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ZH % b BT [3] &iF. 5 Artin PREEROTA T 7 E LT RTaonr NEELTWwWATaY ey
FO—HEEBETHLDTH S, EHDOEIE "Wiles, Taylor-Wiles 12 & %5, I 2 DRI O WT
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COWEBTI R T2 RBRIIHFST 270Dy 7 757 FETHIT 5 2 LITAAHELRD T,
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= RTaylor D702 x7 b,

» Buzzard-Taylor O EEM, GEHDOHEEL

= ZDRDIENRE
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BORZ GO, 25I0E -7 1 0 NBEOBLLSIERICIE, 2, 3RHEREN b A - 72562 B INGEE
BT DIV TELDED, TOFERICIEZ C f@W@b HTV3,

RTaylor D70 =7 +Z2ixo, OBEELIREMEIZTTIC (21F) BRINTLE->TVS L,
ZH2H ZoUEL Y 7 AEIIEREICRRAME (RS 1 0RETERIZO VT Galois B & DY)
ZAERT 5 L VHHER Aol THRBLTERIDOLEDT, BESH? Lo LEBHICEE
AT DD L LD, ZOMBBELZDOH LT A T 7 OERIET> TLAUER W ER S,

s, HE OISR E > TS NIAADPDSINEE, F/uibo "B S ing#E, OREIC
W%%x ﬁ:o ZD—AN—NITEH L 720, mBIC, HHOWEZ TS oIl ES A, HRI AT
#L 72w,

1.1 Artin M
F 2fREUE, F 22 DREPAE., Gal(F/F) % F OfftitAa 7# L35,
p: Gal(F/F) — GL,(C)

% Gal(F/F) O® n-XyuHEfEEFE LRI (%28, 2 2T Gal(F/F) IX profinite 72, GL,(C) & discrete 7%
HEE%T5ILIcT?) L§5, 2TI2Tplv % p D I-invariant (> T D, /I, DFKB), Frob, %
arithmetic 7 Frobenius & %R, Artin B%(%2

]_[det],—- ¥ (Froby) (N jqv) )~

TEET 5, Artin PR EIZZND, p B3 trivial ZILD constituent TH o7& ZD s =112EIT 5 pole
ZER\ T, B FIH LE holomorphic TH % & F5R 9 %5 FMITH %, Brauer | JZOTT’C L(p,s) B3
HEFEFH L meromorphic TH 5. EIFFEHI LT, — R NS @F'ﬂ%ﬁ@i Il %)EX. %
25, Artin AU, RO Artin PRZEL T GERICIEN L5 b)) SomIcikIn T,



1.2 4f Artin/Artin-Langlands -l

o DRI TH B854, Artin BABIZZ DRiE 2570, Dk p 2 ET 2, 2D pltWind 3 (2
2T L-BBO—HEEERT ) GL,(Af) IZ2W T cuspidal automorphic representation 25fF(ES %
ZEETPHET 2000 Artin PHTH S, T4 Langlands 70 77 LA DH D Langlands functoriality
principle D IR WNIGE L TEWHZ 5 2 LB TE S, FHEEIC Langlands 1&, 5 Artin T %
— LI 2 2 & Z&ZVHIT Langlands functoriality principle 2\ iZ> 7% EE 2 5 TWw 3, 90 AXR
(pre-Buzzard-Taylor) ¥ TIZid, XD — A D Artin PRV ST 7,

= n=1, B F OEEREL DY)

» n=2 F=Q, projp: Gal(F/F) = GLy(C) —» PGLy(C) = GLy(C)/C* DA} soluble TH %7 —
A (Lanlands @ soluble base change ¥l & 0 5 9)

ELHDT—Ab phYodd(#) TH S EIFRESN TRV EIEHL W,

F DRER (F=Q ODr—RAbEL) . p 2 totally odd TH 2854, M Artin PRIZEI 1 D
cuspidal (holomorphic) Hilbert modular eigenforms ~DO Iz P 2 HDTH %, 7. Deligne-Serre
% Rogawski-Tunnell IZ2& % Q, E® Galois RBIOFEKIZ OWTOLSHERS, 22T TG, &1
WIS B HFE AT Y%fﬁ (p-HERBID C ~D base-change) 2% p & —FT 25 T ~NEFIRZED S
LNTE D, 22U piEBERZICH T 270D F —7 A4 T 7RI Tw 5,

BT iZn=2 F= Q 7203 p B3 odd TH > T\ projp : Gal(F/F) — GL2(C) - PGLy(C) = GL(C)/C*
DD soluble TRV —RA, Thbb, ZND A; THELT7 — AT L 72 DTH %,

1.3 BT
T REEHE BRI,

Theorem 1 p > 5, L % Q, DHBRKIEAAE, 0 22 OBEE, w ZMKA 77V, F 2RHRELET 5,

p: Gal(@/Q) — GL2(0)
& MR 2 K0 pAERIL E L. KAEIRET 5.
. o EERHOESZ BT RIIETH B,

» p=(pmod w) : Gal(Q/Q) — GLo(F) 2% modular TH Y (TbbH, &% cuspidal [EHREIEA
ﬁ\ﬁf L. 207 7EELD mod p reduction 75 p EARITH %), ZD Gal(Q/Q(¢p)) ~Difill R
DHEREAITH B (¢, 11 DG p-TEl),

» pD D, ~NDHIRD2 DD 1 KIuRI a.p DIENITH D o & BIFE DBITATILZD (o mod w) #
(B mod w) TH 5,

CDLE, HI 1D cuspidal EERBIEXDEE L, ZIUTHIBT %540 7R (Deligne-Serre,
Wiles) 7% p & —3T %,

COEMEAKIZ pEA R TREUC O W TDORERTH % DT, Deligne-Serre 12X 5, HI 1D
cuspidal [EAREIZRICHIGT 2 00 7 REDOBDOHRMED &, Hodge-Tate weight 235 L WA D
Fontaine-Mazur A2 FBAVICEER L Tv» 5

i Artin PRERZECIZIEI C~Q, ’E.EL projp DRI As TH % & ZIZ p 53 modular TH S Z &
ZEEHL 20 UE e 6%\, BRIV p=2,5 &7 5 Z LITEH L2V, 24U Serre AL (p=2,5)
DIREM 727 — R DI, CO)’T—XGC FR > Tl Shepherd-Barron-Taylor {2 & 25 RMTH 5,
7272, TRTD p 1220 TD modularity 23R 5D TIE% < pe{2,5} & 3 TEHEMAMFITFLNTHS (3

DEMIE, Skinner-Wiles @ MLT 2% p = 3 C p-ordinary 2> [p-distiguished; D7 — A D&H MLT 23
BAZLTWBZEILL2bDTHS, fE- T, Kisin D MLT & soluble base change % {# 21X Z D 5tk
ZMOBRC 2 EMRTE DD, Kisin DIEFHE BT DT LRICA>THRETHS),

AEHOBEIIRD K ) TH 2, p=5 2RET 5, £3. HMR soluble %iFE FCcQ T, p 0)
Gal(@/F) ~NDHIRAY GLy(F5) T target ZHiE ., £ 72 Z D determinant 2 mod 5 cyclotomic fE#IC
% K ) ES, EHIELD Hilbert irreducibility Z VT, E @ 5-torsion E[5] 73 p D Gal(Q/F) ’\O)ﬁ?u



BRE—BT 2 X9 7% F LEMIRE E 2R 20 %, Zd 3-torsion A1 7Bl E[3] D GLy(C) ~D Y 7
F D&Y odd, irreducible, soluble TH 5 Z 6, E[3] DWEI 1 DRMIERUCHBET 5 mod 3 ' 7
RULLFARTH S Z L FI/RT (‘E[3] is modular'), XKIZ, Skinner-Wiles IZ &k % MLT %f#i->T T3E
2% modular TdH % Z & Faltings Isogeny Theorem 2°5 E 2% modular TH 5 Z & ZitHHT 5, 22056
E[5]. T%bbL p D Gal(Q/F) ~DilIIRDY modular TH % Z & 230415, Ramakrishna-Taylor Bz
5p ?D 5-adic V7 p ZHE L, FHO Skinner-Wiles 25T p @ Gal(Q/F) ~DillfRA% modular T
H5ZE%RART, '‘Automorphic descent’ 2>5 p %% modular TH % Z L DRE, 5 D modularity 236E9)

p=2®D7—ATI&, 2torsion 25 p LML 7% X9 % Z[(1 + v/5)/2]-Hlbert-Blumenthal Abelian
Variety A Z H 21} (CM Biiiaz > THERIC A ZHRT %), 2D /5-torsion #¥ modular TH 5 Z &
ZEDERZ > TELC,

EHOEMFITIEZNZNIHDRH 5, 22T, H2BE N = N(p) (Artin conductor; FFIZ p 1 N %
# S Z) BEEL T, p 23 Np N TIEATIETH S T 5,

0. BT OARBEMZiEMmIE p > 5 12X 5%\ (Taylor-Wiles D ic 2 DFEMEEZHIEE L TW03),
Taylor D 7’0 = 7 b DEFEKRTH % Buzzard-Dickinson-Shepherd-Barron—Taylor [4] Tl&. 5 Artin 7
HADIDHICKHE R TRTDONN=V % p=2 TEEHEITWVLD,

1. ¢ & D, DAGTFUZAEEE. R=R(p, ¢) & p D p-ordinary 7>, Z D 1 Xt quotlent 2D, ¢
TfEH L T\ % deformation @ universal ring, h = h(N) = h(T';(Np*®)) Z T XTDHK (ko) b)“C@
Hecke operator T, T/ S 415 Hida Hecke A-algebra & L, Z®D p IZRIET 3 h 0)@?(4’ FP. T
bbb

» Np ERTHHHFEHQITOVT
— Tq — trp(Frobg),
- QSq — detp(Frobg)
= N2 ZEBQITOWVT Ug
» U — ¢(Froby)
THERINDMAA T 7NV TORFTEMLE T=T(p,¢) £ T 5L E, Aalgbera A
y:R~T

YLD, TIT
A= Zp[[(1 + pZp)]]
El.u=14pe(l+pZy) & LI, A~Zp[[(u—1)] THS, %7, Diamond fEHZE

(): (Z/NpZ)* x (1+ pZy) =~ Z x (Z/NZ)* — h

D1+ pZy) D7 7278 —%2BLT hIT ANMEEELR>TWV 5,
vy DEEPE, $7%b5 TR=T (in families)1. DRI K DM ST 505, pre-Kisin T
ERDITHEDH %, HtZEZ 2 D specialisation map & 5% &, AKX

R L T
! |

R 2 — TQ

DY D, ZL T
o JEHBEEED S T 1% A-torsion free TH 5,

» Wiles, Taylor-Wiles I2& ) Ry = T, XM THS (ZZIXp>5ThHhb I L, E|Gal @/0()) »

MR TH B Z DML TV B, p—3 WIERT 2121 5 2% Gal(Q/Q(v/=3)) 2 5k X
NTVETr—AZRFIERV, p=2 IZIET ST pis odd Szl i if;%f;
Vo Blaa@/ae,)) DR BRI S X Taylor-Wiles method IZ 1B T, Tz kR I

Skinner-Wiles D DILGR ST,



NS5 ker(y: R—>T) 0 THHIZEWHEHTE %,
2. RDEI 1 ~D DO specialisation %% overconvergent (companion) Tdh % Z & Z{itHT 5,

3. TN5D U, IZDWT non-zero %EGEZFFD (p T ordinary TH2 I L6 HE)) T &0,
supersingular annuli N EFER T % 2 £ D3 TE (BIRD ‘analytic continuation’), Z Z T.D D specialisation
ZHiDADESL I ENTESL I L2ELC (ZDFEHICIE p T lwahori L ~LAF & OLRBIHIERZ 5 ) .
5D & HH 121 overconvergent TREEAD ¢-lEFA % L2 D72HY, Z DIREUE Hecke [EIHHIC X > T—
HIZEE > T3 2 & (‘strong multiplicity one’) (ZiEH L 72\,

DAz 2 &3 23 L CHAL 72w,
N>4% p ERBEHEL, L)L N D overconvergent TRIIEAZ £ $ERL 72\,

Xy % Z, FEEINS

v Zp-AF — A BERI NUAEMIR E

o BEAX—L28f i uy — E[N]
D% BRI R IR B O compactification & L. % @ Raynaud generic fibre % XF2 &9 2,

T 2T ¢ % XR? D non-cuspidal 25, £ ZNUTL ST 0 LEFRIND Xy DR (KIZ LD
ARTIERET, (13 K RICERINLRZ 52553, Xy D properness 2> 5 Spec O DRI~ E

lift SN%) % (E,i) L L. (= (EN) % k LEZEINS Xy D special fibre Xy DI (k 13 F = Ok /w
DHPBIRIEKRE) 52 L, 2B 258HRATE X

K[[X]]

D TEI NS, fE> T, admissible A sp1(¢) € XE2 1& k O Witt BR W = W(k), 2L T
K =WI[l/p] Zffi>T
Max(W[[X]] @w K)

TERINS, sp1(¢) C XF? ED X ITXk > TEEI NS rigid analytic function Z N X THELT 5
H%\
v(¢) = v(E) = min{vk (X({)), 1}

2 2T XF2 LD Toverconvergences; Z @AM BT v 2R T 2, 22T w 13 K Lol
(valuation) T vk(p) =1 & normalised SN b D ET S, v iF i:uy — E[N] ITKEL BV, X 3w
DX, Eisenstein % E,—1 F 721 Hasse invariant! Ha @ (local) lift % ¢ DUEFICFHE L 72 DI
SRVOEN, Tz A IR Xt TH B &, 7 E,o1 & Ha A% supersingular 51T
simple zero ZHf D Z L6305, FARRDER» S v I X DFEFHFICLS W ERELNS, fiE
2T,

Lemma 2 v(E) = 0 if and only if E is ordinary, 0 < v(E) < 1 if and only if E is supersingular 23 % ) 32,
72D cusp THIHEAIF v() =0 LEET S,
ITC, T2 Trz20<r<1 Zi7cdHEMBETIR, xe{<rn<r=r>r>r}lZOVT
Xn2

v D3« 27§ &9 e XB? ORD admissible FASEG & T %, £7. (E,i) Z Xy D non-cuspidal part
Yy b universal %288, e: Xy — E T# D identity section % 2 3R,

—— *
w: =e€ QE/YN

IE b5 542 HIX Verschiebung V : EP — E @ LieV : Lie(E)®P ~ Lie(E®) — Lie(E) #* Ha @ (E,7) TO#
Ha(E,7) € H%(Spec k, LieV (E)®P @ Lie(E)) ~ H%(Spec k, LieV (E)®(P—1)) ZED 5,



TYy LEREINS, X 1D Tautomorphic bundle; ZED %, D7D, w T Xy LANDIEE (15
W line bundle 127 % 2 LITTEH L 72\v) . O XB2 D analytification Z/8 9 Z £12T %, DI,
TRTOER k>0 1220T, HY(XF2,, w®(—cusps)) DILZEE k D (r-)overconvergent cuspidal £
B LS,

2 2

Coleman-Mazur 12 & % GLy/Q-eigencurve DL SE S ICED NS D03, EHEGEHT 5 2 & bk
%

p 13Z D D-RIAMBATWIEHE o & B DEANITH >z, 2T
T(p,a) = R(p,a) 5 O
05
» Np ERTHHHEHQITOVT

- TQfa = p(Fron)fa,
— QSqfy = detp(Frobg)fs

= QIN THEIEB QIZDOWT Tof, =0 (EfEIIZ, BELSIEINPED VORI N Z p &HK
THHFEEHEMIE, Qnew BDHDZH->T 1 3)

= Upfy = a(Frobpy)fy
% i 72§ overconvergent [f A cuspidal fREJER £, 2155, AEHOMZEIIXRD X9 TH 5,
FTRTOEEE k>112o0nT
SR(N) := HO(XR 2y, w® (—cusps)),
0<r<p/lp+1) 27 TRTOEHE r I2DOWT

Sk(N,r) := HO(Xﬁ”%,,w‘@k(fcusps)),

Sk(N) := HO(XR2, w®k(—cusps))

E9 5, InslFZznz i pif cuspidal fRESZI, p-iff r-overconvergent cuspidal fRESIEZF, i LY
(classical) cuspidal (REJEAD L X7 FVZERTH 5, ZDEEDPS,

Sk(N) C Sk(N,r) C SY(N)
WD Lo TwD, £, TDOWUERIFRIZ Hecke equivariant T %, KIZ Hida Hecke A R h = h(N)
(TGN
SO%(N) := Hompy (h, A)
E95%, Tt A-adic forms D A-MFEFTH 5, F BB k 1I2D0WT SON)[K] 2 SO(N) DERSINEET

(Z/pZ)* < (Z)NpZ)< < A L5 h F5 A

M ¢ € (Z)pZ)* % (k2 123K % A-adic form F DESIZ LT 5,

RIFTTIZTP>TVREH5DET 3,
» EHEERDO FEM: e % Hida idempotent & 7§ 5,



- XL x (Z/NZ)* — Z, ZHBIRET. 2D (1+ pZ,) ~DHIRAS conductor p” TH % &
RET2E (2 uDxICEBBETEEBRN P =1 THY, x ¥ (Z/Np*'7Z)*
DIFEAERT ).

(h®z, Zp[x])/(u — (1 + p)*"%¢) = e (L1 (NP ) x)

NP AVRYASN
- B ~

Fi Y (F(Ta) mod (u— (14 p)<?))q"

n=1

2k ->T, [
SO (N)[K]/(u— (1+ p)**) ® Cp ~ eS(N)

DI D 37O,
» U, 13 Sk(N, r) IZ completely continuously (29 %,
. SUN) Eic e XT3,

= SP(N) ki
IFIl=11D_ cnlf)g H—buplcn( )|

n>1

TED SIS /LA DWT SYN) 1 Banach 2% T,

Lemma 3 eS{(N) C Sk(N, r). T b b p-ith cuspidal (REJEID k ~D specialisation 1% overconvergent
cuspidal IR Z E#T 5,

Proof. F % eS}(N) DILE T %o T5E €S o, 1y (N) DIL Fy Ty Z D Banach /)L AICDWT
s o0 O F AT 5 5 9 7% p M cuspdal ORI (F,} 2% 2 L D3RS, BIAIE E,
ZEZ p— 1 @ Eisenstein & & T4UL F, = e(FE”" ) RGeS

BB X D n 2SR E I (X DB k+p"(p— 1) > 2 DS SZOW)
€Sy pr(p—1)(N) C Skrpn(p-1)(N)
DD LE ., fE> T F, 1 classical TH B, ED—HT, EFED»D
Sktpr(p—1)(N) C Skqpr(p—1) (N, r)
ERDDTTIREL n DR Fy 13 S pnp-1y (N, r) DILRILT

ZZTe% eSk(N,r) ZHRIZ, (1—e)Sk(N, r) IZF>T U, 2* topologically nilpotent 1272 % & 9 IZ
E® 5 (Serre D p-adic Banach space Bfi) Sk(N,r) FICED SN BEHFE LTS L (SYUN) &S
Hida idempotent % Sy (N, r) IZHIBR L 72If, Serre @ idempotent e £ —EH T %), Z ) o7z nIZDOWVT

e(Fa/EE )

I eSk(N, r) DILZE L2, eSK(N, r) ERTH 2 2 L2 5, e(F, /E ) DUHILTH % F 13 eSk(N, r)
DILEKT, O

FRRIC o 2 B CIEIHAR T f3 bIRTE 2, HELZDIZ o L BBRES>TED L & IEZN
ZERNE T R TOMEEEDE L \[EFE overconvergent FREEATH S Z L TH S, ZHZ b pre-Kisin
TlEa=BD7r—AIX R(p) ZWHT 2 LI ZAH KL, a=8 D7 —RAFREDLDOMSH
[11] (Taylor @ unpublished letter IZHED VT %) THbON TV 2, K DKL ZOEELZAREHNICH
f#$ %121, Gross/Coleman-Voloch |2 & % companion forms IZ DWW T DEERMLETH %, RaR1ZD3,
Gee %12 X % Buzzard-Diamond-Jarvis FHEDFEHHDRAIZ 1L Z D companion forms OB SAE 112
B ->Tw3,

2Ep_1 B3 Xﬁ'io B TRl X,’Si Y non-zero TH B EEFMHoTND,




3 3

Xiwn 2 Zp FEFEIND
» Zp A ¥ — A RERSINIAEMIR E

= lwahori L UG, T b LHRHEEEA X —L4 C c E[p] T |C| = p (HARIT isotrivial, i.e., C
D Elp] = E[p]" 12 & 21823 (E[p]/C)" LMMTH )

» BEAF—LH) i py — E[N]

Dl % PHRUICHEFD modular curve @ compactification & L. % Raynaud generic fibre 2 X = Xf3, &
¥ 5,

(E,i,C)— (E,N)
T‘ﬁ%éh%%ﬁ% q:XIW,N—>XN E35%, £72
(E,i,C) — (E,i mod C, E[p]/C)

’G‘%%éﬂé%ﬂ'% w: XIW,N — XIW,N kj‘%o
X =Xfa, bicid, 20 p- %z BTl g & 9 2BI% v TRZNM7 TS DDBIHET B,

= E %% ordinary T C 7% multiplicative DK} v(E, C) = 0, E 23 ordinary T C 7? étale DI v(E,C) = 1,
E %? supersingular DR 0 < v(E,C) < 1,

« u(E,C)+v(E/C, E[p]/C) = 1,
v 3R D D ORERITIED D 5,

(degree): K & L DHRKILKIEK, Ok 2ZDEBIRE T 5, C & Ok FEZRINIAHI flat FEA
¥ — A4 L9 %I, Oort-Tate, Raynaud LD 5 C O cotangent sheaf 73 Ok /y0k DILTEE S (C
@D Cartier-dual ® cotangent sheaf (¥ Ok /60k Ty =w,) s TZTK DFMET wk(p)=1 %% X9
ﬁ%@%ﬁl’)ﬁ:ﬁ\ v %ﬂﬁ??% CD1- VK('Y) = VK((S) &%&)%o

IEfEICIE 2 DEFRI ‘pointwise’ DAL DT ‘family’ THERNBERDMLE L &5, THUTIE univer-
sal 7% C O cotangent sheaf we ZH{D . Z D Fitting ideal DAJRIGD (1-)valuation % F 5,

local coordinate): Z 2T 5 % XF-a @ non-cuspidal Zeri., FXZFNIZL - T O EERERINS
IWN

Xwn PHFZ (E,Ci) £ L ( C,i) % k LEREIND Xpyn D special fibre X1y vy DL (k 1
F OHARXIERE) L35 T%mfﬁ%@ﬁ}ﬂ
kX, Y]/ (XY)

DETEINS, fit> T, admissible FIES sp~1(§) € XF? 13 k D Witt BR W = W(k), 2L T
K=WI[l/p] Zffi>T
Max(WIXY]|/(XY — p) &w K)

THRIND, 2ITX =0 Lie(CV) #0 = Lie(C) =0 & C = ker(V : E —» EMP), Fi
Y:O@Lie(C#o;»Lie(CV):o@E ker F £ 5 K )ITNIRX—=8— X, Y ZiEA TV 5,
Mz z /s & sp7i(€) & annulus 12725 TV B D253 0> % (lwahori L X)L & Tl 7 WIRFIT 1
disc Th-o7Z 2 HBHLTUIL W),

Z 2T E %% ordinary T C %% multiplicative (resp. etale) %R v(E,C) =0 (resp. v(E,C) =1), ¥£7
E %3 supersingular 7356

v(§) = v(E, C) = min{vk (X(£)), 1}

2k o T X3, LD Toverconvergences ZFiAM BB v 2K T 2, 22T w ¥ K LOfHA
(valuation) T vk(p) =1 & normalised SN7zHD LT 5,

WFDFEUfEZ &2 2 EEBEMEE LTE L,



% 9. ‘analytic continuation’ EFEIENDE T 7 =y ZIZOWTHRIL 72\, 20 =AY IFRD L H T
b5,

U C V % rigid analytic modular curve X = Xfi3, @ ‘connected ordinary locus®% & & connected %
admissible BEE AT, (E,C) 28 V D non-cuspidal B ZELTHLE, L C LREZTXNTD
Raynaud “VHESHEA ¥ — 2L D C Elp] I22WT (E/D,(C+ D)/D) % U L:® non-cuspidal %2 5% 5 2
5, EVIFMFICE o TREBOU N TR bD LT 5,

T2, 5L fF DU LD Uy-eigenfunction T, Z DIEFHAE o 45 non-zero TH - 72Kf, V 1D function
Up(f)/as BB ZD (E,C) TOAED?

(1/p)Y_f(E/D,(C+D)/D)

D

7% X9 7% function NEIERTE S 2 EDBH NG, 2D UV %2 v 2flio TREOT 22 &8
TE 5 I EITHEH L 72D Buzzard(-Taylor) [2] TH %, ZEEEDHIUL, (E,C) = X K> 7Rz, C
EHEBZTXRTD D C E[p] 1220 T

v(E/D,(C+ D)/D) <v(E,C)

DD V> TV BIRY [ TNz § (E,C) DHET 25818 £ Tinon-zero [ £ {H % £ overconvergent

Up-eigenform Z A2 TIER S 2 2 L 3HHEL Z & 2 HLTHN 5,
HiDx7ayTz)vol £ 5 (BO%) BRTETHRDERPS, TR X DEITrIZD

WTOAREADBRD L, = ETTENDILD L w2 ZDIFETHHMRAR I L TH S,

Lemma 4 v(E,C) =v(E/D, E[p]/D) if and only if v(E,C) =0, 1.

HIR2N supersmgular annuli @ iy % T Up-eigenfunction DMERTE S Z L 2R L T 5, FEHICH
MuatiEIc R Z 255, SHh2IGHT 2 DICIEETOEEPBETSH 5,

CHUTHBHER ¥ — Af@ w2 o TR 2 23, BT 13 Katz @ canonical subgroup ¥ % - C
v(E,C)<p/(p+1) ETIZIE T a—ivy BRI ER2RLT0S, GEHIZROKTH 5,

E3c

Lemma 5 ¢ % X[33 LD non-cuspidal 7% 51, ¢ % &€ D q: X3 — XF2 12X 28 (FO non-cuspidal)
£9 %, ZOIR,

= Ifu(§) <p/(p+1),

» ifv(§) >p/(p+1),
v(¢) = p(1—v(§)).

ZFAWIT 2, Lemma DFEWICIE Lubin 12k 2 (1 %00) BB % 9 ik ([13]) &. mod p Hfi
([6]) Zffi5 238D 3% %, Appendix IZHIE ZHE/T L T2 5,
Z @ Lemma & Katz(-Lubin) canonical subgroup theorem % fHlA G ® TRANFHTE 5,

Proposition 6 n % non-negative %% L L., L (E,C) 7 v(E,C) < 1—p/p"(p+1) Zmizz L, D
DC ¥R D Elp] DIEED Raynaud AIRVFHIGHA X —LTH 24613, (E/D,(C+ D)/D) I
v(E/D,(C+D)/D)<1—p/p"p+1) 27T,

Proof. Case by case for C =H or C # H. O
Z 9 o7z Proposition 225, (XF2 LD T <) XFa, ED v 25 moduli D & ) AEI /4
overconvergence) % HtAM > T2 D72, EHfiEL 72\, T4, Coleman, Gouvea Z?D 9 0 £ D

3E (resp. C) ® geometric special fibre 7% ordinary (resp. H{A ¥ —24 p, EFM) %25 (E,C) 5% % X O admissible
B S




EFHICHONZBE L IIZD LA RS> T0LDED, COFRBRDOEHI 2, ZDHD p-itt /i LR
G A D 2 72 e (Coleman DEHD —ffLe &) ~DEELL>TWwE, CNZREBLED
7% Buzzard [2] Td %, Bijakowski-Pilloni-Stroh [1] &, 2D 74 77 % PEL BENZRIK LEZI NS
holomorphic/geometric p-iEfRIIEHIC —BILI ¥ 7 b DTH %,

—7J7. degree (= 1 — Fargue's degree) %> TOHEEH L MANMNL 72\, £7

Proposition 7 (Corollaire 3, [5])) C & G % Ok FiEZEI N7z order p DHRFHEEA X —L LT 5, %
7B F.C—GDEA6N, 2D f[1/p]: Cl1/p] — G[1/p] 1& K LFREITH 2 LAKET %, Z DI,

deg(C) > deg(G)
DHIZIRAZ L, deg(C) = deg(G) if and only if f is an isomorphism.

BHIS T 5,

IICLEMm#EEZ C— (C+D)/D (DIF C 87452 Elp) DHRFHEIRHA X —LTh-o T,
£72 (C+D)/D 3 C D, E[p]/D TDIRD schematic closure & L TEFREI N T 2) ICHHT2 &,
v(E,C)=v(E/D,(C+D)/D) THB It L C~(C+D)/DTH%I LM ifandonlyify TH O, —Jitk
FlX E[p] 2% Ok ETDx(C+D)/D 1T split LT3 Z & %R, order p D PRFIHFEA ¥ — L D3 H
(5 21X, Dieudonne FGn» 069 ) 25, Z4Ud E 2% ordinary TH 2 IRFICIR 2 (AIRIIC deg(E) =0, 1),

ICHi 7 avhoZzour7REPEL S L p LRAMEZR S X9 7%, overconvergent %[ f
REER 1, fg DAFEET B2 2 LB o7, £z, HiIBD ‘analytic continution’ DFED 5| fy, fp 13
HY(X<1,w) DILTH B Z LT h o7, RIC fy, fg ZIED G 5 HIEICOWLTRIL 720,

EAN

F = af, — Bfg,
G=f, —fs
£9 5,

ROME (2 DFEINZ T TICHII SN T 3) 13 X = X3, ETHED &b & 572 overconvergent
form 23 p-old TH BT &, THHOLZND XF2 1T descent 5 2 L Z2AHT 2 DICHIEL 7 5,

Lemma 8 If (E,C) is a point satisfying v(E,C) € (0,1), then v(E, D) € (0,1).
Ziwn 2 Qp HERI N, ZOPMD (E,C,i,D):
s (E,C,i) V& Xrwn[l/p] DEARZERL,
» DCE[p| & C £5% 2 |D|=p %2HRVHEERA X — 2 (MIAIIC étale)
% D ERIIHIHR (D compactification) & L. Zry 12 % Z D Tate rigid analytic Q,-space &3 %,
qi: (E,i,C,D)— (E,i,C),
q2: (E,i,C,D)— (E/D,i mod D, E[p]/D)

T q1,G2: Ziwn — Xiwn ZED 5,
F7, wx &, X7 LD automorphic bundle w & ARRICER S NS X = XF7, £D weight 1
automorphic bundle &7 %,

Lemma 9 ¢ % Ziyn7.0 EDEFHRIZOWTOHRLER g5 1 wx — qf rwx EEFEL, X(0,1) T
0<v(é) <1 Ziid X LM ¢ DEA L LERINDS X D admissible BIEA & T 5 K,

qI,T—aF = ¢*q§,T—aG

D q_l(X(O, 1)) - ZIW,NYT_Q TRk YRVASR



Proof. Zry nT.a LTD g-expansion DFIE, O
UcC X ZED admissible FIFES & T 5 R,
w: HO(U, w8 — HO(w(U), w$k)

Z w(f) = *w*(f) TEFET S, T Ty ldisogeny E - E/CIZEX>THRIKED NS X LDE
MHRDBAR qiw® — qrw® 2T,

Corollary 10 (E,C) % X(0,1) kD, D C E[p] % C & %7 % Raynaud HRIR I ATEA X — L & T
5, TOLE, (E,CD) & g 1,(X(01) DILEMKL,

F(E.C) = qir.F(E,C,D) = ¢"q5 7 ,G(E,C, D) = ¢$"G(E/D, (C + D)/D) = w(G)(E, D)

NI A RVASN

Lt%yo‘( F(E,C) & C KL\, Thbb, (E,C) 28 X(0,1) DRTHBIEH, &2THH
(E,D) € g Y(q(E,C)) = q 1 (E) C X(0,1) I&2WT F(E,C) = F( D) 23D 2D, Z#uid I Corollary
fy%fifzio

F 72 Lemma 92 5 XRBEBITHET
Theorem 11 F & w(G) %% X(0,1) T BH I > T, HYXF3 w) DILZ LT,

ZDILD X2 ~D push-forward, & D EH T degree p+ 1 D cover X3, — XF? IC2W»TD
descent, Z ZDFEEHEBEHRTD p IZWIET 2HEZ 1 D classical modular eigenform TH %,

G : HO(X,w) = HO(XE? w)
% trace & THUL. quq*(f) = (1 4+ p)f DD Z>TW 35,
CITFf=qF L32L ¢*f =(1+p)F LD DT £H, X(0,1) LXK
(q"f)(E.C) = (q"q.F)(E.C) = Z F(E.D) = (14 p)F(E.C)

(E.D)eq'(E)

»oENPND,

4 Appendix: Canonical subgroups

E% Ox LORMR. £ % £ o (1X70) AR (E @ identity 122V TORGES{L) & ¥ 2. E
@ canonical subgroup H C E[p] & I

= (Katz-Lubin) E(K) NO, JFi & 24U p IR ST (p— 1) O Z K-pie LTHD
E(K)[p] = E[p] DA%k p 5%t H 2467 (Newton polygon %l T 'E(K)[p] DR %2 M# <),

= B L IE, ZD special fibre 25 E x g, k 12DV T DX Frobenius @ kernel & —3¢ 2% X 9 7,
Elp] DHE—DRIE p EITHE H

EREFKT D Z EMHKS, Canonical subgroup theorem (ZXD X 9 TH %,
Theorem 12 (Katz-Lubin [7])
= Ifv(E) < p/(p+ 1), then the canonical subgroup H = H(E) exists.
DLy, v(E) <p/(p+1) DIKDZDIE, E 1 not too supersingular TH 5 EFH T EIXT 5,
= Ifv(E) =0, then H is the étale subgroup of E|[p].
= Ifv(E) <1/(p+1), then E/H is not too supersingular and v(E/H) = pv(E).
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= Ifv(E)=1/(p+1), then E/H is too supersingular.

= If1/(p+1) < v(E) < p/(p+ 1), then E/H is not too supersingular, v(E/H) =1 — v(E) and the
canonical subgroup of E/H is E[p]/H.

= Ifv(E) < p/(p+1) and D # H, then v(E/D) = v(E)/p and the canonical subgroup of E/C is E[p]/C.

= Ifv(E) > p/(p+1), then C is a subgroup of E[p] of order p, v(E/C) =1/(p+ 1) and the canonical
subgroup of E/C is E[p]/C.

Lemma 13 =« C %% canonical subgroup T& %K, v(E,C) = v(E) DY 32D,
= CCE[p] bL L3 E[p]/C C (E/C)[p] DH 7% & b—DIZ canonical subgroup Tb 5,
Remark. v(E,C)+v(E/C E[p]/C) =1 WFILD Lo T B I L2 B L THRL W,

Proof. s DL [10] ICEEHI ST 5, AFHDORFIZRD K 9 TH %, Katz IZ X % canonical
subgroup DEF /K (Theorem 3.1.7 [7]) 7> 6  JFE KA D (p—1) HDFL P 1 v(P) = (1-v(E))/(p—1)
D K-valuation ZFf2, —J, #lZ1F Lubin 12 X % 1 RITEABHT OV TOFRE (Lemma 1.3 [8]) 25
v(E,C)=1—-3 v(P) (RIHNEAD (p—1) O %EES) B350, ZO%fHAGbEILUIR,

“OHOMEZGEHL 72w, EB 5% canonical THRWET S, b L v(E)<p/(p+1) B>
T\ 2% 7% 513 canonical subgroup theorem 7> & E[p]/C C (E/C)[p] # canonical TH 5 Z LIZ%>TL
EFIDTU(E)>p/(p+1) DIRDEDIETTH S, LH L IDK, FU canonical subgroup theorem %>
5 E[p]/C C (E/C)[p] #3 canonical TH B LickD, FET 2, O

Z D Lemma o> T, Lemma 5%FFHAL 72\,

(Lemma 5DFEMH): £9° v(E) < p/(p+1) ZIRET 5, b L. C »* canonical TH 5K, I Lemma
6 v(E) =v(E,C) BEH ., —77 C ¥ canonical TR W, [A Lemma 7»5 E[p]/C C (E/C)[p] »3
canonical TH %, fit>T, 1—-v(E,C) = v(E/C, E[p]/C) = v(E/C) = v(E)/p (IftD5=1Z L canonical
subgroup theorem & D) THH . v(E) =p(l —v(E,C)) BEIT 5,

RIZv(E) > p/(p+1) Z{KET % & . canonical subgroup theorem X 0 E[p]/C C (E/C)[p] &* canonical
THDHDT,HADT—A LRI 1-v(E,C)=v(E/C) 3EIT %, Lo L 2 DE{ canonical subgroup
theorem 2°5 v(E/C) =1/(p+1). HI%L v(E,C)=p/(p+1) ZEIFT 2, O

W 2 5 WHIZIGRE O RH, KD 32,

Proposition 14 = v(E,C) < p/(p+ 1) DI C 13 canonical TH %,

= v(E,C)>p/(p+1) DIK C % canonical Tlx7z\>,

Proof. v(E,C) < p/(p+1) ZIRET %, b L C »¥ canonical THRWET 2L Elp|]/C C (E/C)[p] B}
canonical TH 2 DT, 1-v(E,C) =v(E/C) DD LD, b L v(E) < p/(p+1) 251X v(E/C) = v(E)/p
B . W(E,C) > pl(p+1) BRDToTLES . 7 v(E) > pflp+ 1) %51 W(E/C) = p/(p+ 1)
THH., W>T(E,C)=p/(p+1) B LE, FRICFIET 5,

RIZv(E,C) > p/(p+1) ZIRET %, L C ¥ canonical TH 5 T 5L p/(p+1) <v(E,C) =v(E)
75 canonical subgroup DEAFEMEICFIET 5, O
5 Going beyond BT

FEEOREDOHEH [11], [12] TRAFEHS LT3,

Theorem 15 p 2K HE T2 (p=2 bFFIN3), L % Q, DAMKIEKRE, 0 22 DBEIR, w %
RA TFT7N, F2RRELET D, F 2RIEE,

p: Gal(F/F) — GLy(0)
% MR 2 20t paERBLE L, X2RET 5,
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o & totally odd TH %,
p FABRMEOFE R 2R TIATE TS 5,

p = (p mod w) : Gal(F/F) — GLy(F) & absolutely irreducible Td& % 23 T badly dihedral; “Tl&7z\»
ERET B,

= p %% *ordinary* modular Tb %,
» TRTD p EOFERIZEIT S inertia group (TEWHRE) D, p Ik 2B ERTH 5,

DL E, HI 1D Hilbert cuspidal [EARITEADIELE L . ZHUTKIRT 2 41 7 KB (Rogawski-
Tunnell, Wiles) 2% p & —37 %,

Fifo 5 2% badly dihedral T\, EWEROFEMZIET, 9 p2dodd THD EWET D, £
Ft %, F() WD F a)zy\ﬁiﬁtﬁ:k?% (29 Vo7 FHIME—ITHIET 2), Z DI, p 2% badly
dihedral T2\, & 13EFIC & F ORRIE 2 RILKT, 220 p 23 FH 6 DFERITH - I GE I,
p ¥ Ft CTREDSET % Z & X7, EERTZHDTHD, £/ p=2 DFE, 5 2 badly dihedral T
2y LIRS 5 DS F D 2 RERIBIEKR Ft 06 DF ﬁé@ﬁﬂ@o% e, 21k FH CReNET % 2
AESAINN &%2@“% bOThH2,

p YD 7 — A FEBD X 9 7% modularity 255EH]TE 5 [12],
EHDRE LT
Theorem 16 LEMD ptEFRI p 12D T Fontaine-Mazur YLD 32D,

Proof. Rogawski-Tunnell 12X 28 X 1 d, Hilbert cuspidal FARIZRICRET 2 0 7REDOH
R 6069, O

Theorem 17 p: Gal(F/F) — GLy(C) % totally odd 7% BERHiE 2 RITEHERILLE T 2K, p IOV
DR Artin/Artin-Langlands FAUZIE L\,

BUERMZ, MEFRFE KT limit of discrete series 2§ X 9 7 (connected) reductive group G Df#HIF
Bl (G 13T LY GLyr “Giﬁb)) IZ2WT Buzzard-Taylor D74 771 GIGHTE 2D (54—
Th7 7 —FCIRERRZ L3I IO 5,) 2 £ 5 28 ordinary modular Tl — 213 E 9
TERERDP? R EDE > THRRREMICOWTOE (—HIEFI%) 2L Tw»2,

—H., R ELEZFIR) EIhrsFEOT 0o —2AbbH 5, HlAIXp
badly dihedral D7 — 2 (F = Q TH ARMR) Tl Taylor—Wlles DiFwmeHoTR=T 2T B &
PHRZ I 120 (p 28 FT o E I N TV 28I 3B ARG & D fHUIZ p @ modularity 25RE %),
ZBEDTTT, b L EvuOnwZ eNdbo7 6'@.‘0\?&2.‘(1«)?‘?” & 72> (shu.sasaki@gmail.com),
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