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HYPERGEOMETRIC SHEAVES FOR CLASSICAL GROUPS VIA

GEOMETRIC LANGLANDS

MASOUD KAMGARPOUR, DAXIN XU, LINGFEI YI

Abstract. In a previous paper, the first and third authors gave an explicit realization of the
geometric Langlands correspondence for hypergeometric sheaves, considered as GLn-local systems.
Certain hypergeometric local systems admit a symplectic or orthogonal structure, which can be
viewed as Ǧ-local systems, for a classical group Ǧ. This article aims to realize the geometric
Langlands correspondence for these Ǧ-local systems.

We study this problem from two aspects. In the first approach, we define the hypergeometric
automorphic data for a classical group G in the framework of Yun, one of whose local components
is a new class of euphotic representations in the sense of Jakob–Yun. We prove the rigidity of
hypergeometric automorphic data under natural assumptions, which allows us to define Ǧ-local
systems EǦ on Gm as Hecke eigenvalues (in both ℓ-adic and de Rham setting). In the second
approach (which works only in the de Rham setting), we quantize an enhanced ramified Hitchin
system, following Beilinson–Drinfeld and Zhu, and identify EǦ with certain Ǧ-opers on Gm. Finally,
we compare these Ǧ-opers with hypergeometric local systems.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Overview. Hypergeometric functions have a long history, going back to the works of Wal-
lis, Euler, Gauss and etc. The geometry underpinning hypergeometric functions emerged from
Riemann’s study of the local system of solutions of the Euler–Gauss hypergeometric differential
equation. In modern time, Katz [Kat90] has systematically studied the (generalized) hypergeo-
metric local systems on the torus Gm (or Gm − {1}) over a finite field k (resp. field of complex
numbers C). They are ℓ-adic realizations of finite hypergeometric functions over k (resp. expressed
as hypergeometric differential equations over C).

Let n > m be two non-negative integers, λ ∈ C×, and α = {α1, . . . , αn}, β = (β1, · · · , βm) two
sequences of complex numbers. We denote by Hyp(α, β) the associated (irregular) hypergeometric
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differential equation (of type (n,m)) on Gm:

(1) Hypλ(α;β) :=

n∏

i=1

(t
d

dt
− αi)− (−1)n+mλt

m∏

j=1

(t
d

dt
− βj),

where t denotes a coordinate of Gm. We abusively use this notation to denote the corresponding
connection on the rank n trivial bundle over Gm. In the definition of ℓ-adic hypergeometric local
system, αi and βj ’s are replaced by ℓ-adic mutiplicative characters δi and ρj of k

×.
Certain hypergeometric local systems admit a symplectic or orthogonal symmetry structure

[Kat90, § 3.4, § 8.8]. Roughly speaking, the present paper aims to realize the geometric Langlands
correspondence for hypergeometric Ǧ-local systems, with a classical group Ǧ.

Some examples have been explored in the work of Heinloth-Ngô-Yun on generalized Kloost-
erman sheaves [HNY13] and Frenkel-Gross’ rigid connection for reductive groups [FG09, Zhu17]
(see [XZ22, §5.2] for their relationship with hypergeometric local systems). When Ǧ = GLn, this
problem is completely solved in a recent work of the first and third authors [KY21]. Note that
in loc.cit, they also constructed the geometric Langlands correspondence for tame hypergeometric
local systems, i.e. one may assume n = m in (1). While in the current paper, we only work with
wild hypergeometric local systems, where n > m.

In this article, we adopt two methods for studying this problem.
In the first approach, we introduce a class of euphotic representations in the sense of Jakob-Yun

[JY20] for a classical group G and use them to define the hypergeometic automorphic data of G in
the framework of Yun [Yun14b]. Under appropriate genericness conditions, we show the rigidity
of hypergeometric automorphic data, generalizing the rigidity results in [HNY13, KY21]. After
[Yun14b], we can associate to hypergeometric automorphic data Ǧ-local systems on Gm, as resulting
Hecke eigenvalues, where Ǧ denotes the Langlands dual group of G. In [KY21], they proved that,
when Ǧ = GLn, these Hecke eigenvalues are hypergeometric local systems by comparing Frobenius
traces. And we expect similar results hold for general Ǧ. However, obtaining an explicit expression
for the trace function of these Ǧ-local systems, for general Ǧ, seems infeasible, since the geometry
of the intervening moduli stack of bundles is more complicated.

This brings us to our second method in the de Rham setting, via quantization of an appropriate
ramified Hitchin system. The hypergeometric automorphic data gives rise to a group scheme G over
P1 with generic fiber G. We study the associated Hitchin map on T ∗BunG and determine its image
Hitch(P1)G. In the Galois side, an explicit space Opǧ(P

1)G of ǧ-opers on P1 with suitable singularities

at {0,∞} associated to G quantizes the Hitchin base Hitch(P1)G. Following [BD97, Zhu17], we
then quantize the enhanced Hitchin map to obtain Hecke eigensheaves on BunG from Opǧ(P

1)G.

We compare two constructions and identify opers of Opǧ(P
1)G with (de Rham) Ǧ-local systems

produced in the previous paragraph. In some cases, we can relate these opers to hypergeometric
local systems, which partially achieve our goal in the de Rham setting.

1.2. Hypergeometric automorphic data. The notion of automorphic data and its rigidity were
developed by Yun [Yun14b], building on earlier works of Heinloth-Ngô-Yun and Yun [HNY13,
Yun14a,Yun16]. A rigid automorphic data is a collection of level structures such that the space
of corresponding equivariant automorphic forms has a small dimension, see [Yun14b, § 2] for the
precise formulation. We briefly explain the automorphic data considered in this paper.

Let k be a finite field of characteristic p, F = k(t) the rational function field over k where t
is a coordinate at 0 ∈ |P1|, and Fx the local fields of F at x ∈ |P1|. Let G be a split classical
group over k1, d a fundamental degree of G (different to n when G is type Dn and n is odd2).

1In this article, a classical group means GLn or an almost simple group whose root system is of type A, B, C, or D.
2We exclude this case for the sake of the construction of linear functional φ.
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We denote by P the parahoric subgroup of G(F∞) associated to ρ̌/d, where ρ̌ is the half-sum of
positive coroots. Consider the Moy-Prasad filtration of P , where we denote the first three terms
as P ⊃ P (1) ⊃ P (2).

The notion of euphotic representations was introduced by Jakob-Yun [JY20, §2.2]. We consider
euphotic representations of the t−1-adic group G(F∞) defined by P and a triple µ = (φ,ψ, ρ):

• φ is a linear function on the vector space V = P (1)/P (2). We require that φ is semistable
(in the sense that its orbit under the action of L = P/P (1) is closed) and that there is
only one invariant polynomial of degree d taking non-vanishing value on φ. In 2.2.1, 2.2.5,
we give an explicit formula for φ as a generic linear function associated to certain Levi
subgroup M , whose root system ΦM is irreducible and Coxeter number equals to d.

• ψ : k → Q
×
ℓ is a non-trivial additive character.

• Let Lφ be the connected stablizer of φ under the action of L, and Bφ a Borel of Lφ with

quotient torus Tφ. Then ρ is a character ρ : Tφ(k)→ Q
×
ℓ .

We set J = Bφ(k)P (1) and the above data defines a character µ = (ρ, ψφ) : J → Q
×
ℓ .

Let B0 be a Borel subgroup of L containing Bφ, then I = B0P (1) is an Iwahori subgroup. Let

Iopp ⊂ G(F0) be the Iwahori subgroup opposite to I. We take a character δ : T (k) → Q
×
ℓ , viewed

as a character of Iopp via quotient by Iopp(1). The data (Iopp, δ), (J, µ) are called hypergeometric
automorphic data, see Definition 15.

We consider the vector space of compact supported Qℓ-valued functions:

C (δ, µ) = Fun

(
G(F )\G(AF )/

∏

x 6=0,∞

G(Ox), Qℓ

)(Iopp,δ),(J,µ)

.

Assume that the Coxeter number hG of G is less than p. Our first main result is the following:

Theorem 1 (Theorem 18, Proposition 21). Assume the characters δ, ρ are in general position as
in Definition 17.

(i) The hypergeometric automorphic data is rigid in the sense of [Yun14b].
(ii) The space C (δ, µ) has finite dimension and is decomposed into a direct sum of one-dimensional

subspace parametrized by the set Z∗
G,φ of characters of ZG,φ = Tφ ∩ ZG.

For each character σ of ZG,φ, the machinery of [Yun14b] allows us to produce an ℓ-adic Ǧ-local
system EǦ(δ, µ)σ on Gm,k. It is defined as the Hecke eigenvalue of the Hecke eigensheaf A(δ, µ)σ , on
the moduli of G-bundles on P1 with certain level structures, associated to the function of C (δ, µ)
indexed by σ. When σ = 1 is the trivial character, we set EǦ(δ, µ) = EǦ(δ, µ)1 for simplicity.

There is a parallel story when ℓ-adic local systems on varieties over k are replaced by connections
on algebraic vector bundles on varieties over C. Similarly we choose a generic linear function
φ : V → C and linear functions ρ : Lie(Tφ)→ C and δ : Lie(T )→ C. We replace the Artin-Schreier
sheaf associated to ψ by the exponential D-module C〈x, ∂x〉/(∂x − 1) on A1

C. If (δ, µ) forms a rigid
hypergeometric automorphic data, then the same construction as in the ℓ-adic setting allows us
to define a Hecke eigensheaf AdR(δ, µ)σ and its Hecke eigenvalue EdR

Ǧ
(δ, µ)σ , a de Rham Ǧ-local

system on Gm,C.

1.3. Comparisons with previous works. When d is equal to the Coxeter number hG of G, the
above result is due to Heinloth-Ngô-Yun [HNY13]. When G = GLn, the above result is obtained
in [KY21]. In these works, the Hecke eigenvalues EǦ(δ, µ) are well-understood:

• When d = hG, the ℓ-adic Hecke eigenvalues generalize the classical Kloosterman sheaf
introduced by Deligne [Del77]. The parallel story for de Rham local systems is studied
in the work of Frenkel-Gross [FG09] and of Zhu [Zhu17]. In a recent work of the second
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author with Zhu [XZ22], they unified previous works and show that generalized Kloosterman
sheaves for classical groups come from certain hypergeometric local systems.
• When G = GLn, the Hecke eigenvalues EGLn(δ, µ) are the ℓ-adic hypergeometric local
systems defined by characters δ and µ = (φ,ψ, ρ) [KY21, Proposition 25]. In this situation,
they can treat the case d = 1 and tame hypergeometric local systems as well.

1.4. Study of EdR
Ǧ

(0, µ) via quantization of Hitchin’s integrable system. The second part

of the paper is devoted to the study of the Hecke eigenvalue EdR
Ǧ

(0, µ) in the de Rham setting,

where we take δ, σ to be trivial characters. We follow Beilinson-Drinfeld’s approach [BD97] and a
variant due to Zhu [Zhu17], where they constructed the “Galois-to-automorphic” direction of the
geometric Langlands correspondence over C for certain opers.

We keep the above notations and assume moreover that G is simply connected (and Ǧ is therefore

of adjoint type). Let ǧ denote the Lie algebra of Ǧ. Suppose d > hG
2 . We consider the space

Opǧ(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1
d
) of Ǧ-opers on Gm that

• have a regular singularity at 0 with residue equals to 0;
• have a possibly irregular singularity of maximal formal slope ≤ 1/d at ∞.

There is a simple description of these opers. Let n be the rank of G, ǧ = n−⊕ t⊕ n+ the Cartan
decomposition and p−1 ∈ n− a principal nilpotent element. Consider the unique principal sl2-triple
{p−1, 2ρ̌, p1} and the adp1-invariant subspace n

p1 ⊂ n. The adjoint action of ρ̌ gives rise to a grading
on np1 . Let d1 ≤ d2 ≤ · · · ≤ dn be the fundamental degrees of G and p1, . . . , pn be a homogeneous
basis of np1 with deg(pi) = di − 1. If t denotes a coordinate of Gm with a single pole at ∞, then
an oper of Opǧ(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1

d
) can be uniquely expressed as the following ǧ-connection on the

trivial Ǧ-bundle over Gm:

(2) ∇ = ∂t + p−1t
−1 +

∑

di≥d

λipi, λi ∈ C.

In particular, Opǧ(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1
d
) is isomorphic to an affine space.

The character µ in the automorphic data factors through an abelian quotient J of J (see Propo-

sition 22) and is parametrized by the dual of its Lie algebra j
∗
. The conditions that φ being generic

(Definition 9) and ρ being in the general position from δ = 0 (Definition 17) cut out a generic open

subset U of j
∗
parametrizing characters µ such that {(Iopp, 0), (J, µ)} forms a rigid hypergeometric

automorphic data. Our second main result can be summarized as follows:

Theorem 2 (Theorem 32). Suppose d > hG/2 in the case of type A, C 3 and d = hG or hG− 2 in
the case of type B, D. There exists a canonical dominant map π : j̄∗ → Opǧ(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1

d
) such

that, if µ ∈ U , then the underlying connection of the Ǧ-oper π(µ) is isomorphic to the de Rham
Ǧ-local system EdR

Ǧ
(0, µ).

1.4.1. Strategy of the proof. We prove the above result following Zhu’s strategy [Zhu17], where he
treats the case d = hG (for a simple simply-connected almost simple group G). Let G be the group
scheme over P1, defined by (18)

G|P1−{0,∞} = G× (P1 − {0,∞}), G(O0) = Iopp, G(O∞) = ker(J → J).

We study the global Hitchin map Hcl from the cotangent bundle T ∗BunG of the moduli stack of
G-bundles to the Hitchin base over Gm and its local variant hcl at ∞. Then we determine the
schematic image Hitch(P1)G of Hcl, which is quantized by the space Opǧ(P

1)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1
d
). We also

quantize the global and local Hitchin maps Hcl and hcl (Propositions 26 and 27). Compared to

3We restrict ourself to the case d > hG/2 for the simplicity of the statement.
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Zhu’s setting, our proof involves more complicated computation of images of Hichin maps, and the
action of Segal-Sugawara operators on certain induced module of affine Kac-Moody algebra.

These quantization results allow us to apply a variant of the machinery of Beilinson-Drinfeld,
dealing with suitable level structures, due to Zhu [Zhu17, Corollary 9] to produce the automorphic
D-modules on BunG, with opers of Opǧ(P

1)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1
d
) as their Hecke eigenvalues. Finally, we

conclude the theorem by comparing these automorphic D-modules with AdR(0, µ) constructed by
hypergeometric automorphic data (1.2).

1.4.2. Functoriality of opers spaces. In view of equation (2), we obtain the functorial relationship
between Opǧ(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1

d
) via pushout by sp2n → sl2n, so2n+1 → sl2n+1 when d > n, and

so2n+1 → so2n+2 when d > n+ 1 (see Proposition 36 for details). This suggests that there should
be certain functoriality between eigenvalues EdR

Ǧ
(0, µ) for different groups via the same pushout. In

the following, we conjecture an explicit description of Hecke eigenvalues EdR
Ǧ

(0, µ), which implies

the functoriality between EdR
Ǧ

(0, µ).

1.5. Hypergeometric differential equation and EdR
Ǧ

(0, µ). Opers (2) are closely related to

hypergeometric differential equations (1). Let G be one of the classical groups GLn, SO2n+1,
Sp2n, SO2n, Std the standard representation of G and {(Iopp, δ), (J, µ)} a rigid hypergeometric
automorphic data such that (δ, ρ). In the de Rham setting, ρ (resp. δ) is defined as a linear
function on Lie(Tφ) (resp. Lie(T )) (§ 1.2). There exist decompositions of subtori (see § 1.7, (13))

Lie(T ) ≃ ⊕ni=1Lie(Ti) and Lie(Tφ) ≃ ⊕
n−m
j=1 Lie(Tj)⊕ Lie(Z)

and we set δi = δ(1i), ρj = ρ(1j) ∈ C, where 1i is a basis of Lie(Ti) ≃ C. When each δi = 0, the
rigidity of hypergeometric automorphic data is satisfied by requiring each ρj /∈ Z.

When G = GLn, we take φ as in [KY21, §7.2.2]. A variant of [KY21, Proposition 25] in the de
Rham setting shows the following isomorphism:

EdR
GLn

(δ, µ) ≃ Hyp1(δ1, . . . , δn; ρ1, . . . , ρn−m).

Inspired by this fact and § 1.4.2, we make the following conjecture on the description of the de
Rham local system EdR

Ǧ
(0, µ)(Std) associated to the standard representation of Ǧ.

Conjecture 3. For Ǧ = SOn,Sp2n and a rigid hypergeometric automorphic data (δ = 0, µ = ρ×φ)
of G, there exists a λ ∈ C× (depending on φ), such that the following isomorphisms hold:

(i) For Ǧ = SO2n+1, we have EdR
SO2n+1

(0, µ)(Std) ≃ Hypλ(0; ρ1, . . . , ρn−m,−ρ1, . . . ,−ρn−m, 1/2).

(ii) For Ǧ = Sp2n, we have EdR
Sp2n

(0, µ)(Std) ≃ Hypλ(0; ρ1, . . . , ρn−m,−ρ1, . . . ,−ρn−m).

(iii) For Ǧ = SO2n+2 and d = 2m > n + 1, we have EdR
SO2n+2

(0, µ)(Std) ≃ EdR
SO2n+1

(0, µ)(Std) ⊕

(OGm , d).

Note that above hypergeometric differential equations are equipped with an orthogonal or sym-
plectic symmetric structure. When d = hG (i.e. n = m), the above result was obtained by Zhu
[Zhu17] (c.f. [XZ22, §5.2] for details).

As discussed in § 1.4, Conjecture 3 implies functorial relationships between Hecke eigenvalues
EdR
Ǧ

(0, µ) of different groups via pushout Sp2n → SL2n, SO2n+1 → SL2n+1 and SO2n+1 → SO2n+2

respectively.
Moreover, one can deduce the p-adic variants (and therefore the ℓ-adic variants) of Conjecture

3 and the functorial relationships from their de Rham versions, by investigating the Frobenius
structure on these de Rham local systems as in [XZ22].

We obtain some results towards to this conjecture:
5



Proposition 4. Under the assumption of Theorem 2, for Ǧ = Sp2n (resp. SO2n+1), E
dR
Ǧ

(0, µ)(Std)
is isomorphic to a hypergeometric differential equation.

Above statement follows from Theorem 32 and Corollary 39.

1.6. Structure of the article. Sections 2 and 3 contains the main results and constructions of
this article, while their proofs are postponed to sections 4-7. In section 2, we first briefly review
the notion of rigid automorphic data following Yun [Yun14b]. Then we define the hypergeometric
automorphic data using a family of Levi subgroups, that we call admissible Levi. We also specify
the general position condition for the hypergeometric automorphic data to be rigid and give an
explicit description of the relevant orbits (Theorem 19), which refines Theorem 1. The proofs
of these theorems are given in § 5, based on the study of admissible Levi subgroups in § 4. In
section 3, we study the de Rham local systems EdR

Ǧ
(0, µ) produced by hypergeometric automorphic

data and prove Theorem 2, Proposition 4. Our proofs consist of two steps (see § 1.4.1): we first
study the associated local and global Hitchin maps in § 6; we quantize these maps to establish the
geometric Langlands correspondence for opers of Opǧ(P

1)G, and compare EdR
Ǧ

(0, µ), Opǧ(P
1)G and

hypergeometric local systems in § 7.
Acknowledgement. We would like to thank Alexander Molev and Xinwen Zhu for valuable

discussions. M. K. is supported by an Australian Research Council Discovery Grant. D. X. is
partially supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China Grant No. 11688101.

1.7. Notations. We first fix some notations for the root systems in classical types.

1.7.1. Type A: GLn+1. We take a maximal torus T = {t = diag(t1, t2, ..., tn+1)|ti 6= 0} and define
subtori Ti = {(1, ..., 1, ti , 1, ..., 1)|ti 6= 0}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n+1. A basis of X∗(T ) is χi : t 7→ ti, 1 ≤ i ≤ n+1.
Let λi : ti 7→ (1, ..., 1, ti, 1, ..., 1), where ti sits at i-th diagonal entry, 1 ≤ i ≤ n + 1. The roots,
positive roots, simple roots, half sum of positive coroots are

ΦG = {χi − χj |1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ n+ 1}; ∆G = {αi = χi − χi+1|1 ≤ i ≤ n};

Φ+
G = {χi − χj |1 ≤ i < j ≤ n+ 1}; ρ̌G =

1

2

n+1∑

i=1

(n− 2i+ 2)λi.

1.7.2. Type B: SO2n+1. Let J be the anti-diagonal matrix with Jij = (−1)iδi,2n+2−j and

SO2n+1 = {A ∈ SL2n+1 | AJA
T = J}.

We take a maximal torus T = {t = diag(t1, t2, ..., tn, t
−1
1 , t−1

2 , ..., t−1
n , 1)|ti 6= 0} and define subtori

Ti = {(1, ..., 1, ti , 1, ..., 1, t
−1
i+n, 1, ..., 1)|ti 6= 0}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. A basis of characters X∗(T ) is χi : t 7→ ti,

1 ≤ i ≤ n. A basis of cocharacters X∗(T ) is λi : ti 7→ (1, ..., ti, ..., t
−1
i , ..., 1), where ti and t

−1
i are

i-th and i+ n-th diagonal entries, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. The roots, positive roots, simple roots and half sum
of positive coroots are

ΦG = {±χi|1 ≤ i ≤ n)} ∪ {±χi ± χj)|1 ≤ i < j ≤ n};

Φ+
G = {χi − χi+k =

i+k−1∑

j=i

αj |1 ≤ i < i+ k ≤ n} ∪ {χi =
n−1∑

j=i

αj + αn|1 ≤ i ≤ n};

∪ {χi + χi+k =

i+k−1∑

j=i

αj + 2

n−1∑

j=i+k

αj + 2αn|1 ≤ i < i+ k ≤ n};

∆G = {αi = χi − χi+1|1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1} ∪ {αn = χn}; ρ̌G =
n∑

i=1

(n− i+ 1)λi.
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1.7.3. Type C: Sp2n. Let J be the anti-diagonal matrix with Jij = (−1)iδi,2n+1−j and

Sp2n = {A ∈ SL2n | AJA
T = J},

We take a maximal torus T = {t = diag(t1, t2, ..., tn, t
−1
n , t−1

n−1, ..., t
−1
1 )|ti 6= 0} and define subtori

Ti = {(1, ..., 1, ti, 1, ..., 1, t
−1
i , 1, ..., 1)|ti 6= 0}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. A basis of characters X∗(T ) is χi : t 7→ ti,

1 ≤ i ≤ n. A basis of cocharacters X∗(T ) is λi : ti 7→ (1, ..., ti, ..., t
−1
i , ..., 1), where ti and t

−1
i are

i-th and (2n+1− i)-th diagonal entries, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. The roots, positive roots, simple roots and half
sum of positive coroots are

ΦG = {±(χi − χj)|1 ≤ i < j ≤ n)} ∪ {±(χi + χj)|1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n};

Φ+
G = {χi − χi+k =

i+k−1∑

j=i

αj |1 ≤ i < i+ k ≤ n} ∪ {χi + χi+k =

i+k−1∑

j=i

αj + 2

n−1∑

j=i+k

αj + αn|1 ≤ i ≤ i+ k ≤ n};

∆G = {αi = χi − χi+1|1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1} ∪ {αn = 2χn}; ρ̌G =
1

2

n∑

i=1

(2(n − i) + 1)λi.

1.7.4. Type D: SO2n. Let J be the anti-diagonal matrix with Jij = (−1)max{i,j}δi,2n+1−j and

SO2n = {A ∈ SL2n, AJA
T = J},

We take a maximal torus T = {t = diag(t1, t2, ..., tn, t
−1
n , t−1

n−1, ..., t
−1
1 )|ti 6= 0} and define subtori

Ti = {(1, ..., 1, ti, 1, ..., 1, t
−1
i , 1, ..., 1)|ti 6= 0}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. A basis of characters X∗(T ) is χi : t 7→ ti,

1 ≤ i ≤ n. A basis of cocharacters X∗(T ) is λi : ti 7→ (1, ..., ti, ..., t
−1
i , ..., 1), where ti and t

−1
i are

i-th and (2n+1− i)-th diagonal entries, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. The roots, positive roots, simple roots and half
sum of positive coroots are

ΦG = {±χi ± χj |1 ≤ i < j ≤ n};

Φ+
G = {χi − χi+k =

i+k−1∑

j=i

αj |1 ≤ i < i+ k ≤ n}

∪ {χi + χi+k =
i+k−1∑

j=i

αj + 2
n−2∑

j=i+k

αj + αn−1 + αn|1 ≤ i < i+ k ≤ n− 1}

∪ {χi + χn =
n−2∑

j=i

αj + αn|1 ≤ i < n};

∆G = {αi = χi − χi+1|1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1} ∪ {αn = χn−1 + χn}; ρ̌G =
n−1∑

i=1

(n− i)λi.

2. Hypergeometric automorphic data

Let k be a finite field of characteristic p, k an algebraic closure of k and ℓ 6= p a prime. Let X
be the projective line P1 over k and F = k(X) its function field . For any point x ∈ |X|, let Fx
be the local field at x, Ox the ring of integers and tx ∈ Ox a uniformizer. Let G be a connected
split reductive group over k, hG its Coxeter number. We assume p > hG

4. We fix a Borel subgroup
B ⊂ G and a maximal torus T ⊂ B. Our goal is to define the notion of hypergeometric automorphic
data for G on X and formulate our main theorems about rigidity of such automorphic data.

4One reason for this assumption is to define the grading given by ρ̌/d on g; another reason is that we will later use
the exponential of nilpotent elements, which is given by Springer isomorphism assuming p > hG.
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2.1. Recollections on rigid automorphic data. In this subsection, we briefly recall a simplified
version of Yun’s notion of rigid automorphic data [Yun14b] ignoring the central characters, which
is sufficient for our purpose. For a more detailed exposition of Yun’s theory, cf. [KY21, § 6].

Definition 5. Let S be a finite subset of |X|. An automorphic data (on (X,S)) is a collection of
data (Kx, γx)x∈S:

• For each x ∈ S, Kx ⊂ LxG is a pro-algebraic subgroup of loop group, contained in some
parahoric subgroup with finite codimension;
• For each x ∈ S, γx is a (rank one) character sheaf on Kx, which is pullback from a finite
dimensional quotient Kx ։ Lx := Kx/K

+
x , where K

+
x ⊂ Kx is a normal subgroup.

We set KS =
∏
x∈SKx and LS =

∏
x∈S Lx. Then γS =

∏
x∈S γx defines a character sheaf on LS .

The set S is called the set of ramification points of the automorphic data. For each x ∈ X, the
pair (Kx, γx) (and the subgroup K+

x ) is called the automorphic data at x.

Remark 6. In practice, when constructing rigid automorphic data, the groups Kx need to be chosen
carefully and are usually unique within each context. In contrast, there is some flexibility in the
choice of the groups K+

x .

2.1.1. Associated moduli stack of bundles. To every automorphic data, one associates group schemes
G and G′ over X satisfying

G|X−S = G× (X − S), G|Ox = K+
x , ∀x ∈ S;

G′|X−S = G× (X − S), G′|Ox = Kx, ∀x ∈ S.

Let BunG (resp. BunG′) be the algebraic stack of G-bundles (resp. G′-bundles) on X. The action
of LS on BunG makes BunG into a LS-torsor over BunG′ . Therefore, for a G-bundle E ∈ BunG(k),
its stabilizer

Stab(E) := {(l, η)|l ∈ LS, η ∈ Isom(E, l · E)}

has a canonical morphism to LS . Let

p : BunG → BunG′

be the quotient by LS . For E′ = p(E), we have AutG′(E′) ≃ Stab(E). The restriction of an
automorphism to formal disks around x ∈ S induces a morphism

AutG′(E′)→
∏

x∈S

Aut(E′|Ox) ≃ KS .

The morphism Stab(E)→ LS is compatible with the composition of above morphism andKS ։ LS .

Definition 7. (i) A G-bundle E ∈ BunG(k) is relevant if the pullback of γS along Stab(E)→ LS is
constant over the neutral component Stab(E)◦.

(ii) A G′-bundle E′ ∈ BunG′(k) is relevant if the pullback of γS along AutG′(E′) → KS ։ LS is
constant over the neutral component Aut(E′)◦.

By above discussion, we see that E is relevant if and only if p(E) is relevant, and that E is relevant
if and only if every bundle in its LS-orbit is relevant. Such an LS-orbit is called relevant orbit.

2.1.2. Rigidity. Let Ǧ be the dual group of G over Qℓ with center ZǦ. The Kottwitz morphism

κ : BunG → X∗(ZǦ)

exhibits X∗(ZǦ) as the set of connected components of BunG (resp. BunG′). For α ∈ X∗(ZǦ), we
denote the associated component by BunαG (resp. BunαG′).

Definition 8. An automorphic data is called rigid if on each component BunαG of BunG, there is a
unique relevant orbit. (Equivalently, there is a unique relevant element on each component BunαG′ .)
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The main result of [Yun14b] states that in favourable situations, rigid automorphic data give
rise to Hecke eigensheaves on BunG. The corresponding Hecke eigenvalues are expected to be rigid
Ǧ-local systems.

2.2. Toric pairs. Let M be a standard Levi subgroup of G such that its root system ΦM is
irreducible. The aim of this subsection is to define the notion of toric pair (G,M). This notion
will be used to define hypergeometric automorphic data in the next subsection. We assume that
M 6= T since the case M = T behaves differently, cf. §2.2.6.

2.2.1. Generic functionals of Levi subalgebras. For a root α ∈ ΦG, we denote its height by ht(α) =
〈ρ̌G, α〉. Note that since M is a standard Levi, 〈ρ̌G, α〉 = 〈ρ̌M , α〉 for α ∈ ΦM . Denote the Coxeter
number of M by d := hM . This is the same d as in §1.2. Consider the Coxeter grading of m defined
by ρ̌M/d:

m =
⊕

i∈Z/dZ

mi, mi :=
⊕

α∈ΦM , ht(α)≡i mod d

mα.

We recall a definition from [HNY13]:

Definition 9. An element φ ∈ m∗
1 is called generic if its restriction to each root subspace of m1 is

non-trivial.

A generic functional on m1 can be written as λ−θE
∗
−θM

+
∑

α∈∆M
λαE

∗
α, where E

∗
α is a basis of

g∗α and λα, λ−θ ∈ k
×. Such a functional is T -conjugate to

(3) φ = λE∗
−θM

+
∑

α∈∆M

E∗
α, for λ ∈ k×.

2.2.2. Grading on g. Consider the grading on g defined by ρ̌G/d:

(4) g =
⊕

i∈Z/dZ

gi, gi :=
⊕

α∈ΦG, ht(α)≡i mod d

gα.

Let G0 be the connected subgroup of G with Lie algebra g0. Let B0 := B∩G0 and U0 := U ∩G0.
ThenG0 is a reductive group containing T andB0 is a Borel subgroup ofG0 with Levi decomposition
B0 = TU0. The adjoint action of G on g restricts to an action of G0 on g1, called the Vinberg
representation. The pair (G0, g1) is known as a Vinberg θ-group [Vin76].

2.2.3. Let φ ∈ m∗
1 be a generic functional. We have a canonical T -equivariant projection g1 → m1.

Thus, we can think of φ as an element of g∗1. Let Lφ, Bφ, Uφ, and Tφ be the connected stabilizer of
φ in G0, B0, U0, and T , respectively. As φ is semisimple, Lφ is a connected reductive group with
solvable subgroup Bφ, unipotent subgroup Uφ, and torus Tφ. We set ZG,φ = Tφ ∩ ZG.

Proposition 10. (i) Tφ =
(⋂

α∈∆M
ker(α)

)◦
.

(ii) Tφ is a maximal torus of Lφ.
(iii) CG(Tφ) =M .
(iv) Bφ is a Borel subgroup of Lφ with Levi decomposition Bφ = TφUφ.

Proof. Assertion (i) follows immediately from the definition of φ. For (ii-iii), let S be a maximal
torus of Lφ containing Tφ. Then we have S ⊆ CG(Tφ). By (i) and [Dup, Proof of Proposition 6.8], we
haveM = CG(Tφ) and therefore S ⊆M . We deduce that S ⊆ G0∩M = T and S ⊆ (T ∩Lφ)

◦ = Tφ.
We conclude that Tφ = S is a maximal torus of Lφ.

We postpone the proof assertion (iv) to §4.2.1. �
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2.2.4. Definition of toric pairs. Observe that the torus Tφ acts on U0 by conjugation, preserving
the subgroup Uφ. Thus, Tφ acts on the affine variety U0/Uφ.

Definition 11. We say that the pair (G,M) is toric if the action of Tφ on U0/Uφ has an open
dense orbit whose stabilizer is finite modulo center.

If (G,M) is toric, then U0/Uφ is a toric variety. In particular, the action of Tφ on U0/Uφ has
finitely many orbits. In this case, we have

(5) dim(Tφ) = dim(U0/Uφ) + dimZG.

We regard this equality as a numerical requirement for a pair (G,M) being toric.

2.2.5. Classification of toric pairs. The classification of toric pairs is an interesting open problem.
One readily verifies that the pair (G,G) is toric for every connected reductive group G. If G = GLn,
then one can show that (G,M) is toric if and only ifM is conjugate to GLm×GL1×· · ·×GL1. The
if direction was established in [KY21] and the only if direction can be proved using the numerical
requirement and a quiver description of the grading5. The main result of this section, stated below,
concerns toric pairs for classical groups, i.e. the almost simple groups whose root systems are of
type A, B, C, or D.

Consider the following family of Levi subgroups:

Definition 12. Let G be a classical group and ∆G = {α1, · · · , αn} the standard set of simple
roots in its usual ordering (see §1.7). A standard Levi subgroup M ⊆ G is said to be admissible if
∆M = {αn−m+1, ..., αn} where 1 ≤ m ≤ n when G is of type An, Bn, or Cn, and 3 ≤ m ≤ n when
G is of type Dn.

The Coxeter number d = hM of M and m are related by

(6) m =





d− 1, Type A;

d/2, Type B and C;

d/2 + 1, Type D.

Theorem 13. Let G be a classical group and M ⊆ G an admissible Levi. Then (G,M) is toric.

This theorem is proved in §4 via a detailed case by case analysis.

2.2.6. The case M = T . Observe that every functional φ ∈ t∗ is generic, since T has no roots. An
easy case by case analysis shows that the numerical requirement (5) holds if and only if G is of type
An and Lφ is of type An−1. In [KY21], it is proved that in this case, the action of Tφ on U0/Uφ
has a dense open orbit with finite stabilizers.

2.3. Hypergeometric representations. In this subsection, we define a new class of euphotic
representations in the sense of [JY20, §2.2], which we call (wild) hypergeometric representations.
These representations are closely related to the notion of hypergeometric automorphic data, intro-
duced in the next subsection.

2.3.1. Let M be a Levi subgroup of G such that M 6= T and (G,M) is toric (Definition 11). In
previous section, we study the grading of g defined by ρ̌G/d. Now observe that ρ̌G/d also defines a
(principal) parahoric subgroup P ⊂ L∞G equipped with a Moy-Prasad filtration

P ⊃ P (1) ⊃ P (2) ⊃ · · · .

5We thank K. Jakob for explaining the argument to us.
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We set L = P/P (1) and V = P (1)/P (2). Then L is a reductive group over k equipped with a
canonical embedding into P . Thus, we can (and do) think of L as a subgroup of P . Moreover, we
have canonical isomorphisms

(7) L ≃ G0, V ≃ g1.

2.3.2. Let φ ∈ g∗1 be a functional induced by a generic functional of m∗
1 via projection g1 → m1,

and ψ : k → Q
×
ℓ a nontrivial additive character. Then we can view ψφ as a character P (1)→ Q

×
ℓ ,

which factors through V . We can extend this character to a larger subgroup of P as follows. Recall
that stabilizer Lφ ⊂ G0 and its Borel subgroup Bφ = TφUφ studied in the previous section. We take

again notations of § 2.2.3. Let ρ : Bφ → Bφ/Uφ ≃ Tφ → Q
×
ℓ be a multiplicative character. Using

the isomorphism L ≃ G0, we can think of these as subgroups of L (and therefore as subgroups of
P ). We denote by J the following subgroup of P :

(8) J = Bφ ⋉ P (1) ⊂ P.

As Bφ stabilizes φ, the following morphism is a character:

(9) µ : J → Q
×
ℓ , µ(bp) = ρ(b)ψφ(p), b ∈ Bφ, p ∈ P (1).

Definition 14. The irreducible subquotients of the (compactly) induced representation ind
G(K)
J µ

are called (wild) hypergeometric representations.

By definition, hypergeometric representations are the euphotic representations associated to the
functional φ, cf. [JY20, §2.2]. If M = G, then J = P equals to the Iwahori subgroup I, and
wild hypergeometric representations are the simple supercuspidal representations [GR10]. Note,
however, that hypergeometric representations associated to toric pairs (G,M) with M 6= G are not
expected to be supercuspidal.

2.4. Hypergeometric automorphic data. In this subsection, we give the main definition of
this paper introducing hypergeometric automorphic data and state our main theorem regarding
these automorphic data. We continue with the notations of the previous subsection. Thus, G is
a connected split reductive group over a finite field k, M 6= T is a Levi subgroup of G such that

(G,M) is toric. After choosing a generic functional φ ∈ m∗
1, a character ρ : Tφ → Q

×
ℓ , and an

additive character ψ of the ground field, we obtain a character µ on J = Bφ ⋉ P (1) ⊂ L∞G (9).
Let Lµ = Lρ ⊠ φ∗Lψ be the character sheaf on the proalgebraic group J whose Frobenius trace

equals to µ. Let Iopp be the Iwahori subgroup of the loop group L0G at 0, which is opposite to the

Iwahori I = B0P (1) ⊂ L∞G. Choose a character δ : T → Q
×
ℓ , regarded as a character of Iopp via

Iopp → Iopp/Iopp(1) ≃ T . Let Lδ be the character sheaf on I
opp whose Frobenius trace equals to δ.

Definition 15. The (wild) hypergeometric automorphic data on (P1, {0,∞}) associated to (G,M,µ, δ)
is defined by

(10) (Kx, γx) :=

{
(Iopp,Lδ), x = 0;

(J,Lµ), x =∞.

For the results of this section, we can take any suitable subgroups K+
x of Kx in Definition 5

for hypergeometric automorphic data, e.g. K+
0 = Iopp(1), K+

∞ = P (2). We will discuss certain
particular choices of K+

x in § 3.
11



2.4.1. Numerical condition for rigidity. We denote by G′ the group scheme over P1 defined by

G′|P1−{0,∞} = G× (P1 − {0,∞}), G′(O0) = Iopp, G′(O∞) = J = BφP (1).(11)

Lemma 16. For a toric pair (G,M), we have dimBunG′ = 0.

Proof. Let [g(Ox) : Lie(Kx)] denotes relative dimension of Ox-lattices in g(Fx). It suffices to show

dimBunG′ = dimBunG − [g(O0) : Lie(I
opp)]− [g(O∞) : Lie(J)] = 0.

When (K0,K∞) = (Iopp, I(1)) (i.e. replacing J by I(1) in the above formula), it is proved in
[HNY13, Corollary 1.3]. By (5), the relative dimension between J = BφP (1) and I(1) = ZGU0P (1)
is zero. Then the lemma follows. �

If the stabilizers of relevant orbits in an automorphic data are finite, then above fact is an
necessary condition for the data to be rigid, cf. [Yun14b, Lemma 2.7.12.(2)]. This suggests that
hypergeometric automorphic data should be “generically” rigid. In the following subsection, we
make this intuition precise.

2.5. Rigidity. Let (G,M) be an admissible Levi as in Definition 12. Recall from Theorem 13 that
such Levi is toric. We specify a condition on the characters δ, ρ in the associated hypergeometric
automorphic data (10) under which we prove that the data is rigid.

2.5.1. General position between δ and ρ. Note that since U0/Uφ is a toric variety for the action of
Tφ, there are finitely many Tφ-orbits on it. Define a finite set S consisting of subtori of Tφ by

(12) S := {(StabTφ(x))
◦ |x ∈ Tφ\(U0/Uφ)}.

Let W be the Weyl group of G. We denote by δw the conjugation of δ : T → Q
×
ℓ by a Weyl

group element w ∈W .

Definition 17. We say δ and ρ are in general position if ρ|S 6= δw|S for all S ∈ S and w ∈W .

The above condition is the same as requiring the character sheaves are different: Lρ|S 6= Lδw |S .
For G = GLn+1,Sp2n,SO2n+1,SO2n, we can make above condition more explicit. Let n be the

rank of the derived group of G, ZG the center of G. We take the standard splitting of the diagonal
T into diagonal entries T =

∏
i Ti (see §1.7).

Recall from Definition 12 that M has m simple roots. We obtain from Proposition 10(ii) that

(13) Tφ =

{
Z
∏n−m
i=1 Ti, G = GLn+1;∏n−m

i=1 Ti, G = SO2n+1,Sp2n,SO2n.

In this case, the condition that δ, ρ are in general position can be simplified to the following:

(14) ρ|Ti 6= δw|Ti , ∀w ∈W, 1 ≤ i ≤ n−m.

For G = GLn+1, above becomes the assumption χi 6= ρj in the statement of [KY21, Theorem 10].

Theorem 18. Suppose M is an admissible Levi of G, and δ, ρ are in general position. Then the
hypergeometric automorphic data is rigid.

For toric pairs (G,G), this theorem is proved in [HNY13]. When G = GLn, this theorem is
obtained in [KY21]. We first give a refinement of the above theorem in the following, which we will
prove later.
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2.5.2. The relevant orbits. We give an explicit description of the relevant orbits of BunG′ (11) for

the hypergeometric automorphic data in Theorem 18. Let W̃ = NG(F∞)(T (F∞))/T (O∞) be the

Iwahori-Weyl group and Ω ⊂ W̃ the normalizer of the Iwahori I. Let s be a coordinate around ∞
and I− := Iopp ∩G(k[s, s−1]). Using Birkhoff decomposition, we have (see (74) for details)

(15) BunG′(k) =
⊔

w̃∈W̃

I−\I−w̃U0J/J =
⊔

w̃∈W̃

⋃

[u]∈Tφ\(U0/Uφ)

I−\I−w̃uJ/J.

Let ů ∈ U0/Uφ be an element whose Tφ-orbit is dense and open. We deduce Theorem 18 from the
following theorem, which is proved in §5.

Theorem 19. Let G′ be the group scheme associated to a hypergeometric automorphic data for an
admissible Levi M (2.1.1).

(i) The automorphism group of a G′-bundle is finite if and only if it is associated to the double
coset I−\I−w̃ůJ/J , for some w̃ ∈ Ω.

(ii) Suppose δ and ρ are in general position. Then the relevant bundles are {I−w̃ůJ | w̃ ∈ Ω}.
Moreover, the automorphism group of a relevant bundle is isomorphic to ZG,φ.

Remark 20. We expect that above rigidity theorem holds for any toric pairs (G,M). However, we
do not know if there exist toric pairs other than the admissible Levi subgroups.

2.6. Hecke eigensheaves and eigenvalues. We now discuss the eigensheaves and eigenvalues
arising from these rigid data. Let D(δ, µ) be the derived category of Qℓ-complexes on BunG with
(T × J/P (2),Lδ ⊠Lµ)-equivariant structures, and P (δ, µ) the full subcategory of perverse sheaves.
By applying the argument of [JY20, §4.1-4.2], we deduce from Theorem 19 the following result
about Hecke eigenvalues associated to rigid hypergeometric automorphic data.

Proposition 21. We keep the assumption of Theorem 19. Let Z∗
G,φ be the set of characters of

ZG,φ = Tφ ∩ ZG. Then there exists a decomposition

P (δ, µ) =
⊕

σ∈Z∗

G,φ

Pσ ,

such that each Pσ contains a unique simple perverse sheaf A(δ, µ)σ on BunG, which is a Hecke
eigensheaf with eigenvalue EǦ(δ, µ)σ . Moreover, EǦ(δ, µ)σ is a semisimple Ǧ-local system on Gm.

When σ is the trivial character 1, we ignore the subscript 1 from E(δ, µ)1,A(δ, µ)1. When
G = PGLn, Sp2n, or SOn, the group ZG,φ is trivial, and we obtain a unique Hecke eigenvalue
E(δ, µ) = E(δ, µ)1. However, when G = SLn, the group ZG,φ equals the center ZG (c.f. §5.1.1).

2.6.1. Trivial functoriality. Let H → G be a central isogeny of classical groups. Then it induces
an isomorphism mH,1

∼
−→ mG,1, and we can abusively use the notation φ to denote the “same”

generic linear functional on these spaces. Let δ, ρ, and σ be characters of TG, TG,φ, and σ ∈ Z
∗
G,φ,

respectively. We denote the resulting characters of TH , TH,φ, ZH,φ by the same notations. Then

the Ȟ-eigenvalue EȞ(δ, µ)σ is the pushout of EǦ(δ, µ)σ along Ǧ→ Ȟ. For instance, if G is adjoint,
then the unique Hecke eigenvalue EǦ(δ, µ) maps to EȞ(δ, µ).

2.6.2. Relationship to Katz’s hypergeometric sheaves. In [KY21], a variant of Theorem 19 is proved
for G = GLn, and it is shown that the resulting Hecke eigenvalues are precisely the ℓ-adic hyper-
geometric local systems introduced in [Kat90]. We expect that the Hecke eigenvalues EǦ(δ, µ) are

related to those ℓ-adic hypergeometric local systems that admit an Ǧ-symmetry (c.f. Conjecture 3
for a precise statement in the de Rham setting). We will study this relationship in the de Rham
setting (see subsection below) in the next section.
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2.6.3. De Rham variant. As explained in [HNY13, §2.6], there is a variant of the above construction
usingD-modules in stead of ℓ-adic sheaves. We take the base field to be k = C. We choose a generic
C-linear function φ : m1 → C and C-linear functions ρ : Lie(Tφ) → C and δ : Lie(T ) → C. We
replace the Artin-Scherier sheaf by the exponential D-module C〈x, ∂x〉/(∂x − 1) on A1

C, and the
Kummer sheaves Lρ,Lδ by D-modules

LdR
ρ = ⊠

n−m
i=1

(
C〈x, x−1, ∂x〉/(x∂x − ρ(1i))

)
, LdR

δ = ⊠
n
i=1

(
C〈x, x−1, ∂x〉/(x∂x − δ(1i))

)
,

via isomorphisms T ≃ Gn
m,C, Tφ ≃ Gn−m

m,C . Moreover, these D-modules are independent of the

choices of decompositions.
If (δ, µ) are in general positions (defined in a similar way as in Definition 17 by LdR

ρ and LdR
δ ),

then the same construction in the de Rham setting allows us to define Hecke eigensheaves AdR(δ, µ)σ
on BunG, parametrized by σ ∈ Z∗

G,φ and associated Hecke eigenvalues:

(16) EdR
Ǧ

(δ, µ)σ : Rep(Ǧ)→ Conn(Gm).

3. Hecke eigenvalues via a quantization of Hitchin map

Let G be a simply-connected classical group of rank n over the field of complex numbers C, and
M an admissible Levi-subgroup of G (12). We keep the notations from the previous section. When
G is of type B or D, we will make certain restrictions on d = hM .

The goal of this section is to study the Hecke eigenvalues EdR
Ǧ

(0, µ) in the de Rham setting, where
we take δ, σ to be trivial characters.

We first define a group scheme G over P1 with generic fiber G associated to the hypergeometric
data (§ 3.1), then study the associated local and global Hitchin maps (§ 3.2-3.3). The Hitchin
base is quantized by a space of opers Opǧ(P

1)G (§ 3.5). Then we use a quantization of the global

Hitchin map to construct the Hecke eigensheaves, with eigenvalues in Opǧ(P
1)G, which allows us

to compare these opers with EdR
Ǧ

(0, µ) (§ 3.6 Theorem 32). Finally, we compare opers of Opǧ(P
1)G

with hypergeometric local systems (§ 3.8 Corollary 39).

3.1. An abelian quotient of J. In subsections 3.1-3.5 , we suppose moreover that d > 2
3n (resp.

d > n) when G is of type B (resp. type D). To start with, we specify some subgroups K+
x in the

definition of hypergeometric automorphic data (5). We set

k :=
⊕

α∈Φ(g1)−Φ(m1)

gα ⊆ g1.

The functional φ ∈ g∗1 (which is extended by zero from a functional on m1 ⊂ g1) vanishes on k.
Recall that we have an identification of vector spaces g1 ≃ V = P (1)/P (2). Recall (8) that

J/P (2) ≃ Bφ ⋉ V.

Let J+ be the preimage of Uφ · k ⊂ Bφ ⋉ V in J .
We prove the following proposition in §6.1.

Proposition 22. (i) J+ ⊆ J is a normal subgroup, J+/P (2) ≃ Uφ ⋉ k.

(ii) The quotient J := J/J+ is isomorphic to Tφ ×m1 and is commutative.

(iii) The character µ (9) is trivial on J+ and factors through the quotient J .

Hence, the character sheaf Lµ is trivial on J+. On the other hand, the trivial character L0 at
0 ∈ |P1| (15). In summary, we can define subgroups K+

x of Kx (5):

(17) K+
x :=

{
Iopp, x = 0;

J+, x =∞.
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Let G be the group scheme over X = P1 associated to these level structures; i.e.

(18) G|P1−{0,∞} = G× (P1 − {0,∞}), G(O0) = Iopp, G(O∞) = J+.

Let BunG denote the moduli stack of G-torsors on X. The following proposition is proved in §6.2:

Proposition 23. The stack BunG is good; i.e. dim(T ∗BunG) = 2dim(BunG) [BD97, §1.1.1].

Next, let ωBunG be the canonical line bundle on BunG and set

ω♯BunG
:= ωBunG ⊗ det(Lie(G))−1.

Lemma 24. There exists a square root ω
1/2
BunG

of ω♯BunG
.

Proof. As J+ is pro-unipotent, this follows from [Zhu14, §4.1] and [Zhu17, Proposition 6]. �

3.2. Local Hitchin map. Let c = g//G be the GIT quotient of g by adjoint action, and similarly
c∗ = g∗//G. We denote by χ : g→ c the Chevalley morphism. For an N ×N matrix X, we write

det(λI +X) = λN + c1(X)λN−1 + · · · + cN (X),

and denote by p(X) the Pfaffian of X if X moreover belongs to so2n. In practice, there exists
an isomorphism c ≃ An and the map χ : g → c ≃ An sends a matrix X ∈ g to the coefficients
{cdi(X)}ni=1 (and the Pfaffian p(X) in the type D case).

Let s = t−1 be a coordinate around ∞ ∈ P1, K = C((s)) and O = C[[s]]. We denote by D× (resp.
D) the punctured disc Spec(K) (resp. the disc Spec(O)). We denote by Hit(D×) the local Hitchin
base c∗ ×Gm ω×

K over D×, which is an ind-scheme over C. In the following, we fix a basis ds of
ωK and take an isomorphism ωK ≃ Kds. The Chevalley morphism χ : g∗ → c∗ induces the local
Hitchin map of ind-schemes [Zhu17, §4.2]:

hcl : g∗ ⊗ ωK → c∗ ×Gm ω×
K ≃

n⊕

i=1

ωdiK .

Via the isomorphism g ≃ g∗ given by Killing form, it sends Xds to (cdi(X)(ds)di)ni=1 in the case of
type A, B, C, and additionally to p(X)(ds)n in type D.

3.2.1. Given an O-lattice l ⊂ gK , we define another O-lattice of g∗ ⊗ ωK by

(19) l⊥ = {ξ ∈ g∗ ⊗ ωK |ResK(ξ,X) = 0, ∀ X ∈ l},

where ResK : g∗⊗ωK×g→ C denotes the residue pairing, i.e. coefficient of ξ(X) at ds
s . We denote

by Al the Zariski closure of image hcl(l⊥) in
⊕

i ω
di
K .

Example 25. (i) For the hyperspecial subalgebra g(O), we set Hitg(O) :=
⊕n

i=1O(ds)
di . The image

of unramified local Hitchin map is surjective, i.e. we have Ag(O) = Hitg(O). This space is isomorphic

to c∗ ×Gm ω×
O

and is also denoted by Hit(D).

(ii) Let i denote the Iwahori subalgebra and set Hiti :=
⊕n

i=1 s
−di+1O(ds)di . Then an easy explicit

computation shows that Ai = Hiti. We refer the reader to [BK18,BKV19] for more examples.

3.2.2. Now let us consider the hypergeometric data. We denote by j+ ⊆ j ⊆ g(O) the Lie algebras
of J+ ⊂ J and by j the Lie algebra of J . Our main aim is to understand Aj+. We set

(20) Hitj+ :=
⊕

di<d

s−diO(ds)di ⊕
⊕

di≥d

s−di−1O(ds)di , and Z :=
⊕

di≥d

s−di−1C(ds)di .

We can now formulate an analogue of [Zhu17, Proposition 14], which will be proved in §6.3:
15



Proposition 26. (i) We have Aj+ = Hitj+ in Hit(D×).
(ii) We have a commutative diagram

(21)

(j+)⊥ j
∗

Hitj+ Z

hcl

p

where p is the natural projection and every morphism in this diagram is dominant.

3.3. Global Hitchin map. We denote the global Hitchin base by Hit(Gm):

Hit(Gm) := Γ(Gm, c
∗ ×Gm ω×

Gm
),

and the global Hitchin map associated to G (cf. [BD97, §2.2] and [Zhu17]) by

(22) Hcl : T ∗BunG → Hit(Gm).

Let D×
0 and D×

∞ be the punctured formal disks around 0 and ∞, respectively and set

(23) Hit(P1)G := Hit(Gm)×Hit(D×

∞) Hitj+ ×Hit(D×

0 ) Hiti.

The following is a global version of the previous proposition (and an analogue of [Zhu17, Lemma19]),
which will be proved in §6.5:

Proposition 27. (i) The Zariski closure of the image of Hcl is Hit(P1)G.
(ii) We have a commutative diagram

(24)

T ∗BunG j
∗

Hit(P1)G Z

Hcl

∼

Every morphism in this diagram is dominant and the bottom arrow is an isomorphism.

Our next goal is to quantize the above propositions using the center of affine Kac–Moody algebra
at the critical level, following the framework of [BD97,Zhu17].

3.4. Local quantization.

3.4.1. Let ĝ = g(K)
⊕

C ·1 be the affine Kac-Moody algebra6 at the critical level associated to g.

Let Û(g) its completed universal enveloping algebra at the critical level. Let

Vac := Indĝ
g(O)+C1

C

be the universal affine vertex algebra. As a vector space, Vac is isomorphic to the universal

enveloping algebra U(g−), where g− = g⊗s−1C[[s−1]]. We have a canonical filtration on Û(g) wich
induces a filtration on U(g−). The associated graded algebra gr(Vac) identifies with Sym(g−) =
Fun g∗(O).

Let z and Z denote the center of the vertex algebra Vac and the associative algebra Û(g) respec-

tively. The algebras Z and z are equipped with canonical filtrations coming from that of Û(g). By
[BD97, Theorem 3.7.8], there exists canonical isomorphisms

(25) grz ≃ Fun Hit(D), grZ ≃ Fun Hit(D×).

6We ignore the derivation usually present in affine Kac–Moody algebras.
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Thus, Spec(z) and Spec(Z) quantize Hit(D) and Hit(D×), respectively. Given S ∈ Z, we write S
for its image in grZ. Recall that we have an isomorphism

Hit(D×) ≃
n⊕

i=1

ωdiK .

Let hij denote the coefficient of s−j−1(ds)di in Cs−j−1(ds)di . Then {hij | 1 ≤ i ≤ n, j ∈ Z} provide
a set of topological generators of Fun Hit(D×).

3.4.2. A complete set of Segal-Sugawara vectors is a set of elements

S1, S2, . . . , Sn ∈ z, n = rankg,

such that images of S1, . . . , Sn in grz coincide with the images of some algebraically independent
generators of the algebra of invariants Sym(g)g under the embedding Sym(g) → Sym(g−), cf.
[Fre07,Mol18].

Let {S1, . . . , Sn} be a complete set of Segal–Sugawara vectors. A fundamental theorem of Feigin
and Frenkel [FF92,Fre07] states that the center z is isomorphic to the polynomial algebra generated
by Si and their derivations Si,j, j ≥ 1. Moreover, the coefficients Si,j, j ∈ Z, obtained under state-
field correspondence of the vertex algebra Vac, are called Segal–Sugawara operators and form a set
of topological generators of the center Z. Note that a complete set of Segal–Sugawara vectors (and
therefore operators) is by no means unique.

3.4.3. Now we apply the above considerations to our hypergeometric setting. Define the vacuum
module associated to j+ by

Vacj+ := Indĝ
j+⊕C1

(C) = Û(g)/Û (g)(j+ ⊕ C1).

We have a canonical isomorphism EndVacj+ ≃ VacJ
+

j+ . Let Zj+ denote the image of Z in EndVacj+ :

Z ։ Zj+ →֒ EndVacj+ ≃ VacJ
+

j+ ⊂ Vacj+.

Since Vacj+ = Indĝj⊕C1(U(j)), we obtain an injective homomorphism

U(j) ≃ Endj U(j/j+) ⊂ EndVacj+.

Taking the associated graded with respect to the filtration induced from Û(g), we have

grU(j) ≃ Fun (j)∗, grVacj+ ≃ Fun (j+)⊥.

By Proposition 26, we have an isomorphism

(26) grZj+ ≃ Fun Hitj+ .
7

Thus we see that Vacj+ and Zj+ quantize (j+)⊥ and Hitj+, respectively.

3.4.4. Now we use a particular set of Segal-Sugawara vectors to define a subalgebra A ⊂ Z. In the
case of type A, we let Si be those constructed in [CM09, Theorem 3.1]. In the case of type C, we
let Si be those constructed in [Yak19, Theorem 4.4]. As explained at end of [Mol20, §2.3], these
Segal-Sugawara vectors coincide with the ones constructed earlier in [Mol13]. Since these Si are
constructed using characteristic polynomials, then symbols of associated Segal-Sugawara operators
Si,j would correspond to hij under the isomorphism grZ ≃ Fun Hit(D×), c.f. [Mol18, Chapter 6].

In the case of type B or D, we take a set of Segal-Sugawara vectors {Si} such that Si,j correspond
to hij under the isomorphism grZ ≃ Fun Hit(D×).

Recall that d = hM is a fundamental degree (2.2.1). We consider the following subalgebra of Z:

(27) A := C[Si,di | di ≥ d] ⊂ Z

7We give an alternative proof of this isomorphism in the proof of Lemma 29.
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Since Si,di corresponds to hi,di in (26), we have grA ≃ Fun Z (20). The associated graded of the
composition A→ Z ։ Zj+ is given by

grA ≃ Fun Z → grZj+ ≃ Fun Hitj+,

and is injective by Proposition 26. Thus, A → Zj+ is also injective. We can now state a quantum
analogue of Proposition 26, which is proved in §7.1.

Proposition 28. Assume moreover that d = hG or hG − 2 when G is of type B or D.
(i) The image of A→ Zj+ is contained in U(j) and we have the following commutative diagram:

(28)

A Zj+

U(j) End(Vacj+) Vacj+

(ii) The morphisms in above diagram are strictly compatible with filtrations. Taking the associated
graded, we obtain diagram (21).

3.5. Quantizing the Hitchin base via opers.

3.5.1. We consider another set of Segal-Sugawara operators defined via the Feigin-Frenkel isomor-
phism. Let Opǧ(D

×) be the space of ǧ-opers (aka Ǧ-opers) over the punctured disc D×. Then the
Feigin-Frenkel isomorphism [FF92] can be rephrased as a canonical isomorphism

(29) Fun Opǧ(D
×) ≃ Z.

This formulation has the advantage of being coordinate independent.
Let n be the rank of Ǧ, ǧ = n− ⊕ t ⊕ n+ the Cartan decomposition and p−1 ∈ n− a principal

nilpotent element. Consider the unique principal sl2-triple {p−1, 2ρ̌, p1} and the adp1-invariant
subspace np1 ⊂ n. The adjoint action of ρ̌ gives rise to a grading on np1 =

⊕n
i=1 n

p1
di
, where

d1 ≤ d2 ≤ · · · ≤ dn are the fundamental degrees of Ǧ. Let pi be a homogeneous basis of np1di with

deg(pi) = di − 1. We also denote n
p1
di

by Vǧ,di to distinguish these spaces for different groups.

If we choose a local coordinator s of D×, then

Opǧ(D
×) ≃ {∇ = ∂s + p−1 +

n∑

i=1

vi(s)pi, vi(s) ∈ C((s))}, vi(s) =
∑

j

vijs
−j−1.

Now let Si,j ∈ Z be the image of vij via the above isomorphism. This gives a set of Segal-Sugawara
operators, c.f. [Fre07, §4.3.1., §4.3.2.]. Consider

A1 := {Si,j | j ≥ di + ⌊
di
d
⌋,∀di}, A2 := {Si,j | j ≥ di + 1,∀di}.

The following lemma follows from the discussions in § 7.1.1 and § 7.1.2:

Lemma 29. (i) For Segal-Sugawara operators in § 3.5.1, we have A1 ⊂ ker(Z ։ Zj+).
(ii) In the case of type A or C with Segal-Sugawara operators considered in § 3.4.4, we have

A2 ⊂ ker(Z ։ Zj+).

3.5.2. Let Opj+(D
×) := Spec(Zj+), which is a closed subscheme of Opǧ(D

×). Lemma 29(i) implies

(30) Opj+(D
×) ⊂ {∇ = ∂s + p−1 +

∑

di<d

s−diC[[s]]pi +
∑

di≥d

s−di−⌊di/d⌋C[[s]]pi}.

In addition, when d > hG
2 , the description of this space simplifies:

(31) Opj+(D
×) ≃ {∇ = ∂s + p−1 +

∑

di<d

s−diC[[s]]pi +
∑

di≥d

s−di−1C[[s]]pi}.
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In this case, Opj+(D
×) equals to the space of ǧ-opers of slope ≤ 1

d , cf. [CK17, Proposition 3].

3.5.3. Let Opǧ,i(D
×) = Spec(Zi) denotes the scheme classifying local ǧ-opers on D× with regular

singularity and principal unipotent monodromy (c.f. [Fre07, §9]). We define a closed subscheme
Opǧ(P

1)G of Opǧ(Gm) classifying ǧ-opers on P1 associated to G as in [Zhu17, §2]. By [Zhu17, Lemma
5], we have an isomorphism:

Opǧ(P
1)G ≃ Opǧ(Gm)×Op

ǧ
(D×

0
) Opǧ,i(D

×
0 )×Op

ǧ
(D×

∞) Opǧ,j+(D
×
∞).

Let t = s−1 be a coordinate around 0 ∈ P1. We have the following explicit description of Opǧ(P
1)G:

The followin proposition is proved in §7.2.

Proposition 30. An oper of Opǧ(P
1)G can be written in terms of coordinates λm, . . . , λn ∈ C as:

(32) ∇ = ∂t + t−1p−1 +
∑

di≥d

(λi +

⌊di/d⌋−1∑

j=1

tjPij)pi,

where Pij are polynomials in λm, . . . , λn with fixed coefficients. In particular, we obtain an (non-
canonical) isomorphism

(33) Opǧ(P
1)G ≃ An−m+1, m := ♯{di | di ≤ d}.

3.6. Quantizing the Hitchin map and geometric Langlands correspondence. In this sub-
section, we keep the assumption of Proposition 28. We first quantize the global Hitchin map

Hcl : T ∗BunG → Hit(P1)G

introduced in §3.3. We have already seen that Opǧ(P
1)G quantizes the base Hit(P1)G. On the

other hand, it is well-known that differential operators, or their twisted variants, quantize the

cotangent bundle. More precisely, let D′
BunG

be the sheaf of ω
1/2
BunG

-twisted differential operators

on the smooth site (BunG)sm. Let D′ = (EndD′
BunG

)op be the sheaf of endomorphisms of D′
BunG

.

Then we have a natural filtration on Γ(BunG,D
′) whose associated graded is the cotangent sheaf,

cf. [BD97, §1] for more details. By [Zhu17, (3.3)] (which relies heavily on [BD97]), there exists a
canonical homomorphism

Hq : Fun Opǧ(P
1)G → Γ(BunG,D

′),

which is a quantization of the map Hcl. We are now in a position to quantize Proposition 27.

Proposition 31. We have a commutative diagram

(34)

A Fun Opǧ(P
1)G

U(j) Γ(BunG,D
′)

∼

whose associated graded coincides with diagram (24). Moreover, the top arrow is an isomorphism.

Proof. The diagram is obtained by embedding global opers into local opers using diagram (28). It
follows from construction that taking the associated graded gives diagram (24). Thus, we conclude
that the top arrow is an isomorphism. �
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3.6.1. Hecke eigensheaves associated to Opǧ(P
1)G and comparison with AdR(0, µ).

Theorem 32. (i) Let µ : U(j)→ C be a closed point of j
∗
and ∇ǧ,µ ∈ Opǧ(P

1)G(C) the associated
ǧ-oper via (34). Then ∇ǧ,µ is the Hecke eigenvalue of the following Hecke eigensheaf on BunG:

(35) Aut∇ǧ,µ
= ω

−1/2
BunG

⊗ (D′
BunG

⊗U(j),µ C).

(ii) Suppose δ = 0 and ρ are in general position. Then Aut∇ǧ,µ
is isomorphic to the associated

Hecke eigensheaf AdR(0, µ). Thus the underlying connection of the Ǧ-oper ∇ǧ,µ is isomorphic to

the Hecke eigenvalue EdR
Ǧ

(0, µ) (2.6.3).

Proof. (i) Recall that BunG → BunG′ is an J-torsor. Since BunG′ is good of dimension zero, the
argument as in [Zhu17, Lemma 18] shows that the moment map

π : T ∗BunG → j
∗

defined by the action of J on BunG is flat. Therefore, D′
BunG

is flat over U(j). Moreover, since

π−1(0) is Lagrangian, Aut∇ǧ,µ
is holonomic and its singular support is contained in the nilpotent

cone. Assertion (i) then follows from [Zhu17, Corollary 9].
(ii) Since the homomorphism U(j) → Γ(BunG,D

′) comes from the action of J on BunG, the D-
module Aut∇ǧ,µ

is (J, µ)-equivariant. By Theorem 19(ii), the relevant orbit of BunG is isomorphic

to J/ZG,φ. Hence the line bundle ω
1/2
BunG

is trivialized on this relevant orbit. Thus, the restriction of

Aut∇ǧ,µ
to this orbit is isomorphic to the character sheaf LdR

µ defined by µ. By [Yun14b, Lemma
2.7.9], Aut∇ǧ,µ

is a clean extension, establishing the claim. �

Remark 33. By repeating the argument of [XZ22, §4.3], we can remove the simple connectedness
assumption on G in the above result.

Corollary 34. Suppose moreover that G is a classical group group and keep the assumption of
Theorem 32(ii). Then the Ǧ-oper ∇ǧ,µ is isomorphic to the Hecke eigenvalue EdR

Ǧ
(0, µ).

3.7. Functoriality of oper spaces. Let d be a positive integer. For an adjoint type almost simple
group Ǧ, we denote by Opǧ(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1

d
) the space of ǧ-opers on Gm that

• has a regular singularity at 0 with residue equals to 0;
• has a possibly irregular singularity of maximal formal slope ≤ 1/d at ∞.

When d > hG
2 (6), the oper (32) simplifies to

(36) ∇ǧ(λm, . . . , λn) = ∂t + t−1p−1 +
∑

di≥d

λipi, λi ∈ C.

In this case, the space Opǧ(P
1)G identifies with Opǧ(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1

d
) in view of the following lemma.

Lemma 35. An oper of Opǧ(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1
d
) can be written written as

(37) ∇ǧ(λi) = ∂t + t−1p−1 +
∑

di≥d

λi(t)pi, λi(t) =

⌊di/d⌋−1∑

j=0

tjλij , λij ∈ C.

Proof. As ∇|D×

0
∈ Opǧ,i, an oper ∇ ∈ Opǧ(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1

d
) can be written as

∇ = ∂t + t−1p−1 +
n∑

i=1

λi(t)pi, λi(t) ∈ C[t].
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Changing the coordinate to s = t−1, ∇ becomes

∇ = ∂s + s−1p−1 + s−2
n∑

i=1

λi(s
−1)pi.

After applying gauge transformation by sρ and exp(−p12t ), the above connection is equivalent to

∇ = ∂s + p−1 − s
−2 p1

4
+

n∑

i=1

s−di−1λi(s
−1)pi.

Then we conclude the expression (37) by [CK17, Proposition 3]. �

We fix a basis pi of Vsl2n,i (resp. Vsl2n+1,i) as in [Fre07, §4.2.4]. Then, p2i is also a basis of Vsp2n,2i
(resp. Vso2n+1,2i) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Moreover, via the inclusion so2n+1 → so2n+2, one can identify
Vso2n+1,2i with Vso2n+2,2i for i > n.

Then, we obtain the following functoriality between oper spaces given by inclusion:

Proposition 36. (i) Via inclusion sp2n → sl2n, we have

Opsp2n(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1

2m
) →֒ Opsl2n(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1

2m
)

∇sp2n(λm, λm+1, . . . , λn) 7→ ∇sl2n(λm, 0, λm+1, . . . , 0, λn).

(ii) Via inclusion so2n+1 → sl2n+1, we have

Opso2n+1
(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1

2m
) →֒ Opsl2n+1

(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1
2m

)

∇so2n+1
(λm, λm+1, . . . , λn) 7→ ∇sl2n+1

(λm, 0, λm+1, . . . , λn, 0).

(iii) Assume d = 2m > n+ 1. Via inclusion so2n+1 → so2n+2, we have

Opso2n+1
(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1

2m
) →֒ Opso2n+2

(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1
2m

)

∇so2n+1
(λm, λm+1, . . . , λn) 7→ ∇so2n+2

(λm, λm+1, . . . , λn).

3.8. Hypergeometric differential equations and Opǧ(P
1)G. We present a description of opers

in Opsln(P
1)G in terms of certain hypergeometric differential equations (1).

When Ǧ = SLn, we have d = m. We consider the following hypergeometric equation of type
(n, n−m) defined by β ∈ Cn−m, λ ∈ C, δ = t ddt :

(38) Hypλ(0;β) = δn − (−1)mλt
n−m∏

j=1

(δ − βj) = δn + t(umδ
n−m + · · ·+ un),

where um, . . . , un ∈ C are expressed in terms of β, λ. The above equation defines a SLn-oper on
the trivial SLn-bundle on Gm.

For Ǧ = Sp2n (resp. Ǧ = SO2n+1) and type (2n, 2(n −m)) (resp. (2n + 1, 2(n −m) + 1)), we
take β = (β1,−β1, . . . , βn−m,−βn−m) (resp. (β1,−β1, . . . , βn−m,−βn−m,

1
2)). Then ui = 0 if i is

odd (resp. u2i+1 = 2u2i) and the connection associated to the above equation has a Ǧ-symmetry.
In the following, we consider differential equations parametrised by um, . . . , un ∈ C:

(39) Hyp(um, . . . , un) = δn + t

(
umδ

n−m + · · ·+ un

)
.

We denote by Hyp(n,n−m) the affine space Spec(C[um, . . . , un]) parametrizing coefficients of the
above equation. The following proposition is proved in § 7.3.
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Proposition 37. (i) There exists an invertible lower triangular matrix A of rank n−m+ 1 such
that under the linear transformation

(um, . . . , un) = (λm, . . . , λn)A,

Hyp(um, . . . , un) is isomorphic to the following SLn-oper on the trivial SLn-bundle over Gm:

(40) ∇ = ∂t + t−1p−1 +
∑

di≥d

(λi +

⌊di/d⌋−1∑

j=1

tjPij)pi,

where Pij are polynomials in λm, . . . , λn.
(ii) There exists an isomorphism

ψ : Opsln(P
1)G

∼
−→ Hyp(n,n−m),

such that an oper ∇ of Opsln(P
1)G(C) is isomorphic to the oper (40) corresponding to ψ(∇) in (i).

Remark 38. The above proposition allows us to identify opers of Opsln(P
1)G with opers produced

by hypergeometric differential equations. In particular, we can determine the polynomial Pij in
Proposition 30 for ǧ = sln. We call ψ(∇) hypergeometric coordinate of the sln-oper ∇.

Combined with results in § 3.7, we conclude the following corollary.

Corollary 39. Let Ǧ be SO2n+1 and d > hG
2 (resp. Sp2n and d = hG or hG − 2) and ∇ an oper

of Opǧ(Gm)G (36). By considering ∇ as a Ǧ-local system, the connection ∇(Std) associated to the

standard representation of Ǧ is isomorphic to a hypergeometric differential equation.

In particular, this allows us to deduce Proposition 4.

4. Toric pairs for classical groups: Proof of Theorem 13

Except in §4.2, we assume G is a classical group and M is an admissible Levi subgroup of G
(Definition 12).

4.1. Root system of G0. We now study the decomposition of the root system of G0 (§ 2.2.2) into
simple root systems. Recall that we have a grading of g defined by ρ̌G/d, d = hM . The relationship
between d and m = |∆M | is given in (6). Let Φ(G0) be the set of roots of G0 (with respect to T ).
Let

(41) Φ(G0) =
⊔

i

Φi(G0), ∆(G0) =
⊔

i

∆i(G0)

denote the decomposition of Φ(G0) into irreducible root systems and the corresponding decompo-
sition of simple roots. The aim of this subsection is to study the above decompositions. As a first
step, we give an explicit realization of the root system of G0.

4.1.1. Type A. Suppose G is of type An, n ∈ Z≥1. Then d ∈ {2, ..., n + 1}. In this case, we have

(42) ∆(G0) = {α ∈ ΦG|ht(α) = d} = {χi − χi+d =

i+d−1∑

j=i

αj |1 ≤ i ≤ n+ 1− d}.

Thus, |∆(G0)| = n+ 1− d = n−m. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ d, the root subsystem Φi(G0) is of Type A.
More precisely, let n+ 1 = τd+ σ where 0 ≤ σ ≤ d− 1. Then we have:

(43) Φi(G0) =

{
Aτ , 1 ≤ i ≤ σ;

Aτ−1, σ + 1 ≤ i ≤ d.
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4.1.2. Type B. Suppose G is of type Bn, n ∈ Z≥2. Then d = 2m ∈ {4, 6, ..., 2n}. In this case, we
have

(44) ∆(G0) =





χi − χi+d, ht = d, 1 ≤ i ≤ n− d, when n ≥ d+ 1;

χn+1−d, ht = d, when n ≥ d;

χi + χī, ht = d, n+ 2− d ≤ i ≤ n−m, ī := 2n+ 2− d− i > i;

χn+1−d−m + χn+1−m, ht = 2d, when n ≥ 3
2d.

It follows that

|∆(G0)| =

{
n−m, n < 3

2d;

n−m+ 1, n ≥ 3
2d.

We now consider three cases:

(1) n < d: For each 1 ≤ i ≤ n−m, let ∆i(G0) := {χi +χī}, where ī is as defined in (44). Note
that for all i, the root system Φi(G0) is of type A1. Thus, Φ(G0) is direct sum of n −m
copies of A1.

(2) d ≤ n < 3
2d: For each 1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1, let i∗ := i+ n+ 1− d. Then

∆i(G0) ={χi∗ + χī∗} ⊔ {χī∗−kd − χī∗−kd+d | 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊
ī∗ − 1

d
⌋}

⊔ {χi∗−kd − χi∗−kd+d | 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊
i∗ − 1

d
⌋}.

Moreover, ∆m(G0) := {χn+1−d}. One readily verifies that the for all i, the root system
Φi(G0) is of type A.

(3) n ≥ 3
2d: For 1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1, ∆i(G0) is as in the previous case. For i = m, we have

∆m(G0) = {χn+1−d} ⊔ {χn+1−d−kd − χn+1−kd | 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊
n

d
− 1⌋}.

For i = m+ 1, we have

∆m+1(G0) := {χn+1−m−d + χn+1−m} ⊔ {χn+1−m−kd − χn+1−m−kd+d | 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊
n−m

d
⌋}.

The types of irreducible subsystems Φi(G0) generated by ∆i(G0) is as follows:

(45) Φi(G0) =





Type A, 1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1;

Type B, i = m;

Type D, i = m+ 1.

4.1.3. Type C. Suppose G is of type Cn, n ∈ Z≥3. Then d = 2m ∈ {4, 6, ..., 2n}. In this case, we
have
(46)

∆(G0) = {α ∈ Φ(G)|ht(α) = d} =

{
χi − χi+d, 1 ≤ i ≤ n− d;

χi + χī, n+ 1− d ≤ i ≤ n−m, ī = 2n+ 1− d− i > i.

Thus, |∆(G0)| = n−m.
To study the decomposition of Φ(G0) into simple systems, we need to consider two cases:

(1) Case n < d: For each 1 ≤ i ≤ n −m, ∆i(G0) := {χi + χī}, where ī is as defined in (46).
Moreover, Φi(G0) ≃ Φ(GL2); thus, Φ(G0) is direct sum of n−m copies of A1.
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(2) Case n ≥ d: For each 1 ≤ i ≤ m, denote i∗ := n− d+ i. Then

∆i(G0) ={χi∗ + χī∗} ⊔ {χī∗−kd − χī∗−kd+d | 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊
ī∗ − 1

d
⌋}

⊔ {χi∗−kd − χi∗−kd+d | 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊
i∗ − 1

d
⌋}.

For each 1 ≤ i ≤ m, the sub root system Φi(G0) spanned by above ∆i(G0) is a type A root
system. More precisely, let n = τm+ σ where 0 ≤ σ ≤ m− 1, there are σ terms of Φi(G0),
which are isomorphic to Aτ , while m− σ terms of Φi(G0) are isomorphic to Aτ−1.

4.1.4. Type D. Suppose G is of type Dn, n ∈ Z≥4. Then d = 2m− 2 ∈ {6, 8, ..., 2(n − 1)}. In this
case, we have

(47) ∆(G0) =





χi − χi+d, ht = d, 1 ≤ i ≤ n− d, when n ≥ d+ 1;

χi + χī, ht = d, n+ 1− d ≤ i ≤ n−m, ī = 2n− d− i > i;

χn−d + χn, ht = d, when n ≥ d+ 1;

χn+1−d−m + χn+1−m, ht = 2d, when n ≥ 3
2d+ 1.

Thus, |∆(G0)| =





n−m, n ≤ d;

n−m+ 1, 3
2d ≥ n ≥ d+ 1;

n−m+ 2, n ≥ 3
2d+ 1.

We consider three cases:

(1) n ≤ d: For each 1 ≤ i ≤ n − m, let ∆i(G0) := {χi + χī}, where ī is as defined in (47).
Moreover, Φi(G0) ≃ A1; thus, Φ(G0) is direct sum of n−m copies of A1.

(2) d+ 1 ≤ n ≤ 3
2d: For each 1 ≤ i ≤ m− 2, denote i∗ := i+ n− d, we define

∆i(G0) :={χi∗ + χī∗} ⊔ {χī∗−kd − χī∗−kd+d | 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊
ī∗ − 1

d
⌋}

⊔ {χi∗−kd − χi∗−kd+d | 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊
i∗ − 1

d
⌋}.

Note that here last part is empty, but will become nonempty when n ≥ 3
2d + 1. We also

define

∆m−1(G0) := {χn−d + χn}, ∆m(G0) := {χn−d − χn}.

The type of sub root system Φi(G0) generated by ∆i(G0) is as follows:

(48) Φi(G0) = Type A, 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

(3) n ≥ 3
2d + 1: For 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 2, we define ∆i(G0) as in the d + 1 ≤ n ≤ 3

2d case. For
i = m− 1, we define

∆m−1(G0) := {χn−d + χn} ⊔ {χn−kd − χn−kd+d | 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊
n− 1

d
⌋}

For i = m, we define

∆m(G0) :={χn+1−m−d + χn+1−m} ⊔ {χn+1−m−d + χn+1−m}

⊔ {χn+1−m−kd − χn+1−m−kd+d | 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊
n+ 1−m

d
⌋}.

The type of sub root system Φi(G0) generated by ∆i(G0) is as follows:

(49) Φi(G0) =

{
Type A, 1 ≤ i ≤ m− 2;

Type D, i = m− 1,m.
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4.1.5. Decomposition of g0 into Lie subalgebras. With above notations, for α ∈ Φ(G), we set

χ(α) :=

{
{χi, χj}, α ∈ {±χi ± χj}, i 6= j;

{χi}, α ∈ {±χi,±2χi}.

Moreover, for a set of roots S, we set

χ(S) =
⋃

α∈S

χ(α).

Then we have χ(Φi(G0)) = χ(∆i(G0)) and χ(Φi(G0)) ∩ χ(Φj(G0)) = ∅, ∀i 6= j.
Now we define a Lie subalgebra li of g0 by

li =
⊕

χj∈χ(Φi(G0))

Lie(Tj)
⊕

α∈Φi(G0)

gα.

Then we obtain a decomposition

(50) g0 =
⊕

i

li
⊕

χj 6∈χ(Φ(G0))

Lie(Tj).

4.1.6. With above preparations, we obtain the following result.

Proposition 40. Let G be a classical group andM ⊆ G an admissible Levi. Then for all irreducible
G0-submodules Vi ⊆ g1, we have Vi ∩m1 6= 0.

Proof. For α ∈ Φ(m1), let hw(α) denote the highest weight of the subrepresentation Vi that contains
gα. In order to verify Proposition 40, it suffices to show that {hw(α)|α ∈ Φ(m1)} = wt+(g1) give all
the highest weights of g1 as G0-representations. In view of [KY21, Proposition 27], the number of
highest weights is n+1− |∆(G0)|. Thus it suffices to verify that there are n+1− |∆(G0)| distinct
hw(α)’s. Recall Φ(m1) = {αn−m+1, ..., αn,−θM}.

(i) Type A. We have hw(αi) =
∑i

j=i′ αi, where 1 ≤ i′ ≤ d, n − m + 1 ≤ i ≤ n and d|(i − i′);

hw(−θM ) =
∑i

j=i′ αn−m, where 1 ≤ i′ ≤ d and d|(n − m − i′). Thus these i′’s are all distinct

module d, giving n+ 1− (n−m) = m+ 1 = d many highest weights.
(ii) Type B, C, D. The highest weight hw(α) for α ∈ Φ(m1) is of the form χiα + χjα for some

integers iα ≤ jα. Similar to type A, we can check the map from Φ(m1) to the set of highest weights
of g1 is surjective is still surjective. Although, it may fail to be injective in some situations for type
B and D. �

4.2. Weight space decomposition of u0 and uφ. In this subsection, we keep the assumptions
and notations of § 2.2. To prove theorem 13, we need to study the Tφ-action on the unipotent group
U0. We first introduce some general notations about this action and prove Proposition 10(4).

We denote the Lie algebras of Uφ ⊂ U0 by uφ ⊂ u0, and the weights of the adjoint action of Tφ
on u0 by ΦTφ(u0). We have the weight subspace decomposition:

(51) u0 =
⊕

γ̄∈ΦTφ
(u0)

uγ̄ .
8

On the other hand, we have the weight decomposition with respect to maximal torus T :

(52) u0 =
⊕

γ∈Φ(u0)

gγ ,

The inclusion Tφ → T induces a restriction map

(53) π : ΦG → X∗(Tφ).

8Note that, a priori, the action of Tφ on u0 may have 0 as an eigenvalue, though we prove that this cannot happen.
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More explicitly, if we set ∆c
M := ∆G −∆M , then for γ =

∑
α∈∆G

nαα ∈ ΦG we have

(54) π(
∑

α∈∆G

nαα) =
∑

α∈∆c
M

nαα.

Moreover, we have

(55) uγ̄ =
⊕

γ∈π−1(γ̄)

gγ , ∀γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u0).

Note that uφ is a Tφ-invariant subspace of u0. We have a decomposition

(56) uφ =
⊕

γ̄∈ΦTφ
(uφ)

uφ,γ̄ , where uφ,γ̄ = uγ̄ ∩ uφ.

In view of Proposition 10(i-ii), for every γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(uφ), we have dim(uφ,γ̄) = 1.

Lemma 41. If γ =
∑

α∈∆c
M

nαα+
∑

α∈∆M

mαα ∈ Φ(u0), then
∑

α∈∆c
M

nαα 6= 0. In particular, 0 6∈ ΦTφ(u0)

and π induces a surjection

π : Φ(u0) ։ ΦTφ(u0).

Proof. Recall that γ ∈ Φ(u0) satisfies d | ht(γ). If π(γ) = 0, then we have γ ∈ ΦM and ht(γ) <
hM = d, which implies γ = 0. �

4.2.1. Proof of Proposition 10(iv). Let lφ, t, and tφ denote the Lie algebras of Lφ, T and Tφ
respectively. Consider the Tφ-eigenspace decomposition:

g0 = t⊕
⊕

γ̄∈ΦTφ
(g0)

g0,γ̄ , lφ = tφ ⊕
⊕

γ̄∈ΦTφ
(lφ)

lφ,γ̄ .

Recall Uφ = U0 ∩ Lφ. It suffices to show that B1 = TφUφ is a Borel of Lφ as Bφ ⊃ B1. Then we
reduce to show that

(57) ΦTφ(lφ) = ΦTφ(Uφ) ⊔ (−ΦTφ(Uφ))

The projection π : Φ(g0)→ ΦTφ(g0) is surjective (Lemma 41). Given any γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(lφ), we have

lφ,γ̄ ⊂ lγ̄ =
⊕

γ∈π−1(γ̄)

gγ .

If a weight γ =
∑

α∈∆G
nαα ∈ ΦG ∈ π

−1(γ̄) is positive, then by Lemma 41, nα > 0 for some

α ∈ ∆c
M . By (54), this implies that γ′ > 0 for every γ′ ∈ π−1(γ̄). Therefore, we have lφ,γ̄ ⊂ u0 ∩ lφ

and γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(Uφ). Similarly, when γ < 0 for some γ ∈ π−1(γ̄), we deduce γ̄ ∈ −ΦTφ(Uφ). This
gives the inclusion ⊂ of (57).

On the other hand, as π(−γ) = −π(γ), the right hand side of (57) is a disjoint union. Moreover,
as Lφ is reductive, γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(lφ) if and only if −γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(lφ). This provides the opposite inclusion
and completes the proof. �

4.3. Classification of ΦTφ(u0) via π. Let γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u0) and write γ̄ =
∑

α∈∆c
M
nαα.

Lemma 42. There are three possibilities for π−1(γ̄):

(I) π−1(γ̄) = {γ} is a singleton;
(II) |π−1(γ̄)| ≥ 2 and for any γ1, γ2 ∈ π

−1(γ̄), ht(γ1) = ht(γ2);
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(III) G is of type B or D and π−1(γ̄) contains roots of unequal heights; more precisely,

{γ1 =
∑

α∈∆c
M

nαα, γ2 = γ1 + αn−m+1 + θM} ⊂ π
−1(γ̄).

Proof. Let γ1 and γ2 be elements of π−1(γ̄) and write

γi =
∑

α∈∆c
M

nαα+
∑

α∈∆M

mi
αα, mi

α ∈ N, i = 1, 2.

Note that ht(γi) is divisible by d; thus, d = hM divides

|ht(γ1)− ht(γ2)| = |
∑

α∈∆M

m1
α −

∑

α∈∆M

m2
α| ≤ max

i∈{1,2}

∑

α∈∆M

mi
α.

There are two possibilities of the maximal value of
∑

α∈∆M
mi
α:

(i) If G is of type A and type C, then
∑

α∈∆M
mi
α ≤ ht(θM ) = hM − 1 < hM , so ht(γ1) = ht(γ2).

(ii) If G is of type B and type D, then
∑

α∈∆M
mi
α ≤ ht(θM + αn−m+1) = hM , where ∆M =

{αn−m+1, ..., αn}. Therefore, we have ht(γ1) = ht(γ2) or |ht(γ1) − ht(γ2)| = hM . The second case
happens only if one of γi satisfies m

i
α = 0 for all i, while the other one satisfies all of mi

α achieve the
maximal possible value. Note that in this case, there is no weight other than γ1, γ2 in π−1(γ̄). �

We say a root γ ∈ Φ(u0) or a Tφ-weight γ̄ = π(γ) is of type (I) (resp. (II), (III)) if γ̄ = π(γ)
satisfies above condition (I) (resp. (II), (III)). The above lemma allows us to give an explicit
description of the weight spaces ΦTφ(u0):

Proposition 43. (i) Suppose G is of type A or C. Then only type (I) roots appear. In other words,

π defines a bijection Φ(u0)
∼
−→ ΦTφ(u0).

(ii) Suppose G is of type B.

• If n < 3
2d, only type (I) roots appear;

• if n ≥ 3
2d, both type (I) and (III) roots appear.

Moreover, for any type (III) weight γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u0), we have |π−1(γ̄)| = 2.
(iii) Suppose G is of type D.

• If n ≤ d, only type (I) roots appear;
• if d+ 1 ≤ n ≤ 3

2d, both type (I) and (II) roots appear;

• if n ≥ 3
2d+ 1, all of type (I),(II),(III) roots appear.

Moreover, for any type (II), (III) weight γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u0), we have |π−1(γ̄)| = 2.

Proof. We denote the set of type (I) (resp. (II), resp. (III)) roots of u0 by ΦI
Tφ
(u0) (resp. Φ

II
Tφ
(u0),

resp. ΦIII
Tφ
(u0)) and explicitly study the decomposition

Φ(u0) = ΦI
Tφ
(u0) ⊔ ΦII

Tφ
(u0) ⊔ ΦIII

Tφ
(u0).

With the notations of § 1.7, we have

∆G = ∆c
M ⊔∆M = {α1, . . . , αn−m} ⊔ {αn−m+1, ..., αn}.

Suppose γ1 =
∑n

j=i1
njαj , γ2 =

∑n
j=i2

mjαj ∈ Φ(u0) satisfy π(γ1) = π(γ2) and ni1 > 0,mi2 > 0.
A simple observation is that i1 = i2. Indeed, from Lemma 41, we have i1, i2 ≤ n −m. Then we
conclude the claim from (54).
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4.3.1. Type A. Given 1 ≤ d = m+ 1 ≤ n+ 1, we have

(58) Φ(u0) = {

i+td−1∑

j=i

αj |1 ≤ i ≤ i+ td− 1 ≤ n}.

It follows from the observation that type (II) roots do not exist. We have

(59) Φ(u0) = ΦI
Tφ
(u0), π : Φ(u0)

∼
−→ ΦTφ(u0) is a bijection.

4.3.2. Type B. Given 2 ≤ d = 2m ≤ 2n, we have

Φ(u0) ={

i+td−1∑

j=i

αj |1 ≤ i < i+ td− 1 ≤ n}

⊔ {

i+k−1∑

j=i

αj + 2

n∑

j=i+k

αj |i+ k = 2n− i− td+ 2 > i, 1 ≤ t ≤ ⌊
2n − 1

d
⌋}.

(60)

We first show that type (II) roots do not exist. Suppose γ1, γ2 ∈ Φ(u0) satisfy π(γ1) = π(γ2)

and ht(γ1) = ht(γ2). If γ1 and γ2 are both of the form
∑i+td−1

j=i αj or
∑i+k−1

j=i αj + 2
∑n

j=i+k αj ,

then ht(γ1) = ht(γ2) implies γ1 = γ2. If γ1 =
∑i+td−1

j=i αj while γ2 =
∑i+k−1

j=i αj + 2
∑n

j=i+k αj ,

2n−2i−k+2 = qd, then ht(γ1) = td ≤ n+1−i while ht(γ2) = 2n−i−(i+k)+2 ≥ n+2−i > ht(γ1).
Therefore type (II) roots would not appear.

We have Φ(u0) = ΦI
Tφ
(u0) ⊔ ΦIII

Tφ
(u0). These roots are explicitly given by:

ΦI
Tφ
(u0) ={

i+k−1∑

j=i

αj ∈ Φ(u0)|i+ k − 1 6= n−m} ⊔ {

i+k−1∑

j=i

αj + 2

n∑

j=i+k

αj ∈ Φ(u0)|i+ k − 1 6= n−m};

ΦIII
Tφ
(u0) =

⊔

1≤t≤⌊n−m
d

⌋

{
n−m∑

j=i

αj ,
n−m∑

j=i

αj + 2
n∑

j=n−m+1

αj |n−m− i+ 1 = td}.

(61)

4.3.3. Type C. Given 2 ≤ d = 2m ≤ 2n, we have

Φ(u0) ={

i+td−1∑

j=i

αj |1 ≤ i < i+ td− 1 ≤ n}

⊔ {

i+k−1∑

j=i

αj + 2

n−1∑

j=i+k

αj + αn|i+ k = 2n− i− td+ 1 ≥ i, 1 ≤ t ≤ ⌊
2n − 1

d
⌋}.

(62)

One can check that type (II) roots do not exist as in §4.3.2. We have

(63) Φ(u0) = ΦI
Tφ
(u0), π : Φ(u0)

∼
−→ ΦTφ(u0) is a bijection.

4.3.4. Type D. Given 2 ≤ d = 2m ≤ 2n− 2, we have

Φ(u0) ={

i+td−1∑

j=i

αj |1 ≤ i < i+ td− 1 ≤ n} ⊔ {

n−2∑

j=i

αj + αn|i = n− td, 1 ≤ t ≤ ⌊
n− 1

d
⌋}

⊔ {
i+k−1∑

j=i

αj + 2
n−2∑

j=i+k

αj + αn−1 + αn|i+ k = 2n − i− td > i, 1 ≤ t ≤ ⌊
2n − 3

d
⌋}.
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Both type (I), (II) and (III) roots exist. We have Φ(u0) = ΦI
Tφ
(u0) ⊔ ΦII

Tφ
(u0) ⊔ ΦIII

Tφ
(u0). By a

similar argument of §4.3.2, we deduce that these roots are given by:

ΦII
Tφ
(u0) ={

i+k−1∑

j=i

αj ∈ Φ(u0)|i+ k − 1 6= n−m,n− 1}

⊔ {

i+k−1∑

j=i

αj + 2

n−2∑

j=i+k

αj + αn−1 + αn ∈ Φ(u0)|i + k − 1 6= n−m};

ΦII
Tφ
(u0) =

⊔

1≤t≤⌊n−1

d
⌋

{

n−1∑

j=i

αj ,

n−2∑

j=i

αj + αn|n− i = td};

ΦIII
Tφ
(u0) =

⊔

1≤t≤⌊n−m
d

⌋

{

n−m∑

j=i

αj ,

n−m∑

j=i

αj + 2

n−2∑

j=n−m+1

αj + αn−1 + αn|n−m− i+ 1 = td}.

(64)

�

4.4. Structure of uφ and a complement of uφ in u0. The goal of this subsection is to study uφ
and define an explicit Tφ-invariant complement uc of uφ in u0, i.e., a decomposition of Tφ-modules

u0 = uφ ⊕ uc.

We start with an observation:

Lemma 44. uφ = {v ∈ u0 | [v, φ] = 0}.

Proof. Note that the exponential map on u0 is well-defined and induces an isomorphism u0 ≃ U0.
Then we conclude (44) from the fact that Uφ is the stabilizer of φ in U0. �

Recall the root space decomposition of uφ (56):

(65) uφ =
⊕

γ̄∈ΦTφ
(uφ)

uφ,γ̄ , where uφ,γ̄ := uγ̄ ∩ uφ, dim(uφ,γ̄) = 1.

Proposition 43 then implies that uγ̄ is either a root subspace gγ for some γ ∈ Φ(u0) ⊆ Φ(G), or
the direct sum of two root subspaces. The following result provides a criterion for whether a root
subspace is contained in uφ.

Lemma 45. For γ ∈ Φ(u0), the inclusion uγ ⊆ uφ holds if and only if for every root α ∈ Φ(m−1),
we have γ + α 6∈ ΦG.

Proof. Recall that φ =
∑

α∈Φ(m−1)

λαEα. By (44), Eγ belongs to uφ if and only if

[Eγ , φ] =
∑

α∈Φ(m−1)

λα[Eγ , Eα] = 0.

The latter is, in turn, equivalent to [Eγ , Eα] = 0, i.e. γ + α 6∈ ΦG, for every α ∈ Φ(m−1). �

We now describe the subspace uφ,γ̄ for every Tφ-weight γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u0) and define a complement ucγ̄
of uφ,γ̄ in uγ̄ . When γ̄ is of type (I) (i.e. π−1(γ̄) = {γ} is a singleton), the above corollary provides

a criterion for uφ,γ̄ = gγ̄ or uφ,γ̄ = 0 and we define ucγ̄ in an obvious way. Namely, denote by ΦI
Tφ
(uφ)

(resp. ΦI
Tφ
(uc)) the Tφ-weights in uφ (resp. uc) of type (I), which can be uniquely lifted to roots in

Φ(u0). Then we have

ΦI(u0) = ΦI
Tφ
(uφ) ⊔ΦI

Tφ
(uc).
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When γ̄ is of type (II) or (III) (which can appear only in types B and D), uφ,γ̄ is no longer a root

subspace gγ . We will describe the set of Tφ-weights ΦII
Tφ
(uφ) and ΦIII

Tφ
(uφ) of type (II) and (III),

and define ucγ̄ . Below, we give an explicit description of these root spaces in each classical type.

4.4.1. Type An. Given γ =

i∑

j=i−td+1

αj ∈ Φ(u0), by Lemma 45, we have

γ ∈ ΦI
Tφ
(uc)⇔ ∃α ∈ Φ(m−1) = {−αn−m+1,−αn−m+2, ...,−αn,

n∑

j=n−m+1

αj}, γ + α ∈ ΦG.

⇔ i ∈ {n −m,n−m+ 1, ..., n}.

Then we deduce

ΦI
Tφ
(uc) ={

i∑

j=i−td+1

αj|n−m ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ i− td+ 1 ≤ i};

ΦI
Tφ
(uφ) ={

i∑

j=i−td+1

αj|1 ≤ i− td+ 1 ≤ i < n−m}.

(66)

4.4.2. Type Bn. We have

ΦI
Tφ
(uc) ={

i∑

j=i−td+1

αj |n−m+ 1 ≤ i ≤ n}

⊔ {
i−1∑

j=i−k

αj + 2
n∑

j=i

αj|n−m+ 2 ≤ i ≤ n, i− k = 2n− i− td+ 2};

ΦI
Tφ
(uφ) ={

i∑

j=i−td+1

αj |1 ≤ i ≤ n−m− 1}

⊔ {

i−1∑

j=i−k

αj + 2

n∑

j=i

αj|2 ≤ i ≤ n−m, i− k = 2n− i− td+ 2}.

(67)

It remains to study uφ,γ̄ for a type (III) weight γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u0). Recall (cf. (55) and (61)) that

uγ̄ = gγ1 ⊕ gγ2 , γ1 =

n−m∑

j=i

αj, γ2 =

n−m∑

j=i

αj + 2

n∑

j=n−m+1

αj , n−m− i+ 1 = td.

A vector v = λ1Eγ1 + λ2Eγ2 belongs to uφ,γ̄ if and only if

0 = [v, φ] = [λ1Eγ1 + λ2Eγ2 ,
∑

α∈∆M

E−α + EθM ] = λ1Eγ1+θM + λ2Eγ2−αn−m+1
= (λ1 + λ2)Eγ1+θM .

Thus Eφ,γ̄ = Eγ1 −Eγ2 is a basis of uφ,γ̄ and we define ucγ̄ to be the subspace of uγ̄ generated by
Ec,γ̄ = Eγ1 + Eγ2 :

ΦIII
Tφ
(uφ) = ΦIII

Tφ
(uc) = π(ΦIII

Tφ
(u0));

uφ,γ̄ = k(Eγ1 − Eγ2), u
c
γ̄ = k(Eγ1 + Eγ2), π

−1(γ̄) = {γ1, γ2}, ∀γ̄ ∈ ΦIII
Tφ
(u0).

(68)
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4.4.3. Type C. We have

ΦI
Tφ
(uc) ={

i∑

j=i−td+1

αj |n−m ≤ i ≤ n}

⊔ {

i−1∑

j=i−k

αj + 2

n−1∑

j=i

αj + αn|n−m+ 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, i− k = 2n − i− td+ 1};

ΦI
Tφ
(uφ) ={

i∑

j=i−td+1

αj |1 ≤ i ≤ n−m− 1}

⊔ {

i−1∑

j=i−k

αj + 2

n−1∑

j=i

αj + αn|1 ≤ i ≤ n−m, i− k = 2n− i− td+ 1}.

(69)

4.4.4. Type D. We have

ΦI
Tφ
(uc) ={

i∑

j=i−td+1

αj |n−m+ 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2 & i = n}

⊔ {

i−1∑

j=i−k

αj + 2

n−2∑

j=i

αj + αn−1 + αn|n−m+ 2 ≤ i ≤ n− 2, i− k = 2n− i− td};

ΦI
Tφ
(uφ) ={

i∑

j=i−td+1

αj |1 ≤ i ≤ n−m− 1}

⊔ {

i−1∑

j=i−k

αj + 2

n−2∑

j=i

αj + αn−1 + αn|2 ≤ i ≤ n−m, i− k = 2n− i− td}.

(70)

It remains to study uφ,γ̄ for a type (II) or (III) weight γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u0). Recall that

uγ̄ = gγ1 ⊕ gγ2 , (γ1, γ2) =





(

n−1∑

j=i

αj,

n−2∑

j=i

αj + αn), type (II),

(

n−m∑

j=i

αj,

n−m∑

j=i

αj + 2

n−2∑

j=n−m+1

αj + αn−1 + αn), type (III).

By a similar computation as in type B, Eφ,γ̄ = Eγ1 − Eγ2 is a basis of uφ,γ̄ . We define ucγ̄ to be
the subspace of uγ̄ generated by Ec,γ̄ = Eγ1 + Eγ2 :

ΦII
Tφ
(uφ) = ΦII

Tφ
(uc) = π(ΦII

Tφ
(u0)), ΦIII

Tφ
(uφ) = ΦIII

Tφ
(uc) = π(ΦIII

Tφ
(u0));

uφ,γ̄ = k(Eγ1 − Eγ2), u
c
γ̄ = k(Eγ1 + Eγ2), π

−1(γ̄) = {γ1, γ2}, ∀γ̄ ∈ π(Φ
II
Tφ
(u0) ⊔ ΦIII

Tφ
(u0)).

(71)

4.4.5. We define uc ⊆ u0 by

(72) uc :=
⊕

γ̄∈ΦTφ
(uφ)

ucγ̄ .

Thus, we have a decomposition of Tφ-modules u0 = uφ ⊕ uc.
We collect an observation for future use. We consider roots of g as characters of Tφ by restriction.

From discussions on ΦTφ(u
c) and Proposition 43, we can see:
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Proposition 46. We can label elements of ΦTφ(u
c) by ΦTφ(u

c) = {γi}
n−m
i=1 such that for 1 ≤ i ≤

n−m, γi ∈ π
−1(γi) ⊂ Φ(u0) can be written as

γi = χi + uiχri

for an integer ri ∈ [n−m+ 1, n + 1] and ui ∈ {−1, 0, 1}.

Note that in the case of type B,C,D, χri is trivial on Tφ and that when G = SLn+1, χri |Tφ is
nontrivial, because Tφ = {(a1, ..., an−m, a, ..., a) ∈ T}.

4.5. A complement for Uφ inside U0. In this section, we give a group theoretic analogue of the
above result and construct a complement U c for Uφ inside U0. The main challenge is that Uφ is
not, in general, normal; thus, U0/Uφ is not a group.

4.5.1. Root space decomposition of Uφ. For each weight γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(uφ), let Uγ̄ = exp(uγ̄) and Uφ,γ̄ =
exp(uφ,γ̄). Then, we have an inclusion Uφ,γ̄ ⊆ Uγ̄ . Let Uφ,γ̄ := Uφ ∩ Uγ̄ . In view of root space
decomposition of uφ (56), we obtain an isomorphism of schemes

(73) Uφ ≃
∏

γ̄∈ΦTφ
(uφ)

Uφ,γ̄ ,

where the product is defined with respect to some order on ΦTφ(uφ). In particular, we see that the
resulting scheme is, up to isomorphism, independent of the chosen order.

4.5.2. Let U cγ̄ the subscheme exp(ucγ̄) of U0. Note that Tφ acts on ucγ̄ ; thus, it also acts on U cγ̄ . Let
≺ be an order on ΦTφ(u

c) and define

U c :=
∏

γ̄∈ΦTφ
(uc)

U cγ̄ ⊂ U0,

where the product is taken with respect to the order ≺. In general, U c is not a subgroup of U0,
but only a subscheme (depending on ≺), equipped with an action of Tφ.

Proposition 47. (i) The multiplication map on G induces an isomorphism of schemes U c×Uφ
∼
−→

U0.
(ii) We have a Tφ-equivariant isomorphism of schemes U c ≃ U0/Uφ. Note that U0/Uφ is inde-

pendent of the choice of ≺.

Proof. Let V = U c × Uφ. Let e be the unit in U0, and by abuse of notation also the product of
units (e, e) ∈ U c × Uφ. In view of their definition, the differential map

dem : TeV → TeU0

is an isomorphism. To prove the assertion, we use Luna map to show there are isomorphisms
V ≃ TeV and U0 ≃ TeU0, whose composition with dem coincides with m. By [Mil17, Theorem
13.41], it suffices to find an action of torus Gm on U c, Uφ and U0, compatible with the multiplication
map m, fixing e, such that all of its weights on uc, uφ and u0 are positive.

When G is of type A or C, only type (I) Tφ-weights appear (59) and (63) and U c, Uφ and U0

are all products of root subgroups for positive roots of G. In particular, they are normalized by T .
Consider the adjoint action given by ρ̌G(Gm), which has positive weights on uc, uφ and u0. This
provides the desired Gm-action.

When G is of type B and D, we have seen from (61) and (64) that type (I), (II), and (III) Tφ-
weights all appear, and U c, Uφ and U0 are only normalized by Tφ rather than T . However we can
modify ρ̌G into a Tφ-cocharacter that satisfies our requirement. Since we only concern properties
on subgroups of U0, we may assume G is either SO2n+1 or SO2n. Observe that T =

∏n
i=1 Ti and

Tφ =
∏n−m
i=1 Ti in notations of §1.7, which allow us to define a projection p : T ։ Tφ. We set
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λ = ρ̌G ◦ p ∈ X∗(Tφ). If G = SO2n+1, then λ =
∑n−m

i=1 (n − i + 1)λi. Any γ ∈ Φ(u0) is either χi,
or χi ± χi+k. From Lemma 41, we always have i ≤ n − m and therefore γ(λ) > 0. Similarly, if
G = SO2n, then λ =

∑n−m
i=1 (n−i)λi. Any γ ∈ Φ(u0) is of the form χi±χi+k, where i ≤ n−m. Thus

we have γ(λ) > 0 as well. Thus λ provides the desired Gm-action, which completes the proof. �

4.6. Orbits of the action of Tφ. Recall that we have a basis Ecγ̄ for the one-dimensional vector
space ucγ̄ . For each subset A ⊆ ΦTφ(u

c), define an element

uA =
∏

γ̄∈A

exp(Ecγ̄) ∈ U
c,

where the product is taken with respect to the order ≺. Let UA ⊆ U c denote the conjugacy class
of uA in U c.

Proposition 48. (i) The images of uA and UA in U0/Uφ are independent of ≺.
(ii) The map A 7→ UAUφ induces a bijection

{subsets of ΦTφ(u
c)} ←→ {Tφ-orbits on U c}.

To prove the proposition, we need a lemma first.

Lemma 49. (i) For any type (II), (III) weight γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u0) where π−1(γ̄) = {γ1, γ2}, γ1 + γ2 is
not a root. In particular, Uγ1 and Uγ2 commute, and Uγ̄ = Uγ1Uγ2 .

(ii) For any γ̄1, γ̄2 ∈ ΦTφ(u
c), if γ̄1 + γ̄2 ∈ ΦTφ(u0), then γ̄1 + γ̄2 ∈ ΦTφ(uφ) − ΦTφ(u

c). In this
case, γ̄1 + γ̄2 + γ̄ 6∈ ΦTφ(u0) for any γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u

c).

Proof. (i) It follows from Proposition 43 that type (II),(III) weights only occur in type B, D.
Moreover, if π(γ1) = π(γ2), then γi = αk +

∑n
j=k+1 n

i
jαj for some 1 ≤ k ≤ n−m. Thus γ1 + γ2 =

2αk +
∑n

j=k+1(n
1
j + n2j)αj is not a root in type B or D root system.

(ii) Since here we essentially only concern properties of root systems, we may assume G is
either SLn+1,SO2n+1,Sp2n,SO2n. From Proposition 46, we may assume γ̄1 = χp, γ̄2 = χq for
1 ≤ p, q ≤ n −m. Thus γ̄1 + γ̄2 = χp + χq 6∈ ΦTφ(u

c) as a character of Tφ. Moreover, since any
root is of the form χi or χi ± χj , so is any weight in ΦTφ(u0). Thus for any γ̄ = χr, γ̄1 + γ̄2 + γ̄ =
χp + χq + χr 6∈ ΦTφ(u0). �

Proof. We are now ready to prove the proposition. It suffices to prove (i). For any γ̄i ∈ ΦTφ(u
c)

and vi ∈ ucχi
, we set ui = exp(vi). If γ̄i+ γ̄j 6∈ ΦTφ(u0), then ui and uj already commute. Otherwise,

from Lemma 49(ii) we have γ̄ = γ̄i + γ̄j ∈ ΦTφ(uφ). Thus v := [vi, vj ] ∈ uφ,γ̄ . Moreover, we have

[v′, v] = 0 for any v′ ∈ uc and that exp(v) commutes with any u ∈ U c. We obtain

uiuj = (uiuju
−1
i )ui = exp(vj + [vi, vj ])ui = uj exp(v)ui = ujui exp(v)

where exp(v) commutes with any element of U c. By induction, if {j1, . . . , jk} is a permutation of
{i1, . . . , ik}, we deduce that

ui1ui2 · · · uik = uj1uj2 · · · ujkuφ

for some uφ ∈ Uφ that commutes with any element of U c. This finishes the proof. �

4.7. Proof of Theorem 13. Our goal is to show that the action of Tφ on U0/Uφ has an open
dense orbit with finite stabilizer. In the previous subsections, we constructed a subscheme U c ⊆ U0

and a Tφ-equivariant isomorphism of schemes U c ≃ U0/Uφ. Moreover, we constructed a bijection
between subsets A ⊆ ΦTφ(u

c) and Tφ-orbits on U
c.

Let Ů c ⊆ U c denote the Tφ-orbit corresponding to the the maximal subset (i.e. A = ΦTφ(u
c)).

We claim that Ů c is open dense with finite stabilizer. Indeed, as noted above, U c is a product
of one dimensional subschemes U cγ̄ . Thus, Ů c then identifies with the subvariety of U c consisting
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of elements whose restriction to each of these one-dimensional subschemes is nontrivial. In other
words, Ů c consists of elements of the form

∏
γ̄∈ΦTφ

(uφ)
exp(cγ̄E

c
γ̄), where cγ̄ ranges over elements of

k×. This is a dense open subset with trivial stabilizer. �

5. Rigidity of hypergeometric data for classical groups: Proof of Theorem 19

5.1. Stratification of the moduli stack BunG′ . We keep the notation and assumption of The-
orem 19. Recall that BunG′ denotes the moduli stack of G′-bundles, defined by hypergeometric

data (11). Let W̃ = NG(F∞)(T (F∞))/T (O∞) be the Iwahori-Weyl group and Ω the normalizer of

I which is a subgroup of W̃ . The group J = BφP (1) ⊂ P is contained in the Iwahori I = B0P (1).

Let s be a coordinate around ∞ and set I− = Iopp ∩ G(k[s, s−1]). By [HNY13, Proposition 1.1]
and Birkhoff decomposition, we have a decomposition

BunG′(k) = I−\G(k((s)))/J =
⊔

w̃∈W̃

I−\I−w̃I/J.

As I = B0P (1) = TU0P (1), J = BφP (1) = TφUφP (1), above decomposition can be written as

BunG′(k) =
⊔

w̃∈W̃

I−\I−w̃U0J/J.

Note that Tφ is contained in both I− and J . Thus I−\I−w̃uJ/J = I−\I−w̃(Adtu)J/J for any
u ∈ U0, t ∈ Tφ. In view of Proposition 48, we obtain

(74) BunG′(k) =
⊔

w̃∈W̃

⋃

A⊂ΦTφ
(uc)

I−\I−w̃uAJ/J.

We obtain a surjection W̃ × 2
ΦTφ

(uc)
։ BunG′(k) given by (w̃, A) 7→ I−w̃uAJ . In particular,

BunG′(k) has countably many objects up to isomorphism.

5.1.1. A family of subtori. We introduce a family of subtori in Tφ, which would be contained in
the automorphism group of certain G′-bundles.

Given γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u
c), we define

(75) Tγ̄ :=

( ⋂

α∈ΦTφ
(uc)−{γ̄}

kerα

)◦

⊂ Tφ.

It is clear that these subtori belong to the family S defined in (12).
From Proposition 46, we can see that Tγ̄ ≃ Gm. More specifically, if G = SO2n+1,Sp2n,SO2n

and γ̄ = χi + uiχri ∈ ΦTφ(u
c), then Tγ̄ = Ti; if G = SLn+1 and γ̄ = χi − χri ∈ ΦTφ(u

c), then

Tγ̄ = {(a, ..., a, a−n, a, ..., a)|a ∈ k×}, where a−n is the i-th diagonal entry.

5.2. Automorphisms of G′-bundles. We first prove Theorem 19(i). To do so, let xI be the
barycenter of alcove CI associated to the Iwahori I = B0P (1). By [KY21, Proposition 27], the set
of simple affine roots ∆aff(I) associated to CI is a disjoint union of the set ∆(G0) of simple roots
of L and the set wt−(V ) of lowest weights in L-representation V with respect to BI . Thus w̃ ∈ Ω
if and only if (w̃α)(xI) > 0 for any α ∈ ∆(G0) ⊔ wt−(V ).

Note that the subgroup ZG,φ (2.2.3) of the center is contained in the automorphism group of
each G′-bundle. Theorem 19(i) follows from the following proposition.

Proposition 50. For G′-bundle E = I−w̃uAJ where A ⊂ ΦTφ(u
c), its automorphism group

Aut(E) = J ∩Ad(w̃uA)−1I− contains following subschemes:
(i) If A 6= ΦTφ(u

c), then for any γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u
c)−A, Tγ̄ ⊂ Tφ ∩Aut(E).
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(ii) If A = ΦTφ(u
c), w̃ 6∈ Ω and there exists α ∈ wt−(V ) such that (w̃α)(xI) < 0, then Adů−1Uα ⊂

P (1) ∩Aut(E).
(iii) If A = ΦTφ(u

c), w̃ 6∈ Ω and there exists α ∈ ∆(G0) such that (w̃α)(xI ) < 0, then there exists
γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u

c) and a connected subscheme of the form Hw̃ = {tu(t)|t ∈ Tγ̄ , u(t) ∈ Uφ, u(1) = 1} ≃ Tγ̄
such that Hw̃ ⊂ Bφ ∩Aut(E).

(iv) If A = ΦTφ(u
c) and w̃ ∈ Ω, then Aut(E) = ZG,φ.

Proof. (i): Note that

Tφ ∩Adu−1
A
T = Tφ ∩Ad(w̃uA)−1T ⊂ J ∩Ad(w̃uA)−1I− = Aut(E).

If A 6= ΦTφ(u
c), let γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u

c)−A. From (75), any t ∈ Tγ̄ ⊂ Tφ satisfies α(t) = 1, ∀α ∈ A, i.e.

uAtu
−1
A = t. We obtain

Tγ̄ ⊂ Tφ ∩Adu−1
A
T ⊂ Aut(E).

(ii): In this case uA = ů. Since (w̃α)(xI) < 0 for α ∈ wt−(V ), we have Adw̃Uα ⊂ Adw̃P (1)∩I
− =

Adw̃ůP (1) ∩ I
−. Thus

Adů−1Uα ⊂ P (1) ∩Ad(w̃ů)−1I− ⊂ Aut(E).

(iii): For the α ∈ ∆(G0) that satisfies (w̃α)(xI ) < 0, we have Uα ⊂ Adw̃−1I−. Thus

(76) Bφ ∩Adů−1(TUα) ⊂ J ∩Ad(w̃ů)−1I− = Aut(E).

On the other hand, in view of 4.1, we can see that α ∈ ∆(G0) is of the form α = χi or χi ± χj
where i < j, 1 ≤ i ≤ n−m. From Proposition 46, there is a unique γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u

c) such that γ̄ = χi
or χi − χri . In the following, we construct a morphism u : Tγ̄ → Uφ and define Hw̃ by

Hw̃ = {tu(t)|t ∈ Tγ̄ , u(t) ∈ Uφ, u(1) = 1} ⊂ Bφ ∩Aut(E).

By (76), it suffices to require Hw̃ ⊂ Adů−1(TUα), i.e. for ∀t ∈ Tγ̄ , ∃uα ∈ Uα such that

(77) t−1ůt = uαůu(t)
−1.

The construction of u(t) is based on a discussion on the restriction of α to Tφ, i.e. the Tφ-weight
π(α) ∈ ΦTφ(u0) (53).

Case a): when π(α) ∈ ΦTφ(u
c).

From Proposition 46, we have π(α) = α|Tφ = γ̄ for some γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u
c). We choose an order ≺ on

ΦTφ(u
c) such that γ̄ is the maximal one. Then the LHS of (77) is

t−1ůt =

( ∏

γ̄′∈ΦTφ
(uc)−{γ̄}

exp(Ec,γ̄′)

)
exp(γ̄(t−1)Ec,γ̄).

For the RHS of (77), we set uα = exp(λEα) for some λ to be determined. From Lemma 49(ii),
we know that for any γ̄′ ∈ ΦTφ(u

c) and u ∈ Uγ̄′ , we have uαu = uuαu
′ for some u′ ∈ Uφ that

commutes with Uᾱ for every ᾱ ∈ ΦTφ(u
c). We obtain

uαů = ůuαuφ =

( ∏

γ̄′∈ΦTφ
(uc)−{γ̄}

exp(Ec,γ̄′)

)
exp(Ec,γ̄)uαuφ,

for some uφ = uφ(t) ∈ Uφ that commutes with Uᾱ for any ᾱ ∈ ΦTφ(u
c).

Comparing above two formulas, the equality (77) amounts to requiring

exp(γ̄(t−1)Ec,γ̄) = exp(Ec,γ̄)uαuφu(t)
−1,

for some u(t) ∈ Uφ. This is the same as

exp((1− γ̄(t−1))Ec,γ̄) exp(λEα) = u(t)u−1
φ ∈ Uφ.
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Moreover, if α is type (I) root then Ec,γ̄ = Eα; if α is type (II) or (III) root, Lemma (49).(1) implies
that [Ec,γ̄ , Eα] = 0. Thus we always have [Ec,γ̄ , Eα] = 0. The question reduces to find λ = λ(t)
such that

(78) (1− γ̄(t−1))Ec,γ̄ + λEα ∈ uφ.

When α is a type (I) root, Ec,γ̄ = Eα. We set λ = γ̄(t−1) − 1 and u(t) = uφ(t). Then the
equation (77) is satisfied, and Hw̃ defined by Tγ̄ and u(t) gives the desired subscheme of Aut(E).

When α is of type (II) or (III), assume π−1(γ̄) = {α,α′}. Recall from (68) and (71) that
Ec,γ̄ = Eα + Eα′ and Eφ,γ̄ = Eα − Eα′ ∈ uφ. We let λ = 2(γ̄(t−1)− 1), then (78) becomes

(1− γ̄(t−1))Ec,γ̄ + λEα = (γ̄(t−1)− 1)(Eα − Eα′) = (γ̄(t−1)− 1)Eφ,γ̄ ∈ uφ.

If we set u(t) = exp((χi(t
−1)− 1)Eφ,γ̄)uφ(t), then equation (77) is satisfied. Thus Hw̃ defined from

Tγ̄ and u(t) gives the desired subscheme of Aut(E).
Case b): when π(α) ∈ ΦTφ(uφ)− ΦTφ(u

c).
In this case, α ∈ ΦTφ(u

c) is a type (I) root. In view of 4.4.1-4.4.4 and 4.1, any root α ∈ Φ(uφ) ∩

∆(G0) is of the form α =
∑i+d−1

j=i αj = χi − χi+d where i+ d ≤ n−m. From Proposition 46, χi+d
(resp. χi+d − χri+d

if G = SLn+1) is the unique Tφ-weight β̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u
c) satisfying α+ β̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u0).

Let uα = exp(λEα), above discussion implies that

uαůu
−1
α = (

∏

γ̄′ 6=γ̄,β̄

exp(Ec,γ̄′)) exp(Ec,γ̄) exp(Ec,β̄ + λ[Eα, Ec,β̄]).

Here we choose an order on ΦTφ(u
c) such that γ̄, β̄ are the last two of them. Any β ∈ π−1(β̄) is

either β = χi+d ± χj for some j > n − m, or χi+d. Thus α + β ∈ Φ(u0) is still a T -root, and
[Eα, Ec,β̄] = Ec,γ̄ . By Lemma 49.(2), [Ec,γ̄ , Ec,β̄] is either 0, or an element of uφ that commutes

with uc. Thus we can use Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula9 to get

exp(λEc,γ̄) exp(Ec,β̄) = exp(λEc,γ̄ + Ec,β̄ +
1

2
[λEc,γ̄ , Ec,β̄])

= exp(Ec,β̄ + λEc,γ̄) exp(
λ

2
[Ec,γ̄ , Ec,β̄]),

⇒ exp(Ec,β̄ + λEc,γ̄) = exp(λEc,γ̄) exp(Ec,β̄) exp(−
λ

2
[Ec,γ̄ , Ec,β̄]).

We set uφ = exp(−λ
2 [Ec,γ̄ , λEc,β̄]) ∈ Uφ. In summary, we have

uαůu
−1
α = (

∏

γ̄′ 6=γ̄,β̄

exp(Ec,γ̄′)) exp((1 + λ)Ec,γ̄) exp(Ec,β̄)uφ.

Recall that our goal is to construct u(t) satisfying (77). We set λ = γ̄(t−1)− 1 for t ∈ Tγ̄ , and

u(t) = uφuα = exp(−
λ

2
[Ec,γ̄ , λEc,χi+d

]) exp(λEα).

In this way, we obtain identity (77):

uαůu(t)
−1 = (

∏

γ̄′ 6=γ̄,β̄

exp(Ec,γ̄′)) exp(γ̄(t
−1)Ec,γ̄) exp(Ec,β̄) = t−1ůt.

Thus Hw̃, defined by Tγ̄ and u(t), gives rise to the desired subscheme of Aut(E). This completes
the proof of Proposition 50(iii).

9Here all the Lie algebra elements appear are nilpotent, contained in the same Borel subalgebra of g0. Thus expo-
nential map is a regular morphism, and the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula is an equality of regular functions,
thus applicable.
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(iv): Since w̃ ∈ Ω normalize I−, it suffices to show AdůJ∩I
− = ZG,φ. Note that J = BφP (1) ⊂ I

and ů ∈ U c ⊂ I. We have

AdůJ ∩ I
− ⊂ I ∩ I− = I ∩ I− = T.

Then, we deduce

AdůJ ∩ I
− = (AdůBφ)P (1) ∩ T = AdůBφ ∩ T.

For any Adůtu = t((t−1ůt)uů−1) ∈ AdůBφ ∩ T with t ∈ Tφ, u ∈ Uφ, we deduce (t−1ůt)u = ů.
Since U c is normalized by Tφ, we deduce from Proposition 47 that u = 1, t−1ůt = ů. From the
definition of ů, this tells us that γ̄(t) = 1 for all γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(u

c). Thus Proposition 46 implies t ∈ ZG,φ.
This shows Aut(E) = AdůBφ ∩ T = ZG,φ. �

5.3. Proof of Theorem 19(ii). We now conclude the proof by showing that a G′-bundle is relevant
if and only if its stabilizer is finite. Let E = I−w̃uAJ be any G′-bundle. The automorphism group
of E is given by

Aut(E) ≃ AdgJ ∩ I
− ≃ J ∩Adg−1I−.

Its restrictions to O0 and O∞ define an embedding

(79) Aut(E) ≃ J ∩Adg−1I− →֒ Iopp × J = KS , a 7→ (Adga, a).

Recall that E is called relevant (Definition 7) if the pullback of γS = Lδ ⊠Lµ to Aut(E)◦ via the
above map is a constant sheaf.

5.3.1. If A 6= ΦTφ(u
c). Suppose E is relevant. From Proposition 50(i), the Frobenius trace of γS

has to be constant on Tγ̄ ⊂ Tφ ∩Aut(E) via (79):

δ(w̃tw̃−1)ρ(t) = 1, ∀ t ∈ Tγ̄ .

This contradicts to the assumption that δ and ρ are in general position (Definition 17). Therefore
the bundle E is irrelevant.

5.3.2. If A = ΦTφ(u
c) and (w̃α)(xI) < 0 for some α ∈ wt−(V ). Suppose E is relevant. From

Proposition 50(ii), the Frobenius trace of γS on Adů−1Uα ⊂ P (1) ∩Aut(E) is constant, i.e.

ψ(φ(̊u−1vů)) = 1, ∀v ∈ Uα

Since ψ is nontrivial, we deduce that φ(̊u−1vů) = 0, ∀v ∈ gα = Lie(Uα) ⊂ g1. The same
argument implies that for any u in the Tφ-orbit of ů, we have φ(u−1vu) = 0. Recall that the

Tφ-orbits Ů := AdTφ ů is open in U≺. Moreover, since φ is stabilized by Uφ, we have φ(u−1vu) = 0,

∀v ∈ gα, u ∈ ŮUφ. Since ŮUφ is an open dense subgroup of U0 = U cUφ (Proposition 47), we have

φ(u−1vu) = 0, ∀v ∈ gα, u ∈ U0, and φ(aduv) = 0, ∀u ∈ u0, v ∈ gα.

Suppose this α is the lowest weight of subrepresentation Vi ⊂ V . Then we have φ(v) = 0, ∀v ∈ Vi.
Since φ is generic on m1, we obtain a contradiction with Proposition 40. Therefore the bundle E is
irrelevant.

5.3.3. If A = ΦTφ(u
c) and (w̃α)(xI) < 0 for some α ∈ ∆(G0). Suppose E is relevant. From

Proposition 50(iii), the Frobenius trace of the restriction of γS to Hw̃ is constant:

δ(w̃ůtu(t)̊u−1w̃−1)ρ(tu(t)) = δ(w̃tw̃−1)ρ(t) = 1, ∀t ∈ Tγ̄ .

This contradicts to the assumption that δ and ρ are in general position. Therefore the bundle E is
irrelevant.

5.3.4. If A = ΦTφ(u
c) and w̃ ∈ Ω. From Proposition 50, Aut(E)◦ = 1. Thus γS is constant on

Aut(E)◦ and E is relevant. This completes the proof of Theorem 19. �
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6. Study of local and global Hitchin maps: Proof of Propositions 26 and 27

6.1. Proof of Proposition 22. (i) Note that g1 = m1 ⊕ k and that the Tφ-action preserves k and
is trivial on m1. It suffices to show that the action of Uφ ⊂ L (resp. uφ) on V preserves k ⊂ g1 ≃ V .

Recall that uφ has a decomposition (56) into Tφ-weight subspaces. By assumption, only type (I)
roots exist (Proposition 43). For γ̄ ∈ ΦTφ(uφ), γ̄ is the restriction of of a unique root γ ∈ Φ(u0)
to Tφ and the space uφ,γ̄ = gγ is generated by Eφ,γ̄ = Eγ . For any β ∈ Φ(g1), if γ + β ∈ ΦG,
then γ + β ∈ Φ(g1) = Φ(k) ⊔ Φ(m1). Therefore, if γ + β = α ∈ Φ(m1), then γ − α = −β is a
root. However, this fact contradicts to Lemma 45. Therefore the action of Eγ sends g1 into k and
preserves k. Assertion (i) follows.

Assertion (ii) follows from (i) and the definition. For µ = ρ×ψφ (9), ρ (resp. φ) is trivial on Uφ
(resp. k). Then assertion (iii) follows. �

6.2. Proof of Proposition 23. Recall [BD97, § 1.1.1] that a stack Y is good if

(80) codim{y ∈ Y|dimAut(y) = n} ≥ n, ∀n > 0.

Since BunG is J-torsor over BunG′ , it suffices to show the assertion for BunG′ . Since dimBunG′ = 0
(16), it suffices to show the following fact:

Claim: for any n > 0, there are finitely many isomorphism classes of G′-bundles E ∈ BunG′

satisfying dimAut(E) = n.
Let y ∈ BunG′(k) be a G′-bundles and I−\I−w̃uAJ/J the associated double quotient in (74). Its

automorphism group is
Aut(y) ≃ I− ∩ w̃uAJu

−1
A w̃−1.

Since uA ∈ U
c ⊂ U0 and J = BφP (1), we have P (1) ⊂ uAJu

−1
A ⊂ I = B0P (1). Thus we have

I− ∩ w̃P (1)w̃−1 ⊂ Aut(y) ⊂ I− ∩ w̃Iw̃−1 = T (I− ∩ w̃I(1)w̃−1),

If ℓ(w̃) denotes the length of w̃ in W̃ , then dim(I− ∩ w̃I(1)w̃−1) = ℓ(w̃) [Fal03, Theorem 7]. We
deduce from above relation that

dimAut(y) ≤ dimT + ℓ(w̃).

On the other hand, I− ∩ w̃I(1)w̃−1 = I− ∩ w̃U0P (1)w̃
−1, I− ∩ w̃U0w̃

−1 and I− ∩ w̃P (1)w̃−1 are
finite dimensional groups normalized by T . Thus they are products of affine root subgroups, and
we have

I− ∩ w̃I(1)w̃−1 = (I− ∩ w̃U0w̃
−1)(I− ∩ w̃P (1)w̃−1) ⊂ U0(I

− ∩ w̃P (1)w̃−1),

which implies dim(I− ∩ w̃P (1)w̃−1) ≥ dim(I− ∩ w̃I(1)w̃−1)− dimU0 = ℓ(w̃)− dimU0.
From the above discussion, we obtain

ℓ(w̃)− dimU0 ≤ dimAut(y) ≤ ℓ(w̃) + dimT.

Recall (74) that for a fixed w̃, there are at most 2
|ΦTφ

(uc)|
isomorphism classes of G′-bundles of

the form I−\I−w̃uAJ/J . Together with the above inequality, we obtain the claim and finishes the
proof. �

6.3. Proof of Propositions 26. We first prove the inclusion in one direction of assertion (i).

Lemma 51. We have Aj+ ⊆ Hitj+.

Proof. Let K ′/K be a finite extension of degree d and u a uniformizer of K ′ such that s = ud. We
consider the morphism DK : g∗ ⊗ ωK → g∗ ⊗ ωK ′ defined in [Zhu17, Proposition 10] and denote

by DK∗ the composition of DK with the isomorphism g∗⊗ωK ′

∼
−→ g⊗ωK ′ induced by the Killing

form. We have a decomposition:

(81) j+ = uφ ⊕ k⊕ p(2),
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where k = ⊕α∈Φ(g1)−Φ(m1)gα satisfies m1 ⊕ k = V . Then we deduce

(82) DK∗((j+)⊥) = (m−1u
−1 ⊕ u⊥φ ⊕

∏

j≥1

gju
j)
du

u
,

where u⊥φ is the orthogonal complement of uφ in g0 with respect to Killing form.

Inside ωdiK ′ , for every n ∈ Z we know from [Zhu17, Lemma 11] 10 that

ωdi
OK′

(n)
⋂
ωdiK = ωdi

OK

(
di − ⌈

di − n

d
⌉

)
.

We reduce to show that for X du
u ∈ DK

∗((j+)⊥),

(83) hcl(X
du

u
) ∈

⊕

di<d

ωdi
OK′

(di + d− 1)⊕
⊕

di≥d

ωdi
OK′

(di + d).

Recall that hcl(X du
u ) is calculated by coefficients of the characteristic polynomial, and that di-th

component of hcl(X du
u ) is a sum of products of di matrix entries in X du

u .

For such a di product, entries of m−1u
−1 would contribute at most d terms in the product. Then

we deduce that the degree of u in this product is ≤ −2di if di < d and ≤ −di − d if di ≥ d. The
inclusion (83) follows. �

6.3.1. Following [BK18, §6], we use the global Hitchin map to prove Proposition 26. Let ℓ be
an integer and consider a set S of ℓ + 1 distinct points on the projective line: x := ∞, y1 := 0,
y2, ..., yℓ ∈ P1 − {0,∞}. Let I be an Iwahoric subgroup. We consider a group scheme Gℓ over P1

defined by
Gℓ|P1−S = G× (P1 − S); Gℓ(Ox) = J+; Gℓ(Oyi) = I, 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ.

We denote the global Hitchin base over P1 − S by Hit(P1 − S) and the global Hitchin map by

Hcl : T ∗BunGℓ
→ Hit(P1 − S).

Let AGℓ
be the Zariski closure of the image Hcl(T ∗BunGℓ

) in Hit(P1 − S). We define a closed
subscheme Hit(P1)Gℓ

of Hit(P1 − S) by

Hit(P1)Gℓ
= Hit(P1 − S)×D×

∞

Hitj+ ×D×

y1
Hiti × · · · ×D×

yℓ

Hiti

≃
⊕

di<d

Γ(P1,Ωdi(dix+ (di − 1)(y1 + · · · + yℓ)))⊕
⊕

di≥d

Γ(P1,Ωdi((di + 1)x+ (di − 1)(y1 + · · ·+ yℓ))).

Lemma 52. For every ℓ ≥ 1, we have AGℓ
= Hit(P1)Gℓ

.

Proof. Recall that Ai = Hiti (25). Then we have

AGℓ
≃ Hit(P1 − S)×D×

∞

Aj+ ×D×

y1
Hiti × · · · ×D×

yℓ

Hiti.

By Lemma 51 and the above formula, we have AGℓ
⊆ Hit(P1)Gℓ

. To obtain another direction,
we first prove the case ℓ = 1. We show that the subspace Z (20) of Hitj+ is contained in Aj+ in
subsection 6.4. Then we have closed embeddings

(84) Hit(Gm)×D×

∞

Z ×D×

0
Hit(D0)i →֒ AG1

→֒ Hit(P1)G1
.

Since ♯{di ≥ d} = n−m+ 1, we have

Hit(P1)G1
≃

⊕

di≥d

Γ(P1,Ωdi((di + 1)∞+ (di − 1)0)) ≃ An−m+1.

10There is a typo in loc.cit.
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For each d ≤ di ≤ hG, let t = s−1, we have Ct(dtt )
di = Cs−1(dss )

di ⊂ Z. Therefore, Cs−1(dss )
di is

contained in the LHS of (84). By comparing dimension, we deduce that the closed embeddings
(84) are isomorphisms, which proves the case ℓ = 1.

In the general case, the proposition follows from the following isomorphisms:

AGℓ
≃ AG1

×D×

y1
Hiti × · · · ×D×

yℓ

Hiti
∼
−→ Hit(P1)G1

×D×

y1
Hiti × · · · ×D×

yℓ

Hiti ≃ Hit(P1)Gℓ
.

�

6.3.2. Proof of Proposition 26.(i). By Lemma 51, it remains to show the image hcl((j+)⊥) is dense
in Hitj+. Recall Example 25(i) that Hit(D) = c∗ ×Gm ω×

O
. It suffices to show that for any pos-

itive integer N > 0, the image is dense in the quotient Hitj+/s
NHit(D). Consider the following

commutative diagram

AGℓ
Aj+ Hitj+

Hit(P1)Gℓ
Hitj+/s

NHit(D)

≀

θ

We will show that for any N > 0, we can choose ℓ ≫ N such that θ is surjective. We do this by
comparing dimensions, i.e. we verify the equlity

(85) dimHit(P1)Gℓ
= dimker(θ) + dimHitj+/s

NHit(D).

Indeed, we have

dimHit(P1)Gℓ
=

∑

di<d

dimΓ(P1,Ωdi(dix+ (di − 1)(y1 + · · ·+ yℓ)))

+
∑

di≥d

dimΓ(P1,Ωdi((di + 1)x+ (di − 1)(y1 + · · ·+ yℓ)))

=m
∑

i

(di − 1)−
∑

i

di + n+
∑

di≥d

1.

dimHitj+/s
N =

∑

di<d

dim(s−diO/sNO) +
∑

di≥d

dim(s−di−1O/sNO)

= Nn+
∑

i

di +
∑

di≥d

1.

If we take ℓ large enough such that ℓ(di − 1)−N − 2di > 0 for every di, then we also have

dimker(θ) =
∑

di<d

dimΓ(P1,Ωdi(−Nx+ (di − 1)(y1 + · · ·+ yℓ)))

+
∑

di≥d

dimΓ(P1,Ωdi(−Nx+ (di − 1)(y1 + · · ·+ yℓ)))

=−Nn+m
∑

i

(di − 1)− 2
∑

i

di + n.

Combining above, we get (85), which completes the proof of Part (i) of the proposition. �
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6.3.3. Proof of Proposition 26.(ii). The morphism p in (21) is a quotient by Hitj. In order to obtain
the right vertical map and the commutative diagram, we need to show

(p ◦ hcl)(X + Y ) = (p ◦ hcl)(X), ∀X ∈ (j+)⊥, Y ∈ j⊥.

To prove this assertion, we may assume ǧ = gln+1 in the type A case. We set uc− = ⊕α∈Φ(uc)g−α,

tm =
∏n
j=n−m+1 Lie(Tj) in type B, C, D or tm =

∏n+1
j=n−m+1 Lie(Tj) in type A. Similar to (82), we

have

DK∗(j⊥) = (tm ⊕ u0 ⊕ uc− ⊕
∏

j≥1

gju
j)
du

u
.

As u⊥φ = t⊕ u0 ⊕ uc−, we have a decomposition

DK∗((j+)⊥) = DK∗(j⊥)⊕ (tφ ⊕m−1u
−1)

du

u
.

After taking s = ud, we have Z =
⊕

di≥d
Cu−d(duu )di . Denote by tdi,d+di the coefficients of

u−d−diλdi in the determinant det(λI + X). For X ∈ DK∗((j+)⊥), (p ◦ hcl)(X) is calculated by
tdi,d+di for di ≥ d. Each tdi,d+di is a sum of products x1x2 · · · xN , where xi’s are entries of some
principal minor XI of X belonging to different columns and rows.

The proposition amounts to show that each xi in tdi,d+di belongs to (tφ ⊕m−1u
−1)duu .

There are at most d non-zero entries in the matrix of m−1 and these entries are in different
columns and rows. If x1x2 · · · xN is a summand of tdi,d+di , there are d terms of xi’s belonging to

m−1u
−1 du

u , and the rest of xi are entries of DK∗((j+)⊥) ∩ gdu
u = (b0 ⊕ uc−)

du
u and lie in different

columns and rows to those of m−1. By Lemma 45, −γ ∈ Φ(uc−) if and only if there exists α ∈ Φ(m−1)
such that γ + α ∈ ΦG. This implies and any element of uc− has a common column or row with
m−1, thus cannot appear as xi. So are elements of tm and of uc ⊂ b0 = t⊕ uc ⊕ uφ. Thus the rest
of xi can only come from tφ ⊕ uφ, and their product is a summand of the determinant of tφ ⊕ uφ.
Therefore, they all belong to tφ. This completes the proof. �

6.4. Proof of Z ⊆ Aj+. Indeed, we show a slightly stronger result; namely, we shall prove that

(86) Z ⊂ hcl(m−1u−1 ⊕ u⊥φ ),

where m−1u
−1 ⊕ u⊥φ are defined in (82). Recall §6.3.3 that u⊥φ = b0 ⊕ uc−. For X ∈ m−1u

−1 ⊕ u⊥φ ,
we write

X = X1 +X2 +X3, where X1 ∈ m−1u
−1,X2 ∈ b0,X3 ∈ uc−.

Moreover, we set X2 = X ′
2 +X ′′

2 , where X
′
2 = (x1, x2, ..., xn) ∈ t and X ′′

2 ∈ u0.
By Lemma 45, a root γ ∈ Φ(u0) is a weight of uc if and only if there exists α ∈ Φ(m−1) such that

γ + α ∈ ΦG. This means entries of uc− has common row or column with those of m−1. Since the
Hitchin map of classical group is given by coefficients of characteristic polynomials, above discussion
shows

det(λI +X) = det(λI +X2 +X3) + u−d det(X1)

n−m∏

i=1

(λ+ xi)

where for X1 = u−1
∑

γ∈Φ(m−1)
cαEα, det(X1) = cθM

∏
−α∈∆M

caαα , aα the coefficient of −α in θM .

We keep the notation and assumption of 6.3.3. Recall that tφ = ⊕n−mi=1 Lie(Ti). Thus we have

Z = p(hcl(u−1m−1 ⊕ tφ)). It remains to show that fixing the coefficients (xi)
n−m
i=1 of X2 in tφ, we

can choose coefficients (xi) of X2 in tm and of X3, such that det(λI + X2 + X3) = λN , where
N = n+ 1, 2n + 1, 2n, 2n for type A, B, C, D respectively.
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We can decompose g0 as simple Lie subalgebras li of type A (50). Let X2,i and X3,i be the
restriction of X2 and X3 to li and Ni the size of li. We reduce to prove the following claim: there
exist coefficients of X2,i in tm and of X3,i such that

(87) det(λI +X2,i +X3,i) = λNi .

Label the simple roots of li by β1, β2, ..., βni
so that they give roots from left to right in Dynkin

diagram of Li. We set βi,j =
∑j−1

k=i βk.
With the notation of § 4.1, the following lemma follows from a straightforward case-by-case

verification.

Lemma 53. (i) Except the case where G is of type B when d ≤ n < 3
2d and i = m, we have

tm ∩ li = Lie(Tui) (6.3.3) for a unique integer ui.
(ii) Since there exist only type I weights (Proposition 43), we consider ΦTφ(u

c) as a subset of ΦG.
There exists an integer 1 ≤ vi ≤ ni such that

ΦTφ(u
c) ∩ Φ(li) = {β1,vi , β2,vi , ..., βvi−1,vi} ⊔ {βvi,vi+1, βvi,vi+2, ..., βvi ,ni

}.

Moreover, βvi−1,vi = χj ± χi′ for some j < i′ or βvi,vi+1 = χi′ ± χj for some i′ < j.

If we take X3,i =
∑

γ∈∆(Li)
Eγ , the claim (87) follows from Lemmas 53 and the calculation of a

characteristic polynomial in Lemma 54. The exceptional case in type B can also be checked in a
similar way. This complete the proof of Z ⊆ Aj+. �

6.4.1. Calculation of a characteristic polynomial. Given positive integers N > 1 and i ∈ [1, N ],
consider the following matrix:

(88) X :=

N∑

j=1

xjEj,j +

n−1∑

j=1

Ej,j+1 +

i−1∑

j=1

yjEi,j +

n−1∑

j=i

yjEj+1,i,

X =




x1 1
x2 1

. . .
. . .

xi−1 1
y1 y2 · · · yi−1 xi 1

yi xi+1
. . .

...
. . . 1

yN−1 xN




Lemma 54. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ N , given any complex numbers x1, x2, ..., xi−1, xi+1, ..., xN where
xj 6= xj′ ,∀1 ≤ j ≤ i−1, i+1 ≤ j′ ≤ N , there exist xi, y1, y2, ..., yN−1 such that det(λIN+X) = λN .

Proof. One can write

(89) det(λIN +X) = λN + (

N∑

j=1

xj)λ
N−1 +

N−1∑

k=1

(

N−1∑

j=1

Akjyj + Ck)λ
N−1−k,

where Akj is constant coefficient polynomial in xj for j 6= i; Ck is constant coefficient polynomial

in all of xj. Then det(λIN +X) = λN is equivalent to equations

xi = −
∑

j 6=i

xj;
N−1∑

j=1

Akjyj = −Ck, 1 ≤ k ≤ N − 1.
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Consider the (N−1)×(N−1) matrix A = (Akj)1≤k,j≤N−1, where the entries Akj are polynomials
in xj , j 6= i. One can show by induction on i that

(90) det(A) = ±
i−1∏

j=1

N∏

j′=i+1

(xj − xj′).

The assumption of lemma guarantee that det(A) 6= 0. Thus above equations always have solutions
xi, y1, ..., yN−1. �

6.5. Proof of Proposition 27. With the notation of §6.3.1 for G = G1 and y1 = 0, the first
claim follows from Lemma 52. Since the global Hitchin map is compatible with the local one, the
commutativity of diagram (24) follows from that of (21). In view of the isomorphism (§6.3.1)

Hit(P1)G ≃
⊕

di≥d

Γ(P1,Ωdi((di − 1)0 + (di + 1)∞)),

we deduce that Hit(P1)G → Z is an isomorphism. �

7. Study of the space of opers Opǧ(P
1)G

7.1. Proof of Proposition 28. We first make some preparations. For every root α ∈ ΦG, we set

rα = min{r ∈ Z | srgα ⊂ j+}, and r0 = 1.

We fix an order on a basis {Eα[d] = sdEα} of g((s)):

· · · < E−θ[r−θ − 1] < E−(θ−α2)[r−(θ−α2) − 1] < · · · < Eθ−α2−α3
[rθ−α2−α3

− 1] < Eθ−α2
[rθ−α2

− 1]

< Eθ[rθ − 1] < E−θ[r−θ] < · · · < Eθ[rθ] < · · ·(91)

according to rα, heights and the relationship αi > αi+1. By Poincaré–Birkhoff–Witt theorem,

there is a basis B of Vacj+ = Û(g)/Û (g)(j+ + C1) consisting of tensors E1 ⊗ E2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Ek where
Ej ∈ {Eα[rα − r] | r ∈ N+, α ∈ ΦG} and E1 ≤ E2 ≤ · · · ≤ Ek.

A Segal-Sugawara vector Si can be written as a linear combination of tensors Eβ1 [n1]Eβ2 [n2] · · ·Eβk [nk]
in B satisfying (c.f. [CK17, Lemma10])

(92) (i). k ≤ di; (ii).

k∑

b=1

βb = 0; (iii).

k∑

b=1

nb = −di.
11

Then the associated Segal-Sugawara operator Si,j is a linear combination of tensors

X = Eβ1 [n1]Eβ2 [n2] · · ·Eβk [nk],

where the set of βj is same as that of a summand of Si. Thus X still satisfies conditions (i),(ii)

above, while condition (iii) would be replaced by
∑k

b=1 nb = j − di + 1.

For a tensor X = Eβ1 [n1]Eβ2 [n2] · · ·Eβk [nk] of Û(g), we rewrite its image X · 1 in Vacj+ as a
linear combination of tensors in B. In this process, we move some factor Eβb [nb] ∈ j+ to the right
using Lie bracket, and rearrange rest of factors. This process preserves

∑
b βb and

∑
b nb, while k

may decrease. We collect above discussion in the following lemma:

Lemma 55. Let Si =
∑

γ,m λγ,mEγ1 [m1]Eγ2 [m2] · · ·Eγk [mk] be the decomposition of a Segal-

Sugawara vector with respect to B, indexed by pairs (γ,m). Then each non-zero component
Eβ1 [n1]Eβ2 [n2] · · ·Eβk [nk] · 1 ∈ B of Si,j · 1 ∈ Vacj+ satisfies

(i) k ≤ di;

11We use di to denote fundamental degree, while in loc.cit. di stands for exponent and is different to fundamental
degree by 1.
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(ii) There exists an index (γ,m) and a partition of λ = {γ1, . . . , γmc} such that each βb is a

sum of roots in one of these subsets. In particular,
∑k

b=1 βb = 0;

(iii)
∑k

b=1 nb = j − di + 1, and each nb ≤ rβb − 1.

7.1.1. Next, recall (81) that j+ = uφ ⊕ k ⊕ p(2). For any subspace h ⊂ j+, we denote the set of
finite part of the affine root subspaces contained in h by Φ(h) ⊂ ΦG. Note that Φ(uφ) ⊂ Φ(g0) is
disjoint from Φ(k) ⊔Φ(m1) = Φ(g1). With this notation, rα is equal to

rα =





1− htα−1
d , α ∈ Φ(m1);

1− ⌈htαd ⌉, α ∈ ΦG − Φ(m1)− Φ(uφ);

−htα
d , α ∈ Φ(uφ);

1, α = 0.

If Si,j ·1 6= 0, then it has non-zero coefficient in at least one basisX = Eβ1 [n1]Eβ2 [n2] · · ·Eβk [nk]·1
described in Lemma 55. For this tensor X, we have an inequality

j − di + 1 =

k∑

b=1

nb ≤

k∑

b=1

(rβb − 1) ≤
∑

βb 6∈Φ(m1)

(−⌈
htβb
d
⌉) +

∑

βb∈Φ(m1)

(−
htβb − 1

d
)

≤

k∑

b=1

(−
htβb
d

) +
|{βb ∈ Φ(m1)}|

d
=
|{βb ∈ Φ(m1)}|

d
.

(93)

In particular, we have j ≤ di − 1 + di
d . Then we conclude Lemma 29(i).

7.1.2. Conclusion of the proof. We simultaneously prove Proposition 28(i) and Lemma 29(ii).
Proposition 28(ii) follows from 28(i).

We first show that the image of Si,di lies in U(j) for di ≥ d. Note that these operators all
have degree 1. Consider the decomposition of Si,di · 1 in Lemma 55. For any non-zero component
X = Eβ1 [n1] · · ·Eβk [nk] · 1 in Si,di · 1, we need to show that Eβb [nb] ∈ j for every b.

For each root β, we set E(β) = rβ − 1 + ht(β)
d . Note that −1 < E(β) ≤ 1/d. The equality holds

when β ∈ Φ(m1). We will show that nb = rb − 1. Then we deduce an equality

(94) 1 =

k∑

b=1

E(βb) =

k∑

b=1

E(βb) =
|{βb|βb ∈ Φ(m1)}|

d
+

∑

βb 6∈Φ(m1)

E(βb),

and therefore d ≤ |{βi|βi ∈ Φ(m1)}| ≤ di.
(a). In the case of type A (resp. type C), Si are constructed in [CM09, Theorem 3.1] (resp.

[Yak19, Theorem 4.4]). The above operators Si are constructed from coefficients of certain char-
acteristic polynomials. By Lemma 55(ii), we obtain |{βb ∈ Φ(m1)}| ≤ d and therefore the equality
♯{βb ∈ Φ(m1)} = d. Thus βb = −θM for a unique b, and the number of b such that βb = αj ∈ ∆M

equals to coefficient of αj in θM . This implies
∑

βb∈Φ(m1)
βb = 0 =

∑
βb 6∈Φ(m1)

βb.

Then all of equalities in (93) hold. We deduce that nb = rβb−1 for any b. Thus if βb 6∈ Φ(m1), then

we have nb = −
ht(β)
d and βb ∈ Φ(l)−Φ(uφ). Also, since Si is defined from coefficient of characteristic

polynomials, and the root vector of any root in Φ(uc) has common column or row with m1, we also
have βb 6∈ Φ(uc) in this case, thus βb ∈ Φ(b−L) = Φ−(l) ⊔ {0}. From

∑
βb 6∈Φ(m1)

βb = 0, we deduce

βb = 0 for any βb 6∈ Φ(m1). Moreover, we have Eβb ∈ tφ since it cannot have common column or
row with m1. We obtain Eβb [nb] ∈ j for every b, which completes the proof of assertion (i) in this
case.

In view of |{βb ∈ Φ(m1)}| ≤ d and inequality (94), we conclude that Si,j ∈ ker(Z → Zj+) for
j ≥ di + 1. This finishes the proof of Lemma 29(ii).
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(b). In the case of type B or D and d = hG − 2 or hG, all of equalities in (93) hold as di ≥ d.
We deduce that nb = rβb − 1 for any b.

Then the length k of X may be d, d + 1, d + 2. When k ≤ d + 1, in view of the equality (94),
there exists at most one root βb satisfying E(βb) = 0 and other roots belong to Φ(m1). In view of
(92)(ii), we deduce that βb is a zero root. Moreover, since Si,di belongs to VacJj+ , the action of Eαi

on Si,di is trivial. Then we deduce that Eβb belongs to tφ and the assertion in this case follows.

When k = d+ 2, then X is a component of Sn,dn and its image X in the associated graded grA
is a non-zero component of hn,dn . As hn,dn is constructed from the invariant polynomials of ǧ, then
the assertion in this case follows from the same argument in (a). �

7.2. Proof of Proposition 30. The space Opǧ(P
1)G is a closed subscheme of Opǧ(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1

d
)

(3.7). By Lemma 35, we have

C[Opǧ(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1
d
)] ≃ C[λij ]di≥d,0≤j≤⌊di/d⌋−1.

We calculate the classical limit of Opǧ(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1
d
) following [BD97, §3.1.14]. We consider

a family of ǧ-~-opers on Gm:

∇ = ~∂t + t−1p−1 +
∑

di≥d

λi(t)pi, λi(t) =

⌊di/d⌋−1∑

j=0

tjλij, λij ∈ C.

These ǧ-~-opers form an affine space Õpǧ(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1
d
) flat over Spec(C[~]), whose fiber at

~ = 1 is Opǧ(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1
d
). By a simple gauge transform, we see it is stable under the natural

action of Gm, sending ∇ to λ · ∇, for λ ∈ C∗. Its fiber at ~ = 0 is isomorphic to the associated
Hitchin space.

Lemma 56. Assume moreover that d > n when Ǧ is of type Dn. The characteristic polynomials
{ci} defined in §3.2 induces an isomorphism

(
Õpǧ(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1

d
)

)

0

∼
−→

⊕

i

Γ(P1,Ωdi((di − 1)0 + (di + ⌊
di
d
⌋)∞)),

X = (t−1p−1 +
∑

di≥d

λi(t)pi) 7→ (cdi(X)(dt)di )i.

Moreover, if t denotes a coordinate of P1 with a simple pole at ∞, and δij denotes the coefficient

of t1+j(dtt )
di , then above isomorphism sends

(95) δij 7→ uijλij +Qij(λµ),

where uij is a constant and Qij is a polynomial in variables λµν with µ < i, ν < j. In particular,
δi0 is sent to a scalar multiple of λi(= λi0).

Proof. It suffices to prove the relationship (95). By functoriality of canonical opers form §3.7, it
suffices to show the lemma for ǧ = sln. We set λi0 = λi for simplicity. We proceed the proof by
induction on n. When n = d, the assertion is clear.

We first consider cn(X) = det(X), which is expressed as (
∑⌊n/d⌋−1

j=0 tjλij)t
−(n−1) plus a sum of

products of determinants of certain principal minors of X. We can calculate these determinant by
induction hypothesis. Then the assertion for cn(X) follows from the induction hypothesis and the
following inequality that for n = n1 + · · ·+ nk, we have:

⌊
n1
d
⌋+ · · · + ⌊

nk
d
⌋ ≤ ⌊

n

d
⌋.
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For i < n, ci(X) is calculated by a sum of products of determinants of certain principal minors
of X. We can conclude the assertion for ci(X) by the induction hypothesis and a similar argument
as above. �

Now, we can prove Proposition 30. We consider the following filtered homomorphisms:

(96) C[λi0]di≥d →֒ C[λij] ≃ C[Opǧ(Gm)(0,̟(0)),(∞, 1
d
)] ։ C[Opǧ(P

1)G].

By Lemma 56, the composition of the their associated graded is an isomorphism:

Spec(grC[λi0]di≥d)←
⊕

i

Γ(P1,Ωdi((di − 1)0 + (di + ⌊
di
d
⌋)∞))

←֓ Hit(P1)G ≃
⊕

di≥d

Γ(P1,Ωdi((di − 1)0 + (di + 1)∞)).

Then so is the composition of (96). This finishes the proof. �

7.3. Proof of Proposition 37. We will prove a more general result. Consider the following
differential equations:

Hyp(um(t), . . . , un(t)) = δn + t

(
um(t)δ

n−m + · · ·+ un(t)

)
,

where ui(t) =
∑

j≥0 uijt
j ∈ C[t], and the following sln-opers:

(97) ∇(λm(t), . . . , λn(t)) = ∂t + t−1p−1 +
∑

di≥d

λi(t)pi,

where λi(t) =
∑

j≥0 λijt
j ∈ C[t].

Lemma 57. We set degλij = deg uij = j + 1. There exists an isomorphism of homogeneous
C-algebras

(98) C[λij ]
∼
−→ C[uij ], uij = ciλij +Qij(λ),

where ci is the sum of coefficients of pi and Qij is a polynomial in variables λµν with µ <
i, ν ≤ j, such that under this isomorphism, the connection Hyp(um(t), . . . , un(t)) is isomorphic
to ∇(λm(t), . . . , λn(t)).

Proof. Let (e1, . . . , en) be a basis associated to the connection ∇(λm(t), . . . , λn(t)). Then the com-
panion connection form

∇ = d+




0 1 0 . . . 0
0 0 1 . . . 0
...

...
. . .

. . .
...

um(t)t 0 . . . . . . . . .
...

...
...

...
...

un−1(t)t 0 0 . . . 1
un(t)t 0 0 . . . 0




dt

t
.

associated to the basis (e1, δ(e1), . . . , δ
n−1(e1)) allows us to define a homogeneous homomorphism:

C[λij ]→ C[uij].

It suffices to show that the above map satisfies the relationship in (98). Indeed, if we know this
relationship, then we prove (98) by defining an inverse:

(99) λij =
1

ci
uij +Rij(u),
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where Rij is a polynomial in variables uµν , with µ < i and ν ≤ j.
We can first determine um(t) = cmλm(t). Moreover, for every i ≥ m, the gauge transform process

shows that

tui(t) = citλi(t) +
∑

α

cα
∏

m≤ℓ≤i−1

kℓ∏

j=1

δαℓ,j (tλℓ(t)),

for certain pairs α = (αm,1, . . . , αm,km , . . . , αi−1,1, . . . , αi−1,ki−1
) of positive integers and some con-

stant cα associated to α. Moreover, one can see that
∑
αℓ,j ≤ n, and the above sum is therefore a

finite sum. Then the assertion follows from the above formula. �

7.3.1. Proof of Proposition 37(i). With the notation of Lemma 57, by (98) and (99), if uij = 0 for
j ≥ 1, then Hyp(um, . . . , un) is isomorphic to

∇ = ∂t + t−1p−1 +
∑

di≥d

(λi +
∑

j≥1

tjPij)pi,

where λi is a linear combination of um, . . . , ui, and Pij is a polynomial in {λµ}µ<i. The maximal

slope of the above oper is ≤ 1
m , which is the maximal slope of Hyp(um, . . . , un). Then we conclude

assertion (i) by [CK17, Proposition 3]. �

7.3.2. To prove the assertion (ii), we consider the following companion form of sln-opers on D
×
∞:

(100) ∂ns + v2(s)∂
n−2
s + · · ·+ vn(s),

where s = t−1 is the coordinate at ∞ and vi(s) =
∑
vi,js

−j−1 ∈ C((s)). The coordinates vi,j form

a set of topological generators of C[Opsln(D
×
∞)]. Under the isomorphism Z

∼
−→ C[Opsln(D

×
∞)], the

Segal-Sugawara operator Si,j is sent to a scalar multiple of vi,j [Kam17, Corollary 4.9] 12.

Lemma 58. There exists a linear transformation given by

vi,j = ui,j−i + ai−1
i,j ui−1,j−i + · · ·+ ami,jum,j−i, m ≤ i ≤ n, j ≥ i,

vi,j = bi,j, m ≤ i ≤ n, j < i,

where aℓi,j, bi,j are constants, such that Hyp(um(t), . . . , un(t)) is isomorphic to (100) in OpSLn
(D×

∞).

Proof. By taking t = s−1, Hyp(um(t), . . . , un(t)) is written as

∂s +

(
p−1 + um(s

−1)En−m,n + · · ·+ un(s
−1)En,n

)
s−1.

By taking a gauge transform by sρ̌, the above connection is isomorphic to

∂s + p−1 + ρ̌s−1 + um(s
−1)s−(m+1)En−m+1,n + · · ·+ un(s

−1)s−n−1E1,n.

If (e1, . . . , en) denotes a basis for the above connection form, we set fi = ∇
i−1
∂s

(e1). Then we have
linear relationship

fi = ei + ci,i−1ei−1s
−1 + · · · + ci,1e1s

−i+1, ei = fi + di,i−1fi−1s
−1 + · · ·+ di,1f1s

−i+1,

for certain constants ci,j, di,j . The connection matrix associated to the basis (f1, . . . , fn) gives rise
to the companion form (100). Note that constants ci,j’s and di,j’s would not contribute to vi,j if
j ≥ i. Then a simple calculation allows us to conclude the lemma. �

12Although loc.cit shows the result for gln, one can deduce the corresponding result for sln by letting v1(s) = 0 and
S1 = 0.
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7.3.3. Proof of Proposition 37(ii). Let Hyp be the affine space with coordinates ui,j with m ≤ i ≤ n
and j ≥ 0. We can consider the following commutative diagram

Opsln(P
1)G

� � //
� _

Lemma 57
��

Opj+(D
×
∞)

� _

��

Hyp
Lemma 58

// Opsln(D
×
∞)

where each arrow is a closed immersion. By Lemma 29(ii), the right vertical map sends vi,j to zero
if j ≥ i + 1. In view of Lemma 58 and above diagram, the left vertical map sends ui,j to zero if
j ≥ 1. By Lemma 57, C[Opsln(P

1)G] is generated by the image of um,0, . . . , un,0. This finishes the
proof of Proposition 37(ii). �
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