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ON NEWTON STRATA IN THE BJR-GRASSMANNIAN

EVA VIEHMANN

ABSTRACT. We study parabolic reductions and Newton points of G-bundles on
the Fargues-Fontaine curve and the Newton stratification on the BIR—Grassmannian
for any reductive group G. Let Bung be the stack of G-bundles on the Fargues-
Fontaine curve. Our first main result is to show that under the identification of
the points of Bung with Kottwitz’s set B(G), the closure relations on |Bung|
coincide with the opposite of the usual partial order on B(G). Furthermore, we
prove that every non-Hodge-Newton decomposable Newton stratum in a minus-
cule affine Schubert cell in the B:R—Grassmannian intersects the weakly admissi-
ble locus, proving a conjecture of Chen. On the way, we study several interesting
properties of parabolic reductions of G-bundles, and determine which Newton
strata have classical points.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the past years, two main discoveries have revolutionized the field of p-adic
Hodge theory and of arithmetic geometry: Scholze’s construction of perfectoid spaces,
and the definition of the fundamental curve of p-adic Hodge theory by Fargues and
Fontaine. Since then, these have led to significant advances towards understanding
local and global Shimura varieties, as well as local Langlands correspondences.

The main geometric objects in this theory are (moduli stacks of) G-bundles on the
Fargues-Fontaine curve. We fix a prime p and a connected reductive group G over a
finite extension F' of Q,. Let Bung be the small v-stack assigning to every perfectoid
space S over F, the groupoid of G-bundles on Xg, compare [SW, Prop. 19.5.3]. Here,
X is the relative Fargues-Fontaine curve over S. For more details we refer to the
later sections. We denote the underlying topological space of Bung by |Bung|. Let C
be an algebraically closed complete non-Archimedean field over Fp. By [F], we have
a bijection B(G) — Bung(C') where B(G) is Kottwitz’s set of Frobenius-conjugacy
classes of elements of G (F‘ ). Here, F' denotes the completion of the maximal unram-
ified extension of F'. We obtain a bijection B(G) — |Bung|, see [Scho, Prop. 12.7].
We denote the G-bundle corresponding to some [b] € B(G) by &p.
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The set B(G) carries a partial order which also describes the specialization order
among F-isocrystals with additional structure in characteristic p, cf. [RR]. Using
Kottwitz’s classification [K1], the elements [b] € B(G) are described by two invariants.
The first is to associate with b € G(F) its image under the Kottwitz map kg, an
element of 71 (G)r, where T is the absolute Galois group of F'. The second invariant
is the Newton point v, of b. If G is quasi-split, this is an element of X*(T)(Bﬁdom, where
we refer to Section 2] for the notation, and also for the analogue for non-quasi-split
groups. In terms of these invariants, the partial order is then given by [b] < ['] if
kG (b) = k(b)) and vy — 1y is a non-negative rational linear combination of positive
coroots. We equip B(G) with the unique topology induced by the opposite of this

partial order, i.e. [b”] € {[p']} if and only if [’] < [b”'], compare Corollary [.8
Theorem 1.1. The bijection |Bung| — B(G) is a homeomorphism.

As was pointed out to us by P. Scholze and D. Hansen, this result (together with a
deep result of Fargues and Scholze on local charts for Bung) immediately implies the
following theorem, which proves a conjecture of Chen, [Chel Conj. 2.11]. For details
compare Section [3.4] below.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be quasi-split and let [b] > [V'] € B(G). Let P be the parabolic
subgroup of G with Levi factor M the centralizer of vy and such that v, is anti-
dominant with respect to P. Let by € [b] N M (E) with M-dominant Newton point v,
Then &y has a reduction (Ey)p to P such that (Ey)p xT M = 51%1 is the M -bundle

corresponding to the class of bys in B(M).

Several partial results towards Theorem [[]] have already been obtained in the
past years: By results of Kedlaya-Liu [KL, Thm. 7.4.5] and Scholze-Weinstein [SW]|
Cor. 22.5.1], &y € {Ey} implies vy < vy, In [FS, Thm. 111.2.7], Fargues and Scholze
prove that the map & — kqg(b) is locally constant. In particular, the map in the
theorem is continuous.

Hansen [Hanl] proves the remaining assertion on openness for G = GL,, using
Theorem [[2 for this case. Indeed, the main result of [B+6] is that Theorem [[2 holds
for GL,,. To prove Theorem [[LT] Hansen starts with a vector bundle corresponding
to [b'] together with a filtration such that the associated graded vector bundle cor-
responds to some [b”] > [b/]. He then constructs a family of vector bundles with
filtration with the same Newton polygon v, that degenerates into a vector bundle
where the associated filtration is split, allowing to conclude that it has the desired big-
ger invariant [b”]. However, the methods used in [B£6] are tailored to the GL,,-case,
and it is not clear how to generalize them to other groups.

The idea for the proof of Theorem [Tl is completely different from Hansen’s ap-
proach. We use families of G-bundles constructed as modifications of the trivial
G-bundle via Beauville-Laszlo uniformization of Bung. It turns out to be hard to
compute the element in B(G) corresponding to the modification associated with a
given point in the BCJ{R—Grassmannian Grg. To circumvent this difficulty, we replace
the computation of individual Newton points by that of the Newton point on a dense
subset of a suitable semi-infinite cell in Grg, see Theorem Then we use the
well-known closure relations between semi-infinite cells to conclude.

To explain our second main topic, let C' be a complete and algebraically closed
extension of F. Then we have the Cartan decomposition

Gra(C) = [[ GBIR(C)n(€) T G(BI(C)/C(BL(C)
{u}
where the union is over all conjugacy classes of cocharacters of G. It corresponds
to a subdivision of Grg into locally spatial sub-diamonds, the affine Schubert cells
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Grg,,, whose C-valued points are the contribution for the respective p in the above
decomposition.

Let b € G(F) be a basic element, i.e. a minimal element of B(G) with respect to
the partial order. From the Beauville-Laszlo uniformization, we have for every point
z € Grg,,(C) a modification &, of the G-bundle &,. Subdividing Grg, ), according
to the isomorphism class of &, , induces a decomposition of Grg , into locally closed

locally spatial sub-diamonds Gr[va‘/]u , called Newton strata. The set of [V'] € B(G)
such that the associated Newton stratum is non-empty is denoted B(G, u,b), for an

explicit description compare Definition and Corollary 5.4l For b = 1, we obtain
the classical Kottwitz set B(G, pu,1) = B(G, —pdom). Let [V'] € B(G,u,b) be the

unique basic element. Then the corresponding Newton stratum Gr[cb;]ub is open in
Grg,,, and we call it the admissible locus. If y is minuscule and rg(b) = pf, then

') = [1] and Grl;], , can be identified with the admissible locus F(G, 1, ) in the flag
variety for (G, ) in the sense of Rapoport and Zink [RZ], compare the constructions
by Hartl [Har2] and Faltings [Fal], for those pairs (G, u) considered in loc. cit.

It is a difficult and open question to describe the admissible locus. A first ap-
proximation is the weakly admissible locus constructed by Rapoport and Zink [RZ]
and Dat-Orlik-Rapoport [DOR], who defined an open adic subspace F(G, i, b)"® of
the adic flag variety associated with G and p. In Section H below we define the
weakly admissible locus Gr‘é’;ﬁ‘“ for affine Schubert cells Grg . For minuscule p, it
coincides with the classical weakly admissible locus via the Bialynicki-Birula isomor-
phism Grg , — F(G, 1)°. For general p it is however not equal to the inverse image of
the classical weakly admissible locus under the corresponding Bialynicki-Birula map.
The weakly admissible locus is an open subspace of Grg,, containing the admissible
locus, and the two spaces have the same classical points (i.e., points defined over any
finite extension of F ), compare Theorem below. However, even for y minuscule
the weakly admissible and the admissible locus only coincide in exceptional cases, for
so-called fully Hodge-Newton decomposable pairs (G, ), see [CES, Thm. 0.1]. It is
natural to ask for a description of the complement, i.e. the intersection of the weakly
admissible locus with the other Newton strata.

In this context, [b'] € B(G, u, b) is called Hodge-Newton decomposable if its Newton
point satisfies V,E,L = (wpgl ) € mi(L)r,g for some proper Levi subgroup L of the
quasi-split inner form of G containing the centralizer of v,. In Proposition[Z.8§we show
that if [b'] is Hodge-Newton decomposable, then L corresponds to the Levi subgroup
of a parabolic subgroup L of G and every modification & , for x € Gr[g,]ujb(C) has
a reduction to “°L (as modification, not only as modified bundle). We use this to
show that Hodge-Newton decomposable Newton strata do not intersect the weakly
admissible locus. Our second main result is that the converse also holds.

Theorem 1.3. Let G be a connected reductive group over F. Let {u} be a minuscule
conjugacy class of cocharacters of G, let b € G(F) be basic and let [V'] € B(G, u,b).
Then the following are equivalent.
we b’
(1) Grigr, , NGl # 0.
(2) [t'] is Hodge-Newton indecomposable.

Several people have been working on this question before, and there are a number
of partial results available. In [Chel Thm. 5.1] Chen observes that the proof of [CES|
Thm. 6.1] yields the following (although the assertion in [CES] is slightly different):
Firstly, non-emptiness of Grg®, , N Grg]%b implies Hodge-Newton indecomposability
of [t']. In [Chel Conj. 5.2], Chen conjectures the assertion of Theorem[[3] at least if G
is quasi-split and v, = p* as elements of m (G)r . Chen, Fargues and Shen prove this
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assertion for Hodge-Newton indecomposable [b'] that are minimal in B(G, p, b)\ {[bj]}
with respect to the usual partial order. Here, [bj] denotes the unique basic element
in B(G, u,b). Finally, Chen [Chel, Prop. 5.3] proves several particular cases for the
group G = GL,, and explicit elements [b']. Shen [Sh] proves a variant of the results
of [CFS| for non-minuscule p.

The approach we take to prove Theorem is quite the opposite of trying to
generalize the existing proofs. Whereas previously, only elements close to the basic
[by] € B(G,u,b) were considered, our main step is to prove the theorem for the
maximal Hodge-Newton indecomposable element of B(G, i, b). We then use Theorem
[L1 to deduce the general assertion.

Another interesting outcome of our study of the weakly admissible loc/us and its
classical points is Theorem [55 which characterizes all Newton strata Gr[cb;ﬁ]#’ , having
classical points.

Acknowledgment. 1 thank Miaofen Chen, Laurent Fargues, Paul Hamacher, David
Hansen, Urs Hartl, Kieu Hieu Nguyen, Michael Rapoport and Timo Richarz for help-
ful discussions and David Hansen and Peter Scholze for making preliminary versions
of [Han2] resp. of [F'S] available to me. I am grateful to Miaofen Chen, Qihang Li and
the referees for pointing out some inaccuracies in the first version of this paper.

2. BACKGROUND

2.1. Notation. Let F' be a finite extension of Q,. We fix a uniformizer = of F. Let
F be the completion of the maximal unramified extension of F'. Let I' denote the
absolute Galois group of F.

Let G be a connected reductive group over F' and H a quasi-split inner form. Fix
an inner twisting G = Hg.

Let A be a maximal split torus of H. Let T be its centralizer, and let B be a Borel
subgroup of H containing 7. Let U be its unipotent radical.

For quasi-split G we denote by W the Weyl group with respect to 7', and by wyq
its longest element. For w € W and * any element or subset of G, we denote by "“x
the conjugate of * by w.

Denote by (X*(T),®, X.(T),®") the absolute root datum, by ®* the positive
roots and by A the simple roots of T" with respect to B.

Further, (X*(A), ®o, X.(A4), ®y) denotes the relative root datum, ®J the positive
roots and Ay the simple (reduced) roots.

Let

(2.1) N(G) = (Hom(Dg, G7)/G(F))"

where D is the pro-torus with character group Q, and where G(F) acts by conjugation.
Then the inner twisting induces an identification N'(G) = N (H) = X.(A)g,.dom-

On X.(A)g resp. X.(T)g we consider the partial order given by v < v if v/ — v is
a non-negative rational linear combination of positive relative resp. absolute coroots.
For this we do not assume that the elements are dominant.

We caution the reader that we use both the additive and the multiplicative notation
for elements of X, (A) and X, (T), and sometimes switch from one to the other.

We denote by B(G) the set of G(F)-o-conjugacy classes of elements of G(F). These
are classified by two invariants, compare [K1], [K2], [RR]. The first is the Kottwitz
map kg : B(G) — m(G)r, where m1(G) = 71 (H) is the quotient of X, (T') by the
coroot lattice. The second is the Newton map v : B(G) — N(G). Then the map

(kg,v) : B(G) = m(G)r x N(G)
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is injective. The two invariants are related by the condition that for every [b] € B(G),
the image of [b] under

B(G) 5 N(G) =2 X.(A)g.dom — X+(T)o — 71 (G)ro

agrees with the image of kg ([b]). Here, the above maps are the Newton map, the
natural inclusion and the natural projection.

The set B(G) has a partial order. It is defined by [b] < [b'] if kg (b) = ke (b') and
1% S Uy .

Definition 2.1. Let [b] € B(G) be basic and {u} a conjugacy class of cocharacters
of G. We write u € X.(T) for the dominant representative. Then let

(22)  B(Gub) = {IV] € BG) | na®) = ra(®) — 1, v < (5™ )aom).
Here p° is the Galois average of p and pf = p*¢ is the image of p in 71 (G)r. These
subsets inherit a partial order from the partial order on B(G).

Remark 2.2. (1) For [b] = [1] we obtain B(G, pu,1) = B(G, (—it)dom)-
(2) In [CES, 4], Chen, Fargues and Shen write B(G, kg (b) — i, v (1) dom ) for
the set that we denote by B(G, u, b).
(3) These subsets parametrize the non-empty Newton strata in a given affine
Schubert cell, compare Corollary 5.4 below.

2.2. The Bj;-Grassmannian. We recall from [CS| 3.4] and [SW] 19] the Bj;-
Grassmannian and its decomposition into affine Schubert cells.

For a perfectoid affinoid F-algebra (R, Rt) consider the surjective map Wo,. (R>) —
RT and let £ € Wo,.(R>") be a generator of its kernel. Then we denote Bjj; (R) the
¢-adic completion of Wo, (R>F)[1/7] and Bar(R) = Bix(R)[¢71Y].

The B:{R—Grassmannian Grg of G over Spa F' is the sheaf for the pro-étale topol-
ogy representing the functor that maps any affinoid perfectoid F-algebra (R, RT) to
the set of pairs consisting of a G-torsor £ on SpecB;'R(R) and of a trivialization of
ElspecBar(R)- It is also the étale sheafification of the functor mapping a pair as above
to G(Bar(R))/G(Bfx(R)).

Let C be an algebraically closed and complete extension of F'. Then we also write
Bir = Bgr(C) and B;R = B;R(C). Choosing an isomorphism B;R >~ (€], the
Cartan decomposition gives a disjoint decomposition

Gre(C) = [ G(Bip)n ()G (Br)/G(Bjr)
{u}
where the union is over all conjugacy classes of cocharacters of G.

Let {u} be a conjugacy class of cocharacters of G, and let E be its field of definition.
We recall the affine Schubert cell associated with p. It is defined as the subfunctor
Grg,, of Grg, g assigning to S the set of all maps S — Grg such that for all complete
and algebraically closed C, and any Spa(C,C%) — S, the corresponding element of
Grg(C) lies in G(Bir)u(€)~'G(B{r)/G(BJy). Furthermore, let Grg,<, be defined
similarly, using a union of G(Bjy)-cosets over all ¢/ < u. By [SW], 19.2], Grg <, is a
spatial diamond and proper over Spd E, and Grg,, is a locally spatial diamond which
is open in Grg, <.

For the rest of Section assume that G is quasi-split and let T, B, and U be as
above. Let K be a complete field extension of F' such that G is split over K.

Definition 2.3. Let n € X.(T)daom- Let S, be the subfunctor of Grg (—p),...kx

assigning to a perfectoid space S over Spa K the set of maps S — Grg,(—y) ..,k Such

that each geometric point Spa(C’, (C')*) — S corresponds to an element of

U(BiR(C))n(€)G(BR(C")/G(Bir(C") C G(Bir(C"))n(€)G(Bir(C"))/G(Bir(C")).
5



Proposition 2.4. The map Sy, — Grg (—p)gom, K 1S an open immersion. In partic-
ular, Sy is a locally spatial diamond. Furthermore, it is £-cohomologically smooth of
dimension (2p,n).

Here, for the notions of ¢-cohomological smoothness and dimension we refer to
[Scho|. For the proof of Proposition 2.4 we need some preparation.

Remark 2.5. Let E be the field of definition of the conjugacy class of . We denote
by F(G, 1) the associated flag variety over E. Let b € G(F'). By [SW] Prop. 19.4.2)
(and [CS| 3.4] for G = GL,,) there is a natural Bialynicki-Birula map

BB = BB, : Grg,, — F(G, p)°.

If 1 is minuscule, BB, is an isomorphism, [SW, Prop. 19.4.2]. Let C' be a complete
field extension of F. For z € Grg ,(C) we have the following intrinsic description.
We write

v = a1 (§)G(BiR)/G(Br)
with 21 € G(Big). Then the class of z; in G(Biz)/(G(Big) N p 1 (6)G(Biz)(&))
is uniquely determined by x, and BB(x) is its image under the map to F(G, p)°(C)
induced by the reduction G(Bj;) — G(C).

Remark 2.6. Let G be quasi-split. We consider the decomposition of the flag variety
F(G, 1) into Schubert cells for the action of B. Let P, be the parabolic subgroup
(containing B) corresponding to some pt € X, (T")dom and let W, be the corresponding
subgroup of the Weyl group W of G. Then

FGw= |J FGwp"
weW/W,

with F(G, 1)*(C) = U(C)wP, (C)/P(C),

Proof of Proposition [24 Since 7 is assumed to be dominant, the defining condition
on C’-points is equivalent to being an element of G (B )U(Biz )n(€)G(BiR)/G(BiR)
where G'(Bj;) C G(BJy) is the kernel of the reduction modulo £&. This in turn is
equivalent to BB(_,) .. (z) being in the open Schubert cell in the flag variety for
(=m)dom- This implies the first assertion, and the second is an immediate conse-
quence, since Grg,(—p),... 15 a locally spatial diamond.

The assertion on smoothness and dimension follows from the same assertions for

Grg,, in [ES| VI.2.4]. O
The Iwasawa decomposition induces a decomposition
Gra(C) = [ UBa)MOG(BHR)/G(BL)-
XX, (T)

Definition 2.7. Let A € X,.(T).

(1) For n € X.(T)dom we define Sy, to be the locally spatial sub-diamond

)‘(5)77(5)_1577,77 C Grgc.
(2) For X € X,(T) let Sy be the subsheaf of Grg ¢ such that S — Grg ¢ is in Sy
if each geometric point Spa(C’, (C")*) — S corresponds to an element of

U(Bar(CNAME)G(BR(C)/G(Bir(C")-
Proposition 2.8. S\ is an ind-diamond, and

(2.3) S\ = h_r}n Sxam

N€X4(T)qom

as v-sheaves.



Proof. Multiplying by A(¢)~! we may assume that A = 1. Let S be affinoid perfectoid
and consider a morphism S — S,. Since Grg = limGrg <, it induces a morphism
- <

u
S — Grg, <, for some p. Since A = 1, the image of p in 71 (G) is trivial. We want to
show that the above morphism factors through some S} . It is enough to show that
for p as above there is an 7 € X, (T)qom such that every geometric point of Grg <,
that lies in Sy is in fact a geometric point of Sy ;.

We choose a faithful representation G — GL,, for some n, and may thus assume
that G = GL,,. Recall that we consider p with trivial image in m1(G). Replacing u
by a larger element we may assume that it is of the form ((n — 1)a, —a,...,—a) for
some a > 0. Then z € Grg,<,(C) if and only if all entries of any representing matrix
(with coefficients in Bqr(C) = C((€))) have valuations greater than or equal to —a.
The point « lies in S1(C) if this representing matrix can be chosen in U(Bggr). These
conditions together imply that z € S1,(C) for n = 2ap”, i.e. (a,n) = a for every
simple root a. (]

Remark 2.9. (1) By [Shl Prop. 6.4], Sy is locally closed and

Sy=J v
M<A
(2) From the Iwasawa decomposition we obtain Grg,c =[], Sx.
(3) If the intersection Sy N Grg <, is non-empty then the same proof as in the
classical case shows that Agom < (—ft)dom-

3. THE NEWTON STRATIFICATION AND PARABOLIC REDUCTIONS

3.1. Modifications of G-bundles and Newton strata. We recall the construction
of modifications of G-bundles and Newton strata in the adic flag variety. For more
details, compare [CS| 3.5], [Farll 4.2] or [E'S, II1.3].

Let S be a perfectoid space in characteristic p. Then we have the associated relative
Fargues-Fontaine curve, compare [SW| 11]. It can be defined as Xg = Yg/¢? where
for affinoid S = Spa(R, R™), we have

Ys = Spa Wo,.(R") \ {[w]r = 0}.

Here, w is a pseudo-uniformizer of R, and 7 the chosen uniformizer of F. For § =
Spa (Cy, C’gr ) for a complete and algebraically closed non-archimedean field Cy we
also write X instead of Xg.

A G-bundle on Xg is defined as an exact tensor functor from the category of
representations of G to the category of vector bundles on Xg or directly as a G-torsor
locally trivial for the étale topology.

We denote by Bung the small v-stack of G-bundles on the Fargues-Fontaine curve.
It assigns to every perfectoid space S over I, the groupoid of G-bundles on Xg. For
details we refer to [FS| 3]. We denote the underlying topological space by |Bung|.

By [E] (and [Schol Prop. 12.7]) we have a bijection between |Bung| and the set
B(G). To translate [F}, Def. 1.1] into our terms, let b € G(F). Let & be the G-bundle
on X obtained by taking the descent of the trivial G-torsor on Y via the Frobenius
map (bo) ® ¢, where ¢ is the Frobenius on Y.

Let us also recall the algebraic Fargues-Fontaine curve. Let O(n) be the line bundle
on X forb=n"". Let P = @,~, H*(X,O(n)). The summand for some n is equal to
O(Y)#="". The algebraic curve is defined as X = Proj(P). There is a morphism of
ringed spaces X — X inducing an equivalence of categories between the categories
of vector bundles on X and on X, respectively, compare [Far1].

We recall the Beauville-Laszlo morphism from [SW], 19] and [FS| TI1.3]. As in [SW]
19], Grg can be seen as the functor mapping any affinoid perfectoid S = Spa(R, RT)
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over Spd F' to the set of G-torsors over Spec(Bj{R(Rﬁ)) together with a trivialization
over Byr(R*). Here RF is the unique untilt of R corresponding to the map S — Spd F.

Let £ 2 &, be a G-bundle over X, for some b € G(F). The untilt F corresponds
to a point co € Xp». By [E] and [Al Thm. 6.5], €|XFb\{OO} is trivial, and we tacitly
always fix a trivialization.

For S as above consider = : S — Grg. By [SW| Prop. 11.3.1], S is a closed
Cartier divisor of Xg». Gluing & = &, over Xg \ S and the trivial G-torsor over
Spec(Bji (R)) using the gluing datum given by z a la Beauville-Laszlo, we obtain a
G-bundle &, = & . Mapping x as above to £, we obtain a canonical map

BLy : Grg,, — Bung.

Definition 3.1. For [V'] € B(G) let Gr[cb;:]u,b be the subdiamond corresponding to
IBLy|~*({& }) C |Grg,ul. Itis called the Newton stratum (for the datum (b, {u}, [b'])).

As in [CS] 3] this defines a decomposition of Grg , into locally spatial locally closed
subdiamonds.

Remark 3.2. (1) Replacing b by g~ 'bo(g) for some g € G(F) corresponds to a
multiplication of the trivialization of &|x\ ). In particular, multiplication
by ¢! on Grg identifies Newton strata for modifications of &, with Newton
strata for modifications of £g-1p4(y)-

(2) By [El 4], if £ = & for some [b'] € B(G), then —rg(V') is the first equivariant
Chern class ¢1(€) of £. Let b € G(F) and z € GrgLﬁb(C). By [CS| Lemma
3.5.5] we have

(3.1) — ho(V) = ¢ (Ene) = i + (&) = p* — re(b).

In this work we are mainly interested in Newton strata for modifications of the
G-bundle associated with a basic element b. In Corollary 5.4 below we show that in

this case a Newton stratum Gr[cb;]H » is non-empty if and only if [0'] € B(G, i, b).
Definition 3.3. Let [b'] € B(G, p,b) be the unique basic element. Then the corre-

sponding Newton stratum Gre; |, , = Gr[cb;:]u,b is called the admissible locus (for the
datum (b, {u})).

3.2. Adjoint quotients and inner forms. In this subsection we collect some re-
duction steps and comparisons that we need later on to reduce proofs to the case of
quasi-split G.

3.2.1. Let G be a connected reductive group over F. Let G,q be its adjoint group.
By a subscript ad we denote images under the projection pr: G — Gaq.

By [FS| Lemma ITI.2.10], the induced morphism pr : Bung — Bung,, is a surjective
map of v-stacks. By [Schol Prop. 12.9], the corresponding map |pr| : |Bung| —
|Bung,,| is thus a quotient map.

Let b € G(F) be basic and {u} a conjugacy class of cocharacters of G. Since the
value of k¢ is constant on B(G, u,b), the projection B(G, i, b) — B(Gad, ftad, bad) is
injective.

Furthermore, passing to the adjoint group commutes with the Beauville-Laszlo
map. In particular, for each [b'] € B(G,p,b), the morphism pr : Grg — Grg,,

(b2l

: . b
restricts to a map pr: GrG%b — GrGadaHadabad.

3.2.2. Let by € G(F) be basic. Let Gy, be the inner form of G obtained by twisting
with bo.
We obtain an isomorphism Bung = Bung, by mapping a G-bundle £ on Xg to
the Gp,-torsor of isomorphisms of G-torsors Zsom(&p,,E). On points, it induces a
8



bijection B(G) = B(Gh,) sending [bg] to [1]. In terms of our above construction of &,
we can make this more explicit. Let C' be again a complete and algebraically closed
extension of F' and let b € G(C). Then £ is obtained by descending the trivial
G-bundle on Y via the Frobenius that is twisted by bo. We map it to the descent of
the trivial Gp,-bundle on Y via the Frobenius twisted by (bby *)(boo) where byo is the

Frobenius map on Gj,. In other words, the above bijection maps EbG to Ebbb,“l. This
map changes the Newton point of each class by v4,, which is central, and the Kottwitz
point by adding kg (bo), compare [K2l 3.4]. In particular, the bijection between B(G)
and B(Gy,) is compatible with the partial orders on the two sets.

Let {1} be a conjugacy class of cocharacters of G, and assume that b € G(F) is

basic. Restricting the above map, we also obtain a bijection
B(Gv Hy b) = B(Gboa Hy bbal)

Using the definition of Gy, as an inner form of G, the identity map G¢ — Gy,.c
induces an isomorphism Grg,c — GerO,c. It identifies corresponding Newton strata

b b'by "
Gr[c,]u,b and Gr[GbOO,u},bb;l for all (V'] € B(G, p,b).

3.3. Parabolic reductions.

3.3.1. Slope vectors and non-positivity. Let G’ be a parabolic or Levi subgroup of G.
Let £ be a G-bundle on X. Then a reduction of £ to G’ is a G’-bundle €5 on X
together with an isomorphism &g x@' G- E.

Let P be a parabolic subgroup of G, let M be the Levi quotient of P and let N be
its unipotent radical.

Definition 3.4. Let £ be a G-bundle on X and £p a reduction to P. Then the map
X*(P)—=Z
X = deg(x«Ep)

is Galois invariant and can thus be viewed as an element v(Ep) € m (M)or =
X.(Z M)<52’ called the slope vector of the reduction.

In case that G is quasi-split and that P is standard, we can also view v(Ep) as an
element of X, (T)g = X.(A)q that is central in M.

We call the reduction non-positive if for each P-dominant character x € X*(P/Z¢)
we have deg x«(Ep) < 0.

Remark 3.5. (1) Assume that G is quasi-split and that P is standard. Then non-
positivity is a weaker condition than requiring that the slope vector of the
reduction is anti-dominant. For example, consider G = GL,,. Then a reduc-
tion of a bundle to a standard parabolic subgroup P with some slope vector
v is non-positive if and only if all breakpoints of the polygon corresponding
to v lie below the straight line joining the endpoints of the polygon.

(2) In order to switch between the conventions for slope vectors of parabolic
reductions of G-bundles and for the Newton vectors of the associated elements
of B(G) we introduce the following notation: For v in X, (A4)g or X.(T)g let
v* = wo(—v) where wy is the longest Weyl group element.

(3) Assume that G is quasi-split. If &€ = &, for some [V'] € B(G), let P be the
parabolic subgroup associated with v = ;. Then £ has a unique reduction
to P of slope vector v, called the canonical reduction of &, see [E]. The cor-
responding slope polygon v = v(Ep) = v}, is the Harder-Narasimhan polygon
of £.

9



Let & be a G-bundle on X and £p any reduction to a parabolic subgroup
of G. Then the comparison theorem for the Harder-Narasimhan reduction
implies that the slope vector v of Ep satisfies v < ).

Proposition 3.6. Let G be a quasi-split reductive group over F and let P be a
standard parabolic subgroup. Let M be its Levi quotient, and fix an embedding M C P.
Let b € M(F). Let & = EF be the associated G-bundle over X. Let Ep be any
reduction of € to P. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) Sp XP M = Slfw

(2) Ep = 5153

(3) There is an automorphism of £ identifying the subtorsor Ep with EF — EbG.

Definition 3.7. Let G be reductive over F' and let P be a parabolic subgroup of G.
Let £ be a G-bundle on X and let £p be a reduction to P. We call the reduction £p
split if (Ep x¥ M) xM G = £.

Remark 3.8. Let £ be a G-bundle on X and let £p be a reduction to P. Let by €
M(F) with Ep xP M = EM . Then the reduction Ep is split if and only if £ =
EG . This is then also equivalent (by Proposition B.G) to conditions (2) or (3) of the
proposition. Notice that we do not make any dominance assumption on the slope
vector of the reduction.

Proof of Proposition[3.6 Clearly, (3) = (2) = (1). For the converse, we first consider
the case of GL,,. Using the equivalence between GL,,-torsors and vector bundles, we
are in the following situation: We have a vector bundle F of rank n and a decompo-
sition F = F; @ - -- & F,. for some r. Further we have a filtration F§ = (0) C Fj C
-« CFl = F with F]/F!_; = F;. We have to show that there is an automorphism
of F mapping F, to @ j<iFi- We may assume that all F; are stable by refining
the filtration and the decomposition using a decomposition of each F; into stable
subbundles. Using descending induction on r it is enough to show that there is an
inclusion F, — F inducing an isomorphism F = F,._; & F,. Let A, be the slope of
the (stable) vector bundle F,. Let F be the filtration step of the Harder-Narasimhan
filtration of F|_; of Harder-Narasimhan slopes > \,. We view it as a subbundle of F
whose Harder-Narasimhan vector is the initial part of the Harder-Narasimhan vector
of F consisting of all slopes > A, except for the part corresponding to F,.. Since the
Harder-Narasimhan filtration as well as refinements having the same slope polygon
are split for vector bundles on X, we have F = F @ F’ for some F' and similarly
for F_,. Replacing F by F’' we may assume that all slopes of F are less than or
equal to A,. Then we have a canonical map F, < F as the first filtration step of
the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of /. The composition with the projection to F,
maps JF, to a subbundle of F,. which is also a quotient of F,.. Since F, is stable, it is
either equal to F;- (in which case we have constructed the desired section of F — F,.)
or trivial. However, in the latter case, the map F,, — F would have image in F,._1,
in contradiction to our assumption that all Harder-Narasimhan slopes of F,_; are
smaller than A,.. Thus we obtain an induced isomorphism F = F/_; & F,., which by
induction implies the proposition for G = GL,,.

Now we consider the general case. Again we can refine the parabolic reduction £p
using a refinement of the canonical reduction of £Ep x M to assume that Ep xT M is
a stable M-bundle. Let HN(E) denote the Harder-Narasimhan polygon of £. Let E.an
be the canonical reduction of £, a reduction to the standard parabolic subgroup Py of
G corresponding to HN(E). Let w be the shortest representative of the unique class
in Wp\W/Wp, with w(HN(E)) = HN(Ep x¥ M). Then the parabolic reductions £p
and E.., are in constant relative position w over all of X, where the relative position
is defined as in [Schil 4]. Indeed, this can be checked on a suitable representation G —
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GL,,, where it follows from (3) for GL,,. Intersecting the two reductions of £ we obtain
a sub-Q-bundle £ where Q = PNV PR = wflPﬂPo. Let @, be the unipotent radical
of Q. Then from the explicit description of w (and the fact that £p x M is stable), we
obtain Q/Q, = M and £g x? Q/Q, = Ep xT’ M is a reduction of £. Viewing £ as a
subtorsor of E.an, we can now apply the same argument as in [F, Proof of Prop. 5.16]
(which also works for refinements of the canonical reduction since H*(X,%) = 0
for any vector bundle %2 on X whose Harder-Narasimhan slopes are all > 0). We
obtain that &g = (g x? M) x™ @Q where we choose an embedding of M into @ that
is a section of the projection map. Altogether we obtain subtorsors £y — £ —
Ep — &. From Harder-Narasimhan theory together with the explicit description of
the automorphisms of £ in [ES] IT1.5.1], we obtain that £3; (as subtorsor) is obtained
from &M by an automorphism of € which then also identifies £p and &F. O

3.3.2. Inner forms. Let b e G(F).

We consider a parabolic subgroup P of G that is stable under bo. Then we obtain
a P-bundle over X¢ by descending the trivial P-bundle on Y via the Frobenius given
by (bo) ® ¢. It can be seen as a reduction &, p of & to P in the generalized sense
that we do not require P to be defined over F'.

Let by € G(F ) be basic and such that P as above is also stable under bpo. Then
the parabolic subgroup P can also be seen as the base change to F of a parabolic
subgroup Py, of Gy, (defined over F). The above reduction & corresponds to a

reduction (Egb,”l)pbo of Egbfl to Py, C Gy, in the sense of Section B.3.1]
0 0

Two special cases are of particular interest: If b is basic, we can apply these
considerations to by = b. If P is defined over F', we can take by = 1.

Remark 3.9. Let by, by be basic such that P is stable under bgo and under b;0. From
the definition of being non-positive, we obtain that the reduction (Sgb,“l) p,, 18 non-
0

positive if and only if the same holds for (Ebibjl )Py, -
1

Indeed, the condition depends on pull-backs of the bundles under characters of P
which are invariant under byo resp. under byo. These two conditions are equivalent
since bob; * stabilizes P and is hence contained in P.

3.3.3. Modifications.

Remark 3.10. Recall (for example from [CFS|, Lemma 2.4]) the following comparison
between parabolic reductions of modifications. Let £ = &, be a G-bundle on X and
let & be the modification of £ associated with some trivialization of &|x\ (s} and
some v € Grg(C). Then the isomorphism between &£|x\ (o0} and &'|x\ (o0} induces
for every P a bijection

(3.2) {reductions of £ to P} — {reductions of £ to P}.

On the other hand, a reduction of some b € G(F) to a parabolic subgroup P or to its
Levi subgroup M is defined (following [CES| Def. 2.5]) as an element b’ € [b] N P(F)
resp. b € [b] N M(F) together with some g € G(F) with ' = g~ 'bo(g), up to
equivalence. Here, (byr,g) ~ (h='baro(h), gh) for any h € M(F).

The notions of parabolic reduction of some b € G(F') and of the associated G-bundle
&y do not correspond to each other. A reduction of b to P induces a natural reduction
of & to P, but not conversely. In particular, the analog of ([B2]) for reductions of b
would be clearly false.

Considering modifications of P-bundles, and of the associated M-bundles, we ob-
tain the following easy, but very useful observation.
11



Lemma 3.11. Let £y be an M-bundle on X together with a trivialization of its
restriction to Spec(B('fR), and let Ep = Eyy xM P and € = Eyy xM G. Let z €
Grg(C). From the Iwasawa decomposition G(Bar) = P(Bar)G(BiR) we obtain a
representative o of x in P(Bar). Let pry,(x) be its (well-defined) image in Grys(C).
Then by the previous remark, Ep induces a reduction (E,)p of €, to P. It coincides
with the modification of Ep corresponding to xg. Furthermore, we have

((EP)I()) xP M =~ (5M)prM(m)-

Lemma 3.12. We use the notation of Lemma[Z 11

(1) The slope vector v((E,)p) coincides with the image of cM (EpxT M)—pr ()M
71 (M) in 71 (M)rg. Here, pry,(x)* denotes the image of pry,(x) € Gray
under the projection to m (M)r.

(2) Assume that G is quasi-split and that x € Sx\(C) for some A € X, (T). Let
EP be the trivial B-bundle, and & = EE xB G. Then the slope vector of the
induced reduction (E;)p is —A°.

(3) Let P C P’ C G be two parabolic subgroups, and let Ep be a P-bundle over X
with slope vector vp. Then the slope vector vp: of Ep x¥ P’ is the image of
v under the projection map w1 (M)g,r — m1(M')g,r.

Proof. The first assertion follows from Lemma BTl together with (B1).

The second assertion follows from the first, using that in this case Zp; = M =T,
and that the map to X.(T)§ = m1(G)r,g maps A to A°.

The third assertion is obvious. (]

For later use we consider the following application.

Corollary 3.13. Assume that G is quasi-split. Let x € GdrgL1 for some [b']. Let P be
a standard parabolic subgroup of G, and let M be its standard Levi factor. Assume that
the reduction (£1,.)p corresponding to the reduction EF of &1 is split, (E1,.)p xT M
is semistable, and the slope vector of (&1,4)p is P-regular and anti-dominant. Then
x € P(F)M(Bar)G(Byr)/G(Bjg)-

Proof. Let (€1,2)nm be an M-subbundle of (€1 ) p with (£1,2)p = (€1,2)m x™ P. Since
(€1,2)m xM P is semi-stable, the slope vector of (£1,.)p coincides with the Harder-
Narasimhan vector of (81@) pxP M. The slope vector is P-regular and anti-dominant,
thus (€1 5)a is uniquely determined as the intersection of (€1 )p with the canonical
reduction of £ , as in the proof of Proposition3.6l Using the Iwasawa decomposition
G(Bar) = P(Bar)G(Bjy) we find a representative o of x in P(Bgr), and denote
by pry(z) its (well-defined) image in Grp;(C). From the above modification we
obtain that (&1,)m = (E1.)p xT M = S%YM(I). We now compare the modification
between 7 and (€1 ;) p given by  to the modification between M and (&1 ) a given
by pr;;(z), and the associated modification of the P-bundles obtained by taking a
pushout to P: Let & € M (Bgr) describe a modification of M-bundles that is inverse
to prys(z). It induces a modification between (€1 ,)a x™ P and a P-torsor £ on X
with &, xF M = &M, By [Chel, Cor. 2.9], this implies that £}, is a split reduction of
EY to P. In other words, the two inverse modifications corresponding to pr,, () (as
modification of (€1.) x™ P = (€ ,)p) and z coincide up to an automorphism of
EP. Thus there is an element g € P(F) such that gz € M (Bar)G(Biz)/G(BiR). O

3.4. Opposite reductions. Assume that G is quasi-split. In this section we consider
parabolic reductions whose slope vector is anti-dominant, and such that the associated
M-bundle is semistable, to prove that Theorem [[I] implies Theorem The idea
for this proof was pointed out to us by D. Hansen.
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We consider the local charts for Bung introduced in [ES] V.3]. Let [b] € B(G). Let
M be the centralizer of its Newton point v, and let P be the parabolic subgroup with
Levi factor M such that v, is P-anti-dominant. Then M, is defined as the v-stack
assigning to any perfectoid space S over Fq the groupoid of P-bundles £p over S
such that €p x* M is the M-bundle £ associated with the reduction of [b] to the
centralizer of its Newton point. It is a cohomologically smooth Artin v-stack.

We consider the natural map m, : M — Bung mapping £p to Ep xF G. By
[ES, Thm. V.3.7], it is partially proper, representable in locally spatial diamonds and
cohomologically smooth.

We can now prove that Theorem [LT] implies Theorem

Proof of Theorem[[4. Let [b] > [V/] in B(G). We have to show that the point of
Bung corresponding to [b] is in the image of 7,. However, since 7, is cohomologically
smooth, the induced map on topological spaces is open. The split P-bundle 51% xM p
is mapped to [b]. Hence by Theorem [[LT] the image of 7, contains all [b'] < [b]. O

4. THE WEAKLY ADMISSIBLE LOCUS

Definition 4.1. (1) A point z € Grg(C) is weakly admissible for b = 1 if and
only if for any parabolic subgroup P of G, the reduction (&; ;) p of &1 5 induced
by the reduction & of £ is non-positive.

(2) Let b € G(F) be basic. Then & € Grg(C) is weakly admissible for b if the
corresponding point z € Grg, (C) as in Section is weakly admissible for
1.

(3) We denote the set of weakly admissible points (for b) by Grg »(C)V2.

From this we immediately obtain the following lemma that in particular allows to
reduce the computation of weakly admissible points from a reductive group to the
quasi-split inner form of its adjoint group.

Lemma 4.2. Let b € G(F) be basic.

(1) x € Grg(C) is weakly admissible for b if and only if xaa € Grea,, (C) is weakly
admissible for b,q.

(2) Let by € G(F) be basic. Then x € Grg(C) is weakly admissible for b if and
only if x € Grg, (C) is weakly admissible for bbal.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that G is quasi-split and let b € G(F) be basic. Then x €
Grg(C) is weakly admissible for b if and only if for every standard parabolic subgroup
P with standard Levi factor M and every reduction byy = g~ 'ba(g) of b to M, the
reduction (E.)p of e induced by the reduction 51%4 xM P of & is non-positive.

Proof. Let P be a parabolic subgroup of G,. Then P can be seen as a parabolic
subgroup of G stable under bo. Since G is quasi-split, P is conjugate (by some g) to
a standard parabolic subgroup P’ of G, which is then stable under g~1bo(g)o. Since
it is defined over F, this holds if and only if g~ 'bo(g) is in the stabilizer of P’, which
equals P’. Modifying g by a suitable element of the unipotent radical of P’ we may
assume that g~ 1bo(g) is in the standard Levi factor of P’. In this way o-conjugation
with g translates between reductions of &, as in the lemma, and reductions of 516';
to P. O

Remark 4.4. Using the preceeding two lemmas, one could also define the weakly
admissible locus for non-basic b: An z € Grg(C) is weakly admissible for b if the
corresponding element 2,9 € Gry(C) (where H is the quasi-split inner form of G,q)
satisfies the property of Lemma
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Remark 4.5. Let G be quasi-split. Recall that a o-conjugacy class [b] € B(G) is
superbasic if it does not have a reduction to any proper Levi subgroup of G. Every
[b] € B(G) has a reduction bys to a standard Levi subgroup M such that [bas]as
is superbasic in M and such that the M-dominant Newton point of [bas]as is G-
dominant. Since M is standard and corresponds to a minimal Levi subgroup of Gy,
it is uniquely defined by [b].

For any standard Levi subgroup M we consider the averaging map
avay : Xu(A)g = m(M)rg — Xu(Zu)g = Xu(A)g
as well as the corresponding map

avar : Xo(T)g = m(M)rg — X (Zu)g — Xi(A)g.

Lemma 4.6. Let G be a quasi-split connected reductive group over F and let b € G(F)
be basic. Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G with standard Levi factor M and
such that b has a reduction byy = g~ 1bo(g) to M with [bys]ar superbasic in M. Then
x € Grg(C) is weakly admissible if and only for every j € Gy(F) and corresponding
A with jz € (gUg™ 1) (Bar)MN€)G(Bir)/G(Bir) we have avi (=) < avg(—A).

Proof. Replacing b by by replaces Gy by Gb,, = g~ 'Gpg, and x is weakly admissible
for b if and only if ¢~ ' is weakly admissible for by;. Thus we may assume that
b=by and g =1.

By Lemma [£3] = is weakly admissible if and only if for every standard parabolic
subgroup P’ with standard Levi factor M’ and every reduction by, of b to M’,
the reduction (& 4)pr of &, induced by the reduction Eé\é// xM' P! of & is non-
positive. By Remark 5] M is the unique minimal element among the standard Levi
subgroups containing a reduction of b. Hence M C M’, and by = h~tbo(h) with
h = jh' € Gy(F)M'(F). Thus the reduction (&, ) pr is a coarsening of the reduction of
&,z to P obtained from the reduction j~'bo(j) = b of b to M. If this finer reduction is
non-positive, then the same holds for (£ ;) p. Thus x is weakly admissible if and only
if for every reduction j~!bo(j) = b of b to M, the corresponding reduction (& ,)p of
Ep,» 18 non-positive. Now we use Lemma 3 T2 and the fact that v, is central to compute
the slope vectors of these reductions. The reductions are non-positive if and only if for
each j, the corresponding A € X, (T) with jz € U(Bar)A\(§)G(Bir)/G(BJy) satisfies
avyr (=) <avg(=A). O

The next lemma is the generalization to our context of the assertion that admissible
implies weakly admissible.

Lemma 4.7. Let x € Grg(C) be such that & 5 is semi-stable. Then x is weakly
admissible for b.

Proof. By Lemmal4.2] and Section [3.2] we may assume that G is quasi-split, replacing
it by a quasi-split inner form of its adjoint group. The condition that &, is semi-
stable implies that for every parabolic subgroup P of G, every reduction of &, to
P is non-positive. Weak admissibility requires this condition only for particular such
reductions. O

By Corollary 54] below, an = as in the lemma exists at least if b itself is basic.
Altogether we obtain

Proposition 4.8. Let G be a reductive group over F, let {u} be a conjugacy class of

cocharacters of G and E its field of definition. Let b € G(F') be basic. Consider the

subfunctor Grg;”, , of Grg,, with Grg”, ,(S) consisting of those elements of Grg,.(S)

such that for every geometric point of S, the associated element of Grg, . (C) lies in
14



Grg . p(C)Y. Then Grgl, ,, defines a locally spatial diamond over E which is open
in Grg, .

Proof. As usual we may assume that G is quasi-split. We use the notation of Lemma
We may assume that b = by;. By Lemma A6, the complement in Grg, is
a union of translates (by elements of Gy(F')) of the subspaces Sy N Grg,, where
Adom < (—ft)dom and with avas(—A) £ avg(—A). The union of the above subspaces
SxN Grg,, is stable under P,(F'). In particular, the above union of translates of this
union of subspaces is profinite.

Furthermore, avy (—)) £ avg(—A) implies the same condition for every X' < .
From the closure relations for the Sy as in [Shl Prop. 6.4] we thus obtain that the
complement is closed in Grg,,, which implies that Gr¢?, , is a locally spatial diamond
over I/, and open in Grg 4. (|

Remark 4.9. From the density of the basic Newton stratum that we prove in Corollary
and Lemma [A.7 we obtain that the weakly admissible locus is also dense in Grg ..

In the remainder of this section we compare our notion of weak admissibility to
the semi-stable locus in flag varieties via the Bialynicki-Birula map, compare Remark

Let G be a reductive group over F and let {1} be a conjugacy class of cocharacters
of G. Let E be its field of definition. We denote by F(G, u) the associated flag variety
over E. Let b € G(F). Let C be a complete field extension of F. For z € F(G, u)(C)
we denote by pu, € {p} the associated cocharacter, which is then defined over C.
For every representation (V| p) of G we have an associated filtered isocrystal defined
as (Vi, p(b)o, Fils,, Vo). Then z is semi-stable if for every (V,p), the associated
filtered isocrystal is semi-stable, compare [DOR] Def. 8.1.5] for details. This defines
a partially proper open adic subspace F(G, u,b)* C F(G, u) whose C-valued points
are the semi-stable points defined above. If kg(b) = p* € m(G)r g, such z are also
called weakly admissible.

Lemma 4.10. Let {u} be minuscule. Then the Bialynicki-Birula map induces an
isomorphism Gr¢s, , — F(G, i, b)*°.

Proof. The Bialynicki-Birula map is an isomorphism between the affine Schubert cell
and the flag variety. Thus it remains to show that the claimed restriction exists and
is a surjection on C-points for any algebraically closed complete extension of F'.

Let z € Grg,,(C). It is weakly admissible for b if and only if z.q € Gra,, u..(C)
is weakly admissible for b,q. By [DOR] Prop. 9.5.3(iv)] an analogous statement holds
for the semi-stable loci. Thus we may assume that G is adjoint.

Let G’ be a quasi-split inner form of GG, obtained by twisting with a basic element
bo € G(F). Let b € G(F) and let b = bby ' € G'(F) the corresponding element. Again
by [DOR], Prop. 9.5.3], we obtain an identification of the associated semi-stable loci

F(G, i, b)* = F(G', i, b)*.

By Lemma above we have a corresponding comparison for the weakly admissible
loci in the affine Schubert cell. Hence it is enough to prove the lemma for quasi-split
G, in which case it is an immediate consequence of [CES, Prop. 2.7] together with
Lemma [£3] above. O

Example 4.11. For non-minuscule pu, the Bialynicki-Birula map is not an isomor-
phism and the notions of weakly admissible resp. semi-stable loci do not correspond
to each other any more, as we now illustrate. In particular, our definition of weak
admissibility coincides with the corresponding definition in the latest version of [Shl,
but not with the definition in previous versions of Shen’s article.
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We call z € Grg,,(C) classically weakly admissible if BB(z) is semi-stable in the
above sense.

We consider the case G = GLag,, b = diag(p?,p*) of constant Newton slope 2,
and p = (4,0). Notice that this is even an example where rg(b) = 1, so that the
flag variety notions of weak admissibility and of semi-stability coincide. Furthermore,
G, = G in this case.

We first compute the classically weakly admissible points. The flag variety F (G, p)
is decomposed into two Schubert cells, the class of the identity element forms the
Schubert cell for 1 whereas its open complement is the Schubert cell for s = (12).
The semistable locus is the complement of the G(Q,)-orbit of the closed Schubert
cell.

Let I C G(Bj) be the subgroup of elements whose image in G(C) is in the Borel
subgroup B of upper triangular matrices. Thus an element z € Grg ,(C) is classically
weakly admissible if and only if for all j € Gy(Q,) = G(Q,) we have

Jjx € Isﬂil(f)G(B;R)/G(B;R)
= I(1™"aom(§)G(Bir)/G(Bir)
= U(B;_R)(Mil)dom(g)G(Bc—li_R)/G(B(—li_R)
where U is the unipotent radical of B. If this is the case, then in particular, jx €
S(11-1)aom (C) for all j, which by Lemma 6] implies that x is weakly admissible.

Let A = (—1,—3). The points of (Sx N Grg,,)(C) # O do not satisfy the above
condition, and are thus not classically weakly admissible.

Consider now the complement of the weakly admissible locus. It is a profinite union
of G(Qp)-translates of the intersections of Grg,, with Sy for X € {(—3,—1),(—4,0)}.
These intersections are of dimensions 1 and 0, respectively, as can be shown by an
explicit calculation. In particular, they are of dimension less than that of Sy N Grg 4,
which is 3. Hence there are weakly admissible points (in Sy N Grg,,.(C)) which are
not classically weakly admissible.

The function field analog of this example has been studied (using different methods)
by Hartl, [Harll Ex. 3.3.2, d = 4].

5. CLASSICAL POINTS

In this section we consider the particular properties of points defined over a finite
extension K of F. These generalize well-known results (such as for example the
theorem of Colmez and Fontaine that weakly admissible implies admissible) to our
setting. As an application we determine which Newton strata have classical points.

Since we are not interested in results for a particular such field K, but rather in
the set of all classical points, we assume throughout that K is a sufficiently large
finite extension of F' so that all relevant elements, subgroups, etc. are defined over K.
We choose a split maximal torus of G defined over K, and contained in some Borel
subgroup B whose unipotent radical we denote by U. Let {u} be a conjugacy class
of cocharacters of G.

Proposition 5.1. The Bialynicki-Birula map induces a bijection
Grau(K) = F(G, p)(K).

Proof. For G = GL,, this is shown in [FF, Prop. 10.4.4]. The Bialynicki-Birula

map is functorial. Choosing a faithful representation of GG, we thus obtain that also

the Bialynicki-Birula map for G is injective on K-valued points. To show that it

is surjective, let ¢ € F(G,u)(K). Let g € G(K) be an inverse image under the

projection G — F(G,u). Using that K < Bj;(K), we obtain an element z =

G NGB (K))/G(BJ (K)) € Gre () with BB(z) = g. 0
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We now fix a basic element b € G(F).

Theorem 5.2. Let x € Grg, ,(K). Then the following are equivalent.

(1) = € Grg, , ,(K),

(2) x € Grg?u,b(K),

(3) BB(z) € F(G, u, b)*(K).
If kg (b) = u¥, this is also equivalent to BB(z) € F(G, 1, b)*(K), and by definition we
then have F(G, p,b)*(K) = F(G, p, b)"(K).

Lemma 5.3. Assume that G is quasi-split. Let x € Grg,,(K) and let w € W be such
that y = BB(x) is in the Schubert cell for w. Then x € S_,»(K).
In particular, an intersection Sx N Grg,, has classical points if and only if —\ €

W..

Proof. We have y € U(K)wP,(K)/P,(K). Let § be a representative in U(K)w, and
# the image of ju~'(¢) in Grg(K) (using that K is a subring of B, (K)). Then by
definition & € S_,w (K), and Z is the unique preimage of y under the Bialynicki-Birula
map. Thus x = 7 is as claimed. (]

Proof of Theorem [52.3. As usual we may assume that G is adjoint and quasi-split over
F, and we choose a standard parabolic subgroup P of G with standard Levi subgroup
M and such that b has a reduction by; to M that is superbasic in M. Replacing b by
by modifies all relevant subspaces by left multiplication by a fixed element g € G (15 ).
Thus we assume that b = bys from now on.

We begin by proving the equivalence of (2) and (3). The complement of the semi-
stable locus is a profinite union of Schubert cells. More precisely, y := BB(z) is
semi-stable if and only if for every j € Gy(F'), the element jy is in a Schubert cell
for some w with avy(p®) < avg(p®). By Lemma this is in turn equivalent to
jx € S_,w(K) for the same w. But this is by definition the same as the condition
that z is weakly admissible (the slope vector of the reduction of & j, to P being
—avy (—p®) = ava (u®)).

Now we prove the equivalence of (1) and (3). For G = GL,, this is [FF, Prop. 10.5.6].
For general (adjoint) G we choose a faithful representation (p, V') of G which is then
also homogenous in the sense of [DOR] 5.1]. Then an element y € F(G, p)(K) is semi-
stable if and only if p(x) € F(GL(V), pou) is semi-stable (by [DOR) Prop. 9.5.3]). By
the result for GLy, this is equivalent to p(BBg'(y)) = BBéi(V)(p(y)) being admissi-
ble, where BB™! denotes the inverse of the Bialynicki-Birula bijection of Proposition
Bl It remains to show that a classical point © € Grg,,(K) is admissible for b if
and only if p(z) is admissible for p(b). Let Ebcfw =~ &5 for some [b'] € B(G). Then

5;}(};)(‘;()1) = 5;}(1;,()‘/). The element x is admissible if and only if 14 is central. A central

element of N'(GQ) is determined by its image in 71 (G)g. Since G is adjoint, v is thus
central if and only if it is trivial. This is equivalent to p(vy) = v,y = 1.

The last assertion is well-known. To prove it, one reduces again to GL,,, in which
case this is due to Colmez and Fontaine [CF]. O

Corollary 5.4. Gr[gL p is non-empty if and only if [b'] € B(G,u,b). Furthermore,
the Newton stratum Gré{’}%b for the basic class [by] € B(G, 11,b) has a classical point.

Proof. For minuscule p, this is shown by Rapoport in [Rl Cor. A.10]. The proof of his

statement uses as an essential step the minuscule case of Theorem above. Using

Theorem in general, Rapoport’s argument then carries over almost literally to the

non-minuscule case (the necessary results in [DOR] making no assumption on p). O
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Theorem 5.5. Let G be a connected reductive group over F and {u} a conjugacy
class of cocharacters of G. By p we denote as usual the dominant representative in

X.(T). Let b € G(F) be basic.

(1) Let [V'] € B(G, u,b). Then Grg:]ﬂﬁb has a classical point if and only if there
is a w € W such that Z/IE,M = Z/IEM — M where M is the centralizer of the
Newton point of [b'].

(2) Let [V'] € B(G,u,b). Then Gr[cb:/,]gu,b has a classical point if and only if Gy has
a parabolic subgroup P such that [V'b~]q, has a representative in P whose
1mage in the Levi quotient M 1s basic in M.

(3) If G is quasi-split, the condition in (2) is equivalent to the condition that b
has a reduction to the centralizer of vy .

Remark 5.6. In particular, a non-empty Newton stratum Gr[cb;:]# for minuscule p and
[b'] € B(G, i, b) has a classical point if and only if the condition in (2) is satisfied.

Furthermore, if [0/] € B(G), then Grg has a classical point x with &, , = & if and
only if the condition in (2) is satisfied.

Example 5.7. Assume that G is quasi-split and that [b] € B(G) is superbasic, i.e. no
o-conjugate of b is contained in a proper Levi subgroup of G. Then all classical points
of Grg,,» are in the basic Newton stratum.

Proof. Since we always assume that kg(b') = kg (b) — i, each of the above conditions
is equivalent to the respective condition for the images in G,q. Thus we may assume
that G is adjoint. Furthermore, replacing G by an inner twist by some by we may
assume also in (1) and (2) that G is quasi-split.

If [b'] is basic, the Newton stratum has a classical point by Corollary 54l Also, all
of the other conditions are satisfied. Thus the theorem holds in this case. From now
on we assume that [0'] is not basic.

In the context of (1) let x € Gr[cb;/_L_b(K). Since x is not admissible, it is also not
weakly admissible. Thus there is a standard parabolic subgroup P together with a
reduction bys of b to its Levi factor M such that the reduction of &, to P induced
by 8%[ xM P has a slope vector v with v £ avg(v). We choose P and the reduction
of b in such a way that v becomes maximal (i.e., there is no strictly bigger v’ for any
such reduction of &, ;).

Claim. v is dominant.

Assume that v is not dominant. Since it is central in M, there is a simple root « in
the unipotent radical of P such that (o, v) < 0. Let P’ 2 P be the parabolic subgroup
corresponding to the simple roots in M together with . Then v is anti-dominant in
M’. Consider the reduction of &, , to P’ for the same reduction bys of b. Its slope
vector is central in M’ with the same image in 71 (M")g r. In particular, it is strictly
bigger than v, contradiction.

By maximality of v, the modification (&, .)p x¥ M of 6}% is weakly admissible
(compare the generalities in the proof of [CEFS| Lemma 6.4]). Since x is classical, also
pras(x) is classical. Hence this modification of M-bundles is admissible. Thus (&, 4)p
is a P-bundle with dominant slope vector v and such that the associated M-bundle
is semi-stable. As in the proof of [F], Prop. 5.16], this implies that (£, .)p xT M is a
reduction of (&, ,)p to M, and hence a reduction of &, , to M. We obtain vy = v*.

Let g € G(F) with by; = g~ 'bo(g). Replacing « by ¢~z (which is still classical)
we may assume that b = by; and that the reduction of b = bys to by is the identity.
Let A € X.(T) be such that 2 € S)(C). By Lemma B3 —\ = u* for some w € W.
We also have a reduction of b’ to the centralizer of its Newton point, which we denote
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again by ¢’. Then by Lemma [3.12, we obtain ug,M = k() = kar(bar) + wo(A)iv =
Vﬁ]v[ _ wow,]iM
b K :

For the converse assume that there is a w € W such that V,E,M = ng — ot
where M is the centralizer of the Newton point of [b']. We first show that b has a
reduction to M. Again we may assume that o’ € M(F'). Let by € M(F) be basic
in M with rp(byr) = k(b)) + p#. Then the M-dominant Newton point v

is the unique element that is central in M and with 17 = I/g,M + p® v Thus by
M

our assumption, by is the desired reduction of b to M. By Corollary [5.4] the basic
locus for modifications of Ei\fl in GrM,%idom C Grg,, has classical points, and the

corresponding basic class has Kottwitz point s (bas) — p®# = kpr(b'). Hence it is
equal to [b']as, which finishes the proof of (1).

(3) holds since parabolic subgroups of G containing b (and thus stable under bo)
are in bijection with parabolic subgroups of Gp. Thus for (2), it remains to show that
for quasi-split groups, the condition in (3) is equivalent to the existence of a classical
point in Gr[cb;:]<u,b.

If Grg:L .. Das a classical point, then the same holds for Gr[cb;:};u,b for some p’ < p.
From the proof of (1) we see that this implies that [b] has a reduction to M, which
proves one direction. Conversely, assume that by is contained in the centralizer of
vy, and that [b'] € B(G,u,b). Using (1) it is enough to show that there is a p/ <
and a w € W with (V) = kar(bar) — (1)@#. For the proof of this assertion
we pass to the inner form Gy of G, and may thus assume that b = 1. Then G is in
general no longer quasi-split, but by our asumption on b, the centralizer M of the
Newton point v, and the associated parabolic subgroup P are still defined over F.
We may assume that b’ € M(F). We now have ['] € B(G, —u). By [He, Thm. A],
this implies that there is a g € G(Bar) with g7 1'o(g9) € G(Big)p  (€)G(BiR). We
use the Iwasawa decomposition to write ¢ = mnk with m € M(Bgr), n € N(B4r)
where N is the unipotent radical of P, and k € G(BCJ{R). We may assume that
k = 1. Then g~'¥o(g9) € P(Bar) N Grgu(C). Let b = m~'b'a(m). We have
g Wo(g) = n~tm~Wo(mn) = n~[bo(n)b~1]b with n=[bo(n)b~!] € N(Bgr). Thus
b = m~'Wo(m) is the retraction of g~'0'a(g) to M, and as such lies in Grg <.
Let puo € X.(T) be such that b € Gray,,,(C). Since b € [b']ns, this implies [0']y €
B(M, —pi0). Furthermore, to,dom < g, and (—po)i = Iijw(i)) = rkp(b). Thus po has
all required properties of (u)™. O

Remark 5.8. From the first part of the proof we obtain the interesting fact that for
classical points, the Newton point of &, , is v* where v is a maximal element in the set
of slope vectors of reductions of &, ,, to parabolic subgroups P induced by Eé\]{[ xM p
for some reduction by; of b to M. Such maximal slope vectors v are studied more
systematically in subsequent joint work with K. H. Nguyen [NV].

6. THE TOPOLOGY OF Bung
6.1. The generic Newton stratum in a semi-infinite cell.
Lemma 6.1. Assume that G is quasi-split and let A € X,.(T). Then the set
B(G, 2 wo()) := {[t'] € B(G) | ka(b) = M, wo(N)* < vy}
has a unique minimal element that we denote [b(A)]. We have [b(N)] < [A(E)].

See Figure[dlfor an example of some v, and wo(A) for the minimal A with vy, = vj(y).
Notice that in this example, both [b] is minimal in B(G, > wp(A)) and A is minimal
with v, = Vb(\)-
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FIGURE 1. An example of wo(A) and vy(y) for GL7

Note that the inequality in the definition of B(G, > wg(X)) compares the Newton
point to a not necessarily dominant element, whereas the inequality [b(\)] < [A(£)]

includes a comparison between the associated dominant Newton points vy(y) and
()\O)dom-

For the proof we use the notion of edge subsets of [Chal]. An edge subset is a
subset E of |J;Re; C X,(T)r where the e} are the fundamental coweights. Let
z € C:= Xy (T)R,dom and consider its image (z;); in @, R>oe;. Then we define C> g
to be the set of x as above with z; > A whenever Xej € E. We call E reduced if
C>g C Csp for every E' C E. Then by [Chal, Thm. 6.5], E has a join, that is a
unique minimal element of C> .

Proof. Associated with wg(A) we consider the edge subset consisting of all projections
of wo(A) to some Re}. Let E be an associated reduced edge subset. Let [b(N\)] € C>g
be the join of E as in [Chal Thm. 6.5]. By [Chal Thm. 7.3.2], [b(A\)] € X« (T)R,dom
corresponds to an element of B(G), which proves the first assertion. The second
assertion follows from [A(§)] € B(G, > wo(A)). O

Lemma 6.2. Let G be quasi-split, let [b] € B(G), and let M be the centralizer of
its Newton point. Let A € X, (T). Let b be a representative of [b] in M whose M-
dominant Newton point is G-dominant.
(1) Then [b(AN)] = [b] if and only if kar(b) = wo(N)™ and wo(\°) < vy,.
(2) Let M' C M such that [blar has a reduction by to M’ that is superbasic in
M'. If X is minimal with [b(\)] = [b] then kg (bar) = wo(N)Fn.

Proof. The first assertion is a reformulation of the last assertion of [Chal Thm. 6.5].

For (2) assume that [b(\)] = [b] and that A is minimal with this property. Assume
the assertion does not hold. Then there is a maximal standard parabolic subgroup
Py containing M’, with Levi factor My such that raz, (bar) > wo(A)¥o. Let a be
a simple absolute root that is not in M’. Then rpz, (bar) > (wo(N) + aV)iMo. This
implies (wo(A) +a")® < w,,,, contradicting the minimality of \. O

Remark 6.3. The elements A that are minimal with [b(\)] = [b] for a given [b] are
precisely the wp-conjugates of any representative in X, (T") of the element A\g(b) €
X*(T)r constructed in [HV], Lemma/Def. 2.1]. The element Ag(b) € X*(T)p is
characterized uniquely by the property that Ag(b)!¢ = kg(b) and that for every

relative fundamental coweight wé . of G, one has
(Aa(b) — Vg(b),wéiﬁ € (—1,0].

Lemma 6.4. Assume that G is quasi-split. Let [V'] € B(G) with &1 4 = & for some
x € S\(C). Then [b'] € B(G,> wo(N)).

Proof. By construction we have kg (b') = kg (1) + e, Let EP be the trivial B-bundle

on X. It induces a reduction of & , to B. By Lemma B.I2] the slope vector of this

reduction agrees with —\°. By the comparison theorem for the Harder-Narasimhan

reduction we obtain that vy > wo(A°). O
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Let A € X,.(T). For each ) € X.(T)dom let S,\ . be as in Section Let p be such

that Sy, C Grg,<, and for ['] € B(G) let S =Sy N GrG <u1» @ locally spatial
diamond. Since we use these only for mod1ﬁcat1ons of the tr1v1a1 bundle, we do not
include b = 1 in the notation.

Theorem 6.5. Let G be quasi-split. We consider modifications of the trivial G-bundle
E1. Let V'] € B(G) and let A € X.(T) be minimal with the property that [b(\)] = [b'].
Then for all sufficiently reqular n € X.(T)dom, the Newton stratum Sg\b,(nk)] 18 open

[b(N)]

and dense in S ,. In particular, S U77 S&lisf‘)] is also open and dense in S).

Proof. The last assertion follows from ([2.3).

By Lemmal[6.4] [b())] is less than or equal to all isomorphism classes of G-bundles
corresponding to points of Sy. Thus the semi-continuity theorem of Scholze-Weinstein
[SW Cor. 22.5.1] implies that the Newton stratum for [b(\)] in S» , is open for every
7.

By Proposition 2-4] it is enough to show that the complement of S /{\b,%)\)] in Sy, has
dimension strictly smaller than (2p, ). Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G
with standard Levi factor M, and such that [b(A)] has a reduction by to M which
is superbasic in M and whose M-dominant Newton point is wo(v4(y)). By Lemma
6.2 (applied to wobprwy ') we have kpar(bar) = M. Assume that o € Sy, (0) is
such that (€1 ,)p x¥ M has M-dominant Newton point v;,,, where (€1 ,)p is the
reduction induced by the reduction £ of & . Then the Harder-Narasimhan polygon
of this semi-stable M-bundle is —13,, = vy (central in M), and in particular G-
dominant. Hence this M-bundle is a reduction of (&1 ,)p and also of & ,, in other
words, the reduction (81 z)p is split. In particular x is then in the Newton stratum
for [b(\)]. By LemmaBITl (&1,.)p x¥ M = 5 Lpras ()"

Claim. The complement of the Newton stratum for [bas]as in

AENE)U N M)(Bip)n(€) ™ (U NM)(BiR)/(UNM)(Bjy) = Sy,

has dimension strictly smaller than (2pps, 7).
If this claim holds, then the complement of the inverse image of this Newton
stratum under the projection pr;, : SG Sﬁ\”n has dimension strictly smaller than

(2p,m). By the above considerations, 1t contains the complement of S b()‘)]. Thus
it is enough to prove the above claim. Replacing G by M it is thus enough to show
the theorem for the case that G = M, that [b()\)] is superbasic and that A® > vy =
avg(A).

We use induction on the semisimple rank of GG. If the semisimple rank is 0, then
every point is basic, thus the assertion holds. Assume that the semisimple rank is
positive. Let P be a maximal standard parabolic subgroup of G (and M its standard
Levi subgroup) such that avas(A) > avg(A) = vy(y) is minimal among these vectors.
For an example of A > avyr(A) > vy for G = GL7 and M = GL5 x GL3 see Figure

Since b(\) is superbasic, we have ugé‘f\) < avpr(A). Indeed, otherwise the basic class
in B(M) with image A** in 71 (M)r would be a reduction of [b()\)] to M.

Claim 2. There is no [b'] € B(G) with kg (b) = M6 and vy < vy < avar(A).

Assume that [V'] is a class violating the claim. Then [b'] is not basic. Let M’ be the
centralizer of its Newton point. Then z/b( ) < kapr (V) = M7 and by minimality of
A, we have equality. In other words, vy = avy (A). Let M be a maximal standard
Levi subgroup containing M’ and such that ava (A) # avg (). Replacing b’ by the
basic class [b"] of B(M") with (b)) = A" we have vy < v non-basic. Thus
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FIGURE 2. The minimal A and avy;(A) for b’ of Newton slope 2

we may assume that M’ is maximal. But then the condition vy = avp (X)) < avpr(A)
violates our choice of P and M above, which proves the claim.

The reduction & induces for every z € Sy ,(C) a reduction (€ ,)p. By Lemma
BI2 its slope vector is v = avp(—A). We assume that « is not in the basic Newton
stratum.

We distinguish two cases and first consider those z where (&1 ,)p x¥ M is a non-
semi-stable M-bundle. Using the Iwasawa decomposition we write z as A(§)mnG(BiR)/G(Big)
for m € M(Bgr) and n € N(Bgr) where N is the unipotent radical of P. Then our
condition is that A\(§)mM (Bir)/M(BJg) is in the complement of the basic locus in
S%]. By induction, this is closed and of dimension less than (2pp,n). Thus the
subspace of x such that (51@) p xP M is not semi-stable is the inverse image under
pry, of a subspace of dimension less than (2pas,n), and hence it is of dimension less
that (2p,n).

It remains to consider the locus where (€1 .)p xF M is semi-stable. In other
words, we consider the intersection of complement of the basic Newton stratum of
Si\,, with the inverse image under pr,, of the M-basic Newton stratum in Sﬁ\”fn.
By [Che, Cor. 2.9] the Newton point v(y) of &1, is less than or equal to that of
(E1.2)p xP M) xM G, which is (—v)dom = (aVar(A\))dom = avar()). By Claim 2, this
implies that the Newton point of &1 ; iS (—v)dom, hence (€1,,)p is split. Furthermore,
we assumed this Newton point to be non-basic. Thus, we can apply Corollary B.13]
and obtain that x € P(F)M (Bar)G(BiR)/G(Biz) NS, (C). For sufficiently regular
7, this is indeed a subspace of strictly smaller dimension. (I

Remark 6.6. It would be interesting to know if the conclusion also holds for other
A, or to compute generic Newton points also for modifications of other G-bundles.
However, the present result is all we need for Theorem below.

6.2. Closures of Newton strata. Let G be again any connected reductive group
over F. Recall from [F] that we have a bijection between B(G) and the points of
|Bung|.

Theorem 6.7. Let [V'],[b"] € B(G). Then & € {&w} in |Bung| if and only if
[b'] < [b"] with respect to the partial order on B(G).

Proof. By Section we may assume that G is quasi-split.

One direction is already known: if & € {&y}, the semi-continuity properties of
Kedlaya-Liu [KL, Thm. 7.4.5] and Scholze-Weinstein [SW] Cor. 22.5.1] yield vy <
vyr. Local constancy of the Kottwitz point as in [FS, Thm. II1.2.7] then proves that
o] < [b"].

Assume conversely that [b'] < [b’]. We want to show that &~ € {&}. Using
induction we may assume that there is no [b] € B(G) with [¥'] < [b] < [0"]. By
[Chal, Thm. 7.4(ii)], this implies that there is a unique element of the reduced edge
subset of [b”] that is not contained in the reduced edge subset of [b']. Let « be the
associated simple relative root of G, let ap be a corresponding simple absolute root
and By = wo(ap), a negative root.
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Let M € X.(T) be a minimal element satisfying [b(\)] = [b’]. Thus it has the
properties discussed in Remark [6.3l In particular, all such X have the same value
of (p, ). Let X' = X + By. Then the reduced edge subset of wy(\”’) contains one
new edge, corresponding to the simple root «. By minimality of \' and our choice
of «, the reduced edge subset of wy(N\’) coincides with that of [b”], which implies
[b(A")] = [b"]. Furthermore, we have A” < X and (p, \") = {p, ') — 1.

We claim that an element A € X, (T) with [b(\)] = [b”] is minimal with this

property if and only if (p,A) = (p, ') — 1. To show this, we use the description of
such elements in terms of the element \,» € X*(T)r associated with [b”/]. Recall from
Remark[63]that Ay~ is defined by the condition that the pairings with the fundamental
weights are the minimal integers greater than or equal to the corresponding pairing for
vy, and similarly for Ap. These integers coincide (for b resp. b’) for all fundamental
weights except for the one corresponding to «, where they differ by 1. This proves
the claim, which in turn implies that A" is minimal with [b(\")] = [b”].

By the closure relations for semi-infinite cells, see Remark (1), we have Sy C

Sy. By Theorem [6.5] the image of Sy in Bung lies in the closure of {& }, and the
image of Sy~ contains {&~}. The theorem follows. O

Theorem determines the topology on Bung completely:
Corollary 6.8. Let M C |Bung|. Then M = Jgcy, {&}.

Proof. By [ES, Thm. II1.2.7], the Kottwitz map |Bung| — 71 (G)r is locally constant,
thus it is enough to consider the inverse image Bung . of any fixed element c of the
discrete set w1 (G)r. We may replace G by its adjoint group, and consider each simple
factor of it separately. Thus we may assume that G is adjoint and simple.

We want to show that for any subset M C Bung, the closure M coincides with the
union of the closures of the elements of M. For [b] € B(G), the set

Sy = {[t'] € B(G) | (V') = ke (b); V] 2 [b]}

is the subset of B(G) corresponding to [Bung )|\ {€}. Thus it is enough to prove
that every set Sy is finite.

Let [b'] € Sp). Since vy — v, is Galois-invariant, we can write it as a linear combi-
nation ), d;a) of the simple relative coroots. Let [by] be the unique basic class with
ka(bo) = ka(b'). We have [b'] > [bo], hence the coefficients d; are bounded below by
the corresponding coefficients of vy, — 14, that is, independently of [0']. Since [b'] Z# [b],
at least one d;, for some 7¢ is negative. It remains to show that d;, < 0 implies an
upper bound on all d;. We proceed by induction on the distance of a; and «;, in the
Dynkin diagram. For the induction step we assume that d; < c for some j and some
c. Then

<Vb/7aj> = <vaaj> + <Z dio‘%aﬁ
= (n, a5) +2d; + (O dvayl, o)

where the first sum is taken over all simple roots and the second only over the neigh-
bors of a; in the Dynkin diagram. The two summands (v, ;) + 2d; are bounded
above independently of ¥, and (), ;) is negative for each . Since vy is dominant,
we have (vy, ;) > 0, which implies an upper bound on ), di(—(a}/, @;)), which
we view as a linear combination of the d;; with positive coefficients. We saw above
that each d;; is bounded below, thus this also implies an upper bound on each d;
individually. This completes the induction. (I

We end this section by applying Theorem [6.7] to study closures of Newton strata
in affine Schubert cells. Let {u} be a conjugacy class of cocharacters of G and let
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b € G(F) be basic. Recall that for [b'] € B(G) we denote by Grg:]ﬂﬁb the Newton
stratum for [b] in the affine Schubert cell for p (using modifications of &).

Corollary 6.9. Let p and b be as above and let ['] € B(G, p,b). Then

b/ b//
Gr[a]%b = H Gr[c:,;l,b'
[b]>[v)

Proof. The proof of [Han2, Prop. 2.11] shows that Gr[cb;:]%b is a union of those Newton
strata corresponding to [b"] with & € {&y}. (In [Han2, Prop. 2.11] this statement is

shown for g minuscule and [b] = [1], but the present more general statement is shown
by the same argument.) Then the corollary follows from Theorem O

7. NEWTON STRATA IN THE WEAKLY ADMISSIBLE LOCUS

In this section, we always fix a geometric conjugacy class {u} of cocharacters
Gm — Gx. By p we denote the representative in X, (T")dom-
Furthermore, we fix a basic element b € G(F).

7.1. The Hodge-Newton decomposition for modifications of G-bundles. The
following is a variant of the definition of Hodge-Newton-decomposability from [Chel
Def. 3.1]. It requires a little bit more than the notion of HN-reducibility in [RV],
Def. 4.28].

Definition 7.1. (1) Let [V'] € B(G) and § € X.(A)g,dom With vy < §. Then
(G,[V'],0) is Hodge-Newton decomposable if there is a proper standard Levi
subgroup M of the quasi-split inner form H of G containing the centralizer of
vy and such that §° — vy € (@f 5;)g. Otherwise, the triple is called Hodge-
Newton indecomposable.

(2) Let p € X.(T)dom and [b] € B(G) basic. Then [V'] € B(G, u,b) is Hodge-
Newton decomposable if the triple (G, [0], 5(1™1°)dom) is Hodge-Newton
decomposable. Otherwise, [b'] is called Hodge-Newton indecomposable.

Example 7.2. The basic element of B(G, u, b) is Hodge-Newton indecomposable. In
particular, every set B(G, i, b) contains a Hodge-Newton indecomposable element.

Remark 7.3. Let [V'] € B(G) and § € X.(A)g,dom With vpy < 6. Then (G, [V'],9)
is Hodge-Newton decomposable if and only if (Gad, [b)4], dad) is Hodge-Newton de-
composable, and analogously for pu € X.(T)dom, & basic element [b] € B(G) and
[b'] € B(G, u,b).

Let by € G(F) be basic. Then (G,['],8) is Hodge-Newton indecomposable if
and only if (Gp,, [b'by 1],51/;) 1y is Hodge-Newton indecomposable. Similarly, [b'] €
B(G, i, b) is Hodge-Newton indecomposable if and only if [0'by '] € B(Gh,, i, bby ') is
Hodge-Newton indecomposable.

Lemma 7.4. Assume that Gaq is simple and that [b'] € B(G) is not basic. Let
§ € Xi(A)g,dom with vy < 6. Then (G,[V'],6) is Hodge-Newton decomposable if and
only if there is a proper standard Levi subgroup M of the quasi-split inner form H of
G such that 6 — vy € (@ y/)0-

Proof. If (G, [V'],9) is Hodge-Newton decomposable, the condition is automatically

satisfied. Assume conversely that (G, [V'],d) satisfies the condition for some M. We

may choose M to be minimal with this condition. Then A’ = A ps is a proper subset

of Ag with 6 — vy € (A')g. If A’ is empty, then § = vy, in particular (G, [b'],)

satisfies the definition of Hodge-Newton decomposability (for the centralizer of v ).

Assume that this is not the case. Let a € Ag \ A’ be such that one of its neighbors
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in the Dynkin diagram is contained in A’. We write 6 — v} as a non-negative linear
combination of positive coroots with coefficients ¢z for § € @ N (A’)g. We have
(a,vp) = (0, d) — (o, 0 — vp). Since ¢ is dominant, the first summand on the right
hand side is non-negative. The pairing (o, — vp) is negative since it is a linear
combination of the (a, V) for all neighbors 8 of o in the Dynkin diagram with
coefficients ¢z > 0, and at least one of the ¢g is non-zero. Thus (@, vy) > 0, and the
maximal standard Levi subgroup of G corresponding to o contains the centralizer of
vy, and also M. In particular, (G, [b'],0) satisfies the condition for Hodge-Newton
decomposability for this subgroup. O

We assume for the next lemma that G is quasi-split, and fix a maximal split
torus A and a Borel subgroup containing its centralizer. Let [b1], [b2] € B(G) with
ka(b1) = kg(b2). By [Chal, Thm. 6.5], the join of [b1], [b2] in B(G) with respect to <
exists, i.e. there is a unique minimal element in A (G) which is greater than or equal
to [bl] and [bQ]

Lemma 7.5. Let G be quasi-split. Let [b1],[b2] € B(G) and 6 € X.(A)g,dom with
ka(b1) = ka(b2) and [bi],[b2] € B(G) with vy, v, < § two Hodge-Newton inde-
composable classes. Let [b'] be the join of [b1],[b2]. Then [b'] is also Hodge-Newton
indecomposable.

Proof. Since vy, < § and vp, < §, we have vy < §. Assume that [b'] is Hodge-Newton
decomposable. Thus there is an o € Ay with (o, v) > 0 such that

(71) <C:Ja, o — I/b/> =0.

In the language of [Chal 6], (i, vy) > 0 for some a; € Ag means that «; corre-
sponds to an element of the reduced edge subset of [0], which is by [Chal Thm. 6.5] a
subset of the union of the reduced edge subsets of [b1] and [b2]. In particular, we have
for these a; that (w;,vy) = (Wi, ;) and (o, v,) > 0 for some j € {1,2}. Together
with (7)) this is a contradiction to the Hodge-Newton indecomposability of [b;]. O

Corollary 7.6. The set B(G, u,b) contains a unique mazimal Hodge-Newton inde-
composable element.

Proof. By Remark we may replace G by the quasi-split inner form of its adjoint
group and thus assume that G is quasi-split. Let [bnax] be the join of the finite,
non-empty set of Hodge-Newton indecomposable elements of B(G, i, b). By Lemma
[C3 [bmax] is Hodge-Newton indecomposable. O

Lemma 7.7. Assume that G is quasi-split. Let p € X.(T)daom and let [b] € B(G) be
basic. Let [b'] € B(G, u,b). Assume that M is a proper standard Levi subgroup of G
such that there is a reduction [by]ar of V'] to M with M-dominant Newton point vy
and v+ (=) dom — Vi € (¢ pr)q- Then there is a reduction [bas]ar of [b] to M such
that [b/M]M S B(M, Wo, M Wot, bM).

This applies in particular to all Hodge-Newton decomposable [V'] € B(G, u,b) and
all proper Levi subgroups M of G containing the centralizer of vy such that vy +

(=) dom — Vi € (DY p1)0-

Proof. Let [b]a; € B(M) be basic with r7(b) = ks (b)) — (u= ) . Since kg (by,) =

- dom*
kg (V) = kg (b)—pf, we have kg (b) = kg(b) € 71 (G)r. From Vg’]; = W+ (™ dom) ™
we obtain vp* = I/g/M - (u’l)gjo‘/’m = I/gM in m(M)r,q- Since the kernel of m (M)pr —
M

m1(G)r is torsion free, this implies ks (b) = kar(b) € m (M)r. Hence the two basic
classes agree and [b]s is a reduction of [b] to M.

It remains to prove that [b),]ar € B(M,wo mwopt, bar). By the previous step we

have kpr(bhy) = kar(bar) + (fu)ffo‘/’m. By assumption vy = vy <¢ Vo (1171 dom and
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both sides have the same image in w1 (M )p@. Hence, their difference is a non-negative
linear combination of positive coroots of M, and vy < Vo (™) dom-

The second assertion follows since every [b'] € B(G) has a reduction to the cen-
tralizer of its Newton point. O

Proposition 7.8 (Hodge-Newton decomposition for modifications of G-bundles).
Assume that G is quasi-split. Let i € X.(T)aom and let b € G(F) be basic. Let M be
a standard Levi subgroup of G such that there are reductions [by s and [barlar of [V)
and [b] to M whose M -dominant Newton points coincide with the G-dominant Newton
points vy resp. vy. Assume that [y |m € B(M,wo arwop, bar). Let M* = "M,
by = "oblhy, and by« = by be the conjugates under wo. Then the map

b/ « « b/
Gy(F) x Gryp=le (o) = arly] (0)
induced by the inclusion M* — G and the Gy(F)-action on Gr[cb;/’]u,b 18 surjective.

Notice that the assumptions of this proposition are slightly weaker than requiring
that [b] has to be Hodge-Newton decomposable (or Hodge-Newton decomposable for
the Levi subgroup M) since we replace the assumption that M contains the centralizer
of vy by the assumption on existence of a reduction of [0'] to M.

For the proof we need the following general group-theoretic lemma, which is also
part of Kottwitz’s proof of the classical Hodge-Newton decomposition for unramified
groups in [K3|. We will apply it to L = Bar(F).

Lemma 7.9. Let G be an unramified reductive group over a complete discretely valued
field L with valuation ring O and uniformizer t. Let T be an unramified maximal
torus and let B be a Borel subgroup of G containing the centralizer of T'. Let p €
Xi(T)dom- Let U be the unipotent radical of B. Let K be a hyperspecial maximal
subgroup of G. Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G with Levi factor M. Let
Unr and Ky be the induced subgroups of M.

Let A € X, (T) with N¥M = wo(u)# € 71 (M)r. Then for every unramified exten-
sion L' of L, we have

U(LA®E N EKp(t)K C Kywo(p)(t) K.

Proof. The left hand side is empty unless Agom < p, so we assume this. By [K3|
Lemma 4.2], this condition together with A = wq (1) implies that A and u have
the same image in 71 (M) (without taking Galois-coinvariants). Then by [K3|, Lemma
2.2] and its proof (which is still valid for unramified groups although the lemma is
only stated for split groups), the above assertion follows. (I

Proof of Proposition[7.8 Let P* be the standard parabolic subgroup of G with Levi
factor M*. Let x € Grg]#yb(C). Let (Ev,0)p = &, xM" P* be the reduction to P*
induced by the reduction b},. of [b'] to M*. Then by (2], this induces a reduction
(&Ep) pr of & to P*. Let v be the associated slope vector. Then since &, is semi-stable
v < —1p.

Let A € X, (T) with & € S\(C). Non-emptiness of Sy N Grg,, implies by Remark
23 (3) that wo(\) < wo(—p), hence —\ < p. By Lemma BTl (&) p- x M* =
((Ep)p- xT" M*), for y = pry. (z) € SY7(O).

v fm, —1\im
=, (=)

Since v e

bl
that
e = (o (g, )P = () = eal(E)pe x TN N = (=

we obtain by wp-conjugation and multiplication by —1

Since v < —1p, and X\ < —p, this implies vim* = fz/gM* and M = — e
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The first of these equalities means that (&,)p~ is split, hence (&)p+ xT° M* is
isomorphic to &y, (,,)- By Proposition[3.6(3) there is an automorphism of & (i.e., an
element of Gy (F')) identifying (&) p- with the reduction 55:(1)1\4) of &. Thus chang-
ing x within its Gp(F)-orbit, we may assume that the two reductions are equal.

Since Afm* = —pfa* (and —p is anti-dominant), we can apply Lemma [T (us-

ing an isomorphism BJz(C) = C[£]), which then implies that z is in the image
(B, ] s

of Gry" - (O). O

Proof of Theorem[.3, (1)=(2). Let [V'] € B(G, u,b) be Hodge-Newton decompos-

able, and let © € Gr[g ]u »(C). We want to show that z is not weakly admissible. As

usual, we may assume that G is adjoint and quasi-split. Let M C G be as in the defini-

tion of Hodge-Newton decomposability. Let bys be a reduction of b to M as in Lemma
. . . (P

[[7l We use the notation of Proposition [Z8 Let (j,z') € Gp(F) x Gr]v;”f,uﬁo(bM)(C’)

map to x under the surjection of Proposition[7.8 Let (& ) p+ be the reduction of &

corresponding to the reduction 51%, * xM™ P* of &, composed with the automorphism
j of &. By Lemma BT we have (&,)p- xT M* = 5;‘161 .- In particular, the slope
vector of this reduction is avas« (—vp + ) € avg(—wp + p). Thus the modification is

not weakly admissible. O

7.2. Newton strata in the weakly admissible locus. From the comparisons of
Newton strata in Section together with Lemma we obtain

Corollary 7.10. Let {u} be a conjugacy class of cocharacters of G and let b € G(F)
Let [V'] € B(G, p,b).

(1) Then Grg?, , N Gr[cb;l,]u,b # 0 if and only if for the corresponding images in Gaq
we have G, 5. 0 Gr[bzd] b F 0.

(2) Letby € G(F) be basic. Then Grgﬁﬂ,bﬂGrg,L,b # 0 if and only ifGrgiU,u,bbglm

The main step in the proof of the second implication in Theorem [[3]is concerned
with the o-conjugacy class considered in Corollary

Theorem 7.11. Let [b'] € B(G, u,b) be the unique mazimal Hodge-Newton indecom-
posable element. Then Grg?, ;N Gr[cb;,]#,b £ 0.

We first use this theorem to finish the proof of Theorem
Proof of Theorem[L.3, (2)=(1). Assume that [by] € B(G, u,b) is Hodge-Newton in-
decomposable and that Gr[cg“L , does not intersect the weakly admissible locus. Then

Gr[cg“L , is contained in its closed complement, and thus the same holds for Gr[g“L b
where we take the closure within the affine Schubert cell for ;. However, [bg] < [bmax]
where [biax] is the maximal Hodge-Newton indecomposable element. Hence by Corol-

lary [6.9] Grgi“:‘b] C Grg?;]ub is contained in the complement of Grg”, ,, contradicting

Theorem [T 111 O

Proof of Theorem[7.11] By Corollary [ 10l we may replace G by the quasi-split inner
form of its adjoint group, and also consider each simple factor separately. Thus from
now on we assume that G is adjoint, simple, and quasi-split. We subdivide the proof
into several steps.
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Step 1. Let C be a complete algebraically closed field extension of F'. As first step we

show that for every z € Gr[cb; L ,»(C) that is not weakly admissible, there is a proper

standard parabolic subgroup P (depending on the point z), and a reduction by of b
to its standard Levi subgroup M such that for the associated reduction (& )p we
have

(1) (&) p is split,
(2) the slope vector of (&, ,)p is non-basic and dominant.

Remark 7.12. In the above context let [V);] € B(M) be such that (&, ,)px T M ~ Eé‘é.

Then (1) is equivalent to [b);]a = [b']. We do not require the (M-dominant) Newton
point of [V};]ar to be G-dominant, but just the slope vector as in (2), i.e. ava (—v,, ),
is G-dominant.

Assume that x € Grg:L7b(C) is not weakly admissible. Then there is a standard
parabolic subgroup P (depending on the point z) and a reduction by of b to its
standard Levi subgroup M such that the slope vector associated with the reduction
of &, , corresponding to the reduction ElfM of &, satisfies v, £ avg(vy). We let P
and (&) p be such that v, € N(G) is maximal (for the partial order <) among the
possible elements for the given point . Then v, is non-basic and the same argument
as for the claim in the proof of Theorem shows that v, is dominant.

Again, we write M* = wo(M), and similarly for other Levi subgroups, and let
Vg p = Vi = wo(—v,), an element which is central in M*. Then also v, p is G-
dominant.

Replacing P by a larger parabolic subgroup we may assume that (o, vz p) > 0 for
all positive o that are not in M*.

Let HN (&) be the Harder-Narasimhan polygon of &, ;v = (Epz)p xT M.
Let var = wo(—HN (Epz,m)) and var,c = (Vam)G—dom- Then vps ¢ coincides with the
Newton polygon of (&, .. a) XM G.

Claim 1. vy <varg < () Som-

The first inequality follows from [Chel Cor. 2.9]. Using the Iwasawa decomposition
we have a representative of x of the form mn for m € M(Bgr) and n € N(Bgr).
Since m is the retraction of x to M, we have m € Gryy,,, (C) for some M-dominant
w1 with g1 dom < p. By Lemma BT & o = (Epz)p X M = Epyyom.

Thus vy <pr- z/b(wo(ul_l))<> where <j;« denotes the partial order associated with
the group M*. By [Vl Thm. 5.2 (1)], the G-dominant representatives of these two
elements are then related by <. This proves Claim 1.

Hence & . m xM G 22 &y for some [b'] € B(G, p,b) with v = vpr g and [0'] < [b”].
By the maximality of [0'], either ['] =[] or [b”] is Hodge-Newton decomposable.
Claim 2. Tf [b"] is Hodge-Newton decomposable, then also (M*, vas, vy (wo(uyt))®) is
Hodge-Newton decomposable.

We write ¢, = vp(wo(p;'))® and ¢ = vp(p dom- Then ¢4 = w(¢’) for some
w € W and ¢’ < ¢ dominant. Since (; is M*-dominant and ¢’ is G-dominant, we
may choose w € M W, i.e. a shortest representative of Wy-w. Similarly, we have
va = w'(varg) with w' € M W. Since [b'] is Hodge-Newton decomposable, there
is a standard Levi subgroup L of G containing the centralizer of vys¢ and such
that (Z/M,G)M = (. We have vy <py+ ¢i. Thus w' € M W implies that vma <
(w)71(¢) = (w)"tw(¢’). In particular, (¢)f < P = (varg)ft < ((w')~tw(¢))*®
where the partial order on 71 (L)rg is induced by the one on X,.(A)g. Thus by
Lemma [TI4] (for M; the centralizer of ¢’ and My = L) we have (w')'w € W W,
and

(7.2) () = ¢ = (var,e)™ = (W) w(¢)) .
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Conjugating by w’ we obtain I/f\;[U,L = Clﬁ“’,L where “'L is the image of L under

conjugation by w’. We claim that ©'I,AM* is also a standard Levi subgroup. Indeed,
one first observes that ®' LN M* contains the fixed maximal torus. Let a be a positive
root in ¥ L N M* and assume that o = a1 + as for positive roots «; in G. Since M*
is standard, oy and a are positive roots of M*. Since w’ € M W, the inverse images
of a, 1 and ay under w’ are positive, and by assumption (w’)~!(a) is a root in L.
But L is standard, so (w')~(ay), (w') " (ag) are also roots of L, which implies that
aq, ag are roots of 'L N M*, and finishes the proof of the claim.

The subgroup L contains the stabilizer of vjs,g, hence w'I, N\ M* contains the
stabilizer of vj; in M*. To show that the Levi subgroup w'I, N\ M* is as in the
definition of Hodge-Newton decomposability for (M*, vy (wo(uy ")), var), it remains
to show that it is a proper subgroup of M*. Assume that this is not the case. Then
M* C w' [, Hence

Vi = = (= ()P = () M) B (¢
where we identify w1 (L)ro and m (w/L)F,Q via conjugation by w’. Since v, p is
dominant, we have Vifp > (W)Y vp.p))t = (vp.p)* . On the other hand, Lemma
[ together with Hodge-Newton indecomposability would imply I/i,LP < 1/51\; < (¢)ke,
contradiction. This finishes the proof of Claim 2.

Assume that [b"] is Hodge-Newton decomposable. From the Hodge-Newton decom-
position (Prop.[])) for M we obtain a standard parabolic subgroup Pof M together
with a reduction of [by] to its standard Levi subgroup M, and a reduction &y p Of
Ep,z, M tO P induced by the reduction of & to P via (B2). By [CES, Proof of Lemma
6.4], &, . p corresponds to a reduction of &, to PB, which has the same slope vector
U as Ebjxj p- It satisfies v, < 9. This contradicts the maximality of v,.

Thus [b”] cannot be Hodge-Newton decomposable, and we have [V'] = [b”]. Then
Ep,z,m is a reduction of &, , to M. This finishes the proof of Step 1.

Consider now a proper parabolic subgroup P of G together with reductions by,
and b}, of b and b’ to M such that avs (v, ) is G-dominant and non-basic. Consider
the subset Z of Gr[g’L’b(C’) of  such that for the reduction (& 5)p of &, associated
with the reduction Slf?w of & we have (&p4)p xP M ~ 5va§w' Let g be the element
describing the reduction by of b. Then z € Z(C') if and only if the following condition
holds. Let g~z € S5(C) for some A\. Then g~ 'z € Grg,, implies Adom < (—4)dom-
Furthermore, from the computation of the slope vector in Lemma [3.12] we obtain that

avar(—\) non-basic and dominant. Finally, pry,(¢~1z) € Grgl\}/ﬂy/f(]f)\)M—domﬁ]\/I. Thus Z

can be described as the intersection of Gr[cg L , With the union of the translates of all

finitely many semi-infinite cells Sy as above and the preimage of Gr%ki M) ar—domibat
under pr,,. In particular, it is a locally spatial diamond.

By Step 1, the complement of the weakly admissible locus in Grg]%b is a profi-
nite union over all Z for all possible choices of P (finitely many), reductions bys
(parametrized by Gy(F)/Py(F)), and reductions ), as above.

We consider the diagram of period maps

M(G, =1, b,) o (O)

TdR THT

Grl

b/
1 (C) Grel, ()
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where M(G, 171, b,b) is the moduli space of modifications of type p~! between
&y, and &y. The basic Newton stratum Grg“,l,b, is open in Grg -1 and hence of
dimension (2p, ). The map mqg is pro-étale.

For each of the pro-finitely many subspaces Z we consider FdR(ﬂﬁr}(Z ). It is
enough to show the following claim.

Claim 3. Any such mqr(m+(Z)) defines a subset which is a locally spatial diamond
of dimension strictly less than dim Grgu,l,b/ = (2p, ).

Fix some Z. Replacing b by a o-conjugate, we may assume that b = bys € M(I:")
Let M’ C M be the centralizer of the M-dominant Newton point of &,. Replacing b,
by an M-o-conjugate, we may assume that by, € M’ (F ). It also induces a reduction
of Eb/ to P.

Let 2 € m1(x) for some x € Z(C'). Then z corresponds to a modification between
& and & such that there is a reduction &, of & to P which by Proposition

is isomorphic to 5,5,3 and such that EEQJ and the parabolic reduction 5,53 correspond
to each other via the modification. Still by the same proposition, we can extend the
isomorphism 5}12 = 5,5 to an automorphism of &, (which we may still compose with
automorphisms of 5,5,3 ). Composing the modification corresponding to z with this
automorphism of &, we obtain a modification 2z’ between Elf and 5,5 . We denote the
induced element of M(G,u=1,b,b")o(C) again by 2’.

Let X be such that mqr(z’) is contained in the semi-infinite cell for ), and let

= 7TdR H Sx)

where the union is taken over all X arising for the various z’ and choices of au-
tomorphisms of & . By Lemma B2 we have —rp (b)) — (V) = —kp(b) for
all such . Since mgr is pro étale, we have dimmqr(mg7(Z)) = dim7gp(Z) and
dim S = max: dim (Sy N GrG y )

Changing the automorphism of &, by an automorphism of & replaces 2’ by an-
other modification between & and &} that is also contained in S. Thus by the
above consideration, 7t (Z) is contained in the image of S x Aut(€7) Aut(&y) —
M(G, 171, b,b) o mapping a pair (z/,5) to the composition of the modification 2’
with the automorphism j of & .

Altogether, we obtain

(7.3) dimmar(mgp(Z)) < max dim (Sy N Grg, ,-1) + dim Aut(Ey) — dim Aut(EL).

We compute the second and third summand on the right hand side using the explicit
description of Aut(&y) in [ES| I11.5.1]. From loc. cit. we obtain

dimAut(Eb/) = <2p, l/b/> = Z(a,yb/>
a>0

and

dim Aut(&f)) = Z (o, vy, )

oz>0,<a,ub/M )y>0

Since vy is the dominant representative of the W-orbit of v , we have

S () = X o )|

a>0 a>0
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Hence

dim Aut(&y)/Aut(EL)

Yo Haymy)l

a>0,(a, vy, y<0

:_Z (v ) = (o, )

a>0

:—E a, vy — Wy,

a>0
= (p,vpr — vy, )-
We bound the first summand on the right hand side of (73] for each A separately.
For this, we use that we are in the minuscule case. Then X = p**° for some w € W.
The Bialinicky-Birula isomorphism identifies Sy N Grg -1 with F(G, p~1)"°, the
Schubert cell for w in the flag variety for (G, ug,.,). The dimension of this Schubert
cell is equal to £(w) = (p, u"*"* + ), hence dim Sy N Grg -1 = (p, N + p).
Altogether we have

dimmag (m7(2)) = dimmg(2) < (p, N+ p) + (o, vir — vy, )4
and it remains to show that

(0 N+ ) + (v — vy,) < (20, ).

Let P’ be the standard parabolic subgroup with Levi factor M’ and recall that
we assumed by, € M'(F). For some z € Sy N Grg ,-1(C) consider the modification
Ev.» = & and the reduction (& ,)ps induced by the reduction 55\;. Since it is a
reduction of the semi-stable bundle &, we obtain that its slope vector is kas () —
()\')ﬁM’ <y —vp = 0, where we use that G is adjoint. Hence this difference is a
non-positive linear combination of the images of positive coroots (of M). Let A be
the M-dominant representative in the W-orbit of A’. Then (for example by Lemma
TIA(1)) kprr (V) <pr AP, Since vy, is central in M" and A is M’-dominant, this

implies v < A. More precisely (since they have the same image in 71 (M)r g), their
difference is a non-negative rational linear combination of positive coroots of M. Let
w € W with u;)‘;’\l = vy dominant. Since vy, is M-dominant, we may choose w € WM,
In particular, conjugation by w maps positive coroots in M to positive coroots. Hence
a coroot that is a sum of [ simple coroots for M (such that the pairing with p is 1) is
mapped to a sum of [ positive coroots (whose pairing with p is then greater than or
equal to 1). Altogether, we obtain

(o N —wy,) < (pA—wy,)
< {p, ( — )
< (P, Mdom — V)
< (oo —v).

If equality holds, the first equality implies that X' = . Let M D M’ be the smallest
standard Levi subgroup such that X — v, L 18 in the Q-vector space generated by the
coroots of M. Then equality in the second inequality above means that Mv is again a
standard Levi subgroup. Furthermore, w()\ Uy, 4) = A\ — 1y is in the Q-vector space
generated by the coroots of M™. The other equalities prove that A = Adom = b
This is in contradiction to Hodge-Newton indecomposability (for M™). O

Remark 7.13. Most of the above argument also works for non-minuscule p. The only
place where we need the assumption to be minuscule is the bound on the dimension
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of SxNGrg,, by (p, A+ ). The proof would generalize verbatim to non-minuscule p
once one can show such a bound for all A and p.

Lemma 7.14. Let G be quasi-split and fix a mazimal torus and a Borel subgroup
containing it. Let Py, Py be standard parabolic subgroups of G with standard Leuvi
factors My, My and unipotent radicals N1, No.

(1) Let v € X.(T)qg be dominant. For every w € W,
v>wt(v)
m X* (T)Q
(2) Let v € X.(T)g be dominant Py-regular. If w € WMz s such that the
images of v and w™'(v) in w1 (Mz)g agree, then w = 1.

Here, W2 denotes the subset of elements of W that are shortest representatives
of their Wy, x Wyy,-double cosets.

Proof. (1) is shown in [Schi, Lemma 4.8] and follows immediately from the assumption
that v is dominant. For (2) we replace v by a suitable multiple and may thus assume
that v € X.(T), and that the images of v and v/ := w™!(v) in 71 (M>) agree. Since v
and v/ are in the same W-orbit and w™! € M21¥ there is no root hyperplane for M,
separating the two elements. Therefore, v — 1/ is a non-negative linear combination
of coroots a¥ for roots a of T' in Na. Since v = /' in 71 (M>), this implies that v = v/,
hence w1 (v) € Wiy, (v). Since w € M1WM2 | this implies w = 1. O

In particular, we obtain a new proof of the classification of data (G, u, b) for which
the admissible locus coincides with the weakly admissible locus. This has previously
been shown by Chen, Fargues and Shen [CES, Thm. 6.1].

Corollary 7.15. Letb € G(F) be basic, and let {u} be a minuscule conjugacy class of
cocharacters of G. Then Grg , = Grg”, if and only if (G, p1,b) is fully Hodge-Newton
decomposable.

Here, as in [GHN], a triple (G, u,b) is fully Hodge-Newton decomposable if every
non-basic element of B(G, p,b) is Hodge-Newton decomposable.

Proof. We have Grg, |, = Grg”, if and only if the weakly admissible locus does not
intersect any non-basic Newton stratum. By the theorem this is the case if and only

if every other non-empty Newton stratum is Hodge-Newton decomposable. O
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