. The statement is wrong without taking the direct limit, i.e. the canonical inclusion
f;ei’di) - Homsets(ﬁ(:ll_)(x), L) is not a bijection in general.

Under the identification given in the lemma, the transition morphisms take the following form: Fix
any s € ]__ggei,di) = Homygets (7%(7(11) (:C),,Cz) Then T(d;—di)*(s) € f;ei,d;) C Homsets(ﬁ(d}_) (1,), Em) is given
by '

T —a,) ()W) = s(r;—a,)(y)) € Lz forally

and g, 071(5) € fie’{’di) C Homgets (#@:)(x), L) is given by

s(L;:e; (v)) ifyell; Mif“eiﬂ XE Ig(Udi)ﬁ x gSpec E’

for all y
0 otherwise

L9;,0! 1(s)(y) = {
Moreover we have 74,y : féei’di) C Homygess (ﬁ&:)(z), L) — L, which is given by
T(a)1(s) = Z 5(y)
VE ;) (@)

allowing us to define 7, : F, — L, via the injective limit of the morphisms [, 14, (by,) : T1(by,)] ™ 7 a;)1-
Finally we describe the action of (v;); € [, J;. Choose again d; -,, di -1 and 0; ,, as usual. Then for

any s € fé"“di) C Homsets(ir(_di)(x), L,) we have

$(r(di -, +d, 7_71)(,2)) if y lies in the image of (v;);

0 otherwise

(vi)i(s)(y) = {
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_<H119 @91 'y.bﬁ

Here z € []; M;f_”"m elg (d it X g Spec E' is any preimage of y € [[, M X g

Ig,(Jdier"”?l)ti x g Spec B’ under (7;);.

Proposition 7.1.7. There is an isomorphism of [], Ji-modules

Fi & Cgo(ﬂ(_oii)(x),ﬁl)

Proof. We define © : Fo — C2°(m . )( z),L,;) on an element s € Fi#edo o I1 @ L, as follows:

y€7r

O(s)(y) = $(r(oon), (W) iy ell; Ml;—ifi’eiﬁ x 5 182 x pSpec B
0 otherwise

It is clear that this definition is independent of the choice of ff’“di) in which we represent s. Moreover its

(di)t gSpec E’ | hence it is compact

support is the preimage of a finite set of points in [, Mj“i"m xglgy
(recall the description of the topology on T o i)( x) given in remark[53.10). Moreover O(s) is constant for
the action of I' (g, 4,) (as defined in claim 5 of the proof of proposition [Z.T.4) on W(Oii)(x), as I'g, 4,y only
permutes the points in the fiber of 7(,),4,) (except for points not lying over [, Mbju‘_“’eiﬁ x g Spec F',
where O(s) is zero anyway). Thus ©(s) is smooth.

It is immediate that © is injective. To show surjectivity consider any f € C° (7 T (oo )( x),L;). As f has
compact support there is some 6; such that the supp(f) C [, M<““9 g Ig( % x pSpec E’'. Moreover
smoothness implies that f is invariant under some T'(g, 4,), i-e. f comes by pullback from a function
on 7. )( xz) C I, Mbju‘_“’eiﬁ X g Iggjdi)'i x pSpec E/. But the previous proposition identifies functions on
fr(_d_)( x) with some sections of F,, which give the desired preimage of f under ©.

It remains to see invariance of this isomorphism under the [], Ji-action. But this immediately follows
from the description of the action on the left-hand side stated above. O

Corollary 7.1.8. There exists a (non-canonical) isomorphism of [], Ji-modules
~ I17:
Fo = c-Indgy (L)

where c¢-Ind denotes the compactly induced representation.
Proof. By proposition (.3.9] we may (non—canonically) identify w(_oé)(:c) and [[, J; (as schemes with

[1; Ji-action). Under this identification CZ°(m_ T (oos )(:c), L) is just the definition of c- Ind}{_{}h (Ly). Hence

proposition [[.T.7] translates precisely into the statement of the corollary. (I
Remark 7.1.9. Most of the statements above can be modified to work for (4, instead of 7(4,) as well:
In order to define all maps between the sheaves, we have to change the definition of F(?:%) into

]:(91',111') = T(ds) *Tr!(di)(ﬁ)

which exists as a sheaf (and not only in the derived category) by [SGAVI, §XVIII, proposition 3.1.8a)].
Then lemma holds as well, one can define the morphism m : F = hﬂ(ev i Flidi) s £ and

proposition [LT.4]is still valid, using essentially the same construction of the [, J;-action. One only has
to change some of the arguments in the proofs.

When analyzing the fibers at geometric points, the main problem is no longer the identification of
Hyeﬁ@i)(z)(ﬁz‘di)ﬁ)y with (ﬁ(di)!ﬁ?di)ﬁ)r (at least in the limit), but to see (wédi)ﬁ)y =L,y (again
at least in the limit). As this holds most notably for flat morphisms, we have such an equality when
working with 7(g,), but not for m(g,). Thus we still need a similar comparison argument between 7(4,)
and 74, as done in lemma Apart from this, proposition [ .7 and its corollary admit immediate
translations to this alternative setting.

The main problem will only appear in the next section: When looking at the cohomology we wish to
apply a Kiinneth formula to describe the cohomology of the product space in terms of the cohomology
of the Rapoport-Zink space and of the Igusa variety. But instead of having a product of usual inverse
images of sheaves, we will be forced to deal with a product of two exceptional inverse image sheaves.
Unfortunately there seems to be no known Kiinneth formula for such a situation.
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7.2 Cohomology in the special fiber

We show the following spectral sequence (for a prime power ¢" with ¢ # p)

0= @ ot (e (I 2002) o (657 21e2) ) = s (2.2

t+s=q

computing the cohomology of a Newton stratum in the special fiber at (¢;) of the moduli space of global
G-shtukas VEH[,(C,G). A similar statement holds for more general coefficient sheaves.

Notation 7.2.1. From now on, we abbreviate for any space X its base-change to Fq by X. For example:

VEHY(C,G) == VEH'(C,G) xcma ((C™\ A) x SpecFy)

Né”i”‘ = N* x p SpecF,
Egjdi)ﬂ = Iggjd")‘i x pSpec

Mi’%m = Mbju‘_“"j x p SpecF,
and similarly for non-perfect spaces or the corresponding adic spaces.

Assume for simplicity that £ is now a sheaf of Z/¢"Z-modules over ./\/'[(Jui), which we consider as

well as such a sheaf on N[(in)ﬁ. In all other matters the setup and notations of the previous section are
retained.

Consider the morphism of sheaves 7 : F — £ base-changed to A/ 5]””. We have already seen that it is
equivariant for the action of [], J;. Moreover as everything is already defined over E, it is equivariant
for the action of I' = Gal(IFy/E). As the action of [], J; is defined over E’, it actually commutes with
the action of I'gr = Gal(F,/E’) CT.

Though we will not need it in the subsequent treatment, one can say even more about the interplay of
the two actions: Consider the semi-direct product [, J; X I" given by the natural T'-action on [[; J;.
ThenIE]: (and obviously £) carries an action of [[, J; x I" and 7 is equivariant with respect to this
actiont].

We write H, (][] J;) for the locally constant functions on [[, J; with values in Z/¢"Z and let A = Z /("7
be the trivial H,(]] J;)-representation. Then the functor of coinvariants on [], J;-modules has a left
derived functor A ®"€LT(H 7 (—).

Proposition 7.2.2. There is an equality in the bounded derived category of Z/0"-modules with T g/-
action

i . o3, bi —(di)f ..
RT(WNG%, L) = A& 1 < hy Rl (H M, g, Tey )ﬂa”<di>£>> |
(0:,d:) i

Proof. Corollary [[.T.8 shows that we can apply [Man04, corollary 5.4] to get
RU(NYF Frys) = A ok RO (NS F
Ny Fr1a) = A @3, (1) REWN YL F)

where Fp7 5, denotes the sheaf of []; Ji-coinvariants of 7. By []; Ji-equivariance of 7, this morphism
factors via 71y : Frp5, — £. In corollary [L1.8 we have seen that this map is an isomorphism over

IThis contradict somewhat [Man04, proposition 5.8], which states (among other things) that the T-action actually com-
mutes with the ], Ji-action. This difference is precisely the reason, why we can only make statements of the cohomology
as ' g/-representations, but not as I'-representations.
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geometric points. Hence we may identify Jpy s, canonically with £. Moreover

RU(NG, F) = RUVE, tim FO000)

(0:,d;)
. —~—7(vi)t idi
= lim RL (N, FlOd)

(0i,d;)

lim RE (NG, 0 0 £)

(6i,d:)

N SHio0it —(di)f .«
= lim RT (H xg Tgg ,w(di)c> :
(95,d:)
Putting all these identifications together, we get exactly the stated proposition. (I

Theorem 7.2.3. Let L, & and & be étale sheaves of Z /" 7-modules over NU 1. M, M and I_(d')

together with a continuous action of I'g,. Consider them as well as sheaves on the perfectwn of the

respective spaces. Denote by pry, pro the two projections from [], Mbu. X, Iggjl)

to the two factors.
Assume that £ and & are equivariant for the [], Ji-action on the underlymg spaces and that there
exists for all sufficiently large (d;,0;); some I g:-equivariant isomorphisms

W{dz)[’ = pTTSl ® pry&a

(over the perfection) which are compatible for different (d;,0;);.
Then there exists an isomorphism in the derived category of Z /0" Z-modules with T gr-action

BRI (NG, 2) = R <H M 51> &% 1100 BT (T80 &) -

In other words, there exists a spectral sequence of I gr-representations

B = P Tort, <H (H M, € ) (EE}’”,&)) = Hrt (NG, 2)).

t4+s=q

Proof. By the Kiinneth formula for étale cohomology with compact support, we get

RT. (H_M“I 0 X, Iggjd) ﬂ'z‘di)£>
i)

~o=pi,0:f i * *
RI', (H Mb = X, Iggj )ﬁ,prlfl ®p7’252>

RO (NYY Fy = 1

la

—~

e}
o,

S8
Sy

iy

—
D —
Ri=n
&

7,

—o-< i,0i d;
RFC (H SHi0iE g ) @ 4y BT, (Ig(U ) 52)
. —0<;L1 0:f .
(H (I a)) o s ().

The next part is essentially a formal consequence of the previous proposition. Together with [Man04]
proposition 5.12] this implies:

—
D | —
=
&

RN L) = M@ (1) RL.NG )

. o=p;,0; d;
= A @3, (10 (@RFc (HM e ) ®7/02 @RF (Igé )ﬁ,52)>
(6:)

. ~—=o=ui,0:f . (di)t
- ((19_n>)1RrC (HM% ,&)) ®% 010 (h_n;ch (Tes &)) .

i (di)

ju—

113



Taking cohomology commutes with passing to direct limits of spaces. Therefore one can identify
. N0 S0l . N SHil
hﬂ(ei) RT. (Hl Mb%” ,51) with the cohomology of [], Mb: :
the Igusa varieties are finite étale, taking cohomology commutes as well with taking inverse limits of

Igusa varieties and we may identify the second factor with the cohomology on E;ﬁoi)ﬂ.

Finally by [Zhul4, proposition A.4] RT', (N EJW), E) = Rl (JT/ é”i)“, E) and similarly for the other spaces.
This allows us to descend from the perfections to the original spaces.
The only non-trivial steps to get compatibility with I'g, were already dealt with in the previous propo-

sition. 0

As the transition maps between

Remark 7.2.4. The theorem admits (at least in the formulation as an isomorphisms in the derived
category) an immediate generalization by replacing the sheaves £, & and & by arbitrary elements in
the derived category of étale sheaves of Z/¢"Z-modules.

Corollary 7.2.5. There is a spectral sequence of I gr-representations

s s NS r T—(004) r 7 (i) r
B = P Tory, (19 (HC(H M, 2/07), H (g, /¢ Z)) = HPYI(N " 7/ 7)
t+s=q [

Proof. Apply the theorem for F, & and & being the constant Z/¢"Z-sheaves on the respective spaces.
O

7.3 Further assumptions

Unfortunately the formulas for the cohomology of the generic fiber will not hold in full generality, mainly
because the comparison theorems for vanishing cycles are only known for proper schemes. Thus we make
the following assumption, that will be in force throughout the rest of this paper.

Assumption 7.3.1. All connected components of VﬁHé(AimCi) (C,G) xcm\a Spec E[[C1, . . ., Ga]] (with
trivial level structure) are proper over Spec E[[(1, - . ., (]

Remark 7.3.2. i) This assumption is satisfied e.g. for G = GL,. To prove the valuative criterion,
first note that any GL,,-torsor, i.e. vector bundle, over the generic fiber of a curve over a DVR extends
to the whole curve. Indeed consider the double dual of the push-forward of the vector bundle on the
generic fiber: By definition this sheaf coincides with the original vector bundle on the generic fiber and
it is reflexive by construction, hence locally free as we are over a base of dimension 2. Now the assertion
follows from proposition

ii) The equivalent condition was as well posed in the context of Shimura varieties of PEL-type, cf.
[Man05, section 8]. Note that in [Man04] this is an immediate consequence from the setup and not
explicitly mentioned. Only by a recent work of Lan and Stroh [LS15], this condition was removed due
to the existence of toroidal compactifications.

Moreover we will have to study all Newton strata at once, so it will be necessary to impose stronger
assumptions on the base field E:

Assumption 7.3.3. E’ is a finite extension of IF, of some degree s such that for every v € B(G,,) for
which the associated Newton stratum is non-empty, there is a fundamental alcove b, defined over E’,
which is decent for s, i.e. satisfies (b,0)® = 2 (cf. B3.T)).

Note that there are only finitely many such v, so the existence of such an E’ is clear. The decentness
condition for s has to be imposed due to the corresponding condition in [[.2.2]

Finally let us stress the point, that whenever adic spaces occur in this section, they will be analytic (i.e.
the analytic locus of a general adic space) as already considered in corollary [6.5.15]
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7.4 Comparison of representations with torsion coefficients

We now start in earnest with dealing with representations appearing in the cohomology of the generic
fiber VAH!(C,G),. In this section we will focus on torsion coefficients Z/¢"Z. The crucial comparison
between the generic and the special fiber is made using the vanishing cycles functor similarly to [Man04]
section 8.1], which then allows us to apply the results from section [[2l

For the convenience of the reader, we recall first the construction of the G(A%)-action on the tower of
VEHL (C, G), respectively on the cohomology RI'.(VEH(C, G),,, F) (for any constant sheaf ) from
[Var04, 3.5] or [Lafl2] 2.20]:

Construction 7.4.1.

First of all consider the situation where g, € G(A;) C G(A%) is concentrated in one point x away from
the ¢;. Let U C G(A™¢i) sufficiently small, which in this context means that g, U,g,; ! C G(A), where
U, denotes the factor of U at the point x. Consider now any S-valued point in V#H{,(C, G),, given by a
global G-shtuka (¥, ¢, 1) over some scheme S. Wlog. assume that we may extend the (possibly trivial)
level structure ¥ to a full trivialization JI 1 £.(9,¢) = (LTG,,0*) locally at the point x (as we may
pass to some pro-étale cover, where such an extension exists and then descend at the very end back
to our original scheme essentially in the same way as we descended 7o, to finite levels). Then define
92(94, p, 1) to be the global G-shtuka obtained by changing the local G-shtuka at the point x along the
quasi-isogeny

£.(%,0) L5 (LT Gy, 0%) L5 (LG, 0%)
As 7% is well-defined up to an element in U,, this quasi-isogeny is well-defined up to an element in

92Urg; . By our assumption that g,U,g; ' C G(A™) it follows that g,.(¥,p,v) is well-defined and
carries a g,U,g; *-level structure. Thus we obtain a morphism

9o VEHG(C,G)y = VEH, 1 1(C,G)y

Note that this is the identity if g, € U, C G(A™"). Thus if g € G(A%) is an arbitrary element and
U C G(A™¢) satisfies gUg™! C G(A™¢), then we obtain

g: VEHE(C,G)y — VEHL, 1 (C.G)y

by writing g =[], cc\{es}s Jo- Note that for almost all points z, the element g, will act trivially, so this
a priori infinite product has only finitely many components that act non-trivially, hence our definition
makes sense.

Now let F be any constant sheaf, for example Z/¢"Z or Z,. The action of g induces an (iso)morphism
of cohomology groups, where

9" RU(VEH 1 (C.G) \F) + RT(VEHE(C.G),. F)

These morphisms ¢g* commute with the transition morphisms between the various sheaves and the
various levels U (of course for sufficiently small U). Hence they induce a morphism

9" lim RT(VEHT(C.G),, F) = lim RU(VEHL, ~(C.G) ,F) — lim RU.(VEH,(C.G), . F)
U U U

777 77’

Note that the action of g on the level of schemes is already defined over E’. Thus the induced action
on cohomology commutes with the canonical action of the Galois group I'g/.

The same constructions work not only over the generic fiber, but in fact over all of VEH,(C, G) XomA
Spec E[[(1, . .., (n]] and in particular over the special fiber X/} It extends as well to the perfections.

Warning 7.4.2. The direct limit over the subgroups U will in general not commute with an inverse
limit over sheaves F. So passing to the limit over all U will only be useful in the next section, when
dealing with Zg-coefficients.

As already mentioned above, the vanishing cycles functor ¥, is of central importance. For its
definition in the category of schemes see [SGAVII, XIII, 1.3.2.2]. A similar construction works if one
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uses analytic adic spaces as generic fibers as explained in [Hub96, section 3.5]. The right derived functors
then define maps for each coefficient ring Z/¢"Z of derived categories

RV, : D*(XU,Z/ETZ) — DT (X,,Z/0"7)

if X is a scheme with generic fiber X,, and special fiber Xy, respectively
an . —+ an r —+ r

RV . DT(X™, Z/U"L) — D™ (X, Z/L"Z)

if X is (a perfection of) a locally noetherian formal scheme with associated analytic adic space X*" and
special fiber Xj.

Proposition 7.4.3. For all subgroups U there is a canonical isomorphism

(W N AL/ ) ~ RT. (YZ,R%(Z/”ZWW))

in the derived category. Moreover it is compatible with the T g/ -action on both sides and for all g € G(A°)

(V“Hl

S0y 1 (CG) /L) —== R (X, RY, (/0L

L ’

RT. (V#H;J(C, Q),.Z /WZ) RT. (X‘,}, RV, (20T

e,
commutes.

Proof. Note that our crucial properness assumption [Z.3.1] implies that for all subgroups U C G(A™<i),
the space VEH, (C, G)x cn\aSpec E[[(1, - . ., (u]] has only proper connected components. Thus [SGAVIIL
XIII, 2.1.8] there is for each U and for each r > 1 an isomorphism

a1 (Y T ~Y _l'L s
RT. (v%b(c, G),. 7/t Z) ~ RT, (XU,qun(Z/e Zmn))

Take now any g € G(A%). Then by [SGAVII, XIII, 2.1.7] applied to the smooth morphism g, shows
that

R, (g%) : RV, (Z/0"7 — R, (Z/0'T,

I, e ) Ve,

(as the image under R¥, of g* on the generic fiber) coincides with the map coming from g : XU
x* gUg-1- In particular both actions coincide after applying the functor RI'.. The compatibility with the
I'gr-action follows in the same way. (]

Proposition 7.4.4. The complexes

RT. (V#H}J(C,G)U,Z/ETZ) and (@)Rr (N(”l, \Ifa”(Z/erzwim))

define the same virtual representation in the Grothendieck group of T g -representations of Z/¢"Z-
modules, 1i.e.

S (-1iH (RFC (V#H(g(c,c)n,Z/m)) =N (-1)H | @R, ( s R\w"(zwzmwm))

% % (vi)

Moreover for any g € G(A%) the resulting morphisms in the derived category on both sides induce the
same map on the alternating sum of cohomology groups (via the isomorphism above).
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Proof. By the previous proposition, it suffices to show all assertions for RI'. (V#/H%](C, G)U,Z/ETZ)

instead of RI'. (X'I}, R\IIU(Z/ETZW(CG) )) As the Newton strata Ngli) form a stratification of Xj,

into locally closed subsets, it follows

> (1) H (L. (X0, Y2/ Tegy )

%

iy i) T
=N (-1'H" | PRI, (NU , RV, (2/¢ Zmn)‘ﬁw)
i (vs) ’

Now [Ber96a), theorem 3.1]4 implies that

R, (Z/I"Z = RUS(Z/0 Lo an)

VhH! (C,G)n) N;}’i)

Putting all this together yields an isomorphism between the alternating sums of the cohomology
groups of

—u - (Vi) an T
RD. (XU,R\IIU(Z/E Zmn)) and DR, (NU ,RU (L) Zwi)m))
(v3)

It is immediate that all isomorphisms respect the I'g-action. Now consider any g € G(A%) (with
gUg™' C G(A™) as usual). As its action does not change the universal global G-shtuka on X/} at the
characteristic place (and would only change it via some quasi-isogeny anyway), the map ¢ : X’; Ug-1
X1} respects the decomposition into Newton strata on both sides. Hence so does the corresponding map

on cohomology. 0

So far everything we did concerning the cohomology was essentially a formal consequence of the existence
of the Newton stratification in the special fiber. Now we use all our knowledge about the product
decomposition, to relate these cohomology groups to the ones defined by Rapoport-Zink spaces and
Igusa varieties. For this we first need to pass to perfections:

Proposition 7.4.5. Let X be a locally noetherian formal scheme with special fiber X and associated
adic space X*". Let X%, X* and X% be their perfections. Then for any constructible sheaf F on X",
RV (Fxran) equals the pullback of RV™(Fxan) to X4,

Proof. Denote by 7y : X% — X respectively my: : X" — X* the specialization morphisms and by &
the canonical morphism from the perfection to the original space. Then the vanishing cycles functor is
nothing else than the pushforward along 7x respectively mxs. Applying again [Zhul4dl proposition A.4]
we get:

E*R\IIZ"(}}M) = "y Fyxan = € Myxse46” Fxan

= E*E*Wxn*s*}—xan = Waeﬁ*ff*]'—xa" = R‘I’Zn(]:aeﬁan)

2As the cited theorem is stated for Berkovich spaces and it is not immediately clear that its proof generalizes to our
setting with adic spaces, we indicate another alternative way to see this isomorphism: By [Hub96| theorem 3.5.13] and
after identifying i* o Rt j.(j*Z/¢"Z) = RY,Z/¢"Z for the vanishing cycles functor for schemes and a*(j*Z/¢"Z) = Z/¢"Z
as sheaves on the associated adic space, there is an isomorphism

RV, (Z/0"7. R (Z/0" Tgs on )

e )
VEHL(C,G),

So we may view the sheaf R¥,Z/{"Z as coming from the formal scheme %5 “" Thus it remains to see that the canonical
morphism

RU(Z/C Ly an) = (RUG™(Z/0 T an)) |,

3R T o) 7@y en) | o

is an isomorphism. This can be checked locally on stalks of points = € Ng’i). But by [Hub96), theorem 3.5.81)] this stalk

does only depend on the formal neighborhood ﬁg’” ne (and the restriction of the sheaf on the associated adic space). So
we can identify the stalks on both sides with R\I/?]"(Z/Wlﬁ(,,i) Az an )
U
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O
So we may replace in proposition [[L4.4] the cohomology groups RI'. (ﬁ é”i), RYIN(Z/ gz an,)) by
U

. 7 (vi)t
their perfect analogues RT', (N ) RUST)0 Lo ))
Lemma 7.4.6. Let X and ) be two (perfections of) locally noetherian formal schemes with associated
analytic adic spaces X" and N*". Let £ be a constructible sheaf on X*™ and F a constructible sheaf on
9. Denote by pr1 and pry the two projections from X x Q) to the two factors and by pr{™ and pr§"™
their counterparts for adic spaces. Then

RUL" (pri™ € @ pry™* F) = (prTR\IIZ"E) ® (pr%‘R\I!Z"}')

Proof. We use again that W™ is in the adic setting nothing else than the pushforward functor mx. for
the specialization morphism 7y : X*” — X. So there exists an isomorphism

U (pri™E @ pry™ F) = (privnE) @ (pry v F)

of sheaves on the special fiber of X x ). Take now the right derived functor on both sides. As pullbacks
and tensor products of sheaves are right exact, one immediately obtains the formula above. (I

Remark 7.4.7. Under slightly stronger assumptions (and for Berkovich spaces), this statement can be
found as lemma II.4 in a preprint version of [HT01], which can be downloaded at citeseerx. Note as
well, that this lemma is much easier to prove for analytic adic spaces than for schemes or Berkovich
spaces due to the simpler definition of W™,

Proposition 7.4.8. For all sufficiently large (0;); and (d;);, there exists a canonical isomorphism of
étale sheaves

ﬁ'(di)R‘I’Z"(Z/fTZﬁgi)n an) = pTTR\I/Zn(Z/fTZHHZfM,ein a.'n.) ® pT;R\I/Zn(Z/fTZj—ggi)n u,n)

~ro k0 w—(d;
over [, sz_# ti><Ig§]d )
to the two factors.

These isomorphisms are compatible with the transition morphisms for different (6;); and (d;);. Moreover

they are compatible for the I'g/-action on both sides and with the morphisms induced by elements in

G(A%).

. —o=p,0:f  —(d;
ﬁ. Here pry and pro are the two canonical projections from [ [, Mz;# ﬂxlggj "

Proof. By proposition [6.3.3] %(di) is étale. Thus there is an isomorphism

ﬂ.(dl)R\I]Zn (Z/ETZﬁg/i)u an) = R‘PZ"(Z/[TZH m;fui,ein an XTQ%}”N an)

= R\I/Zn (pr%n*Z/fTZHMziw,ein an @ pTgn*Z/ETZEgdi)n an)

essentially by definition of the vanishing sheaves. The isomorphism in the proposition now follows from
the previous lemma for € = F =Z/("Z.

That this isomorphisms respects transition morphisms follows because the vanishing cycles functor
RU7™ commutes with these transition morphisms, as they are either open immersions (of Rapoport-
Zink spaces) of finite étale covers (of Igusa varieties). Compatibility for the I'gs-action follows because
RWUT™ respects actions of Galois groups and all morphisms used in the constructions are already defined

over E' (and even over F). Compatibility with elements in G(A%) follows, because all %(di) and all
projections are equivariant for the G(A)-action, because it just changes level structures away from the
characteristic places. O

Corollary 7.4.9. The complezes
R, (vﬁ%l(c, aQ),. Zg)

and

. . NS i an i ] T an r
P lim lim BT, <H M RS (/O T )) ®%, (11 4, lim RT, (Ig(U ) Rwe (20 Zgoo ))
wy U T i ()
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define the same virtual representation in the Grothendieck group of G(A%) x T'gi-representations of
Zy-modules.

Proof. Applying theorem to L= R (Z/U" Lggwiys an) gives
U

RD. (N,(J””ﬁ, RUMZ/0 L m)) o

~ ~aSpilf an T . —(di)t an T
~ R, (H M, RS2/ ZHME;NMO ®% 110 %)I;RFC (IgU ,RU(Z,/¢ Z%gmm)).

But by proposition [[.4.5] and [Zhul4l proposition A.4] we may identify
+7(vi) an T (Vi) an s
R, (NU ,RUS™(Z/¢ Zwmn)) = RD. (NU  RUS™(Z/ Zwman))

and similarly for the Igusa varieties and Rapoport-Zink spaces. Thus proposition [[.4.4] yields an iso-
morphism between the virtual I'g/-representations associated to

Rr. (VEH](C.G),,2/0')
and

—=; an . L . _(dr) an r
(E?ch <HM% , RU™(Z/¢ ZHVE;? m)> @HT(HM% RT. (IgU ,RUS™(Z/¢ ngﬁi)an))

K2

that is compatible with the morphisms given by elements in G(A%). As the transition morphisms for
varying r are compatible with all these actions, the same holds after passing to the inverse limit over
all Z/¢"7Z. Finally taking direct limits over all U turns both sides into virtual G (A% )-representations,
which are isomorphic by the compatibility assertions. ([

7.5 A decomposition of /-adic representations

The previous corollary [[.4.9 still has major disadvantages: First of all one passes to the limits only after
taking the tensor product, while doing so for Rapoport-Zink spaces and Igusa varieties separately would
be much more natural. This is rectified during this section.

Secondly one does not have a good control over the cohomology with values in vanishing cycles. So
it would be helpful to either compute these sheaves explicitly or to identify their cohomology groups
with /-adic cohomology of generic fibers of the respective schemes. However most natural conjectures
in this direction either need general theorems in far greater generality than currently known or are
even incorrect, despite appearances of such statements (of course in the corresponding world of mixed
characteristic) in [Man04] and [Man05].

Notation 7.5.1. From now on we will drop the space as a subscript of the coefficient sheaf, e.g. writing

R, (Hi M, R\IJ;;”(Z/WZ)) instead of RT, <Hi M, RUM(Z/0Z

e an) |. It should never-
byi

theless be obuvious at all times, what space s used.

We first study the cohomology of Rapoport-Zink spaces in more detail. In particular we prove that
it is a smooth representation and in fact compactly induced from a finite dimensional one. This however
will take a bit of work.

The main idea is to compute this cohomology via a finite Cech complex, similarly to [Man04} section
8.2.3-8.2.4]. For this consider the open subset U =[], Mgf’“"gi. If (0;); is chosen large enough, then

the translates of U under the group [[, J; cover the whole Rapoport-Zink space [, Mbju“ ‘. This happens
0; '

e.g. if m(,) stays surjective when restricted to [], M;j’“ -
Now observe that we constructed in claim 5 of the proof of proposition [[.T.4] an open subgroup H C

[1; Ji, which acts trivially on U. For any positive integer s define ([[J;/H)3 as the set of s-tuples
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6 = (01,...,0) of distinct elements in []J;/H and ([[ J;/H)3 C (]_[/J\Z//H);‘,é as the subset with 6; = 1.
Then abbreviate for any § = (J1,...,d;) € (H/J\Z//H);
Us=6UnN...NndoU.

We immediately obtain for any [], Ji-equivariant Z/¢"Z-sheaf F a quasi-isomorphism in the derived

category
B ([IMGF) = @ BT F) =@ @ (1R (TsF)

se(T17:/H)% * se(MlJi/H)%

(note that we may indeed sum only over ([].J;/H)% ignoring tuples with multiple equal entries, because
we are using a cover by Zariski-open subschemes and not arbitrary étale covers). On the left-hand
side one has a natural action by [], J; coming from the action on the spaces. On the right-hand side
v € 1, Ji induces isomorphisms isomorphisms Us — U5, where 7§ = (y61,...,7ds) if § = (d1,...,05) €
(I1Ji/H)3. The isomorphism above is then equivariant with respect to the I'gs x []; Ji-action on both
sides.

Next consider Us for any 6 = (61,...,d5) € ([[Ji/H)Z. Then the action by d; defines an isomorphism
Us — Us-15 and similarly on cohomology. Thus we obtain for each § € (I] Ji/H)Z an isomorphism of

I'pr x []; Ji-representations

P R (U5, F) = c-Indi " RY. (Us, F)
’Yel_[i Ji/H
and < —
R ([IMGF) = @@ c-Indi " Rr. (T, )
se(TJ:/H)
Moreover any element of v € H defines an isomorphism between Us and U,s with both §,v6 €
(I1Ji/H)%. Hence setting Hs = H N SoHO N ... N HST! for 6 = (1,02,...,05) € (] Ji/H)%,

we may write
P  c-Ind]Rr. (Us, F) P c-Indflc-Indl” R, (U5, F)
se([1J:i/H) SeH\([TJ:/H)S

= @ c-nd}"Rr. (UsF)
seH\(IT Ji/H)%,

Proposition 7.5.2. For every [, Ji-equivariant constructible Z /0" Z-sheaf F over |, Mbju‘_”, there is a
quasi-isomorphism in the derived category

rr (MG F)= @ c-mdllRr. (T, 7)
G

of [1; Ji-representations. The direct sum on the right-hand side is actually finite and RT. (H M<HI, )
s smooth.

Proof. Only the two last assertions are not yet shown. To see the finiteness of the direct sum, it suffices
to prove that there are only finitely many § with non-empty Us or even to see that U intersects only
finitely many of its translates under ], J;. Recall now that the universal quasi-isogeny BYmv on U
is bounded by (6;);. Hence, given some element v € [[, J;, a necessary condition for U N ~yU to be
non-empty is the existence of a point € U such that both "], and yo f“"*|, are bounded by (6;);.
But this implies that v is bounded by (6; ® —0;);. The set of all elements in []J; bounded by 0; & —0;
is compact, hence contains only finitely many H-cosets, which proves our claim.

Each RT". (Ug, F ) is smooth, because it is a finitely generated module over a finite ring (which therefore
has only a finite automorphism group as a Z/¢"Z-module). Taking compactly induced representations

and direct sums preserve being smooth. Hence RI'. (H M;ﬁi,}') is indeed smooth. (]
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Corollary 7.5.3. lim RI'. (Hz Miﬁi,R\Ilf;"(Z/ﬂZ)) exists in the derived category of smooth [, J;-

representations in Z/L" Z-modules.

Proof. Applying the previous lemma to the inverse limit of sheaves RU7" (Z/0"7), it remains to see that

lim - Indy} " R, (Us, RUS™(2,/0°2))

T

is smooth. Now inverse limits commute with compactly induced representations, which can be seen
directly from the construction of ¢- I ndgé']"'. Hence we are reduced to see the smoothness of

lim RT'. (Us, RYG™MZ/I"T))

But this follows again from finiteness of cohomology with compact support on quasi-compact spaces. [
Remark 7.5.4. Of course all representations above are still smooth, when considered as a I'gr x [, J;-
representation. This can be shown using the very same arguments.

() RT, (ES”), R\I/;‘;"(Z/ETZ)) can be represented by an infinite direct sum of

complezes of admissible [], J;-representation in Z;-modules.

Proposition 7.5.5. h_r}n

Proof. We first deal with the problem, that Igusa varieties are not quasi-compact. For this write the
moduli space of G-torsors H!(C,G) as an increasing union hﬂj A&; of open quasi-compact substacks

X; C HY(C,G). Then X; \ X;j_1 is quasi-compact as well and we have seen in section B8] that (X; \
Xj1) Xn1(0,0) X! exists as a quasi-compact DM-stack. It follows that the same quasi-compactness
assertion holds for central leaves and as well for Igusa varieties Iggﬁ\){j = (A \ Xj_1) Xu10,0) Iggii).

Moreover the Iggii%j define a partition of Iggjdi) into locally closed subsets, compatible for varying d;.

Hence we may replace
3 _(dl) an s . _(dl) an T
lim RT. (Tgg ', RV (Z/0°Z) by  PlimRr, (Tgy,, RV (Z/0°Z)
(ds) J o (di)
and we are left to show that the quasi-compact spaces Iggj;)(j define admissible representations in their

cohomology. For this note first that RI". (Egjdé\){] , Rug" (Z /ETZ)) exists in the derived category of finitely

generated Z/¢"Z-modules.

Let now Hq,) = [[;(Ji N 14,(by,;)). Then the Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence for the transition mor-
phisms of Igusa varieties degenerates because H 4, is a pro-p-group and we are considering coefficients
with Z/¢"Z-coefficients. Hence we have an equality

Hay)
T—(ds) an T . 7—(ds) an s
R, (IgUVXj,R\Iln (Z/¢ Z)) = (h_n; R, (IgUVXj,R\Iln (Z/¢ Z)))
(di)

where on the right-hand side the invariants under H(q,) are taken. In particular it follows that these
invariants exist in the derived category of finitely generated Z/¢"Z-modules. As the H(g,) form a basis
for the topology of ], Ji, this implies the admissibility assertion. (I

Lemma 7.5.6. Let J be a topological group and H C J a compact open subgroup. Let M be an element
in the derived category of finite smooth H-representations and N an element in the derived category of
admissible J-representations in Zg-modules. Then there exists a canonical isomorphism in the derived
category of finite Zy-modules

¢-Indi;M @55y N = RHOm.—smootn(c- Indf;(M*), N).
Here M™ denotes the dual of the finite representation M. If both M and N are bounded, then so is
c-Indi M ®7L{(J) N.
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Proof. This is essentially a rewording of [Man04, lemma 8.4] in the derived setting. O

Proposition 7.5.7. For all sufficiently large d; there exists a canonical isomorphism in the derived
category of G(A%) x T g/ -representations

(H M RUSNZ/CT )) Dby i BT, (g, RS (2/02) ) =

~ TT an T L i) an Ty

~ @ R (U5 RYZ/OD)) ©k ) BT (IgU RU(Z/ ))
SeH\(TT i/ )%

where Us C 1], M;’“ are the open compact subschemes defined at the beginning of this section and
Hs C[[J; are compcht subgroups.

Moreover di; does not depend on the actual sheaves on both sides, but only on the geometry of the
Rapoport-Zink space. The same formula holds when replacing both sides (or just one for that matter)
with cohomology with Zg-coefficients, i.e. after replacing the cohomology groups by their inverse limits
over all r.

Proof. As the exact nature of the coeflficient sheaves will play no role in this proof, let us abbreviate
Fr = RVI"(Z/L L) for the sheaf over []; Mbj# and F. = RVS"(Z/{"Z) for the sheaf over Iggjl) By

proposition [[.5.2] and proposition [(.5.5] we can write

(HM,, “OF )@H(HJ)hmRr (IgU f;) =
(@)

=~ @ c- Indgé']iRI‘c (Ug, .7:7«) ®%(H Ji) h_I>DRF (IgU ]:71‘)
SeH\(ITJ:/H)% (ds)
~ (- mdl" R (Ts, 7)) kg1, lim BT (Tet ™, 77)
seH\([1J:/H)% (di)

Now the smoothness respectively admissibility results imply together with lemma [7.5.6]

= @ ]%I_IOWLI_IJZ smooth <C IndH ZRF (U(;7 ) IERF (IgUZ) f:ﬂ))
seH\(TJi/H)% @

and by Frobenius reciprocity in the form of [BHOG, proposition 2.5], which can be applied after replacing
13 () RT'. (IgU , F ’) by its maximal smooth subrepresentation

=~ @ RHom, — smooth <RF (Us, Fr)" @Rr (1g<Ud> H))

seH\(TTJi/H)%,

We have already seen that there are open subgroups of [].J; acting trivially on Us. Thus we may
choose a sufficiently large tuple (dis); such that Hg,,y = [[(Ji N Ia,5(b,,)) lies inside one of them. By
finiteness of the direct sum over all §, we may as well choose one tuple (d}); for all 6. As all elements in
RT, (U(;, ]-"T)* are by choice of the (d;); invariant under H(g/), one obtains

Hary
~ B RHomu,—smoomn | RV (U5, F.)", (h_n; R (Tg;” H))
SeH\([T1J:/H)% (ds)
= @ RHomH(;fsmooth (RFC (U5; ‘FT)* ) ch (Egll)y -77/‘))
seH\(T1 J:/H)*,
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and finally by another use of lemma [[L5.6] but now for J = H = H;

= T RT. (Us, Fr) @5y(s,) BT (Egii)aﬂ)
SeH\(ITJ:/H)%

Independence of d; of the sheaves is obvious and the very same argumentation works as well for coho-
mology with Z,-coefficients. O

Lemma 7.5.8. Let H be a compact topological group, which is Hausdorff. Let (M,), and (N,), be
projective systems of elements in the derived category of smooth H-representations on Zg-modules of
finite rank. Assume that both @T M, and @T N, satisfy the same finiteness assumptions. Then

(jm M) ©3(1r) (Jm Ny) = Jim (M, @) Ny )

Proof. By finiteness and smoothness of the representations, there exists some open subgroup H’ acting
trivially on @T M, and @ N,.. Thus

T

— — —

T T T

(lim M) @3 gy (m Ny) 2 (i M) @3 gy gy (lim Ny
for the finite group H/H'. Similarly one obtains
lim (Mr %) Nr) = lim (Mr D%y ) Nr)

Hence we may assume wlog that H is a finite discrete group.

Consider first the case that the projective system (IV,.), is constantly equal to some N. Then observe that
both lim (M, ®7L{(H) (=) (by [Stal3l [Tag 07KV](currently remark 15.64.17)) and (]ng M,) ®£L(H) (—)
(by definition) are exact functors on the derived category. Moreover they obviously coincide on finite
free H-modules. Hence they coincide on the derived category of the abelian category generated by finite
free H-modules. But the finiteness assumption on N together with finiteness of the group H implies,
that N lies in this subcategory. Thus we obtain

(lim M,) @% ) N 2= 1im (MT ok N)

Now applying this first for all N = M, and then for N = @T N, gives

jm (Mr D31 Nr) = {im jim (Mr @i Nr’) = lim < r ®510) (LiL/nNr’)>

r !

as desired. m

Remark 7.5.9. Actually the following statement holds as well (and can easily be reduced to the lemma
above):

Let J be a topological group and H C J an open compact subgroup. Let (M,.),. be a projective system of
elements in the derived category of smooth H-representations on Zg-modules of finite rank and (N;), a
projective system of smooth J-representations on Zg-modules of finite rank. Assume that both @T M,
and @T N, satisfy the same finiteness assumptions. Then

(@c—lndﬁMr) ®£L(J) (]glNr) = ]ﬂl (C_Ind'f]{MT ®£1(J) NT)

T T
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Corollary 7.5.10. There is an isomorphism in the derived category of G(A®) X T'g/-representations

lim (ch <H M, RUZ(Z/0°7, )) ®% 7.0, lim BT, (Igé”,R\IJ%”(Z/WZ))) ~
v (@)

<hmRF <H M<“’ RUY™(Z/UZ )) ST (h_n;@}zr (Ig(U ) ,RUC(Z/0"' T ))

1%

Proof. This follows from the previous two results: Abbreviate again F, := RV™(Z/{"Z) over [[; Mi‘_ﬂ

and F, = R\P%"(Z/ET/Z) over EE}I"). Then by proposition [[.5.7]

( (HM%’ >®HHI i A (T di)ﬂ))
~im (RFC(Ua,fr) @115 BT (Igu 7 ))

" SeH\(I1Ji/H)%

P tm (B (T F) @k, BT (IgU 7))

SeH\(ITJi/H)% T

1R

IR

Thus we may use lemma [T.5.8 to obtain

@ ()t s ()

seH\(T] Ji/H)%,

and once again proposition [[Z5.7] but now for cohomology with Z,-coefficients

N (@RFC (HMb’“, >>®H(H” (ﬂLRF (Tet” fi))

(ds) '
O

Theorem 7.5.11. Let VEHY(C,G) be a moduli space of global G-shtukas, such that all connected
components of VEH(C, G) X cm\a Spec E[[C1, . .., Cal] are proper over Spec E[[C1, . .., Cal]-
Then there exists a canonical isomorphism between the virtual G(A) x T g -representations

> (-1 H (VEHI(C. ), @)

and

;;f@ [y o HJ)( (I35 \pgn@g),l%n)l%n[{ (& RW%W@))

i

Here H}! (H Mbjj“,R\I/%”Qg) = lim

eties.

H! (H Miﬁi,R\Il%"(Z/WZ)) ®z, Q¢ and similarly for Igusa vari-

T

Proof. We prove the statement already on the level of representations in Z;-modules. Then essentially
by definition y,(—1)"H} (V#’Hl(C’, G),); Ze) is the virtual representation associated to the complex

RT. (Vﬁ?—[l(C, Q),, Zg) .
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By corollary [[4.9] we may replace it by the complex

P tim lim <RF (TIVG Ry (2/0°2)) @4 1., lim BT (Te ™, R\I/g"(Z/WZ))>
(vi;) U T (di)

which by corollary [.5.10] coincides with
@i ( BT, ([[ MG RYEZ,) @k 5, lim BT, (Tai ), RUSZ
E n ) (T I dﬂ c\18u vRy L

)
SB) Rr. ([IMG) Rz, ) ®H(HJ)131_H;RF (e, w2, )

But the virtual representation associated to this complex is nothing else than

Z Z (_1)d+e+fTOTZi'[(H Ji) <He (H M<“1 RW%"Z@) ,h_n)lh_r}nH ( (di) R\I/anZ ))
(vi) doe, f U d;

i

as desired. O

Remark 7.5.12. One should expect, that one can deal with G(A) x I'g/-representations, i.e. including
the characteristic places, in a similar fashion: Extending Drinfeld’s notion of full sets of sections, as
introduced in [Dri74], to global respectively local G-shtukas should allow to define a tower of Rapoport-
Zink spaces lg " I1 MZH b, M representing the moduli problem of full set of sections of level M over the
usual Rapoport-Zink space cf. [Man04, section 7.2]. This tower should be compatible with the product
decomposition, similarly to [Man04l section 7.3], and therefore catch the action of G(A.,) on the generic
fiber of the moduli space of global G-shtukas. Then similar arguments as above will likely yield an
equality of virtual G(A) x I'gs-representations

S (-1 H (VEAT(C,G),, Q1) =

=30 3 (e Tor 1 <13 ([T ar R0 ) i ting (T, R0 )>
(vi) doe, f M U d;

Finally we discuss some problems, which prevent us from obtaining formulas similar to the ones claimed
in [Man04].

Problem 7.5.13. Ideally the cohomology of the moduli space of global G-shtukas could be expressed by
the cohomology of the adic spaces associated to Rapoport-Zink spaces and the Igusa varieties. However
the bad behavior of analytifications of stratifications comes back at us. Let us give a little bit more
details here, though ignoring technical details like validity of Kiinneth formulas for adic spaces not
locally of finite type...:

Recall from proposition that the formal completions of the Newton strata define adic subspaces
’ﬁg/i) “" of Xt ", which however do not form a stratification again. Moreover one can enlarge them to

subsets ‘ﬁg’i) amsrat which form a partition, cf. lemma Thus the two complexes
R, ( X Z/E’”Z) and (DR, (ﬁg’” anstrat. Z/E’”Z)
(vi)

define isomorphic virtual representations in the Grothendieck group (and as well after passing to Z, or
Q-coefficients). On the other hand (similarly to our computations done in section [T.2])

Rr, (W " z/02) = R <H My Z/ﬂZ) &%, (1100 lim BT (Tay ™", 2/02)

i
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So one is left to compare the cohomology with compact supports of the quasi-compact space ‘ﬁg’i) amstrat

and its open non-quasi-compact subspace ’ﬁg’i) “" However already the set of global sections with
compact support differ for these two spaces. So it would be rather surprising that their cohomology

encode the same representation, when viewed in the Grothendieck group of G(A% ) x I g/-representations.

Unfortunately, it is not even clear how to remove even one of the sheaves of vanishing cycles in

theorem [T.H. 17}

Problem 7.5.14. Let us first discuss the case of Igusa varieties: In [Man04, section 7.4] it is claimed
that the the sheaf of vanishing cycles R\I/f]”(Z/fTZj—g@i) an) on Igusa varieties is nothing else than the
U

constant sheaf Z/¢"Z. The argument for this is based on the isomorphism
[rRUT (L) Liggan ) = RV (LU Ligan)

for a smooth morphism f : X — ) of formal schemes. However this is applied to the structure morphism
of the formal Igusa varieties, which are at most formally smooth, so that this isomorphism seems to be
unknown in the situation here.

Note that the formal smoothness assumption is not true for the formal Igusa varieties used in this
article, though it is in the situation of [Man04] and can be obtained as well in our setting by changing
the definitions slightly.

Problem 7.5.15. We now come to Rapoport-Zink spaces. One could hope for an isomorphism
Rr. (TIMG, rwga.) 2 Rr. ([TMR " @)

using the notations of theorem [[5.T1l However all known comparison theorems require the underlying
formal scheme either to be locally of finite type over the base or to be a formal completion of a scheme
locally of finite type along a closed subscheme. While the first situation certainly does not apply to
Rapoport-Zink spaces, the second would yield (at least locally) a slightly different formula, cf. [Ber96al
corollary 3.5].

Note that in [Man04] section 8.2.7-8.2.9] (from where we will take the notations for this paragraph) it is
tried to prove this equality by reduction to cohomology without supports. Apart from questionable use
of Poincaré duality for non-compact analytic spaces, we encounter again the problem that analytification
does not preserve stratifications (similarly to the discussion in problem [[5.13]): While the comparison
theorem yields cohomology groups in the Berkovich space US! "9 associated to the formal completion or
the Rapoport-Zink space along U, the very last equality in the proof of [Man04, theorem 8.7] requires
the use of sp~tUZ (where sp : My — My is the specialization morphism from Berkovich spaces).
Now both spaces Ufl 9 and sp‘lUECZ have the same underlying topological spaces, but are not the same
Berkovich spaces, as their sets of admissible covers or equivalently their associated adic spaces differ.
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