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EXPLICIT CLASS FIELD THEORY FOR ORDERS IN GLOBAL
FUNCTION FIELDS

L. DEMANGOS AND T.M. GENDRON

ABSTRACT. This paper develops explicit class field theory for orders: of rank
1 in any global function field — Hayes theory — and of rank 2 in real quadratic
function fields — Real Multiplication. The essential ingredient in the develop-
ment of the Hayes Theory is an orders version of Shimura’s Main Theorem on
Complex Multiplication, see §8l The section on Real Multiplication for orders
uses values of the quantum modular invariant to generate the Hilbert class
field of a rank 2 order contained in Ok = the integral closure of Fq[T].
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INTRODUCTION

Hayes theory, an explicit class field theory in positive characteristic, is an out-
growth of Drinfeld’s initial breakthrough [10], where elliptic modules — originally
introduced as a tool to provide a complete proof of the Langlands conjectures for
GL; over a global field in positive characteristic — give rise to the natural analog of
the classical theory of elliptic curves over a number field.

While E. U. Gekeler introduced a modular invariant for rank 2 Drinfeld modules
with Complex Multiplication, in order to generate class fields of imaginary quadratic
global function fields [I1] in the style of the classical Theorem of Weber-Fueter, V.
Drinfeld [I0] and D. Hayes [16] explored alternative approaches to generate class
fields over any global function field K. This was accomplished by replacing the
Dedekind domain Ok by the Dedekind domain A, C Ok of functions regular
outside of a point co € X = the curve associated to K. Each such A, gives rise
to its own collection of dedicated class fields, for which an explicit description can
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be made, and whose union gives the maximal abelian extension of K unramified
over o0o.

The key point is that the Dedekind domain A., embeds discretely into C, (the
function field complexes) as a non cocompact lattice, to which there is associated
an exponential that defines an analytic isomorphism

(1) (Cooy+)/Ac 2 (Coo, +)

which mirrors the behavior of the classical Weierstrass map in the new setting. This
isomorphism allows one to push forward the analytic A,,-module structure on the
left hand side of () to an algebraic A-module structure on the right hand side of
(@), which is expressed by a representation of A, in the algebra of polynomials in
the Frobenius T,
p: A — Coo{T}.

This is the Drinfeld module D associated to A.o; it gives rise to an analog of the
theory of elliptic curves with Complex Multiplication.

With this structure in hand, Hayes proved an analog of the Kronecker-Weber
Theorem for any finite extension K/F,(T"). In this setting, the Drinfeld module
D is normalized by a suitable transcendental element &4 which plays the role
of t. The Hilbert class field Ha_, is generated by the coefficients of p(a) for any
non-constant a € A, and the ray class field Ky, associated to an ideal m C A is
generated over H4_ by D[m] = the (cyclic) module of m-torsion.

It is of interest to extend Hayes’ Theory to orders R C A.: indeed, Hayes himself
initiated such a study. In [I5], Hayes developed the theory of Drinfeld modules over
R, proved the generation result for Hg but only gave ray class field generation in
the case R = Ao.

The main aim of this paper is to conclude Hayes’ original work by proving the
class field generation result for arbitrary R C As. In doing so, we revamp Hayes’
original account by introducing the modular invariant j(a) of an invertible R-ideal
a and show that Hr = K (j(a)), which makes the theory closer in spirit with that
of elliptic curves, via the Weber-Feuter Theorem. The main tool we use in the ray
class field generation result is a version of Shimura’s Main Theorem valid in this
setting, proved here in §31

In §5 as an application, we prove a generalization of the main theorem of [7] to
the order context: if K/F,(T) is real and quadratic, f € Ok a fundamental unit
and Oy =F,[T, f, f~'] C Ok then

;=K H 104
€5 (f)
This result, as well as the Hayes Theory for orders, are essential to the generation

of ray class fields over rank 2 rings, where the theory we develop only works for
orders of the form Oy and not Ok, see [9].

Hp

1. ORDERS IN FuNcTION FIELDS

In this section we state and if necessary, prove, some general facts about orders
in function fields. In what follows, we fix a curve Xx over F, with Rat(Zx) = K,
a point oo € i and the Dedekind domain

A = Ay = {elements of K regular outside of co}.
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Let R C A be an order: by definition a subring with 1 whose field of quotients
is K. In what follows ords(f) is the order of f € K at oco. By definition, for all
feA, ordao(f) <0.

Lemma 1.1. There exists N € N such that for all k > N, there exists g € R with
ordeo(g) = —k.

Proof. The field K = Frac(R) has an element of order —1 at oo, therefore there
exists 7, s € R having orders —m, —m — 1 at co. The set of valuations of r”s"/,
n,n’ € Nis the additive submonoid of Z generated by m, m—1. Since (m,m—1) =1,
the result follows. O

Corollary 1.1. (A,+)/(R,+) is a finite R-module, and in particular, A is a finitely
generated R-module. More generally, R/a is finite for any R-ideal a C R.

Proof. By Lemma [l any coset of the quotient R-module (A4,+)/(R,+) has a
representative of order > — N, where N is as in the Lemma. But the set of elements
of A having order bounded below by —N is finite, since A is an F, algebra whose
elements are those elements of K regular outside of co. Thus (4, +)/(R, +) is finite.
The second statement follows from an identical argument, since any ideal a C R
also has the property described in the statement of Lemma [[T], of having elements
of all orders less than some lower bound. ]

Corollary 1.2. A is integral over R. In particular, R = integral closure of R =

A.

Proof. Since (A, +)/(R,+) is finite, given f € A, we may write f™ — f* =r € R
for some m,n € N hence f satisfies P(X) = X™ — X" —r € R[X]. Thus A C R.
But since R C A and A is Dedekind, R = A. (|

Corollary 1.3. R s a 1-dimensional Noetherian domain.

Proof. By Corollary[I.1] A is a finitely generated R-module, and by Proposition 7.8
of [1], R is a finitely generated IF, algebra, hence Noetherian. By Lemma [IT], every
principal ideal aR has elements of all orders —k < —N + ord.(a) hence R/aR is
a finite R-module. In particular, if p C R is a prime ideal, R/p is a finite integral
domain, hence a field. Thus p is maximal, so the Krull dimension is 1. O

Proposition 1.1. FEvery prime ideal of R is the contraction of a prime ideal in A.

Proof. A is integral over R by Corollary [[.2] so by Proposition 9 on page 9 of [17],
for any prime p C R, pA # A, hence there is a prime p D pA. By Corollary 3] R
has Krull dimension 1, hence this prime contracts to p. (|

We recall that the conductor
cCR
is the largest A-ideal contained in R. The conductor is always non-zero.

Theorem 1.1. The contraction map
(2) ADar—agp:=anNRCR

induces a bijective, multiplicative correspondence between ideals of A prime to ¢ and
ideals of R prime to ¢. The inverse correspondence of [2)) is given by the expansion,
ar — Aagr. The bijection @) induces a bijection between prime ideals prime to the
conductor.



4 L. DEMANGOS AND T.M. GENDRON

Proof. The proof is formally the same as that for orders in rings of integers in
number fields, for the latter see Theorem 3.8 of [4]. O

For any fractional R-ideal a, define
(3) a={peK : BacCR}.

Thus a*a C R; if a*a = R, we say that a is invertible and write a=! = a*. All
principal ideals of R are invertible, and if R is Dedekind, every ideal is invertible.

Lemma 1.2. Let b C R be an ideal and

RV :={rxec K : zbCb}
Then R C R® C A and if b is prime to the conductor, R®* = R.
Proof. R® is a commutative ring with 1 and clearly

b* > R° O R,

so R® is an R-module. We claim that the quotient R-module (R®,+)/(R,+)
is finite: this will follow if (b*,4)/(R,+) is finite. However, for any y € b,
(b*,+)/(R, +) is contained in (y 'R, +)/(R,+) = R/yR, which is finite by Corol-
lary[[Il Givenz € RP, all of the powers 2™, n > 0, define elements of (R®, +)/(R, +),
so there exist exponents m,n with 2™ — 2™ = r € R. Thus x is integral over R,

hence z € A by Corollary [L2l If b is prime to ¢, let b € b, ¢ € ¢ with b+ ¢ = 1.
Then x = zb+ xc € R. (I

Theorem 1.2. Let 0 # p C R be prime. Then p is invertible & RP = R.
Proof. Formally the same as the proof of Theorem 3.4 of [4]. O

Theorem 1.3. If b C R s prime to ¢, then b may be written as a product of
invertible primes. In particular, b is invertible.

Proof. Formally the same as the proof of Theorem 3.6 of [4]. O

The class group of R is by definition
Clg = {invertible fractional R ideals}/{principal R ideals}.
The proof of the following is due to W. Sawin.

Lemma 1.3. Let n C R be an ideal. Then every class [a] € Clg contains a
representative prime to n.

Proof. When R = A is Dedekind, this is an elementary consequence of the Chinese
remainder theorem, see [4], Lemma 5.1. Otherwise, let a be an invertible fractional
R-ideal, @ € a™!, so that «a C R is an integral representative of [a]. For any prime
p C R, then, we have

(aa,p)=l<=aagp< 3P €a, af &p. (fp)
In particular, («xa,n) = 1 if and only if (f,) holds for all pjn. The satisfaction
of (Tp) for a particular o only depends on the coset o« mod pa~! and, moreover,

the quotient module a™!/pa~" contains a class defined by &, satisfying (t,), since
aa~! D p. By the Chinese remainder theorem for modules, the map

al— H a~!/pa~?

pln
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is surjective, hence there exists o € a™! satisfying (f,) for all p/n.

Corollary 1.4. The expansion map
RDOar—aACA

induces an epimorphism

Clg — Clg4.

Proof. Let [2] € Cly. By Lemma [[3] we may assume 2 is prime to ¢. Then by
Theorem [Tl a = AN R is also prime to the conductor, hence invertible by Theorem
[L3] and so defines an element [a] € Clg mapping onto [2]. O

Corollary 1.5. An ideal in R that is prime to the conductor has unique factor-
ization into prime ideals which are prime to the conductor. In particular, a prime
ideal prime to the conductor is invertible. All but finitely many prime ideals are
prime to the conductor, hence all but finitely many prime ideals are invertible.

Proof. Again, the proof here is formally the same as that for orders in number
fields, see Corollary 3.11 of [4]. O

Theorem 1.4. A prime ideal p C R is invertible <= p is prime to the conductor.

Proof. <= By Corollary [[H

= The proof is formally the same as that of Theorem 6.1 of [4]; in this connection,
we remark that the proof requires that A is a finitely generated R-module, which
is a consequence of Corollary [l O

Theorem 1.5. Every invertible ideal a C R has the 2-generator property: there
exists o, B € R with

a=(xB)
Proof. Every ideal a C R, invertible or not, is contained in finitely many prime
ideals. Indeed, by Proposition[I.1] every prime ideal of R is of the form pgr = pNR
for p C A prime. Thus if a is contained in infinitely many distinct primes p; r we

would have - -
ac (\pirC[)pi=0)
=1 =1

By Corollary 1 of [I3], any invertible ideal in a commutative ring contained in a
finite number of maximal ideals has the 2-generator property. O

Note 1.1. By Theorem 3 of [I3], given any 0 # a € a C R an invertible ideal, there
exists b € a with a = (a, b).
Let Ig be the monoid of fractional R-ideals, I;; the subgroup of invertible ideals,
Pr the subgroup of principal ideals, so that Clgr = I;/Pr. Denote by
c *
r<Ir
the subgroup of R-ideals prime to the conductor and P% < Pg the subgroup of

principal R-ideals prime to the conductor. Similarly, let IS be the group of A-ideals
prime to the conductor and let

Py =(A]| reR, (r=1)

be the group of principal A-ideals generated by an element of R which is prime to
the conductor.
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Theorem 1.6. We have the following isomorphisms
Cli = 15,/Pfy = 15,/P5.
Proof. See [15]. O

We close this section with a discussion of localizations and completions. If pr C
R is a prime ideal, by Proposition [T] it is the contraction of a prime p C A.
Denote the localization with respect to pr by

Rypp) = RS, Spr = R\ pr.

PR

Since Sy, C S, = A\ p, there is a canonical inclusion

Ripp) = Agp)-
Proposition 1.2. Ifp{c then Ry, = Agp).-

Proof. By hypothesis, there exists ¢ € ¢\ p C Sy. Then for all o/s € Ay, o/s =
CCX/CS S R(pR)' (I

The completion of R(,,) with respect to its maximal ideal pr Ry, is denoted
RpR .

There is another way to complete R(;): namely, with respect to its embedding
into the completion A, C K, of A. Denote this completion R,.

Proposition 1.3. The completion Ry, is canonically isomorphic, as a topological
ring, to Ry.

Proof. The canonical inclusion of localizations R, ,) < A(,) induces a continuous
inclusion of completions Ry, < R, C Ay, since prR,) C pA(p), the maximal
ideal of A(p). To see that this map is bicontinuous, we must show that the two
completion topologies are compatible: that is, there is a power of pA,) contained
in prRpr). But Ry is an order in the Dedekind domain A,); denote the cor-
responding conductor by ¢(,y. Since A(y) is Dedekind, ¢(,) C prR(py) is a power
of pA(yy. That is, convergence to zero with respect to either topology is the same,
and the completions with respect to either topology produce canonically isomorphic
rings. ([

In view of Proposition [[.3] we may write unambiguously R, for the completion
of R, ) with respect to either topology.

Corollary 1.6. KN Ry, = Rpp-

Proof. The inclusion R(,,) C K N Ry is clear. Let « € K N Ry,. Then there
exists a sequence x;/s; € R(y,) converging to «. By definition of the completion
topology, for any n and 7 large, o« — x;/s; € pR(p,). But this implies a fortiori
that eventually o — x;/s; € Ry, which gives o € Ry ). O

Proposition 1.4. The completion of R C R,y (with respect to either completion
topology) is Ry.

Proof. 1t is enough to show that R C R, is dense in either topology, and to show
this, it is enough to show that given s € S, there exists a sequence (y;)72; C R
converging to 1/s, or equivalently, y;s — 1. But (s,p%) = 1 for all i, so choose
y; such that y;s + z;p; = 1 where p; € p% and z; € R: this gives the desired
sequence. (I
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2. DRINFELD AND HAYES MODULES OVER RANK 1 ORDERS

The theory of Drinfeld modules over an order was introduced in [15], however,
this paper was written before Hayes had arrived at the final form of his theory (c.f.
[16]). In particular, in [I5], Hayes did not introduce the notion of sign normalization
and only gave an explicit generation result for the Hilbert class field of an order.
Regarding ray class fields, Hayes elected to restrict to the case when the order is
Dedekind. The purpose of this section then is to introduce the reader to Hayes’
foundational work, updating it according to the requirements of the present paper.

We continue to use notation established in section §I1 We will use lower case
gothic letters such as a to denote ideals in A; ideals in R will be denoted by
lower case gothic letters with the subindex R e.g. ar. If ar C R happens to be a
contraction of an ideal in A, the latter ideal will be denoted a.

The completions K, C Co, have their usual meanings. The Frobenius automor-
phism acting on C is denoted t(z) = 24, and for any subfield L C Co,

L{t}
is the noncommutative algebra of additive polynomials in T, with product given by
composition. Let
L:A—= L
be a ring homomorphism, making L an A-field: the characteristic is defined to be

p = Ker(1). If p = (0) we say that the characteristic is generic. A rank 1 Drinfeld
R-module defined over L

D = (Cw, p);
consists of an Fg-algebra homomorphism
p: R— L{t} C Coo{T}
in which each p, := p(a) has the form
pa(T) = L) + ay T+ -+ agt?, d=deg(a), ai,...,aq€ L, aq#0.
Note that ap = t(a) implies that
L=Dop,

where D = d/dx is the derivative with respect to x.

We have the following analytical version of rank 1 Drinfeld R-modules. See §4
of [15]. By a rank 1 R-lattice is meant a discrete rank 1 R-submodule A of C.
By Dirichlet’s Unit Theorem for global fields (see Theorem 3.3 on page 102 of [2]),
A* =Tx, which implies as well that R* = F (since Frac(R) = K). In particular,
R and all of its fractional ideals are rank 1 R-lattices in C,, and any rank 1 R-
lattice A is of the form &ag for & € C, and agr a fractional R-ideal. To an R-lattice
/A we may associate the exponential function

en:Coo — Co, en(z)=z H (1—3).

The exponential function in turn defines a unique Drinfeld R-module D = (C, p),
isomorphic as an R-module to Co /A via ep i.e.

(4) ea(az) = palen(z)), forall a € A.
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See page 188 of [I5]. Every rank 1 Drinfeld R-module D = (C,p) in generic
characteristic may be obtained in this way. See [15], Theorem 5.9. We denote by
Ay and e, the corresponding lattice and exponential map.

At this point, we depart slightly from [I5] and introduce the notion of an in-
vertible rank 1 Drinfeld R-module: a generic characteristic Drinfeld R-module
with lattice of the form &ag, for ag C R an invertible ideal. For ID an invertible
rank 1 Drinfeld module,

End(D) 2 End(ag) = {a € K : aar Cag} =R,

where the last equality follows immediately from the invertibility of ag.

Important Assumption ‘ In what follows, all rank 1 Drinfeld R-modules will be

assumed invertible.

The Assumption appears to be a hypothesis necessary in the proof of the analog
of Shimura’s Main Theorem, see section §3
Denote by Foo D Fy, the field of constants of Ko, doo = [Foo : Fy]. We fix a sign
function: a homomorphism
sgn: KX — FX
which is the identity on FX and trivial on the 1-units. There are exactly
#FX =q¢' — 1

sign functions. For any 0 € Gal(F /F,), a twisted sign function is a homomorphism
of the form o o sgn.

For D = (Cw, p) arank 1 Drinfeld module, the leading coefficient of p, is denoted

Hp(a) := aqg,

where d is the degree of a at co. By Lemma [[LI] R contains functions whose
pole at oo is of order —n, for all n sufficiently large. Then following the standard
arguments (c.f. [20], page 68), the map R > a — p,(a) may be extended to KX.
The restriction of u, to Fo, gives an automorphism 7, fixing F i.e. an element of
Gal(Foo /Fy).

We say that D is sign normalized or a Hayes module if u, is a twisting of

the sign function. See [I6] for a discussion of this notion in the case where R is
Dedekind.

Proposition 2.1. Let hr be the class number of R. Then there are exactly hr
isomorphism classes of rank 1 Drinfeld modules over C.

Proof. When R = A is Dedekind, this is the content of [I5], Corollary 5.13, page
195. For general R, the proof is essentially the same: since we are assuming that
our Drinfeld modules are uniformized by lattices homothetic to invertible ideals,
and isomorphic Drinfeld modules have homothetic lattices, the corresponding ideals
must define the same class in Clg. ([

Proposition 2.2. Every isomorphism class [D] of Drinfeld R-module contains ex-
actly (g%~ —1)/(q — 1) Hayes modules.

Proof. Let D = (Cw, p) be a representative of the isomorphism class and let 7t be a
uniformizer at the prime oo with sgn(7) = 1. Let z € C satisfy P11t = o (mth).
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Then the Drinfeld module Dy defined by pg = zpz~! satisfies pp,(7) = 1. From
this it follows that for any x = 7,5 ein" € Koo = Feo((M)), ¢ € Foo,

Koo () = Koo (€n) = Mo (sgn(2)) = ip(sgn(z)).
Thus the class [D] contains the Hayes module Dy. The rest of the argument is the
same as that in the case of a Dedekind domain, see page 69 of [20]. O

Each Hayes module D = (C, p) is thus associated to a class of invertible ideal
ar which we assume is contained in R. Then, for each Hayes module D in the
associated class, there is a transcendental element &, € C,, so that the Drinfeld
module of the lattice A, := Epap is D.

We define the Hilbert class field Hp associated to R (c.f. [I5], Theorem 8.10) as
the minimal field of definition of any (invertible) Drinfeld R-module. To state the
results of Hayes Theory, which we extend to R, we also require the narrow version
of the Hilbert class field. The narrow class group of R may be identified with the
quotient

Cly == 15/P%!
where |, is as before the group of fractional ideals of R prime to the conductor and
P;%l is the subgroup of principal ideals prime to the conductor that are generated
by a sgn one element. Then

hi = #Clg = hr(¢®™ —1)/(¢ - 1)
where hp is the class number of R.

We now translate some of these constructions into the idelic 1anguage|1 see for
example [20], page 80. If p C A is prime, by R, we mean the completion of R in
K,. Then, if we let

Up :={s€lg|forallp C A, s, € R} and sgn(sos) = 1},
and if 71, is a uniformizer of K, with sgn(7s) = 1, then the narrow Hilbert class
field
Hp
is defined to be the class field corresponding to the group
I := K*-n% - Up CIg.
Thus, Artin reciprocity gives an isomorphism
[, K] : 1g /T — Gal(Hp/K),

which induces, on the level of ideal classes, an isomorphism

Cly, — Gal(HEL/K), agr—> Oqp.

When do, =1, ie., Foo = Fg, then H}% = Hg.

If ag C R is a (not necessarily invertible) ideal and D = (Co, p) is a Drinfeld
R-module over a field L, the set {p«| & € ar} is a principal left ideal of L{T} and
has a unique generator pq, of sgn 1. Then there exists a unique Drinfeld R-module
defined over L, denoted

ag *D = (Cu,ar * p),
for which
Par © Pa = (AR * P)a © Pag;

1We continue the convention of indexing factors of the ideles using primes in A along with oo.
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for all @ € R. That is, pq, defines an isogeny
Pap : D — ar xD.

See [I5], page 182. If agp = (a) is principal, (a) % p is isomorphic to p. Thus,
if we restrict to invertible ideals, there is an induced action of the group Clg on
isomorphism classes of Drinfeld R-modules. See [15], page 185.

When p is a Hayes module, ap * p is also a Hayes module, so that the x action
preserves the set of Hayes modules, and this time, the principal ideals with a monic
generator act trivially. Thus, the set of Hayes R-modules is a principal homogeneous
space for the * action of Cl,. We have

(5) ag*D=D%nr

where 0, is the automorphism associated to the narrow class of ar by Class Field
Theory, and where for any automorphism ¢ of C,, D° = (Cw, p?), with p® = cop.
The statements in this paragraph do not appear as such in [15] (but see Theorem
8.5 of [15]), however, they may be verified using the same techniques as in the case
when R is Dedekind, c.f. [20], §3 and particularly Theorem 3.3.4.

The narrow Hilbert class field has the following relation to any rank 1 Hayes
R-module D = (C,, p). For any a € R, let

norm
HR

be the normalizing field: the field generated over K by the coefficients of p,.

Theorem 2.1. H™ is independent of the choice of Hayes module D and a € R,
and is equal to H}%.

Proof. The exponential e, satisfies the functional equation: for all a € R,

ep(r) = paoep(a ).
Then, as in [20], Remark 2.4.3 (1), the coefficients of p, are determined recursively
by an algebraic equation with parameters in the coefficients of p;, for any other
choice of b € R, and vice verca. Thus Hp°™ is independent of the choice of
a € R. The class group CI}% acts transitively on the set of Hayes modules over
R via the *-action. Moreover, the fundamental relation p,, o p = p’ 0 pa, where
p’ = ag * p, implies that the coefficient fields coincide, so HE*™ is independent
of the choice of Hayes module. The rest of the proof is formally the same as that
found in Proposition 3.3.1 of [20], page 70, where it is shown that Gal(Hp"™/K)
is canonically isomorphic to CI}% via an isomorphism compatible with that of class
field theory. It follows that HE™ is H},. O

Corollary 2.1. Let D = (C, p) be a Hayes module. Then the coefficients of the
exponential e, are in HY.

Proof. By Theorem 2] the coefficients of p, are in H}. Since e, conjugates
multiplication by a with p, (see equation (), the coefficients of e, are also in
HY. O

We will need the following result concerning reduction of torsion. Fix pr C R a
prime ideal. Let L be a finite Galois extension of K, O O R the integral closure
of R in L: we note that Op, is Dedekind, by the Krull-Akizuki Theorem (see [I§],
page 77). Let B C Of, be a prime ideal which divides pr and denote by O the
localization of Oy, at B.
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For D = (C, p) a rank 1 Drinfeld R-module defined over L, we recall that D is
said to have good reduction with respect to 3 if D is, up to isomorphism, a Drinfeld
module with coefficients in the local ring Oy C L and the reduction mod ‘B is also
a rank 1 Drinfeld module. In this case, we denote by D= (Cso, ) the reduction of
D mod ‘B.

Now we assume that D is a Hayes R-module, and so is defined over L = Hy. Note
then that D has coefficients in Oy, (see Corollary 7.4 of [15]) and good reduction at
all primes because it is of rank 1. Let mg C R be a fixed modulus (an integral ideal,
not necessarily invertible) and recall that the mpg-torsion module of D is defined

Dimg] :={x € Coo : pPmgp(z) =0}.

Note 2.1. If D is analytically uniformized by C,/ag for ap an invertible ideal, then
the exponential map identifies

D[mg] = (mpag')*/ag
Here we recall that for any fractional R-ideal ng,
n,={B €K : PnrCR},
and that nj_%l = n}, if ng is invertible.

Proposition 2.3. Let mp be prime to c. Then D[mpg] is a free R/mp-module of
rank 1.

Proof. The proof follows the structure of that of Proposition 1.4 on page 102 of
[19]. We may assume without loss of generality that a uniformizing lattice A for
D has been chosen to be a fractional R-ideal. Since mpg is invertible, we have
D[mg] = mzp'A/A. Using the Chinese remainder theorem, we may write both
D[mg] and R/mp as direct sums of primary factors, so that the Proposition splits
along each factor. That is, if pr C R is a prime not dividing the conductor, we are
reduced to showing that the quotient

br/PRbR = mp A/pRme A

is a rank 1 module over the local ring R/p¢, where e is the exponent of pg in the
prime factorization of mg (which exists, by Corollary [[H] of section {II). Write

R =R/, pr="pr/PR, bR =">br/pRbr,
and consider the quotient
r/PROR = bR/PRbR
as a vector space over R/pg. Since bg is a product of invertible ideals, it is in-
vertible, and thus, by Theorem [[J5] it has the 2-generator property. It follows then
that any two elements of b are R dependent, so the dimension of bgr/prbgr over
R/pr is < 1, however, if the dimension were 0, we would have br = prbgr, which

cannot be the case. Thus the dimension is 1. By Nakayama’s Lemma applied to
R' and the R’ module b/, b’ is free of rank 1. O

Note 2.2. If mp = mR is principal, it is invertible and D[mg] = m~1A/A. In this
case, there is a canonical isomorphism

mAJA — A/mA — R/mR, x+ A+ mz+mA+— mz+mR.

Thus in the case, the conclusion in Proposition follows for mp principal, even
if it is not prime to the conductor.
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If Dlmp] C L, then since D[mp] consists of the roots of the monic polynomial
Pmp, Dmr] C O C Oqy: it then makes sense to reduce D[mg] modulo PB. Denote
by

]D)[mR]
the mp-torsion points of the reduced Drinfeld module D.

Lemma 2.1. Let mp C R be a (not necessarily invertible) modulus. Suppose that
Dimg] C L and Pt mg. Then the reduction map

]D)[mR] — ]D)[mR]

18 1njective.

Proof. We note that the Lemma is true for mg = (m) principal: indeed, the poly-
nomial p,, defining the m-torsion points is P primitive (i.e. Z 0 mod ) and since
we have good reduction at 3, D is a rank 1 Drinfeld module hence Pm reduces to a
separable polynomial. Then, we may apply Hensel’s Lemma to conclude that the
reduction map on m-torsion is injective (in fact bijective). For general mpg, not
necessarily invertible, we have that mpg is finitely generated. We first observe that
we may choose generators myq, ..., mg of mg none of which are in 3. Indeed, by
hypothesis, at least one of them, say mq, is not in B. If mq € P then we replace mq
by m1+ms ¢ . We then proceed inductively, as needed, to replace any generators

in P by generators that are not in . We claim that Dmpg] = D[mq] N - - N D[my].
Indeed, the inclusion D[mpg] C Dim4] N - -- N D[my] follows from

Dmg] = () D[m].
mempg
On the other hand, for m = aymq + -+ + agMi, Pm = Pas Pmy + - + Pay P, and
the vanishing of all of the py,,, ..., pm, implies that of p,,, which proves the claim.

Since the reduction map commutes with the intersection this shows injectivity.
O

Note 2.3. Let D be a Hayes R-module, pr C R an invertible prime ideal and
consider the isogeny

Ppr D —prxD
between Hayes modules. Let 3 in L be above pr. Then the associated reduction
map

5)31?, : ﬁ) —> PR * D
is equal to T9°8(P#) where deg(pr) = dimp, (4/prA). Sed] Corollary 3.8 of [15].

3. SHIMURA’S MAIN THEOREM FOR DRINFELD MODULES OVER RANK 1
ORDERS

In this section we prove Shimura’s Main Theorem for Complex Multiplication in
the setting of the order R. This was proved in [§] in the case R = A. We begin
with a few remarks on Class Field Theory adapted to the order R.

2Note however that Hayes uses the p-Frobenius @(z) = zP in the statement of Corollary 3.8,
whereas we use the ¢-Frobenius t(z) = 9 = @™ (x), which is why his statement differs slightly
from ours.
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Let I be the group of K-ideles, Cx = I /K> the idele class group. If S is a
finite set of places, I° is the subgroup of S-ideles:

s
I =[] 57 - [] AF
pes peES
When § = {00}, we write I4 := [{2°}. The subgroup
Cy = (HA-KX)/KX < Cg

corresponds to the Hilbert class field H 4 via reciprocity.
In this spirit, for an order R C A, we define

Ir:= K% - [ Ry <Ia.
p#oo
Then the Hilbert class field Hg of R corresponds to the subgroup Cr < Ck defined
Cr=(Ig-K*)/K*.
The narrow Hilbert class field H}% corresponds to
Ch = (I K7) /K"
where

I = (K2)+ x [ Ry
p

and where (KX)y+ < KZ is the subgroup of sign 1 elements.
If m C A is an ideal with prime factorization m = [[ p"», mp its contraction to
R, the narrow ray class field K,,, corresponds to

Cmp = (Ing - K*) /K* < Cr < Ck
where
Inp = (KX) x [[US, U8 = U N R,.

(We recall that U,g") is the nth higher unit group of K,°.)
Given an extension L/K, let m be the product of primes of A ramifying in L/K
and let mg be the contraction of m to R. Let
|C

mpr

be the group of R-ideals prime to both ¢ and mg; by Theorem [[T] of section {IJ it
is isomorphic to If,, the group of ideals in A prime to both ¢ and m. Thus we may
consider the Artin symbol as defining a map

(L/K): 1, — Gal(L/K).
In the idelic formulation, the reciprocity map
[ K]:Ig — Gal(K*/K)

satisfies
[Sv K”L = ((S)a L/K)

where now (s) C A is the A-ideal associated to s € Ik.
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As we have seen in the previous sections, when working with the order R, it is
convenient to work with ideal classes represented by an ideal prime to the conductor
¢; similarly, it will often be useful to restrict to ideles prime to ¢. Define

/
R ._
(6) I <1% =KX -[[Ry- ] K
ple coFp f ¢

where the primes range over those in A, and where the final product is restricted
over the R, = A forpfc.

Proposition 3.1. Let I® be as above. Then
(7) Ix =17 . K*.
Proof. Given « = (&) € Ix, by the Approximation Theorem, for any €, we may

find a € K so that for all plc, |a — ocp_1| < ¢. In particular, given N € N, we may
find a € K so that for all p|c,

axy € UéN) = Nth higher unit group := 1+ pév.
On the other hand, since ¢ C p, the completion ¢, is a power of py,
¢ =P, sp €N

So choosing N sufficiently large, ac, € 1+ ¢,, for all plc. But since ¢ C R,
1+ ¢y, € Ry Thus, ax € I, which proves (). O

Using the Proposition, we may write
7. K~ 12
Kx T IEAKX
which is framed in terms of the particular order Ay. By (7)) and the fact that
K* C Ker([-, K]),

(8) Ckx =

Image([-, K]) = [Ix, K] = [I*, K].

Given L/K an abelian extension, the integral closure of R in L is Dedekind.
Then it makes sense to speak of a prime pr C R which is unramified in L. Assume
also pp is prime to the conductor, so that it is the contraction of a unique p C A.
Then Ay = R,. If 7, is a uniformizer of K, identified as an idele by taking 1’s at
all other places, then if 0, € Gal(L/K') denotes the Frobenius associated to p, then

(9) [ﬂp,KHL:O'p.

Let ag C I%: by primeness to ¢, ag is the contraction of a unique ideal of a C A.
For any prime p C A (not necessarily prime to c¢), denote

aARp ‘= aRRp.

The quotient
Kyp/agy
is then an R-module.

Theorem 3.1. Let ag € |y. Then there is an isomorphism of R-modules

K/ar = @ Ky/ag,p.

pCA
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Proof. We follow the general structure of the proof as presented in the case of
Dedekind domains (see Lemma 8.1 of Chapter II, §8 of [19]), making adjustments
where necessary. We may assume without loss of generality that ar C R: indeed,
simply take o € aj_%l and write af; = aag C R. If the isomorphism asserted in
the Theorem exists for a5, we may obtain a corresponding isomorphism for ag by
multiplying by o™

Let us write M = K/agr and define M[p>°] as the submodule of elements of M
killed by some power of pr = p N R. We claim that the sum-of-coordinates map

S:@PMP>]— M, w=(1) — >
pcA
is an isomorphism. Let pu € Ker(S). Now for each p let e(p) be the minimal

exponent so that p;(p)up = (0). Fix q C A a prime and write

Op = H pj{(p)a
p7q
so that drp, = (0) for all p # q. On the other hand, we have as well dppq =

0rS(p) = (0). We note that dg is prime to qg, that is, 0p + q%(q) = R. Therefore

holt = 10k + a5 ™) = (0)
hence ug = 0, and since q is arbitrary, p = 0. Thus S is injective.
On the other hand, let m € M. We note that M is a torsion R-module, so there
exists & € R, non constant (i.e. not an A-unit) such that am = 0. The principal
ideal «A C A has a nontrivial prime decomposition in A

ad = ]i[p?
i=1

which contracts to a primary decompositiorﬁ
aR=tv1N---Ntg.

If we write

e; = ﬂ t; Dol

J#i

then the set of ¢; are coprime. Indeed, there is no contraction (p;)r which divides
all of the ¢;. If there were a prime in R dividing all of the ¢;, this prime would be
a contraction pr of p C A, by Proposition [[LT] Then pr O aR and expanding this
inclusion to A gives

PO prAD A,
which implies that p|acA, forcing p = p; for some i. Thus, we conclude that > e; =
R. TIf we take ¢; € ¢; with > ¢; =1 then ¢, =1 mod t; and ¢; =0 mod t;. Since

e CtNe = aR,

vegm = 0. And since (pi)y C v = (p;')r, it follows that e;m € Mpi®]. Let
n = (pp) with p,, = ¢;m and p, = 0 for all other primes. Then S(p) = m and we
conclude that S is an isomorphism.

3The contraction of the prime decomposition would also be a prime decomposition if the
prime factors of ®A are prime to ¢. Otherwise it is not necessarily the case that (p¢)r = (pr)°.
Nonetheless, the contraction of a power of a prime v = (p¢) g is primary.
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To finish the proof, we will show that the inclusion K — K, induces an isomor-

phism
T: M[p>] — Kp/ag,p.
In what follows, we omit parentheses around the power of a contraction and write
simply
PR = (pr)".

Let @ € Ker(T'); if « € K is a representative,
(10) pra C ag

for some e > 0, and being in the kernel, we have « € ag .
Claim 1. o € Rq for every prime q C A. As a consequence, & € R.

Proof of Claim 1. When q = p this follows trivially from « € ap, C Ry. If q #p
then we have

% (pr)y = & (pPR)q C Arq C Ry,
where 1) the equality above follows from the fact that the sum and product are
continuous with respect to completion at g, and 2) the first inclusion follows from
(0). But since q # p, (pr), = Rq. This proves the first part of the claim. The
proof of the second statement follows from Corollary [L.6] of section It

(11) (XERq QKZR(qR) for all q,
hence & € N R(g,) = R. O

For any prime q C A and z € R, define
ordg,(z) :=max{n e NU{0} : =R C qp}.
For @ € Ker(T'), by Claim 1, a € R, hence ordg, (o) is well-defined.

Note 3.1. We point out that if q { ¢, then ord,, (x) agrees with ordq(e), is available
for any o« € K and has values that range over Z. If g|c, q is not invertible and
ordg, (o) cannot be extended to negative integers and is available only for « € R.

Thus we have
ot © (agtn®.

Since ag is prime to the conductor ¢, it is invertible, and may be written as a
product of invertible prime ideals q1,g, .. ., qr,r, €ach of which is a contraction of a
corresponding prime in A:

E E
AR =dygp 0k =dur 0 00 R
In this case, defining ordy, (ar) as we did for o, we have
d
aR = ch;%r qR(uR).
By the choice of « in the kernel, it follows that

OrdeR (“pﬁ%) > OrdQR (aR)'

Claim 2. For qr # pr, ordq, (ap$) = ordg, («). In particular,

ordg, () > ordg, (ar).
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Proof of Claim 2. Suppose the contrary: writing ord,, (x) = n, that ordy, (ap%) =
n+ k for k > 0. Then

(12) ap$ C gt
Now the ideal q’}{rk is primary, and by the inclusion ([I2)), for all x € p%, xz € q’}{rk

implies either o € g™ or z € Rad(qx™) = qr, where Rad(b) is the radical of

an ideal b. But o ¢ q’f{"k therefore x € qg ie. p; C qr. But Rad(p%) = pr C
Rad(qr) = qr, which contradicts qr # pr, since R is of dimension 1. ¢

We now treat the case qr = pr.
Claim 3. ordy () > ordy, (ag).

Proof of Claim 3. Let pr, be the completion of pr in K,. Note that for all n, by
continuity,

(13) (Prp)" = (PR)p and  (pR)y N R = pi.
By hypothesis, « € ar . Therefore

ordyy, , () > ordy, , (ar.p).

By (13),

ordp, («) = ordy,, , («), ordy,(ar) =ordyy, (ar,),

which proves the claim. ¢

By Claims 2. and 3.,
aR C ﬂqcz)%rdqR(uR) = ag,

therefore & € ag. Thus &@ = 0 in M [p>]. This shows that T is injective.

What remains is surjectivity. Let B € K,/ag be represented by p € K,.
Suppose first that p { c. By Proposition .2 of section {1l the localizations A,y and
R,y are equal, thus

A, =R, and agp = ap.
We now apply weak approximation to the Dedekind domain A, in which modular

constraints are enforced with respect to the ideals dividing either a or ¢: that is,
we deduce the existence of o € K with the following properties:

O ordy(x — B) > ordy(a).
We emphasize that here, ord, is the order calculated with respect to the
A-ideal p. However, since p 1 ¢, this inequality implies a corresponding
inequality for ordy:

ordy,(ax— ) > ordy,(agr).

Here, we note that since o« — § € Ky, ord,, (« — 3) is defined as the order
with respect to the completion of pr, which is equal to the completion of
p. That is, ordy, (¢ — B) = ordy (ot — B) and ordy, (ag) = ordy(a).
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0 ordy(«) > ordg(a) if qla and q # p.
Since, for such ¢, g1 ¢, this is again equivalent to
ordg, () > ordgy, (ar),

where we are using the observation in Note[3lthat ordg, («) is defined for
any « € K. In particular, for such primes, & € ag q.

© ord, (o) > ordgy(c) for all other primes.
For such primes, this inequality implies
x€cqg C Ry
However, we claim that Ry = ag 4. Indeed, note that since ag is prime to
¢, the contraction aN R is ag, and the contraction a; N R, contains a priori
ar,q = the g-completion of ar = aN R. As both aq and R, are open in K,
any point in the intersection may be approximated by a limit of points in
the dense subset ag, hence the contraction ag N Ry is equal to ar 4. But
since q f a, aqg = Aq, thus arq = ag N Ry = Ag N Ry = Rq. As a result, in
this case we have
X € AR.q-
The inequality in @ implies that «—f € ag p, hence T(X) = B. If e is a non-negative
integer satisfying
e > ordy(a) — ordy (o)
then since p { ¢, ord,,, = ord, takes products to sums and
OrdPR (p%) + OrdPR ((X) = OrdPR (p%o‘) 2 OrdPR (aR)
which implies that
prax C agp.
For the primes occurring in @ the same is true:
OI‘dqR(p%(x) 2 OrdQR(CX) 2 OrdQR(aR)
and
prx C ag.q-
Finally, for the primes in ®, we have trivially
PR C pReg Cc¢q C Ry = agq.
It follows that
phra C ﬂ (ap,qNK) = ag,
ie., @ € M[p®°]. This proves surjectivity when p 1 c.
Lastly, we consider the case p|c. In this case we have, for some n > 1, that

We point out here that p™ # p’;: in the above, we are taking the completion of the
power of the prime ideal p C A using the fact that A, is a discrete valuation ring,
hence every ideal in A, is a power of p,. We then replace condition @ by

ordy (e — ) > n = ord,(c).

The latter implies that
x=p mod R,.
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However, by an argument identical to that found in ® above, R, = agy. Thus
T (%) = B. The remaining modular constraints are imposed to guarantee that & is
in M[p*]. Conditions @ and @ are identical to those above. Choose e non-negative
so that

Pl Cpyp' = cyp.
Since pRoe C p®a and ¢, C Ry = ag,p,
]J%O(C aR7p.

Along with conditions @ and ©® we deduce as before that px C ar and thus
o € M[p®°]. Thus T is surjective in this case as well. This completes the proof of
the Theorem. O

Recall the ideal group I < I, defined in equation (@) at the beginning of this
section. For every z = (z,,) € I¥ the R-ideal generated by x is defined

@)= ][ pordelm) g e
pCA, ptc

Moreover, for every ar C R, an ideal prime to ¢, we denote

zag = (x)ag.
Note that
Theorem Bl now gives the following isomorphism of R-modules:
p

We then define, given 2 € I¥, a homomorphism z : K/ar — K/zag so that the
following diagram commutes

x

K/U.R K/ZUU'R

N -

@ Ky/apy — @Kp/%aR,p
p p

where the bottom horizontal arrow is defined
(tp) = (zptyp).
Recall that for an ideal ng C R,
np:={peK : BnrCR}
Thus nngr C R and if np is invertible, n = ny'.

Lemma 3.1. Let ar € 1. Then
K = U (mRﬂél)*
mCA

where the mp vary over all contractions mr = m N R of integral ideals m C A.
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Proof. 1t is enough to assume ap C R; as usual, a C A is the extension of ag to A.
In this case given x = x/y € K, x,y € R let

m = ycag,
which is an A-ideal due to the factor ¢. Then m C yar C R hence mp = m. It
follows that o € (mpaj')*, since

X —1 X 1
—mpap C —yagpap € R.
y T ytR
O

In what follows, we denote by K2 the maximal abelian extension completely
split at co.

Theorem 3.2 (Main Theorem of “Complex Multiplication” over Orders). Let
D= (Com p)
be a rank 1 Drinfeld R-module. Let o € Aut(Coo/K) be such that o|gan is in the
image of the reciprocity map and let s € I® be such that
[s, K] = 0lxan.
Let ag be an ideal of R prime to c. Given an analytic isomorphism of R-modules
T:Cx/ap — D,
there exists an analytic isomorphism of R-modules
Y':Cs/s tar — D7,
whose restriction to Ko, is unique, such that the following diagram commutes:

1
K/agp — K/s 'ag

L
D———D°
Proof. We begin with a standard observation: if (D1, Y1) is another rank 1 Drinfeld
R-module isomorphic to D, with T; : Coo/a;,g — Dy an analytic isomorphism,
then if the Theorem holds for (D1, Y1), it holds also for (D, Y). The proof of this
is straight-forward, formally identical to that appearing, for example, on pages
160-161 of [19]. This allows us to assume that
1. D is a Hayes module i.e. it is sign normalized and its coefficients belong to
H}, = the narrow Hilbert class field of R. See section §21
2. ar C R.
Fix mr C R an ideal which is the contraction of m C A. The first step will be
to show the existence of a commutative diagram

—1
(mgag')*/ag R (mgsaz')* /s 'ar

(14) T lm

o

D D°
where T/, is the restriction of an analytical isomorphism Co/s tap — D°. Let
L C K2 be a finite Galois extension of K containing

e the narrow Hilbert class field H}%: so that D is defined over L.
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e the torsion submodule D[mpg].

e the narrow ray class field Kp,,,.
Let Or D R be the integral closure of R in L: it is equal to the integral closure of
A in L, hence is Dedekind. Choose a prime P C O with the following properties:
if p=PNA, then

@ L is unramified at p.

@ o|L =[s,K]|L = 0p = (p, L/K).

® pte,m.
As D is a Hayes module, the leading coefficients of its additive polynomials belong
to the constant field of H}, hence it has good reduction at §3. The existence of
such a ‘P satisfying @ — @ is guaranteed by the Chebotarev Density Theorem.

Let m € Ik be such that it has a uniformizer at the p component and is 1

everywhere else. Then by (@)

[, K] = (p, L/ K),
hence [smt—1, K] acts trivially on Ky, C L. Recall from the beginning of this section
that Ky, is indexed via Class Field Theory by the subgroup
Cup = (Iny - K*)/K* < Ck.
Thus the reciprocity map induces an isomorphism
(15) [ K] Ik (T - K) — Gal(Kmp /K.

Therefore,
st = aw
where o € K* and u € Ly,
By the hypothesis p 1 ¢, we have pg { ¢, which implies pr defines a class of the

narrow class group CI}%. Hence the isogeny

Ppr : D — prxD=D°
is defined, where the equality on the right hand side comes from (H). We recall by
Note that its reduction mod P satisfies pp, = 79°6¥"=). The key observation
in the proof of the Main Theorem is that we can replace the discontinuous auto-

morphism o by the analytic endomorphism p,, if we restrict to D[mg]|: that is, we
claim that the following diagram commutes

Dfmp] 2% D°[mp]

(16) | |

D ——— D°
where the vertical arrows are the inclusions. Indeed, for every torsion point t €
D[mg], we have the equalities mod 3

—_~—

Ppr(t) = Ppp(£) =% = °
since pp, = 79¢Pr) = 5. As P { mp, by Lemma BT} the reduction map
D°[mg] — D[mg]

is injective, hence
Ppr(t) =17
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By hypothesis ® above, p 1 ¢, so pg is invertible. We now fix
Y :Co/ppar — D°

an analytic isomorphism such that the following diagram commutes:

Coo/0r —> Coo/pr'ar

1

D De.

Pprr

where can is the canonical map =z + arp — = + p;ilaR. The existence of T” is a

consequence of the fact that the kernel of the additive homomorphism py, is D[pr],

whose pre-image by the analytical R-module isomorphism Y is exactly pgla R-
Using the decomposition s = amu, we have

(s) = () (m0) = ()P
Therefore s~'ag = (s™')ag = o~ 'pzp'ar, and multiplication by a~! gives the
following isomorphism:

ot Coo/pglaR — Coo/s 'ag.

We can then form the following diagram:

Cos/ar —> Coo/prtar — Coo/s 'ag

(17) Tl lr” lr’

D - D° - D°
Py id

where Y’ is the unique analytic isomorphism making the diagram commute. By
Note[2] D[mpg| may be identified with
(mpaz')*/ag;
if mp is invertible, this reduces to the usual mglaR/aR.
Claim. For all t € (mRa;%l)*/aR,
T(t)° =1/ (s').

Proof of the Claim: By ([6) we know that Y(¢)° = pp,(Y(¢)) for every t €
(mgaz')*/ag. Using the commutativity of (I7) the statement reduces to prov-
ing that

Y (o tt) =T/ (s71).
This is equivalent to showing that

a Mt—ste s_laR
for all t € (mgaz')*/ag. Or equivalently, by Theorem 311

~1 ~1 ~1

X t—s,lE€s; ARrg
forallt € (mRa;qu)* and all q a prime ideal in A. Since sq = amquq, we are reduced
to showing that

Tgugt —t € AR q-
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First, note that since uq = 1 mod mpy, uqg = 1 +m, m € mp, and since
te (mRa]}lq)*, tm € ag,q. Thus

nquqt—te aR,q — ﬂqt—te aR,q-

Now if q # p, mq = 1 and the result follows immediately since tqt —t = 0. If q = p,
then since p t ¢, m we have
Ry = Ay, arp=ap
and
mR7p == Ap.
It follows that (m})p, = myRy = Ap, hence t € (mpag))*
is a uniformizer, 7, — 1 is a unit and so

implies ¢ € ap. Since T,

Tyt —t = (1M, — 1)t € agp.
This proves the claim. ¢

The choice Ti, = T makes the diagram (I4)) commute. By LemmaB.I] K/ar =
U (mraz')*/ag, therefore it is enough to show that these diagrams are compatible
and so fit together to produce the diagram appearing in the statement of the Main
Theorem. Let n C m; note that

£:="ThoTh ' €Aut(D°) = R = F};
in the above, we are using the fact that D° is a Drinfeld module with lattice
identified with pglaR, hence, by Theorem 1.6 of [15], the endormorphism ring is
equal to R and thus Aut(D°) = R*.
It will be enough to show that
T/

TH(‘“RSﬂEI)*/S*luR = tm:
This follows, since
ET(s71t) = T (s7H) = T(1)7 = T (s™1),
so that in particular, & acts as the identity on D°[mpg| and thus & = 1. O

4. HAYES THEORY OVER RANK 1 ORDERS

In this section, we will present what is commonly known as Hayes Theory for
the order R C A. That is, we will prove generation theorems for the Hilbert class
field Hr and the ray class fields Ky, ,,, defined in the previous sections.

As we have already indicated, this topic was initiated by Hayes in his orders
paper [15], however this section contains material not proved in Hayes’ original
work. In the first place, we will generate Hp using the modular invariant j(ag) of
any invertible ideal ap C R, in the style of [8] and [7]: in contrast with [I5], §8,
where Hp is identified with the field of invariants of a Drinfeld R-module p with
lattice homothetic to ag. Secondly, in [I5], Hayes restricts to R = A in his Theorem
on the generation of the ray class fields Ky, using torsion elements of p: in this
section, we prove this in this case where R is not necessarily equal to A.

The main tool will be Theorem [3:2] proved in §3l In particular, the strategy will
be to adapt the arguments found in [8] to the order R, discussing in detail only
those results whose proofs require a non trivial modification in this case.
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First some notation. In this section we will drop the subscript R from ideals in
R, as we will not need to pass from ideals in A to ideals in R. Write

Koo = Foo((ue))
where 1o is a uniformizer at oo and Fo D F, is the field of constants. We also
choose a sign function

sgn: KX — FX
so that if # = eyull+ lower order terms, then sgn(r) = cy. Let S be a set of
representatives of FX /F X, where we assume 1 € 5. We say that f € K is positive
if sgn(f) € S.

Let a C R be an ideal. Denote by

at = {z € a| sgn(z) € S};

¢*(n) = Z x "

r€at
for any n € N. The definition of {*(n) is independent of the choice of signs S, see
Note 3 of [§].
Now assume A # F [T]. Writing

define

M-
(18) J(a) := Calg — el
we define
1
(19) Jj(a) == ; :
qu—T - (ch;q_qj)glrl J(a)

If « € K* has sgn one then ((ct)a)™ = aa™. This implies that j((c)a) = j(a) and
we obtain a well-defined function on the narrow class group
j=jr:CUx — Cq.
In fact, it is a class invariant:
Proposition 4.1. j induces a well-defined function
j:Cl(4A) — Cw.
Proof. Formally the same as that of Proposition 1 of [g] . O

Since R is Noetherian, it is a finitely generated F,-algebra:

(20) R:Fq[flny;---ny] = <17f15f27"'5fN7fN+17'-'>]Fq

where the presentation on the far right is that of an F, vector space and where
the additional vector space generators fyyi1,... complement the ring generators
fi,--+, fn. We assume that 0 < deg(f1) < deg(f2) <---.

Fix a € R a non-principal invertible ideal: by Theorem [[L5] we may write
a = (g,h); we suppose that deg(g) < deg(h). Without loss of generality, we may
assume

1. g has the smallest degree of all positive non-zero elements of a. Indeed, by
Note[[] for any non-zero x € a, there exists y € a with a = (z,y).

2. The degree of h is minimal amongst A’ with a = (g, ') and in particular,
deg h # deg(fg) for all f € R (otherwise, we may replace h by b’ = ch+ fg,
where ¢ € F, is chosen so that deg(h’) < deg(h).)
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Theorem 4.1. For all a C R a non principal invertible ideal, j(a) # j((1)).
Proof. The proof of this result is formally the same as that found in §6 of [§]. O
The following is the analog for R of a Theorem of Goss:

Theorem 4.2. Let p be an Hayes R-module with lattice Eya, a C R an invertible
ideal. Then for alln € N,

g7 Y 2" e Hp,
0#z€a
Proof. Since for each a € R, the coefficients of p, are in H}%, the same is true of

the corresponding exponential e,. The proof is then identical to that in the case of
R = A e.g. see Theorem 5.2.5 on page 159 of [20]. O

We now use the Main Theorem to prove the following key result.

Theorem 4.3. Let a € 15 and let s € 1T be a K -idéle prime to c. Then J(a) € K2
and

J(s7ta) = J(a)l=K]
Proof. We first show that J(a) € Hj. Let us call
&)
&
the normalized value of (*(n), where &, is the normalizing transcendental element of
C that corresponds to D = (Co, p), a Hayes module associated to the ideal a, see
section §2]of this paper. As we shall see, the choice of D amongst the (g%~ —1)/(g—1)
Hayes modules associated to a will not effect our arguments. Because J(a) is a
homogeneous ratio of values of the zeta function ¢* (see equation (I8])), we may

replace these values by their normalized values. Then, we claim, by Theorem E.2]
that the normalized values are all in Hy. Indeed, we have £, 37, c, o™ " € Hp.

However, since a \ {0} = | ] px ca™,

D ATt =#E ) = ().
0#xE€a
Let 0 = [s, K|. We claim that for (¢ — 1)|n,
(22) T =),
First note that if e, (2) = eg,a(2) is the associated exponential function, then taking
its logarithmic derivative we get

1 °°~a
ep(z)zzz+5o¢ ZZ aan+1:_zoc (n+1)z

xEca n=0 xca

(21) C(n) =

Therefore

n
1
eo(z) = g cnz?, ¢, € Hp,
n=0

where the ¢, are algebraic combinations of the ¢® (n+1) of a universal form which
is dictated by the formula for the reciprocal of a power series. Fix a € R and write

pa(r):a+gl7’+~-~+gd7'd, gl,...,gdeH}%.
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Then, the equation
ep(az) = palep(2))
implies that
az + crafz? 4+ (chLqQ)zq2 +o=palz 24 --0)
= pa(2) + palc12?) + -+
= az+ (g1 + ac1)z + (g2 + g1 + acs)2® +---

The shape of the last expression above is again of a universal nature and depends
only on the coefficients of p, and the coeflicients e, (z). That is, we have

g1 o — g2+ cig

C =
V" —g 7 a?® —a

)

and the coefficients of e, (z) may be solved for in terms of the coefficients of p, using
a universal recursion. In particular, we have given a formula for the coefficients
of the normalized exponential attached to any Hayes module (D, p), which only
depends on the coefficients of p, for a € R fixed. As D° = (C, p°) has lattice
homothetic to s~'a by Theorem 3.2} it follows that

o0

epo(2) = expostalz) = ) _cn2"

n=0

where &0 is the transcendental factor associated to D°. Therefore for all n

Csfla(n) ~ 1

(23) =% (n) = (L(n))°.

The statement about J follows immediately. ([

Theorem 4.4. For all a € Clg, j(a) # co. In particular, for any s € 17,

s~ a) = (e,

Proof. The proof is identical to that of Theorem 3, [§]. O
Corollary 4.1. The j-invariant takes values in Hr C H}%, the function
j:Clg — Hp
is injective and
Hp = K(j(a)).
Proof. Identical to the proofs of Corollary 1 and Theorem 4 of [§]. (]

In what follows, we will need to pass back and forth between ideals of A and
their contractions in R, so we return to our notation which makes the distinction.

Let mgp C R be an ideal contracted from a non-trivial ideal m C A, and Ky,
the associated narrow ray class field. By Class Field Theory, Ky, C K2 is the
fixed field of the group of Artin symbols [s, K] € Aut(K2?/K), where s € K *Iy,.
By definition, an analytical isomorphism T : C/ag — D = (Co, p) of R-modules
takes the analytical torsion

Tory,(mpg) := (mRagl)*/aR



EXPLICIT CLASS FIELD THEORY FOR ORDERS IN GLOBAL FUNCTION FIELDS 27

to the algebraic torsion D[mp]. We will need to identify the image of Tory, (mpg)
under the isomorphism

(24) ©: K/ap = @ Kp/ar,
pCA

of Theorem Bl If the factorization in A of m is m = [[p™», then mp has the
primary factorization

mp =" )

We will be interested in the torsion groups corresponding to the p-primary factors,
ToraR ((pnp )R>a

which canonically include into the corresponding summand K,/ag,, on the right-

hand side of ([24]). Accordingly, the notation Torg, ((p™*)r) will also be used to
denote the image in K,/ag .

Lemma 4.1. O takes Tory,(mp) C K/ar isomorphically onto
D Tora, (") r)
pOm

Proof. Tt is enough to observe that the summation-of-coordinates map, used in the
proof of Theorem [B.1] defines an isomorphism

S+ @D Tora, (0™)r) = Torag(mp), 1= (1) — Y iy,
poOm
Indeed, since mp C (p™° )R,
ToruR((pnp)R) C ToraR (mR)v

so S defines an inclusion into Torg,(mg). Following the notation of the proof
of surjectivity of S in Theorem Bl given m € Tory,(mg), the unique element
mapping onto it is given by p = (p,), which has non-0 coordinates only at p D m,
with the property that p, = me,, where ) e, =1 and

e () @)n
p#qDOm
But then it follows that
Hp(p™")r = mep(p™*)r € mmp C ag,
so Hp € Torg, ((p™)r), as asserted. O
In what follows we will assume that m C A is an extension of an ideal n C R i.e.
An =m.

In this connection, we recall that the set of contractions of ideals in A to R is in
bijection with the set of extensions of ideals of R to A,

Cr:={mp : mCA}+— Es:={An : nC R};

the bijection is given by the contraction and extension operations. See Proposition
1.17 of [1]. Note that every ideal m C A contains an element of E4: since Amp C m.
Thus, at the level of associated ray class fields, we have

Km C KAmR-

Proposition 4.2. If m € E4 with prime factorization m = [[ p™, then p™ € F4.
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Proof. For ny,ng C R, A(ny Nng) C (Any) N (Ang) ([1], Exercise 1.18). It follows
that

m=Amg C ﬂA(p"P)R c ﬂp"*’ =m.

NAGE™)r=]]r™-

But for each p, A(p™)r C p™», so by uniqueness of prime factorization in A, we
must have A(p"™r)p = p™». O

Hence

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that s € I is such that sag = ar. Firm € Ea. If s € I,
then s acts as the identity on Torg, (mg). If in addition, m is either prime to ¢ or
contained in ¢, then the converse is true as well.

Proof. Recall (see the discussion preceding Lemma [£]) that we may identify
Tora, ((0"*)r) = Kyp/ar,p.

The hypothesis sag = agr implies for all p that syar, = agrp, whence s, acts
on each factor module K,/ag,,, and in particular, the question as to its effect on
Torg,, ((p™ ) r) is well-posed.

Suppose s = (sp) € Imy. Then for all p C A prime, we claim that

(25) (sp = DTora, ((p"")r) C ar,p-
Indeed, s, € U,g"") N Ry implies
sp—1 € pp" NRy = (0" )r, = (™ )R

where (p,”)r, denotes the contraction of p,® to R,. As R, is an open subring
of K, (since it contains cp), it follows that (p™*)g is dense in (p"*)g,. But by
definition,

(26) (p™")r - Tora, ((p™)r) C ar,

and since s, — 1 is approximated by elements of (p")g, the claim (25]) follows from
20). In particular, s, acts as the identity on Torq, ((p™)g); by Lemma ET] it
follows that s acts as the identity on Tory, (mg).

Now suppose that either m is prime to ¢ or contained in ¢; we will show the
converse of the statement we have just proved. Consider first the case where ¢ D m
and suppose that p|c. In particular, p|m, and after localizing,

pp’ C ¢y C Ry,
hence
(np) _ n
Up™® =1+p,° CRF,X
Since s is prime to ¢, that is, s € I%, sp € RpX, and so what remains is to show that

Sp € Uénp) C Ry In this case p t a and thus a, = A, and arp = R,. Additionally,
since pg" C ¢p, we have p%‘:p = p;" and is moreover principal, generated by m"»
if p, = mA,. In particular, p;" is now invertible as an Ry-ideal, with inverse
" R,. It follows that we may identify Tor,, ((p"*)r) in K,/ar,y = K,/R, with
m " R,/R,. Now

(27) TRy C P Ay =y
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From this we conclude that the hypothesis that s acts as the identity on Tor,, (mg)
implies, by Lemma [4.1]

which in turn gives, after multiplying the above inclusion by A,,
(39— Dpy™ C 4,

ie s, € U;n‘“). Now assume that p/m but p t c. Then A, = R, and hence ag, =
ap = py" for some m > 0. Moreover, p%‘:p = pg” is invertible as an R, ideal, which

allows us to identify Torq, ((p")r) with p, " /pi*. Since, by hypothesis, s, acts as

the identity on the latter, s, — 1 € pgﬁn" which implies s, € U;Em—m") C U;En"). If
p 1 ¢, m, no restrictions are imposed (i.e. n, = 0), and since s € I, we have trivially
sp € Ry =A) = Ué?})%. This finishes the proof of the converse for m C p.

Finally, we prove the converse when (m,¢) = 1. If p|c then p { m and n, = 0.
There is then nothing to show since, by the overall hypothesis that s € I?, we have
immediately s, € R, = Ué?z)z- On the other hand, if pjm then p t ¢, the proof is the
same as that in the previous paragraph, where we were assuming m C ¢. The case
where p t ¢, m is also handled exactly as in the previous paragraph. This finishes
the proof of the converse statement when (m,c) = 1. O

Let D = (Cw, p) be a Drinfeld module defined over the minimal field of definition
Hp (= the Hilbert class field) and let e, be the exponential inducing an isomorphism

ep: Coo/NAp —> D.

Then there exists a C R an ideal and & € C, so that A, = &a. We point out that
D is in general not sign normalized, unless do, = 1.

Theorem 4.5. Let D be as in the previous paragraph, m € E4 a modulus which is
either prime to ¢ or contained in ¢. Then

Ky = Hr(ep(Et)| t € Torg, (mg)).

Proof. By definition, Ky, is abelian. Moreover, by the order analog of Theorem
3.1.1 of [20] (whose proof is identical to that in the case R = A), Hgr(ep(&t)| t €
Tory, (mR)) is abelian for any m € mg, hence Hr(e,(&t)| t € Torg, (m)) is abelian
as well. Therefore, it will be enough to show that the two fields appearing in the
statement of the Theorem are the fixed fields of the same subgroup of Gal(K2P/K).
Let 0 = [s, K]. Then

1

0|k, , is trivial <= s7" =ou, a€ K and u € Ln,.

Suppose first that o]k, , is trivial. Then D = D since D is defined over Hr C K.
Choose the analytical isomorphism Y in the Main Theorem to be the composition
a — &a with the exponential e,. By the Main Theorem, it follows that s~'a also
parametrizes D and therefore is a multiple of a by an element of K *. In particular,
we may choose the element o« above so that s~'a = a. But for all p C A, up € RPX
(by definition of I, ), hence uyar, = agp, which implies xagr, = ag,,, forcing
o € FY. We may thus choose o = 1. Then, by Lemma .2} s acts trivially
on the analytic torsion Tory,(mpg), and by the Main Theorem, it follows that o
fixes Hr(ep(&t)| t € Torg,,(mp)). In the other direction, suppose o = [s, K| fixes
Hr(ep(&t)| t € Torg, (mp)). In particular, D® = D, and after re-choosing «, we may
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assume s 'oar = agr. The latter implies that s~'a € I%: indeed, it implies that
forallp C A sglocaRyp =ag,p. If p|c, then ag, = R, hence for such p, sgloc € Ry,
which implies s™ 1o € T#. By the Main Theorem and its proof (especially (I7)),
Y =7 o« ! restricted to Torg, (mg), so
Tos 'a=00T =7 restricted to Tory,(mg).

From this we conclude s~'o acts trivially on Torg,,(mg) as well, and by Lemma
M2 (applied to s~'«), we have s € Iy, K*. Therefore, by ([IH), 0 = [s, K] is the
identity on K. O

5. GENERATION OF HILBERT CLASS FIELDS OF REAL QUADRATIC RANK 2
ORDERS

In this section we will consider K/F,[T] quadratic and real, where the latter
means that over the place oo there are two places 0o, 009 in the associated curve
Y k. The Dedekind domain A will be defined as the ring of functions regular outside
of co1. The absolute value associated to oo is denoted | - |.

Let f € koo and define

Ae(f) ={a e F[T], [laf]| < ¢},
where ||z|| = the distance of = to the nearest element of Fy [T,
Cre(n) = Z a ™, neN.
xEA¢(f) monic
Define
Ac(f) = ~(T7 =T)ipela® = 1) + (T = T)%Cse(q = )7
and

9e(f) == =(T" =T)Cpe(g — 1)
Then the e-modular invariant of f is defined

; .7 gqurl(f) 7 1
1D = "0y = =7

where
T -T el 1)
(28) Js (f) T (Tq _ T)q—‘,—l Cf,s(q _ 1)q+1 '

The quantum modular invariant or quantum j-invariant of f is
JU(S) = lim je (f) C koo U {00},
e—=0

where by lim._0j:(f) we mean the set of limit points of convergent sequences
{jﬁi (f)}v g — 0.

We remark that the association f +— j9°(f) is non-trivially multi-valued: see [6].
It is invariant with respect to the action of PGLy(F,[T]) on koo (ie. j¥(Mf) =
JU(f) for all M € PGLy(F,[T]) and f € koo, see [5]), and so defines a multi-valued

function

FU(f) : PGLa(Fy[T])\ koo —o koo U {00}
Let K/Fy(T) be real and quadratic. In what follows, let fo € O be a funda-
mental unit and write f = f§, k € Z. We define the quadratic order

= Af = ]Fq[f; fT’ '7de_1] - A= ]F‘I[f()afOTv" 'afOTdO_l]a



EXPLICIT CLASS FIELD THEORY FOR ORDERS IN GLOBAL FUNCTION FIELDS 31
where |fo| = ¢~% and d = kdp, and where the equality A = F,[fo, foT, ..., foT% 1]
is proved for example in [7]. Thus, Ay, = A.

Lemma 5.1. The set
(29) {1 £ fT o fTON 2 2T, 2T

is an F, vector space basis of Ay. In particular, if g € A\ Fy and —d < deg,, (9)
then g & Ay.

Proof. Let G(Xo, ..., X4-1) € Fg[Xo, ..., Xq_1] with
oa=G(f,..., [T € A;.
Then « is a linear combination of monomials of the form
il ILm>0

in which, if [ = 0, then m = 0. Suppose first that m = d. Then using the minimal
polynomial for f,

(30) fP=af+b, acF,T], degp(a)=d, beF),
we may solve for T% as

Td = f — Alower —

~| o

where
Alower — & — leading term = a — Td_
We then have

fle = fl (f_alower - ;)

which is a linear combination of elements in (29). By induction, one can express
any monomial of the shape f!‘T™ as a linear combination of monomials occurring

in the set (29). O
Consider the ideals

(31) a;=as; = (f, fT,....,fT") C Ay, i=0,1,....d—1.

Proposition 5.1. For all i, a; = agii. In particular, Z = {ag,...,aq-1} forms a

cyclic subgroup of the class group Cla,.

Proof. See also [7], where a proof is given for a = T9. A generating set for a2 | is
{f?T7 }?if. Now the generators with j > d may be written
(32) f2Td - f3 - f2alower - fb7 oo 7f2T2d_2 = Td_2(f3 - f2alower - fb),

where, as in Lemma Bl ajower = a — 7% It follows by inspection that these
generators all belong to az_2. The generators with j < d — 1 trivially belong to
a4—2, which gives the inclusion ag_l C ag_s. On the other hand,

f3 - f2alower7 ceey Td_2(f3 - f2alower) S azflu

and together with (B2), this gives f,..., fT9% € a%_, ie. a2, = ag_2. The
general statement proceeds by showing, by induction, that az_;aq—1 = ag—;—1. O
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By Proposition 5.1} the a; are invertible and thus define elements of Cl4,. For
any a C Ay, the modular invariant j(a) was defined in (I9) of section §4l
Now consider the allied “rank 2” order

Op =F [TI[f, f 1 =F [T, f, '] C Ok.

It has conductor € for which AN € = ¢ = the conductor of Ay C A. Its Hilbert
class field Hp, is defined via class field theory as the abelian extension associated
to the group
lo, - K*
Co, = K X

where

lo, =K%, -KZ%,- ] (©p5.

p#001,002

We have the following diamond of Hilbert class fields

Ha,

Ha \Hof
AN

Ho,.

As usual,
The purpose of the present section is to prove the following Theorem, which is
the order analog of the main result of [7]:

Theorem 5.1. The Hilbert class field Ho, is primitively generated over K by

d—1
H o= Hj(ai).
i=0

x€j(f)

All of the arguments used in [7] extend in an expected way to Ha,, particu-
larly because the main ingredient in most of our proofs was that f is a unit, not
necessarily fundamental. The assumption that f is a fundamental unit makes an
explicit appearance in the middle of §1 of [7]: this was done so that we could iden-
tify generators of A, which necessarily use a fundamental unit. In what follows,
we will review carefully all of the elements in the proof appearing in [7], pointing
out whatever changes need to be made to deal with the fact that Ay is no longer a
Dedekind domain. The main point is that

Af :Fq[fafTv"'adeil]
has exactly the same shape as A when expressed explicitly using generators.
81 of [7]: “Diophantine Approximations of Quadratic Units”

In the first part of the section, before assuming f fundamental, we provide an
explicit formula for A.(f) which we describe this now. Define Q, € F4[T] by
Q=101=a,...,Qu+1 = aQ, +bQ,_1, a,b are as in BQ). If f* denotes the Galois
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conjugate of f, we may assume |f| > |f*|, and then |f| = |a] = ¢? and |f*| = ¢~ %

Let D = a2 + 4b be the discriminant. Using Binet’s formula
fn-l-l _ (f*)n-‘rl

=%

one may show that ||Q, f|| = ¢~V from which it follows that the set

B={T""Q,...,TQ0,Qo; T 'Q1, ..., 70, Qu;... }

forms an F, basis of F,[T]. Write B(i) = {T971Q;,...,Q;} for the ith block of B

and for 0 < d < d — 1, denote B(i); = {T"Q;,...,Q;}. Then (see [7], Lemma 1)

Ag-~va—i(f) = spang, (B(N)dg—1-1, B(N +1),... )

(33) Qn n=0,1,...,

q

Then, there is the renormalization result, Proposition 1 of [7], which shows that
the renormalized A (f) converge to the a;. The proof of this statement is valid for
an arbitrary order, since it only uses Binet’s formula.

§2 of [7]: “The Quantum j-Invariant in Positive Characteristic”

The definitions of the j invariant for ideal classes of A; and the associated
quantum j-invariant are the same as those that appear in [7]. The analog of Lemma
2 of [7] is proved in Proposition 51l Finally, Theorem 4 of [7], which says that

FEF) = {j(a) oy

remains valid for an arbitrary unit f, since the proof only uses Binet’s formula.
83 of [7]: “Injectivity”

In the very beginning of this section, we pick an ideal class [a] € Cl4 and write
a = (g,h). In the case of Ay, by definition, an element of [a] € Cl4, is the class of
an invertible ideal. We prove above (see Theorem [[5]) that invertible ideals may
be generated by two elements. So this presentation of a = (g,h) remains valid.
We also need that g has the smallest degree amongst all non-0 elements of a. We
may make this assumption in view of Note [Tl of section §Il The remainder of this
section, which comprises the main technical results of [7], only uses the fact that f
is a unit and the shape of A as displayed above, which is identical in form to that
of A. Therefore these results hold identically in the case of Ay.

§4 of [7]: “Generation of the Hilbert Class Field”

Just as in the case of A, since K is totally real, Hixf = the narrow Hilbert class
field of Ay = Ha,. The analog of Theorem 7 of [7] for Ay is simply Corollary [4.1]
of section §4l we simply note that a C K is now an invertible Ay fractional ideal.
The analog of Proposition 2 of [7] is the following;:

Proposition 5.2. Let ag_1 € Cla, be as above. Then (aq_1) = Ker(Cla, — Clo,).
In particular, the Galois group Z = Gal(Ha,/Ho,) is canonically isomorphic to
(ag—1) via Class Field Theory.

Proof. For f = fo a fundamental unit, this result was proved in Proposition 2 of
[7]; we will use the latter to prove the Proposition. Denote Zy := Gal(Ha/Ho,)
=~ Ker(Cly — Cloy) = (ag,—1), where ag,—1 = (fo, foT,..., foT%1). In what
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follows, we simply write Z = Ker(Cls, — Clo,) and Zy = Ker(Cla — Clo,) =
(ag,—1). We have the following commutative diagram of short exact sequences:

1 -7 < - Cla, =14 /PS> Clo, 215, /P§ —— 1

lm lw@

1——*'2h::<a%—1>c—*'CblglA/PA'—E: Clox Zloyx/Pox — 1,

in which Cla, =15 /P}  follows from Theorem The identification Clp, =
lo, /Po, is proved as in Theorem [[L6] where we remark that the proofs of the
supporting results go thorugh in rank 2 as they are rank independent. The vertical
maps Y4,¥o are induced by ideal expansion, e.g., by — b := byA.,, which are
bijections on ideals prime to ¢ (see Theorem[[T]). We have the inclusion {(ag_1) C Z
since ag—1 contains the O -unit f. Suppose there is an ideal class by € Z\ (a4_1);
without loss of generality, by Lemma [[3] we may assume that by is prime to
ag—1. Then by Theorems and [[4) by may be written as a product of primes
that are prime to the conductor. We claim that azj_1A C ag,—1. Indeed, the
generators of ag_1 are of the form f17, j = dom +i € {0,...,d — 1 = ndy — 1};
writing the exponent of T as j = mdy + i for m < n and i < doy, we have fT7 =
oI = (foTd%)™ . f3~™T%. Using the quadratic relation for fo, foT% € ag,—1,
and this proves the claim. But by Theorem [l the expansion agz_1A is prime,
hence ag—1A = agy—1. In particular, the expansion b = by A is therefore a product
of primes that do not involve ag,—1. By the commutativity of the diagram, b €
Zy = (aq,—1), contradiction. O

The rest of the proof of Theorem [l follows mutatis mutandis that of [7].
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