arXiv:1902.10789v1 [math.NT] 27 Feb 2019

ON GROSS-KEATING’S RESULT OF LIFTING ENDOMORPHISMS FOR FORMAL
MODULES

QIRUI LI

ABSTRACT. Let K/F be a quadratic extension of non-Archimedean local fields of characteristic
not equal to 2, with rings of integers denoted by O and O . We consider a formal O p-module G,
over a discrete valuation ring Oy with an uniformizer w, with extra endomorphisms by a subring
O of Ok, and the height of its reduction 5o = G ® Ow /w is 2. The endomorphism ring of
Gn = 9 ® Ow /"t is a subring between O, and Op = End(Gp). We will determine them
explicitly. This result was previously proved by Gross and Keating. Their treatment is the formal
cohomology theory. We will give another proof using the intersection formula of CM cycles in
Lubin-Tate deformation spaces.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This article is an application of the author’s intersection formula [Lil8] to compute endor-
mophism rings of canonical and quasi-canonical liftings. These results was firstly calculated by
Gross in Proposition 3.3 of [H.86] for the canonical lifting case. Then Keating treated general
quasi-canonical lifting cases in Theorem 5.1 of [Kea88|]. Their treatment is the formal cohomol-
ogy theory. In contrast, we give another proof of these results using the intersection formula of
CM cycles in Lubin-Tate spaces. Let K/ F be a separable quadratic extension, F, the residue field
for F'. Let ( be an Op-algebra generator of Ok if K/F is unramified, or an uniformizer of O
if K/F is ramified. Let w be a non-negative integer and take u = 7*“(. Let O = Op ® uOp
be an Op-subalgebra of O. Let Gy be a formal Op-module of height 2 over E and G be a
(quasi-)canonical lifting of G, as a formal O-module over the abelian extension W of K with norm
subgroup O* C K*. Let w be an uniformizer of Oy . Our main result is a proof of Theorem 5.1
of [Kea88]]. Keating present his results into a list of formulae based on different cases. In contrast,
we could write them uniformly as an integral.

Theorem 1.1 (Equivalent to Theorem 5.1 of [Kea88l]). Suppose q is odd and v is an automorphism
of So as a formal O p-module, then it can be lifted to G, if and only if

n</ |z — 7|5 dw.
OX
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Here dx is the normalized Haar measure of O*.

Any automorphism ~ can be lifted as an isomorphism. This Theorem determines the maximal
n where 7 can be lifted as an automorphism. In Section §2] we see G induces a closed embedding
y of Spf Oy to the Lubin-Tate deformation space M as defined in (2.8). In Section §4] we prove
the main Theorem by our intersection formula.

2. THE ENDOMORPHISM RING OF FORMAL MODULES

In this section, we introduce canonical and quasi-canonical liftings, and relate their endomor-
phism rings to intersection numbers in Lubin-Tate deformation spaces.

2.1. Canonical and quasi-canonical liftings. We review the notion of canonical and quasi-canonical
liftings follow the paper [H.86] of Gross.

2.1.1. Formal modules. A formal Op-module G over a Notherian complete O p-algebra A is an
one dimensional formal group law over A with endomorphisms by O, such that the induced
action of O on the Lie algebra of G agrees with the structure map. Fix a coordinate of G and let
[k]g(X) be the power series over A defining the action of £ € Op. If A is of characteristic p, then

[7]5(X) = B(X?") for some /(X)) # 0, we call this h the height of G.

2.1.2. The Canonical lifting. For any G, a formal Ox-module of height 1 over F,, Lubin and
Tate constructs in [LT65] a formal Ox module Gk over O such that its special fiber is Gy. They
showed that this Gk is unique up to isomorphism, we call G the canonical lifting of Gy. Let
Op := End(9o) be the endomorphism ring of G as a formal O p-module. Note G has height 2 as
a formal O p-module. Our End(Gy) is a maximal order of the quaternion algebra D over F'.

2.1.3. Quasi-canonical liftings. In general, fix an embedding O C Op, we can construct a lifting
G of Gy such that the endormorphism ring End(G) C End(9) is exactly given by O C Op. The
construction is made as following. The Tate module T'Gx of G is a free O -module of rank 1.
Let v be an O generator of T'G and the submodule 77 = O - v C T'G give rise to an isogeny

2.1 ®:9x —§

of formal O z-modules with the kernel isomorphic to Ok /O and TG = T". Since - TG C TG,
4 induces an endomorphism on §. Therefore G is a formal O-module. Since all height 2 formal
Op-modules over [, are isomorphic, we can find an isomorphism ¢ such that the reduction of
1) o ® is an endomorphism of Gy. Replacing ® by 1) o ® we can assume G reduces to Gy over F,.
The reduction of actions of O and Ox on G and G induces natural embeddings

(2.2) []g : O — End(So)

(2.3) [1s, : Ox — End(So)

Let [®] be the reduction of the map ®. For any k£ € O, we have

(2.4) [®] o [k]g, = [K]go[®]

In fact, the End () is the maximal order of the quaternion algebra over . We can write the above
equation by [®] o WSK [®] k] [9] [9] [®]

Let 7 € Aut(So) such that [O]gn~" = O, 77 an lifting of . We replace ® by 770 ® so [0]; = O.
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2.2. Equi-Height Pairs. Note ¢ induces a map ¢ = [®] on the special fiber
©: 90 — Go.

Identifying TG = Ok and T'G = 0%, by rational Tate modules of G and G, ® induces a map 7
T F? S K.

In other words, ® induces a map ¢ and a map 7 up to right-GL2(Op) and left-O - action and

0k = T(0F)] = deg().
We call such a (¢, 7) an equi-height pair. Conversely, any equi-height pair (¢, 7) determines ® up
to *-isomorphisms. Here by *-isomorphism we mean an isomorphism that reduces to the identity
map in the special fiber. An automorphism is a *-isomorphism only when it is the identity map.
The data (p, 7) determines a (*)-isomorphic class of quasi-canonical liftings.

2.3. The action of Galois group. The action of Gal(K /K) on T'Gx gives a map
Gal(K/K) — 0%
By Lubin and Tate, this is a surjective. Note that O* preserves the submodule 7'G. Let I' C

Gal(K/ K ) be the preimage of O, and let W be the fixed field of I". Since I" preserves 7'G, G is a
formal O-module over W. We fix the identification

(2.5) Gal(W/K) =~ Gal(K/K)/T = 0%/0*
For k € O%, Let (k) be the corresponding element in Gal(WW/K), write its action as t — ¢t(*).

2.4. The universal deformation of Go. A formal module is called a deformation of G if it reduces
to Gy. For example, G and G are deformations of Gy. By Lubin and Tate in [Lub66], there is an
universal deformation formal O .--module §™ over O »[[U]] for Go. For any complete local O -
algebra A with residue field F,, assigning the varible U in coefficients of §" to a topolygically
nilpotent element ¢ € A defines a deformation of G, over A.

Definition 2.1 (U-section). We call the above t the U-section of the deformation.

We denote this deformation as §'. Suppose 3 : Oz[[U]] — A is the map sends U to t. We
see G' = $*G"V, The formal module G™" is universal in the sense that every formal O z-module
deformation of G over A is *-isomorphic to some G' for some ¢t € A°. Here the set A° is the set
of topologically nilpotnetn elements in A.

Therefore, Two height 2 formal Oz-modules over A are *-isomorphic if and only if their U-
sections are the same. Since the choice of U is not canonical, we need to fix the universal formal
module G“"". The set A° classifies all *-isomorphic classes of deformations of G, over A.

2.5. Automorphism Liftings of G,. Since the endomorphism ring of G is the maximal order of
a division algebra. For any a € End(Gy), either a or 1 — @ must be an automorphism. The problem
of lifting endomorphisms reduces to lifting automorphisms of Gy.

Let v € Aut(So), [1]g, represents a power series over F,. Lifting [y]s, arbitrarily to a power
series ¢ with coefficients in O 5[[U]]. Since ¢/ (X) # 0, it is invertible. By putting ¥ = §“" and

X[HgY =@ (X)[+Hguv (V) e (X) =v(lev (¥ (X));  1€05
we produced another formal O -module G’ with the isomorphism

w . guniv — 9/‘
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By an abuse of notation we denote the U-section of §' by (U). There is a *-isomorphism

®:G — g
Let 1, = ® o ¢ we obtained an isomorphism
(2.6) 0 G — §7O),

The uniqueness of 1), and G7(W) s followed by the universal property. The isomorphism (2.6) is
an universal lifting of 7 € Aut(Gy).

From now on, we view (U) as a power series over O with the varible U. For any a € A°,
~v(a) represents applying this power series to a. This defines an action of Aut(Gy) on A°. Please
note that the power series (U) we used in our discussion is different from the power series [7]g,
over [F,, defining automorphisms of Gy. From the universal lifting (2.6), we know for any ¢, s € A°,
7 can be lifted as an isomorphism ¢, : §* — G° if and only if s = ~(¢). In particular,  can be
lifted as an automorphism of G if and only if v fixes its U-section.

For any deformation G of G, over a discrete valuation ring A with uniformizer « and an arbitrary
automorphism v € Aut(Gg). Let ¢ be the U-section for §. the maximal n such that  can be lifted
as an automorphism of G over A/w™ is the maximal n that makes

2.7) v(t) =t mod w".
Therefore n equals the valuation of ¢ — ~y(¢).
Proposition 2.2. Let t be the U-section of G, if k € O [1] N O}, then
k(t) = t®)

Proof. By (2.4), as submodules of Op, we have O = ©[O]s,. . We need to find an isomorphism
a: G — G® that reduces to @[k]g, " in Go. Conjugating the isogeny in we have

ok . G —> g(k).
The map ®*) and ® embeds 7'G and 7'S* into T'Gx. By definition of (k), we have

Tg(k) =k-TG
as submodules of T'Gx. Note the endomorphism [k]g,. multiplies k~! on T'Gx. The isogenies
®:Gx — G P olklg, : Gx — §W

will send TG and TS® to the same subset of T'G. Therefore there exists an isomorphism « :
G — G%) guch that
aod =% o[k

Since ® and ®*) reduces to ¢ on the special fiber, o reduces to go[k]ng_l. U

Sk -

2.6. Intersection numbers in Lubin-Tate space. We put
M = Spf (0([U]])
and call it the Lubin-Tate deformation space of G.
The formal O-module § we defined in (2.1]) corresponds to an assignment of U to its U-section
in W, which give rise to a formal curve y in M:

(2.8) y:Spf O — M
4



In Lemma [3.2] we will prove this is a colosed embedding. The Lubin-Tate space M admits an
action by Aut(Gp). By an abuse of notation, for any v € Aut(Gy), we denote v : M — M the
isomorphism defined by U — ~(U). Suppose ¢ is the U-section of §. Then ~(y) corresponds to
G7(®) | We are interested in the valuation of ¢ — ~(t), which is the maximal n that y can be lifted as
an automorphism over W/w". Put

MW =M XOp Spf OW;
Mg = M XOp Spf OR’

Let = : Spf Oy — Myy be the graph of y in @2.8)), 2 : Spf Oy — M the map by composing
x with the projection to M. Let Z be the map by twisting z with the non-trivial Galois conjugate
on the second factor. Then z is a closed embedding. With an abuse of notation, denote by Oy the
structural sheaf of Spf Oy,. For p = x, y, 2, Z, define coherent sheaves on M; = My, , M, M by

Op = P« OW
Let ¥, y2 be different maps as[2.8] we define
(Y1, 92) = lengthok (Oy, @1 O,) -

Furthermore, note that M- admits an action by O}, for any v € O}, We define

Vg (7) = length(‘)ﬁ,(ow ®MW Owr)
(29) Uy (7) = lengthoﬁ(oy ®M Yy

(% (7) - length(‘)ﬁ,(oz ®MK o'yz)

UE(V) = length(‘)ﬁ,(of ®MK sz)
Let G, = § ® Oy /™", By interpretations in (2.7), we have
(2.10) v € Aut(9,) <= n < v (7).

The proof of the theorem amounts to calculate v, (7).

3. COMPUTATION OF INTERSECTION NUMBERS

We will calculate v, () and (y1, y2) in this section. We recommend the reader to skip but only
remember Theorem [3.1]and Lemma[3.3] We use | @ |, and | | to denote the absolute values for
D and F such that |7|p = ¢~ ! and |7|p = ¢72

3.1. Results. Let dx be the normalized Haar measure for O . For any v € End(9y), let

3.1) o) = / & — y|ptda + 1
7Op

Let vy, o be maps as (2.8) corresponding to quasi-canonical liftings of formal O, Oo-modules
91, G2 over Oy, and Oyy,, with U-sections ¢1,t5. Let iy, p2 be generators of 01,0, with smallest
absolute value. Choose uniformizers w;, ws in Oy, and Oy, . Let mp be an uniformizer of Op.

Theorem 3.1. We have

1 if 1= |ulp > |p2|p.
5
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Let dk be the normalized Haar measure of O . For any v € End(Gy), we have

00 ifye 05N (DTuUD);

63 o) 0% : 0] (1 o+ Jo I — v|51dk) if K/ F ramifeid, v € O% + mpOp;
(0% : 0%] fo;( |k —~|p dk if K/ F unramifeid and O # O;
4l if K/F unramifeid and Ox = O.

Here r = vp(y_), where y_ = (i — p) " (v — py). The group OF N (DU D™) is the normalizer
of Ok in OF, where D™ = K C Dand D~ = {y € D : yu = iy}

The value (y;,y2) leads the following observation
Lemma 3.2. The map y in 2.8) is a closed embedding.
Proof. We need to show the induced map
(3.4) O0x[[U]] — Ow =0,

is onto. If |p|p = 0, then W = [ implies this map is surjective. When |u|p < 1, Let y, be the
map in (2.8) corresponding to G, and ¢, its U-section. by Theorem [3.1 we have

length(0,, ® 0,) = 1.
Since O x[[U]] — O, is a surjective. Let ¢ be the U-section of G, the above expression implies
length (O, /(t —to)) = 1.

Since W/ F is a ramified extension, so %y is not a uniformizer of W, therefore ¢ is a uniformizer,
the image of U is a generator of Oy,. The map is a surjective. We proved this Lemma.  [J

The value (y;, y2) will also help us to determine v, () in the following sense.
Lemma 3.3. Let x1, x5 be graphs of y1, yo. If v, (7) < (y1, y2), then
Uz, () = 2, (7)-
Proof. For 1 = 1,2, since y; are closed embeddings. The natural maps
ti : Ow, — Ow, @y Owy,
are surjective. This induces an isomorphism of coimages of ¢; and ¢,
a: Ow, /o] — O, /wy

for any a < length(O; ®un O2) = (y1,y2) such that a(t;) = ;. Since ¢1,ty are U-sections of
G1 ® Ow, /w! and G2 ® Oy, /w$,

(3.5) End(9; ® Ow, /@}) = End(G2 ® Oy, /w5)
as subrings of End(Sy). Let n = v, (y), we have
v € End(§; ® 01 /w}) N~ End(G; ® 0,/ t).
Since n + 1 < (y1, y2), therefore by (3.3)
v € End(Gy ® Oy/wh) \ End(Gy ® Oq/aoyth).
This implise v, () = n = v, (7). O



3.2. The intersection formula. We prove Theorem [3.1] by computation. Before further elabora-
tion, we use dg and dk* for Haar measures on groups GLs(Of) and O normalized by the subset
GL3(Op) and O respectively. For any subset A, B of those groups, by [A : B] we mean

[A: B] = Vol(A)/Vol(B).

By an abuse of notation, we reserve [V : K | to denote the degree of the field extension W/ K.
Let [O,] be the class of O, in the Q-coefficient K-group of M. To offset the influence of W, we
normalize it by

1
—[0,].
(W : K]
Let (1, 71) and (2, T2) be equi-height pairs for G1, Go. The intersection formula in [Lil8] gives

1)- 1
GT) Xl ] @acdlpaml) = 5 Cf;é ) cf(?)(- ZF(2) /G o [R(9)[5'dg-

(3.6) olp, 7] =

Here

e (1(s) = (1—gq;°)", where gy, is the residue cardinality of Oy, for L = F, Ky, K».
e Ak, /p is the discriminant of K /F.
e x(F,9) represents the following number for coherent sheaves F,G over M:

X(F,9) = Zlengthoﬁ (Torgvig(f}‘, 9)) :
i=0

e The function R(g) € Op depends on ¢y, 71, 9, T2 is the following expression

R(g) = (0 1) <;}1 %)_1 01 g (;2 ﬂlz) (é)

We remark here that M is regular of dimension 2 and §[p, 7] is of dimension 1. Its higher Tor
groups vanish (See Lemma 4.3 of [Lil8]] or [Stal7, Tag 0BO1]). So we have

(3.8) X(0lp1, 11, 0[pa, 72]) = lengthy  (0[pr, 71| @ 02, 72]) -
Notice that forz =1, 2,
(W, : K]Ck, (1) = [0F, : 07)[0k, : 0] = [0k, : 0.
Furthermore, write
er =Cr(1)7¢r(2)7 =1 - (1 g7
By (3.7),(3.8), we have

69 lnw) = erlOn 070k, 05 Akl [ |Rlg)Ns
GL2(OF)
For any g € GL2(OF) we will use g;; to denote i, j-th entry of g, we define the following subset
(3.10) ['(a) = {g € GLa(OF)|go1 € aOp};
(3.11) Qa) = {g € GL2(Op)|g21 € aOF}.

Now we compute (y1, o) when |p1|p > |u2|p by the formula (3.9).
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3.3. Computation for (y, 7). Let vy = ©] *©,. Write ,ug’O) ‘= o2y, - We have
(3.12) R(g) = (1 — 70)?|r - |91 + 90T + 92218 + graTin™ | 5ol

Since either go; or gi7 is a unit, together with |u1|p > |p2|p, we have

921 + g |p > |1|p > 192008 + grafy 1 |-
Therefore
(3.13) R(g) = |lp' |11 — By lp - 1921 + gufi |5

We can write

/ R<g>:|%|51|u1—m|D(/ g1 + guThy |5 dg + / |g21+gum51dg)
GL2(OF) Q(1) T'(m)

Note that |as; + a1 |p = 1 over (1), and Vol(Q(1)) = (1 4+ ¢~ ')~*. Let dg;5, dgar, dgs, be
Haar measures of Oy, Op, O respectively, then the measure ¢dg;;dgs1dgs, is normalized Haar
measure for I'(7). So we have

1
dg = ¢Vol (I'(7)) dgy7dgaidgs, = Tq_ldgﬁdgzldgﬁ-

Furthermore by the replacement a = g1 — go1911 for the integrand over I'(7), we write

1 / 1 1 — = ¢(M1)
- = R(g) = + / la — 7|yl da = .
\VO\DI\M —Thlp GL2(0F) 1+q¢t 14q7! 7Op 1 1+q¢!

Therefore we have

- - - _ 1 9
G14) () = (1= 7)1 = 470+ OO 5 05l s — ol 1AL
Since |70l = lpapr 'p- 11— i1 Tir|p = | Ay /el [Ox + O3] |p2lp = (1 — ¢7*)~", we have

[0k : O7](1 = ¢7?)
1+q!

<y1,y2> = ¢(/~L1)-

If |i1]p = 1,then [Ok : O] = (1—¢ )7}, Ja—pu1|p = 1 fora € 7O, therefore ¢(p1) = 1+q77,

P(p11) _
1+q '

<y17y2> =
Otherwise, if |i1|p < 1, then [O : OF] = (1 — ¢~')™', in this case

(Y1, y2) = B(p11).

We finished the calculation of the formula.



3.4. Computation for v, (). Note that v,(y) = (y,yy), in this case, the formula (3.9) specializes
to the case K| = Ko, i1 = iy = i1, @1 "¢2 = 7, we have

o) (0]

D

dg.

(3.15) vy(7) = €r[Ok : OXP/
GL2(OF)

We should first simplify the integrand

—1
11 1 1\ /0
3.16 I 10 -
(3.16) 2(g) = |( )<u u) vg(u u) (1)D
This equals to
(3.17) L,(9) = |7 — plply(gin + graie) — (g1 + goopt)| 5

If |g21|p > || p, we know I,(g) = |f — pt|p|ga1| 5 by strong triangle inequality. In other words,

(3.18) L(g) =7 — plplgnlp'  forg e Q(x"), |7"|p > |plp-

Let u be the maximal integer that |7~ 1| p > |u|p, then u = w if K/F is unramified or u = w + 1
otherwise. We decompose the integral (3.13) for v,(y) into two parts.

Uy
3.19 _— 'd I(g)dg.
619 il (Z . i ol g> [ oo
0<n<u
Denote former and later part as P, and Py, in other words,
(3.20) Py = Z/ |7 — plplm" |5 dg,
0<n<u
(3.21) Pd:/ I(g)dg.
I'(7)

3.4.1. Computation of P,. The group GLy(OF) acts transitively on P*(Og/7™), with T'(7") the
stablizer of the point representing the submodule O /7" @ {0} C (Op/7")?. So when n > 1 the
volumn of I'(7") is (14 ¢~*)~'¢™™, which is the reciprocal of the cardinality of P!(Op/7"). Note
that Q(7") = I'(7"™) \ ['(7" 1), this implies

(1+q¢H! ifn=20
(3.22) / dg =
Q(mm) 1+q¢H Y g"—qg™) ifn>0
Since |7|p = ¢~2, we can use to calculate (3.20)
(3.23)
Py = |p—mlp <(1 — )+ D =g ) e - q‘"_l)(f") = [p—=nlp(1+q ) ¢
1<n<u
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3.4.2. Computation of P;. Denote the subgroup

_ fgu g1z (1 O
Fo(a) B {g < GL2(OF> ' (921 922) N (921 922) 921 € aOF}

For any k € O, let ky € GLy(OF) be the element such that
1 1
k = k
HQJ QJ
Let H = {ky|k € O*}, then H is a subgroup of GLy(OF).

Lemma 3.4. We have a group decomposition
re) =yt i ={ (1)}

Proof. For any g € I'(7"), Let k = g11 + g2t then k € O and

i () = () = ()
P \n) T\ " e du)

here we put 24892218 — 1 4, Since 1, ;1 form an O p-basis of O, we have

gi1+gizp
4 (1
9k = <c d)-

Notice that ¢ = (g11 + g12/t) (911 + 91271) " (g21911 + G12goopifi) € 7O because both goy, i €
7O . Therefore gkﬁl € Io(7*). To compute I'y(7*) N H, note for every h € I'y(7%),

(1)),
k k
where * denotes arbitrary element. Since h = kg for some k£ € O, then
1 k
h =
(u) (Mk)
Therefore k = 1, we proved I'y(7*) N H is trivial. O

From now on, we write g = lky for every g € I'(n") where [, ky are elements of I'g(7"), H
corresponding to the decomposition I'(7*) = I'y(7"*) H. We write the integrand (3.16)) as

QL—UVMHCD_J (1 —Uq%ﬁ)k?

= g — plp
D

Let dky, dl be normalized Haar measures on H and I'g(7*), then didky is normalized Haar
measure for I'(7*). Therefore

dg = Vol(I'(7*))dldky = (14 ¢ ") ¢ "didky.

Li(9) =[r—ulp

We can simplify F; as
-1

(n —1)1 (1) dl/ k|5 dk.
/’l/ D OX
Since |k|p = 1 for all k € O*, we drop the last factor. By calculating the matrix, we have

L(1) = [ = plplpy = ypullas + o™ )| 5!
10
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Consider an inclusion map

¢ o To(n") — Of

I — g+ logp™!

The pull-back of Haar measures on O are Haar measures on I'g(7*). The image of ¢ is O @& (Op,
which has relative volumn 1 in O if K/F is ramified or otherwise (1 + ¢~*)~!. Now we denote
k = lyy + o1~ and d&* be the t-pull back of the Haar measure on O. Then we write P; as

Pi=04+q¢YH) ¢"m— ,LL‘D/ |y — yuk| 5t dk™ if K/ F is ramified.
(3.24) U

Py=1n— M\Dq_u/ |y — yuk| 5t dk™ if K/F is unramified.
@;EBCOF

To simplify the integrand |py — yuk|5', we think D as a left K-algebra. The right multiplication
of ;- decomposes D as eigenspaces D+ of eigenvalue 1, and D~ of eigenvalue 7. For v € D, write

Y=+t 7-
where v, € DT, v_ € D™. So y4u = pyy, 7—pt = jiy—. Note 42 € F since it commutes with
i, v—. Denote ¥ = 77 — v_ we have 7y = 77y, — 72 € F.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose K/ F is ramified. We have P; = oo if and only if v € O N (DT U D™).
Proof. The equation for k € K

(3.25) py —ypk =0

have a solution if and only if v~y = pk € K. Since the minimal polynomial of x and v~ !u~y
are the same, either v~' 1y = 1 or 1. This is equivalent to say v € DY U D~

If (3.23) does not have a solution, the integrand of P, is continous on a compact subset O x&( O,
therefore convergent. If (3.23) have a solution, u~*y !y € OF. Therefore the integral

Sy = |ﬂ—u|D/ |y — ypk|p k™ = | — plplyulp"
Y T 4T O

Since P, has positive integrand and p 'y~ iy + 77O are disjoint subsets of C O We conclude

Pd>51—|—52—|—"'200. ]
Corollary 3.6. If 0 € O, N (D" U D™), then vy(0) = 0.
Proof. By Lemmal[3.3] P; = oo, therefore v,(0) = €r[Ok : O%]*(P; + P;) = . O

Lemma 3.7. If |2|p = 1, then for any vy € D,

(3.26) 17lp = max{[v+|p, [7-[p}

Proof. By triangle inequality, we only need to show |y|p > max{|v4|p, |y-|p}. Since
(n=y(p =) =7y — -,

we have |y, +7v_|p = |7+ — 7—|p, therefore

127+lp = [(v+ +7-) £ (v —7-)|p < max{|vy +v-|p, |7+ —7-Ip} = |7l

Therefore the Lemma follows. U
11



Note 7(i = )7- = (1 — T1)7-7. 50 70 = |7]p. In the integrand of G2, |1 = [7]n = 1,

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ —1
(B27) |y —ypklp' = [y — k)| = [ (T —F7k) = ¥20) +v-v+ (7 — )],

We have (5,74 —37vk) — 21 € D and y_v, (7 — p) € D~. From now on, we assume g is
odd. This implies |2|p = 1 and |p — fi|p = |pt|p- Now assume v € O + mpOp, leta € O such
that v — a € mpOp. Therefore |y — a|p < 1 and by Lemma[3.7] this implies

max {[v+ —alp, [y-[p} < 1.
Therefore |y, — a|p < 1, we have |v;|p = |a|p = 1. The integrand simplified as
|y = k| = min {|u(F e —Fvk) = 205" v-ulp' )
Note that if |u(¥, v+ — F7k)| 5" < [v-p|p's we have
(T v = TR = (T re = Tvk) = 27l

If [(F s —77R)|p" > [v-plp', since [v2 71l p < |y-plp, we have

(T sy = vk) =2l > [r-plp
Therefore,

min {|u(¥ 74 — F7k) =V ElD y-plp' } = min {|u(F 7+ — k)5 -plp' -
So we can write

(3.28) |y = yukl ' = |plp" min {[7, 74 =Tkl -1} -
By replacing the variable k — 7, () 'k and using (3.28) we write
(3.29)
[ =gt =g’ [ win s = K b5k =l [ afpar
O 0% Ok

Now we will use the formula of P, in (3.23) and P; in (3.24) to calculate v, (y) in each cases.
3.4.3. The ramified case. If K/F is ramified, We have (3.29) equals to (1 + ¢~ ')|77 — u| 5" ¢* Pa,

—Uu —Uu

%(%) —p+pP=—1 4 1 /|k:—7|,51dk.
0%

GF[OK : OX]2‘AK/F|I_71 l‘l’q_l 1+q_1
Since e = (1—¢7")’(1+¢7"), [0k : O] = (1—¢7") 7, [Ok : O Agyrlpt = (1—¢7") g%,

(3.30) vy(7) = [0F : O] (1 +/ |k — 7|Bldk> :
OX

K

3.4.4. Unramified cases. 1f K/F is unramified, we note that 05 = (03 @ (Op) [] (7O & COF).
By equation (3.24)), for |77 — p| ' ¢* Py, the equation (3.29) has overcounted the part

(3.31) w;ﬁ/ min {[7,v4 —vkIp 15} dk.
TOp®COR

Since 7, v4, 7y € O, we have ¥, vy — 7k € O @ (Oj. The integrand is 1. (3.31)) equals to

_ 1
|ulp Vol(rOF @ (OF) = |M|D1m~

12



If ||p < 1, this equals to ¢" Ps therefore we have

Uy(,}/) u/ —1
———— =P, + P = k — dk.
er[Ox : O° +La=q oj(‘ ol
Since e = (1 —¢~)*(1+¢71), [0k : Of] = (1= ¢ )7 [0k : 0¥ = (1 =g ) 'g",
(3.32) v, (7) = (0% : OX]/ |k — 7|5 dk.
0%
If |u|p = 1, by (3.24), (3.28) and change varible k — 7, v, (77) "'k we have directly
vy (7) -1 / . ~1 -1 X
_ WY _p (144 min {1 — k|25 |y |50V dkX.
€r[Ok : O%]? 1= ) 0%&COp { b h-lo'}

Note that|1 — k|;' = ¢** if and only if k € 1 4+ 7"O%. Let a = 0.5(vp(y_) + 1)We write Py into
a—1

(Vol (05 @ ¢Op) — Vol (1 +70k))) + 3 _ ¢*"Vol (1 + 7"0) + Vol (1 + 70k ) ¢**~

n=1
By Vol(O; & (Or) = (1 4+ ¢~ 1)L, Vol(1 + 7"0x) = ¢ 2", Vol(1 + m"0) = (1 — ¢ )" 1q2",
_ 1
Pd = (1 + q_l)_livD(,y2) i .
Since €70k : O%)* = (1 +¢*)~!, we have
vp(y-) +1

’Uy(’)/) = 9

4. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM

In this section, we will first define the notion of distance. Then prove the main theorem by
classifying automorphisms of G, into two classes based on its distance to the subring O. We call
one class the shallow automorphism and another one deep automorphism. We prove the theorem
for both of them with different methods by our formulae in Theorem [3.1]

4.1. Distance and Projection.

Definition 4.1. Let v € D, S C D is a compact subset, The distance of y to S'is
I7l]s = min{|y —z|p}.
Furthermore, we define the set of projection
Projg(v) ={a € S: |y —alp = [lls}-
Lemma4.2. Let v € D, S C D a compact subset, ' € Projg(7).

(1) Forany a € S, |y + a|lp = max{|7' + alp, [y = 7'|p}
Q) Ify € T C S, then ||y|lr = |||

Proof. Since |y + alp = |(v — ') + (7 + a)|p, the equality holds if |y — +|p # |¥ + a|p.
Otherwise, if |y —'|p = |7 + a|p,

max{|y' +alp, |y =Ip} = v ='Ip = Ihlls < |7 +alp.
By triangle inequality, the last sign must be equal. To prove (2), we note that both ||y||r and ||v||s

equals to |y — 7| p. Therefore, ||v||7 = ||7]]s- O
13



4.2. Lifting of shallow automorphisms. We call v € O a shallow automorphism to O or an
O-shallow automorphism if

Vllox = 7~ ulp.
Shallow automorphisms exists only when |i|p < 1, in this case, the U-section of G is an uni-
formizer of Oy, by Lemma[3.2

Lemma 4.3. Let v € Projo; (7), v" =~ =~ If v is a shallow automorphism,

6(7") < p(m ")
Proof. We compare the integrand for (3.1). Note that for any = € 7O, using Lemmal4.2] we have
V' = xlp = [y =7 = zlp = max{|z[p, |[7llo; }-
And we have
7 = 2|p = max{|z|p, |7 ulp}
The lemma follows since we defined ||| |o; > |7 tu|p. O

Lemma 4.4. Ifv € Op and v ¢ OF, we have ¢(my) = qo(7).

Proof. Since v ¢ OF we have |z — 7| = ¢% for x € TOF, therefore

o) =1+ [ fe-mlpde =1+ [

0 s

¢*dx + / |mx — my|ptdr.
O; 7Op
Note that the subset 7O have volumn ¢! (1 — ¢~ '), the above equation equals to

14+ (q— 1) + Inl5t e /

7Op

\x—7|51dx:q+q/ |m—7\51dx.

7Op

This is exactly the value of g¢(7). O
From now on dk* is always the Haar-measure normalized by O, ¢ is the U-section of G.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose v € O [1] N Op, but~ ¢ O, then
0(2) = (0% 07] [ b= afp'dk~
OX
Proof. By Proposition[2.2] we have «(t) = t() Therefore,

(4.1) ow (y(t) —t) = v () —1).

By Lemma[3.2] ¢ is an uniformizer of Oy, therefore the expression is the lower numbering of
the element (). The value of of does not depend on the choice of uniformizer. We construct
another uniformizer as following. We embed O into Op such that it has the image Op N O [ﬂ

and construct the corresponding canonical lifting §'. Let W'/ K be the field extension by adding
all 7™ torsions of §’. Assume here m is large enough so W C W’. Let X be an 7™ -torsion of &’
which is not killed by 771, Note X is an uniformizer of Oy~ and

Gal(W'/K) = 0% /1 +1™0k.
By previous construction in W is the subfield fixed by O*. Therefore the Norm
Y =Ny )= ] XxX2= ] He(X)

ocGal(W' /W) k€OX /14+amO K
14



is an uniformizer of Oy .Put
(4.2) f@)= 1]  [e(@)-Y

k€OX /147m O
Since f([k]gX) = 0forall k € O*/1 + 7O, we have the following expansion
(4.3) f@)=u@) [  @HskeX).

kEOX J14+7mO
Let 7 = 0 in (£3) and compare valuations, we see u(0) is an unit. Plug x = X into (#.2),

f(X(“/)) — H [K]g (X)) -y =Y —y.
k€OX /14mmO

On the other hand, using expansion (4.3)), we have
FEO) =ux®) [ - Hex.

k€OX /147mOK
Since vy ([y — kg X) = |y — k[5", vwr (w(X D)) = 0, and vy = [W' : W]ow, we have
1
™ _ - - A
bw (Y ! Y) - [W/ . W] Z |7 k|D :

k€OX /14+7mO g

Note that [W' : W] = [0* : 1 + 7™ Ok, we write this sum into
(4.4) v (Y(V) — Y) = / |y — x|,51dxx,
OX

here dz* is normalized by O*, therefore dz* = [0} : O*|dk*. We proved this Lemma. O
Now we generalize this formula for all O-shallow automorphisms.

Lemma 4.6. If v is O-shallow automorphism, let ' € Projox (7) and ~" = v — ', then

_ q 2
0% : O~ / v kR = — L gy — 2
0107 [ = kit = o) - =
and this value is smaller than ¢(1).
Proof. Let dz* be the Haar measure normalized by O*. Then dz* = [0} : O*]dk*. Write
0% = 0 @& uOp and decompose © = a + bu, then dz* = da*db, where da*,db are Haar
measures for O and Op. Since 7y is O-shallow, we have for any a € OF,
v —alp > Yllex > |ulp-

Using the triangle inequality, the equation can be written as

4.5) / |y —a— b,u|z,1d93X = / / |y — a|151 da*db = / |y — a|151 da™
Ox o Jo3 0%
By Lemmal4.2]

“6) / Iy — al3! da* = / min{ ][54 (7 — a)[5'}da*.
0% 0%

F
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Suppose 07 = 0% ~ (v + 70F). We found |y — a|p = 1 on O™, therefore (4.2)) equals to

Vol(O7) + / v+~ — alda*.
Y 4+mOR

Note that Vol(O5*) = =2 da* = ﬁda, change variable a — a + ~/,the integral simplifies to

-1
q_2 q / " q " 2
—_—+ — v —alda = ——¢(v") — ——.
g—1 q¢—1 nop‘ | qg—1 ") q—1
This value is less than ¢(;1) because by Lemmal4.3]and Lemma 4.4}
q " 2 q -1
——¢(') - —— < ——(mp) — —— < ——=d(n) < d(p).
o) - = < gola )~ - (1) < 6(p)
The Lemma follows. ]

Theorem 4.7. Let v be an O-shallow automorphism, then
(1) = (0% 07] [ b=l
OX
Proof. Let Ky = F[y] and Oy = Op[n™~] for a large enough m such taht Oy C O + puOp. Let
W5 be the abelian extension of K corresponding to O, and Oy, is its ring of integers. Let Gy

be a formal Oy-module over Oy, and let ?5 be its U-section, po = 7™7y. Let y, be the map as
constructed in (2.8) for Gy, x5 the graph of 1., take 7' € Projoé(v) and 7/ = ~v — 4. Since
v € Of,, by Lemmal.5/and Lemmal4.6] we have
9 mo_ 2
Uz, () = 1 7907") 1
By Lemma[4.6l this value is less than ¢(u). Since |u2|p = |7"y|p < |p|p < 1, by Theorem [3.1]
we have (y, y2) = ¢(u). Therefore, vy, (7) < (y,y2), by Lemma[3.3and Lemma 4.6l we have

q " 2 X ></ -1 X
Uy = Vg, () = —— = =050 k— |5 dkx.
() q_1¢(7) q—1 [O% ] OX| Vb

This Theorem follows. This proves the main Theorem for O-shallow automorphisms. U
4.3. Lifting of deep automorphisms. We call v € O}, an O-deep automorphism if
7llox < |7~ ulp-
Lemma 4.8. Suppose 1,72 € 05 and |1l o > [112lloz then [13sllox > 1allo:.
Proof. Let~; € Projoé(m), vh € Projo;(w). For any a € O, we can write

/ /
My —a=7% —a+7(72 = V)
On one hand, since 74 € 0%,
M = alp = Iy =5 talp 2 [7llox-

On the other hand, since v; € O3, and ||72||o; < ||71||o;’

7 (v2 = )lp =12 = vlo = [hellex < lImllox-

So |y172 —alp > H%Ho; for any a € O5. H
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Corollary 4.9. Suppose v, and 5 are O-shallow and O-deep automorphisms respectively. 175 is
an O-shallow automorphism.

Proof. we have |[72|[ox < |7 tulp < |171]lox» therefore [|y172]|ox > |7 u|p by Lemmad.8l [
We will compute v, (y) by v, () for O-deep automorphisms. Now let ¢ be the U-section of G,
vy the normalized valuation in W. g(T') € O[T the minimal polynomial of ¢ over K.

Lemma 4.10. We have
(4.7) ()= > v(ky)
k€O /0X
Proof. Since z is a closed embedding, we know v, (7y) equals to the length of
O llU]]
(9(U)) + (g(v(U)))
Therefore v, () = vw (g(7(t))), In contrast, v, () equals to the length of
Ow|[[U]]
U—-t)+ () -1
Therefore, v, () = vw (y(t) — t). Note that g(T') is the product of all (T — +¥)) for k run through
0% /0%, therefore,

v.(0) =vw (g(v@®) = Y wwr(®) —tF) = > (k)

ke0} /0% ke0} /0%

= 0w/ (9(7(2)))-

= Ow /v(1).

here the last equality is by vy (7(t)—t®)) = v (Y(0)*F D —t) = vy (kY (t)—t) = v (k™). O

4.4. Computation of v, if K/F is unramified. If K/F is unramified, then v, = v,. Therefore

@.8) v(y) = [OF OX]/X 1y — 1)Lk,

OK
4.5. Computation of v, if K/ F is ramified. If K/F is ramified, Let o € O}, be the element in
the normalizer of O* but not centralizer of O*. In other words, o € O, N D~.
Lemma 4.11. We have
4.9) vy(7) = v=(7) + v=(7)-

Proof. Since the minimal polynomial of ¢ over O is g(7")g(7"), the sheaf of ideals for y is gener-
ated by g(U)g(U), for z is generated by g(U), for Z is generated by g(U). So

(4.10) vy(7) = vw (9(v(1))g(7 (1)) = vw (9(7 (1)) +ow (G(¥(2))) = va(7) + v=(7).
This lemma follows. U

Lemma 4.12. We have v=(7y) = v,(y0).
17



Proof. By Lemma B3l v,(0) = €p[Ox : O%]*(Ps + Py) = oo. We claim v,(0) < oo, if not,
by formula @.7), there exists £ € O such that v,(ko) = oo. Therefore ko € Aut(9), so
7+ ko € Aut(§), which implies v, (7 + ko) > v,(m + ko) = oo. Butm + ko ¢ D, U D_,
contradiction by Lemma [3.5l Therefore v,(c) < oo. Since co = v,(0) = v,(0) + vz(o) but
v,(0) < oo, this implies vz(0) = oco. This implies

vw (g(a(t))) = vz(o) = oco.
So g(o(t)) = 0. Then the map ¢ — o (t) lifts the non-trivial element in Gal(K /F) to Gal(W/F),

v=(7) = ow (G(7(1))) = vw (9(7(0(1)))) = v-(v0).

This lemma follows U
Corollary 4.13. If K/ F ramified. Let ¢ € Op, such that ||e|[yx = 1, then
vz(€) = 1.

Proof. It O # Ok, € is an O-shallow automorphism, by formula in Theorem the integrand
le—k|pt = 1forall k € O%. Sov,(e) = 1. If O = O, let py = 7, Go the quasi-canonical lifting
as a formal Op[us]-module. Notice

= alp' = lulp' =q
forall a € 7Op, we have ¢(u) = 1+ ¢ 'q = 2. Since ||6H0; = 1, e is a shallow automorphism of

Go. Let yo be corresponding map in 2.8/ and x its graph. Notice |¢ — a — bru|p = |e —alp =1
for any x = a + brp € O, therefore

Vg, (€) = [OF, : O;]/ le — k| dE™ = 1.
03
Since |mu|p < |u|p < 1 we have (y,y2) = ¢(u) = 2. By Lemmal[3.3]
vz (€) = vy, (€) = 1.
The Corollary follows. U

Since ky € O and K/ F is a ramified extension, we have ||lw||o; < 1. Therefore Ha||0; =1
implies ||ky0|[yx = 1 by Lemma[.8l By Corollaryd.13, we have

Ve (kyo) =1
forall k € O /O0*. By Equation @.7)) and Lemma[£.12] we have
vz(7) = v.(y0) = Z v (kyo) = (0% : OF].
0% /0%
Therefore, if K /F' is ramified, v, () equals to
w0 =) = 1052 071 (14 [ = kigian) ~ (05 : 07 = 05 : 071 [ ek,

We found the expression of v, () in the ramified case is the same as unramifeid case (4.8)).
18



4.6. Proof of main Theorem. Since v,(y) has the same expression in either cases, we compute
v, uniformly, if & € O ~\ O, then k is an O-shallow automorphism, so is k7 by Corollary
Therefore, v, () equals to

D SR e e e R T L B S R E
rNOX

k€0 /0X kg0 Ok

This proves

0 (0) =05+ 07 [ 1y = Klpldr,
OX
Now we proved the Theorem for O-deep automorphisms. The case for O-shallow automorphisms
was proved in Theorem [4.7
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