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ON REDUCTIONS OF FAMILIES OF CRYSTALLINE GALOIS
REPRESENTATIONS

GERASIMOS DOUSMANIS

ABSTRACT. Let K be the finite unramified extension of Q, of degree f and E any finite large
enough coefficient field containing K. We construct analytic families of étale (¢, T')-modules
which give rise to families of crystalline E-representations of the absolute Galois group Gg ;
of K. For any irreducible effective two-dimensional crystalline E-representation of Gk 4 with
labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k; }r, induced from a crystalline character of G, > We construct
an infinite family of crystalline E-representations of G g f of the same Hodge-Tate type which
contains it. As an application, we compute the semisimplified mod p reductions of the members
of each such family.

CONTENTS

1. Introduction

1.1.  Preliminaries and statement of results

2. Overview of the theory

2.1. Etale (¢, T')-modules and Wach modules

2.2. Wach modules of restricted representations

3. Effective Wach modules of rank one

4. Families of effective Wach modules of arbitrary weight and rank
5. Families of two-dimensional crystalline representations

5.1. Families of rank two Wach modules

5.2.  Corresponding families of rank two filtered ¢-modules

6. Reductions of crystalline representations

6.1. Reductions of reducible two-dimensional crystalline representations
6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.5

6.3. Proof of Theorem 1.7

References

1. INTRODUCTION

O W =

13
18
23
24
31
33
36
37
44
49

Let p be a prime number and Q, a fixed algebraic closure of Q,. Let N be a positive integer and
g = > anq™ a newform of weight k& > 2 over I'1(N) with character ). The complex coefficients

n>1

an are algebraic over Q and may be viewed as elements of Q, after fixing embeddings Q — C and
Q- @p. By work of Eichler-Shimura when k = 2 and Deligne when k > 2, there exists a continuous
irreducible two-dimensional p-adic representation p, : Gy — GL3(Q,) attached to g. If I  pN,
then p, is unramified at [ and det(X — p, (Frob;)) = X% —a; X 41 (1) I*~!, where Froby is any choice
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of an arithmetic Frobenius at [. The contraction of the maximal ideal of the ring of integers of Q,
via an embedding Q — Qp gives rise to the choice of a place of Q above p, and the decomposition
group D), at this place is isomorphic to the local Galois group Gg, via the same embedding. The
local representation

: GQP — GLQ(QP),

p!LP'

obtained by restricting p, to D, is de Rham with Hodge-Tate weights {0, k — 1} ([Tsu99]). If
p 1 N the representation pgp 18 crystalline and the characteristic polynomial of Frobenius of the
weakly admissible filtered ¢-module Dy o, = Deris (pgyp) attached to Pg.p by Fontaine is X2 —
ap,X +1 (p) p~1 ([Fal89] and [Sc90]). The roots of Frobenius are distinct if k = 2 and conjecturally
distinct if & > 3 (see [CE98]). In this case, weak admissibility imposes a unique up to isomorphism
choice of the filtration of Dy 4,, and the isomorphism class of the crystalline representation p, , is
completely determined by the characteristic polynomial of Frobenius of Dy, 4,. The mod p reduction
Pgp: Go, — GlLa (Fp) of the local representation Pg.p 18 well defined up to semisimplification and
plays a role in the proof of Serre’s modularity conjecture, now a theorem of Khare and Wintenberger
[KW09a], [KWO09b] which states that any irreducible continuous odd Galois representation p :
Gg — GLa(F,) is similar to a representation of the form p, for a certain newform g which should
occur in level N(p), an integer prime-to-p, and weight «(p) > 2, which Serre explicitly defined
in [Ser87]. If pg.p 18 crystalline, the semisimplified mod p reduction p, , has been given concrete
descriptions in certain cases by work of Berger-Li-Zhu [B1.Z04] combined with work of Breuil [Bre03],
which extended previous results of Deligne, Fontaine, Serre and Edixhoven, and more recently by
Buzzard-Gee [BG09] using the p-adic Langlands correspondence for GL; (Q,,) . For a more detailed
account and the shape of these reductions, the reader can see [Berl0, §5.2].

Recall that (up to unramified twist) all irreducible two-dimensional crystalline representations of
G, with fixed Hodge-Tate weights in the range [0; p] have the same irreducible mod p reduction.
Reductions of crystalline representations of G@p ; with f # 1, where Qs is the unramified extension
of Q, of degree f, are more complicated. For example, in the simpler case where f = 2, there
exist irreducible two-dimensional crystalline representation of G@p2 with Hodge-Tate weights in the
range [0; p— 1], sharing the same characteristic polynomial and filtration, with distinct irreducible
or reducible reductions (cf. Proposition 6.22).

The purpose of this article is to extend the constructions of [BLZ04] to two-dimensional crystalline
representations of G@p ;= Gal(Q,/ Q,r ), and to compute the semisimplified mod p reductions of the
crystalline representations constructed. The strategy for computing reductions is to fit irreducible
representations of G'k, which are not induced from crystalline characters of G, , into families of
representations of the same Hodge-Tate type and with the same mod p reduction, which contain
some member which is either reducible or irreducible induced.

Serre’s conjecture has been recently generalized by Buzzard, Diamond and Jarvis [BDJ] for
irreducible totally odd two-dimensional I_Fp—representations of the absolute Galois group of any
totally real field unramified at p, and has subsequently been extended by Schein [Sch08] to cases
where p is odd and tamely ramified in F. Crystalline representations of the absolute Galois group
of finite unramified extensions of Q, arise naturally in this context of the conjecture of Buzzard,
Diamond and Jarvis, and their modulo p reductions are crucial for the weight part of this conjecture
(see [BDJ, §3]).

Let F be a totally real number field of degree d > 1, and let I = {71,...,74} be the set of real
embeddings of F. Let k = (kr,, kry, .o kry,w) € N‘i"{l with k-, = wmod 2. We denote by O the
ring of integers of F and we let n # 0 be an ideal of O. The space Sy (Uj (n)) of Hilbert modular cusp
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forms of level n and weight k is a finite dimensional complex vector space endowed with actions of
Hecke operators T indexed by nonzero ideals q of O, and Hecke operators S, indexed by ideals of
O prime to n (for the precise definitions see [Tay: N)]) Let 0 # g € Sk(Uy(n)) be an eigenform for
all the Ty, and fix embeddings Q — C and Q — Q,,. By constructions of Rogawski-Tunnell [RT83],
Ohta [Oht&41], Carayol [Car86], Blasius-Rogawski [BR&9], Taylor [Tay89], and Jarvis [Jar97], one
can attach to g a continuous Galois representation p, : Gp — GL2 (Qp), where G is the absolute
Galo1s group of the totally real field F. Fixing an isomorphism between the residue field of (@p with
[Fp, the mod p reduction p, : Gp — GLa(F,) is well defined up to semisimplification. A continuous
representation p : Gp — GLQ( F,) is called modular if p ~ p, for some Hilbert modular eigenform
g. Conjecturally, every irreducible totally odd continuous Galois representation p : G — GLa(IF,)

is modular ([BD.J]). We now assume that k,, > 2 for all i. We fix an isomorphism Q, ~ C and an
algebraic closure F of F. For each prime ideal p of O lying above p we denote by F}, the completion
of F at p, and we fix an algebraic closure F}, of F}, and an F-embedding ' < F},. These determine
a choice of a decomposition group D, C Gr an isomorphism D, ~ GF,. For each embedding

T F, — Qp, let k; be the weight of g corresponding to the embedding 7p : F' — @p ~ C.
By works of Blasius-Rogawski [BR93], Saito [Sai09], Skinner [Ski09], and T. Liu [Liu09], the local
representation

Pg,F, * GF;, — GL2(@ )
obtained by restricting p, to the decomposition subgroup G, , is de Rham with labeled Hodge-Tate

weights {he fthe—21 F,—0,+ Where k = max{k.,}. This has also been proved by Kisin [Kis08,
Theorem 4. 3] under the assumption that p, p is residually irreducible. If p is odd unramified in
F"and prime to n, then p, . is crystalline by works of Breuil [Bre99, Théoreme 1(1)] and Berger
[Ber04a, Théoreme IV.2.1].

In the newform case, assuming that p, , is crystalline, the weight of g and the eigenvalue of the
Hecke operator T, on g completely determine the structure of the filtered p-module Deyis(p, ,,)- In
the Hilbert modular newform case, assuming that p, p is crystalline, the structure of Devis(pg, 5, )
is more complicated and the characteristic polynomial of Frobenius and the labeled Hodge-Tate
weights do not suffice to completely determine its structure. The filtration of Deyis(py, Fp) is generally
unknown, and, even worse, the characteristic polynomial of Frobenius and the filtration are not
enough to determine the structure of the filtered p-module Dy, (p% Fy ). In this case, the isomorphism
class is (roughly) determined by an extra parameter in (@g)f"_l (for a precise statement see
[Doul0, §86, 7]). As a consequence, if f, > 2 there exist infinite families of non-isomorphic,
irreducible two-dimensional crystalline representations of G@p i sharing the same characteristic

polynomial and filtration.
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Laurent Berger for useful suggestions, and Seunghwan Chang for detailed comments on drafts. The
last parts of the paper were written during visits at the I.H.P. and the LHE.S. in Spring 2010. 1
thank both institutions for their hospitality and the C.N.R.S. and the S.F.B. 478 “Geometrische
Strukturen in der Mathematik” of Minster University for financial support.

1.1. Preliminaries and statement of results. Throughout this paper p will be a fixed prime
number, Ky = Q,s the finite unramified extension of Q,, of degree f, and E a finite large enough
extension of Ky with maximal ideal mg and residue field kg. We simply write K whenever the
degree over Q, plays no role. We denote by ok the absolute Frobenius of K. We fix once and for
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all an embedding K28 E and we let Tj =T0O U%( forall j =0,1,..., f — 1. We fix the f-tuple of

embeddings | 7 |:= (79, 71,...,7f—1) and we denote EI"l := [ E. Themap ¢ : E® K — EI"l
T:K—FE
with {x(r ®@y) = (27(y)), and the embeddings ordered as above is a ring isomorphism. The ring

automorphism 1p ® o : E® K — E ® K transforms via ¢ to the automorphism ¢ : EI"l — EI7l
with @(z0, 21, ..., xp-1) = (T1, ..., 241, 70). We denote by e; = (0, ..., 1, ...,0) the idempotent of E!7!
where the 1 occurs in the 7,-th coordinate for each j € {0,1,..., f — 1}.

It is well-known (see for instance [BM02, Lemme 2.2.1.1]) that every continuous representation

p: Gk — GL,(Q,) is defined over some finite extension of Q,. Let p : Gk — GLg(V) be a
continuous E-linear representation. Recall that Des(V) = (Beris ®q, V)GK, where B, is the
ring constructed by Fontaine in [Fongg|, is a filtered ¢-module over K with FE-coefficients and
V is crystalline if and only if De,i5(V) is free over F ® K of rank dimg V. One can easily prove
that V' is crystalline as an E-linear representation of G if and only if it is crystalline as a Q,-
linear representation of Gg (cf. [CDT99] appendix B). We may therefore extend E whenever
appropriate without affecting crystallinity. By a variant of the fundamental theorem of Colmez
and Fontaine ([CF00], Théoreme A) for nontrivial coefficients, the functor V +— Dgs(V) is an
equivalence of categories from the category of crystalline E-linear representations of Gx to the
category of weakly admissible filtered p-modules (D, ¢) over K with E-coefficients (see [BMO02],
§3). Such a filtered module I is a module over E® K and may be viewed as a module over EIl via
the ring isomorphism & defined above. Its Frobenius endomorphism is bijective and semilinear with

respect to the automorphism ¢ of EI"l. For each embedding 7; of K into E we define D; := ¢;D. We
f-1 . .
have the decomposition D = € D;, and we filter each component D; by setting Fi’D; := ¢;FiP’D.

i=0
An integer j is called a labeled Hodge-Tate weight with respect to the embedding 7; of K in F if
and only if e; Fil D #+ eiFilfjHD, and is counted with multiplicity dimpg (eiFilij/eiFille]D)) .
Since the Frobenius endomorphism of D restricts to an E-linear isomorphism from D; to D;_; for
all 4, the components D; are equidimensional over E. As a consequence, there are n = rankgg i (D)
labeled Hodge-Tate weights for each embedding, counting multiplicities. The labeled Hodge-Tate
weights of I are by definition the f-tuple of multiset (WW;),,, where each such multiset W; contains
n integers, the opposites of the jumps of the filtration of ;. The characteristic polynomial of a
crystalline E-linear representation of Gk is the characteristic polynomial of the E!7l-linear map ¢,
where (D, ) is the weakly admissible filtered ¢-module corresponding to it by Fontaine’s functor.

Definition 1.1. A filtered p-module (D, ¢) is called F-semisimple, non-F-semisimple, or F-scalar
if the El™l-linear map ¢/ has the corresponding property.

We may twist D by some appropriate rank one weakly admissible filtered p-module (see Proposition
3.5) and assume that W; = {—wjp—1 < ... < —w;o < —w;; <0} foralli =0,1,..., f—1 for some non-
negative integers w;;. The Hodge-Tate weights of a crystalline representation V' are the opposites
of the jumps of the filtration of De,is(V). If they are all non-positive, the crystalline representation
is called effective or positive. To avoid trivialities, throughout the paper we assume that at least
one labeled Hodge-Tate weight is strictly negative.

Notation 1.2. Let k; be nonnegative integers which we call weights. Assume that after ordering
them and omitting possibly repeated weights we get wy < w; < ... < wy_1, where wy is the smallest
weight, w; the second smallest weight,..., and w;_1 for some 1 < ¢t < f is the largest weight.
The largest weight w;_; will be usually denoted by k. For convenience we define w_; = 0. Let
Ip={0,1,...,f=1}and I ={i€ly: k; >0} . Forj=1,2,....,t—1welet [; ={i € In : ky > w;_1}
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and for j =t we define I; = @. Let f+ = ’I(ﬂ be the number of strictly positive weights. For each
subset J C Iy we write f; = > e, and ElTil = f; . El7l.
icJ

We may visualize the sets E!™1! as follows: El™%l is the Cartesian product E7. Starting with EI75ol,
we obtain E!™11l by killing the coordinates where the smallest weight occurs i.e. by killing the i-th
coordinate for all i with k; = wg. We obtain El7%2l by further killing the coordinates where the
second smallest weight w; occurs and so on.

For any vector # € E!™l we denote by z; its i-th coordinate and by Jz its support {i € Iy :

f=1r
x; # 0}. We define as norm of Z with respect to ¢ the vector Nm,(Z) := [] ¢"(Z) and we write
=0
f-1 _
vp(Nmy, (%)) := vp | [I @i |, where v;, is the normalized p-adic valuation of Q,. If £ is an integer
i=0

—

we write £ = (£,0,...,0) and vp(Z) > £ (resp. if vp(Z) > €) if and only if v,(z;) > € (resp.
vp(w;) > £) for all i. Finally, for any matrix A € M, (E!"l) we define as its ¢-norm the matrix
Nmy, (A) := Ap(A) - - - ¢/ 71(A), with ¢ acting on each entry of A.

In §3 we construct the effective crystalline characters of G ,. More precisely, for ¢ = 0,1, ..., f—1
we construct E-characters x; of Gk, with labeled Hodge-Tate weights —e; 1 = (0, ..., —1,...0),
with the —1 appearing in the (i + 1)-place for all i, and we show that any crystalline E-character
of G, with labeled Hodge-Tate weights {—k;}-, can be written uniquely in the form y =7 - Xgl .
X’fz SRR Xl;f_’; . X];‘)_l for some unramified character n of G, . In the same section we prove the
following.

Theorem 1.3. Let {{;, 0y} = {0,k;}, where the ki, i = 0,1,..., f — 1 are nonnegative integers.
Let f* be the number of strictly positive k; and assume that f+ > 1.

(i) The crystalline character xy = Xél . X? ceee xé}fjg . ng;Ll of Gr,; has labeled Hodge-
Tate weights (—lo, —{1, ..., —{25 1) and does not extend to Gk ,. The induced representation
Indggf (XZ) is @rreducible and crystalline with labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k;}-,.

(ii) Let V' be an irreducible two-dimensional crystalline E-representation of Gk, with labeled
Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k;}r,, whose restriction to GKzf 18 reducible. There exist an
unramified character n of Gk, and nonnegative integers m;, i = 0,1,..,2f — 1, with
{m;,mip s} ={0,k;} for alli=0,1,..., f — 1, such that

K —
V ~ n®IndK£f (x{}“ X .X;’}?j21 -xg’}f’,l) '

K K . . 2 2
(iii) Inngf (XZ) ~ Inngf (X)) if and only if x7= X,z or X7 = X where X7 = Xo X1
0 A
Xof 9 * Xofy_1» With £} = Liyy and indices viewed modulo 2.
+

(iv) Up to twist by some unramified character, there exist precisely 27~ distinct isomorphism
classes of irreducible two-dimensional crystalline E-representations of G, with labeled
Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k;},, induced from crystalline characters of G, .

Next, we turn our attention to generically irreducible families of two-dimensional crystalline E-
representations of G, . For any irreducible effective two-dimensional crystalline E-representation
of Gk, with labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k;},, which is induced from a crystalline character of
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Gk,;, we construct an infinite family of crystalline E-representations of G, of the same Hodge-
Tate type which contains it. The members of each of these families have the same semisimplified
mod p reductions which we explicitly compute.

Consider the representation V; = Indggf (xﬁl . X? ceee X§2ff:21 . Xéi}_l) , where {£;, 0y} = {0, k;}
for all+ =0,1,..., f — 1, and assume that at least one k; is strictly positive. Theorem 1.3 asserts
that Vj is irreducible and crystalline with labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k;},,. We describe
the members of the family containing V; in terms of their corresponding by the Colmez-Fontaine
theorem weakly admissible filtered p-modules.

Definition 1.4. We define the following four types of matrices:

tos pki 0 to: X; 1 fa: 1 X; b, 0 pki
1- X'L 1 y L2 pk;,b O 5 U3- O pk;,b y U4 - 1 X'L 5
where the X; are indeterminates. Let k = max{k;, i =0,1,..., f — 1} and let

m'—{ \_%J if k > p and k; # p for some 1,

0 ifk<p-—1ork; =pforall .

Let P()—g) = (P (X1),P2(X2),..., Pr (X)) be a matrix whose coordinates P; (X;) are matrices
of type 1,2,3 or 4. To each such f-tuple we attach a type-vector ie {1,2,3,4}f, where for any
j=1,2,..., f, the j-th coordinate of 7 is defined to be the type of the matrix Pj. We write P(Y) =
P;()—g) The set of all f-tuples of matrices of type 1,2,3,4 will be denoted by P. There is no loss

to assume that the first f — 1 coordinates of P(?) are of type 1 or 2 (see Remark 6.13) and unless
otherwise stated we always assume so. Matrices of type t; or t3 are called of odd type, while
matrices of type to or t4 are called of even type.

For any @ = (a1, ag, ...,az) € (p™mg)’ | let p (@) = (P1 (o), P2 (az2), ..., Py (ay)) be the matrix
obtained by evaluating each indeterminate X; at a;. We view indices of f-tuples mod f, so Py = Fp.
To construct the family containing Vj, we choose the types of the matrices P; as follows:

(1) Ifél :0, Pl :tQ;

(2) Iféy =k >0, PL =t;.

For i =2,3,..., f — 1, we choose the type of the matrix P; as follows:

(1) If ¢; = 0, then:

e If an even number of coordinates of (P, Ps, ..

., Pi—1) is of even type, P; = to;
e If an odd number of coordinates of (P, Ps, ..., Pi_1) is of even type, P; = t;.
(2) Ife, =k > 0, then:

e If an even number of coordinates of (Py, Ps, ..., Pi_1) is of even type, P; = ty;
e If an odd number of coordinates of (P, Ps, ..., Pi_1) is of even type, P; = t.
Finally, we choose the type of the matrix Py as follows:
(1) If ¢ = 0, then:
o If an even number of coordinates of (Pi, Pa, ..., Pf_1) is of even type, Py = t4;
o If an odd number of coordinates of (P, Pa, ..., Pf_1) is of even type, Py = t3.

(2) If bg = k; > 0, then:

o If an even number of coordinates of (Pi, Pa, ..., Pf_1) is of even type, Py = to;
o If an odd number of coordinates of (P, Pa, ..., Pf_1) is of even type, Py = ;.



ON REDUCTIONS OF FAMILIES OF CRYSTALLINE GALOIS REPRESENTATIONS 7

We define families of rank two filtered p-modules (D;E (@), go) over E!™l by equipping

Di;; (a) = EIT‘Wl @E‘TI%
with the Frobenius endomorphism defined by (¢ (11),¢ (15)) = (n1,15) P;(&) and the filtration
El"ln, @ Elly, if 7<0,
ElTol (@, +gny)  if 1<j <wo,
BTl (@, +gny) i 14wy <j < w,

Bl (@) 4+ gn,) if 1+ wi—e <j < wpen,
0 i > 1w,

(1.1) Fill (D%, (&) =

where & = (zo, 21, ...,x5-1) and ¥ = (Yo, Y1, ..., Yf—1), with

- J (1, =) if P; has type 1 or 2,
(1.2) (i, 9:) { (—aj,1) if P; has type 3 or 4.

Theorem 1.5. Let i be the type-vector attached to the f-tuple (Py, Pa, ..., P¢) defined above. For
any @ € (p"mp)’
(i) The filtered p-module D%(&) is weakly admissible and corresponds to a two-dimensional

crystalline E-representations Vg(&) of Gk, with labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k;}r,;
(i) V(0) = Indy/, (xﬁl XE Xoi s 'Xé‘}_l) ;
(i) Vi (@) = Vi(0); |
(iv) <V% (&)IKf> = wgf,?g @wg;,ﬂ?oa where 3 = — 2:2%1]?%‘;
(v) The residual representation V;]; (@) is irreducible if and only if 1+ p’ 1 B;
(vi) Any irreducible member of the family {Vg(d’), ae (pmmE)f} , other than Vg(@), is non-

induced.
2f—-1 . X
Notice that if 1 +pf { > p4;, all the members of the family {VEZ (@), ae (pmmE)j} are forced
i=0

to be irreducible. Next, we compute the semisimplified reduction of any reducible two-dimensional
crystalline E-representation of G ,. After enlarging E if necessary, any reducible rank two weakly

admissible filtered p-module I over E!l with labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —ki}r, contains an

—

ordered basis 7 = (1;,7,) in which the matrix of Frobenius takes the form Mat, () = ( 3 g» ) ,

such that Dy = (E‘T‘) 74 is a p-stable weakly admissible submodule (see Proposition 6.4). The
filtration of D in such a basis 1 has the form

El"lnp, @ ElTlp, —if j <0,

Elmol (#n, +in,) if 1 < j < wo,

EImnl(@n, +4n,) if 14+we <j <wy,

E‘Tft—1| (;f’ql + gnQ) if 14+ Wt—2 S] < Wt—1,
0 lf] 2 1+ Wr—1,

Fil(D) =
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for some vectors 7, § € EI"l with (x;,v;) # (0,0) for all i. For each i € Iy, let

Theorem 1.6. Let V' be any reducible two-dimensional crystalline E-representation of Gk, with
labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k;} -, corresponding to the weakly admissible filtered p-module D as
above.

(i) There exist unramified characters m; of G, such that

- Py x
v=(% )

, fer— koo Bpon—mp_1  ko—
where Yy = ny X" Xy X and gy =y xgt T X xS T T ™
— 5. f=1 . f=1 .
(ii) (VUK)S e w?}fo @w?;o, where 1 = — > m;p" and By = > (m; — ki) p*.
i=0 i=0

The computation of the semisimplified mod p reduction of a reducible two-dimensional crystalline
representation is easy and does not require the construction of the Wach module corresponding to
some G ,-stable lattice contained in it. Computing the non-semisimplified mod p reduction of a
two-dimensional crystalline representations with reducible reduction is an interesting problem not
pursued in this paper. For results of this flavour for K = Q,2, the reader can see [CD0Y].

Up to twist by some unramified character, any split-reducible two-dimensional crystalline E-
representations of G, with labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k;}, is of the form

Vi () =0 x XX X @ xe X X

for some unramified character n and some nonnegative integers ¢; and ¢, such that {¢;, ¢} = {0, k;}
for all 7. In Theorem 1.5 we showed that each irreducible representation of Gk, induced from some
crystalline character of Gk, , belongs to an infinite family of crystalline representations of the same
Hodge-Tate types with the same mod p reductions. In the next theorem we prove the same for
any split-reducible, non-ordinary two-dimensional crystalline E-representation of G ,. We list the
weakly admissible filtered p-modules corresponding to these families. In order to construct the
infinite family containing Vzz (n), we define a matrix P;(}) € P by choosing the (f — 1)-tuple
(Pi, Py, ..., P;_1) as in Theorem 1.5. If = 5, is the unramified character which maps Frobg,
(geometric Frobenius) to ¢, we replace the entry p* in the definition of the matrix Py by cp*. The

type of the matrix Py is chosen as follows:
(1) If ¢ = 0, then:

o If an even number of coordinates of (Pi, Pa, ..., Pf_1) is of even type, Py = ts;
o If an odd number of coordinates of (P, Pa, ..., Pf_1) is of even type, Py = t4.
(2) If bg = ko > 0, then:
o If an even number of coordinates of (Pi, Pa, ..., Pf_1) is of even type, Py = t1;
e If an odd number of coordinates of (P, Pa, ..., Pr_1) is of even type, Py = to.
We define families of two-dimensional crystalline E-representations {Vg @, ae (prmg)’ } of G,

as in Theorem 1.5. We prove the following.
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Theorem 1.7. Let i be the type-vector attached to the f-tuple (Py, Ps, ..., Py) defined above.
(i) There exists some unramified character p such that p ® Vg(@) ~ Via(

7
(ii) Assume that £ # 0 and ¢ # 0. For any & € (p™mg)” V%(&) ~ V%(ﬁ),
— ’ f=1 . .
(iii) Vg (77)|1Kf = w?fo @w?io, where 8 = — Z;O lipt and B = — Z;O lp'.
A family as in Theorem 1.7 can contain simultaneously split and non-split reducible, as well as

irreducible crystalline representations. For example, in the family {Vg(l’?’) (@), ae (pmmE)2} , the

representation Vg(l’?’) (d@) is split-reducible if and only if @ = 0, non-split-reducible if and only if pre-
cisely one of the coordinates «; of @ is zero, and irreducible if and only if aga; # 0 (cf. Proposition

6.21). The families of Wach modules which give rise to Vlg(l’3) (@) contain infinite sub-families of non-
split reducible Wach modules which can be used to compute the non-semisimplified mod p reduction
of the corresponding crystalline representations with respect to G'i,-stable Og-lattices. Some re-
ducible two-dimensional crystalline representations with labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k;},, are
easily recognized by looking at their trace of Frobenius. More precisely, if Tr (<pf ) € O, then the

representation is reducible (cf. Proposition 6.5), with the converse being false.

2. OVERVIEW OF THE THEORY

2.1. Etale (¢,I')-modules and Wach modules. The general theory of (¢,T')-modules works
for arbitrary finite extensions K of Q,. However, a theory of Wach modules currently exists only
when K is unramified over QQ,. Here we temporarily allow K to be any finite extension of Q,; we
will go back to assume that K is unramified after Theorem 2.2. Let K, = K (gpn), where (n is
a primitive p"-th root of unity inside @p, and let Koo = Up>1K,. Let x : Gg — Z; be the
cyclotomic character. We denote Hy = kery = Gal(Q,/Kw) and Ty = Gx/Hy = Gal(Ko/K).
Fontaine ([Fon90]) has constructed topological rings A and B endowed with continuous commuting
Frobenius ¢ and Gg,-actions. Let Ax = AP and Br = BPx. We define Ak g = Op @z, Ak
and By g := F ®q, Bx. The actions of ¢ and I'x extend to Ax g and Bx g by Op (resp. FE,
kp)-linearity. One sees that Ax g = Ag“ and Br p = Bg".

Definition 2.1. A (p,T')-module over Ag g (resp. B g) is an Ag p-module of finite type (resp.
By, g-module, free of finite type) with continuous (for the weak topology) commuting semilinear
actions of ¢ and I'. A (p,I')-module M over Ak g is called étale if it is free and p*(M) = M,
where ¢*(M) is the Ag g-module generated by the set o(M). A (¢,I')-module M over Bk g is
called étale if it contains a basis (e1, ..., eq) over Bx g such that (¢(ey), ..., p(eq)) = (e1,...,eq)A for
some matrix A € GLg4 (Ax g) .

If V is an E-linear representation of G, let D(V) := (Bg ®g V)" . The Bx g-module D(V) is
equipped with a Frobenius ¢ defined by ¢(b® v) := ¢(b) ® v, where ¢ in the right hand side is the
Frobenius of Bg and a commuting with ¢ action of T'k given by g(b®v) := gb® gv for any g € G.
Fontaine has proved that D(V') is an étale (¢, I')-module over By . Conversely, if D is an étale
(¢,T')-module, let V(D) := (Bp ®g, , D) #=!  where p(b®@d) := p(b) ® p(d). The E-vector space
V(D) is equipped with a G x-action given by g(b®d) := gb® gd. We have the following fundamental
theorem of Fontaine.

Theorem 2.2. [Fon90]
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(i) There is an equivalence of categories between E-linear representations of Gk and étale
(¢, T)-modules over By g given by
D : Repp (Gx) = Mod &y (Bi g) : V — D(V) := (Bg @p V)™,
with quasi-inverse functor
V: ModS'ry (B, i) = Repy (Gk) : D+ V(D) := (Bp @5, D).

(ii) There is an equivalence of categories between Og-linear representations of Gy and étale
(p,T')-modules over Ak g given by

D : Repo,, (Gx) = Mod&py (Ak.p) : T— D(T) == (Ap ®0, T)"*,
with quasi-inverse functor
T: Mod &'y (Ak.g) = Repo, (Gx) : D — T(D) := (Ap @4, , D)* .

We return to assume that K is unramified over Q,. Now Ax has the form

A =1 > anmk:a, €Ok and EIEI ap, =0}

for some element mx which can be thought of as a formal variable. The Frobenius endomorphism
¢ extends the absolute Frobenius of Ok and is such that p(rx) = (1 + 7x)? — 1. The I'g-action is
Of-linear, commutes with Frobenius , and is such that (7 ) = (1+7x )X —1 for all v € 'k For
simplicity we write 7 instead of mx. The ring A is local with maximal ideal (p), fraction field
Bx = AK[%], and residue field Ex := ki ((7)), where kg is the residue field of K.

The rings Ai, Ax g, Bx and Bx g contain the subrings AL = Ok|[r]], AEE = OE®ZPA;F<, IB;F( =
A}[l] and IB%} 5= EQ®q, IB%;Q respectively which are equipped with the restrictions of the ¢ and

the IE‘ r-actions. There is a ring isomorphism
(2.1) §:Akp— I Ogllr]]
T:K—FE
given by
E(a®b) = (ato (b),ar1 (D) ,....,aT—1 (D)),
where
(S ) = £ n

n=0 n=0

forall b = ioj B,m" € Af. Thering Og[[n]]"l ;= [ Ogl[r]] is equipped with Op-linear actions
n=0 T:K—FE

of ¢ and 'k given by -
(2.2) plag(m), an(m), ..., ap-1(m)) = (ar(p()), ..., ap-1(p(m)), a0 ((T)))
(2.3) and y(ao(m), ar (), ..., ap-1(7)) = (ao(y7), a1 (y7), ..., a1 (y7))

for all v € I'k.

Definition 2.3. Suppose k > 0. A Wach module over A}E (resp. IB%;QE) with weights in [—k; 0]

is a free A} p-module (resp. IB%};) p-module) N of finite rank, endowed with an action of I'x which
becomes trivial modulo 7, and also with a Frobenius map ¢ which commutes with the action of
I'k and such that ¢(N) C N and N/p*(N) is killed by ¢*, where q := ¢() /7.
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A natural question is to determine the types of étale (p, I')-modules which correspond to crystalline
representations via Fontaine’s functor. An answer is given by the following theorem of Berger who
built on previous work of Wach [Wac96], [Wac97] and Colmez [Col99].

Theorem 2.4. [Ber(4al

(i) An E-linear representation V of G is crystalline with Hodge-Tate weights in [—k; 0] if and
only if D(V') contains a unique Wach module N(V') of rank dimg V' with weights in [—k; 0].
The functor V +— N(V) defines an equivalence of categories between crystalline represen-
tations of G and Wach modules over IB}E, compatible with tensor products, duality and
exact sequences.

(ii) For a given crystalline E-representation V, the map T — N(T) := N(V) NID(T) induces
a bijection between G -stable, Og-lattices of V' and Wach modules over A},E which are
A})E—lattices contained in N(V'). Moreover D(T) = Ak g Ot , N(T).

(iii) If V' is a crystalline E-representation of Gk, and if we endow N(V) with the filtration
Fil'N(V) = {z € N(V)|p(z) € ¢'N(V)}, then we have an isomorphism

Deyis(V) — N(V) /aN(V)
of filtered p-modules over E\™! (with the induced filtration on N(V)/aN(V)).

In view of Theorems 2.2 and 2.4, constructing the Wach module N(T") of a Gi-stable Op-lattice T
in a crystalline representation V' amounts to explicitly constructing the crystalline representation.
Indeed, we have

QP_
V~E®o, (AKE D, N(T))
An obvious advantage of using Wach modules is that instead of working with the more complicated

rings Ax r and Bg g, one works with the simpler ones A} g and IB%;F( I

2.2. Wach modules of restricted representations. In this section we relate the Wach module
of an effective n-dimensional effective crystalline E-representation Vi, of Gk, to the Wach module
of its restriction Vi, to Gk,

Proposition 2.5. (i) The Wach module associated to the representation Vi, is given by
—_ Rt
N(Vde) = IB%Kglf,E ®[Bltf’E N(VKf)7

where N(Vi, ) is the Wach module associated to Vi, .
(ii) If Tk, is a Gk, -stable Og-lattice in Vy associated to the Wach-module N(Tg, ), then Vg
contains some Gde -stable Og-lattice Tk, whose associated Wach module is

N(Tde) = A}df,E ®A;r<f,E N(TKf)'

Proof. (i) Since N(Vg,) is a free B}f g-module of rank dimg V' which is contained in D(Vg,),
N = B;r(df,E ®Bf+<f,zs N(Vk,) is a free B}dny-module of rank dimg V' contained in D(Vg, ) 2
D(Vk,). Moreover, it is endowed with an action of I'k,, which becomes trivial modulo , and
also with a Frobenius map ¢ which commutes with the action of I'x,,; and such that ¢(N) C N
and N/¢*(N) is killed by ¢*. Hence N= N(Vk,,) by the uniqueness part of Theorem 2.4(i). Part
(ii) follows immediately from Theorem 2.4(ii) since A}L(df,E ®A\z+<f,zz N(Tk,) is an A}dfﬁE—lattice in

N(Vk, ) O
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We fix once and for all an embedding T?(df ¢ Kgg— E and we let T%df = T%df o aﬂdf for j =

0,1,...,df — 1, where ok, is the absolute Frobenius of Kgr. We fix the df-tuple of embeddings

| TRa 1= (Thyys Thoypr oo T%;l). We adjust the notation of §1.1 for the embeddings of K into E to
the relative situation considered in this section. Let ¢ be the natural inclusion of K¢ into Ky, in
the sense that too ), = ok, ot, where ok, is the absolute Frobenius of K¢. This induces a natural
inclusion of A}; to A}df which we also denote by ¢. Let ﬂ{f = T?(df oLo ai‘ff for j=0,1,..., f— 1.
We fix the f-tuple of embeddings | 7k, [:= (T(;(f , T}(f, ey Tf{l). Since the restriction of o, to Ky
is 0, we obtain the following commutative diagram

1% k!
Ak p —— Og "]l

= I

def

— 0" (]

where 6 is the ring homomorphism defined by

+
Ade,E

— . ®d
6‘(040,041, ...,Oéf_l) = (040,041, ey AF 1,00, 00 e, OUF 1, .., (O, (X, ...,af_l) = (040,041, ...,Oéf_l) .

d-times

‘TKf‘

For any matrix A € M, (OE [[ﬂ']]) we denote by A®? the matrix obtained by replacing each

entry @ of A by @®?. A similar commutative diagram is obtained by replacing Aj; by B and

(’)EK ! [[7]] by OEK | [[w]][%] The following proposition follows easily from the discussion above.

Proposition 2.6. Let Vi, Vk,., Tk,, and Tk, be as in Proposition 2.5.
(i) If the Wach module N(Vi ) of Vi, is defined by the actions of ¢ and Tk, given by

(90(771)7 w(UQ)a ) @(nn» = QHKf and (7(771)77(772)5 57(7777,)) = QG’IY(f fO’f’ all Y€ FKf fOT
some ordered basis 11 = (11,7q, .-, M,,), then the Wach module N(Vk,, ) of Vi, is defined by

(e(m1), o(12)s s 0()) = 0’ Mk, and (Y(11),¥(0a), -, v(1)) = '~ G, for ally € Tk,
®d

where g, = (HKf)®d and G}{df = (G}{f) for all v € Tk, for some ordered basis 1’

Of N(Vde).

(ii) If the Wach module N(Tk,) of Tk, is defined by the actions of ¢ and I'r, given by
(e(m)s e(M)s s 0(n,)) = n-1k; and (Y(n1),¥(n2), -, (1,)) = n- G, for all vy € Tk, for
some ordered basis 11 = (ny,Mq, ---,1,), then the Wach module N(Tk,,.) of Tk,, is defined by
(e(m1) o(M32)s () = 0’ Ui, and (Y(11),¥(na), -, () = '~ G, for ally € Tk,

®d
where g, = (HKf)®d and G}Y{df = (G}Y{f) for all v € Tk, for some ordered basis 1’
Of N(Vde).

Corollary 2.7. If Vi, is a two-dimensional effective crystalline E-representation of Gk, with
labeled Hodge-Tate weights ({0, —k;}), ,i=0,1,.., f —1, then Vi, is an effective crystalline E-
representation of G, with labeled Hodge-Tate weights ({0, —k;}),. , 1= 10,1, ....df =1, with k; = k;
foralli,j =0,1,....df — 1 with i = jmod f.

Proof. By Proposition 2.6 there exist ordered bases 1 and 7' of N(Vk,) and N(Vk, ) respec-
. d
tively, such that ¢ (n) = n-Ig,, v (n) = Q-G'}(f for all v € ', and ¢ (1) =7 - (HKf)®

)
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®d .
v(n') = 1o - (G%f) for all v € I'k,,. By Theorem 2.4, z € Fil! (N(Vk,)) if and only if
, ‘ ‘ ®d
¢ (z) € ¢/N(V,), from which it follows that Fill (N(Vi,,)) = (FﬂJ (N(VKf))> for all j. By
Theorem 2.4, D(Vk,) ~ N(Vk,)/mN(Vk,) as filtered ¢-modules over E'™%s_ This implies that
. . ®d
Fill (D(Vi,)) = (Fi¥ (D(Vi,)))  for all j and the corollary follows. O

3. EFFECTIVE WACH MODULES OF RANK ONE
In this section we construct the rank one Wach modules over Og/[[x]]I"l with labeled Hodge-Tate
weights {—k;}-,.
Definition 3.1. Recall that q = @ where @ (r) = (1 + m)P — 1. We define 1 = q and q, =

©" 1 (q) for alln > 1. Let \y = nl;lo (q":’;%) . For each v € Tk, we define Ay, = y)\Tf

Lemma 3.2. For each v € Tk, the functions A\¢, \f, € Qp[[n]] have the following properties:

(i) Ap(0) =1;
(i) Ajy € 1472, [[7].

Proof. (i) This is clear since anEO) = 1forall n > 1. (ii) One can easily check that -L € 1+7Z, [[x]].
From this we deduce that \¢, € 1+ 7Z, [[x]]. O

Consider the rank one module Nj . = ((’)E[[w]]‘ﬂ) 7, equipped with semilinear actions of ¢ and

T defined by ¢(n) = (c-¢*,¢",...,¢" =, ¢*)n and v(n)= (4] (7), 93 (7), ...}, (7), g0 (m))n for
all v € Tk, where ¢ € O%. We need to define the functions g;(7) = g;(7) € Og|[r]] appropriately
to make N - a Wach module over Og|[[7]]I"l. The actions of ¢ and ~ should commute and a short
computation shows that gy should satisfy the equation

. ko
(3.1) ! (90) = 90 (%) Py pf 1L

Lemma 3.3. Equation 3.1 has a unique = 1 mod 7 solution in Zy[[x]] given by

go = N2 o p ) g2 ()2 ool 1 (g )P

Proof. Notice that ¢/ (\;) = % and @l (yA;) = (’Yw_Aqf), hence Ay, = % solves the equation
P

P

o (u) = u (%) . Tt is straightforward to check that

9o = A o p )12 (Ap )2 - f T (A o

is a solution of equation 3.1. By Lemma 3.2, go = 1modn. If go and g{, are two congruent to
1 mod 7 solutions of equation 3.1, then (%) € Zp|[r]] is fixed by ¢/ and is congruent to 1 modm,

hence equals 1. 0
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Let go be as in Lemma 3.3. Commutativity of ¢ with the I'x-actions implies that

q q 2, 4 - .
g1= () ()] 2(%)kf’1<ﬂf FOg) Rt (gt PR (N )R,

e g
q q
gf-2= (%W*w(%)k“902(>\fn)k°w3(>\fn)kl e T )R

q
951 = (%)’“H<P(>\f,v)k°sﬁ2(/\m)kl OV LT OV s
Thus, by Lemma 3.2 we have that g; = 1 mod 7 for all .

Proposition 3.4. We equip N; , = (Og|[x]]l")) n with semilinear ¢ and T k-actions defined by

pn) = (cq™, ", s g1, ¢")n and y(n) = (9] (7), 93 (1), ...g}_ (), g3 (7)) for the gi(m) = g] (7)

defined above, where ¢ € Op. The module Ny is a Wach module over Og([7)]I"! with labeled

Hodge-Tate weights {—k;},. Moreover, D; =~ EI"l & (NEC/WNE C) as filtered @-modules over
oy

EIl where Dy .= (E"") n is the filtered p-module with Frobenius endomorphism

e(n) = (c-pM,pF2, . pFr=1 pPo)y

and filtration
Elmnly if j < wo,
Bty if 14w <j < wn,
Fﬂj (]D)E C) -7 .
’ Emtealy i 14 w0 < j < wee,
0 if ] Z 1 + We—1.
Proof. (i) To prove that 'k acts on Ny, it suffices to prove that g "*(7) = g;'v,(g;*) for all

Y1,72 € ' and ¢ € Iy. This follows imnfediately from the cocycle relations
q q

q
= o and)\»112:)\.117(/\.12),
Y172(9) 71(q) ! (72(‘1)) Fovy Fova Ti\Afoy

and the definition of the g/ (7). Since g;' (1) = 1modn for all i € Iy, T'x acts trivially on N _/7Np .
(i1) Let k = max{ko, k1, ..., ky_1} and ¢* (N ) be the Og[[x]]I"-linear span of the set ¢(N; ). Let

,C

f
cp =ctand ¢ =1if i # 1. Since ¢*n = 3 (¢" ¥icie;) (n) € ¢*(N; ), it follows that ¢* kills
i=0 ’
Nz /9" (Ng ). (iii) To compute the filtration of Ny , we use the fact that 7 | p() if.and only if
m | x for any x € Ogl[r]]. Let = (z0,21,...,x5-1)n € Nz . By Theorem 2.4, z € Fi'N; _ if and
only if ¢(x) € ¢/N; _ or equivalently ¢/ | ¢(z;)¢" for all i € Iy. If j < k; there are no restrictions
on the x;, whereas if j > k; this is equivalent to z; = 0 mod 7/ —ki  Therefore,

- e; Nz if j <k
ZFI] N — ) (3 k,c — V1
el { eI R Og(lrlln if > 1+ ki
This implies that

_ BTG i i<k
|7 _'J(ﬂ ﬁ): e G < ki,
E @GZFII Nk,c/ﬂ-Nk,c { 0 lf] 2 1+kz
Ok
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For the filtration, we have

f-1
B @ T (N, /mN;, ) = P | BT @ eiFil (N /7N )
ol i= ol

Recall (see Notation 1.2) that after ordering the weights k; and omitting possibly repeated weights
we get wy < wy < ... < wy—1. By the formulas above,

E( ei> n if j < wo,

i€ly

El7l > ei|n if 14wy <j<w,
{i€lp:ki>wo}

Fil(Dz ) =4 gl 3 e |m if 1+w <j<ws
{i€lp:ki>w1}

EIT‘ Z e |n if 1 + Wi_o S] S Wt—1,
{’L'Glo:ki>wt72}
0 if j>1+w1.

The formula for the filtration follows immediately, recalling that I; = {i € Iy : k; > w;_1} for each

j=1,2,...,t—1,and El"=l .= Ef ( > ei> for each r = 0,1,...,t — 1. The isomorphism of filtered
i€l
(p-modules is obvious. 0

Proposition 3.5. Let ko, k1, ..., ky—1 be arbitrary integers.
(i) The weakly admissible rank one filtered p-modules over EI™l with labeled Hodge-Tate weights
{—ki}r, are of the form D . = (E!")n, with ¢(e) = (aop,ay,...,ar_1)n for some & =
(g, a1, .yap_y) € (BX)I7] such that vp(Nmy (@) = > ki and
i€l
ElTnly if § < w,
Elrnly i 14wy <j < wi,

Fill Dp)=14 e
Elmealy 5 1 4 w,_g < § <wyy,
0 if ] Z 1 + We_1.
(ii) The filtered p-modules D 5 and Dy 5 are isomorphic if and only if k=7 and Nm, (@) =
Nm, (5).

Proof. Follows easily arguing as in [Doul0], §84 and 6. O
Corollary 3.6. All the effective crystalline E-characters of G are those constructed in Proposition
3.4.
Let ¢ € O, k= (=k1,—Fka,...,—ky_1,—ko) and x_p be the crystalline character of G cor-

responding to the Wach module Ni = = (Ogl[[x]]""l)n with ¢ action defined by ¢(e) = (c -
q*,q", ..., q" -1, ¢")n and the unique commuting with it I'-action defined in Proposition 3.4.



16 GERASIMOS DOUSMANIS

When ¢ = 1 we simply write xj;. The crystalline character x,, has labeled Hodge-Tate weights —e; 41
for all ¢ (see Proposition 3.4), where e; = (0, ...,1,...0), with the first ¢ appearing in the i-th place
forallt = 0,1, ..., f—1. By taking tensor products we see that Xek = xc,axfﬁl -X’fz e ~Xl;f_’21 'X?[)_1-

Let Frob, be the geometric Frobenius of Gg, and Froby the geometric Frobenius of G .

Lemma 3.7. (i) Let c € OF. The unramified character of G, which maps Frobg, to ¢ equals

Xe 5

(i) For anyi=0,1,....f —1, (Xi)|GK2 = X; * Xi+f> where the character on the left hand side
is a character of G, and the characters on the right hand side characters of G,;;

(iii) Ifx is a crystalline character of Gk, with labeled Hodge-Tate weights {—k;}-,,i=0,1,..., f—
1, its restriction to Gk,, has labeled weights {—k;},, 1 =0,1,...,2f =1, with kiyy = k; for
alli=0,1,...f—1;

(iv) If x and + are crystalline characters of Gr,, then X(Gryy = dJIGde if and only if x =n-,
where 1 is an unramified character of Gk, which maps Frobk, to a d-th root of unity.

Proof. (i) Let {/c be any choice of an f-th root of ¢ in E. The filtered ¢p-module with trivial filtration
and ¢(e) = {/c-e corresponds to the unramified character 7 of G, which maps Frob,, to {/c. Since
the Frobg, = (Frobp)lfo , the restriction of n, of n to K; maps Frobg, to c¢. By Proposition 2.6
the rank one filtered ¢-module corresponding to the unramified character 7, has trivial filtration
and Frobenius ¢(e) = ({/¢, {/c, ..., {/c) e, and by Proposition 3.5(ii) the latter is isomorphic to the
rank one filtered g-module with trivial filtration and ¢(e) = (¢, 1,...1) e. Part (ii) follows from the
definition of the characters y, and Proposition 2.6. Part (iii) follows immediately from part (ii).
For part (iv) it suffices to prove that any crystalline character n of Gk, with trivial restriction to
Gk 4 18 an unramified character of Gg ; which maps Frobg ;toa d-th root of unity. The restriction
of n to G, has all its labeled Hodge-Tate weights equal to zero, and by Corollary 2.7 so does 1.
By part (i) 7 is an unramified character of G, which maps Frobg, to some constant, say c. The

.. . .. d .
restriction of 7 to Gde is trivial and maps Frobg,. = (Frobe) to ¢?, therefore ¢ is a d-th root

[ K
of unity and part (iv) follows. O

Let x be any E-character of Gk, and let h € Gg,. Since K is unramified over Q,, it is h-stable and
the character x" with x" (g) := x (hgh™!) is well defined. Let hjx =: a}l{(h) for a unique integer
n (h) modulo f. We denote by T (x) the rank one Op-representation of G defined by ve = x (y) e

for any basis element e and any v € G

Lemma 3.8. Let x be the crystalline character corresponding to the Wach module defined in
Proposition 5.4, and let h € Gq,. Let n; = (i_fl) -n. The rank one module N* := (Og[[x]]I"!) n,

|K
endowed with semilinear Frobenius and Ik -actions defined by
' (771) = (C : qkarlin(h')a qkf+27n(h)7 ceey qszin(hy)) s
hyh ™1t hyh ™1t hyh ™1t hyh ™1t
Y (771) (g.f+1+n(hfl)a gf+27n(h)’ ey ngflfn(h)’ g2f7n(h)) M

where the indices are viewed modulo f, is a Wach module whose corresponding crystalline character
is x".
Proof. Tt is trivial to check that N* with the above defined actions is a Wach module. By Theorems

©
2.2 and 2.4, T (x) ~ (AK,E Bat . N(T (X))) , hence there exists some o € Ak, g such that
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pla®n) =a®nand v (a®n) = x (7) (a®n) for all v € Gg. This is equivalent to
(3.2) p(a) & (e d",¢™, ...d") ®@n=a®nand
(3.3) v() -7 (93,93,---9}71,93) @n=x)a®n

for all v € Gk, where € is the isomorphism defined in formula 2.1. Let a; := h ' € Ak . A little
computation shows that for any (zq,z1,...,x;_1) € Og[[x]]I,

(3.4) R (E (@0, 21, @p—1)) = & (Tymn(h)s Trs1—n(h)s o T2f—1—n(h)) -
We show that ¢ (a1 ®1;) = a1 @ 77 and v (a1 @ 1) = X" (7) (eq ® ;) for all v € Gk. Indeed,

lar@n) =¢(h " a) @)
= h (@) €7 (e ghrron, ghrieor L greo) gy

4. L ~
S 1 () - h e Yed" g ) @ iy

2
2 p-lawn) =ar ©n,.

Also,

-1 —1( hyh™?! hyh ™! hyh ™1 hyh ™1t
(e @n)=y(h"a)-¢ (gfllfn(h)’ Iii2-nmy - 92f-1-n(n) gzﬁnm)) ©m

3.4, _ - hyh™'  hyh! hyh™'  hyh™?!
=h 1(h7h fa- g 1(917 N S T )®77)

3 51 (y (k) a@n) = X" (7) (o @ 1)

for all v € Gx. By Theorems 2.2 and 2.4, it follows that the crystalline character which corresponds
to N? is y". O

Corollary 3.9. If x is a crystalline E* -valued characters of G with labeled Hodge-Tate weights
{=ki}+,, the character X" is crystalline with labeled Hodge- Tate weights {—{;},, with ; = kyy;—n(n)
for all i, where the indices f + 1 —n (h) are viewed modulo f.

Corollary 3.10. The representation Vi, =~ Indﬁﬁf (Xloﬁ .Xllcz R X’;}f:; 'X§}71> is crystalline.

Moreover, Vi, is irreducible if and only if k; # kiyy for some i € {0,1,..., f —1}.

Proof. Since VE,, is crystalline, Vi, is crystalline. The corollary follows from Mackey’s irreducibil-
ity criterion and Corollary 3.9. g

Proposition 3.11. Let Vi be an irreducible two-dimensional crystalline E-representation of Gk,
with labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k;}-,, whose restriction to GKzf is reducible. There exist
some unramified character n of Gk, and some nonnegative integers £;, i = 0,1,....,2f — 1 with
{lislivy} ={0,k;} for alli =0,1,...,f =1 and {; # Liy for some i € {0,1,..., f — 1}, such that

K log_
VKf ~NR IndK;‘f (Xgl . sz e 'X22ff,21 . Xg(},1> )
Proof. Let x be a constituent of Vg, . By Corollary 3.6, x = x.. - Xél ) X? o Xészjgl ) Xg(}_l for

some ¢ € OE and some integers ¢;. Let 1 be the unramified character of G ; which maps Frobg ;
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to /c. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.7(i) we see that the restriction of  to Gk, is X, hence

Xyl X?jf:zl . xg}d is a constituent of (n~' ® VKf)|K2f . Since n~! ® Vi, is irreducible,
1 K ¢ V4 Lof— y4
n @ Vi, ~ Inngf (Xol X lesz_gl ,X2of_1)
by Frobenius reciprocity. By Mackey’s formula and Corollary 3.9,
oL Loj ‘ ¢ ¢ Loy ¢
(8:5) Vi = (xe o6 X x5 ) @ (xe 6 T G )

where the indices of the exponents of the second summand are viewed modulo 2f. By Corollary 2.7,
the restricted representation Vi, , has labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k;},,, 1 =0,1,2,...,2f — 1,
where ki y = k; for all 7 = 0,1,..., f — 1. The labeled Hodge-Tate weights of the direct sum of
characters in formula 3.5 with respect to the embedding 7; of Koy to E are {—{;, —{;+ s} for all
i=0,1,2,..,2f — 1, with the indices i + f viewed modulo 2f. Therefore {¢;, ¢;+ s} = {0, k;} for all
1=0,1,..., f — 1. The rest of the proposition follows from Corollary 3.10. O

+
Proposition 3.12. Up to twist by some unramified character, there exist precisely 24 ~1 distinct
isomorphism classes of irreducible crystalline two-dimensional E-representations of G, with la-
beled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k;}r,, whose restriction to GKQf 18 reducible.

Proof. In Proposition 3.11, notice that ¢;, f = k; — {; for all © = 0,1, ..., f — 1. The corollary follows
since Indﬁ,ﬁf (x) ~ Indggf (¢) if and only if {x, X"} = {¥,%"}, where h is any element in Gg,
lifting a generator of Gal (Kas/Ky). O

4. FAMILIES OF EFFECTIVE WACH MODULES OF ARBITRARY WEIGHT AND RANK

We extend the method used by Berger-Li-Zhu in [BLZ04] for two-dimensional crystalline represen-
tations of G, , to construct families of Wach modules of effective crystalline representations of G
of arbitrary rank. In order to construct the Wach module of an effective crystalline representation,
fixing a basis, we need to exhibit matrices II and G such that IIp(G,) = G4y(II) for all v € T'k,
with some additional properties imposed by Theorem 2.4. In the two-dimensional case for Gg,,
and for a suitable basis, it is trivial to write down such a matrix II assuming that the valuation
of the trace of Frobenius of the corresponding filtered ¢-module is suitably large and the main
difficulty is in constructing a I'x-action which commutes with II. When K # Q,, finding a matrix
IT which gives rise to a prescribed weakly admissible filtration seems to be already hard, even in
the two-dimensional case. Assuming that such a matrix II is available it is usually very hard to ex-
plicitly write down the matrices G,. There are exceptions to this, for example some split-reducible
two-dimensional crystalline representations. In the general case, instead of explicitly writing down
the matrices G we prove that such matrices exist using a successive approximation argument.
Let S = {X;; i =0,1,....,m — 1} be a set of indeterminates, were m > 1 is any integer. We

extend the actions of ¢ and T'x defined in equations 2.2 and 2.3 on the ring Og[[x]]"l := T[]
T:K—FE
Og|[r]] to an action on Og[[r,S]]I”l := T[] Ogl[[r,S]], by letting ¢ and T act trivially on
T:K—FE

each indeterminate X;. We let ¢ and T'j¢ act on the matrices of MS := M, (Og[[r,S]]I”!) entry-
wise for any integer n > 2. For any integer s > 0, we write #° = (7°,7°,...,7%), and for any
a € O [[r, S]] and any vector 7 = (rg,71,...,rf—1) with nonnegative integer coordinates, we write

a” = (o™, o™, ..., a"f-1). As usual, we assume that k; are nonnegative integers, and we write
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k := wy—1 = max{ko, k1,...,k;—1}. Let £ > k be any fixed integer. We start with the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let II; = 11;(S), ¢ = 0,1, ..., f — 1 be matrices in M, (Og|[r,S]]) such that det(I1;) =
ciqti, with ¢; € Og[[x]]*. We denote by TI(S) the matriz (111, 1z, ..., 11;_1,1l) and view it as an
element of M wvia the natural isomorphism MS ~ M, (Og[[x,S]]))I”!. We denote by P; = P;(S) the
reduction of II; mod 7 for all i. Assume that for each v € T'i there exists a matrizx G(f) = Ggf) (S) €
MS such that

(1) GL(S) = Tdmod 7

(2) Ggf) (S) - H(S)(p(G(f) (S)HYIL(S)™1) € ®EMS. We further assume that

(3) There is no nonzero matriz H € M, (Og[[S]|I"1) such that HU = p/'UH for some t > 0,
where U = Nm,(P) and P = P(S) = (P1, P2, ..., P;_1,F);

(4) For each s > £+ 1 the operator

(4.1) H— H-QH(p'*"VQ;") : My (Op[[8]]) — M. (Or [S]),

where Qf = P1Ps---Pr_1Py is surjective. Then for each v € I'i there exists a unique
matriz G(S) € M3 such that

(i) G4(S) =Idmod7 and
(i) T(S)p(G4(S)) = G4 (S)YIL(S)).

Proof. Uniqueness: Suppose that the matrices G (S) and GZ,(S) both satisfy the conclusions of the
lemma, and let H = G/ (S)G~(S)™!. We easily see that H € Id+#MS and HII(S) = II(S)¢ (H).
We'll show that H = Id. We write H = Id + 7' H; + - -- , where H, € M,(Og[[S]]'"), t > 1 and
I(S) = P+ 7PWM + 72P®? 4 ... and we will show that H; = 0. Since HII(S) = TI(S)y (H),
we have (H — Id)II(S) = II(S)(H — Id). We divide both sides of this equation by 7' (using that
o(m) = gm) and reduce mod 7. This gives H,P = p' Py (H;) (since ¢ = pmod 7), which implies that
H,U = p''Up/ (H;), with U = Nmy,(P). Since ¢ acts trivially on X; and Op, ¢/ acts trivially on
M, (Og[[S]]I"), therefore H;U = p/*UH; and H; = 0 by assumption (iii) of the lemma.

Existence: Fix a v € I'x. By assumptions (i) and (ii) of the lemma, there exists a matrix G(f) €
Id+7" M$ such that G(f) —H(S)cp(GSf))v(H(S)_l) = 7R for some matrix RY) = RY)(y) € MS.
We shall prove that for each s > £+ 1, there exist matrices R*) = R(®)(y) € M and GSYS) e My
such that G(VS) = Ggffl) mod 7~ M?$ and GSYS) - H(S)QD(G(VS))’Y(H(S)_l) = 7R). Let GSYS) =
GU™Y 4 #1HO)  where H® € M,(0g[[8])I") and write R©®) = R®) + 7 . C with C € MS. We
need

(G50 + 7 HD) —11(S) (#(GU) + o (M) Ve (HO)) 1(11(S) ™) € 70,

or equivalently
G T(S)p(GL VI (II(S) ) + 7D HE — (qm) TV (S)p (HD) 4(I1(S) 1) € 7 M,
The latter is equivalent to

FEDRETD 4 7D EE) — (qm)CTVIES)p (HY) 4 (1(S) ) € 7 M,
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which is in turn equivalent to H®) — g~ VIN(S)p (H®) y(II(S)~!) = —RE~Y mod #MS. This
holds if and only if

(4.2) H® —5=Dp(8) ¢ (H(S)) P(S)' = —RGD.

Notice that g~ D P (8)™" € M,(Og[[S]]!) since s — 1 > ¢ > k = max{ko, k1, ..., k;_1}. We write

HO = (1,8, 1P 1)

and

_RpGs=1 _ (Rgsfl),Résfl) Rgf 11),R((J571)) '
Equation 4.2 is equivalent to the system of equations in M, (Og [[S]])
(4.3) HY — P H( ) . (PP = REY,

where i = 1,2, ..., f, with indices viewed mod f. These imply that
g _ Qle(s) (pf(s—l)Q—l) _ R(s—l) O R(S—l)(p(s—l)Ql—l) + QQR&S_I)(pQ(Sil)QEI)
A QpaRETV (NI,
where Q; = P,---P; forall i = 1,2,..., f. From equations 4.3 we see that the matrices HZ-(S),

i =2,3,..., f, are uniquely determined from the matrix Hl(s)7 so it suffices to prove that the operator
defined in formula 4.1 contains

A=RET + QuRSTV 0 IQ) + QRS (07T NQy ) o+ Qra RETV TR

in its image. Since p'*~VQ; ' € M, (Op[[S]]) for all 4, this is true by assumption (iv) of the
lemma. We define G,(S) = lim GEYS) (S) and the proof is complete. O
S—00

Let M, be the ring M, (Og[[S]]) /I where I is the ideal of M, (Og[[S]]) generated by the set
{p-Id, X; -Id: X; € S}. We use the notation of Lemma 4.1 and its proof, and we are interested

in the image of the operator H — H — QH(p fle ) : M, — M, where bar denotes reduction
modulo 1.

Proposition 4.2. If the operator
(4.4) H H—QH(p'Q; ") : M, — M,

is surjective, then for each s >+ 1 the operator deﬁned in formula 4.1 is surjective.

Proof. Case (i). s > k+ 2. In this case f(s —1) — Z ki > f(s—1—k) > f > 1. Since Q;l =
Po_lpf__llpf__12...Pl_1 and det(P;) = ¢;p*i, it follows that pf( )Q. € pM,,(Og][S]]). Let B be any
matrix in M,, (O [[S]]) . We write B =B — QB (pf(s’l)Qf ) + pB; for some matrix

B, € M, (Og][S]]). Similarly, By = B1 — Q¢B1 (pf(s’l)Q;I) + pBy for some matrix By €
M, (Og[[S]]) and B = (B +pB1) — Qs (B + pBi) (pf<5*1>Q;1) + p*B,. Continuing in the same

fashion we get

N N
B = (ZpiBz) . Qf <ZpiBi> (pf(s—l)Q;I) +pN+lBN+1
i =0
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for some matrix Byi1€ M, (Og [[S]]) with By = B. Let H = Y. p'B;, then H € M, (Og [[S]])
i=0

and B = H — QH (pf<s—1>Q;1) :
Case (ii). ¢ =k and s = k + 1. We reduce modulo the ideal I defined before Proposition 4.2. Let
A be any element of M,, (O [[S]]) . The operator H — H — Qs H (pféQ;l) : M,, — M, contains

A = Amod [ in its image by the assumption of the lemma. Let A = Ay — QAo (p-féQf) mod [
for some matrix Ay € M,, (Og [[S]]) . We write

A=A = QAo (p'QF") +PBr + XoBo++ -+ Xon-1By

for matrices B; € M, (Og [[S]]). Similarly B; = BY — Q;B? (pﬂthl) mod I for matrices BY €
M, (Og[[S]]) and for all i. Then

A= A= QsA (p7'Q7") +pBY, — Qs (#BY) (P1Q7") + XoBY - Qs (XoBY) (»7Q7)
te o+ X B = Qf (X1 BY_)) (pﬂQ;l) mod I2,
therefore

A= (Ap+pBp,+Xo B+ -+ X 1By, 1) Qs (Ag+pBy,+Xo B+ -+ X 1By, 1) (pﬂQ;l) mod I°.
By induction, A= H — QsH (pﬂQ;l) for some H € M,, (Og [[S]]) - O

The surjectivity assumption of Proposition 4.2 is usually trivial to check thanks to the following
proposition.

Proposition 4.3. Assume that ¢ > k or { = k and the weights k; are not all equal. Then the
operator defined in formula 4.4 is surjective.

Proof. The proposition follows immediately because det Q ; = cp*1T+2F+ki where ¢ = ¢1¢2 - - - &y,
since f¢ > ki +---+ ks and p € I. O

The following lemma summarizes the results of this section. We use the notation of Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 4.4. Let { > k be a fixed integer. We assume that for each v € 'k there exists a matriz
G(f) = G(Z) (S) € M? such that

1) ¢9(8) = Tdmod 75

) GY(S) ~(S)p (G () (IN(S) ) € 7'M

) There is no nonzero matriz H € M, (Og[[S)]") such that HU = p™UH for some t > 0,

)

If ¢ =k and k = k; for all i, we additionally assume that the operator

(
(2
(3
(4

Hw— H— QfH(pﬂQ; ) : M, — M,
18 surjective.
Then for each v € T there exists a unique matriz G (S) € M$ such that

(i) G4(S) = I—glmodﬁ, and
(i) T(S)p(G4(S)) = GH(S)YIL(S)).
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For any @ = (ag,a1,...,a;_1) € m‘g‘ we denote by II(@) = (II;(a1), 2(az), ..., lr_1(as-1),Ho(ao))
the matrix obtained from II(S) = (II; (X1), 2(X2), ..., ;1 (Xs_1),IIo(Xo)) by substituting a; €
mpg in each indeterminate X; of II;(X;).

Proposition 4.5. For any @ = (ao,a1,....,a5-1) € mg‘ and any 7,,7v4,7 € 'k, the following

equations hold:

(i) Gy, (@) = Gy, (@)71(G, (@) and
(i) T(@)p(G(@)) = G (a)y(TI(a))-

Proof. Both matrices G -,(S) and G, (S)v,(G,,(S)) are = Tdmod 7 and are solutions in A of
the equation II(S)p(A) = Ay(TI(S)). They are equal by the uniqueness part of Lemma 4.1. The

second equation follows from conclusion (ii) of the same lemma. O
For any a € m‘g‘, we equip the module N(@) = ( )771 with semilinear ¢ and T'k-
actions defined by (o(ny).@(1). - 2(1,)) = (11, - 777n)H(@') d (v (n); (), s v(0)) =
(115N, s 1, )G~ (@) for any v € T'. Proposition 4.5 implies that (7172)90 ~v1(v9x) and p(yz) =
Y(p(x)) for all z € N(@) and ~,7,,7, € I'k. Since G, (@) = ﬁlmodﬁ, it follows that 'y acts

trivially on N(a@)/7N(a).

Proposition 4.6. For any a € m'i?l, N(&@) equipped with the ¢ and I k-actions defined above is

a Wach module over Og|[x])I"! corresponding (by Theorem 2.4) to some G -stable Og-lattice in
some n-dimensional, crystalline E-representation of G with Hodge-Tate weights in [—k; 0].

Proof. The only thing left to prove is that ¢*N(@) C ¢*(N(@)). Since det(Il;) = c;¢"* we have

detTI(@) = (c1¢™,c2q", ..., cog™) and
(@1, d" 09, " n,) = (1,2, s, det TH@) (¢ lqk Me 1q’c e g )
= (MM oo my) (TH(@) - adj (TH(@))) (c1 ¢ ™ ex g2, eg g 0)
= (p(m),e(12); - (1)) - (adJH( @)) (cllq’c Mgt et ).
Hence (¢*n1,¢"ny, ..,¢"n,,) € ¢*(N(@)) and ¢"N(a@) C ¢*(N(a)). O

We proceed to prove the main theorem concerning the modulo p reductions of the crystalline

representations corresponding to the families of Wach modules constructed in Proposition 4.6. By

reduction modulo p we mean reduction modulo the maximal ideal mg of the ring of integers of

the coefficient field E. If T is a Gi-stable Og-lattice in some FE-linear representation V of G, we

denote by V =kg @ T the reduction of V' modulo p, where kg is the residue field of Og. The
OF

reduction V' depends on the choice of the lattice T, and a theorem of Brauer and Nesbitt asserts

that the semisimplification
V= |ke®T
O

is independent of T. Instead of the precise statement “there exist Gg-stable Og-lattices Ty and Ty,
inside the E-linear representation V and W of Gk, respectively, such that kg @ Ty ~ kg @ Tw”,
OE OE

we abuse notation and write V ~ W. For each @ € m‘E‘, let V(@) = F ®p,, T(a), where T(a) =
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T(D(@)) and D(d@) = A, g @ N(d) (see Theorem 2.4). The representations V(&) are n-dimensional
Afem

crystalline E-representations of Gy with Hodge-Tate weights in [—k; 0]. Concerning their mod p

reductions, we have the following theorem.

S|

Theorem 4.7. For any @ € m},', the isomorphism V(@) ~ V(0) holds.

Proof. We prove that the kg-linear representations of G, kg @ T(a)

Og

phic. Since II(S) and G, (S) € M, we have G (@) = G.,(0) modmg and TI(@) = T1(0) mod mp.
As (¢, Tx)-modules over kg((m))I"l, D(@)/mpD(@) ~ D(0)/mgD(0). Hence T (D(@)/mpD(a@)) ~
T (D(ﬁ)/mED(ﬁ)) , where T is Fontaine’s functor defined in Theorem 2.2. Since Fontaine’s functor

is exact, T (D(&@)/meD(@)) ~ T(@)/mpT(@) and T(a@)/mpT (@) ~ T(0)/mpT(0). O

and kx ® T(0) are isomor-
Op

This theorem enables us to explicitly compute the reductions V (@)** by computing 7(6)5'5'

5. FAMILIES OF TWO-DIMENSIONAL CRYSTALLINE REPRESENTATIONS

The main difficulty in applying Lemma 4.4 is in constructing the matrices Gge) (8) which satisfy
conditions (1) and (2). Conditions (3) and (4) are usually easy to check. Throughout this section
we retain the notations of Lemma 4.4. We denote by E;; the 2 x 2 matrix with 1 in the (7, j)-entry
and 0 everywhere else. One easily checks that E;; - Ey = §; - By, where § is the Kronecker delta
function. Recall our assumption that at least one of the weights k; is strictly positive.

Proposition 5.1. The operator H — H — QfH(pﬂQ;I) : My — Mo is surjective, unless £ =
k, k=k; for all © and Qf S {Ell,E22}.

Proof. Tt is straightforward to check that Q¢ = E;; for some i, j € {1,2} and

By if Qp = By,

ke -1 _ Ey it Qp = Eaa,
p"Qy modl = By if Qf — By,
—F9 if Qp = Eo.

If Qf = Eyy (vespectively Eyy), the image is the set of matrices with zero (1,2) (respectively (2, 1))
entry, while if Q¢ = E12 or Q5 = Eo; the operator becomes

hi1 hia hi1 hiz + ha
—
< ho1  haa > < ho1 hao >
and
hi1 hia hi1 h12
—
( ha1  has ) ( ho1 + hia  hao )
respectively which is clearly surjective. The proposition follows from Proposition 4.3. O

In the two-dimensional case, instead of checking condition (3) of Lemma 4.4, it is often more
convenient to use following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. If the matriz Qf = P1Ps--- Py_1Py (with Py = Py) does not have eigenvalues which
are a scalar multiple of each other, then the matriz U = Nm,(P), where P = (Pi, Ps,...,P;_1, Fy),
satisfies condition (3) of Lemma 4.4.
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Proof. Let H € M, (Og[[S]]"!) be a nonzero matrix such HU = p/*UH for some ¢ > 0. We write
H = (Hy,Ha,...,Hy) and U = (Uy,Us, ..., Uy) . Since P - o(U) - P71 = U, PiUZ-HPfl = U; for all
i. Since Q¢ = Uy, none of the U; has eigenvalues which are a scalar multiple of each other. If H is
invertible then U; = )¢ has eigenvalues with quotient pft which contradicts the assumption of the
lemma. If H is nonzero and not invertible, then there exists an index 4 such that H;U; = pf* U; H;
and rank (H;) = 1. There also exists invertible matrix B such that

—1 a1 0
BH;B™ = ( sy 0 >
with (a11,91) # (0,0). Let I' = BU; B~! and write I' = (%-j) . The equation H;U; = p’tU;H; is
equivalent to p/'TBH;B~' = BH;B~'T" which implies that 7,5, = 0 and p/*y; 011 = a1y, If
a1 # 0, then v, = 0 a contradiction since I' is invertible. If a1; = 0, then pftagwgg = 021711
and pfty,, = 4, (since aay # 0). Since 7,5 = 0, the latter implies that T has two eigenvalues with
quotient p/*. This in turn implies that U; and its conjugate Q ¢ = Up have eigenvalues with quotient
p/t and contradicts the assumption of the lemma. Hence H = 0. 0

Corollary 5.3. If Tr (Qf) € Qp, then the matriz U = Nmy(P) satisfies condition (3) of Lemma

4-4-
Proof. Since the determinant of ()¢ is a nonzero scalar, the eigenvalues of ()¢ are a scalar multiple
of each other if and only if Tr (Q[) is a scalar. O

5.1. Families of rank two Wach modules. We now apply Lemma 4.4 for matrices II; as in the
following definition.

Definition 5.4. For a fixed integer £ > k = max{ko, k1, ..., ky—1 } we define matrices of the following
four types:

£ ag® 0 . [ Xiwlz) 1 o (L Xip(zi) co (0 g
L Xip(zi) 1 )7 z cigh o) 0 cigk e 1 Xip(z) )7

where X; is an indeterminate, ¢; € O, and z; is a polynomial of degree < ¢ —1 in Z[n] such that
z; = p™¢ mod m, where my := \_ﬁjj. Matrices of type t1 or t3 are called of odd type, while matrices
of type to or t4 are called of even type. We write HZ?(S’) = (II1 (X1), M2 (X2), ... 1 (X _1), o (X))
with 7 = (i1,2,...,77—1,10) the vector in {1,2,3,4} whose j-th coordinate i; is the type of the

matrix II; for all j € Iy. We call i the type-vector of the f-tuple H?(S).

The polynomials z; appearing in the entries of the matrices II; will be defined shortly. We will
also define functions ], y; € 1+ 7Z,[[x]] such that G(f) - H(S)QD(G(VZ))’Y(H(S)_I) € #* Mg for all
v € ', where

fo) = diag ((:vg,xl, ...,:107»,1) ; (yS,yY, "'uy;fl)) :
Let
(o1, g, .coif—1, ) (ﬁpﬁga---aﬁf—lvﬁo))
I(s) =
( ) ( (717’72,...,’7]0_1,’70) (517627"'7 5f—1750)
with

a; By ag® 0 Xip(zi) 1 1 Xip(z) 0 g
v i < Xip(zi) 1 )7 gt 0 ) L0 gt "\ 1 Xip(z) '
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For each 1 = 1,2, ..., f we demand that all of the elements

(5.1) L () (v0:) = Bap (Wl) (1)~ Basp (W) (you) — cup (&) (vBa).
. e (v9)" e (va)"™

(5.2) g - Oip (wl) (ve) =i (2) (VB.) - vaep (@) (v03) — 0iep () (v7.)
' e (va)"™ e (va)"™

of Og[[r, Xo, ..., Xy-1]][¢”"] which belong to Ogl[r]][¢"!] are zero, and those which contain an
indeterminate belong to T¢Og[[m, Xo, ..., Xy—1]], where in the formulas above &; = 1 if II; has type
1 or 3 and ¢; = —1 if II; has type 2 or 4. As usual, lower indices are viewed modulo f.

Proposition 5.5. For each i, equations 5.1 and 5.2 imply that

(5.3) x]_, = (%)éi p(w]) andy , = (7(]) ( )

’ — 2
with £, 0.k}, ] € (T0), £ = ks~ and ) = { 7 =

v _
yZ if w; x, .

Proof. If1l; is of type 1, then 3, = 0, a; = c;¢" and §; = 1 and we must have ¢* gp( ) z] (”yq)ki
and ¢ (y;) = y;_;. The proposition holds with ¢; = k;, w] = ], and ¢, = 0, ( ) =y, If 11, is of
type 2, then §; = 0, 3, = 1,7, = c;¢" and we must have ¢ (y;) = 2], and ¢~ (] ) = yi_l (vq)™

The proposition holds with ¢; = 0, w] =y, and ¢, = k;, (w7)/ = z]. The cases where II; is of

3

type 3 or 4 are identical. O
From Proposition 5.5 it follows that

(5.0 <l:[0<p (jq)) ¢ (57) and 4g = (ljocp (jq)) ()

!/
with sj,s; € {€;, €}, If 2§ = 27, then (z}) = yJ and by Lemma 3.3, equations 5.4 have unique
= 1 mod 7 solutions given by

. , . =, s
(5.5) Ty = _1:[0 ¢ (Ar)™ and yg = _1:[0 @' (Ary)™

/
IfIf z; = yg, then (27) =z} and equations 5.4 imply that

N = N & 2f (0
5.6 Ty = ¢! <—> xa (—) 0 (7)),
(5.6) 0 il;lo o ~ (20)
= | . i (AN 2
A= (e () e () ).
(5.7) 0 l_l;lo \5g) ¢ W ™ (y9)
which by Lemma 3.3 have unique = 1 mod 7 solutions given by
-1, o o
(5:8) v =11 (¢ Car)™ - " (o)),
—1 . ’ . ’
(5.9) ud =TI (' Oer)™ 6™ (er)™)
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Equations 5.3 for ¢ = f give the unique = 1 mod = solutions for x}A and y}fl, and continuing
fori = f—1,f—2,..,2, we get the unique = 1mod solutions for z] and y;. We now define
the polynomials z; so that for each v € I'k, the matrix Ggf) = I_glmodﬁ satisfies the congruence
G —TI(S)p(G ) (T1(S) 1) € 7M.

Lemma 5.6. Let R = {}_ a;mt € Qp[r]] = vplas) + p—il >0 for all i > 0}. The set R endowed
with the addition and thezigultiplication of Qpl[7]] is a subring of Qp[[7]] which is stable under the
@ and the I'k-actions. Moreover,

(i) (22)*' € R for alln>1 and (A\f)*' € R for all f > 1, and

(ii) Let b = cpNb*, where c € OF, n € Z, and b* €R \ {0} is such that ,j’l; € 1+ wZy|[x]] for
ally € Tg. If £ > 1 is a fized integer, there exists some polynomial z = z({,b) € Zy[r] with
deg, 2z < ¢ —1 and z = p™ mod m, where my = L%J, such that z — 72% € ©'Zy|[7]] for
allveTk.

Proof. We notice that the coefficients a; of 7% in £ are such that vp(a;) + p—il >0foralli=0,1,...
Motivated by this we consider the set R of all functions of Q,[[n]] with the same property. This

+1
is a ring with the obvious operations, stable under ¢ and I'x. One easily checks that (%) eR

+1
and therefore ( q?") € R for all n > 1 from which (i) follows easily. (ii) Since I'x acts trivially on

O} we may replace b by ¢ 'b and assume that ¢ = 1. We write b = p™b*. Let pb = z + a, where

a € mQyp[[7]] and deg, z < £ — 1, for integer m which will be chosen large enough so that z € Z,[r].
=1

Let z = Zozjwj. Since p™*"b* = z 4+ a and b* € R, we have vy(z;) —m —n + p%l > 0 for all
i=
j > 0. We need vp(z;) > —1 for all j =0,1,...,¢ — 1 and it suffices to have m +n — % > —1.

We choose m = L%

velk, z— 72% =p"b—a—Dby(bl) (p™(yb) — va) = by(b~)va — a € T*Q,[[x]]. Since z € Z, [n]
and by(b™') € 1+ 7Zy[[r]], we have z — ”yz% € m'Zy, [[7]] = Z, [[7]) N 7*Qp[[r]] for all y e Tx. O

| —=n. Then z € Zy [x], deg, z < £ — 1 and z = p™*" = p™ mod 7, For any

Lemma 5.7. For each v € ' and i € Iy,
() =i,y € 1+ 7Zy[[x]];

(i) z] = Je and y] = 'flji for some a; and b; with (a;)" and (b;)™" € R.

Proof. (i) is clear by the definition of the x,y; and Lemma 3.2. (i) For i = 0, if 2} = 27, then

-1 _
by equation 5.5, z} = S, where ag = [] ¢ (Af)” € R. Since (/\f)il € R and R is p-stable,
i=0
ffl . . ) ’
(a0)™' € R.If z} = yg, then by equation 5.8, zj = 2, whereag = [] (gol (Ap)* ittt ()\f)si) €R,

i=0
therefore (ag)™ € R. The proof for y] and (b;)*" is similar. For x}_, notice that z} , =

L; co) (2)EF
(i) o (w]) = M with ¢ € {ao,bo}. Since (ag)™", (bo)™" € R, it follows that Tp €
v elco)(£)f
+1

‘
R. Since ( ¢ (co) (%) f) € R, it follows that (af_l)il € R. Similarly y; , and (bf_l)il e R.
The lemma follows by induction. g
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To define the polynomials z; we will also need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.8. If a € 7°Og|[n]] and 0 < k < { is an integer, then (“‘;(qc;l € ntOg([r]).

Proof. Since 21 = l1modm, it suffices to prove that “"é,‘:‘) € mtOg[[r]]. Let a = 7B for some

B € Oglr]]. We have ¢ (&) = ¢ (1) "o (8) = ¢"*n'Fp(B). Hence £ = nkyp ()
g R R o (B) = wq R (B) € m Op([n]].

Proposition 5.9. Let k = max{ko, k1,...,kr_1}, let £ > k be a fized integer and let my = %J.
There exist polynomials z; € Z, [r] with deg,. z; < £ —1 such that z; = p™¢ mod 7 with the following
properties:

(i) Gge) = Tdmod 7 and

(ii) Gge) - H(S)@(Gge))v(H(S)_l) € #* Mg for each v € T'k.

O |l

Proof. Suppose that P; is of type 2 and «; = X;p(z;) for some polynomial z; to be defined. Then
Bi=1and Bp(y]) =], (v8;) implies z7_; = ¢ (y]) . We need

Xi (p(zi)¢ (2]) — 71 0(72i)) e 7' Oglr, Xo, ..., X7 1]]

1
yq)™
for all v € T'k. By Lemma 5.8 it suffices to define z; so that z;z] — y]vz; € 7*Og[[x]] for all
v € T'k. Since z] € 1+ wZy, [[x]] for all v € T'k, this is equivalent to z; — z—;’ﬂz € 'Og[[r]]. By

Lemma 5.7, z—; = %, where b = a; (b;)”' € R. Since z—; € 14 7Z, [[r]], the existence of the z;
follows from Lemmata 5.6 and 5.7. The proof for P; of t§pe 1,3 and 4 is identical. g

Proposition 5.10. If a(7) = > apm™ € Qp[[n]] is such that v, (o) > 0 for alli=10,1,2,...,p—2
n=0

and vy, (ap—1) > —1, then the first p—1 coefficients of a (7)* are in Z,. In particular, the first p—1
coefficients of the p-th power of any element of R are in Z,.

Proof. Follows easily using the binomial expansion. O

Proposition 5.11. If k; = p for all i, then there exist polynomials z; € Zj [r] with deg, z; <p—1

such that z; = 1mod m, and such that Ggyp) - H(S)@(Ggp))w(H(S)_l) € ®P My for any v € T'k.

Proof. Assume that P; is of type 2 and let z] and y] be as in the proof of Proposition 5.9. First

we notice that the exponents s; and s in formulas 5.5 or 5.8 and 5.9 for the z] and y/ are either

0 or p. With the notation of Lemma 5.7, Z—% =co (”ycal) , where ¢ = aalbo. The formulas for aal
0

and by in the proof of Lemma 5.7 imply that they are both p-th powers of elements of R. From the
same formulas and Lemma 3.2 it follows that aal (0) = by (0) = 1. By Lemma 5.10, ¢g = 29 + a
for some polynomial zg € Zy[r] of degree < p — 1 and constant term 1 and some a € 7Q,][[n]].

R

For any v € 'k, 2o — ;’—%vzo =co—a—co (7051) (yeo —va) = ¢ (700_1) ~va — a € wPQy[[x]]. Since

Y ¢ 14 nZ,[[r]] and 2z € Zyln], 20 — Byzg € Zy[[x]] N 7PQy|[x]] = 7PZ,[[x]}. The proof for the
0 0

+1
other z; is similar, using formulas 5.3 and noticing that (%) € 1+ nZy[[7]]. The proof for P; of
type 1, 3 or 4 is identical. O
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Remark 5.12. If k; = p for all 4, then there exist polynomials z; € Z,, [r] with deg,. z; < p—1 such
that z; = 1 mod 7 satisfying properties (i) and (ii) of Proposition 5.9. This follows immediately
from Proposition 5.11.

Next, we explicitly determine when Tr (Q;) € Q,. We first need some definitions.

Definition 5.13. (i) We define Cy to be the set of f-tuples (Pi, Pa, ..., Pr) where the types of

the matrices P; are chosen as follows: Py € {ta,t3}. For i = 2,3,....f — 1, P, € {to,t3} if
an even number of coordinates of (Py, Pa, ..., P,_1) is of even type, and P; € {t1,t4} if an
odd number of coordinates of (Py, P, ..., P,_1) is of even type. Finally, Py = t3 if an even
number of coordinates of (Pi, Ps, ..., Pr_1) is of even type, and Py = ¢4 otherwise.

We define Cy to be the set of f-tuples (Py, P, ..., Py) where the types of the matrices P,
are chosen as follows: Py € {t1,t4}. Fori =2,3,...,f — 1, P, € {t1,t4} if an even number
of coordinates of (Py, Py, ..., P;_1) is of even type, and P; € {to,t3} if an odd number of
coordinates of (P, Py, ..., P,_1) is of even type. Finally, Py = ¢; if an even number of
coordinates of (P1, Pa, ..., Pf_1) is of even type, and Py = t» otherwise.

In Definition 5.13 the type of the matrix Py has been chosen so that an even number of coordinates
of the f-tuple (P1, P, ..., Py_1, P) is of even type.

Definition 5.14. (i) We define Cf to be the set of f-tuples (Pp, P, ..., Py) where the types

(i)

of the matrices P; are chosen as follows: Py € {to,t3}. Fori=2,3,...,f — 1, P, € {ta,t3} if
an even number of coordinates of (Py, Py, ..., Pi_1) is of even type, and P; € {t1,t4} if an
odd number of coordinates of (Py, P, ..., Pi_1) is of even type. Finally, Py = t5 if an even
number of coordinates of (Pi, Ps, ..., Pr—1) is of even type, and Py = t; otherwise.

We define C5 to be the set of f-tuples (P, Pa, ..., Pf) where the types of the matrices P;
are chosen as follows: Py € {t1,t4}. Fori =2,3,...,f — 1, P, € {t1,t4} if an even number
of coordinates of (Py, Py, ..., Pi_1) is of even type, and P; € {t2,t3} if an odd number of
coordinates of (Py, Py, ..., Pi_1) is of even type. Finally, Py = t4 if an even number of
coordinates of (P1, Pa, ..., Pr_1) is of even type, and Py = t3 otherwise.

In Definition 5.14 the type of the matrix Py has been chosen so that an odd number of coordinates
of the f-tuple (P1, P, ..., Ps_1, ) is of even type.

Lemma 5.15. Assume that f > 2 and, as before, let Qf = P1Py--- Py.

(i)

(i)

If (P, Pa,...,Pf) € Cf, thenQy = ( : g > with 3,y nonconstant polynomials in X1, Xo, ...
X (with Xy = Xg), linearly independent over Q,, and a nonscalar.

If (P, Ps,...,Pf) € C3, thenQy = ( 3 g > with 3,y nonconstant polynomials in X1, Xo, ...
Xy, linearly independent over Qp, and § nonscalar.

If (P, P, ..., Pp) € Cq, then Q5 = < (g g ) with B a nonzero polynomial in X1, Xo, ..., Xy,
and o, d nonzero scalars.

If (P1, P, ..., Pf) € Co, then Qy = ( : g > with v a nonzero polynomial in X1, Xo, ..., Xy,

and o, d nonzero scalars.

Proof. Follows easily by induction on f. 0
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Lemma 5.16. Assume that f > 2.

(1) If an odd number of coordinates of (Pi, Pa, ..., Pr) is of even type, then Q has one of the
following forms:

(a) Qf = ( 3 g ) with B, nonconstant polynomials in X1, Xs, ..., Xy, linearly inde-
pendent over @p, and 0 nonscalar. This case occurs if and only if (Py, Ps, ..., Py) € C5.
(b) Qf = ( ?; g ) with B, nonconstant polynomials in X1, Xo, ..., X¢, linearly inde-
pendent over @p, and o nonscalar. This case occurs if and only if (P, Pa, ..., Py) € Cy.
(c) In any other case, Qf = ( : g ) with 3, nonconstant polynomials in X1, Xo, ..., Xy,

linearly independent over Q,, ad # 0, and Tr (Q) nonscalar.
(ii) If an even number of coordinates of (Py, Ps, ..., Py) is of even type, then Qs has one of the
following forms:

d) Qf = ( g g ) with 8 a nonzero polynomial in X1, Xo,...,Xf, and o, nonzero
scalars. This case occurs if and only if (P, Pa, ..., Py) € Cy.

(e) Qr = ( ?; g ) with v a nonzero polynomial in X1, Xo,...,Xf, and «,d nonzero
scalars. This case occurs if and only if (P, Pa, ..., Py) € Cs.

(f) In any other case, Qf = ( i ? ) with 3,y nonconstant polynomials in X1, Xa, ..., Xy,

linearly independent over @p, ay # 0 and Tr (Qy) is nonscalar.

Proof. By induction on f. If f = 2 the proof of the lemma is by a direct computation. Suppose
f > 3. Case (i). An odd number of coordinates of (Pi, P, ..., Py) is of even type.

(a) If an odd number of coordinates of (Py, Ps, ..., Pr—1) is of even type, then Py € {t1,t3}. We have
the following three subcases:

« 1= 0 B with 3, nonconstant polynomials in X5, Xo,,,.X_1, linearly independent
f v 5 v Y f y

over Q,, and § nonscalar. If Py = t;, then Q) is as in case (c), and by Lemma 5.15 (P, P, ..., Py) ¢
CYUCs. If Py =t3, then Qy is as in case (a). By the inductive hypothesis (Pi, Ps, ..., Pr_1) € C5,
and since Py = t3, (P1, Ps, ..., Py) € C5.

(B) Qf—1 = ( : g > with /3,y nonconstant polynomials in X, Xo,,,.X;_1, linearly independent

over Qp, and «a nonscalar. If Py = t1, then Q is as in case (b). By the inductive hypothesis
(P, Py, ..., Pr_q1) € Cf, and since Py = t1, (P1, Ps,...,P;) € Ci. If Py = t3, then Qy is as in case
(c), and by Lemma 5.15 (Py, Py, ..., Py) ¢ CT U C5.

(7) Q-1 = ( : g ) with 3,y nonconstant polynomials in X, X»,,,.X7_1, linearly independent

over Q,, ad # 0, and Tr (Q) nonscalar. If Py € {t1,t3} then Q; is as in case (c), and by Lemma
5.15 (Pl, Py, ... Pf) g CruCs.

(b) If an even number of coordinates of (Pi, Pa, ..., Pf_1) is of even type, then Py € {to,ts}. We
have the following three subcases:
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a f

(@) Qp—1 = < 0 s ) with 8 a nonzero polynomial in X, X»,,,. X1, and «, 0 nonzero scalars.
If Py = to, then Q is as in case (b). Since (P1, Ps, ..., Pf_1) € Cy and Py = to, (P1, Pa,...,Py) € CY.

If Py = t4, then Q) is as in case (¢), and by Lemma 5.15 (Py, Py, ..., Py) & CT U C5.

(B) Qs-1 = < : g > with v a nonzero polynomial in X1, Xo,,,.Xy_1, and «, § nonzero scalars.

If Py = to, then Q) is as in case (c), and by Lemma 5.15 (Py, Py, ..., Py) € CYUC3. If Py = t4, then
Qy is as in case (a). Since (P, Pa,...,Pr_1) € Cy and Py = t4, (P1, Pa,...,Pr) € C5.

(v) Q-1 = ( ?; g ) with /3,y nonconstant polynomials in X1, Xs,,,. Xy, linearly independent

over Q,, ay # 0 and Tr (Qy) is nonscalar. Then (Py, Py, ..., Pf_1) & C1 U Cy. If Py € {t2,14}, then
Qy is as in case (¢), and by Lemma 5.15 (P, Pa, ..., Pr) ¢ CT U C3.

Case (ii). An even number of coordinates of (Pi, P, ..., Py) is of even type. The rest of the lemma
is proved by a case-by-case analysis similar to that of Case (i). O

Corollary 5.17. Tr (Qy) € Q, if and only if (P, Py, ..., Pf_1, Py) € C1 U Co.

Remark 5.18. If (P, P, ..., Py) € C1UC», the filtered ¢-modules ]D)?E (6) are weakly admissible and
the corresponding crystalline representation is split-reducible and ordinary (see §6.3). The filtered

p-modules D% (&) make sense for any @ € (’)é. One can check by induction that Tr (cpf) =1+
F—1
Z ki rd
pi=°  therefore whenever ]D)% (@) is weakly admissible, the corresponding crystalline representation
is reducible (see Proposition 6.5). Since we have not constructed the Wach modules which give rise

to these filtered modules, weak admissibility is not automatic and has to be checked.

We now turn our attention to condition (iv) of Lemma 4.4. By Proposition 5.1 the problematic cases
are those with ¢ = k, with all the weights k; equal, and Q¢ € {E11, E22}. We have the following.

Lemma 5.19. If@f = FE41 then (Pl, ...,Pf) S Cl; (lZ) ]f@f = Foo, then (Pl, ...,Pf) e (Os.

Proof. By induction on f. First, we notice that

E22 lfP:tla
Puod(p-1d, X, 1) = { B2 Dt
Foy ifP:t4'

Suppose that Qf = F1; and f = 2. Then P, € {tz,tg}. If P, = to, then Py=1t4 and if P; = ts, then
Py = t3. Suppose Qf = Fq1 and f > 2. Then Qf_l = FEy1 and Py =t3 or Qf_l = FEip and Py = 4.
In the first case the inductive hypothesis implies that (Pi, P», ..., Py—1) € C1 and Py = t3. If an
even number of coordinates of (P, Ps, ..., Py_2) is of even type, then Py_; = t3. In this case an even
number of coordinates of (Py, Py, ..., Pr_1) is of even type and Py = t3, hence (P, ..., Pf) € C;. If an
odd number of coordinates of (P1, P, ..., Pr_3) is of even type, then Py_q = 4. In this case an even
number of coordinates of (Py, P, ..., Py_1) is of even type and Py = t3, hence (Pi, ..., Py) € C;. Now
assume that Qf_l = FEi9 and Py = t4. This implies that either Qf_g =FEi9, Pp_1 =tyand Py =14
which is absurd since in this case Q; = 0, or Q;_o = Ey1, Py_1 = to and Py = t4. If f = 3, then
P = t3, P, = ty, P3 = t4 and the lemma holds. If f > 4 and an even number of coordinates
(P1, Py, ..., Pr_3) is of even type, then P;_o = t3, Pf_1 =ty and Py = t4. Then an odd number of
coordinates (Py, Py, ..., Py_1) is of even type and Py = t4, hence (P4, ..., Py) € C;. If an odd number
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of coordinates (Pi, P, ..., Pf_3) is of even type, then Py_o = t4, Pr_1 =ty and Py = t4. Then an
odd number of coordinates (Pi, Ps, ..., Pr_1) is of even type and Py = t4, hence (P, ..., Py) € Cy.
Part (ii) is proved similarly. O

Corollary 5.20. If (Py, Py, ..., P;) € P and Tr (Qf) € Q,, then the operator

Hes H—QrH(pQ;Y) : My — M,
s surjective.

5.2. Corresponding families of rank two filtered p-modules . Let H{(S) = (T1;(X1), M2(X2),
o 1 (X521), Mo (X)) with 7 € {1,2,3,4}/ and TI;(X;) as in Definition 5.4. The definition
of the matrices II; and P; = II; mod 7w depends on the choice of the z; in Proposition 5.9 and
therefore on ¢. For the rest of the paper we assume that (P, P, ..., Py) ¢ C1 U Cy and we choose
{=k= max{ko, kl, ceey kf_l}.

Proposition 5.21. For any vy € ', there exists a unique matriz G (S) = G(S) € MS such that
(1) G4(S) = Tdmod 7 and
(i) TF(S)p(G+(8)) = G(S)(IT(S)).
Proof. Conditions (1) and (2) of Lemma 4.4 are satisfied by Proposition 5.9. Condition (3) of
Lemma 4.4 is satisfied by the assumption that (Py, Pa, ..., Py) € C1 U Cy and Corollaries 5.3 and

5.17. Finally, condition (4) of Lemma 4.4 is satisfied by Proposition 5.1 and Lemma 5.19. The
proposition follows from Lemma 4.4. O

For any @ € m}, we equip the module Ng(d’) = (0g[[]]") n @ (Op[x]]I™!) ny with semilinear ¢ and
I"k-actions defined as in Proposition 4.6. For any a € mé we consider the matrices of GLo (E"")
obtained from the matrices P{(d) = (P1(X1), P2(X2), ..., Pr—1(X 1), Po(Xo)) by substituting X; =
a; in P;(X;). We define families of filtered ¢-modules ]D)% (@) = (EI") n, @ (EI™!) n, with Frobenius

endomorphisms given by (o(n,), ¢(n5)) = (11, nz)P;(ﬁ), and filtrations given by

Elg, @ Elly,  ifj <0,

E|TIO\ (fnl + gn2) ifl1< 7 < wo,

Elmnl (@, +4m,) if 1+w < j < wy,

ElTteal (Zn, 4+ gny) i1+ w9 < < w1,
O lfj Z 1 + Wt—1,

(5.10) Fil' (D (a)) =

where & = (zo, 21, ...,x5-1) and ¥ = (Yo, Y1, ..., Yy—1), with

(5, 4:) = { (1,—a;) if P; has type 1 or 2,

(5.11) (—ay, 1) if P; has type 3 or 4,

and a; = a;2;(0) for all i. Since £ = k, Remark 5.12 implies that «; € p™mpg for all 4, where

p—1

o[ =) ik >pand ki # p for some i,
B 0 if k<p—1ork; =p foralli.
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Proposition 5.22. For any a € mé, the filtered p-modules (D;E (@), ) defined above are weakly
admissible and

~ E"&)( Nl /wNZ a))

ol
as filtered p-modules over E!I.
Proof. By Theorem 2.4, Z1, + ijn, € Fil (Ng(ﬁ)) if and only if ©(Z)(n,)+ @(¥)p(n,) € qjN%(ﬁ) or
equivalently
(5.12) eip(@)p(m) + eip(F)e(n,) € ¢’ eNL(a) for all i € Iy,

with the idempotents e; as in §1.1. We fix some i € Iy and calculate in the case where II; is of type
0 cig™ @ | p(yi)d"
2. Then II;(a;) = ¢ » v
i(a:) < 1 apl=) ) & | (i + yiaize).
use that ¢? | ¢(x) if and only if 77 | z for any « € Ogl[r]]. If j > 1 + k;, then z;,y; = Omod 7. If
1 < j < k;, the system above is equivalent to 77 | x; + yia;z;. Since a;z; = a; mod 7,

> and equation 5.12 is equivalent to { We

S . T ) aiyieiny + yieing + WNZ(CT) if 1< j<k,
i +e; +7Nx(d) = K
einy + ey, + TN (a) { 0 >
where 7; = y; modm can be any element of Op. Since FilO(Né(d’)/wNé(@')) = ((’)gl)nl PO lT‘)nz,
we get
o i(OF ) @ (O, i § <0,
PP (N (@)/NR(@) = 4 e(OF) (@, +3m,) 1< < ks,
with ;7 = (0, ..., 2, ...,0), e;7* = (0,...,¥i,...,0) and (z;,;) = (—a, 1). Calculating for the other
choices of II; (a;), we see that for all ¢ € I, (x4, y;) is as in formula 5.10. Since Filj(N%(d’)/wN%(&')) =
f-1 s - -
@ eFiP(N%.(@)/7N%(@)), arguing as in the proof of Proposition 3.4 we get
i=0
(OFhm & (Oghn, i j<0,
(OF ) fry(Fny + ) i 1< j < o,
) = (OF) fr @ny +3ms) i 1+ wo < j <,

Fil (NZ (@) /WNZ (

@l

(OF )1, (@ + 3na) i 14wz < j < wi,
0 if j > 14wy

with & = (zo, 21, ...,x5-1) and § = (yo, Y15, yr—1) and (z;,y;) as in formula 5.10. The isomorphism

~ B &)( NZ /le a))

oy

is now obvious. O

The crystalline representation corresponding to ]D)% (@) is denoted by Vg -



ON REDUCTIONS OF FAMILIES OF CRYSTALLINE GALOIS REPRESENTATIONS 33

6. REDUCTIONS OF CRYSTALLINE REPRESENTATIONS

In this section we explicitly compute the semisimplified modulo p reductions of the families of
crystalline representations constructed in §5. We will need the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let F' be any field, G any group and H any finite index subgroup. Let V' be an
irreducible finite-dimensional FG-module whose restriction to H contains some F H -submodule W

with diimp V =[G : H]dimp W. Then V ~ Ind$ (W).

Proof. By Frobenius reciprocity there exists some nonzero o € Hompg(Ind$ (W), V). It is an
isomorphism because V' is irreducible and Indg (W) and V have the same dimension over F.  [J

We start with the reductions of crystalline characters and reducible two-dimensional crystalline
representations of Gx. We compose the embeddings of Ky into &/ with the embedding N Qp
that we fixed in the introduction and get all the embeddings of Ky in Q,, which we still denote by
7;. They induce embeddings of residue fields kx ; KLY Fp, where kg ;18 the residue field of K;. The
level f fundamental characters wy 7, of Ik, are defined by composing the embeddings 7; with the
homomorphism Ik, — klx\ff obtained from local class field theory, with uniformizers corresponding
to geometric Frobenius elements. We recall the following lemma which follows immediately from
[BDJ, Lemma 3.8], where the x; are as in §3.

14+pf

Lemma 6.2. (i) ()’(i)qu = w;},iﬂ fori=0,1,...,f=1; (ii) w7, = wl;;o for all i (iti) wy % =

Wirs () w= T[] wyz,, wherew is the cyclotomic character modulo mg.
i€lp

Our next goal is to compute the determinant of a two-dimensional crystalline representations in
terms of its labeled Hodge-Tate weights. To do this, we will need some facts about weakly admissible
filtered p-modules which we briefly recall. For the missing details we refer to [Doul0]. We remark
that similar results for odd p have been obtained by Imai in [[ma09].

Proposition 6.3. Let (D, ) be a rank two F-semisimple, nonscalar filtered o-module over EI™l with
labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k;},.. After enlarging E if necessary, there exists an ordered basis
n of D over EI™V with respect to which the matriz of Frobenius takes the form Mat,, (¢) = diag(d, S)
for some vectors &,6 € (E*)I™I with Nm,, (&) # ng,(g). The filtration in the same basis has the
form of formula 5.10 for some vectors Z,5 € E\™V with (z;,v;) # (0,0) for all i € Iy. We call such
a basis n a standard basis of (D, ). The Frobenius-fixed submodules are 0, D, Dy := (E'T‘) 1y and

Dy = (EM) Ny. The module D is weakly admissible if and only if

(1) Vp(wa(&)wa(g)) = Z k;

i€ly
) = Z ki;
{7:6]02 y»L:O}

(3) v(Nm () = Y ke

{icly: z;=0}

QL

(2) vp(Nmy(

Assuming that D is weakly admissible,

(i) The filtered p-module D is irreducible if and only if both the inequalities (2) and (3) above
are strict;
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(ii) The filtered p-module D is split-reducible if and only if both inequalities (2) and (3) are
equalities, or equivalently Iar NJzNJy = @. In this case, the only nontrivial weakly admissible
submodules are the D;, 1 = 1,2. Moreover, D = Dy & Dy;

(iii) In any other case the filtered p-module D is reducible, non-split.

In Proposition 6.3, if v, (Nm (&) = > ki, the only nontrivial weakly admissible submodule
{i€ly: y;=0}
is (Dy, ). If vp(wa(g)) = > ki, then the only nontrivial weakly admissible submodule is
{icly: x;=0}

(D2, ). If (D, ) is not F-semisimple, after extending E' if necessary, there exists an ordered basis
1 = (ny,73) of D over EI™! with respect to which the matrix of Frobenius takes the form

;0
Mat(e) = (5 %)

for some vectors @ € (EX)!"l and 7 € E (see [Doul0, §2.1]). The filtration in this basis has the shape
of formula 5.10. The filtered ¢-module (D, ¢) is weakly admissible if any only if 2 - v, (Nm, (&) =

> ki and vp(Nmy (&) > > k;. The corresponding crystalline representation is irreducible
i€lp {i€lp:x;=0}

if and only if the inequality is strict and reducible, non-split otherwise. In this case, the only ¢-stable
weakly admissible submodule is (D3, ) (see also [Doul0, § 5.4]). If (D, ¢) is F-scalar, there exists

an ordered basis 7 = (11, 7,) of D over EI™l with respect to which Matﬁ(go) = diag (a Ta- f) for

some a € E* and the filtration is as in formula 5.10. The only @-stable submodules are the D,
i=1,2 and D(c) = (EI"!) (n, + ¢ 1-n,) for any ¢ € EX (cf. [Doul0, §5.3]). To summarize, we
have the following.

Proposition 6.4. Let (D, ) be a reducible weakly admissible rank two filtered @-module over ElIl,
with labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k;}-,. After enlarging E if necessary, there exists an ordered
basis 1 = (ny,7m3) of D over EI™ with respect to which the matriz of Frobenius takes the form

— =

a

Mat,(¢) = (
- *
The following propositions which will be used in §§ 6.2 and 6.3.

Proposition 6.5. Let (D, ) be a rank two weakly admissible filtered p-modules. If v, (Tr(¢f)) =0,
then the corresponding crystalline representation is reducible.

g» > and is such that Dy = (E"") 1 15 a p-stable, weakly admissible submodule.

Proof. If D is F-semisimple and nonscalar, see [Doul0, Corollary 7.2]. Suppose that this is not the
case. Since we assume that k; > 0 for at least one ¢, for any F-scalar or non-F-semisimple filtered
¢-module with labeled weights {—Fk;,0}~,, vp (Tr(cpf)) # 0. Indeed, in this case there exists an

ordered basis n of D over £ I7l with respect to which the matrix of Frobenius takes the form
a o
Mat =
o) =( 5 5 )

for some vectors @ € (EX)I"l and ¥ € E (see [Doul0, §2.1]). Weak admissibility implies that

2 vp(Nmy (@) = > ki > 0 (see [Doul0, Propositions 4.3 and 4.4]), therefore v, (Tr(¢/)) =
i€l
Vp (2 - Nmy(a)) > 0. O

The following lemma allows us to compute determinants of two-dimensional crystalline representa-
tions in terms of their labeled Hodge-Tate weights.
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Lemma 6.6. If (D, ¢) is a rank two weakly admissible filtered p-module over K with E-coefficients
and labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k;},,, then (/\2E®K]D), /\2E®ch) 1s weakly admissible with labeled
Hodge-Tate weights {—k;}r,.

Proof. Let n = (1y,n,) be a standard basis of (I, ) such that Mat,(¢) is as in Proposition

6.4 and FilD as in Formula 5.10. Clearly (A20)(n, Any) = @ - 0(n, A ny). Since Fil'(D A D) =
> (Fi'D Aggxk Fil?D) and Jz U Jy = Iy, a simple computation yields

Jit+je=j

ElTn0l(n, Any) if § < wo,

) Elrnl(n, Any) it 1+wo <j <w,
FDAD) ={ e
EIT’tfll(nl Ang) if 1+wio <j<wi_q,
0 if ] Z 1 + We_1.

from which the statement about the labeled Hodge-Tate weights follows immediately. Weak admis-
sibility is clear. O

Corollary 6.7. If V is the crystalline representation corresponding to D, then

ke —
detV ~n- xlgg . xff ----- Xel s - Xéﬁ,l and (det V)|, ~ WS 705

=1
where 1 is an unramified character of Gk and a = — > p'k;.

i=0

-1

Proof. By Proposition 3.4 and Lemma 6.6, the crystalline character det V& (x’gé . x’gf ----- xlgf:; . x’g&l)
has labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0},,. If the corresponding filtered p-module has Frobenius endo-

morphism () = @ -7, then by Proposition 3.5 Nm,, (@) = ¢- 1 for some ¢ € EX with v,(c) = 0.
~1
By Lemma 3.7 detV ® (X’g; : xlgf sl -X];Jf:; 'Xlé;),l) is the unramified character of Gx which

maps Frobg to c. The rest of the corollary follows from Lemma 6.2. O

We recall the following well-known proposition, in which the field K is assumed to have absolute
inertia degree f and need not be unramified over Q,.

Proposition 6.8. [Bre07, Prop. 2.7] Let p : Gx — GLa(F,) be a continuous representation. Then

5 N wg} * ,
I ™
15 0 wg}p

for some integer m. The representation p is irreducible if and only 1+ pf ¥ m, and in this case
* = 0.

Corollary 6.9. Let x be a crystalline character of G, with labeled Hodge-Tate weights {—k;}-,,

with k; arbitrary integers for all i = 0,1,....2f — 1. If V = Indﬁﬁf (x), then V (reduction with
2f—1

respect to any lattice) is irreducible if and only if 1 +p’ 1 > p'k;.
i=0

Proof. Follows immediately from Lemma 6.2 and Proposition 6.8. O
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6.1. Reductions of reducible two-dimensional crystalline representations . In this section,
we compute the semisimplified modulo p reduction of any reducible two-dimensional crystalline
representation of G, .

Lemma 6.10. Let ko, k1, ...,kr_1 be arbitrary integers and let

Elmioly if § < wy,
Eltuly if 14wy <j<w,

(61) FllJD -7 ...
Bl ‘77 f1+we—o<j<wer,
0 if j>14+we_1.
For each i € Iy,
) Tyl if 7 i
) — e BTl if j < ks,
ezFllD—{ 0 ifT21+ki-

Proof. Let k; = w, for some r € {1,...,t—1}. Since w, > w,—1, k; > w,—1 and i € .. Alsoi & I, 11
since k; = w,. The same assertion is clear for » = 0. Hence e, f1, = e; and e; fr,,, = 0. Multiplying
formula 6.1 by e;, we get

r41

. T if i<
T — e; BTl it § < w,,
&liED { 0 ifr>1+uw,.
]

Let n be an ordered basis of I as in Proposition 6.4 and let V' be the corresponding reducible
crystalline representation. V contains a subrepresentation Vo which corresponds to the weakly
admissible submodule Dy = (E ‘T|) 71y. The filtration for the ordered basis 7 is as in formula 5.10

for some vectors 7, € E!"l. By Proposition 2.10 in [Doul0] (or by a direct _computation),
Dy if j <0,
, . ElMozln, if 1< <,
Fill(Dy) =Dy NFiFD=¢ ...
E‘Tltfl’f‘nz if 14+ Wi—2 S] < We—1,
0 if j > 1+ Wt—1,

where Iz = I, N J, = {i € I, : #; = 0}. By Lemma 6.10,

eiE‘T‘% if 7<0
ciFif (Do) = { By if 1< j <k,
0 ifj>14k,
therefore the labeled Hodge-Tate weight of Dy with respect to the embedding 7; is

mz_{ ki ifl‘izo,

and (Dg, ;) corresponds to the effective crystalline character x5 x¢}°, - xeg' -+ Xey' ', where

- > ki .

c= ( 11 (5i> -p o and 6 = (dg, 01, ...,07—1). The following theorem follows immediately from
i€l

Corollary 6.7.

Theorem 6.11. (1)
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Yy )
V ~ ,
< 0 Py
kf,lfmjcfl

_ myo1 _ ki— ko— ko—
where Yy =1 XCP o XCE Xerls' and g =My X@ T X2 T Xef Ly Xeyg "
where 1; are unramified characters of G, .

(i)

(Via)"™ = iy, S5

fiTo?
f-1 . f-1 )
where ap = — Y. mup" and ag = Y (m; — k;) p'.
i=0 i=0

. S.S.
Notice that for an ordered basis is in Proposition 6.4, (V‘ IKf) only depends on the filtration
with respect to that basis.

6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let {¢;,l;ys} = {0,k;} for ¢ = 0,1,...,f — 1 and assume that
at least one k; is strictly positive. In this section we construct infinite families of crystalline
representations of Hodge-Tate type {0, —k;}-, which contain the irreducible representations V; =
Indng (Xﬁ[l) . Xﬁf R -Xg];:; : Xﬁgffl) of Proposition 3.11, and have the same mod p reductions
with V. We choose f-tuples of matrices (IIy,Ils, ..., II;) (with II; = Tlp), where the types of the
matrices II; (see Definition 5.4) are chosen as follows:

(1) If ¢4 = 0, II; € {tQ,tg};

(2) Iféy =k >0,1I; € {tl,t4}.
For i =2,3,..., f — 1, we choose the type of the matrix II; as follows:

(1) If ¢; = 0, then:

e If an even number of coordinates of (IIy, s, ..

L II;—1) is of even type, II; € {t2,t3};
e If an odd number of coordinates of (IIy, 1o, ...,II;_1) is of even type, II; € {t1,t4}.
(2) If ¢; = k; > 0, then:

e If an even number of coordinates of (ITy, Iy, ..., II;_1) is of even type, II; € {t1,t4};
e If an odd number of coordinates of (ITy, s, ..., II;_1) is of even type, II; € {t2,t3}.
Finally, we choose the type of the matrix Il as follows:
(1) If £y = 0, then:
o If an even number of coordinates of (II1,IIs,...,II;_1) is of even type, IIy = t4;
o If an odd number of coordinates of (II1,IIs, ..., II_1) is of even type, IIy = ts.
(2) If by = ko > 0, then:
e If an even number of coordinates of (IIy,IIs,...,II;_1) is of even type, IIy = to;
o If an odd number of coordinates of (II1,IIs,...,II_1) is of even type, IIy = t;.
Notice that from the choice of IIy, an odd number of coordinates of (II;,IIs, ..., ITf) is of even type.
Let i = (i1,i2,...,70) € {1,2,3,4}/ be the type-vector attached to (IIy, Iz, ..., II;). For the matrices
II;, we assume that ¢; = 1 for all . Let P, = II; mod  for each ¢ and notice that from the choice of

the matrices II; it follows that (Pi, P, ..., Py) & C1 U Cs. The type of P; is defined to be the type
of II;. For any @ € m{E we consider the families of crystalline E-representations Vg (@) of G, with

labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k;},, constructed in §5.2. We prove the following.

Proposition 6.12. (i) Vg(@) = Indggf (Xﬁé X2 ngc:; : ngf,l) and Vg(@) is irreducible;
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(ii) For any d € mé, VZ,; (@) = V%(ﬁ),
X _; S.8. 2f_1 )
(iii) For any d € ij, <V,; (EL)IIKf> = wé’fﬁ'o @wg;éo, where § = — Z% Pl
(iv) VZ,; (@) is irreducible if and only if 1 + p’ | B;
v) Any irreducible member of the family Vi(@), @eml}, other than Vi(0),
k E k

Proof. We restrict Vg(@) to Gg,,. By the construction of the representation Vg(@) in §5.1, there

18 non-induced.

exists some G i ,-stable lattice (T%(@)) o inside Vg (6) whose Wach module has ¢-action defined by
Ky

(¢ (m) ,# (12)) = (n1,12) 1(0), where T1(0) = (I11 (0) 11 (0), ..., IT;—1 (0), Iy (0)) . By Proposition

2.6, the Wach module of the G,,-stable lattice (T%(6)>|G inside (Vg(@)) is defined by

Kogf ‘GKzf

(0(n1),¢(ny)) = (771,772)1"1(0)@27 therefore the filtered p-module corresponding to (Vga)‘GK
2f

has Frobenius endomorphism (¢ (1,),¢ (15)) = (1n1,15) P(0)®2. By Corollary 2.7 the restricted
representation (VEZ (6)) Crs, has labeled Hodge-Tate weights ({0, —k;}), ,i=0,1,...,2f — 1, with
kivy =k; for i =0,1,..., f — 1, and filtration as in formula 5.10 for some vectors &, i/, with the sets
I; being defined for the 2 f weights above. We prove that (Vé(ﬁ))l . is reducible and determine
its irreducible constituents. First, we change the basis to diagonalize the matrix of Frobenius. We
see that

P.(0) = R (Bz'ﬁi); with {Bl,jl} = {1,p*} if P, has type 2 or 4,
T diag (a4, 65) , with {a&y,6;} = {1,p*} if P, has type 1 or 3,

where R (j;,7;) is the 2 x 2 matrix with 3, in the (1,2) entry, 7, in the (2,1) entry, and zero on
the diagonal. Let Qo = Id,

Q N Idifple{tl,tg},
L R if P, € {tz,t4},

Id if Qi—l =Idand P, € {tl,t3},

(6 2) Q: RifQi_lz,[d and PiE{tg,t4},
’ ‘ R if Qifl =R and P, € {tl,tg},
Id if Qifl =R and P, € {t27t4}

for i =2,3,...,2f — 1. Let Q = (Qo, @1, ..., Q25-1) , then by the definition of the matrices Q;, the
matrix Q - P(0)%2 - o (@) is diagonal. By induction, Qo = Id and

(6.3) 0; = { Id if an even number of coordinates of (Py, P», ..., P;) is of even type,

R if an odd number of coordinates of (Py, Pa, ..., P;) is of even type,

fori=1,2,...,2f—1, where P,y = P; fori = 0,1, ..., f—1. We claim that for each 7 = 0,1, ..., f—1,
Q; = Id if and only if Q;1f = R. Indeed, for i = 0, ()9 = Id. Since an odd number of coordinates
of (P1, Pa, ..., Py) is of even type, Q; = R. Let q;; be the r-th coordinate of the (i,7)-entry g; of Q,
for each i,j € {1,2} and r € {0,1,...,2f — 1}. Assume that ¢ € {1,2, ..., f — 1}. From the definition
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of the matrices (Q; we see that

(6.4) g = { 1 if an even number of coordinates of (Py, Py, ..., P;) is of even type,
: 1=

0 if an odd number of coordinates of (Py, Pa, ..., P;) is of even type.
For any ¢ = 0,1, ..., f — 1 we have

(6.5) i+f | 1if an even number of coordinates of (P, Ps, ..., Pt,...Pitf) is of even type,
: 9117 71 0 if an odd number of coordinates of (Py, Ps, ..., Py, ...Piyy) is of even type.

Since an odd number of coordinates of (Pi, P, ..., Py) is of even type and P; = P; s for all 4, this
is equivalent to

(6.6) i+f | 1if an odd number of coordinates of (P, Ps, ..., P;) is of even type,
’ 11" = 1 0 if an even number of coordinates of (P, P, ..., P;) is of even type,

which implies that qﬁrf =1-g¢i foralli=0,1,.., f— 1. Similarly qiTjJrf = 1— g;; for all entries
ij. Consider the ordered basis ¢ = ({y,(,) defined by (¢;,¢s) := (n1,75) @ *. In the ordered basis
¢ the filtration is as in formula 5.10 with the vector Zn, + yny replaced by Z- (11 - ¢ + @12 - (o) +
g' (512 . Cl + (j22 . <2) .Let Z2=242- (jll + g (le and W = ¥ - qﬂlg + g JQQ. From the definition of the
matrices );, the matrix of Frobenius in this new basis is the diagonal matrix

diag (X,71) = (Qo- Pr+ Q1" sQp 1 Pr Q7' Qs  Pran - Qply s Qa1 P Q).

-1

-

We prove that Nm,(\) = Nm,, (i) = p;) B -1. First, we see Aip; = pPi for all i. Since Q; = Id if
and only if @4y = R, bearing in mind that P,y = P;, a case by case analysis for the choices of Q;
and Q41 implies that Q; - Piy1 - Qi1 = diag (Niv1, pi) if and only if Qiy s+ Piypi1 - Qi—+1f+1 =
diag (uiﬂ, )\i+1) . Therefore,

2f-1 . F-1 = )
[T (Qi-Pi1-Q7) = TI(Qi-Piy1-Qi ) 11 (QiJrf P - Q;rf“)

i=0 =0 =0
f=1
> ki

f=1 f—1
- ,1:[0 diag (Ait1, His1) - 1 diag (piy 15 Aip1) =pi=0 - Id.

f_

Next, notice that i = T—7and G2 = f—cj'll, S0z = f-(j’ll—i—(f— f) - (T— (j’u) = f+2-f-cj’11—(j'11—f.
Since x;,q%; € {0,1} for all i, z; = 0 if and only if ¢}, = 1 and z; = 0, or ¢}; = 0 and z; = 1. Recall
from formula 5.11 that x; = 0 if and only if P; € {¢3,t4} and x; = 1 if and only if P; € {t1,t2}.
This combined with the definition of the matrices Q; gives
(6.7)
t=0and Py € {tg,t4},
2i=0& 1< i>1, P € {t3,t4} and an even number of coordinates of (Py, Ps, ..., P;) is of even type,
i>1, P, € {t1,t2} and an odd number of coordinates of (P, P, ..., P;) is of even type.

Similarly,

(6.8)
i=0and P € {tl,tg},

zz=1& < i>1, P € {t1,t2} and an even number of coordinates of (Py, Ps, ..., P;) is of even type,
i>1, P, €{ts,t4} and an odd number of coordinates of (P, P, ..., P;) is of even type.
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We claim that ziyp = 1—2z;foralli =0,1,..., f —1. Indeed, zj1y =142 @iy p- Q§—f'f - q;f'f — Tigf-
Since P; = P, ¢, we have z; = x;; ¢ for all 4, and since qﬁrf =1- q{l we get 245 = 1 — z;. Since
z; € {0,1} for all ¢,

2f—1 f=1 f=1 f=1
=0 kit > k=) ki

i=0 i=0 i=0 i=0

z;=0 zi=0 zip =0
f-1 2f—1 .

Since v, (Nmy, (i) = >. ki = Y. ki, by Proposition 6.3' the representation (Vé(O))l is
i=0 i=0 Gryy
ZiZO

reducible. If Dy := (E‘”(?f‘) €y, by [Doul0, proof of Prop. 4.3] (or by a direct computation),

Dy if j<0,
(6.9) FillD, = (E“@Hﬂﬁ)@if1+wF1§j§whi:OJ,wt—L
0 if jZl—Fwt,l,

where I, z = I; N {j € {0,1,...,2f —1} : z; = 0}. Let i € {0,1,....,2f — 1}. Arguing as in Lemma
6.10 we see that

e B2 1, if <0,
. 2f—1
eiFiliDy =< e | 3 e | EM=erle, if 1< <k,
7=
0 it 5> 1+ k.
Hence
. BTl if <0
FilDy = { 2937
i { 0 if j>1
if z; =1 and

e BT\, i § <k,
0 if > 14k

if z; = 0. The labeled Hodge-Tate weight of Dy with respect to the embedding 7; of Kaf into E is
0if z; =1 and —k; if z; = 0. Next, we prove that

{Oﬁ&_Q
Z; =

Qmm%:{

1ifl;, =k >0
fori=0,1,..., f — 1, and

[ 1if4; =0,
Zﬁ*‘{o&&_m>o.
Since z;4 5 = 1—z; foralli =0,1,..., f—1, it suffices to prove the first formula. Suppose that ¢; = 0.
Then Py € {to,t3} and by formula 6.7, z; = 0. If ¢; = kq > 0, then P; € {{1,¢4} and by formula
6.7, z1 = 1. Let i € {1,2,..., f — 2} and assume that ¢; = 0. If an even number of coordinates of
(Py, Py, ..., P;_1) is of even type, then P; € {2, t3} and formula 6.7 implies z; = 0. Arguing similarly
we see that if /; = k; > 0, formula 6.8 implies z; = 1. Finally, assume that i = f and {; = 0. If an
even number of coordinates of (Py, Ps, ..., Py_1) is of even type, then Py = Py = t4 and by formula

1F‘—semisimplicity is not assumed here, but the part of Proposition 6.3 used still holds.
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6.7 zo = zy = 0. We finish the proof by verifying similarly the remaining cases. By the formulas
above, the labeled Hodge-Tate weight of Do with respect to the embedding 7; is

—k; if £; =0,
0 ifl;=Fk; >0

fori=0,1,...,f —1 and

0 ifé;=0

for i« = f,f+1,...,2f — 1. Therefore the labeled Hodge-Tate weight of Do with respect to the
embedding 7; is

{ —k; iffi:ki>0,

—(ki— ;) ifi=0,1,....f—1
—0; ifi=ff+1,..,2f—1.

Since {l;,liys} = {0,k;} for all ¢+ = 0,1,..., f — 1, the labeled Hodge-Tate weights of Doy are
f—1
ki =
(—lo, =L, =Ly 1, =Ly, —Lyiq,...,—Llop_1). Since Nmy, (i) = p==0 -1, by Proposition 3.5 the
crystalline character corresponding to Dy is Xﬁ}) . xﬁﬁ ----- ngc:; . xﬁg o Suppose that V]g (6) is re-

ducible. Then there exists some irreducible constituent of Vg (6) whose restriction to Gk, is Xﬁ}) . xﬁﬁ .

. ~-X£§§:; ~Xf;gf71. Since the labeled weights of this character are (=g, —l1, ..., —ls_1,—Lf, ..., —laf_1),

Corollary 2.7 implies that ¢; = l;f for all ¢ = 0,1,..., f — 1. Since {¢;,€;y5} = {0,k;} for

—.

i =0,1,...,f — 1, and since some labeled weight is strictly positive this is absurd. Hence Vg (0)

- . . I . loj . .
is irreducible and its restriction to Gk,, contains Xﬁ}) . xﬁﬁ St Xeaty ¢ Xﬁg ;_, as an irreducible
constituent. By Frobenius reciprocity,
T — Ky ¢ ¢ lag—1 4
VE(0) =Indgl (Xeh - xel oo Xea—o " Xeg_y ) -

This finishes the proof of part (i). Part (ii) follows from Theorem 4.7 and parts (iii) and (4) follow
from Corollary 6.9. For part (iv), notice that any irreducible induced member of Vé (@) has the form

e - Indﬁﬁf (Xﬁ) . Xﬁ% e Xﬁzf; oL Xﬁéffl) for some unramified character ., and some nonnegative
integers with {£}, ¢}, ;} = {0,k;} for all i (Proposition 3.11). All the members of Vg(ﬁ) have
f-1

ki -
determinant (—l)t pi=0  where t is the number of coordinates of i equaling 2 or 4. This equals the

1A Lop g

determinant of Indﬁgf (Xﬁ}) X Xedh Ty Xﬁgffl) and forces the unramified character 7, to be

trivial. Hence the only irreducible induced member of the family Vg (@) is Vg (0). O

Remark 6.13. Let R be as in the proof of Proposition 6.12. If A is a set of 2 x 2 matrices, let
RA={R-A:Aec A} and AR :={A-R: A e A}. We write {t;,t;} for a set which contains
matrices of type ti and tj. Then R{tl,tQ} = {tl, tQ}, R{tg, t4} = {t37t4}, {tl, tQ}R = {t37t4} and
{t5,t4} R = {t1,t2}. In the definition of the matrices P, we may always assume that P, € {t1,t2}
foralli=1,2,...f — 1. Indeed, let Qo = R, and for i =1,2,...., f — 1 let

Q'* IdifPiE{tl,tQ},
e R ifPiE{t3,t4}.
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After changing the basis by the matrix Q = (Qo,Q1,...,Qs—1) we have P; € {t1,t2} for all i =
1,2,...f — 1. By the definition preceding Proposition 6.12, the type of the matrix Py € {t1,ta,t3,t4}
is uniquely determined by (Py, P, ..., Py_1).

Theorem 6.14. Theorem 1.5 holds.
Proof. Follows from Proposition 6.12 and Remark 6.13. O

Example 6.15. Let f =2 and k; > 0 for 2 = 0, 1. Up to twist by some unramified character, there
exist 2 distinct isomorphism classes of irreducible two dimensional crystalline E-representations of
G, with labeled Hodge-Tate weights ({0, —ko}, {0, —k1}) induced from G,.

(i) If 4o = ko and ¢; = kq, then from the definition of the matrices II; preceding Proposition 6.12
and Remark 6.13, (IT1,TIy) = (t1,t2) . Let P, = II; mod w. The polynomials z; in the definition of
Lmax{];[i)fl}_l

the matrices II; are such that z; = p™ mod =, where m := |, unless ko = k1 = p

in which case we define m = 0. For any @ = (ag,a;) € m% we consider the family of crystalline
representations VE(;?) constructed in §5.2. The corresponding filtered p-module is (DS;), gp) , with
(¢ (m),# (12)) = (n1,m3) PH?(0), where

1,2) () — M agp™)  (0,1)
PO = () (o) )

and filtration

EQT]I GBEQT]Q if .] S Oa
i E2(Z - m+9-n) if 1<j<w
1 Fl] Dglvz) — 711 _’2 . = = 0'7
(6.10) 0z EYfr, (Z-my+§m,) if 1+wo <j<wi,
0 if j>14w,
with wy = min{ko, k1} and wy = max{ko, k1 },
(0, 1) if ko < k1,
f]l = (1,0) if kl < ko,
(0,0) if ko = kq,

and (Z,9) = ((1,1),(0,0)) . We have

(1,2) Ko (k k
E,ﬁ - IndKZ (Xeé : Xeg) )

S.8.
—(1,2) —(ko+pk1) —(ko+pk1)p*
((Vﬁ,d‘ Ik =Wy 7, ®w4,7'0 :
2

Let a; = a;p™ and A = oy + p* ap. Assume that A? # —4pFotki and let g9 # e; be the distinct
roots of the characteristic polynomial X2 — A - X + pFotk1 Arguing as in the proof of Proposition

2.2 in [Doul0], we get the following “standard parametrization” for the family VE(;?) :

and for any @ € m%,

¢ (m) = (L,e0)m, ¢(n2) = ()‘a E_/\l) M2,

where

e (e1—A+pMa)

g0 (g0 — A+ pFrag)

(notice that &; # A — agp™ ), and the filtration is as in Formula 6.10 with Z = ¢ = 1.

A:)\(Oéo):
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(ii) If ¢p = ¢; = 0. Again, taking into account Remark 6.13, we may only consider the case
(II1,Mp) = (to,t3). For each @ € m% consider the family V(z’

E-representations of G, with labeled Hodge-Tate weights {O k: }r;s @ =0,1. We have

15,203) ~ Indg? (x£! - xE2) = Indge? (&2 - x22) -

of two-dimensional crystalline

For any @ € m%,
S.S.
7(2,3) ~ , ,—(ko+pki1) —(k0+101€1)10
((Vﬁﬁ )uK > Yo ® @
2

Notice that the family {V(l;), aec mE} of case (i) coincides with the family { (2:3)

k -
as the second family is obtained from the first one by changing the basis by the matrix Q (R,R).

(iii) Let f = 2, EO =0 and ¢; = k; > 0. Then (II;,Ily) = (t1,t4). For each @ € m% consider
the family V( . ) of two-dimensional crystalline E-representations of Gk, with labeled Hodge-Tate

weights {0, k itris © =0,1. Then

= 2
Gemd),

b= Indgg (x5 xe)

and for any @ € m%,

S.8.
STAS N —(Pk1+1727€0)® —(pk1+pko )P
R )1 = Wz, Wa,zo
2

Let o = a;p™ and A = ag + p* ;. Assume that A% # —4pFotF and let €9 # ;1 be the distinct
roots of the characteristic polynomial X% — A - X + p*o+#1_ Arguing as in the proof of Proposition
2.2 in [Doul0], we get the following “standard parametrization” for the family VE( 2 Y

@ (m) = 1,e0)m, ¢ () = (A%) N2,

where

2 k
A— 0 —

)\:)\(O{l): 6—1 . ( P EO)

€0 (A —=phoay — )
(notice that &; # A — a;p™), and the filtration is as in Formula 6.10 with Z = § = 1.
(iv) If f =20y = ko > 0 and ¢; = 0. Then (ITy,IIy) = (¢2,¢1) and this gives the family obtained in
case (iii).
Example 6.16. If f =2, ky > 0and k1 = 0. Then IndK2 ( ) is a unique isomorphism class of two-

dimensional crystalline irreducible E-representations of e K, with labeled weights ({0, —ko}, {0,0})
induced from Gi,. We have

Lo Indi (x) = Indi (x2).

S.8.
_(273) —ko —p2kl()
<(V;$,a » N Wir Oz, -
2

Example 6.17. Let f =3, k; > 0 for all< = 0,1, 2. Up to twist by some unramified character, there
exist 4 distinct isomorphism classes of irreducible two-dimensional crystalline E-representations
of Gk, with labeled Hodge-Tate weights ({0, —ko}, {0, —k1}, {0, —k2}) induced from Gg,. One

of those classes is represented by IndK3 (Xeo X’gf ng) . For the families containing it we have

and for any @ € m%,
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l; = k; > 0 for all i = 0,1,2. Since kg > 0, Il = to if II, = t4 and Iy = ¢ if Iy = 4.
Hence (Hl,Hg,Ho) S {(f4,t4,t2) , (f4,t1,t1) y (tl,tg,tl) ) (tl,tg,tg)}. By Remark 6.13 we may only

consider the case (IIy,Ils,Ily) = (t1,t2,t1). For any @ € m%,, consider the the families E(lajm) of

two-dimensional crystalline E-representations of G'x, with labeled Hodge-Tate weights {O,ﬁ—ki}n,
i1 =0,1,2. We have
1,2,1 Ks (k1 ks ok
VE(ﬁ ) = IndKz (Xeé ! Xef ' Xeg) )

and for any @ € m3,,

S.8.
—(1,2,1) —(k0+17/€1+172/€2) —(ko-‘rpkl-i-;ﬂzkz):ﬂa
((V 0 ~w & wg » .
K3

k,a 6,70 0

6.3. Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let V; 5 () =m, Xt -x2--- Xﬁ(},l @ Xﬁ% . xﬁ% R Xﬁf}fl with
{€;,0;} = {0,k;} for all 4, where 7, is the unramified character of G, which maps Frobg, to
¢ € Of. As usual, we assume that at least one k; is strictly positive. We choose f-tuples of
matrices (ITq, Iy, ..., IIy) (with IT; = IIy) as follows:

(1) Ife, =011 € {tQ,tg};

(2) Iféy =k >0,1I; € {tl,t4}.
For i =2,3,..., f — 1, we choose the type of the matrix II; as follows:

(1) If ¢; = 0, then:

e If an even number of coordinates of (IIy, o, ..

L I;—1) is of even type, II; € {t2,t3};
e If an odd number of coordinates of (IIy, 1o, ...,II;_1) is of even type, II; € {t1,t4}.
(2) If ¢; = k; > 0, then:

e If an even number of coordinates of (ITy, s, ..., II;_1) is of even type, II; € {t1,t4};
e If an odd number of coordinates of (II;, s, ..., II;_1) is of even type, II; € {t2,t3}.

Finally, we choose the type of the matrix Ilj as follows:
(1) If ¢p = 0, then:

o If an even number of coordinates of (II1,IIs,...,II;_1) is of even type, IIy = t3;
e If an odd number of coordinates of (IIy, Iy, ..., II;y_1) is of even type, IIy = t4.

(2) If bo = k; > 0, then:

e If an even number of coordinates of (IIy,IIs,...,II;_1) is of even type, IIy = ¢1;
e If an odd number of coordinates of (IIy,1Is, ..., II;_1) is of even type, IIy = to.

Notice that from the choice of IIy, an even number of coordinates of (IIy, IIs, ..., II ;) is of even type.
If in the proposition below 1 = 7, is the unramified character which maps Frobg, to ¢, we choose
the units appearing in the entries of the matrices II; such that ¢; =1 for alli = 1,2, ..., f — 1, while
co will be chosen appropriately. Let i be the type-vector attached to (IIy,IIa,...,II;). We exclude

those vectors 7 for which (I, Iy, ...,II;) € C1 U Cy. That is to exclude the cases where 7=0or

7 = 0. For any a € ij we consider the families of crystalline E-representations Vg (@) of Gk, with

labeled Hodge-Tate weights {0, —k; },, constructed in §5.2.

- -

Proposition 6.18. (i) For any i as above, Vlg(ﬁ) ~ Vpn (n), after possibly twisting Vé(()) by
some unramified character;
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(ii) For any d € mé, V;; (@) ~ V%(ﬁ) and

(Te@) = (Ter), =wirouin
|k, |15

f-1 f-1 )
where a = — Z lipt and o = — > lipt
=1 i=0

Proof. For simplicity assume that 7 = 1. The general case follows by choosing the unit ¢y in the
definition of Ily appropriately. We restrict V~( ) to Gk,,. By the construction of the represen-

tation V];( 0) in §5.1, there exists some G i ,-stable lattice (T%(U)G inside V];( 0) whose Wach
Ky

module has p-action defined by (¢ (17,), ¢ (15)) = (11, 15)-I1(0). By Proposition 2.6, the Wach mod-
ule of the G,,-stable lattice (T%(ﬁ)) inside (Vg(ﬁ)) is defined by (¢ (177), ¢ (n5)) =

‘GKQf |GK2f

(111,15) - 1'[(0)‘?927 therefore the filtered ¢-module corresponding to (Vg(@))‘c has Frobenius
Ko

endomorphism (¢ (17,) ;¢ (1)) = (11,75) - P (0)%? . The restricted representation (Vg(@)) o has
Koy

labeled weights ({0, —k;}), , i = 0,1,..,2f — 1, with ki = k; for i = 0,1,..., f — 1, and filtra-
tion as in formula 5.10 for some vectors &,¥, with the sets I; being defined for the 2f weights
above. We prove that (Vg(ﬁ))l ; is reducible and determine its irreducible constituents. First,
we change the basis to diagonalizemtéhe matrix of Frobenius. We define matrices @); as in the proof
of Proposition 6.12, and we let Q = (Qo,Q1,...,Q25-1), then by the definition of the matrices
Qi, the matrix @ - P (O)®2 S (Q‘l) is diagonal. By the proof of Proposition 6.12, Qg = Id and for
1=1,2,..,2f — 1, Q; is as in formula 6.3. We claim that for each i = 0,1,..., f = 1, Q; = Qi4¢.
Indeed, from the definition of the matrices Q; we see that ¢}, and qi’f'f are as in formulas 6.4
and 6.5 respectively in the proof of Proposition 6.12. Since an even number of coordinates of
(P1, Py, ..., Py) are of even type, qllf = ¢{;. Similarly qrﬂ = ¢q;; for any entry (i,j). Consider
the ordered basis ¢ = ((;,(y) defined by ((y,(y) = (771,772) - Q1. Let (j” be th (i,7)-entry of
Q In the new basis ¢ the filtration is as in formula 5.10 with the vector 517771 + yn2 replaced by

T-(qun-Cr+qi2-Co) +9 (qh2- ¢ + G2 (o). Let =7 g1 + ¥ ¢12 and W = 7 - ¢12 + ¥ - Gaz. The
matrix of Frobenius in this new basis is the diagonal matrix diag (X, ﬁ) . Arguing as in Proposition

6.12, and taking into account that qr+f

=gqj; forallr = 0,1,..., f — 1 and all entries (i, ) we see
that 2,45 = 2, for all 7. From the proof of the same proposition, z; = 0 if and only if ¢{; = 1 and
x; =0or ¢i; =0 and z; = 1. From formula 5.11 it follows that x; = 0 if and only if P; € {t4,t3}

and z; = 1 if and only if P; € {t2,t1}. Since z; = z;4y and k; = k5 forall i =0,1, ..., f — 1

2f—1
zk_zzk_2zk+2zk+2 z B2 Sk
= = 02r Gi=R Q=Id Q=14

P;=tq Pi=to Pi=t3 Pi=ty
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We now show that the (2,2) entry of |

(6.11)
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2f—1

=0

(QiPHlQ;_:l) is the p", where

F-1 -1 f-1 -1
n=2 Z ki +2 Z ki + 2 Z ki + 2 Z k;.

=0 =0
Qi=R Qi=R
P;=tq P;=to

=0
Qi=Id
Pi=ty

=0
Qi=Id
P;=ts

Since the matrices QiPiHQijrll are diagonal, and since Q;1y = Q; and Py = P; for all ¢,

2f-1 B f—1 o f—1 o

H (Qi‘Pi'i‘lQiJrll): H (Qi‘Pi-HQiJrll) H (Qi‘Pi-HQiJrll) ’
=0 0 =Ta 0 =0a
Pii1=14 Pip1=t3

= IR S s —12 = —12

1 (QPnQ5L)" - 11 (QiPiQiy) 1 (QiPi1Q7,)" -
Qi=1d Qi=1d IR
Pit1=t Piy1=t2 Piy1=ta

f_l o 2 f_l o 2 f_l o 2

1 (QPnQ7h) - T (QPinQih) 1 (QiPQih) -
ot =R 0r
Pit1=t3 Piy1=t1 Piy1=t2

We notice that when @Q; = Id and P,y = t4, then by formula 6.2, Q;11 = R and Q;P;1+1Q

diag (pki“, 1) . Therefore the product

2f—1

of 1:[0 (QiPiHQ;rll)-

f-1

1=0
Qi=Id

Piy1=t4

Similarly, the products

(QiPita Q;rll) has no contribution to the (2,2) entry

-1 -1 -1

I (QPQy), T (QiPiaQi) and [ (QiPin1Qh)
0 =04 O R OR
Pip1=ty Pit1=t3 Pij1=t2

have no contribution to the (2,2) entry of T[]
=0

f—1
1=0
Qi=R
Pii1=t1

fore QiPiHQ;rll = diag (1,p’“+1) . Again, by formula 6.2, @; = R and P;y; = t; is equivalent to

2f—1

Q»L'Jrl = R and BJrl = tl. Hence

f—1
1=0
=R
Pii1=t1

which contributes the fourth summand of the right hand side of equation 6.11. The claim made

before formula 6.11 follows arguing similarly for the remaining cases. Hence vy, (Nm,, () = > ;.
i=0

(QiPi1Qih) =

=1
Il

=0

Qi+1=R

Piy1=t1

(QiPiHQ;rll)

(QiPiH Q;rll) . Formula 6.2 implies that if @Q; = R and P;1; = t; then Q;+1 = R, there-

f-1
[T ding (1,p%)
1=0

(QiPiHQ;ll). We now compute the product
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By Proposition 6.3 (VEZ 6) o is reducible and (Da, ¢) is a weakly admissible submodule, where
; Ko
Dy = (E?7) - (5. By [Doul0, proof of Prop. 4.3] (or by a direct computation),
Dy if 7 <0,
(6.12) FitD, — (E‘%f‘) fr..Co if 14w g <j<wforalli=01,.t—1,

if .] Z 1 + Wt—1,
where I, = I, N {j € {0,1,...,2f — 1} : z; = 0}. As in the proof of Proposition 6.12, the labeled
weight for the embedding 7; is 0 if z; = 1 and —k; if z; = 0. Next, we prove that fori = 0,1, ..., f—1,
0if ¢; =0,

This is done exactly as in Proposition 6.12, taking into account that an even number of the coor-
dinates of (Pi, P», ..., Py) is of even type. We have z; = 0 for all 7 if and only if ¢; = 0 for all ¢ if
and only if (II1, Iy, ...,IIy) € Cy and z; = 1 for all ¢ if and only if ¢; = k; > 0 for all 4 if and only

if (111, 1y, ..., II;) € Cy, cases excluded. Therefore neither of the summands of Vg(ﬁ) is unramified.

By the discussion above the labeled weights of Dy are (—%, =0, ... E} =Ly, =1, - E} 1)
2f—1 2f—1

By formula 6.13, v, (Nmy, (7)) = > ki = Z ;. By Proposition 3.5 and Lemma 3.7, the corre-
1=0 1=0
z2;=0

sponding crystalline character is

/

/ Z/
¢=x Xe1 """ Xef 2 Xef 1 Xeo Xer oo Xef 2 Xef )
If Vg(ﬁ) is irreducible, then by Frobenius reciprocity Vg(ﬁ) = Indggf (1), which is absurd by

Corollary 3.10. Hence Vg (6) is reducible and contains an irreducible constituent which restricts to

1. By Lemma 3.7(iv), the only choices are 7 - xﬁ}) . xﬁﬁ ----- xﬁfc - xef ,» and we are done after
twisting by 7. The rest of the proposition follows as in the proof of Proposition 6.12. O
Theorem 6.19. Theorem 1.7 holds.

Proof. Follows from Proposition 6.18, taking into account Remark 6.13. O

Example 6.20. Let f = 2, ¢, = 0 and ¢; = ki, Let (ITy,T) = (¢1,¢3) with ¢ = ¢ = 1. Then
after possibly twisting by 74,
1,3) /7
VIR (0) ~ xb @ ke
In the next proposition we study closer the F-semisimple members of this family, assuming that
c=1.
Proposition 6.21. Assume that V(1 ? (@) is F-semisimple.

(1) V(1 2 ( @) is irreducible if and only if gy # 0, and is non-induced for all but finitely many
such a;
(ii) ];(1"3) (@) is non-split reducible if and only if precisely one of the coordinates o; of & is zero;
(iii) The families {Vél’?’) ((@0,0)), ap € p™mg \ {0}} and {v]glf’) ((0,01)), a1 € p™mg \ {0}}
are disjoint;
(iv) ];(1"3)(6) is split-reducible.
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Proof. The weakly admissible filtered p-module corresponding to V(1 %) (@) has Frobenius endo-
morphism

k1 a
(oo ) = o) ((00) (o))
and filtration
(Ex E)n, @ (E x E)ny if j <0,

A1 _ (E x E)fr,(@n; +yny) i1 <7 <wo,
(6.14) FIP (D) =\ (5w BYfr, (20 + gins) i1+ w0 <J < wi,
0 ifj> 14w,

with & = (—ap, 1) and ¢ = (1, —;) . We diagonalize the matrix of Frobenius, arguing as in the proof
of Proposition 2.2 in [Doul0]. The characteristic polynomial is X% — (p*o + p* + agay ) X +pFoth,
and we assume that (p’CU +pkr 4 a0a1)2 £ 4pkotki g0 that its roots g9 and €1 are distinct. We
have the following cases.

Case (1). apary # 0. We change the basis to £ = (§;,,) , where

1= ((50 —pM - apon) ai, ao (20 —€1) (20 — ™) (c0 — P — wanr) (e1 — p* — agan

(2e0e1 — phoer — pkreg — apaier) (€1 —pk“ — apor)

Uat

ag (g0 —€1) (61 — p™) (g0 — po

(2e0e1 — phoer — pkFreg — apaier) (€1 —pk“ — apor)

4 - aooél) (81 M — apan

— aoal) aq, Ub)

k1

st
(2e0e1 — pFoey — pFreg — apaner) (51 pFo — apan)

pkl) of (g0 — 1) (81 ko — Oéoal) (81 pro — 040041

_l’_
" (2e0e1 — pFoer — pk1€0 — apaqer) (61 — pFo — apon)

— 040041) (81 —

)
)
)
)

e
( — apas) (g0 —p™) of (20 — &1) (61 = p™ — agan) (&1 —p* — aan)

In the ordered basis ¢,

P (€)= (1, 20)& and ¢ (&) = (A F21) &,

where

(20 — p** — agonr) ' (e1 = pFo — apon) . (2e0e1 — pFoer — pMeg — aparer)

(e1 —pFr —aga1) (g0 —pP — o) (26061 — phoeg — pFrer — apanep)’

and the filtration is as in formula 6.14, with @n; + yn, replaced by &, + &£,. By Proposition 6.3
Vg(l’g) ( @) is irreducible. Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 6.12(iv) we see that the represen-

A=—

tations Vlg(l’3) ( @) are non-induced with the possibility of at most finitely many exceptions.
Case (2). ag = 0, a; # 0. We argue as above and see that in the ordered basis £ = (£;,&,), where

ko _ k1
P —D a1 ko—k
§=mnyand §; = (17 Toaph ) m - <pk0 e P 1) 2

k1
P60 = (1 ) & and p (&) = (Man), 77 )

we have
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with A (aq) = afl (p’CU — pkl) . The filtration in this basis is given by formula 6.14, with Zn; + yn,
replaced by & + (0,1) &,. By Proposition 6.3, Vg(l’g) ((0, 1)) is reducible, non-split.
Case (3). a1 = 0,a0 # 0. In the ordered basis § = (£;,&,), where

k1 Fo
_ P oy — [ 2oP
51 =1 — <pk1 _pko, pkl _pk0> U and 52 - <W7 1) M5

k1
¢ (&) = (17 Pko) £ and ¢ (&) = ()\ (a0), %) &a,

kl—k}o

we have

with A () = ag* (pF = p™) p The filtration in the basis £ is given by formula 6.14, with
Zn, + yn, replaced by (1,0) &, + &,. By Proposition 6.3, V(1 %) ((c0,0)) is reducible, non-split. By

[Doul0, Proposition 7.1] it follows that there are no 1somorph1sms between members of the families
@ghm(@%o»,aoepmmE\gn}ami{vﬂw(m(n»,alepmmE\{m}

Case (4). ag = a1 = 0. Then ¢ (n,) = (p**,1)n; and ¢ (n,) = (1,p*) n,, while the filtration is
as in formula 6.14,with & = (0,1) and ¥ ( ,0). Since J ﬁ Jy = 9, Proposition 6.3 implies that
VE(L?’) (0) is split-reducible. O

Proposition 6.22. Let 0 < vy, (g;) < ko + k1 with g9 # €1 such that ege1 = pFotkr and assume
that 0 < k; < p — 1. Define the families of filtered p-modules D (\) with

©(m) = (1,e0)m, ¢(n) = (/\7 %1) N2,

and filtrations as in formula 6.10 with & = § = 1. These are weakly admissible, irreducible filtered
p-modules, sharing the same characteristic polynomial and filtration. Let V (\) be the corresponding
to D () crystalline representations of G,

(i) FA=2

eo \ pFra—e; ,To

V () is irreducible;
. 2 g —
(i) IfA = (2—;) (H) , where v € mpg, then (V (/\)”Qp2
and V' (A) is irreducible;
(iii) If A = 1, then V () is reducible and V ()\)HQPQ =Wyt uwy .

Pk1+P ko) w*(plir;Dzko)pz
) 4,To

N——
»
@
I
E
Ny
ﬂ\/—\

Proof. The common characteristic polynomial is X2 — (g¢ + 1) X +pFot#1. Parts (i) and (ii) follow

from Examples 6.15 (i) and (iii) using the “standard parametrization” for the families VE(?)

v,
R
6.21(i) and a little computation to prove that if pko —i—pkl + gy = eg+¢€1 and ggeq = pk0+k1, then
A=1. O

and

and taking into account that m = 0 and Proposition 6.8. Part (iii) follows from Proposition
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