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1. INTRODUCTION

Let « be an algebraic number of degree d. We denote by h(a) the absolute and
logarithmic Weil height. Assuming that « is not a root of unity, D. H. Lehmer
suggested that dh(«) can be bounded below uniformly in a. Known as “Lehmer’s
problem”; this question is still open. Nevertheless, in some special cases, not only
Lehmer’s conjecture is true, but it can also be sharpened. This different point of
view was considered for the first time in [5], where the authors introduced the notion
of fields with Bogomolov property, (property (B) for short), where the height is
uniformly bounded below outside torsion points. By Northcott’s Theorem, number
fields are trivial examples of fields with (B). The compositum Q" of all totally real
fields is a less trivial example (apply [24, Corollary 1’| to the linear polynomial
P(z) = z — « to get the optimal lower bound). In [5] the authors also show that
fields with bounded local degrees at some finite place has Property (B). Note that
by a result of [9] a Galois extension has uniformly bounded local degrees at every
finite place if and only if its Galois group has finite exponent. Thus (infinite) Galois
extensions with Galois group of bounded exponent have Property (B).

There are still other several interesting examples of subfields of the algebraic
numbers with Property (B). Zannier conjectured that the maximal abelian extension
Q%" of the rational field also satisfies property (B), and this was proved in [2|. By
a special case of [3, Theorem 1.1], the same is true for K®, for any number field K.
Moreover we can combine this result with the quoted result on Galois extensions
of bounded exponent. Let K be a number field and let L/K be an infinite Galois
extension with Galois group G with G/Z(G) of finite exponent. Then L has Property
(B) ([1, Corollary 1.7]).

Another class of fields with Property (B) has been exhibited in [15]. Let £ be
an elliptic curve defined over Q. Then the field Q(&,s) obtained by adjoining all

torsion points of £ has the Bogomolov property. If £ has complex multiplication
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then Q(&ors) is an abelian extension of a quadratic number field and thus it has
the property (B) by the quoted result of [3]. However for a non-CM elliptic curve
there are no number fields K such that Q(&,s) is contained in the maximal abelian
extension of K.

Note that by Kronecker-Weber theorem Q2" is the field obtained by adjoining all
torsion points of the multiplicative group. A conjecture due to S. David (see [13,
Conjecture, p.114|) suggests that Q(Ays) has Property (B), when A is an abelian
variety defined on a number field, according as it is already known for the algebraic
groups G, and £ = elliptic curve. Note that for a CM abelian variety A the field
Q(Ayors) is still an abelian extension of a (CM) number field, and thus property (B)
holds, again by the quoted result of [3].

Habegger’s method provides a lower bound h(a) > ¢(p) with ¢(p) > 0 whenever
we have a prime p > 5 such that £ has supersingular reduction at p (assumption
(P1)) and the Galois representation Gal(Q/Q) — Aut(E[p]) is surjective (assump-
tion (P2)). See [13, Theorem 1.3, p.114| for an explicit result. By a result of Elkies
there exist infinitely many primes satisfying (P1); and by a result of Serre (P2)
holds outside a finite set of primes. Thus we can find a prime p satisfying both the
above conditions. Let now A be an abelian variety. Even under similar assumptions
for a prime p, an analogue of the result of Habegger is not known.

One of the main purposes of this article is to re-interpret some known results on
property (B) in terms of Galois representations, with the aim of providing a unifying
framework for a part of the theory.

Definition 1.1. Let 2 be a separated topological group, F be a subfield of Q and
Gr = Gal(Q/F). We say that a continuous homomorphism

p: G]F — Q,
has property (B) if F(p) := @ker(p) does.

From this point of view, the main result of [2| implies (by Galois theory) that
every homomorphism of Gg taking values in an abelian group has Property (B).

In this vein, |1, Corollary 1.7] has the following consequence. Let K be a number
field, p : Gx — GL,(F) be an absolutely irreducible representation, and L = K(p).
Schur’s Lemma asserts that every intertwining automorphism of p is a scalar oper-
ator. In particular the image of the center of G = Gal(L/K) is contained in the
subgroup of scalar matrices of GL,,(F), so that the reduction map p : G — PGL,(F)
factors through G/Z(G). Thus, if the image of § has finite exponent, the same is
true for G/Z(G) and |1, Corollary 1.7] implies that p has property (B).

Habegger theorem [15, Theorem 1] establishes Property (B) for the map

pe : Gg — GLy(Z)
which is the product of all the ¢-adic representations
PEL: Gal(@/@) — Aut(Tg(S)) = GLQ(Z[)

where £ is an elliptic curve defined over Q and 7;(€) is the corresponding Tate
module. Indeed, by Galois correspondence Q(£[¢"]) is the subfield of Q fixed by the
kernel of the action of G on the {"-torsion points of £; by passing to the projective
limit we see that Q(E[(*]) = Q(pe). Since Q(E;ors) is the compositum of Q(E[¢>]),
for every prime ¢, then it coincides with the field fixed by (), ker(pg ) = ker(pe).
By the Shimura-Taniyama-Weil conjecture, proved by Wiles, all elliptic curves
defined over QQ are associated to a cuspidal eigenform of weight 2 on I'y(V), whose



BOGOMOLOV PROPERTY AND GALOIS REPRESENTATIONS 3

eigenvalues for the Hecke operators are rational numbers. A question that naturally
arises starting from Habegger’s theorem is whether and to what extent it can be
generalized to other Galois representations associated with modular forms. Let
k > 2 be a positive integer and f € Si(I'o(/V)) be a normalized eigenform for the
Hecke algebra. Let K; be the number field generated by the Hecke eigenvalues of
f, and let Oy be its ring of integers. A construction due to Shimura and Deligne
attaches to f a family of compatible Galois representations

Pfu - GQ — GLQ(OLU)

indexed by the finite places v of Oy.
For a rational prime p, we let

prp: Gg — [ GLa(Oy0).
vlp

Moreover, let

pr =[] pse: Go — GLy(Op),

where O ¢ is the profinite completion of Oy.
Inspired by Habegger’s theorem, we venture the following:

Conjecture 1.2. Let f € Si(I'g(N)) be a normalized eigenform. Then,

a) for every v, ps, has property (B);
b) ps has property (B).

Notice that Conjecture 1.2a) does not imply Conjecture 1.2b), as property (B)
is not preserved under field composition (for instance, Q" and obviously also Q(%)
have property (B) but not Q" (7), see [1, Theorem 5.3, p. 1902]).

If f is a CM modular form, then Q(py) is an abelian extension of a quadratic field,
(see for instance |20, Proposition 4.4]). Thus py has property (B) by the special case
D =1 of [3, Theorem 1.1].

When k = 2, Shimura [28] associated to f an abelian variety A defined over Q, of
dimension [K; : Q] equipped with an action of Oy; such abelian varieties have been
called of type GLy in [23] and a generalization of Wiles’ theorem [17, Corollary 10.2]
establishes that all of them arise from modular forms.

Let A be the abelian variety associated to a modular form f of weight & = 2.
Then Q(p) = Q(Asors). Indeed by costruction, for every prime p the representation
prp = L1,y Pro is given by the action of Gg on the p-adic Tate module T,(A) =
Hm Afp"]. Then it is immediate to see that Q(A[p™]) is the fixed field by ker py,,
so that Q(pys,) = Q(A[p™]). Passing to ps, we have

=Q <pr> H@ (A[p™)) = <UA[p°°> =Q (;&m) ,

where the last equality holds because the sum in A is given by rational functions
over Q.

Thus Conjecture 1.2 intersects the already mentioned conjecture of David, which
predicts that Q(A,s) has Property (B), when A is an abelian variety defined on a
number field.

Assume that ) -, a,q" is the g-expansion of f. Let p be a rational prime. Having
fixed f, we consider the following assumption on f and p:
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Assumption 1.3.
(PO) pfN;
(P1) a, =0;
(P2) the reduction Gg — GLa(O;/pOy) of ps, has image'

G(Os/pOys) = {7 € GLa(Os/pOy) | dety € ()1},
(P3)2p>5,ptk—1and Bk —1.
Our main result is the following:

Theorem 1.4. Let f = 3 . a,q" € Sp(T'o(N)) be a normalized eigenform. As-
sume that there exists a rational prime p which satisfies Assumption 1.3. Let F/Q
be a Galois extension unramified at p with property (B). Then pys,lc. has property

(B).
As a consequence (see section 6 for the proof), we obtain the following direct
generalization of Habegger’s result:

Theorem 1.5. Let f = )" ., a,q" € Sp(Lo(N)) be a normalized eigenform. As-
sume that there exists a rational prime p satisfying Assumption 1.3. Then p; has

property (B).

Recall that a modular form f is supersingular at a prime p of O above p if a, € p.

When a, € Z (as in the case K; = Q) and p > 5, this implies a,, = 0, by the Deligne
bound: |a,| < 2,/p. Therefore in the case of elliptic curves, Habegger’s assumption
p > 5 supersingular is equivalent to a, = 0. Note that when K; # Q the condition
a, = 0, required in our proof, is in general stronger than supersingularity.
Our condition (P2) generalizes Habegger’s assumption on the surjectivity of the
Galois representation Gg — Aut&[p]. It has been extensively investigated in the
literature (see [22, 23, 4, 14, 18|); we summarize here the most relevant results for
the purposes of this work.

In the case of modular forms associated to a non CM elliptic curve, a theorem
of Serre |27] establishes property (P2) for every p except finitely many. This re-
sult, together with the aforementioned Elkies’theorem, ensures the non conditional
character of Habegger’s theorem.

For a modular form such that K; # Q the situation concerning the image of py,
is complicated by the possible of presence of inner twists; i.e. the elements of the
subgroup I' C Aut(Ky) consisting of those automorphisms o for which f7 is equal
to the twist of f by some Dirichlet character. Let K; be the subfield of K fixed by I'.
It is proved in [22, Theorem 3.1] that there is an abelian number field £ such that
for p large enough relatively to f, the restriction py,|q, has image @<OK1 ® Zyp).

Therefore, all we can say is that condition (P2) holds for p large enough when f
has no inner twists. In the case of trivial nebentypus (the one we are dealing with)
it is easy to see that inner twists must arise from a quadratic Dirichlet character;
and Ribet proved that they do not appear when N is square free |21, 3.9].

In particular, the results in [22] imply (P2) when k£ = 2, N is a prime, p { 6(N —1),
Ky is unramified at p and Oy is generated over Z by the coefficients a,,.

Some explicit examples with & = 2 of such modular forms satisfying also (P0)
and (P1) are the following:

- N =73,p=759, K; = Q(+/13) (form 73.2.a.c in [29]).

IThe image is always contained in é(Of /pOy), see the remark above Assumption 1.3.
2Note that all these conditions are satisfied if p > 2k — 1.
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- N =167, p=11, K; = Q(+/5) (form 167.2.a.a in [29]).
- N =383, p=13, K; = Q(+/5) (form 383.2.a.a in [29].
- N =151, p=41, [K; : Q] = 3 (form 151.2.a.a in [29]).

Some other examples in weight £ > 2 with a, = 0, can be produced when K = Q. In
this case in fact conditions (i),(ii), (iii) in [22, page 192] are automatically fulfilled,
and if a, = 0, then condition (iv) is also satisfied, because the residual representation
Py is irreducible, for every v|p. There are several examples of this type with k = 4,
for example

- N =186, p =11, (form 186.4.a.a in [29]).
- N =210, p =11 or p = 23, (form 210.4.a.e in [29]).
- N =1265, p = 53, (form 1265.4.a.c in [29]).

Some other examples with £ > 6 are:

- N=390,p=7, k=06 ((form 390.6.a.c in [29]).
- N=66,p=>5, k=38 (form 66.8.a.a in [29]).

We were not able to find examples with weight > 8.

Indeed, the simultaneous occurrence of conditions (P0) and (P1) for a non CM
modular form is expected to be a fairly rare phenomenon. In this direction, Cale-
gari and Sardari [7] proved that, fixed a pair of coprime integers p, N, there is only
a finite number of eigenforms for I'y () having a, = 0.

Plan of the paper.

In Section 2 we introduce most of the notations we need and we make some
preliminary remarks.

Section 3 is devoted to two general statements on lower bounds for the height. The
proofs rely on the techniques developed in [2], [3], [15] and [1]. We fix two (possibly
infinite) Galois extensions F/Q, L/Q. We fix a rational prime p. Usually, lower
bounds for the height come from a dicotomy depending on whether p is ramified or
not in L. In the second case a Frobenius argument is generally enough to conclude.
In the first case we need a descent argument. Here we change the point of view,
assuming [ not ramified at p, with the residual degrees at p not growing from F
to L. Moreover, we avoid the equidistribution argument of [15], by using instead
the acceleration lemma of [1]. This simplifies the proofs, although it leads to worse
lower bounds, as remarked in [12, Section 4.2.2]. As a toy example we deduce a
generalization (Theorem 3.5) of the main result of [2].

One of the crucial steps in applying the height-machinery above is to have a precise
as possible description of the sequence of the local higher ramification groups. This
is done in [15, Lemma 3.3] using the fact that the formal group associated to the
elliptic curve is a Lubin-Tate module over Z,. In Section 4 we show that, by local
Langlands correspondence and the classification of the two dimensional crystalline
representations of Gg, given by Breuil, our local representation at p is a twist of a
power of a fundamental character, so that Lubin Tate theory is also applicable in
our more general case.

Section 5 is devoted to prove Proposition 5.1, which is the analogous of Lemma
6.2 of [15] on the normal closure of the last ramification group in the field cut out by
the reduction modulo p™ of our modular representation. This was possible thanks to
condition (P2) in Assumption 1.3. For the proof we needed a group theoretical study
of the linear group of a finite product of local rings. This is done in Appendix A.

The concluding Section 6 contains the proof of the results announced in the in-
troduction.
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2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In the following

- local fields will be denoted by F, K, E, L, ...
- global fields will be denoted by F, K, E,L, ...

For a field k, k denotes an algebraic closure of k, and G} = Gal(k/k) the absolute
Galois group of k, endowed with the profinite topology.
Let 2 be a separated topological group and p : Gg — €2 be a continuous homo-

morphism; we shall denote by k(p) = £ the field cut out by p. Then k(p)/k is a
Galois extension whose Galois group is isomorphic to Im(p). Moreover, since ker p
is closed, Gy, = ker p.

When £ is a local or global field and v is a place of k, we shall say that p is un-
ramified (resp. totally ramified) at v if k(p) is. Note that p induces an isomorphism
Gal(k(p)/k) — Im(p) which as usual we denote by the same letter p.

From now on we fix a normalized new eigenform f = ) a,q" € Si(I'o(N)) for
the Hecke algebra of weight £ > 2; then k is an even integer. We recall the relevant
definitions. We denote by K the number field generated by the a,’s and by O its
integer ring. A construction due to Shimura and Deligne associates to f a family of
compatible Galois representations:

pv : Gog — GLy(O,), v finite place of K.
Each p, is characterized by the following two properties (where we denote by p, the

rational prime divided by v):

(2.1) p, is continuous and unramified at primes ¢ with ¢ { Np,;

(2.2) for £1 Np,, the characteristic polynomial of the image by p, of

a Frobenius element at ¢ is X? — a, X + ¢ 1.

Remark 2.1. Let p be a prime and v be any place of K dividing p. Then, by (2.2)
and by Chebotarev lemma, the determinant of p, is 5’;*1, where €,: Go — Z, 1s the

p-adic cyclotomic character. (Indeed, for a Frobenius element Frob, with €1 Np, we
have: det (p,(Froby)) = (*=1 = ek=1(Froby).)

We let R
p= Hpv 1 Gg — GLy(0),
where O is the profinite completion/\of (’).A For a prime p and n > 1, we also denote
by p(p™) the reduction Gg — GLao(O/p"O) = GLy(O/p™O) of p.
Remark 2.2. Let p be a prime which does not divide N and assume that p = [ P

vlp

in O. Let n > 1 be an integer. Then
p(p™)

GLy(O) GLy(O/pr0O)
p= H Pu H H
Gg—— s IUTGLz(Ov) _ 7 JTGL2(O /B3,

vlp

where e, s the ramification index at v. Thus, by Remark 2.1, the determinant of
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p(p") is e’;_l mod p", where €, is the p-adic cyclotomic character. In particular the
determinant takes values in (Z/p"Z)*.

Go—"") Lt € GLuO)rO)

5’;*1 mod ldet ldet

(Z[p"Z)* < (O/prO)*.

We let R
G(O/pO) = {a € GLy(O/p0O) | det(a) € (F;)kil}.

Notice that the image of p(p) is clearly contained in G (O/pO) by Remark 2.2.

For the reader convenience, we also recall a statement from [15, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 2.3. Let F'/Q, be a finite extension. Let K, L Galois extensions of F
with K/ F totally ramified and L/ F finite and unramified. Then the restriction map
Gi{(KL/L) — Gi;(K/F) is a well defined isomorphism.

Remark 2.4. In [15, Lemma 2.1|(ii1) K/F is also assumed finite, but this is unnec-
essary. Moreover in op.cit. it is stated that Gal(KL/L) N G;(KL/F) ~ G;(K/F),
but Gal(KL/L)NG;(KL/F) = G;(KL/L) since L/F is unramified.

3. DIOPHANTINE RESULTS.

We start with a simple result, which is a special case of [1, Theorem 1.5]. Here
we allow finite ramification at p in F.

Proposition 3.1. Let G = Gal(F/Q) and let Z be the center. We assume that the
ramification indezx of p in F and the order of a lift of a Frobenius o over p in G/Z
are both finite. Then F has property (B).

Proof. Let e and r be respectively the the ramification index and the order of ¢ in
G/Z. Let Fy/Q be a finite Galois extension and a € Fy. Since ¢” lies in the center
of Gal(Fy/Q), we have

0" (B) — 8|, <p~V/°
for any 8 € Op, and for any place v dividing p. By [1, Lemma 2.1], there exists a
positive integer A which is explicitly bounded in terms of p and of e such that

r A r+A _

lo"(B7) = B |, <pt
We now apply [1, Lemma 2.2|, taking into account that or(ozpk) + ozprﬂ, since
otherwise o would be a root of unity. O

Let L be a (possible infinite) Galois extension. We now make the first assumption
on I which allows to globalise the metric inequality at ramified primes. We follow
some ideas from [3, Lemma 4.2| and [15, Proof of Proposition 6.1].

Assumption 3.2. There exists T € Go N I, where I is an inertia group® over p,
such that

(3.1) &(T) =9 withgeZ,g>1,
and 7|1, € Z(Gal(L/Q)).

3That is, the inverse limit of inertia groups.
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The second assumption on IL concerns ramification groups. Although of technical
nature, it is quite general to be satisfied in several cases, namely for the extensions
cut out by our Galois representations. Given a finite Galois extension E/Q and i > 0
we recall that the i-th ramification group G; at a place v over p is the subgroup of
o € Gal(E/Q) such that |o(7)—~|, < p~*Y/¢ for v € Og. Here e is the ramification
index of E over p. The group G; is the isomorphic image, by restriction, of the
corresponding local i-th ramification group of the completed extension E,/Q,. As
it is well known, the i-th ramification groups at different places of E over p are
conjugate.

Assumption 3.3. There exist Cy, Cy > 1 with the following properties. There
exists a sequence of finite Galois extensions (L, /Q),>0 with

Q=L,CL;C---CL,C---CL, and L:UIL,L.

such that for n > 1 the extension L, /Q is ramified over p. Moreover, let e, > 1 be
the ramification index, (G}'); the sequence of ramification groups of L,,/Q at a place
over p. We further denote by H, = G7 the last non trivial ramification group and

H,, its normal closure in Gal(LL,,/Q). Then

: Cn < (f, |H,| < Cy
in+1

and o
L = L,_;.

Even we are not interested in explicit computations, let us remark that the above
assumptions can be weakened in some cases (as for abelian extensions) to get sharper
lower bounds.

We can now state the main result of this section. We denote by p the set of roots
of unity and by p,. the set of roots of unity of order a power of p in Q.

Proposition 3.4. Let F/Q and L/Q two (possibly infinite) Galois extensions. We
suppose that:

- F is unramified at p and it satisfies property (B);
- L satisfies Assumptions 3.2 and 3.5.

Then FL has property (B) as well.

Proof. Let I C Gal(Q/Q) be an inertia group over p, 7 € [ and g € Z as in
Assumption 3.2.

By definition of inertia group and by Assumption 3.2, there exists a prime ideal
B of F over p such that 7z € I(P|p). Since F is not ramified at p, this last group is
trivial, thus 7 is trivial on F. Again by Assumption 3.2, 7|, € Z(Gal(L/Q)). Thus

(3.2) TlrL € Z(Gal(FL/Q)).
Since F has property (B), there exists ¢q > 0 such that
(3.3) VB e F\pn, h(B) = co.
Let a € (FL)*\ . We define
7(a)

(3.4) =12

le%4
We remark that 8 ¢ wp. Otherwise gh(a) = h(a?) = h(7(a)) = h(a) which fails
since « is not a root of unity and since g > 1. Moreover, h(8) < (g + 1)h(«). Thus
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it is enough to show that there exists a ¢ > 0 depending only on p, ¢q, C, C5 such
that h(5) > c.

We fix a finite Galois extension Fy/Q such that Fy C F and § € FoL. Let
{L,,/Q},>0 as in Assumption 3.3. We define n > 0 as the smallest integer such that
B € Foll,. If n =0 then 5 € F and h(8) > ¢y by (3.3), since 8 ¢ p. Thus we can
assume n > 1.

We now fix a place v of FyLL,, over p. Since [F is not ramified at p, the ramification
index e, of vy, coincide with the ramification index of v. Let G} C Gal(L, /Q) and
G C Gal(FoL, /Q) be respectively the i-th ramification subgroups at v, and at
v. The restriction map Gal(FoL, /Fo) — Gal(L,/Q) sends H), := G}* bijectively
in H, = G}, by Lemma 2.3 applied to the completions at v of the involved fields.
Therefore the normal closure H! of H! in Gal(FyL,/Q) is sent bijectively in the
normal closure H,, of H, in Gal(L,/Q). By Assumption 3.3 we have

(& R
<Oy, |H!| < Cs.

3.5
(3:5) m+1

Since JLfT = IL,,_1 by the last claim of Assumption 3.3, Galois theory shows that
(3.6) (FoL,,)™ = FoL,_1.

Thus g ¢ (IFOIL,L)H_41 by minimality of n. Since H/ is generated by the conjugates
of G, by Galois theory 3 ¢ (FolL,, )%™ for some ¢ € Gal(F,L,/Q). Thus there
exists o € GI" such that ¢o¢~(8) # . We fix ¢, o with the above property and
we let 5/ = ¢~1(5). Thus o(8') # . Moreover, if ¢ is a lifting of ¢ to FL, we have
g = %?‘g/) with o/ = ¢~ '(«), by definition (3.4) and since the restriction of 7 is in

the center of Gal(FL/Q) (cf. (3.2)). Note also that 5" € FoL,, and h(5') = h(5)
since 4’ is a conjugate of . Summing up, we have found ¢ € G}* and o/ € FL such

that
(3.7) g = % satisfies % #1

and we need to prove that there exists a ¢ > 0 depending only on p, ¢y, C, Cs such

that h(5') > c.

Fact. %ﬁ,/) Z Hyoo -

Proof. Let us assume by contradiction that O(Bﬁ,,) € My Let o be a lift of o to FIL.
By (3.7) and since 7 is central,
o(8) _ar(a) (6(a)\"" _7(n)
g T() \ av o
with n = &(a’)/a’ € FL. Hence
gh(n) = h(n?) = h(r(n)) = h(n),

which implies h(n) = 0 since g > 1. Thus 7 is a root of unity. Write n as n = 172

with 71 € p,e and with 1, of order not divisible by p. Hence % =1 by (3.1).
1

Thus %‘fl) = % has order not divisible by p. But ‘7(5/) € My and Z Bﬁ/,) # 1

by (3.7). Contradiction.

By the fact above,
(3.8) For any p-power p* we have a(ﬁ/)pA £ B,
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Since o € G}, for any v € O, we have
jo(7) = ALy < pUnten,

By [1, Lemma 2.1], there exists a positive integer A which is explicitly bounded in
terms of p, C7 and C5, such that

(3.9) jo0(47") — AP, < p R,

We consider the action of Gal(FyL, /Q) on itself by conjugation and its stabiliser
C(o) = {7 € Gal(FoL,/Q) | rTo7! = o}. Let 7 € C(0). We use (3.9) with 77y

instead of 7. Since o7t = 77 g and |77 (%) ] = | * |r(w), We get

A A Ny
o(777) =4[ < p 1

with w = 7(v) and thus for any w in the orbit S of v under the the action of C(o)
on the places above p. Using [2, Lemma 1| as in the proof of |1, Lemma 2.1] we find

0(B7") — 87|y < e(w) max(1, |o(8)]w)” max(1,|5],)"", Yw e S
with c(w) = p*|HTL|. This last inequality also holds for an arbitrary place w of I not
dividing p, with
1, if w{oo;
e(w) = {2, if w | 0.

Let d,, = [FolL,, : Q] and dp . = [(FoLy)w : Q) with w a place of FyL,. Using
the Product Formula to 0(6’)1”A — 37", which is # 0 by (3.8), as in the proof of |1,
Lemma 2.1] we get:

dnw

ozz S
<Z

dn,w dn,w T77 A !

= (> y log2—<z 7 )IH,Qllogp+2p h(B').

w|oo wesS

log |o/(87") = 87" |,

w) +p*log max{1, [o(5)]w} + p* log max{1,|#],})

= 1 and since d,,,, = d,, for any place w | p of L,,, and thus in

Since Ew‘oo
particular for any w € S, we get

dn v T7/
(3.10) 2p*h(B') = —=(S| - [H; | log p — log 2.
To conclude, we need a lower bound for S. Note that o € H! <1Gal(FL,,/Q), thus
the orbit O of ¢ is contained in H/. Thus:

1ol T

The stabiliser of v under the action of Gal(FyL,/Q) is by definition the decom-
position group D(v|p) of v over p which has (again by definition) cardinality d,.
Thus,

) -
1= Dk n o)) = dm'H I
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From (3.10) we then get h(S’") > ¢ with

o= 10e/2) o

2pA

As a toy example we deduce from Proposition 3.4 the following statement which
generalizes the main result of [2].

Theorem 3.5. Let F/Q be a Galois extension unramified at p with property (B).
Then F(p,e) has property (B) as well.

Proof. Let . = Q(pt,). Since L/Q is totally ramified at p and abelian, Assump-
tion 3.2 is trivially satisfied. We consider the filtration given by L,, = Q((,»). Then
it is easy to see that G = Gal(Q((r)/Q(()), for pP~1 < i < p! — 1 (see [19,
Ch. 11, §10, Ex. 1]). Thus, in the notation of Assumption (3.3), e, = (p — 1)p" !,
in=p"'—1and H, = G. We then have e,/(i, + 1) < p and |H,| < p. Clearly,
LnH_” = L,_1. The Assumption 3.3 therefore holds with C; = C5 = p. ]

4. THE LOCAL REPRESENTATION AT v | p.

In what follows, we recall some results on crystalline representations. We fix a
prime p and an embedding Q — @p, which allows to identify Gg, = Gal(@p /Q,)
with a subgroup of Gg. Note that this is helpful but harmful in our context, as some
results may depend on the chosen embedding. To simplify notations and to avoid
future conflicts, we simply denote by ¢ the p-adic cyclotomic character ¢,. Let ¢ = p?
and denote by QQ, the unique unramified quadratic extension of Q,. Let v be a place
of K over p. The two dimensional irreducible crystalline representations of Gg, have
been classified in |6, Proposition 3.1]. They are of the form Vi ., = Viv o ® x, where
k' is an integer > 2, a is an element in the maximal ideal of the valuation ring of
@p, and y is a crystalline character, that is the product of an unramified character
by an integral power of the cyclotomic character. The only isomorphisms between
them are Vi oy >~ Vir—ayu_,, Where p_; is the unramified quadratic character of
G, Up to a twist by a power of the cyclotomic character, we can suppose that  is
unramified. In this case Vj ., has Hodge-Tate weights (0, k' — 1), and the ¢-filtered
module D = Dy, associated to Vi 4, is @pel + @peg with p-action given by

pler) = p" Ix(p) e
pe2) = —er +ax(p™)es
and the filtration is given by e

D ifi<0
Fil'(D) =4 Que; if1<i<k —1
0 if i > k'

In particular, the characteristic polynomial of ¢ on the associated -filtered module
is equal to X2 —aX + x(p~1)%p" .

Let’s come back to our representations p,, with v | p. Let as assume p { N
(Assumption 1.3 (P0)). By [25, Theorem 1.2.4 (ii)], P, 18 crystalline and the

characteristic polynomial of ¢ on the associated ¢-filtered module is equal to X? —
a,X + p*~1. Moreover, representations associate to modular forms of weight & have
Hodge-Tate weight (0, k—1), (see [11]). It follows that the filtered module associated

t0 pujag, 18 Div g,y With k' =k, a=a,, and x(p) = 1 or —1. Now assume also a, =0
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(Assumption 1.3 (P1)). Since Viray =~ Vir—ayu_,, Where p_q is the unramified
quadratic character of Gg,, in both cases pU|GQp is isomorphic to Vj . Taking into
account the explicit description of Vo in |6, Prop. 3.2| we obtain:

Proposition 4.1. Let us assume 1.3 (P0) and (P1). Then for every prime v of O
above p, Pv|Gq, 15 1somorphic to the crystalline representation

. 4G _
Vo = (1ndcg:€§ 1) ® [y=T

where:

- €2 : G, — Z; 15 one of the two continuous characters characterized by the property
that their composition with the injection Qy — G?Q)Z (given by local class field theory)
is trivial on p and is one of the two natural embeddings when restricted to Zy ;

- py=1 8 one of the two unramified characters of Gq, sending Frob, in v-1.

We also need the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2. Let us assume 1.3 (P0)-(P1)-(P3). Let v be a place of K over p.
Then, up to conjugation by an element of GLy(O,), the restriction Pv|Gq, takes values

m GLQ(ZP) .

Proof. Let B be the prime ideal corresponding to v. Denote by p,(*F) the reduction
Go — GLy(0,/B0O,) = GLy(O/B) of p,. Since p+ 1 1 k — 1 (which holds a
fortiori since 2 { k — 1 by Assumption 1.3 (P3)), [7, Lemma 2.1 (1)]) ensures that
the restriction of p,(B) to a decomposition group? at p is absolutely irreducible, so
that p, a fortiori is absolutely irreducible. By Proposition 4.1, the representations
Poicq, ™ V (k,0) take values in GLy(Q),), so that the traces lie in Z,. By [8, Theorem

1], up to conjugation by an element of GLy(O,), the restriction Pv|Gq, takes values

in GLy(Z,). 0

Remark 4.3. From the proof of Proposition 4.1 we see that kerpleQp does not
depend on v|p.

Let p be a rational prime satisfying Assumptions 1.3 (P0), (P1). By Proposi-
tions 4.1, for every prime v of O above p, Pv|Gq, is a twist by an unramified character
of the induced representation of a power of a character arising from the Tate module
of a Lubin-Tate formal group over Z, (see [10, Théoréme 1.2.1]). This is exactly the
same situation occuring for the representation of G, on the p-adic Tate module of
an elliptic curve £ over Q having p as a supersingular prime, and this is the key
point of the fundamental Galois theoretic analysis of the p-power torsion points on
FE in [15, Lemma 3.3]. The proof of this lemma rests on the theory of Lubin-Tate
modules and its relation to local class field theory and thus only depends on the local
p-adic representation. We provide here a reformulation suitable for our situation,
without any reference to the theory of elliptic curves.

We first recall some simple facts concerning twists of representations. Let L be
a local field, A be an abelian group, v,w : G — A be homomorphisms. Since
ker v N ker w = ker vw N ker w, we know that

L C L(v), L(w), L(vw) C L(v)L(w) = L(vw)L(w).

4By Proposition 4.1 this restriction does not depend on the decomposition group but only on p.
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Lemma 4.4. Assume that im(w) C im(v) and the extensions L(v)/L, L(w)/L are
linearly disjoint; then im(vw) = im(v) and the restriction

(4.1) Gal(L(v)L(w)/L(vw)) — Gal(L(w)/L)
1 an isomorphism.

Proof. Since the two extensions L(v)/L and L(w)/L are linearly disjoint, the product
of restrictions induces an isomorphism

(4.2) Gal(L(v)L(w)/L) ~ Gal(L(v)/L) x Gal(L(w)/L).

This formula implies that the image of v restricted to Gal(L/L(w)) = ker w coincides
with im(v). Since v = vw over ker w, this prove that im(vw) = im(r). We now prove
the second assertion. The restriction (4.1) is clearly injective. Let 7 € Gal(L(w)/L)).
Since im(w) C im(v), there exists an element ¢ € Gal(L(v)L(w)/L) such that
v(o) = w(r)™! and o restricts to 7 in Gal(L(w)/L). Then v(o)w(c) = 1 so that
o € Gal(L(v)L(w)/L(vw)). O
Lemma 4.5. Assume that im(w) C im(v). If v is totally ramified and w unramified
with finite image, then

(1) im(vw) = im(v);

(i1) vw is totally ramified.
(iii) Fori > 0 let G; denote the i-th higher ramification group. Then

Gi(L(vw)/L) ~ G;(L(v)/L).

In particular

Gal(L(vw)/L) ~ Gal(L(v)/L).
Proof. A diagram may be of help

finite finite
unr unr
L(vw) L(v)
L(w)
finite / tot. ram.
unr
L

Here the two extensions on the left top and right top are unramified by [19, Ch. II,
Prop. 7.2].

Let us prove (i) and (7). Since v is totally ramified and w is unramified, the two
extensions L(v)/L and L(w)/L are linearly disjoint. Lemma 4.4 then shows that
im(rw) = im(v) and

(4.3) [E: L(vw)] = [L(w) : L].
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Denoting by f the residual degree, we then have:
FE/L) = [(E/L(v)) = [E: L(v)] < [L(w) : L]

by looking to the right side of the diagram. Moreover, by looking to the left part of
the diagram

FE/L) = [(E/L(ww)) = [E: Liww)] = [L(w) : L]

where the last equality comes from (4.3). Thus f(E/L) = [E : L(vw)] and then
L(vw)/L is totally ramified.

We now prove (iii). The second assertion follows from the first one for i = 0. For
the first, using (i) and Lemma 2.3 twice (with L = L(w) and with K = L(v) the
first time, K = L(vw) the second time) we get

Gi(L(v)/L) = Gi(E/L(w)) = Gi(L(vw)/L).
0

We are now ready to completely describe the ramification of the local representa-
tion py|cy,, as in [15, Lemma 3.3]. Recall that ¢ = p®. We put:

q—1
0= ——""—.
Notice that § # 1 because k is even.

Lemma 4.6. Let n > 1. We denote by ez, the composition of €3 with the reduction
modulo p".

(i) The extension Qq(€2 1/Q, is totally ramified and abelian of degree 5¢"~*, and

Gal(Qq(e5,)/Qy) = {g" ' g € (Zo/1"Z4g)*} = Z/SZ x (2/p"'2)".

(ii) Let j and i be integers with 1 < j <nand ¢ ' < (¢q—1,k—1)i < ¢/ —1. The
higher ramification groups are given by

Gi(Qqlez,)/Qq)) = Gal(Qy(e33,1)/Qqlez;1)).

Proof. By [10, Théoréme 1.2.1], €5 is up to isogeny the Tate module of a Lubin—Tate
formal group F over Z,. Then Q,(e2,) = Q,(F(n)), where F(n) is the group of
p"-division points of F. Then in the case k = 2 (i) and (ii) follow from [19, Theorem
V.5.4] and [19, Proposition V.6.1].

Assume now k£ > 2. The extension Qq(€2 1)/Q, is the subextension of Q,(e2.,,)/Q,
cut out by the (k — 1)-th power of €y ,. By assertion (i) in the special case k = 2,
and since p 1 kK — 1 by Assumption 1.3 (P3), we see that Gal(Qq(Qn)/Qq(eQn ) is
the subgroup of Z/(q — 1)Z of index d := (¢ — 1,k — 1) Assertion (i) follows.

We now prove (ii). The group Gal(Q,(e2.)/ Qq(€2 1)) has order d. By Herbrand
Theorem [19, Ch. II, Theorem 10.7], G, (Qy(€2,,)/Q,) is mapped onto Gy (Qy(€5,.")/Qq)
by the restriction map

res: Gal(Qq(€2,0)/Qq) — Gal(@q(€2n )/Qq)-
Here (cf. [19, Ch. II, Proposition 10.6])

n(r) = > min{i(o),r +1} —1

0€Gal(Qq(e2,n)/Qq (5 1))
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with i(o) = v(o(z) — z) for a generator = of the ring of integers of Q,(e2,,) over
Qq(€e2,n). For o € Gal(Q, (e, n)/Qq(62n )) we have

. oo ifo=1d
i(o) = . .
1 if o # id,

because G1(Q,(€e2.,)/Q,) is a p-group and Gal(Q, (e, n)/@q(€2 1)) has order dividing
¢ — 1 and thus G1(Q,(e2,,)/Q,) N Gal(Q, (e, n)/Qq(Ez 1)) is trivial. Therefore

M) =S+ 14 (d=1)~1=",

It follows that, for j and 7 integers such that 1 < j <mnand ¢/~ ' <di < ¢’ — 1,

Gi(Qq(€5,,1)/Qy)) = res (Gai(Qqye2n) /Qy))
=res (Q,(e2.,)/Qq(€e2;))  (by the case k = 2)
= Gal(Qy(e3,')/Qq(e351))-
Now (ii) follows from (i). O

Proposition 4.7. Letn > 1.

(i) The extension Q,(p™)/Q, is totally ramified and abelian of degree g™ *. More-
over

n n— 2
Gal (Q,(")/Q,) ~ Z/5Z x (Z/p""'Z)
(ii) Let j and i be integers with 1 < j <mn and ¢~' < (q—1,k—1)i < ¢’ —1.The
higher ramification groups are given by

Gi(Qq(p")/Qq) = Gal((@q(p")/(@q(pj)).

In particular, the last non trivial higher ramification group has index
n—1
gt —1

IES

and
G - (Z/pZ)* ifn>2
" z/57 ifn=1.
(iii) If M is an integer prime to p and v | p, then the image of Puicg, contains the

0

. -1
scalar matriz (Mo o )

Proof. By Proposition 4.1

. .G _
PolGo, = (mdcﬁje’é 1) ® phy=1-

By Mackey’s restriction formula, we see that
4.4 (md o k 1) =gl 1,
(4.0 Grd ), =404
where €, is the character obtained from e, by composing with the algebraic conjuga-
tion of Q,/Q,. Let for short v = 5!, w = p V|G, and remark that w takes values
in {1} and thus it is stable by the algebraic conjugation of Q,/Q,. Notice also
that —1 € im(v) = (Z(j)k_l, because the weight k is even. Then pyq,, Is conjugate
to

GQq — GLQ(ZQ)

(vw)(o)

(4.5) 0
‘7_>( 0 (uw)'(a>>-
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Since the kernel is normal,
Ker p(p") i, = {0 € G, | (v)(0) = () (0) =1 (mod p™)}
={0 € G, | (ww)(o) =1 (mod p")} = ker(vwy),

where we have denoted by v,,w,, the composition of v,w respectively with the
reduction modulo p™. Thus

(4.6) Qq(p") = Qq(vnen)-

By its definition, v, is totally ramified; on the other hand w is unramified with
finite image contained in im(v). By (4.6), by Lemma 4.5 (iii) with L = Q, and with
v, w replaced by v, w, respectively, and by Lemma 4.6

Gal(Q,(p")/Qy) = Gal(Qy(vnwn)/Q,) = Cal(Qq(v)/Qy) = Z/0Z x (Z/p" ' Z)*

which proves (i), and

Gi(Qq(p")/Qq) = Gi(Qq(vnwn)/Qq) > Gi(Qq(1n)/Qq) = Gal(Qq(vn)/Qq(v;))-
Moreover, again by Lemma 4.5 (iii), with L = Q, and with v, w replaced by v;, w;
(i =j,n), and by (4.6)

Gal(Qq(vn)/Qq( VJ = ker (Gal Qq(v)/Qq) — Gal<(@q<’jj>/@q))
= ker (Ga (Qq(Vnwn)/Qq) — Gal(@q(ijj)/(@q))
= Gal(Q, () /Qyy0y)) = Cal(Q, (1")/Qy ().

The last two displayed lines prove (ii).

To prove (iii), we recall that vw: Gg, — (Z;)*" is surjective by Lemma 4.5 (i).
Scalar matrices with coefficients in (Z;)k*1 are central elements, invariant by the
algebraic conjugation of Q,/Q, and thus, by (4.5), are in the image of plg, - O

5. THE NORMAL CLOSURE LEMMA.

Proposition 5.1. Let p be a rational prime satisfying Assumptions 1.3. The normal

closure of Gal(Q,(p")/Qy (")) in Cal(Q(p™)/Q) is Gal(Q(p")/Q(p"™)).

Proof. We closely follow the proof of [15, Lemma 6.2], using the result in Appendix A
instead of [15, Lemma 6.1].

Since Gal(Q,(p™)/Q,(p" 1)) C Gal(Q(p™)/Q(p™ 1)), and since the latter is nor-
mal, the normal closure of Gal(Q,(p")/Q,(p"!)) in Gal(Q(p")/Q) is contained in
Gal(Q(p™)/Q(p™')). We want to prove equality.

Let for short

Y2

H, 0, —— Gal @) 2=, cLyosro).

I I
Gal(Q,(p")/Qq(p"™")) Gal(Q(p")/Q(r" ™))

Since O/pQO is a finite product of local [F,-algebras and p > 5, we can freely use
the results of the Appendix A with 4 = O/pO. We also recall that

G(O/pO) = {a € GLy(O/pO) | det(a) € (FX)*1}.
Assume first n = 1.

By Proposition 4.2, p;(H;) is a subgroup of GLy(IF,); by Proposition 4.7 (ii),

its cardinality is 6 = ﬁ. Let s = ﬁ. By Assumption 1.3 (P3),
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p—;rl 1k —1. Thus @ ff’rkl_l) > 2 and 0 > 2s. The determinant maps surjectively
p1(Hy) onto (FX )k~ = (F)+~1P=1) because its image is that of the (k—1)-th power
Gg, — (FX)F~! of the cyclotomic character modulo p. Thus py(H,) satisfies the hy-
potheses of Proposition A.1.1, so that the normal closure of py(H;) in G(O/pO) is
G(O/pO) itself. Since by the hypothesis 1.3 (P2), p; is an isomorphism between G4

and G(O/pO), the normal closure of H in G is G itself.

Now we turn to the case n > 2. Let o € ,. As in the proof of [15, Lemma
6.2, pn(o) is the reduction mod p" of a matrix of the shape I+ p"~'A,, where I
denotes the 2-by-2 identity matrix and where the “log” matrix A, € My(O) is
well-defined mod pO. Moreover, det(p,(c)) € (Z/p"Z)* by Remark 2.2. Since
det(T+ p"'A,) = 1 + trace(A,)p" ' mod p", the matrix A, has trace in F,. Let
]\72((9/]9(9) be the subgroup of My (O/pO) consisting of matrices having trace in F,,.
We denote by L, the map 2, — Mg((’)/p(’)) which sends o to A,. Thus we have
the following commutative diagram :

Ly

[+ p" 1My (O/p"O)

Pn Ul “10 o
Qn Im(p,) ————— M(O/p0O)

Yol

Since p, and “log” are both injective, £,, is injective as well.
The group M>(O/p0O) is a direct sum

My (O/p0O) = My(O/pO)° & F,, -1

where My (O/pO)° is the set of trace zero matrices. We also remark that £, (H,) C
Ms(F,), by Proposition 4.2. As in the proof of [15, Lemma 6.2|, for 7 € ©,, and

o € Gal(Q(p™)/Q) one has
(5.1) ﬁn(a)‘cn(T)ﬁn(g)_l = Cn(UTU_l)a

where

13 79

Gal(Q(p")/Q) —= Gal(Q(p)/Q) —2— G(0/,0)
[l

{or € GL2(0/pO) | det(a) € (F)*'},

and “res” denotes the restriction. Let H,, be the normal closure of H, in Gal(Q(p")/Q).
Recall that H, C €,. We want to show that £, (H,) = My(O/pO). This will imply
that H, = (), coincides with €2, as we want (and that £, is surjective). Note that,
by property 1.3 (P2) p; is surjective. Since “res” is obviously surjective, p, is sur-

jective as well. Thus (5.1) says in particular that £, (H,,) is invariant by the adjoint
action® of G(O/p0O). Note that My(O/pO)? is also invariant by this action. Thus

V = L,(H,) " M2(O/pO)"

5That is, the action by conjugation.
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is an IF,-subspace of My(O/pO)° invariant by the adjoint action of G(O/p®), and
in particular by that of SLy(O/pO) C G(O/pO). Moreover

V N M(F,)" = Ln(H,) N Ma(F,)° # {0}

Indeed, £,(H,) is contained in My(F,) by Proposition 4.2; since |H,| = p* by

Lemma 4.7(i), its intersection with My(F,)" is already not trivial.

Then, by Proposition A.2.5, V = My(O/pO)° and thus L, (H,,) contains My(O/pO)°.
The cyclotomic character H,, — (1 + p"~'Z,)/(1 + p"Z,) is surjective. Indeed by

Proposition 4.1 and Mackey formula

Polg, = (€2 @ €) ® py=laq,

(see the proof of Lemma 4.7), its image coincides with Ng, g, (1 + p"'Z,) mod
1+ p"Z,, and the norm map from 1+ p"~'Z, — 1+ p"~'Z, is surjective (see for
example [26, Ch. V, §2, Prop. 3|). By condition 1.3 (P3) pt k — 1 and thus the
(k — 1)-th power of the cyclotomic character is surjective. Therefore also the trace
from £, (H,) to F, is surjective.
Thus £, (H,) = Mg((’)/p(’)) as claimed.
OJ

Remark 5.2. We have seen in the previous proof that H,, = Q, can be identified to
a subgroup of GLy(O/pO) if n =1 and to a subgroup of Ma(O/pO) if n > 2. Thus
|H,| < p*&Q where we recall that K is the number field generated by the coefficients
of our modular form.

6. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS.

Proposition 3.1 allows us to shortly settle the unramified case. We define

= Hpv : GQ — GLQ(@)

vlp

and
p® =T] po: Go — GLy(0).

ufp
Proposition 6.1. If Assumption 1.3 (P0) and (P1) hold, then p'P) has property (B).

Proof. Let F = Q(p®)). By our assumptions and by (2.1) and (2.2), F is unrami-
fied at p and the characteristic polynomial of p® (Frob,) is X2 + p*~1. Tt follows
that Frob? lies in the center of Gal(F/Q). Then Property (B) for F is ensured by
Proposition 3.1. O]

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We want to apply Proposition 3.4 with . = Q(p>). We first
check Assumption 3.2. By Lemma 4.7 (iii) (with M = 2) there exists an element
T € Gal(Q,(p>)/Q,) whose image by p, is the scalar matrix (Qk(;l 21 ). Since e
is totally ramified and Q,/Q, is unramified, 7 can be lifted to an element in the
inertia subgroup of Gg,. As its image is a scalar, 7 lies in the center of Gal(LL/Q).
Its action on the p>-th roots of unity is given by the p-adic cyclotomic character,
i.e. the determinant of p,(r), which is 4*~1. Then 7(¢) = ¢*"" for every ¢ € 0.
We now check Assumption 3.3. We consider the filtration given by L, = Q(p™).

Let n > 1. Fix a place of Q(p™) over p corresponding to an embedding Q — Q,
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Then, by Lemma 4.7 (i) and (i7), and in the notation of Assumption (3.3), e, =

n— -1 n—1 . n—1_ n n—
gt = EZ—I?Z—U’ i = ((ka—ll) and H,, ~ Gal(Q,(p")/Q,(p"')). Thus

€n _ (q B 1)qn71
intl ¢ 1—1+(@—1k-1)
By Proposition 5.1, H, = Gal(L,/L,_,), so that LTILT" = L,_1. Moreover, by Re-
mark 5.2, |H,| < ptl&Q,
The Assumption 3.3 therefore holds with C; = p? and Cy = p*K@, U

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let again F = Q(p®). Then F is unramified at p, and it has
Property (B) by Proposition 6.1. By Theorem 1.4, F(p,) has Property (B). But

F(p,) = Q(p™ x p,) = Q(p).

<q¢—1

O

APPENDIX A. ON THE LINEAR GROUPS OF A FINITE PRODUCT OF LOCAL RINGS

Let A = [[;_, A; be a finite product of local commutative F,-algebras. In this
appendix we bring together some results on the linear groups overs A.

A.1. A result on the normal closure. Let p be a prime number and k£ be a
positive integer. We define

G(A) = {7y € GLy(A) | det(y) € (FX)* 1}

It is the semidirect product SLy(A) 3 (F))*!, where z € (F*)* ! acts on SLy(.A) by
conjugation by (). The aim of this subsection is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition A.1.1. Let us assumep > 5. Let s = ) and let H be a subgroup

p—1
of GLy(FF,) such that |H| > 2s and such that the determinant maps surjectively onto
(Fx)5=1. Then the normal closure of H in G(A) is G(A) itself.

To start with, we remark that since A is a semilocal ring, SLy(.A) is generated by
elementary matrices, i.e. matrices of the form

S(Q):G ‘i‘) T@):(; (1’) o€ A,
(see [16, Theorem 4.3.9]).

Lemma A.1.2. Let us assume p > 5. Then A is generated as a IF,-vector space by
the squares of all its invertible elements.

Proof. Let B be the F,-vector subspace of A generated by the squares of all the
invertible elements of A. Note that B is a subring with unity of .4 which contains [F,,.
For every i =1, ...,k denote by e; € A the idempotent projecting to the summand
A;. Firstly we show that e; € B for every i. Indeed, choose two elements a, b in F
such that a® # b* (which is possible because [F| > 2) and let o = ae; + Y. €;,
b= bei+2#i ej. Then o?— 3% = (a*—b*)e; is a non-zero F,-multiple of e; belonging
to B.

Now we prove that every A; coincides with the subring B; generated over F, by
the squares of the invertible elements. Assume that o € A, Since p # 2 and since
A; is local, one of @ + 1 is in A. Then (o 4+ 1)*> — a? = £2a + 1 € B;, so that
a € B;. It follows A C B;. Now consider an element 7 in the maximal ideal m;
of A;. then (1+7)2—1=2r+r2=7n(2+7) € B;. Since 2+ 7)"! € A" C B;,
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we deduce m € B. Then B; is a subring containing all units of 4; and m;, so that
Finally, assume a € A and a = >, we; with a; € A;. Fori = 1,...,s we can
now szrite a; = Zj CL@jﬁin, with Q5 5 € Fp and Bl'j € AZX Put Bl'j = ﬁijei + Er;éz €r,
then g;; € A* and

o = Zaijﬁfjei € B.

Z7j

OJ

Lemma A.1.3. Let us assume p > 5. Then the normal closure of SLy(F,) in
SLa(A) is SLa(A) itself.

Proof. We have
S(@)S(B) = S(a+p8), S(a)™' =5(~a),
T()T(8) =T(a+p), T(a)" =T(-a).

Let N be the normal closure of SLy(F,) in SLy(A). It suffices to prove that N
contains all matrices S(«) and T'(«) with « varying in a set of generators of A as a
[F,-vector space. If a € A%, then

) T R (O P G e

The claim now follows from Lemma A.1.2, since S(1), T'(1) generate SLy(F,). O

—
—

Lemma A.1.4. Let us assume p > 5. Let s = ! ) and let H be a subgroup

-
(k—1,p—1
of G(F,) such that |H| > 2s and such that the determinant maps surjectively onto
(Fx)*='. Then the normal closure of H in G(F,) is G(F,) itself.

Proof. Let N be the normal closure of H in @(Fp). Since |N| > 2s, the intersection
N N SLy(F,) is a non trivial normal subgroup of SLy(F,) of order strictly greater
than 2. Since |F| > 4, the only proper normal subgroup of SLs(F) is {1d} (see for
example [29, Theorem 8.3 and Lemma 8.6, p.539]). Thus SLy(F,) C N. Since the
projection over (FX)¥~! is surjective, the result follows. O

We can now prove Proposition A.1.1. Let N be the normal closure of H in G (A).
By Lemma A.1.4, N contains G(F,), so that it contains SLy(A) by Lemma A.1.3.
The surjectivity of the determinant then shows that N = G(A).

A 2. Irreducibility of the adjoint representation. We consider the adjoint rep-
resentation of SLy(A), which is realized as its action by conjugation on the F,-vector
space My (A)Y of 2 x 2 matrices with coefficients in A that have trace zero. We want
to prove:

Proposition A.2.5. Let us assume p > 3. Let V be a F,-subspace of My(A)°
such that V- N My(F,)° # {0} and invariant by the adjoint action of SLay(A). Then
V — M2 (A)O

The following results are well known, we report it for convenience of the reader.
Observe that My (F,)? is generated as an [F,-vector space by the three matrices

=) =Y e=(Y)
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Moreover if we put
0 1 11 10
(B r=G) 2=09)
we see that

(A1)  YAY ' - A=-2B, XBX ' =—-C, YCY™'—C+B=A.

Lemma A.2.6. Let us assume p > 3. Then the adjoint representation of SLa(F))
15 irreducible.

Proof. The argument is standard. By (A.1), any invariant subspace containing one
of A,B,C will also contain the others. Given some arbitrary (non-zero) matrix
M = aA+ bB + cC of trace 0, put

U=YMY ™' - M, V=ZMZ'—M

Then
YUY ! - U = —2¢B, ZVZ7l -V = —2bC.

It follows that any invariant F,-subspace of My (F,)" containing M must also contain
one of A, B,C. The claim follows. O

We can now prove Proposition A.2.5. Firstly we notice that My(F,)° C V by
Lemma A.2.6. Since Ms(A)? = My(F,)° ®r, A, it suffices to show that V' is closed
under the multiplication by elements in A. Let a be an invertible element of A and

let B = (O 1). We have
[0} 0 Oéil O )
<O CYl)B( 0 a)_aB'

00
Therefore a?B € V, and by Lemma A.1.2 we get that AB C V. Then (A.1) proves
that also AA and AC lie in V, so that AV C V.
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