arXiv:2402.12781v1 [math.NT] 20 Feb 2024

ON THE ANTICYCLOTOMIC IWASAWA THEORY OF NEWFORMS AT EISENSTEIN PRIMES OF SEMISTABLE REDUCTION

TIMO KELLER AND MULUN YIN

Abstract. Let f be a newform of weight k and level N with trivial nebentypus. Let p ∤ 2N be a maximal ideal of the ring of integers of the coefficient field of f such that the self-dual twist of the mod-p Galois representation of f is reducible with constituents φ, ψ. Denote a decomposition group over the rational prime p below p by G_p. We remove the condition φ|_{Gp} ‰ 1, ω from [CGLS22], and generalize their results to newforms of arbitrary weights. As a consequence, we prove some Iwasawa Main Conjectures and get the p-part of the strong BSD Conjecture for elliptic curves of analytic rank 0 or 1 over Q in this setting. In particular, non-trivial p-torsion is allowed in the Mordell– Weil group. Using Hida families, we also prove an Iwasawa Main Conjecture for newforms of weight 2 of multiplicative reduction at Eisenstein primes. In the above situations, we also get p-converse to the theorems of Gross–Zagier– Kolyvagin. The p-converse theorems have applications to Goldfeld’s conjecture in certain quadratic twist families of elliptic curves having a 3-isogeny.

Introduction

0.1. Statement of the main results. Let f P S_kpΓ_0pNqq with k “ 2r be a newform with coefficient field Qpfq and coefficient ring Zrfs. Let F be a finite extension of the completion of Qpfq at a chosen prime above p ą 2, and denote by O the ring of integers in F . Let p be the maximal ideal of O and let π be a generator of p. Assume that p is an Eisenstein prime for f, i.e., that the mod-p residual Galois representation ρ_f of G_Q associated with f is reducible. This means that its semisimplification is the direct sum of two characters. After replacing ρ_f by its self-dual twist ρ_f p1 ´ rq, these characters are φ, ψ “ φ^{´1}ω. (In the case k “ 2, ρ_f is the Galois representation of G_Q acting on A_f rpspQq where A_f {Q is the modular abelian variety attached to f). Note that by Serre’s Modularity Conjecture, a theorem of Khare–Kisin–Wintenberger, simple RM abelian varieties over Q are attached to newforms of weight 2, and vice versa.

Let K{Q be a Heegner field for N, i.e., an imaginary quadratic field such that all primes dividing N split completely in K. We further assume that D_K is odd and ‰ ´3, and that p “ vv splits in K.

In [CGLS22], it is proved for k “ 2 and Zrfs “ Z that, under the assumption φ|_{Gv} ‰ 1, ω (where 1 is the trivial and ω the mod-p cyclotomic character), the

Date: February 22, 2024.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11G40 (Primary) 11G05, 11G10, 14G10 (Secondary). TK was supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG), Geschäftszeichen STO 299/18-1, AOBJ: 667349 and by the 2021 MSCA Postdoctoral Fellowship 01064790 – ExplicitRatPoints while working on this article. 1

anticyclotomic Main Conjecture and Perrin-Riou’s Heegner point Main Conjecture hold. From this, the p-converse to Gross–Zagier–Kolyvagin’s theorem and the ppart of BSD in the analytic rank 1 case (under the assumption that φ is ramified at p and odd or unramified at p and even, which was later removed by [CGS23]) easily follow.

However, this excludes in particular the case where A_f pQqrps ‰ 0 in the case k “ 2. In this article, we close this gap and generalize the results to all weights and all coefficient rings.

Our main results are the Iwasawa Main Conjectures Theorem A and Theorem B, a p-converse theorem Theorem E to the theorem of Gross–Zagier–Kolyvagin– Logachëv, and the p-part of the BSD formula Theorem C in our situation when p does not divide the level of f. For newforms of weight 2, we obtain Iwasawa Main Conjectures at Eisenstein primes of semistable reduction (i.e., good reduction or bad multiplicative reduction). See Theorem D.

0.2. Method of proof and outline of the paper. First, we assume p does not divide the level of f from section 1 through section 4. Following the strategies in [CGLS22], the proof of our Iwasawa Main Conjectures for f is divided into two steps. We first compare the Iwasawa λ- and μ-invariants of the algebraic side of and analytic side, then prove a one side divisibility. The starting point is again the observation that a Main Conjecture should be equivalent to an imprimitive one. More specifically, for an appropriate Selmer group X_f for f and a corresponding Bertolini–Darmon–Prasanna p-adic L-function L_f , there is an equality for their ‘S-imprimitive’ versions CharpX^S_f qΛ^{nr} “ pL^S_f q as ideals in Λ^{nr}, where the p-adic L-function for f lives. Here we consider the primitive and imprimitive unramified Selmer groups (which are identified with the corresponding Greenberg Selmer groups in [CGLS22] in their setting) of the characters φ and ψ and of f over the anticyclotomic Iwasawa algebra Λ :“ O�Γ�, where Γ is the Galois group of the anticyclotomic Z_p-extension K_8 of K. Here Λ^{nr} – Λb̂_{Zp} Z^{nr}_p , for Z^{nr}_p the completion of the ring of integers of the maximal unramified extension of Q_p. Denote by F the residue field of F .

In Section 1, we show that the primitive unramified Selmer group of f and the characters φ, ψ appearing in the semisimplification of ρ_f are Λ-torsion with μ-invariant 0. In most cases, we get a simple relation between the λ-invariants

(0.1) λpX^S_f q “ λpX^S_φq ` λpX^S_ψ q

as in [CGLS22], but there is a special case when one of the characters is trivial over G_K , where we get

(0.2) λpX^S_f q ` 1 “ λpX^S_φq ` λpX^S_ψ q.

From here, we can easily get the same comparisons between the corresponding primitive Selmer groups. We mention that this difference in λ-invariants agrees with the Iwasawa Main Conjecture for the trivial character, which takes on a different form from others CharpX_1q “ pL_1 ¨ T q.

Since we allow one of the characters to be trivial on G_p, the proofs of (0.1) and (0.2) requires more general ideas than those in op. cit. in that the Selmer groups X^S_? (? “ f, ϑ) may not be almost divisible in the sense that they might contain non-trivial finite Λ-submodules. Indeed, the vanishing results of some H^0 and H^2 cohomology groups in op. cit. heavily rely on this condition and no longer hold in our situation. We will compare these groups for f to those of the characters directly and obtain an expected relation between their Selmer groups.

By Ribet’s Lemma (see [Bel09]), we can find a sub-lattice of the lattice for the padic Galois representation of f such that the associated mod-p Galois representation of f has no nonzero trivial subrepresentation over G_K . More precisely, we can fix a non-split extension 0 Ñ Fpφq Ñ ρ_f Ñ Fpψq Ñ 0 where the first character restricts to ω on G_p so in particular it’s non-trivial over G_K . We can assume this since both the Iwasawa Main Conjectures and the BSD Conjecture is invariant under isogenies. This choice of the lattice is crucial for our computations.

In Section 2, we show an analogous formula for the μ- and λ-invariants for the Katz p-adic L-functions of the characters and the BDP L-function of f{K. That is, λpL^S_f q “ λpL^S_φq ` λpL^S_ψ q,

where L^S_? – L_?¨ ś wPS P_wp?q for certain elements P_wp?q in Λ (see Lemma 1.1.1, section 1.5). Here ? “ f, φ or ψ. Using the known results on the Iwasawa Main Conjecture for the characters proved by Rubin [Rub91], we get the equality between algebraic and analytic Iwasawa invariants for f.

Hence it suffices to show that the characteristic ideal of the unramified Selmer group divides the p-adic L-function. For this, we can refer to [CGLS22, §§ 3, 4] because we chose a lattice T_f such that ρ_f has no nonzero trivial subrepresentation. The Main Conjectures can then be applied to yield the main results of this paper for the good reduction part.

The first anticyclotomic Iwasawa Main Conjecture we obtain is the following, which can be seen as a special case of Greenberg’s Main Conjectures.

Theorem A (Theorem 3.0.7 (IMC2)). Let f P S_kpΓ_0pNqq be a newform of arbitrary weight k and p ą 2 an ordinary Eisenstein prime not divining N, and let K be an imaginary quadratic field satisfying the hypotheses in section 0.1. Let X_f be the Pontryagin dual of the unramified Selmer groups for f (see section 1.4 for precise definitions) and let L_f be the corresponding BDP p-adic L-function. Then X_f is Λ-torsion, and CharpX_f qΛ^{nr} “ pL_f q as ideals in Λ^{nr}.

A second Iwasawa Main Conjecture of Perrin-Riou type, which is equivalent to the one above, is also obtained.

Theorem B (Theorem 3.0.7 (IMC1)). Let f P S_kpΓ_0pNqq be a newform of arbitrary weight k and p ą 2 an ordinary Eisenstein prime not dividing N, and let K be an imaginary quadratic field satisfying the hypotheses in section 0.1. Then both H^1_{FΛ} pK, Tq and X “ H^1_{FΛ} pK, M_f q^_ have Λ-rank one (see [CGLS22, section 3] for general definitions), and the equality

Char_ΛpX_{tors}q “ Char_ΛpH^1_{FΛ} pK, Tq{Λκ_8q^2

holds in Λ.

We now formulate our main results on the p-part of strong BSD for elliptic curves of good reduction at Eisenstein primes.

Theorem C (Theorem 4.2.1). Let E{Q be an elliptic curve and p ą 2 a prime of good reduction. Assume that E admits a cyclic p-isogeny with kernel C “ F_ppφq for some character φ: G_Q Ñ F^^_p (equivalently, Erps is reducible). Assume that r_{an}pEq P t0, 1u.

Then the p-part of the BSD formula holds for E{Q, i.e.,

ord_p

´ L˚pE{Q, 1q

Ω_E ¨ Reg_{E{Q} ¯ “ ord_p

´TampE{Qq#�pE{Qqrp8s

p#EpQq_{tors}q^2 ¯ . Here, L^˚pE{Q, 1q denotes the leading Taylor coefficient of LpE{Q, sq at s “ 1.

Finally, we modify Skinner’s use of Hida families in [Ski14] to prove a Main Conjecture in the multiplicative reduction case in section 5. The obstruction is again that our imprimitive Selmer groups X^S_? may have finite Λ-submodules. In particular, the characteristic ideals are no longer identified with the Fitting ideals. The formal argument can be carried out by replacing the Selmer groups by their free parts. We would also need to modify several pieces that go into the proof into the residually reducible setting.

Theorem D (Theorem 5.0.3). Let f be a newform of weight 2 and p}N an odd Eisenstein prime of multiplicative reduction. Let K be an imaginary quadratic field satisfying the hypotheses in section 0.1. Then the following equation holds in Λ^{nr}:

CharpX_f qΛ^{nr} “ pL_f q.

We remark that our Main Conjecture would yield a rank 1 BSD formula provided the results in [CGS23] are extended to higher weight modular forms.

0.3. Examples. Here are the elliptic curves E over Q in the [LMFDB] with EpQq_{tors} – Z{p, rank 0 or 1, and p a prime of good reduction: p “ 3, p “ 5, and p “ 7.

Here are concrete examples for each of these three infinite families, an example of smallest conductor in each case. Our main result implies the p-part of strong BSD for all their twists that have analytic rank 0 or 1, of which there exist infinitely many. Case p “ 3: 19a3 has torsion subgroup Z{3 and rank 1. Case p “ 5: 11a3 (“ X_1p11q) has torsion subgroup Z{5 and rank 0. Case p “ 7: 26b2 has torsion subgroup Z{7 and rank 1.

There are also examples of higher dimension: The descent computations for absolutely simple modular abelian surfaces in [KS22] and [KS23, § 6] are not necessary anymore for odd primes of good reduction. For example, the genus 2 curve X : y^2 “ 5x^6 ` 10x^5 ´ 13x^4 ´ 30x^3 ` 9x^2 ` 20x ´ 8 has absolutely simple semistable RM Jacobian J of squarefree level 5 ¨ 13 and rank 0 associated to the newform 65.2.a.c. Note that this curves is not covered by op. cit. The algorithms from op. cit. prove the prime-to-3 part of strong BSD for J{Q with #�pJ{Qq_{an} “ 2. Our results allow us to also prove the 3-part: Let the good ordinary prime 3 split as pp^1 in Zrfs “ Zr ? 3s such that ρ_p is irreducible and ρ_p1 is reducible with a trivial 1-dimensional subrepresentation coming from the 3-torsion. The results and algorithms of op. cit. prove that the Heegner index I_K for D_K “ ´131 (so 3 is split in O_K ) equals p^1 times some ideal lying above 2, and that the Tamagawa product considered as an ideal in Zrfs equals p^1. Hence [KS23, Theorem 5.2.2] proves that �pJ{Qqrps “ 0. Our main theorem implies [CGLS22, eq. (5.5)] with p-torsion replaced by p-torsion throughout, showing that v_p1 p#�pJ{Kqrp^{18}sq “ 2v_p1 pI_K q ´ 2v_p1 pTampJ{Qqq “ 2 ´ 2 “ 0. Since p^1 ∤ 2, we have �pJ{Kqrp^1s » �pJ{Qqrp^1s ‘ �pJ^K {Qqrp^1s, hence we get �pJ{Qqrp^1s “ 0, so strong BSD holds for J{Q with �pJ{Qq – Z{2. (Note that the argument with [CGLS22, eq. (5.5)] also provides evidence for the conjecture that the Tamagawa product divides the Heegner index.)

0.4. A p-converse theorem and applications to Goldfeld’s conjecture.

Theorem E (Theorem 4.1.1, Corollary 5.0.4). Let A{Q be a simple RM abelian variety associated to a newform f and P | p ą 2 a prime ideal of its endomorphism ring O of good or bad multiplicative reduction such that ρ_{A,P} is reducible.

Then

corank_OSel_P8 pA{Qq “ r P t0, 1u ùñ rk_OApQq “ r_{an}pfq “ r, and �pA{QqrP^8s is finite.

Our 3-converse theorem has several applications to Goldfeld’s conjecture, improving the bounds for the proportion of rank 1 twists when being combined with results [BKOS19, Shn21, BFS23] on the average 3-Selmer rank. See Remark 4.1.2.

0.5. Relation to previous works. Results in this paper in the good reduction case can be seen as direct generalizations of those in [CGLS22] to higher weight modular forms while removing the technical condition ϑ|_{Gp} ‰ 1, ω. Thus it would automatically generalize the results which require the main theorem in op. cit. as an input, for example [CGS23, Theorem A]. We also obtain generalizations of the structure theorems in [How04] as well as the anticyclotomic control theorem in [JSW17] in the residually reducible case which allows torsion. Since our characters are more general than those in [CGLS22], the results on the proportion of ranks of quadratic twists of an elliptic curve over Q with a rational 3-isogeny are also improved, following [BKOS19].

Finally, we obtain new results for newforms with multiplicative reduction at Eisenstein primes which include a proof of an Iwasawa Main Conjecture. These results are analogous to those in [Ski14], but the residually reducible case were untouched.

0.6. Ordering of the characters. Recall the short exact sequence relating the residual representation ρ_f to the characters

0 Ñ Fpφq Ñ ρ_f Ñ Fpψq Ñ 0, where we assumed that the first character φ restricts to ω on G_p and that the sequence is non-split. We could as well fix another ordering where the first character restricts to 1 on G_p. In fact, our original approach assumed that locally, the trivial character is a subrepresentation, regardless of whether the sequence is split or not. This made our computations in Section 1 easier. However, we had to heavily extend the results on the Kolyvagin system from [CGLS22, § 3], or rather [How04], to allow non-trivial torsion group H^0pK, ρ_f q. As our results might be useful for the future, we included them in the Appendix A. We also deduce a version of the anticyclotomic control theorem which allows non-trivial torsion in Appendix B. It should be mentioned that a direct proof of everything with torsion is possible, but we do not include it in this paper for simplicity.

0.7. Notation. Pontryagin duals are denoted by p´q^_. The mod-p cyclotomic character is denoted by ω and the p-adic cyclotomic character by χ. For any subextension L{K of K̄{K, denote by G_L the absolute Galois group of L.

0.8. Acknowledgements. We thank Debanjana Kundu and Otmar Venjakob for helpful discussions and Ari Shnidman for pointing out the application of our pconverse theorem to Goldfeld’s conjecture. We also thank MY’s advisor Francesc Castella for his guidance throughout this project. This work is part of MY’s forthcoming Ph.D. thesis.

1. Algebraic side

Let f P S_kpΓ_0pNqq^{new} be a newform of weight k “ 2r ě 2 and level N with trivial nebentypus. Fix an odd prime p ∤ N. Let Zrfs be the coefficient ring of f with field of fractions Qpfq. Let F be a finite extension of a completion of Qpfq at a chosen prime above p with ring of integers O. Let p “ pπq be the maximal ideal of O and let F{p be the residue field of O. We use the Pontryagin dual p´q^_ “ Hom_{O,cts}p´, F {Oq for locally compact O-modules.

Recall that ω is the mod-p cyclotomic character. Denote by

ρ_f : GalpQ{Qq Ñ Aut_F pV_f p1 ´ rqq – GL_2pF q the self-dual Tate twist of the p-adic Galois representation attached to f. It has determinant χ.

Let K Ă Q be an imaginary quadratic field in which p “ vv splits, with v the prime of K above p induced by ι_p. We also fix an embedding ι_8 : Q ãÑ C.

We assume that K satisfies the following Heegner hypothesis:

every prime ℓ | N splits in K

Let G_K :“ GalpQ{Kq Ă G_Q :“ GalpQ{Qq be the absolute Galois group of K, and for each place w of K let I_w Ă G_w Ă G_K be the corresponding inertia and decomposition groups, unique up to conjugation. Let Frob_w P G_w{I_w be the arithmetic Frobenius. For the prime v | p, we assume G_v is chosen so that it is identified with GalpQ_p{Q_pq via ι_p.

Let Γ :“ GalpK_8{Kq be the Galois group of the anticyclotomic Z_p-extension K_8 of K, and let Λ :“ O�Γ� be the anticyclotomic Iwasawa algebra over O. We shall often identify Λ with the power series ring O�T � by setting T “ γ ´ 1 for a fixed topological generator γ P Γ.

We record the following well-known properties of the anticyclotomic Z_p-extension K_8{K of an imaginary quadratic field K, i.e., the Z_p-extension on which complex conjugation acts as inversion. Readers who are only interested in the main results of this paper can directly go to section 1.1.

Lemma 1.0.1 (splitting of primes in K_8). Let w | ℓ ‰ p be a place of K. If ℓ is unramified and split in K, there are only finitely many primes of K_8 lying above ℓ. If ℓ is ramified or inert in K, ℓ splits completely in K_8.

Note that this is in contrast to the cyclotomic Z_p-extension, in which no primes are infinitely split.

Lemma 1.0.2 (local behavior of K_8 above p). Let K be an imaginary quadratic field and p “ vv a rational prime completely split in K. Let K_8{K be the anticyclotomic Z_p-extension.

(i) Γ is the Z_p-quotient of limÐÝ_n GalpK_n{Kq, where K_n is the ring class field of the order O_pn :“ Z ` p^nO_K . The unramified part of Γ at v | p is cyclic of order dividing h_K “ #GalpK_0{Kq, and K_{8,v}{K_{1,v} is totally ramified at v.

(ii) The completion K_{8,v} of K_8 at v | p is a ramified Z_p-extension of K_v “ Q_p different from K_{v,cyc}, the cyclotomic Z_p-extension of K_v. In particular, K_{8,v} X K_{v,cyc} is a finite extension of K_v.

(iii) Let v | p be a place of K. The image of the compositions G_v ãÑ G_K ↠ Γ and I_v ãÑ G_v ↠ Γ are open. If p ∤ h_K , the composition I_v ãÑ G_v ↠ Γ is surjective.

Proof. (i) Note that K_0 is the Hilbert class field of K, so by class field theory Frob_v P GalpK_0{Kq has order equal to the order of v in the class group of K. All primes above p are totally ramified in K_n{K_0, and one has canonical isomorphisms GalpK_n{Kq » PicpO_nq » pO_K {p^nq^^{pZ{p^nq^^ from [Cox13, equation (7.27)].

(ii) The first claim follows from [LNQD00, Theorem 3.2]; condition (ii) there is satisfied for K. Thus

GalppK_{8,v} X K_{v,cyc}q{K_vq – GalpK_{8,v}{K_vq{GalpK_{8,v} {pK_{8,v} X K_{v,cyc}qq must be a non-trivial quotient of GalpK_{8,v}{K_vq – Z_p by an open subgroup, and hence it must be finite.

(iii) By the (ii), G_v ãÑ G_{Kv} is open. The remaining statements follow from the (i). □

Corollary 1.0.3 (the localization is an isomorphism away from p). Let A be a p^8-torsion G_{Kw} -module. If ℓ ‰ p is unramified and split with w | ℓ in K, then the restriction morphism H^1pK_{8,w}{K_w, Aq Ñ H^1pI_w , Aq^{Γ{Iw} is an isomorphism.

Proof. See [PW11, Remark 3.1 and Lemma 3.2]. Note that the kernel and cokernel of the restriction morphism are the first and second Galois cohomology groups of a p-primary Galois module and that the profinite degree of the absolute Galois group G_{8,w} of K_{8,w} is prime to p. □

Lemma 1.0.4 (the dual of the Iwasawa algebra). The Pontryagin dual Λ^_ of the Iwasawa algebra is isomorphic to pF {OqrlimÝÑ_npΓ{Γ_nq^_s » plimÝÑ_n F {OqrpΓ{Γ_nq^_s.

Proof. This follows from the exactness property of the Pontryagin dual, which interchanges projective and injective limits, and the definition of the Iwasawa algebra as a projective limit. □

Corollary 1.0.5 (Galois cohomology of Iwasawa algebra equals Galois cohomology over the Z_p-extension). One has H^ipK, Λ^_q » H^ipK_8, F {Oq. For the twist of Λ^_ by a character ϑ: G_K Ñ F^^ ãÑ O^^, one has H^ipK, Opϑq b_O Λ^_q » H^ipK_8, F {Opϑqq. If K_ϑ is obtained from K by adjoining the values of ϑ, then K_ϑ is linearly disjoint from K_8 and one has H^ipK_8, F {Opϑqq » H^ipK_8K_ϑ, F {Oq^{Δϑ} .

Proof. See [CGLS22, proof of Theorem 1.2.2]. Note that their proof works for any ϑ. □

1.1. Local cohomology groups of characters. Recall that F “ O{p is the residue field of O, a finite field of characteristic p. Let ϑ: G_K Ñ F^^ be a character with conductor divisible only by primes that are split in K. Since the case where ϑ|_{Gp} ‰ 1, ω is already dealt with in [CGLS22], we focus on the complementary cases. Via the Teichmüller lift F^^ ãÑ F^^, we shall also view ϑ as taking values in O^^. Set M_ϑ :“ Opϑq b_O Λ^_.

The module M_ϑ is equipped with a G_K -action via ϑ b Ψ^{´1}, where Ψ: G_K Ñ Λ^^ is the character arising from the projection G_K ↠ Γ. One has a G_K -equivariant isomorphism M_ϑ^„ÝÑ Hom_{O,cts}pΛ, Opϑqq.

Note that one has an exact sequence

(1.1) 0 Ñ pF {Oqpϑq Ñ M_ϑ^{¨T}Ñ M_ϑ Ñ 0.

In this section, we study the local cohomology of M_ϑ at various primes w of K.

1.1.1. w ∤ p split in K.

Lemma 1.1.1. Let γ_w be the image of Frob_w in the decomposition group of w | ℓ. Let P_wpϑq “ P_wpℓ^{´1}γ_wq P Λ with P_w :“ detp1 ´ Frob_wX | F pϑq_{Iw} q the Euler factor at w of the L-function of ϑ.

The module H^1pK_w, M_ϑq^_ is Λ-torsion with characteristic ideal pP_wpϑqq. In particular, it has μ-invariant 0.

Proof. See [CGLS22, Lemma 1.1.1]. Note that their proof works for any ϑ. □

1.1.2. w | p in K.

Lemma 1.1.2. Let X be a finitely generated Λ-module.

(i) If

‚ XrT s “ 0 and ‚ X{T X is a free O-module of rank r, then X is a free Λ-module of rank r (and conversely).

(ii) If

‚ XrT s “ 0 and ‚ rk_OX{T X “ r, then rk_ΛX “ r.

Proof. (i) This is [CGLS22, Lemma 1.1.2] (see also [NSW08, Proposition 5.3.19 (ii)]). (ii) Consider the structure theorem

X „ Λ^s ‘ à i Λ{pf_iq ‘ à j Λ{pπ^{mj} q

for some distinguished polynomials f_i. That XrT s “ 0 implies there is no f_i. Then X{T X would have O-rank s because pΛ{pπ^{mj} qq{T is finite for any j. Hence r “ s. □

We now study the case ϑ|_{Gv} P t1, ωu excluded in [CGLS22]. Note that in each of these cases one property in [CGLS22] fails.

Proposition 1.1.3. Assume that ϑ|_{Gv} P t1, ωu (all other cases have been considered in the analogous [CGLS22, Proposition 1.1.3]). Then:

(i) The restriction morphism

r_w : H^1pK_w, M_ϑq Ñ H^1pI_w, M_ϑq^{Gw {Iw}

is surjective.

‚ If ϑ|_{Gw} “ 1, its kernel is a cofree O-module of rank 1. In particular, kerpr_w q^_ has Λ-rank 0 and it has no non-trivial finite Λ-submodule because all non-trivial subgroups of O are infinite.

‚ If ϑ|_{Gw} “ ω, it is an isomorphism.

(ii) ‚ If ϑ|_{Gw} “ 1, H^1pK_w, M_ϑq is Λ-cofree of rank 1.

‚ If ϑ|_{Gw} “ ω, X :“ H^1pK_w, M_ϑq^_ satisfies pd_ΛX ď 1, (hence) has no non-trivial finite (Λ-)submodule, and is generated by 2 elements with Λrank equal to 1.

Proof. Note that K_w “ Q_p and that K_{w,8}{K_w is an infinitely ramified Z_p-extension by Lemma 1.0.2 not containing μ_p because p ą 2 and prK_wpμ_pq : K_ws, pq “ 1.

(i): Since cdpK_wq “ 1 and G_w{I_w » Ẑ ¨ Frob_w, r_w is surjective and kerpr_wq » M^{Iw}_ϑ {pFrob_w ´ 1qM^{Iw}_ϑ by [Rub00, Lemma I.3.2 (i)]. Let us now determine the kerpr_wq by determining its Pontryagin dual as a Λ-module. Dualizing

0 Ñ M^{Gw}_ϑ Ñ M^{Iw}_ϑ^{Frobw ´1}

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ M^{Iw}_ϑ Ñ M^{Iw}_ϑ {pFrob_w ´ 1qM^{Iw}_ϑ Ñ 0

and noting that Pontryagin duality transforms G_w-invariants into the quotient by T , kerpr_w q^_ sits in an exact sequence

(1.2) 0 Ñ kerpr_wq^_ Ñ pM^__ϑ q_{Iw} Ñ pM^__ϑ q_{Iw} Ñ M^__ϑ {T Ñ 0.

If ϑ|_{Gw} ‰ 1, M^{Gw}_ϑ “ 0, so pM^__ϑ q_{Iw} Ñ pM^__ϑ q_{Iw} is a surjection of finitely generated modules over the Noetherian algebra Λ, hence an isomorphism.

If ϑ|_{Gw} “ 1, the exact sequence (1.2) reads

0 Ñ kerpr_wq^_ Ñ Λ_{Iw} Ñ Λ_{Iw} Ñ Λ{T Ñ 0,

i.e., 0 Ñ kerpr_w q^_ Ñ OrΓ{I_ws Ñ OrΓ{I_ws Ñ O Ñ 0.

Since I_w Ď G_w is of finite index by Lemma 1.0.2, Γ{I_w – Z{p^m with p^m | h_K . Hence all modules are O torsion-free and rk_O kerpr_w q^_ “ 1. We now prove (ii). Let X be the Λ-module H^1pK_w, M_ϑq^_. It is finitely generated because it is finite mod pp, T q. We determine XrT s and X{T X if ϑ|_{Gw} P t1, ωu.

Claim 0: H^ipK_w, M_ϑq “ H^ipK_{w,8}, F {Opϑqq and H^2pK_w, M_ϑq “ 0 independent of ϑ.

The first statement is Shapiro’s lemma. Note that K_{w,8}{K_w is a (infinitely ramified) Z_p-extension by Lemma 1.0.2. For the second statement, use the first and that from [Nek06]

H^2pK_w, M_ϑq “ H^2pK_{w,8}, F {Oq “ H^0_{Iw}pK_{w,8}{K_w, Opχϑ^{´1}qq “ 0,

where the 0-th Iwasawa cohomology is 0 by [SV16, Remark 5.11, Lemma 5.12].

Claim 1: H^1pK_w, M_1q{T “ H^1pK_w, M_ωq{T “ 0. From Claim 0, there is an isomorphism

H^1pK_w, M_ϑq{T^„ÝÑ H^2pK_w, F {Opϑqq.

From (1.4), one gets

0 Ñ H^1pK_w, F {Opϑqq{p Ñ H^2pK_w, Fpϑqq Ñ H^2pK_w, F {Opϑqqrps Ñ 0 and 0 Ñ H^2pK_w, F {Opϑqq{p Ñ H^3pK_w, Fpϑqq Ñ H^3pK_w, F {Opϑqqrps Ñ 0.

In the first sequence, H^2pK_w, Fpϑqq » H^0pK_w, Fpωϑ^{´1}qq^_ by Tate’s local duality. In the second sequence, the H^3 terms are 0 since cdpK_wq “ 2. Hence H^2pK_w, F {Opϑqq is p-divisible and finitely generated, hence isomorphic to pF {Oq^r for some r. If ϑ “ 1, r “ 0, since the middle term in the first sequence is 0, and so H^1pK_w, M_1q{T “ 0. If ϑ “ ω, H^2pK_w, F {Opωqq – H^0pK_w, Z_ppωqq^_ by Tate’s local duality (extended to O-modules using that projective limits are dual to injective ones) and the latter is 0. Claim 2a: H^1pK_w, M_1qrT s “ F {O.

Equivalently, pX{T Xq^_ “ 0 for the Pontryagin dual. The long exact cohomology sequence over K_w for (1.1) gives an exact sequence

(1.3) 0 Ñ H^0pK_w, M_ϑq{T Ñ H^1pK_w, F {Opϑqq Ñ X^_rT s Ñ 0.

By Claim 0, H^0pK_w, M_ϑq{T “ pF {Oq{T “ F {O, hence pH^0pK_w, M_ϑq{T q^_ “ H^0pK_w, M_ϑq^_rT s “ O.

If ϑ|_{Gw} “ 1, the middle term H^1pK_w, F {Opϑqq is canonically isomorphic to GalpK^{ab,p}_w {K_wq^_ “ pK^^_w q^{^,p} “ Z^2_p by local class field theory since μ_p Ć K^^_w . Hence the Pontryagin dual of the exact sequence (1.3) reads

0 Ñ X{T X Ñ O^2 Ñ O Ñ 0,

hence rk_OX{T X “ 1 and X{T X is O-free, hence X{T X – O and so X^_rT s – F {O.

Since XrT s “ 0 from Claim 1, apply Lemma 1.1.2 to X :“ H^1pK_w, M_ϑq^_ to get (ii) in the case ϑ|_{Gw} “ 1.

Claim 2b: H^1pK_w, M_ωqrT s – F {O ‘ O{p^n for some n ą 0. If ϑ|_{Gw} “ ω, we look at the sequence (1.3) again:

H^0pK_w, M_ϑq{T “ pF {Opωqq^{GKw,8} {T “ 0{T “ 0

because μ_p Ć K_{w,8}: GalpK_wpμ_pq{K_wq » pZ{pq^^ cannot be a quotient of the Z_pextension K_{w,8}{K_w if p ą 2 by Lemma 1.0.2 (iii). Hence

H^1pK_w, F {Opωqq^„ÝÑ X^_rT s “ pX{T Xq^_.

The long exact Galois cohomology sequence of

(1.4) 0 Ñ Fpωq Ñ F {Opωq^πÑ F {Opωq Ñ 0

gives the short exact sequence

0 Ñ H^0pK_w, F {Opωqq{p Ñ H^1pK_w, Fpωqq Ñ H^1pK_w, F {Opωqqrps Ñ 0.

We have already seen H^0pK_w, F {Opωqq “ 0, hence one has an isomorphism

H^1pK_w, Fpωqq^„ÝÑ H^1pK_w, F {Opωqqrps.

One can compute the (finite) F-dimension of H^1pK_w, Fpωqq using the local Euler– Poincaré characteristic formula, or by noting that H^1pK_w, Fpωqq is dual to H^1pK_w, Fq by Tate’s local duality, and the latter is an F-vector space of dimension dim_FpK^^_w q{p “ 2 by local class field theory, noting that μ_p Ć K^^_w “ Q^^_p since p ą 2.

The Galois cohomology of (1.4) also gives an exact sequence

0 Ñ H^1pK_w, F {Opωqq{p Ñ H^2pK_w, Fpωqq Ñ H^2pK_w, F {Opωqqrps Ñ 0.

The last term evaluates by Tate’s local duality theorem to

H^2pK_w, F {Opωqqrps » pH^0pK_w, Opχω^{´1}qq{pq^_ “ 0 with χ: G_{Kw} Ñ O^^ the p-adic cyclotomic character and χω^{´1} its projection χ^1 to the principal units 1 ` pZ_p (note that p ą 2). Hence

(1.5) H^1pK_w, F {Opωqq{p^„ÝÑ H^2pK_w, Fpωqq “ H^0pK_w, Fq^_ “ F

by Tate’s local duality.

Hence we know H^1pK_w, F {Opωqq mod p (namely F) and its p-torsion (namely F^2). As it is a cofinitely generated O-module (since its p-torsion is finite dimensional), writing it as pF {Oq^r ‘ A with A a finite O-module, A{p – F from (1.5), hence A – O{p^n for some n ą 0, and so F^2 – H^1pK_w, Fpωqq “ H^1pK_w, F {Opωqqrps “ F^{r`1}. Hence r “ 1 and H^1pK_w, F {Opωqq – F {O ‘ O{p^n with n ą 0, agreeing with the local Euler–Poincaré characteristic formula 0 ´ 2 ` 1 “ χpK_w, Fpωqq “ ´rK_w : Q_ps “ ´1.

Determination of H^1pK_w, M_ωq as a Λ-module.

Hence we know from (1.3) that X{T X – O ‘ O{p^n with n ą 0 in the case ϑ|_{Gw} “ ω, so by Lemma 1.1.2 X is not Λ-free and is generated by ď 2 elements over Λ, and that XrT s “ 0 from Claim 1. When XrT s “ 0, X is Λ-torsion free, and there is a presentation

0 C Λ^2 X 0

0 C{T Λ^2{T X{T 0

0 p^nO O^2 O ‘ O{p^n 0

–– –

of X as a Λ-module. Since C Ă Λ^2 is Λ-torsion free and C{T – p^nO, C – Λ by Lemma 1.1.2. Hence the presentation implies that rk_ΛX “ 1 and pd_ΛX ď 1, hence X has no finite Λ-submodule by [NSW08, Proposition (5.3.19) (i)]. □

1.2. Selmer groups of characters. Let ϑ: G_K Ñ F^^_p be a character whose conductor is divisible only by primes split in K (i.e., unramified over Q and have degree 1). Let Σ be a finite set of places of K containing 8 and the primes dividing p or the conductor of ϑ and such that every finite place in Σ is split in K. Denote the maximal extension of K unramified outside Σ by K^Σ. Recall that p splits as vv in K. Definition 1.2.1. (i) The Greenberg Selmer group of ϑ is

H^1_{FGr} pK, M_ϑq :“ ker ! H^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑq^{resGr}ÝÝÝÑ ź wPΣ,w∤p

H^1pKw, M_ϑq ^ H^1pK_v , M_ϑq ) . (ii) For S :“ Σztv, v, 8u, let the S-imprimitive Selmer group of ϑ be

H^1_F S_{Gr} pK, M_ϑq :“ ker ! H^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑq Ñ H^1pK_v , M_ϑq ) , Replacing M_ϑ by M_ϑrps in the above definitions, we obtain the residual Greenberg Selmer groups H^1_{FGr} pK, M_ϑrpsq and H^1_F S_{Gr} pK, M_ϑrpsq.

(iii) The Selmer group with unramified local conditions away from v, also called unramified Selmer group for short, of ϑ is

H^1_{Fnr} pK, M_ϑq :“ ker ! H^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑq^{resnr,ϑ}ÝÝÝÝÑ ź wPΣ,w∤p

H^1pIw, M_ϑq^{Gw {Iw} ^H^1pI_v, M_ϑq^{Gv {Iv} ) . (iv) For S :“ Σztv, v, 8u, let the S-imprimitive unramified Selmer group of ϑ be H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_ϑq :“ ker ! H^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑq Ñ H^1pI_v , M_ϑq^{Gv {Iv} ) , Replacing M_ϑ by M_ϑrps in the above definitions, we obtain the residual unramified Selmer groups H^1_{Fnr} pK, M_ϑrpsq and H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_ϑrpsq.

Note these Selmer groups are Λ-cofinitely generated (by finiteness of the p-Selmer groups and Nakayama’s lemma), and the Selmer groups are independent of the choice of Σ as reflected in their notation.

The local conditions for these unramified Selmer groups are relaxed (namely, the full group) at v and L_v “ kerpr_w q for w P Σztvu where r_w : H^1pK_w, M_ϑq Ñ H^1pI_w , M_ϑq^{Gw {Iw} is the restriction in Proposition 1.1.3. Note that H^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑq “ Sel^ΣpK, M_ϑq with the Σ-relaxed Selmer group and H^1_{Fnr} pK, M_ϑq “ Sel^Σ_{ztvu}pK, M_ϑq with the Σztvu-strict Selmer group by [Rub00, Lemma I.5.3]. Analogously, H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_ϑq “ Sel^Σ_{tvu}pK, M_ϑq is the v-strict Selmer group. The S-imprimitive Selmer group has less local conditions than the Selmer group, omitting the local conditions at S. Hence one has an inclusion H^1_{Fnr} pK, M_ϑq Ď H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_ϑq.

Note that because K_w “ Q_p and rQ_ppμ_pq : Q_ps “ p ´ 1 ą 1, ω|_{Gw} ‰ 1. Hence also ω|_{GK} ‰ 1. We need this because we use several times that ω has no invariants over G_w and G_K .

Theorem 1.2.2. Assume that the conductor of ϑ is only divisible by primes that split in K. Then H^1_{Fnr} pK, M_ϑq^_ is a finitely generated Λ-torsion module with μinvariant 0.

Proof. The first part of this proposition is essentially proved in [Rub91] (with [Rub94] to remove the assumption on h_K ). As explained in [CGLS22, Theorem 1.2.2], the dual Selmer groups H^1_{Fnr} pK, M_ϑq^_ are readily identified with the ϑ-isotypic components of X_8 (which are shown to be Λ-torsion in [Rub91, Remark (ii) after Theorem 4.1]) where X_8 is the Galois group of the maximal abelian pro-p extension of K_8K_ϑ unramified outside v, K_ϑ being the fixed field of kerpϑq.

That μ-invariants is 0 follows from the vanishing result of [Hid10] and the Iwasawa Main Conjectures in [Rub91] together with [CW78] (or more generally, [dS87, III.1.10] to remove the assumption on p ‰ 3, that p is an anomalous prime and that i ‰ 0 which corresponds to the case where ϑ|_{GK} “ 1). More precisely, if ϑ|_{GK} ‰ 1, then the Main Conjecture for ϑ identifies CharpX_ϑq with pL_ϑq and hence the algebraic μ-invariant equals the analytic one which vanishes. If ϑ|_{GK} “ 1, the Main Conjecture identifies CharpX_1q with pL_1 ¨ T q so again both μ-invariants vanish. □

Remark 1.2.3. (i) Recall that from Corollary 1.0.3, the local conditions of our Selmer group at w ∤ p agree with the Greenberg’s local conditions. This is also discussed in [CGLS22, Theorem 1.2.2]. As a consequence, our Selmer group can be alternatively defined as

H^1_{Fnr} pK, M_ϑq :“ ker ! H^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑq^{res}ÝÝÑ ź wPΣ,w∤p

H^1pK_w, M_ϑq ^ H^1pI_v , M_ϑq^{Gv {Iv} ) . (ii) We remark here that Theorem 1.2.2 is crucial in the proof of the fact that the global-to-local map defining the above Selmer group (as well as the imprimitive one) is surjective.

Proof. Regarding (ii): We want to show that the conditions (1)–(4) of [PW11, Proposition A.2] are satisfied for H^1pK, M_ϑq » H^1pK_8, F {Opϑqq by Shapiro’s lemma(see Corollary 1.0.5). The conditions are for K{Q an imaginary quadratic number field with p “ vv and local conditions L_w: (1) No place w | p splits completely in K_8. (2) The Selmer group is Λ-cotorsion. (3) H^0pK_8, HompOpϑq, F {Op1qqq is finite.

(4) r_v ` r_v :“ corank_ΛL_v ` corank_ΛL_v “ rk_OOpϑq “: rK : Qsd ´ d “: δpK, V q. Condition (1) is satisfied for the anticyclotomic Z_p-extension by Lemma 1.0.2. By Theorem 1.2.2, X_ϑ is Λ-torsion; this is condition (2). Denoting by χ the p-adic cyclotomic character. Then the Cartier dual HompOpϑq, F {Op1qq “ F {Opχϑ^{´1}q has finite G_{K8} -invariants for any finite order character ϑ. (This is equivalent to showing that χϑ^{´1}|_{GK8} ‰ 1. Note that kerpχq “ K_{cyc}, the cyclotomic Z_p-extension of K, is linearly disjoint from K_{cyc}, so χpG_{K8} q “ χpG_{K8} G_{Kcyc} q “ χpG_K q. Hence χ|_{GK8} : G_{K8} Ñ Z^^_p has open image. But multiplying it by the character ϑ^{´1} with finite image does not change this property.) This means that condition (3) is satisfied. Condition (4) is satisfied since one has r_v “ 1, r_v “ 0 (from Proposition 1.1.3), rK : Qs “ 2, d “ 1 (we have characters) and δpK, F pϑqq “ 1 (there is exactly one archimedean place up to equivalence, and it is complex, and d “ 1).

Surjectivity for the S-imprimitive Selmer group immediately follows. □

Consider the (finitely generated) Λ-modules

X^S_ϑ :“ H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_ϑq^_,

X_ϑ :“ H^1_{Fnr} pK, M_ϑq^_.

We now determine λpX^S_ϑ q in terms of H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_ϑrpsq.

Lemma 1.2.4 (relation between the p-torsion of the S-imprimitive Selmer group and the residual one). One has an isomorphism

H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_ϑrpsq » H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_ϑqrps.

Note that one has a surjection Sel^ΣpK, M_ϑrpsq ↠ Sel^ΣpK, M_ϑqrps by [Rub00, Lemma I.5.4].

Proof. The long exact cohomology sequence of 0 Ñ M_ϑrps Ñ M_ϑ Ñ M_ϑ Ñ 0 (note that M_ϑ is π-divisible since Λ^_ is) yields a short exact sequence

0 Ñ H^0pK^Σ{K, M_ϑq{π Ñ H^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑrpsq Ñ H^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑqrps Ñ 0,

with an analogous short exact sequence with K^Σ{K replaced by K_v. This allows us to first study the p-torsion of the Greenberg Selmer groups, which recovers [CGLS22,

Lemma 1.2.4] for arbitrary characters (their assumption ϑ|_{Gv} ‰ 1 is not essential). Indeed, by the snake lemma one has a commutative diagram with exact rows (Gr,ϑ)

0 kerpr^{Gr,0}_v q H^1_{F SGr} pK, M_ϑrpsq H^1_{F SGr} pK, M_ϑqrps

0 H^0pK^Σ{K, M_ϑq{p H^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑrpsq H^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑqrps0

0 H^0pK_v , M_ϑq{p H^1pK_v , M_ϑrpsq H^1pK_v , M_ϑqrps 0

rGr,0 v rGr,1 v

We have to study the kernel and the cokernel of

r^{Gr,0}_v : H^0pK^Σ{K, M_ϑq{p Ñ H^0pK_v, M_ϑq{p.

But its domain and codomain are 0: H^0pK^Σ{K, M_ϑq » H^0pK^Σ_8{K_8, F {Opϑqq and H^0pK_v, M_ϑq » H^0pK_{v,8}, F {Opϑqq, both isomorphisms by Shapiro’s lemma, which are both π-divisible: If ϑ “ 1, they are F {O; and if ϑ ‰ 1 but ϑ|_{Gv} “ 1, they are 0 and F {O. Otherwise 0 “ H^0pK^Σ_8{K_8, Fpϑqq^„ÝÑ H^0pK^Σ_8{K_8, F {Oqrps (and similar for the local H^0) shows that they are torsion p-groups with trivial π-torsion, hence 0. In particular, the middle row gives the identification H^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑrpsq “ H^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑqrps.

We then study the imprimitive Selmer groups with unramified local conditions. There is a similar diagram

(nr,ϑ)

0 kerpr^{nr,0}_v q H^1_{F Snr} pK, M_ϑrpsq H^1_{F Snr} pK, M_ϑqrps

0 H^0pK^Σ{K, M_ϑq{p H^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑrpsq H^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑqrps0

0 kerpf_ϑq^{H1pKv ,Mϑrpsq}_{kerpresMϑrpsq}^{H1pKv ,Mϑq}_{kerpresMϑ q} rps

rnr,0 v rnr,1 v fϑ

where again we need to study the domain and codomain of r^{nr,0}_v . But the domain remains the same, so still kerpr^{nr,0}_v q “ 0. We claim that the codomain kerpf_ϑq “ 0 as well.

From here and onward, we use ω̃ (resp. ~1) to denote a character ϑ of G_K whose restriction to G_v is ω (resp. 1) which may or may not be ω (resp. 1) on G_K .

When ϑ|_{Gv} “ ω, Proposition 1.1.3 (i) shows that kerpres_{Mω̃} q “ 0. Actually, the same argument shows that kerpres_{Mω̃ rps}q “ 0 as well, since both M^{Gv}_{ω̃} and M_{ω̃}rps^{Gv} are 0. Therefore, if ϑ|_{Gv} “ ω, the above two diagrams agree, so kerpf_{ω̃}q “ H^0pK_v, M_{ω̃}q{p “ 0.

When ϑ|_{Gv} “ 1, however, we need to study the map f~_1 in the bottom row more carefully. Note that in general for C a p-divisible submodule of A we have an isomorphism

(1.6) A{Crps » Arps{Crps.

Notice that from Proposition 1.1.3 (i), kerpres_{M~1} q “ F {O. A similar argument shows that for M~_1rps, the exact sequence (1.2) reads 0 Ñ kerpres_{M~1 rps}q^_ Ñ FrΓ{I_ws Ñ FrΓ{I_ws Ñ F Ñ 0, so kerpres_{M~1 rps}q “ F.

Note also that from the last row in the first diagram (Gr,ϑ), since H^0pK_v, M~_1q{p “ 0, there is an identification H^1pK_v , M~_1rpsq “ H^1pK_v, M~_1qrps. Therefore the domain of f~_1 is identified with^{H1pKv ,M~1 qrps}

kerpres_{M~1 rps}q . Let A “ H

1pK_v, M~_1q and C “ kerpres_{M~1} q “ F {O. The map f~_1 then looks like

Arps{F^{f~1}ÝÑ A{pF {Oqrps “ Arps{pF {Oqrps “ Arps{F, where the identification in the middle comes from (1.6). However, f~_1 is induced by the natural map H^1pK_v, M~_1rpsq^„ÝÑ H^1pK_v, M~_1qrps :“ Arps, so f~_1 must itself be an isomorphism on the quotients. Hence kerpf~_1q “ 0 as well.

Hence in both cases ϑ|_{Gv} “ ω and 1, H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_ϑrpsq Ñ H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_ϑqrps is an isomorphism by the snake lemma applied to the second diagram. □

Proposition 1.2.5. The S-imprimitive Selmer group X^S_ϑ is Λ-torsion with μinvariant 0 and λ-invariant

λpX^S_ϑ q “ λpX_ϑq` ÿ wPΣ,w∤p

λpP_wpϑqq.

Moreover, H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_ϑrpsq is finite and if ϑ|_{Gv} ‰ ω, dim_FH^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_ϑrpsq “ λpX^S_ϑ q.

Proof. When ϑ|_{Gv} ‰ 1, ω, this is [CGLS22, Proposition 1.2.5]. Now we obtain from Remark 1.2.3 that the restriction map defining H^1_{Fnr} pK, M_ϑq using unramified local conditions is surjective, so the sequence (1.7) 0 Ñ H^1_{Fnr} pK, M_ϑq Ñ H^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑq Ñ ź wPΣ,w∤p

H^1pKw , M_ϑq ^ H^1pI_v , M_ϑq^{Gv {Iv} Ñ 0

is exact. From the definitions, this readily yields the exact sequence (1.8) 0 Ñ H^1_{Fnr} pK, M_ϑq Ñ H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_ϑq Ñ ź wPS H^1pK_w, M_ϑq Ñ 0,

which combined with Theorem 1.2.2 and Lemma 1.1.1 gives the first part of the proposition.

Essentially the same proof in loc. cit. shows H^2pK^Σ{K, M_ϑq is 0. More precisely, we adopt the arguments from Greenberg in [Gre89], as we now explain.

First note that because GalpK^Σ{Kq has p-cohomological dimension 2, H^2pK^Σ{K, M_ϑq is cofree. Proposition 3 in op. cit. yields the following equation of Λ-coranks: corank_ΛpH^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑqq ´ corank_ΛpH^2pK^Σ{K, M_ϑqq “ 1.

Since corank_ΛpH^1pK^Σ{K, M_ϑqq ď 1(it follows from the exact sequence (1.7), together with Theorem 1.2.2, Lemma 1.1.1 and Proposition 1.1.3), this gives the cotorsionness of H^2pK^Σ{K, M_ϑq, so H^2pK^Σ{K, M_ϑq “ 0.

Then [Gre89, Proposition 5] shows that H^1pK^Σ{K, M~_1q^_ has no finite Λ-submo-dules. From Proposition 1.1.3, we see that P^S :“ p^{H1pKv ,M~1q}_{kerpresM~1 q} q^_ fits into an exact sequence 0 Ñ P^S Ñ Λ Ñ O Ñ 0, so P^S is a free Λ-module of rank 1. Then (1.7) and (1.8) readily yields

X^S_{~1} –

H^1pK^Σ{K, M~_1q^_ P^S as Λ-modules, and by [GV00, Lemma 2.6] we conclude that X^S_{~1} has no finite Λsubmodules.

Since X^S_{~1} is torsion with μ-invariant 0 by Theorem 1.2.2, the finiteness of H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M~_1qrps (and hence of H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M~_1rpsq by Lemma 1.2.4) follows from the structure theorem. It then follows that H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M~_1q is divisible, and in particular

H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M~_1q – pF {Oq^{λpXS̃1 q},

which together with Lemma 1.2.4 gives the formula for λ-invariant.

The same argument shows that H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_{ω̃}rpsq is finite, except that X^S_{ω̃} might have some finite submodules (also from Proposition 1.1.3) so we don’t obtain a simple formula about the λ-invariant. The computation will be postponed to section 1.4. □

Corollary 1.2.6. (i) Assume ϑ|_{Gv} ‰ ω. Then H^2pK^Σ{K, M_ϑrpsq “ 0.

(ii) When ϑ|_{Gv} “ 1, one has an exact sequence

0 Ñ H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_1rpsq Ñ H^1pK^Σ{K, M_1rpsq Ñ H^1pK_v , M_1rpsq{ kerpres_{M~1 rps}q Ñ 0.

Proof. (i) When ϑ|_{Gv} ‰ 1, ω, this is proved in [CGLS22]. Assume ϑ|_{Gv} “ 1.

The cohomology long exact sequence induced by multiplication by p on M~_1 yields an isomorphism

(1.9)

H^1pK^Σ{K, M~_1q pH^1pK^Σ{K, M~_1q

– H^2pK^Σ{K, M~_1rpsq.

On the other hand, from the exactness of (1.7) we deduce the exact sequence

(1.10) 0 Ñ H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M~_1q Ñ H^1pK^Σ{K, M~_1q Ñ H^1pI_v , M~_1q^{Gv {Iv} Ñ 0.

Since H^1pI_v , M~_1q^{Gv {Iv} is a quotient object of H^1pK_v, M~_1q, the dual of H^1pI_v , M~_1q^{Gv {Iv} is a subobject of H^1pK_v, M~_1q^_. By Proposition 1.1.3 (ii) the latter is free of Λ-rank 1, so the dual of H^1pI_v , M~_1q^{Gv {Iv} has no p-torsion, too. Since we showed in Theorem 1.2.5 that H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M~_1q is divisible, it follows from (1.10) that H^1pK^Σ{K, M~_1q^_ has no p-torsion, and so H^2pK^Σ{K, M~_1rpsq – 0 by (1.9).

(ii) By Remark 1.2.3 (ii), the global to local map defining the imprimitive unramified Selmer group H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M~_1q is surjective. By Theorem 1.2.5, H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M~_1q is divisible. Now with our Lemma 1.2.4, the proof of the second claim in Corollary 1.2.6 in op. cit. applies almost verbatim to our case. This finishes the proof. □

1.3. Local cohomology groups of ρ_f . Recall that f P S_kpΓ_0pNqq^{new} is a newform of weight k “ 2r. Let T :“ T_f be the self-dual twist of the p-adic Galois representation of f, V :“ V_f :“ T_f b_O F , and W :“ W_f :“ V_f {T_f . Let M_f be the G_K -module M_f :“ T b_O Λ^_.

Note that one has an exact sequence

0 Ñ W_f Ñ M_f^{¨T}Ñ M_f Ñ 0.

Recall that by ~1 (resp. ω̃) we mean a character ϑ of G_K with ϑ|_{Gp} “ 1 (resp. ω) which may or may not be 1 (resp. ω) on G_K . Compared to [CGLS22], we then have two new cases to deal with:

(i) 0 Ñ Fp~1q Ñ ρ_f Ñ Fpω̃q Ñ 0 (ii) 0 Ñ Fpω̃q Ñ ρ_f Ñ Fp~1q Ñ 0 We will see in section 1.4 that the choice of the ordering of the characters appearing in the decomposition in ρ_f will not matter. For our convenience, assume we are in case (ii). This assumption is in effect throughout section 1.3 and section 1.4.

Proposition 1.3.1. Let ρ be an irreducible 2-dimensional p-adic Galois representation whose residual representation ρ has semisimplification the direct sum of two 1-dimensional characters. Then there is a lattice such that the associated Galois representation is a non-split extension of those two characters in a given ordering.

Proof. See [Bel09, Proposition 1.4] □

Note that V_f is an irreducible G_K -module (this follows from the Tate conjecture for abelian varieties if k “ 2 and in for newforms of general weight from [Rib77, Theorem 2.3]), but becomes reducible when restricted to G_{Kv} because it is crystalline with distinct Hodge–Tate weights and characteristic polynomial having a unit root [BC09, Theorem 8.3.6]. Hence by isogeny invariance of the BSD Conjecture, we can assume ρ_f |_{GK} non-split with no trivial subrepresentation and that there is a short exact sequence

0 Ñ Fp rφq Ñ ρ_f |_{GK} Ñ Fp rψq Ñ 0

with φ “ rφ|_{GKv} “ ω.

Theorem 1.3.2. The p-adic Galois representation ρ_f |_{GKw} is crystalline with Hodge– Tate weights tr, 1 ´ ru.

Proof. This is because p ∤ N [Sch90, Theorem 1.2.4 (ii)] (note that the condition p ě k there can be removed by [Tsu99]). It has Hodge–Tate weights tr, 1 ´ ru since we have Hodge–Tate weights t0, k ´ 1u before taking the self-dual twist by 1 ´ r [Sch90, 4.2.0]. □

We first compute some H^0 cohomology groups.

Proposition 1.3.3. Let p ą 2 be a prime. Let K{Q be an imaginary quadratic field with p “ vv split in K and K_8|K be the anticyclotomic Z_p-extension.

Assume the reduction ρ_f “ V_f {T_f rps of V_f a 2-dimensional residual Galois representation of G_Q which is a non-split extension

0 Ñ Fpφq Ñ ρ_f Ñ Fpψq Ñ 0

with φ “ εω^{k´1} and ψ “ ε^{´1} and ε unramified at p. Then H^0pG_{K8} , ρ_f q “ 0 (i.e., ρ_f remains non-split over G_{K8} ).

Proof. Since ρ_f is non-split, it defines a nonzero extension class in

Ext^1_{FrGK s}pFpε^{´1}q, Fpεω^{k´1}qq » Ext^1_{FrGK s}pF, Fpε^2ω^{k´1}qq » H^1pK, Fpε^2ω^{k´1}qq;

here we use that twisting by ε induces an isomorphism on Ext^1. Thus it suffices to show that res: H^1pK, Fpε^2ω^{k´1}qq Ñ H^1pK_8, Fpε^2ω^{k´1}qq is injective.

Let L “ Kpε^2q. It is an extension of K of degree dividing p#F ´ 1q{2, hence coprime to p. It is also unramified at p. Since Kpω^{k´1}q{K is totally ramified at p as p ą 2 and K ‰ Qp ? ´3q, Qp ? ´1q, one has KpωqXL “ K. Note that Kpω^{k´1}q Ľ K because otherwise 2 | p ´ 1 “ ordpωq | pk ´ 1q, but k is even.

Now consider the commutative diagram of inflation-restriction sequences

0 H^1pK8|K, Fpε^2ω^{k´1}q^{GK8} q H^1pK, Fpε^2ω^{k´1}qq H^1pK8, Fpε^2ω^{k´1}qq

0 H^1pLK8|L, Fpε^2ω^{k´1}q^{GLK8} q H^1pL, Fpε^2ω^{k´1}qq H^1pLK8, Fpε^2ω^{k´1}qq

inf res inf res

The middle vertical arrow is injective by restriction-corestriction because p ∤ rL : Ks. The lower left group is 0 because Fpε^2ω^{k´1}q^{GLK8} “ Fpω^{k´1}q^{GLK8} “ 0 since no non-trivial p-th root of unity is contained in K_8 because it is a Z_p-extension of K and μ_ppKq “ t1u since p ą 2 and K ‰ Qp ? ´3q, Qp ? ´1q; note that ω^{k´1} ‰ 1.

Hence the lower restriction morphism is injective, hence by commutativity and exactness of the diagram the top restriction is injective. □

For simplicity, in the local cohomology groups, we write the characters as 1 and ω instead of ~1 and ω̃ since we do not care about their global behavior.

Proposition 1.3.4. Let w | p. Assume the Galois representation ρ_f does not have a trivial subrepresentation. Assume that for w | p, ρ_f |_{GKw} is an extension of the trivial representation F by Fpωq.

(i) H^0pK, V_f {T_f q “ 0.

(ii) H^0pK_w, V_f {T_f q is finite and cyclic, i.e., isomorphic to O{p^m with m ě 0. (iii) H^0pK_w, M_f q is finite and cyclic, i.e., isomorphic to O{p^m with m ě 0.

Proof. (i) Follows by assumption on T_f by Proposition 1.3.1. (ii) Note that we have V_f {T_f “ M_f rT s, hence H^0p?, V_f {T_f q Ď H^0p?_8, V_f {T_f qrT s for ? P tK, K_wu, so (ii) follows from (iii).

(iii) Note that ρ_f |_{GKw} is crystalline with Hodge–Tate weights tr, 1 ´ ru by Theorem 1.3.2. By [BC09, Theorem 8.3.6], ρ_f |_{Gw} is reducible

0 Ñ F pφq Ñ ρ_f |_{Gw} Ñ F pψq Ñ 0

with characters φ, ψ having Hodge–Tate weights tr, 1 ´ ru. By [BC09, Proposition 8.3.4], tφ, ψu “ tεχ^r, ε^{´1}χ^{1´r}u with ε an unramified character of G_{Kw} . But for m ‰ 0, εχ^m is non-trivial on G_{K8,w} by Lemma 1.0.2 (ii). Hence H^0pK_{8,w}, F pεχ^mqq “ 0, so H^0pK_{8,w}, F {Opεχ^mqq Ď F {O is finite and cyclic. (Note that H^0pK_{8,w}, F pεχ^mqq “ 0 implies H^0pK_{8,w}, F {Opεχ^mqq finite by [KO20, Lemma 2.7].) It remains to show that for one of ? “ φ, ψ, the invariants H^0pK_{8,w}, F {Op?qq “ 0.

Note that at least one H^0pK_w, Fpφqq, H^0pK_w, Fpψqq is 0 (since one of them is ω when restricted to G_w). Since ordpω|_{GK8} q “ p ´ 1 (since p ´ 1 is coprime to p), also at least one H^0pK_{8,w}, F {Opφqq, H^0pK_{8,w}, F {Opψqq is 0. Hence H^0pK_{8,w}, V_f {T_f q Ď F {O. It remains to show that we cannot have equality.

Case r ą 1: Note that in this case, both Hodge–Tate weights are ‰ 0. Let K^ε_w be a finite extension of K_w which trivializes ε. Then the restriction of φ, ψ : G_Kε_w Ñ Z^^_p have open image and are equal to some non-zero powers χ^a of χ. We claim that the restriction of φ, ψ to K_{8,w} also have open image, from which the proposition follows. It suffices to show the images of φ, ψ : G_Kε_{w K8,w} Ñ Z^^_p are open.

Let K^ε_{w,cyc} be a finite extension of K_{w,cyc} which trivializes ε. Then φ “ χ^a on G_Kε_{w,cyc XK}ε_{w K8,w} . From Lemma 1.0.2 (ii) we know that GalppK_{8,w} X K_{w,cyc}q{K_wq – GalpK_{8,w}{K_wq{GalpK_{8,w}{pK_{8,w} X K_{w,cyc}qq must be finite since it’s a non-trivial quotient of GalpK_{8,w}{K_wq – Z_p by a proper open subgroup. It follows that K^ε_{w,cyc} X K^ε_wK_{8,w} is also a finite extension of K_w. Now φpG_Kε_{w K8,w} q “ χ^apG_Kε_{w K8,w} q “ χ^apG_Kε_{w,cyc} G_Kε_{w K8,w} q “ χ^apG_Kε_{w,cyc XK}ε_{w K8,w} q must be open. The same is true for ψ.

Case r “ 1: Since r “ 1, ρ_f is the p-adic Galois representation attached to an abelian variety A{K_w with good reduction. Note that then F {Opφqrps “ Fpωq and we must show that H^0pK_{8,w}, F {Opψqq Ĺ F {O. Since r “ 1, ψ is unramified. Hence H^0pK^{nr}_w , F {Opψqq “ F {O. Hence G_Knr_w Ď ker ψ. We have to show that H^0pK_{8,w}, F pψqq Ĺ F {O, i.e., G_{K8,w} Ę ker ψ. Suppose otherwise, then G_Knr_w G_{K8,w} Ď ker ψ, i.e., H^0pK_{8,w} X K^{nr}_w , F {Opψqq “ F {O. But K_{8,w}|K_w is infinitely ramified, hence rK_{8,w} X K^{nr}_w : K_ws ă 8 and over any finite extension L{K_w, Arp^8spLq is finite by Mattuck’s theorem. □

Lemma 1.3.5. Let w | p in K. Then H^1pK_w, M_f q has Λ-corank 2.

Proof. Let X :“ H^1pK_w, M_f q^_. Consider the exact sequences

(1.11) 0 Ñ V_f {T_f Ñ M_f^{¨T}ÝÝÑ M_f Ñ 0 and (1.12) 0 Ñ ρ_f Ñ V_f {T_f^{¨π}ÝÝÑ V_f {T_f Ñ 0.

We aim to study the O-rank of X{T and mimic our argument in Proposition 1.1.3 (ii). We will show that XrT s “ 0 and the O-rank is 2, then the Λ-rank of X is 2 by the topological Nakayama lemma as in Lemma 1.1.2.

We would like to study the following short exact sequence coming from (1.11)

(1.13) 0 Ñ H^0pK_w, M_f q{T Ñ H^1pK_w, V_f {T_f q Ñ X^_rT s Ñ 0,

where the first term is finite by Proposition 1.3.4 (i).

By (1.12), there is an exact sequence

(1.14) 0 Ñ H^1pK_w, V_f {T_f q{p Ñ H^2pK_w, ρ_f q Ñ H^2pK_w, V_f {T_f qrps Ñ 0.

We claim that the last term in the above sequence is 0. Indeed, H^2pK_w, V_f {T_f q “ 0 because it’s dual to H^0pK_w, T_f q which must vanish because H^0pK_w, V_f {T_f q is finite by Proposition 1.3.4 (ii). Note that there is a sequence

0 Ñ H^0pK_w, Fpωqq “ 0 Ñ H^0pK_w, ρ_f q Ñ H^0pK_w, Fp1qq “ F,

so H^0pK_w, ρ_f q has F-dimension 0 or 1. From local duality and self-duality of ρ_f , H^2pK_w, ρ_f q “ H^0pK_w, ρ_f q^_ has the same dimension. Now we consider two cases.

Case I: dim_FpH^2pK_w, ρ_f qq “ dim_FpH^0pK_w, ρ_f qq “ 0.

In this case, from the local Euler characteristic formula [NSW08, Theorem 7.3.1], H^1pK_w, ρ_f q has F-dimension 2. By (1.12), there is an identification

(1.15) H^1pK_w, V_f {T_f qrps » H^1pK_w, ρ_f q{pH^0pK_w, V_f {T_f q{pq.

Since in this case H^0pK_w, V_f {T_f q “ 0, from (1.15) we see that H^1pK_w, V_f {T_f qrps has F-dimension 2. Therefore H^1pK_w, V_f {T_f q{p “ 0, so H^1pK_w, V_f {T_f q is O-cofree of rank 2. Hence X{T is also O-free of rank 2.

Case II: dim_FpH^2pK_w, ρ_f qq “ dim_FpH^0pK_w, ρ_f qq “ 1.

From (1.14), we see that H^1pK_w, V_f {T_f q{p also has F-dimension 1. Again by the local Euler characteristic formula, H^1pK_w, ρ_f q has F-dimension 4. Since in this case H^0pK_w, V_f {T_f q is non-trivial, we see from Proposition 1.3.4 (ii) that H^0pK_w, V_f {T_f q{p “ F. So by (1.15), H^1pK_w, V_f {T_f qrps has F-dimension 3. Hence rk_OpX{T q “ corank_OpX^_rT sq “ corank_OH^1pK_w, V_f {T_f q “ 2.

Now we show that XrT s “ 0. Indeed, the same arguments in Proposition 1.1.3 Claim 0 shows H^2pK_w, M_f q “ 0. We therefore have an identification X^_{T “ H^1pK_w, M_f q{T – H^2pK_w, V_f {T_f q “ 0. Now by Lemma 1.1.2 ((i) for Case I and (ii) for Case II), X has Λ-rank 2. □

Similarly as in Proposition 1.1.3, we define the restriction map for M_f by

res_{Mf} : H^1pK_w, M_f q Ñ H^1pI_w , M_f q^{Gw {Iw} .

Define res_{Mf rps} by replacing M_f with M_f rps in the above definition.

Lemma 1.3.6. kerpres_{Mf} q is finite and cyclic. Moreover, when H^0pK_w, M_f q is non-trivial, kerpres_{Mf rps}q “ F and when H^0pK_w, M_f q “ 0, kerpres_{Mf rps}q “ 0.

Proof. Similar to (1.2), there are two exact sequences for M_f and M_f rps respectively:

(1.16) 0 Ñ kerpres_{Mf} q^_ Ñ pM^__f q_{Iw} Ñ pM^__f q_{Iw} Ñ M^__f {T Ñ 0. and (1.17) 0 Ñ kerpres_{Mf rps}q^_ Ñ pM_f rps^_q_{Iw} Ñ pM_f rps^_q_{Iw} Ñ M_f rps^_{T Ñ 0.

Note that the last term in (1.16) is nothing but the dual of H^0pK_w, M_f q, which is finite by Proposition 1.3.4 (iii). Therefore H^0pK_w, M_f q^_ “ H^0pK_w, M_f q “ O{p^n for some n ě 0.

Note that pM^__f q_{Iw} is Λ-torsion because I_w is non-trivial by Lemma 1.0.2(iii), so kerpres_{Mf} q is also finite because characteristic ideals are multiplicative in exact sequences of torsion Λ-modules. Moreover, if H^0pK_w, M_f q “ 0, by Noetherian property of Λ the Λ-module surjection

pM^__f q_{Iw} Ñ pM^__f q_{Iw}

must be an isomorphism so kerpres_{Mf} q “ 0. Before proving it’s always cyclic, we first prove the second half of this proposition.

First assume H^0pK_w, M_f q is non-trivial and hence cyclic, then M_f rps^_{T “ H^0pK_w, M_f rpsq^_ “ pH^0pK_w, M_f qrpsq^_ “ F. Since pM_f rps^_q_{Iw} “ pH^0pI_w , M_f rpsqq^_ “ pH^0pI_{w,8}, ρ_f qq^_ is finite (the second equality follows from Shapiro’s lemma), it follows from sequence (1.17) that kerpres_{Mf rps}q “ F.

Now if H^0pK_w, M_f q “ 0, then M_f rps^_{T “ 0 so again from sequence (1.17) we see that kerpres_{Mf rps}q “ 0.

Finally, we show kerpres_{Mf} qrps Ď F, from which it follows immediate that kerpres_{Mf} q is cyclic because we have showed it’s finite.

Consider the diagram

0 kerpresq kerpres_{Mf rps}q kerpresM_f qrps

0 H^0pKw , M_f q{p H^1pKw , M_f rpsq H^1pKw , M_f qrps 0

0 H^0pIw, M_f q{p H^1pIw , M_f rpsq H^1pIw , M_f qrps 0

cokerpresq res

When H^0pK_w, M_f q “ 0, we have seen that kerpres_{Mf} q “ 0.

Now assume H^0pK_w, M_f q is non-trivial so H^0pK_w, M_f q{p “ F. In this case also kerpres_{Mf rps}q “ F. Since again H^0pI_w, M_f qrps “ H^0pI_w, M_f rpsq “ H^0pI_{w,8}, ρ_f q, we have an exact sequence

0 Ñ H^0pI_{w,8}, Fpωqq “ 0 Ñ H^0pI_w, M_f rpsq Ñ H^0pI_{w,8}, Fp1qq “ F.

Here H^0pI_{w,8}, Fpωqq “ 0 because ω is ramified and I_w {I_{w,8} is a pro-p group while the trivializing extension of ω has order divining p ´ 1. Hence H^0pI_w, M_f qrps Ď F. It follows that H^0pI_w, M_f q Ď F {O and H^0pI_w, M_f q{p Ď F.

Now if H^0pI_w , M_f q{p “ 0, from the above diagram we see that cokerpresq “ 0 and the snake lemma yields a surjection

kerpres_{Mf rps}q “ F Ñ kerpres_{Mf} qrps,

so kerpres_{Mf} q Ď F.

If H^0pI_w, M_f q{p “ F, then kerpresq “ cokerpresq Ď F. If both are 0, kerpres_{Mf} qrps “ kerpres_{Mf rps}q “ F. If both are F, then the snake lemma yields an injection

kerpres_{Mf} qrps Ñ cokerpresq “ F,

so again kerpres_{Mf} qrps Ď F. □

1.4. Selmer groups of ρ_f . Similarly as for that of M_ϑ, we define an unramified Selmer group for f by

H^1_{Fnr} pK, M_f q “ ker ! H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f q^{resnr,f}ÝÝÝÝÝÑ ź wPΣ,w∤p

H^1pI_w , M_f q^{Gw {Iw} ^ H^1pI_v , M_f q^{Gv {Iv} ) , and an S-imprimitive unramified Selmer group, where S “ Σ ´ tv, v, 8u, by

H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_f q “ ker ! H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f q^{res} S nr,f

ÝÝÝÝÑ H^1pI_v , M_f q^{Gv {Iv} ) . The residual Selmer groups H^1_{Fnr} pK, M_f rpsq and H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_f rpsq are defined in the same manner.

One can similarly define the Greenberg Selmer groups for f by imposing triviality at v.

By Ribet’s Lemma [Bel09], from the decomposition ρ^{ss}_f – Fpφq ‘ Fpψq one has an exact sequence

0 Ñ Fpφq Ñ ρ_f Ñ Fpψq Ñ 0,

which further induces and exact sequence of GalpK^Σ{Kq-modules

0 Ñ M_φrps Ñ M_f rps Ñ M_ψrps Ñ 0,

where φ ¨ ψ “ ω. The cases left out in [CGLS22] are when one of φ|_{Gp} , ψ|_{Gp} is trivial. Hence we assume this is the case.

Note that by Perrin-Riou’s formula in [KO20, Proposition 2.9], the order of φ and ψ does not matter: Conjecture 1.2 (1) in op. cit. is true (the Selmer group is Λ-cotorsion), so Conjecture 1.2 (2) (the anticyclotomic Main Conjecture for our modular forms)^1 is independent of the lattice T_f . Therefore we are free to assume that φ|_{Gp} “ ω and ψ|_{Gp} “ 1. We then write the global character φ (resp. ψ) as ω̃ (resp. ~1). We remark here that the BSD Conjecture is also independent of the lattice (see for example [Mil06, I.7]).

From now on, by essentially choosing a lattice T_f , we fix the following ordering of the characters appearing in the above sequence

(1.18) 0 Ñ M_{ω̃}rps Ñ M_f rps Ñ M~_1rps Ñ 0.

We remark here that the second character ~1 may be non-trivial or trivial on G_K . Therefore, H^0pK^Σ{K, M~_1rpsq may or may not be 0. Since the semisimplification ρ^{ss}_f is independent from the choice of a lattice T_f , we must study both cases. However, from [BP19, Theorem 5.2], we can always choose a non-split extension of ρ^{ss}_f so that Fp1q (the global trivial character) is never a subrepresentation, so we could always assume that H^0pK^Σ{K, M_f q “ 0 (equivalently, H^0pK, ρ_f q “ 0), i.e., there is no global torsion for f. We will do so in the rest of this paper. We also include some partial results without assuming global non-torsionness in the appendix for interested readers.

Let X_f and X^S_f denote Pontryagin dual of the primitive and S-imprimitive unramified Selmer groups of f. This section is devoted to proving the following relation between the λ-invariants of the imprimitive Selmer groups under the assumption that there is no global torsion:

Theorem 1.4.1. If φ|_{Gp} “ ω (so ψ|_{Gp} “ 1) and φ|_{GK} ‰ ω (so ψ|_{GK} ‰ 1). Then

λpX^S_f q “ λpX^S_φq ` λpX^S_ψq.

If φ|_{GK} “ ω and ψ|_{GK} “ 1,

λpX^S_f q ` 1 “ λpX^S_φq ` λpX^S_ψ q.

Furthermore, X^S_f and X_f are both Λ-torsion with μ-invariants 0.

1see also Remark 2.2.4.

Proof of the theorem: First notice that the sequence (1.18) yields a commutative diagram

H^1_{F Snr} pK, Mω̃ rpsq H^1_{F Snr} pK, M_f rpsq H^1_{F Snr} pK, M~_1rpsq

H^1pK^Σ{K, Mω̃ rpsq H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f rpsq H^1pK^Σ{K, M~_1rpsq

H1 pKv ,Mω̃ rpsq kerpresMω̃ rps q

H1pKv ,Mf rpsq kerpresMf rpsq

H1 pKv ,M~1 rpsq kerpresM~

1rps q

with exact rows. It then follows from Theorem 1.2.5 that H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_f rpsq is finite.

We have the following 2 diagrams for f with exact rows and columns similar to those of the characters in Section 1.2 and Lemma 1.2.4:

(Gr,f)

0 kerpr^{Gr,0}_v q H^1_{F SGr} pK, M_f rpsq H^1_{F SGr} pK, M_f qrps

0 H^0pK^Σ{K, M_f q{p H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f rpsq H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f qrps0

0 H^0pK_v , M_f q{p H^1pK_v , M_f rpsq H^1pK_v , M_f qrps 0

rGr,0 v rGr,1 v

(nr,f)

0 kerpr^{nr,0}_v q H^1_{F Snr} pK, M_f rpsq H^1_{F Snr} pK, M_f qrps

0 H^0pK^Σ{K, M_f q{p H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f rpsq H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f qrps0

0 kerpfq^{H1 pKv ,Mf rpsq}_{kerpresMf rps q}^{H1 pKv ,Mf q}_{kerpresMf q} rps

rnr,0 v rnr,1 v f

Since H^0pK^Σ{K, M_f q “ 0 and as we shall see, kerpfq Ď F, H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_f qrps must also be finite. Then from the structure theorem it follows that X^S_f (and hence X_f ) are Λ-torsion with μ-invariants 0. This proves the last part of the theorem.

Remark 1.4.2. As in Remark 1.2.3, the global-to-local map defining the Selmer groups (both the Greenberg’s one and the unramified one, both primitive and imprimitive) for f is also surjective in our case, due to [PW11, Proposition A.2].

(1) is already proved.

(2) is a proved above (both primitive and imprimitive).

To see (3), since ρ_f is self-dual, the cohomology group we consider is identified with H^0pK_8, V_f {T_f q. By the comments before [CGLS22, Lemma 3.3.3], we have ρ_f pG_{K8} q “ ρ_f pG_Qq, so we need to show that H^0pQ, V_f {T_f q is finite. Assume this is infinite, then V_f {T_f – pF {Oq^2 has at least a G_Q-stable copy of F {O. Since we could recover T_f “ limÐÝ V_f {T_f rp^ns from V_f {T_f , this implies T_f has a G_Q-stable copy of O. However, this contradicts the irreducibility of T_f as a G_Q module, a result of Ribet in [Rib77].

(4) holds by Lemma 1.3.5 (for Greenberg’s Selmer group) and Lemma 1.3.6 (for the unramified Selmer group).

To finish the proof of the theorem, it remains to compare the λ-invariants. Recall that by Lemma 1.3.6, kerpres_{Mf} q is finite. We now have 3 different cases to consider:

I H^0pK_w, M_f q is non-trivial and kerpres_{Mf} q “ 0 II Both H^0pK_w, M_f q and kerpres_{Mf} q are non-trivial III H^0pK_w, M_f q “ 0 (so also kerpres_{Mf} q “ kerpres_{Mf rps}q “ 0) For simplicity, we first assume kerpres_{Mf} q “ 0. In this case, the map f is surjective.

Case I:

Note that H^0pK_v, M_f q is cyclic and non-trivial, so by Proposition 1.3.4 (iii) one has H^0pK_v, M_f q{p “ F. Therefore kerpfq “ 0. Also H^0pK^Σ{K, M_f q{p “ 0 by Proposition 1.3.3.

To apply snake lemma, we add a fourth row to the unramified diagrams and abbreviate them as follows (here ? “ ~1, f or ω̃): (nr,?)

0 0 SelpM_?rpsq SelpM_?qrps

0 H^0pK^Σ{K, M_?q{p “ 0 H^1pK^Σ{K, M_?rpsq H^1pK^Σ{K, M_?qrps0

0 kerpf_?q “ 0^{H1pKv ,M?rpsq}_{kerpresM?rpsq}^{H1pKv ,M?q}_{kerpresM? q} rps 0

0 coker_{?rps} coker_?rps 0

r0? r?rpsr?[p] f?

Here dashed lines are used because in the case kerpres_{Mf} q ‰ 0 they may not be exact. We also remark that the cokernels appearing in the above diagrams are finite since all groups have finite O-rank.

Note that by the structure theorem of finitely generated Λ-modules (since μpSelpM_?qq “ 0) the λ-invariants of SelpM_?q can be computed as λpX^S_? q “ dim_FSelpM_?qrps ´ dim_FSelpM_?q{p, whereas coker_?rps “ impSelpM_?qrps Ñ SelpM_?q{pq by Remark 1.2.3 and Remark 1.4.2, so in particular

dimFSelpM_?q{p

“dimF kerpSelpM_?q{p Ñ H^1pK^Σ{K, M_?q{pq ` dimFim ` SelpM_?q{p Ñ H^1pK^Σ{K, M_?q{p ˘ “dimFcoker_?rps ` dimF ker ´ H^1pK^Σ{K, M_?q{p Ñ

H^1pK_v , M_?q kerpresM_? q {p ¯ . Denoting the last kernel by K_?, we get λpX^S_? q “ dim_FSelpM_?qrps ´ dim_Fcoker_?rps ´ dim_FK_?.

Now by Corollary 1.2.6, the last two terms are 0 when ? “ ~1. Hence, if we use dp¨q to represent the F-dimension of an F-vector space, we get the following

Lemma 1.4.3. We have

(i) dpSelpM~_1rpsqq “ λpX^S_{~1} q, (ii) dpSelpM_f rpsqq “ λpX^S_f q ` dpcoker_{f rps}q ` dpK_f q,

(iii) dpSelpM_{ω̃}rpsqq “ λpX^S_{ω̃} q ` dpcoker_{ω̃rps}q ` dpK_{ω̃}q.

The next step is to relate the left hand sides of the above equations. Unlike in [CGLS22], they do not simply satisfy an additive relation. Instead, we have Lemma 1.4.4. If ~1 ‰ 1 (i.e., the local trivial character is not globally trivial), we have dpSelpM_f rpsqq “ dpSelpM_{ω̃}rpsqq ` dpKq ` dpcoker_{f rps}q ´ dpcoker_{ω̃rps}q ´ dpCq ` 1, where K (resp. C) is the kernel (resp. cokernel) of the map

cokerpH^1pK^Σ{K, M_{ω̃}rpsq Ñ H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f rpsqq Ñ coker

´ H1pK_v , M_{ω̃}rpsq kerpres_{Mω̃ rps}q Ñ H^1pK_v, M_f rpsq kerpres_{Mf rps}q ¯ . If ~1 “ 1, we have

dpSelpM_f rpsqq “ dpSelpM_{ω̃}rpsqq ` dpKq ` dpcoker_{f rps}q ´ dpcoker_{ω̃rps}q ´ dpCq. Proof. This is just generalized snake lemma:

0p Fq H^1pK^Σ{K, Mω̃ rpsq H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f rpsq cokerpgq 0

0 F^{H1pKv ,Mω̃ rpsq}

kerpresMω̃ rpsq

H1 pKv ,Mf rpsq kerpresMf rps q cokerpgv q 0

coker_{ω̃rps} coker_{f rps} C 0 g gv

Here the map g is injective if ~1 ‰ 1 and it has kernel F if ~1 “ 1.^2

To see why the top two rows are exact on the left, first notice that H^0pK^Σ{K, M_?rpsq “ 0 for all ? “ ω̃, f and ~1 if ~1 is globally non-trivial (it’s F otherwise). This gives exactness of the first row. Now H^0pK_v, M~_1rpsq “ F and H^0pK_v, M_f rpsq “ H^0pK_v, M_f qrps “ F because we are in Case I.

Thus the map H^1pK_v, M_{ω̃}rpsq Ñ H^1pK_v, M_f rpsq is injective. Adding the local conditions kerpres_{Mω̃ rps}q “ 0, kerpres_{Mf rps}q “ F, we get an exact sequence

0 Ñ F Ñ

H^1pK_v, M_{ω̃}rpsq kerpres_{Mω̃ rps}q

g_v ÝÑ H^1pK_v, M_f rpsq kerpres_{Mf rps}q . □ For later use, we remark that we also get from the above argument that cokerpg_vq – cokerpH^1pK_v, M_{ω̃}rpsq Ñ H^1pK_v, M_f rpsqq.

To finish the proof of Theorem 1.4.1, we now relate K_f to K_{ω̃}. The argument in Corollary 1.2.6 (or more precisely, [Gre89, Proposition 3, Proposition 4] together with Proposition 1.1.3 and Lemma 1.3.5) implies the vanishing of H^2pK^Σ{K, M_?q. We can then identify K_f (resp. K_{ω̃}) with K^{p2q}_f (resp. K^{p2q}_{ω̃} ) in the following two diagrams (noting that kerpres_{Mf} q “ kerpres_{Mω̃} q “ 0)

2This is the only place where global trivialness of the character makes a difference on the algebraic side. Similar difference also appears if we choose the other ordering of the characters, since it determines whether f has global torsion, as the (local) trivial character is a subrepresentation in that case. This difference corresponds to a different Iwasawa Main Conjecture for the (global) trivial character. See Theorem 2.2.3.

26 TIMO KELLER AND MULUN YIN

0 K_f K^{p2q}_f 0 0

0 H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f q{p H^2pK^Σ{K, M_f rpsq H^2pK^Σ{K, M_f qrps “ 00

0 H^1pK_v , M_f q{p H^2pK_v , M_f rpsq H^2pK_v , M_f qrps 0 – 0 Kω̃ K^{p2q}_{ω̃} 0 0

0 H^1pK^Σ{K, Mω̃ q{p H^2pK^Σ{K, Mω̃ rpsq H^2pK^Σ{K, Mω̃ qrps “ 00

0 H^1pK_v , Mω̃ q{p H^2pK_v , Mω̃ rpsq H^2pK_v , Mω̃ qrps 0 –

It therefore suffices to relate K^{p2q}_f to K^{p2q}_{ω̃} .

Corollary 1.2.6 also gives the vanishing of H^2pK^Σ{K, M~_1rpsq. By local duality and Shapiro’s lemma, we get H^2pK_v, M~_1rpsq “ H^0pK_{v,8}, Fpωqq “ 0 as well. We then obtain the following diagram

(K^{p2q}_f , K^{p2q}_{ω̃} )

0 K^{p2q}_{ω̃Ñf} K^{p2q}_{ω̃} K^{p2q}_f

0 kerphq H^2pK^Σ{K, Mω̃ rpsq H^2pK^Σ{K, M_f rpsq H^2pK^Σ{K, M~_1rpsq “ 0

0 kerph_v q H^2pK_v , Mω̃ rpsq H^2pK_v , M_f rpsq H^2pK_v , M~_1rpsq “ 0

0 h hv

from which we get (1.19) dpK^{p2q}_{ω̃} q “ dpK^{p2q}_f q ` dpK^{p2q}_{ω̃Ñf} q.

The middle left vertical map is surjective because its domain and codomain are quotients of those of H^1pK^Σ{K, M~_1rpsq Ñ H^1pK_v, M~_1rpsq which is surjective.

Next, consider the diagram

(Sel,~1)

0 K SelpM~_1rpsq kerpjq

0 cokerpgq H^1pK^Σ{K, M~_1rpsq kerphq 0

0 cokerpg_v q^{H1 pKv ,M~1 rpsq}

kerpresM~

1 rps

q cokerpiq 0

C 0 0 0 j i

where g, g_v are the maps in Lemma 1.4.4. Note that by Corollary 1.2.6, the middle vertical map is surjective, so is the right vertical map. We thus conclude that (1.20) dpSelpM~_{1rps}qq “ dpKq ` dpkerpjqq ´ dpCq.

The above diagram together with the diagram

0 0 kerpresM_{~1} q “ F kerpkq

0 cokerpH^1pK_v , Mω̃ rpsq Ñ H^1pK_v , M_f rpsqqH^1pK_v, M~_1rpsq kerph_v q 0

0 cokerpg_vq^{H1pKv ,M~1rpsq}_{kerpresM~1 rpsq} cokerpiq 0

0 0 0 0 k i

then yields the following diagram

0 K^{p2q}_{ω̃Ñf} K^{p2q}_{ω̃Ñf} 0

0 kerpjq kerphq cokerpiq 0

0 kerpkq “ F kerph_v q cokerpiq 0

0 0 0 0 “ “

from which we see (1.21) dpkerpjqq “ dpK^{p2q}_{ω̃Ñf} q ` 1.

Combining equations (1.19), (1.20), (1.21) with Lemma 1.4.3 and Lemma 1.4.4, we get λpX^S_f q “ λpX^S_φq ` λpX^S_ψ q if φ “ ω̃ ‰ ω (equivalently, if ψ “ ~1 ‰ 1); and λpX^S_f q ` 1 “ λpX^S_φq ` λpX^S_ψq

if φ “ ω̃ “ ω (equivalently, if ψ “ ~1 “ 1q.

Case II: kerpres_{Mf} q “ O{π^n for some n ě 1 In this case, it is necessary that kerpres_{Mf} qrps “ F “ kerpres_{Mf} rpsq. Since kerpres_{Mf} q is no longer divisible, the natural injective map

H^1pK_v, M_f qrps kerpres_{Mf} qrps Ñ H^1pK_v, M_f q kerpres_{Mf} q rps has cokernel kerpkerpres_{Mf} q{p Ñ H^1pK_v , M_f q{pq which might be 0 or F. Denote this cokernel by C_f .

The map H^1pK_v, M_f rpsq kerpres_{Mf rps}q Ñ H^1pK_v, M_f q kerpres_{Mf} q rps

28 TIMO KELLER AND MULUN YIN

factors through the above map and has kernel F. The diagram (nr,?) now becomes (nr,? “ f)

0 0 SelpM_f rpsq SelpM_f qrps

0 0 H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f rpsq H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f qrps 0

0 kerpf_f q “ F^{H1pKv ,Mf rpsq}

kerpresMf rpsq

H1pKv ,Mf q kerpresMf q rps Cf 0

F coker_{f rps} coker_f rps C_f 0

r0f rf rpsrf [p] ff

Therefore as in the Case I we still get

λpX^S_f q “ dim_FSelpM_f qrps ´ dim_Fcoker_f rps ´ dim_FK_f ,

and hence

(1.22) dpSelpM_f rpsqq “ λpX^S_f q ` dpC_f q ` dpcoker_{f rps}q ` dpK_f q ´ 1

by the generalized snake lemma.

Finally, we compare K_f to K_{ω̃} in this case. Recall that in Case I we showed that

dpK_{ω̃}q “ dpkerpH^1pK^Σ{K, M_f q{p Ñ H^1pK_v , M_f q{pqq ` dpK^{p2q}_{ω̃Ñf} q

(here the first kernel coincides with K_f in that case), it suffices to compare K^I_f :“ kerpH^1pK, M_f q{p Ñ H^1pK_v , M~_f q{pq to K_f . This is done by considering the following diagram

0 0 K^I_f K_f

0 0 H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f q{p H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f qp 0

0 C_f kerpresM_f q{p “ F H^1pK_v , M_f q{p^{H1pKv ,Mf q}_{kerpresMf q} {p 0

0 C_f F 0 0 0 “

If C_f “ F, K_f “ K^I_f and (1.22) becomes exactly as in Case I, so the result follows by the same computation. If C_f “ 0, K_f “ K^I_f ` F and (1.22) becomes

dpSelpM_f rpsqq “ λpX^S_f q ` dpcoker_{f rps}q ` dpK_f q ´ 1,

and dpK_{ω̃}q “ dpK_f q ` dpK^{p2q}_{ω̃Ñf} q ´ 1. The same result follows from this observation.

Case III: H^0pK_w, M_f q “ 0 In this case, it is necessary that kerpres_{Mf} qrps “ F “ kerpres_{Mf} rpsq by Lemma 1.3.6.

We only study what can be different from Case I.

ANTICYCLOTOMIC IWASAWA THEORY OF NEWFORMS AT EISENSTEIN PRIMES 29

The diagram (nr,? “ f) now becomes

0 0 SelpM_f rpsq SelpM_f qrps

0 H^0pK^Σ{K, M_f q{p “ 0 H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f rpsq H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f qrps0

0 kerpf_f q “ H^0pK_v , M_f q{p “ 0 H^1pK_v , M_f rpsq H^1pK_v , M_f qrps 0

0 coker_{f rps} coker_f rps 0

r0f rf rpsrf [p] ff

which agrees with Case I.

H^0pK_v, M_f q “ 0 also implies H^0pK_v , M_f rpsq “ 0, so we get an exact sequence

0 Ñ H^0pK_v, M~_1rpsq “ F Ñ H^1pK_v, M_{ω̃}rpsq Ñ H^1pK_v , M_f rpsq.

This is exactly the final ingredient in the proof of Lemma 1.4.4. Now exactly the same arguments as in Case I give the desired relation. □

1.5. Comparison I: Algebraic Iwasawa invariants. We’re now ready to state the main result of the algebraic side. Let P_wpfq :“ P_wpℓ^{´1}γ_wq P Λ with V_f “ T_f b Q_ℓ and P_w “ detp1 ´ Frob_wX | V_{f,Iw} q.

Recall that we have fixed the ordering of the characters appearing in the following decomposition:

0 Ñ Fpφp“ ω̃qq Ñ ρ_f Ñ Fpψp“ ~1qq Ñ 0.

Theorem 1.5.1. Assume that φ|_{Gp} “ ω and φ|_{GK} ‰ ω.

Then the module X_f is Λ-torsion with μpX_f q “ 0 and

λpX_f q “ λpX_φq ` λpX_ψ q` ÿ wPS � λpP_w pφqq ` λpP_wpψqq ´ λpP_wpfqq ( . In the case where φ|_{GK} “ ω, the same results hold except that the relation between Λ-invariants now becomes

λpX_f q ` 1 “ λpX_φq ` λpX_ψq` ÿ wPS � λpP_wpφqq ` λpP_wpψqq ´ λpP_wpfqq ( . Proof. With our Theorem 1.4.1 and Remark 1.4.2, the proof is the same as that of [CGLS22, Theorem 1.5.1]. □

2. Analytic side

Let f P S_kpΓ_0pNqq with k “ 2r be a newform, p ∤ 2N and K an imaginary quadratic field satisfying the Heegner hypothesis. As in the algebraic side, we assume p “ vv is split in K. We further assume that the discriminant D_K of K is odd and D_K ‰ ´3. Recall that Λ “ O�Γ� denotes the anticyclotomic Iwasawa algebra, and set Λ^{nr} “ Λb̂_{Zp} Z^{nr}_p , for Z^{nr}_p the completion of the ring of integers of the maximal unramified extension of Q_p. This is where the BDP p-adic L-function lives.

In this section, we continue to study the case ρ^{ss}_f “ Fpφq ‘ Fpψq. Note that the cases when φ|_{Gp} “ 1 (resp. ω) but φ|_{GK} ‰ 1 (resp. ω) are already studied in [CGLS22]. We therefore only state the theorems we need and explain how to extend the results to the case where φ|_{GK} “ 1.

2.1. p-adic L-functions.

2.1.1. The Bertolini–Darmon–Prasanna p-adic L-functions. Thanks to the Heegner hypothesis, we can fix an integral ideal N Ă O_K with

O_K {N » Z{N.

Proposition 2.1.1 (p-adic interpolation property). There exists an element L_f P Λ^{nr} characterized by the following interpolation property: If ξ̂ P X_p8 is the p-adic avatar of a Hecke character ξ of infinity type pn, ´nq with n ě 0 and p-power conductor, then

L_f pξ̂q “

Ω^{4n}_p Ω^{4n}_K ¨ 4Γpn `^k_2 qΓpn ´^k_2 ` 1qξ^{´1}pN^{´1}q p2πq^{2n`1}p ? DK q^{2n´1}

¨p1´appfqp^{´r}ξ_pppq`ξ_ppp^2qp^{´1}q^2¨L ` f{K, ξ,^k_2 ˘ . Here and in the following p-adic units may be ignored in the expressions.

Proof. This is proved in [CGLS22, Theorem 2.1.1], using results from [CH18]. We remark here that the assumption p ∤ p2k ´ 1q! can be directly removed from op. cit. so for arbitrary weights we would be able to study all odd primes.

More precisely, [CH18, Prop. 3.8] gives

L_f pξ̂q “ Ω^{2k`2n}_p ¨ L^{alg}p^1_2 , π_K b ψξq ¨ e_ppf, ψξq ¨ ξpN^{´1}q ¨ 2^{#Apψq`3}c_0εpfq ¨ u^2_K a D_K ,

where

L^{alg}p^1_2 , π_K b ξq “

Γpn ` rqΓpn ´ r ` 1q 2p2πq^{2n`1}p ? D_K q^{2n}

Lp^1_2 , π_K b ξq Ω^{4n}_K , since Impϑq “^{?DK}_2 . Note that we can take c “ c_0 “ 1 for our application to the weight 2 BSD formula (see for example [CGLS22, Theorem 5.1.3] where the summation is over σ P GalpH{Kq), so in particular p ∤ c_0 and

e_ppf, ξq “ p1 ´ a_ppfqp^{´r}ξ_pppq ` ξ_ppp^2qp^{´1}q^2.

Also notice that u_K “ 1 if D_K ă ´4, Apψq “ 1 since pD_K , Nq “ 1. The global root number εpfq “ ˘1 is ignored since it’s a unit. Now as in [CGLS22, Theorem 2.1.1], put η^{´1}ξ in place of ξ for a Hecke character η of infinity type p^k_2 , ´^k_2 q, and notice that ηpNq is also a unit since p ∤ N, we get the desired interpolation property. □

Remark 2.1.2. We mention that the period Ω_K is denoted by Ω_8 in [CGLS22]. But as is pointed out in [CGS23, Remark 2.3.2], the Ω_8 defined in the next theorem (coming from Katz, de Shalit and Hida–Tilouine) is different from the Ω_K in this proposition (coming from [BDP13]) and they satisfy the relation Ω_8 “ 2πi ¨ Ω_K .

2.1.2. Katz p-adic L-functions.

Theorem 2.1.3. There exists an element L_f P Λ^{nr} characterized by the following interpolation property: For every character ξ of Γ crystalline at both v and v̄ and corresponding to a Hecke character of K of infinity type pn, ´nq with n P Z_{ą0} and n ” 0 (mod p ´ 1), we have

L_ϑpξq “

Ω^{2n}_p Ω^{2n}_8

¨ 4Γpn `^k_2 q¨ p2πiq^{n´ k2} ? D_K^{n´ k2}

¨ p1 ´ ϑ^{´1}ppqξ^{´1}pvqq ¨ p1 ´ ϑppqξpv̄qp^{´1}q ^ ź ℓ|C p1 ´ ϑpℓqξpwqℓ^{´1}q ¨ Lpϑ_K ξN^{k2}_K , 0q.

Proof. See [Kri16, Theorem 27]. Similarly as in [CGLS22, Theorem 2.1.2], we take χ “ ϑ_K ξN^{k2}_K , k_1 “ n `^k_2 , k_2 “ ´n `^k_2 (note that the infinity type of the Hecke characters in these 2 papers differ by a sign. Also the weight in [Kri16] is k while the weight in [CGLS22] is 2k). □

2.2. Comparison II: Analytic Iwasawa invariants. Theorem 2.2.1. L_f ” pE^ι_{φ,ψ}q^2 ¨ pL_φq^2 pmod pΛ^{nr}q.

Proof. See [CGLS22, Theorem 2.2.1]. Note that when φ|_{GK} ‰ 1, we always have full Eisenstein descent by [Kri16]. If φ|_{GK} “ 1, we would only get partial Eisenstein descent in some cases. However, the proof in [CGLS22] essentially only requires partial Eisenstein descent because only the constant term of G (a certain Eisenstein series in loc. cit.) can be different and the p-depletion of G does not see the constant term.

We remark here that the formula in [Kri16, Theorem 37] now becomes

L_Gpξq “

Ω^{2n}_p Ω^{2n}_K ¨ Γpn `^k_2 qφ^{´1}p ? ´D_K qξpt̄qt gpφq ¨ 1 p2πiq^{n` k}2 ? D_K^{n´ k2} ^Ξ_{ξ´1N´} k_{2K} pφ, ψω^{´1}, N_`, N_´, N_0q ¨ Lpφ_K ξN^{k2}_K , 0q,

where we take χ^{´1} “ ξN^{k2}_K , ψ_1 “ φ, ψ_2 “ φ^{´1} “ ψω^{´1}, and j “ n ´^k_2 . Here we’re using N_K pt̄q “ 1 is a unit since p ∤ c because t | N.

From Remark 2.1.2, the above formula becomes

L_Gpξq “

Ω^{2n}_p Ω^{2n}_8 ¨ Γpn `^k_2 qφ^{´1}p ? ´D_K qξpt̄qt gpφq ¨ p2πiq^{n´ k2} ? D_K^{n´ k2} ^Ξ_{ξ´1 N´} k_{2K} pφ, ψω^{´1}, N_`, N_´, N_0q ¨ Lpφ_K ξN^{k2}_K , 0q,

which agrees with the formula in [CGLS22, eq. (2.7)]. □

Combining the above inputs, as in [CGLS22], we obtain the following: Theorem 2.2.2. Assume that ρ^{ss}_f “ Fpφq ‘ Fpψq as G_Q-modules, with the characters φ, ψ labeled so that p ∤ condpφq. Then μpL_f q “ 0 and

λpL_f q “ λpL_φq ` λpL_ψ q` ÿ wPS tλpP_wpφqq ` λpP_wpψqq ´ λpP_wpfqqu.

Theorem 2.2.3. Assume that ρ^{ss}_f “ Fpψq ‘ Fpφq. Then μpL_f q “ μpX_f q “ 0 and λpL_f q “ λpX_f q.

Proof. The proof relies on the one-variable Iwasawa Main Conjectures for the characters which is already explained in Theorem 1.2.2. We will add a little more detail. When φ|_{GK} R t1, ωu, the proofs are identical to those in [CGLS22]. Note also that in those cases the results on the algebraic side (see Theorem 1.5.1) are also compatible. We explain how to modify the arguments to the case where ψ|_{GK} “ 1.

It is essentially proved in [Rub91] that for any character ϑ of G_K , we have

CharpH^1_{Fnr} pK, M_ϑqq “ CharpU_8{C̄_8q^ϑ,

where U_8 and C_8 are the local units and elliptic units defined in op. cit. As is mentioned in the remarks after Theorem 4.1 there, the further identification

CharpU_8{C̄_8q^ϑ “ CharpL_ϑq

is done in [CW78]. Notice that they need to assume (i) p ą 3; (ii) p is not anomalous for their elliptic curve E; and (iii) i ‰ 0 where i is the power of χ acting on the isotypic components pU_8{C̄_8q^{piq}, with χ giving the canonical action of GalpKpErπsq{Kq on Erπs. Notice that our mod p character ϑ is the reduction of χ, where the trivial character 1 corresponds to i “ 0 and ω corresponds to i “ 1.

The above assumptions are not needed in a more general theorem [dS87, III.1.10] of de Shalit, but the result is different when ϑ|_{GK} “ 1. We remark here that the i “ 0 case can also be studied directly using the idea of [Yag82, Lemma 28] where pi_1, i_2q “ p0, 0q, which also yields

CharpU_8{C̄_8q^1 “ CharpL_1 ¨ T q,

showing that λpX_1q “ λpL_1q ` 1. Together with Theorem 1.5.1, this yields the equation λpX_f q “ λpL_f q, as expected. □

Remark 2.2.4. The above arguments imply that the standard Iwasawa Main Conjectures for the trivial character is different from others, namely the algebraic λ-invariant is bigger than the analytic λ-invariant by 1. Actually, it is always predicted that some global torsion terms should appear (see, for example, [Gre94]). However, in our setting, even if f has global torsion, it must be finite (from Proposition 1.3.4 (iii)) and will not affect the λ-invariants, so our use of Perrin-Riou’s formula in section 1.4 is justified.

3. Proofs of the Iwasawa Main Conjectures

We will directly adopt the notations and the arguments from [CGLS22] to prove the main theorems of this paper, some of which are further generalized in [CGS23]. More precisely, we will prove two Iwasawa Main Conjectures at a time. In the Kolyvagin system argument, we need to replace their assumption EpKqrps “ 0 by H^0pK, ρ_f q “ 0 so that their arguments apply to arbitrary weight modular forms. By the arguments in the beginning of section 1.4, we are allowed to make this assumption. We will list the intermediate results we need and comment on what should and should not be changed.

Let f P S_kpΓ_0pNqq^{new} be a newform and let Zrfs be the coefficient ring of f with field of fractions Qpfq. Let F be a finite extension of the completion of Qpfq at a chosen prime above p ∤ 2N with ring of integers O. Let π P O be a uniformizer and F :“ O{π be the residue field of O. Throughout this section, assume that

(h.1) H^0pK, ρ_f q “ 0.

As before, Γ “ GalpK_8{Kq denote the Galois group of the anticyclotomic Z_pextension of K. We let α : Γ Ñ R^^ be a character with values in the ring of integers R of a finite extension Φ{Q_p. Let

r :“ rk_OR.

Let ρ_f : G_Q Ñ GL_2pF q be the unique semisimple p-adic Galois representation unramified outside pN and such that ρ_f pFrob_ℓq has characteristic polynomial

T^2 ´ a_ℓℓ^{1´ k2} T ` ℓ

for all ℓ ∤ pN.

Let T be an Galois stable lattice and consider the G_K -modules

T_α :“ T b_O Rpαq, V_α :“ T b_O Φ, A_α :“ T b_R Φ{R – V_α{T_α.

Let γ P Γ be a topological generator, and set C_α – # v_ppαpγq ´ α^{´1}pγqq α ‰ α^{´1}, 0 α “ α^{´1}.

The first remarkable result from [CGLS22] is the following theorem generalizing [How04, Theorem 2.2.10].

Theorem 3.0.1. Suppose α ‰ 1 and that there is a Kolyvagin system κ_α “ tκ_{α,n}u_{nPN} P KSpT_α, F_{ord}, L_f q with κ_1 being non-torsion. Then H^1_{Ford} pK, T_αq has rank one, and there is a finite R-module M_α such that H^1_{Ford} pK, A_αq – pΦ{Rq ‘ M_α ‘ M_α with length_RpM_αq ď length_RpH^1_{Ford} pK, T_αq{R ¨ κ_{α,1}q ` E_α for some constant E_α P Z_{ě0} depending only on C_α, T_f , and rk_OpRq.

In [CGS23, section 6], the above result was generalized so that the error term can be made independent of α, at the expense of requiring α to be ‘sufficiently close to 1’. More precisely, they have

Theorem 3.0.2. Assume α ” 1 pmod ϖ^mq. Then there exist non-negative integers M and E depending only on T_pE and rank_{Zp} pRq such that if m ě M and if there is a Kolyvagin system κ_α “ tκ_{α,n}u_{nPN} P KSpT_α, F_{ord}, L_f q with κ_1 being non-torsion. Then H^1_{Ford} pK, T_αq has rank one, and there is a finite R-module M_α such that

H^1_{Ford} pK, A_αq – pΦ{Rq ‘ M_α ‘ M_α

with length_RpM_αq ď length_RpH^1_{Ford} pK, T_αq{R ¨ κ_{α,1}q ` E and the ‘error term’ E is independent of m.

We mention that Theorem 3.0.1 (in combination with our Theorem 1.5.1 and Theorem 2.2.3) is sufficient for us to get a desired BSD formula in rank 1, but together with Theorem 3.0.2 it leads to a stronger result on the anticyclotomic Main Conjecture, in the sense that the divisibility in [CGLS22, Theorem 3.4.1] holds more generally without the need to invert γ ´ 1 (see [CGS23, Theorem 6.5.1]).

Thanks to the highly axiomatized arguments from [CGLS22], [CGS23], we only need to explain how to get the error term C_1 in op. cit., as everything else can be directly extended to our more general setting.

According to the proof of [CGLS22, Proposition 3.6], we only need to find one non-trivial scalar matrix in O^^ X impρ_f |_{GK8} q.

Lemma 3.0.3. The intersection U “ O^^ X impρ_f |_{GK8} q contains infinitely many scalar matrices. Here by abuse of notation O^^ denotes O^^ ¨ I_2, the invertible scalar matrices in GL_2pOq.

Proof. Note that by the discussion above [CGLS22, Lemma 3.3.3], we have ρ_f pG_Qq “ ρ_f pG_{K8} q.

Since ρ_f is a Hodge–Tate representation, Bogomolov in [Bog80] showed the image (possibly after embedding GL_2pF q in GL_{2n}pQ_pq for some n) is open in its algebraic envelope. Since ρ_f is irreducible by [Rib77], so is its natural projection in PGL_2pF q. We also know impρ_f q must be infinite. Actually, there will be infinitely many determinants since det ρ_f “ χ^{k´1} from op. cit. Now by the classification of all algebraic subgroups of GL_2pF q (see [NvdPT08], whose results work over any algebraically closed field of characteristic 0), we see that the algebraic envelope of impρ_f q must be F^^ times a minimal group (in Theorem 4 of op. cit., only (2)(a)(b) have infinitely many determinants, yet they are reducible), therefore it must contain infinitely many scalar matrices. So does the image. □

Remark 3.0.4. It is mentioned in [CGLS22] that f has no CM by K under their assumptions. When f has no CM, there is a more straightforward proof of this openness result, using Momose’s results (see for example [Rib85]) generalizing the open image results of Serre.

For U “ O^^ X impρ_f q as in Lemma 3.0.3, let

C_1 :“ mintv_ppu ´ 1q : u P Uu.

Since U is an open subgroup of O^^, 0 ď C_1 ă 8.

The rest of the proof of Theorem 3.0.1 and Theorem 3.0.2 can be directly borrowed from the corresponding papers. We next explain how to apply Iwasawa theory to prove the Main Conjectures. First we study a consequence of Theorem 3.0.1, Theorem 3.0.2.

Theorem 3.0.5. Suppose there is a Kolyvagin system κ P KSpT, F_Λ, L_f q where κ_1 is non-torsion. Then H^1_{FΛ} pK, Tq has Λ-rank one, and there is a finitely generated torsion Λ-module M such that

(i) X „ Λ ‘ M ‘ M, (ii) Char_ΛpMq divides Char_ΛpH^1_F pK, Tq{Λκ_1q in Λ.

Proof. With Theorem 3.0.1 and Theorem 3.0.2, this theorem follows exactly as in [CGLS22] and [CGS23], using specializations at height one primes of Λ. We mention that in the aforementioned papers the divisibilities hold only after inverting p, which is sufficient to their applications, but the computation works for the prime p too, as is readily explained in [How04, Theorem 2.2.10]. □

The next result allows us to construct a non-trivial Kolyvagin system.

Theorem 3.0.6. There exists a Kolyvagin system κ^{Hg} P KSpT, F_Λ, L_f q such that κ^{Hg}_1 P H^1_{FΛ} pK, Tq is non-torsion.

Proof. The construction of Generalized Heegner cycles and how they form a Kolyvagin system are essentially given in [LV16, Section 4]. We explain how to modify their construction to our situation, following [CGLS22]. As in op. cit., we do not assume p ∤ h_K or the ‘big image’ result. The first change appears in [LV16, Theorem 2.4], where the vanishing of H^0pK_8, W q now follows from our Proposition 1.3.3. As in [CGLS22], among the axioms in the Kolyvagin systems in [LV16, section 3.1], (H.1) is replaced by (h.1) and (H.2) is not needed. Their Lemma 4.2 still works if we first replace p with a generator π of p, but this then implies the original result for p. Finally, as in [CGLS22, Theorem 4.1.1], the isomorphism

H^1pKrns, T{T_nTq^{Gpnq »}ÐÝ H^1pK, T{I_nTq

follows from the fact that the extensions Krns and Qpρ_f q are linearly disjoint, and that H^0pK_8, ρ_f q “ 0. The construction in [LV16, Section 4] now gives a Kolyvagin system in our setting.

That the class is non-trivial follows from [CH18, Proposition 3.9, Theorem 4.9]. Indeed, the left hand side of the equation in Theorem 4.9 in op. cit. is nonzero by Proposition 3.9 there, so the right hand side is nonzero. Therefore the class z_f ‰ 0. But this is just cores_{Kr1s{K} β_0r1s in [LV16, Proposition 4.9]. Therefore from its construction it’s easy to see the first Kolyvagin class κ_1 is non-trivial. That κ_1 is non-torsion follows from the fact that H^1_{FΛ} pK, Tq is torsion free (see for example [How04, Theorem 2.2.9] where the condition H^0pK_8, ρ_f q “ 0 follows from (h.1)). □

We are ready to prove the Iwasawa Main Conjectures similar to those in [CGLS22].

Theorem 3.0.7. Assume that p “ vv splits in K and H^0pK, ρ_f q “ 0 Then the following statements hold:

(IMC1) Both H^1_{FΛ} pK, Tq and X “ H^1_{FΛ} pK, M_f q^_ have Λ-rank one, and the equality

Char_ΛpX_{tors}q “ Char_ΛpH^1_{FΛ} pK, Tq{Λκ_8q^2

holds in Λ_{ac}.

(IMC2) Both H^1_{Fnr} pK, Tq and X_f “ H^1_{Fnr} pK, M_f q^_ are Λ-torsion, and the equality

Char_ΛpX_f qΛ^{nr} “ pL_f q

holds in Λ^{nr}.

Proof. We begin by noting that (IMC1) and (IMC2) are equivalent; in fact, an either side divisibility in one of them is equivalent to a corresponding divisibility in the other (see [CGLS22, Prop. 4.2.1] and [BCK21, Thm. 5.2]). Theorem 3.0.5 shows one divisibility of (IMC1), which translates to a divisibility of (IMC2). Using the equality between the algebraic and analytic Iwasawa invariants (see Theorem 1.5.1 and Theorem 2.2.3), the divisibility in (IMC2) is turned into an equality. Hence (IMC1) also holds. □

Remark 3.0.8. As is explained in the beginning of section 1.4, the above theorem still holds without assuming H^0pK, ρ_f q “ 0.

4. Proof of the p-converse and the p-part of BSD formula

In this section, we discuss several applications of our results in the previous sections, whose prove are direct generalizations of those in [CGLS22, § 5].

4.1. The p-converse theorem.

Theorem 4.1.1. Let A{Q be a simple RM abelian variety associated to a newform f and P | p ą 2 a prime ideal of its endomorphism ring O “ EndpAq of good reduction such that ρ_{A,P} is reducible.

Then

corank_OSel_P8 pA{Qq “ r P t0, 1u ùñ rk_OApQq “ r_{an}pfq “ r,

and �pA{QqrP^8s is finite.

Proof. The proof of [CGLS22, Theorem 5.2.1] works if one replaces the reference [Mon96, Theorem 1.5] there by [Nek18, Theorem C] and replaces [CGLS22, Corollary 4.2.3] by our Theorem 3.0.7 (IMC1). □

The p-converse theorem has the following applications to Goldfeld’s conjecture in quadratic twist families with a 3-isogeny where 3 is a prime of good or bad multiplicative reduction. We thank Ari Shnidman for communicating and explaining them to us.

Remark 4.1.2. (i) Better proportions of quadratic twists of (algebraic and analytic) rank 1 in [BKOS19, Theorem 2.5] for a fixed elliptic curve, in particular a lower bound of^3_4 ¨^5_{12} “^5_{16} “ 31.25 % in the most advantageous cases (for example, when it’s the curve having Cremona label 19a3). Note that the proportion claimed in [CGLS22, Remark 5.2.4] is only for a subfamily (corresponding to good reduction and with their assumptions on the isogeny character) of the twists. Indeed, for the twists E_d of the curve E “ 19a3, the results in loc. cit. only apply when d ” 2 pmod 3q whereas our result also covers the cases when d ” 1 pmod 3q, covering at least^3_8 `^3_8 “^3_4 of the proportion of the 3-Selmer rank 1 twists. The twists with d ” 0 pmod 3q correspond to bad additive reduction and are not covered by our p-converse theorems.

(ii) Our result seems not to improve the bounds for rank 0 in [BKOS19] in the situation of (i), but it allows one to quantify how often the BSD rank conjecture holds. Namely, their results give us that at least^1_4 of the twists have 3-Selmer rank 0, hence at least^3_4 ¨^1_4 “^3_{16} of them have analytic rank 0. Together with (i),^3_{16} `^5_{16} “^1_2 of the twists satisfy the BSD rank conjecture.

(iii) Similar improvements apply to quadratic twist families of abelian varieties A of GL_2-type over Q with a 3-isogeny, as in [BFS23, Theorem 1.4, Corollary 7.2] and [Shn21, Theorem 1.5]. For example, in the context of the latter result (where the abelian varieties all have good reduction at 3), our Theorem 4.1.1 gives an unconditional lower bound of^5_{16} for the proportion of twists with rank 1 over the RM ring.

4.2. The p-part of BSD formula.

Theorem 4.2.1. Let E{Q be an elliptic curve and p ą 2 a prime of good reduction. Assume that E admits a cyclic p-isogeny with kernel C “ F_ppφq for some character φ: G_Q Ñ F^^_p (equivalently, Erps is reducible). Assume that r_{an}pEq P t0, 1u.

Then the p-part of the BSD formula holds for E{Q, i.e.,

ord_p

´ L˚pE{Q, 1q

Ω_E ¨ Reg_{E{Q} ¯ “ ord_p

´TampE{Qq#�pE{Qqrp8s

p#EpQq_{tors}q^2 ¯ .

Here, L^˚pE{Q, 1q denotes the leading Taylor coefficient of LpE{Q, sq at s “ 1.

Proof. This follows from [CGLS22, Theorem 5.3.1], where the use of Theorem 4.2.2 in op. cit. is replaced by our Theorem 3.0.7 (IMC2). We remark that the assumption that the character is either ramified at p and even, or unramified at p and odd coming from [GV00] is now removed by [CGS23] in both the rank 0 and rank 1 formulae, and the assumption that φ|_{Gp} ‰ 1, ω is removed by us.

Note that to make the arguments in [CGLS22, Theorem 5.3.1] work, we need an anticyclotomic control theorem which allows torsion submodules. This is done in Appendix B. The formula in [CGLS22, Theorem 5.1.1] then becomes

#Z_p{f_Ep0q “ #�pE{Kqrp^8s¨ ~ #pZ_p{p^{1´ap`p}_p q ¨ log_{ωE} P q rEpKq_{{tors} : Z ¨ P s_p ¨ #pEpKq_{tors}q_p

¸_2 ^ ź w c_wpE{Kq_p,

where x_p – p^{ordppxq} denotes the p-part of a rational number x. We remark that in the control theorem from [JSW17], their anticyclotomic Selmer group is actually the ‘Greenberg Selmer group’ for f (which agrees with the unramified Selmer group in [CGLS22]). However, since kerpres_{Mf} q is finite by Lemma 1.3.6, these two Selmer groups generate the same characteristic ideals.

Together with the above formula coming from the control theorem and the fact that EpKqrp^8s “ EpQqrp^8s ‘ E^K pQqrp^8s (because p ą 2), equation (5.7) in [CGLS22] becomes

ord_p

´ L1pE, 1q

RegpE{Qq ¨ Ω_E¨ ś l c_lpE{Qq ¯ ´ ord_pp#�pE{Qqq ` 2ord_ppEpQq_{tors}q “´ ´ ord_p

´ LpEK , 1q

Ω_EK¨ ś l c_lpE^K {Qq ¯ ´ ord_pp#�pE^K {Qqq ` 2ord_ppE^K pQq_{tors}q ¯

where the right-hand side vanishes by [CGLS22, Theorem 5.1.4], a result of Greenberg– Vatsal. □

5. Proof of the Iwasawa Main Conjecture with multiplicative reduction

Let f P S_2pΓ_0pNqq be a newform of weight 2 with coefficient field Qpfq. Let F be a finite extension of the completion of Qpfq at a chosen prime above p ‰ 2 and let O be its ring of integers. Let p be the maximal ideal of O and let F “ O{p be the residue field of O. Let Λ “ O�T � and Λ^{nr} “ Λb̂_{Zp} Z^{nr}_p . Let ρ_f be the residual representation attached to f and assume ρ_f is reducible. Then there are characters φ, ψ such that there is an exact sequence

(5.1) 0 Ñ Fpφq Ñ ρ_f Ñ Fpψq Ñ 0.

Further assume that p || N, so f has bad multiplicative reduction at p. In this section, we prove the Iwasawa Main Conjectures for such forms using Hida families, following the ideas in [Ski14].

As in the good reduction case, define the unramified Selmer group for f by

H^1_{Fnr} pK, M_f q “ ker ! H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f q^{resnr,f}ÝÝÝÝÑ ź wPΣ,w∤p

H^1pIw, M_f q^{Gw {Iw} ^H^1pI_v, M_f q^{Gv {Iv} ) . For a finite set Σ of places of K which contains 8 and the primes above divisors of N, and such that the finite places in Σ are all split in K, let S “ Σztv, v̄, 8u and define the S-imprimitive Selmer group for f by

H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_f q “ ker ! H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f q^{res} S nr,f

ÝÝÝÝÑ H^1pI_v , M_f q^{Gv {Iv} ) .

Let X_f :“ H^1_{Fnr} pK, M_f q^_ and X^S_f :“ H^1_F S_{nr} pK, M_f q^_ denote the dual Selmer groups.

According to [Ski14, Section 3.1], replacing F by a finite extension if necessary, for each integer m ą 0 we get

(a) a newform f_m P S_{km} pΓ_0pNqq with Qpf_mq Ă F, k_m ą 2 and k_m ” 2 pmod p´1q and such that a_ppf_mq P O^^;

(b) an equality of ideals pL^S_f , p^mq “ pL^S_{fm} , p^mq Ď Λ^{nr};

(c) ρ_f – ρ_{fm} is reducible. In particular, the characters appearing in their semisimplifications are the same (both globally and locally);

(d) X^S_f pf_mq is a torsion Λ-module and CharpX^S_{f m}q “ pL^S_{fm} q Ď Λ^{nr}; (e) X^S_{fm,free} has no nonzero finite Λ-submodules, so FittpX^S_{fm ,free}q “ CharpX^S_{fm ,free}q.

Here X^S_{fm,free} denotes the Λ-free part of X^S_{fm} and Fitt denotes the Λ-Fitting ideal. The same is true for f.

(a) and (c) follow from Hida theory. Similarly as in op. cit., (b) comes from a 2-variable p-adic L-function (adding a ‘weight’ variable) for the Hida families constructed in [Cas20, Theorem 2.11] which works for Eisenstein primes. (d) follows from Theorem 3.0.7 (IMC2) for good ordinary forms f_m in the previous sections, the surjectivity of global-to-local maps (Remark 1.2.3 and Remark 1.4.2) and the equality of local factors appearing in the definition of the imprimitive Selmer groups and p-adic L-functions. (e) comes from basic properties of Fitting ideals.

Lemma 5.0.1. The μ-invariants of X^S_f and X^S_{fm} are 0.

Proof. This is essentially proved in Theorem 1.4.1 since the proof only relies on the extension (5.1). Note that the characters can be arbitrary. □

By (d) above, for every f_m, we also have an extension

0 Ñ Fpφq Ñ ρ_{fm} Ñ Fpψq Ñ 0.

Theorem 1.5.1 then implies that λpX^S_f q “ λpX^S_{fm} q. On the other hand, since the μ-invariants are 0, λpX^S_f q (resp. λpX^S_{fm} q) determines X^S_{f,free}{p^m (resp. X^S_{fm ,free}{p^m). Thus there is an equality of ideals

pFittpX^S_{f,free}q, p^mq “ pFittpX^S_{fm,free}q, p^mq.

Then following the arguments in [Ski14, Section 3.1], we have the following result.

Lemma 5.0.2. CharpX^S_f q “ pL^S_f q Ď Λ^{nr}.

Proof. We have

pCharpX^S_f q, p^mq “ pCharpX^S_{f,free}q, p^mq

“ pFittpX^S_{f,free}q, p^mq

“ pFittpX^S_{fm ,free}q, p^mq

“ pCharpX^S_{fm ,free}q, p^mq

“ pCharpX^S_{fm} q, p^mq

“ pL^S_{fm} , p^mq

“ pL^S_f , p^mq.

The result then follows from taking limit with respect to m as in [Ski14, section 3.1]. □

Theorem 5.0.3. CharpX_f q “ pL_f q Ď Λ^{nr}.

Proof. Similar to the good reduction case, this result follows from the comparison between primitive and imprimitive Selmer groups (see Theorem 1.5.1, whose proof still works in the multiplicative reduction setting) and the comparison between primitive and imprimitive p-adic L-functions (see Theorem 2.2.2). We mention that the same arguments as in [Kri16, Prop. 37] (which has an assumption p ∤ N) still work since Kriz’s computation of the congruence is with the p-depletion which is identified with the ppp^2q^{p0q}q-stabilization, which allows p in the level. □

Similar as in the good reduction case, we also obtain a p-converse theorem for multiplicative reduction.

Corollary 5.0.4. Let A{Q be a simple RM abelian variety associated to a newform f and P | p ą 2 a prime ideal of its endomorphism ring O “ EndpAq of multiplicative reduction such that ρ_{A,P} is reducible.

Then

corank_OSel_P8 pA{Qq “ r P t0, 1u ùñ rk_OApQq “ r_{an}pfq “ r,

and �pA{QqrP^8s is finite.

Appendix A. A Kolyvagin system argument

As in [How04], by a coefficient ring R we mean a complete, Noetherian, local ring with finite residue field of characteristic p. If L is a perfect field, we denote by Mod_{R,L} the category of finitely generated R-modules equipped with continuous, linear actions of G_L, assumed to be unramified outside of a finite set of primes in the case where L is a global field.

In this subsection, R^{pkq} is assumed to be an Artinian principal idea ring of length k. Denote its residue field by F. Let T^{pkq} be an object of Mod_Rpkq_{,GK} . Fix a generator π^{pkq} of the maximal ideal m^{pkq} of R^{pkq}. We will ignore the indexes and simply write π and m when the k are clear from the contexts. Let T^{pkq˚} “ HompT^{pkq}, Rp1qq and fix a Selmer structure F on T^{pkq}. Let F^˚ denote the dual Selmer structure on T^{pkq˚}. In all what follows we assume that pT^{pkq}, Fq and pT^{pkq˚}, F^˚q satisfy the hypotheses H.0 and H.3–H.5 in op. cit. § 1.3. In particular, we do not assume H^0pK, ρ_f q “ 0 (assumption (h1) in [CGLS22, § 3.2]), and H.2 is not necessary for our purpose.

The main result of this appendix is Theorem A.1.1, which follows from Lemma A.1.4 and the arguments in [How04].

We will make the following assumption about stabilizing H^0 groups throughout this section:

Assumption A.0.1. There is an absolute constant N such that H^0pK, T^{pkq}q – R{π^k when k ď N, and H^0pK, T^{pkq}q – R{π^N for all k ą N.

Note that by a version of Proposition 1.3.4 (i) in the case where H^0pK, ρ_f q ‰ 0, H^0pK, V_f {T_f q is still finite (since H^0pK, V_f q “ 0 because ρ_f is irreducible), this assumption is satisfied when T^{pkq} “ T_f {π^kT_f where π is the uniformizer of R. For the exposition, we often denote H^ipK, ´q by H^ip´q.

Following [How04, Lemma 1.3.3] and [MR04, Lemma 3.5.4], for i ď k, we would like to compare H^1_F pK, T^{pkq}{m^iT^{pkq}q and H^1_F pK, T^{pkq}rm^isq with H^1_F pK, T^{pkq}qrm^is. Note that the first two groups are isomorphic (see [How04, Remark 1.1.4]), we will use T^{pkq}{m^iT^{pkq} and T^{pkq}rm^is interchangeably without further explanation in cohomology groups. In [How04], the vanishing of several H^0 groups forces the natural maps between the above groups to be isomorphisms. Since we allow nontrivial H^0 groups, we need to study the kernels and cokernels more carefully.

Lemma A.0.2. Let k ě i. The injection π^{k´i} : T^{pkq}{m^iT^{pkq} ãÑ T^{pkq} induces morphisms

rπ^{k´i}s: pH^1pK, T^{pkq}rm^isq^„ÝÑq H^1pK, T^{pkq}{m^iT^{pkq}q Ñ H^1pK, T^{pkq}qrm^is

rπ^{k´i}s: pH^1_F pK, T^{pkq}rm^isq^„ÝÑq H^1_F pK, T^{pkq}{m^iT^{pkq}q Ñ H^1_F pK, T^{pkq}qrm^is

with finite kernel K^{piq} and cokernel C^{piq} and finite kernel K^{piq}_F and cokernel C^{piq}_F , respectively.

One has |K^{piq}| “ |K^{piq}_F | “ |C^{piq}| “^{|H0 pK,T pkq {miT pkq q||H0 pK,T pkq {mk´iT pkq q|}

|H^0 pK,T^{pkq} q| ě

|C^{pkq}_F |.

Proof. We want to point it out that this is essentially already proved in [MR04, Lemma 3.5.4]. Cohomology of the following two exact sequences

(i) 0 Ñ T^{pkq}{m^iT^{pkq πk´i}ÝÝÝÑ T^{pkq p1}ÝÑ T^{pkq}{m^{k´i}T^{pkq} Ñ 0 (ii) 0 Ñ T^{pkq}{m^{k´i}T^{pkq πi}ÝÑ T^{pkq p2}ÝÑ T^{pkq}{m^iT^{pkq} Ñ 0

gives K^{piq} »^{H0pK,T pkq {mk´iT pkq q}

p_1 pH^0pK,T^{pkq} qq and C

piq »^{H0pK,T pkq {miT pkq q}

p_2 pH^0pK,T^{pkq} qq . (In particular, they

are finite, so we can speak about their order.) But |p_1pH^0pK, T^{pkq}qq| “^{|H0pT pkq q|}_{|H0 pT pkq {miT pkq q|}

and |p_2pH^0pK, T^{pkq}qq| “^{|H0pT pkq q|}

|H^0pT^{pkq} {m^{k´i}T^{pkq} q| , so |K

piq| “ |C^{piq}| “^{|H0 pK,T pkq {miT pkq q||H0 pK,T pkq {mk´iT pkq q|}

|H^0pK,T^{pkq} q| .

To pass to Selmer groups, consider the following diagram (omitting K in the cohomology groups) with the “map defining the Selmer groups” the global-to-local map:

ANTICYCLOTOMIC IWASAWA THEORY OF NEWFORMS AT EISENSTEIN PRIMES 41

0 K^{piq}_F K^{piq} kerpfq

0 H^1_F pT^{pkq}rm^isq H^1pT^{pkq}rm^isq impmap defining H^1_F pT^{pkq}rm^isqq0

0 H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrm^is H^1pT^{pkq}qrm^is impmap defining H^1_F pT^{pkq}qqrm^is

0 C^{piq}_F C^{piq} cokerpfq

fF f1 f

What is proved in [MR04, Lemma 3.5.4] is equivalent to kerpfq “ 0. Thus by the snake lemma K^{piq}_F “ K^{piq} and C^{piq}_F ãÑ C^{piq}. The claim follows. □ Remark A.0.3. In the situations considered by the aforementioned authors (i.e., if (h1) holds), we have K^{piq} “ C^{piq} “ 0. Then it easily follows that K^{piq}_F “ C^{piq}_F “ 0, too. In our situation, three of them are equal and can be described explicitly, but C^{piq}_F is only bounded from above. It seems very hard to determine C^{piq}_F completely, but as we will see eventually, it is enough to control its growth using induction. A.1. Proof of a structure theorem of finite level Selmer groups. To ease notation, let pT, F, Lq denote the Selmer triple pT_α, F_{ord}, L_f q, and let ρ “ ρ_α. For any k ě 0, let R^{pkq} “ R{m^kR, T^{pkq} “ T {m^kT, L^{pkq} “ tℓ P L : I_ℓ Ă p^kZ_pu, and let N^{pkq} be the set of square-free products of primes ℓ P L^{pkq}.

Recall that we have the self-duality T » T^˚ and pT^{pkq}q^˚ » T^{pkq}.

Theorem A.1.1. For every n P N^{pkq} where k " 0, there is an R^{pkq}-module M^{pkq}pnq and an integer ε such that there is a pseudo-isomorphism with kernel and cokernel bounded independent of k (which can be computed explicitly): (A.1) H^1_{Fpnq}pK, T^{pkq}q „ pR^{pkq}q^ε ‘ M^{pkq}pnq ‘ M^{pkq}pnq. Moreover, ε can be taken to be ε P t0, 1u and is independent of all k for which H^1_F pK, T^{pkq}q is not free, and n.

Proof. We follow the ideas in [How04, sections 1.4–1.5]. As in Theorem 1.4.2 in op. cit., we still define

V_s “

Hrm^ss mHrm^{s`1}s

, W_s “

Hrms m^sHrm^{s`1}s , where H “ H^1_F pK, T^{pkq}q is a finitely generated R^{pkq}-module and 1 ď s ď k.

We also define

P_s “

H^1_F pK, T^{pkq}{m^sT^{pkq}q projpH^1_F pK, T^{pkq}{m^{s`1}T^{pkq}qq

, Q_s “

H^1_F ˚ pK, pT^{pkq}q^˚rmsq π^sH^1_F ˚ pK, pT^{pkq}q^˚rm^{s`1}sq . Here proj denotes the canonical projection and Q_s can be identified with^{H1F pK,T pkq rmsq}_{πsH1F pK,T pkq rms`1sq} by self-duality. To further ease notation, let HpT rm^isq denote H^1_F pK, T^{pkq}rm^isq. We may then identity P_s with^{HpT rmssq}

mHpT rm^{s`1}sq and rewrite Qs as

HpT rmsq m^sHpT rm^{s`1}sq . Note that

these isomorphisms may not be canonical, but as will be clear momentarily, we only care about the sizes of these groups.

The Cassels–Tate pairing (see [How04, Proposition 1.4.1, Theorem 1.4.2]) gives a nondegenerate pairing of finite dimensional R^{pkq}{m-vector spaces

p , q_{s,1} : P_s ^ Q_s Ñ R^{pkq}rms.

However, in our case, P_s (resp. Q_s) is not necessarily isomorphic to V_s (resp. W_s). Moreover, K_s :“ kerpP_s Ñ Q_sq is not the same as P_{s´1}. What the arguments in [How04, Theorem 1.4.2] show for our case is that for each s ă k,^{Ps}_{Ks} is even dimensional as R^{pkq}{m-vector spaces. We claim that^{Vs}_{Vs´1} (which is no longer identified with^{Ps}_{Ks} ) is also even dimensional for all but maybe two s’s bounded (independent of k). This will be proved in the following series of lemmas, where we compare the dimensions of^{Ps}_{Ks} and^{Vs}_{Vs´1} using direct computations.

More precisely, we will assume H is not free as an R^{pkq}-module (otherwise it automatically has the desired structure (A.1) with M^{pkq}pnq “ 0 and ε “ 1), and show that^{Vs}_{Vs´1} is even dimensional for all 1 ď s ă k except at N and some 1 ď N_0 ď N `1 independent of s to be defined later, where N is given as in Assumption A.0.1. When N “ N_0, all^{Vs}_{Vs´1} will be even. See Lemma A.1.4 for the precise statement. Then by the structure theorem for finitely generated R^{pkq}-modules, there is a finitely generated R^{pkq}-module M^{pkq} such that H – pR^{pkq}q^ε ‘ M^{pkq} ‘ M^{pkq} ‘ E^{pkq}, where the “error term” E^{pkq} “ E^{pk1 q} ‘ E^{pk2 q} is a direct sum of two (possibly isomorphic) cyclic R^{pkq}-modules of lengths between 1 and N ` 1. Since this proof (and those of the following lemmas) still works if we replace F by any Fpnq, we also get H^1_{Fpnq}pK, T^{pkq}q – pR^{pkq}q^{εk} ‘ M^{pkq}pnq ‘ M^{pkq}pnq ‘ E^{pkq}pnq

for some R^{pkq}-module M^{pkq} where E^{pkq}pnq again consists of two cyclic summands of lengths between 1 and N ` 1.

That ε is independent of n P N is due to the “parity lemma” of [How04, Lemma 1.5.3], which says ρpnq :“ dim_Rpkq_{{m}H^1_{Fpnq}pK, T̄ q pmod 2q is independent of n P N . The same argument can be modified to work in our situation. Indeed, we will see that H^1_{Fpnq}pK, T̄ q and H^1_{Fpnq}pK, T^{pkq}qrms will have the same size if H^1_{Fpnq}pK, T^{pkq}q is not free, and differ by ‘F otherwise. Then if H^1_{Fpnq}pK, T^{pkq}q is not free, we have

ε ` 2dim_Rpkq_{{m}Mpnq^{pkq}rms ` E^{pkq}pnqrms “ dim_Rpkq_{{m}H^1_{Fpnq}pK, T^{pkq}qrms “ ρpnq,

so ε ” ρpnq pmod 2q, and if H^1_{Fpnq}pK, T^{pkq}q is free, ε ” ρpnq ` 1 pmod 2q. □

Lemma A.1.2. For a fixed k " 0 and s ă k,

K_s :“ kerpP_s Ñ Q_sq »

HpT rm^ssqrm^{s´1}s mpHpT rm^{s`1}sqrm^ssq . Proof. Recall that kerpP_s Ñ Q_sq fits in the exact sequence

0 Ñ kerpP_s Ñ Q_sq Ñ

HpT rm^ssq mHpT rm^{s`1}sq

m^{s´1}

ÝÝÝÑ

HpT rmsq m^sHpT rm^{s`1}sq , so we can write kerpP_s Ñ Q_sq “^{pms´1q´1pmsHpT rms`1sqqXHpT rmssq}

mHpT rm^{s`1}sq .

We claim that the (well-defined) natural map

HpT rm^ssqrm^{s´1}s Ñ pm^{s´1}q^{´1}pm^sHpT rm^{s`1}sqq X HpT rm^ssq mHpT rm^{s`1}sq induced by quotient after inclusion is surjective.

Indeed, let c P pm^{s´1}q^{´1}pm^sHpT rm^{s`1}sqq X HpT rm^ssq, then m^{s´1}c “ m^sc_0 for some c_0 P m^sHpT rm^{s`1}sq. Let a “ mc_0 P mHpT rm^{s`1}sq Ă HpT rm^ssq, then m^{s´1}pc ´ aq “ 0 so c ´ a P HpT rm^ssqrm^{s´1}s and c ´ a maps to the class of c.

We now compute the kernel of the above map. By definition, the kernel is tclasses of c P HpT rm^ssq : m^{s´1}c “ 0, c “ ma, a P HpT rm^{s`1}squ “tclasses of c P HpT rm^ssq : m^{s´1}c “ 0, c “ ma, m^sa “ 0, a P HpT rm^{s`1}squ “tclasses of c P HpT rm^ssq : m^{s´1}c “ 0, c “ ma, a P HpT rm^{s`1}sqrm^ssu “mpHpT rm^{s`1}sqrm^ssq, hence the lemma. □ Lemma A.1.3. For a fixed k " 0 and all s ă k,

|^{Vs}_{Vs´1} | |^{Ps}_{Ks} |

“ p|K^{psq}_F |q^{´2}^

|K^{s`1}_s | |K^s_{s´1}| ^ |C^{psq}_F | |C^{ps`1q} F | {|C^{s`1}_s |^ ~ |C^{ps´1q} F | |C^s_F |

{|C^s_{s´1}|

¸_{´1} ^ |K^{ps´1q}

F | ^ |K^{ps`1q}_F |,

where K^{s`1}_s , C^{s`1}_s (and similarly K^s_{s´1}, C^s_{s´1}) are the kernel and cokernel of the morphism H^1_F pT^{ps`1q}rm^ssq Ñ H^1_F pT^{ps`1q}qrm^ss.

Proof. Denote by NpP_sq :“ HpT rm^ssq and DpP_sq :“ mHpT rm^{s`1}sq the numerator and denominator of P_s. Similarly define NpK_sq, DpK_sq, NpV_{s´1}q, DpV_{s´1}q, NpV_sq, DpV_sq. We will study the following 4 maps separately. NpP_sq Ñ NpV_sq: This is the map 0 Ñ K^{psq}_F Ñ HpT rm^ssq^{NP ÑV}ÝÝÝÝÑ HpT qrm^ss Ñ C^{psq}_F Ñ 0.

So^{|NpPsq|}

|NpV_sq| “

|K^{psq}_F | |C^{psq}_F | .

DpP_sq Ñ DpV_sq: This is the map mHpT rm^{s`1}sq^{DP ÑV}ÝÝÝÝÑ mpHpT qrm^{s`1}sq.

To study the kernel and cokernel of this map, we study the following diagram

K̄ K^{ps`1q}_F kerpD_{P ÑV} q

0 HpT rm^{s`1}sqrms HpT rm^{s`1}sq impm_{p1q}q 0

0 HpT qrms HpT qrm^{s`1}s impm_{p2q}q 0

C̄ C^{ps`1q}_F cokerD_{P ÑV}

m_{p1q}D^{P ÑV} m_{p2q}

From the snake lemma, we see that^{|DpPsq|}_{|DpVsq|} “^{| kerpDP ÑV q|}_{|cokerpDP ÑV q|} “^{|Kps`1qF |}_{|Cps`1qF |}^{|C̄|}_{|K̄|} .

NpK_sq Ñ NpV_{s´1}q: This is the map HpT rm^ssqrm^{s´1}s^{NKÑV}ÝÝÝÝÑ HpT qrm^{s´1}s, To study the kernel and cokernel of this map, we need to consider the following diagram with 2 familiar maps:

0 K^s_{s´1} HpT rm^ssrm^{s´1}sq HpT rm^ssqrm^{s´1}s C^s_{s´1} 0

0 K^{ps´1q}_F HpT qrm^{s´1}s HpT qrm^{s´1}s C^{ps´1q}_F 0

“ N_{KÑV}

Comparing the dimensions, we see that^{|NpKsq|}_{|NpVs´1q|} “^{|Kps´1qF |}_{|K}s_{s´1|}^{|Css´1|}_{|Cps´1qF |} . DpK_sq Ñ DpV_{s´1}q: This is the map mpHpT rm^{s`1}sqrm^ssq^{DKÑV}ÝÝÝÝÑ mpHpT qrm^ssq.

To study the kernel and cokernel of this map, we study the following diagram

K̄ K̂ kerpD_{KÑV} q

0 HpT rm^{s`1}sqrms HpT rm^{s`1}sqrm^ss impm_{p1q}q 0

0 HpT qrms HpT qrm^{s`1}srm^ss impm_{p2q}q 0

C̄ Ĉ cokerD_{KÑV}

m_{p1q}D^{KÑV} m_{p2q}

Note that the first column also appeared in the second case and the middle column is already studied in the previous case (except we had s ´ 1 in place of s): we have

|K̂| |Ĉ| “

|K^{psq}_F | |K^{s`1}_s |

|C^{s`1}_s | |C^{psq}_F | .

Now the snake lemma tells us that^{|DpKsq|}_{|DpVs´1q|} “^{| kerpDKÑV q|}_{|cokerpDKÑV q|} “^{|K̂|}_{|Ĉ|}^{|C̄|}_{|K̄|} “^{|KpsqF |}_{|Ks`1s |}^{|Cs`1s |}_{|CpsqF |}^{|C̄|}_{|K̄|} . Now |^{Vs}_{Vs´1} | |^{Ps}_{Ks} | “ |NpVsq| |NpPsq|

|DpVs´1q| |DpKsq|

|DpPsq| |DpVsq|

|NpKsq| |NpVs´1q| “ |C^{psq}_F | |K^{psq}_F |

|K^{s`1}_s | |K^{psq}_F |

|C^{psq}_F | |C^{s`1}_s |

|K̄| |C̄|

|K^{ps`1q} F | |C^{ps`1q} F | |C̄| |K̄|

|K^{ps´1q} F | |K^s_{s´1}|

|C^s_{s´1}| |C^{ps´1q} F | “p|K^{psq}_F |q^{´2}^

|K^{s`1}_s | |K^s_{s´1}| ^ |C^{psq}_F | |C^{ps`1q} F | {|C^{s`1}_s | ^ p

|C^{ps´1q} F | |C^s_F |

{|C^s_{s´1}|q^{´1} ^ |K^{ps´1q}_F | ^ |K^{ps`1q}_F |. □ Despite that we do not have full understanding of each C^{piq}_F , we are able to determine the parity of the dimension of the right hand side by comparing these cokernels inductively, provided that k is sufficiently large.

Lemma A.1.4. For a fixed k " 0, if H^1_F pK, T^{pkq}q is not R^{pkq}-free, then there is an

N_0 with 1 ď N_0 ď N ` 1 such that^{|Ks`1s |}_{|K}s_{s´1|} ^^{|CpsqF |}_{|Cps`1qF |} {|C^{s`1}_s |^ ~ |C^{ps´1q} F | |C^s_F | {|C s s´1|

¸_{´1} ^ |K^{ps´1q}

F | ^ |K^{ps`1q}_F | is an even power of |F| when s ‰ N_0, N. When s “ N_0 or N when N ‰ N_0, the product is an odd power of |F|, and when s “ N_0 “ N, the product is an even power. Consequently, by Lemma A.1.3,^{Vs}_{Vs´1} is even-dimensional for all s ‰ N_0, N. When N ‰ N_0, it is odd-dimensional for s “ N, N_0. When N “ N_0, it is even-dimensional for s “ N “ N_0 and hence for all 1 ď s ă k.

Proof. Taking cohomology of the short exact sequence

0 Ñ T^{pkq}rm^ss Ñ T^{pkq}rm^{s`1}s^{ms}ÝÝÑ T^{pkq}rms Ñ 0

yields an exact sequence (omitting K from the cohomology groups)

0 Ñ H^0pT^{pkq}rmsq{m^s Ñ H^1pT^{pkq}rm^ssq Ñ H^1pT^{pkq}rm^{s`1}sq Ñ H^1pT^{pkq}rmsq Ñ . . .

Note that T^{pkq}rm^ss » T^{pkq}{m^s » T^{psq}{m^s » T^{psq}, we have |H^0pT^{pkq}rmsq{m^s| “

|H^0 pT^{pkq} rmsq||H^0 pT^{pkq} rm^ssq| |H^0pT^{pkq} rm^{s`1}sq| “

|H^0pT̄ q||H^0pT^{psq} q| |H^0pT^{ps`1q} q| .

We assume k ą 2N ` 1 and we consider several cases depending on how big s is and how close it is to k. When 1 ď s ă N, the above quotient is trivial by computing dimensions. When s ě N, |H^0pT^{psq}q| “ |H^0pT^{ps`1q}q| so the above quotient is (non-canonically) H^0pK, T̄ q – F.

Now consider the diagram

K^{psq} K^{ps`1q} K^{p1q}

0^{|H0pT̄ q||H0 pT psq q|}

|H0pT ps`1q q| H

1pT^{pkq}rm^ssq H^1pT^{pkq}rm^{s`1}sq H^1pT^{pkq}rmsq

0 H^1pT^{pkq}qrm^ss H^1pT^{pkq}qrm^{s`1}s H^1pT^{pkq}qrms

C^{psq} C^{ps`1q} C^{p1q}

f s1 f s`11 f 11

When 1 ď s ă N (so k ´ s ą N), by Lemma A.0.2 and Assumption A.0.1, |K^{psq}| “ |C^{psq}| “^{|H0 pK,T psq q||H0 pK,T pk´sq q|}

|H^0pK,T^{pkq} q| “ |H

0pK, T^{psq}q| “ |F|^s and |K^{ps`1q}| “ |C^{ps`1q}| “ |F|^{s`1}. Note also that K^{p1q} “ C^{p1q} “ F.

To pass to the Selmer groups, we have the following diagram (noting K^{piq}_F “ K^{piq} for all i):

46 TIMO KELLER AND MULUN YIN

R{π^s R{π^{s`1} F

0 H^1_F pT^{pkq}rm^ssq H^1_F pT^{pkq}rm^{s`1}sq H^1_F pT^{pkq}rmsq

0 H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrm^ss H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrm^{s`1}s H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrms

C^{psq}_F C^{ps`1q}_F C^{p1q}_F pĂ C^{p1q} » Fq

f^s_F ms_{p1q} f^{s`1}_F f^1_F m^s_{p2q}

By the structure theorem of finitely generated R^{pkq}-modules, the map m^s_{p2q} is surjective if and only if H^1_F pT^{pkq}q has a summand with height less than or equal to s. Let N_0 :“ mints ď k : m^s_{p2q}is not surjectiveu. Then it is clear that if s ě N_0, m^s_{p2q} will also be non-surjective.

Note that when N_0 “ k, H^1_F pT^{pkq}q must be a free R^{pkq}-module. We claim that if N_0 ‰ k, then N_0 ď N ` 1. Namely, the lowest height of all non-free summands of H^1_F pT^{pkq}q must have height less than or equal to N. In other words, assuming H^1_F pT^{pkq}q is not a free R^{pkq}-module, as soon as s ě N ` 1, m^s_{p2q} will never be surjective.

Assume by contradiction that N_0 ą N ` 1. Then for all 1 ď s ď N ` 1, m^s_{p2q} is surjective. Consider the following diagram when s ă N

0 R{π^s R{π^{s`1} K_spĂ Fq

0 H^1_F pT^{pkq}rm^ssq H^1_F pT^{pkq}rm^{s`1}sq impm^s_{p1q}q 0

0 H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrm^ss H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrm^{s`1}s H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrms 0

0 C^{psq}_F C^{ps`1q}_F C_spĂ C^{p1q} » Fq 0

f^s_F ms_{p1q} f^{s`1}_F f^{11}_F m^s_{p2q}

Since K_s contains cokerpR{π^s Ñ R{π^{s`1}q, K_s is at least F, so K_s “ F. Similarly, when s “ N or N ` 1, the first row becomes

0 Ñ H^0pT̄ q – F Ñ H^0pT^{pk´sq}q – R{π^N Ñ H^0pT^{pk´s´1q}q – R{π^N Ñ K_s,

and K_s must be F. Therefore the snake lemma shows that C^{psq}_F Ñ C^{ps`1q}_F is injective with cokernel C_s. We consider 2 subcases.

Case I: m^s_{p1q} is never surjective for 1 ď s ď N ` 1. In this case, consider the rightmost vertical map f^{11}_F . If we replace its domain impm^s_{p1q}q by H^1_F pT^{pkq}rmsq which is strictly bigger in dimension, since the codomain is fixed and the kernel cannot be any bigger, its cokernel must change from C_s to something strictly smaller. Therefore C_s ‰ 0 and C_s “ F. Then for all 1 ď s ď N ` 1, the dimension of C^{psq}_F increases whenever s increases, so |C^{pN`2q}_F | ě |F^{N`1}| ą |K^{pN`2q}_F |. But C^{psq}_F Ă K^{psq}_F by Lemma A.0.2, contradiction.

Case II: m^s_{p1q} is surjective for some 1 ď s ď N ` 1. In this case, the rightmost vertical map f^{11}_F agrees with the map f^1_F : H^1_F pT^{pkq}rmsq Ñ H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrms and is independent of s. Therefore if for one such s the cokernel of f^{11}_F (so also that of f^1_F ) is F, then the cokernel is F for all such s. Therefore C^{ps`1q}_F also has one more dimension than C^{psq}_F when m^s_{p1q} is surjective. But for other s, the same is true as in Case I, so again |C^{pN`2q}_F | would be too big. Thus the cokernel of f^1_F must be 0. This in turn means all m^s_{p2q} must be surjective because otherwise if we replace H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrms by impm^s_{p2q}q, the cokernel of f^1_F must be smaller (since f^1_F has fixed domain and kernel), which is impossible. But in this case N_0 “ k and H^1_F pT^{pkq}q is free.

So far we showed that either H^1_F pT^{pkq}q is free or it has a summand with height lower than N ` 1, and as a consequence we may assume m^s_{p2q} is not surjective for all s ą N which is independent of k. Moreover, in this case f^1_F will have kernel and cokernel both equal to F, so in what follows, we will keep this assumption.

We first study the dimensions appearing in this lemma when k ą s ą N. By Lemma A.0.2 and Assumption A.0.1, |K^{psq}| “ |C^{psq}| “^{|H0pK,T psq q||H0pK,T pk´sq |}

|H^0 pK,T^{pkq} q| “

|H^0pK, T^{pk´sq}q| and |K^{ps`1q}| “ |C^{ps`1q}| “ |H^0pK, T^{pk´s´1q}q|. Note also that K^{p1q} “ C^{p1q} “ F.

To pass to the Selmer groups, we have the following diagram(noting K^{piq}_F “ K^{piq} for all i):

0 H^0pT̄ q “ F H^0pT^{pk´sq}q H^0pT^{pk´s´1q}q F

0 F H^1_F pT^{pkq}rm^ssq H^1_F pT^{pkq}rm^{s`1}sq H^1_F pT^{pkq}rmsq

0 H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrm^ss H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrm^{s`1}s H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrms

C^{psq}_F C^{ps`1q}_F C^{p1q}_F pĂ C^{p1q} » Fq

f sF ms p1q f s`1 F f 1F msp2q

To apply snake lemma, we consider the following diagram where the first two rows may or may not be changed depending on whether m^s_{p1q} is surjective:

0 F H^0pT^{pk´sq}q H^0pT^{pk´s´1q}q KpĂ Fq

0 F H^1_F pT^{pkq}rm^ssq H^1_F pT^{pkq}rm^{s`1}sq impm^s_{p1q}q 0

0 H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrm^ss H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrm^{s`1}s H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrms

C^{psq}_F C^{ps`1q}_F C^{p1q}_F pĂ C^{p1q} » Fq

f sF ms p1q f s`1

F f 1 1 F msp2q

In the rightmost column, if we replace H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrms by impm^s_{p2q}q which is strictly smaller, the only possibility is C^{p1q}_F gets strictly smaller because the domain and kernel of f^{11}_F are determined by other columns(by snake lemma) which do not change.

48 TIMO KELLER AND MULUN YIN

This in turn means C^{p1q}_F must be F to begin with, so if we do consider impm^s_{p2q}q we get the following diagram:

0 F H^0pT^{pk´sq}q H^0pT^{pk´s´1q}q KpĂ Fq

0 F H^1_F pT^{pkq}rm^ssq H^1_F pT^{pkq}rm^{s`1}sq impm^s_{p1q}q 0

0 H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrm^ss H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrm^{s`1}s impm^s_{p2q}q 0

C^{psq}_F C^{ps`1q}_F 0

f sF ms p1q f s`1

F f 1 2 F msp2q

When k “ s ` 1, we have a special diagram

0 K^1pĂ Fq

H^1_F pT^{ps`1q}rm^ssq H^1_F pT^{ps`1q}q impm^s_{p1q}q 0

0 H^1_F pT^{ps`1q}qrm^ss H^1_F pT^{ps`1q}q impm^s_{p2}1_qq 0

C^{s`1}_s 0 0 f s 1 F msp1q

“ f 1 3 F msp21 q

from which we see C^{s`1}_s “ K^1 by the snake lemma.

Our aim is to compare |C^{s`1}_s | with |C^{psq}_F {C^{ps`1q}_F | “ |K|. Depending on whether k ´ s ď N there are 2 different possibilities:

Case i: s ą N and k ´ s ď N. In this case H^0pT^{pk´sq}q – R{π^{k´s} and H^0pT^{pk´s´1q}q – R{π^{k´s´1} so from snake lemma we get an exact sequence

0 Ñ K Ñ C^{psq}_F Ñ C^{ps`1q}_F Ñ 0.

Notice that the two m^s_{p1q} in the two diagrams are indeed the same map because the rows are identical, since T^{pkq}rm^is » T^{piq} for any i ď k. Now if m^s_{p1q} is surjective, then K “ K^1 “ K^{p1q} “ F. If if m^s_{p1q} is not surjective, then in the last column if we replace impm^s_{p1q}q by H^1_F pT^{pkq}rmsqp“ H^1_F pT^{ps`1q}rmsqq which is strictly bigger, it must be that K (and K^1) becomes strictly bigger because the codomain is fixed and the cokernel cannot be smaller. This in turn means K “ K^1 “ 0.

Thus in case i, we always have K “ K^1 and^{|CpsqF |}_{|Cps`1qF |} {|C^{s`1}_s | “ 0. Moreover, in

case i, K^{ps´1q}_F – R{π^{n´s`1} and K^{ps`1q}_F – R{π^{n´s´1} so |K^{ps´1q}_F ||K^{ps`1q}_F | is an even power of F.

Case ii: s ą N and k ´ s ą N. In this case H^0pT^{pk´sq}q “ H^0pT^{pk´s´1q}q – R{π^N , so we have an exact row 0 Ñ F Ñ R{π^N Ñ R{π^N Ñ KpĂ Fq,

which forces K “ F. Furthermore, by the snake lemma this means C^{psq}_F “ C^{ps`1q}_F . This also implies m^s_{p1q} is surjective, so C^{s`1}_s “ K^1 “ F.

Thus in case ii, K “ K^1 “ F and^{|CpsqF |}_{|Cps`1qF |} {|C^{s`1}_s | “ |F|.

Finally, note that K^{s`1}_s “ F for all s ě N and K^s_{s´1} “ 0 if s ă N by Lemma A.0.2 and Assumption A.0.1.

To sum up, when k is at least 2N ` 2, as s grows from N ` 2 (so s ´ 1 ą N) to k, k ´ s is first greater than N. For such s,^{|CpsqF |}_{|Cps`1qF |} {|C^{s`1}_s | “ |F| “

|C^{ps´1q} F | |C^{psq}_F | {|C s s´1|, and K^{ps´1q}_F – R{π^N “ K^{ps`1q}_F ; when s “ k ´ N,^{|CpsqF |}_{|Cps`1qF |} {|C^{s`1}_s | “ 0

and^{|Cps´1qF |}

|C^{psq}_F | {|C s s´1| – F, and K^{ps´1q}_F – R{π^N , K^{ps`1q}_F – R{π^{N´1}; when s ą k ´ N,

|C^{psq}_F | |C^{ps`1q}

F | {|C^{s`1}_s | “ 1 “^{|Cps´1qF |}_{|CpsqF |} {|C^s_{s´1}|, and K^{ps´1q}_F – R{π^{k´s`1} and K^{ps`1q}_F – R{π^{k´s´1}. In all cases,

|K^{s`1}_s | |K^s_{s´1}| ^ |C^{psq}_F | |C^{ps`1q} F | {|C^{s`1}_s |^ ~ |C^{ps´1q} F | |C^s_F |

{|C^s_{s´1}|

¸_{´1} ^ |K^{ps´1q}_F | ^ |K^{ps`1q}_F |

is an even power of |F|.

Now the cases left are when s ď N. When m^s_{p2q} is not surjective, then similarly as in Case II, m^s_{p1q} must be surjective. Then for such s, C^{s`1}_s “ |F| if s “ N and C^{s`1}_s “ 0 if s ă N. Also C^s_F » C^{s`1}_F , so^{|CpsqF |}_{|Cps`1qF |} {|C^{s`1}_s | “ |F|^{´1} if s “ N and

|C^{psq}_F | |C^{ps`1q}

F | {|C^{s`1}_s | “ 1 if s ă N.

When m^s_{p2q} is surjective, in fact, m^s_{p1q} must be surjective, too. Note that for s ď N we have the following sequence

0 Ñ F Ñ impm^s_{p1q}q^{f 1} 1 FÝÝÑ H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrms Ñ C_spĂ C^{p1q} » Fq Ñ 0.

If m^S_{p1q} is not surjective, then enlarging impm^s_{p1q}q would shrink C_s, yielding an exact sequence

0 Ñ F Ñ H^1_F pT^{pkq}rmsq^{f 1F}ÝÝÑ H^1_F pT^{pkq}qrms Ñ 0,

which would mean m^s_{p2q} are always surjective, a contradiction.

So as long as m^s_{psq} is surjective, C^s_F is increasing steadily. And if s ` 1 ď N, then C^{s`1}_s “ 0 by Lemma A.0.2. So^{|CpsqF |}_{|Cps`1qF |} {|C^{s`1}_s | “ |F|^{´1} if s ă N. When s “ N,

since m^N_{p1q} is surjective, C^{pN`1q}_N “ K^1 – F. So^{|CpsqF |}_{|Cps`1qF |} {|C^{s`1}_s | “ 1.

We summarize the behavior of the terms appearing in the lemma in the following table:

|CpsqF |

|Cps`1q F | {|C^{s`1}_s |^{|C}

ps´1q F | |CpsqF |

{|C^s_{s´1}| |K^{ps`1q}_F | |K^{ps´1q}_F |^{|Ks`1s |}_{|K}s_{´1|}

N ă S ă k ´ N |F| ps ´ 1 ą Nq : |F| |F|^N |F|^N 1 ps ´ 1 “ N ě N0q : |F| ps ´ 1 “ N ă N0q : 1 S “ N ă N0 1 |F|^{´1} |F|^N |F|^{N´1} |F| S “ N “ N0 |F|^{´1} |F|^{´1} |F|^N |F|^{N´1} |F| S “ N ą N0 |F|^{´1} 1 |F|^N |F|^{N´1} |F| N0 ă S ă N 1 1 |F|^{s`1} |F|^{s´1} 1 S “ N0 ă N 1 |F|^{´1} |F|^{s`1} |F|^{s´1} 1 S ă N0 ď N |F|^{´1} |F|^{´1} |F|^{s`1} |F|^{s´1} 1

We’re now able to determine the parity of the length of^{|Ks`1s |}_{|K}s_{s´1|} ^^{|CpsqF |}_{|Cps`1qF |} {|C^{s`1}_s |^

p^{|Cps´1qF |}

|C^s_F | {|C s s´1|q^{´1} ^ |K^{ps´1q}_F | ^ |K^{ps`1q}_F | as a power of |F| via direct computation in different cases, depending on the relation between N_0 and N.

Case 1: N_0 “ N ` 1. In this case, when s “ N_0 and s “ N we get an odd dimension, and even dimensions for all other s ď N ` 1.

Case 2: N_0 “ N. In this case, when get even dimensions for all s ď N ` 1. Case 3: N_0 “ N ´ 1. Same as in Case 1. Case 4: 1 ă N_0 ă N ´ 1. Same as in Case 1.

Case 5: N_0 “ 1. Same as in Case 1. □

Appendix B. An anticyclotomic control theorem

In this section we follow [JSW17, section 3] and [Gre99, sections 3 and 4] to prove an anticyclotomic control theorem with torsion, i.e., allowing H^0pK, W q ‰ 0. We use the notations from [JSW17] and will also explain the difference between theirs and ours.

First, we make all the assumptions in [JSW17, section 3.1] except (irred_K ) and (HT) (which fails if the weight of f is higher than 2). For our application to BSD formula in weight 2 we may still assume (HT), but we will also explain how to remove it for higher weights.

The first result we need from op. cit. is the following:

Proposition B.0.1. One has

#H^1_{Fac} pK, W q “ #�_{BK} pW {Kq ¨ p#δ_v q^2,

where δ_v “ cokertH^1_{FBK} pK, T q^{locv}ÝÝÑ H^1_f pK, W q{H^1pK_v , T q_{tors}u. In particular, H^1_{Fac} pK, W q has finite order.

Proof. See [JSW17, Proposition 3.2.1]. Note that by Remark 3.2.2 in op. cit., we do not need (irred_K ) to get W^˚ “ T^τ .

We mention that in the residually reducible setting, H^1_f pK, T q may no longer be a free O-module. In particular, their δ_v fits into the exact sequence

(B.1) 0 Ñ H^1_f pK, T q_{tors} Ñ H^1_f pK, T q^{locv}ÝÝÑ H^1_f pK_v, T q{H^1_f pK_v, T q_{tors} Ñ δ_v Ñ 0,

where kerploc_v q may not be 0. This observation will be helpful for our application to modular abelian varieties in appendix B.3. □

The main result of this appendix is the following anticyclotomic control theorem which allows torsion.

Theorem B.0.2 (Anticyclotomic control theorem). The Λ-module is Λ-torsion, and if f^Σ_{ac} pT q is a generator of its characteristic Λ-ideal CharpX^Σ_{ac} pM_f qq, then

#O{f^Σ_{ac} p0q “

#H^1_{Fac} pK, W q ¨ C^ΣpW q #H^0pK, W q ¨ #H^0pK, W q^_ , where C^ΣpW q “ #H^0pK_v , W q¨#H^0pK_v , W q¨ ź wPS_pzΣ,w split

#H^1_{nr}pK_w, W q¨ ź wPΣ #H^1pK_w, W q.

We also define P “ ź wPSzΣ

H^1pK_w, W q H^1_{Fac} pK_w, W q and G “ imtH^1pK^S{K, W q^{locS}ÝÝÝÑ Pu.

We remark that their S and Σ are different from ours in section 1. Their choice of v, v is also different from ours. For our application, the Σ above would be taken as our Σ ´ tv, v, 8u in the earlier sections and their S will be chosen to be our Σ Y tv, vu so that X^Σ_{ac} pM_f q is the dual of the imprimitive Greenberg Selmer group H^1_F S_{Gr} pK, M_f q. In particular, P “^{H1pKv ,W q}_{H1pKv ,W qdiv} ^ H^1pK_v, W q. In the rest of this appendix, we explain how to adapt the proofs in [JSW17, section 3] to our setting, following [Gre99].

We begin with recalling [Gre99, Lemma 4.2] which says

(B.2) #O{f^Σ_{ac} p0q „

H^1_F Σ_{ac} pK, M_f q^Γ H^1_F Σ_{ac} pK, M_f q_Γ , provided H^1_F Σ_{ac} pK, M_f q^Γ is finite. For now we assume this finiteness result so we have the above computation of #O{f^Σ_{ac} p0q. We will first study the numerator.

B.1. Computing H^1_F Σ_{ac} pK, M_f q^Γ. As in [JSW17, section 3.3.9], there is a commutative diagram

0 H^1_F Σ_{ac} pK, W q H^1pK^S {K, W q P

0 H^1_F Σ_{ac} pK, M_f q^Γ H^1pK^S {K, M_f q^Γ PpM_f q^Γ

s loc_S h r

where PpM_f q “ ź wPSzΣ

H^1pK_w, M_f q H^1_{Fac} pK_w, M_f q

. In loc. cit., the first row is also exact on the

right because loc_S is surjective, but this surjectivity may fail for us as we do not assume (irred_K ). Therefore, we would need to work with a similar commutative diagram

0 H^1_F Σ_{ac} pK, W q H^1pK^S {K, W q G 0

0 H^1_F Σ_{ac} pK, M_f q^Γ H^1pK^S {K, M_f q^Γ GpM_f q^Γ

s loc_S h g

where GpM_f q “ imtH^1pK^S {K, M_f q^{locS}ÝÝÝÑ PpM_f qu.

As in loc. cit., cokerphq “ 0 since H^1pK^S {K, M_f q^Γ “ H^1pK^S{K, M_f qrγ ´ 1s and there is an exact sequence

0 Ñ W Ñ M_f^{γ´1}ÝÝÝÑ M_f Ñ 0.

As H^1_{Fac} pK, W q is finite from Theorem B.0.1, snake lemma then yields

(B.3)

#H^1_{Fac} pK, M_f q^Γ #H^1_{Fac} pK, W q “ #cokerpsq # kerpsq “ # kerpgq # kerphq , where kerphq “ H^0pK, W q which no longer vanishes in our case. We will see shortly that kerpgq (and hence cokerpsq) is finite, which then gives the finiteness of H^1_F Σ_{ac} pK, M_f q^Γ we needed. It remains to compute kerpgq.

B.2. Computing kerpgq. We first claim that GpM_f q “ PpM_f q, or in other words,

the map H^1pK^S {K, M_f q^{locS}ÝÝÝÑ PpM_f q – ź wPSzΣ

H^1pK_w, M_f q H^1_{Fac} pK_w, M_f q

“ H^1pK_v, M_f q is

surjective. This is nothing but the global-to-local map defining the imprimitive Greenberg Selmer group, so it is surjective by Remark 1.4.2.

We now prove a lemma.

Lemma B.2.1. H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f q is almost divisible, i.e., its Pontryagin dual has no non-trivial finite submodules.

Proof. Similarly as in Theorem 1.2.5, this follows from [Gre89, Proposition 3, Proposition 5]. Note that by Lemma 1.3.5, H^2pK^Σ{K, M_f q must be cotorsion. Thus it’s 0 and the result follows. □ From the proof of Lemma 1.3.5, we see that the O-corank of H^1pK_v, W q is 2.

Since corank_OP “ corank_OH^1pK_v, W q, the same is true for P. The arguments after Proposition 4.12 in [Gre99] then shows that H^1pK^Σ{K, M_f q_Γ “ 0. Now Theorem 4.7 in op. cit. gives the equation # kerpgq “ # kerprq ¨ #H^1_F Σ_{ac} pK, M_f q_Γ ¨ #pP{Gq.

In our case the surjectivity of the map pP Ñ PpM_f q^Γq “

`_H1_{pKv ,W q}

H^1 pK_v ,W q_{div} ^H

1pK_v, W q Ñ H^1pK_v, M_f q^Γ ˘ follows from the p-cohomological dimension of GpK_{8,v} {K_vq being 1.

Now by Cassels’ Theorem (Proposition 4.13 in op. cit.), since H^1_{Fac} pK, W q is finite by Theorem B.0.1 and H^0pK_w, W q is finite by Proposition 1.3.4, we have P{G – H^0pK, W q^_.

Combining this result with (B.2), (B.3) and the computation of kerprq in [JSW17, Proposition 3.3.7] (the proof of case 3(b) is the only place where (HT) is used, but by Proposition 1.3.4, we already have the finiteness of M^{GKv}_f so (HT) is no longer needed), Theorem B.0.2 follows.

B.3. Applications to newforms and modular abelian varieties A_f . Most part of the computations are already done in [JSW17, section 3.5].

As is already noted in Theorem B.0.1, in our residually reducible setting, A_f pKqb_{Zrf s} O “ H^1_f pK, T q may no longer be a free O-module, and we need to replace A_f pKq and H^1_f pK, T q in loc. cit. by A_f pKq_{{tors} and H^1_f pK, T q_{{tors} respectively. In particular, from the sequence (B.1), equation (3.5.a) in op. cit. becomes #δ_v “ #rA_f pK_v q_{{tors} b_{Zrf sbZp} O : A_f pKq_{{tors} b_{Zrf s} Os.

This means in our application to elliptic curves, the above index becomes rEpKq_{{tors} : Z ¨ P s_p, which does not include the torsion of EpKq. Indeed, as we will see immediately, EpKq_{tors} has already been considered separately in appendix B.1 and appendix B.2.

It remains to compute the torsion terms H^0pK, W q and H^0pK, W q^_. But these are identified with pA_f pKq b_{Zrf s} Oqrp^8s and its dual respectively, both having size #ppA_f pKq b_{Zrf s} Oq_{tors}q_p. When A_f is an elliptic curve, Zrfs “ Z, O “ Z_p and the size is #pEpKq b Z_pqrp^8s “ #pEpKqrp^8sq “ p#EpKq_{tors}q_p.

References

[BC09] Olivier Brinon and Brian Conrad, CMI Summer School Notes on p-adic Hodge theroy, 2009, https://claymath.org/sites/default/files/brinon_conrad.pdf.

[BCK21] Ashay Burungale, Francesc Castella, and Chan-Ho Kim, A proof of Perrin-Riou’s Heegner point main conjecture, Algebra number theory 15 (2021), no. 7, 1627–1653.

[BDP13] Massimo Bertolini, Henri Darmon, and Kartik Prasanna, Generalized Heegner cycles and p-adic Rankin L-series, Duke Math. J. 162 (2013), no. 6, 1033–1148, With an appendix by Brian Conrad.

[Bel09] Joël Bellaïche, Ribet’s lemma, generalizations, and pseudocharacters, 2009,

https://people.brandeis.edu/~jbellaic/RibetHawaii3.pdf.

[BFS23] Nils Bruin, E. Victor Flynn, and Ari Shnidman, Genus two curves with full ? 3-level structure and Tate-Shafarevich groups, Sel. Math., New Ser. 29 (2023), no. 3, 33, Id/No 42.

[BKOS19] Manjul Bhargava, Zev Klagsbrun, Robert J. Lemke Oliver, and Ari Shnidman, 3- isogeny Selmer groups and ranks of abelian varieties in quadratic twist families over a number field, Duke Math. J. 168 (2019), no. 15, 2951–2989.

[Bog80] Fedor Bogomolov, Sur l’algebricite des representations l-adiques, Comptes Rendus de l’Académie des Sciences Ser. A - B 290 (1980), no. 15, A701–A703 (English (US)).

[BP19] Joël Bellaïche and Robert Pollack, Congruences with Eisenstein series and μinvariants, Compositio Mathematica 155 (2019), no. 5, 863–901.

[Cas20] Francesc Castella, On the p-adic variation of Heegner points, Journal of the Institute of Mathematics of Jussieu 19 (2020), no. 6, 2127–2164.

[CGLS22] Francesc Castella, Giada Grossi, Jaehoon Lee, and Christopher Skinner, On the anticyclotomic Iwasawa theory of rational elliptic curves at Eisenstein primes, Inventiones mathematicae 227 (2022), 517–580.

[CGS23] Francesc Castella, Giada Grossi, and Christopher Skinner, Mazur’s main conjecture at Eisenstein primes, 2023, https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2303.04373.

[CH18] Francesc Castella and Ming-Lun Hsieh, Heegner cycles and p-adic L-functions, Math. Ann. 370 (2018), no. 1–2, 567–628.

[Cox13] David A. Cox, Primes of the form x^2`ny^2, second ed., Pure and Applied Mathematics (Hoboken), John Wiley & Sons, Inc., Hoboken, NJ, 2013, Fermat, class field theory, and complex multiplication.

[CW78] J. Coates and A. Wiles, On p-adic L-functions and elliptic units, Journal of the Australian Mathematical Society 26 (1978), no. 1, 1–25.

[dS87] Ehud de Shalit, Iwasawa theory of elliptic curves with complex multiplication : p-adic l functions, 1987.

[Gre89] Ralph Greenberg, Iwasawa Theory for p-adic Representations, Advanced Studies in Pure Mathematics (1989), 97–137.

[Gre94] R. Greenberg, Iwasawa theory and p-adic deformations of motives, Motives, PRO- CEEDINGS OF SYMPOSIA IN PURE MATHEMATICS (Providence, RI), vol. 55, American Mathematical Society;, 1994, pp. 193–224.

[Gre99] Ralph Greenberg, Iwasawa theory for elliptic curves, pp. 51–144, Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1999.

[GV00] Ralph Greenberg and Vinayak Vatsal, On the Iwasawa invariants of elliptic curves, Inventiones mathematicae 142 (2000), 17–63.

[Hid10] Haruzo Hida, The Iwasawa μ-invariant of p-adic Hecke L-functions, Ann. of Math. (2) 172 (2010), no. 1, 41–137.

[How04] Benjamin Howard, The Heegner point Kolyvagin system, Compositio Mathematica 140 (2004), no. 1, 1439–1472.

[JSW17] Dimitar Jetchev, Christopher Skinner, and Xin Wan, The Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer Formula for Elliptic Curves of Analytic Rank One, Cambridge Journal of Mathmatics 5 (2017), no. 3, 369 – 434.

[KO20] Shinichi Kobayashi and Kazuto Ota, Anticyclotomic main conjecture for modular forms and integral Perrin-Riou twists, Advanced studies in Pure mathematics 86 (2020), 537–594.

[Kri16] Daniel Kriz, Generalized Heegner cycles at Eisenstein primes and the katz p-adic L-function, Algebra and Number Theory 10 (2016), no. 2, 309–374.

[KS22] Keller, Timo and Stoll, Michael, Exact verification of the strong BSD conjecture for some absolutely simple abelian surfaces, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris 360 (2022), 483–489.

[KS23] Timo Keller and Michael Stoll, Complete verification of strong BSD for many modular abelian surfaces over Q, 2023, https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.07307.

[LMFDB] The LMFDB collaboration, L-functions and modular forms database,

https://www.lmfdb.org.

[LNQD00] Arthur Lannuzel and Thong Nguyen Quang Do, Conjectures de Greenberg et extensions pro-p-libres d’un corps de nombres, Manuscripta Math. 102 (2000), no. 2, 187–209.

[LV16] Matteo Longo and Stefano Vigni, Kolyvagin systems and Iwasawa theory of generalized Heegner cycles, Kyoto Journal of Mathematics (2016).

[Mil06] J.S. Milne, Arithmetic Duality Theorems, second ed., BookSurge, LLC, 2006. [MR04] Barry Mazur and Karl Rubin, Kolyvagin systems, American Mathematics Society (2004).

[Nek06] Jan Nekovář, Selmer complexes, Astérisque (2006), no. 310, viii+559. [Nek18] Jan Nekovář, Compatibility of arithmetic and algebraic local constants. II: The tame abelian potentially Barsotti-Tate case, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 116 (2018), no. 2, 378–427.

[NSW08] Jürgen Neukirch, Alexander Schmidt, and Kay Wingberg, Cohomology of Number Fields, second edition ed., Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, Vol. 323, Springer-Verlag, 2008, version 2.3 from

https://www.mathi.uni-heidelberg.de/~schmidt/NSW2e/index-de.html.

[NvdPT08] Khuong An Nguyen, Marius van der Put, and Jacob Top, Algebraic subgroups of GL_2pC q, ELSEVIER SCIENCE BV, 2008.

[PW11] Robert Pollack and Tom Weston, On anticyclotomic μ-invariants of modular forms, Compos. Math. 147 (2011), no. 5, 1353–1381.

[Rib77] Kenneth A. Ribet, Galois representations attached to eigenforms with nebentypus, Modular Functions of one Variable V 601 (1977), 18–52.

[Rib85] , On l-adic representations attached to modular forms. II, Glasgow Math. J. 27 (1985), 185–194.

[Rub91] Karl Rubin, The “main conjectures” of Iwasawa theory for imaginary quadratic fields, Invent. Math. 103 (1991), no. 1, 25–68.

[Rub94] , More “main conjectures” for imaginary quadratic fields, Elliptic curves and related topics, CRM Proc. Lecture Notes, vol. 4, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1994, pp. 23–28.

[Rub00] , Euler systems, Annals of Mathematics Studies, vol. 147, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 2000, Hermann Weyl Lectures. The Institute for Advanced Study.

[Sch90] A. J. Scholl, Motives for modular forms, Invent. Math. 100 (1990), no. 2, 419–430. [Shn21] Ari Shnidman, Quadratic twists of abelian varieties with real multiplication, Int. Math. Res. Not. 2021 (2021), no. 5, 3267–3298.

[Ski14] Christopher Skinner, Multiplicative reduction and the cyclotomic main conjecture for GL_2, Pacific Journal of Mathematics 283 (2014), 171–200.

[SV16] Peter Schneider and Otmar Venjakob, Coates-Wiles homomorphisms and Iwasawa cohomology for Lubin-Tate extensions, Elliptic curves, modular forms and Iwasawa theory, Springer Proc. Math. Stat., vol. 188, Springer, Cham, 2016, pp. 401–468.

[Tsu99] Takeshi Tsuji, p-adic étale cohomology and crystalline cohomology in the semi-stable reduction case, Invent. Math. 137 (1999), no. 2, 233–411.

[Yag82] Rodney I. Yager, On Two Variable p-adic L-functions, Annals of Mathematics 115 (1982), no. 2, 411–449.

(T. Keller) Rijksuniveriteit Groningen, Bernoulli Institute, Bernoulliborg, Nijenborgh 9, 9747 AG Groningen, The Netherlands

Leibniz Universität Hannover, Institut für Algebra, Zahlentheorie und Diskrete Mathematik, Welfengarten 1, 30167 Hannover, Germany

Department of Mathematics, Chair of Computer Algebra, Universität Bayreuth, Germany

Email address: t.keller@rug.nl URL: https://www.timo-keller.de

(M. Yin) University of California Santa Barbara, South Hall, Santa Barbara, CA 93106, USA

Email address: mulun@ucsb.edu