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Abstract

We develop methods to show that infinite-dimensional modules over the Iwasawa algebra KG of a
uniform pro-p group are faithful and apply them to show that the metaplectic representation for
the group G = exp(p sp2n(Zp)) is faithful.

1 Introduction

Let p be an odd prime and G be a uniform pro-p group. Let K be a finite extension of Qp with
valuation ring R := {x ∈ K : |x|p ≤ 1}. We are interested in the prime ideals of the Iwasawa algebra
KG := RG ⊗R K where RG := lim←−R[G/N ] and the inverse limit is taken over all open normal
subgroups N ◁o G. If G has a closed normal subgroup N ◁c G such that G/N is uniform, then
(N − 1)KG = ker(KG→ K(G/N)) is a prime ideal of KG so we will restrict to almost simple groups
G. We are motivated by the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.1 — Let G be an almost simple uniform pro-p group. Then every non-zero prime
ideal of KG has finite codimension.

In particular, if the conjecture is true, then every infinite-dimensional representation of KG must
be faithful. When the Lie algebra of G is of Type A, Conjecture 1.1 was proven in [Man23], but
the methods there do not generalise to other types. Similar results of this form can also be found
for example in [AW14]. In this paper, we develop methods to approach these types of questions
more generally and we apply them to the case of G := exp(pg), where g := sp2n(Zp). We start
with the metaplectic representation from Proposition 2.1 and explain how to lift this to an algebra

homomorphism ρ :’U(g)K →÷An(R)K , where ’U(g)K is the affinoid enveloping algebra and ÷An(R)K
is the completed Weyl algebra, both defined after Proposition 2.1. We can finally embed KG into’U(g)K and in Theorem 4.8 we then prove the following.

Theorem 1.2 — The metaplectic representation ρ|KG : KG→÷An(R)K is injective.

The main tool to do this is the following Gluing Lemma, a special case of the general version from
Section 3. Here, U(n)K = U(n)⊗Zp K.

Proposition 1.3 — Let n, h and g := n⊕ h be finite rank Zp-Lie algebras with corresponding

uniform pro-p groups N,H and G and let V be a ’U(g)K-module and a K−Banach space, such
that (N − 1) ·BV ⊆ pBV , where BV := {v ∈ V : ∥v∥ ≤ 1}. Suppose there is a subset V of V and

for each v ∈ V a ’U(h)K-submodule Wv of V contained in U(n)K · v such that

• RH acts locally finitely on W :=
∑

v∈V Wv, meaning that every cyclic RH-submodule of
W is finitely generated over R.

• KH acts faithfully on W .
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• For every v ∈ V the multiplication map KN ⊗K
U(n)K⧸I ′v →

’U(n)K⧸Iv is injective, where

I ′v = AnnU(n)K (v) and Iv = Ann’U(n)K
(v).

Then any KG-submodule V0 of V containing W is faithful.

This allows us to deduce faithfulness results for a Lie algebra g = n⊕ h from similar results for n and
h. We do this by exploiting the local finiteness conditions to replace the action of h by an action of
U(n)K , thus turning the problem into a question involving only the Lie algebra n.

In Section 4 we then apply this to the metaplectic representation. We first decompose g = a⊕ b⊕ c
into subalgebras a, b and c with associated uniform pro-p groups A,B and C, where a acts locally
finitely and b acts locally nilpotently, and proceed in three steps.

• In Section 4.1 we start by generalising [AW14, Theorem 3.8] to show that the multiplication
map from the last condition of the Gluing Lemma is indeed injective for any subalgebra of c. To
do this we use the generalisation of the Gluing Lemma from Section 3.

• In Section 4.2 we show that the second condition for the Gluing Lemma above holds, namely
that the metaplectic representation is injective when restricted to KA. This involves exploiting

symmetries of ÷An(R)K to be able to apply the Gluing Lemma as stated above.

• In Section 4.3 we put together the previous results to conclude that the metaplectic representation
is injective.

Finally, in Section 5 we use primary decomposition and a result from [Ard12] on ideals fixed by a
particular class of action to give a different proof for abelian subalgebras of general Iwasawa algebras,
before applying them to KB and KC.

The authors believe that the methods developed here can be generalised to an arbitrary highest weight
module for sp2n and more generally to other simple Lie algebras.
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project. The third author thanks the London Mathematical Society and the Mathematical Institute
for funding this project. The last author also thanks the Mathematical Institute for funding the
project.

2 Constructing the Metaplectic Representation

We will use lower-case letters to denote elements in a Zp-Lie algebra g and the corresponding upper-case
letter for the corresponding element in its associated uniform pro-p group G := exp(pg). It is a standard
fact of Iwasawa algebras (see for example [Dix+03, §7]) that a general element ζ ∈ KG can be uniquely
written as

ζ =
∑
α∈Nd

0

λα(G− 1)α, (G− 1)α := (G1 − 1)α1 · · · (Gd − 1)αd ,

where (G1, . . . , Gd) is a topological generating set for G and λα ∈ K are uniformly bounded with
respect to the p-adic valuation on K.

For fixed n ≥ 2, let

g := sp2n(Zp) =

ßï
A B
C −AT

ò
: A,B,C ∈Mn(Zp), B

T = B,CT = C

™
2
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with associated uniform pro-p group

G := exp(p sp2n(Zp)) = SP2n(Zp) ∩ (I + pM2n(Zp)).

We will use the following map adapted from [Fol89] to construct an infinite dimensional KG-
module.

Proposition 2.1 (Metaplectic Representation) — There is a Lie algebra homomorphism
sp2n(Zp)→ An(Zp) given byï

A B
C −AT

ò
7−→ −1

2
tr(A)−

∑
1≤i,j≤n

Aijxj∂i +
1

2

∑
1≤i,j≤n

Bij∂i∂j −
1

2

∑
1≤i,j≤n

Cijxixj .

Here An(Zp) is the n
th Weyl algebra on generators x1, . . . , xn and ∂1, . . . , ∂n. We will denote xα :=

xα1
1 · · ·xαn

n and ∂β := ∂β1
1 · · · ∂βn

n for all α, β ∈ Nn
0 .

We are interested in knowing if there are any non-zero prime ideals of KG of infinite codimension. To
this end, we lift the above homomorphism to a map on KG. We tensor first with R to obtain a map of
R-Lie algebras gR := sp2n(R)→ An(R) and lift this to a map of associative algebras U(gR)→ An(R),
where U(gR) is the universal enveloping algebra.

Now note that both U(gR) and An(R) inherit p-adic valuations from R. Explicitly, as K is a finite
Qp extension, the valuation on Qp can be extended to a valuation on K, which we denote by v. Let
d = 2n2 + n be the dimension of g over Zp and fix a basis g1, . . . , gd of g. We denote gα := gα1

1 · · · gαd
d

for α ∈ Nd
0, and write |α| = α1 + · · · + αn. Then, for an element of U(gR) we define its valuation

by

vp

Ñ∑
α∈Nd

0

cαg
α

é
:= min

α∈Nd
0

v(cα),

and similarly, for elements of An(R),

vp

Ñ ∑
α,β∈Nn

0

cα,βx
α∂β

é
:= min

α,β∈Nn
0

v(cα,β).

We then note the algebra homomorphism is continuous with respect to the induced topologies.

Therefore, this extends to a map ÷U(gR)→÷An(R) of the p-adic completions.

Then ÷U(gR) := lim←−
λ≥0

U(gR)⧸U(gR)λ
=

∑
α∈Nd

0

cαg
α : cα ∈ R, cα → 0 as |α| → ∞


with U(gR)λ := {x ∈ U(gR) : vp(x) ≥ λ} for λ ∈ R, and similarly÷An(R) := lim←−

λ≥0

An(R)⧸An(R)λ
=

 ∑
α,β∈Nn

0

cα,βx
α∂β : cα,β ∈ R, cα,β → 0 as |α|+ |β| → ∞

 ,

with An(R)λ := {y ∈ An(R) : vp(y) ≥ λ} for λ ∈ R.

Now, we tensor with K and obtain a map ρ :’U(g)K →÷An(R)K , where’U(g)K := ÷U(gR)⊗R K =

∑
α∈Nn

0

cαg
α : cα ∈ K, cα → 0 as |α| → ∞


3
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and ÷An(R)K := ÷An(R)⊗R K =

 ∑
α,β∈Nn

0

cα,βx
α∂β : cα,β ∈ K, cα,β → 0 as |α|+ |β| → ∞

 .

We also define U(g)K := U(gR) ⊗R K ⊆’U(g)K . Finally, as noted in [Man23, Corollary 2.5.4] KG

embeds into ’U(g)K via g 7→ epg for g ∈ G, so we can restrict ρ along this embedding to obtain a map

ρ|KG : KG→÷An(R)K . The aim is to show that ker ρ|KG = 0.

Let us also mention the valuations defined on U(gR) and An(R) extend in the natural way to valuations

on ’U(g)K , and
÷An(R)K respectively. That these are indeed valuations follows from [AW14, Lemma

5.2] together with [ST02, Remark 4.6] for ’U(g)K and [Pan07, Lemma 1.2.4] for the Weyl algebra (and
by continuity for the completed Weyl algebra as well).

From now on, we fix the following basis for g. Let eij = [δiIδjJ ]IJ for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2n denote the 2n× 2n
unit matrices. Then, for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n we let

aij = eij − ej+n,i+n bij = ei,j+n + ej,i+n cij = ei+n,j + ej+n,i

ρ(aij) = −
1

2
δij − xj∂i ρ(bij) = ∂i∂j ρ(cij) = −xixj

so note that in particular bij = bji and cij = cji. We record here the commutation relations for later
reference.

Lemma 2.2 — For all 1 ≤ i, j, k, l ≤ n we have

[aij , akl] = δjkail − δilakj , [aij , bkl] = δjkbil + δjlbik, [aij , ckl] = −δilcjk − δikcjl,

[bij , ckl] = δjkail + δjlaik + δikajl + δilajk, [bij , bkl] = 0, [cij , ckl] = 0.

Proof. For all 1 ≤ i, j, k, l ≤ 2n we have
[eij , ekl] = δjkeil − δilekj

which gives the relations above.

In particular, we have the subalgebras

a = ⟨aij : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n⟩Zp b = ⟨bij : 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n⟩Zp c = ⟨cij : 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n⟩Zp

and denote by A,B and C the corresponding uniform pro-p groups. We present the root space
decompositions of sp4 and of sp6 as illustrative examples. In particular, it is easy to see from these
that b and c are abelian.

b11 b12 b22

a12 • • a21

c22 c12 c11

a

b

c

σ1σ2

∂21 ∂1∂2 ∂22

−x2∂1 • • −x1∂2

−x22 −x1x2 −x21

ρ(a)

ρ(b)

ρ(c)

τ1τ2

Figure 1: Root space decomposition of sp4, and image under ρ

4
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b11

b22

b12
b33

b23
c22

a32

a12

b13

c11

a31

a21
c33

a23

c23

c12

c13

a13

a

b

c

∂21

∂22

∂1∂2
∂23

∂2∂3−x22

−x2∂3

−x2∂1

∂1∂3

−x21

−x1∂3

−x1∂2−x23

−x3∂2
−x2x3

−x1x2

−x1x3

−x3∂1

ρ(a)

ρ(b)

ρ(c)

Figure 2: Root space decomposition of sp6, and image under ρ

In order to translate results between the different subalgebras of g we will make use of the following

Fourier transforms of ÷An(R)K . For 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, let τi : ÷An(R)K → ÷An(R)K be the continuous
extension of the automorphism on An(R)K given by

τi(xj) =

®
∂j if i = j

xj if i ̸= j
τi(∂j) =

®
−xj if i = j

∂j if i ̸= j,

and note that τi is still an automorphism.

Lemma 2.3 — For every 1 ≤ i ≤ n, there is an automorphism σi :’U(g)K →’U(g)K making
the following diagram commute: ’U(g)K

’U(g)K

÷An(R)K
÷An(R)K

ρ ρ

σi

τi

Explicitly,

σi(ajk) =


−aii if j = k = i

−cik if j = i, k ̸= i

−bji if j ̸= i, k = i

ajk otherwise

σi(bjk) =


−cii if j = k = i

aki if j = i, k ̸= i

aji if j ̸= i, k = i

bjk otherwise

σi(cjk) =


−bii if j = k = i

aik if j = i, k ̸= i

aij if j ̸= i, k = i

cjk otherwise.

5
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Proof. From Proposition 2.1, τi preserves the image ρ(g), and ρ|g is injective, so we can pull τi|An(R) back to an

automorphism of g and complete it to get an automorphism σi of ’U(g)K that makes the above diagram commute. Since
ρ(σi(x)) = τi(ρ(x)) for all x ∈ g we obtain the explicit formulas above.

We also let the total Fourier transform on ÷An(R)K be τ := τ1 ◦ · · · ◦ τn with the corresponding

automorphism on ’U(g)K be σ := σ1 ◦ · · · ◦ σn.

3 The Gluing Lemma

In this section we develop the main tool for proving the injectivity of ρ|KG, partly reducing the problem
to showing it is injective when restricted to various subalgebras of KG. Note that setting T = R gives
Proposition 1.3.

Proposition 3.1 (Gluing Lemma) — Let

• n, h and g := n⊕ h be finite rank Zp-Lie algebras with corresponding uniform pro-p groups
N,H and G.

• T =
⋃

d∈Z FdT be an associative R-algebra with a Z-filtration by R-modules, and TK :=
T ⊗R K.

• V be a’U(g)K ⊗K TK-module and a K-Banach space, such that (N − 1) ·BV ⊆ pBV , where
BV := {v ∈ V : ∥v∥ ≤ 1}.

• V be a subset of V and for each v ∈ V , let Wv be a’U(h)K⊗K TK-submodule of V contained
in U(n)K · v.

• V0 be a KG⊗K TK-submodule of V containing W :=
∑

v∈V Wv.

Suppose the following conditions hold:

• For each d ∈ Z and w ∈W , RH ⊗R FdT · w is finitely generated over R.

• KH ⊗K TK acts faithfully on W .

• For every v ∈ V, the multiplication map

KN ⊗K
U(n)K⧸I ′v →

’U(n)K⧸Iv

is injective, where I ′v := AnnU(n)K (v) and Iv := Ann’U(n)K
(v).

Then V0 is a faithful KG⊗K TK-module.

Proof. Let (n1, . . . , nk) be a basis for n and (N1, . . . , Nk) the corresponding topological generating set for N . Note that
it is enough to show that V0 is faithful as an RG⊗R T -module. Take ζ ∈ AnnRG⊗RT (V0) and note that we can write it
as ζ =

∑
α∈Nk

0
(N− 1)α ζα where ζα ∈ RH ⊗R FdT for some d ∈ Z which does not depend on α. Fix v ∈ V and w ∈Wv.

Now since
RH ⊗R FdT · w ⊆ U(n)K · v

is finitely generated over R, we can choose u1, . . . , ur ∈ U(n) such that

RH ⊗R FdT · w ⊆ ⟨ui · v : 1 ≤ i ≤ r⟩K

and u1 + I
′
v, . . . , ur + I

′
v are K-linearly independent in U(n)K⧸I ′v

∼= U(n)K · v. Moreover, by taking common denominators

for the coefficients of ui · v in a finite generating set for RH ⊗R FdT · w over R, we see that

RH ⊗R FdT · w ⊆ p−m⟨ui · v : 1 ≤ i ≤ r⟩R

for some m > 0 and so we can write

ζα · w =

r∑
i=1

λi,αui · v

6
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for some λi,α ∈ K which are uniformly bounded in α and i. The condition (N − 1) ·BV ⊆ pBV then ensures

0 = ζ · w =

 ∑
1≤i≤r

∑
α∈Nk

0

λi,α(N− 1)αui

 · v

so ∑
1≤i≤r

∑
α∈Nk

0

λi,α(N− 1)αui ∈ Iv

and by the injectivity of the multiplication map we have

∑
1≤i≤r

∑
α∈Nk

0

λi,α(N− 1)α

⊗K (ui + I ′v) = 0.

Since ui + I ′v are linearly independent over K, this can only be the case if∑
α∈Nk

0

λi,α(N− 1)α = 0

in KN for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r. But then λi,α = 0 so ζα · w = 0. By linearity this is true for all w ∈W and since KH ⊗K TK

acts faithfully on W we get that ζα = 0 for all α ∈ Nk
0 . Then ζ = 0, V0 is faithful as an RG⊗R T -module, and so also as

a KG⊗K TK-module.

4 Faithfulness of the Metaplectic Representation

Our next goal is to show that ρ|KG : KG→÷An(R)K is injective. In order to do this, we will repeatedly
apply Proposition 3.1 with the K-algebras

V := K⟨X±
1 , . . . , X

±
n ⟩ =

{∑
α∈Zn

λαX
α1
1 · · ·Xαn

n : λα ∈ K,λα → 0 as |α| → ∞
}
,

V0 := K⟨X1, . . . , Xn⟩ =

∑
α∈Nn

0

λαX
α1
1 · · ·Xαn

n : λα ∈ K,λα → 0 as |α| → ∞


which are naturally also ÷An(R)K-modules, and so also ’U(g)K-modules along the map ρ :’U(g)K →÷An(R)K . Here, |α| := |α1|+ |α2|+ ...+ |αn| for α ∈ Zn.

Note that both V and V0 are K-Banach spaces with the norm induced from the p-adic valuation:

vp

(∑
α∈Zn

λαX
α1
1 · · ·Xαn

n

)
:= inf

α∈Zn
v(λα)

and, from the definition of ρ, we have g · BV ⊆ BV , for any g ∈ g so (G− 1) · BV ⊆ pBV since

epg − 1 ∈ p÷U(gR).

It follows from [AW13, Theorem 7.3] that ÷An(R)K is a simple ring, so V0 and V are faithful ÷An(R)K-
modules. This can also be seen explicitly as follows, where

Ann◊�An(R)K
(S) :=

{
ζ ∈÷An(R)K : ζ · s = 0 for all s ∈ S

}
for a subset S ⊆ V0.

Lemma 4.1 — For K[X1, . . . , Xn] ⊆ V0 we have Ann◊�An(R)K
K[X1, . . . , Xn] = 0. In particular,

V0 and V are faithful ÷An(R)K-modules.

7
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Proof. Take

ζ =
∑

α,β∈Nn
0

λα,βx
α1
1 · · ·xαn

n ∂β1
1 · · · ∂βn

n ∈ Annÿ�An(R)K
K[X1, . . . , Xn].

We consider the lexicographic order < on Nn
0 and argue by induction on β ∈ Nn

0 that λα,β = 0 for all α ∈ Nn
0 . Indeed, for

β = 0 we have

0 = ζ · 1 =
∑
α∈Nn

0

λα,0X
α1
1 · · ·Xαn

n ,

so λα,0 = 0 for all α ∈ Nn
0 . More generally, note that for β, γ ∈ Nn

0 with γ < β we have

∂β1
1 · · · ∂βn

n ·Xγ1
1 · · ·Xγn

n = 0.

By induction, fix γ ∈ Nn
0 such that for any β ∈ Nn

0 with β < γ we have λα,β = 0. Then

ζ ·Xγ1
1 · · ·Xγn

n = γ1! · · · γn!
∑
α∈Nn

0

λα,γX
α1
1 · · ·Xαn

n ,

so λα,γ = 0 for all α ∈ Nn
0 . The conclusion then follows.

In particular, whenever we have a K-algebra S with an algebra homomorphism φ : S →÷An(R)K , we
have that V0 is a faithful S-module along φ if and only if φ is injective.

4.1 The Multiplication Map

The image ρ
(‘U(c)K

)
embeds into V by the map xi 7→ Xi, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and under this identification,

the action of ‘U(c)K on V is given by multiplication x · v = ρ(x)v. Then since V is a domain, for any
non-zero v ∈ V and subalgebra c′ ⊆ c we have that

AnnU(c′ )K (v) = ker ρ
∣∣
U(c′ )K

, Ann’U(c′ )K
(v) = ker ρ

∣∣’U(c′ )K
,

and so in particular they are independent of the non-zero v ∈ V . There is a special class of subalgebras
for which these annihilators are zero.

Lemma 4.2 — Let I ⊆ {1, . . . , n}2 such that at most one of (i, j) and (j, i) is in I for each
i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, and suppose f = (f1, . . . , fn) : NI

0 → Nn
0 given by

fk((αij)(i,j)∈I) =
∑

(i,j)∈I
αij(δik + δkj)

is injective. Then ker ρ|’U(c′ )K
= 0 for c′ = ⟨cij : (i, j) ∈ I⟩Zp

and so

KC ′ ⊗K ρ
(
U(c′)K

)
→ ρ

(’U(c′)K
)

is injective.

Proof. Take

ζ =
∑
α∈NI

0

λα

Ñ ∏
(i,j)∈I

c
αij

ij

é
∈ ker ρ

∣∣÷U(c′ )K

for some λα ∈ K uniformly bounded and note that by construction

0 = ρ(ζ) =
∑
α∈NI

0

(−1)|α|λαx
f(α).

Since f is injective, then λα = 0 for all α ∈ NI
0 and the first part follows. Finally, by [AW14, Theorem 3.2] we have that

KC′ ⊗K U(c′)K → ’U(c′)K is injective so the last part also follows.

8
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We will then show by induction that

KC ⊗K ρ(U(c)K)→ ρ
(‘U(c)K

)
is injective, so it is convenient to introduce the following subalgebras for 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

ck := ⟨cij : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k⟩Zp ⊕ ⟨c1j : k + 1 ≤ j ≤ n⟩Zp , ck+ := σk · · ·σn
Ä
ck
ä
, ck− := σ1 · · ·σk−1

Ä
ck
ä

c̃k := ⟨cik : 1 ≤ i ≤ k⟩Zp ⊕ ⟨c1j : k + 1 ≤ j ≤ n⟩Zp , c̃k+ := σk · · ·σn
Ä
c̃k
ä
, c̃k− := σ1 · · ·σk−1

Ä
c̃k
ä

Note that these are all abelian by Lemma 2.2, and also that c̃k ⊆ ck, c̃k+ ⊆ ck+, c̃
k
− ⊆ ck− and cn = c. By

Lemma 4.3, generators of the images of these subalgebras under ρ are shown below for 2 ≤ k ≤ n.

x21 · · · x1xk−1 x1xk · · · x1xn
. . .

...
...

x2k−1 xk−1xk

x2k

(a) Generators of ρ(ck)

x1xk · · · x1xn
...

xk−1xk

x2k

(b) Generators of ρ(c̃k)

x21 · · · x1xk−1 x1∂k · · · x1∂n
. . .

...
...

x2k−1 xk−1∂k

∂2k

(c) Generators of ρ(ck+)

x1∂k · · · x1∂n
...

xk−1∂k

∂2k

(d) Generators of ρ(c̃k+)

∂21 · · · ∂1∂k−1 ∂1xk · · · ∂1xn
. . .

...
...

∂2k−1 ∂k−1xk

x2k

(e) Generators of ρ(ck−)

∂1xk · · · ∂1xn
...

∂k−1xk

x2k

(f) Generators of ρ(c̃k−)

Lemma 4.3 — We have

ck+ =

®
⟨b1i : 1 ≤ i ≤ n⟩Zp if k = 1,

⟨cij : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k − 1⟩Zp ⊕ ⟨aki : 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1⟩Zp ⊕ ⟨ai1 : k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n⟩Zp ⊕ ⟨bkk⟩Zp if 2 ≤ k ≤ n;

ck− =

®
⟨c1i : 1 ≤ i ≤ n⟩Zp if k = 1,

⟨bij : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k − 1⟩Zp ⊕ ⟨aik : 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1⟩Zp ⊕ ⟨a1i : k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n⟩Zp ⊕ ⟨ckk⟩Zp if 2 ≤ k ≤ n;

c̃k+ =

®
⟨b1i : 1 ≤ i ≤ n⟩Zp if k = 1,

⟨aki : 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1⟩Zp ⊕ ⟨ai1 : k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n⟩Zp ⊕ ⟨bkk⟩Zp if 2 ≤ k ≤ n;

c̃k− =

®
⟨c1i : 1 ≤ i ≤ n⟩Zp if k = 1,

⟨aik : 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1⟩Zp ⊕ ⟨a1i : k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n⟩Zp ⊕ ⟨ckk⟩Zp if 2 ≤ k ≤ n.

Proof. For k = 1 by definition we have

c1 = c̃1 = c1− = c̃1− = ⟨c1i : 1 ≤ i ≤ n⟩Zp

9
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and by Lemma 2.3 we have

c11
σn7−−→ · · · σ27−→ c11

σ17−→ −b11,

c1i
σn7−−→ · · ·

σi+17−−−→ c1i
σi7−→ ai1

σi−17−−−→ · · · σ27−→ ai1
σ17−→ −b1i if 2 ≤ i ≤ n,

giving the desired equalities for c1+ and c̃1+.

Now for 2 ≤ k ≤ n, by Lemma 2.3 we have

cij
σn7−−→ · · · σk7−−→ cij if 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k − 1,

cki
σn7−−→ · · ·

σk−17−−−→ cki
σk7−−→ aki if 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1

ckk
σn7−−→ · · ·

σk−17−−−→ ckk
σk7−−→ −bkk

c1i
σn7−−→ · · ·

σi+17−−−→ c1i
σi7−→ ai1

σi−17−−−→ · · · σk7−−→ ai1 if k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n

giving the desired equalities for ck+ and c̃k+. Moreover

cij
σk−17−−−→ · · ·

σj+17−−−→ cij
σj7−→ aji

σj−17−−−→ · · ·
σi+17−−−→ aji

σi7−→ −bij
σi−17−−−→ · · · σ17−→ −bij if 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k − 1,

cii
σk−17−−−→ · · ·

σi+17−−−→ cii
σi7−→ −bii

σi−17−−−→ · · · σ17−→ −bii if 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1,

cki
σk−17−−−→ · · ·

σi+17−−−→ cki
σi7−→ aik

σi−17−−−→ · · · σ17−→ aik if 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1

ckk
σk−17−−−→ · · · σ17−→ ckk

c1i
σk−17−−−→ · · · σ27−→ c1i

σ17−→ a1i if k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n

giving the equalities for ck− and c̃k−.

Lemma 4.4 — For 2 ≤ k ≤ n, the map KC̃k
+ ⊗K ρ

(
U
(
ck+
)
K

)
→÷An(R)K is injective.

Proof. Fix 2 ≤ k ≤ n and let

ak+ := a ∩ ck+ = a ∩ c̃k+ = ⟨aki : 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1⟩Zp ⊕ ⟨ai1 : k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n⟩Zp ,

ak− := a ∩ ck− = a ∩ c̃k− = ⟨aik : 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1⟩Zp ⊕ ⟨a1i : k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n⟩Zp ,

where the equalities follow by Lemma 4.3. We proceed in three steps.

Step 1: Annÿ�
U(ak+)K

K[X1, . . . , Xn] = 0.

First note the action is well-defined since ak+ acts by homogeneous operators of degree zero. Now take

ξ =
∑
α,β

µα,βa
α1
k1 . . . a

αk−1

k,k−1a
βk+1

k+1,1 . . . a
βn
n1 ∈ Annÿ�U(ak+)

K

K[X1, . . . , Xn]

where the sum is over α = (α1, . . . , αk−1) ∈ Nk−1
0 and β = (βk+1, . . . , βn) ∈ Nn−k

0 and µα,β ∈ K satisfy µα,β → 0 as
|α|+ |β| → ∞; in particular, they are uniformly bounded. Recall that ρ(aij) = −xj∂i so for any γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) ∈ Nn

0

we have

0 = ξ ·Xγ1
1 · · ·Xγn

n =
∑
α,β

c
(γ)
α,βX

γ1+α1+|β|
1 Xγ2+α2

2 · · ·Xγk−1+αk−1

k−1 X
γk−|α|
k X

γk+1−βk+1

k+1 · · ·Xγn−βn
n ,

where

c
(γ)
α,β = (−1)|α|+|β|µα,β

γk! · · · γn!
(γk − |α|)!(γk+1 − βk+1)! · · · (γn − βn)!

whenever |α| ≤ γk and βj ≤ γj for k + 1 ≤ j ≤ n, and c
(γ)
α,β = 0 otherwise. Since

(α, β) ∈ Nn−1
0 7→ (γ1 + α1 + |β|, α2 + γ2, . . . , αk−1 + γk−1, γk − |α|, γk+1 − βk+1, . . . , γn − βn) ∈ Nn

0

is injective for any γ ∈ Nn
0 we get that c

(γ)
α,β = 0 for all α ∈ Nk−1

0 , β ∈ Nn−k
0 and γ ∈ Nn

0 . Then µα,β = 0 whenever
|α| ≤ γk and βj ≤ γj for all k + 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Since γ is arbitrary we get ξ = 0.

Step 2: K[X1, . . . , Xn] is faithful as a KA
k
+ ⊗K K[x1, . . . , xk−1, ∂k, . . . , ∂n]-module.

Take
ζ =

∑
α,β

ζα,βx
α1
1 · · ·xαk−1

k−1 ∂
βk
k · · · ∂βn

n ∈ AnnKAk
+⊗KK[x1,...,xk−1,∂k,...,∂n]K[X1, . . . , Xn]

10
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where the sum is over α = (α1, . . . , αk−1) ∈ Nk−1
0 and β = (βk, . . . , βn) ∈ Nn−k+1

0 , with only finitely many ζα,β ∈ KAk
+

non-zero. In particular, there are d1, d2 ∈ N0 such that ζα,β = 0 whenever |α| ≥ d1 or |β| ≥ d2. Now for any monomial
f ∈ K[X1, . . . , Xn] we have

0 = Xd1+d2
1 ∂d1

k ζ · f =
∑
α,β

(−1)d1+|β|ζα,βa
βk+d1−(α2+···+αk−1)

k1 aα2
k2 · · · aαk−1

k,k−1a
βk+1

k+1,1 · · · a
βn
n,1 ·X

d2+|α|−|β|
1 f.

Fix d ≥ −d2. Since ak+ acts by homogeneous operators of degree 0, looking at the terms of total degree d+ d2 + deg(f)
in Xd1+d2

1 ∂d1
k ζ · f we see that

0 = Xd2+d
1

Ñ ∑
|α|−|β|=d

(−1)d1+|β|ζα,βa
βk+d1−(α2+···+αk−1)

k1 aα2
k2 · · · aαk−1

k,k−1a
βk+1

k+1,1 · · · a
βn
n,1 · f

é
.

But since K[X1, . . . , Xn] is a domain and f is an arbitrary monomial we have that∑
|α|−|β|=d

(−1)d1+|β|ζα,βa
βk+d1−(α2+···+αk−1)

k1 aα2
k2 · · · aαk−1

k,k−1a
βk+1

k+1,1 · · · a
βn
n,1 ∈ Annÿ�U(ak+)

K

K[X1, . . . , Xn] = 0.

Finally by [AW14, Theorem 3.2] we get ζα,β = 0 whenever |α| − |β| = d. Since d is arbitrary we get ζ = 0.

Step 3: V0 is faithful as a KC̃k
+ ⊗K ρ(U(ck+)K)-module.

By applying the automorphism σ ⊗K τ it is enough to show that V0 is faithful as a KC̃k
− ⊗K ρ(U(ck−)K)-module.

We apply Proposition 3.1 with

n = ⟨cik : 1 ≤ i ≤ n⟩Zp , h = ak−,

T = ρ
Ä
U
Ä
ck− ⊗Zp R

ää
, V =

¶
X−2nr

k : r ∈ N0

©
⊆ V,

where we filter T ⊆ An(R) by total degree. Also note that n⊕ h is a subalgebra since by Lemma 2.2 we have

[cik, ajk] = δijckk for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1

[cik, a1j ] = δi1cjk for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, k + 1 ≤ j ≤ n

and that c̃k− ⊆ n⊕ h by Lemma 4.3. For vr = X−2nr
k ∈ V let

Wvr := ⟨Xα1
1 · · ·Xαn

n : α ∈ Nn
0 , α1, . . . , αk−1 ≤ r, α1 + αi ≤ r for k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n, |α| even⟩K ⊆ U(n)K ·X−2nr

k

where the inclusion follows since

Xα1
1 · · ·Xαn

n = (−1)nr+
|α|
2 cα1

1k · · · cαk−1

k−1,kc
αk+nr− |α|

2
kk c

αk+1

k+1,k · · · c
αn
nk ·X−2nr

k

for α = (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Nn
0 with |α| even and α1, . . . , αk−1 ≤ r, α1+αi ≤ r for k+1 ≤ i ≤ n, since in particular |α| ≤ 2nr.

Each Wvr is both a ’U(h)K-submodule since it is stable by the actions of xk∂1, . . . , xk∂k−1 and xk+1∂1, . . . , xn∂1, and
a TK-submodule as it is also stable under the action of ∂i∂j for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k − 1 and under the action of x2k. Then
W = ⟨Xα1

1 · · ·Xαn
n : |α| even⟩K and we have

• For f ∈W we have

RH ⊗R FdT · f ⊆ {g ∈ K[X1, . . . , Xn] : deg g ≤ d+ deg f, vp(g) ≥ vp(f)} ,

which is finitely generated as an R-module, hence so is RH ⊗R FdT · f as R is noetherian.

• KH ⊗K TK acts faithfully on W since if ζ ∈ KH ⊗K TK annihilates W , it also annihilates K[X1, . . . , Xn] =

W + ∂1 ·W since ∂1 commutes with the image of KH ⊗K TK in ÷An(R)K , and then ζ = 0 by Step 2, after applying
the automorphism σ ⊗K τ .

• For every v ∈ V, the multiplication map KN ⊗K ρ (U(n)K) → ρ
(’U(n)K

)
is injective by Lemma 4.2 as

(α1k, . . . , αnk) ∈ Nn
0 7→ (α1k, . . . , αk−1,k, αkk + |α|, αk+1,k, . . . , αnk) ∈ Nn

0

is injective.

The result now follows from Proposition 3.1

11
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Proposition 4.5 — The multiplication map KC ⊗K ρ (U(c)K)→ ρ
(‘U(c)K

)
is injective.

Proof. We show by induction that the multiplication map KCk ⊗K ρ
(
U(ck)K

)
→ ρ

(’U(ck)K

)
is injective for 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

The base case k = 1 follows from Lemma 4.2 as the map

(α11, . . . , α1n) ∈ Nn
0 7→ (2α11 + α12 + · · ·+ α1n, α12, . . . , α1n) ∈ Nn

0

is injective. Now, for the induction, fix 2 ≤ k ≤ n and note that it is enough to show that V0 is faithful over the algebra
KCk ⊗K ρ

(
U(ck)K

)
. Applying the automorphism σk · · ·σn this is equivalent to showing that V0 is faithful over the

algebra KCk
+ ⊗K ρ

(
U(ck+)K

)
. The following pictures provide an illustration of this argument for sp4.

b11 b12 b22

a12 • • a21

c22 c12 c11

c2 = c

c2+

σ2

(a) Action of σ2

b11 b12 b22

a12 • • a21

c22 c12 c11

h = c̃2+

n = c1

c2+

(b) Applying Proposition 3.1

We then apply Proposition 3.1 with

n = ck−1, h = c̃k+,

T = ρ
Ä
U(ck+ ⊗Zp R)

ä
⊆ R[x1, . . . , xk−1, ∂k, . . . , ∂n], V =

¶
X−2nr

1 : r ∈ N0

©
⊆ V,

where we filter T by total degree, n⊕ h is a subalgebra by Lemma 2.2 and ck+ ⊆ n⊕ h by Lemma 4.3. For vr = X−2nr
1 ∈ V

let

Wvr := ⟨Xα1
1 · · ·Xαn

n : α ∈ Nn
0 , αk, . . . , αn ≤ r, |α| is even⟩K ⊆ U(n)K ·X−2nr

1

where the inclusion follows since

Xα1
1 · · ·Xαn

n = (−1)nr+|α|/2cnr+α1−|α|/2
11 cα2

12 · · · cαn
1n ·X−2nr

1

for α = (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Nn
0 with αi ≤ r for all i ≥ k and |α| even.

These are both a ’U(h)K-submodule and a TK-submodule as both h = c̃k+ and ck+ act by homogeneous operators of even
degree, which can only increase the degrees of X1, . . . , Xk−1. Then W = ⟨Xα1

1 · · ·Xαn
n : |α| is even⟩K and we have:

• For f ∈W we have

RH ⊗R FdT · f ⊆ {g ∈ K[X1, . . . , Xn] : deg g ≤ d+ deg f, vp(g) ≥ vp(f)} ,

which is finitely generated as an R-module, hence so is RH ⊗R FdT · f as R is noetherian.

• KH ⊗K TK acts faithfully on W by Lemma 4.4.

• For every v ∈ V, the multiplication map is injective by the inductive hypothesis.

The result now follows from Proposition 3.1.

4.2 The subalgebra KA

The next step is to show that KA acts faithfully on V0, so that ρ|KA is injective. We start by looking
at a Cartan subalgebra a0 := ⟨aii : 1 ≤ i ≤ n⟩Zp of g.

Lemma 4.6 — KA0 acts faithfully on K[X1, . . . , Xn] ⊆ V0.

12
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Proof. We actually show that ÷U(a0)K acts faithfully on K[X1, . . . , Xn], and note that the action is well-defined as÷U(a0)K acts on V0 by homogeneous operators of degree 0. Let

ζ =
∑
α∈Nn

0

λαa
α1
11 · · · aαn

nn ∈ Ann◊�U(a0)K
K[X1, . . . , Xn]

for λα ∈ K with λα → 0 as |α| → ∞. Then for each β ∈ Nn
0 , since ρ(aii) = − 1

2
− xi∂i for 1 ≤ i ≤ n we have

0 = ζ ·Xβ1
1 · · ·Xβn

n =
∑
α∈Nn

0

λα

(
n∏

i=1

Å
−1

2
− βi

ãαi

)
Xβ1

1 · · ·Xβn
n = f

Å
−1

2
− β1, . . . ,−

1

2
− βn

ã
Xβ1

1 · · ·Xβn
n

where
f(X1, . . . , Xn) =

∑
α∈Nn

0

λαX
α1
1 · · ·Xαn

n ∈ K⟨X1, . . . , Xn⟩.

Then by [AW14, Lemma 4.7] it follows that λα = 0 for all α ∈ Nn
0 , and hence ζ = 0.

Proposition 4.7 — ρ|KA is injective.

Proof. For 1 ≤ k ≤ n let

ak := ⟨aij : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k⟩Zp ⊕ ⟨aii : k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n⟩Zp bk := ⟨bik : 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1⟩Zp ck := ⟨cik : 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1⟩Zp

a−k := ak−1 ⊕ ck a+k := σ(a−k ) = ak−1 ⊕ bk a±k := σk(ak) = ak−1 ⊕ bk ⊕ ck,

where the equalities follow by Lemma 2.3 and note that these are subalgebras by Lemma 2.2. We prove by induction on
k for 1 ≤ k ≤ n that ρ|KAk

is injective. By Lemma 4.1 this is equivalent to showing that V0 is faithful as a KAk-module.
The case k = 1 follows then from Lemma 4.6 as a1 = a0. Now fix 2 ≤ k ≤ n and suppose ρ|KAk−1

is injective. By

applying the automorphism σk, it is then enough to show that KA±
k acts faithfully on V0, which we do in two steps. The

following pictures provide an illustration of this argument for sp4.

b11 b12 b22

a12 • • a21

c22 c12 c11

a2 = a

a±2

σ1

(a) Action of σ1

b11 b12 b22

a12 • • a21

c22 c12 c11

h = a1

n = c2

a−2

→

b11 b12 b22

a12 • • a21

c22 c12 c11

h = a+2

n = c2

a±2

(b) Using Proposition 3.1 to show ρ|KA±
k
is injective

Step 1: The restriction ρ|
KA+

k
is injective.

We apply Proposition 1.3 with

n = ck, h = ak−1, V = {Xrk
k · · ·Xrn

n : rk ∈ Z, rk+1, . . . , rn ∈ N0} ⊆ V

and note that n⊕ h = a−k . For v = X
rk
k · · ·Xrn

n ∈ V let

Wv := ⟨Xα1
1 · · ·Xαn

n : α ∈ Nn
0 , αk = α1 + · · ·+ αk−1 + rk, αi = ri for i > k⟩K ⊆ U(n)K ·Xrk

k · · ·Xrn
n ,

where the inclusion follows since

Xα1
1 · · ·Xαn

n = (−1)α1+···+αk−1cα1
1k · · · cαk−1

k−1,k ·Xrk
k · · ·Xrn

n

for all α ∈ Nn
0 with αk = α1 + · · ·+ αk−1 + rk and αi = ri for i > k. These are ’U(h)K-submodules since ak−1 acts by

homogeneous elements of degree 0 that cannot change the individual degrees in any of Xk, . . . , Xn nor the total degree in
X1, . . . , Xk−1. Then W = K[X1, . . . , Xn] and we have

• RH acts locally finitely on W since for f ∈W ,

RH · f ⊆ {g ∈ K[X1, . . . , Xn] : deg g = deg f, vp(g) ≥ vp(f)} ,

which is finitely generated as an R-module, hence so is RH · f as R is noetherian.

13
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• KH acts faithfully on K[X1, . . . , Xn] since by the induction hypothesis ker ρ|KH = 0 and ρ(KH) acts faithfully
on K[X1, . . . , Xn] by Lemma 4.1.

• The multiplication map is injective by Proposition 4.5 (or alternatively by Lemma 4.2).

So V0 is faithful as a KA−
k -module, and applying the automorphism σ we get that KA+

k acts faithfully on V0 as well.
Then ρ|

KA+
k

is injective.

Step 2: V0 is a faithful KA±
k -module.

Now we apply Proposition 1.3 again, replacing h = ak−1 with h = a+k = ak−1 ⊕ bk and keeping everything else unchanged.
That is,

n = ck, h = a+k V = {Xrk
k · · ·Xrn

n : rk ∈ Z, rk+1, . . . , rn ∈ N0} ⊆ V.

and
Wv := ⟨Xα1

1 · · ·Xαn
n : α ∈ Nn

0 , αk = α1 + · · ·+ αk−1 + rk, αi = ri for i > k⟩K ⊆ U(n)K ·Xrk
k · · ·Xrn

n .

Note that n ⊕ h = a±k and that Wv are still ’U(h)K-submodules since the action of bk keeps αk − (α1 + · · · + αk−1)
invariant. Then we have

• RH still acts locally finitely on W since for f ∈W ,

RH · f ⊆ {g ∈ K[X1, . . . , Xn] : deg g ≤ deg f, vp(g) ≥ vp(f)} ,

which is finitely generated as an R-module, hence so is RH · f as R is noetherian.

• KH acts faithfully on K[X1, . . . , Xn] since by the previous step ρ|KH is injective, and ρ(KH) acts faithfully on
K[X1, . . . , Xn] by Lemma 4.1.

• The multiplication map is injective by Proposition 4.5 (or alternatively by Lemma 4.2).

So V0 is faithful as a KA±
k -module, completing the induction.

4.3 Final Gluing

We can now glue all three subalgebras together to prove the main result.

Theorem 4.8 — ρ|KG is injective.

Proof. Let s := a⊕ c and t := a⊕ b and note that these are subalgebras by Lemma 2.2. The following pictures provide
an illustration of this argument for sp4.

b11 b12 b22

a12 • • a21

c22 c12 c11

h = a

n = c

s

→

b11 b12 b22

a12 • • a21

c22 c12 c11

h = t

n = c

g

We first show that V0 is faithful as a KS-module by applying Proposition 1.3 with

n = c, h = a, V = {1, X−1
1 } ⊆ V,

W1 = ⟨Xα1
1 . . . Xαn

n : α ∈ Nn
0 , |α| is even⟩K ⊆ U(n)K · 1,

W
X−1

1
= ⟨Xα1

1 · · ·Xαn
n : α ∈ Nn

0 , |α| is odd⟩K ⊆ U(n)K ·X−1
1 ,

where the inclusions follow as {XiXj : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n} generates W1. Note that n ⊕ h = s and that W1 and W
X−1

1
are’U(h)K-modules since the elements of a act by homogeneous operators of degree 0. Then W = K[X1, . . . , Xn] and we

have

• RH acts locally finitely on W since for f ∈W ,

RH · f ⊆ {g ∈ K[X1, . . . , Xn] : deg g = deg f, vp(g) ≥ vp(f)} ,

which is finitely generated as an R-module, hence so is RH · f as R is noetherian.

14
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• KH acts faithfully on K[X1, . . . , Xn] since by Proposition 4.7 ρ|KH is injective, and ρ(KH) acts faithfully on
K[X1, . . . , Xn] by Lemma 4.1.

• The multiplication map is injective by Proposition 4.5.

Then V0 is faithful as a KS-module and by applying the automorphism σ it is also faithful as a KT -module so ρ|KT is
injective.

We finally apply Proposition 3.1 again, only changing h. In particular,

n = c, h = t, V = {1, X−1
1 } ⊆ V,

W1 = ⟨Xα1
1 . . . Xαn

n : α ∈ Nn
0 , |α| is even⟩K ⊆ U(n)K · 1,

W
X−1

1
= ⟨Xα1

1 · · ·Xαn
n : α ∈ Nn

0 , |α| is odd⟩K ⊆ U(n)K ·X−1
1 ,

Note that n⊕ h = g and W1 and W
X−1

1
are still ‘U(t)K -submodules since the elements of b act by homogeneous operators

of even non-positive degree. Then:

• RH acts locally finitely on W = K[X1, . . . , Xn] since for f ∈W ,

RH · f ⊆ {g ∈ K[X1, . . . , Xn] : deg g ≤ deg f, vp(g) ≥ vp(f)} ,

which is finitely generated as an R-module, hence so is RH · f as R is noetherian.

• KH acts faithfully on K[X1, . . . , Xn] since ρ|KH = ρ|KT is injective, and ρ(KH) acts faithfully on K[X1, . . . , Xn]
by Lemma 4.1.

• The multiplication map is injective by Proposition 4.5.

So V0 is faithful as a KG-module and hence ρ|KG is injective.

5 Abelian subalgebras

In this section, let G be any uniform pro-p group, and H ≤ G a torsion-free abelian pro-p group. We
give conditions for maps out of KH with infinite-dimensional image to be injective, first in terms of
closed subgroups of Aut(H), and then in terms of the normaliser of h in g.

5.1 Invariant ideals in commutative algebras

Let H have topological generating set H1, . . . ,Hd. We equip KH with the p-adic filtration

wp

Ñ∑
α∈Nd

0

λα (H− 1)α

é
= inf

α∈Nd
0

v(λα)

where (H− 1)α = (H1 − 1)α1 · · · (Hd − 1)αd and the λα ∈ K are uniformly bounded. Note that wp is
complete and separated with grKH ∼= kH[s, s−1], where s is the image of the uniformiser of K.

We endow Aut(H) with the congruence topology as defined in [Dix+03, §5.2], and let Γ ≤ Aut(H) be
a closed subgroup such that

(i) L(H) is an irreducible L(Γ)-module;

(ii) [Γ, H] := {γ(h)h−1 : γ ∈ Γ, h ∈ H} ⊆ Hp.

Here L denotes the corresponding Qp-Lie algebra as in [Dix+03, §9.5]. Note that (ii) forces Γ to be
isomorphic to a closed subgroup of the first congruence subgroup Γ1 := 1 +Md(Zp) of GLd(Zp), which
is uniform by [Dix+03, Theorem 5.2]. In particular then, Γ is a finitely generated pro-p group, and
every Γl :=

〈
γl : γ ∈ Γ

〉
≤ Aut(H) is also a closed subgroup by [Mar94].

We extend the action of Γ first to RH by linearity and then to KH , as the Γ-action does not affect the
wp-filtration. Similarly, Γ acts on the local ring kH, and is exactly chosen so that [Ard12, Corollary
8.1] gives

15
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Lemma 5.1 — For l ∈ N0, the only Γl-invariant prime ideals of kH are 0 and the maximal
ideal m = (H1 − 1, . . . ,Hd − 1).

This uses the observation that L(Γl) = L(Γ), which follows directly from the definition of L. This
maximality condition lifts to a condition on Γ-invariant ideals in KH.

Proposition 5.2 — Let I be an non-zero, Γ-invariant ideal in KH. Then I has finite K-
codimension.

Proof. If I = KH this is trivial, so suppose not. Consider the grK-module grKH, and the non-zero, proper, Γ-invariant,
graded submodule gr I. Identifying grKH ∼= kH[s, s−1], we see that s is a unit, and so each graded component of gr I is
equal. Thus we may write gr I = J [s, s−1] for some ideal J ⊆ kH.

As kH is noetherian, rad(J) =
⋂m

i=1 pi for some non-zero prime ideals p1, . . . , pm. As rad(J) is also Γ-invariant and Γ
acts by automorphisms, each element of Γ permutes the pi, so we can find an l ≥ 1 such that Γl fixes all of the pi. So by
Lemma 5.1, rad(J) = m.

Thus we can find an r ≥ 0 such that mr ⊆ J , and since kH⧸mn is finite-dimensional over k so is kH⧸J . Now note that

grKH⧸gr I ∼= kH[s, s−1]⧸J [s, s−1]
∼=
Ä
kH⧸J

ä
[s, s−1]

so grKH⧸gr I is finite-dimensional over grK ∼= k[s, s−1]. By [LO96, Theorem I.4.2.4] we have grKH⧸gr I ∼= gr
Ä
KH⧸I

ä
so gr

Ä
KH⧸I

ä
is generated over grK by finitely many elements of degree 0. Finally, by [LO96, Theorem I.5.7], KH⧸I

has finite K-dimension.

This immediately gives the following corollary.

Corollary 5.3 — Let T be a filtered K-algebra, and let ψ : KH → T a filtered K-algebra
homomorphism such that ψ(KH) is not finite K-dimensional. If kerψ is Γ-invariant, then ψ is
injective.

5.2 Abelian subalgebras

A key example of such automorphism groups Γ comes from conjugation. Suppose now that H is
subgroup of a uniform pro-p group G, and let h, g be their associated Zp-Lie algebras. Let n ⊆ g be a
subalgebra contained in the normaliser {x ∈ g : [x, y] ∈ h for y ∈ h} of h, and N its associated pro-p
group. We assume that g/n is torsion-free as a Zp-module so that by [Dix+03, Proposition 7.15],
N ≤c G is a closed uniform subgroup.

Proposition 5.4 — Let T be a filtered K-algebra, and let ψ : KG → T be a filtered K-
algebra homomorphism such that ψ(KH) is not finite K-dimensional. If L(H) is an irreducible
L(N)-module, then ψ|KH is injective.

Proof. We first show that the conjugation homomorphism φ : N → Aut(H) by x 7→ (φx : y 7→ xyx−1) is continuous.
To this end, suppose a net (xλ)λ∈Λ converges to 1N in N . It suffices to prove φxλ converges to idH in the congruence
topology; that is, that for any open normal subgroup H ′ ◁o H, there is a µH′ ∈ Λ such that [φxλ , H] ⊆ H ′ for λ ≥ µH′ .

Fix some H ′ ◁oH. For any y ∈ H, φxλ(y)y
−1 = [xλ, y] converges to 1H in H, so there is a µy ∈ Λ such that [xλ, y] ∈ H ′

for λ ≥ µy. If h ∈ H ′, we also see that [xλ, hy] ∈ H ′ by normality, so [xλ, g] ∈ H ′ whenever g ∈ H ′y, λ ≥ µy. As H is
profinite, H ′ has finite index in H, so it is enough to take µN′ ≥ µyi , 1 ≤ i ≤ m, for some finite collection y1, . . . , ym of
coset representatives of H/H ′.

We check that Γ = φ(N) satisfies conditions (i) and (ii).

(i) L(φ) : L(N) → L(φ(N)) is surjective by [Dix+03, §9, Ex. 7], so L(H) is irreducible as an L(φ(N))-module.

(ii) [n, h] ≤ h ∩ pg = ph as g is a powerful Lie algebra and g/h is torsion-free. Then the Campbell-Baker-Hausdorff
formula guarantees that [φ(N), H] = [N,H] ≤ Hp.
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Finally, kerψ is a (two-sided) ideal of KG and the conjugation action of N on G fixes H, so both kerψ and KH are
N -invariant. Thus kerψ|KH = KH ∩ kerψ is N -invariant, and we can apply Corollary 5.3 with Γ = φ(N).

We apply Proposition 5.4 with G = exp(psp2n(Zp)), H = C, N = A and ψ = ρ as in Section 2 to
obtain the injectivity of the restrictions ρ|KB and ρ|KB. Note then g = psp2n(Zp), h = pc, n = pc in
the notation of Section 2.

Corollary 5.5 — ρ|KC and ρ|KB are injective.

Proof. KC acts on the Tate algebra K⟨X1, X2, ...Xn⟩ via ρ with

(C12 − 1) ·Xn1
1 Xn2

2 = (exp (−px1x2)− 1) ·Xn1
1 Xn2

2 = −pXn1+1
1 Xn2+1

2 +
p2

2
Xn1+2

1 Xn2+2
2 + · · ·

which shifts the total trailing degree by 2, and hence the actions of (C12 − 1)n for n ∈ N are linearly independent. Then
the image of ρ(KC) is infinite dimensional.

By Lemma 2.2, pa is contained in the normaliser of pc. pa⊗Zp Qp contains a copy of sln(Qp), so we can view pc⊗Zp Qp

as a sln(Qp)-module by restriction of scalars. Now under this action, pc is just a highest weight module with integral
dominant weight, hence simple. Then L(C) = pc⊗Zp Qp is simple for sln(Qp) and therefore also for L(A) = pa⊗Zp Qp.

The argument for H = B is completely analogous.
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