arXiv:2512.02348v1 [math.NT] 2 Dec 2025

ADJOINT MOTIVES OF MODULAR FORMS AND THE TAMAGAWA
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FRED DIAMOND, MATTHIAS FLACH, AND LI GUO

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 A-part of
the Tamagawa number conjecture of Bloch and Kato for L(A,0) and L(A,1). Here A is
any prime of K not dividing Nk!, and so that the mod A representation associated to f
is absolutely irreducible when restricted to the Galois group over Q(y/(—1)¢=1/2¢) where
A | £. The method also establishes modularity of all lifts of the mod X 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-I] for
adjoint motives of modular forms of weight £ > 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 f-adic and de Rham realizations
of the motive provided by theorems of Faltings [Fa] or Tsuji [T's], 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 | |, refined by Fontaine, Kato
and Perrin-Riou | , , ], 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 ([ 1 1,1 D
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 (| 1, [ |, [Ko]). There are also partial
results for L-functions of other modular forms at the central critical value ([G-Z], [ ],
[ |, [N], [Z]) and for values of certain Hecke L-functions ([Hn], [ |, [Ki]).

Here we consider the adjoint L-function of a modular form of weight £ > 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, ] 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 [F13] 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 [F13] was not successful except in the CM case using generalizations of results in | ]
and | |. Wiles, in work completed with Taylor | |, 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 | |, 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], | | and | ] 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 | |, as well as the modification of Taylor-Wiles construction in [Di5] and
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[F'u]. One should be able to improve our results using current technology in the weight two
case (using | ], [ | and [Sav]), and in the ordinary case (using [Dic], | D;
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 | ], 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:

e vector spaces M-, called realizations, for 7 = B, dR and ¢ for each rational prime /,
each with extra structure (involution, filtration or Galois action);

e comparison isomorphisms relating the realizations;

e a weight filtration.

Suppose that f is a newform of weight £ > 2 and level N. Much of the paper is devoted
to the construction of the motivic structure Ay 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], [Del], [Ja], | |, [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 (-adic cohomology of Xy with coefficients in a sheaf defined as the (k — 2)-
nd symmetric power of the relative cohomology of the universal elliptic curve over Xy.
These come with the additional structure and comparison isomorphisms needed to define
a motivic structure My, the comparison between f-adic and de Rham cohomology being

provided by a theorem of Faltings [Fa]. The structures My can also be defined as in
[ | 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 [T's]. 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 My also come with an action of the Hecke operators and a perfect
pairing. The Hecke action is used to “cut out” a piece My, 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 M. We finally take the trace zero endomorphisms of M; to obtain the
motivic structure Ay = ad’ M 7. The construction also yields integral structures My and
Ay, 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 SPMg(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].
e We work with premotivic structures with coefficients in a number field K.
e We forget about the f-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(Ay,0) up to an T-unit
in K. We make our set T explicit: Let T be the set of finite primes A in K such that
either:

o \| NEK!
e the two-dimensional residual Galois representation My /AMy )y is not absolutely
irreducible when restricted to Gg, where F' = Q(y/(—1)“=1/2¢) and \ | £.

Note that since T 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 X is not in Ty, then the X-part of the Bloch-Kato conjecture holds for
As and As(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 X is a finite set of rational primes containing those dividing N .
Suppose that X is a prime of K which is not in Ty and does not divide any prime in 3.
Then the Ok x-module

Hy, (G, Apa/Aza)
has length vx(n7).

Here 77?, 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 My to be perfect on M.

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

Theorem 0.3. (=Theorem 7.12) Suppose p : Go — GLa(K)) is a continuous geomet-
ric representation whose restriction to Gy is ramified and crystalline and its associated
Dieudonné module has filtration length less than ¢ — 1. If its residual representation is
modular and absolutely irreducible restricted to Q(\/(—1)¢=1/2¢) where \ | £, then p is
modular.
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1. GENERALITIES AND EXAMPLES OF PREMOTIVIC STRUCTURES

1.1. Galois representations. For a field F, F will denote an algebraic closure, and Gp =
Gal(F'/F). We fix embeddings Q — @, for each prime p, and an embedding Q — C. If F
is a number field, we let Ir denote the set of embeddings F' — Q, which we identify with
the set of embeddings F — C via our fixed one of Q in C.

Suppose that F is a finite extension of Q, in Q,. We let Fyy denote the maximal unramified
subextension of F and write F'™ for the maximal unramified extension of F in Q,. Let
v denote the natural map Gp — Gp, = 7 where we view Z as being generated by the
geometric Frobenius element Frob,, which we also view as an automorphism of Q,". We
write ¢, for the arithmetic Frobenius, so ¢, = Frob,, ', Let Ir denote the inertia subgroup
of Gr, Wr the Weil subgroup, v~!(Z) and 'Wr the Weil-Deligne group of F (see | ,
§8]). Recall that if K is a field of characteristic zero, then to give a representation of ‘W
with coefficients in K is equivalent to giving a finite-dimensional K-vector space V' (with
the discrete topology), a continuous homomorphism p : Wr — Autx V' and a nilpotent
endomorphism N of V satisfying p(¢)N = p™"9 Np(g). If F = Q,, we write simply G, I,
W, and "W, for these groups and identify I, C W, C G, with their images in Gg.

If K is a number field, then Sg(K) denotes the set of finite places of K. Suppose that
A € S¢(K) divides ¢ € S¢(Q) and F C Q is a finite extension of Q. Let Bqr = Buary,
Berys = Beryse and By = By be the rings defined by Fontaine [Fo2, §2],] , L.2.1].
Suppose that V' is a finite-dimensional K-representation (i.e., a A-adic representation) of
Gp. Then Dgr(V) = (Bar ®q, V) is filtered free F' ®q, Ky-module of finite rank, and V
is called de Rham if dimp Dqr(V) = dimg, V. Similarly Depys(V) = (Berys ®g, V)9F is a
filtered free Fy®q, K \-module of finite rank with a (¢, ®1)-semilinear endomorphism ¢, and
V' is called crystalline if dimpg, Derys(V') = dimg, V. Similarly Dy (V) = (B ®q, V)GF is a
filtered free Fy ®g, K\-module of finite rank with a (¢, ® 1)-semilinear endomorphism ¢ and
an endomorphism N satisfying N¢ = ¢¢N, and V is called semistable if dimp, Dg (V) =
dimg, V. One defines D, (V) as the direct limit of (By, ®q, V)“*" where F” runs over finite
extensions of F in Qy; this is a filtered free QW ®q, Kx-module and one checks that (p, V)
with p(g) = g¢”'9 makes D,y (V) a Kj-rational representation of ‘Wp, and V is called
potentially semistable if dimgu Dpst (V') = dimg, V.

Recall that V' is crystalline if and only if V' is semistable and N = 0 on Dg(V), in which
case Derys(V) = Dg(V); V is semistable if and only if V' is potentially semistable and
I acts trivially on D (V'), in which case Dyt (V) = Q) ®@p, Dst(V) with the action of
g € Wp given by ¢*9); V is potentially semistable if and only if V/ = resgi "V is semistable
for some finite extension F” of F', in which case Dps(V) = QFF ®p Dyt (V'); and if V' is
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potentially semistable, then V' is de Rham with F'"* @ Dar (V) = F'" ®qu Dpst(V') (with
Dar(V) = F ®p, Dgt (V) if V is semistable).

A X-adic representation V' of Gg is pseudo-geometric | , I1.2] (resp. geometric | ,
I1.3]) if it is unramified outside of a finite number of places of Q and its restriction to Gy is
de Rham (resp. potentially semistable). The representation V' is said to have good reduction
at p if its restriction to G, is crystalline (resp. unramified) if p = ¢ (resp. p # ¢).

We also recall some of the theory of Fontaine and Laffaille | ]. Suppose that F' C Q
is a finite unramified extension of Q,. We let MF(O) denote the category whose objects
are finitely generated Op-modules equipped with

e a decreasing filtration such that Fil* A = A and Fil® A = 0 for some a,b € Z, and
for each i € Z, Fil' A is a direct summand of A;
o ¢p-semilinear maps ¢' : Fil' A — A for i € Z satisfying ¢'|pyit1 4, = o' and
A =>"Tmg"
It follows from [F-1., 1.8] that MF(Op) is an abelian category. Let MF*(Or) denote the full
subcategory of objects A satisfying Fil® A = A and Fil*™* A = 0 and having no non-trivial
quotients A’ such that Fil"™*1 A" = A’ and let MJ? (Op) denote the full subcategory
of MTF*(Or) consisting of objects of finite length. So MJF?Y (O) is the category denoted
MFH in ], and it follows from [F-1., 6.1] that MF*(Op) and MTFL (Op) are abelian

=L = tor [
categories, stable under taking subobjects, quotients, direct products and extensions in

MF(Op). We write simply MF, MF“, etc. whenever F' = Q.
Fontaine and Laffaille define a contravariant functor Ug from MJ?, (Or) to the category

of continuous Z |G p]-modules which are finitely generated over Z,, and they prove it is fully
faithful [F-1, 6.1]. We let V denote the functor defined by V(A) = Hom(U ¢(A), Q,/Z,) and
we extend it to a fully faithful functor on MJF°(Oz) by setting V(A) = projlim V(A/¢"A).
Then V defines an equivalence between MJF°(Or) and the full subcategory of Z,[Gr)-
modules whose objects are isomorphic to quotients of the form L;/Ls, where Ly C L
are finitely generated submodules of crystalline representations V' with the following prop-
erties:

e FilD = D and Fil’ D = 0, where D = (Beyys ®q, V)°F;

e if V' is a nonzero quotient of V', then V' ®q, Q;(¢ — 1) is ramified.

In particular, the essential image of V is closed under taking subobjects, quotients and

finite direct sums. Furthermore, one sees from [I'-1., 8.4] that the natural transformations
F ®o, A= (Bays @z, V(A))°r,
(1) Bcrys ®OF A— Bcrys ®Zz V(A) and

Fﬂo(Bcrys Kz, A>¢:1 — Qg XKz, V(A)

are isomorphismes.

If K is a number field and A € Sg(K) is a prime over ¢, we let O = O ) and let O\-MF*
denote the category of Oy-modules in MF*. We can regard V as a functor from O,-MJF°
to the category of O,[G¢]-modules.

If A and A’ are objects of O,-MF° such that A®p, A’ defines an object of O\-MF°, then

there is a canonical isomorphism
V(A ®e, A') 2 V(A) ®o, V(A').

Analogous assertions hold for Homg, (A4, A").
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1.2. Premotivic structures. We work with categories of premotivic structures based on
notions from [F-P] and | ]

For a number field K, we let PMg denote the category of premotivic structures over Q
with coefficients in K. In the notation of [F-P, I11.2.1], this is the category SPMg(Q) ® K
of K-modules in SPMg(Q). Thus an object M of PMy consists of the following data:

e a finite-dimensional K-vector space My with an action of Gg,

e a finite-dimensional K -vector space Mgr with a finite decreasing filtration Fil’, called
the Hodge filtration;

e for each A € S¢(K), a finite-dimensional K, vector space M, with a continuous
pseudo-geometric (see [F-P, I1.2.1]) action of Gg;

e a C ® K-linear isomorphism

IMZC(@MdR%C@MB

respecting the action of Gg (where Gr acts on C ® My diagonally and acts on
C ® Mgyg via the first factor);
o for each A € S¢(K), a K)-linear isomorphism

I} Ky ®@x Mg — M,

respecting the action of Gr (where the action on M), is via the restriction Gg — Gg
determined by our choice of embedding Q — C);
o for each A € S¢(K), Bary ®q, Ky-linear isomorphism

I : Bary ®g, Ky @K Mg — Bary ®qg, My

respecting filtrations and the action of Gg, (where ¢ is the prime which A divides, K
and M) are given the degree-0 filtration, K, and Mg are given the trivial Gg,-action
and the action on M, is determined by our choice of embedding Q — Q);

e increasing weight filtrations W* on My, Mygr and each M, respecting all of the above
data, and such that R ® Mp with its Galois action and weight filtration, together
with the Hodge filtration on C® My defined via I, defines a mixed Hodge structure
over R (see [F-P, TI1.1]).

If S C S¢(K) is a set of primes of K, we let PM‘?{ denote the category defined in exactly
the same way, but with S¢(K) replaced by the complement of S. If S C ', we use - to
denote the forgetful functor from PMj. to PMy..

The category PM% is equipped with a tensor product, which we denote ®g, and an
internal hom, which we denote Hompg. There is also a unit object, which we denote simply
by K. These are defined in the obvious way; for example, (M ® N)g is the K[Gg|-module
My ®k Ng. If K C K', we let SX* denote the set of primes in S¢(K’) lying over those in

S, then K’ ®p - defines a functor from PM3, to PM}g(I,(/.

Definition 1.1. An object M of PMY.

e has good reduction at p if for each A in S, M,|G, is crystalline at p if A|p and
unramified at p otherwise;

e is L-admissible at p if M) is geometric for every A ¢ S dividing p and the rep-
resentations Dy (My|G,)™, for A € S, form a compatible system of K-rational
representations of the Deligne-Weil group ‘W, (see | , 88]);

e is L-admissible everywhere if it is L-admissible at p for all primes p.
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If M is L-admissible at p, then the local factor associated to Dyt (Ma|G,)* is of the form
P(p~*)~! for some polynomial P(u) € K[u] independent of A not in S. For an embedding
7: K — C we put L,(M,7,s) = 7P(p~®) and we regard the collection {L,(M,T,s)}rc1,
as a meromorphic function on C with values in Clx =~ K @ C. If S is finite and M is
L-admissible everywhere, then its L-function

L(M,s) =] L,(M.s)

is a holomorphic K @ C-valued function in some right half plane Re(s) > r (with components
L(M, 7,5) = [T, Ly(M, 7,)).

For each 7 € Ix the Hodge structure C ®x, My over R has attached to it an L-
function Lo (M, T,s) | ] and we denote by Lo (M, s) the resulting function with values
in K ® C. Similarly, if M is L-admissible everywhere we define the K ® C-valued e-factor
€(M,s) = e(M)c(M)~* where the components ¢(M, 7, s) are defined in [De2]. Lo (M,T,s)
is essentially a product of I'-functions, ¢(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 (M) is independent
of s. Put A(M,s) := Loo(M,s)L(M,s). Combining Conjecture 1 of | ] with Deligne’s
conjectured functional equation leads to the following conjecture (see [F-1, I11.4.3]):

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 A(M, s)
satisfies the functional equation

A(M,s) =e(M,s)A(M*,1 —s)

where M* = Homg (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 PM % of S-integral premotivic structures as follows. We let
Os = Ok s denote the set of x € K with vy(z) > 0 for all A ¢ S. An object M of ?M}S;
consists of the following data:

e a finitely generated Ox-module My with an action of Gy,

e a finitely generated Og-module Mgr with a finite decreasing filtration Fil’, called
the Hodge filtration;

e for each A\ € Sg(K), a finitely generated O)-module M, with continuous action of
G inducing a pseudo-geometric action on My ®¢, Ky;

e for each A ¢ S, an object My.crys of O\-MFY;

e an R ® Og-linear isomorphism

IOOZ(C@MdR—)C@MB

respecting the action of Gg;
e for each A in S¢(K') an isomorphism

I My ®o,c Ox 2= My,

respecting the action of Gp;
e for each A\ ¢ S an Oy-linear isomorphism

Ig‘R . MdR ®o o)\ = MA—crys

respecting filtrations;
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e for each A ¢ S, an Oy-linear isomorphism
IA : V(M,\_crys) — MA

respecting the action of Gg,, where ¢ is the prime which A divides.
e increasing weight filtrations W* on Q ® Mg, Q ® Mgr and each Q ® M, respecting
all of the above data and giving rise to a mixed Hodge structure.

With the evident notion of morphism this becomes an O g-linear category. In particular, it
is an abelian category. Note that the forgetful functor sending M to Mp is faithful. Note also
that there is a natural functor Q®- from PM?%. to PM3-, where we set (Q@M), = Q@M for
?=B,dR and A for A € S, with induced additional structure and comparison isomorphisms.
(The comparison I* for Q ® M is defined as the composite

Bar,e @z, O) ®0 Mar = Bar,¢ ®z, Mierys = Barye @z, V(Miccrys) = Barye ®z, My,

where the maps are respectively, I3y, the canonical map (1) and I*, each with scalars
extended to Bgg ¢.)

If S C S, we define a functor -% from PM?5 to PM f(' in the obvious way. We say that
M is S'-flat if J\/[f;’l'DL = Myr ®o, s Ok,s is flat over O o. 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
Oxr o, - from PM?3- to fPMfé, where S’ is the set of primes over those in S.

We say that M has good reduction at p, is L-admaissible 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 PM }q(, we can form M ®g,, M’ in PM f( provided Mjycrys ®o,
M _crys defines an object of MF for all A € S. In particular this holds if there exist
positive integers a, @’ such that Fil® Mag = 0, Fil” Mg =0 and a + o« < ¢ for all primes
¢ not invertible in O. If N and N’ are objects of PM3. such that N ®g, N’ is as well, and
if o : M — N and o : M’ — N’ are morphisms in PM }q(, then there is a well-defined
morphism a ® o/ : M ®¢, N — M’ @, N in PM?5-. Analogous assertions hold for the
formation and properties of Homg, (M, M’).

Note that if M is an object of PM }i, then End M is a finitely generated Og-module. If
I is an Og-submodule of End M, then we define an object M[I] of PM7 as the kernel of

(x1,...,2) : M —M"

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

1.3. Basic examples. The object Q(—1) in PMy is the weight two premotivic structure
defined by H (Gm). To give an explicit description, let ¢ denote the generator of Z,(1) =
lim j1¢n (Q) defined by (e2™/*"),, via our fixed embedding Q — C.

«—

o Let Tp = Hp(Gw(C),Z) = (2mi)~'Z C C with complex conjugation in Gy acting
by —1, and let Q(—1)p = Q ® T5.

o Let Ty = HiR(Gm/Z), which with its Hodge filtration is isomorphic to Z[—1] (where
[n] denotes a shift by n in the filtration, so Fil' V[n] = Fil"™ V). Write ¢ for the
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canonical basis of Tgg = Z[—1] and let Q(—1)qgr = Q ® Tyr, so Fil' Q(=1)qr = Qv
and Fil>’ Q(—1)4g = 0.

o Let Ty = H} (G, Ze) = Homg, (Z(1), Zy) = Z¢d where 6(e) = 1, and let Q(—1), =
Q® To.

e Let Tpcrys denote the object of MF, defined by Z, @ Tar = Z ¢ with ¢'(1) = ¢.

o [°:C®zTgr — C®yz Ty is defined by 1 ® ¢ — 21 @ (2mi) L.

o 5 :7Z,®Tg — Ty is defined by 1 ® (271) ™ +— 4.

° IﬁR : Tar ®z Ly — Tp-erys is given by ¢ +— .

o I': Biry ® Q[—1] = Bary ®q, Q(—1), is defined by 1 ® ¢ +— t ® ¢ where t = log]e].

o For { > 2, Tpeys is an object of MF and I¢ is induced by an isomorphism
V(‘J'E-crys) = ‘IE-

The above data defines objects in PMg and PM ({@2} which we denote by Q(—1) and 7.
These could be described equivalently by H?(P!), or indeed H?(X) for any smooth, proper,
geometrically connected curve X over Q.

The Tate premotivic structure Q(1) is the object of PMg defined by Homg(Q(—1), Q).
More generally, for any object M in PM and integer n, M (n) is defined as M ®q Q(1)®".
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), A(M(n),s) =
A(M,s+n), c(M(n)) = ¢«(M), e(M(n),s) = ¢(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) = ((s + n) where ¢ is the Riemann
¢-function. Furthermore Lo (Q(n), s) = I'r(s +n) where T'g(s) = Loo(Q, s) = n7*/%I'(5/2),
€(Q(n), s) = 1 and Conjecture 1.2 for A(Q(n), s) is the functional equation for ((s).

For any integer n > 0, T7%%" defines an object of PM % where S is any set of primes
containing those dividing (n + 1)!; note also that Q @ T9®" = Q(—n)*.

For any number field F C Q let Mp denote the premotivic structure Mp of weight zero
defined by HY(Spec F), 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

o Mpp = Z'* with the natural action of G, and Mpg =Q®Mpp = Q'r. (Recall
that we identified Ir with the set of embeddings F' — C via the chosen embedding
Q — C, so for a: Iy — Z and o € Gg, we define oo by 7+ a(c~ o 7)).

L] MF,dR = Op[l/D] with Fllo MRdR = MRdR and Flll MF,dR = 0, and MRdR =
Q@ Mpar = F'.

o Mpy = Z;@Mpp = Z;" with the natural action of Gg, and Mg, = Q@Mp, = Q)"
(so for a: Ip — Zy, 0 € Gg and 7 : F — Q, we have (ca)(7) = a(c~t o 7)).

® Mpcrys = 2y @ Mpar = Z¢ ® Op for £ € S, with the same filtration as Mgqr and
with ¢° = ¢y.

e Identifying C ® Mg with C'#, I is defined by (1 ® z)(1) = 7(z).

° Ié is the identity map.

e [’y is the identity map for £ &€ S.

e Identifying Byr s ® Mg, with B(Iiﬁ’e and Ir with the set of embeddings of F'in Byg ¢
via the chosen embedding Q — Q,, I*, is defined by I‘(1®x)(7) = 7(z). For £ & S,
this is induced by an isomorphism V(Mg rcrys) = Mg, which we also denote [ £
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The above data defines objects Mg of iPM(% and Mp of PMg with Q@Mp = Mg One finds
that Mg has good reduction at all primes p not dividing D, is L-admissible everywhere, and
L(Mp, s) = Cp(s) where (g is the (-function of F. Furthermore ¢(My) = D, ¢(Mp) = D'/?
and Lo, (Mg, s) = T'r(s)"T'c(s)"™ where ry (resp. r3) is the number of real (resp. complex)
embeddings of F, 'y was defined above and I'c = 2 - (27)~°I'(s). Conjecture 1.2 is known
for A(Mp, 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 Mg
defined as follows: For & € Mpp, g € G and 7 € Iy, we define go by 7 — a(7 0 g). The
action on Mg, is defined similarly. The action on Mpar = Or[1/D] is the obvious one, as
is the action on Mg crys. One checks that the action respects all the additional structure,
and so defines an action on My as an object in PM % We similarly have an action of G on
Mp € PMQ

Suppose that we are given a character v : 7% — K*. We regard 1 also as a character
of A* and Gy via the isomorphisms Z* = A*/ RZ,Q* = G2, where the first isomorphism

is induced by the natural inclusion 7% — A* and the second is given by class field theory.
(Our convention is that a uniformizer in Q, maps to Frob, in the Galois group of any
abelian extension of QQ unramified at p.)

Suppose we are given an embedding of a number field F — Q such that v is trivial
on the image of Gp in Gg. We can then regard v as a character of G = Gal(F/Q) and
define the Dirichlet premotivic structure My as (V @ Mp)© where V = K with G acting by
1. One can check that the construction is independent of the choice of F' and embedding
F — Q as above. To describe My, explicitly, we choose F' = Q(e*™/N) C C where 1 has
conductor N. We let 7y : F — Q denote the embedding compatible with our fixed Q — C,
and we regard v 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 M, of
PM5. by (V& Mp)® where V = O3 with G acting by ©. We then have:

o My p is the O g-submodule of Oif spanned by the map bp defined by roog — ¢~ (g),
where 7y is the inclusion of F'in Q;

® My 4r is the O = Ok[1/N]-submodule of Ox ®Op[1/N] spanned by bar = Z P(a)®

e?™/N  where a runs over (Z/NZ)* with Fil! My ar = 0 and Fil® My.ar = My dr;
o My = 0\ ®o, My p with G acting via 1;
o for A [N, My rcrys = Ox ®o, My.ar with the same filtration as My qr and 0 =
vH0).

The comparison isomorphisms are induced from those of Mg. Similarly, we get the object
M, of PMy by setting My, = Q ® My » with comparison isomorphisms induced from
those of Mp. In particular, we have I°°(1 ® bgr) = G (1 ® bp) where Gy, is the Gauss sum

ZeQﬂa/N ®Y(a) in C® K.

We have that Q ® M, = Mf , My has good reduction at all primes not dividing the
conductor of ¢ and is L-admissible everywhere, and L(My,s) is the Dirichlet L-function
L(y~1,s). Moreover, Conjecture 1.2 is known for A(M,,s) and one has c¢(My) = N,
€(My) =i "Gy-1 and Lo(My,s) = I'r(s + 1), where ¢(—1) = (=1)7, n € {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 £ > 2 and N > 3, we construct
objects of PM 5 whose de Rham realization contains the space of such forms, where S = Sy
is the set of primes dividing Nk!.

2.1. Level N modular curves. Let £ and N be integers with £ > 2 and N > 3. Let
T = SpecZ[1/Nk!], and consider the functor which associates to a T-scheme 7" the set
of isomorphism classes of generalized elliptic curves over T" with level N structure | ,
IV.6.6]. By | , IV.6.7], the functor is represented by a smooth, proper curve over 7.
We denote this curve by X, and we let 5: £ — X denote the umversal generalized elliptic
curve with level N structure. We let X denote the open subscheme of X over which E is
smooth. Then X is the complement of a reduced divisor, called the cuspidal divisor, which
we denote by X*°. We let £ = 51X, s = 5|p and E® = E x y X*°. Using the arguments
of , VI1.2.4], one can check that F is smooth over T' and E* is a reduced divisor with
strict normal crossings (in the sense of | , 1.8] as well as | , XII1.2.1]).
Let us also recall the standard description of

7an Ean _) X an

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

Xv= J] X

te(Z/NZ)*

where for each t, Xx; denotes a copy of I'(N)\$, the quotient of the complex upper half-
plane $), by the principal congruence subgroup I'(N) of SLy(Z). Similarly we let

= I %

where Xy ; is the compactification of Xy, obtained by adjoining the cusps. We write )_(Javlg
for the corresponding algebraic curve over C.
For each ¢, we define the complex analytic surface En,; to be a copy of the quotient

PN\ x C)/(Z x 7)),

where (m,n) € Z x Z acts on $) x C via (7, 2) — (7, z+m7+n), and v = (z Z) e I'(N)

acts by sending the class of (7, z) to that of (y(7), (cr+d)"'z). We can regard Exy = || Eny
as a complex analytic family of elliptic curves over X . We can then extend Ey to a family
Ex of generalized elliptic curves over Xy using analytic Tate curves, as in | , VIL4].
More precisely, for a > 0, we let D,, denote the disk in D[g'/"] defined by |q < e~2mo
and let D° denote the corresponding punctured disk. Then over a punctured neighborhood
around each cusp in Xy, we have an isomorphism between Ey and the N-sided analytic
Tate curve EJ" over DY, and we define Ey by gluing N-sided analytic Tate curves over D,
to E. For each a, we define a level N-structure on Ey, by the pair of sections Xn; — En¢
induced by 7+ (7,7/N) and 7 — (7,t/N). The resulting level N-structure on Ey in fact
extends to E.

Using for example [Ha, App. B, 3.4], one checks that Ey is algebraic, so Ey — Xy is
the analytification of a generalized elliptic curve E4% — X% One can check the resulting
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morphism Xi}g — X¢ induces a bijection X — 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 Ey — Xy with
the level N-structure defined above.

2.2. Realizations of level N modular forms. To construct the Betti realization, define
Fp as the locally constant sheaf R's®Z on X®". The stalk of Fp at a point z = I'(N)7 €
Xy, can be canonically identified with H!'(E®",Z) = Hom(A,, Z) where A, = Z1 & Z.

Let 3% = SymE 2 Fp, Mp = HY(X™, F%), and M. 5 = H'(X*, F%). Note that if £ is a
prime greater than k — 2, then multiplication by £ is injective on F%. Since H(X™",F, ®
3"%) = 0, we see that M has no ¢-torsion if ¢ > k — 2. If k = 2, then the map

HO(X* Fh) — HO(X™™ F, @ k)

is surjective, and if k£ > 2 and ¢ does not divide N(k — 2)!, then this last group vanishes.
We conclude that Mg has no (-torsion if k = 2 or ¢ does not divide N(k — 2)!.

If Fg is complex conjugation on E*" and Fx is complex conjugation on X?*" then the
commutative diagram

Fan Fg s Fan

gan l lsan

X an Fx s xan
gives an isomorphism

F;Fp = FR's™Z — R's™F;7 = Fp,
and this induces an isomorphism F3J% — F%. The action of complex conjugation in Gg
on Mp is defined as the composite

HY (X™, F%) 55 5 (X0, ) — HY (X™, F%),

and the action on M, p is defined similarly. We let Mp = Q ® Mp and M. p = Q ® M, 5.

For any finite prime ¢, we let F, denote the f-adic sheaf R's,Z, on X. This is a lisse
(-adic sheaf whose stalk at a geometric point Z : Spec k — X can be canonically identified
with Hl (E;E, Zg) = HOm(E@ [goo]’ Qg/Zg)

Let Ff = Symy 2 5y, My = H'(Xg, F%) and M., = H}(Xg, F%). Then Gg acts on on M,
and M., by transport of structure. We let M, = Q ® M, and M., = Q ® M.

The comparison theorem between Betti and /-adic cohomology shows that R's*7Z, is
canonically isomorphic to the sheaf on X' associated to the f-adic sheaf R's,Z, on X¢
(see Theorem. 1.11.6 and p. 130 of [F-K]). Identifying z € X** with a geometric point
Spec C — X, the isomorphism on the corresponding stalks is the canonical one between
Hom(E,[¢*°],Q¢/Z) and H'(E,,Zy).

Taking symmetric powers and applying the comparison theorem again gives isomorphisms

Zg@MBgMg and Zg@MQBgMC’g

respecting the action of Gg.

The construction of the de Rham realizations is similar to the one given in | ]
except we use the language of log schemes | ]. We let Ng denote the log structure on
E associated to £, and let Ny denote the log structure associated to X | , 1.5].
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By [ , 3.5], the morphisms (E,Ng) — (X,Nx) and (X,Nx) — (T, %) are smooth,
so by | , 3.12], we have an exact sequence of coherent locally free O z-modules

(2) O—>§*w}(/T—>w}E/T—>w}@/)—(—>O,

where w! denotes the sheaf of logarithmic relative differentials defined in | , 1.7]. The
sheaves w s and w /x are invertible, and can be identified, respectively, with Q; /T(X )
and the sheaf of regular differentials for 5 (denoted wg, g in | , 1.2.1]).

Define F4r as the locally free sheaf R'5,we . of Og-modules on X, where w?

B/ B/x is the
- This has a decreasing filtration with Fil? Fur = 0, Fil! g =

and Fil® Far = Far. We denote Fil' Fyr simply as w. The sheaf w is invertible

Complex d: 0 — wE/

Sxtw E/X’
and can be identified with e*Q}E /% where e : )_( — FE is the zero section. We also have a
canonical isomorphism gr'Fgr = R'5,05 = w™! given by Grothendieck-Serre duality. The

fiber 2*Fgr of Far at a point x : Speck — X can be identified with Hl(Em,wE /k) where
Wk Ik is the complex d : O, — wE Ik Bk is the sheaf of regular differentials on £,.

The fiber of Fil' Fg is then identified with H°(E,, wE /k) = ;QE I where e,, : Speck — E,
is the zero section, and that of gr'Fyg is identified with H 1(Ex, Og,).

We define F%; as the filtered sheaf of Og-modules SymO 2 Far, and we let Frar =
T (—X).

The exact sequence (2) gives rise to an exact sequence of complexes

and wL

where 5*wk . has degree 1, and w$ .. denotes the complex N

%7 BT E/T [ ., 1.9]. From
the long exact sequence for R's, and the projection formula, we obtain the (logarithmic)
Gauss-Manin connection

V:Fr — Far Qo w}(/T.
This induces logarithmic connections on F%; and S’“’C“,dR satisfying Griffiths transversality.
We set Mg = H' (X, w*(F}g)) and Mear = H' (X, w*(FE 1)), where we write w*(§) for the
complex associated to the module § with its connection. The filtrations on Mgr and M, qr

are defined by those on FQR and F* cdr- We let Myg = Q® Mgr and M, 4r = Q ® M, gr.
Recall that the composite

V. 1 -1 1
w— Far = Far oy Wy/r = W Qog Wi/

is an isomorphism (the Kodaira-Spencer isomorphism, | , VI.4.5.2]). Hence w? = wk X7
and one deduces that
' HO(X k— 2®wX/T) ifi=FkF—1,
gr'Mar = ¢ HYX,w* ™), if i =0;
0, otherwise.

Similarly one finds
| HY(X, w2 @ QY p), ifi=k-1
gr'Mear = ¢ HY(X, w2 F(—X)), ifi=0;
0, otherwise.

In particular, it follows that Myg and M, 4g are torsion-free.
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For lack of a reference, we now sketch the construction of the comparison isomorphism
1.
For Y =Xor E let hy denote the canonical morphism Y — Y of ringed spaces, let

* ° 1 .

Yan denote hjw Y /5 and let w?.,, denote the complex N8y an Wyan - We also consider the

complex
. S
wEan/Xan - /\oEan wEan/Xan;
*

where wEan /xan denotes hE B/X

We let

R = RlSanWZ@&n/xam
gk — Symk’2 an and ?iré’f{ — Fank(— X)) These are locally free sheaves of O gan-
modules, and ‘the fiber C ®oz TR e of Fix at a point z € X* can be identified with the
analytic de Rham cohomology H!'(E™, Q‘Ean) of E2". By (2) we have an exact sequence

0 — 5" Wi — Whan — WEan/Xan — 0,

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

G —= G @0 gan Wyan
and complexes w*(§) for § = Fip* and FoE. We let M = HI(X™ w*(F3r")) and
Migr = H' (X, 0 (Tar)-

Now we compare Mijg with C ® Mggr, and M, cdR with C ® M. qr. The natural map

—1 e °

hE WE/X — wE‘an/X’an
is compatible with differentiation, and so gives rise to an h;(‘) ¢-linear map

he Far — ngj“hgw;;/)—( — Fan.
This map is compatible with connections and induces an isomorphism
h}gj drR —
which on the fiber at + € X(C) = X®" becomes the isomorphism between the algebraic
de Rham cohomology of E, and the analytic de Rham cohomology of E2" provided by
GAGA [Se]. From this one obtains i 'O x-linear maps
hy'Thy = Fast, and A FE . — o

compatible with connections and inducing isomorphisms on replacing h}(l with h%. We
thus obtain maps

Mg — HY (X hy 1w'(3’~ R)) — M3 and
Mear — HY(X™, h (?f R) — MIg.
Applying GAGA [Se| again, we find that these induce isomorphisms

Now we compare Mg with C® Mp and Mg with C ® M, qr. By the Poincaré Lemma,
we have the resolution

C = Q%
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of the constant sheaf C on E*". We thus obtain an isomorphism
C®Tp = R's™C =2 R's™O%..
Applying R®s?" to the exact sequence
0 = Qpan/xan ®0gan S QLan = Qpan = Qgan/xan — 0
we obtain an exact sequence
Oxan = Qxan = R0 = G = G @0 an Dan,

where G is the restriction of F54 to X**. 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®Fp—=9—G®0yum Lyan — 0.
Composing the first map on the stalk at x € X?" with the map arising from the evaluation
homomorphism O yan , — C, we obtain the isomorphism H'(E?", C) = H'(E?", Q%,..) given
by the Poincaré lemma for E2".

Writing G* for the restriction of F52" to X we get a sequence

(5) 0=CRF% = G = "R Vyan =0
whose exactness follows from the local existence and uniqueness of solutions with initial

conditions. Extending the connection on G* to our logarithmic connection on fff’gﬁ and
letting j denote the inclusion of X*" in X", we claim that

0= C@HFh — FEn — FH @0 Whan — 0

&

is exact. This amounts to the following:

Lemma 2.1. The connection
k,an k,an
gjc,:ilR - gjc,(?R ®o)’(a" w;?an
defines an isomorphism on stalks at the cusps.
Proof. Over a neighborhood of each cusp in X*", E*" is isomorphic to the N-sided analytic

Tate curve Eg" over D;. We claim that there is an isomorphism between the pull-back of

FEE to Dy and OIEI such that the corresponding connection on OIEI is given by V(f) =

dt
(At)f+ tf’)7 where A(t) € My_1(Op,) 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 | | 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 € O’Z'{ll, which is
guaranteed by the fact that A(0) + I has no nonpositive integer eigenvalues. 0

We can now conclude that C ® M.p = H'(X*,C ® jF%) is isomorphic to MR =
C® M. gr-
To define I*° for Mp, note that we have a restriction map
C® Mgp = M3 — HY(X™ w*(§")) 2 C® Mp.
We postpone until §2.4 the proof that it is an isomorphism. It is straightforward to check
that the maps respect the action of Gg.
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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 Y is a smooth, proper scheme over Spec Z, with a relative divisor D with
strict normal crossings, and let Y =Y — D. For each integer a with 0 < a < ¢ — 2, Faltings
defines a category M&r[v()’a] (Y) and a fully faithful contravariant functor D to the category of
finite locally constant étale sheaves on Yy, ([Fa, Thm. 2.6*]). We write V for the covariant
functor defined by

V(A) =D(A)" = Hom(D(A), Q//Zy).
In the case of Y = Y = SpecOp where F is an unramified extension of Q,, Faltings’
category can be identified with the full subcategory of MJFY. (Or) whose objects A satisfy
Fil*** A = 0. Furthermore, identifying the category of étale sheaves on Spec F' with that
of continuous G p-modules, one finds that the functor D agrees with Ug (see [Fo3, 3.8]).

We let Oy, crys denote the inverse system in M&"[zjo](Y) (indexed by integers n > 1) defined
by reduction mod ¢ of the following data:

e the structure sheaf Oy;

e the logarithmic connection d : Oy — wl . ;

3 Y/Zy
e an affine covering {Spec 4, } of Y with arithmetic Frobenius-lifts ¢, of A, as in [Fa,
§2i.
Then V(Oy,crys) is canonically identified with the constant ¢-adic sheaf Z, on Y.
Assuming ¢ does not divide 2N and applying [Fa, Thm. 6.2] to the morphism §, we
obtain a canonical isomorphism

V(gjé-crys) = ?g,

where Fycrys is the inverse system in Mff[z’l] (Xz,) defined by reduction mod ¢" of Fgr
with its filtration, logarithmic Gauss-Manin connection and locally defined Frobenius maps
whose precise description we shall not need. For x : Spec Op — X with F' an unramified
extension of Q, we can identify x*JFcrys With the object Hérys(Ex, OF, crys) of MTF[011(OF).
Furthermore V(2*F;.qpys) is canonically identified with the stalk of V(Fpcrys) at z: F — X
and the isomorphism V(JFpcrys) = F; on the stalk is the one between Hérys(Ex, OF, t-crys)
and H'(E;,Zy) provided by [Fa, Thm. 5.3].

Using the results in [Fa, ITh)], one finds that the functor V respects tensor products. So
assuming further that ¢ > k — 1, we obtain a canonical isomorphism

V(?f—crys) = ‘rf?v
where Fj .. is the inverse system in M?[Voyk_g] (Xz,) defined by Sym@;z Ft-crys- 1€ >k, we

obtain an object
MZ—crys =H grys (XZea g 5—crys)
of MF whose underlying filtered module is isomorphic to Z, ® Mg, and so we have the
comparison [‘z. Furthermore we conclude from [Fa, Thm. 5.3] that there is a canonical
isomorphism
I V(Mperys) = M.
For such primes, we similarly obtain an isomorphism

I‘: V(MC,Z-cryS) = MC/

where M crys has underlying filtered module M, gg.
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2.3. Level N modular forms. We recall the relation between Myg and the space of
modular forms of weight & with respect to I'(N).

Let £ denote the line bundle w2 ® wX /g On X. Then we have

CRFIl* ' Mop & HO(X™ L) = @ H'(Xy,, i L™),
te(Z/NZ)*
where
an an,* )1 k2 00,an
L - < QEan/Xan> ®OX&1) QXan( X )
and 4, is the inclusion X Nt — X defined in §2.1. For each ¢, we have the natural projection
e+ ) — Xy, giving an inclusion
HO( Xy, it L) — HO($, 770 L")
whose image is precisely the space of sections of the form
f(T)(ZM)k_l(dz)@(k_Q) ® dr
with f(7) in My(I'(N)), the space of modular forms of weight k& with respect to I'(V). We
thus obtain an isomorphism
C® FilF ™! Mg = @ My(T
€(Z/NZ)*
Note that we have chosen our normalization so that if f(7) = g(e*™™/V) is in M (I'(N)),
then the restriction of the corresponding element of H°( Xy, 5 L") to HY(Dy, jfi; L) is

2 g 4,

q

where j, : Dy = X ~.¢ is the inclusion of a disk around the cusp oo used in §2.1.
By the g-expansion principle | , VIL.3.9 VH.3.13] the map

(C®Fil’“‘1MdR§ P M D Cla™.

€(Z/NZ)* te(Z/NZ)*

9(q"™)w

where the second map is given by sending f(7) to g(¢'/"), gives rise to a pullback diagram

Fil' ™ Mgp —— C@Fil" Mgp —— Dyez/nzyx Mi(T(N))

©) | | |
RlgM) — ROO™] — Byeaye Cla™]

where R = Z[1/NE!, uy]. Here the bottom right isomorphism is induced by the isomorphism
R®C — ®,C defined by (e2™*/V), and commutativity of the right square follows from | :
VIL.4.7].

Similarly one obtains an isomorphism

CRFIM' M= €D Sul(N),
te(Z/NZ)*

where Si(I'(IV)) is the space of cusp forms of weight k with respect to I'(V). The ¢-
expansion principle identifies Fil* ' M. q4r as the subset of @te(z INZ) Sp(T'(IV)) whose ¢-
expansion at oo has coefficients in R.
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2.4. Pairings. We shall use Poincaré duality to construct perfect pairings M., ® M> —
Q(1—k); for 7 = B, dR and ¢ 1 Nk!, compatible with the comparison isomorphisms. These
pairings arise from a duality morphism M, — Hom (M, T2¢=1),
We begin with the pairing on Betti realizations. The cup product defines a morphism
ng & f_fB — stinZ = (27TZ')71Z
inducing an isomorphism
Fp — Hom(TF g, (27i) *Z)
of sheaves on X*". We then consider the morphism
Fh oI — (2mi)> Mz

defined on sections by

k—2
(7) 21 QTp2@Y Q-+ QYg—2 — Z Hxiuyo(i)v

Uezk,Q =1
where ¥ 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
Mop @ Mp — HA(X™ F% @ F5) — HX(X™, (210)>*2) — (2mi) *2 = 7571,

respecting the action of Gg. After tensoring with Z[1/(k — 2)!], we have that M. g is
torsion-free and

Fh — Hom(F%, (2mi)**Z)
becomes an isomorphism, and it follows that

(55 : MC,B — HOIH(MB,':].%(IC_I))

also becomes an isomorphism.
The pairing on f-adic realizations is constructed similarly. In particular we have mor-
phisms
Fy — Hom(F},Ze(2 — k) and 6 : M., — Hom(M,, ‘J'lf@(kfl))
which are isomorphisms if £ > k — 2, or for any ¢ after tensoring with Q.
To define the pairing on de Rham realizations, we begin with the cup product

ng*w%v/)—( ®o)? RIE*w;@/)—( — R2§* (w;j/)—( ®§710X W.E/)_() .

Combining this with the morphism induced by the wedge product on w we obtain a

/X
morphism

Far @og Far — RP8.wh ¢ = RIGwih[-1] = 0[]
respecting filtrations and connections. On graded pieces, the morphism
(8) .rde — ﬂ‘ComoX(Sth, O)’([—l])

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

Fhn ®o, Fin — 0x[2 — K]
respecting filtrations and connections and inducing an isomorphism

Fhn — Homo (Fhg, 0x[2 — k]).
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The pairing on F%; gives rise to a morphism of filtered complexes
W.(?f,dR> ®w(Fig) = w (?de ®og Fin) = w*(Ix=)[2 — k.
Composing the resulting map on cohomology with the cup product, we obtain
Mear ® Mar — H?*(X, w'(ff’g r) @ W (FE)) = HA(X,w*(Ix=)[2 — k]).

Since differentiation induces the zero map H'(X,Jy«~) — H* (X, we conclude that

X/s):
HE(X, 0 ()2 = K)) & (X, 0% o)1 = K]
Composing with the trace map, we obtain a pairing
Mear @ Mar — H' (X, Q% )1 — k] — T,
respecting filtrations and inducing an isomorphism
65t Mear — Hom (Mg, ‘J'S Ok 1)).

Finally, for £ € S, one checks that (8), pulled back to Xz,, arises from an isomorphism

9) Fecrys = Firorys = Homo (Frerys O, [=1])

crys
in the category MS’“[%J] (Xz,), giving an isomorphism
“‘TZ crys 7 j{om)_(z (gjk O)_(ZZ [2 - k])

-Crys?

in M?[%’kfl] and ultimately an isomorphism
5£L—0rys : MC74-CYYS - j\’/Ez—crys = HomZz (ME-CTYS’ ‘T®((:’r€ysl )

Now one has to check that the pairings respect the comparison isomorphisms. This is
straightforward for the maps I5, 1> and I using the compatibility of the comparison
isomorphisms with cup products and Poincaré duality. We find that the same holds for I
for 4 Nk!, but we must take some care with the integral formulation since the filtration
length of M. pcrys © My.crys is 2(k — 1), which may be greater than ¢ — 2. We proceed as
follows. The isomorphism (9) is compatible with ¥, — F, = Homg,(F,, Zi(—1)) in the
sense that the diagram

V(?ﬁ-crys) - V(?E-crys)
\’ \
F ¢ — St}?
commutes, where the vertical arrows are given by Faltings’ comparison isomorphisms (and
on the right, we are also using the canonical isomorphism between V(J7 ) and V(Fpcrys)"
given by the discussion in [Fa, ITh)]). We deduce a similar compatibility for the dualities
on F%§ and F5, and eventually a commutative diagram

V(MC%CT}’S) - V(Mf Crys)

\ I
Mc,e — Mz,

-Crys

where M} = Homyg, (M, To#1).

Recall that we have shown C ® M.p — C ® M_.q4gr is an isomorphism. The same now
follows for C® Mp — C® Mgg from the perfectness of the pairings and their compatibility
with these comparisons. We use their inverses to define the comparison isomorphisms 1°°.
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Finally, we need the relation with the Petersson inner product. Recall that the Petersson
inner product for g € Sp(T'(N)), h € M(T'(N)) is defined by

(g, h)rvy = (—22’)_1/ g(7)h(7)(Im7)*~2dr A d7.
L(N)\$
For 7= B,dR or ¢, g € M.» and h € M, we write (g,h), for the image of g ® h in
Q(1 — k)7. For g € C® Fil" ' M.4g and t € (Z/NZ)*, write g, for the image of g in the
corresponding component of S,(I'(N)), and similarly for Mg and M (I'(N)).

Lemma 2.2. I[fge C® FilF! M.4r and h € C® Filk! Mgr, then we have

(9, (1) H(Foo @ DI®h) g = (k = 21(4m)* " >~ (ge, he)rowy @ 47
te(Z/NTZ)x

Proof. Let W%, /xan denote the complex F'g ,w%.. Jan and let 5’3‘11% denote the sheaf Fiy ,Fi} =
R's,@%n /xan of modules over Ogun = F %,+Oxgan. We then have an antiholomorphic reso-

lution of C ® F% analogous to (5), and complex conjugation of functions gives rise to an
isomorphism w which induces an isomorphism

o ~ —e

E‘an/Xan - wE‘an/Xan?
W (Fart) =" (Tir") = Fx .0 (Tar")

compatible with F,, ® 1 on C ® Fp. )
Recall that g corresponds to the class in H! (X2 w'(&"fjﬁ)) that arises from the section

of H'(X,Ck ®04am S"fﬁﬁ) whose pull-back by 7, : § — Xy, is defined by
T = 2migy(T)dT @ TWw k-2

Here C" is the sheaf of smooth C-valued n-forms and we.y, is the canonical section of Fi
(i.e., dz/z on the Tate curve G,,/q?). Similarly (I°°)~!(F,, ® 1)I*°h arise from the section

of HO(X,C% ®g_., F5) whose pull-back is
7+ —2mihy(T)d(T) @ 7} (Dean) 2 2.

Note that w™ and @ both define sections of Gg—( ® Fp, and under the pairing Fp @ Fp —
2mi~'Q (pulled back to $ and tensored with C}), we have

Wean ® Wean H> (2m1)?(—2ilm7) ® (271) .

It follows that (g, (1°°)~'(Fs ® 1)I°°h),p is given by the class in H*(X,w* (I3 )[2 — k)
arising from the section of I'(X, €%[2 — k]) whose pull-back by m, is defined by

7= (k —2)1(270)* g, (7)hy (7)) (=2iIm7)*2dr A d7 @ 72,

where the pairing on Sym"~? is defined in (7). Under the trace map to C ® Q(1 — k)gr,
this goes to (k — 2)1(4m)* " (g¢, he)rvy ® 1 O
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2.5. Weight filtrations and summary. There is a natural map M.» — M- for each
realization respecting all of the data and comparison isomorphisms. To make M and M,
premotivic structures, one checks that setting

0, ifi<k—1;
W;M, = im(MQ? — M?), ifk—1<i< 2(1{3 — 1),
M, if 2k — 1) < i;
0, if 1 <0;
WiMQ? = ker(Mcg — M?), fo<i<k-— 1;
M,», if ke —1 <.

defines weight filtrations. In each case, this amounts to the assertion that
(FiI"'V) N (1) (Fe ® DI®FiI* V) =0,

where V = Filkil((C ® M. ar) = Fil*! Wi—1(C® Mgyr), and this is immediate from Lemma
2.2.

We can now regard M and M, as objects of iPM%, and M =Q® M and M, = Q® M,
as objects of PM%, where S contains the set of primes dividing Nk!. We have also defined
a (left) duality morphism

6% - M, — Hom (M, T5@*-1)
whose kernel and cokernel are torsion objects N satisfying N, = 0 for £ > k — 2, and which
therefore induces an isomorphism M, — Hom(M,Q(1 — k)®). Similarly we have a (right)
duality morphism 6 = 6% : M — Hom(M,, T5®* 1) whose kernel and cokernel satisfy
Ne =0 for £t (k —2)!. Moreover the resulting diagram

M, Hom (M, T5@k-1))

l |

M~ Hom(M,, TS(k-1)

is commutative, where the right-hand vertical arrow is induced by (—1)*~! times the map
M, — M.

We let Mi¢ denote the maximal torsion-free quotient of M (i.e., M/M][r] where r € Z+
is chosen to annihilate the the torsion in Mg and M[r] denotes the kernel of multiplication
by 7 on M.) Finally, we let M, denote the premotivic structure im(M, — M) in PM é,
pure of weight k—1. We let M, = Q®M,. From the commutative diagram above we obtain
morphisms

6F My — Hom(M,, T92*=1)) and
5,L M, — Hom(M;,Q(l — 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 €, = 0 unless £ > 2 and
(IN(k—2).

Lemma 2.3. Let N denote the cokernel of M. — M. Then N[¢] =0 if k =2 or { does not
divide N (k — 2)!.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the assertion for the Betti realization, and for this it suffices (by
[Br, 11.17(2)], for example) to check that for any cusp and any o > 1, H(D?, 7*F%) has
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no ¢-torsion, where j is the inclusion D — X in a punctured neighborhood of the cusp.
This amounts to the surjectivity of
H°(Dg, j*F) — H(Dg, Fe ® j* %),
which holds if £ = 2 or ¢ does not divide N(k — 2)!. O

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

Theorem 2.4. Fiz integers N > 3 and k > 2. Let Sy = {{ { Nk!}.
(a) Let S O Sy. Together with the induced comparison isomorphisms and weight filtra-
tions, MY, M%,C and M%! are in PM %, and M%,C — M%’! — M%vtf are morphisms
n PM (%
(b) Let S O Sn. There are duality homomorphisms
0y : M. — Homgz (MR, T59¢*1)

and
5]1\}’! . M]SVJ — HOmZ(M%!’ fJ"S,@(k—l))

m PM {3, giving rise to perfect pairings

(, ) My, ®My—Q1—k)*
and

(, e M]fr,! ® MJL\qr,! - Q(1—k)°
in PMJ.

3. THE ACTION OF GLy(Ay)

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 GLy(A¢) where A¢ denotes the finite
adeles. Let U, denote the stabilizer of ¢ in GLy(R), so Uy, = R*SO2(R). The analytic
modular curve Xy of level U is defined as the quotient

GLy(Q)\ GL2(A)/UU.

The analytic structure is characterized by requiring that if ¢ is in GLg(A¢), then the map
$ — Xy defined by v(i) — GLy(Q)g7UUs,, v € GL3 (R), is holomorphic.
A modular form of level U is a function ¢ : GLy(A) — C such that

o if § € GLy(Q), 2 € GLy(A), u € U and v = ( ot ) € Us, then
P(6xuv) = detv(ci + d) " p(z)
o if g € GLy(A*), then the function  — C defined by
(i) = (dety) ™ (ci + d) b (gy)
for v = ( ‘ Z ) € GLj (R) is a modular form of weight & with respect to gUg™* N
GL; (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 M (U) denote the space of
modular forms of level U. The space of cusp forms of level U is defined similarly and
denoted Si(U).

Suppose now that U and U’ are open compact subgroups of GLy(A¢), and g is an el-
ement of GLy(A¢) such that ¢7'U’g C U. Note that right multiplication by g induces a
holomorphic map Xy» — Xy, and inclusions My (U) — M (U’) and Sg(U) — Sk(U’). We
thus obtain an action of GLy(A¢) on

U U
Suppose now that U = Uy for some N > 3, where Uy C GLg(Af) is the kernel of the

reduction map GLs(Z) — GLs(Z/NZ). For cach class ¢t € (Z/NZ)*, we choose an element
g € GLy(Z) whose image in GLy(Z/NZ) is ( LY ) We identify Xy with Xy via the
maps 1, : Xy — Xy defined by

T(N) - 4(i) = GL2(Q) - g7 - UUs
for v € GLJ (R). We identify M, (U) with @&;M(T'(N)) via the isomorphism 3 defined by
(10) B(0):((1)) = (dety) ™ (ci + d)"é(gr7)
“ Z ) € GL$ (R). We have a similar identification for cusp forms. Note that n

(&
and [ are independent of the choices of the g;. Composing with the isomorphisms defined

in §2.3. we obtain isomorphisms
C @ Fil* ! Myg = M (U) and
CRFilF ' M qr = C® FilF ! Mg = S (U).

forvz(

In particular, we have

A = C@ lm Fil*™! My gr and

N
Ay = C@lmFil* ! My ar = C @ lim Fil" ™ My ¢ ar.-

N N
Furthermore if N, N’ > 3 and g € GLy(A¢) are such that ¢g~'Uyg C Uy, then we have a
map

C® Fil" "My ar = C @ Fil* ™! My g,

and similarly for M, and M,. We shall explain how to recover these from maps of premotivic
structures.

3.2. Action on curves. For h € GLy(Af) and integers N, N’ > 3, we call (h, N, N’) an
admissible triple if both h and N'N~'h=! € My(Z). 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™'Unh C Uy.
(b) If (h, N,N') and (h', N'; N") are admissible triples, then so is (W'h, N, N").
(¢) (h, N,N') is an admissible triple if and only if h = a( a 0 )B for some a,f €

0 b
GLy(Z) 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 E/X (respectively, E'/X")
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~' € My(Z) defines an endomorphism of E'[N'] =
(Z/N’Z)?X,, and we define G to be its image. One checks that right multiplication by

N~IN'h~! defines an injective map
(Z/NZ)* — (Z/N'Z)*/(Z/N'Z)*(N'h™)

and so gives rise to a level N-structure on £'/G.

Letting (E'/G)cons denote the contraction of £’ /G whose cuspidal fibers are N-gons | ,
IV.1], we obtain a level N structure on (E'/G)cont — X'. By the universal property of E, ¢,
this defines a map x5 = xnnn : X' — X such that there is an isomorphism (E'/G)cons —
E x5 X' of generalized elliptic curves with level N-structures. We let &5, = enn.N denote
the composite of the natural map E' — (E’/G)eons With this isomorphism, so we obtain a
commutative diagram

£

E —= E
(11> 5’ J{S
X, ¥
We now give the concrete description of its analytification in terms of the models in § 2.1.
Let U =Uy, ' =T(N), U = Un» and [" = I'(N’). Recall that we chose elements g; in
GL3(Z) and defined maps n; : Xy — Xy for t € (Z/NZ)*. For t' € (Z/N'Z)* we denote
these by ¢;, and 7}, : Xy — Xyr. By the strong approximation theorem, we have that
9u(wy € GLa(Q)gyhU GL3 (R)

where k = Ky, : (Z/N'Z)* — (Z/NZ)*,t' — (||deth||deth)™" mod N, so we can write
Gy = vegyhu for some v =7, » € GL3 (Q), u € U. One checks that the diagram

(_

Xnry = Xnew)

i\ 1
XU/ — XU

commutes, where the top arrow is defined by 7 + ~(7), the bottom one is defined by right
multiplication by h and the vertical arrows are 7, and 7). Note that y~' € M,(Z) and
AI"y~1 C T so that the map
v: Eny — EN
(r.2) = (y(7), (T +d)712),

a b
d

and t’ up to left multiplication by an element of I', so 4 is independent of the choice of .

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that (h, N,N') is an admissible triple and t' € (Z/N'Z)*. The
restriction of Xj" to Xy and €} to Enry are given by v @ Xnrp — Xneun and 7
Eniy = EN gy -

Proof. For 7 € $, let E.» = C/A, denote the fiber of E"* over I'7" € Xpy/y, where

A = Z2< Tll ) and let G, C E,/ denote the fiber of G*. Similarly let £, = C/A, denote

where v = ), is well-defined. Note also that 7 is uniquely determined by (h, N, N')
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the fiber of £*" over I'r, where 7 = v(7’) and A, = ZQ( 1 ) It suffices to check the lemma

fiberwise, i.e., that
’?7" : ET’ — ET
induces an isomorphism FE. /G, = E, compatible with level N-structures.
Recall that the level N'-structure on E, is defined by

/

(m,n)g), mod N'Z* — (m,n)(N')~! ( g

) mod A,/

for (m,n) € Z*. Since h™! = ugn(i,)’yfgg, for some u € U and multiplication by ug;é,) is an
automorphism of (Z/N'Z)?, we see that G+ is the image of Z*(N'v¢)g,,. We therefore have

G, = Z27< Tll >/AT/.

Furthermore, since multiplication by u is the identity on (Z/NZ)?, the level N-structure
on E./ /G, is given by

(mgu mod NZ2 5 (m,m)N~"( T ) mod Z5( 7 ),
and the lemma follows. .

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that (h, N, N') and (h', N', N") are admissible triples. Then xppn =
Xh © Xn' and Enn = ER O ER.

Proof. Since E” and X" 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 Enw v and Xpyn 4 for each t” € (Z/N"Z)*, for their
unions are dense subsets.

Fix t" € (Z/N"Z)* and let t' = (||detl’||deth’)~'#". Note that by Lemma 3.2, both &%,
and el send Env v to Eny where

t = (||dethl dech)~#' = (||det(h'R)|det (') '¢"

and similarly for the y’s. Furthermore, if we choose v and 7/ € GL3 (Q) so that g; € g}, hU
and gy € ¢9;h'U, then

9t € Vg h(RU'h)U = ~eyiginh/ hU.
So we can take v = v+ and apply Lemma 3.2 to conclude the desired equalities. O

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'E!l. We let M, M, and M, (respectively, M, M., and M) denote the objects of PM {3
(respectively, PM g) structures defined in §2.5 associated to modular forms of weight k£ and
level N (respectively, level N'). We shall define compatible morphisms M5 — M/ and
MY — M, giving also M — M.

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

an

transformation (x&")*s?* — (s')2*(e¥")* from which we obtain a map

(X3 Fp = (G RSP — RY(s)Z = T,
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On stalks over @’ € X" this is given by the map H'(E™,Z) — H'(E,™,7Z) induced by
EN™ — B where z = xp,(2') € X, Taking symmetric products gives
(X3")* T = Sym*2(x;") " T — Sym*? I,
and taking cohomology yields a homomorphism
(W : Mg = H'(X™, F5) — H (X", (x3")*Fh) — H' (X", Sym" 2 F,) = M.

Since X"* — X is proper, the same applies to give [h]cp : Mg — M, . It is straight-
forward to check that these maps respect complex conjugation.

Similarly we have a morphism of lisse (-adic sheaves x;J, — 3, which on stalks 7’ :
Spec k — X’ is the natural map

HY(E, Ze) — H'(Ez, Zy)

induced by E., — E; where Z = x5, o . Applying Sym"? and taking cohomology yields

Go-linear maps [h]y : My — M and (since xy is proper) [hlee : Mo — M,
From the commutative diagram of log schemes
(E/,NE/) — (X/,NX/> — (T/, ;v)
l 1l !
(E7NE) - (XvNX) - (T, Oé‘%

we obtain a commutative diagram of complexes of sheaves of (x;5") 1O ¢- modules on E’:

—1 . —1=x, .1 -1 e -1 .
. alx, 1 . .
O % WE,/X, ®OE’ S (.UX,/T, _) CUE//T, % wE//X' —> O,

where the top row is obtained by applying &, ' to (3), the bottom row is (3) with N’ instead
of N, and the vertical arrows are given by the canonical 5}:1(9 g-linear maps in each degree.
Applying R*5. and using the natural transformation x; ', — 5.e, ' gives a commutative
diagram
X;1R1§*w°E/X — ngl(aglw;@/f() — R1§/*w°E//X/)
' ! 0
X;1R2§* (W;i/)? ®o 5 §*W§E/T) _>R25;(5;1(‘*’;E/X ®0 5 g*‘*’}(/T)) —Rs., (WJ.?J’/X’ ®0 g 5/,*(/‘)}(,”/)_

The top row gives a x,:l(f) g-linear morphism Xﬁlgde — J g compatible with filtrations,
becoming the map Hiz (E,/k) — Hi (., /k) on a fiber 2’ : Speck — X’ with z = y, o2/,
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

Xo' Vs xn Fan = X (Far ®og wyp) =X Far @io Xo Wy
\l/ 1
/ . ! !
AVA 4R — Far o Wy

commutes. This in turn gives morphisms x; ' Fk; — 3"31]; and X,Zlfffvdpk — S’Q’ER compatible
with filtrations and connections, and taking cohomology yields the maps [hlqr : Mar —
Mg and [h]car : Mear — M g5 preserving filtrations.

Suppose now that /¢ 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 7" and 7"
replaced by Z, yields a morphism Xj, ;. ¢;ysFe-crys — Fperys in the category MS’“[%’I] (Xz,). For
x' : SpecOp — X’ and z = y;, o 2/ with F unramified over Qy, the pull-back to MF,(OF)
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crys crys
and cohomology then yields the maps [h]ecrys : Mecrys — M@_Crys and [hleecrys * Mecrys —
Mi.crys in the category MFo(Zy).

Now we sketch the proof that the homomorphisms [h], and [h].. for 7 = B, dR, ¢ and
l-crys (for £ € S) are compatible with the comparison isomorphisms.

In the case of If;,, this follows from the functoriality properties of the Betti-étale com-
parison isomorphisms. In particular, the natural transformations (fi:)an — f2™-an (| ,
[.11]) are well-behaved under composition of maps f : Y — Z of schemes locally of finite

type over C. One deduces that the diagram

(xi?i/f")an = OGN (/) = (X%“)*igB/f")
(Fe/€")an = (Fs/€")

commutes. (Though not necessary for the proof, we remark that on stalks at 2’ € X"*",
the diagram becomes

is the natural map Hy.s(Ey, O, crys) — Hepys(Elry, O, crys). Taking symmetric powers

Helt<Ex7Z/€nZ> = Hl(Egn’Z/gnZ)
+ ¥
HL(E., Z/"Z) = HYE™ Z/("Z)

where © = x3"(2’) and the vertical maps are induced by E!, — E,.) Applying SymZ2
gives a similar commutative diagram for the sheaves F; replaced by F¥ and this gives
commutativity of the right-hand square in the diagram

M, - H' (X}, x397) - M

I 1 1
Zg@MB — Zg@Hl(X/’an7X2n’*?§) — ZZ(X)M%

where the vertical maps are comparison isomorphisms and the horizontal maps define [h],
and [h]g. 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 I§, and [h]. -
is treated similarly.

For the compatibility of [h]ar and [h]p with I°°, one first defines [h]3% @ MR — MY
analogously to [h]qr and checks that the diagram

CoMiur = Mix
\ \J
CoMy = M
commutes. Furthermore the diagram
OGN HC®Fp) = (GM)7'S
! \
C®Jy — g

commutes, where the horizontal maps are those occuring in the definitions of [h]g and [h]3%
and the rows arise from (4). (The commutativity follows for example from that of

Hl(E;n)(c) = Hl(E;m7Q.Egn)

\ \:
1 /,an 1 /,an °
HY(E)™,C) — HY(EZ™, Q%)

x/
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at each o’ € X" x = x3"(2’).) One deduces from this the desired compatibility for [h],
and [h].2.
The compatibility of [hlqr and [h]ecrys with I&; for £ & S follows from the construction

of [h]rcrys based on [Fa], and the same goes for [A].qr and [A]cscrys.
Finally, using the compatibility with pull-back of the natural transformations denoted «
in [Fa, Va)|, one gets commutativity of the diagram
V(Xz,e-crysstﬁ-cryS) = X V(Frays) = 35
\: \J
V(Frcrys) = ¥

(which on the stalk ' : Spec F' — X' arising from 2’ : Spec O — X' for F unramified over
Qy is just
V(Hclrys(va OEI,crys)) = Hgt(Ei"a Zf)
\ 1
V(Hl (E;;/a OE’I,,Crys)) = Helt(Eglg/a ZK)

crys

where x = yp, o 2’). This in turn gives the commutativity of the right-hand square in

V(MZ-CF}’S) - V(Hérys(XiyXZ,E—crysgj?—crys)) - V(Mlé—crys)
\ \

M, - Hy (X5, x397) = M

and the commutativity of the left-hand square is also a consequence of the compatibility of
o with pull-back. This gives the compatibility of [h]ecrys and [h], with I, and the proof is
similar for [h].-.

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

Mer —— Mo
[h]c,?l l[h]?

This shows that [h], and [h].» respect weight filtrations and induce maps [h] 7 : M2 — M ,.
Since [hl]+, [h]2. (and hence [h]s;) are compatible with the comparison isomorphisms I,
1L, Ifg and I° when ¢  N'k!, we conclude that h defines morphisms [h] : M% — M/,
[Ale : M5 — M, and [h]; : MY — M| in U’Mg where S’ ={p | pt 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 M5 M5 and My whenever S D Sy

Proof. We only need to prove [h]g o [h]p = [A'h]p. Using Lemma 3.3, we get the commu-
tative diagram
X)) Fs —— (i)' T
>
7
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which is just
HY(E>,7) —— HY(E)™Z)
~ |
HYE™,7)

on the stalk at ” € X" (where 2’ = x37(2") and = x3"(2)).
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 [r1] = r*=2[I], [rI]. =
r*=2(1], and [rI], = r*=2[1],.

Proof. Tt suffices to check the lemma on Betti realizations. Applying Lemma 3.2 to h = r[
and h = I, we see that x?7 = xj" on X" and €2} = &7"r on E"*". Since multiplication
by r on the fiber £ over z € X™ induces multiplication by 7 on Fp, = H'(E™ Z), it
follows that the map (x*")*Fp — Fj arising from (rI, N, N’) is r times the map arising
from (I, N, N’) (writing simply x** for x?} = x%"). The same then holds for the maps
(x™)*Fk — 9’;’3’“ with r replaced by 772, and the lemma follows. O

0 b
for some «, 3 € GLQ(Z) and a, b € Z and applying Lemma 3.1c) shows that g = rh for some
r € Zsuch that (h, N, N') is admissible. In fact, we can let 79 = ged(a, b) and let ho = 15 go.
Moreover if g = rh is another decomposition with r € Z and (h, N, N) admissible, we see

that r|ro, Nrg|N'r and and (hg, N, N”) is admissible, where N" = ry*|r|N’, so

Now suppose that g € My(Z) N GLy(Ag) with g~ Uxg C Uy. Writing g = a( a 0 >ﬁ

r*2[hlnne = P lror T e v [hol v = 16 2 v v [holvve = 1§ [hol v
by Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5. Thus we obtain a morphism [g] = [g]x . : M¥ — M’ by defining
[g] = r*2[h) : M — W

which is independent of the factorization g = rh with r € Z and (h, N, N’) admissible. We
also define [g]. = r*72[h]. and [g], = r¥2[h],.

Similarly if g € GLy(A¢) with ¢g7'Upng C Uy, we can write g = rh for some r € Q so
that (h, N, N') is admissible and obtain morphisms [g], [g]. and [g¢] in PM%’.

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

Theorem 3.6. Fiz positive integers k > 2, and N, N' > 3. Let g be an element in GLay(Ag)
such that g~ *Unrg C Uy.

(a) Let 8" = Syi. Then [g] = [gln.n : M — M’ is a morphism in PM(%/.

= ) . 2 - N = ’
(b) If N"” > 3 is an integer and ¢ € GLy(Ag) is such that ¢"'Uyxng’ C Uy, then
S "
[QI]N”,N/ [e] [g]N]y,N = [QIIQ]N”,N-
(c) If g € GLy(Ar) N Mo(Z) then [g] arises from a morphism M — M in fPMg.
(d) Analogous assertions hold for [g]. 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
a: C®Fil" ! Mgy = @ M, (T
€(Z/NZ)*
In (10) we have also described an isomorphism
B: M,(Uy) — @ M;,(T
€(Z/NZ)*

Both Fil* ™! My 4 ® C and M;,(Uy) have an action by elements from M,(Z) N GLqy(Ag).
Proposition 3.7. The canonical isomorphism
Bl oa: FiI" ' Myar ® C — My(U(N))
preserves the action of My(Z) N GLy(A¢). The same holds for the isomorphism,
Broa: FilF ! My.qr @ C — Si(U(N)).

Proof. Fix a g € My(Z ) N GLy(Af) with ¢g71U’g C U, we will show that the actions of g
on My(I'(N)) induced from the isomorphisms a and  are the same. First assume that
(h, N, N') is an admissible triple.

Let

Fil* ™! Mgg ® C = HO(X™, L")
= @ Mt @ HEewiL)
€(Z/NZ)* te(Z/NZ)*

be the injective map define in § 2.3. Identifying Fil*~! M ® C with its image under this
map, then the isomorphism « is given by

f(T)(27ri)k*1(dz)®(k*2) ® d1 — f(7).
The restriction of a to FilF~! Me.ar ® C defines the isomorphism

COFlF'M.an® € SiT®V)).

te(Z/NZ)*
Fort' € (Z/N'Z)*,let k(t') € (Z/NZ)* andy = ypp = ( Z Z ) € GLJ (Q) be associated
o (h, N,N') in Lemma 3.2. Then the action on
D HO.miELm
te(Z/NZ)*

induced by h sends 0 % ((27i)F=1f,(r)(d2)®*? @ dr), to

((2m0)" " fuey (e (D))dl(e7 + d) '2)* 2 @ dy (7))

= ((270)F (T + d) TFdety frun (7(7))d2®F D @ dr ).
This means
(12) a(g0)y(7) = (c7 + d) ™ detya(B) s (+(7)).
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On the other hand, for ¢ € M;,(Uy), its image B(¢) € @rez/nz)x Mi(I'(N)) is given by

BO)((i)) = (dota) (i +d)o(giw), @= (1 1 )€CLI(R),
Similarly, the image of h¢ is given by
B(ho)w(2(i)) = (deta) (i + &) (hd)(gva) = (detz) ' (c'i + d')*¢(gph).
Using Lemma 3.2 and properties of ¢, we verify that
(detr) 1 (c'i + &) b grah) = B(6) e (wy(i))dety(ca() +d) ™,
Writing 7 = x(4) for the right action of = on ¢, we have
(13) B(h)(r) = (er + d) ™ detyB(0)u (v())

Combining (12) and (13) we see that if (37! o a)(f) = ¢, then (87! o a)(hf) = hé.
Further let r € Z. Then the action of 71 on both spaces are multiplication by r*~2. This
proves the proposition. U

3.5. Compatibility with the pairings.
Proposition 3.8. Suppose S contains Sy. Let
6% M%,c — Hom(M3, ‘.T®(k_1)’s)

and
5%+ MRy . — Hom(M,, T=E-1D-5)

be the duality morphisms defined in §2.4. Let [g]* : Hom (M, T2*=15) — Hom (M, TEHE-1)5)
be induced from [g]. Then

Sy = ||detg|[>*[Un : Un'|(g* 0 65/ 0 g)

mn ’J)Ma. A similar relation holds between the duality morphism My, and the duality
morphism on My,

Proof. We only need to show the equation on the Betti realization. Let
(,):Men @My — ‘I§’<k_1)’s

and
( , )/ : MQN/ QR My — Tg)(kil)’s

be the pairings associated to §% and d%,. We only need to showing that, for x € My
and y € My, we have

(14) (g2, 9y)" = ||detg|[**[Un : Un/](z,y)

. (k—1),8
in ‘J'g .

Write g = rh as before with » € Z and (h, N, N') admissible. Assume that the lemma
holds for h. Then

(97, gy) = (r*2hz, " 2hy) = r**=2 (ha, hy)'
= ||det(rD)||*7*(ha, hy) = ||detg|[* *[Uy : Un/)(x, ).
Thus we only need to prove (14) when (g, N, N') is admissible.
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Using the functoriality of cup products [Br, 11.8.2], we have the commutative diagram

X'Fp @ X Fp —— 'R Zp —— X*(2mi) 'Zx

[h]B®[h]Bl [h]Bl lhz

SUB®3~IB L) RQSL’aHZE/ — (27TZ')_1ZX/

where the first arrow in the top row is the composite
X'Fs @ X' Fp = ' (Fp ® Fp) — X\"R*:2Lp

and the right column is the natural map induced by h. Taking the stalks over ' € X"2"
the diagram gives

HYE™ Z)® HY(E™ Z) —— HXE™Z) — (2mi)~Z
[h]z®[h}zl [h}ml lhz,z
HY(E'™ Z) @ HY(E\™ Z) —— HXE™ 7)) —— (2ri)'Z

where © = x,(2'). By Lemma 3.2, for any given 2/ = I''7" € X"*, the fiber G} of
G* is given by G, which has cardinality dety = ||deth||™*. So hz, is multiplication by
||deth||~!. Then the same is true for hz. Taking the (k — 2)-nd symmetric power, we have
the commutative diagram

IR @ T —— x*(2mi)
[h1B®[h]Bl thHz’k
FFE2QF)? —— (2mi)> .
Next note that the map y : X"** — X?" identified with the map
GQ\GA/U’UOO = GQ\GA/hilU/hUOO — GQ\GA/UUOO
is a covering map of degree [U : h™'U’h] = [U : U’]. This gives us the commutative diagram
H2(X™ Z) —— H2(Go\Ga/h~'U'hUs,Z) —— H2(X'™,Z)
(15> Trl Trl lTr
N —1 U:U"] N\ —1 N\ —1
2m)~'Z —— (2mi)~'Z —— (2m)7'Z.

Then by functoriality of cup products of cohomology and the Universal Coefficient Theorem
[Br, I1.15.3] (see also [Ha, Exer. II1.8.3]), we get the commutative diagram

Mp.e®Mp—2 HA(X™, (2m)> *Zx) ——— (2mi)* *Z®@ HX(X™, Zx) —225, (2mi)'~*Z

l[h}s,crz@[h]s l \|deth|\2*k®Hf(x)l |\deth\|2’k[U:U/]l

Mo @ Mg~ H2(X"* (2m0)2 M) ——— (2mi)> *Z @ HA(X™ Zyr) —220, (27i)'*7

where H?(x) 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 € My(Z) N GL2(A¢). Let N, N'. M
and M’ be integers such that N|M, N'|M’', g 'Unrg C Uy and g 'Uppg C Uy Then we
have [g] : My — My and [g] : My — Myp. Let I be the identity matrix in GLa(Ag).
From N|M we get 71Uy I C Uy and we have

I: EM/)‘(M — EN/XN
and
[I]: My — My, for S D Sy
In the same way, we have
[I] : My» — My for S O Sy
Lemma 3.9. (a) For S D Sy, the diagram

[Q]N,N’

M M,

[I]J [I]l
M% [Q]M,M’ M}?/[/
of morphisms in PM?° is commutative.
(b) [{] : M%‘if — Mg/[]ﬂ/fUM is injective
(c) s Mjsvl‘é — M%}YJUM is an isomorphism for § = c or .
(d) [1]: MM — MAUf’/UM is an isomorphism.

Proof. (a) follows directly from Theorem 3.6.

(b). We only need to consider [I]p. Denote s3] : F3} — X3} for the universal elliptic
curve and denote JFy;p for the locally constant sheaf RlsaMn7*Z on Xj;. Leray spectral
sequence gives us

0 — HY Uy /Uy, H( Xy, 9’;473)) — H'(Xy, ?@73)
— HY (X, Fhy )" — H*(Un/Unr, H(Xar, Ty 5)).-

Note that the map H'(Xy,F§ 5) — H'(Xu, Fj;p) is induced by the projection p :
EM/XM — E/X. Since Uy /Uy is finite and H°(X )y, ?ﬁ/[ﬁ) is torsion free, we have

H'(Un /Unt, H(Xar, Fy ) = Hom(Un /Unr, H (X0, Fyy 5)) = 0.

Therefore My = H'(Xn, Tk 5) = H'(Xar, Fhy p) /000 = (Mg p)>/V s 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 — H'(Un /Uy, HY(Xar, Ty ) = HY (X, TN )
— H} (X, Fhy )"/ — H*(Un/Unr, H(Xar, Ty 5))

and HY (X, F5; 5) = 0 since F5; 5 have no non-trivial global sections with compact sup-
port. Thus My, g, is identified with (M p 0 )U~/Un .
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(d). Since Uy /Uy is finite, H*(Un/Unr, H*(Xpr, Fy 5)) is torsion. Thus from the proof
of (b) we sce that H'(Xy, Tk 5) @ Q — H' (X, I 5)P/U» @ Q is an isomorphism. This
prove (d) for the Betti realization which is all we need. O

4. THE PREMOTIVIC STRUCTURE FOR FORMS OF LEVEL N AND CHARACTER Zﬂ

4.1. o-constructions. Suppose U is any open compact subgroup of GLQ(Z). Let K be a
number field with ring of integers Og, Let V' be a finite dimensional vector space over K
and let 0 : U — Autg (V) be a continuous representation of U. Define

Se = {X € Sg(K)| AE! or GLy(Zy) ¢ kero where \|(}.

Since Uy is normal in U, by Theorem 3.6, we have a group action of U on My. We regard
V as an object of PM?>7 (with trivial additional structures and tautological comparison
isomorphisms). Note that we have an action of U on V, hence on the object My ® V =
(My ® Ok) ®o, V of PM32. We can thus define an object

M(o)y = My @ V)Y

of PM%2 (sce the last paragraph of §1.2). More explicitly, for each ? = B,dR, A € S¢(K)
or A\-crys with A € S,, we have

M)y = My V).
We also define objects
M(o)ng = My @ V)"
for § = tf or c and define
M(o)ny =1m(M(o) N — M(0)Ntf)

where M(o)ny. — M(o)n is the restriction of the map My, ® V — My ® V. These
premotivic structures will be called the o-constructions.

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

Lemma 4.1. Let N|N' with Uy C U.
(a) For S 2 Sni, we have M(0)R, = M(0)3, in PM?. Similarly, M(0)Ry = M(0)3)-
(b) For S 2 Sy, we have M(c)3 = M (o).

Proof. (a) We only need to prove it for S = Sy.. From N | N’ we have Uy» C Uy. By
Lemma 3.9, we have

Un/Unt
M3 = G,
Then since Uy acts trivially on 'V, we have
(MR ® V)UV/UN = (M) @V = M5, @ V.
Hence

M(U)%’,c - (M%’,c ® V)U - ((M]S\V]’,c ® V)UN/UN/)U - (MJS\VT,C ® V)U - M(U>]SV,C'
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Since V is a flat Z-module, using Lemma 3.9, we similarly find that M(o)3 ¢ — M(0) R0
is injective. Consider the commutative diagram

M(0)%e —— M(o)%

! !

M<U)J€f,! — M(U)}g\w,!

l l

M(U)%,tf R M(U)%',tf'

,C

By the definition of M(o)y 1, 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. O

Because of the lemma, we will suppress N in the notations by using M(c)., M(o), and
M (o) 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 GLy(Z). Let 0 : U — Autg(V) and o’ : U’ — Autg (V') be two repre-
sentations. Suppose we are given a g € GLg(Af) N MQ(Z) and a K-linear homomorphism
7:V — V' such that 7(o(g 7 ug)v) = o/(u)7(v) for allv € V and w € U] = U' N gUg™".
Let S be a subset of Sg(K) containing S, U Ser U SX where S, is the set of £ such that
ge & GLa(Zy). Let V and V' be Og-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,

Uy C kero Nkero’,

Un C gUNgfl and

Sy, C S.

To see that this is possible, first choose N divisible by 4 so that S¥ C S and the second
condition holds, then choose N’ so that the third condition holds, and then for each £ & S,
replace N’ by N’/¢" where ¢"||N’. The condition that S§ C S and g, € GLy(Z,) ensures
that we still have g7'Uy+g C Uy. Note that N|N'so N’ > 3, Uyx: C Uy C ker o Nker o’ and
SK C S%, C S. Then from the last section, g gives a map [g] : My — Myv. Further U’ acts
on Myr. Let U =[], ;U] be a coset decomposition. We define a morphism [U’'gU]; yn
by restricting the map

(MN & V)S — (MN/ ® V’)S
TRU = > lgigle @ o' (gi)T(v)

to M(o)3. Similarly define
[U’gU]T,N,NgC : M(U)}S;LC — (MN’,C & V’)S

and
[U,gU]T,N,N’,! . M(O')NJ — (MN’,! & V/)S.
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Lemma 4.2. [U'gU]; N~ 4 defines a morphism M(o)yy — M(0") Ny which is independent
of the coset decomposition U' =11, ¢;U;, for t =0, tf, ¢ 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’ = [], ;U] be another coset
decomposition of U’. Then ¢, = g;h; for some h; € U;. Thus we can write h; = gu;g~" for
some u; € U. Denote [U'gU]. y y» for the map arising from z®@v = > [giglz ® o' (g;)7(v).
Then we have

U gU). o (z @ ) = Z[gig]x ® o'(g})7(v)

= Y lgiguilz @ o' (g)7(v)

- Z[gzguz]x ® 0'(9:)0" (guig™)T(v)

= Y lggule @ o' (g)(o(u)0)

1

= 3 (gig) ® ' (g0)7) (s © o).

)

Since z € M(o)y is invariant under U, we have

U'gULrnav(2) = Y ([9:9] ®0'(gi)7) 0 (i ® o (us))(2)

i

= (g9l © 7'(9:)7)(2).

)

Now we prove that the image is contained in M(o’)y. Let v’ € U’. Then

U lgigle @ o' (g)r(v)) = Y [Wgigle ® o' ()’ (g:)7(v)

= ) [(Wg)gle © ' (Wg)r(v).
i
Since U' = w'U" = [[,w¢;U7, {/¢;}; is also a complete system of coset representatives of
U’ by Uj, by the independence of coset decomposition,

> [(Wa)gle ® o' (W gi)7(v) = Z[gz-g]w ® o'(gi)7(v).

% [

U

4.3. Compositions. In addition to the notations in the last section, suppose further that
U" is an open compact subgroup of GLQ(Z), 0" U" — Autg V" is a continuous represen-
tation, ¢ is in GLa(Ag) N Ma(Z) and 7 : V! — V" satisfies 7/ (0’ ((¢') " ug')v) = o' (u)7'(v)
forallv € V/, u € U"Ng'U'g!. Let S be a subset of of S¢(K) that contains all primes
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dividing each ¢ such that

0>k,
gg,gz < GLQ(Z() or
GL2(Zy) C ker o Nker o’ Nker o”

Fix such an S. We choose stable O g-lattices V, V' and V" as in the last section. Also choose
N, N" and N” such that

e Uy C kero Nkero’,

o N >4,

o SK,C 8,

° g_lUN/g C Uy and g’_lUNug’ C Unr.
We will give a formula for the composition [U"¢'U’| nv vy 0 [U'gU] - w4 for € {@, ¢, !}
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 [Shl, §3.1],[ :

§2.7). Let U, = U'NgUg ' and U} = U"Ng'U'g""". Fix coset decompositions U" = [[, ¢;U;
and U" =[], g;U;". We have

U’gU _ HgigU, U//g/U/ _ Hg g/U/

Let U"g'U'gU =[], U"¢'vagU 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) =) ea[U"g'vngU],
where ¢, = #{(4,7) | 9;9'9:9U = g'vagU}.
Let Uy =U'Ng~'U"¢ and let U' =[], UsurU] be a double coset decomposition of U’
For each k, let Wj, = U"” N (g'urgU(g'urg) ™) and W) = W, Ng'U'g' .

Proposition 4.3.

[U"g'U"] - [U'gU] =) Wi : WiI[U"g'urgU].

Proof. Let U" = [, wr,mWy and Wy = [, w;, W}, be fixed coset decompositions. It is
easy to see that we have coset decompositions

(16) U'g'U" = ngg 9iU

and

(17) U'g'U" = H Wi m Wy, 19 Uk U7
km. L

Further, for each uy, in the double coset decomposition U’ = [, Usu, U] of U’, we have

(18) U"g'upgU = Hwk,mg’ung.
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This is because any u € U” can be written in the form wy ,,w" for some m and w' € W.
Then ug'urgU = wy mw' g urgU = wi mg"urgU. Thus we have the union

U" g urgU = U Wi.mg urgU.

Suppose Wy m, §urgU = Wi m, g urgU. Then w,;imwk,ml is in g'urgU(g'urg)~t. This means
that w,;illwkm is in W}. Therefore m; = ms. So the union is disjoint.

(16) and (17) give us two decompositions of U”¢'U’ into cosets of U]. So we have a
one-to-one correspondence

(19) {9;9'9:U113,3} > {wpmwy, 9" weUilk, m, £}.
Fix a v, in U"¢'U'gU = [[,, U"¢'v,,gU. Because of (19), we have
cn = #{(k,m, O)|wymwy, ,9"urgU = g'v,gU}.

Given a triple (k, m, £) with wy, ,wy, ,g'ukgU = g'v,gU, uy must have the property U”g'upgU =
U"¢'v,gU. Fix such a uy. Since w}w is in Wy, we have wy mwy, ,g'urgU = wimg urgU. By
(18), g'vngU = W,m, g'urgU for a unique value of my. So wymwy, ,g'urglU = g'v,gU gives
Wi m UkgU = Wk m, ¢'urgU, independent of ¢. By (18), this holds if and only if m = my
while ¢ takes any value. Therefore

Cn = Z #{(k> m, €>|wk,mw;c,£g/ung = g/'UngU}
k
= Y #{(k,ma, 0w}, ,g'urgU = g'urgU'}
k

= D> Wi W]

k

where the sum is over k such that U”¢'urgU = U"g¢'v,gU. This is also the coefficient of
[U"g'v,gU] given in the proposition. O

We now describe the composition of double coset actions. As in the proof of Proposi-
tion 4.3, let U" =[], , wg mwy, ,Wj.. For each pair (k, (), define

. 1"
Tkj.v—>v,

v 0" (W, )70 (we) To ((gung)  wi (g urg))v,v € V.

We will often suppress 0,0’ and ¢” from the notation. Define
Tk — Z Tk,0-
¢

It is straightforward to check that 73 ¢ is independent of the choice of the coset representa-
tives w;,,, and hence so is 73,. Define

Pt Wi = Ut = (g'upg) 0" (g'urg).
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For v" € Wy and v € V, {u"~'wj, ,}, is another set of coset representatives of W in Wj.
Thus we have

e (T (u")v)

= > wh, T wr(gung) " wh ! (9 wkg) (9'weg)
l

" (g'ung)v

= Zwéﬂ’uﬂ(g’ukg)_lwé,z " (g urg)v

= Zu ") T e (g urg) (W wg ) T (g kg )

= u Tk(v).
Thus [U"¢'urgU],, is well-defined.

Proposition 4.4.

[U"g'U') o [U'gU], = Z[U”g'ung]Tk
k
More precisely,

[U”g/U/]T/,N/,N” © [U/gU]T,N,N’ = Z[Ul/g/ung]‘rk,N,N”
k
in PMSN".
Proof. Write U" = [, g;Uy and U"” =[], g;U{". Then the operators
[9;9/91‘9] : My — My — Mpn
and
giT'gT V=V =V
are both well-defined. By definition, we have

[U"gU')yr o [U'gU)(x @ 0) = [U"gU'), f(Z[gig]x ® g:7(v))

= Zzgjggz z® g;7' (g7 (v))-

We first prove that, for each pair (i, j), if gjg giU{ = Wg,mWy g urU; under the bijection

(19), then
959’ 9iglr @ g;7' giTv = [wi mwy, 19 Uukg|T @ Wi W) TV
Note that the 1-1 correspondence g;g'g;gU] <> Wy mwy, ,9'urgU; can be described as follows.
Given ¢’g'gig, since U' = [[, UsupUy, g; is in Uyup Uy for a unique k. So g; = w’Qukw’l
with w’1 € U] and wh € Uj. So w) = gw g, why = ¢! ”g’ W1th wy E U and wh € U".
Since gjwy is in U”, it can be uniquely written as wy ,wy, w3 Wlth wy € W. So wy =
1—1,,.11 1

g upg)ws(g'urg) ! for some ws € U and ¢’ *wig = (upg)ws(urg)~! is in U’. Based on this
3
description, we have

! ! / "/
9,9 919 = WimWy W3g Upggwi

/ /
= whmwk’gg UqW3W1 .-
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This gives the correspondence g;9'g;gU; = wy,mwy, ,g'urgU. This description, together with

the transformation laws observed by 7 and 7/, also gives us
/1 o 1
9T GT = Wk mWy T UpTW3W].

Note that if w is in U, then (w ® w)z = z for z € M(0)y = (My ® V)V (see the proof of
Lemma 4.2). Therefore, for z € M(o)y,

O _lg9'99) ® gj7'9i7)(2)
,J
= (Z [wk,mw;’eg’ukgwgwl] ® wk,mw;’ﬂ/umwgwl)(z)
kmt

= (Z [Whm g U] @ Wi The) (2)
km L

= (Z[wk,mg/ukg] ® Wk, mTr)(2)

k,m

= O _U"gdmgUl]s,)(2).

k

This proves the proposition. U

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]-anr is also defined, then [U'gU]S y v =
[U’gU]f’M’M, when S D Slcm(N’,M’)-

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

For N > 3, we let H = Hy denote the premotivic structure H(Xy) = H°(X) = H°(X).
More precisely, we let Hy = HO(X*™ Z), Fqr = HO(X,w;—(/T), H, = H°(Xg,Z) and
Hocrys = ngys(XZE, O XZWCTYS) for £ ¢ Sxn. These come equipped with additional structure
and comparison isomorphisms making H an object of PM SN , and we let H = Q ® H.

Let F = Q(ux). The Weil pairing on (Z/NZ)% = E[N] defines an isomorphism be-
tween (Z/NZ)x and pun x, hence a morphism X — Spec Op, which one checks induces a
morphism M?N — I in TM%N. One checks also that the map X** — (Spec Op)* sends
the component Xy ; to e 2"/~ where we identify (Spec Or)* = Hom(Op,C) = I with
the set of primitive N*® roots in C. In particular, it follows that Mf’;N = H since the map
M}gﬁg — Hg is the isomorphism

H(X™7Z)= P H'Xv.Z)= P z=zZ"
te(Z/NZ)* te(Z/NZ)*

induced by the bijection t «» e 2™/N,

Recall that if (h, N, N’) is an admissible triple in the sense of §3.2, then we obtain a
morphism x;, : X’ — X, where X’ = Xy/. More generally, if N, N’ > 3 and g € GLy(A¢)
is such that ¢g~'Unvg C Uy, we can define x, = x; for any h € gQ* such that (h, N, N') is
admissible. Then y, induces a morphism yj : HY — H' where S' = Sy and H' = FH.
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Lemma 4.5. For N, N and g as above, we have the commutative diagram

g8 X, g

where F' = Q(un+) and the morphism Mp — Mg 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™! (i.e., of detgt||detg™1||) in Gal(F’/Q) by class field theory.
Proof. Tt suffices to check the commutativity of the diagram

XN/ — XN

\J \J
SpecOpr — SpecOp

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

For the rest of the section, we assume U is an open compact subgroup of GL, (Z) satisfying
detU = Z*. We view U as acting on H = Hy for any N > 3 such that Uy C U.
We fix a continuous character ¢ : Z* — K* of finite order. We also view v as a character

of A*/Q*, and write ¢ for the corresponding character of Gg. We view U as acting on
Oy = Ok via ¢! o det.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose N is such that N > 3, Uy C U, the conductor of ¥ divides N. Then
the morphism Mp — H induces an isomorphism

MY = (04 @ H)Y
in PM f(N .
Proof. Tt follows from Lemma 4.5 that the isomorphism
Op @M =0, @K

respects the action of U, where we view U acting on O, ® M via det™ : U — 2% = G&b.
Taking invariants gives the lemma. O

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

(20) H® Mﬁ — Mﬁ
in the category PM2Y . where My = My for £ =0, tf, c and |. Moreover, these morphisms
are compatible with the action of g € GLy(Af) N MQ(Z) in the sense that if ¢"*Upng C Uy,
then the resulting diagram

HY ® J\/[agl — Mf’
(21) I ! !

H & M, — M,
commutes, where the morphisms [g]; : My — 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
K
(22) MY @ My — 0y ® H © My — Oy ® M;

in PM f(ﬁ , where the first map is the one in Lemma 4.6 tensored with My and the second is
(20) tensored with O,.

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 My, defined in Theorem 3.6 on My, and via " o det
on Oy.

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

Mp= @ H'(Xn.Fh)
te(Z/NZ)*

Then for a class © € H' (X, F5), we have by @ z +— 1~ (—t) ® z under (20). It follows
that the map is surjective, hence it is injective since it is between two isomorphic finitely
generated Og-modules.

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

We now construct the pairings by defining the duality homomorphisms. Given a repre-
sentation o : U — Autg, V, let 6 ® (¢! o det) denote the representation defined by the
action of U on Homg, (V,0,). For N > 3 such that Uy C kero and the conductor of
divides N, Lemma (4.7) and the duality homomorphism 6% : My, — Hom (M, ToN-®k-1)
from §2.5 give a morphism

HOIHOK (V, wal) X MN,C = HOIHOK (\7, Mch & Mi]{?)

(23) —s Homo,, (V, Home, (My, TS¥S6=1 @ M5V))
= HOHloK<V (059 MN,M¢(1 — ]{3)),

where we write M, (1 — k) for the object T5V:&(*—1) g Miﬁ of PM }q{{g . 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 My (1 — k).

Taking U-invariants, we get a morphism

(24) 6% Mo(6 ® (¢! odet))y — Homg,, (M(0)n, My (1 — k)).

Tensoring with Q and normalizing by dividing by [U : Uy, we get a morphism
6% M(6 ® (" odet))y — Homy (M (), My(1 —k)).

Similarly, using the duality morphism My — Hom(My, T~ ’®(k_1)), we obtain morphisms
5 s My(6 @ (" o det))y — Home, (Mi(0)n, My (1 — k))

and

Oy, Mi(6 @ (™" o det))y — Homp (Mi(o)w, My(1 — k).

— — K
Proposition 4.8. The morphisms 6% and 51%,7! are isomorphisms in PMf{N compatible with
the change of levels.
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Proof. 1t follows from Theorem 2.4 b) that (23) is an isomorphism after tensoring with Q.
The same is true for the natural map

HOIIloK(V X MN,M¢(1 — k’))U — HOIHOK(M(O')N7M¢(1 — ]C)),

so 0% is an isomorphism. The compatibility with change of levels follows from applying
Proposition 3.8 and (21) with g = I. The proof for 05, is the same. O

We will therefore omit the subscript N in the notation for the morphisms 6. (Note
however that 0% depends on N, and 45, depends on N only in the normalization.)

We say that U is sufficiently smallif U acts freely on GLo(Q)\ GL2(A)/Uy. In particular
U is sufficiently small if U C U;(d) for some d > 4, where U;(d) denotes the preimage in

GLy(Z) of the subgroup of GLy(Z/dZ) consisting of matrices of the form ( 0 1 >

Proposition 4.9. Let U be a sufficiently small subgroup of GLQ(Z) with detU = Z*.
Suppose S O SK for some N > 3 such that Uy C kero and 1 has conductor divisible by
N. Then the isomorphism & arises from an injective morphism

(25) M(6 @ (=" odet))] — Homg, (M(0)7, My(1 — k)®)
in PM4. whose cokernel C satisfies C; = 0 for £ fN(k — 2)!.

Proof. We only need to prove the assertion for Betti realizations, for then 6% = [U : Uy]d*
for a unique morphism 0% 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 0 : U — Autg, V, define a locally constant sheaf F(o) on
Go\Ga/UUy by F(0) = Go\(Ga x V)/UU. Define

M(o)™ = H' (X", T @ F(0))
and
M(o)e" = Hy (X(", T @ F(0)).
Also define M(o)i™ to be the image of M(0)2* in M(0) where M(0)2 is the largest

torsion-free quotient of M(c)*. Then from the pairing F% @ F% — (270)27*Z we get a
pairing
(FrheF (6@ (" odet))) ® (Fi @ F(o)) — (27i)* *Z @ F( " o det).
Here F( ! o det)Go\(Ga x Oy)/UUy is the sheaf on X = Gg\Ga/UU,, defined by O,.
We have an isomorphism of locally constant sheaves

F(p' odet) —— Ty\(H x Oy1)

l l

Xan N Iu\$

where I'yy acts on Oy-1 through its canonical embedding into U and then take the inverse.
Since det(I'yy) = 1, the action of I'y on O, 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

[, ]2 M(6 ® (! odet))™ @ M(o)™
— HA(X™ (Fh @ F(6 @ (v odet))) @ (Ff @ F(0)))
— H2(X™, (2m)* 2 © Oy-1)
~ H2(X,Z) ® (2mi)* * Oy
>~ H2(X,Z) ® (2mi)* "My 5
= My(1—k)p

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

[, M6 @ (! odet))™ @ M(o)f™ — My(1 —k)p

by using the commutative diagram

M(6 @ (7" o det))2" ®o, M(0)2" —— M(6 @ (7" o det))2" ®o, M(0)™

l |

M(6 @ (P! o det))™ ®p,, M(0)2 —— My(1—k)p

C

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

M(O’)in Ko M(& & (Qﬁ_l o det))an — M¢(1 — ]{J)B

proceeded by the order-reversing isomorphism and followed by multiplication by (—1)*"!.

The same proof as that of Lemma 2.3 shows that the cokernel of M(c)2" — M(o)*" has
no (-torsion if ¢ fN(k — 2)!, and it follows that

0 s M(6 ® (" o det))i™ — Homyg,, (M (o)™, My (1 — k)p)

is injective with finite cokernel C satisfying Cy = 0 for ¢ /N (k — 2)!. The proposition is
therefore a consequence of the following lemma. 0

Lemma 4.10. There is an isomorphism M(o)i" = M(o)n, 5 identifying 0™ @ Q with, the
pairing o .

Proof. Define ¥ (0)y = Go\(Ga X V)/UnUy. The same argument as in Lemma 3.9 shows
that the natural projection X3 — X" = X" induces a map

res : H'(X™, 5, ® F(0)) — H (XY, Fh p © F (o)) /0¥
with finite kernel and cokernel, and an isomorphism
res : HY(X™ F% @ F(0)) — HN (X3P, 3'";“\,’3 ® ?’(U)N)U/UN.

The sheaf F'(o)y on Xy is constant and the right hand sides become M(o)y p and
M(o)n.ep. This proves M(o)2F — M(o)niep and M(0)2™ = M(o)y. 5. We then get
the desired isomorphism from the commutative diagram
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M(0)% —— M(0)nur.5

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

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

We now compute the adjoints of double coset operators under the pairings. Suppose now
that o, ¢, g, 7 and S are as in §4.2. Recall that we defined morphisms

[U'gU)ry M(U)Bg — M(O'/)f

for =0, 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(||detgllg) " U rgpen(q)) : Mo’ @ (¥ o det))y — M(o ® (" o det)); .
Denote this operator by [U'gU]7,.

Proposition 4.11. The morphism [U'gU|L . (respectively, [U'gU]L, ) is the adjoint of [U'gU],
(respectively, [U'gU],.) with respect to the pairing 0¥, (respectively, 6F), i.e., we have the
commutative diagram

A e
M(6® (v~ odet))? —— Hom(M (o), My(1 — k)°)
[U’gU]f,cT [U’gU}jT
M(8' ® (=" o det)S " Hom(M(")%, My(1 — k)®),
and a similar diagram for 6.

Proof. We first make some simplifications. Let o : U — Autg V, o' : U — Autg V' and
7:V — V' be as in the definition of [U’gU],. Consider the diagram
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U & AutKV Vv

| i{ Fiv

Upe C U® Z5 Autg Vi Vi
Lo

Uy C U ﬂ) Autg V" v
L

Ug// c U U—”> Autg V" v
L

Uy C U 5 AutgV' V.
Here we have used the notations
U'iv — gUgfl V’iv — V
Uw SN AU.tK Vw zv( zv)v — O'(g 1uwg)
¢’ =g, =id:V = V",
U///:U/ﬂgUg 7V/HZV70' —O'|U///.U —>AutKv,
g/// — 1,7_/// — ld,
U'=U"n gUgil,V” =V o = a"U,, cU" — Autg V7,
g =1,7"=7 and
Jg=17=id: V"=V >V
Then we have morphisms
[U“} sz]Tw . M(U) ( )7
[U/// ///UZ'U] e M(O_l'u) (0_///)’
[U// //U///]T” . (O_///) ( ) and
U'g'U",. : M(c") — M(d").
Also
= 7_/ OT” o7_/// oTw.

Applying Proposition 4.4, we have

(U g U o [U"g"U" ) o [U"g" U)o 0 [UY g Ulyiw = [U'gU].
We similarly verify that
[U(||detg™lg™) " U™ (rivy @us(aet(giv)).e
olU™(I|detg”[|g") = U™ )y @us(det(gm)) e
o[U"(||detg"[|g") " U" )y (det(a))
olU"([|detd'|lg") " U"| ¢yt @us(aet(g)).c
= |[detg|**[Ug (9Ug™")liasw(detg).c © [(gUg‘l) (U N (gUg™ ) idsww(1).e
o[(U" N (gUg NI N (gUg™ Nraway.e o [T N ((gUg™ NI Tasyp).c
= [|detg|**[Ug™ U']rtaui(detg) c
= [U(]|detg|g) " U} r@p(detg).c-
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Thus to prove the proposition for 6%, 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 ! and 7 = id,

Case 2. U C U, g=1and 7 =1id,

Case 3. U' = gUg ! and g =1, and

Case 4. U DU, g=1and 7 =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(6® (' odet)S , @M(0)§ —— My(1— k)

(v gU]T T [U’gU]Tl i
M(6' @ (L o det))S y@M(o")s L5 My(1 — k)3

where [, ] and [, |" are the pairings induced by 6% for ¢ and o'

Case 1: When U’ = gUg ! and 7 = id, we have U'qU = gU. Let Uy and Uy be as
chosen in the definition of [U'gU]iq = [U'gUl}ian.n7- So the action of [U'gUliq on My g @V
is

[U'gUlia(z @ v) = [glt @ v, € My g,v € V.
Using Proposition 3.8, the definition of [, | and the fact that 7" = id, we see that [, |
(resp. [, |') is from the composite of the maps in the top row (resp. bottom row) of the
following commutative diagram

(Mp,e,B ® Ve Ky)® Mne®V) —— (My,eB® Ve My B)® (Mnp®V)
(g®id®w*lodet(g))®(g®id>l (g®id)®<g®id>l

(Myte.5 ® Ve Ky)@ My gQV) —— (My1 e ® Ve Mye)® (Mn pRV)

1
[U:UN]

e Mw(l—k)B —_— Mw(l—k’)B
I\detg\IQ’k[thg’lUN/g]J HdetgHz’ki
SN My(1— k)5 S My(1 - k)p.
Restricted to the suitable U- or U’'-invariants, it gives
(26) [V gUias (- rodet(g)).c> [U'gUiay] = || deg g||* [z, y].
We also note that
(27) [Ug™ ' U'aswodet(@))c = ([U'9Uiae (- todet(g)).c)

as maps M (6’ @ (¢! odet)).p = M (6 ® (' odet)).p. Combining (26) and (27) proves
the formula in this case.
Case 4. Assume U’ D U with g =1 and 7 = id. So 0 = o{;;. Let Uy be a sufficiently

small subgroup of U' N (¢~ 'Ug) = U and let U’ =[], ¢;U be a coset decomposition. Then
the action of [U'gU], on M(o)p is the restriction of the map

[U'gU](x @ v) = Z[g,]x ® giv, € Myp, veV.

2
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For each fixed i, consider the setting of the proposition with U = U’ = Uy, g = g,
V' = V' being the given V' (restricted to Uy) and 7 = ¢;. Then for any v € U and v € V,
(g9 ugi)v) = gi(g; 'ugi)v = ugw = ur(v). Thus [UngiUnlrs : M(oluy)is — M(oluy)ss
is defined. In fact, we are in Case 1 of the proposition. Let [, ]¥ be the pairing

M((6.@ (" odet))uy)en ® M(oluy)s — My(l = k)p.

Then by Case 1 of the proposition, we have
HUNg@'_lUN]gf@(zp—lodet(gi))a) 5]% = [CE, [UNQZUN]gZﬁ]%
for « € M(6 @ (¢~ odet)|yy)nen and 8 € M(o|yy)n.p. In other words,
(g7 @ (g5 @ (¥~ " odet(g:))ev, Bln = [, (9: @ g:)B]w-
Take o € M (6 ® (v~ odet))n.p and B € M(o)y . Then we have
[, B = [a, (9: © i) BIN-

Going back to our original U’ D U, g = 1 and 7 = id, we have

[, [U'UTsaBIN = [, ) (90 ® gi) BIN = [U" = Ullev, Bl

1

Dividing it by [U’ : Uy], we have

[o, [U'1U ] = m[a, [U'1UaB]N = %[a, BIN
B m[a,ﬁ]% - [Oz, B] - [[UlU/]id®(w‘10det(1))&’ 5]

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 7 : V — V' is a morphism of U-modules and the formula follows
directly from the definitions. O

4.5. Premotivic structure 9f level N and character . Suppose that £ > 2 and
N > 1. Let ¢ be a character Z* — K* of conductor dividing N. Let U = Uy(N) denote

the set of matrices ( . Z ) € GLy(Z) with ¢ € NZ. Define o = o(N, 1)) by the character

¥ Uy(N) — K* sending ( Z Z ) to ¢ (ax), where ay denotes th image of a in [LnZyp

Define V' = V(N, ¢) to be the vector space K with an action of U by 0. Let V=0, C V.

Note that S, = SE¥. Choose M > 3 so that N|M and Sy = Sy (for example, take

M = 4N). We let M(N, )y denote the premotivic structure M (o) for § = 0, tf, c or L.
Recall that the isomorphism

C @ Fil*! Musar = Sve@mzy< Mp(D(M)) =2 My(Unr)

defined in §3.1 respects the action of GLy(Z) (Proposition 3.7), and so for any embedding
K — C, it identifies C @y Fil*! M(N,v)par with the space of forms f € M (Uys) such
that

Fe(e ) =vlanf@)
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c d
My, (N, ) of classical modular forms of weight k, level N and character 1, i.e., the set of
forms f € My(I'(M)) such that

P () = taer + 1)

for all ( a b ) € Up(N). It is straightforward to check that this is precisely the space

forall 7€ 9, v= < . Z ) € Ty(N) = Up(N) N GL3 (Q). We thus obtain an isomorphism

C @k Fil* " M(N, ) arar =2 Mi(N, ).

The same holds for M (N, 1) a4, and replacing this by M(V, 1), or M(NV, 9) ar, gives the
space of cusp forms Sy(N, ). Taking the product over all embeddings K — C, we obtain
isomorphisms

C @ Fil* " M(N, ) arar
C @ Fil* ' M(N, %) as.car
of C'x = C ® K-modules.

Tensoring the g-expansion maps of (6) with K, we regard the g-expansion of a form in
My, (N, ) as taking values in (R’ ® C ® K)[[¢"/*]] where R' = Z[1/M, juas].

C @ Fil* " M(N, %) asr.r.ar
C @ Fil* " M(N, %) pr1.ar

Mk(N7 z/))IK

(28) Sk<N, w)IK

111
111

Lemma 4.12. For any S D S, the isomorphisms of (28) identify
Fil* " M(N, w)f/f,dR = Fil"”" M(N, ?,U)fmf,dR

(respectively,
Fil* ™' M(N, ¥)3 car = Fil" P M(N, ¥)37,4)

with the set of forms in My(N,v)s (respectively, Sp(N,¥)™ ) having q-expansions in
Os(lq]]-

Proof. We may assume S = S¥. Tensoring (6) with Og and taking Uy(N)-invariants gives
a pull-back diagram

Fil* ' M(N, ¢) prap —— (R' ® Og)|[q"™]]

| |

My, (N, )t — Bie@/mz(C® K)[[g"™]).

In particular, if f € My(N,9)™ has g-expansion in Og[[q]] C (R ® Og)[[¢*/*]], then f is
in the image of Fil* ' M(N, ) as.qr. Conversely, if f is in the image of Fil* "' M(N, ) ar4r,
then its g-expansion is in (R’ ® Og)[[¢"/M]]. Viewing f € My(Uy) ® K, we see that

(1) 1 ) € GLy(Af) and under that of gy for each

t'" € (Z/MZ)*. Unravelling the effect of ( (1) i ) on g-expansions shows that f has ¢-

expansion in (R’ ® C® K)][q]], hence in (R’ ® Og)[[¢]]. The commutativity of the diagram
(6) together with the invariance under the g shows that the image of f in (C ® K)[[q]] is
independent of ¢/, i.e., independent of the map R' — C. We conclude that the g-expansion
of f is invariant under Aut R’, hence has coefficients in Og. U

f is invariant under the action of (
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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 S¥, we
now consider the action of Hecke operators on M(N, 1))y, as an object in PM7.

p O

Fix a rational prime p. By Lemma 4.2, [U( 01

) Uly(p,)—1 defines an endomorphism of
P

M(N, 1)) ars regarded as an object in PM . This induces an endomorphism
[U< g (1) ) U]w(Pp)71 : M(N7 w)M,! — M(N7 ¢)M,'
p

in PM?®»~

Lemma 5.1. (a) The action of the usual Hecke operator T, on My(N,1) corresponds

to that of the double coset operator [U< g (1) ) Ul on M(N,v¥)u, regarded as
p

an object in PM,?".

(b) Ifpt N, then the operator [U(g 2) Ulp(py)-2 acts on M(N,¥) e via(py) ' pF 2.
p

This corresponds to the usual Hecke operator S, on My(N, ).

0 1
tion. Then we have double coset decomposition UgU = [[h;U with h; = ¢g;g. The
usual Hecke operator T, on M (I';(M)) corresponds to that of the double coset operator

= [U( p 0 )pU] on the adelic modular forms M (U;(M)) [D-1, §11.1]. By definition,

0 1
T = [U(g 0 )pU] - Zh

By Proposition 3.7, this corresponds to the operator 7, def > kil on C® Fil*! Mo dr-
Therefore the operator Y, h; on (V ® My (U;(M)))Y corresponds to the operator Y, h; on
(V@ CaFil* ' Mypar)” = C® M(N, ) a1ar. The second operator is defined by

Z hi(z T @) = Y [gigle; ® gigv; = Y _lgigle; © g (py) " vy = [UgU]y(,)-

1,J 0,

Proof. (a) Denote g = (p 0 ) and let U = [],9:(¢Ug™ ) N U be a coset representa-
p

On the other hand, if f is in M, (U, ), then 1® f is in (V& My (U;(M)))Y and f — 1® f
defines an isomorphism Si(U,¢) = (V ® M (U1 (M)))V. Then we have

Z hi(l® f) = ZW(hi)_l ®@hif) =1® (Z U(hi) " hif).

(b) By definition, [U( g 2 )U]w(pp)fz is the restriction of the map My; @ V — My ®

V, 2@V {( g 2 ) ] £ @1(py) "2 to M(N, 1) ar. Let p = ||p,|| "¢ with p’ € Z* and let
p

> % ®@v; be in M(N, 1)y Since ( P Z(?)' is in U, we have

0
K )]xz®¢ i /)Ui:;%@vi.
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Thus

Z K Z())/ 1?' )} Ti © v = ;xl ® (P )i = P(p) ;xz & v;.

Then we have

Z {( g 2 )J i @ Y (pp) vi = ¢(pp)_1||pp||2_k sz & Vj.

O

Because of the lemma, we can write T}, (resp. S,) for the endomorphisms of Fil* ™" M (N, ) s ar,
Fil*? M (N, ¢) s car and Fil*! M (N, )1 ar defined by the coset operator [U( p 0 ) Ulp(py)-1
p

0 1
(resp. [U( o 2 )U]w(pp)—z).

5.2. Compatibility of the Hecke action with the pairings. Let w denote ( ](\)] _01 )
N

in H GL3(Z,). Let V' be the one dimensional representation
pIN

Hom(V, K) ® Ky-1oget

of U. We abbreviate o’ for 64 ® (1)~! o det). Fix a basis vg of V. Define w : V — V' by
sending vy to Uy ® 1, where 0y € Hom(V, Q) is such that 0g(vg) = 1.

Lemma 5.2.  (a) The operator [UwU],, defines an isomorphism
M(N7 770)]\/[ - M(OJ)M

n ?Mfgv( and [UwU| !t = [Uw ™ Ulutgp@etw). Stmilarly for M(N, 1Y) and M(N,¢) .
(b) The operator [UwU], : M(¢)prr — M(N, 0" )ary is adjoint to
N*2[Uw™ Ulursp(aetn)) * M(0)ary — M(N, )y
and coincides with ¥(—1.) N*2[Uw™1U],.
Proof. (a) We first note that both wU and UwU consist of matrices ( Z Z

M,(Z) with a,d € NZ, b€ Z* and ¢ € NZ*. So we have UwU = wU.

Foru:(a b)EUwehave
c d

) € GLo(Ag) N

o(w uw)vy = a( —J\C;Nb _;%N )vo = dn)vo

and
o' (u) (09 @ 1) = ' (((detu) "'d)n) 0o ® ¥~ (detu) - 1 = o~ (dy)dp @ 1.
since ¢ (detu/(detu)y) = 1. Therefore we have
w(o(w uw)vy) = o (u)w(vy).
Also w™tUp2w C Ups. So the operator
[UwU]yararz : M(N, ) — M(0") 2
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is well-defined and defines an morphism in PM3Y. Since M(o”) 2 2 M(0”) 5 by Lemma 4.1
(a), we have

[UwU], : M(N, ) — M(c")
To prove that the map is an isomorphism, consider —w = ( 0 1 ) . The same
N

argument as above shows that we have a homomorphism
[U(—=w)Ulwy : M(0") s = M(0" )it

in PM fg" where ¢” is the representation of U on V' = Hom(f?’ ,0) ® Op-104er Which is

canonically isomorphic to o, and where w' : V' — V" sends 0y to 0o ® 1 which is identified
with vy under the above isomorphism. Thus we have

[U(—w)U], o [UwU],, : M(N,9)pr — M(N, ).

Since [U(—w)U][UwU] = [U(—w)wU] = [U(NnI)U], the composition formula in Proposi-
tion 4.4 gives us
[U(—w)U], o [UwU], = [U(NI)U], = N*72.

Since N is invertible in O, [UwU], is an isomorphism in PM fﬁ and
[UwU];l - N2_k[U(_w)U]w’ = [Uw_lU]wt®¢(detw)-

The statements for M, and M, follow since [UwU],, commutes with the weight filtration
maps.
(b) By Lemma 4.11, the operator [UwU], : M(N,¢)ny — M(0')a is adjoint to

Nk_z[U’LU_lU]w/ : M(O',)M7g — M(N, w)M,!-
On the other hand,

Thus by Proposition 4.4,

UwlU], = [Uw™'U], o [U( Ny )NU]1 ° [U( e )NU]1
= (1) N*2[Uw U,
since (' 0 ) ) =w (= 1w) = 07 (=1) = U~ 1) O

Composing the operator [UwU],, with the duality morphism 6% defined in (25), we obtain
a duality morphism

(29) ok - M(N, ) ary — Homg(M(N, ¥ pr1, My (1 — k)

that becomes an isomorphism after tensoring with Q.

Let U" = Uy(N') and let ¢’ be a character of A* with conductor dividing N’. Then
we can construct the premotivic structure M(N’,¢)") 1 associated to 9" in the same way
as we construct M(N, ). Given [U'gU|;panr 2 M(N, ) pry — M(N' 9" )y where M’
is chosen with the additional condition g~ 'Uyg C Uy, let [U'gU]%L denote the adjoint of
[U’gU], with respect to the pairing morphism L.
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Lemma 5.3. (a)
[U/gU]f— = ||detg||2_k[Uw_1U]wt®w(detw) o [Ug_lU,]q-i®qp(det(g)) o [U’U/U,]w/

in PMM" for any M" with ¢ *Upprg C Unpr.
(b) For any prime p, T, is self-adjoint under the duality morphism 0% in PMOeN

Proof. (a) We only need to verify for the Betti realization. Let [, |, [, |, (, ) and (, )
be the pairings on Betti realizations induced by 6%, 0%,, 6% and 6%,. By definition we have
the commutative diagram

M(N,¥)hp  ®o M(N,Y)p SERN My(1—Fk)p

I Ul |

M(N, )15 0 MG ® (L odet))p ——1 My(1—k)p

[U’gU]-rl [U'gUIT |

M(N', '), 5@oM(0’ @ ('~ o det)) s ——s My (1 — k)p

I [U'wU'], s I

M, ¢)p @0 MV, W)hs  ~ My(l—k)p.

Then from Proposition 4.11 and Lemma 5.2
([U'gU],a,b) = [[U'gU],a, [U'w'U'], b
= [a,[U'gU]7 o [U'w'U"]urb]
= (a, [UwU]," o [U'gU]" o [U'w'U"]sb)
= (a, [Uw™ ' Ulwtgydetw) © [U'gU]" o [U'w'U")sb)
= (a, |ldetg|**[Uw™ Ulurgp(aetn) © [Ug™ U'lrtapaette)) © [U'w'U'Lurb).
This proves (a).

(b) Note that T,] = [U< (1) I? )U]w(pp)—l by Proposition 4.11. Then using Proposition 4.4
we find that [UwU][U( p(;’ ? )U] and [U( (1) I? )U][UwU] are both [U( ) ?VN :)1 >U] It
follows that

[UwU), T, =T, [UwUl,.
Then from (a) we have

—1T
T! = [UwU|;' T [UwU), = T,

w

Lemma 5.4. The duality morphism
0% - M(N, ¢)1.ar = Home, (Mi(N, 1) ar, My(1 — k)

has sign —1.
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Proof. Recall that for M(N, )i to be non-zero, we must have 1(—1) = (—=1)¥2. Fix
such a 1. By Lemma 5.2 and the fact that [, | has sign (—=1)*"!, we have, for z, y €
M(N, ) a5,
(,y) = [[UwU]uz,y]
= U(=leo) [N [Uw™ U, 3]

—ly, N* 2 [Uw ™' Ul.a]
—[[UwUl.y, ]

—(y, ). u

5.3. The action of Hecke rings. Let T denote the polynomial algebra over O = Og gen-
erated by the variables t,, where p runs over rational primes. Then Fil* = M (1) N1dr be-

0
coeflicients in O is stable under the action of the Hecke operators 7},, by Lemma 4.12 (c),
Fil* ' M (1)) vy.ar is also a T-module. Let a denote the annihilator in T of Fil* "' M(N, ¢) ar1ar
and let T = T/a. Similarly let @’ C a be the annihilator of Fil*' M (N, 1)y ar and let
=T/a’. Then T C Endg (Fil* " M(N, ¥)p1ar) and T C Endg (Fil* ™ M (N, 9)prar) -

comes a T-module with t, acting by [U ( P (; > Uly. Since the modular forms with Fourier
p

Lemma 5.5.  (a) The T-linear homomorphism
¢ : Fil" " M(N, ¢)ar1.ar — Hom(T, 0),
P(F)(T) = al(T(f)), feFI MN, ¢)arar, T €T,

with ay(T(f)) the first Fourier coefficient of T(f), is an isomorphism.
(b) For any pt N, Q® T is generated by the images of Ty for { # p.
(¢) The T'-linear homomorphism

¢ : Fil" " M(N,9)par — Hom(Q ® T', K),
o(UT) = ar(T(f)), f€Fil* " M(N,¢)prar, T €T

18 an isomorphism.
(d) For any pt N, Q® T' is generated by the images of Ty for { # p.

Proof. (a) The proof is the same as the proof of Theorem 2.2 in [Ri].
(b) Fix a pt N. Let T; be the subalgebra of Q ® T generated by the images of ¢, for
¢ # p. Consider the map

¢ : Fil* "' M(N,¢)ar1ar = Hom(Q ® T, K) — Hom(Ty, 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 Fil*' M (N, ¢)ar1ar. By definition, ¢(f)(T},) = a1(Tnf) = an(f). Therefore,

for f € ker ¢ we have a,(f) =0 when ¢ fn. It follows from | , Theorem 4.6.8 (1)] that
f =0. Therefore T = T}.
The proof of (¢) (resp. (d)) is the same as the proof of (a) (resp. (b)). O

Proposition 5.6.  (a) T acts on M(N,9), as an object in ?M}gﬁ.
K
(b) T acts on M(N, )y as an object in PMf{N.
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(c) @ is also the annihilator of M(N,¥)arcar and T' acts on M(N, ). as an object
. SK
in PM N
K
d) The maps M(N,Y)rre — M(N,Y)pr1 in PMEN and M N, )y — M(N, ¥y in
b b K bl

SK ,
PM,Y are T'-linear.

Proof. (a) We first prove that a is annihilates each of the realizations of M (N, )y . Let
¢:C — C, v+ v be the complex conjugation. By definition,

k-1 0o/ /- 00\ — ck—
Fil' M(N,¢)ypar = I°((d @ o) (1) 7 (FIF M(N, ¥)ar1ar)))-
Here
id®c: M(N,)aip@C— M(N,Y)yip®C, 1@ Q7

is clearly T-linear, as is I°° by Lemma 4.2. Thus a annihilates ﬁk_lM!(N, V) prar. So ais
the annihilator of

M(N,¥)arrar ® C = (Fil* ' M(N, ¥)pr1ar ® C) & (FiI" M(N, ) r1ar ® C).

Since I is T-linear, a is the annihilator of M(N,¢¥)a 5 ® C. Since the action of T on
C is trivial, a is the annihilator of M (N, )1 ar and M (N, ) 5. Then it is also the
annihilator Of ]\4(]\[7 w)M7!7A = M(N, w)M,!,B ®K K)\ and M(N, w)M,!,dR ® Qp-

We next show that T acts on M(V, 1), as an object in CPMSﬁ.
Fix a finite prime p. Recall that M(V, @Z))Mx is in fPM and, by Lemma 4.2, T,

M(N, ) pry — M(N, w)pM: is defined in PM} Sph = PM N 1 p|NE!, then S,y = Sn. So

T, is a morphism in PM N
If p + NE!, then for each realization M- of M(N, ) € PM®N | the corresponding
realization of M(N,¥),ars € PM®PN is given by

M, ? = B, X or A\—crys with A { pNE!,
M[1/p], 7=dR

Thus by Lemma 4.2, T}, acts on these realizations and observes comparison isomorphisms
among them. So to prove the proposition, we only need to give actions of 7}, on My crys
with A1 p and Mgr, and show that these actions observe the comparison isomorphisms I35
and 1"V, Fix a A | p. By Lemma 5.5, T}, is a polynomial of T,, ¢ # p, with coefficients
in K. Thus there is r € Z~( such that rT is a polynomial of T}, ¢ # p, with coeflicients
in Og. Since each T}, g # p, acts on M)\-Crys by Lemma 4.2, we have an action of r7, on
M -erys Which we provisionally denote by F. Further, T}, : My — M, gives rT, M, C rM,.
Since each T}, q # p, observes IV we have

V(E(Myerys)) = F(V(Myarys)) = F(M,) C My, = rV(Myays) = V(rMyerys)-

Thus F(Mycrys) S rMicrys. Since My erys for A  NE! is torsion free, we obtain a map
T Myerys — Myerys that observes IMYS 1 V(M) rys) — M. Then via I3 : Myr ®
Ox — Mcrys, we obtain a map r7E  Mar @ Oy = Myr ® Oy. Note that T; acts on Myg
for all £ and, by the first part of the proof, the action of T}, on Myr agrees with r~*F. Since
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Mir ®Z, =P Alp Mgr ® Oy, we have the following commutative diagram

Tp
Mo —— Mar[l/p] ——  Mar[1/p]

1
MdR L) MdR X Zp —F> MdR X Zp.

This shows that the image of Mag under 7}, is contained in Myg[1/p] N (Mar ® Z,,) = Myr.

Thus if we define T}, : Mycrys —+ Micerys by r~1F, then it is compatible with I*°Y% and

with I, So we have seen that T}, : My(N,¢)a — My(N, b),ar in PM5 extends to a
K

morphism T}, : My(N, )y — Mi(N, ) in TMf(N.

Thus we have shown that 7}, is a morphism in PM fé{’( 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 7), is self-adjoint under the pairing
between M (N,v)y and M(N,v)n,. defined in Lemma 5.3, @’ is also the annihilator of
M(N,¢)pre. The rest of the proof is the same as for part (a).

For (d), we only need to prove that each 7, commutes with these maps. This follows
from Lemma 4.2. 0

5.4. Premotivic structure for a newform. Now suppose that g is a (normalized) eigen-
form in Fil* "' M(N, 1) n.1ar for the action of T. So for T € T we have T(g) = a1(T(g))g.
Let K = K, denote the field generated by a1(7(g)), 7" € T and let I, denote the kernel
of the map T — K, T — a1(T(g)). Let M, C M(N, ), denote the intersection of
the kernels of elements of I,. By Proposition 5.6, M, is in PM3- for any S D SE. Let
My, =M, ® K € PM7.

Lemma 5.7. M, is a premotivic structure of rank 2 over K and Fil*! Myar = Kg. If g
is a new form, then the pairing on M (N, restricts to a perfect alternating pairing on
My, i.e., an isomorphism

N5 M, — My(1— k).

Proof. By [D-1, Proposition 12.4.14], M (N, o) ar, Where vy is the trivial character of
Uy (N), is free of rank two over FTy. It follows that M (N, )1 ar is free of rank two over
T. Thus M, is free of rank two over T/I, = K. By the injectivity of the g-expansion map,
we have Fil" ' M, 4 = Kg.

The pairing on M, is restricted from an alternating pairing. So it is still alternating. To
show that the pairing on M, is perfect, we only need to show that the pairing on My 4g ® C
is perfect.

By (29), <M(N, 77Z)>M,!,dR7 M(N, ¢)M,!,dR> #0. For a € Ig and x € ]\4(]\77 w)M,!,dR, we have
(Mg ar, ax) = (aMyar, ) = 0. Thus (M ar, [;M(N,¥) 1 ar) = 0. By strong multiplicity
one theorem,

Fil* ' M(N, ) aar = Kg + I, Fil"* ™ M(N, %) r1.4r.



59

Then
C® M(N,¥)mar
~(C @ Fil* ' Mi(N,¥)arar) + (I°(1d ® ¢)(1°))(C @ Fil* ' My(N, ) arar)
=Cg+C@ I, Fil' ™ My(N, ¢)arar + (1°(id © ) (17)")(g ® C)
+ (I*(d ® ¢)(I™) ™) (C @ I, Fil* ' My(N, ¥)arar)-
Thus
0 #(Cg,C® My(N,¥)umar) = (Cg,Cg + (I*(id @ ¢)(I*)~")(g ® C))
=(Cg,C® My 4r)-
Since M, 4r is two dimensional and the pairing in alternating, this implies that the pairing

on C® M, 4r is nondegenerate, as is needed. O

5.5. The L-function. Suppose that f(7) = Y a,,*™"7 is a newform of weight k, conductor
Ny and character ¢;. Associated to f is the L-function with Euler product factorization:

L(f,s)= Zann’s = H (1 —app™® + Y (p)p" 721 H (1 —ayp~ )"
n>1 PIN; pINy
Recall that A{ denote the representation of GLy(Af) defined by

lim Fil* ™" My, 4r ® C.
N
Then there is an irreducible subrepresentation 7(f) of A% of central character ¢¢|| ||*7*

such that f spans the image of m(f)Y*™¥s) under the isomorphism
(AR 2= Sy (1 (Ny))
(Here we view 9y as a character on At C A*). Moreover, we have the decomposition
Al =D ()
f

where f runs over newforms of weight k of any conductor and character. For each f we
have a factorization

m(f) = @pmp(f)
where 7,(f) is an irreducible admissible representation of GL3(Q,). For each p, we let
¢p = Up(Ny), so p is the conductor of m,(f). We let

vp:{(z ) ) € GLA(Z,)

Then ,(f)" is one-dimensional and we consider the double coset operators on it defined
by

a—lzcz()modpcp}.

0 10 0
tp:Vp(g 1)‘/’” t;’:Vp(O p)%’ szvp<g p)vp'

Then we have t, = ¥;(pp)a, and s, = ¥¢(p,)p*~2 on 7,(f)"». We recall the following
general facts about irreducible admissible representations of GL2(Q)):

Lemma 5.8. Suppose that ¢, > 0 and m,(f) has minimal conductor among its twists.
(a) mp(f) is special if and only if tyt;, = s,;
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(b) mp(f) is principal series if and only if t,t;, = ps,;
(c) mp(f) is supercuspidal if and only if t, = 0.

Suppose now that g is a newform of weight k, level N, and character ¢, with coefficients
in a number field K. For each embedding 7 : K — C, we have a newform 7(g) as above,
and so a representation 7., of GLy(A¢). The L-functions attached to M, are related to
those attached to the 7(g) by the formula

L(Mg ® qu_177—7 5) = L(T(g)> S)'
In fact, a stronger statement is true: For any primes p of Q and A of K, the representation
Dyt (M|Gp)™ of "W, is K-rational and corresponds via local Langlands to m,(7(g)) (where
we extend scalars to C via 7 and normalize the local Langlands correspondence as in | D
This is due to Eichler, Shimura and Igusa for A not dividing p/N,, by Langlands, Deligne
and Carayol [Ca0] for A 1 p, and by Scholl | ] and Saito [Sai] in general. In particular
M, is L-admissible everywhere; moreover M, = M>~ for an object M of PM[ which is L-
admissible everywhere. Using the compatibility with the local Langlands correspondence,

it also follows from the functional equations for the L(7(g), s) that Conjecture 1.2 holds for
M,

g
Finally we recall some basic properties of the local Langlands correspondence. In the

following, we identify characters of Q" with those of ‘W), via class field theory.

Lemma 5.9. Suppose that 7 is an irreducible admissible representation of GL2(Q,) and
p:'W, = Autc V corresponds to ||det||*/?1 via local Langlands. Then the following hold:

(a) The conductors of m and p coincide.

(b) The central character of 7 is the determinant of p.

(c) For any character 6 of Qy, ||det||/?(6 o det)m corresponds to Op.
(d) The trace of p(Frob,) on (V/NV)% is the eigenvalue of t, on 7.
(e) 7 is supercuspidal if and only if p is irreducible.

These properties already determine the correspondence explicitly if 7 is principal series
or special. In particular, if 7 = I(u1, p2), then plyw, is equivalent to py @ p2 and N # 0 if
and only if 7 is special. We shall also need the explicit description of the correspondence
due to Gérardin [G€] in certain cases where 7 is supercuspidal. For this we refer to sections
3.2 and 4.2 of | ].

6. THE ADJOINT PREMOTIVIC STRUCTURE

6.1. Realizations of the adjoint premotivic structure. A; = ad’M; is defined to be
the kernel of the trace map

HOHIK(Mf,Mf) — K.

It is a premotivic structure in PMf( for S O Sy.
For 7= B,dR or A, A;- has an integral structure given by

Age ={a € End(M¢2)|tr(a) = 0}.
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The extra structures on the realizations of A; are obtained by restrictions from those of
End(My). For example the filtration on Ay q4g is given by

Fil™ -Af,dR = {CL € Aqr C End(Mf7dR)|a(Fili Mf,dR) - Fil" vadR,Vj}

Afdr; n<—(k-1),

{CL S .Af’dR’CL<FﬂO Mf,dR) - Fil° Mf,dR}; —(k’ — 1) <n <0,
- {a S ‘Af7dR|CL(Mf7dR) Q Fllo Mf,dRa CL(FIlO MdeR) = 0}, 0<n S k— 1,

0, n>k—1.

The filtration on End(Mjy s 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 MTFY and to make A Fa-crys well-defined.

Lemma 6.1. There is an isomorphism detg A; = K in PMY, which restricts to isomor-
phisms deto, Ar2[1/NK!] = Og[1/NE!| for 7 € {B,dR, A}.

Proof. Setting M} = Homp (M, K) and noting that M; has K-rank 2 we find
detg Ay @ K =detg (A ® K) = detxgHomg (M, My) = detK(M}‘ ®K My)
Sdety (M§)*? @k detg(My)®?
= (det e (My)" @ detyc (M)
= GV ¢
The integral isomorphisms are proved in the same way. O

We note that A; and Homg (Ay, K) are isomorphic. There is in fact a canonical isomor-
phism defined by the pairing

(30) a® f tr(aof)

on each realization of Ay.

Note that if we replace K by K’ D K and S by a subset S’ of the primes over those in
S, then Ay is replaced by (A; ®x K')%'. If ¢ is a character AX — K* of conductor D’ and
f @1’ denotes the eigenform (of weight k, conductor dividing N;D'? and character 1 (¢')?)
associated to the eigenform 37, 5, ¥'(n,)a,e’™*. We will relate M; to the premotivic

structure associated to f ® v'.

Lemma 6.2. Let S D Sy be such that D' is invertible in Og. We have Mgy = Mp®@o My
in PM5.. We also have Aggy = Ay in PMj,.

It is sometimes convenient to assume that f has minimal conductor among its twists.

Proof. For the given character ¢/ : Z* — % of conductor D', let F = Q(¢prar), where
M > 3isasin §4.5, and let K’ = K ((pr2). Let N’ = lem(N, D’) and N” = lem(N, DD’, D'?)
where D is the conductor of ¢». Then we have a representation given by ¥'? : Uy(N") —
(Ok:)*.

With this setup, and U = Uy(N), U’ = Uy(N'),U" = Uy(N"), we define

0 : M(N,¢¥)prvr @ My — M(N", ¢¢/2)(D’)3M

to be the composite from the left column of the following diagram.
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M(N7¢)D'M®M¢/ C MD/M®'V¢,71 ®MF®O7Z’, =
- (MD’M X vqﬁfl)U 0y Mﬂ)/ MD’M & wal & J‘(O(XD/M) & Ol/"

‘| |

(MD’M (29 V¢—1 (29 Ow/)U, é MD’M X Vw—l X Ow/
[U”( LD )U’]ll zd[gdg']@agdidl
1" 12
(N ¢w ) é MD/3M ® V¢—1wl—2.

= (MD’BM ® walqb/fQ)U"

We will show that it restricts to an isomorphism My ® My — Mgy stated in the lemma.
We first show that 6 is well-defined. In the top half of the diagram, under the isomorphism

Mpy ® Vw& QMpr ® O¢/71 = Mpy® V¢71 & J‘CO(XD/M) & Oi/}’ —Mpy ® wal X Ow/

where the first map is from the proof of Lemma 4.6 and the second map is from cup product,
we have

M(N, %) prag @ M1 = (Mpragr @ V1)V @ (HO(Xprar) @ OV
- (MD’M & Vzﬁ*l X %O(XD/M) & O¢/>U/
— (MD’M ® ’\7¢,—1 ® Ow/)U,

Here the first map is by Lemma 4.6, the inclusion map is because U’ C U and the third
map is because the cup product is U’-equivariant.

We next consider the bottom half of the diagram. Let o’ (resp. ¢”) be the representation
of U on V' = Vy-1 ® Op—1 (resp. of U" on V' = Vy-1-2). Let 7 : V' — V" be the
1 1/D'

identify map of the underlying O-modules. Let ¢’ = ( o 1

U" N (g'U'g'"Y), then u is of the form

). If u is an element of

( a+D'N'c b+D'7'(d—a)— D2 Nc )

N'c -D'"'N'c+d
a /Q; ] " AN N N N
for some ( N € U'. Since uisin U”, we have N”|N'c, so —|c Then Cd(D,’N)W|ng(D,’]\/)c.
: N __N" _ N" IN__N - )
Since g7y v = pro we have D |gcd(D,7N) c. From this and the (1,2)-entry of u we get

d—a=0 mod D'. Thus

¢ odet(g' ug')v)
"(ad)~'v)

This shows that
[U”( LD )U’] (Mpras @ Vo1 @ Oy)V" = M(N, 9 2) (pryoar
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is well-defined. We also note that, letting A C 7% be a complete set of coset representatives
of (Z/D'Z)*, then g4 = ( L0 >,d € A gives a coset decomposition U” = [],94(U" N

0 d
(gU'g ).
Thus 0 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) Oar(f ® bar) = DY/ (=1) fy.
Tracing through the maps in the above diagram, we see that
f ® bdR E Fﬂk_l M(N, w)D’M,dR ® Mw’,dR

is sent to

S 0Y a9l © 90 (10 ¢/(a) € Mprans ® Vg e,

a mod D’d mod D’

Under the isomorphism
C ® Fil" ' Mparar = Brez/prmzy< M(T(D'M)),

the element ¢,/ f is sent to the vector ((B/t_laft)t7 t € (Z/D'MZ)*. For a fixed d € A
and for ¢ € (Z/D'®*MZ)*, in the notation of Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.7, we have
k(t') = (detgq||detgq|]) 't = d~ ' mod D'M and

_ ([ 1 0 1 Dt 1 0 L /1 —awp
f}/ - Pyd,t/ - 0 t/—l 0 d 0 d_ltl — 0 1 .

Then [gag] ® ga sends ((pf *f1)i ® (1® ¢/(a)) to

_ / 71a
o fdlt”( 1 —d D! ) s
t/

0 1

inC® Fﬂkil MD’SM = ®t/€(Z/D’3MZ)>< Mk(ro(D,3M), w—lwl—Q). Thus the t’-th entry of

SGh Y lgaglf @ gar(1@ ¢ (a))

a mod D’ d mod D’

in the above diagram is

Z Z CBth,afd—lt”( 1 —d D! ) ®¢'(a).
0

a mod D’d mod D’ 1
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Since f is from Fil* "' M(N,4) pras.ar, by Lemma 4.12 and its proof, the components of (f,);

are the same. Then we have

Z Z Cﬁfdlt/afdlt'|( 1 —da D! ) ® Y (a)

a mod D’d mod D’ 0 1

= > (> GMev)fe w( 4D
0 1

d mod D’ a mod D’

- Z Gw’¢/(—dlt/)1fn(t’)\<1 —d‘lt’D’_l)

d mod D' 0 1

= D'G,L(-1) ) wl(—dlt/)lfn(t’)’< 1 —d~ D'~ )

d mod D’ 0 1

where the last equation comes from D' = ¢/(=1)GyGy-1. By | , Lemma 4.3.10],
the last term is the image of D'¢)'(—1)f, under the isomorphism C @ Fil*~! Mps Mdr =
@y M (To(D"3M),1p1p’?). Then by Proposition 3.7 and its proof, we have (31), as needed.
Since 1’ is a character, we have
Hom(M; ® My, My ® My) = Hom(M;, My @ My © M\™") = Hom (M, Mj).

It then follows that Asgy = Ay. O

6.2. Euler factors and functional equation. For each prime p, we let 9, denote the
dimension of M ), for any A not dividing p, so

2,if p1 Ny,
d, = ¢ L,if p|Ny and a, # 0,
0,if p|Ny and a, = 0.

We set LpY(Ay,s) = Ly(Ay,s) if 6, > 0, and Ly¥(Af,s) = 1if 6, = 0. We let X, = Xc(f)
denote the set of primes p such that §, = 0 and L,(Ay, s) # 1. , and set

L™(Ay, s) HL“V (As, s) H L,(Ay, s)
PEXe(

We call the primes in Y, ezceptional for f.
Recall that if ¢, = 2, then writing

Ly(f,s) = (1= app™ +4@)p" 7 7%) 7 = (1 —app™) 7 (1 = Bpp )7,
we have
L,(Af,s)=(1— ozpﬁp_lp_s)_l(l — p_s)_l(l - a;lﬁpp_s)_l.
If 6, = 1, then

(A =pt)Tt if m,(f) is special;
(32) Ly(Ay,5) = { (1—p=5)~t  if my(f) is principal series.
To see this, note that if m,(f) is special, then py |, has matrix x ® ( >(<)é ’1k ) and is
indecomposible. Here x is unramified and y, is the cyclotomic character. So adopf, A has
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Xe * 0k
matrix 1 * . So adopjf \ is one dimensional acted by G, through the character
-1 ’
X

x¢- Since x¢(Frob,) = p', we have L,(As,s) = (1 —p~ 17571,

0

If 7,(f) is principal series, then py|g, has matrix ( %1 o ) with y; ramified and o

XXz '
unramified. So adopﬂ A has matrix 1 . So ado,ojf”A is one dimensional
X1 Xz
with trivial Gp-action. So Ly(Ag, s) = (1 —p~*)~ "

Shimura [Sh2] proved that L(Ay,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 7 : K — C gives
amap K ® C — C and we write L(M, 7, s) for the composite with L(M,s). Moreover, the
work of Gelbart-Jacquet [(G-J] and others (see | |) shows that

A(Af, S) = L(Af, S)FR<3 + 1)F(C(S + k — 1)

22 k—sp1=2k=39)/2 [ (A, S)F(%)F(S +k—1)

satisfies the functional equation

A(Afa S) = E(Afa S)A(Af7 1- 3)7
where €(Ay, s) is as defined by Deligne [De2]. Here we have used that Ay and Homg (Ay, K)
are isomorphic (using (30)).

6.3. Y-variations for non-exceptional primes. Let ¥ denote a finite set of rational
primes. We assume that no prime in S divides a prime in ¥ and ¥, C 3. The case when
Ye & 3 will be considered in §6.5. We define a premotivic structure M fE exactly as above,
but we replace Ny by N* = N; Hp‘sp and f(z) by the eigenform f¥(z) = Za;e%mz,
peEXL
where a], = 0 if n is divisible by a prime in ¥, and a], = a,, otherwise. We will next related
the premotivic structure of f* to the premotivic structure of f.
For positive integers m dividing N*/N; = [Les %, we let

—— [UE< me 0 )UL — mlk [UE( Lo )UL L M(N, ) — M(NZ, )
and define the endomorphism ¢,, of M (N, 1) by

1 ¢1 = 17 ¢p = _Tp> ¢p2 = pSp3
L4 ¢m1m2 = ¢m1¢m2 if (mlamQ) =L

Proposition 6.3. The morphism

1= 3 et M(N,0) = M(N,0)

induces an isomorphism My — MfE in PM®. Furthermore, var(f) = f>.

Proof. We first reduce the proof to the case when X contains a single prime.
Let ¥’ be a subset of ¥. Define U and M (N*', ) as above. Let ¥y C ¥; be subsets of
¥ and let m be a positive integer dividing N*! /N*°. Define

T e 1o
R O ) (R [ I U ) (PR [
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Also define ¢Z° to be the ¢,, defined above acting on M(N*° 1) and define yZ0-*1 =
€20E1 o X0,

Lemma 6.4. Let Xg C X1 C Xy be subsets of ¥. Let my (resp. ms) be positive integers
dividing N*' /N*0 (resp. N*2/N*1). The following equations hold.
(a)

Yo,X2 _ 21,

E0 2
mimso mo °

€ E206

(b)
¢21 o EEo Y1 __ 620 Y14 ¢7Enoz
(c)

Yo, X2 _ X1, 22 30,21
’lemg - ’Ymg mel :

Proof. (a). We only need to prove

[UE2( - )UEI]1 o [Uzl( - )UEO] [UZ2( I )UEO]l.

In Proposition 4.4 take U = U™, U/ = U= U" =U%,g=(' % ) ¢=(1 % )and
0 mao

0 m

7 = 7' =id. Then we have U] = U’. So in the double coset decomposition U’ = [[, Uju,U;
there is only one wuy which we can take I. Further W, = W] = U” and 7 = 1. This gives
us the desired equation.

(b). Because of (a) and similar multiplicity property of ¢,,, we only need to prove (b) in
the special case ¥1\3¢ = {p} and X2\ = {q} where p and ¢ are primes.

So we just need to prove the commutativity of the diagram

=0

M(NZ0, ) —" M(N%, )

30,2 30,2
€051 o1
Pl I

M(N217w> F M(Nzhaw)

q

for 0 <i4,5 < 2.
For this we first display the following elementary relations. Fix a prime number p. For

each integer i > 0, let V; = { Z) € GLa2(Z,)|c =0 mod p'}. Let A, = < (1) ;t ),t =
0,1,2. Let BOZI,Blz<g ?),BF({)’ 2) Then

/N
(SIS

(33) VaIVi][VoBVy] = [VaBVi] + [VeAVy]

and

(34) [VaBVa][Va A Vo] = { p[VaBA Vo] = p* 1 [Vady 1 Vo], 0<t<2.
If © > 0, then

(35> [V;-l—thV;—i-s][‘/i-l-s[‘/;] - [‘/i-l-thV;'] = [V;-&-SIV;HV;BtV;L 0<s,t<2
and

(36) Vi1 BVig] [Vie1 AV;) = p[Viapl Vi) = p*H [Via IVA).
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These relations can be easily verified applying Proposition 4.3 to double cosets in GL3(Q),)
instead of to GLa(Ag).
We now continue with the proof of Lemma 6.4 (b) and verify

20,21 Yo 21 0,21
(37) © ¢ 0= ¢ i epj .
Since a double coset product in GLQ(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 ¢ follows from [V, IVi][ViIV;] = [ViesIViis][ViesIV;] which is obvious. At the

prime p, the equation follows from
[V;—i-sAtV][VIV] [‘/i—l—sAtV;] = [V;—i—sj‘/;'—i-s][‘/i-l—sAtV;]v 0 S S,t S 2a

which is again obvious. At the prime ¢, the equation follows from (35) by choosing (s,t) =
(0,4). This proves (37) and hence (b) of Lemma 6.4.
(c) follows from (a) and (b):

¥0,%2 __  ¥0,22 ¥0,82 __ 21722 20721 21,52 4 g¥o,51
7m1m2 - amﬂng © Bmﬂng - Oé O OZ © B 6
E1,22 31,20 E0721 20,21 A B1,52 o 4F0,21
- O{ o /8 o OK o ﬁ - fme 77)’11 .
This completes the proof of Lemma 6.4. U

We continue with the proof of Proposition 6.3. For the given ¥ and m, let py,...,p, be
the primes in X. Let ¥y = ¢ and 2; = {p1,...,pi}, 1 < ¢ < r. With this convention,

we have €, = 0% and ¢, = ¢»’. Any positive divisor of szlpfp" is of the form
[T;—, p,0 <e; <6, Recall that before the lemma, we define
EOaET‘ — 20727‘ 20727‘
/71—[ i T ez © gbn pel'

Using Lemma 6.4, we obtain

z:0727‘ _ 7, 172
7H i T z 17 ez .

We therefore have

r 5111 T 61”1 5;%
30,2 i—1,2 r i—1,2
7= 03 = 30 D et =R )
1
i=1 e;= i=1 e;=0 e;=0

Thus to prove Proposition 6.3, we only need to prove it in the case when X contains one
prime p. Let ¥y = ¢ and ¥; = ¥. We consider three cases depending on 9, = 0,1 or 2.
Case 1: When §, = 0, then N* = N and + is just the identity map. We have also seen
that a, = 0. Thus a,, = 0. So f = f*¥ and the proposition is proved in this case.
Case 2: When 9, =1,

Y= €001+ €0 @y
By Lemma 6.4, for g # p,
Ty = =43 0 P 0 67— g 0 100 g
N N
o g o g = B 0 g 0 63

=yoT,.
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When ¢ = 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

[W+1BVE+1]([V1+1A0VHVBOV] P F Vi1 A1 Vi) [Vig1 BVA])
= [Vz’+1BVi] M[Vi] - [V;prvi] U/iBV;]
= [Vip IVi][V;BV;] — p2 "RV IV [V;BV] = 0.

So we get
TO’Y——QbElOEZOEl ¢ —qulOEEOElOQbEO
30,2 by 1-k, k— 2 30,2 >
:—610 1o¢p°o¢ —ptp 010¢p0
_ _pelzo,zl o(bzo +p1 kpk 2 E0 ] O¢§O =0.

This shows that vqrf is a multiple of f*. So to prove the proposition, we only need to
prove the last statement there.

We consider the action of v = €1 0 ¢; + €, 0 ¢, on f as a classical modular form. First
€10 ¢ = [UPIU]; acts on M(N,¢)pyr € My ® V by I ® 1, where M > 3 is chosen such
that N|M and Sy, = Sn. The action corresponding to I on the classical forms is I. Since
[ has rational coefficients, its image in ®ycz/mzyx M (M, 1)) is of the form (fo(2)), with
fo independent of ¢. Then, in the notations of Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.7, for each
t' € (Z/pMZ)* we have k(') =t mod M and 7 : Epp e — Eny defined by v = = 1. So
(fo(2))s is sent to (fo(2))e, ¥ € (Z/pMZ)* by eropr. Next US = U™n (( - )U( - ) g
So €, = p1—k[UE( (1) 2 )U]1 acts on M,y ® V by < 0 2 ) ® 1. The corresponding action

on ®;M(To(pN)) is given by taking, for each t' € (Z/p*MZ)*, k(') =t mod pM and

Yo @ By — Epuy given by vy = ( (1) p91 ) So €, sends (fo): € E:Mi(Lo(pM)) to
(fo(pz))e. Since ¢, = =T, €, 0 ¢, sends (fo(2)): to (—foz,)e- So by [ , Lemma 4.6.5],

v sends (fo(2)): to (fo=(2))w, as is needed.
Case 3: When §, = 2, we have p{ N and

20,251 b 30,2 = 0,21 b
T=6 ¢10+€p0 1O¢p0+€p2 O¢p20_

When ¢ # p, the relation T;y = 7T is proved in the same way as in Case 2. When ¢ = p,
we only need to consider the local factor of T}y at the prime p. The double coset product
of the local factor is

— [VaBVR][VaI Vol [Vo I Vo] + p' = *[Va BVA[Va AL U [Vo BVY|
— PP VaBVY] [Va A Vi [Vo Ba Vi .

By (34) with ¢t = 0, the first term is —[VoBVp]. By (34) with ¢ = 1 and (33), the second
term is —[VoBVy] — [VoAV]. By (34) with ¢ = 2, the third term is —[V5AVp]. Thus the
equation is zero, as needed. It follows that 7}, oy = 0.

We now show that v sends f to f*. This will complete the proof of Proposition 6.3.
As in the case when §, = 1, we see that the action of € o ¢; + €, o ¢, on the classi-
cal modular forms sends (fo(2)): € ®re@/mzy Mp(Lo(pM), %) to (fo(z) — (foir, (p2))r €

Brew/p2mzyc Mp(Lo(p>M),v). Further, the action of €, = pz(lfk)[UE< (1) 1?2 )U]l sends
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(fO(Z) t € EBte(Z/MZ)X]wk(]Ma w) to (fo(p22))t/ S @tlg(z/p2Mz)x Mk(pQM,w). Thus €p2 O ¢p2 =
P(pp) " ey sends (fo(2))r € @rez/mzyx Mi(M, 1)) to
W(pp) P fo(0°2))r € Bre@pemz Mi(p*M), ).
Therefore v send (fo(2)): to
(fo(2) = forr, (p2) + ¥ (p) P fo0*2))e = (o™ (2))u-
This is what we want. O

Proposition 6.5. Let o' denote the adjoint of v. Then

Vo =one, [ L3 (An D)7

peEX
on Mjy.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 6.3, we can again specialize to the case when ¥ has
a single prime p. Then we only need to consider the place at p.

When 6, = 0, y is the identity map and the formula is clear.

When ¢, = 1, we have

7:€1O¢1+€po¢p: [617617] [ (bl 1 :
P
By Lemma 5.3, we find that the adjoints are given by
e = [USIV]! = [U( 2 0 )Uz]l,
¢1 = [UIU]y = [UIU],,
el = p'F[Uw ™ Ulutap(detw) © [U< Lo )Uzh o [Uw'U¥],, = p~ ' {UIU¥]; and
p 0 _ p 0
O = _[U( T )U]fﬁ(pp)*l - _[U( T )U]w(l’p)’l‘

Then by Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 5.8,
cler ée
vy = i,di,][ » ”’} Vl}
Pp

t t
€61 €,6p

T, 1
=B () 0o =

p ks, if m, is special 1
- 0, 1 - —k . . . . .
p~"ps,, if m, is principal series =T,
[ (1=p ¢, if m, is special,
|l (1=pHe,, if m, is principal series.
By (32), this is what we need.
When 4, = 2, we have pt N and N> = p>N. Also

o3}
Y=€0p1+ €00, +e20d, =€, 6,62 | b
¢p2
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By Lemma 5.3,
i = [U”IU]} = [Uw ' Ulwrgp(denw) © [UIU™]y o [Uw'U>],
o 2 2.0 )
=P (% 1)U

—

=0 U 0 Uk =p w<p>[U(§ 1)U,

dy=—0( "% )y =—0( % )0l

qr =0 OS5 LUl =p P (D )Uzlz “[UIU%), and
d);z:p[U(pg’ ,i)U]fb(ppyz:p’“ "(p,) T UIUT, = o (p)p" ' UIU],.

So by Proposition 4.4,

ee et €p et €p2 b1
t to bt t t t
Y= [¢15 ¢pa ¢p2] Epel EPGP EP6p2 ()ZSP

6;261 6;2 €p 6;2 €p2 Dp2
T2 — (p+ De(p)p* 2 T, ptp+1) 1
=1, =Ty, % (p)p" "] T, pp+1) U(p)'p T, ~T,
p lp+1) W@)p") T (00 ()*) N (T — (p+ DY (p)p* ) [ e (p)p* !
1
=[0,0,(1—p YA +p ")V —v@) 2 "] | T ]
(p)p*~"

=(1—p HN(A+p )2 =vp) p "THemp
So the action of vy on M(N, ) is
(1—p (A +p ) =) P ad)(p)p*
=1 =p " NA+p ") =) 2 oy + 8,)) ()P
=1 =p (A +p )=o) o (ef + 20" + B)) Y (p)p*
= (1 =p (1 +p2 =) 'p () + B2 (p)p" .
On the other hand,
GeplU( % 0 VUL = ap, p ™) = p (L = 0y )
=p" ()1 —p (A +p 7% = (0f + 8)/(wbBp))
=p" ()1 —p (A +p 7% = (ef + B)v(p) '),

This proves the proposition when 9, = 2.

O

6.4. Integral structure for a X-variation. For a newform f and a finite set of primes

> invertible in O, we set
MF = M7 N M(N>,¢%).

Note that Fil*~* M5 4 = O- f¥ by Proposition 6.3. The image of A§M7 p defines an integral
structure for My (1 — k) of the form 77 ®o My (1 — k) for some fractional O-ideal ny C K.
We call n? the (naive, ¥-finite) congruence O-ideal of f. Note that n? is well-behaved under
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extension of scalars O’ ®q - if K C K’ and S’ is contained in the set of primes dividing those
in S.

Proposition 6.6. If My /) is an irreducible (O/\)[Gg|-module for every X in S, then the
map My — M} induces an isomorphism My — MY in PM?.

Proof. Fix a A € S. We will identify realizations of M; with their images in M? through
the isomorphism My — M fz Since My, is compact and )\"M? \» 10 € Z is an open covering

of M7y, there is n = ny € Z such that My C A"M7, and My ¢ A"T'M7,. So
Since M¥, /A and hence \*M7 , /A" My, are irreducible, one of the inclusions must be an
equality. The left inclusion being equal means My C A”“M?,/\, a contradiction. So we
must have A" M7, +Mjx C A"M7 . Then by Nakayama Lemma, we have My y = A"M¥ .

Define b = [],.g A™. Then b is a fractional ideal of O. Then Oy ® (b ®o M5 5) = M7,.
Then by the comparison isomorphisms between M? 5 and M? ) for A € S, we have

0r® (b®o MF ) = 0y @ My, A€ S.

Therefore M5 = b® M? - Similarly, using comparison isomorphisms between M*; , and

M> fa-crys, and between M?’dR and M?’g_crys, we see that Msqr = b ® M?dR in PMSS.

In particular, Filk! Mrgr 2 b® Filk! M?’dR. Since we have seen above that the image
of Fil*~! My qr under the isomorphism M; — M fz is O - f* which is also Fil*~! M?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
g =y [T Ly (An D)7

pPEX

Proof. We only need to consider the case when ¥ = {p}. Consider the following commuta-

tive diagram

Mg ®o My p —>< ) Mw(l —k)p

1 |
s s ()

M f}B®oM f,B — Mw(l - /C)B

Since v : My 5 — M*; p is an isomorphism, we have
(M5, My5)™ = (M5, M1 )™ = 157 @0 My(1 = k).
On the other hand, by Proposition 6.5,
(Y M5, 7Ms5)" = (v 0 YMys5, My) = (¢ My, My 5) Lo¥ (Af, 1)
When 4, =0, ¢,5, = 1 and we have
7~ @0 My (1 —k)p = (M5, Myp) Ly (Af, 1)
= 7L (Ap, 1) ® My (1 — k).
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When 4, =1, ¢,5, = —T, and we have

N5~ ©o My(1—k)p = () ap(Myss, My p) Ly (A, 1)1
=L (Ap, 1) @0 My(1 — k).
When 4, = 2, ¢,5, = pS, and we have

N5~ Qo My(1— k) = (p)p* (M, My 5) LY (Af, 1)
= ()" I L (Ag, 1) @0 My(1 — k).

This proves the corollary since p is invertible in O. 0

6.5. Exceptional primes. Suppose that f is a newform of weight k£ and character v with
coefficients in K, and that 1)’ is a Dirichlet character with values in K. Let g denote the
newform associated to f ® ¢, so f ® 1’ = ¢* where Y is the set of primes dividing the
conductor of ¢'. Combining Lemma 6.2 and Proposition 6.3, we have that M, = M;® My,
so Ay = A, in PM, for any S D S ¢ such that Condv is invertible in Og. So when studying
Ay, we can assume f has minimal conductor among its twists.

Let I’ denote the quadratic unramified extension of Q, in @p, and let H, denote the
subgroup of G, fixing F'.

Lemma 6.8. Let f have minimal conductor among its twists. If m,(f) is supercuspidal,
then the following are equivalent:

(a) p is in Xe;

(b) Ly(Ag,s) = (1+p~°)~Y

(¢) K\ ®xk, Myal|1, is reducible for some (hence all) X € S;

(d) Ky ®k, My x|, is induced from a character of H, for some (hence all) A € S;

Proof. (a) = (c): If p is in ¥, then L,(Af,s) # 1. This means that Ajé"’/\ is not zero
which means that Hom(My, M; ) 2 K,. By Schur’s lemma, this shows that, as a
representation of I, K\ ® K, My is reducible.

(¢) = (d): Assume that K\ ®g, My,|;, is reducible. Since the image of I, is finite,
K\ ®g, M falr, decomposes into Vi @ V5, of representations of I,,. Let Frob, be a lift of the
Frobenius in G,/I,. Since M /\‘Gp is irreducible, the two terms V; and V5 are exchanged by
Frob,, and preserved by Frobf). So Vi and V; are preserved by the subgroup of G, generated
by I, and Frob;, which is H,. Further My, is the representation of ), induced by the
representation V; of H,.

(d) = (b): If K\ ®k, My x|, is induced from a character of H, for some A € S. Then the

€
action of D, on K, ® i, Ax has the matrix X where ¢ is a ramified character

g_l

and y is an unramified quadratic character. Thus A{\" = K,(x) and x(Frob,) = —1. This
shows that L,(A,s) = (1+p~5)~!
(b) = (a): Clear. O

Suppose now that p is in . and 7 is an embedding of K in C. Note that ¢, is even by
the lemma (see VI.2 of [Se2]). Moreover the explicit description of m,(7(f)) in this case is
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given in Section 3 of [GG¢]. In particular, we have that

m(T()" oLz, = O(€)
for some character
£: 0% = (Op/p*/?)* — C*,

where V) denotes the set of matrices in GLy(Z,) congruent to I mod p/?, and O(¢) is

defined in §3.2 of | ]. Our hypotheses ensure that &/eoFrob, has conductor (pOQ)/2.
Let g, = ( (1) pcg /2 ) We recall the following properties of ©(¢):

Lemma 6.9. Let B denote the set of matrices ( * ° ) in GLy(Z,) with ¢ = 0 mod p. Let
c d p

D denote the set of matrices in GLy(Z,) which are diagonal modp®/?, and Cy = C with
the action of D defined by ( ‘Cl Z ) — Y(a).

(a) O(e)|p is irreducible.

(b) ©(e7!) 2 O(e) ¥ O(e) ® e o det.

(c) Homgp)(Cy, O(€)) is one-dimensional.

(d)

If 'V is a model over O for ©(¢) and X is a prime of O not dividing p— 1, then V/\V
15 absolutely irreducible.

Proof. (a), (b) and (d) are part of Lemma 3.2.1 of | |. (For (d), note that p is already

assumed to be invertible in O.) To prove (c), we use that 7,(7(f))"” is one-dimensional

with < 8 (1) ) acting via ¢(a) for a € Z. Conjugating by g, gives the result. O

Suppose now that Y is a subset of ¥.. For any prime p, we let \71 O with ( Z ) eV,
acting via ¥ (a).

Lemma 6.10. There exists a field Ko such that if Ky C K, then the following holds for all
primes p in Xo: The representation ©(e~1) has a locally free model \72 over O such that

(a) there is an isomorphism of O[GLy(Z,)]-modules
: V9 = Homg (V), O(p~" o det)).

(b) there is a surjection of O[ »|-modules
Vp 0 1
To i TeS L @)er 19V, =V,

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the lemma for Xy = {p}. We first assume K is sufficiently large
that ©(¢™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

w:V — Homg(V,0(p " odet)) and 7: res'”? o0 GLa(Zy)05 gV — Vl

These are isomorphisms after tensoring with O, for all but finitely many A in S. Using
Lemma 3.3.1 of | ], we may enlarge K so that for the remaining A, there are GLq(Z,)-
stable lattices V) in V ®¢ O, and isomorphisms

wh = Vy — Homg(V, O(xp~! o det)).
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Now replace V with V' so that V' ®¢ Oy = V' for these A and V ®¢9 O, otherwise. The
image of w and 7 are now of the form

aHomy(V,0(¢ "' o det)) and bV,

for some non-zero ideals a and b of O. To complete the proof, we further enlarge K so that
these become principal. 0

Now let X be any finite set of primes. Define
NEEJO = H per Hpcer&p’
pENOUS  pES
and let U = Up(Ng,). Write U = [], U, and consider the representation o5, defined by
VS, = QoV>

where V25, = V0 if p € ¥y —% and V, (restricted to U,) otherwise. Here the tensor product
is over all primes p, but the action is trivial for all but finitely many p. Note that if ¥y C X,
then Uy = U” and o5, = o(N,v).

Suppose now that 3 C 3. For positive integers m dividing Ny /Ny, define

o = m U (50 U M%) = M)

P20

where m’ = Hp m;, with m;, = pr/?if p e $yNY — % and m, = p’»(™ otherwise, and
T = ®7, where the tensor product is over primes p € ¥, N % — ¥. We now define
U 2
720 - EO m¢m
m

Note that if 3o C X, then €5 ST €m and ’yz ¥ is the same ~ as in Proposition 6.3.
For each prime p, we define the Hecke operator T, on Mi(o5,) (in what category) by the

double coset operator
% 0 b
P P

if p& %y and we set T, = 0 if p € 5. For primes p not dividing N*, we define S, by

[UEO( 0 p) UE} *2(pp).

Note that if ¥ C 32, then this coincides with the previous definition.

Lemma 6.11. For any p in Yo — X, the morphism € = egfﬁp} is 1njective and T, = 0 on

its image. Furthermore, its cokernel is torsion-free if p — 1 is invertible in O.

Pp)

Proof. Let M = My ez, M = Muyyer, U = US,, U' = U V= VE |V = ij{p}
We first prove the assertions concerning the kernel and cokernel. Note that € is the map

9p ® 7+ (M ®o V)U — (M ®o V/)Ul7
and the latter object can be identified with
Ind¥, (M} ®¢ V')V
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where the inclusion U" — U is defined by v’ — g, Y'g,. Tt therefore suffices to prove the

map
M®eV —  Indl, (M @ V)
r®y = (u— gur @ Tuy)
is injective, with torsion-free cokernel if p — 1 € O*. But this map can be written as a
composite

M ®o V= M Q¢ IndY, V' 2 IndY, (resy, (M) ®¢ V') = Ind¥, (M} @ V'),

where the first map is defined by sending y to (u +— Tyuy) for y € V, and the last map is
the induction of g, ® 1. Since M, Mj, V and V' are torsion-free, it suffices to prove that

V- Ind%, vV 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 ®¢ K is irreducible. The torsion-freeness then amounts to the injectivity after tensoring
with O/ for all A in S. The map is non-zero since 7, ®9 O/A 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

-1 /
Gy ©Gp: M= M = My sep/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 7, = 0 on the image of

((Fil’“*1 Mgr ® C) @ V)Y — ((Filki1 Mr®2C)® V')U/,
or equivalently, on the image of
G @7 (m(g) @ V)Y = (n(g) @ V)

for each newform ¢ of weight k. But by the definition of O(¢), (7(g9) ® V)V = 0 unless
mp(g) is supercuspidal of conductor exactly divisible by p®, so the result follows from
Lemma 5.8. U

It follows from the lemma and the definitions that @fuzo is injective and commutes

with the action of the Hecke operators 7, for all primes p. In particular, for p € S, the
operator 7T}, can be written as a polynomial in 7j for ¢ # p, and the same arguments as in
Proposition 5.6 show that T acts on M(og, )1 as an object of PM 2. Now define M7y, and
MfE’ED exactly as before, i.e., as the intersection of the kernels of elements of I;. Note that
if Xy C X, then MfE,Eo = MfE

Lemma 6.12. The operator v = ygf restricts to an isomorphism
Mpg, — My,

Furthermore if S is as in Proposition 6.6 and p—1 € O for all p € ¥y, then it induces an
isomorphism

0 b
Mf>20 - Mf720 :
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Proof. By Proposition 6.6, Lemma 6.11 and the commutativity of the diagram
0 by
Mis, = Mis,
% zi by
u
vaoz:O - vaozo ’
it suffices to prove that the lemma in the case ¥ = ¥,. Furthermore, by lemma 6.11, it

suffices to prove that
ck—
Fil* ' Mg, qr #0,

and this follows from the definition of 0% in terms of m,(f). O

Define w = wg, = ( ](3, _01 ) € GLy(Af) where N = N . Let 0 =03 and V =V§ =
N
@V, and denote by o’ the representation of U = Ug defined by
V' = Homg(V,0(1p ! o det)) = @Homo (Vs , O(1h ™! o det)).

P,%0?
Define w : V — V" as the tensor product of the maps w,, where w, is defined in Lemma 6.10
if p € ¥ — 3, and by sending a generator vy to the map vy — 1 otherwise. We then have
that
w(o(w tuw)v) = o' (u)w(v)
for allu € U and v € 'V, so the operator [UwU],, is well-defined and induces an isomorphism
M(O‘)] — M(UI)[.
Composing with the isomorphism
M(o")y — Hompg (M (o), My(1 — k)),

we obtain a perfect pairing

M(O’)[ XK M(U)! — Mw(l — l{)

Lemma 6.13. Suppose that p € X9 — 2. Let € = ngpu{p} and €' its transpose with respect

to the above pairings. Then €'e is a scalar divisible by p + 1.
Proof. Let U = UE,, U’ = Up(pNE, ) and U" = U 50 U" € g,U’g; " and [U : U'] = p+1.
Let V="V, 0 =05, 0 =o|y and 0’ = ags{p}. Define a pairing
M(o") @k M(c")y — My(1— k)
exactly as we did for M (o), using the same w and w. Letting
e = [U1U]}; e =[U"gU"]

we find that € = e; 0 €, €le; = p+ 1 and ey = [U'1U']5 for some U'-linear § : V — V. By
Lemma 6.9 (a), o’ is absolutely irreducible, so 4 is a scalar in O and €e‘e = (p + 1)9. O

)
Tp

The same proof as that of Proposition 6.5 now gives:

Proposition 6.14. Suppose that X9 C X, and p+ 1 € O* for all p € X, — Xy. Suppose
that X is any finite set of primes invertible in O, and let v = 7%02 Then

Yoy= ﬁ? H L,(Ay, 1)t
peEX

on M?EO for some non-zero 5 in O.
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Note also that together with the injectivity of @fUEO, Lemma 6.13 implies that the

pairing on M(0%, ) is alternating and induces an isomorphism
2 375

We let ¥y, be the fractional ideal in K such that AZMFy maps isomorphically to

N7, My (1 — k). Note that if ¥y C X, then 7y, = nF. 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 ¥y C 3. is such that
p—1€ 0 forallpe Xy, andp+1€ O™ forallp € ¥, —3Xy. Then

My, C N0} H Ly(Ap, 1)L

peEX

7. THE TAYLOR-WILES CONSTRUCTION

Our method for computing the Selmer group of A¢(1), is based on that of Wiles [Wi]
and his work with Taylor [ ]. We begin by recalling some definitions and results from
Galois cohomology. Then we give an axiomatic formulation of the method of [Wi] and
[ |, made possible by the simplifications due to Faltings (] |, 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 ¢ and suppose that K is a finite
extension of Q, with ring of integers O, uniformizer A and residue field k. We let >3 denote
the set of primes different from ¢. We let x, : Go — Z, denote the (-adic cyclotomic
character.
Suppose that for i = 1,2,
pi : Gg = Autg V;

is a continuous geometric representation whose restriction to G, is crystalline and short,
where short means that Fil* Dy (V;) = 0 and Fil° Dyt (V) = Dpst(V;) and that V; has no
nonzero quotient V' so that V'(¢ — 1) is unramified. We let V' = Homg (V3, V5). Suppose
that L; is a Gg-stable O-lattice in V;, and let

A= (K/O) X HOIH(_)(Ll7 Lg)

Below we shall define an O-submodule H} (G,, A) € H(G,, A) for each prime p. For each
finite set of primes ¥ C Xy, we define

Hy(Gg, A) € H'(Gg, A)

as the O-submodule of elements with restrictions in H, (G,, A) for every p € X.
First we define H. (G, A,) for each prime p and integer n > 0, where A, = A[N"T]. If
p # £, then we simply set

H,(Gp, Ay) = H (Gr,, AlP) = ker(H'(G,, A,) — H'(I,,, A,)).

To treat the case p = ¢, we let FR denote the full subcategory of finite Z,G-modules whose
objects are quotients of Gy-stable lattices in short crystalline representations. Thus FR is
stable under taking direct sums, subobjects and quotients, and the L;/A\"*1L; are objects
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of it. Recall that there is a natural O-linear isomorphism between H'(Gy, A,) and the
O-module of extensions of (O/A")[G,]-modules
0— Aining/LQ —F — L1/>\n+1L1 — 0.

We define H. (Gy, A,) to be the set of elements of H'(G, A,,) corresponding to extensions in
FR. Using the stability of IR under direct sums, subobjects and quotients, one checks that
H!(Gy, A,) is an O-submodule, and furthermore that it is the preimage of H! (G, A,i1)
under the natural map. Now define H) (G, A) = li_n} H)(G,, A,) for every prime p.

Recall that Bloch and Kato define a divisible O-submodule H{ (G,, A) C H'(G,, A) for
each p (see | | or [F-P]). Their Selmer group
Hg (Go, A) € H'(Gq, A)
is then the O-submodule of elements with restrictions in Hf(G,, A) for all primes p. If
p # £, it is clear that
Hg (Gy, A) C H, (G, A)
and equality holds if A’» is divisible.
Proposition 7.1. H.(G,, A) = H}(Gy, A) is divisible of O-corank
d = dimyx H*(Gy, V) + dimg V — dimg Fil® Dy_pys (V).
Proof. The divisibility of H} (Gy, A) follows from its definition, and the corank is computed
in | ] or [F-P]. One shows as in [Wi] that
H{ (G, A) C HL(Gy, A),
so it suffices to prove that
dim,, H. (G, A)[N] < d.
Since the kernel of H(Gy, Ayg) — H'(Gy, A) is contained in H! (G, Ag), we have
dim, HL (G, A)[N = dim, H} (G, Ag) — dim,(k @9 AS)
= dim, H](Gy, Ag) — dim,, AS* + dimp HY(Gy, V).
Therefore we need to prove that
dim,, HY(Gy, Ag) — dim,, H°(Gy, Ap) < dimg V — dimg Fil° Dy_rys(V).

We now sketch the proof that equality holds by the theory of Fontaine and Laffaille [F'-1.].
Recall from §1.1 that the category MFC. is equivalent, via the functor

tor
D — V(D) := Hom(Us(D), Qu/Ze),
to FR. Let k-MTF denote the category of k-modules in MF so that the functor V defines
an equivalence between xk-MJF? and the category of xk-modules in FR. Choosing objects Dy
and Dy in k-MF so that V(Dy) = L1 /AL, and V(Dy) = A\~ 1Ly /ALy, we have
dim,, Fil/ D; = dimy Fil/ Deyys(V3)
for i = 1,2 and j = 0,...,f/ — 1. The dimension formula then follows from the exact
sequence
0— HOHlH_Mf;(@l, @2) — HOmH’Fﬂ(®1, Dg)
— Hom,{(‘Dl, Dg) — Ethli_Mrf(gl, DQ) —0
whose construction we leave as an exercise (see also diagram (60) for a similar computation).

O
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Now we specialize to the case where p; = ps, each having dimension 2 over K with
dimy Fil* Derys(Vi) =1 (so also £ > 2). We assume also that L; = Lo, and let

A’ = (K/O) ®¢ ady L,
where ad{L; denotes the kernel of the trace map Endg L — O. We let A% = AY[A"*+!],
identify A? with a submodule of A, and define H. (G, A%), H.(G,, A?) and H} (Gg, A°) as

the preimage of the corresponding group for A. From the proposition above, we get
Corollary 7.2. Under the above hypotheses, H (G, A°) = H, (G, A%) and
dim, H' (G, AY) = dim, H°(G, AY) + 1.
Moreover if H°(I,, A°) is divisible for all p # {, then
Hy(Gq, A%) = Hy (G, A°).

7.2. An axiomatic formulation. Fix a continuous, odd, irreducible representation
Po : GQ — Autﬁ(‘/())

where Vj is two-dimensional over k. We impose the following two technical hypotheses on
the representations p, we consider:

e The restriction of py to G is absolutely irreducible where F' is the quadratic subfield
of Q(pue)-
e The Serre weight k of py is at most ¢ — 1.
We let ¢ denote the O-valued character of Gg having finite order not divisible by ¢ so that
qﬁxé_k has reduction detpy. Let K, denote K with an action of Gg via v, and define O,
similarly.
We consider continuous pseudo-geometric f-adic representations

p: Gg — Autg,(V,)

where V, is two-dimensional over a finite extension K, of K contained in K, p has determi-
nant wxé’k and reduction isomorphic to py over K. We let O, denote the ring of integers of
K,. We say such a representation p is an allowable lift of p, if its restriction to G, is short
and crystalline.

Suppose we are given a set N of allowable lifts. We assume the K-isomorphism classes
of the elements of N are distinct. For each p, we let X, denote the set of primes at which p
is not minimally ramified (see [[Di4]). For each set of primes X contained in %y, we let N*
denote the set of p in N such that ¥, C ¥ and write V* for the direct sum over N> of the
V, = K ®g, V,. We assume that N> is finite if ¥ is finite.

A trellis for N is an OGg-submodule L of V> such that for each finite set ¥ C %, the
O-module L* = LNV™ is finitely generated and the map K ®¢L> — V> is an isomorphism.
One checks that if p in N is such that K, = K, then L, = LNV, is a lattice in V). (Write
V, as an intersection of kernels of endomorphisms of V* defined by elements of OGg.)

A system of perfect pairings ¢ for L is an O[Gg|-isomorphism

©” 1 L¥ — Homg(L*, 04(1 — k))
for each finite ¥ C . Note that for each p in N*¥, p* induces a K,Gg-isomorphism
N, Vo = Kp @ Ky(1 — k)
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which we denote by ¢
We say that a prime q is horizontal if the following hold
e ¢ =1 mod/;
e p) is unramified at g;
e po(Fr,) has distinct eigenvalues.
If @ is a finite set of horizontal primes, we let Ag denote the maximal quotient of [ ], ., (Z/qZ)*
of (-power order.

Theorem 7.3. Let N be a set of allowable lifts of py (with distinct K -isomorphism classes
and finite N* for each finite ¥ C 3q), L a trellis for N and ¢ a system of perfect pairings
for L. Suppose that

° N@ ?é @,’

o if X C X0 is a finite set of primes and p € N?, then

ey =00 [ LoladgV,, 1)

peEX

for some sz in O,
e if () is a finite set of horizontal primes, then

ANQ < 4N #A
and ﬁg € O is independent of p € N,

Then every allowable lift of po is isomorphic over K to some p in N. Furthermore if
K, = K, then the lengths of

Hy (G, Ap) and  Oy(1 —k)/m, (AGL,)
coincide for any finite subset ¥ of X containing ¥,,.

Proof. One checks that to prove the theorem, we can enlarge K and so assume that s
contains the eigenvalues of the elements of the image of py. Note also that the hypotheses
ensure the existence of an element pyi, of N?. We may assume also that K = K, . and
we write simply Vi, and Ly, for V, - and L

We first recall the results we need from the deformation theory of Galois representations.
See | ], [Ma] and the appendix of | | for more details. We let € denote the
category of complete local Noetherian O-algebras.

Recall that if A is an object of € with maximal ideal m, then an A-deformation of Vj is
an isomorphism class of free A-modules M endowed with continuous AGg-action such that
M/mM is (A/m)Gg-isomorphic to (A/m) ®, V.

Suppose that X is a finite subset of ¥y. We say that M is of type X if the following hold:

e the AGg-module M is minimally ramified outside ¥;
e for every n > 0, the Z,Gy-module M /m"M is an object of the category FR;
e the AGg-module A% M is isomorphic to A ®e Oy (1 — k).

Consider the functor on € which associates to A the set of A-deformations of py of type
Y. By the results of Mazur and Ramakrishna, this functor is representable by an object
of €. We denote this object R* and let M* denote the universal deformation. We recall
also that R* is topologically generated by the elements t? for g in Gg, where t? denotes
the trace of the endomorphism ¢ of the free R*-module M*. In particular, R* has residue
field k.

Pmin *
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If ¥ C Xy, then M*>! is an R*'-deformation of V}, of type X5 and hence gives rise to a
natural surjection R*? — R*1.

Suppose now that p is in N and ¥, C ¥. Then O, is an object of C and there is an
O,-deformation M of py of type ¥ so that V, is K,Gg-isomorphic to K, ®o, M. We thus
obtain a continuous O-algebra homomorphism

Y. py
0, R~ — K,
so that K, = M*> is isomorphic to V,. The maps QPE for varying ¥ D ¥, are compatible

with the natural surjections R>2 — R*! defined above. Note also that if K, = K, then
A =0 and sz defines a surjection R* — O. In that case we have a natural isomorphism

(38) Homo(py/(p,)?, K/0) = Hy(Gg, A))

of O-modules where p> is the kernel of 6. In particular this is the case for p = pyy and
any finite X C Y.
We regard V> as a module for R” via

(39) R = [] K,
pEN

defined by the maps sz. Note that if g is in G, then t? acts on V> via the endomorphism

tr(p(g)) = g +v(g)x; "(9)g™"

which is given by an element of OGg. It follows that L* is stable under the action of R*
and that ¢~ is R>-linear.
We define the finite flat O-algebra T to be the image of R* in Endg L*. The maps QE

induce an isomorphism of finite K-algebras
K ®o TZ — H K
pENE
such that ¢ — (tr p(g)),en= for g in Gg. In particular 7> is reduced and
rankg L¥ = 2 - #N* = 2 - ranky T™.

Suppose that p is an element of N* such that K, = K. Write iP% for the image of p%
in 7% and IE for the annihilator of ?E in T*. Note that ’P? (respectively, Ipz) is the set
of elements in T* whose image in [[ K has trivial component at p (respectively, at each

P # p).

Now consider the O-module
) S /(7SS s

Q) = L*/(L*[P,] + L7[I]).

We define 77§ as the annihilator of the finite torsion O-module
Ou(1 = &)/, (N6Ly).
Lemma 7.4. The O-module QO is isomorphic to (O/n))?.
Proof. Note that the kernel of the projection L* — V,, coincides with that of the composite
L* — Homg(L”, 0y(1 — k)) — Homg(L,, Oy(1 — k))
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where the first map is ¢ and the second is the natural surjection. Denoting this kernel
by L, we have L, C L*[P>] and L,; C L*[I]. Furthermore both inclusions are equalities
since L”[P>] and L*[I>’] have trivial intersection. Therefore the O-module €2}’ is isomorphic
to the cokernel of the map
Lp — HOHI@(Lp, O¢(1 — ]{Z))
induced by ¢*, and this is isomorphic to
Homeg (L, Oy(1 — k)) @0 /1)
(in fact, canonically so as an OGg-module). O

Suppose that ¢ is a horizontal element of > and choose an ordering ay, oy of the eigen-
values of po(Fr,). We then have a unique decomposition

M* = My ® My
as an R*G,-module such that for i = 1,2, kK ®pe M{ is unramified with Fr, acting via

;. We let qu denote the character G, — (R*)* defined by the action of G, on M;". The
restriction of 5(12 to the inertia group I, factors through
Iq — Z; — A{q}

where the first map is gotten from local class field theory and the second is the natural
projection. We thus obtain a homomorphism A, — (R¥)*. If @ is a finite set of horizontal
primes, then we regard Rg as an OAg-algebra via these homomorphisms and so regard L%
as an OAg-module.

Now let p% denote the augmentation ideal of O[Ag], i.e., the kernel of the map O[Ag] —
O defined by § + 1 for § in Ag. Let S¢ denote the image of O[Ag] in the ring of

endomorphisms of L? and write P¥ for the image of p% and I? for the annihilator of P
in S9. Now consider the O-module

Q9 = L9/(LC[PY] + L9[I9]).
Lemma 7.5. The O-rank of L9[P?] is #N? and the O-length of Q% is at least #Ag - #NP.

Proof. First note that if p is in N9, then p is in N? if and only if Ay acts trivially on V,. It
follows that L? ¢ LR[P?] and (L°)* ¢ LP[I9] where (L?)* is the kernel of the projection
L9 — V% This kernel is the same as that of the composite

L2 — Homg (LY, 04(1 — k)) — Homg(L?, 0,4(1 — k))

where the first map is ¢ and the second is the natural surjection. Since L¢[P?] and L9[I¥]
have trivial intersection and
L& (L)*

has finite index in L@, it follows that L? = L9[P?] and (L?)* = LR[I?]. Therefore the
O-module L2[P?] has rank #N?. Moreover Q9 is isomorphic to the cokernel of the endo-
morphism vg of LY obtained by composing the inclusion L? — L9 with its adjoint with
respect to % and ¢?. Our hypotheses on the pairings ensure that that vQ = #Aqug for
some v, in OGy. O

The following is proved exactly as in [ | 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 Q,, for eachn > 1
such that the following hold:

b #Qn =T

e ¢ =1 mod (" for each q € Q,;

o R%" 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) = @,, 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 L9 is a free O[Ag]-module
of rank #N?. Since the adjoint of the natural inclusion L? — L€ is surjective, it induces
an isomorphism L®/p@L? — L? of R%-modules.

Setting A = k[[S1,...,S,]], B=r[[X1,...,X,]], R=r®o R and H = k®¢ L°, we shall
define B-modules H,, and maps ¢, : A — B, ¢, : B — R and 7, : H, — H satisfying the
hypotheses of Theorem 1.3 of [Di5]. We first choose surjective k-algebra homomorphisms
A — k[Ag,] and B — R, where R, = k®g R9". Define v, as the composite B — R,, — R
and define ¢, : A — B so the diagram

A — B

\ 1
H[AQn] — Rn

commutes. We consider L, = k ®9 L9 as a B-module via B — R, and define H,, as
L, /m% L, and 7, as the map induced by L% — 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 LY 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%min. We thus obtain the formula

2 -lengthy Hj(Gg, A%;.) = 2-lengthy pgmm/(pgmn)z
= ]'engtho QQ) = 2 : U(T]gmin>

Pmin

where the first equality follows from (38) and the last from Lemma 7.4.
Suppose now that ¥ is a finite subset of ¥y. Applying (38) and Lemma 7.4 again, together
with the inequality

lengthO H;)(G@v A?nin) S 1engtho H(Z}(GQ7 A?nin) - Z U(Lp(ad(l](vm 1))

peEY
obtained from a Galois cohomology argument, we find that

<2-v(n; ) =lengthy

Pmin "

We can then apply the implication (a) = (c) of Theorem 2.4 of [Di5] to conclude R* is a
complete intersection over which L* 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

K@oRE% Hf(

pEN
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induced by (39) is an isomorphism. Every allowable lift of py arises, up to K-isomorphism,
from a K-linear map K ®¢ R* for some X. It therefore arises from 9? for some pin N. [

7.3. The construction. Fix a number field Ky C C. Let Ay denote the prime over /¢
determined by our fixed embeddings Q — C and Q — Qy, and let S = {\o}. Let Oy denote
the valuation ring of )y in Ky, K the completion at A\g of Ky, O its ring of integers, A a
uniformizer and k its residue field.

We consider a representation

pPo - GQ — Autn(%)

as in the preceding section. We assume also that pg has minimal conductor among its twists
by characters Gg — K*. Let k denote the Serre weight and 1) the character associated to
Po, as in the preceding section.

If f is a newform, we let K denote the extension of K generated by the Fourier
coefficients of f, and Ay the prime over \g determined by our embeddings. Define K; as
the completion, O as its ring of integers and ~; as its residue field.

We assume that py is modular, in the sense that

ki @k Vo = Ky Qo, My,

for some newform f (which can have any weight level and character). We let N denote the
set of representations

Pr G@ — Auth MfM\f
such that where f is a newform of weight k£ character ¢) and level N; not divisible by /.
Thus N is in bijection with the set of modular forms f such that p; is an allowable lift of
po- From the work of Ribet and others, one knows that Ny is non-empty. (Combine the

main results of | ] and [Di2].)
Let 31 C ¥ denote the set of primes at which pg is ramified. We let X5 C ¥; denote the
following set of exceptional primes for py: those p = —1 mod ¢ such that py|G,, is absolutely

irreducible, but po|I, is not For each such p, & ®, po is induced from a character of H,, and
we let &, {, denote the pair of characters O — £* defined as in §6.5. We then write

mm GLQ( ) — AutKO V;Jmin

for the representation associated to §p, eg‘m for a distinguished vector and ,ugﬁ“ for a nor-
malized pairing. Here we assume K is sufficiently large so that

e K contains the values of 1/;

e for each p in Xy, 0", € emin are defined over K.

Write the Artin conductor N(po) as prcp. Note that ¢, is even if p is in Xy, We let
™ =0 if p is in ¥ and ™ = ¢, otherwise. For any prime p # {, we let ¢'** = ¢, + 9,
where ¢, = dim,, VO . For each finite X C X, we let c = ¢, or cmln according to whether
or not p is in 3. We let U; denote the set of matrices ( i Z ) € GLy(Z,) with ¢ € p,

where * can be min or max. We let U, = =U,* or U, min according to whether or not p is in

Y. We then set
P=T1uy =TTurm= ] Umn = Us(N®),
p

pEXS pgY

min

and 1)

where N> =[] ¢
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We have already defined a representation

min . min min
o, U™ = Autg, V)

for p € ¥y, If c;“in > 0, we define a;nin by mein = Ky with ( Z Z ) acting via ,(d),

where v, = ng- If p does not divide N(po) then o is trivial. For any p, we define

op s U — K by hp(d). We let o) = o™ or o™ according to whether or not
p € ¥. We then define the representation Vi° of U* as the tensor product over all p of V;)E.
Similarly we define the Op-lattice V* in Vj” as the tensor product over O of V.

If p € N*, then U fz = U” and 0? = Kot Qk, o®. We therefore have a natural inclusion
V, = K, @k M(c%),», induced by the isomorphism M; — M7. These give rise to an
inclusion

VE — K XK M(O’E)L)\O.
We define L* as the preimage of M(c%),,, in V>, where the integral structure is defined
as in §6.4 using V*.

Let T= denote the polynomial algebra over O generated by the variables t,, where p runs
over rational primes p such that p € ¥ or p € 3. We extend the natural action of O on V=
to one of T by defining the action of ¢, on V, to be 0 or tr(p(Frob,)) according to whether
or not p € . Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 7.3, we see that L* is stable under the
action of T>.

We also regard M(c*),,, as a module for T> where t, acts as the usual double coset
operator. We let m* denote the maximal ideal of T which is the kernel of the homomor-
phism defined by ¢, — 0 or tr(po(Frob,)) according to whether or not p is in ¥. We let M}
denote the localization of M(a*), , at m*. Thus M;" can be canonically identified with a
quotient (also a direct summand) of M(o>)y .,

Lemma 7.7. The composites of the natural maps

L — Mo - My

| AR K ®q M(O’E)L)\O — K ®q M;E
are isomorphisms of T=-modules.

Proof. Let T* denote the image of T* in Endg M(c%)1y,. Let I* denote the kernel of
T> — TEE, or equivalently, the annihilator of M.

As in | , §4.2] (see also | , Lemma 5.1.1]), one gets an explicit description
of K ®¢ 'I_Fig: There is an isomorphism

K et — [[ K
pENE

defined by (1®t,) + 0 or tr(p(Frob,)), according to whether or not p is in . We can then
identify V* with the T*-module

K @9 M(0™)10,[K @0 7).

It follows that the second composite in the statement of the lemma is an isomorphism. The
first is therefore injective and
L¥ = M(0™)i [17],

so it is also surjective. 0
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Suppose now that ¥ C ¥’ C X. For each exceptional prime p in ¥’ — 3, we have a map
Tp 1 VI VI pegtricting to VI — VIR (see §6.5). We define 7 : V¥ — V¥ as the
tensor product of the 7,. Let

N/:NE//Hpcp/2 and N:NE Hpcp/Q
p p

where the products are over exceptional primes in ¥ — Y. For positive integers d dividing
N'/N, we let d = dN/N* and let oy denote the matrix in My(Z) whose component at p is

< 0 ) We then define v : M (o), — M(c™"), by

0 1
- S e o
d

Then for each p € N*, v induces the identity map on V,. Furthermore v restricts to a map
M(o%); — M(c™),. Tt follows that L* ¢ L*". To prove that L = LJLE is a trellis for N,
D

we just need the following:
Proposition 7.8. If ¥ C ¥/ € X°, then L* /L% is torsion-free.

Proof. 1t suffices to consider the case ¥’ = XU {p} for some p not in U {¢}. We let ¢ = ¢,
v =max{1,c} and ¢ = J,.
Choose an integer N > 3 such that (p/, N) =1 and

A

Vi =ker(GL2(Z) — GLo(Z/NZ) x GLa(Zy))

is contained in kero”. We now define subgroups V, and V) of GLy(Z,) such that V, C

ker o is normal in U™, V) C ker 03 is normal in U;"* and

5
Vy (N epVpar .
i=0
(Recall that oy = ( p(;i ? ) unless p € X5, in which case a; = < pfocm (1) )p.) If pis in
3, we define V,, as the kernel of GLy(Z,) — GLy(Z/p™?) and V) = a1 V,a; " Otherwise,

we define V, as the set of matrices in GLy(Z,) congruent to < (1) 1( ) mod p°, and
- wox — = Y — c+6
Vp—{<y Z)’w_z_lmodp,y_()modp }

We then let V = V{V,, V' = VEV.. Let T denote the common subring of T and T

generated by the variables ¢, for p not dividing Np/, and let m = m* N T=mnNT.
We wish to prove that the map

K Qo LZ — K Qg LE,
is injective. The natural map L* — M(o>),,, is injective, so it suffices to prove the map

Kk Qo M(O‘E)Lm — Kk Qg M(O’E,)]’m
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defined in the same way as 7 is injective. Therefore it suffices to prove that
5
@ K @0 M(0™)1m = K Qo M(0™ )1
i=0

is injective, where the map is defined by

ép‘i |:U2,apiU2:| .
i=0 4

Since py is irreducible, m is not in the support of the kernel of M(V'). — M(V),; or M(V"). —
M(V”),. We can therefore identify the above map with the map

4
P 1 ®o0 (VF @0, M(V)) — 1 @0 (VF @0, M(V'))Fy
=0
induced by

0
Br [V V],
=0

We shall prove that in fact if § < 2, then
5
7PV @0, MV = (V' @0, MV
i=0

is injective, where V5 = k ®g, V= and V5 = k ®p, V>, and that the same holds after
localization at m if § = 2.

First suppose § = 0. If p is not in X5, then 4 is the identity and there is nothing to
prove. So assume p is in Y. By Shapiro’s Lemma, we can replace the target of 4/ with

/ UE

(%1 07 VE @0, M(V))
where o = o1 and the map is defined so the composite

V3 — Indgizla_l a VY = oV
is a~'7. Therefore it suffices to prove that

. > _
K ®Oo Vznn — K ®()0 IHngZ/a,l o lvénax
is injective. This holds because Kk ®g, Vg‘in is irreducible and x ®g, 7, is non-zero (since it
is surjective by its construction).
Now suppose d = 1. Let Vo = V5 = V5, V" = a,'V'a;, and A =V ®g, My(V”). Then

V" is normal in both U* and a]leEozp, and both groups act on A, where the action of
o ' U”ay, on Vg is defined by first conjugating by ay,. Note that the actions agree on

a;lelap =U*nN aglUZozp.
We claim that the map
A0 USap gy AU Aer U ap
is injective. To prove this, suppose there were a nonzero vector in A fixed by both «; U,

and AU”. Then there would be a nonzero vector in M;(V”) on which ( Z Z ) acts via
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¥, ' (d) for all matrices in U™ or a;, 'Us™a,. This contradicts the fact that ¢, has con-
ductor p°. It follows that the map

BUY @ AV pU”

where B = Vo ®p, Mi(V’) and the map A — B is defined by p~! [V/a,, V"] . Since V/V’ and
V/V" have order p, we can identify M(V')/ and M(V")} with M(V), and conclude v is
injective.

Finally, suppose that § = 2. Again we let Vo = V§ = VJ', V" = o, 'V'q, and A =
Voo, My(V"). We also define U to be the subgroup of U* generated by U* and a;lUEozp.
Then we have an exact sequence

0 — AV o A% Ton gy AT 5 po9' 0% 00
with maps defined by a — (a,—a) and (a1, as) — a; + ag. This gives an exact sequence
(40) 0— AV - BU @ AU - pv¥
where B = Vo ®p, M(V’), and the maps are a — (5(a), —a) and (b,a) — b+ [(a), with

3 defined by p~! [V'a, V"], . Now let C' = Vo @9, M(V); and D = Vo @9, M(V),, where
V =V NU. The proof of Lemma 3.2 of [Di1] shows the injectivity of the map C' x C' — D
defined by

(a,b) — [f/ 1. V] o)+ [f/apv} (0).
So we also get the exactness of
(41) 0 CY x oV = DU,

Now let A., B., C. and D, denote the T-modules defined in the same way as A, B, C
and D, but using M, instead of M. Then the natural maps C. — AY, D, — Bf and
D, — Af are isomorphisms. Since m is not Eisenstein, it follows that so are the maps
CU* - AV DU — BU and DU — AU. 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]). O

Recall that in §6.5, we defined a perfect pairing on M (c*),, and we now let ¢* denote
the paring
M(O‘E)[7)\O XK M(O‘E)L)\O — K.

Lemma 7.9. The restriction of ¢* defines a perfect pairing L* @¢ L* — 0.

Proof. First we apply Lemma 3 of | ] to choose a prime r > 5 at which no lift of pq is
ramified. It follows that L” can be identified with L*{"} compatibly with the map

M(GZ)!,)\O — M(GZU{T})!’)\O.

According to Proposition 6.14, the restriction to [/E of the transpose of this map with
respect to our pairings is given by an element of T* — m*, and so by Lemma 7.7, is an
automorphism. So to prove the lemma, we can assume r is in X.

Let U’ denote the set of < (Z Z ) in U* such that d, = 1 mod r, and similarly define

U" requiring a, = 1 mod . We let ¢’ and ¢” denote the restrictions of ¢* to U’ and U”
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respectively. If we define an action of T on M(¢”), and M(¢”), in the usual way and the
natural inclusions

M(O’)! — M(O’I)[ and M(O’)g — M(U”);

are T>-linear. We record the following as a lemma for future reference:

Lemma 7.10. The natural maps induce isomorphisms

M(0)1ms = M(0 )i mz and M(0); s — M(0")) px.

To prove this, note that we can replace ! by ¢ since m* is not Eisenstein. So we must
prove the inclusion

M(o") 7™ = M(o').

localized at m* is an isomorphism, and similarly for ¢”. Let u be a generator for U* /U’, then
u acts on M(o”), as p>~*S, for some prime p at which py is unramified and detpo(Frob,) =
pF~1. Tt follows that u acts as an element of 1 + m*. Since v has order r — 1, which is not
divisible by ¢, it follows that w = 1 on M(0’).n=. The same argument works for ¢” and
this completes the proof of Lemma 7.10.

Since U’ is sufficiently small, we have a perfect pairing between M(o”); and M (6’ @~ o
det), given by Proposition 4.8. We also have an isomorphism

M(c")y — M(6' @ ™" o det),
defined as in §6.5, and so we obtain a perfect pairing between M(o”), and M(c”),. It is
straightforward to check that the resulting isomorphism
M(c")1 5, = Home(M(a')1 5, O)
is T>-linear, and that the composite
M(0)15 @0 M(0)12y — M(0" )12, R0 M(" )12y — O
is (r — 1)¢™. It follows from Lemmas 7.7 and 7.10 that ¢* restricts to a perfect pairing on
L*. O
In view of Proposition 6.14, we only need to prove
HNY < #AQ#HN?
to enable us to apply Theorem 7.3. We shall in fact prove:

Lemma 7.11. For any finite set of primes X C %o and horizontal prime q &€ ., we have
H#NZAD = A HNE

Proof. First note that we may assume Y contains an auxiliary prime r as in the proof of
Lemma 7.9. Let T = T® = T®{4}, Choose an eigenvalue «, of po(Frob,) and let m denote
the maximal ideal which is the kernel of the map defined by ¢, — oy, ¢, — 0 for p € £, and
tp — tr po(Frob,) otherwise.

We let Uy denote the set of ( ‘cl Z ) in U* such that ¢, = 0 mod ¢q and d,, = 1 mod r, and
let U; denote the set of ( ‘CL 2
Agqy with Up/U;. Let o; denote the restriction of o> to U; for i = 0,1. Let T, denote the

image of T in Endg M(0;)1, for i =0, 1.

) in Uy such that ¢, has trivial image in Ag,. We identify
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Asin | , §4.2] (see also §6.4 of | ]), one can give an explicit description of
K®¢ 'I_Fo,m which shows that its dimension over K is #N*. Similarly one finds the dimension
of K ®o Ty is #NZHD . Since M(0;)y,, is free of rank two over K ®¢ T; (see §6.5), we
need to prove that

ranko M(01)1m = #A (g - ranko M(00)1m-
We shall show that M(o)m is free over O[Agy] and its Aggy-invariants can be identified
with M(0g)im. The case k = 2, trivial ¢ and 3y = 0 is done exactly as in §2 of | 1,
so assume k > 2, 1 is not trivial or s is not empty. It follows from the Hochschild-Serre
spectral sequence that

i M(og)e, if1=0;
H'(Aq M(o1)e) :{ 0,( ’ if i > 0.

This holds as ']T—modules, so it holds after completing at m. We can then replace ! by ¢ and
deduce the freeness of M(oy )1 from cohomological vanishing. O

7.4. Consequences.

Theorem 7.12. Suppose p : Gog — Autg V' is a continuous geometric representation whose
restriction to Gy is ramified, crystalline and short. If pg is modular and its restriction to
G is absolutely irreducible, where F' is the quadratic subfield of Q(u), then p is modular.

This follows from applying Theorem 7.3 to the set N constructed in the preceding section
for the twist po @ ¢’ of minimal conductor, where 1’ is unramified at £. Writing ~ for
Teichmuller liftings, we conclude that p ®x 1’1 is modular, where 1 is a character of
(-power order such that X}_kadetp has order not divisible by /.

Suppose that Ky is a number field with ring of integers Oy, and f = > a,e is a
newform of weight £ > 2 and level N with coefficients a,, in Ky. For primes A of Ky, we
write py » for the representation of Gg on

E®oM A
where O = Qg and & is an algebraic closure of Op/A. We use ¢ to denote the rational
prime divisible by A. Let Sy denote the set of primes A of K such that the following hold:

e )\ does not divide Nk!;
e ps has irreducible restriction to Gp, where F' is the quadratic subfield of Q(u).

2minz

The latter condition excludes only finitely many primes by the following two lemmas:
Lemma 7.13. For all but finitely many primes X, pr . 1s 1rreducible.

Proof. Suppose that A does not divide Nk! and py , is reducible. Its semisimplification is of
the form v @ 1hy where 1), and 1, are characters of Gal(Q(un()/Q). The representation is
necessarily ordinary at ¢ (see [F]), so one of the characters is unramified at ¢ and the other
has restriction X’;_l on I,. It follows that

a, = p" ' 4+ 1 mod A

for all p =1 mod N. If this holds for infinitely many A, then we get a, = p*~! + 1 for all
such p, violating the Ramanujan conjecture (a theorem of Deligne | D). O

Lemma 7.14. Suppose that X does not divide N(2k — 1)(2k — 3)k!. If ps is irreducible,
then so s its restriction to Gpg.
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Proof. Consider the restriction of py to I,. By results of Deligne and Fontaine (see [I]),
this restriction has semisimplification of the form X]g_l @ 1or wéf_l &) ¢§(k_1), where 1)y is a
fundamental character of level 2, according to whether or not a, is a unit mod .

Suppose that py is irreducible but its restriction to G is not. Then py ) is induced
from a character of G, and py,|;, is induced from a character of its subgroup of index 2.
It follows that the ratio of the characters into which py x|;, decomposes is quadratic. Since
by has order ¢? — 1, this forces either (¢ —1)|2(k — 1) or (£ + 1)|2(k — 1) and we arrive at a

contradiction. O

Theorem 7.15. Let f be a newform of weight k > 2 and level N with coefficients in K.
Suppose that X is a prime in Sy (as defined above), and let O = Og \ and K = Ky . Suppose

that ¥ is a finite set of primes not containing ¢ such that My y is minimally ramified outside
Y. Then the O-module

Hy,(Go, K/O ®¢ adgM;,»)
has length vx(n7).

Applying Theorem 7.3 to the set N constructed in the preceding section for the twist
po @ Y" 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 77?.

8. THE BLOCH-KATO CONJECTURE FOR Ay AND Af(1)

In this section we explain how to deduce the A-part of the Bloch-Kato conjecture | ]
for Ay and By = A¢(1), where f is a newform of weight k£ > 2, conductor N > 1, with
coeflicients in the number field K, and A is a prime in S; (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
[ ], 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 Ay is the scalar
extension of a premotivic structure with coefficients in a subfield K’ C 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 [ , Rem 2.10]). So we need
not be concerned with finding the smallest coefficient field for Ay.

8.1. Order of vanishing. Suppose that M is an L-admissible object of PMg and let
MP = Hompg (M, K(1)). We recall the conjectured order of vanishing of L(M,s) at s =0
[ , 111, 4.2.2].

Conjecture 8.1. Let 7 : K — C be an embedding and \ any finite prime of K. Then
ords—o L(M, 7, s) = dimg, Hf(Q, MY) — dimg, H(Q, MP).

Theorem 8.2. Conjecture 8.1 holds for both M = Ay and M = By if X is in Sy. More
precisely, we have ords—g L(Ay, T,s) = ords—o L(By, 7,s) =0 and

HO(@? Af,)\) = H%(Qa Af,)\) = H%(@? Bf,/\) = HO(Q7 Bf,)\) =0.
if A e Sf.
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Proof. Lemma 8.7 below shows that

L(Ap,71) =LAy, 7 1) ] Lo(Ap.71)
peXe(f)
is a nonzero multiple of the Petersson inner product of f with itself and hence it follows

that L(By,7,0) = L(Ay, 7,1) # 0 for each 7. It follows from the functional equation (6.2)
that

(k= De(Ay)
272
for each 7 as well. The absolute irreducibility of M \ for each X implies that End, jaq (Myx) =

K\, so H°(Q,A;,) = 0, and since M;, is not isomorphic to M, (1), we also have
H°(Q, Bf\) = 0. It follows then from [F-P, I1.2.2.2] (see also [F'11, Cor. 1.5]) that

dimg, H{ (Q, Ay ) = dimg, H{ (Q, By)

for all A\ and hence that Theorem 8.2 is implied by the vanishing of H} (Q, A; ). Theorem
7.15 shows that

(42) L(Ayf,1,0) = L(Af,7,1)#0

Hy (Q, App/ady, Mp) C Hi(Q, Afa/ady, My»)
is finite for A in Sy. Since the kernel of

Hy(Q,Apy) — Hp(Q, Apy/ady, My )

is finitely generated over Oy we deduce H}(Q, A; ) = 0 and Theorem 8.2 follows. O

8.2. Deligne’s period. We now recall the formulation in [I'-P] of Deligne’s conjecture
[ | for the “transcendental part” of L(M,0) for M = Ay or By. 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 Ay and By, 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

Af(M) = HomK(detKMg, dethM)

where T indicates the subspace fixed by F,, and ty; = Mgr/ Fil° Myg. Furthermore the
composite

R® M — (Co M)t "5 Re Mg — R@ ty

is an R ® K-linear isomorphism. Its determinant over R ® K defines a basis for R®@ A¢(M)
called the Deligne period, denoted ¢ (M).

Conjecture 8.3. There exists a basis b(M) for Ag(M) such that
L(M,0)(1®@b(M)) = c"(M).



93

For example, the conjecture holds for M = Q(2) with the basis b(Q(2)) of

Ar(Q(2)) = Homg(Q(2mi)*, Q[2])

defined by (277)? — —24,72. There are various rationality results for L(A;,0) and L(By,0)
in the literature (see for example | , Th. 2.3]) although the precise relationship with
Conjecture 8.3 for M = Ay or By is not always clear. In this section we recall the proof of
Conjecture 8.3 for M = A, and By and give convenient natural descriptions for b(A;) and
b(By).

We begin by observing that A}t p and ¢4, are one-dimensional over K. Furthermore,
complex conjugation

Fo: MﬂB — Mf’B

has trace zero and commutes with F,,, so it is a basis for A;{ - Note also that the natural
map
Af,dR — HomK(Filkfl Mf,dR; Mf,dR/ Fﬂkil MdeR)
factors through an isomorphism
ta, = Hompg (Fil* ™' My g, My ar/ Fil* " My gr).
The fundamental line A¢(Ay) can therefore be identified with
HOII’IK(Fﬂk_l Mf,dR ® Q . FOO, Mf,dR/ Fﬂk_l Mf,dR>‘

We shall describe b(Ay) by specifying the image of the canonical basis f®F, for Fil*=' M £.dR®
Q - Fxx where we view f as an element of My g by Lemma 5.7. Recall that we defined in
(29) a perfect alternating pairing

<'7 > : Mf QK Mf - Mw(l - k)?
and this induces an isomorphism
Mf}dph/ Fﬂk_l Mf,dR — HOHlK(Fﬂk_l Mf,dRa Mw(l — k)dR)‘

We shall eventually define b(Ay) by specifying the element (f, b(Af)(f®Fx)) of My(1—Fk)4r.

We can make a similar analysis of the fundamental line A¢(By). One finds that B} 5 and
tp, are two-dimensional over K. Note that By p can be identified with A}, ® Q(1)p and
that the natural map

A;B — HomK(M;fB, M;B) D HomK(MJZB7 M;B)
defined by restrictions is an isomorphism. We therefore have an isomorphism
detKB;fB — K(Q)B
which is canonical up to sign. To fix the choice of sign, we use a@ A o' as a basis for
detx A} p where a: M;fB — M p is any K-linear isomorphism. Next note that the natural
map
Bf,dR — HOIHK(MﬁdR, Mf(l)dR) — HomK(Filkfl Mf,dRa Mf(l)dR)
factors through an isomorphism
th — HOmK(Fﬂkil Mf,dRa Mf(l)dR>.

Using the isomorphism

detg M qr — Fil* ™' M;qr @k (Myar/ Fil" ™ M} qr)
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(with choice of sign again indicated by the ordering), we find that detxtp, is naturally
isomorphic to
(43) Hom g (Fil* ™' My ar, My ar/ Fil" ' M;ar) ® Q(2)ar-
We can therefore identify A¢(By) with

Hompg (Fil* " My ar @ Q(2) 5, (Myar/ Fil* ' Myar) @ Q(2)ar),
and we arrive at a canonical isomorphism

Ar(Ap) @ Ar(Q(2)) ® Af = Ap(By).

Fixing the basis F, of A;B and the basis 8 of Ag(Q(2)) which sends (274)% to +~2 this
defines an isomorphism of K-lines
(44) tw: Ag(Ar) = Ae(By)
so that tw(¢)(z @ y) = ¢(z ® Fi) @ S(y).

Lemma 8.4. We have

(R & tw)(c*(Ay)) = —5 5" (By).

Proof. Let I3} : C® Myqr = C ® My p be the comparison isomorphism for M;. Via the
natural isomorphism C ® Endg(My), = Endegr(C ® My) where ? = B or 7 = dR, I}y
induces the comparison isomorphism /> for both End(M;) and Ay: I°°(¢) = Iggopo(I53) "
A similar formula holds for ¢t (Ay).

Suppose now that z is a non-zero element of R ® Fil*~! M r.ar (for example, take z = g),
and write I59(x) =y +y~ with y* € C® MfiB. Then

¢ (Ap)(w @ Fu) = (I57) ' (1@ Foo) I35 () = (I57) '(y" —y~) mod R @ Fil"™! M gr.
Chasing through the above isomorphisms, one finds that ¢™(By) is characterized by

z® ¢ (By)(z ® (2mi)*) @ o = (2md)*(I37) " (y™) A (131) " (yT)

—1® %(m)?&(Af)(x @ F.,).

+ U

Recall that ¥.(f) is the set of primes p such that L}V(Ay,s) = 1 but L,(Af,s) = (1
p~°)~L. We write bgr for the basis of M,y 4r defined in §1.3, and set n = 0 or 1 so n =
k mod 2. Note that by Proposition 5.5 of [De3], we have e(M; @ My-1)/e(My-1) € K*.
The same proposition together with Lemma 6.1 gives e(Af) € K*.

Theorem 8.5. Let b(Af) € A¢(Ayf) be defined by the formula

Ek = 2!V e(M; © My-) H (LT+p") - (bar ® &7,

(L b(Af)(f ® Fx)) = 2¢(My—)e(Ay)
PEZe(f)

and b(By) € A¢(By) by the formula
(45) HBy) = (1~ K)e(Ap)tw(b(Ap)).
Then L(Af,0)(1®b(Af)) = ct(Af) and L(By,0)(1 ® b(By)) = c¢"(By).
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Proof. If we show
Pk — D)k — 2)le(My @ My )L™ (Af, 1)
dn2e(My-1)

in C ® My(1 — k)ar, then the statement concerning b(Ay) is an immediate consequence of
the functional equation (42). The identity L(By,0)(1 ® b(By)) = ¢"(By) then follows by
applying (R ® tw) to the identity L(Af, 0)(1®b(Ay)) = ¢ (Af) and using (42) and Lemma
8.4.

As in §4.5 put U = Up(N), let o : U — K* be the representation (2%) — ¢ (ay),
and choose a multiple N’ of N so that Uy» C U is sufficiently small. Put w = ( ](\), _01) €
GLsy(Ag) and denote by W = [UwU], : M(c)x: — M(6 ® (¢! o det))ns the isomorphism
in Lemma 5.2. Note that wwy' € U so we can work with w instead of wy. For any
one-dimensional K-representation o of U we shall view M (o)ys as a sub-PM-structure of
K ® My+. With I*° denoting the comparison isomorphism for both M; and K ® My we

have
(fict(Ap(f @ Fe)) = (f,(I*) (1 ® F)I*f)
= [f, (1) (1 @ Foo)I®W f]nr
= [U:Un|7H(f, (1)1 (1 @ Foo)IW f)nr.

We proceed with the computation of W f € Fil*~! M(6 ® (1)~" o det)) n+ qr. Note that the
field Ky generated by the Fourier coefficients of the newform f is either totally real or a
CM field and hence has a well defined automorphism p induced by complex conjugation.
It is known that the Fourier expansion f*(z) = > 7, afe?*™*" is a newform of conductor
N and character =1 | , 4.6.15(2)], hence represents an element of Fil*~! M;(6)n ar.
Recall that bgg is the canonical basis of My g = (H°(Xn/) ® Ky-1){z (Lemma 4.6) and
that My ®x My, has a natural map into M(6 ® (¢! odet))n via the cup product on Xy

(see (22)).

(f,c"(Ap)(f ® Fy)) =  (bar ® *71)

Lemma 8.6. We have
Pe(Mr @ My
(46) Wi = (-1l 2 M)

NG(Mw—l)

Proof. We fix an embedding 7 : K — C and compute the images of both sides in Sy (Up)
(we shall suppress 7 in the notation and view all elements of K as complex numbers via
7). Let ¢ € (Sp(Uyn') ®@c C,)Y denote the element corresponding to f. We then have
d(xu) = o (u)p(z) for all w € U and [(d)¢(z) = f(2) for all t € (Z/N'Z)*. Recall that
the isomorphism 8 : Sy (Un) = @, (z/nzyx Sk(I'(N')) was defined in (10) by .

B(EF)(1(2)) = (dety) ™' 5(7,9)*F (g:7(2)))-

for v € GLy(R)™, j((24),2) =cz+dand g = (;,%) mod N'. Note that since g, € U
we indeed have that

(dety) ™" (v, 1) o (g(i))
(dety) i (v, 1) o™ (g
(dety) (v, 8) (v (4)
f(2)

B(d)i(2)

NN
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is independent of ¢. A
Note that the element e?™/N' of F' = Q(e**/N") maps to e~2™/N" under the isomorphism
Mp = H°(Xyr) of 4.5. Hence bar = Y,z nzy< ¥(a) @ e™/N € C® Q(e2™/N') | when
viewed as an element of HgR(X N7), 1.e. a locally constant function, is given by
= Z —27Tiat/N _ @Z)(—t)_l Z w(a)e%ria/N
€(Z/NZ)* a€(Z/NZ)*

=(~t)"'Gy

= (=) "i"e(My-1,7).
If now ¢ € Sk(Un+) corresponds to f* then S(¢”):(z) = ff(z) is again independent of ¢
and the right hand side of (46) is given by

(47) PN ike(Mf %Mw_l,T)w(t)lfp.

The perfect pairing M ®@x My — My (1 — k) and the identity of Hecke eigenvalues [ ,
(4.6.17)] induce an isomorphism M7 = M; @x My-1(k — 1) = My(k — 1) so that the
functional equation for A(M; ® M,-1,7,s) can be written

(48) A(Mf X M¢—1,T, S) = E(Mf X Mw—l, T)NiSA(pr X Mw, T, k — S).

Recall that the definition (g|xy)(2) = det(y)*/2j (v, 2)*g(7(2)) for v € GLy(R)* defines a
right action of GL,(R)" on functions g : § — C. Put Wy = ( ). By [Miy, Th. 4.3.6]
we have

MMy & My-1,7,5) = A(f, s) = " NFPA(fu Wy, k — )
which together with (48) yields
fr=e(My® My, 7) "N fl, W
Hence (47) becomes
(49) t e (“1)FENF2T ()7 | W

Turning to the left hand side of (46) we have (W¢)(z) := ¢(zw) and ¢p(wh) = ¢(WoWy'h) =
d(Wx'h) where h € GLy(R)* and Wy € GLy(Q) is the matrix with image w (resp. Wy)
in GLy(A¢) (resp. GLs(R)). For v € GLy(R)* we have

det(h) % (h,i)*d(vh) =det(y)det(vh) " 5(7. k(i) *5(vh, i) b(vh)
=det(7)j (7. h(i)) ™ f(vh(i))
—det(7)" ™ (luy) ((i)).

Combining these equations we find that W ¢ corresponds to
t > det(h)Yi(h, )" (W) (g:h) =det(h) " j(h, i) ¢(ww ™ gawh)
—det(h) " j(h, i) (w gaw)p(wh)
—det(h)Lj(h, oo~ (w L gan) Sy h)
=0 (w ™ gaw)det (W) 2 (W) (R(0)).
Since f|,W3 = (—1)kf this last expression equals
(50) o (w ™ gaw) (=1 NP2 (W) (h(0)).
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For g, = (§,%) mod N we have w'gw = (*;' 1) mod N and o~ (w™lgw) = (t7) =

()71 So (49) and (50) agree which finishes the proof of the Lemma. O

The definition (24) of the pairing on o-constructions shows that (z, aUy)n = (x,y) @k «
where o € My, and (z,y) is the K-linear extension of the Q(1 — k)-valued pairing on My
defined in §2.4. Combining this with Lemma 8.6 the last term in (46) equals

(51) (U Une )7 S (I°) (1 ® Foo ) I® f°) @k aar

in C® K(1—r)qr @k My ar where

ikfne(Mf X Mw&)
Ne(My-1)

ikfne(Mf X Mw&)
Ne(My-1)

Q4R :¢(—1) ([00)—1(1®F00)[oobdR

= ¢(-1) P(=1)""bar

(with I°° also denoting the comparison isomorphism for M, ). For any premotivic structure
we have (Fo®@F) [ = [*°(F,®1) and we have (F,,®1)(f*) = f*since f* € KQMns ar C
C® K ® My qr. Hence
(I°) (1@ Foo ) I fP = (I°) N (Foo @ )T f7.
Under the natural isomorphism C ® K ® My p = (C® My g)'* the action of Fyy ® 1 ® 1
on the left hand side gets transformed into the action sending (x,) to 7 +— (Fior ® 1)(27)
where F ; is complex conjugation acting on C in the factor indexed by 7. Hence the
T-component of (51) equals
U= Un M7 (f), I®) " (Foor @ DIFT(f7)) @c T(aar)
=[U  Un7H(k = 2)1(4m)* o (N) (7 (), 7(F))rovn 7(@ar) @ 7

where ¢ is Euler’s function and we have used Lemma 2.2. Therefore (51) equals
[U = Uni] (ke = 2)1(dm)* 1 o(N')(f, flrav - car @ 057
— ISOOLO G 7) (k= 2)1(4m) 1 (f, P - e ® ¢

in C® My, (1—Fk)qr where [[1(N) : T(N")] is the degree of the covering T'(N')\$ — [';(N)\$.
Since the maps det : U — (Z/N'Z)* and SLy(Z) — SLo(Z/N'Z) are surjective one finds

[U:UN/] N)[SLQ( )ﬂU SLQ(Z)QUN/]
N')Lo(N) - T(N')]
N )$(N)[1(N) : T(N')]

N')$(N)S(N)[T'1(N) : T(N')]
where §(NV) = 1if N > 2 and §(N) =2 if N <2 (note that —1 € I'y(NV) iff N < 2 whereas

(52)

(53)

S S S S

(
(
(
(

—1 ¢ I'(N')). Combining this with Lemma 8.7 below we find that (52) equals
(= 21~ (k= DSNINGNIL™ (A 1) # (M@ M) |
FVIN) Tt Ne(My 1) "
Ik = 2) (k= DI (Af, De(My @ My-1) R
Am2e(My—1) an ‘

This finishes the proof of Theorem 8.5. 0
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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

)Ty = (k — DM(N)Zigcﬁ)LnV(Af’T’ 1)

for any embedding T : K — C and §(N) as in (53).

Proof. We fix 7 and write f for 7(f) to ease notation. By Theorem 5.1 of [Hil] (essentially
a reformulation of a Theorem of Rankin and Shimura) we have

B 4kﬂ.k+1 f; f )
Dk £,) = e I
(k— DIV NN,o(N/N,)
Where L(Sa f’ 7[}) = Hp Lp(S, f7 QE)?
Ly(s, [, )" = (1 = ¥(p)app™") (1 = ¥(p)ayByp™")(1 — U (p)Bp~")
and oy, B, are defined as in §5.5 for p{ N and o, + 3, = a,, a5, = 0 for p|N. Denote by
M, the exact power of p dividing an integer M. To show the Lemma it suffices to show
that

7 Cb(Np/pr) Cb(Np)
(54) Ly(k, f,)———— = LY(Af, 7, 1)
! Np/vap ? ! Np
for all primes p. If p { N this is immediate from §5.5. If N, = p and Ny, = 1 we have
a? = (p)p*~? by [Miy, Th. 4.6.17(2)] and m,(f) is special so that (54) holds true by
(32). The only other case in which a, # 0 is when N, = Ny, | , Th. 4.6.17]. In

this case ¥(p) = 0 and hence L,(k, f,v) = 1 whereas m,(f) is principal series so that
Ly (Ap,7,1) = (1 —p H™t = N,/¢(N,) by (32). Finally, if N, > 1 and a, = 0 then
Ly(k, f,0) = L)Y (Af,7,1) = 1, N, /Ny, > 1 and both sides in (54) equal (1 —p ). O

Remark. In the following, we shall not need the full precision of Theorem 8.5 but only the
fact that i*~7((k — 2)!)%e(M; @ My-1)/2e(My-1)e(Ay) is a unit in O = Ok [(Nk!)™!]. This
in turn is a consequence of Lemma 8.8 below.

Lemma 8.8. Let M be an object of PMy which is L-admissible everywhere and let T :
K — C be an embedding. Then e(M,7) = (M, 1,0) is a unit in Z[c(M)™'] where Z is the
ring of algebraic integers.

Proof. By definition €(M,7) = [], e(Dpst(MA|Gp) @k, C, 10y, dx,) is a product over all
places p of Q where the additive characters 1, and the Haar measures dz,, are chosen as in
[ , 5.3] and 7' : K — C is any extension of 7. The assumption that M is L-admissible

at p implies that the isomorphism class of Dy (My|G,) @, - C is independent of 7. The
definition of € in | , (8.12)] and | , Th. 6.5 (a),(b)] show that

€(Dpst (My|Gy) @Ky 7 C, 1y, dy) = 7—,‘5<Dpst(M/\‘Gp)’ Vp, dxy) € T/(KA(NPCX’))-

Replacing 7" by v7/, v € Aut(C/K (pp~)), and using the L-admissibility again, we deduce
from this formula that e(Dyst(My|G,) ®k, + C, 1y, dx,) € K (pipee). The remark after [De2,
(8.12.4)] shows that € can be directly expressed in terms of the A-adic representation M)
for A 1 p. Namely

G(Dpst(MA|Gp)v Vp, dy) = 50((M/\|Wp)ss7 Vp, dxp)det(— Frob |M)\Ip)_1
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where € is introduced in | , 85] and (M,|W,)** is the semisimplification of M) as a
representation of W,. Now for any A { p the W,-representation M, is the restriction of a
continuous G,-representation, hence carries a W-stable Oy-lattice. This implies, on the

one hand, that det(— Frob |M){”) € O3 and on the other hand, via | , Th. 6.5(c)], that
eo((Mx|W,)%% by, dxy) € Ox[ppe]*. Noting that with our choice of 1, dz,, the epsilon factor
equals 1 (resp. a power of i) for p{ c¢(M) (resp. p = o0) the Lemma follows. O

8.3. Bloch-Kato conjecture. We now recall the formulation of the A-part of the Bloch-
Kato conjecture. We assume that M is a premotivic structure in PMg such that M is
critical, L(M,0) # 0 and Conjecture 8.3 holds. We assume that A is a prime of K such
that

(55) H(Q, My) = Hg (Q, My) = He (Q, M) = H(Q, M) = 0.

This is conjectured to hold for all A under our hypotheses on M and it implies Conjecture
8.1. If M = Af or Ag(1) and A is a prime in Sy then (55) holds by Theorem 8.2.

Fontaine and Perrin-Riou ([F-P, I1.4]) define an Oy-lattice 0¢ z(M) in Ky @ As(M).
They assume K = Q, denote their lattice Ag(7") (where S is a finite set of primes and
T is a Galois-stable lattice in M) 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 O, and K, instead of Z, and @Q,. The arguments
of [F-P, IL.5] carry over as well, giving another description of d¢ (M) for which we need
more notation. Choose a Galois stable lattice M, C M, and a free rank one O -module
w C Ky @ detgty. We let (M) = deto, M, regarded as a lattice in K, ®x detx M5
via the comparison isomorphism 7. We let MY = Homg, (My, 0,(1)) € MP. Under
our hypotheses, the Tate-Shafarevich group III(M,) can be identified with H{(Q, M, /M,)
(which we know is an O,-module of finite length, as in the proof of Theorem 8.2). The

same holds for M%. Furthermore, by the main result of [F12] (also [F-P, 11.5.4.2]), 1I1(M,)
and II(MP) have the same length. In fact, there is an Oy-linear isomorphism
(56) HI(M?) = HOIHZZ (H_[(M)\), @g/Zg)

Finally, the Tamagawa ideal of M) relative to w is defined as
Tam,(M,) = Tam,, (M) - TamS, (M) - | [ Tamf(M»),
p#L

where the factors are defined as in 1.4.1 (and I11.5.3.3) of [F-P]. Recall that Tam,(M,) = 1
if M, is unramified at p # ¢ and that

Tam?_(M,) = Fitty, H'(R,My) = O,
if ¢ is odd. The argument of [F-P, 1.4.2.2] shows that if p # ¢, then
Tam®(M,) = Fitto, H(Tp, My
from which it is not hard to deduce that
(57) Tam)(M,) = Tam)(M5).
Viewing Homg, (/(M,),w) as a lattice in K ®x Ag(M), we have by [F-P, Th. 11.5.3.6]
_ Fitte, H°(Q, My /M,) - Fitto,H°(Q, ML /MZ)
B Fitto, I(MY) - Tam, (M)

(58) 5f’)\(M> I‘IOIIl(j)A (Q(M)\),CU)
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The A-part of the Bloch-Kato conjecture can then be formulated as follows:

Conjecture 8.9. Let M in PMy be critical, b(M) as in Conjecture 8.3, X a place of K
such that (55) holds and é¢ (M) as in (58). Then

O (M) = (1@ b(M))0O,.

Theorem 8.10. Let f be a newform of weight k > 2 and Sy the set of places defined in
§7.4. Then Congecture 8.9 holds for both M = Ay and M = Ag(1) if X € S.

Proof. We first prove a Lemma which relates Conjecture 8.9 to the value L*(M,0) for a
suitable finite set of primes .

Lemma 8.11. Suppose M, b(M) and X are as in Conjecture 8.9 and S is a set of places of
Q containing ¢, oo and those where M) is ramified. Assume ¥ := S\ {{,00} is nonempty
and L,(M,0)™ £ 0 for allp € &. Put b*(M) =[] .5 Lpy(M,0)b(M). Then Conjecture 8.9
18 equivalent to
Fitte, H(Q, MP /MP)
Fitte, HL(Q, MP /ML) Tamj ,(M,)

where HL(Q, MP /MP) was defined in §7.1.

pEY

Homg, (A(M)),w) = (1 ® b*(M))0O,.

Proof. By [F11, Prop 1.4] there is a long exact sequence

HI(Q}% M)\D/M?) p*

0 — H}NQ, MP /M2y - HY(Gg, MP /MP) —
@(@ )\/ )\) ( S >\/ )\) @H}(Q}nM)\D/M?)

peS
Hi(Q,My)" — H*(Gs, MY /M) — @D H*(Qp, MY /M) — HO(@Q,M,)* — 0

peS

where Gg 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 Hj(Q, M /MY) and
H}(Q, M,) are finite. The map p* is Pontryagin dual to the restriction map

H{(Q,M)) & D HHQ,. M),
peS

Clearly p is injective as Hp(Q,My) = H°(Q, My/M,) injects into H°(Q,, My/M,) =
H}(QP,M,\),:OTS for any p, for example some p € ¥. This argument also shows that p*

restricted to . oD
@ HY(Qy, My /MY)
Hi(Qp, MP/MZ)

= P H@ W)
peXU{oo} peXU{oc0}
is still surjective since the dual map is still injective. Hence we find an exact sequence

(59) 0 — Hg(Q, MY /MY) — Hy(Q, MY /M7)
= D HAQ, M) D HQ, My /M) — 0.

peEXU{oc0}

By [P, Proof of 1.4.2.2] we have for p € X
Fitto, H}(Qp, My) = Ly(M,0)~" Tam)(M,)
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since L,(M,0)~" # 0. In particular all terms in (59) are finite Oy-modules, and the state-
ment of Lemma 8.11 follows easily by taking Fitting ideals in (59), together with (58). O

For a prime A € Sy, recall that Ay = ady Myr. Put Byy = Apa(1). Identifying
dethAf with HOIHK(Fﬂk_l Mf,dR> Mf,dR/ Fﬂk_l Mf,dR)a we let

WA :O)\ X HOHI@ (Fllkil Mf,dRa Mf,dR/ Fﬂkil Mf,dR)

gHOHloA (Fllk_l Mf,dR ®o O)\, Mf,dR ®o O)\/ Fﬂk_l Mf,dR ®o O)\)
Similarly, identifying detxtp, with detgxts, ® Q(2)ar we define wp as wy ® L2,
Proposition 8.12. We have Taum?wA (Agpy) = Tamgwa (Bfx) =0y for A€ Sy.

Proof. With the notation in §1.1, we further denote by MF the category of filtered ¢-
modules as defined in [Fol, 1.2.1]. We denote by O,-MJ (resp. K,-MF) the category of
Ox- (resp. K)-) modules in the abelian category MJF (resp. additive category MF) and
by O\-MJF* (resp. K)\-MF?) the full subcategories with filtration restrictions as in §1.1.
Scalar extension — ®z, Q; induces an exact functor O,-M3JF — K,-MF where the notion of
exactness in MF is defined in [Fol, 1.2.3].

Now assume that D, D, are torsion free objects of O-MF* for some a and put D; =
D; ®z, Qp. Set D = Homg, (D4, D) and D = Homg, (Dy, Dy) which are objects of MJ and
MF respectively. We also have D = D ®z, Qy. An elementary computation shows that the
first two rows in the following commutative diagram are exact

_ .0
0 — Homo, nr(D1,Ds) — Fil°D =%

°] !

l> EXté/\_Mg(Dl,Dg) — 0

“]

0 — Homg, vr(D1,Ds) — Fil°D =%

D
1
D
(@ ‘l 1 1 ]
D(V

0 — H°(Qy, V) — Fil°D(V) 1% ) S H}Qe, V) 0

l) EXt}(A,MF(DLDQ) — 0

|| | 600 | I

0—  H°Q,V) — D(V) — DV)@ty —  H}Q,V) —0
where 7 is defined as follows. For n € D define an extension E, of Dy by Dy in O\-MF
with underlying O -module Dy & Dy, filtration
Fil' E, := Fil' Dy & Fil' D,
and Frobenius maps ¢’ : Fil’ E, — E,

(61) ¢'(z,y) = (¢'(x) + 19" (y), 0" ().
The same definitions for n € D lead to an extension in K\-MF. Then 7(n) is the class of the
Yoneda extension £, in Ext' (we shall identify Ext! with the group of Yoneda extensions
throughout).

To explain the remaining part of diagram (60) we first recall the notion of admissibility
from [Fol, 3.6.4]. A filtered ¢-module D" in MF is called admissible if the natural map
Biris ®g, D' = Beyis g, V(D') is an isomorphism where V(D') is the Gy-representation

V(D) = Fil°(D' @ Bepis)*®%=.
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The functor D' — V(D’) is fully faithful and exact on the category of admissible filtered
¢-modules, and induces an equivalence of this category with the category Rep,,,;s(G¢) of
crystalline K,[G)]-representations (see [Fol, 3.6.5]). If D' = D' ®z Q; for some object
D" of MF® then D’ is admissible by [F-1, Th. 8.4], and for such D’ we have a natural
isomorphism V(D') = V(D) ®z, Q; by (1). If D' = D’ ®z Q; for some object D" of
MF* then we can extend the definition of V by V(D’) = V(D'[—al)(a) (Tate twist) and
we deduce again that D’ is admissible. In particular D; and D, are admissible, and then
D is admissible by [Fol, Prop. 3.4.3]. Putting V := V(D) and V; := V(D;) we have an
isomorphism of Gy-representations V' = Homg, (V1, V2) by [Fol, 3.6].
Coming back to diagram (60), the map ¢ is just the natural isomorphism

D 2% By ®g, D 2 Beyis @g, V < H(Qq, Boris ®g, V) =: D(V)

and e is the boundary map in Galois cohomology induced from the short exact sequence of
Gg,-modules

(62) 0 = V(D) = Fil°(Byrsy ®g, D) —2% Bepis ©g, D — 0
as in the proof of | , Lemmad4.5(b)]. It is clear that K,-MF“ is closed under extensions

inside K,-MF hence we obtain a chain of isomorphisms

0" Exti_yp(Dy, Dy) < Exti (D, Dy)
Exthep,. (Vs V) = Exthy, g, (K, Hompe, (Vi, Va)) = HH(Qr, V)
for i = 0,1. Here A! sends a Yoneda extension
0—->V,—=>Vs =1V, —=0
to the pull back to K - 1y, € Homg, (Vi, V1) of the induced extension
0 — Homg, (V4, Vo) = Homg, (Vi, V3) — Homg, (V3, Vi) — 0.

The maps v* (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 | , Lemma 4.5(b)] for the two lower rows). We shall verify
the identity 0'm = e, all the others being straightforward. Consider the commutative
diagram

0— Vo — Fil°(Beris ®0, Da) 10%9,

(63) [ | IS

0 — Vo — Fil'(Bepis ®g, (D2 @ D1))*™" — Fil’(Beris ®g, D1)*™" — 0

Beris ®Q[ D — 0

where all unnamed arrows are natural projection or inclusion maps, the top row is (62)
with D replaced by Dy, and the action of ¢ on Dy @& Dy is given by (61). For ¢ € D,
the extension ec(¢)) is the pullback of (62) under K)(1 ® ¥) C Bews ®g, D. To compute
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(AY)"tew(y) apply the exact functor Homy, (V1, —) to diagram (63). Via the isomorphisms
Homp, (Vi, Beris ®q, D2) =Homp, ek, (Beris @g, Vi, Beris ®q, Da2)
=Homg,,, ok, (Beris ®q, D1, Beris ®q, D2)
= Beyis ®g, Homg, (D1, D3),
Homy, (V4, Fil’(Ba.is ®q, Do) 2 Fil’(Bs ®g, Homg, (D1, Ds))
the first row becomes isomorphic to (62) and the image of
1y, € Homg, (V4, V1) = Homg, (Vi, Fil’ (B ®q, D1)%")

in Beis ®g, D is 1 ® 1. Hence (A')"tew(t)) is represented by the lower row in (63). But
from the definition of 7 it is immediate that the lower row in (63) is the image of 7 (1))
under the functor V. This gives the identity 6'7 = es.

Put T; = V(D;) for ¢ = 1,2 and T" = Homy, (71, T>) with its natural G-action. Then,
since T} is torsion free, H'(Qy, T') naturally identifies with the set of equivalence classes of
extensions of O,[G/]-modules

(64) 0Ty, — T3 =T, — 0.
Since the functor V is exact on O,-MF?, and since O,-MTF* is closed under extensions in
O)-MTF, we obtain maps

@i : EXt%)\_Mrf<D17 Dg) (1 EXtZ‘)A_MS‘“(@l’ DQ) — EXt%)\[Ge] (T17 Tg) = Hi((@g7 T)

analogous to the maps #°. The faithfulness of V implies that ©° is injective and fullness
of V implies that ©° is surjective and that ©! is injective. The image of ©! lies in the
subgroup

Hi(Qq,T) == {[T5] € H'(Qq, T)|[V3] := [T5 ®z, Q] € Hp(Qp,V)}

since V(D3) ®z, Qp = V(D3 ®z, Q) is a crystalline representation. Conversely, if (64) lies
in H}(Qg, T), the G,-module T3 is a submodule of a crystalline representation V3 so that
D(V3) lies in K,-MF® and hence T3 lies in the essential image of the Fontaine Laffaille
functor V, Ty = V(D3), say. Since V is full the extension (64) is the image of a sequence
0— Dy — D3 = Dy — 0in O-MTF* and since V is fully faithful and exact this sequence
is exact, hence represents an element of Extg (D1, D2). We conclude that

(65) o' ExtéA_Mg(Dl, Dy) = H}(Qg, T)

is an isomorphism. It is clear that §’¢’ = ¢'©" where ¢ : H(Q, T) — H'(Qu, V) are the
natural maps. The last row in (60) induces an isomorphism

detr, H*(Qy, V) ®x, det;gH} (Qp, V) = detg, D ®p, det;gD Rk, det;(itv

= det ty
and the Tamagawa ideal is defined in [F-P, 1.4.1.1] so that
(66) deto, H*(Qy, T') ®o, detg, Hj(Q, T) = Tamy,(T)w™".

Using the fact that ©° is an isomorphism together with (65) and (60) one computes that
the left hand side in (66) equals det@i@ /Fil’ D so that Tam),,(T) = O, if w is a basis of

deto, D/ Fil" D.
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These arguments apply to Dy = Dy = My \crys Which is an object of O\-MTFCif \ e S,
more specifically if £ 1 N and ¢ > k. We have 71 =T, = My, and T = As )\ & O0). Our
choice of w, then ensures that Tamy,, (As,) = Ox. For By = Ay(1) we can use the same
argument as long as both Dy = My .crys and Dy = M\ crys[1] are objects of O\-MF.
This is the case if £ > k+ 1 or if | = k + 1 and M \_crys has no nonzero quotient A in
O0,-MJ with Fil* ' A = A.

Lemma 8.13. Ifa; =0 mod A then My _crys has no nonzero quotient A in O\-MTF with
Fil" ' A = A.

Proof. By | ] we know that the characteristic polynomial of ¢ on M := M ) crys is
X? — ;X + ¢ (£)f*1 hence ¢ has characteristic polynomial X2 on M := M ®g (O5/\).
Since

(67) M = ¢(M) + ¢* ' (Fil* ' M)

and dimg, /» Fil* 1M = 1 the map ¢ is nonzero, hence conjugate to (34). Since o =
1F=1¢*=1 = 0 on Fil* "' M and because of (67) we have Fil*"' M = ker(¢) = ¢(M). It is now
easy to see that M is a simple object in Oy-MJF: Any proper subobject N C M is ¢-stable,
hence contained in ker(¢) = Fil* "' M and we have Fil*"* N = N. But again by (67) we
find ¢*1(Fil* ' M) Z ker(¢) = (M) so that N = Fil* ' N = 0. If A is a nonzero quotient

of M then A is a nonzero quotient of M hence equal to M and we find Fil*' A # A and
Fil*"' A £ A. O

It remains to prove Proposition 8.12 for By, in the ordinary case a, # 0 mod A (and
[ = k+1). We use the fact that By = A%(1) and appeal to the following conjecture, a
slight generalisation (from Z, to O,) of conjecture Cgp(V') of | ] (we also use a similar
generalisation of | , Prop. C.2.6]).

Let V be a crystalline representation of G, over K and T' C V a Gy-stable O,-lattice.
Let w (resp. w*) be a lattice of

det, D(V)/ Fil® D(V) (resp. dety, D(V*(1))/ Fil° D(V*(1)))
so that we obtain a lattice w ® w*™! of dety, D(V) via the exact sequence
(68) 0 — (D(V*(1))/Fil’ D(V*(1)))* — D(V) — D(V)/Fil° D(V') — 0.

Let (T, w,w*) € Beis ®g, K be such that t (V) @ deto, T = n(T, w, w*)w @ w*~! under
the comparison isomorphism B..;s ®q, detx,V = Be.is ®q, detgx, D(V). One shows that
n(T,w,w*) € Q) ®q, K | , Lemme C.2.8] and that in fact n(7,w,w*) € 1 ® K up to
an element in (Zj" ®z, 0))*.

Conjecture 8.14. For j € Z, put h;(V) = dimg, FiV D(V)/FiV*! D(V), and put T*(j) =
(G—=Dlif7 >0 and T*(j) = (—1)j((— JN7Lif 5 <0. Then

TarnZ
~ =0 ™*(—5)" T, !
> Tamy. (T* AH (T w,wt)”

Remark. One can show that upon taking the norm from K, to Q, all quantities in this
formula transform into the corresponding quantities obtained by viewing V' as a representa-
tion over Q, rather than K. Since the norm map K; /O — Q, /Z/ is injective it suffices
to prove the conjecture for K = Q.
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We make Conjecture 8.14 more explicit for V' = Ay ,. In this case we have h;(V) =
for i = 1 —k,0,k — 1 and h;(V) = 0 otherwise so that [T,I*(—j)~"") = (- ) l(k—
1). For A € Sy Lemma 6.1 shows that the isomorphism ch ®q, detg, V = Beris Qq,
detg, D(V) is induced by the functor V for the unit object in PM?%,, hence sends dete, A
to deto,Asar ®o Ox. The computation of tp, before (43) works with My g replaced by
M;ar ®o Oy and the pairing (30) on Ay gives a perfect pairing (Asqr ®o Ox) @ (Afar Ko
0,) — 0O,. Hence we find that wq ® w,}l is a basis of detg, Asar ®o Oy via the exact
sequence (68). We conclude that n(Af .y, wa,wp) = 1 and that Conjecture 8.14 reduces to
the assertion

O)\ Tamgwfx (‘Afy)\) = O)\ Tamgij (Afy)\(l))

Moreover, we know from the first part of the proof that the left hand side equals Oy if A € S;.
Now Conjecture 8.14 is shown in | | for K\ = Qp and V an ordinary representation
of Gg, (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 Ay
is implied by ordinarity of My which in turn is implied by a; # 0 mod A. This finishes
the proof of Proposition 8.12. U

We shall first prove Theorem 8.10 for M = By = Af(1) in which case Lemma 8.11 applies.
Fix a prime A € Sy and let ¥ be the set of primes dividing N if N > 1 or put ¥ = {p} for
some prime A {p if N = 1. The isomorphism v : My — M fz of Proposition 6.3 satisfies

V=t ] Ly (B 0)

peEY
by Proposition 6.5 where ¢ = []; _,(—a,)[]; - Y(p)p*~t € O (it is well known that a2 =
Y(p)pF~tor aZ =Y(p)pFPif 6, =1 | , 4.6.17]). Moreover, ~ induces an isomorphism

By = Homy (M, My(1)) — By := Homy (M7, M7(1))
and an isomorphism 7 : A¢(By) — Ag(B}) so that
v(b)(z @ (271)%) @ 1* = Yarb(Yqp (¥) @ (270)%) ® ¢°
for b € A¢(By) and o € M7y For such b and z we have
(@, 7(0)(x ® (271)*) ® 1) =(yqr (), 7arY (D) (z @ (271)*) © %)
=(van (2), var 1 (0) (z @ (2m0)*) @ )¢ | [ L3 (By, 007!
peEX
(69) =(1ar (#), b(yar (v) @ (2m0)*) @ %) | | Ly (By.0)!
pEX
Recall that Fil*~ 13\/[de = O f% = O0-v(f) by Propositions 6.6 and 6.3 where O =
ﬂ)\esf K N O,. Note that if ¢’ is an O,-basis for
Homo, (0(Byn),ws)
= Homo, (Fil* 7' M7 g ®0 0(Bya), (M7 qr/ Fil* ™ M7 ) @0 Ox @ 17%)
then
b(f” @ (2m)*) @2 = (M de/ Fil*! Mf ar) ®0 Ox
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and hence

Ox - (f7 V(7 @ (2mi)*) @ *)” = Oy My(1 — k)ar
where 77? 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 A € Sy

Ox - (f*,70™(By)(f* @ (2mi)*) ® ¢*)*

= Ox - ([V(B)(f @ (2m0)*) @ %) [ ] Ly (B 0)7
peEL
= 0x- (£ 0(B))(f@ @2ri)) @) [ Lo(By,0)
PEEe(f)
= O)\(bdR X Lk_1> == OAM¢(1 - k)dR'
Applying Lemma 8.11 we must therefore show
Fitto, H*(Q, Bf,/B%))
Fitto, Hy,(Q, BP,/B?,) Tamy,, (By.)
Using Proposition 8.12, the fact that A; = BY and the vanishing of H°(Q, Ay/Ay) for
A € S this reduces to the identity

Fitto, Hy,(Q, Apr/Afn) = OW?

77? = O)\.

which is Theorem 7.15.

By (56), (57) and Lemma 8.12 the factor in front of Hom(#(M,),w) in (58) is the same
for M = Ay and M = By. The isomorphism tw defined in (44) maps Home, (A(Af),wa) to
Homoe, (0(By),wn), hence d¢ \(Af) to d¢ \(By). Theorem 8.10 for M = Ay therefore follows
from Theorem 8.10 for M = By, together with Theorem 8.5 and the fact that (1 — k)e(Ay)
is a unit in O,. O
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