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0. Introduction

ARG TlE, Buzzard DX “Eigenvarieties” [2] D 5 #i [Spectral varieties and
eigenvarieties] Tt S VT W5 eigenvariety machine 72 % & D DREARIZ D W CTHEERR
g5,

p ZFEEL 95, Coleman-Mazur 1%, 1998 FED IHLFEFH X “The eigencurve” [5] T,
finite slope % H D eigenforms @ p i families % slope DK E X IZEHHL ST LT
parametrize 3" % rigid analytic space Z#K L, TN % eigencurve LT 1TF 7. (£ D
FERR A DWW, 55 17 BIREBGHY ~ — A 7 —)WIZ B 1 5 HH1T & 2 aias D
FRNE 8] & TSR W2 E 720

Buzzard (Z & D $#2/8 T 17z eigenvariety machine & 1%, Coleman-Mazur (2 & D /R
N7z Hecke B % 7z eigencurve DREL %, (REEAD p # family TR S 7,
ORI TIERATE S L IZRABYLL 2D TH B, (LIFVWA, FHIEXIN
T, REEAD p # family ~DJEHPAMT eigenvariety machine 23 & V72 i 5%
ZRIZZEDRN)

FEBRIZ, Buzzard 1& eigenvariety machine OJEfHI & U T, [2] D Part IT T, Coleman-
Mazur 2% p > 2 7D tame level 7 N = 1 D35 T, eigencurve Z K L TW7zDIZ
U, [EREDOFE p LAEED tame level N DA THEHAE L, [2] @ Part 111 T, &
EARBR L TRER S N BER O FIERF EORIE R %2 FHWC, Hilbert fREJE D
p # family % parametrize 9 % eigenvariety Z L T\ 5.

ST, 2IoRUDHEEZ LT, KON e B E ZITHIL 720,

K %IEELIET IV F X T ABHERE | - |, (ZBIL THfizfk e U, R % reduced
affinoid K-algebra &4 5. Z Z T, reduced TH5D L W5 5EMENS, [1, Theorem
6.2.4/1] IZ& Y, sup norm | - |gyp ZBIL T R (3 Banach K-algebra &72% Z &1Z

PIF, & <IZH 52 \WR D ) Banach R-module @ norm % |- | &< 2 &I29 5.
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M % Banach R-module & U, (Pr) & FHENZXOMEE2H DL T 5:
(Pr) & % Banach R-module M’ 23F{E£ L, norm
|m @ m/| := max{|m/|, |m'|} (me M, m" e M)

IZ&>T M@ M % Banach R-module & AR U7z& &, M &M 1% potentially ONable
TH5, 2%, E®O norm E[AMERD S norm ZHEYIZEL B LIZE>T, Mo M
% EBEACTTREIZ T 2 Z e TE S,

T % AJ#i72 R-algebra & U, M 1 T-/EH%Z £ D, D D, % R-algebra ¥E[d A
T — Endcont_R_mod,(M) =: EHdR(M)

DEHETDELTS. teT D Endg(M) B3 2%%ZD0fF t £m<. ZIT.
Endg(M) 1& norm

[p(m)]

0#meM ]m\

IZ & Y, Banach R-module ¥ 725 Z & IZ1ER.

Hd peTHFHELT, ¢: M — M X compact, DF 0, D M OAERAERKZ
R-submodule 128 £ 5% X 5 72 endomorphisms 7* 5725 Endg(M) WD &H % Cauchy
FIOMRE LTHRIND LT 5.

ZDLE MMPHEE Pr) 252221280, MOM' ED compact 7% endomorphism
pB0 & MaM OUNPSNE norm (T S EMEREEZHWT, ¢ ORERE
WAL

ool = (¢ € Endgr(M))

F(T) :=det(1—T¢|y) =1+ c,T" € R{{T}}
n>1
EEDDHIELHTESD. ZIT, R{{T}} &, R-FBOBRIREFHD a0, T" TH-
n>0
T, [EROEDE C XU, lim [a,|C" =0 72253 DEED 545 R[T] DED
n—oo
Raekd.

R DK ideal 1A% 5725 K E® affinoid variety Max(R) & K E® rigid analytic
7 affine line A' := A (ZFDOREKIZDOWTIZ, [1, Example 9.3.4/1] 228) © K
E® fiber product Max(R) xx A' WT, EERSAERXF(T) =0 TED SN S closed
subspace %

Z¢ C MaX(R) XK Al
ERU, ¢ ITHNBET D spectral variety £\ . Tk, M E®D compact 72 endomor-
phism ¢ @ 0 PAADEAEZ parametrize 35 rigid analytc 72N R & ART
ZENTES.
Zy 5D 2 DDOHEEENEN

f:Zy — Max(R),
g: Zy— A
b S

PLETEE I N7z affinoid K-algebra R LD data (R, M, T, ¢) IZX U, KEEDH
2HIT, TIZET S M EOEHZEZEDEAEIED systems % parametrize 3% rigid
2



analytic space Dy T, IROMXZ AMHUZT 5 DEFEKT 5!
D¢ — Z¢,
N O VS
Max(R)

D Dy % data (R, M, T, ¢) 29 5 eigenvariety £S5 .

52 HiCOARKMNZLHERIZASENS, iR afle LT, 58 1 #iT M 2WERAEMR
projective R-module TH D, ¢ 7 M EW[i#TH HHEIZ, Dy DO T %45 Z
Liz9 5.

IHIT, B 3HIEE 4 HiTlk 2 5 HiANOM¥EL LT, base change R — R’ &
Banach R-modules DEO X M — M' DENZNE eigenvariety DL & DL
PEIZDOWTEEHT 5.

Z LT, % 5 filcB T, rigid analytic space W (GEE, AIEAD p # family %
> & Z 1T weight space EIFIEN 2D H D) OEE D admissible affinoid subdomain
X CW AT % data (O(X), Mx, T, ¢x) »OWEEI N5 eigenvariety Dy, 7=
LE W ETHED HEbE 5 Z LT, data ({O(X)}xew, {Mx}xcw, T, ¢) (ZAHE9 5
eigenvariety Dy DWE I N5 Z & % eigenvariety machine & U TR .

1. M DEBRYE projective R-module "D ¢ AAFETH 355

Introduction DIRPHT, M HAERERK A projective R-module TH D, ¢ H M EH]
WTHLHLINETS. M DR EDrank 2 d L BL. ZOHPET, data (R, M, T, ¢)
2B B eigenvariety Dy, 2L TH LS.

M I3EBRARZ projective R-module TH 306, HHE (Pr) 2H£5H,¢ D M LT

DEHMER S HEE d IRZIHK
F(T)=det(1-T¢)=1+c,T + -+ cqT" € R[T|
LLTRING. ZDLE oD M ETHHTHDEVWIRENS, F(T) DEEiX
e Cq O:O\z‘f,
Cq € R

AN

F(T) OB REPRBTH 2 Z L IZHERE LT, R{{T}}/(F(T)) OReREFERL
UCTZHEAN O R2EDE2 L5 ENTELDT ([2] DF 3 fi 21 R—Y TOMHi%
ZEDZ &),

R{T}}/(F(T)) = R[T]/(F(T))
THY, R[T|/(F(T)) I finite R-algebra T®H L7556, [1, Proposition 6.1.1/6] IZX D,
affinoid K-algebra TH 5. ¢ (I 5 spectral variety Zs € Max(R) X A! 1FEHE
FfERX F(T) =0 TE®D 517z clozed subspace THD DT, L EDZ &2 5 affinoid
variety & U T,
Zy = Max(R[T]/(F(T)))

THdDIeDbhrsd.

— 4,

T(Z,) := Image(T — Endg(M))

B &, R IE Noether JTH D, M IFAFRER projective R-module TH 25 Z &
o, T(Z,) ® finite R-algebra & 725D T, [1, Proposition 6.1.1/6] (Z &V affinoid

K-algebra TH 5.
3



(N
(N
o)

1
FX(T) := T'F <T> =T+ T+ 4 cai T + ¢y
& B<. Endgr(M) ® R-submodule R - F*(¢) IZ2WT, R DEE DMK ideal m (25
U, R/m ET® Cayley-Hamilton OEHIZ XD,
R-F*(¢) ® R/m = {0}
TH5. £->7T, [7, Theorem 4.8] IZ& D,

F*(¢) = ¢+ 10" '+ -+ a1+ ca =0

NESNS.
ci € R* THBNS, T(Z,) IZHNWT,
¢(—C;10d_1 . c;lclgbd—Z _ C;lqbd_l) -1
ERBH5DT,
¢ € T(Zy)
THY,

F(¢p7h) = (¢ 1)'F*(¢) =0
TdH5DT, R-algebra HEFHY
RIT| = T(Zs); T+ ¢
15, R-algebra & UTDES & & 12, affinoid R-algebras @ Al #[X] =
R[T|/(F(T)) —  T(Zy)
N o A
R
NFEINE. £oT,
Dd’ = MaX(T(Z¢))
& B < Z & T, affinoid varieties @ A [X]
D¢ — Z¢
N O
Max(R)
"Eonsd.
PAEIZ& D, data (R, M, T, ¢) \(ZfIBES % eigenvariety D, Z & T 5T & T
X7z,

Example 1.1. Dy ?* Z;, E®H 20 Max(R) ETWDOTH flat 1275 &IFR S 00
T, E72, Zy X Dy 1 reduced TH 2 LIRS 70\ & & BRI KM % FRL S 5
ZETRUTALD.

data EUT, LFDHEDEFE R 5:

Ri= K(X, Y), M= R, T := R[¢,{] with ¢ := ((1) f) tim (8 15)

ZZT,
ot=1tp =1
THBDT, Rlo, t] IFA#TH 2 Z LITHER.
4



MO R oL { ((1)) | (2)} EFNT 6 O M LTOMISER % 3T
By
F(T):det(l—T¢|M):det<<(1) ?)—T(é )f))
1-T —-TX
:det(< . 1_T)) _1-T)
EiRb. £oT,

Zy = Max(R[T]/(F(T))) = Max(R[T]/(1 - T)?)

1E reduced TIEZR\W. 72, T(Zy) TBWT, 2 =0 TH B9 5, Dy = Max(T(Z,))
% reduced TIXRW.

E512, U D, # Max(R) L flat TH2ET2E, R OEEDOE ideal p 12X L,
JFtAL T(Zy), & Ry, L free THBIETED, & p=(Y) e, T(Zy) ) I
BWT, FEARRRA

D)6

BEALT BDTFEMNELB. &>T, Dy 1d Max(R) | flat TIEAW.

%72, Dy 1% Z, = Max(R[T]/(F(T))) L flat TIRZWZ £I2DWTH, R[T]/(F(T))
D% ideal (Y, 1 - T)/(F(T)) = X(mod (F(T))) BBE 2\ Z 27, Er %< [k
DiFEMCTRT I ENTE S,

2. affinoid K-algebra £t TD#EK

M PHEE (Pr) 235D —#%®d Banach R-module T®H 5551, Max(R) @ affinoid
subdomains I finite 7R E2HWS 72D TRk E U T, [2, Theorem 4.6] THEK S 11
7c Zy @ admissible covering C 2 W2 Z & IZ785.

Z @ admissible covering C (&, Coleman-Mazur @ eigencurve THW\ 517z spectral
curve @ admissible covering & IZIXFEBED R TR I NS HDTH 5D, Buzzard
DEF L U TRETANE AL, Coleman-Mazur OREEIZE WT & K IZEHE L 705 4,
Proposition A5.8] D Fik% , spectral variety (B89 % FikAN & @ikouil —#{bd 2
\Z& 72V, admissible covering C D A > /N—725 7 Max(R) @ affinod subdomain [
T finite TH B Z & %2 RAET 572812, Raynaud @ formal model DGR Z FHEH L 72
Conrad D EH [6, Theorem A.1.2] ZFHNTWAKTH 5.

X T, data (R, M, T, ¢) % Introduction TIREIN=HD & L, C % spectral
variety Z, @ [2, Theorem 4.6] THEEK & 4172 admissible covering £ 9%. ZZ T, C
FIRD 3 Rz’ d Zy, O affinoid subdomain Y £EKDRTEETH 5.

i) H% f:Z, - Max(R) Db &, X := f(YV) 1F Max(R) ® affinoid subdomain
ThHs.

(i) YV & X L finite TH 5.

(i) Zx = fHX) &BL. BB ecOZx) T,e*=ehDely =1, e[zy =0
2T EDRFIETS. DFED,Y X Zx T open 2D closed TH 5.

A:=0(X) % X [ZfIpEd % affinoid algebra &9 % &, R & reduced TH % &£ 1K

EINTWED 6, [1, Corollary 7.3.2/10] IZ& D, A H reduced TH B Z & ITHERE.
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My = MorA £B< &, [2, Lemma 2.13] 12X D My, HHE (Pr) 222 225D
NoTW5b.

%t e Tz U, R-module M E® endomorphism ¢t : M — M D HiEEIN5
A-module M, E® endomorphism %

ta: Myg— My
ML ZEIZTE ZoeE &K
Ga: My — My
1%, [2, Lemma 2.13] 12X D compact T D, Z DA S AL
Fu(T) :==det(1 — Thalnr,)
=1+ ) (the image of ¢, in A)T" € A{{T}}

n>1

ERBI DR TVS.,

2, Corollary 4.2] IZ& D, O(Y) I finite flat A-module TH B Z EHWRINTH D,
<2, 0) 1T A Elocally free THS. YV & Z; @ affinoid subdomain TdH % %>
5, 5% re{lag|ae K*}CRsg) PEMELT, A HD 0 2HLE$TH¥FE r O
closed affinoid disk B0, 7] & ® fiber B X xx B[0, r] {ZBT 2 EESHERX F(T)=0
TRED 5 N7z closed subspace Z, IZY IXF&EEND. 2D & X,

A(T), == O(X xg B0, 7))

= {ZanT” e A[T]

n>1

la,|r™ = 0 (n — 0)}
oY)

DIt T O(Y) TOBEERDTT &HE, THEGH OY) - O) ® A Lok
MZIEHX Q'(T) € A[T) DIXE d 1 OY) D A ED rank & —3T 5 DT,
Q(T) :=ag+a, T+ ---+T% € AT]
EBLIENTES.
A-algebra 4= 4 ¥ [F] B4
AT), - OY); TwT
M5 A-algebra 45 ¥E R Y
A(T),/(Q(T)) » OY); T (mod (Q'(T))) =T
NFEINS. — 1, A(T), ® Gauss norm IZ &% Banach fiitH &, A(T), /(Q’( )

finite A-module & U T® Banach fifHIZBI L T, [1, Proposition 3.7.4/1] IZ& D
AN )

D
H
A(T), - A(T),/(Q'(T))

W3ERE T, A(T),/(Q(T)) ® finite A-module & L T® Banach norm & A(T), 75D
residue norm (XFMEE 725, U7zd3-> T, A[T] iZ AT), IZBWTHETHS Z &»

AT)/(Q(T)) & A(T),/(Q(T)) THWETHS. AT)/(Q'(T)) & finite A-module
LUT, AT, /(Q(T)) o DHNAMIZBIL TH5HMTH LD T,
A[T)/(Q(T)) = A(T),/(Q'(T))
b, ko T, A-algebra 2 HfHERTY
A[T]/(Q(T)) — O(Y)

6



PEoNS. e HFE U rank d 2 $H D locally free A-module TH 5 DT, Z D24
(EqEifiA
A[T]/(@Q(T)) — O(Y); T (mod (Q'(T))) = T
Thb. FH1HMTHAIZEDIIC,
AYTH/(Q(T)) = A[T1/(Q(T))
TH5HDT, FAR
AUTHH(Q(T)) = A[T]/(Q(T)) — OY); T (mod (Q'(T))) = T
"Eonsd.
Fu(T) € A{T}} IZ2WT, Y £ Fy(T) =0 THBDT,
Fa(T) (mod (Q'(T))) = 0,
DED F4(T) e (Q(T)) &7b, 5 H(T) € A{{T}} PHFIELT,
Fa(T) = Q(T)H(T)
EafREING. FAT) OEBIEIX 1 THEDT, Q(T) DELIE ay 1£ A OHIET
»H,
QT):==ay'Q(T) =1+ay' T+ +ay ' T? € AT,
S(T) := agH(T) € A{{T}}
EBIE, Fu(T) = Q(T)S(T), degQ(T) =d, Q(0) =1, 72, Q DEEIRFREL ay?
X A IZET 5.

ZZT,Y i& connected TH % LIRET S &, admissible covering C DM (iii) &
O(Y) % A E locally free of rank d TH 2 Z &» 5, [1, Proposition 7.3.3/7] & [1,
Proposition 9.1.4/8] IZ& 0, Q(T) & S(T) I A{T}} IZBVWTHWIETHDI L
DHD D | [2, Theorem 3.3] IZL D, BB ¢s- 272 closed submodules 12K 2 My @
TECR 0 i

Ma =Ny, © Iy,
TRD 4 Ff 20725 DRRFONS:

(i) Ng, & rank d @ projective A-module TH 5.

(i) Q(T)=det(1—T¢aln,,) THY, Ny, ET Q*(¢a) =0 TH5%.

(i) Fy, ET Q*(¢a) FAHETH 2.

(iv) 2 DO pry, + Ma— Ny, Lprg, « Ma— Fy, i Endp(Ma) EB50T
Alpa] D closure (2T 5.

&t (iv) K0, teTIiTHL, pry, Eta: My — My FAH#ITHLDT, Ny, 1&
tA-PRETHY,

T(Y) := Image(T — Endg(Ny,))

EERTDHILNTES, T(Y) i finite A-algebra TH S DT, [1, Proposition 6.1.1/6]
2 & 0, affiniod K-algebra TH 5 Z L IZHFEE LT,

D(Y) i= Max(T(Y))
EBL.QH(pa)=0THBIeno, AEL S ZHWT, A-algebra #E[F Y
A[SI/NQ(S) = T(Y); S+ ¢a
PREoNT, T(Y) % finite A[S]/(Q*(5))-algebra & AT I ENTE 5.
7



—FH,0(Y)IZBVT, Q(T)=0 Tho/=Zl b,
(T 4+ a)agt =1
LD, . TeOY) TH5. LAk
T e (A[T]/(Q(T)))", S e (A[S]/(Q7(5))"
THhdHI Eenbrsd
oY) — AT/(Q(T)); T—T
Mo,
AT]/(Q(T)) — A[S]/(Q*(5)); TS
TH5DT, A-algebra #E[FHY
oY) == A[SI/(Q"(S) = T(Y); T~ S7" ¢3!

IZ& D, T(Y) % finite O(Y )-algebra & ARG I ENTE 5.
PAEIZE D, Y E finite 7 affinoid variety

hy : DY) =Y
NS IC¥ g Wi
Y € C » connected & IX[R S 7220 —f DA, [1, Proposition 9.1.4/8] & £ D

i < FREIZE D, Y % connected ZABRMED affinoid subdomains (2 & % disjoint
union |_| Y, (ZfRTBZEMNTES. ZDE X, connected components (2 & 5 73D

—&ME & [1, Proposition 7.2.1/5] I2& D, X = f(Y) % connected 72 A RED affinoid
$m®mmmt;5d@mnmanfm)Kﬁ%émé.%@Kﬁbﬁmmﬁ%%

ZXInI T, [1, Corollary 9.4.4/2] &0, fY = f(Y;,) & finite THDH, Y €C
T%étb@%#@ﬂﬂ%%%ﬁeeO@Q%ﬂ@btd4mj%C@%#Om

7= DT, Y,cC TH5.
Y; b finite 2% D(Y;) 725 B EWIZHE LD 2 B 720N\ ITER L T, Y L finite
7% affinoid variety D(Y) %

hy = U;hy, : D UD ) =Y = UY

LLUTE#HTS.

PAR, data (R, M, T, ¢) IZfIHEd % eigenvariety Dy %, ETHEEK L 7z affinoid
varieties D& {hy : D(Y) = Y}yee % spectral variety Z; @ admissible covering C
Zih> TR D %5 Z & T, Z, L finite 7% rigid analytic space Dy — Z4 & U THE
L7z,

ZDIDIZ, RD 2 DOMEEBEL T 5:

Lemma 2.1 ([2, Lemma 5.1]). {fEEE®D Y € C IZH L, YV IZffET 2% Max(R) D
affinoid subdomain % X := f(V) &&<. X O{EED affinoid subdomain X' % &
DY = fHX)CY &£BL. ZOLZ, Y XY D affinoid subdomain TH Y, 7
D,V €CTH5. 61T, DY) & hy : DY) =Y IZ&5 Y Ok ' (Y) &
canonical (Z[AH & 725 .



Proof. X @ affinoid subdomain X’ ®#i{& Y’ & [1, Proposition 7.2.2/4] IZX D,
Y @ affinoid subdomain Tdé 5. F7z, [1, Corollary 9.4.4/2] IZ &k U, finite 7244}
f:Y = X ZHIBUZSH f: Y — X' % finite BRFNIRDZ &b nb. X
512, Y 1203 % admissible covering C D5 (iii) IZH BB e € O(Zx) 2L D,
¢ =elz, € 0(Zx) BT,

elyr =1, €|z, v =0
Z§7-d DT, Y €C THDHI EHRINT.
RIZY &Y' DXL HIZ connected TH B ERET S L, Y 1Y D affinoid subdo-
main THDZ &M o,

OY") = O(Y)&ox)O(X), ie, Y =Y xyX'
THY, Moxy DEHRTF & UTHESNS projective O(X')-module N’ IZDWT,
N' =N ®ox) O(X)
ThHBIeWbhd. ZOIEehs,
T(Y') = T(Y) @0 OX"), ie., D(Y')=D(Y)xx X’
&0 hy : D(Y) = Y XU T, canonical 72 [F] %S
W (Y') = D(Y) xy Y/ = D(Y) xy (Y xx X') &2 D(Y) xx X' = D(Y")

"Eond.

connected & IEBR S 2W—fD Y 12x L CTIE, Lemma 2.1 DEFITAZLDIZ,Y
ZHRMED connected 72 C DILIZ & % disjoint union & UTHRL, T DARIZIA -
T,Y D flz&s8 X BAERMED connected 7 affinoid subdomains 2 & 4 disjoint
union & UTHEI N, T 512, X @ affinoid subdomain X’ & ZD Y 1281} 50 E
Y' %, BRMED connected 72 affinoid subdomain (Z & % disjoint union & U T/ iR X
NBEZLZHWT,Y &Y' 2 connected RIGGEIZH/BONZFAMZD AbESL I &
C, canonical 72 [A]#

W (V') = DY)

ERBHILEMNTES. O

Lemma 2.2 ([2, Lemma 5.2]). fEE®D V), Y, € C T L, NS5 OHE@E RS Y =
YViNYy FELEETRVWE TS, ZOLE FEED i =1,2 12/, Y 13 Y; O affinoid
subdomain TH Y, 72,V € C TH5D. 61T, DY) iE hy, : DY) > Y; IT& 5B
Y O by (Y) & canonical IZRIELE 725 .

Proof. % i=1, 2/ 12X UL, X; = f(V;) C Max(R) £ BT, Y, €eC THhEHI enb,
X; & Max(R) @ affinoid subdomain T& 0, [1, Corollary 7.2.2/5] IZX D, X; N X,
£ Max(R) @ affinoid subdomain T» Y, % X; @ affinoid subdomain TH » 5.

XN X, ODAERRMED connected 7 affinoid subdomains X (2 & % disjoint union
XiNXo = || X KT, Y =Y NZx) ERRENDZEDS, X, N X, DIEED
connected 7% affinoid subdomains X 12X L, i D FEZ Y ORHODIZ Y NZx IZ
HUTHHATENL, TN5DFRZWEDADLELZ LT, Y THT5FEEHFSZ
EMTE 5.

X ¥ X, NX, @ affinoid subdomain TH Y, &K i=1, 212U, XiNnX, & X; D
affinoid subdomain T#» 5D T, X 1 X; @ affinoid subdomain TH 5. f:Y; — X, I
£5 X Otz Y CV, 2B E, Lemma 212X 0, Y/ €C, 7D, hy, : D(Y;) = Y;
DH L by (Y))= DY) TH5.
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YNZy =Y/NY], THOH, &Y €C & Z, O affinoid subdomain TH 255,
YNZx % Zy @ affinoid subdomain TH 5. X7z, YNZx =Y/NY, - Y/ &Y/ - X
I$ & % (T finite THAHDT, f: Y NZx — X & finite TH 5.

—7.3, %‘ Y;'/ € C CU@FET%B@%E €; € O(Zx) %t b, € = €1€9 tj:3< K, YﬂZX Ci
Zx LBL\"C ZhERe=1TEREIN, C DEM (i) PizINb.

X5, C DAEBRMED connected 7272 & % disjoint union & UTD R Y, =
|_|y;<h (G LT S B IOR ¢, — Sl izown,

Ji
6= 1oy = Zegjl)e(a )
J1:J2
THO, EHHER e =1 TEHIND Y NIy 1E, EHEABER I =P =1 ©E
2ZINDBY/! &Y, D connected components Y’ 725 @D disjoint union Y N Zx = |_|Y’
ELTRING. £oT, X HY connected THAHZ D6, f: Y NZx — X IT28

ERD YNZx €C THBHI DRI NT.
%72, C Oyt b disjoint union Y N Zx = | |V 1o T, & i =1, 212K L,
D(Y]) DHFTEDINZ DY) =5 %280 b5 Z & T,
DY NZy)=| |DY') =Y nZy =] |V
WESNT, A AN(Y)) = DY) 2Y N Zx OHKIZHIRS 5 Z & T,
h (Y N Zx) = D(Y N Zx)

NELSND. O

Lun\z

I o OffifE % W T, affinoid varieties D& {hy : D(Y) = Y }yec 2 [1, Proposi-
tion 9.3.2/1] & [1, Propositon 9.3.3/1] TR I 1T\ 5 rigid analytic space & U THE
BIT2DDIRDEMZ =T L b d:
(i) EED Y eC Iz U, D(Y) i affinoid variety TH 5.
(ii) RO Y, Y eC izxfL,
Dyy: :==hy' (Y NY') C D(Y)
EEE, Lemma 2.2 IZX DEFEINL[HAZ
Pyy’ - Dyy/ ;) D(Y N Y/) = D(Y/ N Y) ;> Dy/’y
LB IS EREDY, Y, Y e CITHU,
Oyyryr = SOY,Y’|DY1Y/ﬁDy’yu : Dyyy' N Dy,yn — Dy y
L. ZnLE,
(a) ’EE‘%?O) YV, Y/ € C Glfﬁb, Pyy = idD(y), 75)0, Pyy'oQyry = idDY,Y’ ‘,Cf)é
(b) 'EE‘,S%\O) Y, Y,7 Y” € C Kj(il‘b, gpy7y/’yu = ¢Y'/,Y/,Y o SOY,Y”,Y’ "G‘%é
(iii) fEEDY, Y € CITHU, hy = hy opyy TH 5.
A EDZMEPREES N7z Z 725 | [1, Proposition 9.3.2/1] & [1, Propositon 9.3.3/1]

IZ & D, affinoid Varieties DI {hy : D(Y) — Y }yec % spectral variety Z5 @ admissi-

ble covering C I[Zin>THED G5 Z & T, Z, L finite 7 Max(R) E® rigid analytic
10



space & UC, data (R, M, T, ¢) (ZfJ3 % eigenvariety
D¢ — Z¢
N O
Max(R)
ZRERTHZENTEZ. ZOLE MTED Y, Y, € CITHL, DY) & D(Ys) D Dy
@ affinoid subdomain & U TOH@EED X, D(Y1NY,) ER—HINTW5S.

3. affinoid K-algebras @ base change & DE&M

data (R, M, T, ¢) {Z reduced 7& affinoid K-algebra R’ ~D¥EHEE R — R’ % F

W base change % Jfi L 7z data (R, M', T/, ¢') ZIXRD X S 1THK:
M = M@pR, T =T®rR, ¢ =0x1:M — M.
DL E FE2MTRINEZMBITED, ENEND data IZMFET 5 2 DD eigenva-
rieties
D¢ — Z¢
N O
Max(R)

D¢/ — Z¢/
N O Y
Max(R')

RE SN 5. affinoid K-algebra ¥[EA R — R #* 5, affinoid varieties @ ] D &
Max(R') — Max(R) 73515 Z L IZER LT, IRD 2 DOMEMN LT 5:

Lemma 3.1 ([2, Lemma 5.4]). ¢ {29 % Max(R') E®D spectral variety Zy
X, ¢ IS5 Max(R) ED spectral variety Zg @ Max(R') EA~® pull back
Max(R') Xwax(r) Zo & canonical (Z[FAFITH 5.

Proof. %A T\% affinoid K-algebra #[F%l% h: R — R &< &, [2, Lemma 2.13]
XD, BT CBNTER

det(1 — T¢'|ar) = det(1 = T(¢ @ 1)|yreprr)
= h(det(1 = T'¢|n))

DAL T 5. 22T, h(det(l — To|y)) € R{{T}} 1%, det(1 — To|y) € R{{T}} D
R EIZh ZLUTHRONDIANEHFHELRLLTWD. TDIEDS, Zy = Zyg W
Max(R') Xmax(r) Z¢ & canonical IZ[ATITH D LARFLND. O

Lemma 3.2 (]2, Lemma 5.5]). R — R (% flat THDHL/WETS. ZDE&E, Dy —
qu/ ti, D¢ — Z¢ ® Lemma 3.1 T3 6 N 725t Z¢/ — Z¢ &5 pull back D¢ XZ, Z¢/
& canonical IZ[ABITH 5.

Proof. 2 D@ eigenvarieties Dy, Dy 2K S72DIZHWo N Z,, Zy D admis-

sible covering # ZNZNC, C' £95. R — R »flat THHLWVWIHIREDE & T,

Lemma 2.1 E[REBRDFEMRMICEL D, MEED Y € C 12X U, Lemma 3.1 2L D EFo5N7z

W Zy = Zy \IZXBDY OWRY CZy 13 C DTTHZZEDDONE. C" %2 Y O

512 C DD Zy ~DOHfELTHRONDIAR2HRDLT O OMAELGLTD L,
11



Lemma 3.1 & C »° Z; @ admissible covering TdH % Z &5, [1, Proposition 9.1.4/2]
&V, C" H Zy O admissible covering TH 2 Z EDbn5b. NIV, Dy 1
{DY") |Y' eC'} ziivabEL I TROLNS.

FRED Y € C" 12X U, Lemma 2.1 Difam & [FFRIZ, canonical 7 [A] Y

D(Y') 2 D(Y) xy Y’
PRONLDT, ZOMRMZY G5 Z & T, canonical 72 [FH
D¢/ = D¢ XZ¢ Z¢/

"EoNns. O
Remark 3.1. (1) —#%iZ, Max(R') »* Max(R) ® affinoid subdomain TH 5 & &,
Lemma3.2® R — R & flat TH D] L WHIRE LN 5. 5 5 HiT eigenvariety
machine % 559 2 BRIZ, weight space & IFEXI 5 rigid analytic space W @ admissible
affinoid subdomains F® eigenvarieties % W E T D & E 5K, Lemma 3.2 %
WHT I Liik5.

(2) TR— R Eflat THBHI WS IREVPENG G, Lemma 3.2 D ERD WD
THRINLT D LIRS NI DAL LT, RO Example 3.1 23%F 50 5.

Example 3.1. Example 1.1 @ data (Z, non-flat 7% affinoid K-algebra #E[a]%
R=K(X,Y) 5 R =K, X0 Y0
% I\ T base change Z i g LIRD K 512725
R—K M=K

T — K[/, '] with ¢ = <(1) ?) . (8 8)

Z¢)/ = MaX(K), T/(Zd,l) =K

IDrE,

Thbh, &<IZ,
Dy = Max(K)
& reduced TH 5. —77,
D¢ Xqu Zd’/ = MaX(T(Z¢> ®R[T}/(1—T2) K)
I& reduced TIXR\WDT, Dy & Dy Xz, Zy LRFEIZIEZR S0,

4. Banach R-modules MELY) #2Z & DEEM

R % reduced 7% affinoid K-algebra & U, M, M’ 2V & (Pr) % D Banach R-
modules &9 5. T % w72 R-algebra T 2 DD R-algebra #E[F]#

T — Endp(M), T — Endg(M')

250D L, D e THWEHELT, ¢ M - M & ¢: M — M DBiliffes
compact TH5 &9 5.

Definition 4.1. (1) ##iZ R-module 7*2 T-module ¥R o : M' — M H primi-
tive link TH 5 L 1%, o &ILH[E E D compact 7H 5 R-module 7> T-module %[
Ble: M — M BHEELT, 2 DO%EKX

aoc=¢ on M, coa=¢ on M
12



DHEERHZRNLT 222 THD. DL F (2, Lemma 2.12) 12 & 0, FeER EEEDEFX
det(1 — T'¢|p) = det(1 — T'p|pr)
AN RVAC LSS
primitive link @ BN DEELHIE U T, M EOMEEEH
X, c=¢ £B <L Z & T primitive link &7%5 Z L IZHEE
(2) i R-module 7> T-module #FR o : M — M 2% link TH 25 & 1%, HHE
(Pr) & T-fEf% % D& % Banach R-modules DA [R5
Mo I:M,, Ml, ey Mn =M
&, % i=0,...,n— 1%L, % primitive link o; : M; — M,y DMFIEL T,
a=a, 10---oayg: M —- M
MENLTHILTHS.
link TD7A > TW5 Banach R-modules IZfJfd % eigenvarieties 122\ T, X
DFFEN LN T B
Lemma 4.1 (2, Lemma 5.6]). L3O/ ET, 5 linka: M — M BPFEET D LT
%. Dy, D, ZZNZ 0 data (R, M, T, ¢), (R, M', T, ¢) (A5 eigenvariety
LTH. ZDLE, Dy=D, ThH5.

Proof. link & primitive link 23272 > TTETWAD T, o »* prmitive link TH
HGEIEEHTENIX LW, 2D L & primitive link DEFEN S, H 5 compact 7%
Banach R-module ¥[&®& ¢ : M — M PFEL T,

aoc=¢ onM, coa=¢ on M

DT 5. [2, Lemma 2.12] 12X D, ¢ D M ETORMERESIHEEE M ETORME
NEBP =BT HDT, TNTNITABET % spectral varieties Z, & Z) & —HT
5. ko T, eigenvariety Z T 2BUIZH W 515 admissible covering & U T IA—
DEDC=C ZHVWTLW.

C DEED connected 77T Y 1ZXf U, eigenvariety Z ik d 2050 &t & s
(] 24

DY) 2 D(Y)

NEONDEZ 2 RENE, O Y cCIlZHLTIX, Y @ C OAERMED connected
727612 & % disjoint union IZ{R> TAED S5 Z & T, eigenvariety DAL & AT H72
A DY) 2 DY) BRoNT, MO ERPRINSZI LIRS,

ZDEDIZ, A=0(f(Y)) &BE My:=M®rA, My:=M rA ZTNZTNDE
MARTELUTY IZf4BEL THE SN B L\ finite rank % ¥ D projective A-modules
N, N IZ2WT,ap:=a®1l: My — My »5[AE

OKA|N/ : N/ ;> N
FEINDEZ a2 RT IEDNTENE, a X T-module #FHTH b 2 DT, [FA
TY) = T(Y); t'+aot oa!
NFONT, FREDRR DY) 2 DY) 235 22BN TE 5,
N & N % ¢ OFE—DREREHE Fu(T) DHDZLHARNTF Q(T) =1+ aT +
o+ a T e A[T] (aq € AX) ZFINT,

N = Ker(Q*(¢a) on M), N'=Ker(Q*(¢4) on M)
13
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EREMITONTED, ay & cai=c®1: My — M) 13& %512 A-module 72D
T-module ¥[F 8 TdH 5 DT,

asln i N —= N, caln: N = N’
Y. —F, NN THZND LT, Q*(da) =0 THB I EH 5,
1=¢a-ag'(—ar —-— 64"
20 pi=ag (—ay — - — ¢ € Alpa] £ BT,
Yv=¢" on N, N

THb. £oT,cy B T-module #[FFITH D |

asoca=ds on M, caoas=ds on M,
THHI LN,

(aaln) o (ocaly) =idy, (Yocaln)o (aaln) = idy
NE5N5 DT,
asly i NN — N

ThdHI DRI NI O

5. eigenvariety machine

W % reduced 74 rigid analytic space & U, T Z[#iERE 3§ 5. W OILED admis-
sible affinoid subdomain X IZXf L, Ry := O(X) &€& &, My 2M%&E (Pr) 25D
Banach Rx-module & U, & % EH#E[R Y

T — EndRX (Mx)

DFET D LT 5.
FEED t € T DEndg, (Mx) IZBTF 8% tx &K e&E, Hb ¢oeT WHEIELT,
£ D admissible affinoid subdomain X Cc W IZX U,

(ﬁXIMx%MX

% compact TH5ET 5.
72, W OEE®D admissible affinoid subdomains DWEEKY c X ITX L,
Banach Ry-modules Z 272 < link

ayx - My — MX@RXRY

MEEL T, W DIEED admissible affinoid subdomains DEEREMR X, € Xy C X5
X LT, Ry,-module ¥EFH & L T,

ax,x; = (ax,x; @ 1) o ax,x, + Mx, — Mx,®ry, Rx,

— (MX3®RX3RX2)®RX2RX1 = MX3®RX3 RXl

DAL T BT 5.

U EDBEEDE & T, W EDdata ({Rx}xcw, {Mx}xcw, T, ¢) (A9 % eigen-
variety Dy, %, ¢ (A9 % W LD spectral variety Z, & & H1Z, 3 DD Lemmas
3.1,3.2, 41 ZHWVWTIRD LD IR T B Z LN TE 5. Tz cigenvariety machine
&I

14



Theorem 5.1 ([2, Construction 5.7]). EDRHUZBNT, BUFDEM (1), (i) Zi7z
9 rigid analytic spaces @ AJ#X] X

NELSNS:

(i) Dy & Z, L finite TH 5.

(ii) W DFEE®D admissible affinoid subdomain X (ZX U, Z; xyw X & Dy Xy X
FZENEN, data (Ry, My, T, ¢x) \ZAFE9 5 spectral variety Z,, & eigenvariety
Dy, T canonical IZ[AETH 5.

Proof. W DALE®D admissible affinoid subdomains D EAEBERY C X 12X L, link
ayx @ My — Mx®p, Ry PHEEINTWVWEENIST, Lemma 4.1 12X D, data
(Ry, My, T, ¢y) \ZfIEd 5 eigenvariety Dy, & data (Ry, Mx®g, Ry, T, ¢x®1)
2 % eigenvariety Dy, 1 (& canonical IZ[AEITH 5.

7z, Lemma 3.1 12X D, spectral varieties @D canonical Z2[FM Z, = Z, xxY
7% Y, affinoid subdomain OHERLR Y C X IZfI$ % Banach K-algebra ¥#[d]
B Rx — Ry & flat THDHIZ &N 5, Lemma 3.2 Z#HT 5 I & T, Dy, 1& data
(Rx, Mx, T, ¢x) AT 5 eigenvariety Dy, D% Z,, — Zs, 12X 2 pull back
Dyy Xz, Zs, & canonical IR THLDT,

Dy, = Doy Xz, Zoy = Doy Xz, (Zgy Xx V)= Dyy Xx Y
NEonsd. LE%EF & DT, eigenvarieties @ canonical 72 A%
D¢X®1 D¢Y_D¢X XxY

&

nELoNT:.
X512, W DEE D admissible affinoid subdomains DEERFR X, C X, C X5 12
XU T, links Diii 723 cocycle condition

X, x5 = (aX2X3 ® 1) O QX X,

DEMNFT, W D admissible affinoid subdomains X TIRFAFIF 5317z rigid analytic
spaces D789 Al P

D¢>X — Z¢>X
N O Y
X

MO BN S, [1, Propositions 9.3.2/1, 9.3.3/1] %\ T, Theorem 5.1 D5AF: (i),
(ii) %729 rigid analytic spaces D729 Al #[X] X
D¢ — Z¢
N O
) 4%
"o b, O

eigenvariety Dy D72 MEEIZ DWW T, Example 1.1 THR7Z & 52, —#IZI
Dy B reduced THEWHEX Dy — W B ﬂat TRWGEDDH 574 negative 72 IS
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D33 % N3, Chenevier [3, Proposition 6.4.2] 12 & 51XD positive ZFE R A D 5 Z L IXEH
HThb:

Proposition 5.2 ([2, Lemma 5.8]). EOIRHT, W I equidimensional of dimension
n Thbd, 2F 0, LED irreducible component 23E—DIRTL n 2HDL T 5 &, IR
DALY B

(1) D, H equidimensional of dimension n TH 5.

(2) Dy DIERE®D connected component D Dy — Z4 (2 &k 5H1%, Z5 D connected
component TH 5.

(3) Dy DIEED connected component D Dy, — W IZ X 5H1E, W DH 5 con-
nected component (Z3H T Zariski dense TH 5.

mF&IZ, eigenvariety @ valued point & T DEHED system & DEFFRIZ DWW THiR
B, W kD data ({Rx}xew, {Mx}xcw, T, ¢) &I ET S eigenvariety
Dy MEZoNTVWS LT 5.

Definition 5.1. (1) L 2 K kD% L T 5. K-algebra #E[F R
AN T— L

M T OEEMED L-valued system TdH 5 &1,

(i) W D& % admissible affinoid subdomain X &

(i) % L-valued point z € X (L), 2% 0, B¥EFRA 2 : Ry — L &,

(iii) = ZHAWTHESNB5%EMT > VIV MxQp, L DdH 5 0 TRV m
PHEELUTCT ERED te TITHU, txm = Nt)m DL THI L THS.

(2) T OFEAMD L-valued system A IZDWT, \(¢) #0 TH D& E, )\ IX ¢-finite
ThdEND.

Lemma 5.3 (2, Lemma 5.9]). EDIRFLUIZENWT, ¢-finite 7 T OEAED L-valued
systems 2RO TEEG L D,y O L-valued points 2IRD R TS Dy(L) ORIZA
BRDPFLET 5.

Proof. eigenvariety Dy 1%, W OfEE D admissible affinoid subdomain X F® spectral
veriety Z,, @ admissible covering Cx ZH\WT, {D(Y) | Y € Cx, X Cc W} ZHiiD
BEDLZETHEINTVS Z LITHER.

W DALE D admissible affinoid subdomain X ZBEE U, {TED Y €Cx 20, X
CEFDY OfE X' e B<. Mg, DEMKENTEUTY (XL TR S5 N5 finite
rank @ projective Ry,-module & N &9 5.

TEDO Pc X'(L) 220, PDEIZHD DY)(L) DIt P 2ERDORTELS S &,
PEAWTHRONDGT VY VE N, pL DT )-EHERZ VAT S T OF
BHED L-valued systems 2D TES T LOMICEEFZHERTENITI V. Z
ZT, SDEME TP DO EIZHS DY)(L) Dyt P12k, BUERTID S 25 XA

Pl

TY) 5 L
N O AP
Ry

ZAHIZT S DY) @ L-valued point P’ DZ & TH5. £7z, Lemma 4.1 DFEHAT
HER7ZEDIT, NC My ET o WA TH-72DT, T OILIEEBIIZ ¢-finite T
HBH I LITER.
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SIETY)/PT(Y) DREIREKDN L IZEENDMBK ideals BAHRDRTHEE S’ L HRA
WZH—HTEIENTES.

—Ji T, K':=Rx//P £B&, N®Qg, , Rx/P=N/PN TH5I LIZIHERLT, N
BTY)AMEHZEDZ 06K % HRERYER R

T(Y)/PT(Y) — Endg/(N/PN)

DfE S B L, IRD Lemma 5.4 12X 0, 2% T(Y)/PT(Y) — S ST %
NDERDIGEK ideals EAED R THEEDOMICEBHNIFEINDEDT, £<I1Z, S OF
R L IZEENDMAK ideals RRDRTEEG T' & & ORICEHNVFIET 5.

EEDO me T IZHL, L' :=5/mcC L &BFIE, N®g,, L' 1& S-module & LT
Artin 7°D Noether Td % DT finite length S-module TH V), & <(Z, Assg(N ®g,,
L') = Suppg(N®p,, L') THB. N E ¢y 1ZHTHo7h 5, m € Suppg(N@r,, L')
THY, meAssg(N®p,, ') THD. oT, BRLEH \y : TS - L 2T D
EEMED L'-valued system £ 2% N ®p,, L' IZ@TDEAENRT ML e bl &N T
30T, A eT CTH5.

WiZ, N @p,, L ~O T-fEIE S 2RHTLHDT, & X e T 1T, Ker(\) 28
£ S DRk ideal my € T BFSND. ZDLE Assg(N @p,, L) DFEHT R TH
Kideal THBZ &6, AT UKMKK ideal my 237272 1 DEE 5 Z LIZHER.

INSDHIGE M= Ap, Ao my BEWZHETHY, T & T OBOEEHHES
nir=.

UEZFLHBEZET, ST OMEDOERFNE2EEZENTE . O

Lemma 5.4 ([2, Lemma 5.10]). R % A/ #7: Noether B8, N % finite rank &% D
projective R-module & U, T' % Endg(N) OR[#i72 R-subalgebra £3§%. m % R D
MK ideal & U, Br¥E[R #Y

T/mT — Endpm(N/mN): T (7 t(n))

DE S eBL. ZorE HRBE2H o T/mT — S OH L, T/mT D% ideals
RO TERL S OF ideals RIERD L TEEDEDORHES p — p(p) BFEI N
5. 7z, ZOERBRHFDOH L T/mT DMK ideal 1& S DMK ideal IZH g 5.

Proof. Ker(p) C \/(0) TH 3 Z & & RENE, T/mT OFTRTDE ideals 1& /(0) %
GLOT, fiEOEREZ RELI &ITH5.

m TRt % LT, N, & finite rank % % D free Ry-module T& V| [7, Theorems
4.2, 4.4, 45 1 &0,

R/m = Ry/mR,, N/mN = N,/mN,, T/mT=T,/mT,

THHDT,IZUOHMNS N X finite rank % H D free R-module TH 5 & LT LW,
ERED teKer(p) 2D, t DRBL EIF teT #1225, N O free R-basis %
L0 N EO tfEHZTHRRTNIE, mod m 32 L FEFHNCREDT, TRTDOR
SEm OILTH Y, ZDORHMELIHAIL monic 72D HEIRRBLNDBREILIT R T m
DLe7d. EoT, T/mT IZBWVWT L IFRNEETH 5. O
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