arXiv:2207.06546v4 [math.GR] 5 Jul 2023

ARITHMETIC SUBGROUPS OF CHEVALLEY GROUP SCHEMES OVER FUNCTION FIELDS I: QUOTIENTS OF THE BRUHAT-TITS BUILDING BY tP u-ARITHMETIC SUBGROUPS

Claudio Bravo^{1 2} Benoit Loisel^{3 4}

Abstract. Let G be a reductive Chevalley group scheme (defined over Z). Let C be a smooth, projective, geometrically integral curve over a field F. Let P be a closed point on C. Let A be the ring of functions that are regular outside tP u. The fraction field k of A has a discrete valuation ν “ νP : k^^ Ñ Z associated to P . In this work, we study the action of the group GpAq of A-points of G on the Bruhat-Tits building X “ X pG, k, νP q in order to describe the structure of the orbit space GpAqzX . We obtain that this orbit space is the “gluing” of a closed connected CW-complex with some sector chambers. The latter are parametrized by a set depending on the Picard group of C ∖ tP u and on the rank of G. Moreover, we observe that any rational sector face whose tip is a special vertex contains a subsector face that embeds into this orbit space.

MSC Codes: 20G30, 11R58, 20E42 (primary) 14H05, 20H25 (secondary) Keywords: Arithmetic subgroups, Chevalley groups, Bruhat-Tits buildings, Global function fields.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Main results 4 3. Notation on reductive group schemes and their Bruhat-Tits buildings 6 4. The action of Gpkq on X_k 10 5. Commutative unipotent subgroups normalized by standard parabolic subgroups 14 6. Stabilizer of points in the Borel variety: integral points and some of their unipotent subgroups 23 7. Image of sector faces in GpAqzX_k 30 8. Structure of the quotient of the Bruhat-Tits building by GpAq 52 9. Number of orbits of cuspidal rational sector faces 57 Acknowledgements 59 References 59

1. Introduction

In Lie theory, symmetric spaces are useful to study arithmetic groups via their action. In order to study reductive groups over local or global fields, Tits introduced certain complexes, called buildings, that are analogous to the symmetric spaces associated to reductive groups over R. More precisely, to any Henselian discretely valued field K and any reductive K-group G, Bruhat and Tits associated a polysimplicial complex X “ X pG, Kq, called the Bruhat-Tits building of G over K (c.f. [BT72] and [BT84]).

1Universidad de Chile, Facultad de Ciencias, Casilla 653, Santiago, Chile. Email: claudio.bravo.c@ug.uchile.cl

2Centre de Mathématiques Laurent Schwartz, École Polytechnique, Institut Polytechnique de Paris, 91128 Palaiseau Cedex, France. Email: claudio.bravo-castillo@polytechnique.edu 3Université de Poitiers (Laboratoire de Mathématiques et Applications, UMR7348), Poitiers, France.

Email: benoit.loisel@math.univ-poitiers.fr

4ENS de Lyon, (Unité de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées, UMR5669), Lyon, France 1

When G is a reductive group of semisimple rank 1, for instance when G “ SL_2, the associated building is actually a semi-homogeneous tree. Buildings allow us to study subgroups of the group of K-points of a reductive group scheme.

Let C be a smooth, projective, geometrically integral curve over a field F. The function field k of C is a separable extension of Fpxq, where x P k is transcendental over F. Hence, it follows from [Sti09, I.1.5, p.6] that the closure F̃ of F in k is a finite extension of F. In all that follows, without loss of generality, we assume that F̃ “ F , i.e. F is algebraically closed in k. Let P be a closed point on C, and let A be the ring of functions of C that are regular outside tP u. Let ν “ ν_P : k^^ Ñ Z be the discrete valuation defined from P , and let us denote by K “ k_P the completion of k with respect to the valuation ν.

In [Ser03], Serre describes the structure of the orbit space for the action of SL_2pAq on its Bruhat-Tits tree X pSL_2, Kq.

Theorem 1.1. [Ser03, Ch. II, §2, Th. 9] The quotient graph SL_2pAqzX pSL_2, Kq is the union of a connected graph of finite diameter, and a family of rays trpσqu called cusps, such that:

‚ the vertex set of Z X rpσq consists only in a single element and the edge set of Z X rpσq is empty;

‚ one has rpσq X rpσ^1q “ H if σ ‰ σ^1.

Such a family of rays rpσq can be indexed by elements σ in PicpAq.

Theorem 1.1 has some interesting consequences on the involved groups. For instance, by using Theorem 1.1 and the Bass-Serre theory (c.f. [Ser03, Ch. I, §5]), Serre describes the structure of groups of the form SL_2pAq as an amalgamated product of simpler subgroups (c.f. [Ser03, Ch. II, §2, Th. 10]). Then, Serre applies this description on groups in order to study its homology and cohomology groups with coefficient in certain modules (c.f. [Ser03, Ch. II, §2.8]). For instance, Serre obtains that H_ipSL_2pAq, Qq “ 0, for all i ą 1 and H_1pSL_2pAq, Qq is a finite dimensional Q-vector space. Another interesting application of Theorem 1.1 is the description of the conjugacy classes U of maximal unipotent subgroups of certain subgroups G of SL_2pAq, as principal congruence subgroups. In the same way, Serre describes the relative homology groups of G modulo U in terms of its Euler-Poincaré characteristic (c.f. [Ser03, Ch. II, §2.9]).

In a building of arbitrary rank, one can consider that a sector chamber (c.f. §3.5.2) has a role analogous as a ray in a rank 1 building. When C “ P^1_F , P “ 8 and G is a split simply connected semisimple k-group, Soulé describes, in [Sou79], the topology and combinatorics of the corresponding orbit space as follows:

Theorem 1.2. [Sou79, §1, Th. 1] Let G be a split simply connected semisimple k-group. Then GpFrtsqzX pG, F ppt^{´1} qqq is isomorphic to a sector chamber of X pG, Fppt^{´1} qqq.

In the same article, Soulé describes GpFrtsq as an amalgamated sum of certain wellknown subgroups of GpFrtsq (c.f. [Sou79, §2, Th. 3]). Moreover, analyzing the preceding action, Soulé obtains some results on the homology groups H_‚pGpFrtsq, ℓq, for some fields ℓ of suitable characteristic. More specifically, Soulé obtains an homotopy-invariance property of the homology group of GpFq (c.f. [Sou79, §3, Th. 5]). In [Mar09], Margaux extends this work of Soulé to the case of an isotrivial simply connected semisimple kgroup, that is a group G splitting over an extension of the form ℓ “ Ek, where E{F is a finite extension.

Let S be a finite set of closed places of C. Let us denote by O_S the ring of functions that are regular outside S. In particular, we have that O_{tP u} “ A. Let G be a kisotropic and non-commutative algebraic group. Choose a particular realization G_{real} of G as an algebraic k-set of some affine space. Given this realization, we define G as the group of O_S -points of G_{real}. The group G is called an S-arithmetic subgroup of Gpkq. The S-arithmetic group G depends on the chosen realization of G, and any two such choices lead to commensurable S-arithmetic subgroups. Let X pG, Sq be finite product of buildings ś P PS X pG, kP q.

A general result on rational cohomology, due to Harder in [Har77], is the following: given a split simply connected semisimple group scheme G, we have that H^upGpO_S q, Qq “ 0 for u R t0, tsu, where t is the rank of G and s “ CardpSq. Moreover, Harder also describes the dimension of the non-trivial cohomology groups in terms of representations of the group ś P^1PS GpkP^1 q. In the proof, one of the main arguments

is the interpretation of the action of GpO_S q on X pG, Sq in terms of the reduction theory, which mainly consists in the description of a fundamental domain for the action of Gpkq on subgroups of the group of the adelic points GpA_S q of G. More specifically, Harder uses this fact in order to describe a covering of the orbit space GpO_S qzX pG, Sq in terms of some spaces indexed by GpO_S q-conjugacy classes of parabolic subgroups of Gpkq (c.f. [Har77, Lemma 1.4.6]).

Heuristically, the translation of the Harder’s reduction theory into the language of quotient of buildings proceeds via “pretending” that the building X pG, Sq can be identified with the orbit space GpA_S q{GpO_S q (c.f. [BKW13, §12]). Using this idea, Bux, Köhl and Witzel [BKW13] study the action of G on X pG, Sq. They describe some finiteness properties of the orbit space by exhibiting the following cover of X pG, Sq:

Theorem 1.3. [BKW13, Prop 13.6] Assume that F is finite. Let G be a k-isotropic and non-commutative algebraic group. Let G and X pG, Sq as above. Then, there exists a constant κ and finitely many sector chambers Q_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Q_s of X pG, Sq such that:

‚ the G-translates of the κ-neighborhood of

Ť_s i“1 Q_i cover X pG, Sq, and ‚ for i ‰ j, the G-orbits of Q_i and Q_j are disjoint.

Bux, Köhl and Witzel in [BKW13, Prop 13.8] use the preceding result in order to prove that G is a lattice in the automorphism group of X pG, Sq.

In the present work, one goal is to determine the quantity s in Theorem 1.3 (see Th. 2.5). Another objective is to understand what becomes the κ-neighborhood of a sector chamber Q_i in the quotient of the building by GpAq (see Th. 2.4).

Roughly speaking, the first part of the article (cf. § 5-§ 6) is devoted to develop an alternative method than the one defined from reduction theory, in order to describe a fundamental domain for the action of an arithmetic subgroup. This method focuses in the structure of the root group datum of G. More specifically, in order to obtain it, we study in § 5 subsets Ψ containing the highest root of G. We show that suitable subsets Ψ define commutative unipotent subgroups U_Ψ with a linear action of a Borel of G. In § 6, given an arbitrary Dedekind domain A_0, we bound the group of A_0-points of U_Ψ by a finite sum of fractional ideals of A_0.

In the second part of this work (cf. § 7-§ 9), we apply the aforementioned general results on the integral points of unipotent subgroups to the case of A_0 “ O_{tP u}. More specifically, using a method analogous to that of the Mason’s approach in [Mas01], we prove that, under suitable assumptions, any (rational) sector face of X has a subset which injects in the quotient GpAqzX . Then, by controlling the neighborhood relation of sector chambers, we describe the orbit space GpAqzX in terms of a gluing of some “sector chambers” and a remaining complex, extending Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 to the context of general Chevalley groups over general rings of the form A “ O_{tP u}. This description precises Theorem 1.3, since we do not only obtain a covering of a fundamental domain, but also a description of such a fundamental domain. We also get a precise control on the images in the orbit space of a particular set of sector chambers. They constitute all the “sector chambers” that appear in the orbit space when F is finite.

Contrary to some works of Serre [Ser03] and Stuhler [Stu80], this method does not rely on the language of vector bundles but on the language of Euclidean buildings and arithmetic groups.

2. Main results

Let C be an arbitrary smooth, projective, geometrically integral curve defined over a field F. As in § 1, let O_{tP u} be the ring of functions of C that are regular outside a closed point P . For simplicity, we denote it by A “ O_{tP u}. Let K be the completion of k “ FpCq defined from the discrete valuation induced by P . Let G_k be an arbitrary split reductive linear algebraic group over k. By splitness, G_k can be realized as the scalar extension to k of a Chevalley group scheme G over Z (c.f. § 3.2).

We denote by X the Euclidean Bruhat-Tits building of G over K. It appears to be useful to not consider the complete system of apartments of the Bruhat-Tits building of G over K, but an incomplete subsystem of apartments arising from the field k of rational functions over C. Let us denote by X_k the Bruhat-Tits building (c.f. § 3.3). We call it the “rational” building of G over k. It will be useful to work with certain conical cells of the building, called sector chambers whose faces are called sector faces (see §3.5.3). More specifically, we will focus on the Gpkq-translates of a “standard” sector chamber. These Gpkq-translates are called the “rational” sector chambers (see §3.5.3).

We consider the action of the tP u-arithmetic subgroup GpAq on the rational building X_k. In this work, we want to get a better understanding of the geometry of the orbit space GpAqzX_k. More precisely, we find suitable sector faces that embed in this quotient space. The proof along §7, consists in finding, successively, suitable subsector faces of a given sector face having suitable properties with respect to the action of GpAq. Among this section, we firstly obtain the following result that, heuristically, means that, far enough, the orbit space GpAqzX_k does not branch.

Theorem 2.1. Given a rational sector chamber Q, there exists a subsector chamber Q^1 such that for any y P Q^1, the 1-neighborhood of y in X_k is covered by the GpAq-orbits of the 1-neighborhood of y in Q.

For rational sector faces, a more technical result is given in Proposition 7.13. The main idea of the proof of Theorem 2.1 consists in finding unipotent elements provide enough foldings, at each y P Q^1, of the rational building onto the sector chamber Q. These unipotent elements are obtained by applying the Riemann-Roch Theorem in the Dedekind ring A using parametrization of the root subgroups of G. Choosing suitable subsector faces of the sector faces given by Theorem 2.1, it provides the central result:

Theorem 2.2. Let Q be a rational sector face of X_k. Assume that one of the following cases is satisfied:

‚ G “ SL_n or GL_n, for some n P N; ‚ Q is a sector chamber; ‚ F is a finite field.

Then, there exists a subsector face Q^1 of Q which is embedded in GpAqzX_k.

A more technical statement is given in Corollary 7.24. Note that, in particular, Theorem 2.2 describes the images in the quotient of the sector chambers introduced in Theorem 1.3 in the context where F is finite.

The proof of this theorem consists in finding a suitable invariant. This invariant consists in associating to each special vertex x a family of finite dimensional F-vector spaces whose dimensions characterize the coordinates of x in a given apartment. In order to construct such vector spaces, we firstly prove that:

Proposition 2.3. Let k be a field of characteristic different from 2 and 3. Let G be a split reductive k-group scheme. Let B be a Borel subgroup of G and let U be a closed commutative unipotent subgroup of G normalized by B. Then Upkq is a k-vector space and the action by conjugation of Bpkq onto Upkq is k-linear.

For a more general statement that includes the cases of characteristic 2 and 3, see Proposition 5.8. It fact, suitable parabolic subgroups also acts linearly onto such commutative unipotent subgroups (see Corollary 5.10). Secondly, in §6, we study the intersection with such well-chosen commutative unipotent subgroups of the pointwise stabilizer of sector faces, denoted by M_Ψphq, for some parameters h and Ψ. Using the fact that A is a Dedekind domain, one can bound the commutative groups M_Ψphq between some suitable direct products of fractional A-ideals (see Proposition 6.5 and Proposition 6.8). Using the bounds of these commutative groups, one can define finite dimensional vector spaces V_Ψphq (see Lemma 7.18). The linearity, given by Proposition 2.3, of the action of a suitable parabolic subgroup associated to a sector face will ensure the invariance of the dimension the F-vector space V_Ψphq.

In §8, describing the image in the quotient of the neighboring faces of vertices in the sector faces given by Theorem 2.2, we obtain the following theorem that describes the orbit space GpAqzX_k.

Theorem 2.4. There exists a set of k-sector faces tQ_{i,Θ} : Θ Ď Δ, i P I_Θu of the Bruhat- Tits building X_k, called cuspidal rational sector faces, parametrized by the set of types of sector faces Θ Ď Δ and some sets I_Θ such that:

‚ the GpAq-orbits of two different cuspidal rational sector chambers Q_{i,H}, for i P I_H, do not intersect;

‚ the orbit space GpAqzX_k can be realized as a connected CW-complex obtained as the attaching space of CW-complexes isomorphic to the closure Q_{i,H} (i P I_H) of the cuspidal sector chambers and a closed connected CW-complex Z along some well-chosen subspaces;

‚ Moreover, when G is SL_n or GL_n, or when F is finite, any cuspidal sector face (non necessarily a sector chamber) embeds in GpAqzX_k, and any two of these cuspidal sector faces with same type Θ Ď Δ have visual boundaries in the same GpAq-orbit whenever they have two points in the same GpAq-orbit.

Theorem 2.4 generalizes Theorem 1.1 to higher dimensions and Theorem 1.2 to an arbitrary Dedekind domain of the form O_{tP u}. This theorem summarizes some results of § 8. Indeed, Theorem 8.3 and Theorem 8.5 provide a more precise description of the orbit space.

There may be a connection of this quotient with moduli stack of vector bundles and their Hecke correspondence, when G “ GL_n.

The proof of Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.4 are totally independent from Theorem 1.3. Moreover, Theorem 2.2 precises Theorem 1.3 since it interprets its covering in the orbit space GpAqzX . We also precise the set of cuspidal rational sector chambers in the quotient through the following results.

Theorem 2.5. There exists a one-to-one correspondence between the set of cuspidal rational sector chambers and kerpH^1_{ét}pSpecpAq, Tqq Ñ H^1_{ét}pSpecpAq, Gqq. Moreover, if G is semisimple and simply connected, the image of the preceding correspondence is isomorphic to PicpAq^t, where t “ rkpGq is the dimension of T. In particular, this implies that the number of sector chambers in Theorem 1.3, for S “ tP u as above, is exactly Card ` PicpAq^t ˘ . An application of Theorem 2.2 together with further investigations provides a characterization of the conjugacy classes of maximal unipotent subgroups in the S-arithmetic group GpO_S q, and in its finite index subgroups (work in progress generalizing [BL22, § 10]). In particular, for any finite subset of places S, the number of conjugacy classes of maximal unipotent subgroups of the S-arithmetic subgroup GpO_S q will be given in a further work thanks to an analogous Theorem to that of Theorem 2.5.

By using Theorem 2.4 and the theory of small categories without loops, which generalizes Bass-Serre theory in higher dimension, a description of the structure of the considered arithmetic groups as amalgamated sums of groups is given in [BL22, § 11]. This is a work in progress. These results have natural consequences on the (co)homology of these groups, as in the work of Soulé [Sou79, §3, Th. 5], Harder [Har77] and Serre [Ser03, Ch. II, §2.8].

3. Notation on reductive group schemes and their Bruhat-Tits buildings

Let C be a smooth, projective, geometrically integral curve defined over a field F. Let k be the function field of C and let K “ k_P be its completion with respect to the discrete valuation map ν_P defined from a closed point P of C. We denote by O the ring of integers of K and we fix a uniformizer π P O X k.

In this section, we introduce and recall some classical definitions and notations used along the paper. We denote respectively by G_a and G_m the additive and the multiplicative group scheme.

Along the paper, we will have to use some canonical embeddings of Bruhat-Tits buildings, that are functorial with respect to field extensions or group embeddings. These functorial properties are introduced in § 3.7. Thus, we recall, in § 3.3, some elements of construction of the affine Bruhat-Tits building X pG, ℓq associated to the datum of any discretely valued field pℓ, νq and any reductive split ℓ-group G. Typically, ℓ{k will be a univalent extension such as ℓ “ k, ℓ “ K “ k_P or an algebraic extension of degree rℓ : ks ă 8. To take in account the field extensions, we introduce some definitions on rational combinatorial structures in § 3.4.

The visual boundary of a building will be an important tool to understand the quotient space GpAqzX pG, Kq. We introduce it in § 3.6. It is naturally linked with the spherical building structure deduced from the Borel-Tits structure results [BT65], introducing faces called vector faces whose we recall the definition in 3.5.2.

3.1. Notation on Weyl Groups. Along this paper we adopt the following notation on Weyl groups. A character of G is an element of XpGq “ Hom_{k´group}pG, G_m q. Choose an arbitrary maximal k-torus T of G. Since G is k-split, T isomorphic to G^t_m for some t P Z_{ě0}. Let Φ “ ΦpG, Tq Ă XpTq be the set of roots of G with respect to T.

Let B be a Borel subgroup containing T. Since B is a solvable group, the set of unipotent elements U of B is a subgroup. Moreover, since G is a split k-group, there exists a k-isomorphism between B and the semi-direct product T ˙ U [Bor91, 10.6(4)]. From a Borel subgroup, we define a subset of positive roots Φ^` “ ΦpT, Bq as in [Bor91, 20.4]. This induces a basis of simple roots Δ “ ΔpBq [Bou81, VI.1.6] of G relatively to the Borel k-subgroup B.

For any α P Φ “ ΦpG, Tq, let U_α be the T-stable unipotent subgroup of G defined from this. Since G splits over k, every unipotent group U_α is isomorphic to G_a via a k-isomorphism θ_α : G_a Ñ U_α called an épinglage [Bor91, 18.6]. We define U^` “ xU_α : α P Φ^`y (resp. U^´ “ xU_α : α P Φ^´y). By construction, U^` is the unipotent radical of B. Let N “ N_GpTq be the normalizer of T in G. We denote by W^{sph} the finite algebraic quotient N{T. Since G is assumed to be k-split, W^{sph} is a constant k-group so that, for any extension ℓ{k, we identify W^{sph} with the group of rational points Npℓq{Tpℓq [Bor91, 21.4]. It identifies with the Weyl group of the root system Φ “ ΦpG, Tq via an action w^{sph} : Npkq Ñ W pΦq satisfying U_wsph_{pnqpαq} “ nU_αn^{´1} for any α P ΦpG, Tq and any n P Npkq [Bor91, 14.7]. Moreover, the group W^{sph} is the group generated by the set of reflections r_α induced by α P Φ (c.f. [Bor91, 14.7]).

Let X_˚pTq “ Hom_{k´gr}pG_m , Tq be the Z-module of cocharacter of T. Recall that there is a perfect dual pairing x¨, ¨y : X_˚pTq ^ XpTq Ñ Z [Bor91, 8.11]. This pairing extends naturally over R into a perfect dual pairing between the finite dimensional Rvector space V_1 “ X_˚pTq b_Z R and its dual V^˚_1 “ XpTq b_Z R. Using the valuation ν “ ν_P , we have a group homomorphism ρ : TpKq Ñ V_1 [BT84, 4.2.3] given by xρptq, χy “ ´ν ` χptq ˘ , @t P TpKq, @χ P XpTq.

We denote by T_bpKq its kernel. Let V_0 “ tv P V_1, xv, αy “ 0 @α P Φu and V “ V_1{V_0. Hence, for any root α P Φ, the map x¨, αy : V_1 Ñ R induces a linear map V Ñ R and we denote by αpvq the value of this map at v P V . Let A be any R-affine space over V . One can define an action by affine transformations w : NpKq Ñ V ¸ GLpV q “ AffpA q extending w^{sph} as in [Lan96, 1.6]. The affine Weyl group W^{aff} is the image of w. Since the kernel of w is T_bpKq, the action w induces an isomorphism NpKq{T_bpKq » W^{aff} . This group decomposes as W^{aff} “ Λ ˙ W^{sph}, where Λ is a free abelian group.

3.2. Chevalley group schemes over Z. Let S “ SpecpZq. According to [DG70b, Exp. XXV, Cor. 1.3], there exists a reductive S-group scheme G_Z that is a Z-form of G, i.e. G_Z b_S k “ G. There exists a maximal torus T_Z – D_S pMq defined over Z (c.f. [DG70b, Exp. XXV, 2.2]). It follows from [DG70c, Exp. IX, Def. 1.3] that, in fact, we have T_Z – D_S pMq – G^t_{m,Z} by local considerations. So, for G, we pick the scalar extension T “ T_Z b_S k as maximal split torus. With respect to this torus, the root groups U_α for α P ΦpG, Tq are defined over Z and there exists a Chevalley system (i.e. a family of épinglages that are compatible to each other with respect to the group structure of G) such that the épinglages θ_α : G_{a,S} Ñ U_α for α P ΦpG, Tq are defined over Z [DG70b, Exp. XXV, 2.6]. There exists an injective homomorphism of S-groups ρ : G_Z Ñ SL_{n,Z} (c.f. [BT72, 9.1.19(c)]).

The Chevalley group scheme G_Z provides, for any ring R, an abstract group G_ZpRq that we denote GpRq for simplicity.

Remark 3.1. If G is semisimple, then V_0 “ 0 according to [Spr98, 8.1.8(ii)]. Moreover, we know that T_Z – ` G_{m,Spec Z} ˘_t

by [DG70b, Exp. XXII, 4.3.8] whenever G is simply connected, where t denotes the rank of G. In this case, one can easily check from the definition and the dual pairing that T_bpKq “ TpOq.

Let A be the vector space V seen as an affine space. Consider the ground field F Ă A and let N_F be the normalizer of T_F “ T_Z b F in G_F “ G_Z b F. For α P Φ, define m_α “ θ_αp1qθ_{´α}p´1qθ_αp1q P NpFq. Let NpFq^{sph} be the abstract subgroup of NpFq generated by the m_α. Let T_1 – pμ_2pFqq^t be the finite subgroup of t-copies of μ_1pFq contained in TpFq – ` G_m pFq

˘_t . We have that w^{sph}pm_αq “ r_α for α P Φ. Moreover, for any α, β P Φ, there exists a sign ε P t˘1u such that m_αm_βm_α “ m_{rαpβq} ` r_αpβq ˘__ pεq according to [DG70b, Exp. XXIII, 6.1], where ` r_αpβq ˘__ P X_˚pTq denotes the coroot associated to r_αpβq. Hence the natural group homomorphism NpFq^{sph} Ñ W^{sph} is surjective with kernel contained in T_1. In particular, the group NpFq^{sph} is finite. For each w P W^{sph}, we denote by n_w a chosen representative of w in NpFq^{sph} and, for each for α P Φ, we denote by n_α “ n_{rα} . We denote this subset of representatives by N^{sph} “ tn_w : w P W^{sph}u Ă GpFq.

3.3. Affine Bruhat-Tits buildings of split reductive groups. Let pℓ, νq be a discretely valued field and G be a split reductive ℓ-group. We denote by X_ℓ “ X pG, ℓq its Bruhat-Tits building. Formally, it is a set X of points together with a collection A_ℓ of subsets A Ă X called apartments. Any apartment is an R-affine space on a R-vector space isomorphic to V that is tessellated with respect to the reflections of the group W^{aff} (c.f. [AB08, §1.4]). Inside an apartment, the hyperplane of fixed points of a reflection in W^{aff} is called a wall. A polysimplex (resp. maximal, resp. minimal) of this tessellation is called a face (resp. chamber, resp. vertex).

Let A_0 be an affine space over V , together with an action of w : Npℓq Ñ W^{aff} on it, as defined in § 3.1. Let v_0 P A_0 be the vertex fixed by the subgroup 0 ¸ W^{sph} of W^{aff} . We realize roots α P Φ as linear maps by setting αpxq :“ αpx ´ v_0q for any point x P A_0 . For any point x P A_0 and any root α P Φ, we apply [BT72, §7] to the valuation of the root group datum defined in [BT84, 4.2.3], in order to define

U_{α,x}pℓq “ � u P U_αpℓq : ν ` θ^{´1}_α puq ˘ ě ´αpxq ( .

For any non-empty subset Ω Ă A_0 we can write U_{α,Ω}pℓq “ Ş xPΩ U_{α,x}pℓq (see [BT72, 7.1.1]). We define the unipotent group of Ω over ℓ as^5

U_Ωpℓq “ xU_{α,Ω}pℓq : α P Φy .

The Bruhat-Tits building of pG, ℓq is the cellular complex defined by gluing of multiple copies of A :

X pG, ℓq “ Gpℓq ^ A { ∽, with respect to the equivalence relation pg, xq ∽ ph, yq if and only if there is n P Npℓq such that y “ wpnqpxq and g^{´1}hn P U_xpℓq as defined in [BT72, 7.1.2]. For any g P Gpℓq, the map ι_g : A_0 Ñ X pG, ℓq given by x ÞÑ pg, xq{ ∽ is injective and we identify A_0 with its image via ι_e where e denotes the identity element of Gpℓq as in [BT72, 7.1.2]. The apartment A_0 Ă X is called the standard apartment associated to T. Thus, we formally see g ¨ A as an affine space over the vector space g ¨ V corresponding to the torus gTg^{´1}.

Note that the R-affine space A_0 only depends on T but its tessellation depends on the valued field pℓ, νq and the ℓ-group G.

3.4. Combinatorial structure and rationality questions in buildings. All the previous definitions and characterizations hold, in particular, when ℓ is the global field k, its completion K with respect to the valuation ν “ ν_P or a suitable extension of k.

Assume that ℓ{k is a univalent extension (see definition in [BT84, 1.6]) and that G is a split reductive k-group. We build such an extension in Lemma 7.1. Then G_ℓ :“ Gb_k ℓ is a split reductive ℓ-group. There is a natural building embedding ι : X pG, kq Ñ X pG, ℓq given by [BT72, 9.1.19 (a)].

The collection A_ℓ of ℓ-apartments is given by the subsets g ¨ A_0 , for g P Gpℓq. For instance, the buildings X_k “ X pG, kq and X_K “ X pG, Kq have the same polysimplicial structure but not the same collections A_k and A_K of apartments (we detail this in Lemma 4.2). In other words, X pG, Kq is the building X_k equipped with the complete apartment system [Rou77, 2.3.7]. In fact, by rational conjugacy of maximal split tori, there is a natural one-to-one correspondence between the set of ℓ-apartment and the set of maximal ℓ-split tori.

In this context, a maximal k-split torus T induces a maximal ℓ-split torus T_ℓ :“ Tb_k ℓ of G_ℓ and, therefore, the apartment A_0 of X pG, kq associated to T naturally identifies via ιpA_0 q – A_0 with the apartment of X pG, ℓq associated to T_ℓ. Thus any root α P Φ induces a linear map on A_0 .

We call an ℓ-wall of A_0 , an hyperplane of the form H_{α,r} “ tx P A_0 , αpxq “ ru for r P νpℓ^^q. The ℓ-walls provides the tessellation of the apartment of X pG_ℓ, ℓq according to [BT72, 6.2.22, 9.1.19(b)]. For x P A_0 , we denote

Φ_{x,ℓ} “ tα P Φ, Dr P νpℓ^^q, H_{α,r} is an ℓ-wallu.

This is the subroot system^6 of Φ [BT72, 6.4.10] of the local spherical building at x.

We call an ℓ-half apartment a half-space of A_0 of the form D_{α,r} “ tx P A_0 , αpxq ě ru for r P νpℓ^^q. A subset Ω Ď A_0 is said to be ℓ-enclosed if it is the intersection of ℓ-half apartment. The ℓ-enclosure of a subset Ω Ď A_0 is the intersection of ℓ-half apartments that contain Ω, as defined in [BT72, 7.4.11]. We denote it by cl_ℓpΩq the ℓ-enclosure of Ω. The set of ℓ-half apartments Σ induces an equivalence relation on the set of points of A_0 given by x „ y ðñ cl_ℓptxuq “ cl_ℓptyuq.

The equivalence classes are called the ℓ-faces. A ℓ-face with maximal dimension is called an ℓ-chamber. A ℓ-face with codimension 1 is called an ℓ-panel. An ℓ-face with minimal

5Note that, despite the notations, this does not define an algebraic group U_{α,Ω}, nor U_Ω, but only a

collection of topological groups.

6More generally, Φ_x is the set of roots α P Φ such that αpxq P Γ1_α where Γ1_α denotes the set of values

defining the walls directed by the root α. Here Γ^1_α “ νpℓ^^q because we assume that G is split.

dimension is a single point. It is called an ℓ-vertex. A vertex x is called ℓ-special if Φ_{x,ℓ} “ Φ. The ℓ-enclosure of an ℓ-chamber is called an ℓ-alcove.

If A “ g ¨ A_0 is another ℓ-apartment and Ω Ă A , we say that Ω is an ℓ-vertex (resp. panel, alcove, wall, half-apartment) if so is g^{´1} ¨ Ω Ă A_0 . The enclosure of Ω is then g¨clpg^{´1} ¨Ωq that is the intersection of ℓ-half apartments of A . For simplicity, if ℓ “ k, we omit the “k-” in the following and we will say vertex, panel, alcove, wall, half-apartment, apartment instead of k-vertex, k-panel, etc.

Note that, if Ω is a subset of some apartment A , then the enclosure clpΩq is closed for the real topology and that, if Ω is a face of X , then the enclosure clpΩq is equal to the closure Ω of Ω in X for the real topology.

3.5. Spherical building: vector faces and sector faces.

3.5.1. Spherical building structure. For α P Φ, define the closed half-space D_α :“ α^{´1}pR_` q Ă V . There is an equivalence relation on V defined by

x „ y ðñ p@α P Φ, x P D_α ô y P D_αq .

A vector face is an equivalence class for this relation. A vector chamber D of V is a connected component of the space V ∖ Ť αPΦ kerpr_αq. The action w^{sph} of the spherical Weyl group W^{sph} on V is transitive on the set of vector chambers [AB08, 1.69]. We say that D is a vector face of the apartment g ¨ V if g^{´1} ¨ D is a vector face of V . From the BN-pair ` Bpℓq, Npℓq ˘ , one can define a (vectorial) building of pG, ℓq (see [Rou09, Cor.

10.6]) whose faces are the vector faces on which Gpkq acts strongly transitively.

3.5.2. Standard vector faces. Let Δ “ ΔpBq be the basis of the root system Φ “ ΦpG, Tq associated to the Borel subgroup B, as in section 3.1.

We define a standard vector chamber D_0 Ă V associated to pT, Bq by D_0 “ tx P V, αpxq ą 0, @α P Δu.

We denote by W_Θ the subgroup of the Weyl group W pΦq “ W^{sph} generated by the reflections r_α for α P Θ. For any Θ Ă Δ, we denote by Θ^K “ tx P V, αpxq “ 0 @α P Θu. Note that Θ^K is the subspace of invariants of V with respect to the group W_Θ, i.e. Θ^K “ V^{WΘ} “ tx P V, wpxq “ x, @w P W_Θu. We define

Φ^0_Θ “ tα P Φ, α P Vect_RpΘqu

the subset of Φ consisting in linear combination of elements in Θ. According to [Bou81, VI.1.7, Cor.4 of Prop.20], it is a root system with basis Θ and, by definition, its Weyl group^7 is W_Θ.

We denote by Φ^`_Θ “ Φ^` ∖ Φ^0_Θ and Φ^´_Θ “ Φ^´ ∖ Φ^0_Θ so that Φ “ Φ^`_Θ \ Φ^0_Θ \ Φ^´_Θ. We define the standard vector face of type Θ Ă Δ by:

D^Θ_0 “ tx P V, αpxq ą 0 @α P Δ ∖ Θ and αpxq “ 0 @α P Θu

“ tx P V, αpxq ą 0 @α P Φ^`_Θ and αpxq “ 0 @α P Φ^0_Θu.

Note that the notation is natural because D_0 “ D^H_0 and the closure D^Θ_0 of D^Θ_0 is the subset of invariants of the closure D_0 of D_0 with respect to W_Θ, i.e. D^Θ_0 “ D_0 X V^{WΘ} .

7Because G is assumed to be split, Φ is reduced. But we could extend this definition to an arbitrary

non reduced root system Φ by considering the sub-root system of non-divisible roots, which the same Weyl group [Bou81, VI.1.4 Prop.13(i)].

3.5.3. Sector faces and sector chambers. We say that a subset Q “ Qpx, Dq is an ℓsector face of X pG, ℓq if there is an ℓ-apartment A “ g ¨ A_0 , for some g P Gpℓq, a vector face D of g ¨ V and a point x of A such that Q “ x ` D (it is called a conical cell in [AB08]). The point x “ xpQq is called the tip of Qpx, Dq and the vector face D “ DpQq is called the direction of Qpx, Dq. Note that the tip of an ℓ-sector face is not necessarily a vertex of X_ℓ. We denote by Qpx, Dq the closure in A of Qpx, Dq.

If D is a vector chamber, then Qpx, Dq is called an ℓ-sector chamber. We denote by Q_0 “ Qpv_0, D_0q Ă A_0 and we call it the standard ℓ-sector chamber of X_ℓ. Let L be the completion of ℓ with respect to ν. Note that every ℓ-sector chamber is an Lsector chamber but there may exist L-sector chambers of X pG, ℓq that are not ℓ-sector chambers: i.e. contained in the set of points X pG, ℓq but not in any ℓ-apartment of X pG, ℓq. We denote by SecpX_ℓq the set of ℓ-sector chambers of X_ℓ.

3.6. Visual boundary. On the set of rays of an Euclidean building X , we define an equivalence relation corresponding to parallelism, as in [AB08, 11.70]. We denote by B_8X the set of equivalence classes, which is called the visual boundary of X . Note that, if X is not equipped with a complete system of apartments, the definition of ray is restricted to those contained in some apartment. This induces an equivalence relation on the set of sector faces by

Q „ Q^1 if and only if DpQq “ DpQ^1q, For a subset Q of X_k and, in particular, a sector face, we denote by B_8Q the set of equivalence classes of geodesic rays contained in Q. We call it the visual boundary of Q. Note that, for sector faces, the above equivalence relation becomes Q „ Q^1 if and only if B_8Q “ B_8Q^1. We deduce from [AB08, 11.75] that there is a 1 to 1 correspondence B_8Q Ø DpQq between the visual boundaries of sector faces and the vector faces. Thus, for an arbitrary vector face D, one can denote by B_8D :“ B_8Qpx, Dq which does not depend on the tip x of Qpx, Dq.

Thus, visual boundaries of sector faces form a partition on B_8X and the visual boundaries of apartments form a system of apartments which equips B_8X of a structure of building whenever the system of apartment is “good” [AB08, §11.8.4]. For instance, B_8X pG, Kq is a spherical building since X pG, Kq is equipped with a complete system of apartments.

3.7. Functorial embeddings of the Bruhat-Tits buildings. Let G be a connected reductive k-group and ρ : G Ñ SL_{n,k} be a closed embedding. Let X_k “ X pG, kq and X^1 “ X pSL_n, kq be respectively the Bruhat-Tits building of pG, kq and pSL_n, kq. By [BT84, 4.2.12], the Euclidean building X_k “ X pG, kq is isometric to X pρpGq, kq. Moreover, by [Lan00, 2.2.1], there exists a ρpGpKqq-equivariant closed immersion j_K : X pρpGq, Kq ãÑ X^1_K , mapping the standard apartment A_0 of X into the standard apartment A^1_0 of X^1 and multiplying the distances by a fixed constant (depending on ρ). In fact, because the buildings X_k and X_K (resp. X^1 and X^1_K ) only differ by their system of apartment, and since A_0 and A^1_0 are k-apartments, there is a ρ ` Gpkq ˘ -equivariant closed embedding j : X ` ρpGq, k ˘ Ñ X^1 sending A_0 onto A^1_0 . If we furthermore assume that G_Z is a Z-Chevalley group scheme and that ρ embeds the maximal torus T of G into a maximal torus of SL_n over Z, then there is such a map j that sends the special vertex v_0 P A_0 Ă X onto the special vertex v^1_0 P A^1_0 Ă X^1 [BT72, 9.1.19(c)], by a descent of the valuation.

4. The action of Gpkq on X_k

In all that follows, given a group Γ acting on a set X and a subset Y Ď X, we denote by Stab_ΓpY q the setwise stabilizer subgroup in Γ of Y , and by Fix_ΓpY q the pointwise stabilizer subgroup in Γ of Y .

The goal of this work is to study some properties of the abstract group GpAq, where A “ O_{tP u} is as defined in § 2. In order to use the Borel-Tits theory, it is more convenient to work with Gpkq Ą GpAq where k is the fraction field of A. The Bruhat-Tits buildings are built from the completion K of k with respect to the valuation ν_P and properties of the action of GpKq on X_K are well-known. In this section, we recall some properties of this action that remain true for Gpkq acting on X_k even if the valued field pk, ν_P q is not complete.

At first, in order to work on X_k which is not equipped with a complete system of apartment in general, we introduce a subset of k-sectors built from the standard sector and from a subset of Gpkq that covers the set of points of the building X_k.

Lemma 4.1. Let X be an affine building with a complete system of apartments and A be a given apartment of X . Let x P X be any point and x_0 be a point of A . Then there exists a sector chamber Q of A with tip x_0 and an apartment A^1 that contains x and Q.

Proof. Let A_1 be an apartment of X that contains both x and x_0 (existence is given by axiom (A3) of affine buildings [Par00, Def. 1.1]). There is a sector chamber Q_1 of A_1 with tip x_0 so that x P Q_1.

Consider the spherical building germ_{x0} pX q of germs of sector faces at x_0 as defined in [Par00, 1.3.3]. The spherical building germ_{x0} pX q can be endowed with a W^{sph}-distance δ : C_{x0} ^C_{x0} Ñ W^{sph} [AB08, 4.81] where C_{x0} denotes the set of germs of sector chambers at x_0 that are the chambers of germ_{x0} pX q.

Fix a set of generators S of the spherical Coxeter group W^{sph} so that ` W^{sph}, S ˘ is a Coxeter system and recall that there is a length map ℓ : W^{sph} Ñ Z_{ě0} with respect to S. Let C_0 Ă C_{x0} be the set of germs of sector chambers of A at x_0. Consider a germ of sector chamber D P C_0 that realizes the maximum of the map D ÞÑ ℓpδpD, D_1qq over C_0 where D_1 denotes the germ at x_0 of the sector chamber Q_1. Denote by w_0 the unique element having maximal length ℓpw_0q “ ℓ_0 [AB08, 2.19].

Suppose by contradiction that ℓpδpD, D_1qq ă ℓ_0. Then δpD, D_1q ‰ w_0 and there exists s P S such that ℓpsδpD, D_1qq “ 1 ` ℓpδpD, D_1qq since ℓpδpD, D_1qq is not maximal. The set germ_{x0} pA q of germs at x_0 of sector faces of A is an apartment of germ_{x0} pX q [Par00, 1.3.3]. In the apartment germ_{x0} pA q, there exists a germ of sector chamber D^1 P C_0 such that s “ δpD^1, Dq [AB08, 4.84]. Hence ℓpδpD^1, D_1qq “ ℓpsδpD, D_1qq ą ℓpδpD, D_1qq [AB08, 5.1 (WD2)]. This contradicts the maximality assumption.

Thus, δpD, D_1q “ w_0. By [Par00, Cor. 1.11(GG)], there is an apartment of germ_xpX q containing both D and D_1. In this apartment, the germs D and D_1 are opposite since δpD, D_1q “ w_0. Let Q be a sector chamber of A with germ at x_0 equal to D. Then Q and Q_1 are opposite sector chambers by definition. Thus, by property (CO) of affine buildings with a complete system of apartments [Par00, Prop. 1.12(CO)], there exists an apartment A^1 containing Q and Q_1. But since x is in Q_1, we get that x P A^1 . □

Unipotents groups U_ΩpKq are very useful to analyze the action of GpKq on X_K , since these groups act transitively on the set of apartments containing Ω Ă X (c.f. [Lan96, 9.7]). Indeed, for Ω “ Q_0 we have that U_ΩpKq is equal to a subgroup of U^`pKq, because U_{α,Ω}pKq “ t0u, if α P Φ^´. It follows from [DG70b, Exp.XXV 2.5] that, using the épinglages θ_α, there exists an isomorphism of Z-schemes between U^` and ś αPΦ^` Uα.

Since G_a pkq is dense in G_a pKq, we can deduce that U^`pkq is dense in U^`pKq. From this density, we get that the points of the respective buildings X pG, kq and X pG, Kq are the same whereas the system of apartments may be different (whenever there exists a maximal K-split torus that is not defined over k). More precisely, we obtain all the points of X_K translating a single k-sector as follows:

Lemma 4.2. Let k be a discretely valued field with completion K and G be a split reductive k-group. Denote respectively by X_K “ X pG, Kq (resp. X_k “ X pG, kq) the Bruhat-Tits building associated to G over K (resp. k). Fix a maximal split torus T of G, a Borel subgroup B containing T with unipotent radical U^` and let Q_0 be the standard k-sector chamber defined in §3, associated to pB, Tq. Then the points of X_k and X_K are the same and there exists a subset N^{sph} in N_GpTqpkq of representatives^8 of W^{sph} such that this set is N^{sph}U^`pkqN^{sph} ¨ Q_0.

Proof. Let x P X_K be any point. Let v_0 be the tip of Q_0. Let A^1 be a K-apartment and Q^1 Ă A_0 a K-sector that satisfy Lemma 4.1 applied to A_0 , v_0 and x in X_K (the system of apartments of X_K is complete since K is complete [Rou77, 2.3.7]). Let N^{sph} Ă NpFq Ă Npkq be the lift of W^{sph} as defined in section 3.2. Since Q_0 and Q^1 have the same tip, by transitivity of the action of W^{sph} on the Coxeter complex, there exists w^1 P W^{sph} such that Q_0 “ n_w1 ¨ Q^1. Since A_0 and n_w1 ¨ A^1 contain Q_0, by [Lan96, Cor. 9.7], there is u P U_{Q0} pKq Ă U^`pKq satisfying x^1 “ pun_w1 q ¨ x P A_0 . We know that the stabilizer of x^1 in U^`pKq is an open subgroup [Lan96, 12.12(ii)] and that U^`pKq acts continuously on X_K . Hence, by density of U^`pkq in U^`pKq, we can deduce that there exists u^1 P U^`pkq such that x^1 “ pu^1n_w1 q ¨ x. Since x^1 belongs to some closure of a sector chamber of A_0 with tip x_0, we can deduce that pn_wu^1n_w1 q ¨ x P Q_0, for some w P W^{sph}. □

We recall the following classical result relating the standard parabolic subgroups and the standard vector chambers thanks to the spherical Bruhat decomposition.

Lemma 4.3. Let B be a Borel subgroup of G inducing a basis Δ of Φ. Consider the action of Gpkq on its spherical building. Let Θ Ă Δ. The stabilizer in Gpkq of the standard vector face D^Θ_0 of type Θ is the group P_Θpkq of rational points of the standard parabolic subgroup associated to Θ.

Proof. Consider the spherical Bruhat decomposition Gpkq “ BpkqN^{sph}Bpkq where N^{sph} is a lift in Npkq of the spherical Weyl group W^{sph} “ Npkq{Tpkq. According to [AB08, §6.2.4], the stabilizer of D^Θ_0 is the standard parabolic subgroup associated to this Bruhat decomposition, that is Stab_{Gpkq}pD^Θ_0 q “ BpkqN_ΘBpkq where N_Θ Ă N^{sph} is a lift of W_Θ. It is precisely the rational points of the standard parabolic subgroup P_Θ [Bor91, 21.16]. □

The strong transitive action of Gpkq on its spherical building induces, in particular, a transitive action on the k-vector chambers. We will make a strong use of the subset H “ tn^{´1}u, n P N^{sph}, u P U^`pkqu, which is not a subgroup in general. The following lemma explains how any k-vector face can be built from H and the standard vector faces.

Lemma 4.4. For any k-vector face D there exists n P N^{sph}, u P U^`pkq and Θ Ă Δ such that u ¨ D “ n ¨ D^Θ_0 .

Proof. Let D be a k-vector chamber. Since Gpkq acts strongly transitively on its spherical building (c.f. §3.5.1), there is g P Gpkq such that D “ g ¨ D_0. Hence, by the spherical Bruhat decomposition (c.f. [Bor91, 21.15]), g can be written as g “ u^{´1}n_wb with u P U^`pkq, w P W^{sph} and b P Bpkq. Since b P Stab_{Gpkq}pD_0q according to Lemma 4.3, we deduce that D “ u^{´1}n_w ¨ D_0, whence the result follows with Θ “ H.

Now, let rD be a k-vector face. It is the face of some k-vector chamber D. Thus, we have shown that there exists u P U^`pkq and n P N^{sph} such that u ¨ D “ n ¨ D_0. Thus n^{´1}u ¨ rD is a face of D_0, whence there exists Θ Ă Δ such that n^{´1}u ¨ rD “ D^Θ_0 . □

We consider the visual boundary of X_k as introduced in §3.6. Note that two sector chambers Q and Q^1 are equivalent if, and only if, Q X Q^1 contains a common subsector chamber of X or, equivalently, if Q and Q^1 define the same chamber B_8Q in the spherical building at infinity B_8pX q (c.f. [AB08, 11.77]).

We denote by B_8 SecpX_kq the set of visual boundaries of k-sector chambers.

8Typically, N sph will be the system of representative of W sph in NpFq introduced in §3.2.

Lemma 4.5. Let x, y P A_0 be two special vertices. Then x and y are in the same Gpkq-orbit if, and only if, they are in the same Tpkq-orbit.

Proof. Assume that x and y are in the same Gpkq-orbit. Let g P Gpkq be such that y “ g ¨ x. Then, by definition of the building, there exists n P Npkq such that y “ n ¨ x and g^{´1}n P U_xpkq. Let N_y “ Stab_{Npkq}pyq. Since y is special, we know that w^{sph}pN_yq “ W^{sph}. Thus Npkq “ N_y ¨ Tpkq. Write n “ n^1t with n^1 P N_y and t P Tpkq. Then pn^1q^{´1} ¨ y “ y “ pn^1q^{´1}n ¨ x “ t ¨ x. The converse is immediate. □

Lemma 4.6. Let Q and Q^1 be two k-sector chambers of X_k whose tips x and x^1 are special k-vertices. Then, there exists g P Gpkq such that g ¨ Q “ Q^1 if, and only if, x and x^1 are in the same Gpkq-orbit. In particular, Gpkq acts transitively on B_8 SecpX_kq.

Proof. The necessary condition is clear. Now, suppose that the tips x and x^1 of Q and Q^1 are in the same Gpkq-orbit and let A , A^1 be two apartments of X_k satisfying A Ą Q, A^1 Ą Q^1. By transitivity of the action of Gpkq on the k-apartments of X_k, there exists g^1 P Gpkq satisfying g^1 ¨ A “ A^1 . Then, we can assume, without loss of generality, that A^1 “ A_0 .

Since W^{sph} acts transitively on the set of vector chambers of A_0 we have that this group acts also transitively on the set of directions of sectors in A_0 . Hence, there exists w P W^{sph} such that the directions of pn_wg^1q ¨ Q and of Q^1 are equals, whence they have a common subsector. Observe that the tips of pn_wg^1q ¨ Q and Q^1 are special k-vertices and in the same Gpkq-orbit. Thus, by Lemma 4.5, there is an element t P Tpkq such that ptn_wg^1q ¨ Q “ Q^1. The result follows by taking g “ tn_wg^1 P Gpkq. □

Lemma 4.7. The set B_8pSecpX_kqq of visual boundaries of k-sectors of X_k is in bijection with the quotient Gpkq{Bpkq, which equals the k-rational points pG{Bqpkq of the Borel variety G{B.

Proof. We have to find a bijective function between B_8pSecpX_kqq and the quotient set Gpkq{Bpkq. From the correspondence between vector chambers and visual boundaries of sector chambers (see §3.6), we identify B_8pQ_0q with D_0 “ D^H_0 . By Lemma 4.3, we deduce that Stab_{Gpkq}pB_8pQ_0qq “ Stab_{Gpkq}pD^H_0 q “ Bpkq. It follows from the Lemma 4.6, that every element B_8pQq P B_8pSecpX_kqq can be written as g¨B_8pQ_0q, for some g P Gpkq. Hence, we have Stab_{Gpkq}pB_8pQqq “ gBpkqg^{´1}. Let ϕ : B_8pSecpX_kqq Ñ Gpkq{Bpkq be the function defined by B_8pQq ÞÑ g, where Stab_{Gpkq}pB_8pQqq “ gBpkqg^{´1}. Note that the previous function is well defined and injective since N_GpBqpkq “ Bpkq (c.f. [Bor91, Prop. 21.13]). Obviously the function ϕ is surjective and then we get a bijective function between B_8pSecpX_kqq and the set Gpkq{Bpkq. Finally we claim that Gpkq{Bpkq – pG{Bqpkq.

Indeed, consider the quotient exact sequence of k-algebraic varieties 0 Ñ B ÝÑ G ÝÑ G{B Ñ 0.

It follows from [DG70a, §4, 4.6] that there exists a long exact sequence

(1) t0u Ñ Bpkq Ñ Gpkq Ñ G{Bpkq Ñ H^1_{ét}pSpecpkq, Bq. On the other hand, by [DG70b, Exp. XXVI, Cor. 2.3], we have H^1_{ét}pSpecpkq, Bq “ H^1_{ét}pSpecpkq, Tq. But, by hypothesis T “ G^t_m . So, it follows from the Hilbert 90’s that

H^1_{ét}pSpecpkq, Bq “ H^1_{ét}pSpecpkq, Tq “ H^1_{ét}pSpecpkq, G^t_m q “ 0, whence, from the exact sequence (1), we get Gpkq{Bpkq – pG{Bqpkq. Then, we result follows. □

5. Commutative unipotent subgroups normalized by standard parabolic subgroups

In this section, we assume that k is a ring and that S is a scheme (typically, S “ Spec Z in subsection 5.3). We consider a split reductive smooth affine S-group scheme G together with a Killing couple pT, Bq, i.e. a maximal split torus T “ D_S pMq – G^r_{m,Z}, where M is a finitely generated free Z-module, contained in a Borel subgroup B. The existence of such couple is given in [DG70b, Exp. XXII, 5.5.1]). Let Φ be the root system of G associated to T and Φ^` be the subset of positive roots associated to B (see [DG70b, Exp. XXII, 5.5.5(iii)]).

Let Ψ Ď Φ^` be a subset. Recall that Ψ is said to be closed (see [Bou81, Chap. VI, §1.7]) if

(C0) @α, β P Ψ, α ` β P Φ ñ α ` β P Ψ.

Let Δ be the corresponding basis to B and let Θ Ă Δ. In this section, we want to provide a “large enough” smooth connected commutative unipotent subgroup U_Ψ normalized by the standard parabolic subgroup P_Θ such that P_Θ acts linearly by conjugation on U_Ψ. We cannot apply in our context the calculations in [DG70b, Exp. XXII, §5.5] because the ordering given by [DG70b, exp XXI, 3.5.6] may not be compatible with the commutativity condition or the “large enough” condition.

We consider the following conditions on Ψ Ď Φ^`: (C1) @α P Φ^`, @β P Ψ, α ` β P Φ ñ α ` β P Ψ; (C2) @β, γ P Ψ, β ` γ R Φ;

These conditions are related. For instance, if Ψ closed and is a linearly independent family of Vect_RpΦq, then it satisfies (C2). In this section, we firstly discuss the relation between these conditions and properties on groups, then we construct subset satisfying these conditions and we conclude by providing a consequence of these conditions, which is large enough with respect to some generating condition.

Iterating the conditions (C1) and (C2), we get that:

Lemma 5.1. The condition (C1) is equivalent to

(C1’) @α P Φ^`, @β P Ψ, @r, s P N, rα ` sβ P Φ ñ rα ` sβ P Ψ.

The condition (C2) is equivalent to (C2’) @β, γ P Ψ, @r, s P N, rβ ` sγ R Φ. If Ψ Ď Φ^` satisfies condition (C2), then the condition (C1) is equivalent to

(C1”) @α P Φ^`, @β P Ψ, @r, s P N, rα ` sβ P Φ ñ rα ` sβ P Ψ and s “ 1.

Proof. Obviously, (C1”) ñ (C1’) ñ (C1) and (C2’) ñ (C2).

Conversely, we assume that Ψ satisfies (C1) (resp. (C2), resp. (C1) and (C2)) and we prove (C1’) (resp. (C2’), resp. (C1”)). We proceed by induction on r ` s ě 2. Let α P Φ^` and β P Ψ. Basis is obvious since r “ s “ 1 whenever r, s P N, r ` s ě 2. If r ` s ą 2 and rα ` sβ P Φ, then pr ´ 1qα ` sβ P Φ or rα ` ps ´ 1qβ P Φ according to [Bou81, Chap. VI, §1.6, Prop. 19].

In the case α P Ψ and Ψ satisfies (C2), by induction assumption on (C2’), we get a contradiction so that rα ` sβ R Φ. Whence we deduce (C2) ñ (C2’).

If pr ´1qα`sβ P Φ, then pr ´1qα`sβ P Ψ (resp. and s “ 1) by induction assumption on (C1’) (resp. on (C1”)). Thus ´ pr ´ 1qα ` sβ ¯ ` α P Ψ by condition (C1). Otherwise

rα ` ps ´ 1qβ P Φ^` and β P Ψ. Thus ´ rα ` ps ´ 1qβ ¯ ` β P Ψ by condition (C1).

Whence we deduce (C1) ñ (C1’).

Moreover, if s ą 1, then rα ` ps ´ 1qβ P Ψ by induction assumption on (C1’). Thus ´ rα ` ps ´ 1qβ ¯ ` β R Φ under condition (C2). This is a contradiction with rα ` sβ P Φ so that s “ 1 whenever (C2) is satisfied. Whence we deduce (C1) and (C2) ñ (C1”). □

5.1. Associated closed subset of positive roots. Recall that it follows from [DG70b, Exp. XXII, 5.6.5] that, for any closed subset Ψ, there is a unique smooth closed Ssubgroup with connected and unipotent fibers, denoted by U_Ψ, which is normalized by T and with suitable action of T on its Lie algebra. Moreover, for any given ordering on elements of Ψ Ď Φ^`, there is an isomorphism of schemes

(2) ψ “ ź αPΨ θ_α : pG_{a,k} q^Ψ Ñ U_Ψ.

The combinatorial properties on Ψ correspond to the following in terms of root groups:

Proposition 5.2. If Ψ Ă Φ^` satisfies (C1), then Ψ is closed and B normalizes U_Ψ.

If Ψ satisfies (C2), then Ψ is closed and U_Ψ is commutative.

Proof. (C1) or (C2) ñ (C0) is obvious.

Assume that Ψ satisfies (C1). For any α P Φ^`, using commutation relations given by [DG70b, Exp. XXII, 5.5.2] and isomorphism (2), the subgroup U_α normalizes U_Ψ. Hence B normalizes U_Ψ since B is generated by T and the U_α for α P Φ^` according to [DG70b, Exp. XXII, 5.5.1].

Assume that Ψ satisfies (C2’). Then the commutativity of U_Ψ is an immediate consequence of [DG70b, Exp. XXII, 5.5.4] and isomorphism (2). □

Conversely, suppose that k is a field and S “ Specpkq. Consider a smooth connected unipotent subgroup U. If U is normalized by T, we know by [BT65, 3.4] that U “ U_Ψ where Ψ is a quasi-closed unipotent subset of Φ (see definition in [BT65, 3.8]). In fact, Ψ is closed whenever charpkq R t2, 3u by [BT65, 2.5] and, under these assumptions, we get a converse for Proposition 5.2.

Proposition 5.3. Assume that k is a field of characteristic different from 2 and 3. Let G be a smooth affine split reductive k-group. Let T be a maximal split k-torus of G.

(1) For any smooth affine connected unipotent k-group U normalized by T, there exists a Borel subgroup B containing T with associated positive roots Φ^` and a closed subset Ψ Ă Φ^` such that U “ U_Ψ Ă B.

(2) Moreover, if U is normalized by B, then Ψ satisfies condition (C1). (3) If U is commutative, then Ψ satisfies condition (C2).

Proof. (1) is an immediate consequence of [BT65, 3.4] and remark in [BT65, 2.5].

(2) If B normalizes U, then so does U_α for any α P Φ^`. Thus by [BT65, 2.5, 3.4] again, we have that pα, βq Ă Ψ for any α P Φ^` and any β P Ψ.

(3) If U is commutative, then for any α, β P Ψ, we have that “ U_α, U_β ‰ “ U_{pα,βq} is trivial. Thus pα, βq “ H and therefore α ` β R Φ. □

In order to provide counter-examples, we introduce the structure constants in the following commutation relations (see [DG70b, Exp. XXIII, 6.4]).

For α, β P Φ, there are elements c^{r,s}_{α,β} P Z such that we have the commutation relation: (3) “ θ_αpxq, θ_β pyq ‰ “ ź r,sPN rα`sβPΦ θ_{rα`sβ} ´ c^{r,s}_{α,β}x^ry^s ¯

Example 5.4 (Counter-examples in characteristic 2 and 3). Consider G “ Spp4q (of type B_2) with root system Φ “ t˘α, ˘β, ˘pα ` βq, ˘p2α ` βqu where Δ “ tα, βu is a basis with α short and β long. We have that “ θ_αpxq, θ_{α`β} pyq ‰ “ θ_{2α`β} ` 2xy ˘ . If charpkq “ 2, then Ψ “ tα, α ` βu is then quasi-closed unipotent and U_Ψ is commutative but Ψ does not satisfies (C2).

Consider a split reductive k-group G of type G_2 with a maximal split k-torus T. Let Φ be the root system relatively to T and let Δ “ tα, βu be a basis of Φ with α short and β long. Consider Ψ “ t2α ` β, 3α ` 2βu. Any element in U_{3α`2β} commutes with any element in U^` since 3α ` 2β is the highest root and, for 2α ` β, we have that “ θ_αpxq, θ_{2α`β} pyq ‰ “ θ_{3α`β} ` 3xy ˘ , “ θ_{α`β}pxq, θ_{2α`β} pyq ‰ “ θ_{3α`2β} ` ´ 3xy ˘ . Thus, if charpkq “ 3, we have that U_Ψ is commutative and normalized by the Borel subgroup associated to Δ. The closed subset Ψ satisfies the condition (C2) but not the condition (C1).

5.2. Construction of such subset of roots.

Lemma 5.5. Let Φ be an irreducible root system and let Δ be a basis of Φ. Denote by Φ^` the subset of positive roots and by h P Φ the highest root with respect to the basis Δ. For any Θ Ď Δ, define ΨpΘq “ ` h ` Vect_RpΘq ˘ X Φ.

If Θ ‰ Δ, then ΨpΘq is a non-empty subset of Φ^` that satisfies conditions (C1), (C2) and it is stabilized by the natural action of W_Θ. Moreover, there exists α P Δ ∖ Θ such that ΨpΘ Y tαuq Ľ ΨpΘq.

Proof. Consider any Θ Ĺ Δ. Note that W_Θ is generated by the s_α for α P Θ. Let x P ΨpΘq. Then s_αpxq “ x ´ xx, αyα belongs to s_αpΦq “ Φ where xx, αy P R. Whence, by definition of ΨpΘq, we deduce s_α ` ΨpΘq ˘ Ď ΨpΘq for any α P Θ. Thus ΨpΘq is stabilized by W_Θ.

For any element x P Vect_RpΦq, write x “ ř αPΔ n^α_x α with coordinates n^α_x P R in the basis Δ. Recall that if x P Φ, then the coordinates are either all non-negative, or all non-positive and that the highest root h satisfies n^α_h ě n^α_x for any x P Φ and any α P Δ [Bou81, VI.1.7 Cor.3 and VI.1.8 Prop.25].

Let β P Δ ∖ Θ. Then for any x P ΨpΘq we have that n^β_x “ n^β_h ě 1. In particular, ΨpΘq Ă Φ^`. Moreover, if x, y P ΦpΘq, then n^β_{x`y} “ n^β_x ` n^β_y “ 2n^β_h ą n^α_h . Whence x ` y R ΨpΘq. Thus ΨpΘq satisfies (C2).

Let x P Φ^` and y P ΨpΘq such that x ` y P Φ. For any β P Δ ∖ Θ, we have that n^β_h ě n^β_{x`y} “ n^β_x ` n^β_y ě n^β_x ` n^β_h. Then n^β_x “ 0 for all β, whence x P Vect_RpΘq. Thus x ` y P ` ΨpΘq ` Vect_RpΘq ˘ X Φ “ ΨpΘq. Hence ΨpΘq satisfies condition (C1).

Finally, suppose by contradiction that ΨpΘq “ ΨpΘ Y tαuq for all the α P Δ ∖ Θ. Then ΨpΘq would be stabilized by s_α P W for any α P Δ, thus by the whole Weyl group W “ W_Δ. But h P ΨpΘq, s_h P W and s_hphq “ ´h R Φ^`, which is a contradiction with a previous property of ΨpΘq. □

Proposition 5.6. Let Φ be a root system and Δ be a basis of Φ. For any Θ Ĺ Δ, there exists a sequence of subsets Ψ^Θ_i of Φ^` for 0 ď i ď dimpΘ^Kq such that:

‚ for any i, the subset Ψ^Θ_i satisfies conditions (C1), (C2) and is stabilized by the natural action of W_Θ;

‚ the sequence of R-vector spaces Vect ´ Ψ^Θ_{i |Θ}K ¯ is a complete flag of pΘ^Kq^˚;

‚ for any i ě 1 and z P ` Θ Y Ψ^Θ_{i´1}

˘_K , the map α P Ψ^Θ_i ∖ Ψ^Θ_{i´1} ÞÑ αpzq P R has a constant sign (either positive, negative or zero).

Proof. We firstly treat the case of an irreducible root system Φ with basis Δ. Define Θ_1 “ Θ. Let m :“ CardpΔ ∖ Θq. According to Lemma 5.5, there is a sequence of pairwise distinct simple roots α_2, . . . , α_m P Θ ∖ Δ such that ΨpΘ_iq Ĺ ΨpΘ_{i`1}q for any 1 ď i ă m where Θ_i “ Θ Y tα_2, . . . , α_iu. Set Ψ^Θ_i “ ΨpΘ_iq. Then, according to Lemma 5.5, the subset Ψ^Θ_i satisfies (C1), (C2) and it is stabilized by W_{Θi} , therefore by W_Θ.

Let h be the highest root with respect to Δ. Then, Ψ^Θ_{1 |Θ}K “ th_{|Θ}K u is a nonzero single point since α_{|Θ}K “ 0 for any α P Θ and h R Span_ZpΘq. By construction, Vect_R ` Ψ^Θ_{i |ΘK} ˘ “ Vect_R ` h_{|Θ}K , α_{2|Θ}K , . . . , α_{i|Θ}K ˘ for any 1 ă i ď m. Since the family th, α_2, . . . , α_mu Y Θ is a generating family of VectpΦq, we deduce that th_{|Θ}K , α_{2|Θ}K , . . . , α_{m|Θ}K u is a generating family of pΘ^Kq^˚, hence a basis because of cardinality. We conclude that the family Vect_R ` Ψ^Θ_{i |ΘK} ˘ , with 1 ď i ď m, forms a complete flag.

Finally, let z P ` Θ Y Ψ^Θ_{i´1}

˘_K and let α, α^1 P Ψ^Θ_i . Write respectively α “ h´ ÿ βPΘ_{i´1}

n^β_αβ ´ mα_i “ γ ´ mα_i and α^1 “ h´ ÿ βPΘ_{i´1}

n^{1β}_αβ ´ m^1α_i “ γ^1 ´ m^1α_i

with n^β_α, n^{1β}_α, m, m^1 P Z_{ě0} for any β P Θ_{i´1}. By construction and because the restriction to Θ^K gives a complete flag, for any 0 ď i ď m, we have that Vect_R ` Ψ^Θ_i Y Θ ˘ “ Vect_R ` thu Y Θ_i ˘ . Then γ, γ^1 P Vect_R ` thu Y Θ_{i´1} ˘ “ VectpΨ^Θ_{i´1} Y Θq. If, moreover, α, α^1 R Ψ^Θ_{i´1}, we deduce that m, m^1 ą 0. Thus αpzq “ ´mα_ipzq and α^1pzq “ ´m^1α_ipzq both have the sign of ´α_ipzq. Then, the result follows for irreducible root systems.

Now, consider a general root system Φ with basis Δ and denote by pΦ_j, Δ_j q_{1ďjďt} its irreducible components with V_j “ VectpΦ_jq^˚. For 1 ď j ď t, let Θ_j :“ Θ X Δ_j and let m_j :“ CardpΔ_j ´ Θ_jq. Note that Θ^K “ À 1ďjďtpΘ K j X V_j q. For 1 ď j ď t, if Θ_j “ Δ_j (i.e. m_j “ 0), then Θ^K_j X V_j “ 0 and we can omit this factor. Otherwise m_j ą 0 and we obtained an increasing sequence of subsets Ψ^{Θj}_i Ă Φ^`_j for 1 ď i ď m_j which are (C1),

(C2) and stabilized by W_Θ. By an elementary proof, for j_1 ‰ j_2, the subset Ψ^{Θj1}_{i1} YΨ^{Θj2}_{i2} also is (C1), (C2) and stabilized by W_Θ. Thus it suffices to define the concatenation of the Ψ^{Θj}_i by:

@1 ď j ď t, @ j´1ÿ k“1 m_k ă i ď jÿ k“1 m_k, Ψ^Θ_i :“ ¨ ˝ ď 1ďkăj Ψ^{Θk}_{mk} ˛ ‚Y Ψ^{Θj}_{i´řj´1} k“1 m_k This sequence provides successively a complete flag on each direct factor Θ^K_j XV_j whence the result follows. □

5.3. k-linear action of Bpkq. Recall that any subset of positive roots Φ^` with basis Δ is a poset with the following ordering: β ă γ if there exists m P N and simple roots α_1, . . . , α_m P Δ such that @1 ď i ď m, β ` α_1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` α_i P Φ^` and γ “ β ` α_1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` α_m. We will use it several times. Since Φ^` is a poset, for any subset Ψ Ă Φ^`, there is a numbering Ψ “ tα_1, . . . , α_mu such that: (C3) α_i ă α_j ñ i ą j

Lemma 5.7. Let Ψ Ă Φ^` satisfying conditions (C1) and (C2). Write Ψ “ tα_1, . . . , α_mu with a numbering satisfying (C3). Then, for any 1 ď ℓ ď m, the subset Ψ_ℓ “ tα_1, . . . , α_ℓu satisfies conditions (C1) and (C2).

Proof. The condition (C2) is automatically satisfied for any subset of Ψ. Let ℓ P �1, m�. If α P Φ^` and β P Ψ_k are such that β^1 “ α ` β P Φ, then β^1 P Ψ by (C1) and β^1 ą β. Hence there are i, j P �1, m� such that β “ α_i and β^1 “ α_j . By condition (C3), we have that i ą j so that β^1 “ α_j P Ψ_ℓ. Thus condition (C1) is satisfied for Ψ_ℓ. □

Proposition 5.8. Let G, B, T as before and assume that S “ SpecpZq. Let Ψ Ď Φ^` be a subset satisfying conditions (C1) and (C2). Let tα_1, . . . , α_mu “ Ψ be a numbering of Ψ satisfying condition (C3) and extends it to a numbering tα_1, . . . , α_M u “ Φ^` of positive roots (without further conditions on tα_{m`1}, . . . , α_M u). Then, there exist polynomials P_{i,j} P ZrX_1, . . . , X_M s for i, j P �1, m�, depending on the choice of the numbering such that:

‚ for any v “ ś_m

i“1 θ_{αi} py_{αi} q P U_Ψ and any u “ ś_M

i“1 θ_{αi} px_{αi} q P U^`, we have

uvu^{´1} “ mź j“1 θ_{αj} ~_m ÿ i“1 P_{i,j} px_{α1} , . . . , x_{αM} q y_{αi} ¸

where x_α, y_β P G_a for α P Φ^` and β P Ψ,

‚ if i ă j, then P_{i,j} “ 0, ‚ if i “ j, then P_{i,j} “ 1.

Proof. Let U_Ψ “ ś βPΨ U_β . It is a commutative subgroup normalized by B according to Proposition 5.2.

Let α P Φ^` and β P Ψ. Let x, y P G_a . Then, using condition (C1”) given by Lemma 5.1, the commutation relation (3) becomes

(4) rθ_αpxq, θ_βpyqs “ ź rPN rα`βPΦ θ_{rα`β} ´ c^{r,1}_{α,β} x^ry ¯ .

We prove, for i, j P �1, m�, by induction on the integer N ě 0 such that x_{αN`1} “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ x_{αM} “ 0, the existence of polynomials P_{i,j;N} P ZrX_1, . . . , X_N s satisfying:

‚ for any 1 ď ℓ ď N, P_{i,j;N} pX_1, . . . , X_ℓ, 0, . . . , 0q “ P_{i,j;ℓ}, ‚ and for any v “ ś_m i“1 θ_{αi} py_{αi} q P U_Ψ and any u “ ś_N i“1 θ_{αi} px_{αi} q P U^`, we have

uvu^{´1} “ mź j“1 θ_{αj} ~_m ÿ i“1 P_{i,j;N} px_{α1} , . . . , x_{αM} q y_{αi} ¸

where x_α, y_β P G_a for α P Φ^` and β P Ψ.

Basis: when N “ 0, we immediately have uvu^{´1} “ v and therefore: @i, j P �1, m�, P_{i,j;0} “ " 1 if i “ j, 0 otherwise.

Induction step: assume N ě 1 and write u “ θ_{αN} px_{αN} q ¨ ¨ ¨ θ_{α1} px_{α1} q. Let u_0 “ θ_{αN´1} px_{αN´1} q ¨ ¨ ¨ θ_{α1} px_{α1} q so that u “ θ_{αN} px_{αN} qu_0. Then, by the inductive assumption, there exist polynomials P_{i,j;N´1} P ZrX_1, . . . , X_{N´1}s such that

u_0vu^{´1}_0 “ mź j“1 θ_{αj} ~_m ÿ i“1 P_{i,j;N´1} ` x_{α1} , . . . , x_{αN´1} ˘ y_{αi} ¸ , P_{i,j;N´1} “ 1 for i “ j and P_{i,j;N´1} “ 0 for i ă j. Hence

uvu^{´1} “ mź j“1 θ_{αN} px_{αN} qθ_{αj} ~_m ÿ i“1 P_{i,j;N´1} ` x_{α1} , . . . , x_{αN´1} ˘ y_{αi} ¸ θ_{αN} px_{αN} q^{´1}.

Let j P �1, m�. If α_N ` α_j R Φ, then θ_{αN} px_{αN} qθ_{αj} ~_m ÿ i“1 P_{i,j;N´1} ` x_{α1} , . . . , x_{αN´1} ˘ y_{αi} ¸ θ_{αN} px_{α1} q^{´1}

“ θ_{αj} ~_m ÿ i“1 P_{i,j;N´1} ` x_{α1} , . . . , x_{αN´1} ˘ y_{αi} ¸ . Otherwise, α_N ` α_j P Φ and, according to Lemma 5.1 and commutation relations (4), we have θ_{αN} px_{αN} qθ_{αj} ~_m ÿ i“1 P_{i,j;N´1} ` x_{α1} , . . . , x_{αN´1} ˘ y_{αi} ¸ θ_{αN} px_{αN} q^{´1} “ ¨ ˚ ˝ ź rPN rα_N `α_j PΨ θ_{rαN `αj} ~_m ÿ i“1 c^{r,1}_{αN ,αj} P_{i,j;N´1} ` x_{α1} , . . . , x_{αN´1} ˘ x^r_{αN} y_{αi} ¸ ˛ ‹ ‚

¨ θ_{αj} ~_m ÿ i“1 P_{i,j;N´1} ` x_{α1} , . . . , x_{αN´1} ˘ y_{αi} ¸ .

Thus, since U_Ψ is a commutative group scheme, we get the desired formula by setting: P_{i,j;N} :“ P_{i,j;N´1}` ÿ rPN, ℓP�1,m� α_j ´rα_N “α_ℓPΨ c^{r,1}_{αN ,αℓ} P_{i,ℓ,N´1}X^r_N .

Moreover if i “ j and α_ℓ :“ α_j ´ rα_N P Ψ, then α_ℓ ă α_j . Thus i ă ℓ by condition (C3) and P_{i,j;N} “ P_{i,j;N´1} “ 1. If i ă j and α_j ´ rα_N P Ψ, then there exists ℓ P �1, m� such that α_j ´ rα_N “ α_ℓ ă α_j . Thus i ă j ă ℓ by condition (C3) and P_{i,j;N} “ 0 since P_{i,ℓ,N´1} “ 0 for all such ℓ. □

Corollary 5.9. Assume that Ψ Ă Φ^` satisfies conditions (C1) and (C2). Then the subgroup U_Ψpkq is naturally isomorphic to a free k-module of finite rank on which the action by conjugation of Bpkq is k-linear.

Proof. Write Ψ “ tα_1, . . . , α_mu with a numbering satisfying (C3) and extend the numbering in Φ^` “ tα_1, . . . , α_M u. The k-module structure on U_Ψpkq is given by the isomorphism ψ “ mź i“1 θ_{αi} : k^m Ñ U_Ψpkq

Let b P Bpkq. Since U_Ψpkq is normalized by Bpkq, there is a natural map f_b : U_Ψpkq Ñ U_Ψpkq given by f_bpxq “ bxb^{´1}.

Let x “ ś_m

j“1 θ_{αi} px_iq P U_Ψpkq and λ P k. Let us write b “ t ¨ u, where u “ ś_M

j“1 θ_{αj} py_j q P U^`pkq and t P Tpkq. Then by Proposition 5.8 applied to Ψ, we have

f_bpxq “bxb^{´1} “ t mź j“1 θ_{αj} ~_m ÿ i“1 P_{i,j} py_1, . . . , y_M qx_i ¸ t^{´1},

“ mź j“1 θ_{αj} ´ α_jptq `^mÿ i“1 P_{i,j} py_1, . . . , y_M qx_i ˘¯ . So, we get that

λ ¨ f_bpxq “ mź j“1 θ_{αj} ^ λα_j ptq ´ mÿ i“1 P_{i,j} py_1, . . . , y_M qx_i ¯˙ ,

“ mź j“1 θ_{αj} ^ α_j ptq

´ mÿ i“1 P_{i,j} py_1, . . . , y_M qλx_i ¯˙ ,

“f_b ´ mź j“1 θ_{αj} pλx_j q ¯ , “f_bpλ ¨ xq. Hence f_b is k-linear for every b P Bpkq. □

Corollary 5.10. Let Θ Ă Δ be any proper subset and let P_Θ be the standard parabolic subgroup containing B associated to Θ. Assume that Ψ Ă Φ^` satisfies conditions (C1) and (C2) and that W_ΘpΨq “ Ψ. Then the action by conjugation of P_Θpkq on U_Ψpkq is k-linear.

Proof. According to [Bor91, 14.18], there is a subgroup W_Θ of the Weyl group such that Ppkq admits the Bruhat decomposition Ppkq “ BpkqW_ΘBpkq. Moreover, W_Θ is by definition spanned by the reflections s_α for α P Θ. Let n_α P Npkq be elements lifting the s_α. Since Bpkq acts k-linearly on U_Ψpkq by Corollary 5.9, it suffices to prove that each n_α acts k-linearly on U_Ψpkq.

Since ` θ_α ˘ αPΨ is a Chevalley system, one can write n_α “ t_αm_α where t_α P Tpkq and

m_αθ_βpxqm^{´1}_α “ θ_{sαpβq}p˘xq, @x P G_a for any β P Φ [BT84, 3.2.2]. Hence, for any u “ ś βPΨ θ_βpx_βq P U_Ψpkq, we have that

n_αun^{´1}_α “ ź βPΨ θ_{sαpβq} ` ˘ s_αpβqpt_αqx_β ˘ “ ź βPs_αpΨq θ_β ` ˘ βpt_αqx_{sαpβq} ˘

where the ordering of the product does not matter by commutativity of U_Ψ, as consequence of (C2). Thus, by W_Θ-stability of Ψ, we deduce that n_α acts k-linearly on U_Ψpkq. Whence the result follows for P_Θ. □

5.4. Refinement for Borel subgroups. In the case where Θ “ H, i.e. P_Θ “ B is a Borel subgroup, one can pick smaller subsets Ψ^H_i satisfying conditions of Proposition 5.6 so that, moreover, Ψ^H_{rkpGq} forms an adapted basis to the complete flag. In other words,

here we show that Ψ^H_i is a linearly independent subset of roots for every i.

Proposition 5.11. Let Φ be a root system and Φ^` a choice of positive roots in Φ. There is a subset Ψ Ă Φ^` that satisfies conditions (C1), (C2) and that is a basis of Vect_RpΦq.

The strategy is to enlarge the Ψ^H_i from the highest root by subtracting a different simple root to some root of Ψ^Θ_i at each step, and check that the conditions (C1) and (C2) are satisfied at each step.

Proof. Let Φ_1, Φ_2 be two root systems with positive roots Φ^`_1 , Φ^`_2 . If Ψ_1 Ă Φ^`_1 and Ψ_2 Ă Φ^`_2 satisfy the conditions (C1), (C2) and are bases of Vect_RpΦ_1q and Vect_RpΦ_2q respectively, then the union Ψ_1 \Ψ_2 also satisfy the conditions in Φ^`_1 \Φ^`_2 “ ` Φ_1 \Φ_2

˘_` . Hence, without loss of generalities, we assume that Φ is irreducible. Moreover, up to considering the subroot system of non-multipliable roots, we assume, without loss of generalities, that Φ is reduced.

Let Δ be the basis of Φ. Recall that any positive root α P Φ^` is a linear combination of elements in Δ with non-negative integer coefficients [Bou81, VI.1.6 Thm. 3]. We proceed in a case by case consideration, using the classification [Bou81, VI.§4] and realisation of positive roots of irreducible root systems. For each case, we provide an example of a subset Ψ satisfying the conditions. We detail why the conditions are satisfied only in the cases D_ℓ and E_ℓ, which are the most technical cases. Other cases work in the same way.

Type A_ℓ (ℓ ě 1, see [Bou81, Planche I]): Write DynpΔq:

α_1 α_ℓ

Then

Φ^` “ $ & % ÿ iďkďj α_k : 1 ď i ď j ď ℓ , . - . Define β_i “ α_i ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` α_ℓ for 1 ď i ď ℓ. Then Ψ “ tβ_1, . . . , β_ℓu answers to the lemma.

Type B_ℓ (ℓ ě 2, see [Bou81, Planche II]): Write DynpΔq:

α_1 α_{ℓ´1}α_ℓ

Then

Φ^` “ $ & % ÿ iďkďj α_k : 1 ď i ď j ď ℓ , . - \ $ & % ÿ iďkďj´1 α_k` ÿ jďkďℓ 2α_k : 1 ď i ă j ď ℓ , . - . Define β_i “ pα_1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` α_ℓq` ÿ iďkďℓ α_k for 2 ď i ď ℓ ` 1. Then Ψ “ tβ_1, . . . , β_ℓu answers

to the lemma.

Type C_ℓ (ℓ ě 3 since B_2 “ C_2, see [Bou81, Planche III]): Write DynpΔq:

α_1 α_{ℓ´1}α_ℓ

Then

Φ^` “ $ & % ÿ iďkďj α_k : 1 ď i ď j ď ℓ , . - \ $ & % ÿ iďkďℓ α_k` ÿ jďkďℓ´1 α_k : 1 ď i ď j ď ℓ ´ 1 , . - . Define β_i “ pα_1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` α_ℓq` ÿ iďkďℓ´1 α_k for 1 ď i ď ℓ. Then Ψ “ tβ_1, . . . , β_ℓu answers

to the lemma.

Type D_ℓ (ℓ ě 4, see [Bou81, Planche IV]): Write DynpΔq:

α_1α_2α_{ℓ´3}α_{ℓ´2}α_{ℓ´1}α^ℓ

Then

Φ^` “

#_j ÿ k“i α_k : 1 ď i ď j ď ℓ and pi, jq ‰ pℓ ´ 1, ℓq +

\ # α_ℓ` ℓ´2ÿ k“i α_k : 1 ď i ď ℓ ´ 2 +

\ $ & % α_ℓ ` α_{ℓ´1} ` 2 ℓ´2ÿ k“j α_k` j´1ÿ k“i α_k : 1 ď i ă j ď ℓ ´ 2 , . - . Define

‚ β_1 “ α_1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` α_{ℓ´1}, ‚ β_i “ pα_1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` α_ℓq` ÿ iďkďℓ´2 α_k for 2 ď i ď ℓ ´ 1,

‚ β_ℓ “ α_1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` α_{ℓ´2} ` α_ℓ.

Consider Ψ “ tβ_1, . . . , β_ℓu. For any i, j, we have β_i ` β_j R Φ since β_i ` β_j “ 2α_1 ` . . . and there is not a root in Φ with coefficient 2 in α_1. Hence condition (C2) is satisfied.

Let V “ Vect_RpΨq. We have α_ℓ “ β_{ℓ´1} ´ β_1 and α_{ℓ´1} “ β_{ℓ´1} ´ β_ℓ. Moreover, β_i ´β_{i`1} “ α_i for 2 ď i ď ℓ´2. Thus tα_2, . . . , α_ℓu Ă V . Hence α_1 “ β_1 ´α_2 ´¨ ¨ ¨´α_{ℓ´1} P V . Therefore V Ą Vect_RpΔq whence Ψ is a basis of Vect_RpΦq.

If α ` β_1 P Φ, write α “ ř_ℓ i“1 n_iα_i with n_i P Z_{ě0}. Necessarily, n_ℓ “ 1 and n_{ℓ´1} “ 0.

If α “ α_ℓ, then α ` β_1 “ β_{ℓ´1} P Ψ. Otherwise, α “ α_ℓ` ř_{ℓ´2} k“i for some 1 ď i ď ℓ ´ 2.

Hence α ` β_1 “ α_ℓ ` α_{ℓ´1} ` 2 ř_{ℓ´2} k“i α_k` ř_{i´1}

k“1 α_k “ β_i P Ψ. Therefore, condition (C1) is satisfied for β_1.

If α ` β_ℓ P Φ, write α “ ř_ℓ

i“1 n_iα_i with n_i P Z_{ě0}. Necessarily, n_ℓ “ 0 “ n_1 and n_{ℓ´1} “ 1. Hence α “ ř_{ℓ´1} k“i α_k for some 2 ď i ď ℓ ´ 1. Thus α ` β_ℓ “ α_ℓ ` α_{ℓ´1}` 2 ř_{ℓ´2} k“i α_i` ř_{i´1} k“1 α_k “ β_i P Ψ. Therefore, condition (C1) is satisfied for β_ℓ.

If α ` β_i P Φ for some 2 ď i ď ℓ ´ 1, write α “ ř_ℓ

i“1 n_iα_i with n_i P Z_{ě0}. Necessarily, n_1 “ n_{ℓ´1} “ n_ℓ “ 0 and n_i “ n_{i`1} “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ n_{ℓ´1} “ 0. Hence α “ ř_j1

k“i^1 αk with 2 ď i 1 ď j^1 ă i. Thus α ` β_i “ α_ℓ ` α_{ℓ´1} ` 2 ř_{ℓ´2} k“i α_i` ř_{i´1}

k“j^1`1 αk ` 2

ř_j1 k“i^1 αk` ř_i1_{´1}

k“1 α_k P Φ^`.

Necessarily, j^1 “ i ´ 1 and α ` β_i “ β_i1 P Ψ. Therefore, condition (C1) is satisfied for β_i.

Type E_6 (see [Bou81, Planche V]): Write DynpΔq:

α_1

α_2 α_3α_4α_5α_6

Denote by n_1n_2n_3n_4n_5n_6 the root ř_6 i“1 n_iα_i P Φ^`. Then the roots of Φ^` having a coefficient n_i ą 1 for some i are

t011210, 111211, 011211, 112210, 111211, 011221, 112211, 111221, 112221, 112321, 122321u.

One can take Ψ “ t011221, 112211, 111221, 112221, 112321, 122321u. Condition (C1) is satisfied because there are all the roots having at least 2 coefficients greater or equal to 2 and a non-zero coefficient n_6 in α_6. Condition (C2) is satisfied considering the coefficient in α_4. The generating condition comes from the differences α_1 “ 111221 ´ 011221, α_2 “ 122321 ´ 112321, α_3 “ 112221 ´ 111221, α_4 “ 112321 ´ 112221, α_5 “ 112221 ´ 112211. Hence Ψ, being of cardinality ℓ “ 6, answers to the lemma.

Type E_7 (see [Bou81, Planche VI]): Write DynpΔq:

α_1

α_2 α_3α_4α_5α_6α_7

Denote by n_1n_2n_3n_4n_5n_6n_7 the root ř_7

i“1 n_iα_i P Φ^`. Then the roots of Φ^` having a coefficient n_i ą 1 for some i are

t0112111, 1112111, 0112211, 1122111, 1112211, 0112221, 1122211, 1112221, 1122221, 1123211, 1123221, 1223211, 1123321, 1223221, 1223321, 1224321, 1234321, 2234321u.

One can take

Ψ “ t1223211, 1123321, 1223221, 1223321, 1224321, 1234321, 2234321u. Condition (C1) is satisfied because there are all the roots having coefficient in α_4 greater or equal to 3 and coefficient in α_2 greater or equal to 2, together with the root 1123321. Condition (C2) is satisfied considering the coefficient in α_4. The subset Ψ is generating because of the differences α_1 “ 2234321 ´ 1234321, α_2 “ 1223321 ´ 1123321, α_3 “ 1234321 ´ 1224321, α_4 “ 1224321 ´ 1223321, α_5 “ 1223321 ´ 1223221, α_6 “ 1223221´ 1223211. Hence Ψ, being of cardinality ℓ “ 7, answers to the lemma.

Type E_8 (see (10) of [Bou81, VI.§4]): Write DynpΔq:

α_1 α_2 α_3α_4α_5α_6α_7α_8

Denote by n_1n_2n_3n_4n_5n_6n_7n_8 the root ř_8

i“1 n_iα_i P Φ^`. Consider the subset Ψ of Φ^` consisting in roots such that n_4 ě 5. One can take

Ψ “ t23354321, 22454321, 23454321, 23464321, 23465321, 23465421, 23465431, 23465432u.

Condition (C1) is satisfied because there are all the roots such that ř_8 i“1 n_i ě 23 and having coefficient n_4 in α_4 greater or equal to 5. Condition (C2) is satisfied considering the coefficient in α_4. The generating condition comes from the differences α_8 “ 23465432 ´ 23465431, α_7 “ 23465431 ´ 23465421, α_6 “ 23465421 ´ 23465321, α_5 “ 23465321 ´ 23464321, α_4 “ 23464321 ´ 23454321, α_3 “ 23454321 ´ 23354321, α_2 “ 23454321 ´ 22454321. Hence Ψ, being of cardinality ℓ “ 8, answers to the lemma.

Type F_4, (see [Bou81, Planche VIII]): Write DynpΔq:

α_1α_2α_3α_4

Denote by n_1n_2n_3n_4 the root ř_4

i“1 n_iα_i P Φ^`. Consider the subset Ψ of Φ^` consisting in roots such that n_3 ě 3. Consider Ψ “ t1232, 1242, 1342, 2342u.

Hence Ψ answers to the lemma.

Type G_2, (see [Bou81, Planche IX]): Write DynpΔq:

α_1α_2

Then Φ^` “ tα_1, α_2, α_1 ` α_2, 2α_1 ` α_2, 3α_1 ` α_2, 3α_1 ` 2α_2u .

Hence Ψ “ t3α_1 ` α_2, 3α_1 ` 2α_2u answers to the lemma. □

Corollary 5.12. Let Φ be a root system with positive roots Φ^`. Let V “ Vect_RpΦq and denote by m its dimension. There exists a sequence of subsets Ψ^H_i of Φ^` for 0 ď i ď m such that for any i, the subset Ψ^H_i satisfies conditions (C1), (C2), is linearly independent in V and the family V_i :“ Vect_RpΨ^H_i q, for 0 ď i ď m, is a complete flag of V .

Proof. Let Ψ^H_m be the subset of Φ^` given by Proposition 5.11. Pick a numbering on Ψ^H_m “ tα_1, . . . , α_mu satisfying (C3). Then, for any i P �1, m�, we know by Lemma 5.7 that Ψ^H_i :“ tα_1, . . . , α_iu also satisfies conditions (C1) and (C2). Moreover, it spans a complete flag by cardinality and linear independence. □

6. Stabilizer of points in the Borel variety: integral points and some of their unipotent subgroups

In this section, we assume that A is an integral domain, that k is its fraction field and that G is a split Chevalley group scheme over Z. In subsections 6.2 and 6.3, we will furthermore assume that the domain A is Dedekind and, in subsection 6.2, that G “ SL_n or GL_n. We denote by ρ : G Ñ SL_{n,Z} a closed embedding of smooth Z-group schemes. We recall the following classical lemma which provides two point of views on the arithmetic group GpAq: either the A-integral points of a group scheme, or the matrices with entries in A via ρ.

Lemma 6.1. We have ρ ` GpAq ˘ “ ρ ` Gpkq ˘ X SL_npAq.

Proof. Obviously, ρ ` GpAq ˘ Ď ρ ` Gpkq ˘ X SL_npAq.

Since ρ : G Ñ SL_{n,Z} is faithful, it corresponds to a surjective homomorphism ρ^˚ P Hom_{Z´alg} ` ZrSL_ns, ZrGs ˘ [BT84, 1.4.5]. Let g P Gpkq “ Hom_{Z´alg}pZrGs, kq and let h “ g˝ρ^˚ P SL_npkq. Suppose that ρpgq “ g˝ρ^˚ P SL_npAq. Then g ` ZrGs ˘ “ g˝ρ^˚ ` ZrSL_ns ˘ Ď A. Thus g P GpAq, whence the converse inclusion ρ ` Gpkq ˘ X SL_npAq Ď ρ ` GpAq ˘ follows. □

Let B, U^` Ă G and N^{sph} Ă GpAq as defined in § 3.2. The group GpAq naturally acts on the Borel variety pG{Bqpkq and we would like to understand stabilizer in GpAq of a point D P pG{Bqpkq (identified with a k-vector chamber). We have seen in Lemma 4.4 there are elements u P U^`pkq and n P N^{sph} such that u ¨ D “ n ¨ D_0. We introduce the subset

(5) H :“ tn^{´1}u : n P N^{sph}, u P U^`pkqu Ă Gpkq,

so that for any k-vector chamber D, there is h P H such that h ¨ D “ D_0. Thus

Stab_{GpAq}pDq “ h^{´1} Stab_{hGpAqh}´1 pD_0qh By Lemma 4.3, we deduce that

Stab_{GpAq}pDq “ h^{´1} ´ hGpAqh^{´1} X Bpkq ¯ h Thus, the group Stab_{GpAq}pDq is solvable and its unipotent part is contained in GpAq X h^{´1}U^`pkqh. We study some commutative subgroup of this group or, equivalently, of hGpAqh^{´1} X U^`pkq.

Let Ψ Ă Φ^` be a closed subset satisfying (C2) so that U_Ψ “ ś αPΨ U_α is a commutative subgroup of U^`. There is a natural isomorphism of group schemes: ψ “ ź αPΨ θ_α : ` G_a ˘_Ψ

Ñ U_Ψ

More generally, for such a subset Ψ and an arbitrary element h P Gpkq, we define a subgroup of the k-vector space k^Ψ by:

(6) M_Ψphq :“ ψ^{´1} ´ U_Ψpkq X hGpAqh^{´1} ¯ . In particular, when Ψ “ tαu is a root, it defines a subgroup^9 of the additive group k by (7) M_αphq :“ θ^{´1}_α ´ U_αpkq X hGpAqh^{´1} ¯ . If we take h “ n^{´1}_w u P H with w P W^{sph} and u P U^`pkq, then n_wθ_α ` M_αphq ˘ n^{´1}_w “ n_wU_αpkqn^{´1}_w X uGpAqu^{´1} “ U_β pkq X uGpAqu^{´1}

where β “ wpαq P Φ since n_wU_αn^{´1}_w “ U_β . Thus we extend the definition by setting:

(8) M_β puq :“ θ^{´1}_β ` U_β pkq X uGpAqu^{´1} ˘ for any β P Φ and any u P U^`pkq.

The goal of this section is to provide some A-modules which bound the subgroups M_Ψphq. More specifically, in this section, on one hand, we prove that, for β P Φ and u P U^`pkq, the group M_βpuq always contains a non-zero A-ideal, denoted by J_β puq in Proposition 6.5. On the other hand, we prove that, for suitable subsets Ψ Ă Φ^`, there are non-zero fractional A-ideals q_{Ψ,α}phq for h P H and α P Ψ such that

M_Ψphq Ď à αPΨ q_{Ψ,α}phq. Example 6.2. Here we exhibit the preceding ideals J_αphq and q_{Ψ,α}phq in the context where G “ SL_2. Let pB, Tq be the pair of upper triangular and diagonals matrices. Then, the unipotent subgroup defined from to the unique root α P Φ^` is exactly the set of unipotent upper triangular matrices. Also, recall that W^{sph} “ tid, wu in this context. In particular, this implies that Ψ “ Φ^` “ tαu, whence the unique relevant ideals are J_αphq and q_αphq :“ q_{Ψ,α}phq, for h P H. Also, recall that pG{Bqpkq – P^1pkq in this context. Thus, to fix an element x P P^1pkq is equivalent to fix a k-vector chamber in X pG, kq. Moreover, the canonical vector chamber D_0 corresponds with 8 P P^1pkq via the preceding identification. To start, let x “ 8, for which we can consider h “ id. Thus

Stab_{GpAq}pxq “ GpAq X Bpkq “ BpAq “ "^ a c 0 b ˙ : a, b P F^^ , ab “ 1, c P A * . In particular, we get that M_αphq “ q_αphq “ J_αphq “ A in this case.

Now, assume that x P k. Then, we can consider

h “ n_wθ_αpxq “ ^ 0 ´1 1 0 ˙^ 1 ´x 0 1 ˙ “ ^ 0 ´1 1 ´x ˙ . When x P F, it follows from [Mas01, Lemma 3.2] and Proposition 7.6 that Stab_{GpAq}pxq “ h^{´1}BpAqh. So, also in this case, we conclude M_αphq “ q_αphq “ J_αphq “ A.

Finally, assume that x P k ∖ F. Then, it follows from [Mas01, Lemma 3.4] and Proposition 7.6 that

Stab_{GpAq}pxq “ "^ a ` xc pb ´ aqx ´ x^2c c b ´ xc ˙ : a, b P F^^ , ab “ 1, c P A X Ax^{´1} X ppb ´ aqx^{´1} ` Ax^{´2}q * . 9It follows from a straightforward calculation, using Proposition 5.8, that when n “ 1, i.e. h “ u P

U^`pkq, then MΨpuq is an A-module and Mαpuq is a fractional A-ideal.

Thus, we obtain

GpAq X h^{´1}U^`pkqh “ "^ 1 ` xc ´x^2c c 1 ´ xc ˙ : c P A X Ax^{´1} X Ax^{´2} * , “ h^{´1} "^ 1 c 0 1 ˙ : c P A X Ax^{´1} X Ax^{´2} * h. In particular, we conclude that M_αphq “ q_αphq “ J_αphq “ A X Ax^{´1} X Ax^{´2}. Example 6.3. In this example, we provide a set M_Ψphq that is not a product of fractional A-ideals. Let G “ SL_3 and let A “ Frts. Let pB, Tq be the pair of upper triangular and diagonal matrices in G. Then, the set of positive roots Φ^` “ ΦpB, Tq^` of SL_3 equals tα, β, α`βu, when each root defines exactly one of the following unipotent subgroups:

U_α “

#~1 z 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 ¸ : z P A^1 + , U_β “

#~1 0 0 0 1 z 0 0 1 ¸ : z P A^1 + ,

U_{α`β} “

#~1 0 z 0 1 0 0 0 1 ¸ : z P A^1 + . Consider the subset Ψ “ tα ` β, αu and the subgroup U_Ψ “

!´_{1 x z}

0 1 0 0 0 1 ¯ : x, z P A^1 ) . Now, let us consider the element h “ n_wu, where

n_w “

~0 0 1 0 ´1 0 1 0 0 ¸ P N^{sph}, and u “

~1 0 1{t 0 1 1{t 0 0 1 ¸ P Upkq^`.

We claim that M_Ψphq is not equal to the product of two fractional ideals. Indeed, it is easy to check that

hU_Ψh^{´1} “ $ & % ¨ ˝ 1 ` z{t ´x{t 1{t ¨ px{t ´ z{tq z{t 1 ´ x{t 1{t ¨ px{t ´ z{tq z ´x 1 ` x{t ´ z{t

˛ ‚: x, z P A^1 , . - . Thus, we deduce that hU_Ψh^{´1} P GpFrtsq if and only if x, z, x{t ´ z{t P tFrts. Set q_α “ q_{α`β} “ tFrts. Then, we have that

M_Ψphq “ � px, zq P q_α ^ q_{α`β} : x ´ z P t^2Frts ( , “ tptx_0, tz_0q P q_α ^ q_{α`β} : x_0 ´ z_0 P tFrtsu .

Now, note that for each tx_0 P q_α, we have that z_0 :“ x_0 satisfies ptx_0, tz_0q P M_Ψphq. Then, we obtain π_αpM_Ψphqq “ q_α. Analogously, we deduce π_{α`β}pM_Ψphqq “ q_{α`β}. But ptpt ` 1q, t^2q P q_α ^ q_{α`β} ∖ M_Ψphq. Thus, the claim follows. 6.1. Lower bound. Lemma 6.4. Let ` P_iptq ˘ 1ďiďr Ă krts be a finite family of polynomials satisfying Pip0q “

0, for all i P �1, r�. Let ` I_i ˘ 1ďiďr be a finite family of non-zero (resp. fractional) A-ideal.

Set M “ ty P k : P_ipyq P I_i, @i P �1, r�u. Then, there exists a non-zero (resp. fractional) A-ideal J of A contained in M.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that every P_i is non-zero. Thus, each polynomial P_iptq can be written as the quotient of a polynomial Q_iptq “ a_{1,i}t ` ¨ ¨ ¨` a_{dpiq,i}t^{dpiq} P Arts by a non-zero element b_i P A ∖ t0u. For each i P �1, r�, we set J_i “ b_iI_i. Then, we get y P M if and only if Q_ipyq P J_i, for all i P �1, r�. In particular, we have that J “ Ş_r i“1 J_i is contained in M. Since A is assumed to an integral domain, J is non-zero as finite intersection of non-zero fractional A-ideals. Thus the result follows. □ Proposition 6.5. For every α P Φ and every h P Gpkq, there exists a non-zero ideal J_αphq of A such that J_αphq Ď M_αphq.

Proof. For 1 ď i, j ď n, denote by π_{i,j} : SL_{n,Z} Ñ A^1_Z the canonical Z-morphism of projection onto the pi, jq-coordinate. Consider the composite Z-morphism:

f^{i,j}_α :“ π_{i,j} ˝ ρ ˝ θ_α : G_{a,Z} Ñ A^1_Z.

It corresponds to a ring morphism ` f^{i,j}_α ˘_˚ : Zrts Ñ Zrts. Let us define Q_{i,j}ptq :“ ` f^{i,j}_α ˘_˚ ptq ´ δ_{i,j} P Zrts. Thus, for any y P k, we have that ρ ˝ θ_αpyq “ I_n` ` Q_{i,j}pyq ˘ 1ďi,jďn P SLnpkq where

Q_{i,j}p0q “ 0 since ρ ˝ θ_αp0q “ I_n. Hence there are matrices ` N_i ˘ 1ďiďd P MnpZq for

d “ maxtdegpQ_{i,j}q, 1 ď i, j ď nu such that

ρ ˝ θ_αpyq “ I_n` dÿ i“1 y^iN_i @y P G_a .

Set U “ ρphq P SL_npkq and V “ U^{´1} “ ρph^{´1}q P SL_npkq. Then

ρph^{´1}θ_αpyqhq “ I_n` dÿ i“1 y^iV N_iU Let ` P_{i,j} ˘ 1ďi,jďn be the family of polynomials in tkrts such that dÿ i“1 y^iV N_iU “ ` P_{i,j}pyq ˘ 1ďi,jďn Applying Lemma 6.4 to the family ` P_{i,j} ˘ 1ďi,jďn and ideals Ii,j “ A, we get an A-ideal

J such that y P J ñ P_{i,j}pyq P A. Thus, by setting J_αphq “ J, we get that ρ ` h^{´1}θ_αpJqh ˘ Ď SL_npkq X M_npAq X ρ ` Gpkq ˘ “ SL_npAq X ρ ` Gpkq ˘ “ ρ ` GpAq ˘ . Since ρ is faithful, we deduce that θ_α ` J_αphq ˘ Ď hGpAqh^{´1} X U_αpkq “ θ_α ` M_αphq ˘ whence the result follows since θ_α is an isomorphism. □

6.2. Upper bound for SL_n and GL_n. Let n P N. In this subsection only, we assume that G “ SL_n or GL_n over Z and we consider its usual matrix realization. Let T Ă G be the maximal k-torus consisting in diagonal matrices. Recall that roots of G with respect to T are the characters χ_{i,j} : T Ñ G_m P ΦpG, Tq given by χ_{i,j}p ¨ ˚ ˝ d_1 . .. d_n

˛ ‹ ‚q “ did^{´1}_j

for i ‰ j. Let B (resp. U) be the closed solvable (resp. unipotent) subgroup scheme of G consisting in upper triangular matrices. Denote by E_{i,j} the matrix with coefficient 1 at position pi, jq and 0 elsewhere. Then the group scheme homomorphism e_{i,j} : G_a Ñ G given by e_{i,j}pxq “ I_n ` xE_{i,j} parametrizes the root group U_{i,j} of G with respect to χ_{i,j}. Recall that, for any ordering of tpi, jq : 1 ď i ă j ď nu, there is an isomorphism of k-varieties:

ϕ : A^{npn´1q2}_k Ñ U_k px_{i,j}q_{1ďiăjďn} Ñ ś 1ďiăjďn ei,j pxi,jq . Lemma 6.6. Assume that G “ GL_n or SL_n. Let A be a Dedekind domain and k be its fraction field. For any h P Gpkq. There are non-zero fractional A-ideals ` J_{i,j}phq ˘ 1ďiăjďn (that does not depend on the ordering of the product) such that ź 1ďiăjďn e_{i,j} px_{i,j}q P hGpAqh^{´1} ñ @1 ď i ă j ď n, x_{i,j} P J_{i,j}phq

Proof. Recall that, in a Dedekind domain, a finite sum and product of non-zero fractional ideals is also a non-zero fractional ideal (c.f. [Lan94, §6]). We use this fact along the proof. In the following, given fractional A-ideals I_{i,j} for 1 ď i, j ď n, we denote by ` I_{i,j} ˘_n

i,j“1 the subset of matrices in Mnpkq whose coefficient at entry pi, jq is contained

in I_{i,j}. Let us write h “ ` h_{i,j} ˘_n i,j“1 and h ´1 “ ` h^1_{i,j} ˘_n

i,j“1 Then, an elementary calculation

shows that hGpAq Ď hM_npAq Ď pI^1_{i,j}q^n_{i,j“1}, where, for any pi, jq, the ideal I^1_{i,j} “ ř_n

ℓ“1 h_{i,ℓ}A is a non-zero fractional A-ideal as finite sum of fractional A-ideals with at least one non-zero since there is ℓ such that h_{i,ℓ} ‰ 0 because h P Gpkq. Thus, an analogous elementary calculation shows that

(9) hGpAqh^{´1} Ď ` I^1_{i,j} ˘_n i,j“1h ´1 Ď ` I_{i,j} ˘_n i,j“1, where, for any pi, jq, the ideal I_{i,j} “ ř_n

ℓ“1ph^1_{ℓ,j} qI^1_{i,ℓ} is a non-zero fractional A-ideal as finite sum of fractional A-ideals with at least one non-zero. Since for i ă j and i^1 ă j^1 we have E_{i,j} E_i1_{,j}1 equals E_{i,j}1 with i ă j^1, if j “ i^1, and 0 otherwise, a straightforward matrix calculation gives that

(10) ź 1ďiăjďn pI_n ` x_{i,j}E_{i,j}q “ I_n` ÿ 1ďiăjďn ´ x_{i,j}` ÿ 2ďsďj´i i“ℓ_0ă¨¨¨ăℓ_s“j ` ε_{ℓ0,...,ℓs} sź t“1 x_{ℓt´1,ℓt} ˘¯ E_{i,j}

where each ε_{ℓ0,...,ℓs} P t0, 1u depends on the ordering of the factors pI_n ` x_{i,j}E_{i,j}q in the product. Hence Inclusion (9) and Equation (10) give that

(11) ź 1ďiăjďn pI_n ` x_{i,j}E_{i,j} q P gGpAqg^{´1} ñ ^ @1 ď i ă j ď n, ´ x_{i,j}` ÿ 2ďsďj´i i“ℓ_0ă¨¨¨ăℓ_s“j ` ε_{ℓ0,...,ℓs} sź t“1 x_{ℓt´1,ℓt} ˘¯ P I_{i,j} ˙ .

We define, by induction on r :“ j ´ i for 1 ď i ă j ď n, fractional A-ideals by J_{i,j} :“ I_{i,j}` ´ ÿ 2ďsďj´i i“ℓ_0ă¨¨¨ăℓ_s“j sź t“1 J_{ℓt´1,ℓt} ¯

By induction on r “ j ´ i, we obtain that J_{i,j} is a non-zero fractional A-ideal as finite sum and product of such fractional A-ideals. With this definition of J_{i,j}, the result then follows from (11). □

6.3. Upper bound: general case.

Lemma 6.7. Let A be a Dedekind domain and let k be its fraction field. Let J be a non-zero fractional A-ideal and P P krts a non-constant monomial. There is a non-zero fractional A-ideal q such that for any x P k P pxq P J ñ x P q.

Proof. Let us write P ptq “ zt^n, where n P N and z P k^˚. Since A is a Dedekind domain, there exist s P N, non-trivial pairwise distinct prime ideals P_i and non-zero integers a_i P Zzt0u, for i P �1, s�, such that we can write J ¨ pzq^{´1} “ P^{a1}_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ P^{as}_s . See [Lan94, Page 20] for details. For each i P �1, s�, set b_i P Z such that ra_i{ns ě b_i.

Let x P k be an element satisfying that P pxq “ zx^n P J. The latter condition is equivalent to:

pzq ¨ pxq^n “ pzx^nq Ď J.

In other words, we get that pxq^n Ď J ¨ pzq^{´1} “ P^{a1}_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ P^{as}_s . Then, let us write pxq “ Q^{c1}_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ Q^{cr}_r , where r P N, ` Q_j ˘ 1ďjďr is a family of pairwise distinct non-trivial prime

ideals of A, and tc_j u^r_{j“1} Ă Z ∖ t0u is a set of non-zero integers. Therefore, we get that:

(12) Q^{nc1}_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ Q^{ncr}_r Ď P^{a1}_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ P^{as}_s .

This implies that tP_1, . . . , P_su Ď tQ_1, . . . , Q_ru and, in particular, that s ď r. See [Lan94, Page 21] for details. Thus, up to exchanging the numbering of these prime ideals, we can assume that, for each i P �1, s�, we have P_i “ Q_i. Moreover, the inclusion (12) implies that, for any i P �1, s�, we have c_i ě a_i{n, whence we deduce c_i ě b_i. In particular, we obtain that x P pxq “ Q^{c1}_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ Q^{cr}_r Ď P^{c1}_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ P^{cs}_s Ď P^{b1}_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ P^{bs}_s .

Thus, the result follows by taking q “ P^{b1}_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ P^{bs}_s which does not depend on x. □

The following proposition generalizes Lemma 6.6 under a suitable assumption on Ψ.

Proposition 6.8. Let A be a Dedekind domain and k be its fraction field. Let Ψ Ă Φ^` be a closed subset of roots satisfying condition (C2) which is a linearly independent family in Vect_RpΦq. Let h P H and let M_Ψphq as defined by equation (6). There are non-zero fractional A-ideals q_{Ψ,α}phq such that ` x_α ˘ αPΨ P M_Ψphq ñ @α P Ψ, x_α P q_{Ψ,α}phq.

Proof. At first we provide a suitable faithful linear representation of G_k which is a closed embedding. Let χ_{ij}, T_n, U_n, E_{ij}, e_{ij} and U_{ij} be defined as in the beginning of §6.2. Recall that, for any ordering of tpi, jq : 1 ď i ă j ď nu, there is an isomorphism of k-varieties: ϕ : A npn´1q 2 k Ñ U_n pz_{i,j}q_{1ďiăjďn} Ñ ś 1ďiăjďn ei,j pzi,j q . Let pB, Tq be a Killing couple of G. By conjugacy over a field of Borel subgroups, there is an element τ_1 P SL_npkq such that τ_1ρ ` B ˘ τ^{´1}_1 Ă T_n [Bor91, 20.9]. Let T_1 be a maximal k-torus of T_n containing the k-torus τ_1ρ ` T ˘ τ^{´1}_1 By conjugacy over a field k of Levi factors [Bor91, 20.5], there is an element τ_2 P U_npkq “ R_upT_nqpkq such that τ_2T_1τ^{´1}_2 Ă D_n. Thus, we deduce a faithful linear representation over k which is a closed embedding:

ρ_1 : G_k Ñ SL_{n,k} g ÞÑ τρpgqτ^{´1} where τ “ τ_2τ_1 P Gpkq so that ρ_1pBq Ă T_n and ρ_1pTq Ă D_n.

Write Ψ “ tα_1, . . . , α_mu for m P N. Since Ψ satisfies (C2) the morphism ψ “ ś_m i“1 θ_{αi} is an isomorphism of k-group schemes ` G_a ˘_m Ñ U_Ψ. This isomorphism For 1 ď i ă j ď n, we can define morphisms f_{i,j} of k-varieties, from A^m_k to A^1_k , by composing: ` G_{a,k} ˘_{m ψ} ÝÑ U_Ψ^{ρ1}ÝÑ U_n^{ϕ´1}ÝÝÑ A^{npn´1q2}_k^{πi,j}ÝÝÑ A^1_k ,

where π_{i,j} is the canonical projection onto the coordinate pi, jq. Let f^˚_{i,j} : krts Ñ krX_1, . . . , X_ms be the k-algebra homomorphism associated to f_{i,j}, and let r_{i,j}pX_1, . . . , X_mq “ f^˚_{i,j}ptq P krX_1, . . . , X_ms. Thus, there are polynomials r_{i,j} P krX_1, . . . , X_ms such that for any px_1, . . . , x_mq P ` G_{a,k} ˘_m , we have that

(13) ρ_1 ˝ ψpx_1, . . . , x_mq “ ź 1ďiăjďn e_{i,j} ` r_{i,j}px_1, . . . , x_mq ˘ . First claim: The r_{i,j} are, in fact, monomials.

For i P �1, m�, since θ_{αi} parametrizes a root group, we have, for any t P T and x_i P G_a , that t ¨ θ_{αi} px_iq ¨ t^{´1} “ θ_α ` α_iptqx_i ˘ .

Applying ρ_1 to these equalities, we get that

@t P T, ρ_1ptq ¨ ρ_1 ˝ ψpx_1, . . . , x_mq ¨ ρ_1ptq^{´1} “ ρ_1 ˝ ψ ` α_1ptqx_1, . . . , α_mptqx_m ˘ . Hence, for the given ordering of positive roots of SL_n, we have on the one hand that for any t P T ź 1ďiăjďn ρ_1ptq ¨ e_{i,j} ` r_{i,j}px_1, . . . , x_mq ˘ ¨ ρ_1ptq^{´1} “ ź 1ďiăjďn e_{i,j} ´ r_{i,j} ` α_1ptqx_1, . . . , α_mptqx_m ˘¯ , and on the other hand, since ρ_1ptq P D_n, that for any t P T ź 1ďiăjďn ρ_1ptq ¨ e_{i,j} ` r_{i,j}px_1, . . . , x_mq ˘ ¨ ρ_1ptq^{´1} “ ź 1ďiăjďn e_{i,j} ´ χ_{i,j} ` ρ_1ptq ˘ r_{i,j} ` x_1, . . . , x_m ˘¯ . Hence, the isomorphism ϕ provides the equalities χ_{i,j} ˝ ρ_1ptq ¨ r_{i,j} px_1, . . . , x_mq “ r_{i,j} ` α_1ptqx_1, . . . , α_mptqx_m ˘ for any 1 ď i ă j ď n, any px_1, . . . , x_mq P ` G_{a,k} ˘_m and any t P T.

Fix 1 ď i ă j ď n. Write the polynomial r_{i,j} “ ÿ ℓ“pℓ_1,...,ℓ_mqPZ^m_{ě0} a_ℓX^{ℓ1}_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ X^{ℓm}_m P krX_1, . . . , X_ms

Then the polynomial identity ÿ ℓPZ^m_{ě0}

χ_{i,j} ˝ ρ_1ptqa_ℓx^{ℓ1}_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ x^{ℓm}_m “ ÿ ℓPZ^m_{ě0}

a_ℓα_1ptq^{ℓ1} ¨ ¨ ¨ α_mptq^{ℓm} x^{ℓ1}_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ x^{ℓm}_m

for any px_1, . . . , x_mq P ` G_{a,k} ˘_m and t P T allows us to identify the coefficients

(14) a_ℓ ¨ χ_{i,j} ˝ ρ_1ptq “ a_ℓ ¨ α_1ptq^{ℓ1} ¨ ¨ ¨ α_mptq^{ℓm}

for any t P T and any ℓ “ pℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_mq P Z^m_{ě0}.

Suppose that a_ℓ ‰ 0. Since equation (14) holds for any t P T and χ_{i,j} ˝ ρ : T Ñ G_{m,k} is a character on T, we deduce the equation in the module of characters X^˚pTq (with additive notation):

χ_{i,j} ˝ ρ_1 “ ℓ_1α_1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ℓ_mα_m Since Ψ is a linearly independent family, the elements ℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_m are uniquely determined. Hence r_{i,j} is a monomial whence the first claim follows.

Second claim: For any ℓ P �1, m�, there is an index pi_ℓ, j_ℓq and a non-constant monomial R_ℓ P krts such that r_{iℓ,jℓ} px_1, . . . , x_mq “ R_ℓpx_ℓq.

Let ℓ P �1, m�. For 1 ď i ă j ď n, define R_{i,j,ℓ}ptq “ r_{i,j} p0, . . . , 0, t, 0, . . . , 0q P krts where the non-zero coefficient is at coordinate ℓ. By the first claim, R_{i,j,ℓ} is a monomial and there is a k-group schemes homomorphism ρ_1 ˝ θ_{αℓ} : G_{a,k} Ñ U_n x ÞÑ ś 1ďiăjďn ei,j ` R_{i,j,ℓ}pxq ˘ deduced from Equation (13). Since it is non-constant by composition of closed embedding, there is an index pi_ℓ, j_ℓq such that R_{iℓ,jℓ,ℓ} is non-constant. But since r_{iℓ,jℓ} P krX_1, . . . , X_ms is a monomial, we deduce that r_{iℓ,jℓ} pX_1, . . . , X_mq “ r_{iℓ,jℓ} p0, . . . , X_ℓ, . . . , 0q “ R_{iℓ,jℓ,ℓ}pX_ℓq, whence the second claim follows.

As a consequence, we deduce from equations (6) and (13) that

px_1, . . . , x_mq P M_Ψphq ñρ_1 ˝ ψpx_1, . . . , x_mq P ρ_1phqρ_1 ` GpAq ˘ ρ_1ph^{´1}q ñ ź 1ďiăjďn e_{i,j} ` r_{i,j}px_1, . . . , x_mq ˘ P ρ_1phqτSL_npAqτ^{´1}ρ_1phq^{´1}

Applying Lemma 6.6 with g “ ρ_1phqτ P SL_npkq, we get that there are non-zero fractional A-ideals ` J_{i,j} ˘ 1ďiăjďn such that

px_1, . . . , x_mq P M_Ψphq ñ r_{i,j}px_1, . . . , x_mq P J_{i,j} .

Applying Lemma 6.7, for each ℓ P �1, m�, to the monomial r_{iℓ,jℓ} given by the second claim and to the non-zero fractional A-ideal J_{iℓ,jℓ} , we deduce that there are non-zero fractional A-ideals ` q_ℓ ˘ 1ďℓďm such that

px_1, . . . , x_mq P M_Ψphq ñ x_ℓ P q_ℓ, @ℓ P �1, m�.

We conclude by setting q_{Ψ,αℓ} phq :“ q_ℓ for 1 ď ℓ ď m. □

7. Image of sector faces in GpAqzX_k

In order to describe the images of sector faces in the quotient space GpAqzX_k, we will consider different foldings via some elements of root groups. 7.1. Specialization of vertices and scalar extension.

Along this section, in order to have enough foldings via unipotent elements, we have to introduce several well-chosen coverings D Ñ C, their associated ring extensions B{A and field extensions ℓ{k, and their associated embeddings of buildings X_k Ñ X_ℓ. In return, it will provide information of the action of GpAq on X_k by considering the action of GpBq over X_ℓ. Thus, we start by introducing the following arithmetical result that we extensively use along this section.

Lemma 7.1. Let C be a smooth projective curve over F and let A be the ring of functions on C that are regular outside tP u. Let e be a positive integer. Then, there exist a finite extension E {F, a smooth projective curve D defined over E, a cover ϕ : D Ñ C, and a unique closed point P^1 of D over P such that:

‚ the ring B of functions on D that are regular outside tP^1u is an extension of A, ‚ the field ℓ “ FracpBq is an extension of k of degree e, which is totally ramified at P and ‚ E is contained in the algebraic closure F̃ of F in k.

Proof. Let π_P P O_P be a local uniformizing parameter. Since k is dense in the completion K “ k_P we can assume that π_P belongs to k. Set ppxq “ x^e ´ π_P . This is an Eisenstein polynomial at P , whence it is irreducible over K, and then also over k. Thus, the rupture field ℓ of ppxq is an extension of k of degree e. Moreover, ℓ is a function field, since it is a finite extension of k (c.f. [Sti09, 3.1.1]). Hence, there exists a finite extension E of F, and a smooth projective curve D defined over E , such that ℓ “ E pDq. Moreover, since k Ď ℓ, there exists a branched covering ϕ : D Ñ C. Recall that, at each point Q of C we have that

e “ rℓ : ks “ ÿ Q^1{Q

epℓ_Q1 {k_Qqfpℓ_Q1 {k_Qq,

where Q^1 is a point over Q, epℓ_Q1 {k_Qq is the local ramification index at Q^1, and fpℓ_Q1 {k_Qq is the local inertia degree at Q^1. This identity shows that there exists a unique point P^1 of D over P , and that ℓ_P 1 is a totally ramified extension of k_P .

Set E “ E pCq. Then, E is a function field satisfying that k Ď E Ď ℓ. Note that rE : ks ď rE : Fs, with the equality whenever k is purely transcendental over F. Since there exists exactly one point P^1 in D over P , we get that there exists precisely one point P^2 of E over P . Moreover, it follows from [Sti09, Theo. 3.6.3, §3.6] that E is an unramified extension of k at each closed point. In particular, this is unramified at P^2 over P . Thus, we have that fpE_P 2 {k_P q “ rE : ks. So, since fpE_P 2 {k_P q divides fpℓ_P 1 {k_P q “ 1, we get that rE : ks “ 1. This implies that E “ k, whence E Ă k. So, since each element of E is algebraic over the ground field F of k, we finally conclude that E Ď F̃.

˝ v

v_0 ‚

¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨

¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨

¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨

¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨

?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ??

?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ??

?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ??

?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ?? ??

Figure 1. Continuous lines represent the walls in the affine building X_k

of Sp_4 over k. Here, dotted lines describe the new walls in the affine

building X_ℓ of Sp_4 over ℓ, for e “ 2. Note that v R Sp_4pkq ¨ v_0, while

v P Sp_4pℓq ¨ v_0.

Now, let B be the integral closure of A in ℓ. Recall that A can be characterized as

the ring of functions of C with a positive valuation at each closed point different from

P . Then B is the ring of functions of D with a positive valuation at each closed point

different from P^1. This implies that B contains only functions that are regular outside

tP^1u. Hence, the result follows. □

Definition 7.2. A point of a building X pG, kq is called a k-center if it is the arithmetic

mean of the vertices of a k-face of X pG, kq as points in a real affine space.

For instance, k-vertices and middle of k-edges are k-centers.

Lemma 7.3. There exists a finite extension ℓ of k, which is totally ramified at P ,

such that all the k-centers (e.g. k-vertices) of X pG, kq are in the same Gpℓq-orbit. In

particular, k-centers are special ℓ-vertices (see Figure 1).

Proof. Because the valuation ν_P is discrete, the set of k-vertices V_{0,k} :“ vertpA_0 , kq forms

a full lattice in the finite dimensional R-vector space A_0 . By construction, N_GpTqpkq is

the stabilizer of A_0 in Gpkq [Lan96, 13.8] and the subgroup Tpkq acts by translations

on A_0 , stabilizes V_{0,k} and the set of these translations forms a sublattice Λ_{0,k} of V_{0,k}

[Lan96, 1.3,1.4]. Moreover, for any k-face F with d_F vertices, the k-center of F is

contained in^1_{dF} V_{0,k} as arithmetic mean of d_F points. Let V_{1,k} Ď^1_N V_{0,k} be the lattice

spanned by the k-centers of the k-faces of A_0 , where N is the least common multiple

of the d_F . We observe that Λ_{0,k} is a cocompact sublattice of V_{1,k}. Thus, there is a

positive integer e P N such that V_{1,k} becomes a sublattice of^1_e Λ_{0,k}. Let D be a curve

defined over a finite extension E {F, as in Lemma 7.1, and let B{A be the corresponding

ring extension. Let ℓ “ FracpBq be the fraction field of B. Since there exists a unique

closed point P^1 of D over P , we get that there exists a unique discrete valuation ν_P 1 on ℓ

extending ν_P on k. Moreover, since the local ramification index is epℓ_P 1 {k_P q “ e, we have

that ν_P 1 pℓ^^q “^1_e ν_P pk^^q. Considering the canonical embedding X pG, kq ãÑ X pG, ℓq as

defined in § 3.4, we claim that the k-centers of X pG, kq are in a single Gpℓq-orbit in

X pG, ℓq. Indeed, Gpkq acts transitively on the set of k-apartments and any k-vertex

is contained in some k-apartment by definition. Since Gpkq is a subgroup of Gpℓq, it

suffices to prove it for k-centers of the standard k-apartment A_{0,k} . By construction of the

Bruhat-Tits building and the action of Gpℓq on it, the group Tpℓq acts by translations

on the standard ℓ-apartment A_{0,ℓ} and the set of translations is precisely Λ_{0,ℓ} “^1_e Λ_{0,k}

[BT84, 5.1.22]. Thus, all k-centers of the image of A_{0,k} in A_{0,ℓ} are in the same Tpℓq-orbit,

whence all k-centers of the image of X pG, kq in X pG, ℓq are in the same Gpℓq-orbit. □

7.2. Stabilizers of “far enough” points.

Lemma 7.4. Let Φ be a root system with basis Δ and let Θ Ă Δ. Let Ψ Ď Φ^`_Θ be a subset of positive roots.

(1) For any family of fixed real numbers pn_αq_{αPΨ} and any w_0 P A_0 , there exists a subsector face Qpw_1, D^Θ_0 q Ă Qpw_0, D^Θ_0 q, such that αpvq :“ xv, αy ą n_α, for any point v P Qpw_1, D^Θ_0 q and any α P Ψ.

(2) Moreover, if w_0 is a special vertex, for any such w_1 P Qpw_0, D^Θ_0 q, there is a special vertex w_2 P Qpw_1, D^Θ_0 q such that cl ` Qpw_2, D^Θ_0 q ˘ Ă Qpw_1, D^Θ_0 q.

Recall that, for a subset Ω of an apartment A , clpΩq denotes the enclosure of Ω as defined in §3.4.

Proof. (1) We know that for any α P Φ^` there are non-negative integers tb_{α,β} u_{βPΔ} such that α “ ř βPΔ b_{α,β}β. For α P Ψ Ď Φ^`_Θ, we define a positive integer

c_α :“ ÿ βPΔ∖Θ b_{α,β} ‰0 b_{α,β} ě 1.

For β P Δ, we define

m_β “ max " n_α ´ xw_0, αy c_α : α P Ψ and b_{α,β} ą 0 * . Then, for β P Δ ∖ Θ, set n^˚_β ą maxpm_β , 0q and, for β P Θ, set n^˚_β “ 0. Since Δ is a basis of V^˚, there exists a unique v^˚ P Θ^K Ď V such that xv^˚, βy “ n^˚_β, for any β P Δ. Note that v^˚ P D^Θ_0 by definition. Consider w_1 “ w_0 ` v^˚ P Qpw_0, D^Θ_0 q. For any α P Ψ Ď Φ^`_Θ, for any point v P Qpw_1, D^Θ_0 q, since v ´ w_1 P D^Θ_0 , we have that xv ´ w_1, αy ą 0. Thus

xv, αy ą xw_1, αy “ xw_0, αy` ÿ βPΔ b_{α,β}xv^˚, βy “ xw_0, αy` ÿ βPΔ∖Θ b_{α,β} ‰0 b_{α,β}n^˚_β.

Since n^˚_β ą^{nα´xw0,αy}_{cα} for any β P Δ ∖ Θ such that b_{α,β} ‰ 0, we therefore have that

xv, αy ą xw_0, αy` ÿ βPΔ∖Θ b_{α,β} ‰0 b_{α,β} ^ n_α ´ xw_0, αy c_α ˙ “ n_α.

(2) Without loss of generalities, assume that the walls of A_0 are the kernels of the affine roots α ` k for α P Φ and k P Z. Assume that w_0 is a special vertex and let w_1 be any point such that xw_1, αy ě n_α, @α P Ψ. Applying the above construction with the family pxw_1, αyq_{αPΦ}`_Θ and considering that the numbers n^˚_β satisfying n^˚_β ą maxpm_β, 0q are non-negative integers for β P Θ, it provides a vector v^˚_2 such that xv^˚_2 , βy “ n^˚_β, for any β P Δ. Set w_2 “ w_0 ` v^˚_2 so that xα, w_2y ą xα, w_1y, for any α P Φ^`_Θ. We have that xw_0, βy P Z, for every β P Φ, by definition of a special vertex. Hence, for any α “ ř βPΔ b_{α,β}β P Φ^`, we have that xw_2, αy “ ř βPΔ b_{α,β} ` xw_0, βy ` n^˚_β ˘ P Z. Thus, w_2 P Qpw_1, D^Θ_0 q also is a special vertex. Hence, the closure of Qpw_2, D^Θ_0 q is enclosed, whence any point v P cl ` Qpw_2, D^Θ_0 ˘ satisfies xv, βy ě xw_2, βy ą xw_1, βy, for any β P Φ^`_Θ.

Thus v P Qpw_1, D^Θ_0 q. □

Lemma 7.5. Let Φ be a root system with basis Δ and let Θ Ď Δ. Let Qpx, D^Θ_0 q be a sector face of A_0 with an arbitrary tip x P A_0 . There exists a finite subset Ω of cl ` Qpx, D^Θ_0 q ˘ consisting of special vertices such that any special vertex of cl ` Qpx, D^Θ_0 q ˘ belongs to cl ` Qpω, D^Θ_0 q ˘ “ Qpω, D^Θ_0 q, for some ω P Ω.

Proof. Let pϖ_αq_{αPΔ} be the basis of fundamental coweight associated to the basis Δ. In this basis, the set of special vertices in A_0 is the lattice Λ “ À αPΔ Zϖ_α and, from the definition given in §3.5.2, the vector face D^Θ_0 can be written as D^Θ_0 “ �ř αPΔ∖Θ xαϖα, @α P Δ ∖ Θ, xα ą 0 ( .^{10} Denote by Λ^1 :“ Λ X cl ` Qpx, D^Θ_0 q ˘ the set of special vertices of the enclosure of Qpx, D^Θ_0 q. Note that cl ` Qpω, D^Θ_0 q ˘ Ă cl ` Qpx, D^Θ_0 q ˘ for any ω P Λ^1. Consider the subset Ω of special vertices of cl ` Qpx, D^Θ_0 q ˘ that are not contained in any enclosed sector face directed by D^Θ_0 whose tip is a special vertex of cl ` Qpx, D^Θ_0 q ˘ , in which they are not the tip, in other words:

Ω :“ � ω P Λ^1, @ω^1 P Λ^1 ∖ tωu, ω R Qpω^1, D^Θ_0 q ( . First claim: For any ω^1 P Λ^1, there exists ω P Ω such that ω^1 P Qpω, D^Θ_0 q. We can define a sequence ω^1_m such that ω^1_0 :“ ω^1 and ω^1_m P Qpω^1_{m`1}, D^Θ_0 q. Indeed, for any ω^1_m P Λ^1, we have either ω^1_{m`1} :“ ω^1_m P Ω or there exists ω^1_{m`1} P Λ^1 such that ω^1_{m`1} P Λ^1 ∖ tω^1_mu and ω^1_m P Qpω^1_{m`1}, D^Θ_0 q. Therefore, this defines a sequence pω^1_mq_m by induction. For any α P Δ, we have that αpω^1_{m`1}q ď αpω^1_mq since ω^1_m P Qpω^1_{m`1}, D^Θ_0 q. Each coordinate is lower bounded by αpω^1_mq ě αpxq ´ 1 since ω^1_m P cl ` Qpx, D^Θ_0 q ˘ , whence it is eventually constant since αpω^1_mq P Z. Since Δ is finite, the sequence ω^1_m also is eventually constant, whence eventually belongs to Ω by construction. Hence, for any ω^1_0 P Λ^1, there is m P N such that ω^1_0 P Qpω^1_m, D^Θ_0 q and ω :“ ω^1_m P Ω.

Second claim: Ω is finite.

Suppose by contradiction that Ω is infinite and let pω_nq_{nPN} be a sequence of pairwise distinct special vertices in Ω.

For any α P Θ, we have that αpxq ´ 1 ď αpω_nq ď αpxq ` 1, whence αpω_nq can take finitely many values. Hence, there exists an extraction φ_0 such that ` ω_{φ0pnq} ˘ n is constant in the coordinate α, for every α P Θ.

Let Δ ∖ Θ “ tα_1, . . . , α_mu. For any 1 ď i ď m, we have that @n P N, α_ipω_nq ě αpxq ´ 1 since ω_n P cl ` Qpx, D^Θ_0 q ˘ . One can extract recursively non-decreasing subsequences. Hence, there are extractions φ_1, . . . , φ_m such that for any 1 ď i ď m the sequence α_i ` ω_{φ0˝¨¨¨˝φmpnq} ˘ is non-decreasing. Hence, by definition, we have that @n P N, ω_{φ0˝¨¨¨˝φmpnq} P Q ` ω_{φ0˝¨¨¨˝φmp0q}, D^Θ_0 ˘ , which contradicts ω_{φ0˝¨¨¨˝φmp1q} P Ω since the elements of this sequence are assumed to be pairwise distinct. Whence the claim follows. □

The first main result of this section claims that, “far enough”, for the action of GpAq on X_k, the stabilizer of a point coincides with the stabilizer of a sector face.

Proposition 7.6. Let x be any point of X_k, and let Qpx, Dq be a k-sector face of X_k. There exists a subsector face Qpy_1, Dq Ď Qpx, Dq such that for any point v P Qpy_1, Dq:

(15) Stab_{GpAq}pvq “ Fix_{GpAq} ` Qpv, Dq ˘ . Proof. If D “ 0, there is nothing to prove. Thus, we assume in the following that D ‰ 0. We consider a finite ramified extension ℓ{k as given by Lemma 7.3 and we denote by L the completion of ℓ with respect to ω_P .

We firstly assume that x is a k-vertex. Let v_0 be the standard vertex in X pG, Lq so that x P Gpℓq ¨ v_0. Then, it follows from Lemma 4.6 that there exists τ P Gpℓq such that τ ¨ Qpx, Dq “ Qpv_0, D^Θ_0 q Ă A_0 for some standard vector face D^Θ_0 with Θ Ĺ Δ. For any point z P Qpx, Dq, extending the notation in the standard apartment of [BT72, 7.4.4], we denote by pP_z :“ Stab_{GpLq}pzq the stabilizer of z and by pP_{z`D} :“ Fix_{GpLq} ` Qpz, Dq ˘ the pointwise stabilizers of the subsector face Qpz, Dq for the action of GpLq on X pG, Lq.

We want to show that

(16) Dy_1 P Qpx, Dq, @z P Qpy_1, Dq, pP_z X GpAq “ pP_{z`D} X GpAq.

10Note that we focus on special vertices. According to [Bou81, Chap.VI,§2.2, Cor. of Prop. 5], the

lattice of (non necessarily special) vertices would be à αPΔ Z^{ϖα}_{nα} where the highest root of Φ is ÿ αPΔ nαα with nα some positive integers.

Up to translating by τ, statement (16) is equivalent to show that

(17) Dw_0 P Qpv_0, D^Θ_0 q, @w P Qpw_0, D^Θ_0 q, pP_w X τGpAqτ^{´1} “ pP_{w`D}Θ_0 X τGpAqτ^{´1}.

For any w P Qpv_0, D^Θ_0 q Ă A_0 and any z P Qpw, D^Θ_0 q, z ‰ w, we denote by rw, zq the half-line with origin w and direction z ´ w and, for z “ w, we denote rw, zq “ twu by convention. We denote by pP_{rw,zq} the pointwise stabilizer in GpLq of rw, zq. We have that Qpw, D^Θ_0 q “ Ť zPQpw,D^Θ_0 qrw, zq, whence

pP_{w`DΘ0} “ č zPQpw,D^0_Θq pP_{rw,zq}

according to [BT72, 7.1.11]. Because pP_{w`D} Ă pP_w, we are reduced to prove that

(18) Dw_0 P Qpv_0, D^Θ_0 q, @w P Qpw_0, D^Θ_0 q, @z P Qpw, D^Θ_0 q, pP_w X τGpAqτ^{´1} Ď pP_{rw,zq} X τGpAqτ^{´1}.

Now, using a building embedding, we show that it is enough to verify Identity (18) in the context where G “ SL_n and Θ ‰ Δ. Indeed, let τ_0 “ ρpτq P ρpGpℓqq. The GpLqequivariant immersion j : X_L ãÑ X pSL_n, Lq introduced in §3.7 sends the standard vertex v_0 P vertpA_0 q onto the standard vertex v^1_0 P X pSL_n, Lq and embeds the closure Qpv_0, D_0q of the standard sector chamber of X_L into the closure Qpv^1_0, D^1_0q of the standard sector chamber of X pSL_n, Lq. Denote by Φ^1 the canonical root system of SL_n and by Δ^1 the canonical basis of Φ^1. Since jpv_0q “ v^1_0 and j ` Qpv_0, D^Θ_0 q ˘ Ď j ` Qpv_0, D_0q ˘ Ď Qpv^1_0, D^1_0q, the enclosure of j ` Qpv_0, D_0q ˘ is a closed sector face of Qpv^1_0, D^1_0q. In other words, there is a subset of simple roots Θ^1 Ď Δ^1 such that cl ´ j ` Qpv_0, D^Θ_0 q ˘¯ “ Qpv^1_0, D^{Θ1}_0 q. More

precisely, Θ^1 “ ! α P Δ^1, α ´ j ` Qpv_0, D^Θ_0 q ˘¯ “ t0u ) . Assume that Identity (18) holds for B, SL_n, τ_0 and Θ^1, that is

(19) Dw^1_0 P Qpv^1_0, D^{Θ1}_0 q, @w^1 P Qpw^1_0, D^{Θ1}_0 q, @z^1 P Qpw^1, D^{Θ1}_0 q, pP_{w1} X τ_0SL_npBqτ^{´1}_0 Ď pP_{rw1,z1q} X τ_0SL_npBqτ^{´1}_0 .

We claim that the intersection j ` Qpv_0, D^Θ_0 q ˘ XQpw^1_0, D^{Θ1}_0 q is nonempty. Indeed, recall that the standard vertex v^1_0 satisfies αpv^1_0q “ 0, @α P Φ^1, so that j ` Qpv_0, D^Θ_0 q ˘ is seen as a non-empty convex cone with tip v^1_0 “ 0 in A^1_0 – R^{n´1} . By definition of Θ^1, for any α P Δ^1 ∖ Θ^1, there exists δ_α P j ` Qpv_0, D^Θ_0 q ˘ such that αpδ_αq ą 0. Since δ_α P Qpv^1_0, D^{Θ1}_0 q, we also have that βpδ_αq ě 0 for any β P Δ^1 ∖ Θ^1, and βpδ_αq “ 0 for any β P Θ^1. Let δ “ ř αPΘ^1 δα. Then, αpδq ą 0, for all α P Δ

1 ∖ Θ^1 and αpδq “ 0, for all α P Θ^1. Hence, there exists t P R such that αptδq ě αpw^1_0q, for all α P Δ^1 ∖ Θ^1 and αptδq “ 0, for all α P Θ^1. Thus tδ P Qpw^1_0, D^{Θ1}_0 q by definition. Moreover, tδ P j ` Qpv_0, D^Θ_0 q ˘ as positive linear combination of such elements in a convex cone. Hence there exists w_0 P Qpv_0, D^Θ_0 q such that jpw_0q “ tδ P Qpw^1_0, D^{Θ1}_0 q. Whence the claim follows.

Thus, for any w P Qpw_0, D^Θ_0 q and any z P Qpw, D^Θ_0 q, we have that jpwq P j ` Qpw_0, D^Θ_0 q ˘ Ď Q ` jpw_0q, D^{Θ1}_0 ˘ Ď Qpw^1_0, D^{Θ1}_0 q, and jpzq P j ` Qpw, D^Θ_0 q ˘ Ď Q ` jpwq, D^{Θ1}_0 ˘ . Moreover, jprw, zqq “ rjpwq, jpzqq whence pP_{jpwq} X τ_0SL_npBqτ^{´1}_0 Ď pP_{jprw,zqq} X τ_0SL_npBqτ^{´1}_0 .

Thus, if we intersect the previous inclusion with τ_0ρpGpAqqτ^{´1}_0 we obtain pP_{jpwq} X ρpτGpAqτ^{´1}q “ pP_{jprw,zqq} X ρpτGpAqτ^{´1}q.

Since the immersion j : X_L ãÑ X pSL_n, Lq is GpLq-equivariant, we have that pP_{jpwq} X ρpGpLqq “ ρp pP_wq and pP_{jprw,zqq} X ρpGpLqq “ ρp pP_{rw,zq}q. We conclude that pP_w X τGpAqτ ´1 Ď pP_{rw,zq} X τGpAqτ ´1. Thus, Identity (19) implies Identity (18). In particular, we are reduced to prove (19).

By abuse of notation, let us denote by ν the valuation map on L induced by P^1. We assume that we are in the situation with G “ SL_n and any Θ^1 Ď Δ^1 Ă Φ^1. Let w^1 P Qpv^1_0, D^{Θ1}_0 q be any point. The stabilizer in GpLq of the point w^1 P A_0 is, with the notation^{11} of [BT72, 10.2.8]: (20) pP_w1 “ � g “ pg_{ij} q^n_{i,j“1} P SL_npLq : νpg_{ij} q ` pa_j ´ a_iqpw^1q ě 0, 1 ď i, j ď n ( , where pa_iq_{1ďiďn} is the canonical basis of R^n seen as linear forms on A_0 » R^{n´1} so that Φ^1 “ tα_{ij} :“ a_j ´ a_i, 1 ď i, j ď n and i ‰ ju and Δ^1 “ tα_{i i`1}, 1 ď i ď n ´ 1u. Let z^1 P Qpw^1, D^{Θ1}_0 q and g “ pg_{ij} q^n_{i,j“1} P pP_{rw}1_{,z}1_q. Denote by δ :“ z^1 ´ w^1 the direction of the half-line rw^1, z^1q. We have δ P D^{Θ1}_0 so that $ & % αpδq ě 0 for α P Φ^{1`}_Θ1 , αpδq “ 0 for α P Φ^{10}_Θ1 , αpδq ď 0 for α P Φ^{1´}_Θ1 .

For any t P R_{ě0} , consider z^1_t “ w^1 ` tδ P rw^1, z^1q. Because g P pP_{rw}1_{,z}1_q Ă pP_z1_t , we have, by Equality (20), that:

νpg_{ij} q ě pa_i ´ a_jqpw^1q ` tpa_i ´ a_jqpδq, @1 ď i, j ď n, i ‰ j, @t P R_{ě0} For 1 ď i, j ď n, i ‰ j, we deduce that: " g_{ij} “ 0 if pa_j ´ a_iqpδq ă 0, νpg_{ij} q ě pa_i ´ a_j qpw^1q if pa_j ´ a_iqpδq ě 0.

Conversely, Equality (20) immediately gives that any such g “ pg_{ij} q satisfies g P pP_z1_t for all t ě 0, whence g P pP_{rw}1_{,z}1_q. Hence we get that: (21)

pP_{rw1,z1q} “ " pg_{ij} q^n_{i,j“1} P SL_npLq :

g_{ij} “ 0, if pa_j ´ a_iqpδq ă 0 νpg_{ij} q ` pa_j ´ a_iqpw^1q ě 0, if pa_j ´ a_iqpδq ě 0 * . Now, let I “ pI_{ij}q_{1ďi,jďn} be a family of proper fractional B-ideals. We denote by M_npIq the A-module of matrices whose pi, jq-coefficient is I_{ij}, for any i, j P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nu. Then, we have that the group τ_0SL_npAqτ^{´1}_0 Ď τ_0SL_npBqτ^{´1}_0 is contained in M_npIq, for some family of fractional ideals I. In particular, the set

Π :“ � νpg_{ij} q : g_{ij} ‰ 0 and g “ pg_{ij} q^n_{i,j“1} P τ_0SL_npAqτ^{´1}_0 ( Ď ď 1ďi,jďn ν ` I_{ij} ∖ t0u ˘ Ă 1 N Z is upper bounded since so are each ν ` I_{i,j} ∖ t0u ˘ . Since Π is an upper bounded set, it follows from Lemma 7.4(1) that there exists w^1_0 P Qpv^1_0, D^{Θ1}_0 q such that for any α “ α_{ij} P Φ^{1´}_Θ1 we have maxpΠq ` α_{ij} pw^1_0q ă 0. Thus, for any g P pP_w1 X τ_0SL_npAqτ^{´1}_0 such that g_{ij} ‰ 0, we have νpg_{ij} q ` α_{ij} pw^1_0q ă 0. Hence

@w^1 P Qpw^1_0, D^{Θ1}_0 q, νpg_{ij} q ` α_{ij} pw^1q ă α_{ij} pw^1q ´ α_{ij} pw^1_0q ď 0

because α_{ij} P Φ^{1´}_Θ1 and w^1 ´ w^1_0 P D^{Θ1}_0 . Thus, Equality (20) implies that g_{ij} “ 0 for any point w^1 P Qpw^1_0, D^{Θ1}_0 q, any negative root α_{ij} “ a_j ´ a_i P Φ^{1´}_Θ1 , and any g P pP_w1 X τ_0SL_npAqτ^{´1}_0 . Hence, Equality (21) gives that any such g satisfies g P pP_{rw}1_{,z}1_q for any z^1 P Qpw^1, D^{Θ1}_0 q. Therefore, we conclude that Statement (19) holds. Hence,

11We are in the case with E “ t0u and δpgq “ 0 because g P SL_n has determinant 1.

Statement (16) holds when x is a k-vertex.

Secondly, assume that x is a special ℓ-vertex. Applying the previous situation replacing ℓ{k by some extension ℓ^1{ℓ given by Lemma 7.1, we deduce that there exists a subsector Qpy_1, Dq such that for any point v P Qpy_1, Dq, we have that

Stab_{GpBq}pvq “ Fix_{GpBq} ` Qpv, Dq ˘ . Hence, the proposition remains true for special ℓ-vertices by intersecting the previous equality with GpAq, which is a subgroup of GpBq.

Finally, assume that x P X pG, kq is any point. Let A be a k-apartment containing the sector face Qpx, Dq and note that the enclosure cl_k ` Qpx, Dq ˘ is contained in A by definition. By Lemma 7.5, there is a finite subset Ω of special ℓ-vertices such that any special ℓ-vertex and, in particular, any k-center, of cl_k ` Qpx, Dq ˘ is contained in some Qpω, Dq for ω P Ω.

For any point z P A , we denote by z_c the k-center of the k-face containing z. Because the k-centers span a maximal rank lattice of A , hence cocompact, there is a positive real number η_1 such that @z P A , dpz, z_cq ď η_1. Because Ω is finite, there is a positive real number η_2 such that @ω P Ω, dpx, ωq ă η_2. Let V “ VectpDq be the R-vector subspace of A spanned by D. Let C^1 be the closed ball centered at 0 of radius η_1 ` η_2 in V . For ω P Ω, denote by y^1_ω the y_1 given by Statement (16) applied to Qpω, Dq. By construction of V , there is a subsector face Qpy_ω, Dq Ď Qpy^1_ω, Dq such that Qpy_ω, Dq` C^1 Ď Qpy^1_ω, Dq. Denote by x_ω :“ x ` y_ω ´ ω. Then x_ω ´ x “ y_ω ´ ω P D because y_ω P Qpy^1_ω, Dq Ď Qpω, Dq. Hence x_ω P Qpx, Dq. Thus, there is a point y_1 P Qpx, Dq such that Qpy_1, Dq Ď Ş ωPΩ Qpx_ω, Dq as finite intersection of subsector faces of Qpx, Dq.

Let z P Qpy_1, Dq. The group P_z stabilizes the k-face of z. Hence, it fixes the k-center z_c of the face containing z, whence pP_z Ď pP_{zc} . Let ω P Ω be such that z_c P Qpω, Dq. Let y :“ y_ω `z´x_ω. Then y P Qpy_ω, Dq since z´y_1 P D and y_1 ´x_ω P D. Moreover, we have z_c ´y “ pz_c ´ωq`pω´y_ωq`py_ω ´yq P V and z_c ´y “ z_c ´y_ω `x_ω ´z “ pz_c ´zq`px´ωq, so that dpz_c, yq ď dpz_c, zq ` dpx, ωq ď η_1 ` η_2. Thus z_c ´ y P C^1 and y P Qpy_ω, Dq provides z_c P y ` C^1 Ď Qpy_ω, Dq ` C^1 Ď Qpy^1_ω, Dq. Thus, by (16) with z_c P Qpy^1_ω, Dq, we have that pP_{zc} X GpAq “ pP_{Qpzc,Dq} X GpAq. Hence pP_z X GpAq fixes z Y Qpz_c, Dq so that it fixes the closed convex hull of z Y Qpz_c, Dq which contains Qpz, Dq. Therefore, pP_z X GpAq Ď pP_{z`D} X GpAq. Whence the result follows. □

7.3. Foldings along a subsector face. Let J be a non-zero fractional A-ideal. See it as a line bundle, associated to a divisor D_J , on the affine curve SpecpAq “ C ∖ tP u. We write degpJq “ degpD_J q. Normalize ν_P so that ν_P pk^^q “ Z and let π P O_P be a uniformizer. Let m P Z_{ě0}. Define Jrms as the vector bundle Lp´D_J ` mP q associated to the divisor ´D_J ` mP . Equivalently, Jrms :“ tx P J : ν_P pxq ě ´mu “ J X π^{´m}O. This set is always a finite dimensional F-vector space (c.f. [Sti09, §1, Prop. 1.4.9]). We denote by g the genus of C and by d the degree of P . Then, by the Riemann-Roch Theorem (c.f. [Sti09, §1, Thm. 1.5.17]) the finite-dimensional vector space Jrms satisfies

dim_F pJrmsq “ degp´D_J ` mP q ` 1 ´ g, whenever degp´D_J ` mP q ě 2g ´ 1. Hence, since

degp´D_J ` mP q “ ´ degpJq ` m degpP q,

we finally get, (22) dim_F pJ X π^{´m}Oq “ ´ degpJq ` md ` 1 ´ g, whenever md ě degpJq ` 2g ´ 1.

Notation 7.7. Let x P X_k be a point. Let Φ_x “ Φ_{x,k} be the sub-root system of Φ associated to x as defined in §3.4. We define the star of x in X_k as the subcomplex X_kpxq of X_k whose faces F are the k-faces of X_k containing x in their closure:

X_kpxq “ � F is a k-face of X_k, x P F ( .

By abuse of notation, we also denote by X_kpxq the set of points z P X_k such that there is a k-face F P X_k such that z P F . The complex X_kpxq is a spherical building of type Φ_x whose the set of its chambers is R_kpxq :“ � C is a k-alcove of X_k, x P C ( , and the set of its apartments is

A_kpxq “ tA X X_kpxq, A is a k-apartment of X_ku .

See [BT84, 4.6.33], we give details of these facts in the proof of Proposition 7.10. If F is a k-face and x P F is a generic point, we define X_kpF q “ X_kpxq and R_kpF q “ R_kpxq.

Definition 7.8. Let A be a k-apartment containing x and V be a vector space so that x ` V is an affine subspace of A . We define the star directed by V of x by: X_kpx, V q “ � z P X_kpxq, DA^1 k-apartment, A^1 Ě z Y px ` V q ( . Note that, if V “ 0, then X_kpx, V q “ X_kpxq; and that, if x ` V “ A , then X_kpx, V q “ X_kpxq X A . We denote by

R_kpx, V q “ R_kpxq X X_kpx, V q and by A_kpx, V q “ � A^1 X X_kpx, V q, A^1 is a k-apartment containing x ` V ( .

The star directed by V of x is not a classical definition coming from Bruhat-Tits theory. We introduce it since it appears to be useful in the following.

In the following, we will focus on the case where V is the vector subspace of an apartment spanned by the direction of some sector face. Roughly speaking, X_kpx, V^Θ_0 q will be the subset of the spherical building X_kpxq obtained by folding the standard apartment with respect to its affine subspace px`Θ^Kq for some Θ Ă Δ. Hence X_kpx, V^Θ_0 q becomes a spherical building of type Φ^0_Θ X Φ_x, with Weyl group contained in W_Θ.

Lemma 7.9. Let Φ be a root system and let Δ be a basis of Φ and denote by Φ^` the positive roots. Let Φ^1 be a sub-root system of Φ and let Δ^1 be the basis of Φ^1 such that the positive roots associated to Δ^1 in Φ^1 are Φ^` X Φ^1. For any Θ Ă Δ, there is a unique Θ^1 Ă Δ^1 such that Φ^1 X Φ^0_Θ “ pΦ^1q^0_Θ1 . Moreover Θ^1 is a basis of this sub-root system.

Proof. Let Θ^1 “ Δ^1 X Φ^0_Θ. By construction pΦ^1q^0_Θ1 is a root system with basis Θ^1. For β P Φ^1 X Φ^`, write β “ ř αPΔ n_αpβqα “ ř α^1PΔ^1 n 1 α^1 pβqα

1 where the n_αpβq and n^1_α1 pβq are non-negative integers uniquely determined by the bases Δ and Δ^1. For α^1 P Δ^1, if @α P Δ ∖ Θ, n_αpα^1q “ 0, then α^1 P Φ^0_Θ X Δ^1 “ Θ^1.

If β P pΦ^1q^0_Θ1 , then β P VectpΘ^1q Ă VectpΘq since Θ^1 Ă Φ^0_Θ. Thus β P Φ^1 X Φ^0_Θ. If β P pΦ^`XΦ^1q∖pΦ^1q^0_Θ1 , then there exists α^1 P Δ^1∖Θ^1 such that n^1_α1 pγq ą 0. Since α^1 P Δ^1∖Θ^1, there is α P Δ∖Θ such that n_αpα^1q ą 0. Thus n_αpβq “ ř α^1PΔ^1 n 1 α^1 pβqnαpα 1q ą 0.

Hence β R Φ^0_Θ. Replacing β by ´β, which changes all the signs, we get that the same holds for β P pΦ^´ X Φ^1q ∖ pΦ^1q^0_Θ1 . Hence Φ^1 X Φ^0_Θ “ pΦ^1q^0_Θ1 . □

By definition, the group Gpkq acts transitively on the set of k-apartments of X_k. Thus, in order to describe X_kpx, V q, we can assume without loss of generalities that x ` V is an affine subspace of the standard apartment A_0 . Because the star of a point is a spherical building, we get, using the corresponding BN-pair, the following description of the star of a point directed by an affine subspace of some apartment.

Proposition 7.10. Let Δ Ă Φ be a basis and x P A_0 .

(1) X_kpxq together with the collection of apartments A_kpxq is a spherical building of type Φ_x on which the group U_xpkq acts strongly transitively;

(2) for any Θ Ď Δ, the set X_kpx, V^Θ_0 q together with the collection of apartment A_kpx, V^Θ_0 q is naturally equipped with a spherical building structure of type Φ^0_Θ X Φ_x (which is a root system by Lemma 7.9) on which the group U_{x`V} Θ_0 pkq acts strongly transitively;

Note that (1) is the particular case of (2) where Θ “ Δ.

Proof. Using [BT72, 6.4.23], one can define^{12} subgroups P_x and P^˚_x of GpKq that satisfies the following properties:

‚ P^˚_x fixes X_kpxq;

‚ for any α P Φ, we have P_x Ą U_{α,x}pKq;

‚ the quotient group G_x “ P_x{P^˚_x admits a root group datum ` T_x, pU_αq_{αPΦx} ˘ of type Φ_x;

‚ by construction, G_x is generated by the U_α.

Denote by μ : P_x Ñ G_x the canonical projection. By construction, U_α “ μ pU_{α,x}pKqq for any α P Φ_x. By definition of U_{α,x}pKq, of P^˚_x and by the writing in [BT72, 6.4.9], we have that: (23) μ ` U_{α,x}pKq ˘ – θ_α ` tx P K, ν_P pxq ě ´αpxqu ˘ {θ_α ` tx P K, ν_P pxq ą ´αpxqu ˘ In particular, μ pU_{α,x}pKqq is trivial for any α P Φ ∖ Φ_x. The existence of the root group datum of type Φ_x of G_x induces a spherical building structure on the star X_kpxq of x together with a strongly transitive action of G_x on this building. Its apartments are the intersection of K-apartments of X_K with X_kpxq (see [BT84, 4.6.35]). Because K is the completion of k and the both have same residue field, we deduce from (23) and isomorphism θ_α : G_a Ñ U_α that μ ` U_{α,x}pKq ˘ “ μ ` U_{α,x}pkq ˘ for any α P Φ. Hence A_kpxq is, in fact, the set of apartments of X_kpxq since G_x acts transitively on it and is generated by the μ ` U_{α,x}pkq ˘ . Since G_x acts strongly transitively on X_kpxq, we deduce that P_x acts strongly transitively on the spherical building X_kpxq via μ. Since U_xpkq is, by definition, generated by the U_{α,x}pkq for α P Φ, the group U_xpkq acts strongly transitively on X_kpxq via μ.

Let A_x :“ A_0 X X_kpxq P A_kpxq, and let Ω_{x,Θ} :“ cl ` x ` V^Θ_0 ˘ X X_kpxq Ă A_x. Denote by G_{x,Θ} “ μ ` U_{x`V} Θ_0 pKq ˘ Ă G_x and by N_{x,Θ} “ μ ` NpKq X U_{x`V} Θ_0 pKq ˘ , so that N_{x,Θ} “ N_x XG_{x,Θ} is the setwise stabilizer in N_x of Ω_{x,Θ}. Indeed, U_{x`V} Θ_0 pKq pointwise stabilizes x ` V^Θ_0 in X_K [Lan96, 9.3], whence it setwise stabilizes its enclosure and, N_x setwise stabilizes X_kpxq.

By definition, if α P Φ^0_Θ, then U_{α,x`V} Θ_0 pKq “ U_{α,x}pKq; and U_{α,x`V} Θ_0 pKq is trivial otherwise. Whence by [BT72, 6.4.9], we have

U_{x`V} Θ_0 pKq “ ¨ ˝ ź αPΦ^0_ΘXΦ^` U_{α,x}pKq ˛ ‚ ¨ ˝ ź αPΦ^0_ΘXΦ^´ U_{α,x}pKq ˛ ‚N_{x`V Θ0}

where N_{x`V} Θ_0 “ NpKq X U_{x`V} Θ_0 pKq according to [Lan96, 8.9(iv)]. Hence the group

G_{x,Θ} admits a generating root group datum ´ T_x, ` U_α ˘ αPΦ_xXΦ^0_Θ ¯ inducing the BN-pair ` B_{x,Θ}, N_{x,Θ} ˘ of type Φ^0_Θ X Φ_x where B_{x,Θ} “ T_x¨ ´ś αPΦ^0_ΘXΦ^`_x U α ¯ for any ordering on the product [Rou09, Prop. 10.5].

According to [Lan96, 9.7(i)], the group U_{x`V} Θ_0 pKq acts transitively on the set of Kapartments of X_K containing x ` V^Θ_0 . Hence, since the group G_{x,Θ} “ μ ` U_{x`V} Θ_0 pKq ˘ is generated by the U_α “ μ ` U_{α,x}pkq ˘ for α P Φ^0_Θ X Φ_x, it acts transitively on the set A_kpx, V^Θ_0 q of intersections of a k-apartment containing x ` V^Θ_0 with X_kpxq. Hence, the action of G_x on X_kpxq induces an action of the group G_{x,Θ} on the subset X_kpx, V^Θ_0 q.

12Precisely, we take f “ f_x, we take X ˚ “ X to be the pointwise stabilizer of X_kpxq in TpKq, so

that the group Px “ X ¨ UxpKq and P^˚_x correspond respectively to X ¨ U_f and X^˚ ¨ U^˚_f and f^˚ “ fΩ_w .

The set of points of X_kpx, V^Θ_0 q fixed by T_x “ B_{x,Θ} X N_{x,Θ} is

tz P X_kpx, V^Θ_0 q, @t P T_x, t ¨ z “ zu “ A_x X X_kpx, V^Θ_0 q “ A_x.

Since A_x is the apartment of the spherical building X_kpxq corresponding to T_x “ B_x X N_x, we know that the pointwise stabilizer of A_x in G_x is T_x. Hence, the pointwise stabilizer of A_x in G_{x,Θ} is T_x.

Let C_{x,Θ} be the set of points in X_kpx, V^Θ_0 q fixed by B_{x,Θ}. Then C_{x,Θ} Ă A_x since it is fixed by T_x. For any α P Φ^0_Θ X Φ^`_x , the root group U_α fixes exactly an half-apartment of A_x that we denote by D_{α,x} “ tz P A_x, ´αpzq ě ´αpxqu. Hence

(24) C_{x,Θ} “ č αPΦ^0_ΘXΦ^`_x

D_{α,x} “ tz P A_x, @α P Φ^0_Θ X Φ^`_x , ´αpzq ě ´αpxqu.

Let g P G_{x,Θ} be a element pointwise stabilizing C_{x,Θ}. Then, there exists g̃ P U_{Cx,Θ} pKq such that g “ μpg̃q. Write it g̃ “ nu^´u^` with n P NpKq X U_{Cx,Θ} pKq, u^´ P ś αPΦ^0_ΘXΦ^´_x Uα,Cx,Θ pKq and u ` P ś αPΦ^0_ΘXΦ^`_x Uα,Cx,Θ pKq. Then, by definition, μ ` U_{α,Cx,Θ} pKq ˘ is trivial, for any α P Φ^0_Θ X Φ^´_x . Thus μpu^´q is trivial and μpu^`q P B_{x,Θ} fixes C_{x,Θ}. Hence μpnq P N_{x,Θ} fixes C_{x,Θ} which is the Weyl chamber of A_x with respect to the Weyl group N_{x,Θ}{T_x, whence μpnq P T_x. Hence B_{x,Θ} is the pointwise stabilizer in G_{x,Θ} of C_{x,Θ}.

As a consequence, the BN-pair ` B_{x,Θ}, N_{x,Θ} ˘ induces a spherical building structure of type Φ^0_Θ X Φ_x on X_kpx, V^Θ_0 q whose the set of apartments is A_kpx, V^Θ_0 q “ G_{x,Θ} ¨ A_x and the set of chambers is G_{x,Θ} ¨ C_{x,Θ}. Since G_{x,Θ} is generated by the U_α “ μ ` U_{α,x`V} Θ_0 pkq ˘ and U_{x`V} Θ_0 pkq is generated by the U_{α,x`V} Θ_0 pkq, we get the result via μ. □

Proposition 7.11. Let x P X_k be any point. Let A be a k-apartment containing x and V be the vector space spanned by some vector face D of A so that x ` V is the affine subspace of A spanned by the sector face Qpx, Dq. Then, the star X_kpx, V q directed by V of x is naturally equipped with a structure of spherical building and the intersection of its chambers is Ωpx, V q :“ clpx ` V q X X_kpxq.

Moreover, for any k-apartment A^1 containing Ωpx, V q and any vector space V^1 spanned by some vector face D^1 such that x ` V^1 is the affine subspace of A^1 spanned by Qpx, D^1q such that px ` V^1q X X_kpxq “ px ` V q X X_kpxq, the spherical buildings X_kpx, V q and X_kpx, V^1q are the same.

Proof. Because Gpkq acts transitively on the set of k-apartments of X_k by definition, we can assume without loss of generalities that A “ A_0 . By definition, every apartment containing x ` V contains its enclosure. Because the Weyl group induces a subgroup of Npkq Ă Gpkq, we can assume without loss of generalities that V “ V^Θ_0 for some Θ Ă Δ.

We keep the notation introduced in the proof of Proposition 7.10. Since, by the writing (24), C_{x,Θ} is the intersection with A_x of some half-apartments D_{α,x} that contain x`V^Θ_0 , we get that C_{x,Θ} Ą clpx`V^Θ_0 qXA_x. For any g P G_{x,Θ}, since g fixes px`V^Θ_0 qXA_x, we get that g¨C_{x,Θ} also contains clpx`V^Θ_0 qXA_x. Thus the intersection of these chambers contains clpx ` V^Θ_0 q X A_x.

Conversely, the intersection of the chambers g ¨ C_{x,Θ}, for g P G_{x,Θ}, is contained in the intersection of the n ¨ C_{x,Θ}, for n P N_{x,Θ}, which is tz P A_x, @α P Φ^0_Θ X Φ_x, ´αpzq “ ´αpxqu as intersection of the Weyl chambers of A_x, which is precisely clpx ` V^Θ_0 q X A_x thanks to a straightforward calculation.

According to [BT72, 6.4.9] again, one can write

U_{Ωpx,V} Θ_{0 q}pKq “ ~ ź αPΦ^`

U_{Ωpx,V} Θ_{0 q}pKq ¸~ ź αPΦ^´

U_{Ωpx,V} Θ_{0 q}pKq ¸ N_{Ωpx,V} Θ_{0 q} where N_{Ωpx,V} Θ_{0 q} “ NpKq X U_{Ωpx,V} Θ_{0 q}pKq. Observe that, by definition, μ ` N_{Ωpx,V} Θ_{0 q} ˘ “ μ ` N_{x`V} Θ_0 ˘ “ N_{x`V} Θ_0 is the stabilizer in N_x of Ωpx, V^Θ_0 q. For any α P Φ, if α R Φ_x X Φ^Θ_0 , we have that μ ` U_{α,Ωpx,V} Θ_{0 q}pKq ˘ is trivial and, if α P Φ_x X Φ^Θ_0 , we have μ ` U_{α,Ωpx,V} Θ_{0 q}pKq ˘ “ U_α. Hence μ ` U_{Ωpx,V} Θ_{0 q}pKq ˘ “ μ ` U_{x`V} Θ_0 pKq ˘ “ G_{x,Θ}.

As a consequence, for any k-apartment A^1 containing Ωpx, V^Θ_0 q and any vector space V^1 so that x ` V^1 is an affine subspace of A^1 such that px ` V^1q X X_kpxq “ px ` V^Θ_0 q X X_kpxq, we have that Ωpx, V^Θ_0 q “ Ωpx, V^1q and, therefore, X_kpx, V^Θ_0 q “ G_{x,Θ} ¨ A_x “ μ ` U_{Ωpx,V} Θ_{0 q}pKq ˘ ¨ A_x “ X_kpx, V^1q. □

Notation 7.12. Given a k-sector face Qpv, Dq with tip v and direction D of the building X_k, we denote by Cpv, Dq the maximal k-face of the enclosure of the germ at v of the k-sector face Qpv, Dq.

Proposition 7.13. Let Qpx, Dq be any k-sector face of X_k. There exists a subsector face Qpy_2, Dq Ď Qpx, Dq and a k-apartment A containing Qpy_2, Dq such that for any point v P Qpy_2, Dq:

(1) the stabilizer of v in GpAq fixes Qpv, Dq;

(2) if V is the vector space such that v ` V is the affine subspace spanned by Qpv, Dq in A , then the Stab_{GpAq}pvq-orbits of elements in X_kpv, V q cover X_kpvq;

(3) for any face F P X_kpvq, if for any g P Stab_{GpAq}pvq, we have g ¨ F “ F , then R_k ` Cpv, Dq ˘ X R_kpF q ‰ H Moreover, there is h P H such that h ¨ Qpy_2, Dq Ă h ¨ A “ A_0 .

Proof. According to Proposition 7.6, it suffices to find a subsector face of Qpy_1, Dq satisfying statements (2) and (3). In order to provide it, we extend the ideas of Soulé, exposed in [Sou79, 1.2], to our context. Using Lemma 4.4, we consider n P N^{sph}, Θ Ď Δ and u P U^`pkq such that u ¨ D “ n ¨ D^Θ_0 . We denote by h “ n^{´1}u P H where H is defined as in Formula (5). Let A “ h^{´1} ¨ A_0 “ u^{´1} ¨ A_0 . Then, there is a subsector Qpy^1, Dq of Qpy_1, Dq such that Qpy^1, Dq Ă A and h ¨ Qpy^1, Dq Ă A_0 . Let V^Θ_0 “ VectpD^Θ_0 q Ď A_0 and let V “ h^{´1} ¨ V^Θ_0 so that y^1 ` V is the affine subspace of A spanned by Qpy^1, Dq. Let v P Qpy^1, Dq and set w “ h ¨ v P A_0 . Then X_kpwq “ h ¨ X_kpvq and X_kpw, V^Θ_0 q “ h ¨ X_kpv, V q. Hence

Stab_{GpAq}pvq ¨ X_kpv, V q “ X_kpvq, is equivalent to ` hGpAqh^{´1} X Stab_{GpKq}pwq ˘ ¨ X_kpw, V^Θ_0 q “ X_kpwq.

Thus, we are reduced to work inside the standard apartment A_0 in which it suffices to prove that for any h P H, any Θ Ă Δ and any w_0 P A_0 , there exists a subsector face Qpy^1_2, D^Θ_0 q Ď Qpw_0, D^Θ_0 q such that

(25) ` hGpAqh^{´1} X Stab_{GpKq}pwq ˘ ¨ X_kpw, V^Θ_0 q “ X_kpwq,

for any point w P Qpy^1_2, D_0q.

For any root α P Φ, we fix a non-zero A-ideal J_αphq Ď M_αphq given by Proposition 6.5.

It follows from Lemma 7.4(1) that there exists a subsector Qpy^1_2, D^Θ_0 q of Qpw_0, D^Θ_0 q such that for any w P Qpy^1_2, D^Θ_0 q and any α P Φ^`_Θ, we have ` αpwq ´ 1 ˘ d ě deg ` J_αphq ˘ ` 2g ´ 1,

and then, we deduce from the Riemann-Roch identity (22) that the equality:

(26) dim_F ` J_αphq X π^{´m}O ˘ “ m degpP q ´ deg ` J_αphq ˘ ` 1 ´ g,

holds for any m P N such that m ě αpwq ´ 1.

Consider any point w of Qpy^1_2, D^Θ_0 q and denote by A_w “ A_0 X X_kpwq. By definition of buildings, for any point z P X_kpwq, there is a k-apartment A_z of X_k containing both z and the k-face Cpw, D^Θ_0 q. According to [Lan96, 9.7(i)], we know that U_{Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q}pKq acts transitively on the set of K-apartments of X_K containing Cpw, D^Θ_0 q. Hence, there is an element g P U_{Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q}pKq such that g ¨ A_z “ A_0 . Since g ¨ w “ w and z P X_kpwq, we also have that g ¨ z P g ¨ X_kpwq “ X_kpwq. Hence g ¨ z P A_w.

According to [BT72, 6.4.9], one can write

U_{Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q}pKq “ N_{Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q} ~ ź αPΦ^´

U_{α,Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q}pKq ¸~ ź αPΦ^`

U_{α,Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q}pKq ¸ , for any ordering on each of both products of root groups, where N_{Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q} “ NpKq X U_{Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q}pKq is the subgroup of element of NpKq pointwise stabilizing Cpw, D^Θ_0 q according to [Lan96, 8.9(iv)]. In particular, decomposing Φ^` “ pΦ^0_Θ X Φ^`q \ Φ^`_Θ, one can write g “ ng_´g_0g_` with

n PN_{Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q}, g_´ P ~ ź αPΦ^´

U_{α,Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q}pKq ¸ ,

g_0 P ¨ ˝ ź αPΦ^0_ΘXΦ^`

U_{α,Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q}pKq ˛ ‚, g_` P ¨ ˝ ź αPΦ^`_Θ

U_{α,Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q}pKq ˛ ‚.

Let μ : U_wpKq Ñ G_w be the quotient morphism defined as in proof of Proposition 7.10. Because NpKq stabilizes A_0 , we have that n P N_{Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q} stabilizes A_0 XX_kpwq,

whence μpnq ¨ A_w “ A_w. For α P Φ^´_Θ, the group μ ´ U_{α,Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q}pKq ¯ is trivial, whence

μpg_´q P ´ś αPΦ^0_ΘXΦ^´ U α ¯ . For α P Φ ∖ Φ_w, the group μ ` U_{α,Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q}pKq ˘ is trivial,

whence μpnq, μpg_0q, μpg_`q P G_{w,Θ} with the notation of the proof of Proposition 7.10. Thus g_` ¨ z “ μpg_`q ¨ z P G_{w,Θ} ¨ A_w “ X_kpw, V^Θ_0 q.

Thus, in order to deduce Equality (25), it suffices to prove that any such g_` satisfies μpg_`q P μ ` hGpAqh^{´1} X Stab_{GpKq}pwq ˘ . In particular, because μ ` U_{α,Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q}pKq ˘ is trivial whenever α P Φ ∖ Φ_w, it suffices to prove that: (27) μ pU_{α,w}pKqq “ U_α Ď μ ` hGpAqh^{´1} X U_wpKq ˘ @α P Φ_w X Φ^`_Θ.

Let α P Φ_w X Φ^`_Θ. By definition of Φ_w, we have that npα, wq :“ αpwq P Γ^1_α where Γ^1_α is the set of values associated to α. Because G is split, we have Γ^1_α “ Z with the usual normalization ν_P pk^^q “ Z. Thus, it follows from the isomorphism θ_α : G_a^»Ñ U_α, the definitions of U_{α,w}pKq, of Φ_w and of μ that μ ` U_{α,w}pKq ˘ “ θ_α ` π^{´npw,αq}O ˘ {θ_α ` π^{´npw,αq`1}O ˘ – U_αpFpP qq,

where FpP q is the residue field of K and π is a uniformizer. Note that since h P Gpkq, we have that

hGpAqh^{´1} X U_{α,w}pKq “ hGpAqh^{´1} X U_αpkq X U_{α,w}pKq “ θ_α ´ M_αphq X π^{´npw,αq}O ¯ . Hence, since M_αphq Ě J_αphq and U_wpKq Ě U_{α,w}pKq, we have μ ´ hGpAqh^{´1} X U_wpKq ¯ Ě μ ^ θ_α ´ J_αphq X π^{´npw,αq}O ¯˙ . But μ ^ θ_α ´ J_αphq X π^{´npw,αq}O ¯˙ Ě θ_α ´ J_αphq X π^{´npw,αq}O ¯ {θ_α ´ J_αphq X π^{´npw,αq`1}O ¯ . The latter is equal to θ_α ´ π^{´npw,αq}O ¯ {θ_α ´ π^{´npw,αq`1}O ¯ if and only if we have

(28) dim_F ´ pJ_αphq X π^{´npw,αq}Oq{pJ_αphq X π^{´npw,αq`1}Oq ¯ “ degpP q.

Applying Equality (26) to m “ npw, αq and to m “ npw, αq´1, we deduce Equality (28). Hence, we deduce Equality (27) for any α P Φ_w X Φ^`_Θ and this concludes the proof of statement ((2)).

Consider the BN-pair pB_w, N_wq introduced in the proof of Proposition 7.10 and denote by C^f_w P R_kpwq the standard chamber of the spherical building X_kpwq associated to this BN-pair.

Let C P R_kpw, V^Θ_0 q and note that C^f_w P R_kpw, V^Θ_0 q. In the spherical building X_kpw, V^Θ_0 q, the k-chambers C and C^f_w of X_k are contained, as subsets, in some chambers of the spherical building X_kpw, V^Θ_0 q. Hence there is an apartment of this spherical building containing both C and C^f_w. Thus, by definition of the set of apartments A_kpw, V^Θ_0 q of the building X_kpw, V^Θ_0 q, there is a k-apartment A containing C, C^f_w and w ` V^Θ_0 .

Because the apartment A_0 contains C^f_w and w`V^Θ_0 , by [Lan96, 13.7(i)], there exists an element g P U_Cf_{w Ypw`V Θ0 q}pKq such that g ¨ A “ A_0 . Hence g ¨ C P A_0 X R_kpwq “ N_w ¨ C^f_w.

Moreover g stabilizes C^f_w whence, by uniqueness of the writings of B_w “ ś αPΦ^`_w U α ¨ T w

and [BT72, 6.4.9(iii)] μ ´ U_{w`V} Θ_0 pKq ¯ “ ¨ ˝ ź αPΦ^Θ_0 XΦ^`_w U_α ˛ ‚ ¨ ˝ ź αPΦ^Θ_0 XΦ^´_w U_α ˛ ‚μ ´ U_{w`V} Θ_0 pKq X NpKq ¯ , we get

μpgq P B_w X μ ´ U_{w`V} Θ_0 pKq ¯ Ď ¨ ˝ ź αPΦ^0_ΘXΦ^`_w U_α ˛ ‚¨ T_w.

Thus, we have that

(29) R_kpw, V^0_Θq “ ¨ ˝ ź αPΦ^0_ΘXΦ^`_w U_α ˛ ‚N_w ¨ C^f_w.

Analogously, using the same arguments, we get that μ ´ U_{Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q}pKq ¯ acts transitively on R_k ` Cpw, V^0_Θq ˘ , whence we also have that

(30) R_k ` Cpw, D^Θ_0 q ˘ “ ¨ ˝ ź αPΦ^0_ΘXΦ^`_w U_α ˛ ‚N_{Cpw,DΘ0 q} ¨ C^f_w,

where N_{Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q} denotes the subgroup of N_w preserving Cpw, D^Θ_0 q.

Suppose that F P X_kpw, V^Θ_0 q is a k-face such that R_kpF q X R_k ` Cpw, D^Θ_0 q ˘ “ H.

According to Equation (29), there is u P ś αPΦ^0_ΘXΦ^`_w U α such that u ¨ F Ă Aw. By

Equation (30), we also have that u ¨ R_k ` Cpw, D^Θ_0 q ˘ “ R_k ` Cpw, D^Θ_0 q ˘ . Thus R_kpu ¨ F q X R_k ` Cpw, D^Θ_0 q ˘ “ u¨ ´ R_kpF q X R_k ` Cpw, D^Θ_0 q ˘¯ “ H. In particular, the convex sets of

chambers A_0 X R_k ` Cpw, D^Θ_0 q ˘ and A_0 X R_k ` u ¨ F ˘ of the apartment A_w “ A_0 X X_kpwq does not intersect. Hence, in the spherical building X_kpwq of type Φ_w, there is a wall associated to some root β P Φ^`_w separating those sets.

We claim that β R Φ^0_Θ. Indeed, if β were in Φ^0_Θ, then the reflection with respect to β of the Weyl group N_w{T_w would fix w ` V^Θ_0 Ą Cpw, D^Θ_0 q. Thus, there would be an element n_β P N_{Cpw,D}Θ_{0 q} lifting s_β. We would have two chambers n_β ¨ C^f_w and C^f_w both in R_k ` Cpw, D^Θ_0 q ˘ and separated by the wall with respect to β, which is a contradiction with the definition of β. Thus β P Φ^`_w ∖ Φ^0_Θ “ Φ^`_Θ X Φ_w.

In the affine apartment A_0 , the wall with respect to β containing w is the affine subspace tz P A_0 , βpzq “ βpwqu. Because βpC^f_wq ą βpwq, we have that βpCq ă βpwq for any C P R_kpu¨F qXA_0 . Hence βpu¨F q ă βpwq by the same argument as before. Thus, there exists u_β P U_β “ μ ` U_{w,β}pKq ˘ that does not fix u¨F . Indeed, the set of points fixed by any element of U_{w,β}pKq with valuation ´βpwq is exactly tz P A_0 , βpzq ě βpwqu for β P Φ_w [BT72, 7.4.5].

Thus, we have shown that there exists a root β P Φ^`_Θ X Φ_w, an element u_β P U_β and an element u P ś αPΦ^0_ΘXΦ^`_w U α such that uβ u ¨ F ‰ u ¨ F . For any α P Φ 0 Θ X Φ^`_w , the root group U_α normalizes the group ś γPΦ^`_ΘXΦ_w U γ (by axioms of a root group datum

[BT72, 6.1.1(DR2)]). Hence u^{´1}u_β u P ś γPΦ^`_ΘXΦ_w U γ . But since U γ Ă μ ` U_γ pKq X Stab_{GpAq}pwq ˘ for any γ P Φ^`_Θ X Φ_w according to (27), we deduce that there is g P Stab_{GpAq}pwq such that μpgq “ u^{´1}u_βu. Hence g¨F “ u^{´1}u_β u¨F ‰ F . Thus Stab_{GpAq}pwq does not stabilizes F .

As a consequence, if F is stabilized by Stab_{GpAq}pwq, we get that F Ă X_kpw, V^Θ_0 q by (2) and, in that case, we have shown that R_kpF q X R_k ` Cpw, D^Θ_0 q ˘ ‰ H. Whence the result of (3) follows. □

Corollary 7.14. Let Θ Ă Δ. Let Qpx, Dq be a k-sector face such that D P Gpkq ¨ D^Θ_0 . Let y_2 as in Proposition 7.13 and let z P Qpy_2, Dq be an point. Recall that X_kpzq is a spherical building of type Φ_z (see Proposition 7.10). Let Δ_z be the basis of Φ_z induced by Δ and let Θ_z Ă Δ_z so that Φ_z X Φ^0_Θ “ pΦ_zq^0_{Θz} (see Lemma 7.9). Consider the action of Stab_{GpAq}pzq on the set of faces of X_kpzq. Then the set of faces setwise stabilized by this action (i.e. F such that g ¨ F “ F @g P Stab_{GpAq}pzq) contains a unique face of type Θ_z, which is Cpz, Dq.

Proof. According to Proposition 7.13(1), the subset Qpz, Dq X X_kpzq is fixed by Stab_{GpAq}pzq, whence cl ` Qpz, Dq ˘ X X_kpzq is setwise stabilized by Stab_{GpAq}pzq. Thus the maximal k-face Cpz, Dq of cl ` Qpz, Dq ˘ X X_kpzq is setwise stabilized, which is of type Θ_z by construction.

Let F be a k-face contained in X_kpzq which is setwise stabilized by Stab_{GpAq}pzq. According to Proposition 7.13(3), there is a k-chamber C P R_k ` Cpz, Dq ˘ such that F is a k-face of C. Suppose that F is of type Θ_z. Thus inside the spherical building X_kpzq of type Φ_z, since Cpz, Dq is a k-face of C of type Θ_z, we get that F “ Cpz, Dq, by uniqueness of a face with given type of a chamber. Hence F “ Cpz, Dq is the unique face of X_kpzq of type Θ_z which is stabilized by Stab_{GpAq}pzq. □

Corollary 7.15. Let Q “ Qpx, Dq and Q^1 “ Qpx^1, D^1q be two k-sector faces in X_k such that D, D^1 P Gpkq ¨ D^Θ_0 , for some Θ Ă Δ. Let Qpy_2, Dq Ď Qpx, Dq and Qpy^1_2, Dq Ď Qpx^1, D^1q be the subsectors given by Proposition 7.13. For any two points z P Qpy_2, Dq Ď Q, z^1 P Qpy^1_2, D^1q Ď Q^1, and any g P GpAq:

g ¨ z “ z^1 ñ g ¨ Cpz, Dq “ Cpz^1, D^1q.

Proof. Let z P Qpy_2, Dq, z^1 P Qpy^1_2, D^1q and g P GpAq be such that g ¨ z “ z^1. By definition, we have that g ¨ X_kpzq “ X_kpz^1q whence the spherical buildings X_kpzq and X_kpz^1q have the same type Φ_z “ Φ_z1 . Then, according to Corollary 7.14, the k-face Cpz, Dq (resp. Cpz^1, D^1q) is the unique face of type Θ_z stabilized by the group Stab_{GpAq}pzq (resp. Stab_{GpAq}pz^1q), in the spherical building X_kpzq (resp. X_kpz^1q). Thus, g ¨ Cpz, Dq “ Cpz^1, g ¨ Dq is a k-face which is a face of g ¨ X_kpzq “ X_kpz^1q. It is of type Θ_z “ Θ_z1 , by Lemma 7.9, since g ¨ D P Gpkq ¨ D^Θ_0 and Φ_z “ Φ_z1 . This face g ¨ Cpz, Dq is stabilized by the group g Stab_{GpAq}pzqg^{´1} “ Stab_{GpAq}pz^1q whence, by uniqueness, we get that g ¨ Cpz, Dq “ Cpz^1, D^1q. □

Notation 7.16. For any Θ Ă Δ, denote by Sec^Θ_k the set of k-sector faces whose the direction D belongs to Gpkq ¨ D^Θ_0 . We denote by sp-Sec^Θ_k the k-sector faces in Sec^Θ_k whose the tip is a special vertex.

For instance, Sec^Δ_k is the set of points and sp-Sec^Δ_k is the set of special k-vertices. The set of rational sector chambers is Sec^H_k “ SecpX_kq.

We now recursively apply Corollary 7.15 in order to prove that, inside a small enough

subsector face of a given k-sector face Qpx, Dq, if any two vertices are in the same GpAq-

orbit, the action of a certain element of GpAq onto the subsector stabilizes its visual

boundary. More precisely,

Proposition 7.17. For any Θ Ă Δ, there exists a map t_Θ : sp-Sec^Θ_k Ñ sp-Sec^Δ_k

such that for any sector faces Qpx, Dq, Qpx^1, D^1q P Sec^Θ_k whose tips x, x^1 are special

vertices, the two subsector faces Q ` y_3, Dq Ď Qpx, Dq and Qpy^1_3, D^1q Ď Qpx^1, D^1q with

y_3 “ t_Θ ` Qpx, Dq ˘ and y^1_3 “ t_Θ ` Qpx^1, D^1q ˘ satisfy that, for any v P Qpy_3, Dq, any

w P Qpy^1_3, D^1q and any g P GpAq:

w “ g ¨ v ñ D^1 “ g ¨ D.

In fact, one can omit the “special vertices” assumption making a use of ramified

extensions. See Corollary 7.24 for a more general statement.

Proof. Given a k-sector face Qpx, Dq, there exists a point y_2px, Dq P X_k such that Q ` y_2px, Dq, D ˘ Ď Qpx, Dq satisfies the conditions of Proposition 7.13. According

to Lemma 7.4(2), whenever x is special, there exists a special vertex y_3px, Dq P Q ` y_2px, Dq, D ˘ such that cl_k ´ Q ` y_3px, Dq, D ˘¯ Ă Q ` y_2px, Dq, D ˘ Ď Qpx, Dq. Hence,

we can define a special k-vertex by t_Θ ` Qpx, Dq ˘ :“ y_3px, Dq P X_kpDq. This defines a

map t_Θ : sp-Sec^Θ_k Ñ sp-Sec^Δ_k .

Consider Qpx, Dq and Qpx^1, D^1q P sp-Sec^Θ_k and denote by y_3 :“ t_Θ ` Qpx, Dq ˘ and by

y^1_3 :“ t_Θ ` Qpx^1, D^1q ˘ . We introduce some notation for this proof. Let A be an apartment

of X_k that contains Qpy_3, Dq and let T_1 be the maximal k-torus of G_k :“ Gbk associated

to A . Denote by Φ_1 “ ΦpG_k, T_1q the root system of G_k associated to T_1. There is a

vector chamber rD so that D is a face of rD and a basis Δ_1 “ Δp rDq of Φ_1 associated to rD. Denote by Φ^`_1 the subset of positive roots of Φ_1 associated to Δ_1. Let Θ_D Ă Δ_1 the

subset of simple roots associated to D, i.e.

D “ tx P A : @α P Δ_1 ∖ Θ_D, αpxq ą 0 and @α P Θ_D, αpxq “ 0 u.

As in section 3.5.2, introduce Φ^0_D “ tα P Φ : α P Vect_RpΘ_Dqu, Φ^`_D “ Φ^`_1 ∖ Φ^0_D and

Φ^´_D “ Φ^´_1 ∖ Φ^0_D so that Φ_1 “ Φ^`_D \ Φ^0_D \ Φ^´_D. We identify the roots of Φ_1 with linear

forms on A so that, for all v P Qpy_3, Dq, we have:

(31) Qpv, Dq “ tz P A : @α P Δ_1 ∖ Θ_D, αpzq ě αpvq and @α P Θ_D, αpzq “ αpvqu.

If D “ D^1 “ 0 (i.e. Θ “ Δ), there is nothing to prove. Thus, in the following, we assume

that D ‰ 0, i.e. Θ_D ‰ Δ_1.

For any point v P Qpy_3, Dq, we define recursively subsets Ω_npv, Dq by:

‚ Ω_0pv, Dq :“ tvu and Ω_1pv, Dq :“ cl ` Cpv, Dq ˘ ; ‚ Ω_{n`1}pv, Dq :“ ď wPΩ_npv,Dq cl ` Cpw, Dq ˘ . The sequence ` Ω_npv, Dq ˘ nPN is increasing and we set Ω_8pv, Dq :“ Ť nPN Ω_npv, Dq. We

divide the proof in five steps, where the first two steps study the subsets Ω_8pv, Dq.

First claim: For every point v P cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ , we have cl ` Cpv, Dq ˘ Ă cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ . Let v P cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ be an arbitrary point. By definition 7.12, cl ` Cpv, Dq ˘ is the

enclosure of the germ at v of the k-sector face Qpv, Dq. This enclosure is contained in

the enclosure of the germ at v of Qpy_3, Dq, which is contained in cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ . Thus, cl ` Cpv, Dq ˘ is contained in cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ , whence the claim follows.

Second claim: For the enclosure of Ω_8pv, Dq, we have the inclusions Qpv, Dq Ď cl ` Qpv, Dq ˘ Ď cl ` Ω_8pv, Dq ˘ Ď cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ . We start by proving the last inclusion. By induction, we prove that Ω_npv, Dq Ă cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ . Indeed, Ω_0pv, Dq “ tvu Ă Qpy_3, Dq Ď cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ by definition. More-

over, if Ω_npv, Dq Ă cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ , then for every w P Ω_npv, Dq, we have by first claim that cl ` Cpw, Dq ˘ Ă cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ . Therefore Ω_{n`1}pv, Dq Ă cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ . Thus Ω_8pv, Dq “ Ť nPN Ω_npv, Dq Ď cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ . Hence, we get cl ` Ω_8pv, Dq ˘ Ď cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ . In order to prove that cl ` Qpv, Dq ˘ Ď cl ` Ω_8pv, Dq ˘ , we consider the quantity

ε “ min_{αPΦ`} D ^ inf w_0Pvert

`_{cl} `_{Qpv,Dq}˘˘ ´ sup tαpwq ´ αpw_0q, w P Cpw_0, Dqu ¯˙ . Since any k-face Cpw_0, Dq is a bounded open subset of A we have that ε ă 8. Moreover, since A contains a finite number of k-faces up to isomorphism inf w_0Pvert

`_{cl} `_{Qpv,Dq}˘˘ ´ sup tαpwq ´ αpw_0q, w P Cpw_0, Dqu ¯ ą 0,

whence ε ą 0 by finiteness of Φ^`_D. We prove by induction that

(32) @n P N, @α P Φ^`_D, Dw P vert ` cl ` Ω_npv, Dq ˘˘ , αpwq ´ αpvq ě nε For n “ 0, it is obvious. Induction step: Let α P Φ^`_D and n P N. Assume that Dw P vert ` Ω_{n´1}pv, Dq ˘ , αpwq ´ αpvq ě pn ´ 1qε. Since cl ` Cpw, Dq ˘ “ Cpw, Dq is a polytope in an Euclidean space, the supremum sup � αpw^1q ´ αpwq, w^1 P Cpw, Dq ( “ max � αpw^1q ´ αpwq, w^1 P cl ` Cpw, Dq ˘( is a maximum reached at some vertex w_α P cl ` Cpw, Dq ˘ . Since w P vert ` Ω_{n´1}pv, Dq ˘ , we have by definition that w_α P Ω_npv, Dq. By definition of ε, we get that αpw_αq´αpwq ě ε. Thus

αpw_αq ´ αpvq “ αpw_αq ´ αpwq ` αpwq ´ αpvq ě ε ` pn ´ 1qε “ nε.

It concludes the induction and proves property (32).

For α P Φ_1 and λ P R, denote by Dpα, λq “ tw P A , αpwq ě λu the half-space of A with boundary in the hyperplane Hpα, λq “ kerpα ´ λq. For α P Φ^´_D, the property (32) applied to ´α P Φ^`_D gives that @n P N, Dw P Ω_8pv, Dq, αpwq ď αpvq ´ nε Thus, there is no half-apartment of the form Dpα, λq, with α P Φ^´_D, which contains Ω_8pv, Dq. For α P Φ^0_D Y Φ^`_D, we prove that, if Dpα, λq contains Ω_8pv, Dq, then Dpα, λq contains Qpv, Dq. Indeed, since v P Ω_8pv, Dq, if Dpα, λq contains Ω_8pv, Dq, then αpvq ě λ. Moreover, since α P Φ^0_D Y Φ^`_D, it follows from Equation (31) that αpzq ě αpvq, for all z P Qpv, Dq, with equality for all z exactly when α P Φ^0_D. Hence, we get αpzq ě αpvq ě λ, whence we deduce that Dpα, λq contains Qpv, Dq. Thus, by definition of the enclosure, we conclude that cl ` Ω_8pvq ˘ Ě cl ` Qpv, Dq ˘ . This proves the second claim.

Third claim: The visual boundary of cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ equals B_8Qpy_3, Dq “ B_8D.

Recall that visual equivalence on geodesical rays is introduced in 3.6. Obviously, B_8 cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ Ě B_8Qpy_3, Dq.

Conversely, by definition Qpy_3, Dq “ Ş αPΦ^0_D Hpα, λαq X Ş αPΦ^`_D Dpα, λαq, where λα “

αpy_3q P R. Then, by definition of the enclosure, we obtain that cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ “ č αPΦ^0_D YΦ^`_D Dpα, b_αq where b_α “ maxtμ P Γ_α, μ ď λ_αu (with Γ_α “ Z since G is split). Let r be a geodesical ray in cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ , which is contained in some k-apartment. For any point w P r and any α P Φ^0_D, we have that b_α ď αpwq ď ´b_{´α}. This implies that the linear form α is bounded whence constant on r. Let us fix a point w_0 P r. Then, r is in the same parallelism class as r´w_0 `y_3, which is contained in Qpy_3, Dq, whence the result follows.

Fourth claim: For any vertices v P Qpy_3, Dq, w P Qpy^1_3, D^1q, any g P GpAq such that w “ g ¨ v, and any n P N, we have g ¨ Ω_npv, Dq “ Ω_npw, D^1q.

We prove the fourth claim by induction on n. For n “ 1, since v is a point of Qpy_3, Dq and w is a point of Qpy^1_3, D^1q, Corollary 7.15 shows that g ¨ Cpv, Dq “ Cpw, D^1q, whence g ¨ Ω_1pv, Dq “ Ω_1pw, D^1q by taking the enclosure.

Now, suppose n ě 2 and g¨Ω_{n´1}pv, Dq “ Ω_{n´1}pw, D^1q. Let ω P Ω_npv, Dq be any point. Then, by definition, there is a point ν P Ω_{n´1}pv, Dq such that ω P cl ` Cpν, Dq ˘ . Since ν P Ω_8pv, Dq Ď cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ Ă Qpy_2, Dq, we deduce that ν is an point of Qpy_2, Dq.

Moreover, since g ¨ ν P Ω_{n´1}pw, D^1q Ď cl ` Qpy^1_3, D^1q ˘ Ă Qpy^1_2, D^1q, the point g ¨ ν is a point in Qpy^1_2, D^1q. Thus, by Corollary 7.15, we have that g ¨ω P g ¨Cpν, Dq “ Cpg ¨ν, D^1q. Since ν P Ω_{n´1}pv, Dq, we have that g ¨ ν P Ω_{n´1}pw, D^1q by induction assumption. Thus g ¨ ω P Ω_npw, D^1q by definition. Hence, we have shown that g ¨ Ω_npv, Dq Ď Ω_npw, D^1q. Since v “ g^{´1} ¨ w with g^{´1} P GpAq, we deduce the converse inclusion, which concludes the induction step.

End of the proof: Let v P Qpy_3, Dq, w P Qpy^1_3, D^1q be two points and g P GpAq be such that g ¨ v “ w. Then, the fourth claim gives that g ¨ Ω_8pv, Dq “ Ω_8pw, D^1q. Since the action of GpAq preserves the simplicial structure, we have that g ¨ cl ` Ω_8pv, Dq ˘ “ cl ` Ω_8pw, D^1q ˘ . Since, by definition and the third claim, we have that B^8Qpv, Dq “ B^8 cl ` Qpy_3, Dq ˘ “ B_8D and B^8Qpw, D^1q “ B^8 cl ` Qpy^1_3, D^1q ˘ “ B_8D^1, the second claim gives that B^8 cl ` Ω_8pv, Dq ˘ “ B_8D and B^8 cl ` Ω_8pw, D^1q ˘ “ B_8D^1, whence g ¨ B_8D “ B_8D^1. Thus, by the correspondence between vector chambers and their visual boundaries (c.f. §3.6), we deduce that g ¨ D “ D^1. □

7.4. GpAq-orbits of special vertices of subsector faces. As stated in § 6.3, there are various cases in which one can upper bound the abstract group M_Ψphq by a suitable A-module but, because of non-commutativity of U_Ψpkq, we cannot upper bound this group for an arbitrary Chevalley group and an arbitrary ground field F. Thus, we do the following assumption in order to provide some finite dimensional properties on some F-vector spaces:

Lemma 7.18. Let Ψ Ă Φ^` be a closed subset of positive roots and let h P Gpkq. Assume one of the following cases is satisfied: (case I) G “ SL_n or GL_n for some n P N, (case II) Ψ is linearly independent in Vect_RpΦq and h P H “ tn^{´1}u, n P N^{sph}, u P U^`pkqu as defined in § 6, Equation (5), (case III) F is a finite field.

Then, for any family z “ ` z_α ˘ αPΨ of values z_α P R, the F-vector space spanned by !` x_α ˘ αPΨ P M_Ψphq : νpx_αq ě z_α, @α P Ψ ) , in the k-vector space k^Ψ – ` G_a pkq

˘_Ψ

“ ψ^{´1} ` U_Ψpkq ˘ is finite dimensional over F.

Notation 7.19. For any family z “ ` z_α ˘ αPΨ of values z_α P R, we denote by V_Ψphqrzs

the F-vector space spanned by !` x_α ˘ αPΨ P M_Ψphq : νpx_αq ě z_α, @α P Ψ ) , as given by Lemma 7.18.

Proof. Let π P k be a uniformizer of the complete discretely valued ring O. For any α P Ψ, denote by m_α P Z the integer such that tx P O, νpxq ě z_αu “ π^{mα} O.

In the (case I), consider the non-zero fractional A-ideals J_{i,j} phq defined by Lemma 6.6. For α “ α_{i,j} P Ψ, denote by q_αphq “ J_{i,j}phq. In the (case II), for α P Ψ, denote by q_αphq “ q_{Ψ,α}phq the non-zero fractional A-ideals given by Proposition 6.8. Then, in both cases, M_Ψphq Ď à αPΨ q_αphq.

Since F Ď A X O, we have that any intersection of a fractional A-ideal with a fractional O-ideal is an F-vector space. Thus, we deduce that

V_Ψphqrzs Ď à αPΨ ` q_αphq X π^{mα} O ˘ .

Moreover, since each F-vector space q X π^mO is finite dimensional (c.f.[Sti09, §1, Prop. 1.4.9]), we deduce that À αPΨ ` q_αphqXπ^{mα} O ˘ is also a finite dimensional F-vector space. Hence, so is V_Ψphqrzs as subspace.

Now, assume that F is a finite field (case III). As in [Mas01, Lemma 1.1], we know that ν_P pxq ď 0, for all x P A. Then, for each x P A, the open ball centered at x of radius r ă 1 does not intersect A. This proves that the ring A is a discrete subset of the local field K for the ν_P -topology. Hence, the topological group GpAq is a discrete subgroup of GpKq. Thus, we get that U_ΨpkqXhGpAqh^{´1} is a discrete subgroup of U_ΨpKq. Since the isomorphism ψ : K^Ψ Ñ U_ΨpKq is naturally a homeomorphism, the group M_Ψphq is a discrete subgroup of K^Ψ. As intersection of the discrete subset M_Ψphq with the compact subset À αPΨ π^{mα} O of K^Ψ, the set !` x_α ˘ αPΨ P M_Ψphq : νpx_αq ě z_α, @α P Ψ ) is finite. Hence it spans a finite dimensional F-vector space of k^Ψ. □

Proposition 7.20. Let Q “ Qpx, Dq be a k-sector face of X_k. Assume that x is a special k-vertex and that one of the following cases is satisfied: (case I) G “ SL_n or GL_n for some n P N; (case II) Q is a sector chamber; (case III) F is a finite field.

Then there exists a subsector face Qpy_3, Dq such that any two different special k-vertices v, w P Qpy_3, Dq are not GpAq-equivalent.

Proof. We get, as in the proof of Proposition 7.13 that there are a subset Θ Ă Δ, elements u P U^`pkq and n P N^{sph} such that the element h “ n^{´1}u P Gpkq satisfies h ¨ D “ D^Θ_0 . Let y_3 “ t_Θ ` Qpx, Dq ˘ be the special k-vertex given by Proposition 7.17.

Define y^1_3 “ h ¨ y_3 P A_0 .

Let v, w P Qpy_3, Dq be two arbitrary k-special vertices, and set v^1 “ h ¨ v, w^1 “ h ¨ w P Qpy^1_3, D^Θ_0 q. Assume that there exists g P GpAq such that g ¨ v “ w. We want to prove that v “ w. By Proposition 7.17, we have g ¨ D “ D. Equivalently, the element b “ hgh^{´1} satisfies b ¨ D^Θ_0 “ D^Θ_0 . Hence, it follows from Lemma 4.3 that b P P_Θpkq. Note that by definition

(33) g Stab_{Gpkq}pvq g^{´1} “ Stab_{Gpkq}pwq.

Moreover, b ¨ v^1 “ hg ¨ v “ h ¨ w “ w^1. Hence, we get that

(34) b Stab_{Gpkq}pv^1q b^{´1} “ Stab_{Gpkq}pw^1q.

Consider the subgroup G^h “ hGpAqh^{´1} Ď Gpkq. Since b P G^h, we deduce by intersecting both sides of Equality (34) with G^h, that

(35) b Stab_Gh pv^1q b^{´1} “ Stab_Gh pw^1q. Let ` Ψ^Θ_i ˘ 1ďiďm be the family of subsets of Φ

` given by Proposition 5.6 when Θ ‰ H, or by Corollary 5.12 when Θ “ H, and pick a family pβ_iq_{1ďiďm} of positive roots such that β_i P Ψ^Θ_i ∖ Ψ^Θ_{i´1} (with Ψ^Θ_0 “ H). We prove by induction on i P �1, m� that β_ipv^1q “ β_ipw^1q.

Intersecting both sides of the Equality (35) with the subgroup U_ΨΘ_i pkq, we get

b Stab_Gh pv^1q b^{´1} X U_ΨΘ_i pkq “ Stab_Gh pw^1q X U_ΨΘ_i pkq.

Since Ψ^Θ_i is W_Θ-stable, and satisfies (C1) and (C2), applying Corollary 5.10, we get that U_ΨΘ_i is normalized by P_Θ. Hence

(36) b ` Stab_Gh pv^1q X U_ΨΘ_i pkq ˘ b^{´1} “ Stab_Gh pw^1q X U_ΨΘ_i pkq.

Denote by ψ_i “ ś αPΨ^Θ_i θα : k

Ψ^Θ_i Ñ U Ψ^Θ_i pkq the natural group isomorphism deduced

from the épinglage. For any special vertex z P Qpy^1_3, D^Θ_0 q, we consider the group

M_irzs :“ψ^{´1}_i ´ Stab_Gh pzq X U_ΨΘ_i pkq ¯

“ψ^{´1}_i ` G^h X U_ΨΘ_i pkq ˘ X ψ^{´1}_i ` Stab_{GpKq}pzq X U_ΨΘ_i pkq ˘ Ď k^{ΨΘi} ,

(37)

and we analyse separately the both sides of the latter intersection. On the one hand, by definition given by (6), we have that

G^h X U_ΨΘ_i pkq “ ψ_i ` M_ΨΘ_i phq ˘ . On the other hand, since z is a special vertex, for each α P Ψ^Θ_i we have that αpzq P Z. Thus, it follows from [BT72, 6.4.9], applied to G which is split, that

Stab_{GpKq}pzq X U_ΨΘ_i pkq “ ź αPΨ^Θ_i

U_{α,z}pkq “ ź αPΨ^Θ_i θ_α ` π^{´αpzq}O ˘ “ ψ_i ¨ ˝ à αPΨ^Θ_i π^{´αpzq}O ˛ ‚, where π P k is a uniformizer of O. Thus Equation (37) becomes

(38) M_irzs “ M_ΨΘ_i phq X à αPΨ^Θ_i π^{´αpzq}O. If Q is a sector chamber (case II), then Θ “ H, whence Ψ^H_i is linearly in dependant according to Corollary 5.12. Hence, in any of the cases (case I), (case II) or (case III), we deduce by Lemma 7.18 that

V_irzs :“ V_ΨΘ_i ”` ´ αpzq ˘ αPΨ^Θ_i ı “ Vect_F ` M_irzs ˘ , is a finite dimensional F-vector space. Define

V_{βi} :“ ψ_i ˝ θ^{´1}_{βi} ` J_{βi} phq ˘ , where J_{βi} phq is one of the non-zero A-ideals considered in Riemann-Roch identity (26) (this is possible because Φ_z “ Φ since z is special, whence β_i P Φ^`_z ). In particular, V_{βi} is an F-vector space contained in the subset M_ΨΘ_i phq. Thus, since V_{βi} Ď M_ΨΘ_i phq, we get that V_{βi} X ` à αPΨ^Θ_i π^{´αpzq}O ˘ Ď V_{βi} X M_ΨΘ_i phq X ` à αPΨ^Θ_i π^{´αpzq}O ˘

Ď V_{βi} X V_irzs Ď V_{βi} X ` à αPΨ^Θ_i π^{´αpzq}O ˘ . Hence we get that

(39) V_irzs X V_{βi} “ V_{βi} X ` à αPΨ^Θ_i π^{´αpzq}O ˘ “ ψ_i ˝ θ^{´1}_{βi} ` J_{βi} phq X π^{´βipzq}O ˘ . According to Corollary 5.10 applied to Ψ^Θ_i , we obtain a k-linear automorphism f_b :

k^{ΨΘi} Ñ k^{ΨΘi} such that ψ_i ˝ f_b ˝ ψ^{´1}_i : x ÞÑ bxb^{´1}.

Thus, using Equality (36), it induces an F-linear isomorphism

V_irw^1s “ Vect_F ´ M_irw^1s ¯ “ Vect_F ´ f_b ` M_irv^1s ˘¯ “ f_b ` V_irv^1s ˘ – V_irv^1s.

Up to exchanging v^1 and w^1, we can assume without loss of generality that β_ipv^1q ď β_ipw^1q so that π^{´βipv1q}O Ď π^{´βipw1q}O.

By construction, the family ´ pβ_iq_{|Θ}K ¯ 1ďiďm is a basis which is adapted to the com-

plete flag Vect_R ´` Ψ^Θ_i ˘ |Θ^K ¯ . Moreover, by induction assumption β_j pv^1q “ β_j pw^1q for each

j ă i. In particular, since D^Θ_0 Ă Θ^K, we have that αpv^1q “ αpw^1q for any α P Ψ^Θ_{i´1}. Since z^1 “ v^1 ´ w^1 P ` Θ Y Ψ^Θ_{i´1}

˘_K , we deduce by Proposition 5.6 that for any α P Ψ^Θ_i ∖ Ψ^Θ_{i´1}, the sign of αpz^1q is the same as that of β_ipz^1q. As a consequence, we have αpv^1q ď αpw^1q for any α P Ψ^Θ_i .

Hence, Equation (38) gives that M_irv^1s Ď M_irw^1s and therefore V_irv^1s is a subspace of V_irw^1s. Since they have the same dimension over F, we deduce that V_irv^1s “ V_irw^1s. Hence, Equality (39) applied to v^1 and to w^1 gives that

dim_F J_{βi} phq “ β_ipv^1q ‰ “ dim_F V_irv^1s X V_{βi} “ dim_F V_irw^1s X V_{βi} “ dim_F J_{βi} phq “ β_ipw^1q ‰ , since ψ^{´1}_i ˝θ_{βi} is an injective k-linear endomorphism. As a consequence, because v^1, w^1 P Qpy^1_3, D^Θ_0 q, the Riemann-Roch Equality (26) gives that β_ipv^1q “ β_ipw^1q, whence we conclude the induction.

Therefore, we deduce that β_ipv^1q “ β_ipw^1q for every i P �1, m�. Because ` Ψ^Θ_m ˘ Θ^K is a

generating set of pΘ^Kq^˚, we deduce that v^1 “ w^1 and therefore v “ w, which concludes the proof. □

7.5. GpAq-orbits of arbitrary points.

Lemma 7.21. Let A P M_{m,n}pZq. There exists an integer d_A P N, depending on A, such that for any b P pZq^n, the vertices of the polytope P_b :“ tz P R^n , Az ď bu belongs to ´_1 d_A Z ¯_n . Proof. Define d P N as the lowest common multiple of the determinants of submatrices of rank n of A. Note that d ‰ 0 is well-defined by assumption on the rank equal to n of the considered submatrices, and that d “ 1 whenever A is not of rank n. Let b P pZq^n. Let y P P_b be any vertex (if there exists). Then, there is a submatrix A^1 of A of rank n and a corresponding submatrix b^1 of b so that A^1y “ b^1. Thus y^1 “ pA^1q^{´1}b^1 “ 1 detpA^1q CompA

1q^Jb^1 P

`_1 d Z ˘_n since detpA^1q|d. Whence the result follows. □

Let Φ be a root system with Weyl group W “ W pΦq and let A_0 be the Coxeter complex associated to Φ whose walls are the hyperplanes associated to the affine forms α ` ℓ for α P Φ and ℓ P Z. Let Δ be a basis of Φ and W “ be the finite Weyl group associated to Φ. Denote by ϖ_α the fundamental coweight associated to α P Δ. Let AffpA_0 q “ GLpA_0 q ˙ A_0 be the affine group the real affine space A_0 . Then, the subgroup of AffpA_0 q preserving the tiling of A_0 is ĂW “ W˙ À αPΔ Zϖ_α^{13}.

Proposition 7.22. Let V “ R^n be a finite dimensional vector space and let Φ Ă V^˚ be a root system of rank n, with basis Δ and Weyl group W Ă GL_npZq. Denote by A_0 the affine Coxeter complex structure on V associated to Φ and let ĂW “ W ˙ Z^n be the affine subgroup of GLpV q ˙ V preserving the Coxeter complex structure.

There exists a positive integer e P N (only depending on Φ) such that for any rg P ĂW and any point x P V fixed by rg, there exists z P V such that the translation τ_z by z commutes with rg and τ_z ¨ x “ x ` z P clpxq X

`_1 e Z ˘_n

Ă R^n .

Proof. Let V_Q “ Q^n and let pϖ_1, . . . , ϖ_nq be its canonical basis of fundamental coweights. Let w P W and consider the eigenspace V_wp1q “ kerpw ´ idq in V_Q . Since W is a finite group, w P GL_npZq is semisimple over Q, whence there exists a w-stable complementary subspace V^1_wp1q of V_wp1q in V_Q . Since w ´ id is invertible over V^1_wp1q – Q^m , there is a positive integer t_w so that pw´idq^{´1}_{V 1w} “ ` u_{i,j} ˘ 1ďi,jďm P GLmpQq has coefficients

in^1_{tw} Z.

Let pe_1, . . . , e_nq be an adapted basis to the decomposition V_Q “ V^1_wp1q ‘ V_wp1q so that pe_1, . . . , e_mq is a basis of V^1_wp1q and pe_{m`1}, . . . , e_nq is a basis of V_wp1q (which are eigenvectors). There exist positive integers r_w, s_w P N and rational coefficients λ_{i,j} P^1_{rw} Z and μ_{i,j} P^1_{sw} Z so that ϖ_i “ ř_n

j“1 λ_{i,j} e_j and e_j “ ř_n

i“1 μ_{i,j}ϖ_i. Define c_w “ r_ws_wt_w P N.

13In general, the affine Weyl group W aff “ W ˙ À_{αPΔ} Zα_ is a proper subgroup of ĂW .

We claim that for any y P Z^n X V^1_wp1q, we have that pw ´ idq^{´1}pyq P

´_1 c_w Z ¯_n

. Indeed, write y “ ř_n

i“1 y_iϖ_i “ ř_{1ďiďn} 1ďjďm y_iλ_{i,j} e_j. Then

pw ´ idq^{´1}pyq “ ÿ 1ďiďn 1ďjďm 1ďkďm y_iλ_{i,j}u_{k,j}e_k “ ÿ 1ďiďn 1ďjďm 1ďkďm 1ďℓďn

y_iλ_{i,j}u_{k,j}μ_{ℓ,k}ϖ_ℓ

where y_iλ_{i,j}u_{k,j}μ_{ℓ,k} P^1_{rw sw tw} Z “^1_{cw} Z. Let rg P ĂW and let x P V “ V_Q b R be a fixed point of rg “ pw, vq with w P W and v P Z^n. Write x “ x_1 ` x^1 and v “ v_1 ` v^1 with x_1, v_1 P V_wp1q b R and x^1, v^1 P V^1_wp1q b R. Then rg ¨ x “ wpxq ` v “ x, whence wpx_1q ´ x_1 “ ´v_1 and wpx^1q ´ x^1 “ ´v^1. Thus v_1 “ 0 and x^1 “ pw ´ idq^{´1}_{V 1w} p´v^1q.

By construction x^1 P

´_1 c_w Z ¯_n . For α P Φ, define b_α “ tαpxqu ´ αpx^1q P^1_{cw} Z. Since the roots α P Φ are linear forms with coefficients in Z, the c_wb_α belongs to Z and w P GL_npZq, the polytope

P :“ ` x^1 ` V_1pwq b R ˘ X clpxq “ � x^1 ` z, z P V_1pwq b R, and @α P Φ, αpx^1 ` zq ě tαpxqu ( “x^1 ` tz P R^n , pw ´ idqpzq ě 0 and pid ´wqpzq ě 0 and @α P Φ, c_wαpzq ě c_wb_αu

is defined by inequalities with coefficients in Z. Hence, according to Lemma 7.21, there is an integer d_w which only depends on w P W and Φ, but not on v^1, such that the vertices of P belongs to

´_1 d_w Z ¯_n . Define e :“ lcmpd_w, w P W q and let y P clpxq be any vertex of P . Then y P

`_1 e Z ˘_n . Define z “ y ´ x P V_wp1q b R and τ_z the translation by z, so that τ_zpxq “ y P clpxq X

`_1 e Z ˘_n

. Then z is a fixed point of w so that τ_z commutes with rg. Whence the result follows for the integer e P N, only depending on Φ. □

Corollary 7.23. Let Q “ Qpx, Dq be a k-sector face of X_k whose tip x is an arbitrary point (not necessarily a vertex). Assume that G “ SL_n or GL_n, or that Q is a sector chamber, or that F is finite. Then, there exists a subsector face Qpy_4, Dq such that any two different points v, w P Qpy_4, Dq are not GpAq-equivalent.

Proof. Consider the positive integer e P N given by Proposition 7.22 applied to the root system Φ. Let D Ñ C (resp. B{A, ℓ{k, etc.) be a finite extension of degree e ramified at P as given by Lemma 7.1.

We prove this corollary in 3 steps: firstly, x, v, w are assumed to be ℓ-vertices and x is furthermore assumed to be special; secondly x is assumed to be a special ℓ-vertex and v, w are any points in the sector face; finally, x, v, w are in the general consideration of the statement.

First step: Assume that x P X_k is a special ℓ-vertex.

Let ℓ^1{ℓ be a field extension given by Lemma 7.3, and B^1{B the corresponding ring extension. Let i : X_ℓ Ñ X_ℓ1 be the canonical Gpℓq-equivariant embedding as introduced in section 3.4. Note that since G is split, one can identify the standard apartment of X_ℓ1 with that of X_ℓ [BT72, 9.1.19(b)] and the ℓ-walls are sent onto some ℓ^1-walls by i. Hence, the vertices of X_ℓ identifies via i with the ℓ-vertices of X_ℓ1 . In particular, the standard vertex x_0 “ ipx_0q is an ℓ-vertex of X_ℓ1 . Thus, by assumption on ℓ^1{ℓ, the ℓ-vertex x, identified with ipxq, is in the Gpℓ^1q-orbit of the standard special vertex ipx_0q of X_ℓ1 because both are ℓ-vertices. Since G is split, the root systems of G_ℓ and G_ℓ1 are the same, whence Qpx, Dq identifies with an ℓ^1-sector face in X_ℓ1 . According to Proposition 7.20, there is a point y_3 of Qpx, Dq such that any special ℓ^1-vertices v, w of the subsector face Qpy_3, Dq are not GpB^1q-equivalent, therefore not GpBq-equivalent, whence not GpAq-equivalent. In particular, this proves the corollary for ℓ-vertices of ℓ-sector faces whose tip is a special ℓ-vertex.

According to Lemma 7.4(2), since x is a special ℓ-vertex, there exists a special k-vertex y_4 such that cl_ℓ ` Qpy_4, Dq ˘ Ă Qpy_3, Dq.

Second step: Assume that v, w are any two points of Qpy_4, Dq that are GpAqequivalent and write w “ g ¨ v with g P GpAq.

Let F_v “ cl_ℓpvq and F_w “ cl_ℓpwq be the ℓ-enclosure of the points v and w respectively (that are closure of ℓ-faces). These enclosure of faces are contained in Qpy_3, Dq. Because the action of GpAq preserves the simplicial structure of X_ℓ, we have that g sends the ℓ-vertices of F_w Ă Qpy_3, Dq onto the ℓ-vertices of F_v Ă Qpy_3, Dq. Hence g fixes these vertices according to the previous step of the proof, whence g fixes F_w “ F_v . In particular, w “ v.

Third step: Assume that x is any point of X_k.

Let h “ n^{´1}u P H (with u P U^`pkq and n P N^{sph}) so that D “ h^{´1} ¨ D^Θ_0 and A :“ h^{´1} ¨ A_0 is a k-apartment containing Qpy_2, Dq as given by Proposition 7.13.

According to Lemma 7.5, there is a finite subset Ω consisting of special ℓ-vertices such that any special ℓ-vertex of cl_k ` Qpx, Dq ˘ belongs to cl_k ` Qpω, Dq ˘ for some ω P Ω.

For any ω P Ω, there is a point y_4pωq, given by second step, such that any two points v, w P Q ` y_4pωq, D ˘ are not GpAq-equivalent. Let T_1 be the K-torus associated to A as in the proof of Proposition 7.17, and let Θ_D be the simple roots in a basis Δ_D defining the vector face D. Let y_4pxq be the point of Qpx, Dq Ă A defined so that # @α P Θ_D, α ` y_4pxq ˘ “ max ! α ` y_4pωq ˘ ` 1, ω P Ω ) ; @α P Δ_D ∖ Θ_D, α ` y_4pxq ˘ “ αpxq. Let z be any special ℓ-vertex of cl_k ´ Q ` y_4pxq, D ˘¯ . Then z P cl_k ´ Q ` x, D ˘¯ and, by

definition of Ω, there is ω P Ω such that z P cl_k ` Qpω, Dq ˘ . Moreover, for any α P Θ_D, we have that αpzq ą α ` y_4pxq ˘ ´ 1 ě y_4pωq.

Hence z P Q ` y_4pωq, D ˘ . Let v, w P Q ` y_4pxq, D ˘ and g P GpAq so that g ¨ v “ w. Let v_0 “ h ¨ v and w_0 “ h ¨ w P A_0 . Let g_0 “ hgh^{´1} so that w_0 “ g_0 ¨ v_0. Let F_v, F_w be the k-faces containing v and w respectively. Let z_v be any k-vertex of F_v. Since the action of GpAq preserves the k-structure, z_w :“ g ¨ z_v is a k-vertex of F_w. These two vertices z_v, z_w are special ℓ-vertices, hence they belongs to some Q ` y_4pω_vq, D ˘ and Q ` y_4pω_wq, D ˘ respectively, for some ω_v, ω_w P Ω. Therefore, by Proposition 7.17 applied with these two special ℓ-vertices z_v, z_w in the suitable subsector faces Q ` y_4pω_vq, D ˘ and Q ` y_4pω_wq, D ˘ , we deduce that g ¨ D “ D so that g_0 ¨ D^Θ_0 “ D^Θ_0 , whence g_0 P P_Θpkq by Lemma 4.3.

Applying [BT72, 7.4.8] to g_0, there exists n P NpKq such that @z P A_0 X g^{´1}_0 A_0 , g_0¨ z “ n ¨ z. Hence n^{´1}g_0 fixes A_0 X g^{´1}_0 A_0 which contains a subsector face of the form Qpy_0, D^Θ_0 q. Hence n^{´1}g_0 ¨ D^Θ_0 “ D^Θ_0 and g_0 ¨ D^Θ_0 “ D^Θ_0 , whence n P NpKq X P_ΘpKq. Thus, n P N_ΘTpKq has image rg P W_Θ˙ À αPΔ Zϖ_α in the affine group AffpA_0 q, and @z P A_0 X g^{´1}_0 A_0 , g_0 ¨ z “ rg ¨ z “ n ¨ z. In particular, for any z P cl_k ` Cpv_0, D^Θ_0 q ˘ , we have that rg ¨ z “ g_0 ¨ z.

Decompose A_0 “ V^Θ_0 ‘ V^{Δ∖Θ}_0 . In the basis of fundamental coweights, V^Θ_0 “ À αPΔ∖Θ Rϖα . Write v0 “ vΘ ` v̂, w0 “ wΘ ` ŵ where vΘ, wΘ P V Θ 0 and v̂, ŵ P V^{Δ∖Θ}_0 .

Write rg “ rw˙pτ_Θ`τ̂q with rw P W_Θ, τ_Θ P V^Θ_0 and τ̂ P V^{Δ∖Θ}_0 . Write v_Θ “ ř αPΔ∖Θ zαϖα and define v^1_Θ “ ř αPΔ∖Θrzαsϖα P À αPΔ∖Θ Zϖα. Then z “ v 1 Θ ´ v_Θ P D^Θ_0 is fixed by rw so that the translation by z commutes with rg. Define w^1_0 :“ w_0 ` z P Qpw_0, D^Θ_0 q and v^1 :“ v_0 ` z “ v̂ ` v^1_0, so that w^1_0 “ rg ¨ v^1_0 since τ_z commutes with rg.

Note that αpv_0q “ αpw_0q for all α P Θ since v_0, w_0 P Q ` h ¨ y_4pxq, D^Θ_0 ˘ . Then, we have that αpw^1_0q “ αpw_0q ` αpzq “ αpv_0q ` αpzq “ αpv^1_0q for all α P Θ. Thus v̂ “ ŵ. Let ŵ_Θ “ rw ˙ τ̂. Then rg ¨ v^1_0 “ w^1_0 gives ŵ_Θ ¨ v^1_0 “ w^1_0, whence ŵ_Θ ¨ v̂ “ ŵ. Hence v̂ is a fixed point of ŵ_Θ and therefore v^1_0 is a fixed points of ŵ_Θ. By Proposition 7.22, there is ẑ P V_0 such that the translation τ_ẑ by ẑ commutes with ŵ_Θ, whence it commutes with rg, and such that v^1_0 ` ẑ P cl_kpv^1_0q X À αPΔ `_1 e Zϖ_α ˘ . Note that, by definition of ℓ, the set À αPΔ `_1 e Zϖ_α ˘ is that of special ℓ-vertices of A_0 .

Define v^2_0 “ v^1_0 ` ẑ P cl_kpv^1_0q Ă cl_k ` Qpv_0, D^Θ_0 q ˘ and w^2_0 “ rg ¨ v^2_0 . Note that v^2_0 is a special ℓ-vertex, whence so is w^2_0. Since g_0 ¨ Qpv_0, D^Θ_0 q “ Qpw_0, D^Θ_0 q and it preserves the simplicial k-structure, we have that g_0 ¨ cl_kpv^1_0q “ cl_kpw^1_0q Ă A_0 . Hence v^2_0 P A_0 X g^{´1}_0 A_0 so that g_0 ¨ v^2_0 “ rg ¨ v^2_0 “ w^2_0.

Since h^{´1}v^1_0 P Q ` y_4pxq, D ˘ , there is ω P Ω such that h^{´1} ¨ v^2_0 , P Q ` y_4pωq, D ˘ as being a special ℓ-vertex contained in cl_k ´ Q ` y_4pxq, D ˘¯ . Since rg P W_Θ ˙ V_0, we have, for any α P Δ_D ∖ Θ_D that αpωq “ αph^{´1} ¨ v^2_0 q “ αph^{´1} ¨ w^2_0q. Furthermore, because h^{´1} ¨w^1_0 P Q ` y_4pxq, D ˘ and h^{´1} ¨w^2_0 P cl_kpw^1_0q, for any α P Θ_D we have that αph^{´1} ¨w^2_0 q ě max � α ` y_4pωq ˘ , ω P Ω ( by definition of y_4pxq. Hence h^{´1} ¨ w^2_0 P Q ` y_4pωq, D ˘ . Hence, according to first step applied with the special vertices h^{´1} ¨ v^2_0 , h^{´1} ¨ w^2_0 P Q ` y_4pωq, D ˘ , we have that h^{´1} ¨ v^2_0 “ h^{´1} ¨ w^2_0. The translation rτ :“ τ_zτ_ẑ commutes with rg, hence rτ ¨ v_0 “ v^2_0 “ w^2_0 “ rg ¨ v^2_0 “ rgrτ ¨ v_0 “ rτrg ¨ v_0 “ rτ ¨ w_0.

Therefore v_0 “ w_0, whence v “ w. □

Note that, in third step of the proof, the set Ω depends on ℓ, x, D but not on g, v, w. Thus, we can summarize this section in the following result:

Corollary 7.24. For any Θ Ă Δ, one can define a map t_Θ : Sec^Θ_k Ñ Sec^Δ_k by Qpx, Dq ÞÑ y_4pxq that satisfies:

‚ for any sector faces Qpx, Dq, Qpx^1, D^1q P Sec^Θ_k , the two subsector faces Q ` y_4, Dq Ď Qpx, Dq and Qpy^1_4, D^1q Ď Qpx^1, D^1q with y_4 “ t_Θ ` Qpx, Dq ˘ and y^1_4 “ t_Θ ` Qpx^1, D^1q ˘ satisfy that, for any v P Qpy_4, Dq, any w P Qpy^1_4, D^1q and any g P GpAq:

(40) w “ g ¨ v ñ D^1 “ g ¨ D;

‚ for any sector face Qpx, Dq P Sec^Θ_k , the subsector face Q ` y_4, Dq Ď Qpx, Dq with y_4 “ t_Θ ` Qpx, Dq ˘ satisfy that, for any v, w P Qpy_4, Dq and any g P GpAq:

(41) w “ g ¨ v ñ w “ v.

8. Structure of the quotient of the Bruhat-Tits building by GpAq

Let pr : X Ñ GpAqzX be the canonical projection. In this section, we describe the topological structure of prpX_kq. We start this section by describing the image of certain k-sector chambers in the quotient space prpX_kq. In order to do this, let us introduce the following concept.

Definition 8.1. We define a cuspidal rational sector chamber of X_k as a k-sector chamber Q Ă X , such that:

(Cusp1) for any vertex y P Q, any k-face of X_kpyq is GpAq-equivalent to a k-face contained in X_kpyq X Q, (Cusp2) any two different points in Q belong to different GpAq-orbits.

The following result describes the image in the quotient prpX_kq of any cuspidal rational sector chamber.

Lemma 8.2. Let Q be a cuspidal rational sector chamber of X_k. Then, its image prpQq Ď prpX_kq is topologically and combinatorially isomorphic to Q.

Proof. Let us write Q “ Qpx, Dq, for certain point x P X_k and certain vector chamber D of X_k.

We claim that, given a k-face F in the complex-theoretical union

X_kpQq :“ ď tX_kpvq : v P vertpQqu, there exists a unique k-face F^1 in Q such that F and F^1 belong to the same GpAq-orbit. Indeed, by definition of X_kpQq, there exists a vertex v of Q such that F Ă X_kpvq. It follows from Property (Cusp1) that there exists g P GpAq such that g ¨ F Ă X_kpvq X Q. Therefore, given a k-face F in X_kpQq, there exists at least one k-face F^1 in Q that belongs to the GpAq-orbit of F . Moreover, applying Property (Cusp2), we deduce that the preceding k-face F^1 Ă Q is unique. Thus, the claim follows.

Let v be a vertex of Q. It follows from the preceding claim that the image of the star X_kpvq in the quotient prpX_kq is isomorphic to X_kpvq X Q. In particular, the neighboring vertices of prpvq in prpX_kq are exactly the vertices prpwq, with w P vertpX_kpvqXQq. This implies that prpQq is combinatorially isomorphic to Q. Moreover, since for any vertex v P Q, the image of the star X_kpvq in the quotient prpX_kq is isomorphic to X_kpvqXQ, the projection p : Q Ñ prpQq is a local homeomorphism. Since Property (Cusp2) implies that the restriction p of pr to Q is bijective, we deduce that p is an homeomorphism, which concludes the proof. □

On the set of cuspidal rational sector chambers, we define an equivalence relation by setting:

(42) Q „_{GpAq} Q^1 if and only if Dg P GpAq : g ¨ B_8Q “ B_8Q^1.

Let us fix a system of representatives C_H for the preceding equivalence relation.

Note that, from the definition of „_{GpAq}, we know that any subsector chamber Q^1 of a given chamber Q satisfies Q^1 „_{GpAq} Q. Then, up to replacing the elements of C_H by their subsector chambers given by Corollary 7.24, we assume that, for any Q, Q^1 P C_H, we have that

(43) @v P Q, @w P Q^1, g ¨ v “ w ñ g ¨ B_8pQq “ B_8pQ^1q.

Thus, it follows from Property (Cusp2), Property (43) and the definition of „_{GpAq} that, for any Q, Q^1 P C_H, with Q ‰ Q^1, we have prpQq X prpQ^1q “ H. It follows from Proposition 7.13 and Corollary 7.23 that given an arbitrary k-sector chamber, it contains a subsector chamber that is a cuspidal rational sector chamber. Since B_8Q “ B_8Q^1 implies Q „_{GpAq} Q^1, we have that the GpAq-orbits of the visual boundaries of chambers in C_H cover all the chambers in B_8pX_kq.

In order to describes the topological structure of prpX_kq, in the next result, we introduce some sets C_Θ consisting of k-sector faces of type Θ, for Θ Ă Δ.

Theorem 8.3. There exists a family pC_Θq_{ΘĂΔ} of sets C_Θ “ tQ_{i,Θ} : i P I_Θu consisting of k-sector faces of type Θ of X_k and there exists a subspace Y of X_k such that (1) for each i P I_Θ, there exists x P X_k and D P Gpkq ¨ D^Θ_0 such that Q_{i,Θ} equals Qpx, Dq, (2) the set C_H is a system of representatives for the equivalence relation defined on the set of cuspidal rational sector chambers by Equation (42). In particular, any two different sector chambers in C_H do not intersect.

(3) given a non-empty set Θ Ă Δ, for each pair of indices i, j P I_Θ, if GpAq ¨ Q_{i,Θ} X GpAq ¨ Q_{j,Θ} ‰ H, then GpAq ¨ B^8pQ_{i,Θ}q X GpAq ¨ B^8pQ_{j,Θ}q ‰ H, (4) each sector chamber in C_H embeds in the quotient space prpX_kq “ GpAqzX_k, (5) the quotient space prpX_kq is a CW-complex obtained as the attaching space of the images prpQ_{i,Θ}q Ď prpX_kq of the closures Q_{i,Θ} of all the k-sector faces Q_{i,Θ} and the image prpYq of Y along certain subsets.

Moreover, when G “ SL_n or GL_n or F is finite, we have that any sector face in any C_Θ embeds in prpX_kq.

Proof. Note that Statement (2) defines the set C_H. Moreover, note that Statement (4) directly follows Lemma 8.2. When Θ is not empty, we define the sets C_Θ by induction on the cardinality of Θ. Firstly, assume that Θ has just one element. We denote by C^0_Θ the set of k-sector faces Qpx, Dq in X_k ∖ Ť tg ¨ Q_{i,H} : i P I_H, g P GpAqu whose direction

D belong to Gpkq¨D^Θ_0 . Given a k-sector face Q “ Qpx, Dq P C^0_Θ there exists a subsector face of Qpy_4, Dq Ď Q that satisfies the Statements (1), (2) and (3) of Proposition 7.13, Equation (40) in Corollary 7.24, and without two different points in the same GpAqorbit when G “ SL_n or GL_n or F is finite, as Corollary 7.23 shows. We denote C^1_Θ the set of all the aforementioned k-subsector faces. Then, we define C_Θ as a representative set of C^1_Θ by the equivalence relation

(44) Q „^˚ Q^1 if and only if Dg P GpAq : g ¨ Q “ Q^1,

Assume that we have defined C_Θ1 , for each set Θ^1 such that CardpΘ^1q ď n ´ 1. Then, we are able to define C_Θ, for each set Θ with n elements. Indeed, let us denote by C^0_Θ the set of k-sector faces Qpx, Dq contained in X_k ∖ ď � g ¨ Q_{i,Θ}1 : i P I_Θ1 , CardpΘ^1q ď n ´ 1, g P GpAq ( , whose direction D belongs to Gpkq ¨ D^Θ_0 . As in the case of cardinality one, recall that, given a k-sector face Q “ Qpx, Dq P C^0_Θ there exists a subsector face of Qpy_4, Dq Ď Q that satisfies the Statements (1), (2) and (3) of Proposition 7.13, Equation (40) in Corollary 7.24, and without two different points in the same GpAq-orbit when G “ SL_n or GL_n or F is finite, as Corollary 7.23 shows. We denote C^1_Θ the set of such k-subsector faces. Then, we define C_Θ as a representative set for the equivalence relation defined in C^1_Θ by Equation (44). Thus, by induction, we have defined all the sets C_Θ, with Θ Ă Δ. Thus, Statement (1) follows by definition. Moreover, Statement (3) directly follows from Corollary 7.24.

Now, we define Y as the space X_k ∖ Ť tg ¨ Q_{i,Θ} : i P I_Θ, Θ Ă Δ, g P GpAqu. Let us denote by prpQ_{i,Θ}q and prpYq the image in prpX_kq of Q_{i,Θ}, with Q_{i,Θ} P C_Θ, and Y, respectively. Since X_k “ Y Y Ť � g ¨ Q_{i,Θ} : i P I_Θ, Θ Ă Δ, g P GpAq ( , we have

prpX_kq “ prpYq Y ď � prpQ_{i,Θ}q : i P I_Θ, Θ Ă Δ ( . whence Statement (5) follows. □

The following result describes the intersection between certain cuspidal rational sector chambers.

Lemma 8.4. Let Q and Q^1 be two rational sector chambers contained in a system of representatives for the equivalence relation defined in Equation (42). If Q X g ¨ Q^1 ‰ H, for some g P GpAq, then Q “ Q^1 and g P Stab_{GpAq}pB_8pQqq.

Proof. Let w be a point in Q X g ¨ Q^1.

We claim that Q X g ¨ Q^1 ‰ H. If w P Q, then the claim follows. In any other case, w belongs to Q ∖ Q. Since g ¨ Q^1 is open, there exists an open ball O Ă g ¨ Q^1 containing w. Since w P Q ∖ Q and O is open, the intersection O X Q is not empty, whence the claim follows.

Let w^1 be a point in Q X g ¨ Q^1. Since w^1 P Q and g^{´1} ¨ w^1 P Q^1 belong to the same GpAq-orbit, it follows from Equation (43) that B_8pQq “ g^{´1} ¨ B_8pQ^1q. Moreover, since Q, Q^1 P C_H, we deduce that Q “ Q^1, whence g P Stab_{GpAq}pB_8pQqq. □

Theorem 8.5. There exists a system of representatives C “ tQ_i : i P I_Hu for the equivalence relation on the cuspidal rational sector chambers defined in Equation (42), and a closed connected subspace Z of X such that:

(a) the quotient space prpX_kq is the union of Z and of the prpQ_iq Ď prpX_kq, for i P I_H, (b) any Q_i is contained in a cuspidal rational sector chamber, in particular, (c) prpQ_iq is topologically and combinatorially isomorphic to Q_i, (d) for each point x P Q_i, we have Stab_{GpAq}pxq “ Fix_{GpAq} ` x ` B_8pQ_iq ˘ , (e) for each i ‰ j, prpQ_iq X prpQ_j q “ H, (f) the intersection of Z with any prpQ_iq is connected.

Proof. Let C_H “ tQ_{i,H} : i P I_Hu be given by Theorem 8.3(2). It follows from Proposition 7.6 that, up to replacing some Q_{i,H} by subsection if needed, we can assume that for each point x P Q_{i,H} we have Stab_{GpAq}pxq “ Fix_{GpAq} ` x ` B_8pQ_iq ˘ . Let us define C :“ tQ_i : i P I_Hu as a set of sector chambers satisfying Q_i Ď Q_{i,H}, for all i P I_H (c.f. Lemma 7.4). Then, Statements (b) and (d) are satisfied. Since Q_{i,H} does not have two different points in the same GpAq-orbit, the same holds for Q_i. Moreover, since prpQ_{i,H}q is topologically and combinatorially isomorphic to Q_{i,H}, Statement (c) follows. Now, assume, by contradiction, that prpQ_iq X prpQ_j q ‰ H. Then, there exists x_1 P Q_i, x_2 P Q_j and g_1, g_2 P GpAq such that g_1 ¨ x_1 “ g_2 ¨ x_2. Since x_1 P Q_{i,H} and x_2 P Q_{j,H} we deduce from Corollary 7.24 that pg^{´1}_2 g_1q ¨ B_8pQ_{i,H}q “ B_8pQ_{j,H}q. Then, by definition of C_H, we deduce that i “ j. Thus, Statement (e) follows.

In that follows we define Z, we prove that it is closed connected and we check Statements (a) and (f).

First step: Let us denote by Y^1 the space X_k ∖ Ť tg ¨ Q_i : i P I_H, g P GpAqu. We claim that Y^1 is closed, GpAq-stable and that Q_i X Y^1 is a stared space.

Since the sector chambers in X_k are open, the space Y^1 is closed. Moreover, note that, since the union of the sector chambers g ¨ Q_i, for i P I_H and g P GpAq, is the union of a certain number of GpAq-orbits of sector chambers, we have that Y^1 is GpAqstable. For each i P I_H, let us write Q_i as Qpx_i, D_iq. Note that Q_i X Y^1 is contained in Q_i X pX ∖ Q_{i,H}q “ Q_i ∖ Q_i.

Now, we prove that Q_i X Y^1 is a stared space. Let y be a point in Q_i X Y^1 and let rx_i, ys “ tty ` p1 ´ tqx_i : t P r0, 1su be the geodesic path joining y with x_i. We have to prove that rx_i, ys is contained in Q_i X Y^1. Assume, by contradiction, that rx_i, ys is not contained in Q_i X Y^1. Then, since rx_i, ys Ă Qpx_i, D_iq, there exists a point w P rx_i, ys that is not contained in Y^1. In other words, there exists a point w that is contained in g ¨ Q_j, for some g P GpAq and some j P I_H. Thus, it follows from Lemma 8.4 that Q_i “ Q_j and g P Stab_{GpAq}pD_iq. In particular g ¨ Q_j “ Qpz, D_iq, for some point z P X_k, and then w P Qpz, D_iq. If w “ y, then y P Qpz, D_iq, which contradicts the choice of y. Otherwise, since w P rx_i, ys, there is λ ą 0 such that y ´ w “ λpy ´ x_iq P A_i , where A_i is an apartment containing Qpx_i, D_iq. Since y ´ x_i P D_i, we have that y ´ w P D_i, whence y P Qpw, D_iq. Therefore, in an apartment containing Qpz, D_iq Ą Qpw, D_iq, we have that y P Qpz, D_iq since w P Qpz, D_iq. We deduce that y R Y^1, which contradicts the choice of y. Thus, we conclude that Q_i X Y^1 is stared.

Second step: Let us define Z^1 as the image of Y^1 in prpX_kq. We claim that Z^1 is closed and that Z^1 X prpQ_iq is connected.

Since pr : X_k Ñ GpAqzX_k is an open continuous map, it follows from the first step that prpY^{1c}q is an open set of prpX q. Since pr is surjective, we have that prpY^1q^c Ď prpY^{1c}q. Now, let y P prpY^{1c}q. Then y “ prpxq, where x R Y^1. If y “ prpzq, with z P Y^1, then x and z belong to the same GpAq-orbit. Then, since Y^1 is GpAq-stable, we deduce that x, z P Y^1, which is impossible. Thus y P prpY^1q^c, whence we conclude that prpY^1q^c “ prpY^{1c}q. Hence, we get that Z^1 “ prpY^1q is a closed set of prpX q.

Now, we prove that, for any i P I_H, we have that the intersection Z^1 X prpQ_iq “ prpY^1q X prpQ_iq is connected. Note that y P prpY^1q X prpQ_iq exactly when y “ prpxq, where x “ g_1 ¨ x_1 and x “ g_2 ¨ x_2, for some x_1 P Y^1, x_2 P Q_i and g_1, g_2 P GpAq. Since prpg^{´1}_1 ¨ xq “ prpxq, up to replacing x by another representative, we assume that g_1 is trivial. Thus, we get that

prpY^1q X prpQ_iq “ pr ` ď gPGpAq Y^1 X g ¨ Q_i ˘ “ ď gPGpAq pr ` Y^1 X g ¨ Q_i ˘ . Since Y^1 is GpAq-invariant, we have that pr ` Y^1 X g ¨ Q_i ˘ “ pr ` g^{´1} ¨ Y^1 X Q_i ˘ “ pr ` Y^1 X Q_i ˘ , which implies that prpY^1q X prpQ_iq “ pr ` Y^1 X Q_i ˘ . Then, since pr is continuous and the

first step shows that Y^1 X Q_i is connected, we have that pr ` Y^1 X Q_i ˘ is also connected.

This proves that Z^1 X prpQ_iq is connected.

Third step: For any i P I_H, we claim that Z^1 X ` prpQ_iqq ∖ prpQ_iqq ˘ ‰ H.

First, assume that Y^1 X pQ_i ∖ Q_iq is empty. Then Q_i ∖ Q_i Ď Y^{1c}. Let x_i be the tip

of Q_i, which is contained in Q_i ∖ Q_i. Then x_i P g ¨ Q_j, for some g P GpAq and some

j P I_H. In particular Q_i X g ¨ Q_j ‰ H. Hence, it follows from Lemma 8.4 that Q_i “ Q_j.

Thus, we get that x_i P g ¨ Q_i. In other words x_i “ g ¨ y_i, for some y_i P Q_i. Since Q_i

does not have two different points in the same GpAq-orbit and x_i ‰ y_i, we obtain a

contradiction. Thus, we conclude that Y^1 X pQ_i ∖ Q_iq is not empty.

Now, let x P Y^1 X pQ_i ∖ Q_iq. Then, we have that prpxq belongs to Z^1 X ` prpQ_iq ∖ prpQ_iq ˘ . Indeed, prpxq P Z^1 X prpQ_iq. Moreover, if prpxq P prpQ_iq, then

x is in the same GpAq-orbit as that of a point y P Q_i, whence x “ y, since Q_i does

not have two different points in the same GpAq-orbit. This contradicts the choice of

x. Thus, the element prpxq belongs to Z^1 X ` prpQ_iq ∖ prpQ_iq ˘ . In particular, it is not

empty.

Fourth step: Set Z :“ Z^1 Y Ť tprpQ_iq ∖ prpQ_iq : i P I_Hu. We claim that Z satisfies

Statements (a) and (f).

Firstly, we check Statement (a). Since X “ Y^1 Y Ť tg ¨ Q_i : i P I_H, g P GpAqu, we have

that

(45) prpX q “ Z^1 Y ď tprpQ_iq : i P I_Hu.

In particular, we deduce that prpX q “ Z Y Ť tprpQ_iq : i P I_Hu, since Z^1 Ď Z.

Secondly, we prove Statement (f). For each i P I_H, we have that

prpQ_iq X Z “ prpQ_iq X ´ Z^1 Y ď tprpQ_jq ∖ prpQ_j q : j P I_Hu ¯ . Then

prpQ_iq X Z “ ` prpQ_iq X Z^1 ˘ Y ´ď tprpQ_iq X ` prpQ_j q ∖ prpQ_jq ˘ : j P I_Hu ¯ , which equals ` prpQ_iq X Z^1 ˘ Y ` prpQ_iq ∖ prpQ_iq ˘ , since prpQ_j q X prpQ_iq “ H if i ‰ j.

Note that ` prpQ_iq X Z^1 ˘ X ` prpQ_iq ∖ prpQ_iq ˘ equals Z^1 X ` prpQ_iq ∖ prpQ_iq ˘ . In particu-

lar, the third step shows that ` prpQ_iq X Z^1 ˘ X ` prpQ_iq ∖ prpQ_iq ˘ is not empty. Therefore,

since ` prpQ_iq X Z^1 ˘ and ` prpQ_iq ∖ prpQ_iq ˘ are connected, Statement (f) follows.

Fifth step: The space Z is closed and connected.

First, we check that Z is connected. Since X is connected and pr is continuous, we

have that prpX q is connected. Note that the closure Q of any sector chamber Q can be

retracted onto its boundary, i.e. on Q ∖ Q. Hence, the space W obtaining by retracting

each prpQ_iq – Q_i onto its boundary is connected. Applying this retraction in each term

of the union in Equation (45), we obtain that W “ ´ Z^1 ∖ ď tZ^1 X prpQ_j q : j P I_Hu ¯ Y ď tprpQ_j q ∖ prpQ_j q : j P I_Hu.

Let W_1 “ pZ^1 ∖ Ť tZ^1 X prpQ_j q : j P I_Huq and W_2 “ Ť tprpQ_j q ∖ prpQ_jq : j P I_Hu.

Recall that, by second step, any space Z^1 X prpQ_iq is connected. Moreover, note that W X ` Z^1 X prpQ_iq ˘ equals the union of

W_1 X ` Z^1 X prpQ_iq ˘ “ ` Z^1 X prpQ_iq ˘ ∖ ď tZ^1 X prpQ_j q : j P I_Hu

with

W_2 X ` Z^1 X prpQ_iq ˘ “ ď t ` Z^1 X prpQ_iq ˘ X ` prpQ_jq ∖ prpQ_j q ˘ : j P I_Hu.

Then, since prpQ_iq X prpQ_jq “ H, if i ‰ j, we have that

W_1 X ` Z^1 X prpQ_iq ˘ “ Z^1 X ` prpQ_iq ∖ prpQ_iq ˘ “ W_2 X ` Z^1 X prpQ_iq ˘ .

Thus, we conclude that W X ` Z^1 X prpQ_iq ˘ “ Z^1 X ` prpQ_iq ∖ prpQ_iq ˘ . In particular, the third step implies that W X ` Z^1 X prpQ_iq ˘ is not empty. Hence, since W and each Z^1 X prpQ_iq are connected, we conclude that W Y Ť tZ^1 X prpQ_iq : i P I_Hu is connected. But, by definition W Y Ť tZ^1 X prpQ_iq : i P I_Hu equals the union of W_1 “ pZ^1 ∖ Ť tZ^1 X prpQ_j q : j P I_Huq with Ť tZ^1XprpQ_iq : i P I_Hu and with W_2 “ Ť tprpQ_jq∖ prpQ_j q : j P I_Hu. Therefore, since

Z^1 “ ´ Z^1 ∖ ď tZ^1 X prpQ_jq : j P I_Hu ¯ Y ď tZ^1 X prpQ_iq : i P I_Hu,

we conclude that

Z “ Z^1 Y ď tprpQ_iq ∖ prpQ_iq : i P I_Hu “ W Y ď tZ^1 X prpQ_iq : i P I_Hu,

is connected.

We finally prove that Z is closed. Since the second step shows that Z^1 is closed, we just need to prove that Q :“ Ť tprpQ_iq∖prpQ_iq : i P I_Hu is closed. Let px_nq^8_{n“1} be a sequence in Q that converges to x P prpX q. In particular px_nq^8_{n“1} is a Cauchy sequence. Then, since prpQ_iq Ă prpQ_{i,H}q, where prpQ_{i,H}q is open, and since prpQ_{i,H}q X prpQ_{j,H}q “ H, if i ‰ j, we have that there exists i P I_H and N P Z_{ě0} such that x_n P prpQ_iq ∖ prpQ_iq, for all n ě N. Since prpQ_iq ∖ prpQ_iq – Q_i ∖ Q_i, which is a complete space, we deduce that x P prpQ_iq ∖ prpQ_iq Ď Q. Thus, we conclude that Z is closed. □

Remark 8.6. Note that, in Theorem 8.5, the subset Y^1 Ă X_k that we considered to build Z^1 and Z is not necessarily connected, even if so is Z.

Furthermore, the connected set Z contains subsets that can be lifted in non-zero sector faces: it is far to deserve finite or compact properties. In Theorem 8.3, despite it is not stated, one can expect that Y is, in fact, finite whenever F is finite and, up to replacing the Q_{i,Θ} for i P I_Θ by Q_{j,Θ} ^ C_j for some well-chosen finite CW-complexes C_j , one can expect to reduce the set of parameters i P I_Θ by some finite set of parameters j P J_Θ.

9. Number of orbits of cuspidal rational sector faces

In the previous section, we introduce an equivalence relation on the set of cuspidal rational sector chambers (c.f. Equation (42)). We also fix a set C_H of representatives for this equivalence relation. In this section, we describe C_H thanks to the étale cohomology. Indeed, we show that C_H is parametrized by the double coset GpAqzGpkq{Bpkq, which is in bijection with PicpAq^t, when G_k is semisimple and simply connected. In order to establish this correspondence, we start by a general approach, studying the family of double cosets of the form GpAqzGpkq{P_Θpkq, where P_Θ is the standard parabolic subgroup defined from Θ Ă Δ.

9.1. Double cosets of the form GpAqzGpkq{P_Θpkq. Recall that, according to [DG70b, Exp. XXVI, Prop. 1.6], any standard parabolic subgroup P_Θ admits a Levi decomposition, i.e. it can be written as the semi-direct product of a reductive group L_Θ and its unipotent radical U_Θ.

Proposition 9.1. Let h : H^1_{ét} ` SpecpAq, L_Θ ˘ Ñ H^1_{ét} ` SpecpAq, G ˘ be the map defined from the natural exact sequence 1 Ñ L_Θ Ñ G Ñ G{L_Θ Ñ 1. There exists a bijective map from GpAqzGpkq{P_Θpkq to kerphq.

Proof. Firstly, we show that pG{P_ΘqpAq “ pG{P_Θqpkq by using a classical argument via the valuative criterion for properness and patching (c.f. [Liu02, Prop. 1.6, §4]) Set x P pG{P_Θqpkq. By the valuative criterion of properness, for any prime ideal P^1 of A there exists a unique element x_P 1 P pG{P_ΘqpA_P 1 q such that x “ Respx_P 1 q. Since the functor of points h_V of V “ G{P_Θ is faithfully flat, we can suppose that x_P 1 P V pA_{fP 1} q where f_P 1 R P^1. Moreover, SpecpAq can be covered by a finite set tSpecpA_{fP 1i} qu^n_{i“1}. Hence, by a patching argument, we find x P V pAq such that x_P 1_i “ Respxq, and then x “ Respxq. This element is unique by local considerations. Thus, we conclude the

claim.

Now, let us consider the exact sequence of algebraic varieties

1 Ñ P_Θ^ιÝÑ G^pÝÑ G{P_Θ Ñ 1.

It follows from [DG70a, §4, 4.6] that there exists a long exact sequence

1 Ñ P_ΘpAq Ñ GpAq Ñ pG{P_ΘqpAq Ñ H^1_{ét} ` SpecpAq, P_Θ ˘ ÝÑ H^1_{ét} ` SpecpAq, G ˘ . Moreover, it follows from [DG70b, Exp. XXVI, Cor. 2.3] that

H^1_{fppf} ` SpecpAq, P_Θ ˘ “ H^1_{fppf} ` SpecpAq, L_Θ ˘ . But, since P_Θ and L_Θ are both smooth over SpecpAq, we have that

H^1_{fppf} ` SpecpAq, P_Θ ˘ “ H^1_{ét} ` SpecpAq, P_Θ ˘ , H^1_{fppf} ` SpecpAq, L_Θ ˘ “ H^1_{ét} ` SpecpAq, L_Θ ˘ . This implies that H^1_{ét} ` SpecpAq, P_Θ ˘ “ H^1_{ét} ` SpecpAq, L_Θ ˘ . Thus, there exists a long

exact sequence

1 Ñ P_ΘpAq Ñ GpAq Ñ pG{P_Θqpkq Ñ H^1_{ét} ` SpecpAq, L_Θ ˘ Ñ H^1_{ét} ` SpecpAq, G ˘ . This implies that ker ` H^1_{ét}pSpecpAq, L_Θq Ñ H^1_{ét}pSpecpAq, Gq ˘ – GpAqzpG{P_Θqpkq.

According to [BT65, 4.13(a)], pG{P_Θqpkq “ Gpkq{P_Θpkq, whence the result follows. □

Corollary 9.2. Assume that the split reductive k-group G_k is semisimple and simply

connected. Denote by t its semisimple rank which is the dimension of its maximal split

torus T. Then, there is a one-to-one correspondence between GpAqzGpkq{Bpkq and

PicpAq^t.

Proof. Note that, when Θ “ H, we have P_Θ “ B, whence L_Θ “ T. Consider the map

h_0 : H^1_{ét} ` SpecpAq, T ˘ Ñ H^1_{ét} ` SpecpAq, G ˘ defined from the exact sequence of k-varieties

1 Ñ T Ñ G Ñ G{T Ñ 1. Then, it follows from Proposition 9.1 that there is a

one-to-one correspondence between GpAqzGpkq{Bpkq and kerph_0q.

Since T is split over Z, we have that T – G^t_{m,Z}. It follows from Hilbert’s Theorem 90

(c.f. [Mil80, Ch. III, Prop. 4.9]) that

H^1_{Zar} ` SpecpAq, G_m ˘ “ H^1_{ét} ` SpecpAq, G_m ˘ – PicpAq.

Thus, we get that

H^1_{Zar} ` SpecpAq, T ˘ “ H^1_{ét} ` SpecpAq, T ˘ – PicpAq^t.

Since h_0 ` H^1_{Zar}pSpecpAq, Tq ˘ Ď H^1_{Zar} ` SpecpAq, G ˘ and H^1_{Zar} ` SpecpAq, T ˘ equals

H^1_{ét} ` SpecpAq, T ˘ , we get that

kerph_0q “ ker ` H^1_{Zar} ` SpecpAq, T ˘ Ñ H^1_{Zar} ` SpecpAq, G ˘˘ . Moreover, since G_k is a simply connected semisimple k-group scheme, according

to [Har67, Th. 2.2.1 and Cor. 2.3.2], H^1_{Zar}pSpecpAq, Gq is trivial, for any integral

model G of G_k. We conclude that

kerph_0q “ H^1_{Zar} ` SpecpAq, T ˘ – PicpAq^t,

whence the result follows. □

Corollary 9.3. Assume that F is finite. Then, for each Θ Ă Δ, the kernel of the map

h_Θ : H^1_{ét}pSpecpAq, L_Θq Ñ H^1_{ét}pSpecpAq, Gq is finite.

Proof. Assume that F is finite. Then, it follows from Weyl Theorem (c.f. [Ser03, Ch.

II, §2.2]) that PicpAq is finite. Hence, Corollary 9.2 shows that GpAqzGpkq{Bpkq is

finite. Moreover, since, for each Θ Ă Δ, we have Bpkq Ď P_Θpkq, we deduce that

GpAqzGpkq{P_Θpkq is finite. Thus, the result follows from Proposition 9.1. □

9.2. Number of non-equivalent cuspidal rational sector chambers. In this section we count the number of orbits of cuspidal rational sector chambers defined by Equation (42). In other words, we count the cardinality of C_H, or equivalently the cardinality of C given by Theorem 8.5, or I_H given by Theorem 8.3.

Proposition 9.4. The set B_8C_H :“ tB_8Q, Q P C_Hu is a set of representatives of the GpAq-orbits of the set of chambers of the spherical building at infinity B_8pX_kq. In particular, there exists a one-to-one correspondence between C_H and the double coset GpAqzGpkq{Bpkq.

Proof. Let C^1_H be the set of cuspidal rational sector chambers in X_k. By definition, there are one-to-one correspondence between the sets C_H, C^1_H{ „_{GpAq} and B_8C_H (c.f. Equation (42)). It follows from Proposition 7.13 and Corollary 7.23 that given an arbitrary k-sector chamber, it contains a subsector chamber that is a cuspidal rational sector chamber. This implies that B_8pC^1_Hq covers all the chambers in B_8pX_kq, whence the first statement follows.

Now, since Lemma 4.7 shows that the set of chambers B_8 SecpX_kq in B_8pX_kq is in one-to-one correspondence with Gpkq{Bpkq, we conclude that there exists a bijection between C_H and the double coset GpAqzGpkq{Bpkq. □

Corollary 9.5. There exists a bijective map between C_H and the kernel of the map h : H^1_{ét}pSpecpAq, Tq Ñ H^1_{ét}pSpecpAq, Gq.

Proof. It is an immediate consequence of Proposition 9.4 and Proposition 9.1. □

Corollary 9.6. Assume that G_k is semisimple and simply connected.

(1) There exists a one-to-one correspondence between the set C_H and PicpAq^t. (2) In particular, C_H is finite whenever F is a finite field.

Proof. The first statement directly follows from Corollary 9.2 and Corollary 9.5. If F is finite, then PicpAq is finite according to Weyl Theorem (c.f. [Ser03, Ch. II, §2.2]). Therefore, the number CardpC_Hq “ Card ` PicpAq

˘_t of cuspidal rational sector chambers is finite. □

Remark 9.7. Note that, when Θ ‰ H, the double coset GpAqzGpkq{P_Θpkq does not count the number of sector faces Q_{i,Θ} in Theorem 8.3. Indeed, in rank t ě 2, there always exists infinitely many sector faces (that are not sector chambers) whose the points are pairwise non-equivalent but with the same visual boundary (for instance a family of sector faces contained in a given cuspidal sector chamber). This shows that, using the cohomological approach via double cosets, the unique context where we can count the non-equivalent cuspidal rational sector faces of a given type Θ is for sector chambers, which involves the use of the minimal parabolic subgroups, i.e. Borel subgroups.

Acknowledgements

The authors thank P. Gille for valuable comments on Étale cohomology. The authors thank G. Lucchini Arteche and L. Arenas-Carmona for useful discussions.

The first author was partially supported by Anid-Conicyt by the Doctoral fellowship No 21180544. The second author was partially supported by the GeoLie project (ANR- 15-CE40-0012, The French National Research Agency).

References

[AB08] Peter Abramenko and Kenneth S. Brown, Buildings: Theory and applications, 1 ed., Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 248, Springer, New York, 2008, Theory and applications.

[BKW13] Kai-Uwe Bux, Ralf Köhl, and Stefan Witzel, Higher finiteness properties of reductive arithmetic groups in positive characteristic: the rank theorem., Ann. Math. (2) 177 (2013), no. 1, 311–366 (English).

[BL22] Claudio Bravo and Benoit Loisel, On chevalley group schemes over function fields:

quotients of the bruhat-tits building by t℘u-arithmetic subgroups, available at https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.06546, 2022.

[Bor91] Armand Borel, Linear algebraic groups, second ed., Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 126, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1991.

[Bou81] Nicolas Bourbaki, Éléments de mathématique, Masson, Paris, 1981, Groupes et algèbres de Lie. Chapitres 4, 5 et 6.

[BT65] Armand Borel and Jacques Tits, Groupes réductifs, Institut des Hautes Études Scientifiques.

Publications Mathématiques 27 (1965), 55–150.

[BT72] François Bruhat and Jacques Tits, Groupes réductifs sur un corps local, Institut des Hautes Études Scientifiques. Publications Mathématiques 41 (1972), 5–251.

[BT84] , Groupes réductifs sur un corps local. II. Schémas en groupes. Existence d’une donnée radicielle valuée, Institut des Hautes Études Scientifiques. Publications Mathématiques 60 (1984), 197–376.

[DG70a] Michel Demazure and Pierre Gabriel, Groupes algébriques. Tome I : Géométrie algébrique, généralités, groupes commutatifs, vol. Tome 1, North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1970, Avec un appendice Corps de classes local par Michiel Hazewinkel.

[DG70b] Michel Demazure and Alexander Grothendieck (eds.), Schémas en groupes. séminaire de géométrie algébrique du bois marie 1962-64 (sga 3), Lecture notes in mathematics (153), vol. 3, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, New York, 1970, augmented and corrected 2008–2011 re-edition of the original by Philippe Gille and Patrick Polo. Available at http://www.math.jussieu.fr/~polo/SGA3.

[DG70c] Michel Demazure and Alexander Grothendieck (eds.), Schémas en groupes. séminaire de géométrie algébrique du bois marie 1962-64 (sga 3), Lecture notes in mathematics (151), vol. 1, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, New York, 1970, augmented and corrected 2008–2011 re-edition of the original by Philippe Gille and Patrick Polo. Available at http://www.math.jussieu.fr/~polo/SGA3.

[Har67] Günter Harder, Halbeinfache Gruppenschemata über Dedekindringen, Invent. Math. 4 (1967), 165–191 (German).

[Har77] , Die kohomologie s-arithmetischer gruppen über funktionenkörpern., Inventiones mathematicae 42 (1977), 135–176 (ger).

[Lan94] Serge Lang, Algebraic number theory., 2nd ed. ed., Grad. Texts Math., vol. 110, New York:

Springer-Verlag, 1994 (English).

[Lan96] Erasmus Landvogt, A compactification of the Bruhat-Tits building, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1619, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1996.

[Lan00] , Some functorial properties of the Bruhat-Tits building, Journal für die Reine und Angewandte Mathematik. [Crelle’s Journal] 518 (2000), 213–241.

[Liu02] Qing Liu, Algebraic geometry and arithmetic curves, Oxf. Grad. Texts Math., vol. 6, Oxford:

Oxford University Press, 2002 (English).

[Mar09] Benedictus Margaux, The structure of the group Gpkrtsq: variations on a theme of Soulé., Algebra Number Theory 3 (2009), no. 4, 393–409 (English).

[Mas01] Alexander W. Mason, Serre’s generalization of Nagao’s theorem: an elementary approach, Trans. Am. Math. Soc. 353 (2001), no. 2, 749–767 (English).

[Mil80] James S. Milne, Étale cohomology, Princeton Math. Ser., vol. 33, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1980 (English).

[Par00] Anne Parreau, Immeubles affines: construction par les normes, Crystallographic Groups and Their Generalizations: Workshop, Katholieke Universiteit Leuven Campus Kortrijk, Belgium, May 26-28, 1999, vol. 262, American Mathematical Soc., 2000, p. 263.

[Rou77] Guy Rousseau, Immeubles des groupes réductifs sur les corps locaux, U.E.R. Mathématique, Université Paris XI, Orsay, 1977, Thèse de doctorat, Publications Mathématiques d’Orsay, No. 221-77.68.

[Rou09] , Euclidean buildings, Géométries à courbure négative ou nulle, groupes discrets et rigidités, Séminaires et Congrès, vol. 18, Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 2009, pp. 77– 116.

[Ser03] Jean-Pierre Serre, Trees. Transl. from the French by John Stillwell., corrected 2nd printing of the 1980 original ed., Springer Monogr. Math., Berlin: Springer, 2003 (English).

[Sou79] Christophe Soulé, Chevalley groups over polynomial rings, Homological group theory, Proc.

Symp., Durham 1977, Lond. Math. Soc. Lect. Note Ser. 36, 359-367., 1979.

[Spr98] Tonny Albert Springer, Linear algebraic groups, second ed., Progress in Mathematics, vol. 9, Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 1998.

[Sti09] Henning Stichtenoth, Algebraic function fields and codes, 2nd ed. ed., Grad. Texts Math., vol.

254, Berlin: Springer, 2009 (English).

[Stu80] Ulrich Stuhler, Homological properties of certain arithmetic groups in the function field case, Invent. Math. 57 (1980), 263–281 (English).