RAMIFIED DEFORMATION PROBLEMS

BRIAN CONRAD

INTRODUCTION

The proof of the semistable Taniyama-Shimura Conjecture by Wiles [22] and Taylor-Wiles [21] uses as
its central tool the deformation theory of Galois representations. In [6], Diamond extends these methods,
proving that an elliptic curve E,q is modular if it is either semistable at 3 and 5 or is just semistable at 3,
provided that the representation

Pps Gal(Q/Q(V=3)) — Aut(E[3)(Q)) ~ GLa(F3)

is absolutely irreducible. His proof relies on extending the scope of the deformation-theoretic tools. The
remaining obstacle to having an unconditional proof of the Taniyama-Shimura Conjecture is to understand
cases which do not satisfy semistability conditions. Examples of such cases are not difficult to find. For
example, B : y?> = 3 + 152 — 15 isn’t semistable at 3 or 5, nor are any of its quadratic twists. Also,
Ey : y? = 2% + 5z is semistable at 3, has no semistable quadratic twists at 5, and ﬁE2,3‘Gal(6/Q(\/—_3))

is absolutely reducible (since Gal(Q(E2([3])/Q(v/—3)) ~ Z/4). In either of these cases, consider the twist
X(Pg, 3)/q of X(3),q by the cohomology class arising from

P, s € Homeony(Gal(Q/Q), GL2(Z/3)) — H'(Gal(Q/Q), Aut(X (3) ;q))-

This twist has connected components which are smooth curves of genus 0 and there is a Q-rational point
xp, corresponding to E; g and the choice of 3-torsion basis implicit in pg, 5. The component containing x g,
is isomorphic to P%Q' Choosing rational points on this component which are 3-adically and 5-adically close
to xg, gives infinitely many non-CM, non-isogenous examples of elliptic curves over Q violating Diamond’s
hypotheses.

The aim of this paper is to develop the deformation theory further so that it can be applied to the study
of non-semistable cases. Applications of these results to the study of the modularity of elliptic curves over Q
will be explained in [3]. We now outline the role of our deformation theory in this argument (details will be
given in [3]). Suppose that E/q has semistable reduction at 3. Using results of Diamond, it can be shown
that either pg 5 is reducible, in which case F/,q is modular, or else pg, 5 is irreducible and modular. Moreover,
in this latter case, if E//q has potentially ordinary or potentially multiplicative reduction at 5, then E,q is
modular. In the potentially supersingular case at 5, one can show that, at the expense of replacing E,q
by a twist, it can be assumed that £,k has good reduction, with K = Q5(51/3). Now one is in a position
to try to apply Wiles” methods with p = 5, and with his ‘flat’ deformation problem over Q, replaced by a
‘potentially flat’ deformation problem that involves a finite extension K/Q,, with absolute ramification index
e(K) < p— 1. This deformation problem will be precisely formulated and studied in the present paper.

We now give the setting for our main deformation-theoretic result. Consider a continuous representation

p: Gal(Q,/Qp) — GLa(k), with k a finite field of characteristic p. We make no hypotheses on detp|r,,

nor do we make any semisimplicity or irreducibility hypotheses. Fix a finite extension K/Q, inside of Qp
for which e(K) < p — 1 and assume that the restricted representation ﬁ|Gal(6 JK) 18 the generic fiber of a
P

finite flat O g-group scheme G for which G and the Cartier dual G are both connected. Letting M denote
the Dieudonne module of the closed fiber of G, we assume that the sequence of groups

0— M/VM L M/pM =M — M/FM — 0
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is exact (this holds when G is the p-torsion of a p-divisible group over Ok ). The motivating example is when
k = F), and p is the p-torsion representation arising from an elliptic curve E,q, with supersingular reduction
over K.

Our first main result is the classification of all p which can arise. There is a slight technicality in the
description of the reducible cases, so we first set up some notation. For x € k*, let n, : Gal(Qp /Qp) — kX
be the unique continuous unramified character sending arithmetic Frobenius to z. For a,b € k* and distinct

n,m € Z/(p — 1), consider non-semisimple representations of the form

Naw™ *
0 mw™ )

By using a k-linear analogue of Tate duality and the relation between H' and Ext', we see that as long
asm # n+ 1 or a # b, there is exactly one such representation (up to isomorphism), which we denote
bY Popmn When m =n+1 and a = b, there are exactly |k| such representations, up to k[Dp]-module
isomorphism. The classification of possible p is given by:

Theorem Allp are either absolutely irreducible or are reducible with a trivial centralizer (i.e., Endyp,;(p) =

k), with the latter case only possible when e does not divide p — 1. The complete list of p is as follows:

(1) Pl1, @k ko~ ™ @™, where em = e mod p? — 1 and ¢ : I, — F;z Ck isa fundamental character of
level 2. These cases are absolutely irreducible.

(i) Choosen € Z/(p—1) satisfyingne =i+1mod p—1 with0 < i <e—2 (soe >2). Assumee|(i+1)(p+1)
and defimem =n+1—(i+1)(p+1)/emodp—1 (so me=e— (i+ 1) mod p— 1 and m # n). Note that
m=n+1ifand only ife=(p+1)/2, n=(p—1)/2mod p— 1, p=1mod 4. The reducible p which occur
are precisely the representations Py, ,, for aribitrary a,b € k™ and for m,n as above with m # n +1 or
a # b, together with the unramified k-twists of a certain non-semisimple F,-representation of the form

_ wP+1)/2 *
p= 0 wP=1)/2
whenp=1mod4, e=(p+1)/2.

We don’t have a more explicit description of the ‘exceptional’ reducible case when p = 1 mod 4, e =

(p+1)/2.

Fix a mixed characteristic complete discrete valuation ring O with residue field k (i.e., we are given a ring
extension W (k) — O which is finite and totally ramified). Consider deformations p : Gal(Q,/Q,) — GL2(R)
of p, with (R, mg) a complete local noetherian O-algebra with residue field k. We say that p is Ok -flat if for
all n > 1, each finite quotient p| Gal(Q, /K) mod m7, is the generic fiber of a finite flat O x-group scheme (we’ll
check that these Og-group schemes are necessarily connected with a connected dual and are canonically
unique). Since p has a trivial centralizer, there is a universal Og-flat deformation p"™V : Gal(Qp /Qp) —

GL2 (R (p)). Our second main result is:
Theorem There is an abstract isomorphism of O-algebras

RN (p) ~ O[Ty, T2).

The central technical tool in our proofs is a generalization to the ramified case of Fontaine’s ‘module-
theoretic’ description [8] of finite flat group schemes in the unramified case; more precisely, we need a
generalization which applies in the case e < p—1. We have worked out such a generalization, and the details
of this theory can be found in [2]. This is quite critical. Keep in mind that in the motivating example from
elliptic curves over Q, we have e = 3, p = 5.

The determination of the universal deformation ring generalizes an earlier theorem of Ramakrishna [15],
who studied the case e = 1 and odd p. It is interesting to note that the arguments in [15] for irreducible p
work when p = 2, since Fontaine has results for p = 2 analogous to the results for odd p that Ramakrishna
invoked. Ramakrishna also considers e = 1 cases without connectedness hypotheses on the group schemes.
Our methods should carry over to such cases as long as e < p— 1, but we have not carried this out and so do
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not know what the results are in these other cases. The method for determining the universal deformation
ring by ‘counting points’ is based on the method used by Ramakrishna.

One application we give of the ‘abstract’ structure of the universal deformation ring is the following: the
determinant character det p™ restricts to €|r,, on Ix. Also, for a continuous character x : D, — 0> with
x mod mg = detp and x|r, = €|, suppose we consider only deformations p : Gal(Q,/Q,) — GL2(R)
for which detp : D, — R* is equal to x. Then this restricted functor is representable, with universal
deformation ring abstractly isomorphic to O[T]. The critical technical input here is Fontaine’s work on
representations coming from p-divisible groups (this is needed particularly in cases when p does not admit
an unramified k-twist with field of definition F,, since these cases cannot be reduced to the case O = Z,).

I am grateful to F. Diamond and R. Taylor for encouragement to make some results more explicit, and
to R. Ramakrishna and J.-M. Fontaine for proving the foundational results needed in the theory of ‘flat’
deformations of Galois representations. Most importantly, I would like to thank my advisor Andrew Wiles
for proving Fermat’s Last Theorem and thereby giving me an opportunity to work on some very exciting

mathematics.

Notation For every prime p, we fix an algebraic closure Qp of Q,, with F,, the residue field of the valuation

ring, and we let D, denote the topological group Gal(Q,/Q,) and let I, denote the inertia subgroup (so

D,/I, ~ 2) For K a finite extension of Q, inside of Qp, I denotes the inertia subgroup of Gx def

Gal(ﬁp /K) C D,. We adopt the notation Q,» for the unique unramified extension of Q, of degree n inside
of Q,, with Dpn = Gq,.. the corresponding open subgroup of D). We let Frob,» € Dpn denote any element
whose image in Aut(F,) is z +— 2", The completion of Qp is denoted C,, though for a finite extension
K/Q, inside of Qp we will sometimes write Cg for C, when we wish to just consider the Gx-module
structure rather than the D,-module structure. All Gx-modules are topological, with the topology always
clear from the context.

There are several Galois characters that we will need to use. The local p-adic cyclotomic character is
denoted € : D), — Z,, and w = € mod p. For a topological ring R, z € R*, and K C Qp a finite extension
of Qp, we let

iz Gk — R”

denote the unique unramified character sending arithmetic Frobenius to « (for K = Q,,, this is abbreviated
ton,). If L C Q, is totally ramified of finite degree over K, note that NKzla, =NL.e. Welet ¢ : I, — F;z
denote the fundamental character of level 2, which is the canonical tame character given by

tame : X X
I, - Ip ~ [im Fpn — sz.

This lifts to a character ¢g : D2 — F 5 which sends Frob,: to —1. For any totally ramified finite extension
P

K/Q, inside of Qp, Vi I — F;z denotes the fundamental character of level 2 for K, so ¢|;,, = Qﬁ%K/Q").

The fundamental character of level 1 for K is denoted ¢ x : [x — F;.

For any local ring R, we let mp denote the maximal ideal. If we have a fixed separable closure of the
residue field, then we write R®" for the strict henselization. If K is a field complete with respect to a non-
trivial discrete valuation, we write K" for the fraction field of a strict henselization of the valuation ring.
For any field k, we let kle] = k[T']/(T?) denote the ring of ‘dual numbers’; there is no risk of confusion with
the cyclotomic character e. We sometimes write €1, €3, ... for basis vectors in the context of Honda systems,
but this too should cause no confusion.

If X — S is a morphism of schemes, this is sometimes denoted X,g. If S — S is another S-scheme, we
sometimes let X,g/ denote the S’-scheme X xg S’. If S = Spec(A), we write X,4 or X, instead. For a

finite fppf commutative group scheme G, g, we write G /s for the Cartier dual group scheme. We say that a
finite fppf commutative group scheme G, over a henselian local base ring R is unipotent if the Cartier dual
is connected, and likewise for p-divisible groups I' over such a base. The connected-étale sequences of G g
and I'/p show that I' is connected (resp. unipotent) if and only if I'[p] is, and this can be checked on the
closed fiber.
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For a field K with a fixed choice of separable closure K, we identify finite étale commutative K-group
schemes with finite discrete Gal(K/K)-modules. If K has characteristic 0 and is the fraction field of a
discrete valuation ring O, we say that a finite Gal(Ks/K)-module p is Og-flat if p is the generic fiber
of a finite flat Ox-group scheme. If K is a perfect field of characteristic p > 0, then for G,k a finite p-
power order commutative K-group scheme, we let M(G) denote the Dieudonne module of G, as constructed
in [7, Ch III]. This is a finite-length W (K)-module with the structure of a module over the Dieudonne
ring Dxg = W(K)[F,V] (non-commutative for K # F,), generated by the relations FV = VF = p and
Fa = Frob(a)F, Va = Frob ' (a)V for all a € W(K), where Frob : W (K) ~ W(K) is the usual Frobenius
map (lifting absolute Frobenius on K).

For n € Z and two perfect fields ki, ko with characteristic p, and O a mixed characteristic complete
discrete valuation ring with residue field ko, we let ¢ — ¢(P") denote the nth iterate of the map

Frob®1 : W (ki) ®z, O ~ W(ky) ®z, O;

the same notation is used for the induced map modulo m{' for any positive integer m. Because our matrix
representations have entries in W(k)-algebras and not just Zp,-algebras, we will sometimes need to use
modified Dieudonne rings of the form (W (k1) ®z, O)[F,V] = Dy, ®z, O in which F and V' commute with
the action of O. The context should make it clear when this occurs; e.g., whether we are working with Dy
or W(k)[F,V] =W(k)[X,Y]/(XY — p).

In addition to the theory developed in [2], which we will use constantly (and whose notation we also use),
we assume familiarity with the basic formalism of the deformation theory of Galois representations and we
sometimes use a common abuse of notation by treating deformations as liftings rather than as equivalence
classes of liftings. This should cause no confusion and simplifies the exposition.

Review of Honda Systems

We give here a rapid review of some basic facts from the theory of finite Honda systems. For complete
details, see [2]. Fix a mixed characteristic complete discrete valuation ring (A’,m) with a residue field k
that is perfect of characteristic p. Define A = W(k). Assume e(A’) < p — 1. We consider the category
FF 4 of finite flat commutative A’-group schemes with p-power order, and let FF,, FF4, denote the full
subcategories which consist of connected and unipotent objects, respectively. The (contravariant) Dieudonne
module functor M gives an equivalence of abelian categories between finite commutative k-group schemes G
with p-power order and Dy-modules with finite A-length (in fact, ptaMU&) is equal to the order of G). The
theory of finite Honda systems gives an analogous functor on FF 4/, as we now explain.

A general construction due to Fontaine associates to any Dyg-module M a certain A’-module M4,. The
idea is to manufacture an A’-module with a structure resembling F' and V operators (which, strictly speaking,
won’t make sense if e(A’) > 1 since there is in general no canonical meaning of ‘Frobenius-semilinearity’ on an
A’-module). The definition is as follows. Define M") = A®4 M as an A-module, where A — A is absolute
Frobenius. We have A-linear maps Fo: MY — M, Vo : M — MW, with FoVy = par, VoFo = pary. Define
M4+ to be the direct limit of the diagram

VM,A’
meoaM — plmesMD
M, A M,A’
®o ! T 1

M, A

A/®AM F% A’@AM(U

in the category of A’-modules, where cpéw ’A/, goi\/[’A/ are the obvious ‘inclusion’ maps (which might not be
injective!), VMA' (A @ z) = p~ A @ Vo(x), FMA (A ® 2) = A ® Fy(z). More explicitly, M4 is the quotient
of (A @4 M) @ (p~'m @4 M) by the submodule

{0 (w) = FM A (w), 1" (w) = VM4 (w)) Ju e m@a N, w e A’ @y MDY,

There are canonical A’-linear maps Fpr 4 : p~'m @4 MW — My and Voara : Mar — A ®a M (the
latter induced by 1@V on A’®4 M and p®id on p~'m®4 M), and when A’ = A this can all be identified
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with the A-module M with its structure as a Dg-module. In general, the A’-modules given by the kernels
and cokernels of Fas 4/, Var 4 are annihilated by m and so can be viewed as k-vector spaces.

When M has finite A-length, then M4/ has finite A’-length and the functor M ~» My is exact on the
category of Di-modules with finite A-length. If G is an object in FF 4/, one can define a certain natural A’-
submodule L 4/(G) of ‘logarithms’ inside of M(G /1) 4. We define LM 4/ (G) = (La/(G),M(G 1)). We define
the category PSH j;, finite pre-Honda systems over A’ to consist of triples (L, M, j) with M a Dyg-module
with finite A-length, L an A’-module, and j : L — M4, an A’-linear map. We define the full subcategories
PSH f",c and PSH ﬁ’,u of connected and unipotent objects to consist of the objects which satisfy the extra
condition that the action of F' (respectively V') on M is nilpotent. These are convenient abelian categories,
but do not lie at the heart of the matter.

We define the full subcategory SHI{;, of finite Honda systems over A’ to consist of those objects in PSH};,
for which the canonical k-linear map

L/mL — coker Fps, 4/

is an isomorphism and Vs 4/ oj is injective (and in this case, the map j is automatically injective, so it is
usually dropped from the notation and we identify L with an A’-submodule of My/). It is important to note
that in the presence of the first condition, the second condition is equivalent to the natural k-linear map

L[m] D kerVM — MA/[m]

being an isomorphism [2, Lemma 2.7]. One defines the categories of connected and unipotent finite Honda
systems (denoted SH ! ', SH f ) in a similar manner. The full subcategories of objects killed by p are

denoted SH Q,, etc. The categories such as ‘finite pre-Honda systems with descent data’ (denoted DPSH f‘,,
etc.) are defined in [2, §5]

For any G in FF 4 with e(A’) < p—1 (resp. in FFY,, FFY, with e(A’) < p — 1), the finite pre-Honda
system LM,/ (G) is in fact a finite Honda system (and is connected/unipotent if and only if G is). The
contravariant functor LM 4. : FF 4 — SH i;, is fully faithful and essentially surjective when e(A’) < p—1. If
we restrict to the categories of connected objects, or unipotent objects, then the resulting functors (denoted
LMS,, LMY,) are fully faithful and essentially surjective when e(A’) < p — 1. What is important to also
note is that in these cases, all of the relevant categories are abelian, with kernels and cokernels on the group
scheme side given by the usual scheme-theoretic constructions (which yield flat results!), and on the module
side the functors such as SHY, — PSH f‘,, etc. are exact. This enables one to carry out explicit computations
with short exact sequences in terms of Honda systems.

For more detailed discussions of base change in terms of Honda systems, as well as convenient criteria to
determine when an abstractly constructed finite pre-Honda system is actually a finite Honda system, etc.,
see [2].

1. THE DEFORMATION PROBLEM

1.1. Formulation of Problem.

Fix a prime p and a finite field k& with characteristic p, as well as a representation p : D, — GL2(k). Choose
a subfield K’ C Qp with finite degree over Q, and with absolute ramification index e = e(X)<p—1. We
write A’ the for valuation ring of X’ and & for the residue field of A’.

Assume that p|g,., is A’-flat, and in fact that it is the generic fiber of a finite flat group scheme §(p|a,., ) /4’
which is connected and unipotent. We claim that under these conditions, §(p|c,., ) is unique up to canonical
isomorphism (and is the unique finite flat A’-group scheme with generic fiber p|q,, ).

The only point to check for this uniqueness is that any finite flat A’-group scheme G with generic finite
Plc.,., must be connected (this is actually only an issue if ¢(X") = p— 1), in which case we can use Raynaud’s
full faithfulness theorem, which asserts that passage to the generic fiber is fully faithful on the category
of finite flat commutative connected A’-group schemes [2, Lemma 4.1]. Assume otherwise, so § admits a
non-trivial étale quotient G (with p-power order, and therefore unipotent). Passing to generic fibers, this
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gives rise to a non-zero unramified quotient of p|g,.,, viewed as an F,-representation space. By the full
faithfulness in Raynaud’s theorem for unipotent group schemes, this generic fiber quotient map must be
induced by a non-zero map from the unipotent (and connected) §(p|c,,) to the étale G%. This is impossible.

Note that if X’ is an unramified extension of a subextension K’/Q,, with valuation ring A’, then p|q,, is
A’-flat by Galois descent from Spec(A’) to Spec(A’). For details about Galois descent formalism over rings
in the limited context we need, see [1, Example B, §6.2]. The reason Galois descent is applicable here is
because of Raynaud’s full faithfulness theorem for passage to the generic fiber for finite flat commutative
group schemes [2, Lemma 4.1]. In down-to-earth terms, any Galois descent data on the generic fiber ring
as a K'-group scheme must respect the subring of the A’-group scheme which we start with. Moreover,
the finite flat A’-group scheme G(p|q,.,) with generic fiber p|q,., is unique up to canonical isomorphism, is
connected and unipotent, and we have canonically

S(Pla,) xar A"~ S(pla,.)

as A'-group schemes. We will often abuse notation and write things like M(p|c,., ) rather than M(5(pla,., ) /x);
because of the uniqueness of §(p|a,., ), no confusion is possible.
The final hypothesis we impose is that for M = M(p|g,., ), the canonical sequence of groups

(1) 0— M/VME M=M/p— M/FM — 0

is exact. Because of how formation of Dieudonne modules behaves with respect to base change of the perfect
base field (see [7, Ch III, §2.2, Prop 2.2(4)] for the case of a finite algebraic extension; the case of a general
extension follows from this — see the proof of [2, Thm 4.6]), the exactness property (1) depends only on p|,,
(this amounts to checking (1) after applying ®.%). In particular, for X" and K’ as above, pla.., satisfies the
exactness condition (1) if and only if p|¢,., does. We will later describe which p arise.

An important point to note here is that if £'/k is a finite extension, then p satisfies the above hypotheses
if and only if o = p ® k' does. The ‘only if’ direction is seen by choosing a k-basis for k’. For the
‘if” direction, we use the method of scheme-theoretic closure to see that p|g,., arises from a closed finite
flat subgroupscheme of 7'|,,. Since a closed flat subgroupscheme of a finite flat connected and unipotent
commutative A’-group scheme is again connected and unipotent, it remains to check that the exactness
condition on Dieudonne modules descends. By choosing a k-basis of k', this is readily seen.

Fix a mixed characteristic discrete valuation ring O with residue field k£ and let C(O) denote the category
of complete local noetherian O-algebras with residue field k& (and morphisms are local maps of O-algebras).
We make the following general definition:

Definition 1.1.1. The functor
Fyr0 = Fxr0(p) : €(0) — Set
is defined by letting Fx/ o(R) be the set of all deformations p of p to GLa(R) such that for all n > 1,

pla,, mod m? is the generic fiber of a finite flat group scheme G, (p|c,.,) over A’. An element in Fy/ o(R)
is called an Qg -flat deformation of p.

The result [15, Prop 1.1] shows that Fix ¢ is a functor in the obvious manner. The ramification hypothesis
on X ensures that G, (p|c ) 1s unique up to canonical isomorphism if it exists, so our deformation problem
is a reasonable one. Indeed, by [2, Lemma 4.1], we need only to check that G, (p|q.., ) is necessarily connected.
This is checked by a slight generalization of the above proof that §(p|g,,) is connected, as we now explain.
Use the method of scheme-theoretic closure [16, §2.1, §2.2] and the filtration of p mod m% by powers of mp
to get a filtration of G,(p|c,.,) by finite flat group schemes whose successive quotients have generic fibers
which are quotients of p|g,,. In a short exact sequence of finite flat A’-group schemes, if any two objects
are connected, so is the third. Thus, it suffices to show that a quotient of the F),[G x-]-module p|q,., cannot
arise as the generic fiber of a finite flat A’-group scheme with a non-trivial étale quotient. This follows from
Raynaud’s full faithfulness theorem for unipotent A’-group schemes.

We note that by the method of scheme-theoretic closure, subrepresentations and quotients of the generic
fiber representation of a finite flat commutative Qg -group scheme are again Oq-flat. This is often used
without comment.
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1.2. Changing the Data.
Assume that p has trivial centralizer (we will prove this in Theorem 2.2.1). By [15, Thm 1.1], Fx o(p)
satisfies Schlessinger’s criteria. Thus, a universal Q4 -flat deformation

P 2 Dy — GLa(RYES (7))
exists. Our main task is to determine the structure of the universal deformation ring Rggl,% (p). When
detpl;, = wlr,, p is irreducible, X' = Q,, O = W(k), and p # 2, it is proven by Ramakrishna in [15,
Thm 3.1] that the universal deformation ring is (abstractly) isomorphic to O[T1, Tz].

An argument due to Faltings explains how the deformation ring changes if we enlarge the residue field k
or the ‘coefficient ring’ ©. Consider an extension O — O’ inducing a finite extension k¥ — &’ on residue fields,
so the representation p’ = p®y k' : D, — GLa(k’) has a trivial centralizer and satisfies the same hypotheses
as p (with &’ replacing k). Let R = Ry, (p) and R’ = R, (p') be the corresponding deformation rings.
Since O — O’ is a finite flat local map, the ring O’ ®9 R is a complete local noetherian O'-algebra with
residue field k’. Using the A’-flat p'-deformation O’ ®¢ p"™" and the universality of """, we get a natural
local ©’-algebra map

ro,0 - RI — O/ ®e R.

A related map is defined as follows. The extension of scalars k[e] — k'[€] gives rise to a natural map of sets
Fyxr o(p)(kle]) = Fxr o/(p')(K'[€]) which is compatible with the intrinsic k- and k’-vector space structures,
so in terms of deformation rings, this induces a k’-linear map of dual spaces

To,0: (mR/(m%,moR))* Rk kK — (mR//(m%,,mo/R'))*.
It is straightfoward to check that 7¢ o/ is exactly the map obtained by applying Home o) (—, k'[€]) to 70,0/
and composing with the inverse of the canonical k'-linear isomorphism &’ @ V* ~ (k' ® V)* for the finite-
dimensional k-vector space V = mp/(m%, moR).
Lemma 1.2.1. The maps ro.o: and To o are isomorphisms. Also, %iy‘(’g,(ﬁ’) ~ O'[T1,...,T,] as an
O’-algebra if and only if R}]‘gi% (p) ~ O[Ty, ...,T] as an O-algebra.

Proof. See [22, Ch 1, pp.457-8] for an outline of Faltings’ proof that rg ¢ is an isomorphism (for complete
details, see [3, Thm 1.1]). From this it follows that 7o o/ is an isomorphism, by applying Home o/ (—, k[€])
to r9,0/. For the second assertion, the ‘only if’ direction is clear. To prove the ‘if’ direction, note that by
[13, Thm 23.7(7)], R is a priori regular of dimension n + 1 because the local map R — R ®¢ O’ is finite flat

and O'[T1,...,T,] is regular with dimension n + 1. Also, since 7o o/ is an isomorphism, the k-dimension
of mp/(m%,moR) is n. Lifting a basis to mp, we get a surjective O-algebra map O[T1,...,T,] — R. By
dimension considerations, the kernel is 0. |

An important consequence of this lemma is that when studying the tangent spaces of deformation functors
and proving structure theorems for deformation rings, we often do not really lose any generality by working
with O = W(k) or replacing k by a subfield to which the representation p descends (note that descending
the field of definition of p does not harm any of the original hypotheses).

2. SOME APPLICATIONS OF FINITE HONDA SYSTEMS

2.1. Preliminaries.

Recall that any two finite extensions K1, K3 of Q,, inside of Qp with the same tame absolute ramification
index have the same composite with Q). By Galois descent of valuation rings and Raynaud’s full faithfulness
results [2, Lemma 4.1], it follows that the corresponding flat deformation functors Fi, o(p) and Fx, o(p)
are the same. Also, since Ix, = Ix,, the two Theorems in the Introduction are insenstive to replacing K;
by Ks. Thus, our problem depends on X’ only through e = e(X’ /Q,) (recall that the Dieudonne module
hypothesis (1) depends only on 7|, ), so we can choose a convenient X’ if we so desire. For example, we
can take X' to be the Galois closure of a totally ramified finite extension K'/Q, with e = e(K') < p — 1,
so X' = K'(¢.) and e(X') = e(K') also. We often immediately reduce to the case of such special X' in our
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proofs, and we generally indicate this by saying that we choose X' to be of special type (and this implicitly
includes a choice of K’ too).

We introduce some notation in the case of a X' of special type. Pick such X' and K’. Since K'/Q, is
totally tamely ramified, in general we can fix a choice of uniformizer 7 such that 7 = pug with ug € Z.
It will often be enough to work with K’ in place of X’. The fact that Qg has residue field F, makes K’
somewhat useful in calculations; on the other hand, X'/ Q, is Galois, a fact that is useful also. Trivially K’
and Q,(C.) are linearly disjoint over Q,, so Gal(X' /K') ~ Gal(Q,({.)/Q,). Hence,

Gal(X' /Qp) ~ Gal(X' /Qp(Ce)) x Gal(X' /K") ~ pe x Gal(Qy(Ce)/Qp),

with g, = ue(ép), and we have the usual semidirect product structure
o- C . 0_—1 — CG

for ¢ € pe and o € Gal(Qp(¢.)/Qp) (and (7 denotes the canonical action of o on ¢ € ue(ap)). This will be
used frequently.

Let m and n denote the maximal ideals of A" and A’ respectively, and let x = A’/n ~ F,({.) denote
the residue field of A’ (so we identify p. with pe(x)). At this point we will begin to use the results and
notation introduced in [2], with A’ there equal to our A’ above, so A now denotes Z,. The categories of

finite (pre-)Honda systems and finite (pre-)Honda systems with descent data are defined as in [2, §5].

Let LM 4:(p) def (L, M) be the p-torsion object in SHQ,C corresponding to the generic fiber p|q,.,; as we

noted in §1.1, this is unique up to canonical isomorphism [2, Lemma 4.1]. Where convenient, we’ll later use
the analogous notation LM 4/(p) for the Honda system of the descended finite A’-group scheme (the unique
one with generic fiber p|g,,). Let D(p) be the descent data on LM/ (p) obtained from p|g,., via p, as in

the discussion in [2, §5], so (LM (p), D(p)) is an object in D/FS/H;,.

Before stating the next lemma, we need to restrict the Honda systems we consider. Since our representation
spaces admit an action of O, we only wish to consider finite Honda systems which admit an action of 0. We
let SH J{L,’O, DPSH jl’,(% etc. denote the categories whose underlying objects are finite Honda systems over
A’, finite pre-Honda systems over A’ with ‘descent data’, etc. equipped with the structure of a map from
O to the endomorphism ring of the object (compatible with the Honda system structures, the descent data,
etc.). Morphisms are required to respect the action of 0. These new categories are abelian and the ‘forget

the O-action’ functors are visibly exact. As an example, when O = W (k), (LM4-(p),D(p)) is an object in

f ——f ———f
DPSH 4/ w k- In order to allow for the case O # W (k), the definitions of PSH 4, o and DPSH 4, ¢ should

include an mg-torsion hypothesis, not just a p-torsion hypothesis.

We will sometimes need to consider a finite extension of scalars k — k’. It is very important to interpret
this in terms of Honda systems with descent data. This requires some care to treat rigorously. Since k'/k
is separable, there is a natural k-linear section Try/ /4 : k" — k, so there is a natural k-linear surjective map
p =p®, kK — p. By contravariance, we get a k-linear injective map

LM/ (p) — LM/ (p @ k'),

visibly compatible with the descent data on both sides. Thus, we get a k’-linear map
LM/ (p) @k k' — LMa/(p @y k'),

where the left side is defined in the obvious manner (preserving the Honda system conditions, which were
k-linear at the start). Moreover, there is an obvious descent data D(p) ® 1 defined on the left side and this
makes the map a morphism in the category in DSH ’ '0 We claim this is an isomorphism.

It is not important that the k-linear section k¥’ — k was taken to be the trace map; the claim certainly
holds for all such sections if it holds for a single one (since Homy (', k) is 1-dimensional over k’). However,
using the trace is technically convenient due to the transitivity and Galois invariance properties of traces.
By transitivity, we see that in order to check that the above map is an isomorphism, we can check over a
larger finite extension k”/k over k’/k. Thus, we are reduced to the case in which £'/k is a finite Galois
extension (the point here is that the argument we are giving can be applied to settings in which the residue
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fields are merely perfect of characteristic p and not necessarily finite). The isomorphism condition can be
checked on the Dieudonne module parts. Let G and G’ be the F-group scheme closed fibers of S(p|c,.,)
and §(p'|q,.,) respectively, so there are natural actions of k and & on G' and G’ respectively. Also, there is
a natural ‘semilinear’ right action of Gal(k’/k) on G’.

The epimorphism G’ — G is Gal(k’/k)-equivariant, because the trace map k' — k is Gal(k’/k)-invariant.
Thus, we get a k-linear injection M(G) — M(G’) which is invariant under the semilinear left Gal(k'/k)-
action on the finite-dimensional k’-vector space M(G') induced by M-functoriality. Our task is to show that
the natural k'-linear map k' @ M(G) — M(G') is an isomorphism. Since k' @), M(G)CE/F) = M(G"), it
is enough to show that the k-linear injection M(G) — M(G')S81(*'/¥) ig an isomorphism. In other words, we
need to check that dimy(M(G)) = dimy (M(G")). Since our group schemes are over F,,, [2, Thm 4.4] implies

dimy M(G) = dimy, p = dimy 7' = dimy,y M(G’),

as desired. We will frequently use this compatibility with finite extension of scalars on k.
The tangent space

try o) = (Fir,0(p))(Kle])
is naturally a k-vector space [17, Lemma 2.10]. The following lemma will be essential, and is an application
of [2, Theorems 3.6, 4.1, 4.9].

Lemma 2.1.1. For X' of special type, there is a canonical isomorphism of k-modules

o = Extincs (LM (7). D(9)). (LM (7). D(7).

2.2. Initial Description of p.

Fix an algebraic closure k of k.

Twisting p by an unramified continuous character x : D, — k* has no effect on our original hypotheses on
P, nor does it affect the flat deformation ring, because the property of being A’-flat can be checked on I, or
even Iy (and deformations of p and p® x are related via twisting by the unramified Teichmiiller lifting of ).
Thus, if some unramified twist of 7®y, k can be defined over F,, then it is enough to consider the deformation
ring attached to the associated 2-dimensional Fp-representation. Before we explain how to reduce to this
case in some situations, we introduce some representations which make explicit which F,-representations
will arise from our ‘descent’.

Choose an integer m. The representation

P+ Dp — GLa(Fp)

is defined to be the unique F,-descent of the two-dimensional semisimple F,2-representation Indg”2 (o).
The uniqueness of p,, follows from the Brauer-Nesbitt Theorem. The existence follows from the fact that
Indgz2 (1§) has all characteristic polynomials with F,, coefficients (because the ‘twist’ of ¢¢ by Frob, € D,
is ¢%), and this allows one to carry out a descent argument in which the obstruction vanishes because the
Brauer group of a finite field is trivial. A more conceptual argument (which ultimately reduces to the same
vanishing result for Brauer groups) is given in [5, Lemme 6.13].

We have the following two useful facts, which we will prove shortly:

Theorem 2.2.1. Fither p is absolutely irreducible or is reducible with a trivial centralizer.

Theorem 2.2.2. Assume p is absolutely irreducible. For some unramified character x : Dp — % and some
integer m, there is an isomorphism of k|[D,]-modules

(P @k k) ® X ~ D, @F, k.

The usefulness of Theorem 2.2.2 lies in the fact that when p is irreducible, the study of its ‘flat” deformation
theory can be reduced to the case k = F,, which drastically simplifies the descent calculations we will carry
out later. Thus, the complications really arise in order to treat reducible representations. We note in passing
that Raynaud’s classification of finite flat group schemes with simple generic fibers allows us to determine
exactly which m arise in Theorem 2.2.2. The precise result is:
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Corollary 2.2.3. Choose an irreducible continuous representation p : D, — GLg(k). There exists a con-
nected and unipotent finite flat commutative group scheme G, 4, for which the sequence

0 — M(S%)/V L M(S/k)/p — M(S 1)/ F — 0

is exact and 9(6]0) ~ pla,, as Ggr-modules if and only if p|1, ®x k ~ )™ @1p™P, where em = e mod p* — 1.
In particular, det plr,., = w|1,.,, p is absolutely irreducible, and pl1,., @k k ~ P11, ®F, k (and this latter
condition is equivalent to the conditions in the first part).

Proof. Without loss of generality, K is of special type. We first prove the ‘only if’ direction. We at least
know that p is absolutely irreducible; passing to a finite extension of scalars and and replacing p by an
unramified twist without loss of generality, we may assume p = p,,, @, k for some m. It is easy to compute
that det p,, = w™0y,, with o, : D, — F) the unique unramified character for which o, (Frob,) = (=1)™**.
The condition that p,,, be absolutely irreducible is equivalent to requiring that the character 1§ be distinct
from its Frobenius twist g — 1§ (Frob, gFrob;I) =17 (g), so this says that m # 0 mod p+ 1. Finally, the
A’-flatness condition, or equivalently the A’-flatness condition, can be checked on Ik, over which p,, splits
(after extension of scalars to F2). Since vo|r,., = 9%/, by Raynaud’s classification [16, Thm 3.4.3] we get
the constraint em = a + pb with 0 < a,b < e.

Next, we determine when an A’ Sh—group schemes § with generic fiber ¥¢7 : I — F:z is connected with
a connected dual (in which case § is unique up to canonical isomorphism). By considering separately the
cases when 1% takes values in F' and when it does not, we need to rule out the possibility of this character
or its Cartier dual being the generic fiber of an étale group scheme. By Raynaud’s classification of finite
group schemes with simple generic fibers (including the case e = p—1), this becomes the condition that ¢
and its Cartier dual are trivial. That is, we want

em # 0 mod p? — 1.

Now we impose the extra exactness hypothesis on the Dieudonne module of the closed fiber. In view of
the connectedness and unipotence, together with dimg M(S /fp) = 2 and the fact that the sequence (1) is
always at least right exact, exactness is equivalent to saying that F' and V both have non-zero action on M.
Equivalently, using the formulation of Cartier duality in terms of Dieudonne modules [7, Ch III, §5.3, Cor 2],
the action of F' is non-zero on both M and the dual Dieudonne module M* attached to the Cartier dual

group scheme. Thus, if we can write down the affine rings of the A’ Sh—group schemes with generic fibers %"
and wip " = 1(,5/* lfm)e, we need only ensure that the closed fiber rings do not have the augmentation ideal
killed by the pth power map.

a+pb .

By [16, Thm 3.4.1], the affine ring corresponding to ¥§" = ¢3)"" is
ANX1, Xo] /(XD = 01X, XE — 02X),

where ord(d1) = a, ord(d2) = b, and 0 < a,b < e < p (here, ord denotes the normalized order function on
the discrete valuation ring A’™"). Thus, we must have (by the F # 0 condition on closed fiber) either a or b
vanishing, yet by connectedness at least one of these must not vanish. This yieldsa =0,0<b<eor b =0,
0 < a < e. Applying the same considerations to the dual, where a and b are replaced by e — ¢ and e — b
respectively, we see that the possibilities for (a, b) are (0, ¢€), (e,0). This corresponds to em = e, pe mod p?—1.
Replacing m by mp if necessary, we may suppose em = e mod p? — 1 (which implies m # 0 mod p + 1).

It is straightfoward to run the argument in reverse to see that all p having the desired form as k[, »]-modules
do indeed satisfy the required irreducibility and A’-flatness conditions. For any such p, we have

detp|r,., = ng)(pu) = (Y5 )P = (W], )P = w1,

(recall gr = g on Iser = Igs). It is straightfoward to check that the conditions in the Corollary are
equivalent to saying that p|r. ., ®r k ~ py|1,., ®F, k-
|

With the corollary settled, we return to the theorems:
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Proof. (of Theorem 2.2.1) First we claim that if p is irreducible, then it is automatically absolutely irreducible.
If not, then after a finite extension of scalars we are in the case of a reducible p ~ y1 @ x2, which has non-trivial
centralizer. More generally, if p is reducible, so

(X2 ¥

it remains to show that p has trivial centralizer. As we shall see via an intricate Honda system computation
in §2.3, x1 # x2. Thus, the condition of p having a trivial centralizer is equivalent to p not being a split
extension of yo by x1. So assume p ~ x1 @ x2. We seek a contradiction.

We claim that the x; are ramified. If some x; is unramified, then it can be expressed as the generic fiber
of a finite étale p-power order group scheme G over Z,, so over X' we have a non-zero group scheme map
between the generic fibers of the étale G xz, A’ and the connected §(p|a,., ). Since both of these group
schemes are unipotent, this generic fiber map comes from a non-zero map between the group schemes over
A’ [2, Lemma 4.1]. But there are no non-zero group scheme maps between a connected group scheme and
an étale one. By a similar argument, the x; have ramified Cartier duals.

Thus, x; = w™n; with n; : D, — k* unramified and n;, € Z/(p — 1) satisfying n; # 0,1 (in particular,
p # 2). Using scheme-theoretic closure, each y; is the generic fiber of a finite flat A’-group scheme §G;, fitting
into a short exact sequence of finite flat commutative A’-group schemes

(2) 0— S92 — 5(Pl,.) = G1 — 0.

Since the middle term is connected with a connected dual, the same holds for each G;. We claim that the
closed fiber of each G; is a product of copies of «, /i In terms of Dieudonne modules, this says simply that
the actions of ' and V on the Dieudonne module of the closed fiber G; /i are zero. This can be checked over
an algebraic closure of k, so by the compatibility of Dieudonne modules and base change of the (perfect)
base field, it is enough to check that the geometric closed fibers of the G;’s are products of a,’s.

Passing to a geometric closed fiber corresponds to passage to the closed fiber of the base change to the
strict henselization of A’. On the generic fiber, base changing to A’ sh corresponds to restriction to the inertia
group. That is, we need to look at w™: @, k restricted to Ix:. Picking an F,-basis for k, we are reduced to
checking that if w"|q,., is the generic fiber of a finite flat A’-group scheme G, then § has geometric closed
fiber a,. If not, then the geometric closed fiber is p, or Z/p. Passing to duals if necessary, it follows that
the geometric closed fiber of §(p|a,,) or its dual has a non-trivial étale factor, contrary to connectedness.

We want to translate (2) into the language of Dieudonne modules, assuming X' to be of special type
without loss of generality. Recall that K’ has residue field F,, and every finite flat A’-group scheme equipped
with a generic fiber descent to Q, (or even K’) admits a canonical descent to an A’-group scheme. This
enables us to apply [2, Thm 4.4] to conclude that the Dieudonne module M of the closed fiber of §(p|a,,)
has the structure of a 2-dimensional k-vector space on which F' and V act linearly and the Dieudonne module
M of the closed fiber of the A’-descent of G; has the structure of a 1-dimensional k-vector space on which F
and V act as zero (here is where the above oy, result is used). In other words, applying the Dieudonne module
functor to the closed fiber of the A’-descent of (2) yields a short exact sequence of k[F, V] = k[X,Y]/(XY —p)
modules

(3) 0— M — M — My — 0.

This sequence is certainly split, since p|q,., is split. But in fact this sequence cannot be split. Indeed, it
splits if and only if F' and V act as zero on M; but this possibility is ruled out by the hypothesis that the
sequence (1) is exact!

|

Now we prove Theorem 2.2.2.

Proof. This is a standard argument, which we reproduce for completeness. Since p ®y, k is irreducible and
therefore semisimple, the normality of I,, in D, implies that p|;, is semisimple and therefore tame. Thus, the
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absolutely irreducible p is abelian on tame inertia, so the conjugation action of Frobenius on tame inertia
yields
pl1, Ok~ @ ¢'”

2
with ¢'"" =4/, so ¢’ = ¢g'|;, for some m. This gives
Plp,, @1k =~ Pg'x1 ® ¥y xe

. =X . . 5 . .
with x; : Dy — k unramified characters. Since Z has no non-trivial 2-torsion, we can construct an

unramified square root of Xflg twisting through by this, we may suppose
Plp,, @k = ¥g" ® g7 x

with an unramified x : Dp> — 5.
Since p is absolutely irreducible, it is now clear that

D@k k ~ Indgz2 (U") ®F,, k ~ 5, ®F, F,

as desired.
[ |

2.3. Translation into Honda systems.

As a warm-up for the descent computations we will later need to perform with Honda systems, we would
like to illustrate the procedure by describing the possible p which can arise. This also involves standardizing
some notation we always will use in our descent calculations. In the reducible case, we suppose we have an
exact sequence

0—x2—p—x1—0.
In the case of X' of special type, we want to determine all possibilities for LM/ (p) and the descent data,
as well as for LM 4/(p). We will then translate this into a more representation-theoretic description and will
easily remove the special type condition on X'.

By using scheme-theoretic closure, we know that in the reducible cases, each x;|a,., is the generic fiber
of a connected, unipotent A’-group scheme G, fitting into the exact sequence (2). On the closed fibers this
gives a non-split Dieudonne module sequence, as argued earlier. Since the only simple finite flat commutative
group schemes over Z4" with 2-power order are us and Z/2, neither of which is connected and unipotent,
we see that p # 2 in the reducible cases. N

Since (3) does not split, either F' or V is non-zero on M. In fact, both are non-zero. Indeed, by the
exactness (1) it is enough to show that neither F'M nor VM can fill up all of M. Since the closed fiber of
S(plc,.) and its Cartier dual are both connected, the description of Cartier duality in terms of Dieudonne
modules [7, Ch III, §5.3, Cor 2] shows that both F and V act in a nilpotent manner on M. Hence,
FM,VM # M,0. Pick es ¢ ker F' and define e; = Fes # 0, so ker F' = key and {ej, e2} is an ordered k-basis
of M, with respect to which we have

0 1 0 st
r=( o) v=0 ")
with s € k™.

The condition that the Dieudonne module sequence (3) is induced by a sequence of finite flat group schemes
over A’, and even over A’, imposes serious constraints. We will now use the full force of the classification
established in [2] in order to compute what the actual constraints are. The resulting computation will be
lengthy. In the reducible cases, let (L;, M;) = LMa:(x;) be the finite Honda system over A" attached to the
unique finite flat A’-group scheme with generic fiber x;|q,,. The exact sequence

(4) 0 — (L1, My) — (L, M) — (L2, M2) — 0
is what we want to study in the reducible cases. On the level of Dieudonne modules, it is just the sequence

(3), made ‘explicit’ with the ordered k-basis {e1,es} of M, where ey necessarily maps to a k-basis e of My
and e; is necessarily a k-basis of M.
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Before carrying out our study of (4), we need to give a somewhat explicit description of what LM 4/ (p)
looks like. The reducibility is not relevant for this part. View the (A’/p) ®r, k-module M as a quotient of

(A @4 M)® (p'm @4 M) by the submodule
{(u1 ® arer + us ® ages — wy @ baey, w1 ® byey + wy ® byes — p~tuz @ 5~ Lager)|u; € m, w; € A, a;,b; € k},

as in its definition [2, §2] (here, we've also invoked the explicit matrix formulas for F' and V as k-linear
maps). At this point, a word of warning should be given about the M) term above. Since A = Z,, so
Frobenius on A is trivial, M (1) is the same as M as a k-module. However, we will shortly be making base
changes that enlarge the residue field from F), to s, so in the calculations done after base change it will be
very important to remember this twisting by Frobenius (since over W (k) it cannot generally be ignored). A
possible source of confusion below is that we have two finite fields floating around, with very different roles:
there is the field x from the closed fiber of A’ and there is the field k from the generic fiber representation
space; F' and V' act k-semilinearly and k-linearly.

Let €; denote the image of (1 ® ez, 0) in the quotient M4 and let €5 denote the image of (0,p~ 7 ® es)
in the quotient M. It is easy to check that the (A’/p) ®F, k-module map

(A /p) ®r, k)e1 & (A'/p) @, k)ez — Mas

is surjective and so by a length comparison, using [2, Lemma 2.1], this is an isomorphism. In particular,
My is free of rank 2 as an (A’/p) ®r, k-module. Note that the residue class of (1® e1,0) in My is equal
to (p/m)ez and the residue class of (0,p~'7 ® e1) in M4 is equal to sme;. Also, note that ey is not entirely
canonical, as it involves a choice of 7. This will be important below for our descent calculations.

Since L surjects onto coker Fys, L = ((A'/p) ®r, k)(e1 + aez) for some o € (A'/p) ®¥, k ~ k[r]/x°.
Making the change of basis es ~~ es + tey for t € k, we get the change

a~ (1 —atst) ™ a —tp/n),

so we can (and do) always suppose either that & = 0 (which ‘rigidifies’ the choice of basis up to scaling

{e1,e2} by the same element of £*) or that a = a;w* + 7*F1(...) for a unique a; € k* and 0 <i < e — 2,

with a; and ¢ independent of the choice of basis {ej, ez} as above. In particular, « = 0 whenever e = 1.

We emphasize that from now on we only work with bases such that one of the above conditions holds (and

exactly one of these conditions can hold). This is visibly compatible with base change of Honda systems.
Making the étale base change A" — A’, we obtain LM 4/ (p) = (L, M) with

M=W(k)®a M = (k®r, k)e1 ® (k @, k)ez

and the maps F, V are semilinear with respect to &, linear with respect to k, and satisfy F'(e;) = V(e1) = 0,
F(eg) = e, V(eg) = 8_161 [7, Ch I1I, §2, Prop 22(2)] AISO7 LCA @4 My ~ My is given by A ®@a L.
See [2, Lemma 4.7] for more details.

We encode p as descent data (relative to A — A’) on the finite Honda system (L, M) over A’. This is
nothing other than a Gal(Q,(¢.)/Q,) =~ Gal(k/F,)-semilinear action of Gal(X'/Q,) on M such that the
induced action on M4+ takes L back to itself. In order that the descent to A’ is LM 4/(p), we need to require
that the action of Gal(X' /K') ~ Gal(k/F,) on M = W (k) ®4 M is the usual semilinear one fixing M. The
only issue is how Gal(X' /Q,({e)) = pe acts on the pair (£, M) (recall that the isomorphism with p, is given
by the scaling action on 7, denoted 7¢ = (7). We must keep in mind the constraint arising from £, which
says that the induced semilinear action on M 4/ must take £ isomorphically back to itself.

We now examine the reducibile cases in more detail. Consider the short exact sequence of (A’/p) ®, k-
modules

(5) 0— (MI)A’ — MA/ — (MQ)A/ — 0.

Let’s makes this more explicit. Let 1 € (M7)as denote the class of (1 ® e1,0), let zo € (M;)as denote the
class of (0,p~ 17 ®e1), let y; € (Ma) s denote the class of (1 ® eq,0), and let y» € (Ms) s denote the class
of (0,p~ 7 @ eg). It is fairly straightfoward to check that

((A'/m) @, k)z1 © (A'/m*™!) @p, k)ag = (M1)ar, ((A'/m)@p, k)y1 & (A'/m“") @p, k)ya = (Ma) ar.
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The short exact sequence of (A’/p) ®f, k-modules (5) is characterized by
z1— (p/m)e2, T2 sTEL, € Y

Just as in our analysis of L in the general setting, we see that L; is generated over (A'/p) ®¥, k by
x1 + By for some B € (A'/p) ®r, k. The element x1 + By € L1 maps to (p/m)ez + Bsmey in My . Since
L1 = (M1) 4N L by [2, Thm 4.3], we see that fsma = p/m in (A’ /p) @, k. Hence, o # 0 and 8 # 0 (in fact,
£ has non-zero image in (A’/m®~!) @, k), so we may consider the unique representative of « of the form

a4t ae g

(with all a, € k, a; € k), with 0 <4 < e — 2. This is very important. In particular, this shows that o # 0
in the reducible cases.

We can write 3 = b/ (1 + m(...)) with b; € kX and 0 < j < e — 2. Since z; is m-torsion, we can
scale z1 + B2 by (1 +7m(...))~! so that we may (and do) suppose 3 = b;n/ for a canonical b; € k* and
0 < j < e —2 independent of the choice of basis es. The condition Bswa = p/7 gives i + j + 2 = 0 mod e
and bjsa; = uy ' in k. Since 0 < i+ j 4+ 2 < 2e, we conclude that o = ar® + 7+1(...) for a unique a € k*,
0<i<e—2and 8= (asup) tme 27"

Now return to the general (i.e., possibly irreducible) case. We have descent data on LM 4, (p), compatible
with the short exact sequence (4) when p is reducible. The condition that the W (k)-linear action [¢] on
M=W(rk)®a M ~ k®p, M commutes with F" and V' (for ¢ € p) is that

B d(P) ce

where c¢,d¢ € k ®p, k, d¢ is a unit, and dép2) =d;. For 0 € Gal(X' /K') ~ Gal(r/F,) we have
(6) o(d¢) = dee, o(eg) = c¢o

from the condition [o] o [(] = [(?] o [¢]. The multiplicative property [(1] o [(2] = [¢1(2] yields
(7) CGi¢ = dg)CCz + d¢,cey s

and ¢ — d¢ is a group map from p. (k) to pe(k ®r, k).
It is easy to compute that the (-semilinear automorphism [(]a/ : M4 ~ M4/ is given by

[Car(€1) = deer + ec(p/mer, [Clar(er) = (@ e + ¢ sme),
o

[Clav(er + ae2) = (de + Catel sm)er + (e (p/m) + Cald()es.
Hence, [¢] 4/ takes L to itself (inside of M4r ~ A’ ® 4» M 4/) if and only if the following relation holds, which
we'll call (for ease of reference) the Fundamental Relation:

(8) a(de + Cacc(cp)sw) =cc(p/m) + CaCdép).

In particular, we see that ¢ = 0 for all ¢ € p. in cases with a = 0 (which, as we will see below, is equivalent
to p being irreducible).

Suppose now that p is reducible, so a = a4 --- # 0. Since i + 1 < e — 1, p/7 vanishes modulo m***, so
if we reduce the Fundamental Relation modulo m**! then the ¢, terms go away and we get

aid¢ = Ci+1aidép)
in k ®r, k, with a; € k>, so therefore
(9) d( _ Ci-‘rldép)'
Iterating this twice and recalling that d2p2) = d¢, we obtain ((FDP+D) =1 for all ¢ € pe, so
(10) el(i+1)(p+1).
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The final condition on the Honda system is that A’ ® 4+ L1 must be stable under [(] 4/ (this is required by
the definition of descent data in the context of Honda systems). This translates into the constraint that

(p/ﬂ')(dép)ég + cép)mrel) + B¢s¢m(deer + cc(p/m)er) = (p/ﬂ)dép)q + B¢s¢mdce;

must be a multiple of (p/m)ea + Bsme;. This is equivalent to having a relation of the form
By +(..)) = BCde

in (A'/n®"1) @r, k. Since 8 = (asug) ™ *7¢27%, this is equivalent to having

(11) d¥ = ¢,

in k ®p, k. By (9), this automatically holds.

Next we check that in the reducible cases, x; and x2 have non-isomorphic Honda systems with descent
data over X', so x1 # x2. This is the important unproven fact mentioned in the proof of Theorem 2.2.1, and
therefore completes the proofs of Theorem 2.5 and Corollary 2.6. In order to analyze these Honda systems
with descent data, we compute

[Car(z1) = dP a1, [Car(w2) = Cdeaa,

[Clar (1) = deyr, [Clar(y2) = APy
Thus, if we have an isomorphism between LM 4/(x1) and LM/ (x2) compatible with the descent data (i.e.,
if x1 = x2), then d; = dép) for all ¢ € pe, and alsoi = e—2—1, s0 i+ 1 = e/2 (in particular, e must be even).

Since d; = C”ldgp) for all ¢ € pe, it follows that ¢¢/2 = (*t! =1 for all ¢ € p.. This is a contradiction and
therefore proves that necessarily x1 # xa.

As a final basic observation, we check that in the irreducible cases, necessarily a = 0 (so « = 0 is equivalent
to p being irreducible). We can make a finite extension of scalars on k, so by Corollary 2.2.3 we can assume
Play ~ Pilay ®F, k for E/K’ some unramified finite extension inside of Q, (with valuation ring Op and
uniformizer 7). Since e(A4) = 1, certainly the Honda system LM(p;) = (Lo, Mp) has its own « parameter
equal to 0, so the same holds after applying ®p k. Let e, e3,€f,e5 denote basis vectors associated to
LMa(p,®F, k). Let kg denote the residue field of E, so the isomorphism LMo, (p; ®F, k|cy) ~ LMo, (plcy)
gives rise to a (kg ®r, k)[F,V]-module isomorphism of Dieudonne modules

(k'E F, k)e% S¥) (kE OF, k)@% — (kE OF, k)61 &) (kE F, k)eg
given by e% — aeq, e% — be; + a(p)eg, for some a € (kg QF, k)* and b € kg ®F, k. This yields
el = aPe) + bp/mes,

so we must have a = (a))~lbp/m in (Og/p) ®F, k, so o is a multiple of 7~ in (A’/p) ®F, k. But we have
already set up the choices of bases so that when o # 0, there is a non-zero 7' term appearing in a with
i < e — 1. Thus, we must have a = 0, as desired.

2.4. Classification of Possible p. The computational method in the analysis of the reducible possibilities
will now be carried out in more detail, in order to get a more precise description of (L, M) = LM/ (p).
In particular, we will interpret the parameter a as an ‘unramified’ factor and the parameters ¢ and d¢ as
‘ramified’ factors which determine p up to unramified twisting. If we replace es by es + tey for t € k, this
gives rise to

(12) cc e+ t(dgp) —d¢), a~ (1—atst) Ha—tp/n).

Observe as before that when o # 0, the ‘lowest order term’ an’ in « is unaffected by changing es, and so
is ‘intrinsic’ (note that essentially the only other way to change the basis is to scale e; and es by the same
element of £*). Keep in mind that the reducible cases are precisely the ones with « # 0.

Our first task in this section is to explicitly describe the characters occuring in the reducible cases.
More generally, consider the following finite Honda system over K’'. Define M = k with I =V = 0, so
My = ((A'/m) @, k)z1 & ((A'/m*™1) ®@p, k)2, with z; the class of (1,0) and z the class of (0,p~'n).



16 BRIAN CONRAD

Define L to be the submodule generated by z; + an’zs for some 0 < i < e —2 and a € kX. It is readily
checked that this is a finite Honda system over A’. The associated representation y : G+ — k* will be
computed below.

The descent data for a D,-representation requires us to base change to A’ and let o € Gal(X' /K') act
on W(k) ®z, M ~ k ®r, k as usual. The ‘unknown’ part is [¢], which acts via a (-semilinear map which
sends 1 to some d¢ € kK ®F, k. Note that changing the k-basis of M has no effect on d¢. The necessary and
sufficient conditions on d¢ are that ¢ + d¢ is a Gal(x/F))-semilinear map from p.(k) to pe(k ®p, k) and

de = CHld(Cp ). Note that d¢ is independent of the choice of k-basis of M. The next theorem interprets the
Honda system parameters in terms of Galois representations.
Theorem 2.4.1. The character x above is equal to N+ q-1X_p/ri+1, where the character x, : G — F

gives the action on the (p — 1)th roots of x in G: In particular, x|1,., = i}él_l

Suppose we are given a descent of x to a continuous character xo : Dp — k™, via some data ¢ — d¢ on
the Honda system for x|a,.,. Then any A’-flat continuous character xq : D, — k> is an unramified twist of
Xo if and only if xg|a,., has the same descent data d¢ on its Honda system over A’.

Proof. Using the fact that F and V act as 0 on M = k, the explicit knowledge of the F' and V torsion in
the formal group scheme CWg, unravels all of the complications implicit in [2, Thm 1.9, Remark 4.2], so
the k[Gk+]-module x has for its underlying group the group of all F-linecar maps

(13) @ : /<:—>7r1/pOCK,/7TOCK,
such that for all b € k,
o(b) + (=1 /p)dlab) € Ce
lies in 7O¢,,. Here, dj(\) denotes a lifting to ﬂl/p(‘)cK,, and the action of £ and Gk~ are the obvious ones,
using the respective actions on k and Cg in (13).

Since [2, Thm 4.4] guarantees that this abstract k[G k-]-module is a 1-dimensional k-vector space, in order
to study the action of g € Gk on ¢ # 0, we need to determine for which x(g) € £* we have the congruence

g(p(1)) = (b(/x@) mod 70¢,.,. By using extension of scalars (or rather, descent of scalars), we can assume
k =F,(a) = Fpla]. Say [k : Fp] = m, so {1,a,...,a™ '} is an F)-basis for k and knowledge of ¢ comes

down to knowledge of ¢; = ¢(a’) € Wl/pOCK, for j € Z. Definingf=e—i—1(s0ol1<{<e—1<p-—2),
we write ord.(¢;) =r;/p with j € Z, r; € Q, 1 < r; < p, so we must have

¢; +uom ‘P € OC,,, .
If rj4+1 = p then 7; = p so by iteration ¢ = 0. Since ¢ # 0, we have 1 < r; < p for all j. This forces
rjt1 =L+ r;/p for all j. Sending j — oo, we get r; = fp/(p — 1) for all j, so ord:(¢;) = ¢/(p — 1) for all
j. A careful check of powers of 7 shows that it is safe to iterate the congruences in Wl/pOcK, /70¢,,. This
gives

m—j

up\ 1Pt I »
¢b, " mod mO¢c,, .

¢j = (—7

T
Let X"+t 1 X™ '+ .-+ + 1ty € Fy[X] be the minimal polynomial of a, so we must have

m—j_
1

m—1 D
U\ =1, m—i
Om + th (—F) ¢ " =0mod .
=0

If we choose a (p — 1)th root w of —ug/7* in Cg (coming from a choice of (p — 1)th root of , to be precise)
and define w; = we; € OéK/, then we arrive at the conditions

m—j

w; =wh, ~ mod P/ (P=1)
and

m—1
(U Z tiwP " =0 mod 7P/ PV,
=0
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That is, if we define the separable polynomial P,(X) = X + t,, 1 X? + --- + toX?" € F,[X] (and note
to # 0), we see that w,, is the reduction of the Hensel’s Lemma lift to Oc,., /p of a unique root of P, and
then w; = wf;@mﬂ for 0 < j < m — 1 determines the other w;’s. In particular, this construction sets up a
bijection between elements of our abstract 1-dimensional k-vector space and the p™ roots to P, in Fp.
Let’s first determine the answer on Ig-, where things are a little simpler. The assertion of the Theorem is
that we get the character wa/. For g € Iy, the action of g on F,, is trivial. Choose the lifts (g(¢)); to be
g(¢;). It follows from the formula for w,, in terms of ¢,,, as well as the condition g(w.,) = w,, mod mog

that (g(¢))m = (wa,(g)@S))m. The formula for w; in terms of w,, now yields
(9(9)); = (V1 x:(9)(#));
m—1

for 0 < j < m — 1. In other words, g(¢) and z/JfK,(g)qb have the same values on the F,-basis 1,a,...,a™ 1,
so g(¢) = f x(g)¢. Since ¢ was arbitrary in our representation space, this shows that the Ix/-action is via
w{,K,, as desired.

Now consider a general g € Gk+. Since we have checked things over I, it is enough to choose g which
is a Frobenius element, so g induces the pth power map on F,. To avoid ambiguity, we write w;(¢) and
Wy (d)a)v S0

9(w;(9)) = w;(@)" = win(¢)” = wj-1(¢) = w;(¢a) mod mog
where ¢, () def #(a~tx). In fact, it readily follows that the above congruence must hold modulo p (since P,
is separable, with roots lifting uniquely to roots in Oc,, /p), so

9(#;5)

w
m(%)j mod pOc,,, -
Since w/g(w) = g(w™)/w™! = x.(g) for g = —7¢/ug = —p/7+1, we're done.

Finally, we need to show that if xo, X' : Dp — k™ are two characters of the type we are considering, then
xo and xj are related by an unramified twist if and only if the parameters d¢, d'¢ are the same. In other
words, we need to work out the Honda system interpretation of the equality xo|z, = X’o|z,. This is equivalent
to saying that for some large N (taken to be divisible by f without loss of generality) Xxolc,, = X'olcr,
where En = Q,((y~_1) is the degree N unramified extension of Q,, inside of Gp (note that Q,(¢) € En
when f|N). This equality amouts to having an isomorphism of the Honda systems attached to xo and x',
on Gk gy, compatible with the Honda system descent data for the totally ramified extension K'Ey/Ey.
Note that A’ lies inside of the valuation ring A’y of K'Ex ~ K' ®q, EN.

Since K'Eyn /K’ is unramified, we readily compute that the Honda systems over A’y have Dieudonne
module parts ky ®p, k (where ky = F,~ denotes the residue field of K’'Ey) and lattices L and L’ spanned
over (Aly/p) ®F, k by z1 + an'z; and 21 + a/7' 25 respectively (for a,a’ € k), where 2 is the class of (1,0)
and zj is the class of (0,p~1n) as above (the values of i must be the same for yo and x/,, since we have seen
above that the inertial restriction determines 7). The linear disjointness of X' and Ey over Q,(¢.) implies
that the descent data relative to K'Ey/Ey are ‘the same’ as that we originally have for X' /Q, (), which
is to say that this data is given by 1+ d¢,d'¢ € (Aly/p) ®F, k.

The isomorphism of k[G i g, |-modules XO|GK’EN ~ XIO|GK’EN translates into a map 1 — v € (kn®F, k)™,

i+1

which has the effect z; + amize — vz; + avP iz, Thus, the necessary and sufficient condition for ‘L-
compatibility’ is v®) = (a’/a)v, while descent data compatibility is the condition d¢: = d’¢ for all ¢. As long
as N is so large that (a//a)’¥ = 1, then a solution v € (ky @, k)* exists (see the discussion at the beginning
of 84 for more details). In terms of characters, this condition says exactly that the unramified factors of xg
and x’, should coincide on G, , which is what we expect. This completes the proof.

|

Lemma 2.4.2. When p is reducible, then e does not divide p— 1. Consider X' of special type. There exists
a choice of basis {e1,ea} such that a = ar® and cc = 0 for all ¢ € pe; this basis is unique up to scaling eq
and eq by the same element of k™.



18 BRIAN CONRAD

Proof. We may assume that X’ is of special type. Recall the Fundamental Relation from before,
(14) a(de + (accép)sw) = cc(p/m) + Cacdép).

Since p is reducible, a # 0 and e > 1. If e|(p — 1), then £ = Fy(¢.) = F,, so dép) = d¢. Thus, de = (e,
so ("1 =1 for all ¢. Since 0 < i < e — 2, this gives a contradiction if we take ¢ to be a primitive eth root of
unity. Thus, e can’t divide p — 1 in reducible cases.

If we can find a basis for which ¢, = 0 for all ¢, then it follows from (14) that for this basis, a has the
desired form. We will show that

cc =t(de — dép))

for some t € k. Replacing ez by ez — te; then gives the sought-after basis for which ¢, = 0 for all {. Using
(7) and c¢,¢, = ceocy, We see that for a primitive eth root of unity {y and any ¢ € g,

cc = t(de — d)

with ¢t = ¢¢, /(d¢, — dg)) (the denominator is a unit in k ®p, k since d¢, = Cé“dg) and (p is a primitive eth
root of unity).

Taking ¢ to be another primitive eth root of unity, we see that the definition of ¢ can be given using any
choice of primitive eth root of unity. We now use this to see that t € k®@x, k actually lies in k. All we need to
check is that o(t) =t for o € Gal(k/Fp). But by (6), o(c¢) = c¢o and similarly o(d¢) = deo, U(dép)) = dé’f,),
so o(t) =t, using the primitive eth root of unity ¢ in place of ¢ to define .

The uniqueness of the basis {e1,e2} follows from the transformation formula (12) for c. (since d¢o =
C"“d(f ) £ dép ) for ¢ a primitive eth root of unity).

|

We can now completely describe the reducible p’s (the irreducible cases having been worked out earlier).
Suppose K’ is of special type. We have worked out conditions on Honda systems over A’; it remains to
determine the possible descent data parameters ds and to then compute the associated representations of
D,. Since we can write x1|;, = w"|7, for a unique n € Z/(p — 1), we get upon restriction to Ix that

1% = wij}%,, so the existence of n € Z/(p — 1) such that

ne=1+1lmodp—1
is certainly a necessary condition on i. For such n, there exists a unique r € Z/e such that
ne+r(p—1)=i+ 1mode(p—1).
Define 6 = (" ® 1 for { € p.. It is easy to check that 6, = Ci+1§ép) and ¢ — d¢ is a Gal(k/Fp)-equivariant
homomorphism from fic(x) to pe(k ®r, k). Thus, the ratio A¢ = d¢/d¢ is another such homomorphism,
except it satisfies Aép) = A¢, so in fact A takes values in k C k ®p, k. In other words, d¢ = (7" @ x¢, with
¢ +— x¢ a homomorphism from p. (k) to k* satisfying z¢co = x¢ for all ¢ € pe(k) and o € Gal(k/Fp). That
is, x¢p = x¢ for all ( € pe(k). But zer = aczg, so necessarily z; € F,, and bringing it across the tensor, we
have
de=¢" @1,
with r' € Z/e satisfying (p — 1)r' =i+ 1 mod e.
We want to work out the relationship between v’ and n. In fact, it will turn out that r’ = r.

Lemma 2.4.3. Forr € Z/e satisfying r(p — 1) = i + 1 mod e, the descent data d; = (" on the A’ Honda
system attached to X_,/xi+1|G,, gives rise to a descended character n,w™ : D) — F;, where v € F and
n € Z/(p—1) is the unique solution to

ne+r(p—1)=i+ 1mode(p—1).



RAMIFIED DEFORMATION PROBLEMS 19

Proof. Note that the existence and uniqueness of an n € Z/(p—1) satisfying ne+r(p—1) = i+1 mod e(p—1)
is clear, given that 7(p—1) =i+1 mod e. The d; data does encode the descent of x_,/+1 to some character
new™ : Dp — k*. In order to compute n, it is enough to restrict to I,. If we identify I, with the absolute
Galois group of the completion E of Q" then the calculations in the proof of Theorem 2.4.1 go through
with E in place of E there. This reduces us to a problem entirely over E.

More precisely, consider n € Z/(p — 1) the unique solution to ne + r(p — 1) = i + 1 mod e(p — 1). The
character w™ : Gg — F) has the property that w"|g,,, is the generic fiber of a finite flat group scheme
S0, with order p. This gives rise to a Honda system (L, M) over O g with descent data down to Op.
Since p, ~ Gal(K'E/E) and M = F,, (with vanishing F' and V operators), the descent data is determined

by a group homomorphism p, — F; given by d = ¢" for some ' € Z/e. We need to show that 7' = 7.

Let L = K'E and fix the lift of r to Z in the range 0 < r < e and then choose the lift n € Z so
that ne + r(p —1) =i+ 1 in Z. By [16, Thm 3.4.1], the finite group scheme H over E with generic fiber
representation w”|, has affine E-algebra E[X]/(X?—p"X) (with augmentation ideal generated by X). Thus,
w™| @, is the generic fiber representation of a finite L-group scheme with affine L-algebra L[X]/(X?P —p"X) ~
LIX]/(XP — 7™ X) ~ L[Y]/(YP — 7*1Y), where Y = 7="X. By [16, Prop 3.3.2], the unique finite flat Op-
group scheme § with generic fiber w™|7, has affine Op-algebra O(G) = OL[Y]/(Y?P —7"Y).

For ¢ € pe ~ Gal(L/E), consider the L-group scheme isomorphism

S0 =5/ xL L

arising from using the base change ¢ : L — L and the fact that §,;;, = H xpg L. By Raynaud’s full
faithfulness theorem, this isomorphism extends to a unique isomorphism of O L-group schemes § ~ G xo, O
(using ¢ : Or, >~ Oy, as the base change). On the closed fiber, this becomes an F,-group scheme isomorphism

oy =~ ap which is induced on ‘points’ by multiplication by some d¢ € F; (look at the endomorphism ring of
the Dieudonne module). It is this d¢ which we must compute.

Since Y = #" X, it follows from unwinding the above constructions that Y — ("Y realizes the unique
¢-semilinear Op-algebra automorphism O(G) — O(9) lifting G, ~ G, xz L. On the level of the closed
fiber group scheme Spec(F,[Y]/Y?), the induced map is given by Y +— (Y. In terms of the definition of
the F,-module structure on M(Sx,) = J\/[(ap/fp)7 this translates into multiplication by (" € F, on the
Dieudonne module. Thus, d¢ = (".

|

Now we can give the list of reducible p which arise. Before stating the precise result, it will be convenient
to introduce some notation. Choose v,w € k*, n,m € Z/(p—1), and define ys = n,w™, X1 = Nww™. Assume
X2 # X1,wx1 (i.e., v # w or m # n,n + 1), so H(D,, x; *x2) is a 1-dimensional k-vector space (by Tate
duality). In this case, all non-zero elements in this space correspond to isomorphic k[Dp]-modules. Indeed,
for any group H and any two distinct homomorphisms &1,&s : H — L™ to the multiplicative group of a field
L, all isomorphic representations p1, ps : H — GLa(L) which are non-trivial extensions of & by & fit into a
commutative diagram

0— & — pp — & —0
al ! 1b
0— & — p — & —0

where the outer columns are multiplication by a,b € L*. In other words, ps € Exti[H] (&1,&2) is obtained
from p; by mutliplication by ab—!. Thus, the L-span of p; in this Ext'-space consists of all the extensions
which are isomorphic to p; as an L[H]|-module. The same argument applies if we consider H a topological
group and we work with L[H]-modules with the discrete topology with respect to which the action of H is
continuous.

Thus, for v # w or m # n,n + 1 we can define p,, ,, ,,, , t0 be the unique (up to isomporphism) non-split
k[D,]-module which is an extension of x1 by x2. Recall that the reducible cases must have e not dividing
p— 1, and in particular e > 2.
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Theorem 2.4.4. For p = —1mod 4, the reducible possibilities for p are precisely the representations p,, ., m n
with arbitrary v,w € k* and with m,n € Z/(p — 1) satisfying en =i+ 1 mod p — 1 for some 0 <i <e—2,
e|l(i+1)(p+1), andm =n+1—(i+1)(p+1)/e (these conditions always force m # n, and for p = —1 mod 4
they force m #n + 1 also).

If p=1mod 4, the reducible p which arise are the ones given by the above list of Py, . n s for v # w or
m # n+ 1, together with the unramified twists of a certain non-semisimple Fp-representation of the form

wPt+1)/2 %
0 w®—1)/2

when e = (p+1)/2.

Proof. We may assume as usual that X’ is of special type. Suppose we are given a reducible

— [ X2 *
p‘(o xl)

satisfying all of our group scheme conditions, and we introduce the parameters a, 7, s, ug, d¢ as before. Writing
Xz2lr, =w™|1,, x1l1, = w"|1,, Theorem 2.4.1 implies that en =i+1mod p—1 (with 1 <e—(i+1) <e—1).
Our earlier descent computations demonstrated the necessity of the condition e|(i + 1)(p+ 1). Also, Lemma
2.4.3 implies that the descent data d; = (" ® 1 attached to x1 has r € Z/e satisfying

ne+r(p—1)=i+1mode(p—1).

e—i—1

Since y2 has descent data d(cp ) = ("™ ® 1 and has ‘a’ parameter with the power 7 , we must have

me+pr(p—1)=e—i—1mode(p—1).

Since e|(i + 1)(p + 1), it readily follows that m=n+1—(i+1)(p+1)/ein Z/(p —1).

Using 0 <i<e—2ande<p-—1,itis easy to check that m,n € Z/(p — 1) are distinct, and m =n + 1
if and only p = 1 mod 4, withe = (p+1)/2, n = (p—1)/2, i = (p — 3)/2. The Honda system and descent
data computations show that knowledge of either diagonal character determines the other character up to
aribitrary unramified twisting and that knowledge of both characters determines the entire (nonsemisimple)
representation of D). By varying a,s € k>, we can freely change the ‘unramified’ factors of x; and x2. In
particular, when m = n+1 and a = b, our representation is an unramified k-twist of a certain non-semisimple
extension of w(®~1/2 by w(P+1)/2 gyer F,; since Og-flatness is insensitive to unramified twisting over Q,,
this completes the proof that our list includes all possibilities.

To see that everything we list above really does arise, what we need to check is that if we are given
v, w, m, n satisfying the list of conditions, then there is a p occuring which is an extension of n,w™ by 7,w™.
Define a = v, s = w(aug) ™!, a = an’, B = (asug) 717" Also, define d¢ = (" ® 1, with » € Z/e the
unique solution to

ne+r(p—1)=i+1mode(p—1)
(it is easy to check that such an r exists since ne =i+ 1 mod p — 1). This gives us a Honda system (L, M)
over A’ whose base change to A’ is equipped with descent data down to Z, which realizes a representation
that is an extension of x1 by x2, where x1 and x2 are off from n,w™ and n,w™ by unramified characters.

Changing a and s appropriately gives what we want.
]

3. TANGENT SPACE CALCULATIONS

Until otherwise specified, throughout this section we assume that K’ is of special type.
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3.1. Analysis of a Kernel.
Let M = M(p|g,.,) and let E(M) def Extimv] (M, M), where the ring k[F,V] has F and V' commuting
with k. Using Galois descent on the closed fiber, we see that there is a natural map of sets

tFyer(p) = &(M),

where the left side is the tangent space to the deformation functor Fy/(p) = Fx/ o(p). The explicit defi-
nition of the group structure and functoriality of Ext' for any (small) abelian category — that is, not the
(compatible) definition using projective or injective resolutions, if that’s also available — shows that this is
actually a map of k-vector spaces. We introduce this map because (M) looks easier to manage than the
tangent space.

Definition 3.1.1. We say that p is degenerate if the group homomorphism
¢ d7 ') € pe(r @, k)

is either trivial or else does not have its image entirely inside of u.(x). Otherwise, we say that p is non-
degenerate.

The meaning of non-degeneracy is that for some 0 </ <e—2,d; = C”ldgp) for all ¢ (in which case ¢ is

unique). This always occurs in reducible cases. We will later see that in all degenerate cases, d¢ = dép ) for
all C.

Theorem 3.1.2. The k-vector space E(M) is 2-dimensional. The natural map of k-vector spaces
tr ) — (M)

is injective if we are in the degenerate case. There is a 1-dimensional kernel if we are in the non-degenerate
case.

Remark 3.1.3. The fact that Ext! admits a group structure in an explicit bifunctorial manner is absolutely
critical to our argument and the importance of this fact cannot be overestimated. Also, by using k[e]-
deformations of the form p ® (1 + ne) for n : D, — k a continuous unramified additive character, we see
that the tangent space is a priori at least 1-dimensional.

Proof. For any N’ representing an element in (M), we can write
N' = ke, @ kes ® ke, @ ke

as a k-module, where the first two factors give the copy of M sitting inside N’ and €; projects onto e; in the
quotient M of N’. The remaining data (up to the non-canonical choice of k-linear section to N’ — M) is
the action of F and V on N’. Since our extension sequence

0—-M-—->N —-M-=0

is compatible with these actions, we just need to specify F(¢;) and V(€;) so that FV = VF = 0 on N’
and F(e;), V(e;) lift F(e;), V(e;) respectively in the quotient M ~ N’/M. We compute that F(e;) = aey,
F(€3) = be; — cses + €1, V(€1) = cer, and V(€2) = de; — as les + s~ 1€;. If we make the change of basis

€1 ~ —aeg + €1, €z ~ —bey + €9,

we can suppose that a = b = 0 and with these constraints the values of ¢ and d are unaffected by any further
permissable change of the €;’s (i.e., €] ~» ue; + €1, € ~> ve; + uey + €2, u, v € k). Thus, elements of (M)
are parameterized by (¢, d) € k x k, so this Ext space has dimension 2 over k (and (¢, d) = (0,0) corresponds
to the trivial element).

We now must determine the kernel of t,, 5 — €(M). We pick an element in the kernel and try to show
it is the trivial element in tg 7). We will study this by carrying out a very explicit descent computation.
We do not know of any more conceptual method that could be used instead.
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Choose an object (), N’) in the kernel, with descent data D. By the usual Galois descent reasoning from
A’ down to A’, we can suppose that this object is the base extension (from A’ to A’) of an object (A’, N')
in Extl_; ((L,M),(L,M)),so N' =M @& M as a k[F,V]-module. In particular,

PSH g v k)
N =W(k)®a N = (k®F, k)e1 ® (5 ®p, k)ea ® (k Qp, k)E1 & (k QF, k)e2
as (k ®p, k)[F, V]-modules and
N'ar =My &My = ((A'/p) @, k)e1 & ((A'/p) @F, k)ex ® (A'/p) ®F, k)e1 & (A /p) ®F, k)&
as (A’/p) ®p, k-modules, with A’ C N’ 4/ of the form
A = ((A'/p) @F, k)(e1 + aex) ® ((A'/p) ®F, k)(ve2 + €1 + o)
for some v € (A'/p) ®F, k. We define €1, €2, €1, € to be the residue classes in N’ 4/ of the respective elements
(1®e3,0), (0,p~tr®es), (10€s,0), (0,p~17r®e,) (viewing N’ 4/ as a quotient of (A’®AN’)@(p_1m®AN’(1))),
Recall also that A’ @4+ (N’ a/) ~ N’ 4/ compatibly with A’ @4/ A’ ~ ) [2, Lemma 4.5].

For 0 € Gal(X' /K') ~ Gal(r/F,), the descent data D has o acting on N’ in the usual £ ®p, k-semilinear
manner (k-linear and fixing ey, e2,81,€2). As for ¢ € Gal(X' /Qp(¢e)) =~ pe, [¢] : N — N is a map of
D,./p = k[F, V]-modules and k-modules, with x-linearity holding because ¢ has a trivial image in Gal(x/F}).
Also, [¢1] 0 [¢a] = [C1¢a), o] 0 [¢] = [¢7] o [o], and [¢]ar : N'ar — N’ 4s carries ) back to itself. In addition,

[¢] must act in accordance with the descent data on M C N" and on M =~ N’ / M. With respect to the above
ordered x @, k-basis {e1, e2,€1,€2} of N, let’s write the matrix for the x ®r, k-linear [(] as

¢
_ | 0 de oz ow
=10 a0
0 0 0 d

Since N' = M&M ~ W (k) ®a (M & M) as (k @, k)[F,V]-modules, we can write down the explicit
‘matrices’ for the semilinear maps I and V on N’. The condition that [¢] commutes with F' and V gives

Te = wép) = wépil) and z; = 0. From [o] o [(] = [(7] o [0] we get o(we) = wee, 0(Ye) = yeo, while
[G1] o [¢2] = [C1¢z] yields
(15) weye, = deywe, + de,we,, Yo, = dPye, + de,ye,.
In particular, w; = 0 and by induction it is easy to see that wen = nd?‘lwg forn > 1, so
0=w; =wee = edz_lwg.

This forces we = 0, so z¢ = 0. It remains to consider y¢ € kK ®r, k and v € (4'/p) ®F, k.
A simple computation gives

[Car(er) = deer, [Clar(e2) = (AP e
(for the latter, recall the presence of MY in the definition of M’ Ar) and
(16) Clar @) = ye(p/m)ea + dcer, [(Jar(@) = s¢ryer + (A%

Thus, [(]a’(ve2 + € + aEr) = (37roz<yép)61 + (@é“d(g’) + ye(p/m))ex + deer + C()[Cdép)gg. In order for this to
stay inside of

N = ((A'/p) ®F, k) (€1 + ae2) ® (A /p) ®F, k)(ve2 + & + aea),
we see that the condition is

(17) ye(p/m) = ~de — (4P + Caalsmy?)

in (A'/p) ®F, k (recall that acd(cp) = C”ld(cp)mri =dcar® = dca).
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At this point, it is convenient to observe that what we have done do far does not depend on our choice of
k[F, V]-module splitting. Below we will have to be a little more careful about which splitting we choose (in
terms of trying to count possibilities up to equivalence), so we record here the possible splittings: they are

(18) €] ~> ueyp + €1, ez~ vep + ues + ea,
with u,v € k. This has the effect
€1 ~ u€y + (p/’/T)’UGQ + €1, €2 ~> STVE| + U€E + €2
and hence
(19) Yo~ Yo + U(dép) —d¢), v~ — (p/m)v+ a’smv.

Under the x ®r, k-algebra isomorphism (A'/p) ®r, k ~ (k ®F, k)[7]/7¢, we have

Y go+ i+ e

for suitable go,...,ge—1 € k (g; € k because v lies in (A"/p) ®r, k C (A'/p) ®F, k).

First assume that if a # 0, then 2(i + 1) # e (we will come back to cases with o # 0, 2(i + 1) = e at the
end; in terms of representation theory, these are the reducible cases in which the diagonal characters have
the same restriction to Is). The transformation law (19) for v shows that if we make a change of splitting
with v = g._1ug and take u € k to be whatever we wish, we can assume that g._; = 0. Note that if a £ 0
and 2(i + 1) = e, then this goes through as long as a%sug # 1. This will be used below.

With the vanishing of g._; fixed, any further change of splitting (governed just by u € k) has no effect
on our parameters y¢ and 7. Since g.—1 =0, and 2(i +1) # e if &« # 0 (so v = 0 if e = 1), the condition (17)
yields y¢ = 0 and thus for 0 </ <e—2 (a vacuous condition when e = 1) that

gZ(dC o C€+1dép)) = 0.
1 4(p)
dC

The non-degenerate case is precisely the condition that ( — dg is a non-trivial group map from . to

pe(r), which is equivalent to the existence of some 0 < ¢ < e — 2 such that d¢ — C“ldgp) =0 for all ¢ (in
which case £ is unique, and for o # 0 we have £ = i). Since g, € k is a unit in K ®g, k precisely when g, # 0,

we conclude that in the degenerate case v = 0, so there is a splitting in DPSH 4, o, giving the injectivity.

In the non-degenerate case, there is a unique ¢y in the allowed range for which gy, € k could be non-zero
(with £o = 7 in cases where a # 0). In other words, elements of the kernel of the map tr,_, ) — E(M) are
parameterized by an element g, € k which is independent of the choice of k[F, V]-module splitting chosen
at the start. This implies that there is a 1-dimensional kernel.

Finally, there remain the (necessarily non-degenerate) cases in which o = an® # 0 and 2(i + 1) = e. Since
20+ 1) =e, de = C”ldép) = Ce/Qdép). If (o is a primitive eth root of unity in s, then d¢, is a non-zero
solution to t®) = —t in k ®p, k. Let f denote the order of p in (Z/e)* (so |x| = p).

We begin by checking that for € k*, the equation t) = zt has a non-zero solution in x ®r, k if and
only if 2f = 1, in which case the set of solutions is 1-dimensional over k and all non-zero solutions are units.
It clearly suffices to check this statement with & in place of k. Pick an embedding of  into k, so we have a
composite field kk. Under the canonical identification

Kk QF, ko~ H Kk,
jez/f

if we write ¢ = (to,...,ty_1) for an element, then tP) = (ty,... ,tr—1,%t0). Thus, t®) = gt if and only if
t; = wtj_q for all j € Z/f. From this, it is clear that a non-zero solution exists if and only if 2/ = 1, in
which case the set of solutions is the k-span of (1,z,...,27/ 1),

The existence of d¢, # 0 implies that (—1)f =1 in k, so f is even. Comparing coefficients of 7¢ on both
sides of (17) for 0 < ¢ < e — 2 and using 2(i + 1) = e, we get

0= ge(de — ¢"*1dd),
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so g¢ =0 for £ #i,e — 1, with i = ¢/2 — 1. That is, we have

v =g + ge—1m

Plugging this into (17), we get
ualycﬂ_efl — (Ce/Qyép)U?S + Ger(de — dé:ﬂ)))ﬂ.efl.
Changing the lifts €1, e> does not change g; and gives rise to
Je—1~ ge—1 +v(=1+a’sug), yc ~ ye + U(dép) —d¢)

(where we may use the change of bases as in (18)).

Thus, when a?sug # 1 we can change € so that g._1 = 0, in which case y: = (Ce/zazsuo)yép). Supppose
instead that a%sug = 1, so the value of g,_; is ‘intrinsic’. Let’s show that necessarily g._; = 0 in these cases
t0o. Choosing for ¢ a primitive eth root of unity {y (so Cg/ 2= —1) and dropping the ¢y subscripts, we get

y = -y +2g._1uod,
S0
y®) = —y +2g. 1uod.
If we iterate the equation for ¥, using d®) = —d, we get
y ") = (=1)™y + (=1)™ 1 2mg._uod
for all m > 1. Setting m = f the equations y(pf) =y and (-1)f =1 yield
0= —2fge—1uod,

S0 ge—1 = 0 when a?sug = 1. In terms of representation theory, the conditions o # 0, 2(i + 1) = e and
a’sug = 1 are equivalent to p being reducible with diagonal characters have the same restriction to G .

Now that we have modified the basis so that g._; = 0, we have v = g;7* for g; € k and

-

e/2
(20) O-(yC) =Y¢oy Y&t = Cl/ d<1y<2 =+ d(zyCl'

We will now find a better basis in which y. = 0 for all ¢ (in which case (14) ensures g.—1 = 0 with respect
to this new basis t00).

Consider the condition

Yo = —a ugsyl?,

with (o a fixed primitive eth root of unity. For any solution y¢, € k @, k to this equation, the remaining y
are uniquely determined by (20) as

v = (yg (2de,) 1) (de — d).

The leading coefficient ¢ = y¢, (2d¢,) ! is the same for any choice of primitive eth root of unity ¢y. Thus, for
o € Gal(k/F,) a Frobenius element, we compute

Yeg Yeg
t = — = — = t
70 = 5des 2

sot € k®r, k lies in k. Make the change €, ~» —te; + €, (and leave €; alone). Using (19), this makes y; = 0
for all ¢ and at worst affects v by changing g.—;. But as noted above, the vanishing of y¢ for all ¢ forces
ge—1 = 0.

Thus, the elements of the kernel of ir,, y — €(M) are parameterized by g; € k, as before.

w (k) (P
|
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The above theorem shows that the determination of dimy tr,, (5 is reduced to determining the dimension
of the image of tr ) in E(M). In other words, we must choose a representative sequence

0—-M-—->N-—->M-—>0
in &(M) and determine when we can construct an A’-submodule A’ C N’ 4/ fitting into an exact sequence
0L - AN —=L—=0

compatible with 0 — My — N’4 — M4 — 0 in an obvious sense and such that for ' = A’ ® 4+ A’ and
N' = W(k) ®a N, the pair (\,N') in Ext%g_ﬁf ((L,M), (L,M)) admits descent data D compatible with
A’,0

D(p) on the two (L,M)’s. Our next task is to settle this issue. It will turn out that the image of tg (5
in the degenerate case, which is essentially the situation considered in [15] (for e = 1), is generally different
from the image in the non-degenerate case. This will ‘compensate’ for the distinction between these cases in
Theorem 3.1.2.

3.2. Analysis of an Image.
Theorem 3.2.1. The natural map tr,., ) — E(M) is surjective when d¢ = dép) for all . Otherwise, tr has

a 1-dimensional image in E(M). In degenerate cases, d; = dép) must hold, so dimy tp, ) = 2 in all cases.

Proof. We will show that under the identification of sets E(M) ~ k x k described earlier, the image of tp is
precisely the set of pairs (¢, d) with ¢(d¢ — dép )) =0 for all { € pe. This immediately implies the theorem
(with the image consisting of all pairs (0, d) in the non-degenerate case). The only other issue is to explain
) for all ¢. Consider a degenerate p, so p is irreducible. The
determination of the image and kernel of tf, , ) — €(M) shows that the cases we are trying to rule out are
precisely the ones for which dimy, ¢, , 5 = 1 would hold (such cases are necessarily degenerate, if they occur
at all). This condition can be checked after making a base change on k. Since passing to an unramified twist
of p over a finite extension of k is all we need to do in order to descend the field of definition of p to F,
(by Theorem 2.2.2), and this does not affect the dimension of the reduced cotangent space of the associated
Ogc-flat deformation ring (by Lemma 1.2.1), we may assume k = F,,. A degenerate case with £k = F,, has to
have dgldép) =1 for all (!

Choose a representative N’ of an element in £(M ), so as we saw at the beginning of the proof of Theorem
3.1.2, we may write (using the same notation that was used there)

why the degenerate cases must have d¢ = d(cp

N =ke, ® key ® ke, & keo,

with F(El) =0, F(ég) = —csep + €1, V(El) = ceq, V(Eg) =dey + 8_151.

In order to derive the constraint to be in the image of tp,, (), we essentially just have to repeat the
calculation in the proof of Theorem 3.1.2, exercising a little more care because we don’t necessarily have a
split sequence of k[F, V]-modules anymore. We still can write

N = (k®F, k)e1 ® (k QF, k)ez ® (rk QF, k)e1 & (k ®F, k)ea

as a k ®r, k-module, with base-extended actions of F' and V. Also, from the exactness of the A’-module
sequence
0—)MA/—)NIA/ —>MA/ —)O

we can still write (as an (A’/p) ®F, k-module)
N'ar = ((A'/p) @, k)e1 & ((A'/p) ®F, k)e2 & ((A'/p) @F, k)er @ ((A'/p) ®F, k)es.
We need to find a suitable A’ ® 4 W (k)-submodule A" C N’ 4/ of the form
A= ((A'/p) @, k)(e1 + aez) & ((A'/p) @F, k)(ye2 + €1 + 0)

for some v € (A’/p) ®F, k such that we can construct descent data D on (A’ @4, A’,N') compatible with
the descent data D(p) on LM 4/ (p), and with [o] acting as usual for o € Gal(X' /K') ~ Gal(k/F)).
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Our problem is to determine what conditions (if any) are imposed on (¢,d) in order for appropriate
v € (A'/p) @, k and D to exist, where for D the issue is to define D,-linear isomorphisms [¢] : N' — N’
compatible with D(p) and satisfying [¢1] o [¢2] = [¢1¢2), [0] 0 [¢] = [¢7] o [0], and with [¢]ar : N a4 — N 4/
taking N L A" @4 A back to itself. We write a matrix for the hypothetical [(] as in the proof of Theorem

3.1.2. A simple semilinear matrix calculation shows that [¢] commutes with the semilinear F' and V if and

only if ze =0, ¢ = wép) = wép 1), and c(dép) —d¢) = 0 (be careful to not confuse d € k and d. when checking
this calculation). It is critical to observe in this computation that ¢,d € k are unaffected by Frob®1 on
k @, k. As before, the conditions [o] o [(] = [(?] o [o] and [(1] o [¢2] = [C1(2] amount to the usual conditions
o(we) = weo, 0(ye) = yeo, and the same formulas (15) for we,¢,, Yc ¢, as before. Once again, we can
conclude that necessarily w¢ = 0.

The formulas (16) for the [(]4(€;)’s remain the same, as do the allowed changes in € and e, so it is easy
to check that the condition (17) carries over. Thus, taking all yo = 0 and v = 0 demonstrates the sufficiency

of the condition that ¢(d; — dép)) =0 for all C.
|

4. DEFORMATION RINGS

4.1. Structure Theorems.
We are now in a position to determine the structure of the O4/-flat deformation ring of 5.

Theorem 4.1.1. Let X' be a finite extension of Q, inside of Qp with e(X' /Qp) <p—1and letp: D, —
GL2(k) be a continuous representation. Assume that p|a,., is the generic fiber of a finite flat A’-group scheme
which is unipotent and connected. For M = M(p|a,., ), assume that the sequence of groups

0—M/VME M- M/FM =0
is exact. Then R%rg‘ci)’o (p) ~ O[Ty, T2].

Proof. Following Ramakrishna [15], we count the size of (Fy (p))(0/mf) for n > 1. Since dimg tp,, ) = 2,
the universal deformation ring is an O-algebra quotient of O[T, T3] (say by a projection map II). If we always
get the maximal possible answer |k|2(n_1) of O/m{-valued points, then any f € O[Ty, T»] for which II(f) =0
must satisfy f(t1,t2) € m§ for all ¢1,t; € mg, so f = 0, as desired. We could use Lemma 1.2.1 to reduce
the calculation to the case O = W (k). However, we want to show that the computation really can be done
directly over any O without resorting to a technical trick.

By [2, Thm 4.3], we need to count the number of equivalence classes of certain triples ((A’, M’,),, D)
with M’,, an O[F, V]-module having underlying O-module O/mg x O/mf, A" C (M’;,) a» an A’-submodule

/\/f
making (A’, M’,) an object in SHf,,O, it (N[mo], M',[me]) = (L', M) an isomorphism in PSH 4, o, and

D a descent data relative to A — A’ on (X, M',,) (with X def g/ ®@a N, M, def W (k) ®z, M'y,) such that

D encodes for its Gal(X’ /K')-action the descent from (A, M’,,) down to (A’, M’,,). The extra condition we

demand on the triples we consider is that the base-extended isomorphism i’ : (X [me], M, [me]) =~ (£, M)

f
in PSH y, o takes the induced data from D on the left side over to D(p) on the right side (i.e., 7’ is an

isomorphism in D/lz’\,S’/I-Ii,@).

Note that the compatibility of i’ with the action of Gal(X’ /K') is automatic, so we won’t have to bother
checking it when we trying to write down possibilities. The notion of equivalence among these triples is
defined in the obvious manner. The tricky part is to check that what we write down is really a Honda
system and not just a pre-Honda system. In order to handle cases with O # W (k), in which case p-torsion
is not the same as mo-torsion, we will need to prove an analogue of the second half of [2, Thm 4.9], adapted
to our particular setting.
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We begin by working out the possibilities for the Dieudonne modules. Choose a uniformizer 79 of O,
so the multiplication-by-79 on M’,, induces an isomorphism of k[F, V]-modules M’, /mo ~ M', [mo] =~ M.
Thus, we can pick an O/mg—module basis ea,e1 = Fey of M',, so that Fe; = be; + ces for some b,c € mg
and Vey = ueq + des for some d € mog and w mod mg = s ! (of course, Ve; = VFey = pes). The conditions
VF = FV = p force ¢ = pu~! and d = —bu, so the possibilities for the Dieudonne module are given as
follows: choose b € mg/mp, u € O/m} lifting s~ € k* and define M’,, = O/mf x O/my with O-linear

b 1 0 U
F= (pu‘l 0)’ V= <p —bu>

(matrices with respect to the standard ordered basis e; = (1,0), es = (0,1) of M’,, over O/mg). It is
easy to check that M’, is an O[F,V]-module with M’,,[mg] ~ M as such. We next need to define the
(W(k) ®z, 0)/m{-linear automorphisms
[¢] - M, =~ M,
such that [(1] o [(2] = [(1¢2], [o] 0 [¢] = [¢?] o [0]. Also, [¢] must commute with F and V.
In the quotient A’ ®z, O-module (M'}) ar, define g7 to be the element represented by

(1®e0) € (A @aMy,)®(p 'mea M/le))a

and define 5 to be the element represented by (0,p~ 7 ® e3). Just as in the tangent space analysis, it is
easy to see that the natural map of A’ ®z, (0/mg)-modules

(A ®z, (0/mp))er @ (A @z, (0/m))es — (M'n) ar

is surjective and hence (via length considerations) is an isomorphism.
Constructing [¢] to be commute with F' and V' is a more serious constraint (and we postpone for now the
definition of A’). We write

(P)
[C] — (l‘( y() = <dC 0) mod mg (W(:‘i) ®Z1D O)

Z¢  We 0 dC

with entries in W (k) ®z, (0/mg). The compatibility conditions with F' and V give rise to the constraints

o= byép) + wép)a z = pu_lyép), and (dropping the ¢ subscripts for simplicity)
(21) b(y® — y) = w® ) @)

(22) b2(y(p2) —y®) = p(w® — w(pQ)) +pu(y — y(pQ)),
(23) put(y® — @ ) = pw® ) — ).

Using these last three equations, we compute
bw® ) —w®) = p2(y® — y) = b(w — w®) — bw® ) —w),

so 2bw®™ ) = 2bw. Since p # 2, we obtain bw = bw®. If b € O/mf is non-zero, then we get w =
w® mod me by looking at the ‘leading term’ of b. But w mod mgy = d¢, so if there is some ¢ such that

de # dép), then we must set b = 0, so
(p)
[C] = w<1 Ye s
pu Yo we

2
with ye € mo(W (k) ®z, 0), we = de mod mo(W (k) ®z, 0), and wép ) = we, p(yép) —yc) =0.
Assume for now that d¢ # dép) for some ¢, so d¢ = (H‘ldép) for some 0 < i < e—2 (we’ll return to the other

case later). In particular, e > 1 and p # 2. We claim that the O/m{-basis of our original Dieudonne module
can always be chosen so that all y. = 0 (and this is to be done without affecting things on mg-torsion). The

equality [¢1][¢] = [][G1] vields

(W —we, e = ye, (W —we).
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Taking (; to be a primitive eth root of unity, we have
wi —we, mod mo = dY —d¢, = ((7F = 1)d¢ € (@, k),
so we may reciprocate to get

(24) ye = q(w” —w)
for a constant ¢ € W (k) ®z, (0/m{); note that the definition for ¢ can be given using any primitive eth root
of unity. This will be important shortly.

Since y¢, = 0 mod mp, we know ¢ is divisible by 7. In fact, we claim that ¢P) =¢ s0qel® (mo/mg).
In order to compute ¢(P), we take o € Gal(k/F,) to be the Frobenius element and we use the relation

(p)
¢

[][¢] = [¢P][o] in order to conclude that yép) = yer and wy ' = wep. Writing g¢, to keep in mind the choice

of primitive eth root of unity used to define ¢, we conclude that qg ) = q¢r. Using (24) with ¢ = ¢}, we see

that ¢ = ¢, as required.

Making the change of basis e; ~ e; and ey ~~» —ge; + es does not affect the form of the matrices for F'
and V (since b = 0) and has no affect mod mg since ¢ € mg/mg. It is easy to compute that after this change
of basis, yo = 0 for all ¢. Since [(]® = 1, we are forced to use the definition

5(1’) 0
(25) )= ( < &) ,

where 6c € W (k) ®z, (0/mp) is the Teichmiiller lift of d¢ € (k ®F, k).

Since dimy thyr o (p) = 2, we want to find an extra parameter in addition to u. If o # 0, then i also
satisfies @ = an’ in (A'/p) @, k, with a € k™. Define a = 0 if @ = 0; for any value of «, define @ € O to
be the Teichmiiller lift of @ € k. By suitable unit scaling and the fact that our Honda system must have its

me-torsion isomorphic to its quotient by mo via mutliplication by wgfl, we have to have

A= (A" @4 (0/mg))(e1 + ana),

—~f
where a,, mod mg = a. There is an obvious isomorphism (A'[me], M',[me]) =~ (L, M) in PSH 4 o. Tt will
be checked at the end that (A, M’,,) lies in SH ﬁ,. The condition on a,, which ensures stability of A’ under
[(Jar is

as = Clay,.
In other words, we need to have

ap, =an' +amon + -t ap_ 1Ty T,

with a; € O Teichmiiller lifts of arbitrary elements of k. This gives us |I€|n*1 different definitions of o, so
together with the choices of u, we have |k|2(n71) objects, and these are the only possibilities.

Let’s check these are mutually non-isomorphic. We will show that there are no isomorphisms, even
ignoring the descent data compatibility (actually, one case will require special care, as we will see). We
proceed by induction on n, the case n = 1 being trivial. Choose two pairs (u(l),ag)) and (u(z),ag))
and an isomorphism ¢ between the corresponding objects. By induction, we have u() = u(® mod m’éfl
and ag) = ag) mod mg_l. Thus, ¢ mod mg_l can be viewed as an endomorphism of a representation
D, — GL2(0/mg) whose residual form 7 has trivial centralizer. It is not hard to show that for any local
artin ring B and any group H, any group homomorphism p : H — GLy(B) which has trivial residual
centralizer must itself have trivial centralizer (induct on the length of the ring B, with the group H fixed).
Thus, we can scale ¢ by a unit in (O/m{)* so that its matrix is the identity mod mg_l. More precisely, we

have
plef) =rel” +tef”, p(es)) = vel® +wef?,
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where 7 = w = 1 mod mjy ', t = v = 0 mod m{; '. The condition that ¢ takes A’ () isomorphically over to

A'? is that

a®(w + alVro(u®) ™) = vp/r + alDw.

If v =0, then ozg)w = ag)w, SO oz%l) = 04512). Moreover, compatibility of ¢ with F' and V' yields r = w and
ru® = wu®, so uM) = u. Now suppose v # 0, so v = vom ' for vy € (O/mp)*. Writing w = 1+woemy ",
we obtain

o) — o = vo((p/m) @ ! — @ (@®)MnF @ ),

Since every term on the left side lies in Tt ® 0, with some 0 <14 < e — 2, we must have (since vy is a unit)
a#£0,2i+1=e—1, asll) = 0422), and 0 = ual —a?s in k, which is to say a%sug = 1. These conditions say
exactly that p is reducible with diagonal characters coinciding on Gg. Thus, as long as K’ can be chosen
in the reducible cases so that the diagonal characters x; and 2 of p are distinct on G, it follows that we
have exactly |k[2("~1 distinct O/mf-valued points in the non-degenerate cases (granting that the pre-Honda
systems we defined above really are Honda systems). In order to show that such K’ can be chosen in the
reducible cases, recall that x; # x2. We need to check that if y = X1X2_1 : Dy, — k> is non-trivial, then
there exists a totally ramified degree e extension K’/Q, inside of Gp so that x|g,, # 1. It is enough to
check that the intersection of all such fields K’ is Q,. This is an easy exercise.

Postponing the Honda system check, let’s consider the degenerate cases with d; = dép ) for all ¢. We must
have o = 0 in these cases. Since it suffices to find |k|2("~1) distinct O/mZ-valued points of the deformation
functor, simply define [(] as before, and fortunately we will get enough points with this condition. Note that
even though we now allow for the possibility that b # 0 as a Dieudonne module parameter, [(] commutes
with F' and V' because d¢ = dép) for all (!

Define A" = (A’ ®z, (0/m{))(e1). We have in an obvious manner i : (A'[mg], M',[mp]) ~ (L, M) in

PSHZ,)O. We will check at the very end of the proof that (A/, M) lies in SHY,. It is easy to check that
[€]lar carries N = A’ ® 4/ A’ back to itself and so we clearly have a triple ((A’, M',),i, D) of the desired
sort (note that we have omitted b and w from the notation, but this should not cause confusion). There are
|k|2(n71) of these triples, for the different values of b and w.

We claim that the objects (X', M',,), D) are pairwise non-isomorphic in DPSH?, (this is slightly stronger
than we need, since we aren’t even requring the isomorphisms to satisfy a compatibility on the p-torsion
parts). Suppose for two pairs (b,u) and (V',u’), we have an isomorphism ¢ between the corresponding
objects. We write the action on the Dieudonne modules as

pler) =re's +te's, p(es) = ve's + we's,
with 7,¢,v,w € O/m{. One computes
o(e1) = we'y +v(p/n)e's, ple) = Tvute'y 4+ (w + vb)e's.

The condition that (1) = (unit)e’; implies that w must be a unit and vp/7 = 0 in A’ ®z, (0/mf), so
v =0 (treat e = 1 and e > 1 separately). Thus, vp = vb = vd’ = 0, and w is a unit. The commutativity of
@ with F, V allows us to solve r = b'v +w = w, t = vpu~! = 0, and then br = rb’, ur = wu’. Since r = w
is a unit, we get b = b, u = v/, as desired.

As a ‘double check’ on our work, let’s show directly that if we tried to use the parameter v, in the cases
with d¢ = d¥), we would not get [k*" "
this case the condition on «,, is a% = (" 'a,,, which is to say a, = —uvpp/7 for some v, € O/mg. The matrix

vpb+1 v,
<vnpu_1 1 >
gives an isomorphism between the objects attached to the data (b, u, o, ) and (b, u,0).
Finally, we have to verify that the pre-Honda systems we wrote down above are in fact Honda systems.
We prove the general claim that if (L, M) is an object in PSHf,7O (with L — M4/ injective) for which
M ~ (0/m2)®" as an O-module, L C My, is an O-module direct summand, and the mo-torsion pair

distinct O/m{j-valued points (coming from b, u, ay,). In fact, in
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(L[mo], M[mg]) lies in SH,{V,ov then (L, M) is necessarily a Honda system over A’. Note that the exactness
of the functor N ~» Ny on Dp-modules with finite W (k)-length [2, Lemma 2.2] gives rise to a natural
injection of A’ ®z, O-modules

Llmo] = (Mar)[mo] ~ (M[mo]) ar
which is implicit in our consideration of the pair (L[mg], M[mg]) as an object in PSHf,,O.

We prove our claim by induction on n, the case n = 1 being trivial. By induction, we know that the
pair (L[m@~ '], M[m@~']) in PSHi;, o lies in SH}L;, o- Due to the O-module structure of M and the direct
summand hypothesis on L, we can use multiplicatié)n by 7o to get the following commutative diagram with
exact rows and injective columns

0— Lmg)] - L - Limp™] —0

! ! !
0— (Mmo))ar — Ma — (Mmg 'PDar —0

Consider the natural x ®g, k-linear map & : L/m — coker Fa;. The maps &', £ for (L[mp], M[mp]) and
(L[mp~'], M[mp~']) are isomorphisms, due to the Honda system property. The above commutative diagram
therefore gives a commutative diagram with right exact rows and columns &', £, £”. Therefore, £ is at least
a surjection. Proceeding similarly with a left exact argument and recalling the definition of V;;, the natural
k ®F, k-linear map j : Lim] @ ker Vs — Ma/[m] is an injection.

We need to show that the injection j is surjective and that the surjection ¢ is injective. This will be
accomplished by an A’-length computation. Since ¢ is surjective, [2, Lemma 2.4] implies that £4/(L/m) >
lp, (ker F'), with equality if and only if £ is an isomorphism. Note that this can be reformulated as

La/(Lm]) > L, (ker F).
Since j is injective, using [2, Lemma 2.4, Lemma 2.7] it follows that
Ca(LIm]) + lp, (ker V) < g (ker V) + lg  (ker F)

with equality if and only if j is an isomorphism. To be precise, when e = 1 (so m-torsion is p-torsion)
we should replace the reference to [2, Lemma 2.7] with a reference to the proof of [2, Thm 1.1], where the
exactness hypothesis on our Diedonne module M is shown to automatically always hold, and in particular
that
lp,(Mlp]) = tg,(M/pM) = lg,(M/FM) + g, (M/VM) = lp, (ker F') + (g, (ker V).
Combining our inequalities, we see equalities are forced and so £ and j are isomorphisms. This shows that
(L, M) is a Honda system over A’.
|

We can now prove a result about determinants of deformations. The most important ingredient in our
proof is Fontaine’s theorem on the ‘B-admissability’ of p-adic representations coming from p-divisible groups
[9, Thm 6.2]. The background (and notation) upon which Fontaine’s theorem rests is quite substantial, and
for reasons of space we cannot review it here. Thus, in the proof we will have to assume a familiarity with
[9], as well as [7] (we have tried to give precise references for exactly what we need, and hopefully this will
be somewhat helpful to the interested reader).

Theorem 4.1.2. (i) If p"™V denotes the universal deformation, then
det ﬁuniv|]3<, = €|[,K, .

(#1) If x : Dp — O* is a continuous character with X|r,, = €|1,, and x mod mo = detp, let F\ denote the
subfunctor of Fx: o(p) given by the extra constraint that the determinant of a deformation coincides with x
(in the evident sense). Then F), is representable, with universal deformation ring isomorphic to O[T].

Proof. First we assume (i) and use it to deduce (ii). At least 1 dimension of tr,, (5 is filled up by k[e]-
deformations of the form p ®j (1 + ne), with additive continuous unramified characters n : D, — k (see
Remark 3.1.3). Clearly F), is representable, and it follows that F, has a tangent space with dimension at
most dimyg Ly o (P) —1over k. Thus, Rr,_is a quotient of a formal power series ring over O in dimy, Ly o(P) 1
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variables. If we can show that dim RFX > dimg tp et 0 (D) then it follows from dimension theory that RFX is

a formal power series ring over O in dimy tr,, , () — 1 variables, as desired. Since y and detp"™" coincide

on I, by (%), upon choosing Frob, € D,, which represents Frobenius in D,,/I,, we have
RFX ~ RFK/,O/(T)’

with 7 = det p"™V (Frob,) — x(Frob,). But a quotient of the formal power series ring Rp,., , by a proper
principal ideal has dimension at least dim Rp,, , — 1 =dimy 5, , (). This finishes the proof of (id).

Now we prove (i). Since [I, : Is] = e is relatively prime to p, e 'x is the product of an unramified
character and the Teichmiiller lift of w—! det 5. Replacing x by an unramified twist without loss of generality,
we can assume that y takes values in W(k)*. By [3, Thm 1.2] we may (and do) assume that O = W(k), a
finite étale extension of Z,. This will be important later.

Since the universal flat deformation ring is a formal power series ring over O in d = 2 variables, it suffices
to show that for all O-valued points, the corresponding ‘specialization’

p: D, — GL2(0)

satisfies det p| Lo = €| I~ The desired result then follows from basic non-archimedean analysis (i.e., if
f.g € O[T, ..., Ty4] satisty f(t1,...,ta) = g(t1,...,tq) for all t; € mo, then f = g). Observe how essential
the structure of the deformation ring is for this argument.

Without loss of generality, we can assume K’ is of special type. We know that p|g 18 the generic fiber of
a p-divisible group I', over A’. Since plg . and its Cartier dual are the generic fibers of connected unipotent
finite flat A’-group schemes, both I', and the dual p-divisible group fp are not étale (look at p-torsion). It is
enough to prove that if I') 4/ is a p-divisible group for which I' and T are not étale and for which the generic
fiber representation p of I' has the structure of a rank two O-module, then det p| I = € 1, Here, we are
computing the determinant relative to the O-module structure.

Since it seems likely that there are reducible 7 which do not admit an unramified k-twist having field of
definition F,, it does not seem that we can reduce to the case O = Z,. Thus, our analysis of the generic fiber
determinant is not a formal consequence of Raynaud’s work [16, Prop 4.3.1]. In order to handle the additional
module structure on the generic fiber, we instead need to use Fontaine’s work on p-divisible groups [9] (and
the arguments we give allow one to recover [16, Prop 4.3.1] for discrete valuation rings having characteristic
0 and an algebraically closed residue field with characteristic p).

In order to clarify ideas, we consider a much more general situation. It will be clear that the above
situation is included as a special case. To avoid conflicting with the notation in [7], we now abandon our
previous conventions about k, K, etc. (this will cause no confusion because we will not be referring back to
the above setting again). The new notation is as follows. Let K’ be any characteristic 0 field complete with
respect to a non-trivial discrete valuation, and with a valuation ring A’ whose residue field k is perfect with
characteristic p. We let A = W (k) and K denote the fraction field of A. Denote by Cg+ the completion of
an algebraic closure of K'. Let I" be a p-divisible group over A’ such that neither I" nor the Cartier dual Tis
étale. Let K denote a finite extension of Q, with valuation ring O, and suppose that O acts on the Z,[G k]-
module T,(I") = im I'[p"](C) in such a way that the associated K[Gx]-module V,(T') = Q,®z, T, (I) has
K-dimension equal to 2. By Tate’s full faithfulness theorem [20, Thm 4], there is also a canonical O-action
on .

We are interested in studying the action of Gk on /\i(zp(F)), where the exeterior power is taken with
respect to the K-vector space structure. We want to prove the action of I/ is cyclotomic in certain cases.
By [9, Thm 6.2], we have a natural isomorphism in the category MF ./ p

Dp(V,(I') ~ D (T).
The filtered K'-module D (I') is defined to be the K-vector space D = K @y x) M(I'/5), together with
the filtration of Dgr = K’ ®x D ~ K' @4 M(I' )4 [7, Ch IV, §2.3, Prop 2.1] defined by D¥, = Dy

for i <0, D, = Lg/(T) [7, Ch 1V, §5.2], and D%, = 0 for i > 2. We claim that Ly, (') is non-zero and
does not fill up all of Dgs. To see this, note that by [7, Ch IV, Prop 2.1, Prop 4.2(ii)] and the proof of [7,



32 BRIAN CONRAD

Ch IV, Prop 5.1], the K’-vector space Ly, (I") has dimension equal to dim(T"). If L, (') = 0 then I is étale,
which we assumed is not the case. If Ly (I') = Dg- then dim(T") is equal to the W (k)-rank of M(T /), which
is the height of T, which is always equal to dim(T") + dim(I'). Hence, in this case dim(I') = 0, so T is étale,
contrary to hypothesis.

The O-action on I' gives rise to a K-action on the filtered module D (I') by functoriality, so Dg-
acquires the structure of a K’ ®q, X-module in which L, (T') is a non-zero proper submodule. Now make
the hypothesis that £ = K’ ®q, K is a field. For example, this is true when X = Q,,, or when K" is a totally
ramified finite extension of Q, and X is an unramified extension of Q, (this latter case is what arises in
the setting of interest — here is where we use our original reduction to the case where O is a ring of Witt
vectors). Also, dimg: D = dimg D is the height of I', which is equal to 2[X : Q,] = 2[K’ ®q, X : K'].
Thus, dimg Dgs = 2, so the non-zero proper E-subspace L., (I") must therefore have E-dimension equal to
1 (and in a similar manner, we see that dimg D = 2).

Choose (non-canonically) a primitive generator a for the field extension X /Q,, so {1,q,..., alXQp]=11 g
a Qp-basis of K, and is also a K'-basis of E. There is a map of filtered modules

D/ (T) @ Dyer (T') — @(QK/(F) ® Dy (T))

given by component maps 1@y — rQy+y@z and sy — ddr@y+r®adyfor 1 < j < [K: Qp] —1. The
kernel of this map is a filtered module A with K-action such that V5 (A) ~ /\3< (V,(I)). It is straightfoward
to compute that the filtered module A has filtration structure A%, = Ags for i <1 and A%, =0 for i > 2.
Also, by [9, Thm 5.2(4), Thm 6.2] the filtered K’-module A is B-admissable.

We want to show that the action of I+ on V5(A) is €|7,.,. Twisting by e|5;, the filtration degrees shift
down by 1, and so we want to show that a B-admissable filtered K’-module A with A%, = Ak for i <0
and A%, = 0 for i > 1 has trivial Ix-action on V3(A). Define K" = W (k) @ () K', the completion of the

maximal unramified extension of K', so Gk~ = Igs. Define A” = W (k) ®w ) A in the evident manner, a

filtered K”-module. If U is a finite-dimensional vector space over K" = W (k) @ ) K’ with a continuous
semi-linear action of Gal(k/k), then the natural map of K”-vector spaces

W(E) ®W(k) UGal(E/k) U

is an isomorphism (one first checks injectivity by considering an element in the kernel which is a sum of
a minimal number of elementary tensors, and for surjectivity one uses continuity to find a stable lattice;
surjectivity is proven even for lattices by using Nakayama’s Lemma to reduce to a k-vector space setting,
which is then classical). We apply this to U = Homgq,(1,,)(Res¢ /1., (V), B), with V. = V(A). The
continuity of the G k/-action on U follows from the continuity of the G g/-actions on V' and on Gg/-stable
finite-dimensional K’-subspaces of B. Thus, we see that A” ~ Dp(Resq , /7, (V5(A))). Using [9, §5.6], it
follows that the filtered K”-module A" is B-admissable, so we're reduced to checking that a B-admissable
filtered K'"-module D with D%,, = Dgn for ¢ < 0 and le,, = 0 for ¢ > 1 has associated representation
VE(A”) of Iy = Gg» which is trivial.

Since K" has valuation ring A" with algebraically closed residue field, we can apply [12, p. 105, Thm 1.7]
to see that there exists an étale p-divisible group I'" over A” with A” ~ Dy~ (T"). But then by [9, Thm 6.2],
Vp(A") = V(D (I'")) = VDV, (I'")) = V,,(I'). Since I, is étale and A" is strictly henselian, the
representation space V,,(I') is trivial.

4.2. Another Deformation Problem.

In the study of elliptic curves over Q in [3], there is a slight variant on our deformation problem which
turns out to be useful. After giving the relevant definitions, we explain how to modify the preceding
arguments in order to carry them over to the new deformation problem. Assume now that p is odd. Using
the same notation as in §1, we fix a quadratic (ramified) character x on Gg. Instead of considering p
whose restriction to Gy is Og-flat (with connectedness and Dieudonne module hypotheses), together with
O -flat deformations of p, we suppose that the Q4 -flatness conditions holding after twisting by x. More
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precisely, we assume that x ® p|a,., is the generic fiber of a finite flat Og--group scheme which is unipotent
and connected, and we consider only deformations p of p for which x ® p|g,., is Ox/-flat. We still include
the exact sequence hypothesis on the Dieudonne module coming from the Oq-group scheme attached to
X ® pla,.,- The entirety of §1.1 carries over to this new setting. We call this new deformation problem the
x-twisted Oqc/-flat deformation problem. It is easy to see that this deformation condition is independent of
which of the two ramified quadratic characters on Gg/ we choose, and in fact the condition depends on X’
only through the value of e(X') = e. Thus, we can again use X’ of special type in calculations.

A fortunate technical accident makes it possible to carry over the descent data formalism, though in a
slightly different form. Consider a finite Galois extension L/Q, and a finite commutative L-group scheme
T')p, with p = F(Qp) the associated Gr-module. Let y be a (continuous) character on G, with x2 =1 (we
say X is quadratic, though we allow for the possibility that x = 1). We want to describe, in terms of I';,
and ‘descent data’, what it means to extend x ® p to a D,-module. Note that if G is the generic fiber of a
finite flat Op-group scheme and y is ramified, then y ® p is almost never Op-flat. We do not want to work
over the quadratic extension of L cut out by a non-trivial ramified x, since this has ramification index 2e(L)
and the case of interest for elliptic curves has e(L) = p — 1 already (and breaking the p — 1 bound ruins any
hope of applying the theory of finite Honda systems).

Descent theory says that giving a Dp,-module structure to the twisted representation x ® p is the same as
giving compatible L-group scheme isomorphisms

[o] : Ty = (I'y)o,

where the o subscript denotes base change by the automorphism ¢ : L ~ L and I'y, is the finite commutative
L-group scheme attached to x ® p. The ‘cocycle’ compatibility condition is

[01 0 02] = o1 ([o2]) © [o1].
To be completely explicit about the twisting by x, if x is non-trivial then I'y is the descent of I' X, L(x)
relative to the Galois extension L(x)/L, using the descent data —1p x 7, where 7 is the non-trivial element
in Gal(L(x)/L); here we use the fact that ' is commutative in an essential way (otherwise the action of

inversion on I" would not respect the group scheme structure over L(y)).
Define the quadratic character x? on Gy, by

X7 (9) = x(@ g7,
where g € G and @ € Dy, is a lift of 0 € Gal(L/Q,). By considering Qp—valued points, it is a straightfoward

but slightly tedious exercise in unwinding the dictionary between finite étale L-algebras and finite sets with
continuous Gal(L/Q,)-actions to construct a natural isomorphism

lo,I - (Fx)o = (Fo)x"
(the definition involves making a choice of lifting of ¢ to D, but then one checks that this choice does not
matter). We now mention two important properties of this isomorphism. For 01,05 € G, the composite

map

Yo1,x72,Toq

(tog,x,T)e
(FX)UlUQ = ((FX)UQ)Ul o ' ((FUQ)XUZ)CH ((Fdz)dl)(xf’2)”1 = (Fmoz)x"l"?
is equal t0 %¢, gy ,y,r- Also, for o € G and two quadratic characters x; and x2 on G, the composite map

io,x2,

Crxado = (Cadxa)e = (Ca)a)ng
is equal to %4y, y,,r- These are proven by a very careful examination on the level of Qp—valued points. The
arguments are not difficult, but there are a lot of diagrams one needs to check, so we leave this to the reader
as an exercise. If our Gp-modules have the structure of k[G]-modules for a finite ring k, then the above
carries over for characters y taking values in k*.

Instead of working with the isomorphisms [¢] above, we can twist through by x~
representations, leaving us with L-group scheme isomorphisms

(ia,xl,l‘)xg
—

(Pa)xi’xg = (Fa)(XlXZ)U

1 = y in terms of Galois

(ia,x,r‘)x—l

((F>()U)>(1 - (FU)égv

[o],—1
—

[0] :T
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where &, = x?x . The fortunate technical accident is that G';, has exactly two ramified quadratic charac-
ters and one unramified non-trivial quadratic character, so the quadratic character &, is always unramified
(perhaps trivial) and £72 = &5, 50 5,0, = £5,80,. Thus, we have isomorphisms

Joroy. Tt (Loy)es, = (Le,yy oy
inverse t0 44, ¢, r. Twisting through [0]' by & = &1, we get L-group scheme isomorphisms
[o]" :Te, =T,.
It is another tedious (but not difficult) argument with many diagrams to check that the ‘cocycle’ compatibility
condition on the isomorphisms [o] above is exactly the condition that the composite map

" .
[o4] Eoq Jo1.€05.T

Fﬁgng = (F01)02 - (F01)§62 - (F5a2)01 (FG2)01 = F0102
1"

is equal to [o109])”. This final formulation is suitable for translation into the language of finite Honda
systems, since it only involves (isomorphism) base changes and unramified twists, both of which preserve the
O -flatness condition and extend nicely from Spec(L) over to Spec(Oyp,).

Consider X’ /Q,, of special type. It is a straightfoward exercise to check that if F,((.) = Fp((2e) (ie., € is

odd, orda(e) =1 and p = 1 mod 4, or orda(e) =7 > 2 and p=1,—1,—1+ 2" mod 2" 1), then the quadratic
ramified extensions of X are Galois over Q, and therefore &, = 1 for all o € Gal(X' /Q,). In these cases, the
descent formalism on Honda systems is identical to that which we have already dealt with, so the ‘twisted’
flat deformation rings (with and without determinant restrictions) have the same formal power series ring
form as before. This is uninteresting from the point of view of elliptic curves over Q — the case of essential
interest is p = 3, e = 2. When F,((.) # Fp(C2e) (so e is in particular even), then &, = 1 if and only if o is
trivial on the unique quadratic subextension of K'/Q,. We now assume that e|(p — 1). This has the effect
of making K’ = X' in the context of X’ of special type, so £ = F,, and Gg = p.. From a technial point
of view, the elimination of Gal(X' /K’) will make it much easier to modify our previous work. Otherwise
new complications arise and we lack the motivation to deal with the additional mess. The main result is as
expected:
Theorem 4.2.1. Fizp # 2, e|(p—1), X' /Q, a finite extension with e(X') = e, and x a quadratic ramified
character on Ggaer. Let p: Dy, — GLa(k) be a continuous representation for which x @ p is the generic fiber
of a connected and unipotent Ogc/-flat group scheme. Moreover, assume that this (unique) Oqcr-flat group
scheme has a closed fiber Dieudonne module M for which the sequence of groups

o1 ([o2]")

0— M/VME M= M/pM — M/FM — 0

s exact.

Such ap is either absolutely irreducible or reducible with trivial centralizer. Thus, a universal deformation
x-twisted Oqcr-flat deformation ring for p exists. This ring is isomorphic to O[Ty, Ts]. The determinant of
the associated universal deformation restricts to €|r,, on Ix/. If we fir a character 6 : D, — O which
restricts to €|r,, on Iy, then the ‘determinant §’ subfunctor of the x-twisted Ox-flat deformation functor
of p is represented by a quotient O[T of the universal deformation ring.

Proof. As usual, we may assume that X' is of special type, so by our hypothesis on e, X' = K’ = Q, () with
¢ = pug for up € Z,. Also, as explained above, we may assume F,((.) # F;(C2c). We will now explain how
to modify our calculations so that they carry over to this new setting. It is for this reason that we assume
e|(p — 1); any non-trivial contribution of Gal(X' /K’) ~ Gal(x/F,) = Gal(F,(¢.)/F,) (in our old notation)
would create significant complications, so we omit consideration of these other cases. Thus, all we have to
work with in the descent computations are the ¢ € u. ~ Gal(X' /Q,(¢.)) = Gal(X' /Q,). Recall that these
¢ act W(k)-linearly on the Dieudonne modules.

Aside from the descent data d¢’s, the residual analysis as in §2.3 carries over without change, so we
have (L, M) and (£, M), though these are now equal since A’ = X'. Let x2/x denote the unique quadratic
extension of k = F,, and let k*+ denote the —1-eigenspace in kg for the action of the non-trivial element of
Gal(kz/k). This is a 1-dimensional k-vector space, so k= ®@r, k has the structure of a free rank one module
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over k @, k. From our above explicit description of x-twisting on generic fiber group schemes, it follows
that making unramified twists to A’-flat representations translates into finite Honda systems as

(.M, = (v 7] (61 + ae), (5 @m, K)er @ (i Om, k)es)
(this is to be viewed inside of A’(x) @4+ (L, M), with A’(x) the unramified degree 2 extension of A’ corre-
sponding to k2/k).

We compute the same form for the matrix of [¢], except that when ¢¢/2 # 1 (so ¢ € Gal(X' /Q,) acts
non-trivially on the quadratic subfield of X' /Q,, which is to say & = X, rather than & = 1), we have the
matrix entries in £+ ®r, k. The same relation dép R d¢ still holds (though this is a tautology since xp = F)2
in the present cases), and

dey¢, = dgydey,  Ceieo = dg)ch +dg, ¢y
where the products are taken inside of o ®p, k. The condition that [(] be an automorphism is that d¢ is
a k @, k-module generator of Kt ®r, k (resp. k ®p, k) when ¢¢/? = —1 (resp. ¢¢/? =1). The formulas
for [¢]as carry over, as does the Fundamental Relation. The rest of §2.3 still works (with k' replacing x
in a few places), so we again recover the fact that o = 0 if and only if p is irreducible, e|(i + 1)(p + 1) in
the reducible cases, and p is absolutely irreducible or is reducible with a trivial centralizer. In particular, a
universal x-twisted Og-flat deformation ring does indeed exist.

Since the first part of Theorem 2.4.1 makes no use of the descent data, it carries over to our new setting.
The proof of Lemma 2.4.2 still shows that we can find a basis {e1,e2} (unique up to k*-scaling) so that
a = an' for some 0 < i < e—2and ¢, =0 for all ¢ € y.. The point is that if {y is a primitive eth root of
unity, so C§/2 = —1, then d¢, — dg) =(1- (O_i_l)dgo is a k ®p, k-module generator of Kt ®r, k (since d¢,
is such a generator, and 1 — (;*~' € k*). Thus, we can find t € k ®p, k = k such that c¢, = t(d¢, — dé’o’))7
and by the same arguments (based on c¢,¢, = c¢,¢, and the fact that de € pe(k2 ®F, k) C (k2 ®F, k)*) the
same t € k works for all { € u.. Replacing ey by ey — tey gives the desired change of basis.

Now consider the tangent space calculations. If Ce/z = —1, then dC,dép) € (k2 QF, k) are k ®F, k-

generators of the rank one x ®p, k-module Kkt ®F, k, s0 d;ldép ) € pe(k ®F, k) makes sense. We define
the notion of degeneracy for p as before. The proof of Theorem 3.1.2 still works (in fact, it is easier, since
we don’t have any non-trivial o € Gal(X’' /K') to worry about), except that in a couple of places where we
consider solutions to ¢t = zt in k @, k, we need to work in ky ®r, k. Also, all references to interpretation
of Honda system conditions in terms of p are irrelevant and are to be ignored. In a similar manner, the
proof of Theorem 3.2.1 carries over. Actually, degenerate cases never occur. The reason is that the proof of
Theorem 3.2.1 shows that the degenerate cases must have d; = d(cp) forall (,sod¢ € k = k®F, k C k2 ®F, k.
But if ¢¢/?2 = —1 then de € K+ ®r, k. Since d; # 0 for all ¢, the degenerate cases lead to a contradiction.
Therefore, we have d; = C”ldgp) for all ¢ and some 0 < i <e— 2.

The proof of Theorem 4.1.1 is easily modified (we sometimes need to work over W (k) or the —1-eigenspace
of W(7) in here), and is made simpler since we do not need to consider degenerate cases. The proof of
Theorem 4.1.2 remains valid once we twist through the specializations p|q,., by x. This has no effect on the
O-module determinant, but in the second part of the theorem, we should denote the character D, — O* by

a letter other than x in order to avoid confusion.
|
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