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THE CONE CONJECTURE FOR VECTOR-VALUED SIEGEL

AUTOMORPHIC FORMS

JEAN-STEFAN KOSKIVIRTA

Abstract. We prove that the effective cone of automorphic vector bundles on the Siegel
modular variety An in characteristic p at a place of good reduction is encoded by the stack
of G-zips of Pink–Wedhorn–Ziegler. Specifically, we show that the degree zero cohomology
groups of automorphic vector bundles always vanish outside of the zip cone. This result
is a special case of a general conjecture formulated by the Goldring and the author for
all Hodge-type Shimura varieties of good reduction. In the case n = 3, we give explicit
conditions for the vanishing of the 0-th cohomology group. Finally, in the course of the
proof we define the notion of automorphic forms of trivial-type and study their properties.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we study vector-valued Siegel automorphic forms in characteristic p. We
verify a conjecture about the weights of such automorphic forms, that was first proposed by
Goldring and the author in [GK18] for general Shimura varieties of Hodge-type. Roughly
speaking, it asserts that the vanishing of the cohomology in degree zero of automorphic
vector bundles is controlled by the stack of Pink–Wedhorn–Ziegler ([PWZ11]). The first
instance of this type of vanishing result was the case of Hilbert–Blumenthal Shimura vari-
eties, carried out in [GK18], and independently by Diamond–Kassaei in [DK17]. We briefly
review the results in this case. Let XF be the special fiber at a prime p of good reduction
of a Hilbert–Blumenthal Shimura variety, attached to a totally real field extension F/Q.
Let Σ denote the set of real embeddings τ : F → R. Write Ω for the Hodge vector bundle
of XF. The action of OF yields a decomposition Ω =

⊕
τ∈Σ ωτ into line bundles. To any

tuple k = (kτ )τ∈Σ ∈ ZΣ, attach the line bundle ωk :=
⊗

τ∈Σ ωkτ
τ on XF. We define a cone

CpHa ⊂ ZΣ as the cone spanned by the weights of partial Hasse invariants constructed by
Andreatta–Goren. The vanishing theorem of [GK18] states that for any k which lies in the
complement of CpHa, the space H0(XF, ω

k) vanishes. In particular, when p is split in F,
this vanishing result takes the following form:

(1) H0(XF, ω
k) 6= 0 ⇐⇒ ∀τ ∈ Σ, kτ ≤ 0.

In the present article, we prove an analogue of these statements for the family of Siegel
modular varieties An (for any n ≥ 1). In this case, the cone spanned by partial Hasse
invariants CpHa is no longer the relevant cone that controls cohomology vanishing, and needs
to be replaced with the zip cone Czip. This cone is a group-theoretical object attached
to the stack of G-zips of Pink–Wedhorn–Ziegler. We now explain our results in more
detail. Let n ≥ 1 be an integer and let An denote the moduli stack over Z of principally
polarized abelian varieties of rank n. We may also consider the moduli space An,K with
K-level structure, where K is a compact open subgroup of the Af -points of a general
symplectic group G = GSp2n,Q. Let p be a prime number and assume that K = KpK

p

where Kp ⊂ G(Ap
f) is compact open and Kp ⊂ G(Qp) is hyperspecial (we say that p is a

prime of good reduction). In this case, the scheme An,K extends naturally to a smooth,

quasi-projective Z(p)-scheme. Denote by An,K := An,K ⊗Z(p)
Fp the special fiber over Fp

of An,K. Let π : A → An,K denote the universal abelian scheme over An,K . The sheaf
Ω = π∗Ω

1
A /An,K

is called the Hodge vector bundle of An,K. For any n-tuple λ = (k1, . . . , kn)
1
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of integers we can naturally attach a vector bundle VI(λ) on An,K , by applying a Schur
functor to Ω. In our sign convention, one has Ω = VI(0, . . . , 0,−1), and its determinant
ω =

∧n Ω (the Hodge line bundle) corresponds to λ = (−1, . . . ,−1). If we denote by
B0 the lower-triangular subgroup of GLn,Q and view λ = (k1, . . . , kn) as a character of
the diagonal torus T0 ⊂ B0, then VI(λ) is modeled on the induced GLn,Q-representation
VI(λ) = indGLn

B0
(λ).

For any field F which is a Z(p)-algebra, the elements of H0(An,K ⊗Z(p)
F,VI(λ)) are

called Siegel automorphic forms of weight λ, level K, with coefficients in F . We are mainly
interested in the cases F = Fp. In several previous papers (e.g. [GK18, GK22a]), we studied
(for general Shimura varieties of Hodge-type) the question of determining which weights λ
admit nonzero automorphic forms over F . We define the following set:

(2) CK(F ) := {λ ∈ Zn | H0(An,K ⊗Z(p)
F,VI(λ)) 6= 0}.

This set depends on the choice of level K. However, the author showed in [Kos19, Corollary
1.5.3] that the saturation of this set C(F ) is independent of K. Here, the saturation is the
set of λ ∈ X∗(T ) such that some positive multiple lies in CK(F ). For F = C, the answer
is given by the Griffiths–Schmid conditions. In the case of Siegel modular varieties, in our
sign convention, the Griffiths–Schmid cone is defined by

CGS = {λ = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Zn | 0 ≥ a1 ≥ · · · ≥ an} .

It is known to experts (but references in the literature are scarce) that C(C) = CGS. We
showed that C(C) ⊂ CGS for general Hodge-type Shimura varieties via characteristic p
methods in [GK22b].

On the other hand, very little is known on the cone C(Fp). We conjectured in [GK18] that
this set is encoded by the stack of G-zips. Specifically, write G for the general symplectic
group G = GSp2n,Fp

over Fp. Let µ : Gm → G be a minuscule cocharacter. By results of
Wedhorn–Viehmann and Zhang, there exists a smooth surjective morphism of stacks

ζ : An,K → G-Zipµ

where G-Zipµ is the stack of G-zips of type µ. The fibers of ζ are called the Ekedahl–Oort
strata and are determined by the isomorphism classe of the p-torsion of the underlying
abelian variety. We can define the zip cone similarly to (2) as the set of λ ∈ Zn such
that VI(λ) admits nonzero section on G-Zipµ. This set can be described in terms of
representation theory of reductive groups. Specifically, for λ ∈ Zn, write again VI(λ) =
indGLn

B0
(λ) (viewed now as an algebraic representation of GLn,Fp

). Let VI(λ) =
⊕

χ∈Zn VI(λ)χ
be the T0-weight decomposition and define VI(λ)≤0 as the direct sum of the weight spaces
VI(λ)χ satisfying χ = (a1, . . . , an) with an ≤ 0. The author showed ([Kos19]) that the space
H0(G-Zipµ,VI(λ)) identifies with the intersection VI(λ)

L(Fp)∩VI(λ)≤0. Therefore, we have:

(3) Czip = {λ ∈ Zn | VI(λ)
GLn(Fp) ∩ VI(λ)≤0 6= 0}.

Denote by Czip the saturation of Czip. By pullback via the map ζ , we always have Czip ⊂
C(Fp). The main result of this paper is the following:

Theorem 1. For the Siegel-type Shimura variety An,K, we have C(Fp) = Czip.

This theorem is a vanishing result for the coherent cohomology in degree 0 of auto-
morphic vector bundles. Indeed, it states that for all λ /∈ Czip, the cohomology group

H0(An,K,VI(mλ)) is zero for any m ≥ 1. More generally, we conjectured ([GK18]) that

the equality C(Fp) = Czip hold for any Hodge-type Shimura variety at a place of good re-
duction. A few instances of this conjecture were proved in previous papers: The case of
Hilbert–Blumenthal Shimura varieties was carried out in [GK18] (and independently by
Diamond–Kassaei in [DK17]). We also showed this conjecture for unitary Shimura vari-
eties attached to GU(r, s) for a totally imaginary quadratic extension E/Q when r+ s ≤ 4
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(except when r = s = 2 and p is inert) in [GK22a]. In the same paper, we treated the
case of Siegel modular varieties of rank 2 and 3. The author proved the conjecture for
unitary Shimura varieties U(2) (for an arbitrary CM extension E/F). The verification of
the conjecture for the whole Siegel family (An,K) is a major achievement in our program.

All these results were proved using a tedious, combinatorial approach based on the notion
of intersection-sum cone. Although this approach provides useful information (for exam-
ple, regarding divisibility of automorphic forms), it is computationally too difficult to be
implemented when the Weyl group of the reductive group G is large. Therefore, in this
paper we use a different approach and prove the equality C(Fp) = Czip directly, but without
describing this set explicitly. Using (3), it becomes now a representation-theoretical ques-
tion to determine the cone C(Fp). The explicit form of this cone is investigated in work
in progress. For n = 3, we are able to give explicit equations for C(Fp). In particular, we
show the following optimal vanishing result:

Theorem 2. Let λ = (k1, k2, k3) ∈ Z3 and assume that p2k1 + k2 + pk3 > 0 or that

pk1 + p2k2 + k3 > 0, Then one has

H0(A3,K ,VI(λ)) = 0.

For p ≥ 5, this result was already shown in [GK22a]. The present article shows that the
assumption p ≥ 5 (which was essential in loc. cit. ) is superfluous, and provides a much
more enlightening proof.

We briefly explain the proof of Theorem 1. The theory of G-zips shows that there is a

natural GLn(Fp)-principal bundle on the ordinary locus A
ord

n,K. This allows us to define a

subbundle VI(λ)triv ⊂ VI(λ) (defined only over A
ord

n,K), corresponding to the sub GLn(Fp)-

representation VI(λ)
GLn(Fp) ⊂ VI(λ) (see section 5.1). We say that an automorphic form

λ ∈ H0(An,K ,VI(λ)) is of trivial-type if the restriction of f to A
ord

n,K lies in the subspace

H0(A
ord

n,K ,VI(λ)triv) ⊂ H0(A
ord

n,K ,VI(λ)).

Denote by H0(An,K ,VI(λ))triv the subspace of automorphic forms of weight λ of trivial-type.
One of our main ingredients is the following:

Theorem 3. Assume that H0(An,K,VI(λ)) 6= 0. Then there exists d ≥ 1 such that

H0(An,K ,VI(dλ))triv is nonzero.

More precisely, denote by R and Rtriv the direct sum over λ ∈ Zn of H0(An,K,VI(λ)) and

H0(An,K ,VI(λ))triv respectively. Then R, Rtriv are naturally endowed with a structure of

Fp-algebra, and Rtriv ⊂ R is a subalgebra. We prove that this extension is integral (Theorem
5.6.3). Theorem 3 above is an easy consequence of this result. To prove Theorem 1, we
show that the space H0(An,K ,VI(λ)) exhibits the same pattern as H0(G-Zipµ,VI(λ)), i.e.
is determined by the interaction of an "ordinary" part VI(λ)

GLn(Fp) and a "negative" part
VI(λ)≤0 as in (3) above. In the case of An,K , the trivial-type automorphic forms correspond
to the ordinary part. The negative part is "detected" via an embedding of a Hilbert modular
variety XF for which p splits in F and corresponds to the condition (1).

Outline of the paper. In section 1, we recall some general facts about quotient stacks,
and introduce the symmetric transforms attached to an H-principal bundle, when H is a
finite étale group scheme. In section 2, we review the stack of G-zips, and vector bundles
thereon. The following section is devoted to the theory of Shimura varieties, especially
Siegel and Hilbert modular varieties, and their connection with the stack of G-zips. In
section 5, we define the trivial part (over the ordinary locus) of an automorphic vector
bundle and prove Theorem 3. Finally, in the last section we explain the proof of our main
result Theorem 1.
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2. Vector bundles and quotient stacks

2.1. Associated sheaf of a representation. Fix an algebraically closed field k. Let
H be an algebraic k-group acting on the left on a k-scheme X. Denote by [H\X ] the
associate quotient stack. Let ρ : H → GL(V ) be an algebraic representation of H on a
finite-dimensional k-vector space V . By the associated sheaf construction ([Jan03, I.5.8]),
one can attach to ρ a vector bundle V(ρ) on the stack [H\X ]. The space of global sections
H0([H\X ],V(ρ)) can be identified with the k-vector space of regular maps f : X → V
satisfying the identity:

(2.1.1) f(g · x) = ρ(g)f(x), g ∈ G, x ∈ X.

2.2. Torsors and global sections. The classifying stack of principal H-bundles is the
quotient stack B(H) := [H\ Spec(k)]. If X is a k-scheme endowed with a morphism of
stacks ζ : X → B(H), then the fiber product

Y //

β

��

Spec(k)

��

X
ζ

// B(H)

gives a principal H-bundle β : Y → X. In particular Y is endowed with a left action of
H and the quotient stack [H\Y ] identifies with X. In particular, for any algebraic H-
representation ρ : H → GL(V ), global sections of the vector bundle ζ∗(V(ρ)) identify with
H-equivariant regular maps f : Y → V , as in (2.1.1) above.

2.3. Finite étale group schemes. Assume now that H is a finite étale group scheme over
k and let ζ : X → B(H) be a morphism. Let ρ : H → GL(V ) be an algebraic representation.
We denote by V H ⊂ V the H-invariant subspace. Clearly, V H is a sub-H-representation
of V . Write V(ρ)triv ⊂ V(ρ) for the vector bundle on B(H) associated with V H . Similarly,
if V := ζ∗(V(ρ)), we write simply Vtriv for the subvector bundle ζ∗(V(ρ)triv). By section 2.2
above, the space H0(X,Vtriv) can be expressed as follows:

H0(X,Vtriv) =
{
f : Y → V H regular

∣∣ f(h · y) = f(y), h ∈ H, y ∈ Y
}
.

Note that in the trivial case when X = B(H), ζ = idB(H), we have (by definition) an
identification

(2.3.1) H0(B(H),V) = H0(B(H),Vtriv) = V H ,

where we used the obvious relation (V H)H = V H .

2.4. Symmetric transforms. We continue to assume that H is a finite étale group scheme
over k. Let X be a k-scheme endowed with a morphism ζ : X → B(H) and write β : Y → X
for the attached H-principal bundle on X. Write N for the cardinality of the finite group
H . Define the norm and trace maps of V as follows:

NormH : V → SymN(V ), x 7→
⊗

h∈H

h · x

TrH : V → V, x 7→
∑

h∈H

h · x.
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More generally, for any integer 1 ≤ d ≤ N , we may define the d-th symmetric function

s
(d)
H : V → Symd(V ), x 7→ Sd({h · x}h∈H)

where Sd({Xh}h∈H) is the d-th symmetric polynomial, i.e. the coefficient of degree N − d

in the expression
∏

h∈H(t − Xh). It is clear that the maps s
(d)
H are regular morphisms of

affine varieties over k. Furthermore, by construction the element s
(d)
H (x) lies in the H-

invariant part
(
Symd(V )

)H
. Let f ∈ H0(X,V) be a global section of V := ζ∗(V(ρ)). View

f as a regular H-equivariant map f : Y → V , where β : Y → X is the H-principal bundle

attached to ζ . The composition s
(d)
H ◦ f : Y →

(
Symd(V )

)H
is regular and H-equivariant,

hence yields a section

s
(d)
H (f) ∈ H0(X, Symd(V)triv).

This construction gives for each 1 ≤ d ≤ N a (non-linear) operator

s
(d)
H : H0(X,V) → H0(X, Symd(V)triv).

3. The stack of G-zips

3.1. Preliminaries. We fix an algebraic closure k of Fp. For a k-scheme X, we denote
by X(p) the p-power Frobenius twist of X. The relative Frobenius morphism is denoted
by ϕX : X → X(p) or simply ϕ. Let G be a connected, reductive group over Fp and let
µ : Gm,k → Gk be a cocharacter. We call the pair (G, µ) a cocharacter datum. The action
of µ induces a decomposition Lie(G) =

⊕
n∈Z Lie(G)n, where Lie(G)n is the subspace where

Gm,k acts via x 7→ xn through µ. This gives a pair of opposite parabolic subgroups P± ⊂ Gk,
uniquely characteriszed by the conditions

Lie(P−) =
⊕

n≤0

Lie(G)n and Lie(P+) =
⊕

n≥0

Lie(G)n.

We set P := P− and Q := P
(p)
+ . Let L := Cent(µ) be the centralizer of µ, which is a

Levi subgroup of P . Put M := L(p), a Levi subgroup of Q. Since M = L(p), we have the
Frobenius homomorphism ϕ : L → M . We call the tuple

Zµ := (G,P,Q, L,M)

the zip datum attached to (G, µ) (this terminology slightly differs from [PWZ15, Definition
3.6]). If L is defined over Fp, then M = L(p) = L. This will be the case for all groups
considered in the main part of this paper. Let θPL : P → L denote the projection onto the

Levi subgroup L modulo the unipotent radical Ru(P ). Define θQM : Q → M similarly. Put

(3.1.1) E := {(x, y) ∈ P ×Q | ϕ(θPL (x)) = θQM(y)}.

Let E act on Gk by the rule (x, y) ·g := xgy−1. The stack of G-zips of type µ is the quotient
stack

G-Zipµ := [E\Gk] .

This stack has a modular interpretation in terms of certain torsors ([PWZ15, Definition
1.4]). It is a smooth stack over k whose underlying topological space is finite. The as-
sociation (G, µ) 7→ G-Zipµ is functorial in the following sense. Let (H, µH) and (G, µG)
be two cocharacter data and let f : H → G be a homomorphism defined over Fp satisfy-
ing µG = fk ◦ µH . Then by [GK19b, §2.1, §2.2], f induces a natural morphism of stacks

5



fzip : H-ZipµH → G-ZipµG which makes the diagram below commute (where the vertical
maps are the natural projections).

(3.1.2) H
f

//

��

G

��

H-ZipµH

fzip

// G-ZipµG .

3.2. Notation. Let (G, µ) be a cocharacter datum, and write Zµ = (G,P,Q, L,M) for the
attached zip datum. We fix some group-theoretical data.
• For simplicity, we always assume that there exists a Borel pair (B, T ) defined over Fp

satisfying B ⊂ P , T ⊂ L and such that µ factors through T (this condition can always
be achieved after possibly changing µ to a conjugate cocharacter). In particular, we
have an action of Gal(k/Fp) on X∗(T ) and X∗(T ). Let B+ denote the opposite Borel
to B with respect to T (i.e. the only Borel subgroup such that B ∩B+ = T ). We write
σ ∈ Gal(k/Fp) for the p-power Frobenius automorphism x 7→ xp.

• Let W = W (Gk, T ) be the Weyl group of Gk. The group Gal(k/Fp) acts on W and the
actions of Gal(k/Fp) and W on X∗(T ) and X∗(T ) are compatible in a natural sense.

• Write Φ for the set of T -roots and Φ+ for the positive roots with respect to B (in our
convention, a root α is positive if the corresponding α-root group Uα is contained in the
opposite Borel B+). Let ∆ denote the set of simple roots.

• For α ∈ Φ, let sα ∈ W be the corresponding reflection. The system (W, {sα | α ∈ ∆})
is a Coxeter system.

• Write ℓ : W → N for the length function, and ≤ for the Bruhat order on W . Let w0

denote the longest element of W .
• Write I ⊂ ∆ for the set of simple roots of L.
• Let X∗

+,I(T ) denote the set of I-dominant characters, i.e. characters λ ∈ X∗(T ) such
that 〈λ, α∨〉 ≥ 0 for all α ∈ I.

• For a subset K ⊂ ∆, let WK denote the subgroup of W generated by {sα | α ∈ K}.
Write w0,K for the longest element in WK .

• Let KW denote the subset of elements w ∈ W which have minimal length in the coset
WKw. Then KW is a set of representatives of WK\W . The longest element in the set
KW is w0,Kw0.

• We set z = σ(w0,I)w0. The triple (B, T, z) is a W -frame, in the terminology of [GK19b,
Definition 2.3.1].

• For w ∈ W , fix a representative ẇ ∈ NG(T ), such that (w1w2)
· = ẇ1ẇ2 whenever

ℓ(w1w2) = ℓ(w1) + ℓ(w2) (this is possible by choosing a Chevalley system, [ABD+66,
XXIII, §6]). If no confusion occurs, we simply write w instead of ẇ.

• For w,w′ ∈ IW , write w′ 4 w if there exists w1 ∈ WI such that w′ ≤ w1wσ(w1)
−1. This

defines a partial order on IW ([PWZ11, Corollary 6.3]).

3.3. Parametrization of strata. Using the notation explained above, we can now give
the parametrization of E-orbits in Gk. For w ∈ IW , define Gw as the E-orbit of ẇż−1.

Theorem 3.3.1 ([PWZ11, Theorem 7.5]).
(1) Each E-orbit is smooth and locally closed in Gk.

(2) The map w 7→ Gw is a bijection from IW onto the set of E-orbits in Gk.

(3) For w ∈ IW , one has dim(Gw) = ℓ(w) + dim(P ).
(4) The Zariski closure of Gw is

(3.3.1) Gw =
⊔

w′∈IW, w′4w

Gw′.

6



For each w ∈ IW , we define the quotient stack

Vw := [E\Gw].

It is a locally closed substack of G-Zipµ = [E\Gk]. We call the substacks Vw the zip
strata of G-Zipµ. We obtain a stratification G-Zipµ =

⊔
w∈IW Vw and the closure relations

between strata are given by (3.3.1).

3.4. The ordinary locus. In particular, the above description of E-orbits of Gk shows
that there is a unique open E-orbit Uµ ⊂ G corresponding to the longest element w0,Iw0

in IW . We always have 1 ∈ Uµ. The corresponding open substack

Uµ := Vw0,Iw0 = [E\Uµ]

is called the µ-ordinary locus of G-Zipµ. This terminology come from the theory of Shimura
varieties. Furthermore, when P is defined over Fp, one simply calls Uµ the "ordinary locus"
and denote it by Uord (we also write Uord for the open E-orbit Uµ). Again, this terminology
stems from Shimura varieties, see section 4.2 below for details. The stacks of G-zips that
will appear in this paper satisfy that P is defined over Fp. In this case, one can show
([KW18]) that the stabilizer in E of the element 1 ∈ Gk is of the form below:

StabE(1) = {(x, x) | x ∈ L(Fp)}.

In particular, this group identifies with the étale group scheme L(Fp). We deduce that
there is an isomorphism E/L(Fp) ≃ Uord. Hence, we deduce

(3.4.1) U
ord ≃ [E\E/L(Fp)] ≃ [1/L(Fp)] = B(L(Fp)).

In particular, this shows that there exists a universal L(Fp)-principal bundle over Uord.

3.5. Vector bundles on G-Zipµ. Let ρ : P → GL(V ) be an algebraic P -representation
on a finite-dimensional k-vector space. We view ρ as a representation of E via the first
projection pr1 : E → P . Since G-Zipµ = [E\Gk], we can attach to ρ a vector bundle V(ρ),
as explained in section 2.1. In particular, any algebraic L-representation can be viewed as
a P -representation trivial on the unipotent radical of P , and hence gives rise to a vector
bundle on G-Zipµ. In this paper, we are mostly interested in a family of vector bundles
VI(λ) parametrized by characters λ ∈ X∗(T ), that are related to the theory of vector-valued
automorphic forms. For λ ∈ X∗(T ), view λ as a one-dimensional representation of B, and
define VI(λ) as the induced representation

VI(λ) := indP
B(λ).

Explicitly, VI(λ) is the L-representation whose elements consists of regular maps f : P → A1

satisfying the relation

f(xb) = λ−1(b)f(x), x ∈ P, b ∈ B.

The action of L on VI(λ) is defined as follows: If f : P → A1 is an element of VI(λ) and
a ∈ L, then a · f is the function P → A1, x 7→ f(a−1x). The representation VI(λ) has
highest weight λ and the socle of VI(λ) is the unique irreducible representation of highest
weight λ over k. We are interested in the following set, that will prove to be closely related
to automorphic forms in characteristic p:

Czip := {λ ∈ X∗(T ) | H0(G-Zipµ,VI(λ)) 6= 0}.

This is a subcone of X∗(T ) (i.e. an additive submonoid containing zero). For a subcone
C ⊂ X∗(T ), define the saturation of C as the set

C := {λ ∈ X∗(T ) | mλ ∈ C for some m ≥ 1}.
7



We always denote the saturation using the calligraphic letter C. For example, we denote by
Czip the saturation of Czip. Since VI(λ) = 0 when λ is not I-dominant, we obviously have
an inclusion

Czip ⊂ X∗
+,I(T ).

We will see that the set Czip controls the vanishing of cohomology of automorphic vector
bundles in characteristic p. When (G, µ) is a cocharacter datum of Hasse-type ([IK, Defi-
nition 4.1.6]), Imai and the author showed that the cone Czip coincides with the cone CpHa

spanned by the weights of partial Hasse invariants (loc. cit., Theorem 4.3.1). In general,
the exact determination of Czip is a difficult problem.

3.6. Global sections of vector bundles on G-Zipµ. For any algebraic P -representation
ρ : P → GL(V ), the space of global sections H0(G-Zipµ,V(ρ)) was described in [IK21]
as the invariant part of the Brylinski–Kostant filtration under a certain finite algebraic
subgroup of L. Since we are mainly interested in the case of automorphic vector bundle
on Siegel-type Shimura varieties, we will assume for simplicity that G is split over Fp and
that ρ is an L-representation ρ : L → GL(V ). Under these assumptions, we can easily
describe the space H0(G-Zipµ,V(ρ)) as follows. First, denote by V L(Fp) the subspace of
L(Fp)-invariant vectors of V . Since Uord identifies with B(L(Fp)) by (3.4.1), we deduce
that there is an identification

H0(Uord,V(ρ)) = V L(Fp).

In particular, H0(G-Zipµ,V(ρ)) identifies with a subspace of V L(Fp). On the other hand,
consider the T -weight decomposition of V :

V =
⊕

χ∈X∗(T )

Vχ.

Define the "non-positive part" of V as the subspace

(3.6.1) V≤0 :=
⊕

〈χ,α∨〉≤0
∀α∈∆P

Vχ.

Then, we have the following result:

Theorem 3.6.1 ([Kos19, Theorem 3.7.2], [IK21, Theorem 3.4.1]). One has an identification

H0(G-Zipµ,V(ρ)) = V L(Fp) ∩ V≤0.

In particular, we can interpret the set Czip as the set of λ ∈ X∗(T ) such that the inter-
section VI(λ)

L(Fp) ∩ VI(λ)≤0 is nonzero. This interpretation makes it possible to use tools
from representation theory to study the set Czip. We hope to investigate this approach in
future work.

4. Siegel and Hilbert–Blumenthal Shimura varieties

4.1. Siegel modular varieties. Let n ≥ 1 be an integer and let Λ = Z2n, endowed with
the symplectic pairing Ψ: Λ× Λ → Z defined by the 2n× 2n symplectic matrix

(
J0

−J0

)
, where J0 =




1

. .
.

1


 ∈ GLn(Z).

Let GSp2n be the reductive group over Z such that for any Z-algebra R, we have

GSp2n(R) =
{
g ∈ GLR(Λ⊗Z R)

∣∣ ∃c(g) ∈ R×, ΨR(gx, gy) = c(g)ΨR(x, y)
}
.

The map GSp2n → Gm, g 7→ c(g) is the multiplier character. The subgroup defined by
the condition c(g) = 1 is denoted by Sp2n. Let H

±
n be the set of symmetric complex
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matrices of size n × n whose imaginary part is positive definite or negative definite. The
pair (GSp2n,Q,H

±
n ) is called a Shimura datum of Siegel-type.

We fix a prime number p and set Kp := GSp2n(Zp). It is a hyperspecial subgroup
of GSp2n(Qp). For any open compact subgroup Kp ⊂ GSp2n(A

p
f), write K = KpK

p ⊂
GSp2n(Af) and let An,K be the stack over Z(p) such that for any Z(p)-scheme S, the S-valued
points of An,K parametrize the triples (A, χ, η) satisfying the following conditions:
• A is an abelian scheme of relative dimension n over S.
• χ : A → A∨ is a Z(p)-multiple of a polarization whose degree is prime to p.
• η : Λ⊗ZA

p
f → H1(A,Ap

f) is an isomorphism of sheaves of Ap
f -modules on S. We impose

that η is compatible with the symplectic pairings induced by Ψ and χ. We write η = ηKp

for the Kp-orbit of η.
For Kp small enough, An,K is a smooth, quasi-projective Z(p)-scheme of relative dimension
n(n+1)

2
. We will always make this assumption on Kp. We fix an algebraic closure k = Fp

and define:

An,K := An,K ⊗Z(p)
k.

We write An and An for the moduli stacks without level structure, parametrizing pairs
(A, χ) as above. We let A → An,K denote the universal abelian scheme over An,K and
e : An,K → A the unit section. Define the Hodge bundle of An,K by

(4.1.1) Ω := e∗(Ω1
A /An,K

).

We let ω :=
∧n Ω denote the determinant of Ω and call it the Hodge line bundle.

4.2. Hodge-type Shimura varieties. More generally, let (G,X) be a Shimura datum of
Hodge-type [Del79, 2.1.1], where G is a connected, reductive group over Q. By definition,
there is an embedding of Shimura data (G,X) → (GSp2n,Q,H

±
n ) for some n ≥ 1. The

symmetric domain X gives rise to a well-defined G(Q)-conjugacy class of cocharacters [µ]
of GQ. Write E = E(G,X) for the reflex field of (G,X) (i.e. the field of definition of [µ]).
For any open compact subgroup K ⊂ G(Af), let ShK(G,X) be Deligne’s canonical model
([Del79]) at level K defined over E. When K is small enough, ShK(G,X) is a smooth,
quasi-projective scheme over E, and its C-valued points are given by

ShK(G,X)(C) = G(Q)\ (G(Af)/K ×X) .

Let p be a prime of good reduction. By this, we mean that K can be written in the form
K = KpK

p where Kp ⊂ G(Qp) is hyperspecial and Kp ⊂ G(Ap
f ) is open compact. We

will only consider open compact subgroups of this form. In particular, the group GQp

is unramified and there exists a reductive Zp-model GZp
such that Kp = GZp

(Zp). For
any place p|p in E, Kisin ([Kis10]) and Vasiu ([Vas99]) constructed a smooth canonical
model SK of ShK(G,X) over OEp

. The embedding (G,X) → (GSp2n,Q,H
±
n ) induces an

embedding ShK(G,X) → An,K0⊗Z(p)
Ep for a compatible choice of open compact subgroups

Kp
0 ⊂ GSp2n(A

p
f), K

p ⊂ G(Ap
f ). By [Kis10, Theorem 2.4.8], SK can be constructed as the

normalization of the scheme-theoretical image of ShK(G,X) inside An,K0. Put

SK := SK ⊗OEp
k.

Let K ′p ⊂ Kp be two compact open subgroups of G(Ap
f). There is a natural projection

morphism

(4.2.1) πK ′,K : SK ′ → SK

which is finite étale. We call πK ′,K the change-of-level map.
We can choose a representative µ ∈ [µ] defined over Ep by [Kot84, (1.1.3) Lemma (a)].

We can also assume that µ extends to a cocharacter µ : Gm,OEp
→ GZp

⊗Zp
OEp

([Kim18,

Corollary 3.3.11]). Denote by L ⊂ GEp
the centralizer of the cocharacter µ. Denote by
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P the parabolic subgroup of GEp
attached to µ, as explained in section 3.1. Then L is a

Levi subgroup of P. Since GQp
is unramified, it is quasi-split, so admits a Borel subgroup.

We assume that there is a Borel subgroup B ⊂ GQp
contained in P and a maximal torus

T ⊂ B∩L such that µ factors througs T . This can always be achieved after changing µ to
a conjugate cocharacter (see [IK21, §2.5]).

By properness of the scheme of parabolic subgroups of GZp
([ABD+66, Exposé XXVI,

Corollaire 3.5]), the subgroups B and P extend uniquely to subgroups BZp
⊂ GZp

and
POEp

⊂ GZp
⊗Zp

OEp
respectively. Similarly, let TZp

be the unique extension of T. Set
G = GZp

⊗Zp
Fp and denote by B, T, P the special fiber of BZp

,TZp
,POEp

respectively. By
slight abuse of notation, we denote again by µ the mod p reduction µ : Gm,k → Gk. Write
L ⊂ Gk for its centralizer. By construction ShK(G,P) is endowed with a natural P-torsor
IP that extends to a POEp

-torsor over SK . Write IP for the P -torsor induced on the special
fiber SK .

4.3. Hilbert–Blumenthal Shimura varieties. Let F/Q be a totally real extension of
degree n. Write H for the reductive Q-group whose R-points (for any Q-algebra R) are
given by

H(R) =
{
g ∈ GL2(F⊗Q R)

∣∣ det(g) ∈ R×
}
.

It is a subgroup of the Weil restriction ResF/Q(GL2,F). We assume that p is unramified in
F. In this case, the group H is unramified at p and the lattice OF ⊗Z Zp ⊂ F⊗Q Qp gives
rise to a reductive Zp-model HZp

of HQp
. We set K ′

p := HZp
(Zp), which is a hyperspecial

subgroup of H(Qp). For any open compact subgroup K ′p ⊂ H(Ap
f), write K ′ := K ′

pK
′p.

The Hilbert–Blumenthal Shimura variety XF,K ′ of level K ′ is the Z(p)-stack whose S-valued
points (for any Z(p)-scheme S) parametrize quadruples (A, χ, ι, η) as follows:
• A is an abelian scheme of relative dimension n over S.
• χ : A → A∨ is a Z(p)-multiple of a polarization of degree prime to p.
• ι : OF ⊗Z Z(p) → End(A)⊗Z Z(p) is a ring homomorphism.
• η : (F⊗Q A

p
f)

2 → H1(A,Ap
f) is an F-linear isomorphism of sheaves of Ap

f -modules on S,
and η = ηK ′p is the K ′p-orbit of η.

The homomorphism ι yields an action of OF on the dual abelian variety A∨. We impose
that the polarization χ be OF-linear for this action.

Next, we construct a morphism XF,K ′ → An,K for an appropriate choice of level structures
K ′p ⊂ H(Ap

f) and Kp ⊂ GSp(Ap
f ). Write G := GSp2n,Q and GZp

= GSp2n,Zp
. First, we

construct an embedding H → G of reductive Q-groups. Consider the symplectic form

Ψ0 : F
2 × F

2 → Q, ((x1, y1), (x2, y2)) 7→ TrF/Q(x1y2 − x2y1).

For any matrix A ∈ GL2(F) such that det(A) ∈ Q× and x, y ∈ F
2, one has

Ψ0(Ax,Ay) = det(A)Ψ0(x, y),

which shows that H ⊂ GSp(Ψ0). Fix an isomorphism γ : (F2,Ψ0) → (Λ ⊗Z Q,Ψ) of
symplectic spaces over Q. We obtain an embedding of reductive Q-groups

(4.3.1) u : H → G, f 7→ γ ◦ f ◦ γ−1.

Since p is unramified in F, we may further assume that γ induces an isomorphism OF ⊗Z

Zp → Λ⊗ZZp. Then, uQp
extends to an embedding uZp

: HZp
→ GZp

of reductive Zp-groups.
For any compact open subgroups K ′p ⊂ H(Ap

f) and Kp ⊂ G(Ap
f ) such that u(K ′p) ⊂ Kp,

there is a natural morphism of Z(p)-schemes

(4.3.2) ũK ′,K : XF,K ′ → An,K

defined as follows. Let x = (A, χ, ι, η) be a point of XF,K ′, where η = ηK ′p and η : (F ⊗Q

A
p
f)

2 → H1(A,Ap
f) is an F-linear isomorphism. Then ũK ′,K sends x to the point (A, χ, (η ◦

γ−1)Kp) of An,K (the isomorphism η ◦ γ−1 : Λ ⊗Z A
p
f → H1(A,Ap

f) is compatible with the
10



symplectic forms, and thus gives rise to a level structure). Furthermore, we may choose
K ′, K so that ũK ′,K is a closed embedding, but this will not be necessary for our purpose.

4.4. G-zips and Shimura varieties of Hodge-type. We return to the setting of section
4.2, where SK = SK ⊗OEp

k is the special fiber of a Hodge-type Shimura variety at a

place of good reduction. The cocharacter datum (G, µ) gives rise to a zip datum Zµ =
(G,P,Q, L,M). Zhang ([Zha18, 4.1]) constructed a smooth morphism

(4.4.1) ζK : SK → G-Zipµ,

whose fibers are called the Ekedahl–Oort strata of SK . This map is also surjective by
[SYZ21, Corollary 3.5.3(1)]. The map ζK commutes with change-of-level maps, in the
sense that for any compact open subgroups K ′p ⊂ Kp ⊂ G(Ap

f), there is a commutative
diagram

SK ′

ζK′

##❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍❍

πK′,K

��

G-Zipµ

SK

ζK

;;✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈

We often omit the subscript K and simply denote these maps by ζ . For w ∈ IW , write

SK,w := ζ−1(Vw)

for the corresponding Ekedahl–Oort stratum. The Ekedahl–Oort stratum SK,w0,Iw0 =

ζ−1(Uµ) corresponding to the maximal element w0,Iw0 ∈
IW is called the µ-ordinary locus.

When Ep = Qp, this is simply the classical ordinary locus of SK , we denote it by Sord
K . It is

the set of points x ∈ SK whose image in An,K0 ⊗Z(p)
k corresponds to an ordinary abelian

variety. Sord
K is nonempty if and only if Ep = Qp.

The Siegel case. We consider the case G = GSp2n,Fp
(explained in section 4.1). We endow

G with the cocharacter

µG : Gm,k → Gk, t 7→

(
tIn

In

)
.

Let (u1, . . . , u2n) denote the canonical basis of V = k2n, and set

VP := Spank(un+1, . . . , u2n).

Let P be the parabolic subgroup which stabilizes the filtration 0 ⊂ VP ⊂ V . Similarly, let Q
be the parabolic subgroup opposite to P stabilizing the subspace VQ := Spank(u1, . . . , un).
The intersection L := P ∩ Q is a common Levi subgroup to P and Q. The zip datum
attached to (G, µ) is Zµ = (G,P,Q, L, L). Let E ⊂ P × Q be the zip group defined in
(3.1.1) and let G-ZipµG := [E\Gk] be the attached stack of G-zips. Let B ⊂ G be the
Borel subgroup of lower-triangular matrices in G, and T ⊂ B the maximal torus consisting
of diagonal matrices in G. The Weyl group W = W (G, T ) is isomorphic to (Z/2Z)n ⋊Sn

and can be identified with the group of permutations w ∈ S2n satisfying

(4.4.2) w(i) + w(2n+ 1− i) = 2n+ 1.

The Weyl group WL = W (L, T ) is isomorphic to Sn and identifies with the subgroup of
permutations in S2n satisfying (4.4.2) and stabilizing the subset {1, . . . , n}. The torus T
is generated by the subgroup Z ⊂ T of nonzero scalar matrices and the subtorus T0 :=
T ∩ Sp2n. Explicitly, T0 is given by

T0 = {diag(t1, . . . , tn, t
−1
n , . . . , t−1

1 ) | ti ∈ Gm}.
11



Identify X∗(T0) = Zn such that (a1, . . . , an) corresponds to the character

diag(t1, . . . , tn, t
−1
n , . . . , t−1

1 ) 7→
n∏

i=1

taii .

We also identify X∗(Z) = Z, such that b ∈ Z corresponds to the character diag(t, . . . , t) 7→
tb. The natural map X∗(T ) → X∗(T0)×X∗(Z) = Zn ×Z, χ 7→ (χ|T0 , χ|Z) is injective, and
identifies X∗(T ) with the set

X∗(T ) =

{
(a1, . . . , an, b) ∈ Zn+1

∣∣∣∣∣

n∑

i=1

ai ≡ b (mod 2)

}
.

By section 4.4, we have a smooth surjective morphism

ζG : An,K → G-ZipµG

whose fibers are the Ekedahl–Oort strata of An,K .
It was shown by Ekedahl–van der Geer that the closure of any Ekedahl–Oort stratum of

An which is not contained in the supersingular locus is irreducible in An ([EvdG09, Theorem
11.5]). Since An,K may be disconnected, this statement does not hold for An,K . However,

considering the natural map An,K → An, we see that it holds if we restrict ourselves to a

connected component S ⊂ An,K . Write Sord for the ordinary locus of S. In particular, we
have the following:

Proposition 4.4.1. Fix a connected component S ⊂ An,K and assume that n ≥ 2. Then

the non-ordinary locus S \ Sord is irreducible.

Proof. The assumption n ≥ 2 ensures that S \ Sord is the closure of an Ekedahl–Oort
stratum that is not contained in the supersingular locus. The result follows. �

The local ring at the irreducible divisor S \Sord is a discrete valuation ring. The classical
Hasse invariant is a section

Ha ∈ H0(An,K , ω
p−1)

whose non-vanishing locus is exactly the ordinary locus A
ord

n,K . Furthermore, Ha has multi-
plicity 1 along the non-ordinary locus. Therefore, if we denote again by Ha the restriction
of the Hasse invariant to S, then Ha is a uniformizer of the local ring at the irreducible
divisor S \ Sord.

In section 3.5, we defined vector bundles VI(λ) on G-Zipµ for λ ∈ X∗(T ). Via the
map ζ , the Hodge vector bundle Ω (see (4.1.1)) and the Hodge line bundle ω correspond
respectively to the bundles VI(λΩ) and VI(λω), where

λΩ = (0, . . . , 0,−1, 1)

λω = (−1, . . . ,−1, n).

The Hilbert–Blumenthal case. We simply write H for the special fiber of the reductive group
HZp

defined in section 4.3. The embedding uZp
: HZp

→ GZp
induces an embedding

u : H → G

(that we continue to denote by u). Let p1, . . . , pr be the prime ideals of OF above p and
write κi := OF/pi. We may view H as a subgroup

H ⊂
r∏

i=1

Resκi/Fp
GL2,κi

.

The group Hk identifies with

Hk =
{
(A1, . . . , An) ∈ GLn

2,k

∣∣ det(A1) = · · · = det(An)
}
.
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Define a cocharacter of H by:

µH : Gm,k → Hk, t 7→

((
t

1

)
, . . . ,

(
t

1

))
.

Write BH (resp. B+
H) for the subgroup consisting of tuples (A1, . . . , An) ∈ Hk of lower-

triangular (resp. upper-triangular) matrices. It is clear that BH , B+
H are Borel subgroups

of H defined over Fp. Write TH = BH ∩ B+
H for the maximal torus consisting of tuples of

diagonal matrices in Hk. The zip datum ZµH
attached to µH is ZµH

= (H,BH , B
+
H , TH , TH).

Let H-ZipµH be the stack of H-zips attached to (H, µH). Write

ζH : XF,K ′ → H-ZipµH

for the map given by (4.4.1). For a fixed choice of compatible level structures K ′ ⊂ H(Ap
f)

and K ⊂ G(Ap
f ), we sometimes write XH := XF,K ′ and XG := An,K in order to uniformize

the notation. Write simply ũ for the map ũK ′,K : XF,K ′ → An,K given by (4.3.2).
Note that the embedding u : H → G is compatible with the cocharacters µH and µG.

Therefore, u induces by functoriality (see diagram (3.1.2)) a morphism of stacks

uzip : H-ZipµH → G-ZipµG .

For simplicity, we omit the cocharacters in the notation and write respectively H-Zip
and G-Zip for the above stacks. By the construction of the maps ζH and ζG, there is a
commutative diagram:

XH

ζH
��

ũ
// XG

ζG
��

H-Zip uzip

// G-Zip .

In the proof of our main result, we will use an embedding ũ : XH → XG for a totally real
field F where p splits completely. In this case, we write down explicitly the embedding u
below. Since p is completely split, we have an identification

OF ⊗Z Fp ≃
n∏

i=1

OF/pi ≃ Fn
p .

where p1, . . . , pn are the prime ideals of F dividing p. We obtain an isomorphism

H ≃ {(A1, . . . , An) ∈ GL2,Fp
| det(A1) = · · · = det(An)}.

Then, the embedding u : H → G identifies with the following map.

u :

((
a1 b1
c1 d1

)
, · · · ,

(
an bn
cn dn

))
7→




a1 b1
a2 b2

. . . . .
.

an bn
cn dn

. .
. . . .

c2 d2
c1 d1




.

Note that u induces an isomorphism u : TH → T and a homomorphism u : BH → B. For a
character λ ∈ X∗(TH), denote by L(λ) the induced line bundle on the stack H-ZipµH , as
well as its pullback to XH via ζH. We use this specific notation to avoid confusion with the
vector bundles VI(λ) defined on G-ZipµG and their pullbacks to XG.
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4.5. Toroidal compactification. We return to the setting of a general Shimura variety
of Hodge-type (section 4.2). By [MP19, Theorem 1], there is a sufficiently fine cone de-
composition Σ and a toroidal compactification SΣ

K of SK over OEp
. Fix such a toroidal

compactification, and denote by SΣ
K its special fiber. By [GK19a, Theorem 6.2.1], the map

ζ : SK → G-Zipµ extends to a map

ζΣ : SΣ
K → G-Zipµ .

Furthermore, by [And23, Theorem 1.2], the map ζΣ is smooth. Since ζ is surjective, ζΣ

is also surjective. For λ ∈ X∗(T ), denote by VΣ
I (λ) the vector bundle ζΣ,∗(VI(λ)). By

construction, VΣ
I (λ) coincides with the canonical extension of VI(λ) to SΣ

K . We have the
following Koecher principle:

Theorem 4.5.1 ([LS18, Theorem 2.5.11]). The natural map

H0(SΣ
K ,V

Σ
I (λ)) → H0(SK ,VI(λ))

is an isomorphism, except when dim(SK) = 1 and SΣ
K \ SK 6= ∅.

4.6. The flag space. We defined the stack of G-zip flags in [GK19a] based on previous
work by Ekedahl–van der Geer for Siegel modular varieties ([EvdG09]). Let (G, µ) be a
cocharacter data, with attached zip datum Zµ. Fix a Borel pair (B, T ) as in 3.2. Define
the stack of G-zip flags by

G-ZipFlagµ = [E\ (Gk × P/B)],

where E acts on Gk × P/B by the formula (x, y) · (g, hB) = (xgy−1, xhB) for all (x, y) ∈
E and (g, hB) ∈ Gk × P/B. Similarly to the stack of G-zips, this stack has a moduli
interpretation in terms of torsors ([GK19a, Definition 2.1.1]). The first projection pr1 : Gk×
P/B → Gk is E-equivariant and induces a proper, smooth morphism

π : G-ZipFlagµ → G-Zipµ

whose fibers are isomorphic to P/B. We now let SK be the good reduction special fiber of
a Hodge-type Shimura varieties as in section 4.2 endowed with the map ζ : SK → G-Zipµ

from (4.4.1). We define the flag space of SK as the fiber product

(4.6.1) Flag(SK)
ζflag

//

πK

��

G-ZipFlagµ

π

��

SK
ζ

// G-Zipµ .

To show irreducibility and connectedness of certain schemes, we will use the lemma below
repeatedly in what follows:

Lemma 4.6.1. Let k be an algebraically closed field, and f : X → Y a morphism of k-
varieties, with irreducible fibers.

(1) If f is proper and Y is connected, then X is connected.

(2) If f is smooth and Y is irreducible, then X is irreducible.

Proof. We first prove (1). Assume that X = X1 ⊔ X2 for two open closed subschemes
X1, X2. Since the fibers are connected, we have Y = f(X1)⊔ f(X2). By properness f(X1),
f(X2) are closed. Therefore f(X1) = ∅ or f(X2) = ∅, and hence either X1 or X2 is empty,
which proves (1). For the second assertion, suppose X = X1∪X2 for two closed subschemes
X1, X2. For i = 1, 2, let Yi denote the set of elements such that f−1(y) ⊂ Xi. Since the
fibers are irreducible, we have Y = Y1∪Y2. Furthermore, we have Yi = Y \f(X \Xi). Since
f is open, Yi is closed. We deduce Y1 = Y or Y2 = Y , and thus X1 = X or X2 = X. �

14



Assume that the ordinary locus Sord
K of SK is nonempty. Let Flag(SK)

ord denote the
preimage of Sord

K under the map πK : Flag(SK) → SK . Similarly, if S ⊂ SK denotes a
connected component, we write Flag(S)ord for the preimage of Sord. In the case SK = An,K ,
we deduce from Proposition 4.4.1 the following:

Corollary 4.6.2. Let S ⊂ An,K be a connected component. For n ≥ 2, the non-ordinary

locus Flag(S) \ Flag(S)ord is irreducible.

4.7. Hecke operators. Let SK be the integral model over OEp
of a Hodge-type Shimura

variety, as in section 4.2. We review the definition of Hecke operators on SK . For any
g ∈ G(Ap

f), consider the compact open subgroup K ′ = K ∩ gKg−1. There are two natural
maps SK∩gKg−1 → SK . The first one is the natural change-of-level map πK ′,K defined in
(4.2.1). The second one is induced on C-points by the map

G(Af )/K
′ → G(Af)/K, xK ′ 7→ gxK.

We denote the induced map simply by g : SK∩gKg−1 → SK . This construction yields a
correspondence with finite étale maps

(4.7.1) SK∩gKg−1

π

zz✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉ g

$$■
■■

■■
■■

■■

SK SK

The Hecke algebra TKp(G) (with coefficients in Z) attached to Kp is the ring of Kp-bi-
invariant, locally constant functions G(Ap

f) → Z with compact support. Any such function

can be written as a sum of characteristic functions of double cosets KpgKp (g ∈ G(Ap
f)).

Multiplication is defined by convolution with respect to the left-Haar measure ν normalized
by ν(Kp) = 1. The algebra TKp(G) acts on several natural objects related to SK via the
correspondence (4.7.1). For example, it acts on the 0-cycles on the special fiber SK as
follows: for x ∈ SK(k) and g ∈ G(Ap

f ), we set

(4.7.2) TKp,g(x) := g∗π
∗(x).

We view TKp,g(x) as a formal sum of points of SK(k). Denote by Hp(x) the set of all points
of SK(k) appearing in the support of a 0-cycle of the form TKp,g(x) for g ∈ G(Ap

f). We call
Hp(x) the prime-to-p Hecke orbit of x. Van Hoften showed the following density result, as
a generalization of a classical result of Chai in the Siegel case ([Cha95]).

Theorem 4.7.1 ([vH, Theorem I]). Assume that the ordinary locus Sord
K is nonempty. For

any point x ∈ Sord
K , the set Hp(x) is Zariski dense in SK.

Since the formation of the flag space Flag(SK) is functorial, we obtain a correspondence
similar to (4.7.1) on flag spaces. In particular, the Hecke algebra TKp(G) also acts on
0-cycles of the flag space Flag(SK). For g ∈ G(Ap

f ), we define the operator TKp,g similarly
to (4.7.2).

4.8. Automorphic vector bundles. Let λ ∈ X∗(T) be a character. View λ as a character
of B and define a P-representation

VI(λ) = indP

B
(λ).

By applying the P-torsor IP on ShK(G,X), one can attach to this representation a vector
bundle VI(λ) over ShK(G,X), called automorphic vector bundle. Furthermore, it extends
to a vector bundle over the integral model SK , that we continue to denote by VI(λ). On
the special fiber SK , this vector bundle coincides with the pullback via ζ : SK → G-Zipµ of
the vector bundle VI(λ) on the stack G-Zipµ defined in section 3.5 (implicitly, we identify
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the character groups X∗(T) and X∗(T )). For any field F which is an OEp
-algebra, the

elements of

H0(SK ⊗OEp
F,VI(λ))

are called automorphic forms of weight λ and level K with coefficients in F . As explained
in [IK21], one can attach to λ ∈ X∗(T ) a line bundle Vflag(λ) on the stack G-ZipFlagµ such
that

(4.8.1) π∗(Vflag(λ)) = VI(λ).

Similarly, denote again by Vflag(λ) the line bundle ζ∗flag(Vflag(λ)) on Flag(SK) obtained by
pullback via the map ζflag of diagram (4.6.1). Since ζ is smooth, (4.8.1) also holds for SK ,
i.e. the push-forward of Vflag(λ) on Flag(SK) coincides with VI(λ) on SK . In particular,
we have an identification

(4.8.2) H0(SK ,VI(λ)) = H0(Flag(SK),Vflag(λ)).

For characters λ, λ′ ∈ X∗(T ), one has Vflag(λ)⊗Vflag(λ
′) = Vflag(λ+ λ′). Moreover, there is

a natural map of L-representations

(4.8.3) VI(λ)⊗ VI(λ
′) → VI(λ+ λ′), (f, f ′) 7→ ff ′.

It induces a map of vector bundles VI(λ)⊗ VI(λ
′) → VI(λ+ λ′).

In several previous papers ([GK18, GK22a, Kos23a, Kos23b]), we studied the set of
weights λ ∈ X∗(T) such that there exists nonzero automorphic forms of weight λ. This
problem can be investigated for various coefficient fields. For any field F which is a OEp

-
algebra, define:

CK(F ) := {λ ∈ X∗(T) | H0(SK ⊗OEp
F,VI(λ)) 6= 0}.

Write C(F ) for the saturation of CK(F ) (since the saturation is independent of the level
K by [Kos19, Corollary 1.5.3], we drop it from the notation). Since VI(λ) = 0 when λ
is not I-dominant, C(F ) is always contained in X∗

+,I(T ). The case F = C was studied in

[GK22b] (we implicitly choose an isomorphism Qp ≃ C to view C as an OEp
-algebra). It

seems known to experts (although we are not aware of any reference in the literature) that
C(C) coincides with the Griffiths–Schmid cone, defined as follows:

CGS =

{
λ ∈ X∗(T)

∣∣∣∣
〈λ, α∨〉 ≥ 0 for α ∈ Φ+

L
,

〈λ, α∨〉 ≤ 0 for α ∈ Φ+ \ Φ+
L

}
.

We proved in loc. cit. the inclusion C(C) ⊂ CGS for any Hodge-type Shimura varieties. The
main object of study in this article is the set C(Fp), which has a much more mysterious

structure. By the identification (4.8.2), one can interpret C(Fp) as the cone of effective
divisors on Flag(SK) that are associated to automorphic line bundles Vflag(λ).

4.9. Stable base locus of automorphic bundles. For a line bundle L on a scheme X,
recall that the base locus B(L) of L is the set of points x ∈ X such that any element of
H0(X,L) vanishes at x. It is a closed subset of X. The stable base locus B(L) of L is
defined as the intersection of all stable base loci of the positive powers of L, i.e.

B(L) :=
⋂

n≥1

B(L⊗n).

Let λ ∈ X∗(T ) and consider the sheaves VI(λ) on SK and Vflag(λ) on Flag(SK). We denote
the base locus of Vflag(λ) in Flag(SK) by B(λ) and the stable base locus by B(λ). Say that
a subset Z ⊂ SK or Z ⊂ Flag(SK) is stable by prime-to-p Hecke operators if for any point
x ∈ Z and any g ∈ G(Ap

f ), the support of the 0-cycle TKp,g(x) is entirely contained in Z.
We proved in [Kos23a, Theorem 3.6.2] the following result:

Theorem 4.9.1. The stable base locus B(λ) is stable by prime-to-p Hecke operators.
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Next, we define the base locus BI(λ) of the vector bundle VI(λ) as the set of points
x ∈ SK such that for any f ∈ H0(SK ,VI(λ)), the section f vanishes at x. Note that VI(λ)
is a vector bundle, so this condition means that all the coordinate functions of f (in some
local basis) vanish at x. The base locus BI(λ) is a closed subscheme of SK . Similarly, define
the stable base locus BI(λ) of VI(λ) as the intersection

BI(λ) :=
⋂

n≥1

BI(nλ).

Since π∗(Vflag(λ)) = VI(λ), we can rewrite the base locus BI(λ) and the stable base lo-
cus BI(λ) in terms of the corresponding sets for the line bundle Vflag(λ). Denote by
πK : Flag(SK) → SK the natural projection. Then, we have the following:

BI(λ) = {x ∈ SK | π−1
K (x) ⊂ B(λ)},

BI(λ) = {x ∈ SK | π−1
K (x) ⊂ B(λ)}.

Since B(λ) is stable by prime-to-p Hecke operators, we deduce immediately that BI(λ)
is also stable by prime-to-p Hecke operators. Using this observation, we can prove the
following:

Proposition 4.9.2. Let SK be a Hodge-type Shimura variety with nonempty ordinary locus.

For any λ ∈ X∗(T ), the following are equivalent:

(i) BI(λ) contains an ordinary point.

(ii) For any n ≥ 1, we have H0(SK ,VI(nλ)) = 0.
(iii) One has λ /∈ C(Fp).

Proof. The equivalence of (ii) and (iii) follows from the definition of C(Fp), and the impli-
cation (ii) ⇒ (i) is obvious. Conversely, assume that BI(λ) intersects the ordinary locus.
By stability under prime-to-p Hecke operators, and using the density result of prime-to-p
Hecke orbits of van Hoften (Theorem 4.7.1), we obtain that BI(λ) = SK . This shows the
result. �

In other words, the above result shows that if some power of Vflag(λ) is effective (i.e.
admits a nonzero section), then BI(λ) is entirely contained in the non-ordinary locus. In
general, we believe that when λ ∈ C(Fp), the locus BI(λ) is even empty, but the weaker
statement of Proposition 4.9.2 is enough for our purpose. This proposition has the following
corollary. Let XH , XG denote the mod p special fibers of a Hilbert–Blumenthal and Siegel
Shimura varieties respectively, with good reduction at p, as in the setting of section 4.3. Fix
a symplectic embedding u : H → G as in (4.3.1), which induces an embedding ũ : XH → XG

(for an appropriate choice of level structures).

Corollary 4.9.3. Assume that H0(XG,VI(λ)) 6= 0. Then there exists m ≥ 1 and a nonzero

Siegel automorphic form f ∈ H0(XG,VI(mλ)) such that the pullback

ũ∗(f) ∈ H0(XH , ũ
∗(VI(mλ)))

is nonzero.

Proof. Since H0(XG,VI(λ)) 6= 0, the stable base locus BI(λ) does not intersect the ordinary
locus. Since the ordinary locus of Hilbert–Blumenthal Shimura varieties is nonempty, we
can choose an ordinary point x ∈ ũ(XH). As x /∈ BI(λ), we can find m ≥ 1 and a section
f ∈ H0(XG,VI(mλ)) which does not vanish at x. The result follows. �

Remark 4.9.4. For the proof of the Cone Conjecture (Theorem 6.2.1) carried out in this
paper, it would be highly desirable to do away with the multiple mλ of λ that appears in
Corollary 4.9.3, even at the expense of changing the totally real field F. We believe that
the answer to the following question is always "yes":
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Question 4.9.5. Assume that H0(XG,VI(λ)) 6= 0. Does there exists

• a totally real field F of degree n such that p is split in F,

• a Hilbert–Blumenthal Shimura variety XH with good reduction at p, attached to F, with

a symplectic embedding ũ : XH → XG of Shimura varieties,

• a nonzero automorphic form f ∈ H0(XG,VI(λ)),
such that the pullback ũ∗(f) ∈ H0(XH , ũ

∗(VI(λ))) is nonzero ?

If this question has a positive answer, then we will see that it is possible to give more
precise version of the Cone Conjecture, where we have control over the weight (see Remark
6.5.2). To show that a triple (F, ũ, f) as in Question 4.9.5 always exists, it would be
enough to prove that the union of all Hilbert–Blumenthal Shimura varieties embedded into
XG (with the condition that p splits in F) is Zariski dense. Another strategy would be to
use Hecke operators to move f around so that its Hecke transform does not vanish at a
specified point.

4.10. Torsors. Let SK be the special fiber of a Hodge-type Shimura variety with good
reduction such that the ordinary locus Sord

K is nonempty. Recall that SK is endowed with
a P -torsor IP . In particular, IL := IP/Ru(P ) is an L-torsor on SK . Write

β : YK → SK

for the geometric object corresponding to this L-torsor. Here, YK is a k-scheme endowed
with an action of L and β is a smooth morphism. Let Y ord

K denote the preimage of the
ordinary locus Sord

K by β. The map ζ : SK → G-Zipµ restricts to a map

ζord : Sord
K → U

ord.

Since Uord ≃ B(L(Fp)), we obtain a L(Fp)-principal bundle over Sord
K , that gives rise to

Y ord
K when we extend it to an L-torsor. Write

βL(Fp) : Y
ord
L(Fp),K → Sord

K

for the geometric object corresponding to this L(Fp)-principal bundle (as explained in
section 2.2). By the above discussion, we have an isomorphism

(4.10.1)
[
L(Fp)\

(
Y ord
L(Fp),K × L

)]
≃ Y ord

K

where L(Fp) acts diagonally on Y ord
L(Fp),K

× L.

5. Automorphic forms in characteristic p

5.1. Trivial part of an automorphic vector bundle. Let SK be the special fiber of
a Hodge-type Shimura variety at a place of good reduction, as in section 4.2. We fix a
symplectic embedding into a Siegel-type Shimura variety, whose special fiber we denote by
ũ : SK → An,K0 (for an appropriate choice of level structures). For technical reasons, we
need to make the following assumptions:

Assumption 5.1.1.

(1) The classical ordinary locus Sord
K is nonempty.

(2) For any connected component S ⊂ SK, the non-ordinary locus S \ Sord is irreducible.

(3) The classical Hasse invariant Ha pulled back to S via ũ has multiplicity one along the

non-ordinary locus.

All three assumptions are satisfied in the case of the Siegel-type Shimura variety An,K , by
Proposition 4.4.1. Let ζ : SK → G-Zipµ be the map (4.4.1). Recall that Sord

K = ζ−1(Uord),
where Uord is the unique open stratum of G-Zipµ. Since Uord ≃ B(L(Fp)) by (3.4.1),
the k-scheme Sord

K is endowed naturally with an L(Fp)-torsor corresponding to the map
ζord : Sord

K → U
ord.
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Let λ ∈ X∗(T ) be a character and consider the associated automorphic vector bundle
VI(λ), attached to the L-representation VI(λ). View VI(λ) as an L(Fp)-representation and
write VI(λ)

L(Fp) for the subspace of L(Fp)-invariant vectors. Let VI(λ)triv be the corre-
sponding vector bundle on Sord

K , as explained in section 2.3.

Definition 5.1.2. Let f ∈ H0(SK ,VI(λ)) be an automorphic form of weight λ and level

K. We say that f is of trivial-type if the restriction f ord := f |Sord
K

lies in the subspace

H0(Sord
K ,VI(λ)triv) ⊂ H0(Sord

K ,VI(λ)).

We denote by H0(SK ,VI(λ))triv the subspace of trivial-type automorphic forms of weight
λ and level K. In other words, one has the identity

H0(SK ,VI(λ))triv = H0(SK ,VI(λ)) ∩H0(Sord
K ,VI(λ)triv)

where this intersection is taken inside the ambiant space H0(Sord
K ,VI(λ)). If f is an auto-

morphic form that arises by pullback from the stack of G-zips via the map ζ : SK → G-Zipµ,
then it is automatically of trivial-type since sections of VI(λ) and VI(λ)triv over B(L(Fp))
coincide (see (2.3.1)). Therefore, we have inclusions

(5.1.1) H0(G-Zipµ,VI(λ)) ⊂ H0(SK ,VI(λ))triv ⊂ H0(SK ,VI(λ)).

At this point, one might wonder if there exist any automorphic forms of trivial-type
other than the ones arising by pullback from the stack G-Zipµ. Surprisingly, the answer
is that there many such automorphic forms. More precisely, for any f ∈ H0(Sord

K ,VI(λ)),
we will define in section 5.3 below the norm of f as an automorphic form NormL(Fp)(f) ∈
H0(Sord

K ,VI(Nλ)triv) where N = |L(Fp)|. One shows easily that this norm is always nonzero
when f 6= 0. Then, one can multiply (if necessary) NormL(Fp)(f) by a sufficiently large
power m ≥ 1 of the classical Hasse invariant so that Ha

mNormL(Fp)(f) extends to SK .
This shows that any automorphic form f of weight λ gives rise to an automorphic form
of trivial-type of weight Nλ + m(p − 1)λω for some m ≥ 0. We will need the following,
stronger result.

Theorem 5.1.3. Assume that H0(SK ,VI(λ)) 6= 0 and write N := |L(Fp)|. There exists an

integer 1 ≤ d ≤ N such that H0(SK ,VI(dλ))triv 6= 0.

The proof of Theorem 5.1.3 will occupy most of section 5. Our ultimate goal is to show
that if H0(SK ,VI(λ)) 6= 0, then there exists d ≥ 1 such that H0(G-Zipµ,VI(dλ)) 6= 0
(Theorem 6.2.1). Therefore, in view of the inclusions (5.1.1), the above result is a first step
towards the proof of the Cone Conjecture.

Remark 5.1.4. We end this paragraph by giving an example of an automorphic form that
is not of trivial-type. Consider the the case of the modular curve, where G = GL2,Fp

and
L = T . Write Vk for the one-dimensional representation given by the character λk

ω. Then,

one sees easily that V
T (Fp)
k = 0 unless k is a multiple of p − 1. In particular, any nonzero

modular form of weight 1 is not of trivial-type for p ≥ 3.

5.2. Automorphic forms and torsors. Recall that we have an L-torsor β : YK → SK

and its restriction to the ordinary locus βord : Y ord
K → Sord

K . Furthermore, βord descends to
an L(Fp)-principal bundle βL(Fp) : Y

ord
L(Fp),K

→ Sord
K .

5.2.1. Sections via L-torsors. By section 2.2, an element f ∈ H0(SK ,VI(λ)) (for λ ∈
X∗(T )) is the same as a regular L-equivariant map f : Y → VI(λ). Since VI(λ) is the space
of regular maps γ : P → A1 satisfying γ(xb) = λ(b)−1γ(x) for all x ∈ P , b ∈ B, the map

(5.2.1) f̃ : YK × P → A1, (y, x) 7→ [f(y)](x)
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is regular and satisfies the relations

f̃(y, xb) = λ−1(b)f̃(y, x), b ∈ B,

f̃(a · y, ax) = f̃(y, x), a ∈ L.

This yields a bijective correspondence between elements of H0(SK ,VI(λ)) and regular maps

f̃ : YK × P → A1 satisfying the above relations. Similarly, sections of VI(λ) over Sord
K

correspond to regular maps f̃ : Y ord
K × P → A1 satisfying the same relations.

5.2.2. Sections via L(Fp)-torsors. For any L(Fp)-representation ρ : L(Fp) → GL(V ), a
global section f ∈ H0(Sord

K ,V(ρ)) corresponds to an L(Fp)-equivariant regular map on
Y ord
L(Fp),K

with values in V . Let λ ∈ X∗(T ) and view the L-representation VI(λ) as an

L(Fp)-representation. Then, we may also view a section f ∈ H0(Sord
K ,VI(λ)) as a regular

map

f̃ : Y ord
L(Fp),K × P → A1

satisfying for all y ∈ Y ord
L(Fp),K

and all x ∈ P the relations

f̃(y, xb) = λ−1(b)f̃(y, x) b ∈ B

f̃(a · y, ax) = f̃(y, x), a ∈ L(Fp).

This point of view is related to the one in section 5.2.1 above in the following way. If

f̃ : Y ord
L(Fp),K

× P → A1 is a map as above, we can define a map

f̃0 :
[
L(Fp)\

(
Y ord
L(Fp),K × L

)]
× P → A1

by setting f̃0((y, a), x) := f̃(y, ax). One sees immediately that the invariance properties of

f̃ imply that f̃0 is a well-defined map. If we identify Y ord
K and

[
L(Fp)\

(
Y ord
L(Fp),K

× L
)]

via

(4.10.1), then f̃0 yields a map f̃0 : Y
ord
K × P → A1 as in section 5.2.1.

5.3. Symmetric transforms of ordinary automorphic forms. Let 1 ≤ d ≤ |L(Fp)| be
an integer. By the discussion in section 2.4, we can define for any section f ∈ H0(Sord

K ,VI(λ))

its d-th symmetric transform s
(d)
L(Fp)

(f), which lies in the space

H0(Sord
K , Symd(VI(λ))triv).

The natural map of L-representations Symd(VI(λ)) → VI(dλ) afforded by (4.8.3) gives rise
to an L(Fp)-linear map

Symd(VI(λ))
L(Fp) → VI(dλ)

L(Fp),

and hence a map Symd(VI(λ))triv → VI(dλ)triv. Therefore, we may view s
(d)
L(Fp)

(f) as an

element of the space H0(Sord
K ,VI(dλ)triv). This construction gives rise to a family of non-

linear mappings

(5.3.1) s
(d)
L(Fp)

: H0(Sord
K ,VI(λ)) → H0(Sord

K ,VI(dλ)triv), 1 ≤ d ≤ |L(Fp)|.

Note that the vector bundle VI(dλ)triv only makes sense on the ordinary locus, it does
not extend to SK since it is not attached to an L-representation. However, we may compose
the map (5.3.1) with the natural injection

H0(Sord
K ,VI(dλ)triv) ⊂ H0(Sord

K ,VI(dλ)).
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We thus obtain a map attaching to each automorphic form (over Sord
K ) of weight λ an

automorphic form (over Sord
K ) of weight dλ. We may ask if this map induces by restriction

a map

s
(d)
L(Fp)

: H0(SK ,VI(λ)) → H0(SK ,VI(dλ)).

We believe that this is true, but we were not able to show it.

5.4. Rings of automorphic forms. We fix a connected component S ⊂ SK and consider
sections in H0(S,VI(λ)). Since any nonzero automorphic form on SK is nonzero on some
connected component, it will be enough for us to study the space H0(S,VI(λ)). We write
Sord for the ordinary locus of S. Denote by

β : Y → S

the L-torsor on S, obtained by restricting the L-torsor β : YK → SK to S. Since β is smooth
and S, L are irreducible, we deduce that Y is smooth and irreducible. Let

π : Flag(S) → S

denote the flag space of S, i.e. the preimage of S by the map πK : Flag(SK) → SK . It
is clear that Flag(S) is also connected and smooth (Lemma 4.6.1). Recall that Flag(S)ord

denotes the preimage of Sord by π. We define the following rings:

Rord :=
⊕

λ∈X∗(T )

H0(Sord,VI(λ)) , R :=
⊕

λ∈X∗(T )

H0(S,VI(λ)).

Similarly, there are versions of Rord and R for the trivial part of automorphic vector bundles.
We define H0(S,VI(λ))triv as the subspace of elements f ∈ H0(S,VI(λ)) such that f |Sord

lies in H0(Sord,VI(λ)triv). We put:

Rord
triv :=

⊕

λ∈X∗(T )

H0(Sord,VI(λ)triv) , Rtriv :=
⊕

λ∈X∗(T )

H0(S,VI(λ))triv.

The natural map VI(λ)triv⊗VI(λ
′)triv → VI(λ+λ′)triv (for λ, λ′ ∈ X∗(T )) endows the rings

Rord
triv and Rtriv with a natural structure as k-algebras. One has obvious inclusion maps of

k-algebras:

Rtriv
� �

//

� _

��

Rord
triv
� _

��

R � �
// Rord

We may also view R, Rord as the "automorphic Cox rings" of Flag(S) and Flag(S)ord

respectively. By this, we mean that the relation π∗(Vflag(λ)) = VI(λ) implies that R, Rord

identify respectively with the Cox rings

Cox(Flag(S)) :=
⊕

λ∈X∗(T )

H0(Flag(S),Vflag(λ)) and

Cox(Flag(S)ord) :=
⊕

λ∈X∗(T )

H0(Flag(S)ord,Vflag(λ)).

See [Kos24] for more details on the Cox rings of stacks of G-zips and G-zip flags. Note
that Flag(S)ord is cut out inside Flag(S) by the section π∗(Ha), the pullback of the classical
Hasse invariant via the map π : Flag(S) → S. The complement of Flag(S)ord inside Flag(S)
is a codimension one, irreducible closed subvariety (Proposition 4.6.2). The advantage of
working with a connected component S ⊂ SK is the following lemma:

Lemma 5.4.1. The ring R is an integral domain.
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Proof. When f, f ′ are nonzero homogeneous elements, then it is clear that ff ′ 6= 0. Indeed,
let f, f ′ be elements of H0(S,VI(λ)) and H0(S,VI(λ

′)) respectively. We may view f, f ′ as
sections of Vflag(λ) and Vflag(λ

′) on the flag space Flag(S)ord respectively. Since Flag(S) is
smooth and connected, ff ′ must be nonzero on an open subset of Flag(S)ord. Next, we
examine the general case. For a nonhomogeneous element f ∈ R, we write f =

∑
λ fλ (for

λ ∈ X∗(T )) and consider the function f̃λ : Y ×P → A1 that corresponds to fλ, as explained
in (5.2.1). The map

R → k[Y × P ],
∑

λ

fλ 7→
∑

λ

f̃λ

is an injective ring homomorphism. Since Y is an integral scheme, we deduce that R is an
integral domain.

�

Remark 5.4.2. It follows from the proof of Lemma 5.4.1 that R identifies with a subring of
k[Y × P ]. One can show that it coincides with the subring of functions f : Y × P → A1

satisfying for all (y, x) ∈ Y × P the following relations:

f̃(y, xu) = f̃(y, x), u ∈ Ru(B)

f̃(a · y, ax) = f̃(y, x), a ∈ L.

We denote by F the field of fractions of R. Write simply Ha instead of π∗(Ha) for
the classical Hasse invariant on S pulled back to the flag space Flag(S). One clearly has
Rord = R

[
1
Ha

]
, so we deduce that Rord is also an integral domain with field of fractions

F . In particular, Rord
triv and Rtriv are also integral domains. We write Ftriv for the field of

fractions of Rtriv. We continue our study of the various rings of automorphic forms and
prove the following elementary properties:

Proposition 5.4.3.

(1) One has Frac(Rord
triv) = Frac(Rtriv) = Ftriv.

(2) The ring extension Rord
triv ⊂ Rord is integral.

(3) The field extension F/Ftriv is algebraic.

Proof. Since Ha comes by pullback from the stack of G-zips, it is an automorphic form of
trivial-type. Hence, we also have the identity Rord

triv = Rtriv

[
1
Ha

]
, which shows assertion (1).

Next, if f ∈ H0(Sord,VI(λ)) is a section over Sord, then the symmetric transform s
(d)
L(Fp)

(f)

lies in H0(Sord,VI(dλ)triv) for any 1 ≤ d ≤ N , where N = |L(Fp)|. Since we have the
relation

fn + s
(1)
L(Fp)

(f)fn−1 + s
(2)
L(Fp)

(f)fn−2 + · · ·+ s
(N)
L(Fp)

(f) = 0,

we deduce that the extension Rord
triv ⊂ Rord is integral. Finally, assertion (3) follows imme-

diately from (1) and (2). �

5.5. The ordinary valuation. Recall that the non-ordinary locus S \ Sord is irreducible,
cut out by the restriction to S of the classical Hasse invariant Ha ∈ H0(S, ωp−1). Similarly,
consider the non-ordinary locus Y \Y ord of the L-torsor β : Y → S. Since β is smooth with
irreducible fibers, we deduce that Y \ Y ord is irreducible, cut out (with multiplicity one)
by the pull-back of Ha to Y . This gives a valuation valord on the field of functions k(Y ).
Similarly, if we set

F0 := k(Y × P ),

then the irreducible divisor (Y \ Y ord)× P gives rise to a discrete valuation

valord : F0 → Z ∪ {∞}.
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Again, the Hasse invariant Ha (pulled back to Y × P ) is a uniformizer for this valuation.
We consider the field extensions

Ftriv ⊂ F ⊂ F0

and denote again by valord the discrete valuation obtained by restricting valord to each of
these fields. Write

R̃triv ⊂ R̃ ⊂ R̃0

for the valuation rings with respect to valord in the fields Ftriv, F , F0 respectively. Clearly
R ⊂ R̃ and Rtriv ⊂ R̃triv. Since the Hasse invariant Ha is a trivial-type automorphic form,

it is a uniformizer of all three rings R̃triv, R̃, R̃0. In particular, the ring extension R̃triv ⊂ R̃
is inert, in the sense that Ha remains prime in the larger ring. Write

(R̃triv)
cl ⊂ F

for the integral closure of R̃triv inside F .

Proposition 5.5.1. One has (R̃triv)
cl = R̃.

Proof. Since R̃ is a discrete valuation ring, it is integrally closed, so we find immediately that

(R̃triv)
cl ⊂ R̃. We consider a subextension F ′ ⊂ F which is finite over Ftriv. The restriction

of valord to F ′ gives a discrete valuation on F ′; denote by R̃′ its valuation ring. The integral

closure of R̃ in F ′ is O′ := F ′ ∩ (R̃triv)
cl. It suffices to show that O′ coincides with R̃′. Note

that Frac(O′) = Frac(R̃′) = F ′ and O′ ⊂ R̃′. Recall that if A,B are two discrete valuation
rings with the same field of fractions such that A ⊂ B, then A and B coincide. Therefore,
it suffices to show that O′ is a discrete valuation ring. Since it is the integral closure of a
Dedekind domain in a finite extension, it is a Dedekind domain. Furthermore, it has only
finitely many maximal ideals, hence it is a principal ideal domain. Moreover, Ha is contained
in each maximal ideal of O′. If we denote by ̟1, . . . , ̟r a set of uniformizers of the maximal
ideals of O′, then Ha decomposes as Ha = u̟e1 . . .̟er

r for some integers e1, . . . , er ≥ 1 and
a unit u ∈ O′×. If we view R as a subring of k[Y ×P ], then we may interpret any element of
F as a rational function on Y × P . By construction, each element ̟i must have a positive
multiplicity along the irreducible divisor (Y \Y ord)×P . Since the classical Hasse invariant
has multiplicity one along the non-ordinary locus of S by Assumption 5.1.1, the same holds
for its pullback to Y × P because the maps Y × P → Y → S are smooth. This clearly
implies that O′ admits a unique maximal ideal, and thus is a discrete valuation ring. This
shows the result. �

5.6. Minimal polynomial. Next, we consider an element f ∈ H0(S,VI(λ)) ⊂ R and
investigate the minimal polynomial of f with respect to the algebraic extension Ftriv ⊂
F . We write Mf (t) ∈ Ftriv[t] for this minimal polynomial. Note that f is a root of the
polynomial

Pf (t) := tN + s
(1)
L(Fp)

(f)tN−1 + s
(2)
L(Fp)

(f)tN−2 + · · ·+ s
(N)
L(Fp)

(f)

whose coefficients are elements of H0(Sord,VI(λ)triv) ⊂ Ftriv. Therefore, the minimal poly-

nomial Mf(t) of f over Ftriv is a divisor of Pf(t) in Ftriv[t]. Since the extension R̃triv ⊂ R̃
is integral, we deduce the following:

Lemma 5.6.1. One has Mf (t) ∈ R̃triv[t].

Proof. Let F be an algebraic closure of F . Since f is integral over R̃triv, all the Gal(F/Ftriv)-

conjugates of f are also integral over R̃triv. It follows that the coefficients of Mf(t) are

integral over R̃triv. Since R̃triv is a discrete valuation ring, it is integrally closed, so the
result follows. �
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Recall that we have field extensions Ftriv ⊂ F ⊂ F0. However, since the construction

of the symmetric transforms s
(d)
L(Fp)

(f) are inherently related to the existence of the L(Fp)-

torsor Y ord
L(Fp)

, we cannot see the roots of the polynomial Pf(t) (other than f) in these fields.

In order to decompose Pf(t), one could consider the natural projection

Y ord
L(Fp) × L → L(Fp)\

(
Y ord
L(Fp) × L

)
≃ Y ord

Then, by construction the polynomial Pf (t) decomposes into linear factors in the ring
k[Y ord

L(Fp)
× L][t]. However, it seems to us that Y ord

L(Fp)
may be non-connected in general, so

the ring k[Y ord
L(Fp)

×L] is not an integral domain. For this reason, it is difficult to determine

the roots of Pf(t) as elements of a certain field extension of F . Instead, we argue in the
following indirect way. We can decompose

Pf(t) = Mf(t)Q(t)

where Pf(t) ∈ Rord
triv[t], Mf [t] ∈ R̃triv[t] and Q(t) ∈ Ftriv[t]. Furthermore, we can embed

F into k(Y × P ) and view all coefficients of these polynomials as rational functions on
Y × P . Let D ⊂ Y × P be any irreducible divisor, different from the non-ordinary divisor
(Y \ Y ord)× P . Let valD denote the discrete valuation attached to D on k(Y × P ) and let

R̃D ⊂ k(Y × P ) denote the valuation ring of valD. Since the coefficients of Pf(t) are all

regular maps on Y ord × P , we have Pf(t) ∈ R̃D[t]. Recall the following elementary lemma:

Lemma 5.6.2. Let A be a unique factorization domain with fraction field K. If P,Q,R ∈
K[t] are monic polynomials such that P ∈ A[t] and P = QR, then Q,R lie in A[t].

It follows from this that Mf (t) ∈ R̃D[t]. Since D was arbitrary, we deduce that the
coefficients of Mf (t) must be regular functions on all of Y × P . Therefore, we obtain that
Mf (t) ∈ R[t] for any f ∈ H0(SK ,VI(λ)). Since R is generated by homogeneous elements,
we have shown the following theorem.

Theorem 5.6.3. The extension Rtriv ⊂ R is integral.

5.7. Existence of automorphic forms of trivial-type. We finish this section by proving
Theorem 5.1.3. Assume that f ∈ H0(SK ,VI(λ)) is a nonzero automorphic form of weight λ
and level K. We can find a connected component S ⊂ SK such that f |S is nonzero. Write
R, Rtriv for the rings attached to S as defined in section 5.4. Since the extension Rtriv ⊂ R
is integral, there is a monic polynomial P (t) ∈ R[t] such that P (f |S) = 0. Furthermore, by
the proof of Theorem 5.1.3, we can assume that the degree of P is less than |L(Fp)|. Write

P (t) = tn + a1t
n−1 + a2t

n−2 + · · ·+ a0

with a0, . . . , an−1 ∈ Rtriv. Since fn is a homogeneous element of weight nλ, some of the
coefficients ai must have a nonzero homogeneous component of weight dλ for some 1 ≤ d ≤
n. In particular, this shows that H0(S,VI(dλ))triv is nonzero. This terminates the proof of
Theorem 5.1.3.

5.8. Trivial-type stable base locus. We will need a version of Corollary 4.9.3 for the
trivial-part of automorphic vector bundles. Define the trivial-part base locus BI(λ)triv of
the vector bundle VI(λ) as the set of points x ∈ SK such that for any f ∈ H0(SK ,VI(λ))triv,
the section f vanishes at x. The set BI(λ)triv is a closed subscheme of SK which contains
the usual base locus BI(λ). Similarly, define the trivial-part stable base locus BI(λ)triv of
VI(λ) as the intersection

BI(λ)triv :=
⋂

n≥1

BI(nλ)triv.

We show the following:
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Proposition 5.8.1. For all λ ∈ X∗(T ), we have BI(λ)triv = BI(λ).

Proof. It suffices to shows that BI(λ)triv ⊂ BI(λ). Let x ∈ BI(λ)triv and let f ∈ H0(SK ,VI(dλ))
be a section. We need to show that f vanishes at x. We can find a0, . . . , an−1 ∈ Rtriv such
that

fn + a1f
n−1 + a2f

n−2 + · · ·+ a0 = 0.

Projecting this relation onto the homogeneous part of weights Nλ, we find a similar relation
with the additional condition that ai ∈ H0(SK ,VI(diλ))triv for some di ≥ 1. By assumption,
all ai vanish at x. Hence the same is true for f . The result follows. �

Finally, we are able to prove the technical lemma below, which will be necessary in the
proof of the main theorem. We retain all notations and assumptions of Corollary 4.9.3.

Corollary 5.8.2. Assume that H0(XG,VI(λ)) 6= 0. Then there exists m ≥ 1 and a nonzero

trivial-type Siegel automorphic form f ∈ H0(XG,VI(mλ))triv such that the pullback

ũ∗(f) ∈ H0(XH , ũ
∗(VI(mλ)))

is nonzero.

Proof. The proof is exactly the same as Corollary 4.9.3. Since H0(XG,VI(λ)) 6= 0 and
BI(λ)triv = BI(λ), we deduce that the trivial-part stable base locus BI(λ)triv does not inter-
sect Sord

K . Since the ordinary locus of Hilbert–Blumenthal Shimura varieties is nonempty,
we can choose an ordinary point x ∈ ũ(XH). As x /∈ BI(λ)triv, we can find m ≥ 1 and a
section f ∈ H0(XG,VI(mλ))triv which does not vanish at x. The result follows. �

6. Main result

6.1. The Cone Conjecture. Let X be a k-scheme endowed with a morphism ζ : X →
G-Zipµ (such a map is sometimes referred to as a period map). We make the following
assumptions on X:

Assumption 6.1.1.

(1) X is a proper k-scheme,

(2) ζ is smooth and surjective on each connected component.

For example, let SΣ
K be a smooth toroidal compactification of a Hodge-type Shimura

variety at a place of good reduction and ζΣK : SΣ
K → G-Zipµ be the extension of Zhang’s

morphism (see section 4.5). Then, the pair (SΣ
K , ζ

Σ) satisfies the above assumption, as
explained in [GK22a, §2.2]. One can also weaken the assumption that X is proper and
ask only that the strata of length 1 in Flag(X) are proper (or even pseudo-complete), see
[GK22a, §2.2].

For each λ ∈ X∗(T ), write again VI(λ) for the vector bundle ζ∗(VI(λ)) on X. We define
the cone of X (denoted by CX) as the set of λ ∈ X∗(T ) such that VI(λ) admits a nonzero
global section on X, in other words:

CX :=
{
λ ∈ X∗(T )

∣∣ H0(X,VI(λ)) 6= 0
}
.

Write CX for the saturation of CX .

Conjecture 6.1.2 (Cone Conjecture). Under Assumption 6.1.1, one has CX = Czip.

In particular, this conjecture applies to the pair (SΣ
K , ζ

Σ) as explained above. Further-
more, Koecher’s principle (Theorem 4.5.1) implies that H0(SK ,VI(λ)) = H0(SΣ

K ,V
Σ
I (λ)),

so the above conjecture also applies to the Shimura variety SK itself, even though SK may
not be proper over k. When X = SK , the cone CX is simply the cone C(Fp) defined in
section 4.8.
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6.2. Siegel-type Shimura varieties. We now specialize to the case of Siegel-type Shimura
varieties, and set G = GSp2n,Fp

. We retain all notations of section 4.1. The main result of
this paper is the following:

Theorem 6.2.1. Conjecture 6.1.2 holds for Siegel-type Shimura varieties An,K. In other

words, one has

C(Fp) = Czip.

Remark 6.2.2.
(1) This theorem can be viewed as a cohomology vanishing result in degree 0, in the sense

that it shows that H0(An,K ,VI(λ)) = 0 whenever λ lies outside the cone Czip.

(2) Note that it is possible that H0(An,K ,VI(λ)) = 0 even when λ ∈ Czip, but for any
λ ∈ Czip, there exists m ≥ 1 such that H0(G-Zipµ,VI(mλ)) 6= 0 (and in particular

H0(An,K ,VI(mλ)) 6= 0). This shows that Theorem 6.2.1 is the best possible cohomology
vanishing result in degree zero that holds for all multiples of characters.

(3) Theorem 6.2.1 reduces the vanishing of degree zero cohomology of VI(λ) to the case of
G-Zipµ, and this question can be reformulated in terms of representation theory using
Theorem 3.6.1. It is however difficult in general to determine exactly the form of the
cone Czip.

As preparation for the proof, we set some notation. Let λ = (a1, . . . , an, b) ∈ X∗(T ) and
let VI(λ) be the representation of L attached to λ. The non-positive part of VI(λ) (defined
in (3.6.1)) can be written as

VI(λ)≤0 =
⊕

χ=(a′1,...,a
′

n,b
′)

a′n≤0

VI(λ)χ

where we denoted by χ = (a′1, . . . , a
′
n, b

′) ∈ X∗(T ) the coordinates of χ. By Theorem
3.6.1, the space H0(G-Zipµ,VI(λ)) can be written as the intersection VI(λ)

L(Fp) ∩ VI(λ)≤0.
Note that in this case WL ≃ Sn is naturally a subgroup of L(Fp), so any element of
H0(G-Zipµ,VI(λ)) is invariant under the action of WL on VI(λ). Since WL ≃ Sn permutes
the first n coordinates of X∗(T ) ⊂ Zn+1, it follows that any element of H0(G-Zipµ,VI(λ))
lies in the following smaller subspace

VI(λ)aut :=
⊕

χ=(a′1,...,a
′

n,b
′)

a′1,...,a
′

n≤0

VI(λ)χ

We call VI(λ)aut the "automorphic part" of the representation VI(λ). By the above, any
automorphic form f on G-Zipµ must satisfy f ∈ VI(λ)aut. We will prove in the next section
that automorphic forms on Siegel modular varieties must satisfy a similar condition, by
using a Hilbert–Blumenthal Shimura variety embedded into An,K . As preparation for this,
we make the following remarks. Define the "vanishing part" of VI(λ) as the direct sum

VI(λ)van :=
⊕

χ=(a′1,...,a
′

n,b
′)

some a′i>0

VI(λ)χ.

Hence we have a decomposition VI(λ) = VI(λ)aut⊕VI(λ)van. Write prvan : VI(λ) → VI(λ)van
for the projection map onto VI(λ)van afforded by this decomposition. By the above discus-
sion, the space H0(G-Zipµ,VI(λ)) sits in an exact sequence

0 // H0(G-Zipµ,VI(λ)) // VI(λ)
L(Fp)

prvan
// VI(λ)van.

Here, we denoted again by prvan the composition of prvan and the inclusion of VI(λ)
L(Fp)

into VI(λ). Therefore, we have the following obvious reformulation of the cone Czip:
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Proposition 6.2.3. A character λ ∈ X∗(T ) lies in Czip if and only if the map

prvan : VI(λ)
L(Fp) → VI(λ)van

is not injective.

6.3. Approximations. In the paper [Kos23a], we gave a partial result regarding cohomol-
ogy vanishing of automorphic bundles.

Theorem 6.3.1. If f ∈ H0(An,K ,VI(λ)) is a nonzero automorphic form of weight λ =
(a1, . . . , an, b), we have:

(6.3.1)

j∑

i=1

ai +
1

p

n∑

i=j+1

ai ≤ 0 for all j = 1, . . . , n.

In other words, if we define by Capprox the cone of characters λ ∈ X∗(T ) satisfying the

above n inequalities (6.3.1), then one has the containment C(Fp) ⊂ Capprox. This result
was predicted by the Cone Conjecture. Indeed, we showed in [GK22b] that the cone Czip

satisfies such inequalities for very general pairs (G, µ) (see loc. cit. §4.3 for details). Hence,
Theorem 6.3.1 was already good evidence for the veracity of Conjecture 6.1.2 (at least in
the case of An,K).

6.4. The case n = 3. In the case of An,K for n = 3, we gave a description of the cone Czip

in [Kos19]. Specifically, we showed that it is defined inside X∗
+,I(T ) by two inequalities:

Czip = {(a1, a2, a3, b) ∈ X∗
+,I(T ) | p2a1 + a2 + pa3 ≤ 0 and pa1 + p2a2 + a3 ≤ 0}.

Furthermore, Goldring and the author showed in [GK22a] that Conjecture 6.1.2 holds for
n = 3 and p ≥ 5 for any pair (X, ζX) satisfying Assumption 6.1.1. The proof of loc. cit. is
highly computational and uses the notion of intersection-sum cones to produce inductively
vanishing results for certain strata in the flag space Flag(X). The assumption p ≥ 5 is
essential in this method. In the case X = A3,K , we deduce from Theorem 6.2.1 that the

equality C(Fp) = Czip holds without any assumption on p. Hence, we obtain the following
vanishing result for coherent cohomology of automorphic vector bundles (for all p):

Theorem 6.4.1. Let λ = (a1, a2, a3, b) ∈ X∗(T ) and assume that p2a1 + a2 + pa3 > 0 or

that pa1 + p2a2 + a3 > 0, Then one has

H0(A3,K ,VI(λ)) = 0.

Although highly tedious and computational, one advantage of the method of intersection-
sum cones used in [GK22a] to prove the above result (when p ≥ 5) is that it also provides
divisibility results for automorphic forms. Indeed, we showed in loc. cit. the following
result. Let Haα1 be the partial Hasse invariant explained in loc. cit. §3.3 (the vanishing
locus of Haα1 is one of the Zariski closure of one of the three codimension one strata in
Flag(SK)). We showed:

Theorem 6.4.2. Assume p ≥ 5. Let f ∈ H0(A3,K ,VI(λ)) be an automorphic form, viewed

as a section of Vflag(λ) on Flag(SK), and assume that λ = (a1, a2, a3, b) ∈ X∗(T ) satisfies

p2a1 + pa2 + a3 > 0. Then f is divisible by the partial Hasse invariant Haα1 .

In contrast, the method used in the present paper does not give any information about
the vanishing of cohomology on smaller Ekedahl–Oort strata or smaller strata in the flag
space Flag(SK). Therefore we cannot prove such a divisibility result.
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6.5. Proof of the Cone Conjecture. In this section, we prove Theorem 6.2.1. Since
Czip ⊂ C(Fp), it suffices to show that if H0(An,K ,VI(λ)) 6= 0, then there exists a nonzero
element in H0(G-Zipµ,VI(dλ)) for a certain d ≥ 1. First, by Theorem 5.1.3, there exists
1 ≤ d ≤ N such that

H0(An,K ,VI(dλ)triv) 6= 0.

We choose an embedding of a Hilbert–Blumenthal Shimura variety ũ : XF,K ′ → An,K , as
explained in section 4.3. We impose that p is split in F. Write u : H → G the morphism
of Fp-groups given in 4.3.1. For any character χ ∈ X∗(TH), recall that we denote by L(χ)
the attached line bundle on XF,K ′ (see section 4.3). We show the following result:

Proposition 6.5.1. Let λ ∈ X∗(T ) and f ∈ H0(An,K ,VI(λ))triv a nonzero automorphic

form of trivial-type. Assume that ũ∗(f) ∈ H0(XF,K ′, ũ∗(VI(λ))) is nonzero. Then we have

H0(G-Zipµ,VI(λ)) 6= 0.

Proof. By Proposition 6.2.3, it suffices to show that the map

(6.5.1) prvan : VI(λ)
L(Fp) → VI(λ)van

is not injective. For a contradiction, assume that (6.5.1) is injective. By the explicit form
of u (see end of section 4.3), it induces an isomorphism u : TH → T and a homomorphism
u : BH → B. By assumption, ũ∗(f) is a nonzero section of ũ∗(VI(λ)). By pullback via
u, we van view VI(λ) as a TH-representation. Since TH ≃ T , the weight decomposition
VI(λ) =

⊕
χ∈X∗(T ) VI(λ)χ gives rise to a similar decomposition of ũ∗(VI(λ)) into vector

bundles as below:

ũ∗(VI(λ)) =
⊕

χ∈X∗(T )

V(χ)

where V(χ) is the vector bundle on XF,K ′ corresponding to the TH-representation VI(λ)χ.
In particular, V(χ) is a direct sum of a finite number of copies of the line bundle L(χ).

Similarly, view the T -representation VI(λ)van as a TH-representation via u : TH → T . It
induces by functoriality a vector bundle V(λ)van on XF,K ′ (which does not exist on An,K ,
since VI(λ)van is not an L-representation). Since the projection prvan : VI(λ) → VI(λ)van is
a morphism of T -representations, it induces by functoriality a morphism of vector bundles
on XF,K ′:

prvan : ũ
∗(VI(λ)) → VI(λ)van.

Similarly, ũ induces an embedding ũ : Xord
F,K ′ → Sord

K . Any TH(Fp)-representation gives rise

to a vector bundle on the scheme Xord
F,K ′. The vector bundle on Xord

F,K ′ attached to VI(λ)
L(Fp)

coincides with ũ∗(VI(λ)triv). Moreover, the map

prvan : VI(λ)
L(Fp) → VI(λ)van

is an injective morphism of T (Fp)-representations. Composing with the isomorphism TH(Fp) →
T (Fp), it gives rise to an injective morphism of vector bundles over Xord

F,K ′:

prvan : ũ
∗(VI(λ)triv) → VI(λ)van.

In particular, the induced morphism on the spaces of sections over Xord
F,K ′ is also injective:

(6.5.2) prvan : H
0(Xord

F,K ′, ũ∗(VI(λ)triv)) → H0(Xord
F,K ′,VI(λ)van).

By assumption, ũ∗(f) is a nonzero section of ũ∗(VI(λ)triv) over Xord
F,K ′. However, since

f ∈ H0(An,K ,VI(λ)) is a global section, ũ∗(f) lies in the space

H0(XF,K ′, ũ∗(VI(λ))) =
⊕

χ∈X∗(T )

H0(XF,K ′,V(χ)).
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Since the cone conjecture holds for Hilbert–Blumenthal Shimura varieties, the space of
global sections H0(XF,K ′,V(χ)) is zero whenever χ = (a1, . . . , an, b) and ai > 0 for some
1 ≤ i ≤ n. Hence, ũ∗(f) maps to zero in the space H0(Xord

F,K ′,VI(λ)van). This contradicts
the injectivity of the map (6.5.2) and terminates the proof of Proposition 6.5.1. �

Finally, we complete the proof of our main result Theorem 6.2.1. Assume that the space
H0(An,K ,VI(λ)) is nonzero. Then by 5.8.2, there exists d ≥ 1 and a trivial-type automor-

phic form f ∈ H0(An,K,VI(dλ))triv 6= 0 such that the pullback ũ∗(f) ∈ H0(XF,K ′, ũ∗(VI(λ)))
is nonzero. By Proposition 6.5.1 above, we deduce H0(G-Zipµ,VI(dλ)) 6= 0. This termi-
nates the proof of Theorem 6.2.1.

Remark 6.5.2. Assume that Question 4.9.5 has a positive answer. Then we can prove
a slightly more precise version of the Cone Conjecture. Namely, if H0(An,K ,VI(λ)) is
nonzero, then we would be able to deduce that there exists 1 ≤ d ≤ |L(Fp)| such that
H0(G-Zipµ,VI(dλ)) is nonzero.
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