arXiv:2111.11109v2 [math.NT] 16 Oct 2023

ON WEIL-STARK ELEMENTS, I:

GENERAL PROPERTIES

DAVID BURNS, DANIEL MACIAS CASTILLO AND SOOGIL SEO

Abstract. We construct a canonical family of elements in the reduced exterior power lattices of the unit groups of global fields. We prove that this family recovers the theory of cyclotomic elements in real abelian fields and also establish detailed arithmetic properties of its elements in the general case.

1. Introduction

Our primary interest is the study of refined versions of Stark’s seminal conjectures on the algebraic properties of the values at zero of Artin L-series over global fields. The results in the present article provide necessary preliminaries for this and, at the same time, contribute to the classical problem of identifying explicit elements in the unit groups of number fields.

More precisely, we shall construct a canonical family of elements in the Galois-equivariant reduced exterior power lattices of unit groups of global fields. We refer to these elements as ‘Weil-Stark elements’ since a variant (known to exist unconditionally) of Lichtenbaum’s conjectural theory of Weil-étale cohomology [15] plays a key role in their construction.

We establish some of the detailed arithmetic properties of these elements and also prove that, in the case of real abelian extensions of Q, they recover the classical theory of cyclotomic elements. Then, in a sequel to this article, we show that the theory of Weil-Stark elements combines with the formalism of Tamagawa number conjectures that originates with Bloch and Kato to give a new, and essentially axiomatic, approach to the formulation of refinements of Stark’s conjectures along with a range of unconditional evidence in support of the resulting predictions.

In a little more detail, the main contents of this article are as follows. In §2 we review algebraic constructions and results of Sano and the first author that underlie our approach. In §3 we study ‘locally-Gorenstein’ orders and introduce bimodules and functors that are relevant to our theory. In §4 we introduce Weil-Stark elements, with the general construction presented in Theorem 4.2 and the link to cyclotomic elements established in Theorem 4.9. Then in §5 we prove that, over locally-Gorenstein orders, Weil-Stark elements have good ‘integrality’ properties and, in particular, encode detailed structural information about ideal class groups (see Theorem 5.2).

Acknowledgements We warmly thank Alexandre Daoud, Henri Johnston, Andreas Nickel, Takamichi Sano and especially an anonymous referee for some very helpful comments on earlier versions of the material presented here. The second author acknowledges support for

MSC: 11R27, 11R29 (primary), 11R34, 11R33 (secondary).

1

this article as part of Grants CEX2019-000904-S, PID2019-108936GB-C21 and PID2022- 142024NB-I00 funded by MCIN/AEI/ 10.13039/501100011033.

2. Non-commutative algebra

For the reader’s convenience, in this first section we quickly review relevant aspects of constructions and results from [6]. To do so we write ζ(R) for the centre of a ring R and, unless explicitly stated otherwise, we use ‘R-module’ to mean ‘left R-module’.

We fix a Dedekind domain Λ that is a subring of C and write F for its field of fractions. We let A be a Λ-order in a finite-dimensional separable F-algebra A. We set A_C := C ⊗_F A. Given an A-module M we write M_{tor} for its Λ-torsion submodule and M_{tf} for its quotient by M_{tor}. For any field extension E of F we set E · M := E ⊗_Λ M.

We write Λ_{(p)} for the localisation of Λ at p ∈ Spec(Λ) and, for an A-module M, set M_{(p)} := Λ_{(p)} ⊗_Λ M. A finitely generated A-module M is ‘locally-free’ if, for every p ∈ Spec(Λ), the A_{(p)}-module M_{(p)} is free. In this case, the A_{(p)}-rank rk_A(M) of M_{(p)} is independent of p, and M is said to be ‘invertible’ if rk_A(M) = 1. We often use the fact that a locally-free A-module is projective (by [8, Prop. (8.19), Vol. I]).

2.1. For p ∈ Spec(Λ) we write ξ(A_{(p)}) for the Λ_{(p)}-order comprising the A_{(p)}-submodule of ζ(A) generated by {Nrd_A(M) : M ∈ ⋃ n∈N M_n(A_{(p)})}. It is proved in [6, Lem. 3.2] that the ‘Whitehead order’ ξ(A) := ⋂ p∈Spec(Λ)ξ(A(p)) of A is a Λ-order in ζ(A), that ξ(A) = A if A

is commutative and that any surjective map of Λ-orders A → B induces, upon restriction, a surjective map of Λ-orders ξ(A) → ξ(B).

In general, neither ξ(A) ⊆ ζ(A) nor ζ(A) ⊆ ξ(A), but [6, Def. 3.6] gives an explicit ideal δ(A) of ζ(A) (that is equal to ξ(A) = A if A is commutative) with δ(A) · ξ(A) = δ(A).

The links between the order ξ(A) and ideal δ(A) and slightly different constructions of Johnston and Nickel [13] are discussed in [6, Rem. 3.3 and 3.8].

2.2. For a natural number m we write [m] for the set of integers i with 1 ≤ i ≤ m and set [m]^∗ := {0} ∪ [m]. Let M be a matrix in M_{d×d}′ (A) with d ≥ d^′. Let {b_i}_{i∈[d]} be the standard basis of A^d. Then for any t ∈ [d^′]^∗ and any φ = (φ_i)_{i∈[t]} in Hom_A(A^d, A)^t we write Min^{d′}_φ (M) for the set of all d^′ × d^′ minors of the matrices M(J, φ) that are obtained from M by choosing any t-tuple of integers J = {i_1, i_2, · · · , i_t} with 1 ≤ i_1 < i_2 < · · · < i_t ≤ d^′, and setting M(J, φ)_{ij} := { φ_a(b_i), if j = i_a for a ∈ [t] M_{ij} , otherwise.

For a ≥ 0, the ‘a-th (non-commutative) Fitting invariant of M’ is the ξ(A)-ideal

Fit^a_A(M) := ξ(A) · {Nrd_A(N) : N ∈ Min^{d′}_φ (M), φ ∈ Hom_A(A^d, A)^t, t ≤ a}.

A ‘presentation’ h of A-modules is an exact sequence of finitely generated A-modules P^{′ θ}−→ P −→ Z → 0; h is said to be ‘locally-free’, resp. ‘locally-quadratic’, if P and P^′ are locally-free, resp. locally-free with rk_A(P^′) = rk_A(P ). If h is locally-free, then its a-th Fitting invariant is the ξ(A)-ideal

Fit^a_A(h) := ⋂ p∈Spec(Λ)

Fit^a_{A(p)} (M(θ, p)), where M(θ, p) the matrix of θ_{(p)} with respect to a choice of A_{(p)}-bases of P^′_{(p)} and P_{(p)}. If A is commutative, then Fit^a_A(h) coincides with the classical a-th Fitting ideal of the A-module Z (as discussed by Northcott [16]).

2.3. The ring A decomposes as a direct product ∏ i∈I A_i over a finite index set I, in which each ring A_i is simple. For each i ∈ I we fix a splitting field E_i for A_i over ζ(A_i) and a simple E_i ⊗_{ζ(Ai)} A_i-module V_i. These choices determine, for each non-negative integer r, an ‘r-th reduced exterior power functor’ M → ⋀_r AM from finitely generated A-modules to finitely generated ζ(A)-modules. This functor behaves well under scalar extension and, for s ∈ [r]^∗, there exists a natural duality pairing ⋀_r AM × ⋀_s A^{op} Hom A(M, A) → ⋀_{r−s} A M, (m, φ) → φ(m). If one fixes ordered E_i-bases of the spaces V_i, then subsets {m_j}_{j∈[r]} of M and {φ_j }_{j∈[r]} of Hom_A(M, A) determine elements ∧^{j=r}_{j=1}m_j of ⋀_r AM and ∧^{j=r}_{j=1}φ_j of ⋀_r A^{op} HomA(M, A). The

element (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i)(∧^{j=r}_{j=1}m_j) belongs to ζ(A) and depends only on {m_j }_{j∈[r]} and {φ_j }_{j∈[r]} (cf. [6, Lem. 4.10]). If N is a finitely generated A-module, its ‘r-th reduced Rubin lattice’ ⋂_r AN := {a ∈ ⋀_r A(F ⊗_Λ N) : (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i)(a) ∈ ξ(A) for all φ_i ∈ Hom_A(N, A)}

is then a ξ(A)-lattice that has a range of useful properties (cf. [6, Th. 4.19]).

Remark 2.1. The above constructions depend, up to isomorphism, on the choice of (bases of) the modules {V_i}_{i∈I} (cf. [6, Rem. 4.4]). However, there are two cases that arise in our theory and for which this ambiguity can be removed (in a compatible fashion). (i) If A is commutative (so ξ(A) = A), then, for each i ∈ I, one can take 1 as the basis of V_i = E_i = A_i. In this case, the above constructions recover classical exterior powers and the ‘Rubin lattices’ introduced in [18] (cf. [6, Rem. 4.18]).

(ii) If Γ is a finite group, then the choice of a representation Γ → GL_{χ(1)}(Q^c ) for each irreducible complex character χ of Γ fixes a canonical set of modules {V_i}_{i∈I} for the algebra A = E[Γ] together with a distinguished basis of each (cf. [6, Rem. 4.9]).

2.4. We write D(A) for the derived category of A-modules and D^{lf} (A) for the full triangulated subcategory generated by bounded complexes of finitely generated locally-free A-modules. (In the case A = Z[G], a theorem of Swan [19] (see also [8, Prop. (8.19), Vol. I]) implies D^{lf} (Z[G]) coincides with the full subcategory of D(Z[G]) comprising complexes that are perfect). We write D^{lf} (A)_{is} for the subcategory of D^{lf} (A) in which morphisms are restricted to isomorphisms, and P(ξ(A)) for the category of graded invertible ξ(A)-modules (though, often, we omit reference to the grading). Then, for any choice of normalization of reduced exterior powers as above, [6, Th. 5.2] constructs a ‘reduced determinant functor’

d_A : D^{lf} (A)_{is} → P(ξ(A))

that respects exact triangles in D^{lf} (A) and, on every locally-free A-module M, gives

d_A(M[0]) = (⋂rk_A(M) A M, rr_A(M_F ) ) where rr_A(M_F ) is the ‘reduced A-rank’ of A ⊗_A M. Writing Mod(A) for the category of finitely generated A-modules, the methods of loc. cit. also construct associated functors d_A : D^{lf} (A)_{is} → P(ζ(A)) and d^⋄_A : Mod(A) → P(ζ(A)).

These functors are related via canonical ‘passage to cohomology’ isomorphisms

(1) d_A(X) ∼= ⨂ i∈Z d^⋄_A(H^i(X))^{(−1)i}

in P(ζ(A)), and are also such that the diagram of scalar extension functors

(2) D^{lf} (A)_{is}^{dA} // P(ζ(A))

D^{lf} (A)_{is}

OO d_A // P(ξ(A))

OO

commutes (cf. [6, Prop. 5.17]).

3. Orders and bimodules

In this section we introduce the orders and bimodules that are relevant to our theory. To do this we fix data Λ, F, A and A as in §2.

3.1. Locally Gorenstein orders.

Definition 3.1. We say A is ‘locally-Gorenstein’ if there exists a Λ-linear anti-involution ι_A of A such that for all p ∈ Spec(Λ), the dual Hom_Λ(A, Λ)_{(p)} is a free rank one A_{(p)}-module with respect to the action (aθ)(a^′) := θ(ι_A(a)a^′), for θ in Hom_Λ(A, Λ)_{(p)} and a, a^′ in A_{(p)}.

Example 3.2. The above condition is satisfied in each of the following cases.

(i) A is commutative and for every prime p ∈ Spec(Λ), the Λ_{(p)}-order A_{(p)} is Gorenstein (relative to the identity anti-involution). (See [12] for a useful survey of Gorenstein orders.)

(ii) A = Λ[G] for a finite group G and ι_{Λ[G]} is the Λ-linear anti-involution ι_# that inverts elements of G (cf. [8, (10.29) Cor.]).

(iii) In the setting of (ii), fix a cyclic subgroup C of G and an idempotent e of F[C] with the property that ι_#(e) = e. Then the commutative Λ-order Λ[C]e is monogenic, and hence also Gorenstein (cf. [12]), and so the order A = Λ[G]c = Λ[G] ⊗_{Λ[C]} Λ[C]e is locally-Gorenstein with respect to the anti-involution ι_#.

(iv) A is an hereditary order that possesses a Λ-linear anti-involution (this follows as a consequence, for example, of [8, (4.3) Prop.]).

For later use we record several useful consequences of the condition in Definition 3.1.

Lemma 3.3. If A is locally-Gorenstein, then all of the following claims are valid.

(i) The functor M → Hom_A(M, A) is exact on the category of finitely generated Λtorsion-free A-modules.

(ii) For every finitely generated A-module M the group Ext^i_A(M, A) vanishes for all integers i with i ≥ 2.

(iii) The functor M → Hom_A(M, A/A) is exact on the category of finite A-modules. (iv) There is a natural identification Ext^1_A(M, A) ∼= Hom_A(M_{tor}, A/A).

Proof. For each A-module M we set M^∗ := Hom_Λ(M, Λ) and we note that the natural map M_{tf} → (M_{tf} )^{∗∗} = M^{∗∗} is bijective.

Claim (i) is equivalent to asserting that Ext^1_A(X_{tf} , A) vanishes for every finitely generated A-module X. To prove this we need to show that, for any such X, any short exact sequence of A-modules of the form 0 → A → M → X_{tf} → 0 is split. To check this, we note that the Λ-module X_{tf} is projective and hence that the functor M → M^∗ applies to the given exact sequence to give an exact sequence 0 → X^∗ → M^∗ → A^∗ → 0. We then note that the latter sequence splits (since Definition 3.1 implies the A-module A^∗ is projective) and so gives an isomorphism M^∗ ∼= X^∗ ⊕ A^∗. Applying the functor M → M^∗ to this isomorphism, and noting X_{tf} and M are Λ-torsion-free, we therefore obtain an isomorphism of A-modules

M ∼= M^{∗∗} ∼= (X^∗ ⊕ A^∗)^∗ ∼= X^{∗∗} ⊕ A^{∗∗} ∼= X_{tf} ⊕ A

which can be seen to imply that the original sequence is split, as required.

To prove claim (ii) we fix an exact sequence of A-modules 0 → X → P → M → 0 with P finitely generated and projective. Then, for each integer i ≥ 2, the long exact Ext^•_A(−, A)-sequence associated to this sequence induces an isomorphism of abelian groups Ext^{i−1}_A (X, A) ∼= Ext^i_A(M, A). This reduces us proving Ext^1_A(X, A) vanishes for a finitely generated Λ-torsion-free A-module X and this follows from the proof of claim (i).

To prove claim (iii) it suffices to show that Ext^1_A(M, A/A) vanishes for every finite Amodule M. This is true since the first and third modules in the natural exact sequence

Ext^1_A(M, A) → Ext^1_A(M, A/A) → Ext^2_A(M, A)

vanish, the first as it is Λ-torsion F-module and the third by claim (ii).

Finally, to prove claim (iv) we use the exact sequence

Ext^1_A(M_{tf} , A) → Ext^1_A(M, A) → Ext^1_A(M_{tor}, A) → Ext^2_A(M_{tf} , A)

that is induced by the tautological exact sequence 0 → M_{tor} → M → M_{tf} → 0. We note that the first and last modules in the displayed vanish, respectively by claims (i) and (ii). The isomorphism in claim (iv) then follows from the fact that the exact sequence 0 → A → A → A/A → 0 induces an isomorphism Ext^1_A(M_{tor}, A) ∼= Hom_A(M_{tor}, A/A). □

3.2. Bimodules and functors.

3.2.1. In the sequel we also assume to be given a finite group G and a finitely generated (A, Λ[G])-bimodule Π that satisfies the following hypothesis.

Hypothesis 3.4.

(Π_1) Π is a locally-free A-module.

(Π_2) W → W ⊗_A Π induces an injection from the set of isomorphism classes of simple right A_C -modules to the set of isomorphism classes of simple right C [G]-modules.

(Π_3) If A is locally-Gorenstein, then (Π_2) is also true with Π replaced by Π̌ := Hom_A(Π, A), regarded as an (A, Λ[G])-bimodule by means of the anti-involutions ι_A and ι_#.

In the sequel we write ^G for the set of irreducible complex characters of G.

Remark 3.5. Under condition (Π_2) one obtains a bijection Π_∗ from the set of Wedderburn components Wed_A of A_C to a subset Υ_Π of ^G and hence a commutative diagram

(3) K_1(Q[G])^{NrdQ[G]} −−−−−→ ζ(Q[G])^{× ⊂}−−−−→ ζ(C [G])^× = ∏_^ GC^× μ^1_Π ι_Π K_1(A)^{NrdA}−−−−→ ζ(A)^{× ⊂}−−−−→ ζ(A_C )^× = ∏ Wed_A C × . Here K_1(A) is the K_1-group of the category of finitely generated A-modules, μ^1_Π sends the class of an automorphism α of a finitely generated left Q[G]-module V to the class of the automorphism id_Π⊗_{Z[G]}α of Π⊗_{Z[G]}V and ι_Π sends each element (z_χ)_{χ∈ ^G} to (z_{Π∗(C)})_{C∈WedA} .

Example 3.6. We consider applications in which the following bimodules Π arise.

(i) If Λ ⊂ Q and A is a direct factor of Q[G] then for any homomorphism of rings κ : Λ[G] → A one can set Π_κ := A. In all cases the lattice Π_κ satisfies the conditions (Π_1) and (Π_2), and Υ_{Πκ} is the subset of ^G comprising characters which occur in A_C . The order A is locally-Gorenstein under any of the additional conditions discussed in Example 3.2 and also if A is a regular Λ-algebra of dimension one, and in all such cases Π_κ satisfies (Π_3).

(ii) Fix a representation ψ : G → GL_{ψ(1)}(O_ψ ) of G over a finite extension O_ψ of Λ. Set A_ψ := O_ψ and regard Π_ψ := O^{ψ(1)}_ψ as an (O_ψ, Λ[G])-bimodule via ψ. Then A_ψ is locally-Gorenstein, Π_ψ satisfies Hypothesis 3.4 and Υ_{Πψ} = {ψ}.

3.2.2. The bimodule Π gives rise to functors M →^ΠM and M →_ΠM from the category of left G-modules to the category of left A-modules by setting

ΠM := H^0(G, Π ⊗_Z M) and_ΠM := H_0(G, Π ⊗_Z M) = Π ⊗_{Z[G]} M,

where the left action of G on the tensor product is via g(π ⊗ m) = (π)g^{−1} ⊗ g(m).

We write T_{Π,M} :_ΠM →^ΠM for the homomorphism of A-modules that is induced by sending each element π ⊗ m of Π ⊗_Z M to ∑ g∈Gg(π ⊗ m). Remark 3.7. If the G-module Π⊗_ZM is cohomologically-trivial, then the Tate cohomology groups Ĥ^{−1}(G, Π ⊗_Z M) = ker(T_{Π,M} ) and Ĥ^0(G, Π ⊗_Z M) = cok(T_{Π,M} ) vanish and so the map T_{Π,M} is bijective.

Lemma 3.8. Let ϕ : P^0 → P be a map between cohomologically-trivial G-modules. Then T_{Π,P} 0 is bijective and there exists a canonical exact sequence of A-modules

0 →^Π ker(ϕ)^ι−→_ΠP^{0 Πϕ}−→_ΠP^ϖ−→_Πcok(ϕ) → 0

in which ι is the composite^Π ker(ϕ) →^ΠP^{0 T} −1 Π,P 0 −−−−→_ΠP and ϖ is induced by the canonical projection map P → cok(ϕ).

Proof. If N is a cohomologically-trivial G-module, then, since Π is Λ-torsion-free, the Gmodule Π⊗_ZN is also cohomologically-trivial. The first claim therefore follows directly from Remark 3.7. Next, we note that the functors M →^ΠM and M →_ΠM are respectively left and right exact, and hence that there is an exact commutative diagram of A-modules

0 −−−−→^Π ker(ϕ) −−−−→^ΠP^{0 Πϕ}−−−−→^ΠP T_{Π,P 0} T_{Π,P} ΠP^{0 Πϕ}−−−−→_ΠP^ϖ−−−−→_Πcok(ϕ) −−−−→ 0 in which the vertical maps are bijective by Remark 3.7. The claimed exact sequence follows directly from this diagram. □

4. Weil-Stark elements

In this section we present an unconditional construction of a canonical family of elements in the reduced Rubin lattices of unit groups.

To do so we fix a finite Galois extension L/K of global fields and set G := Gal(L/K). We write S^∞_K for the set of archimedean places of K (so S^∞_K = ∅ unless K is a number field) and fix a finite non-empty set of places S of K that contains S^∞_K . For a set of places Σ of K we write Σ_L for the set of places of L lying above Σ, Y_{L,Σ} for the free abelian group on Σ_L and X_{L,Σ} for the submodule of Y_{L,Σ} comprising elements whose coefficients sum to zero. If S^∞_K ⊆ Σ, we write O_{L,Σ} for the subring of L comprising elements integral at all places outside Σ_L and O^×_{L,Σ} for its unit group. The groups X_{L,Σ}, Y_{L,Σ}, O_{L,Σ} and O^×_{L,Σ} are all stable under the natural action of G.

We assume throughout that the constructions reviewed in §2.3 and §2.4 are, in all relevant cases, normalised as in Remark 2.1.

4.1. The general construction.

4.1.1. To help set the context of our construction we establish some useful facts concerning the reduced Rubin lattices of unit groups.

For ψ in ^G we fix an associated complex representation V_ψ of G and set

r_S (ψ) := {∑ v∈S dim_C (H^0(G_v, V_ψ )), if ψ ≠ 1, |S| − 1, if ψ = 1, where G_v is the decomposition subgroup in G of an arbitrary place of L above v. We also define a primitive idempotent of ζ(C [G]) by setting e_ψ := (ψ(1)/|G|) ∑ g∈Gψ(g)g^{−1}. Lemma 4.1. Fix a bimodule Π that satisfies Hypothesis 3.4 and set d := rk_A(Π). Then the following claims are valid for every non-negative integer a.

(i) For each ψ in ^G set r(ψ) := r_S (ψ) and a(ψ) := ψ(1)a. Then one has

dim_C ( e_ψ ( C · ⋂_a Z[G]O × L,S )) = { 0, if a(ψ) > r(ψ), (_{r(ψ)} a(ψ) ) , if a(ψ) ≤ r(ψ). (ii) There is an idempotent e of ζ(F[G]) such that F · ⋂_{ad} A (^ΠO^×_{L,S} ) ⊆ e · ( F · ⋂_a Z[G]O × L,S ) , with equality if the cokernel of the following restriction map is finite: Hom_G(O^×_{L,S} , Z[G])^{θ→1⊗θ}−−−−→ Hom_A(^ΠO^×_{L,S} ,^ΠZ[G]).

Proof. At the outset we note the Dirichlet regulator map induces an isomorphism of R[G]-

modules R_{L,S} : R · O^×_{L,S} ∼= R · X_{L,S} . This combines with the Noether-Deuring Theorem to

imply the existence of a finite index G-submodule of O^×_{L,S} that is isomorphic to X_{L,S} , and

so it is enough to prove the stated claims after replacing O^×_{L,S} by X_{L,S} . To do this we often

use the general result of [6, Th. 4.17(ii)] regarding reduced Rubin lattices (though do not

always mention it). For example, as a first application, for each ψ in ^G, this result implies

(4) e_ψ ( C · ⋂_a Z[G] X_{L,S} ) = ⋀_{ψ(1)a} C ( V^∗_ψ ⊗_{Z[G]} X_{L,S} ) , with V^∗_ψ := Hom_C (V_ψ, C ) (regarded as a right G-module in the obvious way).

To deduce claim (i) from this description, it is enough to show dim_C ( V^∗_ψ ⊗_{Z[G]} X_{L,S} ) = r_S (ψ). This can be verified by an easy computation that combines the exact sequence

0 → X_{L,S} → Y_{L,S} → Z → 0 with the fact Y_{L,S} is isomorphic as a G-module to the direct sum ⨁ v∈S (Z[G] ⊗_{Z[Gv]} Z) and that for each v ∈ S there is an isomorphism of C -spaces V^∗_ψ ⊗_{Z[G]} ( Z[G] ⊗_{Z[Gv]} Z ) ∼ = V^∗_ψ ⊗_{Z[Gv]} Z ∼= H^0(Gv , V_ψ)^∗.

To prove claim (ii) we set Z_{L,S} :=^ΠX_{L,S} and fix an isomorphism of A-modules F ·Π ∼= A^d.

Then, under condition (Π_2), for a simple right A_C -module W the module W^{⊕d} = W ⊗_AA^d ∼=

W ⊗_A Π is a simple right C [G]-module and hence isomorphic to V^∗_{ψW} for some ψ_W in ^G.

It follows that ψ_W (1) = dim_C (W )d and hence that the description (4) combines with the

corresponding description of ⋂_{ad} A Z_{L,S} to give identifications e_{ψW} ( C · ⋂_a Z[G] X_{L,S} ) = ⋀_{ψW (1)a} C ( V^∗_{ψW} ⊗_{Z[G]} X_{L,S} ) = ⋀_{ψW (1)a} C ( W ⊗_A (Π ⊗_{Z[G]} X_{L,S} ) )

= ⋀_{dimC (W )ad} C ( W ⊗_A Z_{L,S} ) = e_W ( C · ⋂_{ad} A Z_{L,S} ) , where e_W is the primitive central idempotent of A_C corresponding to W . Via these identi-

fications (for each W ) one has C · ⋂_{ad} A Z_{L,S} = e ( C · ⋂_a Z[G]XL,S ), where e is the sum of eψW as

W ranges over the simple right A_C -modules for which e_W ( C · ⋂_{ad} A Z_{L,S} ) ≠ (0). In particular,

the idempotent e belongs to ζ(F[G]) since the corresponding sum ∑ W e_W belongs to ζ(A).

In a similar fashion, the composite restriction map

ϱ : F · Hom_G(X_{L,S} , Z[G]) → F · Hom_A(Z_{L,S} ,^ΠZ[G]) = Hom_A(F · Z_{L,S} , F · Π)

∼= Hom_A(F · Z_{L,S} , A^d) = F · Hom_A(Z_{L,S} , A)^d

induces for each W a homomorphism of C -spaces ⋀_{ψW (1)a} C ( V_{ψW} ⊗_{Z[G]}op Hom_G(X_{L,S} , Z[G]) ) → ⋀_{dimC (W )ad} C ( W^∗ ⊗_Aop (Hom_A(Z_{L,S} , A)) ) , and hence of reduced exterior powers e (⋀a F[G] (F · Hom_G(X_{L,S} , Z[G])) ) → ⋀_{ad} A (F · Hom_A(Z_{L,S} , A)).

Under these identifications, e ( F · ⋂_a Z[G]XL,S ) is equal to the subset of C · ⋂_{ad} A Z_{L,S} comprising elements x with the property (∧^{i=a}_{i=1}ϱ(φ_i))(x) ∈ ζ(A) for all φ_i ∈ F · Hom_G(X_{L,S} , Z[G]), and each element ∧^{i=a}_{i=1}ϱ(φ_i) belongs to ⋀_{ad} A (F · Hom_A(Z_{L,S} , A)).

The inclusion in claim (ii) follows directly from these facts (and [6, Th. 4.17(ii)]), and, in addition, this inclusion is an equality under the stated condition since then the map ϱ is surjective and hence the elements ∧^{i=a}_{i=1}ϱ(φ_i) span ⋀_{ad} A (F · Hom_A(Z_{L,S} , A)). This completes the proof of claim (ii). □

4.1.2. In order to state the main result of this section (the proof of which will then occupy the rest of §4.1), we assume S contains all places that ramify in L/K. We also fix data Λ, A, A as in §3 and a bimodule Π that satisfies (Π_1) and (Π_2) in Hypothesis 3.4 for G = Gal(L/K). (We do not, however, assume in this section that A is locally-Gorenstein.)

We now also fix a surjective homomorphism of A-modules (5) π :_ΠX_{L,S} → Y_π in which Y_π is locally-free. We then define an idempotent of ζ(A) by setting e_π := ∑ e, where the sum runs over all primitive idempotents e of ζ(A) for which e(F · ker(π)) = (0).

For the Whitehead order ξ(A) of A (cf. §2.1), we say a ξ(A)e_π-module M is ‘locally-cyclic’ if for all p ∈ Spec(Λ), the ξ(A_{(p)})-module M_{(p)} is isomorphic to a quotient of ξ(A_{(p)})e_π.

Theorem 4.2. Fix data L/K, S, Π and π as above and set r := rk_A(Y_π). Then there exists a canonical, locally-cyclic, full ξ(A)e_π-submodule W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S} of e_π ( F · ⋂_r A(^ΠO^×_{L,S} ) ) . Definition 4.3. We refer to elements of the module W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S} constructed in the above result as ‘Weil-Stark elements’ for the data L/K, S, Π and π.

Remark 4.4. Write r^Π_{L,S} for the maximal possible rank of a locally-free A-module quotient of_ΠX_{L,S} . Then it is clear that e_π ≠ 0 ⇐⇒ rk_A(Y_π) = r^Π_{L,S} and the construction will also imply W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S} ≠ (0) ⇐⇒ rk_A(Y_π) = r^Π_{L,S} . In addition, in natural cases it is possible to describe r^Π_{L,S} explicitly. For example, if (_ΠX_{L,S} )_{tf} is a locally-free A-module, as is automatically true if A is a Dedekind domain, then r^Π_{L,S} = rk_A((_ΠX_{L,S} )_{tf} ). In general, if one fixes any place v in S, then_ΠY_{L,S\{v}} is a quotient of_ΠX_{L,S} and so |S| ≥ r^Π_{L,S} ≥ |S^Π_v | with

S^Π_v := {v^′ ∈ S \ {v} : the A-module H_0(G_v′ , Π)_{tf} is both non-zero and locally-free}, where G_v′ denotes the decomposition subgroup in G of some choice of place of L above v^′. Note also that, in the setting of Example 3.6(i), the A-module H_0(G_v′ , Π_κ)_{tf} is non-zero and locally-free if κ sends each element of G_v′ to the identity of A.

4.1.3. Under the present hypothesis on S, the complex RΓ_c((O_{L,S} )_W , Z) constructed in [5, §2.2] in terms of ‘Weil-étale cohomology’ is an object of D^{lf} (Z[G]) that is defined up to canonical isomorphism. The linear dual complex C_{L,S} := R Hom_Z(RΓ_c((O_{L,S} )_W , Z), Z)[−2]

is therefore also an object of D^{lf} (Z[G]) that is defined up to canonical isomorphism.

In the sequel, for any finite set of places T of K that is disjoint from S, we write S^T_S (L)^{tr} for the S-relative T -trivialized transpose Selmer group of G_m , as defined in [5, §2].

Lemma 4.5. Let_ΠC denote the complex Π⊗^L_{Z[G]}C_{L,S} in D(A). Then_ΠC belongs to D^{lf} (A) and is acyclic outside degrees zero and one with H^0(_ΠC) =^ΠO^×_{L,S} and H^1(_ΠC) =_ΠS^∅_S(L)^{tr}.

Proof. Since C_{L,S} belongs to D^{lf} (Z[G]), and_ΠM is a locally-free A-module for any locallyfree Z[G]-module M, it is clear that_ΠC belongs to D^{lf} (A).

We next recall from [5, Rem. 2.7] that the complex C := C_{L,S} is acyclic outside degrees zero and one and that there are canonical identifications H^0(C) = O^×_{L,S} and H^1(C) = S^∅_S (L)^{tr}. Since the complex_ΠC is obtained by applying the left derived functor Π ⊗^L_{Z[G]} − to C, these facts imply that_ΠC is acyclic in degree greater than one and that there is a canonical identification H^1(_ΠC) =_ΠH^1(C) =_ΠS^∅_S(L)^{tr}.

In addition, by taking a (bounded) resolution of the perfect complex C by finitely generated projective G-modules, and using Remark 3.7, one deduces the existence of a convergent cohomological spectral sequence of the form H^b(G, Π ⊗_ZH^a(C)) =⇒ H^{b+a}(_ΠC). This spectral sequence implies that_ΠC is acyclic in all negative degrees and induces a canonical identification H^0(_ΠC) =^ΠH^0(C) =^ΠO^×_{L,S}. □

Remark 4.6. The terminology of ‘Weil-étale cohomology with compact support’ used above is motivated by the following facts (taken from [5, Rem. 2.5]).

(i) Assume L is a function field. Write C_L for the corresponding smooth projective curve, C_{L,W ét} for the Weil-étale site on C_L that is defined by Lichtenbaum in [14, §2] and j for the open immersion Spec(O_{L,S} ) −→ C_L. Then RΓ_c((O_{L,S} )_W , Z) is canonically isomorphic to the complex RΓ(C_{L,W ét}, j_!Z) that computes the cohomology with compact support of the constant sheaf Z on C_{L,W ét}.

(ii) Assume that L is a number field. In this case there has as yet been no construction of a ‘Weil-étale topos’ for Y_S := Spec(O_{L,S} ) with all of the properties that are conjectured by Lichtenbaum in [15]. However, if Y_S is a compactification of Y_S and ϕ is the natural inclusion Y_S ⊂ Y_S , then it can be shown that, should such a topos exist with all of the expected properties, the groups H^i(RΓ_c((O_{L,S} )_W , Z)) would be canonically isomorphic to the groups H^i_c(Y_S , Z) := H^i(Y_S , ϕ_!Z) discussed in [15].

4.1.4. Turning now to the proof of Theorem 4.2, we use reduced determinant functors (cf. §2.4). For each p ∈ Spec(Λ) we fix, as we may, an A_{(p)}-basis b_{π,p} of Y_{π,(p)}. We then note that this choice of basis induces a composite homomorphism of ξ(A_{(p)})-modules

Θ_{bπ,p} : d_A(F ·_ΠC) ∼= d^⋄_A ( F ·^ΠO^×_{L,S} ) ⊗_{ζ(A)} d^⋄_A ( F ·_ΠS^∅_S (L)^{tr} )_{−1} (6) → d^⋄_{Aeπ} ( e_π(F ·^ΠO^×_{L,S} ) ) ⊗_{ζ(A)eπ} d^⋄_{Aeπ} ( e_π(F ·_ΠX_{L,S} ) )_{−1} ∼= d^⋄_{Aeπ} (e_π(F ·^ΠO^×_{L,S} )) ⊗_{ζ(A)eπ} d^⋄_{Aeπ} (e_π(F · Y_π))^{−1} ∼= d^⋄_{Aeπ} (e_π(F ·^ΠO^×_{L,S} )) = e_π ( F · ⋂_r A ΠO^×_{L,S} ) . Here the first isomorphism is induced by the ‘passage to cohomology’ map (1) with X =_ΠC and the explicit descriptions of cohomology given in Lemma 4.5, the arrow is induced by multiplication by e_π and the fact that F · S^∅_S (L)^{tr} = F · X_{L,S}, the second isomorphism is induced by π, and the third isomorphism is induced by the isomorphism

(7) ζ(A)e_π ∼= d^⋄_{Aeπ} ( e_π(F · Y_π) ) , e_π → e_π ∧^{i=r}_{i=1} b_{p,i}. The final equality in (6) and the fact that (7) is an isomorphism follow from [6, Prop. 5.9].

If one regards d_{A(p)} (_ΠC_{(p)}) as a submodule of d_A(F ·_ΠC) = F ·d_{A(p)} (_ΠC_{(p)}) in the natural way (cf. §2.4), then [6, Lem. 4.13] implies that the ξ(A_{(p)})e_π-lattice

W_p := Θ_{bπ,p} ( d_{A(p)} (_ΠC_{(p)}) ) is independent of the choice of basis b_{π,p} of Y_{π,(p)}. We therefore obtain a canonical ξ(A)e_πsubmodule of e_π(F · ⋂_r A ΠO^×_{L,S} ) by setting W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S} := ⋂ p∈Spec(Λ)W p. In addition, as the ξ(A_{(p)})-module d_{A(p)} (_ΠC_{(p)}) is free of rank one, W_p is isomorphic to a quotient of ξ(A_{(p)})e_π. The proof of Theorem 4.2 is thus completed by the following result.

Lemma 4.7. The module W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S} is full in e_π ( F · ⋂_r A(^ΠO^×_{L,S} ) ) and, for each p ∈ Spec(Λ),

satisfies (W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S})_{(p)} = W_p.

Proof. It will be enough to prove the existence of a finite set U of primes of Λ with the following property: for every prime p /∈ U there exists an A_{(p)}-basis b_{π,p} of Y_{π,(p)}, for which the ξ(A)e_π-module Θ_{bπ,p} (d_A(_ΠC)) is independent of the choice of p /∈ U. Indeed, since for each prime p of Λ one has d_{A(p)} (_ΠC_{(p)}) = d_A(_ΠC)_{(p)}, we will then be able to apply the general result [8, Prop. (4.21)(vii)] to the ξ(A)e_π-module M = Θ_{bπ,p0} (d_A(_ΠC)), defined via an arbitrary prime p_0 /∈ U. We also note that M is a full lattice in e_π ( F · ⋂_r A(^ΠO^×_{L,S} ) ) since F · d_A(_ΠC) = d_A(F ·_ΠC) by the commutativity of (2).

The required independence condition in turn is valid because Roiter’s Lemma [8, Lem. (31.6)] implies that there exists a free A-submodule X of Y_π of rank r, and hence also a finite set U of primes of Λ such that X_{(p)} = Y_{π,(p)} for all p /∈ U. Fixing an arbitrary A-basis x = {x_i}_{i∈[r]} of X we write x_p for the induced basis of Y_{π,(p)} for each p /∈ U.

Then Θ_{xp} is independent of p /∈ U as it is induced by the isomorphism of ζ(A)e_π-modules ζ(A)e_π ∼= d^⋄_{Aeπ} ( e_π(F · X) ) = d^⋄_{Aeπ} ( e_π(F · Y_π) ) , e_π → e_π ∧^{i=r}_{i=1} x_i as in (7) (and had a priori no other dependence on the choice of basis). □

Remark 4.8. By a classical result of Fröhlich [11], there exist unramified Galois extensions of number fields L/K with G isomorphic to any prescribed finite group. In any such case one can take the set S in §4.1.2 to be S^∞_K . Then all places in S split completely in L and Lemma 4.1(i) implies a := |S^∞_K | is the maximal integer for which ⋂_a Z[G]O × L ≠ (0). However, the above argument does not construct Weil-Stark elements in the latter module since X_L has no Z[G]-locally-free quotient of rank a (cf. Remark 4.4). To overcome this problem, we write I_G for the augmentation ideal of Z[G], 1 for the trivial character of G, ẽ for the idempotent 1 − e_1 of ζ(Q[G]) and B for the algebra Q[G]ẽ = Q · I_G. We write B for the order Z[G]ẽ in B and Π for B, considered as a (B, Z[G])-bimodule in the obvious way. Then B is locally-Gorenstein only when G is cyclic. In all cases, however, the G-module X_L is isomorphic to the direct sum I_G ⊕ Z[G]^{⊕(a−1)} and so the B-module Y := (_ΠX_L)_{tf} is free of rank a and one can take the map π in (5) to be the projection_ΠX_L → Y . In this case one has e_π = 1 and so the construction of Theorem 4.2 gives a canonical ξ(B)-module W^a_{L/K} := W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S}∞_K ⊂ Q · ⋂_a B (_Π O^×_L ) = Q · ⋂_a Z[G]O × L , where the last equality is a consequence of Lemma 4.1.

4.2. Cyclotomic units. As first concrete example, in this section we describe the link between cyclotomic units and Weil-Stark elements. To do this we take K = Q and fix a non-trivial real abelian extension L of K in C and set G := Gal(L/K). We write m = m_L for the conductor of L so that L ⊆ Q(e^{2πi/m} ) (by the Kronecker-Weber Theorem).

We note that, since L is real, the G-module Y_{L,{∞}} is a free of rank one. We write S for the set of places of Q comprising ∞ and all prime divisors of m and consider the canonical surjective homomorphism of G-modules π : X_{L,S} → Y_π := Y_{L,{∞}}.

Theorem 4.9. Fix L/K, S and π as above and regard Π := Z[G] as a (Z[G], Z[G])-bimodule in the obvious way. Then, in Q ⊗_Z O^×_{L,S} , there is an equality W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S} = Z[G] · N_{Q(e}2πi/m_{)/L}(1 − e^{2πi/m})^{1/2}. Proof. We consider the composite isomorphism of graded invertible R[G]-modules

ϑ_L : R · d_{Z[G]}(C_{L,S} )^∼−→ d_{R[G]}(R · O^×_{L,S} ) ⊗_{R[G]} d_{R[G]}(R · X_{L,S} )^{−1 ∼}−→ (R[G], 0).

Here the first arrow is the canonical passage to cohomology map and the second is induced by sending each element u ⊗ θ in the tensor product to θ(d_{R[G]}(R_{L,S} )(u)).

The equivariant Tamagawa number conjecture for the pair (h^0(Spec(L), Z[G]) is valid by work of Greither and the first author [4] and of Flach [10]. This fact combines with [5, Prop. 3.4] to imply the Z[G]-module d_{Z[G]}(C_{L,S}) is free of rank one with a basis z_L such that

(8) ϑ_L(z_L) = (∑ χ∈ ^GL ∗ S (χ^{−1}, 0)e_χ, 0 ) , where L^∗_S(χ^{−1}, 0) denotes the leading term at s = 0 of the S-truncated L-series L_S (χ^{−1}, s).

In the rest of the argument we shall show that this fact implies the claimed result. To do this we note that the G-module Y_π = Y_{L,{∞}} is free of rank one, with basis the place w that is induced by the given inclusion L ⊂ C . By using this basis element, the constructions in (6) and (7) (with A = Q[G], Π = Z[G], π as above and r = 1) therefore give rise to a homomorphism of Q[G]-modules Θ_w : Q · d_{Z[G]}(C_{L,S} ) → e_π ( Q · O^×_{L,S} ) . Now the module W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S} can be computed by using, for every prime p, the map Θ_{bπ,p} that arises from the basis b_{π,p} of the Z_{(p)}[G]-module Y_{π,(p)} that corresponds to w. In particular, since z_L is a basis of the G-module d_{Z[G]}(C_{L,S} ), one computes in this way that W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S} is equal to the G-module generated by Θ_w(z_L). To deduce the claimed result it is therefore enough to show that the equality (8) implies Θ_w(z_L) is equal to the element ε_L := N_{Q(e}2πi/m_{)/L}(1 − e^{2πi/m})^{−1/2}.

The key point in verifying this is that for each χ in ^G the first derivative L^′_S (χ, s) of L_S (χ, s) is holomorphic at s = 0 and such that

L^′_S (χ, 0) = −(1/2) ∑ σ∈Gal(Q(e^{2πi/m} )/Q) χ(σ) log |(1 − σ(e 2πi/m))| = ∑ g∈Gχ(g) log |g(ε_L)|, where the first equality is proved, for example, in [20, Chap. 3, §5] and the second follows directly from the definition of ε_L. This equality in turn implies that

(9) R_{L,S}(ε_L) = (∑ χ∈ ^GL ′ S(χ^{−1}, 0)e_χ ) · (w − w_0), where w_0 is any choice of place of L that lies above a prime divisor of m.

To proceed we note next that, by a direct comparison of the definitions of all involved maps, the e_π component of the isomorphism ϑ_L is equal to the composite ( R · d_{Z[G]}(C_{L,S}) ) R⊗_QΘ_w −−−−−→ e_π ( R · O^×_{L,S} ) → R[G]e_π in which the second map sends each element u to the unique element c_u of R[G]e_π that is specified by the equality R_{L,S} (u) = c_u · (w − w_0). One therefore has R_{L,S}(Θ_w(z_L)) = e_πϑ_L(z_L) · (w − w_0) = (∑ χ∈ ^G L^∗_S (χ^{−1}, 0)e_χe_π) · (w − w_0) = (∑ χ∈ ^GL ′ S (χ^{−1}, 0)e_χ ) · (w − w_0) = R_{L,S} (ε_L), Here the second displayed equality follows from (8), the third from the fact that our choice of π combines with the explicit formula for the order of vanishing at s = 0 of L_S (χ^{−1}, s) obtained in [20, Chap. I, Prop. 3.4] to imply that L^∗_S (χ^{−1}, 0)e_χe_π = L^′_S (χ^{−1}, 0)e_χ for all χ in ^G, and the fourth directly from (9). In particular, since the map R_{L,S} is injective, this implies the required equality Θ_w(z_L) = ε_L. □

5. Weil-Stark elements over locally-Gorenstein orders

In this section we prove that if A is locally-Gorenstein, then the elements constructed in Theorem 4.2 encode detailed information about the structure of Selmer groups.

We assume that all reduced exterior products are normalised as in §4.

5.1. Statement of the main result. We fix a finite set T of places of K with S ∩ T = ∅ and such that the group L^×_T := {a ∈ L^× : ord_w(a − 1) > 0 for all w ∈ T_L} is torsion-free. We set O^×_{L,S,T} := O^×_{L,S} ∩ L^×_T and write Cl^T_S (L) for the quotient of the group of fractional O_L-ideals whose support is disjoint from (S ∪ T )_L by the subgroup of principal ideals with a generator congruent to 1 modulo all places in T_L. We recall that Cl^T_S (L) is a G-module extension of Cl_S (L) that also lies in a canonical exact sequence

(10) 0 −→ Cl^T_S (L) −→ S^T_S (L)^{tr} −→ X_{L,S} −→ 0,

where again S^T_S (L)^{tr} denotes the transpose Selmer group of G_m (cf. [5, §2]). We also set

γ_{T,Π} := ι_Π (∏ v∈T Nrd_{Q[G]} (1 − σ^{−1}_v Nv) ) ∈ ζ(A)^×, where σ_v is the Frobenius automorphism of w_v in G and Nv the absolute norm of v, and the containment is a consequence of the commutative diagram (3).

We next define a ‘projector’ associated to the bimodule Π by setting

pr_Π := ∑ g∈Gχ_Π(g) ⊗ g^{−1} ∈ A[G], where χ_Π is the A-valued character of (the free A-module) Q ⊗_Z Π. For an additive map ϵ : A → Q we write ϵ_G for the map A[G] → Q[G] sending each ∑ g∈Ga_gg to ∑ g∈Gϵ(a_g)g. Example 5.1. In the setting of Example 3.6(i), take κ to be the identity map Λ[G] → Λ[G] and set Π := Π_κ = Λ[G]. Then χ_Π(g) = g for all g ∈ G and, for the map ϵ : Q[G] → Q given by projection onto the coefficient of the identity element of G, one can check that ϵ_G(x · pr_Π) = x for all x ∈ Q[G].

In the following result we use the ζ(A)-ideal δ(A) (cf. §2.1) and the notions of ‘locallyquadratic presentation’ and ‘non-commutative Fitting invariant’ (cf. §2.2). In addition, for a ξ(A)-module X, in claim (ii) we write X^{eπ} for the submodule {x ∈ X : e_π ·x = x in F ⊗_ΛX}.

Theorem 5.2. Fix data as in Theorem 4.2 and an auxiliary set T as above. Assume A is locally-Gorenstein and the bimodule Π satisfies Hypothesis 3.4. Set W_T := γ_{T,Π} · (W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S}).

(i) W_T is contained in ⋂_r A ΠO^×_{L,S,T} . (ii) There exists a locally-quadratic presentation h of the A-module_ΠS^T_S (L)^{tr} such that

{(∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i)(ε): φ_i ∈ Hom_A(^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} , A), ε ∈ W_T } = Fit^r_A ( h ) . If ξ(A) is locally-Gorenstein, there exists a perfect bilinear pairing of ξ(A)-modules ( ( ⋂_r A ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )^{eπ} /W_T ) × ( ξ(A)^{eπ} /Fit^r_A(h) ) → ζ(A)/ξ(A). (iii) Fix S^′ ⊆ S with S^∞_K ⊆ S^′ and so the natural composite map_ΠX_{L,S}′ →_ΠX_{L,S}^π−→ Y_π has finite cokernel. Then for every a ∈ δ(A) · Ann_A(Tor^G_1 (Π̌, Hom_Z(O^×_{L,S′,T} , Z))), (φ_i)_{1≤i≤r} ∈ Hom_A(^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} , A)^r, ε ∈ W_T and additive map ϵ : A → Z, the element ϵ_G ( ι_A ( a · (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i)(ε) ) · prˇ_Π ) belongs to Z[G] and annihilates Cl^T_S′ (L).

Remark 5.3. The proof of Theorem 5.2(i) will also show that W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S} ⊆ ( ⋂_r A ΠO^×_{L,S} )_{(p)} for all p ∈ Spec(Λ) for which (^ΠO^×_{L,S} )_{(p)} is torsion-free.

Remark 5.4. In the setting of Example 5.1, Theorem 5.2(iii) implies that any element of δ(Z[G]) · {(∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i)(ε) : φ_i ∈ Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , Z[G]), ε ∈ W_T } belongs to Z[G] and annihilates Cl^T_S′ (L). Here we have set S^′ := S^∞_K ∪ V ∪ {v_0}, with V the subset of S comprising places that split completely in L/K and v_0 any place in S \ V . In particular, if K = Q and L is real abelian, this fact combines with Theorem 4.9 to recover the main result of Rubin [17].

Remark 5.5. If A is not locally-Gorenstein, then our methods still determine properties of Weil-Stark elements (albeit less precisely than Theorem 5.2). Understanding such properties is of interest since, given Π, one can sometimes increase the maximal permissible rank r^Π_{L,S} in Remark 4.4, and thereby extend the range of Theorem 4.2, by considering bimodules associated to ring extensions of A that are not locally-Gorenstein (as, for example, in Remark 4.8). For an example of such properties see Remark 5.7 below.

5.2. Reduction steps.

5.2.1. We first discuss a useful variant of the complex C_{L,S} and of the module of Weil-Stark elements. To do this we note that each place v in our fixed set T is unramified in L, and hence that there exists an exact sequence of G-modules of the form (11) 0 → Z[G]^{x→x(1−σ−1v Nv)} −−−−−−−−−−→ Z[G] → ⨁ w∈{v}_L κ × w → 0, where κ_w denotes the residue field of w. This resolution implies that the complex (⨁ w|vκ^×_w ) [0] defines an object D^{lf} (Z[G]), so by Lemma 4.5 we can fix an exact triangle in D^{lf} (Z[G]) (12) C_{L,S,T} −→ C_{L,S} −→ (⨁ w∈T_L κ × w ) [0] −→, in which the second arrow is the canonical morphism constructed in [5, §2.2]. The complex C_{L,S,T} is then defined up to canonical isomorphism (in D^{lf} (Z[G])), is acyclic outside degrees zero and one, and is such that there are identifications H^0(C_{L,S,T} ) = O^×_{L,S,T} and H^1(C_{L,S,T} ) = S^T_S (L)^{tr}. In particular, the complex ΠC_T := Π ⊗^L_{Z[G]} C_{L,S,T} lies in an exact triangle

ΠC_T −→_Π C_{L,S} −→_Π (⨁ w∈T_L κ × w ) [0] −→, in D^{lf} (A) induced by (12) and the same argument as in Lemma 4.5 implies_ΠC_T is acyclic outside degrees zero and one and gives identifications H^0(_ΠC_T ) =^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} and H^1(_ΠC_T ) = ΠS^T_S (L)^{tr}. By applying the functor d_A(−) to the latter exact triangle one finds that

(13) d_A(_ΠC_T ) = d_A (_Π(⨁ w∈T_L κ × w ) [−1] ) · d_A(_ΠC_{L,S} ) = γ_{T,Π} · d_A(_ΠC_{L,S}),

where the second equality follows from the resolutions (11) and the commutativity of (3).

For p ∈ Spec(Λ) we fix an A_{(p)}-basis b_{π,p} of Y_{π,(p)}. Then, setting

(14) W_{T,p} := Θ_{bπ,p} ( d_{A(p)} ( (_ΠC_T )_{(p)} )) and W_T = ⋂ p∈Spec(Λ)W T,p, the equality (13) implies that W_T = γ_{T,Π} · ( W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S} ) (so the notation W_T is consistent with that of Theorem 5.2). From Theorem 4.2 and Lemma 4.7, we can therefore deduce that W_T is a locally-cyclic ξ(A)-module and that (W_T )_{(p)} = W_{T,p} for all p ∈ Spec(Λ).

5.2.2. The key to our proof of Theorem 5.2 is to show_ΠC_T is represented by a complex that is well-suited to the computation of W_T . For this, we use the surjective map of A-modules

π_T :_ΠS^T_S (L)^{tr} →_ΠX_{L,S}^π−→ Y_π,

where the first arrow is induced by the exact sequence (10). We also recall from Remark 4.4 that the rank r := rk_A(Y_π) satisfies r ≤ |S|.

Proposition 5.6. There exists an isomorphism ϑ : P^• →_ΠC_T in D^{lf} (A) with all of the following properties.

(i) P^• has the form P^{0 ϕ}−→ P , where P^0, resp. P , is a locally-free A-module (placed in degree zero), resp. a free A-module, of finite rank. In addition, d := rk_A(P ) = rk_A(P^0) > |S|.

(ii) The isomorphism ϑ induces an exact sequence of A-modules

0 →^ΠO^×_{L,S,T}^ι−→ P^{0 ϕ}−→ P^ϖ−→_ΠS^T_S (L)^{tr} → 0.

(iii) Fix p ∈ Spec(Λ) and a basis b_{π,p} = {b_{p,i}}_{i∈[r]} of the A_{(p)}-module Y_{π,(p)}. Then there is an A_{(p)}-basis b̂ = {b̂_i}_{i∈[d]} of P_{(p)} with

(π_T ∘ ϖ)_{(p)}(b̂_i) = { b_{p,i}, if i ∈ [r] 0, if i ∈ [d] \ [r].

In particular, if {b̂^∗_i }_{i∈[d]} is the dual basis of b̂ in Hom_{A(p)} (P_{(p)}, A_{(p)}), then for each i ∈ [r], one has b̂^∗_i ∘ ϕ_{(p)} = 0.

(iv) Assume A is locally-Gorenstein. Fix p ∈ Spec(Λ), an isomorphism ψ : P^0_{(p)} ∼= P_{(p)} of A_{(p)}-modules and an A_{(p)}-basis b̂ of P_{(p)} as in (iii). Then the element

ε_{b̂} := ( ∧^{i=d}_{i=r+1}F · (b̂^∗_i ∘ ϕ_{(p)} ∘ ψ^{−1}) ) (∧^{c=d}_{c=1}b̂_c) ∈ ⋀_r A(F · P ) belongs to ⋂_r A_{(p)} (

ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )_{(p)} and generates the ξ(A_{(p)})-module W_{T,p}, both viewed as sublattices of ⋀_r A(F · P ) via ⋀_r A(F · (ψ ∘ ι_{(p)})).

Proof. A standard construction in homological algebra (as in [9, Rapport, Lem. 4.7]) implies the existence of an isomorphism ϑ̃ : P̃^• → C_T in D^{lf} (Z[G]), with P̃^• of the form P̃^{0 ϕ̃}−→ P̃ where P̃^0 is a finitely generated Z[G]-module of projective dimension at most one and P̃ a free Z[G]-module of finite rank d > |S|. The associated exact sequence (15) 0 → O^×_{L,S,T}^{ι̃}−→ P̃^{0 ϕ̃}−→ P̃^{ϖ̃}−→ S^T_S (L)^{tr} → 0. then combines with the fact O^×_{L,S,T} is Z-torsion-free to imply P̃^0 is also Z-torsion-free. Hence, since any G-module of projective dimension at most one is cohomologically-trivial, P̃ 0 is a projective Z[G]-projective (by [1, Th. 8]) and thus, by Swan’s Theorem [8, Th. (32.11), Vol. I], locally-free. In addition, the exactness of (10) (and the argument of Lemma 4.1(i)) implies the Q[G]-modules Q · O^×_{L,S,T} and Q · S^T_S (L)^{tr} are isomorphic. From the exactness of (15), it then follows that d := rk_{Z[G]}(P̃ ) = rk_{Z[G]}(P̃^0).

The base change ϑ :=_Πϑ̃ = Π ⊗^L_{Z[G]} ϑ of ϑ̃ gives an isomorphism from P^• :=_ΠP̃^• to_ΠC_T in D^{lf} (A) and, by Lemma 3.8 applied to ϕ̃, induces the exact sequence claimed in (ii) with P^0 :=_ΠP̃^0, P :=_ΠP̃ , ϕ :=_Πϕ̃, ϖ :=_Πϖ̃ and ι := T^{−1}_{Π,P̃ 0} ∘^Πι̃. The choice of P̃^• also readily

implies that P^• = [P^{0 ϕ}−→ P ] satisfies claim (i).

To proceed we fix p ∈ Spec(Λ) and a basis b_{π,p} = {b_{p,i}}_{i∈[r]} of the A_{(p)}-module Y_{π,(p)}. Since the composite map of A_{(p)}-modules (π_T ∘ ϖ)_{(p)}, is surjective, we can choose an A_{(p)}- basis b̂ of P_{(p)} with the displayed property in claim (iii). Then, as the elements {b_{p,i}}_{i∈[r]} are linearly independent over A_{(p)}, for each subset {x_i}_{i∈[d]} ⊂ A_{(p)}, one has x_i = 0 for all i ∈ [r] whenever ∑_{i=d} i=1 x_ib̂_i ∈ ker(π_T ∘ ϖ). In particular, since im(ϕ) ⊆ ker(π_T ∘ ϖ), this implies the final assertion of claim (iii).

To prove claim (iv) we assume, without loss of generality, that P^0_{(p)} = P_{(p)} and that ψ is the identity map. We then set ϕ_i := b̂^∗_i ∘ ϕ_{(p)} ∈ Hom_{A(p)} (P_{(p)}, A_{(p)}) for each index i, so that ε_{b̂} = (∧^{i=d}_{i=r+1}ϕ_i)(∧^{c=d}_{c=1}b̂_c). Then [6, Lem. 4.10] implies that the element ∧^{c=d}_{c=1}b̂_c belongs to ⋂_d A_{(p)} P(p) and thus [6, Th. 4.19(v)] in turn implies that εb̂ belongs to ⋂_r A_{(p)} P(p).

We also observe that, as the cokernel of the map ι_{(p)} in the exact sequence of Proposition 5.6(ii) is A_{(p)}-torsion-free, Lemma 3.3(iv) implies Ext^1_{A(p)} (cok(ι_{(p)}), A_{(p)}) vanishes. Then [6, Th. 4.19 (iv)] implies

(16) ⋂_r A_{(p)}

(^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )_{(p)} = ⋀_r A (F ·^ΠO^×_{L,S}) ∩ ⋂_r A_{(p)}

P_{(p)}

and so ε_{b̂} ∈ ⋂_r A_{(p)} (

ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )_{(p)} if ε_{b̂} ∈ ⋀_r A(F ·^ΠO^×_{L,S} ).

We next claim that ε_{b̂} = e_π(ε_{b̂}). This is true if e^′(ε_{b̂}) = 0 for every primitive idempotent e^′ of A_C orthogonal to e_π. But for any such e^′ the surjective map e^′(C ·_Π X_{L,S}) → e^′(C · Y_π ) induced by π is not bijective, and so the exact sequence in Proposition 5.6(ii) implies dim_C (e^′(C · im(ϕ))) = dim_C (e^′(C · P )) − dim_C (e^′(C ·_ΠX_{L,S})) < dim_C (e^′(C · P )) − dim_C (e^′(C · Y_π)) = dim_C (e^′(A_C )^d) − dim_C (e^′(A_C )^r) = (d − r)dim_C (e^′A_C ).

This inequality combines with [6, Lem. 4.12] to imply e^′(im( ⋀_{i=d} i=r+1ϕi)) = 0, as required.

We note next that the exact triangle (12) implies e_π is the sum ∑ e of all primitive central idempotents e of A with e(F · ker(π_T )) = (0). Since the map e_π(F ·_ΠS^T_S (L)^{tr}) → e_π(F · Y_π) induced by π_T is bijective, our choice of basis b̂ implies both that {e_π(b̂_i)}_{r<i≤d} is a basis of the e_πA-module e_π(F · im(ϕ)) and also that e_π(F ·^ΠO^×_{L,S} ) is the kernel of the map e_π(F · P ) → e_π ∏ r<c≤dA given by (ϕc)c. Applying again the general result of [6, Lem. 4.14]

in this context we may therefore deduce that there is a containment

(17) ε_{b̂} = e_π(ε_{b̂}) ∈ e_π ⋀_r A(F ·^ΠO^×_{L,S} ). In particular, this combines with (16) to imply ε_{b̂} ∈ ⋂_r A_{(p)} (

ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )_{(p)}, as required.

To prove the remaining claims we recall that d_{A(p)} ( (_ΠC_T )_{(p)} ) is equal to

d_{A(p)} (P^•_{(p)}) = ( ⋂_d A_{(p)} P(p)) ⊗ξ(A^{(p)}) Homξ(A^{(p)}) (⋂d A_{(p)} P(p), ξ(A(p)) ) = ξ(A_{(p)}) · β_{b̂},

with β_{b̂} := (∧^{i=d}_{i=1}b̂_i) ⊗ (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}b̂^∗_i ). To prove ξ(A_{(p)})ε_{b̂} = W_{T,p} it is therefore enough to show

(18) ε_{b̂} = Θ_{bπ,p} (β_{b̂}).

After noting that (17) and the definition of Θ_{bπ,p} imply ε_{b̂} and Θ_{bπ,p} (β_{b̂}) belong to e_π ⋀_r A(F ·^ΠO^×_{L,S} ) = ⋀_r Ae_π (eπ(F · ΠO^×_{L,S} )), and that e_π(F ·^ΠO^×_{L,S} ) is a free Ae_π-module of rank r, the general results of [6, Lem. 4.12 and Th. 4.19(ii)] combine to imply that (18) is valid if, for every r-tuple (φ_i)_{i∈[r]} of elements of Hom_A(^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} , A)_{(p)}, one has (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i)(ε_{b̂}) = (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i)(Θ_{bπ,p} (β_{b̂})). To check this, we fix (φ_i)_{i∈[r]} and use the vanishing of Ext^1_{A(p)} (cok(ι_{(p)}), A_{(p)}) to choose a pre-image φ̂_i of φ_i under the ‘restriction through ι_{(p)}’ map Hom_A(P, A)_{(p)} → Hom_A(^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} , A)_{(p)}. Then, defining N(ϕ, {φ̂_i}, b̂) ∈ M_d(A) by (19) N(ϕ, {φ̂_i}, b̂)_{ij} = { φ̂_j (b̂_i), if 1 ≤ i ≤ d, 1 ≤ j ≤ r ϕ_j (b̂_i), if 1 ≤ i ≤ d, r < j ≤ d, one obtains the required equality via the computation (20) (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i)(ε_{b̂}) = Nrd_A(N(ϕ, {φ̂_i}, b̂)) = (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i)(Θ_{bπ,p} (β_{b̂})), where the first equality follows directly from the general result [6, Lem. 4.10] and the second from the explicit computation in [3, Lem. 7.3.1]. □ Remark 5.7. If A is not locally-Gorenstein, then it is possible ε_{b̂} /∈ ⋂_r A_{(p)} (

ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )_{(p)}, but the argument of Proposition 5.6(iv) still shows ξ(A_{(p)})ε_{b̂} = W_{T,p}. To see this, write n for the exponent of Ext^1_{A(p)} (cok(ι_{(p)}), A_{(p)}). Then the argument used to prove (18) shows that

(∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i)(n^r · ε_{b̂}) = (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}(n · φ_i))(ε_{b̂}) = Nrd_A(N(ϕ, {n · φ_i}, b̂)) = (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}(n · φ_i))(Θ_{bπ,p} (β_{b̂})) = (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i)(n^r · Θ_{bπ,p} (β_{b̂})).

This implies n^r · ε_{b̂} = n^r · Θ_{bπ,p} (β_{b̂}) and so (18) remains valid inside e_π ⋀_r A(F ·^ΠO^×_{L,S} ).

5.3. The proof of Theorem 5.2.

5.3.1. In view of (14) and the general result of [6, Thm. 4.17 (iii)], claim (i) of Theorem 5.2 will follow if, for each p ∈ Spec(Λ), one has W_{T,p} ⊆ ⋂_r A_{(p)} (

ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )_{(p)}. The latter fact, however, follows directly from the result of Proposition 5.6(iv).

5.3.2. We next deduce Theorem 5.2(ii) from (the proof of) Proposition 5.6(iv). To do this we set U := O^×_{L,S,T} and write h for the locally-quadratic presentation of_ΠS^T_S (L)^{tr} given by Proposition 5.6(ii). We fix p ∈ Spec(Λ) and write h_p for the p-localisation of h. Then, by (14), it suffices to prove an equality of ξ(A_{(p)})-modules

(21) {( ⋀_{i=r} i=1φ_a)(ε): φ_i ∈ Hom_{A(p)} ((^ΠU)_{(p)}, A_{(p)}), ε ∈ W_{T,p}} = Fit^r_{A(p)} (h_p).

The A_{(p)}-modules P^0_{(p)} and P_{(p)} are both free of rank d and so, after appropriately modifying h_p, we can assume P^0_{(p)} = P_{(p)}. We then recall that, for any basis b̂ of P_{(p)} as in Proposition

5.6(iii), the element ε_{b̂} generates W_{T,p} and, for any φ_i ∈ Hom_A(^ΠU, A)_{(p)}, satisfies (20). The left hand side of (21) is thus equal to

ξ(A_{(p)}) · {Nrd_A(N(ϕ, {φ̂_i}, b̂)) : φ_i ∈ Hom_{A(p)} ((^ΠU)_{(p)}, A_{(p)})},

with each matrix N(ϕ, {φ̂_i}, b̂) as in (19). Now the final assertion of Proposition 5.6(iii) implies the first r columns of the matrix, with respect to the basis b̂, of the endomorphism ϕ_{(p)} of P_{(p)} are equal to 0. Hence, as φ_i varies over Hom_A(^ΠU, A)_{(p)}, the matrices N(ϕ, {φ̂_i}, b̂) account for all of the matrices which both occur in the definition of Fit^r_{A(p)} (h_p) and have non-zero reduced norm. The latter Fitting invariant is therefore equal to the last displayed expression, as suffices to prove the required equality (21).

Before proving the second assertion of claim (ii), we note that ( ⋂_r A ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )^{eπ} /W_T and ξ(A)^{eπ} /Fit^r_A(h) are both finite, the former by Theorem 4.2 and the latter as a consequence of the definition of e_π and the argument of [6, Th. 3.20(iv)]. It is therefore enough to prove the existence of a perfect bilinear pairing after localisation at p ∈ Spec(Λ). In the rest of this section we thus fix p and set B := ξ(A_{(p)}). For a B-module X, we set X^⋄ := Hom_B(X, B) and X^∧ := Hom_B(X, ζ(A)/B), both regarded as B-modules in the natural way. For any idempotent e of ζ(A) we also set Xe := {(1 ⊗ x)e : x ∈ X} where 1 ⊗ x is the image of x in F ⊗_Λ X, and write X^e for the submodule {x ∈ X : e(1 ⊗ x) = 1 ⊗ x} of X. As a first step, we establish some useful facts about dual modules.

Lemma 5.8. Assume B is a Gorenstein Λ_{(p)}-order and fix an idempotent e of ζ(A).

(i) If X is Λ_{(p)}-free, then the natural maps X → X^{⋄⋄} and (Xe)^⋄ → (X^⋄)^e are bijective. (ii) If X is finite, then the natural map X → X^{∧∧} is bijective.

Proof. The first assertion of claim (i) is true since, as B is Gorenstein, every B-lattice is reflexive (cf. [2, Th. 6.2]). The second assertion is true since the maps (Xe)^⋄ → (X^⋄)^e and (X^⋄)^e → (Xe)^⋄ given by θ → (x → θ(xe)) and ϕ → (xe → ϕ(x)) are mutually inverse. To prove claim (ii) we fix a surjective map of B-modules B^d → X (with d ∈ N) and write Y for its kernel. We then need only consider the exact commutative diagram 0 −−−−→ Y^{⋄⋄} −−−−→ (B^d)^{⋄⋄} −−−−→ X^{∧∧} −−−−→ 0

0 −−−−→ Y −−−−→ B^d −−−−→ X −−−−→ 0. Here all vertical arrows are the canonical maps and the upper row is obtained by (twice) applying the functor Hom_B(−, B) to the exact sequence 0 → Y → B^d → X → 0 and noting that Ext^1_B(X, B) identifies with X^∧. Then, since claim (i) implies the first two vertical maps are bijective, the third vertical map must also be bijective, as required. □

By [6, Lem. 4.16], the B-submodule of ⋀_r A^{op} (F · HomA(p) (

ΠU, A)) given by ⋀_r A^{op}_{(p)} Hom

A(^ΠU, A)_{(p)} := B · {∧_{i∈[r]}φ_i : φ_i ∈ Hom_A(^ΠU, A)_{(p)}}

is finitely generated. Further, by combining the definition of reduced Rubin lattices with (the first assertion of) Lemma 5.8(i), one finds this lattice is equal to (⋂_r A ΠU )_⋄ (p).

We now write Q for the finite B-module (⋂_r A ΠU )_{eπ} (p)/W_{T,p}. Then, by applying the functor Hom_B(−, B) to the tautological exact sequence 0 → W_{T,p} → (⋂r A ΠU )_{eπ} (p) → Q → 0, and using (the second assertion of) Lemma 5.8(i) with X = (⋂_r A ΠU ) (p) and e = e_π, one obtains the upper row of the exact commutative diagram 0 −−−−→ (⋀_r A^{op}_{(p)} HomA(

ΠU, A)_{(p)} ) e_π −−−−→ W^⋄_{T,p} −−−−→ Q^∧ −−−−→ 0 ϵ ϵ_′ 0 −−−−→ Fit^r_A(h)_{(p)} −−−−→ B^e −−−−→ B^e/Fit^r_A(h)_{(p)} −−−−→ 0. Here the lower exact sequence is obvious and both ϵ and ϵ^′ are induced by restriction of the map ⋀_r A^{op} (F · HomA(

ΠU, A)) → ζ(A) that sends each Φ to Φ(ε_{b̂}). In particular, since W_{T,p} = Bε_{b̂} is a free Be_π-module of rank one, the first claim of Theorem 5.2(ii) (as proved above) implies ϵ is bijective and, since (Be_π)^⋄ is isomorphic to (B^⋄)^{eπ} = B^{eπ} (by Lemma 5.8(i)), the map ϵ^′ is also bijective. From the above diagram, we can therefore deduce the existence of an induced isomorphism of B-modules ι : ((⋂r A ΠU )_{eπ} (p)/W_{T,p} )_∧ = Q^∧ ∼= B^{eπ} /Fit^r_A(h)_{(p)}.

This isomorphism in turn gives rise to an B-bilinear pairing of finite modules ((⋂r A ΠU )_{eπ} (p)/W_{T,p} ) × B^{eπ} /Fit^r_A(h)_{(p)} → ζ(A)/B, (u, v) → (ι^{−1}(v))(u) and Lemma 5.8(ii) implies that this pairing is perfect.

5.3.3. In this section we reduce the proof of Theorem 5.2(iii) to a claim which will be verified in §5.3.5. Throughout we assume the notation and hypotheses of Theorem 5.2(iii). For an A-module M we set M^∗ := Hom_A(M, A). We first require the two following lemmas.

Lemma 5.9. Fix ε ∈ W_T and m ∈ N. Then there exists n_m ∈ N with the following property: if {φ_i}_{i∈[r]} and {φ^′_i}_{i∈[r]} are subsets of (^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )^∗ with φ_i − φ^′_i ∈ n_m · (^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )^∗ for all i ∈ [r], then (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i)(ε) − (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ^′_i)(ε) ∈ m · A.

Proof. In this argument we fix a decomposition ∏ j∈J A_j of A as a product of simple algebras, with 1 = ∑ j∈J e_j the corresponding decomposition of the identity of A as a sum of primitive central idempotents. Fix a number field E that splits each algebra A_j , set A^′_j := E · A_j, fix a simple A^′_j-module V_j and set d_j := dim_E(V_j ). Write O for the ring of integers of E and A^′_j for the O-order in A^′_j generated by the image of A in A_j . Then, if necessary after increasing E, we can assume (compatibly with the normalisation of Remark 2.1) that for each j there exists a full A^′_j-sublattice T_j in V_j that is free over O and such that the elements {v_k}_{k∈[dj ]} used in the definition [6, (4.2.3)] of the A_j -th component of each reduced exterior power ∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i are an O-basis of T_j . With respect to these choices, each element ∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i belongs to

Γ := ⨁ j∈J ⋀_{rdj} O (T_j ⊗_{(A}′_{j )}op Hom_A′_j (e_j (O·(^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )), A^′_j )) ⊂ E· ⋀_r A^{op} Hom A(Q ·^Π O^×_{L,S,T} , A).

In addition, since Γ is a finitely generated O-module and O · A has finite index in ∏ j∈J A^′_j, there exists an integer n_m with the property that λ(ε) ∈ m(O · A) for all λ ∈ n_m · Γ.

Now, by the stated assumptions, one has ∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i − ∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ^′_i ∈ n_m · Γ and hence (by the above argument) also (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i)(ε) − (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ^′_i)(ε) ∈ m(O · A). This then implies the claimed congruence since ∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i and ∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ^′_i belongs to A and one has A ∩ m(O · A) = m · A. □

Lemma 5.10. For each {φ_i}_{i∈[r]} ⊂ (^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )^∗ and n ∈ N, there exists a subset {φ^′_i}_{i∈[r]} of (^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )^∗ with the following properties.

(i) For all i ∈ [r] one has φ^′_i − φ_i ∈ n · (^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )^∗.

(ii) Write ρ_{S,S}′ for the restriction map (^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )^∗ → (^ΠO^×_{L,S′,T} )^∗, with S^′ as in Theorem 5.2(iii). Then the A-module generated by {ρ_{S,S}′ (φ^′_i)}_{i∈[r]} is free of rank r.

Proof. The explicit choice of S^′ in Theorem 5.2(iii) implies that we may choose a free Asubmodule F of (^ΠO^×_{L,S′,T} )^∗ of rank r. We then choose a subset {f_i}_{i∈[r]} of (^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )^∗ for which {ρ_{S,S}′ (f_i)}_{i∈[r]} is an A-basis of Q · F. For any integer m we set φ_{i,m} := φ_i + mnf_i and note it suffices to show that for any large enough m, the elements {ρ_{S,S}′ (φ_{i,m})}_{i∈[r]} are linearly independent over A.

Consider the composite map of A-modules F → Q · (^ΠO^×_{L,S′,T} )^∗ → Q · F where the first arrow sends each ρ_{S,S}′ (f_i) to ρ_{S,S}′ (φ_{i,m}) and the second is induced by a choice of A-equivariant section to the projection Q · (^ΠO^×_{L,S′,T} )^∗ → Q · ((^ΠO^×_{L,S′,T} )^∗/F). Then, with respect to the basis {ρ_{S,S}′ (f_i)}_{i∈[r]}, this map is represented by a matrix of the form M +mnI_r for a matrix M in M_r(A) that is independent of m. In particular, if m is large enough to ensure that −mn is not an eigenvalue of the image of M in any of the simple algebra components of M_r(A_C ), then the composite homomorphism is injective and so the elements {ρ_{S,S}′ (φ_{i,m})}_{i∈[r]} are linearly independent over A, as required. □

The next result reduces Theorem 5.2(iii) to a claim that will be verified in §5.3.5. For a G-module M we endow M^∨ := Hom_Z(M, Q/Z) with the contragredient action of G.

Proposition 5.11. Theorem 5.2(iii) is true if for any

- reduced exterior product Φ = ⋀_{i=r} i=1φ_i for which {ρ_{S,S}′ (φ_i)}_{i∈[r]} spans a free A-module of rank r, - p ∈ Spec(Λ) and ε_{b̂} as in Proposition 5.6(iv), - a_p ∈ δ(A_{(p)}) · Ann_A(Tor^G_1 (Π̌, Hom_Z(O^×_{L,S′,T} , Z)),

the product a_p · Φ(ε_{b̂}) belongs to A_{(p)} and annihilates (ˇ_Π(Cl^T_S′ (L)^∨))_{(p)}.

Proof. We first show that it suffices to prove Theorem 5.2(iii) for elements Φ as above. To do this we fix an arbitrary subset {φ_i}_{i∈[r]} of (^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )^∗. We also fix m ∈ N so that m · δ(A) ⊆ |Cl^T_S′ (L)| · A. We apply Lemma 5.9 to m and so obtain an integer n_m that can be substituted into Lemma 5.10 to give a subset {φ^′_i}_{i∈[r]} of (^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )^∗ for which one has (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i)(ε) − (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ^′_i)(ε) ∈ m · A. For any a ∈ δ(A) and any additive map ϵ : A → Z, one therefore has ϵ_G ( ι_A ( a · (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i)(ε) ) · prˇ_Π ) − ϵ_G ( ι_A ( a · (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ^′_i)(ε) ) · prˇ_Π ) ∈ ϵ(m · δ(A)) · Z[G].

Since our choice of m implies ϵ(m·δ(A)) ⊆ ϵ(|Cl^T_S′ (L)|·A) ⊆ |Cl^T_S′ (L)|·Z[G], this containment implies Theorem 5.2(iii) is valid for ∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i if it is valid for ∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ^′_i. This verifies the claimed reduction since Lemma 5.10(ii) implies {ρ_{S,S}′ (φ^′_i)}_{i∈[r]} spans a free A-module of rank r.

To complete the proof we next observe that for any p ∈ Spec(Λ) one has δ(A_{(p)})·ξ(A_{(p)}) = δ(A_{(p)}) (by [6, Lem. 3.7(iv)]) and W_{T,p} = ξ(A_{(p)}) · ε_{b̂} (by Proposition 5.6(iv)). Hence, the stated hypotheses would imply that for any element ε_p ∈ W_{T,p}, the product a_p · Φ(ε_p) belongs to A_{(p)} and annihilatesˇ_Π(Cl^T_S′ (L)^∨)_{(p)}. Since δ(A) is defined to be ⋂ pδ(A_{(p)}) (cf.

[6, Def. 3.6]), the second equality in (14) would therefore imply that a · Φ(ε) belongs to A and annihilatesˇ_Π(Cl^T_S′ (L)^∨) for any a and any ε as in the statement of Theorem 5.2(iii). By a routine computation, as in the proof of [7, Prop. 3.4(ii)], this last fact implies ϵ_G ( ι_A(a · Φ(ε)) · prˇ_Π ) belongs to Z[G] and annihilates Cl^T_S′ (L), as required. □

5.3.4. As the final step before proving Theorem 5.2(iii), we establish some useful properties of Weil-étale complexes. Before stating this result we recall that the ‘(S-relative T -trivialised) integral dual Selmer group S^T_S (L) for G_m over L’ is defined in [5, Def. 2.1] and lies in a canonical exact sequence (22) 0 → Cl^T_S (L)^∨ → S^T_S (L) → Hom_Z(O^×_{L,S,T} , Z) → 0.

Lemma 5.12. The complex (_ΠC_{L,S,T} )^∗ := R Hom_A(_ΠC_{L,S,T} , A)[−1] belongs to D^{lf} (A), is acyclic outside degrees zero and one, and such that there are natural identifications H^0((_ΠC_{L,S,T} )^∗) = (_ΠX_{L,S} )^∗ and H^1((_ΠC_{L,S,T} )^∗) =ˇ_ΠS^T_S (L).

In addition, there are canonical surjectionsˇ_ΠS^T_Σ (L) → (^ΠO^×_{L,Σ,T} )^∗ for Σ ∈ {S, S^′} and f_{S,S}′ :ˇ_ΠS^T_S (L) →ˇ_ΠS^T_S′ (L) that make the following square commute:

Π̌S^T_S (L) fflffl

f_{S,S}′ //_{Π̌}S^T_{S′} (L)

fflffl (^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )^{∗ ρS,S′} // (^ΠO^×_{L,S′,T} )^∗. Proof. Set C := C_{L,S,T} and C^∗ := R Hom_Z(C, Z)[−1] in D^{lf} (Z[G]). Then Proposition 5.6, with Π = Z[G], implies C is represented by a complex P^• of finitely generated, locally-free G-modules P^0 → P , where the first module is placed in degree zero, and hence thatˇ_ΠC^∗ := Π̌ ⊗L_{Z[G]} C∗ is represented by the complex_{Π̌} Hom_Z(P •, Z)[−1]. This implies_{Π̌}C∗ belongs to

D^{lf} (A), is acyclic outside degrees zero and one and H^1(ˇ_ΠC^∗) =ˇ_ΠH^1(C^∗) =ˇ_ΠS^T_S (L), where the second equality is induced by the identification H^1(C^∗) = S^T_S (L) in [5, Prop. 2.4(iii)].

We next observe thatˇ_ΠC^∗ is naturally isomorphic to the complex (_ΠC)^∗. This is true because for any finitely generated projective G-module Q there are natural isomorphisms

Hom_A(_ΠQ, A) = Hom_A(H_0(G, Π ⊗_Z Q), A) ∼= H^0(G, Hom_A(Π ⊗_Z Q, A)) ∼= H_0(G, Hom_A(Π ⊗_Z Q, A)) ∼= H_0(G, Π̌ ⊗_Z Hom_Z(Q, Z)) ∼=_{Π̌}(Hom_Z(Q, Z)),

where the second isomorphism is induced by the action of T_G (and the fact that the Gmodule Hom_A(Π ⊗_Z Q, A) ∼= Π̌ ⊗_Z Hom_Z(Q, Z) is cohomologically-trivial).

Finally, there is a spectral sequence Ext^a_A(H^b(_ΠC), A) ⇒ H^{a−b+1}((_ΠC)^∗) which combines with Lemma 3.3 to imply that in each degree i there is a natural exact sequence (23) 0 → Hom_A(H^{−i+2}(_ΠC), A/A) → H^i((_ΠC)^∗) → H^{−i+1}(_ΠC)^∗ → 0 This sequence combines with the descriptions in Lemma 4.5 to give the claimed identification H^0((_ΠC)^∗) = (_ΠX_{L,S} )^∗ and surjectionˇ_ΠS^T_S (L) = H^1(ˇ_ΠC^∗) = H^1((_ΠC)^∗) → (^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )^∗.

The same argument applies with C replaced by the complex C_{L,S}′_{,T} and, in particular, the corresponding sequence of the form (23) induces a surjectionˇ_ΠS^T_S′ (L) → (^ΠO^×_{L,S}′_{,T} )^∗.

Now the canonical morphism C^∗_{L,S,T} → C^∗_{L,S}′_{,T} in D^{lf} (Z[G]) from [5, Prop. 2.4(ii)] induces a surjective map of G-modules S^T_S (L) → S^T_S′ (L) and, by construction, its base-change f_{S,S}′ makes the claimed square commute. □ Remark 5.13. The above argument also shows that for any representative P^• = [P^0 → P ] of_ΠC in D^{lf} (A) as in Proposition 5.6, the composite projection map P^{0,∗} → H^1((_ΠC)^∗) =ˇ_ΠS^T_S (L) → (^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )^∗

is the linear dual of the injective map^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} → P^0 in Proposition 5.6(ii).

5.3.5. We now finally complete the proof of Theorem 5.2(iii). To do this, following Proposition 5.11, we fix Φ = ∧^{j=r}_{j=1}φ_j as in the latter result, p ∈ Spec(Λ) and ε_{b̂} as in Proposition 5.6(iv). We then choose a pre-image ~φ_j of each map φ_j under the surjective map Π̌S^T_S (L) → (^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )^∗ in Lemma 5.12 and write E_Φ for the A-module generated by { ~φ_j }_{j∈[r]}.

The following observation about these elements is key to our argument. Proposition 5.14. There is a quadratic presentation h_Φ of the A_{(p)}-module (ˇ_ΠS^T_S (L)/E_Φ)_{(p)} such that Φ(ε_{b̂}) ∈ Fit^0_{A(p)} (h_Φ).

Proof. We use the existence of an exact triangle in D^{lf} (A_{(p)}) of the form

(24) A^{⊕r,•}_{(p)}^θ−→ (_ΠC)^∗_{(p)}^{θ′}−→ D^• → A^{⊕r,•}_{(p)} [1].

Here A^{⊕r,•}_{(p)} denotes the complex A^{⊕r}_{(p)}[0] ⊕ A^{⊕r}_{(p)}[−1] with A^{⊕r}_{(p)} the direct sum of r copies of A_{(p)}. Also, writing {c_i}_{i∈[r]} for the canonical basis of A^{⊕r}_{(p)}, the morphism θ is uniquely specified by the condition that for each j ∈ {0, 1} one has

H^j (θ)(c_i) = { b^∗_{p,i} ∈ Y^∗_{π,(p)} ⊂ (_ΠX_{L,S})^∗_{(p)} = H^0((_ΠC)^∗_{(p)}), if j = 0 ~φ_i ∈ˇ_ΠS^T_S (L)_{(p)} = H^1((_ΠC)^∗_{(p)}), if j = 1, with the inclusion in the first line induced by the dual of π_{(p)}, and with b_{π,p} = {b_{p,i}}_{i∈[r]} the fixed A_{(p)}-basis of Y_{π,(p)}, a fixed lift b̂ = {b̂_i}_{i∈[r]} of which has been used to construct the element ε_{b̂} in Proposition 5.6(iv). With this definition the exact cohomology sequence of the triangle (24) implies D^• is acyclic outside degrees zero and one and induces identifications (25) H^0(D^•) = ker(π_{(p)})^∗ and H^1(D^•) = (ˇ_ΠS^T_S (L)/E_Φ)_{(p)}.

We now consider the following diagram of A_{(p)}-modules.

A^{⊕r}_{(p)}^{id} // A^{⊕r}_{(p)}

A^{⊕r}_{(p)} id OO (0,θ^0) //

A^{⊕r}_{(p)} ⊕ P^∗_{(p)} (−id,μ) OOOO

(θ^1,ϕ^∗_{(p)})

// P^∗_{(p)}

P^∗_{(p)} ?Ø (μ,id) OO

ν // P^∗_{(p)}. id OO

Here P^{0 ϕ}−→ P is the representative of_ΠC in D^{lf} (A) as in Proposition 5.6 that we have used in the construction of given element ε_{b̂}, after assuming that P^0_{(p)} = P_{(p)} and fixing a lift b̂ = {b̂_i}_{i∈[r]} of b as in Proposition 5.6(iii). In addition, we have set

μ(b̂^∗_i ) := { c_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ r, 0, r < i ≤ d, and ν(b̂^∗_i ) := { θ^1(c_i), 1 ≤ i ≤ r, ϕ_i, r < i ≤ d. The above diagram then commutes because the choice of basis b̂ implies (via the final assertion of Proposition 5.6(iii)) that, for each i ∈ [r], one has ϕ_i := b̂^∗_i ∘ ϕ_{(p)} = ϕ^∗_{(p)}(b̂^∗_i ) = 0.

Now (_ΠC)^∗_{(p)} is represented by the complex P^∗_{(p)} → P^∗_{(p)}, in which the first term is in degree zero and the differential is ϕ^∗_{(p)}. The central row of the above diagram thus represents the mapping cone of the morphism θ in (24) and so is isomorphic in D^{lf} (A_{(p)}) to D^•. Hence, since the upper row of the diagram is an acyclic complex, its commutativity and the exactness of its columns implies D^• is isomorphic in D^{lf} (A) to the complex given by the lower row of the diagram. From (25) we deduce the existence of a quadratic presentation of A_{(p)}-modules

P^∗_{(p)}^ν−→ P^∗_{(p)} −→ (ˇ_ΠS^T_S (L)/E_Φ)_{(p)} → 0.

It is thus enough to show Φ(ε_{b̂}) = Nrd_A(N), with N the matrix of ν with respect to the basis b̂^∗ = {b̂^∗_i }_{i∈[d]} of P^∗_{(p)}. To do this, we note Lemma 3.3(iv) implies Ext^1_{A(p)} (cok(ι_{(p)}), A_{(p)}) vanishes, where ι is the canonical injection^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} = H^0(_ΠC) → P^0. As in the proof of Proposition 5.6(iv), we can therefore fix pre-images φ̂_j of each φ_j under the ‘restriction through ι_{(p)}’ map Hom_{A(p)} (P_{(p)}, A_{(p)}) → Hom_{A(p)} ((^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} )_{(p)}, A_{(p)}). Then Remark 5.13 combines with the definition of θ to imply ν(b̂^∗_i ) = θ^1(c_i) = φ̂_i for each i ∈ [r]. It follows that N is the transpose of the matrix N(ϕ, {φ̂_i}, b̂) defined in (19) and therefore the explicit description given in (20) implies that Φ(ε_{b̂}) = Nrd_A(N^{tr}) = Nrd_A(N), as required. □

Upon combining Proposition 5.14 with the general result [6, Th. 3.20(iii)], one deduces

(26) δ(A_{(p)}) · Φ(ε_{b̂}) ⊆ Ann_{A(p)} ((ˇ_ΠS^T_S (L)/E_Φ)_{(p)}).

To deduce Theorem 5.2(iii) from this inclusion (and Proposition 5.11), we observe that the commutativity of the square in Lemma 5.12 combines with our choice of Φ to imply that the lattice (E_Φ)_{(p)} is disjoint from the kernel of the induced surjection of A_{(p)}-modules (f_{S,S}′ )_{(p)} : (ˇ_ΠS^T_S (L))_{(p)} → (ˇ_ΠS^T_S′ (L))_{(p)}. One thus obtains a surjection of A_{(p)}-modules

(27) (ˇ_ΠS^T_S (L)/E_Φ)_{(p)} ↠ (ˇ_ΠS^T_S′ (L))_{(p)}/ ( (f_{S,S}′ )_{(p)}((E_Φ)_{(p)}) ) . In addition, the exact sequence of G-modules (22) induces an exact sequence of A_{(p)}-modules

Tor^G_1 (Π̌, Hom_Z(O^×_{L,S′,T} , Z))_{(p)} −→ (ˇ_Π(Cl^T_S′ (L)^∨))_{(p)} → (ˇ_ΠS^T_S′ (L))_{(p)}/ ( (f_{S,S}′ )_{(p)}((E_Φ)_{(p)}) ) , and this combines with the surjection (27) and containment (26) to imply the condition in Proposition 5.11 is satisfied. This therefore completes the proof of Theorem 5.2.

References

[1] M. F. Atiyah, C. T. C. Wall, Cohomology of Groups, In: ‘Algebraic Number Theory’, J. W. S. Cassels, A. Fröhlich (eds.), 94-115, Academic Press, London, 1967.

[2] H. Bass, On the ubiquity of Gorenstein rings, Math. Z. 82 (1963) 8-28. [3] D. Burns, On derivatives of Artin L-series, Invent. math. 186 (2011) 291-371. [4] D. Burns, C. Greither, On the Equivariant Tamagawa Number Conjecture for Tate motives, Invent.

math. 153 (2003) 303-359.

[5] D. Burns, M. Kurihara, T. Sano, On zeta elements for G m , Doc. Math. 21 (2016) 555-626. [6] D. Burns, T. Sano, On non-commutative Euler systems, I: preliminaries on ‘det’ and ‘Fit’, submitted for publication. See also arXiv:2004.10564.

[7] D. Burns, T. Sano, On non-commutative Euler systems, II: theory and examples, submitted for publication. See also arXiv:2004.10564.

[8] C. W. Curtis, I. Reiner, Methods of Representation Theory, Vol. I and II, Wiley, New York, 1987. [9] P. Deligne, Seminaire de géométrie algébrique du Bois-Marie, SGA4^1_2 , Lecture Note Math. 569, Springer, New York, 1977.

[10] M. Flach, On the cyclotomic main conjecture for the prime 2, J. reine angew. Math. 661 (2011) 1-36. [11] A. Fröhlich, On non-ramified extensions with prescribed Galois group, Mathematika 9 (1962) 133-134. [12] C. U. Jensen, A. Thorup, Gorenstein orders, J. Pure App. Algebra 219 (2015) 551-562. [13] H. Johnston, A. Nickel, Noncommutative Fitting invariants and improved annihilation results, J. Lond.

Math. Soc. 88 (2013) 137-160.

[14] S. Lichtenbaum, The Weil-étale topology on schemes over finite fields, Compos. Math. 141 (2005) 689-702.

[15] S. Lichtenbaum, The Weil-étale topology for number rings, Ann. Math. 170 (2009), 657-683. [16] D. G. Northcott, Finite free resolutions, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge New York 1976. [17] K. Rubin, Global units and ideal class groups, Invent. math. 89 (1987) 511-526. [18] K. Rubin, A Stark Conjecture ‘over Z’ for abelian L-functions with multiple zeros, Ann. Inst. Fourier 46 (1996) 33-62.

[19] R. G. Swan, Induced representations and projective modules, Ann. Math. 71 (1960) 552-578. [20] J. Tate, Les Conjectures de Stark sur les Fonctions L d’Artin en s = 0 (notes par D.Bernardi et N.

Schappacher), Progress in Math., 47, Birkhäuser, Boston, 1984.

King’s College London, Department of Mathematics, London WC2R 2LS, U.K. Email address: david.burns@kcl.ac.uk

Departamento de Matemáticas, Universidad Autónoma de Madrid, 28049 Madrid (Spain); and Instituto de Ciencias Matemáticas, 28049 Madrid (Spain).

Email address: daniel.macias@icmat.es

Yonsei University, Department of Mathematics, Seoul, Korea. Email address: sgseo@yonsei.ac.kr