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SEMI-STABLE AND SPLITTING MODELS FOR UNITARY

SHIMURA VARIETIES OVER RAMIFIED PLACES. II.

I. ZACHOS AND Z. ZHAO

Abstract. We consider Shimura varieties associated to a unitary group of
signature (n − 1, 1). For these varieties, we construct p-adic integral models
over odd primes p which ramify in the imaginary quadratic field with level
subgroup at p given by the stabilizer of a vertex lattice in the hermitian space.
Our models are given by a variation of the construction of the splitting models
of Pappas-Rapoport and they have a simple moduli theoretic description. By
an explicit calculation, we show that these splitting models are normal, flat,
Cohen-Macaulay and with reduced special fiber. In fact, they have relatively
simple singularities: we show that a single blow-up along a smooth codimen-
sion one subvariety of the special fiber produces a semi-stable model. This
also implies the existence of semi-stable models of the corresponding Shimura
varieties.
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1. Introduction

1.1. The aim of this paper is to construct “good” integral models of Shimura va-
rieties over places of bad reduction. Here, we consider Shimura varieties associated
to unitary groups of signature (n−1, 1) over an imaginary quadratic field K. These
Shimura varieties are of PEL type and so they can be described as moduli spaces of
abelian varieties with polarization, endomorphisms and level structure. It is desir-
able to define such integral models by a suitable extension of the moduli problem.
Such models should be useful in various arithmetic applications.

Shimura varieties have canonical models over the reflex number field E. In the
cases we consider here the reflex field is E = K. They are also expected to give rise
to reasonable integral models. However, the behavior of these depends very much
on the “level subgroup”. The level subgroup we consider here is determined by the

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.06163v1


2 I. ZACHOS AND Z. ZHAO

choice of a vertex lattice in a hermitian space of dimension n. This stabilizer, by
what follows below, is not connected when n is even, so not parahoric. However,
by using the work of Rapoport-Zink [15] we first construct p-adic integral models,
which have simple and explicit moduli descriptions but are not always flat. The
étale local structure of all these models is controlled by the local structure of certain
simpler schemes the naive local models which are defined in terms of linear algebra
data inside the product of Grassmannian varieties. Inspired by the work of Pappas-
Rapoport [10], we consider a variation of the above moduli problem (parametrizing
abelian schemes), the splitting model, where we add in the moduli problem an extra
linear data of a flag of the Hodge filtration with some restricting properties. This
is essentially an instance of the notion of a “linear modification” introduced in [9].
Then, we show that the splitting models are flat, normal, Cohen-Macaulay and
with reduced special fiber. We also resolve their singularities which leads to regular
models for these Shimura varieties over the p-adic integers Zp. We anticipate that
our constructions will have applications to the study of arithmetic intersections of
special cycles and Kudla’s program. (See for example, [2] and [5], for some works
in this direction.)

1.2. Let us give some details. To explain our results, we need to introduce
some notation. Let W be a n-dimensional K-vector space, equipped with a non-
degenerate hermitian form φ. Consider the group of unitary similitudes G = GUn
for (W,φ) of dimension n ≥ 3 over K. Fix a conjugacy class of homomorphisms
h : ResC/RGm,C → GUn that corresponds to a Shimura datum (G,X) = (GUn, Xh)
of signature (n − 1, 1). The pair (G,X) gives rise to a Shimura variety Sh(G,X)
over the reflex field E = K. Let p be an odd prime number which ramifies in K
and set K1 = Kv where v is the unique prime ideal of K above (p). Denote by O
the ring of integers of K1 and let π be a uniformizer of O. Set V =W ⊗Q Qp. We
assume that the hermitian form φ is split on V , i.e. there is a basis e1, . . . , en such
that

φ(aei, ben+1−j) = abδi,j for all a, b ∈ K1,

where a 7→ a is the nontrivial element of Gal(K1/Qp). We denote by

Λi = spanO{π
−1e1, . . . , π

−1ei, ei+1, . . . , en}

the standard lattices in V . Consider the stabilizer subgroup

PI := {g ∈ GUn | gΛi = Λi, ∀i ∈ I},

for the nonempty subsets I ⊂ {0, . . . ,m} where m = [n/2] with the property that

(1.2.1) for n even, if m− 1 ∈ I =⇒ m ∈ I.

As in §2.2, when n is odd the stabilizer PI is a parahoric subgroup. When n is even,
PI is not a parahoric subgroup since it contains a parahoric subgroup with index
2 and the corresponding parahoric group scheme is its connected component P ◦

I .
Let L, as in §2.1, be the self-dual multichain consisting of lattices {Λj}j∈nZ±I . Let
G = Aut(L) be the (smooth) group scheme over Zp with PI = G(Zp) and G⊗Zp

Qp
as its generic fiber.

Choose also a sufficiently small compact open subgroup Kp of the prime-to-p
finite adelic points G(Apf ) of G and set K = KpPI . The Shimura variety ShK(G,X)
is of PEL type and has a canonical model over the reflex field K.



SEMI-STABLE MODELS FOR RAMIFIED UNITARY SHIMURA VARIETIES 3

Next, by using the work of Rapoport and Zink [15, Definition 6.9] we define
the moduli scheme Anaive

K
over O whose generic fiber agrees with ShK(G,X). In

particular, Anaive
K

is a moduli of quadruples (A, ι, λ̄, η̄) where A is an abelian variety
and (ι, λ̄, η̄) are some additional data of polarization and level structure (see §8 for
more details). The functor Anaive

K
is representable by a quasi-projective scheme over

O. The moduli scheme Anaive
K

is connected to the naive local model Mnaive
I via the

local model diagram

(1.2.2) Anaive
K

π
K←−− Ãnaive

K

q
K−−→ Mnaive

I

where the morphism π
K

is a GI -torsor and qK is a smooth and GI -equivariant mor-
phism. Equivalently, there exists a relatively representable morphism of algebraic
stacks

φ : Anaive
K

→ [Mnaive
I /G ⊗Zp

O]

which is smooth of relative dimension dim(G). In particular, since GI is smooth,
the above imply that Anaive

K
is étale locally isomorphic to Mnaive

I . Next, we form the
cartesian product of φ with the morphism Mloc

I →֒ Mnaive
I , where Mloc

I is the local
model, defined as the scheme theoretic closure of the generic fiber Mnaive

I ⊗O K1 in
Mnaive
I ,

Aloc
K

−→ [Mloc
I /GO]y y

Anaive
K

−→ [Mnaive
I /GO].

The scheme Aloc
K

is a closed subscheme of Anaive
K

and is a linear modification of
Anaive

K
in the sense of [9, §2].

We now consider a variation of the moduli of abelian schemes Aspl
K

where we
add in the moduli problem of Anaive

K
an additional subspace in the Hodge filtration

wA∨ ⊂ M(A) where M(A) is the dual of the deRham cohomology H1
dR(A) of the

universal abelian variety A (see §8 for more details) with certain conditions to

imitate the definition of the splitting model Mspl
I ; see §3.2 for the explicit definition

of the splitting models. (Here A∨ is the dual abelian scheme.) There is a forgetful

morphism τ : Mspl
I −→ Mnaive

I and as above we can form the cartesian product of
φ with τ and get

(1.2.3)
Aspl

K
−→ [Mspl

I /GO]y y
Anaive

K
−→ [Mnaive

I /GO].

Aspl
K

has the same étale local structure as Mspl
I and it is a linear modification of

Anaive
K

.
Next, we want to mention some results that have already been obtained in this

set-up: The π-modular case, when n = 2m is even and I = {m}, and the almost
π-modular case, when n = 2m+ 1 is odd and I = {m}, have been studied in [11,
§5.3] and [1, Prop. 4.16] respectively. These cases are of exotic good reduction, the
local models Mloc

I are smooth and hence also are the corresponding integral models

Aloc
K

. Moreover, using the splitting models we get that in the π-modular case Aspl
K

is smooth [22, Thm. 1.1], but in the almost π-modular case Aspl
K

has semi-stable
reduction [16, §5]. For the self-dual case, I = 0, it was shown in [9, §4.5] that Mloc

I

does not have semi-stable reduction but this can be resolved by blowing up the
unique singular point of its special fiber. In [7], the author using the corresponding
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splitting model constructed a regular semi-stable integral model Aspl
K

(see also [21]).
In what follows, we will exclude these cases. However, it is worth mentioning that
our constructions and proofs of the splitting models generalizes to all those cases
except the π-modular case, where in the moduli problem of the splitting model one
needs to add the “spin condition” to get an honest splitting model; see [22, Thm.
1.2] for more details.

Therefore, from now on, we will focus on the non-empty subsets I = {ℓ} where
0 ≤ ℓ ≤ m and ℓ 6= 0, m− 1, m when n = 2m and ℓ 6= 0, m when n = 2m+ 1. We
will call such index sets strongly non-special. In a very recent paper [8], Luo gave
a moduli description of Mloc

I by adding in Mnaive
I “the wedge and spin conditions”.

In this paper, we consider Mspl
I and show that by imposing the existence of the

additional subspace in Mnaive
I implies the wedge and spin conditions. Thus, we

deduce that the scheme theoretic image τ(Mspl
I ) coincides with Mloc

I . Notably, the
spin conditions are very complicated to check. Therefore, the splitting model that
we consider here has a more compact moduli description. Moreover, we want to
highlight the novelty in our splitting model’s construction: instead of adding two
subspaces as expected from [10, Definition 14.1], we add only one (see Remark 3.3).
This variation was first used by Richarz [16] in the almost π-modular case.

1.3. In what follows, we will adhere to the strongly non-special case with signature
(n− 1, 1). One of the main results of the present paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. For every Kp as above, there is a scheme Aspl
K

, flat over Spec (O),
with

Aspl
K
⊗O K1 = ShK(G,X)⊗K K1,

and which supports a local model diagram

(1.3.1)

Ãspl
K

(G,X)

Aspl
K

Mspl
I

πspl

K
qspl
K

such that:

a) πspl
K

is a G-torsor and qspl
K

is smooth and G-equivariant.

b) Aspl
K

is normal and Cohen-Macaulay and has a reduced special fiber.

From (1.2.3) and the fact that Aspl
K

is flat we get that Aloc
K

is the image of Aspl
K

in Anaive
K

. From the local model diagram (1.3.1) it follows that every point of Aspl
K

has an étale neighborhood which is also étale over Mspl
I , and thus it is enough to

show that Mspl
I has the above nice properties. To do this, we explicitly calculate

an open affine covering ∪ni0=1Ui0 of τ−1(∗) where ∗ is the “worst point” of Mloc
I ,

i.e. the unique closed G-orbit supported in the special fiber; see §4 for more details.
The open subschemes Ui0 are isomorphic to

SpecO[X1, X2, Y ]/(rk(

[
X1

X2

]
)− 1, ∧2 [ X2 | HY ] , Y t ·X2 − 2π)

where X1, X2 and Y are matrices of sizes 2ℓ× 1, (n− 2ℓ)× 1 and (n− 2ℓ)× 1 with
indeterminates as entries and H is the unit antidiagonal matrix of size (n − 2ℓ)×
(n− 2ℓ). The rank condition is expressed by imposing that a certain i0-th entry of
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the matrix [Xt
1 | X

t
2] is a unit. It is worth noting that these affine local charts are

very similar to the one that the first author found in the orthogonal local models
[20] (see also [13]). By using this observation, we show in §5, that this covering has
the nice properties of Theorem 1.3.1 (b) and thus we obtain

Theorem 1.2. a) The splitting model Mspl
I is flat, normal and Cohen-Macaulay.

b) The special special fiber of Mspl
I is reduced and has three irreducible compo-

nents which admit moduli descriptions.

Under the local model diagram, (see §8), τ−1(∗) corresponds to the locus where
the Hodge filtration wA∨ of the universal dual abelian scheme A is annihilated by

the action of the uniformizer π. Consider the blow-up Abl
K

of Aspl
K

along this locus.
The second main result of the paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Abl
K

is a semi-stable integral model for the Shimura variety ShK(G,X).

Since blowing-up commutes with étale localization and the étale local structure

of the moduli scheme Aspl
K

is controlled by the local structure of the local model

Mspl
I , it is enough to show the above statement for the corresponding splitting

model. By using the explicit open affine covering ∪ni0=1Ui0 of τ−1(∗) we show

Theorem 1.4. The blow-up Mbl
I of Mspl

I along the smooth irreducible component
τ−1(∗), which is a projective space of dimension n− 1 of its special fiber, is regular
and has special fiber a divisor with normal crossings. In fact, Mbl

I is covered by
open subschemes which are smooth over Spec (O[u, x, y]/(uxy − 2π)).

Lastly, let us mention that we can obtain similar results for the Shimura varieties
ShK′(G,X) where K′ = KpP ◦

I (see §8). (Recall that P ◦
I is the parahoric connected

component of the stabilizer PI .) Also, we can apply these results to obtain regular
(formal) models of the corresponding Rapoport-Zink spaces.

Acknowledgements: We thank G. Pappas for several useful comments on a
preliminary version of this article. The first author would like to thank W. Zhang
for presenting this problem to him.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Pairings and Standard Lattices. Let F0 be a complete discretely valued
field with ring of integers OF0

, perfect residue field k of characteristic 6= 2, and
uniformizer π0. We will choose F/F0 to be a ramified quadratic extension and
π ∈ F a uniformizer with π2 = π0. Consider the F -vector space V of dimension
n > 3 and let

φ : V × V → F

be an F/F0-hermitian form which we assume is split, i.e. there is a basis e1, . . . , en
of V such that

φ(aei, ben+1−j) = abδi,j for all a, b ∈ F,

where a 7→ a is the nontrivial element of Gal(F/F0). Attached to φ are the respec-
tive alternating and symmetric F0-bilinear forms V × V → F0 given by

〈x, y〉 =
1

2
TrF/F0

(π−1φ(x, y)) and (x, y) =
1

2
TrF/F0

(φ(x, y)).

For any OF -lattice Λ in V , we denote by Λ̂ = {v ∈ V |〈v,Λ〉 ⊂ OF0
} the 〈 , 〉-dual

of Λ and Λ̂s is related to the ( , )-dual Λ̂s = {v ∈ V |(v,Λ) ⊂ OF0
} by the formula
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Λ̂s = π−1Λ̂. Both Λ̂ and Λ̂s are OF -lattices in V, and the forms 〈 , 〉 and ( , ) induce
perfect OF0

-bilinear pairings

(2.1.1) Λ× Λ̂
〈 , 〉
−−→ OF0

, Λ× Λ̂s
( , )
−−→ OF0

for all Λ. Also, the uniformizing element π induces a OF0
-linear mapping on Λ

which we denote by t.
For i = 0, . . . , n− 1, we define the standard lattices

(2.1.2) Λi = spanOF
{π−1e1, . . . , π

−1ei, ei+1, . . . , en}.

We consider nonempty subsets I ⊂ {0, . . . ,m} where m = [n/2] with the require-
ment that

(2.1.3) for n even, if m− 1 ∈ I =⇒ m ∈ I;

see [11, §1.2.3(b)] for more details. (For odd n, no condition on I is imposed). We
complete the Λi with i ∈ I to a self-dual periodic lattice chain LI by first including

the duals Λn−i := Λ̂si for i 6= 0 and then all the π-multiples: For j ∈ Z of the form
j = k · n ± i with i ∈ I we put Λj = π−kΛi. Then {Λj}j form a periodic lattice

chain LI (with πΛj = Λj−n) which satisfies Λ̂j = Λ−j.

2.2. Unitary Similitude Group and Parahoric Subgroups. Consider the uni-
tary similitude group

G := GU(V, φ) = {g ∈ GLF (V ) | φ(gx, gy) = c(g)φ(x, y), c(g) ∈ F×
0 }

and as in [11, §1.1] choose a partition n = r+s with s ≤ r. We refer to the pair (r, s)
as the signature. Identifying G ⊗ F ≃ GLn,F × Gm,F , we define the cocharacter

µr,s as (1
(s), 0(r), 1) of D×Gm, where D is the standard maximal torus of diagonal

matrices in GLn; for more details see [11, §1.1]. Denote by E the reflex field of
{µr,s} and by O := OE its ring of integers. Note that E = F0 if r = s and E = F
otherwise (see [11, §1.1]).

We next recall the description of the parahoric subgroups of G from [11, §1.2].
We distinguish two cases. When n = 2m+1 is odd, we let I be a non-empty subset
of {0, . . . ,m} and consider the stabilizer

PI := {g ∈ G | gΛi = Λi, ∀i ∈ I}

of the lattice chain ΛI . From [11, §1.2.3(b)], we obtain:

Proposition 2.1. PI is a parahoric subgroup and every parahoric subgroup of G
is conjugate to PI for a unique nonempty I ⊂ {0, . . . ,m}. The special maximal
parahoric subgroups are exactly those conjugate to P{0} and P{m}. �

When n = 2m is even, we let I be a non-empty subset of {0, . . . ,m} satisfying
(2.1.3) and we consider the subgroup

PI := {g ∈ G | gΛi = Λi, ∀i ∈ I}.

PI is not a parahoric subgroup in general since it may contain elements with non-
trivial Kottwitz invariant. Consider the kernel of the Kottwitz homomorphism:

P 0
I := {g ∈ PI | κ(g) = 1}

where κG : G(F0) ։ Z ⊕ (Z/2Z) (see also [18, §3] for more details). In this case
the following statement holds (see [11, §1.2.3(b)]):



SEMI-STABLE MODELS FOR RAMIFIED UNITARY SHIMURA VARIETIES 7

Proposition 2.2. P 0
I is a parahoric subgroup and every parahoric subgroup of G is

conjugate to P 0
I for a unique nonempty I ⊂ {0, . . . ,m} satisfying (2.1.3). For such

I, we have P 0
I = PI exactly when m ∈ I. The special maximal parahoric subgroups

are exactly those conjugate to P 0
{m} = P{m}. �

Definition 2.3. A non-empty subset I = {ℓ} where 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ m is called strongly
non-special if ℓ 6= 0, m− 1, m when n = 2m and ℓ 6= 0, m when n = 2m+ 1.

Next, let I be a strongly non-special index set and denote by PI , LI the stabilizer
and self-dual multichain defined above for this choice of I. Let G = Aut(LI) be
the (smooth) group scheme over Zp with PI = G(Zp) the subgroup of G(Qp) fixing
the lattice chain LI . Also, the group scheme G has G as its generic fiber. From
the above we deduce that when n is odd, the stabilizer PI is a parahoric subgroup
but when n is even, PI is not a parahoric subgroup since it contains a parahoric
subgroup with index 2. The corresponding parahoric group scheme is its connected
component P ◦

I . (See [11, §1.2] for more details.)

3. The unitary moduli problems

In this section, we briefly recall the definition of certain variants of local models
and splitting models for ramified unitary groups that correspond to the local model
triples (G,µr,s, PI) where I = {ℓ} is a strongly non-special index (see Definition
2.3) and (r, s) = (n − 1, 1). Note that, given dimV = n ≥ 3 and s = 1 < r, the
reflex field E = F .

3.1. Rapoport-Zink Local Models and Variants. The naive local model of
Rapoport-Zink [15], Mnaive

I , is the projective scheme over SpecOF representing the
functor that sends each OF -scheme S to the set of subsheaves

Fℓ ⊂ Λℓ ⊗OS , Fn−ℓ ⊂ Λn−ℓ ⊗OS

such that

(1) Fℓ, Fn−ℓ as OS-modules are Zariski locally on S direct summands of rank
n;

(2) The maps induced by the inclusions Λℓ ⊂ Λn−ℓ and Λn−ℓ ⊂ π
−1Λℓ restrict

to maps
Fℓ → Fn−ℓ → π−1Fℓ;

(3) Fn−ℓ is the orthogonal complement of Fℓ with respect to ( , ) : Λn−ℓ×Λℓ →
OS ;

(4) (Kottwitz condition)

chart|Fℓ
(X) = (X + π)r(X − π)s

and the analogous statement holds true for Fn−ℓ.

The wedge local model M∧
I is the closed subscheme of Mnaive

I defined by the
additional condition that

(5) (Wedge condition) The exterior powers

∧r+1(t− π|Fℓ) = (0) and ∧s+1 (t+ π|Fℓ) = (0)

vanish and the same holds true with Fℓ replaced by Fn−ℓ.

The inclusion M∧
I ⊂Mnaive

I is an isomorphism on generic fibers, which both identify
naturally with the (smooth) Grassmannian Gr(s, n) ⊗ E of dimension rs (see [11,
§1.5.3]). Also, the schemes M∧

I , M
naive
I support an action of G.
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Remarks 3.1. In [11, §1.5.1], the authors define the naive local model Mnaive
I that

sends each OF -scheme S to the families of OF ⊗OS-modules (Fi ⊂ Λi⊗OS)i∈nZ±I
that satisfy the conditions (a)-(d) of loc. cit. By periodicity, one can restrict the
moduli functor Mnaive

I into the sub-lattices chain Λℓ ⊂ Λn−ℓ ⊂ π−1Λℓ without
losing any information. Also, we want to mention that (c) of loc. cit. is equivalent
to (3) above.

There is a further variant: let Mloc
I be the scheme theoretic closure of the generic

fiber Mnaive
I ⊗OF

F in Mnaive
I . The scheme Mloc

I is called the local model. We have
closed immersions of projective schemes

Mloc
I ⊂ M∧

I ⊂Mnaive
I

which are equalities on generic fibers (see [11, §1.5] for more details). Moreover,
M∧
I is topologically flat in the strongly non-special case, or in other words, the

underlying topological spaces of M∧
I and Mloc

I coincide. When n is odd, this follows
directly from [17] and when n is even, this follows from [18, Proposition 7.4.7].

Moreover, from [11, Theorem 0.1] we deduce:

Proposition 3.2. The special fiber of the local model Mloc
I is reduced, and each

irreducible component is normal, Cohen-Macaulay, and Frobenius-split. �

Let us add that, by [6], none of the models Mloc
I are smooth or semi-stable.

Lastly, we want to mention that very recently Luo [8] gave a moduli description of
Mloc
I by adding in Mnaive

I the so-called “spin conditions”; this will play no role in
this paper.

3.2. Splitting Models. Next, we consider the moduli scheme Mspl
I over OF , the

splitting model as in [16, §5] (see also [10, Definition 14.1]), whose points for an
OF -scheme S are the set of triples (Fℓ,Fn−ℓ,Gn−ℓ) with (Fℓ,Fn−ℓ) ∈M∧

I (S) and

Gn−ℓ ⊂ Fn−ℓ

which is Zariski locally OS-direct summand of rank 1, subject to the following
conditions:

(3.2.1) (t+ π)Fn−ℓ ⊂ Gn−ℓ, (t− π)Gn−ℓ = (0).

The functor is represented by a projective OF -scheme Mspl
I . The scheme Mspl

I

supports an action of G and there is a G-equivariant projective morphism

τ : Mspl
I → M∧

I ⊂Mnaive
I

which is given by (Fℓ,Fn−ℓ,Gn−ℓ) 7→ (Fℓ,Fn−ℓ) on S-valued points. (Indeed, we
can easily see, as in [7, Definition 4.1], that τ is well defined.) The morphism

τ : Mspl
I → M∧

I induces an isomorphism on the generic fibers (see [7, Remark 4.2]).

Remark 3.3. We want to highlight that in our definition above there is only one
subspace being added in a dual pair (Λi, Λ̂

s
i ) = (Λi,Λn−i), instead of two subspaces

as expected from [10, Definition 14.1]. In fact, this variation is necessary because,
as one can check, adding two subspaces results in a non-flat model. This variant
first appeared in [16, §5.2] where Richarz considered the almost π-modular case, i.e.,

when n = 2m+ 1 and I = {m}, and showed that Mspl
I has semi-stable reduction.

Remark 3.4. In the moduli functor of Mspl
I we do not need to impose the Kottwitz

condition or the wedge condition. These conditions are implied by condition (3.2.1)
combined with (3); see §4.2 for more details.
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Lastly, in §5, we will prove that Mspl
I is flat and combining all the above we have

that

Mspl
I

τ
−→ M∧

I

factors through Mloc
I ⊂ M∧

I because of flatness.

4. Affine Charts

4.1. Affine Charts around τ−1(∗). In what follows, we assume that I = {ℓ} is
a strongly non-special index and (r, s) = (n− 1, 1).

There is a natural embedding of the special fiber Mloc
I ⊗k into a partial affine flag

variety F lI associated to the unitary group GU(r, s) (see [11, §3]. Let AI(µ) ⊂ F lI
be the union of affine Schubert varieties over the µ-admissible set, i.e.,

A(µ) = ∪ω∈Adm(µ)Sω.

By the Pappas-Rapoport coherence conjecture we deduce that A(µ) is isomorphic
to the special fiber Mloc

I ⊗k under the natural embedding (see [11, Prop. 3.1], [23]).
There is a unique closed Schubert cell in Mloc

I ⊗ k, which we call the “worst point”,
denoted by ∗ ∈ Mloc

I ⊂ M∧
I . In our case, the worst point can be easily represented

by the standard lattices Λi: For I = {ℓ}, a strongly non-special index, the worst
point ∗ = (tΛℓ, tΛn−ℓ) ∈ Mloc

I ⊗ k.
To simplify the computation in the following, we reorder the basis of Λℓ (resp.

Λn−ℓ):

(4.1.1) Λℓ = spanOF0
{
en−ℓ+1, · · · , en, π

−1e1, · · · , π
−1eℓ, eℓ+1, · · · , en−ℓ,

πen−ℓ+1, · · · , πen, e1, · · · , eℓ, πeℓ+1, · · · , πen−ℓ.
},

Λn−ℓ = spanOF0
{
en−ℓ+1, · · · , en, π

−1e1, · · · , π
−1eℓ, π

−1eℓ+1, · · · , π
−1en−ℓ,

πen−ℓ+1, · · · , πen, e1, · · · , eℓ, eℓ+1, · · · , en−ℓ.
}.

By using this new basis order, we have the inverse image

τ−1(∗) = {(tΛℓ, tΛn−ℓ,Gn−ℓ) | rk(Gn−ℓ) = 1, tGn−ℓ = 0}.

Note that the relation tGn−ℓ = 0 is equivalent to Gn−ℓ ⊂ tΛn−ℓ ⊗ k. Thus, τ−1(∗)
contains all 1-dimensional subspaces in tΛn−ℓ ⊗ k and is isomorphic to Pn−1

k . It is
contained in a union of affine charts Ui0 , i.e.,

τ−1(∗) ⊂ ∪ni0=1Ui0 ,

where Ui0 is an affine neighborhood around the point (tΛℓ, tΛn−ℓ, k{πen−ℓ+i0}) for
1 ≤ i0 ≤ ℓ and the point (tΛℓ, tΛn−ℓ, k{e−ℓ+i0}) for ℓ+1 ≤ i0 ≤ n. In order to find
the explicit equations that describe Ui0 , we use similar arguments as in the proof
of [21, §3] (see also [22, §4]). In our case, we ask (Fℓ,Fn−ℓ,Gn−ℓ) ∈ Ui0 to satisfy
the following conditions:

(1). Fℓ ⊂ Fn−ℓ ⊂ t
−1Fℓ under the inclusion maps Λℓ ⊂ Λn−ℓ ⊂ t

−1Λℓ.
(2). (Fn−ℓ,Fℓ) = 0 with respect to ( , ) : Λn−ℓ × Λℓ → OS .
(3). Gn−2ℓ ⊂ Fn−2ℓ, (t+ π)Fn−ℓ ⊂ Gn−ℓ, (t− π)Gn−ℓ = (0).
(4)(Kottwitz condition). chart|Fκ

(T ) = (T + π)r(T − π)s for κ = ℓ or n− ℓ.
(5)(Wedge condition). ∧r+1 (t− π|Fκ) = (0), ∧s+1(t+ π|Fκ) = (0) for κ = ℓ, n− ℓ.
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4.2. Equations of the affine charts Ui0 . A point (Fℓ,Fn−ℓ,Gn−ℓ) in the affine
chart Ui0 can be presented by the following matrices with respect to the basis order
(4.1.1):

Fℓ =

[
X
In

]
, Fn−ℓ =

[
Y
In

]
, Gn−ℓ =

[
G1

G2

]
,

where matrices X,Y are of sizes n×n and G1, G2 are of sizes n×1. From condition
(1) we have the inclusion maps Aℓ : Λℓ → Λn−ℓ, An−ℓ : Λn−ℓ → t−1Λℓ which are
represented by the following matrices:
(4.2.1)

Aℓ =




I2ℓ
π0In−2ℓ

I2ℓ
In−2ℓ


 , An−ℓ =




π0I2ℓ
In−2ℓ

I2ℓ
In−2ℓ


 .

The symmetric pairing ( , ) : Λn−ℓ × Λℓ → OS is given by

(4.2.2) ( , ) =




J2ℓ
−Hn−2ℓ

−J2ℓ
Hn−2ℓ


 ,

where Hκ is the unit anti-diagonal matrix of size κ, and J2κ =

[
Hκ

−Hκ

]
.

Observe that J2
2κ = −I2κ. In the rest of this section, we will omit the lower indices

of Hκ and J2κ for simplicity.
To find all the equations of Ui0 we claim that it is enough to check the conditions

(1)-(3). Observe that condition (2) is equivalent to say that Fn−ℓ is the orthogonal
complement of Fℓ. By using the above matrices, it translates to:

(4.2.3) Y =

[
−J

H

]
·Xt ·

[
J

H

]
.

Condition (3) implies that Fn−l satisfies the Kottwitz condition and the Wedge
condition, i.e.,

det(T · In − Y ) = (T + π)r(T − π)s,
∧r+1(Y − πIn) = 0, ∧s+1(Y + πIn) = 0.

Note that

[
−J

H

]
is an invertible matrix, with

[
−J

H

]−1

=

[
J

H

]
.

From equation (4.2.3), the characteristic polynomial of X is the same as the char-
acteristic polynomial of Y . Similarly, from (4.2.3) and the invertibility of the above
matrix we deduce

∧r+1(X − πIn) = 0, ∧s+1(X + πIn) = 0.

We break up the matrices X,Y into blocks as follows:

(4.2.4) X =

[
X1 X2

X3 X4

]
, Y =

[
Y1 Y2
Y3 Y4

]
,

where X1 (resp. Y1) are of sizes 2ℓ × 2ℓ, and X4 (resp. Y4) are of sizes (n − 2ℓ)×
(n− 2ℓ).
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Lemma 4.1. The affine chart Ui0 is isomorphic to SpecOF [X,Y, V, Z]/I, where
V, Z are the matrices of sizes n × 1, and I is the ideal generated by the following
relations:

(a) Y − V Zt + πIn, Z
tV − 2π;

(b) Y1 + JXt
1J , Y2 + JXt

3H, Y3 −HX
t
2J , Y4 −HX

t
4H;

(c) X1 − (Y1 + Y2X3), X2 − Y2X4, Y4X4 − πIn−2ℓ;
(d) X1Y1 − π0I2ℓ, Y3 −X3Y1, Y4 − (X4 +X3Y2).

Proof. From the above discussion, it is enough to check the conditions (1)-(3). Note
that

Mt =

[
π0In

In

]

is the matrix giving multiplication by t. Condition (3) is equivalent to:
[
G1

G2

]
=

[
Y
In

]
·G2; ∃Zn×1 :

[
πY + π0In
Y + πIn

]
=

[
G1

G2

]
· Zt; G1 = πG2.

Set V = G2. Since G1 = πV and Y = V Zt − πIn, we get V ZtV = 2πV from
G1 = Y G2. Recall that Gn−2ℓ has rank one. From G1 = πG2, we deduce that
there should be a unit element in G2 = V . Thus, V ZtV = 2πV translates to
ZtV − 2πIn = 0, and therefore we get the relations in (a).

Condition (2) translates to equation (4.2.3). By using the block matrices from
(4.2.4), we obtain the relations in (b).

Lastly, condition (1) is equivalent to AℓFℓ ⊂ Fn−ℓ, An−ℓFn−ℓ ⊂ t−1Fℓ. By
using the equation (4.2.1), we have:

X1 = Y1 + Y2X3, X2 = Y2X4, Y3 + Y4X3 = 0, Y4X4 = πIn−2ℓ,
X1Y1 = π0I2ℓ, X1Y2 +X2 = 0, Y3 = X3Y1, Y4 = X4 +X3Y2.

Using the relations in (b), it is easy to see that equation Y3+Y4X3 = 0 is equivalent
to X2 = Y2X4, and X1Y2 +X2 = 0 is equivalent to Y3 = X3Y1. Thus, we get the
relations in (c) and (d). �

Our next goal is to give a simplification of the ideal I from Lemma 4.1. From the
proof of the above Lemma, the matrices X,Y,G1, G2 can be expressed in terms of
V, Z. Conversely, V = G2, and Y + πIn = G2Z

t implies that Zt can be expressed
in terms of Y , since there exists a unit element in G2.

For later use, we also break up the matrices V, Z into blocks as follows:

(4.2.5) V =

[
V1
V2

]
, Z =

[
Z1

Z2

]

where V1 = [v1 · · · v2ℓ]
t
(resp. Z1 = [z1 · · · z2ℓ]

t
) and V2 = [v2ℓ+1 · · · vn]

t
(resp.

Z2 = [z2ℓ+1 · · · zn]
t
).

Proposition 4.2. (1) For 1 ≤ i0 ≤ 2ℓ, the affine chart Ui0 is isomorphic to

Spec
OF [V1, V2, Z2]

(vi0 − 1, ∧2 [ V2 | HZ2 ] , Zt2 · V2 − 2π)
.

(2) For 2ℓ+ 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n, the affine chart Ui0 is isomorphic to

Spec
OF [V1, V2, u]

(vi0 − 1, u · (V t2HV2)− 2π)
.
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Proof. By Lemma 4.1 (a) and (4.2.5), the equation Y = V Zt−πIn is equivalent to

(4.2.6)
Y1 = V1Z

t
1 − πI2ℓ, Y2 = V1Z

t
2,

Y3 = V2Z
t
1, Y4 = V2Z

t
2 − πIn−2ℓ.

Similarly, X can also be expressed in terms of V, Z by Lemma 4.1 (b):

(4.2.7)
X1 = −JZ1V

t
1 J − πI2ℓ, X2 = JZ1V

t
2H,

X3 = −HZ2V
t
1 J, X4 = HZ2V

t
2H − πIn−2ℓ.

Case 1: Assume that 1 ≤ i0 ≤ 2ℓ. Consider the equation X1 = Y1 + Y2X3 in
Lemma 4.1 (c). From the above, it translates to JZ1V

t
1 J+V1Z

t
1 = V1(Z

t
2HZ2)V

t
1 J.

Set a = Zt2HZ2. The left-hand side of the above relation is (±v2ℓ+1−jz2ℓ+1−i +
vizj)i,j , where ± depends on the position of i, j as follows:

(4.2.8) ± = {
− for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ ℓ, or ℓ+ 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2ℓ,
+ otherwise.

Similarly, the right-hand side equals to (±a · viv2ℓ+1−j)i,j , where ± is negative if
1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ, and is positive if ℓ + 1 ≤ j ≤ 2ℓ. Next, by using this observation, we
consider the position (i, j) = (i0, 2ℓ+ 1− i0).

When 1 ≤ i0 ≤ ℓ and (i, j) = (i0, 2ℓ+1− i0) the above relation gives 2z2ℓ+1−i0 =
a. By setting z2ℓ+1−i0 = a

2 and considering the i0-row, we obtain that Z1 = −
a
2JV1.

When ℓ+1 ≤ i0 ≤ 2ℓ, we get 2z2ℓ+1−i0 = −a. By setting z2ℓ+1−i0 = −a2 , a similar
direct calculation shows that Z1 = −a2JV1. To sum up, we obtain:

(4.2.9) [ z1 · · · zℓ zℓ+1 · · · z2ℓ ]
t =

a

2
[ −v2ℓ · · · − vℓ+1 vℓ · · · v1 ]t .

All other positions in X1 = Y1+Y2X3 can be obtained by the relation (4.2.9). Note
that relation (4.2.9) gives Zt1V1 = 0. Thus, equation ZtV = 2π in Lemma 4.1 (a)
reduces to Zt2V2 = 2π.

Next, consider the equation Y4 = X4 +X3Y2 in Lemma 4.1 (d). By the equa-
tions (4.2.6) and (4.2.7), we get V2Z

t
2 = −HZ2(V

t
1 JV1)Z

t
2 +HZ2V

t
2H . Note that

V t1 JV1 = 0 since J is a skew-symmetric matrix. Thus, the above relation translates
to V2Z

t
2 = HZ2V

t
2H . By a direct calculation, the following quadratic polynomials

v2ℓ+iz2ℓ+j − vn+1−jzn+1−i vanish for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 2ℓ. Thus,

(4.2.10) ∧2 [ V2 | HZ2 ] = 0, i.e., ∧2
[
v2ℓ+1 · · · vn
zn · · · z2ℓ+1

]
= 0.

It is easy to see that all other relations in Lemma 4.1 (c), (d) are automatically
satisfied by the relations (4.2.9) and (4.2.10). For instance, the relation X1Y1 =
πI2ℓ translates to π(V1Z

t
1 − JZ1V

t
1 J) = 0, which is satisfied since Z1 = −a2JV1.

Relation X2 = Y2X4 is equivalent to aV t2 = 2πZt2H . Recall that a = Zt2HZ2. By
V2Z

t
2 = HZ2V

t
2H , we get Zt2V2Z

t
2H = 2πZt2H . It is satisfied since Zt2V2 = 2π.

Similarly, relation Y4X4 = π0In−2ℓ is equivalent to V2(aV
t
2 − 2πZt2H) = 0, and

relation Y3 = X3Y1 is equivalent to JV1(aV
t
2 −2πZt2H) = 0. Therefore, by all these

simplifications we get that Ui0 is isomorphic to the spectrum of the quotient ring

(4.2.11)
OF [V1, V2, Z2]

(vi0 − 1, ∧2 [ V2 | HZ2 ] , Zt2 · V2 − 2π)
.

Case 2: Assume that 2ℓ + 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n. Consider the relation Y4 = X4 +X3Y2.
From the above, it is equivalent to ∧2 [ V2 | HZ2 ] = 0. Note that in this case
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vi0 = 1 and vi0 is an entry from V2. Using this and the minor relations we get:

(4.2.12) [ z2ℓ+1 · · · zn ]
t
= u · [ vn · · · v2ℓ+1 ]

t
, where u = zn+2ℓ+1−i0 .

Thus, Z2 = u ·HV2. The relation X2 = Y2X4, from Lemma 4.1 (c), translates to
(JZ1 − (a − πu)V1)V

t
2 = 0 by using (4.2.12). Since vi0 is an entry from V2 with

vi0 = 1 we deduce

(4.2.13) Z1 = −(a− πu)JV1.

So far, the matrices Z1, Z2 are expressed in terms of V1, V2, a, u. By ZtV = 2π,
from Lemma 4.1 (a), and (4.2.13) we get Zt2V2 = 2π, which in turn translates to
u · (V t2HV2) = 2π since Z2 = u ·HV2. Note that, in this case, a = Zt2HZ2 = 2πu
and so Z1 = −πu · JV1 = −a2JV1 (which is the same as relation (4.2.9)).

All the other relations from the ideal I are automatically satisfied by using the
above relations. Thus, Ui0 is isomorphic to the spectrum of the quotient ring:

(4.2.14)
OF [V1, V2, u]

(vi0 − 1, u · (V t2HV2)− 2π)
.

�

Remarks 4.3. (a) As we can see from the above proof of Case 2, the relation
∧2 [ V2 | HZ2 ] = 0 translates to Z2 = u · HV2 and Zt2V2 = 2π is equivalent to
u · (V t2HV2) = 2π. Thus, it is not very hard to observe that for 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n:

(4.2.15) Ui0 ≃ Spec
OF [V1, V2, Z2]

(vi0 − 1, ∧2 [ V2 | HZ2 ] , Zt2 · V2 − 2π)
.

(b) From Proposition 4.2 (2), the special fiber of Ui0 has two irreducible compo-
nents when 2ℓ+ 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n, i.e.,

(4.2.16) V (I) = V (u) ∪ V (V t2HV2).

Both of them are smooth of dimension n − 1 and their intersection is smooth of
dimension n− 2. Thus, in this case, the affine chart Ui0 has semi-stable reduction
over OF , i.e., it is regular and its special fiber is reduced with normal crossings.
However, when 1 ≤ i0 ≤ 2ℓ, Ui0 does not have semi-stable reduction; see Remark
7.4. We will study this case in detail in the next section.

5. Flatness and Reducedness of the splitting model Mspl
I

In all of Section 5, we assume I = {ℓ} is a strongly non-special index (see

Definition 2.3) and (r, s) = (n− 1, 1). Our goal in this section is to show that Mspl
I

is flat over SpecOF and its special fiber is reduced. In the course of proving these

we will also deduce that Mspl
I is normal and Cohen-Macaulay.

Theorem 5.1. a) The splitting model Mspl
I is OF -flat, normal and Cohen-

Macaulay.

b) The special fiber of Mspl
I is reduced.

Proof. From the construction of splitting models and §4, it’s enough to show that
the open subschemes

Ui0 = Spec
OF [V1, V2, Z2]

(vi0 − 1, ∧2 [ V2 | HZ2 ] , Zt2 · V2 − 2π)



14 I. ZACHOS AND Z. ZHAO

for 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n, are flat, normal, Cohen-Macaulay and with reduced special fiber.
By Remark 4.3, when 2ℓ+1 ≤ i0 ≤ n, Ui0 is regular and its special fiber is reduced
with normal crossings. So, it’s enough to consider the case 1 ≤ i0 ≤ 2ℓ. In this
case, we have that Ui0

∼= A2ℓ−1
OF

× T where

T = SpecOF [V2, Z2]/(∧
2 [ V2 | HZ2 ] , Zt2 · V2 − 2π).

We have the isomorphism

OF [V2, Z2]

(∧2 [ V2 | HZ2 ] , Zt2 · V2 − 2π)
∼=

OF [V2, Z2]

(∧2 [ V2 | Z2 ] , Zt2 ·H · V2 − 2π)

given by V2 7→ V2, Z2 7→ H · Z2. Also, by setting Z1 := V t2 , Z2 := Zt2 where

Z =

[
Z1

Z2

]
= (zij) ∈Mat2×(n−2ℓ) we get that the scheme T is isomorphic to

SpecOF [Z]/(∧
2Z,

n−2ℓ∑

i=1

z1,i z2,n−2ℓ+1−i − 2π)

and its special fiber T is isomorphic to

Spec k[Z]/(∧2Z,

n−2ℓ∑

i=1

z1,i z2,n−2ℓ+1−i).

This scheme has already been studied at [20] (see also [13, Theorem 5.1.1]) in a
more general setting where the size of the matrix Z was n×m. In particular, from
[20, §5, §8] we have that T is OF -flat, Cohen-Macaulay and of relative dimension
n − 2ℓ. Also, from [20, §6, §8] we get that T is reduced. Since, T is OF -flat with
smooth generic fiber (see §3) and reduced special fiber, it follows by [14, Proposition
9.2] that T is normal. In the course of proving the reducedness of the special fiber in
[20], the first author also determines its irreducible components (see [20, §7.1, §9.2.2
]). Translating his results in our setting we obtain that the irreducible components
of T are V (J1), V (J2), V (J3) where

J1 = (Z2), J2 =
(
∧2 [ V2 | HZ2 ] , Zt2 · V2, V

t
2 ·H · V2, Z

t
2 ·H · Z2

)
, J3 = (V2).

From [20, §7], we obtain that V (J2) has dimension n − 2ℓ and it is smooth over
Spec (k) outside from its closed subscheme of dimension 0 that is defined by the
ideal (V2, Z2). Also, we can easily see that V (J1), V (J3) are smooth affine spaces
of dimension n− 2ℓ. �

Remark 5.2. From the above proof and more precisely from the fact that the

irreducible component V (J2) is singular, we conclude that the splitting model Mspl
I

is not semi-stable over SpecOF .

Corollary 5.3. The projective morphism τ : Mspl
I → M∧

I factors through Mloc
I .

6. Moduli description of the irreducible components of Mspl
I ⊗ k

In this section, we give a moduli description of the irreducible components of

Mspl
I ⊗ k when the signature is (n − 1, 1) and the index set I = {ℓ} is strongly

non-special. Recall that we have a symmetric bilinear form

(6.0.1) ( , ) : (Λn−ℓ ⊗OS)× (Λℓ ⊗OS)→ OS .
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For simplicity, we omit the base change from the above notation. Set (t± π)Λκ =
{(t± π)x | x ∈ Λκ}. It is easy to see that

(6.0.2) ((t+ π)Λn−ℓ)
⊥ = (t+ π)Λℓ, ((t− π)Λn−ℓ)

⊥ = (t− π)Λℓ.

By (6.0.2), we have a perfect pairing between (t+ π)Λn−ℓ and Λℓ/(t+ π)Λℓ. Note
that the last lattice is isomorphic to (t − π)Λℓ via ei 7→ (t − π)ei. Thus, we have
an induced perfect pairing

(6.0.3) { , } : (t+ π)Λn−ℓ × (t− π)Λℓ → OS ,

given by {(t + π)x, (t − π)y} = ((t + π)x, y). For points (Fℓ,Fn−ℓ,Gn−ℓ) in the

splitting model Mspl
I , we have Gn−ℓ ⊂ (t+π)Λn−ℓ since (t−π)Gn−ℓ = (0). Thus, we

can consider the orthogonal complement of Gn−ℓ under this new modified pairing,

which we denote by G⊥
′

n−ℓ ⊂ (t− π)Λℓ.

From the inclusion maps Aℓ : Λℓ → Λn−ℓ, An−ℓ : Λn−ℓ → t−1Λℓ, we define:

Definition 6.1. Let Mi be the closed subscheme in the special fiber of Mspl
I , which

send each (OF ⊗ k)-algebra R to the set of families:

M1(R) = {(Fℓ,Fn−ℓ,Gn−ℓ) ∈ (M
spl
I ⊗ k)(R) | tFℓ = 0, tFn−ℓ = 0},

M2(R) = {(Fℓ,Fn−ℓ,Gn−ℓ) ∈ (M
spl
I ⊗ k)(R) | tA

−1
ℓ (Gn−ℓ) ⊂ G

⊥′

n−ℓ, Aℓ(Fℓ) ⊂ tΛn−ℓ},

M3(R) = {(Fℓ,Fn−ℓ,Gn−ℓ) ∈ (M
spl
I ⊗ k)(R) | Gn−ℓ ⊂ Aℓ(G

⊥′

n−ℓ)}.

From the above definition, we get

Theorem 6.2. The special fiber of the splitting model Mspl
I has three irreducible

components, M1,M2 and M3.

Proof. By passing to the affine chart Ui0 of the inverse image of the worst point as
in §4 and the proof of Theorem 5.1, we only need to identify the three irreducible
components V (J1), V (J2), V (J3) with M1,M2,M3 respectively.

Choose a point (Fℓ,Fn−ℓ,Gn−ℓ) ∈ Ui0 as §4.1:

Fℓ =

[
X
In

]
, Fn−ℓ =

[
Y
In

]
, Gn−ℓ =

[
G1

G2

]
.

It is easy to see that relation tFℓ = 0 is equivalent to X = 0. Note that X = 0 if
and only if Y = 0 by (Fn−ℓ,Fℓ) = 0, and Y = 0 is equivalent to tFn−ℓ = 0. In the
special fiber, we have Y = V Zt. Recall that there is a non-vanishing element in V
by rk(Gn−ℓ) = 1. Thus, the relation Y = 0 translates to Z = 0, which amounts to
Z2 = 0 by Z1 = −a2JV1, a = Zt2HZ2. Therefore, the relations tFℓ = 0, tFn−ℓ = 0
are equivalent to Z2 = 0, where the ideal (Z2) is J1 by Theorem 5.1.

For M3(R), consider the orthogonal complement G⊥
′

n−ℓ. Note that the modified
pairing { , } under the reordered basis of tΛℓ, tΛn−ℓ in (4.1.1) is

(6.0.4) { , } =

[
−J2ℓ

Hn−2ℓ

]
.

From the above, we get

(6.0.5) G⊥
′

n−ℓ = {

[
W1

W2

]
| −V t1 JW1 + V t2HW2 = 0} ⊂ tΛℓ,
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whereW1 (resp. W2) is of size 2ℓ×1 (resp. (n−2ℓ)×1). Note that rk(G
⊥′

n−ℓ) = n−1.

The image of G⊥
′

n−ℓ under Aℓ is

(6.0.6) Aℓ(G
⊥′

n−ℓ) = {

[
W1

0

]
| ∃W ′

(n−2ℓ)×1 such that− V t1 JW1 + V t2HW
′ = 0}.

Thus, the relation Gn−ℓ ⊂ Aℓ(G
⊥′

n−ℓ) is equivalent to V2 = 0, since V t1 JV1 = 0. We
deduce that V (J3) = V ((V2)) represents M3(R).

Lastly, note that

(6.0.7) tA−1
ℓ (Gn−ℓ) = spank{

[
0
V2

]
} ⊂ tΛℓ.

By (6.0.5), the relation tA−1
ℓ (Gn−ℓ) ⊂ G

⊥′

n−ℓ is equivalent to V
t
2HV2 = 0. It is easy

to see that Aℓ(Fℓ) ⊂ tΛn−ℓ translates to X1 = 0, X2 = 0. When 2ℓ+1 ≤ i0 ≤ n, it
is automatically satisfied since X1 = −a2V1V

t
1 J, X2 = a

2V1V
t
2H , and a = 2πu = 0

in the special fiber. So it is enough to consider 1 ≤ i0 ≤ 2ℓ, where the relation
X1 = 0, X2 = 0 is equivalent to a = Zt2HZ2 = 0 by the proof of Proposition 4.2.
Thus, we get V (J2) represents M2(R). �

7. A resolution for Mspl
I

In what follows, we continue to assume that I = {ℓ} is a strongly non-special
index and the signature (r, s) = (n− 1, 1).

While Mspl
I is flat over OF from Theorem 5.1, it does not have semi-stable reduc-

tion since one of the irreducible components of Mspl
I ⊗ k is not smooth; see Remark

7.4. In this section, we will construct a semi-stable resolution ρ : Mbl
I → Mspl

I and

show that Mbl
I is the blow-up of Mspl

I along the closed subscheme τ−1((tΛℓ, tΛn−ℓ)).

7.1. Blow-up of Ui0 . From Proposition 4.2 and Remarks 4.3 (a), we have that
Ui0 ≃ SpecA = SpecOF [V1, V2, Z2]/I, where I is given by:

(7.1.1) I = (vi0 − 1, ∧2 [ V2 | HZ2 ] , Zt2 · V2 − 2π)

for 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n. The smooth closed subscheme Ui0 ∩ τ
−1((tΛℓ, tΛn−ℓ)) is defined by

the ideal I ′ = (Z2). Let Ubl
i0

be the blow-up of Ui0 along the ideal I ′ = (Z2) and

ρ : Ubl
i0
→ Ui0 the blow-up morphism. We have:

(7.1.2) Ubl
i0 = Proj(Ã),

where Ã is the graded A-algebra ⊕d≥0I
d with I0 = A.

Proposition 7.1. Ubl
i0

has semi-stable reduction over OF for 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n.

Proof. When 1 ≤ i0 ≤ 2ℓ, we get

(7.1.3) Ui0 = SpecA = A2ℓ−1
OF

× Spec
OF [V2, Z2]

(∧2 [ V2 | HZ2 ] , Zt2 · V2 − 2π)
.

There are (n − 2ℓ)- affine patches in the blow-up of SpecA along the ideal I ′ =
(Z2) = (z2ℓ+1, · · · , zn). Let t2ℓ+1, · · · , tn be the represented elements of z2ℓ+1, · · · , zn
in the graded algebra Ã, considered as homogeneous elements of degree 1.

Assume that t2ℓ+1 = 1. The affine chart D+(t2ℓ+1) ⊂ U
bl
i0

is given by

(7.1.4) Spec
A[t2ℓ+2, · · · , tn]

J2ℓ+1
,
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where
(7.1.5)
J2ℓ+1 = {f(t2ℓ+2, · · · , tn) ∈ A[t2ℓ+2, · · · , tn] | ∃N ≥ 0, zN2ℓ+1·f ∈ (z2ℓ+1ti−zi)2ℓ+1≤i≤n}.

From (7.1.5), it is easy to see that vi − tn+2ℓ+1−ivn ∈ J2ℓ+1. Thus, the affine chart
D+(t2ℓ+1) is isomorphic to

(7.1.6) A2ℓ−1
OF

× Spec
OF [vn, z2ℓ+1, t2ℓ+1, · · · , tn]

(t2ℓ+1 − 1, vnz2ℓ+1 · q − 2π)

where q =
∑n

i=2ℓ+1 titn+2ℓ+1−i. In the special fiber, we have three irreducible
components, corresponding to J1 = (vn), J2 = (z2ℓ+1), and J3 = (q). All of them
are isomorphic to An−1

k , and their intersections are smooth of correct dimension.
Next, note that the special fiber of V (J2ℓ+1) is reduced, since (vnz2ℓ+1q) = J1 ∩
J2 ∩ J3. We can directly see that the ideal J1, J2, J3 are principal over V (J2ℓ+1).
Thus, by [4, Remark 1.1.1], V (J2ℓ+1) is regular, and has semi-stable reduction.

By symmetry, all other affine patches D+(ti) in U
bl
i0 are isomorphic to D+(t2ℓ+1).

Therefore, Ubl
i0 has semi-stable reduction.

When 2ℓ+ 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n, we get

(7.1.7) Ui0 ≃ Spec
OF [V1, V2, u]

(vi0 − 1, u · (V t2HV2)− 2π)

by Proposition 4.2 (2). Note that the ideal I ′ = (Z2) translates to I
′ = (u) in this

case. Thus, we get Ubl
i0

= Ui0 and so it has semi-stable reduction by Remark 4.3
(b). �

Set T = [ t2ℓ+1 · · · tn ]t. As a consequence of the proposition above, we have:

Corollary 7.2. The blow-up Ubl
i0 is isomorphic to

(7.1.8) Proj
B[T ]

(∧2 [ Z2 | T ] , ∧2 [ V2 | HT ])
,

for 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n where B = OF [V1, V2, Z2]/(vi0 − 1, Zt2 · V2 − 2π).

7.2. A resolution for Mspl
I . Recall that τ−1(tΛℓ, tΛn−ℓ) is the smooth G-invariant

closed subscheme, which is isomorphic to Pn−1
k in the special fiber of the splitting

model Mspl
I , and τ−1(tΛℓ, tΛn−ℓ) ⊂ ∪

n
i0=1Ui0 . Consider the blow-up of Mspl

I along

the subscheme τ−1(tΛℓ, tΛn−ℓ). This gives a G-equivariant, birational projective
morphism:

(7.2.1) ρ : Mbl
I → Mspl

I ,

which induces an isomorphism on the generic fibers.

Theorem 7.3. The scheme Mbl
I is regular, and has semi-stable reduction over OF .

Proof. Since τ−1(tΛℓ, tΛn−ℓ) ⊂ ∪
n
i0=1Ui0 , it is enough to check the restriction of

ρ−1(∪ni0=1Ui0). From §7.1, the blow-up of Ui0 along Ui0 ∩ τ
−1((tΛℓ, tΛn−ℓ)) is U

bl
i0
,

i.e., we have ρ−1(Ui0) = Ubl
i0
. We obtain a G-equivalent, birational, semi-stable

resolution

(7.2.2) ρ : Ubl
i0 → Ui0

by Proposition 7.1. Thus, ρ−1(∪ni0=1Ui0) is also regular, and has semi-stable reduc-

tion over OF and so is Mbl
I . �
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The semi-stable reduction of Mbl
I implies that it is flat over OF . Combining all

the above, we have the G-equivariant projective morphisms

(7.2.3) Mbl
I → Mspl

I → Mloc
I ,

which induces isomorphisms on the generic fibers. Moreover, from Theorem 7.3 and
the proof of Proposition 7.1, we deduce that Mbl

I is covered by open subschemes
which are smooth over Spec (OF [u, x, y]/(uxy − 2π)).

Remark 7.4. From Subsection 7.1 and Theorem 7.3, we deduce that the special
fiber of Mbl

I has three smooth irreducible components of dimension n − 1. Also,

the exceptional locus of (7.2.3) is a closed subscheme of Pn−1
k ×k P

n−2ℓ−1
k which is

isomorphic to V (I ′) over the intersection with Ubl
i0
; see the proof of Proposition 7.1

and Corollary 7.2 for more details. Thus, the exceptional locus is a smooth scheme
of dimension n− 1 and is, in fact, an irreducible component of the special fiber of
Mbl
I .

8. Application to Shimura varieties

In this section, we demonstrate the most immediate application of Theorems 5.1
and 7.3 to ramified unitary Shimura varieties of signature (n− 1, 1) and where the
level subgroup is the stabilizer of a lattice which is neither special nor self-dual.
We start by briefly discussing the construction of p-adic integral models of Shimura
varieties, defined in [15], which have simple and explicit moduli descriptions and are
étale locally isomorphic to naive local models. We follow [11, §1] for the description.

Let K/Q be an imaginary quadratic extension. Let W be a n-dimensional K-
vector space, equipped with a non-degenerate hermitian form φ. Consider the
group G = GUn of unitary similitudes for (W,φ) of dimension n ≥ 3 over K. Fix
a conjugacy class of homomorphisms h : ResC/RGm,C → GUn that corresponds to
a Shimura datum (G,X) = (GUn, Xh) of signature (n − 1, 1). The pair (G,X)
gives rise to a Shimura variety Sh(G,X) over the reflex field E = K. Let p be an
odd prime number which ramifies in K and set K1 = Kv where v is the unique
prime ideal of K above (p). Denote by O the ring of integers of K1 and let π be
a uniformizer of O. Set V = W ⊗Q Qp. We assume that the hermitian form φ is
split on V , i.e. there is a basis e1, . . . , en such that

φ(aei, ben+1−j) = abδi,j for all a, b ∈ K1,

where a 7→ a is the nontrivial element of Gal(K1/Qp). Fix such a basis, and consider
the self-dual lattice chain

L = {Λi}i=±I+nZ

in V , with Λi as in (2.1.2) and where I = {ℓ} is a strongly non-special index
(see Definition 2.3). Let G = Aut(L) be the (smooth) group scheme over Zp with
P{ℓ} = G(Zp) and G ⊗Zp

Qp as its generic fiber. Here, we denote by P{ℓ} the
stabilizer of Λ{ℓ} in G(Qp). As in §2.2, when n is odd the stabilizer P{ℓ} is a
parahoric subgroup. When n is even, P{ℓ} is not a parahoric subgroup since it
contains a parahoric subgroup with index 2 and the corresponding parahoric group
scheme is its connected component P ◦

{ℓ}.

Choose also a sufficiently small compact open subgroup Kp of the prime-to-p
finite adelic points G(Apf ) of G and set K = KpP{ℓ} and K′ = KpP ◦

{ℓ}. As pointed

out in [11, §1.3], the Shimura varieties ShK′(G,X) and ShK(G,X) have isomorphic
geometric connected components. Thus, from the point of view of constructing
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reasonable integral models, we may restrict our attention to ShK(G,X); since P{ℓ}

corresponds to a lattice set stabilizer, this Shimura variety is given by a simpler
moduli problem. The Shimura variety ShK(G,X) with complex points

ShK(G,X)(C) = G(Q)\X ×G(Af )/K

is of PEL type and has a canonical model over the reflex field K.
We consider the moduli functor Anaive

K
over SpecO given in [15, Definition 6.9]:

A point of Anaive
K

with values in the SpecO-scheme S is the isomorphism class of
quadruples (A, ι, λ̄, η̄) consisting of:

(1) An object (A, ι), where A is an abelian scheme with relative dimension n
over S (terminology of [15]), compatibly endowed with an action of O:

ι : O → EndA⊗ Zp.

(2) A Q-homogeneous principal polarization λ̄ on (A, ι) containing a polariza-
tion λ such that kerλ ⊂ A[ι(π)] of height n− 1.

(3) A Kp-level structure

η̄ : H1(A,A
p
f ) ≃W ⊗ A

p
f modKp

which respects the bilinear forms on both sides up to a constant in (Apf )
×

(see loc. cit. for details).
The abelian scheme A should satisfy the determinant condition (i) of

loc. cit.

(We refer the reader to loc.cit., 6.3–6.8 and [9, §3] for more details on the def-
initions of the terms employed here.) The functor Anaive

K
is representable by a

quasi-projective scheme over O; recall that we assume that Kp is sufficiently small.
As in loc. cit., since the Hasse principle is satisfied for the unitary group we can
see that there is a natural isomorphism

Anaive
K

⊗O K1 = ShK(G,X)⊗K K1.

Extending the abelian scheme A and its dual abelian scheme A∨ periodically, we
get an L-set of abelian schemes. Denote by H1

dR(A) the first de Rham cohomology
sheaf, and let M(A) = H1

dR(A)
∨ be the dual of de Rham cohomology. Here M(A)

is a finite locally free OS-module of rank 2n. Thus we have the covariant Hodge
filtration

(8.0.1) 0→ ωA∨ →M(A)→ Lie (A)→ 0,

where ωA∨ is a locally free OS-module of rank n (see [3, §6.3, §14] and [19, §5.3]
for more details). As is explained in [15] (see also [9]), the naive local model Mnaive

I

is connected to the moduli scheme Anaive
K

via the local model diagram

Anaive
K

ψ1
←− Ãnaive

K

ψ2
−→ Mnaive

I

where the morphism ψ1 is a G-torsor and ψ2 is a smooth and G-equivariant mor-
phism. Equivalently, there should be a relatively representable morphism of alge-
braic stacks

φ : Anaive
K

→ [Mnaive
I /G ⊗Zp

O]

which is smooth of relative dimension dim(G). Let us form the cartesian product

of φ with the morphisms Mspl
I → Mloc

I →֒ Mnaive
I , where Mspl

I and Mloc
I are the
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splitting and local model respectively (see §3 for more details),

Aspl
K

−→ [Mspl
I /GO]y y

Aloc
K

−→ [Mloc
I /GO]y y

Anaive
K

−→ [Mnaive
I /GO].

The scheme Aloc
K

is a closed subscheme of Anaive
K

and is the image of Aspl
K

in Anaive
K

.
Aloc

K
is a linear modification of Anaive

K
in the sense of in the sense of [9, §2] (see also

[10, §15]); similarly, Aspl
K

is a linear modification of Anaive
K

.

Theorem 8.1. For every Kp as above, there is a scheme Aspl
K

, flat over Spec (O),
with

Aspl
K
⊗O K1 = ShK(G,X)⊗K K1,

and which supports a local model diagram

(8.0.2)

Ãspl
K

(G,X)

Aspl
K

Mspl
I

πspl

K
qspl
K

such that:

a) πspl
K

is a G-torsor and qspl
K

is smooth and G-equivariant.

b) Aspl
K

is normal and Cohen-Macaulay and has a reduced special fiber.

Proof. By the above discussion and Theorem 5.1, the proof of the theorem follows.
�

Moreover, we can obtain an explicit moduli description of Aspl
K

by adding in the
moduli problem of Anaive

K
an additional subspace in the Hodge filtration ωA∨ ⊂

M(A). More precisely, Aspl
K

associates to an O-scheme S the set of isomorphism
classes of objects (A, ι, λ̄, η̄,G ). Here (A, ι, λ̄, η̄) is an object of Anaive

K
(S). The final

ingredient G of an object of Aspl
K

is the subspace G ⊂ ωA∨ ⊂ M(A) of rank one
which satisfies the following conditions:

(8.0.3) O acts by σ1 on G , and by σ2 on ωA∨/G ,

where Gal(K1/Qp) = {σ1 = id, σ2}. Note that condition (8.0.3) translates to
condition (3.2.1) by the isomorphism M(A) ≃ Λ−ℓ ⊗OS ≃ Λn−ℓ ⊗OS . There is a
forgetful morphism

τ : Aspl
K
−→ Anaive

K

defined by (A, ι, λ̄, η̄,G ) 7→ (A, ι, λ̄, η̄).

Theorem 8.2. For every Kp as above, there is a scheme Abl
K
, flat over Spec (O),

with

Abl
K
⊗O K1 = ShK(G,X)⊗K K1,
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and which supports a local model diagram

(8.0.4)

Ãbl
K
(G,X)

Abl
K

Mbl
I

πbl
K qblK

such that:

a) πspl
K

is a G-torsor and qspl
K

is smooth and G-equivariant.
b) Abl

K
is regular and has special fiber which is a divisor with normal crossings.

Proof. From the local model diagram (8.0.2) we have that qspl
K

: Ãspl
K

(G,X)→ Mspl
I

is smooth and G-equivariant. We set

Ãbl
K

= Ãspl
K
×Mspl

I

Mbl
I

which carries a diagonal G-action. Since Mbl
I −→ Mspl

I is given by a blow-up, is
projective, and we can see ([9, §2]) that the quotient

πreg
K : Ãbl

K
−→ Abl

K
:= G\Ãbl

K(G,X)

is represented by a scheme and gives a G-torsor. In fact, since blowing-up commutes

with étale localization, Abl
K

is the blow-up of Aspl
K

along the locus of its special fiber
where πωA∨ = 0. The projection gives a smooth G-morphism

qreg
K

: Ãbl
K
−→ Mbl

I

which completes the local model diagram. Property (b) follows from Theorem 7.3
and property (a) which implies that Abl

K
and Mbl

I are locally isomorphic for the
étale topology. �

Corollary 8.3. Abl
K

is the blow-up of Aspl
K

along the locus of its special fiber where
the Hodge filtration wA∨ is annihilated by the action of the uniformizer π.

Proof. It follows from the proof of the above theorem. �

Remarks 8.4. (1) From the above discussion, we can obtain a semi-stable
integral model for the Shimura variety ShK′(G,X) where K′ = KpP ◦

I .
In this case, the corresponding local models Mloc

I of ShK′(G,X) agree
with the Pappas-Zhu local models MP◦

I
(G,µr,s) for the local model triples

(G, {µr,s}, P
◦
I ). (See [14, Theorem 1.2] and [14, §8] for more details.)

(2) Similar results can be obtained for corresponding Rapoport-Zink formal
schemes. (See [6, §4] for an example of this parallel treatment.)
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