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Mod p Galois RIRICDOWVWT (BHICEDEAEBOBE)

JeRE H [ #E—HER (Yuichiro Taguchi)
R ARE CEW (Hyunsuk Moon)

ROMEE2E2 5 .
M F. 520N HRRAEE K, 8 p, B8 d> 1, K D% ideal N 123 L,
e MR

p: Gk — GL4(F))
TH>T N(p)|N %% b OOREEIA RS ?

(2 IT Gg & K Oifixt Galois # Gal(K/K), F, & p Tl F, OB, N(p)
Ep @D [p DHTO Artin EF | (FIZHH) TH 5, )

ZHZx L (g Im(p) B R 72 S DICBRIVEARETH 5 | ([14]) &) 05K
HEDEHRTH 5, | .

DT §1 TECOBLRMERZ 27 58 R%. 2 TEINFTICHLRATY
bfa k%, §3 TIIFHRE COMHOWMZ RS, ke LTEPBBLES &
HZ (4], [8], [1]) DRBREE 2 3% V) 72,

A ABBNZZ 2T Artin 8F N(p) OBHEREZBXTLEB ) (cf. eg. [18],
§1.2)0 V 2 HBAT Fpen 7 M VEMES 50 FB p: Gx — GLg (V) 2525
ni-k &,

Np) = Lam
atp
DETERT S (T2 qldp LFER K OFideal 2ED) DD, O nq(p)
BROFRICERT 2 0 p PREHET S Gx ODFWE Gal(L/K) 2D, Gq; 22D
q(DEIZH D L DFideal) IZBT 55 ¢ SUkEEE L,

1
ng(p) = —————dimz (V/VCai)
q gg@uﬁGm) o

(VE IRV O G-EEED)e T5E nglp) IFEREHT,
[ng(p) >0 < p ik q THE] TH 5,

1. BR. Funid Serre OFH ([16], [18]) TH 5,

Serre FH. EE® 2 RILEMEI p: Gg - GL2(F,) TH > T odd (i.e. det(#
FHE) = ~1) BIDIH LD 5 Fp-tRED eigenform f of level N(p), weight k(p)
BHEAELCp~ps (= fFIEIRR) L2 b,

YT TRB bEors DESEER] 0kt .
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ZZT N(p) B LEICEF LD DD, k(p) 13 plp comum DRE DD LER
>1 T,
(*) k(p) < p?—1
%ﬁﬁf:j—o
CHEKREBBCFET, FIRITKRDOZ EATES) :
(1) Lokks p: Go — GLy(F,) 3B 0 OEBL j: Gg — GLx(Q,) IXH L
YIRTARS
(2) BEDO N >11xt L. LDk p: Gg — GLo(F,) THo>T N(p)|N %%
b OORIEFIIARME UL L 2o

22T (2) DA (%) BFVT WD Z LIZEE SRV,

IHSDOREIZ L ) —fD Galois £ p: Gx — GLg(Fp) XL TEZ LN,
(2) Z—BAL L7 ODPBHIZEIT HETH 5, (1) @b LHMZEIX, Mazur 2°
Galois EHOEHHE ([12]) 28R L L2 EHREICERWZMEE LTHEL
TOZbIF R, —RENTBITIEL !

MEL. KB p:Gg — GLy(F,) 525Nt &, pidwvD j: Gk — GLg(Q,)
WCELERED? FLEE L L0, ENSOVORETVEH 55?7 Z0EERENR
RIZFETHH? ZOEERT? 261251 TEwv] H D (eg. Fontaine-Mazur D
ERD “geometric” (cf. [6], [22])) IZHXANL A9 ?

e RERE,
COHETORRIFZ L EALINTWVEDS, I 2 Tld Ramakrishna ([15]) Ok

R [p:Gg— GLo(F,) 1T “L L DHBE” (even TH) j: Gg — GLo(W(Fy)) I2HF L

A, Lad odd DL Xid geometric IZFFLDA ] ICERTAHITIEDTHEL,

o OB LB TRE ORBHIEGEEZD LR THAL ).
(1) d=20t &, MEL O [ 13 geometric IZHNS | HIE LIS HUE

Fontaine-Mazur OFREIAFHE — Serre F4E.

(2) B L @ [ 13 geometric ICHUNE | 2SIEL <, 5D (*) (24T 584 7%
St RET L

Fontaine-Mazur ODHREHEFHE — RIE F OFREAIET.

(3) (T IAFRIREY 7 BAR Tld e %) PSR F 43 [ G @ p KB 5 OMICIE
SRR SAbo] EVIMELEELTVS, EELH759,

FEF ICHETAEELZ VOB 5,

(1) [HHH] LI REELE B0 EREOFKRMLEEE p: (Z2/p2) —
GL2(Fy), p~ (1 1), BB % )0

(2) F, Db D IZHRE F, 262 SHEMT HH (Hermite-Minkowski O &
(S DHAFIEP ORI <n ALK L/K EHRM) ICX5)

(3) p DHLTIE N TEF N(p) 23S 22V EFRMIIRY T2%w (L L
p DETIREFZMEZRLTI —BRICBEF-oTLE IS (830
[REBAOBERG | 2 ZH)),

(4) L/ K DPEBRKILRDOE & (L,p,d, N) 123§ 2HBRIE (K, p,[L: K|d, N')
(for some N') 120§ 2 HBRMICIFT 5 (FEXRHZHE) ).

(5) K #° Q FABRTHWE SIZAERBEIILT LS L v,
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2. HIGATWVWBRER. COHTIIMEF ICHLTHAON TR RS,
(1) d=1: FHHHIZLY Yes.

(2)d=2,K=Q, N =1: ZOHAIL Serre DT L DB THESI N TWS, £
3" Tate ([23]) A% 1973 £12. Serre FRDFLEH 2DV TD Serre %> 5 DFMKIC
WL, FOBRFEELT, p=2, N=1DEEIZETFEBPELVI L% [odd 22K
Wk p WIFELZW] EWIBTIHERA L, hid Ker(p) 1253 5 K0 HBIR
. FERIZL Y B2 5 . Minkowski bound (22X ) T b, FNFNEE L CHIE
FEL, W) FETH B, Serre ( [4] #1115 p. 710) i3 FDEH, Minkowski
bound DfXH Y iZ Odlyzko bound ([17]) 22 iXp=3 THIHYV LD L 2EZL
7z Brueggeman ([5]) IZFEFKDHET p =5 Td. GRH (= Generalized Riemann
Hypothesis) OF, TEPELWI & 2R L7,
ARBELT 26, ZOM, XROZEHEICHONTHS ([13]):

p =5 T p ld#E (ie. Ker(p) 12T BAEPHKE ie. p (FERFE N TL AU,
p="7,11,13 T p II#HE. »> GRH %IKE,

(3)d>2,K=Q,N=1:Z0Dt & p=2,3 Td<8DWLOIDHAHIZ(2) L[
BRDITTETHBMEAIGEH ST 5 ([13]):

p=2 d<4 (#5)
d<4 (GRH)
d<8 (#%. GRH)
p=3 d<4 (

(4) &HFEM 0 Anderson-Blasius-Coleman-Zettler ([1]) 1x k% FEH L T 5 (R.
Greenberg HMILICFERA L7229 TH 5H)o ZHIIMETF o [HHERHEM] & Bfte s,
EE. Grbh/cd>1& Nizwl, £ p: Gg — GLg(C) TH->T N(p)|N
%% b DOFEIIERME L2 LRV,
(CZDEF N(p) 3ETOERZEC (TED) Artin EFTH L, ) COFEHS
772 5 GL4(C) DFRIDEEOHEEIZDOWTOD Jordan DEH (e.g. [21]) AL T
Hermite-Minkowski D& & 3G (ideal HEEOFRM) L 2l EebLEL I LT L
DNRONLD, [1] TR HIP LB EAFEHI LTS (g C ),
(5) T DMDREHALHE . 2 2Tl
(A) A. Ash I2X % B ®D cohomology #DH @ Hecke eigenclass &
mod p EH & 22T B4 ([2], [3], [4]) &
(B) B. Gross 12 & % [MUEHRIIER] 25 Galois REEBHKL X 9
EwH 7 7a—7 ([8)])

Kb EIEELTB (K5 A, B BH). £b5084 1 Hecke BlOA RIS
Galois BIDAH IS (57 L & bEAMIC) R 5T TH 5,
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3. BPRIEEDIZS.

TR GRON K, p,d, NI L, BEMER p: Gx - GLy(F,) TH-T
N(p)|N %218 Im(p) U HETH 5 b OOFEEFIERME L 9FETE L %2 Vo

ST, —ROBFEDHFRMILRD statement IZFF SN D | JHMFE o -
Gk — GL4(F,) TH o T N(p)|N #2% Im(p) 288 p O Lie B4R EHIHE T
55 OORIBFIIARE L2FEEL 2V,

. CNOBEBE ppp Wb H 5 (HLEBEDOILADE: (F 7213 bounded 7%) p
PR ),

(REFAO#EHE)  #13 Hermite-Minkowski DEH., $iKk&# . Larsen-Pink DEH D=
DTHbo D Ker(p) 2L LTHTRZMILK L/K OTEBENERTH B = &
EEZE LN LITER L TB{, Larsen-Pink DEH ([11]) 12 XL, d DA
T 2HDEH Jg BHFEL T, EEOFREASEE G C GLy(F,) FEHBHE G,
12 & % filtration

GDGlDGzDGg

D
(0) (G:Gy) < Jy,
(1) G1/Gy =TI(#2% p @ Lie TUHRREHIEE),
(2) Go/Gs \IHLEAH p & FE R Abel B,
(3) G i3 pBE,

L%bo IN%E G =1Im(p) = Gal(L/K) I[CHBAT 5, Im(p) PTHZ 51 (1) ®
G1/Gy DEGFHIFIELBZVI EIZTEREINV, (0) ~ (3) DREREIZOWT, &t
T SRR DOTREENSARTH L L EE2ITL VD95,

(0) IZDWTid Hermite-Minkowski DEFIZ L D |

(2) DWW TIIEEKRRIC LD,

(3) IZPWTiE, G C { WARDH 1 DLEAITH} 2005 G 1ZEE < Tlog, d”
O filtration TdH > TH gr »° elementary p H L 25 b DAAY ([13], §3 DEH).
elementary p #LKIZDOWV T p TOEFA LA SFHETE ([13], #HF 2.1 DICH).
o THUEBERICL DERMEDIHE D,

BRICBE S AME RO LR E S, KR K L. K OFREOFRES S L+ [F
BT Do ZNDLE S DIRIERARK Galois ik L/K Th>T Gal(L/K) HSHiht
#F (resp. Lie BUAMRHHLEE) (resp. BE SNEHOD Lie BIEREME) Th 2 b Dl
ARMED? K BEBUE ggu O & &3 Frey-Kani-Volklein ([7]) 7% (3 5 5t % #7-
3K X L) ERE ORI Galois 3K Li/ K T& - T Gal(L;/K) ~ PSL(d,F,,)
2H5LDEHHL T 5, ZOBITIE Lie BIAREAMBEDER p; ST L 5 28,
BRZEEE LT, #1213 Gal(L;/K) ~ PSL(d, Fyni ) 72 5 BRI O AR5 Galois 3
K Li/K OBNIEND 725 9 7

B & AT [Gal(S DA AIEK/K) 1E (FARRIZ) ARRAER A ? ] & Rl
A ([20]) B Y. Z OFESERRED Frobenius 5% TER SIS Z LiZMSNT
W5 ([10])o Gal(L;/K) EREZ S OAARSGIE Galois K Li/K SR
L EDFITIBAERZDS, Gal(L;/K) 7255513 & A &4 THVWICIER R 72 4 1R 5t
B2 o61F T, Gal(L;/K) 3ERERTH 5,
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Bff$%k A. Ash-Sinnott OFE. KOBDIEFTH% [TH | LIERZ L1235

0 * .-+ x
0 * --- %

THEBREL.N % p LERARMET S, pﬂ%%k@ﬁciﬁbé :

= {7y € M4(Z); det'7>0 (det'y,N)—l 22 y(mod N) & TR }
71UV) = Fp[To(V )\SN/FO( )]

D(L,k) = WAITFI(1,---,1,4,--- L) (125 kM. £ % (d— k) 8)
T(L,k) = D(¢,k) O = To(N)D(L,K)To(N) € H(N)
TAHE Sy IFHFEHTHY H(N) BB 5, H(N) 3 Tk (0<k<d 0 &
BIN) I-bTERENS,
H % H(pN)-MEEL T %, pe H id cigen BILETHO0<k<d & FHLIN
WL
T, k)8 = a(t,k)3  for some a(e k) e,

ThodLTh, TDLE, KH p:Gg— GLy(F,) #° 6 IXHBET B &3, p T pN
®ﬂfﬁﬁﬁo -

d
S (=1)FFED 2000, k) X* = det(1 — p(Frobe)X)  forall £1pN
k=0

BAHIE, EERT D

V % Fp[GL4(Z/NZ)-MEETHoT F,EERRTLTHED LT 5 (reduc-
tion mod N 125 ) TH%EF,[Sy]-MEEL L EI), Cohomology f H*(To(N),V)
& H(pN)-MEEIZ % 5 (U\_F“C cohomology DRJC * 134F%E L% \1),

FA ([2]?). FEED H(pN)-eigenclass § € H*(To(N),V) 123 L. SHICHEET 5%
B op: GQ—>GLd( )ﬁ‘ﬁ&?éf%%’)o

SHUSH L [4] TR TR | OFEERNTV S, FTROBE LT
18 (4], B). EEOLEMHEI p: Gg — GLy(F,) ThoT pN DIRSMESD

p(BFLR) OBEFEMHE = +(1,-1,1,-1,--+)

THDHLDITxFTL
N': BT (N DFERF } c {pN OFEHRT} 251D
V: F,[S,n (mod pN')]- Nk
B e H*(To(N'),V): H(pN')-eigenclass

DHELT p i3 BICHHETA2REL RS,

 DRTIRIAL DA LB TERSR TS,
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S HIZV A (Serre DFTFR) nivean 1 DAL level N’ R “weight” V & LT
ADHIN B REPIZDONWT L FHELDH 5, %ﬂ%/ﬁ W5, 9 N IEET, p
D Artin EFTH 5 ; N = N(p).

F72. e(p) & Serre FHOBLE L FKEL ﬂi?ﬁ?‘% B det p = ewb1 (w 1ZH
SRR mod p) EFEWLED £: Gy — ]F (ZHUd p TR, (Z/N(p)Z)* %
FEHT 5)0

V OBV TIERRBHEZH RICINEARL S o BHE (b, -+, bg) ¥ (p IS L)
good L1Z0<by—by <p—1,---,0< by_1—bg<p—1,0< by <p=-2THAHZ kL,
# good d-tuple (by, - -+, bg) (2K U BE#) GLy(F,)-INBE F(by,--- ,by) %5 b DIFE
E#éo;hiGh()aw&ﬂwﬂmﬁT@OmeWQMﬁ%h, ba) TH 5D
b DD unique 7 BAESIEE (O GL4(F,) ~OFIE) TH 5, F J:@EE{’J GL4(F,)-
MEE7-HIE 2N 5T “parametrize” ENb, b AIZ J = b +[)b2 + 4 ptly k
BLE F(by,- -+ ,bg) 1d GLg(F,)-M0EEE LT Sym?(F, ) WCHDAT NG,

BEF ((1,1,»-. caq) WXL, (a1, - ,aq) I2&D ((Ll, ,a4) & mod (p—1) T
&f7% good d-tuple 23K $ (LT LD unique Tl V),

—fIHEE € - (Z/NZ)* - F, % Spn — (Z/NZ)*; (* 1) > a(modN) THIRL
T e: 88— F; EBEHZ LT B, Fy(e) := (F, with S,y-action via ) & B
o GLy(F,)-EE V 12kt L

EBLo TN Syn-MEETH B (FEI121E mod p T, AL mod N TEH$ %),
p WHHT p=01®- @am@&g\ dimo; =d; €35 &, Im(p) 1 GLgy ®
(d1, -+ ,dm) B Levi} Kﬁ\ﬁi LIZEINHLERELTI W,
p N strict parlty cond1t10n ey ik, p(BEFEXE) 25 L(F p) DHT
iﬂﬁaﬁﬁﬂ (1,-1,1,-1,---) &EBETHBH L, LEHET S,

FAB([4], 8). p >3 £F B0 p: G — GL(F,) % LEMER, L # LOME Levi
EBHEL L. p i strict parity condition %(ﬁﬁf’ﬁ'c‘:{ﬁmﬁ‘é S 512p|, comma 1&
niveau 1 Eﬂ% L(F,) O#T

w* % *
L % for some a; € Z
Cow%

DEDERLFETH 5 LRET B (w: Go — FY I EMSHIE mod p). 2D & X k
DT (F5) ICMT A N,V £ LT

N' = N(p),

V = F(al — (d - 1),(1,2 - ((l - 2), ce ,ad)’(e(p))
RN o (Good d-tuple (x,- -+ ,x) DEL) FICEBRSHH 2 & Eid [HED I
ZWD, )

fit$% B. Gross DF#. Serre (& College de France TO (1987/88) KU Tate
NDFHK [19] TRERLT: .



THE. D% QLONTHEIRT {p,oo} TS HbDE L, DY % ZF0FEEE (Q
EOREEE) D adele b T 5, 2D X, Katz D mod p modular eigenform 75
k% Hecke EHMEF (ap)exp (a0 € Fp) & RFTEREE f - Dg\Dy — F, 53k
% Hecke EHFMEH (ar)ezp &1 13F 1 ITHIET 5, (ﬁﬁ%‘@ﬁéﬂ}fz:‘&&i/ﬁf@ weight
& tame level ZZ 2 TWh, )

CNOERE RS & §1 THTRZEME (*) k(p) <p® -1 b HRICHERTE 2,

GDEZHHEFEDTY) D EORETHR DS Galois RILEF BN T A2 L3k
SNTWRWERZA, Gross ([8]) & (1) DY LOREERD [HERE S TOMFTHH
THRZW] EWHIRE =L L. (2) ZDOHED eigenform 7*5 Galois FIAHE
HTEBIITE, EVIFERELTTNE, ThEEEICRELTE L,

G % Q LoOERAEBEET, ROMEL MM TIDET S :

(1) 2 TOEmIEBTEE T C G(Q) ITHE ;

(2) G(Q) & G(Q) PHEMIESEE (2212 Q=202Q LBWI); |

(3) G(Q) iX G(Q) PEEBIIEATETH . »OF G(Q\G(Q) ¥ compact.

QD adélelRET5, GD QJ:@E%"J%EE V &. G(Q) DB compact T4
L

MV) = {f:GA) = V: [ RRIIER 22 f(vg) =vf(9) for v € GQ)},
MV, K) = {f: GA)/(GR)+ x K) = V; f(v9) =f(g) for v € G@)},

EBL (T GR), 12 GR) DEFERS) o M(V, K) 1213 B#A7% Hecke BEOVERIAS
HY, M(V) & M(V,K) 75 DNERRIZ % 5, B %A GQ)\G(A)/(GR), x K)
BERESTH 5,

ﬁ?ﬁﬁ G @ root datum @ [F/MGRE] % k &35 (21T Q DFBER Galois
K)o G% GORMEEE LT, GO LEELG %

ﬁR’*

LG := G x Gal(k/Q)
(B (9,0) - (9", 0") = (9o(g),00"))
EEFRT D (e Z LORE scheme & 5%),

PG DG miﬁ%ﬁ}iﬁj‘éﬁiﬁgﬁﬂi/gj CILG) BEZBNBEH, Thid
S5iZo € Gal(k/Q) TEIZHIT oG ‘

cata) = I .

oc€Gal(k/Q)

Eigenform 7%% % & &FE £ 123F LT Hecke EHME ap 25H B8, M(V,K) O
H Hecke {3 MNHE N 2555 L kO (1 TLALETO) FE X\ JLi2 [RER]
ha(N) € Cl(Y!G)(E) HEETESH (ZZICE = (Endgecke(N) DHL) — ThiG
CMKIZ%2 %),

FH([8]). V, N COVTHELARE 25. 20L&, £FK p 1okt LEKE

p: Gg— "G(E ®q Qp)

Sormiam s e R T,

103
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THhoTREWITODPHFET S .
(1) p(FEHR) = hoo (V) in CL(E ©q Q)
(22 7 = (BHEHRK) € Gal(k/Q));
(2) £ # p B2 LIE k TAFUEDPD L 13 [evel ZES%2 W] L X, pid LT
AFle & 51T Gg — Gal(k/Q) 2T sy = Froby £35& p(sy) 1
LG(E ®q Qp) DEHMITTH Y. p(sx) = ha(N) in Clreon, (E @ Q).

SHIZ, ETBRH LA ERETOSHERIZ p ZHIBRL72E EOKTFITOWT L FHN
H5bo

Bit$% C. Anderson-Blasius-Coleman-Zettler DERE. Wq (resp. W) 124D Q
(resp. R) O Weil #EZ KT, Wg DEB p: Wo — GLy(C) @ infinity type & idp
D Wr ~DOHIFR D[R R [p|W,E] DZETH5bH, :

T ([1]). 52 5M7z d, N KU infinity type [poo] X L. FH p: Wo — GL4(C)
TdH>T N(p)|N 2 p @ infinity type = [poo] % % b DDOFEIEHIZAHRM L 277
L2V,

CNDEEHDORA  MERD [Jordan DEHD Lie B | #RT 2 TH 5

EHE. K %8 compact Lie & T 5, COLEXHDLER J WHFEEL TRIY T
2 . K ORISR G 1T potentially abelian 72 H1X$6% < J % 4 1EH abelian Z4
F2FD, (2T 2T G ¥ potentially abelian & 13, BAITTOEREES GO #° abelian
PO (G: G°) PERTH B L, )

155 OBBRIT, REIRIMIC I Harish-Chandra OFRMEEHR (9], €5 1) % 5
bDHHDHDTED Galois MIEMEEZE 2Tz, LWHIT ELH LV, (CLT2L)Q,L
TD Galois *TIe#1E Fontaine-Mazur OFREFEIZELEEZ A5,
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