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THE BASIC LOCUS OF RAMIFIED UNITARY RAPOPORT-ZINK SPACE AT

MAXIMAL VERTEX LEVEL

QIAO HE, YU LUO, AND YOUSHENG SHI

Abstract. We construct the Bruhat-Tits stratification of the ramified unitary Rapoport-Zink

space, with the level being the stabilizer of a vertex lattice. We develop the local model theory for

Bruhat-Tits strata, proving their normality and Cohen-Macaulayness, and provide precise dimen-

sion formulas. Additionally, we establish an explicit isomorphism between Bruhat-Tits strata and

Deligne-Lusztig varieties, revealing new phenomena beyond the previously studied Coxeter-type

cases.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we study the reduced locus of basic unitary Rapoport-Zink spaces. This study

contributes to the broader theory of reduction of integral models of Shimura varieties. For historical

context and background on this topic, we refer to [Vol10].

Basic unitary Rapoport-Zink spaces have been proven important in arithmetic intersection the-

ory, particularly in the Kudla-Rapoport conjecture [LZ22a, LZ22b, HLSY23] and the arithmetic

fundamental lemma and the arithmetic transfer conjecture [Zha21, Zha24].

The reduced locus of basic unitary Rapoport-Zink spaces was first studied by Vollaard and Wed-

horn [Vol10, VW11] for the unramified unitary group with signature (1, n − 1) and hyperspecial

level. Their work revealed a fundamental structure: a Bruhat-Tits stratification indexed by the

Bruhat-Tits building of the unitary group. In this stratification, each stratum admits an explicit

geometric description as disjoint union of Deligne-Lusztig varieties. This elegant structural char-

acterization has since proven to be more universal, extending to several related settings.
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When the prime is ramified, which is the case we are interested in, the reduced locus was studied

by Rapoport-Terstiege-Wilson [RTW14] for self-dual levels and by Wu [Wu16] for exotic smooth

levels. These level structure are of “Coxeter type” level structure, as defined in [GHN24]. We refer

to loc. cit. for a group-theoretical study of Coxeter type ADLV. In this paper, we extend the

study of the Bruhat-Tits stratification to all maximal vertex levels, where the level is constructed

as the stabilizer of a vertex lattice. These cases generally fall outside the Coxeter type framework.

Our treatment is moduli-theoretic, not group-theoretic, offering a more geometrically intuitive

perspective on the stratification structure.

Let F/F0 be a ramified quadratic extension of p-adic fields (p ≥ 3) with uniformizers π and π0

respectively, satisfying π2 = π0. Let V be a hermitian space over F of dimension n with Hasse

invariant ε. The basic Rapoport-Zink space N
[h]
n,ε(1, n−1) is a certain formal scheme that relates to

the unitary group U(V ) and some vertex lattice L ⊆ V of type h (along with the minimal element

b ∈ B(U(V )) and a conjugacy class of geometric cocharacter µ1,n−1), see §3.3. The main result of

this paper is a description of the reduced locus N
[h]
n,ε,red in terms of the Bruhat-Tits building of the

inner twist U(V), where V is a hermitian space over F of dimension n and Hasse invariant −ε.

We denote by LZ (resp. LY) the set of vertex lattices Λ ⊂ V of type ≥ h (resp. ≤ h). For

each Λ1 ∈ LZ and Λ2 ∈ LY , we define closed subschemes Z(Λ1) and Y(Λ♯
2) of the special fiber of

the RZ space N
[h]
n,ε (see Definition 2.2). The main result of the paper is the decomposition of the

underlying reduced scheme:

N
[h]
n,ε,red =

( ⋃

Λ1∈LZ

Z(Λ1)
)
∪
( ⋃

Λ2∈LY

Y(Λ♯
2)
)
.

We also show that those subschemes satisfy nice inclusions relations corresponding to lattice

inclusion (Theorem 2.4). These relations enable us to construct a stratification, the Bruhat-Tits

stratification. The proof relies on Dieudonné theory to transform the problem into a semi-linear

algebra problem, then it boils down to the crucial lemma, which is originally established in [VW11,

RTW14] and later generalized in [KR12, HZ25].

We note that by definition, Z(Λ1) and Y(Λ♯
2) are closed subschemes of the special fiber. We prove

that these subschemes are reduced. The proof proceeds by constructing a local model diagram

Z̃(Λ1)

Z(Λ1) M
[h]
n (t),

ϕ π

where M
[2h]
n (t) denotes the strata local model of type t = t(Λ1) (Definition 4.1). The morphisms ϕ

and π are smooth of equal dimension. In particular, the Z-stratum Z(Λ1) shares many common

geometric properties with its strata local model. Similar local model diagrams exist for both the

Y-stratum Y(Λ♯
2) and the intersection stratum Z(Λ1) ∩ Y(Λ♯

2).

Similar to the local models associated to Shimura varieties and Rapoport-Zink spaces, strata

local models are defined by purely linear algebraic data, enabling simpler analysis than Bruhat-

Tits strata. By embedding strata local models into partial affine flag varieties and relating them
2



to Schubert varieties, we obtain the reducedness of strata local models and, consequently, of the

corresponding Bruhat-Tits strata. It remains an interesting question to characterize strata local

models and deduce more geometric properties using group-theoretical methods.

By explicit computations, we establish numerous geometric properties of the Bruhat-Tits strata,

including normality, Cohen-Macaulayness, and precise dimension formulas. A complete list of these

properties is presented in Theorem 2.3.

Prior to our work, the reducedness of Bruhat-Tits strata was established only in specific cases

with smooth structure: see Vollaard-Wedhron [VW11, Thm. 3.10] and Li-Zhu [LZ17, Cor. 3.2.3]

for unramified hyperspecial level and He-Li-Shi-Yang [HLSY23, §3] for Krämer models. It turns

out that local model diagrams can be constructed whenever a version of the crucial lemma holds,

for example, in unramified cases [Vol10, VW11, Cho18], ramified cases [RTW14, Wu16], higher

signatures [FHI24, Tre23], and Krämer models [HLSY23] and various splitting models [HLS24,

ZZ23, ZZ24]. Our technique for proving reducedness is likely to generalize to all these cases.

Finally, we establish an explicit isomorphism between Bruhat-Tits strata and Deligne-Lusztig

varieties, extending similar results from [VW11, RTW14, Wu16]. This geometric connection not

only illuminates the structure of Bruhat-Tits strata but has also proven important in arithmetic

intersection theory, see, for example, [LZ22a, RTZ13, HLZ19].

The relationship between reduced locus of Bruhat-Tits strata and Deligne-Lusztig varieties has

been studied group-theoretically in [GHN19]: the perfection of the special fiber of the Rapoport-

Zink space is isomorphic to an ADLV. In our case, the ADLV is fully Newton-Hodge decomposable

([GHN19, §1.3]), and the EKOR strata decompose into weak Bruhat-Tits strata ([GHN24, §2.4])

where each stratum is isomorphic to the perfection of a Deligne-Lusztig variety. For Coxeter-type

parahoric levels in the unitary group of signature (n − 1, 1) (studied in [VW11, RTW14, Wu16]),

[GHN24] shows that the weak Bruhat-Tits stratification coincides with the classical Bruhat-Tits

stratification.

While the group-theoretical approach provides a comprehensive framework, it has some limita-

tions: it is purely topological, and hence may lose geometric and arithmetic information. Moreover,

it turns out that the lattice descriptions of Bruhat-Tits stratification are more useful in some arith-

metic applications, such as describing special cycles.

We establish a scheme-theoretic relationship between Bruhat-Tits strata and Deligne-Lusztig

varieties. Compared to the Coxeter type cases, several new phenomena emerge. Due to the extensive

notation and results involved, we refer readers to §2.3 for a complete result. We want to point out

a new phenomenon in the non-Coxeter type case. In [RTW14, Prop. 5.3], one of the important

steps is studying the space

SΛ = {V ⊂ (Λ♯/Λ)⊗Fq F | V is Lagrangian, andV ∩ Φ(V)
≤1
⊆ V}.

Here Λ♯/Λ is equipped with a natural symplectic structure (see §1.2) and extends to F. The map

Φ denotes the Frobenius action on this space. In loc. cit, it is shown that the space SΛ admits a

first-step decomposition:

SΛ = XP (id)∐XP (w),
3



where XP (id) corresponds to Φ-stable subspaces and XP (w) to the non-Φ-stable ones. We refer

the reader to [RTW14, Prop. 5.3] for detailed definitions of the notation.

In the non-Coxeter type case, the subspaces V parameterized by SΛ are totally isotropic but not

Lagrangian. The first-step decomposition consists of three components:

SΛ = XP (id)∐XP (w) ∐XP (w
′),

where XP (id) corresponds to Φ-stable subspaces, while XP (w) (resp, XP (w
′)) corresponds to non-

Φ-stable subspaces V such that V + Φ(V) is isotropic (resp. non-isotropic). This decomposition

relates to the Kottwitz-Rapoport strata; see Remark 7.11. Due to the additional pieces XP (w
′),

the structure of SΛ becomes more complicated than the Coxeter type. Nevertheless, we managed

to give a complete description of the stratification in terms of Deligne-Lusztig varieties for any

maximal vertex level, see §2.3 for a list of results.
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1.2. Notation.

• Let F/F0 be a ramified quadratic extension of a p-adic field, with p ≥ 3. For any element a ∈ F ,

we denote its Galois conjugate over F0 by ā. Let π ∈ F and π0 ∈ F0 be uniformizers satisfying

π2 = π0. We denote by Fq their common residue field and by F its algebraic closure.

• For any local field K, we denote by K̆ the completion of the maximal unramified extension K.

Let σ ∈ Gal(F̆0/F0) be the Frobenius element. We fix an embedding of rings i0 : OF0 →֒ OF̆0
and

an embedding i : OF →֒ OF̆ extending i0. Finally, we define ī : OF → OF̆ by a 7→ i(ā).

• Let (V, h) be an F/F0-hermitian space and Λ ⊂ V be a lattice over F/F0. The hermitian dual of

Λ is defined as

Λ♯ := {v ∈ V | h(x,Λ) ∈ OF }.

We call Λ a vertex lattice if it satisfies

πΛ♯ ⊆ Λ ⊆ Λ♯.

The type of a vertex lattice Λ, denoted t(Λ), is defined as dim(Λ♯/Λ).

• For any vertex lattice Λ ⊂ V , we define its base change to F̆ as Λ̆ := Λ⊗OF
OF̆ .

• Given a vertex lattice Λ ⊂ V , we define two Fq-vector spaces:

VΛ := Λ♯/Λ, and VΛ♯ = Λ/πΛ♯.

The space VΛ carries a natural symplectic structure given by

〈 , 〉 : VΛ × VΛ → Fq, 〈x, y〉 7→ πh(x̃, ỹ) mod π,

where x̃ and ỹ denote arbitrary lifts of x and y to Λ♯, resp.
4



The space VΛ♯ carries a natural symmetric structure given by

( , ) : VΛ♯ × VΛ♯ → Fq, (x, y) 7→ h(x̃, ỹ) mod π.

where x̃ and ỹ denote arbitrary lifts of x and y to Λ, resp. Standard facts tell us that these two

forms are non-degenerate.

• Let NilpO
F̆
denote the category of OF̆ -schemes S where π is locally nilpotent on S. For any such

scheme S, we denote its special fiber S ×Spf O
F̆
F by S̄.

2. Statements of the main results

Let F/F0 be a ramified quadratic extension of p-adic fields (p ≥ 3) with uniformizers π and π0

respectively, satisfying the relation π2 = π0. Denote by Fq the residue field of F and let F = Fq be

its algebraic closure. Let F̆ be the completion of the maximal unramified extension of F .

2.1. Bruhat-Tits strata. We will fix a framing object and define Rapoport-Zink (RZ) spaces, see

§3.3 for details. Let (X, ιX, λX) be a fixed supersingular unitary OF0-module of rank n and type

h with signature (n− 1, 1) (Definition 3.2). Here, supersingular means that the relative isocrystal

has all relative slopes 1/2. To this framing object we associate a hermitian space V of dimension n

over F (see §3.2). Let ε = ε(V) := −Hasse(V) denote the negative of its Hasse invariant.

The wedge RZ space N
[h],∧
n,ε associated to this framing object is a formal scheme over Spf OF̆ . It

represents the moduli functor that assigns to each S in NilpOF̆ the set of isomorphism classes of

tuples (X, ι, λ; ρ), where (X, ι, λ) is a unitary OF -module over S and

ρ : X ×S S → X×F S

is an OF -linear quasi-isogeny of height 0 over the special fiber S. The RZ space N
[h]
n,ε is defined as

the flat closure of N
[h],∧
n,ε . We denote by N

[h]
n,ε the special fiber of N

[h]
n,ε and by N

[h]
n,ε,red its reduced

subscheme.

Recall the following lemma:

Lemma 2.1 ([RTW14, Lem. 6.1]). Let κ be any perfect field over F and let M ⊂ Λ⊗WO(κ) be a

OF ⊗WO(κ)-lattice such that M ⊆ M ♯. Then M and M ♯ are stable under F,V and Π. �

Let Λ ⊂ V be a vertex lattice of type t. By Lemma 2.1, both Λ̆ and Λ̆♯ are stable under F,V and

Π. By (relative) Dieudonné theory, the lattices Λ̆ and Λ̆♯ correspond to strict OF̆0
-modules over F,

denoted XΛ and XΛ♯ resp, together with quasi-isogenies ρΛ : XΛ → X and ρΛ♯ : XΛ♯ → X, resp.

Definition 2.2. Let LZ denote the set of all vertex lattices in V of type ≥ h, and let LY denote

the set of all vertex lattices in V of type ≤ h. We define the following two kinds of Bruhat-Tits

(BT) strata:

(1) For any Λ ∈ LZ , the Z-stratum Z(Λ) is the subfunctor of N
[h]
n,ε that assigns to each F-scheme

S the set of tuples (X, ι, λ, ρ) such that the composition ρΛ,X := ρ−1 ◦ (ρΛ)S is an isogeny.

(2) For any Λ ∈ LY , the Y-stratum Y(Λ♯) is the subfunctor of N
[h]
n,ε that assigns to each F-scheme

S the set of tuples (X, ι, λ, ρ) such that the composition ρΛ♯,X∨ := ρ∨ ◦λX ◦ρΛ♯ is an isogeny, where

ρΛ♯ = ρΛ ◦ λ−1
Λ .

5



By [RZ96, Lem. 2.10], Z(Λ) and Y(Λ♯) are closed subschemes of N
[h]
n,ε. Following the arguments

of [VW11, Lem. 4.2], both strata are representable by projective schemes over F.

When t1 = t2 = h, the strata Z(Λ1) and Y(Λ♯
2) are each a single geometric point. In §4, we will

prove the following results:

Theorem 2.3. Let Λ1 and Λ2 be vertex lattices of type ti = t(Λi) with t2 < h < t1.

(1) The Bruhat-Tits strata Z(Λ1), Y(Λ
♯
2), and their intersection Z(Λ1) ∩ Y(Λ♯

2) are normal and

Cohen-Macaulay. In particular, they lie in the reduced subscheme N
[h]
n,ε,red ⊂ N

[h]
n,ε.

(2) The dimensions are:

(i) dimZ(Λ1) =
1
2(t1 + h)

(ii) dimY(Λ♯
2) = n− 1

2(h− t2)− 1

(iii) dim(Z(Λ1) ∩ Y(Λ♯
2)) =

1
2(t1 − t2)− 1

(3) When h = 2⌊n/2⌋, all Bruhat-Tits strata and their intersections are smooth.

(4) When h 6= 2⌊n/2⌋,

(i) Z(Λ1) is smooth if and only if t1 − h = 2;

(ii) Y(Λ♯
2) is smooth if and only if h− t2 = 2;

(iii) Z(Λ1) ∩ Y(Λ♯
2) is smooth if and only if either Z(Λ1) or Y(Λ♯

2) is smooth.

(5) When h 6= 2⌊n/2⌋ and |h− ti| > 2:

(i) The Z-stratum is Gorenstein if and only if t1 = 3h+ 4

(ii) The Y-stratum is Gorenstein if and only if t2 = 3h− 2n

(iii) Z(Λ1) ∩ Y(Λ♯
2) is Gorenstein if and only if 2h = t1 + t2

The key ingredient in our proof is the local model diagram relating the Bruhat-Tits strata to

their corresponding local models. For a vertex lattice Λ ∈ LZ of type t ≥ h, we construct the

following local model diagram:

Z̃(Λ)

Z(Λ) M
[h]
n (t),

ϕ π (2.1)

where M
[h]
n (t)) is the strata local model of type t (Definition 4.1). The construction and properties

of this diagram are studied in §4.4. We show that the morphisms ϕ and π are smooth of equal

relative dimension. Consequently, the proof of Theorem 2.3 reduces to verifying the correspond-

ing properties for the strata local model M
[h]
n (t), which we establish through explicit local chart

computations in §4.5.

We want to note that the local model approach only allows us to determine certain local properties

of Bruhat-Tits strata, such as reducedness and dimensions. To investigate global properties like

connectedness, we must rely on the classical approach, which identifies Bruhat-Tits strata with

Deligne-Lusztig varieties, see §2.3.
6



2.2. Bruhat-Tits stratification. The next main result of our paper is the following:

Theorem 2.4. Recall that LZ (resp. LY) is the collections of vertex lattices in V of type ≥ h (resp.

≤ h). The reduced locus decomposes as:

N
[h]
n,ε,red =

( ⋃

Λ1∈LZ

Z(Λ1)
)
∪
( ⋃

Λ2∈LY

Y(Λ♯
2)
)
,

with inclusions characterized by:

• Z(Λ1) ⊆ Z(Λ′
1) if and only if Λ1 ⊇ Λ′

1;

• Y(Λ♯
2) ⊆ Y(Λ′♯

2 ) if and only if Λ2 ⊆ Λ′
2;

• Z(Λ1) ∩ Y(Λ♯
2) 6= ∅ if and only if Λ1 ⊆ Λ2;

• Z(Λ1) ⊆ Y(Λ♯
2) if and only if t(Λ1) = h and Λ1 ⊇ Λ2;

• Y(Λ♯
2) ⊆ Z(Λ1) if and only if t(Λ2) = h and Λ2 ⊆ Λ1.

Moreover, for any vertex lattice Λ ∈ LZ ∩ LY (i.e., of type h), the stratum Z(Λ) = Y(Λ♯) is a

discrete geometric point, called the worst point.

We refer the reader to Theorem 2.8 and Corollary 2.9 for the connectedness and irreducibility of

the BT-strata and of the reduced locus of the RZ space.

Corollary 2.5. Combining with the dimension formula in Theorem 2.3(2), we obtain:

(1) For special cases:

(i) ([RTW14, Thm. 1.1]) When n is odd and h = 0, dimN
[h]
n,ε,red = 1

2 (n− 1).

(ii) ([RTW14, Thm. 1.1]) When n is even and h = 0 and ε = 1, dimN
[h]
n,ε,red = 1

2n− 1.

(iii) ([RTW14, Thm. 1.1]) When n is even and h = 0 and ε = −1, dimN
[h]
n,ε,red = 1

2n.

(iv) ([Wu16, Thm. 5.18]) When h = n, dimN
[h]
n,ε,red = 1

2n− 1.

(v) ([Wu16, Thm. 5.18]) When h = n− 1, dimN
[h]
n,ε,red = 1

2(n− 1).

(vi) When h = n− 2 and ε = −1, dimN
[h]
n,ε,red = 1

2n− 2.

(2) For the other cases

dimN
[h]
n,ε,red =





max
{
1
2(n+ h− 1), n − 1

2h+ 1
}

if n is odd;

max
{
1
2(n+ h)− 1, n− 1

2h+ 1
}

if n is even and ε = 1;

max
{
1
2(n+ h), n − 1

2h+ 1
}

if n is even and ε = −1.

Example 2.6. (1) When h = 0, the reduced locus N
[0]
n,ε,red is connected and only consists of Z-

strata (note that while Y-strata appear only at worst points, these can be replaced by Z-strata):

N
[0]
n,ε,red =

⋃

Λ∈LZ

Z(Λ) such that Z(Λ) ⊆ Z(Λ′) if and only if Λ ⊇ Λ′.

Defining the open stratum Z◦(Λ) := Z(Λ) \
⋃

Λ′(ΛZ(Λ′), we have

N
[0]
n,ε,red =

∐

Λ∈LZ

Z◦(Λ) with closure relations Z◦(Λ) = Z(Λ) =
∐

Λ′∈LZ

Λ′⊆Λ

Z◦(Λ′).

This recovers the Bruhat-Tits stratification described in [RTW14].
7



(2) Similarly, when h = 2⌊n/2⌋, the reduced locus only consists of Y-strata, recovering the results

of [Wu16].

When h 6= 0 or 2⌊n/2⌋, both Z-strata and Y-strata can appear simultaneously. This complicates

both the definition of open strata and their closure relations, this is the reason we stick to closed

strata.

Example 2.7. Consider the case where n = 2m is even and h = n− 2.

(1) When ε = 1, the hermitian space V is non-split, and LZ consists of vertex lattices Λ ⊂ C of

type n− 2 = h. By Theorem 2.4(3), we obtain a Bruhat-Tits stratification involving only Y-strata.

(2) When h = n − 2 > 0 and ε = −1, the hermitian space V is split, and LZ consists of vertex

lattices of types n − 2 and n. The reduced locus N
[n−2]
n,−1,red decomposes as a union of irreducible

components:

N
[n−2]
n,−1,red =

⋃

Λn⊂C
t(Λn)=n

Z(Λn) ∪
⋃

Λ0⊂C
t(Λ0)=0

Y(Λ♯
0),

where dimZ(Λn) = n − 1 and dimY(Λ♯
0) = n/2. The intersection Z(Λn) ∩ Y(Λ♯

0) is nonempty if

and only if Λ0 ⊂ Λn, in which case dimZ(Λn) ∩ Y(Λ♯
0) = n/2− 1. This structure is parallel to the

Balloon-Ground stratification in the unramified case studied in [KR12]; see also [LRZ24, §14.1].

2.3. Relation to Deligne-Lusztig variety. In this subsection, we address the relationship be-

tween Bruhat-Tits strata and Deligne-Lusztig varieties. This section summarizes the key results

presented in §6 and §7. Before proceeding, we introduce the following notation:

• We refer the reader to Proposition 5.4 for the lattice description of Bruhat-Tits strata. For

instance, for any Λ ∈ LZ and any perfect field κ over F, we have

Z(Λ)(κ) = {(X, ιX , λX , ρX) ∈ N [h]
n,ε(κ) | Λ⊗WO(κ) ⊆ M(X) ⊆ M(X)♯ ⊆ Λ♯ ⊗WO(κ)},

where WO(κ) is the ring of ramified Witt vectors, see §3.1.

• The definitions of SΛ, RΛ♯ , and S[Λ1,Λ2] are given in equations (6.3), (6.12), and (6.13), resp. For

instance, for any Λ ∈ LZ and any field k over F, we have

SΛ(k) = {V ⊂ (Λ♯/Λ)⊗Fq k | V is isotropic, and dimV =
t− h

2
, and dim(V ∩ Φ(V)) ≥

t− h

2
− 1}.

We now summarize our results.

• For any vertex lattice Λ ∈ LY of type t = t(Λ), since the types are always even integers, we denote

t= t(Λ)/2 and h= h/2 for more convenient indexing. Theorem 6.3 yields the decomposition:

SΛ =
( ∐

0≤j≤h<i≤t

XPij
(wij)

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<h<i≤t

XPij
(w′

ij)
)
∐XPhh

(id).

This decomposition implies that SΛ is irreducible. All group-theoretic data are related to the

symplectic group. For the definitions of the parabolic subgroups Pij and Weyl group elements wij

and w′
ij, we refer to the discussion preceding Theorem 6.3.

8



• For any vertex lattice Λ ∈ LY of type t = t(Λ). We denote by m = ⌊n/2⌋, h′ = m − h, and

t′ = m− t/2. Theorem 6.10 yields the decomposition:

RΛ♯ =





∐

0≤j≤h′<i≤t′

δ∈{±}

XPij
(wδ

ij) if h = n,

( ∐

0≤j≤h′<i≤t′

XPij
(wij)

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<h′<i≤t′

δ∈{±}

XPij
(w′,δ

ij )
)
∐XP

h′h′ (id) if h = n− 2,

( ∐

0≤j≤h′<i≤t′

XPij
(wij)

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<h′<i≤t′

XPij
(w′

ij)
)
∐XP

h′h′ (id) otherwise .

This decomposition implies that RΛ♯ has two disjoint irreducible components when n = 2m is even

and h = n; in all other cases, RΛ♯ are irreducible. All group-theoretic data are related to the

orthogonal group. For the definitions of the parabolic subgroups Pij and Weyl group elements wij

(wδ
ij) and w′

ij (w′,δ
ij ), we refer to the discussion preceding Theorem 6.10.

• Let Λ1 ∈ LZ (resp. Λ2 ∈ LY) be a vertex lattice of type t1 = t(Λ1) (resp. t2 = t(Λ2)) such that

Λ1 ⊆ Λ2. For more convenient indexing, we denote by h = h/2 and t1 = t1/2 and t2 = t2/2.

Proposition 6.11 yields the decomposition:

S[Λ1,Λ2]
=

∐

t2≤j≤h≤i≤t1

XPij
(wij),

This decomposition implies that S[Λ1,Λ2] is irreducible. All group-theoretic data are related to the

general linear group. For definitions of the parabolic subgroups Pij and Weyl group elements wij ,

we refer to the discussion before Proposition 6.11.

Theorem 2.8. Let Λ1 ∈ LZ and Λ2 ∈ LY be vertex lattices.

(1) There are canonical isomorphisms of schemes over F,

ΨZ : Z(Λ1) ∼= SΛ1 and ΨY : Y(Λ♯
2)

∼= R
Λ♯
2
. (2.2)

Consequently, all Z-strata Z(Λ1) are irreducible. The Y-stratum Y(Λ♯
2) consists of two disjoint

irreducible components when n = 2m is even and h = n, and is irreducible otherwise.

(2) For Λ1 ⊆ Λ2, there is an isomorphism

Z(Λ1) ∩ Y(Λ♯
2)

∼= S[Λ1,Λ2].

Consequently, the intersection Z(Λ1)∩Y(Λ♯
2) is irreducible when t(Λ2) < h < t(Λ1). It is a discrete

geometric point when t(Λ2) = h or t(Λ1) = h.

The isomorphisms ΨZ and ΨY are established in Theorems 7.3 and 7.9, respectively. Their

geometric properties follow from Theorems 6.3 and 6.10, respectively. The intersection isomorphism

is proven in Proposition 7.10, while its geometric properties are derived in Proposition 6.11.

Note that the geometric properties of Bruhat-Tits strata, including their dimension and normal-

ity, can also be derived from properties of the corresponding Deligne-Lusztig varieties.

Corollary 2.9. The reduced locus N
[h]
n,ε,red is connected except when h = n, in which case it has

exactly two connected components.
9



Remark 2.10. (1) Theorem 6.3, Theorem 6.10, and Proposition 6.11 provide moduli descriptions

for all Deligne-Lusztig varieties involved. Via the isomorphisms in (2.2), we can explicitly identify

the corresponding strata in the reduced locus.

(2) An analogous result exists for the orthogonal case with vertex level. The reader may compare

our Theorem 2.8 with [HZ25, Thm. 7.26].

(3) See also [LRZ25, §5] for a proof of Corollary 2.9 using the group-theoretical method.

2.4. Kottwitz-Rapoport stratification. To conclude this section, we discuss the relationship

between the Kottwitz-Rapoport (KR) stratification and the Bruhat-Tits (BT) stratification. While

this material is not essential for the main results of our paper, it presents several interesting

connections. We begin by defining the (closed) Kottwitz-Rapoport strata in the reduced locus

of the Rapoport-Zink space.

Definition 2.11. Let us define two F-schemes associated with the reduced locus of N
[h]
n,ε,red:

(1) The F-scheme Z is the reduced locus of the subfunctor of N
[h]
n,ε consisting of tuples (X, ι, λ, ρ)

over an F-scheme S that satisfy: λ∨(Fil(X∨)) ⊆ ι(π)D(X).

(2) The F-scheme Y is the reduced locus of the subfunctor of N
[h]
n,ε consisting of tuples (X, ι, λ, ρ)

over an F-scheme S that satisfy: λ(Fil(X)) ⊆ ι(π)D(X∨).

Remark 2.12. For strongly non-special h, i.e., when h 6= 0, n − 2 and n, the genuine Kottwitz-

Rapoport stratification (see [He16, §1.6]) decomposes as:

N
[h]
n,ε,red = (Z \ Y) ∐ (Y \ Z) ∐ (Z ∩ Y \WT)∐WT

where WT, called the worst points, is the disjoint union of all Z(Λ) satisfying t(Λ) = h (see Theorem

2.4). This stratification is intimately related to the Kottwitz-Rapoport stratification of the special

fiber of the corresponding local model of N
[h]
n,ε. In the local model setting, the Kottwitz-Rapoport

strata are indexed by admissible sets (see [PR08, §11] or [Zhu14, Thm. 8.1]), and when h is strongly

non-special, a direct computation shows that admissible sets consists of four elements:

w1
((❘❘

❘❘❘
❘

w12
// id,

w2

66❧❧❧❧❧❧

where the arrows indicate the Bruhat order. The extreme elements w1 and w2 correspond to Z \Y

and Y \Z respectively, while w12 corresponds to Z ∩Y \WT and id corresponds to the worst point.

In particular, the subvarieties Z and Y in our definition correspond to the irreducible components

of the special fiber of the local model. In the special case when n = h − 2, the variety Z further

decomposes into two components; we will address this case in Remark 7.12.

We show in §5.3 that:

Proposition 2.13. (1) The reduced locus decomposes as:

N
[h]
n,ε,red = Z ∪ Y.
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(2) For all lattices Λ1 ∈ LZ and Λ2 ∈ LY , we have Z(Λ1) ⊂ Z and Y(Λ♯
2) ⊂ Y.

However, these inclusions are strictly proper. Indeed, in the strongly non-special case, as shown

in Proposition 5.3, we have:
⋃

Λ1∈LZ

Z(Λ1) ( Z and
⋃

Λ2∈LY

Y(Λ♯
2) ( Y.

This reveals a non-trivial interaction between the BT-stratification and KR-stratification: the Z-

KR-stratum receives contributions from certain Y-BT-strata, and vice versa (except if no Z(Λ),

resp. Y(Λ♯)). The precise nature of these contributions can be determined explicitly from the

moduli description.

In §7.4, we prove the following result:

Proposition 2.14. (1) The isomorphism ΨZ restricts to give:

(i) Z(Λ1) \ Y ∼=

h−1∐

i=0

XP[i,h]
(wi,h);

(ii) Z(Λ1) ∩ Y ∼=
( ∐

0≤j<h<i≤t

XPij
(wij)

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<h<i≤t

XPij
(w′

ij)
)
∐XPhh

(id).

(2) The isomorphism ΨY similarly restricts to give:

(i) Y(Λ♯
2) \ Z

∼=

h′−1∐

i=0

XPi,h′ (wi,h′);

(ii) Y(Λ♯
2)∩Z

∼=





∅ if h = n,( ∐

0≤j<h′<i≤t′

XPij
(wij)

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<h′<i≤t′

δ∈{±}

XPij
(w′,δ

ij )
)
∐XP

h′h′ (id) if h = n− 2,

( ∐

0≤j<h′<i≤t′

XPij
(wij)

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<h′<i≤t′

XPij
(w′

ij)
)
∐XP

h′h′ (id) otherwise.

These decompositions play a key role in refining KR strata to EKOR-strata (cf. [GHN24, §2.4]).

3. Rapoport-Zink spaces

In this section, we introduce the theory of ramified unitary Rapoport-Zink spaces with vertex-

level structures.

3.1. Review of strict OF0-modules. We begin with a review of OF0-strict modules. For a

comprehensive treatment, we refer to [Mih22, KRZ23, MLZ25]. Throughout this work, we assume

p 6= 2.

Let F0/Qp be an extension of p-adic fields with a fixed uniformizer π0 ∈ OF0 . We assume that the

residue field OF0/(π0) is finite of order q. For an OF0-scheme S, a strict OF0-module over S is a pair

(X, ι) consisting of a pair (X, ι) where X is a p-divisible group over S and ι : OF0 → End(X) is an

action such that OF0 acts on Lie(X) via the structure morphism OF0 → OS . A strict OF0-module

(X, ι) is called formal if its underlying p-divisible group X is formal. The dimension of a strict

OF0-module is the dimension of its underlying p-divisible group. For the notion of (relative) height

of strict OF0-modules, we direct the reader to the aforementioned references.
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For any π0-adic algebra R over OF0 , the ring of ramified Witt vectors is an OF0-algebra WOF0
(R)

which is part of a quadruple:

(WO(R), I(R), σ, σ̇) = (WOF0
(R), IOF0

(R), σ, σ̇),

where I(R) ⊂ WO(R) is an ideal. σ : WO(R) → WO(R) and σ̇ : I(R) → WO(R) are WO(R)-linear

maps. See [ACZ16, §1.2.1] for the precise definition.

Definition 3.1 (O-displays, [ACZ16, §2.1]). Let R be a π0-adic OF0-algebra. An OF0-display over

R is a quadruple P = (P,Q,F, Ḟ) whose entries are of the following kind:

• P is a finite projective WO(R)-module;

• Q ⊆ P is a submodule with I(R)P ⊆ Q and such that P/Q is a projective R-module;

• F : P → P and Ḟ : Q → P are two σ-linear maps in the sense that

F(ξx) = σ(ξ)F(x), Ḟ(ξy) = σ(ξ)Ḟ(y) for ξ ∈ WO(R), x ∈ P and y ∈ Q.

We require that these data satisfy the following two axioms:

(1) Ḟ(Q) generates P as a WO(R)-module;

(2) For x ∈ P and ξ ∈ I(R), we have

Ḟ(ξx) = σ̇(ξ)F(x). (3.1)

Let S be a formal scheme over Spf OF0 . By the result of Zink and Lau, which is generalized by

Ahsendorf-Chen-Zink [ACZ16], we have a equivalence of categories:

BT : {nilpotent OF0-displays}
∼

−→ {strict formal OF0-modules} , (3.2)

which is compatible with base change. We denote a quasi-inverse of this equivalence by

X 7→ P(X) = (P (X), Q(X),F(X), Ḟ(X)).

This functor naturally induces a relative crystal D(X) valued in the category of OF0-pd-thickenings.

Let D(X) denote the (covariant relative) de Rham realization of X, defined as

D(X) := P (X)/I(R)P (X) = D(X)(R),

This is a locally free OS-module whose rank equals the height of X. The Hodge filtration Fil(X) =

Q(X)/I(R)P (X) ⊂ D(X) fits into a canonical short exact sequence of OS-modules:

0 → Fil(X) → D(X) → Lie(X) → 0.

By (relative) Grothendieck-Messing theory, deformations of X along OF0-pd-thickenings are in

canonical bijection with liftings of the Hodge filtration.

We now specialize to the case where X = (X, ι) is biformal, a notion introduced in [Mih22,

Definition 11.9]. For such biformal strict OF0-modules, we can define the relative dual X∨ and

consequently the notion of relative polarization (see [Mih22, Definition 11.9]). The duality structure

induces a perfect pairing

D(X)×D(X∨) → OS

such that Fil(X) ⊂ D(X) and Fil(X∨) are orthogonal complements to each other.
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When S = SpecR is perfect, the nilpotent OF0-display admits an alternative description via the

relative Dieudonné module M(X) := P (X) over WO(R). This module is equipped with a σ-linear

operator F and a σ−1-linear operator V satisfying the relation FV = VF = πid. This description

yields an equivalence of categories.

3.2. Framing object.

Definition 3.2. Let h, n be integers with 0 ≤ h ≤ n and h even. For any S ∈ NilpOF̆ , a unitary

OF -module of rank n and type h (with signature (n−1, 1)) over S is a triple (X, ι, λ) satisfying:

(1) X is a strict biformal OF0-module over S of height 2n and dimension n.

(2) ι : OF → End(X) is an action of OF on X extending the OF0-action. The induced action of

OF on Fil(X) satisfies:

• (Kottwitz condition) The characteristic polynomial satisfies

char(ι(π) | Fil(X)) = (T − π)(T + π)n−1;

• (Wedge condition) The following relations hold:

2∧
(ι(π) − π | Fil(X)) = 0;

n∧
(ι(π) + π | Fil(X)) = 0.

• (Spin condition) When n is even and h = n, we require that ι(π)− π is non-vanishing on Fil(X)

(3) λ is a (relative) polarization of X that is OF /OF0-semilinear in the sense that the Rosati

involution Rosλ induces the non-trivial involution (−) ∈ Gal(F/F0) on ι : OF → End(X).

(4) We require that ker[λ] ⊆ X[ι(π)] with order qh.

By the kernel condition in (4), there exists a unique isogeny λ∨ such that the composition

X
λ
−→ X∨ λ∨

−−→ X

equals ι(π).

An isomorphism between two such triples (X1, ι1, λ1)
∼
−→ (X2, ι2, λ2) is an OF -linear isomorphism

ϕ : X1
∼
−→ X2 satisfying ϕ∗(λ2) = λ1.

The signature conditions imposed on unitary OF -modules ensures that the associated Rapoport-

Zink space has the property of “topological flatness” (see Proposition 3.4). In the special case

where h = n, the spin condition is essential, see [RSZ17, Remark 3.11].

Let (X, ιX, λX) be a unitary OF -module of dimension n over SpecF. The associated rational

Dieudonné module N = M(X)[1/π0] is a 2n-dimensional F̆0-vector space equipped with a σ-linear

operator F and a σ−1-linear operator V. Throughout this paper, we restrict our attention to the

supersingular case, which means the rational Dieudonné module N = M(X)[1/π0] has all relative

slopes 1
2 .

The OF -action ιX : OF → End(X) induces on N an action that commutes with both operators

F and V. The polarization of X induces a skew-symmetric F̆0-bilinear form 〈·, ·〉 on N satisfying

〈Fx, y〉 = 〈x,Vy〉σ , 〈ι(a)x, y〉 = 〈x, ι(ā)y〉, for any x, y ∈ N, a ∈ OF .
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Furthermore, N is an n-dimensional F̆ -vector space equipped with the F̆ /F̆0-hermitian form h(·, ·)

defined by:

h(x, y) := δ(〈πx, y〉 + π〈x, y〉),

where δ is a fixed element in O×
F̆0

satisfying σ(δ) = −δ. The bilinear form 〈·, ·〉 can be recovered

from h(·, ·) via the relation:

〈x, y〉 =
1

2δ
TrF̆ /F̆0

(π−1h(x, y)).

Let τ := ΠV−1 and define V := N τ=1. Then V is an F -vector space of dimension n, and we have

N = V ⊗F0 F̆0. The F/F0-hermitian form h(·, ·) restricts to V, and we maintain this notation for

the restricted form.

We define the sign of X, denoted ε = ε(X), as −Hasse(V), where Hasse(−) is the Hasse invariant

of the hermitian space taking values in ±1. For any dimension n, type h, and sign ε, we denote

by (X
[h]
n,ε, ιX

[h]
n,ε, λX

[h]
n,ε

) the corresponding framing object, which is a unitary OF -module over SpecF.

For the existence and uniqueness of these framing objects, we refer to [LRZ25, §5].

3.3. Two Rapoport-Zink spaces. In this subsection, we introduce two different Rapoport-Zink

(RZ) spaces.

Definition 3.3. Let (X
[h]
n,ε, ιX[h]

n,ε
, λ

X
[h]
n,ε

) be a framing object over F of rank n and type h.

(1) The wedge (relative) RZ space N
[h],∧
n,ε is the functor

N [h],∧
n,ε −→ Spf OF̆

that assigns to each scheme S the set of isomorphism classes of tuples (X, ι, λ, ρ), where

• (X, ι, λ) is a unitary OF -module over S of dimension n and type h.

• ρ : X ×S S → X
[h]
n,ε ×F S is an OF -linear quasi-isogeny of height 0 over the reduction S :=

S ×Spf O
F̆
SpecF such that ρ∗(λ

X
[h]
n,ε,S

) = λS .

(2) The (relative) RZ space N
[h]
n,ε is defined as the closed formal subscheme of N

[h],∧
n,ε cut out by the

ideal sheaf O
N

[h],∧
n,ε

[π∞
0 ] ⊂ O

N
[h],∧
n,ε

. This is the maximal flat closed formal subscheme of N
[h],∧
n,ε .

By [RZ96], the RZ spaces N
[h],∧
n,ε and N

[h]
n,ε are representable by formal schemes locally of finite

type over Spf OF̆ . Both spaces have relative dimension n− 1 (see Proposition 3.4). In two special

cases, these spaces coincide: the self-dual case (when h = 0) and the π-modular case (when n is even

and h = n), as shown in [Pap00, RSZ17]. In all other cases, the spaces are distinct. While there

exists a moduli description of the RZ space N
[h]
n,ε using the strengthened spin condition [Luo24], we

do not require it for our purposes.

Proposition 3.4. For any field k over F, the closed immersion between formal closed subschemes

yields an equality of geometric points N
[h]
n,ε(k) = N

[h],∧
n,ε (k). Consequently, these spaces share iden-

tical reduced loci.
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Proof. In the π-modular case, this proposition is established in [Wu16, Prop. 3.4]. We therefore

assume n 6= h and set h = h/2. Following [RZ96], with linear modification to N
[h]
n,ε as in [Pap00,

Prop. 2.3], we have the local model diagram for N
[h],∧
n,ε :

Ñ
[h]
n,ε
� _

��{{①①
①①
①①
①①
①

##●
●●

●●
●●

●●

N
[h]
n,ε
� _

��

Ñ
[h],∧
n,ε

{{①①
①①
①①
①①

##●
●●

●●
●●

●
M

[h]
n� _

��

N
[h],∧
n,ε M

[h],∧
n

where all diagonal arrows are smooth of equal relative dimension. The right-hand-side spaces are

defined in Definition 4.1.

Using this diagram, our problem reduces to showing that the local model M
[h],∧
n is “topologically

flat”, that is, the closed immersion M
[h]
n →֒ M

[h],∧
n is defined by a nilpotent ideal.

To be more precise, for any point (X, ι, λ, ρ) ∈ N
[h],∧
n,ε (k), [RZ96, Appendix] ensures the existence

of an étale extension SpecR → Speck with trivialization:

[
· · · → D(X)R → D(X∨)R → · · ·

]
≃

[
· · · → L−h ⊗OF0

R → Lh ⊗OF0
R → · · ·

]
.

where Li denotes the standard lattice chain defined in (4.1). Under this trivialization, the Hodge

filtration determines an R-point (Fi ⊂ Li ⊗OF0
R) of M

[h],∧
n (see Definition 4.1).

By the linear modification of the local model ([Pap00, Prop. 2.3]), a k-point (X, ι, λ, ρ) ∈

N
[h],∧
n,ε (k) lies in N

[h]
n,ε(k) if and only if its Hodge filtration defines an R-point (Fi ⊂ Li,R) ∈ M

[h]
n (R)

after trivilization. Thus, our problem reduces to showing that M
[h]
n (R) = M

[h],∧
n (R) for any étale

k-algebra R, which would follow from the topological flatness of the wedge local model.

Now we establish the topological flatness. For odd n = 2m+1, this follows directly from [Smi11].

For even n = 2m, by [Smi14, Thm. 9.6.1], we only need to verify that both local models are indexed

by the same permissible elements in the double quotient Wh\W̃/Wh of the affine Weyl group.

In [Smi14], it is shown that spin-permissibility (distinct from the spin condition in Definition

3.2) is equivalent to permissibility. Thus, we only need to prove that wedge-permissibility implies

spin-permissibility in our case. For the relevant terminology, see [Smi14, §7].

By [Smi14, Proof of Prop. 7.2.2.], if an element w̃ ∈ W/Wh is naive-permissible, then it is a

2-face. From [Smi14, Prop. 7.2.2.], we have 0 ≤ µw̃
h
(j) ≤ 2 for all j. Moreover, by [Smi14, Lem.

4.3.7]), we have the following basic inequality:

1 ≤ µw̃
h(j) + µw̃

h(n+ 1− j) ≤ 2 for all j ∈ {h+ 1, · · · , n−h}. (3.3)

Consequently, for any j ∈ {h+1, · · · , n−h}, if µw̃
h
(j) 6= 0, then either µw̃

h
(j) = µw̃

h
(n+1− j) = 1,

or µw̃
h
(j) = 2, µw̃

h
(n+ 1− j) = 0.

For wedge-permissible elements w̃, [Smi14, Prop. 7.3.2] yields

#{j | µw̃
h(j) = 0} ≤ 1 (3.4)
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According to [Smi14, Prop. 7.4.7], spin-permissibility is equivalent to wedge-permissibility together

with the (P3) condition:

(1) If µw̃
h
is self-dual, i.e. if µw̃

h
= µw̃

−h
([Smi14, Def. 4.3.9]), then #{j | µw̃

h
(j) = 0} ≡ 1 mod 2;

(2) In any case1, there exists j ∈ {h+ 1, · · · , n−h} such that µw̃
h
(j) = 1.

When h ≤ m − 2, we have #{h+ 1, . . . , n − h} ≥ 4. In this case, wedge-permissibility (3.4)

ensures the existence of at least one j ∈ h+ 1, . . . , n−h satisfying µw̃
h
(j) = 1.

When h = m− 1, if there exists no j ∈ {h+ 1, . . . , n −h} = {m,m + 1} such that µw̃
h
(j) = 1,

then by [Smi14, Lem. 7.4.5], µw̃
h

is self-dual. Therefore, it satisfies (P3)(1) and hence the spin

condition. �

Let N = D(X[h]n, ε)[ 1
π0
] denote the rational Dieudonné module of the framing object.

Proposition 3.5. Let κ be a perfect field over F. There is a bijection between N
[h]
n,ε,red(κ) and the

set of WO(κ)-lattices
{
M ⊂ N ⊗WO(κ) | πM

♯ ⊆ M
h
⊂ M ♯, ΠM ⊆ τ−1(M) ⊆ Π−1M, M

≤1
⊆ (M + τ(M))

}
.

When n is even and h = n, the last relation is replaced by M
1
⊂ (M + τ(M)).

Proof. Since the π-modular case is proved in [Wu16], we focus on the remaining cases. For any

point in N
[h]
n,ε,red(κ) = N

[h],∧
n,ε,red(κ), its Dieudonné module establishes a bijection between N

[h]
n,ε(κ)

and the set of WO(κ)-lattices:
{
M ⊂ N ⊗WO(κ) | πM

♯ ⊆ M
h
⊂ M ♯, ΠM ⊆ M, π0M ⊂ VM

n
⊂ M, VM

≤1
⊆ VM +ΠM

}
.

where M
h
⊂ M ♯ comes from the polarization; ΠM ⊂ M due to the OF -stability; VM

≤1
⊂ VM +ΠM

follows from the Kottwitz and wedge conditions, where VM/π0M ⊂ M/π0M is identified with the

Hodge filtration. Moreover, we have the following equivalences: (1) π0M ⊂ VM ⊂ M is equivalent

to ΠM ⊂ τ−1(M) ⊂ Π−1M ; (2) VM
≤1
⊂ VM + ΠM is equivalent to M

≤1
⊂ (M + τ(M)). This

completes the proof. �

4. Local models of basic locus strata

In this section, we introduce local models of Bruhat-Tits strata.

4.1. Standard polarized lattice chain. In this subsection, we recall the basic setup for local

models.

Consider the vector space Fn with the standard F -basis e1, · · · , en. We equip it with a split

F/F0-Hermitian form

h : Fn × Fn → F, h(aei, bej) = ābδi,n+1−j , a, b ∈ F.

1While the statement of [Smi14, Prop. 7.4.7] may be ambiguous, note that the existence of j ∈ {h+1, · · · , n−h}

such that µw̃
h(j) = 1 is equivalent to ah > a⊥

h ), see the bottom of page 333 (resp. 334) for the definition of ah (resp.

a⊥
h and the middle of page 336 for the proof that this implies the spin condition.
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Attached to φ are the respective alternating and symmetric F0-bilinear forms Fn ×Fn → F0 given

by

〈x, y〉 :=
1

2
TrF/F0

(π−1h(x, y)) and (x, y) :=
1

2
TrF/F0

(h(x, y)).

For each integer i = bn+ c with 0 ≤ c < n, define the standard OF -lattices

Li :=

c∑

j=1

π−b−1OF ej +

n∑

j=c+1

π−bOF ej ⊂ Fn. (4.1)

For all i, the 〈 , 〉-dual L∨ of Li in Fn is L−i, by which we mean that

{x ∈ Fn | 〈Li, x〉 ⊂ OF0} = L−i.

By restriction, we have a perfect OF0-bilinear pair:

Li × L−i
〈 , 〉
−−→ OF0

Similarly, Ln−i is the ( , )-dual of Li in Fn. The Li’s forms a complete, periodic, self-dual lattice

chain

· · · ⊂ L−2 ⊂ L−1 ⊂ L0 ⊂ L1 ⊂ L2 ⊂ · · · .

For any subset I ⊂ {1, · · · ,m} with m = ⌊n2 ⌋, we define the standard polarized chain LI as a

sub-lattice chain with indices i ∈ ±I + nZ.

For even integers r, s, t, we define the following index sets: [s] := {±s} + nZ and [s, t] :=

{±s,±t}+nZ and [r, s, t] := {±r,±s,±t}+nZ. For any such index set I, we define the standard

lattice chain LI := {Li}i∈I . This chain is self-dual in the sense of [RZ96]. We use these half-integral

indices to maintain consistency with the local model indexing conventions used in [PR09, Luo24].

4.2. Local models. We first recall the definition of the relative local model. For any OF -algebra

R, let Li,R denote the tensor product Li ⊗OF0
R. Let Π := π ⊗ 1 and π := 1⊗ π.

Definition 4.1. (1) The wedge local model M
[h],∧
n is a projective scheme over SpecOF . It repre-

sents the moduli problem that assigns to each OF -algebra R the set of all families (Fi ⊂ Li,R)i∈[h]
such that:

LM1. for all i ∈ [h], Fi is an OF ⊗OF0
R-submodule of Li,R, and an R-direct summand of rank n;

LM2. for all i, j ∈ [h] with i < j, the natural arrow Li,R → Lj,R carries Fi into Fj ;

LM3. for all i ∈ [h], the isomorphism Li,R
Π
−→ Li−n,R identifies

Fi
∼

−→ Fi−n;

LM4. for all i ∈ [h], the perfect R-bilinear pairing

Li,R × L−i,R
〈−,−〉⊗R
−−−−−−→ R

identifies F⊥
i with F−i inside L−i,R; and

LM5. For all i ∈ [h], the action of Π = π ⊗ 1 ∈ OF ⊗OF0
R on Fi satisfies the following signature

conditions:

• (Kottwitz condition) The characteristic polynomial satisfies:

char(Π | Fi) = (T − π)(T + π)n−1;
17



• (Wedge condition) The following operators vanish:

2∧
(Π− π | Fi) = 0;

n∧
(Π + π | Fi) = 0.

• (Spin condition) For even n = 2m and h = n, the operator Π− π is non-zero on Fm

(2) We define the local model M
[h]
n as the flat closure of M

[h],∧
n . To be more precise, it is the

scheme-theoretic closure of the generic fiber of the wedge local model:

M
[h]
n

� � // M
[h],∧
n

M
[h],∧
n,η .
?�

OO

,
�

::✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈

4.3. Strata local model. In this subsection, we define the strata local model and study its basic

properties.

Definition 4.2. Let R be an Fq-algebra and let L[h] and L[h,t] be two standard lattice chains.

(1) The pivoting filtration2 of type t is the fixed filtration with indices in [t]:

(Fi := ΠLi,R ⊂ Li,R)i∈[t] .

(2) For any R-point (Fi ⊂ Li,R)i∈[h] in M
[h]
n,F, we say it is pinned by the pivoting filtration of type

t if for any i < j with either i ∈ [h], j ∈ [t] or i ∈ [t], j ∈ [h], the natural morphism Li,R → Lj,R

maps Fi into Fj . Here, when i ∈ [t], Fi refers to the pivoting filtration.

(3) The strata local model M
[h]
n (t) is defined as the closed subscheme of the special fiber M

[h]
n that

parameterizes all points pinned by the pivoting filtration of type t.

We will relate these to the Bruhat-Tits strata in the next subsection.

Theorem 4.3. The strata local model M
[h]
n (t) is reduced.

Proof. We use the theory of unitary affine flag varieties FℓI as developed in [PR08]. Let F((u))/F((t))

be the ramified quadratic extension of function fields with u2 = t. The standard polarized lattice

chains Li for F((u))/F((t)) are defined as in §4.1. Via the isomorphism Li/π0Li ≃ u−1Li/uLi, one

can embed the special fiber of the local model M
[h]
n into the affine flag varieties. The pivoting

filtration (ΠLi,F ⊂ Li,F)i∈[t] lifts to the geometric point
(
uLi ⊂ Li ⊂ u−1Li

)
i∈[t]

=: ∗[t] ∈ Fℓ[t](F),

which is an L+P[t]-invariant point. Consider the following diagram:

Fℓ[h,t]
ph

yyrr
rr
rr
rr
r

pt

%%❏
❏❏

❏❏
❏❏

❏❏
❏

M
[h]
n ⊂ Fℓ[h] Fℓ[t] ∋ ∗[t]

From the moduli description, we have the equality:

M
[h]
n (t) = p−1

h (M
[h]
n ) ∩ p−1

t (∗[t]).

2This terminology is due to S. Kudla.
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To be more precise, an R-point of p−1
h (M

[h]
n ) is a filtration (Fi ⊂ Li,R)i∈[h,t] such that the subfamily

(Fi ⊂ Li,R)i∈[h] defines a point of M
loc
[h] (R). The intersection p−1

h (M
[h]
n ) ∩ p−1

t (∗[t]) parameterizes

those filtrations (Fi ⊂ Li,R)i∈[h,t] where (Fi ⊂ Li,R)i∈[t] is the pivoting filtration.

Since ∗[t] is L+P[t]-invariant, it is a Schubert variety. Thus, its preimage p−1
t (∗[t]) is a union of

Schubert varieties. By the Coherence conjecture, the special fiber M
[h]
n ⊂ Fℓ[h] of the local model

is a union of Schubert varieties (see [PR09, Thm. 4.1]). Therefore, M
[h]
n (t) is an intersection of

unions of Schubert varieties. It is compatibly Frobenius split in a sufficiently large Schubert variety

and hence reduced, see [G0̈1, §2]. �

One can also define the strata local model M
[h]
n (t1, t2) with respect to two classes of pivoting

filtrations. The cases where t1, t2 < h or t1, t2 > h are degenerate. For t1 < h < t2, we obtain a

closed subscheme of the special fiber of the local model that fits into the following diagram:

L−t1,R
// L−h,R

// L−t2,R
// Lt2,R

// Lh,R
// Lt1,R

ΠL−t1,R
//

?�

OO

F−h,R

?�

OO

// ΠL−t2,R

?�

OO

// ΠLt2,R

?�

OO

// Fh,R

?�

OO

// ΠLt1,R

?�

OO

.

The strata local model M
[h]
n (t1, t2) is again reduced. This follows from the same strategy as in

Theorem 4.3: considering projections of affine flag varieties

Fℓ[h,t1,t2]
pt1

zztt
tt
tt
tt
t

ph

��

pt2

%%❏
❏❏

❏❏
❏❏

❏❏

Fℓ[t1] Fℓ[h] Fℓ[t2].

The strata local model now is the intersection

M
[h]
n (t1, t2) = p−1

h (M
[h]
n ) ∩ p−1

t1 (∗[t1]) ∩ p−1
t2 (∗[t2]).

Remark 4.4. The strata local model can also be defined when F/F0 is unramified. In this case, the

pivoting filtration is the filtration (VΛ/πΛ ⊂ Λ/πΛ), where V is the Verschiebung of the rational

Dieudonné module of the framing object. This lifts to a point (πΛ ⊂ VΛ ⊂ Λ) in the unramified

unitary affine flag variety as a closed Schubert cell.

Since the unramified unitary group splits over WOF0
(F)[ 1

π0
], we can reduce to the local model and

affine Grassmannian of GLn. In this case, the vertex lattices correspond to the “vertex lattices”

L±
i studied in [Cho18].

For example, the strata local model M
[0]
n (t) for t = 2k + 1 parameterizes one dimensional

subspaces F0 ⊂ Λ0,R with the following factorization:

L−k−1,R
// L0,R

// Lk,R

(0) //
?�

OO

F0,R

?�

OO

//
?�

OO

(0)
?�

OO
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While this does not correspond to any classical local model, the proof of Theorem 4.3 still applies.

A direct computation shows that M
[0]
n (t) is smooth.

4.4. Local model diagram. In this subsection, we establish the local model diagram connecting

the Bruhat-Tits strata to the strata local model. This construction is conceptual in nature, and

does not require a moduli-theoretic description.

Definition 4.5. Let Λ be a vertex lattice.

(1) For t(Λ) ≥ h, define Z̃(Λ) to be a projective formal scheme over F that represents the functor

sending each F-algebra R to the set of tuples (X, ι, λ, ρ; f), where:

• (X, ι, λ, ρ) ∈ Z(Λ)(R) is an R-point of the Z-stratum Z(Λ);

• f is an isomorphism between the standard lattice chain L[h,t],R and the lattice chain of de Rham

realizations:

f :

L−t,R
//

∼

��

L−h,R
//

∼

��

Lh,R
//

∼

��

Lt,R

∼

��

D(XΛ)
ρΛ,∗

// D(X)
λ∗

// D(X∨)
ρ∨Λ,∗

// D(XΛ♯).

(2) For t(Λ) ≤ h, define Ỹ(Λ♯) to be a projective formal scheme over F that represents the functor

sending each F-algebra R to the set of tuples (X, ι, λ, ρ; f), where:

• (X, ι, λ, ρ) ∈ Y(Λ♯)(R) is a R-point of the Y-stratum Y(Λ♯);

• f is an isomorphism between the standard lattice chain L[h,t],R and the lattice chain of de Rham

realizations:

f :

Lt,R
//

∼

��

Lh,R
//

∼

��

Ln−h,R
//

∼

��

Ln−t,R

∼

��

D(XΛ♯) // D(X∨)
λ∨
∗

// D(X) // D(XΛ).

We now construct the local model diagram for the Z-strata. The construction and properties for

the Y-strata follow analogously. For a vertex lattice Λ of type t(Λ) ≥ h, we construct the following

local model diagram:

Z̃(Λ)

ϕ

||②②
②②
②②
②②
②

π

##❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍

Z(Λ) M
[h]
n (t).

(4.2)

The map ϕ is defined by forgetting the trivialization f :

ϕ : Z̃(Λ) → Z(Λ), (X, ι, λ, ρ; f) 7→ (X, ι, λ, ρ).

Let G := Aut(L[h,t]) be the group scheme over OF0 consisting of automorphisms of L[h,t] that

preserves the PEL data. By [RZ96, Thm. 3.16], G ⊗OF0
OF is a smooth group scheme acting on

Z̃(Λ). Moreover:

Theorem 4.6 ([RZ96, Thm. 3.16]). The morphism ϕ is a GF-torsor. In particular, ϕ is a smooth

morphism of relative dimension dimGF. �
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The morphism π is defined by attaching the de Rham realization of the strict OF0-modules to

the lattice chain via f . To be more precise, for an R-point of Z̃(Λ), we have morphisms

XΛ,R
ρΛ

// X
λ

// X∨
ρ
Λ♯
// XΛ♯,R.

By taking the Hodge filtration, we obtain a chain of filtrations:

D(XΛ) // D(X) // D(X∨) // D(XΛ♯)

Fil(XΛ)
?�

OO

// Fil(X)
?�

OO

// Fil(X∨)
?�

OO

// Fil(XΛ♯)
?�

OO

Recall that we define XΛ,R = XΛ ×F R and XΛ♯,R = XΛ♯ ×F R. Then we have

Fil(XΛ) = ΠD(XΛ)⊗F R, Fil(XΛ♯) = ΠD(XΛ♯)⊗F R.

Applying f , we obtain the desired filtration in M
[h]
n (t):

L−t,R
// L−h,R

// Lh,R
// Lt,R

ΠL−t,R

?�

OO

// f(Fil(X))
?�

OO

// f(Fil(X∨))
?�

OO

// ΠLt,R

?�

OO

Proposition 4.7 (Grothendieck-Messing). The morphism π is smooth of relative dimension equal

to dimGF.

Proof. Let R0 an F-algebra and SpecR0 →֒ SpecR be a first-order thickening. Let x ∈ M
[h]
n (t)(R)

be an R-point with reduction x ∈ M
[h]
n (t)(R0). Let f0 ∈ Z̃(Λ)(R0) be an R0-point that lifts x̄:

Z̃(Λ)

π
��

SpecR0

f0

55❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥
� � // SpecR

f

::✉
✉

✉
✉

✉
x

// M
[h]
n (t).

To show formal smoothness, we need to construct a lift f as shown in the diagram. The existence

of such a lift is equivalent to finding compatible lifts of the following data:

XΛ,R → X → X∨ → XΛ♯,R  XΛ,R0 → X → X
∨
→ XΛ♯,R0

. (4.3)

L−t,R L−h,R Lh,R Lt,R

D(XΛ)R D(X)R D(X
∨
)R D(XΛ♯)R.

∼ ∼ ∼ ∼  

L−t,R0 L−h,R0 Lh,R0 Lt,R0

D(XΛ)R0 D(X)R0 D(X
∨
)R0 D(XΛ♯)R0 .

∼ ∼ ∼ ∼ .

(4.4)
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By the (relative) Grothendieck-Messing theorem, lifting the diagram (4.3) is equivalent to lifting

the Hodge filtration:

D(XΛ)R D(X)R D(X
∨
)R D(XΛ♯)R

ΠD(XΛ)R FX FX∨ ΠD(XΛ♯)R

 

D(XΛ)R0 D(X) D(X
∨
) D(XΛ♯)R0

ΠD(XΛ)R0 Fil(X) Fil(X
∨
) ΠD(XΛ♯)R0

.

(4.5)

Combining (4.5) with (4.4), we reduce the problem to finding a lifting:

L−t,R L−h,R Lh,R Lt,R

ΠL−t,R F̃−h F̃h ΠLt,R

 

L−t,R0 L−h,R0 Lh,R0 Lt,R0

ΠL−t,R0 F−h Fh ΠLt,R0

. (4.6)

Such a lifting can be obtained from the map x  x̄ by compatibility. Moreover, the uniqueness

of the lifting f follows directly from the construction. Furthermore, we observe that there are

no additional constraints on the isomorphism (4.4), which implies that the map π has relative

dimension dimGF. �

Corollary 4.8. The moduli functors Z(Λ) and Y(Λ♯) are reduced.

Proof. Consider the local model diagram (4.2). Since the morphisms ϕ and π are smooth of equal

dimension, each point in the BT-strata is étale locally isomorphic to a point in the corresponding

stratum of the local model. The reducedness then follows from Theorem 4.3. �

Remark 4.9. (1) The local model diagram between Z(Λ1) ∩ Y(Λ♯
2) and M

[h]
n,F(t1, t2) can be con-

structed and proved using analogous arguments.

(2) When F/F0 is unramified, the local model diagram can be constructed in the same manner,

and the proofs follow the same line of reasoning.

4.5. Local chart computations. The strata local model of BT-strata provides a powerful tool

for studying the geometry of BT-strata without reference to Deligne-Lusztig varieties. In this

subsection, we compute the local charts of the strata local models and establish Theorem 2.3.

4.5.1. Strata local model of Z-strata. We begin by computing the strata local model associated to

Z(Λ1). By an unramified base change, we can reduce to the case where the hermitian form is split.

Since the strata local model is equivariant under the action of the loop group, it suffices to compute

an affine chart at the worst point. In this case, the strata local model parameterizes lattice chains:

L−t1,R
λ1

// L−h,R
λ

// Lh,R
λ2

// Lt1,R

ΠL−t1,R
//

?�

OO

F−h
//

?�

OO

Fh
//

?�

OO

ΠLt1,R

?�

OO
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We select the same affine charts U as those given in [Luo24, §3.1]:

Fh = colspan

D 0 C

F X4 E

B 0 A

I

I

I







h/2

n− h

h/2

h/2 n − h h/2

, F−h = colspan

−D Ead −C

0 X4 0

−B −F ad −A

I

I

I







h/2

n− h

h/2

h/2 n− h h/2

. (4.7)

For notational convenience, we denote by F• the matrix whose columns span F•. LetX
ad = HXtH,

where H is the antidiagonal identity matrix. The transition map λ∨ factors as the composition:

λ∨ : Lh,R
// Lt1,R

// Ln−t1,R
// Ln−h,R . (4.8)

We have λ∨(Fh) = ΠLn−h,R. By [Luo24, Thm. 6.3.2], we obtain A = B = C = D = 0. The

coordinates can be further refined as follows:

Fh =

0 0 0 0 0

f1 Z11 Z12 Z13 e1

f2 Z21 Z22 Z23 e2

f3 Z31 Z32 Z33 e3

0 0 0 0 0

I

I

I

I

I







h/2

t1−h

2

n − t1

t1−h

2

h/2

h/2 t1−h

2
n − t1

t1−h

2
h/2

, F−h =

0 ead3 ead2 ead1 0

0 Z11 Z12 Z13 0

0 Z21 Z22 Z23 0

0 Z31 Z32 Z33 0

0 −fad
3 −fad

2 −fad
1 0

I

I

I

I

I







h/2

t1−h

2

n − t1

t1−h

2

h/2

h/2 t1−h

2
n − t1

t1−h

2
h/2

. (4.9)

With respect to this partition, we can express the transition matrices as:

λ1 =




In−t1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 Ih 0 0 0

0 0 0 In−t1 0 0

0 It1−h 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 Ih




, λ2 =




Ih 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 In−t1 0 0 0

0 0 0 Ih 0 0

0 It1−h 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 In−t1




.

Therefore, λ1(ΠL−t1) ⊂ F−h implies that

Z11 = 0, Z12 = 0, Z21 = 0, Z22 = 0, Z31 = 0, Z32 = 0,

ead3 = 0, ead2 = 0,−fad
3 = 0,−fad

2 = 0.
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The inclusion λ2(Fh) ⊂ ΠLt1 implies that

Z21 = 0, Z22 = 0, Z23 = 0, Z31 = 0, Z32 = 0, Z33 = 0,

f2 = 0, f3 = 0, e2 = 0, e3 = 0.

Therefore, the only nonzero matrices are Z13, f1 and e1. By the local model axioms, we have

X4 = Xad
4 ,Tr(X4) = 0, and ∧2X = 0 ([Luo24, Prop. 4.1.1]). After simplification, the affine

coordinate ring of the open affine chart U is isomorphic to:

F[Z13, e1, f1]

Z13 − Zad
13 ,∧

2(e1, f1, Z13)
.

This ring defines a symmetric determinantal variety corresponding to a (t1+h)× (t1−h) matrix.

By [Luo24, Thm. 4.2.2], this variety is normal and Cohen-Macaulay of dimension t1+h. Moreover,

it is smooth when t1 −h= 1 and singular otherwise.

Recall the following result of Conca:

Proposition 4.10 ([Con94]). Let X = (Y,Z) be a matrix of indeterminates, where Y is an m×m

matrix and Z is an m× (n−m) matrix. The ring

k[X]∧2 X,Y − Y t

is Gorenstein if and only if 2m = n+ 2.

As a consequence, our stratum local model is Gorenstein if and only if 2(t1 −h) = (t1+h)+2,

i.e. t1 = 3h+ 2.

4.5.2. Strata local model of Y-strata. We exclude the case where n is even and h = n, as in this

situation the local model does not have a worst point. The strata local model then parameterizes

lattice chains

Lt2,R
λ2

// Lh,R
λ∨

// Ln−h,R
λ1

// Ln−t2,R

ΠLt2,R
//

?�

OO

Fh
//

?�

OO

Fn−h
//

?�

OO

ΠLn−t2,R

?�

OO

We choose the same affine charts as in the previous case. In particular, the formulas for Fh and

Fn−h remain as in equation (4.7) (note that F−h has the same form as Fh by the local model

axiom).
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For reasons similar to those in equation (4.8), the transition map λ carries F−h to ΠΛh. By

[Luo24, Thm. 6.3.2], this implies X4 = 0. We can further refine the coordinates as follows

Fh =

D1 D2 0 C1 C2

D3 D4 0 C3 C4

F1 F2 0 E1 E2

B1 B2 0 A1 A2

B3 B4 0 A3 A4

I

I

I

I

I







t2/2

h−t2

2

n − h

h−t2

2

t2/2

t2
2

h−t2
2

n − h h−t2
2

t2
2

, Fn−h =

−D1 −D2 Ead
2 −C1 −C2

−D3 −D4 Ead
1 −C3 −C4

0 0 0 0 0

−B1 −B2 −F ad
2 −A1 −A2

−B3 −B4 −F ad
1 −A3 −A4

I

I

I

I

I







t2/2

h−t2

2

n − h

h−t2

2

t2/2

t2/2
h−t2

2
n − h h−t2

2
t2/2

.

(4.10)

With respect to this partition, the transition matrices can be represented as

λ1 =




In−h 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 It2 0 0 0

0 0 0 In−h 0 0

0 Ih−t2 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 It2




, λ2 =




It2 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 In−h 0 0 0

0 0 0 It2 0 0

0 Ih−t2 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 In−h




Now λ1(Fn−h) ⊂ ΠΛn−t2 implies that

C = 0,D = 0, E = 0, A3 = 0, A4 = 0, B3 = 0, B4 = 0,−F ad
1 = 0.

The inclusion λ2(ΠΛℓ) ⊂ Fh implies that

A = 0, C = 0, E = 0, B1 = 0, B3 = 0,D1 = 0,D3 = 0, F1 = 0.

The local model relations [Luo24, Prop. 4.1.5] imply the following relations

2∧
(B2, F2) = 0, B = −

1

2
F adF.

By the proof of Theorem 4.1.9 in loc.cit, we can further simplify the affine ring into

F[F2]∧2 F2

.

This defines a determinantal variety corresponding to a (h− t2) × (n − 2h) matrix. The variety

is normal and Cohen-Macaulay of dimension n−h− t2 − 1. In the almost π-modular case, where

n − 2h = 1, the matrix F2 reduces to a column vector, and the affine ring is smooth. Similarly,

when h− t2 = 1, F2 becomes a row vector, and the variety is again smooth. In all other cases, the

variety is singular. Moreover, it is Gorenstein if and only if (h− t2) = (n− 2h), i.e. t2 = 3h− n.
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4.5.3. Intersection of Y-strata and Z-strata. We consider the intersection Z(Λ1) ∩ Y(Λ♯
2) where

t(Λ1) = t1 = 2t1 and t(Λ2) = t2 = 2t2. This intersection is related to the strata local model

M
[h]
n (t1, t2). Maintaining the notation from equation (4.7), we further decompose:

f1 = (f11, f12), f11 : (t1 −h)×h, f12 : (t1 −h)× (h− t2).

Combining the computations from the previous two subsections, we find that the affine chart of

the stratum local model is isomorphic to the spectrum of the ring:

F[f12]∧2 f12
.

This ring defines a variety that is normal and Cohen-Macaulay of dimension t1 − t2 − 1. The

variety is smooth if and only if t1 −h = 1 or h− t2 = 1. In all other cases, it is singular and is

Gorenstein if and only if t1 −h= h− t2.

4.5.4. Strata local model of Y-strata: π-modular case. We now compute the affine charts of the

π-modular local model. In this case, the local model does not contain a worst point, cf. [PR09,

Rem. 5.3]. We note that the affine chart chosen in their work does not apply to our situation. The

strata local model in this case parameterizes lattice chains

Lt2,R
λ2

// Lm,R
λ1

// Ln−t2,R

ΠLt2,R
//

?�

OO

Fm
//

?�

OO

ΠLn−t2,R

?�

OO

We choose the standard basis as given in [Luo24, (3.1.1)]. Over the special fiber, the two transition

maps are represented by the following matrices:

λ2 =




It2 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 Im 0 0 0

0 0 0 It2 0 0

0 Im−t2 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 Im




, λ1 =




Im 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 It2 0 0 0

0 0 0 Im 0 0

0 Im−t2 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 It2




.

Consider the F-span of the following vectors

e1, · · · , em−1, em+1, πem+1, · · · , πen, (4.11)

It defines a F-point of M
[n]
n , as can be checked using the spin condition in [RSZ18, Def. 3.9]. We

can embed the special fiber M
[n]
n into the Grassmannian Gr(n,Λm,F). Choose the affine chart U of
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the point (4.11) in the Grassmannian as

F =

X11 X12 X13 X14 X15 X16

X21 X22 X23 X24 X25 X26

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6

0 0 1 0 0 0

X31 X32 X33 X34 X35 X36

X41 X42 X43 X44 X45 X46

It2

Im−t2−1

Z1 Z2 Z3 Z4 Z5 Z6

1

Im−t2−1

It2







t2/2

n−t2−2

2

1

1

n−t2−2

2

t2/2

t2/2
n−t2−2

2
1 1

n−t2−2

2
t2/2

.

Now two subspaces λ2(ΠLℓ,R) and λ1(F) are spanned by the following matrices respectively:




0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

Iℓ 0 0 0 0 0

Z1 Z2 Z3 Z4 Z5 Z6

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 0 0

X31 X32 X33 X34 X35 X36

0 0 0 0 0 Iℓ




,




X11 X12 X13 X14 X15 X16

X21 X22 X23 X24 X25 X26

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

X41 X42 X43 X44 X45 X46

It2 0 0 0 0 0

0 Im−t2−1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 0 0

0 0 0 0 Im−t2−1 0

0 0 0 0 0 It2




.

Now λ2(ΠLt2) ⊂ Fm implies

X11 = 0,X21 = 0,X31 = 0,X41 = 0, Y1 = 0, Z1 = 0,

X14 = 0,X24 = 0,X34 = 0,X44 = 0, Y4 = 0, Z4 = 0,

X15 = 0,X25 = 0,X35 = 0,X45 = 0, Y5 = 0, Z5 = 0,

X16 = 0,X26 = 0,X36 = 0,X46 = 0, Y6 = 0, Z6 = 0.
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The inclusion λ1(Fm) ⊂ ΠLn−t2 implies

X11 = 0,X12 = 0,X13 = 0,X14 = 0,X15 = 0,X16 = 0,

X21 = 0,X22 = 0,X23 = 0,X24 = 0,X25 = 0,X26 = 0,

Y1 = 0, Y2 = 0, Y3 = 0, Y4 = 0, Y5 = 0, Y6 = 0,

X41 = 0,X42 = 0,X43 = 0,X44 = 0,X45 = 0,X46 = 0.

By simplification, the subspace Fm is spanned by the matrix of the form

Fk =

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 1 0 0 0

0 X32 X33 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

It2

Im−t2−1

0 Z2 Z3 0 0 0

1

Im−t2−1

It2







.

Now we apply the remaining local model axioms. Due to our choice of affine chart, the spin

condition is automatically satisfied. The Kottwitz condition holds since the upper half of the

matrix is nilpotent. The wedge condition implies that X32 = 0. It remains to interpret the isotropic

condition. With respect to our chosen standard basis, the symmetric form ( , ) is represented by

the matrix

M =




−H

H

H

−H


 ,

where H is the m×m antidiagonal unit matrix. The isotropic condition implies that F t
mMFm = 0,

which boils down to

A+At = 0, A =



It2

Im−t2−1 Zt
2

Z3


H



0 0 1

0 0 X33

0 0 0


 .

This implies that Z3 = 0 and HX33 +Zt
2 = 0. Therefore, the affine chart of the strata local model

is isomorphic to:

SpecF[X33].

This defines a smooth variety of dimension m− t2 − 1. Since M
[n]
n (t) is contained in the preimage

of the worst point (ΠLt2,F ⊂ Lt2,F,ΠLn−t2,F ⊂ Ln−t2,F), the affine chart U intersects all irreducible
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components of the strata local model. Therefore, the strata local model is smooth and irreducible

of dimension m− t2 − 1.

5. Bruhat-Tits stratification

In this section, we begin by proving a crucial lemma, then proceed to define the Bruhat-Tits

stratification of the reduced locus N
[h]
n,ε,red. In the final subsection, we establish its relationship with

the Kottwitz-Rapoport strata.

5.1. The crucial lemma. Let κ be any perfect field over F. We denote by M = M(X) the

Dieudonné module of (X, ιX , λX , ρX) ∈ N
[h]
n,ε(κ). By Proposition 3.5, we have

πM ♯
n−h
⊆ M

h
⊆ M ♯, and M

≤1
⊆ M + τ(M).

The following discussion is inspired by and is essentially the same as [HZ25, §4.3] once we replace

the Φ in [HZ25] by τ . See also [KR12, §3].

We denote by Ti(M) the summation M + τ(M) + · · ·+ τ i(M). Recall that we have (M ♯)♯ = M

and τ(M ♯) = (τ(M))♯. From now on, we always assume c (resp. d) is the smallest non-

negative integer such that Tc(M) (resp. Td(M
♯)) is τ-invariant. Note that c and d exists by

[RZ96, Prop. 2.17]. It is not hard to show that

M
1
⊂ T1(M)

1
⊂ T2(M) · · ·

1
⊂ Tc(M), and M ♯ 1

⊂ T1(M
♯)

1
⊂ T2(M

♯) · · ·
1
⊂ Td(M

♯).

Lemma 5.1. [M + τ(M) : M ] = 1 implies that [M ♯ + τ(M ♯) : M ♯] = 1.

Proof. By taking the dual, we have [M ♯ + τ(M ♯) : M ♯] = [M : M ∩ τ(M)]. Moreover, [M :

M ∩ τ(M)] = [M + τ(M) : M ] = 1. �

Lemma 5.2 ([HZ25, Lem. 4.7]). We have

(1) Tc(M) ⊆
⋂

i∈Z≥0
τ i(π−1M) and Td(M

♯) ⊆
⋂

i∈Z≥0
τ i(π−1M ♯).

(2) If τ(M) ⊆ M ♯ and c ≤ d, then

Tc(M) ⊆
⋂

i∈Z≥0

τ i(M ♯).

(3) If τ(πM ♯) ⊆ M and d ≤ c, then

Td(πM
♯) ⊆

⋂

i∈Z≥0

τ i(M).

Proof. For (1), we only prove the statement for Tc(M) since the proof for Td(M
♯) is literally the

same. First, note that

τ(M) ⊆ π−1M.

Hence

Tc(M) ⊆ π−1Tc−1(M).
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Since Tc(M) is τ -invariant, we have

Tc(M) ⊆ π−1τ(Tc−1(M)) ∩ π−1Tc−1(M) = π−1τ(Tc−2(M)).

Here, for the last equality, we use the facts that:

(i) τ(Tc−1(M)) 6= Tc−1(M),

(ii) τ(Tc−2(M)) ⊆ τ(Tc−1(M)) ∩ Tc−1(M), and

(iii) [Tc−1(M) : Tc−2(M)] = [τ(Tc−1(M)) : τ(Tc−2(M))] = 1.

Since Tc(M) is τ -invariant, we get

Tc(M) ⊆ π−1Tc−2(M).

Inductively, we have Tc(M) ⊆ π−1M . Since Tc(M) is τ -invariant, we have

Tc(M) ⊆ π−1
⋂

i∈Z≥0

τ i(M) ⊆ π−1
⋂

0≤i≤f

τ i(M)

for any f ∈ Z≥0.

Part (2) and (3) are essentially the same as (1), once we observe that the assumption c ≤ d implies

that τ(Tc−1(M
♯)) 6= Tc−1(M

♯) and τ(Tc−1(M
♯)) ∩ Tc−1(M

♯) = τ(Tc−2(M
♯)) hold. Similarly, d ≤ c

implies that τ(Td−1(M)) ∩ Td−1(M) = τ(Td−2(M)) �

Proposition 5.3 ([HZ25, Prop. 4.8]). Assume X ∈ N
[h]
n,ε(κ) and M = M(X). Then one of the

following will happen:

(Case Y) : π(Tc(M))♯ ⊆ πM ♯ ⊆ M ⊆ Tc(M) ⊆ (Tc(M))♯ ⊆ M ♯. In particular, Tc(M) is a vertex

lattice of type t ≤ h.

(Case Z) : πM ♯ ⊆ πTd(M
♯) ⊆ Td(M

♯)♯ ⊆ M ⊆ M ♯ ⊆ Td(M
♯). In particular, Td(M

♯)♯ is a vertex

lattice of type t ≥ h.

More precisely, we have:

(1) If τ(πM ♯) 6⊂ M , then M satisfies (Case Y).

(2) If τ(M) 6⊂ M ♯, then M satisfies (Case Z).

(3) If τ(πM ♯) ⊆ M and τ(M) ⊆ M ♯, then M satisfies (Case Y) if c ≤ d.

(4) If τ(πM ♯) ⊆ M and τ(M) ⊆ M ♯, then M satisfies (Case Z) if d ≤ c.

Proof. (1) Assume τ(M ♯) 6⊂ π−1M . Since M ⊆ Tc(M), it suffices to show Tc(M) ⊆ Tc(M)♯. Since

M
≤1
⊂ M + τ(M), τ(πM ♯) 6⊂ M and τ(πM ♯) ⊂ τ(M), we have M + τ(M) = M + τ(πM ♯). In fact,

an inductive argument on Ti(M) shows that

Tc(M) = M + τ(πM ♯) + · · ·+ τ c(πM ♯). (5.1)

Equivalently,

Tc(M)♯ = M ♯ ∩
( ⋂

1≤i≤c

τ i(π−1M)
)
. (5.2)
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According to Lemma 5.2, we have

Tc(πM
♯) ⊆

⋂

0≤i≤c

τ i(M ♯) ⊆ M ♯ ∩
( ⋂

1≤i≤c

τ i(π−1M)
)
,

M ⊆ M ♯ ∩ Tc(M) ⊆ M ♯ ∩
( ⋂

1≤i≤c

τ i(π−1M)
)
.

(5.3)

Therefore,

Tc(M)
(5.1)

⊆ M + Tc(πM
♯)

(5.3)

⊆ M ♯ ∩ (
⋂

1≤i≤c

τ i(π−1M))
(5.2)
= Tc(M)♯.

(2) Now we assume τ(M) 6⊂ M ♯. By construction, we have Td(M
♯)♯ ⊆ M ⊆ M ♯ ⊆ Td(M

♯).

Therefore, we only need to show πTd(M
♯) ⊆ Td(M

♯)♯. Since M ♯
≤1
⊂ M ♯ + τ(M ♯) and τ(M) 6⊂ M ♯,

we have M ♯ + τ(M ♯) = M ♯ + τ(M). In fact, an inductive argument shows that

Td(M
♯) = M ♯ + τ(M) + · · ·+ τd(M). (5.4)

Equivalently,

Td(M
♯)♯ = M ∩

( ⋂

1≤i≤d

τ i(M ♯)
)
. (5.5)

According to Lemma 5.2, we have

Td(πM) ⊆
⋂

0≤i≤d

τ i(M) ⊆ M ∩
( ⋂

1≤i≤d

τ i(M ♯)
)
,

πM ♯ ⊆ M ∩ Td(πM
♯) ⊆ M ∩

( ⋂

1≤i≤d

τ i(M ♯)
)
.

(5.6)

Therefore,

πTd(M
♯)

(5.4)

⊆ πM ♯ + Td(πM)
(5.6)

⊆ M ∩
( ⋂

1≤i≤d

τ i(M ♯)
) (5.5)

= Td(M
♯)♯.

(3) Assuming τ(M) ⊆ M ♯ and c ≤ d, we will show that M satisfies (Case Y) (a stronger statement

than (3) in the assertion). Note that M+τ(M) ⊆ M ♯. Inductively, we see that Tc(M) ⊆ Tc−1(M
♯).

Since Tc(M) is τ -invariant, we have Tc(M) ⊆
⋂

i τ
i(M ♯) ⊆

⋂
0≤i≤c τ

i(M ♯) ⊆ (Tc(M))♯ by Lemma

5.2. Hence, we have

M ⊆ Tc(M) ⊆ (Tc(M))♯ ⊆ M ♯.

Since πM ♯ ⊆ M ⊆ M ♯, we have

π(Tc(M))♯ ⊆ πM ♯ ⊆ M ⊆ Tc(M) ⊆ (Tc(M))♯ ⊆ M ♯.

The proof of (4) follows from the same arguement as the proof of (3). �
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5.2. Bruhat-Tits stratification. In this subsection, we define the Bruhat-Tits stratification. Let

Λ ⊂ V be a vertex lattice of type t. Since t is an even integer, we write t = 2t. Recall from

Section 1.2 that for any lattice Λ, we let Λ̆ := Λ⊗OF
OF̆ . We define two important quotient spaces:

VΛ := Λ♯/Λ equipped with an alternating form and VΛ♯ := Λ/πΛ♯ equipped with a symmetric form.

By extending scalars to F, we obtain ΩΛ := VΛ ⊗Fq F and ΩΛ♯ := VΛ♯ ⊗Fq F. The alternating form

on ΩΛ and the symmetric form on ΩΛ♯ are defined by extending the corresponding forms on VΛ

and VΛ♯ via scalar extension.

From Proposition 3.5, we have a lattice-theoretic description of N
[h]
n,ε,red(κ), where κ is a perfect

field over F. These descriptions naturally extend to give a lattice-theoretic characterization of

Bruhat-Tits strata on κ-points:

Proposition 5.4. Let κ be any perfect field over F. The κ-points of the Bruhat-Tits strata can be

described as follows:

(1) Assume Λ is a vertex lattice of type t ≥ h. Then

Z(Λ)(κ) = {(X, ιX , λX , ρX) ∈ N [h]
n,ε(κ) | Λ⊗WO(κ) ⊆ M(X) ⊆ M(X)♯ ⊆ Λ♯ ⊗WO(κ)}.

(2) Assume Λ is a vertex lattice of type t ≤ h. Then

Y(Λ♯)(κ) = {(X, ιX , λX , ρX) ∈ N [h]
n,ε(κ) | πΛ

♯ ⊗WO(κ) ⊆ πM(X)♯ ⊆ M(X) ⊆ Λ⊗WO(κ)}.

�

Theorem 5.5. Recall that LZ (resp. LY) denotes the set of all vertex lattices in V of type ≥ h

(resp. ≤ h). Let κ be any perfect field over F, then we have following:

(1) The reduced locus N
[h]
n,ε,red is the union of closed subvarieties:

N [h]
n,ε(κ) =

( ⋃

Λ1∈LZ

Z(Λ1)(κ)
)
∪
( ⋃

Λ2∈LY

Y(Λ♯
2)(κ)

)
,

Moreover, these strata satisfy the following inclusion relations:

(i) For any Λ1 and Λ′
1 in LZ, Z(Λ1)(κ) ⊆ Z(Λ′

1)(κ) if and only if Λ1 ⊇ Λ′
1,

(ii) For any Λ2 and Λ′
2 in LY , Y(Λ

♯
2)(κ) ⊆ Y(Λ′♯

2 )(κ) if and only if Λ2 ⊆ Λ′
2.

(2) For any Λ1 ∈ LZ and Λ2 ∈ LY , the intersection Z(Λ1)(κ)∩Y(Λ♯
2)(κ) is non-empty if and only

if Λ1 ⊆ Λ2.

(3) For Λ ∈ LZ ∩LY (i.e., Λ is a vertex lattice of type h), the set Z(Λ) = Y(Λ♯)(κ) is a singleton,

corresponding to a discrete point in the RZ space called the worst point.

Proof. (1) The decomposition follows from the crucial lemma (Proposition 5.3), combined with the

characterization of κ-points given in Propositions 3.5 and 5.4.

(2) By Proposition 5.4, a κ-point in Y(Λ♯
2) corresponds to a lattice M such that:

πΛ♯
2 ⊗WO(κ) ⊆ πM ♯ ⊆ M ⊆ Λ2 ⊗WO(κ) ⊆ Λ♯

2 ⊗WO(κ) ⊆ M ♯.

If Z(Λ1) ∩ Y(Λ♯
2) 6= ∅, then there exists a lattice M ⊂ V⊗WO(κ) of type h such that

Λ1 ⊗WO(κ) ⊆ M ⊆ Λ2 ⊗WO(κ).
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This implies Λ1 ⊆ Λ2. Conversely, suppose Λ1 ⊆ Λ2, then we can find a vertex lattice of type h

such that Λ1 ⊆ Λ ⊆ Λ2. Let M := Λ⊗WO(κ) ⊂ Λ♯⊗WO(κ). By Lemma 2.1, M stable under F,V

and Π. Since Λ ⊂ V, we have τ(M) = M , hence M ∈ Z(Λ1) ∩ Y(Λ♯
2)(κ).

(3) For any vertex lattice Λ ⊂ V of type h, we have by definition Z(Λ)(κ) = Y(Λ)(κ) = {Λ⊗WO(κ)}

which is a single point (corresponds to the worst point in the local model). �

5.3. Kottwitz-Rapoport strata. In this section, we examine the relationship between two fun-

damental types of strata: the (closed) BT strata and the (closed) Kottwitz-Rapoport (KR) strata.

Our discussion relies on notation and concepts from local model theory, which is developed in

Section 4.

Proposition 5.6. Let M ⊂ N ⊗WO(κ) represents a point in N
[h]
n,ε(κ). Then one of the following

inclusions must hold:

τ(M) ⊆ M ♯, or τ(ΠM ♯) ⊆ M.

We present two independent proofs of this result: the first proof uses the crucial lemma, the

second proof uses local model theory.

First proof. Assume (X, ιX , λX , ρX) ∈ Z(Λ)(κ) corresponds to the lattices chain Λ ⊗ WO(κ) ⊆

M ⊆ M ♯ ⊆ Λ♯ ⊗WO(κ), we have

πM ♯ ⊆ πΛ♯ ⊗WO(κ) ⊆ Λ⊗WO(κ) ⊆ M.

Then we have

τ(πM ♯) ⊆ τ(Λ⊗WO(κ)) = Λ⊗WO(κ) ⊆ M.

By definition, we have (X, ιX , λX , ρX) ∈ Z. The same argument holds for Y-strata. �

Second proof. For a strict OF0-module X over a perfect field κ, recall its associated Dieudonné

module

π0M ⊂ VM ⊂ M.

There exists an identification between short exact sequences:

0 → Fil(X) → D(X) → Lie(X) → 0

∼= 0 → VM/π0M → M/π0M → M/VM → 0.

We have two transition maps λ : X → X∨ and λ∨ : X∨ → X. By [Luo24, Thm. 6.2.2], for the

Hodge filtrations

Fil(X) ⊂ D(X), Fil(X∨) ⊂ D(X∨),

we have either

λ(Fil(X)) ⊆ ι(π)D(X∨), or λ∨(Fil(X∨)) ⊆ ι(π)D(X).

Translating into the Dieudonné modules, this means:

λ(VM/π0M) ⊆ ΠM ♯/π0M
♯, or λ∨(VM ♯/π0M

♯) ⊆ Π−1(ΠM/π0M).

This is equivalent to having either

VM ⊆ ΠM ♯, or VM ♯ ⊆ M.
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The assertion now follows from the definition of τ . �

We define (closed) Kottwitz-Rapoport strata in the reduced locus of the RZ space.

Definition 5.7. (1) The F-scheme Z is defined as the reduced locus of the subfunctor of N
[h]
n,ε

consisting of tuples (X, ι, λ, ρ) over an F-scheme S such that λ∨(Fil(X∨)) ⊆ ι(π)D(X).

(2) The F-scheme Y is defined as the reduced locus of the subfunctor of N
[h]
n,ε consisting of tuples

(X, ι, λ, ρ) over an F-scheme S such that λ(Fil(X)) ⊆ ι(π)D(X∨).

Proposition 5.8. (1) We have the decomposition of the reduced locus,

N
[h]
n,ε,red = Z ∪ Y.

Furthermore, for any perfect field κ over F, we have lattice descriptions:

Z(κ) =
{
M ∈ N

[h]
n,ε,red(κ) | τ(ΠM

♯) ⊆ M
}
, and Y(κ) =

{
M ∈ N

[h]
n,ε,red(κ) | τ(M) ⊆ M ♯

}
.

(2) For any Λ1 ∈ LZ and Λ2 ∈ LY , we have Z(Λ1) ⊂ Z and Y(Λ♯
2) ⊂ Y.

Proof. Part (1) follows directly from Proposition 5.6 and the definition. For part (2), assume

(X, ιX , λX , ρX) ∈ Z(Λ)(κ) corresponds to the lattice chain Λ⊗WO(κ) ⊆ M ⊆ M ♯ ⊆ Λ♯ ⊗WO(κ).

Then

πM ♯ ⊆ πΛ♯ ⊗WO(κ) ⊆ Λ⊗WO(κ) ⊆ M.

Then we have

τ(πM ♯) ⊆ τ(Λ⊗WO(κ)) = Λ⊗WO(κ) ⊆ M.

By definition, we have (X, ιX , λX , ρX) ∈ Z. The same argument holds for Y-strata. �

Remark 5.9. (1) Proposition 5.4(2) can also be derived from the local model computation in §4.

(2) For the converse of Proposition 5.8(2), we have the following proper inclusions:
⋃

Λ1∈LZ

Z(Λ1) ( Z and
⋃

Λ2∈LY

Y(Λ♯
2) ( Y.

This follows from Proposition 5.3.

6. Deligne-Lusztig varieties

In this section, we study a class of generalized Deligne-Lusztig varieties associated with symplec-

tic, orthogonal, and general linear groups. These algebraic varieties are then used to derived global

geometric properties of Bruhat-Tits strata of Rapoport-Zink spaces.

6.1. Deligne-Lusztig varieties. Let G0 be a reductive group over Fq. We fix a maximal torus T0

and Borel subgroup B0 over Fq. Let G be the reductive group G0 ⊗Fq F over F and T := T0 ⊗Fq F

and B := B0 ⊗Fq F, with a Frobenius action Φ. Let W = WG be the Weyl group of G, let WI be

the subgroup of W generated by simple reflections in I, where I is a subset of the set of simple

reflections S of W .

Let I, J ⊂ S be two non-empty subsets. Every double coset in WI\W/WJ contains a unique

element of minimal length. Let IW J ⊂ W be the set of such elements. Then IW J → WI\W/WJ

is a bijection, which we regard as an identification.
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Definition 6.1. For each w ∈ IWΦ(I), the (generalized) Deligne-Lusztig variety XPI
(w) is defined

as

XPI
(w) := {g ∈ G/PI : g−1Φ(g) ∈ PIwPΦ(I)}.

In the remaining part of the paper, we will write DL variety for Deligne-Lusztig variety.

We recall and generalize the Görtz local model diagram introduced in [GY10, §5.2]:

G

π

}}④④
④④
④④
④④ L

!!❉
❉❉

❉❉
❉❉

❉

G/P G/P.

(6.1)

Here, π denotes the natural projection and L is the Lang map, which sends an element g to

g−1Φ(g)P . Both maps π and L are smooth of relative dimension dimP , and we have the equality

π−1(CP (w)) = L−1(XP (w)),

where CP (w) = PwP/P is the (generalized) Schubert cell in the partial flag variety G/P . This

correspondence allows us to deduce properties of DL varieties from their corresponding Schubert

cells.

Proposition 6.2. Let I ⊂ S be a non-empty subset and let w ∈ IWΦ(I).

(1) The DL variety XPI
(w) is smooth of dimension ℓ(w) + ℓ(WΦ(I))− ℓ(WI∩wΦ(I)). Here ℓ(WI) is

the length of the longest element in the Weyl group WI , and
wI := wIw−1.

(2) The DL variety XPI
(w) is irreducible if and only if WIw is not contained in a proper Φ-stable

standard parabolic subgroup of W .

Proof. Part (1) follows from [Hoe10, Lem. 2.1.3] and part (2) follows from [BR06]. �

6.2. Symplectic case. In this subsection, we study DL varieties for symplectic groups. In contrast

to [RTW14], the spaces we consider here are not of Coxeter type. Recall the notation convention

that h = 2h. Let Λ ⊂ C be a vertex lattice of type t(Λ) = t > h. Suppose from now on that t 6= 0.

We set

V = VΛ := Λ♯/Λ

with induced symplectic form 〈 , 〉. We fix a basis V = SpanFq
(e1, · · · , et, f1, · · · , ft) such that

〈ei, fj〉 = δij , and 〈ei, ej〉 = 〈fi, fj〉 = 0 for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ t.

Let F be the algebraic closure of Fq with Frobenius Φ. We denote by Ω = ΩΛ = VΛ ⊗Fq F the

symplectic space over F. Consider the standard isotropic flags F• in Ω defined by

Fi = SpanF{e1, · · · , ei} for 1 ≤ i ≤ t. (6.2)

This pins the choice of maximal torus and Borel T ⊂ B ⊂ G := Sp(Ω) which is stable under the

Φ-action. We use ∆∗ = {s1, · · · , st} to denote the set of corresponding simple reflections in the

Weyl group W = N(T )/T , where:

• for 1 ≤ i ≤ t−1, the reflection si interchanges ei ↔ ei+1 and fi ↔ fi+1, and fixes the other

basis elements;
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• The element st interchanges et ↔ ft.

For each 0 ≤ s≤ h≤ r ≤ t− 1, we denote by:

Irs := {s1, · · · , st−r−1, st−s+1, · · · , st} = {s1, · · · , st} \ {st−r, · · · , st−s}.

Note that a lot of objects we consider in the remaining of the section will depend on h (e.g. Irs).

To save notations, we drop h in the notations. We denote by Wrs the subgroup of the Weyl group

generated by elements in Irs and denote by Prs the corresponding standard parabolic subgroup.

Consider now the parabolic subgroup Phh. The space G/P
hh

parametrizes isotropic subspaces

in Ω of dimension t− h. We consider the subvariety SΛ of G/P
hh

such that for any field k over

F, its k-points are

SΛ(k) = {V ⊂ ΩΛ,k | V is isotropic, and dimV = t−h, and dim(V ∩ Φ(V)) ≥ t−h− 1}. (6.3)

For any 0 ≤ s≤ h < r ≤ t, we let:

• gi := sisi+1 · · · st−1stst−1 · · · si+1si.

• wrs := (st−hst−h+1 · · · st−s−1gt−s) · (st−h−1st−h−2 · · · st−r+1).

• w′
rs := (st−hst−h−1 · · · st−r+1) · (st−h+1st−h+2 · · · st−s−1).

Hence wh+1,s = st−hst−h+1 · · · st−s−1gt−s, and wrh = gt−hst−h−1st−h−2 · · · st−r+1, and w′
r,h−1 =

st−hst−h−1 · · · st−r+1. Note that the element gi interchanges ei ↔ fi and fixes all other elements

in the basis.

The main result of this subsection is the following:

Theorem 6.3. We have the following stratification:

SΛ =
( ∐

0≤j≤h<i≤t

XPij
(wij)

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<h<i≤t

XPij
(w′

ij)
)
∐XPhh

(id), (6.4)

such that for each 0 ≤ s≤ h≤ r ≤ t, we have the following closure relations:

XPrs
(wrs) =

( ∐

s≤j≤h<i≤r

XPij
(wij)

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<h<i≤r

XPij
(w′

ij)
)
∐XPhh

(id); (6.5)

XPrs
(w′

rs) =
( ∐

s≤j<h<i≤r

XPij
(w′

ij)
)
∐XPhh

(id). (6.6)

Moreover, SΛ is irreducible and normal of dimension t+h.

Proof. For s ≤ h < r, define a locally closed subvariety Srs of G/Prs by specifying its k-points

for any field k over F

Srs(k) :=





(Ft−r ⊂ . . . ⊂ Ft−s)

∈ G/Prs(k)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

Fi = Fi+1 ∩Φ(Fi+1) for t− r ≤ i ≤ t−h− 1;

Fj+1 = Fj +Φ(Fj) for t−h ≤ j ≤ t− s− 1;

Ft−r = Φ(Ft−r) and Ft−s +Φ(Ft−s) is non-isotropic.





.

For s < h < r, define a locally closed subvariety S′
rs of G/Prs by specifying its k-points for any

field k over F

S′
rs(k) :=





(Ft−r ⊂ . . . ⊂ Ft−s)

∈ G/Prs(k)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

Fi = Fi+1 ∩ Φ(Fi+1) for t− r ≤ i ≤ t−h− 1;

Fj+1 = Fj +Φ(Fj) for t−h≤ j ≤ t− s− 1;

Ft−r = Φ(Ft−r) and Ft−s = Φ(Ft−s).





.
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Finally it is clear that XPh
(id) is the subvariety of G/Ph whose k-points is the finite set

XPh
(id)(k) = {Ft−h ∈ G/Ph(k) | Ft−h = Φ(Ft−h)}.

We claim that:

SΛ =
( ∐

0≤j≤h<i≤t

Srs

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<h<i≤t

S′
rs

)
∐XPh

(id). (6.7)

Assuming (6.7), the decomposition (6.4) now follow from Proposition 6.7, and Proposition 6.8

below. The closure relations (6.5) and (6.6) now follows from the moduli interpretations of Srs and

S′
rs. In particular we see that XPth

(wth) is an open dense subvariety of SΛ, hence the irreducibility

and dimension of SΛ follows from Proposition 6.2 and Proposition 6.7. The normality of SΛ follows

from the normality of Schubert varieties and the Görtz local model diagram (6.1).

In the remaining part of the proof, we prove (6.7). For any point z = (Ft−h) ∈ SΛ(k), consider

the flag

(Fi)i∈Z :=
(
. . . ⊆ Ft−h−1 ⊆ Ft−h ⊆ Ft−h+1 ⊆ . . .

)
,

such that for i < t−h, Fi = Fi+1 ∩Φ(Fi+1) and for i > t−h, Fi = Fi−1 +Φ(Fi−1). Since ΩΛ is

a finite dimensional vector space, the flag (Fi)i∈Z stabilizes at both ends.

Let r ≥ h be the unique integer such that Ft−r−1 = Ft−r ( Ft−r+1. Let s≤ h be the unique

integer such that one of the following two situations occurs:

(a) Ft−s−1 ( Ft−s, Ft−s is isotropic, and Ft−s+1 is anisotropic.

(b) Ft−s−1 ( Ft−s = Ft−s+1 and Ft−s is isotropic.

Depending on whether the flag (Fi)i∈Z stabilizes first or becomes anisotropic first at the right end,

exactly one of the above situations will occur.

Consider the isotropic flag (Ft−r ⊂ . . . ⊂ Ft−s), we claim that

dimk Fi = i for t− r ≤ i ≤ t− s.

Indeed, for any t− r < i < t−h, we have

[Fi : Fi−1] = [Fi : Fi ∩ Φ(Fi)] = [Φ(Fi) +Fi : Φ(Fi)] = [Fi +Φ−1(Fi) : Fi],

where for any F ⊂ G, we denote by [F : G] := dimk F/G. Since Fi = Fi+1 ∩ Φ(Fi+1), we have

Fi +Φ−1(Fi) ⊆ Fi+1. Hence we obtain

[Fi : Fi−1] ≤ [Fi+1 : Fi] ≤ . . . ≤ [Ft−h : Ft−h−1] ≤ 1,

where the last inequality follows from the definition of SΛ.

Since by assumption Fi 6= Fi−1 for any t− r ≤ i ≤ t− h, we know [Fi : Fi−1] = 1, hence

dimk Fi−1 = i− 1. Similarly dimk Fi = i for t−h < i ≤ t− s. In other words the isotropic flag

(Ft−r ⊂ . . . ⊂ Ft−s) is a point in G/Prs(k).

Now if situation (a) occurs for Ft−s, then (Ft−r ⊂ . . . ⊂ Ft−s) lies in Srs(k). If situation (b)

occurs, then (Ft−r ⊂ . . . ⊂ Ft−s) lies in S′
rs(k), resp. in XPh

(id)(k), if in addition r = s = h.

Conversely, any point z = (Ft−r ⊂ . . . ⊂ Ft−s) in Srs(k) or S′
rs(k) or XPh

(id)(k) gives rise to

a point Ft−h ∈ SΛ, and the point z can be recovered from Ft−h by the above procedure. This

proves (6.7). �
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Remark 6.4. The DL varieties on the right hand side of (6.4) are all fine DL varieties in the sense

of [Hoe10, §2.1.2] and [HLZ19, §2.3]. Theorem 6.3 is a special example of stratification into fine

Deligne–Lusztig varieties, see [HLZ19, Thm. 2.3.1].

Remark 6.5. Let

wΛ := st−hst−h+1 · · · st−1stst−1 · · · st−h+1st−h and w′
Λ := st−h.

One can verify that (cf. the proof of Proposition 6.7)

SΛ = XPhh
(wΛ) ∐XPhh

(w′
Λ)∐XPhh

(id), (6.8)

where we can describe these DL varieties as follows:

XPhh
(wΛ) = {V ∈ SΛ | V 6= Φ(V) and V +Φ(V) is not isotropic};

XPhh
(w′

Λ) = {V ∈ SΛ | V 6= Φ(V) and V +Φ(V) is isotropic};

XPhh
(id) = {V ∈ SΛ | V = Φ(V)}.

We have the following decomposition, which refines the stratification (6.4):

• XPhh
(wΛ) =

t∐

i=h+1

XPih
(wih);

• XPhh
(w′

Λ) =
( ∐

0≤j<h<i≤t

XPij
(wij)

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<h<i≤t

XPij
(w′

ij)
)
.

This result can be established through two approaches: either via a group-theoretical argument as

shown in [HZ25, Thm. 5.4], or through the moduli descriptions given in Propositions 6.7 and 6.8.

This decomposition corresponds to the stratification of fine DL varieties, as discussed in [HLZ19,

§2.3]. In our context, these strata themselves are Deligne-Lusztig varieties, as demonstrated in

[Hoe10, Thm. 2.1.7(1)]. This provides an alternative proof of Theorem 6.3, though we will not

elaborate on this approach here. When h = 0, the component XPhh
(w′

Λ) is absent, which is evident

both from the indices in (6.5) and from the moduli description in Proposition 6.8.

To complete the proof of Theorem 6.3, it remains to state and prove Proposition 6.7 and Propo-

sition 6.8 below. First of all, it is straightforward to verify the following:

Lemma 6.6. (1) The element w
rh

stabilizes ei and fi for 1 ≤ i ≤ t− r and t−h+ 1 ≤ i ≤ t.

It acts on the remaining elements in the basis as follows:

et−r+1
--· · ·mm et−hjj ft−r+1ll · · ·mm ft−h.kk

Moreover, w
rh

is the minimal representative element in the double coset Wrwr,hWr.

(2) The element wrs stabilizes ei and fi for 1 ≤ i ≤ t− r and t− s+ 1 ≤ i ≤ t. It acts on the

remaining ei’s as follows:

et−r+1
,,

· · ·mm et−hkk et−h+1
++
· · ·

,,
et−s

ss❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣

❣❣❣
❣❣❣

❣❣❣
❣❣❣

❣❣❣
❣❣❣

❣❣❣

ft−r+1 22· · ·
qq

ft−h

ss
ft−h+1 33 · · · 22 ft−s

❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲

kk❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲

Moreover, wrs is the minimal representative element in the double coset Wr,swrsWrs.
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(3) The element w′
rs stabilizes ei and fi for 1 ≤ i ≤ t− r and t− s+ 1 ≤ i ≤ t. It acts on the

remaining ei’s as follows:

et−r+1
,,

· · ·mm et−hjj et−h+1
--
et−h+2

++
· · ·

,,
et−sll

We have the same action on the remaining fi’s. Moreover, w′
r,s is the minimal representative

element in the double coset Wr,sw
′
r,sWr,s. �

Proposition 6.7. For any integers 0 ≤ s≤ h< r ≤ t, the DL variety XPrs
(wrs) is the subvariety

of G/Prs whose k-points for any field k over F are characterized by:

XPrs
(wrs)(k) :=





(Ft−r ⊂ . . . ⊂ Ft−s)

∈ G/Prs(k)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

Fi = Fi+1 ∩ Φ(Fi+1) for t− r ≤ i ≤ t−h− 1;

Fj+1 = Fj +Φ(Fj) for t−h≤ j ≤ t− s− 1;

Ft−r = Φ(Ft−r) and Ft−s +Φ(Ft−s) is non-isotropic.





.

Its dimension is r+ s.

Proof. Let gP ∈ XP (w) be any point in the DL variety, we have g−1Φ(g) ∈ Pwσ(P ), in particular,

we can find p1, p2 ∈ P such that Φ(g) = gp1wΦ(p2). Let g0 = gp1, then we have

Φ(g0) = g0wΦ(p2)Φ(p1) = g0wΦ(p2p1).

Since g0P = gP , we conclude that:

gP ∈ XP (w) if and only if ∃g0 ∈ gP such that Φ(g0)Φ(P ) = g0wΦ(P ). (6.9)

In particular, by identifying the right coset gP with partial flags (Ft−r ⊂ . . . ⊂ Ft−s), we can

use Lemma 6.6(i)(ii) and equation (6.9) to show that any partial flag (Fi) = g0Prs ∈ XPrs
(wrs)(k)

belongs to the moduli functor defined in the assertion. Conversely, consider a partial flag (Fi) =

g0Prs in Sp(ΩΛ)/Prs(k) that defines a point in the moduli functor. We will prove that this flag

lies in XPr
(wrs)(k).

We find a common basis for all Fi and Φ(Fj) in the following three steps:

Step 1.We choose vectors ui ∈ Ft−h for 1 ≤ i ≤ t−h such that Ft−r = Spank(u1, · · · , ut−r) and

that

Fi = Fi−1 ⊕ 〈ui〉 for all t− r ≤ i ≤ t−h+ 1.

Step 2.For each t−r+1 ≤ i ≤ t−h−1, we have Φ(Fi)
1
⊂ Φ(Fi+1). For each t−r ≤ i ≤ t−h−1,

the equality Fi = Fi+1 ∩ Φ(Fi+1) implies that

Fi = Fi+1 ∩Φ(Fi+1)
1
⊂ Φ(Fi+1).

These inclusions yield:

Φ(Fi+1) = Fi +Φ(Fi), for all t− r+ 1 ≤ i ≤ t−h− 1. (6.10)

Therefore, we can find a vector ut−h+1 ∈ Φ(Ft−h) such that:

Φ(Ft−h) = Ft−h−1 ⊕ 〈ut−h+1〉.

Furthermore, by (6.10) and induction, we have ut−h+1 /∈ Fi for any t− r ≤ i ≤ t−h, and that:

Φ(Fi+1) = Fi ⊕ 〈ut−h+1〉, for all t− r ≤ i ≤ t−h− 1.
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Step 3.Finally, for each t−h+ 1 ≤ j ≤ t− s− 1 (if s= h, we skip this step), we denote by

uj := Φ(uj−1) = Φj−(t−h+1)(ut−h+1).

Since Fj = Fj−1 +Φ(Fj−1), by induction, we have

Fj = Spank(u1, · · · , uj) and Φ(Fj) = Spank(u1, · · · , ut−h−1, ut−h+1, · · · , uj+1).

To summarize, we have formed a set of vectors ui such that

Fi = Spank(u1, · · · , ui), for all t− r ≤ i ≤ t− s,

and that for any t− r ≤ j ≤ t− s, we have

Φ(Fj) =

{
Spank(u1, · · · , uj , ut−h+1), t− r ≤ j ≤ t−h;

Spank(u1, · · · , ut−h−1, ut−h+1, · · · , uj+1), t−h+ 1 ≤ j ≤ t− s.

Notice that:

• Since the subspace Ft−s is isotropic, we have

〈ui, uj〉 = 0 for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ t− s.

• Since the subspace Φ(Ft−s) is isotropic, we have

〈ui, ut−s+1〉 = 0 for all 1 ≤ i 6= t−h≤ t− s.

• Since Ft−s +Φ(Ft−s) is anisotropic, we have

〈ut−h, ut−s+1〉 6= 0. (6.11)

By normalizing ut−s+1, we may assume that the pairing equals 1.

Define a linear map between two subspaces of ΩΛ by sending

ei 7→ ui, for 1 ≤ i ≤ t− s; and ft−h 7→ ut−s+1.

This is an isometry, and by Witt’s theorem, we can find a g ∈ G that extends this isometry to an

isometry of ΩΛ. For such g, we have:

[
Ft−r ⊂ · · · ⊂ Ft−s

] g
///o/o/o
[
Ft−r ⊂ · · · ⊂ Ft−s

]
,

and [
w[r,h](Ft−r) ⊂ · · · ⊂ w[r,h](Ft−h)

] g
///o/o/o
[
Φ(Ft−r) ⊂ · · · ⊂ Φ(Ft−h)

]
.

Recall that Fi are standard flags defined in (6.2). Equivalently, we have gPrs = g0Prs and that

Φ(g)Prs = gwrsPrs. By (6.9), we have g0Prs = gPrs ∈ XPrs
(wrs).

Finally, by Lemma 6.6(1)(2), we see that wrs acts trivially on ei and fi for 1 ≤ i ≤ t− r and

t−s+1 ≤ i ≤ t, hence wrsIrs = Irswrs,. By Proposition 6.2(1), the dimension of the DL variety

XPrs
(wrs) equals ℓ(wrs) = r+ s, as desired. �

We have similar statements for the other class of DL varieties:
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Proposition 6.8. For any integers 0 ≤ s≤ h< r ≤ t, the DL variety XPrs
(w′

rs) is the subvariety

of G/Prs whose k-points for any field k over F are characterized by:

XPrs
(w′

rs)(k) :=





(Ft−r ⊂ . . . ⊂ Ft−s)

∈ G/Prs(k)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

Fi = Fi+1 ∩ Φ(Fi+1) for t− r ≤ i ≤ t−h− 1;

Fj+1 = Fj +Φ(Fj) for t−h≤ j ≤ t− s− 1;

Ft−r = Φ(Ft−r) and Ft−s = Φ(Ft−s).





.

Its dimension is r− s.

Proof. It is straightforward to verify that w′
rsIrs = Irsw

′
rs, and this concludes the dimension

formula. By Lemma 6.6(iii) and (6.9), any partial flag (Fi) = g0Prs ∈ XPrs
(w′

rs)(k) lies in the

moduli functor. Conversely, let (Fi) = g0Prs be a partial flag in G/Prs(k) defines a point in the

moduli functor, we show that this flag lies in XPr
(w′

rs)(k).

Following with the same procedure as Proposition 6.7, we can find vectors ui ∈ ΩΛ(k) such that

Fi = Spank(u1, · · · , ui), for all t− r ≤ i ≤ t− s,

and that for any t− r ≤ j ≤ t− s− 1, we have

Φ(Fj) =

{
Spank(u1, · · · , uj , ut−h+1), t− r ≤ j ≤ t−h;

Spank(u1, · · · , ut−h−1, ut−h+1, · · · , uj+1), t−h+ 1 ≤ j ≤ t− s− 1.

Since Ft−s = Ft−s−1 +Φ(Ft−s−1) is Φ-stable now, we have

Φ(Ft−s) = Ft−s = Spank(u1, · · · , uj).

Since Ft−s is isotropic, we conclude that

〈ui, uj〉 = 0, for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ t− s.

Define a linear map between two subspaces of ΩΛ by sending ei 7→ ui, for 1 ≤ i ≤ t− s. This

is an isometry and, by Witt’s theorem, we can find a g ∈ G that extends this isometry to an

isometry of ΩΛ. By the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 6.7, we have g0Prs = gPrs ∈

XPrs
(wrs). �

Remark 6.9. The DL variety XPrs
(w′

rs) ⊂ Sp(ΩΛ)/Prs in Proposition 6.8 is not irreducible in

general. Its irreducible components are all isomorphic to the DL variety associated to the general

linear group, as described in Proposition 6.12. These components are indexed by pairs of Fq-rational

subspaces F0
t−r

⊂ F0
t−s

⊂ VΛ of dimensions t− r and t− s, resp. For further details on this

matter, we refer to [RTW14, Prop. 5.7].

6.3. The orthogonal case. First, we introduce the relevant group theoretic notations in the

orthogonal case. Let Λ ⊂ C be a vertex lattice of type t < h. Since h and t are always even, we

still let h= h
2 and t= t

2 . Let n := ⌊n/2⌋ and h′ = n−h.
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6.3.1. The even dimensional orthogonal case. Assume n is even so that n − t = 2(n− t) is even.

Let Ω = VΛ ⊗Fq F be the quadratic space over F with basis {e1, . . . , en−t, f1, . . . , fn−t} such

that SpanF {e1, . . . , en−t} and SpanF {f1, . . . , fn−t} are totally isotropic and (ei, fj) = δi,j. If

VΛ is split, then the Frobenius Φ fixes e1, . . . , en−t, f1, . . . , fn−t. If VΛ is non-split, then Φ fixes

e1, . . . , en−t−1, f1, . . . , fn−t−1 but interchanges en−t ↔ fn−t.

Consider the isotropic flags F+
• and F−

• in Ω defined by

F
±
i = SpanF {e1, . . . , ei} for 1 6 i 6 n− t− 1

F
+
n−t

= SpanF {e1, . . . , en−t−1, en−t}

F
−
n−t

= SpanF {e1, . . . , en−t−1, fn−t} .

Hence when VΛ is split, we have ΦF±
• = F±

• . When VΛ is non-split, we have ΦF±
• = F∓

• .

The stabilizers of F±
• are the same, which we denote as B ⊂ H = SO(Ω). Hence B is a Φ-

stable Borel subgroup containing T where T is a maximal Φ-stable torus T ⊂ SO(Ω). We use

∆∗ = {s1, . . . , sn−t} to denote the set of corresponding simple reflections in the Weyl group W =

N(T )/T where

• si interchanges ei ↔ ei+1 and fi ↔ fi+1, and fixes the other basis elements if i < n− t.

• sn−t interchanges en−t−1 ↔ fn−t and fn−t−1 ↔ en−t, and fixes the other basis elements.

We also use t+ and t− to denote sn−t−1 and sn−t respectively.

For each 0 ≤ s≤ h′ ≤ r ≤ n− t− 1, we let

Irs :=




{s1, . . . , sn−t−r−1} if h ≥ n− 2,

{s1, . . . , sn−t−r−1, sn−t−s+1, . . . , sn−t−2, sn−t−1, sn−t} if h < n− 2,

and let Prs be the corresponding parabolic subgroup. Next, we define Weyl group elements for DL

varieties. For each 0 ≤ s≤ h′ < r ≤ n− t, let

• g±i :=





t± if i = n− t,

t−t+ if i = n− t− 1,

sisi+1 · · · sn−t−2t
−t+sn−t−2 · · · si+1si otherwise.

• w±
rs := (sh−tsh−t+1 · · · sn−t−s−1g

±
n−t−s

) · (sh−t−1sh−t−2 · · · sn−t−r+1).

Note that when h 6= n, then w±
rs (resp. g±i ) is independent of ± sign and we will simply denote it

as wrs (resp. gi) in this case.

For each 0 ≤ s≤ n−h < r ≤ n− t, let

• w′
rs = w′,+

rs := (sh−tsh−t−1 · · · sn−t−r+1) · (sh−t+1sh−t+2 · · · sn−t−s−1).

In particular, wn−h+1,s = sh−tsh−t+1 · · · sn−t−s−1gn−t−s, and wr,n−h = gh−tsh−t−1sh−t−2 · · · sn−t−r+1,

and w′
r,n−h−1 = sh−tsh−t−1 · · · sn−t−r+1. Note that the element gi interchanges ei with fi, en−t

with fn−t and fixes all the other basis vectors when i < n− t and g±
n−t

= t±.

When h = n − 2, then s = 0 and w′
r0 = w′,+

r0 = t+sn−1−t−1 · · · sn−t−r+1. In this special case,

we define another Weyl element:

• w′,−
rs := t−sn−t−2 · · · sn−t−r+1.
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6.3.2. The odd dimensional orthogonal case. In this subsection, we assume n = 2n+1 is odd. We

set

VΛ♯ := Λ/πΛ♯

with quadratic form induced from ( , ). Let Ω = VΛ♯ ⊗Fq F be a quadratic space over F. Since

VΛ♯ is of odd dimension, we can choose a basis
{
e1, . . . , en−t, f1, . . . , fn−t, e2(n−t)+1

}
such that

SpanF {e1, . . . , en−t} and SpanF {f1, . . . , fn−t} are totally isotropic and (ei, fj) = δi,j and (e2(n−t)+1, e2(n−t)+1) =

1 and e2(n−t)+1 is orthogonal to all the other basis vectors and Φ fixes all the basis vectors.

Consider the isotropic flags F• in Ω defined by

Fi = SpanF {e1, . . . , ei} for 1 6 i 6 n− t.

The stabilizer of F• is denoted as B ⊂ H = SO(Ω). Hence B is a Φ-stable Borel subgroup

containing T where T is a maximal Φ-stable torus T ⊂ SO(Ω).

We use ∆∗ = {s1, . . . , sn−t−2, sn−t−1, sn−t} to denote the set of corresponding simple reflections

in the Weyl group W = N(T )/T , where

• si interchanges ei ↔ ei+1 and fi ↔ fi+1, and fixes the other basis elements if i < n− t.

• sn−t interchanges en−t ↔ fn−t and e2(n−t)+1 ↔ −e2(n−t)+1, and fixes the other basis

elements.

For each 0 ≤ s≤ n−h≤ r ≤ n− t− 1, we let

Irs :=




{s1, . . . , sn−t−r−1} if h ≥ n− 2,

{s1, . . . , sn−t−r−1, sn−t−s+1, . . . , sn−t−2, sn−t−1, sn−t} if h < n− 2,

and Prs be the corresponding parabolic subgroup.

For each 0 ≤ s≤ n−h < r ≤ n− t, let

• gi := sisi+1 · · · sn−t−1sn−tsn−t−1 · · · si+1si.

• wrs := (sh−tsh−t+1 · · · sn−t−s−1gn−t−s) · (sh−t−1sh−t−2 · · · sn−t−r+1).

• w′
rs := (sh−tsh−t−1 · · · sn−t−r+1) · (sh−t+1sh−t+2 · · · sn−t−s−1).

In particular, wn−h+1,s = sh−tsh−t+1 · · · sn−t−s−1gn−t−s, and wr,n−h = gh−tsh−t−1sh−t−2 · · · sn−t−r+1,

and w′
r,n−h−1 = sh−tsh−t−1 · · · sn−t−r+1. Note that the element gi interchanges ei ↔ fi,

e2d+1 ↔ −e2d+1, and fixes all other elements in the basis.

6.3.3. Orthogonal Deligne-Lusztig varieties. For a quadratic space Ω over F, let R
Λ♯ ⊂ OGr(h−

t,ΩΛ) be the reduced closed subscheme such that for any field k over F, we have

RΛ♯(k) = {V ⊂ ΩΛ♯,k | V is isotropic, anddimkV = h−t, and dimk(V+Φ(V)) ≤ h−t+1}. (6.12)

The following result can be proved by essentially the same way as Theorem 6.3 and we will not

repeat it here. We also refer the readers to [HZ25] for a group theoretic approach.
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Theorem 6.10. Let h′ := n−h and t′ := n− t, where n = ⌊n/2⌋ and h = h/2 and t= t/2.

We have the following stratification:

RΛ♯ =





∐

0≤j≤h′<i≤t′

δ∈{±}

XPij
(wδ

ij) if h = n,

( ∐

0≤j≤h′<i≤t′

XPij
(wij)

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<n−h<i≤t′

δ∈{±}

XPij
(w′,δ

ij )
)
∐XP

h′h′ (id) if h = n− 2,

( ∐

0≤j≤h′<i≤t′

XPij
(wij)

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<h′<i≤n−t

XPij
(w′

ij)
)
∐XP

h′h′ (id) otherwise ,

such that for each 0 ≤ s≤ h′ ≤ r ≤ t′, we have the following closure relations:

XPrs
(w±

rs) =





∐

0≤s≤h′<i≤r

XPij
(w±

ij) if h = n,

( ∐

s≤j≤h′<i≤r

XPij
(wij)

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<h′<i≤r

δ∈{±}

XPij
(w′,δ

ij )
)
∐XP

h′h′ (id) if h = n− 2,

( ∐

s≤j≤h′<i≤r

XPij
(wij)

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<h′<i≤r

XPij
(w′

ij)
)
∐XP

h′h′ (id) otherwise.

XPrs
(w′,±

rs ) =
( ∐

s≤j<h′<i≤r

XPij
(w′,±

ij )
)
∐XP

h′h′ (id).

Moreover, RΛ♯ is irreducible and normal of dimension n− (t+h)− 1.

6.4. General linear case. In this subsection, we present the necessary results concerning general-

ized DL varieties associated to the general linear group. Let Λ1 ⊂ Λ2 be vertex lattices of type t1 and

t2, resp, such that t2 ≤ h ≤ t1. Recall that we use the notation ti = 2ti. Let V = V[Λ1,Λ2] = Λ2/Λ1

denote the vector space of dimension t = t1 − t2 over Fq and define Ω = Ω[Λ1,Λ2] := V ⊗Fq F, with

Frobenius Φ. We choose a basis V = Span(et2+1, · · · , et1). Note that the notations here are not

standard. Consider the standard flags F• defined by

Fi = SpanF{et2+1, · · · , ei}, t2 ≤ i ≤ t1.

In particular, we have Ft2 = (0) and dimF Fi = i − t2. This pins the choice of maximal torus

and Borel T ⊂ B ⊂ G := GL(Ω[Λ1,Λ2]). We use ∆∗ = {st2+1, · · · , st1−1} to denote the set of

corresponding simple reflections in the Weyl group W , such that si is the permutation between ei

and ei+1. For each t2 ≤ s≤ h≤ r ≤ t1, let

Irs := {st2 , · · · , ss−1, sr+1, · · · , st1−1}.

Denote by Wrs the subgroup of the Weyl group generated by elements in Irs and by Prs the

corresponding parabolic subgroup.

The partial flag variety G/Phh parameterizes the subspaces in Ω of dimension t1 − h. We

consider the subvariety S[Λ1,Λ2] of G/Phh whose k-points for any field k over F are given by

S[Λ1,Λ2](k) = {V ⊂ Ω[Λ1,Λ2],k | dimk V = t1 −h and dimk(V ∩ Φ(V)) ≥ t1 −h− 1}. (6.13)
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For each t2 ≤ s≤ h≤ r ≤ t1, we let

wrs := (sh · · · sr−2sr−1) · (sh−1 · · · ss+2ss+1) .

The main result is the following:

Proposition 6.11. We have a stratification for S[Λ1,Λ2]

S[Λ1,Λ2]
=

∐

t2≤j≤h≤i≤t1

XPij
(wij),

such that for each t2 ≤ s≤ h≤ r ≤ t1, we have:

Xrs(wrs) =
∐

s≤j≤h≤i≤r

XPij
(wij).

In particular, S[Λ1,Λ2]
is irreducible and normal of dimension t1 − t2 − 1.

Proof. This follows from a similar but much simpler argument to the one in the proof of Theorem

6.3, combined with Proposition 6.12. �

Proposition 6.12. For any integers t2 ≤ s ≤ h < r ≤ t1, the DL variety XPrs
(wrs) is the

subvariety of G/Prs whose k-points for any field k over F are characterized by:

XPrs
(wrs)(k) :=





(Ft−r ⊂ . . . ⊂ Ft−s)

∈ G/Prs(k)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

Fi = Fi+1 ∩ Φ(Fi+1) for s≤ i ≤ h− 1;

Fj = Fj−1 +Φ(Fj−1) for h+ 1 ≤ j ≤ r;

Ft = Φ(Ft) and Fs = Φ(Fs).





.

It is smooth of dimension r− s− 1. Moreover, the DL variety XP[t1,t2]
(w[t1,t2]

) is irreducible.

Proof. The element wrs acts on V[Λ1,Λ2] by

es+1
,,

· · ·ll eh−1kk ehll eh+1
,,
eh+2

++
· · ·

**
erkk

One can immediately check that:

Fi = Fi+1 ∩wrs(Fi+1), i = s+ 1, · · · ,h− 1;

Fj = Fj−1 + wrs(Fj−1), j = h+ 1, · · · , r− 1;

Fk = wrs(Fk), k = r,s.

The assertions now follow directly. �

7. Relation between Bruhat-Tits strata and Deligne-Lusztig varieties

In this section, we establish the identification between the BT-strata defined in §5 and certain

spaces introduced in §6. While one could construct this isomorphism directly using OF0-displays

as indicated in (7.3), we instead follow the p-divisible group construction to maintain consistency

with the existing literature [Vol10, VW11, RTW14, Wu16, HLSY23, KR12, Cho18].
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7.1. Z-strata stratification. Throughout the remainder of this paper, we fix a framing object

X
[h]
n,ε. Recall from §3.2 the hermitian space V over F of dimension n with Hasse(V) = −ε. Let

Λ ⊂ V be any vertex lattice of type t(Λ) ≥ h. We will construct an isomorphism

ΨZ : Z(Λ) ∼= SΛ,

where SΛ is defined in (6.3). For any F-algebra R and any R-point (X, ι, λ, ρ) ∈ Z(Λ)(R) in the

Z-stratum (see Definition 2.2), we have chains of isogenies

ρΛ,Λ♯ : XΛ,R
ρΛ,X
−−−→ X

λ
−→ X∨

ρ
X∨,Λ♯

−−−−→ XΛ♯,R.

Let ρX,Λ♯ be the composition ρX∨,Λ♯ ◦ λ. Applying de Rham realization, we have a sequence of

R-modules:

D(ρΛ,Λ♯) : D(XΛ,R)
ρΛ,X
−−−→ D(X)

λ
−→ D(X∨)

ρ
X∨,Λ♯

−−−−→ D(XΛ♯,R).

By definition, the image Im(D(ρΛ,Λ♯)) is a locally free direct summand of D(XΛ♯,R) = Λ♯ ⊗Fq R of

corank t = t(Λ) = 2t, such that

D(XΛ♯,R)/Im(D(ρΛ,Λ♯)) ≃ Λ♯/Λ⊗Fq R = ΩΛ,R.

Since Λ is a vertex lattice, we have ker(ρΛ,Λ♯) ⊆ XΛ[ι(π)]. This implies that the kernel of the

composition

ρX,Λ♯ := ρX∨,Λ♯ ◦ λ : X −→ XΛ♯,R

lies in X[ι(π)]. Therefore, there exists an isogeny ρ̃X,Λ♯ : XΛ♯ → X such that ρ̃X,Λ♯ ◦ ρX,Λ♯ = ι(π) :

X → X.

Lemma 7.1. For (X, ι, λ, ρ) ∈ Z(Λ)(R), we have induced filtrations

D(XΛ,R)
D(ρ

Λ,Λ♯ )
// D(XΛ♯,R)

D(ρ̃
X,Λ♯ )

// D(X)

ΠD(XΛ,R) //
?�

OO

ΠD(XΛ♯,R)
?�

OO

// Fil(X).
?�

OO

The preimage D(ρ̃X,Λ♯)−1(Fil(X)) ⊆ D(XΛ♯,R) is a locally free direct summand that contains

Im(D(ρΛ,Λ♯)). Moreover, the quotient

U(X) := D(ρ̃X,Λ♯)−1(Fil(X))/Im(D(ρΛ,Λ♯) ⊂ ΩΛ,R (7.1)

is a locally free isotropic direct summand of rank 1
2(t− h).

Proof. It suffices to check the condition on κ-points of Z(Λ), where κ is any algebraically closed

field over F. For the remainder of the proof, fix one such κ and denote Λ̆ := Λ ⊗ WO(κ) and

Λ̆♯ := Λ♯ ⊗WO(κ), where WO(κ) denotes the ring of ramified Witt vectors (Note that elsewhere in

the paper, we used the notation Λ̆ := Λ⊗OF̆0
).

By Proposition 5.4, a point (X, ι, λ, ρ) ∈ Z(Λ)(κ) corresponds to a chain of Dieudonné lattices

Λ̆ ⊆ M(X) ⊆ M(X)♯ ⊆ Λ̆♯.
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The isogeny ρ̃X,Λ♯ induces a map between Dieudonné lattices

Λ̆♯ −→ M(X), x 7→ Π · x.

Since Fil(X) = M(X)/VM(X), we have

M(ρ̃X,Λ♯)−1(Fil(X)) = Π−1VM/π0Λ̆
♯ = τ−1M/π0Λ̆

♯.

Moreover, since Λ̆ ⊆ M(X), it follows that Λ̆ = τ−1(Λ̆) ⊆ τ−1(M(X)). Therefore

Im(M((ρΛ)R)) = Λ̆/π0Λ̆
♯ ⊆ M(ρ̃X,Λ♯)−1(Fil(X)).

The quotient

U(X) ∼= τ−1(M)/Λ̆ = Φ−1(M/Λ̆) ⊂ Λ♯/Λ⊗ κ = ΩΛ,κ

has dimension 1
2(t− h), where Φ is the Frobenius in ΩΛ,κ.

For any x ∈ M and y ∈ Λ̆♯, we have 〈x̄, ȳ〉Λ̆♯/Λ̆ = 0 if and only if π〈x, y〉 ∈ (π) ⊂ OF ⊗OF0
WO(κ).

This is equivalent to y ∈ M ♯, which implies that M ♯/Λ̆ is the orthogonal complement of M/Λ̆ in

ΩΛ,κ. In particular, Φ−1(M/Λ̆) is an isotropic subspace. �

For the remainder of our discussion, recall that ΩΛ = Λ♯/Λ ⊗ F, when t(Λ) 6= h. The partial

flag variety Sp(ΩΛ)/Phh parameterizes isotropic subspaces of dimension t−h, and SΛ in §6.2 is

defined as a closed subvariety whose k-points for any field k over F are given by

SΛ(k) = {V ⊂ ΩΛ,k | V is isotropic, and dimk V = t−h, and dimk(V ∩ Φ(V)) ≥ t−h− 1}.

When t(Λ) = h, the space SΛ consists of the zero-dimensional subspace. Hence, the stratification

in Theorem 6.3 degenerates into SΛ = XPhh
(id), which is irreducible of dimension 0. By Lemma

7.1, we define the map

ΨZ : Z(Λ) −→ Sp(ΩΛ)/Phh, (X, ι, λ, ρ) 7→ U(X).

Lemma 7.2. Let κ be any perfect field over F. The map ΨZ defines a bijection between Z(Λ)(κ)

and SΛ(κ), hence it factors through SΛ, which we will still denote by ΨZ .

Proof. By Dieudonné theory, a point z ∈ Z(Λ)(κ) corresponds to a lattice M satisfying

Λ̆
n−h−t

⊂ M
t
⊂ M ♯ n−h−t

⊂ Λ̆♯,

see Proposition 5.4. The wedge condition implies M ∩ τ(M)
≤1
⊂ M , which is equivalent to

Φ−1(M/Λ̆) ∩M/Λ̆
≤1
⊂ Φ−1(M/Λ̆).

Therefore, ΨZ(z) ∈ SΛ(κ).

Conversely, let U ∈ SΛ(κ) be any geometric point. The dual space U⊥ ⊂ ΩΛ is a subspace of

dimension n−h+ t containing U . By the definition of SΛ we have

U ∩Φ(U)
≤1
⊂ U. (7.2)

We denote by M ⊂ Λ̆♯ (resp. MΦ(U)♯ ⊂ Λ̆♯ the preimage of Φ(U) (resp. Φ(U)♯) under the projection

map Λ̆♯ → Λ̆♯/Λ̆.
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Let M ♯ be the hermitian dual of the lattice M ⊂ M(X) ⊗WO(κ)[1/π0], which agrees with the

symplectic dual in the same space, see §3.2. Since Λ̆ ⊆ M , we have M ♯ ⊆ Λ̆♯. Therefore, we have

M ♯ = {x ∈ M(X)⊗WO(κ)[1/π0] | 〈x, y〉 ⊂ WO(κ) for all y ∈ M},

= {x ∈ Λ̆♯ | π〈x, y〉 ≡ 0 mod π0 for all y ∈ M},

= {x ∈ Λ̆♯ | 〈x̄, ȳ〉 = 0, for all y ∈ M},

= {x ∈ Λ̆♯ | 〈x̄, ȳ〉 = 0 for all y ∈ Φ(U)},

= {x ∈ Λ̆♯ | x̄ ∈ Φ(U)⊥ ⊂ ΩΛ,κ} = MΦ(U)♯ .

Since U
h
⊂ U ♯, we have M

h
⊂ M ♯. The relation (7.2) implies that M ∩ τ(M)

≤1
⊂ M . Next, we have

ΠM ⊂ ΠΛ̆♯ ⊆ Λ̆ = τ−1Λ̆ ⊆ τ−1M ⊆ τ−1Λ̆♯ = Λ̆♯ ⊆ Π−1Λ ⊆ Π−1M.

Hence the lattice M defines a point in N
[h]
n,ε(κ). We conclude that M ∈ Z(Λ)(κ). �

Theorem 7.3. Let Λ be a vertex lattice of type t ≥ h in V. Then the morphism ΨZ defines an

isomorphism Z(Λ) → SΛ.

Proof. By Lemma 7.2, we know that ΨZ is a bijection for any perfect field κ over F. We will show

in Theorem 7.5 that this property extends to any field k over F. Given this result and the fact

that SΛ is normal (Theorem 6.3) together with the properness of ΨZ (as it is a morphism between

projective varieties), it follows from Zariski’s main theorem that ΨZ is an isomorphism. �

Proposition 7.4. The isomorphism ΦZ is compatible with inclusions of vertex lattices.

Proof. We can check this on κ-valued points for any perfect field κ over F, where it is obvious from

the definition of the map ΨZ . �

To extend Lemma 7.2 to an arbitrary field k over F, we use OF0-displays. For any R ∈ NilpO
F̆

and R-point (X, ι, λ, ρ) ∈ Z(Λ)(R), let P(X) = P = (P,Q,F, Ḟ) be the associated OF0-display (see

§3.1). Let PΛ = (PΛ, QΛ,F, Ḟ) and PΛ♯ = (PΛ♯ , QΛ♯ ,F, Ḟ) denote the displays P(XΛ♯) and P(XΛ),

resp. The isogeny X → XΛ♯ induces an OF0-display morphism ρX,Λ♯ : P(X) → PΛ♯ . Define

U(X) := ker
[
Π : PΛ♯ → PΛ♯ ։ PΛ♯/ρX,Λ♯(Q)

]

This defines a WO(R)-submodule of PΛ♯ .

When R = κ is an algebraically closed field, by Dieudonné theory, we have P = M(X) and

VM(X) = Q ∼= ρX,Λ♯(Q) ⊆ PΛ♯ = Λ♯ ⊗WO(κ). Hence

U(X) =
{
v ∈ Λ♯ ⊗WO(κ) | Π(v) ∈ VM(X)

}

=
{
v ∈ Λ♯ ⊗WO(κ)[1/π] | v ∈ Π−1VM(X) ∩ Λ♯ ⊗WO(κ)

}

= Π−1VM(X) = τ−1M(X) ⊆ Λ♯ ⊗WO(κ).

Therefore, we can re-define

U(X) := U(X)/ρΛ,Λ♯(PΛ) ⊂ PΛ♯/ρΛ,Λ♯(PΛ) = Λ♯/Λ⊗WO(R) = Λ♯/Λ⊗R. (7.3)

This construction agrees with our previous one, as verified by checking geometric points.
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For any field k over F, the natural map k → k induces an embedding WO(κ) → WO(k), making

WO(κ) an integral domain as a subring of WO(k). Consequently, for any X ∈ Z(Λ)(k), the induced

maps PΛ → P → PΛ♯ are injective.

Proposition 7.5. Let k be any field over F. The map ΨZ defines a bijection between Z(Λ)(k) and

SΛ(k).

Proof. To construct the inverse to ΨZ(k), consider a k-point U ∈ SΛ(k) defining an isotropic

subspace U
t−h

⊂ ΩΛ,k. Via the isomorphisms ΩΛ,k = Λ♯/Λ ⊗ k ∼= Λ♯/Λ ⊗ WO(κ) = PΛ♯/PΛ, the

subspace U lifts to a lattice

PΛ

t−h

⊆ U ⊆ PΛ♯ (7.4)

Let Q := ΠU ⊂ PΛ♯ and let P be the submodule of PΛ♯ generated by Ḟ(Q). Then P := (P,Q,F, Ḟ)

defines an OF0-display over k. By (7.4), we have

ΠPΛ = QΛ ⊂ Q ⊂ ΠPΛ♯ = QΛ♯

which yields natural inclusions PΛ →֒ P →֒ PΛ♯ . The definition of SΛ ensures BT(P) defines the

subspace U in Z(Λ)(k), providing the inverse of ΨZ(k). �

Remark 7.6. An important observation from the proof of Proposition 7.5 is that while Q ⊂ PΛ

uniquely determines P ⊂ PΛ (since P“=”V −1Q), the converse fails. Indeed, by [ACZ16, Lem. 2.2],

Verschiebung can only be constructed up to a twist

V ♯ : P → WO(R)⊗σ,WO(R) P.

Thus Q“=”VP can be recovered from P only up to a Frobenius twist, which fails to be an isomor-

phism over non-perfect fields k. Consequently, an alternative map via

Z(Λ) → SΛ X 7→ U(X)fake := Im[P → PΛ♯ ]

would not yield a isomorphism Z(Λ) ∼= SΛ, but differing by a Frobenius twist.

7.2. Y-strata stratification. Let Λ ⊂ V be any vertex lattice of type t(Λ) ≤ h. We sketch the

construction (similar to §7.1) of the isomorphism

ΨY : Y(Λ) ≃ RΛ♯ ,

where RΛ♯ is defined in (6.12). For any F-algebra R and any R-point (X, ι, λ, ρ) ∈ Y(Λ♯)(R) in

the Y-stratum, see Definition 2.2, we have an isogeny ρΛ♯,X∨ : XΛ♯ → X∨. This implies that the

quasi-isogeny ρX∨,π−1Λ : X∨ → XΛ defined by ρX∨,π−1Λ ◦ ρΛ♯,X∨ = ρΛ♯,π−1Λ is an isogeny.

Since Λ is a vertex lattice, we have ker[ρX∨,π−1Λ] ⊂ X∨[π]. Therefore, there exists an isogeny

ρ̃X∨,π−1Λ : Xπ−1Λ → X∨ such that ρ̃X∨,π−1Λ ◦ ρX∨,π−1Λ = ι(π) : X∨ → X∨.

The proof of the following lemma is the same as that of Lemma 7.1 and we leave the details to

the reader.
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Lemma 7.7. For X ∈ Y(Λ♯)(R), we have induced filtrations

D(XΛ♯)
D(ρ

Λ♯,π−1Λ
)
// D(XΛ)

D(ρ̃
X∨,π−1Λ)

// D(X∨)

ΠD(XΛ♯)
?�

OO

// ΠD(XΛ)
?�

OO

// Fil(X∨).
?�

OO

The preimage D(ρ̃X∨,π−1Λ)
−1(Fil(X∨)) ⊆ D(Xπ−1Λ,R) is a locally free direct summand that contains

Im(D(ρΛ♯,π−1Λ)). Moreover the quotient

U(X) := M(ρ̃X∨,π−1Λ)
−1(Fil(X))/ImM(ρΛ♯,π−1Λ) ⊂ ΩΛ♯,R (7.5)

is a locally free isotropic direct summand of rank 1
2(h− t). �

For the remainder of our discussion, recall that ΩΛ♯ = Λ/πΛ♯ ⊗ F when t(Λ) 6= h. The variety

RΛ♯ is defined in (6.12) whose k-points for any field k over F are given by

RΛ♯(k) = {V ⊂ ΩΛ♯,k | V is isotropic, anddimkV = h−t, and dimk(V+Φ(V)) ≤ h−t+1}. (7.6)

When t(Λ) = h, the space RΛ♯ consists of the zero-dimensional subspace, hence the stratification

in Theorem 6.10 degenerates into RΛ♯ = XP[h′,h′]
(id), which is irreducible of dimension 0.

By Lemma 7.7, we define the map ΨY : Y(Λ♯) → RΛ♯ .

Lemma 7.8. Let κ be any perfect field over F. The map ΨY defines a bijection between Y(Λ♯)(κ)

and RΛ♯(κ).

Proof. By Dieudonné theory, a point y ∈ Y(Λ♯)(κ) corresponds to a lattice M satisfying

πΛ̆♯ h−t

⊂ πM ♯ n−h
⊂ M

h−t

⊂ Λ̆,

see Proposition 5.4. The wedge condition implies M ∩ τ(M)
≤1
⊂ M , which is equivalent to

M ♯ ∩ τ(M ♯)
≤1
⊂ M ♯

by Lemma 5.1. Hence, we have

Φ−1(πM ♯/πΛ̆♯) ∩ πM ♯/πΛ̆♯ ≤1
⊂ Φ−1(πM ♯/πΛ̆♯).

Therefore ΦY(y) ∈ RΛ♯(κ).

Conversely, let U ∈ RΛ♯(κ), π−1
Λ (U) be any closed point. Let πΛ : Λ → Λ/πΛ♯ denote the natural

projection map. Then the preimage π−1
Λ (U) defines a point in Y(Λ♯). Indeed, U ∩ Φ(U)

≤1
⊂ U

corresponds to M ♯ ∩ τ(M ♯)
≤1

M ♯ and the condition that U is isotropic corresponds to the condition

πM ♯ ⊂ M by similar computations as in the proof of Lemma 7.2. It is straightforward to check

that the two maps are inverses to each other. �

Now the same proof as that of Proposition 7.3 proves the following.

Theorem 7.9. Let Λ ∈ LY . Then the morphism ΨY defines an isomorphism Y(Λ♯) → RΛ♯. �
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7.3. Intersection between Y-strata and Z-strata. We now discuss the intersection of Y-strata

and Z-starta. Let Λ1 ∈ LZ and Λ2 ∈ LY be two vertex lattices such that Λ1 ⊆ Λ2. Recall from

(6.13) that we defined the variety S[Λ1,Λ2] whose k-points for any field k over F are given by

S[Λ1,Λ2](k) = {V ⊂ Ω[Λ1,Λ2],k | dimk V = t1 −h and dimk(V ∩Φ(V)) ≥ t1 −h− 1}.

The main result is:

Proposition 7.10. Let Λ1 ∈ LZ and let Λ2 ∈ LY be vertex lattices satisfying Λ1 ⊆ Λ2. The

restriction of ΨZ to the intersection Z(Λ1) ∩ Y(Λ♯
2) defines an isomorphism:

ΨZ∩Y : Z(Λ1) ∩ Y(Λ♯
2)

∼= S[Λ1,Λ2]

Proof. By Proposition 7.3, we have a natural isomorphism:

ΦZ : Z(Λ1)
∼

−→ SΛ1 , X 7→ U(X).

The inclusion Λ1 ⊆ Λ2 ⊆ Λ♯
2 ⊆ Λ♯

1 implies that the subspace (0) ⊆ Λ2/Λ1 ⊆ VΛ1 is isotropic. Let κ

be a fixed algebraically closed field over F. Let W := Λ̆2/Λ̆1 ⊂ ΩΛ1,κ. Via the isomorphism ΨZ , the

intersection Z(Λ1)∩Y(Λ♯
2) corresponds to the subvariety of SΛ1 which parameterizes all subspaces

{V ⊂ ΩΛ1,κ | V ⊆ W is isotropic, dimV = t1 −h and dim(V ∩Φ(V)) ≥ t1 −h− 1}.

Since W is isotropic, any subspace U ⊂ W is automatically isotropic. Moreover, since Λ2 ⊂ V, is

closed under Frobenius, this subvariety is isomorphic to the subvariety of the partial flag variety

that parameterizes

{V ⊂ ΩΛ1,κ | V ⊆ W with dimV = t1 −h and dim(V ∩ Φ(V)) ≥ t1 −h− 1}.

By definition, this is isomorphic to S[Λ1,Λ2]. �

7.4. Proof of Proposition 2.14. We recall the statement:

Proposition. (1) By restriction, the isomorphism ΨZ induces isomorphisms:

(i) Z(Λ1) \ Y ∼=

h−1∐

i=0

XP[i,h]
(w[i,h]);

(ii) Z(Λ1) ∩ Y ∼=
( ∐

0≤j<h<i≤t

XPij
(wij)

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<h<i≤t

XPij
(w′

ij)
)
∐XPhh

(id).

(2) Similarly, by restriction, the isomorphism ΨY induces isomorphisms:

(i) Y(Λ♯
2) \ Z

∼=

h′−1∐

i=0

XPi,h′ (wi,h′);

(ii) Y(Λ♯
2)∩Z

∼=





∅ if h = n,( ∐

0≤j<h′<i≤t′

XPij
(wij)

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<h′<i≤t′

δ∈{±}

XPij
(w′,δ

ij )
)
∐XP

h′h′ (id) if h = n− 2,

( ∐

0≤j<h′<i≤t′

XPij
(wij)

)
∐
( ∐

0≤j<h′<i≤t′

XPij
(w′

ij)
)
∐XP

h′h′ (id) otherwise.
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Proof of Proposition 2.14. Let κ be a perfect field over F and let X ∈ Z(Λ1)(κ). Denote by

M = M(X) its associated Dieudonné module.

Via the map ΨZ , the sum M + τ(M) induces a subspace U(X) + Φ(U(X)) in ΩΛ = Λ̆♯/Λ̆.

This subspace is isotropic if and only if Φ(U(X)) ⊆ U(X)⊥. Equivalently, this occurs if and only

if τ(M) ⊆ M ♯, which in turn holds precisely when X ∈ Y(κ). The claimed decomposition then

follows from the moduli description, see also Remark 6.5, particularly (6.8). Part (2) follows by

the same argument as part (1). �

Remark 7.11. Recall from Remark 6.8 that we have the following first-step decomposition:

SΛ = XPhh
(wΛ) ∐XPhh

(w′
Λ)∐XPhh

(id),

where we can describe these DL varieties as follows:

XPhh
(wΛ) = {V ∈ SΛ | V 6= Φ(V) and V +Φ(V) is not isotropic};

XPhh
(w′

Λ) = {V ∈ SΛ | V 6= Φ(V) and V +Φ(V) is isotropic};

XPhh
(id) = {V ∈ SΛ | V = Φ(V)}.

From the proof of Proposition 2.14, we established that for any M(X) ∈ Z(Λ1) with corresponding

isotropic subspace U(X) ∈ SΛ, we have τ(M) ⊆ M ♯ if and only if U(X) + Φ(U(X)) is a totally

isotropic subspace. Therefore, via the isomorphism ΨZ , we have:

Z(Λ1) \ Y ∼= XPhh
(wΛ), and Z(Λ1) ∩ Y ∼= XPhh

(w′
Λ) ∐XPhh

(id).

Similar results exist for Y-strata.

Remark 7.12. We remark that when h = n − 2, part (2) of Proposition 2.14 agrees with the

computation in the local model. More precisely, the special fiber of the local model M
[n−2]
n (see

Definition 4.1 for our notation) consists of three irreducible components:

M
[n−2]
n = Y ∪ Z+ ∪ Z−.

See [Yu19, §1.5] for computations. Following the notation in loc. cit, Y is defined as the vanishing

locus of x1, x2, while Z+ (resp. Z−) is defined by the vanishing locus of the first (resp. second)

row of Y , where the matrix Y is defined in p.22 of loc. cit. In particular, the intersection Z+ ∩Z−

is the vanishing locus of the entire matrix Y , which is the worst point.

The closure XP
t′0
(w′,±

t′0) can be regarded as Y(Λ♯
2)∩Z± (where we use Z± to denote both the KR

strata and their corresponding components in the local model). Moreover, we have: XP
t′0
(w′,+

t′0) ∩

XP
t′0
(w′,−

t′0) = XP
h′h′ (id), which aligns with the fact that Z+ ∩ Z− is the worst point.
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