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ON /-TORSION IN DEGREE ¢ SUPERELLIPTIC JACOBIANS OVER F,
WANLIN LI, JONATHAN LOVE, AND ERIC STUBLEY

AssTrACT. We study the /-torsion subgroup in Jacobians of curves of the form y¢ = f(z) for irreducible
f(x) over a finite field F4 of characteristic p # ¢. This is a function field analogue of the study of ¢-torsion
subgroups of ideal class groups of number fields Q(\l/ﬁ ). We establish an upper bound, lower bound, and
parity constraint on the rank of the ¢-torsion which depend only on the parameters ¢, ¢, and deg f. Using
tools from class field theory, we show that additional criteria depending on congruence conditions involving
the polynomial f(z) can be used to refine the upper and lower bounds. For certain values of the parameters
l,q,deg f, we determine the ¢-torsion of the Jacobian for all curves with the given parameters.

1. INTRODUCTION

The ideal class group of a number field is one of the central topics of interest in algebraic number theory. If
we consider the collection of degree n extensions K/Q with some fixed Galois group, then for all but finitely
many primes ¢, the /-torsion of the class group of K is conjectured to be distributed according to the Cohen-
Lenstra heuristics [3]. If £ | n, however, the ¢-torsion is expected to have qualitatively different behavior. For
instance, in the case £ = 2 and K is an imaginary quadratic field, Gauss’ genus theory completely describes
the 2-torsion of the class group of K in terms of the number of ramified primes. In general, if £ > 3 divides
n, then the ¢-torsion structure can be considerably more mysterious.

In [12], the authors used Galois cohomology to study the ¢-torsion of the ideal class groups of the degree
¢ number fields Q(+/N) for prime N; see Section 1.4 for more on the history of this problem. In this paper,
we study an analogous problem over global function fields, namely the divisor class groups of fields of the
form Fy(v/f,z) for f(z) € Fyz] irreducible. In this setting, we are able to utilize both Galois cohomology
inspired by [12] and tools from arithmetic geometry to obtain more refined constraints on the ¢-torsion, and
we encounter interesting behavior which does not occur in the number field setting.

Computing the ¢-torsion structure of the divisor class group of a function field is typically a computation-
ally intensive problem that requires first finding the full class group. We produce constraints on the ¢-torsion
using data that are much easier to compute, and in some cases, these constraints uniquely determine the
{-torsion. The full results are discussed in Section 1.1, but we give one example application here.

Theorem 1.1. Let £ > 3 be prime, q a prime power with ¢> = 1 mod ¢, and f(z) € Fy[x] irreducible with
deg f coprime to L. The {-torsion of the divisor class group of F4(¥/f,z) is isomorphic to (Z/0Z)E=D/2 Gf
q = —1mod ¢ and deg f is even, and is trivial otherwise.

If ¢ = 3, and g and deg f are coprime to 3, Theorem 1.1 shows that the 3-torsion can be determined using no
information about f other than its degree. If { = 5, and ¢ and deg f are coprime to 5, then we can completely
determine the 5-torsion structure using easily computable conditions depending on f (Corollary 1.7).

For ¢ > 7, the {-torsion structure is typically not fully determined by the easily computable conditions
mentioned above, but we prove a parity constraint which gives us a better understanding of the ¢-torsion.

7-torsion: | 0 (Z/7Z) (Z)7Z)* (Z/7Z)® (Z/7Z)* (Z)7Z)°
count: | 0 5552 0 1840 0 12
TABLE 1. The number of isomorphism classes of fields F3(v/f,z) attaining each possible
7-torsion structure in its divisor class group, with f(z) € F3[z] irreducible of degree 12.
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To illustrate this phenomenon, up to isomorphism there are 7404 function fields of the form F3(/f, z) with
f(z) € Fslz] irreducible of degree 12. For each of these fields, the authors used Magma to compute the
divisor class group and recorded the 7-torsion structure of each; see Table 1. While the relative distribution
of curves across the possible torsion structures is a subject of future exploration, our results explain the
zeroes in the table. More generally, we will see that the largest power of (Z/¢Z) occurring as a subgroup of
the divisor class group of F,(v/f,z) must be odd whenever ¢ > 3, ¢ is a primitive root mod ¢, and deg f is
even and coprime to ¢ (Theorem 1.3). It seems as though this phenomenon is unique to the function field
setting and does not arise for number fields.

1.1. Main results. For all the results that follow, we assume ¢ > 3 is prime, ¢ is a prime power coprime to £,
and f(z) € F,[z] is an irreducible polynomial with d := deg f coprime to ¢. Let C' be the smooth projective
curve with affine equation given by y* = f(x); such a curve is an example of a “superelliptic curve.” Let .J
be the Jacobian of C, so the degree 0 subgroup of the divisor class group of C is isomorphic to J(F;). The
¢-torsion of J(F,) can be equipped with the structure of a vector space over Fy, and we define the ¢-rank of
C to be the dimension of this F; vector space,

re(C) := dimg, J[{](Fy).

The function field of C is isomorphic to F,(v/f, ), and up to isomorphism C'is the only smooth projective
curve with this function field. We define the divisor class group of F,(v/f, ) to be the divisor class group of
C'. Then an equivalent definition for r,(C) is that it is the largest power of Z/¢Z that occurs as a subgroup
of the divisor class group of the function field F,(v/f, ).

Remark 1.2. The above definitions are valid also for ¢ = 2, but in this case we always have r5(C) = 0,
because a hyperelliptic curve y? = f(z) has no F,-rational 2-torsion in its Jacobian when f is irreducible.

Let v = ordy(q) be the multiplicative order of ¢ mod ¢ in (Z/¢Z)*, that is, the smallest positive integer
such that ¢” = 1 mod ¢. This is an important invariant for this problem because F 4~ is the smallest extension
of F, containing ¢-th roots of unity, and hence the Galois closure of F,(v/f,z)/F4(z) is a degree v extension
field, namely F - ({/f, x).

Theorem 1.3. Set

B := (ged(d, ) — 1)6_71

Then the £-rank r¢(C) satisfies min{B, 1} < r,(C) < B and r¢(C) = B mod 2.

The parity constraint r,(C) = B mod 2 is proved using the Weil pairing on J[¢]. This phenomenon does
not appear to occur in the analogous situation in number fields, namely ideal class groups of cyclic extensions
Q(V/N) for N prime discussed in [12]; see Section 1.4 for a discussion of the number field case.

Ezample 1.4. Consider the case £ = 3. If ¢ = 1 mod 3 or if d is odd, then ged(d,v) = 1, so Theorem 1.3
implies that r7,(C') = 0. Otherwise, if deg f is even and ¢ = 2 mod 3, we have r3(C) = 1, and we recover
Theorem 1.1 for £ = 3. Compare [12, Theorem 6.1.1] which addresses extensions Q(+/N)/Q for prime
N =1mod 3.

In one special case, we can prove a lower bound that equals the upper bound in Theorem 1.3, allowing us
to construct families of curves with large ¢-torsion subgroups in their divisor class groups.

Proposition 1.5. If ged(d,v) = 2, then ro(C) = Z_Tl.

Theorem 1.1 follows immediately from Theorem 1.3 and Proposition 1.5. Both Theorem 1.3 and Proposi-
tion 1.5 can be proven with linear algebra, using linear maps on J[¢] defined using endomorphisms of J. The
parity constraint r,(C') = B mod 2 is proved using the Weil pairing on J[¢]. These topics are summarized in
Section 1.2 and discussed in depth in Section 2 and Section 3. The proofs of Theorem 1.3 and Proposition 1.5
are then completed in Section 7.

If v < 2 then r¢(C) is completely determined by Theorem 1.1, so for the remainder of this section we
assume vy > 3. We can compute more refined bounds on r¢(C) if we additionally assume ~ | d. This constraint
ensures that f totally splits in the extension Fyv (x)/F,(z); this is analogous to the constraint N =1 mod p
in [12] which guarantees that N totally splits in Q((,)/Q. Over Fy, [z], f(z) splits into 7 irreducible factors,
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which we label fi(z), fa(z),..., fy(z) in such a way that the Frobenius automorphism on F g sends f;(z) to
fit1(zx) for all i (and fy(z) to fi(z)). Set

7 e
hp () ::Hfi(x)q(l v )71, ne{2,...,y—1},
i=1

(1) T:={1}u{ne{2,....7 =1} : hy(x) is an *" power in F - [2]/(f1(x))}.

The polynomials h,(z) are associated via Kummer theory to certain cyclic degree £ extensions of Fgv(x);
see Section 6.3 for more on how these polynomials arise.

Theorem 1.6. Let f(z) € Fy[z] be irreducible of degree d, with d coprime to £ and 3 <y |d. Set
-1
B = |T|—.
v

Then the £-rank r¢(C) satisfies min{B’,2} < ry(C) < B’ and r¢(C) = B’ mod 2.
If in addition vy is even and 1+ 3 € T, then r¢(C) > 3.

Since |T| < v —1 = ged(d,y) — 1 we have B’ < B, and from min{B, 1} < r,(C) < B’ we can conclude
min{B’,2} > min{B,1}. Thus Theorem 1.6 gives both upper and lower bounds that are at least as strong
as those in Theorem 1.3.

In addition to the linear algebra on J[¢] discussed in Section 2 and Section 3, the proof of Theorem 1.6
requires techniques from Kummer theory and Galois cohomology. These techniques are introduced in Sec-
tion 1.3 and discussed in depth in Sections 4, 5, and 6. The proof of Theorem 1.6 is then completed in
Section 7.

In some cases, Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.6 are sufficient to determine r,(C') precisely.

Corollary 1.7. Suppose £ =5. If v =4 d then r5(C) = B’, and otherwise r5(C) = B.

Proof. It v < 2 then Theorem 1.1 implies 75(C) = B, so the only remaining option to consider is v = 4.
If ged(d,y) = 1 then B = 0, and if ged(d,v) = 2 then B = 1; in both cases we must have r5(C') = B by
Theorem 1.3. So we may now assume 4 | d. If T # {1,2,3}, then B’ = |T| is either 1 or 2. In either case
min{B’,2} = B’, so r5(C') = B’ by Theorem 1.6. If T = {1,2,3}, then r5(C") < B’ = 3, but we also have
1+ 32 =3¢€T and so r5(C) > 3, so again 75(C') = B’ by Theorem 1.6. O

For larger values of £, Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.6 are not sufficient to determine r,(C). For example,
we have the following options when £ = 7:
20r4, ify=3|dand |T]|=2,
3orbh, ify=6]|dand|T|=5,
B, if 3 <~ | d but not the above cases,
B otherwise.

For the first two rows, we can exhibit curves attaining both possible values of 77(C), demonstrating that
the parameters ¢, q,d, |T| are not sufficient to fully determine the value of r,(C) in general. For instance,
consider the case £ =7, ¢ = 3 (so v = 6), and d = 12 from the introduction, summarized in Table 1. We may
categorize these function fields further by the sets T associated to each. See Table 2, and note in particular
the last two columns, consisting of curves with the same 7 but different values of r,(C). *

7‘7(0) =

)

re(C): | 1 3 3 3 5
T {1} {1,3,4} {1,2,5} {1,2,3,4,5} {1,2,3,4,5}
count: | 5552 852 810 178 12

TABLE 2. The number of isomorphism classes of fields F3(v/f, ) attaining each possible
7-rank and set T, with f(x) € F3[z] irreducible of degree 12.

IThe astute reader may notice in Table 2 that 7\ {1} is closed under n — 1—n mod ~. This symmetry does hold in general,
following from Theorem 1.11 and Theorem 1.13 below, and can be used to cut down the number of computations needed in
order to find the set 7.
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1.2. Results from the linear algebra of Frobenius eigenvectors. The most important feature of
working with function fields is that we can represent elements of the ideal class group of F,(v/f,z) using
geometric objects, as described in Section 1.1. This allows us to use morphisms from C to itself to study
T[(O).

The g-power Frobenius map (z,y) — (29,y9) on C(F,) induces a linear operator Frob on the F-vector
space J[¢]. The eigenspace of eigenvalue 1 for this action is J[{](F,), so r¢(C) can be recovered as the
dimension of this eigenspace. The primary difficulty we will encounter is that the action of Frob on J[¢] is
not semi-simple in general. The action of Frobenius on the ¢-adic Tate module J[¢°°] is semi-simple, but this
property does not descend to the mod ¢ reduction. So even though we can determine the full characteristic
polynomial of Frob acting on J[¢] with relatively little work (Remark 2.10), this is not enough to determine
the dimension of any particular eigenspace.

To study r¢(C), we use a filtration coming from the automorphism (z,y) — (z,(,y) on the space J[{]
denoted as

0=vVlcvicvic...cvit=Jy
that is preserved by Frob, and we consider the intersection of generalized eigenspaces for Frob with this
filtration.

Definition 1.8. For 1 <k </ —1 and n € Z/vZ, let F¥ denote the set of v € V¥ \ V*¥~! for which
(Frob —¢" "1y =0 for some ¢ > 1.

Note that for n € Z/vZ, multiplication by ¢"~**1 is a well-defined scalar operator on J[{] because ¢q7 = 1
in Fy. We will show that J[¢](F,) has a basis formed by taking one true eigenvector of Frob from each F} |,
whenever such an eigenvector exists. Thus r,(C) is directed related to F* in the following result.

Theorem 1.9. The {-rank of the divisor class group r¢(C) equals the number of values 1 < k < ¢ —1 such
that Fl§71 contains an eigenvector of Frob.

For a visual interpretation, see Fig. 1. Each of the three figures represents a different possible curve. If
the cell with coordinates (n, k) is shaded dark gray, this means that there exists a Frob eigenvector with
eigenvalue ¢"~¥*+1 in V*\ V*=1. The circles correspond to cells (n, k) with ¢" **1 = 1 in Fy, so any dark
gray circle corresponds to a Frob eigenvector of eigenvalue 1, that is, an element of J[¢](F,). The number of
dark gray circles equals to r¢(C). See Remark 2.7 for a more thorough guide to reading these diagrams.

We prove several constraints that determine when F* contains an eigenvector of Frob. A number of
relations follow fairly directly from linear algebra on J[¢]. We say that F* is a “rooftop” if F* has a Frob
eigenvector but there is no k < k¥’ < ¢ — 1 such that F,’f, has an eigenvector. This notion is justified by
statement (b) of the following Proposition. We say a rooftop F¥ is “non-maximal” if k # ¢ — 1.

Proposition 1.10. Letn € Z/vyZ and 1 <k < {— 1. We have the following:

(a) E} has a Frob eigenvector if and only if v | dn and v 1 n.
(b) If E¥ has a Frob eigenvector, then F,’f/ has a Frob eigenvector for all 1 < k' < k.
(c) If E¥ is a rooftop, then F} , has a Frob eigenvector (that is, 7 | d(n — k) and v { (n — k)).

(d) If F¥ is a non-mazximal rooftop, there is no rooftop of the form Fff_t: fori=0and 1 <k+i</{-—2.

These relations are proven in Section 2.5. Part (a) is obtained by constructing an explicit basis of Frob
eigenvectors for V!, and part (b) follows from a relation between Frob and the map used to define the
filtration. If F* is a non-maximal rooftop, we will show that applying (Frob —¢"~*) to a vector in FF+1
yields an eigenvector in F! , (a “Jordan chain” of length 2), giving part (c). Part (d) comes from that
if two such Jordan chains exist, a linear combination of the two generalized eigenvectors will produce an
eigenvector.

The remaining three constraints Theorem 1.11, Theorem 1.12, and Theorem 1.13 are less straightforward,
and form the main technical contributions of this paper. The first two can be proven using the Weil pairing
on J[¢], by proving a numerical relation between pairs of Jordan chains (Lemma 3.3).

Theorem 1.11. Suppose 1 < k < {—2 and n € Z/yZ. Then E¥ is a rooftop if and only if F}_ is a
rooftop.



)
4 4
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FiGURE 1. Examples of possible Frob eigenvector configurations. Each chart represents
one curve’ with some specified parameters /,v,d. Cell (n,k) is colored light gray if F¥
is nonempty, and dark gray if F¥ contains an eigenvector of Frob. Cell (n, k) is circled if
n—k+1=0 (mod 7). Rooftops F* are labeled. The number of dark gray circles equals
to r¢(C). For more on how to read these diagrams see Remark 2.7.

2These diagrams do not come from explicit curves, but are examples of configurations satisfying all the combinatorial
constraints discussed in Section 1.2.
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When k£ = 2n mod ~, the above result is vacuous; however in this case we will see that the numerical
relation gives us the following result.

Theorem 1.12. Suppose 1 < k < ¢ —2 andn € Z/yZ. If k = 2n mod v and k is even then EFF is not a
rooftop.

Both Theorem 1.11 and Theorem 1.12 are proved in Section 3. Theorem 1.11 says that FF — FF
defines an involution on the set of non-maximal rooftops, and Theorem 1.12 imposes a parity constraint on
the fixed points of this involution; these two observations will be used together in Section 7.3 to prove the
parity constraint r¢(C) = B mod 2.

1.3. Results from Galois cohomology. Another method we use to study the ¢-rank of J[¢](F,) comes
from Galois cohomology. This approach is more closely related to the approach used to study the number
field version of this problem, where there is no direct analogue of the geometric ¢-torsion subgroup J[¢](F,)
(see Section 1.4). In Section 4 and Section 5 we use Kummer theory to relate the two perspectives. The
culmination of these sections is Proposition 5.7, which relates the existence of an eigenvector of Frob in
FF to the existence of a certain cohomology class in a Selmer group associated to a (k + 1)-dimensional
representation of Gal(F,(z)*P/F,(x)).

In Section 6 we show that F* is a non-maximal rooftop if and only if a certain cup product of cohomology
classes does not vanish. The vanishing of this cup product can be determined by a residue field calculation,
leading us to the last constraint.

Theorem 1.13. Suppose 2 <~ | d and n € Z/yZ. Then F? has a Frob eigenvector if and only if n € T
(as in Eq. (1)).

We note that Proposition 1.10 and Theorem 1.11 can also be proven entirely using this Galois cohomology
framework: for Theorem 1.11, instead of the Weil pairing we one can use Poitou-Tate duality. On the other
hand, we have not yet found a way to prove Theorem 1.12 using this framework. The key difficulty comes
from determining whether a Selmer class associated to a self-dual representation lifts to a Selmer class
associated to a higher-dimensional representation. These self-dual representations are quite difficult to work
with compared to their non-self-dual counterparts, so our geometric proof of Theorem 1.12 using the Weil
pairing illustrates a method that can be used to work with them in the function field setting. On the
other hand, we were only able to prove Theorem 1.13 using cohomological techniques. Thus, using both
the geometric approach (Sections 2-3) and the cohomological approach (Sections 4-6) allows us to prove
stronger results than any one approach individually.

Together with Proposition 1.10 and Theorem 1.9, constraints on 7,(C') can be obtained by counting argu-
ments, analyzing the various restrictions on pairs (n, k). Section 7 contains proofs of some such constraints,
including all the results stated in Section 1.1.

1.4. Prior work. The study of {-torsion in divisor class groups of superelliptic extensions K (V/f,z)/K (x)
(for some field K) has been explored in many other contexts; for some examples [14, 7]. Most of these
explorations are largely independent from the content of this paper; for instance, some take K = Q instead
of K = F,, and they impose different conditions on ¢ and f(z). Further, these works typically focus on a
particular subgroup of the ¢-torsion generated by divisors supported at the ramification locus of f(x), which
is the first stage V! in the filtration of J[¢] discussed in Section 1.2.

In the case of hyperelliptic function fields F,(v/f, z)/F,(z), this first stage V! contains the entirety of the
2-torsion; Cornelissen uses this to compute the 2-rank of J[2](F,) for arbitrary hyperelliptic curves over F,
(allowing f(z) to be reducible) [4]. However, for £ > 2, there is more to the filtration than this first stage,
and these deeper filtration stages are one of the primary focuses of this paper. The primary difficulty we
face is that unlike the action of Frobenius on V!, the action of Frob on J[/] as a whole is not semi-simple.
See Remark 2.10 for a discussion.

The aforementioned filtration can be defined using an endomorphism (z,y) — (z,(,y) on C, where (,
is some (' root of unity in F,. This endomorphism and the filtration it defines were used by Poonen—
Schaefer [11] and were further explored by Arul [1].

Other authors have studied the /-torsion subgroups of divisor class groups of different kinds of degree ¢
extensions of Fy(z). For instance, Wittmann considered degree ¢ Galois extensions K/F,(z), and studied
the Galois module structure of the ¢-torsion in the divisor class group of K [15].
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The question this paper is exploring has a direct analogue in number fields: namely, to study the p-rank
of the ideal class group of Q(N'/P) for distinct primes N and p. Several authors have studied this question
under the assumption N = 1 mod p, which is analogous to the assumption v | d we make in Theorem 1.6.
Using deformations of Galois representations, Calegari-Emerton [2] determined conditions under which the

p-part is cyclic (i.e. p-rank 1). For instance, one of their results is that if Hgfl_l)/ 2 ji

- is a p-th power modulo
N, then the p-rank of CI(Q(N'/?)) is at least 2 [2, Theorem 1.3(ii)]. These results were generalized by
Wake—Wang-Erickson [13, Proposition 11.1.1]; in particular, they interpreted the congruence condition as a
cup product on Galois cohomology. The techniques of Wake-Wang-Erickson were used by Karl Schaefer and
the third author to prove a full converse of Calegari-Emerton’s result by imposing additional congruence
conditions.

The cohomological methods used in Sections 4-6 of this paper closely follow the work of Schaefer and the
third author, using the Galois cohomology framework developed by Wake—Wang-Erickson. In particular, the
upper bound in Theorem 1.6 is directly analogous to [12, Theorem 1.1.1]. On the other hand, [12, Table 3]
shows that there is no parity constraint on the p-rank in the number field setting; the parity constraint on
r¢(C) appears to be a phenomenon unique to function fields.

1.5. Acknowledgements. The bulk of this research was conducted while all three authors held a CRM-
ISM postdoctoral fellowship. The first author was partially supported by NSF grant DMS-2302511, and the
second author was partially supported by ERC Starting Grant 101076941 (‘GAGARIN’).

The authors thank Patrick Allen, Jordan Ellenberg, Jaclyn Lang, Bjorn Poonen, Karl Schaefer, Jacob
Stix, Yunqging Tang, Carl Wang-Erickson for conversations that pointed them in helpful directions. The
first two authors want to thank the third author for suggesting this project and for introducing them to
the technical details of Galois cohomology needed for this paper, and the third author wishes to thank his
collaborators for seeing this project through after he left academia.

2. STRUCTURE OF THE /-TORSION SUBGROUP

In this section, we introduce our setup and prove Theorem 1.9 and Proposition 1.10.

2.1. Notation and Setup. We use the following notation throughout the paper.

{ > 3 is a prime.

q is a prime power coprime to £.

~ is the multiplicative order of ¢ in (Z/¢Z)*.

¢ € Fy is a fixed nontrivial £ root of unity.

f(z) € Fy[z] is an irreducible polynomial with d := deg f coprime to ¢.

C/F, is the smooth projective curve with affine equation y* = f(x), and qu its base change to F,.
J/F, is the Jacobian of C, and Jg, its base change to F,.

e For a field extension F/F,, J(F) denotes the F-points of J. Elements of J(F,) can be interpreted
as divisors on C, modulo linear equivalence, and if F /Fq4 is a finite extension, elements of J(F)

correspond to divisor classes in J(F,) that are invariant under Gal(F,/F).

o J[{](F) denotes the (-torsion subgroup of J(F), and J[¢] := J[¢](F,) the geometric ¢-torsion group.
e The /-torsion rank of C' is defined to be

r¢(C) := dimg, (J[(](Fy)).

We also define two morphisms of Cr_, by giving their actions on geometric points (z,y) € C (F,). Using
the ¢*} root of unity ¢ € F,» chosen above, by abuse of notation we also let ¢ : Cr, — Cr,, denote the
morphism defined by

C:(zy) = (2, Cy).
We let Frob : Cr_, — CF,, denote the relative Frobenius map,

Frob : (z,y) — (29, y?).
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Note that ¢ is an automorphism of Cf,, while Frob is a degree ¢ endomorphism; both act invertibly on
C(F,). On C(F,), we also have the relation

Frobo ¢ = ¢?oFrob.

By further abuse of notation, we also let { and Frob denote the respective endomorphisms of qu induced
by their namesakes, as well as the induced linear maps on J[¢] considered as a vector space over Fy.
Convention 2.1. When not otherwise specified, an “eigenvector” will refer to an eigenvector of Frob acting
as a linear map on the Fy—vector space J[{], i.e. a nonzero v € J[{] satisfying Frobv = cv for some ¢ € Fy.
Likewise, a “generalized eigenvector” will refer to a generalized eigenvector of Frob, i.e. a nonzero v € J[{]
satisfying (Frob —c)*v = 0 for some ¢ € Fy and i > 0).

2.2. The 1 — ¢ Filtration of J[¢]. The automorphism ¢ and endomorphism 1 — ¢ on qu were discussed in

detail in [1, Section 2.3]. Here we use them to construct a filtration on J[¢].
Noting that the endomorphism ¢ is annihilated by the ¢t cyclotomic polynomial, we can derive the

relation
-1

[Ta-¢)=¢

i=1
in the endomorphism ring End(qu). For each 1 <i<¢—1,1—¢"is equal to 1 — ¢ times a unit, and so
(1 —¢)% 1 is £ times a unit. We can conclude that the kernel of (1 — ¢)*~! on Jg, is exactly J[¢].
Define V* to be the F,-points of ker (1 — ¢)*; these V* then give a filtration
0=VlcV'c...cv®! = JiUF,).
Note that each subgroup V* has the structure of a Fy-vector space.

Lemma 2.2. For each k = 2,...,¢ — 1, the endomorphism 1 — ¢ induces an isomorphism V¥ /Vk=1 —
VE=1/VE=2 of (d — 1)-dimensional vector spaces over Fy.

Proof. We have Nq(¢)/q(1—¢) =4, [Q(¢) : Q] = ¢ — 1, and the curve C has genus g = £(¢ — 1)(d — 1) by
Riemann-Hurwitz. So for all 0 < k </ —1,
deg(l _ C)k _ ék(d*l)

by [8, Proposition 12.12]. These endomorphisms are all separable and so ker (1 — ¢)* has £¥(¢=1) points in
J(F,). This implies dimp, V¥ = k(d—1). For 2 < k < £—1, the kernel of the map V* — V*~1/V*=2 induced
by 1 —¢is V¥ so (1—¢): Vk/VF=1 - VF=1/V#=2 is an isomorphism by dimension considerations. [J
2.3. A modification of 1 — (. Recall from Section 2.1 that the relative Frobenius map Frob : JE — qu
is induced by the action (z,y) — (29,y?) on C(F,). The maps Frob and 1 — ¢ on Jg, satisfy the relation

(2) Frobo(1 — ¢) = (1 — (%) o Frob.
Since 1 — ¢? and 1 — ¢ are associates in End(J— ), this identity shows that the action of Frob on J[{](F,)

preserves the filtration stages V*. However, the automorphism 2 1—< of J& does not preserve the generalized
eigenspaces of Frob. To account for this, we introduce a modification of 1 — ¢ that interacts in a more

predictable way with the Frobenius map.
Definition 2.3. Let n € End(JE) be defined by

where i1 € Z denotes an inverse of i modulo £.

While the endomorphism 7 depends on the choice of inverses mod ¢, the action of n on J[¢] is well-defined,
independent of the choice of i~! for each i. We have the following two important facts about 7, which both
capture the idea that 1 behaves like a “logarithm” of (. The first statement in the following lemma says that
1 acts like ( —1 up to higher-order terms.



Lemma 2.4. We have V! =kernNJ[f], and for each 2 <k < {—1,n and { —1 are equal as isomorphisms
Vk/vk—l N Vk—l/vk—2_

Proof. This follows from Lemma 2.2 and the fact that 7 +(1—¢) is in the ideal generated by £ and (1—¢)?. O

The second statement about 7 in the following lemma can be thought of as a linearization of the relation
Frobo( = (YoFrob. As a note of caution, the following relation does not hold when Frob and 7 are
considered as endomorphisms of qu; we obtain the desired equality only when we restrict to the actions on

J[a.

Lemma 2.5. As linear maps on J[{],

Frobon = gnoFrob.

Proof. This can be proven by formal manipulation of polynomials; see Appendix A. O

A consequence of this result is that if v € J[{] is a (generalized) eigenvector of Frob, then so is nwv.

2.4. Generalized eigenvectors of Frob. Any v € J[{|(F,) lies in some filtration stage v € V*\ Vk=1,
Then n*~'v € V!, and by Lemma 2.5 we have

Frob(n*~1v) = ¢* "1 *~1(Frobv) = ¢* 1 nF~ 1o,

1 1

so n*~1v is an eigenvector of eigenvalue ¢F1.
eigenvalues of Frob acting on V.

To start, we find a basis of V! which is most suitable for our study of the Frob action. The dimension of
V%is d—1 for d := deg f. The following Lemma, which is well-known in the literature (see e.g. the proof of
[5, Theorem 1.7]), shows that the action of Frob on V1 is diagonalizable over F,.

So our first goal is to identify which powers of ¢ arise as

Lemma 2.6. The action of Frob on V! @ F; has a basis
{uﬁ:ﬂeffa ﬂdzlv B#l}
where ug is an eigenvector of Frob with eigenvalue .

(Caution: recall that Frob is induced by the g-power Frobenius map on JE, not an f-power Frobenius

map on Fy.)

Proof. Suppose that f(z) factors over F, as (x — 21)...(x — z4), where Frob(z;) = z;41. The curve C
has a unique point above co € Pl(Fq) by the assumption ¢ { d, which we also call co. Define the points
P; := [(%i,0)] — [o0] € J(F,) for i = 1,...,d. We have the relation P, + - -- P; = 0; by [1, Proposition 2.3.1],
the points Pp,..., Py—1 form a basis for V' (see also [5, Proof of Theorem 1.7]).

Given 3 € Fy satisfying 3¢ = 1 and 3 # 1, set

d .
(3) ug = Zﬁ_zpi evt! ®F@.
i=1

Since 3 # 1, the coefficients of P, and Py are distinct and so ug # 0. We have

d—1

Frobug =Y B7'Piy1+ 7P
=1

d—1
=8 <Z BT P + 61P1>
i=1
= Bug.
Thus we have d — 1 eigenvectors with distinct eigenvalues, so these form a basis for the (d — 1)-dimensional
vector space V! @ Fy. O



For 2 < k < ¢ —1, an eigenvector in V! with eigenvalue ¢” lifts under 7*~! to an eigenvector of Frob in
VFk/Vk=1 with eigenvalue ¢"~**1 (by Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5). This lift is a priori only an eigenvector in
the quotient space, but we show in Lemma 2.8 that we can always take the lift to be a generalized eigenvector
of Frob acting on J[¢] using properties of the operator 7.

Recall the definition of the sets F¥.

Definition 1.8. For 1 <k </ —1 and n € Z/vZ, let F¥ denote the set of v € V¥ \ V¥~! for which

(Frob —¢" "1y =0 for some ¢ > 1.

Namely F¥ is the set of generalized eigenvectors of Frob in the k-th filtration stage with eigenvalue ¢ ~*+1.
Remark 2.7. By this point we have developed a lot of notation, so it may be helpful to have a picture in
mind as we proceed. Examples are provided in Fig. 1. To each curve C, we associate a grid of cells (n, k)
with n € Z/vZ and k = 1,...,¢ — 1. Roughly speaking, the shaded cells can be matched bijectively with
an independent set of vectors in J[{]; rows (indexed by k) correspond to the filtration stages V*; columns
(indexed by n) are n-invariant subspaces; and each diagonal with n — k € Z/~vZ constant corresponds to a
distinct Frob eigenvalue.

More precisely, we shade the cell with coordinates (n, k) light gray if the set F¥ is nonempty: that is, if
there exists a generalized Frob eigenvector with eigenvalue ¢"**! in V* \ V¥~ Lemma 2.8(a) says that
n acts on the grid by shifting everything down one cell, taking F¥ to F*~! and annihilating the bottom
layer k = 1. Lemma 2.8(b) tells us that we can also go backwards: any shaded cell has a shaded cell above
it. Thus each column is either entirely shaded or entirely empty. Corollary 2.9 tells us precisely which
columns are shaded or empty. Cells (n, k) and (n, k") correspond to the same generalized Frob eigenvector
if gn=F 1 = g7’ =K' +1 o equivalently, if n — k = n’ — k' mod ~.

In Section 2.5 we will see that true eigenvectors of Frob form “towers” in these grids, and in Section 3 we
will see that the Weil pairing imposes a kind of rotational symmetry on these grids.

Lemma 2.8. Let n € Z/yZ and 1 <k < ¢ — 1. Suppose w € F¥.
(a) If k > 2, then nw € FF1,
(b) If k < €—2, there exists v € FFT1 with nv = w.

Proof. By Lemma 2.4 we have nw € VF~1\ V=2 If 4 > 1 is such that (Frob —¢" **1)iw = 0, then by
Lemma 2.5 we have

(Frob —¢"~***)' nw = ¢’ n(Frob —¢"~**")'w = 0,
proving (a).

To set up the proof of (b), we first note that the action of Frob on V1! is semisimple (for instance by
recalling from Lemma 2.6 that V! ® F, splits into a direct sum of Frob eigenspaces). Let U be the ¢"~*
eigenspace of Frob acting on V! (note that U may be 0- or 1-dimensional), and let W be the Frob-invariant
complementary subspace of U in V.

Now suppose k < £ —2 and w € F¥. Since n maps V**! surjectively onto V¥, there exists v € VF+1\ V¥
with n(v) = w. We have

(4) q' n(Frob—q"*)'v = (Frob —¢" ¥ nv = 0,

so (Frob —¢"~*)v € kernNJ[¢(] = V. Write (Frob —¢" *)'v = u + s for u € U and s € W. Since W is
preserved by Frob and does not contain any Frob eigenvectors of eigenvalue ¢" ¥, there exists z € W such
that (Frob —q" %)’z = s. Therefore

(5) (Frob—¢"~*)"(v = 2) = u,
so (Frob —¢"~*)"*1(v — 2z) = 0. This proves v — z € F**! and n(v — 2) = w, so (b) holds. O
Corollary 2.9. Letn € Z/yZ and 1 <k < {¢—1. Then F¥ is nonempty if and only if v | dn and v { n.

Proof. By Lemma 2.8, F¥ is nonempty if and only if F! is nonempty, which holds if and only if ¢" is an
eigenvalue of Frob on V. By Lemma 2.6, this holds if and only if (¢")¢ = 1 and ¢" # 1 in Fy. O
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Remark 2.10. One can generalize the above discussion to determine a basis for J[¢] ® F, consisting of
generalized Frob eigenvectors. More precisely, for all 1 < k < £ —1 and all 3 € F, with 8% = 1 # 3, there
exists vg € J[f] ® Fy satisfying the following conditions:

e vf e (VF@F,)\ (V! oF).

e For k > 2, n(vg) = vg_l.

) vg is a generalized Frob eigenvector with eigenvalue Bq'~*.

Further, any set {vg} satisfying the above conditions is a basis for J[{] ® Fy. We can use this to explicitly

determine all the diagonal entries of the Jordan canonical form of Frob acting on J[{] ® Fy, and hence
compute the characteristic polynomial of Frob acting on J[¢]. Thus the only real obstacle remaining is the
failure of Frob to be diagonalizable over F,: the rest of this paper can be thought of as a study of the Jordan
blocks in the Jordan canonical form of Frob.

Since our interest lies with J[¢](Fy), we will typically restrict our attention to the subspace of J[¢] generated
by generalized Frob eigenvectors with eigenvalues equal to a power of ¢, that is, the Frob-invariant and 7-
invariant subspace spanned by all the sets F¥.

2.5. Basic counts and lifting results. The primary goal of this section is to determine, given some FF
containing a Frob eigenvector, whether F¥*1 also contains a Frob eigenvector; that is, whether the property
of containing a Frob eigenvector “lifts” from F* to F**1. Having an understanding of when this lifting occurs
will help us to compute r,(C') because of Theorem 1.9, which we recall and prove below.

Theorem 1.9. The {-rank of the divisor class group r¢(C) equals the number of values 1 < k < ¢ —1 such
that F,f_l contains an eigenvector of Frob.

Proof. For each 1 < k < ¢ —1 such that F; ,571 contains a Frob eigenvector, let v, denote such an eigenvector.
We claim that the set of all such vy, is a basis for J[¢](F,). First observe that by definition of Fj |, vj has
Frob eigenvalue 1, so v, € J[¢](F,). Further, the set of all vy, is linearly independent because each lies in a
distinct filtration stage. So it just remains to prove that these vectors span J[¢](F).

We will prove by induction on k that if v € J[¢](F,) N V" then v is in the span of the eigenvectors v; with
i < k. If k = 1, then we must have v = 0, as there is no eigenvector of eigenvalue 1 in V! by Lemma 2.6. Now
let k> 2. If v € V¥~ then the result follows by the induction hypothesis, so we can assume v € V¥ \ V=1,
This means that v € F,f_l is an eigenvector, and so vx must be defined. Now v and v define nonzero
elements of the quotient V*/V*~1 and the 1-eigenspace of Frob in this quotient is at most one-dimensional
by Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5. So for some ¢ € F, we have v — cv, € V¥~1. By the induction hypothesis,
v — cvg is a linear combination of v; for i < k, so v is a linear combination of v; for ¢ < k. O

In the remainder of this section we will prove Proposition 1.10. We first note the following important fact
about the generalized Frob eigenvector lifts defined in Lemma 2.8(b).

Lemma 2.11. Letn € Z/vZ, 1 < k < {—2, and suppose w € E¥ is a Frob eigenvector. Ezactly one of the
following holds:

e For allv € FF1 with nv = w, v is an eigenvector.

e For allv € F* ! with nv = w, (Frob—q¢" *)v € F! , is an eigenvector.
Proof. We first make the following observation: if u € J[¢] satisfies nu = 0, and w is in the generalized Frob
eigenspace with eigenvalue ¢" %, then either u = 0 or u € F! ,. If v,v" € F¥! with nv = nv' = w, we
apply this observation to v — v’ to conclude that the value of (Frob —g" *)v does not depend on the choice
of v. Since w is an eigenvector we have

gn(Frob—q"*)v = (Frob—¢"**') nv = 0,

so we apply the same observation to (Frob —¢"~*)v to reach the desired conclusion. O

Recall that F¥ is a rooftop if F¥ has a Frob eigenvector but there is no k < k' < £ — 1 for which F¥ has a
Frob eigenvector, and that F¥ is a non-mazimal rooftop if k # ¢ — 1. The non-maximal rooftops are exactly
the sets F¥ where the property of having a Frob eigenvector fails to lift to F¥*1.

Proposition 1.10. Letn € Z/yZ and 1 <k < {— 1. We have the following:
11



(a) F} has a Frob eigenvector if and only if v | dn and ~ { n.

(b) If F¥ has a Frob eigenvector, then F,’f, has a Frob eigenvector for all 1 < k' < k.

(c) If E¥ is a rooftop, then F} _, has a Frob eigenvector (that is, v | d(n — k) and v 1 (n — k)).

(d) If F¥ is a non-mazximal rooftop, there is no rooftop of the form F:fjr'f fori=0and1 <k+i</{-—2.

Remark 2.12. Following from Remark 2.7, we give a brief visual explanation of each of these conditions. We
shade a cell dark gray if F* contains a true Frob eigenvector. (a) says that in the bottom layer k = 1, if
a cell is shaded at all then it is shaded dark gray. (b) says that the dark gray cells form “towers:” any cell
below a dark gray cell must also be dark gray. (c) and (d) both place limitations on which cells can contain
the top cells of towers (i.e. the rooftops). (c) says that if a diagonal intersects the k = 1 layer in an empty
cell, then the diagonal below it cannot contain any non-maximal rooftops. (d) says that no diagonal can
contain two non-maximal rooftops. These constraints place some limitations on the possible “skylines” that
can occur as in Fig. 1.

Proof of Proposition 1.10. (a) It follows from Corollary 2.9 and that all elements of F} are eigenvectors.
(b) If v is an eigenvector in F¥, then 77’“_’“/ v E F,’f/ by Lemma 2.8, and this is an eigenvector by
Lemma 2.5.

(c) If F¥ is a maximal rooftop (k = ¢ — 1), then v | k. Now F! has an eigenvector by (b) and so v | dn
and v {n by (a); this implies v | d(n — k) and v { (n — k). So again by (a), F' , has an eigenvector.

n
Now suppose F* is a non-maximal rooftop, so 1 < k < £ —2. By Lemma 2.11, Fﬁ_k is nonempty,

so by (a), v |d(n — k) and v 1 (n — k).

(d) Suppose F* and Fff_t: are both non-maximal rooftops, where k < k+i < £—2 (the case 1 < k+i < k
follows by symmetry). By Lemma 2.11, there exist v € VF++1\ VA+i and w € VA1 \ V¥ for which
both v and w map under (Frob—¢"~*) to F! ,, the set of nonzero vectors in a one-dimensional
eigenspace. In particular, there exists d € F;* such that

(Frob —¢"~")v = d(Frob —¢"*)w.

Then v — dw € VF+Hi+1\ V*+i is an eigenvector of eigenvalue ¢"~*, contradicting the assumption
that F:fi; is a rooftop. O

The remaining proofs require more setup. Lemma 2.11 tells us that the obstruction to lifting an eigenvector
in F¥ to an eigenvector in F**1 is given by an element of F| 7}_ - Our next goal is to establish relations between
these obstructions for different values of n (with the same k).

3. THE WEIL PAIRING

In this section, we will use the Weil pairing to prove Theorem 1.11 and Theorem 1.12. These will then
be used in Section 7 to prove Theorem 1.3. .
The Weil pairing is a non-degenerate alternating Gal(F,/F,)-equivariant bilinear form

e: JU) x JU] — e

with the property that
e(f(u), f(v)) = e(u,v)'e/
for any endomorphism f : J — J and u,v € J[{].

For the purposes of this paper we will only need the existence of a pairing satisfying the properties listed
above; in particular we will never need to compute the pairing explicitly. For the definition of the Weil
pairing and proofs of the stated properties, see for example [8, Section 16]. Note that what we call e is
obtained by taking what Milne calls ez\ (with A the canonical principal polarization of J) and restricting to
J[] x J[€]. The alternating property follows from Milne’s Lemma 16.2(e), and the endomorphism property
follows from Lemma 16.2(c).

In the remainder of this section we will prove that the Weil pairing interacts with the (1 — () filtration
and with Frobenius in a compatible way.

Lemma 3.1. Let 1 < k, k' < ¢ —1, and let v e V¥ and v' € V¥,

(a) Ifk+k < 0—1, then e(v,v') = 1.
12



(b)) If k+ K <L+1, then
e(n(v),v') = e(v,n(v') .
(c) Ifk+k =1{, and v € FF and v' € Fff,/ for some n,n' € Z/yZ, then e(v,v') # 1 if and only if
n+n’ =0.

In light of Lemma 3.1(c), we make the following definition.

Definition 3.2. We say the sets F¥ and F,* are dual. If v € F¥ and v’ € F,F, then we say that (v,v’)
form a dual pair. See Fig. 2.

In terms of the visual interpretation as described in Remark 2.7, each dual pair v € F¥ and v/ € Ff;k
corresponds to cells (n,k) and (—n,¢ — k) that are related by rotating the grid 180°. Point (b) relates
the Weil pairing of vectors at cells (n,k — 1) and (n’, k") to the Weil pairing of vectors at cells (n, k) and
(n/, k' — 1), moving one cell up and the other one down. This mirroring effect of the Weil pairing will play
an important role in what follows.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. All three statements depend on the following calculation. Let u,v € J[¢]. Since ¢ is
an automorphism of .J, we have e(C u,v) = e(u, (" v). Since (' = ¢*~1 and the Weil pairing is bilinear, we
have

(6) e((1 = Qu,v) = e(u, (1= ¢Hw) = e(u, (T2 4 + C+1)(1 = Qo).
Further, since e is alternating, the same relation holds if we swap the entries on both sides.

We begin by proving (a). If k + k' < ¢ — 1, then v/ = (1 — ¢)*w’ for some w’ € V¥ +*_ Then

6(’0, ’Ul) = 6((<€_2 +eee C +1)k(1 - C)kva w/) = 6(05 w/) =1,

because (1 — ¢)* annihilates V.

We now prove (b). By definition of  (Definition 2.3), we can write 7(v) = (¢ —1)v+w for some w € V*~2.
So

(1), ') = e((¢ ~1)w, o' )e(w, ') = e((1 = O)w,v') T,

since e(w,v’) = 1 by part (a). By a symmetric argument we have e(v,n(v')) = e(v, (1 = {)v')~
to show that

I so it suffices

(1= Ov,0') = efv, (1 — ') .
Now note that (€_2 + .-+ (+1 can be written as an integer polynomial in 1 — ¢ with constant term ¢ — 1.
So applying Eq. (6),
e((1=Qu,v') = e(v, ("2 -+ C+1) (1 = Q') = e(v, (£ = 1)(1 = Qo' + )
for some w’ € V¥ ~2; again by part (a), e(v,w’) = 1. Therefore
e((1 = ¢)v,v") = e(v, (1= Q') = e(v, (1~ ¢)o") 7"

In order to deduce (c) we will prove a more general result. As in the proposition statement, let k+ &' = ¢,
and v € F¥, meaning v € V¥ \ V*~! and Frob v = ¢"~*"Yy as an element of the quotient V*/V*~1. But
now let V* := V¥ ® F, (and similarly for Vk,il), and let u € V° \VkLl be any vector which reduces to

an eigenvector of Frob in the quotient Vk /Vk B particular, the eigenvalue B € Fy of u does not a priori
need to be a power of ¢. The Weil pairing extends in a natural way to J[{] := J[¢] ® F;, and under these
weaker assumptions we will show that e(v,u) # 1 if and only if u € F¥ .

Since Frob is an endomorphism of degree ¢, we have the following for any i > 0:
e(v, u)qi = e(Frob’ v, Frob’ u) = e(¢"~*=Wiy 4w, Blu 4+ w')
for some w € VF~! and w’ € V¥ 1. By part (a), we can eliminate w and w’. Thus

e(v,u)? = (g " Wiy Biy) = e(v, Fu)?" "

so solving for e(v, B*u) we find
q(kfn)i

e(v, Bu) = e(v,u)

13



Writing the minimal polynomial of § as
h(z) = agz® + - + a1z + ag € Fylz],
we have

kfn)

1=e(v,h(s Hevﬁl )% = e(v, u)M

If e(v,u) # 1, we must have h(¢g"~™) = 0 in Fy. Since h(z) is irreducible but has a root in Fy, it must be
linear; hence B = ¢*=" = ¢(1=O+*k=" showing that in fact u € F**.

Conversely, assume v € F¥ and v/ € F*,*. First consider the case k = 1. By (a), we know e(v,w) = 1
for all w € V¥~2. By the proof of the reverse direction above, we know that for any u € m, if u reduces to
a Frob eigenvector in J[¢]/V V' with any eigenvalue other than ¢*~", then e(v,u) = 1. We also know that
J[0]/V*2 is spanned by its eigenspaces, which are all one-dimensional. So if e(v,v') = 1, then we would
have e(v,w) = 1 for all w in a basis of J[{], contradicting non-degeneracy of e. Hence e(v,v') # 1.

For k > 1, note that 7*~!(v) € F!, and we can write v = n*~*(u) for some v’ € F*;'. So applying the
k =1 case and part (b),

e(v,v') = e(nk_l(v),u')(_l)ki1 £ 1. O

3.1. Lifting relations with dual pairs. For all n € Z/yZ with v | dn and « 1 n, fix once and for all a
Frob eigenvector u,, € F! (which exists by Proposition 1.10(a)). Now suppose that F* has an eigenvector
for some n € Z/yZ and 1 < k < ¢ — 2. By Lemma 2.11, there exists v € FX*! mapping to this eigenvector
under 7, such that either v is an eigenvector itself, or (Frob —¢"~*)v € F! , is an eigenvector. In other
words, there exists a constant ¢ € F, such that

(7) (Frob —q"*)o = cu, s

and v is an eigenvector if and only if ¢ = 0. In the same way, if F,ffn has an eigenvector then there exists
= F,ffé and d € F, such that

(8) (Frob —q¢~")v" = du_,,.

The key observation behind the following lemma is that if we lift Eq. (8) along powers of n until the preimage
of v’ reaches the very top of the filtration, then the lifts of u_, and v’ form dual pairs with the vectors v
and u,_j appearing in Eq. (7). See Fig. 2 for a summary of this setup following the visual interpretation
laid out in Remark 2.7.

Lemma 3.3. Assume F,’f and F,f_n both contain Frob eigenvectors, and let v,c,v’,d be as above. Then
there exist v/ € F},f;l1 and u_, € Ff;l_k such that 772’27’“(1/)\’) =, 27k (u,) = u_p, and
e(0), un—i) " e(@ 5, 0) " =1,
Since (0/, upn_x) and (-, v) are dual pairs, their Weil pairings are both nontrivial by Lemma 3.1(c). This
will allow us to make conclusions about the constants ¢ and d.

Proof. By Lemma 2.8, there exist v € F,f:rll andu_, € Ff;lfk that are preimages of v" and u_,,, respectively,
under 7°~27F, Then

(Frob _qk+2—é—n){)\/ — T+ w
for some w € V~27% which can be checked by showing that both sides have the same image under n
Therefore,

—2—Fk

-2

= e(Frob v/, Frob U)

k2 g qt?

q M 4 g ntw, ¢" R+ cun_y)

¢+ ¢ daT, + ¢ 2w, R+ cupoy).
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FIGURE 2. An illustration of the setup (vectors v, v’) and conclusion (17’ ,U—y) of Lemma 3.3.
Vertical arrows point from a vector to its image under 7°~27%. A diagonal arrow from w to
u means that w is a generalized eigenvector for Frob with some eigenvalue 8 and (Frob —8)w
is in the span of u. Dashed curves connect dual pairs.

We now apply bilinearity. Since v, u,_r € V**1, we can use Lemma 3.1(a) to eliminate all pairings involving
w, as well as the pairing of 4_,, with u,_,. We obtain

e(v/,v) = e(v,v)e(v), un—p)4 " e(ay,v)%"

which implies the desired result. O

k—n

With this we can now give proofs of Theorem 1.11 and Theorem 1.12.

Theorem 1.11. Suppose 1 < k < £ —2 and n € Z/yZ. Then F¥ is a rooftop if and only if F,f_n s a
rooftop.

Proof. We first prove by induction on k that if F¥ is a non-maximal rooftop, then so is F, ,f_n. We must
first show that F  contains a Frob eigenvector. Since FF¥ is a rooftop, we have that F}!  is nonempty
by Proposition 1.10(c). For the base case k = 1 this already establishes that F* = has a Frob eigenvector.
Otherwise, for the sake of contradiction, suppose F; ,f;n is a rooftop for some 1 < k' < k. By the induction

hypothesis, F,f,/f(kfn) = Ff:((:::,/)) is also a rooftop. But since F¥ is a non-maximal rooftop, this contradicts
Proposition 1.10(d). Hence ¥, has an eigenvector.

Now since F¥ is a non-maximal rooftop, we can take v € Ff*! and ¢ € Fy as in Eq. (7) with ¢ # 0. If we
assume for the sake of contradiction that Fj  is not a rooftop, then we can take v’ € F,ffﬁ and d = 0 in
Eq. (8). By Lemma 3.3 we have

e({)\’,un,k)cqne(@,v)qu% =1,
where (v/,w) and ({u\’,v) are dual pairs; in particular, we have e(v/,u,_j) # 1 by Lemma 3.1(c). Since
cq™ #Z 0mod ¢ and d = 0 we obtain a contradiction. Hence F,f_n must be a rooftop. This concludes the
proof for k < ¢ — 2. O

Theorem 1.12. Suppose 1 <k < (-2 andn € Z/yZ. If k = 2n mod v and k is even then F¥ is not a
rooftop.
Proof. Note that n = k — n mod v, so we can take v = v/ € F¥*! and ¢ = d € Fy satisfying Eq. (7) and
Eq. (8). By Lemma 3.3, there exist © € F‘~' and w4, 1 € F*,,'~* such that

(@, ) (U v)? =1,
where n‘=27%(®) = v and n*~27* (@, 1) = u,_. Hence, by Lemma 3.1(b) and the fact that e is alternating,

e(itn i v) = e(un—i,0) DT = e(@up—p) V"
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k=n mod ¢ we have

Since ¢" = q
e(B, tp_g)°?" AT — 1,

Since e(v,w) # 1 by Lemma 3.1, and k is even by assumption, this is only possible if ¢ = 0, so that v € FF+1

is an eigenvector. 0

For the proofs of Theorem 1.3 and Proposition 1.5, the reader may skip ahead to Section 7. The intervening
sections on Galois representations and Galois cohomology are only required for the proof of Theorem 1.6,
though they can also be used to provide an alternate cohomological interpretation of some of the preceding
results.

4. FrROM FROBENIUS EIGENVECTORS TO (GALOIS REPRESENTATIONS

The primary goal of this section is to show that the existence of an eigenvector of Frob in F¥ is equivalent
to the existence of a certain k-dimensional representation v of the absolute Galois group

GFq(m) D= Gal(Fq (J?)sep/]?q(x))7

where F (2)*P denotes the separable closure of F(x). A precise statement is given in Proposition 4.14. In the
following sections we use Galois cohomology to analyze conditions under which such a Galois representation
can occur, with the goal of proving Theorem 1.13.

4.1. Automorphisms of function fields. Our first step is to translate our setup to the function field
setting. The function field associated to the curve C is F,(C) = F,(z,y), where y satisfies the equation
y* = f(x).Since £ is coprime to ¢, the extension F,(C)/F,(z) is separable. The Galois closure of F,(C)/F,(z)
is the field Fy» (C) = Fy» (,y), since Fy» /F, is generated by ¢! roots of unity. We define two automorphisms
of Fgr (C') by their actions on z, on y, and on ¢ € Fgy:

¢ T T, y— Cly, c—cforce Fy,
frob : T =, Y=y, c—clforceFg.

Both of these automorphisms preserve Fg-(C) and fix F,(z) and so define elements of Gal(F 4 (C)/F4(x)).
More precisely, £ is a generator of the subgroup Gal(Fg+(C)/Fgv(x)) ~ Z/{Z, and frob maps to a generator
of the quotient group Gal(F - (z)/F,(z)) ~ Z/vZ. As discussed in the following Lemma 4.1, we can pick a
section Gal(Fyv (z)/Fq(x)) — Gal(F 4 (C)/F4(z)) and thus we will use frob to denote both the element in
Gal(F 4 (C)/F4(x)) and its image in Gal(F g (z)/F4(x)). In summary, we have the following structure.

Lemma 4.1. The Galois group G¢ := Gal(Fy (C)/Fy(x)) is isomorphic to (Z/¢Z) x (Z/YZ), satisfying the
exact sequence
1= () = Ge — (frob) — 1

and with the semi-direct product structure given by frobof = £9 o frob.

The following diagram summarizes the fields we are considering so far. All pictured extensions are Galois
except for F,(C)/Fq(x).

Fy (C)

/ \(fg):zuz

FQ(C) Gc qu (J))

S e

Fq(z)

We briefly discuss how these function field maps relate to the morphisms ¢, Frob : Cr_, — CF,, from
Section 2.1. Let ¢ # and Frob* denote the respective maps of function fields induced by the maps ¢ and Frob.
Then we can immediately see that ¢ = ¢~1. On the other hand, the maps frob and Frob* are quite different.
The arithmetic Frobenius map frob does not fix the base field Fy~, and so is not induced by a morphism of
F - -varieties. The relative Frobenius map Frob® — which is the map from F - (C) to itself that sends @ s 9,

y — y9, and fixes Fyv — is induced by a morphism of Fg-varieties, but is not a field automorphism; the
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image is a degree ¢ subfield of F,+(C). The composition Frob? o frob is the absolute Frobenius map, which
acts on any h € Fyv (C) by h — hi. See [10, Page 93] for more on the decomposition of absolute Frobenius
into relative Frobenius and arithmetic Frobenius. These observations give us the following relations for all
geometric points P € C(F,) and rational functions h € Fy» (C):

E(R)(C(P)) = h(P),  frob(h)(Frob(P)) = h(P)".
As a consequence, on the divisor classes we have
(9) div(&(h)) = ¢(div(h)), div(frob(h)) = Frob(div(h)).

4.2. Constructing Galois representations. We first define a few explicit representations that will be
used to identify Frob eigenvectors in F¥. Recall that Go = Gal(F 4+ (C)/F4(z)) is generated by ¢ and frob,
and there is a natural quotient map G, ) = Gc-

Definition 4.2. Let x : Gr, ) — F} be the representation given by the action on uy C Fgv. That is, x
factors through G¢ where it acts by

x(frob) =¢q,  x(§) =1.
Definition 4.3. Let p: Gy, ;) — GL2(F,) be the representation that factors through G'c where it acts by

p(frob)—(g 2) p(&)—<(1) D

The span of u is the unique one-dimensional subrepresentation of p, which is isomorphic to x as can
be seen by considering the upper left entry of the matrix form of p. Moreover, for any o € Gp, (), We

for a choice of basis {u,v} C F7.

0 1
representing a class in H 1(GFq(w), X)- Using the cohomological setup we will introduce in Section 5.1, this
is equivalent to saying that p is the extension of 1 by x associated to the function b € Hl(GFq(I), X)-

have p(o) = (X(U) b(0)> for some b(c) € Fy; in particular, b is a crossed homomorphism Gg () — F¢

For 0 < k < ¢ — 1, the k-th symmetric power of p, Sym*p : Gr,(z) = GLg41(Fy), is defined as follows.
Taking the basis {u, v} for F7 as in Definition 4.3, a basis for F?H is given by formal monomials e; := %uk_ivi
for i =0,...,k (note that ¢! is invertible over F). For each o € GF,(z), define

Sy (o) (1) = 3 (p(0) () (p(0) (V)

computed by expanding the right-hand side as a sum of monomials. Then Sym”p factors through G¢, and

has the following matrix representation on the generators of G with respect to the basis e, ..., eg.
& 0 0 - 0 11 4 %

gk k() ) e 0 1 1 (’“El)’

(10)  Sym"p(frob) = ¢ o O Sym”p(¢) = 1 =)
1 1

The matrix Symkp(f) is similar to a Jordan block, so there is no nontrivial decomposition of Ff“ into a

direct sum of two subspaces invariant under Symk p(&). We can conclude that Symk p is indecomposable for
0<k</l-1.

Lemma 4.4. For anyn € Z/vyZ and 2 < k < £—1, there is a short exact sequence of GF,(x)-representations
(11) 0 — Sym* p @ x"*! = Sym"p @ x" = x" = 0.

Proof. The matrix representation for Symk p® x™ is given by the matrix representation for Sym” with every

entry multiplied by x™(c). The span of eq,...,ex_1 is a k-dimensional invariant subspace. The action of

Symkp ® x™ on this subspace given by the k x k upper left submatrix, giving an explicit isomorphism to

Symk*1 p®@x" 1. The corresponding quotient representation is given by the entry at the bottom-right, which

is isomorphic to x™. 0
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Under the same assumptions as Lemma 4.4, we also have a short exact sequence of the form
(12) 0 — X" = Sym"p @ x™ = Sym" ' p @ x" — 0.

We will also compute the dual representations of the representations defined above. Let V be a vector
space over Fy, and V'V := Hom(V, Fy) its dual space, so that there is a natural perfect pairing V x V'V — Fy.

Definition 4.5. The linear dual (or contragredient) of a representation 6 : G, () — GL(V) is a representa-
tion 6% : G, () — GL(VY) characterized by the condition that V x V¥ — F, induces a G, ()-equivariant
homomorphism 6 x 6 — 1.

The cohomological dual of a Galois representation 0 : Gy, (») — GL(V) is defined as

9* = HOHlGFq(w) (9, ,ul) ~ 9\/ X X-

If we identify the vector space F} with its dual via the pairing (u,v) — uTv, we can check that for each
o € G, (), the matrix representing 6" (o ) must be the transpose of the matrix representing 6(c) !, in order
to guarantee that (6 (o)u)” (6(c)v) = uTv for all u,v € F}.

Lemma 4.6. Let 0 < k <{—1 andn € Z/yZ. The linear dual of Sym”*p @ x™ is isomorphic to Sym*p @
kafn'
Proof. Since Sym”p @ x™ factors through G¢, the same must be true of its linear dual, so we can restrict
our attention to G¢. Let 6 = Symkp ® x k=", Using the change of basis determined by the matrix
-1
1
-1

(13) B= . ,
-1k

we compute

_\k
B T
q n—=k (—1)k—1
gk b=t k=D,
(BO(frob)B~ 1T = , (BO(E)B~ )" = .- —(@lfzy
qg " ;
1

These are the inverses of (Sym”p ® x™)(frob) and (Sym”p @ x™)(€), respectively. The former assertion is
clear, and the latter uses the observation that for all 0 < i < j <k,

J '7t Jj—i o - .
> YR G I bt
t—z ]—t ]—Z't_o 0 otherwise.

t=1

We can conclude that the change of basis determined by B takes Symkp ® x~ "% to the linear dual of
Sym"*p ® x". 0

4.3. J[¢)(F,») as a Galois representation. Note that any Frob eigenvector v € FF¥ is automatically in
J[0)(F4v) since ¢” =1 € F; and

Frob” v = ¢ F D7y = (") FH1y = v,

We therefore restrict our attention to the structure of J[{](Fyv) as a Gy, (») Galois module.
We will define an action of Gy, (,) on J[{](Fy) via Kummer theory. Let H denote the subgroup of
F 4+ (C)* /F 4 (C)** defined by the property that h € H if and only if div(h) is a multiple of £ in Div(CF,, ).

Lemma 4.7. There is a split exact sequence

0—pe— H— Jl{|(Fgv) — 0.
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Proof. Define the map H — J[{](Fg~) by h — +div(h). If h is in the kernel of this map then there exists
g € Fgn (C)* with £div(g) = div(h), so h = cg* for some constant ¢ € F5. This implies that h = ¢ as
elements of the quotient group Fg. (C)* /Fg» (C)*‘. Since ¢7 = 1 mod ¢, we have F, /quf ~ fig.

It suffices to define a right inverse for the map h — %div(h). Pick an arbitrary place @ of Fy(C) with
corresponding uniformizer 7o and valuation ordg, and define the set of “monic” rational functions

K':= {he Fg (O)* - (%) Q) = 1}.
Q

For every h € F:(C)*, there exists o € F%, such that ah € K'. Then K' is a subgroup of Fg, (C)*, and
we have an exact sequence

0— K4 Div(Cr,, ) = J(Fgv) — 0.
Now for any D € J[{](F ), there exists hp € K! satisfying div(hp) = ¢D. Thus hp € H maps to D. [

The action of G, () on F,(x)*P induces actions on p, and H, and the map py — H from Lemma 4.7 is
equivariant under these actions. This induces a quotient representation structure on J[¢](F 4~ ). Explicitly, for
each D € J[{](F ), pick a preimage hp € H. By Eq. (9), we have {(hp) = h¢(py and frob(hp) = hpron(p)
as elements of H /. Thus the structure of J[{](Fy») as a G, (,)-representation is determined by stipulating
that the map Gy, (o) — GL(J[{](Fgv)) factors through G¢, where it acts by

frob-D = Frob(D),
§-D=((D).

Using this setup, we can show that each Frob eigenvector in F* generates a GF, («)-Subrepresentation of
J[)(Fy~) that is isomorphic to one of the representations constructed in the previous section.

Lemma 4.8. There exists an eigenvector of Frob in E¥ if and only if there exists a G, (x)-Subrepresentation
of J[{)(F ) isomorphic to Sym™ !p @ "1k,

Proof. As was discussed above, the structure of J[¢](F,v) as a Gy_(,)-representation is determined by the
fact that the representation factors through G¢, where frob acts by Frob and £ acts by (. So to prove the
lemma it suffices to consider the actions of Frob and (.

Suppose v € F¥ is a Frob eigenvector. Since v € Vi \ Vi_1, the vectors n* 1w, n¥=20v ... v are lin-
early independent and span a k-dimensional Fy vector space which we call W. By Lemma 2.5, the matrix

representing Frob acting on the basis {n*~1v,n*"2v,... v} is

k—1

(14)

qn—k+1

Since n* v = 0, W is also stable under the action of . By Definition 2.3, the actions of 7 and ¢ satisfy the
equation

2 k—1
n n
-1 I
e T A o
on W. The matrix representing ¢ acting on the basis {n*~1v,n¥=2v,--- v} is therefore
1 1
I R
1 1 ... =)
(15) 1 =
1

Comparing the two matrices with Equations Eq. (10), we conclude that the Gg,_(,) action on W (with
frob acting via Frob and ¢ acting via ) is isomorphic to Sym*~!p @ y"~*+1.
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Conversely, suppose W is a subgroup of J[¢|(F,+) that is isomorphic as a G (. -representation to
q q( )

Sym" p @ y"Ft1. Let v € W correspond to the vector (0,...,0,1). Then we have Frobv = ¢" *+1y,

(C—1)*"1v £ 0, and (¢ —1)¥v = 0, establishing that v is a Frob eigenvector in F¥ as desired. O

4.4. Galois representations from unramified extensions. Recall that H < F - (C)*/F . (C)** is de-
fined by the property that h € H if div(h) € £ Div(Cp,,). By Lemma 4.7 H is a finite group. Given a
subgroup I' < H, we define

Kr:=F,(C)(Vh:hel).

Lemma 4.9. The mazimal unramified elementary (-extension of Fgv (C) is Kg.

Proof. By Kummer theory, subgroups of Fy, (C)* /F ;- (C)** correspond bijectively with abelian extensions
of Fyv (C) of exponent ¢ by taking ¢-th roots of all elements of the subgroup. Adjoining an ¢-th root of
h € Fgv(C)* results in an unramified extension if and only if for every place v of Fyv (C), h = u,w™ for
some unit u, € O and n, € Z, where 7, is a choice of uniformizer. This is equivalent to requiring ¢ | div(h),
that is, h € H. ]

As a consequence of Lemma 4.9, every subextension Kr/Fg+(C) of Kg/F¢(C) is an abelian extension
of Fyv (C). Let Ar := Gal(K1/Fg (C)). See the following diagram for a summary of the fields involved, and
the Galois groups corresponding to some of the extensions.

Kr
s
Fq” (C)

/ &:Z/ZZ

Fy(C) Ge Fo (z)

\ Abmzmz

Fy(z)

Proposition 4.10. Let I' < H be a Gy (o)-invariant subgroup. Then we have an isomorphism Ar ~T* of
G -representations, where I'* = HomGFq(z) (T, o) is the cohomological dual of T' defined in Definition 4.5.
Proof. By Kummer theory, we have an isomorphism of groups

I~ HOID(AF7 ,ug),

where f € T is associated to the homomorphism 7 — 7({/f)/</f for any choice of ¢-th root of f. Tt
suffices to check that this isomorphism is Gy, (,)-equivariant. For o € G (2), T € Ar, and f € I', we have

o(V/F) = ¢ {/o(f) for some integer t, and so
i (T(W)) _oro (¢ o) _ oro (/alh)
V7 ¢ /o) Vo(f)

the last equality following because o7 ! is in Ar and therefore fixes ¢ € F . O

Lemma 4.11. LetT' < H be a Gy, () -invariant subgroup. The map Gal(Kr/Fy(x)) — Go = Gal(F g (C)/Fy(z))
has a splitting; equivalently,
Gal(Kp/Fq(x)) ~ AF X Gc.
Proof. We follow the proof of Lemma 3.1.3 of [12]. The extension
(16) 1 — Ar — Gal(Kr/F4(z)) - Go — 1
determines a cohomology class [Gal(Kr/F,(z))] € H*(Gc, Ar), and it suffices to determine whether this

class is 0. To do this, we consider the subgroup

&) = Gal(F ¢ (C)/F g (2)) < G,
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which determines a restriction map H?(G¢, Ar) — H?({€), Ar). The image of [Gal(Kr/F,(z))] under this
restriction map corresponds to the sequence

1 — Ar — Gal(Kr/F g (2)) = Gal(F gy (C)/F gy (z)) — 1.

We show that this map has a splitting. Let f; be a place of Kp lying above f, the place determined by the
irreducible polynomial f(z). Since f is totally ramified in F,(C)/F4 (x), but the extension Kr/F g (C)
is unramified by Lemma 4.9, the inertia group at f1 is a copy of Z/¢Z in Gal(Kr/F,(x)) that maps
isomorphically to Gal(F 4 (C)/F 4 (z)), defining a splitting as desired.

Hence [Gal(Kr/F4(z))] maps to the zero class under the restriction map. But by the Lyndon-Hoschild-
Serre spectral sequence we have an inflation-restriction exact sequence

H(Ge /), AF) —» H*(Ge, Ar) — H2((€), Ar).

Since G¢/(§) = Gal(F ¢y (z)/F4(x)) has order v (coprime to ¢), while Ar is a vector space over Fy, the first
term of this sequence is 0. Hence the restriction map is injective, proving that [Gal(Kr/F4(x))] = 0 as
desired. O

Lemma 4.12. Suppose I' < H is isomorphic as a Gy, (r)-representation to Sym®p @ x" for k> 2. Then T
maps isomorphically onto its image in J[€](F 4 ) under the map defined in Lemma 4.7.

Proof. If T contains ¢ € pg, then ¢ spans a one-dimensional Gy, (,)-subrepresentation of I' isomorphic to
X. The unique one-dimensional subrepresentation of Symk p® X" is x"*, so we can conclude n = 1 — k.
Since k > 2, there is a two-dimensional subrepresentation of Symkp ® x'* isomorphic to p. Hence there
exists h € T" with frob(h) = h and £(h) = (h as elements of H. This implies that the map o — o(h)/h
is a homomorphism Gg, ;) — e that factors through G¢ and sends frob — 1 and § — (. But the map
o+ o(y~1)/y~! is identical, so by Kummer theory h is equal to y~! as elements of F - (C)* /Fg (C)*¢.
This is a contradiction because div(y) ¢ ¢ Div(Cr,,) and so y~' ¢ H. We can conclude that T' Nz = {1}
and so I' maps isomorphically to its image in J[¢](F ). O

4.5. Relating eigenvectors to Galois representations. As stated in Lemma 4.8, the existence of a Frob
eigenvector in FY is equivalent to the existence of a G, (,)-subrepresentation of J[¢](F4v) isomorphic to

Sym* ™ p® x"*+1F. Recall the representation Sym*~*p@ x" 1 ~* has kernel Gal(F,(z)*P /F - (C)). We will
transform this condition to the existence of a G, (,) representation related to a field extension of F 4+ (C)).

Definition 4.13. Let G = Gal(L/F') for some separable field extension L/F, and 6 a representation of G.
The kernel field of 0, denoted K. is the fixed field in L of ker 6.

If # is a finite-dimensional representation over F, then ker@ is finite index in G, and so K? is a finite
extension of the base field F. The kernel field is a Galois extension of the base field F', and by the first
isomorphism theorem,  descends to a faithful representation of Gal(K?/F). In the following statement, we
consider the case G = G, () = Gal(Fy(2)*P /Fy(z)).

Proposition 4.14. Let 2 < k < {— 1. There exists an eigenvector of Frob in E¥ if and only if there exists
a representation 1 : Gy, () — GLgy1(F¢) satisfying the following conditions:

(a) there is an exact sequence of GFq(m)-representatz'ons
0— Sym* p@x' ™ = = F, 0,

where Fy denotes the one-dimensional trivial representation;
(b) the kernel field K¥ of v is an unramified extension of Fy» (C) with Gal(K¥ /F (C)) ~ F¥.

Proof. Recall Go = Gal(F,+(C)/F4(z)). Given a Frobenius eigenvector w € FF, let (Gow) < J[{](Fy)
be the span of the G¢-orbit of w, and let I' < H be the image of this subgroup under the map D — hp
from the proof of Lemma 4.7. Then as G, (,)-representations we have I' ~ (Gow) ~ Sym* 1p @y Ft! by
Lemma 4.8, and hence Ap ~ Sym*~'p ® x'=™ by Proposition 4.10 and Lemma 4.6.
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We can use the splitting Lemma 4.11 to construct a representation v : Gy, () — GLi11(F¢). We assert
that this representation factors through Gal(Kr/F,(z)) and for an arbitrary element (7,0) € Ar x G¢ we

define
vy = ("7 7).

where 0 ~ Symk_lp ® x'7" is the GF, («)-Tepresentation on Ar. Since kert) < kerd, the kernel field KY
contains K, which is equal to K” since k > 2; hence K is an extension of F,(C). By construction, v
satisfies the desired exact sequence in condition (a). The fact that ¢ factors through Gal(Kr/F4(x)) implies
K is contained in Kt, which is an unramified extension of Fy» (C) by Lemma 4.9. In fact K¥ = Kr because
1 acts faithfully on Ar, so Gal(K¥/F (C)) = Ar ~ F}.

Conversely, suppose there exists ¢ : G, (o) — GLgy1(F¢) with the given properties. Let 6 be the
subrepresentation isomorphic to Symk_1 PR X "
appropriate basis, 1 can be written in the form

¥(0) = (9(67) a(ff))

for some a(o) € Fk. Condition (b) says that K¥/F,+(C) is an unramified elementary (-extension, so by
Lemma 4.9, K¥ = Kt for some I' < H.

From the matrix form for i) we see that for 0,7 € Gy, () with 7 mapping into Gal(Kr/Fg (C)), we have
a(oro™") = B(o)a(r), so Gal(Kr/F 4 (C)) is isomorphic to 6 as a G, (y)-representation. So by Proposi-
n—k+1

The exact sequence implies that with respect to an

tion 4.10, I' is isomorphic as a G, (,)-representation to Symkilp % , which maps isomorphically to a

subrepresentation of J[¢](F,~) by Lemma 4.12. The structure of Sym ~!p @ y"*+1 implies existence of a
vector v € W such that Frob(v) = ¢"**!v and G¢ - v spans W; by considering the dimension of W we can

conclude v € Vi \ Vi—1 and therefore v € Fff O

In the next section we will relate the existence of this representation 1 to the existence of a certain
cohomology class in Hl(GFq(m), Ar) ~ Hl(GFq(I), Symk_lp ® xI ).

Remark 4.15. A version of Proposition 4.14 holds also for k = 1, but this requires a different set of conditions
on 1. First, the fixed field of the kernel of Symk_lp @ x'™" = x!7™ is not Fy+ (C), but rather some subfield
of F(2) depending on the value of n; thus the fixed field K% of kert may not be an extension of Fy» (C).
We must replace condition (b) with the condition that KY - F.(C)/Fy (C) is unramified, and then we
may continue the proof as above but with Kr = KY - F,(C). Second, if n = 1 mod 7 then there may
exist a representation v : Gy, () — GL2(Fy) satisfying all the conditions, but for which the fixed field
K" is the degree ¢ base field extension F(z); then K¥ - F4»(C) does not correspond to any nontrivial
subspace of J[¢](F,+). To obtain the desired equivalence we must impose the condition that K% is not
unramified over F,(z). While it is possible to keep track of these additional constraints, we consider only
k > 2 for convenience, since we already have a criterion for the existence of a Frob eigenvector in F! by
Proposition 1.10(a).

5. GALOIS COHOMOLOGY

Throughout this section and the next we will rely on many facts about Galois cohomology of global fields,
most of which can be found in Neukirch, Schmidt, and Wingberg [9].

5.1. Cohomology classes and kernel fields. Let G be a group. Given an n-dimensional F, representation
0 : G — GL,(Fy), an element a € H'(G, ) can be represented by a crossed homomorphism o : G — F?
satisfying a(o7) = 0(0)a(7)+a(o) for o,7 € G. Any different representative o/ for the same cohomology class
a differs from a by a coboundary. That is, there exists an element v € F} such that o/ (0) — (o) = 0(o)v —v
for all o € G.

Definition 5.1. With a representation 6 : G — GL,, (F,) and a crossed homomorphism « : G — F} as
above, define a n + 1 dimensional F, representation o] : G — GL,41(F¢) by
Ola)(o) : F} x Fy > F} x Fy
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(v,¢) = (B(0)v + cafa), c).
We say that 0[] is the extension of 1 by 6 associated to a.

This definition can be summarized using matrix notation:

(17) 0la] :=

where v € F} is the vector satisfying o/(0) — (o) = 6(c)v — v. Thus, different representatives of a cocycle
class give rise to representations that are equivalent up to conjugation. From now on, we will denote this
representation class by 6[a] since it only depends on 6 and the cocycle class a.

It is straightforward to check that 6[a] is a G-representation and fits into an exact sequence

0—60—0a —>F,—0

of G-representations, where F; represents the one-dimensional trivial representation. This exact sequence
induces a long exact sequence in cohomology which begins

0— H°(G,0) — H(G,0[a]) - H(G,F,) > HYG,0),

and we have a = §(1). Conversely, for any exact sequence 0 — 8 — k — Fy — 0 of G-representations there
is a class a € H'(G, ) with x ~ 0a).

Recall the definition of the kernel field of a Galois representation in Definition 4.13 and for a € H(G, 0),
we will denote the kernel field of f[a] as K. Since kerf[a] < kerf, K is necessarily an extension of K.
One can check that the kernel field is well-defined on cohomology classes (in particular, if a is a coboundary
then K¢ = K? though the converse does not necessarily hold), and in fact that the kernel field is invariant
under scaling:

Lemma 5.2. Ifa € H'(G,0) and c € F} then K¢ = K.

5.2. Selmer conditions. Let M denote the set of all places of F,(x). For each v € M, let Fy(x), denote
the localization of Fy(z) at v, and pick once and for all an inclusion F,(2)*P — F,(2)5P of separable
closures. This is equivalent to picking a prime above v in F,(x)%P, or equivalently a compatible system of
one place above v in each finite extension of F,(z). We define

GFq(w)v = Gal(Fq(I)ch/Fq(x)'U)v

and the inclusion F(z)*P < F,(2);P induces an inclusion Gy, (s), = Gr,(z) by restriction. The image of
q v q
GF, (), 18 the decomposition group of the prime above v in F,(z)*P.
Given a Galois representation 6 : Gp_(z) — GL,,(Fy), we define 8, to be its restriction to the decomposition
group Gp,(s),- For convenience we will define the notation

HZ(G) = Hi(GFq(m),G) and Hi(v,t?) = Hi(GFq(m)v,Hv).
By restriction to the decomposition group G, (s),, We obtain a map
res, : H'(0) — H'(v,0).

For any v € M, let k, denote the residue field of F,(x) at the place v, so that Gy, is the quotient of
GF,(z), by the inertia group I, above v. Let S = {f,00} € M, where f denotes the place determined by
the irreducible polynomial f(z) defining the curve C, and oo is the place determined by %
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For each v € M we define a subgroup L, C H(v,0):
[ H'Y(v,0) vesS,
(18) Ly = { H'(Gh.,0) ve M\S.
The subgroup L, for v ¢ S is the “unramified subspace”
H'(Gy,,0) = ker(H' (G, (z),.0) = H'(I,,0)),

which is equal to the group defined in [9, Definition 7.2.14] by the inflation-restriction exact sequence. The
unramified subspace is so called because kernel fields of classes in the unramified subspace introduce no new
ramification at v: if I, < ker 0 (so the kernel field of 0 is unramified over Fy(z) at v), and if a € H (G, (s),0)
satisfies res,(a) € H*(Gy,,0), then in fact we also have I,, < ker 6[a] (the kernel field of a is unramified over
F,(x) at v). With this setup, we can define the Selmer group

HL(0) :={a € H'(0) : res,(a) € L, for all v € M}

= ker <H1(9) =11 Hl(v,ﬁ)/Lv> :

veM

5.3. A basis for local cohomology groups. Recall that vy is the order of ¢ in F; and d = deg f. In
Section 4.2 we defined G, (,)-representations x and p which factor through Go = Gal(Fy (C)/Fy(x)).
Let

0 = Sym*p® x",
and let h*(f) denote the F-dimension of cohomology group H*(#). Since 0(¢) is similar to a Jordan block
as is described in Eq. (10), the dimension of HY(f) depends only on whether the top-left entry of (frob)
equals 1. That is,

19) ho(e):{l X"+k=1:{1 vIn+k

0 otherwise 0 otherwise.

We now consider 6,, the restriction of § to the decomposition group Gp, (), , forv € S = {f,00}. The polyno-
mial f(z) splits over Fgv into ged(d, v) factors which are cyclically permuted by frob € Gal(F 4 (z)/Fq(x)).
The decomposition group G, (s, fixes these factors, so the only powers of frob lying in the image of

Gr,(z); — Gc are powers of frob?. On the other hand oo has a unique prime above it in F, (2), so frob is
in the image of GF,(s),,. We can conclude that

(20) how):{l vldmn+ k) ho(ooﬁ):{l 7| (n+ k)

0 otherwise, 0 otherwise.
By Tate duality [9, (7.2.6)] and Lemma 4.6, this implies

1 ~|d(1=n) L y[(1-n)

21 h2(f,0) = , h?(c0,6) =
1) (£,6) {O otherwise, (00,6) {O otherwise.

Finally, since ¢ is coprime to g, the local Euler characteristic of 8 at any v € M is trivial [9, (7.3.2)] and so
(22) Rt (v,0) = h°(v,0) + h2(v,0).

In particular, we observe that H'(v,) is at most 2-dimensional for v € S.
We now give an explicit basis for H!(v, ) and discuss their corresponding kernel fields.

Lemma 5.3. Let v = f or oo, and let § = d or 1 respectively. Let 0 = Symkp QX" for0<k<{l—-1, and
0, the restriction to Gy (z),-

(a) If v | 5(n + k) then there exists a nonzero element ur € H'(v,0) such that the kernel field KY* is
the degree ¢ unramified extension of K% .
(b) If v | 6(1 — n) then there exists a nonzero element b € H'(v,0) such that the kernel field K® is
F (C)y.
Further, H(v,0) has a basis consisting of whichever of b and ur it contains.
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Here F ;v (C), means the completion of Fy(C) at the place above v determined by the decomposition
group Gr,(z),-

Remark 5.4. If k > 1 then the K% = F»(C),, so when b exists in H*(v, ), K is not a nontrivial extension
of K% this serves as a caution that a nontrivial cohomology class may define a trivial extension of kernel
fields. However, if k = 0 then K% is a subfield of F - (z),, so KP/K% is a nontrivial extension in this case.

Proof. We start by defining an unramified class ur € H'(v,Fy). Since Fy is the trivial representation, a
class in H' (v, Fy) is represented by a group homomorphism. Let ur € H!(v, F;) be defined by the property
that it factors through Gal(F(z),/Fq(x),), where ur is represented by Gal(F (z),/F(x),) — F¢ given
by sending the Frobenius map ¢ +— ¢? to 1.

If v | 6(n + k), then following Eq. (19) Fy is a subrepresentation of ,, and the image of ur € H' (v, Fy)
under H'(v,F;) — H'(v,0,) we also denote by ur. The kernel field of ur € H'(v,0,) is the compositum
F - K%; as K% is the composite of an unramified Z/vZ extension with a ramified Z/¢Z extension, it never
contains F .. Thus K"'/K % is a nontrivial extension and so the class ur is nonzero.

If v | §(1 — n), then X = x4, so the localizations at v of Sym®p ® x" and Sym”p ® y are isomorphic. The
representation Sym”* 1 p is an extension of 1 by Sym” p®y following Lemma 4.4, so we can define b € H* (v,6y)
to be the class corresponding to this extension by 1, or equivalently the image of 1 € H%(v, F;) under § in
the long exact sequence

0— H°(v,Sym*p @ x) — H’(v, Sym"™p) — HO(v, F)) LN H'(v,Sym*p @ ).

The injection H(v, Symkp ®x) — HO(v, Symkﬂp) is an isomorphism because both groups have the same

dimension, and therefore b = §(1) # 0. The kernel field of b is equal to the fixed field of ker p,,. Note that
this equals the fixed field of ker 8,, provided k > 1, which is why we can’t use the kernel field to deduce that
b defines a nonzero cohomology class.

If both | 6(n 4 k) and ~ | 6(1 —n), then b and ur define independent classes in H'(v, Sym*p @ x")
because they define distinct kernel fields over Fy(z), (Lemma 5.2). So whichever of the elements b and ur
exist in H'(v,0,), they span a subspace that matches the dimension h'(v, ) computed above, and therefore
they must form a basis. O

5.4. Selmer groups of characters. Using the computations from Section 5.3, we can compute the dimen-
sion of global Selmer groups of characters.

Lemma 5.5. Recall hls()(") denotes the dimension of the cohomology group Hé(x") We have

hls(xn)_{l vld(l—n)+{1 7|0

0 otherwise 0 otherwise.

Proof. We begin by defining an alternate Selmer group. Let 6 be a Gp,_(,)-representation and 6* its coho-
mological dual (Definition 4.5). For each place v € M we define a subgroup of H'(v,6*) by

LJ_'_ 0 v E S,
v =Y HY (G, 0") veM\S,

where H'(Gy,, 0*) is the unramified subspace as defined in Eq. (18). For all places v of F,(z), the subgroup
L} < H'(v,6*) is precisely the annihilator under the local Tate pairing of the subgroup L, () < H'(v,6)
as defined in Eq. (18) [9, Theorem 7.2.15]. Using these subgroups we define

HL.(0%) :={a € H(#") : res,(a) € L- for all v}.
In this setting, the Greenberg-Wiles formula [9, Theorem 8.7.9] reduces to
BHYOM)  #HOL) #H'(AX) | #H (00, x")
#Hg (X' ~")  #HO(X'") #HO(f,x") #HO(c0,x™)’
because for all v ¢ {f, 0o}, we have #L, = #H"(v,0) (see the proof of [9, (8.7.9)]). The right-hand side of
this equation can be determined using the dimension computations in Section 5.3, and equals the right-hand

side of the statement of the lemma. So it suffices to show that H&. (x'™™) is trivial.
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Now suppose there exists a nonzero class a € Hé* (x*™™) and let K denote the kernel field of a. For
v € S, the Selmer condition Ly implies that the G, (,),-representations 0} and 6*[a], = 0} [res,(a)] have
the same kernel field, so the extension K%/K? is totally split at all places over v € S. Since a is not a
coboundary, the extension of 1 determined by a must have a nontrivial unipotent element in its image, so
there is an element of order ¢ in Gal(K®/F,(z)). Since Gal(F4v(x)/Fq(z)) has order coprime to ¢, this
implies that K® is a Z/{Z extension of some subfield of Fg(z) that is unramified everywhere and split at f
and co. No such extensions exist, so in fact H&. (x!™") is trivial. Hence the dimension of H§(x™) is exactly
as predicted by the statement of the lemma. O

5.5. From Frob eigenvectors to cohomology. Using the cohomology computations above, we can now
complete the work we began in Section 4 of relating the existence of eigenvectors of Frob in F¥ to the
existence of certain cohomology classes.

Lemma 5.6. Let a € Hé(Symkp@) X") for some 1 <k <{—1, and let L/F,(x) be the kernel field of a.
Then L is an unramified extension of F g (C).

Proof. The kernel field contains the fixed field of ker Sym”*p ® x™, which is F,+(C) because k > 1. The
Selmer condition ensures L is unramified over F(C) at all v ¢ S, so it suffices to check the ramification
at v € S. By Lemma 5.3, for v € S, res,(a) is a linear combination of ur and b (allowing the coefficient
to be 0 if the corresponding class is not in H'(v,6)). Since these classes both define unramified extensions
of Fyv (C),, the corresponding extensions of 1 both vanish on the inertia group of Fgv(C'),, so the same is
true of any linear combination. This implies that the kernel field of res,(a) is an unramified extension of
F,(C),. Since the kernel field of res,(a) is the completion at a prime above v of the kernel field of a, we
can conclude that L is unramified over F g (C) at v € S, and also at all v ¢ S by the Selmer condition. [

Proposition 5.7. Let 2 <k <{—1 and n € Z/yZ. The following are equivalent:

e There exists an eigenvector of Frob in F¥.
e v{n, and there exists a class a € Hé(Symk*1
under the map induced by Eq. (11).

p®@x ™) that maps to a nonzero class a’ € H&(x'™")

Proof. Given a Frobenius eigenvector w € F¥  we obtain a representation 1 as in Proposition 4.14, which
is an extension of 1 by 6 := Symk_lp ® x'~" and therefore corresponds to a class a € H'(0). Letting K%
denote the kernel field, by Proposition 4.14 we have K¥/F,»(C) unramified and therefore a € HL(6). If we
write v in matrix form by picking a cocycle « as

e w=("§) ).

Ik a(T)
0 1
representation of Gal(K¥/F(C)), the map 7 — «(7) is an isomorphism onto F¥ by Proposition 4.14.
So letting o’ € Hé(xl_") be the class given by restriction of a to the bottom entry, there exists 7 €
Gal(K¥ /Fy (C)) for which a’(7) # 0; this proves that the kernel field of a’ is strictly larger than Fy (C),
so @’ must define a nonzero class in H&(x' ™).

We also have « { n. For if v | n, then x'™™ = x and h§(x'™") = 1 by Lemma 5.5. This implies that up
to scalar multiple, o’ € H é(xl_") is the class defining p as an extension of 1 by x, and therefore has kernel
field Fy+ (C), a contradiction.

Conversely, suppose we are given an element a € H () satisfying the described condition with v { n.
This class corresponds to an extension of 1 by § which we denote 1. Let K¥ denote the kernel field of ).
By Lemma 5.6, K¥ is an unramified extension of Fy (C).

We can pick a cocycle a such that the matrix form ¢ has the form as in Eq. (23) where the last entry o/
of « represents the nonzero class ' € H é(xl_") given by the assumption.

Now we claim that with this matrix form, there must exist 7 € Gal(F,(2)*P /Fg (C)) for which /(1) # 0.
If not, the fact o/ (7) = 0 for all 7 € Gal(Fy(z)*P/F4(C)) implies that the kernel field of a’ is contained in

F,+(C). Thus the representation (Xl(;" 0{) factors through Go = Gal(F 4 (C)/F4(x)) = (&, frob). Since

ga’(€) = o/ (€7) = o/ (frob & frob ™) = ' "/ (¢),
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and 7 1 n by assumption, we must have o/(§) = 0, so the representation factors through Gal(Fg- (x)/F,(z))
which is a cyclic group. This contradicts the assumption that a’ is a nonzero class in H é(xl_").

Hence there exists 7 € Gal(F4(z)*P /F 4 (C)) for which a(7) has nonzero bottom entry. Now for arbitrary
o € Gy, (y) we have a(o70™!) = 0(0)a(T), so every vector in the orbit of a () under the G, (,)-representation
6 is obtained as a(7") for some 7" € Gal(F4(x)*P /F 4 (C)). The orbit under 6 of a vector with nonzero bottom
entry has full dimension k, so the restriction of ¥ to Gal(F,(z)*?/F,~(C)) has image isomorphic to F}; in
particular this implies Gal(KY¥/F,(C)) ~ F¥. We thus obtain a representation 1 as in Proposition 4.14,
from which we obtain an eigenvector in FF. O

6. CUP PRODUCTS

Suppose 0 < k < £—3 and we want to determine the existence of Frob eigenvectors in F} ff,f forn € Z/+Z.
In light of Proposition 5.7, we are led to consider when Hé(Symka@) X™) contains an element that maps to
a nontrivial element of Hé(x") under the map induced by Eq. (11). The map Symkﬂp ® x™ — x™ factors
through the map Symk‘|rl pRX"T — Symkp ® x™ coming from Eq. (12), so a necessary condition is that
H é(Symkp ® x™) contains a class that maps to a nontrivial element of H é(x") So we will now assume we
are given a class in H.(Sym®p ® x™), and want to know when it lifts to an element in HZ(Sym*™p ® x").
We will see that this condition is equivalent to the vanishing of a local cup product, and explain how to
determine this vanishing condition explicitly in the case k = 0.

6.1. Lifting cohomology classes. Let F,(z)s denote the maximal separable extension of F,(z) that is
unramified outside S. Then F,(z)s contains F - (C), and so for any G, (,)-representation 6 that factors
through G¢, € descends to a representation of G, (,),5 := Gal(Fy(z)s/F,(x)). For the Selmer conditions
defined in Section 5.2, we can write the corresponding Selmer group as a full cohomology group:

Hg(0) = ker (H' (G, (2),0) = H' (Gal(Fy(z)*P /Fy(2)s),0))
= Hl (GFq(m),Sa 9)
This will allow us to locate H{(6) within a long exact sequence in cohomology. We also define HY(6) :=
Hi(GFq(z)ﬁs,H) for all 7 > 0.
Let 0 < k < ¢ — 2. Take the short exact sequence of representations
0 — X' o Sym* T p @\ — SymFp e Xt — 0
from Eq. (12), but now considered as representations of GF,(z),s- The corresponding long exact sequence
has a portion given by
(24) s HY(Sym™ T p @ x™) = HE(SymFp @ x™) 5 HE () — -

From this we see that a class a € Hé(Symkp ® x™) lifts to a class o’ € Hé(Symka ® x™) if and only if the
image of a under the connecting homomorphism ¢ to H2(x!**™™) is 0. We will show that this condition can
be detected by the vanishing of a cup product

induced by the dual pairing (Symkp) ® (Symkp)v — Fy together with the calculation in Lemma 4.6.

Note that Sym**1p is an extension of 1 by Sym*p® x, unramified away from S, and therefore corresponds
to a class in Hé(Symkp(X)x). Under the map Hé(Symkp(X)x) — x as in Eq. (11), this class maps to the class
b € HL(x) that determines p as an extension of 1, as discussed in Section 4.2. We therefore denote this class
by bl*l. As was discussed in Section 5.1, we can also identify this class as the image of 1 € HY(F,) under
the connecting homomorphism H3(F,) — H{ (Sym”p ® x) induced by the following short exact sequence
obtained from Eq. (11) by taking n = 0,

0 — Sym*p® x — Sym**p - F, — 0.
Lemma 6.1. The image of a class a € Hé (Symkp ® x™) under the connecting homomorphism in Eq. (24)
§: Hy(Sym*p@ x™) — H3(x' ")

equals b* U a.
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Proof. This follows from the formal properties of cup products and connecting homomorphisms in group
cohomology. To be precise, if we let § = Symkp ® x™ then we have a G¢-equivariant map of short exact
sequences

0 — (Sym*pox)®0 — (Sym* )9 —— F,00 ——— 0

| ! !

0 —— xMrn 5 SymFtl )y @ " —— SymFp @ x* —— 0.
The left vertical arrow is induced by the dual pairing; the right vertical arrow is the isomorphism F, ® 6 ~ 6,

then there is a unique choice of middle arrow that makes the diagram commute. Then [9, (1.4.3.i)] says that
the following diagram commutes:

HY(F;) ® HY(Sym"p @ x") ———— HY(Sym"p @ x")

l5®1 st
Hé(Sym’fp ®Xx)® Hé(symkp ®x") —2— H2(x k),
Note in particular that the top cup product sends 1 U a + a. Therefore we have
§(a)=6(1Ua)=01)Ua=b"Ua. -

6.2. Local cup product. In the previous section we showed that a class in H };(Symk p®x") lifts to a class
in H (Symka ® x") if and only if its cup product with bl vanishes. Our next goal is to show that the
vanishing of the cup product of bl¥! and a class in H é(Symkp ® x™) can be detected locally at the place f
(Proposition 6.4).

Lemma 6.2. Recall h%(x™) denotes the dimension of the cohomology group HA(x"). We have
" 1 ~v|d(1—-n
M) = { )

0 otherwise.
Proof. This formula follows from Eq. (19), Lemma 5.5, and the triviality of the global Euler characteristic
over function fields [9, (8.7.4)]. O

Lemma 6.3. The restriction map resy : H2(x") — H*(f,x") is an isomorphism.
Proof. By Eq. (21) and Lemma 6.2, if v 1 d(1 —n) then both groups are trivial, so we may suppose 7 | d(1—n).
Then both groups have dimension 1, so it suffices to show that res; is nonzero. We will extract this from
the end of the Poitou-Tate exact sequence [9, (8.6.10)]. Recall since x is finite and unramified, we have
Hom(x, 0F) = x* = x'™" (|9, page 387]). The relevant portion of the sequence is

(25) — Hi(x") = P H (v, x") = HS(' )" = 0.
veS

Our ramification set S contains only two places, f and co. We know the dimensions of every term appearing
in this sequence: the global HZ by Lemma 6.2, the middle terms by Eq. (21), and the term H2(x'™")" has
dimension 1 when n = 1 mod ~ and dimension 0 otherwise.

When n # 1 mod ~y the only non-zero terms are Hg(x") and H?(f,x"). Exactness of this sequence implies
that the map resy is not the zero map, and is therefore an isomorphism.

When n = 1 mod ~ the groups HZ(x™), H*(f, x"), H*(co, x™) and H2(x' ™) are all 1-dimensional. The
second map

H2(f,x") @ H?(00,X") = Hg(x' )"

is by definition (e.g. [9, page 495]) the linear dual of the restriction map

HY (™) 22 HO(f, ™) @ HO (o0, X' ™) = (H2(f,X") ® H?(00,x"))",

with the isomorphism following by Tate duality [9, (7.2.6)] and Lemma 4.6. Since the image of this restriction

map has non-zero projection in both local factors, the kernel of the linear dual map necessarily also has non-

zero projection on both local factors. From this, together with exactness of Eq. (25), we conclude that the

map resy necessarily has non-trivial image in H?(f, x"), and so again must be an isomorphism. O
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Proposition 6.4. Let k < /¢ —2. A class a € Hé(Symkp ® x™) lifts to a class in Hé(Symka ®x"™) if and
only if the local cup product

res;(bF) Uresy(a) € H2(f, x!TF+m)
vanishes.

Proof. From Eq. (24) we see that a lifts to a class o/ € HL(Sym*'p @ x™) exactly when §(a) = 0 €
HZ(x'*#"). Lemma 6.3 shows that resy : HZ(x'tFt") — H2(f,x****7) is injective, so the vanishing of
d(a) can be checked locally at f. Cup products and connecting homomorphism commute with restriction
maps, so by Lemma 6.1, we have d(a) = 0 exactly when

0 = res;(0(a)) = res; (b1 U a) = res; (b1M) Uress(a). O

Since we’ve reduced our lifting question to one about the vanishing of local cup products, it is now in our
interest to do a detailed analysis of these local cup products. Recall from Lemma 5.3 that H!(f, SymFp® X")
contains a nonzero element ur when v | d(n + k), and contains a nonzero element b when v | d(1 — n), and
whichever of these classes exist form a basis of H'(f,Sym"p ® x"). Note that bl* e Hé(Symkp ® X) maps
under res to b € H'(f,Sym”"p @ x).

Lemma 6.5. Let 0 < k < { —1. Under the cup product pairing
H'(f,Sym"p @ x™) x H'(f,Sym"p @ ") = H>(f,x*™+m),
we have
bUub =0, bUur # 0,
ur Uur =0, urUb # 0

whenever each exist in their respective cohomology group. In particular we have that b U a = 0 if and only
if a is in the span of b.

Proof. We divide into cases depending on which of ur, b exist in each of the two groups H!(f, Symk pRX™)
and H!(f, Sym*p @ x™).
e If the groups are l-dimensional and spanned by the same class (for example v | d(n — 1) and
v | d(m — 1), but v t d(n + k) and v t d(m + k)), then the representations Sym*p ® x" and
Sym”p® x™ have the same restriction to GF,(z),;- The cup product is alternating on H' 9, (1.4.4)],
so the cup product of a class with itself equals zero.
e If the groups are 1-dimensional but spanned by different classes (for example v | d(n — 1) and
v | d(m+ k), but vt d(n+k) and ~ t d(m — 1)), then the restrictions of Sym*p® x™ and Sym*p® x™
to G, (), are cohomological duals of each other. In this case the cup product is the local Tate
pairing [9, (7.2.6)], which is non-degenerate; hence the cup product of the respective generators is
nonzero.
e If both groups are 2-dimensional, then the representations Sym”*p @ x™ and Sym”p @ x™ have the
same self-dual restriction to Gy, (z),, so the cup product is an alternating perfect pairing: classes
pair with themselves to be zero, and independent elements pair to be nonzero.

Note that it is impossible for one group to be 1-dimensional and the other to be 2-dimensional; for instance,
ify|dn-1),v|dn+k),and v|d(m — 1), then

yldm—=1)+dn+k)—dn—1)=d(m+k).

Hence the only case remaining is when H!(f, Sym*p® X") or HY(f, Sym*p® X™) is O-dimensional, in which
case the claim is vacuously true. 0

6.3. Detecting vanishing of local cup product. Suppose v | d, and f(x) factorsin Fyy [z] as fi(z) - - - fy(x),
arranged so that frob f; = fiy1 for all . For n > 1 define

Y

(i—1)(n—1)

gn((E) = H fi(‘r)q ;
i=1
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and set

Kn = Fq'y (\[/ gn)
Then K, is a (Z/{Z)-extension of F 4 (x), Galois over Fy(z), and unramified away from f and co. Note that
g1(z) = f(x) and so K71 = F(C). Also,

Y
gnJr.Y(:Z?) ( 'y(i—l)il) (i—1)(n—1)
P & = T )0
9n(@) i=1

is an /-th power in F,» (x) because ¢7~1) = 1 mod ¢. Hence K,, = K, 4, 50 K,, is well-defined for n € Z/~Z.
The fields K, can also be produced using explicit class field theory for the rational function field Fy- (), as
in [6] for example.

Lemma 6.6. Suppose v | d. For all n, there exists a nonzero cocycle a, € H'(x"™) with kernel field K,,.
Proof. We have

n—1

0% q
n—1 (y=1)(n—1) (i—=2)(n—1) y(n—=1)_4
frob(g,)?" = <ff 117 ) = fi In-

=2

n—1 n—1

Writing ¢7 ("~ —1 = j/ for some integer j, we have frob(g, )" = fggn. We therefore have frob(/g,)? =~ =

¢' f1¢/gn for some integer t. If we let 7 € Gal(K,, /F 4+ (x)) denote the automorphism sending /g, — ¢ /gn
then
frob(r(y/ga))"" " = frob(¢ ygm)" " = ¢T T f{y/gn = v (" fYga) = 7 (frob(/gn)"
and since ged(g, £) = 1, we can conclude frobor = 79" o frob.
Analogously to Definition 4.3, let p,, : Gal(K,,/F,(z)) — GL2(F¢) be the representation defined by

pn(frob)—<qg (1)> pn(T)—<(1) 1)

for 7 as above; this gives a well-defined representation because frobor = 74" o frob. This extends to a repre-
sentation of G, (,) that factors through Gal(K,,/F,(x)). Then p, is an extension of 1 by x™ corresponding
to a cocycle a,, € H'(x™) with kernel field K,,. Since K,,/F,(x) is unramified away from f and oo we in fact
have a € H(x™). O

We finally reach the proof of Theorem 1.13. Recall that for n =2,...,v — 1 we have

,
ho () = T fo(a)e 0 =1 = Grin(®)
() Z_1:[1f( ) e

Theorem 1.13. Suppose 2 < v | d and n € Z/yZ. Then F? has a Frob eigenvector if and only if n € T
(as in Eq. (1)).

Proof. Note that FZ does not have a Frob eigenvector by Proposition 1.10(a) and (b). Since we assume
v | d, F} has a Frob eigenvector by Proposition 1.10(a); if it were a rooftop then Fj would contain a
Frob eigenvector by Proposition 1.10(c), but this contradicts Proposition 1.10(a). Hence F? has a Frob
eigenvector. Correspondingly, we have 0 ¢ T and 1 € T.

Now suppose n # 0,1 mod 7. By Lemma 5.5, Hé(xl_") is one-dimensional, and by Lemma 6.6 it is
spanned by a cocycle aj_,, with kernel field K;_,. By Proposition 5.7, F? has an eigenvector if and only if
Hi(p® x'™™) has a nontrivial element mapping to a;_,. By Proposition 6.4, such an element exists if and
only if resf(ai—n) Ub = 0, and by Lemma 6.5 it suffices to check whether res¢(ai—,) is in the span of b.
By Lemma 5.3, we know that H!(f, p® x!™") is spanned by ur, which defines an extension with nontrivial
residue field degree, and by b, which has kernel field Fy- (C)¢. Hence we can detect whether ress(a;—,,) is in
the span of b by checking whether K1_,, and Fg- (C') have the same completion at a prime over f. Taking the
place f1 above f in Fgy (), this is equivalent by Kummer theory to checking that hy,(z) = gy+1-n(2)/f(2)
is an (-th power in the residue field Fg~[z]/(f1(z)). O
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Remark 6.7. Proposition 1.10 and Theorem 1.11 may also be proven using an argument similar to that of
Theorem 1.13, that is, by combining Proposition 5.7 with the cohomological lifting conditions developed
in Section 6.2. While the current proof of Theorem 1.11 invokes the Weil pairing, the cohomological proof
instead uses the Poitou-Tate exact sequence [9, (8.6.10)] together with the observation that Sym* ! p @y~
and Sym" !p @ xy"+t1=* are cohomological duals.

7. CONSEQUENCES OF LIFTING CONDITIONS

Using the relations set up in the previous sections, we are now reduced to an essentially combinatorial
problem: under the constraints described in Section 1.2, what are the possibilities for the set of pairs (n, k)
such that F* has an eigenvector? In particular, following Theorem 1.9, we are interested in the f-rank of
the divisor class group r¢(C), which equals the number of k for which F,f_l contains a Frob eigenvector. In
this section we prove all of the constraints on r¢(C) mentioned in Section 1.1.

For n € Z/vZ, let 0 < k,, < ¢ — 1 denote the smallest integer such that for all k, < ¥’ < ¢ — 1, there is
no Frob eigenvector in Fff/. In other words, if k,, > 1 then F¥~ is a rooftop, and if k,, = 0 then there is no
value of k for which F* has a Frob eigenvector. We will say that k, is the “rooftop height” over n. If we
take an integer representative n € {0,1,...,v — 1}, then the number of 1 < k < k,, with k — 1 = n mod = is

equal to
kn—1—n
e(n) = {7J i1
v
Following the visual interpretation as described in Remark 2.7, ¢(n) counts the number of dark grey circles

in column n. Since kg = 0 by Proposition 1.10(a), we have
r(C)=c(l)+c(2)+ - +ec(v—1)
by Theorem 1.9, so ¢(n) counts the number of contributions to r¢(C) from n. For all 0 < k, < ¢ —1 and
0<n<~vy-1, we have 0 < ¢(n) < E*Tl; specifically, if k,, = 0 then ¢(n) = 0, and if k,, = ¢ — 1 then
c(n) = Z_Tl.
The proofs of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.6 have many similar features: we will first prove the upper
bounds in both theorems, then the lower bounds, then the parity constraints.

7.1. Upper bounds. We first prove the upper bound in Theorem 1.3, namely

re(C) < B := (ged(d,y) — 1)6_71

We have k,, > 1 if and only if v | dn and «  n by Proposition 1.10(a). There are ged(d,«y) — 1 such values of
n € Z/vZ, and for each of these we have c¢(n) < Z_Tl. For all other values of n we have k, = 0 and therefore

c¢(n) = 0. Combining these bounds gives the desired result. (B counts the set of pairs (n, k) for which F* is
non-empty and n = k — 1 mod +; in the visual interpretation of Remark 2.7, this corresponds to circles in
cells that are either light or dark gray.)

We can similarly prove the upper bound in Theorem 1.6: if 3 < v | d then

(-1
Tg(C) S B/ = |T|T

We have k,, > 2 if and only if n € T by Theorem 1.13, and for each of these n we have ¢(n) < Z’Tl as above.

We have ¢(0) = 0 as before, and for all other n ¢ T we have n > 1 and k,, < 1 so that ¢(n) = 0. Combining
these bounds gives the desired result.

7.2. Lower bounds. We begin by proving a general lemma that will be useful in producing lower bounds.
For fixed n, k, the diagonal containing F¥ is the set of all Ff_tf fori € Z with 1 < k+1¢ < {—1. Equivalently,
each diagonal is determined by a constant value of k—n € Z/vZ. We have strong constraints on how rooftops
can be arranged across diagonals: Proposition 1.10(d) states that any given diagonal can contain at most
one non-maximal rooftop, and Proposition 1.10(c) limits which diagonals are allowed to contain rooftops at
all. So if we can find many sets F¥ that contain Frob eigenvectors among a small collection of diagonals
right below the main diagonal F; 15—1 (the circles in Fig. 1), the pigeonhole principle will ensure that only a
few of them can be rooftops; the rest must all lift past this main diagonal and hence contribute to 7¢(C).
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Lemma 7.1. Letm € {0,...,v—1}, and suppose there are r values of n € {m,...,v—1} such that F?~™+1
has a Frob eigenvector. Then r¢(C) > r.

Proof. If m = 0 this is immediate from Theorem 1.9 (we have no Frob eigenvectors in Fj by Proposi-
tion 1.10(a)), so from now on assume m > 1. Define the sets

R:={ne€{m,...,y—1}: F"~™%! contains a Frob eigenvector},
S:={ne{l,...,m—1}:v]|dn}.

Finally, let L C RUS be the set of all n € RU.S for which n — k,, > —1, where k,, is the rooftop height over
n; equivalently, the set L consists of all n € RU S with ¢(n) = 0. We will prove that |L| < |S].

To this end, let n € L. By Proposition 1.10(c) we cannot have n — k,, = 0, so in fact n — k, > 1. We also
have n — k, < m — 1: for n € R this follows from k,, > n —m + 1, and for n € S this follows from &k, > 0
and n < m — 1. Again by Proposition 1.10(c) we have « | d(n — k,,). Taken together, we can conclude that
n —ky € S. In other words, all n € L lie on one of a set of |S| diagonals.

Now for each n € L, we have k,, > 1: this follows by Proposition 1.10(a) if n € S, and by k,, >n—m+1
if n € R. So consider the rooftop F*». Sincen —k, > —1 andn <~y —1 we have k, <y </ —1,s0 FFn is
a non-maximal rooftop. By Proposition 1.10(d), it is impossible to have n — k, = n’ — k,,» for any distinct
n,n’ € L. So by the pigeonhole principle, there are at most |S| elements in L.

In conclusion, there are at least r elements in R U S satisfying k, > n+ 1, so ¢(n) > 1. We can conclude
that 7,(C) > 7. O

Lower bound of Theorem 1.3: We will show that B > 1 implies 7,(C') > 1. If B > 1 then ged(d,v) > 1, so
there exists n € Z/vZ with v | dn and ~y { n. For this value of n, F! has an eigenvector by Proposition 1.10(a).
Taking m = n in Lemma 7.1 proves 7,(C) > 1.2

First lower bound of Theorem 1.6: Suppose 3 <~ | d. If B’ = 1, then since B > B’ we have r,(C) > B’
by the lower bound of Theorem 1.3. So it is sufficient to assume

(1
B = [T|— >2
Y

and prove r,(C) > 2. Note that the assumption « | d implies ! has an eigenvector for all 1 <n <+ — 1 by
Proposition 1.10(a). We always have 1 € T by definition of 7, which implies by Theorem 1.13 that F? has
an eigenvector.

First consider the case |T| = 1, so that F! is a rooftop for all 2 < n <y — 1. Since 2 = 21, we can apply
Theorem 1.12 to conclude that F? is not a rooftop and thus F} has a Frob eigenvector. Now since B’ > 2
but |7] = 1 we can conclude £ — 1 > 2. So for each 2 < i <~y —1,if Ff“ were a rooftop, then it would
be a non-maximal rooftop; since F} ; is also a non-maximal rooftop, this contradicts Proposition 1.10(d).

Therefore Flv'Irl has an eigenvector, but is not a rooftop by Proposition 1.10(c). Hence k1 > + + 2, which
implies ¢(1) > 2 and hence r,(C) > 2.
Now consider the case | 7| > 2, so F? has an eigenvector for some n € {2,...,v — 1}. Since F? and F!_,

both have eigenvectors, we have r,(C') > 2 by Lemma 7.1, taking m = n — 1. Together with the previous
case, we see that r¢(C) > 2 whenever B’ > 2.

Second lower bound of Theorem 1.6: Assuming v is even and 14 3 € T, we will show that r,(C) > 3.
Since 1+ 3 € T, we can conclude that F12+v/2 has a Frob eigenvector by Theorem 1.13. Since 2 = 2(1 +
7) mod v, we are in the setting of Theorem 1.12, and can conclude that F12Jr,y/2 is not a rooftop: thus Ff’Jr,Y/Q

also has a Frob eigenvector. Further, since Fl1 )2 is not a rooftop, neither is Fvl /2 by Theorem 1.11. Hence
F3

T4y/20 F3/2, and F»}/zfl all contain eigenvectors, so r¢(C) > 3 by Lemma 7.1.
7.3. Parity. We first prove the parity constraint of Theorem 1.3. Let
S:={ne{l,....y—1}:v|dn, k, #¢—1}.

By Proposition 1.10(a), it is equivalent to say that S is the set of n € {0,...,y—1} with 1 < k,, < /{—2. For
eachn € S, let n¥ denote the unique value in {0, ...,y — 1} satisfying n" = k,, —n mod ~. By Theorem 1.11

3A1ternative1y, simply use the fact that any generalized eigenspace must contain at least one true eigenvector.
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we have k,v =k, for all n € S, so n — n" is an involution on S and ¢(n) = ¢(n¥) for all n € S. We can
write

nef{l,...,y—1},
vldn
(-1
=B- (— - c(n)) ,
nes v
since in the first equality we only remove terms with ¢(n) = 0, and in the second equality we only remove
terms with c(n) = ele_ If n # nV, then n and nY contribute equal quantities to the sum. So to prove

r¢(C) = B mod 2, it suffices to show that the terms indexed by fixed points of the involution are even.
Suppose n = n", so that k, = 2n mod v. By definition of ¢(n) we have

(c(n) — 1)y <k,—1—n<c(n)y.
Since we additionally have 1 < n < « we can conclude
(c(n) —=2)y+2n+1 < ky < c(n)y + 2n,
so that in fact k, = (¢(n) — 1)y + 2n. We can therefore write
-1 0—1—ky,+2n
— —c¢n)=——""—
Y v

By Theorem 1.12, k,, is odd, and therefore ¢ — 1 — k,, + 2n is odd. Thus 2771 —¢(n) is even as desired.
We now assume 3 < v | d and prove the parity constraint of Theorem 1.6, namely that 7,(C') = B’ mod 2.
Following Theorem 1.3, it suffices to prove that B’ = B mod 2. If «y is odd, then B and B’ are both even

0—1 - . . . . .
because Tl is even. So suppose instead that « is even. By Theorem 1.11, F! is a rooftop if and only if F}_,,

+ 1.

is a rooftop; since « is even, we always have 1 — n # n mod v, and so the rooftops F¥ with k = 1 always
come in pairs. Now |7| counts the number of n for which F? contains an eigenvector, which equals v — 1
minus the number of rooftops with k = 1. Hence |T| = v — 1 mod 2. Since we are assuming 7 | d we have
|7T] = ged(d, v) — 1 mod 2, which implies B’ = B mod 2.

7.4. Proof of Proposition 1.5. Finally, we assume ged(d,y) = 2 and prove that r,(C) = E*Tl. By

Proposition 1.10(a), F} has an eigenvector only for n = 7. We will prove that the rooftop height over n is
kn = ¢ — 1, which will imply r,(C) = ¢(n) = Z’Tl as desired.

Suppose 1 < k < £ — 2 is such that F is a rooftop. By Proposition 1.10(c), this implies k¥ = 0 mod %
and k # § mod v; equivalently, k is a multiple of . But then & = 2n mod v and & is even, so Fk is not a
rooftop by Theorem 1.12. Hence F¥ is not a rooftop for any 1 < k < ¢ — 2.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 2.5
We prove that Frobon = ¢noFrob.
Lemma A.1. For all integers g and 0 < k < {—1,
—1 i . . . _1\k+1
(=1)7*L (4N (qj B (l)iq E>0
Z i j k] k
i=1 j=0 0 k=0.

Proof. For k = 0, this follows from the fact that the alternating sum of (;) for 0 < 57 <iis equal to 0. So
from now on we assume k > 1. We will first prove the identity

) 230 - ()
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as an equality in Q[z]. First consider the value of

s ()()

for i > k. This equals the coefficient of t* in ((t +1)? — 1)*. But (¢ + 1)? — 1 is a multiple of ¢ and so
((t +1)7 — 1)? is a multiple of ¢!, and hence the coefficient of t* is zero. Hence only terms with i < k
contribute to the left-hand side of Eq. (26), so both sides of the desired identity are polynomials of degree
at most k.

If x € {0,1,...,¢— 1}, we can compute the coefficient of t*¥ in (((t +1)? — 1)+ 1)* = (¢ + 1)9%, obtaining

()5 () -(5)

Since x < ¢ —1, and (f) =0 for i > x, we can sum i from 0 to £ — 1 without changing the value, giving us
the desired equality for these specified values of x. We therefore have two polynomials of degree at most k
in Q[z] with equal values at £ > k points, and therefore the polynomials are equal.

Now compare the coefficient of x in each side of Eq. (26). The coefficient of 2 in (%) is 0 if ¢ = 0 and
(—1)¥*1/i if i > 1, so we obtain the desired result. a

Lemma A.1 is an identity over Q, but the only denominators that occur are coprime to /; it therefore
descends to an identity over Fy. It is in this form that we apply it below.

Proof of Lemma 2.5. Using the definition

-2 -2 ,
B i 1 1+1 i
==Y ita-or =Yy Ty
i=1 =1
we have
 (-D ;
Frobon = ~—— Frobo(¢ —1)
i

=1
£—1 . 7 .
N =0 <Z) {yide — 4 o Fy
_Z; - J:ZO ; (=1)"7(¢ =1+ 1)¥ o Frob
—1 1 : . qJ .
_ (=1t (i j
= : (j)z(k>(g—1)’foﬁob.
i=1 j=0 k=0

Now we have (¢ —1)* = 0 for all k > ¢ — 1 and (‘f) = 0 for all k > ¢qj, so the sum over k can be indexed
from 0 to ¢ — 1 without changing the value (in both cases, only terms with & < min{qj,¢ — 1} contribute).
Using Lemma A.1, we can conclude:

Frobon = S éiz_: $ (Z> <‘§j) (¢ —1)% o Frob

k=0 i=1 j=0 J
-1
-1 k+1
=> ((27‘1) (¢ =1)* o Frob
k=0
= gnoFrob 0
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