arXiv:2304.00505v1 [math.NT] 2 Apr 2023

RELATIVE HOMOLOGY OF ARITHMETIC SUBGROUPS OF SUp3q

Claudio Bravo^1

Abstract. Let C be a smooth, projective and geometrically integral curve defined over a finite field F. Let A be the ring of function of C that are regular outside a closed point P and let k “ QuotpAq. Let G “ SUp3q be the non-split group-scheme defined from an (isotropic) hermitian form in three variables. In this work, we describe, in terms of the Euler-Poincaré characteristic, the relative homology groups of certain arithmetic subgroups G of GpAq modulo a representative system U of the conjugacy classes of their maximal unipotent subgroups. In other words, we measure how far are the homology groups of G from being the coproducts of the corresponding homology groups of the subgroups U P U.

MSC Codes: 55N10, 20G30, 11R58 (primary), 20E08, 20E08, 20E45 (secondary) Keywords: Relative homology, algebraic function fields, special unitary groups, arithmetic subgroups, maximal unipotent subgroups, Bruhat-Tits trees, quotient graphs.

1. Introduction

Let C be a smooth, projective and geometrically integral curve defined over a field F. Let P be a closed point in C, and let us denote by A the ring of functions that are regular on C outside P . Let us write k “ QuotpAq.

Discrete subgroups of a real Lie group G have been studied by their action on symmetric spaces, that is, on homogeneous spaces of the form X “ KzG, where K is a maximal compact subgroup of G. In analogy with the preceding approach, Bruhat and Tits in [3] and [4] establish a program for study groups of k-points of reductive quasisplit k-group schemes through their action on simplicial complexes called buildings. This point of view has been fruitful in the past to study groups of arithmetical interest. For instance, [14, Theorem 3] presents the group of Frts-points of a split group-scheme as an amalgamated free product of simpler subgroups. Then [14, Theorem 5] describes the homology of such groups. The preceding presentations have been extended to the context of isotrivial k-group schemes in [11, Theorem 3.9]. One of the strongest results about the actions of arithmetical groups on buildings can be found in [5, Prop. 13.6].

In the context of group-schemes of split rank one, or equivalently when the respective buildings are trees, their arithmetic subgroups can be studied by describing the associated quotient graphs and vertex stabilizers. This approach is called Bass-Serre theory in [12, Chapter I, §5]. In this book, Serre studies the quotient graph X “ SL_2pAqzX defined from the action of SL_2pAq in the Bruhat-Tits tree X “ XpSL_2pkq, P q. More specifically, he proves that:

Theorem 1.1. [12, Chapter II, §2.3] There exist a bounded connected subgraph Y Ď X and geodesic rays rpσq Ď X, for each σ P PicpAq, such that X “ Y Y ğ σPPicpAq

rpσq.

Moreover, Y is finite, whenever F is finite.

Then, by using the Bass-Serre theory, Serre also presents SL_2pAq in term of amalgamated free products of certain simpler subgroups.

When F is a finite field, an interesting application of Theorem 1.1, which Serre introduces in [12, Chapter II, §2.9], is the homological interpretation of the Euler- Poincaré characteristic of certain subgroups of SL_2pAq. In order to detail this, let us

1Centre de Mathématiques Laurent Schwartz, École Polytechnique, Institut Polytechnique de Paris,

91128 Palaiseau Cedex, France. Email: claudio.bravo-castillo@polytechnique.edu 1

introduce the following definitions. We use 7S to denote the cardinality of a set S. In analogy with [13, Prop. 14], Serre defines the Euler-Poincaré characteristic χpGq, for any finite index subgroup G of SL_2pAq, by

(1) χpGq “ ÿ v 1{7Stab_Gpvq´ ÿ e 1{7Stab_Gpeq,

where v (resp. e) runs through a system of representatives of the G-orbit of vertices (resp. geometrical edges) in X. Both series in Equation (1) converge (c.f. [12, Ch. II, §2.3, Exercise 2]).

Special values of the zeta function ζ_C defined on C are related to the Euler-Poincaré characteristic of SL_2pAq. More specifically χpSL_2pAqq “ ´pq^{degpP q} ´ 1qζ_C p´1q and χpGq “ rSL_2pAq : GsχpSL_2q, if G has finite index in SL_2pAq (c.f. [12, Chapter II, §2.3, Exercise 2]). More general results are given in [13, footnote in Pag. 158] and [7] for simply connected split simple algebraic group-schemes.

Now, let H be a group and let H “ tH_σu_{σPΣ} be an arbitrary non-empty family of subgroups of H. We define the G-module R as the kernel of the augmentation Zmorphism ε : š σPΣ ZrH{H_σs Ñ Z, defined by εpδq “ 1, for all δ P H{H_σ and all σ P Σ.

Then, given a H-module M, we define the M-valued relative homology groups of H modulo H by

(2) H_ipH mod H_σ, Mq :“ Tor^{ZrHs}_{i´1} pR, Mq “ H_{i´1}pH, R b Mq.

The relative homology groups of H modulo H measure how far is H_ipH, Mq, for i ą 0, from being the co-product š σPΣ H_ipH_σ, Mq. More explicitly, if H_ipH mod H_σ, Mq “ H_{i`1}pH mod H_σ, Mq “ t0u, then H_ipH, Mq – š σPΣ H_ipH_σ, Mq.

We say that a group G is without p^1-torsion when the elements of finite order in G have p-power orders. It follows from [9, Lemma 3.3] that, when F “ F_pr , principal congruence subgroups of SL_2pAq are always without p^1-torsion.

Theorem 1.2. [12, Chapter II, §2.9, Pag. 135] Assume that F “ F_pr . Let G be a finite index subgroup of SL_2pAq without p^1-torsion. Let tξ_σu_{σPΣ0} be a set that represents the G-orbits in the visual limit of X, i.e. representatives of GzP^1pkq, and write G_σ “ Stab_Gpξ_σq. Then, the set G “ tG_σ u_{σPΣ0} is a representative system for the G-conjugacy classes of maximal unipotent subgroups in G.

The following results describe the relative homology groups of G modulo G in terms of the Euler-Poincaré characteristic of G.

Theorem 1.3. [12, Chapter II, Theorem 14] Assume that F “ F_pr . Let G be a finite index subgroup of SL_2pAq witout p^1-torsion. Then, for all i ‰ 1, the homology groups H_ipG mod G_σ, Mq are trivial. Moreover, if M is Z-finitely generated, then H_1pG mod G_σ, Mq – M^{´χpGq}.

The purpose of the present work is to extend the preceding result to the context where SL_2 is replaced by the special unitary group SUp3q “ SUphq defined from a three-dimensional hermitian form h. This can be seen as the natural extension of Serre’s results to the non-split context, since SUp3q is the only quasi-split non-split simply connected semisimple group of split rank 1 (cf. [4, 4.1.4]). Moreover, this shows that Theorem 1.3 generalizes to any quasi-split simply connected semisimple group of split rank 1. We believe that a more general result along this line can exist for quasi-split groups of higher split rank and expect that this paper inspires.

2. Context and main results

Let F be a field whose characteristic is not 2. Let C be a smooth, projective, geometrically integral curve over F, and also let k the function field of C. Let ℓ be a quadratic extension of k such that F is algebraically closed in ℓ, or equivalently, set a 2 : 1 morphism ψ : D Ñ C of geometrically integral curves, and let us define ℓ as the function field of D. For each element x P ℓ, we denote by x its image by the unique non-trivial element of Galpℓ{kq.

Let us introduce the following C-group-scheme. Consider an affine subset of C, which we write as SpecpRq, where R Ă k satisfies QuotpRq “ k. Let S Ă ℓ be the integral closure of R in ℓ. Then, by definition, SpecpSq is the fiber of ψ over SpecpRq. Let us denote by SUph_Rq the special unitary group-scheme defined from the R-hermitian form h_R : S^3 Ñ R given by

(3) h_Rpx_{´1}, x_0, x_1q “ x_{´1}x_1 ` x_0x_0 ` x_1x_{´1}.

Since we can cover C by affine subsets SpecpR_iq with affine intersection, the groups SUph_{Ri} q can be glue in order to define the C-group-scheme G “ SUphq, which we call the special unitary group-scheme of D on C.

Let P be a closed point on C. Let us denote by A the ring of function that are regular outside P . In all that concerns this work, we assume that ℓ{k is non-split at P , i.e. we assume that there exists a unique point Q of D above P . Then, the integral closure B of A in L satisfies SpecpBq “ D ∖ tQu. We denote by Γ “ GpAq the group of A-point of G. By our assumption on ℓ and P , G is a quasi-split non-split simply connected semisimple group of split rank 1. Then, the (rational) Bruhat-Tits building defined from G at P is a tree, which we denote by X “ XpG, k, P q. See [3, §7.4] for more details. The group Gpkq acts on X via simplicial maps.

Let N “ N_{ℓ{k} and T “ Tr_{ℓ{k} be the norm and trace map of the quadratic extension ℓ{k. In order to describe the visual limit B_8pXq of X, i.e. its classes of rays modulo parallelism, it is convenient to introduce the following k-varieties: Hpℓ, kq :“ tpu, vq P R_{ℓ{k}pG_{a,ℓ} q^2 : Npuq ` T pvq “ 0u,

Hpℓ, kq^0 :“ tp0, vq P 0 ^ R_{ℓ{k}pG_{a,ℓ} q : T pvq “ 0u.

Indeed, there exists a bijective map f : Hpℓ, kq Y t8u Ñ B_8pXq. See Corollary 3.3 for more details.

The main goal of this work is to extend Theorem 1.3 to arithmetic subgroups of the special unitary group. To do so, we study the action of subgroups G of Γ on the visual limit of X, or equivalently on Hpℓ, kq Y t8u. More specifically, we start by describing the Steinberg G-module St defined as the kernel of the augmentation Z-morphism ϵ : ZrHpℓ, kq Y t8us Ñ Z given by ϵpzq “ 1, for all z P Hpℓ, kq Y t8u.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that F “ F_pr . Let G be a finite index subgroup of Γ without p^1-torsion. Then, the Steinberg module St is a finitely generated projective ZrGs-module, whose stably free rank is ´χpGq, i.e. there exist two finitely generated free ZrGs-modules L_0 and L_1, whose rank are l_0 and l_1 respectively, such that

St ‘ L_0 – L_1, and χpGq “ l_0 ´ l_1.

As in the case of SL_2, the hypothesis of G without p^1-torsion holds for arithmetically interesting families of subgroups of Γ, as principal congruence subgroups, according to [9, Lemma 3.3].

In a second step, and following Serre’s ideas, we describe, in terms of the action of G on B_8pXq – Hpℓ, kq Y t8u, a representative system for the G-conjugacy classes of maximal unipotent subgroups (c.f. §6). This is valid even when G has p^1-torsion or F is infinite perfect field.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that F is perfect. Let G be a finite index subgroup of Γ. Let tξ_σu_{σPΣ0} be a set that represents the G-orbits in B_8pXq. For each σ P Σ_0, let pu, vq “ f^{´1}pξ_σq P Hpℓ, kq Y t8u, and let g_{u,v} “ ~ 0 0 ´1

0 ´1 ´u ´1 ū ´v ¸ , g_8 “ id.

Let B be the Borel subgroup of G defined as the scheme the upper-tringular matrices in G and let U_a be its unipotent radical.

For each σ P Σ_0, let us denote by G_σ the stabilizer in G of ξ_σ, which we write as G_σ “ Stab_{Gpkq}pξ_σq X G “ g^{´1}_{u,v}Bpkqg_{u,v} X G.

For each σ P Σ_0, let us denote UpG_σq :“ g^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X G. Then:

(1) UpG_σq is the subgroup containing all the unipotent elements in G_σ and G_σ{UpG_σ q is isomorphic to a subgroup of F^˚ , (2) U “ tUpG_σ q : σ P Σ_0u is a representative set of the conjugacy classes of maximal unipotent subgroups of G, and (3) if F “ F_pr and G is without p^1-torsion, then UpG_σ q “ G_σ , for all σ P Σ_0.

The preceding result has some interesting consequences on the number of conjugacy classes of maximal unipotent subgroups in G (c.f. §6.2).

Then, by heavily using Theorem 2.1 we describe the homology of G modulo U, as defined in Theorem 2.2, extending Theorem 1.3 to the special unitary group.

Theorem 2.3. Assume that F “ F_pr . Let G be a finite index subgroup of Γ without p^1-torsion. Then, for all i ‰ 1, the homology groups H_ipG mod G_σ, Mq are trivial. Moreover, if M is Z-finitely generated, then H_1pG mod G_σ, Mq – M^{´χpGq}. In particular, for each i P Z_{ą1} we have H_ipG, Mq – š σPΣ_0 HipGσ, Mq, and, for i “ 1, the

following sequence is exact: 0 Ñ ž σPΣ_0

H_1pG_σ , Mq Ñ H_1pG, Mq Ñ H_1pG mod G_σ, Mq.

As an application of Theorem 2.3, we prove in Proposition 7.3 that the torsion group Tor ` G^{ab} ˘ is naturally isomorphic to a finite index subgroup of a product of finitely many B-fractional ideals, and that the rank of the free part of G^{ab} is bounded by ´χpGq. In particular, we show that, even though Γ^{ab} is finitely generated (c.f. [2, Prop. 9.7]), the group G^{ab} is not finitely generated. Finally, we describe the torsion subgroup of the abelianization of principal congruence subgroups in Γ.

3. Conventions and preliminaries

3.1. Convention on graphs. A graph g consists of two sets V “ Vpgq and E “ Epgq, and three maps

o : E Ñ V, e ÞÑ opeq, t : E Ñ V, e ÞÑ tpeq, r : E Ñ E, e ÞÑ e, which satisfy the following condition: for each e P E we have rprpeqq “ e, rpeq ‰ e and opeq “ tprpeqq. The sets V and E are called vertex set and edge set, respectively, and the functions o, t and r are called origin, terminus and reverse, respectively. The vertex opyq “ tprpyqq is called the origin of y, and the vertex tpyq “ oprpyqq is called the terminus of y. A geometrical edge of g is a set of the form te, rpequ, for some e P E. The set of geometrical edges of g is denoted by geompEqpgq. An orientation of a graph g is a subset E^` of E such that E is the disjoint union of E^` and rpE^`q. It is not hard to see that orientations always exist, and that, once an orientation is fixed, then there exists a bijection between E^` and geompEqpgq.

A morphism f : g Ñ g^1 between two graphs is a pair son functions f_V : Vpgq Ñ Vpg^1q and f_E : Epgq Ñ Epg^1q preserving the origin, terminus and reverse functions. A similar convention applies for group actions. We say that an action of a group H on a graph g does not have invertions when it preserves orientations, or equivalently, when h¨y ‰ rpyq, for every y P Epgq, and every h P H. If H acts on g without inversions, then we can define the quotient graph Hzg in the obvious way; the vertex set (edge set, resp.) of Hzg is the quotient HzVpgq (HzVpgq, resp.). This type of quotients are used in Bass-Serre theory to study the structure of groups acting on trees, as we mention in §1.

Let n be a positive integer. Let us define the graph path_n by setting V “ t0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nu and E “ ta_i, a_i : 0 ď i ă nu, where rpa_iq “ a_i, opa_iq “ i and tpa_iq “ i ` 1. Then, we define a path of length n in a graph g as an injective morphism l : path_n Ñ g. If v_i “ lpiq, for all 0 ď i ď n, then we say that l is a path from v_0 to v_n. A graph g is connected when there exists a path l “ lpv, wq connecting any two vertices v, w P Vpgq. We define the graph circ_n by setting V “ Z{nZ and E “ te_i, e_i : i P Z{nZu, where rpe_iq “ e_i, ope_iq “ i and tpe_iq “ i ` 1. A loop of length n in a graph g is an injective morphism circ_n Ñ g. A tree is a connected graph without loops.

Let g be a graph. We define a ray r of g as a subcomplex whose vertex set Vprq “ tv_iu^8_{i“0} and edge set Eprq “ te_iu^8_{i“0} satisfies the identities ope_iq “ v_i, tpe_iq “ v_{i`1}, and v_i ‰ v_j , for all pair of different indices pi, jq. The vertex v_0 is called the initial vertex of r. Note that, the set of rays of a given graph can be empty, for instance, when the graph has a finite number of vertices. In all that follows we just work with graphs that contain at least one ray. In order to define the visual limit of a ray, let us take two rays r_1 and r_2, and let us write Vpr_1q “ tv_iu^8_{i“0} and Vpr_2q “ tw_iu^8_{i“0}. Then, we say that r_1 and r_2 belongs to the same visual limit if there exists i_0, s P Z_{ě0} such that v_i “ w_{i`s}, for all i ě i_0. This defines a equivalence relation on the set of rays of g. We denote by B_8prq the class, called the visual limit, of the ray r. We denote by B_8pgq the set of all classes in g.

3.2. On the radical datum of the special unitary group. Here we recall some well known facts about the C-group scheme G. For more detailed definitions, see, for instance, [4, 4.1], or [8, §4 Case 2. p. 43-50]. We start by recalling that G embeds into SL_{3,C} (c.f. [2, §3.2]). By using this representation, we identify G with its image, and the elements in Gpkq (resp. GpAq) with 3 ^ 3 matrices with coefficients in ℓ (resp. B).

Given a field F , let G_{m,F} be the multiplicative group defined over F . Let us write:

diagpx, y, zq :“

~x 0 0

0 y 0 0 0 z ¸ . A k-split maximal torus S of G consists in the subgroup of diagonal matrices of the from diagps, 1, s^{´1}q, where s P G_{m,k} . The centralizer T “ Z_G pSq of S is a k-maximal torus, and it admits a parametrization of the form ã : R_{ℓ{k}pG_{m,ℓ} q Ñ T with ãptq “ diagpt, tt^{´1}, t^{´1}q. This torus T splits over ℓ into the dimension 2 torus T_ℓ – G^2_{m,ℓ} .

A basis of characters of the ℓ-split torus T_ℓ consists in characters tα, αu defined by αpdiagpx, y, zqq “ yz^{´1}, and αpdiagpx, y, zqq “ xy^{´1}. We denote by a (resp. 2a) the restriction of α (resp. α ` α) to S. Then, the k-root system of G is Φ “ t˘a, ˘2au. We denote by a^_ (resp. p2aq^_) the coroot of a (resp. 2a). It is well-known that a generates the Z-module of characters of S, while p2aq^_ generates its Z-module of cocharacters.

We fix ta, 2au as a set of positive roots in Φ. This election defines a k-Borel subgroup B of G containing T . Indeed, this group B corresponds to the set of upper-triangular matrices in G. We parametrize its unipotent root subgroups U_a and U_{2a} by u_a : Hpℓ, kq Ñ U_a pu, vq ÞÑ ~1 ´ū v

0 1 u 0 0 1 ¸ , and u_{2a} : Hpℓ, kq^0 Ñ U_{2a}

v ÞÑ

~1 0 v

0 1 0 0 0 1 ¸ .

Then, we have B “ tãptqu_apx, yq : t P ℓ^˚, px, yq P Hpℓ, kqu . Each unipotent subgroups of G corresponding to a negative roots b P t´a, ´2au is parametrized by the homomorphism u_b :“ s ¨ u_{´b} ¨ s, where s is the 3 ^ 3 matrix with ´1 in the anti-diagonal and 0’s in any other coordinate.

3.3. The Bruhat-Tits tree. Here we define the (rational) Bruhat-Tits tree X “ XpG, k, P q defined from G and the discrete valuation map ν “ ν_P of k defined from P . By abuse of notation, also denote by ν the valuation on ℓ induced by Q, and assume that νpℓ^˚q “ Z{e_P Z, where e_P is the ramification index of P in ℓ. The standard apartment of X defined from S is, by definition, A_0 “ X_˚pSq b_Z R – Ra^_ . The vertex set of A_0 corresponds to the elements x “ ra^_ such that apxq “ 2r belongs to Γ_a :“^1_2 νpℓ^˚q. See [4, 4.2.21(4) and 4.2.22] for more details. It follows from [3, 6.2.10] and [4, 4.2.7] that the group of k-points N_GpSqpkq of the normalizer N_GpSq acts on A_0 via:

ãptq ¨ x “ x´ 1 2 νptqa^_, and s ¨ x “ ´x, @x P A_0 , @t P R_{ℓ{k}pG_{m,ℓ} q.

For each b P ta, ´au, let us define U_{b,x}pkq as the group tu_bpx, yq : px, yq P Hpℓ, kq, νpyq ě ´2bpxqu. Then, the rational Bruhat-Tits tree X defined from Gpkq is the graph defined as the gluing of multiple copies of A_0 :

(4) X “ XpG, k, P q :“ Gpkq ^ A_0 { ∽,

with respect to the equivalence relation: pg, xq ∽ ph, yq if and only if there is n P N_G pSqpkq such that y “ n ¨ x and g^{´1}hn P U_xpkq, where U_xpkq “ xU_{a,x}pkq, U_{´a,x}pkqy.

3.4. The visual limit of the Bruhat-Tits tree. Recall that Gpkq acts on X. This action extends to the visual limit of X via g ¨ B_8pr_1q “ B_8pg ¨ r_1q, for all g P Gpkq, since B_8pr_1q “ B_8pr_2q implies g ¨ B_8pr_1q “ g ¨ B_8pr_2q.

Lemma 3.1. Gpkq acts transitively on B_8pXq.

Proof. Let r_1 and r_2 two rays in X. Let A_1 and A_2 two apartments containing r_1 and r_2, respectively. Since Gpkq acts transitively on the apartments of X, there exists g P Gpkq satisfying g ¨ A_1 “ A_2 . Moreover, by multiplying A_2 for a suitable element in Gpkq, we can assume that A_2 is the standard apartment A_0 Ă X. Then, g ¨ r_1 and r_2 are both rays in A_0 . Since tid, su acts transitively on the visual limits of A_0 , we conclude that there exist ϵ P t0, 1u such that s^ϵg ¨ B_8pr_1q “ B_8pr_2q, whence the result follows. □

Let us denote by rp8q the ray defined as tx P A_0 : apxq ě 0u, and denote by ξ_8 its visual limit. The following is a classical result in Building theory.

Lemma 3.2. [1, §6.2.4] The stabilizer of ξ_8 in Gpkq is Bpkq.

For each pu, vq P Hpℓ, kq, we define

g_{u,v} :“ u_{´a}pu, vq ¨ s “ s ¨ u_apu, vq “

~ 0 0 ´1

0 ´1 ´u ´1 ū ´v ¸ and ξ_{pu,vq} :“ g^{´1}_{u,v} ¨ ξ_8.

In order to homogenize the expression of visual limits, in all what follows we adopt the following convention: for ξ “ ξ_8 we write pu, vq “ 8 and we put g_8 “ id.

Corollary 3.3. The map f : Hpℓ, kq Y t8u Ñ B_8pXq defined as fppu, vqq “ ξ_{pu,vq}, where pu, vq P Hpℓ, kq Y t8u, is bijective. In particular, there exists a bijection between Gpkq{Bpkq and Hpℓ, kq Y t8u.

Proof. Firstly, we prove that f is injective. Indeed, if g^{´1}_{u1,v1} ¨ ξ_8 “ g^{´1}_{u2,v2} ¨ ξ_8, then g_{u1,v1} g^{´1}_{u2,v2} P Bpkq, as Lemma 3.2 shows. In particular, if pu_1, v_1q “ 8, then pu_1, v_2q “ 8, and inversely. In any other case, we have that g_{u1,v1} g^{´1}_{u2,v2} “ su_apu_1, v_1qu_apu_2, v_2q^{´1}s^{´1} belongs to sBpkqs^{´1} X Bpkq. Then, u_apu_1, v_1q “ u_apu_2, v_2q, since sBpkqs^{´1} X Bpkq “ T pkq. We conclude that pu_1, v_1q “ pu_2, v_2q in all cases.

Now, we claim that f is surjective. Indeed, let ξ P B_8pXq be an arbitrary element. It follows from Lemma 3.1 that there exists g P Gpkq such that ξ “ g ¨ ξ_8. Moreover, it follows from the Bruhat decomposition that Gpkq “ Bpkq Y U_apkqsBpkq, where Bpkq X U_apkqsBpkq “ H. Since Bpkq “ Stab_{Gpkq}pξ_8q according to Lemma 3.2, we have ξ “ g ¨ ξ_8 “ ξ_8, if g P Bpkq, while ξ “ u_apx, yqs ¨ ξ_8 “ ps u_ap´x, yqq^{´1} ¨ ξ_8 “ ξ_{p´x,yq}, in any other case. This proves the claim. Thus, we conclude that f is bijective.

Note that Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 implies B_8pXq – Gpkq{Bpkq. This proves the second statement. □

3.5. Actions on the Bruhat-Tits tree. Since G is a semi-simple group-scheme, there exists a bipartition of the Bruhat-Tits tree X that is respected by the action of Gpkq. This implies that any subgroup of Gpkq acts on X without inversions. In particular, any subgroup of Gpkq defines a quotient graph (c.f. §3.1). The following result describes the quotient graph defined by the action of Γ “ GpAq on X.

Theorem 3.4. [2, Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 7.1] There exist a connected subgraph Y of ΓzX and geodesical rays rpσq Ď ΓzX with initial vertex v_σ, for each σ P ΓzB_8pXq, such that VpY q X Vprpσqq “ tv_σ u, EpY q X Eprpσqq “ H, and

ΓzX “ Y Y ğ σPΓzB_8 pXq rpσq, where the set of orbits ΓzB_8pXq is in bijection with the Picard group PicpBq of the Dedekind ring B. Moreover, Y is finite when F is finite.

In particular, in all that follows, we write trpσq : σ P PicpAqu to denote the set of geodesical rays defined in Theorem 3.4. The vertex stabilizers defined by the action of Γ on X can be characterized as follows.

Theorem 3.5. [2, Lemma 4.9 and Proposition 4.12] For each ξ P B_8pXq there exists a ray r_ξ, such that Vpr_ξ q “ tv_ipξqu^8_{i“0}, where v_ipξq and v_{i`1}pξq are neighbors, and (a) B_8pr_ξ q “ ξ, (b) Stab_Γpv_ipξqq is strictly contained in Stab_Γpv_{i`1}pξqq, and (c) Stab_Γpξq “

Ť_8

i“0 Stab_Γpv_ipξqq.

For each ξ P B_8pXq, we set pu, vq “ f^{´1}pξq P Hpℓ, kq Y t8u. Let us write

Γ_ξ “ g^{´1}_{u,v}Bpkqg_{u,v} X Γ, U_ξ “ g^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X Γ, U^0_ξ “ g^{´1}_{u,v}U_{2a}pkqg_{u,v} X Γ.

Then:

(d) Γ_ξ “ Stab_Γpξq, (e) U_ξ is a normal subgroup of Γ_ξ and Γ_ξ{U_ξ is isomorphic to a subgroup of F^˚ .

Moreover, for Hpu, vq :“ u^{´1}_a ` g_{u,v}U_ξg^{´1}_{u,v} ˘ and Hpu, vq^0 :“ u^{´1}_a ´ g_{u,v}U^0_ξ g^{´1}_{u,v} ¯ we have:

(f) U_ξ – Hpu, vq and U^0_ξ – Hpu, vq^0, and (g) Hpu, vq^0 and Hpu, vq{Hpu, vq^0 are both isomorphic to non-trivial finitely generated A-modules of ℓ containing a non-zero ideal I Ď B.

Note that, for each geodesical ray rpσq in ΓzX there exists a subray r^1pσq Ď rpσq whose lifting in X satisfies Theorem 3.5. Then, when F is finite, by attaching a finite graph to Y if needed, we assume that each cusps ray rpσq has a lifting in X satisfying Theorem 3.5.

Corollary 3.6. Assume that F is finite. Then, given N P Z_{ą0}, there exist finitely many vertices (resp. edges) v in ΓzX (resp. e in ΓzX) such that, for every v^1 P Γ ¨ v (resp. e^1 P Γ ¨ v), we have 7Stab_Γpv^1q ď N (resp. 7Stab_Γpe^1q ď N).

Proof. Let trpσq : σ P PicpBqu as above. For each σ P PicpBq, let rpσq^˝ Ď X be a lifting of rpσq satisfying Theorem 3.5. Then, it follows from Theorem 3.5(b) that, for each σ P PicpBq, there exists a ray rpσq^1 Ă rpσq^˝ such that for all v^1 P Vprpσq^1 q (resp. e^1 P Eprpσq^1 q) we have 7Stab_Γpv^1q ą N (resp. 7Stab_Γpe^1q ą N). Thus, the result follows from the finiteness of the graph Y defined in Theorem 3.4. □

4. Fixed points in the visual limit

The main goal of this section is to prove following result.

Proposition 4.1. Assume that F “ F_pr . Let P be a non-trivial finite p-subgroup of Γ “ GpAq. Then, the natural action of P on B_8pXq – Hpℓ, kq Y t8u has exactly one fixed point.

We divide the proof of Proposition 4.1 in two parts. The fist one is devoted to the existence of a fixed point and the later to its uniqueness.

Lemma 4.2. There exists a one-to-one correspondence between B_8pXq and the set of lines in ℓ^3 that are isotropic with respect to the hermitian form defined by Equality (3).

Proof. Recall that every isotropic line in ℓ^3 is contained in a hyperbolic plane, which has an isometry switching its two isotropic lines. Then, Witt’s theorem shows that Gpkq acts transitively on the set of such lines. Moreover, it is not hard to prove that the stabilizer of the line generated by p1, 0, 0q is the group of upper triangular matrices in Gpkq, i.e. Bpkq. Thus, the set of isotropic lines in ℓ^3 is in natural correspondence with Gpkq{Bpkq. Then, the result follows from Corollary 3.3. □

Lemma 4.3. Assume that F “ F_pr . Let P be a p-subgroup of Gpkq and let V be a P -stable F-subspace of ℓ^3. Then the exists a nonzero vector w P V that is fixed by P .

Proof. Fix v P V ∖ t0u and define W as the F-vector space generated by all elements in the P -orbit of v. Since P is finite, the P -orbit of v also finite. Thus, W has finite dimension. In particular, since F “ F_pr , the cardinality of W is p^n, for some n P Z_{ą0}. Moreover, since Gpkq Ď SL_3pℓq, the group P acts on V Ď ℓ^3 by linear transformations. Then, P ¨ W Ď W , which implies that P acts on W . Since 0 P W is a P -fixed point, it follows from an easy orbit count that the cardinality of tx P W : P ¨ x “ xu is divisible by p. In particular, we conclude that there exists a nonzero P -fixed point in W . □

Lemma 4.4. Assume that F “ F_pr . Let P be a non-trivial finite p-subgroup of Gpkq. Then P fixes a point of B_8pXq.

Proof. According to Lemma 4.2, we have to show that there exists a nonzero vector in ℓ^3 that is fixed by P and isotropic with respect the hermitian form defined in Eq. (3).

Lemma 4.3 applied to V “ ℓ^3 implies that there exists w P ℓ^3 ∖ t0u which is fixed by P . If w is isotropic, then the result follows. Assume that w is anisotropic. Then, ℓ^3 decomposes as the direct sum of two ℓrP s-stable modules V_0 “ xwy and V_1 “ xwy^K. By applying Lemma 4.3 on V “ V_1, we show that there exists a nonzero vector w_1 P V_1 that is fixed by P . If w_1 is isotropic, then the proof is concluded. If w_1 is anisotropic, then V_1 decomposes in the sum of two ℓrP s-stable lines. In this case, P acts on ℓ^3 via a diagonal representation ρ : P Ñ GL_3pℓq. Set g P P ∖ teu and, as in §3.2, write ρpgq “ diagpλ_1, λ_2, λ_3q, for some λ_1 “ λ_1pgq, λ_2 “ λ_2pgq, λ_3 “ λ_3pgq P ℓ^˚. Since g^{pt} “ e, for some t P Z_{ě0}, we have diagpλ^{pt}_1 , λ^{pt}_2 , λ^{pt}_3 q “ ρpgq^{pt} “ id. Thus, we get λ_1 “ λ_2 “ λ_3 “ 1, since charpℓq “ p. Hence, we deduce that ρ is trivial. In other words, we conclude that any vector in ℓ, and in particular any isotropic line, is fixed by P . □

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let P Ă Γ “ GpAq be a non-trivial finite p-group. It follows from Lemma 4.4 that P has a fixed point in B_8pXq. Thus, is suffices to prove uniqueness. To do so, assume that P fixes two points ξ_1, ξ_2 P B_8pXq. In other words, assume that (5) P Ď Stab_{Gpkq}pξ_1q X Stab_{Gpkq}pξ_2q.

Since Gpkq acts transitively on B_8pXq (c.f. Lemma 3.1), we can write ξ_1 “ g_1 ¨ ξ_8 and ξ_2 “ g_2 ¨ ξ_8, for some g_1, g_2 P Gpkq. By the Bruhat decomposition we can also write g^{´1}_1 g_2 “ bs^ϵb^1, where b, b^1 P Bpkq, and ϵ P t0, 1u.

Firstly, assume that ϵ “ 0. Then, it follows from Lemma 3.2 that g^{´1}_1 g_2 belongs to Stab_{Gpkq}pξ_8q. Hence, we conclude ξ_1 “ g_1 ¨ ξ_8 “ g_1pg^{´1}_1 g_2q ¨ ξ_8 “ g_2 ¨ ξ_8 “ ξ_2. Thus, the result follows in this case.

Now, assume that ϵ “ 1. It follows from Equation (5) and Lemma 3.2 that P Ď g_1Bpkqg^{´1}_1 X g_2Bpkqg^{´1}_2 . Since g^{´1}_1 g_2 “ bsb^1, with b, b^1 P Bpkq, we have

pg_1bq^{´1}P pg_1bq Ď Bpkq X sBpkqs^{´1}.

Set h “ bg_1. Since Bpkq X sBpkqs^{´1} “ T pkq and P Ă GpAq, we deduce that h^{´1}P h is contained in

(6) T pkq X hGpAqh^{´1} “ ! diagpt, tt^{´1}, t^{´1}q : t P R_{ℓ{k}pG_{m,ℓ} q ) X hGpAqh^{´1}. Recall that G admits an embedding G Ñ R_{D{C}pSL_{3,D}q. Through this representation, we identify elements in GpAq with the 3 ^ 3 matrices with coefficients in B (c.f. §3.2). Then, the eigenvalues t, tt^{´1} and t^{´1} of any matrix diagpt, tt^{´1}, t^{´1}q P hGpAqh^{´1} belong to B. Since ν_QpB ∖ t0uq Ď Z_{ď0}, we deduce that

0 ě ν_Qptq “ ν_Qptq “ ´νpt^{´1}q ě 0.

This implies that t belongs to tx P B : ν_Qpxq “ 0u, which is an extension L of F whose degree is at most two. Thus, we conclude P Ă h � diagpt, 1, t^{´1}q : t P L^˚ ( h^{´1}. Since L has cardinality p^s, for some s P Z, the group � diagpt, 1, t^{´1}q : t P L^˚ ( – L^˚ has a cardinal coprime with p. Thus, we obtain a contradiction. □

5. On the Steinberg module

In all this section we assume that F “ F_pr . We identify the spherical building B_8pXq with Hpℓ, kqYt8u, according to Corollary 3.3. Let ZrHpℓ, kqYt8us be the free abelian group with basis Hpℓ, kq Y t8u, and let ϵ : ZrHpℓ, kq Y t8us Ñ Z be the augmentation homomorphism defined from ϵpzq “ 1, for all z P Hpℓ, kq Y t8u.

Definition 5.1. We define a group without p^1-torsion as a group where the order of every element of finite order is a power of p.

Let G be a finite index subgroup of Γ without p^1-torsion. We define the Steinberg module St “ StpG, Xq induced form the action of G on X as the kernel of ϵ. Note that St is a ZrGs-module, since G ¨ St “ St. Thus, we naturally obtain the following exact sequence of ZrGs-modules:

(7) 0 Ñ St Ñ ZrHpℓ, kq Y t8us Ñ Z Ñ 0.

In order to prove Theorem 2.1, we introduce the following definitions.

Definition 5.2. We say that a vertex (resp. an edge) of X is G-stable if its stabilizer is trivial. In any other case, we say that it is G-unstable. We define X_8 as the subgraph of X consisting of its G-unstable vertices and edges. This definition makes sense, since, if e P EpXq is G-unstable, then any vertex v such that opeq “ v or tpeq “ v is also G-unstable. Note that X_8 ‰ H, according to Theorem 3.5(b).

Since G preserve the type of vertices in X, there exists an orientation E^`pXq of X that is invariant under G.

Definition 5.3. We write

S_0 “ VpXq ∖ VpX_8q, and S_1 “ E^`pXq ∖ E^`pX_8q.

The group G acts freely on each S_i. For each index i P t0, 1u, we write L_i for the ZrGs-module L_i “ ZrS_is, whose rank over ZrGs is l_i “ 7pGzS_iq.

Lemma 5.4. l_0 and l_1 are finite.

Proof. Assume that l_0 “ 8. Then, by definition of l_0, there exists a sequence v “ tv_iu^8_{i“1} Ă VpXq such that G ¨ v_i X G ¨ v_j “ H, for all i ‰ j, and Stab_Gpv_iq “ teu, for all i P Z_{ą0}. Since the stabilizer in G of each vertex v_i is trivial, its stabilizer in Γ has at most N :“ rΓ : Gs elements. The set of such vertices is finite, modulo the action of Γ, as Corollary 3.6 shows. Then, there exists a subsequence tv_{is} u^8_{s“1} of v whose elements belong in the same Γ-orbit. In particular, for any s P Z_{ą0} there exists γ_s P Γ such that v_{is} “ γ_s ¨ v_{i1} . Since rΓ : Gs “ N ă 8, there exists a pair ps_1, s_2q, with s_1 ‰ s_2, such that γ_{s1} γ^{´1}_{s2} P G. Thus G ¨ v_{is1} X G ¨ v_{is2} ‰ H, which is an absurd. Hence, we conclude that l_0 ă 8. An analogous argument shows that l_1 is also finite. □

Now, we interpret the ZrGs-modules L_0 and L_1 in terms of homological chains. Indeed, for each i P t0, 1u we have that L_i is the group of i-dimensional chains in X modulo X_8, i.e. it is the reduced chain complex of X{X_8. The exact sequence for relative homology gives

t0u Ñ H_1pX_8q Ñ H_1pXq Ñ H_1pX mod X_8q Ñ H_0pX_8q Ñ H_0pXq Ñ H_0pX mod X_8q Ñ t0u.

Since X is connected and contractile, we obtain H_0pXq “ Z and H_1pXq “ t0u. This implies that t0u Ñ H_1pX mod X_8q Ñ H_0pX_8q Ñ Z Ñ H_0pX mod X_8q Ñ t0u is exact.

Lemma 5.5. H_0pX mod X_8q “ t0u

Proof. Since H_0pX_8q Ñ Z is surjective, the result follows. □

In particular t0u Ñ H_1pX mod X_8q Ñ H_0pX_8q Ñ Z Ñ t0u is exact. Therefore, the group H_1pX mod X_8q may be identified with the kernel of the augmentation homomorphism H_0pX_8q Ñ Z. The following lemma proves that this kernel is, in fact, the Steinberg module defined in (7).

Lemma 5.6. The 0-homology group H_0pX_8q is isomorphic to ZrHpℓ, kq Y t0us. In particular, we have H_1pX mod X_8q – St.

Let k_P be the completion of k at P . Let v be a vertex of X_8. Then, by definition Stab_Gpvq ‰ teu. The Gpkq-action on X naturally extends to Gpk_P q. Moreover, since F is finite, the group Stab_{GpkP q}pvq is a compact subgroup of Gpk_P q. Then, since G Ď Γ is discrete, we get that Stab_Gpvq is finite, whence it is a torsion group. Moreover, since G has not p^1-torsion, we conclude Stab_Gpvq is a non-trivial finite p-subgroup of Gpkq. Then, it follows from Proposition 4.1 that such a group fixes exactly one visual limit ξ_v in B_8pXq.

Definition 5.7. Let v P VpX_8q. Let us denote by r_v be the unique ray in X joining v with the visual limit ξ_v introduced above (c.f. §3.1).

Proof of Lemma 5.6. The result is a consequence of Corollary 3.3 and the following claim. We affirm that the map (8) Θ : X_8 Ñ B_8pXq, v ÞÑ ξ_v,

induces a bijection Θ^1 between the set of connected component of X_8 onto B_8pXq. In order to prove this claim we proceed in three steps.

Firstly, assume that v and v^1 belongs to the same connected component of X_8. We have to prove that ξ_v “ ξ_v1 , i.e. Θ^1 is well-defined. Note that, by an inductive argument on the distance between v and v^1, it suffices to prove the preceding claim when v and v^1 are adjacent. In this case, let e be an edge in X_8 connecting v with v^1. Since e P EpX_8q, we have that Stab_Gpeq is a non-trivial p-subgroup of Γ. Therefore, it follows from Proposition 4.1 that Stab_Gpeq stabilizes one and only one point ξ_e of B_8pXq. Since Stab_Gpeq is contained in Stab_Gpvq and Stab_Gpv^1q, we deduce that Stab_Gpeq simultaneously stabilizes ξ_v and ξ_v1 . By the uniqueness of ξ_e, we conclude ξ_v “ ξ_e “ ξ_v1 .

Secondly, assume v, v^1 P X_8 satisfy ξ_v “ ξ_v1 . Then, we claim that v and v^1 belong to the same connected component of X_8, i.e. Θ^1 is injective. Indeed, if ξ_v “ ξ_v1 , then r_v X r_v1 contains a ray. This implies that r :“ r_v Y r_v1 is connected. Now, since Stab_Gpvq simultaneously stabilizes v and ξ_v, then Stab_Gpvq stabilizes r_v. In particular r_v Ď X_8.

Analogously, we deduce r_v1 Ď X_8. Thus, we conclude r is a connected subgraph of X_8 containing v and v^1. Then, the second claim follows.

Finally, we prove that every element in B_8pXq has the form ξ_v, for some v P VpX_8q, i.e. Θ^1 is surjective. Let ξ be a visual limit of X. It follows from Theorem 3.5(c) that there exists a ray r_ξ Ă X such that

Stab_Γpξq “ ď tStab_Γpwq : w P Vpr_ξ qu .

Thus, by intersecting both sides of the previous equation with G, we obtain

(9) Stab_Gpξq “ ď tStab_Gpwq : w P Vpr_ξ qu .

Since rΓ : Gs is finite, we have that rStab_Γpξq : Stab_Gpξqs is finite. Then, since Theorem 3.5(b) shows that Stab_Γpξq is infinite, we deduce that Stab_Gpξq is non-trivial. Hence, we deduce from Equation (9) that there exists v P Vpr_ξ q whose stabilizer in G is a non-trivial subgroup of Stab_Gpξq. In particular v P VpX_8q, whence there exists a unique visual limit ξ_v, which is fixed by Stab_Gpvq. Moreover, since Stab_Gpvq Ď Stab_Gpξq, we conclude ξ_v “ ξ. □

Proposition 5.8. One has χpGq “ l_0 ´ l_1 “ rk_{ZrGs}L_0 ´ rk_{ZrGs}L_1.

Proof. We decompose the sum introduced in Equation (1) in two parts. One relative to X_8, and other relative to X mod X_8. We star by study the latter. Indeed, when v (resp. e) is a vertex (resp. edge) not contained in X_8, we have Stab_Gpvq “ teu (resp. Stab_Gpvq “ teu). Then, the contribution of X mod X_8 to χpGq equals

χpGq|_{X mod X8} “ 7pGzS_0q ´ 7pGzS_1q “ l_0 ´ l_1.

Thus, in order to conclude the result, we just have to show that the contribution of X_8 to χpGq is zero. In other words, we have to prove ÿ vPVpGzX_8q

1{7Stab_Gpvq´ ÿ ePgeompEqpGzX_8q

1{7Stab_Gpeq “ 0,

or equivalently (c.f. §3.1), ÿ vPVpGzX_8 q

1{7Stab_Gpvq´ ÿ ePE^`pGzX_8q

1{7Stab_Gpeq “ 0,

where E^`pGzX_8q “ GzE^`pX_8q, since G respects the orientation on X. Let v be a vertex in X_8. Let r_v be the ray introduced in Definition 5.7. Let e “ e_v P E^`pX_8q be the unique oriented edge of r_v that contains v. Since Stab_Gpvq stabilizes r_v we get Stab_Gpvq Ď Stab_Gpe_vq.

Moreover, since G Ď Γ does not change the type of vertices in X, we have Stab_Gpe_v q Ď Stab_Gpvq, whence we deduce Stab_Gpvq “ Stab_Gpe_vq. Thus, the contribution of v and e_v to χpGq cancel. So, in order to conclude the proposition, we just have to prove that the map VpX_8q Ñ E^`pX_8q, defined by v ÞÑ e_v, is a bijection. Set e P E^`pX_8q. Since Stab_Gpeq is a finite non-trivial p-group, it fixes a visual limit ξ_e in B_8pXq. Let r_e be the smallest ray in X joining e with ξ_e and containing e. Then, the origin v_e of r_e is the vertex in topeq, tpequ “furthest” from ξ_e. It is not hard to check that the map E^`pX_8q Ñ VpX_8q defined by e ÞÑ v_e is the inverse of the map defined by v ÞÑ e_v . This concludes the proof. □

Proof of Proposition 2.1. On one hand, by using the definition of relative homology, we have the exact sequence

t0u Ñ H_1pX mod X_8q Ñ C_1pX mod X_8q Ñ C_0pX mod X_8q Ñ H_0pX mod X_8q Ñ t0u.

On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 5.5 and 5.6 that H_0pX mod X_8q “ t0u and H_1pX mod X_8q – St. Since Definition 5.3 shows that L_i “ C_ipX mod X_8q, for all i P t0, 1u, we deduce from the preceding exact sequence that (10) t0u Ñ St Ñ L_1 Ñ L_0 Ñ t0u,

is also exact. Moreover, since L_0 is free, the exact sequence (10) splits. This implies that L_1 – St ‘ L_0. Thus, since Proposition 5.8 shows rk_{ZrGs}L_1 ´ rk_{ZrGs}L_0 “ ´χpGq, the result follows. □

6. Maximal unipotent subgroups

Let Γ “ GpAq and let G be a finite index subgroup of Γ. We say that a subgroup of Gpkq is unipotent when it only contains unipotent elements. The preceding definition makes sense since Gpkq admits a representation in the matricial groups SL_3pℓq. The main goal of this section is to describe the conjugacy classes of maximal unipotent subgroups in G. In order to do this, we do not assume that F is finite or G is without p^1-torsion.

6.1. A proof of Theorem 2.2. In order to prove Theorem 2.2 we need some preparation, which we divide into four lemmas.

Lemma 6.1. Assume that F is perfect. Let U be an unipotent subgroup of Gpkq. Then, there exists pu, vq P Hpℓ, kq Y t8u such that U Ď g^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v}.

Proof. Recall that, since k is the function field of a curve, k is a finite extension of Fpuq, where u P k is transcendental over F. Let us write k “ Fpu, θ_1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , θ_rq, where θ_i is algebraic over Fpuq. Since F is perfect, we have k^p “ Fpu^p , θ^p_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , θ^p_r q. Let f_ipT q (resp. g_ipT q) be the irreducible polynomial of θ_i (resp. θ^p_i ) in L_i :“ Fpu, θ_1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , θ_{i´1}q (resp. in F_i :“ Fpu^p , θ^p_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , θ^p_{i´1}q). On the one hand, since 0 “ g_ipθ^p_i q “ pg̃_ipθ_iqq^p, for some g̃_i P L_irT s with the same degree of g_i, we have degpg_iq ě degpf_iq. On the other hand, since 0 “ f_ipθ_iq^p “ f̃_ipθ^p_i q, for f̃_i P F_irT s with the same degree of f_i, we have degpg_iq ď degpf_iq. Thus

rFpu, θ_1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , θ_rq : Fpuqs “ rź i“1 degpf_iq “ rź i“1 degpg_iq “ rFpu^p , θ^p_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , θ^p_r q : Fpu^p qs,

whence rk : k^ps “ rFpuq : Fpu^p qs “ p.

Let U be a unipotent subgroup of Gpkq. Since G is a semi-simple simply connected k-group and rk : k^ps ď p, it follows from [6, Theorem 2] that U is k-embeddable in the unipotent radical R_upPq of a k-parabolic subgroup P of G. In particular, U is contained in R_upPqpkq. Moreover, since R_upPq is contained in the unipotent radical of some Borel subgroup of G, and two Borel subgroup belong in the same Gpkq-conjugacy class, we conclude U Ď τ^{´1}U_apkqτ, for some τ P Gpkq.

By the Bruhat decomposition, we write τ “ bs^ϵu_apu, vq, where b P Bpkq and ϵ P t0, 1u. Since Bpkq normalizes U_apkq, we have τ^{´1}U_apkqτ “ U_apkq, if ϵ “ 0, and τ^{´1}U_apkqτ “ psu_apu, vqq^{´1}U_apkqpsu_apu, vqq, if ϵ “ 1. Thus, if we write g_{u,v} “ id, if ϵ “ 0, and g_{u,v} “ su_apu, vq, if ϵ “ 1, then τ^{´1}U_apkqτ “ g^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} . Hence, we conclude that U is contained in g^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} , for some pu, vq P Hpℓ, kq Y t8u. □

Lemma 6.2. For each pu, vq P Hpℓ, kq Y t8u, and each G of finite index in Γ, let G̃_{u,v} :“ pg^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X Gq{pg^{´1}_{u,v}U_{2a}pkqg_{u,v} X Gq. Then, G̃_{u,v} is a finite index subgroup of Γ̃_{u,v}. In particular, pg^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X Gq ∖ pg^{´1}_{u,v}U_{2a}pkqg_{u,v} X Gq is non empty.

Proof. Note that Q_{u,v} :“ pg^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X Γq{pg^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X Gq injects into the set Γ{G. Then Q_{u,v} is finite. Now, let f : g^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X Γ Ñ Γ̃_{u,v} be the canonical projection. Since fpg^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X Gq “ G̃_{u,v}, there exists a surjective function from Q_{u,v} onto Γ̃_{u,v}{G̃_{u,v}. Thus, the first statement follows.

Note that, if pg^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X Gq ∖ pg^{´1}_{u,v}U_{2a}pkqg_{u,v} X Gq “ H, then G̃_{u,v} “ tidu. This implies that Γ̃_{u,v} is finite. But, Γ̃_{u,v} is parametrized by Hpu, vq{Hpu, vq^0, which is isomorphic to an A-submodule of ℓ containing a non-zero ideal I Ď B according to Theorem 3.5(g). In particular, Γ̃_{u,v} is infinite. □

Lemma 6.3. Let g P Gpkq such that gu_apx, yqg^{´1} P U_a, for some u_apx, yq P U_apkq ∖ U_{2a}pkq. Then g P Bpkq.

Proof. Let g P Gpkq such that gu_apx, yqg^{´1} P U_apkq, for some u_apx, yq P U_apkq ∖ U_{2a}pkq. Then px, yq P Hpℓ, kq satisfies x ‰ 0. Since Gpkq embeds into SL_3pℓq, we can write g “ pa_{i,j} q^3_{i,j“1} P SL_3pℓq. Moreover, since gu_apx, yqg^{´1} P U_apkq , there exists pz, wq P Hpℓ, kq such that gu_apx, yqg^{´1} “ u_apz, wq. In other words, we have ¨ ˝ a11 a12 a13 a21 a22 a23 a31 a32 a33

˛ ‚ ¨ ˝ 1 ´x y 0 1 x 0 0 1

˛ ‚ “ ¨ ˝ 1 ´z w 0 1 z 0 0 1

˛ ‚ ¨ ˝ a11 a12 a13 a21 a22 a23 a31 a32 a33

˛ ‚. Then, the matrix¨ ˝ a11 a12 ´ xa11 a13 ` xa12 ` ya11 a21 a22 ´ xa21 a23 ` xa22 ` ya21 a31 a32 ´ xa31 a33 ` xa32 ` ya31

˛ ‚ equals¨ ˝ a11 ´ za21 ` wa31 a12 ´ za22 ` wa32 a13 ´ za23 ` wa33 a21 ` za31 a22 ` za32 a23 ` za33 a31 a32 a33

˛ ‚. Thus, if we analyze the coordinates in the last row of the previous matrices, since x ‰ 0, we deduce a_{31} “ 0, and then a_{32} “ 0. Note that, if z “ 0 (and hence w ‰ 0), then, by comparing the second columns of the preceding matrices, we obtain that a_{11} “ a_{21} “ 0, which contradicts the fact that g is invertible. Hence, we may assume that z ‰ 0. We deduce then, by comparing the first columns of the previous matrices, that a_{21} “ 0. Thus g is a upper triangular matrix, whence we conclude that g P Bpkq. □

Lemma 6.4. Let pu_1, v_1q, pu_2, v_2q be two pairs in Hpℓ, kq Y t8u. Then g^{´1}_{u1,v1} U_apkqg_{u1 ,v1} X G is contained in g^{´1}_{u2,v2} U_apkqg_{u2,v2} X G precisely when g_{u2,v2} g^{´1}_{u1,v1} belongs to Bpkq. Moreover, in both cases g^{´1}_{u1,v1} U_apkqg_{u1,v1} XG equals g^{´1}_{u2,v2} U_apkqg_{u2 ,v2} XG.

Proof. Since Bpkq normalizes U_apkq, if g_{u2,v2} g^{´1}_{u1,v1} belongs to Bpkq, then the group g^{´1}_{u1,v1} U_apkqg_{u1 ,v1} X G equals g^{´1}_{u2,v2} U_apkqg_{u2,v2} X G. Now, we prove the converse. Indeed, it follows from Lemma 6.2 that there exists ρ :“ g^{´1}_{u1,v1} u_apx, yqg_{u1 ,v1} which belongs to pg^{´1}_{u1,v1} U_apkqg_{u1 ,v1} X Gq ∖ pg^{´1}_{u1 ,v1} U_{2a}pkqg_{u1 ,v1} X Gq. Then, if g^{´1}_{u1,v1} U_apkqg_{u1 ,v1} X G is contained in g^{´1}_{u2,v2} U_apkqg_{u2 ,v2} X G, the element ρ belongs to g^{´1}_{u2,v2} U_apkqg_{u2 ,v2} X G. This implies that the element g :“ g_{u2,v2} g^{´1}_{u1,v1} satisfies gu_apx, yqg^{´1} P U_apkq, where u_apx, yq P U_apkq ∖ U_{2a}pkq. Thus g P Bpkq according to Lemma 6.3. □ Proof of Theorem 2.2. To start, we check that each UpG_σ q is maximal among unipotent subgroups. In order to do this, assume that UpG_σq is contained in some unipotent subgroup U of G. It follows from Lemma 6.1 that U is contained in g^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X G, for some pu, vq P Hpℓ, kq Y t8u. Moreover, it follows from the definition of UpG_σ q that UpG_σ q “ g^{´1}_{u1,v1} U_apkqg_{u1 ,v1} X G, for some pu_1, v_1q P Hpℓ, kq Y t8u. Then, we have

g^{´1}_{u1,v1} U_apkqg_{u1,v1} X G Ď U Ď g^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X G.

Hence g^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} “ g^{´1}_{u1,v1} U_apkqg_{u1 ,v1} , according to Lemma 6.4. Thus, we conclude

g^{´1}_{u1,v1} U_apkqg_{u1,v1} X G “ U “ g^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X G, whence the maximality of UpG_σq follows.

We are able to prove statement (1). Indeed, since UpG_σq Ă G_σ is unipotent, it is contained in the group U_σ containing all the unipotent element in G_σ . But, since UpG_σ q is maximal, we have UpG_σ q “ U_σ. Let ξ “ ξ_σ P B_8pXq be a representative of σ P Σ_0. Then, the stabilizer G_σ “ G_{ξσ} of ξ_σ in G is the intersection of G with the stabilizer Γ_ξ “ Γ_{ξσ} of ξ_σ in Γ. Thus, we have an injective morphism G_σ{UpG_σ q Ñ Γ_σ{UpΓ_σq. Since, by definition UpΓ_σq “ U_{ξσ} , we deduce from Theorem 3.5(e) that G_σ {UpG_σq is isomorphic to a subgroup of F^˚ .

Now, we prove statement (2). Firstly, let U be a maximal unipotent subgroup in G. It follows from Lemma 6.1 that U is contained in g^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X G, for some pu, vq P Hpℓ, kq Y t8u. Since U is maximal, we get U “ g^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X G. Let ξ “ g^{´1}_{u,v} ¨ ξ_8 be a visual limit in B_8pXq. Then, by definition of the set tξ_σu_{σPΣ0} in Theorem 2.2, there exists g P G and σ P Σ_0 such that ξ “ g ¨ ξ_σ. Therefore U “ gUpG_σ qg^{´1}. Thus, U and UpG_σ q belong to the same G-conjugacy class.

Secondly, we prove that, given two group UpG_{σ1} q and UpG_{σ2} q, with σ_1 ‰ σ_2, they are not G-conjugated. Assume that there exists g P G such that gUpG_{σ1} qg^{´1} “ UpG_{σ2} q. For each i P t1, 2u, let ξ_{σi} P B_8pXq be the visual limit corresponding to σ_i, pu_i, v_iq “ f^{´1}pξ_{σi} q P Hpℓ, kq Y t8u, and g_{ui,vi} P Gpkq such that ξ_{σi} “ g^{´1}_{ui,vi} ¨ ξ_8 (c.f. Corollary 3.3). Let us write ξ “ g ¨ ξ_{σ1} P B_8pXq. Let pu, vq P Hpℓ, kq Y t8u such that ξ “ g^{´1}_{u,v} ¨ ξ_8, and write Upξq “ g^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X G. Since gg_{u1,v1} ¨ ξ_8 “ g ¨ ξ_{σ1} “ ξ “ g^{´1}_{u,v} ¨ ξ_8, it follows from Lemma 3.2 that g_{u,v}gg^{´1}_{u1 ,v1} P Bpkq. Moreover, since Bpkq stabilizes U_apkq, we have

Upξq “ gUpG_{σ1} qg^{´1} “ UpG_{σ2} q.

In other words, we have g^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X G “ g^{´1}_{u2,v2} U_apkqg_{u2,v2} X G. Thus, it follows from Lemma 6.4 that g_{u2,v2} g^{´1}_{u,v} P Bpkq. Then, we deduce from Lemma 3.2 that ξ “ g^{´1}_{u,v} ¨ξ_8 “ g^{´1}_{u2,v2} ¨ξ_8 “ ξ_{σ2} . In other words, we conclude ξ_{σ2} “ g¨ξ_{σ1} , which contradicts the definition of the set tG_σu_{σPΣ0} . Thus, statement (2) follows.

Finally, in order to prove statement (3), we assume that F “ F_pr and G does not have p^1-torsion. Let g P G_σ . Since F^˚ has order p^r ´ 1, we have g^{pr ´1} P UpG_σ q. In other words, g^{pr ´1} “ g^{´1}_{u,v}u_apx, yqg_{u,v} , for some pair px, yq P Hpℓ, kq. Thus, the element τ :“ g_{u,v}g^{pr ´1}g^{´1}_{u,v} satisfies τ^p “ u_appx, zq “ u_ap0, zq, for some z P H^0pℓ, kq. This implies that τ^{p2} “ u_ap0, zq^p “ u_ap0, pzq “ id. In particular, the order |g| of g divides p^2 pp^r ´ 1q. Since torsion elements in G have order a power of p, we deduce that |g| divides p^2. Let a, b P Z such that ap^2 ` bpp^r ´ 1q “ 1. Then g “ pg^{p2} q^apg^{pr ´1}q^b “ pg^{pr ´1}q^b belongs to UpG_σ q, whence the result follows. □

6.2. On some consequences. The following results are some interesting consequences of Theorem 2.2.

Corollary 6.5. Assume that F is perfect. Then, there exists a bijection between the conjugacy classes of maximal unipotent subgroups in Γ and PicpBq.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 2.2 that there exists a bijection between the conjugacy classes of maximal unipotent subgroups in Γ and the Γ-orbits in B_8pXq. Then, the result directly follows from Theorem 3.4. □

Corollary 6.6. Assume that F is perfect. Then, the function ring B is a principal ideal domain if and only if each unipotent subgroup of Γ is contained in a Γ-conjugated of U_apkq X Γ.

Proof. Since B is a Dedekind domain, PicpBq is trivial exactly when B is a principal ideal domain. Then, Theorem 3.4 shows that PicpBq is trivial if and only if Γ acts transitively on B_8pXq. Thus, it follows from Theorem 2.2 that PicpBq is trivial precisely when Γ has a unique class of maximal unipotent subgroups. Moreover, if B is principal, then, we can chose ξ_8 as a representative of the unique Γ-orbit in B_8pXq. Then,

Theorem 2.2 implies that U_apkq X Γ represent the unique conjugacy class of maximal unipotent subgroups in Γ. Thus, since any unipotent subgroup of Γ is contained in a maximal unipotent subgroup according to 6.1, the result follows. □

Corollary 6.7. Assume that F is finite. Then G has at most rΓ : Gs ¨ 7PicpBq ă 8 conjugacy classes of maximal unipotent subgroups.

Proof. It is not hard to see that the number of G-orbits in B_8pXq is lees or equal than the number of Γ-orbits in B_8pXq multiplied by the index rΓ : Gs. Thus, G has at most rΓ : Gs ¨ 7PicpBq conjugacy classes of maximal unipotent subgroups, according to Theorem 3.4. Since F is finite, PicpBq is finite according to Weyl theorem (c.f. [12, Ch. II, §2.2]). □

The next result follows from the description of G as the amalgamated free product defined from GzX by using the Bass-Serre theory (c.f. [12, Chapter I, §5] and [12, Chapter II, §2.5]).

Corollary 6.8. Assume that F “ F_pr . Let G be a finite index subgroup of Γ without p^1- torsion. Then, G is the free product of a finite generated group K with a representative system of its maximal unipotent subgroups tG_σ u_{σPΣ0} , amalgamated along certain groups K_σ, according to certain injections K_σ ãÑ G_σ and K_σ ãÑ K.

7. Relative Homology

In all this section we assume that F “ F_pr . We start by recalling the definition of the relative homology of a group H respect to a non-empty family of subgroups tH_σu_{σPΣ}. Indeed, let R be the kernel of the augmentation Z-morphism š σPΣ ZrH{H_σs Ñ Z, defined by εpδq “ 1, for all δ P H{H_σ and all σ P Σ. Then, we get the exact sequence:

(11) 0 Ñ R Ñ ž σPΣ ZrH{H_σs Ñ Z Ñ 0.

Let M be a H-module, and, for each i P Z_{ě1}, let us write

H_ipH mod H_σ, Mq :“ Tor^{ZrHs}_{i´1} pR, Mq “ H_{i´1}pH, R b Mq.

This groups are called the M-valued homology groups of H relative to the family of subgroups tH_σu_{σPΣ}.

Theorem 7.1. Let G be a finite index subgroup of Γ without p^1-torsion. Then, the relative homology groups of G modulo the family tG_σu_{σPΣ0} of unipotent subgroups defined in Theorem 2.2 satisfy:

(a) H_ipG mod G_σ, Mq “ t0u, for all i ‰ 1, and (b) If M es finitely generated over Z, then H_1pG mod G_σ, Mq – M^{´χpGq}.

Proof. It follows from the orbit-stabilizer relation that

ZrHpℓ, kq Y t8us “ ž σPΣ_0 ZrG{G_σs. Then, the module R defined in Equation (11) is none other than the Steinberg module defined in Equation (7). Thus, for each G-module M, we have

(12) H_ipG mod G_σ, Mq “ Tor^{ZrGs}_{i´1} pSt, Mq.

Now, recall that, for all projective module P , we have Tor_{i´1}pP, Mq “ 0, for all i ‰ 1. Then, assertion (a) follows from from Theorem 2.1. Now, we just to have to prove (b). To do so, recall that

H_1pG mod G_σ, Mq “ Tor^{ZrGs}_0 pSt, Mq “ St b_{ZrGs} M.

Then, it follows from Theorem 2.1 that

H_1pG mod G_σ, Mq ‘ M^{l0} – M^{l1} , with χpGq “ l_0 ´ l_1.

Since M is finitely generated, it follows from an invariant factor argument that H_1pG mod G_σ, Mq is isomorphic to M^{l1´l0} “ M^{´χpGq}. □

Corollary 7.2. For each i P Z_{ą1} we have H_ipG, Mq – š σPΣ_0 HipGσ, Mq. For i “ 1,

the following sequence is exact: 0 Ñ ž σPΣ_0

H_1pG_σ , Mq Ñ H_1pG, Mq Ñ H_1pG mod G_σ, Mq,

where H_1pG mod G_σ , Mq can be replaced by M^{´χpGq} when M is Z-finitely generated.

Proof. The Tor-exact sequence, together with Shapiro’s Lemma, give the exact sequence:

¨ ¨ ¨ Ñ H_{i`1}pG mod G_σ, Mq Ñ ž σPΣ_0

H_ipG_σ , Mq Ñ H_ipG, Mq Ñ ¨ ¨ ¨ .

Then, result follows from Theorem 7.1. □

For any group F , let us denote by F^{ab} its largest abelian quotient. As in Lemma 4.3, given pu, vq P Hpℓ, kq Y t8u, we write G̃_{u,v} “ pg^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X Gq{pg^{´1}_{u,v} U_{2a}pkqg_{u,v} X Gq. As in Theorem 2.2, let tξ_σu_{σPΣ0} be a set that represents the G-orbits in B_8pXq. For each σ P Σ_0, let pu, vq “ f^{´1}pξ_σq P Hpℓ, kq Y t8u. By abuse of notation, we denote by Σ_0 the counting set for the pairs pu, vq defined above.

Proposition 7.3. Let Tor ` G^{ab} ˘ be the torsion subgroup of G^{ab}. Then (a) Tor ` G^{ab} ˘ is isomorphic to š pu,vqPΣ_0 G̃u,v, (b) the Z-rank of G^{ab}{Tor ` G^{ab} ˘ is less or equal than ´χpGq, and (c) there exists a family tI_{u,v} : pu, vq P Σ_0u of non-trivial B-fractional ideals and a natural isomorphism between Tor ` G^{ab} ˘ and a finite index subgroup of š pu,vqPΣ_0 Iu,v. In particular, G^{ab} is not finitely generated.

Proof. It follows from Corollary 7.2 that 0 Ñ š σPΣ_0 G ab σ Ñ G^{ab} Ñ Z^{´χpGq} is exact.

Since each element in G_σ is killed by p^2 and Z^{´χpGq} is torsion free, we have Tor ` G^{ab} ˘ – š σPΣ_0 G ab σ and rk_Z ` G^{ab}{Tor ` G^{ab} ˘˘ ď ´χpGq. Thus, statement (b) follows.

Recall that, for any σ, there exists pu, vq P Hpℓ, kq Y t8u such that G_σ “ g^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X G. Since, for any pu, vq, px, yq P Hpℓ, kq we have ru_apu, vq, u_apx, yqs “ u_ap0, ux ´ uxq, the commutator rG_σ , G_σs is contained in g^{´1}_{u,v}U_{2a}pkqg_{u,v} X G. Moreover, since pg^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X Gq{pg^{´1}_{u,v} U_{2a}pkqg_{u,v} X Gq is abelian, because it is isomorphic to a subgroup of ℓ, we conclude that rG_σ, G_σ s “ g^{´1}_{u,v}U_{2a}pkqg_{u,v} X G. In other words, G^{ab}_σ “ pg^{´1}_{u,v}U_apkqg_{u,v} X Gq{pg^{´1}_{u,v}U_{2a}pkqg_{u,v} X Gq “ G̃_{u,v}. Thus, statement (a) follows.

Now, it follows from Lemma 6.2 that G̃_{u,v} is a finite index subgroup of Γ̃_{u,v}. Note that Γ̃_{u,v} is isomorphic to Hpu, vq{Hpu, vq^0 as a group. Since Hpu, vq{Hpu, vq^0 is a non-trivial finitely generated A-module of ℓ according to Theorem 3.5(g), we can write Hpu, vq{Hpu, vq^0 “ Ax_1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ Ax_r, for some x_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , x_r P ℓ. Let us write x_i “ b_i{b^1_i with b_i, b^1_i P B and b “ ś_r

i“1 b_i. Then Hpu, vq{Hpu, vq^0 Ď b^{´1}B. Set I_{u,v} “ b^{´1}B.

Recall that Hpu, vq{Hpu, vq^0 contains a B-ideal, according to Theorem 3.5(g). Hence Hpu, vq{Hpu, vq^0 has finite index in I_{u,v}. Thus, G̃_{u,v} is isomorphic to a finite index subgroup of I_{u,v}. Then, statement (c) holds.

Finally, assume that G^{ab} is finitely generated. Since 7pΣ_0q ď rΓ : Gs ¨ 7pPicpBqq ă 8, this implies that Tor ` G^{ab} ˘ is finite, which contradicts statement (c). □

Remark 7.4. Note that it follows from the proof of statement (c) that each abelian group G̃_{u,v} is isomorphic to a F_p -vector space of denumerable dimension. Thus, statements (a) implies that Tor ` G^{ab} ˘ is isomorphic to a F_p -vector space of denumerable dimension. However, statement (c) is stronger as it gives an explicit isomorphism.

Example 7.5. Let J be an ideal of B and let Γ_J “ Γ X ker pSL_3pBq Ñ SL_3pB{Jqq. This is a principal congruence subgroup of Γ. It follows from [9, Lemma 3.3] that Γ_J is without p^1-torsion. Then Tor ` Γ^{ab}_J ˘ – š pu,vqPΣ_0 pΓ̃J qu,v. Note that, for any b P ta, 2au,

g belongs to g^{´1}_{u,v}U_bpkqg_{u,v} X Γ_J if and only if g “ g^{´1}_{u,v}u_apx, yqg_{u,v} , for some x, x, y P J, and x “ 0 if b “ 2a. This implies that pΓ̃_J q_{u,v} is isomorphic to J. Thus Tor ` Γ^{ab}_J ˘ is isomorphic to the product of 7pΣ_0q copies of J.

Remark 7.6. Since H_1pG, Qq “ H_1pG, Zq b_Z Q, the free rank of G^{ab} equals d “ dim_Q pH_1pG, Qqq. Then, it follows the same argument as [10, Lemma 1.1] that d equals the free rank of π_1pGzXq. In particular, d “ 0 exactly when GzX is a tree.

For instance, let A “ Frts, B “ Fr ? ts and Γ “ GpAq. Let Γ_J be the principal congruence subgroup defined by J “ ? tB. Adapting [12, Ch.I, §1.6, Exc. 5] to the context of G and using [2, Theorem 2.4], we can prove that Γ_J zX is a tree. Thus d “ 0, even when χpΓ_J q ă 0. This shows that the upper bound in Prop. 7.3 (b) is not optimal in general.

In topology, the Euler-Poincaré characteristic of a variety equals the alternated sum of the rank of their homology groups. Thus, the next result, which directly follows from Theorem 7.1, can be considered as an analogous of the topological result in the context of arithmetical subgroups.

Corollary 7.7. Let G be a subgroup of Γ without p^1-torsion. Then, the Euler-Poincaré characteristic χpGq of G equals each one of the following expressions: (1) ř_8 i“1 rank H_ipG mod G_σ, Zq, (2) ´rank H_1pG mod G_σ, Zq, (3) ř_8 i“1 dim H_ipG mod G_σ, Qq, (4) ´dim H_1pG mod G_σ, Zq.

Acknowledgements

I express my gratitude with Anid-Conicyt by the Postdoctoral fellowship r74220027s.

References

[1] P. Abramenko and K. S. Brown, Buildings: Theory and applications, volume 248 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer, New York, 2008.

[2] L. Arenas-Carmona, C. Bravo, B. Loisel, G. Lucchini-Arteche, Quotients of the Bruhat-Tits tree by arithmetic subgroups of special unitary groups, J. of Pure and Applied Algebra, 266 (2021).

[3] F. Bruhat and J. Tits, Groupes réductifs sur un corps local, I, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 41 (1972), 5-251.

[4] F. Bruhat and J. Tits, Groupes réductifs sur un corps local, II, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 60 (1984), 197-376.

[5] K. Bux, R. Köhl and S. Witzel, Higher Finiteness Properties of Reductive Arithmetic Groups in Positive Characteristic: the Rank Theorem, Annals of Math. 177 (2013), 311-366.

[6] P. Gille, Unipotent subgroups of reductive groups in characteristic p ą 0, Duke Mathematical Journal 114 (2002), 307-328.

[7] G. Harder and M. S. Narasimhan, On the cohomology of Moduli Spaces of Vector Bundles of Curves, Math. Ann., 212 (1975), 215-248.

[8] E. Landvogt, A compactification of the Bruhat-Tits building, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1619, Springer-Verlag, 1996.

[9] A. W. Mason, A. Premet, B. Sury and P. A. Zalesskii, The congruence kernel of an arithmetic lattice in a rank once algebraic group over a local field, J. reine angew. Math. 623 (2008), 43-72.

[10] A. W. Mason and A. Schweizer, The minimum index of a non-congruence subgroup of SL2 over an arithmetic domain, Israel J. of Math. 133 (2003), 29-44.

[11] B. Margaux, The structure of the group Gpkrtsq: Variations on a theme of Soulé, Algebra Number Theory 3 (2009), 393-409.

[12] J.-P. Serre, Trees, Springer Verlag, 1980.

[13] J.-P. Serre, Cohomologie des groupes discrets, Ann. Math. 70 (1971), 77-169. [14] C. Soulé, Chevalley groups over polynomial rings, in Homological group theory (Durham, 1977), 359–367, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser. 36, Cambridge Univ. Press, 1979.