arXiv:2310.10581v1 [math.NT] 16 Oct 2023

ON WEIL-STARK ELEMENTS, II: REFINED STARK CONJECTURES

DAVID BURNS, DANIEL MACIAS CASTILLO AND SOOGIL SEO

Abstract. The theory of Weil-Stark elements is used to develop an axiomatic approach to the formulation of refined versions of Stark’s Conjecture. This gives concrete new results concerning leading terms of Artin L-series and arithmetic properties of Stark elements.

1. Introduction

1.1. We study refined versions of Stark’s seminal conjectures on the algebraic properties of the values at zero of Artin L-series. To set the context, we fix a finite Galois extension of global fields L/K of group G and a finite non-empty set of places S of K that contains all archimedean places and all ramifying in L. We denote the set of all irreducible complex characters of G by ^G and for χ in ^G we write L_S (χ, s) for the S-truncated Artin L-series of χ and, for each integer m, set L^m_S (χ, s) := s^{−m}L_S(χ, s). Then, for each non-negative integer a, we define an element of the complex group ring C [G] of G by setting θ^{⟨a⟩}_{L/K,S}(0) := ∑ g∈G (∑ χ χ(1) |G| χ̌(g)L^{a·χ(1)}_S (χ̌, 0) ) g ∈ C [G] where χ̌ is the contragredient of χ and the inner sum runs over χ in ^G for which L^{a·χ(1)}_S (χ̌, s) is holomorphic at s = 0. The element θ^{⟨0⟩}_{L/K,S}(0) is the ‘non-abelian Stickelberger element’ of Hayes [23] and belongs to the centre ζ(Q[G]) of Q[G]. In general, θ^{⟨a⟩}_{L/K,S}(0) belongs to ζ(R[G]) and Stark’s conjecture, as interpreted by Tate [42], predicts it should be equal, up to an undetermined factor in ζ(Q[G]), to a regulator constructed from algebraic units.

To normalise the regulator we write S_L for the set of places of L that lie above a place in S, O^×_{L,S} for the subring of L^× comprising all elements that are units at all places outside S_L and X_{L,S} for the subgroup of the free abelian group on S_L comprising elements whose coefficients sum to 0. We use the Dirichlet regulator isomorphism of R[G]-modules (1) R_{L,S} : R ⊗_Z O^×_{L,S} → R ⊗_Z X_{L,S} , 1 ⊗ u → − ∑ w∈S_L log|u| w · w, where in the sum | · |_w denotes the absolute value at w (normalised as in [42, Chap. 0, 0.2]). Finally, to each homomorphism φ in Hom_{R[G]}(R ⊗_Z O^×_{L,S}, R ⊗_Z X_{L,S}), we associate an ‘(a-th derived) Artin L -invariant’ by setting

(2) L^a(φ) := θ^{⟨a⟩}_{L/K,S}(0) · Nrd_{R[G]}(φ ∘ (R_{L,S} )^{−1}) ∈ ζ(R[G]),

where Nrd_{R[G]} denotes the reduced norm of the semisimple algebra R[G].

MSC: 11R42, 11R59 (primary), 11R27, 11R34 (secondary).

1

These invariants are of interest for several reasons. For example, in certain cases they encode properties of canonical special elements (such as Brumer-Stark elements, Rubin-Stark elements or Chinburg-Stark elements) and so are related to problems such as generalized versions of Hilbert’s 12th Problem (cf. Tate [42]), constructive versions of the Deligne-Serre Theorem (cf. Stark [38, 40] and Chinburg [13]) and the construction of new Euler systems (cf. Rubin [35]). In another more concrete direction, a bound on the ‘denominator’ of L^a(φ) has advantages for the purpose of obtaining evidence for Stark’s original conjecture via computer calculations (cf. the discussion of Dummit in [17, §14]).

Our main aim then is to investigate the properties of Artin L -invariants and the family of Weil-Stark elements (from [10]) will play a key role in our approach. We recall that these elements extend the classical theory of cyclotomic elements to the setting of general Galois extensions of global fields, and have well-understood arithmetic properties. Here we shall use them to develop an axiomatic approach to the derivation of arithmetic properties of Artin L -invariants, and thereby refined versions of Stark’s Conjecture, from the leading term conjecture for Artin L-series studied in [5].

1.2. When combined with earlier work (of multiple authors), this approach has a range of concrete consequences. To give an idea, we now present two such results, the first focussing on L -invariants and the second on special elements.

For a non-archimedean place v of K we write Nv for its absolute norm and fix a place w_v of L above v, with decomposition subgroup G_v in G and Frobenius automorphism σ_v in G_v. We then fix an auxiliary finite set T of places of K, disjoint from S and satisfying a mild technical hypotheses (as in (7) below), and set

γ_T := ∏ v∈T Nrd_{Q[G]} (1 − σ^{−1}_v Nv) ∈ ζ(Q[G])^× .

We write S^T_S (L) for the integral dual Selmer group of G_m over L (cf. §3.1), ι_# for the Q-linear anti-involution of Q[G] that inverts elements of G and use the theory of noncommutative Fitting invariants (as reviewed in §2.2). A precise version of the following result is derived from more general results in §7.2.3 and §7.3.

Theorem 1.1. Assume L/K and a fixed prime p satisfy either of the following conditions:

(i) L and K are function fields and p is any prime;

(ii) K is totally real, L is CM, p is odd and the Sylow p-subgroups of G are abelian. Fix an integer a with 0 ≤ a < |S| − 1. Then there is an explicit idempotent e_a of ζ(Q[G]) that depends only on a and {G_v }_{v∈S} and has the following property: if t is the smallest non-negative integer with p^te_a ∈ Z_{(p)}[G], then for all φ ∈ Hom_G(O^×_{L,S} , X_{L,S} ) one has

(3) p^te_a · L^a(|G|φ) ∈ γ^{−1}_T · ι_#(Z_{(p)} ⊗_Z Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(S^T_S (L))).

The idempotent e_a in this result rarely vanishes (and its vanishing also strongly restricts S^T_S (L)). For instance, one has p^te_0 ·L^0(|G|φ) = θ^{⟨0⟩}_{L/K,S}(0) for all φ. This fact implies, in (i), that (3) refines, and generalises, a result of Deligne on divisor class groups of curves and, in (ii), that (3) implies the validity of a refined version of the ‘non-abelian Brumer-Stark Conjecture’ formulated by Nickel [30] and the first author [5] (cf. Remarks 6.4 and 7.13)

The second result recorded here concerns special elements studied by Stark [40] and Chinburg [13] and is proved in §7.4. It refers to the Strong-Stark Conjecture, as formulated by Chinburg [14] and proved for representations with Q-valued characters by Tate [42, Ch. II, Th. 6.8] and for totally odd characters by Nickel [32].

Theorem 1.2. Assume K is a number field and |S| > 1. Let O be a finite extension of Z and ψ : G → GL_2(O) an irreducible representation of G of character χ_ψ that validates the Strong Stark Conjecture and has L_S (χ_ψ, 0) = 0 ≠ L^1_S (χ_ψ, 0). Then there is a unique place v_1 in S with H^0(G_{v1} , O^2) ≠ (0). Assume w_{v1} is archimedean, corresponding to σ : L → C and identify L with σ(L). Then, writing ψ_∗(γ_T ) for the χ_ψ-component of γ_T , the element ε_{S,T,ψ} := exp ( −ψ_∗(γ_T ) · L^1_S (χ_ψ, 0) ) is a real unit in L that has all of the following properties.

(i) Either ε_{S,T,ψ} or −ε_{S,T,ψ} is congruent to 1 modulo all places of L above those in T . (ii) |ε_{S,T,ψ}|_w = 1 if w is any place of K that does not lie above v_1. (iii) For every g ∈ G one has − log |g^{−1}(ε_{S,T,ψ})|_{wv1} = (χ_ψ(g) + χ_ψ(gτ))ψ_∗(γ_T )L^1_S (χ_ψ, 0) where τ is the unique non-trivial element of G_{v1} .

(iv) For every map ϕ : O^×_L → Z[G] of G-modules, the element 2^{−2}|G|^3ϕ(ε_{S,T,ψ}) belongs to Z[G] and annihilates the T -modified ideal class group of L.

Whilst the Chinburg-Stark Conjecture [13, Conj. 1] predicts, under the same hypotheses as above, that ε_{S,T,ψ} has the properties (i), (ii) and (iii), the link to class group structures in claim (iv) is new. In particular, Theorem 1.2 now strengthens [5, Th. 4.3.1(ii) and Prop. 12.2.1] and answers the question raised in [5, Rem. 12.2.2].

1.3. The main contents of this article are as follows. In §2 we review relevant results of [11] and then, in §3, we use these results to prove a canonical decomposition result for the higher non-commutative Fitting invariants of Selmer groups (see Theorem 3.2). In §4 we extend the classical notion of ‘Stark element’ and explain the connection between these generalised Stark elements, families of special elements in the literature and Artin L -invariants. In §5 we review the central conjecture of [5] and show it implies that all elements considered in §4 are ‘Weil-Stark elements’ in the sense of [10]. In §6 we combine this observation with results from both §3 and [10] to derive detailed arithmetic properties of Artin L -invariants from the central conjecture of [5]. These results generalise (to non-abelian extensions and a wider range of Fitting invariants) the results on Selmer groups obtained by Kurihara, Sano and the first author [8] and also suggest refinements and generalisations of a range of other results and conjectures (of multiple authors) in the literature (cf. Remarks 5.7, 6.3, 6.4 and 6.6). Finally, in §7, we derive a selection of explicit consequences of our results and, in particular, prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

1.4. Acknowledgements. It is a pleasure for the first author to thank Cornelius Greither, Dick Gross, Masato Kurihara, Alice Livingstone Boomla, Cristian Popescu and Takamichi Sano for encouragement and helpful discussions at various stages of this project. In addition, we are grateful to Alexandre Daoud, Henri Johnston, Andreas Nickel and, especially, an anonymous referee for very helpful comments on earlier versions of this article.

The first author acknowledges funding from Yonsei University in support of a visit in 2019 which benefited this project. The second author acknowledges support for this article as part of Grants CEX2019-000904-S, PID2019-108936GB-C21 and PID2022-142024NB-I00 funded by MCIN/AEI/ 10.13039/501100011033. He also thanks the Isaac Newton Institute, and the organisers of the programme ‘K-theory, algebraic cycles and motivic homotopy theory’, for support that helped advance this project.

2. Non-commutative algebra

We write ζ(R) for the centre of a ring R. By an R-module we mean a left R-module unless explicitly stated otherwise. We write N for the set of natural numbers and set N_0 := N ∪{0}. For a ∈ N we write [a] for the set of integers i with 1 ≤ i ≤ a.

2.1. Whitehead orders. Fix a Dedekind domain Λ that is a subring of C and has field of fractions F. Let A be a Λ-order in a finite-dimensional separable F-algebra A.

2.1.1. For each prime ideal p of Λ we write Λ_{(p)} for the localisation of Λ at p. For each A-module M and each p we then set M_{(p)} := Λ_{(p)} ⊗_Λ M, endowed with natural actions of the algebra A_{(p)} = Λ_{(p)} ⊗_Λ A. A finitely generated A-module M will be said to be ‘locally-free’ if, for all prime ideals p of Λ, the A_{(p)}-module M_{(p)} is free.

The rank rk_A(M) of any such M is a well-defined invariant (independent of the prime p with respect to which it is computed). We also recall that a finitely-generated locally-free A-module is always projective (see [15, Prop. (8.19), Vol. I]). The converse of this statement also holds, by a fundamental result of Swan [41], if A = Λ[G] for a finite group G for which no prime divisor of |G| is invertible in Λ (cf. [15, Th. (32.11), Vol. I]).

2.1.2. The ‘Whitehead order’ of A is defined in [11, Def. 3.1] via the intersection

ξ(A) := ⋂ p∈Spec(Λ)ξ(A(p)),

where ξ(A_{(p)}) is the Λ_{(p)}-submodule of ζ(A) generated by {Nrd_A(M) : M ∈ ⋃ n∈N M_n(A_{(p)})}, with Nrd_A the reduced norm over A. Then ξ(A) is a Λ-order in ζ(A), ξ(A) = A if and only if A is commutative, and any surjective map of Λ-orders A → B induces, upon restriction, a surjective map ξ(A) → ξ(B) (cf. [11, Lem. 3.2]). In general, ξ(A) is neither contained in, nor contains, ζ(A) but there exists an explicit ideal δ(A) of ζ(A) with δ(A) · ξ(A) ⊆ ζ(A) (cf. [11, Def. 3.6]). The links between the order ξ(A) and ideal δ(A) and slightly different constructions of Johnston and Nickel [25] are discussed in [11, Rem. 3.3 and 3.8].

2.2. Fitting invariants. We fix a finite group G and write Λ for Z or Z_{(p)} for some p.

2.2.1. Let M be a matrix in M_{d×d}′ (Q[G]) with d ≥ d^′. Let {b_i}_{i∈[d]} be the standard basis of Λ[G]^d. Then for any integer t ∈ {0} ∪ [d^′] and any φ = (φ_i)_{1≤i≤t} in Hom_G(Λ[G]^d, Λ[G])^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

(4) M(J, φ)_{ij} := { φ_a(b_i), if j = i_a for a ∈ [t] M_{ij} , otherwise.

For a ∈ N_0 the ‘a-th (non-commutative) Fitting invariant of M’ is the ξ(Λ[G])-ideal Fit^a_{Λ[G]}(M) := ξ(Λ[G]) · {Nrd_{Q[G]} (N) : N ∈ Min^{d′}_φ (M), φ ∈ Hom_{Λ[G]}(Λ[G]^d, Λ[G])^t, t ≤ a}.

2.2.2. Fix a finitely generated Λ[G]-module Z. Then a ‘(finite) free presentation’ h of Z is an exact sequence of Λ[G]-modules Λ[G]^{d θ}−→ Λ[G]^{d′} −→ Z → 0 for natural numbers d and d^′. The a-th Fitting invariant Fit^a_{Λ[G]}(h) of h is Fit^a_{Λ[G]}(M_θ) with M_θ the matrix of θ with respect to the standard bases of Λ[G]^d and Λ[G]^{d′} .

A ‘presentation’ h of Z is an exact sequence of finitely generated Λ[G]-modules (5) 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_{Λ[G]}(P^′) = rk_{Λ[G]}(P ). If Λ = Z and h is locally-free, then its localisation h_{(p)} at every prime p is a free presentation of the Z_{(p)}[G]-module Z_{(p)}, and its a-th Fitting invariant is the ξ(Z[G])-ideal Fit^a_{Z[G]}(h) := ⋂ pFit^a_{Z(p)[G]}(h_{(p)}).

The ‘a-th Fitting invariant’ of a finitely generated Λ[G]-module Z is the ξ(Λ[G])-ideal Fit^a_{Λ[G]}(Z) := ∑ hFit^a_{Λ[G]}(h),

where in the sum h runs over all locally-free presentations of finitely generated Λ[G]-modules Z^′ for which there exists a surjective homomorphism of Λ[G]-modules Z^′ → Z.

2.2.3. An alternative theory of Fitting invariants is obtained if one replaces the matrices M(J, φ) in (4) by (M^{tr})(J, φ)^{tr}. This version involves substituting rows (rather than columns) of M by elements of im(φ_a). We write Fit^{tr,a}_{Λ[G]}(h) and Fit^{tr,a}_{Λ[G]}(Z) for the resulting ideals. To relate the two theories one defines the ‘transpose’ h^{tr} of (5) to be the presentation

Hom_Λ(P, Λ)^{HomΛ(θ,Λ)}

−−−−−−−→ Hom_Λ(P^′, Λ) −→ cok(Hom_Λ(θ, Λ)) → 0 of cok(Hom_Λ(θ, Λ)) (with the linear duals endowed with contragredient action of G); this presentation is locally-free, respectively locally-quadratic, if and only if h is locally-free, respectively locally-quadratic. Then, if h is locally-quadratic, for every a ∈ N_0 , one has (6) Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(h^{tr}) = ι_# ( Fit^a_{Z[G]}(h) ) (cf. [11, Lem. 3.24]). Again, ι_# is the anti-involution of Q[G] that inverts elements of G.

Finally we recall some general facts (from [11, Th. 3.20]). If G is abelian (so that ξ(R[Γ]) = R[Γ]), then Fit^a_{Λ[G]}(Z) = Fit^{tr,a}_{Λ[G]}(Z) is equal to the classical a-th Fitting ideal of Z; (Fit^a_{Λ[G]}(Z))_a and (Fit^{tr,a}_{Λ[G]}(Z))_a are increasing sequences such that for all large enough a

Fit^a_{Λ[G]}(Z) = Fit^{tr,a}_{Λ[G]}(Z) = ξ(Λ[G]);

the ideal δ(Λ[G])·Fit^0_{Λ[G]}(Z) = δ(Λ[G])·Fit^{tr,0}_{Λ[G]}(Z) is contained in Λ[G] and annihilates Z.

3. Fitting invariants of Selmer groups

We prove a new decomposition result for the higher Fitting invariants of Selmer groups.

3.1. Selmer groups. We recall basic facts concerning the Selmer groups of G_m .

We henceforth 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 ≠ ∅ if and only if K is a number field) and S^{ram}_{L/K} for the set of places of K that ramify in L. For any finite set of places Σ of K we write Σ_L for the set of places of L lying above those in Σ, Y_{L,Σ} for the free abelian group on the set Σ_L and X_{L,Σ} for the submodule of Y_{L,Σ} comprising elements whose coefficients sum to zero. If E is a subfield of L, we write w_E for the restriction to E of a place w of L. 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 the unit group of O_{L,Σ}. We observe that 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 henceforth fix the following data: (7) { a finite non-empty set of places S of K with S^∞_K ∪ S^{ram}_{L/K} ⊆ S; a finite set T of places of K with S ∩ T = ∅ and O^×_{L,S,T} torsion-free,

where O^×_{L,S,T} := O^×_{L,S} ∩ L^×_T , with L^×_T := {a ∈ L^× : ord_w(a − 1) > 0 for all w ∈ T_L}.

We 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 observe that Cl^T_S (L) is a G-module extension of Cl_S(L).

The ‘(S-relative T -trivialised) integral dual Selmer group for G_m over L’ is defined in [8, Def. 2.1] (where it is denoted S_{S,T} (G_m /L)) to be the cokernel S^T_S (L) of the injective map (8) ∏ w /∈(S∪T )_L Z θ_{S,T} −→ Hom_Z(L^×_T , Z), where θ_{S,T} sends (x_w)_w to the map (a → ∑ w /∈S_L∪T_L ordw(a)xw). In the sequel we shall use the following facts concerning this module (all of which are proved in [8, §2]). There exists a canonical exact sequence

(9) 0 → Cl^T_S (L)^∨ → S^T_S (L) → Hom_Z(O^×_{L,S,T} , Z) → 0

and a canonical transpose S^T_S (L)^{tr} to S^T_S (L) (in the sense of Jannsen’s homotopy theory of modules [24]) that lies in a canonical exact sequence

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

In (9) and throughout the sequel, for any G-module M we set M^∨ := Hom_Z(M, Q/Z), endowed with the natural contragredient action of G.

We finally recall that for each normal subgroup H of G and E = L^H , there exists a canonical isomorphism of G/H-modules

(11) Z[G/H] ⊗_{Z[G]} S^T_S (L)^{tr} ∼= S^T_S (L^H )^{tr}.

In the sequel, if T = ∅, then we freely omit it from all of the above notations. Similarly, if K is a number field and S = S^∞_K , then we will often omit it from all notations.

3.2. Characters and idempotents. We abbreviate to 1_G or even 1 the trivial character of G and write ψ̌ for the contragredient of a character ψ. The primitive central idempotent of C [G] at ψ is e_ψ := (ψ(1)/|G|) ∑ g∈Gψ(g)g^{−1}. For a normal subgroup H of G we set T_H := ∑ h∈H h ∈ Z[G] and we write e_H for the central idempotent |H|^{−1} · T_H of Q[G].

For a ∈ N_0 , we then write ^G^′_{a,S} for the (possibly empty) subset of ^G \ {1} comprising characters ψ that satisfy both of the following conditions

(12) { (i) the set S_ψ := {v ∈ S : ψ(T_{Gv} ) = |G_v| · ψ(1)} has cardinality a, and (ii) ψ(T_{Gv} ) = 0 for all v ∈ S \ S_ψ.

Here G_v denotes the decomposition subgroup in G of any fixed place of L above v. We then define ^G_{a,S} to be ^G^′_{a,S} ∪ {1} if a = |S| − 1 and to be ^G^′_{a,S} if a ≠ |S| − 1.

We also consider the (possibly empty) set of characters ^G^′_{(a),S} := {ψ ∈ ^G \ {1} : |S_ψ| ≥ a}, and define ^G_{(a),S} to be ^G^′_{(a),S} ∪ {1} if a < |S| and to be ^G^′_{(a),S} if a ≥ |S|.

We then obtain central idempotents of Q[G] by setting e_{a,S} := ∑ ψ∈ ^G_{a,S} e_ψ and e_{(a),S} := ∑ ψ∈ ^G_{(a),S} e_ψ. We also define a subset of S by setting

S^a_{min} := ⋃ ψ∈ ^G^′_{a,S} Sψ, if G is not trivial,

S \ {v_0}, if G is trivial and a = |S| − 1, ∅, if G is trivial and a ≠ |S| − 1, where v_0 is a fixed place in S (the choice of which will not matter in the sequel).

For any set Σ and a ∈ N_0 we write ℘_a(Σ) for the set of subsets of Σ of cardinality a. We abbreviate ℘_a(S^a_{min}) to ℘^∗_a(S) and for v in S we set ℘_a(S, v) := {I ∈ ℘^∗_a(S) : v /∈ I}. Finally, for each I in ℘^∗_a(S) we define a central idempotent of Q[G] by setting

(13) e_I := e_1 + ∑ {ψ∈ ^G^′_{a,S} :S_ψ=I}eψ. Remark 3.1.

(i) To interpret (12)(i) more explicitly, note that for ψ in ^G \ {1} one has ψ(T_{Gv} ) = |G_v | · ψ(1) if and only if G_v , and hence also its normal closure, is contained in ker(ψ).

(ii) If ψ in ^G \ {1} is linear, then ψ ∈ ^G^′_{|Sψ|,S} since, in this case, the validity of (12)(ii) follows from the definition of S_ψ. Thus, if G is abelian, then ^G = ⋃ a^′∈N_0 ^Ga^′,S and there are

also non-abelian extensions for which the same is true. For example, if L/K is generalised dihedral, with A the abelian subgroup of index two in G, and all places in S split in L^A/K, then for every ϕ in ^A \ {1} one has Ind^G_A(ϕ) ∈ ^G^′_{a,S} with a = |{v ∈ S : G_v ⊆ ker(ϕ)}|.

(iii) Set V := {v ∈ S : G_v is trivial} and r_{sp} := |V |. Then V ⊆ S_ψ for all ψ in ^G \ {1} and so ^G_{a,S} = ∅ if a < r_{sp} and ^G_{(a),S} = ^G if a ≤ r_{sp}. In particular, if any ^G^′_{a,S} with a > 0 contains a faithful character of G, then a = r_{sp}, S^a_{min} = Σ and ^G = ^G_{(a),S} . (In this regard, we note Schur’s Lemma implies no element of ^G can be faithful if G has a non-cyclic centre and that a complete classification of groups with faithful irreducible characters has been given by Gaschutz in [20]).

3.3. The decomposition result. For each place v in S we write N_v for the normal closure of G_v in G and abbreviate the central idempotent e_{Nv} to e_v.

Theorem 3.2. Fix sets S and T as in (7) and a place v ∈ S. Then the G-module S^T_S (F ) has a locally-quadratic presentation h = h_v with the property that, for every a ∈ N_0 , there is a direct sum decomposition of ξ(Z[G])-modules

(14) (1 − e_v + e_1)e_{(a),S} · Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(h) = c^a_{S,v}e_1 · Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(h) ⊕ ⨁ I∈℘_a(S,v)e I · Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(h).

Here we set c^a_{S,v} := 0 if a ≥ |S| and, otherwise, we use the integer c^a_{S,v} := |{v} \ S^a_{min}| − min{|S^a_{min}|, |S \ S^a_{min}|} − δ_{a0}. The same claim is also true if one replaces S^T_S (F ) and Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(−) by S^T_S (F )^{tr} and Fit^a_{Z[G]}(−).

Remark 3.3. If G is abelian, then this result recovers the main algebraic result (Theorem 1.1) of Livingstone Boomla and the first author [9]. In addition, an earlier version of the result for non-abelian G was first obtained in unpublished work of the same authors and we are grateful to Livingstone Boomla for her permission to include it here.

The proof of Theorem 3.2 will occupy the rest of this section. Throughout the argument, for a ∈ N_0 we set F_a := Fit^a_{Z[G]}(S^T_S (L)^{tr}).

3.3.1. We first record a result that will allow us to treat a special case of Theorem 3.2.

Lemma 3.4. The following claims are valid for each a ∈ N_0 .

(i) For ψ in ^G_{(a),S} \ ^G_{a,S} the space e_ψ(C ⊗_Z F_a) vanishes. (ii) If |S| > a + 1, then e_1 · F_a vanishes.

(iii) If v ∈ S \ S^a_{min}, then (e_v − e_1)e_{(a),S} · F_a vanishes.

Proof. We claim first that for ψ in ^G, a ∈ N_0 and a finitely generated G-module Z the sublattice e_ψ · Fit^a_{Z[G]}(Z) of ζ(C [G]) will vanish whenever n_ψ(Z) > a · ψ(1), where we set n_ψ(Z) := dim_C (e_ψ(C ⊗_Z Z)).

It is enough to prove this after localising at any given prime p and to do this we fix a free presentation Π of a finitely generated Z_{(p)}[G]-module Z^′ for which there exists a surjective homomorphism of Z_{(p)}[G]-modules Z^′ → Z. Let M_Π be a matrix in M_{d×d}′ (C [G]) for integers d and d^′ with d ≥ d^′ ≥ a, that represents Π and let M^′ be any matrix that is obtained from M_Π by changing at most a of its columns. For any ψ in ^G write M_{Π,ψ} and M^′_ψ for the matrices in M_{d·ψ(1)×d}′_{·ψ(1)}(C ) that are respectively obtained by splitting the matrices e_ψ · M_Π and e_ψ · M^′ in M_{d×d}′ (e_ψ · C [G]).

Then the column rank of M_{Π,ψ} is d^′ · ψ(1) − n_ψ(Z^′) and so the column rank of M^′_ψ is at most d^′ ·ψ(1)−n_ψ (Z^′)+a·ψ(1). In particular, if n_ψ(Z) > a·ψ(1), then also n_ψ(Z^′) > a·ψ(1) and so the column rank of M^′_ψ is strictly less than d^′ ·ψ(1). This implies that the determinant of any d^′ · ψ(1) × d^′ · ψ(1) minor of M^′_ψ vanishes and so, since e_ψ · Fit^a_{Z[G]}(Z) is generated by the determinants of all such minors (see the definition in [11, §3]), it must also vanish, as claimed. Using this observation, and the fact that for any non-trivial ψ in ^G_{(a),S} \ ^G_{a,S} there exists a place v in S \ S_ψ for which H^0(G_v , V_ψ) does not vanish, one derives claim (i) by noting the exact sequence (10) implies that

n_ψ(S^T_S (L)^{tr}) = ∑ v∈S dim_C (H^0(G_v , V_ψ)) > ∑ v∈S_ψ dimC (H 0(G_v , V_ψ)) = ∑ v∈S_ψ dimC (Vψ) = a · ψ(1), if ψ ≠ 1, |S| − 1 > a = a · ψ(1), if ψ = 1, where the second equality in the case ψ ≠ 1 follows from Remark 3.1(i).

Claim (ii) is then an immediate consequence of claim (i) in the case ψ = 1. To derive claim (iii) from claim (i) it suffices to prove that if ψ belongs to ^G_{a,S} \ {1}, then N_v cannot be contained in ker(ψ) (and hence e_ψ(e_v − e_1) = 0). This follows from the fact that, as v does not belong to S^a_{min}, the inclusion N_v ⊆ ker(ψ) would imply that |S_ψ| ≥ 1 + a. □

3.3.2. We now fix a place v = v_0 in S and a place w_0 of L above v_0. We set n := |S| − 1, label (and thereby order) the elements of S as {v_0} ∪ {v_i}_{i∈[n]} and write S_0 for S \ {v_0}.

For i ∈ [n] we now fix a place w_i of L above v_i and for each intermediate field E of L/K write w_{i,E} for the place of E obtained by restriction of w_i (so w_{i,L} = w_i). We consider the canonical composite surjective homomorphism ϱ_{L,S} : S^T_S (L)^{tr} → X_{L,S} → Y_{L,S0} , where the first arrow is the canonical homomorphism occurring in (10) and the second arrow maps w − w_0 to 0 if v_0 divides w and to w otherwise.

Any exact sequence in claim (ii) of [10, Prop. 5.6] (in the case Π = Z[G]) defines a locally-quadratic presentation of G-modules

P^{0 ϕ}→ P^ϖ→ S^T_S (L)^{tr} → 0

in which P is free of finite rank d > n + 1. In fact, a slightly more general version of claim (iii) of [10, Prop. 5.6] (see [8, §5.4] or [12, Lem. 6.15]) gives a presentation h̃ = h̃_v as above together with an ordered G-basis ^b = {b̂_i}_{i∈[d]} of P for which

(15) ϱ_{L,S}(ϖ(b̂_i)) = { w_i, if i ∈ [n], 0, if i ∈ [d] \ [n]. Remark 3.5. The presentation h̃ constructed above has two useful properties. (i) Fix a normal subgroup H of G. Then, with respect to the identification (11) , the Hcoinvariance h̃_H of h̃ gives a locally-quadratic presentation of the Z[G/H]-module S^T_S (L^H )^{tr} that satisfies (15) after replacing L and each b̂_i and w_i by L^H , the image of b̂_i in P_H and w_{i,L}H respectively. In particular, with respect to the identification e_H ·ζ(Q[G]) = ζ(Q[G/H]) one has e_H · Fit^a_{Z[G]}(h̃) = Fit^a_{Z[G/H]}(h̃_H ) for all a ∈ N_0 , and the proof of Theorem 3.2 shows that h̃_H satisfies the equality (14) relative to the extension L^H /K.

(ii) The definition of the transpose Selmer group S^T_S (L)^{tr} in [8] ensures that the transpose h̃tr of h̃ (in the sense of §2.2.3) is a locally-quadratic presentation of ST_S (L). This combines with the general equality (6), and the fact that all idempotents occurring in the statement of Theorem 3.2 are fixed by ι_#, to reduce the proof of Theorem 3.2 (with h = h̃^{tr}) to the proof of (14) with each term Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(h) replaced by Fit^a_{Z[G]}(h̃).

3.3.3. We set F^′_a := Fit^a_{Z[G]}(h̃) ⊆ F_a. By using Lemma 3.4, and Remark 3.5(ii), we can now quickly prove Theorem 3.2 in several special cases.

Lemma 3.6. Theorem 3.2 is valid if either F = k or a = 0.

Proof. In the first case G is trivial and F^′_a is the a-th Fitting ideal of the abelian group S^T_S (L)^{tr}. The validity of Theorem 3.2 in this case therefore follows directly from [9, Prop. 3.3]. In the rest of the argument, we will therefore assume that a = 0 and G is not trivial.

In this case, Lemma 3.4 (i) and (iii) combine to imply that the left hand side of (14) is equal to e_{0,S} · F^′_0. In addition, S^a_{min} = ∅ and so for each v in S one has c^0_{S,v} = 1 − 0 − 1 = 0 and ℘_0(S, v) = {∅}. If |S| = 1, then (13) implies that

e_∅ = e_1 + ∑ ψ∈ ^G^′_{0,S} e_ψ = ∑ ψ∈ ^G_{0,S} e_ψ = e_{0,S} ,

whilst if |S| > 1 then e_∅ = e_1 + e_{0,S} . Since e_1 · F_0 = 0 if |S| > 1 by Lemma 3.4(ii), this shows that in both cases the right hand side of (14) is equal to e_{0,S} · F^′_0, as required. □

The next result deals with the case that a is ‘large’.

Proposition 3.7. Theorem 3.2 is valid if a ≥ |S| − 1.

Proof. By using the result of Lemma 3.4(i) one can easily check that both sides of (14) vanish if a > |S|. It is thus enough to consider a equal to either |S| − 1 or |S|. Our argument then splits into several subcases, depending on the cardinality of S^a_{min}. Following Lemma 3.6 we always assume a > 0.

We consider first the case that S^a_{min} = ∅ and a > 0, and hence that ^G^′_{a,S} = ∅. In this case Lemma 3.4(i) and (ii) combine to imply e_{(a),S} · F^′_a = e_{a,S} · F^′_a is equal to e_1 · F^′_a if a = |S| − 1 and vanishes if a = |S|. One also has ℘_a(S, v) = ∅ (since a > 0) and so the right hand side of (14) is equal to c^a_{S,v}e_1 · F^′_a. The claimed equality is thus true in this case since c^a_{S,v} is equal to 1 − 0 − 0 = 1 if a = |S| − 1 and to 0 if a = |S|.

In the remainder of the argument we assume S^a_{min} ≠ ∅ and hence that |S^a_{min}| is equal to either |S| − 1 (so a = |S| − 1) or |S| (so S^a_{min} = S).

We consider first the case |S^a_{min}| = |S| − 1 = a and v ∈ S^a_{min}. In this case one has N_v ⊆ ker(ψ) for all ψ ∈ ^G^′_{a,S} so (1 − e_v )e_{a,S} = 0 and Lemma 3.4(i) implies the left hand side of (14) is equal to e_1 · F^′_a. Given this, the claimed equality follows from the fact that ℘_a(S, v) = ∅ and c^a_{S,v} = 0 − 1 − 0 = −1.

We next assume |S^a_{min}| = |S| − 1 = a and v /∈ S^a_{min} so that S^a_{min} = S \ {v}. In this case Lemma 3.4(i) and (iii) together imply that the left hand side of (14) is equal to e_{a,S} · F^′_a. In addition, one has c^a_{S,v} = 1 − 1 − 0 = 0 and the unique element of ℘_a(S, v) is equal to I := S^a_{min} so e_I = e_{a,S} and the right hand side of (14) is also equal to e_{a,S} · F^′_a.

We now consider the case S^a_{min} = S and a = |S| − 1. For v in S we write N(v) for the subgroup generated by N_v′ as v^′ varies over S \ {v}. Then for each ψ in ^G^′_{a,S} one has e_ψe_v = 0 if and only if N(v) ⊆ ker(ψ). This implies (1 − e_v )e_{a,S} = (e_{N(v)} − e_1)e_{a,S} and hence that the left hand side of (14) is equal to e_{N(v)}e_{a,S} · F^′_a. The claimed equality thus follows from the fact that, in this case, c^a_{S,v} = 0, ℘_a(S, v) has a single element I_v := S \ {v} and it is straightforward to check that e_{Iv} is equal to e_{N(v)}e_{a,S} .

Finally, we assume a = |S| and S^a_{min} ≠ ∅ (and hence that both S^a_{min} = S and G is not trivial). In this case one verifies that e_{(a),S} = e_{a,S} = e_{NS} − e_1 with N_S the normal subgroup of G generated by N_v as v varies over S. For each v in S one therefore has (1 − e_v + e_1)e_{(a),S} = (1 − e_v )e_{NS} = 0, where the last equality is valid since N_v ⊆ N_S , and so the left hand side of (14) vanishes. On the other hand, in this case the right hand side of (14) vanishes since for any v in S both c^a_{S,v} = 0 and ℘_a(S, v) is empty.

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.2 in the case that a ≥ |S| − 1. □

3.3.4. Following Lemma 3.6 and Proposition 3.7 we assume in the remainder of the argument that G is not trivial and that 0 < a < |S| − 1.

We note that in this case Lemma 3.4(ii) implies that the term 1 − e_v + e_1 on the left hand side of (14) can be replaced by 1 − e_v and that the first summand on the right hand side of (14) can be omitted.

Now Lemma 3.4(i) implies that the term e_{(a),S} in the left hand side of (14) can be replaced by e_{a,S} , so we are left to prove that

(16) (1 − e_v)e_{a,S} · F^′_a = ⨁ I∈℘_a(S,v)e I · F^′_a and, from the definition of non-commutative Fitting invariants, it is enough to prove that this equality is valid after localising at every p. We henceforth fix a prime p.

Then, since both of the Z_{(p)}[G]-modules P^0_{(p)} and P_{(p)} are free of rank d, after modifying ϕ appropriately if necessary, we may and will assume that P^0_{(p)} = P_{(p)}. We then write M_p for the matrix of ϕ_{(p)} with respect to the induced basis ^b of P_{(p)} as in (15).

For each J ⊆ [d] we write m_p(J) for the ideal of ξ(Z_{(p)}[G]) generated by reduced norms of elements in the set M_p(J) of all matrices obtained from M_p by replacing all entries in each column indexed by an integer in J by arbitrary elements of Z_{(p)}[G]. Then, by the very definition of a-th Fitting invariants, we have that

(17) F^′_{a,(p)} = Fit^a_{Z(p)[G]}(M_p) = ∑ J∈℘_a(d)m p(J) with ℘_a(d) := ℘_a({i ∈ Z : 1 ≤ i ≤ d}). Next we note that, for ψ in ^G \ {1}, one has

v /∈ S_ψ ⇔ N_v ⊈ ker(ψ) ⇔ (1 − e_v)e_ψ ≠ 0

and hence, for a ∈ N_0 , also

(18) (1 − e_v )e_{a,S} = ∑ I∈℘_a(S,v)(e I − e_1). This equality combines with (17) to imply that

(1 − e_v)e_{a,S} · F^′_{a,(p)} = ( ∑ I∈℘_a(S,v)(e I − e_1)) · ( ∑ J∈℘_a(d)m p(J)) = ∑ I∈℘_a(S,v) (e_I − e_1) · m_p(I) = ∑ I∈℘_a(S,v)(e I − e_1) · F^′_{a,(p)}, where the second and third equalities follow from the result of Lemma 3.8 below.

To deduce the equality (16) in the case that a < |S| − 1 it thus suffices to observe firstly that the last sum in the above formula is direct since for distinct elements I_1 and I_2 of ℘^∗_a(S) the idempotents e_{I1} − e_1 and e_{I2} − e_1 are orthogonal, and then that for each such I Lemma 3.4(ii) implies (e_I − e_1) · F^′_{a,(p)} = e_I · F^′_{a,(p)}.

In the following result we use the correspondence v_i ↔ i to identify ℘_a(S_0) with the subset ℘_a([n]) of ℘_a([d]).

Lemma 3.8. Take ψ ∈ ^G_{a,S} \ {1} with v /∈ S_ψ. Then S_ψ belongs to ℘_a([d]) and for each J in ℘_a([d]) \ {S_ψ} one has e_ψ · m_p(J) = 0.

Proof. Set G_ψ := G/ ker(ψ) and L^ψ := L^{ker(ψ)}. We write q_ψ : Q[G] → Q[G_ψ ] for the canonical projection. We write M_{p,ψ} for the image in M_d(Z_{(p)}[G_ψ ]) of M_p under the map that applies q_ψ to each entry. We claim that each column of M_{p,ψ} that corresponds to an integer in S_ψ \ J must vanish.

In that case, if J ≠ S_ψ, then the image in M_d(Z_{(p)}[G_ψ]) of any matrix in M_p(J) would have at least one column of zeroes and so its reduced norm in ξ(Z_{(p)}[G_ψ ]) would have to vanish. It would follow that e_ψ · m_p(J) = 0, as claimed.

To finally prove our claim we fix a place v_k ∈ S_ψ corresponding to the k-th column of M_{p,ψ} with k in S_ψ \ J. Then v_k splits completely in L^ψ/K.

For any i ∈ [d] we write ϕ_{(p)}(b̂_i) = ∑_{j=d} j=1μ_{i,j}b̂_j with each μ_{i,j} in Z_{(p)}[G]. Then since ϕ_{(p)}(b̂_i) belongs to im(ϕ_{(p)}) = ker(ϖ_{(p)}), the properties (15) imply that in Y_{L,S0,(p)} one has

0 = ϱ_{L,S,(p)}(ϖ_{(p)}(ϕ_{(p)}(b̂_i))) = ∑_{j=d} j=1 μ_{i,j}ϱ_{L,S,(p)}(ϖ_{(p)}(b̂_j )) = ∑_{j=n} j=1 μ_{i,j}w_{j,L}. Now this equality implies that μ_{i,j}w_{j,L} vanishes for every i ∈ [d] and j ∈ [n]. It follows that the element q_ψ(μ_{i,k}) · w_{k,L}ψ vanishes in Y_Lψ_{,S0,(p)} for every i ∈ [d]. Since v_k splits completely in L^ψ/K, we finally deduce that q_ψ(μ_{i,k}) = 0 for every i ∈ [d], as was claimed. □

4. Generalised Stark elements

In this section we use the theory of reduced exterior powers, as developed by Sano and the first author in [11], to formulate, in Definition 4.9, an appropriate generalisation of the classical notion of ‘Stark element’.

To do this, 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 and set A_C := C ⊗_F A. Given an A-module M we write M_{tor} for its Λ-torsion submodule and M_{tf} for the quotient of M by M_{tor}. For any field extension E of F we also set E · M := E ⊗_Λ M.

Throughout the section we also fix a (non-empty) set of places S of K as in (7).

4.1. Bimodules and functors. We assume to be given a finitely generated (A, Λ[G])- bimodule Π that has both of the following properties.

(Π_1) Π is a locally-free A-module.

(Π_2) The association 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.

Remark 4.1. The property (Π_2) induces 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

(19)

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 each 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 (z_χ)_{χ∈ ^G} to (z_{Π∗(C)})_{C∈WedA} .

Example 4.2. In concrete applications, the following bimodules Π will 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 has the properties (Π_1) and (Π_2), and Υ_{Πκ} is the subset of ^G comprising characters which occur in A_C .

(ii) As a special case of (i), for any a ∈ N_0 with a < |S| and any set I ∈ ℘^∗_a(S), we obtain a Λ-order Λ[G]e_I in the algebra Q[G]e_I . Then the (Λ[G]e_I , Λ[G])-bimodule Π_I := Λ[G]e_I has the properties (Π_1) and (Π_2) with Υ_{ΠI} = {1} ∪ {χ ∈ ^G^′_{a,S} : S_χ = I}. Analogous claims are valid with e_I replaced by e_{(a),S} .

(iii) As another special case of (i), fix a cyclic subgroup C of G and an idempotent e_− of Λ[C] that is central in Λ[G] and has the property that ι_#(e_−) = e_−. As explained in [10, Exam. 3.2 (iii)], the Λ-order Λ[G]e_− is locally-Gorenstein in the sense of Def. 3.1 of loc. cit., and the (Λ[G]e_−, Λ[G])-bimodule Π_− := Λ[G]e_− has the properties (Π_1) and (Π_2), as well as the property (Π_3) stated in loc. cit.

(iv) Let ψ be a representation G → GL_{ψ(1)}(O_ψ) for a finite extension O_ψ of Λ. Set A_ψ := O_ψ and Π_ψ := O^{ψ(1)}_ψ , regarded as an (O_ψ, Λ[G])-bimodule via ψ. Then Π_ψ has the properties (Π_1) and (Π_2) with Υ_{Πψ} = {ψ}.

Remark 4.3. Any bimodule Π as above 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). These functors are respectively left and right exact.

We next fix a surjective homomorphism of A-modules

(20) π :_ΠX_{L,S} → Y_π in which Y_π is locally-free. We then define an associated central idempotent of A by setting e_π := ∑ e, where the sum is over all primitive idempotents e of ζ(A) with e(F · ker(π)) = 0.

Remark 4.4. We write r^Π_{L,S} for the maximal possible rank of a locally-free A-quotient of the module_ΠX_{L,S} . Then one has e_π ≠ 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 the case if A is a Dedekind domain, then r^Π_{L,S} = rk_A((_ΠX_{L,S} )_{tf} ). In general, if v ∈ 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}.

Note also that, in the setting of Example 4.2(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. 4.2. Equivariant derivatives of L-series.

4.2.1. For any χ in ^G and any r ∈ N_0 with r ≤ ord_{s=0}L_S(χ, s), we set L^r_S (χ, 0) := lim_{s→0} s^{−r}L_S(χ, s).

We then associate to our fixed map π in (20) an element of ζ(C [G]) by setting

θ^π_S(0) := ∑ χ∈Υ_Π e

χL^{rπ (χ)}_S (χ̌, 0) with r_π(χ) := dim_C (W_χ ⊗_{AC} (C ·Y_π )).

Here we have fixed, for each χ ∈ Υ_Π, a simple right A_C -module W_χ for which the associated C [G]-module W_χ ⊗_{AC} (C · Π) has character χ.

In the next result we refer to the non-negative integer r^Π_{L,S} defined in Remark 4.4 and to the map ι_Π defined in Remark 4.1.

Lemma 4.5. ι_Π(θ^π_S (0)) = e_πι_Π(θ^π_S (0)) and, if rk_A(Y_π) ≠ r^Π_{L,S}, then θ^π_S(0) = 0. Proof. For each χ in ^G set V_χ := W_χ ⊗_{AC} (C · Π). Then, since this module has character χ, an analysis of the functional equation of Artin L-series shows that the order of vanishing at s = 0 of the meromorphic function L_S (χ, s) is given by (21) ord_{s=0}L_S (χ, s) = dim_C (H^0(G, Hom_C (V_{χ̌}, C ·X_{L,S} ))) (for details see, for example, [42, Chap. I, Prop. 3.4]). Taken together with the natural composite isomorphisms of vector spaces

H^0(G, Hom_C (V_{χ̌}, C · X_{L,S} )) ∼= H_0(G, Hom_C (V_{χ̌}, C ·X_{L,S} )) ∼= H_0(G, V_χ ⊗_C C ·X_{L,S} ) ∼= V_χ ⊗_{C [G]} (C ·X_{L,S} ) ∼= W_χ ⊗_{AC} (C ·_ΠX_{L,S} ) (where the last isomorphism follows from the definition of_ΠX_{L,S} ) this shows that ord_{s=0}L_S (χ, s) = dim_C (W_χ ⊗_{AC} (C ·_ΠX_{L,S} )) = r_π(χ) + dim_C (W_χ ⊗_{AC} ker(π)).

This formula implies, in particular, that if W_χ ⊗_{AC} ker(π) ≠ (0), then L^{rπ(χ)}_S (χ, 0) = 0. This in turn implies the claimed equality ι_Π(θ^π_S (0)) = e_πι_Π(θ^π_S (0)) since each character χ in Υ_Π for which W_χ ⊗_{AC} ker(π) vanishes corresponds (via the projection ι_Π in (19)) to a unique primitive central idempotent e of A for which e(Q · ker(π)) vanishes.

The second claim also follows from the same argument. This is because if rk_A(Y_π) ≠ r^Π_{L,S} , then rk_A(Y_π) < r^Π_{L,S} so that Q · ker(π) contains a submodule isomorphic to A and hence W_χ ⊗_{AC} ker(π) does not vanish for any χ in Υ_Π. □

4.2.2. Upon appropriate specialisation, the above construction recovers elements that have arisen in previous studies of Stark’s conjecture.

To explain this we note that, for a ∈ N_0 , the definition of ^G_{(a),S} ensures that the function θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S}(s) := ∑ χ∈ ^G_{(a),S} e χL^{a·χ(1)}_S (χ̌, s). is holomorphic at s = 0. The following result describes the link between the value at s = 0 of this function, values of the form θ^π_S(0) and the element θ^{⟨a⟩}_{L/K,S}(0) used in the Introduction.

Lemma 4.6. Fix a ∈ N_0 with a < |S| and I ∈ ℘^∗_a(S). Write Π for the bimodule Π_I defined in Example 4.2(ii), and π_I for the natural (surjective) map from_ΠX_{L,S} to_ΠY_{L,I} .

(i) The Λ[G]e_I -module_ΠY_{L,I} is free of rank a, and so π_I is a map of the form (20). (ii) θ^{πI}_S (0) = e_I (θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S}(0)).

(iii) If a < |S|−1, then for v ∈ S one has θ^{⟨a⟩}_{L/K,S}(0)(1−e_v )e_{(a),S} = ∑ I∈℘_a(S,v)θ (a) L/K,S(0)eI . Proof. There is a canonical decomposition of Λ[G]e_I -modules

ΠY_{L,I} := Λ[G]e_I ⊗_{Z[G]} Y_{L,I} = ⨁ v∈I (Λ[G]e_I ⊗_{Z[Gv]} Z). Since by Remark 3.1(i) one has G_v ⊆ ker(ψ) for each v in I and each ψ with S_ψ = I, as well as for ψ = 1, each summand in the above decomposition is Λ[G]e_I -free of rank one. This proves claim (i).

To prove claim (ii) we note Υ_Π = {1} ∪ {χ ∈ ^G^′_{a,S} : S_χ = I}. By claim (i), one also has r_{πI} (χ) = a · χ(1) for every χ ∈ Υ_Π. Hence, since e_I = ∑ χ∈Υ_Π eχ, the claim is true since

θ^{πI}_S (0) = ∑ χ∈Υ_Π e χL^{a·χ(1)}_S (χ̌, 0) = e_I (∑ χ∈ ^G_{(a),S} e χL^{a·χ(1)}_S (χ̌, 0) ) = e_I (θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S}(0)). The equality in claim (iii) is true since θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S}(0)e_1 = 0 (as a < |S| − 1) and hence ∑ I∈℘_a(S,v)θ (a) L/K,S(0)eI = ∑ I∈℘_a(S,v)θ (a) L/K,S(0)(eI − e1) = θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S}(0)(1 − e_v)e_{a,S} = θ^{⟨a⟩}_{L/K,S}(0)(1 − e_v)e_{(a),S} . Here the second equality follows from (18) and the third is true since θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S}(0)e_ψ = θ^{⟨a⟩}_{L/K,S}(0)e_ψ for ψ ∈ ^G_{a,S} whilst (21) combines with the argument of Lemma 3.4(i) to imply θ^{⟨a⟩}_{L/K,S}(0)e_ψ = 0 for ψ ∈ ^G_{(a),S} \ ^G_{a,S} . □ Example 4.7.

(i) Write V for the subset of S comprising places that split completely in L/K and assume V ≠ S. Then ℘^∗_{|V |}(S) = {V } and ord_{s=0}L_S(χ, s) ≥ |V |·χ(1) for χ ∈ ^G. For χ ≠ 1, this is an equality if and only if S_χ = V . It follows that θ^{πV}_S (0) is equal to e_V (θ^{(|V |)}_{L/K,S}(0)) = θ^{(|V |)}_{L/K,S}(0) and so coincides with the ‘higher-order Stickelberger element’ studied in [5]. (ii) In the setting of Example 4.2(iv) there is a natural surjection π = π^ψ of O_ψ-modules from_{Πψ} X_{L,S} to (_{Πψ} X_{L,S})_{tf} . For this map one has θ^π_S (0) = e_ψL^∗_S (ψ̌, 0), where L^∗_S (ψ̌, 0) denotes the leading term of L_S (ψ̌, s) at s = 0.

4.3. The definition of generalised Stark elements.

4.3.1. For the reader’s convenience, we quickly recall the relevant algebraic constructions from [11]. For this we note that, for some finite index set I, there is a product decomposition A = ∏ i∈I A_i, in which each component A_i is both simple and unique up to isomorphism.

For each index i 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 (cf. Remark 4.8 below regarding these choices).

Then, for each r ∈ N_0 , there exists a canonical ‘r-th reduced exterior power functor’ M → ⋀_r AM from the category of finitely generated A-modules to the category of ζ(A)- modules. This functor behaves well under scalar extension. For any finitely generated A-module M and any integer s with 0 ≤ 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 ordered subsets {m_j }_{1≤j≤r} of M and {φ_j }_{1≤j≤r} of Hom_A(M, A) give rise to elements ∧^{j=r}_{j=1}m_j of ⋀_r AM and ∧^{j=r}_{j=1}φ_j of ⋀_r A^{op} HomA(M, A). It is known that (∧ i=r i=1φ_i)(∧^{j=r}_{j=1}m_j) belongs to ζ(A) and depends only on the subsets {m_j }_{1≤j≤r} and {φ_j }_{1≤j≤r} (see [11, Lem. 4.10]).

For a finitely generated (left) A-module N, the ‘r-th reduced Rubin lattice’ is the ξ(A)- lattice obtained by setting ⋂_r AN := {a ∈ ⋀_r A(F · N) : (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}φ_i)(a) ∈ ξ(A) for all φ_1, . . . , φ_r ∈ Hom_A(N, A)}.

This lattice is independent of the chosen bases of the V_i, and its basic properties are established in [11, Th. 4.17].

Remark 4.8. Different choices of the modules {V_i}_{i∈I} give rise to isomorphic reduced exterior powers (cf. [11, Rem. 4.4]). In the present setting, all constructions are made over the fixed global field K and will be normalised as follows. We fix an algebraic closure K^c of K and a representation Gal(K^c/K) → GL_{χ(1)}(C ) for each irreducible complex character of Gal(K^c/K) with open kernel. Then this family of representations gives rise to all of the data necessary to construct a functorial theory of reduced exterior powers over algebras of the form F[Gal(M/K)] with M a finite Galois extension of K in K^c (cf. [11, Rem. 4.9]). In particular, for M/K is abelian, the above constructions recover classical exterior powers and the ‘Rubin lattices’ introduced in [35] (cf. [11, Rem. 4.18]).

4.3.2. With π as in (20), we now set r := rk_A(Y_π) and fix an r-tuple x_• = (x_i)_{1≤i≤r} in Y_π. Then, by definition of the idempotent e_π, the Dirichlet regulator isomorphism R_{L,S} from (1) induces an isomorphism of ζ(e_πA_C )-modules λ^π_{L,S} : e_π( ⋀_r A_C C · ΠO^×_{L,S})^∼→ e_π( ⋀_r A_C C · Y π) and, since ι_Π(θ^π_S (0)) = e_πι_Π(θ^π_S(0)) (by Lemma 4.5), the element ι_Π(θ^π_S (0)) · ∧^{i=r}_{i=1}x_i belongs to im(λ^π_{L,S} ). We may therefore make the following definition.

Definition 4.9. The ‘generalised Stark element (relative to x_•)’ is the element

ε^π_{x•} := (λ^π_{L,S} )^{−1}(ι_Π(θ^π_S (0)) · ∧^{i=r}_{i=1}x_i) ∈ e_π( ⋀_r A_C C · ΠO^×_{L,S}). The following examples show that this definition extends several different constructions that have been made in the literature.

Remark 4.10. If a < |S| and I belongs to ℘^∗_a(S), for each v in I we fix a place w_v of L above v. We then define an a-tuple x_I = {w_v}_{v∈I} in Y_{L,I} and obtain an element (22) ε^I_{L/K,S} := ε^{πI}_{xI} ∈ e_I · ⋀_a C [G] (C · O × L,S ). If I comprises places that split completely in L/K, then ε^I_{L/K,S} can be thought of as a ‘non-abelian Rubin-Stark element’. In particular, if G is abelian and I is the set of all places in S that split completely in L, then Lemma 4.6(ii) and Example 4.7(i) imply ε^I_{L/K,S} is the element ε_S of R · ∧^r_{Z[G]}O^×_{L,S} used by Rubin in [35, Conj. B^′].

Remark 4.11. Assume the notation and hypotheses of Examples 4.2(iv) and 4.7(ii). Write π for the map π^ψ, set O := O_ψ and write E for the quotient field of O and r for the rank of the (locally-free) O-module (_{Πψ} X_{L,S} )_{tf} . Let b = {b_i}_{1≤i≤r} be any subset of (_{Πψ} X_{L,S})_{tf} that is linearly independent over O. Then the data (b, π) can be used in Definition 4.9 and, in this case, the Stark elements ε^π_b are related to those that occur in the refined Stark conjecture of [5, Conj. 2.6.1]. In particular, if r = 1 and ψ is non-trivial, then the formula (21) implies that there is a unique place v in S for which H^0(G_v , Π_ψ) is non-zero and, for suitable primitive idempotents f_ψ of E[G], the elements ε^π_{{|G|·fψ(w)}w|v} recover the elements that are studied in Stark’s original articles [39, 40] and the subsequent article of Chinburg [13]. For more details of these connections see the discussion in §7.4.

4.3.3. We end this section by clarifying the relationship between generalised Stark elements and the Artin L -invariants defined in (2). For this purpose, we assume given a second set T as in (7) and associate to any ψ ∈ Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ) a ζ(R[G])-valued regulator

(23) R(ψ) := Nrd_{R[G]}((R · ψ) ∘ (R_{L,S} )^{−1}).

For each a ∈ N_0 with a < |S| and each I ∈ ℘^∗_a(S) we consider the maps Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} )^{νS,I,∗}−−−→ Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , Y_{L,I} )^{νI,∗}←−− Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , Z[G]^a) where ν_{S,I} is the natural projection X_{L,S} → Y_{L,I} and ν_I the surjective homomorphism Z[G]^a → Y_{L,I} sending each element b_v of the standard basis {b_v }_{v∈I} of Z[G]^a to w_v. We write Hom^I_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ) for the full pre-image of im(ν_{I,∗}) under the map ν_{S,I,∗}.

Remark 4.12. If S^a_{min} comprises a places that split completely in L/K, then ℘^∗_a(S) = {I} with I := S^a_{min} and, since the G-module Y_{L,I} is free of rank a, one has Hom^I_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ) = Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ).

In general, the exponent of cok(ν_{I,∗}) ∼= Ext^1_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , ker(ν_I )) divides |G| and so |G| · Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ) ⊆ Hom^I_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ) for every I in ℘^∗_a(S).

Lemma 4.13. For a ∈ N_0 with a < |S| and I ∈ ℘^∗_a(S) one has {(∧_{v∈I} φ_v )(ε^I_{L/K,S} ) : φ_v ∈ Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , Z[G])} = ξ(Z[G]) · {e_I (θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S}(0)) · R(ψ) : ψ ∈ Hom^I_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} )}. Proof. Fix w_I ∈ (S \ I)_L. For each φ_• := {φ_v }_{v∈I} ⊂ Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , Z[G]) the definition (22) of ε^I_{L/K,S} combines with Lemma 4.6(ii) and with the definition of π_I to imply (∧_{v∈I} φ_v)(ε^I_{L/K,S} ) = (∧_{v∈I} φ_v )((λ^{πI}_{L,S} )^{−1}(e_I (θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S}(0)) · ∧_v′_{∈I} w_v′ )) (24)

= e_I (θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S}(0)) · (∧_{v∈I} φ_v) ( ( ⋀_a R[G]R −1 L,S )(∧_v′_{∈I} (w_v′ − w_I )) )

= e_I (θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S}(0)) · Nrd_{R[G]}(M(φ_•)), where we use the matrix M(φ_•) := ((φ_v ∘ R^{−1}_{L,S})(w_v′ − w_I ))_{v,v}′_{∈I} ∈ M_a(R[G]), so that the third equality in (24) follows from [11, Lem. 4.10].

For v ∈ I we now write ψ_v for the composite homomorphism O^×_{L,S,T} → Z[G] → X_{L,S} where the first arrow is φ_v and the second sends the trivial element of G to w_v − w_I , and we then define ψ_{φ•} to be the sum ∑ v∈I ψ_v. We note {e_I (w_v − w_I )}_{v∈I} is an R[G]e_I -basis of e_I (R · X_{L,S}) and that, with respect to this basis, the matrix of the endomorphism obtained by restricting (R ⊗_Z ψ_{φ•} ) ∘ R^{−1}_{L,S} to e_I (R · X_{L,S} ) is equal to e_I · M(φ_•). This implies that e_I · Nrd_{R[G]}(M(φ_•)) = e_I · Nrd_{R[G]}((R · ψ) ∘ (R_{L,S} )^{−1}) = e_I · R(ψ_{φ•} ) and hence, by (24), that (∧_{v∈I} φ_v)(ε^I_{L/K,S} ) = e_I (θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S}(0)) · R(ψ_{φ•} ). Next we note e_I annihilates ker(ν_{S,I,∗}) and hence that for any homomorphisms ψ and ψ^′ in Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ) one has e_I · R(ψ) = e_I · R(ψ^′) whenever ν_{S,I,∗}(ψ) = ν_{S,I,∗}(ψ^′).

To deduce the claimed equality from the last displayed equality it is thus enough to note Hom^I_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ) is the subset of Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ) comprising all ψ for which there exists a homomorphism ψ_{φ•} of the above sort with ν_{S,I,∗}(ψ) = ν_{S,I,∗}(ψ_{φ•} ). □ 5. Weil-Stark elements and the leading term conjecture In this section we first review the leading term conjecture LTC(L/K) for L/K, as stated in [5], and the construction of Weil-Stark elements from [10].

We then prove that, if suitable components of LTC(L/K) are valid, the corresponding generalised Stark elements are Weil-Stark elements.

We continue to fix data Λ, A, A, Π and π as in §4.1.

5.1. Review of the leading term conjecture.

5.1.1. We write D(A) for the derived category of A-modules and D^{lf} (A) for its full triangulated subcategory comprising complexes isomorphic to a bounded complex of finitely generated locally-free A-modules. (We note in passing that in the case A = Z[G], a theorem of Swan [41] implies that D^{lf} (Z[G]) coincides with the full subcategory of D(Z[G]) comprising complexes that are perfect.)

We fix sets S and T as in (7) and use the ‘Weil-étale cohomology with compact support’ complex RΓ_c((O_{L,S} )_W , Z) constructed in [8, §2.2]. We recall that this complex has a natural interpretation in terms of Lichtenbaum’s theory of Weil-étale cohomology (see [10, Rem. 4.6]) and defines an object of D^{lf} (Z[G]) up to canonical isomorphism. The 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.

Since each place v in T is unramified in L, there exists an exact sequence of G-modules (25) 0 → Z[G]^{x→x(1−σ−1v Nv)} −−−−−−−−−−→ Z[G] → ⨁ w∈{v}_L κ × w → 0, in which κ_w denotes the residue field of w. This resolution implies (⨁ w∈{v}_L κ × w ) [0] defines an object of D^{lf} (Z[G]) and hence that there exists an exact triangle in D^{lf} (Z[G]) of the form (26) C_{L,S,T} −→ C_{L,S} −→ (⨁ w∈T_L κ × w ) [0] −→, where the second arrow is the canonical morphism constructed in [8, §2.2]. In addition, by the argument of [10, Lem. 4.5], one knows that ΠC_{L,S,T} := Π ⊗^L_{Z[G]} C_{L,S,T} defines an object of D^{lf} (A) that is acyclic outside degrees zero and one and such that H^0(_ΠC_{L,S,T} ) =^ΠO^×_{L,S,T} and H^1(_ΠC_{L,S,T} ) =_ΠS^T_S (L)^{tr}.

5.1.2. The equivariant L-function associated to the data L/K, S and T is defined by setting θ_{L/K,S,T} (s) := ∑ χ∈ ^GL S,T (χ̌, s)e_χ, where L_{S,T} (χ̌, s) is the S-truncated T -modified Artin L-function for χ̌. The leading term of θ_{L/K,S,T} (s) at s = 0 is then defined by setting θ^∗_{L/K,S,T} (0) := ∑ χ∈ ^GL ∗ S,T (χ̌, 0)e_χ ∈ ζ(R[G])^× . For any extension field E of F we write A_E for the (semisimple) E-algebra E ⊗_F A and K_0(A, A_E ) for the relative algebraic K-group of the inclusion A ⊂ A_E . This group is functorial in the pair (A, A_E ) and also sits in a long exact sequence of relative K-theory (27) K_1(A) −→ K_1(A_E )^{∂A,AE}−−−−→ K_0(A, A_E ) −→ K_0(A). We recall that to each pair (C, t) comprising an object C of D^{lf} (A) for which E ⊗_Λ C is acyclic outside degrees b and b + 1 for some integer b and an isomorphism of A_E-modules t : E ⊗_Λ H^b(C) ∼= E ⊗_Λ H^{b+1}(C) one can define a canonical ‘refined Euler characteristic’ χ_A(C, t) in K_0(A, A_E ). We further recall that, if either E = C , or if Λ ⊂ Q and E ⊆ R, then there exists a canonical ‘extended boundary homomorphism’ of abelian groups δ_{A,AE} : ζ(A_E)^× → K_0(A, A_E ) with the property that the connecting homomorphism ∂_{A,AE} in (27) factors as the composite ∂_{A,AE} = δ_{A,AE} ∘ Nrd_{AE} . If A = Z[G] and A_E = R[G], then we often abbreviate ∂_{A,AC} and δ_{A,AC} to ∂_G and δ_G respectively.

5.1.3. We now provide a convenient reinterpretation of LTC(L/K). Proposition 5.1. The following claims are valid.

(i) LTC(L/K) is valid if and only if, in K_0(Z[G], R[G]), one has δ_G(θ^∗_{L/K,S,T} (0))) = χ_{Z[G]}(C_{L,S,T} , R_{L,S} ). (ii) If LTC(L/K) is valid then, in K_0(A, A_C ), one has (28) δ_{A,AC} (ι_Π(θ^∗_{L/K,S,T} (0))) = χ_A(_ΠC_{L,S,T} , R^Π_{L,S} ), where R^Π_{L,S} denotes the the restriction of C · R_{L,S} to C ·_ΠO^×_{L,S,T} .

(iii) Assume that A is a direct factor of Q[G] and (28) is valid with Π = A. Then, for every normal subgroup H of G, (28) is also valid with (L/K, A, A, A) replaced by (L^H /K, ρ(A), ρ(A), ρ(A)), where ρ : Q[G] → Q[G/H] is the canonical map.

Proof. We set C := C_{L,S,T} and first explain how to deduce claim (ii) from claim (i).

We write μ^{rel}_Π : K_0(Z[G], R[G]) → K_0(A, A_C ) for the canonical homomorphism that is induced by the functor_Π−. Then one need only use the commutative diagram ζ(R[G])^{× δG}−−−−→ K_0(Z[G], R[G]) ι_Π

μ^{rel}_Π ζ(A_C )^{× δA,AC}−−−−→ K_0(A, A_C ) (following from the commutativity of (19) and the naturality of connecting homomorphisms in relative K-theory) and the fact that the map μ^{rel}_Π sends χ_{Z[G]}(C, R_{L,S} ) to χ_A(_ΠC, R^Π_{L,S} ) We now proceed to prove claim (i). We fix, as we may, a finite set S^′ of places of K that split completely in L/K, disjoint from S ∪ T , and large enough that Cl_Σ(L) vanishes for Σ := S ∪ S^′ (see [5, Lem. 5.1.1]). Then, by making explicit the result of [8, Prop. 2.4 (ii)], one finds that there is a canonical exact triangle in D^{lf} (Z[G]) (29) C_{L,S} −→ C_{L,Σ} −→ Y_{L,S}′ [0] ⊕ Y_{L,S}′ [−1] −→, that induces the exact cohomology sequence 0 → O^×_{L,S} → O^×_{L,Σ} → Y_{L,S}′ → S_S (L)^{tr} → X_{L,Σ} → Y_{L,S}′ → 0, where the first arrow is inclusion, the second arrow is induced by taking valuations at each place in S^′_L, the third arrow is the composition Y_{L,S}′ → Cl_S (L) → S_S (L)^{tr}, the fourth arrow is the composition S_S (L)^{tr} → X_{L,S} → X_{L,Σ} and the fifth arrow is canonical.

We next recall that LTC(L/K) is formulated in [5, §6.1] as the equality δ_G(θ^∗_{L/K,Σ}(0))) = χ_{Z[G]}(C_{L,Σ}, R_{L,Σ}) and that, setting π_S′ := ∏ v∈S^′ NrdR[G](log(Nv)), one has

δ_G(θ^∗_{L/K,Σ}(0))) = δ_G ( π_S′ ) + δ_G(θ^∗_{L/K,S}(0))) = δ_G ( π_S′ ) − δ_G(γ_T ) + δ_G(θ^∗_{L/K,S,T} (0))). It will therefore be enough to show that

(30) χ_{Z[G]}(C_{L,Σ}, R_{L,Σ}) = δ_G ( π_S′ ) − δ_G(γ_T ) + χ_{Z[G]}(C_{L,S,T} , R_{L,S} ). In turn, this equality will follow upon applying the additivity properties of refined Euler characteristics (as in [5, Lem. A.1.2]) to the exact triangles (29) and (26), after recalling the exactness of the sequences of the form (25) and observing the commutativity of the canonical exact diagram of R[G]-modules 0 −−−−→ R · O^×_{L,S} −−−−→ R · O^×_{L,Σ} −−−−→ R · Y_{L,S}′ −−−−→ 0 R_{L,S} RL,Σ LogS′ 0 −−−−→ R · X_{L,S} −−−−→ R · X_{L,Σ} −−−−→ R · Y_{L,S}′ −−−−→ 0, where Log_S′ maps a place w above a place v ∈ S^′ to log(Nv)w.

Indeed, if we set κ^×_T := ⨁ w∈T_L κ × w , then one has χ_{Z[G]}(C_{L,Σ}, R_{L,Σ}) =χ_{Z[G]}(Y_{L,S}′ [0] ⊕ Y_{L,S}′ [−1], Log_S′ ) + χ_{Z[G]}(C_{L,S} , R_{L,S} ) =δ_G(Nrd_{R[G]}(Log_S′ )) + χ_{Z[G]}(C_{L,S} , R_{L,S} ) =δ_G ( π_S′ ) + χ_{Z[G]}(κ^×_T [0], 0) + χ_{Z[G]}(C_{L,S,T} , R_{L,S} ) =δ_G ( π_S′ ) − χ_{Z[G]}(κ^×_T [−1], 0) + χ_{Z[G]}(C_{L,S,T} , R_{L,S} ) =δ_G ( π_S′ ) − δ_G(γ_T ) + χ_{Z[G]}(C_{L,S,T} , R_{L,S} ). This verifies the equality (30) and thus completes the proof of claim (ii).

Finally, we observe that in the setting of claim (iii), the map ι_{ρ(A)} factors through ι_Π. Given this observation, and the result of claim (ii), the result of claim (iii) can be derived as a direct consequence of the (well-known) behaviour of θ^∗_{L/K,S,T} (0), C_{L,S,T} and R_{L,S} under change of extension. □

Remark 5.2. If L is a number field, then LTC(L/K) is equivalent to the equivariant Tamagawa number conjecture for (h^0(Spec(L)), Z[G]) (cf. [5, Rem. 6.1.1(i)]). In this way, the result of Proposition 5.1(iii) corresponds to a property of equivariant Tamagawa numbers under Galois descent (cf. [5, Rem. 6.1.1(ii)]).

Remark 5.3. We say that ‘LTC(L/K, Π) is valid’ if the displayed equality in Proposition 5.1(ii) is valid (with the order A, and hence algebra A, implied by the fact Π is regarded as a left A-module). In particular, if Π = Z[G] (as a (Z[G], Z[G])-bimodule), then LTC(L/K, Π) is valid if and only if LTC(L/K) is valid. However, if, in the setting of Examples 4.2(iv) and 4.7(ii) and Remark 4.11, one has Π = Π_ψ for ψ ∈ ^G, then the argument of [5, §12.1] shows that LTC(L/K, Π) is valid if and only if ψ validates the ‘Strong-Stark Conjecture’ of Chinburg [14]. It follows that LTC(L/K, Π) depends critically on Π and can be much weaker than LTC(L/K).

5.2. Weil-Stark elements.

5.2.1. We first recall the construction of Weil-Stark elements. We write D^{lf} (A)_{is} for the subcategory of D^{lf} (A) in which morphisms are restricted to be isomorphisms, and P(C) for the category of graded invertible modules over a commutative ring C (though we omit any reference to the gradings). Then [11, Th. 5.2] gives a ‘reduced determinant functor’

d_A : D^{lf} (A)_{is} → P(ξ(A)),

that respects exact triangles in D^{lf} (A) and is such that d_A(M[0]) = ⋂_a AM for every locallyfree A-module M of rank a. The approach of loc. cit. also defines associated functors

d^⋄_A : Mod(A) → P(ζ(A)) and d_A : D^{lf} (A)_{is} → P(ζ(A)),

where Mod(A) is the category of finitely generated A-modules. The determinant functors d_A and d_A are then compatible with extension of scalars.

We now write_ΠC for the complex Π ⊗^L_{Z[G]} C_{L,S} in D(A) and set r := rk_A(Y_π). For each prime ideal p of Λ we then fix, as we may, an A_{(p)}-basis b_{π,p} of Y_{π,(p)}. 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} → 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 from [11, Prop. 5.14 (i)] for the complex of A-modules_ΠC, the arrow is induced by multiplication by e_π and by the exact sequence (10), the second isomorphism is induced by π, and the third isomorphism is induced by the canonical isomorphism ζ(A)e_π ∼= d^⋄_{Aeπ} ( e_π(F · Y_π) ) , e_π → e_π ∧^{i=r}_{i=1} b_{p,i}. The 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)}.

It is also proved in [10, Lem. 4.7] that the module of ‘Weil-Stark elements’ W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S} := ⋂ pW_p

is a full ξ(A)e_π-submodule of e_π(F · ⋂_r A ΠO^×_{L,S} ) that, for each p, has (W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S})_{(p)} = W_p.

Remark 5.4. The above construction implies W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S} ≠ (0) if and only if rk_A(Y_π) is equal to the maximal possible rank r^Π_{L,S} of a locally-free A-quotient of_ΠX_{L,S} (cf. Remark 4.4).

5.2.2. The next result establishes a link between these Weil-Stark elements and the generalised Stark elements introduced in §4.

Theorem 5.5. If LTC(L/K; Π) is valid, then for each map π as in (20) and each r^Π_{L,S}-tuple x_• in Y_π, the generalised Stark element ε^π_{x•} belongs to W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S}.

Proof. The regulator R^Π_{L,S} induces a canonical isomorphism of (graded) ζ(A_C )-modules λ^Π_{L,S} : d_{AC} (C · (_ΠC_{L,S,T} )) → ζ(A_C ) and we set L^Π_{L,S,T} := ι_Π(θ^∗_{L/K,S,T} (0))^{−1} · λ^Π_{L,S} (d_A(_ΠC_{L,S,T} )) ⊂ ζ(A_C ).

We next note that Proposition 5.1(ii) combines with the general result of [12, Th. 4.8(i)] to imply that if LTC(L/K; Π) is valid, then the pre-image under λ^Π_{L,S} of ι_Π(θ^∗_{L/K,S,T} (0)) is a ξ(A)-basis of the determinant module d_A(_ΠC_{L,S,T} ) and hence that (31) L^Π_{L,S,T} = ξ(A). Given this, the result of Theorem 5.5 is completed by the result of Lemma 5.6 below. □ Lemma 5.6. For each π and each r^Π_{L,S}-tuple x_• in Y_π one has L^Π_{L,S,T} · ε^π_{x•} ∈ W^{Π,π}_{L/K,S}. Proof. By Lemma 4.5, we may and will assume that rk_A(Y_π) = r := r^Π_{L,S}. It is enough to fix an arbitrary prime p of Λ and prove L^Π_{L,S,T} · ε^π_{x•} ∈ W_p.

We fix, as we may, an A_{(p)}-basis b_{π,p} = {b_{p,i}}_{1≤i≤r} of Y_{π,(p)}. By [11, Lem. 4.13], there is μ in ξ(A_{(p)}) for which ∧^{i=r}_{i=1}x_i = μ · ∧^{i=r}_{i=1}b_{p,i}. But then

ε^π_{x•} = ι_Π(θ^π_S (0)) · (λ^π_{L,S} )^{−1}(μ · ∧^{i=r}_{i=1}b_{p,i}) = μ · ι_Π(θ^π_S (0)) · (λ^π_{L,S} )^{−1}(∧^{i=r}_{i=1}b_{p,i}). We set ε_{bπ,p} := ι_Π(θ^π_S (0)) · (λ^π_{L,S} )^{−1}(∧^{i=r}_{i=1}b_{p,i}) and deduce that it is enough to prove that (32) (L^Π_{L,S,T} )_{(p)} · ε_{bπ,p} = W_p.

Writing σ_{bπ,p} : e_π (⋀_r A_C C · Yπ )_∼ −→ e_πζ(A_C ) for the isomorphism that maps e_π ∧^{i=r}_{i=1} b_{p,i} to e_π, there is commutative square

(33) d_{AC} (C ·_ΠC_{L,S,T} )^{eπ λ} Π L,S // (Θ_{bπ,p} )_C fflffl e_πζ(A_C )

e_π( ⋀_r A_C C · ΠO^×_{L,S} )^λ π L,S // e_π(⋀^r_{AC} C · Y_π). σ_{bπ,p} OO

The claimed equality (32) is now valid as a consequence of the injectivity of both σ_{bπ,p} and λ^π_{L,S} and of the equality of lattices σ_{bπ,p} ( λ^π_{L,S} ( (L^Π_{L,S,T} )_{(p)} · ε_{bπ,p} )) = (L^Π_{L,S,T} )_{(p)} · σ_{bπ,p} (λ^π_{L,S} (ε_{bπ,p} )) = (L^Π_{L,S,T} )_{(p)} · (e_π · ι_Π(θ^π_S (0))) = λ^Π_{L,S} (d_{A(p)} ((_ΠC_{L,S,T} )_{(p)})) · e_π · ι_Π(θ^∗_{L/K,S,T} (0)^{−1} · θ^π_S(0)) = e_πλ^Π_{L,S}(d_{A(p)} ((_ΠC_{L,S,T} )_{(p)})) · ι_Π(γ_T )^{−1} = e_πλ^Π_{L,S}(d_{A(p)} ((_ΠC_{L,S} )_{(p)})) = σ_{bπ,p} ( λ^π_{L,S} (W_p) ) .

Here the fourth equality uses Lemma 4.5 and the fact θ^∗_{L/K,S,T} (0) = γ_T · θ^∗_{L/K,S}(0) while the sixth equality from the commutativity of (33). To justify the fifth equality and thus complete the proof, one must simply apply the functor d_A(−) to the exact triangle ΠC_{L,S,T} −→_Π C_{L,S} −→_Π (⨁ w∈T_L κ^×_w ) [0] −→, in D^{lf} (A) that is induced by (26) and note that

d_A(_ΠC_{L,S,T} ) = d_A (_Π(⨁ w∈T_L κ × w ) [−1] ) · d_A(_ΠC_{L,S}) = ι_Π(γ_T ) · d_A(_ΠC_{L,S}),

where the second equality follows from the resolutions (25) and the commutativity of (19). □ Remark 5.7. If Π = Π_ψ for some character ψ in ^G, then LTC(L/K, Π_ψ ) is valid if and only if ψ validates the Strong-Stark Conjecture (cf. Remark 5.3) and the corresponding generalised Stark elements encompass the elements that occur in [5, Conj. 2.6.1] and were studied earlier in [13, 39, 40] (cf. Remark 4.11). In this setting, therefore, Theorem 5.5 incorporates a refinement of [5, Conj. 2.6.1] and hence of the original conjectures of Stark and Chinburg. This case will be considered in detail in §7.4.

5.2.3. To end this section, we derive a useful consequence of Theorem 5.5. To do this we fix a ∈ N_0 with a < |S| and I ∈ ℘^∗_a(S) and use the notation of Example 4.2(ii), Lemma 4.6, Remark 4.10 and Lemma 4.13. We then set W^I_{L/K,S} := W^{Π,πI}_{L/K,S} ⊂ Q · ⋂_a Λ[G]e_I ΠO^×_{L,S} ⊆ e_I (^a⋀ Q[G] Q · O^×_{L,S} ) . Corollary 5.8. Fix a ∈ N_0 with a < |S| and I ∈ ℘^∗_a(S). Then, if LTC(L/K; Λ[G]e_I ) is valid, one has W^I_{L/K,S} = ξ(Λ[G]e_I ) · ε^I_{L/K,S} . In particular, in this case one has (34) {(∧^{i=a}_{i=1}φ_i)(ω) : ω ∈ W^I_{L/K,S}, φ_i ∈ Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , Z[G])} = ξ(Λ[G]) · {e_I (θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S}(0)) · R(ψ) : ψ ∈ Hom^I_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} )}. Proof. At the outset we claim that if for any a ∈ N_0 with a < |S| and I ∈ ℘^∗_a(S), one writes Π for the (Λ[G]e_I , Λ[G])-bimodule Λ[G]e_I , then L^Π_{L,S,T} · ε^I_{L/K,S} = W^I_{L/K,S}. To see this, we observe x_I = {w_v : v ∈ I} is a Λ[G]e_I -basis of_ΠY_{L,I} and so induces a Λ_{(p)}[G]e_I -basis of (_ΠY_{L,I} )_{(p)} for every prime ideal p of Λ. The family of equalities (32) for each such p then combine to imply the above equality.

To prove the first claim, it is now enough to note that the validity of LTC(L/K; Λ[G]e_I ) implies the equality (31), which translates to the current setting to combine with the above displayed equality to imply W^I_{L/K,S} = L^Π_{L,S,T} ·ε^I_{L/K,S} = ξ(Λ[G]e_I )·ε^I_{L/K,S} . Then (34) follows immediately upon combining the last equality with Lemma 4.13. □

6. Arithmetic properties of Artin L -invariants In this section we combine Theorem 5.5 with results from [10] to derive a range of concrete predictions concerning the arithmetic properties of Artin L -invariants.

6.1. Statement of the main result. Throughout this section, we let Λ denote either Z or a localisation thereof at some prime number and we abbreviate Λ ⊗_Z − to Λ · −.

We fix sets S and T as in (7) and a ∈ N_0 with a < |S| and set θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S,T} (0) := γ_T ·θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S} (0). For I ∈ ℘^∗_a(S) we use the notation of Lemma 4.13 and set Θ^I_{L/K,S,T} := ξ(Λ[G]) · {e_I (θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S,T} (0)) · R(ψ) : ψ ∈ Hom^I_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} )}. Finally, for v ∈ S we define an ideal of ξ(Λ[G]) by setting m^a_v(L/K) := {x ∈ ξ(Λ[G]) : x · (1 − e_v + e_1)e_{(a),S} · Λ · Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(S^T_S (L)) ⊆ Λ · Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(S^T_S (L))}.

Theorem 6.1. Fix a ∈ N_0 with a < |S| and assume LTC(L/K; Λ[G]e_{(a),S} ) is valid.

(i) Then, for each v ∈ S, there exists a locally-quadratic presentation h̃ = h̃_v of S^T_S (L)^{tr} that is independent of a and such that

(35) (1 − e_v + e_1)e_{(a),S} ( Λ · Fit^a_{Z[G]}(h̃) ) = c^a_{S,v}Θ^a_K ⊕ ⨁ I∈℘_a(S,v)Θ I L/K,S,T , where, on the right hand side, we use the integer c^a_{S,v} of Theorem 3.2 and the Λsubmodule Θ^a_K of Re_1 specified in Remark 6.2 below.

(ii) For any v ∈ S one has

m^a_v (L/K) · ι_# (∑ I∈℘_a(S,v)Θ I L/K,S,T ) ⊆ Λ · Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(S^T_S (L)).

(iii) If a < |S| − 1 then for any v in S, x in m^a_v (L/K) and φ in the intersection ⋂ I∈℘_a(S,v) Hom I G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ), one has (36) (1 − e_v )e_{(a),S} · x · ι_#(L^a(φ)) ∈ ι_#(γ^{−1}_T ) · ( Λ · Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(S^T_S (L)) ) . In particular, this containment is valid for any φ in |G| · Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ).

(iv) Fix I ∈ ℘^∗_a(S) and v_0 ∈ S \ I and set S^′ := S^∞_K ∪ I ∪ {v_0}. Then |N_I | · δ(Λ[G]) · Θ^I_{L/K,S,T} ⊆ Λ · Ann_{Z[G]}(Cl^T_S′ (L)), where N_I is the normal closure in G of ⋃ v∈I G_v and δ(Λ[G]) as in §2.1.2.

Remark 6.2. In (i) we set Θ^a_K := 0 if a < |S| − 1 and Θ^{|S|−1}_K := θ^{(a)}_{K/K,S,T} (0) · R^{−1}_{K,S,T} · Λe_1, with R_{K,S,T} ∈ R^× the determinant of the Dirichlet regulator R · O^×_{K,S} ∼= R · X_{K,S} with respect to any Z-bases of O^×_{K,S,T} and X_{K,S}.

Remark 6.3. Assume L/K is non-trivial and fix a proper subset V of S comprising places that split completely in L. Set a := |V | and fix v ∈ S \ V . Then ℘_a(S, v) = {V }, S^a_{min} = V and e_{(a),S} = 1 and so Lemma 3.4(iii) implies the left hand side of (35) is equal to Fit^a_{Z[G]}(h̃). In this case, c^a_{S,v} · Θ^a_K = 0 and so Lemma 4.13 implies that (35) is valid if and only if

Λ · Fit^a_{Z[G]}(h̃) = Λ · {(∧^{j=a}_{j=1}φ_j )(γ_T · ε^V_{L/K,S} ) : φ_j ∈ Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , Z[G])}. This equality (and Remark 4.10) implies Theorem 6.1(i) recovers a result [8, Th. 1.5] proved for abelian extensions by Kurihara, Sano and the first author. In general, this equality also implies that γ_T · ε^V_{L/K,S} ∈ Λ · ⋂_a Z[G] O × L,S , as conjectured by Sano and the first author in [12] (as a generalisation of the conjectures formulated by Rubin [35] and Popescu [33]).

Remark 6.4. Theorem 6.1 refines the predictions of [5, Conj. 2.4.1] (and hence, by specializing to the case r = 0, of the ‘non-abelian Brumer-Stark Conjecture’ formulated by Nickel in [30]), and its proof also improves upon the approach of [5] in two ways. Firstly, it avoids an important technical hypothesis (concerning the cohomological-triviality of roots of unity) that is required by the arguments used in [5]; secondly, it gives a much more direct approach to the main result (Th. 2.4.1) of [5], thereby avoiding reliance on the extensive computations in [5, §6.4] and the technical constructions of Ritter and Weiss in [34].

Remark 6.5. Assume LTC(L/K; Λ[G]e_{(a),S} ) and, for v ∈ S, define an ξ(Λ[G])-ideal

n^a_v(L/K) := {x ∈ ξ(Λ[G]) : x · (1 − e_v + e_1)e_{(a),S} · Λ · Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(S^T_S (L)) ⊆ ξ(Λ[G])}.

Then our argument proves n^a_v(L/K)·ι_# (∑ I∈℘_a(S,v)Θ I L/K,S,T ) ⊆ ξ(Λ[G]) for all I ∈ ℘_a(S, v).

In addition, in the setting of claim (iii), if x ∈ n^a_v (L/K) then the left-hand side of (36) belongs to ι_#(γ^{−1}_T ) · ξ(Λ[G]).

Remark 6.6. If G is abelian, the claims in Theorem 6.1, together with those outlined in Remark 6.5, recover the central conjecture (Conjecture 4.3) of Livingstone Boomla and the first author in [9]. We recall that the latter conjecture refines and extends the conjectures of Emmons and Popescu in [18] and Vallières in [43] and can be investigated numerically using the methods developed by Bley in [1] and by McGown, Sands and Vallières in [29].

Remark 6.7. For a ∈ N_0 set F_a := Λ · Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(S^T_S (L)) and, for each v ∈ S, also F^′_{a,v} := Λ · Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(h_v) with h_v a presentation of S^T_S (L) as in Theorem 3.2. Then, since F^′_{a,v} ⊆ F_a, Theorem 3.2 combines with the definitions of the ideals n^a_v(L/K) and m^a_v(L/K) to imply that for I in ℘_a(S, v) one has n^a_v(L/K) · e_I · F^′_{a,v} ⊆ ξ(Λ[G]) and m^a_v(L/K) · e_I · F^′_{a,v} ⊆ F_a.

An explicit computation of n^a_v (L/K) and m^a_v(L/K) in a general setting would be rather involved since it requires some knowledge of the Fitting invariants of S^T_S (L). It is, nevertheless, straightforward to construct non-zero elements of these ideals in a purely combinatorial way since, if t is the (finite) index of δ(Λ[G]) in ζ(Λ[G]), then n^a_v(L/K) and m^a_v(L/K) both contain the lowest common multiple of the denominators of the coefficients of the element t^{−1}(1−e_v +e_1)e_{(a),S} of Q[G]. See [9, Ex. 4.3 and 5.4] for examples of explicit computations.

Remark 6.8. The observations made in Lemma 3.4 can be used to make the results of Theorem 6.1 and of Remarks 6.5 and 6.7 more explicit. If ^G_{(a),S} = ^G, then e_{(a),S} = 1 and so the computation of n^a_v (L/K) and m^a_v(L/K) is easier. Assume now S ≠ S^a_{min}. Then Lemma 3.4 (iii) implies (e_v −e_1)e_{(a),S} Fit^a_{Z[G]}(h̃) = (0) for v ∈ S\S^a_{min}. Hence, for such v the left hand side of (35) is e_{(a),S} · (Λ · Fit^a_{Z[G]}(h̃)). In particular, if both ^G_{(a),S} = ^G and S^a_{min} ≠ S then for v ∈ S \ S^a_{min}, the left hand side of (35) is Λ · Fit^a_{Z[G]}(h̃) and n^a_v (L/K) = m^a_v(L/K) = ξ(Λ[G]).

6.2. The proof of Theorem 6.1. For notational ease, we only prove Theorem 6.1 in the case Λ = Z (with the proof for Λ = Z_{(p)} being identical). Throughout §6.2, we fix a < |S|. 6.2.1. We first establish a useful fact concerning descent. For any normal subgroup H of G with Γ := G/H we set Θ^a_{LH /K,S,T} := ξ(Z[Γ]) · {θ^{(a)}_{LH /K,S,T} (0) · R(ϕ) : ϕ ∈ Hom_Γ(O^×_{LH ,S,T} , X_LH_{,S} )}, with R(ϕ) defined exactly as in (23) but for L^H /K, and regard it as a submodule of ζ(C [G]) via the isomorphism ζ(C [Γ]) ∼= e_H ζ(C [G]). We use the notation N_I from Theorem 6.1(iv). Proposition 6.9. Fix I in ℘^∗_a(S). Fix a normal subgroup H of G that contains N_I and set Γ := G/H. Then Y_LH_{,I} is a free Z[Γ]-module of rank a and e_H (Θ^I_{L/K,S,T} ) = Θ^a_{LH /K,S,T} .

Proof. It is clear that each place in I splits completely in L^H /K and hence that Y_LH_{,I} is a free Z[Γ]-module of rank a. To prove the remainng assertion, we note that e_H ξ(Z[G]) = ξ(Z[Γ]) (by [11, Lem. 3.2 (v)]), e_H · θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S,T} (0) = θ^{(a)}_{LH /K,S,T} (0) and, with e^Γ_I the sum of primitive idempotents e of ζ(C [Γ]) with e(C · ker ( X_LH_{,S} → Y_LH_{,I} ) ) = 0, Lemma 4.5 implies θ^{(a)}_{LH /K,S,T} (0) = e^Γ_I θ^{(a)}_{LH /K,S,T} (0). It is thus enough to show that (37) e_H · {e_I R(ψ) : ψ ∈ Hom^I_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} )} = {e^Γ_I R(ϕ) : ϕ ∈ Hom_Γ(O^×_{LH ,S,T} , X_LH_{,S} )}. We fix a place w_I in (S \ I)_L. For v ∈ I, we write κ_v : Z[G] → X_{L,S} and κ^′_v : Z[Γ] → X_{E,S} for the maps sending g ∈ G to g(w_v − w_I ) and γ ∈ Γ to γ(w_{v,E} − w_{I,E}). For φ_• = (φ_v )_{v∈I} in Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , Z[G])^a, respectively Hom_Γ(O^×_{LH ,S,T} , Z[Γ])^a, we write ψ_{φ•} for ∑ v∈I κ^I_v ∘ φ_v ∈ Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ), respectively ∑ v∈I κ^′_v ∘ φ_v ∈ Hom_Γ(O^×_{LH ,S,T} , X_LH_{,S}). Then, since Hom^I_Γ(O^×_{LH ,S,T} , X_LH_{,S}) = Hom_Γ(O^×_{LH ,S,T} , X_LH_{,S} ) (cf. Remark 4.12), the argument of Lemma 4.13 reduces the verification of (37) to showing that (38) e_H · {R(ψ_{φ•} ) : φ_• ∈ Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , Z[G])^a} = {R(ϕ_{φ•} ) : φ_• ∈ Hom_Γ(O^×_{LH ,S,T} , Z[Γ])^a}.

We next write ϱ_H for the natural composite homomorphism Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , Z[G]) → Hom_G(O^×_{LH ,S,T} , Z[G]) → Hom_Γ(O^×_{LH ,S,T} , Z[Γ]). The first arrow here is surjective since O^×_{L,S,T} /O^×_{LH ,S,T} is torsion-free. In addition, one has Hom_G(O^×_{LH ,S,T} , Z[G]) = Hom_G(O^×_{LH ,S,T} , T_H · Z[G]) and the projection Z[G] → Z[Γ] sends T_H to |H|. It follows that im(ϱ_H ) = |H| · Hom_Γ(O^×_{LH ,S,T} , Z[Γ]) and so (38) is obtained via e_H · {R(ψ_{φ•} ) : φ_• ∈ Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , Z[G])^a} ={Nrd_{C [Γ]} (e_H (C · ψ_{φ•} ) ∘ e_H (R_{L,S} )^{−1}) : φ_• ∈ Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , Z[G])^a} ={Nrd_{C [Γ]} (C · ϕ_{φ•} ∘ e_H (R_{L,S})^{−1}) : φ_• ∈ |H| · Hom_Γ(O^×_{LH ,S,T} , Z[Γ])^a} ={Nrd_{C [Γ]} (C · ϕ_{φ•} ∘ (|H|e_H )(R_{L,S} )^{−1}) : φ_• ∈ Hom_Γ(O^×_{LH ,S,T} , Z[Γ])^a} ={Nrd_{C [Γ]} (C · ϕ_{φ•} ∘ R^{−1}_{LH ,S}) : φ_• ∈ Hom_Γ(O^×_{LH ,S,T} , Z[Γ])^a} ={R(ϕ_{φ•} ) : φ_• ∈ Hom_Γ(O^×_{LH ,S,T} , Z[Γ])^a}.

Here, the fourth equality uses the functoriality of the Dirichlet regulator map under change of field (as expressed by the commutativity of the diagram in [42, Chap. I, §6.5]). □

6.2.2. We can now prove Theorem 6.1(i). At the outset we fix a place v ∈ S, a presentation h̃ = h̃_v of the G-module ST_S (L)tr as in Theorem 3.2 and a ∈ N_0 with a < |S|. We set F_a := Fit^a_{Z[G]}(h̃). To derive the decomposition (35) from Theorem 3.2 it is enough to prove

(39) e_1 · F_a = { 0, if a < |S| − 1, e_1 · θ^{(a)}_{K/K,S,T} (0) · R^{−1}_{K,S,T} · Z, if a = |S| − 1, and, if ℘_a(S, v) ≠ ∅, also

(40) e_I · F_a = Θ^I_{L/K,S,T} for all I ∈ ℘_a(S, v).

We then observe that (39) is valid if a < |S| − 1 because e_1 · F_a = 0 by Lemma 3.4(ii). Next we note that if a = |S| − 1, then Remark 3.5(i) with H = G implies that e_1 · F_a = e_1 · Fit^a_Z(S^T_S (K)^{tr}). Since X_{K,S} is a free Z-module of rank a, one also has

Fit^a_Z(S^T_S (K)^{tr}) = Fit^a_Z(Cl^T_S (K) ⊕ X_{K,S}) = Fit^0_Z(Cl^T_S (K)) = |Cl^T_S (K)| · Z. The verification of (39) now follows from the analytic class number formula for K.

Turning now to (40), we note first that if G is trivial, then ℘_a(S, v) ≠ ∅ only if both a = |S| − 1 and v = v_0 in which case ℘_a(S, v) = {I} with I := S \ {v_0} and e_I = e_1 = 1. In this case, therefore, the equality (40) is equivalent to (39) and so is proved above.

In the sequel we assume G is not trivial. In this case e_I ·e_{NI} = e_I . This equality, combined with Proposition 6.9 and Remark 3.5(i) (both applied to H = N_I ), implies that (40) is valid if one has Fit^a_{Z[G/NI]}(h̃_{NI} ) = Θ^a_{LI /K,S,T} , where h̃_{NI} denotes the N_I -coinvariance of h̃.

To prove this we note that, since places in I split completely in L^I , Proposition 5.1(iii) implies LTC(L^I /K) follows from LTC(L/K; Z[G]e_{(a),S}). In addition, h̃_{NI} validates Theorem 3.2 relative to L^I /K (cf. Remark 3.5(i)) and so is related to Weil-Stark elements by the result of [10, Th. 5.2(ii)] for L^I /K, S, Π = Z[G/N_I] and π : X_LI_{,S} → Y_LI_{,I} , which gives Fit^a_{Z[G/NI]}(h̃_{NI} ) = {(∧^{i=a}_{i=1}φ_i)(γ_T · ω) : ω ∈ W^{Π,π}_{LI /K,S}, φ_i ∈ Hom_{G/NI} (O^×_{LI ,S,T} , Z[G/N_I])}. The required equality follows directly upon combining the latter equality with Corollary 5.8 and Example 4.7(i), also applied to L^I /K. This proves Theorem 6.1(i).

6.2.3. Turning now to claims (ii) and (iii) of Theorem 6.1, we first let a be any integer with 0 ≤ a < |S|. The equality (35) combines with (6) and Remark 3.5(ii) to imply that m^a_v(L/K) · ι_# (∑ I∈℘_a(S,v)Θ I L/K,S,T ) ⊆ m^a_v (L/K) · (1 − e_v + e_1)e_{(a),S} · ι_# ( Fit^a_{Z[G]}(h̃) ) (41)

= m^a_v (L/K) · (1 − e_v + e_1)e_{(a),S} · Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(h̃^{tr})

⊆ m^a_v (L/K) · (1 − e_v + e_1)e_{(a),S} · Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(S^T_S (L))

is contained in Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(S^T_S (L)), and hence proves claim (ii). In order to prove claim (iii) we now assume that a < |S| − 1, and fix v, φ and x as in this result. Then claim (iii) follows directly from (41) and the fact that Lemma 4.6 (iii) implies

(1 − e_v)e_{(a),S} · x · ι_#(L^a(φ)) = x · ι_# (∑ I∈℘_a(S,v)e I (θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S} · R(φ)) ) (42)

= ι_#(γ^{−1}_T ) · x · ι_# (∑ I∈℘_a(S,v)e I (θ^{(a)}_{L/K,S,T} · R(φ)) ) ∈ ι_#(γ^{−1}_T ) · m^a_v(L/K) · ι_# (∑ I∈℘_a(S,v)Θ I L/K,S,T ) . Remark 6.10. The containment n^a_v (L/K) · ι_# (∑ I∈℘_a(S,v)Θ I L/K,S,T ) ⊆ ξ(Λ[G]) claimed in Remark 6.5 follows in just the same way after replacing m^a_v(L/K) by n^a_v(L/K) in (41).

Similarly, in the setting of Theorem 6.1(iii), if x ∈ n^a_v(L/K) then this modified containment combines with (42) to imply the left-hand side of (36) belongs to ι_#(γ^{−1}_T ) · ξ(Λ[G]).

6.2.4. To prove Theorem 6.1(iv), we fix a ∈ N_0 with a < |S|, I ∈ ℘^∗_a(S) and v_0 ∈ S \ I and set N := N_I and L^I := L^N . Then one has |N|Θ^I_{L/K,S,T} = (|N|e_I )Θ^I_{L/K,S,T} = (|N|e_N e_I )Θ^I_{L/K,S,T} = T_N · Θ^I_{L/K,S,T} and so it is enough to show that δ(Z[G]) · T_N · Θ^I_{L/K,S,T} ⊆ Ann_{Z[G]}(Cl^T_S′ (L)).

Writing q_I : C [G] → C [G/N_I ] for the canonical map, we next observe that

(43) q_I ( δ(Z[G]) · Θ^I_{L/K,S,T} ) ⊆ δ(Z[G/N]) · Θ^a_{LI /K,S,T} . Here we have combined Proposition 6.9 with [11, Lem. 3.5 (vii)].

We now combine the result of [10, Th. 5.2(iii), Rem. 5.4] for L^I /K, S, Π = Z[G/N] and π : X_LI_{,S} → Y_LI_{,I} , which gives that δ(Z[G/N]) · {(∧^{i=a}_{i=1}φ_i)(γ_T · ω) : ω ∈ W^{Π,π}_{LI /K,S}, φ_i ∈ Hom_{G/N} (O^×_{LI ,S,T} , Z[G/N])} is contained in Ann_{Z[G/N]}(Cl^T_S′ (L^I )), with Corollary 5.8 and Example 4.7(i), and deduce that δ(Z[G/N]) · Θ^a_{LI /K,S,T} ⊆ Ann_{Z[G/N]}(Cl^T_S′ (L^I )). In view of (43), the necessary inclusion δ(Z[G]) · T_N · Θ^I_{L/K,S,T} ⊆ Ann_{Z[G]}(Cl^T_S′ (L)) now follows because for a given element y of C [G], one has T_N · y ∈ Z[G] if and only if q_I (y) ∈ Z[G/N], and the action of T_N induces the field-theoretic norm map Cl^T_S′ (L) → Cl^T_S′ (L^I ). This completes the proof of Theorem 6.1.

7. Special cases

In this section we specialise to cases in which the leading term conjecture is known to be valid and so Theorem 6.1 is unconditional. In particular, we prove Theorem 1.1 and 1.2.

7.1. Totally real fields. In this section we assume L is totally real and fix an odd prime p. At present, the main evidence in support of the leading term conjecture in this case is provided by the following result. In this result we write μ_p(L) for the p-adic cyclotomic μ-invariant of L and we refer to ‘Breuning’s local epsilon constant conjecture’ formulated in [3] and to the ‘p-adic Stark Conjecture at s = 1’ that is discussed by Tate in [42, Chap. VI, §5], where it is attributed to Serre [36].

Proposition 7.1. If L is totally real, then LTC(L/K, Z_{(p)}[G]) is valid whenever p is odd and satisfies all of the following conditions.

(i) p is prime to |G| or μ_p(L) vanishes;

(ii) Breuning’s local epsilon constant conjecture is valid for all extensions obtained by p-adically completing L/K;

(iii) The p-adic Stark Conjecture at s = 1 is valid for all C_p -valued characters of G.

Proof. With S and T as in (7), we define an element of K_0(Z[G], R[G]) by setting T Ω := δ_G(θ^∗_{L/K,S,T} (0))−χ_{Z[G]}(C_{L,S,T} , R_{L,S} ). Then, under condition (iii), the argument of Johnston and Nickel in [27, Th. 8.1(i), Prop. 7.1] implies that T Ω belongs to K_0(Z[G], Q[G]). In this case, by Proposition 5.1, LTC(L/K, Z_{(p)}[G]) is thus equivalent to asserting T Ω belongs to the kernel of the scalar extension map K_0(Z[G], Q[G]) → K_0(Z_{(p)}[G], Q[G]).

In particular, since the scalar extension map K_0(Z_{(p)}[G], Q[G]) → K_0(Z_p[G], Q_p [G]) is bijective, both groups being naturally isomorphic to the Grothendieck group of finite Gmodules that have p-power order and finite projective dimension (cf. [15, Vol. II, p.73]), it is therefore enough to show that, under the given hypotheses, the image T Ω_p of T Ω under the scalar extension map K_0(Z[G], Q[G]) → K_0(Z_p[G], Q_p [G]) vanishes.

Next we recall that, by the argument given in [5, §9.1], one knows that T Ω_p vanishes provided that all of the following conditions are satisfied: the p-adic Stark Conjecture at s = 1 is valid for all C_p -valued characters of G; if p divides |G|, then μ_p(L) vanishes; the ‘p-component’ of a certain element T Ω^{loc}(Q(0)_L , Z[G]) of K_0(Z[G], R[G]) vanishes.

The element T Ω_p therefore does vanish under the given hypotheses, since the result [3, Th. 4.1] of Breuning implies that the p-component of T Ω^{loc}(Q(0)_L , Z[G]) vanishes provided that the ‘local epsilon constant conjecture’ formulated in [3] is valid for all extensions that are obtained by completing L/K at a p-adic place. □

Remark 7.2. If p divides |G|, then the assumption μ_p(L) = 0 guarantees that the main conjecture of non-commutative Iwasawa theory is valid for L^{cyc}/K, with L^{cyc} the cyclotomic Z_p-extension of L. However, in [26], Johnston and Nickel identify families of L/K for which one can prove this conjecture without assuming μ_p(L) = 0 (or p ∤ |G|). In such cases, Proposition 7.1 implies LTC(L/K, Z_{(p)}[G]) whenever p satisfies (ii) and (iii). More generally, as explained in [26, Rem. 4.3], μ_p(L) = 0 if the classical Iwasawa ‘μ = 0’ conjecture is valid for L(ζ_p) at p, where ζ_p denotes a primitive p-th root of unity. Thus a result of Ferrero and Washington [19] implies that μ_p(L) = 0 if L is an abelian field.

Remark 7.3. Breuning’s conjecture is valid for all tamely ramified extensions of local fields [3, Th. 3.6] and for certain classes of wildly ramified extensions (cf. Bley and Cobbe [2]).

Remark 7.4. The p-adic Stark Conjecture at s = 1 for the trivial character of G is equivalent to Leopoldt’s conjecture for K and p. Moreover, in [27], Johnston and Nickel identify families of L/K for which LTC(L/K, Z_{(p)}[G]) is valid if p satisfies conditions (i) and (ii) of Proposition 7.1 as well as Leopoldt’s conjecture for L and p. They also prove that the p-adic Stark Conjecture at s = 1 is valid for all absolutely abelian characters.

To end this section, we offer a concrete example of the sort of consequences that follow by combining Proposition 7.1 with Theorem 6.1.

Corollary 7.5. Assume L is a totally real ramified extension of K. Set S := S^∞_K ∪ S^{ram}_{L/K} and fix a set T as in (7) and a prime p as in Proposition 7.1. Then for α ∈ δ(Z_{(p)}[G]), v ∈ S^{ram}_{L/K} , g ∈ G_v and ψ ∈ Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ), the product α · (g − 1) · θ^{([K:Q])}_{L/K,S,T} (0) · R(ψ) belongs to Z_{(p)}[G] and annihilates Cl^T (L)_{(p)}.

Proof. In this case, the first observation in Remark 4.12 applies with I = S^∞_K to show that Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ) = Hom^I_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ). In addition, for this I, the group N_I is trivial and it can be easily checked that e_I · θ^{([K:Q])}_{L/K,S,T} (0) = θ^{([K:Q])}_{L/K,S,T} (0). Finally, we note that the observations in Remark 6.3 can also be applied with V = S^∞_K (so a = [K : Q]) and v ∈ S^{ram}_{L/K} .

Taken all of these observations into account, we can now apply Theorem 6.1(iv) to L/K with this choice I in order to deduce that α · θ^{([K:Q])}_{L/K,S,T} (0) · R(ψ) belongs to Z_{(p)}[G] and annihilates Cl^T_S′ (L)_{(p)} with S^′ = S^∞_K ∪ {v}. The claimed result is therefore true since, if g ∈ G_v, then g − 1 annihilates the quotient of Cl^T (L)_{(p)} by Cl^T_S′ (L)_{(p)}. □ 7.2. CM fields. In this section we assume L is CM and K is totally real. We fix an odd prime p and an isomorphism C ∼= C_p (the choice of which will not matter in the sequel) and thereby identify ^G with the set of irreducible C_p -valued characters of G. We write τ for the element of G induced by complex conjugation, e_− for the central idempotent (1 − τ)/2 of Q[G] and ^G^− for the subset of ^G comprising characters for which one has χ(τ) = −χ(1). For any G-module M we also write M^− for the G-submodule {m ∈ M : τ(m) = −m}. 7.2.1. For each place w of L, Gross has defined in [22, §1] a local p-adic absolute value || · ||_{w,p} : L^×_w^{rw}−→ G_Lab_{w /Lw}^{χ−1w}−−→ Z^×_p , where L^{ab}_w denotes the maximal abelian extension of L_w (in a fixed algebraic closure of L_w), r_w the reciprocity map of local class field theory and χ_w the p-adic cyclotomic character.

For an abelian group M we set M_p := Z_p ⊗_Z M. For any finite set of places Σ of K that contains both S^∞_K and the set of all p-adic places of K, we write R^p_{L,Σ} for the homomorphism of Z_p[G]-modules O^{×,−}_{L,Σ,p} → Y^−_{L,Σ,p} that sends each u in O^{×,−}_{L,Σ} to ∑ π∈Σ_L logp||u||π,p · π. We write ^G^{ss} for the subset of ^G^− comprising characters ρ for which the homomorphism Hom_{C p [G]}(V_{ρ̌}, C_p · R^p_{L,Σ}) is injective (for a C_p -representation V_{ρ̌} of character ρ̌). We obtain an idempotent (that is independent of the set Σ) by setting e_{ss} := ∑ ρ∈ ^G^{ss} eρ ∈ ζ(Q p [G]). Remark 7.6. In [22, Conj. 1.15] Gross conjectures that each ρ ∈ ^G^− belongs to ^G^{ss}, and hence that e_{ss} = e_−. The first of these predictions is commonly referred to as the Gross- Kuz’min Conjecture for ρ (since it is related to earlier work of Kuz’min [28]). We further recall that, by [6, Th. 3.1(i) and (iii)], ρ has this property if and only if it satisfies the ‘Order of Vanishing conjecture’ formulated by Gross in [22, 2.12a)]. 7.2.2. We now review the main evidence for the leading term conjecture in this setting. Proposition 7.7. LTC(L/K, Z_{(p)}[G]e_{ss}) is valid if p is odd and satisfies the following:

(i) either p is prime to |G| or μ_p(L) vanishes, and (ii) the Weak p-adic Gross-Stark Conjecture (of [22, Conj. 2.12b)]) is valid for L/K.

Proof. We assume (without further comment) that conditions (i) and (ii) are satisfied. For any ring R of characteristic zero we also set R[G]^− := R[G]e_− and R[G]^{ss} := R[G]e_{ss}.

By a Theorem of Siegel [37], Stark’s conjecture is valid for characters in ^G^−. The element T Ω(L/K)^− := δ_{Z[G]}−_{,R[G]}− (θ^∗_{L/K,S,T} (0)e_−) − χ_{Z[G]}−(C^−_{L,S,T} , R^−_{L,S} ) therefore belongs to K_0(Z[G]^−, Q[G]^− ) ⊂ K_0(Z[G]^−, R[G]^− ) (cf. [5, Rem. 6.1.1(ii)]).

It is thus enough to show T Ω(L/K)^− belongs to the kernel of the composite scalar extension map

K_0(Z[G]^−, Q[G]^− )^{αp}−→ K_0(Z_{(p)}[G]^−, Q[G]^− )^{βp}−→ K_0(Z_{(p)}[G]^{ss}, Q[G]^{ss} ).

In addition, the argument of [6, Cor. 3.8(i)] implies α_p(T Ω(L/K)^−) belongs to the image of (ζ(Q[G])(e_− − e_{ss}))^× under the map δ^− := δ_{Z(p)[G]}−_{,Q[G]}− . It is thus enough to note that, since Z_{(p)}[G]^− is semilocal, Bass’s Theorem implies that δ^− ( (ζ(Q[G])(e_− −e_{ss}))^× ) = ker(β_p) (cf. the discussion concerning the diagram [6, (37)]). □

Corollary 7.8. The conjecture LTC(L/K, Z_{(p)}[G]e_−) is valid if p is odd and satisfies either one of the following conditions:

(i) μ_p(L) vanishes and the Gross-Kuz’min Conjecture is valid for L/K; (ii) the Sylow p-subgroups of G are abelian.

Proof. In case (i) one has e_{ss} = e_− and, upon combining the results of [6, Th. 2.6 and Th. 3.1(i),(iii)], one deduces that the validity of the Gross-Kuz’min Conjecture for characters in ^G^− implies the validity of the Weak p-adic Gross-Stark Conjecture for characters in ^G^−. The validity of LTC(L/K, Z_{(p)}[G]e_−) in case (i) thus follows from Proposition 7.7.

We now consider case (ii) and the element T Ω(L/K)^− of K_0(Z[G]^−, Q[G]^− ) defined above. By the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 7.1, it is enough to show that the projection T Ω(L/K)^−_p of T Ω(L/K)^− to K_0(Z_p[G]^−_p , Q_p [G]^−_p ) vanishes.

Now, upon combining a result [32, Th. 1] of Nickel with [5, Rem. 6.1.1(iii)], one knows that T Ω(L/K)^−_p has finite order. It then follows from [31, Prop. 6.2] that T Ω(L/K)^−_p vanishes if and only T Ω(L^′/K^′)^−_p vanishes for every intermediate Galois CM extension L^′/K^′ of L/K whose Galois group is either p-elementary or a direct product of a p-elementary group with {1, τ}. In addition, by the argument of [32, §3], the assumption that the Sylow p-subgroups of G are abelian implies that every p-elementary subquotient of G is abelian.

To complete the proof, it is therefore enough to show that T Ω(L^′/K^′)^−_p vanishes for every intermediate abelian extension L^′/K^′ of L/K in which L^′ is CM and K^′ totally real. For such extensions L^′/K^′, however, the validity of LTC(L^′/K^′, Z_p[Gal(L^′/K^′)]e_−), and hence the vanishing of T Ω(L^′/K^′)^−_p , has been derived by Bullach, Daoud and the first and third named authors [4, Th. B (a)] from the seminal work of Dasgupta and Kakde in [16]. □

Remark 7.9. Nickel has also proved in [31, Th. 6.8] that if μ_p(L) vanishes and p is ‘nonexceptional’, in the sense of [31, Def. 6.5], then LTC(L/K, Z_{(p)}[G]e_−) is valid. We recall that there can only be finitely many ‘exceptional’ primes.

7.2.3. As a concrete application, we now combine Corollary 7.8(ii) with Theorem 6.1(iii) in order to derive Theorem 1.1(ii). In fact, strictly speaking, we need a slight extension of Theorem 6.1(iii) . Specifically, for any idempotent e_− as in Example 4.2 (iii), the argument of Theorem 6.1 shows that if LTC(L/K; Λ[G](e_− · e_{(a),S} )) is valid, then claims (ii), (iii) and (iv) remain valid after multiplying each product on their left-hand sides by e_−.

In particular, for e_− = (1 − τ)/2, the validity of LTC(L/K, Z_{(p)}[G]e_−) in the setting of Theorem 1.1(ii) implies that, for each v ∈ S and x ∈ m^a_v(L/K), one has

(44) e_−(1 − e_v)e_{(a),S} · ι_#(x) · L^a(|G|φ) ∈ γ^{−1}_T · ι_# ( Z_{(p)} ⊗_Z Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(S^T_S (L)) ) We now set e_a := e_−e_{(a),S} . Then, by fixing v in S^∞_K , and noting that we are assuming a < |S| − 1, Lemma 3.4(ii) implies that

(1 − e_v + e_1)e_{(a),S} ( Z_{(p)} ⊗_Z Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(S^T_S (L)) ) = e_a ( Z_{(p)} ⊗_Z Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(S^T_S (L)) ) . In this case, we can therefore take x to be p^t for any t ∈ N_0 with p^te_a ∈ Z_{(p)}[G].

With these choices of v and x one then finds that the left-hand side of (44) is equal to e_−e_−e_{(a),S} · ι_#(p^t) · L^a(|G|φ) = p^te_a · L^a(|G|φ), as required to complete the proof of Theorem 1.1(ii) (with the curent choice of e_a).

To finally justify the claim made immediately after the statement of Theorem 1.1, we note that for a = 0 one has ^G_{(0),S} = ^G so e_{(0),S} = 1, e_0 = e_− and t = 0. Therefore, with φ^′ := |G|φ, one has p^0e_0 · L^0(φ^′) = e_−θ^{⟨0⟩}_{L/K,S}(0)R(φ^′) = e_−θ^{⟨0⟩}_{L/K,S}(0)e_{0,S} R(φ^′) = e_−θ^{⟨0⟩}_{L/K,S}(0) = θ^{⟨0⟩}_{L/K,S}(0), where the third equality holds because e_{0,S} (R · X_{L,S} ) vanishes.

Remark 7.10. One can formulate a ‘p-adic’ analogue of LTC(L/K, Z_{(p)}[G]e_{ss}) in which the roles of Artin L-series and Dirichlet regulators are replaced by p-adic Artin L-series (as discussed by Greenberg in [21]) and Gross’s p-adic regulators. The argument of [6, Cor. 3.8(i)] implies this analogous conjecture is valid modulo the vanishing of μ_p(L) (and even in some cases unconditionally). Such results can be combined with the methods developed here to prove analogues of Theorem 1.1 in this setting.

7.3. Function fields. We assume in this section that K is a global function field and we recall that LTC(L/K) has been verified by Kakde and the first author in [7].

In this case, therefore, the arithmetic properties of Artin L -invariants derived in §6.1 are unconditionally valid. In particular, just as in §7.2.3, it is straightforward to derive case (i) of Theorem 1.1 as a consequence of Theorem 6.1(iii) after setting e_a := (1 − e_v)e_{(a),S} for an arbitrary place v ∈ S. We omit the details but, instead, we explicitly show that Theorem 6.1 implies a higher-order, non-abelian generalisation of a result of Deligne.

To do this we define the T -modified degree zero divisor class group Pic^{T,0}(L) of L to be the cokernel of the natural divisor map from L^×_T to the group of divisors of L of degree zero with support outside T . This map is injective (as L^×_T is torsion-free since T is non-empty) and the G-module Pic^{T,0}(L) is an extension of Pic^0(L) by a finite group.

Corollary 7.11. Let K be a global function field and fix a ∈ N_0 with a < |S|. Then, for v ∈ S, one has m^a_v (L/K) · ι_# (∑ I∈℘_a(S,v)Θ I L/K,S,T ) ⊆ Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(Pic^{T,0}(L)^∨).

If in addition a < |S| − 1 then for v ∈ S, φ ∈ ⋂ I∈℘_a(S,v) Hom I G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ) and x ∈ m^a_v(L/K), one has

(1 − e_v)e_{(a),S} · x · ι_#(γ_T · L^a(φ)) ∈ Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(Pic^{T,0}(L)^∨).

In particular, this containment is valid for every φ in |G| · Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ).

Proof. Following Theorem 6.1(ii) and (iii), we are reduced to showing that Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(S^T_S (L)) ⊆ Fit^{tr,a}_{Z[G]}(Pic^{T,0}(L)^∨). To do this it is in turn enough, by [11, Th. 3.17(vi)], to prove that Pic^{T,0}(L)^∨ is isomorphic to a quotient of S^T_S (L).

We write θ_T for the homomorphism defined as in (8) but with S taken to be empty. Then there exists a natural surjection from S^T_S (L) to cok(θ_T ) and so it suffices to prove that the latter group is naturally isomorphic to Pic^{T,0}(L)^∨.

We write Δ_T for the (injective) divisor map from L^×_T to the group Div_T (L) of divisors of L with support outside T and note Pic^{T,0}(L) identifies with the (finite) torsion subgroup of cok(Δ_T ). It is then enough to note the functor Hom_Z(−, Z) applies to the tautological short exact sequence 0 → L^×_T → Div_T (L) → cok(Δ_T ) → 0 to give an exact sequence ∏ w /∈T_L Z θ_T−→ Hom Z(L^×_T , Z) → Ext^1_Z(cok(Δ_T ), Z) → 0

and Ext^1_Z(cok(Δ_T ), Z) = Ext^1_Z(cok(Δ_T )_{tor}, Z) ∼= Ext^1_Z(Pic^{T,0}(L), Z) = Pic^{T,0}(L)^∨. □

Remark 7.12. If ^G_{(a),S} = ^G and S^a_{min} ≠ S, then Remark 6.8 implies m^a_{S,T} (L/K) = ξ(Z[G]) contains 1 and so can be omitted from the inclusion in Corollary 7.11.

Remark 7.13. Corollary 7.11 specialises to recover the Brumer-Stark Conjecture for L/K, as proved by Deligne (cf. [42, Chap. V]). To see this note that if a = 0, then S^a_{min} = ∅ and Lemma 3.4 (iii) implies (1 − e_v − e_1)e_{(0),S} · Fit^{tr,0}_{Z[G]}(S^T_S (L)) = Fit^{tr,0}_{Z[G]}(S^T_S (L)) for each v ∈ S. This implies that m^0_v(L/K) = ξ(Z[G]) and hence 1 ∈ m^0_v(L/K) and so Corollary 7.11 implies Θ^∅_{L/K,S,T} ⊆ ι_#(Fit^{tr,0}_{Z[G]}(Pic^{T,0}(L)^∨)). Hence, for any ψ ∈ Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ) the element θ_{L/K,S,T} (0) = e_∅θ_{L/K,S,T} (0) = e_∅θ^{(0)}_{L/K,S,T} (0)R(ψ) belongs to ι_# ( Fit^{tr,0}_{Z[G]}(Pic^{T,0}(L)^∨) ) . This in turn implies Deligne’s result since, if G is abelian, then ι_# ( Fit^{tr,0}_{Z[G]}(Pic^{T,0}(L)^∨) ) is contained in ι_# ( Ann_{Z[G]}(Pic^{T,0}(L)^∨) ) = Ann_{Z[G]}(Pic^{T,0}(L)).

7.4. Chinburg-Stark elements. If ψ ∈ ^G satisfies the Strong-Stark conjecture, then as explained in Remark 5.3, the claim of Theorem 5.5 is valid in the setting of Remark 4.11. This observation combines with the specialisation of [10, Th. 5.2] to strengthen the refined Stark conjecture formulated in [5, Conj. 2.6.1]. By means of a concrete application, we shall now use this approach to prove Theorem 1.2.

We use the notation of Remark 4.11. In particular, we identify each ψ in ^G with a representation G → GL_{ψ(1)}(O_ψ), abbreviate O_ψ to O and write E for the field of fractions of O. We write tr_{E/Q} for the canonical trace map. We also abbreviate the functors M →^{Πψ} M and M →_{Πψ} M to M → M^ψ and M → M_ψ respectively, and set pr_ψ := ∑ g∈Gψ(g)g^{−1}.

Proposition 7.14. Fix θ in C · Hom_G(O^×_{L,S,T} , X_{L,S} ). Then, for each non-trivial character ψ in ^G that satisfies the Strong-Stark Conjecture, one has

|G| · tr_{E/Q} (L^∗_{S,T} (ψ̌, 0)det_C (|G|m · (R^{−1}_{L,S} ∘ θ)^ψ) · pr_ψ) ∈ Ann_{Z[G]}(Cl^T_S′ (L)).

Here m is any element of O_ψ with m · θ(O^{×,ψ}_{L,S,T} ) ⊆ (X_{L,S,ψ})_{tf} and S^′ is any subset of S as described in [10, Th. 5.2(iii)] with respect to π = π^ψ.

Proof. We set U := O^×_{L,S,T} and X := X_{L,S} . Since the given hypotheses imply that the claim of Theorem 5.5 is unconditionally valid for Π_ψ, we shall deduce the claimed result by applying the containment of [10, Th. 5.2(iii)] to the homomorphism π = π^ψ and a suitable Stark element as in Remark 4.11. We set γ_{T,ψ} := ι_{Πψ} (γ_T ).

It suffices to prove the displayed containment after p-localisation. To do this we fix a prime p and a subset b = {b_i}_{1≤i≤r} of (X_ψ )_{tf} which gives an O_{(p)}-basis of (X_ψ)_{tf,(p)}. For each integer i with 1 ≤ i ≤ r we set θ_{bi} := b^∗_i ∘ θ. Then for any element n of O one has

(45) L^∗_{S,T} (ψ̌, 0) · det_C (n · (R^{−1}_{L,S} ∘ θ)^ψ) = (∧^{i=r}_{i=1}(n · θ_{bi} ))(γ_{T,ψ} · ε^π_b ).

Now, if m·θ maps the sublattice U^ψ of E ·U to X_{ψ,tf} then we may apply [10, Th. 5.2(iii)] with φ_i := |G|m·θ_{bi} ∈ Hom_O(U^ψ, O)_{(p)} for each index i, with a = |G| ∈ O = δ(O) and with ϵ the trace map tr_{E/Q} . The claimed result now follows directly by combining this result with the equality (45) for n = |G|m and with Theorem 5.5. □

Remark 7.15. The containment in Proposition 7.14 is finer than the prediction made in [5, Conj. 2.6.1] in that the term ψ(1)^{−1}|G|^{3+r}e_ψ = |G|^{2+r}pr_ψ and group Cl_S′ (L) that occur in loc. cit. are replaced by |G|^{1+r}pr_ψ and Cl^T_S′ (L). We also recall that, if p is odd, then Nickel [32, Th. 1] has recently proved the p-part of the Strong Stark Conjecture for totally odd characters of totally real fields.

Turning now to the proof of Theorem 1.2, we note that the first three claims are proved in [5, Th. 4.3.1(ii) and Prop. 12.2.1]. The annihilation statement of Theorem 1.2 (iv) is however finer than that of [5, Prop. 12.2.1]. The key point in its proof is that the hypotheses on ψ and S that are made in Theorem 1.2 imply dim_E(E · X_{L,S}∞_{K ,ψ}) = 1 and hence that the set S^′ = S^∞_K satisfies the hypothesis of [10, Th. 5.2(iii)] (and therefore also Proposition 7.14) with respect to the homomorphism π = π^ψ.

Given the observation in Remark 7.15, to prove Theorem 1.2(iv) one need only make the following two changes to the proof of [5, Prop. 12.2.1(iv)]: the use of the containment [5, (44)] is replaced by the stronger containment discussed in Remark 7.16 below (with r = 1 and S^′ = S^∞_K ) and the use of [5, Lem. 11.1.2(i)] is replaced by the finer computation used in the proof of [10, Th. 5.2(iii)].

Remark 7.16. In the notation used in the proof of Proposition 7.14, the O_{(p)}-modules U^ψ_{(p)} and (X_ψ )_{tf,(p)} are both free of rank r, so one can choose θ with θ(U^ψ_{(p)}) = (X_ψ )_{tf,(p)}. For such θ, the equality (45) with n = 1 combines with [10, Prop. 5.11] to imply that

|G|^{1+r}(∧^{i=r}_{i=1}θ_{bi} )(γ_{T,ψ} · ε_b) = |G|L^∗_{S,T} (ψ̌, 0) · det_C (|G| · (R^{−1}_{L,S} ∘ θ)^ψ) ∈ Ann_O(Cl^T_S′ (L)_ψ)_{(p)}.

This implies, by choice of θ, that |G|^{1+r}γ_{T,ψ} · ε_b ∈ Ann_O(Cl^T_S′ (L)_ψ) · (∧^r_OU^ψ)_{(p)} and hence

|G|^{1+r}L^∗_{S,T} (ψ̌, 0) · (∧^r_OX_{ψ,tf} )_{(p)} = O_{(p)} · |G|^{1+r}L^∗_{S,T} (ψ̌, 0) ∧^{i=r}_{i=1} b_i = O_{(p)} · (∧^r_C R_{L,S})(|G|^{1+r} γ_{T,ψ} · ε_b) ⊆ Ann_O(Cl^T_S′ (L)_ψ) · (∧^r_C R_{L,S} )(∧^r_OU^ψ)_{(p)}.

Since this is true for all p it refines the containment [5, (44)] in which Cl_S′ (L)_ψ rather than Cl^T_S′ (L)_ψ occurs (and, in this regard, we also recall Remark 6.4.)

References

[1] W. Bley, Computation of Stark-Tamagawa units, Math. Comput. 72 (2003) 1963-1974. [2] W. Bley, A. Cobbe, Equivariant epsilon constant conjectures for weakly ramified extensions, Math. Zeit.

283 (2016) 1217-1244.

[3] M. Breuning, Equivariant local epsilon constants and étale cohomology, J. London Math. Soc. (2) 70 (2004), 289-306.

[4] D. Bullach, D. Burns, A. Daoud, S. Seo, Dirichlet L-series at s = 0 and the scarcity of Euler systems, submitted for publication, arXiv:2111.14689.

[5] D. Burns, On derivatives of Artin L-series, Invent. math. 186 (2011) 291-371. [6] D. Burns, On derivatives of p-adic L-series at s = 0, J. reine u. angew. Math. 762 (2020) 53-104. [7] D. Burns, M. Kakde, On Weil-étale cohomology and Artin L-series, submitted for publication. [8] D. Burns, M. Kurihara, T. Sano, On zeta elements for G m , Doc. Math. 21 (2016) 555-626. [9] D. Burns, A. Livingstone Boomla, On Selmer groups and refined Stark conjectures, Bull. London Math.

Soc. 50 (2018) 845-862.

[10] D. Burns, D. Macias Castillo, S. Seo, On Weil-Stark elements I: general properties, submitted for publication.

[11] D. Burns, T. Sano, On non-commutative Euler systems, I: preliminaries on ‘det’ and ‘Fit’, submitted for publication. See also arXiv:2004.10564.

[12] D. Burns, T. Sano, On non-commutative Iwasawa theory and derivatives of Euler systems, preprint, arXiv:2211.00276.

[13] T. Chinburg, Stark’s Conjecture for L-Functions with First-Order Zeroes at s = 0, Adv. Math. 48 (1983) 82-113.

[14] T. Chinburg, On the Galois structure of algebraic integers and S-units, Invent. math. 74 (1983) 321-349. [15] C. W. Curtis, I. Reiner, Methods of Representation Theory, Vol. I and II, Wiley, New York, 1987. [16] S. Dasgupta, M. Kakde, On the Brumer-Stark Conjecture, Ann. Math. 197 (2023) 289-388. [17] D. S. Dummit, Computations related to Stark’s conjecture, Contemp. Math. 358, 37-54, Amer. Math.

Soc., 2004.

[18] C. Emmons, C. Popescu, Special Values of Abelian L-functions at s = 0, J. Number Theory 129 (2009) 1350-1365.

[19] B. Ferrero, L. Washington, The Iwasawa invariant μp vanishes for abelian number fields, Ann. Math.

109 (1979), 377-395.

[20] W. Gaschutz, Endliche Gruppen mit treuen absolut-irreduziblen Darstellungen, Math. Nach. 12 (1954). [21] R. Greenberg, On p-adic Artin L-functions, Nagoya Math. J. 89 (1983) 77-87. [22] B. H. Gross, On p-adic L-series at s = 0, J. Fac. Sci. Univ. Tokyo, Sect. IA, 28 (1982) 979-994. [23] D. R. Hayes, Stickelberger functions for non-abelian Galois extensions of global fields, Contemp. Math.

358 193–206, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2004.

[24] U. Jannsen, Iwasawa modules up to isomorphism, Adv. Stud. Pure Math. 17 (1989) 171-207. [25] H. Johnston, A. Nickel, Noncommutative Fitting invariants and improved annihilation results, J. Lond.

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

[26] H. Johnston, A. Nickel, Hybrid Iwasawa algebras and the equivariant Iwasawa main conjecture, Amer.

J. Math. 140 (2018) 245-276.

[27] H. Johnston, A. Nickel, On the p-adic Stark conjecture at s = 1 and applications, J. Lond. Math. Soc.

101 (2020) 1320-1354, with an appendix by T. Hofmann, H. Johnston and A. Nickel. [28] L.V. Kuz’min, The Tate module for algebraic number fields, Math. USSR, Izv. 6 (1972) 263-321. [29] K. McGown, J. Sands, D. Vallières, Numerical evidence for higher-order Stark-type conjectures, Math.

Comput. 88 (2019) 389-420.

[30] A. Nickel, On non-abelian Stark-type conjectures, Ann. Inst. Fourier 61 (2011) 2577-2608. [31] A. Nickel, Integrality of Stickelberger elements and the equivariant Tamagawa number conjecture, J.

Reine Angew. Math. 719 (2016) 101-132.

[32] A. Nickel, The strong Stark conjecture for totally odd characters, to appear in Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. [33] C. D. Popescu, Base Change for Stark-Type Conjectures ‘over Z’, J. Reine u. Angew. Math. 542 (2002) 85-111.

[34] J. Ritter, A. Weiss, A Tate sequence for global units, Compositio Math. 102 (1996) 147-178. [35] K. Rubin, A Stark Conjecture ‘over Z’ for abelian L-functions with multiple zeros, Ann. Inst. Fourier 46 (1996) 33-62.

[36] J-P. Serre, Sur le résidue de la fonction zêta p-adique d’un corps de nombres, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris 278 (1978) 183-188.

[37] C. L. Siegel, Über die Fourierschen Koefficienten von Modulformen, Nachr. Akad. Wiss. Göttingen Math.-Phys. Kl. II 1970 (1970) 15–56.

[38] H. M. Stark, Class Fields and Modular Functions of Weight One, in Modular Functions of One Variable V (Bonn 1976), pp. 277–288, Springer Lecture Notes 601, Springer, Berlin, 1977.

[39] H. M. Stark, Values of L-functions at s = 1, IV: First derivatives at s = 0, Adv. Math. 35 (1980) 197-235.

[40] H. M. Stark, Derivatives of L-series at s = 0, in ‘Automorphic forms, representation theory and arithmetic (Bombay, 1979)’, pp. 261–273, Tata Inst. Fund. Res. Studies in Math., 10, Tata Inst. Fund. Res., Bombay, 1981.

[41] R. G. Swan, Induced representations and projective modules, Ann. Math. 71 (1960) 552-578. [42] 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.

[43] D. Vallières, The equivariant Tamagawa number conjecture and the extended abelian Stark conjecture, J. reine u. angew. Math. 734 (2018) 1-58.

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