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Abstract

A two-dimensional Galois representation into the Hecke algebra of Katz modular forms of
weight one over a finite field of characteristicp is constructed and is shown to be unramified atp
in most cases.
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1 Introduction

Let g =
∑∞

n=1 anq
n be a holomorphic cuspidal Hecke eigenform of weight1 onΓ1(N) with Dirichlet

characterǫ. Deligne and Serre [DS74] constructed a Galois representation

ρg : Gal(Q/Q) → GL2(C),

which is irreducible, unramified outsideN and characterised byρg(Frobℓ) having characteristic poly-
nomialX2 − aℓX + ǫ(ℓ) for all primesℓ ∤ N . Here, and throughout,Frobℓ denotes an arithmetic
Frobenius element. Let nowp ∤ N be a prime number. Reducingρg modulo (a prime above)p and
semisimplifying yields a Galois representation

ρg : Gal(Q/Q) → GL2(Fp),

which is still unramified outsideN (in particular, atp) and still satisfies the respective formula for the
characteristic polynomials at all unramified primes. In fact, ρg only depends on the reduction of (the
coefficients of)g modulo (a prime above)p.

In this article, we shall work more generally and study normalised cuspidal Katz eigenformsg
over Fp of weight 1 on Γ1(N) with Dirichlet characterǫ and q-expansion (at∞)

∑∞
n=1 anq

n for
p ∤ N (see Section 2). Unlike when the weight is at least2, not all suchg can be obtained by re-
ducing holomorphic weight1 forms. The first such nonliftable example was found by Mestre(see
Appendix A of [Edi06]). Nevertheless,g also has an attached Galois representationρg which is un-
ramified outsideNp and such that the characteristic polynomials at unramified primes look as before.
In their study of companion forms, Gross, Coleman and Volochproved thatρg is also unramified atp
in almost all cases.

Proposition 1.1(Gross, Coleman, Voloch). If p = 2, assume thata2p 6= 4ǫ(p) (i.e.a2 6= 0). Then the
residual representationρg is unramified atp.
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Proof. The casep > 2 is treated by [CV92] without any assumption onap. [Gro90] proves the result
for all p (i.e. includingp = 2), but with the extra condition, subject to some unchecked compatibilities,
which have now been settled by Bryden Cais in [Cai07], Chapter 10.

In this article we give a somewhat different proof and removethe condition in the casep = 2. The
main objective, however, is to extend the representationρg to a2-dimensional Galois representation
with coefficients in the weight1 Hecke algebra and to show, in most cases, that it is also unramified
outsideN , in particular atp, with the natural characteristic polynomials at all unramified primes.

We now introduce the notation necessary to state the main result. Let S1(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz be the
Fp-vector space of cuspidal Katz modular forms of weight1 on Γ1(N) overFp and letT1 be the
Hecke algebra acting on it, i.e. theFp-subalgebra insideEndFp

(S1(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz) generated by all
Hecke operatorsTn for n ∈ N (see also Section 2). Letm be the maximal ideal ofT1 defined as the

kernel of the ring homomorphismT1
Tn 7→an−−−−→ Fp. LetT1,m denote the localisation ofT1 atm. For the

representationρg we shall also writeρ
m

.

Theorem 1.2. Assume thatρ
m

is irreducible and that, ifρ
m

is unramified atp, thenρ
m
(Frobp) is not

scalar.
Then there is a Galois representation

ρm : Gal(Q/Q) → GL2(T1,m)

which is unramified outsideN and such that for all primesℓ ∤ N (includingℓ = p) the characteristic
polynomial ofρm(Frobℓ) isX2 − TℓX + 〈ℓ〉 ∈ T1,m[X].

Note that we are not assuming thatρ
m

is unramified atp, but, that this can be deduced from the
theorem. This removes the condition in the casep = 2 from Proposition 1.1.

Corollary 1.3. The representationρg is unramified outsideN and the characteristic polynomial of
ρg(Frobℓ) equalsX2 − aℓX + ǫ(ℓ) for all primesℓ ∤ N , includingℓ = p.

Proof. If ρ
m
= ρg is reducible, then it is automatically unramified atp as it is semisimple. Ifρ

m
is

irreducible, the result follows by reducingρm (from Theorem 1.2) modulom.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 will be given in Section 4 and we will illustrate the theorem with
examples in Section 5. The essential point that makes the proof work is that cusp forms of weight1
overFp sit in weightp in two different ways; onq-expansions the situation is precisely the same as in
the theory of oldforms, when passing from levelN to levelNp. Let us call this ‘doubling’. We shall
see that it leads to a ‘doubling of Hecke algebras’ and finallyto a ‘doubling of Galois representations’.
It is from the latter that we deduce the main statement.

In the proof of Theorem 1.2 we use essentially thatρ
m

satisfies multiplicity one (see Section 3);
hence, the case whenρ

m
is unramified atp with scalarρ

m
(Frobp), where multiplicity one fails by

Corollary 4.5 of [Wie07], has to remain open here.
Since the present article was finished and first put on arXiv (arXiv:1102.2302), I made some

unsuccessful efforts to remove the multiplicity one-assumption. Since then, Frank Calegari and David
Geraghty released an impressive preprint [CG12], in which they manage to extend Theorem 1.2 to all
cases (for odd primesp) and, moreover, achieve anR = T-theorem, using a detailed analysis of the
local deformation rings. They also prove that the relevant multiplicity is 2 if it is not 1, completing
the main result of [Wie07].

We finish this introduction by expressing our optimism that the methods of the present paper might
generalise to some extent to Hilbert modular forms. We intend to investigate this in future work.
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2 Modular forms and Hecke algebras of weight one

In this section we provide the statements on modular forms and Hecke algebras that are needed for the
sequel. In particular, we deduce a ‘doubling of Hecke algebras’ from a ‘doubling of modular forms’.

We shall use the following notation and assumptions throughout the article.

Notation 2.1. • Letp be a prime number andN ≥ 5 an integer not divisible byp.

• Frobℓ always denotes an arithmetic Frobenius element atℓ.

• ζn always denotes a primitiven-th root of unity (forn ∈ N).

• If R is a ring,M , N areR-modules andS ⊆ M is a subset, then we put

HomR(M,N)S=0 := {f ∈ HomR(M,N) | f(s) = 0 ∀ s ∈ S}.

Katz modular forms

For the treatment in this article, it is essential to disposeof the geometric definition of modular forms
given by Katz. Since the tools we need are nicely exposed in [Edi06], we follow this article, and,
in particular, we work with Katz modular cusp forms for the moduli problem[Γ1(N)]′Fp

of elliptic
curves with an embedding of the group schemeµN . We use the notationSk(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz for
these. ReplacingFp by a field extensionF of Fp, one also definesSk(Γ1(N);F)Katz. By flatness,
Sk(Γ1(N);F)Katz = F⊗Fp

Sk(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz.
Let Tk(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz be theFp-subalgebra ofEndFp

(Sk(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz) generated by all
Hecke operatorsTn and letT′

k(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz be its subalgebra generated only by thoseTn with p ∤
n. Note that both contain the diamond operators due to the formula ℓk−1〈ℓ〉 = T 2

ℓ −Tℓ2 for a primeℓ.
Theq-expansion principle (see e.g. [DI95], Theorem 12.3.4) andthe formulaa1(Tnf) = an(f) show
that the pairingTk(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz×Sk(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz → Fp, given by〈T, f〉 = a1(Tf) is nonde-
generate and, thus, provides the identification

HomFp
(Tk(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz,F)

ϕ 7→
∑

∞

n=1
ϕ(Tn)qn−−−−−−−−−−−→ Sk(Γ1(N);F)Katz (2.1)

for F/Fp.

Classical modular forms

It is useful to point out the relation with classical holomorphic cusp forms, for which we use the
notationSk(Γ1(N)) andSk(Γ1(N))cl. The corresponding Hecke algebraTk(Γ1(N))cl is defined as
theZ-subalgebra ofEndC(Sk(Γ1(N))cl) generated by all Hecke operatorsTn. By the existence of
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an integral structure and theq-expansion principle, the mapHomZ(Tk(Γ1(N))cl,C) → Sk(Γ1(N))cl
which sends a mapϕ to the Fourier series

∑∞
n=1 ϕ(Tn)q

n with q = q(z) = e2πiz is an isomorphism.
We let Sk(Γ1(N);R)cl = HomZ(Tk(Γ1(N))cl, R) for anyZ-algebraR. NoteSk(Γ1(N);C)cl =
Sk(Γ1(N))cl. Note also that due to the freeness and the finite generation of Tk(Γ1(N))cl as aZ-
module

R2 ⊗R1
Sk(Γ1(N);R1)cl ∼= Sk(Γ1(N);R2)cl (2.2)

for anyR1-algebraR2. For a subringR ⊆ C theR-moduleSk(Γ1(N);R)cl agrees with the subset
of Sk(Γ1(N)) consisting of those forms withq-expansion having coefficients inR, as e.g. in [DI95],
Section 12.3.

The following proposition states that for weights at least2, Katz cusp forms overFp coincide with
reductions of classical ones of the same levelΓ1(N).

Proposition 2.2. Letk ≥ 2. AssumeN 6= 1 or p ≥ 5.

(a) There is an isomorphismSk(Γ1(N);F)cl ∼= Sk(Γ1(N);F)Katz which is compatible with the
Hecke operators andq-expansions for anyF/Fp.

(b) The mapFp ⊗Z Tk(Γ1(N))cl
1⊗Tn 7→Tn−−−−−−→ Tk(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz is an isomorphism of rings.

Proof. (a) By Theorem 12.3.2 of [DI95] (see also Lemma 1.9 of [Edi97]for the casesN < 5) one
has

Fp ⊗Z[ 1

N
] Sk(Γ1(N);Z[

1

N
])Katz

∼= Sk(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz

compatible with the Hecke operators. By [Edi06], 4.7, one also has

Sk(Γ1(N);Z[
1

N
])Katz

∼= Sk(Γ1(N);Z[
1

N
])cl.

Both identifications respectq-expansions. Invoking them together with Equation (2.2) gives the state-
ment.

(b) From (a) it follows thatFp ⊗Z Tk(Γ1(N))cl
1⊗Tn 7→Tn−−−−−−→ Tk(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz is a surjection of

rings. To see it is an isomorphism it suffices to invoke Equations (2.1) and (2.2) to give:

HomFp
(Tk(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz,Fp) ∼= Sk(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz

(a)∼=
Sk(Γ1(N);Fp)cl ∼= HomZ(Tk(Γ1(N))cl,Fp) ∼= HomFp

(Fp ⊗Z Tk(Γ1(N))cl,Fp),

which is the map induced from1⊗ Tn 7→ Tn due to the compatibility ofq-expansions.

Note that the corresponding statement for weightk = 1 is false. We shall explain examples in
Section 5. That failure is actuallyla raison d’êtreof this article.

Doubling of weight one forms

Towards the goal of this article, the construction and studyof a Galois representation into the weight1
Hecke algebra, it is necessary to increase the weight, sinceweight1 is not a cohomological weight.
The increased weight will enable us to see the Galois representation on the Jacobian of a modular
curve, thus, permitting the use of geometric tools.

We shall map weight1 forms into weightp. This can be done in two different ways: multiply-
ing by the Hasse invariantA (a modular form overFp of weight p − 1 with q-expansion1); the
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FrobeniusF (f) = fp. The former does not change theq-expansion and the latter maps
∑∞

n=1 anq
n

to
∑∞

n=1 anq
np. The formula forF is clear for modular forms overFp; if we work with coefficients in

F/Fp, then as in [Edi06] we take theF-linear extension ofF . Note that on the level ofq-expansions,
the two mapsA andF correspond precisely to the two degeneracy maps from levelN toNp. Hence,
weight one forms in weightp are very analogous to oldforms. That is the price to pay for the use of
geometric tools.

Let F/Fp and consider the map

Ψ :
(

S1(Γ1(N);F)Katz

)⊕2 → Sp(Γ1(N);F)Katz, (f, g) 7→ A(f) + F (g) = Af + gp. (2.3)

By Proposition 4.4 of [Edi06] this is an injection. We shall writeTp for the Hecke operator in weight1
andUp for the one in weightp. According to Equation (4.2) of loc. cit. one has

〈a〉 ◦Ψ = Ψ ◦
(

〈a〉 0
0 〈a〉

)

, Tn ◦Ψ = Ψ ◦
(

Tn 0
0 Tn

)

, Up ◦Ψ = Ψ ◦
(

Tp id
−〈p〉 0

)

(2.4)

for p ∤ n anda ∈ Z/NZ×.

The weight one Hecke algebra and doubling of Hecke algebras

From now on we use the abbreviationsTk andT′
k for Tk(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz andT′

k(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz,
respectively. Note that Equation (2.4) implies thatT′

p acts onS1(Γ1(N);F)Katz via the embedding
given byA. In particular, mappingTn 7→ Tn for p ∤ n defines a ring surjectionT′

p ։ T′
1. Define

I := T′
p ∩ UpT

′
p,

where the intersection is taken insideTp. We shall see in Corollary 2.6 (c) thatI is the kernel of the
previous surjection.

Lemma 2.3. (a) InsideSp(Γ1(N);F)Katz the equalityHomFp
(Tp,F)

T′

p=0 = FS1(Γ1(N);F)Katz

holds (via Equation(2.1)).

(b) InsideSp(Γ1(N);F)Katz the equalityUpHomFp
(Tp,F)

T′

p=0 = AS1(Γ1(N);F)Katz holds (via
Equation(2.1)).

Proof. (a) AsT′
p is generated asFp-vector space by the Hecke operatorsTn for p ∤ n, the left hand

side is equal to{f ∈ Sp(Γ1(N);F)Katz | an(f) = 0 ∀n s.t.p ∤ n}. As this is precisely the
kernel ofΘ defined in [Kat77], part (3) of the main theorem of loc. cit. implies that it is equal to
FS1(Γ1(N);F)Katz. (b) follows from Equation (2.4), namely one hasUpF = A.

Proposition 2.4. (a) Letf ∈ S1(Γ1(N);F)Katz satisfyan(f) = 0 wheneverp ∤ n. Thenf = 0.

(b) T′
1 = T1.

(c) Tp = T′
p + UpT

′
p asT′

p-modules.

(d) There areT,D ∈ T′
p such thatU2

p − TUp +D = 0 in Tp.

(e) I is an ideal ofTp.

5



Proof. (a) The theorem of [Kat77] already used in the previous proofgives a contradiction forf 6= 0,
since thatf is in the kernel ofΘ and has weight1, so that it would have to come from an even smaller
weight under Frobenius, which is impossible.

(b) If T1/T
′
1 were nonzero, thenS1(Γ1(N);Fp)

T′

1
=0 = HomFp

(T1,Fp)
T′

1
=0 would be nonzero

and, hence, there would be a nonzero formf ∈ S1(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz such thatan(f) = 0 whenever
p ∤ n. This is, however, excluded by (a).

(c) Let g ∈ Sp(Γ1(N);Fp)
T′

p+UpT′

p=0 = HomFp
(Tp,Fp)

T′

p+UpT′

p=0. Now g satisfiesan(g) = 0
wheneverp2 ∤ n. Thus, there isf ∈ S1(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz such thatFf = g (again by [Kat77])
satisfyingan(f) = 0 wheneverp ∤ n, so that by (a) it is zero, implying the claim.

(d) This is immediate from (c).
(e) Letx ∈ T′

p ∩ UpT
′
p. Thus, there isy ∈ T′

p such thatx = Upy. We have

Upx = U2
p y = TUpy −Dy = Tx−Dy ∈ T′

p,

whenceUpx ∈ I.

Let m′ be a maximal ideal ofT′
p. By Tp,m′ andT′

p,m′ we denote localisation atm′. We also use
similar notation in similar circumstances.

Lemma 2.5. Letm′ be a maximal ideal ofT′
p.

(a) The following statements are equivalent:

(i) T′
p,m′ 6= Tp,m′.

(ii) There is a normalised eigenformg ∈ S1(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz with q-expansion
∑∞

n=1 anq
n such

that the mapT′
p

Tn 7→an−−−−→ Fp defines a ring homomorphism with kernelm
′.

If the equivalent statements hold, then we say thatm
′ comes from weight1.

(b) We haveTp,m′
∼=

∏n
i=1 Tp,m̃i

with n ∈ {1, 2}, where them̃i are the maximal ideals ofTp con-
tainingm

′.

If one of them̃i is ordinary (meaning thatUp ∈ T×
p,m̃i

), then all are and we say thatm′ is ordinary.

Suppose now thatm′ comes from weight one withg ∈ S1(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz as in (a). Thenm′ is
ordinary. Furthermore,n = 2 if and only if the polynomialX2 − ap(g)X + ǫ(p) has two distinct
roots inT′

p/m
′.

Proof. (a) Statement (ai) means thatUp ∈ Tp,m′ is not in T′
p,m′, i.e. thatTp,m′/T′

p,m′ 6= 0 and,

equivalently,Sp(Γ1(N);Fp)
T′

p,m′
=0

Katz,m′ = HomFp
(Tp,m′ ,Fp)

T′

p,m′
=0 6= 0. This, however, is equivalent

to the existence of a cusp formf ∈ Sp(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz such thatan(f) = 0 for all p ∤ n and
such that it is an eigenfunction for allTn with p ∤ n with eigenvalues corresponding tom′. By the
theorem of [Kat77] used already in the proof of Lemma 2.3, anysuch is of the formf = Fh with
h ∈ S1(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz. Hence, there is a normalised eigenformg ∈ S1(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz such that
thean(g) are the eigenvalues ofTn onf for p ∤ n, whence (aii).

Conversely, the existence ofg implies thatSp(Γ1(N);Fp)
T′

p,m′
=0

Katz,m′ 6= 0, as it containsFg, so that
T′
p,m′ 6= Tp,m′ .
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(b) The product decomposition into its localisations is a general fact of Artinian rings. IfT′
p,m′ =

Tp,m′, there is nothing to show. So we assume now that this equalitydoes not hold. From Proposi-
tion 2.4 (d) we have the surjection of rings

T′
p,m′[X]/(X2 − TX +D)

X 7→Up−−−−→ Tp,m′.

Taking it modm′ yieldsF[X]/(X2 − T̄X + D̄) on the left hand side withF = T′
p/m

′, which has at
most two local factors, depending on whether the quadratic equation has two distinct roots or a double
one. Thus there can at most be two local factors on the right hand side. Modulom′, the quadratic
polynomial is in factX2 − ap(g)X + ǫ(p), which follows from the explicit shape ofUp given in
Equation (2.4); see also Corollary 2.6 (a). The ordinarity is now also clear sinceǫ(p) is non-zero
in F.

We remark that it can happen thatap(g)
2 6= 4ǫ(p) (this is the so-calledp-distinguishedcase), but

that nevertheless the algebraTp,m′ is local because the distinct roots ofX2 − ap(g)X + ǫ(p) might
only lie in a quadratic extension ofF. (In a previous version of this article we had referred to thecase
whenTp,m′ is non-local as ‘p-distinguished’, which was very misleading.)

We assume henceforth thatm
′ comes from weight1 and is hence ordinary. We writeΨm

′ for the
localisation ofΨ (from Equation (2.3)) atm′ and similarlyIm′ = T′

p,m′ ∩ UpT
′
p,m′ .

Corollary 2.6. Letm′ be a maximal ideal ofT′
p which comes from weight1.

(a) We have
(

S1(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz,m′

)⊕2
Ψ

m
′∼= Sp(Γ1(N);Fp)

I
m
′=0

Katz,m′ . The operatorUp acts on the left

hand side as
(

Tp 1
−〈p〉 0

)

. The operatorTn for p ∤ n acts as
(

Tn 0
0 Tn

)

.

(b) There is a natural isomorphismTp,m′/Im′
∼= T1,m′ ⊕ T1,m′ of T′

p,m′-modules. The operatorUp

acts on the right hand side as
(

Tp −〈p〉
1 0

)

. The operatorTn for p ∤ n acts as
(

Tn 0
0 Tn

)

.

(c) The ring homomorphismT′
p,m′

Tn 7→Tn−−−−→ T1,m′ is surjective with kernelIm′ .

Proof. (a) By Lemma 2.5,Up is invertible and by Proposition 2.4 (e),Im′ is an ideal ofTp,m′. Thus,
we haveIm′ = U−1

p Im′ = T′
p,m′∩U−1

p T′
p,m′. Since by Proposition 2.4 (c)T′

p,m′+UpT
′
p,m′ = Tp,m′, we

have the natural isomorphismTp,m′/Im′
∼= Tp,m′/T′

p,m′ ⊕ Tp,m′/(UpT
′
p,m′) of T′-modules. It follows

that

HomFp
(Tp,m′,F)Im′=0 ∼= HomFp

(Tp,m′,F)
T′

p,m′
=0 ⊕HomFp

(Tp,m′ ,F)
U−1
p T′

p,m′
=0

= HomFp
(Tp,m′,F)

T′

p,m′
=0 ⊕ UpHomFp

(Tp,m′ ,F)
T′

p,m′
=0

∼= A(S1(Γ1(N))Katz)m′ ⊕ F (S1(Γ1(N))Katz)m′ = im(Ψm
′),

using Lemma 2.3. Moreover, Equation (2.1) gives an isomorphism

Sp(Γ1(N);Fp)
I
m
′=0

Katz,m′

∼= HomFp
(Tp,m′,F)Im′=0.

The shapes ofUp andTn are taken from Equation (2.4).
(b) Using Equation (2.1), (a) can be reformulated as an isomorphism

HomFp
(Tp,m′/Im′ ,Fp) ∼= HomFp

(Tp,m′,Fp)
I
m
′=0 ∼= HomFp

(T1,m′ ,Fp)
⊕2.

7



Dualising it yields the statement, and the matrices are justthe transposes of the matrices in the previous
part.

(c) The algebra generated by theTn with p ∤ n on the left hand side of (b) isT′
p,m′/Im′ and on the

right hand sideT′
1,m′ , which equalsT1,m′ by Proposition 2.4 (b).

We refer to (b) as ‘doubling of Hecke algebras’. Part (c) is the key for the definition of the Galois
representation with coefficients inT1,m′ .

Passage to weight two

In order to work on the Jacobian of a modular curve, we pass from weightp to weight2, which is only
necessary ifp > 2. We assume this for this subsection.

Proposition 2.7. Let N ≥ 5, p ∤ N , p > 2 and m̃ be an ordinary maximal ideal of the Hecke
algebraTp(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz. Then there is a unique maximal idealm2 of Fp ⊗Z T2(Γ1(Np))cl such
thatTn 7→ Tn for all n defines a ring isomorphismTp(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz,m̃

∼= (Fp⊗ZT2(Γ1(Np))cl)m2
.

Proof. This is due to Hida and follows, for instance, from combiningProposition 2.2 and [KW08],
Proposition 2.3.

RememberingTp,m′ =
∏n

i=1 Tp,m̃i
(see Lemma 2.5), we obtain that after localisation at ordinary

m
′, the Hecke algebraTp,m′ acts on thep-torsion of the Jacobian ofX1(Np). We shall henceforth use

this action without specifying the isomorphism from Proposition 2.7 explicitly.

3 The Galois representation of weight one

In this section we shall construct the Galois representation ρm, identify it on the Jacobian of a suitable
modular curve and derive that it ‘doubles’ from the ‘doubling of Hecke algebras’.

We collect some statements and pieces of notation which are in place for the whole of this section.

Notation 3.1. Next to Notation 2.1 we use the following pieces of notation and the following assump-
tions.

• Tp = Tp(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz denotes the full Hecke algebra onSp(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz andT′
p is its

subalgebra generated by thoseTn with p ∤ n. Thep-th Hecke operator is denotedUp.

• T1 is the Hecke algebra onS1(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz and it is equal toT′
1 (see Proposition 2.4). The

p-th Hecke operator is denotedTp.

• The mapT′
p

Tn 7→Tn−−−−→ T1 defines a ring surjection with kernelI = T′
p ∩ UpT

′
p (see Corol-

lary 2.6 (c)).

• Letm′ be a maximal ideal ofT′
p which comes from weight1 and corresponds to a normalised

eigenformg ∈ S1(Γ1(N);Fp)Katz (see Lemma 2.5). Letǫ be the Dirichlet character ofg. Then
m

′ is ordinary (see Lemma 2.5). Denote bym the maximal ideal ofT1 the preimage of which
in T′

p is m
′, whenceT′

p/m
′ = T1/m. Thenm corresponds to theGal(Fp/Fp)-conjugacy class

of g, i.e. it is the kernel of the ring homomorphismT1
Tn 7→an(g)−−−−−−→ Fp.

• EitherTp,m′
∼= Tp,m̃1

× Tp,m̃2
(thenon-local case), or Tp,m′ is local (see Lemma 2.5).
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Existence

By work of Shimura and Deligne there is a Galois representation

ρ
m
= ρ

m
′ : Gal(Q/Q) → GL2(T1/m) = GL2(T

′
p/m

′)

characterised by the property that it is unramified outsideNp and

charpoly(ρ
m
)(Frobℓ) = X2 − TℓX + 〈ℓ〉 ∈ T1/m[X] ∼= T′

p/m
′[X]

for all primesℓ ∤ Np. Under the assumption thatρ
m

is absolutely irreducible, Carayol in [Car94],
Théorème 3, shows the existence of a Galois representation

ρm′ : Gal(Q/Q) → GL2(T
′
p,m′)

characterised by the property that it is unramified outsideNp andcharpoly(ρm′(Frobℓ)) = X2 −
TℓX + 〈ℓ〉 ∈ T′

p,m′[X] for all primesℓ ∤ Np. In fact, the reference gives a twist of this representation.
Later on, we are going to be more precise about which twist it is. As a general rule, we denoteρ
a representation with coefficients in a finite field orFp andρ when the coefficients are in a Hecke
algebra.

Proposition 3.2. Letm be a maximal ideal ofT1 such thatρ
m

is absolutely irreducible. Then there is
a Galois representation

ρm : Gal(Q/Q) → GL2(T1,m)

characterised by the property that it is unramified outsideNp and charpoly(ρm(Frobℓ)) = X2 −
TℓX + 〈ℓ〉 ∈ T1,m[X] for all primesℓ ∤ Np.

Proof. It suffices to composeρm′ with GL2(T
′
p,m′) → GL2(T1,m) coming from Corollary 2.6 (c).

The p-divisible group for p = 2

Assume for the moment thatp = 2. LetJ be the JacobianJ1(N) of X1(N), which is defined overQ.
LetG be them′-component of thep-divisible groupJ [p∞]Q attached toJ .

A word of explanation is necessary (see also [Gro90], Section 12). The maximal ideals̃m of
Tp containingm′ correspond under pull-back to unique maximal ideals of the Hecke algebraZp ⊗Z

Tp(Γ1(N))cl, using Proposition 2.2. This Hecke algebra acts on the Tate module ofJ and localisation
at eachm̃ gives a direct factor of it. ThenG is the direct product of the (at most two by Lemma 2.5)
correspondingp-divisible groups. IfTp,m′ is non-local, then we shall denote byG1 andG2 the two
p-divisible groups such thatG = G1 ×G2.

The p-divisible group for p > 2

Assume nowp > 2. We proceed very similarly to the above: LetJ be the JacobianJ1(Np) of
X1(Np), which is defined overQ. Let G be them′-component of thep-divisible groupJ [p∞]Q
attached toJ .

Here we use that the ideals̃m of Tp containingm′ correspond to unique maximal ideals of the
Hecke algebraFp ⊗Z T2(Γ1(Np))cl by Proposition 2.7. In turn they give rise, by taking preimages,
to unique maximal ideals ofZp ⊗Z T2(Γ1(Np))cl. For each of these (at most two, by Lemma 2.5)
maximal ideals we take thep-divisible group of the corresponding factor of the Tate module of J .
Thus, ifTp,m′ is non-local, thenG is of the formG1 ×G2.

9



Properties of thep-divisible group

We assume thatG (andG1 andG2 in the non-local case) is as defined above (for eitherp = 2 or
p > 2).

Proposition 3.3. Thep-divisible groupG acquires good reduction overZp[ζp]. LetG0 andGe be the
connected component and the étale quotient ofG overZp[ζp], respectively.

(a) The moduleG0[p](Qp) is unramified overQp(ζp) and there is an isomorphismG0[p](Qp) ∼= Tp,m′

of Tp,m′-modules, under which any arithmetic FrobeniusFrobp ∈ Gal(Qp/Qp(ζp)) acts asU−1
p .

(b) The exact sequence0 → G0 → G → Ge → 0 gives rise to the exact sequence

0 → Tp,m′ → G[p](Qp) → HomFp
(Tp,m′ ,Fp) → 0

of Tp,m′-modules, under the identification of (a) and its dual.

Proof. This follows immediately from applying [Wie07], Proposition 2.2, Corollary 2.3 and The-
orem 3.1 for all maximal ideals̃m ⊂ Tp containingm′. We stress that those results were all derived
from [Gro90].

Since in this article we are using arithmetic Frobenius elements, and on modular curves (with
level structure of the typeµN →֒ E[N ]) geometric ones are more natural, we have to twist our
representations at various places.

It is well-known thatρ
m
⊗ ǫ−1 is contained in them′-kernelG[p](Q)[m′] of G[p](Q) (possibly

more than once, see e.g. [Wie07], Proposition 4.1).
The following theorem is the result of the work of many authors. We do not intend to give all the

original references, but, content ourselves by referring to a place in the literature where the statements
appear as we need them.

Theorem 3.4(Mazur, Wiles, Gross, Ribet, Buzzard, Tilouine, Edixhoven, W.). Assume thatρ
m

is
absolutely irreducible. Then the following statements areequivalent:

(i) ρ
m

is unramified atp andρ
m
(Frobp) is non-scalar orρ

m
is ramified atp.

(ii) G[p](Q)[m̃] ∼= ρ
m

for any maximal ideal̃m ⊂ Tp containingm′, i.e.ρ
m

satisfiesmultiplicity one
on the Jacobian.

(iii) Tp,m′
∼= HomFp

(Tp,m′,Fp), i.e.Tp,m′ is Gorenstein.

If the equivalent statements hold, thenG[p](Q) ∼= Tp,m′ ⊕ Tp,m′.

Proof. For the implication (i)⇒ (ii) we refer, for instance, to [KW08], Theorem 1.2. The implication
(ii) ⇒ (i) is the content of [Wie07], Corollary 4.5. The equivalence of (ii) and (iii) is proved, for
instance, in [KW08], Proposition 2.2 (b). That (ii) impliesthe final statement is, for example, proved
in [KW08], Proposition 2.1.

Note that by Proposition 1.1 the case thatρ
m

is ramified atp is known not to occur in almost all
cases. We are proving in Corollary 1.3 that it actually neveroccurs.
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The Galois representation on the Jacobian

We proceed under the following assumptions:

Assumption 3.5. We continue to use Notation 2.1 and 3.1. Moreover:

• ρ
m

denotes the residual Galois representation introduced above. It is the residual representation
attached tog. We assume thatρ

m
is absolutely irreducible.

• LetG (andG1, G2 in the non-local case) be thep-divisible group introduced earlier.

• We assume thatρ
m

satisfies multiplicity one on the Jacobian so thatG[p](Q) ∼= Tp,m′ ⊕ Tp,m′

(see Theorem 3.4).

• Let ǫ̃ : Gal(Q/Q) ։ Gal(Q(ζN )/Q) ∼= Z/(N)×
a7→〈a〉−−−−→ T′×

p . Note that composing̃ǫ with
T′×
p,m′ → (T′

p/m
′)× equalsǫ, the Dirichlet character ofg, seen as a character ofGal(Q/Q).

The next proposition can be considered as a ‘doubling of Galois representations’.

Proposition 3.6. We use Assumption 3.5. LetρI
m
′
:= G[p](Q) ⊗T′

p,m′

T1,m. Then there is an iso-

morphism
ρI

m
′

∼=
(

ρm ⊗ ǫ̃−1
)

⊕
(

ρm ⊗ ǫ̃−1
)

.

ofT1,m[Gal(Q/Q)]-modules.

Proof. From [Car94], 3.3.2, and Theorem 3.4 it follows thatH := G[p](Q) ∼= Tp,m′ ⊕ Tp,m′ as
Tp,m′[Gal(Q/Q)]-modules and that it is characterised by the property that itis unramified outsideNp
and that the characteristic polynomial ofFrobℓ is X2 − Tℓ/〈ℓ〉X + 1/〈ℓ〉 ∈ T′

p,m′ [X] for all primes
ℓ ∤ Np. We recall that [Car94] works with geometric Frobenius elements, whereas we are using
arithmetic ones, accounting for the differences in the formulae.

By Théorème 2 of loc. cit.,H is obtained by scalar extension of someT′
p,m′[Gal(Q/Q)]-module

H ′ ∼= T′
p,m′ ⊕T′

p,m′, i.e.H = H ′⊗T′

p,m′

Tp,m′. Note that in this descriptionH is aGal(Q/Q)-module

via an action onH ′ and aTp,m′-module via the natural action onTp,m′ in the tensor product.
Next we have the following isomorphisms ofT′

p,m′[Gal(Q/Q)]-modules:

H ⊗Tp,m′
Tp,m′/Im′

∼=
(

H ′ ⊗T′

p,m′

Tp,m′

)

⊗Tp,m′
Tp,m′/Im′

∼= H ′ ⊗T′

p,m′

Tp,m′/Im′

∼= H ′ ⊗T′

p,m′

(

T1,m ⊕ T1,m

) ∼=
(

H ′ ⊗T′

p,m′

T1,m

)

⊕
(

H ′ ⊗T′

p,m′

T1,m

)

,

where we used Corollary 2.6 (b). Note that theT′
p,m′[Gal(Q/Q)]-action factors through to give a

T1,m[Gal(Q/Q)]-action.
Recall thatρm : Gal(Q/Q) → GL2(T

′
p,m′/Im′) ∼= GL2(T1,m) is characterised by it being unrami-

fied outsideNp and the characteristic polynomial ofFrobℓ for ℓ ∤ Np being equal toX2−TℓX+ 〈ℓ〉.
Hence, the characteristic polynomial of(ρm⊗ ǫ̃−1)(Frobℓ) isX2−Tℓ/〈ℓ〉X+1/〈ℓ〉. SinceH ′⊗T′

p,m′

T1,m satisfies the same properties, it agrees withρm ⊗ ǫ̃−1 by [Car94], Théorème 1.
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4 Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2. We deal with the cases whenTp,m′ is local or not separately.
Let us first remark thatN ≥ 5 can be assumed without loss of generality as follows. One can

increase the level at some unramified auxiliary primeq ≥ 5, q 6= p and apply the theorem in levelNq,
yielding a Galois representation with coefficients in the weight 1 Hecke algebra forΓ1(Nq) which
is unramified outsideNq. Since the Hecke algebra forΓ1(N) is a quotient of the one forΓ1(Nq),
one obtains the desired Galois representation, which is hence also unramified outsideNq. Choosing
a different auxiliaryq, one sees that the Galois representation forΓ1(N) is unramified at the auxiliary
prime.

No tame ramification

We first show that there cannot be any tame ramification.

Lemma 4.1. LetT be a finite dimensional localF-algebra with maximal idealm for a finite extension
F/Fp. If A ∈ ker(GLn(T) → GLn(T/m)) is a matrix such thatAp−1 = 1, thenA = 1.

Proof. There is a matrixM all of whose entries are inm such thatA = 1 + M . ThusA = Apr =
(1 +M)p

r

= 1 + Mpr for all r ∈ N. As m is a nilpotent ideal and all entries ofMpr lie in m
pr , it

follows thatM = 0.

Proposition 4.2. Let T be a finite dimensional localF-algebra with maximal idealm for a finite
extensionF/Fp. LetC be a subgroup ofZ/(p − 1) andρ : C → GLn(T) a representation such that
the residual representationρ : C → GLn(T/m) is trivial. Thenρ is trivial.

Proof. As ρ is trivial, ρ takes its values inker(GLn(T) → GLn(T/m)). But, this group does not have
any nontrivial element of order dividingp − 1 by Lemma 4.1, whenceρ is the trivial representation.

Corollary 4.3. Let T be a finite dimensional localF-algebra with maximal idealm for a finite ex-
tensionF/Fp. Let ρ : Gal(Qp/Qp) → GL2(T) be a representation and letρ : Gal(Qp/Qp) →
GL2(T/m) be its residual representation. Assume that the semisimplification ofρ is unramified and
that the restriction ofρ to Gal(Qp/Qp(ζp)) is unramified.

Thenρ is unramified.

Proof. As the semisimplification ofρ is unramified and the restriction ofρ to Gal(Qp/Qp(ζp)) is
also unramified, it follows thatρ is unramified. Moreover, the image of the inertia group has tobe a
subgroup ofZ/(p− 1), whence it acts trivially by Proposition 4.2.

The non-local case

Proof of Theorem 1.2 – the non-local case.Note that the assumptions of Theorem 1.2 imply that As-
sumption 3.5 is satisfied due to Theorem 3.4. We now assume that we are in the non-local case, i.e.
Tp,m′

∼= Tp,m̃1
× Tp,m̃2

. Let mi ∈ Fp[X] be the minimal polynomial ofU−1
p acting onTp,m̃i

. Then
m1 andm2 are powers of coprime irreducible polynomials. We obtain

G[p](Q)/Im′ = G1[p](Q)/Im′ ⊕G2[p](Q)/Im′

12



andGi[p](Q)/Im′ is characterised by the fact thatmi(U
−1
p ) annihilates it. From Proposition 3.6 it

follows thatG[p](Q)/Im′ is isomorphic to
(

ρm ⊗ ǫ̃−1
)

⊕
(

ρm ⊗ ǫ̃−1
)

asT1,m[Gal(Q/Q)]-modules.
But, as suchG1[p](Q)/Im′

∼= G2[p](Q)/Im′ , thus for bothi = 1, 2 we haveρm⊗ǫ̃−1 ∼= Gi[p](Q)/Im′ .
We are now going to work locally and letG = Gal(Qp/Qp(ζp)) andI its inertia group. By

Proposition 3.3 (a) applied toGi we obtain fori = 1, 2 that

G0
i [p](Qp)/Im′ →֒

(

Gi[p](Qp)/Im′

)I ∼=
(

ρm ⊗ ǫ̃−1
)I

and thatFrobp on the left hand side acts throughU−1
p , whence the image of the map is annihilated

by mi(Frobp). As the polynomialsm1 andm2 are coprime,G0[p](Qp)/Im′
∼= G0

1[p](Qp)/Im′ ⊕
G0

2[p](Qp)/Im′ is a subrepresentation of
(

ρm ⊗ ǫ̃−1
)I

. CountingFp-dimensions, it follows that

G0[p](Qp)/Im′
∼=

(

ρm ⊗ ǫ̃−1
)I ∼= ρm ⊗ ǫ̃−1.

Consequently,ρm is unramified atp, using Corollary 4.3 and taking into account that the semisimpli-
fication ofρ

m
restricted toGal(Qp/Qp) is unramified atp. Moreover, again due to Proposition 3.3 (a)

the characteristic polynomial ofFrobp onρm⊗ ǫ̃−1 is the one ofU−1
p , which isX2−Tp/〈p〉X+1/〈p〉

(see Corollary 2.6), so that the one ofρm(Frobp) is as claimed.

The local case

Proposition 4.4. LetR be a localFp-algebra which is finite dimensional as anFp-vector space and
letm be its maximal ideal. PutF = R/m. LetG be a group. LetM,N,Q beR[G]-modules which are
free of rank2 asR-modules and suppose we have an exact sequence

0 → N
α−→ M ⊕M → Q → 0

ofR[G]-modules. Suppose further thatN := R/m⊗R N is indecomposable as anF[G]-module.
ThenN ∼= M ∼= Q asR[G]-modules.

Proof. WriteM := R/m⊗RM . Counting dimensions asF-vector spaces it follows that the sequence

0 → N
α−→ M ⊕M → Q → 0

is an exact sequence ofF[G]-modules. Consider the composite map

φi : N
α→֒ M ⊕M

pri−−→ M

for i = 1, 2, wherepri is the projection on thei-th summand. Note that theφi are homomorphisms of
R[G]-modules. Tensorφi with R/m to obtain

φi : N
α→֒ M ⊕M

pri−−→ M.

Note that the casesdimF im(φi) ≤ 1 for i = 1, 2 cannot occur: If one of the dimensions is1 and
the other0 or if both are0, then one has a contradiction to the injectivity ofα. If both are1, then
N ∼= im(φ1) ⊕ im(φ2) asF[G]-modules, which contradicts the assumed indecomposability of N .
Hence, there isi ∈ {1, 2} such thatdimF im(φi) = 2. Hence,φi is an isomorphismN → M . It

follows thatφi : N → M is surjective. Indeed, tensoring the exact sequenceN
φi−→ M → S → 0

overR with R/m, shows thatS = R/m⊗R S = 0, whenceS = 0 by Nakayama’s lemma. AsN and
M are finite sets,φi is an isomorphism ofR[G]-modules.
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Proof of Theorem 1.2 – the local case.Note that the assumptions of Theorem 1.2 imply that Assump-
tion 3.5 is satisfied due to Theorem 3.4. We now assume thatTp,m′ is local. We are going to deduce
the statement from Proposition 4.4. ForR we takeT1,m and we letG := Gal(Qp/Qp(ζp)). In Pro-
position 3.6 we have seen thatρI

m
′

is isomorphic to
(

ρm ⊗ ǫ̃−1
)

⊕
(

ρm ⊗ ǫ̃−1
)

asR[G]-modules and
we takeM to beρm ⊗ ǫ̃−1.

Next we reduce the exact sequence of Proposition 3.3 (b) modulo Im′ . Due to multiplicity one, it
remains exact (since it is split as a sequence ofTp,m′-modules), whence we obtain an exact sequence
of R[G]-modules

0 → ρ̃ → ρI
m
′
→ Ge[p](Qp)/Im′ → 0,

where ρ̃ = G0[p](Qp)/Im′ . By Proposition 3.3 (a) we know that̃ρ is unramified as aG-module
and it is free of rank2 overR. Moreover, any arithmetic Frobenius atp acts through multiplication
by U−1

p . Also Ge[p](Qp)/Im′ is free of rank2 as anR-module. Takingρ̃ modulom we obtain
an indecomposableR/m[G]-module, where the indecomposability is due to the formula for Up (see
Corollary 2.6). Hence, we takeN to beρ̃, restricted toG.

Thus, from Proposition 4.4 we obtainρm ⊗ ǫ̃−1 ∼= ρ̃ asT1,m[Gal(Qp/Qp(ζp))]-modules, and, in
particular, thatρm is unramified atp, using Corollary 4.3 and taking into account that the semisimpli-
fication ofρ

m
restricted toGal(Qp/Qp) is unramified atp. Moreover, again due to Proposition 3.3 (a)

the characteristic polynomial ofFrobp onρm⊗ ǫ̃−1 is the one ofU−1
p , which isX2−Tp/〈p〉X+1/〈p〉

(see Corollary 2.6), so that the one ofρm(Frobp) is as claimed.

5 Examples

We illustrate Theorem 1.2 by two examples. They both appeared first in Mestre’s appendix to [Edi06]
and we work them out in our context.

Both examples are of the following shape. LetF be a finite field of characteristicp andT :=
F[ǫ] := F[X]/(X2). Then we have the split exact sequence of groups:

0 → Mat2(F)
0 A 7→1+ǫA−−−−−−→ SL2(T)

ǫ 7→0−−→ SL2(F) → 1,

whereMat2(F)
0 denotes the2 × 2-matrices of trace zero (considered here as an abelian groupwith

respect to addition), on whichSL2(F) acts by conjugation (i.e. it is the adjoint representation). If
p > 2, then this representation is irreducible, ifp = 2 it has non-trivial submodules.

Examplep = 2, N = 229

In this case there is only one normalised eigenformg ∈ S1(Γ1(N);F2)Katz and thus only a unique
maximal idealm ⊂ T1. For example using MAGMA ([BCP97]) and a package developed by the author
(see Appendix B of [Edi06] for an old version), one computes thatT1

∼= F2[ǫ] and thatρ
m

= ρg :

Gal(Q/Q) ։ SL2(F2) ∼= S3. If ker(ρg) = Gal(Q/K), thenK is the Hilbert class field ofQ(
√
229).

Let us callG the image ofρm : Gal(Q/Q) → SL2(T) coming from Theorem 1.2. It turns out that
G ∩Mat2(F2)

0 = {( 0 0
0 0 ) , (

0 1
1 0 ) , (

1 1
0 1 ) , (

1 0
1 1 )} (with the intersection being taken with respect to the

mapA 7→ 1 + ǫA) and thatG ∼= S4. In fact, this example can be obtained by reducingρf , wheref is
a holomorphic weight1 cuspidal eigenform withρf having projective imageS4.

Hence, the fact thatρm is unramified at2, which follows from Theorem 1.2, can already be
deduced from the theorem of Deligne and Serre.
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Examplep = 2, N = 1429

In this case there is a normalised eigenformg ∈ S1(Γ1(N);F2)Katz such that the image ofρg is iso-
morphic toSL2(F8). As SL2(F8) is not a quotient of any finite subgroup ofGL2(C), this implies, as
noted by Mestre, thatg is not the reduction of any holomorphic weight1 eigenform. Letm be the max-
imal ideal ofT1 corresponding tog. One computes thatT1,m

∼= F8[ǫ]. If ker(ρg) = Gal(Q/K), then
K is a Galois extension ofQ with Galois groupSL2(F8) which is unramified outside the prime1429.

Now considerρm : Gal(Q/Q) → SL2(T1,m) from Theorem 1.2 and letL be the Galois ex-
tension ofQ such thatGal(Q/L) ∼= ker(ρm), which is unramified outside1429. After checking
many Frobenius traces it seems very likely thatL is K(

√
1429) and, hence, thatG := im(ρm) ∼=

SL2(F8)× Z/(2). Explicitly, G ∩Mat2(F2)
0 = {( 0 0

0 0 ) , (
1 0
0 1 )}.

In this case it is clear thatL is unramified at2 without appealing to Theorem 1.2. However, the
remarkable phenomenon is that this extensionL/Q is detected by weight one Katz forms through
their Hecke algebras. This points in the direction that one should ask ifT1,m is in fact a universal
deformation ring ofρ

m
in the category of localFp-algebras with residue fieldT1/m for the local

conditions of being unramified atp and minimally ramified elsewhere.
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