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Abstract. Let f be a newform of weight k ≥ 2, level N with coefficients in a number
field K, and A the adjoint motive of the motive M associated to f . We carefully discuss
the construction of the realisations of M and A, as well as natural integral structures in
these realisations. We then use the method of Taylor and Wiles to verify the λ-part of
the Tamagawa number conjecture of Bloch and Kato for L(A, 0) and L(A, 1). Here λ is
any prime of K not dividing Nk!, and so that the mod λ representation associated to f

is absolutely irreducible when restricted to the Galois group over Q(
√
(−1)(ℓ−1)/2ℓ) where

λ | ℓ. The method also establishes modularity of all lifts of the mod λ representation which
are crystalline of Hodge-Tate type (0, k − 1).
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0. Introduction

This paper concerns the Tamagawa number conjecture of Bloch and Kato [B-K] for
adjoint motives of modular forms of weight k ≥ 2. The conjecture relates the value at 0
of the associated L-function to arithmetic invariants of the motive. We prove that it holds
up to powers of certain “bad primes.” The strategy for achieving this is essentially due
to Wiles [Wi], as completed with Taylor in [T-W]. The Taylor-Wiles construction yields
a formula relating the size of a certain module measuring congruences between modular
forms to that of a certain Galois cohomology group. This was carried out in [Wi] and
[T-W] in the context of modular forms of weight 2, where it was used to prove results
in the direction of the Fontaine-Mazur conjecture [F-M]. While it was no surprise that
the method could be generalized to higher weight modular forms and that the resulting
formula would be related to the Bloch-Kato conjecture, there remained many technical
details to verify in order to accomplish this. In particular, the very formulation of the
conjecture relies on a comparison isomorphism between the ℓ-adic and de Rham realizations
of the motive provided by theorems of Faltings [Fa] or Tsuji [Ts], and verification of the
conjecture requires the careful application of such a theorem. We also need to generalize
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results on congruences between modular forms to higher weight, and to compute certain
local Tamagawa numbers.

0.1. Some history. Special values of L-functions have long played an important role in
number theory. The underlying principle is that the values of L-functions at integers
reflect arithmetic properties of the object used to define them. A prime example of this
is Dirichlet’s class number formula; another is the Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer conjecture.
The Tamagawa number conjecture of Bloch and Kato [B-K], refined by Fontaine, Kato
and Perrin-Riou [Kato2, F-P, Fo4], is a vast generalization of these. Roughly speaking,
they predict the precise value of the first non-vanishing derivative of the L-function at
zero (hence any integer) for every motive over Q. This was already done up to a rational
multiple by conjectures of Deligne and Beilinson; the additional precision of the Bloch-Kato
conjecture can be thought of as a generalized class number formula, where ideal class groups
are replaced by groups defined using Galois cohomology.

Dirichlet’s class number formula amounts to the conjecture for the Dedekind zeta function
for a number field at s = 0 or 1. The conjecture is also known up to a power of 2 for Dirichlet
L-functions (including the Riemann zeta function) at any integer ([Ma-W], [B-K], [H-K]).
It is known up to an explicit set of bad primes for the L-function of a CM elliptic curve
at s = 1 if the order of vanishing is ≤ 1 ([C-W], [Ru1], [Ko]). There are also partial
results for L-functions of other modular forms at the central critical value ([G-Z], [Kato3],
[Ko-L], [N], [Z]) and for values of certain Hecke L-functions ([Hn], [Gu2], [Ki]).

Here we consider the adjoint L-function of a modular form of weight k ≥ 2 at s = 0
and 1. Special values of the L-function associated to the adjoint of a modular form, and
more generally, twists of its symmetric square, have been studied by many mathematicians.
A method of Rankin relates the values to those of Petersson inner products, and this was
used by Ogg [Ogg], Shimura [Sh4], Sturm [St1, St2], Coates and Schmidt [C-S, Schm] to
obtain nonvanishing results and rationality results along the lines of Deligne’s conjecture.
Hida [Hi1] related the precise value to a number measuring congruences between modular
forms. In the case of forms corresponding to (modular) elliptic curves, results relating the
value to certain Galois cohomology groups (Selmer groups) were obtained by Coates and
Schmidt in the context of Iwasawa theory, and by one of the authors, who in [Fl3] obtained
results in the direction of the Bloch-Kato conjecture.

A key point of Wiles’ paper [Wi] is that for many elliptic curves, modularity could be
deduced from a formula relating congruences and Galois cohomology [Wi]. This formula
could be regarded as a primitive form of the Bloch-Kato conjecture for the adjoint motive
of a modular form. His attempt to prove it using the Euler system method introduced
in [Fl3] was not successful except in the CM case using generalizations of results in [Gu1]
and [Ru2]. Wiles, in work completed with Taylor [T-W], eventually proved his formula
using a new construction which could be viewed as a kind of “horizontal Iwasawa theory.”

In this paper, we refine the method of [Wi] and [T-W], generalize it to higher weight
modular forms and relate the result to the Bloch-Kato conjecture. Ultimately, we prove the
conjecture for the adjoint of an arbitrary newform of weight k ≥ 2 up to an explicit finite
set of bad primes. We should stress the importance of making this set as small and explicit
as possible; indeed the refinements in [Di3], [C-D-T] and [BCDT] which completed the
proof of the Shimura-Taniyama-Weil conjecture can be viewed as work in this direction for
weight two modular forms. In this paper, we make use of some of the techniques introduced
in [Di3] and [C-D-T], as well as the modification of Taylor-Wiles construction in [Di5] and
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[Fu]. One should be able to improve our results using current technology in the weight two
case (using [C-D-T], [BCDT] and [Sav]), and in the ordinary case (using [Dic], [S-W1]);
one just has to relate the results in those papers to the Bloch-Kato conjecture. Finally we
remark that Wiles’ method has been generalized to the setting of Hilbert modular forms
by Fujiwara [Fu] and Skinner-Wiles [S-W2], but it seems much harder to extract results
on special values from their work.

0.2. The framework. The Bloch-Kato conjecture is formulated in terms of “motivic struc-
tures,” a term referring to the usual collection of cohomological data associated to a motive.
This data consists of:

• vector spaces M?, called realizations, for ? = B, dR and ℓ for each rational prime ℓ,
each with extra structure (involution, filtration or Galois action);
• comparison isomorphisms relating the realizations;
• a weight filtration.

Suppose that f is a newform of weight k ≥ 2 and level N . Much of the paper is devoted
to the construction of the motivic structure Af for which we prove the conjecture. This
construction is not new; it is due for the most part to Eichler, Shimura, Deligne, Jannsen,
Scholl and Faltings ([Sh1], [De1], [Ja], [Scho2], [Fa]) We review it however in order to
collect the facts we need, provide proofs we could not find in the literature, and set things
up in a way suited to the formulation of the Bloch-Kato conjecture.

Let us briefly recall here how the construction works. We start with the modular curve
XN parametrizing elliptic curves with level N structure. Then one takes the Betti, de
Rham and ℓ-adic cohomology of XN with coefficients in a sheaf defined as the (k − 2)-
nd symmetric power of the relative cohomology of the universal elliptic curve over XN .
These come with the additional structure and comparison isomorphisms needed to define
a motivic structure MN,k, the comparison between ℓ-adic and de Rham cohomology being
provided by a theorem of Faltings [Fa]. The structures MN,k can also be defined as in
[Scho2] using Kuga-Sato varieties; this has the advantage of showing they arise from “mo-
tives” and provides the option of applying Tsuji’s comparison theorem [Ts]. However the
construction using “coefficient sheaves” is better suited to defining and comparing lattices
in the realizations which play a key role in the proof.

The structures MN,k also come with an action of the Hecke operators and a perfect
pairing. The Hecke action is used to “cut out” a piece Mf , which corresponds to the
newform f and has rank two over the field generated by the coefficients of f . The pairing
comes from Poincaré duality, is related to the Petersson inner product and restricts to a
perfect pairing on Mf . We finally take the trace zero endomorphisms of Mf to obtain the
motivic structure Af = ad0Mf . The construction also yields integral structures Mf and
Af , consisting of lattices in the various realizations and integral comparison isomorphisms
outside a set of bad primes.

Our presentation of the Bloch-Kato conjecture is much influenced by its reformulation
and generalization due to Fontaine and Perrin-Riou. Their version assumes the existence of
a category of motives with conjectural properties. Without assuming conjectures however,
they define a category SPMQ(Q) of premotivic structures whose objects consist of real-
izations with additional structure and comparison isomorphisms. The category of mixed
motives is supposed to admit a fully faithful functor to it, and a motivic structure is an
object of the essential image. Their version of the Bloch-Kato conjecture is then stated
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in terms of Ext groups of motivic structures, but whenever there is an explicit “motivic”
construction of (conjecturally) all the relevant extensions, the conjecture can be formulated
entirely in terms of premotivic structures. This happens in our case, for all the relevant
Ext’s conjecturally vanish. There will therefore be no further mention of motives in this
paper.

We make some other slight modifications to the framework of [F-P].

• We work with premotivic structures with coefficients in a number field K.
• We forget about the ℓ-adic realization and comparison isomorphisms at a finite set
of “bad” primes T .

This yields a version of the conjecture which predicts the value of L(Af , 0) up to an T -unit
in K. We make our set T explicit: Let Tf be the set of finite primes λ in K such that
either:

• λ | Nk!
• the two-dimensional residual Galois representation Mf,λ/λMf,λ is not absolutely

irreducible when restricted to GF , where F = Q(
√

(−1)(ℓ−1)/2ℓ) and λ | ℓ.
Note that since Tf includes the set of primes dividing Nk!, we will only be applying Falt-
ings’ comparison theorem in the “easy” case of crystalline representations whose associated
Dieudonné module has short filtration length.

0.3. The main theorems. Our main result can be stated as follows.

Theorem 0.1. (=Theorem 8.10) Let f be a newform of weight k ≥ 2 and level N with
coefficients in K. If λ is not in Tf , then the λ-part of the Bloch-Kato conjecture holds for
Af and Af (1).

The main tool in the proof is the construction of Taylor and Wiles, which we axiomatize
(Theorem 7.3), and apply to higher weight forms to obtain the following generalization of
their class number formula.

Theorem 0.2. (=Theorem 7.15) Let f be a newform of weight k ≥ 2 and level N with
coefficients in K. Suppose Σ is a finite set of rational primes containing those dividing N .
Suppose that λ is a prime of K which is not in Tf and does not divide any prime in Σ.
Then the OK,λ-module

H1
Σ(GQ, Af,λ/Af,λ)

has length vλ(η
Σ
f ).

Here ηΣf , defined in § 6.4, is a generalization of the congruence ideal of Hida and Wiles;
it can also be viewed as measuring the failure of the pairing on Mf to be perfect on Mf .

Another consequence of Theorem 0.2, is the following result in the direction of Fontaine-
Mazur conjecture [F-M].

Theorem 0.3. (=Theorem 7.12) Suppose ρ : GQ → GL2(Kλ) is a continuous geomet-
ric representation whose restriction to Gℓ is ramified and crystalline and its associated
Dieudonné module has filtration length less than ℓ − 1. If its residual representation is
modular and absolutely irreducible restricted to Q(

√
(−1)(ℓ−1)/2ℓ) where λ | ℓ, then ρ is

modular.
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1. Generalities and examples of premotivic structures

1.1. Galois representations. For a field F , F̄ will denote an algebraic closure, and GF =
Gal(F̄ /F ). We fix embeddings Q̄→ Q̄p for each prime p, and an embedding Q̄→ C. If F
is a number field, we let IF denote the set of embeddings F → Q̄, which we identify with
the set of embeddings F → C via our fixed one of Q̄ in C.

Suppose that F is a finite extension ofQp in Q̄p. We let F0 denote the maximal unramified
subextension of F and write F ur for the maximal unramified extension of F in Q̄p. Let

ν denote the natural map GF → GFp
∼= Ẑ where we view Ẑ as being generated by the

geometric Frobenius element Frobp, which we also view as an automorphism of Qur
p . We

write ϕp for the arithmetic Frobenius, so ϕp = Frob−1p . Let IF denote the inertia subgroup

of GF , WF the Weil subgroup, ν−1(Z) and ′WF the Weil-Deligne group of F (see [De2,
§8]). Recall that if K is a field of characteristic zero, then to give a representation of ′WF

with coefficients in K is equivalent to giving a finite-dimensional K-vector space V (with
the discrete topology), a continuous homomorphism ρ : WF → AutK V and a nilpotent
endomorphism N of V satisfying ρ(g)N = p−ν(g)Nρ(g). If F = Qp, we write simply Gp, Ip,
Wp and

′Wp for these groups and identify Ip ⊂ Wp ⊂ Gp with their images in GQ.
If K is a number field, then Sf (K) denotes the set of finite places of K. Suppose that

λ ∈ Sf (K) divides ℓ ∈ Sf (Q) and F ⊂ Q̄ℓ is a finite extension of Qℓ. Let BdR = BdR,ℓ,
Bcrys = Bcrys,ℓ and Bst = Bst,ℓ be the rings defined by Fontaine [Fo2, §2],[F-P, I.2.1].
Suppose that V is a finite-dimensional Kλ-representation (i.e., a λ-adic representation) of
GF . Then DdR(V ) = (BdR⊗Qℓ V )GF is filtered free F ⊗Qℓ Kλ-module of finite rank, and V
is called de Rham if dimF DdR(V ) = dimQℓ V . Similarly Dcrys(V ) = (Bcrys ⊗Qℓ V )GF is a
filtered free F0⊗QℓKλ-module of finite rank with a (ϕℓ⊗1)-semilinear endomorphism ϕ, and
V is called crystalline if dimF0 Dcrys(V ) = dimQℓ V . Similarly Dst(V ) = (Bst ⊗Qℓ V )GF is a
filtered free F0⊗QℓKλ-module of finite rank with a (ϕℓ⊗1)-semilinear endomorphism ϕ and
an endomorphism N satisfying Nϕ = ℓϕN , and V is called semistable if dimF0 Dst(V ) =
dimQℓ V . One defines Dpst(V ) as the direct limit of (Bst⊗Qℓ V )GF ′ where F ′ runs over finite
extensions of F in Q̄ℓ; this is a filtered free Qur

ℓ ⊗Qℓ Kλ-module and one checks that (ρ,N)
with ρ(g) = gϕν(g) makes Dpst(V ) a Kλ-rational representation of ′WF , and V is called
potentially semistable if dimQur

ℓ
Dpst(V ) = dimQℓ V .

Recall that V is crystalline if and only if V is semistable and N = 0 on Dst(V ), in which
case Dcrys(V ) = Dst(V ); V is semistable if and only if V is potentially semistable and
IF acts trivially on Dpst(V ), in which case Dpst(V ) = Qur

ℓ ⊗F0 Dst(V ) with the action of

g ∈WF given by ϕν(g); V is potentially semistable if and only if V ′ = res
GF ′
GF

V is semistable
for some finite extension F ′ of F , in which case Dpst(V ) = Qur

ℓ ⊗F ′
0
Dst(V

′); and if V is
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potentially semistable, then V is de Rham with F ur ⊗F DdR(V ) = F ur ⊗Qur
ℓ
Dpst(V ) (with

DdR(V ) = F ⊗F0 Dst(V ) if V is semistable).
A λ-adic representation V of GQ is pseudo-geometric [F-P, II.2] (resp. geometric [F-P,

II.3]) if it is unramified outside of a finite number of places of Q and its restriction to Gℓ is
de Rham (resp. potentially semistable). The representation V is said to have good reduction
at p if its restriction to Gp is crystalline (resp. unramified) if p = ℓ (resp. p ̸= ℓ).
We also recall some of the theory of Fontaine and Laffaille [F-L]. Suppose that F ⊂ Q̄ℓ

is a finite unramified extension of Qℓ. We let MF(OF ) denote the category whose objects
are finitely generated OF -modules equipped with

• a decreasing filtration such that FilaA = A and FilbA = 0 for some a, b ∈ Z, and
for each i ∈ Z, FiliA is a direct summand of A;
• ϕℓ-semilinear maps ϕi : FiliA → A for i ∈ Z satisfying ϕi|Fili+1 A = ℓϕi+1 and
A =

∑
Imϕi.

It follows from [F-L, 1.8] that MF(OF ) is an abelian category. Let MFa(OF ) denote the full
subcategory of objects A satisfying FilaA = A and Fila+ℓA = 0 and having no non-trivial
quotients A′ such that Fila+ℓ−1A′ = A′, and let MFator(OF ) denote the full subcategory
of MFa(OF ) consisting of objects of finite length. So MF0

tor(OF ) is the category denoted

MF f,ℓ′

tor in [F-L], and it follows from [F-L, 6.1] that MFa(OF ) and MFator(OF ) are abelian
categories, stable under taking subobjects, quotients, direct products and extensions in
MF(OF ). We write simply MF, MFa, etc. whenever F = Qℓ.

Fontaine and Laffaille define a contravariant functor US from MF0
tor(OF ) to the category

of continuous Zℓ[GF ]-modules which are finitely generated over Zp, and they prove it is fully
faithful [F-L, 6.1]. We let V denote the functor defined by V(A) = Hom(US(A),Qℓ/Zℓ) and
we extend it to a fully faithful functor on MF0(OF ) by setting V(A) = proj limV(A/ℓnA).
Then V defines an equivalence between MF0(OF ) and the full subcategory of Zℓ[GF ]-
modules whose objects are isomorphic to quotients of the form L1/L2, where L2 ⊂ L1

are finitely generated submodules of crystalline representations V with the following prop-
erties:

• Fil0D = D and FilℓD = 0, where D = (Bcrys ⊗Qℓ V )GF ;
• if V ′ is a nonzero quotient of V , then V ′ ⊗Qℓ Qℓ(ℓ− 1) is ramified.

In particular, the essential image of V is closed under taking subobjects, quotients and
finite direct sums. Furthermore, one sees from [F-L, 8.4] that the natural transformations

(1)
F ⊗OF A→ (Bcrys ⊗Zℓ V(A))GF ,
Bcrys ⊗OF A→ Bcrys ⊗Zℓ V(A) and
Fil0(Bcrys ⊗Zℓ A)

ϕ=1 → Qℓ ⊗Zℓ V(A)

are isomorphisms.
If K is a number field and λ ∈ Sf (K) is a prime over ℓ, we let Oλ = OK,λ and let Oλ-MFa

denote the category of Oλ-modules in MFa. We can regard V as a functor from Oλ-MF0

to the category of Oλ[Gℓ]-modules.
If A and A′ are objects of Oλ-MF0 such that A⊗Oλ A

′ defines an object of Oλ-MF0, then
there is a canonical isomorphism

V(A⊗Oλ A
′) ∼= V(A)⊗Oλ V(A

′).

Analogous assertions hold for HomOλ(A,A
′).
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1.2. Premotivic structures. We work with categories of premotivic structures based on
notions from [F-P] and [B-K].

For a number field K, we let PMK denote the category of premotivic structures over Q
with coefficients in K. In the notation of [F-P, III.2.1], this is the category SPMQ(Q)⊗K
of K-modules in SPMQ(Q). Thus an object M of PMK consists of the following data:

• a finite-dimensional K-vector space MB with an action of GR,
• a finite-dimensionalK-vector spaceMdR with a finite decreasing filtration Fili, called
the Hodge filtration;
• for each λ ∈ Sf (K), a finite-dimensional Kλ vector space Mλ with a continuous
pseudo-geometric (see [F-P, II.2.1]) action of GQ;
• a C⊗K-linear isomorphism

I∞ : C⊗MdR → C⊗MB

respecting the action of GR (where GR acts on C ⊗ MB diagonally and acts on
C⊗MdR via the first factor);
• for each λ ∈ Sf (K), a Kλ-linear isomorphism

IλB : Kλ ⊗K MB →Mλ

respecting the action of GR (where the action on Mλ is via the restriction GR → GQ
determined by our choice of embedding Q̄→ C);
• for each λ ∈ Sf (K), BdR,ℓ ⊗Qℓ Kλ-linear isomorphism

Iλ : BdR,ℓ ⊗Qℓ Kλ ⊗K MdR → BdR,ℓ ⊗Qℓ Mλ

respecting filtrations and the action of GQℓ (where ℓ is the prime which λ divides, Kλ

andMλ are given the degree-0 filtration, Kλ andMdR are given the trivial GQℓ-action
and the action on Mλ is determined by our choice of embedding Q̄→ Q̄ℓ);
• increasing weight filtrationsW i onMB,MdR and eachMλ respecting all of the above
data, and such that R ⊗MB with its Galois action and weight filtration, together
with the Hodge filtration on C⊗MB defined via IB, defines a mixed Hodge structure
over R (see [F-P, III.1]).

If S ⊊ Sf (K) is a set of primes of K, we let PMS
K denote the category defined in exactly

the same way, but with Sf (K) replaced by the complement of S. If S ⊆ S ′, we use ·S′
to

denote the forgetful functor from PMS
K to PMS′

K .
The category PMS

K is equipped with a tensor product, which we denote ⊗K , and an
internal hom, which we denote HomK . There is also a unit object, which we denote simply
by K. These are defined in the obvious way; for example, (M ⊗KN)B is the K[GR]-module
MB ⊗K NB. If K ⊆ K ′, we let SK

′
denote the set of primes in Sf (K

′) lying over those in

S, then K ′ ⊗K · defines a functor from PMS
K to PMSK

′

K′ .

Definition 1.1. An object M of PMS
K

• has good reduction at p if for each λ in S, Mλ|Gp is crystalline at p if λ|p and
unramified at p otherwise;
• is L-admissible at p if Mλ is geometric for every λ ̸∈ S dividing p and the rep-
resentations Dpst(Mλ|Gp)

ss, for λ ̸∈ S, form a compatible system of K-rational
representations of the Deligne-Weil group ′Wp (see [De2, §8]);
• is L-admissible everywhere if it is L-admissible at p for all primes p.
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IfM is L-admissible at p, then the local factor associated to Dpst(Mλ|Gp)
ss is of the form

P (p−s)−1 for some polynomial P (u) ∈ K[u] independent of λ not in S. For an embedding
τ : K → C we put Lp(M, τ, s) = τP (p−s) and we regard the collection {Lp(M, τ, s)}τ∈IK
as a meromorphic function on C with values in CIK ∼= K ⊗ C. If S is finite and M is
L-admissible everywhere, then its L-function

L(M, s) :=
∏
p

Lp(M, s)

is a holomorphicK⊗C-valued function in some right half plane Re(s) > r (with components
L(M, τ, s) =

∏
p Lp(M, τ, s)).

For each τ ∈ IK the Hodge structure C ⊗K,τ MB over R has attached to it an L-
function L∞(M, τ, s) [De3] and we denote by L∞(M, s) the resulting function with values
in K ⊗ C. Similarly, if M is L-admissible everywhere we define the K ⊗ C-valued ϵ-factor
ϵ(M, s) = ϵ(M)c(M)−s where the components ϵ(M, τ, s) are defined in [De2]. L∞(M, τ, s)
is essentially a product of Γ-functions, c(M) (the conductor of M) is a positive integer
divisible by p if and only if M does not have good reduction at p, and ϵ(M) is independent
of s. Put Λ(M, s) := L∞(M, s)L(M, s). Combining Conjecture 1 of [F-M] with Deligne’s
conjectured functional equation leads to the following conjecture (see [F-P, III.4.3]):

Conjecture 1.2. If M is L-admissible everywhere, then L(M, s) converges to a holomor-
phic function on some right half-plane and extends meromorphically to C. Moreover Λ(M, s)
satisfies the functional equation

Λ(M, s) = ϵ(M, s)Λ(M∗, 1− s)
where M∗ = HomK(M,K) is the contragredient of M , and it is holomorphic if M does not
have a direct summand isomorphic to the unit premotivic structure K.

We also define a category PMS
K of S-integral premotivic structures as follows. We let

OS = OK,S denote the set of x ∈ K with vλ(x) ≥ 0 for all λ ̸∈ S. An object M of PMS
K

consists of the following data:

• a finitely generated OK-module MB with an action of GR,
• a finitely generated OS-module MdR with a finite decreasing filtration Fili, called
the Hodge filtration;
• for each λ ∈ Sf (K), a finitely generated Oλ-module Mλ with continuous action of
GQ inducing a pseudo-geometric action on Mλ ⊗Oλ Kλ;
• for each λ ̸∈ S, an object Mλ-crys of Oλ-MF0;
• an R⊗ OK-linear isomorphism

I∞ : C⊗MdR → C⊗MB

respecting the action of GR;
• for each λ in Sf (K) an isomorphism

IλB : MB ⊗OK Oλ
∼= Mλ

respecting the action of GR;
• for each λ ̸∈ S an Oλ-linear isomorphism

IλdR : MdR ⊗O Oλ
∼= Mλ-crys

respecting filtrations;
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• for each λ ̸∈ S, an Oλ-linear isomorphism

Iλ : V(Mλ-crys)→Mλ

respecting the action of GQℓ , where ℓ is the prime which λ divides.
• increasing weight filtrations W i on Q⊗MB, Q⊗MdR and each Q⊗Mλ respecting
all of the above data and giving rise to a mixed Hodge structure.

With the evident notion of morphism this becomes an OK-linear category. In particular, it
is an abelian category. Note that the forgetful functor sendingM toMB is faithful. Note also
that there is a natural functorQ⊗· from PMS

K toPMS
K , where we set (Q⊗M)? = Q⊗M? for

? = B, dR and λ for λ ̸∈ S, with induced additional structure and comparison isomorphisms.
(The comparison Iλ for Q⊗M is defined as the composite

BdR,ℓ ⊗Zℓ Oλ ⊗O MdR
∼= BdR,ℓ ⊗Zℓ Mλ-crys → BdR,ℓ ⊗Zℓ V(Mλ-crys)→ BdR,ℓ ⊗Zℓ Mλ,

where the maps are respectively, IλdR, the canonical map (1) and Iλ, each with scalars
extended to BdR,ℓ.)

If S ⊂ S ′, we define a functor ·S′
from PMS

K to PMS′

K in the obvious way. We say that
M is S ′-flat if MS′

dR = MdR ⊗OK,S OK,S′ is flat over OK,S′ . Note that if M is S ′-flat, then so
is any subobject of M. Let K ′ be a finite extension of K. We also have a natural functor
OK′ ⊗OK · from PMS

K to PMS′

K′ where S ′ is the set of primes over those in S.
We say that M has good reduction at p, is L-admissible at p or is L-admissible everywhere

according to whether the same is true for Q⊗M. Note that if M is L-admissible at p and
p is not invertible in O, then M necessarily has good reduction at p.

For objects M and M′ of PMS
K , we can form M ⊗OK M′ in PMS

K provided Mλ-crys ⊗Oλ

M′λ-crys defines an object of MF0
λ for all λ ̸∈ S. In particular this holds if there exist

positive integers a, a′ such that FilaMdR = 0, Fila
′
M′dR = 0 and a + a′ < ℓ for all primes

ℓ not invertible in O. If N and N′ are objects of PMS
K such that N ⊗OK N′ is as well, and

if α : M → N and α′ : M′ → N′ are morphisms in PMS
K , then there is a well-defined

morphism α ⊗ α′ : M ⊗OK N → M′ ⊗OK N′ in PMS
K . Analogous assertions hold for the

formation and properties of HomOK (M,M′).
Note that if M is an object of PMS

K , then EndM is a finitely generated OK-module. If
I is an OK-submodule of EndM, then we define an object M[I] of PMS

K as the kernel of

(x1, . . . , xr) : M→Mr

where x1, . . . , xr generate I. This is independent of the choice of generators. This applies
in particular when I is the image in EndM of an ideal in a commutative OK-algebra R
mapping to EndM, or the augmentation ideal in OK [G] where G is a group acting on M.
In the latter case, we write MG instead of M[I].

1.3. Basic examples. The object Q(−1) in PMQ is the weight two premotivic structure
defined by H1(Gm). To give an explicit description, let ε denote the generator of Zℓ(1) =
lim
←−

µℓn(Q̄) defined by (e2πi/ℓ
n
)n via our fixed embedding Q̄→ C.

• Let TB = H1
B(Gm(C),Z) ∼= (2πi)−1Z ⊂ C with complex conjugation in GR acting

by −1, and let Q(−1)B = Q⊗ TB.
• Let TdR = H1

dR(Gm/Z), which with its Hodge filtration is isomorphic to Z[−1] (where
[n] denotes a shift by n in the filtration, so Fili V [n] = Fili+n V ). Write ι for the
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canonical basis of TdR
∼= Z[−1] and let Q(−1)dR = Q ⊗ TdR, so Fil1Q(−1)dR = Qι

and Fil2Q(−1)dR = 0.
• Let Tℓ = H1

et(Gm,Q̄,Zℓ) ∼= HomZℓ(Zℓ(1),Zℓ) = Zℓδ where δ(ε) = 1, and let Q(−1)ℓ =
Q⊗ Tℓ.
• Let Tℓ-crys denote the object of MFℓ defined by Zℓ ⊗ TdR = Zℓ ι with ϕ1(ι) = ι.
• I∞ : C⊗Z TdR → C⊗Z TB is defined by 1⊗ ι 7→ 2πi⊗ (2πi)−1.
• IℓB : Zℓ ⊗ TB → Tℓ is defined by 1⊗ (2πi)−1 7→ δ.
• IℓdR : TdR ⊗Z Zℓ → Tℓ-crys is given by ι 7→ ι.
• Iℓ : BdR,ℓ ⊗Q[−1]→ BdR,ℓ ⊗Qℓ Q(−1)ℓ is defined by 1⊗ ι 7→ t⊗ δ where t = log[ε].
• For ℓ > 2, Tℓ-crys is an object of MF0 and Iℓ is induced by an isomorphism
V(Tℓ-crys) ∼= Tℓ.

The above data defines objects in PMQ and PM
{2}
Q which we denote by Q(−1) and T.

These could be described equivalently by H2(P1), or indeed H2(X) for any smooth, proper,
geometrically connected curve X over Q.

The Tate premotivic structure Q(1) is the object of PMQ defined by HomQ(Q(−1), Q).
More generally, for any object M in PMK and integer n, M(n) is defined as M ⊗QQ(1)⊗n.
If M has good reduction at p, then so does M(n). If M is L-admissible at p, then so is
M(n). If they are L-admissible everywhere, then L(M(n), s) = L(M, s+ n), Λ(M(n), s) =
Λ(M, s + n), c(M(n)) = c(M), ϵ(M(n), s) = ϵ(M, s + n) and Conjecture 1.2 for M and
M(n) are equivalent. In particular, the premotivic structure Q(n) has good reduction and
is L-admissible at p for all primes p, and L(Q(n), s) = ζ(s + n) where ζ is the Riemann
ζ-function. Furthermore L∞(Q(n), s) = ΓR(s+ n) where ΓR(s) = L∞(Q, s) = π−s/2Γ(s/2),
ϵ(Q(n), s) = 1 and Conjecture 1.2 for Λ(Q(n), s) is the functional equation for ζ(s).

For any integer n ≥ 0, TS,⊗n defines an object of PMS
Q where S is any set of primes

containing those dividing (n+ 1)!; note also that Q⊗ TS,⊗n ∼= Q(−n)S.

For any number field F ⊂ Q̄ let MF denote the premotivic structure MF of weight zero
defined by H0(SpecF ), called the Dedekind premotivic structure of F . To give an explicit
description, let S denote the set of primes dividing D = Disc(F/Q). We let

• MF,B = ZIF with the natural action of GR, and MF,B = Q ⊗MF,B = QIF . (Recall
that we identified IF with the set of embeddings F → C via the chosen embedding
Q̄→ C, so for α : IF → Z and σ ∈ GR, we define σα by τ 7→ α(σ−1 ◦ τ)).
• MF,dR = OF [1/D] with Fil0MF,dR = MF,dR and Fil1MF,dR = 0, and MF,dR =
Q⊗MF,dR = F .

• MF,ℓ = Zℓ⊗MF,B = ZIF
ℓ with the natural action of GQ, and MF,ℓ = Q⊗MF,ℓ = QIF

ℓ

(so for α : IF → Zℓ, σ ∈ GQ and τ : F → Q̄, we have (σα)(τ) = α(σ−1 ◦ τ)).
• MF,ℓ-crys = Zℓ ⊗MF,dR = Zℓ ⊗ OF for ℓ ̸∈ S, with the same filtration as MF,dR and
with ϕ0 = ϕℓ.
• Identifying C⊗MF,B with CIF , I∞ is defined by I∞(1⊗ x)(τ) = τ(x).
• IℓB is the identity map.
• IℓdR is the identity map for ℓ ̸∈ S.
• Identifying BdR,ℓ⊗MF,ℓ with B

IF
dR,ℓ and IF with the set of embeddings of F in BdR,ℓ

via the chosen embedding Q̄→ Q̄p, I
ℓ, is defined by Iℓ(1⊗ x)(τ) = τ(x). For ℓ ̸∈ S,

this is induced by an isomorphism V(MF,ℓ-crys)→MF,ℓ which we also denote Iℓ.
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The above data defines objectsMF of PMS
Q andMF of PMQ with Q⊗MF =MS

F . One finds
thatMF has good reduction at all primes p not dividing D, is L-admissible everywhere, and
L(MF , s) = ζF (s) where ζF is the ζ-function of F . Furthermore c(MF ) = D, ϵ(MF ) = D1/2

and L∞(MF , s) = ΓR(s)
r1ΓC(s)

r2 where r1 (resp. r2) is the number of real (resp. complex)
embeddings of F , ΓR was defined above and ΓC = 2 · (2π)−sΓ(s). Conjecture 1.2 is known
for Λ(MF , s) (see [La2, Ch. XIII] for example).

Note that if F is Galois over Q, then there is a natural action of G = Gal(F/Q) on MF

defined as follows: For α ∈ MF,B, g ∈ G and τ ∈ IF , we define gα by τ 7→ α(τ ◦ g). The
action on MF,ℓ is defined similarly. The action on MF,dR = OF [1/D] is the obvious one, as
is the action on MF,ℓ-crys. One checks that the action respects all the additional structure,

and so defines an action on MF as an object in PMS
Q. We similarly have an action of G on

MF ∈ PMQ.

Suppose that we are given a character ψ : Ẑ× → K×. We regard ψ also as a character
of A× and GQ via the isomorphisms Ẑ× ∼= A×/R×>0Q× ∼= Gab

Q , where the first isomorphism

is induced by the natural inclusion Ẑ× → A× and the second is given by class field theory.
(Our convention is that a uniformizer in Q×p maps to Frobp in the Galois group of any
abelian extension of Q unramified at p.)

Suppose we are given an embedding of a number field F → Q̄ such that ψ is trivial
on the image of GF in GQ. We can then regard ψ as a character of G = Gal(F/Q) and
define the Dirichlet premotivic structure Mψ as (V ⊗MF )

G where V = K with G acting by
ψ. One can check that the construction is independent of the choice of F and embedding
F → Q̄ as above. To describe Mψ explicitly, we choose F = Q(e2πi/N) ⊂ C where ψ has
conductor N . We let τ0 : F → Q̄ denote the embedding compatible with our fixed Q̄→ C,
and we regard ψ as a Dirichlet character via the canonical isomorphism (Z/NZ)× ∼= G. Let
S denote the set of primes in K lying over those dividing N and define an object Mψ of

PMS
K by (V⊗MF )

G where V = OS
K with G acting by ψ. We then have:

• Mψ,B is the OK-submodule of OIF
K spanned by the map bB defined by τ0◦g 7→ ψ−1(g),

where τ0 is the inclusion of F in Q̄;

• Mψ,dR is the O = OK [1/N ]-submodule of OK⊗OF [1/N ] spanned by bdR =
∑
a

ψ(a)⊗

e2πia/N , where a runs over (Z/NZ)× with Fil1Mψ,dR = 0 and Fil0Mψ,dR = Mψ,dR;
• Mψ,λ = Oλ ⊗OK Mψ,B with GQ acting via ψ;
• for λ ̸ |N , Mψ,λ-crys = Oλ ⊗OK Mψ,dR with the same filtration as Mψ,dR and ϕ0 =
ψ−1(ℓ).

The comparison isomorphisms are induced from those of MF . Similarly, we get the object
Mψ of PMK by setting Mψ,? = Q ⊗Mψ,? with comparison isomorphisms induced from
those of MF . In particular, we have I∞(1⊗ bdR) = Gψ(1⊗ bB) where Gψ is the Gauss sum∑
a

e2πia/N ⊗ ψ(a) in C⊗K.

We have that Q ⊗Mψ
∼= MS

ψ , Mψ has good reduction at all primes not dividing the
conductor of ψ and is L-admissible everywhere, and L(Mψ, s) is the Dirichlet L-function
L(ψ−1, s). Moreover, Conjecture 1.2 is known for Λ(Mψ, s) and one has c(Mψ) = N ,
ϵ(Mψ) = i−ηGψ−1 and L∞(Mψ, s) = ΓR(s+ η), where ψ(−1) = (−1)η, η ∈ {0, 1} (see [Wa,
Ch. 4] for example).
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2. Premotivic structures for modular forms

In this section we review the construction of premotivic structures associated to the space
of modular forms of weight k and level N . More precisely, if k ≥ 2 and N ≥ 3, we construct
objects of PMS

Q whose de Rham realization contains the space of such forms, where S = SN
is the set of primes dividing Nk!.

2.1. Level N modular curves. Let k and N be integers with k ≥ 2 and N ≥ 3. Let
T = SpecZ[1/Nk!], and consider the functor which associates to a T -scheme T ′ the set
of isomorphism classes of generalized elliptic curves over T ′ with level N structure [D-R,
IV.6.6]. By [D-R, IV.6.7], the functor is represented by a smooth, proper curve over T .
We denote this curve by X̄, and we let s̄ : Ē → X̄ denote the universal generalized elliptic
curve with level N structure. We let X denote the open subscheme of X̄ over which Ē is
smooth. Then X is the complement of a reduced divisor, called the cuspidal divisor, which
we denote by X∞. We let E = s̄−1X, s = s̄|E and E∞ = Ē ×X̄ X∞. Using the arguments
of [D-R, VII.2.4], one can check that Ē is smooth over T and E∞ is a reduced divisor with
strict normal crossings (in the sense of [G-M, 1.8] as well as [SGA1, XIII.2.1]).

Let us also recall the standard description of

s̄an : Ēan → X̄an,

where we use an to denote the associated complex analytic space. We let

XN =
∐

t∈(Z/NZ)×
XN,t,

where for each t, XN,t denotes a copy of Γ(N)\H, the quotient of the complex upper half-
plane H, by the principal congruence subgroup Γ(N) of SL2(Z). Similarly we let

X̄N =
∐

t∈(Z/NZ)×
X̄N,t,

where X̄N,t is the compactification of XN,t obtained by adjoining the cusps. We write X̄alg
N

for the corresponding algebraic curve over C.
For each t, we define the complex analytic surface EN,t to be a copy of the quotient

Γ(N)\((H× C)/(Z× Z)),

where (m,n) ∈ Z×Z acts on H×C via (τ, z) 7→ (τ, z+mτ +n), and γ =
(
a b
c d

)
∈ Γ(N)

acts by sending the class of (τ, z) to that of (γ(τ), (cτ+d)−1z). We can regard EN =
∐
EN,t

as a complex analytic family of elliptic curves over XN . We can then extend EN to a family
ĒN of generalized elliptic curves over X̄N using analytic Tate curves, as in [D-R, VII.4].
More precisely, for α > 0, we let Dα denote the disk in D[q1/N ] defined by |q| < e−2πα

and let D0
α denote the corresponding punctured disk. Then over a punctured neighborhood

around each cusp in X̄N , we have an isomorphism between EN and the N -sided analytic
Tate curve Ean

q over D0
1, and we define ĒN by gluing N -sided analytic Tate curves over D1

to EN . For each a, we define a level N -structure on EN,t by the pair of sections XN,t → EN,t
induced by τ 7→ (τ, τ/N) and τ 7→ (τ, t/N). The resulting level N -structure on EN in fact
extends to ĒN .

Using for example [Ha, App. B, 3.4], one checks that ĒN is algebraic, so ĒN → X̄N is

the analytification of a generalized elliptic curve Ēalg
N → X̄alg

N . One can check the resulting
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morphism X̄alg
N → X̄C induces a bijection XN → X(C), and since both are smooth, proper

algebraic curves over C, the map is an isomorphism. The analytification of the universal
generalized elliptic curve with level N -structure is therefore isomorphic to ĒN → X̄N with
the level N -structure defined above.

2.2. Realizations of level N modular forms. To construct the Betti realization, define
FB as the locally constant sheaf R1san∗ Z on Xan. The stalk of FB at a point x = Γ(N)τ ∈
XN,t can be canonically identified with H1(Ean

x ,Z) ∼= Hom(Λτ ,Z) where Λτ = Zτ ⊕ Z.
Let FkB = Symk−2

Z FB, MB = H1(Xan,FkB), and Mc,B = H1
c (X

an,FkB). Note that if ℓ is a
prime greater than k − 2, then multiplication by ℓ is injective on FkB. Since H0

c (X
an,Fℓ ⊗

FkB) = 0, we see that Mc,B has no ℓ-torsion if ℓ > k − 2. If k = 2, then the map

H0(Xan,FkB)→ H0(Xan,Fℓ ⊗ FkB)

is surjective, and if k > 2 and ℓ does not divide N(k − 2)!, then this last group vanishes.
We conclude that MB has no ℓ-torsion if k = 2 or ℓ does not divide N(k − 2)!.
If FE is complex conjugation on Ean and FX is complex conjugation on Xan, then the

commutative diagram

Ean FE−−−→ Ean

san

y ysan
Xan FX−−−→ Xan

gives an isomorphism

F ∗XFB = F ∗XR
1san∗ Z→ R1san∗ F

∗
EZ = FB,

and this induces an isomorphism F ∗XF
k
B → FkB. The action of complex conjugation in GR

on MB is defined as the composite

H1(Xan,FkB)
F ∗
X−→ H1(Xan, F ∗XF

k
B)→ H1(Xan,FkB),

and the action on Mc,B is defined similarly. We let MB = Q⊗MB and Mc,B = Q⊗Mc,B.
For any finite prime ℓ, we let Fℓ denote the ℓ-adic sheaf R1s∗Zℓ on X. This is a lisse

ℓ-adic sheaf whose stalk at a geometric point x̄ : Spec k̄ → X can be canonically identified
with H1(Ex̄,Zℓ) ∼= Hom(Ex̄[ℓ

∞],Qℓ/Zℓ).
Let Fkℓ = Symk−2

Zℓ Fℓ, Mℓ = H1(XQ̄,F
k
ℓ ) and Mc,ℓ = H1

c (XQ̄,F
k
ℓ ). Then GQ acts on on Mℓ

and Mc,ℓ by transport of structure. We let Mℓ = Q⊗Mℓ and Mc,ℓ = Q⊗Mc,ℓ.
The comparison theorem between Betti and ℓ-adic cohomology shows that R1san∗ Zℓ is

canonically isomorphic to the sheaf on Xan associated to the ℓ-adic sheaf R1s∗Zℓ on XC
(see Theorem. I.11.6 and p. 130 of [F-K]). Identifying x ∈ Xan with a geometric point
SpecC → X, the isomorphism on the corresponding stalks is the canonical one between
Hom(Ex[ℓ

∞],Qℓ/Zℓ) and H1(Ex,Zℓ).
Taking symmetric powers and applying the comparison theorem again gives isomorphisms

Zℓ ⊗MB
∼= Mℓ and Zℓ ⊗Mc,B

∼= Mc,ℓ

respecting the action of GR.
The construction of the de Rham realizations is similar to the one given in [Scho1]

except we use the language of log schemes [Kato1]. We let NE denote the log structure on
Ē associated to E∞, and let NX denote the log structure associated to X∞ [Kato1, 1.5].



15

By [Kato1, 3.5], the morphisms (Ē,NE) → (X̄,NX) and (X̄,NX) → (T,O∗T ) are smooth,
so by [Kato1, 3.12], we have an exact sequence of coherent locally free OĒ-modules

(2) 0→ s̄∗ω1
X̄/T → ω1

Ē/T → ω1
Ē/X̄ → 0,

where ω1 denotes the sheaf of logarithmic relative differentials defined in [Kato1, 1.7]. The
sheaves ω1

X̄/T
and ω1

Ē/X̄
are invertible, and can be identified, respectively, with Ω1

X̄/T
(X∞)

and the sheaf of regular differentials for s̄ (denoted ωĒ/X̄ in [D-R, I.2.1]).

Define FdR as the locally free sheaf R1s̄∗ω
•
Ē/X̄

of OX̄-modules on X̄, where ω•
Ē/X̄

is the

complex d : OĒ → ω1
Ē/X̄

. This has a decreasing filtration with Fil2 FdR = 0, Fil1 FdR =

s̄∗ω
1
Ē/X̄

, and Fil0 FdR = FdR. We denote Fil1 FdR simply as ω. The sheaf ω is invertible

and can be identified with e∗Ω1
Ē/X̄

where e : X̄ → Ē is the zero section. We also have a

canonical isomorphism gr0FdR
∼= R1s̄∗OĒ

∼= ω−1 given by Grothendieck-Serre duality. The
fiber x∗FdR of FdR at a point x : Spec k → X̄ can be identified with H1(Ēx, ω

•
Ēx/k

) where

ω•
Ēx/k

is the complex d : OĒx → ω1
Ēx/k

and ω1
Ēx/k

is the sheaf of regular differentials on Ēx.

The fiber of Fil1 FdR is then identified withH0(Ēx, ω
1
Ēx/k

) ∼= e∗xΩ
1
Ēx/k

where ex : Spec k → Ēx

is the zero section, and that of gr0FdR is identified with H1(Ēx,OĒx).

We define FkdR as the filtered sheaf of OX̄-modules Symk−2
OX̄

FdR, and we let Fkc,dR =

FkdR(−X∞).
The exact sequence (2) gives rise to an exact sequence of complexes

(3) 0→ ω•Ē/X̄ ⊗OĒ
s̄∗ω1

X̄/T → ω•Ē/T → ω•Ē/X̄ → 0,

where s̄∗ω1
X̄/T

has degree 1, and ω•
Ē/T

denotes the complex ∧•OĒω
1
Ē/T

[Kato1, 1.9]. From

the long exact sequence for Ris̄∗ and the projection formula, we obtain the (logarithmic)
Gauss-Manin connection

∇ : FdR → FdR ⊗OX̄
ω1
X̄/T .

This induces logarithmic connections on FkdR and Fkc,dR satisfying Griffiths transversality.

We setMdR = H1(X̄, ω•(FkdR)) andMc,dR = H1(X̄, ω•(Fkc,dR)), where we write ω
•(G) for the

complex associated to the module G with its connection. The filtrations on MdR and Mc,dR

are defined by those on FkdR and Fkc,dR. We let MdR = Q⊗MdR and Mc,dR = Q⊗Mc,dR.
Recall that the composite

ω → FdR
∇→ FdR ⊗OX̄

ω1
X̄/T → ω−1 ⊗OX̄

ω1
X̄/T

is an isomorphism (the Kodaira-Spencer isomorphism, [D-R, VI.4.5.2]). Hence ω2 ∼= ω1
X̄/T

,

and one deduces that

griMdR
∼=


H0(X̄, ωk−2 ⊗ ω1

X̄/T
), if i = k − 1;

H1(X̄, ω2−k), if i = 0;
0, otherwise.

Similarly one finds

griMc,dR
∼=


H0(X̄, ωk−2 ⊗ Ω1

X̄/T
), if i = k − 1;

H1(X̄, ω2−k(−X∞)), if i = 0;
0, otherwise.

In particular, it follows that MdR and Mc,dR are torsion-free.
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For lack of a reference, we now sketch the construction of the comparison isomorphism
I∞.

For Ȳ = X̄ or Ē, let hȲ denote the canonical morphism Ȳ an → Ȳ of ringed spaces, let
ω1
Ȳ an denote h∗

Ȳ
ω1
Ȳ /S

, and let ω•
Ȳ an denote the complex ∧•OȲ an

ω1
Ȳ an . We also consider the

complex

ω•Ēan/X̄an = ∧•OĒan
ω1
Ēan/X̄an ,

where ω1
Ēan/X̄an denotes h∗

Ē
ω1
Ē/X̄

.

We let

Fan
dR = R1s̄an∗ ω

•
Ēan/X̄an ,

F
an,k
dR = Symk−2

OX̄an
Fan
dR and F

an,k
c,dR = F

an,k
dR (−X∞,an). These are locally free sheaves of OX̄an-

modules, and the fiber C⊗Oan
X̄,x

Fan
dR,x of Fan

dR at a point x ∈ Xan can be identified with the

analytic de Rham cohomology H1(Ean
x ,Ω

•
Ean
x
) of Ean

x . By (2) we have an exact sequence

0→ s̄an,∗ω1
X̄an → ω1

Ēan → ω1
Ēan/X̄an → 0,

and a construction like the one in the de Rham realization gives logarithmic connections

G→ G⊗OX̄an ω
1
X̄an

and complexes ω•(G) for G = F
an,k
dR and F

an,k
c,dR. We let Man

dR = H1(X̄an, ω•(Fan,k
dR )) and

Man
c,dR = H1(X̄an, ω•(Fan,k

dR,c)).
Now we compare Man

dR with C⊗MdR, and M
an
c,dR with C⊗Mc,dR. The natural map

h−1
Ē
ω•Ē/X̄ → ω•Ēan/X̄an

is compatible with differentiation, and so gives rise to an h−1
X̄
OX̄-linear map

h−1
X̄
FdR → R1s̄an∗ h

−1
Ē
ω•Ē/X̄ → Fan

dR.

This map is compatible with connections and induces an isomorphism

h∗X̄FdR → Fan
dR

which on the fiber at x ∈ X(C) = Xan becomes the isomorphism between the algebraic
de Rham cohomology of Ex and the analytic de Rham cohomology of Ean

x provided by
GAGA [Se]. From this one obtains h−1

X̄
OX̄-linear maps

h−1
X̄
FkdR → F

k,an
dR , and h−1

X̄
Fkc,dR → F

k,an
c,dR

compatible with connections and inducing isomorphisms on replacing h−1
X̄

with h∗
X̄
. We

thus obtain maps

MdR → H1(X̄an, h−1
X̄
ω•(FkdR)) → Man

dR and
Mc,dR → H1(X̄an, h−1

X̄
ω•(Fkc,dR)) → Man

c,dR.

Applying GAGA [Se] again, we find that these induce isomorphisms

C⊗MdR
∼= Man

dR and C⊗Mc,dR
∼= Man

c,dR.

Now we compare Man
dR with C⊗MB and Man

c,dR with C⊗Mc,dR. By the Poincaré Lemma,
we have the resolution

C→ Ω•Ean
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of the constant sheaf C on Ean. We thus obtain an isomorphism

C⊗ FB ∼= R1san∗ C ∼= R1san∗ Ω
•
Ean .

Applying R•san∗ to the exact sequence

0→ Ω•Ean/Xan ⊗OEan s
an,∗Ω1

Xan → Ω•Ean → Ω•Ean/Xan → 0

we obtain an exact sequence

OXan → Ω1
Xan → R1san∗ Ω

•
Ean → G→ G⊗OXan Ω

1
Xan ,

where G is the restriction of Fan
dR to Xan. The first map (differentiation) is surjective, as

is the last map (the Gauss-Manin connection) by the local solvability of linear systems of
differential equations. We thus obtain an exact sequence

(4) 0→ C⊗ FB → G→ G⊗OXan Ω
1
Xan → 0.

Composing the first map on the stalk at x ∈ Xan with the map arising from the evaluation
homomorphism OXan,x → C, we obtain the isomorphism H1(Ean

x ,C) ∼= H1(Ean
x ,Ω

•
Ean
x
) given

by the Poincaré lemma for Ean
x .

Writing Gk for the restriction of Fk,andR to Xan, we get a sequence

(5) 0→ C⊗ FkB → Gk → Gk ⊗OXan Ω
1
Xan → 0

whose exactness follows from the local existence and uniqueness of solutions with initial
conditions. Extending the connection on Gk to our logarithmic connection on F

k,an
c,dR and

letting j denote the inclusion of Xan in X̄an, we claim that

0→ C⊗ j!FkB → F
k,an
c,dR → F

k,an
c,dR ⊗OX̄an ω

1
X̄an → 0

is exact. This amounts to the following:

Lemma 2.1. The connection

F
k,an
c,dR → F

k,an
c,dR ⊗OX̄an ω

1
X̄an

defines an isomorphism on stalks at the cusps.

Proof. Over a neighborhood of each cusp in X̄an, Ēan is isomorphic to the N -sided analytic
Tate curve Ean

q over D1. We claim that there is an isomorphism between the pull-back of

F
k,an
dR to D1 and Ok−1

D1
such that the corresponding connection on Ok−1

D1
is given by ∇(f) =

(A(t)f + tf ′)
dt

t
where A(t) ∈Mk−1(OD1) is such that A(0) is nilpotent. Indeed this follows

from the case k = 3 which follows from the calculation in Appendix 1.3 of [Katz2] for the
1-sided Tate curve.

Now observe that the desired bijectivity follows from the local existence of a unique
solution of the differential equation (A(t) + I)f + tf ′ = g for any g ∈ Ok−1

D1
, which is

guaranteed by the fact that A(0) + I has no nonpositive integer eigenvalues. □

We can now conclude that C ⊗ Mc,B
∼= H1(X̄an,C ⊗ j!F

k
B) is isomorphic to Man

c,dR
∼=

C⊗Mc,dR.
To define I∞ for MB, note that we have a restriction map

C⊗MdR
∼= Man

dR → H1(Xan, ω•(Gk)) ∼= C⊗MB.

We postpone until §2.4 the proof that it is an isomorphism. It is straightforward to check
that the maps respect the action of GR.
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Before defining the crystalline realization and comparison isomorphisms, we review Falt-
ings’ generalization of the theory of Fontaine and Laffaille (see [Fa]).

Suppose that Ȳ is a smooth, proper scheme over SpecZℓ with a relative divisor D with
strict normal crossings, and let Y = Ȳ −D. For each integer a with 0 ≤ a ≤ ℓ− 2, Faltings
defines a category MF∇[0,a](Y ) and a fully faithful contravariant functor D to the category of
finite locally constant étale sheaves on YQℓ ([Fa, Thm. 2.6∗]). We write V for the covariant
functor defined by

V(A) = D(A)∗ = Hom(D(A),Qℓ/Zℓ).
In the case of Y = Ȳ = SpecOF where F is an unramified extension of Qℓ, Faltings’
category can be identified with the full subcategory of MF0

tor(OF ) whose objects A satisfy
Fila+1A = 0. Furthermore, identifying the category of étale sheaves on SpecF with that
of continuous GF -modules, one finds that the functor D agrees with US (see [Fo3, 3.8]).
We let OY,crys denote the inverse system inMF∇[0,0](Y ) (indexed by integers n ≥ 1) defined

by reduction mod ℓn of the following data:

• the structure sheaf OȲ ;
• the logarithmic connection d : OȲ → ω1

Ȳ /Zℓ
;

• an affine covering {SpecAα} of Ȳ with arithmetic Frobenius-lifts ϕα of Aα as in [Fa,
§2i].

Then V(OY,crys) is canonically identified with the constant ℓ-adic sheaf Zℓ on Y .
Assuming ℓ does not divide 2N and applying [Fa, Thm. 6.2] to the morphism s̄, we

obtain a canonical isomorphism

V(Fℓ-crys) ∼= Fℓ,

where Fℓ-crys is the inverse system in MF∇[0,1](XZℓ) defined by reduction mod ℓn of FdR

with its filtration, logarithmic Gauss-Manin connection and locally defined Frobenius maps
whose precise description we shall not need. For x : SpecOF → X with F an unramified
extension of Qℓ, we can identify x∗Fℓ-crys with the object H1

crys(Ex,OEx,crys) of MF[0,1](OF ).

Furthermore V(x∗Fℓ-crys) is canonically identified with the stalk of V(Fℓ-crys) at x̄ : F̄ → X
and the isomorphism V(Fℓ-crys) ∼= Fℓ on the stalk is the one between H1

crys(Ex,OEx,ℓ-crys)

and H1(Ex̄,Zℓ) provided by [Fa, Thm. 5.3].
Using the results in [Fa, IIh)], one finds that the functor V respects tensor products. So

assuming further that ℓ > k − 1, we obtain a canonical isomorphism

V(Fkℓ-crys) ∼= Fkℓ ,

where Fkℓ-crys is the inverse system in MF∇[0,k−2](XZℓ) defined by Symk−2
OȲ

Fℓ-crys. If ℓ > k, we
obtain an object

Mℓ-crys = H1
crys(XZℓ ,F

k
ℓ-crys)

of MF0 whose underlying filtered module is isomorphic to Zℓ ⊗MdR, and so we have the
comparison IℓdR. Furthermore we conclude from [Fa, Thm. 5.3] that there is a canonical
isomorphism

Iℓ : V(Mℓ-crys) ∼= Mℓ.

For such primes, we similarly obtain an isomorphism

Iℓ : V(Mc,ℓ-crys) ∼= Mc,ℓ

where Mc,ℓ-crys has underlying filtered module Mc,dR.
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2.3. Level N modular forms. We recall the relation between MdR and the space of
modular forms of weight k with respect to Γ(N).

Let L denote the line bundle ωk−2 ⊗ ω1
X̄/S

on X̄. Then we have

C⊗ Filk−1MdR
∼= H0(X̄an,Lan) ∼=

⊕
t∈(Z/NZ)×

H0(X̄N,t, i
∗
tL

an),

where

Lan =
(
ean,∗Ω1

Ēan/X̄an

)k−2
⊗OX̄an Ω

1
X̄an(−X∞,an)

and it is the inclusion X̄N,t → X̄ defined in §2.1. For each t, we have the natural projection
πt : H→ X̄N,t giving an inclusion

H0(X̄N,t, i
∗
tL

an)→ H0(H, π∗t i
∗
tL

an)

whose image is precisely the space of sections of the form

f(τ)(2πi)k−1(dz)⊗(k−2) ⊗ dτ
with f(τ) in Mk(Γ(N)), the space of modular forms of weight k with respect to Γ(N). We
thus obtain an isomorphism

C⊗ Filk−1MdR
∼=

⊕
t∈(Z/NZ)×

Mk(Γ(N)).

Note that we have chosen our normalization so that if f(τ) = g(e2πiτ/N) is in Mk(Γ(N)),
then the restriction of the corresponding element of H0(X̄N,t, i

∗
tL

an) to H0(D1, j
∗
t i
∗
tL

an) is

g(q1/N)ω⊗(k−2)can ⊗ dq

q
,

where jt : D1 → X̄N,t is the inclusion of a disk around the cusp ∞ used in §2.1.
By the q-expansion principle [D-R, VII.3.9,VII.3.13], the map

C⊗ Filk−1MdR
∼=

⊕
t∈(Z/NZ)×

Mk(Γ(N))→
⊕

t∈(Z/NZ)×
C[[q1/N ]],

where the second map is given by sending f(τ) to g(q1/N), gives rise to a pullback diagram

(6)

Filk−1MdR −−−→ C⊗ Filk−1MdR

∼=−−−→
⊕

t∈(Z/NZ)× Mk(Γ(N))y y y
R[[q1/N ]] −−−→ (R⊗ C)[[q1/N ]]

∼=−−−→
⊕

t∈(Z/NZ)× C[[q1/N ]]

whereR = Z[1/Nk!, µN ]. Here the bottom right isomorphism is induced by the isomorphism
R⊗C→ ⊕tC defined by (e2πit/N)t and commutativity of the right square follows from [D-R,
VII.4.7].

Similarly one obtains an isomorphism

C⊗ Filk−1Mc,dR
∼=

⊕
t∈(Z/NZ)×

Sk(Γ(N)),

where Sk(Γ(N)) is the space of cusp forms of weight k with respect to Γ(N). The q-
expansion principle identifies Filk−1Mc,dR as the subset of

⊕
t∈(Z/NZ)× Sk(Γ(N)) whose q-

expansion at ∞ has coefficients in R.
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2.4. Pairings. We shall use Poincaré duality to construct perfect pairings Mc,? ⊗M? →
Q(1−k)? for ? = B, dR and ℓ ∤ Nk!, compatible with the comparison isomorphisms. These
pairings arise from a duality morphism Mc → Hom(M,T⊗(k−1)).

We begin with the pairing on Betti realizations. The cup product defines a morphism

FB ⊗ FB → R2san∗ Z ∼= (2πi)−1Z
inducing an isomorphism

FB → Hom(FB, (2πi)
−1Z)

of sheaves on Xan. We then consider the morphism

FkB ⊗ FkB → (2πi)2−kZ
defined on sections by

(7) x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xk−2 ⊗ y1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ yk−2 7→
∑

σ∈Σk−2

k−2∏
i=1

xi ∪ yσ(i),

where Σk−2 is the symmetric group on {1, . . . , k − 2}. The resulting map on cohomology,
preceded by the cup product and followed by the trace, yields a pairing

Mc,B ⊗MB → H2
c (X

an,FkB ⊗ FkB)→ H2
c (X

an, (2πi)2−kZ)→ (2πi)1−kZ = T
⊗(k−1)
B ,

respecting the action of GR. After tensoring with Z[1/(k − 2)!], we have that Mc,B is
torsion-free and

FkB → Hom(FkB, (2πi)
2−kZ)

becomes an isomorphism, and it follows that

δLB : Mc,B → Hom(MB,T
⊗(k−1)
B )

also becomes an isomorphism.
The pairing on ℓ-adic realizations is constructed similarly. In particular we have mor-

phisms

Fkℓ → Hom(Fkℓ ,Zℓ(2− k)) and δLℓ : Mc,ℓ → Hom(Mℓ,T
⊗(k−1)
ℓ )

which are isomorphisms if ℓ > k − 2, or for any ℓ after tensoring with Qℓ.
To define the pairing on de Rham realizations, we begin with the cup product

R1s̄∗ω
•
Ē/X̄ ⊗OX̄

R1s̄∗ω
•
Ē/X̄ → R2s̄∗

(
ω•Ē/X̄ ⊗s̄−1OX̄

ω•Ē/X̄

)
.

Combining this with the morphism induced by the wedge product on ω•
Ē/X̄

, we obtain a

morphism
FdR ⊗OX̄

FdR → R2s̄∗ω
•
Ē/X̄
∼= R1s̄∗ω

reg

Ē/X̄
[−1] ∼= OX̄ [−1]

respecting filtrations and connections. On graded pieces, the morphism

(8) FdR → HomOX̄
(FdR,OX̄ [−1])

coincides with the isomorphism given by Grothendieck-Serre duality. Using the same for-
mula on sections as for the Betti realization, we obtain a pairing

FkdR ⊗OX̄
FkdR → OX̄ [2− k]

respecting filtrations and connections and inducing an isomorphism

FkdR → HomOX̄
(FkdR,OX̄ [2− k]).
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The pairing on FkdR gives rise to a morphism of filtered complexes

ω•(Fkc,dR)⊗ ω•(FkdR)→ ω•(Fkc,dR ⊗OX̄
FkdR)→ ω•(IX∞)[2− k].

Composing the resulting map on cohomology with the cup product, we obtain

Mc,dR ⊗MdR → H2(X̄, ω•(Fkc,dR)⊗ ω•(FkdR))→ H2(X̄, ω•(IX∞)[2− k]).

Since differentiation induces the zero map H1(X̄, IX∞)→ H1(X̄,Ω1
X̄/S

), we conclude that

H2(X̄, ω•(IX∞)[2− k]) ∼= H1(X̄,Ω1
X̄/S)[1− k].

Composing with the trace map, we obtain a pairing

Mc,dR ⊗MdR → H1(X̄,Ω1
X̄/T )[1− k]→ T

S,⊗(k−1)
dR ,

respecting filtrations and inducing an isomorphism

δLdR : Mc,dR → Hom(MdR,T
S,⊗(k−1)
dR ).

Finally, for ℓ ̸∈ S, one checks that (8), pulled back to X̄Zℓ , arises from an isomorphism

(9) Fℓ-crys → Ftℓ-crys = HomOX̄Zℓ
(Fℓ-crys,OX̄Zℓ

[−1])

in the category MF∇[0,1](XZℓ), giving an isomorphism

Fkℓ-crys → HomX̄Zℓ
(Fkℓ-crys,OX̄Zℓ

[2− k])

in MF∇[0,k−1] and ultimately an isomorphism

δLℓ-crys : Mc,ℓ-crys →Mt
ℓ-crys = HomZℓ(Mℓ-crys,T

⊗(k−1)
ℓ-crys ).

Now one has to check that the pairings respect the comparison isomorphisms. This is
straightforward for the maps IℓB, I

∞ and IℓdR using the compatibility of the comparison
isomorphisms with cup products and Poincaré duality. We find that the same holds for Iℓ

for ℓ ∤ Nk!, but we must take some care with the integral formulation since the filtration
length of Mc,ℓ-crys ⊗Mℓ-crys is 2(k − 1), which may be greater than ℓ − 2. We proceed as
follows. The isomorphism (9) is compatible with Fℓ → Ftℓ = HomZℓ(Fℓ,Zℓ(−1)) in the
sense that the diagram

V(Fℓ-crys) → V(Ftℓ-crys)
↓ ↓
Fℓ → Ftℓ

commutes, where the vertical arrows are given by Faltings’ comparison isomorphisms (and
on the right, we are also using the canonical isomorphism between V(Ftℓ-crys) and V(Fℓ-crys)t
given by the discussion in [Fa, IIh)]). We deduce a similar compatibility for the dualities
on Fkλ-crys and Fkℓ , and eventually a commutative diagram

V(Mc,ℓ-crys) → V(Mt
ℓ-crys)

↓ ↓
Mc,ℓ → Mt

ℓ,

where Mt
ℓ = HomZℓ(Mℓ,T

⊗(k−1)
ℓ ).

Recall that we have shown C ⊗Mc,B → C ⊗Mc,dR is an isomorphism. The same now
follows for C⊗MB → C⊗MdR from the perfectness of the pairings and their compatibility
with these comparisons. We use their inverses to define the comparison isomorphisms I∞.
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Finally, we need the relation with the Petersson inner product. Recall that the Petersson
inner product for g ∈ Sk(Γ(N)), h ∈Mk(Γ(N)) is defined by

(g, h)Γ(N) = (−2i)−1
∫
Γ(N)\H

g(τ)h(τ)(Imτ)k−2dτ ∧ dτ̄ .

For ? = B, dR or ℓ, g ∈ Mc,? and h ∈ M?, we write (g, h)? for the image of g ⊗ h in

Q(1 − k)?. For g ∈ C ⊗ Filk−1Mc,dR and t ∈ (Z/NZ)×, write gt for the image of g in the
corresponding component of Sk(Γ(N)), and similarly for MdR and Mk(Γ(N)).

Lemma 2.2. If g ∈ C⊗ Filk−1Mc,dR and h ∈ C⊗ Filk−1MdR, then we have

(g, (I∞)−1(F∞ ⊗ 1)I∞h)dR = (k − 2)!(4π)k−1
∑

t∈(Z/NZ)×
(gt, ht)Γ(N) ⊗ ιk−1

in C⊗Q(1− k)dR.

Proof. Let ω̄•
Ēan/X̄an denote the complex FĒ,∗ω

•
Ēan/X̄an , and let F̄an

dR denote the sheaf FX̄,∗F
an
dR
∼=

R1s∗ω̄
•
Ean/Xan of modules over ŌX̄an = FX̄,∗OX̄an . We then have an antiholomorphic reso-

lution of C ⊗ FkB analogous to (5), and complex conjugation of functions gives rise to an
isomorphism ω•

Ēan/X̄an
∼= ω̄•

Ēan/X̄an , which induces an isomorphism

ω•(Fk,andR ) ∼= ω̄•(F̄k,andR ) = FX̄,∗ω
•(Fk,andR )

compatible with F∞ ⊗ 1 on C⊗ FB.
Recall that g corresponds to the class in H1(X̄an, ω•(Fk,anc,dR)) that arises from the section

of H0(X̄,C1
X̄
⊗OX̄an F

k,an
c,dR) whose pull-back by πt : H→ XN,t is defined by

τ 7→ 2πigt(τ)dτ ⊗ π∗tω⊗(k−2)can .

Here Cn is the sheaf of smooth C-valued n-forms and ωcan is the canonical section of Fan
dR

(i.e., dx/x on the Tate curve Gm/q
Z). Similarly (I∞)−1(F∞⊗ 1)I∞h arise from the section

of H0(X̄,C1
X̄
⊗ŌX̄an

F̄
k,an
dR ) whose pull-back is

τ 7→ −2πih̄t(τ)d(τ̄)⊗ π∗t (ω̄can)
⊗(k−2).

Note that ωcan and ω̄can both define sections of C0
X̄
⊗FB, and under the pairing FB⊗FB →

2πi−1Q (pulled back to H and tensored with C0
H), we have

ωcan ⊗ ω̄can 7→ (2πi)2(−2iImτ)⊗ (2πi)−1.

It follows that (g, (I∞)−1(F∞ ⊗ 1)I∞h)dR is given by the class in H2(X̄, ω•(IanX∞)[2 − k])
arising from the section of Γ(X̄,C2

X̄
[2− k]) whose pull-back by πt is defined by

τ 7→ (k − 2)!(2πi)kgt(τ)ht(τ)(−2iImτ)k−2dτ ∧ dτ̄ ⊗ ιk−2,

where the pairing on Symk−2 is defined in (7). Under the trace map to C ⊗ Q(1 − k)dR,
this goes to (k − 2)!(4π)k−1(gt, ht)Γ(N) ⊗ ιk−1. □
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2.5. Weight filtrations and summary. There is a natural map Mc,? → M? for each
realization respecting all of the data and comparison isomorphisms. To make M and Mc

premotivic structures, one checks that setting

WiM? =

 0, if i < k − 1;
im(Mc,? →M?), if k − 1 ≤ i < 2(k − 1);
M?, if 2(k − 1) ≤ i;

WiMc,? =

 0, if i < 0;
ker(Mc,? →M?), if 0 ≤ i < k − 1;
Mc,?, if k − 1 ≤ i.

defines weight filtrations. In each case, this amounts to the assertion that(
Filk−1 V

)
∩

(
(I∞)−1(F∞ ⊗ 1)I∞ Filk−1 V

)
= 0,

where V = Filk−1(C⊗Mc,dR) ∼= Filk−1Wk−1(C⊗MdR), and this is immediate from Lemma
2.2.

We can now regard M and Mc as objects of PM
S
Q, and M = Q⊗M and Mc = Q⊗Mc

as objects of PMS
Q, where S contains the set of primes dividing Nk!. We have also defined

a (left) duality morphism

δL : Mc → Hom(M,TS,⊗(k−1))

whose kernel and cokernel are torsion objects N satisfying Nℓ = 0 for ℓ > k− 2, and which
therefore induces an isomorphism Mc → Hom(M,Q(1 − k)S). Similarly we have a (right)
duality morphism δR = δRN : M → Hom(Mc,T

S,⊗(k−1)) whose kernel and cokernel satisfy
Nℓ = 0 for ℓ ∤ (k − 2)!. Moreover the resulting diagram

Mc
δL−−−→ Hom(M,TS,⊗(k−1))y y

M
δR−−−→ Hom(Mc,T

S,⊗(k−1))

is commutative, where the right-hand vertical arrow is induced by (−1)k−1 times the map
Mc →M.
We let Mtf denote the maximal torsion-free quotient of M (i.e., M/M[r] where r ∈ Z>0

is chosen to annihilate the the torsion in MB and M[r] denotes the kernel of multiplication
by r on M.) Finally, we let M! denote the premotivic structure im(Mc → Mtf) in PMS

Q,
pure of weight k−1. We letM! = Q⊗M!. From the commutative diagram above we obtain
morphisms

δL! : M! → Hom(M!,T
S,⊗(k−1)) and

δL! :M! → Hom(M!,Q(1− k)S)
of sign (−1)k−1. The first map is injective and the second is an isomorphism; moreover the
following lemma shows that the cokernel of the first map satisfies Cℓ = 0 unless k > 2 and
ℓ|N(k − 2)!.

Lemma 2.3. Let N denote the cokernel of Mc →M. Then N[ℓ] = 0 if k = 2 or ℓ does not
divide N(k − 2)!.

Proof. It suffices to prove the assertion for the Betti realization, and for this it suffices (by
[Br, II.17(2)], for example) to check that for any cusp and any α > 1, H1(D0

α, j
∗FkB) has
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no ℓ-torsion, where j is the inclusion D0
α → Xan in a punctured neighborhood of the cusp.

This amounts to the surjectivity of

H0(D0
α, j
∗FkB)→ H0(D0

α,Fℓ ⊗ j∗FkB),
which holds if k = 2 or ℓ does not divide N(k − 2)!. □

We now summarize main properties of the premotivic structures MN and MN for level
N modular forms.

Theorem 2.4. Fix integers N ≥ 3 and k ≥ 2. Let SN = {ℓ ∤ Nk!}.
(a) Let S ⊇ SN . Together with the induced comparison isomorphisms and weight filtra-

tions, MS
N , M

S
N,c and MS

N,! are in PMS
Q, and MS

N,c →MS
N,! →MS

N,tf are morphisms

in PMS
Q.

(b) Let S ⊇ SN . There are duality homomorphisms

δLN : MS
N,c → HomZ(M

S
N ,T

S,⊗(k−1))

and
δLN,! : M

S
N,! → HomZ(M

S
N,!,T

S,⊗(k−1))

in PMS
Q, giving rise to perfect pairings

( , ) :MS
N,c ⊗MS

N → Q(1− k)S

and
( , )! :M

S
N,! ⊗MS

N,! → Q(1− k)S

in PMS
Q.

3. The action of GL2(Af )

In this section we define the adelic action on premotivic structures associated to modular
forms.

3.1. Adelic modular forms. We recall the adelic definition of modular curves and forms.
Suppose that U is an open compact subgroup of GL2(Af ) where Af denotes the finite

adeles. Let U∞ denote the stabilizer of i in GL2(R), so U∞ = R× SO2(R). The analytic
modular curve XU of level U is defined as the quotient

GL2(Q)\GL2(A)/UU∞.
The analytic structure is characterized by requiring that if g is in GL2(Af ), then the map
H→ XU defined by γ(i)→ GL2(Q)gγUU∞, γ ∈ GL+

2 (R), is holomorphic.
A modular form of level U is a function ϕ : GL2(A)→ C such that

• if δ ∈ GL2(Q), x ∈ GL2(A), u ∈ U and v =
(
a b
c d

)
∈ U∞, then

ϕ(δxuv) = detv(ci+ d)−kϕ(x)

• if g ∈ GL2(A∞), then the function H→ C defined by

γ(i) 7→ (detγ)−1(ci+ d)kϕ(gγ)

for γ =
(
a b
c d

)
∈ GL+

2 (R) is a modular form of weight k with respect to gUg−1 ∩
GL+

2 (Q).
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Note that the first condition ensures that the function in the second condition is well-defined
and satisfies the usual transformation property for modular forms. The second condition
therefore only amounts to a holomorphy requirement. We let Mk(U) denote the space of
modular forms of level U . The space of cusp forms of level U is defined similarly and
denoted Sk(U).
Suppose now that U and U ′ are open compact subgroups of GL2(Af ), and g is an el-

ement of GL2(Af ) such that g−1U ′g ⊂ U . Note that right multiplication by g induces a
holomorphic map XU ′ → XU , and inclusions Mk(U) → Mk(U

′) and Sk(U) → Sk(U
′). We

thus obtain an action of GL2(Af ) on

Ak = lim
→
U

Mk(U) and A0
k = lim

→
U

Sk(U).

Suppose now that U = UN for some N ≥ 3, where UN ⊂ GL2(Af ) is the kernel of the

reduction map GL2(Ẑ)→ GL2(Z/NZ). For each class t ∈ (Z/NZ)×, we choose an element

gt ∈ GL2(Ẑ) whose image in GL2(Z/NZ) is
(

1 0
0 t−1

)
. We identify XN with XU via the

maps ηt : XN,t → XU defined by

Γ(N) · γ(i) 7→ GL2(Q) · gtγ · UU∞
for γ ∈ GL+

2 (R). We identify Mk(U) with ⊕tMk(Γ(N)) via the isomorphism β defined by

(10) β(ϕ)t(γ(i)) = (detγ)−1(ci+ d)kϕ(gtγ)

for γ =
(
a b
c d

)
∈ GL+

2 (R). We have a similar identification for cusp forms. Note that η

and β are independent of the choices of the gt. Composing with the isomorphisms defined
in §2.3. we obtain isomorphisms

C⊗ Filk−1MdR
∼= Mk(U) and

C⊗ Filk−1Mc,dR
∼= C⊗ Filk−1M!,dR

∼= Sk(U).

In particular, we have
Ak
∼= C⊗ lim

→
N

Filk−1MN,dR and

A0
k
∼= C⊗ lim

→
N

Filk−1MN,!,dR
∼= C⊗ lim

→
N

Filk−1MN,c,dR.

Furthermore if N,N ′ ≥ 3 and g ∈ GL2(Af ) are such that g−1UN ′g ⊂ UN , then we have a
map

C⊗ Filk−1MN,dR → C⊗ Filk−1MN ′,dR,

and similarly forMc andM!. We shall explain how to recover these from maps of premotivic
structures.

3.2. Action on curves. For h ∈ GL2(Af ) and integers N,N ′ ≥ 3, we call (h,N,N ′) an

admissible triple if both h and N ′N−1h−1 ∈M2(Ẑ). We leave it to the reader to verify the
following elementary facts:

Lemma 3.1. (a) If (h,N,N ′) is an admissible triple, then N |N ′ and h−1UN ′h ⊂ UN .
(b) If (h,N,N ′) and (h′, N ′, N ′′) are admissible triples, then so is (h′h,N,N ′′).

(c) (h,N,N ′) is an admissible triple if and only if h = α
(
a 0
0 b

)
β for some α, β ∈

GL2(Ẑ) and a, b ∈ Z such that aN and bN divide N ′.
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Suppose now that (h,N,N ′) is an admissible triple. Let Ē/X̄ (respectively, Ē ′/X̄ ′)
denote the universal generalized elliptic curve with level N (respectively N ′) structure.
We shall associate to h a finite flat subgroup G of E ′ and a level N -structure on E ′/G.

Note that right multiplication by N ′h−1 ∈ M2(Ẑ) defines an endomorphism of Ē ′[N ′] =
(Z/N ′Z)2/X′ , and we define G to be its image. One checks that right multiplication by

N−1N ′h−1 defines an injective map

(Z/NZ)2 → (Z/N ′Z)2/((Z/N ′Z)2(N ′h−1)
and so gives rise to a level N -structure on E ′/G.
Letting (Ē ′/G)cont denote the contraction of Ē ′/G whose cuspidal fibers areN -gons [D-R,

IV.1], we obtain a level N structure on (Ē ′/G)cont → X̄ ′. By the universal property of Ē/X̄ ,

this defines a map χh = χh,N,N ′ : X̄ ′ → X̄ such that there is an isomorphism (Ē ′/G)cont →
Ē ×X̄ X̄ ′ of generalized elliptic curves with level N -structures. We let εh = εh,N,N ′ denote
the composite of the natural map Ē ′ → (Ē ′/G)cont with this isomorphism, so we obtain a
commutative diagram

(11)

Ē ′
εh−−−→ Ē

s′

y ys
X̄ ′

χh−−−→ X̄.
We now give the concrete description of its analytification in terms of the models in § 2.1.
Let U = UN , Γ = Γ(N), U ′ = UN ′ and Γ′ = Γ(N ′). Recall that we chose elements gt in

GL2(Ẑ) and defined maps ηt : XN,t → XU for t ∈ (Z/NZ)×. For t′ ∈ (Z/N ′Z)× we denote
these by g′t′ and η

′
t′ : XN ′,t′ → XU ′ . By the strong approximation theorem, we have that

gκ(t′) ∈ GL2(Q)g′t′hU GL+
2 (R)

where κ = κh : (Z/N ′Z)× → (Z/NZ)×, t′ 7→ (||deth||deth)−1 mod N , so we can write
gκ(t′) = γfg

′
t′hu for some γ = γh,t′ ∈ GL+

2 (Q), u ∈ U . One checks that the diagram

XN ′,t′ → XN,κ(t′)

↓ ↓
XU ′ → XU

commutes, where the top arrow is defined by τ 7→ γ(τ), the bottom one is defined by right
multiplication by h and the vertical arrows are η′t′ and ηκ(t). Note that γ−1 ∈ M2(Z) and
γΓ′γ−1 ⊂ Γ so that the map

γ̃ : EN ′,t′ → EN,κ(t′),
(τ, z) 7→ (γ(τ), (cτ + d)−1z),

where γ =
(
a b
c d

)
, is well-defined. Note also that γ is uniquely determined by (h,N,N ′)

and t′ up to left multiplication by an element of Γ, so γ̃ is independent of the choice of γ.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that (h,N,N ′) is an admissible triple and t′ ∈ (Z/N ′Z)×. The
restriction of χan

h to XN ′,t′ and εanh to EN ′,t′ are given by γ : XN ′,t′ → XN,κ(t′) and γ̃ :
EN ′,t′ → EN,κ(t′).

Proof. For τ ′ ∈ H, let Eτ ′ = C/Λτ ′ denote the fiber of E ′,an over Γ′τ ′ ∈ XN ′,t′ , where

Λτ ′ = Z2
(
τ ′

1

)
and let Gτ ′ ⊂ Eτ ′ denote the fiber of Gan. Similarly let Eτ = C/Λτ denote
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the fiber of Ean over Γτ , where τ = γ(τ ′) and Λτ = Z2
(
τ
1

)
. It suffices to check the lemma

fiberwise, i.e., that

γ̃τ ′ : Eτ ′ → Eτ

induces an isomorphism Eτ ′/Gτ ′
∼= Eτ compatible with level N -structures.

Recall that the level N ′-structure on Eτ ′ is defined by

(m,n)g′t′ mod N ′Ẑ2 7→ (m,n)(N ′)−1
(
τ ′

1

)
mod Λτ ′

for (m,n) ∈ Z2. Since h−1 = ug−1κ(t′)γfg
′
t′ for some u ∈ U and multiplication by ug−1κ(t′) is an

automorphism of (Z/N ′Z)2, we see that Gτ ′ is the image of Z2(N ′γf )g
′
t′ . We therefore have

Gτ ′ = Z2γ
(
τ ′

1

)
/Λτ ′ .

Furthermore, since multiplication by u is the identity on (Z/NZ)2, the level N -structure
on Eτ ′/Gτ ′ is given by

(m,n)gκ(t′) mod N Ẑ2 7→ (m,n)N−1γ
(
τ
1

)
mod Z2γ

(
τ ′

1

)
,

and the lemma follows. □

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that (h,N,N ′) and (h′, N ′, N ′′) are admissible triples. Then χh′h =
χh ◦ χh′ and εh′h′ = εh ◦ εh′.

Proof. Since Ē ′′ and X̄ ′′ are flat over Z[1/N ′′], it suffices to check that the desired equalities
after extending scalars to C, so by GAGA it suffices to check the analytifications coincide,
so it suffices to check they coincide on EN ′′,t′′ and XN ′′,t′′ for each t

′′ ∈ (Z/N ′′Z)×, for their
unions are dense subsets.

Fix t′′ ∈ (Z/N ′′Z)× and let t′ = (||deth′||deth′)−1t′′. Note that by Lemma 3.2, both εanh′h
and εanh ε

an
h′ send EN ′′,t′′ to EN,t where

t = (||deth||deth)−1t′ = (||det(h′h)||det(h′h))−1t′′,

and similarly for the χ’s. Furthermore, if we choose γ and γ′ ∈ GL+
2 (Q) so that gt ∈ γfg′t′hU

and g′t′ ∈ γ′fg′′t′′h′U , then

gt ∈ γfγ′fg′′t′′h′h(h−1U ′h)U = γfγ
′
fg
′′
t′′h
′hU.

So we can take γ′′ = γγ′ and apply Lemma 3.2 to conclude the desired equalities. □

3.3. Action on the premotivic structures. Suppose that (h,N,N ′) is an admissible
triple. Let S denote the set of primes dividing Nk! and S ′ the set of primes dividing
N ′k!. We let M, Mc and M! (respectively, M

′, M′c and M′!) denote the objects of PMS
Q

(respectively, PMS′

Q ) structures defined in §2.5 associated to modular forms of weight k and

level N (respectively, level N ′). We shall define compatible morphisms MS′
c → M′c and

MS′ →M′, giving also MS′

! →M′!.
We first describe the action on realizations. The analytification of (11) gives a natural

transformation (χan
h )∗san∗ → (s′)an∗ (ε

an
h )∗ from which we obtain a map

(χan
h )∗FB = (χan

h )∗R1san∗ Z→ R1(s′)an∗ Z = F′B.
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On stalks over x′ ∈ X ′,an this is given by the map H1(Ean
x ,Z) → H1(E ′,anx ,Z) induced by

E ′,anx′ → Ean
x where x = χh(x

′) ∈ Xan. Taking symmetric products gives

(χan
h )∗FkB

∼= Symk−2(χan
h )∗FB → Symk−2 F′B,

and taking cohomology yields a homomorphism

[h]B : MB = H1(Xan,FkB)→ H1(X ′,an, (χan
h )∗FkB)→ H1(X ′,an, Symk−2 F′B) = M′B.

Since X ′,an → Xan is proper, the same applies to give [h]c,B : Mc,B → M′c,B. It is straight-
forward to check that these maps respect complex conjugation.

Similarly we have a morphism of lisse ℓ-adic sheaves χ∗hFℓ → F′ℓ, which on stalks x̄′ :
Spec k̄ → X ′ is the natural map

H1(E ′x̄′ ,Zℓ)→ H1(Ex̄,Zℓ)
induced by E ′x̄′ → Ex̄ where x̄ = χh ◦ x̄′. Applying Symk−2 and taking cohomology yields
GQ-linear maps [h]ℓ : Mℓ →M′ℓ and (since χh is proper) [h]c,ℓ : Mc,ℓ →M′c,ℓ.

From the commutative diagram of log schemes

(Ē ′,NE′) → (X̄ ′,NX′) → (T ′,O∗T ′)
↓ ↓ ↓

(Ē,NE) → (X̄,NX) → (T,O∗T ),

we obtain a commutative diagram of complexes of sheaves of (χhs
′)−1OX̄- modules on Ē ′:

0 → ε−1h ω•
Ē/X̄
⊗ε−1

h OĒ
ε−1h s̄∗ω1

X̄/T
→ ε−1h ω•

Ē/T
→ ε−1h ω•

Ē/X̄
→ 0

↓ ↓ ↓
0 → ω•

Ē′/X̄′ ⊗OĒ′ s̄
′,∗ω1

X̄′/T ′ → ω•
Ē′/T ′ → ω•

Ē′/X̄′ → 0,

where the top row is obtained by applying ε−1h to (3), the bottom row is (3) with N ′ instead
of N , and the vertical arrows are given by the canonical ε−1h OĒ-linear maps in each degree.
Applying R•s̄′∗ and using the natural transformation χ−1h s̄∗ → s̄′∗ε

−1
h gives a commutative

diagram

χ−1
h R1s̄∗ω

•
Ē/X̄ → R1s̄′∗(ε

−1
h ω•

Ē/X̄) → R1s̄′∗ω
•
Ē′/X̄′)

↓ ↓ ↓
χ−1
h R2s̄∗(ω

•
Ē/X̄ ⊗OĒ

s̄∗ω1
X̄/T )→R2s′∗(ε

−1
h (ω•

Ē/X̄ ⊗OĒ
s̄∗ω1

X̄/T ))→R2s′∗(ω
•
Ē′/X̄′ ⊗OĒ′ s̄

′,∗ω1
X̄′/T ′).

The top row gives a χ−1h OX̄-linear morphism χ−1h FdR → F′dR compatible with filtrations,
becoming the map H1

dR(Ex/k)→ H1
dR(E

′
x′/k) on a fiber x′ : Spec k → X ′ with x = χh ◦ x′.

Moreover the commutativity of the diagram together with the compatibility with projection
formulas gives compatibility with Gauss-Manin connections, in the sense that the diagram

χ−1h ∇ : χ−1h FdR → χ−1h (FdR ⊗OX̄
ω1
X̄/T

) ∼= χ−1h FdR ⊗χ−1
h OX̄

χ−1h ω1
X̄/T

↓ ↓
∇′ : F′dR → F′dR ⊗OX̄′ ω

1
X̄′/T ′

commutes. This in turn gives morphisms χ−1h FkdR → F
′,k
dR and χ−1h Fkc,dR → F

′,k
c,dR compatible

with filtrations and connections, and taking cohomology yields the maps [h]dR : MdR →
M′dR and [h]c,dR : Mc,dR →M′c,dR preserving filtrations.

Suppose now that ℓ is a prime not dividing N ′k!. From the discussion of functoriality in
[Fa, 4c] and the proof of [Fa, Thm. 6.2], we see that the above construction with T and T ′

replaced by Zℓ yields a morphism χ∗h,ℓ-crysFℓ-crys → F′ℓ-crys in the category MF∇[0,1](X
′
Zℓ). For

x′ : SpecOF → X ′ and x = χh ◦ x′ with F unramified over Qℓ, the pull-back to MF0(OF )
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is the natural map H1
crys(Ex,OEx,crys) → H1

crys(E
′
x′ ,OE′

x′ ,crys
). Taking symmetric powers

and cohomology then yields the maps [h]ℓ-crys : Mℓ-crys →M′ℓ-crys and [h]c,ℓ-crys : Mℓ-crys →
M′ℓ-crys in the category MF0(Zℓ).
Now we sketch the proof that the homomorphisms [h]∗ and [h]c,∗ for ? = B, dR, ℓ and

ℓ-crys (for ℓ ̸∈ S) are compatible with the comparison isomorphisms.
In the case of IℓB, this follows from the functoriality properties of the Betti-étale com-

parison isomorphisms. In particular, the natural transformations (f∗·)an → f an
∗ ·an ([F-K,

I.11]) are well-behaved under composition of maps f : Y → Z of schemes locally of finite
type over C. One deduces that the diagram

(χ∗hFℓ/ℓ
n)an ∼= (χan

h )∗(Fℓ/ℓ
n)an ∼= (χan

h )∗(FB/ℓ
n)

↓ ↓
(F′ℓ/ℓ

n)an ∼= (F′B/ℓ
n)

commutes. (Though not necessary for the proof, we remark that on stalks at x′ ∈ X ′,an,
the diagram becomes

H1
et(Ex,Z/ℓnZ) ∼= H1(Ean

x ,Z/ℓnZ)
↓ ↓

H1
et(E

′
x′ ,Z/ℓnZ) ∼= H1(E ′,anx′ ,Z/ℓnZ)

where x = χan
h (x′) and the vertical maps are induced by E ′x′ → Ex.) Applying Symk−2

Zℓ
gives a similar commutative diagram for the sheaves F? replaced by Fk? , and this gives
commutativity of the right-hand square in the diagram

Mℓ → H1(X ′Q̄, χ
∗
hF

k
ℓ ) → M′ℓ

↓ ↓ ↓
Zℓ ⊗MB → Zℓ ⊗H1(X ′,an, χan,∗

h FkB) → Zℓ ⊗M′B

where the vertical maps are comparison isomorphisms and the horizontal maps define [h]ℓ
and [h]B. The commutativity of the left-hand square is a similar, but easier, application of
the functoriality of the comparison. This gives the compatibility of [h]? with IℓB, and [h]c,?
is treated similarly.

For the compatibility of [h]dR and [h]B with I∞, one first defines [h]andR : Man
dR → M

′,an
dR

analogously to [h]dR and checks that the diagram

C⊗MdR
∼= Man

dR

↓ ↓
C⊗M′dR

∼= M
′,an
dR

commutes. Furthermore the diagram

(χan
h )−1(C⊗ FB) → (χan

h )−1G
↓ ↓

C⊗ F′B → G′

commutes, where the horizontal maps are those occuring in the definitions of [h]B and [h]andR
and the rows arise from (4). (The commutativity follows for example from that of

H1(Ean
x ,C) ∼= H1(Ean

x ,Ω
•
Ean
x
)

↓ ↓
H1(E ′,anx′ ,C) → H1(E ′,anx′ ,Ω

•
E′,an
x′

)
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at each x′ ∈ X ′,an, x = χan
h (x′).) One deduces from this the desired compatibility for [h]?

and [h]c,?.
The compatibility of [h]dR and [h]ℓ-crys with I

ℓ
dR for ℓ ̸∈ S follows from the construction

of [h]ℓ-crys based on [Fa], and the same goes for [h]c,dR and [h]c,ℓ-crys.
Finally, using the compatibility with pull-back of the natural transformations denoted α

in [Fa, Va)], one gets commutativity of the diagram

V(χ∗h,ℓ-crysFℓ-crys) ∼= χ∗hV(Fℓ-crys) ∼= χ∗hFℓ
↓ ↓

V(F′ℓ-crys) ∼= F′ℓ

(which on the stalk x̄′ : Spec F̄ → X ′ arising from x′ : SpecOF → X ′ for F unramified over
Qℓ is just

V(H1
crys(Ex,OEx,crys))

∼= H1
et(Ex̄,Zℓ)

↓ ↓
V(H1

crys(E
′
x′ ,OE′

x′ ,crys
)) ∼= H1

et(E
′
x̄′
,Zℓ)

where x = χh ◦ x′). This in turn gives the commutativity of the right-hand square in

V(Mℓ-crys) → V(H1
crys(X

′
Zℓ , χ

∗
h,ℓ-crysF

k
ℓ-crys)) → V(M′ℓ-crys)

↓ ↓ ↓
Mℓ → H1

et(X
′
Q̄, χ

∗
hF

k
ℓ ) → M′ℓ

and the commutativity of the left-hand square is also a consequence of the compatibility of
α with pull-back. This gives the compatibility of [h]ℓ-crys and [h]ℓ with I

ℓ, and the proof is
similar for [h]c,?.

For each realization ? = B, dR, ℓ and ℓ-crys, we have a commutative diagram

Mc,? −−−→ M?

[h]c,?

y y[h]?

M′c,? −−−→ M′?.

This shows that [h]? and [h]c,? respect weight filtrations and induce maps [h]!,? : M!,? →M′!,?.
Since [h]?, [h]?,c (and hence [h]?,!) are compatible with the comparison isomorphisms I∞,
IℓB, I

ℓ
dR and Iℓ when ℓ ∤ N ′k!, we conclude that h defines morphisms [h] : MS′ → M′,

[h]c : M
S′
c →M′c and [h]! : M

S′

! →M′! in PMS′

Q where S ′ = { p | p ∤ N ′k! }.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that (h,N,N ′) and (h′, N ′, N ′′) are admissible triples. Then

[h′]N ′,N ′′ ◦ [h]N,N ′ = [h′h]N,N ′′

on MS,MS
c and MS

! whenever S ⊇ SN ′′.

Proof. We only need to prove [h′]B ◦ [h]B = [h′h]B. Using Lemma 3.3, we get the commu-
tative diagram

(χan
h′h)

∗FB −−−→ (χan
h′ )
∗F′B

↘
y
F′′B,
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which is just

H1(Ean
x ,Z) −−−→ H1(E ′,anx′ ,Z)

↘
y

H1(E ′′,anx′′ ,Z)
on the stalk at x′′ ∈ X ′′,an (where x′ = χan

h′ (x
′′) and x = χan

h (x′)).
Taking symmetric powers and cohomology, we get the desired commutative diagram. □

Note that if r ∈ Z and (rI,N,N ′) is an admissible triple, then rN |N ′ and (I,N,N ′) is
also admissible.

Lemma 3.5. If r ∈ Z and (rI,N,N ′) is an admissible triple, then [rI] = rk−2[I], [rI]c =
rk−2[I]c and [rI]! = rk−2[I]!.

Proof. It suffices to check the lemma on Betti realizations. Applying Lemma 3.2 to h = rI
and h = I, we see that χan

rI = χan
I on X ′,an and εanrI = εanI r on E ′,an. Since multiplication

by r on the fiber Ean
x over x ∈ Xan induces multiplication by r on FB,x = H1(Ean

x ,Z), it
follows that the map (χan)∗FB → F′B arising from (rI,N,N ′) is r times the map arising
from (I,N,N ′) (writing simply χan for χan

rI = χan
I ). The same then holds for the maps

(χan)∗FkB → F
′,k
B with r replaced by rk−2, and the lemma follows. □

Now suppose that g ∈ M2(Ẑ) ∩ GL2(Af ) with g
−1UN ′g ⊆ UN . Writing g = α

(
a 0
0 b

)
β

for some α, β ∈ GL2(Ẑ) and a, b ∈ Z and applying Lemma 3.1c) shows that g = rh for some
r ∈ Z such that (h,N,N ′) is admissible. In fact, we can let r0 = gcd(a, b) and let h0 = r−10 g0.
Moreover if g = rh is another decomposition with r ∈ Z and (h,N,N ′) admissible, we see
that r|r0, Nr0|N ′r and and (h0, N,N

′′) is admissible, where N ′′ = r−10 |r|N ′, so

rk−2[h]N,N ′ = rk−2[r0r
−1I]N ′′,N ′ [h0]N,N ′′ = rk−20 [I]N ′′,N ′ [h0]N,N ′′ = rk−20 [h0]N,N ′

by Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5. Thus we obtain a morphism [g] = [g]N,N ′ : MS′ →M′ by defining

[g] = rk−2[h] : MS′ →M′

which is independent of the factorization g = rh with r ∈ Z and (h,N,N ′) admissible. We
also define [g]c = rk−2[h]c and [g]! = rk−2[h]!.

Similarly if g ∈ GL2(Af ) with g−1UN ′g ⊆ UN , we can write g = rh for some r ∈ Q so

that (h,N,N ′) is admissible and obtain morphisms [g], [g]c and [g]! in PMS′

Q .
The properties of the action of g on premotivic structures can be summarized in the

following theorem.

Theorem 3.6. Fix positive integers k ≥ 2, and N , N ′ ≥ 3. Let g be an element in GL2(Af )
such that g−1UN ′g ⊆ UN .

(a) Let S ′ = SN ′. Then [g] = [g]N,N ′ :MS′ →M ′ is a morphism in PMS′

Q .
(b) If N ′′ ≥ 3 is an integer and g′ ∈ GL2(Af ) is such that g′,−1UN ′′g′ ⊆ U ′N , then

[g′]N ′′,N ′ ◦ [g]SN′′
N ′,N = [g′g]N ′′,N .

(c) If g ∈ GL2(Af ) ∩M2(Ẑ) then [g] arises from a morphism MS′ →M′ in PMS′

Q .
(d) Analogous assertions hold for [g]c and [g]!.
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3.4. Relation with the action on modular forms. Given k ≥ 2, we have established
in §2.3 an isomorphism

α : C⊗ Filk−1MdR
∼=

⊕
t∈(Z/NZ)×

Mk(Γ(N)).

In (10) we have also described an isomorphism

β :Mk(UN)→
⊕

t∈(Z/NZ)×
Mk(Γ(N)).

Both Filk−1MN,dR ⊗ C and Mk(UN) have an action by elements from M2(Ẑ) ∩GL2(Af ).

Proposition 3.7. The canonical isomorphism

β−1 ◦ α : Filk−1MN,dR ⊗ C→Mk(U(N))

preserves the action of M2(Ẑ) ∩GL2(Af ). The same holds for the isomorphism

β−1 ◦ α : Filk−1MN,c,dR ⊗ C→ Sk(U(N)).

Proof. Fix a g ∈ M2(Ẑ) ∩ GL2(Af ) with g−1U ′g ⊂ U , we will show that the actions of g
on Mk(Γ(N)) induced from the isomorphisms α and β are the same. First assume that
(h,N,N ′) is an admissible triple.

Let

Filk−1MdR ⊗ C ∼= H0(X̄an,Lan)

∼=
⊕

t∈(Z/NZ)×
H0(X̄N,t, i

∗
tL

an) ↪→
⊕

t∈(Z/NZ)×
H0(H, π∗t i

∗
tL

an)

be the injective map define in § 2.3. Identifying Filk−1MdR ⊗ C with its image under this
map, then the isomorphism α is given by

f(τ)(2πi)k−1(dz)⊗(k−2) ⊗ dτ 7→ f(τ).

The restriction of α to Filk−1Mc,dR ⊗ C defines the isomorphism

C⊗ Filk−1Mc,dR
∼=

⊕
t∈(Z/NZ)×

Sk(Γ(N)).

For t′ ∈ (Z/N ′Z)×, let κ(t′) ∈ (Z/NZ)× and γ = γh,t′ =
(
a b
c d

)
∈ GL+

2 (Q) be associated

to (h,N,N ′) in Lemma 3.2. Then the action on⊕
t∈(Z/NZ)×

H0(H, π∗t i
∗
tL

an)

induced by h sends θ
def
= ((2πi)k−1ft(τ)(dz)

⊗(k−2) ⊗ dτ)t to
((2πi)k−1fκ(t′)(γt′(τ))d((cτ + d)−1z)⊗(k−2) ⊗ dγ(τ))t′

= ((2πi)k−1(cτ + d)−kdetγfκ(t′)(γ(τ))dz
⊗(k−2) ⊗ dτ)t′ .

This means

(12) α(gθ)t′(τ) = (cτ + d)−kdetγα(θ)κ(t′)(γ(τ)).
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On the other hand, for ϕ ∈Mk(UN), its image β(ϕ) ∈ ⊕t∈(Z/NZ)×Mk(Γ(N)) is given by

β(ϕ)t(x(i)) = (detx)−1(c′i+ d′)kϕ(gtx), x =
(
a′ b′

c′ d′

)
∈ GL+

2 (R).

Similarly, the image of hϕ is given by

β(hϕ)t′(x(i)) = (detx)−1(c′i+ d′)k(hϕ)(gt′x) = (detx)−1(c′i+ d′)kϕ(gt′xh).

Using Lemma 3.2 and properties of ϕ, we verify that

(detx)−1(c′i+ d′)kϕ(gt′xh) = β(ϕ)κ(t′)(xγ(i))detγ(cx(i) + d)−k.

Writing τ = x(i) for the right action of x on i, we have

(13) β(hϕ)t′(τ) = (cτ + d)−kdetγβ(ϕ)κ(t′)(γ(τ)).

Combining (12) and (13) we see that if (β−1 ◦ α)(θ) = ϕ, then (β−1 ◦ α)(hθ) = hϕ.
Further let r ∈ Z. Then the action of rI on both spaces are multiplication by rk−2. This

proves the proposition. □

3.5. Compatibility with the pairings.

Proposition 3.8. Suppose S contains SN . Let

δLN : MS
N,c → Hom(MS

N ,T
⊗(k−1),S)

and

δLN ′ : MS
N ′,c → Hom(MS

N ′ ,T⊗(k−1),S)

be the duality morphisms defined in §2.4. Let [g]∗ : Hom(MN ′ ,T⊗(k−1),S)→ Hom(MN ′ ,T⊗(k−1),S)
be induced from [g]. Then

δLN = ||detg||2−k[UN : UN ′ ](g∗ ◦ δLN ′ ◦ g)

in PMS
Q. A similar relation holds between the duality morphism MN,! and the duality

morphism on MN ′,!

Proof. We only need to show the equation on the Betti realization. Let

( , ) : Mc,N ⊗MN → T
⊗(k−1),S
B

and

( , )′ : Mc,N ′ ⊗MN ′ → T
⊗(k−1),S
B

be the pairings associated to δLN and δLN ′ . We only need to showing that, for x ∈ MN,c,B

and y ∈MN,B, we have

(14) (gx, gy)′ = ||detg||2−k[UN : UN ′ ](x, y)

in T
⊗(k−1),S
B .

Write g = rh as before with r ∈ Z and (h,N,N ′) admissible. Assume that the lemma
holds for h. Then

(gx, gy)′ = (rk−2hx, rk−2hy)′ = r2(k−2)(hx, hy)′

= ||det(rI)||2−k(hx, hy)′ = ||detg||2−k[UN : UN ′ ](x, y).

Thus we only need to prove (14) when (g,N,N ′) is admissible.
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Using the functoriality of cup products [Br, II.8.2], we have the commutative diagram

χ∗FB ⊗ χ∗FB −−−→ χ∗R2san∗ ZE −−−→ χ∗(2πi)−1ZX
[h]B⊗[h]B

y [h]B

y yhZ
F′B ⊗ F′B

∪−−−→ R2s′,an∗ ZE′ −−−→ (2πi)−1ZX′

where the first arrow in the top row is the composite

χ∗FB ⊗ χ∗FB → χ∗(FB ⊗ FB)
∪−→ χ∗R2san∗ ZE

and the right column is the natural map induced by h. Taking the stalks over x′ ∈ X ′,an,
the diagram gives

H1(Ean
x ,Z)⊗H1(Ean

x ,Z) −−−→ H2(Ean
x ,Z)

Tr−−−→ (2πi)−1Z

[h]x⊗[h]x

y [h]x

y yhZ,x
H1(E ′,anx′ ,Z)⊗H1(E ′,anx′ ,Z) −−−→ H2(E ′,anx′ ,Z)

Tr−−−→ (2πi)−1Z

where x = χh(x
′). By Lemma 3.2, for any given x′ = Γ′τ ′ ∈ X ′,an, the fiber Gan

x′ of
Gan is given by Gτ ′ which has cardinality detγ = ||deth||−1. So hZ,x is multiplication by
||deth||−1. Then the same is true for hZ. Taking the (k − 2)-nd symmetric power, we have
the commutative diagram

χ∗FkB ⊗ χ∗FkB −−−→ χ∗(2πi)2−kZX
[h]B⊗[h]B

y y||h||2−k
F
′,k−2
B ⊗ F

′,k−2
B −−−→ (2πi)2−kZX′ .

Next note that the map χ : X ′,an → Xan, identified with the map

GQ\GA/U
′U∞ ∼= GQ\GA/h

−1U ′hU∞ → GQ\GA/UU∞

is a covering map of degree [U : h−1U ′h] = [U : U ′]. This gives us the commutative diagram

(15)

H2
c (X

an,Z) −−−→ H2
c (GQ\GA/h

−1U ′hU∞,Z) −−−→ H2
c (X

′,an,Z)

Tr

y Tr

y yTr

(2πi)−1Z [U :U ′]−−−→ (2πi)−1Z (2πi)−1Z.

Then by functoriality of cup products of cohomology and the Universal Coefficient Theorem
[Br, II.15.3] (see also [Ha, Exer. III.8.3]), we get the commutative diagram

MB,c ⊗MB
∪−→ H2

c (X
an, (2πi)2−kZX)

∼=−−−−−→ (2πi)2−kZ⊗H2
c (X

an,ZX)
id⊗Tr−−−−−→ (2πi)1−kZy[h]B,c⊗[h]B

y ||deth||2−k⊗H2
c (χ)

y ||deth||2−k[U :U′]

y
M′
B,c ⊗M′

B
∪−→H2

c (X
′,an, (2πi)2−kZX′)

∼=−−−−−→ (2πi)2−kZ⊗H2
c (X

′,an,ZX′)
id⊗Tr−−−−−→ (2πi)1−kZ

where H2
c (χ) is the composition of the top row in diagram (15). This is what we want. □
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3.6. Compatibility with changing of levels. Fix g ∈ M2(Z) ∩GL2(Af ). Let N,N
′,M

and M ′ be integers such that N |M,N ′|M ′, g−1UN ′g ⊂ UN and g−1UM ′g ⊂ UM . Then we
have [g] : MN → MN ′ and [g] : MM → MM ′ . Let I be the identity matrix in GL2(Af ).
From N |M we get I−1UMI ⊂ UN and we have

I : ĒM/X̄M → ĒN/X̄N

and

[I] : MN →MM for S ⊃ SM .

In the same way, we have

[I] : MN ′ →MM ′ for S ⊃ SM ′ .

Lemma 3.9. (a) For S ⊇ SM ′, the diagram

MS
N

[g]N,N′
−−−−→ MS

N ′

[I]

y [I]

y
MS

M

[g]M,M′
−−−−→ MS

M ′

of morphisms in PMS is commutative.

(b) [I] : MSM
N,tf →M

UN/UM
M,tf is injective

(c) [I]♯ : M
SM
N,♯ →M

UN/UM
M,♯ is an isomorphism for ♯ = c or !.

(d) [I] :MSM
N →M

UN/UM
M is an isomorphism.

Proof. (a) follows directly from Theorem 3.6.
(b). We only need to consider [I]B. Denote sanM : Ean

M → Xan
M for the universal elliptic

curve and denote FM,B for the locally constant sheaf R1sanM,∗Z on Xan
M . Leray spectral

sequence gives us

0→ H1(UN/UM , H
0(XM ,F

k
M,B))→ H1(XN ,F

k
N,B)

→ H1(XM ,F
k
M,B)

UN/UM → H2(UN/UM , H
0(XM ,F

k
M,B)).

Note that the map H1(XN ,F
k
N,B) → H1(XM ,F

k
M,B) is induced by the projection p :

ĒM/X̄M → Ē/X̄ . Since UN/UM is finite and H0(XM ,F
k
M,B) is torsion free, we have

H1(UN/UM , H
0(XM ,F

k
M,B)) = Hom(UN/UM , H

0(XM ,F
k
M,B)) = 0.

Therefore MN,B = H1(XN ,F
k
N,B)→ H1(XM ,F

k
M,B)

UN/UM = (MM,B)
UN/UM is injective.

(c). The proof is similar to (b). We only need to consider the Betti realization. We know
that Leray spectral sequence[Br, IV.9.2] gives an exact sequence

0→ H1(UN/UM , H
0
c (XM ,F

k
M,B))→ H1

c (XN ,F
k
N,B)

→ H1
c (XM ,F

k
M,B)

UN/UM → H2(UN/UM , H
0
c (XM ,F

k
M,B))

and H0
c (XM ,F

k
M,B) = 0 since FkM,B have no non-trivial global sections with compact sup-

port. Thus MN,B,c is identified with (MM,B,c)
UN/UM .
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(d). Since UN/UM is finite, H2(UN/UM , H
0(XM ,F

k
M,B)) is torsion. Thus from the proof

of (b) we see that H1(XN ,F
k
N,B)⊗Q→ H1(XM ,F

k
M,B)

UN/UM ⊗Q is an isomorphism. This
prove (d) for the Betti realization which is all we need. □

4. The premotivic structure for forms of level N and character ψ

4.1. σ-constructions. Suppose U is any open compact subgroup of GL2(Ẑ). Let K be a
number field with ring of integers OK , Let V be a finite dimensional vector space over K
and let σ : U → AutK(V ) be a continuous representation of U . Define

Sσ = {λ ∈ Sf (K)| λ|k! or GL2(Zℓ) ̸⊂ ker σ where λ|ℓ}.

Since UN is normal in U , by Theorem 3.6, we have a group action of U on MN . We regard
V as an object of PMSσ

K (with trivial additional structures and tautological comparison
isomorphisms). Note that we have an action of U on V, hence on the object MN ⊗ V =
(MN ⊗ OK)⊗OK V of PMSσ

K . We can thus define an object

M(σ)N = (MN ⊗ V)U

of PMSσ
K (see the last paragraph of §1.2). More explicitly, for each ? = B, dR, λ ∈ Sf (K)

or λ-crys with λ ∈ Sσ, we have

M(σ)N,? = (MN,? ⊗ V)U .

We also define objects

M(σ)N,♯ = (MN,♯ ⊗ V)U

for ♯ = tf or c and define

M(σ)N,! = im(M(σ)N,c →M(σ)N,tf)

where M(σ)N,c → M(σ)N is the restriction of the map MN,c ⊗ V → MN ⊗ V. These
premotivic structures will be called the σ-constructions.

We now show that the σ-constructions are compatible with the change of levels. More
precisely,

Lemma 4.1. Let N |N ′ with UN ⊂ U .

(a) For S ⊇ SN ′, we have M(σ)SN,c
∼= M(σ)SN ′,c in PMS. Similarly, M(σ)SN,!

∼= M(σ)SN ′,!.

(b) For S ⊇ SN ′, we have M(σ)SN
∼= M(σ)SN ′.

Proof. (a) We only need to prove it for S = SN ′ . From N | N ′ we have UN ′ ⊂ UN . By
Lemma 3.9, we have

MS
N,c = (M

UN/UN′
N ′,c )S.

Then since UN acts trivially on V, we have

(MS
N ′,c ⊗ V)UN/UN′ = (M

UN/UN′
N ′,c )S ⊗ V = MS

N,c ⊗ V.

Hence

M(σ)SN ′,c = (MS
N ′,c ⊗ V)U = ((MS

N ′,c ⊗ V)UN/UN′ )U = (MS
N,c ⊗ V)U = M(σ)SN,c.
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Since V is a flat Z-module, using Lemma 3.9, we similarly find that M(σ)SN,tf →M(σ)SN ′,tf

is injective. Consider the commutative diagram

M(σ)SN,c
∼=−−−→ M(σ)SN ′,cy y

M(σ)SN,!
⊂−−−→ M(σ)SN ′,!y y

M(σ)SN,tf
⊂−−−→ M(σ)SN ′,tf .

By the definition of M(σ)N,!, the two vertical maps in the upper square are surjective and
the two vertical maps in the bottom square are injective. Since the top row is surjective,
so is the map in the middle row. Since the bottom row is injective, the map in the middle
row is also injective, hence is bijective.

The proof for (b) is the same. □

Because of the lemma, we will suppress N in the notations by using M(σ)c, M(σ)! and
M(σ) when there is no danger of confusion.

4.2. Action of double cosets. Suppose we are given two open compact subgroups U and
U ′ contained in GL2(Ẑ). Let σ : U → AutK(V ) and σ′ : U ′ → AutK(V

′) be two repre-

sentations. Suppose we are given a g ∈ GL2(Af ) ∩M2(Ẑ) and a K-linear homomorphism
τ : V → V ′ such that τ(σ(g−1ug)v) = σ′(u)τ(v) for all v ∈ V and u ∈ U ′1 = U ′ ∩ gUg−1.
Let S be a subset of Sf (K) containing Sσ ∪ Sσ′ ∪ SKg where Sg is the set of ℓ such that
gℓ ̸∈ GL2(Zℓ). Let V and V′ be OK-lattices in V and V ′ that are stable under the actions
of U and U ′. Choose integers N and N ′ so that the following hold:

• N ≥ 3,
• UN ⊂ ker σ ∩ ker σ′,
• UN ′ ⊂ gUNg

−1 and
• SKN ′ ⊂ S.

To see that this is possible, first choose N divisible by 4 so that SKN ⊂ S and the second
condition holds, then choose N ′ so that the third condition holds, and then for each ℓ ̸∈ S,
replace N ′ by N ′/ℓr where ℓr||N ′. The condition that SKN ⊂ S and gℓ ∈ GL2(Zℓ) ensures
that we still have g−1UN ′g ⊂ UN . Note that N |N ′ so N ′ ≥ 3, UN ′ ⊂ UN ⊂ kerσ∩ker σ′ and
SKN ⊂ SKN ′ ⊂ S. Then from the last section, g gives a map [g] : MN →MN ′ . Further U ′ acts
on MN ′ . Let U ′ =

∐
i giU

′
1 be a coset decomposition. We define a morphism [U ′gU ]τ,N,N ′

by restricting the map

(MN ⊗ V)S → (MN ′ ⊗ V′)S

x⊗ v 7→
∑

i[gig]x⊗ σ′(gi)τ(v)

to M(σ)SN . Similarly define

[U ′gU ]τ,N,N ′,c : M(σ)SN,c → (MN ′,c ⊗ V′)S

and

[U ′gU ]τ,N,N ′,! : M(σ)N,! → (MN ′,! ⊗ V′)S.
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Lemma 4.2. [U ′gU ]τ,N,N ′,♯ defines a morphism M(σ)N,♯ →M(σ′)N ′,♯ which is independent
of the coset decomposition U ′ =

∐
i giU

′
1, for ♯ = ∅, tf, c and !.

Proof. It suffices to prove the lemma on Betti realizations. We assume ♯ = ∅, the proof in
the other cases being the same.

First we prove independence of the decomposition. Let U ′ =
∐

i g
′
iU
′
1 be another coset

decomposition of U ′. Then g′i = gihi for some hi ∈ U ′1. Thus we can write hi = guig
−1 for

some ui ∈ U . Denote [U ′gU ]′τ,N,N ′ for the map arising from x⊗ v 7→
∑

i[g
′
ig]x⊗ σ′(g′i)τ(v).

Then we have

[U ′gU ]′τ,N,N ′(x⊗ v) =
∑
i

[g′ig]x⊗ σ′(g′i)τ(v)

=
∑
i

[gigui]x⊗ σ′(g′i)τ(v)

=
∑
i

[gigui]x⊗ σ′(gi)σ′(guig−1)τ(v)

=
∑
i

[gigui]x⊗ σ′(gi)τ(σ(ui)v)

=
∑
i

([gig]⊗ σ′(gi)τ)(uix⊗ σ(ui)v).

Since z ∈M(σ)N is invariant under U , we have

[U ′gU ]τ,N,N ′(z) =
∑
i

([gig]⊗ σ′(gi)τ) ◦ (ui ⊗ σ(ui))(z)

=
∑
i

([gig]⊗ σ′(gi)τ)(z).

Now we prove that the image is contained in M(σ′)N . Let u
′ ∈ U ′. Then

u′(
∑
i

[gig]x⊗ σ′(gi)τ(v)) =
∑
i

[u′gig]x⊗ σ′(u′)σ′(gi)τ(v)

=
∑
i

[(u′gi)g]x⊗ σ′(u′gi)τ(v).

Since U ′ = u′U ′ =
∐

i u
′giU

′
1, {u′gi}i is also a complete system of coset representatives of

U ′ by U ′1, by the independence of coset decomposition,∑
i

[(u′gi)g]x⊗ σ′(u′gi)τ(v) =
∑
i

[gig]x⊗ σ′(gi)τ(v).

□

4.3. Compositions. In addition to the notations in the last section, suppose further that
U ′′ is an open compact subgroup of GL2(Ẑ), σ′′ : U ′′ → AutK V

′′ is a continuous represen-

tation, g′ is in GL2(Af ) ∩M2(Ẑ) and τ ′ : V ′ → V ′′ satisfies τ ′(σ′((g′)−1ug′)v) = σ′(u)τ ′(v)
for all v ∈ V ′, u ∈ U ′′ ∩ g′U ′g′−1. Let S be a subset of of Sf (K) that contains all primes
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dividing each ℓ such that  ℓ > k,
gℓ, g

′
ℓ ∈ GL2(Zℓ) or

GL2(Zℓ) ⊂ ker σ ∩ ker σ′ ∩ ker σ′′

Fix such an S. We choose stable OK-lattices V,V
′ and V′′ as in the last section. Also choose

N,N ′ and N ′′ such that

• UN ⊂ ker σ ∩ ker σ′,
• N ≥ 4,
• SKN ′′ ⊂ S,
• g−1UN ′g ⊂ UN and g′−1UN ′′g′ ⊂ UN ′ .

We will give a formula for the composition [U ′′g′U ′]τ ′,N ′,N ′′,♯ ◦ [U ′gU ]τ,N,N ′,♯ for ♯ ∈ {ϕ, c, !}.
To simplify the notation, we will suppress N , N ′ and ♯ when there is no danger of confusion.

We first recall the definition of the product formula for double cosets [Sh1, §3.1],[Miy,
§2.7]. Let U ′1 = U ′∩gUg−1 and U ′′1 = U ′′∩g′U ′g′−1. Fix coset decompositions U ′ =

∐
i giU

′
1

and U ′′ =
∐

j g
′
jU
′′
1 . We have

U ′gU =
∐
i

gigU, U
′′g′U ′ =

∐
j

g′ig
′U ′.

Let U ′′g′U ′gU =
∐

n U
′′g′vngU be a double coset decomposition of U ′′U ′U . The product of

the double cosets [U ′′g′U ′] and [U ′gU ] is defined by

[U ′′g′U ′] · [U ′gU ] =
∑
n

cn[U
′′g′vngU ],

where cn = #{(i, j) | g′jg′gigU = g′vngU}.
Let U ′2 = U ′ ∩ g′−1U ′′g′ and let U ′ =

∐
k U
′
2ukU

′
1 be a double coset decomposition of U ′.

For each k, let Wk = U ′′ ∩ (g′ukgU(g
′ukg)

−1) and W ′
k = Wk ∩ g′U ′g′−1.

Proposition 4.3.

[U ′′g′U ′] · [U ′gU ] =
∑
k

[Wk : W
′
k][U

′′g′ukgU ].

Proof. Let U ′′ =
∐

mwk,mWk and Wk =
∐

ℓw
′
k,ℓW

′
k be fixed coset decompositions. It is

easy to see that we have coset decompositions

(16) U ′′g′U ′ =
∐
i,j

g′jg
′giU

′
1

and

(17) U ′′g′U ′ =
∐
k,m,ℓ

wk,mw
′
k,ℓg

′ukU
′
1.

Further, for each uk in the double coset decomposition U ′ =
∐

k U
′
2ukU

′
1 of U ′, we have

(18) U ′′g′ukgU =
∐
m

wk,mg
′ukgU.
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This is because any u ∈ U ′′ can be written in the form wk,mw
′ for some m and w′ ∈ Wk.

Then ug′ukgU = wk,mw
′g′ukgU = wk,mg

′ukgU. Thus we have the union

U ′′g′ukgU =
⋃
m

wk,mg
′ukgU.

Suppose wk,m1g
′ukgU = wk,m2g

′ukgU . Then w
−1
k,m2

wk,m1 is in g′ukgU(g
′ukg)

−1. This means

that w−1k,m1
wk,m2 is in Wk. Therefore m1 = m2. So the union is disjoint.

(16) and (17) give us two decompositions of U ′′g′U ′ into cosets of U ′1. So we have a
one-to-one correspondence

(19) {g′jg′giU ′1|j, i} ↔ {wk,mw′k,ℓg′ukU ′1|k,m, ℓ}.

Fix a vn in U ′′g′U ′gU =
∐

n U
′′g′vngU . Because of (19), we have

cn = #{(k,m, ℓ)|wk,mw′k,ℓg′ukgU = g′vngU}.

Given a triple (k,m, ℓ) with wk,mw
′
k,ℓg

′ukgU = g′vngU , uk must have the property U ′′g′ukgU =
U ′′g′vngU . Fix such a uk. Since w

′
k,ℓ is in Wk, we have wk,mw

′
k,ℓg

′ukgU = wk,mg
′ukgU . By

(18), g′vngU = wk,m1g
′ukgU for a unique value of m1. So wk,mw

′
k,ℓg

′ukgU = g′vngU gives
wk,mg

′ukgU = wk,m1g
′ukgU , independent of ℓ. By (18), this holds if and only if m = m1

while ℓ takes any value. Therefore

cn =
∑
k

#{(k,m, ℓ)|wk,mw′k,ℓg′ukgU = g′vngU}

=
∑
k

#{(k,m1, ℓ)|w′k,ℓg′ukgU = g′ukgU}

=
∑
k

[Wk : W
′
k]

where the sum is over k such that U ′′g′ukgU = U ′′g′vngU . This is also the coefficient of
[U ′′g′vngU ] given in the proposition. □

We now describe the composition of double coset actions. As in the proof of Proposi-
tion 4.3, let U ′′ =

∐
m,ℓwk,mw

′
k,ℓW

′
k. For each pair (k, ℓ), define

τk,ℓ : V→ V′′,

v 7→ σ′′(w′k,ℓ)τ
′σ′(uk)τσ((g

′ukg)
−1w′k,ℓ

−1(g′ukg))v, v ∈ V.

We will often suppress σ, σ′ and σ′′ from the notation. Define

τk =
∑
ℓ

τk,ℓ.

It is straightforward to check that τk,ℓ is independent of the choice of the coset representa-
tives w′k,ℓ, and hence so is τk. Define

τ̃k : Wk → U, u′′ 7→ (g′ukg)
−1u′′(g′ukg).
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For u′′ ∈ Wk and v ∈ V, {u′′−1w′k,ℓ}ℓ is another set of coset representatives of W ′
k in Wk.

Thus we have

τk(τ̃k(u
′′)v)

=
∑
ℓ

w′k,ℓτ
′ukτ(g

′ukg)
−1w′k,ℓ

−1(g′ukg)(g
′ukg)

−1u′′(g′ukg)v

=
∑
ℓ

w′k,ℓτ
′ukτ(g

′ukg)
−1w′k,ℓ

−1u′′(g′ukg)v

=
∑
ℓ

u′′(u′′−1w′k,ℓ)τ
′ukτ(g

′ukg)
−1(u′′−1w′k,ℓ)

−1(g′ukg)v

= u′′τk(v).

Thus [U ′′g′ukgU ]τk is well-defined.

Proposition 4.4.

[U ′′g′U ′]τ ′ ◦ [U ′gU ]τ =
∑
k

[U ′′g′ukgU ]τk .

More precisely,

[U ′′g′U ′]τ ′,N ′,N ′′ ◦ [U ′gU ]τ,N,N ′ =
∑
k

[U ′′g′ukgU ]τk,N,N ′′

in PM
SN′′
K .

Proof. Write U ′ =
∐

i giU
′
1 and U ′′ =

∐
j g
′
jU
′′
1 . Then the operators

[g′jg
′gig] : MN →MN ′ →MN ′′

and

g′jτ
′giτ : V→ V′ → V′′

are both well-defined. By definition, we have

[U ′′g′U ′]τ ′ ◦ [U ′gU ]τ (x⊗ v) = [U ′′g′U ′]τ ′(
∑
i

[gig]x⊗ giτ(v))

=
∑
i

∑
j

[g′jg
′gig]x⊗ g′jτ ′(giτ(v)).

We first prove that, for each pair (i, j), if g′jg
′giU

′
1 = wk,mw

′
k,ℓg

′ukU
′
1 under the bijection

(19), then

[g′jg
′gig]x⊗ g′jτ ′giτv = [wk,mw

′
k,ℓg

′ukg]x⊗ wk,mw′k,ℓτkv.
Note that the 1-1 correspondence g′jg

′gigU
′
1 ↔ wk,mw

′
k,ℓg

′ukgU
′
1 can be described as follows.

Given g′jg
′gig, since U

′ =
∐

k U
′
2ukU

′
1, gi is in U ′2u

′
kU
′
1 for a unique k. So gi = w′2ukw

′
1

with w′1 ∈ U ′1 and w′2 ∈ U ′2. So w′1 = gw1g
−1, w′2 = g′−1w′′2g

′ with w1 ∈ U and w′′2 ∈ U ′′.
Since g′jw

′′
2 is in U ′′, it can be uniquely written as wk,mw

′
k,ℓw

′′
3 with w′′3 ∈ W ′

k. So w′′3 =

(g′ukg)w3(g
′ukg)

−1 for some w3 ∈ U and g′−1w′′3g
′ = (ukg)w3(ukg)

−1 is in U ′. Based on this
description, we have

g′jg
′gig = wk,mw

′
k,ℓw

′′
3g
′ukgw1

= wk,mw
′
k,ℓg

′ukgw3w1.
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This gives the correspondence g′jg
′gigU

′
1 = wk,mw

′
k,ℓg

′ukgU. This description, together with
the transformation laws observed by τ and τ ′, also gives us

g′jτ
′giτ = wk,mw

′
k,ℓτ

′ukτw3w1.

Note that if w is in U , then (w ⊗ w)z = z for z ∈ M(σ)N = (MN ⊗ V)U (see the proof of
Lemma 4.2). Therefore, for z ∈M(σ)N ,

(
∑
i,j

[g′jg
′gig]⊗ g′jτ ′giτ)(z)

= (
∑
k,m,ℓ

[wk,mw
′
k,ℓg

′ukgw3w1]⊗ wk,mw′k,ℓτ ′ukτw3w1)(z)

= (
∑
k,m,ℓ

[wk,mg
′ukg]⊗ wk,mτk,ℓ)(z)

= (
∑
k,m

[wk,mg
′ukg]⊗ wk,mτk)(z)

= (
∑
k

[U ′′g′ukgU ]τk)(z).

This proves the proposition. □

Using Lemma 3.9 and Proposition 4.4, we conclude that [U ′gU ] is independent of the
choice of N and N ′. More precisely, if [U ′gU ]τ,M,M ′ is also defined, then [U ′gU ]Sτ,N,N ′ =

[U ′gU ]Sτ,M,M ′ when S ⊃ Slcm(N ′,M ′).

4.4. Pairing on σ-constructions. In this section we will construct perfect pairings be-
tween certain σ-constructions and compute the adjoints of double coset actions with respect
to the pairings.

For N ≥ 3, we let H = HN denote the premotivic structure H0(XN) = H0(X) = H0(X̄).
More precisely, we let HB = H0(Xan,Z), FdR = H0(X̄, ω•

X̄/T
), Hℓ = H0(XQ̄,Zℓ) and

Hℓ-crys = H0
crys(XZℓ ,OXZℓ ,crys

) for ℓ ̸∈ SN . These come equipped with additional structure

and comparison isomorphisms making H an object of PMSN
Q , and we let H = Q⊗H.

Let F = Q(µN). The Weil pairing on (Z/NZ)2X ∼= E[N ] defines an isomorphism be-
tween (Z/NZ)X and µN,X , hence a morphism X → SpecOF , which one checks induces a

morphism MSN
F → H in PMSN

Q . One checks also that the map Xan → (SpecOF )
an sends

the component XN,t to e
−2πit/N , where we identify (SpecOF )

an = Hom(OF ,C) = IF with

the set of primitive N th roots in C. In particular, it follows that MSN
F
∼= H since the map

MSN
F,B → HB is the isomorphism

H0(Xan,Z) =
⊕

t∈(Z/NZ)×
H0(XN,t,Z) =

⊕
t∈(Z/NZ)×

Z ∼= ZIF

induced by the bijection t↔ e−2πit/N .
Recall that if (h,N,N ′) is an admissible triple in the sense of §3.2, then we obtain a

morphism χh : X̄ ′ → X̄, where X̄ ′ = X̄N ′ . More generally, if N,N ′ ≥ 3 and g ∈ GL2(Af )
is such that g−1UN ′g ⊂ UN , we can define χg = χh for any h ∈ gQ× such that (h,N,N ′) is
admissible. Then χg induces a morphism χ∗g : H

S′ → H′ where S ′ = SN ′ and H′ = HN ′ .
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Lemma 4.5. For N , N ′ and g as above, we have the commutative diagram

HS′ χ∗
g−−−→ H′y y

MS′
F −−−→ MS′

F ′

where F ′ = Q(µN ′) and the morphism MF → MF ′ is obtained from the composite F →
F ′ → F ′ where the first map is the canonical inclusion and the second map is the image of
detg−1 (i.e., of detg−1||detg−1||) in Gal(F ′/Q) by class field theory.

Proof. It suffices to check the commutativity of the diagram

XN ′ → XN

↓ ↓
SpecOF ′ → SpecOF

on complex points, and this is immediate from Lemma 3.2. □

For the rest of the section, we assume U is an open compact subgroup of GL2(Ẑ) satisfying
detU = Ẑ×. We view U as acting on H = HN for any N ≥ 3 such that UN ⊂ U .

We fix a continuous character ψ : Ẑ× → K× of finite order. We also view ψ as a character
of A×/Q×, and write ψ for the corresponding character of GQ. We view U as acting on
Oψ = OK via ψ−1 ◦ det.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose N is such that N ≥ 3, UN ⊂ U , the conductor of ψ divides N . Then
the morphism MF → H induces an isomorphism

MSN
ψ → (Oψ ⊗H)U

in PMSN
K .

Proof. It follows from Lemma 4.5 that the isomorphism

Oψ ⊗MSN
F
∼= Oψ ⊗H

respects the action of U , where we view U acting on Oψ⊗MF via det−1 : U → Ẑ×
∼=−→ Gab

Q .
Taking invariants gives the lemma. □

Using the compatibility of the cup product with comparison isomorphisms, one obtains
morphisms

(20) H ⊗M♯ →M♯

in the category PMSN
Q , where M♯ = MN,♯ for ♯ = ∅, tf, c and !. Moreover, these morphisms

are compatible with the action of g ∈ GL2(Af )∩M2(Ẑ) in the sense that if g−1UN ′g ⊂ UN ,
then the resulting diagram

(21)
HS′ ⊗ MS′

♯ → MS′

♯

↓ ↓ ↓
H′ ⊗ M′♯ → M′♯,

commutes, where the morphisms [g]♯ : M♯ → M′♯ are those of Theorem 3.6. (Again the
commutativity can be easily checked on Betti realizations.) In particular, the morphism of
(20) respects the action of U .
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Next we consider the composite morphism

(22) M
SKN
ψ ⊗M♯ → Oψ ⊗H ⊗M♯ → Oψ ⊗M♯

in PM
SKN
K , where the first map is the one in Lemma 4.6 tensored with M♯ and the second is

(20) tensored with Oψ.

Lemma 4.7. The morphism in (22) is an isomorphism respecting the action of U , where
the action of of U on is trivial on Mψ, defined in Theorem 3.6 on M♯, and via ψ−1 ◦ det
on Oψ.

Proof. The U -equivariance follows from that of (20) together with Lemma 4.6.
It suffices to check the maps are isomorphisms on Betti realizations. For this, write

MB =
⊕

t∈(Z/NZ)×
H1(XN,t,F

k
B).

Then for a class x ∈ H1(XN,t,F
k
B), we have bB ⊗ x 7→ ψ−1(−t) ⊗ x under (20). It follows

that the map is surjective, hence it is injective since it is between two isomorphic finitely
generated OK-modules.

The case of Mc is similar, and the remaining cases follow from those of M and Mc. □

We now construct the pairings by defining the duality homomorphisms. Given a repre-
sentation σ : U → AutOK V, let σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det) denote the representation defined by the
action of U on HomOK (V,Oψ). For N ≥ 3 such that UN ⊂ ker σ and the conductor of ψ
divides N , Lemma (4.7) and the duality homomorphism δLN : MN,c → Hom(MN ,T

SN ,⊗(k−1))
from §2.5 give a morphism

(23)
HomOK (V,Oψ−1)⊗MN,c

∼= HomOK (V,MN,c ⊗M
SKN
ψ )

→ HomOK (V,HomOK (MN ,T
SN ,⊗(k−1) ⊗M

SKN
ψ ))

∼= HomOK (V⊗MN ,Mψ(1− k)),

where we write Mψ(1 − k) for the object TSN ,⊗(k−1) ⊗M
SKN
ψ of PM

SKN
K . Moreover applying

Proposition 3.8 with g ∈ U , we find that the morphism (23) respects the action of U where
we view U as acting trivially on Mψ(1− k).

Taking U -invariants, we get a morphism

(24) δLN : Mc(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))N → HomOK (M(σ)N ,Mψ(1− k)).

Tensoring with Q and normalizing by dividing by [U : UN ], we get a morphism

δ̄LN :Mc(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))N → HomK(M(σ)N ,Mψ(1− k)).

Similarly, using the duality morphismMN,! → Hom(MN,!,T
SN ,⊗(k−1)), we obtain morphisms

δLN,! : M!(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))N → HomOK (M!(σ)N ,Mψ(1− k))

and

δ̄LN,! :M!(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))N → HomK(M!(σ)N ,Mψ(1− k)).

Proposition 4.8. The morphisms δ̄LN and δ̄LN,! are isomorphisms in PM
SKN
K compatible with

the change of levels.
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Proof. It follows from Theorem 2.4 b) that (23) is an isomorphism after tensoring with Q.
The same is true for the natural map

HomOK (V⊗MN ,Mψ(1− k))U → HomOK (M(σ)N ,Mψ(1− k)),

so δ̄LN is an isomorphism. The compatibility with change of levels follows from applying
Proposition 3.8 and (21) with g = I. The proof for δ̄LN,! is the same. □

We will therefore omit the subscript N in the notation for the morphisms δ̄L. (Note
however that δLN depends on N , and δLN,! depends on N only in the normalization.)

We say that U is sufficiently small if U acts freely on GL2(Q)\GL2(A)/U∞. In particular
U is sufficiently small if U ⊂ U1(d) for some d ≥ 4, where U1(d) denotes the preimage in

GL2(Ẑ) of the subgroup of GL2(Z/dZ) consisting of matrices of the form
(

∗ ∗
0 1

)
.

Proposition 4.9. Let U be a sufficiently small subgroup of GL2(Ẑ) with detU = Ẑ×.
Suppose S ⊃ SKN for some N ≥ 3 such that UN ⊂ ker σ and ψ has conductor divisible by
N . Then the isomorphism δ̄L arises from an injective morphism

(25) M(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))S! → HomOK (M(σ)S! ,Mψ(1− k)S)

in PMS
K whose cokernel C satisfies Cℓ = 0 for ℓ ̸ |N(k − 2)!.

Proof. We only need to prove the assertion for Betti realizations, for then δLN = [U : UN ]δ̃
L

for a unique morphism δ̃L with the desired property.
To do this, we give an alternate description of the Betti realizations and pairings which

is independent of N . and define a perfect pairing on the new Betti realizations. Given
a sufficiently small U and a σ : U → AutOK V, define a locally constant sheaf F(σ) on
GQ\GA/UU∞ by F(σ) = GQ\(GA × V)/UU∞. Define

M(σ)an = H1(Xan
U ,F

k
B ⊗ F(σ))

and

M(σ)anc = H1
c (X

an
U ,F

k
B ⊗ F(σ)).

Also define M(σ)an! to be the image of M(σ)anc in M(σ)antf where M(σ)antf is the largest
torsion-free quotient of M(σ)an. Then from the pairing FkB ⊗ FkB → (2πi)2−kZ we get a
pairing

(FkB ⊗ F(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det)))⊗ (FkB ⊗ F(σ))→ (2πi)2−kZ⊗ F(ψ−1 ◦ det).

Here F(ψ−1 ◦ det)GQ\(GA ×Oψ)/UU∞ is the sheaf on Xan = GQ\GA/UU∞ defined by Oψ.
We have an isomorphism of locally constant sheaves

F(ψ−1 ◦ det)
∼=−−−→ ΓU\(H× Oψ−1)y y

Xan
∼=−−−→ ΓU\H

where ΓU acts on Oψ−1 through its canonical embedding into U and then take the inverse.
Since det(ΓU) = 1, the action of ΓU on Oψ is trivial. Thus the sheaf on the right is constant.
So the same is true for the sheaf on the left.
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Thus by Poincaré duality, we have a pairing

[ , ]anc : M(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))anc ⊗M(σ)an

→ H2
c (X

an, (FkB ⊗ F(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det)))⊗ (FkB ⊗ F(σ)))

→ H2
c (X

an, (2πi)2−kZ⊗ Oψ−1)

∼= H2
c (X,Z)⊗ (2πi)2−kOψ−1

∼= H2
c (X,Z)⊗ (2πi)2−kMψ,B

∼= Mψ(1− k)B

which is perfect on torsion-free quotients. We then obtain a pairing

[ , ]an! : M(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))an! ⊗M(σ)an! →Mψ(1− k)B
by using the commutative diagram

M(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))anc ⊗OK M(σ)anc −−−→ M(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))anc ⊗OK M(σ)any y
M(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))an ⊗OK M(σ)anc −−−→ Mψ(1− k)B

where all maps are the natural ones except that the bottom map is the pairing

M(σ)anc ⊗OK M(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))an →Mψ(1− k)B

proceeded by the order-reversing isomorphism and followed by multiplication by (−1)k−1.
The same proof as that of Lemma 2.3 shows that the cokernel of M(σ)anc →M(σ)an has

no ℓ-torsion if ℓ ̸ |N(k − 2)!, and it follows that

δ̃an : M(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))an! → HomOK (M(σ)an! ,Mψ(1− k)B)

is injective with finite cokernel C satisfying Cℓ = 0 for ℓ ̸ |N(k − 2)!. The proposition is
therefore a consequence of the following lemma. □

Lemma 4.10. There is an isomorphism M(σ)an!
∼= M(σ)N,!,B identifying δ̃an ⊗Q with the

pairing δ̄L! .

Proof. Define F′(σ)N = GQ\(GA × V)/UNU∞. The same argument as in Lemma 3.9 shows
that the natural projection Xan

N → Xan = Xan
U induces a map

res : H1(Xan,FkB ⊗ F(σ))→ H1(Xan
N ,F

k
N,B ⊗ F′(σ)N)

U/UN

with finite kernel and cokernel, and an isomorphism

res : H1
c (X

an,FkB ⊗ F(σ))→ H1
c (X

an
N ,F

k
N,B ⊗ F′(σ)N)

U/UN .

The sheaf F′(σ)N on XN is constant and the right hand sides become M(σ)N,B and
M(σ)N,c,B. This proves M(σ)antf ↪→ M(σ)N,tf,B and M(σ)anc

∼= M(σ)N,c,B. We then get
the desired isomorphism from the commutative diagram



47

M(σ)anc
∼=−−−→ M(σ)N,c,By y

M(σ)an!
⊂−−−→ M(σ)N,!,By y

M(σ)antf
⊂−−−→ M(σ)N,tf,B

in which the two top vertical maps are surjective and two bottom vertical maps are injective.
The compatibility of the pairings follows from the commutativity of the diagram

H1
c (X

an,FkB ⊗ F(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))) ⊗H1(Xan,FkB ⊗ F(σ))
∪̃→H2

c (X
an, (2πi)2−kZ⊗ Oψ−1)

tr−→Mψ,B

res

y yres res

y [U :UN ]

y
H1
c (X

an
N ,FkN,B ⊗ F′(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det)))⊗H1(Xan

N ,FkN,B ⊗ F′(σ))
∪→H2

c (X
an
N , (2πi)2−kZ⊗ Oψ−1)

tr−→Mψ,B ,

which is proved by the same argument as in Proposition 3.8 (with g = I). □

We now compute the adjoints of double coset operators under the pairings. Suppose now
that σ, σ′, g, τ and S are as in §4.2. Recall that we defined morphisms

[U ′gU ]τ,♯ :M(σ)S♯ →M(σ′)S♯

for ♯ = ∅, c and !. (We omit the subscripts N,N ′ of which they are independent.) It is easy
to check that we then also have morphisms

[U(||detg||g)−1U ′]τ t⊗ψ(det(g)) :M(σ′ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))S♯ →M(σ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))S♯ .

Denote this operator by [U ′gU ]Tτ,♯.

Proposition 4.11. The morphism [U ′gU ]Tτ,c (respectively, [U
′gU ]Tτ,!) is the adjoint of [U

′gU ]τ
(respectively, [U ′gU ]τ,!) with respect to the pairing δ̄L, (respectively, δ̄L! ), i.e., we have the
commutative diagram

M(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))Sc
δ̄L−−−→ Hom(M(σ)S,Mψ(1− k)S)

[U ′gU ]Tτ,c

x [U ′gU ]∗τ

x
M(σ̂′ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))Sc

δ̄L−−−→ Hom(M(σ′)S,Mψ(1− k)S),

and a similar diagram for δ̄L! .

Proof. We first make some simplifications. Let σ : U → AutK V , σ′ : U ′ → AutK V
′ and

τ : V → V ′ be as in the definition of [U ′gU ]τ . Consider the diagram
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U
σ−→ AutK V V

↓ τ iv

Ugiv ⊂ U iv σiv−−→ AutK V
iv V iv

↓ τ ′′′

Ug′′′ ⊂ U ′′′
σ′′′
−−→ AutK V

′′′ V ′′′

↓ τ ′′

Ug′′ ⊂ U ′′
σ′′
−→ AutK V

′′ V ′′

↓ τ ′

Ug′ ⊂ U ′
σ′
−→ AutK V

′ V ′.

Here we have used the notations

U iv = gUg−1, V iv = V,

σiv : U iv → AutK V
iv, σiv(uiv)viv = σ(g−1uivg)viv,

giv = g, τ iv = id : V → V iv,

U ′′′ = U ′ ∩ gUg−1, V ′′′ = V, σ′′′ = σ|U ′′′ : U ′′′ → AutK V,

g′′′ = 1, τ ′′′ = id,

U ′′ = U ′ ∩ gUg−1, V ′′ = V ′, σ′′ = σ′|U ′′ : U ′′ → AutK V
′′,

g′′ = 1, τ ′′ = τ and

g′ = 1, τ ′ = id : V ′′ = V ′ → V ′.

Then we have morphisms

[U ivgivU ]τ iv :M(σ)→M(σiv),

[U ′′′g′′′U iv]τ ′′′ :M(σiv)→M(σ′′′),

[U ′′g′′U ′′′]τ ′′ :M(σ′′′)→M(σ′′) and

[U ′g′U ′′]τ ′ :M(σ′′)→M(σ′).

Also
τ = τ ′ ◦ τ ′′ ◦ τ ′′′ ◦ τ iv.

Applying Proposition 4.4, we have

[U ′g′U ′′]τ ′ ◦ [U ′′g′′U ′′′]τ ′′ ◦ [U ′′′g′′′U iv]τ ′′′ ◦ [U ivgivU ]τ iv = [U ′gU ]τ .

We similarly verify that

[U(||detgiv||giv)−1U iv](τ iv)t⊗ψ(det(giv)),c

◦[U iv(||detg′′′||g′′′)−1U ′′′](τ ′′′)t⊗ψ(det(g′′′)),c
◦[U ′′′(||detg′′||g′′)−1U ′′](τ ′′)t⊗ψ(det(g′′)),c
◦[U ′′(||detg′||g′)−1U ′](τ ′)t⊗ψ(det(g′)),c

= ||detg||2−k[Ug−1(gUg−1)]id⊗ψ(detg),c ◦ [(gUg−1)1(U ′ ∩ (gUg−1))]id⊗ψ(1),c

◦[(U ′ ∩ (gUg−1))1(U ′ ∩ (gUg−1))]τ t⊗ψ(1),c ◦ [(U ′ ∩ ((gUg−1))1U ′]id⊗ψ(1),c

= ||detg||2−k[Ug−1U ′]τ t⊗ψ(detg),c
= [U(||detg||g)−1U ′]τ t⊗ψ(detg),c.
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Thus to prove the proposition for δ̄L, we only need to consider the four composition factors,
i.e., to prove it in each of the following four special cases.

Case 1. U ′ = gUg−1 and τ = id,
Case 2. U ′ ⊂ U , g = 1 and τ = id,
Case 3. U ′ = gUg−1 and g = 1, and
Case 4. U ′ ⊃ U , g = 1 and τ = id.

Furthermore, we only need to consider the Betti realization. In this case the desired com-
mutativity is equivalent to that of the diagram

M(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))Sc,B ⊗M(σ)SB
[ , ]−−−→ Mψ(1− k)SB

[U ′gU ]Tτ

x [U ′gU ]τ

y ||

M(σ̂′ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))Sc,B⊗M(σ′)SB
[ , ]′−−−→ Mψ(1− k)SB

where [ , ] and [ , ]′ are the pairings induced by δ̄L for σ and σ′.
Case 1: When U ′ = gUg−1 and τ = id, we have U ′gU = gU . Let UN and UN ′ be as

chosen in the definition of [U ′gU ]id = [U ′gU ]id,N,N ′ . So the action of [U ′gU ]id on MN,B ⊗ V
is

[U ′gU ]id(x⊗ v) = [g]x⊗ v, x ∈MN,B, v ∈ V.
Using Proposition 3.8, the definition of [ , ] and the fact that τ t = id, we see that [ , ]
(resp. [ , ]′) is from the composite of the maps in the top row (resp. bottom row) of the
following commutative diagram

(MN,c,B ⊗ V̂ ⊗Kψ)⊗ (MN,B ⊗ V ) −−−−−→ (MN,c,B ⊗ V̂ ⊗Mψ,B)⊗ (MN,B ⊗ V )

(g⊗id⊗ψ−1◦det(g))⊗(g⊗id)

y (g⊗id)⊗(g⊗id)

y
(MN′,c,B ⊗ V̂ ⊗Kψ)⊗ (MN′,B ⊗ V ) −−−−−→ (MN′,c,B ⊗ V̂ ⊗Mψ,B)⊗ (MN′,B ⊗ V )

−−−−−→ Mψ(1− k)B

1
[U:UN ]−−−−−→ Mψ(1− k)B

||detg||2−k[UN :g−1UN′g]

y ||detg||2−k

y
−−−−−→ Mψ(1− k)B

1
[U′:U

N′ ]−−−−−−→ Mψ(1− k)B .

Restricted to the suitable U - or U ′-invariants, it gives

(26) [[U ′gU ]id⊗(ψ−1◦det(g)),cx, [U
′gU ]idy]

′ = || deg g||2−k[x, y].

We also note that

(27) [Ug−1U ′]id⊗(ψ◦det(g)),c = ([U ′gU ]id⊗(ψ−1◦det(g)),c)
−1

as maps M(σ̂′ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))c,B →M(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))c,B. Combining (26) and (27) proves
the formula in this case.

Case 4. Assume U ′ ⊃ U with g = 1 and τ = id. So σ = σ′|U . Let UN be a sufficiently

small subgroup of U ′ ∩ (g−1Ug) = U and let U ′ =
∐

i giU be a coset decomposition. Then
the action of [U ′gU ]τ on M(σ)B is the restriction of the map

[U ′gU ]τ (x⊗ v) =
∑
i

[gi]x⊗ giv, x ∈MN,B, v ∈ V.



50

For each fixed i, consider the setting of the proposition with U = U ′ = UN , g = gi,
V = V ′ being the given V (restricted to UN) and τ = gi. Then for any u ∈ U and v ∈ V ,
τ((g−1i ugi)v) = gi(g

−1
i ugi)v = ugiv = uτ(v). Thus [UNgiUN ]τ,♯ : M(σ|UN )♯,B → M(σ|UN )♯,B

is defined. In fact, we are in Case 1 of the proposition. Let [ , ]NN be the pairing

M((σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))|UN )c,B ⊗M(σ|UN )B →Mψ(1− k)B.

Then by Case 1 of the proposition, we have

[[UNg
−1
i UN ]gti⊗(ψ−1◦det(gi))α, β]

N
N = [α, [UNgiUN ]giβ]

N
N

for α ∈M(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det)|UN )N,c,B and β ∈M(σ|UN )N,B. In other words,

[(g−1i ⊗ (gti ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det(gi)))α, β]N = [α, (gi ⊗ gi)β]N .

Take α ∈M(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))N,c,B and β ∈M(σ)N,B. Then we have

[α, β]NN = [α, (gi ⊗ gi)β]NN .

Going back to our original U ′ ⊇ U , g = 1 and τ = id, we have

[α, [U ′1U ]idβ]
N
N = [α,

∑
i

(gi ⊗ gi)β]NN = [U ′ : U ][α, β]NN .

Dividing it by [U ′ : UN ], we have

[α, [U ′1U ]idβ]
′ =

1

[U ′ : UN ]
[α, [U ′1U ]idβ]

N
N =

[U ′ : U ]

[U ′ : UN ]
[α, β]NN

=
1

[U : UN ]
[α, β]NN = [α, β] = [[U1U ′]id⊗(ψ−1◦det(1))α, β].

This proves the proposition in this case.
Case 2: This case follows by exchanging U and U ′ in Case 4.
Case 3. In this case τ : V → V ′ is a morphism of U -modules and the formula follows

directly from the definitions. □

4.5. Premotivic structure of level N and character ψ. Suppose that k ≥ 2 and
N ≥ 1. Let ψ be a character Ẑ× → K× of conductor dividing N . Let U = U0(N) denote

the set of matrices
(
a b
c d

)
∈ GL2(Ẑ) with c ∈ N Ẑ. Define σ = σ(N,ψ) by the character

ψ : U0(N)→ K× sending
(
a b
c d

)
to ψ−1(aN), where aN denotes th image of a in

∏
p|N Zp.

Define V = V (N,ψ) to be the vector space K with an action of U by σ. Let V = OK ⊂ V .
Note that Sσ = SKN . Choose M ≥ 3 so that N |M and SM = SN (for example, take
M = 4N). We let M(N,ψ)M,♯ denote the premotivic structure M(σ)M,♯ for ♯ = ∅, tf, c or !.

Recall that the isomorphism

C⊗ Filk−1MM,dR
∼= ⊕t′∈(Z/MZ)×Mk(Γ(M)) ∼= Mk(UM)

defined in §3.1 respects the action of GL2(Ẑ) (Proposition 3.7), and so for any embedding
K → C, it identifies C ⊗K Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,dR with the space of forms f ∈ Mk(UM) such
that

f
(
x
(
a b
c d

))
= ψ(aN)f(x)
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for all
(
a b
c d

)
∈ U0(N). It is straightforward to check that this is precisely the space

Mk(N,ψ) of classical modular forms of weight k, level N and character ψ, i.e., the set of
forms f ∈Mk(Γ(M)) such that

f

(
aτ + b

cτ + d

)
= ψ(d)(cτ + d)kf(τ)

for all τ ∈ H, γ =
(
a b
c d

)
∈ Γ0(N) = U0(N) ∩GL+

2 (Q). We thus obtain an isomorphism

C⊗K Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,dR
∼= Mk(N,ψ).

The same holds for M(N,ψ)M,tf , and replacing this by M(N,ψ)M,c or M(N,ψ)M,! gives the
space of cusp forms Sk(N,ψ). Taking the product over all embeddings K → C, we obtain
isomorphisms

(28)
C⊗ Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,dR

∼= C⊗ Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,tf,dR
∼= Mk(N,ψ)

IK

C⊗ Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,c,dR
∼= C⊗ Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,!,dR

∼= Sk(N,ψ)
IK

of CIK ∼= C⊗K-modules.
Tensoring the q-expansion maps of (6) with K, we regard the q-expansion of a form in

Mk(N,ψ)
IK as taking values in (R′ ⊗ C⊗K)[[q1/M ]] where R′ = Z[1/M, µM ].

Lemma 4.12. For any S ⊃ SKN , the isomorphisms of (28) identify

Filk−1M(N,ψ)SM,dR = Filk−1M(N,ψ)SM,tf,dR

(respectively,

Filk−1M(N,ψ)SM,c,dR
∼= Filk−1M(N,ψ)SM,!,dR)

with the set of forms in Mk(N,ψ)
IK (respectively, Sk(N,ψ)

IK) having q-expansions in
OS[[q]].

Proof. We may assume S = SKN . Tensoring (6) with OS and taking U0(N)-invariants gives
a pull-back diagram

Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,dR −−−→ (R′ ⊗ OS)[[q
1/M ]]y y

Mk(N,ψ)
IK −−−→

⊕
t∈(Z/MZ)×(C⊗K)[[q1/M ]].

In particular, if f ∈ Mk(N,ψ)
IK has q-expansion in OS[[q]] ⊂ (R′ ⊗ OS)[[q

1/M ]], then f is
in the image of Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,dR. Conversely, if f is in the image of Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,dR,
then its q-expansion is in (R′ ⊗ OS)[[q

1/M ]]. Viewing f ∈ Mk(UM) ⊗ K, we see that

f is invariant under the action of
(

1 1
0 1

)
∈ GL2(Af ) and under that of gt′ for each

t′ ∈ (Z/MZ)×. Unravelling the effect of
(

1 1
0 1

)
on q-expansions shows that f has q-

expansion in (R′ ⊗C⊗K)[[q]], hence in (R′ ⊗OS)[[q]]. The commutativity of the diagram
(6) together with the invariance under the gt′ shows that the image of f in (C⊗K)[[q]] is
independent of t′, i.e., independent of the map R′ → C. We conclude that the q-expansion
of f is invariant under AutR′, hence has coefficients in OS. □
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5. Premotivic structure of a newform

5.1. Hecke actions. Using the notations in §4.5 and letting S be a superset of SKN , we
now consider the action of Hecke operators on M(N,ψ)M,! as an object in PMS

K .

Fix a rational prime p. By Lemma 4.2, [U
(
p 0
0 1

)
p
U ]ψ(pp)−1 defines an endomorphism of

M(N,ψ)M,! regarded as an object in PMSpN . This induces an endomorphism

[U
(
p 0
0 1

)
p
U ]ψ(pp)−1 :M(N,ψ)M,! →M(N,ψ)M,!

in PMSpN .

Lemma 5.1. (a) The action of the usual Hecke operator Tp on Mk(N,ψ) corresponds

to that of the double coset operator [U
(
p 0
0 1

)
p
U ]ψ(pp)−1 on M(N,ψ)M , regarded as

an object in PM
SpN
K .

(b) If p ∤ N , then the operator [U
(
p 0
0 p

)
p
U ]ψ(pp)−2 acts onM(N,ψ)M,c via ψ(pp)

−1pk−2.

This corresponds to the usual Hecke operator Sp on Mk(N,ψ).

Proof. (a) Denote g =
(
p 0
0 1

)
p
and let U =

∐
i gi(gUg

−1) ∩ U be a coset representa-

tion. Then we have double coset decomposition UgU =
∐
hiU with hi = gig. The

usual Hecke operator Tp on Mk(Γ1(M)) corresponds to that of the double coset operator

T ad
p = [U

(
p 0
0 1

)
p
U ] on the adelic modular forms Mk(U1(M)) [D-I, §11.1]. By definition,

T ad
p = [U

(
p 0
0 1

)
p
U ] =

∑
i

hi.

By Proposition 3.7, this corresponds to the operator Tmot
p

def
=

∑
i[hi] on C⊗ Filk−1MM,!,dR.

Therefore the operator
∑

i hi on (V ⊗Mk(U1(M)))U corresponds to the operator
∑

i hi on

(V ⊗ C⊗ Filk−1MM,!,dR)
U = C⊗M(N,ψ)M,!,dR. The second operator is defined by∑

i

hi(
∑
j

xj ⊗ vj) =
∑
i,j

[gig]xj ⊗ gigvj =
∑
i,j

[gig]xj ⊗ giψ(pp)−1vj = [UgU ]ψ(pp)−1 .

On the other hand, if f is inMk(U, ψ), then 1⊗f is in (V ⊗Mk(U1(M)))U and f 7→ 1⊗f
defines an isomorphism Sk(U, ψ) ∼= (V ⊗Mk(U1(M)))U . Then we have∑

i

hi(1⊗ f) =
∑
i

(ψ(hi)
−1 ⊗ hif) = 1⊗ (

∑
i

ψ(hi)
−1hif).

(b) By definition, [U
(
p 0
0 p

)
U ]ψ(pp)−2 is the restriction of the map MM ⊗ V → MM ⊗

V, x⊗ v 7→
[(

p 0
0 p

)
p

]
x⊗ψ(pp)−2v to M(N,ψ)M . Let p = ||pp||−1p′ with p′ ∈ Ẑ× and let∑

i xi ⊗ vi be in M(N,ψ)M . Since
(
p′ 0
0 p′

)
is in U , we have∑

i

[(
p′ 0
0 p′

)]
xi ⊗ ψ−1(p′)vi =

∑
i

xi ⊗ vi.



53

Thus ∑
i

[(
p′ 0
0 p′

)]
xi ⊗ vi =

∑
i

xi ⊗ ψ(p′)vi = ψ(p′)
∑
i

xi ⊗ vi.

Then we have ∑
i

[(
p 0
0 p

)
p

]
xi ⊗ ψ(pp)−2vi = ψ(pp)

−1||pp||2−k
∑
i

xi ⊗ vi.

□

Because of the lemma, we can write Tp (resp. Sp) for the endomorphisms of Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,dR,

Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,c,dR and Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,!,dR defined by the coset operator [U
(
p 0
0 1

)
p
U ]ψ(pp)−1

(resp. [U
(
a 0
0 a

)
U ]ψ(pp)−2).

5.2. Compatibility of the Hecke action with the pairings. Let w denote
(

0 −1
N 0

)
N

in
∏
p|N

GL2(Zp). Let V ′ be the one dimensional representation

Hom(V,K)⊗Kψ−1◦det

of U . We abbreviate σ′ for σ̂ψ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det). Fix a basis v0 of V. Define ω : V → V′ by
sending v0 to v̂0 ⊗ 1, where v̂0 ∈ Hom(V,O) is such that v̂0(v0) = 1.

Lemma 5.2. (a) The operator [UwU ]ω defines an isomorphism

M(N,ψ)M →M(σ′)M

in PM
SKN
K and [UwU ]−1ω = [Uw−1U ]ωt⊗ψ(detw). Similarly forM(N,ψ)M,c andM(N,ψ)M,!.

(b) The operator [UwU ]ω : M(ψ)M,! →M(N, σ′)M,! is adjoint to

Nk−2[Uw−1U ]ωt⊗ψ(detw)) : M(σ′)M,! →M(N,ψ)M,!

and coincides with ψ(−1∞)Nk−2[Uw−1U ]ω.

Proof. (a) We first note that both wU and UwU consist of matrices
(
a b
c d

)
∈ GL2(Af )∩

M2(Ẑ) with a, d ∈ N Ẑ, b ∈ Ẑ× and c ∈ N Ẑ×. So we have UwU = wU .

For u =
(
a b
c d

)
∈ U we have

σ(w−1uw)v0 = σ
(

d − c
NN

−NNb a

)
v0 = ψ−1(dN)v0

and

σ′(u)(v̂0 ⊗ 1) = ψ−1(((detu)−1d)N)v̂0 ⊗ ψ−1(detu) · 1 = ψ−1(dN)v̂0 ⊗ 1.

since ψ(detu/(detu)N) = 1. Therefore we have

ω(σ(w−1uw)v0) = σ′(u)ω(v0).

Also w−1UM2w ⊆ UM . So the operator

[UwU ]ω,M,M2 : M(N,ψ)M →M(σ′)M2
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is well-defined and defines an morphism in PMSN
K . Since M(σ′)M2

∼= M(σ′)M by Lemma 4.1
(a), we have

[UwU ]ω : M(N,ψ)M →M(σ′)M .

To prove that the map is an isomorphism, consider −w =
(

0 1
−N 0

)
N
. The same

argument as above shows that we have a homomorphism

[U(−w)U ]ω′ : M(σ′)M →M(σ′′)M

in PMSN
K where σ′′ is the representation of U on V′′ = Hom(V̂′,O) ⊗ Oψ−1◦det which is

canonically isomorphic to σψ and where ω′ : V′ → V′′ sends v̂0 to ˆ̂v0 ⊗ 1 which is identified
with v0 under the above isomorphism. Thus we have

[U(−w)U ]ω′ ◦ [UwU ]ω : M(N,ψ)M →M(N,ψ)M .

Since [U(−w)U ][UwU ] = [U(−w)wU ] = [U(NNI)U ], the composition formula in Proposi-
tion 4.4 gives us

[U(−w)U ]ω′ ◦ [UwU ]ω = [U(NI)U ]1 = Nk−2.

Since N is invertible in O, [UwU ]ω is an isomorphism in PM
SKN
K and

[UwU ]−1ω = N2−k[U(−w)U ]ω′ = [Uw−1U ]ωt⊗ψ(detw).

The statements for Mc and M! follow since [UwU ]ω commutes with the weight filtration
maps.

(b) By Lemma 4.11, the operator [UwU ]ω : M(N,ψ)M,! → M(σ′)M,! is adjoint to
Nk−2[Uw−1U ]ω′ : M(σ′)M,! →M(N,ψ)M,!.
On the other hand,

w =
(

0 −N
1 0

)
N
=

(
−1 0
0 −1

)
N

(
N 0
0 N

)
N
w−1.

Thus by Proposition 4.4,

[UwU ]ω = [Uw−1U ]ω ◦ [U
(
N 0
0 N

)
N
U ]1 ◦ [U

(
−1 0
0 −1

)
N
U ]1

= ψ−1(−1∞)Nk−2[Uw−1U ]ω

since σ(
(

−1 0
0 −1

)
N
) = ψ−1(−1N) = ψ−1(−1f ) = ψ(−1∞). □

Composing the operator [UwU ]ω with the duality morphism δ̄LN defined in (25), we obtain
a duality morphism

δ̂LN : M(N,ψ)M,! → HomO(M(N,ψ)M,!,Mψ(1− k))(29)

that becomes an isomorphism after tensoring with Q.
Let U ′ = U0(N

′) and let ψ′ be a character of A× with conductor dividing N ′. Then
we can construct the premotivic structure M(N ′, ψ′)M ′,! associated to ψ′ in the same way
as we construct M(N,ψ)M,!. Given [U ′gU ]τ,M,M ′ : M(N,ψ)M,! → M(N ′, ψ′)M ′,! where M

′

is chosen with the additional condition g−1UM ′g ⊆ UM , let [U ′gU ]tτ denote the adjoint of

[U ′gU ]τ with respect to the pairing morphism L̂.
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Lemma 5.3. (a)

[U ′gU ]tτ = ||detg||2−k[Uw−1U ]ωt⊗ψ(detw) ◦ [Ug−1U ′]τ t⊗ψ(det(g)) ◦ [U ′w′U ′]ω′

in PMSM′′ for any M ′′ with g−1UM ′′g ⊆ UM ′.
(b) For any prime p, Tp is self-adjoint under the duality morphism δ̂L in PMSpN .

Proof. (a) We only need to verify for the Betti realization. Let [ , ], [ , ]′, ⟨ , ⟩ and ⟨ , ⟩′
be the pairings on Betti realizations induced by δ̄LN , δ̄

L
N ′ , δ̂LN and δ̂LN ′ . By definition we have

the commutative diagram

M(N,ψ)!,B ⊗O M(N,ψ)!,B
⟨ , ⟩−−−→ Mψ(1− k)B

∥
y[UwU ]ω ∥

M(N,ψ)!,B ⊗O M(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))!,B
[ , ]−−−→ Mψ(1− k)B

[U ′gU ]τ

y y[U ′gU ]Tτ ∥

M(N ′, ψ′)!,B⊗OM(σ̂′ ⊗ (ψ′−1 ◦ det))!,B
[ , ]′−−−→ Mψ′(1− k)B

∥
x[U ′wU ′]ω′ ∥

M(N ′, ψ′)!,B ⊗O M(N ′, ψ′)!,B
⟨ , ⟩′−−−→ Mψ′(1− k)B.

Then from Proposition 4.11 and Lemma 5.2

⟨[U ′gU ]τa, b⟩′ = [[U ′gU ]τa, [U
′w′U ′]ω′b]′

= [a, [U ′gU ]Tτ ◦ [U ′w′U ′]ω′b]

= ⟨a, [UwU ]−1ω ◦ [U ′gU ]T ◦ [U ′w′U ′]ω′b⟩
= ⟨a, [Uw−1U ]ωt⊗ψ(detw) ◦ [U ′gU ]T ◦ [U ′w′U ′]ω′b⟩
= ⟨a, ||detg||2−k[Uw−1U ]ωt⊗ψ(detw) ◦ [Ug−1U ′]τ t⊗ψ(det(g)) ◦ [U ′w′U ′]ω′b⟩.

This proves (a).

(b) Note that T Tp = [U
(

1 0
0 pp

)
U ]ψ(pp)−1 by Proposition 4.11. Then using Proposition 4.4

we find that [UwU ][U
(
pp 0
0 1

)
U ] and [U

(
1 0
0 pp

)
U ][UwU ] are both [U

(
0 −1

ppNN 0

)
U ]. It

follows that

[UwU ]ωTp = T Tp [UwU ]ω.

Then from (a) we have

T tp = [UwU ]−1ω T Tp [UwU ]ω = Tp.

□

Lemma 5.4. The duality morphism

δ̂LN : M(N,ψ)!,M → HomOK (M!(N,ψ)M ,Mψ(1− k))

has sign −1.
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Proof. Recall that for M(N,ψ)!,M to be non-zero, we must have ψ(−1∞) = (−1)k−2. Fix
such a ψ. By Lemma 5.2 and the fact that [ , ] has sign (−1)k−1, we have, for x, y ∈
M(N,ψ)M,!,B,

⟨x, y⟩ = [[UwU ]ωx, y]

= ψ(−1∞)[Nk−2[Uw−1U ]ωx, y]

= −[y,Nk−2[Uw−1U ]ωx]

= −[[UwU ]ωy, x]
= −⟨y, x⟩. □

5.3. The action of Hecke rings. Let T̃ denote the polynomial algebra over O = OS gen-
erated by the variables tp, where p runs over rational primes. Then Filk−1M(ψ)N,!,dR be-

comes a T̃-module with tp acting by [U
(
p 0
0 1

)
p
U ]1. Since the modular forms with Fourier

coefficients in O is stable under the action of the Hecke operators Tp, by Lemma 4.12 (c),

Filk−1M(ψ)N,!,dR is also a T̃-module. Let a denote the annihilator in T̃ of Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,!,dR

and let T = T̃/a. Similarly let a′ ⊂ a be the annihilator of Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,dR and let

T′ = T̃/a′. Then T ⊂ EndK(Fil
k−1M(N,ψ)M,!,dR) and T′ ⊂ EndK(Fil

k−1M(N,ψ)M,dR) .

Lemma 5.5. (a) The T-linear homomorphism

φ : Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,!,dR → Hom(T,O),
φ(f)(T ) = a1(T (f)), f ∈ Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,!,dR, T ∈ T,

with a1(T (f)) the first Fourier coefficient of T (f), is an isomorphism.
(b) For any p ∤ N , Q⊗ T is generated by the images of Tℓ for ℓ ̸= p.
(c) The T′-linear homomorphism

φ : Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,dR → Hom(Q⊗ T′, K),

φ(f)(T ) = a1(T (f)), f ∈ Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,dR, T ∈ T′

is an isomorphism.
(d) For any p ∤ N , Q⊗ T′ is generated by the images of Tℓ for ℓ ̸= p.

Proof. (a) The proof is the same as the proof of Theorem 2.2 in [Ri].
(b) Fix a p ∤ N . Let T1 be the subalgebra of Q ⊗ T generated by the images of tℓ for

ℓ ̸= p. Consider the map

ϕ : Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,!,dR
∼= Hom(Q⊗ T, K)→ Hom(T1, K)

where the second map is the restriction, and thus is surjective. We only need to prove that
this map is injective.

Let f be in Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,!,dR. By definition, ϕ(f)(Tn) = a1(Tnf) = an(f). Therefore,
for f ∈ kerϕ we have an(f) = 0 when ℓ ̸ |n. It follows from [Miy, Theorem 4.6.8 (1)] that
f = 0. Therefore T = T1.
The proof of (c) (resp. (d)) is the same as the proof of (a) (resp. (b)). □

Proposition 5.6. (a) T acts on M(N,ψ)M,! as an object in PM
SKN
K .

(b) T′ acts on M(N,ψ)M as an object in PM
SKN
K .
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(c) a′ is also the annihilator of M(N,ψ)M,c,dR and T′ acts on M(N,ψ)M,c as an object

in PM
SKN
K .

(d) The maps M(N,ψ)M,c → M(N,ψ)M,! in PM
SKN
K and M(N,ψ)M,! → M(N,ψ)M in

PM
SKN
K are T′-linear.

Proof. (a) We first prove that a is annihilates each of the realizations of M(N,ψ)M,!. Let
c : C→ C, v 7→ v̄ be the complex conjugation. By definition,

Fil
k−1

M(N,ψ)M,!,dR = I∞((id⊗ c)((I∞)−1(Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,!,dR))).

Here

id⊗ c :M(N,ψ)M,!,B ⊗ C→M(N,ψ)M,!,B ⊗ C, x⊗ v 7→ x⊗ v̄

is clearly T̃-linear, as is I∞ by Lemma 4.2. Thus a annihilates Fil
k−1

M!(N,ψ)M,dR. So a is
the annihilator of

M(N,ψ)M,!,dR ⊗ C = (Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,!,dR ⊗ C)⊕ (Fil
k−1

M(N,ψ)M,!,dR ⊗ C).

Since I∞ is T̃-linear, a is the annihilator of M(N,ψ)M,!,B ⊗ C. Since the action of T̃ on
C is trivial, a is the annihilator of M(N,ψ)M,!,dR and M(N,ψ)M,!,B. Then it is also the
annihilator of M(N,ψ)M,!,λ =M(N,ψ)M,!,B ⊗K Kλ and M(N,ψ)M,!,dR ⊗Qp.

We next show that T acts on M(N,ψ)M,! as an object in PM
SKN
K .

Fix a finite prime p. Recall that M(N,ψ)M,! is in PM
SKN
K and, by Lemma 4.2, Tp :

M(N,ψ)M,! → M(N,ψ)pM,! is defined in PM
SKpM
K = PM

SKpN
K . If p|Nk!, then SpN = SN . So

Tp is a morphism in PM
SKN
K .

If p ∤ Nk!, then for each realization M? of M(N,ψ)M,! ∈ PMSN , the corresponding

realization of M(N,ψ)pM,! ∈ PMSpN is given by{
M?, ? = B, λ or λ−crys with λ ∤ pNk!,
M?[1/p], ? = dR

Thus by Lemma 4.2, Tp acts on these realizations and observes comparison isomorphisms
among them. So to prove the proposition, we only need to give actions of Tp on Mλ-crys

with λ ∤ p and MdR, and show that these actions observe the comparison isomorphisms IλdR
and Iλ-crys. Fix a λ | p. By Lemma 5.5, Tp is a polynomial of Tq, q ̸= p, with coefficients
in K. Thus there is r ∈ Z>0 such that rTp is a polynomial of Tq, q ̸= p, with coefficients
in OK . Since each Tq, q ̸= p, acts on Mλ-crys by Lemma 4.2, we have an action of rTp on
Mλ-crys which we provisionally denote by F . Further, Tp : Mλ →Mλ gives rTpMλ ⊆ rMλ.
Since each Tq, q ̸= p, observes Iλ-crys, we have

V(F (Mλ-crys)) = F (V(Mλ-crys)) ∼= F (Mp) ⊆ rMp
∼= rV(Mλ-crys) = V(rMλ-crys).

Thus F (Mλ-crys) ⊆ rMλ-crys. Since Mλ-crys for λ ∤ Nk! is torsion free, we obtain a map
r−1F : Mλ-crys → Mλ-crys that observes I

λ-crys : V(Mλ-crys) → Mλ. Then via IλdR : MdR ⊗
Oλ →Mλ-crys, we obtain a map r−1F : MdR ⊗Oλ →MdR ⊗Oλ. Note that Tℓ acts on MdR

for all ℓ and, by the first part of the proof, the action of Tp onMdR agrees with r−1F . Since



58

MdR ⊗ Zp =
⊕

λ|pMdR ⊗ Oλ, we have the following commutative diagram

MdR
⊂−−−→ MdR[1/p]

Tp−−−→ MdR[1/p]

∥ ∩
y ∩

y
MdR

⊂−−−→ MdR
Tp=r−1F−−−−−→ MdR

∥ ∪
x ∪

x
MdR

⊂−−−→ MdR ⊗ Zp
r−1F−−−→ MdR ⊗ Zp.

This shows that the image of MdR under Tp is contained in MdR[1/p]∩ (MdR⊗Zp) = MdR.
Thus if we define Tp : Mλ-crys → Mλ-crys by r−1F , then it is compatible with Iλ-crys and

with Iλ-crysdR . So we have seen that Tp : M!(N,ψ)M → M!(N,ψ)pM in PMSpN extends to a

morphism Tp : M!(N,ψ)M →M!(N,ψ)M in PM
SKN
K .

Thus we have shown that Tp is a morphism in PM
SKN
K for every p and proven (a).

The argument for (b) is the same as for (a).
To prove (c), note that by (b) and the fact that Tp is self-adjoint under the pairing

between M(N,ψ)M and M(N,ψ)M,c defined in Lemma 5.3, a′ is also the annihilator of
M(N,ψ)M,c. The rest of the proof is the same as for part (a).

For (d), we only need to prove that each Tp commutes with these maps. This follows
from Lemma 4.2. □

5.4. Premotivic structure for a newform. Now suppose that g is a (normalized) eigen-
form in Filk−1M(N,ψ)N,!,dR for the action of T. So for T ∈ T we have T (g) = a1(T (g))g.
Let K = Kg denote the field generated by a1(T (g)), T ∈ T and let Ig denote the kernel
of the map T → K, T 7→ a1(T (g)). Let Mg ⊂ M(N,ψ)M,! denote the intersection of
the kernels of elements of Ig. By Proposition 5.6, Mg is in PMS

K for any S ⊃ SKN . Let
Mg = Mg ⊗K ∈ PMS

K .

Lemma 5.7. Mg is a premotivic structure of rank 2 over K and Filk−1Mg,dR = Kg. If g
is a new form, then the pairing on M(N,ψ)M,! restricts to a perfect alternating pairing on
Mg, i.e., an isomorphism

∧2KMg →Mψ(1− k).

Proof. By [D-I, Proposition 12.4.14], M(N,ψ0)M,!,dR, where ψ0 is the trivial character of
U1(N), is free of rank two over FTN . It follows that M(N,ψ)M,!,dR is free of rank two over
T. Thus Mg is free of rank two over T/Ig ∼= K. By the injectivity of the q-expansion map,

we have Filk−1Mg,dR = Kg.
The pairing on Mg is restricted from an alternating pairing. So it is still alternating. To

show that the pairing on Mg is perfect, we only need to show that the pairing on Mg,dR⊗C
is perfect.

By (29), ⟨M(N,ψ)M,!,dR,M(N,ψ)M,!,dR⟩ ̸= 0. For α ∈ Ig and x ∈M(N,ψ)M,!,dR, we have
⟨Mg,dR, αx⟩ = ⟨αMg,dR, x⟩ = 0. Thus ⟨Mg,dR, IgM(N,ψ)M,!,dR⟩ = 0. By strong multiplicity
one theorem,

Filk−1M(N,ψ)M,!,dR = Kg + Ig Fil
k−1M(N,ψ)M,!,dR.
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Then

C⊗M(N,ψ)M,!,dR

∼=(C⊗ Filk−1M!(N,ψ)M,dR) + (I∞(id⊗ c)(I∞)−1)(C⊗ Filk−1M!(N,ψ)M,dR)

∼=Cg + C⊗ Ig Filk−1M!(N,ψ)M,dR + (I∞(id⊗ c)(I∞)−1)(g ⊗ C)
+ (I∞(id⊗ c)(I∞)−1)(C⊗ Ig Filk−1M!(N,ψ)M,dR).

Thus

0 ̸=⟨Cg,C⊗M!(N,ψ)M,dR⟩ = ⟨Cg,Cg + (I∞(id⊗ c)(I∞)−1)(g ⊗ C)⟩
=⟨Cg,C⊗Mg,dR⟩.

Since Mg,dR is two dimensional and the pairing in alternating, this implies that the pairing
on C⊗Mg,dR is nondegenerate, as is needed. □

5.5. The L-function. Suppose that f(τ) =
∑
ane

2πinτ is a newform of weight k, conductor
Nf and character ψf . Associated to f is the L-function with Euler product factorization:

L(f, s) =
∑
n≥1

ann
−s =

∏
p∤Nf

(1− app−s + ψf (p)p
k−1−2s)−1

∏
p|Nf

(1− app−s)−1.

Recall that A0
k denote the representation of GL2(Af ) defined by

lim
→
N

Filk−1MN,!,dR ⊗ C.

Then there is an irreducible subrepresentation π(f) of A0
k of central character ψf || ||2−k

such that f spans the image of π(f)U1(Nf ) under the isomorphism

(A0
k)
U1(Nf ) ∼= Sk(Γ1(Nf ))

(Here we view ψf as a character on A×f ⊂ A×). Moreover, we have the decomposition

A0
k =

⊕
f

π(f)

where f runs over newforms of weight k of any conductor and character. For each f we
have a factorization

π(f) ∼= ⊗pπp(f)
where πp(f) is an irreducible admissible representation of GL2(Qp). For each p, we let
cp = vp(Nf ), so p

cp is the conductor of πp(f). We let

Vp =
{(

a b
c d

)
∈ GL2(Zp)

∣∣∣ a− 1 ≡ c ≡ 0 mod pcp
}
.

Then πp(f)
Vp is one-dimensional and we consider the double coset operators on it defined

by

tp = Vp
(
p 0
0 1

)
Vp, t′p = Vp

(
1 0
0 p

)
Vp, sp = Vp

(
p 0
0 p

)
Vp.

Then we have tp = ψf (pp)ap and sp = ψf (pp)p
k−2 on πp(f)

Vp . We recall the following
general facts about irreducible admissible representations of GL2(Qp):

Lemma 5.8. Suppose that cp > 0 and πp(f) has minimal conductor among its twists.

(a) πp(f) is special if and only if tpt
′
p = sp;
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(b) πp(f) is principal series if and only if tpt
′
p = psp;

(c) πp(f) is supercuspidal if and only if tp = 0.

Suppose now that g is a newform of weight k, level Ng and character ψg, with coefficients
in a number field K. For each embedding τ : K → C, we have a newform τ(g) as above,
and so a representation πτ(g) of GL2(Af ). The L-functions attached to Mg are related to
those attached to the τ(g) by the formula

L(Mg ⊗Mψ−1
g
, τ, s) = L(τ(g), s).

In fact, a stronger statement is true: For any primes p of Q and λ of K, the representation
Dpst(Mλ|Gp)

ss of ′Wp is K-rational and corresponds via local Langlands to πp(τ(g)) (where
we extend scalars to C via τ and normalize the local Langlands correspondence as in [Ca0]).
This is due to Eichler, Shimura and Igusa for λ not dividing pNg, by Langlands, Deligne
and Carayol [Ca0] for λ ∤ p, and by Scholl [Scho2] and Saito [Sai] in general. In particular
Mg is L-admissible everywhere; moreover Mg =MSN for an object M of PMK which is L-
admissible everywhere. Using the compatibility with the local Langlands correspondence,
it also follows from the functional equations for the L(τ(g), s) that Conjecture 1.2 holds for
Mg.

Finally we recall some basic properties of the local Langlands correspondence. In the
following, we identify characters of Q×p with those of ′Wp via class field theory.

Lemma 5.9. Suppose that π is an irreducible admissible representation of GL2(Qp) and
ρ : ′Wp → AutC V corresponds to ||det||1/2π via local Langlands. Then the following hold:

(a) The conductors of π and ρ coincide.
(b) The central character of π is the determinant of ρ.
(c) For any character θ of Q×p , ||det||1/2(θ ◦ det)π corresponds to θρ.

(d) The trace of ρ(Frobp) on (V/NV )Ip is the eigenvalue of tp on πVp.
(e) π is supercuspidal if and only if ρ is irreducible.

These properties already determine the correspondence explicitly if π is principal series
or special. In particular, if π = I(µ1, µ2), then ρ|Wp is equivalent to µ1 ⊕ µ2 and N ̸= 0 if
and only if π is special. We shall also need the explicit description of the correspondence
due to Gérardin [Gé] in certain cases where π is supercuspidal. For this we refer to sections
3.2 and 4.2 of [C-D-T].

6. The adjoint premotivic structure

6.1. Realizations of the adjoint premotivic structure. Af = ad0Mf is defined to be
the kernel of the trace map

HomK(Mf ,Mf )→ K.

It is a premotivic structure in PMS
K for S ⊇ SN .

For ? = B, dR or λ, Af,? has an integral structure given by

Af,? = {a ∈ End(Mf,?)| tr(a) = 0}.
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The extra structures on the realizations of Af are obtained by restrictions from those of
End(Mf ). For example the filtration on Af,dR is given by

FilnAf,dR = {a ∈ AdR ⊆ End(Mf,dR)|a(FiliMf,dR) ⊆ Filn+iMf,dR, ∀j}

=


Af,dR, n ≤ −(k − 1),
{a ∈ Af,dR|a(Fil0Mf,dR) ⊆ Fil0Mf,dR}, −(k − 1) < n ≤ 0,
{a ∈ Af,dR|a(Mf,dR) ⊆ Fil0Mf,dR, a(Fil

0Mf,dR) = 0}, 0 < n ≤ k − 1,
0, n > k − 1.

The filtration on End(Mf,λ-crys) is the same. Since the the weight is from 1 − k to k − 1,
we need p − 1 > 2(k − 1) instead of p > k (plus a twist of the crystalline realization) in
order to get an object in MF0 and to make Af,λ-crys well-defined.

Lemma 6.1. There is an isomorphism detKAf ∼= K in PMS
K which restricts to isomor-

phisms detOKAf,?[1/Nk!] ∼= OK [1/Nk!] for ? ∈ {B, dR, λ}.

Proof. Setting M∗
f = HomK(Mf , K) and noting that Mf has K-rank 2 we find

detKAf ⊗K K ∼=detK(Af ⊕K) ∼= detKHomK(Mf ,Mf ) ∼= detK(M
∗
f ⊗K Mf )

∼=detK(M
∗
f )
⊗2 ⊗K detK(Mf )

⊗2

∼= (detK(Mf )
∗ ⊗K detK(Mf ))

⊗2

∼=K⊗2 ∼= K.

The integral isomorphisms are proved in the same way. □

We note that Af and HomK(Af , K) are isomorphic. There is in fact a canonical isomor-
phism defined by the pairing

(30) α⊗ β 7→ tr(α ◦ β)
on each realization of Af .

Note that if we replace K by K ′ ⊃ K and S by a subset S ′ of the primes over those in
S, then Af is replaced by (Af ⊗KK ′)S

′
. If ψ′ is a character A× → K× of conductor D′ and

f ⊗ψ′ denotes the eigenform (of weight k, conductor dividing NfD
′2 and character ψ(ψ′)2)

associated to the eigenform
∑

(n,D′)=1 ψ
′(nn)ane

2πinz. We will relate Mf to the premotivic

structure associated to f ⊗ ψ′.

Lemma 6.2. Let S ⊇ Sf be such that D′ is invertible in OS. We have Mf⊗ψ′ ∼= Mf⊗OMψ′

in PMS
K. We also have Af⊗ψ′ ∼= Af in PMS

K.

It is sometimes convenient to assume that f has minimal conductor among its twists.

Proof. For the given character ψ′ : Ẑ× → O′× of conductor D′, let F = Q(ζD′M), where
M ≥ 3 is as in §4.5, and letK ′ = K(ζD′2). LetN ′ = lcm(N,D′) andN ′′ = lcm(N,DD′, D′2)
where D is the conductor of ψ. Then we have a representation given by ψψ′2 : U0(N

′′) →
(OK′)×.

With this setup, and U = U0(N), U ′ = U0(N
′), U ′′ = U0(N

′′), we define

θ : M(N,ψ)D′M ⊗Mψ′ →M(N ′′, ψψ′2)(D′)3M

to be the composite from the left column of the following diagram.
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M(N,ψ)D′M ⊗Mψ′

= (MD′M ⊗ Vψ−1)U ⊗Mψ′

⊂−−−→ MD′M ⊗ Vψ−1 ⊗MF ⊗ Oψ′ ∼=
MD′M ⊗ Vψ−1 ⊗H0(XD′M)⊗ Oψ′

∪
y ∪

y
(MD′M ⊗ Vψ−1 ⊗ Oψ′)U

′ ⊂−−−→ MD′M ⊗ Vψ−1 ⊗ Oψ′

[U ′′
(

1 1/D′

0 1

)
U ′]1

y ∑
d[gdg

′]⊗gdid
y

M(N ′′, ψψ′2)
= (MD′3M ⊗ Vψ−1ψ′−2)U

′′
⊂−−−→ MD′3M ⊗ Vψ−1ψ′−2 .

We will show that it restricts to an isomorphism Mf ⊗Mψ′ →Mf⊗ψ′ stated in the lemma.
We first show that θ is well-defined. In the top half of the diagram, under the isomorphism

MD′M ⊗ Vψ−1 ⊗MF ⊗ Oψ′−1
∼= MD′M ⊗ Vψ−1 ⊗H0(XD′M)⊗ Oψ′ →MD′M ⊗ Vψ−1 ⊗ Oψ′

where the first map is from the proof of Lemma 4.6 and the second map is from cup product,
we have

M(N,ψ)D′M ⊗Mψ′−1
∼= (MD′M ⊗ Vψ−1)U ⊗ (H0(XD′M)⊗ Oψ′)U

′

⊆ (MD′M ⊗ Vψ−1 ⊗H0(XD′M)⊗ Oψ′)U
′

→ (MD′M ⊗ Vψ−1 ⊗ Oψ′)U
′
.

Here the first map is by Lemma 4.6, the inclusion map is because U ′ ⊆ U and the third
map is because the cup product is U ′-equivariant.

We next consider the bottom half of the diagram. Let σ′ (resp. σ′′) be the representation
of U ′ on V′ = Vψ−1 ⊗ Oψ′−1 (resp. of U ′′ on V′′ = Vψ−1ψ′−2). Let τ : V′ → V′′ be the

identify map of the underlying O-modules. Let g′ =
(

1 1/D′

0 1

)
. If u is an element of

U ′′ ∩ (g′U ′g′−1), then u is of the form(
a+D′N ′c b+D′−1(d− a)−D′−2N ′c

N ′c −D′−1N ′c+ d

)

for some
(

a b
N ′c d

)
∈ U ′. Since u is in U ′′, we haveN ′′|N ′c, so N ′′

N ′ |c. Then N
gcd(D′,N)

N ′′

N ′ | N
gcd(D′,N)

c.

Since N
gcd(D′,N)

N ′′

N ′ = N ′′

D′ , we have D′| N
gcd(D′,N)

c. From this and the (1, 2)-entry of u we get

d− a ≡ 0 mod D′. Thus

τ(σ′(g′−1ug′)v) = τ(ψ−1(aN)ψ
′−1 ◦ det(g′−1ug′)v)

= τ(ψ−1(aN)ψ
′(ad)−1v)

= τ(ψ−1(aN)ψ
′(a)−2v)

= ψ−1(aN)ψ
′(a)−2v

= σ′′(τ(v)).

This shows that

[U ′′
(

1 1/D′

0 1

)
U ′]1 : (MD′M ⊗ Vψ−1 ⊗ Oψ′)U

′ →M(N,ψ−1ψ′−2)(D′)3M
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is well-defined. We also note that, letting Λ ⊂ Ẑ× be a complete set of coset representatives

of (Z/D′Z)×, then gd =
(

1 0
0 d

)
, d ∈ Λ gives a coset decomposition U ′′ =

∐
d gd(U

′′ ∩
(g′U ′g′−1)).
Thus θ is well-defined and is the restriction of the composite of the maps in the bottom

row in the above diagram. To prove the first statement of the lemma, we only need to show

(31) θdR(f ⊗ bdR) = D′ψ′(−1)fψ′ .

Tracing through the maps in the above diagram, we see that

f ⊗ bdR ∈ Filk−1M(N,ψ)D′M,dR ⊗Mψ′,dR

is sent to ∑
a mod D′

∑
d mod D′

[gdg]ζ
−a
D′ f ⊗ gd (1⊗ ψ′(a)) ∈MD′3M ⊗ Vψ−1ψ′−2 .

Under the isomorphism

C⊗ Filk−1MD′M,dR
∼= ⊕t∈(Z/D′MZ)×M(Γ(D′M)),

the element ζ−aD′ f is sent to the vector (ζ−t
−1a

D′ ft)t, t ∈ (Z/D′MZ)×. For a fixed d ∈ Λ
and for t′ ∈ (Z/D′3MZ)×, in the notation of Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.7, we have
κ(t′) = (detgd||detgd||)−1t′ = d−1t′ mod D′M and

γ = γd,t′ =
((

1 0
0 t′−1

)(
1 D′−1

0 d

)(
1 0
0 d−1t′

))−1
=

(
1 −d−1t′D′−1

0 1

)
.

Then [gdg]⊗ gd sends (ζ−t
−1a

D′ ft)t ⊗ (1⊗ ψ′(a)) toζ−d(t′)−1a
D′ fd−1t′|( 1 −d−1t′D′−1

0 1

)

t′

⊗ ψ′(a)

in C⊗ Filk−1MD′3M
∼= ⊕t′∈(Z/D′3MZ)×Mk(Γ0(D

′3M), ψ−1ψ′−2). Thus the t′-th entry of

∑
a mod D′

ζ−aD′

∑
d mod D′

[gdg]f ⊗ gdτ(1⊗ ψ′(a))

in the above diagram is∑
a mod D′

∑
d mod D′

ζ−d
−1t′a

D′ fd−1t′ |( 1 −d−1t′D′−1

0 1

) ⊗ ψ′(a).
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Since f is from Filk−1M(N,ψ)D′M,dR, by Lemma 4.12 and its proof, the components of (ft)t
are the same. Then we have∑

a mod D′

∑
d mod D′

ζ−d
−1t′a

D′ fd−1t′ |( 1 −d−1t′D′−1

0 1

) ⊗ ψ′(a)
=

∑
d mod D′

(
∑

a mod D′

ζ−d
−1t′a

D′ ⊗ ψ′(a))fd−1t′|( 1 −d−1t′D′−1

0 1

)
=

∑
d mod D′

Gψ′ψ′(−d−1t′)−1fκ(t′)|( 1 −d−1t′D′−1

0 1

)
= D′G−1ψ′−1ψ

′(−1)
∑

d mod D′

ψ′(−d−1t′)−1fκ(t′)|( 1 −d−1t′D′−1

0 1

)
where the last equation comes from D′ = ψ′(−1)Gψ′Gψ′−1 . By [Miy, Lemma 4.3.10],

the last term is the image of D′ψ′(−1)fψ′ under the isomorphism C ⊗ Filk−1MD′3M,dR
∼=

⊕t′M(Γ0(D
′3M), ψψ′2). Then by Proposition 3.7 and its proof, we have (31), as needed.

Since ψ′ is a character, we have

Hom(Mf ⊗Mψ′ ,Mf ⊗Mψ′) = Hom(Mf ,Mf ⊗Mψ′ ⊗M⊗(−1)
ψ′ ) = Hom(Mf ,Mf ).

It then follows that Af⊗ψ′ ∼= Af . □

6.2. Euler factors and functional equation. For each prime p, we let δp denote the

dimension of M
Ip
f,λ for any λ not dividing p, so

δp =

 2, if p ∤ Nf ,
1, if p|Nf and ap ̸= 0,
0, if p|Nf and ap = 0.

We set Lnv
p (Af , s) = Lp(Af , s) if δp > 0, and Lnv

p (Af , s) = 1 if δp = 0. We let Σe = Σe(f)
denote the set of primes p such that δp = 0 and Lp(Af , s) ̸= 1. , and set

Lnv(Af , s) =
∏
p

Lnv
p (Af , s) =

∏
p̸∈Σe(f)

Lp(Af , s).

We call the primes in Σe exceptional for f .
Recall that if δp = 2, then writing

Lp(f, s) = (1− app−s + ψ(p)pk−1−2s)−1 = (1− αpp−s)−1(1− βpp−s)−1,

we have

Lp(Af , s) = (1− αpβ−1p p−s)−1(1− p−s)−1(1− α−1p βpp
−s)−1.

If δp = 1, then

(32) Lp(Af , s) =

{
(1− p−1−s)−1 if πp(f) is special;
(1− p−s)−1 if πp(f) is principal series.

To see this, note that if πp(f) is special, then ρf,λ|Gp has matrix χ ⊗
(
χℓ ∗
0 1

)
and is

indecomposible. Here χ is unramified and χℓ is the cyclotomic character. So ad0ρf,λ has
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matrix

 χℓ ∗ ∗
1 ∗

χ−1ℓ

. So ad0ρ
Ip
f,λ is one dimensional acted by Gp through the character

χℓ. Since χℓ(Frobp) = p−1, we have Lp(Af , s) = (1− p−1−s)−1.
If πp(f) is principal series, then ρf,λ|Gp has matrix

(
χ1 0
0 χ2

)
with χ1 ramified and χ2

unramified. So ad0ρf,λ has matrix

 χ1χ
−1
2

1
χ−11 χ2

. So ad0ρ
Ip
f,λ is one dimensional

with trivial Gp-action. So Lp(Af , s) = (1− p−s)−1.
Shimura [Sh2] proved that L(Af , s) extends to an entire function on the complex plane.

Recall that we regard L(M, s) as taking values in K⊗C. Each embedding τ : K → C gives
a map K ⊗C→ C and we write L(M, τ, s) for the composite with L(M, s). Moreover, the
work of Gelbart-Jacquet [G-J] and others (see [Schm]) shows that

Λ(Af , s) = L(Af , s)ΓR(s+ 1)ΓC(s+ k − 1)
= 22−k−sπ(1−2k−3s)/2L(Af , s)Γ(

s+1
2
)Γ(s+ k − 1)

satisfies the functional equation

Λ(Af , s) = ϵ(Af , s)Λ(Af , 1− s),
where ϵ(Af , s) is as defined by Deligne [De2]. Here we have used that Af and HomK(Af , K)
are isomorphic (using (30)).

6.3. Σ-variations for non-exceptional primes. Let Σ denote a finite set of rational
primes. We assume that no prime in S divides a prime in Σ and Σe ⊆ Σ. The case when
Σe ̸⊆ Σ will be considered in §6.5. We define a premotivic structure Mf

Σ exactly as above,

but we replace Nf by NΣ = Nf

∏
p∈Σ

pδp and f(z) by the eigenform fΣ(z) =
∑

a′ne
2πinz,

where a′n = 0 if n is divisible by a prime in Σ, and a′n = an otherwise. We will next related
the premotivic structure of fΣ to the premotivic structure of f .

For positive integers m dividing NΣ/Nf =
∏

p∈Σ p
δp , we let

ϵm = m−1
[
UΣ

(
m−1 0
0 1

)
U
]
1
= m1−k

[
UΣ

(
1 0
0 m

)
U
]
1
:M(N,ψ)→M(NΣ, ψ)

and define the endomorphism ϕm of M(N,ψ) by

• ϕ1 = 1, ϕp = −Tp, ϕp2 = pSp;
• ϕm1m2 = ϕm1ϕm2 if (m1,m2) = 1.

Proposition 6.3. The morphism

γ =
∑
m

ϵmϕm :M(N,ψ)→M(NΣ, ψ)

induces an isomorphism Mf →MΣ
f in PMS. Furthermore, γdR(f) = fΣ.

Proof. We first reduce the proof to the case when Σ contains a single prime.
Let Σ′ be a subset of Σ. Define UΣ′

and M(NΣ′
, ψ) as above. Let Σ0 ⊊ Σ1 be subsets of

Σ and let m be a positive integer dividing NΣ1/NΣ0 . Define

ϵΣ0,Σ1
m : m−1[UΣ1

(
m−1 0
0 1

)
UΣ0 ]1 = m1−k[UΣ1

(
1 0
0 m

)
UΣ0 ]1.
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Also define ϕΣ0
m to be the ϕm defined above acting on M(NΣ0 , ψ) and define γΣ0,Σ1

m =
ϵΣ0,Σ1
m ◦ ϕΣ0

m .

Lemma 6.4. Let Σ0 ⊊ Σ1 ⊊ Σ2 be subsets of Σ. Let m1 (resp. m2) be positive integers
dividing NΣ1/NΣ0 (resp. NΣ2/NΣ1). The following equations hold.

(a)

ϵΣ0,Σ2
m1m2

= ϵΣ1,Σ2
m2

◦ ϵΣ0,Σ1
m1

.

(b)

ϕΣ1
m2
◦ ϵΣ0,Σ1

m1
= ϵΣ0,Σ1

m1
◦ ϕΣ0

m2
.

(c)

γΣ0,Σ2
m1m2

= γΣ1,Σ2
m2

◦ γΣ0,Σ1
m1

.

Proof. (a). We only need to prove

[UΣ2

(
1 0
0 m2

)
UΣ1 ]1 ◦ [UΣ1

(
1 0
0 m1

)
UΣ0 ]1 = [UΣ2

(
1 0
0 m1m2

)
UΣ0 ]1.

In Proposition 4.4 take U = UΣ0 , U ′ = UΣ1 , U ′′ = UΣ2 , g =
(

1 0
0 m1

)
, g′ =

(
1 0
0 m2

)
and

τ = τ ′ = id. Then we have U ′1 = U ′. So in the double coset decomposition U ′ =
∐

k U
′
2ukU

′
1

there is only one uk which we can take I. Further W1 = W ′
1 = U ′′ and τ1 = 1. This gives

us the desired equation.
(b). Because of (a) and similar multiplicity property of ϕm, we only need to prove (b) in

the special case Σ1\Σ0 = {p} and Σ2\Σ1 = {q} where p and q are primes.
So we just need to prove the commutativity of the diagram

M(NΣ0 , ψ)
ϕ
Σ0
qi−−−→ M(NΣ0 , ψ)

ϵ
Σ0,Σ1
pj

y ϵ
Σ0,Σ1
pj

y
M(NΣ1 , ψ) −−−→

ϕ
Σ1
qi

M(NΣ1 , ψ)

for 0 ≤ i, j ≤ 2.
For this we first display the following elementary relations. Fix a prime number p. For

each integer i ≥ 0, let Vi = {
(
a b
c d

)
∈ GL2(Zp)|c ≡ 0 mod pi}. Let At =

(
1 0
0 pt

)
, t =

0, 1, 2. Let B0 = I, B1 =
(
p 0
0 1

)
, B2 =

(
p 0
0 p

)
. Then

(33) [V2IV0][V0BV0] = [V2BV0] + [V2AV0]

and

(34) [V2BV2][V2AtV0] =

{
[V2BV0], t = 0,
p[V2BAtV0] = pk−1[V2At−1V0], 0 < t ≤ 2.

If i > 0, then

(35) [Vi+sBtVi+s][Vi+sIVi] = [Vi+sBtVi] = [Vi+sIVi][ViBtVi], 0 ≤ s, t ≤ 2

and

(36) [Vi+1BVi+1][Vi+1AVi] = p[Vi+1pIVi] = pk−1[Vi+1IVi].
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These relations can be easily verified applying Proposition 4.3 to double cosets in GL2(Qp)
instead of to GL2(Af ).
We now continue with the proof of Lemma 6.4 (b) and verify

(37) ϵΣ0,Σ1

pj
◦ ϕΣ0

qi
= ϕΣ1

qi
◦ ϵΣ0,Σ1

pj
.

Since a double coset product in GL2(Af ) is determined by its local factors at each finite
prime, we only need to verify the equation at each prime. The equation at primes different
from p and q follows from [Vi+sIVi][ViIVi] = [Vi+sIVi+s][Vi+sIVi] which is obvious. At the
prime p, the equation follows from

[Vi+sAtVi][ViIVi] = [Vi+sAtVi] = [Vi+sIVi+s][Vi+sAtVi], 0 ≤ s, t ≤ 2,

which is again obvious. At the prime q, the equation follows from (35) by choosing (s, t) =
(0, i). This proves (37) and hence (b) of Lemma 6.4.

(c) follows from (a) and (b):

γΣ0,Σ2
m1m2

= αΣ0,Σ2
m1m2

◦ βΣ0,Σ2
m1m2

= αΣ1,Σ2
m2

◦ αΣ0,Σ1
m1

◦ βΣ1,Σ2
m2

◦ βΣ0,Σ1
m1

= αΣ1,Σ2
m2

◦ βΣ1,Σ2
m2

◦ αΣ0,Σ1
m1

◦ βΣ0,Σ1
m1

= γΣ1,Σ2
m2

◦ γΣ0,Σ1
m1

.

This completes the proof of Lemma 6.4. □

We continue with the proof of Proposition 6.3. For the given Σ and m, let p1, . . . , pr be
the primes in Σ. Let Σ0 = ϕ and Σi = {p1, . . . , pi}, 1 ≤ i ≤ r. With this convention,

we have ϵm = ϵΣ0,Σr
m and ϕm = ϕ

Σp
m . Any positive divisor of

∏r
i=1 p

δpi
i is of the form∏r

i=1 p
ei , 0 ≤ ei ≤ δpi . Recall that before the lemma, we define

γΣ0,Σr∏
i p
ei
i

= ϵΣ0,Σr∏
i p
ei
i

◦ ϕΣ0,Σr∏
i p
ei
i

.

Using Lemma 6.4, we obtain

γΣ0,Σr∏
i p
ei
i

= ◦ri=1γ
Σi−1,Σi

p
ei
i

.

We therefore have

γ =
r∑
i=1

δpi∑
ei=0

γΣ0,Σr∏
i p
ei
i

=
r∑
i=1

δpi∑
ei=0

◦ri=1γ
Σi−1,Σi

p
ei
i

= ◦ri=0(

δpi∑
ei=0

γ
Σi−1,Σi

p
ei
i

).

Thus to prove Proposition 6.3, we only need to prove it in the case when Σ contains one
prime p. Let Σ0 = ϕ and Σ1 = Σ. We consider three cases depending on δp = 0, 1 or 2.
Case 1: When δp = 0, then NΣ = N and γ is just the identity map. We have also seen

that ap = 0. Thus apn = 0. So f = fΣ and the proposition is proved in this case.
Case 2: When δp = 1,

γ = ϵ1 ◦ ϕ1 + ϵp ◦ ϕp.
By Lemma 6.4, for q ̸= p,

Tq ◦ γ = −ϕΣ1
q ◦ ϵ

Σ1,Σ0

1 ◦ ϕΣ0
1 − ϕΣ1

q ◦ ϵΣ1,Σ0
p ◦ ϕΣ0

0

= −ϵΣ1,Σ0

1 ◦ ϕΣ0
q ◦ ϕ

Σ0
1 − ϵΣ1,Σ0

p ◦ ϕΣ1
q ◦ ϕ

Σ0
0

= −ϵΣ1,Σ0

1 ◦ ϕΣ0
1 ◦ ϕΣ0

q − ϵΣ1,Σ0
p ◦ ϕΣ0

0 ◦ ϕΣ1
q

= γ ◦ Tq.
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When q = p, by (35) and (36), the double coset product of the local factor at primes other
than p involves I and is obviously zero. The local factor at p is

[Vi+1BVi+1]([Vi+1A0Vi][ViB0Vi]− p1−k[Vi+1A1Vi][Vi+1BVi])

= [Vi+1BVi][ViIVi]− p1−kp[Vi+1pIVi][ViBVi]

= [Vi+1IVi][ViBVi]− p2−kpk−2[Vi+1IVi][ViBVi] = 0.

So we get

Tp ◦ γ = −ϕΣ1
p ◦ ϵ

Σ0,Σ1

1 ◦ ϕΣ0
1 − ϕΣ1

p ◦ ϵΣ0,Σ1
p ◦ ϕΣ0

p

= −ϵΣ0,Σ1

1 ◦ ϕΣ0
p ◦ ϕ

Σ0
1 − p1−kpk−2ϵ

Σ0,Σ1

1 ◦ ϕΣ0
p

= −pϵΣ0,Σ1

1 ◦ ϕΣ0
p + p1−kpk−2ϵΣ0,Σ1

1 ◦ ϕΣ0
p = 0.

This shows that γdRf is a multiple of fΣ. So to prove the proposition, we only need to
prove the last statement there.

We consider the action of γ = ϵ1 ◦ ϕ1 + ϵp ◦ ϕp on f as a classical modular form. First
ϵ1 ◦ ϕ1 = [UΣIU ]1 acts on M(N,ψ)M ⊆ MM ⊗ V by I ⊗ 1, where M ≥ 3 is chosen such
that N |M and SM = SN . The action corresponding to I on the classical forms is I. Since
f has rational coefficients, its image in ⊕t∈(Z/MZ)×M(M,ψ) is of the form (f0(z))t with
f0 independent of t. Then, in the notations of Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.7, for each
t′ ∈ (Z/pMZ)× we have κ(t′) = t′ mod M and γ̃ : EpM,t′ → EM,t defined by γ = γt′ = I. So

(f0(z))t is sent to (f0(z))t′ , t
′ ∈ (Z/pMZ)× by ϵ1◦ϕ1. Next U

Σ = UΣ∩(
(

1 0
0 p

)
U

(
1 0
0 p

)−1
.

So ϵp = p1−k[UΣ
(

1 0
0 p

)
U ]1 acts on MpM ⊗ V by

(
1 0
0 p

)
⊗ 1. The corresponding action

on ⊕tMk(Γ0(pN)) is given by taking, for each t′ ∈ (Z/p2MZ)×, κ(t′) = t′ mod pM and

γ̃t′ : Ep2M,t′ → EpM,t given by γt′ =
(

1 0
0 p−1

)
. So ϵp sends (f0)t ∈ ⊕tMk(Γ0(pM)) to

(f0(pz))t′ . Since ϕp = −Tp, ϵp ◦ ϕp sends (f0(z))t to (−f0|Tp)t′ . So by [Miy, Lemma 4.6.5],
γ sends (f0(z))t to (f0

Σ(z))t′ , as is needed.
Case 3: When δp = 2, we have p ∤ N and

γ = ϵΣ0,Σ1

1 ◦ ϕΣ0
1 + ϵΣ0,Σ1

p ◦ ϕΣ0
p + ϵΣ0,Σ1

p2 ◦ ϕΣ0

p2 .

When q ̸= p, the relation Tqγ = γTq is proved in the same way as in Case 2. When q = p,
we only need to consider the local factor of Tpγ at the prime p. The double coset product
of the local factor is

− [V2BV2][V2IV0][V0IV0] + p1−k[V2BV2][V2A1U0][V0BV0]

− pk−2[V2BV2][V2A2V0][V0B2V0].

By (34) with t = 0, the first term is −[V2BV0]. By (34) with t = 1 and (33), the second
term is −[V2BV0] − [V2AV0]. By (34) with t = 2, the third term is −[V2AV0]. Thus the
equation is zero, as needed. It follows that Tp ◦ γ = 0.

We now show that γ sends f to fΣ. This will complete the proof of Proposition 6.3.
As in the case when δp = 1, we see that the action of ϵ1 ◦ ϕ1 + ϵp ◦ ϕp on the classi-
cal modular forms sends (f0(z))t ∈ ⊕t∈(Z/MZ)×Mk(Γ0(pM), ψ) to (f0(z) − (f0|Tp(pz))t′ ∈
⊕t′∈(Z/p2MZ)×Mk(Γ0(p

2M), ψ). Further, the action of ϵp2 = p2(1−k)[UΣ
(

1 0
0 p2

)
U ]1 sends
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(f0(z))t ∈ ⊕t∈(Z/MZ)×Mk(M,ψ) to (f0(p
2z))t′ ∈ ⊕t′∈(Z/p2MZ)×Mk(p

2M,ψ). Thus ϵp2 ◦ ϕp2 =
ψ(pp)

−1pk−1ϵp2 sends (f0(z))t ∈ ⊕t∈(Z/MZ)×Mk(M,ψ) to

(ψ(pp)
−1pk−1f0(p

2z))t′ ∈ ⊕t′∈(Z/p2MZ)×Mk(p
2M), ψ).

Therefore γ send (f0(z))t to

(f0(z)− f0|Tp(pz) + ψ(pp)
−1pk−1f0(p

2z))t′ = (f0
Σ(z))t′ .

This is what we want. □

Proposition 6.5. Let γt denote the adjoint of γ. Then

γt ◦ γ = ϕNΣ/Nf

∏
p∈Σ

Lnv
p (Af , 1)

−1

on Mf .

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 6.3, we can again specialize to the case when Σ has
a single prime p. Then we only need to consider the place at p.

When δp = 0, γ is the identity map and the formula is clear.
When δp = 1, we have

γ = ϵ1 ◦ ϕ1 + ϵp ◦ ϕp = [ϵ1, ϵp]

[
ϕ1

ϕp

]
.

By Lemma 5.3, we find that the adjoints are given by

ϵt1 = [UΣIU ]t1 = [U
(
p 0
0 1

)
UΣ]1,

ϕt1 = [UIU ]t1 = [UIU ]1,

ϵtp = p1−k[Uw−1U ]ωt⊗ψ(detw) ◦ [U
(

1 0
0 p

)
UΣ]1 ◦ [UΣw′UΣ]ω′ = p−1[UIUΣ]1 and

ϕtp = −[U
(
pp 0
0 1

)
U ]tψ(pp)−1 = −[U

(
pp 0
0 1

)
U ]ψ(pp)−1 .

Then by Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 5.8,

γtγ = [ϕt1, ϕ
t
p]

[
ϵt1ϵ1 ϵt1ϵp
ϵtpϵ1 ϵtpϵp

] [
ϕ1

ϕp

]
= [1,−Tp]

[
Tp 1

1 p−k[U
(

1 0
0 p

)
U ]1

] [
1
−Tp

]
=

[
0, 1−

{
p−ksp, if πp is special
p−kpsp, if πp is principal series

}][
1
−Tp

]
=

{
(1− p−2)ϕp, if πp is special,
(1− p−1)ϕp, if πp is principal series.

By (32), this is what we need.
When δp = 2, we have p ∤ N and NΣ = p2N . Also

γ = ϵ1 ◦ ϕ1 + ϵp ◦ ϕp + ϵp2 ◦ ϕp2 = [ϵ1, ϵp, ϵp2 ]

 ϕ1

ϕp
ϕp2

 .



70

By Lemma 5.3,

ϵt1 = [UΣIU ]t1 = [Uw−1U ]ωt⊗ψ(detw) ◦ [UIUΣ]1 ◦ [UΣw′UΣ]ω′

= ψ(p)2[U
(
p2 0
0 1

)
UΣ]1,

ϕt1 = [UIU ]t1 = [UIU ]1,

ϵtp = p1−k[UΣ
(

1 0
0 p

)
U ]t1 = p−1ψ(p)[U

(
p 0
0 1

)
UΣ]1,

ϕtp = −[U
(
pp 0
0 1

)
U ]tψ(pp)−1 = −[U

(
pp 0
0 1

)
U ]ψ(pp)−1 ,

ϵtp2 = p2(1−k)[UΣ
(

1 0
0 p2

)
U ]t1 = p2(1−k)[U

(
p2 0
0 p2

)
UΣ]1 = p−2[UIUΣ]1 and

ϕtp2 = p[U
(
pp 0
0 pp

)
U ]tψ(pp)−2 = pk−1ψ(pp)

−1[UIU ]t1 = ψ(p)pk−1[UIU ]1.

So by Proposition 4.4,

γtγ = [ϕt1, ϕ
t
p, ϕ

t
p2 ]

 ϵt1ϵ1 ϵt1ϵp ϵt1ϵp2
ϵtpϵ1 ϵtpϵp ϵtpϵp2
ϵtp2ϵ1 ϵtp2ϵp ϵtp2ϵp2

 ϕ1

ϕp
ϕp2


= [1,−Tp, ψ(p)pk−1]

T 2
p − (p+ 1)ψ(p)pk−2 Tp p−1(p+ 1)

Tp p−1(p+ 1) ψ(p)−1p−kTp
p−1(p+ 1) (ψ(p)pk)−1Tp (p2kψ(p)2)−1(T 2

p − (p+ 1)ψ(p)pk−2)

1
−Tp
ψ(p)pk−1


= [0, 0, (1− p−1)((1 + p−1)2 − ψ(p)−1p−kT 2

p )]

 1
−Tp
ψ(p)pk−1


= (1− p−1)((1 + p−1)2 − ψ(p)−1p−kT 2

p )ψ(p)p
k−1.

So the action of γtγ on M(N,ψ) is

(1− p−1)((1 + p−1)2 − ψ(p)−1p−ka2p)ψ(p)pk−1

= (1− p−1)((1 + p−1)2 − ψ(p)−1p−k(αp + βp)
2)ψ(p)pk−1

= (1− p−1)((1 + p−1)2 − ψ(p)−1p−k(α2
p + 2ψ(p)pk−1 + β2

p))ψ(p)p
k−1

= (1− p−1)(1 + p−2 − ψ(p)−1p−k(α2
p + β2

p))ψ(p)p
k−1.

On the other hand,

ϕp2p[U
(
pp 0
0 pp

)
U ](1− αpβ−1p p−1)(1− p−1)(1− α−1p βpp

−1)

= pk−1ψ(p)(1− p−1)(1 + p−2 − (α2
p + β2

p)/(αpβpp))

= pk−1ψ(p)(1− p−1)(1 + p−2 − (α2
p + β2

p)ψ(p)
−1p−k).

This proves the proposition when δp = 2. □

6.4. Integral structure for a Σ-variation. For a newform f and a finite set of primes
Σ invertible in O, we set

MΣ
f =MΣ

f ∩M(NΣ, ψΣ)!.

Note that Filk−1MΣ
f,dR = O·fΣ by Proposition 6.3. The image of ∧2OMΣ

f,B defines an integral

structure for Mψ(1− k) of the form ηΣf ⊗O Mψ(1− k) for some fractional O-ideal ηΣf ⊂ K.

We call ηΣf the (naive, Σ-finite) congruence O-ideal of f . Note that ηΣf is well-behaved under
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extension of scalars O′⊗O · if K ⊂ K ′ and S ′ is contained in the set of primes dividing those
in S.

Proposition 6.6. If Mf,λ/λ is an irreducible (O/λ)[GQ]-module for every λ in S, then the

map Mf →MΣ
f induces an isomorphism Mf →MΣ

f in PMS.

Proof. Fix a λ ∈ S. We will identify realizations of Mf with their images in MΣ
f through

the isomorphism Mf →MΣ
f . Since Mf,λ is compact and λnMΣ

f,λ, n ∈ Z is an open covering

of MΣ
f,λ, there is n = nλ ∈ Z such that Mf,λ ⊂ λnMΣ

f,λ and Mf,λ ̸⊂ λn+1MΣ
f,λ. So

λn+1MΣ
f,λ ⊂ λn+1MΣ

f,λ +Mf,λ ⊂ λnMΣ
f,λ.

Since MΣ
f,λ/λ and hence λnMΣ

f,λ/λ
n+1Mf,λ are irreducible, one of the inclusions must be an

equality. The left inclusion being equal means Mf,λ ⊂ λn+1MΣ
f,λ, a contradiction. So we

must have λn+1MΣ
f,λ+Mf,λ ⊂ λnMΣ

f,λ. Then by Nakayama Lemma, we haveMf,λ = λnMΣ
f,λ.

Define b =
∏

λ∈S λ
nλ . Then b is a fractional ideal of O. Then Oλ ⊗ (b⊗O MΣ

f,B)
∼= MΣ

f,λ.

Then by the comparison isomorphisms between MΣ
f,B and MΣ

f,λ for λ ∈ S, we have

Oλ ⊗ (b⊗O MΣ
f,B)
∼= Oλ ⊗M′B, λ ∈ S.

Therefore Mf,B
∼= b⊗MΣ

f,B. Similarly, using comparison isomorphisms between MΣ
f,λ and

MΣ
f,λ-crys, and between MΣ

f,dR and MΣ
f,ℓ-crys, we see that Mf,dR

∼= b ⊗MΣ
f,dR in PMS,S.

In particular, Filk−1Mf,dR
∼= b ⊗ Filk−1MΣ

f,dR. Since we have seen above that the image

of Filk−1Mf,dR under the isomorphism Mf → MΣ
f is O · fΣ which is also Filk−1MΣ

f,dR, we
conclude that b = O. □

Combining this with Proposition 6.3, we obtain:

Corollary 6.7. For f and S as in proposition 6.6, we have

ηΣf = η∅f
∏
p∈Σ

Lnv
p (Af , 1)

−1.

Proof. We only need to consider the case when Σ = {p}. Consider the following commuta-
tive diagram

Mf,B ⊗O Mf,B
⟨ , ⟩−−−→ Mψ(1− k)B

γt

x γ

y y
MΣ

f,B⊗OM
Σ
f,B

⟨ , ⟩Σ−−−→ Mψ(1− k)B.
Since γ : Mf,B →MΣ

f,B is an isomorphism, we have

⟨γMf,B, γMf,B⟩Σ = ⟨MΣ
f,B,M

Σ
f,B⟩Σ = ηf

Σ ⊗O Mψ(1− k)B.
On the other hand, by Proposition 6.5,

⟨γMf,B, γMf,B⟩Σ = ⟨γt ◦ γMf,B,Mf,B⟩ = ⟨ϕpδpMf,B,Mf,B⟩Lnv
p (Af , 1)

−1.

When δp = 0, ϕpδp = 1 and we have

ηf
Σ ⊗O Mψ(1− k)B = ⟨Mf,B,Mf,B⟩Lnv

p (Af , 1)
−1

= ηϕfL
nv
p (Af , 1)

−1 ⊗O Mψ(1− k)B.
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When δp = 1, ϕpδp = −Tp and we have

ηf
Σ ⊗O Mψ(1− k)B = ψ(p)−1ap⟨Mf,B,Mf,B⟩Lnv

p (Af , 1)
−1

= ηϕfL
nv
p (Af , 1)

−1 ⊗O Mψ(1− k)B.

When δp = 2, ϕpδp = pSp and we have

ηf
Σ ⊗O Mψ(1− k)B = ψ(p)pk−1⟨Mf,B,Mf,B⟩Lnv

p (Af , 1)
−1

= ψ(p)pk−1ηϕfL
nv
p (Af , 1)

−1 ⊗O Mψ(1− k)B.

This proves the corollary since p is invertible in O. □

6.5. Exceptional primes. Suppose that f is a newform of weight k and character ψ with
coefficients in K, and that ψ′ is a Dirichlet character with values in K. Let g denote the
newform associated to f ⊗ ψ′, so f ⊗ ψ′ = gΣ where Σ is the set of primes dividing the
conductor of ψ′. Combining Lemma 6.2 and Proposition 6.3, we have thatMg

∼= Mf⊗Mψ′ ,
so Af ∼= Ag in PMS

K for any S ⊇ Sf such that Condψ′ is invertible in OS. So when studying
Af , we can assume f has minimal conductor among its twists.

Let F denote the quadratic unramified extension of Qp in Q̄p, and let Hp denote the
subgroup of Gp fixing F .

Lemma 6.8. Let f have minimal conductor among its twists. If πp(f) is supercuspidal,
then the following are equivalent:

(a) p is in Σe;
(b) Lp(Af , s) = (1 + p−s)−1;
(c) K̄λ ⊗Kλ Mf,λ|Ip is reducible for some (hence all) λ ∈ S;
(d) K̄λ ⊗Kλ Mf,λ|Gp is induced from a character of Hp for some (hence all) λ ∈ S;

Proof. (a) ⇒ (c): If p is in Σe then Lp(Af , s) ̸= 1. This means that A
Ip
f,λ is not zero

which means that Hom(Mf,λ,Mf,λ)
Ip ⊋ Kλ. By Schur’s lemma, this shows that, as a

representation of Ip, K̄λ ⊗Kλ Mf,λ is reducible.
(c) ⇒ (d): Assume that K̄λ ⊗Kλ Mf,λ|Ip is reducible. Since the image of Ip is finite,

K̄λ ⊗Kλ Mf,λ|Ip decomposes into V1 ⊕ V2 of representations of Ip. Let Frobp be a lift of the
Frobenius in Gp/Ip. Since Mλ|Gp is irreducible, the two terms V1 and V2 are exchanged by

Frobp and preserved by Frob2
p. So V1 and V2 are preserved by the subgroup of Gp generated

by Ip and Frob2
p, which is Hp. Further Mf,λ is the representation of Gp induced by the

representation V1 of Hp.
(d)⇒ (b): If K̄λ⊗KλMf,λ|Gp is induced from a character of Hp for some λ ∈ S. Then the

action of Dp on K̄λ ⊗Kλ Aλ has the matrix

 ε
χ

ε−1

 where ε is a ramified character

and χ is an unramified quadratic character. Thus A
Ip
λ = Kλ(χ) and χ(Frobp) = −1. This

shows that Lp(A, s) = (1 + p−s)−1.
(b) ⇒ (a): Clear. □

Suppose now that p is in Σe and τ is an embedding of K in C. Note that cp is even by
the lemma (see VI.2 of [Se2]). Moreover the explicit description of πp(τ(f)) in this case is



73

given in Section 3 of [Gé]. In particular, we have that

πp(τ(f))
V ′
p |GL2(Zp)

∼= Θ(ε)

for some character

ε : O×F → (OF/p
cp/2)× → C×,

where V ′p denotes the set of matrices in GL2(Zp) congruent to I mod pcp/2, and Θ(ε) is

defined in §3.2 of [C-D-T]. Our hypotheses ensure that ε/ε◦Frobp has conductor (pOF )
cp/2.

Let gp =
(

1 0

0 pcp/2

)
. We recall the following properties of Θ(ε):

Lemma 6.9. Let B denote the set of matrices
(
a b
c d

)
in GL2(Zp) with c ≡ 0 mod p. Let

D denote the set of matrices in GL2(Zp) which are diagonal modpcp/2, and Cψ = C with

the action of D defined by
(
a b
c d

)
7→ ψ(a).

(a) Θ(ε)|B is irreducible.

(b) Θ(ε−1) ∼= Θ̂(ε) ∼= Θ(ε)⊗ ε−1 ◦ det.
(c) HomC[D](Cψ,Θ(ε)) is one-dimensional.
(d) If V is a model over O for Θ(ε) and λ is a prime of O not dividing p− 1, then V/λV

is absolutely irreducible.

Proof. (a), (b) and (d) are part of Lemma 3.2.1 of [C-D-T]. (For (d), note that p is already
assumed to be invertible in O.) To prove (c), we use that πp(τ(f))

Vp is one-dimensional

with
(
a 0
0 1

)
acting via ψ(a) for a ∈ Z×p . Conjugating by gp gives the result. □

Suppose now that Σ0 is a subset of Σe. For any prime p, we let V1
p = O with

(
a b
c d

)
∈ Vp

acting via ψ−1(a).

Lemma 6.10. There exists a field K0 such that if K0 ⊂ K, then the following holds for all
primes p in Σ0: The representation Θ(ε−1) has a locally free model V0

p over O such that

(a) there is an isomorphism of O[GL2(Zp)]-modules

ωp : V
0
p
∼= HomO(V

0
p,O(ψ

−1 ◦ det)).

(b) there is a surjection of O[Vp]-modules

τp : res
Vp

gpGL2(Zp)g−1
p
gpV

0
p → V1

p.

Proof. It suffices to prove the lemma for Σ0 = {p}. We first assume K is sufficiently large
that Θ(ε−1) is defined over K. Then it has a model V′ over O and by part (b) of Lemma
6.9, there are non-zero homomorphisms

ω : V→ HomO(V,O(ψ
−1 ◦ det)) and τ : res

Vp

gpGL2(Zp)g−1
p
gpV→ V1

p.

These are isomorphisms after tensoring with Oλ for all but finitely many λ in S. Using
Lemma 3.3.1 of [C-D-T], we may enlarge K so that for the remaining λ, there are GL2(Zp]-
stable lattices V′λ in V⊗O Oλ and isomorphisms

ω′λ : V
′
λ → HomO(V

′
λ,O(ψ

−1 ◦ det)).
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Now replace V with V′ so that V′ ⊗O Oλ = V′λ for these λ and V ⊗O Oλ otherwise. The
image of ω and τ are now of the form

aHomO(V,O(ψ
−1 ◦ det)) and bV1

p

for some non-zero ideals a and b of O. To complete the proof, we further enlarge K so that
these become principal. □

Now let Σ be any finite set of primes. Define

NΣ
Σ0

=
∏

p̸∈Σ0∪Σ

pcp
∏
p∈Σ

pcp+δp ,

and let UΣ
Σ0

= U0(N
Σ
Σ0
). Write UΣ

Σ0
=

∏
p Up and consider the representation σΣ

Σ0
defined by

VΣ
Σ0

= ⊗OV
Σ
p,Σ0

,

where VΣ
p,Σ0

= V0
p if p ∈ Σ0−Σ and V1

p (restricted to Up) otherwise. Here the tensor product
is over all primes p, but the action is trivial for all but finitely many p. Note that if Σ0 ⊂ Σ,
then UΣ

Σ0
= UΣ and σΣ

Σ0
= σ(N,ψ).

Suppose now that Σ ⊂ Σ′. For positive integers m dividing NΣ′/NΣ, define

ϵΣ,Σ
′

Σ0,m
= m1−k[UΣ′

(
1 0
0 m′

)
UΣ]τ : M(σΣ

Σ0
)! →M(σΣ′

Σ0
)!,

where m′ =
∏

pm
′
p with m′p = pcp/2 if p ∈ Σ0 ∩ Σ′ − Σ and m′p = pvp(m) otherwise, and

τ = ⊗τp where the tensor product is over primes p ∈ Σ0 ∩ Σ′ − Σ. We now define

γΣ,Σ
′

Σ0
=

∑
m

ϵΣ,Σ
′

Σ0,m
ϕm.

Note that if Σ0 ⊂ Σ, then ϵΣ,Σ
′

Σ0,m
is ϵm and γΣ,Σ

′

Σ0
is the same γ as in Proposition 6.3.

For each prime p, we define the Hecke operator Tp on M!(σ
Σ
Σ0
) (in what category) by the

double coset operator [
UΣ
Σ0

(
p 0
0 1

)
p
UΣ
Σ0

]
ψ−1(pp)

if p ̸∈ Σ0 and we set Tp = 0 if p ∈ Σ0. For primes p not dividing NΣ, we define Sp by[
UΣ
Σ0

(
p 0
0 p

)
p
UΣ
Σ0

]
ψ−2(pp)

.

Note that if Σ ⊂ Σ, then this coincides with the previous definition.

Lemma 6.11. For any p in Σ0 − Σ, the morphism ϵ = ϵ
Σ,Σ∪{p}
Σ0,p

is injective and Tp = 0 on
its image. Furthermore, its cokernel is torsion-free if p− 1 is invertible in O.

Proof. Let M = MNpcp/2 , M
′ = MNpcp , U = UΣ

Σ0
, U ′ = U

Σ∪{p}
Σ0

, V = VΣ
Σ0
, V′ = V

Σ∪{p}
Σ0

.
We first prove the assertions concerning the kernel and cokernel. Note that ϵ is the map

gp ⊗ τp : (M! ⊗O V)U → (M′! ⊗O V′)U
′
,

and the latter object can be identified with

IndUU ′(M′! ⊗O V′)U
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where the inclusion U ′ → U is defined by u′ 7→ g−1p u′gp. It therefore suffices to prove the
map

M! ⊗O V → IndUU ′(M′! ⊗O V′)
x⊗ y 7→ (u 7→ gpux⊗ τpuy)

is injective, with torsion-free cokernel if p − 1 ∈ O×. But this map can be written as a
composite

M! ⊗O V→M! ⊗O IndUU ′ V
′ ∼= IndUU ′(resU

′

U (M! ⊗O V′))→ IndUU ′(M′! ⊗O V′),

where the first map is defined by sending y to (u 7→ τpuy) for y ∈ V, and the last map is
the induction of gp ⊗ 1. Since M!, M

′
!, V and V′ are torsion-free, it suffices to prove that

V→ IndUU ′ V
′ and M→M′

are injective, with torsion-free cokernel if p− 1 ∈ O×.
For the first map, the injectivity follows from the fact that the map is non-zero and

V⊗O K is irreducible. The torsion-freeness then amounts to the injectivity after tensoring
with O/λ for all λ in S. The map is non-zero since τp ⊗O O/λ is surjective and factors
through it, and so the injectivity follows from Lemma 6.9 (d). For the second map, the
injectivity and torsion-freeness follows for example by considering the composite

g−1p ◦ gp : M→M′ →MNp3cp/2,!,

which we have already seen is injective with torsion-free cokernel, by Lemma 3.9 (c).
To complete the proof of the lemma, it suffices to prove Tp = 0 on the image of

((Filk−1MdR ⊗ C)⊗ V)U → ((Filk−1M′dR ⊗ C)⊗ V′)U
′
,

or equivalently, on the image of

gp ⊗ τp : (π(g)⊗ V)U → (π(g)⊗ V′)U
′

for each newform g of weight k. But by the definition of Θ(ε), (π(g) ⊗ V)U = 0 unless
πp(g) is supercuspidal of conductor exactly divisible by pcp , so the result follows from
Lemma 5.8. □

It follows from the lemma and the definitions that γΣ,Σ∪Σ0

Σ0
is injective and commutes

with the action of the Hecke operators Tp for all primes p. In particular, for p ∈ S, the
operator Tp can be written as a polynomial in Tq for q ̸= p, and the same arguments as in

Proposition 5.6 show that T acts on M(σΣ
Σ0
)! as an object of PMS

K . Now define MΣ
f,Σ0

and

MΣ
f,Σ0

exactly as before, i.e., as the intersection of the kernels of elements of If . Note that

if Σ0 ⊂ Σ, then MΣ
f,Σ0

=MΣ
f .

Lemma 6.12. The operator γ = γ∅,ΣΣ0
restricts to an isomorphism

M∅
f,Σ0
→MΣ

f,Σ0
.

Furthermore if S is as in Proposition 6.6 and p− 1 ∈ O× for all p ∈ Σ0, then it induces an
isomorphism

M∅f,Σ0
→MΣ

f,Σ0
.
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Proof. By Proposition 6.6, Lemma 6.11 and the commutativity of the diagram

M∅f,Σ0
→ MΣ

f,Σ0

↓ ↓
MΣ0

f,Σ0
→ MΣ0∪Σ

f,Σ0
,

it suffices to prove that the lemma in the case Σ = Σ0. Furthermore, by lemma 6.11, it
suffices to prove that

Filk−1M∅
f,Σ0,dR

̸= 0,

and this follows from the definition of σΣ
Σ0

in terms of πp(f). □

Define w = wΣ
Σ0

=
(

0 −1
N 0

)
N
∈ GL2(Af ) where N = NΣ

Σ0
. Let σ = σΣ

Σ0
and V = VΣ

Σ0
=

⊗VΣ
p,Σ0

, and denote by σ′ the representation of U = UΣ
Σ0

defined by

V′ = HomO(V,O(ψ
−1 ◦ det)) ∼= ⊗HomO(V

Σ
p,Σ0

,O(ψ−1 ◦ det)).
Define ω : V→ V′ as the tensor product of the maps ωp, where ωp is defined in Lemma 6.10
if p ∈ Σ − Σ, and by sending a generator v0 to the map v0 7→ 1 otherwise. We then have
that

ω(σ(w−1uw)v) = σ′(u)ω(v)

for all u ∈ U and v ∈ V, so the operator [UwU ]ω is well-defined and induces an isomorphism

M(σ)! →M(σ′)!.

Composing with the isomorphism

M(σ′)! → HomK(M(σ)!,Mψ(1− k)),
we obtain a perfect pairing

M(σ)! ⊗K M(σ)! →Mψ(1− k).

Lemma 6.13. Suppose that p ∈ Σ0 − Σ. Let ϵ = ϵ
Σ,Σ∪{p}
Σ0,p

and ϵt its transpose with respect

to the above pairings. Then ϵtϵ is a scalar divisible by p+ 1.

Proof. Let U = UΣ
Σ0
, U ′ = U0(pN

Σ
Σ0
) and U ′′ = U

Σ∪{p}
Σ0

, so U ′′ ⊂ gpU
′g−1p and [U : U ′] = p+1.

Let V = VΣ
Σ0
, σ = σΣ

Σ0
, σ′ = σ|U ′ and σ′′ = σ

Σ∪{p}
Σ0

. Define a pairing

M(σ′)! ⊗K M(σ′)! →Mψ(1− k)
exactly as we did for M(σ)!, using the same w and ω. Letting

ϵ1 = [U ′1U ]1 ; ϵ2 = [U ′′gpU
′]τp ,

we find that ϵ = ϵ2 ◦ ϵ1, ϵt1ϵ1 = p+ 1 and ϵt2ϵ2 = [U ′1U ′]δ for some U ′-linear δ : V→ V. By
Lemma 6.9 (a), σ′ is absolutely irreducible, so δ is a scalar in O and ϵtϵ = (p+ 1)δ. □

The same proof as that of Proposition 6.5 now gives:

Proposition 6.14. Suppose that Σ0 ⊂ Σe and p + 1 ∈ O× for all p ∈ Σe − Σ0. Suppose

that Σ is any finite set of primes invertible in O, and let γ = γ∅,ΣΣ0
. Then

γt ◦ γ = βΣ
f

∏
p∈Σ

Lp(Af , 1)
−1

on M∅
f,Σ0

for some non-zero βΣ
f in O.
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Note also that together with the injectivity of γΣ,Σ∪Σ0

Σ0
, Lemma 6.13 implies that the

pairing on M!(σ
Σ
Σ0
) is alternating and induces an isomorphism

∧2KMΣ
f,Σ0
→Mψ(1− k).

We let ηΣf,Σ0
be the fractional ideal in K such that ∧2

KM
Σ
f,Σ0

maps isomorphically to

ηΣf,Σ0
Mψ(1− k). Note that if Σ0 ⊂ Σ, then ηΣf,Σ0

= ηΣf . The same proof as that of Corollary
6.7 now gives:

Corollary 6.15. Suppose that f and S are as in Proposition 6.6 and Σ0 ⊂ Σe is such that
p− 1 ∈ O× for all p ∈ Σ0, and p+ 1 ∈ O× for all p ∈ Σe − Σ0. Then

ηΣf,Σ0
⊂ η∅f

∏
p∈Σ

Lp(Af , 1)
−1.

7. The Taylor-Wiles construction

Our method for computing the Selmer group of Af (1)λ is based on that of Wiles [Wi]
and his work with Taylor [T-W]. We begin by recalling some definitions and results from
Galois cohomology. Then we give an axiomatic formulation of the method of [Wi] and
[T-W], made possible by the simplifications due to Faltings ([T-W], appendix), Lenstra
[Le] and one of the authors [Di5]. Finally we verify these axioms are satisfied in the context
of modular forms of higher weight.

7.1. Galois cohomology. In this section, we fix a prime ℓ and suppose that K is a finite
extension of Qℓ with ring of integers O, uniformizer λ and residue field κ. We let Σ0 denote
the set of primes different from ℓ. We let χℓ : GQ → Z×ℓ denote the ℓ-adic cyclotomic
character.

Suppose that for i = 1, 2,

ρi : GQ → AutK Vi

is a continuous geometric representation whose restriction to Gℓ is crystalline and short,
where short means that FilℓDpst(Vi) = 0 and Fil0Dpst(Vi) = Dpst(Vi) and that Vi has no
nonzero quotient V ′ so that V ′(ℓ − 1) is unramified. We let V = HomK(V1, V2). Suppose
that Li is a GQ-stable O-lattice in Vi, and let

A = (K/O)⊗O HomO(L1, L2).

Below we shall define an O-submodule H1
w(Gp, A) ⊂ H1(Gp, A) for each prime p. For each

finite set of primes Σ ⊂ Σ0, we define

H1
Σ(GQ, A) ⊂ H1(GQ, A)

as the O-submodule of elements with restrictions in H1
w(Gp, A) for every p ∈ Σ.

First we define H1
w(Gp, An) for each prime p and integer n ≥ 0, where An = A[λn+1]. If

p ̸= ℓ, then we simply set

H1
w(Gp, An) = H1(GFp , A

Ip
n ) = ker(H1(Gp, An)→ H1(Ip, An)).

To treat the case p = ℓ, we let FR denote the full subcategory of finite ZℓGℓ-modules whose
objects are quotients of Gℓ-stable lattices in short crystalline representations. Thus FR is
stable under taking direct sums, subobjects and quotients, and the Li/λ

n+1Li are objects
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of it. Recall that there is a natural O-linear isomorphism between H1(Gℓ, An) and the
O-module of extensions of (O/λn)[Gℓ]-modules

0→ λ−n−1L2/L2 → E → L1/λ
n+1L1 → 0.

We defineH1
w(Gℓ, An) to be the set of elements ofH1(Gℓ, An) corresponding to extensions in

FR. Using the stability of FR under direct sums, subobjects and quotients, one checks that
H1
w(Gℓ, An) is an O-submodule, and furthermore that it is the preimage of H1

w(Gℓ, An+1)
under the natural map. Now define H1

w(Gp, A) = lim
−→

H1
w(Gp, An) for every prime p.

Recall that Bloch and Kato define a divisible O-submodule H1
f (Gp, A) ⊂ H1(Gp, A) for

each p (see [B-K] or [F-P]). Their Selmer group

H1
f (GQ, A) ⊂ H1(GQ, A)

is then the O-submodule of elements with restrictions in H1
f (Gp, A) for all primes p. If

p ̸= ℓ, it is clear that
H1

f (Gp, A) ⊂ H1
w(Gp, A)

and equality holds if AIp is divisible.

Proposition 7.1. H1
w(Gℓ, A) = H1

f (Gℓ, A) is divisible of O-corank

d = dimK H
0(Gℓ, V ) + dimK V − dimK Fil0Dℓ-crys(V ).

Proof. The divisibility of H1
f (Gℓ, A) follows from its definition, and the corank is computed

in [B-K] or [F-P]. One shows as in [Wi] that

H1
f (Gℓ, A) ⊂ H1

w(Gℓ, A),

so it suffices to prove that
dimκH

1
w(Gℓ, A)[λ] ≤ d.

Since the kernel of H1(Gℓ, A0)→ H1(Gℓ, A) is contained in H1
w(Gℓ, A0), we have

dimκH
1
w(Gℓ, A)[λ] = dimκH

1
w(Gℓ, A0)− dimκ(κ⊗O A

Gℓ)

= dimκH
1
w(Gℓ, A0)− dimκA

Gℓ
0 + dimK H

0(Gℓ, V ).

Therefore we need to prove that

dimκH
1
w(Gℓ, A0)− dimκH

0(Gℓ, A0) ≤ dimK V − dimK Fil0Dℓ-crys(V ).

We now sketch the proof that equality holds by the theory of Fontaine and Laffaille [F-L].
Recall from §1.1 that the category MF0

tor is equivalent, via the functor

D 7→ V(D) := Hom(US(D),Qℓ/Zℓ),
to FR. Let κ-MF denote the category of κ-modules in MF so that the functor V defines
an equivalence between κ-MF0 and the category of κ-modules in FR. Choosing objects D1

and D2 in κ-MF so that V(D1) ∼= L1/λL1 and V(D2) ∼= λ−1L2/λL2, we have

dimκ Fil
j Di = dimK Filj Dcrys(Vi)

for i = 1, 2 and j = 0, . . . , ℓ − 1. The dimension formula then follows from the exact
sequence

0→ Homκ-MF(D1,D2)→ Homκ,Fil(D1,D2)
→ Homκ(D1,D2) → Ext1κ-MF(D1,D2)→ 0

whose construction we leave as an exercise (see also diagram (60) for a similar computation).
□
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Now we specialize to the case where ρ1 = ρ2, each having dimension 2 over K with
dimK Fil1Dcrys(Vi) = 1 (so also ℓ > 2). We assume also that L1 = L2, and let

A0 = (K/O)⊗O ad0
OL1

where ad0
OL1 denotes the kernel of the trace map EndO L → O. We let A0

n = A0[λn+1],
identify A0 with a submodule of A, and define H1

w(Gp, A
0
n), H

1
w(Gp, A

0) and H1
w(GQ, A

0) as
the preimage of the corresponding group for A. From the proposition above, we get

Corollary 7.2. Under the above hypotheses, H1
f (Gℓ, A

0) = H1
w(Gℓ, A

0) and

dimκH
1
w(Gℓ, A

0
0) = dimκH

0(Gℓ, A
0
0) + 1.

Moreover if H0(Ip, A
0) is divisible for all p ̸= ℓ, then

H1
∅ (GQ, A

0) = H1
f (GQ, A

0).

7.2. An axiomatic formulation. Fix a continuous, odd, irreducible representation

ρ0 : GQ → Autκ(V0)

where V0 is two-dimensional over κ. We impose the following two technical hypotheses on
the representations ρ0 we consider:

• The restriction of ρ0 to GF is absolutely irreducible where F is the quadratic subfield
of Q(µℓ).
• The Serre weight k of ρ0 is at most ℓ− 1.

We let ψ denote the O-valued character of GQ having finite order not divisible by ℓ so that
ψχ1−k

ℓ has reduction detρ0. Let Kψ denote K with an action of GQ via ψ, and define Oψ

similarly.
We consider continuous pseudo-geometric ℓ-adic representations

ρ : GQ → AutKρ(Vρ)

where Vρ is two-dimensional over a finite extension Kρ of K contained in K̄, ρ has determi-
nant ψχ1−k

ℓ and reduction isomorphic to ρ0 over κ̄. We let Oρ denote the ring of integers of
Kρ. We say such a representation ρ is an allowable lift of ρ0 if its restriction to Gℓ is short
and crystalline.

Suppose we are given a set N of allowable lifts. We assume the K̄-isomorphism classes
of the elements of N are distinct. For each ρ, we let Σρ denote the set of primes at which ρ
is not minimally ramified (see [Di4]). For each set of primes Σ contained in Σ0, we let NΣ

denote the set of ρ in N such that Σρ ⊂ Σ and write V Σ for the direct sum over NΣ of the
V̄ρ = K̄ ⊗Kρ Vρ. We assume that NΣ is finite if Σ is finite.
A trellis for N is an OGQ-submodule L of V Σ0 such that for each finite set Σ ⊂ Σ0, the

O-module LΣ = L∩V Σ is finitely generated and the map K̄⊗OL
Σ → V Σ is an isomorphism.

One checks that if ρ in N is such that Kρ = K, then Lρ = L ∩ Vρ is a lattice in Vρ. (Write
Vρ as an intersection of kernels of endomorphisms of V Σ defined by elements of OGQ.)

A system of perfect pairings φ for L is an O[GQ]-isomorphism

φΣ : LΣ → HomO(L
Σ,Oψ(1− k))

for each finite Σ ⊂ Σ0. Note that for each ρ in NΣ, φΣ induces a KρGQ-isomorphism

∧2KρVρ → Kρ ⊗K Kψ(1− k)



80

which we denote by φΣ
ρ .

We say that a prime q is horizontal if the following hold

• q ≡ 1 mod ℓ;
• ρ0 is unramified at q;
• ρ0(Frq) has distinct eigenvalues.

IfQ is a finite set of horizontal primes, we let ∆Q denote the maximal quotient of
∏

q∈Q(Z/qZ)×
of ℓ-power order.

Theorem 7.3. Let N be a set of allowable lifts of ρ0 (with distinct K̄-isomorphism classes
and finite NΣ for each finite Σ ⊂ Σ0), L a trellis for N and φ a system of perfect pairings
for L. Suppose that

• N∅ ̸= ∅;
• if Σ ⊂ Σ0 is a finite set of primes and ρ ∈ N∅, then

φΣ
ρ = φ∅ρβ

Σ
ρ

∏
p∈Σ

Lp(ad
0
KVρ, 1)

−1

for some βΣ
ρ in Oρ;

• if Q is a finite set of horizontal primes, then

#NQ ≤ #N∅ ·#∆Q

and βQρ ∈ O is independent of ρ ∈ N∅.

Then every allowable lift of ρ0 is isomorphic over K̄ to some ρ in N. Furthermore if
Kρ = K, then the lengths of

H1
Σ(GQ, A

0
ρ) and Oψ(1− k)/µΣ

ρ (∧2OLρ)
coincide for any finite subset Σ of Σ0 containing Σρ.

Proof. One checks that to prove the theorem, we can enlarge K and so assume that κ
contains the eigenvalues of the elements of the image of ρ0. Note also that the hypotheses
ensure the existence of an element ρmin of N∅. We may assume also that K = Kρmin

and
we write simply Vmin and Lmin for Vρmin

and Lρmin
.

We first recall the results we need from the deformation theory of Galois representations.
See [dS-L], [Ma] and the appendix of [C-D-T] for more details. We let C denote the
category of complete local Noetherian O-algebras.

Recall that if A is an object of C with maximal ideal m, then an A-deformation of V0 is
an isomorphism class of free A-modules M endowed with continuous AGQ-action such that
M/mM is (A/m)GQ-isomorphic to (A/m)⊗κ V0.

Suppose that Σ is a finite subset of Σ0. We say that M is of type Σ if the following hold:

• the AGQ-module M is minimally ramified outside Σ;
• for every n > 0, the ZℓGℓ-module M/mnM is an object of the category FR;
• the AGQ-module ∧2

AM is isomorphic to A⊗O Oψ(1− k).
Consider the functor on C which associates to A the set of A-deformations of ρ0 of type

Σ. By the results of Mazur and Ramakrishna, this functor is representable by an object
of C. We denote this object RΣ and let MΣ denote the universal deformation. We recall
also that RΣ is topologically generated by the elements tΣg for g in GQ, where t

Σ
g denotes

the trace of the endomorphism g of the free RΣ-module MΣ. In particular, RΣ has residue
field κ.
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If Σ1 ⊂ Σ2, then M
Σ1 is an RΣ1-deformation of V0 of type Σ2 and hence gives rise to a

natural surjection RΣ2 → RΣ1 .
Suppose now that ρ is in N and Σρ ⊂ Σ. Then Oρ is an object of C and there is an

Oρ-deformation M of ρ0 of type Σ so that Vρ is KρGQ-isomorphic to Kρ ⊗Oρ M . We thus
obtain a continuous O-algebra homomorphism

θΣρ : RΣ → Kρ

so that Kρ ⊗RΣ MΣ is isomorphic to Vρ. The maps θΣρ for varying Σ ⊃ Σρ are compatible

with the natural surjections RΣ2 → RΣ1 defined above. Note also that if Kρ = K, then
A = O and θΣρ defines a surjection RΣ → O. In that case we have a natural isomorphism

(38) HomO(p
Σ
ρ /(p

Σ
ρ )

2, K/O) ∼= H1
Σ(GQ, A

0
ρ)

of O-modules where pΣρ is the kernel of θΣρ . In particular this is the case for ρ = ρmin and
any finite Σ ⊂ Σ0.

We regard V Σ as a module for RΣ via

(39) RΣ →
∏
ρ∈NΣ

Kρ

defined by the maps θΣρ . Note that if g is in GQ, then t
Σ
g acts on V Σ via the endomorphism

tr(ρ(g)) = g + ψ(g)χ1−k
ℓ (g)g−1

which is given by an element of OGQ. It follows that LΣ is stable under the action of RΣ

and that ϕΣ is RΣ-linear.
We define the finite flat O-algebra TΣ to be the image of RΣ in EndO L

Σ. The maps θΣρ
induce an isomorphism of finite K̄-algebras

K̄ ⊗O T
Σ →

∏
ρ∈NΣ

K̄

such that tΣg 7→ (tr ρ(g))ρ∈NΣ for g in GQ. In particular TΣ is reduced and

rankO L
Σ = 2 ·#NΣ = 2 · rankO TΣ.

Suppose that ρ is an element of NΣ such that Kρ = K. Write PΣ
ρ for the image of pΣρ

in TΣ and IΣρ for the annihilator of PΣ
ρ in TΣ. Note that PΣ

ρ (respectively, IΣρ ) is the set

of elements in TΣ whose image in
∏
K̄ has trivial component at ρ (respectively, at each

ρ′ ̸= ρ).
Now consider the O-module

ΩΣ
ρ = LΣ/(LΣ[PΣ

ρ ] + LΣ[IΣρ ]).

We define ηΣρ as the annihilator of the finite torsion O-module

Oψ(1− k)/φΣ
ρ (∧2

OLρ).

Lemma 7.4. The O-module ΩΣ
ρ is isomorphic to (O/ηΣρ )

2.

Proof. Note that the kernel of the projection LΣ → Vρ coincides with that of the composite

LΣ → HomO(L
Σ,Oψ(1− k))→ HomO(Lρ,Oψ(1− k))
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where the first map is φΣ and the second is the natural surjection. Denoting this kernel
by L⊥ρ , we have Lρ ⊂ LΣ[PΣ

ρ ] and L
⊥
ρ ⊂ LΣ[IΣρ ]. Furthermore both inclusions are equalities

since LΣ[PΣ
ρ ] and L

Σ[IΣρ ] have trivial intersection. Therefore the O-module ΩΣ
ρ is isomorphic

to the cokernel of the map

Lρ → HomO(Lρ,Oψ(1− k))
induced by φΣ, and this is isomorphic to

HomO(Lρ,Oψ(1− k))⊗O O/ηΣρ

(in fact, canonically so as an OGQ-module). □

Suppose that q is a horizontal element of Σ and choose an ordering α1, α2 of the eigen-
values of ρ0(Frq). We then have a unique decomposition

MΣ =MΣ
1 ⊕MΣ

2

as an RΣGq-module such that for i = 1, 2, κ ⊗RΣ Mσ
1 is unramified with Frq acting via

αi. We let ξΣq denote the character Gq → (RΣ)× defined by the action of Gq on M
Σ
1 . The

restriction of ξΣq to the inertia group Iq factors through

Iq → Z×q → ∆{q}

where the first map is gotten from local class field theory and the second is the natural
projection. We thus obtain a homomorphism ∆{q} → (RΣ)×. If Q is a finite set of horizontal
primes, then we regard RQ as an O∆Q-algebra via these homomorphisms and so regard LQ

as an O∆Q-module.
Now let pQ denote the augmentation ideal of O[∆Q], i.e., the kernel of the map O[∆Q]→

O defined by δ 7→ 1 for δ in ∆Q. Let SQ denote the image of O[∆Q] in the ring of
endomorphisms of LQ and write PQ for the image of pQ and IQ for the annihilator of PQ

in SQ. Now consider the O-module

ΩQ = LQ/(LQ[PQ] + LQ[IQ]).

Lemma 7.5. The O-rank of LQ[PQ] is #N∅ and the O-length of ΩQ is at least #∆Q ·#N∅.

Proof. First note that if ρ is in NQ, then ρ is in N∅ if and only if ∆Q acts trivially on Vρ. It
follows that L∅ ⊂ LQ[PQ] and (L∅)⊥ ⊂ LQ[IQ] where (L∅)⊥ is the kernel of the projection
LQ → V ∅. This kernel is the same as that of the composite

LQ → HomO(L
Q,Oψ(1− k))→ HomO(L

∅,Oψ(1− k))
where the first map is φQ and the second is the natural surjection. Since LQ[PQ] and LQ[IQ]
have trivial intersection and

L∅ ⊕ (L∅)⊥

has finite index in LQ, it follows that L∅ = LQ[PQ] and (L∅)⊥ = LQ[IQ]. Therefore the
O-module LQ[PQ] has rank #N∅. Moreover ΩQ is isomorphic to the cokernel of the endo-
morphism νQ of L∅ obtained by composing the inclusion L∅ → LQ with its adjoint with
respect to φQ and φ∅. Our hypotheses on the pairings ensure that that νQ = #∆Qν

′
Q for

some ν ′Q in OGQ. □

The following is proved exactly as in [T-W] except that we use Corollary 7.2.
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Lemma 7.6. There exists an integer r ≥ 0 and sets of horizontal primes Qn for each n ≥ 1
such that the following hold:

• #Qn = r;
• q ≡ 1 mod ℓn for each q ∈ Qn;
• RQn is generated by r elements as an O-algebra.

We are now ready to prove that R∅ is a complete intersection over which L∅ is free of rank
two. We let r and Q = Qn for n ≥ 1 be as in lemma 7.6. Lemma 7.5 allows us to apply the
implication (a) ⇒ (c) of Theorem 2.4 of [Di5] to conclude that LQ is a free O[∆Q]-module
of rank #N∅. Since the adjoint of the natural inclusion L∅ → LQ is surjective, it induces
an isomorphism LQ/pQLQ → L∅ of RQ-modules.
Setting A = κ[[S1, . . . , Sr]], B = κ[[X1, . . . , Xr]], R = κ⊗OR

∅ and H = κ⊗OL
∅, we shall

define B-modules Hn and maps ϕn : A→ B, ψn : B → R and πn : Hn → H satisfying the
hypotheses of Theorem 1.3 of [Di5]. We first choose surjective κ-algebra homomorphisms
A→ κ[∆Qn ] and B → Rn where Rn = κ⊗OR

Qn . Define ψn as the composite B → Rn → R
and define ϕn : A→ B so the diagram

A → B
↓ ↓

κ[∆Qn ] → Rn

commutes. We consider Ln = κ ⊗O L
Qn as a B-module via B → Rn, and define Hn as

Ln/m
n
ALn and πn as the map induced by LQn → L∅. We can then apply Theorem 1.3 of

[Di5] to conclude that R is a complete intersection over which H is a free module. It then
follows that R∅ is a complete intersection over which L∅ is a free module of rank 2.

We now apply the implication (c) ⇒ (b) of Theorem 2.4 of [Di5] to the R∅-module L∅

and prime ideal p∅ρmin
. We thus obtain the formula

2 · lengthOH
1
∅ (GQ, A

0
min) = 2 · lengthO p

∅
ρmin

/(p∅ρmin
)2

= lengthOΩ
∅
ρmin

= 2 · v(η∅ρmin
)

where the first equality follows from (38) and the last from Lemma 7.4.
Suppose now that Σ is a finite subset of Σ0. Applying (38) and Lemma 7.4 again, together

with the inequality

lengthOH
1
Σ(GQ, A

0
min) ≤ lengthOH

1
∅ (GQ, A

0
min)−

∑
p∈Σ

v(Lp(ad
0
KVρ, 1))

obtained from a Galois cohomology argument, we find that

2 · lengthO p
Σ
ρmin

/(pρmin
Σ)2 = 2 · lengthOH

1
Σ(GQ, A

0
min)

≤ 2 · v(ηΣρmin
) = lengthOΩ

Σ
ρmin

.

We can then apply the implication (a) ⇒ (c) of Theorem 2.4 of [Di5] to conclude RΣ is a
complete intersection over which LΣ is a free module of rank 2.

The second assertion of the theorem follows from another application of Theorem 2.4 of
[Di5], (38) and lemma 7.4. To deduce the first assertion of the theorem, note that the map

K̄ ⊗O R
Σ →

∏
ρ∈NΣ

K̄
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induced by (39) is an isomorphism. Every allowable lift of ρ0 arises, up to K̄-isomorphism,
from a K̄-linear map K̄ ⊗OR

Σ for some Σ. It therefore arises from θΣρ for some ρ in N. □

7.3. The construction. Fix a number field K0 ⊂ C. Let λ0 denote the prime over ℓ
determined by our fixed embeddings Q̄→ C and Q̄→ Q̄ℓ, and let S = {λ0}. Let O0 denote
the valuation ring of λ0 in K0, K the completion at λ0 of K0, O its ring of integers, λ a
uniformizer and κ its residue field.

We consider a representation

ρ0 : GQ → Autκ(V0)

as in the preceding section. We assume also that ρ0 has minimal conductor among its twists
by characters GQ → κ̄×. Let k denote the Serre weight and ψ the character associated to
ρ0, as in the preceding section.

If f is a newform, we let K0,f denote the extension of K0 generated by the Fourier
coefficients of f , and λf the prime over λ0 determined by our embeddings. Define Kf as
the completion, Of as its ring of integers and κf as its residue field.

We assume that ρ0 is modular, in the sense that

κf ⊗κ V0 ∼= κf ⊗Of Mf,λf

for some newform f (which can have any weight level and character). We let N denote the
set of representations

ρf : GQ → AutKf Mf,λf

such that where f is a newform of weight k character ψ and level Nf not divisible by ℓ.
Thus N is in bijection with the set of modular forms f such that ρf is an allowable lift of
ρ0. From the work of Ribet and others, one knows that N∅ is non-empty. (Combine the
main results of [D-T2] and [Di2].)

Let Σ1 ⊂ Σ0 denote the set of primes at which ρ0 is ramified. We let Σ2 ⊂ Σ1 denote the
following set of exceptional primes for ρ0: those p ≡ −1 mod ℓ such that ρ0|Gp is absolutely
irreducible, but ρ0|Ip is not For each such p, κ̄⊗κ ρ0 is induced from a character of Hp, and
we let ξp, ξ

′
p denote the pair of characters O×F → κ̄× defined as in §6.5. We then write

σmin
p : GL2(Zp)→ AutK0 V

min
p

for the representation associated to ξ̃p, e
min
p for a distinguished vector and µmin

p for a nor-
malized pairing. Here we assume K0 is sufficiently large so that

• K0 contains the values of ψ̃;
• for each p in Σ2, σ

min
p , emin

p and µmin
p are defined over K0.

Write the Artin conductor N(ρ0) as
∏

p p
cp . Note that cp is even if p is in Σ2. We let

cmin
p = 0 if p is in Σ2 and cmin

p = cp otherwise. For any prime p ̸= ℓ, we let cmax
p = cp + δp

where δp = dimκ V
Ip
0 . For each finite Σ ⊂ Σ0, we let c

Σ
p = cmax

p or cmin
p according to whether

or not p is in Σ. We let U∗p denote the set of matrices
(
a b
c d

)
∈ GL2(Zp) with c ∈ pc∗p ,

where ∗ can be min or max. We let UΣ
p = Umax

p or Umin
p according to whether or not p is in

Σ. We then set
UΣ =

∏
p

UΣ
p =

∏
p∈Σ

Umax
p

∏
p̸∈Σ

Umin
p = U0(N

Σ),

where NΣ =
∏

p c
Σ
p .
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We have already defined a representation

σmin
p : Umin

p → AutK0 V
min
p

for p ∈ Σ2. If cmin
p > 0, we define σmin

p by V min
p = K0 with

(
a b
c d

)
acting via ψp(d),

where ψp = ψ̃|Z×
p
. If p does not divide N(ρ0) then σmin

p is trivial. For any p, we define

σmax
p : Umax

p → K×0 by ψp(d). We let σΣ
p = σmax

p or σmin
p according to whether or not

p ∈ Σ. We then define the representation V Σ
0 of UΣ as the tensor product over all p of V Σ

p .

Similarly we define the O0-lattice VΣ in V Σ
0 as the tensor product over O of VΣ

p .

If ρ ∈ NΣ, then UΣ
f = UΣ and σΣ

f = K0,f ⊗K0 σ
Σ. We therefore have a natural inclusion

Vρ → Kρ ⊗K M(σΣ)!,λ0 induced by the isomorphism Mf → MΣ
f . These give rise to an

inclusion
V Σ → K̄ ⊗K M(σΣ)!,λ0 .

We define LΣ as the preimage of M(σΣ)!,λ0 in V Σ, where the integral structure is defined
as in §6.4 using VΣ.
Let T̃Σ denote the polynomial algebra over O generated by the variables tp, where p runs

over rational primes p such that p ∈ Σ or p ̸∈ Σ1. We extend the natural action of O on V Σ

to one of T̃Σ by defining the action of tp on Vρ to be 0 or tr(ρ(Frobp)) according to whether
or not p ∈ Σ. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 7.3, we see that LΣ is stable under the
action of T̃Σ.

We also regard M(σΣ)!,λ0 as a module for T̃Σ where tp acts as the usual double coset

operator. We let mΣ denote the maximal ideal of T̃Σ which is the kernel of the homomor-
phism defined by tp 7→ 0 or tr(ρ0(Frobp)) according to whether or not p is in Σ. We let MΣ

!

denote the localization of M(σΣ)!,λ0 at mΣ. Thus MΣ
! can be canonically identified with a

quotient (also a direct summand) of M(σΣ)!,λ0 .

Lemma 7.7. The composites of the natural maps

LΣ → M(σΣ)!,λ0 → MΣ
!

V Σ → K̄ ⊗O M(σΣ)!,λ0 → K̄ ⊗O MΣ
!

are isomorphisms of T̃Σ-modules.

Proof. Let T̄Σ denote the image of TΣ in EndO M(σΣ)!,λ0 . Let IΣ denote the kernel of
T̄Σ → T̄Σ

mΣ , or equivalently, the annihilator of MΣ
! .

As in [D-D-T, §4.2] (see also [C-D-T, Lemma 5.1.1]), one gets an explicit description
of K̄ ⊗O T̄Σ

mΣ : There is an isomorphism

K̄ ⊗O T̄Σ
mΣ →

∏
ρ∈NΣ

K̄

defined by (1⊗ tp) 7→ 0 or tr(ρ(Frobp))ρ according to whether or not p is in Σ. We can then
identify V Σ with the T̄Σ-module

K̄ ⊗O M(σΣ)!,λ0 [K̄ ⊗O I
Σ].

It follows that the second composite in the statement of the lemma is an isomorphism. The
first is therefore injective and

LΣ = M(σΣ)!,λ0 [I
Σ],

so it is also surjective. □
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Suppose now that Σ ⊂ Σ′ ⊂ Σ0. For each exceptional prime p in Σ′ −Σ, we have a map
τp : V max

p → V min
p restricting to Vmax

p → Vmin
p (see §6.5). We define τ : VΣ → VΣ′

as the
tensor product of the τp. Let

N ′ = NΣ′
/
∏
p

pcp/2 and N = NΣ
∏
p

pcp/2

where the products are over exceptional primes in Σ− Σ′. For positive integers d dividing
N ′/N , we let d′ = dN/NΣ and let αd denote the matrix in M2(Ẑ) whose component at p is(
p−vp(d

′) 0
0 1

)
. We then define γ :M(σΣ)! →M(σΣ′

)! by

γ =
∑
d

1

d′

[
UΣ′

αdU
Σ
]
τ
βd.

Then for each ρ ∈ NΣ, γ induces the identity map on Vρ. Furthermore γ restricts to a map

M(σΣ)! → M(σΣ′
)!. It follows that LΣ ⊂ LΣ′

. To prove that L =
⋃
Σ

LΣ is a trellis for N,

we just need the following:

Proposition 7.8. If Σ ⊂ Σ′ ⊂ Σ0, then LΣ′
/LΣ is torsion-free.

Proof. It suffices to consider the case Σ′ = Σ∪{p} for some p not in Σ∪{ℓ}. We let c = cp,
γ = max{1, c} and δ = δp.
Choose an integer N ≥ 3 such that (pℓ,N) = 1 and

V p
N = ker(GL2(Ẑ)→ GL2(Z/NZ)×GL2(Zp))

is contained in kerσΣ. We now define subgroups Vp and V ′p of GL2(Zp) such that Vp ⊂
kerσmin

p is normal in Umin
p , V ′p ⊂ ker σmax

p is normal in Umax
p and

V ′p ⊂
δ⋂
i=0

αpiVpα
−1
pi
.

(Recall that αpi =
(
p−i 0
0 1

)
unless p ∈ Σ2, in which case α1 =

(
p−c/2 0
0 1

)
p
.) If p is in

Σ2, we define Vp as the kernel of GL2(Zp) → GL2(Z/pc/2) and V ′p = α1Vpα
−1
1 . Otherwise,

we define Vp as the set of matrices in GL2(Zp) congruent to
(

1 ∗
0 1

)
mod pc, and

V ′p =

{ (
w x
y z

) ∣∣∣∣ w ≡ z ≡ 1 mod pγ, y ≡ 0 mod pc+δ
}
.

We then let V = V p
NVp, V

′ = V p
NV

′
p . Let T̃ denote the common subring of T̃Σ and T̃Σ′

generated by the variables tp for p not dividing Npℓ, and let m = mΣ ∩ T̃ = mΣ′ ∩ T̃.
We wish to prove that the map

κ⊗O L
Σ → κ⊗O L

Σ′

is injective. The natural map LΣ →M(σΣ)!,m is injective, so it suffices to prove the map

κ⊗O M(σΣ)!,m → κ⊗O M(σΣ′
)!,m
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defined in the same way as γ is injective. Therefore it suffices to prove that

δ⊕
i=0

κ⊗O M(σΣ)!,m → κ⊗O M(σΣ′
)!,m

is injective, where the map is defined by

δ⊕
i=0

p−i
[
UΣ′

αpiU
Σ
]
τ
.

Since ρ0 is irreducible, m is not in the support of the kernel ofM(V )c →M(V )! orM(V ′)c →
M(V ′)!. We can therefore identify the above map with the map

δ⊕
i=0

κ⊗O (VΣ ⊗O0 M(V ))U
Σ

!,m → κ⊗O (VΣ′ ⊗O0 M(V ′))U
Σ′

!,m

induced by
δ⊕
i=0

p−i
[
V ′αpiV

]
τ
.

We shall prove that in fact if δ < 2, then

γ′ :
δ⊕
i=0

(VΣ
0 ⊗O0 M(V ))U

Σ

! → (VΣ′

0 ⊗O0 M(V ′))U
Σ′

!

is injective, where VΣ
0 = κ ⊗O0 V

Σ and VΣ′
0 = κ ⊗O0 V

Σ′
, and that the same holds after

localization at m if δ = 2.
First suppose δ = 0. If p is not in Σ2, then γ′ is the identity and there is nothing to

prove. So assume p is in Σ2. By Shapiro’s Lemma, we can replace the target of γ′ with(
IndU

Σ

αUΣ′α−1 α
−1VΣ′

0 ⊗O0 M(V )!

)UΣ

,

where α = α1 and the map is defined so the composite

VΣ
0 → IndU

Σ

αUΣ′α−1 α
−1VΣ′

0 → α−1VΣ′

0

is α−1τ . Therefore it suffices to prove that

κ⊗O0 V
min
p → κ⊗O0 Ind

UΣ

αUΣ′α−1 α
−1Vmax

p

is injective. This holds because κ⊗O0 V
min
p is irreducible and κ⊗O0 τp is non-zero (since it

is surjective by its construction).
Now suppose δ = 1. Let V0 = VΣ

0 = VΣ′
0 , V ′′ = α−1p V ′αp and A = V0 ⊗O0 M!(V

′′). Then

V ′′ is normal in both UΣ and α−1p UΣαp, and both groups act on A, where the action of

α−1p UΣαp on V0 is defined by first conjugating by αp. Note that the actions agree on

α−1p UΣ′
αp = UΣ ∩ α−1p UΣαp.

We claim that the map

Aα
−1
p UΣαp ⊕ AUΣ → Aα

−1
p UΣ′

αp

is injective. To prove this, suppose there were a nonzero vector in A fixed by both α−1p UΣαp

and AU
Σ
. Then there would be a nonzero vector in M!(V

′′) on which
(
a b
c d

)
acts via
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ψ−1p (d) for all matrices in Umin
p or α−1p Umin

p αp. This contradicts the fact that ψp has con-
ductor pc. It follows that the map

BUΣ ⊕ AUΣ → BUΣ′

where B = V0⊗O0 M!(V
′) and the map A→ B is defined by p−1 [V ′αpV

′′] . Since V/V ′ and
V/V ′′ have order p, we can identify M(V ′)V! and M(V ′′)V! with M(V )! and conclude γ′ is
injective.

Finally, suppose that δ = 2. Again we let V0 = VΣ
0 = VΣ′

0 , V ′′ = α−1p V ′αp and A =

V0⊗O0 M!(V
′′). We also define Ũ to be the subgroup of UΣ generated by UΣ′

and α−1p UΣαp.
Then we have an exact sequence

0→ AU
Σ → Aα

−1
p Ũαp ⊕ AŨ → Aα

−1
p UΣ′

αp

with maps defined by a 7→ (a,−a) and (a1, a2) 7→ a1 + a2. This gives an exact sequence

(40) 0→ AU
Σ → BŨ ⊕ AŨ → BUΣ′

where B = V0 ⊗O0 M(V ′)! and the maps are a 7→ (β(a),−a) and (b, a) 7→ b + β(a), with
β defined by p−1 [V ′αpV

′′]1 . Now let C = V0 ⊗O0 M(V )! and D = V0 ⊗O0 M(Ṽ )!, where

Ṽ = V ∩ Ũ . The proof of Lemma 3.2 of [Di1] shows the injectivity of the map C ×C → D
defined by

(a, b) 7→
[
Ṽ · 1 · V

]
1
(a) +

[
Ṽ αpV

]
1
(b).

So we also get the exactness of

(41) 0→ CUΣ × CUΣ → DŨ .

Now let Ac, Bc, Cc and Dc denote the T̃-modules defined in the same way as A, B, C

and D, but using Mc instead of M!. Then the natural maps Cc → AVc , Dc → BṼ
c and

Dc → AṼc are isomorphisms. Since m is not Eisenstein, it follows that so are the maps

CUΣ

m → AUm, D
Ũ
m → BŨ

m and DŨ
m → AŨm. We now obtain the desired injectivity on combining

the localization at m of the exact sequences (40) and (41) (cf. the discussion after Lemma
2.5 of [Wi]). □

Recall that in §6.5, we defined a perfect pairing on M(σΣ)!, and we now let ϕΣ denote
the paring

M(σΣ)!,λ0 ⊗K M(σΣ)!,λ0 → K.

Lemma 7.9. The restriction of ϕΣ defines a perfect pairing LΣ ⊗O L
Σ → O.

Proof. First we apply Lemma 3 of [D-T2] to choose a prime r ≥ 5 at which no lift of ρ0 is
ramified. It follows that LΣ can be identified with LΣ∪{r} compatibly with the map

M(σΣ)!,λ0 →M(σΣ∪{r})!,λ0 .

According to Proposition 6.14, the restriction to LΣ of the transpose of this map with
respect to our pairings is given by an element of T̃Σ − mΣ, and so by Lemma 7.7, is an
automorphism. So to prove the lemma, we can assume r is in Σ.

Let U ′ denote the set of

(
a b
c d

)
in UΣ such that dr ≡ 1 mod r, and similarly define

U ′′ requiring ar ≡ 1 mod r. We let σ′ and σ′′ denote the restrictions of σΣ to U ′ and U ′′
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respectively. If we define an action of T̃Σ on M(σ′)! and M(σ′′)! in the usual way and the
natural inclusions

M(σ)! →M(σ′)! and M(σ)! →M(σ′′)!

are T̃Σ-linear. We record the following as a lemma for future reference:

Lemma 7.10. The natural maps induce isomorphisms

M(σ)!,mΣ →M(σ′)!,mΣ and M(σ)!,mΣ →M(σ′′)!,mΣ .

To prove this, note that we can replace ! by c since mΣ is not Eisenstein. So we must
prove the inclusion

M(σ′)U
Σ

c →M(σ′)c
localized atmΣ is an isomorphism, and similarly for σ′′. Let u be a generator for UΣ/U ′, then
u acts on M(σ′)c as p

2−kSp for some prime p at which ρ0 is unramified and detρ0(Frobp) =
pk−1. It follows that u acts as an element of 1 +mΣ. Since u has order r − 1, which is not
divisible by ℓ, it follows that u = 1 on M(σ′)c,mΣ . The same argument works for σ′′ and
this completes the proof of Lemma 7.10.

Since U ′ is sufficiently small, we have a perfect pairing between M(σ′)! and M(σ̂′⊗ψ−1 ◦
det)! given by Proposition 4.8. We also have an isomorphism

M(σ′′)! →M(σ̂′ ⊗ ψ−1 ◦ det)!
defined as in §6.5, and so we obtain a perfect pairing between M(σ′)! and M(σ′′)!. It is
straightforward to check that the resulting isomorphism

M(σ′′)!,λ0 → HomO(M(σ′)!,λ0 ,O)

is T̃Σ-linear, and that the composite

M(σ)!,λ0 ⊗O M(σ)!,λ0 →M(σ′)!,λ0 ⊗O M(σ′′)!,λ0 → O

is (r − 1)ϕΣ. It follows from Lemmas 7.7 and 7.10 that ϕΣ restricts to a perfect pairing on
LΣ. □

In view of Proposition 6.14, we only need to prove

#NQ ≤ #∆Q#N∅

to enable us to apply Theorem 7.3. We shall in fact prove:

Lemma 7.11. For any finite set of primes Σ ⊂ Σ0 and horizontal prime q ̸∈ Σ, we have

#NΣ∪{q} = #∆{q}#NΣ.

Proof. First note that we may assume Σ contains an auxiliary prime r as in the proof of
Lemma 7.9. Let T̃ = T̃Σ = T̃Σ∪{q}. Choose an eigenvalue αq of ρ0(Frobq) and let m denote
the maximal ideal which is the kernel of the map defined by tq 7→ αq, tp 7→ 0 for p ∈ Σ, and
tp 7→ tr ρ0(Frobp) otherwise.

We let U0 denote the set of
(
a b
c d

)
in UΣ such that cq ≡ 0 mod q and dr ≡ 1 mod r, and

let U1 denote the set of
(
a b
c d

)
in U0 such that cq has trivial image in ∆{q}. We identify

∆{q} with U0/U1. Let σi denote the restriction of σΣ to Ui for i = 0, 1. Let T̄i denote the

image of T̃ in EndKM(σi)!,λ0 for i = 0, 1.
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As in [D-D-T, §4.2] (see also §6.4 of [C-D-T]), one can give an explicit description of
K̄⊗O T̄0,m which shows that its dimension over K̄ is #NΣ. Similarly one finds the dimension
of K̄ ⊗O T̄1,m is #NΣ∪{q}. Since M(σi)!,λ0 is free of rank two over K ⊗O T̄i (see §6.5), we
need to prove that

rankOM(σ1)!,m = #∆{q} · rankO M(σ0)!,m.

We shall show that M(σ1)!,m is free over O[∆{q}] and its ∆{q}-invariants can be identified
with M(σ0)!,m. The case k = 2, trivial ψ and Σ2 = ∅ is done exactly as in §2 of [T-W],
so assume k > 2, ψ is not trivial or Σ2 is not empty. It follows from the Hochschild-Serre
spectral sequence that

H i(∆Q,M(σ1)c) =

{
M(σ0)c, if i = 0;
0, if i > 0.

This holds as T̃-modules, so it holds after completing at m. We can then replace ! by c and
deduce the freeness of M(σ1)!,m from cohomological vanishing. □

7.4. Consequences.

Theorem 7.12. Suppose ρ : GQ → AutK V is a continuous geometric representation whose
restriction to Gℓ is ramified, crystalline and short. If ρ0 is modular and its restriction to
GF is absolutely irreducible, where F is the quadratic subfield of Q(µℓ), then ρ is modular.

This follows from applying Theorem 7.3 to the set N constructed in the preceding section
for the twist ρ0 ⊗k ψ′ of minimal conductor, where ψ′ is unramified at ℓ. Writing ˜ for
Teichmuller liftings, we conclude that ρ ⊗K ψ̃′ψ is modular, where ψ is a character of
ℓ-power order such that χ1−k

ℓ ψ2detρ has order not divisible by ℓ.
Suppose that K0 is a number field with ring of integers O0, and f =

∑
ane

2πinz is a
newform of weight k ≥ 2 and level N with coefficients an in K0. For primes λ of K0, we
write ρ̄f,λ for the representation of GQ on

κ̄⊗O Mf,λ,

where O = O0,λ and κ̄ is an algebraic closure of O0/λ. We use ℓ to denote the rational
prime divisible by λ. Let Sf denote the set of primes λ of K0 such that the following hold:

• λ does not divide Nk!;
• ρ̄f,λ has irreducible restriction to GF , where F is the quadratic subfield of Q(µℓ).

The latter condition excludes only finitely many primes by the following two lemmas:

Lemma 7.13. For all but finitely many primes λ, ρ̄f,λ is irreducible.

Proof. Suppose that λ does not divide Nk! and ρ̄f,λ is reducible. Its semisimplification is of
the form ψ1 ⊕ ψ2 where ψ1 and ψ2 are characters of Gal(Q(µNℓ)/Q). The representation is
necessarily ordinary at ℓ (see [E]), so one of the characters is unramified at ℓ and the other
has restriction χk−1ℓ on Iℓ. It follows that

ap ≡ pk−1 + 1 mod λ

for all p ≡ 1 mod N . If this holds for infinitely many λ, then we get ap = pk−1 + 1 for all
such p, violating the Ramanujan conjecture (a theorem of Deligne [De1]). □

Lemma 7.14. Suppose that λ does not divide N(2k − 1)(2k − 3)k!. If ρ̄f,λ is irreducible,
then so is its restriction to GF .
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Proof. Consider the restriction of ρ̄f,λ to Iℓ. By results of Deligne and Fontaine (see [E]),

this restriction has semisimplification of the form χk−1ℓ ⊕ 1 or ψk−1ℓ ⊕ ψℓ(k−1)ℓ , where ψℓ is a
fundamental character of level 2, according to whether or not aℓ is a unit mod λ.

Suppose that ρ̄f,λ is irreducible but its restriction to GF is not. Then ρ̄f,λ is induced
from a character of GF , and ρ̄f,λ|Iℓ is induced from a character of its subgroup of index 2.
It follows that the ratio of the characters into which ρ̄f,λ|Iℓ decomposes is quadratic. Since
ψℓ has order ℓ

2 − 1, this forces either (ℓ− 1)|2(k− 1) or (ℓ+ 1)|2(k− 1) and we arrive at a
contradiction. □

Theorem 7.15. Let f be a newform of weight k ≥ 2 and level N with coefficients in K0.
Suppose that λ is a prime in Sf (as defined above), and let O = O0,λ and K = K0,λ. Suppose
that Σ is a finite set of primes not containing ℓ such that Mf,λ is minimally ramified outside
Σ. Then the O-module

H1
Σ(GQ, K/O⊗O ad0

OMf,λ)

has length vλ(η
Σ
f ).

Applying Theorem 7.3 to the set N constructed in the preceding section for the twist
ρ0 ⊗k ψ′ of minimal conductor, we conclude that the theorem holds for a twist of f , hence
for f itself. See the discussion before Proposition 6.6 for the definition of ηΣf .

8. The Bloch-Kato conjecture for Af and Af (1)

In this section we explain how to deduce the λ-part of the Bloch-Kato conjecture [B-K]
for Af and Bf = Af (1), where f is a newform of weight k ≥ 2, conductor N ≥ 1, with
coefficients in the number field K, and λ is a prime in Sf (the set defined in §7.4). By
Lemma 6.2 we can assume that f has minimal conductor among its twists and we shall
do so in this section. Our formulation of the conjecture follows Fontaine and Perrin-Riou
[F-P], generalized to motives with coefficients in K. For a more systematic discussion of
the Bloch-Kato conjecture for motives with coefficients we refer to [B-F]. If Af is the scalar
extension of a premotivic structure with coefficients in a subfield K ′ ⊆ K then Theorem
4.1 and Lemma 9 of [B-F] shows that the conjecture over K implies the one over K ′ (in
the context of Deligne’s conjecture this was already noted in [De3, Rem 2.10]). So we need
not be concerned with finding the smallest coefficient field for Af .

8.1. Order of vanishing. Suppose that M is an L-admissible object of PMK and let
MD = HomK(M,K(1)). We recall the conjectured order of vanishing of L(M, s) at s = 0
[F-P, III. 4.2.2].

Conjecture 8.1. Let τ : K → C be an embedding and λ any finite prime of K. Then

ords=0 L(M, τ, s) = dimKλ H
1
f (Q,MD

λ )− dimKλ H
0(Q,MD

λ ).

Theorem 8.2. Conjecture 8.1 holds for both M = Af and M = Bf if λ is in Sf . More
precisely, we have ords=0 L(Af , τ, s) = ords=0 L(Bf , τ, s) = 0 and

H0(Q, Af,λ) ∼= H1
f (Q, Af,λ) ∼= H1

f (Q, Bf,λ) ∼= H0(Q, Bf,λ) ∼= 0.

if λ ∈ Sf .
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Proof. Lemma 8.7 below shows that

L(Af , τ, 1) = Lnv(Af , τ, 1)
∏

p∈Σe(f)

Lp(Af , τ, 1)

is a nonzero multiple of the Petersson inner product of f with itself and hence it follows
that L(Bf , τ, 0) = L(Af , τ, 1) ̸= 0 for each τ . It follows from the functional equation (6.2)
that

(42) L(Af , τ, 0) =
(k − 1)ϵ(Af )

2π2
L(Af , τ, 1) ̸= 0

for each τ as well. The absolute irreducibility ofMf,λ for each λ implies that EndKλ[GQ](Mf,λ) =
Kλ, so H0(Q, Af,λ) = 0, and since Mf,λ is not isomorphic to Mf,λ(1), we also have
H0(Q, Bf,λ) = 0. It follows then from [F-P, II.2.2.2] (see also [Fl1, Cor. 1.5]) that

dimKλ H
1
f (Q, Af,λ) = dimKλ H

1
f (Q, Bf,λ)

for all λ and hence that Theorem 8.2 is implied by the vanishing of H1
f (Q, Af,λ). Theorem

7.15 shows that

H1
f (Q, Af,λ/ad

0
OK,λ

Mf,λ) ⊂ H1
Σ(Q, Af,λ/ad

0
OK,λ

Mf,λ)

is finite for λ in Sf . Since the kernel of

H1
f (Q, Af,λ)→ H1

f (Q, Af,λ/ad
0
OK,λ

Mf,λ)

is finitely generated over Oλ we deduce H1
f (Q, Af,λ) = 0 and Theorem 8.2 follows. □

8.2. Deligne’s period. We now recall the formulation in [F-P] of Deligne’s conjecture
[De3] for the “transcendental part” of L(M, 0) for M = Af or Bf . The authors there
actually discuss the more general conjecture of Beilinson concerning the leading coefficient
L∗(M, 0) for premotivic structures arising from motives, but their formulation relies on the
conjectural existence of a category of mixed motives with certain properties. We restrict our
attention to those M , such as Af and Bf , for which L(M, 0) ̸= 0 and which are critical in
the sense of Deligne. In that case Beilinson’s conjecture reduces (conjecturally) to Deligne’s,
which can be stated without reference to the category of mixed motives.

Under these hypotheses, the fundamental line for M is the K-line defined by

∆f (M) = HomK(detKM
+
B , detKtM)

where + indicates the subspace fixed by F∞ and tM = MdR/Fil
0MdR. Furthermore the

composite

R⊗M+
B → (C⊗MB)

+ (I∞)−1

−→ R⊗MdR → R⊗ tM
is an R⊗K-linear isomorphism. Its determinant over R⊗K defines a basis for R⊗∆f (M)
called the Deligne period, denoted c+(M).

Conjecture 8.3. There exists a basis b(M) for ∆f (M) such that

L(M, 0)(1⊗ b(M)) = c+(M).
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For example, the conjecture holds for M = Q(2) with the basis b(Q(2)) of

∆f (Q(2)) = HomQ(Q(2πi)2,Q[2])

defined by (2πi)2 7→ −24ι−2. There are various rationality results for L(Af , 0) and L(Bf , 0)
in the literature (see for example [Schm, Th. 2.3]) although the precise relationship with
Conjecture 8.3 for M = Af or Bf is not always clear. In this section we recall the proof of
Conjecture 8.3 for M = Af and Bf and give convenient natural descriptions for b(Af ) and
b(Bf ).
We begin by observing that A+

f,B and tAf are one-dimensional over K. Furthermore,
complex conjugation

F∞ :Mf,B →Mf,B

has trace zero and commutes with F∞, so it is a basis for A+
f,B. Note also that the natural

map

Af,dR → HomK(Fil
k−1Mf,dR,Mf,dR/Fil

k−1Mf,dR)

factors through an isomorphism

tAf → HomK(Fil
k−1Mf,dR,Mf,dR/Fil

k−1Mf,dR).

The fundamental line ∆f (Af ) can therefore be identified with

HomK(Fil
k−1Mf,dR ⊗Q · F∞,Mf,dR/Fil

k−1Mf,dR).

We shall describe b(Af ) by specifying the image of the canonical basis f⊗F∞ for Filk−1Mf,dR⊗
Q · F∞ where we view f as an element of Mf,dR by Lemma 5.7. Recall that we defined in
(29) a perfect alternating pairing

⟨·, ·⟩ : Mf ⊗K Mf →Mψ(1− k),
and this induces an isomorphism

Mf,dR/Fil
k−1Mf,dR → HomK(Fil

k−1Mf,dR,Mψ(1− k)dR).
We shall eventually define b(Af ) by specifying the element ⟨f, b(Af )(f⊗F∞)⟩ ofMψ(1−k)dR.

We can make a similar analysis of the fundamental line ∆f (Bf ). One finds that B+
f,B and

tBf are two-dimensional over K. Note that B+
f,B can be identified with A−f,B ⊗ Q(1)B and

that the natural map

A−f,B → HomK(M
+
f,B,M

−
f,B)⊕ HomK(M

−
f,B,M

+
f,B)

defined by restrictions is an isomorphism. We therefore have an isomorphism

detKB
+
f,B → K(2)B

which is canonical up to sign. To fix the choice of sign, we use α ∧ α−1 as a basis for
detKA

−
f,B where α :M+

f,B →M−
f,B is any K-linear isomorphism. Next note that the natural

map

Bf,dR → HomK(Mf,dR,Mf (1)dR)→ HomK(Fil
k−1Mf,dR,Mf (1)dR)

factors through an isomorphism

tBf → HomK(Fil
k−1Mf,dR,Mf (1)dR).

Using the isomorphism

detKMf,dR → Filk−1Mf,dR ⊗K (Mf,dR/Fil
k−1Mf,dR)



94

(with choice of sign again indicated by the ordering), we find that detKtBf is naturally
isomorphic to

(43) HomK(Fil
k−1Mf,dR,Mf,dR/Fil

k−1Mf,dR)⊗Q(2)dR.

We can therefore identify ∆f (Bf ) with

HomK(Fil
k−1Mf,dR ⊗Q(2)B, (Mf,dR/Fil

k−1Mf,dR)⊗Q(2)dR),

and we arrive at a canonical isomorphism

∆f (Af )⊗∆f (Q(2))⊗ A+
f,B

∼−→ ∆f (Bf ).

Fixing the basis F∞ of A+
f,B and the basis β of ∆f (Q(2)) which sends (2πi)2 to ι−2 this

defines an isomorphism of K-lines

(44) tw : ∆f (Af )→ ∆f (Bf )

so that tw(ϕ)(x⊗ y) = ϕ(x⊗ F∞)⊗ β(y).

Lemma 8.4. We have

(R⊗ tw)(c+(Af )) = −
1

2π2
c+(Bf ).

Proof. Let I∞M : C ⊗Mf,dR
∼= C ⊗Mf,B be the comparison isomorphism for Mf . Via the

natural isomorphism C ⊗ EndK(Mf )? ∼= EndC⊗K(C ⊗Mf,?) where ? = B or ? = dR, I∞M
induces the comparison isomorphism I∞ for both End(Mf ) and Af : I

∞(ϕ) = I∞M ◦ϕ◦(I∞M )−1.
A similar formula holds for c+(Af ).

Suppose now that x is a non-zero element of R⊗Filk−1Mf,dR (for example, take x = g),
and write I∞M (x) = y+ + y− with y± ∈ C⊗M±

f,B. Then

c+(Af )(x⊗ F∞) = (I∞M )−1(1⊗ F∞)I∞M (x) = (I∞M )−1(y+ − y−) mod R⊗ Filk−1Mf,dR.

Chasing through the above isomorphisms, one finds that c+(Bf ) is characterized by

x⊗ c+(Bf )(x⊗ (2πi)2)⊗ ι2 = (2πi)2(I∞M )−1(y−) ∧ (I∞M )−1(y+)

= x⊗ 1

2
(2πi)2c+(Af )(x⊗ F∞).

□

Recall that Σe(f) is the set of primes p such that Lnv
p (Af , s) = 1 but Lp(Af , s) = (1 +

p−s)−1. We write bdR for the basis of Mψ,dR defined in §1.3, and set η = 0 or 1 so η ≡
k mod 2. Note that by Proposition 5.5 of [De3], we have ϵ(Mf ⊗Mψ−1)/ϵ(Mψ−1) ∈ K×.
The same proposition together with Lemma 6.1 gives ϵ(Af ) ∈ K×.

Theorem 8.5. Let b(Af ) ∈ ∆f (Af ) be defined by the formula

⟨f, b(Af )(f ⊗ F∞)⟩ =
ik−η((k − 2)!)2ϵ(Mf ⊗Mψ−1)

2ϵ(Mψ−1)ϵ(Af )

∏
p∈Σe(f)

(1 + p−1) · (bdR ⊗ ιk−1),

and b(Bf ) ∈ ∆f (Bf ) by the formula

(45) b(Bf ) = (1− k)ϵ(Af )tw(b(Af )).
Then L(Af , 0)(1⊗ b(Af )) = c+(Af ) and L(Bf , 0)(1⊗ b(Bf )) = c+(Bf ).
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Proof. If we show

⟨f, c+(Af )(f ⊗ F∞)⟩ =
ik−η(k − 1)!(k − 2)!ϵ(Mf ⊗Mψ−1)Lnv(Af , 1)

4π2ϵ(Mψ−1)
· (bdR ⊗ ιk−1)

in C⊗Mψ(1− k)dR, then the statement concerning b(Af ) is an immediate consequence of
the functional equation (42). The identity L(Bf , 0)(1 ⊗ b(Bf )) = c+(Bf ) then follows by
applying (R⊗ tw) to the identity L(Af , 0)(1⊗ b(Af )) = c+(Af ) and using (42) and Lemma
8.4.

As in §4.5 put U = U0(N), let σ : U → K× be the representation ( a bc d ) 7→ ψ−1(aN),
and choose a multiple N ′ of N so that UN ′ ⊆ U is sufficiently small. Put w = ( 0 −1

N 0 ) ∈
GL2(Af ) and denote by W = [UwU ]ω : M(σ)N ′ → M(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))N ′ the isomorphism
in Lemma 5.2. Note that ww−1N ∈ U so we can work with w instead of wN . For any
one-dimensional K-representation σ of U we shall view M(σ)N ′ as a sub-PM-structure of
K ⊗MN ′ . With I∞ denoting the comparison isomorphism for both Mf and K ⊗MN ′ we
have

⟨f, c+(Af )(f ⊗ F∞)⟩ = ⟨f, (I∞)−1(1⊗ F∞)I∞f⟩
= [f, (I∞)−1(1⊗ F∞)I∞Wf ]N ′

= [U : UN ′ ]−1(f, (I∞)−1(1⊗ F∞)I∞Wf)N ′ .

We proceed with the computation of Wf ∈ Filk−1M!(σ̂ ⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))N ′,dR. Note that the
field Kf generated by the Fourier coefficients of the newform f is either totally real or a
CM field and hence has a well defined automorphism ρ induced by complex conjugation.
It is known that the Fourier expansion fρ(z) =

∑∞
n=1 a

ρ
ne

2πizn is a newform of conductor

N and character ψ−1 [Miy, 4.6.15(2)], hence represents an element of Filk−1M!(σ̂)N ′,dR.
Recall that bdR is the canonical basis of Mψ,dR

∼= (H0(XN ′) ⊗ Kψ−1)UdR (Lemma 4.6) and
that Mψ ⊗KMfρ has a natural map into M!(σ̂⊗ (ψ−1 ◦ det))N ′ via the cup product on XN ′

(see (22)).

Lemma 8.6. We have

(46) Wf = ψ(−1)
ik−ηϵ(Mf ⊗Mψ−1)

Nϵ(Mψ−1)
bdR ∪ fρ.

Proof. We fix an embedding τ : K → C and compute the images of both sides in Sk(UN ′)
(we shall suppress τ in the notation and view all elements of K as complex numbers via
τ). Let ϕ ∈ (Sk(UN ′) ⊗C Cσ)

U denote the element corresponding to f . We then have
ϕ(xu) = σ−1(u)ϕ(x) for all u ∈ U and β(ϕ)t(z) = f(z) for all t ∈ (Z/N ′Z)×. Recall that
the isomorphism β : Sk(UN ′) ∼=

⊕
t∈(Z/N ′Z)× Sk(Γ(N

′)) was defined in (10) by .

β(F )t(γ(i)) := (detγ)−1j(γ, i)kF (gtγ(i))).

for γ ∈ GL2(R)+, j(( a bc d ) , z) = cz + d and gt ≡
(
1 0
0 t−1

)
mod N ′. Note that since gt ∈ U

we indeed have that

β(ϕ)t(z) =(detγ)−1j(γ, i)kϕ(gtγ(i))

=(detγ)−1j(γ, i)kσ−1(gt)ϕ(γ(i))

=(detγ)−1j(γ, i)kϕ(γ(i))

=f(z)
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is independent of t.
Note that the element e2πi/N

′
of F = Q(e2πi/N

′
) maps to e−2πi/N

′
under the isomorphism

MF
∼= H0(XN ′) of 4.5. Hence bdR =

∑
a∈(Z/NZ)× ψ(a) ⊗ e2πia/N ∈ C ⊗ Q(e2πi/N

′
), when

viewed as an element of H0
dR(XN ′), i.e. a locally constant function, is given by

t 7→
∑

a∈(Z/NZ)×
ψ(a)e−2πiat/N = ψ(−t)−1

∑
a∈(Z/NZ)×

ψ(a)e2πia/N

= ψ(−t)−1Gψ

= ψ(−t)−1iηϵ(Mψ−1 , τ).

If now ϕρ ∈ Sk(UN ′) corresponds to fρ then β(ϕρ)t(z) = fρ(z) is again independent of t
and the right hand side of (46) is given by

(47) t 7→
ikϵ(Mf ⊗Mψ−1 , τ)

N
ψ(t)−1fρ.

The perfect pairingMf ⊗KMf →Mψ(1−k) and the identity of Hecke eigenvalues [Miy,
(4.6.17)] induce an isomorphism M∗

f
∼= Mf ⊗K Mψ−1(k − 1) ∼= Mfρ(k − 1) so that the

functional equation for Λ(Mf ⊗Mψ−1 , τ, s) can be written

(48) Λ(Mf ⊗Mψ−1 , τ, s) = ϵ(Mf ⊗Mψ−1 , τ)N−sΛ(Mfρ ⊗Mψ, τ, k − s).
Recall that the definition (g|kγ)(z) = det(γ)k/2j(γ, z)−kg(γ(z)) for γ ∈ GL2(R)+ defines a
right action of GL2(R)+ on functions g : H→ C. Put WN = ( 0 −1

N 0 ). By [Miy, Th. 4.3.6]
we have

Λ(Mf ⊗Mψ−1 , τ, s) = Λ(f, s) = ikN−s+k/2Λ(f |kWN , k − s)
which together with (48) yields

fρ = ϵ(Mf ⊗Mψ−1 , τ)−1ikNk/2f |kWN .

Hence (47) becomes

(49) t 7→ (−1)kNk/2−1ψ(t)−1f |kWN .

Turning to the left hand side of (46) we have (Wϕ)(x) := ϕ(xw) and ϕ(wh) = ϕ(WQW
−1
N h) =

ϕ(W−1
N h) where h ∈ GL2(R)+ and WQ ∈ GL2(Q) is the matrix with image w (resp. WN)

in GL2(Af ) (resp. GL2(R)). For γ ∈ GL2(R)+ we have

det(h)−1j(h, i)kϕ(γh) =det(γ)det(γh)−1j(γ, h(i))−kj(γh, i)kϕ(γh)

=det(γ)j(γ, h(i))−kf(γh(i))

=det(γ)1−k/2(f |kγ)(h(i)).
Combining these equations we find that Wϕ corresponds to

t 7→ det(h)−1j(h, i)k(Wϕ)(gth) =det(h)−1j(h, i)kϕ(ww−1gtwh)

=det(h)−1j(h, i)kσ−1(w−1gtw)ϕ(wh)

=det(h)−1j(h, i)kσ−1(w−1gtw)ϕ(W
−1
N h)

=σ−1(w−1gtw)det(W
−1
N )1−k/2(f |kW−1

N )(h(i)).

Since f |kW 2
N = (−1)kf this last expression equals

(50) σ−1(w−1gtw)(−1)kNk/2−1(f |kWN)(h(i)).
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For gt ≡
(
1 0
0 t−1

)
mod N we have w−1gtw ≡

(
t−1 ∗
0 1

)
mod N and σ−1(w−1gtw) = ψ(t−1) =

ψ(t)−1. So (49) and (50) agree which finishes the proof of the Lemma. □

The definition (24) of the pairing on σ-constructions shows that (x, α∪y)N ′ = (x, y)⊗Kα
where α ∈ Mψ and (x, y) is the K-linear extension of the Q(1− k)-valued pairing on MN ′

defined in §2.4. Combining this with Lemma 8.6 the last term in (46) equals

(51) [U : UN ′ ]−1(f, (I∞)−1(1⊗ F∞)I∞fρ)⊗K αdR

in C⊗K(1− r)dR ⊗K Mψ,dR where

αdR = ψ(−1)
ik−ηϵ(Mf ⊗Mψ−1)

Nϵ(Mψ−1)
(I∞)−1(1⊗ F∞)I∞bdR

= ψ(−1)
ik−ηϵ(Mf ⊗Mψ−1)

Nϵ(Mψ−1)
ψ(−1)−1bdR

(with I∞ also denoting the comparison isomorphism forMψ). For any premotivic structure
we have (F∞⊗F∞)I∞ = I∞(F∞⊗1) and we have (F∞⊗1)(fρ) = fρ since fρ ∈ K⊗MN ′,dR ⊂
C⊗K ⊗MN ′,dR. Hence

(I∞)−1(1⊗ F∞)I∞fρ = (I∞)−1(F∞ ⊗ 1)I∞fρ.

Under the natural isomorphism C⊗K ⊗MN ′,B
∼= (C⊗MN ′,B)

IK the action of F∞ ⊗ 1⊗ 1
on the left hand side gets transformed into the action sending (xτ ) to τ 7→ (F∞,τ ⊗ 1)(xτ )
where F∞,τ is complex conjugation acting on C in the factor indexed by τ . Hence the
τ -component of (51) equals

[U : UN ′ ]−1(τ(f), (I∞)−1(F∞,τ ⊗ 1)I∞τ(fρ))⊗C τ(αdR)

=[U : UN ′ ]−1(k − 2)!(4π)k−1ϕ(N ′)(τ(f), τ(f))Γ(N ′) τ(αdR)⊗ ιk−1

where ϕ is Euler’s function and we have used Lemma 2.2. Therefore (51) equals

(52)
[U : UN ′ ]−1(k − 2)!(4π)k−1ϕ(N ′)(f, f)Γ(N ′) · αdR ⊗ ιk−1

= [Γ̄1(N):Γ̄(N ′)]
[U :UN′ ]

ϕ(N ′)(k − 2)!(4π)k−1(f, f)Γ1(N) · αdR ⊗ ιk−1

in C⊗Mψ(1−k)dR where [Γ̄1(N) : Γ̄(N ′)] is the degree of the covering Γ(N ′)\H→ Γ1(N)\H.
Since the maps det : U → (Z/N ′Z)× and SL2(Z)→ SL2(Z/N ′Z) are surjective one finds

(53)

[U : UN ′ ] = ϕ(N ′)[SL2(Z) ∩ U : SL2(Z) ∩ UN ′ ]
= ϕ(N ′)[Γ0(N) : Γ(N ′)]
= ϕ(N ′)ϕ(N)[Γ1(N) : Γ(N ′)]
= ϕ(N ′)ϕ(N)δ(N)[Γ̄1(N) : Γ̄(N ′)]

where δ(N) = 1 if N > 2 and δ(N) = 2 if N ≤ 2 (note that −1 ∈ Γ1(N) iff N ≤ 2 whereas
−1 /∈ Γ(N ′)). Combining this with Lemma 8.7 below we find that (52) equals

(k − 2)!(4π)k−1

ϕ(N)δ(N)
· (k − 1)!δ(N)Nϕ(N)Lnv(Af , 1)

4kπk+1
·
ik−ηϵ(Mf ⊗Mψ−1)

Nϵ(Mψ−1)
· bdR ⊗ ιk−1

=
ik−η(k − 2)!(k − 1)!Lnv(Af , 1)ϵ(Mf ⊗Mψ−1)

4π2ϵ(Mψ−1)
· bdR ⊗ ιk−1.

This finishes the proof of Theorem 8.5. □
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Lemma 8.7. If f is a newform of conductor N , weight k and with coefficients in the
number field K we have

(τ(f), τ(f))Γ1(N) =
(k − 1)!δ(N)Nϕ(N)Lnv(Af , τ, 1)

4kπk+1

for any embedding τ : K → C and δ(N) as in (53).

Proof. We fix τ and write f for τ(f) to ease notation. By Theorem 5.1 of [Hi1] (essentially
a reformulation of a Theorem of Rankin and Shimura) we have

L(k, f, ψ̄) =
4kπk+1(f, f)Γ1(N)

(k − 1)!δ(N)NNψϕ(N/Nψ)

where L(s, f, ψ̄) =
∏

p Lp(s, f, ψ̄),

Lp(s, f, ψ̄)
−1 = (1− ψ̄(p)α2

pp
−s)(1− ψ̄(p)αpβpp−s)(1− ψ̄(p)β2

pp
−s)

and αp, βp are defined as in §5.5 for p ∤ N and αp + βp = ap, αpβp = 0 for p|N . Denote by
Mp the exact power of p dividing an integer M . To show the Lemma it suffices to show
that

(54) Lp(k, f, ψ̄)
ϕ(Np/Nψ,p)

Np/Nψ,p

= Lnv
p (Af , τ, 1)

ϕ(Np)

Np

for all primes p. If p ∤ N this is immediate from §5.5. If Np = p and Nψ,p = 1 we have
a2p = ψ(p)pk−2 by [Miy, Th. 4.6.17(2)] and πp(f) is special so that (54) holds true by
(32). The only other case in which ap ̸= 0 is when Np = Nψ,p [Miy, Th. 4.6.17]. In
this case ψ̄(p) = 0 and hence Lp(k, f, ψ̄) = 1 whereas πp(f) is principal series so that
Lnv
p (Af , τ, 1) = (1 − p−1)−1 = Np/ϕ(Np) by (32). Finally, if Np > 1 and ap = 0 then

Lp(k, f, ψ̄) = Lnv
p (Af , τ, 1) = 1, Np/Nψ,p > 1 and both sides in (54) equal (1− p−1). □

Remark. In the following, we shall not need the full precision of Theorem 8.5 but only the
fact that ik−η((k − 2)!)2ϵ(Mf ⊗Mψ−1)/2ϵ(Mψ−1)ϵ(Af ) is a unit in O = OK [(Nk!)

−1]. This
in turn is a consequence of Lemma 8.8 below.

Lemma 8.8. Let M be an object of PMK which is L-admissible everywhere and let τ :
K → C be an embedding. Then ϵ(M, τ) = ϵ(M, τ, 0) is a unit in Z[c(M)−1] where Z is the
ring of algebraic integers.

Proof. By definition ϵ(M, τ) =
∏

p ϵ(Dpst(Mλ|Gp) ⊗Kλ,τ ′ C, ψp, dxp) is a product over all
places p of Q where the additive characters ψp and the Haar measures dxp are chosen as in
[De3, 5.3] and τ ′ : Kλ → C is any extension of τ . The assumption that M is L-admissible
at p implies that the isomorphism class of Dpst(Mλ|Gp)⊗Kλ,τ ′ C is independent of τ ′. The
definition of ϵ in [De2, (8.12)] and [De2, Th. 6.5 (a),(b)] show that

ϵ(Dpst(Mλ|Gp)⊗Kλ,τ ′ C, ψp, dxp) = τ ′ϵ(Dpst(Mλ|Gp), ψp, dxp) ∈ τ ′(Kλ(µp∞)).

Replacing τ ′ by γτ ′, γ ∈ Aut(C/K(µp∞)), and using the L-admissibility again, we deduce
from this formula that ϵ(Dpst(Mλ|Gp)⊗Kλ,τ ′ C, ψp, dxp) ∈ K(µp∞). The remark after [De2,
(8.12.4)] shows that ϵ can be directly expressed in terms of the λ-adic representation Mλ

for λ ∤ p. Namely

ϵ(Dpst(Mλ|Gp), ψp, dxp) = ϵ0((Mλ|Wp)
ss, ψp, dxp)det(−Frob |M Ip

λ )−1
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where ϵ0 is introduced in [De2, §5] and (Mλ|Wp)
ss is the semisimplification of Mλ as a

representation of Wp. Now for any λ ∤ p the Wp-representation Mλ is the restriction of a
continuous Gp-representation, hence carries a Wp-stable Oλ-lattice. This implies, on the

one hand, that det(−Frob |M Ip
λ ) ∈ O×λ and on the other hand, via [De2, Th. 6.5(c)], that

ϵ0((Mλ|Wp)
ss, ψp, dxp) ∈ Oλ[µp∞ ]×. Noting that with our choice of ψp, dxp the epsilon factor

equals 1 (resp. a power of i) for p ∤ c(M) (resp. p =∞) the Lemma follows. □

8.3. Bloch-Kato conjecture. We now recall the formulation of the λ-part of the Bloch-
Kato conjecture. We assume that M is a premotivic structure in PMK such that M is
critical, L(M, 0) ̸= 0 and Conjecture 8.3 holds. We assume that λ is a prime of K such
that

(55) H0(Q,Mλ) ∼= H1
f (Q,Mλ) ∼= H1

f (Q,MD
λ ) ∼= H0(Q,MD

λ ) ∼= 0.

This is conjectured to hold for all λ under our hypotheses on M and it implies Conjecture
8.1. If M = Af or Af (1) and λ is a prime in Sf then (55) holds by Theorem 8.2.
Fontaine and Perrin-Riou ([F-P, II.4]) define an Oλ-lattice δf ,λ(M) in Kλ ⊗K ∆f (M).

They assume K = Q, denote their lattice ∆S(T ) (where S is a finite set of primes and
T is a Galois-stable lattice in Mλ) and then prove it is independent of the choice of S
and T . One checks that the definition and independence argument carry over to arbitrary
K by taking determinants relative to Oλ and Kλ instead of Zℓ and Qℓ. The arguments
of [F-P, II.5] carry over as well, giving another description of δf ,λ(M) for which we need
more notation. Choose a Galois stable lattice Mλ ⊂ Mλ and a free rank one Oλ-module
ω ⊂ Kλ ⊗K detKtM . We let θ(Mλ) = detOλM

+
λ , regarded as a lattice in Kλ ⊗K detKM

+
B

via the comparison isomorphism IBλ . We let MD
λ = HomOλ(Mλ,Oλ(1)) ⊂ MD

λ . Under
our hypotheses, the Tate-Shafarevich group X(Mλ) can be identified with H1

f (Q,Mλ/Mλ)
(which we know is an Oλ-module of finite length, as in the proof of Theorem 8.2). The
same holds for MD

λ . Furthermore, by the main result of [Fl2] (also [F-P, II.5.4.2]), X(Mλ)
and X(MD

λ ) have the same length. In fact, there is an Oλ-linear isomorphism

(56) X(MD
λ )
∼= HomZℓ(X(Mλ),Qℓ/Zℓ).

Finally, the Tamagawa ideal of Mλ relative to ω is defined as

Tam0
ω(Mλ) = Tam0

ℓ,ω(Mλ) · Tam0
∞(Mλ) ·

∏
p̸=ℓ

Tam0
p(Mλ),

where the factors are defined as in I.4.1 (and III.5.3.3) of [F-P]. Recall that Tam0
p(Mλ) = 1

if Mλ is unramified at p ̸= ℓ and that

Tam0
∞(Mλ) = FittOλ H

1(R,Mλ) = Oλ

if ℓ is odd. The argument of [F-P, I.4.2.2] shows that if p ̸= ℓ, then

Tam0
p(Mλ) = FittOλ H

1(Ip,Mλ)
GQp
tor

from which it is not hard to deduce that

(57) Tam0
p(Mλ) = Tam0

p(M
D
λ ).

Viewing HomOλ(θ(Mλ), ω) as a lattice in Kλ ⊗K ∆f (M), we have by [F-P, Th. II.5.3.6]

(58) δf ,λ(M)=
FittOλH

0(Q,Mλ/Mλ) · FittOλH0(Q,MD
λ /M

D
λ )

FittOλ X(MD
λ ) · Tam

0
ω(Mλ)

HomOλ(θ(Mλ), ω).
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The λ-part of the Bloch-Kato conjecture can then be formulated as follows:

Conjecture 8.9. Let M in PMK be critical, b(M) as in Conjecture 8.3, λ a place of K
such that (55) holds and δf ,λ(M) as in (58). Then

δf ,λ(M) = (1⊗ b(M))Oλ.

Theorem 8.10. Let f be a newform of weight k ≥ 2 and Sf the set of places defined in
§7.4. Then Conjecture 8.9 holds for both M = Af and M = Af (1) if λ ∈ Sf .

Proof. We first prove a Lemma which relates Conjecture 8.9 to the value LΣ(M, 0) for a
suitable finite set of primes Σ.

Lemma 8.11. Suppose M , b(M) and λ are as in Conjecture 8.9 and S is a set of places of
Q containing ℓ, ∞ and those where Mλ is ramified. Assume Σ := S \ {ℓ,∞} is nonempty
and Lp(M, 0)−1 ̸= 0 for all p ∈ Σ. Put bΣ(M) =

∏
p∈Σ Lp(M, 0)b(M). Then Conjecture 8.9

is equivalent to

FittOλ H
0(Q,MD

λ /M
D
λ )

FittOλ H
1
Σ(Q,MD

λ /M
D
λ ) Tam

0
ℓ,ω(Mλ)

HomOλ(θ(Mλ), ω) = (1⊗ bΣ(M))Oλ.

where H1
Σ(Q,MD

λ /M
D
λ ) was defined in §7.1.

Proof. By [Fl1, Prop 1.4] there is a long exact sequence

0→ H1
∅ (Q,MD

λ /M
D
λ )→ H1(GS,M

D
λ /M

D
λ )→

⊕
p∈S

H1(Qp,M
D
λ /M

D
λ )

H1
f (Qp,MD

λ /M
D
λ )

ρ∗−→

H1
f (Q,Mλ)

∗ → H2(GS,M
D
λ /M

D
λ )→

⊕
p∈S

H2(Qp,M
D
λ /M

D
λ )→ H0(Q,Mλ)

∗ → 0

where GS is the Galois group of the maximal extension of Q unramified outside S and ∗

denotes the Pontryagin dual. From (55) we know that the groups H1
∅ (Q,MD

λ /M
D
λ ) and

H1
f (Q,Mλ) are finite. The map ρ∗ is Pontryagin dual to the restriction map

H1
f (Q,Mλ)

ρ−→
⊕
p∈S

H1
f (Qp,Mλ).

Clearly ρ is injective as H1
f (Q,Mλ) ∼= H0(Q,Mλ/Mλ) injects into H0(Qp,Mλ/Mλ) ∼=

H1
f (Qp,Mλ)tors for any p, for example some p ∈ Σ. This argument also shows that ρ∗

restricted to ⊕
p∈Σ∪{∞}

H1(Qp,M
D
λ /M

D
λ )

H1
f (Qp,MD

λ /M
D
λ )
∼=

⊕
p∈Σ∪{∞}

H1
f (Qp,Mλ)

∗

is still surjective since the dual map is still injective. Hence we find an exact sequence

(59) 0→ H1
∅ (Q,MD

λ /M
D
λ )→ H1

Σ(Q,MD
λ /M

D
λ )

→
⊕

p∈Σ∪{∞}

H1
f (Qp,Mλ)

∗ ρ∗−→ H0(Q,Mλ/Mλ)
∗ → 0.

By [F-P, Proof of I.4.2.2] we have for p ∈ Σ

FittOλ H
1
f (Qp,Mλ) = Lp(M, 0)−1Tam0

p(Mλ)
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since Lp(M, 0)−1 ̸= 0. In particular all terms in (59) are finite Oλ-modules, and the state-
ment of Lemma 8.11 follows easily by taking Fitting ideals in (59), together with (58). □

For a prime λ ∈ Sf , recall that Af,λ = ad0
Oλ
Mf,λ. Put Bf,λ = Af,λ(1). Identifying

detKtAf with HomK(Fil
k−1Mf,dR,Mf,dR/Fil

k−1Mf,dR), we let

ωA =Oλ ⊗O HomO(Fil
k−1Mf,dR,Mf,dR/Fil

k−1Mf,dR)

∼=HomOλ(Fil
k−1Mf,dR ⊗O Oλ,Mf,dR ⊗O Oλ/Fil

k−1Mf,dR ⊗O Oλ).

Similarly, identifying detKtBf with detKtAf ⊗Q(2)dR we define ωB as ωA ⊗ ι−2.

Proposition 8.12. We have Tam0
ℓ,ωA

(Af,λ) = Tam0
ℓ,ωB

(Bf,λ) = Oλ for λ ∈ Sf .

Proof. With the notation in §1.1, we further denote by MF the category of filtered ϕ-
modules as defined in [Fo1, 1.2.1]. We denote by Oλ-MF (resp. Kλ-MF) the category of
Oλ- (resp. Kλ-) modules in the abelian category MF (resp. additive category MF) and
by Oλ-MFa (resp. Kλ-MFa) the full subcategories with filtration restrictions as in §1.1.
Scalar extension −⊗Zℓ Qℓ induces an exact functor Oλ-MF → Kλ-MF where the notion of
exactness in MF is defined in [Fo1, 1.2.3].

Now assume that D1,D2 are torsion free objects of Oλ-MFa for some a and put Di =
Di⊗ZℓQℓ. Set D = HomOλ(D1,D2) and D = HomKλ(D1, D2) which are objects of MF and
MF respectively. We also have D ∼= D⊗Zℓ Qℓ. An elementary computation shows that the
first two rows in the following commutative diagram are exact

(60)

0 −→ HomOλ-MF(D1,D2) −→ Fil0 D
1−ϕ0

−−−→ D
π−→ Ext1Oλ-MF(D1,D2) −→ 0

ϵ0

y y y ϵ1

y
0 −→ HomKλ-MF(D1, D2) −→ Fil0D

1−ϕ−−−→ D
π−→ Ext1Kλ-MF(D1, D2) −→ 0

θ0

y ι

y ι

y θ1

y
0 −→ H0(Qℓ, V ) −→ Fil0D(V )

1−ϕ−−−→ D(V )
e−→ H1

f (Qℓ, V ) −→ 0

∥
y (id,0)

y ∥

0 −→ H0(Qℓ, V ) −→ D(V ) −→ D(V )⊕ tV −→ H1
f (Qℓ, V ) −→ 0

where π is defined as follows. For η ∈ D define an extension Eη of D1 by D2 in Oλ-MF

with underlying Oλ-module D2 ⊕D1, filtration

FiliEη := FiliD2 ⊕ FiliD1

and Frobenius maps ϕi : FiliEη → Eη

(61) ϕi(x, y) = (ϕi(x) + ηϕi(y), ϕi(y)).

The same definitions for η ∈ D lead to an extension in Kλ-MF. Then π(η) is the class of the
Yoneda extension Eη in Ext1 (we shall identify Ext1 with the group of Yoneda extensions
throughout).

To explain the remaining part of diagram (60) we first recall the notion of admissibility
from [Fo1, 3.6.4]. A filtered ϕ-module D′ in MF is called admissible if the natural map
Bcris ⊗Qℓ D

′ ∼= Bcris ⊗Qℓ V (D′) is an isomorphism where V (D′) is the Gℓ-representation

V (D′) = Fil0(D′ ⊗Bcris)
ϕ⊗ϕ=1.
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The functor D′ → V (D′) is fully faithful and exact on the category of admissible filtered
ϕ-modules, and induces an equivalence of this category with the category Repcris(Gℓ) of
crystalline Kλ[Gl]-representations (see [Fo1, 3.6.5]). If D′ = D′ ⊗Zl Ql for some object
D′ of MF0 then D′ is admissible by [F-L, Th. 8.4], and for such D′ we have a natural
isomorphism V (D′) ∼= V(D′) ⊗Zℓ Qℓ by (1). If D′ = D′ ⊗Zl Ql for some object D′ of
MFa then we can extend the definition of V by V(D′) = V(D′[−a])(a) (Tate twist) and
we deduce again that D′ is admissible. In particular D1 and D2 are admissible, and then
D is admissible by [Fo1, Prop. 3.4.3]. Putting V := V (D) and Vi := V (Di) we have an
isomorphism of Gℓ-representations V = HomKλ(V1, V2) by [Fo1, 3.6].
Coming back to diagram (60), the map ι is just the natural isomorphism

D
1⊗−−−→ Bcris ⊗Qℓ D

∼= Bcris ⊗Qℓ V ← H0(Qℓ, Bcris ⊗Qℓ V ) =: D(V )

and e is the boundary map in Galois cohomology induced from the short exact sequence of
GQℓ-modules

(62) 0→ V (D)→ Fil0(Bcris ⊗Qℓ D)
1−ϕ⊗ϕ−−−−→ Bcris ⊗Qℓ D → 0

as in the proof of [B-K, Lemma4.5(b)]. It is clear that Kλ-MFa is closed under extensions
inside Kλ-MF hence we obtain a chain of isomorphisms

θi : ExtiKλ-MF(D1, D2)← ExtiKλ-MFa(D1, D2)
vi−→

ExtiRepcris(Gℓ)
(V1, V2)

∆i−→ ExtiRepcris(Gℓ)
(Kλ,HomKλ(V1, V2))→ H i

f (Qℓ, V )

for i = 0, 1. Here ∆1 sends a Yoneda extension

0→ V2 → V3 → V1 → 0

to the pull back to Kλ · 1V1 ⊆ HomKλ(V1, V1) of the induced extension

0→ HomKλ(V1, V2)→ HomKλ(V1, V3)→ HomKλ(V1, V1)→ 0.

The maps vi (defined by applying V to a Yoneda extension) are isomorphisms because V
is fully faithful and exact.

The three lower rows in (60) with the indicated maps form a commutative diagram, and
all these rows are exact (see [B-K, Lemma 4.5(b)] for the two lower rows). We shall verify
the identity θ1π = eι, all the others being straightforward. Consider the commutative
diagram

(63)

0 −→ V2 −→ Fil0(Bcris ⊗Qℓ D2)
1−ϕ⊗ϕ−−−−−→ Bcris ⊗Qℓ D2 −→ 0

∥
x x1⊗ψ

0 −→ V2 −→ Fil0(Bcris ⊗Qℓ (D2 ⊕D1))
ϕ=1 −→ Fil0(Bcris ⊗Qℓ D1)

ϕ=1 −→ 0

where all unnamed arrows are natural projection or inclusion maps, the top row is (62)
with D replaced by D2, and the action of ϕ on D2 ⊕ D1 is given by (61). For ψ ∈ D,
the extension eι(ψ) is the pullback of (62) under Kλ(1 ⊗ ψ) ⊂ Bcris ⊗Qℓ D. To compute
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(∆1)−1eι(ψ) apply the exact functor HomKλ(V1,−) to diagram (63). Via the isomorphisms

HomKλ(V1, Bcris ⊗Qℓ D2) ∼=HomBcris⊗Kλ(Bcris ⊗Qℓ V1, Bcris ⊗Qℓ D2)
∼=HomBcris⊗Kλ(Bcris ⊗Qℓ D1, Bcris ⊗Qℓ D2)
∼=Bcris ⊗Qℓ HomKλ(D1, D2),

HomKλ(V1,Fil
0(Bcris ⊗Qℓ D2)) ∼=Fil0(Bcris ⊗Qℓ HomKλ(D1, D2))

the first row becomes isomorphic to (62) and the image of

1V1 ∈ HomKλ(V1, V1) = HomKλ(V1,Fil
0(Bcris ⊗Qℓ D1)

ϕ=1)

in Bcris ⊗Qℓ D is 1 ⊗ ψ. Hence (∆1)−1eι(ψ) is represented by the lower row in (63). But
from the definition of π it is immediate that the lower row in (63) is the image of π(ψ)
under the functor V . This gives the identity θ1π = eι.
Put Ti = V(Di) for i = 1, 2 and T = HomOλ(T1, T2) with its natural Gℓ-action. Then,

since T1 is torsion free, H1(Qℓ, T ) naturally identifies with the set of equivalence classes of
extensions of Oλ[Gℓ]-modules

(64) 0→ T2 → T3 → T1 → 0.

Since the functor V is exact on Oλ-MFa, and since Oλ-MFa is closed under extensions in
Oλ-MF, we obtain maps

Θi : ExtiOλ-MF(D1,D2)
∼←− ExtiOλ-MFa(D1,D2)→ ExtiOλ[Gℓ](T1, T2)

∼= H i(Qℓ, T )

analogous to the maps θi. The faithfulness of V implies that Θ0 is injective and fullness
of V implies that Θ0 is surjective and that Θ1 is injective. The image of Θ1 lies in the
subgroup

H1
f (Qℓ, T ) := {[T3] ∈ H1(Qℓ, T )|[V3] := [T3 ⊗Zℓ Qℓ] ∈ H1

f (Qℓ, V )}

since V(D3)⊗Zℓ Qℓ
∼= V (D3 ⊗Zℓ Qℓ) is a crystalline representation. Conversely, if (64) lies

in H1
f (Qℓ, T ), the Gℓ-module T3 is a submodule of a crystalline representation V3 so that

D(V3) lies in Kλ-MFa and hence T3 lies in the essential image of the Fontaine Laffaille
functor V, T3 = V(D3), say. Since V is full the extension (64) is the image of a sequence
0→ D2 → D3 → D1 → 0 in Oλ-MFa and since V is fully faithful and exact this sequence
is exact, hence represents an element of Ext1Oλ-MF(D1,D2). We conclude that

(65) Θ1 : Ext1Oλ-MF(D1,D2) ∼= H1
f (Qℓ, T )

is an isomorphism. It is clear that θiϵi = ϵ̃iΘi where ϵ̃i : H i(Qℓ, T ) → H i(Qℓ, V ) are the
natural maps. The last row in (60) induces an isomorphism

detKλH
0(Qℓ, V )⊗Kλ det

−1
Kλ
H1
f (Qℓ, V ) ∼= detKλD ⊗Kλ det

−1
Kλ
D ⊗Kλ det

−1
Kλ
tV

∼= det−1KλtV

and the Tamagawa ideal is defined in [F-P, I.4.1.1] so that

(66) detOλH
0(Qℓ, T )⊗Oλ det

−1
Oλ
H1
f (Qℓ, T ) ∼= Tam0

ℓ,ω(T )ω
−1.

Using the fact that Θ0 is an isomorphism together with (65) and (60) one computes that
the left hand side in (66) equals det−1Oλ

D/Fil0D so that Tam0
ℓ,ω(T ) = Oλ if ω is a basis of

detOλD/Fil
0D.



104

These arguments apply to D1 = D2 = Mf,λ-crys which is an object of Oλ-MF0 if λ ∈ Sf ,
more specifically if ℓ ∤ N and ℓ > k. We have T1 = T2 = Mf,λ and T = Af,λ ⊕ Oλ. Our
choice of ωA then ensures that Tam0

ℓ,ωA
(Af,λ) = Oλ. For Bf = Af (1) we can use the same

argument as long as both D1 = Mf,λ-crys and D2 = Mf,λ-crys[1] are objects of Oλ-MF1.
This is the case if ℓ > k + 1 or if l = k + 1 and Mf,λ-crys has no nonzero quotient A in

Oλ-MF with Filk−1A = A.

Lemma 8.13. If aℓ ≡ 0 mod λ then Mf,λ-crys has no nonzero quotient A in Oλ-MF with

Filk−1A = A.

Proof. By [Scho2] we know that the characteristic polynomial of ϕ on M := Mf,λ-crys is
X2 − aℓX + ψ(ℓ)ℓk−1 hence ϕ̄ has characteristic polynomial X2 on M̄ := M ⊗O (Oλ/λ).
Since

(67) M̄ = ϕ̄(M̄) + ϕ̄k−1(Filk−1 M̄)

and dimOλ/λ Fil
k−1 M̄ = 1 the map ϕ̄ is nonzero, hence conjugate to ( 0 1

0 0 ). Since ϕ̄ =

lk−1ϕ̄k−1 = 0 on Filk−1 M̄ and because of (67) we have Filk−1 M̄ = ker(ϕ̄) = ϕ̄(M̄). It is now
easy to see that M̄ is a simple object in Oλ-MF: Any proper subobject N ⊂ M̄ is ϕ̄-stable,
hence contained in ker(ϕ̄) = Filk−1 M̄ and we have Filk−1N = N . But again by (67) we
find ϕ̄k−1(Filk−1 M̄) ̸⊆ ker(ϕ̄) = ϕ̄(M̄) so that N = Filk−1N = 0. If A is a nonzero quotient
of M then Ā is a nonzero quotient of M̄ hence equal to M̄ and we find Filk−1 Ā ̸= Ā and
Filk−1A ̸= A. □

It remains to prove Proposition 8.12 for Bf,λ in the ordinary case aℓ ̸≡ 0 mod λ (and
l = k + 1). We use the fact that Bf

∼= A∗f (1) and appeal to the following conjecture, a
slight generalisation (from Zℓ to Oλ) of conjecture CEP (V ) of [PR2] (we also use a similar
generalisation of [PR2, Prop. C.2.6]).

Let V be a crystalline representation of Gℓ over Kλ and T ⊆ V a Gℓ-stable Oλ-lattice.
Let ω (resp. ω∗) be a lattice of

detKλD(V )/Fil0D(V ) (resp. detKλD(V ∗(1))/Fil0D(V ∗(1)))

so that we obtain a lattice ω ⊗ ω∗,−1 of detKλD(V ) via the exact sequence

(68) 0→ (D(V ∗(1))/Fil0D(V ∗(1)))∗ → D(V )→ D(V )/Fil0D(V )→ 0.

Let η(T, ω, ω∗) ∈ Bcris ⊗Qℓ Kλ be such that t−tH(V ) ⊗ detOλT = η(T, ω, ω∗)ω ⊗ ω∗,−1 under
the comparison isomorphism Bcris ⊗Qℓ detKλV

∼= Bcris ⊗Qℓ detKλD(V ). One shows that
η(T, ω, ω∗) ∈ Qur

ℓ ⊗Qℓ Kλ [PR2, Lemme C.2.8] and that in fact η(T, ω, ω∗) ∈ 1⊗Kλ up to
an element in (Zurℓ ⊗Zℓ Oλ)

×.

Conjecture 8.14. For j ∈ Z, put hj(V ) = dimKλ Fil
j D(V )/Filj+1D(V ), and put Γ∗(j) =

(j − 1)! if j > 0 and Γ∗(j) = (−1)j((−j)!)−1 if j ≤ 0. Then

Oλ

Tam0
ℓ,ω(T )

Tam0
ℓ,ω∗(T ∗(1))

= Oλ

∏
j

Γ∗(−j)−hj(V )η(T, ω, ω∗)−1

Remark. One can show that upon taking the norm from Kλ to Qℓ all quantities in this
formula transform into the corresponding quantities obtained by viewing V as a representa-
tion over Qℓ rather than Kλ. Since the norm map K×λ /O

×
λ → Q×ℓ /Z

×
ℓ is injective it suffices

to prove the conjecture for Kλ = Qℓ.
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We make Conjecture 8.14 more explicit for V = Af,λ. In this case we have hj(V ) = 1
for i = 1 − k, 0, k − 1 and hj(V ) = 0 otherwise so that

∏
j Γ
∗(−j)−hj(V ) = (−1)k−1(k −

1). For λ ∈ Sf Lemma 6.1 shows that the isomorphism Bcris ⊗Qℓ detKλV
∼= Bcris ⊗Qℓ

detKλD(V ) is induced by the functor V for the unit object in PMS
K , hence sends detOλAf,λ

to detOλAf,dR ⊗O Oλ. The computation of tBf before (43) works with Mf,dR replaced by
Mf,dR ⊗O Oλ and the pairing (30) on Af gives a perfect pairing (Af,dR ⊗O Oλ)⊗ (Af,dR ⊗O

Oλ) → Oλ. Hence we find that ωA ⊗ ω−1B is a basis of detOλAf,dR ⊗O Oλ via the exact
sequence (68). We conclude that η(Af,λ, ωA, ωB) = 1 and that Conjecture 8.14 reduces to
the assertion

OλTam
0
ℓ,ωA

(Af,λ) = OλTam
0
ℓ,ωB

(Af,λ(1)).

Moreover, we know from the first part of the proof that the left hand side equals Oλ if λ ∈ Sf .
Now Conjecture 8.14 is shown in [PR1] for Kλ = Qℓ and V an ordinary representation
of GQℓ (combine Proposition 4.2.5, Theorem 3.5.4 of loc. cit.) under the assumption of
another conjecture Rec(V) which has meanwhile been proved in [Col]. Ordinarity of Af,λ
is implied by ordinarity of Mf,λ which in turn is implied by aℓ ̸≡ 0 mod λ. This finishes
the proof of Proposition 8.12. □

We shall first prove Theorem 8.10 forM = Bf = Af (1) in which case Lemma 8.11 applies.
Fix a prime λ ∈ Sf and let Σ be the set of primes dividing N if N > 1 or put Σ = {p} for
some prime λ ∤ p if N = 1. The isomorphism γ :Mf →MΣ

f of Proposition 6.3 satisfies

γt = γ−1ϕ
∏
p∈Σ

Lnv
p (Bf , 0)

−1

by Proposition 6.5 where ϕ =
∏

δp=1(−ap)
∏

δp=2 ψ(p)p
k−1 ∈ O×λ (it is well known that a2p =

ψ(p)pk−1 or a2p = ψ(p)pk−2 if δp = 1 [Miy, 4.6.17]). Moreover, γ induces an isomorphism

Bf = HomK(Mf ,Mf (1))→ BΣ
f := HomK(M

Σ
f ,M

Σ
f (1))

and an isomorphism γ : ∆f (Bf )→ ∆f (B
Σ
f ) so that

γ(b)(x⊗ (2πi)2)⊗ ι2 = γdRb(γ
−1
dR(x)⊗ (2πi)2)⊗ ι2

for b ∈ ∆f (Bf ) and x ∈MΣ
f,dR. For such b and x we have

⟨x, γ(b)(x⊗ (2πi)2)⊗ ι2⟩Σ =⟨γ−1dR(x), γ
t
dRγ(b)(x⊗ (2πi)2)⊗ ι2⟩

=⟨γ−1dR(x), γ
−1
dRγ(b)(x⊗ (2πi)2)⊗ ι2⟩ϕ

∏
p∈Σ

Lnv
p (Bf , 0)

−1

=⟨γ−1dR(x), b(γ
−1
dR(x)⊗ (2πi)2)⊗ ι2⟩ϕ

∏
p∈Σ

Lnv
p (Bf , 0)

−1.(69)

Recall that Filk−1MΣ
f,dR = O · fΣ = O · γ(f) by Propositions 6.6 and 6.3 where O =⋂

λ∈Sf K ∩ Oλ. Note that if b′ is an Oλ-basis for

HomOλ(θ(Bf,λ), ωB)

∼= HomOλ(Fil
k−1MΣ

f,dR ⊗O θ(Bf,λ), (M
Σ
f,dR/Fil

k−1MΣ
f,dR)⊗O Oλ ⊗ ι−2)

then

Oλ · b′(fΣ ⊗ (2πi)2)⊗ ι2 = (MΣ
f,dR/Fil

k−1MΣ
f,dR)⊗O Oλ
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and hence
Oλ · ⟨fΣ, b′(fΣ ⊗ (2πi)2)⊗ ι2⟩Σ = Oλη

Σ
f Mψ(1− k)dR

where ηΣf was defined before Proposition 6.6. On the other hand by (69), Theorem 8.5 and
the remark after the proof of Theorem 8.5 we have for λ ∈ Sf

Oλ · ⟨fΣ, γbΣ(Bf )(f
Σ ⊗ (2πi)2)⊗ ι2⟩Σ

= Oλ · ⟨f, bΣ(Bf )(f ⊗ (2πi)2)⊗ ι2⟩
∏
p∈Σ

Lnv
p (Bf , 0)

−1

= Oλ · ⟨f, b(Bf )(f ⊗ (2πi)2)⊗ ι2⟩
∏

p∈Σe(f)

Lp(Bf , 0)

= Oλ(bdR ⊗ ιk−1) = OλMψ(1− k)dR.
Applying Lemma 8.11 we must therefore show

FittOλ H
0(Q, BD

f,λ/B
D
f,λ)

FittOλ H
1
Σ(Q, BD

f,λ/B
D
f,λ) Tam

0
ℓ,ωB

(Bf,λ)
ηΣf = Oλ.

Using Proposition 8.12, the fact that Af = BD
f and the vanishing of H0(Q, Af,λ/Af,λ) for

λ ∈ Sf this reduces to the identity

FittOλ H
1
Σ(Q, Af,λ/Af,λ) = Oλη

Σ
f

which is Theorem 7.15.
By (56), (57) and Lemma 8.12 the factor in front of Hom(θ(Mλ), ω) in (58) is the same

forM = Af andM = Bf . The isomorphism tw defined in (44) maps HomOλ(θ(Af,λ), ωA) to
HomOλ(θ(Bf,λ), ωB), hence δf ,λ(Af ) to δf ,λ(Bf ). Theorem 8.10 forM = Af therefore follows
from Theorem 8.10 for M = Bf , together with Theorem 8.5 and the fact that (1− k)ϵ(Af )
is a unit in Oλ. □

References

[B-K] S. Bloch and K. Kato, L-functions and Tamagawa numbers of motives, The Grothendieck Festschrift,
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Springer-Verlag, 1971. 13

[G-M] A. Grothendieck and J.P. Murre, The Tame Fundamental Group of a Formal Neghbourhood of a
Divisor with Normal Crossings on a Scheme, Springer-Verlag, 1971. 13

[Gu1] L. Guo, General Selmer groups and critical values of Hecke L-functions, Math. Ann.297(1993),
221-233. 3

[Gu2] L. Guo, On the Bloch-Kato conjecture for Hecke L-functions, J. Number Theory 57 (1996), 340-365.
3

[Hn] M. Harrison, On the conjecture of Bloch-Kato for Grössencharacters over Q(i), Ph.D. thesis, Cam-
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