ON TATE’S CONJECTURE FOR ELLIPTIC MODULAR SURFACES OVER FIN ITE FIELDS

REMI LODH

Asstract. ForN > 3, we show Tate's conjecture for the elliptic modular suef&¢N) of level N over F, for

a primep satisfyingp = 1 modN outside of a set of primes of density zero. We also prove agtform
of Tate’s conjecture foE(N) over any finite field of characteristip prime toN under the assumption that the
formal Brauer group oE(N) is of finite height.

INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study cohomology classes of divisors on lligtie modular surfaceE(N) of level N,
whereN > 3. By definition,E(N) is the universal object over the moduli spat@) of generalized elliptic
curves with levelN structure. Fix a primg which does not divideN. Our first result is the following
theorem, which goes back to Shioda [18, Appendix]fot 4.

Theorem 1 (Corollary 7) Assume the partial semi-simplicity conjecture (PS) is fareE(N)g,. If p = 1
mod N, then Tate’s conjecture holds for each connected comparfi&i{N)z,. Moreover, the Mordell-Weil
group of a generic fibre of @)z, — X(N)z, is isomorphic taZ/N)>2.

The partial semi-simplicity conjecture for a smooth prdijeesurfaces over a finite fieldk is the follow-
ing statement: ifj = #k, then

(PS) HEio(8)F =0 = HE(9)"
whereH2. (S) = H2. (S/W(K)) ® Q is the second crystalline cohomology grougSoéndF is theg-power

Frobenilcjrg endomglrsphism. Itis a consequence of Tate's cmge ForE(N)g,, it is related to estimates for
the absolute value of the Fourier dbeients of normalized newforms of weight 3, see [3]. Suchestes
can be shown to hold if the field of cfirients of the newform is totally real, or for CM forms, but the
general case is unknown. In any case, we can show that it fanlédl primesp outside of a set of density

ZEero, Vviz.

Corollary 1 (Corollary 8) The conclusion of Theorem 1 holds for allsp1 modN outside of a set of
primes of density zero.
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For arbitraryp, we can also show Tate’s conjecture under a completélgréint assumption, namely that
the formal Brauer group d&(N)z, is a formal Lie group of finite height. In fact, writinG, A = Limn Alp"]
whereA[m] c Ais the subgroup ai-torsion (n € Z) for any abelian groug, we have

Theorem 2(Corollary 14) If the formal Brauer group of a connected component@)g, has finite height,
then T, Br(E(N)z,) = 0.
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However, it seems to be afficult arithmetic problem to determine for whighthe reduction oE(N)
has finite height formal Brauer group. Shioda [18, 19] haswhihatE(4)z, is a K3 surface whose formal
Brauer group is of finite heightif and only g = 1 mod 4, but we do not know what happensffor 4.

The starting point for the proofs of both Theorems 1 and 2egdfowing fact:

(HT) Vp Br(E(N)g) is a Hodge-Tate representation with weights.

Here Br() := H?(-, Gy,) denotes the cohomological Brauer group and for any abglianp A we write
VpA:=T,A® Q.

We can summarize our method of proof of Theorem 1 as folloves$] L. be the extension t&(N) of the
morphism ofX(N) obtained by multiplying the level structure lpye (Z/N)* and letU c V, Br(E(N)g) be
the subset on which, acts trivially. Then (modulo (PS)) (HT) and the Eichler+®lira congruence relation
imply Deris(U)#=* = 0, wherey is the Frobenius. Fop = 1 modN, I, is the identity and the theorem
follows. In the case 1 modN we only know Shioda’s result [19] faX = 4.

The proof of Theorem 2 is much more straightforward: it makesise of Hecke operators and applies
more generally to any proper smooth surface over a finitenside ofZ, satisfying (HT) and whose formal
Brauer group has finite height (cf. Corollary 13), therelipklshing a relationship between (HT) and Tate’s
conjecture in this case.

Notation. All sheaves and cohomology will be for the étale topologgept where otherwise stated.
We denote by a perfect field of characteristig> 0, W = W(K) its ring of Witt vectorsKo = W[1/p], k

an algebraic closure & K be an algebraic closure &, Gk, = Gal(K/Ko), K the completion oK for the
p-adic norm.
1. A GENERAL RESULT
We assume familiarity with Fontaine’s basic theory [8, 9, 4]
1.1. Autodual crystalline representations. Let V be ap-adic representation dbx,. We say thatv is
autodualif it is isomorphic to its dual, i.e. it has a non-degeneraliadar form
V ®Qp V - Qp
which is a homomorphism @k,-modules.

Proposition 1. Let V be an autodual crystalline representation @f @nd let D:= D¢is(V) be the associated
filterede-module. Suppose the endomorphismeTp+¢ 1 of D satisfies TFD) ¢ F1D. If D=0 = p¢=1
and \P« = 0, then "1 = 0.

Proof. The bilinear form orV induces a non-degenerate bilinear forom D. EndowD#=! with the induced
filtration fromD. SinceV is crystalline we have®D¢=1 = V¢« = 0. If D=1 = FOD¢=1, then we are done. If
not, then there is< 0 andx € F'D¥=*\F*1D¢=1, SinceV is autodual, the map: D — D* := Hom, (D, Ko)
induced by is an isomorphism of filtere@-modules, so we havwe := ¢(x) € F'D* \ F'*1D*. Note thatx*
is the mapD > y — X-y € Kp. Since by definition

FID*={f e D*: f(FID) c FI*'Kq Vj € Z}

the conditionx* ¢ F*1D* means that there if such thatx*(FID) ¢ Fi**1K,, whereKy has the trivial

filtration, i.e.
Ko k<0
FkKo={ 0 "~
0 k>0
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If x*(FID) ¢ Fi**1K,, then we must have*(F/D) # 0, hencex*(FID) = Ko. So to say thak*(FID) ¢
Fi*i+1Kq but x*(FID) c Fi*iK is equivalent to the conditiop+ i = 0. Hencej = —i > 0, and there is an
elementy € F1D such thatx -y # 0.

Now, up to dividingy by x - y we may assume that-y € Qp. Let P(t) € W[t] be such thaP(T)y = 0.
Sincep(X) = x we havex- T(d) = T(x-d) for all d € D, hence

0=x-P(T)y=P(T)(x-y) = (x-y)P(2).

SoP(2) = 0 and we deduce th&(t) = (t — 2)°Q(t) for somee € N and some polynomidD(t) not divisible
byt - 2. Letz:= Q(T)y. Note thatx - z = (x- y)Q(2) # 0. Multiplying the equationT — 2)fz = 0 by ¢*°
we find (p — 1)z = 0, hencep(z) = zsinceD®1°=0 = p¥=1, As F1D is stable undeT by assumption, we
havez € FID. Thus,ze F!D*=! c V%o = 0, hencex = 0, and this completes the proof. O

Remark. The above argument no longer works if one replagby a powery". The problem is related to

the fact that, unlike the case= 1, forr > 1 we may haveFlBﬁ;izl # 0.

1.2. Application to surfaces. Let E — Spec{V) be a smooth projective morphism with geometrically
connected fibres of dimension 2. Li€}" be the maximal unramified extension kg in K. The Kummer
sequence gives an exact sequendggfrepresentations

0 — NS(Eg) ® Qp — HZ(Ex, Qp)(1) — VpBr(Eg) — 0
whereNS := Pic/ Pic® is the Néron-Severi group. By-adic Hodge theory, applying the functbg,is we
get an exact sequence
0 — Deris(NS(Eg)q,) — H2(Ex/Ko)[1] = Deris(Vp Br(Eg)) — 0

cris
where for a filteredp-moduleD we denoteD[1] the filteredp-module whose underlyingq-module isD

with ¢pp = p~t¢p and F'D[1] := F*1D. On the other hand, there is the specialization map
sp :NS(Ex) — NS(Ep)
([2, Exp. E, appendix, 7.12]) which is functorial i (henceGg,-equivariant) and injective up to tor-

sion (since the Néron-Severi group is finitely generatesl ¢hn be checked usitigadic cohomology). So
NS(Eg)®Qp is an unramified discrete representatio®ef hence iky'-admissible. Thudcis(NS(Ex)q,) =

| ur I ur
(NS(EK) ® Kgr)Ga (% /Ko)’ anchris(NS(Eﬁ)Qp) = (N S(Ep ® Kgr)Ga Kp'/Ko
gram

) and we have a commutative dia-

Deris(NS(Eg)g,) ——> Deris(NS(ER)g,)

H2 o(Ex/Ko)[1] === HZ,(Ex/Ko)[1]

cris
wherec; is the first Chern class. In faat; is injective since
=1
NS(ER)g, © (H2(Ex/Ko)[1] @k, K&)'

Therefore, defining := ngis(Ek/Ko)[l] /Deris(NS(Ef)g,), we have a commutative diagram with exact rows

0 —— Deiis(NS(Eg)q,) — HZ (Ex/Ko)[1] — Deris(V; Br(Eg)) —— 0

| | |

0 —— Deris(NS(Ei)g,) — HZ,(Ex/Ko)[1] c 0

cris
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and so settingyl := Dcris(NS(Eg)q,)/Deris(NS(Eg)q,) We deduce an exact sequencéahodules

0— M — Dgis(Vp Br(Eg)) - C — 0.
Theorem 3. Let D := Dgis(VpBr(Eg)) and T := ¢ + oL If D®-°=0 = D#=1 T(FD) c FD and
Vp Br(Eg)®% = 0, then W=1 =0 = C#-L.
Proof. By Poincaré duality, cup productis non-degeneratblé(E,z, Qp)(1), and since numerical and alge-
braic equivalence coincide up to torsion for divisors ([48.17]), it is also non-degenerate NS(Eg)q, . It

follows thatVy, Br(Eg) = (N S(E}z)@p)l has a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form we may applyd?r

sition 1 to obtairD¢=! = 0. Moreover, the restriction of this form td is non-degenerate since cup product
is non-degenerate on bois(NS(Ex)q,) andDeris(NS(Ey)g,). Thus,C = M+ and henc&€*~! = 0. ]

Corollary 2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3, Tate’s conjecture Holtds, and we have
NS(Eg)® ® Q = NS(Ej)® ® Q.

Proof. Tate’s conjecture is well-known to be equivalent to theest&ntC¢=! = 0 ([14]). For the second
statement, note that we have an exact sequence

0 — Deris(NS(Eg)g,)*™ — Deris(NS(EQ)g, )" — M#~!
so sinceM#=1 = 0 we have
G _ _
(NS(Eg) ® Qp) " = Deris(NS(Eg)q,)*~* = Dens(NS(EQo,)* ™" = (NS(Eg) ® Qp)
as claimed. O

GKO

2. BELLIPTIC MODULAR SURFACES
We fix throughout an integéd and a prime numbegp which does not dividéN.

2.1. Definition. ForN > 3, letY(N) to be moduliZ[1/N]-scheme of elliptic curves with levé structure
and letX(N) be its modular compatificatiotX(N) classifies generalized elliptic curves with ledestructure
whose singular fibres are Nérdirgons. X(N) is smooth oveZ[1/N] and the normalization dE£[1/N] in
X(N) is Z[{n, 1/N], wherey is a primitive Nth root of unity. See [6] for details. We denote the universal
generalized elliptic curve by
g: E(N) — X(N).
E(N) is theelliptic modular surface of level tudied in [18]. That it is smooth ov&{1/N] follows from
the results of [6, VII].
2.2. Application of Hodge theory. Assume?y € W (note that this is always possiblepf= 1 mod N, for
theng,ﬂ = {N, SO{N € Zp). To simplify the notation write
E = E(N) @250 W X = X(N) @25, W Y 1= Y(N) @219 W E 1= X\ .
Let L be the conormal sheaf of the zero sectiogofE — X, and letw = Qi (logX) denote the line bundle
of differential forms orK with logarithmic poles along.
Theorem 4(Faltings) There are Gg,-equivariantisomorphisms
HY(Yg, R'9.Qp(1)) @g, K = HY(X, L) @w K(1) @ H(X, L ® w) @w K(-1)

(Y, R'9.Qp(1)) @g, K = HL(X, L®) @w K(1) @ H(X, L ® Q}) @w K(-1)
whereH! := im(H! — HY) is the parabolic cohomology.
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Proof. This is a special case of theadic Eichler-Shimura isomorphism of [7]. m|
Let! c Gk, be the inertia group.

Corollary 3. If Xy is representable, then ¥y, R'g.Qp(1)) is a Hodge-Tate representation with weights
+1. In particular, HY(Yg, R'g.Qp(1))' =0
Corollary 4. LetE = Exx Y. Then

(i) H3(EL, Qp(1)) = HY(Yx, R'g.Qp(1))®Qpe, where e denotes the characteristic class of the zeraosecti

of g
(i) H2(Eg,Qp(1)) is generated as @,-vector space by the characteristic classes of the irrelectom-
ponents of singular fibres of g together with e.

Proof. SinceYy is an dfine curve, the Leray spectral sequence
H'(Ye. Rig.Qp(1)) = H™I(EL. Qp(1))
gives an exact sequence
0 — HY(Yg, R'g.Qp(1)) = H3(EL, Qp(1)) — HO(Yg, R?g.Qp(1)) — O

soH?(EZ, Qp(1))' ¢ HO(Yg, R%0.Qp(1)) = Qp. In fact we must have equality since the classf the zero
section ofg cannot be trivial. S gives a splitting of the sequence, proving (i). For (ii) iffszes to note
that the kernel of the mad?(Eg, Qp(1)) — H(EL, Qp(1)) is generated by the classes of the components of
the fibres over the cusps. m]

Note that combined with the Shioda-Tate formula ([18, 1tBiR implies that the rank of the Mordell-Weil
group of the generic fibre af is zero, a result of Shioda [18, 5.1].

Corollary 5. V, Br(Eg) ®g, K = H(E, Og) ® K(1) @ HY(E, Q2) ® K(~1). In particular, V, Br(Eg)' =

Proof. We haveV,, Br(Eg) c V, Br(Ey) ([10, I, 1.10]) and the latter is a quotient &f*(Yi, R'g.Qp(1))
by the last corollary, henc\ep Br(Ey) Is a Hodge-Tate representatmn with We|ghts containe@di). In

particularVy Br(EK)®QmeH1(E Ql )®K 0, and sov,, Br(EK)®QpK c H(E, Og)® K (1)@ HO(E, Q2 2)®
K( 1). Since

dimg, VpBr(Eg) = dimg, H*(Eg, Qp(1)) - dimg, NS(X@@Qp

dimg, H*(Eg, Qp(1)) - dimz HY(E, Qf) ® K

dimg H%(E, OE)®K(1)+d|m HO(E, Q2) ® K(-1)

this implies the result. m|

\%

Corollary 6. There is a canonical isomorphism, Br(Eg) = H(Yk, R'g.Qp(1)).

Proof. Let E’ := E xx Y and writeV := H(Y(C),R'g,Z(1)). By the classical Eichler-Shimura iso-
morphism (cf. Theorem 4)Y is a weight 0 Hodge structure of tydél, —1),(-1,1)}. We haveV c
H(Y(C), R'g.Z(1)) c H2(E'(C),Z(1)) and sinceNS(E.) := im(NS(Ec) — H?(E’(C),Z(1)) is a Hodge
structure of type (0) we have Y N NS(E(.)) ® Q = 0, henceV ® Q ¢ H2(E’(C), Q(1))/NS(Ep) ® Q.

Now E \ E’ = [ ] 9~1(X) is the disjoint union of the singular fibres gfand we have an exact sequence
in singular cohomology

H?(E(C), Z(1)) = H(E'(C), Z(1)) = ®yex()HS 1y (E(C), Z(1)).

(%)
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We also have a commutative diagram
0 —— NS(Ec) —— H?(E(C),Z(1)) —— H?*(E(C),Z(1))/NS(Ec) —— 0

! ! !

0 —— NS(E.) —— H?(E'(C),Z(1)) —— HZ(E’(C),Z(l))/NS(E’C) —> 0

in which the left vertical map is surjective, hence the righttical map is injective and we deduce an exact
sequence

0 — H*(E(C), Z(1))/NS(Ec) — H(E'(C), Z(1))/NS(EL) = SxesyHg 109 (E(C), Z(1)).

By Poincaré dualityﬂgfl(x)(E(C),Q(l))* = HY{(g1(¥)(C), Q(1)) = Q(1) (sinceg (x) is a Néron polygon),
henc%xez(,z)Hs,l(x)(E(C),Z(l)) is a Hodge structure of weight 2 and therefore the map

V- EBer(IZ)HS—l(X)(E(C)’ Q(1))
is zero. Thus,
V®Q c H*(E(C), Q(1))/NS(Ec) ® Q.
Now by the Eichler-Shimura isomorphism we have 8@ Q = 2dimH(X, L ® %), and sinceH(X, L ®
Q}) = HY(E, Q2) ([16, th. 6.8]) from Corollary 5 (and Serre duality) we gend/ = dimV,, Br(Eg). Since
(H3(E(0), Z(1))/NS(Ec)) ® Qp = V, Br(Eg) we haveV ® Qp =V, Br(Eg). O

Remark.Shioda [18] shows thati(E, Qé) @K is generated by the classes of divisors, which together with

the Hodge-Tate decomposition gives another proof of Carpls. Combining this with Corollary 6, this
gives another proof that'(Yg, R'g.Qp(1)) is a Hodge-Tate representation with weighis

2.3. Application of Hecke operators. The Eichler-Shimura congruence relation relatesptheHecke op-
eratorT, to the Frobenius morphism at We exploit this relationship to obtain the following

Theorem5. 1fp=1 modN and K = Qp, then T:= ¢+¢1 is an endomorphism of B= Deis(Vp Br(Ex))
which satisfies TF'D) c F!D.

Proof. Recall ([6, V, 1.14]) that there is a regular prog&fl /N]-schemeX(N, p) (denotedMrn)nry (g in
loc. cit.; in [5] one only considers the dense opéRp, = M?(N)mro(p)) classifying isomorphism classes of
p-isogeniesy : (E — S,a) » (E' — S, ). Itis smooth away fronp and has semi-stable reductionpat
Consider the two canonical morphisms

i X(N,p) = X(N) : ¢ > (E — S, )
and
g2 : X(N,p) = X(N): ¢ > (E' - S, ).
One can show that eachis finite and flat. The universal object oVé(N, p) is a p-isogeny
¢ hE - pE
whereE — X(N) is the universal curve. By definition (cf. [5, 3.18]), thedke correspondendg, onE is

the correspondence
ok
=N
E E
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thatis, T, = q...¢"d;. Now the Eichler-Shimurarelation states that
whereF is the Frobenius!F is its transpose as a correspondence,lgris the morphism oX(N) defined
I5(E, @) := (&, pa). This can be proven in the same way as [5, 4.8], and we skie¢chroof.

We first check the equality over a dense opeX(N, p). As shown in [5, 4.3], there is a dense open of
X(N, p)r, isomorphic to the disjoint union of two copies of the densemYS(N){gp C Y(N)g,, complement
of the supersingular points. Over one of these copies we tiave id, andg, = Fy) the Frobenius of
Y(N)gp, over the othen; = Fypy andagz = I, (cf. [6, V, 1.17]). In the first case the universal isogeny
is the relative FrobeniuBg/ vy : (E,a) — (F;‘((N)E, F;‘((N)a), in the second the universal isogeny is its
transpose, the VerschieburiBe, v, : (Fi(N)E, F:((N)a) - (E,pta) = I5(E, @). So in the first case the
Hecke correspondence is

E
FEy
FinE
>
E E
which is obviously. In the second case it is
FinE
tFy
. Fyvy
ILE
/

E E

i.e.lp'F.

For the general case, first recall that the open immel*té(bt)gp 11 Y(N)I*[;p — X(N, p)z, extends to a mor-
phismX(N)z, [1 X(N)z, — X(N, p)r, which identifies the domain with the disjoint union of theedlucible
components of the target [6, V, 81], hence is surjective. I8y @above this gives a surjective morphism
.Ek LI F;(N) Ex — d;Ex. Therefpre, iMiEk — Ex xx Ex) = im(Ex[] F;‘((N) Ex — Ex xx Ex) has at most two
irreducible components. lIts irreducible components aeeetfore the transpose of the graphFofind the
graph ofFIr‘,1 (note that these are irreducible sirggis). This proves the Eichler-Shimura relation.

Now sincep=1 modN, |, is the identity map and we obtain the relation

1) Tole, =F + 'F.

Since we hav@y = F and'FF = p? (dimEy = 2), it follows thatpT = Ty, .

Finally, letZ := im(q;E — E xw E). Note that sinc@jE is flat overW, so isZ. The correspondendg,
acts as py, ocz o pr;, wherecy is the cup product with the characteristic clasg odnd pr: ExwE — E are
the projections. Therefore, to complete the proof it remainly to notice that the canonical isomorphism
Hir(Ek, Xk, Ex,) = HEis(ExXk Ex/Ko) is compatible with taking characteristic classes of aicmgéhschemes
of E xy E which are flat oveW. Indeed, the isomorphism is compatible with Chern claséésebundles,
hence also (by the splitting principle) with Chern classéseaztor bundles, and the structure sheaf of a
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closed subscheme & x E has a finite resolution by vector bundles which, if flat oWérreduces to give
a resolution orky xi Ex. O

As a corollary we obtain Theorem 1.

Corollary 7. Ifk =F,and p=1 modN, then under hypothesis (PS) we have

(i) Tate’s conjecture holds for\E
(i) NS(Eg)®0 ®Q = NS(E)%° ® Q
(iii) the Mordell-Weil group of the generic fibre oftE> Xy is isomorphic to(Z/N)2.

Proof. Note that (PS) implies thaDcis(Vp Br(E(N)g)® =0 = Deis(Vp Br(E(N)g))#=. So by Theorem
5, (i) and (ii) follow from Corollary 2. It follows from (ii) bat the Mordell-Weil group is finite, hence
isomorphic to Z/N)? by [18, Appendix, Cor. 3]. m|

2.4. Validity of (PS). We can show that (PS) holds for all primes outside of a set n$itiezero. For the
sake of brevity we only sketch the argument. YgtN) denote the Deligne-Mumford moduli stack of pairs
(& - S, P, P)where€ — Sis an elliptic curve over @[1/N]-schemeS, P € E[N](S) a point of exact order
N andP’ € (‘2[—;\2)(8) = un(S) a point of exact ordeN. ForN > 5 it is known to be &[1/N, ¢{ny]-scheme
with geometrically connected fibres. Lgt E;(N) — Y1(N) be the universal elliptic curve and consider
Wy := HY(Y1(N)i, R'g.Qp)(1). We will first explain why (PS) holds fdDcris(Vn) outside a set of primes of
density zero.

For every proper divisod of N there are pairs of mapsg : Vg — Vn (i = 1,2) defined just like
for modular forms. (One map is just the canonical “inclusiand the other arises from the inclusion
gg)rl(N)(gg)*l c I'1(N/d).) The image of these maps is a subsp‘dﬁé of V. Its orthogonal comple-
ment under the cup product is a subspe®’ which corresponds to newforms. The latter splits under the

action of the Hecke algebra as a direct sum

VI = g™ V/(f)

wherefy, ..., fy are a choice of representatives of the @a(@)-conjugacy classes of weight 3 normalized
newforms fol"1(N), andV(f;)(-1) is the Galois representation associatef tmy Deligne. Now, by autod-

uality we have
Ve l_[ Vﬁfd
diN,d>1

so by induction onN we may assume (PS) to hold fﬁrms(v,g'd). The spaceV(f;) is free of rank 2
over Ky, ® Qp, whereKjy is the field of coéficients of fi. If ¢ is the Frobenius, we want to show that
Deris(V(£))@" 220 = Dig(V(f))¢"=1 for some fixedh. This is immediate iffi has CM: in this case? acts
as a diagonal matrix [15]. If; does not have CM and (PS) does not hold, then the minimal paiyad of
" is (t — 1)?, so both eigenvalues of" are equal to 1. Since the tracewfs equal toa—pp, wherea, is the
pth codficient of f;, this implies that, = (¢ + £’)p for somenth roots of unityZ, ¢’. By [17], this can only
happen for a set of primes of density zero (dependent on thieebfn). For givenN andKg we can taken
such thafp" = #k.

Finally, if {y2 € Ko, then there is a dominant morphis¥a(N?)x, — Y(N)k, arising from the in-
clusion (N 9y (N2)(N 9)™ c T(N). From this one can deduce (PS) @gis(H(Y(N)g, R'g.Qp(1))) =
Deris(Vp BI(E(N)K))-

Corollary 8. Fork=Fpand p=1 modN, the conclusion of Corollary 7 holds outside of a set of gsm
of density zero.



ON TATE’'S CONJECTURE FOR ELLIPTIC MODULAR SURFACES OVER HRNE FIELDS 9

3. THE FINITE HEIGHT CASE

LetW c V be a finite extension of discrete valuation rings(resp.K) the residue (resp. fraction) field
of V, and sefl := SpecVy).

3.1. The formal Brauer group. Letf : X — T be a proper smooth morphism. Artin and Mazur considered
the sheaves _
S ~w» Gm(S) := ker(Gm(S) — Gm(Sred))
on the big étale site of and
®':= Rf.Gn
on the big étale site of, and proved the following ([1, I, 2.12]).

Theorem 6 (Artin-Mazur). If @'~ is a formally smooth functor and'H(X,. Ox,,) = 0, then®' is pro-
representable by a formal Lie group over V.

Corollary 9. Assumalim Xy, = 2. If ®! is formally smooth, the®? is pro-representable by a formal Lie
group over V, called the formal Brauer group.

Now if we assumeb? is a formal Lie group ofinite height(i.e. a connecteg@-divisible group), then we
obtain the following.

Corollary 10. Assume Kk is finite andim Xy, = 2. LetV be the normalization of V i. If ®!is formally
smooth andb? is of finite height, then the canonical map

p i lim lim H?(Xvsprvr, Gm) — Br(Xg)
Vcv n
is surjective on p-primary torsion components, where thieafllimit is taken over all finite extensions of
discrete valuation rings \¢ V’ contained inV.

Proof. It suffices to show that is surjective and kep{ is a p-divisible abelian group. To this end, consider
the exact sequence of étale sheaveXpny

2) 1- @m - GmXV//pnv’ - Gmxkv, -1
Note that sinc&” is a henselian discrete valuation ring with finite residulelfier any torsion étale shedf
onV’ we haveH'(V’, ) = 0 fori > 1 andH(V', F) = (F(K)g,, (coinvariants), wher€,, := Galk/kv).
LetV’ c <V be the maximal unramified extension. From the Leray spes¢iglience for the Galois covering
V’ c V we get an exact sequence
0— Hl(X’V/pn’V, @m)GkV, - HZ(XV’/p"V”@m) - HZ(XV/p"V,@m)GkV/ -0
ie. _
0— OYV/pP"V)a,, = H*Xvjpvr, Gm) = @*(V'/p"V') - 0.
Now since the ideal kelx,, ., — Oxkv,) is nilpotent, the sheaf, has a finite filtration with guotients
isomorphic toOka , and this implies that-li(XV,/an,, @m) is finite for alli. So taking the inverse limit in the
exact sequence we obtain an exact sequence
0 — lim &(V/p"V)g,, — lim H*(Xy. Jovr» Gim) = PX(V') — 0.
n n
Now assume the following:
(D) h_rn) I(@ oY(V/ p“(V)GkV/ is a p-divisible abelian group.
V'cV n
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This implies that
”LnLM H2(Xv:/pv» Gm)
V'cv N
is a p-divisible abelian group: by the above we have a surjectigp m
H H 2 ~ H 201"\ — A2\
i fim H2(Xy: v, Gir) — lim ©%(V") = 9°(V)
V'cv n VeV

whose kernel ig-divisible by (D), and by [20, Cor. to Prop. 4f2(V) is a p-divisible abelian group. Taking
cohomology in the exact sequence (2) we get an exact sequence

H2(Xy/prvr» Gm) = H2(Xyrjprvr, Gm) — Br(X,,) — O

(the exactness on the right follows from dXg, = 2). SinceHz(XV//an/,@m) is finite taking limits we get
an exact sequence

lim im H2(Xy. /v, Gin) = lim lim H2(Xyjpov, Gim) 5 Br(Xg) — 0
VeV n Vcv n
and this implies the result.
So it sufices to show (D). We claim thadl := (I(@n (I)%W/p”V)) ® Z/pis a discrete5y, -module (i.e.
the stabilizer of every element is openGp,,). Indeed, taking cohomology in (2) we get an exact sequence
0— (Dl((V/ pn(V) e PiC(Xq//pnq/) - PiC(qu/)
whence an exact sequence

0 lim OY(V/p"V) - lim Pic(Xy, ) — Pic(X,)-
n n

Now, denoting b)bf«\v the formal completion oK, along its special fibre over Spegj, we have

I(? Pic(Xy/py) = Pic(Xy)

so it clearly stfices to show that Pid,) ® Z/pis a discrete5y,, -module. But taking cohomology in the
exact sequence oy
1- 1+ p°Og; = Gpg; = Gmx, = 1
we get an exact sequence
H (X, 1+ p°Ox;) — Pic(Xy) — Pic(Xy, )
and one sees easily (cf. §3.2) that the (usual) logarithmdes an isomorphism
log : H(Xy, 1+ p°Og;) = H'(Xy, pOg;)

and the claim follows from this. Finally, note that sin® is formally smooth by assumption, the maps
OYV/p™V) — dL(V/p™V) are surjective for alh, so in particularlnn‘ﬂ) O V/p™V) = 0. If y € Gy, is
a topological generator, then we have an exact sequence

0 OUV/PV)% - OHV/pV) 5 OHV/ V) - OHV/p"V)g,, — O.
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Noting thatd(V/p"V)®v = dL(V'/p"V’), hence(inff) OYV/p™V)% = 0 (again by the formal smooth-
ness ofb!), and taking limits in this sequence we find

H 1 n, N 1 n,

lim ©*(V/p"V)g,, = (Lm OH(V/p V)]
n n Gx,

Since direct limits commute with tensor product we get

im lim @l(v/p"%ekv,]w/p: im [('Lm <1>1((wp"(V»®Z/p) = lim M, .
G

_) (—
V'cV n V'cvV n s V'cvV

Now asM is a torsion discret€y, -module we have
Im MGkV, = th) H(ky',M)=0
V'cvV V'cv
which proves (D). m|

3.1.1. Example: elliptic surfacesSuppose that : X — T is a projective flat morphism with geometrically
integral fibres. TheR! f.Gp, is representable by a scheme,Ricwhich is locally of finite type oveT ([13,
9.4.8]). Moreover, for alt € T, HY(X;, Ox,) is the tangent space of (Rjg¢): = Picx at the origin ([13,
9.5.11]), hence Pijg;: is smooth ovet if and only if

dim Pigg s > dimHY(X,, Ox,)
in which case we have equality since the reverse inequaityye holds.
Now letY — T be a smooth projective curve, and tet X — Y be an elliptic fibration, i.e.g is a
projective morphism with a section whose geometric fibrescannected of dimension 1 and whose generic

fibre in each fibre over is smooth of genus 1. Assume further thatis a non-isotrivial smooth elliptic
surface for alk € T (in particularX is smooth oveil). Then the map

Pic% P Pic‘;‘ n

is an isomorphism for all € T ([16, th. 6.12]). In particular, the mad(Y;,Ov,) — H(X;,Ox) is an
isomorphism for alt € T, hence dinH(X;, Ox,) is independent df, since this is true fo¥. Picx,,«k being
smooth (chaif) = 0), we get dim Pig,;x = dimH(X, Ox,). Since the connected componentﬁ?}cof 0
in Pic,T is proper ovefl ([13, 9.6.18]), we have

dim Pic,, , = dimPi; > dimPic , = dimH* (X, Ox,))

so Pig,, /k, is smooth. By [13, 9.5.20], this implies that 9}9 is smooth ovefl. (Note however that this

does not imply that Pjgr is smooth ovef, cf. [13, 9.5.22].) Sinc@? is the completion of P&;/T along its
zero section, it is formally smooth in this case.

3.2. Relationship betweernBr(Xy) and Br(X;). For a schem& write S, := S®Z/p". Letf : X > T be a
proper smooth morphism with geometrically connected filard letX ;= "an Xn be thep-adic completion
of X. In the sequel lef : Xk c X andi : X; c X be the inclusions. Then we have exact sequences of étale
sheaves oiX
and

0—->1+ pzi*i*Ox — i,I"Gm = 1.Gnx, = 0
where, for a morphisrg of schemesg* always denotes the inverse image functor and not modulbamukl
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Lemma 1. We have'iGn[p"] = i* f*(O7[p"]) = G,,x[p"] for all n, whereG,,x = Limn Gmx,-

Proof. Since the generic fibre dfis geometrically connected; is algebraically closed in the fraction field
of X. Letx — Xy, be a geometric point and It be the normalization of in Ox x. If 7 € V is a uniformizer,
by flatness we have’ /7V’ € Oxx/nOxx = Ox,, x hencer € V' is also a uniformizer andl’ is unramified
overV. In particular anyp-power root of unity inOx x already lies inv, i.e. i*Gm[p"] = i* f*(O3[p"). For
the second equality, note that singes excellent, the formal fibres @x x are geometrically integral ([11,
IV, 18.9.1]), henc@x is integrally closed in its completion (sinéeis normal). In particularG,, «[p"] =
I*Gm[ P"]- o

Lemma 2. Let A be a p-adically complete ring. For all:n 1 the logarithm induces a natural isomorphism
1+ p™IA = p™IA. In particular, (1 + p™1A)P = 1 + p™2A.

Proof. The logarithm induces a map

log: 1+ p™A — p™A

(N+1)(r—21) (_y\r
1+pn+1x N _pn+1z p - (=x)

>0

and the exponential
exp:p™A - 1+ p™IA

n+1

X - 1+p

p(nJrl)(r—l) X
p n+1 Z -

>0

- i so in particulamy(r!) < (n+1)(r — 1) and lim_.eo(n+ 1)(r — 1) -

is its inverse. Recall thaiy(r!) <

Vp(r!) = +co for all n > 1, hence these homomorphisms are well-defined. m|

Proposition 2. The inclusior(1 + p™2i.i*Ox)P c 1+ p™2i.i*Ox is bijective an<{1 + p”*li*i*Ox)@)Z/ =
P10y /p™ MOy for alln, m> 1.
Proof. This is local so we may assume that= SpecR) is the spectrum of a henselian regular local ring

with pin its maximal ideal. iR denotes the-adic completion we have a commutative diagram with exact
rows

1— = (1+p™RP—=1+p*R C 0

l | |

1— (1 + pn+1F§)p - o1+ pn+1|f‘e_> pn+1R/ pn+2R_> 0

where the middle vertical map is injective and the bottorhtrigrm follows from Lemma 2. The statement
amounts to showing that the right vertical map is injectives it is already clearly surjective. For this it
sufices to show that the cokerriglof the left vertical map igp-torsion free. This follows immediately from
the fact, already noted in the proof of Lemma 1, tRas integrally closed irR. ]

Corollary 11. For all n the canonical map
Gmx/p" = .G z/p"

is bijective.
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Proof. Sincej,Gn, is p-divisible (j; being exact), we hav@,x/p" = i.i*Gmx/p". Now we have a commu-
tative diagram

0 — 1+ pZi*Ox E— i*Gmx GmX2 0
0 —— 1+p’0gy —— Gpx Gmx, 0
so reducing modul@” we see that the result follows from Proposition 2 and the &werha. m]

Proposition 3. The canonical mapgr(X) — H?(Xy, Gy is surjective on p-primary torsion components.

Proof. Let 7 ¢ Gmx and¥ c G, x be thep-power torsion subsheaves, and deﬁﬁ[gx = Gm/7 and
G:nf( := Gm/F . By Lemma 1F is a finite constant sheaf and we have an exact sequence
3) 0—- 1Qp/Zp(1) =T - F — 0.

By the proper base change theorem we Halex, 7)) = H"(Xy, F) = H"(X, F) for all n, hence we deduce
a commutative diagram with exact rows

H2(X,F) —— H3X.Gn) —— HAX.G,,) —— H3X.¥)

H ! l H

H?(X1, 7)) —— H(X1,Cpg) — HA(X1, G ;) —— H3(X.7)

and since BIX) = H?(X, Gp) is torsion ([10, Il, 1.4]) an easy diagram chase shows traffices to prove
that the map
H3(X, Gryx) = H* (%1, G )

is surjective onp-primary torsion. Now since the functgr is exact,jiQp/Zp(1) is divisible, so from the
sequence (3) for all we get an exact sequence

0— 7/p" > Gmx/p" = (Gux) /" = 0
and therefore by Corollary 11 we deduce isomorphisms
Ghx/P" =G/ 4 /p"
for all n. Hence for allh we have a commutative diagram with exact rows
HY (X, G /P") —— H¥(X. G 0lp"l —— 0

HY (X1, G o/P") —— HA(X1, G [Pl —— 0
and the result follows. O

Denote bymm) the right derived functors of lim

Proposition 4.

() Supposdé¥n}nen is an inverse system of sheaves of abelian groups;sugh that for any étale map
h: U — X; with U gffine we have
(a) the transition map%,,1(U) — F,(U) are surjective for all n
(b) H(U,#,) =0foralli >0and any n.
ThenI{iEg“) Fn=0forallm> 1.
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(i) Limgm Gmy, = 0form> 1.
(iii) There are canonical isomorphisms'¢Xy, Gmx) = HLon(X1, {Gmx, }) for all i, where H;, is the con-
tinuous étale cohomology, i.e. the derived functd'r(_rm:1 HO(X1, -) ([12)).

Proof. First note that since Hom commutes with products in the @ghtimenth* commutes with products.
If dn : Fni1 — Fn are the transition maps, then we have a left-exact sequence

. id—d,
0—)[@7-}4]_[77”'% I_l?'n—>0
n n n

which is also right-exact by virtue of property (a) and thdlskaown exact sequence ([12, 1.4])

0 lim 7o(U) = [ [ Fa(W) =5 [ ] 7olV) = lim @ (7(U)) - o

An object{,}, of the category of inverse systems of sheaves of abeliarpgrisuinjective if and only if
eachr, is injective and the transition mags : 7,1 — I, are split surjective ([12, 1.1]). In particular, the
sequence

. id—dp
0— MI”AHI”I_) n[n—>0
n n n

is exact. Now letF,} c {I,} with {7} aninjective inverse system of sheaves of abelian groups;@msider
the exact sequence

O-Fn>In—>Gn—0

whereG, = I,/%n. Since for any étalé) — X; with U affine we haveH*(U, 7)) = 0, it follows that
Gn(U) = 7, (U)/Fn(U). In particular, the sequence

o-[[m-[]fn—]]6—0
n n n
is exact. From this and the above we deduce an exact sequence

O-Ilim¥#Fy—Ilim7i,—limGg,—0
— — —
n n n
hence linfY 7, = 0 and liM™ 7, = lim™Y g, for m > 1. Since{G,} also satisfies (a) and (b), part (i)
«——n . . «—n «—n
follows by induction orm.
For (ii), consider the exact sequencex 2)
1-1+ szxn — Gmx, = Gmx, — 1.

SinceX is flat overT, the isomorphism of Lemma 2 induces canonical isomorphism$?Ox, = p?Ox,,
compatible for varyingn. So taking limits in the exact sequence we get surjectivesmap

lim (m) pzoxn > Lﬂ (m)Gran
n n

for allm > 1. Thus it siffices to show thaﬂrﬁ”ﬂ‘) p?Ox, = 0 form > 1, which follows from (i). Sincelrn
commutes with taking global sections and preserves inges{|[12, 1.17]), (iii) follows from (ii). m|

Proposition 5. If k is finite, then the canonical map?Xi, G,z) — [imn H?(X1, Gmx,) = [imn H2(Xn, Gin)
is surjective on p-primary torsion components.
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Proof. By Proposition 4 (iii) and [12, 3.1] we have an exact sequence
0 — lim DH(Xn, Gmx,) = H*(X1, Gnx) = M H2(Xy, Gmyx,) = 0
n n

so it sufices to show thaﬂ@) HY(Xn, Gmx,) = Mnl) Pic(Xn) is p-divisible. Now letP := Pic(Xy), Py :=
im(Pic(X,) — P) andQ, := ker(PicX,) — P). We have an exact sequence
H'(Xq,» 1+ pOx,) — Pic(Xy) — P — H*(Xy,. 1+ pOx,).
Consider the finite filtration of + pOx,
1=1+p"Ox, c1+p"0x c---c 1+ pOx,.
It has lengtin — 2 and its graded is annihilated lpy It follows that for alli the groupH'(X,, 1 + pOx,) is
annihilated byp™ 1. Sincek is finite, this group is finite and we ha\ﬁlfthn =0, !iLnﬁl) Pic(Xn) = I(imf}) Pn,

and for alln we havep™P c P,, so we have surjective mafg p™ P — P/P,. SinceP is a finitely
generated abelian group (again sikds finite), P/ p"~1P is finite for alln and we get a surjective map

I n-1 R
P®Zp_l(?P/p P—»I(QP/P,].
So (Ii_mﬁl) P, = (I(@n P/Pn)/P is a quotient of thep-divisible abelian groupK ® Z)/P, hence is alsq-
divisible. O

Together with Proposition 3 this implies

Corollary 12. If k is finite, then the canonical mapr(X) — [imn H2(Xn, Gm) is surjective on p-primary
torsion components.

From Corollary 10 we can now deduce the following (cf. [1, 2V]]).

Theorem 7. Assume k is finite. ! is formally smooth and? is of finite height, then the canonical map
Vp Br(Xy) — Vp Br(Xy) is surjective.
Proof. By Corollary 12, the canonical map
BrOXv) = lim H2(Xv.p, Cm)
n

is surjective orp-primary torsion, hence so is the map
Br(Xy) = lim lim HZ(Xy. . Gr).
V'cv N
So by Corollary 10 the composition
Br(Xy) — lim lim H?(Xv.n, Gi) = Br(XQ)
V'cv N
is surjective orp-primary torsion. Finally we have BX(.) c Br(Xy- ®y K) ([10, Il, 1.10]), hence BiXy) ®
Zp C Br(Xg) ® Zy is a finite direct sum of subgroups @f/Z,, and this implies that the map
Vp Br(Xy) — Vp Br(Xy)
is surjective. m]

Corollary 13. Assume k is finite. k! is formally smooth and? is of finite height, then yBr(X;) is a
subquotient of YBr(Xg).
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Applied to our elliptic modular surfadeé = E(N) ®z5,; W with N > 3, this implies
Corollary 14. If k is finite and the formal Brauer group offas finite height, then jIBr(Eg) = 0.

Proof. As noted in 3.1.1¢* is formally smooth oveW, so®? is representable by a formal Lie group over
W. Moreover, it is easy to see th@f has finite height sincé? @y k does by assumption. So by the last
corollary V, Br(Ey) is a subquotient oY/, Br(Eg). It follows from Corollary 5 thatv, Br(Ey) is a Hodge-
Tate representation whose weights are containdd 1. Since it is an unramified representation, this is
only possible if it is zero. m|
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