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On the refined ramification filtrations in
the equal characteristic case

Liang Xiao

Let k be a complete discrete valuation field of equal characteristic p > 0. Using the
tools of p-adic differential modules, we define refined Artin and Swan conductors
for a representation of the absolute Galois group G with finite local monodromys;
this leads to a description of the subquotients of the ramification filtration on Gy.
We prove that our definition of the refined Swan conductors coincides with that
given by Saito, which uses étale cohomology. We also study its relation with the
toroidal variation of Swan conductors.
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polyannuli 1650
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Introduction

The ramification theory for a complete discrete valuation field k with possibly
imperfect residue field «; was first studied by K. Kato [1989]; he used étale co-
homology and Milnor K-theory to give a detailed description of the ramification
of a character of the absolute Galois group Gy, or equivalently of its maximal
abelian quotient sz. A. Abbes and T. Saito [2002; 2003] extended Kato’s work
by providing G with the ramification filtration Fil® G} and the log ramification
filtration FilfogGk satisfying certain properties. Saito [2009] later defined a natural
injective homomorphism

rsw : Hom(Filfy G /Filist Gy, ) — Q4 (log) ®c, m "k

MSC2000: primary 11S15; secondary 14G22, 11580, 11S31.
Keywords: ramification filtration, Swan conductor, refined Swan conductor, p-adic differential
module, Dwork isocrystal.
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for each a € Q. ¢, where Oy is the ring of integers of k, 7ty is a uniformizer, «y is the
residue field, and Q}C (log) is the module of logarithmic differentials; he called it the
refined Swan conductor homomorphism. This provides some further information
about the subquotients for the log ramification filtration on Gy.

Along a different path, G. Christol, B. Dwork, S. Matsuda, Z. Mebhkout, and
their collaborators used p-adic differential modules to give an interpretation of
the Swan conductors of representations of G, when the residue field « is perfect.
They associated a p-adic differential module over an annulus to any continuous
representation of Gy, and proved that the Swan conductor of the representation is
related to the radii of convergence of the local solutions for the differential module.
K. Kedlaya [2007] generalized this approach to include the case in which the
residue field is imperfect, by giving the definitions of Artin conductors and Swan
conductors for a representation of G. The author [Xiao 2010] verified that this pair
of definitions coincide with those naturally associated to the ramification filtration
and log ramification filtration of Abbes and Saito [2002; 2003]. An important
consequence of this comparison result is the Hasse—Arf theorem for the ramification
filtration and the log one [Xiao 2010, Theorem 4.4.1], which states that the Artin
conductors and Swan conductors are all integers.

In this paper, we give an alternative definition of the refined Swan conductor
homomorphism as well as their nonlog counterparts, using p-adic differential
modules, and we will compare our definition with that of Saito. Let us describe the
basic idea of the definition. In this introduction, we assume for simplicity that
has a finite p-basis {151, e Em}. Let K be the fraction field of the Cohen ring of «y
with respect to bi,...,by. Let By, ..., B, denote the canonical lifts of by, . .., by
to K, respectively. Let A }((no, 1) be the annulus over K with coordinate T and
with radii in (ng, 1) for some 79 € (0, 1). By the aforementioned series of work,
one can associate to an irreducible p-adic representation p of Gy with finite image
a differential module € over A}((no, 1) for the differential operators dg = d/0T
and 3, =93/0By, ..., 3, =03/3B,,. Let t = —p'/(P~D denote a Dwork pi and put
K’ = K (). When p is of pure ramification break b, that is, when p(Fil’TGy)
is trivial but p(Fil’Gy) is not, the following naive picture is helpful as a guide
to intuition. Suppose that there exists a basis of € ® ¢ K’, with respect to which
d0, 01, . . ., Iy act per the prescription:

do=xT"""'Ny, 9=aT"Ny,...,0,=0T "N, (0.0.1)

where Ny, ..., N, are matrices in Og/[[T]. For each j € {0, ..., m}, we use ]Vj
to denote reduction of N; modulo the ideal (x, T'); these matrices commute and
have coefficients in k. Take a common (generalized) eigenbasis ey, . .., e; for all
N ;3 set 0; ; to be the (generalized) eigenvalue of N ; associated to e;, viewed as an
element in K,flg. One may then define the multiset of refined Swan conductors of p
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to be
{nk_b(é,-,o% +9,-,1d151 +.. .+9,-’md15m> i=1,..., d} C Qék(log) ®o, nk_b/czlg.

(A multiset is a set where we allow elements to have multiplicity.) Of course,
such a nice basis of € ®x K’ over the annulus A}(,[no, 1) with the described
properties might not exist in general. In practice, we need the following two
technical arguments to read off the multiset of refined Swan conductors.

(a) The above picture can be better described over a field. Namely, we have
the description of the actions of 9y, ..., d,, as in (0.0.1) over the completion
of K(T) with respect to the n-Gauss norm for any n € [, 1). By taking
common eigenvalues as explained above, we can define a version of refined
Swan conductors, called the refined radii, of the differential module at each
radius 1. We then show that the refined radii, as we vary the radius of the Gauss
norm, also vary in a nice way when 7 is sufficiently close to 1: they form a
unique multiset consisting of elements of Qék (log) ®¢, bK,?lg, independent

of the choice of . We then just simply define this multiset to be the multiset

of refined Swan conductors of the representation p; this does not require any
good matrices representing the actions of d; over the entire annulus.

(b) When the spectral norms of the differential operators are smaller than their
operator norms over the base field, the description (0.0.1) requires some
modification. Over the completion of K (7T') for the n-Gauss norm, we may
find a basis such that the matrix for 3f " with an appropriate r € N acts by
some nice matrix as in (0.0.1). We then take the common eigenvalues of those
matrices and define the refined radii to be the p”-th roots of these eigenvalues.
When trying to prove results in this case, we use a technique called Frobenius
antecedents developed in [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010], which reduces the question
at hand to the case when the spectral norms are bigger than the operator norms.

We can also define the notion of refined Artin conductors using a variant of the
definition of the refined Swan conductors, in which the effect of log structure is
removed, which amounts to replacing the factor 7=~ by 7" in (0.0.1).

Part of the content in this paper on refined Swan conductors has been already
included in the author’s thesis [Xiao 2009]. However, we feel the present paper
provides a better context for our development of refined Swan conductors. We also
fill in some gaps in the thesis.

To compare our definition of refined Swan conductors with Saito’s, we proceed
as in [Xiao 2010] by introducing the thickening spaces which tie the p-adic dif-
ferential equations together with the rigid analytic spaces considered by Abbes
and Saito. More precisely, we may first realize a finite Galois extension [ of k
as the corresponding extension of the function fields of a finite étale extension of
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smooth affine varieties Y — X. We may further assume that both X and Y lift to
smooth formal schemes X and Y. The differential module associated to a p-adic
representation of Gal(//k) lives over the a subspace of the tube of X embbeded
diagonally in X x X, which is a rigid analytic subspace of the generic fiber of
X x X and is called the thickening space. We carefully study the construction of the
differential module and compare that with Saito’s description of the special fiber
of the formal scheme Y. The core of the comparison result is to identify the data
defining an Artin—Schreier cover of A}’ with the data coming from the associated
Dwork isocrystals as a differential module.

We also remark that when k is an n-dimensional higher local field of characteristic
p > 0, the refined conductors induce a ramification filtration on G indexed by (0"
with lexicographic order. This is expected to be compatible with certain filtration
on the Milnor K-groups via Kato’s class field theory.

Finally, we study the relation of the refined Swan conductors with the variation of
intrinsic radii (certain form of Swan conductors) over a polyannulus. We prove that
the valuations of the refined Swan conductors at a vertex of the polygon associated
to the polyannulus encode some information about the slopes of the log-affine
functions of the intrinsic radii at that vertex. For the precise statement, we refer to
Proposition 4.3.13.

Plan of the paper. Section 1 is devoted to developing the theory of refined radii, the
analog of refined conductors over a complete nonarchimedean field. In the first two
subsections, we set up notation and recall some basic results on differential modules
from [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010]. We define the refined radii in Section 1.3 and prove
a decomposition result (Theorem 1.3.26) that separates pieces with different refined
radii in a differential module. In Section 1.4 we consider the case where we allow
multiple derivations to interact. In Section 1.5 we study how the refined radii vary
on an annulus or a disc, when the radii are log-affine functions. We then define the
refined conductors for solvable differential modules over an annulus in Section 1.6.

In Section 2 we apply the theory of refined conductors for solvable differential
modules to define refined conductors for Galois representations. In the first two
subsections we recall the construction of differential modules following [Kedlaya
2007], and deduce some basic properties. In Section 2.3 we define the refined
conductor homomorphism. Section 2.4 briefly discusses an application to higher
local fields.

In Section 3 we compare our definition with that of Saito, which is reviewed
in Section 3.1. In Section 3.2 we realize the extension of fields as a finite étale
cover of varieties and lift them to rigid analytic spaces over K. In Section 3.3 we
do a crucial calculation on the differential module structure of Dwork isocrystals
to determine their refined radii; this calculation forms the heart of our proof of
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the comparison theorem. We wrap up Section 3 with a proof of the comparison
Theorem 3.4.1 in Section 3.4.

In Section 4 we focus on the interplay of refined Swan conductors with the
toroidal variation of Swan conductors. A few technical lemmas are discussed in
Section 4.2, and the main theorems are proved in Section 4.3.

1. Theory of differential modules

Our systematic study of differential modules proceeds in two stages: first over a
complete nonarchimedean field, and then over an annulus over a complete nonar-
chimedean field. In the former case, the spectral norm, or equivalently the radius
of convergence, of the differential operator is a very important invariant; when the
differential module has pure radii, we will focus on certain secondary information
of the differential module, called the refined radii. In the latter case, it was proved
in [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010] that the radii of convergence of a differential module
over an annulus give rise to piecewise log-affine functions as one varies the radii
on the annulus; we will again focus on the secondary data: the refined radii. In the
case when the aforementioned piecewise log-affine functions are in fact log-affine,
we prove that the multisets of refined radii of the differential module at all radii are
the same, if we naturally identify the spaces where these refined radii live.

1.1. Setup. This subsection is mainly to explain our convention on notations; how-
ever, the commutative algebra Lemma 1.1.10 will become a very useful tool later
as explained in Remark 1.1.11.

Notation 1.1.1. By a multiset S, we mean a set where we allow elements to have
multiplicity. For s € S, the multiplicity of s in § is denoted by multi;(S). When §
consists of a single element (with multiplicity), we call it pure.

Notation 1.1.2. For any field K that will be considered in this paper, K¢ will
denote a fixed algebraic closure. We let K*°P denote the separable closure of K
inside K2, Set Gx = Gal(K*?/K). For a finite Galois extension L/K (inside
K*?), we denote its Galois group by G g = Gal(L/K).

For e € N, we use . to denote the set of e-th roots of unity in K alg
Notation 1.1.3. By a nonarchimedean field, we mean a field K equipped with a
nonarchimedean norm |- | = |- |x : K* — RJ. A subring of K (with the induced

norm and topology) is called a nonarchimedean ring.
For a nonarchimedean field K, denote the ring of integers of K by

Ok ={xeK:|x|<1}

and the maximal ideal of Ox by mg = {x € K : |x| < 1}; denote the residue field
of K by kx = Og/mg. We reserve the letter p for the characteristic of k. If
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charkg = p > 0 and char K = 0, we normalize the norm on K so that |p| =1/p.
For an element a € Ok, we denote its image in kx under the reduction map by a.
In case K is discretely valued, let mg denote a uniformizer of O and let vg (-) be
the corresponding valuation on K, normalized so that vg (mg) = 1.

For a nonarchimedean field K and s € R, we set

mP={xek:lx|<e”}, mPT=(reK:x|<e}, «=mP/mP".

If s € —log | K*|, there exists a noncanonical isomorphism kg =~ KE(S). Fora e K
with |a| <e™*, we sometimes denote its image in K;g) by a®. In particular, Kf() =KK

and a©® =a if v(a) > 0.

Notation 1.1.4. Let J be an index set We use e; to denote a tuple (e;)jc;. For
another tuple u, set u§ =[], jes J , if all but finitely many of the e; are equal
to 0. We also use ) 7 _ to denote the sum over ¢; € {0, 1, ..., n} for each j € J
provided e; # 0 for only finitely many j; for notational simplicity, we may suppress
the range of the summation when it is clear. If J is finite, put

|€]| = Z |€j| and (61)! = ]_[(6]')

jeJ jel
Convention 1.1.5. Throughout this paper, all derivations on topological modules
will be assumed to be continuous; in particular, Q}? /s will denote the module of
continuous differentials on the (topological) ring R relative to the (topological) base
ring §; we may suppress S from the notation when S =, Z or Z,. Moreover, all
derivations on nonarchimedean rings will be assumed to be bounded (that is, to
have bounded operator norms). All connections considered will be assumed to be
integrable.

Notation 1.1.6. For a matrix A = (A;;) with coefficients in a nonarchimedean ring,
we use |A| to denote the supremum among the norms of the entries A;; of A.

Hypothesis 1.1.7. For the rest of this subsection, we assume that K is a complete
nonarchimedean field.

Notation 1.1.8. Let I C [0, +00) be an interval and let n € N. Let
") ={(x1,...,x,) € K*:|x;| el fori=1,...,n)

denote the polyannulus of dimension n with radii in /. (We do not impose any
rationality condition on the endpoints of 7, so this space should be viewed as an
analytic space in the sense of Berkovich [1990].) If 7 is written explicitly in terms of
its endpoints (e.g., [, B] ), we suppress the parentheses around I (e.g., A% [c, B]).
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Notation 1.1.9. Let 0 < o < 8 < +00. We put

K{a/t,t/B) =14 aut" : |ay|n" — 0 as n — oo, for any 7 € [, ,8]},

nez

K{a/t,t/B} =13 aut" : |ay|n" — 0 as n — oo, for any 7 € [, ,B)},

neZ
K{{a/t, t/Blo=1>_ ant" : |ay|n" — 0 and |a,|B" is bounded

neZ
as n — £o00, for any 7 € («, ,3)}.

o0
K(t/B) =12 ant" : |a,,|,8”—>0&sn—>—|—oo},
n=0

o0
K{t/BY} =1 ant" : lay|n" — 0 as n — +o0, foranyne[O,,B)},
n=0

0
K[t/Blo=1>_ ant" : |a,|B" is bounded as n — oo}.
n=0

For I = {1, ..., n} and a nonarchimedean ring R, we use R(u;) to denote the Tate
algebra, consisting of formal power series ) _, - a,uy with a., € R and |a,,| > 0
as |ey| — +00. For (n;)ier € (0, 400)", the n;-Gauss norm on the polynomial ring
R([t/] is the norm |- |,, given by

er
) a1
er

this norm extends uniquely to multiplicative norms on Frac(R[#;]), and on R(#;) in
case |n;| <1foranyi e l.

For 1 € [«, B], the n-Gauss norm on K[¢] extends to multiplicative norms on
K{a/t,t/B) and K[[¢/B]lo, on K{x/t,t/B}} in case n # B, and on K{«/t,t/B1o
in case n # «.

= nlax{laell 07}
1
ni

We record here a lemma in commutative algebra which will be frequently used
(implicitly) when gluing decompositions.
Lemma 1.1.10. Let

R——=S
T—U
be a commuting diagram of inclusions of integral domains, such that the intersection

SN T within U is equal to R. Let M be a finite locally free R-module. Then the
intersection of M Qg S and M Qg T within M Qg U is equal to M.

Proof. See [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010, Lemma 2.3.1]. O
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Remark 1.1.11. We explain how this lemma is used in this paper. We often apply
this lemma to the R-module End(M) over R for a differential module M. More
precisely, we often encounter the situation when we can write both M ®g § and
M@gT as direct sums of two submodules such that both direct sum decompositions,
when tensored with U, give the same direct sum decomposition of M Qg U. We
view the projections constituting the direct sum decompositions as elements in
End(M) ®g S, End(M) ®g T, and End(M) ® U, respectively. By Lemma 1.1.10,
we see that the projections above are actually the images of one element of End (M)
under the natural maps; this element defines a direct sum decomposition of M
which when tensored with S or T yields the given direct sum decomposition of
M ®pg S or M ®r T, respectively. In other words, we can “glue” the direct sum
decompositions of M ®g S and of M ®r T along M ®g U to get a direct sum
decomposition of M (over R).

1.2. Differential modules and radii of convergence. The starting point of the the-
ory of nonarchimedean differential modules is to understand differential modules
over a nonarchimedean field. One of the important tools is the Newton polygon
associated to a cyclic vector, which gives much numerical information if the spectral
norm of the differential operator is strictly bigger than the operator norm on the base
field. To extend interesting results across the threshold imposed by the operator
norm mentioned above, we restrict ourselves to the case when the differential
operator is of rational type, that is, its metric properties resemble d/d X acting
on the completion of Q,(X) with respect to the 1-Gauss norm; in this case, we
may entirely remove the restriction on spectral norms by considering the Frobenius
antecedents of the differential modules.

Definition 1.2.1. Let K be a differential ring, that is, a ring equipped with a
derivation d. Let K{7'} denote the (noncommutative) ring of twisted polynomials
over K [Ore 1933]; its elements are finite formal sums ) ,_, a;T" with q; € K,
multiplied according to the rule Ta = aT + d(a) fora € K. -

A 0-differential module over K is a finite projective K-module V equipped
with an action of d (subject to the Leibniz rule); any d-differential module over K
inherits a left action of K{T} where T acts via d. The rank of V is the rank of V
as a K-module. The module dual V¥ = Homg (V, K) of V may be viewed as a
d-differential module by setting (df)(v) = d(f(v)) — f(d(v)). We say V is free if
V is free as a module over K. We say V is trivial if it is isomorphic to K®? for
some d € N as a 9-differential module.

For a o-differential module V free of rank d over K, an element v € V is called
a cyclic vector if v, 0v, ..., 99=1y form a basis of V as a K-module. A cyclic
vector defines an isomorphism V >~ K{T'}/K{T} P of 0-differential modules, where
P € K{T} is some monic twisted polynomial of degree d, and the 9d-action on
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K{T}/K{T}P is the left multiplication by 7. If K is a differential field of charac-
teristic 0, V always has a cyclic vector; see [Dwork et al. 1994, Theorem 111.4.2;
Kedlaya 2010, Theorem 5.4.2].

For a d-differential module V, we put Ha()) (V) =Kero.

Hypothesis 1.2.2. For the rest of this subsection, we assume that K is a complete
nonarchimedean field of characteristic zero, equipped with a derivation d with
operator norm |d|x < 00, and that V is a nonzero d-differential module over K.

Definition 1.2.3. Let p denote the residual characteristic of K; we conventionally
set
1 if p=0,
e
p— /P if p>0.

The spectral norm of @ on V is defined to be [d]sp, v = lim,, o [0" %,/" for any

fixed K-compatible norm | - |y on V. Define the generic 0-radius of V to be
Ry(V) = w|8|s_;v; note that R3(V) > 0. Let Vi, ..., V; be the Jordan—Ho6lder
constituents of V as a K {T'}-module. We define the multiset R5 (V) of (extrinsic)
subsidiary 0-radii of V to be the collection of Ry(V;) with multiplicity dim V; for
i=1,...,d. Let Ry(V; 1) <..- < Ry(V; dim V) denote the elements of Ry(V) in
nondecreasing order. We say that V' has pure d-radii if R3(V') is pure as a multiset;
in other words, it consists of dim V copies of Ry(V).

Definition 1.2.4. Let R be a complete K-algebra. For v € V and x € R, we define
the 0-Taylor series of v with respect to x to be

> n

Twan=Y LWveyer, (12.5)

—~ n!
in case this series converges. When V = K, the d-Taylor series (1.2.5) with respect
to a fixed x € R gives a homomorphism K — R of rings, if it converges for all
v € V = K. For general V, the d-Taylor series (1.2.5) with respect to the same
fixed x € R gives a homomorphism of K-modules V — V ®k R respecting the
aforementioned ring homomorphism, if both homomorphisms converge.

Lemma 1.2.6. Let V, V|, and V; be nonzero 0-differential modules over K.
(@) If0 - Vi — V — V, — 0is exact, then we have Ry(V) = Ry(V1) URy (Vo).
(b) We have Ry(VY) =Ry(V).
(¢c) We have Ry(Vi ® Vo) = min{Ry(V1), Ry(Va)}. If Vi is irreducible and
Ry(V1) < Ry(Vp), then Vi ® V; has pure d-radius Ry(V).
(d) Let f: K — K[T/ullo be the homomorphism given by f(x) = T(x;d;T).
Then f*V =V Qk. ¢ KIT/ullo is a 97 = 0/0T -differential module over
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KT /ullp. Forr € (0, Ry(K)), Ry(V) > r if and only if f*V restricts to a
trivial o7 -differential module over A}{[O, r).

Proof. The statements (a)—(c) are [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010, Lemma 1.2.9] and the
statement (d) is [ibid., Proposition 1.2.14]. O

Definition 1.2.7. For P(T) = ), a;T" € K[T] or K{T} a nonzero (possibly
twisted) polynomial, define the Newton polygon of P as the lower convex hull of
the set {(—i, —log |a;])} C R?.

Proposition 1.2.8 (Christol-Dwork). Suppose that V >~ K{T}/K{T}P, and let s
be the lesser of —log |0|g and the least slope of the Newton polygon of P. Then
max{|d|k, |3]sp,v} = e~*. More generally, the multiplicity of any s' < —log |d|x as
a slope of the Newton polygon of P coincides with the multiplicity of we® in Ry(V).

Proof. This is [Kedlaya 2010, Theorem 6.5.3]. O

Definition 1.2.9. We say a derivation 0 on K is of rational type if there exists
u € K such that the following conditions hold (in this case, we call u a rational
parameter for d):

(i) we have d(u) =1 and |3|x = |u|~", and
(ii) for each positive integer n, [3" /n!|x < [0]%.

If 0 is of rational type, the inequalities in (ii) are in fact equalities, which yields
that |9]sp, xk = w|d|k; see [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010, Definition 1.4.1].

Lemma 1.2.10. Let 0 be a derivation on K of rational type with u as a rational
parameter and let L/ K be a finite tamely ramified extension. Then the unique
extension of 0 to L is of rational type with u again as a rational parameter.

Proof. This is [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010, Lemma 1.4.5]. ([

Remark 1.2.11. We sometimes need to replace K by the completion of K (x) with
respect to the n-Gauss norm for some 1 € R~ o, where x is transcendental over K
and we set dx = 0. The derivation 9 is again of rational type when acting on the
new field.

Definition 1.2.12. When 0 is of rational type, it is more convenient to consider
d-radii with a different normalization, as follows. For V a d-differential module,
we define the intrinsic 0-radius of V to be IRy (V) = [0|sp,x /10]sp,v = 10|k - Ry(V).
We define the multiset of intrinsic subsidiary d-radii to be JRy(V) = |0|g - Ry (V).
We put IRy (V; i) =10|g - Ry(V;i) fori =1,...,dim V. We say that V has pure
intrinsic d-radii if IR, (V) is pure as a multiset.

Hypothesis 1.2.13. For the rest of this subsection, we assume that K is a complete
nonarchimedean field of characteristic zero and residual characteristic p, equipped
with a derivation 9 of rational type. We fix u € K a rational parameter of 9. We
also assume p > 0 unless otherwise specified.
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Construction 1.2.14. We construct the d-Frobenius as follows. If K contains a
primitive p-th root of unity ¢,, we may define an isometric action of the group
Z/pZ on K using d-Taylor series:

xXO =T 0, —u)  ((€Z/pZ, x€K);

in particular, u¥) = ;I",u. Let K@ be the fixed subfield of K under this action; in
particular, u” € K?. Hence, we have a Galois extension K /K@ generated by u
with Galois group Z/pZ. If K does not contain all p-th roots of unity, we may still
define K@ by first constructing (K (11 p))(a) and then applying the Galois descent;
in this case, the extension K /K ? may not be Galois.

We call the inclusion ¢@* : K@ < K the 8-Frobenius morphism (homomor-
phism). We view K (@ as being equipped with the derivation 3’ = 8/(puP~!); it is
a derivation on K because a simple calculation shows that (3(x))?) = ¢ [’;3(x(i )
for any x € K, yielding that 8’(x) is invariant under the 7/ pZ-action if x € K@,
By [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010, Lemma 1.4.9], 3’ is of rational type on K@,

We sometimes use ¢ @ : K@ —s K to denote the p"-th d-Frobenius (homo-
morphism) obtained by applying the above construction n times; if K contains a
primitive p"-th root of unity ¢, this is the same as the fixed field for the natural
action of Z/p"Z on K given by x =T (x; 8; (¢}, — Du) fori € Z/p"Z.

Remark 1.2.15. We point out that the definitions of d-Frobenius and K? depend
on the choice of the rational parameter u.

Lemma 1.2.16. The residue field k x @) contains K,’é.

Proof. We know that K is generated by u over K@ If |u| ¢ |[K@>|, K@ will
have the same residue field as K does. If |u| € |[K@*|, let x € K® be an element
such that |x| = |u|. Then kg is generated over k@ by u/x, whose p-th power lies
in kg @. The statement follows. (|

Definition 1.2.17. Given a d’-differential module V' over K@, its 3-Frobenius
pullback is the d-differential module ¢@*V’ = V' ® y«) K over K, where

AV ®x)=pu A W)®x+vQ3Ix) (W eV, xeKkK).

For a o-differential module V over K, we define the d-Frobenius descendant
of V to be the K@-module ¢!V obtained from V by restriction along ¢®* :
K@ — K and viewed as a 8'-differential module over K ¥ with the action given
by 8'(v) = d(v)/puP~! forany v e V.

Let V be a d-differential module over K such that IR;(V) > p~ /=D A 3-
Frobenius antecedent of V (which always exists as is shown in Lemma 1.2.18(c)) is a
d’-differential module V' over K@ such that V = ¢@*V’ and IRy (V') > p~P/(P=D,
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Lemma 1.2.18. The 0-Frobenius pullbacks and descendants have the following
propetrties.

(@) For V' a d'-differential module over K®, we have
IRy (0 P*V') = min{IRy (V)'/?, p IRy (V')}.

Moreover, if IRy (V') # p~P/(P=D the above inequality is in fact an equality.

(b) For V a o-differential module over K, there is a canonical isomorphism
@Dy = yor,

(c) Fori =0,...,p—1, let Wl-(a) be the d'-differential module over K@ with
one generator v (which is a proxy of u'), such that 3'(v) = (i /p)u~Pv. Then
IRa/(Wi(a)) = p P/~ fori=1,..., p— 1. For any d-differential module
V over K, we have canonical isomorphisms (; : (goia) V) ® Wl.(a) = (pf))V
fori =0,...,p—1. Moreover, a submodule U of (pia)V is itself the 0-
Frobenius descendant of a submodule of V if and only if ; (U ® Wl-(a)) =U for
i=0,...,p—1L

For V| and V, d-differential modules over K, we have

5]
Vi@V = (¢P(Vie V).
For V' a §'-differential module over K9, we have

p—1
pDe v =ve@vew?.

i=1
(d) (Christol-Dwork) Let V be a d-differential module over K such that
IRy (V) > p~ /=D,

Then there exists a unique d-Frobenius antecedent V' of V. Moreover, we have
IRy (V') =IRy(V)P.

(e) Let V be a d-differential module over K. Then

(rp, p=P/ 0D DY ey el

~ p—1 times
My (PV)= | | g N
reIRy (V) {17 ry...,p ’”} ifr<p /0.
[
p times

In particular, we have IRB/(qoia)V) =min{p~'IRy(V), p~P/P~D},

Proof. For (a), see [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010, Lemma 1.4.11 and Corollary 1.4.20].
(b) and (c) are straightforward. For (d), see [Kedlaya 2010, Theorem 10.4.2]. For
(e), see [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010, Theorem 1.4.19]. ([l
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Remark 1.2.19. As in [Kedlaya 2010, Theorem 10.4.4], one can form a version of
Lemma 1.2.18(d) for differential modules over discs or annuli.

For the following theorem, we do not assume p > 0.

Theorem 1.2.20. Let V be a d-differential module over K. Then there exists a
unique decomposition of d-differential modules:

v= P v.

re(0,1]

where every subquotient of V, has pure intrinsic d-radii r. Moreover, V, = 0
ifr ¢ |K*°.

Proof. For the decomposition, see [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010, Theorem 1.4.21]. The
rationality of those r such that V, # 0 follows from Proposition 1.2.8 when r < @
and from taking d-Frobenius antecedents in the general case. U

Definition 1.2.21. We call ®,¢(0,«)V: the visible part of V and @, ¢, 11V, the
nonvisible part of V. If V consists of only its visible part, we say V has visible
(intrinsic) 0-radii; similarly, if V consists of only its nonvisible part, we say V has
nonvisible (intrinsic) o-radii.

Remark 1.2.22. Let V be a d-differential module over K with pure intrinsic d-radii
IRy(V) > p~ /(=D By Lemma 1.2.18(d), V has a 3-Frobenius antecedent V'. By
Lemma 1.2.18(c),

p—1
POV =Dy =y g (@ V'® W,.(a)).

i=1

This decomposition coincides with the one obtained by applying Theorem 1.2.20
(0)
to g, ' V.

1.3. Refined radii. When a d-differential module V has pure d-radii, we will define
the multiset of refined 0-radii, certain secondary information for the differential
module. Similar to the case of d-radii, we may canonically write V as a direct sum
of d-differential submodules such that the multiset of refined 0-radii for each direct
summand consists of elements pairwise-conjugate under the action of Gal(K2/K).

Hypothesis 1.3.1. In this subsection, let K be a complete nonarchimedean field of
characteristic zero and residual characteristic p (possibly p = 0), equipped with
a derivation d of rational type. We fix u € K a rational parameter for d. Unless
otherwise specified, we assume that V is a d-differential module of rank d over K
with pure intrinsic d-radii IRy (V). Put s = —log(a)Ra(V)_l) = —log |d]sp,v-
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Notation 1.3.2. For P(T) =T¢+a; T '+ +a, € K[T] a polynomial whose
Newton polygon has pure slope s, the multiset of the reduced roots of P consists
of the reductions of the roots of P in Kﬁj,jlg, counted with multiplicity. If P is the
characteristic polynomial of a matrix A € Mat(m(lg)), we call the reduced roots of

P the reduced eigenvalues of A.
Notation 1.3.3. For b € (0, 1] (a proxy of IR3(V)), we define A = A(b) and r =r(b)
as follows.
(1) When b < w (which happens if V has pure visible intrinsic d-radii), we let
A(b)=0and r(b) = 1.

(ii) When b € [w, 1) and hence p > 0 (which happens if V has pure nonvisible
d-radii), let A(b) denote the unique positive integer such that

—1 —1
be [p PO pp“’”(p—l)),

and put r(b) = p*®.
(iii) When b =1, we let A(b) = r(b) = co.

Definition 1.3.4. Let b € (0, 1]. A K-norm |- |y on V is called b-good (or simply
good if b = IRy(V)), if it admits an orthogonal (not necessarily orthonormal)
basis, and

(1) when b < @ (which happens when b = IR;(V) for V visible), we have |d|y <
w(blul)~",

(i) when b € [w, 1) and hence p > 0 (which happens when b = IRy (V) for V
nonvisible), we have

ai

) L
iy

|, =TT @uDT. (135)

<9l fori=1,...,r —1,
<|0|k fori r y

(iii) when b = 1, we have [3/i!|y < ||’ forall i > 0.
One may summarize the conditions (i)—(iii) by writing
(v) [0'/i!], <max {|3, (@b~ u|~"/[i!]} fori=1,...,r.

Indeed, the equivalence of (1) or (iii) with (iv) is straightforward and the equivalence
of (ii) and (iv) (when necessarily p > 0) follows from the observation that the
maximum above is equal to |8|"K ifi <randto p~/P=D(blu|)~" if i =r. From
condition (iv), it is obvious that a b-good norm is also b’-good for any b’ < b.

For the rest of this definition, we assume that b = IR3(V) < 1. By Lemma 1.3.9
below there exists a good norm for V.

Using this good norm, we define the multiset of refined 0-radii of V, denoted by
®;(V), as follows. Enlarge the value group of K in the sense of Remark 1.2.11 so
that V admits an orthonormal basis. Let N, be the matrix of " with respect to the
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chosen basis. If o1, ..., oy are the reduced eigenvalues of N,, viewed as elements

) " we put

N K pegs

OV, - ={a)" ... )"}

as the multiset consisting of elements in Kglg (note that there is no ambiguity of
taking r-th roots for elements in ng; when p > 0). We will see in Lemmas 1.3.11
and 1.3.12 that the multiset of refined d-radii is independent of the choices of the
good norm and the orthonormal basis of V. After these lemmas, we will abbreviate
Oy(V,] 1) to ©3(V). When ®y(V) is pure as a multiset, we say that V has pure
refined 0-radii.

We remark that ®; (V') does not depend on the choice of the rational parameter u.
But it is sometimes convenient to use the multiset of intrinsic refined 0-radii
I0,(V) =u®y(V) for a fixed rational parameter u € K.

Finally, in the case when IR;(V) = 1, we conventionally define ®3(V) and

903(V) to be the multisets consisting of 0 with multiplicity dim V.

Remark 1.3.6. In the definition of refined d-radii, we first enlarged K to K’, the

completion of K (xy, ..., x,) for some (11, ..., n,)-Gauss norm. However, the
multiset of refined d-radii ®3(V, |-]) is still composed of elements in /cgglg. Indeed,

since the construction is canonical, for any 0 € ®3(V, |-|), we have g0 € ©3(V, |-])
for any automorphism g of K’ fixing K. But ®,(V, |-]) is a finite multiset. So it can
consist only of elements in nglg. Alternatively, we can carefully keep track of the
new variables we introduced in the computation of reduced eigenvalues; from this,

we can also see that the multiset of refined d-radii is composed of elements in K;{S;g.

Remark 1.3.7. We also remark that when p > 0 and b = oY/ px, the condition
(1.3.5) fori =1, ..., p~!is equivalent to (1.3.5) fori =1, ..., p*. But we need
the matrix N to define refined d-radii. For example, when b = IRy(V) = w, we
will see in Lemma 1.3.9 below that the twisted polynomial from Proposition 1.2.8
gives us a good norm on V. However, one cannot compute the refined 9-radii by
taking the reduced roots of this twisted polynomial. Instead, one has to find the
matrix for 0”.

Remark 1.3.8. For a good norm, one can show that the inequalities in (1.3.5) are in
fact equalities, but we will not use this fact later; see [Kedlaya 2010, Lemma 6.2.4]
for a proof of similar flavor.

Lemma 1.3.9. Let V be as in Hypothesis 1.3.1. Assume that b < IRy(V), and that
b<1ifp>0. Then V admits a b-good norm. In particular, any V with pure
intrinsic radii IRy(V') < 1 admits a good norm.

Proof. We first assume that b < w. We take a cyclic vector v € V with twisted
polynomial P. By Proposition 1.2.8, the lesser of —log |d|x and the least slope of the
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Newton polygon of P equals min{s, —log|d|x} > —log(a)b_1 lu|~1). Then we can
define a b-good norm on V by taking the orthogonal basis to be v, dv, ..., 3% v
with |0'v| = @' (blu|)~ fori =0,...,d — 1. When b = w, as pointed out in
Remark 1.3.7, our bound |3|y < |u|~' alone implies condition (1.3.5) for r =
1,..., p when p > 0, and condition (iii) in Definition 1.3.4 when p = 0.

The remaining case is when p > 0and b € (p~/?=D 1), Weletn =1 — 1 if
b=p~ (P*"H(p=1) and n = A otherwise. In other words, n is the unique nonpositive
integer such that

=1 —1
be (pp”*'(p—n,pp"(p—l)].

Let @ : K@" 5 K be the p"-th 9-Frobenius and let § = 3/(p"u?"~") be
the corresponding derivation on K™ Since IRy(V) > b > p_l/(Pn_l(p_l)), by
repeatedly applying Lemma 1.2.18(d), we obtain an n-fold d-Frobenius antecedent
W over K@ it has intrinsic 9-radii

n n —r =1
IR;(W) = IRy (V)" > b” e(pp—l,pp—l],

In particular, W has a b”"-good norm by the argument in the previous paragraph.
We have

|up”§|w < p—l/(p—l)b—p” e[l, p)

<pt-p=p!
w

=>‘u8|W=p_”‘u1’"5 whenn = A,

) - (13.10)

<p"-1=p whenn =A — 1.

This norm on W gives rise to a K-norm | - |y on V, which we will show is b-good.

By (1.3.10), we have |ud —i|y = |ud —i|w <|i| fori =1, ..., p* — 1. Hence we
have, fori =1, ..., p*,
wdll  |u'dl _‘ua(ua—l)---(ua—(i—l))‘ <)@‘
ity lw i! w— i lw
. <l ifi=1,...,p"—1,
- PTup"g)W < p~UP=Dp=r" = p=VP-Dp=r" ifi = p andn =21,
SP—P/(P—l)b—P" =p! ifi=p*andn=»x1—1.
This verifies (1.3.5). O

Lemma 1.3.11. Assume that IRy(V) < 1. Let | - | be a good norm on V. Then the
multiset of refined d-radii ®y(V, |- |) is well-defined.

Proof. By possibly enlarging K in the sense of Remark 1.2.11, we have two orthonor-
mal bases e and €’ for | - |y such that ¢’ = eA for a transition matrix A € GL;(Ok).
Fori=1,...,r, let N; denote the matrix of 3’ with respect to e; by (1.3.5), we
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have |N;/i!| <3|} fori=1,...,r — 1. Then

r

Vi) _Fled) 5 I@TIA) _ oy (Z N (A>>‘
i=0

r! r! it (r=i)! il (r=i)!

1=
If A~'M A denote the matrix of 8" /r! with respect to e/, we have
N, S N; 97 (A)A~
M="rgy e

7l il (r—i)!
)

Note that |N;/i!| <|d|% and
19" (A AT (=D))< 13 T AIAT < [l

imply that [M — N, /r!| < |0|x < wRy(V)™", which is smaller than any singular
value of N,/r!. By [Kedlaya 2010, Theorem 4.2.2], the reduced eigenvalues of
N, /r! coincide with those of A~' M A. Therefore, ®;(V, | -|) does not depend on
the choice of an orthogonal basis for | - |. O

Lemma 1.3.12. Assume that IRy(V) < 1. Let | - |1 and | - | be two good norms on
V. Then ®3(V,|-11) = 03(V, |- |2).

Proof. By possibly enlarging K as in Remark 1.2.11, we may choose orthonor-
mal bases e and f of |- [, and | - |2, respectively, so that eA = f with A =
Diag{an, ey add}. '

Let N; denote the matrix of d* with respect to e; by (1.3.5), we have |N;/i!| <1
fori=1,...,r—1. Then

(f) _ o (eA) _ Z V@A) _ gy (Z N 3""(A)A_1)A.

r! rl il (r—1)!
i =)

il (r—i) =
It suffices to show that N, /r! has the same reduced eigenvalues as

r

SN o

il (r—i)!

i=

This is true by [Kedlaya 2010, Theorem 4.4.2] since

(G e T )|

<13l 13" < @Ry (V)™

&arﬂ(A)A_l‘: L
il (r—i)! i!

fori =0,...,r—1. O

Corollary 1.3.13. Assume that V has pure visible d-radii. For any cyclic vector
v € V, the multiset of the reduced roots of the twisted polynomial associated to v is
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exactly the multiset of refined d-radii of V. In particular, this multiset is composed
of nonzero elements of K}gzlg.

More generally, we may drop the hypothesis that V has pure d-radii, and only
assume that V has visible 0-radii Ry(V) = we’. Let h denote the multiplicity of
Ry (V) in the multiset Ry (V). In this case, for any cyclic vector v € V, if we write
the associated monic twisted polynomial as X? +a1 X" +- - -+ay, then |a;| <e™'*
fori <hand|ay| = e 5. Moreover, if Vyes is the direct summand of V with pure
a-radii we’® as given by Theorem 1.2.20, then ®y(Ves ) consists of the reduced roots

of the polynomial X" + a; X" '+ .. +a, =0.

Proof. As already pointed out in Remark 1.3.7, we emphasize again that the case
IR3(V) = w is not included in the statement. We first treat the case when V has pure
visible d-radii. We can construct the good norm using the twisted polynomial as in
Lemma 1.3.9. This twisted polynomial is then exactly the characteristic polynomial
of the matrix of d with respect to this basis. The claim follows.

For V not necessarily pure of d-radii, the bound for norms on «a; follows from
Proposition 1.2.8. For the statement about refined d-radii, we need to dig into the
proof of Theorem 1.2.20 a bit more. By [Kedlaya 2009, Corollary 3.2.4], we can
write P = QR where Q and R are monic twisted polynomials such that the Newton
polygon of Q = X" +aiXh_1 +- - - +ay, has pure slopes s and the Newton polygon
of R has slope strictly bigger than s. Moreover, we have Vs = K{T}/QK{T}. The
upshot is that the formal multiplication satisfies |a; —a;| < e foranyi=1,...,h.
Therefore, the reduced roots of X" +a; X"~! + .-+ aj, = 0 are the same as the
reduced roots of X" + ar X -l a; =0, which are the same as the elements
of ®3(V) by the discussion in the previous paragraph. (I

Lemma 1.3.14. Fixb < (0, 1) and setr =r(b), A=A(b), and s = —10g(a)(b|u|)_1).
Let V' be a d-differential module over K of rank d, equipped with a basis e, with
respect to which the action of 0 satisfies the conditions in Definition 1.3.4 with

the chosen b. Assume that the reduced eigenvalues of the matrix N, € Mat(m%s))
(rs)
Kalg*
consequence, ®y (V') is exactly the multiset of the reduced eigenvalues of N,.

of 3" on V' are all nonzero in « Then V' has pure intrinsic d-radii b. As a

Proof. Since N, € Mat(m(,gs)), we have IRy(V’) > b. Suppose that V' does not
have pure intrinsic d-radii . Enlarging K as in Remark 1.2.11 if needed, we may
apply Theorem 1.2.20 and Lemma 1.3.9 to V’ and its Jordan—-Holder constituents

to find a basis f for which the conditions in Definition 1.3.4 hold and the matrix

N, € Mat(m(lgs)) of 9" is degenerate modulo m%il); (when identifying Kgs) with

k). Now, the same argument in the proof of Lemma 1.3.12 implies that N, and
N, must have the same multiset of reduced eigenvalues. But zero is a reduced
eigenvalue of 1\7, but not of N,, which is a contradiction. Hence V' has pure intrinsic
d-radii . The last statement is Definition 1.3.4. (]
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Lemma 1.3.15. We have ©y(VY) = —0y(V) ={—0 |6 € ©y4(V)}.
Proof. This is straightforward. ([

We will prove in Theorem 1.3.26 a direct sum decomposition of V parametrized
by the multiset of refined d-radii. For this, we start with some basic properties of
refined d-radii when V has visible d-radii.

Lemma 1.3.16. Let V and W be two 0-differential modules over K with pure and
visible 0-radii Ry(V) = Ry(W). Then the following two statements are equivalent.

(1) The refined d-radii of V and W are distinct, that is, @3(V) N Oy(W) = 2.
(2) The tensor product V.®Q WY has pure 9-radii Ry(V).

Moreover, if either statement holds, we have an equality of multisets:
Oa(VOWY)={0) —6,:6; € O3(V), 6, € O3(W)}.
As corollaries, we have the following:

(@) If ©3(V)NOy(W) = @, then any homomorphism [ : W — V of d0-differential
modules is zero.

(b) If ®y(W) has pure refined d-radii 6 € k), then 0 € ©y(V) if and only if

V ® WY does not have pure d-radii Ry(V).
(©) If ®4(V) and ®y(W) both have the same pure d-radii 6 € K;(Silg, then we have
Ry(V@WY) > Ry(V).

Proof. By Lemma 1.3.15, we have ®y(W") = —03(W). We may enlarge K as in
Remark 1.2.11 so that we have good norms on both V and W given by orthonormal
bases. Equip V ® WV with the tensor product norm. Let Ny, Ny € Mat(mg)) be
the matrices of d acting on V and W with respect to the given bases, respectively.
By Definition 1.3.4, ®3(V) and —®3(W) are the multisets of reduced eigenvalues
of Ny and Ny, respectively. Then the multiset of reduced eigenvalues of the matrix
N=Ny®1+1Q® Njisexactly {6 —0,:0; € O3(V), 0, € Oy3(W)}.

If (1) holds, then all reduced eigenvalues of N are nonzero and hence |[N"|=¢e™"*
for all n € N. Moreover, the reduction of N" in M (K;(”jg) has full rank if we identify
ng; with kgae. Therefore, V. ® WY has pure d-radii Ry(V) by Lemma 1.3.14,
proving (2).

Conversely, if (2) holds, then the tensor product norm is a good norm on V@ W
already and the multiset of reduced eigenvalues of N is the multiset of refined
d-radii of V@ WY. By Corollary 1.3.13, 0 ¢ ©5(V ® WV). This implies (1).

We now prove (a). Since V ® WY has pure d-radii Ry(V) < w, we have
Hg(V ® W) = 0 and hence there is no nonzero homomorphism of 9-differential
modules from W to V.

Statement (b) is just (a special case of) the inverse statement of (1) < (2).
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For (c), we know that No and N; have pure reduced eigenvalues 6 and —6,
(s)

respectively. Hence N = No ® 1 + 1 ® N reduces to a matrix in &, With zero
eigenvalues (if we identify Kgglg with K gae). It is then nilpotent, that is,

N" € Mat(mi?fl):) for n > dimV -dim W.
This implies that R;(V @ WY) > Ry(V). O

Lemma 1.3.17. Let V and W be two d-differential modules over K. Assume that V
has pure and visible 3-radii and Ry(V) < Ry(W). Then V. ® W has pure 9-radii
Ry (V') and multiset of refined 9-radii is composed of dim W copies of @3(VQ WY).

Proof. By Theorem 1.2.20, we may assume that W has pure d-radii. By Lemma 1.3.9
we may find a b-good norm on W with b = min{/Ry (W), w} > IRy (V).

We proceed as in Lemma 1.3.16. If Ny and N are the matrices of d with respect to
some orthonormal bases of V and WV, respectively, then we have N € Mat(mgH)
and that Ny has pure reduced eigenvalue ®;(V). Hence the multiset of reduced
eigenvalues of No® 14 1® N is simply composed of dim W copies of the set of
reduced eigenvalues of Ny. The lemma follows. O

The refined d-radii of a nonvisible d-differential module is closely related to the
d’-radii of its Frobenius antecedent; we can save much computation by using this
fact. To establish this relation explicitly, it is more convenient to work with the
refined intrinsic d-radii.

Proposition 1.3.18. Assume p > 0. Let 99 : K9 — K be the 3-Frobenius with
respect to the parameter u.

(a) Assume that IRy(V) € (p~'/P"=Y 1), and then Lemma 1.2.18(d) implies that
V = D*W for some 8'-differential module W on K9 such that

IRy (W) =1IRy(V)P.

We have
Oy(V) = {—(po)/7 16" € Oy (W)}

(b) Assume that IRy (V) = p~ VP~V and then (pia)(V) has pure intrinsic 3'-radii
p~P/P=D The elements in Sﬁ@a/((pia)(V)) can be grouped into p-tuples

(Q 0+1 9+p—1)

p p p

With 0 € kgag, and $Oy (V) is the multiset composed of (6P — /P e K gag for
each p-tuple above.
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(c) Assume IRy(V) < p~'/P=D_ Then we have

90y (@PV)={p7'o,....p710:0 € 50,(V)}.
_\r_/
p times

Proof. (a) By Lemma 1.3.9 and by possibly enlarging K as in Remark 1.2.11,
we can take an orthonormal basis e on W which defines a good norm. The norm
induces a good norm on V by the explicit construction in Lemma 1.3.9. Let A be
as in Notation 1.3.3. We have

u” 3" =udwd—1)- - @d—p*+1) = puPd (puPd —1)-- - (puld’ — p* +1)

pr—1

Y A U ]—[ (puPd’ —i);
i=l,pti
this operator also acts on W. Since |[u?d'|y < max{l, p‘l/(”_l)lRa/(W)} < p,
we have

|upxapk —pp)ﬁl((—l)- “(_p+1))p?~flup)ha s v - |upxapx|w'

Therefore, the matrix of 37" with respect to e is congruent to the matrix of
(=17 =D NP P modulo ml 0T

We then must have

Oa(V.1-1) = {((=DP ™V (pH8) " |6 e @y (W)} = { — (p8)"'" | 6 € @3 (W)}.

(b) When IRy (V) = p~ /=D Lemma 1.2.18(e) implies that ¢\’ V has pure in-
trinsic 8’-radii p~?/(»~D. By Lemma 1.2.18(e) and Lemma 1.3.16, the elements in
ﬁ@y((pia)(V)) can be grouped into p-tuples

(g 6+1 9+p—1>

o p »
with 0 € kga:. (Note: explicit computation shows that §®3/(W(d)) = { L) By
possibly enlarging K in the sense of Remark 1.2.11, we may assume that (p*a) Vv
admits a good norm defined by an orthonormal basis e. Let N be the matrix of
puPd’ with respect to e. Then u?9” acts on go(a)*goia)(V) = VP according to

udWd —1)---wd—p+1)=puPd (puPd —1)--- (puPd — p+1).
Hence the matrix for this action with respect to e is congruent to the product

N(N—1)--- (N —p+1) modulo pOa since | pu?d’| g = p~'; then the multiset
of its reduced eigenvalues is composed of 67 — 8 with multiplicity p for each tuple

(g 6+1 H—I-p—l)

9 o s ey

p P p
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in the multiset of reduced eigenvalues of N. The statement follows.

(c) By Lemma 1.2.18(e), (pia)V has pure intrinsic 8’-radii
p_llRa(V) < p—P/(P—l)'

Since u?d’ = ud/ p, we can take a good norm of (pfka) V and deduce that
. 1 .
IOy (@"V) = 2905 (¢ 0"V),

which in turn equals %&@3(V®1’ ) by Lemma 1.2.18(b). The statement follows. [J

Proposition 1.3.19. Lemma 1.3.16 holds only assuming IR3(V) = IRy(W) < 1
instead of the visible hypothesis. Similarly, Lemma 1.3.17 holds with only assuming
IR3(V) < 1 instead of the visible hypothesis on V.

Proof. Tt suffices to check the remaining cases: p > 0 and IRy (V) > p~V/(P=D _If
IRy(V) > p~ /(=D the statements for V and W follow from the statements on
their d-Frobenius antecedents by Proposition 1.3.18(a). If IRy (V) = p~ /(=D the
statements for V and W follow from the statements on their d-Frobenius descendants
by Proposition 1.3.18(b) and Lemma 1.2.18(c). O

The following is an example of d-differential modules with pure refined d-radii.
It will serve as a testing object later.

Our convention is to use Gothic letter s instead of s when discussing intrinsic
radii of convergence; we will never use both s and s together.

Example 1.3.20. Fix s € —log |K *|® such that s < 0if p =0, and 5 < % log p if

p>0.Letf e K;;;g be a nonzero element.

(1) If p =0, then we have s € —log |(K’)*| and 0 € K;;,) for some finite tamely
ramified extension K’ of K. Let x be a lift of 0 to m(;? Putd=1and n =0.

n n—1 .
(2) If p> 0, there exists n € N such that 07" € (K}f, )P with p"~ls € —log |(K')¥|
for some finite tamely ramified extension K’ of K. By Lemma 1.2.16, we may

find a lift
xeum{y
of u=P"9P", where the extra u—?" reflects the different normalizations of refined

intrinsic d-radii and refined d-radii. Put d = p”.

Let £ () be the 9-differential module over K’ of rank d with basis {ey, ..., es},
where the d-action is given by de; = e; | fori =1,...,d — 1 and de; = xe;.

Remark 1.3.21. When p > 0, we point out that 5 < % log p also includes some

part of the nonvisible range. The restriction s < % log p in Example 1.3.20 is linked

(p"s)

with the choice x € u=""m K/ -

In general, we may extend the range of s to be
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(‘oo’ <pil - pc(pl—1)> 10gp>

for some ¢ € N, but the price we pay is to take x € u~?" m(lg(fl) lifting u—?"67" for
some n € N and some finite tamely ramified extension K of K. However, as ¢ gets
larger, we need to enlarge n to guarantee the existence of such a lift x. This is why

we may not assume that s < ﬁ log p.

Remark 1.3.22. In the nonvisible case, one can construct a d-differential module
with pure refined d-radii by simply pulling back a 8'-differential module over K
with appropriate refined 8’-radii. However, such a naive construction does not help
our later study of the one-dimensional variation of refined d-radii. We will construct
Example 1.5.7, a family version of Example 1.3.20, which looks similar in both
visible and nonvisible ranges.

Lemma 1.3.23. Keep the notation as in Example 1.3.20. Then £ () has pure
intrinsic 9-radii IRy (£, (r)) = we® and pure refined intrinsic 9-radii 6.

Proof. We may replace K by the completion of K (z) with respect to the |u| e -
Gauss norm (and set 9z = 0).

We first assume that either we have p =0 or we have p > 0 and s < 0, that is,
we consider the visible d-radii case. We note that e;, z 'es, ...,z @ Ve, together
define a good norm on ¥, (,); it is a straightforward computation to check that the
statement in this case.

We now tackle the case when p > 0 and s € [0, %log p). Fori=1,...,p,

we have

a"e, =e;4 wheni+1[<p", and aiepn,l = 8i_l(xe1) when i > [.

We will show that {e;, ey, ..., z_(”"_l)epn} defines a good norm on ¥y ().
Indeed, fori =1, ..., p, the matrix of 3’ with respect to this basis is

0 0 o0 -0
0 0 .. Zi o 0
0 0 00 ¢

N' - ny 1324

' 7Pty 0 00---0 ( )
P Hox Py 00 -0

Z Py (= Dz P2 0 0 - 0)

Note that

191go = p~ ul? 9|0 = p~ ' ul™" <wlz| <zl
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Hence, modulo mg(_logle, the nonzero terms of N; are the z' and 7Pty in
(1.3.24); they form a 2-by-2 block matrix

—_ 0 Zi . I n__j n_; _

“(—loglzl) (p"=i)x(p"—i) (~log|z])

N - (Z_”"“x i 0 ) € Mty pr (i )-
Note that |z~”"* x| = |z|'. By Lemma 1.3.14, we have IRy (L (n)) = we® and that
this basis defines a good norm on V. Moreover, the multiset of reduced eigenvalues

of N, is composed of the element x /7" with multiplicity p". This implies that
90,(V) ={0 (p" times)} by the choice of x in Example 1.3.20. O

Lemma 1.3.25. Let V be a d-differential module over K with pure visible d-radii
Ry(V) = we®. Then we have the following.

(a) For any subquotient Vo of V, all elements in ©y(Vy) appear in Oy(V).

(b) Forany 0 € k! Kalc, there is a unique maximal d-differential submodule of V
which has pure refined d-radii 6.

Proof. For 6 € k! Kdlg such that 6 ¢ ®,(V), let £, (,) be the d-differential module
constructed in Example 1.3.20. By Lemmas 1.3.23 and 1.3.16, V @ &£ (n)
pure o-radii Ry(V), and so does Vy ® ££x )" By the same lemmas again, we
have 6 ¢ ®;(Vp). This proves (a). We point out that this, however, does not
prove the inclusion ®3(Vp) € @y(V) as a multiset, which will be a corollary of
Theorem 1.3.26 below.

The second statement follows from the observation that if two submodules V;
and V, of V both have pure refined d-radii 8, so does their sum V| + V, because it
is a quotient of V| @ V5. O

Similarly to the direct sum decomposition by intrinsic d-radii, we have a direct
sum decomposition by refined intrinsic d-radii. The latter is in fact deduced from
the former by twisting d-differential modules of the form £, ().

Theorem 1.3.26. Let K and V be as in Hypothesis 1.3.1. Then V admits a unique
direct sum decomposition
P V. (1.3.27)

(O)Ck e

where the direct sum runs through all Gal(K¥2/K)-orbits {6} in K;szlg, such that

the refined d-radii of Vig) is a multiset consisting of the Gal(K alg / KY-orbit {0} with
appropriate multiplicities.
Moreover, if K’ is a finite tamely ramified extension of K such that all the 6 in

(p" S))l/p

the above decomposition belong to | J, (K K’ then we have a unique direct
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sum decomposition
VRk K = @ Vo

(s)
GGKK/aIg

of d-differential modules over K’ such that each Vy has pure refined d-radii 6.

Proof. The statement is void if IRy(V) = 1. We assume IR3(V) < 1 from now
on. We first replace K by the K’ in the theorem; using the uniqueness of such a
direct sum decomposition and Galois descent, we may recover the statement over
K. Note that Lemma 1.2.10 implies that 9 is still a derivation of rational type.

We first assume that either p =0, or p > 0 and IR3(V) < p~ /=D For each
0 € ©®,(V), we construct £ () as in Example 1.3.20, which is arank d 0-differential
module with pure d-radii Ry(V') and pure refined radii 6. By Lemma 1.3.16(b),
Ve 58;’ () does not have pure radii Ry(V). Theorem 1.2.20 then gives rise to a
decomposition V & 55; ) = Wo & Wi, where Ry(Wp) > Ry(V) and W; has pure
d-radii Ry(V).

Put 17[70 =Wo®%, ) and Wl = W1 ®<£, (n). Consider the following homomor-
phisms of d-differential modules:

4

Vv /T/igig;,(n) ® Lu,n) —= Wy @ W1,
\\f”’”’/

j
where i is induced by the diagonal embedding K — SNPZ’ o ® Ly and j is
induced by the trace map SBZ’ o ® £x.) — K normalized so that ji =id. Let
po and p; be the projections from V ® EBZ’ ) ® £Lx, () to the factors Wo and W,
respectively, viewed as submodules of the source. We then have pg = po, pl2 = pi,
and po+p1= 1.

We claim that jpgi and jp,i are projectors on V. Indeed, Lemma 1.3.16(c)
implies that R; (.EE;’@ ®Ly ) > Ry(V). By Lemma 1.3.17, V ® EBZ’(n) ®Lx.(n)
and hence VT/O and W have pure d-radii R3(V). Lemma 1.3.17 also implies that
Oy (VT/O) consists of solely 8, and by the “moreover” part of Lemma 1.3.16, we have

®3(W1) = |61 +6 (with multiplicity d) | 6; € ©5(W1)}.

In particular, we have 6 ¢ Oy (VT’l ). Hence any homomorphism of d-differential
modules between Wy and W has to be zero by Lemma 1.3.16(a). In particular,
p1ijpo = poijp1 = 0. Thus, we have

(Jpoi)(jpoi) = jpoij (1 — p1)i = jpoi(ji) — j(poijp1)i = jpoi,

(p1D)(jpii) = jpiij (1 — po)i = jpri(ji) — j(piijpo)i = jpii,

Jpoi + jpii = j(po+ p)i=ji=1.
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This proves V = jpoi (V)@ jp1i (V). Moreover, by Lemma 1.3.25(), ®3(jpoi(V))
consists of only 8 since it is a quotient of Wg, and ®y(jp1i(V)) does not contain 6
since it is a quotient of wi. Applying this process to each of 6 € ®;3(V) gives the
desired decomposition (1.3.27).

The uniqueness of the direct sum decomposition follows from Lemma 1.3.25(b).

Now if p > 0 and IRy (V) = p~ /(=D the decomposition (1.3.27) comes from
the decomposition of its d-Frobenius descendent, via the relation described in
Proposition 1.3.18(b). If p > 0 and IRy (V) > p~'/(?=1  the decomposition (1.3.27)
comes from the decomposition of its d-Frobenius antecedent, via the relation
described in Proposition 1.3.18(a). U

Now we prove some fundamental properties for tensor products of d-differential
modules with pure d-radii and pure refined d-radii. One can combine this with
Theorems 1.2.20 and 1.3.26 to obtain corresponding results for general d-differential
modules.

Proposition 1.3.28. Let V and W be two d-differential modules over K with pure
d-radii Ry(V) = Ry(W) < |u|~! and pure refined d-radii 6y and 6w, respectively.

(a) Then WY has pure refined 9-radii —0y.
(b) If Oy = Oy, then we have Ry(V @ WY) > Ry (V).

(c) If Oy # Ow, then V.Q WY has pure d-radii Ry(V) and pure refined 9-radii
Oy — Ow.

(d) Moreover, if we do not assume that V-.and W have pure refined d-radii and let
U denote the maximal submodule of V. ® W that has 0-radii strictly larger
than Ry(V), then we have

dimU =Y multig(®(V)) - multig (O (W)).

(s)

GGKKaIg

Proof. (a) is straightforward, and (d) follows from (b) and (c) by the decomposi-
tion (1.3.27).

When IRy (V) =IRy(W) < w, (b) follows from Lemma 1.3.16(c), and (c) follows
from the “moreover” part of the same lemma.

When p > 0 and IRy (V) =IRy(W) > p~ /=D _(b) and (c) for V and W follow
from the same statement for the d-Frobenius antecedents of V and W, by the
relation described in Proposition 1.3.18(a).

We now prove (b) and (c) in the case when p > 0 and I R3(V) = [Ry(W) =
p~ /(=D First, Lemma 1.2.18(3) implies that

®
wi&)v ® (q)ia) W)\/ — (goia)(v ® W\/)) P.
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Note that Proposition 1.3.18(2) implies that the multiset of refined intrinsic d-radii
of V is composed of all the solutions to

)4
(3 =
p p

each with multiplicity dim V, and that the multiset of refined intrinsic d-radii of W
is composed of all the solutions to

(5) -5 =sov
p p

each with multiplicity dim W. If 8y # Oy, by (c) in the visible case together
with Theorem 1.3.26, the multiset of refined intrinsic 8’-radii of "V & (¢! W)V

consists of roots of
X

(;)p =ty —bw),

each with multiplicity p dim V dim W. Statement (c) then follows from Proposition
1.3.18(b). If 8y = Oy, by (b) in the visible case together with Theorem 1.3.26,
goia) \% ®(pi3) W has a submodule of dimension (p — 1) dim V dim W whose intrinsic
d’-radius is strictly larger than p~?/(?~1_ By Lemma 1.2.18(e), this can happen
only if IRy(V ® W) > p~/=D which is what we need to prove in (b). O

Remark 1.3.29. We remark that if we do not assume that o is of rational type but
assume that Ry(V) < |8|,_(l instead, all the results in the subsection still hold (note
that we do not need Frobenius antecedent in the visible case).

1.4. Multiple derivations. Having studied the situation of one single derivation,
we now let multiple commuting derivations interact. This essentially amounts to
putting the information from each derivation together. To give the refined radii for
multiple derivations a more canonical definition, we will represent the multiset of
refined radii as a multiset of differential forms.

Notation 1.4.1. In this subsection, we put J = {1, ..., m}.

Definition 1.4.2. Let K be a differential ring of order m, that is, a ring equipped
with m commuting derivations 91, ..., d,. A d;-differential module, or simply a
differential module, is a finite projective K-module V equipped with commuting
actions of 9y, ..., d,,. We will apply the results in previous subsections to each 9;
separately.

Definition 1.4.3. Let K and V be as above, and let R be a complete K -algebra.

ForveVand Ti,...,T, € R, we define the d;-Taylor series to be
o
. . ajj(v) ey
—l]—(vvafaTla""Y;n)=Z (@J)' TJ €V®KR7

ej=0
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if it converges.
We will need the following tautological lemma in the proof of Theorem 1.4.20.

Lemma 1.4.4. Let 0 = 101 + - - - + «,,, 0,y be another derivation, with oy, ..., ay
in K. To simplify the notation, we formally write a; = d(u ;) for any j € J (and one
can check that the formula (1.4.5) can be written with no reference to u ;). Then, for
any x € V, we have

T(x; 05 T(ui; 9:8) —ur, .o, Tum: 93 8) —upm) = T(x; 0 8), (1.4.5)
as formal power series in V @k K[§].

Proof. Since (1.4.5) is a tautological statement, we may assume that K is Z-torsion
free. It suffices to show that (1.4.5) is true modulo §" for any d,-differential module
V and for any x € V, by induction on n. This is clear for n = 1. Assume that we
have proved this claim for n and we need to prove it for n 4 1. It suffices to prove
the equality

d d
%T(x ay; Tui; 95 8)— ul,---,T(um;3;5)—um)=%T(X;8;5)=T(3(X);8;5)

modulo §” (note that the derivation reduces the exponents on § by 1). We compute

the left hand side as follows.

%T(x 37 Tui; 358) —ur, oo, T(ums 03 8) — up)

35 (x) 9 . .
Z (e))! aa(T( 1:0:8) — 1)) (T(um: 9:8) — ) )

ej—

= Z 8(21(;!) (Zew(ﬂm: 0:8) —un) " - (Tluji 0:8) —uj)
ej=0

jeJ P
(T s 33 8) — um)™ - o5 T (s 3 a))

=> Z (eaj)(,x) ( Tur; 33 8) —u1)”

jeJ e;=0 caesy o yem . O a.
(T 058) = )™ - ST (w5 9: 9))

By the induction hypothesis, modulo §”, this is congruent to

ZT(G (x); 95 9) - wr(u,,a 8) = ZT(B (x); 05 8) - T(d(u;); 9; 6)

jeJ jeJ
= T(Z 0j(x)d(uj); 9; 8) =T((x); 9;6).
jeJ

This finishes the induction and proves the lemma. (]



On the refined ramification filtrations in the equal characteristic case 1607

Definition 1.4.6. Let K be a complete nonarchimedean differential field of order
m and characteristic zero, and let V be a nonzero 9, -differential module over K.
Define the intrinsic radius of V to be

IR(V) = min{ IRy, (V)} = min{ 12l & /12155 v}

For j € J, we say 9 is dominant for V if IRy, (V) =IR(V'). We define the multiset of
intrinsic subsidiary radii JR(V)={IR(V; 1), ..., IR(V; dim V)} by collecting and
ordering intrinsic radii from the Jordan—Holder constituents, as in Definition 1.2.3.
We again say that V has pure intrinsic radii if JR(V) is pure as a multiset.

We similarly define the extrinsic radius ER(V') to be the minimum of R, (V) and
the multiset of extrinsic subsidiary radii ER(V) ={ER(V; 1), ..., ER(V;dim V)}
by collecting and ordering extrinsic radii from the Jordan—Holder constituents.

Definition 1.4.7. Let K be a complete nonarchimedean differential field of order
m and characteristic zero. We say that K is of rational type with respect to a set
of parameters {u; : j € J} if each 0; is of rational type with respect to u;, and
0i(uj)=0"fori # jin J.

Hypothesis 1.4.8. For the rest of this subsection, let K be a complete nonar-
chimedean field of characteristic zero, equipped with commuting derivations d; of
rational type with respect to parameters u ;. Let V be a d;-differential module with
pure d;-radii for each j € J. We assume moreover that IR(V') < 1.

Notation 1.4.9. For each j, put s; = —log(a)Raj(V)_l), Lj = AURy;(V)), and
rj= r(lRaj(V)). By Theorem 1.2.20, we have s; € Q -log |K *| for any j.

Definition 1.4.10. By Theorem 1.3.26, we may replace K by a finite tamely rami-
fied extension such that V' admits a direct sum decomposition V = @®Vj,, where each
direct summand Vjp, has pure refined 0;-radii 6; for any j € J. Define the multiset
of refined radii of V, denoted by ®(V), to be the collection of 9 =) ._, 6, du;
with multiplicity dim Vj,, where ¢ is viewed as an element of

jeJ

(sj)
Kﬁlg dl/tj .
jeJ
The reason that we write the refined radii in the form of differentials will be justified
later, in Theorem 1.4.20.
We will also consider cases where the derivations with larger radii of convergence

are ignored.

(i) Let $O(V) be the multiset consisting of elements ) 6; du; with multiplicity
dim Vp,, where the sum is taken over those j such that IRy, (Vo,) =1IR(Vg,);
this is called the multiset of refined intrinsic radii. Often, we view it as a
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multiset of elements in

@nglgd—”_f for s = —log(wIR(V)™ ).

jel "

We remark that this definition does not depend on the field extension of K we
made earlier.

(ii) Let €®(V) be the multiset consisting of elements ) 6;du; with multiplicity
dim Vjp,, where the sum is only taken over those j such that Ry, (Vo,) =R(Vy,).
We call it the refined extrinsic radii.

Definition 1.4.11. Let (by,...,b,) €(0,1]™. Anorm |-|y on V is (by, ..., by)-
good (or simply good if bj = IR, (V) for all j € J) if it is b;-good with respect to
dj forall jeJ.

Remark 1.4.12. In contrast to the single derivation case, we do not know if a good
norm exists in general, unless we assume that K is discretely valued, in which
case, Lemma 1.4.14 below gives an affirmative answer. Hypothesis 1.4.13 below
may not be necessary for some of the results later in this subsection, as one might
get around using some approximation process. Since we will work with complete
discrete valuation field in most applications, we restrict ourselves here to this case.

Hypothesis 1.4.13. For the rest of this subsection, we assume that K is discretely
valued.

Lemma 1.4.14. Assume that b; € (0, IRy, (V)] for any j € J, and thatb; < 1 for
all j if p > 0. Then the differential module V admits a (by, ..., by,)-good norm.

Proof. We first remark that if /R, (V) <1, Theorem 1.2.20 implies IRy, (V) €| K™ Q.
To prove the lemma, we may assume b; = IRy, (V).

By the same argument as in Lemma 1.3.9 using Frobenius antecedent, it suffices
to prove the lemma under the assumption that b; < w for any j € J. Note that the
d;-Frobenius antecedent is compatible with 9 for j* # j. Let K’ be the completion
of K (x;) with respect to the e™*/-Gauss norm, where we set d;(x;) = 0 for all

Jj.j'eJands; = —log(w(blu)™"). In particular, K’ is discretely valued since
e i e |K*|?forany j e J.

We first show that V' := V ® K’ has a (b, ..., b,)-good norm. For this, it
suffices to show that given any norm | - |y, with orthonormal basis ey, ..., e;, the

submodule M’ of V' generated by
{x7 07 ei:a; €Z=gforany jeJandi€fl,...,d}}

over Ok is a finite Og/-module; if so, M’ gives rise to a norm on V’, under which
[0;] < |x;| =e™% for all j verify the conditions of (by, ..., b,)-good norm in
Definition 1.3.4. To prove that M’ is a finite O -submodule, it suffices to prove
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that |x"8”|v/ is bounded for each j as n — +o00 (we used here the fact that K’ is
dlscretely valued, otherwise boundness may not imply finiteness). It is then enough
to verify this boundness condition for any K’-norm on V’. In particular, for each of
dj, we can choose a bj-good norm by Lemma 1.3.9, for which |x797 ]y < 1. Thus
M’ is finite over Ok and hence we have a (b, ..., b,)-good norm on V',

This norm restricts to a K-norm on V satisfying all the norm conditions in
Definition 1.3.4. We use the following lattice lemma to show that it admits an
orthogonal basis. ([

Lemma 1.4.15. Let F be a complete discrete valuation field and let V be a finite
dimensional vector space, equipped with a norm compatible with F. Assume
moreover that the valuation group log |V — {0}|y of V is also discrete. Then V
admits an orthogonal basis.

Proof. The proof is almost the same as [Kedlaya 2010, Lemma 1.3.7]. For com-
pleteness and the convenience of the reader, we reproduce it here.

We use induction on the dimension n = dim V. When n = 1, the statement
is obvious; any nonzero vector forms an orthogonal basis. Now assuming the
statement for n — 1, we will prove it for an n-dimensional F-normed vector space
(V, |-]v) whose valuation group is discrete. Pick a nonzero vector v; € V and denote
W =V /Fvy, provided with the quotient norm |- | this is again F-compatible and
has discrete valuation group. By the inductive hypothesis, W admits an orthogonal

basis vy, ...,v,. Fori =2,...,n, we pick v; € V that lifts v; € W such that
|vilv = |vi|w (this is possible because V has discrete valuation group). We claim
that vy, ..., v, form an orthogonal basis of V.

We need to prove that |v|y = max;{|x;||v;|y} for any v =xjv1 + - -+ x,v, € V.
It is clear that |v|y is less than or equal to the right hand side; we need to show
|vly > max;{|x;||v;|v}. We prove it the following two cases separately.

(i) If the maximum above is achieved by some i > 2, we have

[vly = [vmod Fui|lw = |[x202 + -+ - + X, U |w

= max}_,{|x;||v;|w} = max]_, {|x;|vi|v}.

(i1)) We have |x(||vi| > |x;||v;| for all i = 2,...,n. In this case, we have
[v| = [x1]|v1] = max; {|x;||vi|v}.

This shows that vy, ..., v, form an orthogonal basis of V and finishes the proof
of the lemma. O

Remark 1.4.16. One may hope to find an analog of Example 1.3.20 for d;-
differential modules. This, however, amounts to carefully choosing the element x
in Example 1.3.20 so that the actions of d; commutes. For this, we might need to
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restrict the possible intrinsic refined radii to a subset of

@ glu%, where s = —log(wIR(V)™Y).
J

jeJ

Unfortunately, we do not know how to identify this subset in general. Proposition
1.4.17 below partly answers this question.
It would be interesting to know, when p > 0, whether any element in

P, duj

Kale ™y,

- j
jeJ
can appear in the multiset of refined intrinsic radii of some differential module. The
referee also pointed out that the reduction of d; may give rise to a @-module in
characteristic p. We do not know if this construction is independent of the choice of
good norms. But we suspect that this is related to the reduction of some arithmetic
9%-module when the differential module comes from one.

Proposition 1.4.17. Assume that IR(V) < w and that either p=0o0rd =rank V =1.
Let s = —log(a)IR(V)_l). Note that the action of ujd; on K induces a derivation

on K. If

9 = Ze d”f € $O(V),
jeJ

then fori, j € J, we have u;0;0; = u;0;6; in x}?ﬂm.

Proof. By possibly replacing K by a finite tamely ramified extension, we reduce to
the case when V is irreducible with a good norm given by an orthonormal basis,
and when V has pure refined intrinsic radii ) ,;_, 0;(du;/uj). The u;d;-action

with respect to this basis is given by a matrix N; € Matyq(m K)) Since 9; and 9;
commute with each other for any i, j € J, we have

jeJ

N,-N,-—i—u,-a,-(N,)=N‘,-Nl~+u‘,~8‘,-(N,-). (1.4.18)

Taking the trace of (1.4.18) gives d -u;3;0; =d -u ;3;0;, which yields the proposition
because d is invertible in kg . O

Before proceeding, we need some notation to use in Theorem 1.4.20 below.

Notation 1.4.19. If p >0, we can write an integer n € N as n =ag+ pa; +- - -+ p*ax
withay,...,a,€{0,..., p—1}. Puto,(n) =ap+---+ar if p>0,and o,(n) =0
if p =0. It is straightforward to check that o,(n) + 0,(n2) > 0,(n| + ny) for
ni,ns €N, and that |n!| = 0" =™ for n € N.

The following theorem explains how refined radii change when we consider a
different set of derivations, and hence justifies the reason we wrote refined radii in
the form of differentials in Definition 1.4.10.



On the refined ramification filtrations in the equal characteristic case 1611

Theorem 1.4.20. Assume that V has pure refined d;-radii 0; € . Kalg for any j € J.
Let K' be a complete discrete valuation field containing K. Let d be a derivation on
K', extending the action of €191 + - - - + a,,0,, on K to K', where ay, ..., o, € K'.
In fact, we have o; = d(u;) for any j € J. We assume that 9 is a derivation of
rational type on K'. Set s = minjc;{s; —log|a |} and let Jy be a subset of J
consisting of j for which s = s; —log |a;|. Assume moreover that IR;(V) < 1 if
j € Jo. Put6 = Zjejo ajbj e /c;;,)alg.

Then Ry(V @k K') < we®, and the equality is achieved if and only if 6 # 0 in
;;/)alg Moreover, when equivalent statement is verified, V @ x K’ has pure 9-radii
we® and pure refined 0-radii 0.

K

Proof. For j € J, the equality o; = d(u ;) follows from applying 0 to u ;.
By Lemma 1.4.14 and by possibly enlarging K and K', we may assume that V
admits a norm given by some orthonormal basis e such that, for any j € J,

(1) if IR;(V) < 1, the norm is good with respect to d;, and
(ii) if IR;(V) =1, the norm is b;-good with respect to d; for some b; in
(lojlet™, N K>

In this case, instead of taking the usual definitions of r;, A, and s;, we set
ri=r(b;),Aj=A(bj),and s; =s —log(bj|ozj|_1). Note that s; —log || > s
still holds.

Similarly to Notation 1.3.3, we define integers r and A as follows.

(x) When |0|g'we® < w we denote L =0 and r = 1.

(xx) When |d| g we® € [w, 1) and p > 0, let A denote the unique nonnegative integer
such that

_ A—1 _ _ Al
|8|K/a)ese[p 1/p*~(p 1),]9 1/p*(p 1))’

and put r = p*. In this case, we have (|8|K/a)es)”k < w for k < A and hence
(18] gwe’) <@ fori=1,...,r—1.

For each j € J, we have

l.
J
il

<10l fori=1,....r;—1, and |9y < |u;|"e™"*.
1%
Fori=1,...,r, the action of 3’ on an element x of e can be expressed in terms of
the actions of 9, according to the coefficients of 8/ on the left hand side of (1.4.5),
applied to x. More precisely, for any j € J and any i € N, the coefficient of §' in
T(uj; d; 8) —uj has norm less than or equal to [0 (u ;)] |8|K, = |aj| |8|’K_,1. For any
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coefficient that arises in the d;-Taylor series expansion, if we pute; =c; +d;r;
withc; €{0,...,r; — 1} and d; € Z>( for any j € J, then we have

d/’/

<,
< x|y - 1_[|8jllé ) l_[ —djrjsj = djrﬁap(dm)),

jelJ jeJ

9% (x) 8‘” (x)

(e))!

Putting these two bounds together, we see that if a §'-term on the left hand side of
(1.4.5) arises in a term that includes 8;’ (x)/(ey)! (which particularly implies that
i >ey+---+ep), then its norm is smaller than or equal to

x| |3|t e1——em 1_[ ;[ 1_[ |aj|‘1¥ . l_[(e—d_/rjb‘_/w—d./rj+0p(djr./))

jeJ jeJ jed
S . Cdir g _
|x| |8|l - - 1_[(|8j|K|a-/|)C] 1_[ ((|O‘j|[{e ‘Yf) ]r’a) d,r/+al,(d]r]))
jeJ jed
< |x] |a|l 17 m l‘[ EIFR 1‘[ (e s = riton i)y
JjeJ jeJ

(n0te |3|K/ 2 |a(uj)||1/t]|_1 = |aJ||8]|K)
= |X| |a|iK’(|8|K’a)es)_z.idjrngp(zjdjrj).

Wheni =1,...,r — 1, the coefficient of this §'-term has norm less than or equal
to |0 |’k,|x| by condition (xx). When i = r, this §'-term has norm less than or equal
to [0]%.((10] g we’) " w) x| = @ "T'e " |x|; the equality can happen only when
Zj djrj =r and op(zj djrj) = Zj op,(d;jrj), which together yield e; = r for
some j € Jy and ejs = 0 for j' # j. When equality of norms is achieved, the
corresponding 8'-term is a’:97(x)/r!. Therefore, modulo m I?)Jr

0" with respect to e is congruent to ) _ . jedo O 3]’ ; this is a sum of matrices with
single eigenvalues a;G; for j € Jy (note that, again, IRy, (V) <1 for all j € Jy).
By Lemma 1.3.14, we have Ry(V) < we® and this is an equality if and only if
ZJ.EJO 07 #0in KK,a,g, which is equivalent to ZJ.EJO a;jfj #0in I(K,alg, note that
r is always 1 or a power of p. Moreover, if the equivalent COIldlthIl is satisfied, V
has pure refined 9-radii

1/r
ror (s)
(§ ejaj> =) Oja; =0 €r O

J€Jdo J€Jo

the matrix of

Corollary 1.4.21. Let V be a d-differential module over K and let

f=T0:0;T): K — K[T/ullo
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and f*V be as in Lemma 1.2.6(d). For n € [0, |u|), let F,, denote the completion of
K (T) with respect to the n-Gauss norm.

(@) Ifne 0, Ry(V)], f*V ®F, has pure intrinsic dr-radius 1; if n € (Ry(V), |ul),
f*V ® F, has (extrinsic) or-radius Ry(V).

(b) Whenn € (Ry(V), lul), we have ®;,(f*V @ F,) = Oy(V).

Proof. For any x € V, f*(0(x)) = a7 (f*(x)). The first statement follows from
this immediately, and the second statement follows from Theorem 1.4.20. (When
IRy(V) =1, (b) is void.) O

Remark 1.4.22. Similar to Remark 1.3.29, if we do not assume that 9;, ..., 9, are
of rational type (but only commuting), the results from this subsection still hold if,
for any d; for which the refined 9;-radii are relevant, we have Ry, (V) <o, |}1.

1.5. One-dimensional variation of refined radii. Having established the results
for differential modules over a field, we now study the case of a differential module
over a rigid analytic annulus or a rigid analytic disc. It is particularly interesting to
study how the multisets of (subsidiary) radii of the differential module with respect to
different Gauss norms vary as we change the radii which define the Gauss norm. Ked-
laya and the author had proved various results on this in [Kedlaya 2010, Chapter 11;
Kedlaya and Xiao 2010, Section 2], essentially stating that the (subsidiary) radii are
piecewise log-affine functions in the radii of the annulus. In this subsection, we will
characterize how the refined radii change as we change the radii for the Gauss norm,
in the case when the functions given by the subsidiary radii are in fact log-affine.

Hypothesis 1.5.1. Throughout this subsection, we assume that K is a complete
nonarchimedean field of characteristic zero and residual characteristic p. We also
assume that K is equipped with derivations 91, ..., d,, of rational type with respect
ouy,...,Uy.

Notation 1.5.2. Put J ={1,...,m} and J* = JU{0}. For n > 0, let F, denote the
completion of K (7) under the n-Gauss norm |-|,,. Set dy = d/dt on K|[t]; it extends
by continuity to F, and ring of functions on discs or annuli. The derivations 9+
are of rational type on F,.

Notation 1.5.3. Fix j € JT and an interval I C [0, co0). We say that I is an open
interval in [0, co) if it is of the form [0, 8) or («, B), where 0 < o < 8. Put
I = I\{0}. For M a 9;-differential module of rank d over A}{(I), r € —log I, and
ie{l,...,d}, weput

(M, r)=—log Ry (M@F.:1).  FM.r)=f" (M. r)+ -+ (M.r).

Theorem 1.5.4. Fix j € J* and an interval I C [0, +00). Let M be a d-differential
module of rank d over A}{ ().
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(a) (linearity) Fori =1, ..., d, the functions fl.(j)(M, r) and Fl.(j)(M, r) are con-
tinuous. They are piecewise affine on the locus where . fl.(j )(M ,1) > —log|uj|
if j € J; and they are piecewise affine on all of —log 1 if j = 0.
(b) (weak integrality)
(b1) Supposep Oor j=0.Ifi=dor f(])(M rg) < f(])(M ro), the slopes
of F; W) (M, r) in some neighborhood of r = ry belong to 7. Consequem‘ly,
the slopes of each f(])(M r) and F(])(M r) belong to ]Z U---u Z.

(b2) Suppose p>0and j € J. If fV (M, ro) > 1/(p"(p— 1)) log p —loglu.,-|
for some n € Zxq, then the slopes of each fi(])(M, r) and Fi(])(M, r)in
some neighborhood of rqo belong to I d,Z

(¢) (monotonicity) Suppose 0 € I and suppose either j € J, or j = 0 and
fl.(o) (M, rog) > ro. Then the slopes of Fi(" )(M , Ig) are nonpositive in a neigh-
borhood of ry.

(d) (convexity) Fori =1, ...,d, the function Fl.(j )(M , ') Is convex.

(e) (decomposition) Assume that I is an open interval in [0, +00). Suppose that
for some i € {1,...,d}, F(’)(M r) is affine and f(j)(M r) > f )1(M r)
forr € —logl. Then we can write M uniquely as the direct sum of two 9;-
differential submodules M| and M;, such that, for any n € I, the multiset of

d;j-radii of M| ® F, exactly consists of the smallest i elements in the multiset
of 0j-radii of M @ F,.

Proof. This is [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010, Theorems 2.2.5, 2.2.6, and 2.3.5]. O
Notation 1.5.5. Let I C [0, +00) be an interval and let M be a 9;+-differential
module of rank d on A}((I). Forr e —logi andi e {l,...,d}, we put

JitM,r) = —10gIR(M ® Fe-r;i) and Fi(M,r)= filM,r)+---+ fi(M,r).
Suppose that I C [0, 1) and that |u ;| =1 for any j € J, we put

fitM, r) = —1og ERM ® Fyr;i) and F;(M,r)= fi(M,r)+---+ fi(M,r).
Theorem 1.5.6. Fix an interval I C [0, +00). Let M be a 9 ;+-differential module
of rank d over Al x (D).

(a) (linearity) Fori =1, ...,d, the functions f;(M,r) and F;(M, r) are continu-
ous and piecewise affine.

(b) (integrality) Ifi =d or fi(M,ro) > fi+1(M, ro), then the slopes of Fi(M, r)
in some neighborhood of ry belong to Z. Consequently, the slopes of each
fi(M,r) and F;(M,r) belong to 1ZU---U 17

(c) (monotonicity) Suppose that 0 € 1. Then the slopes of F;(M, r) are nonpositive,
and each F;(M, r) is constant for r sufficiently large.
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(d) (convexity) Fori =1, ...,d, the function F;(M,r) is convex.

(e) (decomposition) Suppose that I is an open interval in (0, +00), and suppose
that, for somei € {1, ...,d—1}, the function F; (M, r) is affine and f;(M,r) >
fixr1(M, r) forr € —log I. Then M can be uniquely written as the direct sum
of two 9+ -differential submodules M| and M, such that, for any n € I, the
multiset of intrinsic radii of My ® F, exactly consists of the smallest i elements
in the multiset of intrinsic radii of M @ F),.

(f) (dichotomy) Suppose that I is an open interval in [0, +00) and that M is not
the direct sum of two nonzero 0 j+-differential submodules. If (M, r) is affine
forr € —log 1, then, for each j € J*,

(1) either M ® F), has pure intrinsic 0;-radii and the intrinsic 3-radius equals
IR(M Q F)y) foralln eI, or
(2) we have IRy, (M ® F;)) > IR(M ® F) foralln € I.

Moreover, if lu;| =1 for any j € J and if I C [0, 1), then the same statements
above except (c) hold for f, (M, r) and E(M, r) in place of f;(M,r) and F;(M,r),
respectively. In this case, the following statement holds.

(c’) (monotonicity) Suppose that 0 € I. Fori =1,...,d, for any point ro where
fi(M, ro) > ro, the slopes of F;(M, r) are nonpositive in some neighborhood
of ro. We also have f;(M,r) =r forr sufficiently large.

Proof. Statements (a)—(e) for f;(M,r) and F;(M, r) are proved in [Kedlaya and
Xiao 2010, Theorems 2.4.4 and 2.5.1]. Statements (a), (b), (¢), (d), and (e) for
fi(M ,r) and ﬁ,- (M, r) can be proved similarly as follows.

Let K denote the completion of K (x;) with respect to the (1, ..., 1)-Gauss
norm. For I = [«, B) C [0, 1), the Taylor series defines an mJectlve continuous
homomorphism f* K{a/t,t/B}} —> K(a/t t/B} such that f (u ) =u,; +x;t (as
in [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010, Notation 2.4.1]). For n € (o, B), we use F to denote
the completion of K (t) with respect to the n-Gauss norm. Then f* extends to an
injective isometric homomorphism f* : F, — F

We view f *M as a dyp-differential module on Al [e, B). Since

80|f*M =dolm + Z xja V78
jeJ
we have

Ry (M ® F,) = min {Ry,(M ® F,)} = ER(M ® F,), for any n € [o, B).
je

In other words, fl.(o) (f*M, r)y= f, (M, r) forr € (—log 8, —log ). The theorem fol-
lows from Theorem 1.5.4; to obtain the decomposition in (e), we use Lemma 1.1.10
and Remark 1.1.11 to glue the decompositions over A}?[oe, B) and over F), for some

n € (a, B).
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We now prove (f) for the intrinsic radii; the proof for the extrinsic radii is similar.

Fix j € JT. Assume that we are not in case (2). Then IRy, (M®F;) =IR(M®F)
for some 1 € I. By Theorem 1.5.4(d), the that that fl(j )(M , ) is convex forces
IRy, (M®Fy) =IR(M®F,) forall n € I. Now, if IRy, (M ® F;;; 2) > IR(M ® F),) for
all n € («, B), the decomposition (e) would imply that M is decomposable, which
contradicts the assumption. Therefore, we have IRy (M ® F;2) = IR(M ® F;)
for some n € I. By Theorem 1.5.4(d) again, we have the equality for all n € I.
Continuing this argument for the third smallest and other subsidiary 9d;-radii leads
us to case (1). O

Next, we discuss how the multiset of refined 9-radii of the d;-differential module
M changes when we base change the 9;-differential module M to the completions
with respect to different Gauss norms, in the case when

DM, ry=--=fD  (M,r)

is affine. Before proving general results, we first look at an example of 9 -differential
module with pure refined 9;-radii when base changed to any completion with respect
to the Gauss norm. It is a 1-dimensional family analog of Example 1.3.20.

Example 1.5.7. Let j € J™ and let (ar, B) € (0, 00) be an open interval. Fix b € Q

and 6 € K;:a)]g, where a € —log | K* |92, Assume that

1 ifp=0,

1.5.8
pl/P if p > 0. (1.5.8)

e‘al el < {
We will see that this includes some nonvisible radii. As noted in Remark 1.3.21,
we cannot loosen the restriction in (1.5.8) from p'/? to p!'/(P=D.
Let e be the prime-to-p part of the denominator of b. We have the following:

(i) If p=0,thena € —log|(K')*| and 0 € K[(f,) for some finite tamely ramified
extension K'/K. Let x € m(,?,) be a lift of 6. We set n =0 and d =1 in this
case.

(ii) If p > 0 and j = 0, there exists n € N such that

07" ¢ K}ﬁna) with p"a € —log |(K')*| and p"eb € pZ,
for some finite ramely ramified extension K'/K . Let x € m%’,na) be a lift of 67",
We setd = p".

n n—1
(i") If p > 0 and j € J, there exists n € N such that 67" € (<, “)? and p"eb € Z
with p"~'a € —log |(K’)*| for some finite tamely ramified extension K'/K.
Letx € m%’/(;;)) be a lift of @7"; this is possible by Lemma 1.2.16.
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Let A }(,(al/ ¢, B1/¢) be the open annulus with coordinate ¢!/¢. Let 58(] ,)) () denote
the 0;-differential module over A}(,(al/e, ﬂl/e) of rank d with basis {ey, ..., e;},
on which 9; acts per description

xt‘dbu;del if jel,

dje,=e;y1fori=1,...,d—1 and ajed:{xtd(b“)el it /=0,

We added u>¢ and +=¢ in the definition to balance the different normalizations on
intrinsic d;-radii.

Lemma 1.5.9. Keep the notation as in Example 1.5.7. If we set F/_, = Fe—r (t7¢),
then for any r € (—log 8, —log ), if(jb m®F _» has pure intrinsic d;-radii we?br
and pure refined 0 ;-radii 01>,

Proof. Comparing this with Example 1.3.20 shows that for any r, 58(] b ®F,

is isomorphic to B(Ext_dbu—d w if j € J,and to £ —ae+n ( if j = 0 Applylng
Lemma 1.3.23 to this 9; -differential module yields the result; note that the condi-
tion (1.5.8) corresponds to the condition on s in Example 1.3.20. (]

Theorem 1.5.10. Fix j € JT. Let M be a d;-differential module over an open
annulus A1 (a, B) such that M ® Fe-r has pure intrinsic 0;-radii we? b < 1 for
any r € (—log B, —loga) (this implies that f(])(M, r)y=-..= éf;M(M, r) isan
affine function with slope b). Let e be the prime-to-p part of the denominator of b.

Then there exists a unique direct sum decomposition

M= ED M0y

(ebCr

of 9; diﬁ‘erential modules over A} (e, B) where the sum is over all . xGal(K ¢/ K )-
ale» and the refined 9 j-radii of My,,,0y® Fy for any n € (a, B) is a multiset
consisting of the i, x Gal(K*€/K)-orbits {t "0} with appropriate multiplicities.
Moreover, if K' is a finite tamely ramlﬁed tension of K such that all the 6 in the
above decomposition belong to | J,, (IC S))1/ P" then we have a unique direct sum

orbits ofK

decomposition

M ®cxaseaspy K@/, 018V = €D My

(a)

GEKKalg

of 0;-differential modules over A}(,(ozl/e, BY) such that Mg ® K'F, has pure
refined 0j-radii t7°0 for any n € («, B).

Proof. First of all, since defining a d;-differential module only needs finite data, we
may assume that Q -log |K ™| # R.
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The decomposition as stated in the theorem, if it exists, is determined by the
decomposition of M ® F.- for each r € (—log 8, —log «); it is hence unique. We
may always replace M by M Qg a/1,1/8) K'{{a/¢/t1/¢ t1/¢/ g1/} for e and any
finite tamely ramified extension K’ of K, and we may recover the result for M
using Galois descent. In particular, we may assume that e = 1. Moreover, using
Lemma 1.1.10 and Remark 1.1.11, it suffices to first obtain the decomposition
in a neighborhood of each radius in (¢, 8) and then glue the decompositions on
overlaps.

Let ro € (—log B, —log ) be a point. We first assume that IRy, (M & Fo—r) < 1
when p =0, and IRy, (M ® F.-) < p~1/P(r=1 when p > 0 (note that this restriction
still allows some nonvisible radii). By shrinking the interval («, ) to a smaller
neighborhood of ry, we may assume that the condition above at ry holds for all
points in (—log B8, —log«). Pick a point r; € (—log 8, —log @) which does not
belong to Q -log | K™ |.

Let 0t~ e 30Oy, (M ® F-r ) be an element in the multiset of refined intrinsic
d;-radii, with multiplicity . Since M ® F,-~ has pure intrinsic 9;-radii wed o,

we have
—b (@) .

(a—bry) ~
= Kalg’

alg
F2

00 ek t
here the latter isomorphism follows from our choice r; ¢ Q -log |K*|. We may
replace K by a finite tamely ramified extension so that

0 c U( (p" a))l/p

The construction in Example 1.5.7 gives a 9;-differential module SE(J )b () over
A}((a B) such that 58“ by ® Fer has pure 9;-radii we™ ~b and pure intrinsic
0 j-radii 61" for any r € (—log B, —log ).
Ifweset N=M® (3(’17 (n))v then we have IRy, (N ® Fe—) < we?™ ~br for any
r € (—log B8, —log «). Moreover, Proposition 1.3. 19 and Theorem 1.3.26 together
imply that

D) = FOWN ) = F o 0a N D > s ast (N2 1)

By Theorem 1.5.6(d), the same inequality holds for all r € (—log 8, —log) in
place of r; because a convex function below a linear function is same as the linear
function if and only if the two functions touch at some point. By Theorem 1.5.4(e),
we have a unique decomposition of 9;-differential modules N = Ny @ N; such
that, for any r € (—log 8, —loga), No ® F.— has pure intrinsic 0;-radii wed~br
and IRy, (N1 ® For) > we? b, By the same argument as in Theorem 1.3.26, this
implies that M admits a decomposition of 9-differential modules M = My & M’

over A}((a, B) such that My ® (;P(jb (n))v Niand M' ® (§E(Jb (n))v No. By
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Proposition 1.3.28 and Lemma 1.5.9, for any r € (—log 8, —loga), My & F.-- has
pure refined intrinsic d;-radii 6¢~", and the multiset of refined intrinsic 9 j-radii of
M’ ® F.- does not contain 8t ~”. We obtain the decomposition in the theorem by
applying this argument to every 6.

To finish the proof, it suffices to consider the case when p > 0 and

IRy, (M ® Fer) € [p~ /71 1),

But in this case, the d;-Frobenius antecedent of M exists over the annulus with
radii in a neighborhood of r. The decomposition follows from the decomposition
of the d;-Frobenius antecedents of M (applied iteratively until the intrinsic d;-radii
fall in the range above). ([

Remark 1.5.11. The artificial reduction to the case Q@ -log |K ™| # R is to deduce
(@)

0 € K-

not constantly p~!/?=1D in which case one may alternatively use the Frobenius

pushforward to reduce to the visible case.

This fact can also be proved using Newton polygons if the fl(j ) (M, r)is

Theorem 1.5.12. Let I be an open interval of [0, +00) and let M be a 9;+-
differential module over A}{ (I) such that M® Fo— has pure intrinsic radii we® ="
forre—log(I). Let e denote the prime-to-p part of the denominator of b. Then there
exists a unique direct sum decomposition M = P (o9) Mip.0y of 0+-differential
modules over A}((I), where the sum is taken over all |1, % Gal(Kalg/K)-orbits of

<1

du;
Dtk @kl @
and the refined intrinsic radii of My, ® F, for any n € —logi is a multiset
consisting of the i, x Gal(K¥¢/K)-orbits {t ""®} with appropriate multiplicities.
Moreover, there exists a finite tamely ramified tension K’ of K such that we have
a unique direct sum decomposition

M @k K'lt'7] = P My (15.13)

@ duj (@) dt
ﬁe/éeija]gTj@KKalgT

of dy+-differential modules over A}(/(Il/e) such that My ® K/F,; has pure refined
intrinsic radii t="9 for any n € —log I.

Proof. We first treat the case when 0 ¢ /. Without loss of generality, we assume
that M is not a direct sum of two nonzero sub-d;+-modules, which implies the
dichotomy given by Theorem 1.5.6(f). We may apply Theorem 1.5.10 to the 9; for
which case (f1) of Theorem 1.5.6 holds for M and note that the decompositions for
different d; given by Theorem 1.5.10 are compatible. This gives rise to the desired
decomposition.
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Now, we consider the case when I = [0, 8). Since we have already proved the
theorem over («, ) for any « > 0, it suffices to find the decomposition for I =10, @)
for some o € (0, 1). Note that when « is sufficiently small, M ® Al k[0, @) is trivial
as a dp-differential module and hence is the pullback of a 9;- dlfferentlal module
My over K along the natural morphism K — K {{t /«}}. The decomposition (1.5.13)
follows from the decomposition of My given by Theorem 1.3.26. ([

We have a similar result for refined extrinsic radii, but only over A}{(I ); this is
because adjoining ¢!/¢ would change the extrinsic radii. This subtlety also comes
up when considering differential modules over discs (as opposed to annuli) and
trying to extend the decomposition into the center of the disc: this is only possible
if the functions defined by the extrinsic radii are “constant”.

Theorem 1.5.14. Assume that |u]| = 1forall j € J. Let M be a 0;+-differential
module over an open annulus Al k() with I C (0, 1). Assume that M  Fe— has

a—br

pure extrinsic radii we <e ’for re —log(l). Let e denote the prime-to-p part

of the denominator of b. Then there exists a unique direct sum decomposition

M= m,; (1.5.15)

{1}

of 3;+-differential modules over Al x (1), where the direct sum is taken over all
e X Gal(K2 /K )-orbits

(D} in &b KKalg du; ® K;?a)lg dt,
jeJ
and the multiset of refined extrinsic radii of M, wod) ® F, exactly consists of the
e X Gal(K2 /K )-orbits {t~ /Leﬁ} with approprlate multiplicities, for any n € I.

Proof. The proof is the same as Theorem 1.5.12. (]

Proposition 1.5.16. Fix j € J*. Let M be a d;-differential module over an open
disc A}<[O, a) such that M ® F,, for any n in a neighborhood of n = o has pure
0j-radii we’, where we’ is independent of n, and is strictly less than |u;| if j € J
and less than « if j = 0. Then there exists a unique direct sum decomposition
M = ®{9}c « Mgy of 0;-differential modules over A1 [0, @), where the direct sum
is taken over all Gal(K ag / KY-orbits {0} of K(S) and the multiset of refined 9d;-radii
of Mgy ® F), consists of the Gal(K alg / KY-orbits {0} with appropriate multiplicities,
foranyn e (0,a) if j € J and for any n € (we’, «) if j = 0.

Proof. Theorem 1.5.4(c) implies that M ® F), has pure d;-radii we®, for any n € (0, «]
if j € J and for any n € (we’, o] if j = 0. The proposition then follows from
the same argument as in Theorem 1.5.10, but invoking [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010,
Theorem 2.3.10] in place of Theorem 1.5.4(e) when making the decomposition by
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extrinsic radii. Note also that we will only make use of the d;-differential module

a?iij 2) ) in the proof which is defined over the entire disc A1 [O, o). U

Proposition 1.5.17. Assume that \u;|=1 for any j € J. Let M be a d;+-differential
module over an open disc Al k10, a) with a < 1. Assume that M @ F-- has pure
extrinsic radii min{we®, e*r}for any r > —log o, where we® < a. Then there exists
a unique direct sum decomposition M = @{ 5 M, of dy+-differential modules
over A}([O o), where the direct sum is taken over all Gal(Kalg/K) orbits {15‘} in
&P Kﬁjﬁlg duj ® K;;zlg dt,
jeJ
such that the multiset of refined extrinsic radii of M, ® F, exactly consists of the
Gal(K¥2/K)-orbits {19} with appropriate multlpllcmes for any n > we’.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that M is not a direct sum of
two nonzero d,+-differential modules. We first show a dichotomy, similar to
Theorem 1.5.6(f): for each 9}, either M ® F;, has pure 9;-radii we® for all n > we”’,
or Ry, (M ® F,)) < we® for all n > we’. Assume that we are not in the latter
case. Then Ry (M ® F;) = ER(M ® F;) for some n € (we’, a). By parts (c)
and (d) of Theorem 1.5.4, the monotonicity and convexity of fl(J )(M , r) forces
Ry, (M®F,)=ER(M®F,) forall n € (0, o). Now, if Ry, (M®Fy; 2) > ER(M Q Fy))
for all n € (we’, ), we may use [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010, Theorem 2.3.10] to
decompose M to split off the smallest d;-radii, which contradicts the indecom-
posability assumption on M. Therefore, Ry, (M ® Fy; 2) = ER(M ® F;) for some
n € (we’, a). Continuing this argument for the third and other subsidiary 9,-radii
leads us to the former case of the claim. The proposition now follows from applying
Proposition 1.5.16 to each d; that satisfies the former condition of the claim. [J

Remark 1.5.18. We do not expect a decomposition theorem analogous to Proposi-
tion 1.5.17 in the case when the functions for extrinsic radii are linear with negative
slopes. The reason is that, when 7 is sufficiently close to 0, ER(M ® F)) is always
the same as 7, and hence no information about the d;-radii of M ® F; is reflected in
the extrinsic radii. In contrast, in the situation of Proposition 1.5.17 if the functions
of extrinsic radii stay constant before the they become equal to —log 7, all dominant
d; must have constant d;-radii by the monotonicity (Theorem 1.5.4(c)).

1.6. Refined differential conductors. Differential modules defined over an open
annulus with outer radius 1 are historically considered very important, in particular
those whose intrinsic radii approach 1, as we base change to the completion with
respect to the Gauss norms with radii approaching to 1; this is known as the solvable
case. In particular, the rate of the such change of intrinsic radii is related to the
Swan conductors if the differential modules come from a Galois representation
of Gy, (1))- In this subsection, we focus on this situation and define differential
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conductors, as well as refined differential conductors if the differential module has
pure differential conductors.

We continue to assume Hypothesis 1.5.1. Moreover, we assume p > 0 in this
subsection.

Definition 1.6.1. Let M be a d;+-differential module of rank d over A}< (no, 1) for
some 1o € (0, 1). We say that M is solvable if IRIM ® F;;)) — 1 asn— 1.

Theorem 1.6.2. Suppose M is a solvable 0 ;+-differential module of rank d over
A }((no, 1), for some ng € (0, 1). Then by making ng sufficiently close to 1, there
exists a unique direct sum decomposition M = My @ - - - ® M,, over A}((no, 1) and
nonnegative distinct rational numbers by, . . ., b, with b; -rank(M;) € Z, such that
M; ® F,, has pure intrinsic radii n’ foranyi =1, ...,y and any n € (o, 1).

Keep the same hypothesis and assume moreover that |u ;| =1 for all j € J. Then
by maklng no suﬂiczently close to 1, there exists a unique direct sum decomposition
M=M L ®---Pb M over A K(no, 1) and nonnegatlve distinct rational numbers
bl, .. b with b, rank(M) € Z, such that M ® F, has pure extrinsic radii nPi
foranyl =1,...,y and any n € (no, 1).

Proof. By parts (a), (b), and (d) of Theorem 1.5.6, forl =1, ..., d, the functions
d'Fi(M,r) and d! I:”I(M, r) on (0, —logng) are continuous, convex, and piecewise
affine with integer slopes. The assumption d!F;(M,r) — 0 also implies that
d! I:}(M, r) — 0 as r — 0; because of this and the fact that d! F;(M, r) > 0 and
d!I:}(M, r) > 0 for all r, the slopes of F;(M,r) and I:“I(M, r) are forced to be
nonnegative. Hence there is a least such slope; that is, d! F; (M, r) and d! ﬁl(M ,7)
are linear in a right neighborhood of r =0

We can thus choose ng € (0, 1) so that d! F;(M, r) and d!ﬁl(M, r) are linear
on (0, —logng) for Il = 1,...,d. The desired decomposition is constructed in
Theorem 1.5.6(e) and the integrality of b; - rank(M;) and l;,- -rank(l\;ll-) follows
from the fact that Fgim p, (M;, r) and F dim M, (Mi, r) have integral slopes, again by
Theorem 1.5.6(b). U
Definition 1.6.3. Let M be a solvable 9,+-differential module of rank d over
Ak(no, 1) for some 19 € (0, 1). Define the multiset of differential log-breaks
of M to be the multiset consisting of b; from Theorem 1.6.2 with multiplicity
rank M;; we use bjog(M; 1) > - - - > biog(M; d) to denote the differential log-breaks
in decreasing order. We define the differential Swan conductor of M to be the
sum of the differential log-breaks, that is, Swan(M) = Zle b; - rank(M;); it is
a nonnegative integer by Theorem 1.6.2. We say that M has pure differential
log-breaks if all differential log-breaks are equal.

When M has pure differential log-breaks, we define the multiset of refined Swan
conductors of M, denoted by $© (M), to be the multiset consisting of ¢ in (1.5.13)
with multiplicity rank M.
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Similarly, when |u ;| =1 for all j € J, we define the multiset of differential nonlog-
breaks to be the multiset consisting of b; from Theorem 1.6.2 with multiplicity
rank M,-; we use byjog(M; 1) > -+ - > byjog(M; d) to denote the differential nonlog-
breaks in decreasing order. We define the differential Artin conductor of M to
be the sum of the differential nonlog-breaks; it is also a nonnegative integer by
Theorem 1.6.2. We say that M has pure differential nonlog-breaks if all differential
nonlog-breaks are equal.

When M has pure differential nonlog-breaks, we define the multiset of refined
Artin conductors of M, denoted by €® (M), to be the multiset of ., x Gal(K*P/K)-
orbits {p,elg‘} in (1.5.15) with multiplicity equal to the multiplicities of {¢r~? Meﬁ‘} in
M{ueﬁ} ® F, for any n € (10, 1).

2. Refined differential conductors for Galois representations

One of the most important applications of p-adic differential modules is to provide
an interpretation of the Swan conductors of representations of G4, where k is a
complete discrete valuation field of equal characteristic p > 0 with perfect residue
field. This idea was later generalized by Kedlaya [2007] to the case when the
residue field of k£ need not to be perfect, and by the author [Xiao 2010] to relate the
differential modules to the Swan conductors in the sense of Abbes and Saito [2002].
In this section, we further develop the theory on the differential module side to
incorporate the study of refined differential conductors, which will be related to
Saito’s definition [2009] of refined Swan conductors, as proved in the next section.
Throughout this section, we assume that p > 0 is a prime number.

2.1. Construction of differential modules. This subsection is dedicated to the con-
struction of the differential modules associated to representations of G, where k is
a complete discrete valuation field of equal characteristic p > 0.

Definition 2.1.1. For a field « of characteristic p > 0, a p-basis of k is a set
(bj)jes C k such that the products bi’, where e; € {0, 1,..., p—1}forall j €J
and e; = 0 for all but finitely many j, form a basis of the vector space x over «”.

Notation 2.1.2. Let k be a complete discrete valuation field of characteristic p > 0.
Let m; be a uniformizer of k, generating the maximal ideal my in the ring of
integers O. Let k = k; denote the residue field. Let k¥ = «®8 denote an algebraic
closure of k. We choose and fix a noncanonical isomorphism k >~ k ((7r3)). We fix
a p-basis by of k and let b; C k be the preimage of them via the isomorphism
above. Then {b,, m;} form a p-basis of k, which we refer to as a lifted p-basis.
Let ko =(),eny Kl = Mhen kP". We know that d7;, and db; form a basis of Qék
over Oy.
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Let Ok denote the Cohen ring of « with respect to by and let By C Ok be the
canonical lifts of the p-basis. Put K = Frac Og. We use Ok, to denote the ring of
Witt vectors of kg, viewed as a subring of Ox and we put Ko =0 Ko[%]-

Notation 2.1.3. For an extension k’/k of a complete discrete valuation field, the
(naive) ramification degree of k'/ k is simply the index of the valuation of k in that
of k.

We say that k/k is tamely ramified if p t e and the residue field extension xy /Ky
is separable, that is, « is algebraic and separable over «(xy; @ € A) for some
transcendental elements x, and an index set A. If moreover, e = 1, we say k'/k is
unramified.

Notation 2.1.4. By a representation of Gy, we mean a continuous homomorphism
p : G — GL(V,), where V, is a vector space over a (topological) field F of
characteristic zero. We say that p is a p-adic if F is a finite extension of Q.

Let F be a finite extension of Q,, let O denote its ring of integers, and let [,
denote the residue field of O, where g is a power of p. Put Z, = W(F,) and
Q=74 [%] By an O-representation of Gy, we mean a continuous homomorphism
p: Gy — GL(A,) with A, a finite free O-module.

For p a p-adic representation or an O-representation, we say that p has finite
local monodromy if the image of the inertia group Iy is finite.

We assume that F, C ko. Put K’ = K F. Since F/Q, is totally ramified, we have
Ox =0k ®Zq 0.

Notation 2.1.5. We put R, = K’(n/T, T} for n e (0, 1) and Rg' = (G Ry s
the latter ring is commonly called the Robba ring over K'. Let Ry} be the subring of
R consisting of elements whose 1-Gauss norm is bounded by 1; it is a Henselian
discrete valuation ring, with residue field k if we identify the reduction of 7" with
7. For n € (0, 1), we use F,; to denote the completion of K'(T) with respect to
the n-Gauss norm.

A Frobenius lift ¢ is an endomorphism of QRiKm, which lifts the natural g-th power
Frobenius on k. Any Frobenius lift extends by continuity to an action on Rg'. A
standard Frobenius lift is a Frobenius lift which sends T to T? and B; to BJ’.’ for
any j € J.

The differentials

Q!

1 1
i Qgp,, and Q%,;(/

forany n € (0, 1) admit a basis givenby dB; and dT. We set dg=0/0T, d; =09/0B;
with j € J for the dual basis. Then a V-module over Rk is just a d,+-differential
module.
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Definition 2.1.6. Let ¢ be a Frobenius lift. For R = Rk, %’,7(,, or 97?,1;(15, a (¢, V)-
module M over R is a d;+-differential module together with an isomorphism
®: ¢p*M — M of 9;+-differential modules.

Theorem 2.1.7. For any Frobenius lift ¢, we have an equivalence of categories
between the category of O-representations with finite local monodromy and the cate-
gory of (¢, V)-modules over %i;(“,. Moreover, all (¢, V)-modules can be realized
over 97%'[7( for some n € (0, 1). This (¢, V)-module is independent of the choice of
the p-basis.

Proof. The functor is constructed in [Kedlaya 2007, Section 3; Xiao 2010, Sec-
tion 2.2]. O

Definition 2.1.8. For a p-adic representation p of G with finite local monodromy,
we choose an O-lattice A, of V), stable under the action of Gy; this gives an
O-representation of G;. Theorem 2.1.7 then produces a (¢, V)-module over QRiI‘(“,,
whose base change to R k- is called the differential module associated to p, denoted

by €,. This €, does not depend on the choice of the lattice A ,.

For the rest of this subsection, we assume the following.

Hypothesis 2.1.9. The residue field « has a finite p-basis by, where J ={1, ..., m}.
We put J* = J U{0}.

Proposition 2.1.10. Let ¢ be the standard Frobenius lift on gii;(“,. Then the Frobe-
nius ¢ : F,;q — F,; is the same as the iterative Frobenius ¢ o ... o0 @@n» i
Construction 1.2.14, where g = p”.

Proof. We may assume that K’ contains ¢, a g-th root of unity. It suffices to
show that the image ¢(Fr;,,) is stable under the action of (Z/¢Z)™*! in the sense of
Construction 1.2.14, where each 9;-Frobenius corresponds to a factor Z/qZ, and
that the degree of F,; over (j)(F,;,,) is g1,

Fori = (ig, ..., im) € (Z/qZ)"*", we have T® = ¢°T and (B;)® = ¢, B, for
any j € J. Hence (-)® o ¢ for all i are continuous homomorphisms from Ok [[7']]
to itself, sending B; to B;’ and T to T9. By the functoriality of Cohen rings (see
[Xiao 2010, Proposition 2.1.8]), these homomorphisms are all the same. Hence
the image of ¢ is stable under the (Z/qZ)™*!-action. It is evident that F,; has rank
g™t over ¢(F,;,,); this forces the two homomorphisms to be the same. O

Proposition 2.1.11. Let ¢ be the standard Frobenius lift on RY and let € be a
(¢, V)-module over A}(,[no, 1) for some ng € (0, 1). Then € is solvable.

Proof. This is well-known to the experts; we include a proof for the convenience of
the reader. By Lemma 1.2.18(a), we have

fi(¢p*M, )
=max {p~* f;(M,qr), p" 7 (fi(M,qr) —log p), ... f;(M, qr) — Alog p},
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where A =log, g. Since ¢*M => M, the function g; (M) = limsup,_, o+ fi(M,r)
satisfies

gi(M) = max {p~"g; (M), p'*(g:(M) —log p), ..., gi(M) — A log p}.
This forces g; (M) to be zero. By the continuity of f;(M, r) and the convexity of
F;(M, r) in Theorem 1.5.6, lim, _, g+ f; (M, r) =0. In other words, € is solvable. []

Proposition 2.1.12. Let ¢ be the standard Frobenius lift and let ¢’ be another
Frobenius lift on %i;t,. Assume that € is a (¢, V)-module over A}(,[no, 1) for some
no € (0, 1). Then the restriction of € to Ak,[n, 1) for some n € [no, 1) is naturally
equipped with a (¢', V)-module structure.

Proof. Define the Frobenius structure for ¢’ by Taylor series as follows. For v € €,

¢'(v)

X (@)= dTN 1, @' B —SBNY g0 g gem
(es0)! ¢ (57 R ®).

e;+=0

Since |¢'(T) —¢(T)|1 < 1 and |¢'(Bj) —¢(B;)|1 < 1forall j € J, we have the
same inequality using n-Gauss norm when 7 € [n, 1] for some 7, sufficiently close
to 1. Hence the expression for ¢’ converges on A}(/[n{), 1) and gives the restriction
of € to A}(,[n{), 1) a structure of (¢', V)-module. O

Remark 2.1.13. One may also approach the results of this subsection without
referring to the standard Frobenius but instead using a generalized version of
Lemma 1.2.18(a) for noncentered Frobenius. This point of view is taken in [Kedlaya
2010, Chapter 17].

2.2. Differential conductors. Combining the results from Section 1.6 and Propo-
sition 2.1.11, we can define differential conductors for a representation of G with
finite local monodromy. To make this definition more robust, we will introduce the
break with respect to each element of the p-basis, and the break of the differential
module is just the maximum among all breaks for each element of the p-basis, after
appropriate normalization. This point of view is in particular useful when we try to
understand how the conductors change when restricting a Galois representation to
G, for some (explicit) finite extension [ of k.

Definition 2.2.1. We first assume that k satisfies Hypothesis 2.1.9. Let p be a
representation of Gy with finite local monodromy. The log-breaks of p are defined
to be the differential log-breaks of €,, as a solvable 9d,+-differential module. Put
biog(p; 1) = biog (€, 1) for I =1, ..., dim p. Similarly, the nonlog-breaks of p are
defined to be the differential nonlog-breaks of €, i together with the element
0 with multiplicity dim p*, where p’* is the maximal subrepresentation of p on

which I acts trivially. Put bpjoe(0; 1) = bnlog(%p/pzk; Dforl=1,..., dim(p/p’k),
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and buiog(0; dim(p/p’*) + 1) = - - - = byieg(p: dim p) =

For simplicity, we also put byjog(0) = bniog(0; 1) and biog(0) = biog(0; 1); they
are called the highest nonlog-break and the highest log-break, respectively.

We now consider a general k. For a p-adic representation p of Gy with finite
local monodromy, let [ be the extension of k corresponding to Ker p via Galois
theory. We may choose a p-basis {c;, m;} of [ such that 71; is a uniformizer and
cy C @l , and such that ¢\, C Oy for some finite subset Jy C J. If we use k" to
denote the completion of k(c j/\’} ;n € N), then k" verifies Hypothesis 2.1.9. We
define the nonlog-breaks and log-breaks of p to be, respectively, those of p|g, .
Their sums are called the Artin conductors and, respectively, Swan conductors of p,
denoted by Art(p) and Swan(p). These do not depend on the choice of the p-basis

or of Jy, by [Kedlaya 2007, Proposition 2.6.6].

Definition 2.2.2. Put Fil’G; = G, and Fil*G; = I; fora € (0, 1]. Fora > 1, let
R, be the set of finite image representations p with nonlog-break strictly less than a.
PutFil“Gy = ﬂpeRa (Ik ﬂker(p)) and set Fil* Gy, to be the closure of | J,_ Fil’G,.
This defines a filtration on Gy such that for any representation p with finite image,
p(Fil*G}) is trivial if and only if p € R,.

Similarly, put FﬂlogGk = Gy. Fora > 0, let R, 1og be the set of finite image
representations p with log-break less than a. Put FlllOgGk =N pE R 1og (Ik N ker(,o))
and set Fll?o-'g_Gk to be the closure of | J,, FlllOgGk This defines a filtration on Gy
such that for any representation p with finite image, o (Fil?, A Gy) is trivial if and
only if p € Ry 10g.

For a finite Galois extension / of k, the above filtrations induce filtrations on the
Galois group Gy by

log

: +

for a > 0. We define the (log- )ramiﬁcation breaks of the extension [/ k to be the
numbers b for which Gl/k( log) * Gl/k( log)* We order them as

b(n)log(l/k) = b(n)log(l/k; 1) > b(n)log(l/k; 2)>---.

In particular, if p is a faithful representation of G/, we have b)iog(0) =bmylog (1/ k).

r Gi/Gi,

Theorem 2.2.3. The differential conductors satisfy the following properties:

(a) For any representation p of finite local monodromy,

Art(p) — Z a- dim(vg:il‘Uer/VpFil”Gk) c ZZ()’
aeQxo

Fill*G, _F

Swan(p) = > a- dlm( € /V

aclso

ll]oo ) c Zz()-

(b) Let k'/ k be a (not necessarily finite) extension of complete discretely valued
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fields. If k'/k is unramified, then Fil®Gy = Fil*Gy for a > 0. If k'/k is
tamely ramified with naive ramification index e < oo, then Fil{? G =Fil{ Gy

log log
fora > Q.
(c) Fora > 0, we have Fil*T'G; C Fil{, Gy C Fil’Gy.
(d) For graded pieces we have, for a > 1,
ifa¢Q,

0
Fil*G; /Fil*T G, = , . :
an abelian group killed by p ifa € Q,

and fora > 0,

Fil!

, ifa ¢ Q,
logGk/Flla+ f ¢

10gGk = { . . .
an abelian group killed by p ifa € Q.

(e) These filtrations on Gy agree with the ones defined in [Abbes and Saito 2002,
2003].

Proof. Using the comparison [Xiao 2010, Theorem 4.4.1] of the arithmetic and
differential conductors, this follows from their basic properties as stated in [Xiao
2010, Theorem 2.4.1 and Proposition 4.1.7]. We refer to [Xiao 2010; Abbes and
Saito 2002] for the definition of Abbes and Saito’s filtrations. O

We now study the break for each element of the p-basis. We assume the validity
of Hypothesis 2.1.9 for the rest of the subsection.

Proposition 2.2.4. For each j € J ™, there is a ramification break b (p) associated
tobj (j €J)orm (j =0), such that Raj(%p ® F,’]) = nhiP) for any n € (no, 1)
with some ny < 1. Moreover,

bniog(0) = j€3§{bj('0)}’ biog(p) = max{bo(p) — 1; bj(p) for j € J}.

Proof. By applying the same argument of Proposition 2.1.11 to intrinsic d,-radii,
we know that

IRy, (6, ® Fyy) = IRy, (8, ® Fy)*?

as n — 17. Therefore, by the convexity given by Theorem 1.5.4(d), fl(j )(% 0> T) 18
affine as r — 0T. The proposition follows. O

Definition 2.2.5. We call b;+(p) the breaks by p-basis of p with respect to the
lifted p-basis b; and the uniformizer .

Remark 2.2.6. Rigorously speaking, the breaks by p-basis depend on the choice of
the dual basis dy, . . ., d,, of the differential forms. So when we change the choices
of the lifted p-basis and the uniformizer, the breaks by basis b;(p) may change
accordingly.
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Lemma 2.2.7. Fix jo € J. Let b, (p) be the breaks by p-basis of p with respect
to the lifted p-basis {b\jy), bj, + 7} and the uniformizer . Then b; (p)=b;(p)
for j € J and

b (p) {= max{bo(p), bj,(p)}  if bo(p) # bjy(p),

A B0 if bo(p) = b (p).
Proof. Let 8, denote the derivations dual to the basis d Bj\(jy), dT, d(Bj, + T) of
Q 9178;;‘,' Then 3, = d; and 9 = dp — ,. The lemma follows immediately. O

Remark 2.2.8. This lemma is in fact much stronger than it appears. Applying the
same argument to b, + am; for all o € ko implies that, for all but possibly one
a € ko, by(p) = bj,(p). So, vaguely speaking, the equality bo(p) = b(p) holds
“generically”; this motivates the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2.9. Fix jo € J. Let k be the completion of k(x) with respect to the
1-Gauss norm, equipped with the lifted p-basis {b\jy), bj, + xmx, x}. Let p be
the representation G — G, L GL(V,). Let l;J+U{m+1}(,5) denote the breaks by
p-basis with respect to the aforementioned lifted p-basis and the uniformizer w,
where l;]\{jo}(ﬁ) corresponds to by, I;J-O(ﬁ) corresponds to bj, + xmy, bo(p)
corresponds to 1, and by, 11 (p) corresponds to x. Then l;j (p)=bj(p)forjel,
bm+1(p) = bjy(p) — 1, and bo(5) = max{bo(p), bj,(p)}. In particular, buog(p) =
bnlog(p)~

Proof. Let K’ denote the completion of K’'(X) with respect to the 1-Gauss norm,
where X is the canonical lift of x. Let f : A1~,[n0, 1) — Al /[no, 1) be the natural
morphism. Then f*¢, is the differential module associated to p’. Let 9 JHU{m+1)
be the differential operators corresponding to the p-basis (bj\ (o}, bj, + X7k, k).
Then under the identification by f*, we have

3y =105, Ous1=Ta;

Jo>

do = 8o — X3, (2.2.10)
The lemma follows from this because X is transcendental over K'. O

Lemma 2.2.11. Fix jo € J. Set k' = k(b}o/p), equipped with the lifted p-basis
{b\(jo)s b}o/p}. Let b/J+ (plG,) be the breaks by p-basis of plg, with respect to
the aforementioned p-basis and uniformizer wy. Then b} (plg,) =bj(p) for j €

JH\jo} and b, (plG,) = 50y (0).
Proof. Replacing k by k' is equivalent to pulling back the differential module €,

along ¢®). The lemma follows from applying Lemma 1.2.18(a) to ¢ ® F,; when
n—1". ([

Lemma 2.2.12. Fix jo€ J. Let k' denote the completion of k(b% P n; n eN) equipped
with lifted p-basis b\ (;,). Let b/J+ (0lG, ) be the breaks by p-basis of plc,, with
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respect to this p-basis and the uniformizer mwy. Then we have b;. (ol,,) =Dbj(p) for
Jj € I\
Proof. Replacing k with k’ is equivalent to simply forgetting the jo-direction. [

Situation 2.2.13. Now, we study a particular case of base change, which will
be useful in the comparison Theorem 3.4.1. This type of base change was first
considered by Saito [2009].

Fix e € N possibly divisible by p. Let k be as above, and let k' be the com-
pletion of k(x) with respect to the 1-Gauss norm, with uniformizer wy = my.
Put k = k'[u]/ (€ — x~'my). The residue field of k is k(x); we consider the
p-basis (by, x) and the uniformizer 7; = u of k. We choose the unique isomor-
phism « (x) (1)) =~ k that is compatible with the chosen isomorphism « (7x) >~ k in
Notation 2.1.2 and that sends x to x. This gives rise to the lifted p-basis (b, x, u)
of k.

Proposition 2.2.14. The natural homomorphism G; — Gy induces a homomor-

phism FilfggG  — Filj,

1ogGk for any a € Qso. Moreover, the induced homomorphism

Fil{%

foe G/ Filiss” G — Fili, G/ Fil{ Gy

log log log
is surjective for any a € Q.

Proof. It suffices to show that, for a p-adic representation of G with finite local
monodromy and pure log-break bjog(0), the induced representation

p:Gp— Gr— GL(V))

also has the same log-break. Let K’ be the completion of K’'(X) with respect
to the 1-Gauss norm, where X is the canonical lift of x. We then have a natural
map [ : AL e, 1) > AL.[n, 1) forn — 17, sending T to XU*®, where U is the
coordinate of the former annulus.

Let bo(p), . .., l;m+l (p) be the breaks by p-basis with respect to b;, x and the
uniformizer 7r; = u. Then f*€, is the differential module associated to 0, with the
actions of g = 9/dU, d; = /9By, and 3,1 = 9/ X. We have

d;=109;, do=eXU '3, and 9, =Ud. (2.2.15)

By Theorem 1.4.20, we have b;(5) = eb;(p), bo(p) < ebo(p) — (¢ — 1), and
bm+1(p) = ebo(p) — e (when e is prime to p, the inequality becomes an equality).
In particular, we have b,,11(p) > bo(p) — 1. Hence we conclude that

biog(B) =max{bo(5)— 1. b1 (7). b1 (5)} = max{eb; (p). ebo(p) — e} = ebiog(p).

This proves the proposition. (]
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2.3. Refined differential conductors. In this subsection, we define the refined dif-
ferential conductors, which provides additional information about the subquotient
Fil‘(llog)Gk / Fil‘(lgg)G « of the ramification filtrations.

We keep the notation as in previous subsections but we drop Hypothesis 2.1.9.

Notation 2.3.1. Fix a Dwork pi & = (—p)"/»=D,

Notation 2.3.2. We put Q(%k (log) = Q(l@k + @kdn—’Z" C Q}. If we choose a p-basis b,
of «k as in Notation 2.1.2, we have
Qg, (log) CRCLIT (@ O dbj).

Tk jeJ
Construction 2.3.3. Let p be a p-adic representation of G; with finite local mon-
odromy and with pure break b = byjog(0) or log-break b = bjog(0). We may replace
k by the completion of an inseparable extension as in Definition 2.2.1 and then
assume Hypothesis 2.1.9. Let €, denote the (¢, V)-module associated to p. By
Theorem 1.5.6(e), there exists no € (0, 1) such that €, ® F,; has pure extrinsic or
intrinsic, respectively, radii #” for any 7 € [no, 1).

We define the multiset of refined Artin conductors of p to be

rar(p) = {%ﬂnk_b (e 9@(%,))} C Qék ®q, n,:bk.
Similarly, we define the multiset of refined Swan conductors of p to be
rsw(p) = {%fm,;b e 56@(%,))} C 2, (log) ®¢, 7, k.
Remark 2.3.4. There is a unique primitive p-th root of unity ¢, such that
= (¢ —1)mod (¢, — 1.

The definition of refined conductors above is unchanged if we replace « by ¢, — 1.

Lemma 2.3.5. In Construction 2.3.3, the definition of the refined Artin and Swan
conductors does not depend on the choices of the lifted p-basis of k and the uni-
formizer my.

Proof. We may assume Hypothesis 2.1.9 since only finitely many elements in the
p-basis appear in the refined Artin and Swan conductors.

For another choice of lifted p-bases and uniformizers, we will consider another
set of differential operators: d; = /9B, for j € J and ;= 3/9T". We put

dBj = Z Olj,jde}/ +O[j’()dT/ for jeJ, and dT= Z Olovjdej/—l-O{(),odT/,
j'ed j'ed

where «j j» € Og/[[T] for j, j' € JT. Moreover, we have ag,j €T -0 [T1.
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We may assume that €, has pure differential nonlog-break, or pure differential
log-break. So there exists ng € (0, 1) such that €, ® F,; has pure extrinsic (resp.
intrinsic) radii n® for all n € [no, 1).

Consider n € (ng, 1) N p@ so that F,; is discretely valued. Theorem 1.4.20 then
implies that, for any j € J* such that Ra} (V® F,;) =FER(V® F,;), we have

Oy (€, ® Fy) = [T " (c,j60 + - -+, j6) :
2T " ©00dT +61dBi +- - +6,dB,) € €O (€, ® F))}.
and for any j € JT such that IRy (V® F)) =IR(V® F)),

a .
®3} €, ® F,;) = {ﬂ'T_b<%90 + - —f—otm,jOm) :

—b dT /
(907 L 0dB+ +9,,,dB,,,) cI0(E,® Fn)}.
Note also that

(Otoo@o—l— —|—am()9 dT +Z O{ojeo—i- —I-Olmj )dB/
J
e = 00dT +61d By + - - -+ 0ud By,
Combining these two formulas, we conclude that €® (V) (resp. $0(V)) for 9+
is the same as that for 8’J+. Hence the refined Artin and Swan conductors are
well-defined. O

Lemma 2.3.6. Let k'/k be a tamely ramified extension of ramification degree
e = ey i and let p be a p-adic representation of Gy with finite local monodromy
and with pure log-break b = by (p). Then p|g,, has pure log-break eb. Moreover, if
we identify Q, (log) ®c, 7, i with Qg (log) ®q, 7, Pic, then tsw(p) is the same
as rsw(plg,).

Proof. This follows immediately from the fact that €, Gy is just the base change
of €, along AL [n'¢, 1) > AL [n, 1), where the coordlnate for the first annulus
is tl/ €. O

Theorem 2.3.7. Let k be a complete discrete valuation field of equal characteristic
p>0.

(a) Let p be a p-adic representation of Gy with finite local monodromy and
with pure log-break b = bioz(p) > 0. Then there exists a unique direct sum
decomposition of p as p = @p)crsw(p) P{o}> Where the direct sum is taken over
all pe x Gi-orbits (U} in rsw(p), and rsw(pyy)) consists of the Galois orbits
{9} with appropriate multiplicities. Moreover, there exists a finite tamely
ramified extension k' |k of naive ramification degree e such that we have a
unique direct sum decomposition of representations of Gy over some finite
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extension F' of F: ple, ® F'= @ﬂersw(p) Pw, such that py has pure refined
Swan conductors

9 € Q¢ (log) ®q, 7,k = Qg (log) ®¢, 7 k.
(b) Choose the p-th root of unity ¢, as in Remark 2.3.4. Then there exists an
injective homomorphism for any b € Q-,

Gi/Fillt Gy, Fp) — Q¢ (log) ®¢, 7, "k, (2.3.8)

rsw = rswy : Hom(Fil og

log

such that, when viewing the left hand side as a subset of

Hom (Filf,, Gy /Fill: G, @,(¢,)*)

via the identification of 1 € F, with §,, we have, for any p-adic representation
p of Gy with finite local monodromy and with pure log-break b, the images
of the summands of /0|F11{’0 G, under the homomorphism rsw exactly form the
multiset of refined Swan conductors of p. Moreover, the homomorphism (2.3.8)
does not depend on the choices of the Dwork pi.

Proof. For both (a) and (b), we may assume that Hypothesis 2.1.9 holds, since only
finitely many elements in a p-basis matter.

(a) Using the identification given in Lemma 2.3.6, we may first replace k and Frac O
by a tamely ramified extension of k and a finite extension of Frac O, respectively,
so that the decomposition of the V-module €, given by (1.5.13) of €, can be
realized over R, and that |, C ko. Since this decomposition is canonical, it is
also a decomposition of (¢, V)-modules. By the slope filtration [Kedlaya 2007,
Theorem 3.4.6], the Frobenius action on each direct summand of €, is étale,
yielding the decomposition of the representation via the equivalence of categories
in Theorem 2.1.7.

(b) The following are immediate corollaries of Proposition 1.3.19.

(i) For any p-adic representations p and p’ of G with finite local monodromy,
same pure log-break b, and same pure refined Swan conductor @, the log-break
of p ® p'¥ is strictly smaller than b.

(ii) For any p-adic representations p and p’ of G, with finite local monodromy,
same pure log-break b, but different pure refined Swan conductor @ # ¥, re-
spectively, p®p"" has pure log-break b and pure refined Swan conductor  — ',

We also need the following easy fact about Galois representations.

(iii) For any homomorphism y : Filf’ogGk / Fil{’;g'Gk — F, — Q,(¢,)*, there exist

a finite tamely ramified extension k” of k with naive ramification degree e and
a representation p, of Gy with finite local monodromy, pure log-break eb,
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and pure refined Swan conductor, such that p, |Fﬂh (Gi/Fillt G contains x as a
direct summand.

Proof of (iii): The chosen p-th root of unity ¢, in Remark 2.3.4 promotes y to
the homomorphism

X FlllOgGk/Fll Gk—> Fp —><I;Dp(§p)

log

by identifying 1 with ¢,. Since Gy /Fil 1ogGk is a profinite group, there exists a

normal subgroup H of Gy of finite index containing Fllf)osz’ such that x factors
through
1= FlllogGk/(H ﬂFﬂlOgGk).

Put p' = Inde/ x; then p’ |Fﬂka contains x as a direct summand. We may use (a)

to write o’|g ., for some finite tamely ramified extension k' of k as the direct sum of
representations with pure refined Swan conductors. Then x appears in at least one
of the direct summand, which we take to be our chosen p, .

Having established (iii), we define rsw to be the morphism sending x to the
unique refined Swan conductor of p,, which is an element of

Qf,, (log) ®q,, 7"k = Qf, (log) ®¢, 7, 'k,
via the identification in Lemma 2.3.6. This map is well-defined by (iv) below and it
is clearly a homomorphism. Its injectivity will follow from (v).

(iv) For any two representations p, and ,0;( satisfying (iii), they must have the same
refined Swan conductor.

Suppose the contrary, that is, p, and p;( have distinct pure refined Swan conductors
¥ and ¥'. This in particular implies that p, ® ,0 Y has pure Swan conductor b by (ii).
However, the construction of p, and ,ox 1mp11es that p,, ® ,0 V|G, contains a direct

summand trivial on Fllfngkr this is a contradiction.

(v) For two distinct homomorphisms x, x’ FlllogGk / FlllogGk — [, the repre-
sentations p, and p,s given by (iii) have distinct refined Swan conductors.

Suppose the contrary. Then (i) implies that p, ® ,0;, would have log-break strictly
less than eb. However, p, ® ,0;,, when restricted to

FlllogG,< / Fﬂ{”r Gy = Fil? Gr /Fllf;’; Gy,

has a direct summand isomorphic to x ® x’V, which is nontrivial. This is a contra-
diction.

We now prove the independence on the choice of the Dwork pi. If we choose
another Dwork pi, we would need to use another primitive p-th root of unity {;, for
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somei €1,..., p—1. On one hand, the refined Swan conductor is multiplied by
({;, —1)/(p —1) =imod (§, — 1). On the other hand, the p-adic representation

Fil?

heGi/FIlE G — @ (5))"

log

becomes x‘. Hence we need to take p®’ as our p-adic representation of Gy to
define the homomorphism rsw. This representation has refined Swan conductor
rsw(,o®’) =i -rsw(p,), which is the same as the refined Swan conductor of p
computed using the old Dwork pi. O

Remark 2.3.9. It is interesting to point out that the choice of a Dwork pi is related
to the choice of the Artin—Scheier £-adic sheaf in [Saito 2009]; they both amount
to choosing a prlmltlve p-th root of unity. The difference is that we consider it as
an element in @ whereas Saito viewed it as an element in Q.

Proposition 2.3.10. Let k be a complete discrete valuation field of equal character-
istic p > 0. Then for b € Q~y, the conjugation action of

Fil%+

"t Gi/Fill Gy on Fill, Gy /Fill)}

log

Gk/F11b+Gk lies in the center 0fF11

o + G, /Fillt

is trivial. In other words, Fllf’og

log log
Proof. This proposition is proved in [Abbes and Saito 2003, Theorem 1]. We give
an alternative proof using differential modules.

It suffices to prove the following: for a p-adic representation p of G4 with finite
local monodromy and with pure log-break b, if it is absolutely irreducible under
any tamely ramified extension, then

P |F11b

b, Gr/FilE Gy

log

is a direct sum of a single character x : FlllogGk /Flllog G — 0*. This is equivalent
to showing that the action of Fl]lOgGk on p ® p" is trivial, and hence to showing
that the log-break of p ® p" is strictly smaller than b.

As usual, we may assume Hypothesis 2.1.9. By Theorem 2.3.7(a), the irreducibil-
ity condition on p implies that p must have pure refined Swan conductor and hence
the log-break p ® p* must be strictly less than b. We are done. U

Proposition 2.3.11. Keep the notation as in Situation 2.2.13. Then the refined Swan
conductor homomorphism rswy, for k factors as

+
Kk G, Fp)

Hom(Fil},, G /Filyt Gy, F ) —> Hom(F11 cEri G,;/Fllog

log

= sz(gg (log) ®c, nl;ebK,;alg. (2.3.12)

Proof. Keep the notation as in Proposition 2.2.14, let F ,’] be the completion of K'(U)
with respect to the n'/¢-Gauss norm in U. Fix g € (0, 1) such that IR(¢,® F,’]) =nb
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for n € [no, 1). Then (2.2.15) implies that, for any n € [, 1) N p@ and for any
j €10, ..., m+1} such that IRy, (f*€, ® Fr/y) =IR(¢,® F,;), we have
(€@ F)) if jeJ,
Oy, (f*€, ® F,;) =1{eXU 10y (¢® F,;) if j =0 and hence p e,
U®®y,,,(€® Fy) if j=m+1,
using Theorem 1.4.20 to compute the refined radii. The proposition follows. [
One may want to prove analogs of Theorem 2.3.7 and Proposition 2.3.10 for
refined Artin conductors. This however needs to take a bit more effort because there
may not be a representation of Gy with pure refined Artin conductor. Instead, we

reduce to the classical case, where the results for refined Artin conductors follows
from those for refined Swan conductors.

Theorem 2.3.13. Let k be a complete discrete valuation field of equal characteristic
p>0.

(a) Choose the p-th root of unity ¢, as in Remark 2.3.4. Then there exists an
injective homomorphism for any b € Q- 1,

rar = rary : Hom(Fil’ Gy /Fil’* Gy, F,)) > Q¢, ®¢, 7 "k, (2.3.14)
such that, when viewing the left hand side as a subset of
Hom(Fil’ Gy /Fil’* Gy, Q,(¢,)™)

via the identification of 1 € ), with p,, we have, for any p-adic representation
p of Gy with finite local monodromy and with pure nonlog-break b, the images
of the summands of p|gp ¢, under rar exactly form the multiset of refined Artin
conductors of p. Moreover, this homomorphism does not depend on the choices
of the Dwork pi.

(b) For any b € Q- 1, the conjugation action of
Fil'* G /Fil’G;  on Fil’G,/Fil’* G,
is trivial. That is, Fil’ G /Fil’T G lies in the center of Fil'* G /Fil’* G.

Proof. For both (a) and (b), we may assume Hypothesis 2.1.9. Moreover, we assume
that J is not empty because otherwise we are in the classical case, and both (a) and
(b) follow from their log-version counterpart: Theorem 2.3.7 and Proposition 2.3.10,

respectively.
We perform a base change similar to the one in Lemma 2.2.9. Let k" be the
completion of k(x1, ..., x;;) with respect to the (1, ..., 1)-Gauss norm and let k

be the completion of

K (b +xm0"7", 27 neN; je ),
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equipped with the uniformizer 7y = my. Itis in fact a complete discrete valuation field
with perfect residue field. By Lemmas 2.2.9 and 2.2.11, the natural homomorphism
G — Gy induces a surjective homomorphism

Fil*G/Fil*T G; — Fil*G/Fil** Gy.
Dualizing this gives an injective homomorphism
 : Hom(Fil Gy /Fil*T Gy, F,) — Hom(Fil*G /Fil*t G, F ).

For p a representation of G4 with finite local monodromy and with pure nonlog-
break b we let o denote the representation G; — Gy LS GL(V,). Let K" denote
the completion of K’(X ) with respect to the (1, ..., 1)-Gauss norm, where X ; is
a lift of x; for j € J. Let K denote the completion of

K"((B;+X;T)'/"" X" neN, jel).

Let f: A};[Uo, 1) — AL.[no, 1) denote the natural morphism. Then f*€, is the
differential module associated to 5. Let 3 denote the differential operator on f*€ 0
dual to the basis dT'. Similar to (2.2.10), we have

d=080— X19] — - — X,y .

If we let f,, denote the completion of K(T) with respect to the n-Gauss norm, we
have

Ri(f*¢® Fy) = min {Ry; (€@ F))}.

Hence p has pure nonlog-break b and, by Theorem 1.4.20, its multiset of refined
Artin conductors is

rar(p) = {(6o— X161 — - - - — XpOpn)dmi | Ood i+ 61dby + - - - + 6, dby, € rar(p)}.
In other words, if we consider the «-linear injective homomorphism
A Q0 ®c, 1R — w7 kpaed

given by A(dbj) = —X ;jdn and A(dm) = dmy, then rar(p) = A(rar(p)). This
together with the injectivity of u reduce (a) and (b) for Gy to that of G, which is
already known as we explained earlier. In particular, we have A orswy =rswiou. U

2.4. Multi-indexed ramification filtrations for higher local fields. When k is an
n-dimensional local field, the refined Artin and Swan conductors give more refined
filtrations on the Galois group Gy, indexed by Q" with lexicographic order. We
restrict ourselves to the equal characteristic p > 0 case.
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Definition 2.4.1. We say that a complete discrete valuation field £ of character-
istic p > 0 is an (m + 1)-dimensional local field if there is a chain of fields
k=kmn+1, km, - .., ko, where k; 1 is a complete discrete valuation field with residue
field k; fori =0, ..., m. Contrary to most literature, we do not assume that kg is a
perfect field. Let {b;};c; be a set of lifts of a p-basis of kg to O.

An (m+1)-tuple of elements ry, . . ., t,, € k is called a system of local parameters
of k if t; € Oy, is a lift of a uniformizer of k,,_; all the way up to k. Such a choice
gives a (noncanonical) isomorphism k >~ ko((#,,)) - - - (f0)). In this case, we have

Qf, (log) = @@k/d“@@@d - and Q= @@k/dtl@@@kzdb

jeJ jelJ

Equip Q" *! with the lexicographic order: i = (i1, ..., imt1) <J =1, s jms1)
if and only if, for some [ <m + 1,

I <ji, U1 =Ji+1s -ves lmtl = Jmetl-

For a € Q, we use @™+ to denote the subset of @" ! consisting of i = (i1, . . . , im+1)
such that i, > a.

Given a system of local parameters, we define a multi-indexed valuation as
follows, denoted by v = (v1, ..., V1) 1 kK — Z" L C Q"L where vy, 41 = vy,
and recursively we have, downwards from i =m + 1 to i = 1, that v;_ (@) =

,(aj—1) with ;1 equal to the reduction of «; mv’ @) in ki_i. Note that the

+1—i
deﬁnltlon of v depends on the choice of local parameters fy, . . ., t;.

Definition 2.4.2. For A =Y g a;dt; + ) ;. ; B;db; € Qp ®c, k, we set

Vniog (A) = min{v (o), ..., v(em), v(B)); j € J}.

—lmtl—

This gives a multi-indexed valuation on SZ . By Ty ik for iy, € Q.

For A =Y" o % LD e B b’ eQék(log)®Ckk we set

Viog(A) = min{v(xo), ..., v(am), v(B)); j € J}.

This gives a multi-indexed valuation on Ql (log) ®aq; 1y ~imte for i imy1 € Q.

Fori=(i1,...,im+1) € @ZTI, we deﬁne Fil! Gy to be the subgroup of Fil'™+ Gy
given by the intersection of the kernels of characters

x : Fil'"™' Gy — Fil'"+' G /Fil"'* G — F,,

for which vplog(x) > —i. We similarly define Fil’ Gy for i = (i1, . . ., im+1) € Q"¢
by adding subscripts log to the definition above.
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Remark 2.4.3. The abstract filtrations do not depend on the choices of local pa-
rameters, but the indexings do. Set Og ={x € K : v(x) > (0, ..., 0)}. It might be
more natural to index the above filtrations by “rational powers of fractional ideals
of K” of the form I'/", where I is an Og-submodule of K containing Ok, n is an
integer, and 1'/” is equivalent to 1"/ if I" = I'" as Ok-submodules of K.

Remark 2.4.4. When kj is a finite field, this filtration is expected to be compatible
with an easily defined filtration on the Milnor K-groups via class field theory for
higher local fields. This may be verified by comparing the filtration on the Milnor
K-groups with Kato’s refined Swan conductors, which is equivalent to Saito’s
definition by [Abbes and Saito 2009, Theorem 9.1.1] and hence to our definition by
Theorem 3.4.1 proved later. For more along this line, the reader may refer to the
recipe in Kato’s masterpiece [Kato 1989].

3. Comparison with Saito’s definition

In this section, we compare our definition of the refined Swan conductor homomor-
phism with the one given by Saito in [Saito 2009]. Since the reader who is only
interested in one side of the story may use this result (Theorem 3.4.1) as a black box,
we present the proof assuming that the reader is familiar with the definition of arith-
metic ramification filtrations; see for instance [Saito 2009, Section 1; Xiao 2010].

The proof of the comparison theorem is of a geometric nature. We explain the
rough idea here. We first realize the given finite extension / of k as the corresponding
extension of function fields of a finite étale extension of smooth affine varieties
Y — X. Our main object is some version of infinitesimal neighborhood of the
generic fiber over k of the diagonal embedding of Y into ¥ x Y, viewed as a
rigid analytic space over k. The refined Swan conductor homomorphism defined
by Saito makes use of the stable formal model of such an object, whereas our
definition using differential modules is closely related to some object over the
generic point of a smooth model over Ok lifting the aforementioned rigid space.
The crucial calculation we performed in Section 3.3 relates these objects, in which
case it boils down to some explicit computation on a higher dimensional analog of
the Artin—Scheier cover, and on the associated £-adic sheaves and overconvergent
F-isocrystals.

We assume p > 0 is a prime number throughout this section.

3.1. Review of Saito’s definition. In this subsection, we review the definition of
the ramification filtrations and the refined Swan conductors defined by Abbes and
Saito in [Abbes and Saito 2002; 2003; Saito 2009]. Instead of introducing the
general construction, we will focus on a special case which is used in the comparison
theorem. For more details and a complete treatment, one may consult [Saito 2009].
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Construction 3.1.1. Let / be a finite Galois extension of k. We consider a closed
immersion Spec0; — P into a smooth (affine) scheme P over Spec Oy. Put
$ =Ker (Op — O)).

For r = a/b € @ with a, b > 0, let P/" — P be the blowup at the ideal
9P+ my;Op and let P(”/ 2 PW *I'be the complement of the support of

(§ @P[ll/b +mk© a/b )/mk a/b

Let P(:) be the normalization of P( /b, ; it does not depend on a and b but only on

their ratio. Let P(r) and P denote the generic fiber and the special fiber of P(r),
respectively. Let P( ") denote the generic fiber of completing P@( ) along Py ® The
immersion Spec 0; — P is uniquely lifted to an immersion Spec 0; — P(r)

By the finiteness theorem of Grauert—-Remmert cited in [Abbes and Salto 2003,
Theorem 1.10], there exists a finite separable extension k' /k of naive ramification
degree e = ey such that the normalization P(er) of Po(f) X, O has reduced
geometric fibers over Spec Oy, which we call a stable model of P(r) We put

P(r) P(”) X0, K;

this is called the stable special fiber of Péz) and it does not depend on the choice
of k'.

We defer the discussion of the properties of this construction until later when we
have a concrete example at hand.
For the rest of this section, we make the following geometric assumption.

Hypothesis 3.1.2 (Geom). There exists an affine smooth variety X over kg and an
irreducible divisor D, smooth over ky with generic point &, such that Oy = @9( &
where the latter is the completion of the local ring at £. In particular, Hypothesis 2.1.9
is fulfilled.

Remark 3.1.3. This hypothesis is essentially the same as the hypothesis of the
same name in [Saito 2009, p. 786], except that our k is the completion of the
Henselian local field considered in Saito’s paper.

Construction 3.1.4. After replacing X (and hence D) by an étale neighborhood of
& if necessary, there exists a finite flat morphism f : ¥ — X of smooth varieties
over ko such that V. =Y xx U — U = X\D is finite étale with Galois group G,/
and that ¥ x x Spec 0% . = Spec 0.

Let (X x X)" be the blowup of X xj, X along D xy, D, and let (X x X)™ denote
the complement of the proper transforms of X xx, D and D xy, X in (X x X)".
The diagonal embedding Ax : X — X Xy, X naturally lifts to an embedding
Ax : X — (X x X)~. Now, pulling back the whole picture along f : ¥ — X gives
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the commutative diagram

YZ—/—X Ty X

o~ \ o
Y Xko X X XkOX — X
fx1
p1 p1
f
Y X

where (Y x X)™ is the fiber product of the big square, and all parallelograms are
Cartesian.
Put

P=(XxX)"Xpory.xSpec Oy and Q= (¥ xX)™ X pyoryo(fx1).x Spec Oy ;.

Taking the Cartesian product of the top part of (3.1.5) with Spec 0% k¢ = Spec O
over X xy, X along p» then gives the following commutative diagram.

Spec 0; A 0
fl i (3.1.6)

Spec Oy _Ax, P —22~ Spec 0y

Let $ denote the ideal of the immersion Ay. We will view P and Q as schemes
over Oy via p».
We can now apply Construction 3.1.1 to the embeddings Ay and Ay to define

P(er) P(er) P(er) P(er) and Qée/r)’Ql(jr) Q(er) Q(er)
k

respectively, where k’/k is a finite separable extension of naive ramification degree

e. We still use p; to denote the morphism P(er — P 2 Spec 0. By functoriality

of Construction 3.1.1, we have a morphlsm f ). Q(") Péf,r).

Remark 3.1.7. The field extension k’ serves as the role of a “coefficient field”; we
only use it to provide reasonable integral structures of our spaces over O/, and also
to make er an integer. We can make k’ as large as we need.

In contrast, the extension [/ k pulled back from p; : X x;, X — X encodes the
arithmetic information.

We collect together some properties of these spaces.
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Proposition 3.1.8. Let k'/ k be a finite separable extension of naive ramification
degree e.

(a) When er is an integer, the space P( )lS definedtobe ) ;. 79 COp®o, k.

It is smooth over Oy, and its clased fiber P,((k, ") can be canonically identified
with the K -vector space Qék (log) ®q, 7, k. The rigid space

i’\,(jr) is isomorphic to Sp (k' (7" 80, ;" 81)),
where 8y, . .., 8, form a dual basis on1 .

(b) The generic fiber Q(er) of Q ) s isomorphic to Pk(, ) ®p,.k l. In particular,
Q(er) is finite and étale over Pk(’ " with Galois group Gy, and the same is
true for

Q,(jr) over ﬁ,(jr).
(c) Let Spf Opn be the completion of Q along Spec O,. If er is an integer, then
Q(er) is the affinoid variety Xi{)g(@QA — 0w

defined in [Abbes and Saito 2003, Section 4.2] for j =r.

(d) If the highest log-break bos(l/ k) is less than or equal to r, then Q,(zr) is an
element of the category (FE/ Plz(r))alg, defined below in Definition 3.1.9.

(€) The highest log-break biog(1/ k) is strictly less than r if and only if the number
of connected components of Q,(Zr) is [I:k].

Proof. For (a), see [Saito 2009, Lemma 1.10]. The claim (b) follows from the
fact that f : V — U is finite and étale with Galois group G,/«. For (c), see [ibid.,
Example 1.21]. The statements (d) and (e) follow from [ibid., Lemma 1.13 and
Theorem 1.24]. |

Definition 3.1.9. For an i-vector space W of finite dimensional, let (FE/ W)?2 be
the full subcategory of (FE/ W) whose objects are finite étale morphisms g: Z — W
such that Z admits a structure of algebraic group scheme and such that g is a
morphism of algebraic groups.

Remark 3.1.10. By the argument just before [ibid., Lemma 1.23], the category
(FE/ W)?2 is a Galois category associated to the Galois group nflg(W), which is
a quotient of the fundamental group m{(W). This group can be identified with
the Pontrjagin dual of the extension group Ext' (W, F p) in the category of smooth
algebraic groups over k. The map WY = Homg (W, i) — Ext!(W, [F,) sending a
linear form f: W — AI% to the pullback along f of the Artin—Scheier sequence

0>F,—>AL 2% Al 5o
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is an isomorphism.

Proposition 3.1.11. We have a surjective homomorphism

7 8(P{) — Filf,, G /Fill): Gy

it induces an injective homomorphism

rsw’ : Hom(Fily,, Gy /Fil},\ Gy, F ) —> Q¢ (log) ®, 7, i

Proof. For the first half of the proposition, see [Saito 2009, Theorem 1.24]. The
second half follows from Remark 3.1.10. U

In the following special case, we give a more detailed description of these spaces.

Situation 3.1.12. Let //k be a finite totally ramified Galois extension, which is
not tamely ramified. Assume that the highest log break b = biog(l/ k) is a positive
integer. Assume moreover that Fllb 1Gk / (F11 Gk N G;) ~ [p; in particular,
the second highest log-break bjog (1 /k 2) is strlctly less than by (//k) — 1. By
Proposition 3.1.11, Q( ) consists of [ : k]/ p copies of the same Artin—Scheier cover
of P,z(b), at least if we forget about the algebraic group structure. Assume that this
cover is given by

2P — 7+ (@ P S0 a8 4 - A Gt ") =0 (3.1.13)

for some a;+ € k, where the coordinates of P,z(b) are given by b_léo and bs J-
These elements «, ..., @, are determined up to multiplication by i € [}, in
accordance with the choice of Z up to multiplication by the same i € .

Let k’/k be a finite separable extension of ramification degree e > 1, such that
Q(eb) is a stable model. By possibly enlarging k', we may assume that &+ € kp
and that Q,((if’) is the disjoint union of [/ : k]/p copies of the aforementioned Artin—
Scheier cover of P,f;b).

Lemma 3.1.14. The space Q ) js the disjoint union of [l : k]/ p copies of the same
space R(ekb) Let R A(eb) denote the completion of R(Eh) along its special fiber and let

A(eb) denote the generlc fiber, viewed as a rigid analytzc space. Then Q(e}7 D
Hleb—1)
Ry,

i,\(eb 1).

the disjoint union of [l : k]/ p copies of a same space , Which is the normal

closure of P, P iy 1/3\,(:,317) and is finite and étale over
Proof. There is a G/x-equivariant one-to-one correspondence between the con-
nected components of Q,((ifj) and the connected components of Q(eb).

Since the second highest log-break bjog (I/ k; 2) is strictly less than biog(1/k) — 1,
by [Abbes and Saito 2002, Remark 3.13], the number of connected components

of /Q\,(jb_l) is [/ : k]/p. Note that each connected component of Q(Eb D , which is
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i’\ (eb=1) , can be also characterized as the normal

i?\;(,b D we sought. [

automatically finite and étale over

closure of I/’\gb_]) R\(eb) this normal closure is the space

Proposition 3.1.15. Let aj+ C Oy lift aj+ C /ck/ We can choose a lift z of 7 to

ﬁgb) such that its minimal polynomial over P(e = Spf Oy (1, b=¢s, T bs,) is

2P — 2+ (oo P80 + o P81 + -+ am P8) = 0. (3.1.16)

Then the element z generates ﬂ@kb) over P ) . Moreover, the element z extends to

Ife\(b 1 P(eh 0}

. Hleb—
a section over R,(j ) and it generates R}, over

Proof. We first pick any lift z’ of z to R A( )

P a4 +a, =0, where al, s.,ap € @k/(nk,eb ¢80, nk,e 8;) and the
reduction of this equation is exactly (3.1.13). For the given oj+ C Oy, we have

; it must satisfy an equation of the form

=277 —7 + (aomy " S0 + o P8+t P8 € 7 O een.
"
Now,z=z7+e+el +e +--. converges and satisfies (3.1.16).

Since z generates a subalgebra of @’\(eb) which is finite and étale over @A(eb) of
k/
the same degree p, this subalgebra has to equal O zeen.
(/]\/

For the similar statement for eb — 1 in place of eb, we argue as follows. Since

I’Q\(eb_l) is the normal closure of ﬁ,(:b_l) A(eb) by Lemma 3.1.14, the element z

extends to a section over ﬁ(d’ D with the same m1n1mal polynomial (3.1.16). Again,

since z generates a subalgebra of @A(eb n which is finite and étale over O zes-1) of
k/

same degree, it has to generate the whole ring. This finishes the proof. U

3.2. Lifting rigid spaces. The definition of the refined Swan conductor homomor-
phism using differential modules makes use of spaces and modules over the field
K. Following the idea of [Xiao 2010], we formally lift the picture of the previous
subsection from k to some annulus A}([n, 1). This construction is a local version
of Berthelot’s definition [1996] of rigid cohomology.

Construction 3.2.1. Replacing X by an open Zariski neighborhood of £ if neces-
sary, there exists a finite morphism f : Y — X between two affine smooth formal
schemes of topologically finite type over Ok,, such that f reduces to f modulo
p and such that the induced map Y \ f~!(D) — X \ D is finite étale with Galois
group Gy /. In particular, the special fibers of X and Y are X and Y, respectively.

LetAy: X — X X Spf O, X be the diagonal embedding, and put Ay = (id, f) :
Y—>Y X Spf O, X. Let py and p; denote the projections from X xgpro %o X to the
first and the second factors, respectively.

Let X" denote the completion of X Xspfog, X along the diagonal embedding
A it can be identified with the completion of the cotangent bundle of X along its
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zero section. Set Y = X" ®,,, x Y itis the same as the completion of ¥ X Spf O, X
along the embedding Ay.

For n € (0, 1), we set 97{‘;(“ , to be the subring of %"K consisting of elements having
1-Gauss norm < 1; it is complete with respect to the n’-Gauss norm for " € [n, 1].
On one hand, this ring does not give rise to a formal scheme; on the other hand, it is
good to keep the geometric intuition. Hence we introduce the geometric incarnation
Sp %infn, which is just a symbol. Any morphism between geometric incarnations
should be thought of as ring homomorphisms; in particular, the fiber product is
simply the (completed) tensor product. We also point out that we will only consider
affine schemes and there is no question of gluing.

We may compare the following commutative diagram with (3.1.5).

f

_—
fx1

Y X
ij lAX
P2 j i
f
Y X

—_—
where i : Sp 97{‘,?‘ , — X is the geometric incarnation of the natural homomorphism
Ok ¢ = R, for some 1 € (0, 1) N p©. We have

Sp gtllt{ltn XX Y = Sp giizlytnl/el/k
for n sufficiently close to 1~. Put

Py=X" x,, xiSpRE., and @, =Y" X po(rx1).X.i Sp?]t‘;fn.

Again, both P, and @, should be thought of as geometric incarnations of Op, and
0g,, the completed tensor products of corresponding rings of functions. We then
have the following Cartesian diagram

int Ay
Sp%L,n”g’/k —_— Qn

fl \fxl (3.2.3)

Ax

SpRY, P,

Lemma 3.2.4. The morphism p; : P, — Sp(@ii}(‘fn) is given by the continuous
homomorphism r : Qii;(‘fn — %iKm’nl[éo/ T,61,...,8n1 such that w(T) =T + &,
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Y (Bj) = Bj+4§;j for j € J. More precisely, for x € %II‘?”, we have

w)—z

e;+=0

(x)

Proof. The first statement follows from the description of X”* above and the second
statement follows by the uniqueness of such a homomorphism. ([

Construction 3.2.5. Let k'/k be a finite separable extension of naive ramification
degree e. Since Q{‘Et is Henselian, there exists 9%‘,2, corresponding to the extension
k'/k, where K’ is the fraction field of a Cohen ring of «y.. For n sufficiently close
to 17, the extension QRi;(“, of Q{i;(“ descends to a finite étale algebra 9]{‘1‘(15 1. Over
@t‘;(“ 0 for some 7 sufficiently close to 1. Fix such an . Let T’ denote the coordlnate

of QRmt /e
Let r € N (be a proxy of eb or eb — 1). Let

P(V) — Sp (gti;t,’nl/e(rl—r—ego’ T/_r8]>)

be the geometric incarnation of a closed-disc bundle (with changing radii) over
Sp Rt K7 ples it may be viewed as a subspace of P, (in the sense of geometric
1ncarnat10n) Let (r) be the preimage (in the sense of geometric incarnation) of
PI((r) , under the morphlsm Q,— P,

Proposition 3.2.6. Let p be a p-adic representation of G;/k. Let

G
Fp=((f x D09, ®V,) ™"

be the differential module over P, and for r € N, let

@;’fl{, = ((f X 1)*@Q(,_2 ® VP)G,/k

be the corresponding differential module over PI((,) Then ¥, and 9?,(0 )K, are the
pullbacks of €, along p; : P, — Sp QRIKm and py : P[((r,) — Sp %mf ,» Tespectively.
Proof. This follows from the following G;/-equivariant Cartesian diagram of

geometric incarnated morphisms.

oy QTI o Sp%mt

K’y L.y l/fl/k
lfxl fx1 jf
(r) P1 i
PK,’U p, Sp %‘Etn 0

Corollary 3.2.7. Fora € Q_, and n € (0,1) N p@, let F, , denote the comple-
tion of K(T, 8;+) with respect to the (n, n°*t', n%, ..., n®)-Gauss norm and let
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FT/}, — F7711®{JR"“ %

Swan conductor

K plle: Assume that p has pure log-break b and pure refined

U =m (ozod—k + _1& +-+ _md—b )
b] bm
where aj+ € k. If r < ea < eb and n is sufficiently close to 1™, then F, ® Frlz,a =
‘T;r)K, QF, ', as a 3/38 j+-differential module has pure intrinsic radii n® and pure
refined mtrlnsic radii

Do 1 g, Dy . yg,4m)

T < T +olel—|- +othm .
Proof. By Lemma 3.2.4 and Proposition 3.2.6, 9«*3’)1(, is the pullback of €, along the
multidimensional analog of the generic point homomorphism as in Corollary 1.4.21.
However, the calculation of the refined 9d;-radii can be computed independently for
each of the 9;. Hence the statement follows from Corollary 1.4.21. (]

Before proceeding, we briefly recall the lifting construction in [Xiao 2010,
Section 1], which lifts a rigid analytic space over ky’ to a rigid analytic space over
Al [nV/¢, 1) for n € p2N (0, 1) sufficiently close to 17.

Construction 3.2.8. Let Z be a rigid analytic space over k’ with ring of analytic
functions Ay = k'{uy, ..., us)/Iv. Let Iy C Og/(uy, ..., us)(T") be an ideal
such that Og/(uy, ..., us)(T")/Ig is flat over Ok and Ix' ®q,, k' = Ir'. We call
X, = Spf(%iKm,,n(ul, cee, us)/IK/) a lifting space of X.
Proposition 3.2.9. Fixr € N.

(a) The space Q(r) " is a lifting space of ’Q\,(cr,)

(b) Suppose Q(r) is a stable model and r = eb or eb — 1. Then for n sufficiently
close to 17, (r) has [/ : k1/p connected components, each of which is
isomorphic to a formal scheme Rﬁ(,) finite and étale over P,((,) of degree p.

(¢) Fix a Dwork pi t = (—p)"/®=Y and fix o j+ C Qt“,(n) e ltfts ofaj+ By
making n closer to 17 if needed we may choose a lift z of 7 to RV K,
minimal polynomial over Py K, 0 is of the form

) whose

in((l +r2)? —1—pr(aoT 8o+ a1 TP +- - -4, T'7")) =0. (3.2.10)

Proof. The first statement follows from the construction. The second statement
follows from [Xiao 2010, Proposition 1. 2 11]; the fact that all the connected com-

ponents are isomorphic to the same RY K,(n) , 18 a corollary of (c), proved below.

For (c), pick a lift z; of z to RY K,(n),n whose minimal polynomial reduces to
(3.1.16) modulo . (Note that K is absolutely unramified.) We define the following
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substitution process. Assume that we have defined z;. We set
A= pin((l +1z)? — 1= pr(aoT " 8o+ T + - +a, T'~)).
and set z;+1 = z; — A;. Hence we have

Mo = o (1 — k) = (14 2)7 + prek,)
p—1 1
= (1 - (Hrz)” N+ Y —(p)(1+nzi)p_"(—7tki)” + (=P IAP,
n=2 pr "

Since |A{]; < p~/®?=D by continuity, [A1l, < 1 for n € [no, 1] for some 1o
sufficiently close to 1. Thus,

Aistly <max {p~ PV A1, A2} for i € [no, 1).

As a consequence, this substitution process converges with respect to all n-Gauss
norms for n € [no, 1]. The limit z = lim;_, 1 z; satisfies (3.2.10). By the same
argument as in Proposition 3.1.15, the limit z generates R%,)(n)’n over PI({/)(H)’W when
n is sufficiently close to 1. U

3.3. Dwork isocrystals. In this subsection, we single out a calculation of refined
radii for the differential modules coming from a higher dimensional Artin—Scheier
cover. This is the heart of the comparison Theorem 3.4.1. We will state it in a
slightly general form because it has its own interest in the study of differential
modules.

Hypothesis 3.3.1. In this subsection, let K be a complete discrete valuation field
of characteristic zero, containing m. Let « denote its residue field, which has
characteristic p > 0.

Situation 3.3.2. Let P denote the formal scheme Spf 9{‘,‘;‘ 7(80, ..., &m), and let T
be the coordinate of R?fn. Let R be a finite extension of P generated by z satisfying
the relation

(1 +nz)p =1+ PﬂT_r(Olo(So +--- +am§m)v

where r e Nand «; € %iKmn for j=1,...,m. Let aj € k be the reduction of a; for
any j. We assume that not all .; are zero. Let f : R — P be the natural morphism,
which is finite and étale.

Construction 3.3.3. We reproduce a multidimensional version of the construction
in [Kedlaya 2005, Lemma 5.4.7]. The pushforward f,0¢o decomposes as the direct
sum of p differential modules of rank 1, with respect to 9; =9d/d§; for j =0, ..., m.

Let ¢; be the differential module given by (1 + nz) fori=1,..., p—1.(The
trivial submodule of f,0¢ is not of interest to us.)
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Notation 3.3.4. For n € (0, 1), let F,, be the completion of K (T, d, ..., §,,) with
respect to the (n, 1, ..., 1)-Gauss norm.

Proposition 3.3.5. For n sufficiently close to 17, the intrinsic radius IR(€; ® F,)
is equal to n" and the refined intrinsic radius of €; fori =1, ..., p — 1 is given by

9O(& @ F)) = {inT " (apddo+ - - - + amddy) }.
Proof. Since

d1+mz)'  d(1+prT " (eodo+ -+ otmbm))
— =1
(1+mz) 1+ paT 7 (oo + -+ 0tmbm)

€, is isomorphic to a differential module given by

Vo=inT " (1+prT " (oS0 + -+ @) v ® (oddo +- - - + Xndsy).

Fix j =0, ..., m. Using the proof of [Kedlaya 2005, Lemma 5.4.7], when n is
sufficiently close to 1~ (e.g., n > p~ /"), viewed as a d ;-differential module, this
is the same as

8jwj = i]l’(ij_rwj',

where w; is a section of €;, dependent on j. Hence Bf(wj) = (imo;T7")"w;, and
the proposition follows immediately. ([

3.4. Comparison. In this subsection, we assemble the results from previous sub-
sections to prove the following comparison theorem.

Theorem 3.4.1. Assume Hypothesis (Geom). Then for b € Q. ¢, the homomorphism
ISW: Hom(Fil{’OgGk/Fillbog Gi,Fp) — Q}((log) ®n,;b/2 in Theorem 2.3.7 is the same
as the homomorphism rsw’ in Proposition 3.1.11.

Proof. Let k be as in Proposition 2.2.14. By [Saito 2009, Lemma 1.22], rsw’ for k
factors as

(e,;/kb)-i-

Hom(Fil, Gy /Fil’* i1’ G /Fi
«/Fil .Gy, F,) — Hom(Fil Gk/Flllog

log log log Gl}’ [FP)

— Q@; (log) ®q;, > K falg -

The same factorization is also valid for rsw as in (2.3.12). Hence we may choose
ej i divisible by the denominator of b and reduce to the case when b is an integer.
We also remark that, for the same reason, we may feel free to replace k by a finite
tamely ramified extension.

Fix ¢, a p-th root of unity. Let x : Fil{’ogGk/Filf’O*g'Gk — F, be a nontrivial
character and put

_»l- d _ = _ -
rsw/(x):nkb(aonl:+a1db1+~-+amdbm>,
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where ay, ..., &, € k. By identifying 1 € F,, with ¢, € Q,(¢,,), we get a homo-
morphism
Fil},, G /Fill G 5 Fp — Q,(¢,) "

we still use y to denote the composition. By the argument and the result of
Theorem 2.3.7 and by possibly replacing k by a finite tamely ramified extension,
we can find a p-adic representation p of G with finite image and pure log-break b
such that p|Filf’ogGk is a direct sum of copies of x. Moreover, we may assume that p
is irreducible when restricted to any finite tamely ramified extension of k" of k. The
representation p factors exactly through [/ k, a finite Galois extension. It must be
true that FlllogGk /Gy ﬂFﬂlOgGk >~ [,. By possibly making another tamely ramified
extension of k, we may assume that the second highest log-break of //k is strictly
less than b — 1; thus Fllf’ogle/Gl ﬁFl]log Gi > F,.

We shall now use the results and notation from previous subsections. By
Proposition 3.2.9, Q(eb Disa disjoint union of [/ : k]/p copies of R(eb Y which
is finite and étale over P(Eb b, generated by z with minimal polynom1a1 (3.2.10).
(Here, we made a choice of z and z in accordance with the algebraic group structure
on Qb see the remarks after (3.1.13).) By Proposition 3.3.5, this implies that

o-eb 1

F,x OF, ! b—1/2¢ A5 1 = 17 has pure refined intrinsic radii

xT" (&OdTO Fadsy - +&md6m>.

(Here we made a choice of Dwork pi  so that # = ¢, — 1 mod (¢, — 1)? as in
Remark 2.3.4.) By Corollary 3.2.7, the refined Swan conductor of €, has to be
n;b(&o% +a&1db; + - - -+ &pudby,), the same as rsw'. O

Remark 3.4.2. By [Abbes and Saito 2009, Theorem 9.1.1], the two definitions of
refined Swan conductors above are the same as Kato’s definition in [Kato 1989],
when the representation is one-dimensional. So all three definitions agree. This
result is also implicitly contained in [Chiarellotto and Pulita 2009].

4. Refined Swan conductors and variation of intrinsic radii on polyannuli

When we have a differential module over a polyannulus or a polydisc, similar to the
one-dimensional situation, we may study how the multiset of intrinsic radii of the
differential module changes as we complete the module with respect to different
Gauss norms. Kedlaya and the author [2010] proved that the partial sums of the log
of intrinsic radii form continuous convex piecewise affine functions. The purpose
of this section is to prove that the slopes at some point of such affine functions
are related to the refined intrinsic radii of the differential module, completed with
respect to the corresponding Gauss norm. Again, the proof proceeds in two steps,
first over an annulus or a disc (Section 4.2) and then over a polyannulus or a polydisc
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(Section 4.3). The first subsection focuses on some technical results which will be
used in the following two subsections.

Hypothesis 4.0.1. We assume Hypothesis 1.5.1 and keep the notation of Section 1.
We also assume that K is discretely valued throughout this section. We do not insist
p > 0 in this section unless otherwise specified.

4.1. Partial decomposition for differential modules. In Section 1.5, we deliber-

ately restricted ourselves to the situation over open annuli. In many applications, it

is equally important to understand the theory of differential modules over a bounded

analytic ring, for example K {{oe/¢, t]lo. This subsection is devoted to developing a

parallel theory in this case, which is not addressed in [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010].
We fix some « € (0, 1) for this subsection.

Notation 4.1.1. We define E to be the completion of Frac (K {{er/1, tTlo) with re-
spect to the 1-Gauss norm,; it is isomorphic to the p-adic completion of Ok ((t))[%],
and it contains Fj as a subfield.

If s € —log | K*|, we can find an element x € K with |x| = e™®. This x defines
an isomorphism

-1
- _
k) 2 kg Z kg (1),

Hence we have a canonical valuation v,(-) on Kg) given by the 7-valuation; this

does not depend on the choice of x € K*. This valuation extends naturally to K;;)lg
fors € Q-log|K*|.

Notation 4.1.2. Let j € JT. For M a 9;-differential module over K {{cr/1, 1o of
rank d and i € {1, ..., d}, we put

(M, 0) = ~log Ry (M @ E; i), F(M,0)= f2(M,0)+--+ (M, 0).
We similarly define f;(M,0) and F;(M, 0) if M is a d;+-differential module over
K{{a/1, tTo.
Proposition 4.1.3. Fix j € JT. Let M be a d;- (resp. d;+-) differential module of
rank d over K{a/t, t]o.
(a) The functions fl.(j )(M , 1) and Fl.(j )(M , ) are continuous, and are affine if
fi(])(M, 0) > —log |u|; the functions f;(M,r) and F;(M, r) are affine.

(b) Suppose for some i € {1,...,d — 1}, the function Fi(j)(M, r) (resp. F;(M,r)

is affine), and fi(j)(M, r) > fl(i)l (M, r) (resp. fi(M,r) > fir1(M,r)) for
r € [0, —log@). Then M admits a unique direct sum decomposition Mo ® M
over K{{a/t, t]o such that
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(1) for any n € (0, —log ), the multisets of subsidiary 9 -radii (resp. intrinsic
radii) of My ® F,, exactly consist of the i smallest elements of the multisets
of subsidiary d;-radii (resp. intrinsic radii) of M ® F,, and

(i) the multisets of subsidiary 0 ;-radii (resp. intrinsic radii) of My ® E exactly
consist of the i smallest elements of the multisets of subsidiary 9;-radii
(resp. intrinsic radii) of M Q E.

Proof. The statement (a) for d;-radii follows from the exact same argument as
[Kedlaya and Xiao 2010, Theorem 2.2.6(a)], which follows immediately from the
corresponding properties of the associated twisted polynomial. We now explain how
we deduce (a) for intrinsic radii. Firstly, by parts (a), (b) and (d) of Theorem 1.5.6,
d!- F;(M,r) is convex and piecewise affine of integer slopes for r € (0, —loga).
We need only to check continuity at » = 0, which follows from exactly the same
argument as in Step 1 of the proof of [ibid., Theorem 2.3.9].

The statement (b) is proved in [ibid., Theorems 2.3.9, 2.5.5, and Remarks 2.3.11,
2.5.7]. ]

Note that the statement (b) of the above proposition excludes the case when
M, ry> (M, r) forr € 0, —loga) and £ (M, 0) = £} (M, 0), and the
similar case with the superscript (j) removed. The rest of this subsection is devoted
to extending the conclusion of (b) to this case.

Notation 4.1.4. Set R = (N, 1) Kffa/t, 1} and R = M, 0.1, K/t 1],
where the latter can be identified with the subring of the former consisting of
elements with finite 1-Gauss norm.

Hypothesis 4.1.5. We assume that |u ;| =1 for j € J.

This hypothesis is just to make our presentation simpler. We can always reduce
to this case by replacing K by the completion of K (xy, ..., x,) with respect to the
(lu1l, ..., lum|)-Gauss norm and by replacing u; by u;/x;, where 9;(x;/) =0 for
J, j' € J. Note that K is still discretely valued.

Lemma 4.1.6. The ring Rbd g a field. A sequence (fy)nen C K{{ae/t, tllo is con-
vergent if it is convergent for the r-Gauss norm for all r € («, 1) and is bounded for
the 1-Gauss norm.

Proof. The first statement is well-known; see [Kedlaya 2005, Lemma 3.5.2]. We
remark that this would be false if K were not discretely valued. To see the second
statement, we observe that ( f;,),en converges in K {{«/¢, t}}. The limit has bounded
coefficients and hence lies in K {{«/1, t]lo. [l

Lemma 4.1.7. Fix j € J*. Let RP{T} be the ring of twisted polynomials as
in Definition 1.2.1, where T stands for 0; if j € J and for d/dt if j = 0. Let
P=T%4a,T " +.. . 4ay; € RPYT} be a monic twisted polynomial whose Newton
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polygon has pure slope s < 1. Let {by, ..., b} be the set of vy-valuations of the
reduced roots of P (not counting multiplicity, with either increasing or decreasing
order), when we view P as a twisted polynomial in E{T}. Then P admits a unique
factorization P = Q1 --- Q, as products of monic twisted polynomials such that
all the reduced roots of Q;, when viewed as twisted polynomials in E{T}, have
vg-valuations b;.

Proof. We assume that by, ..., b, are in decreasing order. It then suffices to show
that we can write P = QR as a product of two monic polynomials such that the
reduced roots of Q and R, when viewed as twisted polynomials in E{T}, have
pure vg-valuations b; and strictly less than b;, respectively. We can also write
it as P = RQ satisfying the same condition, but with different O and R. By
Lemma 4.1.6, the claim follows from [Kedlaya 2009, Proposition 3.2.2] because
the sequences {P;} and {Q;} there are bounded under the 1-Gauss norm. [l

Lemma 4.1.8. Fix j € J. Let M be a 9;-differential module of rank d over
K{{a/t, tllo such that M ® E has pure intrinsic 9;-radii IRy, (M ® E) < w. By choos-
ing a cyclic vector of M @ R, we may identify M ® R with RPY{T}/RPYT} P,
where P is a twisted polynomial in R*{T}. Then for n sufficiently close to 17,
the slopes of the Newton polygon of P (for the n-Gauss norm) are the log of the
subsidiary 0j-radii of M @ F,, minus log w.

Proof. The identification M ® RP4 ~ R T} /RPT} P descends to
MQK{B/t,tllo = K{B/1, tToAT}/ K{B/1, tTofT}P

for B sufficiently close to 1™. Note that for n sufficiently close to 17, all 9;-radii
of M ® F, are visible. The lemma follows from Proposition 1.2.8. O

The following theorem also holds without assume Hypothesis 4.1.5.

Theorem 4.1.9. Fix j € J*. Let M be a d;- (resp. 3;+-) differential module of rank
d over K{{a/t, tllo such that M ® E has pure intrinsic d;-radii IR;,(M ® E) < 1
(resp. intrinsic radii IR(M ® E) < 1). Suppose that for some i € {1,...,d — 1}, the
function Fi(j)(M, r) (resp. F;(M, r)) is affine and fl.(j)(M, r) > fl(i)l (M, r) (resp.
filtM,r) > fir1(M,r)) for any r € (0, —loga). Then M admits a unique direct
sum decomposition Mo® M of ;- (resp. d;+-) differential module over K {{ct/1, t]lo
such that, for any n € (0, —log ), the multiset of 0;-radii (resp. intrinsic radii) of
My ® F, exactly consists of the smallest i elements of the multiset of 0 ;-radii (resp.
intrinsic radii) of M ® F,.

Proof. We first deduce the 9;-differential module case. By Theorem 1.5.4(e), it
suffices to obtain the decomposition over K {{8/1, t]lp for B € («, 1) sufficiently
close to 1 and then we may apply Lemma 1.1.10 and Remark 1.1.11 to glue this
decomposition with the decomposition given by Theorem 1.5.4(e).
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To start, we assume that /R, (M ® E) < w. By making g closer to 1, we may
assume that IRy, (M ® F;) < w for all n € (B, 1) as well. It is also very easy to
reduce to the case when Hypothesis 4.1.5 holds. Since %! is a field, we can find
a cyclic vector to identify M ® AP with RPI(T) /QRbd{T}P for a monic twisted
polynomial P as in Lemma 4.1.7. Applying Lemma 4.1.7 to M ® R® with the b’s
in decreasing order, we can find a submodule M of M such that the multiset of
d;-radii of My ® F), exactly consists of the smallest i elements in the multiset of
dj-radii of M ® F,, when 7 sufficiently close to 17. Applying Lemma 4.1.7 again
with the b’s increasing, we can find a quotient M|, of M satisfying exactly the same
condition on M as above. Then the kernel of M — M|, together with M, gives the
direct sum decomposition required in the theorem.

We next assume that p > 0 and IRy, (M ® E) = p~"/?=D_If j € J, the 9;-
Frobenius ¢®) : K@) — K naturally extends to

@@ KO fa/t, o — K{{a/t, tTo;

if j =0, we have @ : K{{a?/t?, tP]o — K {{a/t, t]o. Then the desired decompo-
sition follows from the decomposition of goiaj ' M. Note that @ )*<p(8 "M = MO,
If p>0and IRy, (M ® E) > p~"/?~1 we may assume that
=1
IRy, (M ® F,)) > pr~!

for all n € (B, 1), and the decomposition follows from that of the 9;-Frobenius
antecedent of M.

Finally, we show that the d,+-differential module case follows from the 9;-
differential module case. By Theorem 1.5.6(e), it suffices to find the decomposition
over K{B/t,tllo for B € (a, 1) sufficiently close to 1 and then, to glue the de-
compositions using Lemma 1.1.10 and Remark 1.1.11. By Proposition 4.1.3(a)
and Theorem 1.5.4(a), there ex1sts B € (a, 1) such that, if IRy, (M ® E; i) < 1 for
some j, then the function f (M r) for this j is affine over [0, —log 8). By the
decompositions given by Proposition 4.1.3(b) and this theorem for 9, the restriction
of M to K{{B/¢, t]lo is the direct sum of d;+-differential modules M; such that, for
any j € J* with IRy, (M; ® E) < 1, the 9;-differential module M; ® F;, has pure
d;-radii for any n € (8, 1). Since we already know that M ® E has pure intrinsic
radii < 1, we may take B sufficiently close to 1 such that each direct summand
above has pure intrinsic radii equal to the 0;-radii for some j, when tensored with
F, for any n € (8, 1). Hence regrouping the direct summands gives the direct sum
decomposition we are looking for. (|

Remark 4.1.10. The condition IRy,(M ® E) < 1 is crucial. As pointed out in
[Kedlaya 2010, Remark 12.5.4], one may give counterexamples in the case IR, (M ®
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E) =1 using the theory of crystals. However, in the presence of a Frobenius, one
may still get the decomposition.

Proposition 4.1.11. Let M be a 0,+-differential module over K{{a/t, t]o (resp.
Kt1o) of rank d. We put f;(M,0) = —log ER(M ® E; i) and

Ei(M,0)= (M, 0)+---+ f:(M,0) fori=1,...,d.

(a) The functions ﬁ(M, r) and I:} (M, r) are affine at r = 0.

(b) Suppose for some i € {1,...,d — 1}, the function E,(M,r) is affine and
f;(M, r) > f,-Jrl(M, r) forr € (0, —log o) (resp. whenever f,-(M, r)>r),and
suppose that f, (M, 0) > 0. Then M admits a unique direct sum decomposition
Mo® M over K{{ae/t, tllo (resp. K[[t]lo) such that the multiset of extrinsic radii
of M ® F, for any n € (0, —log @) (resp. for any n > 0 such that fi(M, r)>r)
consists of the smallest i elements of the multiset of extrinsic radii of M @ F,.

Proof. (a) follows from exactly the same argument as in Proposition 4.1.3. We
now prove (b). By the extrinsic version of Theorem 1.5.6(e), it suffices to find
the decomposition over K {{8/1, t]lp for B € («, 1) sufficiently close to 1 and then
we may apply Lemma 1.1.10 and Remark 1.1.11 to glue the decompositions. By
Proposition 4.1.3(b) and Theorem 4.1.9 for 0;-differential modules, there exists
B € (o, 1) such that when we tensor M with K{8/t, t], it is a direct sum of
differential modules M, such that either for any j € J* with Ry (M ® E ) < 1,
M; ® F, has pure d;-radii for all n € (B, 1), or we have ER(M; ® E) = 1. The
proposition then follows from regrouping these direct summands. ([

4.2. Refined radii and the log-slopes of the radii. For a differential module over
an annulus or a disc, the slopes of the functions coming from the radii of convergence
are determined by the multiset of refined radii for the differential module completed
for the corresponding Gauss norm. We also give a refined radii decomposition
result for differential modules over bounded analytic rings.

Theorem 4.2.1. Fix j € J* and let M be a 9 -differential module over K {{a /1, tTlo
of rank d. Assume that fl.(j )(M , 1) for alli are the same and are affine of slope b
inr € [0, —loga). Moreover, we assume that Ry,(M ® E) = we® is strictly less
than |u ; |~V if j € J and is strictly less than 1 if j = 0. Then the vg-valuation of any
element in the multiset of refined 9;-radii of M ® E is —b.

Proof. We may assume that |u ;| = 1. We first consider the case when M ® E has
pure visible intrinsic d;-radii IR;; (M ® E) < w. By making « closer to 17, we may
assume that the functlon /i ) (M, r) > —logw for each i is affine over [0, —log «).

As in Theorem 4.1.9, we may identify M ®9Rbd with R4 T} /RPYT} P for some
twisted polynomial P =T +a; T4 +... +a, € R*{T}. Since M ® E has pure
d;j-radii we’, the Newton polygon of P with respect to the 1-Gauss norm has pure
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slope s and the multiset ®y, (M ® E) is just the multiset of reduced roots of this
twisted polynomial. We put

P=1!4+a"1 " +...4+a",

where @ € k(1))

When 7 is sufficiently close to 17, the Newton polygon of P with respect to
the #-Gauss norm is determined by the Newton polygon of P in the following
sense: it is the lower convex hull of the set {(—i, —log|a;|1 — v(&l.(is)) logn)}. By
Lemma 4.1.8, this implies that the collection of all slopes of functions fl.(j )(M ,T)
for all i at » =0 is exactly the collection of the v;-valuations of the roots of P, which
in turn equals the collection of the vg-valuations of the elements of the multiset of
refined 0;-radii of M ® E.

Now, it suffices to reduce to the case above using d;-Frobenius. Assume p > 0
from now on. It is easier to work with intrinsic radii and refined intrinsic radii. So
we put g (M, r) = (M, r)+logu;| if j € J and g;(M,r) = £V (M, r) —r
if j = 0. We will use g/(M, -) to denote the derivative of the function g; (M, -).
Moreover, we set s’ = —log(wIRj, (V).

If IRy, (M ® E) = = p~"/=D we set M; = ¢\’ M. Then Lemma 1.2.18(d)
implies that if j € J,

{pg/(M,0) (d times), 0 ((p — 1)d times)} if g/(M, 0) <0,

{ai(M1, 00} = {{g;(M, 0) (pd times)} if g/(M,0) >0,

and if j =0,

(g/(M.0),0 (p— 1 times)) if g/(M.0) <0,

{gi(Ml’O)}:{{%gl{(M,()) (p times)} if g/(M,0) > 0.

By Proposition 1.3.18, the elements in the multiset $© 9 (M, ®E @) can be grouped
into p-tuples '

pop P
and the multiset $@3 (M Q E) is composed of (67 —6) 1/P for each p-tuple above with
the same multiplicity, where 6 € k... Elementary calculation shows the following
relation between the vo-valuations of (97 —6)!/7 and the v_jo, »-valuation of 6:

(g +1 9+p—1)

o when vo(0) < 0, we have v_joq , (6 +1)/p) =vo(0) for [ =0, ..., p—1, and
vo((B7 —0)/P) = vy (6):

e when vo(0) > 0, we have v_jo5 ,((0 +1)/p) =0forl=1,...,p—1, and
vo((0P —0)1/P) = (1/p)vo(6).

Hence the statement for M; with v_j,e , implies that for M with vy.
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If IRy,(M ® E) > w, by Lemma 1.2.18(d) and Remark 1.2.19, M has a 9;-
Frobenius antecedent My if « is sufficiently close to 17. By Lemma 1.2.18(d) and
Proposition 1.3.18, we have

g&i(Mo, r) = pgi(M,r) for any i,
and 90y (Mo ® E)={(—-0)"/p:0 € 90y,(MQE)}, if j € J;

gi(M07 P’”) = pgl(M7 r) for any i
and 90y (Mo ® E) = {(—6)"/p :6 € 905, (M @ E)}, if j =0.

Since v(ps—1og p) ((—0)? / p) = pvy(0), the statement for M with vs (—log p) follows
from the statement for M with v,y _joe , if j € J and with 4 5 Vps'—log p if j=0
(note that #? is the coordinate in the latter case). O

Corollary 4.2.2. Fix j € J" and let M be a d;-differential module over K {{a /1, t]lo.
Assume that M ® E has pure 9j-radii Ry,(M ® E) = we’, which is strictly less than
|~V if j € J and is strictly less than 1 if j = 0. Then the following two multisets
are the same:

|”j

(1) the multiset composed of the vs-valuations of the elements in the multiset of
refined 0j-radii of M ® E, that is, {VS(G) 10 €0y (M® E)};

(1) the multiset composed of the negatives of the slopes of fi(j ) (M,r)atr =0, for
i=1,...,d.

Proof. This follows from combining Theorems 4.1.9 and 4.2.1. ]

Notation 4.2.3. For any s € Q-log | K |, the valuation v on Ké) induces a valuation

on d
<s) dt ED (s) ”J
jeJ

still denoted by v, by setting

v5(90ﬂ+91d“1+ O 2 ) = min {ve(6))), for b, .., € .
um ]‘EJ+

Corollary 4.2.4. Let M be a d;+-differential module over K{a/t, t]lo. Assume
that M @ E has pure intrinsic radii IR(IM ® E) = we® < 1. Then the following two
multisets are the same:

(1) the valuations of the refined intrinsic radii of M Q E, {v5(9) 0 e IO(MQRE) };
(ii) the negatives of the slopes of fi(M,r)atr =0,fori=1,...,d.
Proof. This follows from combining Theorems 4.1.9 and 4.2.1. ([

Similar to Theorem 1.3.26, we have the following decomposition by refined
radii.
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Theorem 4.2.5. Fix j € J© and let M be a 3 -differential module of rank d over
K{{a/t, tlo. Assume that M ® Fy, for n € (a, 1), and M ® E all have pure 0 j-radii,
and assume that the function fl(j)(M, r) is affine with slope b for r € [0, —log ).
Let e be the prime-to-p part of the denominator of b. Moreover, assume that
Ry, (M ® E) = we? is strictly less than |uj|_1 if j € J and is strictly less than 1 if
Jj = 0. Then there exists a finite tamely ramified extension K' of K and a unique
direct sum decomposition

M®K/{{O{1/e/t1/e,l‘l/e]]()= @ Mg

(5)

QEKKalg

of 0;-differential modules such that
(i) My ® F,) has pure refined 9d;-radii Gfbfor alln € (a, 1), and

(ii) every element in the m(u)ltiset of refined d-radii of My ® E is congruent to 6r="
S

g With vs-valuation strictly bigger than v, Ot7") = —b.

modulo elements in k

Moreover, this decomposition descents to a unique decomposition of M itself by
Galois descent, satisfying analogous properties, but in the fashion stated in terms of
e X Gal(K®8 /K )-orbits.

Proof. The proof is identical to that of Theorem 1.5.10, except that we use decom-
position Theorem 4.1.9 in place of Theorem 1.5.4. ([

Theorem 4.2.6. Let M be a d;+-differential module of rank d over K{a/t, t]o.
Assume that M ® F,, for n € (a, 1), and M ® E all have pure intrinsic radii,
and assume that the function fi(M,r) is affine with slope b for r € [0, —loga).
Let e be the prime-to-p part of the denominator of b. Moreover, assume that
IR(M ® E) = we® < 1. Then there exists a finite tamely ramified extension K’ of K
and a unique direct sum decomposition

M®K1{{al/e/tl/e’t1/e]]0: @ 1‘419

) duj . (s) dt
ﬁe%KKalg uj eaKKalgT

of d;+-differential modules such that
(1) My ® F,, has pure refined intrinsic radii 0t forall n € (a, 1), and

(i1) every element in the multiset of refined intrinsic radii of My ® E is congruent
to ¥t~ modulo those elements in

(9 duj . (s dt
D = Oga
jelJ J

with vg-valuation strictly bigger than v4(9t~") = —b.
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Moreover, this decomposition descents to a unique decomposition of M itself by
Galois descent, satisfying analogous properties, but in the fashion stated in terms of
e X Gal(K2 /K )-orbits.

Proof. The proof is identical to that of Theorem 1.5.12, except that we invoke
Theorem 4.2.5 in place of Theorem 1.5.4. ([

Corollary 4.2.7. Let M be a 0 +-differential module of rank d over K {{a/t, t]o.
Assume that M @ E has pure intrinsic radii IR(IM ® E) = we® < 1 and that the func-
tion fi(M,r) foreachi =1, ...,d is affine over [0, —loga). Let M = @be@ M,
be the unique direct sum decomposition of M over A}< (o, 1) such that fL(Mp,r) =
-+ = faimm, (Mp, r) has slope b. Then the following two multisets are the same:

(1) The multiset composed of all elements in

—b (5 dUj b (s di
sOM, @ F,)C Pt i L @1
jeJt
for all b and for some fixed n € («, 0) (this is independent of the choice of n);
(ii) The multiset composed of O for all ¥ € ©y,(v), where ¥ is the reduction of

b (s duj o (s dt
AS @t K pag —— u; Dt KKa‘gT
jeJt

modulo those elements with vs-valuation strictly bigger than v ().
Proof. 1t follows from the decomposition Theorems 4.1.9 and 4.2.6. ]
We have similar results for extrinsic radii.

Theorem 4.2.8. Assume that luj|=1forall j € J. Fors €R, let Vs be the valuation
on KE)dl‘ @ ®jEJ KE duj given by

Vs (Bodt + O1duy + -+ - + Opduy) = }Qi}l {vs@p}.

Let M be a 9 j+-differential module of rank d over K {{«/t, t]lo. Assume that M ® F,,
forn e (a, 1), and M ® E all have pure extrinsic radii, and assume that the function
f] (M, r) is affine with slope b for r € [0, —log «). Let e be the prime-to-p part of the
denominator of b. Moreover, assume that ER(M ® E) = we® < 1. Then there exists
a unique direct sum decomposition M = @{Mﬁ} M{u 3 of dy+-differential modules
over K{{a/t, tllo, where the direct sum runs through all e X Gal(K*P / K)-orbits
{ueD} in 69/61 ;gzlgduj EBKKa]gdt such that

(1) for all n € (a, 1), the multiset of refined extrinsic radii of My,,» ® F, is
composed of the 1, x Gal(K¥¢/K)-orbit {,ueét_h} with the appropriate mul-
tiplicity, and
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(1) the multiset consisting of the reductions of elements in the multiset of refined
extrinsic radii of M 151 ® E modulo those elements with - valuatlon is strictly
bigger than —b, is composed of the . x Gal(K2/K)-orbit {;Le 170} with
the appropriate multiplicity.

Proof. The proof is identical to that of Theorem 1.5.14, except that we use invoke
Theorem 4.2.5 in place of Theorem 1.5.4. U

Corollary 4.2.9. Assume that |u;| =1 for all j € J. Let M be a 0;+-differential
module of rank d over K|[t]lo. Assume that ER(M ® E) = we® < 1. Let M,
denote the unique 0j+-differential submodule of M @ E that has pure extrinsic radii
ER(M ® E); put | =dim M,. Then:

(a) The vs-valuations of elements in ® (M, ® E) are all nonnegative.

(b) There exists a unique direct sum decomposition

M =D M5 & Mo
)
of dy+-differential modules over K [[t]lo, where the first direct sum is taken over

all Gal(/csep/KK)-orbits (9} c @jej 221 du; 69/(231 dt such that

(1) foralln <1, M 5 ® F,, has pure extrinsic radii mln{a)e n} and, when n €
(we’, 1), the multiset © (Myy ® F,) is composed of{ﬁ} with multiplicity,
(1) the multiset consisting of reductions of elements in the multiset of refined ex-
trinsic radii of Mypy ® E modulo those elements with positive Vg-valuation
is composed of (D} with appropriate multiplicity, and
(iii) for any r > 0 satisfying f] (Mg, r) <r,we have f] (My, r) < we’.

Proof. (a) By Proposition 4.1.11(a) together with Theorem 1.5.6(c”), we know
that the functions f1(M,r), ..., fi(M,r) are linear in a neighborhood of r with
nonpositive slopes. Then applying the decomposition in Proposition 4.1.11(b) and
Theorem 4.2.8 together with description (ii) in Theorem 4.2.8, we conclude that
the Vy-valuations of elements in ® (M,) are all nonnegative.

(b) Let I’ denote the number of elements in ® (M,) whose V,-valuation is zero.
By the proof of (a), we see that the derivatives fl/ M,0)=---= fAl’, (M, 0) are equal
to 0, and that f},, (M, 0) > 0 or fii1(M,0) > f(M,0) in case [ =I'. By items
(¢') and (d) of Theorem 1.5.6, we know that

fiM,0)=fitM,r)=---= fu(M,r)> frs1(M, 1)

for any r < f] (M, 0). We may then apply Proposition 4.1.11 to split off the desired
M. Now, we may apply the standard technique (Lemma 1.1.10 and Remark 1.1.11)
to glue the decomposition given by Theorem 4.2.8 and Proposition 1.5.17; this
gives the further decompositions by Mg;. (]
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4.3. Variation over polyannuli. In this subsection, we study differential modules
over a polyannulus or a polydisc. In particular, we are interested in studying the
functions coming from the radii of convergence when we complete the differential
module with respect to various Gauss norms. We relate the slopes of such functions
with the valuations of the refined intrinsic radii.

In this subsection, we assume Hypothesis 1.5.1 and we assume that K is discretely
valued.

Definition 4.3.1. A subset C C R" is called nondegenerate if it contains an open
subset of R”. Its interior is denoted by C™™.
An integral affine functional on R" is a map A : R” — R of the form

AMxy, ..., xp)=ax1+---+a,x,+b

for some ay, ..., a, € Z and b € —log |K *|2.
A subset C C R”" is rational polyhedral (or RP for short) if it is bounded and
there exist integral affine functionals Ay, ..., A, such that

C=xeR"':A;(x)>0fori=1,...,r}.

For C € R" an RP subset of R"?, a function f : C — R" is integral polyhe-
dral if there exist finitely many integral affine functionals 1/, ..., 1/, such that
f(x) =max{A](x), ..., A, (x)} forany x € C.

Remark 4.3.2. Our convention slightly differs from that of [Kedlaya and Xiao
2010], where RP subsets are not assumed to be bounded. However, some of the
statements below still hold for unbounded RP, and they are often simple corollaries
of the statements in the bounded case. We leave this as an exercise for the reader.

Notation 4.3.3. We put / = {1, ..., n}. We use ¢ to denote the n-tuple (a, ..., a).

Definition 4.3.4. For a subset C C R", let e~ € denote the closure in R" of the
subset {e ™"/ : r; € C}. A subset S of [0, +00)" is called log-RP if S = e~ for
some RP subset C of R"; it is called nondegenerate if C is so.

For § a log-RP subset of [0, +00)", define A x (S to be the subspace of the
(Berkovich) analytic n-space with coordinates 71, ..., 7, satisfying the condition
4tl, ..., 1ta]) € e ™. We use K{{S}} to denote its ring of functions, and use
K[S]lo to denote the subring of K{{S}} consisting of functions that are bounded on
|t € e €™, .

One cannot literally equate S with e €™ the problem is that we cannot take
the log for a zero coordinate in S-space. But, in practice, one can view the two
spaces the same, just being careful when stating a result.

Notation 4.3.5. Let S be a nondegenerate log-RP subset of [0, +00)" and let R
denote either K{{S}} or K[STo. Let M be a 9, s-differential module over R of rank
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d, with respect to the derivations 9y, ..., 0, and 0,41 = 3/0t, ..., Opyyn = 9/01y,.

For an element n; in (171, ..., 1,) € S (S™if R = K{{S})), let F,, be the completion

of Frac(R) with respect to the n;-Gauss norm. We remark that for ; on the

boundary of S, F;,, “looks different” (more like E than F), in the 1-dimensional case).
For an element r; in —log S (or —log S™ if R = K {{S}}), put

fitM,rp) =—logIRIM®Fe-—r;1) and F(M,r;)= fi(M,r))+---+ fi(M,rp)
fori=1,...,d.
Theorem 4.3.6. Keep the notation as above. We have the following:

(a) (Polyhedrality) The functions d! F;(M,rp),forl=1,...,d—1,and F;(M, ry)
are integral polyhedral functions.

(b) (Decomposition) Suppose that for somel € {1, ..., d}, the function F;(M, ry) is
affine, and suppose that fi(M,r;) > fiy1(M, ryp) forany ry € —log S. Then M
admits a unique direct sum decomposition M = My® M of differential modules
such that for any n; € —log S™, the multiset of intrinsic radii of My exactly
consists of the smallest | elements in the multiset of intrinsic radii of M @ F,.

(c) (Refined radii) Assume that R = K {{S}} and that
HhM, rp) == fa(M,r;) =—logw—s+biri+---+byry

are affine functions on —log S™. Let e; denote the prime-to-p part of the
denominator of b; for all i € 1. Then there exists a finite tamely ramified
extension K' of K and a multiset

dt, du
iel jeJ

such that we have a unique direct sum decomposition of differential modules

M®p R, 1= B My,
PeIO(M)
such that each My ® F, [tll/e1 oo 13" has pure refined intrinsic radii tl_b’ .

Proof. For (a) and (b), see [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010, Theorems 3.3.9 and 3.4.4, and
Remark 3.4.7]. (c) follows from the same argument but using Theorem 1.5.12 as
the decomposition tool. U

To extend (c) of the theorem above to the boundary is a little tricky. We will
prove it in a special case and leave the general case as an exercise for the reader.

Situation 4.3.7. Consider the subset C = {(xl) CR":x; >0, x{4+---+x, < 1}.
Put S=e~C, and R = K[[S]lo. Let M be a differential module over K [S]lg. Assume
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moreover that f1(M,0)=---= f3(M,0) = —logw — s with s < 0. We define the
following two multisets.

ey

2

Choose x € m\m'&" to identify K(Fﬁl) A r, and embed the latter into the
higher local field kg (1)) - - - (t,)), which is ecluipped with a multi-indexed
valuation With respect to the parameters (,, ..., t;). This gives rise to a valua-
tion v : k' F ) > 7" C Q", where the latter is equlpped with the lexicographical
order; this does not depend on the choice of x. Define the following valuation

on
® dt; o du]
Do Pepnle

iel -

still denoted by vg, by taking the minimum of v4 over the coefficients. We
consider the multiset A = {(v(ﬂ), 1§)|1? € IO(M ® Fl)}, where ¥ is the
reduction of tl_”“" Dy to

(s) dt; o) duj
D © Drega,
iel jeJ

By Theorem 4.3.6(a), there exists an RP subset C" of C which is adjacent to
thecellstj=---=¢, =0fori=1,...,n—1, such that the function f;(M, ry)
for each [ is affine in r; over C’. Then, over e_C“m, we have a unique direct
sum decomposition of differential modules M = P, g Mp, such that

JiMp,,rp) =+ = faimm,, (Mp,, r1) = —logw —s+biri+- -+ byry.
We put
={(=b1, ..o, =bp, 9) b Q" 17" 1709 € SOM @ Fy))),

for some 7; € C’™ and this set does not depend on the choice of 1; by
Theorem 4.3.6(c).

Choose integers ey, ..., e, € N coprime to p such that e;b; € Z for any i and for
any (—by, ..., —by, ®) € B. Put R' = K[C'Tolt*", ..., 1t,/"].

Theorem 4.3.8. The two multisets A and B are the same (for any C' that satisfies
the condition in (2)). Moreover, there exists a finite tamely ramified extension K' /K
and a unique direct sum decomposition

MRR QK = P Mp,.»
(b1,9)eB

such that, if we put F,_,, = F, u[tll/el, Ve K,
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(1) for allr; € C/im, M(b[,z?) (034 Fé — b= —byry 5

pure refined intrinsic radii tl_b’ ¥, and

has pure intrinsic radii we and

—ry

(ii) any element in $O(M ® Fi ) is congruent to tl_b’ ¥ modulo elements with
vs-valuation strictly bigger than (—by, ..., —by).

Proof. We first construct the decomposition that satisfies condition (i). For this, we
may replace K by a finite tamely ramified extension such that all ¢+ appearing in B

lie in
@ (S)dtt @ @ (S)duj

iel jelJ

for an appropriate s. In this case, we construct the decomposition of M ® R’ using
the same argument as in [Kedlaya and Xiao 2010, Theorem 3.4.4] by invoking
Theorems 4.1.9 and 4.2.6 at appropriate places.

Now we check condition (ii) for this direct sum decomposition; this is equivalent
to identifying the multisets A with B for each M}, ». Note that we already know
that My, 5 ® F,-, has pure intrinsic radii we=21"1==b"+5 For simplicity, we put
M = My, ». We do induction on the dimension n. When n = 0 there is nothing to
prove. We assume that the theorem is proved for n — 1. Let D denote the face t; =0
of C.PutC=CND,C’'=C'ND,S=eC,and R = K[S]lp with coordinates
t,...,t,, Where K is the completion of Frac(K [z ]]0) with respect to the 1-Gauss
norm.

By applying the induction hypothesis to M = M ®g R, the multiset A is equal to

A ={(vs®), =ba, .oy —bu, 1,509 | (=2, ..., —by) €@,
L7 € SOM @ Fy))),
for any (r2,...,r,) € ol , where v; is the valuation on
dt du;
() i (s) J
@ stlg . ® EB stlg .
iel jeJ

as in Notation 4.2.3, andtfvf(ﬂ/)l‘}/ is the reduction of tfvf(ﬂ T
) dt; () duj
Drcany ® D™,
iel jeJ

It suffices to identify the multiset A" with B. When r; € Q" N C’, this follows
from applying Corollary 4.2.7 to the line which passes through the point r; and is
parallel to the #-axis. In particular, this says that for any ¥’ above,

" 97 is the same as ¥.
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When r; is not rational, the same statement follows from the “continuity” result in
Theorem 4.3.6(c). U

Remark 4.3.9. One can also describe the intrinsic radii of M}, » at the point
(r))eC'withri=---=r=0forsomel €{l,...,d—1}. We leave this as an
exercise for interested readers.

Next we consider the situation for solvable differential modules.

Definition 4.3.10. Let C = {(xl) CR":x; >0, x1+ - +x,= 1}. For [a, B]1€(0, 1),
we put Sjq 8] = {pc 10 € la, ,B]} and Ry g) = K[[S[«.g1llo- For a € (0, 1), we put
Ry =Npe(ay Rie.p1-

Fix o € (0, 1). Let M be a differential module over R,. Assume that M is
solvable, that is, for each x; € C, we have fi(M, p*) —0asp— 1".

By Theorem 1.6.2, for x; € C, there exists b1 (M, xp), ..., bg(M, x;) such that
filM, —x;log p) = p?"M-*1) when p — 17, forl =1, ...,d. Put

Bi((M,x;)=bi1(M,x)+---+bi (M, xp)
forl=1,...,d.

Proposition 4.3.11. Keep the notation as above. Then the functions d!B;(M, x)
and By(M, xy) are integral polyhedral functions.

Proof. See [Kedlaya 2011, Theorem 3.3.3]. The proposition also follows from
Theorem 4.3.6(a). (|

Construction 4.3.12. Keep the notation as above.

Let x = (0,...,1) € C be the point. Let § be the completion of the fraction
field of Og ((#1)) - - - ((t,—1)); it is a higher dimensional local field. We have a natural
embedding R, — §{{n/t,, t.}} = §n, if n € («, 1). This means to restrict the picture
to the line (0, ..., 0, p) for p € (n, 1). We assume that M®§,, has pure-log break b.

Recall that, as in Situation 4.3.7, we have a valuation

v: @Kgalg it’ ® EBKSalg du; — Q"

0
iel ! jed J

Proposition 4.3.13. Keep the notation as above. The following two multisets of
(n — 1)-tuples are the same.

(1) The multiset composed of valuations v of the elements of (1/7)3O(M & §n),
where 1 is a Dwork pi.

(i) The multiset of slopes of bj(M, xp), forl =1, ...,d, on a RP subset of C
which is adjacent to the cells {t1 ==t =0,ti11+--+1t,= l}for all
i=1,...,n.

Proof. 1t follows from Theorem 4.3.8. ([l
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Remark 4.3.14. One may interpret the above proposition geometrically, as in
[Kedlaya 2011]. We will come back to this discussion in a future work.
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On common values of ¢(n) and o(n), Il
Kevin Ford and Paul Pollack

For each positive-integer valued arithmetic function f, let #; C N denote the
image of f, and put ¥} (x) := ¥y N[1, x] and ¥} (x) := #7¥}(x). Recently Ford,
Luca, and Pomerance showed that #3 N 7 is infinite, where ¢ denotes Euler’s
totient function and o is the usual sum-of-divisors function. Work of Ford shows
that V4 (x) < V,(x) as x — oo. Here we prove a result complementary to that of
Ford et al. by showing that most ¢-values are not o -values, and vice versa. More
precisely, we prove that, as x — oo,

Vo (x) + Vo (x)

#{ngx:ne%ﬁ%}ém’

1. Introduction

1A. Summary of results. For each positive-integer valued arithmetic function f,
let ¥ denote the image of f, and put ¥ (x) :=7#yN[1, x]and V;(x) :=#7(x). In
this paper we are primarily concerned with the cases when f = ¢, the Euler totient
function, and when f = o, the usual sum-of-divisors function. When f = ¢, the
study of the counting function V; goes back to Pillai [1929], and was subsequently
taken up in [Erd6s 1935; 1945; Erdés and Hall 1973; 1976; Pomerance 1986; Maier
and Pomerance 1988; Ford 1998a] (with an announcement in [Ford 1998b]). From
the sequence of results obtained in these papers, we mention Erdds’s asymptotic
formula [1935] for log(V(x)/x), namely

X

Togayrom 7o)

Vi) =
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and the much more intricate determination of the precise order of magnitude by Ford,

X

Vf(x) = Ing

exp(C(logs x —log, x)* + Dlogz x — (D + 4 —2C) log, x). (1-1)

Here log; denotes the k-th iterate of the natural logarithm, and the constants C and
D are defined as follows: Let

o
F(x):=Y ay?", where a,=(n+1)log(n+1)—nlogn—1. (1-2)
n=1
Since each a, > 0 and a, ~ logn as n — oo, it follows that F(z) converges to a
continuous, strictly increasing function on (0, 1), and F(z) — oo as z 1 1. Thus,
there is a unique real number o for which

F(o)=1 (0=0.542598586098471021959...). (1-3)
In addition, F” is strictly increasing, and F’(0) = 5.697758.... Then
1
= =0.817814...
2 [log ol

I 3
D =2C(1 +1log F'(0) —10g(2C)) — 3 = 2.176968 . ...

In [Ford 1998a], it is also shown that (1-1) holds for a wide class of ¢-like functions,
including f = o. Consequently, Vy(x) < Vo, (x).

Erd6s [1959, p. 172] asked if it could be proved that infinitely many natural
numbers appear in both 7 and 7; (see also [Erd6s and Graham 1980]). This
question was recently answered by Ford, Luca, and Pomerance [Ford et al. 2010].
Writing Vy » (x) for the number of common elements of ¥4 and 7; up to x, they
proved that

V.o (x) = exp((loglog x)°)

for some positive constant ¢ > 0 and all large x (in [Garaev 2011] this is shown for all
constants ¢ > 0). This lower bound is probably very far from the truth. For example,
if p and p+ 2 form a twin prime pair, then ¢ (p +2) = p+1 =0 (p); a quantitative
form of the twin prime conjecture then implies that Vj , (x) > x/(log x)2. In Part I
of this article [Ford and Pollack 2011], we showed that a stronger conjecture of the
same type allows for an improvement. Roughly, our result is as follows:

Theorem A. Assume a strong uniform version of Dickson’s prime k-tuples conjec-

ture. Then as x — 00,
X

V¢’U (x) = (logx)Ho(l) ’

Theorem A suggests that Vy , (x) is much larger than we might naively expect.
This naturally leads one to inquire about what can be proved in the opposite direction;
for instance, could it be that a positive proportion of ¢-values are also o-values?



On common values of ¢(n) and o (n), Il 1671

V¢,a (N) V¢,a (N)
N V)| Ve | Voo ) | SR0E | S
10000 2374 2503 1368 | 0.5762426 | 0.5465441
100000 20254 21399 11116 | 0.5488299 | 0.5194635
1000000 180184 189511 95145 | 0.5280436 | 0.5020553
10000000 1634372 1717659 841541 | 0.5149017 | 0.4899348
100000000 15037909 | 15784779 | 7570480 | 0.5034264 | 0.4796063
1000000000 || 139847903 | 146622886 | 69091721 | 0.4940490 | 0.4712206

Table 1. Data on ¢-values, o-values, and common values up to
N = 10X, fromk=5to k =9.

The numerical data up to 10°, exhibited in Table 1, suggests that the proportion of
common values is decreasing, but the observed rate of decrease is rather slow.

Our principal result is the following estimate, which implies in particular that
almost all ¢-values are not o -values, and vice versa.

Theorem 1.1. As x — o0,

Vo (x) + Vo (x)
(log logx)l/z"”’“) :

qu,a (x) <

The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on the detailed structure theory of totients as
developed in [Ford 1998a]. It would be interesting to know the true rate of decay
of Vi o (x)/ Vy(x).

1B. Sketch. Since the proof of Theorem 1.1 is rather intricate and involves a num-
ber of technical estimates, we present a brief outline of the argument in this section.

We start by discarding a sparse set of undesirable ¢ and o-values. More precisely,
we identify (in Lemma 3.2) convenient sets .7, and o7, with the property that almost
all ¢-values less than or equal to x have all their preimages in .7, and almost all
o -values less than or equal to x have all their preimages in .<7;. This reduces us to
studying how many ¢ and o -values arise as solutions to the equation

¢(a)=o0(a"), where ae€ oy, a e,.

Note that to show that Vy 5 (x)/ Vs (x) — 0, we need only count the number of
common ¢-o -values of this kind, and not the (conceivably much larger) number of
pairs (a, a’) € @/ x </, corresponding to these values.

What makes the sets .7 and <7, convenient for us? The properties imposed in
the definitions of these sets are of two types, anatomical and structural. By anatom-
ical considerations, we mean general considerations of multiplicative structure as
commonly appear in elementary number theory (for example, consideration of the
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number and size of prime factors). By structural considerations, we mean those
depending for their motivation on the fine structure theory of totients developed by
Ford [1998a].

Central to our more anatomical considerations is the notion of a normal prime.
Hardy and Ramanujan [1917] showed that almost all natural numbers < x have
~ loglog x prime factors, and Erd6s [1935] showed that the same holds for almost
all shifted primes p — 1 < x. Moreover, sieve methods imply that if we list the
prime factors of p — 1 on a double-logarithmic scale, then these are typically close
to uniformly distributed in [0, loglog p]. Of course, all of this remains true with
p~+1in place of p—1. We assume that the numbers belonging to .27 and %, have
all their prime factors among this set of normal primes.

If we assume that numbers n all of whose prime factors are normal generate
“most” f-values (for f € {¢, o}), we are led to a series of linear inequalities among
the (double-logarithmically renormalized) prime factors of n. These inequalities
are at the heart of the structure theory of totients as developed in [Ford 1998a].
As one illustration of the power of this approach, mapping the L largest prime
factors of n (excluding the largest) to a point in R, the problem of estimating
V¢(x) reduces to the problem of finding the volume of a certain region of RE,
called the fundamental simplex. In broad strokes, this is how one establishes Ford’s
bound (1-1). We incorporate these linear inequalities into our definitions of .7, and
. One particular linear combination of renormalized prime factors appearing in
the definition of the fundamental simplex is of particular interest to us (see condition
(8) in the definition of .o7; in Section 3 below); that we can assume this quantity is
less than 1 is responsible for the success of our argument.

Suppose now that we have a solution to ¢ (a) = o (a’), where (a, a’) € Ay x ;.
We write a = pop1p2 - -+ and a’ = qoqi1q> - - -, where the sequences of p; and ¢,
are nonincreasing. We cut the first of these lists in two places; at the k-th prime py
and at the L-th prime p;. The precise choice of k and L is somewhat technical;
one should think of the primes p; larger than p; as the “large” prime divisors of a,
those smaller than p; but larger than p; as “small”, and those smaller than py as
“tiny”. The equation ¢ (a) = o (a’) can be rewritten in the form

(po—D(pP1—=D(p2—1D - (prk—1 — 1) fd
=(qo+ D@ +D(qg+1) - (qgi—1+ De, (1-4)

where

f=0(ppk--pr-1), d:=¢(pLpr+1---), and e:=0(qqrs1---). (1-5)

To see that (1-4) correctly expresses the relation ¢ (a) = o (a’), we recall that the
primes py, ..., pi are all large, so that by the “anatomical” constraints imposed
in the definition of .27y, each appears to the first power in the prime factorization
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of a. An analogous statement holds for the primes ¢y, . . ., gk; this follows from the
general principle, established below, that p; ~ ¢g; provided that either side is not too
small. There is one respect in which (1-5) may not be quite right: Since p, is tiny,
we cannot assume a priori that py # pr_1, and so it may be necessary to amend
the definition of d somewhat; we ignore this (ultimately minor) difficulty for now.

To complete the argument, we fix d and estimate from above the number of
solutions (consisting of po, ..., pxk—1, 40, - --» Gk—1, €, f) to the relevant equations
of the form (1-4); then we sum over d. The machinery facilitating these estimates
is encoded in Lemma 4.1, which is proved by a delicate, iterative sieve argument
of a kind first introduced in [Maier and Pomerance 1988] and developed in [Ford
1998a, §5]. The hypotheses of that lemma include several assumptions about the
pi and g, and about e, f, and d. All of these rather technical hypotheses are, in
our situation, consequences of our definitions of .7 and .27, ; we say more about
some of them in a remark following Lemma 4.1.

Notation. Let P*(n) denote the largest prime factor of n, understood so that
Pt(1) =1, and let Q(n, U, T) denote the total number of prime factors p of
n such that U < p < T, counted according to multiplicity. Constants implied by
the Landau O and the Vinogradov <« and >> symbols are absolute unless otherwise
specified. Symbols in boldface type indicate vector quantities.

2. Preliminaries

2A. Anatomical tools. We begin with two tools from the standard chest. The first
is a form of the upper bound sieve and the second concerns the distribution of
smooth numbers.

Lemma 2.1 (see, e.g., [Halberstam and Richert 1974, Theorem 4.2]). Suppose
Ay, ..., Ay are positive integers and By, . .., By, are integers such that

E=|T1A; ]_[ (AiB; —A;B) #0.

h
=1  I<i<j<h

i
Then

* 1 1P x(logy(IE| +2))"
(log x)h o (1—%)}’ (log x)h ’

#{n<x:Ain+B; prime (1<i<h)}K

where v(p) is the number of solutions of the congruence [ [(Ain+ B;) =0 (mod p),
and the implied constant may depend on h.

Let W(x, y) denote the number of n < x for which P*(n) < y. The following
estimate is due to Canfield, Erd3s, and Pomerance:
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Lemma 2.2 [Canfield et al. 1983]. Fixe > 0. If2 <y <xandu = }Oii’ then

Yx,y) = x/u“+0(“)
foru < yl_e, as u — oo.

The next lemma supplies an estimate for how often €2 (n) is unusually large; this
may be deduced from the theorems in Chapter O of [Hall and Tenenbaum 1988].

Lemma 2.3. The number of integers n < x for which Q(n) > alog, x is

< x(log x)~2@ ifl<a <2,
x(logx)!=@le21og, x ifa>2

where Q(A) = [ logtdt = Alog(h) — A+ 1.

In the remainder of this section, we give a precise meaning to the term “normal
prime” alluded to in the introduction and draw out some simple consequences. For
S > 2, aprime p is said to be S-normal if the following two conditions hold for

each f e {¢,0}:
QUf(p), 1,8) <2log, S,

and, for every pair of real numbers (U, T) with S < U < T < f(p), we have
1Q(f(p), U, T)—(log, T —log, U)| < /log, Slog, T. Q-1)

This definition is slightly weaker than the corresponding definition on [Ford 1998a,
p. 13], and so the results from that paper remain valid in our context. As a straightfor-
ward consequence of the definition, if p is S-normal, f € {¢, o}, and f(p) > §, then

Q(f(p)) <3log, f(p). (2-2)

The following lemma is a simple consequence of [Ford 1998a, Lemma 2.10] and

(1-1):

Lemma 2.4. Foreach f € {¢, o}, the number of f-values less than or equal to x
which have a preimage divisible by a prime that is not S-normal is

< Vy(x)(log, x)° (log $) /6.

We also record the observation that if p is S-normal, then P (f(p)) cannot be
too much smaller than p, on a double-logarithmic scale.

Lemma 2.5. If5 < p < x is an S-normal prime and f(p) > S, then

log, PT(f(p)) log2 p log, x~|—log4
log, x 10g2 X log, x
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Proof. We have

PH(f(p) = f(p) U@ > f(p)3oa® > pioex,

The result follows upon taking the double logarithm of both sides. ([

2B. Structural tools. In this section, we describe more fully some components
of the structure theory of totients alluded to in the introduction. Given a natural
number n, write n = po(n) p1(n) p2(n) - - -, where po(n) = p1(n) = po(n) = - --
are the primes dividing n (with multiplicity). For a fixed x, we put

(log, pi(n))/(og, x) ifi < Q(n) and p;(n) > 2,
0 ifi > Q@) or p;(n) =2.
Suppose L > 2 is fixed and that & > 0 for 0 <i < L — 1. Recall the definition

of the a; from (1-2) and let .77 (§) be the set of (x1, ..., x7) € RE with 0 < x7 <
X1 <---<x;<1land

xi(n;X)={

(1o) ayx; +axxy +---+apxy < &,
(1) arxy+axxz+---+ap_1xp < &1xy,
(I.—2) arxp—1+axxy <&Ep_oxp .

Define T (§) as the volume (L-dimensional Lebesgue measure) of .77 (§). For
convenience, let 1 = (1,1, ..., 1), ¥ = .71 (1) (the “fundamental simplex”), and
let Ty, be the volume of .%} . Let

Lo(x) := | 2C(logz x —log, x) |,
where C is defined as in the introduction. The next lemma allows us to locate the
preimages of almost all f-values within suitable sets of the form .77 ().

Lemma 2.6 [Ford 1998a, Theorem 15]. Write Lo = Lo(x). Suppose 0 < ¥ < Ly,
L=Ly—V,and let

1
10(Lo—1i)3

The number of f-values v < x with a preimage n for which

(x1(n;x), ..., xp(n;x)) & S1(E) is <K Vi(x) exp(—\IJ2/4C).

§i=&(x)=1+ 0<i<L-2).

For future use, we collect here some further structural lemmas from [Ford 1998a].
The next result, which follows immediately from our (1-1) and Lemma 4.2 of
that article, concerns the size of sums of the shape appearing in the definition of
inequality (Ip) above.



1676 Kevin Ford and Paul Pollack

Lemma 2.7. Suppose that L > 2, 0 < w < %,

number of f-values v < x with a preimage satisfying

and x is sufficiently large. The

arxi(n; x) + - +apxp(m; x) > 1+ o
is K Vy(x)(log, x)5(]0gx)—w2/(150L3 log L)

We will make heavy use of the following (purely geometric) statement about the
simplices .77 (§), which appears as [Ford 1998a, Lemma 3.10]. Recall from (1-3)
that o = 0.542598 . .. denotes the unique real number with Y -, a,0" = 1.

Lemma 2.8. If x € %1 (§) and gOL ]L—l .. ‘55_2 < 1.1, then x; < 3Qj—ixi when
i <j,and x; <30’/ for 1 < j < L.

Define Z; (§; x) as the set of integers n with Q(n) < L and
(xo(n; x), x1(n; x), ..., xp_1(n; x)) € ZL(§).

For f € {¢, o}, put
R (&5 x) = Z 1
neZy (£,x) S

The next lemma, extracted from [Ford 1998a, Lemma 3.12], relates the magnitude
of sz ) (&; x) to the volume of the fundamental simplex 77, whenever & is suitably
close to 1. In that article, it plays a crucial role in the proof of the upper-bound
aspect of (1-1).

Lemma 2.9. If 1/(1000k%) < wr,— < 1/(10k%) for 1 <k < Lo, & = 1 + w; for
eachi,and L < Lg, then

R (& x) < (logy )" T,
forboth f =¢ and f =o0.

While only the case f = ¢ of Lemma 2.9 appears in the statement of [ibid.,
Lemma 3.12], the f = o case follows trivially, since o(n) > ¢(n). In order to
apply Lemma 2.9, we need estimates for the volume 77 ; this is handled by the next
lemma, extracted from [ibid., Corollary 3.4].

Lemma 2.10. Assume 1 <& < 1.1for0<i < L—2and that £} €-7" - €2, < 1.
If L=Lo— VW >0, then

(log, X)L Ty (8) < Y (x) exp(—W?/4C).
Here

Y(x):= exp(C(log3 x —log, x)24+D logzx — (D + % —2C) logy x). (2-3)
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We conclude this section with the following technical lemma, which will be
needed when we select the sets 27 and .7, in Section 3.

Lemma 2.11. For f € {¢, 0} and y > 20,

!
S LBy, (2-4)
UE"Vf g3 y
Py

where Y is as defined in (2-3). Moreover, for any b > 0,

10g3 x) —2Clogb

V(exp((log 1)) < ¥ ()02

(2-5)
Proof. We split the left-hand sum in (2-4) according to whether or not v < y'°27Y,
The contribution of the large v is O (1) and so is negligible: Indeed, for r > y'°%2¥, we
have log ¢/log y > log, y. Thus, by Lemma 2.2, we have W(t, y) < t/(logt)? (say),
and the O (1) bound follows by partial summation. We estimate the sum over small v
by ignoring the smoothness condition. Put X = ylo22Y | Since Ve(t) < (t/logt)Y (1),
partial summation gives that

X
) :1<<1+/ YO 4~ (140 INY(X) § logz
v 3 tlogt 0g; X’

UEVf
v<X

as y — o0o. (The last equality follows, for instance, from L’Hopital’s rule.) Since
log, X/log; X ~log, y/logs y and Y (X) ~ Y (y), we have (2-4). Estimate (2-5)
follows from the definition of Y and a direct computation; here it is helpful to
note that if we redefine X := exp((logx)?), then log; X = logy x + logh and
log, X =log, x + Op(1/log; x). O

3. Definition of the sets <7, and <7,

We continue fleshing out the introductory sketch, giving precise definitions to the
preimage sets .27 and .o7;. Put

1 .
= | Lo(x) —2y/log x |, §,~:=1+m (1<i<L). (31

The next lemma is a final technical preliminary.

Lemma 3.1. Let f € {¢, 0}. The number of f-values v < x with a preimage n
for which

@ (i x), ..., x(n;x)) € LL(§) and
(i1) n has fewer than L + 1 odd prime divisors (counted with multiplicity)
is K Vy(x)/log, x.
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Proof. We treat the case when f = ¢; the case when f = o requires only small
modifications. We can assume that x/log x < n < 2x log, x, where the last inequal-
ity follows from known results on the minimal order of the Euler function. By
Lemma 2.3, we can also assume that 2(n) < 10log, x. Put p; := p;(n), as defined
in Section 2B. Since (x1(n; x), ..., xL(n; x)) € %1 (§) by hypothesis, Lemma 2.8
gives that x; < 30% < 0.9, and so p; < exp((log x)*?). Thus,

n/(pop1) = paps - - - < exp(10(log, x) (log x)*?) = x°M,

and so pg > x?/3 (say) for large x. In particular, we can assume that pé fn.
Suppose now that n has exactly Ly — k + 1 odd prime factors, where we fix
k > Lo— L. Then

v=_(po— Dé(p1p2--- pry-1)2’
for some integer s > 0. Using the prime number theorem to estimate the number

of choices for pg given p; - - - pr,—r and 2°, we obtain that the number of v of this
form is

X 1 1
R DM
log x i d(p1-- PrLo—k) = 2

(We use here that x/(¢(p1 - pro—k)2°) > po = x%/3.) The sum over s is < 1.
To handle the remaining sum, we observe that p; --- pr,—x belongs to the set

RHro—i(Ek, x), where & := (&, . .., EL,—k—2). Thus, the remaining sum is bounded by
@ gy 1
RLO—k(gk’ x) = Z o(m)

meR L,k (&, x)

So by Lemmas 2.9 and 2.10, both of whose hypotheses are straightforward to verify,
R (& x) < (logy x)M7F Ty < (logy )M Ty (8) < Y (x) exp(=k2/4C).
Collecting our estimates, we obtain a bound of

< @Y(x) exp(—k?/4C) < Vi(x) exp(—k>/4C).

Now since Lo — L > 2,/log; x, summing over k > Ly — L gives a final bound
which is
KL Vy(x)exp(—(logz x)/C) K Vy(x)/log, x,

as desired. O

For the rest of this paper, we fix € > 0 and assume that x > xg(¢€). Put

S :=exp((logy 1)), 8:= [19825  ._ (1o, x)~ /22, (3-2)

~ Vlog,x’
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For f € {¢, 0}, let o7/f be the set of n = po(n)p1(n) - - - satisfying f(n) < x and
) n > x/logx,
(1) every squarefull divisor m of n or f(n) satisfies m < log? x,
(2) all of the primes p;(n) are S-normal,
(3) Q2(f(n)) <10log, x and 2(n) < 10log, x,
(4) if d || n and d > exp((log, x)'/?), then Q(f(d)) < 10log, f(d),
(5) (x1(n;x), ..., xp(n; x)) € SL(8),
(6) n has at least L + 1 odd prime divisors,
() PT(f(po)) = x1/1029 py(n) < x!/(10l0820),
@) axi(m;x)+---+apxr(n; x) <1 —w.
The following lemma asserts that a generic f-value has all of its preimage in .27y .

Lemma 3.2. For each f € {¢, o}, the number of f-values < x with a preimage
n¢gdyis
<L Vy(x)(logy x)~ 12,

Remarks. (i) The .27y not only satisfy Lemma 3.2 but do so economically. In
fact, from condition (5) and the work of [Ford 1998a, §4], we have that
#a/y < Vy(x). Thus, on average, an element of 7/ (x) has only a bounded
number of preimages from %7y. So when we turn in Sections 4 and 5 to counting
¢-values arising from solutions to ¢ (a) = o (a’), with (a, a) € 9y x <, we
expect not to be (excessively) overcounting.

(i) Of the nine conditions defining 27, conditions (0)—(4) are, in the nomenclature
of the introduction, purely anatomical, while conditions (5)—(8) depend to
some degree on the fine structure theory of [Ford 1998a]. Condition (8) is
particularly critical. It is (8) which ensures that the sieve bounds developed in
Section 4 result in a nontrivial estimate for Vj , (x). Our inability to replace
the exponent % on log, x in Lemma 3.2 (or in Theorem 1.1) by a larger number
is also rooted in (8).

Proof. 1t is clear that the number of values of f(n) corresponding to n failing
(0) or (1) is <« xlog, x/logx, which (recalling (1-1)) is permissible for us. By
Lemma 2.4 and our choice of S, the number of values of f(n) coming from n
failing (2) is <« V¢ (x)/log, x. The same holds for values coming from n failing
(3), by Lemma 2.3.

Suppose now that n fails condition (4). Then n has a unitary divisor d >
exp((log, x)'/?) with Q(f(d)) > 10log, f(d). Put w := f(d). Then w | f(n), and
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f(n) < xlog, x. So if w > x!/2, then the number of possibilities for f(n) is

1 xlog, x
& xlog, x § — g ===
ot w log x

Q(w)>101log, w

using Lemma 2.3 to estimate sum over w. If w < x'/2, we observe that f(n)/w =
f(n/d) € 7;; hence, with Y (x) defined as in (2-3), the number of corresponding
values of f(n) is

1 Vi(x)

Velx/w — Y X - LK .

< > P/ K=Y Y K g 1
exp((log, x)13) Kw<x /2 w>exp(<logzx>'”>
Q(w)>10log, w Q(w)>101log, w

By Lemma 2.6, the number of f-values with a preimage failing (5) is

Vf(x)

<
log, x°

According to Lemma 3.1, the number of f-values with a preimage satisfying (5)
but not (6) is also < V(x)/log, x.

Suppose now that n satisfies (0)—(6). In what follows, we write x; = x; (n; x).
From (5), we have & > a1x; +axxy = (a1 + az)x;, and so x < 0.8. So from (3),

po(n)np_l n) = pa(n) p3(n) - - - < exp(10(log, x) (log x)*8) < x /100, (3-3)

In particular, py > x'/3 41 and f(po) > x!/3, so that v := f(p1p2---) < x>,

The prime pg satisfies f(pg) < x/v. For z Wlth x!3 < z < x, the number of
primes po with f(po) < z and PT(f(po)) < x'/1°2% is (crudely) bounded by
W(z, x!/1o22%) « 7/(logx)?, by Lemma 2.2. So the number of values of f(n)
coming from n with PT(f(pg)) < x'/1°82% g

€LY <y Z < fog 07"

v<a?3 pr f(p)sx/v
ue“f/f PH(f(p))L<xl/logax ve“Vf

To handle the second condition in (7), observe that since f(pg) < x/v, the prime
number theorem (and the bound v < x2/3) shows that given v, the number of
possibilities for pg is < x/(vlogx). Suppose that p;(n) > x!/(10010225)  Then
x1 =x1(n; x) > 0.999, and we conclude from Zi>1 a;x; < & that either x; < Qg/z
or x3 < 5/2 Writing v, for f(pap3---) and vs for f(p3ps---), we see that the
number of such f-values is
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x 1 1 1 1
< E —( E —+) = E —)
log x v v
gx P 2 m P2 oy B

<exp((log x)¢™%) <exp((log x)¢™%)

log; x log; x\3/2 Vi(x)
e (E2) a1 (225 2
<<lg ogy x(Y(x) — + (logy x) Y (x) log, © <<(10g2x)1/2—e

using Lemma 2.11 to estimate the sums over v, and vs.

Finally, we consider n for which (0)—(7) hold but where condition (8) fails. By
Lemma 2.7, we can assume that a;xy +---+arx;, < 1+ w, since the number of
exceptional f-values is

2y . Vx)
<L V(x)exp(—(log, x)") « ——= logy
Thus,
l—w<ax1+---+arx; <14+ w, (3-4)

while by condition (/;) in the definition of .77 (§), ajxo+- - -+ap_1xp < &1x1. We
claim that if J is fixed large enough depending on €, then there is some 2 < j < J
with x; < 0/~¢/3. If not, then for large enough J,

J—1
§1x1 = Za Xj1 2 Ql 6/3((,1]Q +112Q2+" '+an]) - Ql—e/4.
j=1

Thus, x1 > 0! ~/* £ > 0!/, and s0 & > 0~ */* (@10 +a20%+ - -+ay0’) > 07¢/°,
which is false. This proves the claim. We assume below that j € [2, J] is chosen
as the smallest index with x; < 0/7¢/3; by condition (1), this implies that all of
Pi, ..., pj—1 appear to the first power in the prime factorization of n.

Now given x3, ..., x;, we have from (3-4) that x| € [o, @ + 2w] for a certain «.
Thus,

> L <ologr=og 07,
P

So the number of f-values that arise from n satisfying (0)—(7) but failing (8) is

logxz Z Z %

j=2pn P*(v)gexp(aogx)@" ~
UG“Vf

14j—€/3
J=3/2+€/2y (« )(izﬁgx) <« Vy(x)(logy x)~ 112+,

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.2. (]
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As a corollary of Lemma 3.2, we have that V4 ,(x) is bounded, up to an additive
error of < (Vg (x)+ Vs (x))/(log, x) 1/2—€ by the number of values ¢ (a) that appear
in solutions to the equation

¢(a)=o0(d’), where (a,d’)€ Ay x .

In Sections 4 and 5, we develop the machinery required to estimate the number of
such values. Ultimately, we find that it is smaller than (V4 (x) 4V, (x))/(log, x)4
for any fixed A, which immediately gives Theorem 1.1.

4. The fundamental sieve estimate

Lemma 4.1. Let y be large, k > 1,1 20,30 < S <y K1 <. < vg =Y,

and uj < vj for 0 < j <k—1. Putd = ,/log,S/log,y, v; =log,v;/log,y,
w; =logyu;/log, y. Suppose that d is a natural number for which PT(d) < vy.
Moreover, suppose that both of the following hold:

(@) For2 < j <k —1,either (uj,v;) = (1j—1,vj—1) or vj < pj_1 — 26. Also,
Uk < g1 — 26.

(b) For 1 < j <k—2,wehavev; >v;i,.
The number of solutions of
(po—D - (pr1—Dfd=(qo+ 1) (gr-1+De<y (4-1)

inpo,..., Pk—1-90s - - - » Qk—1, €, f satisfying

(1) pi and q; are S-normal primes,

() u; <P (pi—1),PT(gi+ 1) <v for0<i <k—1,
(iii) neither d)(]_[f;é pi) nor 0(]—[5-:3 qi) is divisible by r? for a prime r > vy,
(iv) P*(ef) <wp; Q(f) <4llog, vy,

(V) po— 1 has a divisor > y'/? which is composed of primes > v,
is
< g(c log, Pk + 1)@ (log vy )Sk+Dog k+D+1 (150 y>—2+2{-‘;l‘ avi+E

where E = § Z':';z (ilogi+i)+2 Zf-:ll(v,- — w;). Here c is an absolute positive
constant.

Remarks. Since the lemma statement is very complicated, it may be helpful to
elaborate on how it will be applied in Section 5 below. Given (a, a’) € @y X
satisfying ¢ (a) = o (a’), rewrite the corresponding equation in the form (1-4), with
d, e, and f asin (1-5). (Here L is as in (3-1), and &, given more precisely in the
next section, satisfies k ~ L/2.) We are concerned with counting the number of
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values ¢ (a) which arise from such solutions. We partition the solutions according
to the value of d, which describes the contribution of the “tiny” primes to ¢ (a), and
by the rough location of the primes p; and g;, which we encode in the selection of
intervals [u;, v;] (cf. Lemma 2.5). Finally, we apply Lemma 4.1 and sum over both
d and the possible selections of intervals; this gives an estimate for the number of
¢ (a) which is smaller than (Vi (x) + V5 (x))/(log, x)4, for any fixed A.

In our application, conditions (i)—(v) of Lemma 4.1 are either immediate from
the definitions, or are readily deduced from the defining properties of .27 and 7.
Conditions (a) and (b) are rooted in the observation that while neighboring primes
in the prime factorization of a (or a’) may be close together (requiring us to allow
[t4i+1, vig1] = [ui, vi]), the primes p;(a) and p;2(a) are forced to be far apart
on a double-logarithmic scale. Indeed, since (x|(a; x), ..., xr(a; x)) € SL(§),
Lemma 2.8 shows that x; 17 < 3Q2x,- < 0.9x;.

Proof. We consider separately the prime factors of each shifted prime lying in each
interval (v 41, v;]. For0< j<k—1and 0 <i <k, let

k—1 k—1
siim= T[] r% si;m= [ p%  si=df[]sii=e[]si
j=0 j=0

rlpi—1 Peli(g;+1)
PV PV

Also, forO0< j<k—1land 1 <i <k, let
/
1

S k—1 k—1
_Si—1,j A | _ _ ’
lij=——" Lij=—g . > fi—l |ti,j—| |fi,j-
L] i,j i—0 i—0
J

For each solution <& = (po, ..., pk—1, f> 40, - - -, qk—1, €) of (4-1), let
0i () = {813 81,00 -+ -+ Sik—1s [3 8] 0v s S x_1» €
T () ={tii 1100 - tik1s Lt oo g0 1)
Defining multiplication of (2k + 1 4 2)-tuples component-wise, we have
0i—1() = 0 ()T (). (4-2)

Let &; denote the set of 0;(%7) arising from solutions & of (4-1) and ¥; the
corresponding set of 7;(<7). By (4-2), the number of solutions of (4-1) satisfying

the required conditions is
Sol= > Y L (4-3)

m€61 HET
o111€S6)

First, fix 01 € &;. By assumption (v) in the lemma, #; ¢ > yl/ 2. Also,

n=to=19<y/si,
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t; is composed of primes > vy, and s 0f; + 1 and si oft — 1 are prime. Write

= t{ Q, where Q = P (t1). Since pg is an S-normal prime, (2-2) gives that
0> tll/Q(tl) > tll/mpo—l) > yl/(ZQ(po—l)) > yl/(610g2y)’

Given |, Lemma 2.1 implies that the number of Q is O(y(log, y)6/(s1t{ log® y)).
Moreover,

Zt I1 (1+ +—+ ><<11°gvy = (log y)' ™.
1 v <py

Consequently, for each o] € G4,

y(log, y)°
2 < agy 9
‘Eléil
o111€S)

Next, suppose 2 < i < k. We now apply an iterative procedure: If v; < v;_1, we

use the identity
DD DD D (4-5)

U[_1€6,' 1 O',EG T,E‘Z
0itieSi_

If v; = v;_4, then (4-5) remains true but contains no information, and in this case
we use the alternative identity

1 1 |
> S > S > e (4-6)

+1
0i-1€6;_1 0i+1€6;+1 Ti+1€%i41
0i+1Ti+1€6; |
We consider first the simpler case when v; < v;_;. Suppose 0; € &;, 7, € T;

and 0;7; € ©;_1. By assumption (ii), t; =t;0---t;,;—1 =1t/ ---t;,;_,. In addition,
Sii-1tii—1+1=pi—yands]; t/. | —1=g;_ are prime. Let Q := P*(tii—1),
Q= P+(ti/,i—1)’ b:=t;;1/Qand b =1/, /0"

We consider separately ¥; ;, the set of 7; with Q = Q" and ¥, 5, the set of t; with

Q # Q' First,
1 h 1
ZED DS Et)‘?,%/ZQ’

T €T t o
O',"L’,'GG[_]
where h(t) denotes the number of solutions of #; o+ -#;;_2b =1 = til,o e ti/,ifzb/’
and in the sumon Q, s; ;—1bQ + 1 and sl.”i_lb’Q — 1 are prime. By Lemma 2.1, the
number of Q < z is < z(log z) > (log, y)? uniformly in b, b’. By partial summation,

1 o
Y. & < (log; y)*(log y)#i
Q>u;i
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Also, h(t) is at most the number of dual factorizations of ¢ into i factors each, that
is, h(r) <i*?0, By (2-1), Q(t) <i(vi—1 —v; +8) log, y =: I. Also, by assumption
(iii), ¢ is squarefree. Thus,

h i2J ]
S D 3 J.I!{ ,

t I
where

Z %g(vi—l_vi)logz)’"i‘l::H

v <p<LVi—1

By assumption (a), v;—; — v; = 26, hence I < %iH < ?—lizH. Hence,

h(t) _ (iPH\' N\~ 1) _ (i+i log ) (vi_1—vi+6)
S < () 30 45 <t exp() = log yy ket 4

! i<

This gives
$1 < (log, y)3 (log y) ~Hi-1 -+ log vy —vitd),

For the sum over ¥;,, set t; = tQQ’. Note that tQ" = t,---t;;—2b and
tQ_tl 07t gb 50 Q] ti/,O e ti/,i—Zb, and Q' | t;.0 - - - t; ;—ob. If we fix the factors
divisible by Q and by Q’, then the number of possible ways to form ¢ is < i2%®)
as before. Then

2S2(t)+2

=X <2

‘L',ET,Z
UITtGGt 1

i Z 00"

where s; ;160 + 1 and s:l b'Q" — 1 are prime. By Lemma 2.1, the number of
0 < z (respectively Q' < z)is <« z(logz)~ 2(10g2 y)2 Hence,

2

0.0

1
< (log, y)*(log y) 21
00’ 2
Combined with (4-7), this gives X, < i?(log, y)*(log y)~2#i-1+(+iloghvi1—vi+d)
From (a) and (b), i> < k% < (log, y)2. Adding =, and X, shows that for each o;,

Z l < (10g2 y)6(10g y)—2/L1_|+(i 10gi+i)(v1_1—v;+8). (4'8)
T,'Ef,‘ ti
05, €6;
We consider now the case when v; = v;_1. Set Q; := Pt (t;11,-1), Q2 =
Pt (tiz1.4), Q3 = P+(tl.’+1’i71), and Q4 = P+(tl.’+1’l.). From (iii), we have that
Q1 # 0> and Q3 # Q4. Moreover, letting b; denote the cofactor of Q; in each
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case, we have that

Siv1,i—1b1Q1+1=p;i_1, Siy1io10303 —1=¢qi_1, +9)
Siv1,ib2 Qo+ 1= p;, Siy10a0a—1=gq;.

Since there are now several ways in which the various Q; may coincide, the
combinatorics is more complicated than in the case when v; < v;_;. We index
the cases by fixing the incidence matrix (§;;) with §;; =1if Q; = Q; and §;; =0
otherwise.

Write D = ged(Q1Q2, Q30Q4), and let Q := Q1Q>/D and Q" := Q304/D, so
that D, Q, and Q' are formally determined by (6;;). Then QQ’ |1, and writing
tir1/D=1tQQ’, we have

1Q =tiy1,0ti+1,1 " li+1,i-2b3ba, (4-10)
1Q =ty otiy1,1 " Hyrioabibo (4-11)
We now choose which terms on the right-hand sides of (4-10) and (4-11) contain
the prime factors of Q and Q’, respectively; since 2 (Q) <2 and Q(Q’) < 2, this

can be done in at most (i + 1)* ways. Having made this choice, the number of ways
to form ¢ is bounded by (i + 1)?2®) and so

2Q(1)+4
3 Z—O“) max YL (4-12)
tl+1 b1,b2,b3,b4 DQQ
Tir1€%41
0i+1Ti+1€6;1

It is easy to check that DQ Q' =[] jes Q;, where ¢ indexes the distinct Q ;. For
each j € _Z, let n; be the number of linear forms appearing in (4-9) involving Q ;.
Since each of these n; linear forms in Q; is prime, as is Q; itself, Lemma 2.1
implies that the number of possibilities for Q; < z is <« z(log 2)~" " (log, y)itl,
and so

3 L < (ogy )" (logui—1) ™ < (logy y)+ (log y) -
Qj>ui—y J

uniformly in the choice of the b’s. Since ZjG/ nj =4 and Zje/ 1 <4,

—dui-
2 Doo DQQ’ S 1_[ (Qg IQJ) < (logy y)*(log y) 1. (4-13)

The calculation (4-7), with i replaced by i + 1, shows that

. 2Q
Z (z+1t) ) YD+ D og D)0 —vis148). (4-14)

< (logy
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Combining (4-12), (4-13), and (4-14) shows that

1 . Ay i : ; .

Z ﬁ <@+ 1)4(10g2 y)S(log y) Api 1 H(EHDAGE+D) log((+1)) (v —vi41+8)
T; E‘Ii i+

Ui+1tt}+15éi—l (4'15)

< (logy y)'?(log y) =241+ 108 1+D0r—vi-) =24+ (4D g+ D+ G+ D) (1 —vi+)

where in the last line we use that v;_; = v; and (i + 1)* <k* < (log, V)4
Using (4-3), (4-5), and (4-6) together with the inequalities (4-4), (4-8), and
(4-15), we find that the number of solutions of (4-1) is

o k8 log i) —2 L 1
< y(clog, y)* (log y) =27V Ximatimi —vitd)Elog i) =2ui Z .
GkEGk k
where ¢ is some positive constant. Note that the exponent of log y is
k—1
< —2+Zaivi + E.
i=1
It remains to treat the sum on oy. Given s,/( = s¢/d, the number of possible oy is
at most the number of factorizations of s,/c into k + 1 factors times the number of
factorizations of ds; into k + 1 factors, which is at most (k + 1)) (k 4 1)),
By assumptions (i) and (iv), (s;) < 4(k +1) log, v. Thus,

Z l < (k+I)Q(d)(k+1)8(k+l)log2vk Z l
Sk h d S]/(
€Sk PH(s)<uk
< (k4+1)2D (log vy ) 8k+D logk+D+1
p .

5. Counting common values: Application of Lemma 4.1

In this section we prove the following proposition, which combined with Lemma 3.2
immediately yields Theorem 1.1. Throughout the rest of this paper, we adopt the
definitions of L, the &;, S, §, and w from (3-1) and (3-2).

Proposition 5.1. Fix A > 0. For large x, the number of distinct values of ¢ (a) that
arise from solutions to the equation

¢(a)=o0(d"), with (a,d") € dy x oy,
is smaller than (Vg (x) + V5 (x))/(log, x)A.

Let us once again recall the strategy outlined in the introduction and in the
remarks following Lemma 4.1. Let (a, a’) € @/ x o7, be a solution to ¢ (a) = o (a’).
Let p; := p;(a) and g; := p;(a’), in the notation of Section 2B. We choose a cutoff
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k so that all of pg, ..., px—1 and qqo, . .., gk—1 are “large”. Then by condition (1)
in the definition of the sets Mf, neither pi2 | a nor qi2 |a’, for 0 <i < k — 1. Fixing
a notion of “small” and “tiny”, we rewrite the equation ¢ (a) = o (a’) in the form

(po=D - (pr—1 =D fd=(qo+1) - (g1 + De, (5-D

where f is the contribution to ¢ (a) from the “small” primes, d is the contribution
from the “tiny” primes, and e is the contribution of both the “small” and “tiny”
primes to o (a’).

We then fix d and numbers u; and v;, chosen so that u; < P*(p; — 1), P*(g; +
1) < v; for each 0 < i < k— 1. With these fixed, Lemma 4.1 provides us with an
upper bound on the number of corresponding solutions to (5-1). Such a solution
determines the common value ¢ (a) = o (a’) € ¥4 N ¥;. We complete the proof of
Proposition 5.1 by summing the upper bound estimates over all choices of d and
all selections of the u; and v;.

We carry out this plan in four stages, each of which is treated in more detail below:

« Finalize the notions of “small” and “tiny”, and so also the choices of d, e,
and f.

o Describe how to choose the u; and v; so that the intervals [u;, v;] capture
PT(p;—1)and P*(g;+ 1) forall 0 <i <k—1.

o Check that the hypotheses of Lemma 4.1 are satisfied.

o Take the estimate of Lemma 4.1 and sum over d and the choices of u; and v;.
5A. “Small” and “tiny”. Suppose we are given a solution (a, a’) € 4 x /5 to
¢(a)y=o(a’). Setx;=x;(a; x)and y; =x;(a’; x), in the notation of Section 2B, so

that (from the definition of .7y ) the sequences x=(x1, ..., xz ) andy=(y1, ..., yr)
belong to .7 (§).

Lemma 5.2. With {z; jL~:1 denoting either of the sequences {x;} or {y;}, we have
(i) zj <30/ for 1 < j <L,

(i) z1—j > 13507/ /logy x for 0< j < L.

(iii) zj42 <09z for 1 < j<L-2.

Proof. Claim (i) is repeated verbatim from Lemma 2.8. By the same lemma,
Zj < 3Qj_iz,~ for 1 <i < j < L. This immediately implies (iii), since QZ < 0.9.
Moreover, fixing j = L, condition (6) in the definition of .27y gives that

- log,3 ;- -
o' Lq?%@’ b/ logy x > 550"/ logy x,

W —

Zi 2

which is (ii) up to a change of variables. (]



On common values of ¢(n) and o (n), Il 1689

Lemma 5.3. The minimal index ko < L for which

log, P (pr, — 1) < (log, x)!/2+e/10

satisfies ko ~ (1/2 —€/10)L as x — oo.

Proof Lemma 5.2(1) shows that the least K with log, px < (log, x) 1/2+€/10 gatisfies
< (1/2—-¢€/10+0(1))L, as x — oo. Since log, Pt (px — 1) < log, pk, this

gives the asserted upper bound on k. The lower bound follows in a similar fashion

from Lemma 5.2(ii) and Lemma 2.5. ([l
Recall the definition of § from (3-2), and put
=10L8, sothat 5= (logzx)¥?(log,x)""/2.
We choose our “large”/“small” cutoff point k by taking k = kg if xx,—1 — xx, = 20,
and taking k = ko — 1 otherwise. For future use, we note that with this choice of &,
Xp—1 — X = 20n. (5-2)
This inequality is immediate if k = ko; in the opposite case, by Lemma 5.2(iii),
Xk—1 = Xk = Xkg—2 — X1 = Xpg—2 — Xy — 201
> 0.1xy,_2 — 201 > 0.1(log, x)~1/2+</10 _ 205 > 20.
Note that with this choice of k, we have log, p; > (log, )20 for 0<i <k—1,
and so condition (1) in the definition of %7 guarantees that each p; divides a to the
first power only, for 0 < i < k — 1. Moreover, from Lemmas 5.2(ii) and 5.3, we

have log, ¢; > (log, x)/2*</11 for 0 <i < k — 1. So each g; divides a’ only to the
first power, for 0 <i < k — 1. Now take

¢(pLpL+1--+) if pr—1 # pr,
f=0(pkpry1---pL-1), d:= { * ) (5-3)
5o (pLoLvr ) if pror = pi,

and
e:=0(qrqk+1-" "),

and observe that (5-1) holds.
SB. Selection of the uj and v;. Rather than choose the u; and v; directly, it

is more convenient to work with the w; and v;; then u; and v; are defined by
uj:=exp((logx)*/) and v; :=exp((logx)"/). Put

logs x +log 100

=1-
0 log, x

and ¢j:=¢—jn (=1, (5-4)
and note that with vy := 1 and wg := &y, we have

uo =xl/(10010g2x) < xl/log2x < P-‘r(po_ 1)’ P+(q()+ l) <x = vg,
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by condition (7) in the definitions of %% and .2%,. To choose the remaining w ; and
v;, it is helpful to know that p; and g; are close together (renormalized on a double
logarithmic scale) for 1 < j < k. This is the substance of the following lemma.

LemmaS.d4. If p; > Sandq; > S, then |xj—y;| < (2j+1)6 <n. These hypotheses
hold if L — j > 2C log, x + 12, and so in particular for 1 < j < k.

Proof. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that y; > x; + (2j + 1)4; since the p;
and g; are all S-normal, this would imply that

i o x. — Q(O’(a/),p,q)_Q((ﬁ(a),p,q)
G+Dlj—x;—938) < logzxj e logle ]

<Jj(yj—x;+96),

which is false. We obtain a similar contradiction if we suppose x; > y; +(2j + 1)4.
The second half of the lemma follows from Lemma 5.2 and a short calculation,
together with the estimate k ~ (1/2 —€/10)L of Lemma 5.3. ([l

We choose the intervals [, v;] for 1 < j < k — 1 successively, starting with
Jj = 1. (We select vy last, by a different method.) Say that the pair {x;, x;;1} is
well-separated if x; — x4 > 10n, and poorly separated otherwise.

In the well-separated case, among all ¢; (with i > 0), choose ¢ minimal and ¢’
maximal with

¢'log, x <logy min{P*(p; —1), P (g; + 1)}
<logy max{P*(p; — 1), P (g; + 1)} < ¢ logy x,
and put
wj=2¢, v =

In the poorly separated case, j <k —1, by (5-2). We select [, vil=[pjt1, vjt1]
by a similar recipe: Among all ¢; (with i > 0), choose ¢ minimal and ¢’ maximal with
¢'log, x <log, min{P*(p; —1), PT(g; + 1), PT(pjs1—1), PT(gj+1+ 1)}

<log, max{P(p; —1), P*(q;+ 1), P (pjs1— 1), PT(gj41+ D} < ¢ log, x,
and put

vi=vjy=¢ and pj=pjn=¢"

To see that these choices are well-defined, note that by (7) in the definition of
/s, we have x;, y; < ¢o, which implies that a suitable choice of ¢ above exists in
both cases. Also, for 1 <i <k, we have x;, y; > (log, x)~!/2*¢/11 (by Lemma 5.3
and 5.2(ii)). So by Lemma 2.5,

log, min{P* (p; — 1), PT(g; + 1)}/ log, x > (log, x)~1/?+</12,

say. Since neighboring ¢; are spaced at a distance 1 < (log, x)~'/?(log; x)*/2, a
suitable choice of ¢’ also exists in both cases.
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For our application of Lemma 4.1, it is expedient to keep track at each step of
the length of the intervals [, v;], as well as the distance between the left-endpoint
of the last interval chosen and the right-endpoint of the succeeding interval (if any).
In the well-separated case, Lemmas 5.4 and 2.5 show that

vj <max{x;, y;}+n < xj 420,
while

logs x+logd4

wj = min{x;, y;} — log, x n=x;—3n, (5-5)

so that v; — p; < 5n. Also, if a succeeding interval exists (so that j +1 <k — 1),
then v; | <max{x;;1, yj+1}+n < x;;41 +2n, and the separation between 1 ; and
vj 1 satisfies the lower bound

Wj—=Vj1 2 Xj —Xjy1— 51 2 5n. (5-6)
In the poorly separated case, we have
v Smax{x;, yj, Xj+1, yj+1} +n=max{x;, yj} +n < x; +2n,

as before, but the lower bound on p; takes a slightly different form;

) log; x+log4
MjZmln{xj,yj,xj'jul,)’j-i-l}_giszg_
log; x+log4
2(xj+1—ﬁ)—%_n>xj+l_3”>x1_l3n’ 5-7)
Og2X

so that v; — u; < 157. In this case, since v; = vy and ;= w41, the succeeding
interval (if it exists) is [u 42, vj12]. By Lemma 5.2(iii),

Xj—xjy2 = 0.1x; > 0.1(log, x)~/2+</10 > 20,
say. Thus, v; o <max{x;;2, yj42} +n < xj42+2n < xj — 187, and so
Mjr1 —Vjga = pj—Vjy2 = (x; —13n) — (x; — 18n) = 5n. (5-8)

At this point we have selected intervals [, v;], for all 0 < j <k —1. We choose
v = ¢, where ¢ is the minimal ¢; satisfying ¢ > x; + 1. Note that

log, S/log, x =36log; x/log, x < (log, x)—1/2+e/11

<Xk < =v < x+2n.
Thus, vy > §. From (5-5) and (5-7), px—1 = xx—1 — 31, so that also
Mk—1— Vg = Xp—1 — Xx — 51 = 1357, (5-9)

where the last estimate uses (5-2).
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5C. Verification of hypotheses. We now check that Lemma 4.1 may be applied
with y = x. By construction, S < vy < v4—1 < -+ < vg =x, and u; < v; for all
0<i <k—1. Moreover, if [, v;] # [ -1, vj—1] (Where 2 < j <k—1), then from
(5-6) and (5-8), pj—1—v; = 5n=>50L3 > 28, and from (5-9), pux—1 —vx = 159 > 26.
Thus, condition (a) of Lemma 4.1 is satisfied. It follows from our method of selecting
the u; and v; thatif v; =v; 1, then (again by (5-8)) v; o <pj1—5n <Vvjp1 =vj,
which shows that condition (b) is also satisfied. Moreover, since v, > x;, we have
P (d) < pL < pr < vr. So we may focus our attention on hypotheses (i)—(v) of
Lemma 4.1. We claim that these hypotheses are satisfied with our choices of d, e,
and f from Section 5A and with

l:=L—k. (5-10)
Property (i) is contained in (2) from the definition of .27;. By construction,
ui <P (pi—1), P (gi +1) <

for all 0 <i <k —1, which is (ii). Since vy > S > log y, property (iii) holds by
(1) in the definition of 27y. The verification of (iv) is somewhat more intricate.
Recalling that vy > xg, it is clear from (5-3) that

PT(f) < pr <

To prove the same estimate for P (e), we can assume e # 1. Let r = P (e), and
observe that r | o (R), for some prime power R with R || gxqr+1 - - - . If R is a proper
prime power, then from (1) in the definition of %7y, we have

r <o(R) <2R <2(logx)* < .

So we can assume that R is prime, and so R < ¢ and r < PT(R+1) <max{3, R} <
qi. But by Lemma 5.4,

10g2 qr/ 10g2x =V s Sxp+Rk+1)8 <xp+n<

Thus, P+(e) =r < v;. Hence, P (ef) < vi. Turning to the second half of (iv),
write py - -- pr—1 = AB, where A is squarefree, B is squarefull and gcd(A, B) = 1.
Recalling (2—2), we see that

Q(¢(A)) <3Q2(A)log, vi < 3llog, v,

with [ as in (5-10). Let B’ be the largest divisor of a supported on the primes
dividing B, so that B’ is squarefull and B | B’. By (1) in the definition of <7, we
have B’ < (logx)?. If B’ < exp((log, x)'/?), then (estimating crudely)

Q(¢(B)) < Q(#(B") < 2log¢(B') < 2log B' < 2(log, x)'/*.
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On the other hand, if B’ > exp((log, x)!/?), then by (4) in the definition of .7},
Q@(B)) < Q(#(B)) < 10log, ¢(B') < 10log, B’ K log; x.

Since log, vk = vk log, x > nlog, x > (log, x)'/2, we have we have Q(¢(B)) <
2log, vk in either case. Hence,

Q(f) =2((A) +Q2(@(B)) < 3l +2) log, vk < 4l log, vk,

which completes the proof of (iv). Finally, we prove (v): Suppose that b > x!/3 is a
divisor of pg — 1. Recalling again (2-2),

1 1 1
P+(b) > pl/ 2 (po—1D > p3logx > x 9o x 5 x 100logyx > o)

Thus, setting b to be the largest divisor of py — 1 supported on the primes < v, we
have b < x'/3. From (3-3) and conditions (0) and (7) in the definition of Ay,

a x/logx
= = 1//105; > x"%,
pip2p3--- X P1

Po

say. Thus, (pg — 1)/b is a divisor of pg — 1 composed of primes greater than v;
and of size at least (pg — Dx 13 > x9/10x=1/3 5 172,

5D. Denouement. We are now in a position to establish Proposition 5.1 and so
also Theorem 1.1. Suppose that k and the u; and v; are fixed, as is d; this also
fixes I = L — k. By Lemma 4.1, whose hypotheses were verified above, the
number of values ¢ (a) coming from corresponding solutions to ¢ (a) = o (a’), with
(a,a") € Ay x Ay, is

< 2(6’ logz X)6k(k + I)Q(d) (log vk)g(k-‘rl) log (k-‘rl)-‘rl(logx)—z-‘rZﬁ(;ll a;vi+E

X

= exp(O((logs x)*) L (log vl (log x) 2HEisi @xtE - (5.17)

<

where
k—1 k k—1 k—1
E'=E+) aivi—x)=8) (ilogi+)+2) (vi—u)+) ai(vi—x).
i=1 i=2 i=1 i=l

By our choice of v; and u; in Section 5B, we have v; — u; < n and v; —x; < 1.
Hence,

k—1
E' < 8L*logL + n(L + Zai) &« 8L*log L +nL*logL < 8L3logL.
i=1
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In combination with (8) from the definition of 27, this shows that the exponent of
log x on the right-hand side of (5-11) is at most —1 —w+ E’ < —1 — w/2, and so

(log x) X1 X HE < (log x) ™" exp(—1 (log, x)1/2+€/2).
Moreover, by Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.2(1),
vk < x¢ 421 < (log, X)L op < (log, x)"1/2+e/5 (5-12)
and hence
(log v)™” = exp(L>(logy x)vy) < exp((log, x)>+/4).

Inserting all of this back into (5-11), we obtain an upper bound which is

1 /2+e/2) LE@D

< d

exp(—1(log, x) (5-13)

log x
Now we sum over the parameters previously held fixed. We have k < L; also,

fori > 0, each u; and v; has the form ¢; of (5-4). Thus, the number of possibilities
for k and the u; and v; is

<L+ [n7' D <exp(O((logs x)?)). (5-14)

Next, we prove that
Q(d) <« (logy x)'/* (5-15)

uniformly for the d under consideration, so that
LE@D L exp(0((log, x)/? log, x)). (5-16)

Put m := pypr+1---. Suppose first that p; # py_1, so that m is a unitary divisor
of a and d = ¢(m). If m < exp((log, x)'/?), then (5-15) follows from the crude
bound Q(d) < logd. On the other hand, if m > exp((log, x)!/?), then from (4)
in the definition of .7, we have Q(d) = Q(¢(m)) < log, m. But by (3) in the
definition of .7y and Lemma 5.2(i),

log, m < log, plL0 o2 logs x +1log, pr Klogz x + oF log, x

< logz x + Q_2V 10g3xQL0 log, x K Q_ZV logs x log; x < exp(O(y/logs x)),

which again gives (5-15). Suppose now that p;, = p;_;. In this case, let m’ be
the largest divisor of a supported on the primes dividing m. Then d | ¢ (m”), and
$0 Q(d) < Q(¢p(m')). Write m’ = p{m”, where j > 2 and p; tm”; both pi and
m" are unitary divisors of a. We have Q (¢ (m")) < (log, x)'/2, by mimicking the
argument used for m in the case when p; # pr_1. Also, Q(¢ (p{)) < (log, x)!/?
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except possibly if pi > exp((log, x)'/2), in which case, invoking (1) and (4) in the
definition of .27,

Q(p(pl)) < 10log, p(pl) < 101og, pi < 101log, (log? x) < logs x.

So
Qd) < Qp(m)) = Q(¢(P{)) +Q(¢(m")) < (log, x)'/2,

confirming (5-15).

Referring back to (5-13), we see that it remains only to estimate the sum of 1/d.
Since Pt (d) < v, (5-12) shows that every prime dividing d belongs to the set
P :={p:log, p < (log, x)'/?+</3}. Thus,

1 1 1
> 7 < I1 (1 e s +-- ) < exp((log, x)/2+¢/5), (5-17)
peP
Combining the estimates (5-13), (5-14), (5-16), and (5-17), we find that
X

#¢(a):ae dyad €y, pla)=0(d)) <

1 1/2 2
logxexr)(—z(logzx) /2tel2),

which completes the proof of Proposition 5.1 and of Theorem 1.1.
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Galois representations associated with
unitary groups over ()

Christopher Skinner

We show that a cuspidal automorphic representation 7 = ), 77¢ of a unitary
similitude group GU(a, b),g with archimedean component T ina regular dis-
crete series has an associated (a + b)-dimensional p-adic Galois representation
with Frobenius eigenvalues given by the local base change parameters for all
primes ¢ such that 7, and GU(a, b) are unramified.

1. Introduction

In this paper we explain how results of Morel [2010] on the cohomology of the
noncompact Shimura varieties associated to unitary similitude groups over Q can
be combined with results of Shin [2011] on the cohomology of certain compact
Shimura varieties and with certain analytic results — most notably the stability of
the gamma factors arising from the doubling method for unitary groups [Lapid and
Rallis 2005; Brenner 2008] — to prove that a cuspidal automorphic representation
7 of GU(a, b) @ with archimedean component in a discrete series and regular (in a
sense made precise below) has an associated (a + b)-dimensional p-adic Galois
representation with Frobenius eigenvalues given by the local base change parameters
for all primes £ such that # and GU(a, b) are unramified. Our motivation for this is
the use in [Skinner and Urban 2010] of these p-adic Galois representations in the
case (a, b) = (2, 2) to prove the Iwasawa—Greenberg main conjecture for a large
class of modular forms. The main results include Theorems A and B below, whose
proofs are intertwined.

Let K be an imaginary quadratic field of discriminant dx. Letn =a + b be a
partition of a positive integer n as the sum of two nonnegative integers a and b.

Then
Jop= (1 )
a,b +— _lb

This work was partially supported by the grants DMS-0854974 and DMS-0701231 from the National
Science Foundation.
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defines an Hermitian pairing on the space V := K". Let G := GU(a, b) /o denote
the unitary similitude group over Q of the Hermitian pair (V, J, ;). The L-packets
of discrete series representations of G(R) are naturally indexed by the irreducible
algebraic representations of G,k (see Section 4.1). By a regular discrete series
representation of G (R) we will mean one belonging to an L-packet indexed by a
representation with regular highest weight.

Let H := Resg,0(G,, x GL,). For any Q-algebra R, let (x, g) — (X, g) be
the involution of H(R) = (R ® K)* x GL,(R ® K) induced by the nontrivial
automorphism of K, and let 6 be the involution defined by 8((x, g)) = (x, X’ g—l).
Note that an irreducible admissible representation o of H(Ag) is given by a pair
(¥, 7) consisting of an admissible character ¥ of A and an irreducible admissible
representation 7 of GL,(Ak) and that o = (¥, 7) is -stable (that is, 0? = o) if
and only if ¥ = t¢ and Y = Y x£, where x. is the central character of t and the
superscripts ‘v’ and ‘c’ denote, respectively, the contragredient and composition
with the involution induced by the nontrivial automorphism of K. Let BC: G — 'H
be the base change morphism (see Section 2.3).

Theorem A (weak base change). Let w be an irreducible cuspidal representation
of G(Ag) and let x be its central character (a character of A;). Let % () be the
finite set of primes £ such that either 7wy is ramified or £|dg. Suppose ab %0 and 7
is a regular discrete series belonging to an L-packet indexed by a representation &.
There exists an automorphic representation o = (Y, t) of H(Ag) such that:

(@) o’ =0, ¢ = x5 and x: = x5/ Xn-
(b) Foraprime £ & ¥ (), o¢ is unramified, and if Yz, : Wg, — LG is the Langlands
parameter of wy then

Yo, :=BCo Yy, : Wa, — “H

is the Langlands parameter of oy. In particular, for any idele class character
x of Ag there is equality of twisted standard L-functions

Lyy(s, 7w X x) = Ly@)(s, T X ).
(¢) 0w has the same infinitesimal character as € @ £°.

There is a natural identification of G ,x with G, x GL,, (see Section 2.2) and hence
of G(R® K) with H(R), which then identifies &, and hence &9, as a representation
of H(R). The (partial) standard L-function of 7 is as defined as in [Li 1992, §3].

Let K be an algebraic closure of K and let Gg := Gal(K /K). For each finite
place v of K let K, be an algebraic closure of K, and fix an embedding K — K.
The latter identifies Gg, := Gal(K, /K,) with a decomposition group for v in G
and hence the Weil group Wg, C Gk, with a subgroup of Gg.
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Let p be a prime and @ p» an algebraic closure of Q,. Let¢: C = Q p be an
isomorphism. Our conventions for Galois representations are geometric.

Theorem B (Galois representations). Let w be an irreducible cuspidal represen-
tation of G(Ag) and let x, be its central character. Let () be the finite set
of primes £ such that either m; is ramified or L|dg. Suppose ab # 0 and my is
a regular discrete series belonging to an L-packet indexed by the representation
. Let 0 = (Y, t) be as in Theorem A. There exists a continuous, semisimple
representation p; = pr,: Gx — GL, (@p) such that:

(@) pS=p) ® pX#fel_".
(b) pr is unramified at all finite places not above primes in ¥, () := X () U{p},
and for such a place w

(ox |WKw)SS = (Recy, (tw Q VYl - |l(l}—n)/2).

In particular,

1—n
Ly, (s, pr) = LE,,(;T)<S Tt Tx 11’)-

(c) Forv|p, prlcy, is potentially semistable of Hodge—Tate-type &.
(d) If p & %(r) then
(d) If p & T(7) then for any v|p, prlcy, is crystalline. Moreover, for any j in

Hom@p_alg(Kv, @p) the eigenvalues of the action of the [K, : Q,]-th power of
the crystalline Frobenius on

Dris(or |G1<U) ®@[,®@])Kv,j @P

are the eigenvalues of the action of Frobenius on LRGCU(‘L'U Q Yyl - ,(Jl_")/z).

For any irreducible admissible representation « of GL,, (K ), Recy, (@) is the Weil—
Deligne representation over C associated by the local Langlands correspondence,
and (Recy, () is the representation over Q » obtained by change of scalars via ¢.
For pr |G, to be of Hodge-Tate type & means that the Hodge-Tate weights can be
read off from & in a prescribed way (see Section 4.4).

As the proof of Theorem A shows, there is a partition n =m | +- - - +m, such that
the representation 7 in Theorem A is of the form 7 = 7, H- - -H 1, with 7; a cuspidal
automorphic representation of GL,,, (A ) such that 7¥ =t and 0; :=7;®| | "~/
is regular algebraic in the sense of [Clozel 1990]. Then the representation p, of
Theorem B is just py @ (BI_, po;..), Where pq, , is the m;-dimensional p-adic
Galois representation associated to o; (o, is obtained from [Shin 2011]).

The theory of pseudorepresentations in combination with congruences between
automorphic forms allows the weakening of some of the hypotheses of Theorem B —
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cases where ab = 0 or where & is not regular can be allowed. But we do not include
this here.

If @ is replaced by a totally real field of degree greater than one, then the analogs
of Theorems A and B are known, the weak base change having been proved by
Labesse [2011]. Furthermore, versions of these theorems have been proved by
Morel [2010], who proves Theorem A but with X () replaced by an indeterminate
set of primes, and by Harris and Labesse [2004], who require additional conditions
at some finite primes. The work of Morel is the starting point of our proofs.

Our proofs of Theorems A and B proceed essentially as follows. By results
of Morel, an automorphic representation o = (Y, 7) of H(Ag) as in Theorem A
exists but with X (;r) replaced by an indeterminate set S © X (). Furthermore,
7 is a subquotient of an induced representation IndgL" (®;:1 ri) with P C GL,
the standard parabolic associated with a partition n = m| + --- + m, and each
7; a discrete representation of GL,,,(Ag) such that 7 = ‘Civ. By considering
absolute values of Satake parameters, it follows from the work of Meeglin and
Waldspurger characterizing the discrete series representations of GL,,, (Ag) that
each 7; is cuspidal, and a consideration of infinitesimal characters yields that
0; =1, ®|-|"~™/2 is algebraic with the same infinitesimal character as a regular
irreducible representation of Resg /oGL,,;. The regularity of & is used in both these
arguments. Then p;, := py ® (@Ll pgi,t), with p,, , being the representation
deduced from the work of Shin, satisfies conclusions (a), (b), and (c) of Theorem B
with X () replaced by S. It then remains to show that (b) of Theorem A also
holds for £ € S but £ ¢ X(m), for then (b) and (d) of Theorem B follow from
the corresponding results for the p,, ,. To obtain (b) of Theorem A for such an ¢
we first observe that the representation /\”p,, is unramified at the places w|¢.
This is because Morel has essentially shown that this representation appears in
the intersection cohomology of a Shimura variety associated to & that has good
reduction at w|¢ (some argument is required to reduce to the nonendoscopic case);
this is another point at which the regularity of £ is used. Then the local-global
compatibility satisfied by the p,, , implies that there is a finite order character
xe of K ZX such that each t;,, ® ¥, is unramified, and hence a principal series
representation of GL,,, (K,,) with Satake parameters all having the same absolute
values (again using regularity of £). This information is then combined with that
coming from the y-factors of the standard L-functions. Lapid and Rallis have
defined local y-factors y (s, m, X x,) for the standard L-function of 7 such that

Ls(s,mxx)= ] v mxx)xLs(l—s,7"xx™"),
veSU{oo}

and Brenner has proved stability for these y-factors at nonarchimedean places.
Comparing this with the functional equation for Ls(s, T x x) and choosing a global
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character x with £-component x, and with sufficiently ramified g-components x,
for £ # g € S yields an equality between y -factors for 7 and

T:y(s, e X xo) =y (s, Te X Xo)-

Comparing the definitions of these gamma factors and exploiting some freedom in
the choice of x; and x then yields conclusion (b) of Theorem A.

After some preliminary remarks fixing notation for unitary and related groups in
Section 2, in Section 3 we give the analytic arguments involving L-functions and
y-factors. In Section 4 we then recall the results of Morel and Shin and explain
how Theorems A and B follow.

2. Preliminaries

We adopt the following notation and conventions.

2.1. Galois groups and representations. Let Q be an algebraic closure of @ and
let K C @ be an imaginary quadratic field of discriminant dx. For F = Q or K, let
Gp:= Gal(@/ F). Let Wr be a Weil group of F; this comes with a homomorphism
to G . For each place v of F fix an algebraic closure F, of F, and an embedding
Q <> F,. The latter identifies G F, = Gal(F, / F,) with a decomposition group in
Gr. Let W, be the Weil group of F,; for a finite place v, W, is a subgroup of
GF, and so is identified with a subgroup of Gr. Fix a homomorphism Wr, — W
compatible with the fixed inclusion G, C Gr. We denote the action on K of the
nontrivial automorphism in Gal(K /Q) by x + x. For simplicity, we also fix an
embedding K — C (equivalently, an isomorphism K o, = C).

Let p be fixed prime and ¢ : C S Q p a fixed isomorphism. Our conventions for
p-adic Galois representations are geometric: L-functions of representations of G
or G, are defined by taking characteristic polynomials of geometric Frobenius
elements.

For an algebraic Hecke character of A; (S0 Yoo (x) = sgn(x)"x" if F = Q and
Xoo(x) =x"x" if F = K, for some r, 1 € Z) let

Py =Py GFp— @;

be the p-adic Galois character such that Ly, (s, p,) =Lyp)(s, x). Thene:Gr— Z;
is the p-adic character associated to the norm | - | character of A% ; this is the
p-adic cyclotomic character: for a geometric Frobenius frob,, v 1 poo,

e(frob,) = Norm(v)*l.

2.2. The groups: G, Gy, H, and Hy. Let ny, ..., n; be positive integers and
n:=n;+---+ng. Foreachi =1, ...,k let n; =a; + b; be a partition of n; as a
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sum of two nonnegative integers. Let

1.
Ji = Ja,-,bi = ( ' 1 )
—1y,

Then J; defines a Hermitian pairing on K. Let
G=G(U(ai, by) x---xUlar, b)) /o

and let u : G — Gy, be its similitude character. That is, for any Q-algebra R,

k
G(R)={g=(g1,-...80) € [1 OLy,(R®K) : 3 € R* such that g,/ = 1J; }
i=1
and (g) = A. Here g — g is the involution of GL,,(R ® K) defined by the action
of the nontrivial automorphism of K. Let Gg := U (ay, by) x - - - x U (ax, by) be the
kernel of .
For any K-algebra R there is a natural isomorphism R K > RX R, r ®x >

(rx, rx). Using this, we identify G,x with G, x ]_[f:l GL,,:

k k
g=(g},8/) € G(R) C [ [ GLy,(R® K) =] [ GLy, (R) x GLy, (R)
i=1 i=1
is identified with (11(g), (g/)) € R* x ]_[f.‘:1 GL,, (R). Then Gy is identified with
the subgroup ]_[fle GL,,.
Let H :=Resg/0G/k. Then H/k is identified with G,x x G k. The identifica-
tion of Gk with G,, x []i_; GL,, identifies H with

k
Resk/0Gm x [] Resg/@GLy, .
i=1

Let 6 be the involution of H defined by
0(x, () = (¥, (¥'g ).

Let Hy :=Resk,0Go. Note that 0 also defines an involution (g;) — ('8, 1) of Hy.
An irreducible admissible representation of H (Ag) is given by a tuple (v, (t;)) with
¥ an admissible character of A and each 7; an irreducible admissible representation
of GL,, (Ag).

2.3. Dual groups and L-groups. The identification of G, with G,, x []+_, GL,,
also identifies the dual group G with C* x ]—[f.‘:1 GL,, (C), with Gg acting through
the quotient Gal(K /Q) and the nontrivial automorphism ¢ € Gal(K /Q) acting by

k
c(x, (8) = <x [ ]detsi. (<I>,Z,.”g,~_1<1>n,-)),

i=1
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where ®,, = (D,,;;) = ((—1)i+18,-,m_j+1). Put LG := G x Wg. Similarly,
60 = ]_[f.‘:1 GL,, (C) with the same action of Gq; let LGy = 60 x Wg. The
L-homomorphism corresponding to taking an irreducible admissible Gy(Ag)-
constituent of an irreducible admissible G (Ag) representation is the projection

LG — LGy, (x, (g)) x w > (gi) X w.

Since H/x = G /g X Gk, H = G x G with the action of G@ agam factormg
through Gal(K /Q) and with c(x, ¥) = (c(y), c¢(x)). Slmﬂarly, HO Go X GO with
the same action of Gq. Put LH := H x Wg and LHy := Hy x Wg. The diagonal
embedding G—> H=GxGis G g-equivariant; its extension to L-groups

BC: G —'H

is the base change map. Let BC : Gy — H be the similarly defined map.

3. L-functions and y-factors

In this section we prove the key analytic ingredient of our proof of Theorems A
and B. We assume in the argument that Go = U (a, b) (that is, k=1).

Let m be a cuspidal automorphic representation of Go(Ag). Let X (;r) be the
finite set of primes ¢ such that either m, is ramified or £|dx. By the principle of
functoriality for the L-group homomorphism BC : LGy — LH it is expected — at
the very least—that there should be a weak base change of w to Hy(Ag). That
is, there should exist an automorphic representation T of Hy(Ag) (equivalently, of
GL, (Ak)) such that for £ ¢ X (), the Langlands parameter vy, : Wg, — LHy of
7¢ is just BC o ¥, with ¥, : Wa, — LG the Langlands parameter of ;. We say
that 7 is a very weak base change of w if there is some set S D X (r) such that this
relation between Langlands parameters holds for all £ & S.

Proposition 1. Let w be a cuspidal automorphic representation of Go(Aq). Assume
that there exists a very weak base change t of w to Hy(Aq). If T is a tempered
principal series at every finite place € & X (), then T is a weak base change of m.

We deduce the conclusion of this proposition by comparing L-functions and
y-factors. Let R := Reskx,0G,. Then R = C* x C* with G acting through
Gal(K /Q) and the nontrivial automorphism ¢ of K acting as c(x1, x2) = (x2, x1).
Let LR := R x Wg. Let w be a Hecke character of Ag. Then w is an irreducible
admissible representation of R(Ag) =Ag; we let ¥, : Wg, — — L R be the Langlands
parameter associated with w; 1= ), e a)v (coming from class field theory) The
L-groups of Go x R and Hp x R are L(Go x R) = LG, xw@ = (Go X R) x Wo
and L(Hy x R) = LHy X We LR = (ﬁo X I?) x Waq, with Wg actlng on each factor.
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Let v and 7 be as in the proposition. The unramified local L-factors L(s, 7y X wy)
of the standard L-function of m x w are the L-factors associated with the represen-
tation r : L (Go x R) — GLy,(C),

1,
ra((g. (x1.x2)) % 1) = (’”g £ 0-l1g 10 ) ra(1c) = (1 )

If ¢ {dg and 7y and w; are unramified, then
L(s, 7y x wp) = det(1 — £ ry (Y, (froby), e, (frobg))) ™.

Similarly, the local unramified L-factors L(s, Ty X wy) := ]_[v‘ ¢ L(s, Ty X w,) are
the L-factors associated with the homomorphism r/, : L(Hy x R) — GL,,(C),

, X 1,
e (((81, 82), (X1, x2)) X 1) = ( 8! LD gD > ra(Ixce) = (1 )
2% 2 n n

In particular, ry, = r}, o (BC x id), so L(s, 7y X wg) = L(s, T¢ X wy) if £1dg and
7y, T¢, and wy are unramified and ¥, := BCo ¥, (so for all £ & ).

Lemma 2. Suppose € {dg and 1y are Tty are unramified. If
L(s, mp X wy) = L(s, Tp X wy)

for all unramified we, then Y, = BC o Yr,.

Proof. Let

Yz, (froby) =1t x froby, ¢ =diag(ty,...,t,), and v, (froby) = (h, h) x froby,

h = diag(h, ..., h,) (¥, must be of this form as 7; = tev). Suppose first that £
does not split in K. As frob; = ¢ in Gal(K/Q), the condition that L(s, 7w, X w¢) =
L(s, t¢ X wg) is just that t; /t,_; = h; / h,—; (after possibly reordering the /;). That
is, t = zh for some z € C*, and so (z, l)wrz(frobg)(z_], 1) = BC o vy, (froby).
Hence, v, is equivalent to BC o ¥,

Suppose that ¢ splits in K. Let ¥, (froby) = («, 8) x froby. As frob, =1 in
Gal(K /Q), the equality L(s, 7, X w¢) = L(s, Ty X w¢) means that

diag(at, B, 't7'®,) € GLy,(C) and diag(ah, B, 'h~'®,) € GL,,(C)
are equivalent. As « and 8 can be arbitrary, it follows that ¢ and & are equivalent,
so BC o v, is equivalent to ., . (]

Let § D X (o) be any finite set of primes such that ¢, = BCo ¢, forall £ ¢ §.
The (partial) standard L-functions Ls(s, 7 X w) and Lg(s, T X w), given by the
Euler products

Ls(s,m xw) =[] L(s,mg xwg) and Lg(s, T xw) =[] L(s, T¢ X wy)
(¢S 0gs
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for Re(s) > 0, satisfy
Lg(s,m xw)=Lg(s, T X w).

The doubling method of Piatetski-Shapiro and Rallis provides an integral representa-
tion of Lg(s, m X w) as well as local y-factors at all places; see [Gelbart et al. 1987,
Part A] and especially [Lapid and Rallis 2005]. In particular, for each place v of (,
Lapid and Rallis have defined local y-factors y (s, my X wy) := v (s, Ty X Wy, Vy),
Y, being the standard additive character of K, and proved that the local y-factors
y (s, Ty X w,) are compatible with parabolic induction and are as expected in the
unramified cases. The functional equation for Lg(s, 7 X w) is then

Ls(s, T X w) = 1_[ Y (s, my X wy) X Ls(1 —s, 7" x 0™ ).
veSU{oo}
Comparing this with the usual functional equation for the standard GL,, L-function
Lg(s, T X w) we find that

[ vemxo)= ] [lre mwxow, 3.1

veSU{oo} veSU{oco} wlv

where w is a place of K and y (s, Ty, X wy,) is the y-factor defined by Godement
and Jacquet (again using the standard additive characters). For a place v of Q, set

v (s, Ty X wy) =[] v (s, Tw X o).
wlv

We exploit stability of y-factors. This says that if r; and 7, are two irreducible
admissible representations of Go(Q;), then for x a sufficiently ramified character of
K EX, y (s, T X x) =7y (s, mp X x). This has been proved by Brenner [2008]. Stability
is also known for the Godement—Jacquet y-factors for GL,,. Taking 7; = 7, and
1, to be an unramified tempered principal series, we see that if w, is sufficiently
ramified then

Y(s, e X wg) =y (s, Ty Xwp) =y (s, o Xwyg) =y(s, Ty X we), 3.2)

where 1 is the representation of Hy(Q,) = GL,(K/) having Langlands parameter
equal to the composition with BC of the parameter of m;; 7, is also an unramified
tempered principal series. The first and last equalities in (3.2) come from stability,
and the middle comes from [Lapid and Rallis 2005, Theorem 4]: part 1 of this
theorem, together with the hypothesis that m, is a principal series, reduces the
equality to the minimal cases — the anisotropic cases, which are part 7 of the
theorem, and the isotropic cases, which are part 8 — plus the analog of part 2 for
the Godement—Jacquet y-factors (compatibility with parabolic induction).

It is easy to see that given any finite set of primes S’ it is possible to find a set
§” > SUS" and a finite order Hecke character w of A such that wy is arbitrary for
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all £ € §', and wy is sufficiently ramified at all primes £ € §” — S’ and unramified
at all primes not in §”. Taking §’ = &, we deduce from (3.1) and (3.2) that
Y (S, Too X W) = Y (8, Too X Wso). Taking S” = {¢}, any prime ¢, we then deduce
from (3.1) and (3.2) that

Y (s, e X wg) =y (s, T X wy) (3.3)

always.

Suppose now that £ ¢ ¥ (7). By hypothesis, 1, is a tempered principal series for
v|€. Suppose first that ¢ is inert in K. Then t; = 7w (w1, ..., u,) with |p;(x)| =1
forallx e K EX. Fix j between 1 and n and choose w, so that i jw, is unramified.
Let I C {1, ..., n} be the set of indices such that u;wy is unramified. Then

1 — piwe(0) €

y (s, Te X wp) = 1_[ 1 — M'_la)g_](z)EZS7
i

iel

> x [ [y o).
igl

As u;wy is ramified fori € I, y (s, (;wy) is holomorphic with no zeros. Furthermore,
the temperedness of 7, ensures that there is no cancellation between the numerators
and denominators of the factors coming from the i € I. Therefore, y (s, 7o X wy)
has || > 1 poles. However, if w, is ramified, then, since m, is unramified, it
follows from combining parts 1, 7, and 8 of [Lapid and Rallis 2005, Theorem 4]
that y (s, ¢ X w¢) is holomorphic. So it must be that wy —and hence u; —is
unramified. But j was arbitrary, so each w; is unramified: t, is an unramified
principal series. Therefore, by (3.3),

L(1—s,7))
L(s, me)

L(-s,1))

=y(s,m) =y(s, 1) = LG.0)

(for the first equality, see part 3 of [Lapid and Rallis 2005, Thm. 4]). As 7, is
tempered, the zeros of the right-hand side are those of L(s, ‘L'g)_l, while those
of the left-hand side are a priori a subset of those of L(s,¢)~!. This means
that L(s, t¢)/L(s, m¢) is holomorphic. But each of L(s, ) Vand L(s, )" is a
polynomial of degree n in £~ with constant term 1, and so they must be equal.
That is, L(s, m¢) = L(s, t¢). Since an unramified w, equals | - |2 for some ¢t € C,
it follows that L(s, 7y Q wg) = L(s +t,m¢) = L(s +1t, t¢) = L(s, 7¢ ® wy), which
implies —by Lemma 2 —that v/, = BC o {/,.

Suppose that £ = vv splits in K. Viewing Q; as a K-algebra via the embedding
that induces v, Gy(Qy) is identified with GL,(K,) = GL,(Q;) and 7, with a
representation 7, of GL,(Qg). Let 3 = /. Then

v (s, Ty X wy)y (s, T5 X w5) =y (s, g X @)

=y(s, e Xwp) =y (s, Ty X wy) Y (S, T5 X wp).
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The first equality follows from part 8 of [Lapid and Rallis 2005, Theorem 4]. By
choosing w, so that w; is sufficiently ramified but w, is unramified, y (s, 75 X w;)
and y (s, T3 X wy) can be assumed to be holomorphic with no zeros. Arguing as in
the nonsplit case then yields that 7, is unramified and L(s, t,) = L(s, m,) (recall
that 7, and t; are assumed to be principal series and tempered). Reversing the
role of w, and w;y then yields that 7y is unramified and L(s, t3) = L(s, 5). As
L(s,my) = L(s, m,)L(s, ), it follows that L(s, 7y @ we) = L(s, ¢ ® wy) for all
unramified w,, which—by Lemma 2 again — implies that ¥y, = BC o ,. This
completes the proof of Proposition 1.

4. o and p,

In this section, k is arbitrary.

4.1. Algebraic representations and discrete series for G(R). Let T C G be the
subgroup of diagonal elements. Then 7k is identified with the diagonal subgroup

k
GLI" =Gyt ¢ G, x [] GL,,,
i=1
and the character group X (T) is identified with Z!*": to ¢ = (co, c1, . . ., ¢x) € 21",
c; € 7™, corresponds the character
n n;
(to, (diag(ti 1, . .. tin)) > 15 1‘[1 '1‘[1 0.
i=1j=
We take the dominant characters to be those that are dominant with respect to the
upper-triangular Borel B; this is equivalent to ¢; ;1 > ¢;2 > -+ > ¢; 5,. Regular
dominant characters are those where the inequalities are strict. The (regular)
irreducible algebraic representations of G,k are indexed by the (regular) dominant
characters in X (T): to the representation & corresponds its highest weight with
respect to the pair (7, B).
The L-packets of discrete series representations of G (R) are indexed by equiv-
alence classes of elliptic Langlands parameters v : Wg — “G. The restriction to
We = C* of such a ¢ is equivalent to a representation of the form

2> ((z/2)7, (diag((z/2)", ..., (z/2)P1))) X z

with po € Z and p; ; € (n; — 1)/2 + Z; the ordering can be chosen so that
pi1 > - > pi,. Let Ci,j ‘= Di,j — (n; —2i +1)/2. Then Cil = " = Cips
and ¢ = (co, c1, ..., Ck), co:=po and ¢; :== (¢ 1, - - ., Ci,r;), 1S a dominant character
of X(T') and so corresponds to an irreducible algebraic representation & of G,k of
highest weight c. This gives a parametrization of the discrete series L-packets by
the irreducible algebraic representations of G,k ; we denote the L-packet indexed
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by & by I1;(§). By a regular discrete series we will mean one belonging to an
L-packet IT;(£) with & having regular highest weight.

4.2. 0. Suppose a;b; # 0 for all i. Let = be a cuspidal automorphic representation
of G(Ag) with 7, € I14(§) for some regular algebraic representation & of G k.
Let x, be the character of the scalar torus Resg oG, C G determined by 7 (an
algebraic Hecke character of Ay ). Let X (i) be the finite set comprising the primes
£ such that either 7y is ramified or £|dg. Let ¢ € X (T) be the (regular) highest
weight of £. Put i(¢) := (¢, —¢}, ..., —¢;), where if ¢; = (¢i;1, ..., ¢ipn;) then
¢; = (Cin»--->¢i,1) and ¢ 1= co + Zle Z;”:l ci.j. Then i(c) is also a regular
dominant character in X (7).

The weight of an irreducible algebraic representation of Gk is the integer m
such that the action of the central torus G,, C G is given by x — x™; the weight of
the representation £ with highest weight ¢ € X(T) is co + ¢

It follows from the proofs of Corollary 8.5.3 and Lemma 8.5.6 in [Morel 2010] —
see especially the top paragraph on page 156 there — that there exist partitions
ni =m;+---+m;,, with each m; ; > 0, irreducible automorphic representations
T;,; of GLmi_j (Ak), and a finite set of primes S D X () satisfying the following
conditions:

 T; ; is discrete.

c _ LV
o Ti,j_Ti,j'

e For £ ¢ § and v|¢, each 7; ; , is unramified.

e Let £ & S, v|¢, and let t;, be the unramified irreducible subquotient of
Indgi'“"i (® ;i T, j,v) and oy the irreducible representation of H(Q,) defined
by the tuple (®U|g X s (®U|g r,',v)). If v, is the Langlands parameter of my,
then BC o v, is the Langlands parameter of oy.

« The infinitesimal character of 7; := Ind(;iL"i (® ;T j) is the same as that of the
absolutely irreducible algebraic character of Resx;oGLy, ; of highest weight

-
(i, —C}); xs(2) = z0Z%.

Here, P; C GL,, is the standard parabolic associated with the partition n; =
mip+---+m,,.

Recall that the infinitesimal character of an admissible representation of GL,, (C)
is an element of a, - modulo the action of the Weyl group W (gl,, ¢, a,c), where
gl,, :==Lie(GL,,(C)) and a,, := Lie(A,,(C)) with A, :=G] C GL,, the diagonal
torus. Identifying C ®g C with C x C via z @ w — (zw, zw) and C = Lie(C*) (in
the usual way, so the exponential map is z — ¢*) identifies a,, ¢ with C" x C", and
hence a:;,a: :=Homc¢ (a,,,c, C) = C" x C™ (using the dual basis); W(gl,, ¢). anVLC)
is then identified with &,, x G,,. An absolutely irreducible algebraic representation
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of Resg oGL,, corresponds to its highest weight with respect to
(Resg/0Am, ResgoBnm),
B,, C GL,, being the upper-triangular Borel; this is an element of
XResx/0An) = X(An) X X(Ay)

(the identification being via Resg /oA, /K= A, X Ay) given by a pair of dom-
inant characters of X(A,) = Z™ (the last identification is the usual one: ¢ =
(¢l,...,cm) € Z™ corresponds to the character diag(ti, ..., 4y) > f{' -+ ty";
dominant characters satisfy ¢; > --- > ¢,,, and regular dominant characters are
those where the inequalities are strict). The infinitesimal character of the irre-
ducible representation of highest weight (c1, ¢2) is (c1, ¢2) + pGL,, € ar\r/z,C’ where
pGL, ‘= ((m—1)/2,(m—=3)/2,...,(3—m)/2, (1 —m)/2) is half the sum of the
usual positive roots in gl,,,.

As & is regular, if the weight of £ is zero (that is, co+c( =0) then by [Morel 2010,
Theorem 7.3.1], the Satake parameters of 7y, £ ¢ S, all have absolute value 1. The
same is then true of the Satake parameters of 7; ; , for any v[€ as ,, =BCory,. For
& having general weight m € Z, let 7’ and &’ be the twists of 7 and &, respectively,
by the character p(-)™™; then &’ is regular of weight 0 and 7/ € I14(£’). The
representations of the GL,, (Ak) associated to 7" as above are the same as those
associated to m: this can be seen by the relation between Langlands parameters at
£ ¢ S. The case of general weight then follows immediately from that of weight
zero. Therefore, we also have that

o for £ ¢ S, v|{, the Satake parameters of 7; ; , all have absolute value 1 - 7; ; ,
. GLy; . .
is tempered; furthermore, 7; , =Indp, (® ;T j,v) and is a tempered principal
series.

Lemma 3. Each t; j is cuspidal, and o; ; :=7; ; ® | - | =")/2 js algebraic and
has the same infinitesimal character as a regular absolutely irreducible algebraic
representation §&; ; ofResK/@GLmi,j.

Here o; ; being algebraic automorphic representation of GL,,, ;(Ak) is as in
[Clozel 1990, 1.2.3]: the infinitesimal character b; ; € c%_j’c = CMiJj x C™iJ of
Oi 0o satisfies b; j+ (1 —m; j)/2 € 2™ x 7™,

Proof. As T; ; is discrete, by the main results of [Mceglin and Waldspurger 1989]
there is a factorization m; ; = s; jr; ; and an irreducible cuspidal automorphic
representation «; ; of GLy, ;(Ak) such that 7; ; is the unique irreducible quotient of

GLy, ; s -
Indp ™ Bij Bij=(i;® ") @@ (@7,
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where P; j C GLm,.Yj is the standard parabolic associated with the partition m; ; =
si,j + -+ s;; (r;; summands). Since for all but finitely many v the Satake
parameters of 7; ; , all have the same absolute value, it must then be that r; ; =1,
andso7; j =a; ; is cuspidal.1

Leta; ;€ arfli’j’@ be the infinitesimal character of 7; ; .. Then the infinitesimal

character of 7; oo 18 @; :=(di 1, ..., dir) € arfhc. In particular, there exist L', L” C
{1, ..., n;} of cardinality m = m; ; such thata = g; j = (a’, a"”) € C" x C" with
a’ and a” equal to (¢; ¢+ (n; =20+ 1)/2)¢cp and (—cj o+ 2L —n; +1)/2)gerr,
respectively. Suppose L' = {¢,..., £, } with £} < £, <--- < £, and L" =
{ef,.... €} with € > €5 > ... > £ . Then the infinitesimal character b = b; ; of

oi,jis givenby b=a+ (m —n;)/2 = (d', d") + pcL,,, where
d' = (cig +k—C)r<ksm and  d" = (—c; g +€; —ni +k)i<k<m-

As pgL,, + (1 —m)/2 € 7™, it follows that b+ (1 —m)/2 € 72" x 7™, s0 o; j is
algebraic. Also,

/ I / I
Ci,g;( +k—£k —Ci’g/kﬂ—k— 1 +£k+1 :Ci,@’( —Ci’g;c“— 1 +Ek+l _Ek > 1

—Ci,g;(/ +€Z—n, +k+ci’£/k/+l_£;‘/+l +I’ll’ —k—1 :Ci’KIZJrI_Ci’ZZ +£Z—EZ+1 —1 > 1,
so d' and d” are both regular and dominant. Therefore,
d:=(d'.d") e X(Ay) x X(Ap)

corresponds to a regular absolutely irreducible algebraic representation §; ; of
Resk /oGL,, with infinitesimal character d + pgL,, = b. O

Corollary 4. The cuspidal representations t; j are tempered at all finite places.
Furthermore, each t; is irreducible and tempered at all finite places.

Proof. Choose an algebraic Hecke character x of Ag such that y x© = |- "™,
Then o; ; ® x is a conjugate self-dual algebraic cuspidal representation with infini-
tesimal character that of a regular absolutely irreducible algebraic representation of
Resk/oGLy, ;- Therefore, 0; ; ® x is tempered at all finite places by [Shin 2011,
Corollary 1.3]. The claims about 7; ; and 7; follow easily from this. O

Put
Yi=x; and o=, (). 4.4)

Then o is identified with an irreducible automorphic representation of H (Ag). This
is a very weak base change of 7 in the sense that the Langlands parameter v, of
oy is BCo vy, forall £ ¢ S, ¥, being the Langlands parameter of .

IThis can also be seen by considering infinitesimal characters.
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Remark 5. Suppose k = 1. Let g be an irreducible automorphic constituent of
the restriction of 7w to Go(Ag). Then t = 1] is a very weak base change of mg to
Hy(Ag) that is tempered at all finite places. By Proposition 1, to complete the proof
of Theorem A it suffices to show that 1, is a principal series for all v|€, £ & X ().
This is done in the following by analyzing certain Galois representations associated
with 7.

4.3. py. Let p: Gx — GL,,(Q p) be a continuous representation. Let & be an
absolutely irreducible algebraic representation of Resg ,oGL,, with highest weight
(c1,¢2) € X(Am) X X(Ay) =2™ x Z'™. Let v|p be a place of K. Recall that p, :=
PlGq, being Hodge-Tate means that the graded (@ » ®a,Ky)-module Dyt (py) :=
(v ® BHT,U)GKv, Byt = @,ez K, (1), is a free (@p ®a, K,)-module of rank m.
By p, being of Hodge-Tate type £ we mean that for any j € Homg,-aig(Ky, Q),
the graded @ -module Dyr(py) Qg ,®a, Ko Q p 1s nonzero in degrees i — 1 — ¢y ;,
i =1, .., m, if the restriction of j to K is the fixed embedding K < Q » =C and
otherw1se is nonzero in degrees i — 1 —cp;, i =1,...,m.

Let 0; ; be as in Lemma 3. From [Shin 2011] we conclude that there exist
representations p; j = po; ;. Gk — GLu, ; @ p») such that

e p;,j is continuous and semisimple,

1—m; )2
e for v{ p, WD(pi il )7 = Rec, (07,1, @ | - |1 "7%)

B

c ~ ,V

.« pf Ep @,
o for each v|p, pi j|G, is potentially semistable of Hodge-Tate type &; ;,

for v|p, if 0; ; , is unramified then p; ;|G is crystalline and the eigenvalues
of the [K, : Q,]-th power of the crystalline Frobenius on

Dcris(pi,j |GKu) ®@p®@p](g,)\ @pv any VNS Hom@,—alg(KS, @p),

(1 mz,)/Z))

are the Frobenius eigenvalues of (Rec, (0, iw®l- where K 8 CcC K,

is the maximal absolutely unramified extension.

Here WD(p; |G KU)Fr_SS is the Frobenius semisimple Weil-Deligne representation
associated to the p; j|Gy, -

The existence of p; ; follows from [Shin 2011, Theorem 1.2]: As in the proof
of Corollary 4, choose an algebraic Hecke character x of Ak such that o; ; ® x is
conjugate self-dual; such a character can be chosen to be unramified at any given
finite set of finite places. Then [ibid., Theorem 1.2] applies to o0; ; ® x and we
set p;,j := R, L(al.’vj ®x He p; , in Shin’s notation (the contragredients are here
because of the normalization of the local Langlands correspondence in [Shin 2011]).
By varying the set of primes at which x is unramified we obtain the compatibility
with the local Langlands correspondence at all v { p. A comparison between the
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eigenvalues of the [ K, : Q,]th-power of the crystalline Frobenius eigenvalues and
the Frobenius eigenvalues of the Weil-Deligne representation is not stated explicitly
in [ibid.] but can be obtained by appealing to the comparison theorem in [Katz
and Messing 1974]: the arguments in [Shin 2011, §7] and especially [Taylor and
Yoshida 2007, §2] explain that there is a solvable CM-extension L/K in which
all places of K above p split and such that BCy, K(Ui\,/j ® x ) is cuspidal and an
algebraic Hecke character ¢ of A} unramified at all primes above p such that some
multiple of the p-adic G -representation R, ,(BCy, K(Gin RxHNH® Py s cut
out by correspondences acting on the cohomology with constant coefficients of a
self-product of the universal abelian variety over a compact Shimura variety (with
good reduction at v if o; ; , ® x, is unramified). Here BCy /k (-) denotes the base
change lift to GL,,(A,).
Put

Pi ::Ga;i:]pi,j’ i:1,...,k,
and

pr = py ® (D, pi)- 4.5)

Remark 6. Suppose kK = 1. Then p, satisfies the conclusions of Theorem B, but
with S replacing X (;r) and with the additional condition that p & S for part (d); the
definition of p, being of “Hodge—Tate type £ is given after Theorem 10 below.

Proposition 7. For v|¢, £ & X (i), the representations 1; ; , and t; , are tempered
principal series.

Our proof of this proposition will come from an understanding of the ramification
at v|¢, £ ¢ X, (), of the representation

k
rr = py @ Q N pi.
i=1

First, we explain what it means for v to be an endoscopic lift. This means that
each n; has a partition n; = nlJr +n; as a sum of nonnegative integers with some
7”/_ # 0 and such that Zf: | n; 1s even, and that there is a cuspidal automorphic

representation y of G'(Ag), with

n

G :=GWU(a],b})xUay;,by)x---xUla,b)xUla, b))

aah =55 )

such that y is unramified at each prime ¢ ¢ X (), and for each £ & ¥ (m) the
Langlands parameter v, of 7y is the composition of the Langlands parameter v,

and
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of y, with the endoscopic L-group homomorphism
End: “G' — LG,

is defined as follows (see also [Morel 2010, Proposition 2.3.2]. Let ex ,0:Wo—{£1}
be the nontrivial quadratic character factoring through Gal(K /Q); by class field
theory this determines a quadratic character wg /g : A*/Q* — {%1}. Fix a finite-
order Hecke character wg of A;; such that wg [ax = wk /g and let u : Wg — C*
be the character corresponding via class field theory. Let ¢ € Wq be a lift of the
nontrivial automorphism of K. Define ¢ : Wg — G by

. D+ -
p(c) = ( > (( (_l)nran,—) n; )) X c,
o (w)
p(w) = <1, ((M Wiy M_"f(w)[ni>)) xw, we Wg.

The endoscopic map is then

+
End((h, (5" ;) % w) = (A, (gl‘ g))w(w»

Here (A, (g}, ¢7)) € G’ =C* x []}_, GL,+(C) x GL,(C).

Lemma 8. Either w is an endoscopic lift of some y with y~ a regular discrete
series or the representation ry is unramified at all v|€, £ & X, (7).

Proof. By [Morel 2010, Theorem 7.2.2] (see also the proof of [ibid., Theorem 7.3.1]),
either 7 is an endoscopic lift of some y with y., a regular discrete series indexed
by a representation with the same weight as & (see [ibid., Lem. 7.3.4]) or (some
multiple of) Y occurs? in the middle degree intersection cohomology of a Shimura
variety associated with G, &, and r. By [Lan 2008], this Shimura variety is known
to have good reduction at all v|¢, £ ¢ X ,(7r), so the representation r is unramified
at such v. O

Proof of Proposition 7. Let v|€, £ ¢ X (7). Suppose 7 is the endoscopic lift of some
y with y a regular discrete series. Let o' = (¢, (t;“, 7, )) be the very weak base
change of y as in Section 4.2 (so rii is an irreducible automorphic representation
of GLn’;t (Ag)). From the definition of 7 being an endoscopic lift of y, it follows

that
+ o — o
T = (T,' ®0)K )BH(T,' ®CUK )
2Theorem 7.2.2 of [Morel 2010] only applies to the case k = 1 as stated, but it is asserted at the

start of [ibid., 7.2] that the results and proofs “would work the same way” for general k. Indeed, the
result for the case k > 1 is stated and used in the proof of [ibid., Theorem 7.3.1].
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(as rii is tempered by Corollary 4). We may therefore reduce to the case where
is not endoscopic, and hence, by Lemma 8, to the case where r,; is unramified at v.
Suppose that r,; is unramified at v. Consider the isogeny
k 1 k
G :=GL; x [] [] GLy,;— G2:=GL; ® X GL(n,'),

i=1j=1 i=1 a;

k
A, (gi.) —> 2@ Q A" (diag(gi1, - - -» &ir))-
i=1

The kernel of this isogeny is central. As r; is the composition of

k
p = py @EBlpi :Gg — G1(Qp)

i=
with this isogeny, it then follows that since r,; is unramified at v, the image of inertia
at v under p is contained in the center of G @ »)» and so the image of inertia at
v under each p; ; is central. So some finite-order twist of each p; ; is unramified
at v, which—by compatibility of p; ; with the local Langlands correspondence —
implies that a finite-order twist of each o; ; ,,, and hence of each ; ; ,, is unramified.
By Corollary 4, 7; ; , is also tempered. It follows that each 7; ; , is a tempered
principal series, so each t; , must also be a tempered principal series. O

4.4. The main results. We can now state our main results, of which Theorems A
and B are special cases, and complete their proofs.

Theorem 9. Let w be an irreducible cuspidal representation of G(Ag) and let ¥
be the character of the scalar torus Resg j0G,, C G determined by w (a character
of Ag). Let X () be the finite set of primes £ such that either g is ramified or £|dk.
Suppose aib; #0,i =1, ..., k, and o is a regular discrete series belonging to
an L-packet T14(&). There exists an automorphic representation o = (Y, (t;)) of
H (Ag) such that:

@ o’ Zoi 9 = xg.
(b) Foraprime{ & ¥(m), o, is unramified, and if Y, : Wg, — LG is the Langlands
parameter of wy then

Ve, :=BCoy, : Wo, — “H

is the Langlands parameter of oy.
(C) 0w has the same infinitesimal character as &€ @ £°.
Proof. Let o = (¥, (r;)) be as in (4.4). Then part (a) holds. Furthermore, there
exists a finite set of primes S D X (;r) such that part (b) holds with S replacing X (7).

Let my C 7 be an irreducible automorphic representation of Go(Ag). Then g is
given by a tuple (7 ;)1<i<x With 7 ; an automorphic representation of U (a;, b;).
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For ¢ ¢ 3 (), each g ; ¢ is unramified and the Langlands parameter ¥/, ., of ¢ ;¢
is given by composing v, : Wo, — LG with the projection

LG - LGy — LU(a;, b)) = GL,,(C) x Wq.

From part (b) holding for ¢ ¢ S it then follows that for such ¢ the Langlands
parameter of 7; ¢ is BCo vy, ,; that is, 7; is a very weak base change of 7y ;. But by
Proposition 7, ; , is a tempered principal series for each v|¢, £ € X (;r), so it follows
from Proposition 1 that 7; is a weak base change of g ;. That (b) holds is then im-
mediate from the relation between the Langlands parameters of 7, and of the g ; ¢.

To see that part (c) holds, we first recall that the infinitesimal character of an
admissible representation of H (R) is an element of s up to action of the Weyl group
W(bhe, sc), where b :=Lie(H (R)) and s := Lie(S(R)) with S :=Reskx,0T/x C G
the group of diagonal matrices. Then S/x = T/g x T)g and X (S) = X (T) x X(T).
The irreducible algebraic representations of H,g correspond to pairs of dominant
characters of X (7)) — the highest weight of the representation with respect to §
and the upper-triangular Borel. In particular, the representation & ® &Y corresponds
to (c, i(c)) and has infinitesimal character (c, i(c)) 4+ pp, where pg := (0, (pGLni ).
On the other hand, S(R) = C* x ]_[f:1 Ay, SO

vV _ 2 \ \% _ rl4n 14+n
5@—@ @anl’q:@---@anj’@—([: XC ,

and the infinitesimal character of o, is (¢, 06) @le (infinitesimal character of ;).
Since the infinitesimal character of t; is (c;, —g;) +paL,, » the infinitesimal character

of oo is ((co, (ci + paL,, ), (ch, (—¢; + par,)) = (¢, i () + pu. O

Theorem 10. Let 7w be an irreducible cuspidal representation of G (Aq) and let x
be the character of the scalar torus Resg oG, C G determined by w (a character
of Ag /K*). Let X.(1) be the finite set of primes £ such that either m; is ramified
or L|dx. Suppose aib; = 0,1 = 1,...,k, and 7 is a regular discrete series
belonging to an L-packet T14(§). Let 0 = (¥, (t;)) be as in Theorem 9. There exists
a continuous, semisimple representation

pr = P Gg — GL,(Q))
such that:

(1) px is unramified at all finite places not above primes in ¥, () := X () U{p},
and for such a place w

, s
(D lwe, )™ = B, Recy (tiw @ Yl - 157,

(b) For v|p, pxlGy, is potentially semistable of Hodge—Tate-type §.
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(©) If p & X(x) then for any v|p, prlcy, is crystalline; for any
JE HomCL‘.Dp—alg(Kv, @p)

the eigenvalues of the action of the [K, : Q,l-th power of the crystalline
Frobenius on

Dyiis(or |GKU) ®@p®@p Ky, Jj Qp

are the eigenvalues of the action of Frobenius on

k
D Recy (tin @ Yol - Iy "),
i=1
Let ¢ = (co, ¢1, - - -, cx) € X(T) be the highest weight of §. By p |G, being of
Hodge-Tate type &, we mean that p, is of Hodge—Tate type (co + ¢, ¢, +¢').

Proof. If we take p, to be as in (4.5), then (a) is immediate from Theorem 9(b) and
the definition of p, as being the twist by py of the sum of the p; ;. From the proof
of Lemma 3, the character &; ; has highest weights

/ 1
(Ci,ﬁ; +1— E;» —Ci e/ +£t —n;+ t)lftfm,',_,'v

and so for v|p,
Dy, (61 ) ®g,0q, k,.c Cp

is nonzero in degrees ¢; — 1 —¢; ¢ if ¢ € Homg, a1g (Ko, Q ») induces the fixed
embedding K < @, = C, and otherwise is nonzero in degrees n; — € — 1 +c; ¢/.
That pr |G, is of Hodge-Tate type & then follows from this and the fact that
Voo (z) = zZ% and so py is of Hodge-Tate type (co, ¢;). That prlgy,, vIp, is
potentially semistable and even crystalline with the prescribed Frobenius eigenvalues
if v|p follows from the corresponding facts for py and the p; ;. ([

Theorems A and B are just the special cases where k = 1.
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Abelian varieties and Weil representations
Sug Woo Shin

The main goal of this article is to construct and study a family of Weil repre-
sentations over an arbitrary locally noetherian scheme without restriction on
characteristic. The key point is to recast the classical theory in the scheme-
theoretic setting. As in work of Mumford, Moret-Bailly and others, a Heisenberg
group (scheme) and its representation can be naturally constructed from a pair
of an abelian scheme and a nondegenerate line bundle, replacing the role of a
symplectic vector space. Once enough is understood about the Heisenberg group
and its representations (e.g., the analogue of the Stone—von Neumann theorem), it
is not difficult to produce the Weil representation of a metaplectic group (functor)
from them. As an interesting consequence (when the base scheme is Spec F,,),
we obtain the new notion of mod p Weil representations of p-adic metaplectic
groups on Fp -vector spaces. The mod p Weil representations admit an alternative
construction starting from a p-divisible group with a symplectic pairing.

We have been motivated by a few possible applications, including a conjectural
mod p theta correspondence for p-adic reductive groups and a geometric approach
to the (classical) theta correspondence.

1. Introduction
For a quick overview of contents and results, see Section 1H.

1A. Motivation from theta correspondence. The Heisenberg groups, their rep-
resentations and the Weil representations (also called oscillator or metaplectic
representations) play interesting roles in a wide range of mathematics. In the
context of number theory and representation theory, they give rise to the theta
correspondence, which enables us to relate automorphic forms or representations of
one connected reductive group (or its covering group) to those of another group. It
not only helps to establish instances of the Langlands functoriality but also reveals

The author’s work was supported by the National Science Foundation during his stay at the Institute
for Advanced Study under agreement No. DMS-0635607. Any opinions, findings and conclusions or
recommendations expressed in this material are those of the author and do not necessarily reflect the
views of the National Science Foundation.
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deep information about arithmetic invariants and as such has led to numerous
profound applications. The theta correspondence has been developed very well in
both local and global contexts (namely, for p-adic/real groups and adelic groups,
respectively), though there are still many open questions, for representations on
vector spaces over C (or an algebraically closed field of characteristic 0).

On the other hand, there has been growing interest in the representations of
p-adic reductive groups on vector spaces over F; (I # p) and Fp (as well as
representations with p-adic analytic structure) in connection with Galois theory
as part of the extended Langlands philosophy under the motto “mod /, mod p
and p-adic local Langlands program”. From the global perspective, one seeks the
theta correspondence for mod p or p-adic automorphic forms.' Thus, it is a very
natural question to ask whether there is a reasonable theory of local and global theta
correspondence for representations on [F; and F p vector spaces and more ambitiously
for representations of p-adic analytic nature.

In the classical theory, the following basic ingredients are needed to formulate
the local theta correspondence for p-adic groups. The global setup is similar.
(Unfortunately the exceptional theta correspondence is not going to be considered
in our work.) We need

(i) a p-adic Heisenberg group arising from a symplectic vector space (V, (-, -))
over Q,,

(i1) the Stone—von Neumann theorem and Schur’s lemma for representations of
the Heisenberg group,

(iii) the Weil representation of the p-adic metaplectic group Mp(V, (-, -)), and
(iv) reductive dual pairs in Sp(V, (-, -)).

It is natural to try to extend (i)—(iv) to a more general setting. The current paper
will do this for (i)—(iii), leaving (iv) (and a conjectural mod p theta correspondence)
to a sequel [Shin > 2012].

1B. Mod p Weil representations, prelude. Let us briefly point out some difficulty
when trying to construct the Weil representation of a p-adic metaplectic group
on an Fp—vector space, which was not done before but is a special case of our
results. There would be two naive approaches. If one tries to define an Fp—version
of a classical p-adic Heisenberg group (e.g., [Mceglin et al. 1987, Chapter 2]) by
replacing the role of C by Ep, it is impossible to obtain a reasonable group, ruling
out (ii) above. For instance, every continuous additive character Q, — F; is trivial.

IThe p-adic version of the Shimura—Shintani correspondence was studied in [Stevens 1994;
Ramsey 2009; Park 2010]. Their work interpolates the classical correspondence p-adically and does
not require much use of representation theory. The author does not know yet whether or how their
work could be interpreted in the framework of representation theory.
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Another approach would be to take an explicit (Schrodinger or lattice) model for
the Weil representation and switch the coefficient from C to F p- Then the problem
is that the group actions are no longer well defined. In the Schrodinger model, some
group action is given by Fourier transform, which cannot be defined for Fp—valued
functions on a p-adic group. (See Remark 7.9 for a related discussion.) In the lattice
model, the formula involves p in the denominator, which no longer makes sense. It
is not immediately clear how to fix these problems unless new ideas are introduced.

1C. Geometric construction via Mumford’s theory. We remedy the situation by
giving a uniform geometric construction of (i)—(iii) regardless of the characteristic
of the coefficient field, starting from an abelian scheme A — S and a nondegenerate
line bundle L instead of a symplectic vector space. In the local case, the effect
is roughly to replace (V, (-, -)) by the rational p-adic Tate module V,A of A
with L-Weil pairing. (Here V), A is regarded as an ind-group scheme as explained
in Section 3A.) The construction makes sense even in characteristic p; it just
behaves differently. (For an analogy, think about A[p®] in characteristic p and
away from p.) Actually (i) and (ii) are basically treated in Mumford’s theory of
abelian varieties and theta functions. (As the results are often not in the desired
generality in the literature, we fill the gaps along the way. See the next paragraph.)
Once (i) and (ii) are done, (iii) is obtained without much difficulty. The theory is so
flexible as to allow the construction of the objects (i)—(iii) over an arbitrary locally
noetherian base scheme S.

Sections 2—4 of our paper follow the approach of [Mumford 2007, §§3-5] and
[Moret-Bailly 1985, §5] closely while adapting several facts in the classical theory
of theta correspondence (e.g., [Mceglin et al. 1987]) to the geometric setting. In
[Mumford 2007, §§3-5], the Heisenberg groups and their representations are studied
mostly over an (algebraically closed) field, and the scheme-theoretic approach in the
relative setting is only sketched on a few pages. Moret-Bailly consistently works in
the relative setting, but the theory is treated only at finite level. Our contribution is
to carry out the construction and justify necessary facts (e.g., Theorems 1.1 and 1.2)
at infinite level (in a p-adic or a finite adelic limit). As a byproduct we obtain
the (dual) lattice model over a general locally noetherian base scheme and deduce
the restriction property of Heisenberg and Weil representations (Section 4E and
Lemma 5.10) from the Kiinneth formula. (It turns out that lattice models always
exist, but Schrodinger models are often missing.) We can also make sense of matrix
coefficients and dual representations in this generality. It is hoped that the geometric
interpretation will shed light on some facts well known by other methods.

Our work is definitely not the first attempt toward a geometric construction of Weil
representations. This was considered in an unpublished manuscript of Harris [1987].
(It appears that the manuscript was planned to include an application to some cases
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of the symplectic-orthogonal theta correspondence, but that part was not written to
our knowledge.) His approach to Heisenberg groups and representations closely
follows that of Mumford [1966, 1967a, 1967b] and works only in characteristic 0
(even though ideas are often generalizable). Hence, his setting is simpler than
ours, and many scheme-theoretic issues do not arise there. His innovation is to
construct a Weil representation in the way that it is closely tied with the geometry
of Siegel modular varieties. On the other hand, our construction is so general that
it applies to almost any families of abelian varieties, but when specialized to the
universal abelian scheme over a Siegel modular variety, the two constructions of
Weil representations by us and by Harris are orthogonal in some sense.

From a different perspective and motivation, [Gurevich and Hadani 2007] con-
structs classical Weil representations for finite metaplectic groups as perverse
sheaves (Deligne’s idea), and the function field analogue is dealt with in [Lysenko
2006; Lafforgue and Lysenko 2009], for instance. Their constructions are quite
different from ours and do not seem to carry over to the number field case. In the
converse direction, our construction does not work in the function field case either.
The basic reason is that the p-adic symplectic (or metaplectic) group in our setting
appears as the automorphism group of a rational p-adic Tate module, which is a
vector space over (0, rather than something like [, ((?)).

In our setup, symplectic groups and metaplectic groups are defined as group
functors varying over the base. By introducing a level structure, we can trivialize the
rational Tate module (ind-scheme), which has the effect that those group functors
may be identified with constant families of groups. When the base is Spec C, we
precisely recover the classical notion of (i)—(iv) from our construction.

It is worth emphasizing that we have completely avoided the use of harmonic
analysis. This is only natural for our method to work in all characteristics uniformly.
In this regard, even when specialized to the classical case (over SpecC), our
construction of the Weil representation is different from the classical treatment (e.g.,
[Meeglin et al. 1987]).

As the reader can see, one of our crucial observations was to realize that Mum-
ford’s theory had the key to the main question raised in Section 1A. This may appear
to be a simple idea, but when we consulted a few experts on theta correspondence,
we learned that the idea was largely unnoticed though a similar idea must have been
conceived by some experts (e.g., [Harris 1987]).

1D. Mod p Weil representations. To study finite adelic objects, one may concen-
trate on one place at a time. So let us restrict ourselves to p-adic Heisenberg
groups and p-adic metaplectic groups. By the Stone—von Neumann theorem (more
precisely, its analogue in our setting), a family of Heisenberg representations, as
well as that of Weil representations, tends to be a constant family (modulo the
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line bundle pulled back from the base). However, things do change when moving
between points of different residue characteristic. Unsurprisingly, new phenomena
essentially occur in characteristic p. (This is related to the fact that A[p°] is étale
away from characteristic p.) It is worth noting that the Heisenberg and metaplectic
groups vary significantly in characteristic p as the isogeny type of A[ p>°] varies over
fibers. On the other hand, over a base ring like Z,,, a classical Weil representation
(over the generic fiber) specializes to a mod p Weil representation (Section 7D).

In view of these new phenomena, we feel that it is fundamental to understand
mod p Weil representations, namely when the base is Spec Fp. In order to make their
local nature more transparent, we present an alternative construction of mod p Weil
representations using p-divisible groups instead of abelian schemes (Section 6D).
Then lattice and Schrodinger models are studied in Sections 7B and 7C. There
remains the question of whether the Schrédinger model exists in the nonordinary
case (see the paragraph below Proposition 7.10). Another interesting question about
the p-adic metaplectic group itself is whether it arises from a double covering of
the p-adic symplectic group (see the questions in Section 5D).

1E. Weil representations of real metaplectic groups. Real Heisenberg groups and
real metaplectic groups do not appear in this paper. This is not defective but quite
natural if we want a uniform theory that works in positive characteristics as real
groups are not expected to have nice representations on Fp—vector spaces. In the
special case where the base is SpecC, it is possible to extend the Heisenberg
representations to real places (thereby one can define the real Weil representa-
tion) as explained in [Mumford 2007, §5, Application I] (also see Proposition 3.2
of the book).

1F. Summary of main results. Let A be an abelian scheme over a locally noether-
ian scheme S. Let f : L — A be a symmetric nondegenerate line bundle of index i
over A (0 <i <dimg A). Following Mumford, we construct the adelic Heisenberg
group @(L) =E§(A, L) fitting in a short exact sequence 1 — G,, — EE(L) —VA— 1.
A weight-1 representation of EE(L) is defined to be a quasicoherent Og-module
equipped with (Q(L) action such that A € G, acts by A. An (adelic) Heisenberg
representation of CQ(L) is an irreducible admissible and smooth &@(L) -representation
of weight 1 that does not vanish anywhere on S. (Admissibility and smoothness
are defined in Definitions 4.7 and 4.8.)

Theorem 1.1 (Stone—von Neumann theorem and Schur’s lemma, Theorem 4.15).
For any Heisenberg representation ¥ of ‘G(L), there is an equivalence of categories

( weight-1 smooth ) ~ (quasicoherent)
G(L)-representations Og-modules
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given by M +— Homg (¥, M) and N'+— I Q N, which are quasi-inverses of each
other.

Theorem 1.2 (Construction of Heisenberg representations, Corollary 4.14). The
Og-module V(L) := lim R’ f,(n*L) is a Heisenberg representation of 4(L).
—n

Theorem 1.3 (Construction of Weil representations, Section 5A). For any Heisen-
berg representation ¥ of 4(L), we can construct a “metaplectic” group functor
Mp(VA, el sitting in a sequence of group functors on (Sch/S)

1> G,, - Mp(VA, é") — Sp(VA, é") — 1, (-1

which is an exact sequence of groups upon evaluation at any locally noetherian
S-scheme.

Theorem 1.4 (Comparison with classical theory, Section 6A). In case S = Spec C,
a choice of level structure for VA equipped with L-Weil pairing allows one to identify
@(L), °l7(L), Sp(VA, éL) and Mp(VA, ) with the following objects in the classical
finite adelic sZting: the Heiseﬁ)erg group, Heisenberg representation, symplectic
group and metaplectic group, respectively. (Here the metaplectic group is a central
extension of the symplectic group by C* as can be seen from (1-1).)

The preceding theorems are also valid in the p-adic setting instead of the finite
adelic setting. (In particular, take limits over powers of p rather than all positive
integers, and use V, A in place of VA.) Moreover, the analogous construction works
for (X, (-, -)) in place of (A, L), where X is a p-divisible group over S with a
symplectic pairing (-, - ), granted that a Heisenberg representation exists for the
Heisenberg group associated with (X, (-, -)). This is most interesting when S is
an [ ,-scheme. A Heisenberg representation for (X, (-, -)) can be exhibited when
S = Spec k for an algebraically closed field k of characteristic p (but the author
does not know in what generality it exists) and leads to a construction of a mod p
Weil representation of a p-adic group functor over Spec k.

1G. Scope of applications and further developments. As we construct a family
of Weil representations from a family of abelian varieties and line bundles, it would
be natural to apply our results to the universal family of abelian varieties over
moduli spaces such as Shimura varieties. This should be related to metaplectic
automorphic forms and a worthy object already in characteristic 0. We hope that
our results will be of some use when studying theta correspondence via Shimura
varieties by methods in algebraic geometry, for instance in the context of Kudla’s
program [2002].

When there is a Weil representation, it is very natural to consider a reductive
dual pair and the resulting theta correspondence (Section 1A). In the sequel [Shin
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> 2012], we do this for the newly constructed mod p Weil representation of a
p-adic metaplectic group.

In order to access many cases of mod p Weil representations and theta corre-
spondence, a necessary step would be to explicate the models in Section 7 further,
especially in the case of supersingular abelian varieties (or p-divisible groups).

1H. Contents and organization of the paper. This article is naturally divided into
two parts. Under each part we have listed some of the main contents. The sequel
[Shin > 2012] may be regarded as Part III.

Part I. Heisenberg groups and Heisenberg representations

 Construction of the p-adic or adelic Heisenberg group and Heisenberg repre-
sentation from an abelian scheme A and a nondegenerate line L bundle over a
locally noetherian scheme S. (Sections 2—4)

o A description of the Heisenberg group as G,, x VA with a twisted group law,
where VA is the “rational Tate module”, when L is symmetric. (Section 3E)

o A study of the category of representations of the Heisenberg group, subsuming
the Stone—von Neumann theorem and Schur’s lemma. (Proposition 2.12 and
Theorem 4.15)

Part II. Weil representations, level structures and explicit models

« Construction of the p-adic or adelic metaplectic group and the Weil represen-
tation over S. (Sections 5A and 5D)

o Comparison with classical theory via level structure. (Sections 6A—6B)

« Weil representations over F p of p-adic metaplectic group; Igusa level structure;
an approach via a p-divisible group replacing the role of an abelian variety.
(Sections 6C-6D)

« Study of lattice and Schrodinger models; examples. (Section 7)

11. Notation and convention. If S is a scheme, denote by (Sch/S§), (Flat/S) and
(LocNoeth/S) the categories of S-schemes, flat S-schemes and locally noetherian
S-schemes, respectively. All fppf sheaves on § in sets or groups are considered
on a small fppf site. Their category is a full subcategory of the category functors
from (Flat/S) to the category of sets or groups. An Og-module always means a
quasicoherent Og-module in this article and is often viewed as an fppf sheaf on §
as well. The category of Og-modules is denoted QCohyg.

An object of (Flat/S) may be viewed as an fppf sheaf in sets on S, and this
induces a fully faithful functor. The underlined notation such as Hom, End and
Aut denotes a sheaf or a functor (rather than just a set, a group, a ring, etc.) in the
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appropriate category determined by the context. Often Mp and Sp are defined as
group functors on (Sch/S). o o

In this article we will usually work in (Sch/S) for a base scheme S. In particular,
any morphism of schemes is always assumed to be an S-morphism, and a fiber
product is taken over S unless specified otherwise. The tensor product of two
Os-modules is denoted by ® (rather than ®q;) if there is no danger of confusion.

2. Finite Heisenberg groups and their representations

We use the following notation:
o §is ascheme,
e f:A— §isan abelian scheme over S of relative dimension g > 1,
e fV:AY — S is the dual abelian scheme (cf. [Faltings and Chai 1990, 1.1]),
o L is a line bundle over A,

e Ty : AxsT — A xgT is the translation by x, where T is an S-scheme and
x e AT),

e AL :A— A is the morphism sending x to T*L ® L™,

When we think of L, we will often go between two equivalent viewpoints: either
as an invertible sheaf & of Og-modules on A or as a line bundle equipped with a
projection 7w : L — A (cf. [Mumford et al. 1994, 1.3]). Given L, the corresponding &
is described as (U) ={s:U — L | 7 os =idy } for each open subscheme U of A.
By setting L = Spec(®,<0F®") (relative spectrum over A), we recover L from <.
In order to avoid cumbersome switch of notation, we just write L for either L or
the corresponding <.

2A. Nondegenerate line bundles.

Definition 2.1. A line bundle L over A is (relatively) nondegenerate it .y : A — AY
is a finite morphism.

Lemma 2.2. If L is nondegenerate, then
(1) A is anisogeny (a surjective quasifinite homomorphism of group schemes) and
(i1) ker Ay is a finite flat group scheme over S.

Proof. We know that A is compatible with the group scheme structures. Surjectivity
and quasifiniteness follow from the case of S = Spec k for a field k when the result is
well known (cf. [Bosch et al. 1990, Lemma 1, page 178]). Part (ii) is a consequence
of the fact that any isogeny of abelian schemes is finite flat. U

Lemma 2.3. The following are equivalent:

(1) L is nondegenerate in the above sense.
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(i1) For every point s € S, the fiber L over A is nondegenerate (i.e., Ar, is finite).

(iii) For every geometric point's € S, the fiber Ls over Ay is nondegenerate (i.e.,
AL IS finite).

Proof. 1t is obvious that (i) implies (ii). By the flat base change theorem (applied to
the base extension from s to s), (ii) and (iii) are equivalent. It remains to deduce (i)
from (ii). Observe that (ii) implies that A, is quasifinite. An easy application of the
valuative criterion shows that Ay is proper. Hence, Ay is finite. U

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that A is defined over S = Spec k, where k is a field. For
a nondegenerate line bundle L, there exists a unique integer 0 <ind(L) < g (the
index of L) such that H™®) (A, L) # 0.

Proof. See [Mumford 1974, §16] when k is algebraically closed. The general case
is reduced to the algebraically closed case by the flat base change theorem. U

In general the following result is well known. We present a proof as we were
incompetent in finding a handy reference.

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that S is locally noetherian. Let L be a nondegenerate line
bundle over A. The index function s — ind(Ly) from S to Z is locally constant (with
Zariski topology on S).

Proof. As the question is local, we may assume that S is noetherian and con-
nected. We know that s — dim H'(Ay, Ly) is upper semicontinuous and that
s — x(Ly) is constant. Let m be the maximum value of i such that the function
s — dim H' (Ay, Ly) is nonzero. (We know m < g.) The constancy of x (L) and
Lemma 2.4 imply that ind(Ly) € {m,m —2,m —4, ...} for all s € §. Since the
specialization map ¢"*!(s) : R"*! f,.L ® k(s) — H™' (A, Ly) = 0 is trivially
surjective, [Hartshorne 1977, Theorem III.12.11(a)] says that it is an isomorphism
for every s € S; hence, Rl Jf«L =0. Then Part (b) of the cited theorem implies that
@™ (s) is surjective for all s € S. On the other hand, @™ (s)isalso trivially surjective
for s € S, so the same theorem shows that R f, L is locally free on S and that ¢™ (s)
is an isomorphism. Therefore, ind(L;) = m for all s € S, and we are done.2 O

Definition 2.6. A line bundle L over A is nondegenerate of index i € Z if ind(L;) =i
forall s € S.

Remark 2.7. A nondegenerate line bundle of index 0 is none other than a relatively
ample line bundle.

2We refer to [Hartshorne 1977] only for convenience as it has the exact form of the theorem we
need. As it is written, it applies to a (locally) projective abelian scheme A over S. This is no problem
as projectivity can be relaxed to properness by [Grothendieck 1963, I11.7.7].
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2B. Heisenberg groups. Define an S-subgroup scheme K (L) :=ker Ay of A. Con-
cretely, the group K (L)(T) for each S-scheme T consists of x € A(T) such that
TY(LxT)~(LxT)® p>M for some line bundle M on S, where pr: AxT — T
is the projection map. If L is nondegenerate, then K (L) is a finite flat group scheme
by Lemma 2.2.

Let us define a group-valued contravariant functor Aut(L/A) on (Sch/S). The
group Aut(L/A)(T) consists of pairs (¥, x), where x e A(T) and  : LXT — LxT
is an isomorphism such that the following diagram commutes:

LxT—w>L><T

(ﬂ,l)j L(n,l)

T,
AxT —AXxT

The group law is provided by (Y1, x1) (Y2, x2) = (Y¥1¥2, x1 + x2). The functor
Aut(L/A) is representable by a group scheme denoted (L) and called a theta group
or a Heisenberg group (scheme). There is a natural sequence of S-group schemes

1—> G, —>%L)—> K(L)—1, 2-1)

where the maps are respectively o — (o, 0) and (¥, x) — x on T-valued points.
We identified G, with the automorphisms of L over A. The argument in the proof
of [Mumford 1974, §23, Theorem 1] shows that (2-1) is exact as Zariski sheaves.
The commutator map G(L) x 4(L) — 4(L) given by (y1, y2) — 1 )/2)/1_1)/2_1 has
image in G, and induces a bilinear pairing

el K(L) x K(L) = Gy,.

Lemma 2.8. If L is nondegenerate, then e* is symplectic, namely alternating and
nondegenerate. (The latter means that an isomorphism K (L) = Homg (K (L), G)
is induced by e*.)

Proof. See [Moret-Bailly 1985, TV.2.4(i1)]. O

2C. The Stone—von Neumann theorem and Schur’s lemma. From here on we
will always assume that L is nondegenerate, unless it is said otherwise.

Definition 2.9 [Moret-Bailly 1985, V.1.1]. Let G be a group scheme over S and
% an Og-module (always assumed to be quasicoherent). We say that & is a G-
representation (on an Og-module) when % is equipped with a morphism of fppf
sheaves in groups G — Aut, (¥). A morphism between two G-representations %
and %; is a morphism of Og-modules &; — %, compatible with G-actions. The
same definition makes sense when G is replaced with an fppf sheaf in groups.
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Remark 2.10. When G is a group functor on (Sch/S), a representation of G will
mean an Og-module F equipped with a morphism of group functors G — Autg (F),
where Autg (%) is regarded as the group functor T — Autg, (¥®g,0r) on (Sch/S).

Definition 2.11 [Moret-Bailly 1985, V.2.1, V.2.3]. A 94(L)-representation F is of
weight w € Z if 3, acts on F via the character A — A". A %(L)-representation
is irreducible if every G(L)-subrepresentation ¥’ of & has the form F = F Q¢ $
for some ideal sheaf $ of Oy (equipped with trivial §(L)-action).

Most of the time our focus will be on representations of weight 1 or —1. The
following result due to Moret-Bailly (but see Remark 2.14 below) is crucial in
understanding weight-1 representations of 4(L).

Proposition 2.12. Let & be a 4(L)-representation of weight 1. Suppose that % is a
locally free Og-module of rank deg L.

(1) % is an irreducible 4(L)-representation.

(ii) There is an equivalence between the category of Os-modules and the category
of G(L)-representations of weight 1 on Og-modules given by N — F QN
and M +— Home ;,(F, M), which are canonically quasi-inverses of each other.
(The composition of the two functors in any order is canonically isomorphic to
the identity functor.)

(iii) If & is another weight-1 G(L)-representation that is locally free of rank deg L,
then there exists a unique (up to isomorphism) line bundle M on S such that
F =F QM.
@iv) %(L)(@) =~ Og canonically.
Proof. The first two assertions are contained in [Moret-Bailly 1985, V.2.4.2, V.2.4.3].
As for (iii), clearly (ii) implies that there is an Og-module .l such that ¥ = F ® J.

As ¥ and F are locally free of the same rank, it follows that .l is locally free of
rank 1. Part (iv) is a consequence of (ii) since Eﬂi%( L)(@) i~ Eﬂl@s (05) ~0g. O

For each 0 < j < g, note that R/ f, L is naturally a %(L)-representation of
weight 1 (which could be the zero sheaf) in the above sense. We will need the
following fundamental result on (L )-representations:

Proposition 2.13. Assume that S is locally noetherian and that L has index i.
(i) R’/ fuL =0 unless j =i.

(ii) R’ fiL is locally free, and (rankgy R f.L)? = rankg K (L) = (deg L)% In
particular, it satisfies the condition of Proposition 2.12.

(iii) (R fil)y >~ Hi(A;, Ly) for each s € S.
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Proof. Wheni =0, (i) and (ii) were deduced in [Mumford et al. 1994, Chapter 0, §5]
from [Grothendieck 1963, 111.7.7.5, 111.7.7.10, 111.7.8.4.]. The same results of
[Grothendieck 1963] imply (i) and (ii) for arbitrary i. Part (iii) amounts to the
assertion that ¢’ (s) is an isomorphism as shown in the proof of Lemma 2.5. [

Remark 2.14. When S = Spec k for an algebraically closed field k, the results of
this subsection in this case were proved in the appendix of [Sekiguchi 1977]. (The
proof is attributed to Mumford; cf. [Mumford 1966, §1].) The sheaf R! f«L provides
us with a k-vector space H'(A, L) with an action of §(L). Proposition 2.13 says
that H' (A, L) is the unique (up to isomorphism) irreducible 9(L)-representation
of weight 1. When S = Spec C, Proposition 2.12 implies the classical Stone von—
Neumann theorem for finite Heisenberg groups on C-vector spaces.

2D. Matrix coefficient map. Let & be as in Proposition 2.12. Then
F" = Hom (%, Os)
is a §(L)-representation of weight —1 via
(y- o)) =v'(ytv), ye9l), veF, v eF. (2-2)

Equip Homg (4(L), Os) with a structure of G(L) x 4(L)-representation via

(7, ) =65 'yn),  v1, 2,7 €4(L), ¢ eHomg (G4(L), Os). (2-3)

Lemma 2.15. The map sending v @ v to y — v (yv) yields an isomorphism of
G(L) x 4(L)-representations

F® 7" = Homg (4(L), O).

Proof. See [Moret-Bailly 1985, Theorem V.2.4.2(i)]. [l

3. Adelic and p-adic Heisenberg groups

In this section we consider not only a single abelian scheme A but also coverings
of A simultaneously in order to obtain a theory of p-adic and adelic Heisenberg
groups. Although it would be natural to deal with a tower of abelian schemes in the
sense of Mumford [1967b, §7], which involves all isogenies to A, we have chosen
to work with only multiplication-by-n maps (n € Z.¢) in favor of simplicity and
concreteness. (If one wishes to make the analogue of Mumford’s polarized tower of
abelian schemes in our context, one may relax the ampleness condition and allow
line bundles to be nondegenerate.)

Keep the notation from the previous section. In particular, L is a nondegenerate
line bundle over A. We do not assume that L is symmetric until Section 3E. No
condition (such as being locally noetherian) is imposed on S in Section 3.
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3A. Construction of T and V. This subsection is about a general construction.
Let X be a commutative group scheme over S. Foreachn € Z.g,letn: X — X
denote the multiplication-by-n map by a slight abuse of notation. Assume that

for every n > 1, the map n is finite and flat. (%)
Set X[n] := kern, which is a finite flat group scheme, and

TX :=1limX|[n]
0

with respect to m : X[mn] — X|[n] for each m, n > 1. Since the latter maps are
finite (thus affine) S-morphisms, [Grothendieck 1964, IV.8.2.3] implies that the
limit 7 X exists in the category of S-group schemes. The underlying structure ring
isTX = Spec(lim Ox{y)), and as a group functor

TX(T) ={(xp)r=1 | xr € X[r[(T), rxps =x,, ifr,s =1}

Define an ind-group scheme
VX:=limTX
—

with respect to m : T X — T X (from the n-th copy of T X to the mn-th copy for all
m,n > 1). As a group functor, for each S-scheme T,

VX(T)={(x)r>11x€X(T), Nx;=0forsome N > 1, rx,; =x,, Vr,s>1}.

(3-D
By a variant of Yoneda’s lemma, V X is determined as an ind group scheme by
the above description as a group functor. By allowing m and 7 to run over powers
of a prime p, we can similarly define T, and V),. Note that there is a canonical
isomorphism T'X ~ [[,T, X, functorial in X.

There is a canonical action of Z on T X coming from the compatible canonical
actions of Z/rZ on X[r] for r > 1. The Z-action on TX patches to an action of
A® = h_r)nn %’Z\ on VX. Similarly Z, and Q, act on 7,,X and V, X, respectively.

The construction of TX, VX, T, X and V), X is functorial in X and carries over
to commutative flat ind-group schemes X satisfying () above. For instance, 7\, X
and V, X make sense for p-divisible groups X over §.

Example 3.1. There exist natural isomorphisms TG, >~ T oo, T(Q/Z) =~ z,
T,(Q,/Z,) = Z, and TGy, = Ty poo.

Example 3.2. We have T, = Spi:(li_n)l Os[T]/ (T?" — 1)) with transition maps
F(T) = f(TP).

Example 3.3. If X has bounded torsion (there exists n > 1 such that X[n] = X [mn]
forallm > 1),then TX, VX, T,X and V,X are all trivial group schemes.
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An important case is when X is an abelian scheme. An isogeny of abelian scheme
a: A" — A is said to be bounded if ker o C A[n] for some n > 1. (This condition
is automatic if S has finitely many connected components because the fiberwise
rank of ker « is locally constant on S but not in general; suppose that S = | i=15j
and that for each j, S; # & and « is the multiplication by j on A X §;. Then « is
not bounded.) A map of ind-group schemes B : VA" — VA is said to be bounded
if mTA C B(nTA") C TA for some m, n > 1. The same notion is defined for a map
V,X' — V,%, where X" and X are p-divisible groups over S.

Lemma 3.4. Let o : A" — A be a bounded isogeny of abelian schemes. The induced
map V («) : VA" — VA sending (x,);>1 to ((x,))r>1 is a bounded isomorphism.

Proof. We remark that the boundedness of « is needed to ensure that V («) is an
invertible map. Also note that if kera C A’[m], then mTA C V (a)(TA)) C TA. O

Remark 3.5. In the geometric theory of theta functions a la Mumford, one reason
why VA naturally shows up is that an (ample) line bundle over A can be trivialized
over VA. In this regard, VA is the analogue of the universal covering spaces for com-
plex abelian varieties. Unsurprisingly, we will see VA appearing in the construction
of adelic Heisenberg groups and Weil representations.

Lemma 3.6. The scheme TA is flat over S and defines an fppf sheaf in groups on
(Flat/S). The ind-scheme VA also defines an fppf sheaf in groups on (Flat/S). The
same is true for T, A and V, A.

Proof. Let us show that 7A is flat over S. We may assume that S is affine. Let
S = Spec C and A[n] = Spec B, forn > 1. As m : A[mn] — A[n] is surjective, we
see that m* : B, — By, is injective. Since B, is a flat C-algebra, li_r)an is also
one. Hence, the assertion about 7A follows. The fppf sheaf axiom for VA is easily
deduced from that for TA. The case of 7, A and V, A is proved in the same way. []

Consider a category of p-divisible groups over S in which morphisms are bounded
isogenies, and then obtain a new category by inverting bounded isogenies. When X
is a p-divisible group over S, let A_utg’b(E) denote the automorphism group functor
on (Sch/S) arising from the latter category. Let A_utg(VpE) be the group functor
on (Sch/S) assigning bounded automorphisms. Define a map

£ : Autg (%) > Aut§(V, %)
by a > ((xpr)r=0 > (@(xpr))r=0), where x; € X and x,r = px,r+1.
Lemma 3.7. The above map & is an isomorphism.

Proof. It suffices to present the inverse map £ ! of &. Leta € A_uttS’(VPE) so that
p"T, %X C p"a(T,X) C T,X for some m > n > 0. For each r > 0, p"a maps
(1/p")T, X% to itself, thus inducing a map X[p"] — X[p"] by taking quotients
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by T, X. By patching these maps, we obtain a map o’ : ¥ — X such that ker’ is
killed by p™; hence, &' is bounded. Then we define £ ! (a) = p~™"«’. It is routine
to verify that £~ is indeed the inverse map of &. U

3B. Construction of adelic and p-adic Heisenberg groups. Let A be the S -group
scheme equipped with u : A — A, which is the inverse limit of the coverings
n:A — A for all integers n > 1 (cf. [Mumford 2007, 4.27]). The limit A exists as
a group scheme because the maps n are affine, again due to [Grothendieck 1964,
I1V.8.2.3]. We have that TA = Kkeru in the notation of Section 3A. Set %TA =
u~'(A[n]) = ker(nu). (We interpret u~'(A[n]) as A x, 4 A[n].)

Lemma 3.8. For eachn € Z.o, K(n*L) >~ A x,2 4 K(L) canonically. In other
words,
Km*L)(T) ={x € A(T) | n>x € K(L)(T) }.

Proof. Set Lt :=L xT. For x € A(T),
Tin*Lr ® (n*Ly) ™' ~n*(TinLr ® L)~ T Ly ® L',
where the second isomorphism results from the theorem of the square. Therefore,
x € K(m*L)(T) if and only if n>x € K (L)(T). O
Set T(A, L) :=u~"(K(L)) and 1T (A, L) := (nu)~'(K (L)). There are canoni-

cal identifications (as schemes over A)

lTA ~ lim A[mn] and T(A,L)>1lim K(m*L).

n m=1 m=1
We have a natural projection u : %TA — A[n]. Form,neZ.y, m: A — A induces
L 743 174 Its inverse map is denoted by + : 174 = L TA. Similarly, there are
mn n m n mn
natural maps

%T(A,L):T(A,n*L)—»K(n*L) and ~:lra s L1,
n m n mn

A concrete description of 7'(A, L) is that for each S-scheme T,
T(A,LYT)={(x)r=11x € A(T), x1 € K(L)(T), x, =5Xxp5, Vr,s > 1}.

The ind-group scheme VA (Section 3A) is canonically identified with the ind-scheme
arising from { ,llTA}nZ 1 with the inclusions %TA — ﬁTA for m,n > 1 as can be
seen by the commutative diagram

TA TA

n]w mnTN

17AC LTA — -
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There are natural inclusions 174 < vA and 1 ~T(A,L)— VA foreachn > 1.

Set %(n*L) = (Q(n*L) xK(n*L) 2 LT(A, L) We will denote by j, the canonical
projection ‘Q(n*L) — T(A L). The next lemma will endow us with an inclusion
later. (See (3-4).)

Lemma 3.9. Let T be an S-scheme, x' € A(T) and (y, x) € 4(n*L)(T). Suppose
that x = mx'. Then there exists a unique ' : (mn)*L = (mn)*L such that

', x") € 9((mn)*L)(T) and

/

(mn)* L —> (mn)*L

L

n*L ———n*L

commutes, where the vertical maps are the projection maps (as (mn)*L is the fiber
product of n*L with A over m : A — A).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that » = 1. The uniqueness
is easy. If (¥/,x"), (¥", x") € 4(m*L)(T) have the property as above, then the
difference (v”(y')~!, 0) is in the image of some ¢ € G,,(T) under G,, — Y(L).
This means that (3-2) remains commutative after multiplying ¢ to the top arrow.
This implies that t = 1 and ¥' = ¢".

Let us verify the existence of ¥’. The fact that (v, x) € 9G(L)(T) induces an
isomorphism & : L = T.FL making the top triangle in the left diagram commute. In
the following two diagrams, the rectangles are cartesian squares. (We are abusing
the notation to use A and L to denote A xg T and L xgT'.)

L v m*L v/
K ~ m*g =
T'L —> [ Tim*L —— m*L
TX A A T\‘ A

Then m*Lm:Sm*Tx*L ~ Tm*L. (The latter holds because m o v = T om.) Let
V' € Aut(m*L)(T) be the latter map composed with Tm*L ~ m*L in the above
diagram. Then (', x") € §(m*L)(T), so (3-2) commutes up to an automorphism
of L fixing L — A. Such an automorphism is a multiplication by s € O7. The
commutativity of (3-2) is achieved by multiplying ¢ to v'. U

Remark 3.10. (This remark is to be recalled in the proof of Lemma 4.5.) By
associating ¥ to x” € A[m](T) with x =0 and ¥ = id in Lemma 3.9, we can define
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an action of A[m] on (mn)*L. This action is the same as the A[m]-action induced
on (mn)*L via Proposition 4.1 (by taking G = A[m] and £ tobe n : A — A). This
can be seen from the fact that the quotient of (mn)*L with respect to the former
A[m]-action is n*L, as shown in the proof of Lemma 3.15.

Corollary 3.11. For each S-scheme T, the set @(n*L)(T) may be described as the
set of (Y, x;)r>1 Such that

i) Yy, x,) €9((rn)*L)(T) forall r > 1,
(11) x, = sxp5 forallr,s > 1 and

(iii) the following diagram commutes for all r, s > 1:

(rsn)*L N (rsn)*L

L,

* r *
rn*L —rn*L

Proof The set of (¥, x,)r>1 In the corollary will be temporarlly called E%(n*L)(T).
As %(n*L) G(n*L) XK@wrL) 73 LT(A, L), we see that Cg(n*L)(T) consists of ¥
and (x,),>1 such that (Y1, x;) € $(n*L)(T) and x, = sx,; forall r, s > 1.

There is an obvious map

Go(n*LY(T) — G(n*L)(T) (3-3)

forgetting v, for r > 2. By Lemma 3.9, for a choice of ¥ and (x,),>1, there exists
a sequence (Y, ),>2 satisfying (iii) of the corollary, and such a sequence is unique.
Therefore, (3-3) is a bijection. U

Henceforth, ?é(n*L) is viewed as the S-group scheme whose associated group
functor is described as in Corollary 3.11. It is flat over S and defines an fppf sheaf
on S by essentially the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.6. Thanks to
Lemma 3.9, we have a map of group schemes

inmn - G(n*L) — G((mn)*L) (3-4)

sending (Y, x;),>1) = ((Y), x/)r>1) on T-valued points, where x, = x,,, and

.= Yrm.

Lemma 3.12. The following diagram commutes, and its rows are fppf exact:

1 G Gn*L) —— LT(A, L) ——1

\id ll l 1/m

| — Gy — B((mn)* L) > s T(A, L) — 1
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Proof. Everything is obvious except perhaps the surjectivity. The map j, is fppf
surjective as it is a base change of the fppf surjective map $(n*L) — K(n*L)
(cf. Section 2B). Similarly, jy, is fppf surjective. U

Let us define an ind-group scheme via iy y,:
G(L) :=1im G(n*L).
n
Under the limit, the maps nj, : C§(n*L) — 1T(A L) induce a map ] <Q(L) — VA.

The fact that (g(n*L) are fppf sheaves shows that (Q(L) is also one. We have a
commutative diagram where rows are fppf exact sequences:

1—> Gy —=G(n*L) —= T, L) —1
\ id L l natural (3-5)
1 G YLy ——=vaA 1

Lemma 3.13. Let A’ be an abelian scheme over S and a : A’ — A a bounded
isogeny. Then o induces an isomorphism §(a) : G(a*L) — G(L) fitting in the
commutative diagram below:

| — Gy —G(a*L) — VA — 1

lid ~L@(a) ~\ V)

1 G G(L) VA 1

Proof. The map E@(oz) comes from the maps @((x*n*L) — @(n*L) for n > 1, which
are constructed as (¥, x,),>1 — (¢, @(x,)),>1. Here ¢ : L = L is obtained from
%(a*n*L) by taking the quotient of the diagram below by the action of ker o:

¥
oa*n*L — a*n*L

It is straightforward to verify that @(a) is compatible with the maps id and V («)
and thus an isomorphism. ([l

Now let L’ be a line bundle over A’ such that L’ ~ «*L. This induces an
isomorphism @(L’ )~ @(a*L). It is easy to check that the latter isomorphism is
independent of the choice of the isomorphism L’ >~ «* L. By composing with @(a),
we obtain an isomorphism @(L/ ) >~ @(L).
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Lemma 3.14. Let A, A', a, L and L' be as above. The isomorphism @(L/) ~ @(L)
fits into the following commutative diagram:

1 —= Gy —=4) —= VA — 1

- T

| — Gp —G(L) VA 1

Proof. In view of Lemma 3.13, it is enough to note the obvious commutativity:

G — G(L') — VA’

-

Gn — G(a*L) — VA’ O
3C. The map 6. Define o) : TA — %(L) by (x,),>1 > (id, x;) and
51 :TA — G(L) =9(L) x 1) T(A, L)

by o7 and the natural inclusion TA < T (A, L). Forn > 1, set 6, := i} ,00,. Further
composing with the projection Eé(n*L) — 4(n*L), we obtain g, : TA — 4(n*L).
By construction, o,,s are compatible with the inclusions i, ,, for m,n > 1 and thus
yield amap 6 : TA — @(L). Note that 6, 0, (n > 1) and ¢ are morphisms of
(ind-)group schemes and that G,, N6 (nTA) = {1} in @(L) for every n > 1.

Lemma 3.15 [Mumford 2007, Proposition 4.13].
(i) Ny, (6 (nTA) = Zg (6 (nTA)).
(i) Zg,)(6(nTA)) =~ G(n*L) canonically.
(iii) There is an isomorphism Ng(6 (nTA))/6 (nTA) = G(n*L) induced by the
canonical maps

Ng1, (6 (nTA)) = G(n*L) —» G(n*L).

Proof. As usual, we implicitly work on 7-points for some S-scheme 7. Let
X =(¢r,Xr)r>1 € N@(L)(c?(nTA)) and Y = (Y, yr)r>1 € 6 (nTA). Part (i) follows
from the fact that

XYx 'y 'eG,nénTA) = {1).

Let us prove (ii). For some m > 1, (¢, x,),>1 € gé((mn)*L) may represent
an element of %(L). It suffices to show that if (¢/, x,),>; centralizes & (nTA),
then (@), X.)r>1 = in.mn((¢r, X,)r>1) for some (¢r, x,),>1 € 4(n*L). Consider the
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commutative diagram

/

¥,
(rmn)*L —— (rmn)*L

.
T,

A—A

The image of 6 (nTA) in CE((mn)*L) is none other than &,,,(nTA), which consists of
(Y, ¥r)r>1 such that y, € A[rm]. Recall that A[m] acts on (rmn)*L as explained
at the beginning of Remark 3.10. Let us verify that the whole diagram (3-6) is A[m]-
equivariant. (In fact it is even A[rm]-equivariant.) Since (¢, x,),>1 commutes
with elements of &,,(nTA), the top arrow in the diagram is A[m]-equivariant. The
vertical maps are A[m]-equivariant by [Mumford 2007, Lemma 4.11]. The same
fact is obvious for the bottom map. By taking quotients of (3-6) by A[m], we

obtain ¢, such that the following commutes:

(rn)*L L (rn)*L

|

A—"— A

By Lemma 3.9, (¢,, X,)r>1 = in,mn((¢r, mx,),>1). The proof of (ii) is complete.
For the proof of (iii), it is enough to note that the image of 6 (nTA) in 4(n*L)

consists of (¢, x,),>1 such that (¢1, x1) is the identity element. O

Lemma 3.16. Let (A, L) be as before, a : A’ — A be a bounded isogeny and
L' =a*L. Let 6' : TA' — %(L’") denote the analogue of 6 constructed from (A’, L").
Then the following commutes:

TA' —2—=G(L")

Olj Nl@(a)

& ~

TA ——=%(L)

Proof. Let (x,),>1 € TA". Both @(a) o6’ and 6 oo map (x,),>; to (id, a((x,),>1))
in G(L). 0

3D. The pairing é-. In analogy with e’ in Section 2B, we obtain a bilinear com-
mutator pairing from the bottom row of (3-5),

el VAX VA > G,
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which is a morphism of ind-group schemes over S. On the other hand, the Z/nZ-
linear Weil pairings

eL Vel Aln] x Aln] = pn = Gy,

n

for n > 1 are glued to an A*-linear pairing (cf. Section 3A)
ebWel . VA x VA — VG,

Concretely on the functors of points, the map is

(dnz1, Ondnz1) = (e (Enns YNn)) ey
where N > 1 is such that x;, y; € A[N 2]. The definition is independent of N. The
right side is an element of V G,, since eL ; Weil " (XNmn> YNmn)" = egzwm (XNn, YNn) for
anym,n>1. Letb: VG, — G, be the map b((xr)r>1) = x1 in the notation of (3-1).

Lemma 3.17. The pairing é* is nondegenerate, and é* = b o &% Well,

Proof. The nondegeneracy of é~ is deduced from the nondegeneracy of ¢”  for all
n > 1 (Lemma 2.8). Indeed if - were degenerate, there would be an S-scheme T
and a nonzero section x € - T(A L)(T) such that - (x, y) = 1 for any section y of
VA in a T-scheme. Choose alarge enough m > 1 such that x ¢ 6 (mnTA). Then x has
nontrivial image X in - T(A L)/6 (mnTA) >~ K ((mn)*L), but by the assumption,
X pairs trivially with any section of K ((mn)*L) via e"™"L This contradicts the
nondegeneracy of ¢™""L

Let us now prove the second assertion. Let (¢, x), (¢, y) € @(L), and write
X = (Xp)n>1,Y = (Vn)n>1 € VA. For any N > 1 chosen as above,

b (XN (()nz1, ndnz1)) = eL Weﬂ(x,vn, ) = et on, yn)V = e (e ).

(The second equality is standard. See Property (5) of [Mumford 1974, §23] for
instance.) Consider the following commutative diagram:

| —> Gy —= G(ND*L) ——= K(N)*L) — 1

SR

| — Gy — G((N?)*L) —— T (A, (N?)*L) — 1

LT

1 G (L) VA 1

Let x" = (x,)n>1 and y' = (y),)n>1 be such that x, = xy2, and y, = yy2,. Note that
x1, ¥; € AIN*]1 C K((N»*L); thus, x’, y' € T (A, (N*)*L). The commutativity of
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the diagram allows us to equalize the commutator pairing for each row. The second
assertion follows from

~ _ _ 2\
b, )=y 'y = eV L(x], y)) = eL(Nx}, Ny)) =eF(x1, y1). O

3E. Symmetric line bundles and the map t. Our construction of 7 is based on
[Mumford 2007, §4] as well as Step V in Appendix I of that book. From here
on, assume that L is symmetric, i.e., (—1)*L ~ L. There is an isomorphism (e.g.,
appeal to Lemma 3.14 with A=A’ a =—land L' =L)

G((—1)*L) > 9(L) (3-7)

uniquely characterized as follows. If (¢,, x;),>1 is mapped to (¥, —x,),>1, then
the diagram below commutes, where the vertical maps are induced by the pullback
along (—1): A — A:

(1)L = (—1)*L
L—"

A choice of an isomorphism / : L >~ (—1)*L induces @(L) = @((—1)*L). By
composing with (3-7), we obtain an isomorphism

il %) > %41

and can show that it is independent of the choice of I (cf. [Mumford 2007, Propo-
sition 4.16]). The situation may be understood through a commutative diagram:

| G 4Ly —>va |
lid liL L—l (3-8)
1 G Gy —=va 1

For each n > 1, clearly the map x — xi%(x)~! from @(n*L) to Eé(n*L) factors
as the composite of j, : §(n*L) — ’%T(A, L) and h,, : n—lzT(A, L) — %4(n*L). We
construct 7, as the composite

1 % 1 hon = *
sl (A D)= 5 5T )= G((2n)*L).

When n is odd, T, : nl—zT(A, L) — %(n*L) is defined as

1
Lran2lra n s gen.
n n
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It is readily checked that T, are compatible with i, ,,, for m, n > 1 so that they glue
together to a map 7 : VA — %(L). (Note that 7, and T,,, provide sections in the
diagram of Lemma 3.12.) By construction, 7 is a section of j, namely

jot =id. (3-9)

The map 7 enables us to identify @(L) with G, x VA equipped with a certain
group law that resembles the classical Heisenberg group law. To be precise, define
a group law on G, x VA by

(A, 2) - (o y) = (-5 (3x, ¥), x + ). (3-10)
Lemma 3.18 [Mumford 2007, Proposition 4.18.B]. The map

Gm x VA= G(L), (A, x)— A T(x)
is an isomorphism of ind-group schemes over S.

Proof. The above map is readily seen to be an isomorphism of ind-schemes over S
from the row exactness of (3-8) together with (3-9). It remains to check the
homomorphism property. Set X = 7(x/2) and y = 7(y/2). Let A, u € G,,. Then
AT (Y) = Aut(x) T(y)

= ausit (75t

= apufit (@7 IO IR ® )

= et (jEE @Y, j3) yxHGEH ™

= et (v, /) TE+7) = huet (/2 ) TE+5). O

It is natural to ask about the difference between ¢ and 7|74, which are maps
from TA to %(L). Consider the map

el 1 1TA — Gy, el(x)=6%(2x) 2(2x0) 7. (3-11)
Lemma 3.19. The map el is a quadratic form factoring as
ITA —» A[2] - po = Gy,

where %TA — A[2] and yu, — G, are canonical surjection and injection. In
particular, & and T coincide on 2 - TA. Forall x,y € %TA (viewed as T -valued
points for each S-scheme T),

er(x+y) e ler (T = et (x, )2

Proof. The proof of [Mumford 2007, Proposition 4.18.C] is easily adapted to the
scheme-theoretic setting as in the proof of the last lemma. (]
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Lemma 3.20. Consider (A’, L") and (A, L) with a bounded isogeny o : A’ — A
such that L' = o*L. Suppose that L' and L are symmetric. Then the following
diagram commutes, where the row isomorphisms are as in Lemma 3.18:

Gy x VA ——= (L)
~j<id,V(a)> ~l%)

G x VA ——=G(L)

Proof. The proof is reduced to checking il o@(a) = @(a) o i, which amounts to
the commutativity of the outer rectangle below:

~ I o~ G(—1) ~
G(L') —=G((=1)*L") —=%4(L")

l@(a) L@((x) l@(a)
I G(-1)

o~ 2 A~ ( b
G(L) —=G((=D*L) —= (L)

The maps I; and I, are induced by any choice of isomorphisms L’ >~ (—1)*L’
and L >~ (—1)*L (since such isomorphisms allow us to make the identifications
Aut(L'/A) ~ Aut((—1)*L’/A) and Aut(L'/A) >~ Aut((—1)*L’/A)), and they are
easily seen to be 1ndependent of the choice. The right half commutes because
G(@)%(—1) =G(—1)%(e) = G(—a). In order to verify that the left half commutes,
one reduces to the situation where <§ L’ and L are replaced with <§ n*L’' and n*L,
respectively. Then by using the description of Corollary 3.11, one checks that

(Wr’ -xr)rzl % (Wr’ xr)rzl

l@(a) j@(a)

(Er’ a(xr))rzl i) (Er’ a(xr))rzl

where v/, is the induced automorphism of L — A obtained from taking quotient
by ker « of .. (The latter is an automorphism of L' — A’.) (I

3F. p-adic Heisenberg groups. 1t is easy to adapt the construction of this section
to obtain p-adic analogues. There are obvious definitions of #TP (A, L) and
%,((p")*L). In order that 7,,(A, L) be contained in V, A, we need to assume that
deg L is a power of p (including deg L = 1) or equivalently that K (L) is a p-group.
Then we have T (A, L) = V,A forall n > 1. Define

G, (L) :=1imG,((p")*L).
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There is a commutative diagram similar to (3-5):

| Gy —— &, (py L) L LT(A L) —1
lid l Lnatural
~ i
1 G 4 (L) Vp A 1

The commutator pairing yields e : VA xV,A — G,. A group morphism

cThA — ) p(L) is constmcted as before Now suppose that L is symmetric.
Then there is a map rp V,A — ) »(L) (which 1s not compatible with group
structure) such that ]p o1, =id. If p # 2, then o = r,,lT A and ep =1 1If
p 2, the map e2 - T2A — Gy, sending x to &, (2x) 7, (2x)~! factors through
—T2A — A[2] - ur — G, and satisfies the same formula as in Lemma 3.19.
Using 7, we get an isomorphism G,, x V,A > ) p(L) (for any p including p = 2)
if the group law on the left-hand side is as in (3-10).

4. Adelic and p-adic Heisenberg representations

As before, A is an abelian scheme over S, and L is a nondegenerate line bundle
over A. Throughout Section 4, S is locally noetherian, but L is not assumed to be
symmetric except briefly at the end of Section 4D.

4A. Some preliminaries on group actions. The following general notation will
be used in Section 4A:

e G is a finite flat group scheme over S (not necessarily étale), and

e a: X — Sisan S-scheme of finite type equipped with a strictly free G-action
(i.e., G xs X - X xg X via (g, x) — (gx, x) is a closed immersion) such
that every orbit is contained in an affine open set.

Then a general theorem of Grothendieck (cf. [Tate 1997, Theorem 3.4]) ensures
that the quotient Y := X/G, along with 8 : Y — S and £ : X — Y, exists in the
category of S-schemes. (This is a universal geometric quotient and an fppf quotient.
See [van der Geer and Moonen > 2012, Theorem 4.16, Theorem 4.35] for details.)

Proposition 4.1. Let & and F be a coherent Ox-module and a coherent Oy -module,
respectively. The canonical maps F — (£,£*F)° and £*(£.(F)°) — F are
isomorphisms (The maps are given by the fact that £* is the left adjoint of &,.)

The map F — £*%F induces an equivalence of the category of coherent Oy-modules
(resp. locally free Oy-modules of finite rank) with the category of coherent Ox-
modules with G-action (resp. locally free Oy-modules of finite rank with G-action).

Proof. The statement and proof of [Mumford 1974, §12 Theorem 1] can be adapted
to the relative setting over S. ]
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Lemma 4.2. The category of G-representations on Og-modules has enough injec-
tives.

Proof. Let & be a G-representation on an Og-module. Since the category of
Os-modules has enough injectives, there exists an injective Og-module $ with
i :F <> 9. The Og-module § := Homg (G, ¥) is an injective object in the category
of G-representations on Og-modules since, by the injectivity of ¥, the functor

M +— Homg (M, Homg (G, $)) >~ Homg (M, F)

is exact. (The latter isomorphism is given by ¢ — (m +— ¢ (m)(e)), where e is the
identity of G.) The isomorphism for M = & yields Hom; (%, §) ~ Homg (%, 9),
and the map i : F — 3 corresponding to i is an injection. ]

There is a functor ¥ > V¢ from the category of G-representations on Og-
modules to the category of Og-modules. (By [Moret-Bailly 1985, V.1.2], ¥ is an
Og-module.) For i > 0, let #' (G, V") denote the ith right derived functor of the left
exact functor ¥ +— V¢,

Lemma 4.3. There is a spectral sequence Elzj =% (G, R/ a (£*F)) = R B, F.

Proof. Let Rep(G) denote the category of G-representations on Og-modules. Con-
sider the left exact functors QCohy — Rep(G) and Rep(G) — QCohg given by
F > o, (£*F) and V' — V', respectively. Note that

@ (E*F)C = B.F. (4-1)

The desired spectral sequence is none other than the Grothendieck spectral sequence.
We only need to show that the functor & — «,(§*%) carries injective objects to
acyclic objects.

Set Gy := G xgY. Note that o, (§*F) = BELE*F, E.6°F ~ Hin@S(G, %) and

B.Hom, (G, %) ~ Hom (G, B, F).

For any Og-module %', Hom, (G, %) is acyclic for taking G-invariants, so the
proof is complete. (The argument is the same as the one showing the acyclicity of
induced modules in group cohomology. Indeed, if ¥ — 4, is an injective resolution
in Og-modules, then Hﬂl@s (G, F) — @@S(G, $,) 1s an injective resolution in
Rep(G). When G-invariants are taken, the latter resolution becomes ¥ — $,,
which is exact.) |

Corollary 4.4. Suppose that R/ o, (§*F) = R/ B, F = 0 for an integer g > 0 unless
j =q. Then the canonical morphism R, F — (Ri0(§*F)) (cf. Equation (4-1))
is an isomorphism.

Proof. The spectral sequence of Lemma 4.3 degenerates at E» by the assumption
and induces the desired isomorphism. (]
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4B. Construction of adelic Heisenberg representations. Temporarily, we make
an assumption that L is nondegenerate of index i for some i > 0. (This will be
removed at the end of this subsection.) Set

V(L) := R f,(n*L).

Note that G(n*L) acts on V™ (L) through its projection onto 4(n* L), whose action
was discussed in Section 2C. For m, n € Z~, there is a natural map functorial in L

fen* L — fom.m™(n*L) >~ fi(mn)*L

induced by the adjunction map n*L — m,m*(n*L). It works similarly with higher
direct image of f (since m, is exact). Let vy, @ V(L) — V(L) be the
functorial map R’ f,,(n*L) — R’ f,.((mn)*L). Clearly Vi, mnk Van,mn = Vn.mnk fOr any
m, n, k € Z~ as both sides are the functorial map with respect to (mnk)*L — n*L
covering mk : A — A. Also, v, n, 1s compatible with i, ., :@(n*L) > gé((mn)*L);
namely, forall y € %(n*L) and v eV (L), we have inmn (V) Vn.mn (V) = Vi mn (¥ V).
Indeed, this results from the commutativity of

in,mn( )
(mn)* L —="""" o (mn)*L

| |

n*L n*L

where y and i, ,,, () act through their respective images in §(n* L) and 4((mn)*L).

Lemma 4.5. As Og-modules, for allm,n > 1,
OV(")(L) ~ (o‘/(mn) (L))A[m] — (C‘V'(mn)(L))Emn(nTA)’
where the first isomorphism is induced by vy, .

Proof. Takea =B = f, & =m, F=n*L and g =i in Corollary 4.4 to obtain the
first isomorphism
V(L) = (O (L)) A, (4-2)

We claim that
(oV(mn) (L))A[m] — (O‘/(mn) (L))gmn(nTA). (4-3)

On the right-hand side, E:é;((mn)*L) acts through 9((mn)*L). The action of the
subgroup scheme 6, (nTA) of 4((mn)*L) factors through

Omn(nTA) /Gy (mMnTA) >~ A[m].

In view of Corollary 3.11, the latter A[m]-action (on the right-hand side of (4-3))
is described as follows: x’ € A[m] acts on (mn)*L via v, which is obtained from
Lemma 3.9 by taking x =0 and v =id, and this induces the action of x" on V""" (L).
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The claim (4-3) follows from the fact that this A[m]-action is the same as the one
used in Corollary 4.4 and thus used in (4-2). (See Remark 3.10.) [l

Using the fact that v, ,,, are compatible with i, ,,, as explained above, we obtain

V(L) :=lim ™ (L)

asa @(L)—representation, where vy, ,, are transition maps. The Og-module °l7(L)
carries a weight-1 action by G(L). Its properties will be investigated in Section 4C.

Remark 4.6. A more concise definition of °l7(L) would be R’ f,(u*L). (We defined
u in Section 3B.) It is useful to view 9(L) as a compatible system of §(n* L)-actions
on V'™ (L) as this allows us to derive properties of V(L) from those of ¥ (L).

Now we drop the assumption that the index of L is constant over S. Let g be
the relative dimension of A over S. Since the index function s — L; is locally
constant, we can decompose S = ]_[f:O S; into open and closed subschemes such
that the index function is constantly i on each S;. The previous paragraphs construct
Ym(L), °{7(L) and so on over each S;; thereby, we obtain them over S.

4C. Basic properties. Just like at the end of the last subsection, we no longer
assume that L has fixed index over S.

Definition 4.7. A %(L)-representation & on an Og-module is admissible if F @A)
is a coherent Og-module for every n > 1. (We always have that %° ™) is an
Og-submodule of F.)

Definition 4.8. A @(L)—representation % is smooth if

G — U %&(n-TA).

n>1

A useful observation is that %" is a module over N(6 (nTA))/& (nTA) ~
%(n*L), cf. Lemma 3.15. This will be exploited several times.

Remark 4.9. If L is a symmetric line bundle so that 7 is available, an equivalent
criterion for smoothness is that F = J,~; %" ™. The obvious reason is that
6 =17 on 2TA.

Remark 4.10. It is not inconceivable that any weight-1 @(L)—representation is
smooth, but we have not checked this.

Lemma 4.11. Suppose that L is nondegenerate of index i. Then
(i) V(LY =™ (L), and

(i) the @(L)-representation °l7(L) is admissible and smooth.
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Proof. Clearly (i) implies (ii). Part (i) is obtained from Lemma 4.5 by taking limit
over m. Note that this works even if ind(L) is not constant on §, cf. the end of
Section 4B. ([l

We give a tentative definition of a (finite) adelic Heisenberg representation.
Perhaps a more satisfactory definition is (ii) of Proposition 4.19 below.

Definition 4.12. An adelic Heisenberg representation ¥ of @(L) is a smooth @(L)—
representation of weight 1 such that %% "™ s a locally free Os-module of rank
n%¢ .deg L foralln > 1.

Lemma 4.13. An adelic Heisenberg representation ¥ of €SF(L) is a locally free
Og-module® and irreducible. (The notion of irreducibility is as in Definition 2.11.)

Proof. Let %' C % be a smooth §(L)-subrepresentation, so (€)% T4 ¢ 9¢5 (TA) g
a%(n*L)- and G(n*L)-subrepresentation. By Proposition 2.12(i), there is an ideal
sheaf %, of Og such that

(%/)6(nTA) =9, 90 (nTA) (4-4)

By taking 6 (TA)-invariants, where 6 (TA) acts through its image in %(n*L), we get
(%/)5'(7)4) — yn . %(}(TA)

Since %) g locally free, the comparison with (4-4) for n = 1 shows that $,, = 9,

for all n > 1. Hence, # = # ® $,. The local freeness of ¥ follows from the fact
that

%s — li_r)nn (%&(n!TA))S

is free over Og g, as it is an increasing union of finite free modules. (Since each
transition map has a section, a basis can be written down easily.) (]

Corollary 4.14. The @(L)-representation °l7(L) is an adelic Heisenberg represen-
tation of ‘G(L) in the sense of Definition 4.12.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 2.13(ii) and Lemmas 4.11 and 4.13. ([l

Theorem 4.15. Let K be a Heisenberg representation of @(L). Then there is an
equivalence of categories

Rep},,(G(L)) > QCohg

given by M +— Homg (¥, M) and N'+— FH Q N, which are quasi-inverses of each
other.

3Note that we are dealing with an O g-module, which is typically of infinite rank. We consider an O g-
module 3¢ locally free if the Zariski localization 7 is a free Og ;-module for all s € S. This does not
automatically imply that ¥|, is a free O;-module in some open neighborhood U of s for a given s € S.
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Proof. To simplify notation, let us write Y for °l7(L). Suppose that the proposition
is known for % = ¥. Then it implies that any Heisenberg representation 9 is
isomorphic to ¥ ® ¥ for an Og-module %. Since the 6 (TA)-invariants in % and Vv
are locally free of the same rank, we see that & is an invertible Og-module. By
using this, the proposition for ¥’ is easily deduced from the case for .

Consider the case 9% = V. We will show that the natural map

v ® HLm@(L)(ol?’ M) — M 4-5)

sending v ® f to f(v), which is clearly functorial in /M, is an isomorphism
in Repim (@(L)). Once this is shown, the same argument as on page 113 of [Moret-
Bailly 1985] proves that N' — Homg L)(°V, ToN ) is a functorial isomorphism
in QCohg, and we will be done. As a preparation, let us consider the functors

F1
Os—mod Rep!  (4(n*L))

F2 G F3

R
Rep! (4((mn)*L))

where &, %, 9, and 9, are the functors in Proposition 2.12(ii), which give
equivalences of categories, and J3 is given by the rule F3(Mp) = A/Lg ] Then
&3 0 Fy >~ F| canonically. Indeed, in view of Lemma 4.11(1),

F1(Mo) = Mo @V =~ (Mo @V ™YAM = Foy (F (o).

Now let M € Repl (§(L)), and set M® := M for n > 1. It is implied
by 3 o ¥, >~ F, that canonically

G1F3(F2%92) = (491%1)%,.

Thanks to Proposition 2.12(ii), we get a canonical isomorphism 9 %3 >~ ¥,. Ap-
plying to "™ and unraveling the functors, we have a canonical isomorphism

Homg (., V", M) > Homg ., (V' M™) (4-6)

induced by the restriction to V™. (The right-hand side of (4-6) is a rewriting
of Homg,,. L)(°l/(”), M), where we use the fact that 6 (nTA) is trivial on V'™
and M. What happens to the left-hand side is similar.) We obtain the following
commutative diagram in which the vertical maps come from natural inclusions
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P s gm0 s L™ and (4-6):

~

o () ® Hom@(n*L)(V("), M(n)) i

|

V) @ Homg s 1) (V™ M)~ gy (mn)

By taking limit over n, we deduce that (4-5) is an isomorphism. (]

Corollary 4.16. The canonical map Og — ]ﬁi@( L) (7€) (via the Og-module structure
on ¥) is an isomorphism.

Proof. By Theorem 4.15, Endg;,(#) >~ End,, (Os) =~ Os. (]

Corollary 4.17. Let ¥ be as in Lemma 4.13. If #' is another @(L)-representation
with the same property, then there exists an invertible Og-module N such that

H ~HQN.
Proof. This is proved as in the first paragraph of the proof of Theorem 4.15. [

Corollary 4.18. Suppose that S = Spec R for a local ring R. Then any two Heisen-
berg representations are isomorphic.

Proof. Immediate from Corollary 4.17. ([

This subsection ends with an alternative characterization of Heisenberg represen-
tations. It will be used in Section 5A.

Proposition 4.19. The following are equivalent:
(1) %€ is a Heisenberg representation of @(L). (See Definition 4.12.)

(i1) ¥ is a weight-1 admissible smooth irreducible representation of @(L) ona
locally free Og-module such that ¥ does not vanish anywhere on S.

Remark 4.20. In (ii) above, it is enough to require # 7% 0 when § is connected.
On the other hand, one could show that the admissibility in (ii) is superfluous by
extending Lemma 4.22 to the case when ¥ may be of infinite rank. That proof is
easily reduced to the finite rank situation.

Proof. Lemma 4.13 says that (i) implies (ii). In order to show the other implication,
let ¥ be as in (ii) and ¥’ be a Heisenberg representation of @(L) (in the sense of
Definition 4.12). Theorem 4.15 tells us that # >~ ¥’ ® N for some Og-module N.
By taking invariants under 6 (nTA) for a large enough n (so that the invariants are
nontrivial), we see that N has to be a coherent Og-module. It suffices to show that N'
is locally free of rank 1.

Choose an arbitrary s € S. The stalks at s are related by #; ~ | ®¢,, Ns. We
see that N is a projective Og s-module as ¥, and ¥, are free over Og ;. Since N is
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finitely generated over the noetherian ring Oy g, it is free of finite rank. Now let U
be an open affine noetherian neighborhood of s in S. The proof will be complete
if N|y is shown to be an invertible Oy -module.

Suppose this is not the case. Lemma 4.23 tells us that N'|; has an Oy -submodule
J that is not given as N'|y ®g,, $ for any ideal sheaf $ C Oy . Applying Lemma 4.22,
we obtain an Og-submodule N’ of N such that N'|; = Jl. Then it is impossible
that N = N ®g, $ for an ideal sheaf $ C Og. (If it were possible, by restricting to
U, we would get M = Ny ®g,, $|y, but this is a contradiction.) This means, via
Theorem 4.15 (applicable to %), that % allows a §(L)-subrepresentation ¢’ @ N’
not given by an ideal sheaf, contradicting the assumption that ¥ is irreducible. [J

Corollary 4.21. Consider (A/ L ) and (A, L) with a bounded isogeny a: A’ — A
such that L' = o*L. Let (Q(oz) (Q(L ) > (Q(L) be defined as in Lemma 3.13. If
ol (Q(L) — Aut@ (%) is a Heisenberg representation, then p o(g((x) is a Heisenberg
representation of (g(L ).

Proof. This is clear from criterion (ii) of Proposition 4.19 and Lemma 3.16. (Thanks
to the latter, the fact that p is admissible and smooth shows that p 0c%§(w) is also.) [

The following two lemmas were used in the proof of Proposition 4.19:

Lemma 4.22. Let & be an Os-module and U an open affine subscheme of S. Let
M be an Oy-module defined by an Og(U)-submodule of %(U). Define a Zariski
presheaf ¥ on S by

FV)y={aeFV)|alyay e MUNV)}.

Then ¥ is a Zariski sheaf and an Og-submodule of . (Recall that every Og-module
(likewise, every Oy -module) is required to be quasicoherent in our convention.)

Proof. 1t is a routine check that ¥’ is a Zariski sheaf. By construction, ¥ is a
subsheaf of %. The verification that & is an Og-module reduces to the affine case,
in which case it is elementary. U

Lemma 4.23. Let U be a noetherian scheme. Let & be a locally free Oy -module
of finite rank. Suppose that & has rank at least 1 at every point of U and rank
greater than 1 at some point u € U. (Note that U may not be connected.) Then
there exists an Oy -submodule M C F that is not of the form M = F Qg,, $ for any
ideal sheaf $ C Oy.

Proof. We can find an affine subscheme V = Spec B of U containing u on which
|y is free of rank at least 2. Let M be any rank-1 free B-submodule of F(V),
and denote by .’ the corresponding Oy -module. Extend /M’ to an Oy -module it
by the previous lemma. We claim that Al satisfies the condition of the lemma.
Indeed, if we had M = F ¢, F for some ideal $ C Oy, then we would reach a
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contradiction by taking stalk at # and computing the k(z)-dimension after tensoring
k(u) :=0y,/my.,. (Here my , denotes the unique maximal ideal of Oy ,.) |

4D. Dual Heisenberg representations and matrix coefficients. As we have seen
in Section 2D, there are isomorphisms of §(n*L) x 9G(n*L)-representations

V(n*L) @V (n*L)” = Homg, (4(n*L), Os) 4-7)

for varying n. On the right-hand side, G, acts on 4(n*L) and Og by multiplication.
We will promote (4-7) to an adelic isomorphism.

Definition 4.24. Define an Og-module
Hom{™ (4(L), Os) := |_J Homg, (4(L)/6(nTA), Os)
n>1
= JHomg, (G(L)., O5)° "1,

n>1

A section ¢ of Homg (@(L), Oy) is said to be smooth if it is a section of the above
Og-module. (The definition is equivalent if 7 is used in place of 6; cf. Remark 4.9.)

Lemma 4.25. The map
V(L) @ V(L)” — Hom{™ (4(L), Os) (4-8)
VRV (¥ vV (yv) (4-9)
is an isomorphisni of EQE(L) X @(L)-representations. Here, °!7(L)v is equipped

with an action of ‘4(L) by the same formula as (2-2). On the right-hand side, the

action is described by ((y1, y)¥)(v) = ¥ (v5 'yy1) for ¥ € Hom™ (4(L), Os)
and y1, y2 € 4(L).

Proof. Recall from Lemma 3.15 that Eé(n*L) /6 (nTA) >~ %(n*L) naturally. Thus,
(4-7) may be rewritten as
Vn*L) @V (n*L)" > Hom,; @(n*L), 0g)7 THXG(TA)

= Homg (4(n*L), 05)7 ™11,
where the last equality holds thanks to Lemma 3.15(ii). By taking further invariant,

we obtain
V(L) ®V(n*L)” = Homg @(n* L), 05)° MO

as maps of EE(L) X @(n*L)—representations. (Note that V(L) is acted upon by
N1, (0 (TA)) /6 (TA) = 4(L) /5 (TA).)

We patch these isomorphisms via inverse limit, which are compatible as n varies
(as they are given by the same formula as (4-9)), to obtain an isomorphism of



1752 Sug Woo Shin
@(L) X E§(L)—rcs:presentaltions
V(L) ®T(L)” = Homg, (G(L), O5)° <M, (4-10)
Likewise, there is an isomorphism of Eé(n*L} X @(L)—representations
V(n*L) @V (L) = Homg (G(L), O5)° ™11

given by the same formula as (4-9). By patching again, we arrive at the map (4-8)
and see that it is an isomorphism. (|

Corollary 4.26. For any Heisenberg representation ¥, (4-9) induces an isomor-
phism of G(L) x G(L)-representations

% ® 9" ~ Hom{™ (4(L), Os).

Proof. Corollary 4.17 tells us that X Q#" ~ °l7(L) (X)°l7(L)v canonically. Composing
this with (4-8), we derive the desired isomorphism. Ul

Definition 4.27. Set Hom%‘?(VA, Os):=UJ
Hom%‘?(VA, Oy) is said to be smooth.

Homg (VA /nTA, Og). A section of

n>1

From here until the end of this subsection, assume in addition that L is symmetric.
There is a further isomorphism of Og-modules

Homg (9(L), O5) ~ Homg (VA, Os) 4-11)

by restricting from @(L) ~ G,, x VA (Lemma 3.18) to {1} x VA. Then (4-11)
induces an isomorphism from Hin%”:n (@(L), Os) onto Hom*™(VA, Oy), and the
EQ(L) X E@(L)—action may be transported to them. This action will be used in the
following corollary:

Corollary 4.28. Suppose deg L = 1. There is a Heisenberg representation ¥ so that
50V — Homg, (VA, 05)F THX{1)
= {¢ € Homg (VA, O5) | ¢ (x) = e=(3y) 8- (3x,y) - ¢(x +), Yx € VA, y € TA}
= {¢ € Homg | (VA, O5) | ¢ (x) = ef (37) 8" (3%, ¥)- ¢ (x +), Vx € VA, y € TA}.
The action of (7, z) € G, x VA =~ E§(L) (c¢f. Lemma 3.18, (3-10)) is described by
(e 29 (1) = 27185 (x, 2/2) - ¢ (x —2).

Proof. Set 3 := °/{7(L) ®V'(L)". By the assumption (L) is an invertible Og-module.
The isomorphism (4-10) provides

%V 5 Home (@(L), @S)&(TA)X{l} . Hom@S(VA, @S)&(TA)x{l}_
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LetyeTA. If ¢ € Home(@(L), Os), then 6 (y) = 7(y) ek (y/2) acts on ¢ as
follows, where the elements of (L) are written using Lemma 3.18:

G () - $)((1,x) = el Gy)(1,x)(1, y))
= e; (30) - ¢((@"(3x,¥), x +))
= e, (308" (33, ¥) - ¢ (1, x +y)).

Thus, the condition that 6 (y) - ¢ = ¢ for all y € TA produces the transformation
formula for ¢. Such a ¢ is automatically smooth. Indeed, for any x € VA, choose
n > 1 such that x € %TA. The transformation formula tells us that ¢ (x + y) = ¢ (x)
for all y € 2nTA since eL|,pq = 1 and &5 |puum = 1.

To compute the group action, let ¢ € Homg (@(L), Oy) be the map correspond-
ing to ¢ via (4-11). Then (using Lemma 3.18 in the third equality)

((h, 2)P)(xX) = AP (E(x) = 2 Y (F (@) 1T (x)
=27 M@ (z/2, x) e (x —2) = A6k (2/2, ) Y (R (x — 2))
=171l (x,2/2) - p(x —2). a

Remark 4.29. Corollary 4.28 may be thought of as presenting the (dual) lattice
model for ¥, whose dual gives rise to the lattice model for ¥.

Remark 4.30. Although %€ is a smooth Eé(L)—representation, there is no reason to
expect #" to be smooth in general. We caution the reader that the smoothness of ¢
in Corollary 4.28 does not imply that #" is smooth as a %(L)-representation.

Remark 4.31. Let us assume that L has index 0, namely that L is relatively ample.
By choosing a particular section [y € H 0¢s, °!7(L)V), one can associate theta func-
tions for each element of HY(S, °!7(L)) as explained in [Mumford 2007, §5, Appli-
cation 2]. More precisely, take /y to be “the evaluation at 0” map °{7(L) — Og. Then
(4-8) (by taking v¥ =1j) and (4-11) induce a map HO(S, °l7(L)) — Homg, (VA, Oy),
which is a geometric construction of theta functions.

4E. An application of the Kiinneth formula, Part1. Forr =1,2,1let f, : A, —> S
be an abelian scheme with a nondegenerate line bundle L, of index i,.. Define
A := A| xgs Ay with projections p, : A — A, and the structure map f : A — S.
Take L := p{L ® p;L>.

Lemma 4.32. We have canonical isomorphisms

RUfLI®R2fo.Ly ifj=i1+i2,
0 ifj#i+ia.

In particular, L is nondegenerate of index i1 + i5.

ij*Lz{
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Proof. This is a consequence of [Grothendieck 1963, Théoreme 6.7.8]. (Take the
two complexes of Og-modules there to be L and L;, where each of them is viewed
as a complex concentrated in degree 0.) (]

By checking that the isomorphisms in Lemma 4.32 for n* L are compatible with
transition maps for varying n (namely v, ,, in Section 3B and its analogues for
(A, L) and (A, L»)), we obtain a canonical isomorphism

V(L) @ V(Ly) ~T(L). (4-12)
Moreover, we have a natural embedding
Ym*Ly) x9(n"Ly) — %4(n*L)

for each n > 1, sending (1. x1), ($2, x2)) to (p}$1 ® 3o, (x1, x2)). This map
lifts to a map Cg(n*Ll) X C9(11"‘L2) — Cg(n"‘L) and patches to

G(n*Ly) x G(n*Ly) — G(n*L). (4-13)

It is a routine check that (4-12) is equ1var1ant with respect to (4 13). Namely, the
restriction of the CQ(n*L) representatlon °V(L) to (Q(n*Ll) X (Q(n*Lz) via (4 13) is
identified via (4-12) with the (Q(n*Ll) X ‘Q(n*Lz) -representation on °V(L1) ®°V(L2).
In Section 5C, we will see an analogous result for Weil representations.

4F. Representations of p-adic Heisenberg groups. We return to the p-adic setup
of Section 3F; in particular, deg L is assumed to be a power of a prime p. Define a
%, (L)-representation

Vp(L) :=lim ¥V (L).
n

The admissibility and smoothness are defined for @p (L)-representations as in
Definitions 4 7 and 4.8 by letting n run over powers of p. A Heisenberg repre-
sentation of § p(L) is defined exactly as in Proposition 4.19(ii) and mduces an
equivalence of categories as | in Theorem 4.15. The representation ¥ p(L)is a
Heisenberg representation of ) »(L), and any two Heisenberg representations differ
by a tensoring with a line bundle over S. We also have the analogues of results in
Section 4D and Section 4E.

5. Weil representations

As in the previous section, let A be an abelian scheme over a locally noetherian
scheme S. Now L is a nondegenerate symmetric line bundle over A.
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5A. Adelic Weil representations. Let p :@(L) — Autg_(9€) be any adelic Heisen-
berg representation (Definition 4.12, cf. Proposition 4.19). Define a group functor
Sp°(VA, &%) on (Sch/S) by

Sp’(VA, e")(T) ={g € Auty (VA x5 T) | "o (g, g) =e"}.  (5-1)

(The superscript b stands for “bounded”.) Note that g € Spb(VA, éL)(T) acts on
G (T) x VA(T) by g - (1, x) = (A, gx) and that this action preserves the group
law of (3-10). The automorphism @(L) ~ G, x VA of Lemma 3.18 allows us to
transport the Spb(VA, él)-action to the side of EE(L).

Let T be ;1_locally noetherian S-scheme. Write Ly := L xg T, and define
or - <€1(L) x T — Autg (3 Q0r) to be the representatlon induced from p by base
extension. It can be seen from the construction of CQ(L) that E?:(L) x T ~ (Q(LT)
canomcally Moreover, # ® O T is a Heisenberg representation of C§(LT) For each
g€ Sp (VA, éL)(T), define pT = pr o g, a weight-1 representation of Cg(LT)

Lemma 5.1.
@) p§ is a Heisenberg representation of @(LT).
(i1) p§ >~ pr as @(LT)—representations.
Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume 7 = S. Since g is a bounded

automorphism, there exist m, m’ > 1 such that for every n > 1, g(mnTA) C nTA
and g(nTA) D m'nTA. Thus,

geP* (2 (mnTA)) 5 gep(E(nTA)  4nq Pt (F(TA)) C ger (T (m'nTA))

Therefore, pé is smooth and admissible. Further, p# is irreducible since any @(L)-
subrepresentation of p# is also a @(L)—subrepresentation of p, which is irreducible.
Part (i) follows from Proposition 4.19.

Corollary 4.17 shows that p¢ >~ p Q¢; N as EE(L)—representations for some
invertible sheaf N' on S (equipped with trivial ZE(L)—action). The isomorphism
provides f : ¥ >~ ¥ ® N as Og-modules. But f obviously induces an isomorphism
o= pQN of @(L)—representations. Therefore, p8 >~ p. [l

Now define a group functor l\ﬂ)b(VA, é%) on (Sch/S) such that for locally noe-
therian T,

Mp®(VA, &")(T)
={(g. M) e SP"(VA x T, e") x Auty (#®07) |[MoproM™" =pf} (5-2)

with group law (g1, M1)(g2, M2) = (g182, M1 M>). (The definition is understood
as a functor of points.) Similarly define l\ﬂ)b (TA, é%) with TA in place of VA. There
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is a sequence of group functors
1> G, — Mp"(VA, &") — Sp°(VA, e") — 1. (5-3)

The first map G,, — Mp®(VA, é%) is given by o +— (1, «) using the canonical
isomorphism G, >~ Aut,_(9), and the next map sends (g, M) to g.

We define variants Sp(VA, él) and Mp(VA, e ), which are also group functors on
(Sch/S) and (LocNoeth/S), respectively. For an S-scheme 7', write 7 = [ |
as a disjoint union of connected components. Set

lEI

Sp(VA, e")(T) == [ [ SpP(VA, e")(Ti)
iel
and similarly for Mp(VA, é%)(T). By the paragraph above Lemma 3.4, The bound-
edness conditioni_svacuous in S_pb(VA, eL)(T;). As the analogue of (5-3), we
have
1 —> G, —> Mp(VA ) — Sp(VA AL) — 1. (5-4)

Remark 5.2. In general, we do not address the issue of representability of Sp, Mp,

S_pb and l\ﬂ)b by ind-group schemes. When there is a level structure (Section 6),
we will see that Sp is often representable.

Lemma 5.3. For any locally noetherian S-scheme T, the sequence of groups ob-
tained from (5-3) by taking T -points is exact. The same is true for (5-4).

Proof. 1tis enough to deal with (5-3), which implies the other case easily. The lemma
is obvious except for the surjectivity, which we check now. Let g € Sp(VA, é-)(T).
It suffices to show that Homg, ., (or, pi) has a T-point. Since pr =~ ,o§ by the
preceding lemma, we have a (noncanonical) isomorphism Hom@( LT)(,oT, p?) o~
Au&’g(LT)(pT). The latter is isomorphic to G,,(T) by Theorem 4.15, which is
certainly nonempty. (|

Remark 5.4. In the classical analogue of (5-3) (or (5-4)), the exactness in the
middle results from the irreducibility of the Heisenberg representation and Schur’s
lemma. The surjectivity results from the Stone—von Neumann theorem.

Definition 5.5. The tautological representations Mp (VA, éb) — Autg, (7€) and
Mp(VA, by > Autg (%), respectively, given as a rnorphlsm of group functors on
(LocNoeth/ S) by (g, M) — M is called the Weil representation or the oscillator
representation (cf. Remark 2.10).

For the rest of Section 5, we mostly focus on Mp and Sp The results carry over
to Mp and Sp easily (Section SE). The Weil representation is independent of the
choice of the Heisenberg representation # in a suitable sense, as we will soon see.
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Lemma 5.6. If Mp;(j(VA, el and Mpge,(VA, el denote the group functors arising
from Heisenberg representations ¥ and ¥, respectively, then there is a canonical
isomorphism of metaplectic group functors sitting in a commutative diagram below:

| — G, — Mp) (VA, é") —— Sp°(VA, &) — 1

NLcan H

1 —> G, — Mp)) (VA, ") — Sp°(VA, é") — 1

Proof. By Corollary 4.17, #' = # ® N for an invertible Og-module N. Thus, there
is a canonical isomorphism o : A_ut@s(%) ~ A_ut@s(%/). Then (g, M) — (g, x(M))
clearly induces the desired isomorphism. ([
Corollary 5.7. With the notation in the previous lemma, we have the following
commutative diagram:

Mp?, (VA, &) 5 Aute (3)

~l/can "'\Caﬂ

Mpb, (VA, é1) 5 L Autg, (9

Proof. This result follows immediately from the proof of Lemma 5.6. U

We would like to find a splitting of (5 3) over an “open compact subgroup”
of SpP(VA, eL) Let m,n > 1. Let Sp°(- T (A, L); nTA, ¢“) denote the subgroup
functor of Sp (VA, eb) con51st1ng of g that stabilizes —T(A L) and nTA and
induces the identity map on -- T(A L)/nTA. Note that Sp ( T(A, L);nTA, éb) =
Sp (T(A, L); mnTA, éb). (We will favor the expression on the left-hand side when
it seems conceptually helpful.) Now suppose that (g, M) € Mp (VA, eL) with
g€ Sp ( T(A, L); 2TA, é%). The latter condition implies the g-action on ‘Q(L)

e preserves 7(2TA), which is equal to 6 (2TA), and

« leaves §(2*L) stable and induces the identity map on
G(2*L) ~G(2*L) /% (2TA).

By restriction, M induces an isomorphism of representations

ETd (2TA)) %6(2TA)) i

(pg|<g(z <L)

The representations factor through the quotient 4(2*L) of @(Z*L). Since g acts
as the identity on 4(2*L), we deduce that p = p (not just an isomorphism) as
%(2* L)-representations on %7 2TA)  Hence, by Proposition 2.12(iv),

My : (,0|<§(2*L) ,

Mo € Auty,  (#° ™) ~ Autg (O5) ~ Gy (5-5)



1758 Sug Woo Shin

The former of the two canonical isomorphisms above is given by Proposition 2.12(ii).
In light of (5-5), there is a unique choice of M (when g is fixed) that restricts to My.
This leads to our next result.

Lemma 5.8. There is a canonical splitting of (5-3) over Spb(TA, él). Namely, there
is a map of group functors

spl: Sp°(3T (A, L); 2TA, e") — Mp° (74, &*)
such that if spl(g) = (g, M), then M corresponds to the identity of G, via (5-5).

Proof. Let « : T — S be an S-scheme. For each g € Spb(%T(A, L): 2TA, éb), let
us define M,. As was seen in the proof of Lemma 5.3, there exists M ¢ such that
(g, M;,) € hﬂ)b(TA, éL)(T). Such an Mé, defines an automorphism a € G,,(T) by
(5-5). Set My :=a~"- Mj. Then (g, M,) € l\ﬂ)b(VA, éL)(T), and M, corresponds
to 1 € G, (T) via (5-5). Moreover, it is straightforward to verify (g182, Mg, 4,) =
(8182, Mg, My,) as the images of M, ,, and M, M,, in G, via (5-5) are both 1. [

Corollary 5.9. Suppose that deg L = 1. Then there is a canonical splitting of (5-3)
over Sp*(TA, 4TA, é&).

Proof. Immediate, since T (A, L) = TA and
Sp"(TA, 4TA, é") = Sp* (3 TA, 2TA, &%). O

5B. Dual Weil representations. The dual Heisenberg representation ¢ also plays
the role of the dual Weil representation. Namely, l\ﬂ)b(A, él) acts on #V by the rule

(g, M) - v W) =v" (M), ve, vVek.

5C. An application of the Kiinneth formula, Part II. We continue Section 4E
with the same notation as in that subsection. Note that there is an obvious embedding

Sp°(A1, &"1) x SpP(Ay, 8"2) — Sp°(A, éh).
The following is the analogue of a classical result [Mceglin et al. 1987, I1.1(6)]:
Lemma 5.10. The isomorphism
i V(L) @V (Ly) =~V (L)

of (4-12) is an isomorphism of hﬂ)b(VAl, ety x l\ﬂ)b(VAz, él2)-representations
(the notion of representations as in Remark 2.10) if the action on the right-hand
side is pulled back via

Mp"(VAy, ") x Mp®(VAz, e"2) — Mp®(VA, &*)
((81. M1). (82. M2)) = (81® g2.1(M1 ® Ma)i ™).
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Proof. This is a tautology in view of the way the metaplectic group action is defined.
O

SD. Local Weil representations. Let p, : g p(L)— Aut@ (9¢,) be a p-adic Heisen-
berg representation. As in Section 5A, we define Mp (V,A, eL) and Sp (VyA, e )
and fit them into a sequence (cf. (5-3)) that is exact in the sense of Lemma 5.3:

1= G — Mp°(V,A, 25) — Sp°(V,A, &) — 1. (5-6)
The local Weil representation at p is the tautological representation
Mp®(V, A, &%) — Autg (3,).

There is a splitting of (5-6) over Sp (Ty(A, L), T,A, AL) if p # 2 and over
Sp ( T,(A,L);2T,A, AL) if p=2 (cf Lemma 5.8). Natural questions on the
structure of l\ﬂ) (V,A, e ) are:

(i) When is (5-6) split?

(i1) If (5-6) is not split, does it come from a double cover? Namely, can we show
that Mp°(V,, A, 5) has a subgroup functor Sp®(V},A, é5) that is an extension
ofSpTTV A, e )by ua?

For the classical p-adic metaplectic group, it is known that the answers to (i) and
(i1) are “never” and “yes”, respectively, at least when p # 2. The questions seem
subtle if § is an [F,-scheme and already when § = Spec Fp. We will see a positive
answer to (i) when A is an ordinary abelian variety (Corollary 7.7). We do not have
a clue to (ii). See Example 6.9 for the case of supersingular abelian varieties.

SE. From Mp to Mp. Most results of Section 5 have been stated about Mp and
Sp Everythlng we have proved or asked about Mp and Sp applies to Mp and
Sp The proof is easily reduced to the case of connected base schemes, in which
case Mp® and Mp coincide as well as Sp® and Sp.

6. Level structures

In our context, a level structure is a trivialization of VA, V, A and so on. This allows
us to compare our theory with the representation theory of the usual symplectic
and metaplectic groups over number fields and p-adic fields (which are defined
independently of abelian schemes and line bundles). This resembles the level
structure arising naturally in the moduli-theoretic setting. It is interesting to note
new characteristic p phenomena, which are not observed in the classical theory of
Weil representations, when studying the Weil representation of a p-adic metaplectic
group in characteristic p (Section 6C). Throughout Section 6, we assume that S is
locally noetherian.



1760 Sug Woo Shin

6A. Level structure on VA. Let S be a (O-scheme and (V, (-, -)) be an even-
dimensional Q-vector space with a symplectic pairing. Let ¢ : A* — G, be a
nontrivial morphism of (ind-)group schemes over S. (This is the analogue of the
additive character in the classical setting.) By composing, we obtain

(. )y VOAT X VRA™ — Gy.
Suppose that there is an isomorphism of ind-group schemes over S
n:VAX ~VA

that carries (-, -)y to él. This forces ¥ to factor through (oo — G, since oL

factors through poo — G, (Lemma 3.17).
Lemma 3.18 together with n allows us to identify G,, x (V @ A*®) ~4(L), where
the left-hand side, to be denoted 4(V, (-, - )y ), has group law

()\’x)(M,Y)=()\M(x/2,y}w,x+y) (6_1)
Again via n, the exact sequences in (3-5) and (5-4) become

1= Gp— GV, (-,-)y) = VOA® -0,
1—>Gm—>1\ﬂ)(V®A°°,(-,.)w)—>S_p(V®A°°,(.,.)W)_>1.

(The analogue for Mp® and Sp® is also obtained from (5-3).) The group functor
Sp(VRA®, (-, )1/,_) is repr&ented by the constant group scheme associated with
the usual symplectic group Sp(V ® A%, (-, -)y) while Mp is defined by the same
recipe as in (5-2) (using Sp in place of SpP°). o

Remark 6.1. Note that  does not exist unless S is in characteristic 0 because V), A
is not a constant ind-group scheme at any point s € S of residue characteristic p.
See Section 6C for a different kind of level structure.

Remark 6.2. In the simple case when S = Spec k and k is an algebraically closed
field of characteristic 0, a choice of x : @Q/Z > oo Over k gives rise to ¥ in the
following manner:

VA% 5 A 7R Q7L oo < Gy
6B. Local level structure, Part I. We consider two kinds of level structures on V, A.
The first one is the local analogue of Section 6A. Let (V,, (-, -)) be a symplectic
Q-vector space and ¥ : Q, — G,, a nontrivial morphism of (ind-)group schemes
over S. Thereby, obtain (-, )y : V, x V, — G,,, where V), is also viewed as a
constant ind-group scheme over S. A level structure is a @ ,-linear isomorphism

n:V,~V,A
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(Q, acts on V,A as explained in Section 3A) carrying (-, )y to éIL,. As in
Section 6A, this forces v to factor through p,~ <> G,,. The map n and the
p-adic analogue of Lemma 3.18 enable us to identify 4,(V,, (-, - )y) :=G, x V,
with 9, (L), where the former is equipped with the same group law as in (6-1). We
obtain exact sequences

1= G = GV, (-, )y) > V, =0, (6-2)
1= Gy — Mp(Vy, (-, -)y) = Sp(Vp (- - )y) = L.
6C. Local level structure, Part II. When S is in characteristic p, a different level
structure is desirable (cf. Remark 6.1). Let k be a field extension of [,. Suppose
that S is a k-scheme. Let (X, (-, -)o) be a p-divisible group ¥ over k with an
alternating pairing (-, -)o : £ X X — i p. This can be promoted to
(-, )1 VpEX V2 — Vyups

by the functoriality of V,,. Let b, : V,uupe — up= be the p-adic analogue of b
in Section 3D. Set (-,-) :=b, o (-,-);. Then a level structure is a @ ,-linear
isomorphism

(V2 xS V,A

matching (-, -) and é. Set %G,(, (-, )0) := Gy x V, T with the group law

o)+ (i, y) = (M- (33, ¥), X+ 3). (6-3)
In light of the p-adic analogue of Lemma 3.18, ¢ induces an isomorphism
G2, (-, )0) =G, (L),

The p-adic analogues of exact sequences in (3-5) and (5-4) are identified via ¢ with
the following, where Mp and Sp are defined as in Section 5A:

1= Gy — G,(Z, (-, )0) > V,= — 0, (6-4)
1= G — Mp(V, %, (+,-)) = Sp(V, T, (-.-)) > L.

A priori Mp(V, %, (-, -)) depends not only on (X, (-, -)o) but also on (A, L)
because the definition involves the Heisenberg representation, which is constructed
from (A, L). But Corollary 4.17 shows that two Heisenberg representations
of @,,(E, (-, )o) (constructed from two choices of (A, L)) differ by a tensoring
with an invertible Og-module, so Mp(V, %, (-, -)) and its Weil representation
depend (up to isomorphism) only OIFZ, (-, +)o) thanks to Corollary 5.7.

Remark 6.3. One can consider a variant when § is not entirely in characteristic p.
For instance, if ¥ = (Q,/Z, x up~)¢ for some g > 1, which can be defined
(together with (-, - )o) over Spec Z, one can take S to be any locally noetherian
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scheme, and the construction above goes through. On the other hand, if (X, (-, - )o)
is as above except that the base ring is not k but the integer ring O in an algebraic
extension field of Q,, the discussion can be adapted to any O-scheme S.

Remark 6.4. The level structure ¢ is the analogue of the Igusa level structure used
in the literature (e.g., [Katz and Mazur 1985; Harris and Taylor 2001; Hida 2004]).

Remark 6.5. It is an interesting phenomenon that the Heisenberg group and the
metaplectic group at p heavily depend on the isogeny type of X (or A[p°°]) when
S is in characteristic p. This is evident in (6-4), for instance. Each isogeny type
gives rise to a different mod p Weil representation.

6D. Weil representations associated with p-divisible groups, without abelian va-
rieties. Assume p #2. Let (¥, (-, -)o) and (-, -) be as in Section 6C with k :Fp.
For simplicity, assume that ( -, - )¢ is a perfect pairing. (In general it is enough to
require (-, -) to be a perfect pairing.) We know that there exists an (A, L) such
that there is a symplectic isomorphism ¢ : V,X >~ V,, A thanks to Oort’s result
([Rapoport 2005, Theorem 7.4], cf. [Oort 2001]) that any Newton polygon stratum
in the mod p fiber of the Siegel modular variety with hyperspecial level at p is
nonempty. Then Section 6C attaches the Heisenberg group/representation and Weil
representation to (X, (-, - )g). The goal of this subsection is to sketch an alternative
approach without using (A, L) at all.

Recall that @p = @p(E, (-, -)o) is already defined in Section 6C independently
of (A, L). The key point will be to prove the existence of the Heisenberg repre-
sentation of @p without resorting to (A, L). In particular, we use the fact that any
nondegenerate theta group possesses a weight-1 irreducible representation over an
algebraically closed field [Moret-Bailly 1985, Chapter 5, Theorem 2.5.5].

Take 6, : T,X — @p(Z, (-,-)o) to be the natural embedding x — (1, x).
(The assumption p # 2 is used to ensure that the latter embedding preserves group
structure.) It is easy to verify the analogue of Lemma 3.15 for § p» Op, etc. (replacing
@((p )*L) there with @(p”) =G, X oi T Yin%g »), in which 6, (T, ) embeds via
the map 1 x p". Set §(p") —&@(p )/ap(T 3.), which is isomorphic to G,, x Z[p |
(which inherits the twisted group law). By the theorem of [Moret-Bailly 1985] cited
above, each G(p™) possesses a Heisenberg representation (irreducible representation
over k of dimension p") for n > 1. The Heisenberg representation # of @p is
obtained by patching via the analogue of Lemma 4.5, and then one can check the
analogues of Theorem 4.15, Proposition 4.19 and Corollaries 4.26 and 4.28. (Of
course TA, VA and é* should be replaced by T, %, V, %, and (-, - ), and e should
be ignored.) The construction of Section 5A carries over to Mp(V, X%, (-, - )o) and
its Weil representation on #(. o

Remark 6.6. What we have denoted 6, should be thought of as the analogue of 7,
in the previous sections (although there is no distinction when p # 2). Perhaps
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one can still work with p =2 if we select e, : 2[2] X X[2] — wo, satisfying the
properties of Lemma 3.19, to play the role of eZ. Then the above definition of &,
should be multiplied by e, (cf. (3-11)).

Remark 6.7. If char(k) # p and k =k, then one can identify V, X with a symplectic
Q,-vector space (as a constant group scheme), and the above construction still
goes through without (A, L). When k = C, this essentially recovers the classical
construction.

Remark 6.8. We have worked with ¥ over Fp rather than over a more general
scheme S. The only essential reason is that the existence of Heisenberg represen-
tations (i.e., the analogue of [Moret-Bailly 1985, Chapter 5, Theorem 2.5.5]) no
longer holds in general. A sufficient condition for the existence of a Heisenberg
representation is that ¥ over § comes from some (A, L).

Example 6.9. Let X /> denote a supersingular p-divisible group over F p of height 2
and dimension 1 equipped with a perfect pairing (-, -) : X1/2 X X2 = ppe. Let
Dy be a central quaternion algebra over Q, of invariant 1/2. It is well known that
End@p (X1,2) is isomorphic to the maximal order of Dy 5, so Endﬁp (VX12) = Dy .
(In general, one can use Dieudonné theory to classify p-divisible groups ¥ over
Fp up to isogeny and identify Endﬁp(VZ) as a semisimple Q,-algebra. See any
standard reference such as [Demazure 1972].)
Set ¥ :=(X,2)%, and define (-, ) : ¥ X ¥ — e by

8
((xi);‘g:lv (yl);g l_[(xh yl

Then
Sp(Vp %, (-, -)0) = Sp,(D12)

as constant group schemes over Fp. Observe that this group is an inner form of
szg (Qp). The questions (i) and (ii) of Section 5D would be especially interesting
to answer in this case. We would guess “no” to (i) and “yes” to (ii) in this case
but without much evidence. The only heuristic reason is that this X is the unique
p-divisible group over Fp (up to isogeny) that is self-dual and isoclinic, so it makes
harder for (5-6) (or the analogous sequence for X) to split. (For any other choice
of a self-dual X, the group of Fp—points of Sp(V,Z, (-, -)o) is isomorphic to the
group of Q,-points of an inner form of a pr(Eer Levi subgroup of Sp,,(Q). This
is a well known fact in the theory of isocrystals applied to Sp,,, where the former
group is often denoted J,(Q,). See [Kottwitz 1997] for instance.)

6E. Global level structure. 1t is clear how to put together local level structures to
get a global one. Let A be the prime-to-p part of A>, namely 77 = ]_[1?& »Li
and AP = hm IZI’ where n runs over positive integers prime to p. When S is
a Q- scheme this is done in the obvious manner by globalizing Section 6B. Let us
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say a few words when S is an [ ,-scheme. Consider the analogue y” : A®F — G,
of ¥ so that we have (-, - )yr: VRA®? x VRA®? — G, (cf. Section 6B). Let
(2, (-, -)o) be as in Section 6C, and set (-, -), :=b, o (-, -); using notation there.
A level structure in this setting is an A*°-linear isomorphism

P, 8): VRAXP x (V,X xx §) = VA

carrying ({-, - )yr, (-, ")p) tO ¢!, We have exact sequences that look like (6-2)
away from p and (6-4) at p.

7. Explicit models

In the study of Weil representations and the theta correspondence, it is important to
find a good model on which the group action can be described explicitly. For p-adic
or finite adelic metaplectic groups, the most popular models in the classical context
are Schrodinger and lattice models. In Section 7, we focus on the p-adic setting
and describe the models for Heisenberg and Weil representations in some simple
cases. In those cases S is local, so the Heisenberg representation is unique up to
isomorphism (Corollary 4.18). The mixed characteristic phenomenon of Section 7D
is intriguing and begs further investigation.

Throughout Section 7, L is assumed to be symmetric and nondegenerate of
degree 1. (The assumption on degree may not be essential but is very convenient.
Degree 1 can be achieved over an algebraically closed field for any (A, L) without
disturbing symmetry and nondegeneracy if we are allowed to modify (A, L) by an
isogeny. See [Mumford 1974, §23, Theorem 4, cf. Corollary 1].) Let C*°(-, k) and
C2°(-, k) denote the k-vector spaces of locally constant and, respectively, locally
constant and compactly supported k-valued functions and D*°( -, k) denote the
k-vector space dual of C*°( -, k). Throughout this section, a k-valued function is
understood without further comments as a sheaf-theoretic homomorphism with
target Ospec k, but note that in the setting of Section 7A, this is no different from a
function in the naive sense.

7A. Over afield of characteristic not equal to p. Suppose that S = Spec k, where k
is algebraically closed of characteristic unequal to p. Therefore, V), A is isomorphic
to the constant ind-group scheme @?,g over S. In this subsection, we may and will
view V,A as a Q,-vector space with symplectic pairing é; :VpAx V,A— k*.
Similarly, T}, A is regarded as a free Z,-module sitting inside V), A.

Corollaries 4.28 and 4.18, adapted to the local setting, tell us that the lattice
model for the dual Heisenberg representation may be described as

%l\e/lttice = {¢ € Coo(va’ k)
| p(x) =el(3y)etGx, y)-¢(x +y),Vx e V,A, y e T,A} (7-1)
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with (A, z) € G,,, x VA >~ @(L) acting as ((A, 2)¢)(x) = Atel(x/2,2) - p(x —2).
Note that eL = 1 unless p = 2 (see Section 3F). The lattice model #ace, the dual

of %)/ ;.- admits a concrete description

Hiattice = {¢ € COO(V A, k)
| o) =G0 Gr, ™ p(x+y).Vx e V,A, ye T,A} (7-2)

with the dual action; namely, (1, z) acts as (A, 2)¢)(x) = AéL(z/2, x) - p(x +2).
Indeed the pairing

Hiattice X Hrice = k. (L= Y f(¥)gl)
xeV,A/T,A

is easily verified to be k-linear, perfect and @(L)-equivariant. Refer to the literature
such as [Meeglin et al. 1987, Chapter 2.11.8] (when p # 2) for a precise description
of the Weil representation on #,4ice. That reference treats the case k = C, but the
same formula applies if p # char(k).

On the other hand, let T,A = A; @ A> be a decomposition into free Z,-
submodules that are totally isotropic for élL, and in perfect duality with respect
to éé. Setting V; = A; ®z, Q, fori =1,2, we have V,A = V| @ V, and may
identify V» with VY. When p =2, we assume that

Vx=(x1,x) €A1 @Ay, e (x/2)eh(x1/2,x) = 1. (7-3)

The above condition amounts to assuming that L is even symmetric in the terminol-
ogy of [Mumford 2007, Proposition 4.20]. This can always be achieved by pulling
back L via the translation 7, for a suitable x € A[2](k). See [Mumford 2007, Corol-
lary 4.24]. The Schrodinger model is (e.g., [Mceglin et al. 1987, Chapter 2.1.4.1],
[Mumford 2007, Proposition 5.2.A])

Hseh = C(Va, k), (A, 21, 22) - 9) (x2) = e (xa, 21) €5 (22/2, 21) - § (2 + 22),

(7-4)
where we write z = (z1, z2) € V1 @ V. Corollary 4.18 ensures that #j,ice = Hsch as
@(L)-representations on k-vector spaces. Refer to [Mumford 2007, Proposition 5.2],
for example, to see an explicit isomorphism. Let us recall an explicit formula for the
Weil representation on Hsch, to be compared to the mod p case later (Section 7C).

Proposition 7.1. Consider My € Auty (¥scn) for g € Sp(V, A, AL) in the following
three cases. (Here M, and g are implicitly T -valued points for a locally noetherian
k-scheme T. The matrices below are written with respect to V,A >~ V.’ @ V. In
(iii), we choose a k-valued Haar measure on V,, which exists since p ;é char(k).)

tp—1
(i) g = (BO g) (M) (x) = |det B, >¢ (B~ x) for any B € GL;(V»).
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(i) g = <(I) f) (My¢)(x) = é5(Cx, x) ¢(x), where C € Homy(Va, V') is

symmetric (i.e., C = CY).
017 AL
= . M = N d .
(iii) g <_[ o) (M) (x) /Vzep(x o) dy

Then we have (g, M,) € l\ﬂ)(VpA, é[L,) in all three cases.

Proof. This is proved by the same computation as in the proof of [Mumford 2007,
Lemma 8.2] (cf. [Mceglin et al. 1987, Chapter 2.11.6]). O

Remark 7.2. Classically the factor |det B |,_,1/ %in (1) is inserted to make M, a unitary
operator. Of course (g, M,) € hﬂ)(VpA, éé) still holds if |det B|;,l/2 is erased.

Example 7.3. The classical Heisenberg and Weil representations (for p-adic groups)
are obtained when k = C and A = C8/A with A =78 +iZ8, and L arises from a
Riemann form A x A — Z defining a principal polarization.

Remark 7.4. In the definition of #s.,, one cannot use C°°(V>, k) because the latter
is not smooth with respect to the §(L)-action (defined by the same formula). As for
Hiattice, C2° cannot be replaced by C*° either for the same reason: the %4(L)-action

on the C*°-space is not smooth. Likewise, #,’,.. is nonsmooth.

7B. Lattice model over Fp. Suppose that S = Spec k with k = Fp. The dual lattice
model 9)’,..., which is again unique up to isomorphism, has the same description as
Corollary 4.28 (cf. (7-1)). As before, #ayice 1S defined to be the dual of %l\;ttice (and
equipped with the dual action). Unlike (7-2), we do not have the notion of compact
support on V,A, so view #jaice just as a space of distributions. An interesting

problem would be to find an explicit formula for the Weil representation on #jugice-

7C. Schrodinger model over Fp- Let k = Fp as before. Unlike lattice models,
Schrodinger models do not always exist. The first obstruction is that V,A or
A[p®] is not always completely polarizable. For instance, if A is a supersingular
elliptic curve, then A[p°°] does not admit a product decomposition. According to
Dieudonné theory, we can achieve

{ : El X 22 ZA[pOO] (7-5)

for mutually dual p-divisible groups ¥ and ¥, over k, by modifying A with an
isogeny if necessary, if there are an exactly even number of simple p-divisible
groups of slope % in A[p®°]. Let us suppose that this is the case so that (7-5)
exists. Also suppose that (7-5) is a complete polarization, i.e., é§|21x21 =1,
éé‘lzzxzz =1 and é[L, defines a perfect pairing between ¥; and ¥,. Then we also
have V,A>V,(A[p™]) =V, X x V,%,. Now that there is a complete polarization,
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one can ask whether there is a Schrodinger model for #. The answer is positive in
the simplest case.

Proposition 7.5. Suppose that A is ordinary; in other words, there exists an isomor-
phism A[p™] = X x Xy with X1 = (up=)® and Xp = (Q,/Z,)8. If p =2, assume
that (7-3) holds with T, %1 x T, % in place of A @ Ay. Then the k-vector space
Hsen := C°(V, X2, k) (where V, %, is viewed as a Q,-vector space) on which
(A, 21,22) € Gy XV, 2y X V) 55 :@(L) acts by

(A, 21, 22) - @) (x2) = Aépy (x2, 21) €5 (22/2, 21) - p (x2 + 22)

is a Heisenberg representation of @(L).

Remark 7.6. The above formula is the same as (7-4) except that it should be
interpreted scheme-theoretically. On the other hand, the lemma does not generalize
to the nonordinary case as C2°(V), X, k) has no natural meaning if % is not étale.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume éll; is the standard symplectic

pairing (of the form (7-7)). Then it is easily verified that
T,%
wh Y = = C®(Tp T2/ p"Tpa, k).

Hence, #sqy is smooth and admissible. By the Stone—von Neumann theorem
(Theorem 4.15), #Hscp is isomorphic to a Helsenberg representation tensored with
a k-vector space. But the fact that dimy %g h” - = p?" shows that the latter vector
space has dimension 1. Hence, #s, is itself a Heisenberg representation. O

We introduce an ind k-group scheme

B! C v
P:= o p)|BEAUV,E). CeHom(V,E1, V,5), CV=C .

(The dual v between V, X and V%, is taken with respect to élL).) Once a basis
is chosen, we can identify Aut(V,%,) >~ GL4(Q,) and Hom(V,X;, V, %) ~
M (V,up=) in view of (7-6) below. (We apologize for two different usages of M,.)

Corollary 7.7. In the setting of Proposition 7.5, we have

(i) a canonical isomorphism Sp(V, A, élL,) ~ P as group functors and

() G, x P~ l\ﬂ)(VpA, é[L,) as group functors via (A, g) = AMg, where M, is
defined on Hscp as

vy—1
o= () 3) trorn o,

. g= (’ C) (M) (x) = &(Cx, x) p(x).
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Remark 7.8. The action in (ii) above is the same as (i) and (ii) of Proposition 7.1.
Since S_p(VpA, éIL,) is smaller when char(k) = p, the action (iii) simply does not
show up here. Also note that the above M,-action does not involve |det B|;1/ 2,

which does not make sense in k.
Proof. Part (i) is derived from the canonical isomorphisms
Hom, (Z/p"Z,2/p"2) ~Z/p"Z, Homy(Z/p"Z, ppn) == jipn,

" " (7-6)
H_Omk(up”’z/p Z):Os Homk(IU/p”v IU/p”) :Z/p Z.

For (ii), the given action of (A, g) obviously defines a splitting of (5-3). Since
Gm x Sp(V,A, élL,) is representable by a k-group scheme, the same is true for
Mp(V,A, éh). O

Remark 7.9. If one naively attempts to find a mod p Weil representation, then
one could guess that C>°(QF, Fp) is the right model just by imitating the classical
Schrodinger model without using the Heisenberg representation (which may be dif-
ficult to come up with unless the Heisenberg group is defined scheme-theoretically).
But then one gets into trouble in defining a projective representation of Sp,,(Q)).
Indeed, the group action in (iii) of Proposition 7.1, which amounts to the Fourier
transform, does not make sense over Fp. (For instance, there is no Fp-valued Haar
measure on V>.) The virtue of our scheme-theoretic approach is that it renders a
precise meaning to C2°(Q%, Fp), which is but a special case of a mod p Weil repre-
sentation corresponding to the ordinary p-divisible group. In addition, our approach
explains why the Fourier transform action should disappear from the picture.

Denote by D*°(V, X1, k) the dual k-vector space of C*°(V, X1, k). The following
proposition allows us to transport the Heisenberg representation structure from
C>®(V,21, k) to D®(V, %1, k):

Proposition 7.10. There is a canonical isomorphism of k-vector spaces
CE(VpXa, k) = D¥(V, %1, k).

Proof. For a finite group scheme G and its dual GV over k, recall the standard fact
that their rings of functions are canonically k-dual, namely Og >~ (Ogv)Y. When
appliedto G = #Z,,/Zp, this provides a canonical isomorphisms C(pl—an/Zp, k)~
D(jpn, k) for all n > 1, where D denotes the distribution. By taking inverse limit,
Ce(Qp/Z,, k) = D®(Tyup=, k). Now by taking the direct limit along the maps
on C, and D* induced by

@iz, Lz, Lo Tyupe B Ty %

we obtain C°(Q,, k) = D*°(V,u p, k). The same argument with multiple copies
of Q, and V, i proves the proposition. ]
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So far we have considered only ordinary p-divisible groups X. For a general X
with a complete polarization ¥ = X x X, with respect to éﬁ (where C2°(V, X2, k)
does not make sense), it remains to be answered whether D*°(V, X, k) is a Heisen-
berg representation.

Remark 7.11. When p > 2, the material of this subsection can be rewritten in
terms of only (X, (-, -)g) by using Section 6D, getting rid of (A, L) from the
picture. (See Remark 6.6 for p =2.) We retained (A, L) to make the analogy with
Section 7A more transparent and also not to make an exception p # 2.

7D. Over a ring of mixed characteristic (0, p). In this final example, consider the
case when:

» K is a field extension of @, complete with respect to a p-adic valuation
v, : K* — R. Assume that xP" — 1 splits completely in K for all n > 1.

e O :={ae KX |vy(a)>0}U{0}.
e § = SpecOk.
o ¥ =3 x X with ¥ = (up~)® and X = (Q,/Z,)8 over S.

e (-,-)0: X X X — up is a symplectic pairing sending

8 g
((@F_ys ODF_D (D ODE) = [T yd [ ]y @D
i=1 i=1
where (-, ) : ppe X Q,/Z, — |1y~ is the canonical pairing and (-, -) is as
in Section 6C.

o If p =2, assume that (7-3) holds with 7,21 x T, %, in place of A @ A».

As in the previous subsection, define an ind-group scheme over Og by

tp—1
Pi= { (BO g) ‘BeGLg<@p>, C & Hom(Q¥, (Vpiipe)®), cV=c}.

Since (7-6) still holds with Ok in place of k, the exact analogue of Corollary 7.7 holds
over Og. The P-representation on the free Ox-module Hsch 0, 1= C°(V, 22, Ok)
is the Weil representation. It is instructive to note how this specializes to Spec K
and Spec k, where k now denotes the residue field of K. By passing to Spec k, we
recover the Weil representation of Corollary 7.7, which is again a P-representation.
Over the generic fiber, £; becomes isomorphic to (Q,/Z,)% noncanonically. There-
fore, S_p(VpE, (-, )o)(K) is isomorphic to szg(Qp). The Weil representation
C2*(V,%,, K) over the generic fiber is the classical one described in Section 7A and
contains #sch 0, as an “integral model”. This example illustrates that the integral
model may admit a smaller action than the generic fiber. It would be worthwhile to
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describe a similar phenomenon for Weil representations in the case of nonordinary
p-divisible groups over Og.
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Small-dimensional projective
representations of symmetric and
alternating groups

Alexander S. Kleshchev and Pham Huu Tiep

We classity the irreducible projective representations of symmetric and alternating
groups of minimal possible and second minimal possible dimensions, and get a
lower bound for the third minimal dimension. On the way we obtain some new
results on branching which might be of independent interest.

1. Introduction

We denote by S, and A, the Schur double covers of the symmetric and alternating
groups S, and A, (see Section 2C for the specific choice we make). The goal of
this paper is to describe irreducible projective representations of symmetric and
alternating groups of minimal possible and second minimal possible dimensions, or,
equivalently the faithful irreducible representations of S, and A, of two minimal
possible dimensions. We also get a lower bound for the third minimal dimension.

Our ground field is an algebraically closed field F of characteristic p # 2. If
p = 0, then the irreducible representations of S, and A, over [ are roughly labeled
by the strict partitions of #, i.e., the partitions of n with distinct parts. To be more
precise to each strict partition of 7, one associates one or two representations of Sn
(of the same dimension if there are two) and similarly for An.

Now, when p = 0, the representations corresponding to the partition (n) are
called basic, while the representations corresponding to the partition (n — 1, 1) are
called second basic. To define the basic and the second basic representations of
Sn and An in characteristic p > 0, one needs to reduce the first and second basic
representations in characteristic zero modulo p and take appropriate composition
factors. This has been worked out in detail by Wales [1979]. Again, there are one
or two basic representations for S, and one or two basic representations for Ay (of
the same dimension if there are two), and similarly for the second basic.

Research supported by the NSF (grants DMS-0654147 and DMS-0901241).
MSC2010: primary 20C20; secondary 20E28, 20G40.
Keywords: double covers of symmetric groups, modular representation theory.
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The dimensions of the basic and the second basic representations have also been
computed in [Wales 1979]. To state the result, set

1 if p|n,
Ky = .
0 otherwise.

In particular, k, = 0 if p = 0. Then the dimensions of the basic representations for
S, and A, are:

_KnJ

aGn) =27 a(Ay) = 2"

The dimensions of the second basic representations for S, and A, are:

b(sn)—zL "”(n—z Kn — 2Un_1),
b(An) : =l 1J(n—2 Kn—2Kp—1).

Main Theorem. Let n > 12, G =S, or Ay, and V be a faithful irreducible repre-
sentation of G over F. If dimV < 2b(G), then V is either a basic representation
(of dimension a(G)) or a second basic representation (of dimension b(G)).

The assumption # > 12 in the Main Theorem is necessary — for smaller n there
are counterexamples. On the other hand, this assumption is not very important,
since dimensions of all irreducible representations of én and An are known for
n < 11 anyway; see [Jansen et al. 1995].

We prove the Main Theorem by induction, for which we need to establish some
new results on branching (see Sections 3-5). These results might be of independent
interest. We establish other useful results on the way. For example, we find the
labels for second basic representations in the modular case (see Section 3). Such
labels were known so far only for basic representations.

The scheme of our inductive proof of the Main Theorem is as follows. First of all,
it turns out that the treatment is much more streamlined if, instead of G-modules for
G e {én, An}, one works with supermodules over certain twisted groups algebras
I and U,. This framework is prepared in Section 2. Consider now a faithful
irreducible G-module W which is neither a basic nor a second basic module. Then
there is an irreducible J,-supermodule V' such that W is a composition factor of
the G-module V. We aim to show that the restriction of V' to a natural subalgebra
Tm withm € {n—1,n—2,n—3}, contains enough “large” composition factors, i.e.,
composition factors which again are neither a basic nor a second basic supermodule
of J,,. In this case we can invoke the induction hypothesis to show that dim V'
is at least a certain bound, which guarantees that dim W > 2b(G) (cf. Section 6).
Otherwise, our branching results (Sections 4, 5) imply that V' is labeled by a so-
called Jantzen—Seitz partition, in which case we have to restrict V' further down to
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a natural subalgebra 7, with m € {n —6,n —7,n — 8}, and again show that this
restriction contains enough large composition factors.

The Main Theorem substantially strengthens Theorem A of [Kleshchev and
Tiep 2004], which in turn strengthened [Wagner 1977], and fits naturally into the
program of describing small dimension representations of quasisimple groups. For
representations of symmetric and alternating groups results along these lines were
obtained in [James 1983] and [Brundan and Kleshchev 2001b, Section 1]. For
Chevalley groups, similar results can be found in [Landazuri and Seitz 1974; Seitz
and Zalesskii 1993; Guralnick and Tiep 1999; Brundan and Kleshchev 2000; Hiss
and Malle 2001; Guralnick et al. 2002; Guralnick and Tiep 2004] and many others.

Throughout the paper we assume that n > 5, unless otherwise stated. For small
n symmetric and alternating groups are too small to be interesting.

2. Preliminaries

We keep the notation introduced in the Introduction.

2A. Combinatorics. We review combinatorics of partitions needed for projective
representation theory of symmetric groups, referring the reader to [Kleshchev 2005,
Part II] for more details. Let

=1 %fp=0, and 1= Z=0 %fp:O,
(p—1/2 if p>0; {0,1,...,¢} if p>0.

For any n > 0, a partition A = (A1, A;,...) of nis p-strict if A, = A, for some
r implies p | A,. A p-strict partition A is restricted if in addition

{Ar—kr+1 <p if plA,,
Ar—Arp1 =p if ptir,

for each r > 1. If p = 0, we interpret p-strict and restricted p-strict partitions as
strict partitions, i.e., partitions all of whose nonzero parts are distinct. Let RP, (n)
denote the set of all restricted p-strict partitions of n. The p’-height hp () of
A €Pp(n) is:

hp(X) := |{r |1 <r <nand p+kr}‘ (A € RP,(n)).

Let A be a p-strict partition. We identify A with its Young diagram consisting of
certain nodes (or boxes). A node (r, s) is the node in row r and column s. We use
the repeating pattern 0, 1, ..., £—1,£,£—1,...,1,0 of elements of I to assign (p-)
contents to the nodes. For example, if p =5then A =(16,11,10,10,9,5,1) e RPs,
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and the contents of the nodes of A are:

ol1[2]1]olol1]2]1]o]o]1]2]1]0]0]
o|lt]2]{t]olo]1]2]1]0]0
olt][2]1]ofo]1]2]1]0
ol1]2]t]olol1]2]1]0
ofl1]2]1]ofo|1]2]1
ol1]2]1]o

0]

The content of the node A is denoted by cont, A. Since the content of the node
A = (r,s) depends only on the column number s, we can also speak of cont, s for
any s € Z~y.

Let A be a p-strict partition and i € I. A node A = (r, s) € A is i -removable (for
A) if one of the following holds:

(R1) conty A =i and A4 := A — {4} is again a p-strict partition.

(R2) The node B = (r, s+ 1) immediately to the right of 4 belongs to A, cont, 4 =
conty B=i=0,andbothAp =A—{B}and A4 p:=A—{A, B} are p-strict
partitions.

A node B = (r,s) &€ A is i-addable (for M) if one of the following holds:
(Al) cont, B =i and LB := L U{B)} is again an p-strict partition.

(A2) The node 4 = (r,s — 1) immediately to the left of B does not belong to A,
cont, A =cont, B =i =0, and both A=) U{A}and A4 B =) U {4, B
are p-strict partitions.

Now label all i-addable nodes of A by + and all i-removable nodes of A by —.
The i-signature of A is the sequence of pluses and minuses obtained by going along
the rim of the Young diagram from bottom left to top right and reading off all the
signs. The reduced i -signature of A is obtained from the i -signature by successively
erasing all neighboring pairs of the form +—. Nodes corresponding to —’s in the
reduced i-signature are called i-normal. The rightmost i-normal node is called
i-good. Define

€i (L) = #{i-normal nodes in A} = #{—’s in the reduced i-signature of A}.

Continuing with the example above, the 0-addable and 0-removable nodes are
labeled in the diagram at the top of the next page. The 0-signature of A is
-, —, +,+,—,—,—, and the reduced 0-signature is —, —, —. The nodes corre-
sponding to the —’s in the reduced 0-signature have been circled in the diagram.
The rightmost of them is 0-good.
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HERS

2

Set
5o — Ayq if A is the i-good node,
7710  if A has no i-good nodes.

The definitions imply that &;A = 0 or ;A € RP,(n —1) if L € RP,(n).

2B. Crystal graph properties. We make RP ), :=| |,,>o RP, (n) into an I -colored
directed graph as follows: A LN wif and only if A = ¢; ;Z Kang [2003, Theorem 7.1]
proves that this graph is isomorphic to B(Ag), the crystal graph of the basic
representation V(A ) of the twisted Kac—-Moody algebra of type A]()z_)1 (interpreted
as By if p = 0). The Cartan matrix (a;;);,jey of this algebra is

2 -2 0 -~ 0 0 O

-1 2 -1 - 0 0 O

o-1r 2 - 0 0 O
" if £ >2,

0 0 0 2 -1 0

0 0 0 -1 2 2

0 0 0 0 -1 2

2 4 .
(_1 2) if £ =1,

2 =2 0
-1 2 -1 0
0o -1 2 -1 if £ = oo.
0 -1 2 ’

In view of Kang’s result, we can use some nice properties of crystal graphs:
Lemma 2.1 [Stembridge 2003, Theorem 2.4]. Leti, j € I andi # j. Then

(i) Ifei(A) >0, then 0 < gj(e;A) —¢&j (L) < —ajj.
(i) Ifei(A) > 0 and &j (eid) = &j (A) > 0, then éiéj)u = éjéi)n.
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2C. Double covers and twisted group algebras. There are two double covers of
the symmetric group but the corresponding group algebras over F are isomorphic,
so it suffices to work with one of them. Let §n be the Schur double cover of the
symmetric group S, in which transpositions lift to involutions. It is known that Sn
is generated by elements z, 51, ..., S;—1 subject only to the relations

Z8y = 8pZ, 22 = 1, sr2 =1,

SrSr+18r = Sr+15rSr+1,

SpSy =z88r (r—t]| > 1)

for all admissible r, z. Then z has order 2 and generates the center of S,.. We have
the natural map  : S, — S,,,

1> (z)>5, 55, —> 1,

which maps s, onto the simple transposition (r,r + 1) € S,. The Schur double
cover A, is 71 (A,). We introduce the twisted group algebras:

Tp:=FS/(z+1), WUy:=FA,/(z+1).

Spin representations of S, and A, are representations on which z acts nontrivially.
The irreducible spin representations are equivalent to the irreducible projective
representations of S, and A, (at least when n # 6, 7). Moreover, z must act as —1
on the irreducible spin representations, so the irreducible spin representations of Sn
and A, are the same as the irreducible representations of the twisted group algebras
I, and AU, respectively. From now on we just work with 7, and U,.

We refer the reader to [Kleshchev 2005, Section 13.1] for basic facts on these
twisted group algebras. In particular, 7, is generated by the elements ¢, ..., #,—1,
where ¢, = 5, + (z + 1), subject only to the relations

2
ty =1, ttrs1ty =trgilitr41, Gl = —tsty ([r—s| > 1).

Moreover, J, has a natural basis {#; | g € Sn} such that U, = span(fg | g € Ap).
This allows us to introduce a Z,-grading on J, with (7,)5 = U, and (T,)7 =
span(fg | g € Sp \ A,). Thus J, becomes a superalgebra, and we can consider its
irreducible supermodules.

2D. Supermodules over 7, and U,. Here we review some known results on rep-
resentation theory of J,, and AU, described in detail in [Kleshchev 2005, Chapter 22]
following [Brundan and Kleshchev 2001a; 2002]. It is important that the different
approaches of these last two papers are reconciled in [Kleshchev and Shchigolev
2012], where some additional branching results, which will be crucial for us here,
are also established.
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First of all, we consider the irreducible supermodules over J,. These are labeled
by the partitions A € RP,(n). It will be convenient to set

0 if m is even,
o(m):= {1 if m is odd; @b
and
a(h) :=om—hy(R)). (2-2)

The irreducible 7 ,-supermodule corresponding to A € R%P,(n) will be denoted
by D*, so that
(D* | € RP,(n)}

is a complete and irredundant set of irreducible J ,-supermodules up to isomorphism.
Moreover, D* is of type M if (L) = 0 and D* is of type Q if a(A) = 1. Recall the
useful fact that a(X) has the same parity as the number of nodes in A of nonzero
content; see [Kleshchev 2005, (22.15)].

Let V be a J,-supermodule, my, ..., m, € Zsg,and ul,... u" € RPp(n). We
use the notation 71, D' 4.t m, D*" € V to indicate that the multiplicity of
each D* as a composition factor of V' is at least ny,.

2E. Modules over 9,, and U,. Now, we pass from supermodules over 7, to
usual modules over 7, and U,. This is explained in detail in [Kleshchev 2005,
Section 22.3]. Assume first that (1) = 0. Then D* is irreducible as a usual
I n-module. We denote this J,-module again by D*. Moreover D* splits into two
nonisomorphic irreducible modules on restriction to AUy, res ’; DM = E% Ao EL
On the other hand, let a(A) = 1. Then, considered as a usual module, D)‘ sphts as
two nonisomorphic J,-modules: D* = Di ® D, Moreover, E A= resou" D)jr ~
resgi’; D* is an irreducible Uy,-module. Now,

{(D* | A e RP,(n), a(A) =0} U {D}, D* | A € RP,(n), a(r) =1}
is a complete irredundant set of irreducible J,-modules up to isomorphism, and
{(E* | e RP,(n), a(A) = 1} U {EX, E* | L € RP,(n), a()) = 0}

is a complete irredundant set of irreducible U,-modules up to isomorphism.

We note that it is usually much more convenient to work with 7 ,-supermodules,
and then “desuperize” at the last moment using the theory described above to obtain
results on usual J,,-modules and AU,,-modules; see Remark 22.3.17 in [Kleshchev
2005]. For future use, we also point out that if V' is an irreducible J,-supermodule
and W is an irreducible constituent of V' as a usual J,,-module (or én-module),
then .

dim V _Ha(?),
dim W
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2F. Weight spaces and superblocks. Let V be a J,-supermodule. We recall the
notion of the formal character of V' following [Brundan and Kleshchev 2003] and
[Kleshchev 2005, Section 22.3]. Let My, ..., M}, be the Jucys—Murphy elements
of J,; see [Kleshchev 2005, (13.6)]. The main properties of the Jucys—Murphy
elements are as follows:

Theorem 2.2.
(i) [Kleshchev 2005, Lemma 13.1.1] M2 and M} commute for all 1 < k.1 < n.

(i1) [Kleshchev 2005, Lemma 22.3.7] If V is a finite-dimensional T ,,-supermodule,
then for all 1 < k < n, the eigenvalues oka2 onV are of the formi(i +1)/2
for somei € 1.

(iii) [Brundan and Kleshchev 2003, Theorem 3.2] The even center of I, is the set
of all symmetric polynomials in the M2, ..., M ,,2
For an n-tuple i = (iy,...,in) € I", the i -weight space of a finite-dimensional
I n-supermodule V is:

Vii={ve V| (M} —ig(ix +1)/2Yv=0for N > 0and k =1,...,n}.

By Theorem 2.2, we have V = @; <;» Vi. If V; # 0, we say that i is a weight of
V.

We denote by ¢; (V') the maximal nonnegative integer m such that D* has a
nonzero I -weight space with the last m entries of i equal to i.

The superblock theory of 7, is similar to the usual block theory but uses even
central idempotents. Denote

Tpi={y:1—>750 |y y(i)=n}.
iel
Also denote by v; the function from 7 to Z>¢ which maps i to 1 and j to O for all
j #i.Fory eIy, welet
I :={i =(i1,....,in) €I |vi, +--+vi, =V}

If V is a finite-dimensional J,-supermodule, then by Theorem 2.2(iii),

Viyl:= @ Vi

ielv

is a I ,-superblock component of V', referred to as the y-superblock component

of V, and the decomposition of V into the J,-superblock components (some of
which might be zero) is:
V=@ vyl

vely

The y-superblock consists of all 7,-supermodules V with V[y]=V.
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Let A € RP,(n). For any i € I denote by y;(A) the number of nodes of A of
content . Then we have a function

y(\) = yi(Mvi €Ty,
iel
Theorem 2.3 [Kleshchev 2005, Theorem 22.3.1 (iii)]. Let A € RP,(n) and y € I'y,.
Then D* is in the y-superblock of T, if and only if y () = y.

2G. Branching rules. Given a function y : I — Z>¢ and i € I we can consider
the function y —v; : I — Z>¢ if y(i) > 0. Now, let A € RP,(n). Denote

res; D* = (res‘gz_1 D)‘)[y()\) — ;] @el)

interpreted as zero if y;(A) = 0. In other words,

re; DV .= @ D} GeD. (2-3)

ieln, iy=i
We have
resgz_] D = @resi D*.
iel

Moreover, either res; D*is Zero, or res; D* is self-dual indecomposable, or res; D*
is a direct sum of two self-dual indecomposable supermodules isomorphic to each

other and denoted by e,-D)‘. If res; D* is zero or indecomposable we denote
e; D* :=res; D*. From now on, for any J,-supermodule V we will always denote

. n . Tn
resy—j Vi=tes, ; Vi=resg V.

Theorem 2.4 [Kleshchev 2005, (22.14), Theorem 22.3.4; Kleshchev and Shchigolev
2012, Theorem A]. Let A € RP,(n). There exist T, -supermodules e; D* for
each i € I, unique up to isomorphism, satisfying the following conditions:

(1) resy—q D* is isomorphic to
eoD* ®2e;D* @ ---d2e,D*  ifa(h) =1,
eoD*®e D @---®e, D> ifa(l) =0.
(ii) For eachi € I, e;D* % 0 if and only if . has an i-good node A, in which

case e; D* is a self-dual indecomposable supermodule with irreducible socle
and head isomorphic to DM,

(iii) If A has an i-good node A, then the multiplicity of D* in e; D* is &;()).
Furthermore, a(D*) equals a(D") if and only if i = 0.

@(v) If u € RPp(n — 1) is obtained from A by removing an i-normal node then
D™ is a composition factor ofe,-D)‘.
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(v) e; D is irreducible if and only if ¢;(\) = 1;
(vi) res,—; D* is completely reducible if and only if £;(\) = 0 or 1 forall i € I.
(vii) & (D*) =¢; ().
(viii) [Brundan and Kleshchev 2006, Theorem 1.2 (ii)] Let A be the lowest re-
movable node of A such that A4 € RPp(n — 1). Assume that A has content

i and that there are m i-removable nodes strictly below A in A. Then the
multiplicity of DM ine;D* ism + 1.

Finally, one rather special result:

Lemma 2.5 [Phillips 2004, Proposition 3.17]. Let p > 3 and D, E be irreducible
I n-supermodules such that res,—1 D and res,—; E are both homogeneous with the
same unique composition factor. Then D = E.

2H. Reduction modulo p. To distinguish between the irreducible modules in char-
acteristic 0 and p in this section we will write D())‘ Versus D;;. We also distinguish
between Io = Z>¢p and I, =1{0,1,...,¢}. To every i € Iy we associate i € I, via
i:=contyi.Ifi =(iy,...,in) € I3 thenl = (i1,...,in) € 1.

Denote reduction modulo p of a ﬁmte -dimensional J ,-supermodule V' in char-
acteristic zero by V. In particular we have D}, for any strict partition A of 7.

In fact, let (I, R, F) be the splitting p-modular system which is used to perform
reduction modulo p. In particular, F = R/(x) where (77) is the maximal ideal of
R. So we have V = Vg ® g F for some J,-invariant superhomogeneous lattice Vg
inV.

Recall that char F 7 2 so we may assume that all i (i 4+ 1)/2 with i € I belong
to the ring of integers R. As usual we consider elements of /, as elements of [.
Then it is easy to see that

ii+1)/2+ @@ =i(i+1)/2 (ielp). (2-4)

Let again V' be an irreducible J,-supermodule in characteristic zero. When
performing its reduction modulo p we can choose a J,-invariant R-lattice Vg
of V' that respects the welght space decomposmon VR = D e I Vi r, where
Vi.r = VRN V;. Then V i RORF C V— It follows that for an arbitrary
J €1, we have

vi=& V. (2-5)
iell
i=j
This implies the following result (see the proof of [Kleshchev and Shchigolev 2012,
Lemma 8.1.10]):
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Proposition 2.6. Let A be a strict partition of n and D% be the corresponding
irreducible J y-supermodule in characteristic zero. Then all composition factors of
the reduction D} modulo p belong to the superblock y, where y =Y 4. 2 Veonty 4>
where the sum is over all nodes A of A.

We now use reduction modulo p to deduce some very special results on branching.
Lemma 2.7. We have:

(1) if p>5andn = p + 1, then res,_; Dl(,p_l’z) has a composition factor D*
with e5(pn) = 1;

(i) if p > 3 and n = p + 4, then res;,—; DI(,IH_Z’Z) has a composition factor D*
with go(p) = 2.

Proof. We will use the characterization of ¢;(A) given in Theorem 2.4(vii).

i) Let y = 3vy + vy + ; v;. Note that %) is the only ordina
(i) Let y = 3 23410 vi- Note that DP~"? is the only ordinary
irreducible in the y-superblock, and D,(,” -2
the y-superblock. It follows that

is the only p-modular irreducible in

(p—1,2) _ —1,2
Dy =mD{P~ "2

for some multiplicity 7. So the restriction res;,—; Dl(,p ~12) has the same composi-
tion factors as the reduction modulo p of the restriction

res;—1 D(()p_l’z) = D(()p_l’l) ® D(()p—Z,Z).

Now, note using (2-5) that 82(D(()p—2,2)) =1.

(ii) Let y =4(vo+v1)+ve+2 Z#O,M v;. Note that D(()p+2’2) is the only ordinary

irreducible in the y-superblock, and Dl(,p +2.2)

the y-superblock. It follows that

is the only p-modular irreducible in

(p+2,2) _ +2,2
Dy =mD{P*2?

for some multiplicity m. So the restriction res,—q Dl(,p 722 has the same composi-
tion factors as the reduction modulo p of the restriction

res,—1 D(()p+2’2) = D(()P+2,1) ® D(()p+1,2)‘

Now, note using (2-5) that g (D(()p+1’2)) =2. O

3. Basic and second basic modules

3A. Definition, properties, and dimensions. If the characteristic of the ground
field is zero, then the basic supermodule A4, and the second basic supermodule
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By over I, are defined as
Ap:=D™ and B,:=D0"" LD,

If the ground field has characteristic p > 0, it follows from the results of [Wales
1979] that reduction modulo p of the characteristic zero basic supermodule has only
one composition factor (which could appear with some multiplicity). We define the
basic supermodule A, in characteristic p to be this composition factor.

Moreover, again by [Wales 1979], reduction modulo p of the characteristic
zero second basic supermodule will always have only one composition factor
(with some multiplicity) which is not isomorphic to the basic supermodule — this
new composition factor will be referred to as the second basic supermodule in
characteristic p and denoted by B,,.

Thus we have defined the basic supermodule A4, and the second basic supermod-
ule By, for an arbitrary characteristic.

When p > 0, write n in the form

n=ap+5b (a,bez, 0<b=<p). (3-1)
Define the functions y4»,y B e T, by
y = a(ug + -+ 2vpy +vp) + fl Veonty s
B o
yori=auo+---+2vp_1 +vp) + Sgl Veont, s + Vo-

Lemma 3.1. A, is in the y 47 -superblock and By, is in the y B -superblock.

Proof. This follows from the definitions of A, and B;, above in terms of reductions
modulo p and Proposition 2.6. O

Theorem 3.2 [Wales 1979].

CIR
() dim 4, = 2l"5"] = {2 2 ifptn.
22 ifp .

(ii) Ay is of type Mif and only if n is odd and p tn, or n is even and p | n.

(iii) The only possible composition factor of res,—1 An is Ay—1.

Theorem 3.3 [Wales 1979].

—Kn—1

G) dim By = 21" 2" (0 — 2 — ke — 21 ); equivalently,
25 —2) if prnn—1),
dim B, = {212 4 (n—3) if p|n,
22 (n—4) ifpl(n—1).
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(i1) By is of type Mif and only ifnis odd and p | (n—1), orn is even and p ¥ (n—1).
(iii) The only possible composition factors of res,—1 By are A,—1 and B, _1.
Finally, we state two results concerning the weights of basic modules.

Lemma 3.4 [Phillips 2004, Corollary 3.12]. The only weight appearing in A, is
(cont, 0,conty 1, ..., conty(n—1)).

Lemma 3.5 [Phillips 2004, Lemma 3.13]. Let p > 3 and D be an irreducible
T n-supermodule. Suppose that there exist i, j,k € I (not necessarily distinct) such
that every weight I appearing in D ends onijk. Then D is basic.

3B. Labels. It is important to identify the partitions which label the irreducible
modules 4, and B, in characteristic p. Recall the presentation (3-1). Define the
partitions o, € RPp(n) as follows:

Oy =

{(p”,b) if b # p,
(p*. p—1,1) ifb=p,

and the partitions B, € RP,(n) by

(n—1,1) if n < p,
(p—2,2) ifn=p,
Bni=13(p-—2,2,1) ifn=p+1,

(p+1,p* 1 b-1) ifn>p+1landb # 1,
(p+1,p% 2, p—1,1) ifn>p+landb=1.

For technical reasons we will also need the partition y, € R%,(n) only defined
forn #£ 0,3 (mod p):

n—2,2) ifn<porn=p+1,
(p—1,2,1) ifn=p+2,
Yni=14(p+2,p% 2, p-1) ifn>p+2and b =1,
(p+2,p* 2, p—1,1) ifn>p+2andb =2,
(p+2, p*1,b=2) ifn>p+2and b #1,2,3, p.

For p = 3 we define
$n:=1(53"11) (ifa>2andb=3).

Finally, for p > 3 we define (for n # 1,4 (mod p))
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(n—3,3)or (n—3,2,1) ifn < p,

(p—1,3) ifn=p+2,
(p—1,3,)or(p2,1) ifn=p+3,
(p+2.2,1) ifn=p+5>10,
(p+3,b=3)or (p+2,b-3,1) ifa=1land5<b < p,
(p+2,p—=3,1)or(p+2,p-2) ifn=2p,

5, = (p+3, p* 2, p—1) ifa>2and b =2,
(p+2,p* ' Dor(p+3,p? 2, p—1,1) ifa>2andb =3,
(p+2,p+1,p?72.2) ifa>2andb=5<p,
(p+3’pa_l’b__3)°r ifa>2and5<b < p,
(p+2,p+1, p*2,b-3)

(p+2,p“_1,p—_2)or ifa>2and b = p.
(p+2,p+1,p72, p=3)

(In the cases where &, is not unique, this notation is used to refer to either of the
two possibilities).

The cases where the formulas above do not produce a partition in R% , (n) should
be ignored. For example, if p = 3, there is no ys, because the second line of the
definition of y,, gives (2,2,1) € RP3(5).

Theorem 3.6. Let A € RP,(n).
(1) Ay = D%,
(ii) By =~ DPn.
(iil) If D%~ appears in the socle of resy—; D* then . = ay or Bn.

(iv) IfD‘g"—l appears in the socle of res,—1 D* then ) = Bn or yu. In particular,
A must be B, ifn=0,3 (mod p).

(v) If DYn=\ appears in the socle of res,—; D* then \ = y, or 8,. Conversely,
DYn=1 gppears in the socle of res;,_1 Dn,

Proof. (1) is proved in [Kleshchev 2005, Lemma 22.3.3].

(>iii), (iv), and (v) come from Theorem 2.4 by analyzing how good nodes can be
added to a,—1, By—1, and y,—1, respectively.

(i1) If n < p then the irreducible J ,-supermodules in characteristic p are irreducible
reductions modulo p of the irreducible modules in characteristic zero corresponding
to the same partition. So the result is clear in this case. We now apply induction on
n to prove the result forn > p. Let B, = DE. By Theorem 3.3(iii) and the inductive
assumption, 8 can be obtained from o, or 8,1 by adding a good node.
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By (iii), the only partition other than «;, which can be obtained out of «;,,_; by
adding a good node is B,. Moreover, 8, can indeed be obtained out of o;,—; in such
a way provided n # 0, 1 (mod p). This proves that 8 = B, unless # =0, 1 (mod p).

By (iv), the only partition other than f,, which can be obtained out of 8,,_; by
adding a good node is y;,. Let n =0 (mod p). Then there is no yy, and it follows
that B = 8, in this case also.

Finally, to complete the proof of the theorem, we just have to prove that 8 = 8,
when 7 =1 (mod p). But we have only two options 8 = 8, and § = ¥, and the
second one is impossible by Lemma 3.1. O

3C. Some branching properties.
Lemma 3.7. Let D be an irreducible J ,,-supermodule.

(i) If all composition factors of res,—1 D are isomorphic to Ay—1, then D =~ A,,.

(i1) If all composition factors of res,—1 D are isomorphic to Ay,—1 or B,—1, then
D = A, or D = B, with the following exceptions, when the result is indeed
false:

(@) p>5n=>5and D= DG,
(b) p=5,n=6,and D= D*?;
(c) p=3,n="7and D= DG,

(iii) Suppose that all composition factors of res,, D are isomorphic to Ay, or By,
for some 8 <m <n. Then D = A, or D = By,

Proof. (i) is proved in [Kleshchev and Tiep 2004, Lemma 2.4]. For (ii), if 4,1
appears in the socle of res,—; D then by Theorem 3.6(iii), D is isomorphic to 4,
or B,. Thus we may assume that the socle of D* is isomorphic to a direct sum of
copies of B, = DPn—1 By Theorem 3.6(iv) we just need to rule out the case
D = D¥n,

When n < p we have y, = (n—2,2), and D@32 is a composition factor of
res,—1 DY7, unless n = 5, when we are in (a), and this is indeed an exception.

If n > p, let k,,—; be the partition obtained from y;, by removing the bottom
removable node. It is easy to see using the explicit definitions of the partitions
involved, that «,_; is a restricted p-strict partition of n — 1 different from o,
and B,—1, unlessn = p 4+ 1 or n = p + 4. Since the bottom removable node is
always normal, in the nonexceptional cases we can apply Theorem 2.4(iv) to get a
composition factor D*»—1 in res,_; D¥".

Now we deal with the exceptional casesn = p+1andn = p+4. If p =3,
then the case n = p + 1 does not arise since we are always assuming n > 5. If
n = p+4 =7, we are in the case (c), which is indeed an exception, as for p =3
the only irreducible supermodules over J ¢ are basic and second basic.
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Similarly, we get the exception (b) for p =5, n = p 4 1. All the other cases do
not yield exceptions in view of Lemma 2.7.

To prove (iii), we proceed by induction on k = n — m, where the case k = 0
is obvious, and the case k = 1 follows from (ii). For the induction step, if U
is any composition factor of res,_; D, then any composition factor of res,, U is
isomorphic to A,, or By,. By the induction hypothesis, U is isomorphic to 4,1
or B,_1. Hence D =~ A, or D = By, by (ii). O

In the following two results, which are obtained applying Theorem 2.4, §,, means
any of the two possibilities for §, if §, is not uniquely defined.

Lemma 3.8. Let n > 6, and denote R :=res,_1 DY". We have:
(i) If n < p, then R = 2°W (DYn—1 @ DPn-1),
(ii) Ifn = p+ 1, then D* =1 4+ 2DPr-1 € R.

(i) Ifa > 2 and b = 1, then 2°®™ (2 DPr—1 + DOn—1) € R, except for the case
n =717, p =3, when we have 4DPn—1 € R.

(iv) If b =2, then 20m+1) pBu—1 4 p¥n-1 ¢ R,
(V) Ifa =1 and b = 4, then 4DPn—1 € R.

(vi) Ifa > 2 and b = 4, then 2°™ (2 DPn—1 4 DOn—1) ¢ R.

(vii) Ifa>1and4 <b < p, then 20@+b)(phn-1 L p¥a-1) € R.

Notation. Let A € RP,(n) and j € Z-o. We denote by d;(A) the number of

composition factors (counting multiplicities) not isomorphic to 4,—j, By—j in
A

res) _ j D*.

Lemma 3.9. We have dy(6,) = 2 and d,(8,) > 3, except possibly in one of the

following cases:

) n=6, p>5,and 8, = (3,2,1), in which case res,_, D% = D¥n—1 gnd
res;—» DS =2 phPn—2,

(i) n=717, p>3,and §, = (4,3), in which case
res,_; D% = 2DYn—1,
resy_p D =2DPr—2 L opvi—2 if ps 5
resy_p D% 5 4DPr—2 y 2 pon—2 if p—5:
(i) n =17, p> 5, and 6, = (4,2, 1), in which case
res,_; D% = DYn—1 4 pon—1,
res,_p D% = DPr—2 4 2p¥n—2,
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iv) p>3,n=p+3,8,=(p.2,1), in which case
resy_; D% 5 2DYn—1 4 pPn—1
resy_p D% 5 D¥n=2 4 2 pPr—2 4 2 pYa—2,
V) p>3,n=mp+3withm>2,8,=(p+2, p" 1 1), in which case
resy,_; D% 52DY1  res,_» D% 52.20m=D pbn-2 5 p¥n—2
i) p>5,n=p+6,8,=(p+3,3), in which case
resy_1 D% 3 2DY1 | tes,_, D% 52DPn-2 4 2 p¥n—2
(vil) p=3andé, = (5, 39=1 1), in which case
resy_; D% 5 2DYn=1 | tes,_, D% 52.20@=D pbu—2 4 2 p¥n-2
(viii) p > 3, n = pm for an integer m > 2, and 8, = (p + 2, p™ 2, p —2), in
which case res,_y D% =200 p¥n—1 gpq

2DYn=2 4 2DBn—2 if p> 5,
resy_p D% 5 {2D%—2 4 4pPi—2  if p=5andn > 10,
4 DPn—2 if p=15,andn = 10.

4. Results involving Jantzen—Seitz partitions

4A. JS-partitions. Let A € RP,(n). We call A a JS-partition, written A € JS, if
there is i € I such that ¢;(A) =1 and ¢;(A) = 0 for all j € I \ {i}. In this case
we also write A € JS(i) or D* € JS(i). The notion goes back to [Jantzen and Seitz
1992; Kleshchev 1994].

Note that if A = (A; > Ay > --- > Ay > 0) is a JS-partition then the bottom
removable node A := (%, Ap,) is the only normal node of A, and in this case we have
A €JS(i), where i = cont A4.

Lemma 4.1. Let §;, be one of the explicit partitions defined in Section 3B. Then
8, € JS(i) for some i if and only if p > 3 and one of the following happens:

(i) n=6, p>5,and &, = (3,2, 1); in this case 6, € JS(0) and a(A) = 1;
(i) n =717, p> 3, and 6, = (4, 3); in this case a(A) = 1 and 8, € IS(2);
(i) n = mp form > 2 and 8, = (p + 2, p" 2, p —2); in this case 8, € IS(2),
a(A) = o(m), and
2DYn—2 4 2 DBn—2 if p>5,
resp—y D 5 {opbu2 L 4phri2 it p=5andn > 10,
4 DPn—2 if p=>5,andn = 10.
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Proof. This is proved by inspection of the formulas for §,, and applying the definition
of the Jantzen—Seitz partitions. O

Now, we record some combinatorial results of A. Phillips.

Lemma 4.2 [Phillips 2004, Lemma 3.8]. For A € RP,(n) the following are equiv-
alent:

(1) A €1S(0);
(ii) A € JS(0) and egA € IS(1);
(iii) A €JS(i) and é;A €JS(j) for some i, j € I and exactly one of i and j is equal
to 0.
Lemma 4.3 [Phillips 2004, Lemma 3.14]. Let A € RP,(n). Then:
(i) A=apandn =1 (mod p) if and only if &;(A) = 0 foralli # 0 and eéy(A) €
JS5(0);
(i) A=ayandn #£0,1,2 (mod p) if and only if A € JS(i) and é;A € IS(j) for
somei,je€l\{0}.

Lemma 4.4 [Phillips 2004, Lemma 3.7]. Let A = (I{',..., ;") € RP,(n) with
ly > 1y >+ > 1y, >0. Then A € JS(0) if and only if I, = 1 and conty [y =
conty(ls41 + 1) foralls =1,2,... ., m—1.

4B. Jantzen-Seitz partitions and branching.

Lemma 4.5. Ler . € JS(i) and assume that D* is not basic. Then one of the
following happens:

(1) i =0and egh € JS(1);

(i) i =4, eq—1(é¢r) =2 and gj(égh) =0 forall j # L —1.
(iii) i =1,e9(é1A) =2 and gj(e1A) =0 forall j #0.

iv) p>3,1 #0,4, gi—1(e;A) > 1, g;+1(€;A) = 1 and €j(é;A) = 0 for all j #
i—1,i4+1. Moreover, if in addition, we have i # 1, then g;_1(é;A) = 1.
Proof. Assume first that ¢; A € JS(j) for some j. Then by Lemma 4.3, exactly one

of i, j is 0. Hence by Lemma 4.2, we are in (i).

Now, let ;A ¢ JS. Then, by Lemma 2.1, ¢j(¢;A) > 0 implies that j =i £ 1;
moreover €;+1(€;A) < 1, and g;_1(e;A) < 1ifi # 1,£. If i = £, it now follows
that we are in (ii). If i = 1 we are in (iii) or in (iv). If i # 0, 1, £, we are in (iv). O
Lemma 4.6. Let A € RP,(n) satisfy Lemma 4.5 (iv). Then one of the following
occurs:

(1) dy(A) > 4.
(i) a(A) =0,i =1, and dy(A) > 3.
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(iii) D* =~ B,.
Gv) p>S,n=mpform>2, A =68,=(p+2,p" 2 p—2)e€IS), and
resy_p D% 3 2DYn—2 4 2 pPn—2
v)yn=5,p>5andi=(3,2).
iy n=17,p>3,and A = (4,3).
Proof. We may assume that D* is not basic. We may also assume that D* is not
second basic — otherwise we are in (iii). By Theorem 2.4 we have
res,_; D* = 29 péit
Assume that i # 1. Theni —1 #£ 0 and a(é;1) +a(X) = 1, so we have
resy_p D* = 2(D%—14* 4 péitieihy

If none of D=1 s basic or second basic, we are in ).

Suppose that Dei+18ih ~ 4, By Theorem 3.6, we may assume that A = y,.
But inspection shows that y;, is never JS, unless » = 5 and p > 5, in which case,
however, A € JS(1). Suppose now that D% +1¢* ~ B, Then we may assume
that A = §,,. It follows from Lemma 4.1 that we are in the cases (iv) or (vi).

Now, leti = 1. Theorem 2.4 then gives

res;—y D* 3 29Wey D14 4 3 pB&i},

If one of D€1£1€1% g basic or second basic then A = Yn or A = 6,. If A =y, then
we are in (v). The case A = §, is impossible by Lemma 4.1. So we may assume
that neither of D¢1+1€14 ig basic or second basic.

If £9(&1A) > 2, then D1} appears in e D¥1* with multiplicity at least 2, and
we are in (i). Finally, let gg(€;1) = &2(é1A) = 1. Then

res;—o DA' = 2a()‘)DEOEI)\ + 2D€251}»'

If a(A) = 1, we still get 4 composition factors, but if a(A) = 0, we do get only 3
composition factors, which is case (ii). O

Lemma 4.7. Let p > 3 and let A € RP ,(n) satisfy Lemma 4.5 (ii) or (iii). Then
one of the following occurs:

(i) da(r) = 4.
(i) D* = A,
(ii) p=S,n=mpform>2,A=8,=(p+2,p" 2 p—2),and

2D%—2 4 4pPr—2 ifpn > 10,

_, D >
feSn—2 {4Dﬂn—2 ifn = 10.
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Proof. 1t follows from the assumption that all weights of D* are of the form
(%,i—1,i) and that D* has a weight of the form (%, i —1,i—1, i). If all weights
of D* are of the form (%,i—1,i—1,i), then D* is basic by Lemma 3.5. If
a weight of the form (x,i,i—1,i) appears in D", then so does (x,i,i,i—1)
or (x,i—1,1,i) thanks to [Kleshchev 2005, Lemma 20.4.1], which leads to a
contradiction. If (x, j,7—1,7) appears with j #i,i —2, then (x,i —1, j, i) also
appears, again leading to a contradiction. So i = £ and weights of the form
(%, £—1,£—1,€) and (x, £—2, £—1, £) appear in D*. In this case a(A)+a(é,r) =1,
and so Theorem 2.4 yields a contribution of 4 Dée—1€ck jnto res,_» D*. So, we
are in (i) unless €y_1€yA = ap—p Or By—>. If €y_1€4A = aty_>, then A = B, or ¥y,
which never satisfy the assumptions of the lemma. If é;_1e;A = B,—>, then we
may assume that A = §,, which by Lemma 4.1 leads to the case (iii). O

Note that if p = 3 then the cases (ii) and (iii) of Lemma 4.5 are the same.

Lemma 4.8. Let p = 3 and A € RP (n) satisfy Lemma 4.5 (ii). Then one of the
following occurs:

(i) d2(A) = 4

(i) A is of the form (%, 5,4, 2), a(\) =0, in which case res,—, D* has composition
factor D331 o A, B,_, with multiplicity 3. In particular, dy(\) > 3.

(iii) D* =~ A, or B,.

Proof. If A is neither basic nor second basic, then the assumptions imply that A
has one of the following forms: (x, 5,4, 3%,2), (*,6,4, 30, 2), or (*,5,4,2) with
a > 0and b > 0. In the first two cases, Theorem 2.4 gives at least 4 needed
composition factors. So we may assume that we are in (ii). The rest now follows
from Theorem 2.4. O

4C. Class JS(0). This is the most difficult case since modules D* € JS(0) tend to
branch with very small amount of composition factors.

Lemma 4.9. Let A € RP,(n) and assume that there exist distinct i, j € I \ {0}
such that ;(A) = €j(A) = 1 and e (A) =0 forall k # i, j. Then é;é; A €JS(0).

Proof. Assume first that j # 1. Then by Lemma 2.1, we have g¢(¢;A) = 0. Now,
if i # 1 then similarly e9(¢;¢;A) = 0, and é;¢;A ¢ JS(0). If i = 1, we note by
Lemma 4.2 that ) " ex(¢jA) > 1. So there must exist k 7 0, 1 such that g5 (¢jA) > 1.
Now by Lemma 2.1, we have g, (€;€jA) > 1, which shows that €;¢;A ¢ JS(0).
Now assume that j = 1. Taking into account Lemma 2.1, we must have ¢; (¢;1) =
go(€1A) = 1. By Lemma 4.4, ¢, A is obtained from ¢;é; A by adding a box of content
i to the first row. Now A must be obtained from ¢; A by adding a box of residue 1
to the last row, but then again by Lemma 4.4, we must have g1 (A) > 2. O

Our main result on branching of JS(0)-modules is as follows:
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Proposition 4.10. Let A € RP,(n) belong to IS(0) and A # oy, By. Assume in
addition that

() n>12ifp=3.
(i) n>16if p =5,
(iii) n>10if p > 7.
Then dg()) = 24, with three possible exceptions:

@) p>7,2=(p—3,3,2,1), in which case we have
44, 3 +20B, 3 +16DP~>D 4 4p(P=62D ¢ res T3 ph.

) p=7,A=(p+2,p+1,p% p—1,1)witha > 0, in which case we have

4p@P+2.pHL0p=6) | 16 (P20 TP~ L4y, 4 20B,_g € resy,_g D*.

(iii)) p=5,n=18,and A = (7,6,4, 1), in which case
20074V 4 16B, + 841, € res;, D*.

Proof. We will repeatedly use the notation A = (x,/;", lffll, .

want to specify the last m —r + 1 lengths of the parts of A.

First we consider the case p = 3. In this case, using Lemma 4.4 we see that A is
of the form (%, 2, 1). Since n > 12 we could not have * = &, and by Lemma 4.4
again, we must have A = (x,3%,2,1) witha > 1 or AL = (%,4, 2, 1). We could not
have * = & since A # ay,, By, so by Lemma 4.4, we can get more information about
A, namely A = (%,4,3%,2, 1) or A = (*,5,4,2,1). Since A # B, and n > 12, we
conclude that * # & in both cases.

Now, we get some information on the restriction res;_g D* using Theorem 2.4.
If A =(%,4,3%,2,1), then 2a(A) p(x,4,3%1) ¢ res,;_» D*. Now, the last node in the
last row of length 3 in (x, 4, 3%, 1) satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.4(viii), so
we conclude that 2 D(4:371.2,1) ¢ resZ:% D431 Rurthermore, the last node
in the row of length 4 in (%, 4, 3%, 1) is the third normal 0-node from the bottom.
If it is 0-good, then 3pe39ThD ¢ resZ:g D431 by Theorem 2.4(iii). If it is
not good, then the 0-good node is above it and g¢(A) > 4, in which case we get
44341 ¢ resZ:% D(*’4’3a’1), where by the first (x, 4, 3%, 1) we understand a
partition obtained from the second (%, 4, 3%, 1) by removing a box from a row of
length greater than 4. Thus we have

.., L™y if we only

20 +1 p(4.3712,1) | 3 9a() p3FLD oo ph
or

2a(M)+1 py(x,4,3971,2,1) + 2a(d) p(x,31,1) +4.200) p(*.4.3%1) ¢ res,_3 D>
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The second case is much easier so we continue just with the first one. On restriction
to n — 4, we now get

ra(M)+1 py(x,4,3971,2) +6.20) pt.392.1) oy, D
Note that a(A) +a((*,4,3%71,2)) = 1, so we further get
4D(*74’3a—1’1) +6- Za()‘)D(*’3a’2) € 1es,—5 Dk.

Now consider resZ:g 4p*437LD - Note that eo((*,4,3971 1)) > 3, so re-
moval of the 0-good node yields a contribution of at least 12 composition fac-
tors, none of which is isomorphic to a basic or a second basic module. Finally
reszzg 6-24() p(+3%.2) yields 12031 which again cannot be basic or second
basic, since here * stands for some parts of length greater than 4. The restriction
res; . D3:4:2.1) s treated similarly.

Now, let p = 5. Using Lemma 4.4 and the assumptions n > 16 and A # o, Bx,
we arrive at the following six possibilities for A:

(*7 5747 37 2’ 1)7 (*7 6’47 37 27 1)9 (*9 77 37 27 1)7
(*’ 6’ 5a74’ 1)7 (*7 77 674’ 1)’ (*’ 9’ 6’47 1)’

with a > 1 and * # &, except possibly in the last two cases. Now we use Theorem 2.4
to show that:

o res,_¢ D432 contains 48 D332 or 20 D(*:3:3:D) 1 4 p(+4.3.2) op
2OD(*,5,3,1) + 12D(*’4’3’2’1).

o tes,_g D*6:43.2.1) 54 p(*.6.4) 4 o0 p(*.6.3.1)
o res,_g D321 520 pC:6:1) 4 19 p(*:5:2),

.. —1
o res,_g D™*:05%% 1 hag at least 4 composition factors of the form D *:6:5“7"»4)
and either 20 composition factors of the form D341 or 12 composi-

tion factors of the form D®>3*4:1) and 16 composition factors of the form
D*.6,5971,4,1)

e In the case * = & we get the exception (c), while in the case * # & we get
resy—g D(*,7,6,4,1) 5 20D(*,7,4,1) + 4D(*’6’5’1).

e 200941 4 4D(8.5.1) g peg. o D*:9,6.4.1)

Finally, let p > 7. Using Lemma 4.4 and the assumptions 7 > 10 and A # «,, B,
we arrive at the following possibilities for A (with a > 0):

(*749372v1)v (*vp_373’27 1)7 (*7p_1vp_2725 1)3 (*5p+27p_2a2a1)a
(*’p+21p+1’paap_l’l)’ (*’2p_1,p+1’paap_1’l)
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If A = (*,4,3,2,1) then * # & as n > 10. In this case we get
4D 1 20D*3D ¢reg, o D

If A = (x, p—3,3,2,1), we may assume that p > 7 (otherwise we are in the
previous case). If * = &, we are in the exceptional case (a), and Theorem 2.4
yields the composition factors of the restriction as claimed in the theorem. If % # &,
we get similar composition factors but with partitions starting with ‘x’, and such
composition factors are neither basic nor second basic.

IfA=(x p—1,p—2,2,1), we have

12D(*,p—1,p—5) + 12D(*ap_2’P_4) = resn_6 D)‘

LetA=(x, p+2, p—2,2,1). If x =&, then a(A) = 1, and using Theorem 2.4,
we get 16 D(P+2:p=5) 4 g p(P+1.p=5.1) ¢ reg, ¢ D*. Otherwise, we get

IfX=(p+2,p+1, p% p—1,1), then
4pP+2,p+1,0%0=6) | 16 pCep+2,0°1 . p=5) 4 5 px.p+1,p"F ! p—4)

+ 4D(*,pa+2

P73 ¢ res,_g D*.
If * # @, all of these composition factors are neither basic nor second basic.
Otherwise we are in the exceptional case (b).

The case A = (x,2p—1, p+1, p%, p—1, 1) is similar to the case

A=0G,p+2, p+1,p% p—1,1). O
We will also need the following result on JS(0)-modules:

Lemma 4.11. Let A € RPp(n) for n > 12. Assume A € JS(0) and A # oy, By. Then
either

(a) d3(A) =3, 0r
(b) d3(A) =2, p>5,andn =mp + 1 for some m > 2.

Proof. Applying Lemma 4.5 to V := D* we have res,_; V = U = D* with
w €JS(1). Assume d3(V) <2 so that d»(U) < 2. Now we can apply Lemma 4.5
to u € JS(1) and arrive at one of the three cases (ii)—(iv) described in Lemma 4.5.
In the case (ii) (so p = 3), the condition d,(U) < 2 implies by Lemma 4.8 that
U = ay—1 or By—1. In the case (iii) (and p > 3), then since n > 12 by Lemma 4.7
either we have u = a,—1 or we arrive at (b). Similarly, in the case (iv) by Lemma 4.6
either we have u = f8,,_1 or we arrive at (b).
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Assuming furthermore that (b) does not hold for V', we conclude that pu €
{otn—1, Bn—1}. Since A # oy, By, by Theorem 3.6 we must have A = y,,. But then
A €JS(0) by Lemma 3.8. O

5. Thecase ) e;(A) =2
5A. The subcase where all ¢; () < 1.

Lemma 5.1. Let A € RP,(n). If there exist i # j with g;(A) = &;(A) = 1 and
ex(A) =0forall k #1, j, then at least one of é;A, €A is not JS.

Proof. Assume that ¢;A,é;A € JS. Then by Theorem 2.4, we have
reS,—1 D* ~ nlDE")‘ EanDEf)‘

and
A

res,_o D = nlmlDEfé"}‘ &) nzszE"gf ,
for some ny,ny, my,my €{1,2}. Moreover, by Lemma 2.1, we have ¢;¢; A =¢;¢;A.
It follows that the restrictions res;—_, Dé* and res;—o D% are both homogeneous
with the same composition factor D¢ A So, if p > 3, we get a contradiction with
Lemma 2.5.

Let p = 3. Then we may assume that i = 0 and j = 1. Note that by the
assumption go(A) = £1(1) = 1, each weight appearing in D* ends on 1,0 or on
0, 1, and both of these occur. After application of é; to D* only the weights of
the form (x, 0, 1) survive and yield weights of the form (x, 0). Since é;A € JS(0),
we conclude that eo(é;A) = 1, and so all weights of D?1* are of the form (x, 1, 0).
Similarly all weights of D¢ are of the form (, 0, 1). Thus the weights of D* are
actually of the form (%, 0, 1,0) and (%, 1,0, 1). However, by the “Serre relations”
[Kleshchev 2005, Lemma 20.4.2 and Lemma 22.3.8], the existence of a weight
(%, 1,0, 1) implies the existence of (x, 1, 1,0) or (x,0, 1, 1), which now leads to a
contradiction. O

Lemma 5.2. Let A € RP,(n) \ {an, Bn. Vn, On}. Suppose that g;(A) = ¢j(A) =1
forsome i # j in I \{0}, and e (A) =0 forall k # i, j. Then:

(i) resp_; D* =~ 2a() péik gy 2a) peiX Moreover, &\ and éj A are not both JS,

and éj\,ej\ # ap_1, Pn—1, Yn—1. In particular, dy (L) > 2.

(ii) dy(X) = 5.
Proof. By Theorem 2.4, we have res,_; D* =~ 2a@) peéit gy 2a() péjr 1p view of
Lemma 5.1, we now have (i).

By Lemma 2.1, ¢;(€;A) > 0 and ¢; (¢;A) > 0, so

241()\.)2(1(5,)\.)1)@}5,)\. _|_ 2a()»)2a(é]k)DE,E]}» — 2DEJEI}\. + 2DEIEJ)\. c reSn_Z D)\.



Representations of symmetric and alternating groups 1797

(it might happen that ¢;¢; A = é;¢; A, in which case the above formula is interpreted
as 4D%%* ¢ res,_, D*). Moreover, since not both &;A and éjA are JS, we may
assume without loss of generality that ;A is not JS, i.e., ) ;. €x(€;A) > 1. Therefore
gj(€éiA) > 2 or there exists k # 1, j with gx(€;A) > 0. In the first case, we conclude
that actually 4D é* 4 2 D@é* ¢ res, , D* whence dy(A) > 6. In the second
case we get 2D% ¢ 4 g péiejh 4 pal) péreit ¢ yes, » D* 50 dy(M) > 5. O
Lemma 5.3. Let A € RP,(n) \ {n, B, Vn, On}. Suppose that g;(A) = go(A) =1
for some i in I\ {0}, and e (A) = 0 forall k #i,0. Then:

(i) resy—; D* =~ 29M) péit g peor Moreover, &\ and éyh are not both JS, and

éih,ej\ #ay_1,Bn-1,¥Yn—1. In particular, dy (L) > 2.

(i) dy(A) > 3.
Proof. By Theorem 2.4, res;_q D* =~ 24 péit gy péol n view of Lemma 5.1,
we now have (i). By Lemma 2.1, g;(égA) > 0 and gg(¢;1) > 0, so

ZH(X)Dg()g,‘}» + 2(1(50)»)D5150)» — 2a(k) (DEOE[A- + DE[E()A,) c reSn_z D}L.

Moreover, from (i), not both ¢;A and éyA are JS. Assume that ¢;A ¢ JS. Then
go(€jA) > 2 or there exists k # i, 0 with g (€;A) > 0. In the first case, we conclude
that actually 2.2a() peoéik 4 2ah) peieor ¢ reg, » D* whence d, () > 3. In the
second case we get 20 (peoeik 4 DE"E")‘) +2D%%i* cres,_ 5 D* 50 d, 1) > 4.
The case egA & JS is considered similarly. d

Corollary 5.4. Let A € RP,(n) \ {otn, Bn. Yn,6n}, and i # j be elements of I such
that e;(A) #0, e (L) #0, and e (A) =0 forall k € I\ {i, j}. Thenres,_» ei (DY)
orres,_s e; (D*) is reducible.

Proof. If €;(A) > 2, then by Lemma 2.1, we have ¢;(€jA) > 2. Since Dé* e ej (D*)
by Theorem 2.4, we conclude that res,_; ¢; (D%) is reducible. So we may assume
that ¢;(A) = 1 and similarly ¢;(A) = 1. If both i, j are not 0, we can now use
Lemma 5.2(i). If one of 7, j is 0 use Lemma 5.3(i) instead. O

5B. The subcase where some &; (L) = 2.

Lemma 5.5. Let A € RP,(n) \ {otn, Bn. Vu, On}. Suppose that g;(A) = 2 for some
iel,andei(AN) =0forallk #i. Ife;A €S, theni # 0 and

29M 2 p%i* 4 DM) e res,,_; D*,
where é;A 7 dy—1, Bu—1, Yn—1 and (L 7 oty—_1.
Proof. First of all, by Lemma 4.3(i), we have i # 0. By Theorem 2.4,

resy_; D* =~ 2”()‘)ei(D)”),
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and 2D%* ¢ ¢;(D). Since A # an, Bn. Yn, We get &k £ op_1, Bnt, Yno1. It
remains to prove that e;(D*) has another composition factor which is not basic
spin.

The partition A has two i-normal nodes. Denote them by 4 and B, and assume
that A is above B. Then 4 is good and ¢;A = X 4. Moreover, since the bottom
removable node of A is always normal, we know that B is in the last row.

Assume first that Ap € RP,(n —1). In this case D*B e res,_, D* by condition
(iv) in the conclusion of Theorem 2.4. Assume that A g = «,—1. Inspecting the for-
mulas for the partitions o, and taking into account the assumption A # oy, Bn, Vn,
we see that B must be of content 0 which contradicts the assumption i # 0.

Assume finally that Ap & RP,(n — 1). In this case A is of the form A =
(*,k4+ p, k), and A is in the second row from the bottom, i.e., A4 = (*, k+ p—1, k).
Since A 4 € JS(i), B should be the only normal node of A 4. In particular the node C
immediately to the left of 4 should not be normal in A 4. It follows that k = (p+1)/2
andi = £.

Note that D* has a weight of the form

(1,...,ip—3,4—1,2,0)
since g¢(A) = 2. By [Kleshchev 2005, Lemma 20.4.2 and Lemma 22.3.8],
@1,...,ip—3,4,L—1,0)

is also a weight of D*. Therefore e;_; (e, (D)) # 0. Since e;_; (D) = 0, this
shows that there is a composition factor D* of e, (D)‘) not isomorphic to Deek

and containing the weight (i1, ...,iy—3,£,€—1).
If 4 = a,— for all such composition factors, then it follows that all the weights
(i1,...,ip—3,£,£—1) are the same and are equal to
(cont, 0,conty 1,. .., conty(n— 1)),

see Lemma 3.4. Hence the only weights appearing in D* are of the form
(cont, 0,conty 1,...,conty(n—3),£—1,£,£)

or
(conty, 0,conty 1,...,conty(n—3),£,L—1,¢).

Hence D%7=3 is the only composition factor of res,_3 D*. So D2 or DPn—2 are
the only modules which appear in the socle of res;, _» D*. Therefore D¥—1, DPn—
or DYn=1 are the only modules which appear in the socle of res;,_; D*, whence
A € {an, Bn, Vn, 0n}, giving a contradiction. O

Lemma 5.6. Let A € RP,(n) \ {n, B, Vn, On}. Suppose that e; (L) = 2 for some
iel,ander(M)=0forallk #i. Then dy(A) > 3.
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Proof. By Theorem 2.4, we have 21=8i0. 2 et ¢ resy—y D*, so we may assume
that i = 0. Then by Lemma 4.3, &\ is not J S, and hence & (égA) > 0. So D¢1€0*
is also a composition factor of res;,_» D*. O

Lemma 5.7. Let A € RP,(n) \{otn, Bn, Vn}. If d2(A) <2, then A €JS(0), or A =6,
and one of the conclusions (1)—(viii) of Lemma 3.9 holds.

Proof. By Lemma 3.9, we may assume that A # §,. Further, it is clear that we may
assume that ) _; &;(1) < 2. If A € JS(i), then it follows from Lemmas 4.5, 4.6, 4.7,
and 4.8 that i = 0. Finally, suppose that ), &;(A) = 2. These cases follow from
Lemmas 5.2, 5.3, and 5.6. O

6. Proof of the Main Theorem

6A. Preliminary remarks. We denote

ap:=dim A, =2 n_ZKn
b,,.—dlrnB,,—2L 7= IJ(n 2—Kp—2Kp—1).

Define the following nondecreasing functions (of n):

L) = 2By = 2T (=2 — ey — 26 1),

b n+2—kp_ g
S0 = s =2 -2 -k = 260).

Clearly, f*(n) > f(n).

We say that an irreducible J ,-supermodule V is large, if it is neither a basic,
nor a second basic module. We also denote by d(p, n) the smallest dimension of
large irreducible 7 ,-supermodules. By Lemma 3.7(iii), the sequence d(p, n) is
nondecreasing for n > 8 (and p fixed).

Lemma 6.1. The Main Theorem is equivalent to the following statement: If an
irreducible J ,,-supermodule V satisfies at least one of the two conditions

1) dimV < f(n),

(ii) dimV < f*(n) and a(V) =1,
then V is either A, or By.
Proof. Let W be a faithful irreducible FG-module, where G = A, or S,, and
consider an irreducible J ,-supermodule V' such that W is an irreducible constituent
of V considered as an FG-module. If G = A, then dim V' = 2(dim W), and the
bound stated in the Main Theorem for G = A, is precisely f(n)/2. Consider

the case G = S,. Then dim V = 24")(dim W), and the bound specified in the
Main Theorem for G =S, is f*(n)/2.
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A

Assume the Main Theorem holds. If dim V satisfies (i), then taking G = A, we
see that dim W < f(n)/2 and so W is a basic or second basic representation. If V'
satisfies (ii), then taking G = S, we see that dim W < f*(n)/2 and so W is again
a basic or second basic representation. In either case, we can conclude that V' is
either A, or Bj.

In the other direction, let dim W satisfy any of the bounds stated in the Main The-
orem. Then dim V satisfies (i) if G = A, or if G =S, but a(V) = 0, and dim V
satisfies (ii) if G = S, and (V) = 1. By our assumption, V is either 4, or By,
whence W is a basic or a second basic representation. O

Set 7ty := | (n—«y)/2]. Then (n —2)/2 < wy <n/2, and so for m < n we have

m—-—m)/2—1<mp—mm<(mm—m)/2+1.
In particular, 0 < 7, — 7,1 < 1, and so the sequence {7 } >
also, my—1 —mp—3 < 2.

, 18 nondecreasing;

6B. Induction base: 11 < n < 15. We will prove the Main Theorem by induction
on n > 11. First, we establish the induction base:

Lemma 6.2. The statement of the Main Theorem holds true if 12 <n < 15, or if
n=11but (n, p,G) # (11,3, A11).

Proof. If 11 <n < 13 then one can use [Conway et al. 1985; Jansen et al. 1995;
Breuer et al.] to verify the Main Theorem. Also observe that

3456, p=20,3,7, or > 13,

i3 = 1240 P =5 6.1
P2 = 1664, p =11,
2816, p=13.

Now assume that » = 14 or 15. By Lemma 6.1, it suffices to show that dim V' >
/*(n) for any large irreducible T ,-supermodule V = D*. By Lemma 3.7(iii),
resy3 V has a large composition factor, and so dim V > d(p, 13). Direct compu-
tation using (6-1) shows that d(p, 13) > f*(n), unless n = 14 and p = 5,11, or
n=15and p =5, 11, 13. To treat these exceptions, we observe that

1408, p=11or > 13,

d(p.12) = {1344 =75

(6-2)
in particular, 3d(p, 12) > f*(15). So we may assume that d>(V) <2, dimV <
f*(n), and apply Lemma 5.7 to V. Moreover, since d(p, 13) > f(14), we may also
assume a (V') = 1 for n = 14. Furthermore, for n = 15 we may assume V ¢JS(0) as
otherwise dim V > 3d(p, 12) by Lemma 4.11. Now we will rule out the remaining
exceptions case by case.
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e (n, p) = (14, 11). Under this condition, y;4 does not exist, so either A = 814 or
V € 1S(0). In the former case, by Lemma 3.9 we must have §14 = (11,2, 1) and

dim V > 2(dim D13) 4 dim D*'3 > 2-1664 > 2-1536 = /*(14).

In the latter case, resi3 V = D* with u € JS(1) and a(D*) = a(V) = 1 by
Lemma 4.5. It then follows that res;, V' = 2W for some faithful irreducible
T 12-supermodule W. By our assumption,

1664 = d(p,13) <dim V = dim D* < f*(14) = 3072,

and dim DH is twice the dimension of some irreducible A;3-module. Inspecting
[Breuer et al.] we see that dim D* = 1664, whence dim W = 832. However, A,
does not have any faithful irreducible representation of degree 416; see [Jansen
et al. 1995].

e (n, p) = (14, 5). Under this condition, 614 does not exist, so either A = y;4 or
V €JS(0). In the former case, by Lemma 3.8 we have

dim V > 2(dim D?13) 4+ dim D%3 > 2(2-352 + 1120) > 2- 1536 = f*(14).

In the latter case, as before we can write res;3 V = D* with u €JS(1) and a(D*) =
a(V) =1, and res;, V = 2W for some faithful irreducible J ;,-supermodule W.
By our assumption,

2240 = d(p,13) <dim V = dim D* < £*(14) = 3072.

Inspecting [Breuer et al.] we see that dim D* € {2240,2752}, so dim W €
{1120, 1376}. However, A1, does not have any faithful irreducible representation
of degree 560 or 688; see [Jansen et al. 1995].

e (n, p) = (15, 5). Under this condition y;5 does not exist, so we need to consider
only A = §;5. Now by Lemma 3.9 we have A = (7,5, 3) and

dim V > 2(dim D%3) + 4(dim DP13) > 6 By3 = 4224 > 21536 = f*(15).

e (n,p) = (15,11). Here §;5 does not exist, so we may assume A = y;5. By
Lemmas 3.7(iii) and 3.8 we have

dim V > 4(dim DP14) + d(p, 13) = 4736 > 2- 1664 = f*(15).

e (n, p) = (15,13). By Lemma 3.9 we may assume A # 815 and so A = y;5. Now
by Lemma 3.8 we have

dim V > dim DP'4 +dim D¥14 > By, +d(p, 13) = 3456 > 2-1664 = £*(15). O
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6C. The third basic representations DY". The following result will be fed into
the inductive step in the proof of the Main Theorem:

Proposition 6.3. Let n > 12 and V = DY». Assume in addition that the dimension
of any large irreducible T ,-supermodule is at least f(m) whenever 12 <m <n—1.
Then dimV > f*(n). If moreover V satisfies the additional conditions

n>15isodd, pt(n—-1), and di(V)=>2, (6-3)
thendimV > f*(n+1)/2.
Proof. We will proceed by induction on 7 > 12 according to the cases in Lemma 3.8.
(i) First we consider the case where p = 0 or p > n. Then y,, = (n —2,2). By the
dimension formula given in [Hoffman and Humphreys 1992] we have

dim V = 2L"2 (= 1)(n — 4).

In particular, dim V > 4b,, > f*(n). Also, dimV > f*(n+1)/2 if n > 15 is odd.
(ii) Next assume that # = p 4+ 1. By Lemma 3.8(ii),

dim D" > a,_{ +2b,_q = %” +2b,. (6-4)

Since f*(n) = 2b, in this case, we get dim V > f*(n).

(iii) Assume we are in the case (iii) of Lemma 3.8; in particular » > 13. In this case

we have
dim D"
20 (n)

It follows that dim V > 4b,, = 2 f(n) > f*(n).

(iv) Consider the case (iv) of Lemma 3.8. If n = 12, then p = 5, and dim V >
1344 > 1280 = f*(12). Assume now that n > 13 and @ > 2. By Lemma 3.8(iv)
and (6-5),

> 2by_1 4+ dim D=1 > 4b,_, = 4b,,. (6-5)

dimV >200=Dp 4 dim p¥n-1 > 2001=D 55— ol"FIHo(i=D) (5, o5
(6-6)
On the other hand,

n+

) = 2" (n—2) = 2l T o=y gy,

Hence dim(V) > f*(n) if n > 17. If n = 16, then p = 7. In this case, instead of
(6-5) we use the stronger estimate

dim D15

S = 2bratdim D% = 2by4 +d(p, 13) = 4864,
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yielding dim V' > 11136 > 7168 = f*(16). If n = 14, then p = 3, and dim V >
d(p,13) = 3456 > 3072 = f*(14). The cases n = 13, 15 cannot occur since
n =ap+ 2 with a > 2. If moreover V satisfies (6-3), then since res,_; V contains
an additional large composition factor in addition to D¥»~1, instead of (6-6) we
now have

dimV >2°0=Dp, | 4 dim D" + f(n—1)
=2073/2(7, —35) > 20F D2 _ 1) > f*(n+1))2.

Next suppose that n = p+2 > 15. By Lemma 3.7(iii), res,—, D¥"—! must contain
a large composition factor Y, and dim Y > f(n—2) = 2b,,_, by our assumption. It
follows by Lemma 3.8(ii) that dim DY"~! >qa,,_,+4b,_,. Applying Lemma 3.8(iv),
we obtain

dim V > by_; +dim D=1 > by_j + (apn + 4bp_s) = 2"7" (51— 24). (6-7)

Since f*(n) =20+tD/2.(n —2), we are done if n > 16. If n = 15, then p = 13
and by (6-1) we have

dimV > by 4+ dim DY14 > by4 + d(p, 13) = 3456 > 3328 = £*(15).

If n =13, then p = 11 and dim V > d(p, 13) = 1664 > 1408 = f*(13) by (6-1).
If moreover V satisfies (6-3), then since res,—; V' contains an additional large
composition factor in addition to DY~ instead of (6-7) we now have

dimV > b,_; +dim DY + f(n—1) = 2=3/2(7,, — 34)
>2040/200 1) > f*(n+1)/2.

(v) Now we consider the case n = p +4 and p > 11. Again by Lemma 3.7(iii),
res,—1 DY" must contain a large composition factor X, and dim X > f(n — 1) by
our assumption. In fact, since y;, has exactly one good node (a 1-good node) with
two 1-normal nodes and a(yy,) = 1, by Theorem 2.4 we see that res,,—; DY» =2W,
where the J,_1-supermodule W has DPn—1 a5 head and socle and X as one of the
composition factors in between. Thus X has multiplicity at least 2 in res,_; DY»—1.
Hence by Lemma 3.8(v) we have

dim D" > 4b,_; + 2(dim X) > 8b,_; = 2" (8n — 24). (6-8)

Since f*(n) =20+ D/2(n —2) and f*(n + 1) <20+3/2(;n — 1) in this case, we
getdimV > max{f*(n), f*(n+1)/2}.

(vi) Assume we are in the case (vi) of Lemma 3.8; in particular, n > 14. Suppose
first that 2 | n. By Theorem 3.6, D¥»2 appears in soc(res,_, D®—1); furthermore,
di (D%n-1)>2 by Lemma 3.9. Thus res,_» D91 has at least two large composition
factors: DY7—2 and another one, say, Y. According to (iv), dim DY»—2 > {*(n—2).
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On the other hand, dim ¥ > f(n—2) by our assumption. It follows that dim D%-1 >
f*(n—2)+ f(n—2). Hence Lemma 3.8(vi) implies

dim DY > 2b,_; +dim D®=1 > 2b,_ + f*(n—2)+ f(n—2) =2"%" (51— 18).

Since f*(n) =27+t2/2(n —2), we obtain dim V > f*(n).
Now let n be odd. Then Lemma 3.8(vi) implies that

dim D" > 4b,_; + 2(dim D%—1) > 8b,_, = 2"7" (8n — 24). (6-9)

Also, f*(n) =20+D/2(n —2) and f*(n + 1) <20+3/2(n — 1) in this case, so
dimV > max{f*(n), f*(n+1)/2}.
(vii) Finally, we consider the case (vii) of Lemma 3.8; in particular, p > 7 and
n>12. If n =12, then p = 7, and so by [Breuer et al.] we have dim V > 1408 >
1280 = f™*(12). Now we may assume that n > 13.

Suppose in addition that # is odd, so that o(a + b) = 1. According to (v) and
(vi), dim DY»=t > {*(n—1) = 4b,_,. Hence by Lemma 3.8(vii) we have

dim DY > 2(by_; + dim DY=1) > 10b,_; = 2"Z" (101 — 30). (6-10)

Since f*(n) =2®+tD/2(n—2) and f*(n+ 1) <20*+3/2(n — 1), we are done.

Assume now that n is even. If b = 5, then dim DY»—! > 8b,,_, by (6-8) and
(6-9). On the other hand, if b > 5, then dim DY»—! > 10b,,_, by (6-10). Thus in
either case we have dim DY»—1 > 8b,,_,. Now Lemma 3.8(vii) implies that

dim V > by_; +dim DY > b,_; + 8by_p = 2”7 (101 — 38).
Since f*(n) = 20+t2/2(n —2), we again have dim(V) > f*(n). O

Proposition 6.4. Letn> 14, andlet V = D* bea large irreducible J ,,-supermodule.
Assume in addition that the dimension of any large irreducible J ,-supermodule is
at least f(m) whenever 12 < m < n— 1. Then one of the following holds.

(i) da(h) = 3.
(i) A € JS(0).
(iii) A = yu, A €JS, and dim V > f*(n).
(iv) A =6,,n=0,3,6( mod p), one of the conclusions (iv)—(viii) of Lemma 3.9
holds, and dimV > f*(n).

Proof. (1) Assume that A & JS(0) and d5 (1) < 2. Then we can apply Lemma 5.7. If
A = Y, then A €JS (see e.g. Lemma 3.8), and dim V > f™*(n) by Proposition 6.3.
We may now assume that A = §,, in particular, one of the cases (iv)—(viii) of
Lemma 3.9 occurs. By Proposition 6.3 and our assumptions, dim DY > {*(m)
form=n—1andm=n-2.
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(2) Here we consider the case n = p + 3 (so that p > 11). By Lemma 3.7(iii),
res,—3 DYn=2 must have some large composition factor Z, anddim Z > f(n—3) =
2b,—3 by the assumptions. Applying items (ii) and (iv) of Lemma 3.8 we get

dim DY"=2 > q,_3 +2b,_3 +dim Z, dim DY"~' > b, _, + dim D¥"~2. (6-11)
Together with Lemma 3.9(iv), this implies
dim V = ap_; +2(dim DY"1) > a1 +2(an—3 +4bp—3 +byz) =2"Z" (51 —28).

Since f*(n) = 20+t2/2(n —2), we are done if n > 20. Suppose that n < 19, so
thatn = p4+3=160rn=14. If n = 16, then dim Z > d(p, 13) = 2816, and so
(6-11) implies

dim D4 > 4160, dim DY'5 > 4800.

It follows that dim V' > 9728 > 7168 = f™*(16). If n = 14, then dim DY13 >
d(p,13) = 1664, so

dimV > a3 + 2(dim D¥13) = 3392 > 3072 = f*(14).

(3) Next suppose that n = mp + 3 with p > 3 and m > 2. By items (iii) and (iv)
Lemma 3.8 we have

dim D=2 > 2°M 2, _5 + dim D*—3), dim D=1 > 2°Mp, 5 + dim D¥»~2.

(6-12)
By our assumptions, dim D%—3 > f(n—3) = 2b,_3. Together with Lemma 3.9(v),
this implies

dim V > 2(dim DYn—1)> 2149 (5 4 4p, )= 20052 (5,_30). (6-13)

Since f*(n) = 2l®=2)/21(4, —8), we are done unless 2 | n < 20. In the remaining
case, (n, p) = (18,5). Then d;(§;5) > 2 by Lemma 3.9, and so dim D%5 >
2d(p, 13) = 4480. Thus (6-12) implies that

dim D¢ > 7552, dim D¥'7 > 9088,

whence dim V > 18176 > 16384 = [*(18).

@) If p>5and n = p+ 6, then since dim D¥»—2 > f(n —2) = 2b,_,, by
Lemma 3.9(vi) we have

dimV > 6b,_p = 277D/ 2(6p—24) > 2T D/2. (3 _2) = f*(n).  (6-14)
If p = 3|n, then since dim DY»—1 > f*(n— 1), by Lemma 3.9(vii) we have

dimV > 2/*n—1)> 2" T 2n—6) > 2" (n=3) = /*(n).
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If 5 < p|n, then using dim D¥»=2 > f*(n —2) and Lemma 3.9(viii) we obtain
. * [252 | 242 | %
dmV >2b, »+2f*(n—2)>221(5n—-20)>2" 2 {(n—-3) = f*(n).
If p=>5|nand n is odd, then Lemma 3.9(viii) and our assumptions imply
dimV > 4b,,_ 2+2f(n—2)—2 (n—4)>2 (n—3) f*(n).

Finally, assume that p = 5|n and n > 20 is even. By Lemma 3.9, d(§,—2) > 2,
whence dim D%—2 > 2 f(n — 3) by our assumptions. Hence Lemma 3.9(viii) yields

dim V > 4b,_, + 2(dim D%—2) > 4b,_, + 4f(n—3)
=2"2(3n— 14) > 20FD2(n —3) = [*(n). O

6D. The case V € JS.
Lemma 6.5. Ifn > 23 and (n, p) # (24,17), then [*(n) <24f(n —6).

Proof. First assume that p | (n — 7). Then f(n—6) = 2L0=0/21(; —10). In
particular, f*(n) <24f(n—6) if n > 26. If n = 25, then p = 3, f*(25) =
213.21 <24-(2°-15) =24£(19). If n = 24, then p = 17. If n = 23, then p > 2
cannot divide n — 7.

Next assume that p 4 (n—7). Then f(n—6) > 2L0=9/21(3;;—9) and so f*(n) <
24f(n—06) if n > 23. O

Proposition 6.6. Letn > 16 and V € JS(0) be a large irreducible T ,-supermodule.
Assume in addition that, if m .= n — 6 > 12, then the dimension of any large
irreducible T ,-supermodule is at least f(m). Then dimV > f*(n).

Proof. Using the fact that y, is never in JS(0) (see Lemma 3.8, for instance), we
may assume that V = D* and A # y,.

(i) First we claim that if p = 17 then the dimension of any large irreducible J ¢-
supermodule Y = D! is at least 3d(p, 13) = 10368. This is certainly true if
dj(Y) = 3 for any j < 3. Otherwise d»(Y) < 2, and so by Lemma 5.7 either
w €JS(0), or L = 816, y16. In the former case d3(Y) > 3 by Lemma 4.11. Also
d»(816) > 3 by Lemma 3.9. So we may assume it = y14. Applying Lemma 3.8(i)
three times, we see that

res;3 Y = 2DY13 4+ 2b3+2b14 + by5.

Since dim DY13 > d(p, 13), we also have dim Y > 3d(p, 13) in this case.
By Lemma 3.7(iii), any large irreducible J {g-supermodule X has dimension at
least 10368.
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(i1) Now we consider the case n > 23 and apply Proposition 4.10 to A. In particular,
dg(X) > 20; more precisely, either dg(A) > 24, or

dimV >20f(n—6) +20b,_¢ + 4a,—¢ > 30f(n—6).

Thus we always have dim V' > 24 f(n — 6). If furthermore (n, p) # (24,17),
then the last inequality implies dim V > f*(n) by Lemma 6.5. Assume now that
(n, p) = (24, 17). Then by the result of (i) we have

dimV >20-10368 > 21%.22 = /*(24).

(iii) The rest of the proof is to handle the cases 16 <n < 22.

» Consider the case n = 16, 17. First suppose that p # 5,11. By Lemma 4.11,
ds()) = 3, hence

dim V > 3d(p, 13) > 8448 > 7680 > f™*(n)
by (6-1). If (n, p) = (16, 5), then d,(A) > 2 by Lemma 4.11, whence
dimV > 2d(p,13) > 4480 > 3072 = f*(16)

by (6-1). On the other hand, the proof of Proposition 4.10 shows that if (n, p) =
(16, 11) then A can be only (6,4, 3, 2, 1) which however does not belong to JS(0).
Ifn=17and p =5or p =11, then dg(X) > 24 by Proposition 4.10, whence

dimV > 24d(p, 11) > 24-864 > 7680 = £*(17).

e Let n = 18. By Proposition 4.10, dg(X) > 24 if p # 5 and dg(A) > 20 if p = 5.
Now if p # 3, then

dimV >20d(p,12) > 20-1344 > 16384 > f*(18).
If p =3, then
dimV >24d(p,12) = 24-640 = 15360 = f*(18).

e Suppose 19 <n < 21. By Proposition 4.10, de(X) > 24 if (n, p) # (20,17) and
dg(A) = 20 otherwise. Now if (n, p) # (20, 17), then

dimV > 24d(p,13) > 24-1664 > 38912 > f™*(n).
If (n, p) = (20, 17), then
dimV > 20d(p, 13) = 20-3456 > 36864 = f*(20).

e Finally, let n = 22. By Proposition 4.10, dg(A) > 24 if p # 19 and dg(A) > 20 if
p = 19. By the assumptions, the dimension of any large irreducible J{g-module
Y is at least f(16) = 3584 if p # 5. We claim that dim Y > 3584 also for p = 5.
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(Indeed, by Lemmas 5.7, 4.11, and 3.9, either d;(Y) > 2 for some j € {2, 3}, or
Y =~ DY16_ In the former case, dimY > 2d(p, 13) = 4480. In the latter case, by p.
(iii) of the proof of Proposition 6.3, dimY > 4b,5 = 6144.) Now if p # 19, then

dim V > 24-3584 > 81920 > f™*(22).
If p =19, then by Proposition 4.10 we have
dim V > min{20 / (16) + 20by6, 24/ (16)} = 24 /(16) = 24-3584 > f*(22). O

Proposition 6.7. Letn > 16 and V be a large irreducible T ,-supermodule. Assume
that:

(i) resy—1 V is irreducible but V & JS(0);

(ii) the dimension of any large irreducible T ,,-supermodule is at least f(m) for
12<m=<n-—1.

Then a(V) =0and dimV > f(n).

Proof. The assumptions in (i) imply that V' € JS(7) for some i > 0 and that a(V') = 0.
By Proposition 6.4 we may assume that d, (V) > 3 (as otherwise dim V > f™*(n));
i.e., res,_p V contains at least three large composition factors W, 1 < j < 3.
Applying the hypothesis of (ii) to m =n —2, we get dim W; > f(n —2) and so
dim V > 3f(n —2). Assume in addition that 7,—; — 7,—3 < 1. Then

3f(n—2) 2 2™=3(6n —36) = 27171 (6n —36) = 2" 1T 1. (n—2) > [ (n),

and we are done.

Next we consider the case (n, p) = (17,7). Then res;3 W, contains a large
composition factor. Hence, by (6-1) we have dim W; > d(p, 13) = 3456, whence
dim V > 3-3456 > 7680 = f(17), and we are done again.

So we may assume that 7,1 — 7,3 > 2; equivalently, n is odd and p | (n — 3).
Since we have already considered the case (n, p) = (17,7), we may assume that
n > 21. It suffices to show that dim W; > f(n)/3 for 1 < j < 3. There are the
following four possibilities for W;.

e W; = DY»=2_ By Proposition 6.3 we have
dim W > f*(n—2)=2"7 (n—6)>2"2 (n—2)/3 = f(n)/3.

e res,—3 Wj is reducible but W; % DY»—2. Since W; is large, it must have a large
composition factor by Lemma 3.7(iii); furthermore, res,_3 W; can contain neither
Ap—3 nor B,_3 in its socle. It follows that d;(W;) > 2, and so, applying the
hypothesis of (ii) to m = n —3 we get

dimW; > 2f(n—3)=2"T (n—6) > 2" (n1—2)/3= f(n)/3.
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» W; € JS(0). Applying Proposition 4.10 to W; and the hypothesis of (ii) to
m=n—8 we get
dim W; > 24f(n—8) > 24 2T (n—12)>2 (n—2)/3—f(n)/3

e W; € JS(k) for some k > 0. Then d,(W;) = 3 by Proposition 6.4 (note that
the conclusion (iv) of Proposition 6.4 cannot hold since p | (n — 3)). Applying the
hypothesis of (ii) to m = n —4 we get

dimW; >3f(n—4)=3- 27 (n—6)>2 (n—2)/3—f(n)/3
The proposition is proved. O

Proposition 6.8. Letn> 16 and V be a large irreducible I ,-supermodule. Assume
that:

(1) V €IS() for somei #0anda(V) =1,

(i) for 12 <m < n — 1, the dimension of any large irreducible T ,-supermodule

X is at least f(m) if a(X) =0, and at least {*(m) if a(X) = 1.

Then dimV > f*(n).
Proof. (1) The assumptions imply thatres,—; V =2U, where U is a large irreducible
I n—1-supermodule with a(U) = 0. By Proposition 6.4, d{(U) = d,(V)/2 > 1 (as
otherwise dim V > f™*(n)); in particular, U & JS(0). Applying Proposition 6.4 to
U we see that either U = D¥»1, or p| (n—1)(n—4)(n—7) and U = D%~1 or
d,(U) = 3.
(2) Assume we are in the first case: U =~ D=1, Then by Theorem 3.6, either
V 2 DY or V = D% The first possibility is ruled out since V' € JS. If the second
possibility occurs, then Lemma 4.1 implies that n = mp for some m > 2, p > 3,
and 8, = (p + 2, p™ 2, p —2), which means that §, satisfies the conclusion (viii)
of Lemma 3.9. In this case, part (4) of the proof of Proposition 6.4 shows that
dimV > f*(n).
(3) Consider the second case: U 2= D%—1 but d,(U) <2. Thendim U > f*(n—1)
by Proposition 6.4. Now if p | (n — 1), then

dimV > 2f*(n—1) = 2020y _q) > 2lO+D2]( _ gy = 1* ().
Likewise, if 5 < p | (n — 4) and n is odd then
dimV >2/*n—1)=2"F (n=3)>2"F (n—2) = [*(n).

Suppose that 5 < p|(n —4) and 2 |n; in particular, we are in the case (v) of
Lemma 3.9. Then (6-13) implies that

dimV >23(5n—35) > 2" (n—2) = f*(n).
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Suppose that n = p 4+ 7 > 16; in particular, we are in the case (vi) of Lemma 3.9.
Then (6-14) implies that

dimV >23(3n—15) > 2%(11—2) = f*(n).

(4) From now on we may assume that d>(U) > 3 and so res,_3 U contains at least
three large composition factors 7, 1 < j < 3. Applying the hypothesis of (ii)
tom=n—3,we getdim7; > f(n—3) and sodimV > 6f(n—3). Assume in
addition that either n is odd, or 2 |n > 18 and p  (n —4). Then

dimV >6f(n=3)> 62" (=7 > 2" =2)> f*(n).
If n =16, then dim 7; > d(p, 13) > 1664 by (6-1), whence
dimV > 6- 1664 = 9984 > 7168 > £*(16).

If n € {18,20} and p|(n —4), then (n, p) = (18,7), in which case dim7; >
d(p,13) > 3456 by (6-1) and so

dim V > 6-3456 = 20736 > 16384 = f*(18).

(5) It remains to consider the case where n > 22 is even, p | (n —4), and dimU <
f*(n)/2. Recall that U is large, a(U) = 0, d{(U) > 2 and U % DY»—'. Thus
res,_, U cannot contain A4,,_, or B,,_; in its socle. Also, since

fn—2)=20"D2(n—4) > f*@n)/5,

we have that dim U < (5/2) f(n —2) and so d;(U) < 2 by the hypothesis in (ii)
for m = n — 2. Tt follows that d{(U) = 2, i.e., res,—, U contains exactly two large
composition factors Wj, j =1, 2. Assume in addition that some W; has a(W;) = 1.
By the hypothesis in (ii) for m = n — 2, in this case we have

dimU > f(n—2)+ f*(n—2)=20"223p—12) > 22 —2) > f*(n)/2,

and we are done again.

We conclude by Theorem 2.4 that res,—, U = ¢¢(U) is reducible, with a large
irreducible 7, _,-supermodule W = W; = W, as its socle and head. Furthermore,
if p = 3, then by the hypothesis in (ii) for m = n —1 we have

dimU > f(n—1)=2""22(n—4) = f*@n)/2.

So we may assume p > 3. We will distinguish the following three subcases
according to Proposition 6.4 applied to W (note that n —2 = 2( mod p) and so the
conclusion (iv) of Proposition 6.4 cannot hold) and show that dim W > *(n)/4,
which contradicts the assumption dimU < f™*(n)/2.
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» d,(W) = 3. Applying the hypothesis of (ii) to m = n —4 we get
dimW >3f(n—4)=3-209/2(, _7) > 2022y _ 2y = f*(n)/4

as n > 22, and so we are done.

e W €JS(0). Since n > 22, we can apply Proposition 4.10 to W and the hypothesis
of (ii) to m =n — 8§ to get

dim W > 24f(n—8) >24-2078/2(y _12) > 201=2/2( _2) = 1*(n)/4.
e W =~ DYn=2_ Recall that 2p | (n — 4). Hence by Proposition 6.3 we have
dimW > f*(n—2)=2"2(n—4) > 27D/2(n_2) = f*(n)/4. O

6E. Inductive step of the proof of the main theorem. As a consequence of the
results proved in Sections 6A—6D we obtain the following:

Corollary 6.9. For the induction step of the proof of the Main Theorem, it suffices
to prove that, if V. = D is any irreducible J,-supermodule satisfying all the
following conditions

(1) n Z 16, )\' # an, ﬂl’l? yl’l’
(i) V€IS, d1(V)=2,d,(V) =3, and all the simple summands of the head and
the socle of res,,—1 V are large

then dimV > f(n), and, furthermore, dimV > f*(n) when a(V) = 1.

Proof. By the induction hypothesis, the dimension of any irreducible 7 ,,-super-
module X is at least f(m) if a(X) = 0 and at least f*(m) if a(X) = 1 for
12 <m <n-—1. By Lemma 6.2 and Propositions 6.3, 6.6 we may now assume
that n > 16, A # oy, Br, yn and V € JS(0). Now, if res,—; V is irreducible, then
V €JS(i) for some i > 0 and a(V') = 0, in which case we also have dim V > f(n)
by Proposition 6.7. The case V' € JS(i) with a(V') = 1 is treated in Proposition 6.8.
So we may assume that V' & JS. Since A # oy, Bn, Va, res,—1 V cannot contain
Ay—1 or B,_; in the socle or in the head. It now follows that dq (V') > 2. Also, if
d, (V) <2, then we may assume dim V' > f™*(n) by Proposition 6.4. O

Now we will complete the induction step of the proof of the Main Theorem.
Arguing by contradiction, we will assume that the irreducible 7 ,-supermodule V/
satisfies the conditions listed in Corollary 6.9, but

Sy ifa(V)=0,
f*(n) ifa(V)=1.

The condition d; (V) > 2 implies that res,_; V' contains at least two large com-
position factors Uj, j = 1,2, and dim U; > f(n — 1) by the induction hypothesis,

dimV<{
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whence dimV > 2f(n — 1). Similarly, the condition d,(V) > 3 implies that
dimV > 3f(n—2).
We distinguish between the following three cases.

6E.1. Case I: m,—1 — my—3 = 2. This case happens precisely when # is odd and
p | (n—3), whence

frn=1)

frw =) =2"F (1=2=k0). fn—1)=2"7 (1=3) = ==

In particular, if p = 3 then f*(n) =2f(n—1) <dim V. So we may assume p > 3.
Then

dimV —2f(n—1)< f(n)—=2f(n—1)=20FD12 =24, <b,_1 < f(n—1).

It follows that d; (V) = 2, and aside from U, U,, res,—; V can have at most one
more composition factor which is then isomorphic to 4, _;. Also, if a(U;) =1 for
some j, then by the induction hypothesis, dimU; > f*(n—1) =2f(n—1), and
so we would have dim V' > 3f(n—1) > f(n). Thus a(U;) =0 for j =1, 2.

Suppose that a(V') = 0. The above conditions on res,—; V imply by Theorem 2.4
that res,—; V' = eo(V) has socle and head both isomorphic to U = U; = U,. Since
d, (V) > 3 (and all composition factors of res,_, A, —1 are isomorphic to 4,,—,), we
see that d; (U) > 2; in particular, U ¢JS(0). Also, dimU < (dim V)/2 < f*(n—1).
Hence Proposition 6.4 applied to U yields d>(U) > 3. It follows that

n—3

dimV >2(dimU) > 6f(n—3) =ZT(6n—36)>2%(n—2) = f(n).

Next suppose that a(V') = 1. Then the above conditions on res,—; V imply by
Theorem 2.4 that res,—1 V = 2e;(V) =2U with U = U; = U, and i > 0. Since
dy(V) > 3 we see that d1(U) > 2 and so U €JS(0). Also, dimU < (dimV)/2 <
f*(n —1). Hence Proposition 6.4 applied to U again yields d>(U) > 3 and
dimV > 6f(n—3) > f(n). In either case we have reached a contradiction.

6E.2. Casell: m,_1—m,—» =0. This case happens precisely when either p | (n—1),
or pt(n—1)(n—2) and 2 | n. In the former case,

)y =2 =) <24 = 2f(n—1) <dimV
a contradiction. Likewise, in the latter case,
f)=22(n—2—ky) <2"t2(—3)=2f(n—1) <dim V.
If in addition p | n, then

Frm) =22 m—3)=2f(n—1) <dimV.
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Hence we may assume that p tn(n—1)(n—2), 2|n, and a(V') = 1. In this case
dimV —2f(n—1) < f*(n)=2f(n—1)=2"FD/2 =44, | <b,_, < f(n—1).

It follows that d; (V') = 2, and aside from Uy, U,, all other composition factors of
res,—1 V (if any) must be isomorphic to 4,_1.

Suppose in addition that e; (V') # 0 for some i > 0. Then we may assume that
Ui is in soc(ej (V). As a(V) =1, 2¢;(V) is a direct summand of res,—; V. In
particular, if there is some k 7 i such that eg (V') # 0, then soc(eg (7)) must be
Ay—1, contrary to our hypotheses. Thus res,—; V = 2¢;(V) in this case. Now
¢; (V) has a composition factor U; with multiplicity one and all other composition
factors (if any) are isomorphic to 4,_1. By our hypotheses, soc(e; (V)) = U;. It
follows that €;(A) = 1, and so ¢; (V') = Uj is irreducible by Theorem 2.4(v). Thus
V €JS(i), a contradiction.

We have shown that res,_; V = e¢(V), with

U := U; =soc(ep(V)) = head(eg(V)) = U,,

go(A) =2, and a(U) = a(V) = 1. Now d{(U) = d(V)/2 > 1; in particular,
U ¢ JS(0). Thus we can apply Proposition 6.4 and distinguish the following
subcases.

(a) Suppose dr,(U) > 3 and pt(n—4). Then
dimV > 2(dimU) > 6/ (n —3) = 22/2(6n —36) > 21TD/2(n —2) = f*(n).

(b) Suppose p|(n—4) and U % DYn—1, Recall that d{(U) > 2. If d;(U) > 3,
or if some large composition factor X of res,_, U has a(X) = 1, then since
f*(n—2) =2f(n—2), the induction hypothesis implies

dimV > 2(dimU) > 6 f(n—2) = 207D/2(65 — 24) > 20+D/2(y _2) = £*(n).

Thus d(U) = 2 and every large composition factor W of res,_, U has a(W) = 0.
Moreover, the socle and head of res,—, U can contain neither 4,_» nor B,_,. It
follows by Theorem 2.4 that res,,—, U = 2¢;(U) = 2W for some i > 0 and some
irreducible J,_,-supermodule W. In particular, U € JS(i). We have shown that
ek (A) = 28y, and egA = U € JS. Furthermore, A # ¥y, by our assumption. Hence,
by Lemma 5.5 we must have A = §,. But in this case DY»—! appears in the socle
of res,—; V by Theorem 3.6(v). Thus U = D¥»—!, contrary to our assumption.
(c) Suppose p+(n—4), dr,(U) <2and U % DY»—1, Since p t(n—1) and U €JS(0),
by Proposition 6.4 this can happen only whenn = p+7 (so that p > 11), and U =
DOn—1 g5 specified in Lemma 3.9(vi). Applying Lemma 3.9(vi) and Proposition 6.3,
we obtain

dimV > 2(dimU) > 4/ *(n—2) > 2"2(4n —16) > 20+D/2(n —2) = f*(n).
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(d) Suppose U =~ DYn—1, In this case y,—; satisfies the condition (6-3). Hence
dimU > f*(n)/2 by Proposition 6.3, yielding a contradiction again.
6E.3. Case lll: my,_ —my—y = my—1 —y—3 = 1. This case arises precisely when
either p|(n—2),or pt(n—1)(n—2)(n—3) and 2 }n. In particular,

dimV > 3/(n—2) > 231G =15 > 2" T =2) > f(n).

Thus we get a contradiction if a(V) = 0, or if f*(n) = f(n).

Hence a(V) =1and f*(n) > f(n),ie., niseven and p | (n—2); in particular,
f*(n) =20+2/2(p —2). If n = 16 then p = 7. In this case, since d3(V) >
d,(V) > 3, by (6-1) we must have

dimV > 3d(p, 13) > 10368 > 7168 = f*(16),

a contradiction.

So we may assume that # > 20. We will show that each of the large composition
factors U; of res,—; V has dimension at least f™*(n)/2 = 22 —2), leading to
the contradiction that dim V' > f™*(n). Since n—1= 1( mod p), by Proposition 6.4
we need to consider the following three possibilities for U;.

(a) d2(Uj) = 3. Applying the induction hypothesis to the large composition factors
of res,—3 U; we get

dimU; > 3f(n—3) =20"2/2(3n —15) > f*(n)/2.

(b) Uj = DY»—1. Recall that 2p | (n — 2) (in particular n > 2 p 4+ 2), hence using
(6-5) we have

dim U; > 8b,_, = 2M2(2n—10) > f*(n)/2.

(c) Uj €JS(0). Applying Proposition 4.10 and the induction hypothesis to the large
composition factors of res,_7 U; we get

dimU; > 24f(n—7) >24- 20782 —11) > 2"2(n—2) = f*(n)/2
if n > 29. Also, if p # 3, then
dimU; >24f(n—7) >24-2079/2(n —10) > 22 (n—2) = [*(n)/2.

It remains to rule out the cases where 16 <n <28 and2p =6|(n—2),i.e.,n =20
or n = 26. If n = 20, then by Proposition 4.10 and (6-1) we have

dimU; > 24-d(p.13) > 243456 > 18432 = £*(20)/2.

Finally, assume (1, p) = (26,3). We claim that any large irreducible J;9-
supermodule X has dimension at least 3d(p, 13) = 10368. (Indeed, this is certainly
true if d(X) > 3 or d3(X) > 3. If dr(X),d3(X) < 2, then X =~ DY19 by
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Proposition 6.4 and Lemma 4.11. In this case dim X > f*(19) = 15360 by
Proposition 6.3.) Now applying Proposition 4.10 to U; we get

dim U; > 2410368 = 248832 > 196608 = f*(n)/2.

We have completed the proof of the Main Theorem.

References

[Breuer et al.] T. Breuer et al., Decomposition matrices, available at http:/www.math.rwth-aachen.de/
homes/MOC/decomposition.

[Brundan and Kleshchev 2000] J. Brundan and A. Kleshchev, “Lower bounds for degrees of ir-
reducible Brauer characters of finite general linear groups”, J. Algebra 223:2 (2000), 615-629.
MR 2001£:20014 Zbl 0954.20022

[Brundan and Kleshchev 2001a] J. Brundan and A. Kleshchev, “Hecke-Clifford superalgebras,
crystals of type AS) and modular branching rules for S;,”, Represent. Theory 5 (2001), 317-403.
MR 2002j:17024 Zbl 1005.17010

[Brundan and Kleshchev 2001b] J. Brundan and A. S. Kleshchev, “Representations of the sym-
metric group which are irreducible over subgroups”, J. Reine Angew. Math. 530 (2001), 145-190.
MR 2001m:20017 Zbl 1059.20016

[Brundan and Kleshchev 2002] J. Brundan and A. Kleshchev, “Projective representations of symmet-
ric groups via Sergeev duality”, Math. Z. 239:1 (2002), 27-68. MR 2003b:20018 Zbl 1029.20008

[Brundan and Kleshchev 2003] J. Brundan and A. Kleshchev, “Representation theory of symmetric
groups and their double covers”, pp. 31-53 in Groups, combinatorics and geometry (Durham, 2001),
World Scientific, River Edge, NJ, 2003. MR 2004i:20016 Zbl 1043.20005

[Brundan and Kleshchev 2006] J. Brundan and A. Kleshchev, “James’ regularization theorem
for double covers of symmetric groups”, J. Algebra 306:1 (2006), 128-137. MR 2007i:20021
Zbl 1112.20009

[Conway et al. 1985] J. H. Conway, R. T. Curtis, S. P. Norton, R. A. Parker, and R. A. Wilson, Atlas
of finite groups: maximal subgroups and ordinary characters for simple groups, Oxford University
Press, Eynsham, 1985. MR 88g:20025 Zbl 0568.20001

[Guralnick and Tiep 1999] R. M. Guralnick and P. H. Tiep, “Low-dimensional representations of
special linear groups in cross characteristics”, Proc. London Math. Soc. (3) 78:1 (1999), 116-138.
MR 2000a:20016 Zbl 0974.20014

[Guralnick and Tiep 2004] R. M. Guralnick and P. H. Tiep, “Cross characteristic representations
of even characteristic symplectic groups”, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 356:12 (2004), 4969-5023.
MR 2005j:20012 Zbl 1062.20013

[Guralnick et al. 2002] R. M. Guralnick, K. Magaard, J. Saxl, and P. H. Tiep, “Cross characteristic rep-
resentations of symplectic and unitary groups”, J. Algebra 257:2 (2002), 291-347. MR 2004b:20022
Zbl 1025.20002

[Hiss and Malle 2001] G. Hiss and G. Malle, “Low-dimensional representations of special unitary
groups”, J. Algebra 236:2 (2001), 745-767. MR 2001m:20019 Zbl 0972.20027

[Hoffman and Humphreys 1992] P. N. Hoffman and J. F. Humphreys, Projective representations of
the symmetric groups. Q-functions and shifted tableaux, Oxford University Press, New York, 1992.
MR 94£:20027 Zbl 0777.20005


http://www.math.rwth-aachen.de/homes/MOC/decomposition
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jabr.1999.8118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jabr.1999.8118
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2001f:20014
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0954.20022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S1088-4165-01-00123-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S1088-4165-01-00123-6
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2002j:17024
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1005.17010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/crll.2001.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/crll.2001.002
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2001m:20017
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1059.20016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002090100282
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002090100282
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2003b:20018
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1029.20008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/9789812564481_0003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/9789812564481_0003
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2004i:20016
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1043.20005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jalgebra.2006.01.055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jalgebra.2006.01.055
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2007i:20021
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1112.20009
http://msp.org/idx/mr/88g:20025
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0568.20001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/S0024611599001720
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/S0024611599001720
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2000a:20016
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0974.20014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9947-04-03477-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9947-04-03477-4
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2005j:20012
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1062.20013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-8693(02)00527-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-8693(02)00527-6
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2004b:20022
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1025.20002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jabr.2000.8513
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jabr.2000.8513
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2001m:20019
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0972.20027
http://msp.org/idx/mr/94f:20027
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0777.20005

1816 Alexander S. Kleshchev and Pham Huu Tiep

[James 1983] G. D. James, “On the minimal dimensions of irreducible representations of symmetric
groups”, Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 94:3 (1983), 417-424. MR 86¢:20018 Zbl 0544.20011

[Jansen et al. 1995] C. Jansen, K. Lux, R. Parker, and R. Wilson, An atlas of Brauer characters,
London Mathematical Society Monographs. New Series 11, The Clarendon Press Oxford University
Press, New York, 1995. MR 96k:20016 Zbl 0831.20001

[Jantzen and Seitz 1992] J. C. Jantzen and G. M. Seitz, “On the representation theory of the symmetric
groups”, Proc. London Math. Soc. (3) 65:3 (1992), 475-504. MR 93k:20026 Zbl 0779.20004

[Kang 2003] S.-J. Kang, “Crystal bases for quantum affine algebras and combinatorics of Young
walls”, Proc. London Math. Soc. (3) 86:1 (2003), 29—-69. MR 2004c:17028 Zbl 1030.17013

[Kleshchev 1994] A. S. Kleshchev, “On restrictions of irreducible modular representations of semisim-
ple algebraic groups and symmetric groups to some natural subgroups. I, Proc. London Math. Soc.
(3) 69:3 (1994), 515-540. MR 95i:20065a Zbl 0808.20039

[Kleshchev 2005] A. Kleshchev, Linear and projective representations of symmetric groups, Cam-
bridge Tracts in Mathematics 163, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2005. MR 2007b:20022
Zbl 1080.20011

[Kleshchev and Shchigolev 2012] A. Kleshchev and V. Shchigolev, Modular branching rules for
projective representations of symmetric groups and lowering operators for the supergroup Q(n),
Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society 1034, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2012.

[Kleshchev and Tiep 2004] A. S. Kleshchev and P. H. Tiep, “On restrictions of modular spin repre-
sentations of symmetric and alternating groups”, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 356:5 (2004), 1971-1999.
MR 20052:20020 Zbl 1065.20013

[Landazuri and Seitz 1974] V. Landazuri and G. M. Seitz, “On the minimal degrees of projective
representations of the finite Chevalley groups”, J. Algebra 32 (1974), 418-443. MR 50 #13299
Zb1 0325.20008

[Phillips 2004] A. M. Phillips, “Restricting modular spin representations of symmetric and alter-
nating groups to Young-type subgroups”, Proc. London Math. Soc. (3) 89:3 (2004), 623-654.
MR 2005m:20030 Zbl 1085.20003

[Seitz and Zalesskii 1993] G. M. Seitz and A. E. Zalesskii, “On the minimal degrees of projective
representations of the finite Chevalley groups. II”, J. Algebra 158:1 (1993), 233-243. MR 94h:20017

[Stembridge 2003] J. R. Stembridge, “A local characterization of simply-laced crystals”, Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc. 355:12 (2003), 4807-4823. MR 2005h:17024 Zbl 1047.17007

[Wagner 1977] A. Wagner, “An observation on the degrees of projective representations of the
symmetric and alternating group over an arbitrary field”, Arch. Math. (Basel) 29:6 (1977), 583-589.
MR 57 #444 Zbl 0383.20009

[Wales 1979] D. B. Wales, “Some projective representations of Sy”, J. Algebra 61:1 (1979), 37-57.
MR 81f:20015 Zbl 0433.20010

Communicated by David Benson
Received 2011-06-15 Revised 2011-11-07 Accepted 2011-12-15

klesh@uoregon.edu Department of Mathematics, University of Oregon,
Eugene, OR 97403-1222, United States

tiep@math.arizona.edu Department of Mathematics, The University of Arizona,
617 North Santa Rita Avenue, P.O. Box 210089,
Tucson, AZ 85721-0089, United States

mathematical sciences publishers :.msp


http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0305004100000803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0305004100000803
http://msp.org/idx/mr/86c:20018
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0544.20011
http://msp.org/idx/mr/96k:20016
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0831.20001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/plms/s3-65.3.475
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/plms/s3-65.3.475
http://msp.org/idx/mr/93k:20026
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0779.20004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/S0024611502013734
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/S0024611502013734
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2004c:17028
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1030.17013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/plms/s3-69.3.515
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/plms/s3-69.3.515
http://msp.org/idx/mr/95i:20065a
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0808.20039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511542800
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2007b:20022
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1080.20011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9947-03-03364-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9947-03-03364-6
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2005a:20020
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1065.20013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0021-8693(74)90150-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0021-8693(74)90150-1
http://msp.org/idx/mr/50:13299
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0325.20008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/S0024611504014893
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/S0024611504014893
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2005m:20030
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1085.20003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jabr.1993.1132
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jabr.1993.1132
http://msp.org/idx/mr/94h:20017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9947-03-03042-3
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2005h:17024
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1047.17007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01220457
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01220457
http://msp.org/idx/mr/57:444
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0383.20009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0021-8693(79)90304-1
http://msp.org/idx/mr/81f:20015
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0433.20010
mailto:klesh@uoregon.edu
mailto:tiep@math.arizona.edu
http://msp.org

ALGEBRA AND NUMBER THEORY 6:8 (2012)
dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2012.6.1817

Secant varieties of
Segre—\Veronese varieties

Claudiu Raicu

We prove that the ideal of the variety of secant lines to a Segre—Veronese variety
is generated in degree three by minors of flattenings. In the special case of a
Segre variety this was conjectured by Garcia, Stillman and Sturmfels, inspired
by work on algebraic statistics, as well as by Pachter and Sturmfels, inspired by
work on phylogenetic inference. In addition, we describe the decomposition of
the coordinate ring of the secant line variety of a Segre—Veronese variety into a
sum of irreducible representations under the natural action of a product of general
linear groups.

1. Introduction

Spaces of matrices (or 2-tensors) are stratified according to rank by the secant
varieties of Segre products of two projective spaces. The defining ideals of these
secant varieties are known to be generated by minors of generic matrices. It is
an important problem, with applications in algebraic statistics, biology, signal
processing, complexity theory etc., to understand (border) rank varieties of higher
order tensors. These are (upon taking closure) the classical secant varieties to Segre
varieties, whose equations are far from being understood. To get an idea about
the boundary of our knowledge, note that the Salmon problem [Allman 2007],
which asks for the generators of the ideal of o4(P3 x P? x P?), the variety of secant
3-planes to the Segre product of three projective 3-spaces, is still unsolved (although
its set-theoretic version has been recently resolved in [Friedland 2010; Friedland
and Gross 2012]; see also [Bates and Oeding 2011]).

Flattenings (see Section 2D) provide an easy tool for obtaining some equations
for secant varieties of Segre products, but they are not sufficient in general, as can
be seen for example in the case of the Salmon problem. Inspired by the study of
Bayesian networks, Garcia, Stillman and Sturmfels conjectured [Garcia et al. 2005,
Conjecture 21] that flattenings give all the equations of the first secant variety of

This work was partially supported by National Science Foundation Grant No. 0964128.
MSC2010: 14M17, 14M12.
Keywords: Segre varieties, Veronese varieties, secant varieties.
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the Segre variety. This conjecture also appeared at the same time in a biological
context, namely in work of Pachter and Sturmfels on phylogenetic inference [2004,
Conjecture 13].

Conjecture 1.1 (Garcia—Stillman—Sturmfels). The ideal of the secant line variety
of a Segre product of projective spaces is generated by 3 x 3 minors of flattenings.

The set-theoretic version of this conjecture was obtained by Landsberg and
Manivel [2004], as well as the case of a 3-factor Segre product. The 2-factor case
is classical, while the 4-factor case was resolved by Landsberg and Weyman [2007].
The 5-factor case was proved by Allman and Rhodes [2008]. We prove the GSS
conjecture in Corollary 4.2 as a consequence of our main result, Theorem 4.1, which
is the corresponding statement for Segre—Veronese varieties.

It is a general fact that for a subvariety X in projective space which is not
contained in a hyperplane, the ideal of the variety o} (X) of secant (k — 1)-planes to
X has no equations in degree less than k+1. If X = G/ P is a rational homogeneous
variety, a theorem of Kostant (see [Landsberg 2012, Chapter 16] or the remark
preceding [Landsberg and Manivel 2004, Proposition 3.3]) states that the ideal of X
is generated in the smallest possible degree (that is, in degree two), and Landsberg
and Manivel [2004] asked whether this is also true for the first secant variety of X.
It turns out that when X is the D7-spinor variety, there are in fact no cubics in the
ideal of 0, (X) (see [Landsberg and Weyman 2009; Manivel 2009]). In Theorem 4.1,
we provide a class of G/P’s, the Segre—Veronese varieties for which the answer
to the question of Landsberg and Manivel is positive. This generalizes a result of
Kanev [1999] stating that the ideal of the secant line variety of a Veronese variety
is generated in degree three. We obtain furthermore an explicit decomposition into
irreducible representations of the homogeneous coordinate ring of the secant line
variety of a Segre—Veronese variety, thus making it possible to compute the Hilbert
function for this class of varieties. This can be regarded as a generalization of the
computation of the degree of these secant varieties in [Cox and Sidman 2007].

Before stating the main theorem, we establish some notation. For a vector space
V, V* denotes its dual, and PV denotes the projective space of lines in V. If
w = (w1 > pup > ---) is a partition, S,, denotes the corresponding Schur functor (if
u2 =0 we get symmetric powers, whereas if all u; = 1, we get exterior powers).
For positive integers dy, . .., dy, SVg,,....4, denotes the Segre—Veronese embedding
of a product of n projective spaces via the complete linear system of the ample line
bundle O(dy, ..., d,). 02(X) denotes the variety of secant lines to X.

Theorem 4.1. Let X = SVy, . 4, (PV x PV} x--- x PVy) be a Segre—Veronese
variety, where each V; is a vector space of dimension at least 2 over a field K of
characteristic zero. The ideal of 07(X) is generated by 3 x 3 minors of flattenings,
and moreover, for every nonnegative integer r we have the decomposition of the
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degree r part of its homogeneous coordinate ring

KlooX)], = P SuVi®--®@SuV)™,

where m,_is obtained as follows. Set

)"é 1 n

fir= max [7], e, =Ay+---+A5.

n 1

If some partition ' has more than two parts, or if e5 < 2f., then my = 0. If
ey >r—1,thenmy = |r/2] — fo,+ 1, unless e, _is odd and r is even, in which case
my = r/2] — fo. Ifex, <r —1and ey > 2f,, thenm; = [(e; +1)/2] — fr + 1,
unless e, is odd, in which case m) = | (e +1)/2] — fi.

The ideal of the Segre—Veronese variety itself was proved to be generated by
2 x 2 minors of flattenings by Bernardi [2008], generalizing previously known
results on the Segre and Veronese varieties. The corresponding result for a Segre
variety was obtained by Grone [1977] in the set-theoretic version and proved by Ha
[2002] ideal-theoretically. The set-theoretic version of the result for the Veronese
variety goes back to Wakeford [1919], while the ideal-theoretic version was only
obtained much later by Pucci [1998]. Even though the higher secant varieties are
not always generated by minors of flattenings, Catalisano, Geramita and Gimigliano
[Catalisano et al. 2008] describe a large class of examples where this is in fact
the case. In their examples the k-th secant variety of a Segre (or Segre—Veronese)
variety is cut out by the (k + 1)-minors of a single matrix of flattenings.

Theorem 4.1 above has further consequences to deriving certain plethystic formu-
las for decomposing (in special cases) symmetric powers of triple tensor products
(Corollary 4.3a) and Schur functors applied to tensor products of two vector spaces
(Corollary 4.3b), or even symmetric plethysm (Corollary 4.4).

The main technique introduced in our work does not seek to employ the par-
ticularities of specific instances of Segre—Veronese varieties, but instead tries to
capture only the essential features that are shared between all these varieties. We
work in some sense with spaces of “generic tensors”, and rather concentrate on their
“generic equations”. The latter are representations of products of symmetric groups,
which can be defined abstractly with no relation to spaces of tensors (although
what led us to them was their realization as zero-weight spaces of particular tensor
representations). The main point is that the generic equations yield, by a process
of specialization, the equations of any specific secant variety of a Segre—Veronese
variety. One can also go back, via polarization, from the equations of a specific
secant variety to (a subset of) the generic equations. The main tools that we employ
in analyzing the generic equations of the varieties of secant lines are combinatorial:
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graph theory and tableau combinatorics. We hope that similar methods, particularly
replacing graph theory with the theory of simplicial complexes, could be used to
give an analogous picture for higher secant varieties. The main goal of our work is
to set up a general framework that would help understand arbitrary secant varieties,
and illustrate how insights from combinatorics occur naturally in this framework,
providing new results in the case of the varieties of secant lines.

The general representation theoretic approach to the study of projective varieties
with a group action has been successful in providing algorithms for computing the
equations and homogeneous coordinate rings of these varieties degree by degree.
The main caveat of these algorithms was their failure to provide a good stopping
condition that would allow one to decide when the full set of minimal generators of
the ideal of a variety has been computed. Our combinatorial methods try to fill this
gap by allowing one to identify a specific structure that characterizes the vanishing
of a (generic) polynomial on the variety. This structure has the property that is
inherited as the degree of the polynomial increases, and also that its presence in any
high degree is manifestly a consequence of the inheritance from a finite set of small
degrees. Concretely, for the ideal of the secant line variety of a Segre—Veronese
variety, we will see that (generic) polynomials of degree r are represented by graphs
(Section 4B) with r vertices. The structure that makes a polynomial the equation of
the secant variety is the presence in the associated graph of a complete subgraph
on three vertices (a triangle; see Remark 4.5). This is clearly a structure that is
inherited by adding new vertices and edges to the graph, and also it is a structure
that’s inherited from degree three — the smallest degree where a complete graph
on three vertices could exist. In [Oeding and Raicu 2011], we employ similar
ideas to give a proof of a conjecture of Landsberg and Weyman regarding the
generators of the ideal of the tangential variety of a Segre variety. The structure
that makes a polynomial the equation of the tangential variety turns out to be more
involved, represented by a finite list of subgraphs on two, three or four vertices
[ibid., Section 3.5].

Finding equations for higher secant varieties of Segre—Veronese varieties turns
out to be a delicate task, even in the case of two factors (n = 2) with not too positive
embeddings (small d{, d»). Recent progress in this direction has been obtained by
Cartwright, Erman and Oeding [Cartwright et al. 2012].

Since finding precise descriptions of the equations, and more generally syzygies,
of secant varieties to Segre—Veronese varieties constitutes such an intricate project,
much of the current effort is directed to finding more qualitative statements. Draisma
and Kuttler [2011] prove that for each k, there is an uniform bound d (k) such that
the (k — 1)-st secant variety of any Segre variety is cut out (set-theoretically)
by equations of degree at most d(k). Theorem 4.1 implies that d(2) = 3, even
ideal-theoretically.
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For higher syzygies, Snowden [2010] proves that all the syzygies of Segre
varieties are obtained from a finite amount of data via an iterative process. It would
be interesting to know if the same result holds for the secant varieties. This would
generalize the result of Draisma and Kuttler. For Veronese varieties, the asymptotic
picture of the Betti tables is described in work of Ein and Lazarsfeld [2012]. Again,
it would be desirable to have analogous results for secant varieties.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we give the basic definitions
for secant varieties and Segre—Veronese varieties. We introduce the basic notions
from representation theory that are used throughout the work, and describe the
process of flattening a tensor, which leads to the notion of a flattening matrix.
Section 3 builds the framework for analyzing the equations and homogeneous
coordinate rings of arbitrary secant varieties of Segre—Veronese varieties. Even
though we were only able to work out the details of this analysis in the case of the
first secant variety, we believe that the general method of approach may be used
to shed some light on the case of higher secant varieties. In particular, the new
insight of concentrating on the “generic equations” is presented in detail and in the
generality needed to deal with arbitrary secant varieties. Section 4 is inspired by
a conjecture of Garcia, Stillman and Sturmfels, describing the generators of the
ideal of the variety of secant lines to a Segre variety. We prove more generally
that this description holds for the first secant variety of a Segre—Veronese variety.
We also give a representation theoretic decomposition of the coordinate ring of
this variety, which allows us to deduce certain plethystic formulas based on known
computations of dimensions of secant varieties of Segre varieties.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout this work, K denotes a field of characteristic 0. All the varieties we
study are of finite type over K, and are reduced and irreducible. PV denotes the
N-dimensional projective space over K. We write PW for P when we think of PV
as the space of 1-dimensional subspaces (lines) in a vector space W of dimension
N +1 over K. Given a nonzero vector w € W, we denote by [w] the corresponding
line. The coordinate ring of PW is Sym(W*), the symmetric algebra on the vector
space W* of linear functionals on W.

2A. Secant varieties.

Definition 2.1. Given a subvariety X C PV, the (k — 1)-st secant variety of X,
denoted oy (X), is the closure of the union of linear subspaces spanned by k points
on X:

aX)= |J P

X1y, Xk €X
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Alternatively, if we write PY = PW for some vector space W, and let Xcw
denote the cone over X, then we can define oy (X) by specifying its cone oy (X).
This is the closure of the image of the map

s:)A(x--.x)A(—>W, defined by s(xy,...,x) =x1+ -+ x.

The main problem we are concerned with is this:
Problem. Given (the equations of) X, determine (the equations of ) oy (X).

More precisely, given the homogeneous ideal 7 (X) of the subvariety X C PW,
we would like to describe the generators of I (03 (X)). Alternatively, we would
like to understand the homogeneous coordinate ring of o3 (X), which we denote by
Ko (X)]. As we will see, this is a difficult problem even in the case when X is
simple, that is, isomorphic to a projective space (or a product of such). There is thus
little hope of giving an uniform satisfactory answer in the generality with which
we posed the problem. However, the following observation provides a general
approach to the problem, which we exploit in the future sections.

The ideal/homogeneous coordinate ring of a subvariety ¥ C PW coincides with
the ideal/affine coordinate ring of its cone Y C W, hence our problem is equivalent to
understanding / (GT(Y)) and K [m]. The morphism s of affine varieties defined
above corresponds to a ring map

s*:Sym(W*) > K[X x -+ x X] = K[X]® - Q K[X].

We have that (({(?)) and K [@] are the kernel and image respectively of s,
The main focus for us will be on the case when X is a Segre—Veronese variety
(described in the following section), and k = 2.

2B. Segre—Veronese varieties. Consider vector spaces V1, ..., V, of dimensions
mi, ..., m, > 2, respectively, with duals V/*, ..., V", and fix positive integers
di,...,d,. Welet

X=PV/x---xPVSf

and think of it as a subvariety in projective space via the embedding determined by
the line bundle Ox (dy, ..., d,). Explicitly, X is the image of the map

4, PV x - x PV* - P(Sym? Vi ®---® Sym’ V*)

.....

given by
(erl, ... [ea]) = [ @ @ e,

We call X a Segre—Veronese variety.

For such X we prove that I (02(X)) is generated in degree 3 and we describe
the decomposition of K[o,(X)] into a sum of irreducible representations of the
product of general linear groups GL(V}) x --- x GL(V,,) (Theorem 4.1).
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When n =1 we set d = d;, V = V|. The image of SV is the d-th Veronese
embedding, or d-uple embedding of the projective space PV *, which we denote by
Very(PV*). When d; = --- =d, = 1, the image of SV| ;i is the Segre variety
Seg(PV x --- x PV,*). An element of Sym® Vi®---® Sym¢“" V¥ is called a
(partially symmetric) tensor. The points in the cone over the Segre—Veronese variety
are called pure tensors.

2C. Representation theory. We refer the reader to [Fulton and Harris 1991] for
the basic representation theory of symmetric and general linear groups. Given a
positive integer r, a partition u of r is a nonincreasing sequence of nonnegative
integers ;1 > o > -+ - withr =) u;. We write u = (ug, o, .. .). Alternatively, if
w is a partition having i ; parts equal to w; for all j, then we write p = ([Lill ;L‘ZZ S )
To a partition u = (w1, 42, ...) We associate a Young diagram which consists of
left-justified rows of boxes, with u; boxes in the i-th row. For u = (5, 2, 1), the

corresponding Young diagram is

For a vector space W, a positive integer r and a partition wu of r, we denote by
S, W the corresponding irreducible representation of GL(W): S, are commonly
known as Schur functors, and we make the convention that S¢;) denotes the sym-
metric power functor, while §(,4y denotes the exterior power functor. We write S,
for the symmetric group on r letters, and [x] for the irreducible S,-representation
corresponding to u: [(d)] denotes the trivial representation and [(19)] denotes the
sign representation.

Given a positive integer n and a sequence of nonnegative integers r = (ry, ..., ),
we define an n-partition of r to be an n-tuple of partitions A = (!, ..., A"), with
A/ a partition of ri,j=1,...,n. We write A rj and A =" r. Given vector spaces
Vi, ..., V, as above, we often write GL(V) for GL(V}) x - -- x GL(V,). We write
S,V for the irreducible GL(V)-representation S;1 V| ® - - - ® Sy» V,,. Similarly, we
write [A] for the irreducible representation M®---®[1"] of the n-fold product
of symmetric groups S, = S,, x --- x §,, . We have:

Lemma 2.2 (Schur—Weyl duality).

V1®r1 R --® Vn®rn — @[)\] ® SAV.
A=y

Most of the group actions we consider are left actions, denoted by -. We use the
symbol x for right actions, to distinguish them from left actions.
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For a subgroup H C G and representations U of H and W of G, we write
Ind%(U) = K[G]®km U and Res$ (W) = Wy,

for the induced representation of U and restricted representation of W, where
K[M] denotes the group algebra of a group M, and Wy is just W, regarded as an
H-module. We write WO for the G-invariants of the representation W, that is,

W€ =Homg(1, W) C Homg (1, W) = W,
where 1 denotes the trivial representation of G.

Remark 2.3. If G is finite, let
SG = Z g € K[G].

geG

We can realize W© as the image of the map W — W given by w > sG - w. Assume
furthermore that H C G is a subgroup, and let s denote the corresponding element
in K[H]. We have a natural inclusion of the trivial representation of H

1— K[H], 1+ sy,
which after tensoring with K[G] becomes
Ind) (1) = K[G] ®ks1 1 = K[G]®ku) K[H] = K[G],
so that we can identify Indg(l) with K[G]-sgy.
Lemma 2.4 (Frobenius reciprocity).
W# = Homg (1, Res$, (W)) = Homg (Ind% (1), W).

Given an n-partition A = (AL, ..., A" of r, we define an n-tableau of shape A to
be an n-tuple T = (T, ..., T"), which we usually write as T'®---®T", where
each 7' is a tableau of shape A'. A tableau is canonical if its entries index its boxes
consecutively from left to right, and top to bottom. We say that T is canonical
if each T' is, in which case we write T;, for 7. If T = (A!, %), with A! = (3, 2),
A2 = (3, 1, 1), then the canonical 2-tableau of shape X is

1[2]3]
415

23]
® .

el

We consider the subgroups of S, given by

R; ={g € S, : g preserves each row of T} },

C). ={g € S, : g preserves each column of T} }
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and define the symmetrizers

ak:zg, b;\:ngn(g)-g, Cn=a;- by,

gER; geC;,

with sgn(g) = ]_[i sgn(g;) for g = (g1, ..., &) € Sr, where sgn(g;) denotes the
signature of the permutation g;.

The GL(V)- (or S,-) representations W that we consider decompose as a direct
sum of S, V’s (or [A]’s) with A F" r. We write

W:@W,\,
A

where W, >~ (S, V)™ (or W, >~ [A]™*) for some nonnegative integer m, = m, (W),
called the multiplicity of S, V (or [A]) in W. We call W, the A-part of the represen-
tation W.

Recall that m ; denotes the dimension of V;, j =1, ..., n. We fix bases

%j:{xij:izl,...,mj}

for V; ordered by x;; > x;41,;. We choose the maximal torus T =T, x --- x T, C
GL(V), with T; the set of diagonal matrices with respect to % ;. We choose the Borel
subgroup of GL(V) to be B = By x --- x By, where B; is the subgroup of upper
triangular matrices in GL(V;) with respect to % ;. Given a GL(V )-representation
W, a weight vector w with weight a = (ay, ..., a,), a; € Ti*, 1S a nonzero vector in
W with the property that for any t = (¢1,...,8,) €T,

t-w=ai(ty) - ap(ty)w.

The vectors with this property form a vector space called the a-weight space of W,
which we denote by wt,(W).

A highest weight vector of a GL(V)-representation W is an element w € W
invariant under B. W = S, V has a unique (up to scaling) highest weight vector w
with corresponding weight A = (A!, ..., ™). In general, we define the A-highest
weight space of a GL(V)-representation W to be the set of highest weight vectors
in W with weight A, and denote it by hwt, (W). If W is an S,-representation, the
A-highest weight space of W is the vector space hwt, (W) =c,- W C W, where c;,
is the Young symmetrizer defined above. In both cases, hwt, (W) is a vector space
of dimension m, (W).

2D. Flattenings. Given decompositions d; = a; +b;, witha;, b; >0,i =1, ...,n,
we let A = (a1,...,a,), B= (by,...,b,),sothatd = (dy,...,d,) = A+ B,
and embed

Sym? Vi ® .- ®Sym? V¥ Vi@ Vi
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in the usual way, where
Vi= Symal Vi ® Syman V,, Vg = Symbl ViR ® Symb” V,.

This embedding allows us to flatten any tensor in Sym®! Vi®---® Sym¢ Vitoa
2-tensor, that is, a matrix, in V; ® V. We call such a matrix an (A, B)-flattening of
our tensor. If |[A| =a;+- - -+a, then we also say that this matrix is an | A|-flattening,
or a | B|-flattening, by symmetry.

We obtain an inclusion

0 (PVEX - x PV*) <> Seg(PVE x PV,

.....

and consequently

ok (SVy,...a, PV x - x PVY)) — oy (Seg(PV; x PVy)),

.....

where the latter secant variety coincides with (the projectivization of) the set of
matrices of rank at most k in V} ® V. This set is cut out by the (k+1) x (k+1)
minors of the generic matrix in V} ® V. This observation yields equations for the
secant varieties of Segre—Veronese varieties (see also [Landsberg 2012, Chapter 7]).

Lemma 2.5. For any decomposition d = A + B and any k > 1, the ideal of
(k + 1) x (k 4+ 1) minors of the generic matrix given by the (A, B)-flattening of
Sym® Vi@ ® Sym® V¥ is contained in the ideal of

4, PV x - xPV")).

.....

Definition 2.6. We write FﬁfBl’r(V) = FﬁfBl’r(Vl, ..., V) for the degree r part of
the ideal of (k + 1) x (kK + 1) minors of the (A, B)-flattening. We call the elements
of FﬁfBl "(V) flattening equations.

Note that the invariant way of writing the generators of the ideal of (k+1) x (k+1)
minors of the (A, B)-flattening in the preceding lemma (Fﬁ?rBl ’kH(V)) is as the
image of the composition

k+1 k+1
J\Va® /\ Vi Sym™* (V4 ® V) — Sym* ! (Sym® Vi ® - @ Sym® V),

where the first map is the usual inclusion map, while the last one is induced by the
multiplication maps Sym® V; ® Sym” V; — Sym% V;.

2E. The ideal and coordinate ring of a Segre—Veronese variety. If

a, PV x - xPVF),

.....

then the ideal 7 (X) is generated by 2 x 2 minors of flattenings [Bernardi 2008],
that is, when k = 1 the equations described in Lemma 2.5 are sufficient to generate
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the ideal of the corresponding variety. As for the homogeneous coordinate ring of a
Segre—Veronese variety, we have the decomposition

KIX1=PESym™ vi®--- @ Sym'™® V,). *)

r>0

This decomposition will turn out to be useful in the next section, in conjunction
with the map s* defined in Section 2A. In Section 4 we give a description of
K[o2(X)] analogous to (¥), and prove that the 3 x 3 minors of flattenings generate
the homogeneous ideal of 07 (X).

The statements above regarding the ideal and coordinate ring of a Segre—Veronese
variety hold more generally for rational homogeneous varieties (G/P), and have
been obtained in unpublished work by Kostant; see [Landsberg 2012, Chapter 16].

3. Equations of the secant varieties of a Segre—Veronese variety

This section introduces the main new tool for understanding the equations and
coordinate rings of the secant varieties of Segre—Veronese varieties, from a repre-
sentation theoretic/combinatorial perspective. All the subsequent work is based on
the ideas described here. The usual method for analyzing the secant varieties of
Segre—Veronese varieties is based on the representation theory of general linear
groups. We review some of its basic ideas, including the notion of inheritance,
in Section 3A. The new insight of restricting the analysis to special equations of
the secant varieties, the “generic equations”, is presented in Section 3B. More
precisely, we use Schur—Weyl duality to translate questions about representations
of general linear groups into questions about representations of symmetric groups
and tableau combinatorics. The relationship between the two situations is made
precise in Section 3C. One should think of the “generic equations™ as a set of
equations that give rise by specialization to all the equations of the secant varieties
of Segre—Veronese varieties. Similarly, we have the “generic flattening equations”
which by specialization yield the usual flattening equations.

3A. Multiprolongations and inheritance. In this section Vi, ..., V, are (as al-
ways) vector spaces over a field K of characteristic zero. We switch from the Sym?
notation to the more compact Schur functor notation S, described in Section 2C.
The homogeneous coordinate ring of P(S) V" ®---® S@,)V,)) is

S=Sym(Su)Vi®- - ®Sw,Vn),

the symmetric algebra of the vector space Sz,) Vi ® - - - ® S(4,) V. This vector space
has a natural basis B =%y, . 4, consisting of tensor products of monomials in the el-
ements of the bases By, ..., B, of Vi, ..., V,. We write this basis, suggestively, as
B =Sym? B; ® - -- ® Sym’™ B,. We can index the elements of % by n-tuples
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o = (ag,...,a,) of multisets «; of size d; with entries in {1, ..., m; = dim(V;)},
as follows. The a-th element of the basis 9B is

2o = < 1_[ xi1,1> K- ( 1_[ xin,n>,
1€ in€ay

and we think of z,, as a linear form in S.

We can therefore identify S with the polynomial ring K[z,]. One would like
to have a precise description of the ideal / C S of polynomials vanishing on
ok (SVay,...a, PV x - x PVy)), but this is a very difficult problem, as mentioned
in the introduction. We obtain such a description for the case k =2 in Theorem 4.1.
The case k = 1 was already known, as described in Section 2E.

Given a positive integer » and a partition u = (i, ..., ;) Fr, we consider the
set P, of all (unordered) partitions of {1, ..., r} of shape u, that is,

t
Pu={A={A, ..., A}: Al =p;and || A;=(1,...,r}},
i=1
as opposed to the set of ordered partitions where we take instead A = (Aq, ..., A;).

Definition 3.1. For a partition p = (u’i’ e ,uéx) of r, we consider the map

N
T Sy (Sap Vi ® -+ ® Sty Vi) —> Q) Sty Sy Vi ® -+ ® Sy Vi)
j=1
given by

212 > Z ® l_[ m(z; i € B),

Ae®, j=1 BeA
H Bl=p,

where m : (SupV1® - ® S(dn)Vn)(X)Mf — S(,L_/dl)vl R Q S(Mdn)vn denotes the
usual componentwise multiplication map.

We write 7, (V) or 7, (Vy, ..., V,) for the map m, just defined, when we want
to distinguish it from its generic version (Definition 3.11). We also write

d d d d
U-(V)=U-(Vq,...,Vy) and Up(V)=Up(Vy,..., Vp)

for the source and target of m, (V), respectively (see Definitions 3.7 and 3.10 for
the generic versions of these spaces).

A more invariant way of stating Definition 3.1 is as follows. If © = (w1, ..., ),
then the map 7, is the composition between the usual inclusion

Sy SapV1® - ® Sy Vi) = (SapV1® -+ ® S,y Vi) ®”
=SuyV1® @Sy V) ¥ ® - @ (SapV1 ® -+ - ® Sy Vi) ®H,
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and the tensor product of the natural multiplication maps
m: (S(d,-)vi)®w - S(ujdi)Vi'

Example 3.2. Letn =2