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ON GOUVEA’S CONJECTURE IN THE
UNOBSTRUCTED CASE

JEXK#E Lk Bt (ATSUSHI YAMAGAMI)

0. BUBIC

KE|TIE, TR LEFERIAABET 2 #HR Galois BEROYEE
FRICBET %5 Gouvea DFHELERILL, FNICHT A FER LA
35,

PEBHEB kEBE pDERE, St p L 0o 2ELFEHEESD
ﬁﬁﬁ%b‘tﬂ‘% Gs BBk Q LD S ONAGIE 72 B K Galois
PLAD Galois B2 & L,

p:Gs — GLy(k)

* 5B LEAELRIATHET 5 80 B4 2 B4 Galois BB E T
5. DL E, Gouvea DFHEMHEIIRRBE ERDL H I 5!

‘FAR. p DBEFe S DHARSUE % L, Katz-modular TH 5 9,
TbbH Katz D p EEEERICHHETI2ERTHS ).

ERTHRRZEEHIT, ZOFHEN 5 DEFREA® “unobstructed”
THDERE LB EITIIE Lv, a WHILDTH5.

LT, 81 8T, Mazur 2 X Z:!?Uﬁ% Galois BRI DL 5 + %
AL, Gouvea DFHEEERIL T, #FOFHRIIETAIEEE L RN
5. FLTE2HIZBNT, FEHOFEH DR % BT,

i, COMRESICBULIHBEOBRKREEATT S o/, #H
THOEAITLI D ERHBL EIFE T '

1. Mazur OZER;IBi% & Gouvéa NDFAE

Z DEi T3 Mazur [8] O FA: Galois REDOEREREZHE L
Gouvéa [3] 12 & W E#RIL S N EBATHBICHT 2 PR~ &
?&L:Kﬁblﬁﬁéiiﬁ%%ﬂi’\’é. LT, BEERNIREH b0 L
L, REAPCREFBNIER L DD LIRS .

pEBRM N 2 p LEVIZELERERE Lk 2 2 D ELOEH
YA KRBT piREALTHORAAQ—Q, 2 —2HEEL



TBL. f % tamelevel N TEA k OEHRILSN-BREERE L,
Fourier & ZUE
fl@) =) ang"
n>1
EFOLTAH. 0, Q, LEREh-AEERNIARTIEEL
REERTS:

EHX. ordy(ap) & f Dslope £\ ). TZT,ord, RERLES KT
p EMETH S, LI, f D level H* Np CEAN kK DEE, f D
slope a

0<a<k-1
TRITIENDPE. ST, bLad00 k-1 LEFLNE
X {213 critical slope &V 2\, FHLAND & X (X non-critical slope &
V.

p EBUE Q, IZ f O Fourier ff¥ a, EEL2TEML % K &
T5. K3 Q, LOFRRIEAKIZLZAEZENALATVT, O %
K OBEER m 2 Z0OWK ideal, k X ZDHEKGELTE. DL X,
I<AMON-BEL LT, Q D#ext Galois B Go N 2 KTTERHR

pr: Gg — GL2(0)
T, ROZODOHREW/I-T b DHFET 5:
(1) py BABRLOHRKE S :={ Np OFHEE } U {oco} OH

A3iEThH D,
(2) SICEE BWEBR LIZxL,

a; = Trace(ps(Froby)).

Z Z T, Frob; (3FEX | T Frobenius TCTH 5.

O BEERN f BT 2 Galois ®B p; &, mod m % & 54§t
GLy(0) — GLy(k) L DA E L o 7-HIA Galois BHE p L&
EIZT5. Lo (1) DHRICED, 513 Q LD S OAFRFIELRK
Galois LA ?D Galois # Gs *#¥HT 5.

p: Gs — GLa(k).
LT, p DERBRE ARSI 2T, kOREE LT

RIE. p 3BT H 3.
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1.1. Hida DI

7, Mazur (8] DEFEROKMIE L 213 Hida [5], [6] P
RTA%. BEREN f 252, LEHENTWT, “ordinary,” T4 b
L oslope 250 THAHEEEZ L. DL ., Hida 13 p EMLEEHA
T parametrize SN7: f & ordinary % p EEAHR OB K
L COERKRICOVWTHETRESIL, p EHNLEADT
TE RO ER T 2 BARRIIEANTH Y, ThIH
BEY 5 FR Galois REMFET f 2o kD pLELWVWIETHAS.

Z DEMRIK % AV T Mazur & Wiles [9] i3, Hecke fEFI%ET Z, £
LBEINBHIRTH N) L 2 kIt Galois £H

P : Gs = GLy(T°"(p, N))
THL, Z, LE#E I N/ ordinary ZEHEERICHBET 2BE 25
DFFL LT
p:Gs — GLy(Z,)
AN\ |modp
GLs(F,)
WXL, Z,-% TCIRMER R
p Tord(p‘, N) — Z,
W=D HEL, RORREFENOE LR ETIRIZT S, ) 2
EERL:
GL(T°"(p, N))
e/ N
Gs -2+ GLy(Z,)
P\ 2~ mod p
GLs(F,).

1.2. Mazur OEHIBH

ETRAZEHIZ, p A% ordinary ZEEER f ICHBET 254,
ordinary Z2EFEKICAET 55 L LIFITOoWTE, [pod 5% 2
L) LB AT D ENTE D,

T, f I2 ordinary % EDFEH % &% 21T v AR89 2 RKIR T,
pOEEL LIFOHRTEERRIZHHET L0288 IT5Z 13T
v, EVIMEIEL L. COMEEREZBIZELD, Mazur
B ICX2ERNEHRFEET 5:
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E#H. A% k Y ERBELTEHEMBEAT Noether IRE L, £DOMWK
ideal # my £ ¥ 5. p DDO0OFDL £
p, p : Gs — GL2(A)

-

A\ | modmy
GLy(k)
A strictly equivalent THh b &) &%, H5 M € Ker(GLy(A) —
GLy(k)) 2% - T,
p(a)=M"p(c)M (o€ Gs)
ERBILLTH. FLT,pDANDEE %X, ThOHOFL LW
O strict equivalence class D & & ¥ 5.
TEI2 (cf. (8, Proposition 1]). k *RRAE L ¥+ % DH 5 5EMEAT Noether
IR R(p,S) &, p DER
P : Gs — GLy(R(p, S))
BHEELT, BFL p O%R
p: Gs — GL')_(A)

L, B
GL2(R(p, S))
P lg
Gs & GLy(A)
A% strictly equivalent DZEZBRWTHIR & %2 5 W(k)-ZITCRIERRY
¢:R(p,S)— A
WPt —DfAET B, ST, W(k) 3ERE k EO Witt BTH 5.

D R(p,S) & pDEREFER L v\, p™V % p O ERLER
Ev,
EH LT, k-FRO 2 REFFHISEOLT Y b LZER M,y (k)
EiZGs %
o-M = p(o)Mp(a)™' (0 € Gs, M € My(k))

EIEHSE: Gs-lBEE Ad(p) & EL. p T AEREEN
unobstructed T&H 5 L i3,

H*(Gs,Ad(p)) =0
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ThrbIl. ZDLE, (8 Proposition 2] IZ& ) EREFE R(p, )
d W(k) LD 3 BEHEANBERBIREFAETH 5:

R(p,S) = W (k)[T}, To. T3].

ST, COHMOEHETRXR/-MEL R(p,S) A TR+ L
RDEH 5.

FIZE. tame level N O 2 BEER f I2HHET 584 Galois
KR pIIH LT, 5 [—#b SN EEER] I/EET 5 Hecke
RT(p,N) T

R(p,S) = T(p.N)
ERBbDHHETHD?

FAED Hida OEFIZBVTiX [— hﬂéh#ﬁ&mﬂjbéf
LD, p R L EALFFED ordinary %2 p EREERXTH 7.

i, ordinary EIIBRL RWVRIETIZED L) &ﬁﬁ!ﬁ?iﬁﬁf*ﬁﬁi‘b

DTHA M.

1.3. Gouvéa O F18

LEORMBEIIH LT, Gouvea [3] 13 [—Ax{b S/ RBIER] &L
T, Katz @ p EREFXEZIY EiF/-. 2O T, Katz-modular
RERICHTHEDHERE, FNEHAVTERILENFHIZON
TRV EES, (=¥ L < i, [3, Chapter III] ’&*530%. &)

Katz ® W(k) L% %éﬂf tamne level N @ p R EFRE£HE

AERT 5 (HBR & N7:) Hecke |B%E TH(W(k),N) &L, Z2Tw
Z)ﬂy/}* Galois &I p BHBEL TWA2EBFER f Ik E?Eéi’!]
W (k)-%Z TCIRHE R R

T5(W(k),N) — k. T > (the T-eigenvalue of f) mod m
DEE my EBLE, THIE THW(k),N) DK idael L1,
Ti’(‘,‘ioﬂj( ), N) & my IZBI L TSEML L 72 /HBT Noether 3% T(5, N)
T (cf. [3, Theorem II1.5.6]). 5 ® T(p, N) ~DER
p™*: Gs — GLy(T'(p, N))
VHEE LT, {EE D Katz-modular % p DEF
p:Gs — GLy(A)
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xt L, B
GLy(T'(p, N))
P Ly
Gs -5 GLy(A)
7% strictly equivalent DEEZ BV THIRE %5 W (k)-STIRHERE
¢:T(p,N)— A

VYA AR oY : ¥ o
+hbb, T(p,N) & pi2xd+ 5 ¥E Katz-modular EEER T
h5b.

ZDREREZITT, Gouvea IXRDFEEILTL:
Gouvéa DFH. R(p,S) DHEHA 5K D BRL LM
R(p,S) — T(p,N)
i, ABEETHAS. Thbb, p OEFIZLT Katz-modular T
»59.
RIS, ZROEERERRS:

EFER. p xHAEM N £ p LELEBOEEREL,S:={ Np
DEHRK U {0} £BL. f % tame level N OHBHLZEHERX
&L,

5: Gs — GLy(k)

% f ST 54 Galois ®RETS. b L p T HKERE
#% unobstructed T& % % b T,

R(3,S) =T N),
T bHb, Gouvéa DFARITIE L.

EE. (1) p DEFRIEAS unobstructed 23545 D Gouvéa D FHUS
DWTiE, ¥3° Gouvéa & Mazur [4] 125 8, [EHER f 27 level
p CHBLZEEZH D slope ¥ non-critcal TH->T Z, LEHEI N
Twa] L RBANTVS., EORIE, $EF (11 12D, level
Np (N i& p & B ELAEED ESR) DHA~EIIRE S N,
non-critical slope 2 #2 Z, EE#HR SN -BHER LT 2o T %
DT, Gouvéa DFHEDMARE T, FERENLDTH-7. LaL,
bR LEBOEERL, BEERX f SHTLRENER,pD
IR EE AT unobstructed %2 HiF, VWO TH Gouvéa DFARUITEL W
LERLTVEOT, ST TORRECABELRLIDDTH .
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(2) p DEFEIZEA unobstructed TH 5 EIZFR S WV IFAICIE,
Bockle (1] IC X AEERENH B05, T TIREHEEE LTV,

2. GEFADH#LES

COETR, EEEOGERICLELEEIIOWTRIAL, Fhb%
EQEIICHOLNEBBE L 7o\,

2.1. p DEEETHIR

EH. EFEBTSIONTWARESE Galois ®H 523 LT,
X = Homy (k).a1g(R(p, S), O)

EBE, pOERERER LV,

EEEHIR R(p,S) DHEIZEIN, X DBEz I3 5D O ~O

i
ps : Gs — GLy(O)

PHRIELTVS, BUBLIL, X 1250 0 ~NOEHLETH 5.

p NDEFLHIREAT unobstructed TH B ERELTWB DT, M T
BR72E 512, R(p,S) & W(k) LD 3 EHERNHERIBLEFR
Thd:

R(p,5) = W (k)[T, Tz, T3]
DF, CoOREBERE—2OEETS. m % O OBK ideal £ 15 &,
X Smxmxm, z~ (2(T1),z(To), z(Ts))

LD, X % Kx K x K OREIEE L AT, Serre [10] DEKRT
D 3 KT K-SRk fE & AT,

p I LT Gouvea DFEMELVZ L ERTIZHY, p OER
VY K-S HE X (2805 p BEEAERRICHET 258
DIRHFFCECARDLEND 2.

2.2. Coleman DR & Mazur @ infinite fern

pIXIRGEIZ & D, tame level N DEHAERICHHE L TV B DT,
Katz D EER [3, Proposition 1.3.9] & Deligne & Serre M#EEN
Ash & Stevens {2 & 5 —#%1{t [3, Lemma II1.5.2] i2& V), level Np O
BEAEERT p PAEL T2 b DX FET LI XD S, Z0RE
FHRUZ Coleman @ p # “overconvergent” {FEIERICBT 2 &8
[12, Theorem 3.1} Z#EHT % &, IKEED p-EHIHFHBETH S level
NpDp bELEFZLOEERR g 12 p MW T A LahH 5.
g \ZHBEY 5 level N'|N @ newform ¢’ #*5 3% 5 “twin forms” 12 %
FIIBEL TV 5. (newform 705 twin forms Z#HKT5 2 &2
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7, LELZLIFBU Coleman PEBREXBATH I LIZXD, p HA
OPHRO&EErHBETEREN f ICHBLTWS ERELTLV:

&M% C(f,k, @) f i3 level Nop, EA k Tp-BAFEHRALERERD,
HE Ny DO LEHRSN-EEEKTHY, £ slope a & non-
critical TH > T, a# (k—1)/2,(k—2)/2. TI T, Ny i& level N'p
(N' i3 N 0#%), EA K TpBorEBHALRERTZHFDL, €0 slope
o Mo <k -1, # (K-1)/2,(K -2)/2 £72>Tw5b pold %
O LEHKENS: p BHET Z2EERROHBTFZOITRADS D,

Coleman NEBEL LEHNLKkOGE L, LORKL®/-TEHE
¥Rk f bip #R R EHA T parametrize SN 5 Coleman DERK O
—~BTHLZ ELEFRLTWVS:

&8 p BT 2EEER f M¥ERMHE C(f ko) ZBTETSE. 2
NDEE k&0 K ADOH%E D, #0 L0 K-ErdB%

an,:D-0 (n2>1),

D ADEBOEZBF I o L 2RELRIES ENVFELT, ED
BE K 2L, O-FREOEAHEEE

fel@) = 3 an(k)q"

n>1

D&M C(fu, K a) Z@T p WIS ARAERE 25, SHI,
fo=f Ths.

CDETHHOND Coleman DIERIK {fa}aep 32T O LEHE
ENTVBEDT, FNLIZAETE pOEF pg B LB LT, X
MIZ D T parametrize & 1L7: 1 RJLD slope a DM C, i<
Z ENTE B ([11, Figure 1)).

H# C, LD EDEE K \SHIET A5 2 13, slopea D fir &
slope k' —1 —a & b 2F D twin form fl, £\, %% slope 2
DZOOBEBRRICHBEL T B, fl, (3% C(fL, K K -1 - a)
i3 DT, ZOEFEHR T #ES slope k¥ —1—a @ Coleman M
EREAFTOND. FNICHABET L2 Cvo1a T E OEHFIH
LT X RIZHIC T LT, Co EENEFN—H TR DS HRDERE
{Ck’—l—a}k'eE 133 ([11, Figure 2])

BEDL iz, Coleman DERKEZ 1T twin form & 5 L)
BIELHBVET I LT, EEEEER X A ERBED Coleman N
HRIEAEY 2 ¥ “infinite fern” Z# < T & A TE % ([11, Figure
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2.3. X ICH I 3BEEHRICFMET 3 AZNOHEEMS

ZDEITIX, LR infinite fern % AV 72 EEH DOFEH OBEEE 58
Nz, ZOFERRIL, Gouvéa & Mazur [4] 1245 Q, LR %, —
BRD p #E K ENEHIRLA-BDOTHS. (FEL <13, [12, Section
4| zEHRBOI L))

FEEORA %R T 5121, Spec(R(p, S)) A TEETRIATHE
THLRDLTHFEES X PHAETH S Z L eRdid Ly ([4, Sections
3-4] T ER). 2070, BETLVERELTFEZHEL.
L, X %%Spec(R(p,S)) T?ﬁ%"f‘&b‘t‘?‘h‘f 0 T&\v R(p,S5)
DX T T X LETHRLDLDHKHFETS. IREICLY, R(p,S) =
W(K)[Ty, To, Ts] TH Y, i R(5.S) it UFD 20T, 7 BT
ThHHERELTE.

m % O OEBK ideal & LT, 1+ m ® pro-p free ZE5 % Unee &
X, ~

lp = Homcout (G.S', ufl'ee)

EBL. BHERIZED, Gs DK pro-p abelian torsion-free #iid
F=1+pZ, LEEITH D, T ONAHAERTO@REICOTTHI
ET, RORIE%Z1E5:
v = Homcont(rsufree)
—:-)Ufree(‘—b K)
CHIZED, U % 1 KT K-BITHBLALTIENTES. e
XIZK ﬁi’fﬁ‘ﬂ’]kfk@l')b YEH T 5:
T:¥xX—>X, (¥,x)—zo0p.
ZCZT,zox i3 p DO NDEF
pe ® v : Gg — GLy(0)
AT % X@éfé)é RIET T #ifR C, 12 COMERAEHIRL
AR XK
m ¥ x(C — X.
EEE M=mn(VxC) &BL. C, % parametrize LT3 K-fig
ool D 2 +53/0 8 3AZET, M B X IZBVWTr=0%%E
BHERETIRRIT 1 O K-BITHEHFERETHH L LT LW,
Co & 545521618 TIES T L T, “conjugate arc” L IFIZR

% BhAR C A M AR SN, BFEENICAET 5 S TBRYT © A5
HAAIEDL, ROWEIREND:

. ﬁ"ﬁﬂfﬁhynbf Co t"‘b%ﬂﬂ%ﬁ.{(’y —a}k'eE ‘iATC
ZEEFhs.
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COFEIE, HRZ S slope 2 FHOERMECHSHEN, —2 DR
Co HICETNATEFERLTVEA, SO LT, £EHF E »¢
KB HA D ACHEETHL L VI BEICFETS. COFE
i3, BT T OFEMGIERILADDOTH), THIZL-T, XN
Spec(R(5,S)) AITHETH S EAFEHINL.
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