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1 Introduction

Letg = > -7, a,q™ be aholomorphic cuspidal Hecke eigenform of weigbhI'; (V') with Dirichlet
charactek. Deligne and Serré [DS74] constructed a Galois representat

py : Gal(@/Q) — GL(C),

which is irreducible, unramified outsid€é and characterised by, (Frob,) having characteristic poly-
nomial X2 — a,X + €(¢) for all primes¢ { N. Here, and throughoukrob, denotes an arithmetic
Frobenius element. Let now{ N be a prime number. Reducing modulo (a prime above) and
semisimplifying yields a Galois representation

p, - Gal(Q/Q) — GLy(F,),

which is still unramified outsidév (in particular, ap) and still satisfies the respective formula for the
characteristic polynomials at all unramified primes. Irtfag only depends on the reduction of (the
coefficients ofly modulo (a prime above).

In this article, we shall work more generally and study ndised cuspidal Katz eigenformg
overFF,, of weight 1 on I'; (V) with Dirichlet charactere and g-expansion (atc) >°°° ; a,¢" for
p 1 N (see Sectiof]2). Unlike when the weight is at lezashot all suchg can be obtained by re-
ducing holomorphic weight forms. The first such nonliftable example was found by Me&tee
Appendix A of [EdiO6]). Neverthelesg, also has an attached Galois representagipwhich is un-
ramified outsideVp and such that the characteristic polynomials at unramifiedgs look as before.
In their study of companion forms, Gross, Coleman and Voladved thap,, is also unramified gt
in almost all cases.

Proposition 1.1(Gross, Coleman, Voloch)f p = 2, assume thartl% # 4¢e(p) (i.e.a2 # 0). Then the
residual representatiop, is unramified ap.
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Proof. The case > 2 is treated by[[CV92] without any assumption @n [Gro90] proves the result
for all p (i.e. includingp = 2), but with the extra condition, subject to some uncheckedpatibilities,
which have now been settled by Bryden Cais in [Cai07], Challe O

In this article we give a somewhat different proof and remitneecondition in the cage= 2. The
main objective, however, is to extend the representgijpto a2-dimensional Galois representation
with coefficients in the weight Hecke algebra and to show, in most cases, that it is also ufiedm
outsideN, in particular afp, with the natural characteristic polynomials at all unrici primes.

We now introduce the notation necessary to state the maift.réset S; (I'; (N );Fp)Katz be the
F,-vector space of cuspidal Katz modular forms of weighan I'; (V) over F, and letT; be the
Hecke algebra acting on it, i.e. tfig-subalgebra insidEnde(Sl (T1(N); Fp)kat2) generated by all
Hecke operator§, for n € N (see also Sectidd 2). Let be the maximal ideal df'; defined as the
kernel of the ring homomaorphisfi; Inan, Fp. LetT, ,, denote the localisation @f; atm. For the

representatiom, we shall also write,,.

Theorem 1.2. Assume thap,, is irreducible and that, ifp,,, is unramified ap, thenp,, (Frob,) is not
scalar.
Then there is a Galois representation

pm : Gal(Q/Q) — GL2(T1m)

which is unramified outsid&” and such that for all primeg+ N (including ¢ = p) the characteristic
polynomial ofpy, (Froby) is X2 — Ty X + (¢) € Ty u[X].

Note that we are not assuming thgt is unramified ap, but, that this can be deduced from the
theorem. This removes the condition in the case 2 from Propositior 1.11.

Corollary 1.3. The representatiop, is unramified outsidéV and the characteristic polynomial of
py(Froby) equalsX? — a,X + €(¢) for all primes/ { N, including? = p.

Proof. If p,, = p, is reducible, then it is automatically unramifiedzaas it is semisimple. Ip,, is
irreducible, the result follows by reducing, (from Theoreni_12) modulem. O

The proof of Theorenl 112 will be given in Sectibh 4 and we wilistrate the theorem with
examples in Sectidn 5. The essential point that makes th# prork is that cusp forms of weight
overF, sitin weightp in two different ways; on-expansions the situation is precisely the same as in
the theory of oldforms, when passing from levélto level Np. Let us call this ‘doubling’. We shall
see that it leads to a ‘doubling of Hecke algebras’ and firtally ‘doubling of Galois representations’.
It is from the latter that we deduce the main statement.

In the proof of Theorerh 112 we use essentially thatsatisfies multiplicity one (see Sectibh 3);
hence, the case whefy, is unramified afp with scalarp,, (Frob,), where multiplicity one fails by
Corollary 4.5 of [WieQY], has to remain open here.

Since the present article was finished and first put on arXiXival102.2302), | made some
unsuccessful efforts to remove the multiplicity one-agstiom. Since then, Frank Calegari and David
Geraghty released an impressive prepfint [CG12], in whiely manage to extend Theorém|1.2 to all
cases (for odd primes) and, moreover, achieve @ = T-theorem, using a detailed analysis of the
local deformation rings. They also prove that the relevaaltiplicity is 2 if it is not 1, completing
the main result of [WieQ7].

We finish this introduction by expressing our optimism th&tmethods of the present paper might
generalise to some extent to Hilbert modular forms. We phterinvestigate 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 forrdd-acke algebras that are needed for the
sequel. In particular, we deduce a ‘doubling of Hecke alggfrom a ‘doubling of modular forms’.
We shall use the following notation and assumptions througthe article.

Notation 2.1. e Letp be a prime number and’ > 5 an integer not divisible by.
e Frob, always denotes an arithmetic Frobenius elemerit at
e (,, always denotes a primitive-th root of unity (forn € N).

e If Risaring, M, N are R-modules ands C M is a subset, then we put

Hompg (M, N)°=% := {f e Homg(M,N) | f(s) =0Vs e S}.

Katz modular forms

For the treatment in this article, it is essential to dispafsthe geometric definition of modular forms
given by Katz. Since the tools we need are nicely exposed diDf}, we follow this article, and,
in particular, we work with Katz modular cusp forms for the aob problem[Fl(N)]pr of elliptic
curves with an embedding of the group scheme We use the notatiow)(I'y (V); F,)kat, for
these. Replacind, by a field extensior¥ of I,,, one also defines (I'1(N); F)kat,. By flatness,
Sk(T1(N); F)katz = F ®r, Sk(L'1(V); Fp)xate-

Let Ty(I'1(N); Fp)katz be theF,-subalgebra oEnde(Sk(Fl(N);Fp)Katz) generated by all
Hecke operator§;, and letT) (I'1 (N ); Fp)kat be its subalgebra generated only by th@savith p {
n. Note that both contain the diamond operators due to theularfi—! (¢) = T7? — T, for a primer.
Theg-expansion principle (see e.g. [DI95], Theorem 12.3.4)thedormulaa; (T, f) = a,(f) show
that the pairindl'y (I'1 (N ); Fp)katz X Sk(L'1(N); Fp)katz — Fp, given by(T, f) = a1 (T f) is nonde-
generate and, thus, provides the identification

HEZO: (Tn)g™
Homg, (Tg (T (N); Fp) iats, F) —— =t 2

Se(l'1(V); F)katz (2.1)

for F/IF,,.

Classical modular forms

It is useful to point out the relation with classical holombic cusp forms, for which we use the
notation S, (I'1 (NV)) and Sk(I'1 (IV))a. The corresponding Hecke algelifa(I'; (IV)).; is defined as
the Z-subalgebra ofindc(Sk(I'1(IV))e1) generated by all Hecke operatdfs. By the existence of
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an integral structure and tlgeexpansion principle, the mdpomz (Tx(T'1 (N))c1, C) = Sp(T'1(V))al
which sends a map to the Fourier serie3 > ; ¢(T,)q™ with ¢ = q(z) = €*™* is an isomorphism.
We let Sk(Fl(N), R)cl = HomZ(Tk (Fl(N))ch R) for any Z—algebraR. Note Sk(Fl(N), (C)C] =
Sk(T'1(N))a. Note also that due to the freeness and the finite generatidh, (@ (NV)). as aZ-
module

Ry @R, Sp(I'1(N); Ri)a = Sp(I'1(N); R2)a (2.2)

for any R-algebraR,. For a subringR C C the R-moduleS,(T'1(NV); R). agrees with the subset
of Si(I'1(V)) consisting of those forms witirexpansion having coefficients R, as e.g. in[[DI95],
Section 12.3.

The following proposition states that for weights at lensdtatz cusp forms oveF, coincide with
reductions of classical ones of the same I&uglV).

Proposition 2.2. Letk > 2. AssumeV #£ 1 or p > 5.

(@) There is an isomorphismiy(I'1 (N); F)e = Sk(I'1(V);F)kat. Which is compatible with the
Hecke operators ang-expansions for an§ /IF,,.

(b) The magF, @z Tk(I1(N))a 18T T, Tk(T'1(N); Fp)katz IS an isomorphism of rings.

Proof. (@) By Theorem 12.3.2 of [DI95] (see also Lemma 1.9 of [Edir]the casesV < 5) one

has
1
IFp ®Z[%} Sk(rl(N)a Z[N])Katz = Sk(Fl(N), ]Fp)Katz
compatible with the Hecke operators. By [ECi06], 4.7, orse dlas
SE(T1 (N ); 2] s = ST (N):ZL2)
k(11 3 N Katz — Pk\L 1 ) N cl:

Both identifications respegtexpansions. Invoking them together with Equationl(2.2¢githe state-
ment.

@) From (@) it follows thai, @z Ty (I'1(N))a ELElindliN Tr(I'1(N); Fp)kat» IS @ surjection of
rings. To see it is an isomorphism it suffices to invoke Eaquesti{2.1) and(2]2) to give:

@)
Homp, (Tx(I'1(V); Fp)xatz, Fp) = Sk(T'1(N); Fp)Kkats =
Sk(C1(N);Fp)a = Homz(Ty (L1 (N))e, Fp) = Homp, (Fp @z T(T1(NV))d1, Fp),

which is the map induced froh® T,, — T,, due to the compatibility of-expansions. O

Note that the corresponding statement for weight 1 is false. We shall explain examples in
Sectiorlb. That failure is actuallg raison d’étreof this article.

Doubling of weight one forms

Towards the goal of this article, the construction and stfdyGalois representation into the weight
Hecke algebra, it is necessary to increase the weight, sirgght 1 is not a cohomological weight.
The increased weight will enable us to see the Galois reptasen on the Jacobian of a modular
curve, thus, permitting the use of geometric tools.

We shall map weight forms into weightp. This can be done in two different ways: multiply-
ing by the Hasse invariant (a modular form oveif', of weightp — 1 with g-expansionl); the

4



FrobeniusF'(f) = f?. The former does not change tix@xpansion and the latter maps -, a,¢"
to Y 7, a,q"P. The formula forF is clear for modular forms ovét,; if we work with coefficients in
F/F,, then as in[[EdiO6] we take tHelinear extension of’. Note that on the level of-expansions,
the two mapsA and F' correspond precisely to the two degeneracy maps from lével Np. Hence,
weight one forms in weight are very analogous to oldforms. That is the price to pay feruse of
geometric tools.

LetF/F, and consider the map

U (51(P1(N);F)Katz)®2 = Sp(T1(N); F)katz,  (f,9) = A(f) + F(g) = Af + 7. (2.3)

By Proposition 4.4 of [EdiO6] this is an injection. We shaliite 7}, for the Hecke operator in weight
andU,, for the one in weighp. According to Equation (4.2) of loc. cit. one has

<a>o\IJ:\IJo(<8> <2>), Tno\II:\IIO(Ig]”IQn), Upo\IJ:\IJo(};%ig) (2.4)

forptnanda € Z/NZ*.

The weight one Hecke algebra and doubling of Hecke algebras

From now on we use the abbreviatiofig and T, for Ty (T'1(N); Fp)katz and T (T'1(N); Fp)katz,
respectively. Note that Equation (2.4) implies tfigtacts onS(T'1 (V); F)kat, via the embedding
given by A. In particular, mapping’, — T, for p { n defines a ring surjectiofi, — T} . Define

o /
[:=T,NU,T,,

where the intersection is taken insiflg. We shall see in Corollafy 2.61(c) thatis the kernel of the
previous surjection.

Lemma 2.3. () InsideS,(I'1(N); F)kat, the equalityHomp, (T,, F)»=0 = FS;(T'1(N); F)kat
holds (via Equatior(2.1)).

(b) Inside S,(T'1(N); F)xar, the equalityU,Homg, (T,, F)T»=0 = AS;(T'1(N); F)kas, holds (via
Equation(Z.1)).

Proof. @) AsT, is generated aB,-vector space by the Hecke operat@isfor p { n, the left hand
side is equal tof f € S,(I't1(N);F)kat» | an(f) = 0 Vns.t.p f n}. As this is precisely the
kernel of © defined in [Kat7¥], part (3) of the main theorem of loc. cit.piies that it is equal to
FS1(T'1(N); F)katz. (0) follows from Equation[(2]4), namely one hegF = A. O

Proposition 2.4. (a) Letf € S1(I'1(N); F)kat, satisfya, (f) = 0 whenevep 1 n. Thenf = 0.
(b) T} =T;.

(c) T, = T}, + U,T;, asT)-modules.

(d) There arel’, D € T, such thatl/} — TU, + D = 0in T,,.

(e) I is an ideal ofT,,.



Proof. @) The theorem of [Kat77] already used in the previous pgbg#s a contradiction fof # 0,
since thatf is in the kernel o and has weight, so that it would have to come from an even smaller
weight under Frobenius, which is impossible.

@ If T, /T were nonzero, the§; (' (N); F,)"1=0 = Homp, (T+,F,)"1=" would be nonzero
and, hence, there would be a nonzero fofre S;(I'1(N); F,,)kat» such thata, (f) = 0 whenever
p 1 n. This is, however, excluded by (a).

@) Letg € S,(T1(N); F,)» 0 To=0 = Homg (T, F,)T»+ =0 Now g satisfiesa,(g) = 0
wheneverp? { n. Thus, there isf € S1(T'1(N);Fp)katz Such thatF'f = ¢ (again by [Kaf77])
satisfyinga,,(f) = 0 whenevemp 1 n, so that byr(®) it is zero, implying the claim.

(d) This is immediate front{(c).

@) Letx € T, N U,T,,. Thus, there ig € T, such thate = U,y. We have

Upx = U}y =TUpy — Dy =Tz — Dy € T},
whenceU,x € I. O

Let m’ be a maximal ideal off,. By T, v andT,, , we denote localisation at’. We also use
similar notation in similar circumstances.

Lemma 2.5. Letm’ be a maximal ideal of’},.
(a) The following statements are equivalent:

M) T # Ty

(i) Thereis a normalised eigenforme S;(I'1 (V); F,)kat, With g-expansiord 2 | a,,¢" such

that the mag, Tnan, FF,, defines a ring homomorphism with kermel

If the equivalent statements hold, then we say tffatomes from weight.

(b) We haveT,, v = [[;"; T, Withn € {1,2}, where them; are the maximal ideals df,, con-
taining m’.
If one of them; is ordinary (meaning thal/,, T;m), then all are and we say that’ is ordinary.

Suppose now that’ comes from weight one withe S1(I'1(N);Fp)katz as in @). Thenn' is
ordinary. Furthermorep = 2 if and only if the polynomiaX? — a,(g) X + ¢(p) has two distinct
roots inT,, /m’.

Proof. @) Statement_(ai) means thé}, € T, is not in ’]I‘;,

equivalently, S, (I'y (N );Fp)fg;;“z:;,o = HomFP(Tpm/,Fp)T;,m/:o # 0. This, however, is equivalent
to the existence of a cusp forth € S,(I'1(N); Fp)xat, Such thata,(f) = 0 for all p { n and
such that it is an eigenfunction for &ll, with p 1 n with eigenvalues corresponding #g. By the
theorem of [[Kat/l7] used already in the proof of Lemmad 2.3, sungh is of the formf = Fh with

h € Si(I'1(N);Fp)katz. Hence, there is a normalised eigenfogne S;(I'1 (IV); Fp)kat, Such that
thea, (g) are the eigenvalues @f, on f for p 1 n, whence[(ali).

i.e. thatT, /T, # 0 and,

/
7m’

T =0 . .
Conversely, the existence gfimplies thatS,(I'; (NV); F,) 0 # 0, as it containsFg, so that
len,m’ 7& Tlhm"



(B) The product decomposition into its localisations is aegal fact of Artinian rings. Ifl” ! =
T,.w, there is nothing to show. So we assume now that this equidiés not hold. From Prop03|-
tion[2.4 [d) we have the surjection of rings

r X)(X2 - TX + D) 22T

p,
Taking it modm’ yieldsF[X]/(X? — TX + D) on the left hand side witli = T),/m’, which has at
most two local factors, depending on whether the quadrgtiaion has two distinct roots or a double
one. Thus there can at most be two local factors on the righd sade. Modulom’, the quadratic
polynomial is in factX? — a,(g)X + €(p), which follows from the explicit shape df), given in
Equation [Z.4); see also Corolldry P6 (a). The ordinatynow also clear since(p) is non-zero
inTF. O

We remark that it can happen thaf(g)? # 4¢(p) (this is the so-calleg-distinguishectase), but
that nevertheless the algelifa,,, is local because the distinct roots & — a,(g)X + €(p) might
only lie in a quadratic extension &t (In a previous version of this article we had referred todhse
whenT, v is non-local asp-distinguished’, which was very misleading.)

We assume henceforth that comes from weight and is hence ordinary. We writg,,/ for the
localisation ofl (from Equation[(2.8)) at’ and similarly/, = T}, ., N U, T,

pm'”

Corollary 2.6. Letm’ be a maximal ideal of’, which comes from weigfit

L _
(@) We have(S1(I'1(N); Fp)katsm) = Sp(T1(N);F, )fg’;&, The operatoi/,, acts on the left

hand side as( Té’)) 1) The operatoiT,, for p { n acts as( ;' ;).

(b) There is a natural isomorphisf,, n/ /Iy = Ty g @ T Of ’]1‘; w-modules. The operatdy),
acts on the right hand side a(sTlp *ém ) The operatofT,, for p { n acts as( ;' ;).

@2

Trn—Th

(c) The ring homomorphisf! , —— T . Is surjective with kernel,,,.

p,m/
Proof. @) By Lemmd 2B, is invertible and by Propositidn_2. Et](el)m1 is an ideal ofT, .. Thus,
we havel,y = U, ' Iy =T/, ,NU, T, . Since by Proposition 2.41(&), ,, +U, T, . = Tpw, We
have the natural isomorphism7m//lm/ = Ty /T o @ Ty / (UpT, m,) of T'-modules. It follows
that

— -1 _
Homg, (Tp v, F) ' =0 & Homg, (Tp.m, F) 20 = @& Homg, (Tp e, F) 77 T =

= Homg,, (T v, F)Trnm’ g UpHomp, (T, w, F)Tnm’zo

= A(S1T1(N))katz ) & F(S1(T1(N))Katz ) = im (W),
using Lemma Zl3. Moreover, Equatidn (2.1) gives an isomerph

Sp(T1(N); Fp)ie' =0 = Homp, (T, g, F)'m=0.

Katz,m’ —

The shapes df,, andT,, are taken from Equation (2.4).
(0) Using Equation[(Z]1)(a) can be reformulated as an isphism

Homp, (Tpw /I, Fp) = Homp, (Tp w, Fp) = =0 = Homp (T w, Fp)®?



Dualising it yields the statement, and the matrices ardljestransposes of the matrices in the previous
part.

(@) The algebra generated by thg with p t n on the left hand side of1b) fﬁj’n’m,/lm/ and on the
right hand sidél’; _,, which equalsT, ,,, by Propositiod ZJ4{b). O

1,m”

We refer to[(b) as ‘doubling of Hecke algebras’. Part (c) eskby for the definition of the Galois
representation with coefficients Ty .

Passage to weight two

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

Proposition 2.7. Let N > 5, p t N, p > 2 andm be an ordinary maximal ideal of the Hecke
algebraT,(I'1 (NN ); Fp)katz. Then there is a unique maximal ideab of IF,, ®7 T2(I'1 (Np))a Such
that7,, — T;, for all n defines a ring isomorphisf, (I'1 (IV); Fp ) katzm = (Fp @z T2(T'1(ND))el)ms-

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

Rememberindl', v = [}, T, &, (See Lemm@a2]5), we obtain that after localisation at orgtina
w’, the Hecke algebrd,, ., acts on the-torsion of the Jacobian of; (Np). We shall henceforth use
this action without specifying the isomorphism from Prdpon [2.7 explicitly.

3 The Galois representation of weight one

In this section we shall construct the Galois represemtatig identify it on the Jacobian of a suitable
modular curve and derive that it ‘doubles’ from the ‘doubliof Hecke algebras’.
We collect some statements and pieces of notation whicingraée for the whole of this section.

Notation 3.1. Next to Notatiom 2J1 we use the following pieces of notatianththe following assump-
tions.

e T, = T,(I't(N); Fp)kat. denotes the full Hecke algebra ¢y (I'y (IV); Fp)kat- and ’]I‘; is its
subalgebra generated by tho$g with p { n. Thep-th Hecke operator is denotéd,.

e T, is the Hecke algebra of (I'1 (N ); Fp)kat, and it is equal tdl'; (see Propositiofi 2]14). The
p-th Hecke operator is denoted,.

e The mapT;, LnTny ) defines a ring surjection with kerndl = T, N U, T, (see Corol-
lary 2.6 ().

e Letm’ be a maximal ideal off}, which comes from weightand corresponds to a normalised

eigenformg € S;(I'1 (N); Fp)kat (Se€ Lemm@a 2 5). Letoe the Dirichlet character of. Then
m’ is ordinary (see Lemnia2.5). Denote daythe maximal ideal off'; the preimage of which
in T/, is m’, whencel],/m’ = T;/m. Thenm corresponds to théal(F, /FF,)-conjugacy class

F

Trh—an(g)
— Ify.

of g, i.e. it is the kernel of the ring homomorphidha

e EitherT, v = T, s, x Tp s, (thenon-local casg or T), v is local (see Lemmia2.5).



Existence

By work of Shimura and Deligne there is a Galois represaorati
P = P+ Gal(Q/Q) — GLa(T1/m) = GLo(T},/m)
characterised by the property that it is unramified outgigteand
charpoly(py,) (Froby) = X* — T, X + (£) € T1/m[X] = T}, /m'[X]

for all primes/ + Np. Under the assumption that, is absolutely irreducible, Carayol ih [Car94],
Théoreme 3, shows the existence of a Galois representation

pov : Gal(T/Q) = CLa (T )

characterised by the property that it is unramified outsigeand charpoly(pq (Froby)) = X2 —
TiX +(¢) € T, ,[X] for all primes( { Np. In fact, the reference gives a twist of this representation
Later on, we are going to be more precise about which twist. itAs a general rule, we dengte

a representation with coefficients in a finite fieldy and p when the coefficients are in a Hecke
algebra.

Proposition 3.2. Letm be a maximal ideal df'; such thatp,, is absolutely irreducible. Then there is
a Galois representation

pm : Gal(Q/Q) — GLa(T1 m)

characterised by the property that it is unramified outsidg and charpoly (pn, (Froby)) = X2 —
Te X + (¢) € Ty w[X] for all primes? { Np.

Proof. It suffices to composgy with GLa(T), /) — GL2(T1,) coming from Corollary 2J6(c). O

The p-divisible group for p = 2

Assume for the moment that= 2. Let J be the Jacobiad; (V) of X, (V), which is defined ove®.
Let G be them’-component of the-divisible groupJ[p*]q attached tao/.

A word of explanation is necessary (see also [Gro90], Sect®). The maximal idealg of
T, containingm’ correspond under pull-back to unique maximal ideals of teekd algebr&, ©
T,(I'1(N))a, using Proposition 212. This Hecke algebra acts on the Tatkifa of.J and localisation
at eachm gives a direct factor of it. The6' is the direct product of the (at most two by Lemimal 2.5)
corresponding-divisible groups. IfT, v is non-local, then we shall denote B and G the two
p-divisible groups such that = G; x Gs.

The p-divisible group for p > 2

Assume nowp > 2. We proceed very similarly to the above: Létbe the Jacobian;(Np) of
X1(Np), which is defined ovef). Let G be them’-component of the-divisible group.J[p™]g
attached to/.

Here we use that the ideals of T,, containingm’ correspond to unique maximal ideals of the
Hecke algebrd, ®7z T2(I'1(Np))a by Propositiod 2J7. In turn they give rise, by taking preirsg
to unique maximal ideals df, @z T2(I'1(Np))a. For each of these (at most two, by Lemma 2.5)
maximal ideals we take the-divisible group of the corresponding factor of the Tate mdedf .J.
Thus, ifT), v is non-local, therd is of the formGy x Go.
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Properties of thep-divisible group

We assume that’ (and G; and G4 in the non-local case) is as defined above (for eifhet 2 or
p > 2).

Proposition 3.3. Thep-divisible groupG acquires good reduction ové,[¢,]. LetG® and G€ be the
connected component and the étale quotierd olverZ,[(,], respectively.

(a) The module&:®[p](Q,) is unramified ovef,(¢,) and there is an isomorphisti’ [p](Q,) = T
of T, w-modules, under which any arithmetic Frobenkisb, € Gal(Q,/Q,(¢,)) acts asU, .

(b) The exact sequenée— G° — G — G° — 0 gives rise to the exact sequence
0 — Tpw — G[p)(Q,) — Homp, (Tpm,Fp) — 0
of T,, ww-modules, under the identification of (a) and its dual.

Proof. This follows immediately from applyind [Wie07], Propositi 2.2, Corollary 2.3 and The-
orem 3.1 for all maximal ideals C T, containingm’. We stress that those results were all derived
from [Gro90]. O

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

It is well-known thatp,, ® ¢! is contained in then’-kernel G[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 aughdiVe do not intend to give all the
original references, but, content ourselves by referring place in the literature where the statements
appear as we need them.

Theorem 3.4(Mazur, Wiles, Gross, Ribet, Buzzard, Tilouine, Edixhovev). Assume thap,, is
absolutely irreducible. Then the following statementseaaivalent:

(i) P is unramified afp andp,, (Frob,) is non-scalar orp,, is ramified atp.

(i) G[p)(Q)[m] = p,, for any maximal ideal C T, containingm’, i.e.,, satisfiesnultiplicity one
on the Jacobian

(i) Tpm = Homp,(Tpm,Fp), i.e. T, w is Gorenstein
If the equivalent statements hold, th€fp](Q) = T, & Tp -

Proof. For the implication[{i}= (ii) we refer, for instance, ta [KW08], Theorem 1.2. The inepkion
() = @ is the content of[[Wie07], Corollary 4.5. The equivalencf (i) and [ii) is proved, for
instance, in[[KW08], Proposition 2.2 (b). Thét (ii) impligse final statement is, for example, proved
in [KWO08]|, Proposition 2.1. O

Note that by Proposition 1.1 the case tpgtis ramified atp is known not to occur in almost all
cases. We are proving in Corolldry 1.3 that it actually nexcaurs.
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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 gnd]3.1. Moreover:

¢ 5, denotes the residual Galois representation introducedrabdi is the residual representation
attached tgy. We assume thai, is absolutely irreducible.

e LetG (and Gy, G4 in the non-local case) be thedivisible group introduced earlier.

e We assume that,, satisfies multiplicity one on the Jacobian so tiigp|(Q) = Tpw & Tp
(see Theorein 3.4).

o Leté: Gal(@/@) — Gal(Q({n)/Q) = Z/(N)* LindN T,*. Note that composing with

T’* oo — (T,/m’)* equalse, the Dirichlet character ofj, seen as a character @al(Q/Q).
The next proposition can be considered as a ‘doubling ofi&aépresentations’.

Proposition 3.6. We use Assumptidn 3.5. Let , := G[p](Q) @ , T1m. Then there is an iso-
p,m
morphism
pry = (@) @ (pm@e ).

of Ty n[Gal(Q/Q)]-modules.

Proof. From [Car94], 3.3.2, and Theordm B.4 it follows thdt := G[p](Q) = T, & Tpw as
T, [Gal(Q/Q)]-modules and that it is characterised by the property thatitramified outsidévp
and that the characteristic polynomiall&fob, is X% — T, /()X + 1/{¢) € T, v [X] for all primes

¢ 1 Np. We recall that[[Car84] works with geometric Frobenius edets, whereas we are using
arithmetic ones, accounting for the differences in the idem.

By Théoreme 2 of loc. cit.7 is obtained by scalar extension of soffte , [Gal(Q/Q)]-module
H' =T ,oT, . ieH=H ©p Ty Note that in this descriptiof is aGal(Q/Q)-module
via an action or’ and aT,, m/—module via the natural action @, v in the tensor product.

Next we have the following isomorphismsf [Gal(Q/Q)]-modules:

Her, T/l = (H @1 Tpw) 1, T /T = H' @1 Ty /T
= Hl ®T;) m/ (Tl,m @ Tlvm) = (Hl ®T;, m/ Tlvm) @ (Hl ®T;) m/ Tl?‘“)’

where we used Corollafy 2.61(b). Note that tfig , [Gal(Q/Q)]-action factors through to give a

T1.m[Gal(Q/Q)]-action.
Recall thatp,, : Gal(Q/Q) — GLa( (T}, /1) = GLo(T1 ) is characterised by it being unrami-

fied outsideNp and the characteristic polynomial Bfob, for £ { Np being equal toX? — T, X + (/).
Hence, the characteristic polynomial(@f, @ e~ *)(Froby) is X* —T,/(¢) X +1/(¢). SinceH' @y
p,m

T1.m Satisfies the same properties, it agrees withw ¢! by [Car94], Théoreme 1. O
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4 Proof of Theorem[1.2

In this section we prove TheordmIL.2. We deal with the casen@},, is local or not separately.

Let us first remark thatv > 5 can be assumed without loss of generality as follows. One can
increase the level at some unramified auxiliary prire 5, g # p and apply the theorem in levalg,
yielding a Galois representation with coefficients in theghie1 Hecke algebra fof'; (NVg) which
is unramified outsidéVq. Since the Hecke algebra foy (V) is a quotient of the one fdr; (Ng),
one obtains the desired Galois representation, which isehalso unramified outsid® q. Choosing
a different auxiliaryg, one sees that the Galois representatiolf@drV) is unramified at the auxiliary
prime.

No tame ramification

We first show that there cannot be any tame ramification.

Lemma4.1. LetT be a finite dimensional loc@-algebra with maximal ideah for a finite extension
F/Fp. If A € ker(GL,(T) — GL,(T/m)) is a matrix such that?~1 = 1, thenA = 1.

Proof. There is a matrix\/ all of whose entries are im such thatd = 1 + M. ThusA = AP =
(14+ M)P" =1+ MP forallr € N. Asm is a nilpotent ideal and all entries af?" lie in m?", it
follows thatM = 0. O

Proposition 4.2. Let T be a finite dimensional locdf-algebra with maximal ideain for a finite
extensiort'/F,,. LetC be a subgroup oZ/(p — 1) andp : C' — GL,(T) a representation such that
the residual representatiop: C' — GL,,(T/m) is trivial. Thenp is trivial.

Proof. Aspis trivial, p takes its values iker(GL,,(T) — GL,(T/m)). But, this group does not have
any nontrivial element of order dividing — 1 by Lemmd4.1L, whencg is the trivial representation.
O

Corollary 4.3. LetT be a finite dimensional locdl-algebra with maximal ideai for a finite ex-
tensionF/F,. Letp : Gal(Q,/Q,) — GLy(T) be a representation and lgt : Gal(Q,/Q,) —
GL2(T/m) be its residual representation. Assume that the semidiogilon ofp is unramified and
that the restriction op to Gal(Q,/Q,(¢)) is unramified.

Thenp is unramified.

Proof. As the semisimplification of is unramified and the restriction pfto Gal(Q,/Q,(¢p)) is
also unramified, it follows thgt is unramified. Moreover, the image of the inertia group hdseta
subgroup ofZ/(p — 1), whence it acts trivially by Propositidn 4.2. O

The non-local case

Proof of Theorerh 112 — the non-local cagdeote that the assumptions of Theoreml 1.2 imply that As-
sumption 3.b is satisfied due to Theoreml 3.4. We now assurh&thare in the non-local case, i.e.
Tpm = Ty, X Ty, Letm; € Fy[X] be the minimal polynomial of/;* acting onT),, s,. Then

my andms are powers of coprime irreducible polynomials. We obtain

Glpl(Q)/ I = G1[PI(Q)/ v & G2[p)(Q)/ T

12



and G;[p](Q)/I. is characterised by the fact that;(U, ') annihilates it. From Propositidn 3.6 it
follows thatG[p](Q) /I is isomorphic to(pn ® €71) & (pm @ €7') asTy wm[Gal(Q/Q)]-modules.
But, as suct; [p](Q)/Iw = Go[p)(Q)/ I, thus for bothi = 1,2 we havep, ®é~! = G;[p](Q) /L.

We are now going to work locally and I€t = Gal(@p/(@p(gp)) andZ its inertia group. By
Propositior_3.Bfja) applied 16; we obtain fori = 1, 2 that

GYPl(@)) /I = (Gilp) @)/ L) = (pm @ E1)”

and thatFrob, on the left hand side acts throu@!gl, whence the image of the map is annihilated
by m;(Frob,). As the polynomialsn; andms are coprime G°[p|(Q,)/Iw = GI[p)(Q,)/Iw ®
G9[p)(Q,)/Iw is a subrepresentation ¢y, © 6—1)1. CountingF,-dimensions, it follows that

GO Q) /I = (pm @& 2 pro e

Consequentlyp,, is unramified ap, using Corollary 4.3 and taking into account that the sempéi
fication of p, restricted taGal(Q, /Q,) is unramified ap. Moreover, again due to Propositibn13:3 (a)
the characteristic polynomial &tob, on p, ®é! isthe one ot/ !, which isX? —T,,/(p) X +1/(p)
(see Corollary 2]6), so that the onemf(Frob,) is as claimed. O

The local case

Proposition 4.4. Let R be a locallF ,-algebra which is finite dimensional as &Q-vector space and
let m be its maximal ideal. PUf = R/m. LetG be a group. Lef\/, N, @ be R[G]-modules which are
free of rank2 as R-modules and suppose we have an exact sequence

0O=NIB3MeM—-Q—0

of R[G]-modules. Suppose further that:= R/m @ N is indecomposable as d/{G]-module.
ThenN = M = @ as R[G]-modules.

Proof. Write M := R/m®p M. Counting dimensions @ vector spaces it follows that the sequence
0NSMaM—-0Q—0
is an exact sequence BfG]-modules. Consider the composite map
¢ NS Mo M2 M

fori = 1,2, wherepr; is the projection on théth summand. Note that thg are homomorphisms of
R[G]-modules. Tensap; with R/m to obtain

i NS Mo 2.

Note that the casedimrim(¢;) < 1 fori = 1,2 cannot occur: If one of the dimensionslisand
the other0 or if both are0, then one has a contradiction to the injectivitycf If both arel, then
N = im(¢;) @ im(¢2) asF[G]-modules, which contradicts the assumed indecomposabflitV.
Hence, there i € {1,2} such thatdimpim(¢;) = 2. Hence,; is an isomorphismV — M. It

follows thate; : N — M is surjective. Indeed, tensoring the exact sequéﬁc& M—5—=0
over R with R/m, shows thats = R/m®z S = 0, whenceS = 0 by Nakayama’s lemma. A¥ and
M are finite setsg; is an isomorphism oR[G]-modules. O
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Proof of Theorerh 112 — the local casBote that the assumptions of Theorem 1.2 imply that Assump-
tion[3.5 is satisfied due to TheorémI3.4. We now assumelihat is local. We are going to deduce
the statement from Proposition #.4. F@we takeT, , and we letg := Gal(Q,/Q,((p)). In Pro-
position[3.6 we have seen that , is isomorphic to(pn @ ¢ 1) & (pm ® € ') asR[G]-modules and
we takeM to bep, ® é~ L.

Next we reduce the exact sequence of Propodition 3.3 (b) lmdgu Due to multiplicity one, it
remains exact (since it is split as a sequenc®,gf,-modules), whence we obtain an exact sequence
of R[G]-modules

0—=p—pr, — GPIQy)/ L — 0,

wherep = GO[p] (@p)/[m/. By Proposition_3.Bfa) we know that is unramified as &-module
and it is free of rank over R. Moreover, any arithmetic Frobeniusagcts through multiplication
by U, !. Also G¢[p)(Q,)/I is free of rank2 as anR-module. Takings modulom we obtain
an indecomposabl& /m[G]-module, where the indecomposability is due to the formafal, (see
Corollary[2.6). Hence, we tak¥ to bep, restricted tqj.

Thus, from Propositioh 414 we obtaji, ® ¢! = j asTy,u[Gal(Q,/Qy(¢y))]-modules, and, in
particular, thap,, is unramified ap, using Corollary 4.3 and taking into account that the sempéi
fication of p, restricted taGal(Q, /Q,) is unramified ap. Moreover, again due to Propositibn13:3 (a)
the characteristic polynomial &tob, on p, ®é! isthe one ot/ !, which isX? — T, /(p) X +1/(p)
(see Corollary 2]6), so that the onemf(Frob,) is as claimed. O

5 Examples

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

Both examples are of the following shape. [Ebe a finite field of characteristip and T :=
Fle] := F[X]/(X?). Then we have the split exact sequence of groups:

Ar1+4€A —0
)0 +e€ S €

0— Matg(F LQ(T) — SLQ(]F) — 1,

whereMat (IF)? denotes th@ x 2-matrices of trace zero (considered here as an abelian gvitp
respect to addition), on whic8L.(IF) acts by conjugation (i.e. it is the adjoint representatioff)
p > 2, then this representation is irreduciblepi& 2 it has non-trivial submodules.

Examplep =2, N = 229

In this case there is only one normalised eigenfgrm S;(I';(IV); F2)kat, and thus only a unique
maximal ideain C T;. For example using McmA ([BCP97]) and a package developed by the author
(see Appendix B of[[EdiO6] for an old version), one computest T; = F2[e] and thatp,, = 7, :
Gal(Q/Q) — SLa(F2) = Ss. If ker(p,) = Gal(Q/K), thenK is the Hilbert class field o) (1/229).
Let us callG the image ofp,, : Gal(Q/Q) — SL(T) coming from Theorerfi Ll2. It turns out that
G N Mata(F2)? = {(89),(98),(§1),(19)} (with the intersection being taken with respect to the
mapA — 1+ eA) and that; = Sy. In fact, this example can be obtained by redugingwheref is
a holomorphic weight cuspidal eigenform witlp,; having projective imagé).

Hence, the fact thap,, is unramified at2, which follows from Theoreni 112, 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 eigenfgrma S;(I'1 (IV); F2)kat, Such that the image of, is iso-
morphic toSLy(Fg). As SLq(FFg) is not a quotient of any finite subgroup 6fL.,(C), this implies, as
noted by Mestre, thatis not the reduction of any holomorphic weightigenform. Lein be the max-
imal ideal of T; corresponding tg. One computes thdl, ,, = Fgle]. If ker(p,) = Gal(Q/K), then
K is a Galois extension @ with Galois groupSLy (FFg) which is unramified outside the prinie29.

Now considerp, : Gal(Q/Q) — SLa(Ty ) from Theoren L2 and lek be the Galois ex-
tension ofQ such thatGal(Q/L) = ker(pn), which is unramified outsid@429. After checking
many Frobenius traces it seems very likely thais K (1/1429) and, hence, that := im(py) =
SLy(Fs) x Z/(2). Explicitly, G N Mat2(F2)° = {(§ ), (§9)}-

In this case it is clear that is unramified aR without appealing to Theorem 1.2. However, the
remarkable phenomenon is that this extensigh) is detected by weight one Katz forms through
their Hecke algebras. This points in the direction that dmeukl ask ifT; ,, is in fact a universal
deformation ring ofp,, in the category of locaF-algebras with residue field; /m for the local
conditions of being unramified atand minimally ramified elsewhere.
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