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INCREASING THE SIZE OF TAME SHAFAREVICH GROUPS
ANDREEA IORGA, RAVI RAMAKRISHNA

ABSTRACT. Let K be a number field with a finite set S of primes. We study the cohomology
of F,[G i, s]-modules 4, in particular the Shafarevich groups 1115 (K, A) for i = 1,2 for tame
sets S, i.e., for sets S that contain no primes above p. When S contains all primes above
p (the “wild” setting), it is a consequence of global Poitou-Tate duality that III{ (K, A’)Y ~

I%(K, A) & Bs(K, A) is non-increasing as S increases. The same applies when Gk g is
replaced by its maximal pro-p quotient Gk g(p). In [4] it was shown that for S tame and
A =T, with trivial action, the group II1%(K, A) can increase as S increases to S U X, and
even attain its maximal dimension, dimp, Bs(K,F,), for carefully chosen X. We strengthen
this to general IF,[G k s]-modules A where S is tame. We use Liu’s definition [7] of Bg(K, A)
to show that 113 (K, A) — Bg(K, A) and that there exist infinitely many tame sets of primes

X of K such that T2, (K, A) = Bsux (K, A) « Bg(K, A) « II%(K, A).

1. INTRODUCTION

Let K be a number field with an algebraic closure K and set Gx = Gal(K/K). Let S
a finite set of primes of K, and p a fixed rational prime. Denote by K¢ C K the maximal
extension of K unramified outside S and by Kg(p) C Kg the maximal pro-p extension of K
unramified outside S, with Gk ¢ and G s(p) the corresponding Galois groups over K. Let
K, be the completion of K at the prime ideal q and let Gk, be an absolute Galois group of

K, with Gk, (p) its maximal pro-p quotient. For a finite cardinality Gk s-module A, let

1% (K, A) = ker (Hi(GKS, A) = [[H G, A)) :
qes
as usual. As A decomposes as a direct sum of p-primary modules and cohomology commutes
with direct sums, it suffices to assume A is a finite cardinality Z,[Gk s]-module.
When S contains all primes dividing p (the “wild” setting), Poitou-Tate duality gives that
MI%(K, A) ~ OI(K, A’)V where A’ := Hom(A, pip) and piyeo is the group of all p-power
roots of unity. There is also a global Euler-Poincaré characteristic formula:

#H°(Gks,A) - #H*(Gk s, A) _ H #H°(Gk,, A)
#HY (Ggs, A) [#Al,

As H% are “easy” to calculate, this can be thought of as an H!'-H? duality: knowledge
of one of these cohomology groups gives the other. A key ingredient in the proof of the
wild Poitou-Tate duality is the exact Kummer sequence below, where OIX(& g is the group of
S-units of Kg:

gloo

z—xP

X X
L= pp = Ok, s — Okg,s— 1.
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If S is tame, that is, if S contains no primes above p, the pth power map need not be
surjective, as extracting a pth root usually introduces ramification at p.

Our goal is to obtain a partial duality result in the tame case. Recall the following
definitions:

Vs(K,F,) :={z € K*|vy(x) =0mod p, Vq; = € K*, Vq € S}
and the dual of Vg(K,F,)/K*?:
Bs(K,F,) := (Vs(K,F,)/K*P)".

It is a well-known fact that for arbitrary S we have the injection II%(K,F,) — Bg(K,F,),
and that this injection is an isomorphism if S contains all primes above p. Furthermore,
dimp, Bg(K,F,) < oo for all sets S. Let Clg[p] denote the p-torsion subgroup of the class
group of K. When S = (), we have the exact sequence:

UK ‘/@(Kv]Fp>

(1) 0— U_ﬁ — K p

— Clg[p] — 0.

Thus understanding II3(K,F,) — By(K,F,) involves, at a minimum, disentangling the
units and class group of K. For references, see §11.2 and §11.3 of [5] and Theorem 8.6.7 and
Proposition 10.7.2 of [§].

Building on the work of Labute [6], Schmidt [9] has proved that for an arbitrary number
field K and an odd prime p, there exists a finite set Y of tame primes such that Gk y (p) has
p-cohomological dimension 2, and its Galois cohomology agrees with the étale cohomology of
Spec(Ok \ 'Y). Schmidt’s proof relies on, among other things, choosing Y so that By (K, F,)
and 113 (K,F,) are trivial.

On the one hand, for a general tame set .9, it is very difficult to have any control over the
group I%(K,F,), and therefore to decide if 1% (K,F,) — Bg(K,F,) is a proper inclusion
or an isomorphism. On the other hand, setting

% (K, F,) := ker (H?(GK,S(p), F,) = [[ 2*(Gk,(p). ]Fp)>

qes

and using Proposition 20 in [10, 11.§5.6], we have

% ,(K,F,) = ker (HZ(GKS(p), F,) — [ [ HQ(GKQ,IF‘I,)> .

qes

It is easy to show Il (K,F,) — IIg(K,F,) (see Lemma 7) and then one can construct
examples in which the cokernel of I (K, F,) < Bg(K,F,) is large. In [4], it is shown that
if S is a (possibly empty) tame set of primes of K and p is odd, then there exist infinitely
many finite tame sets X such that

(2) m%ux,p(Ka Fp) ci) H-[?S'UX (K> Fp) (i BSUX(Kv Fp) “ BS(K> Fp)~

A slightly weaker result is obtained for p = 2. In contrast to Schmidt’s result, X is chosen
so 1% (K, F,) is mazimized as opposed to trivialized. As in Schmidt’s work, the primes
of X must be chosen to split appropriately in a certain governing field. For a definition of
governing fields and a more detailed discussion, see |3, Chapter V|. Recall that for a prime
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p and field F' we define 6,(F) = { (1) ’Zp ; ? and for a prime g of a number field F', we
P
set x(q) to be the residue characteristic of q. From Theorem 11.8 of [5] we have
(3)  dimH'(GrzFp) = > [Ky: Q) —6(K)—r+1+> 6,(K,)+dimB(K,F,),
g€z g€z

x(a)=p

so when (2) holds, we have a partial tame H'-H? duality.
In [7], Liu generalizes the definition Bg(K,F,) to finite cardinality Z,[Gk s]-modules A.
The dual of the map on the right below is, using local duality, just the restriction map.

Bs(K, A) := coker HHl(GKq, H Gk, A) = HY(Gg, A
qes q¢s

When S is wild, it is an exercise in local duality (|7, Lemma 8.7]) to see that Bg(K, A) is
dual to IIL (K, A"). We use the subscript “all” to indicate S is all places of K.

Our first result generalizes the classical injection II%(K,F,) — Bg(K,F,). We use the
notation of |7] to state Theorem 1 as that paper was the inspiration for (i) below.

Theorem 1. Let A be any finite cardinality G s-module.
(i) There is a natural injection 1%(K, A) — Bg(K, A). We have By (K, A) = 0 and
1012, (K, A) = 0.
(i) If K/Q is a finite Galois extension of number fields, S is a set of primes of K that is
stable under the action of Gal(K/Q) and A is a finite cardinality Gal(Kg/Q)-module,
then the injection 1T%(K, A) — Bg(K, A) is Gal(K/Q)-equivariant.

In [7], a version of (i) is established K-theoretically, that is both sides are acted on
by Gal(K/Q) with (# Gal(K/Q),p) = 1. Liu shows the multiplicity of any irreducible
constituent on the left side is less than on the right side. When K = @), the result becomes
dim IIT%(K, A) < dimBg(K, A). We establish an actual injection. Note that @ here is any
number field, and need not be Q.

Before introducing the main results of this paper, we need some definitions.

Definition 1. For a finite cardinality Z,|G k]-module A, let L := K(A) be the splitting field

of A. SetT = Gal(L/K). If T is a set of primes of K, let T be the set of primes of L above
those in T'.

Note that if S is a set of primes of K and A is a finite Z, |G 5(p) % I']-module with the
property that I' = Gal(L/K) = Gal(K(A)/K) has order prime to p, the fields L and Kg(p)
are linearly disjoint over K. It follows that there is no action of G g(p) on A, so the object
T3 (K, Fp) (or I (K, A)) does not exist. In this situation, we make the following:

Definition 2. Consider the semidirect product GLS(p) x I', given by the conjugation action
of the prime-to-p group I' on the pro-p group G 5(p). For a finite cardinality Z,|G |, 5(p) < T]-
module A, define the following group:

I1%(Lg(p)/ K, A) := ker (HQ(GL,S(p) x I, A) — H H*(Gk,, A)) .

pes
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Note that the map above is obtained by restricting H*(G, 5(p) x T', A) to the decomposition
subgroups at p and then inflating to H*(G,, A).

When S is wild, the cohomology theory of such groups was developed in [2] as part of
the proof of the Sato-Tate conjecture, and later in |7] to obtain results about the number of
generators of profinite Galois groups.

The main results of this paper are the following generalizations of |4, Theorem A|:

Proposition 2. Let p be an odd prime and let A be a finite cardinality F,[Gk]|-module. Let
S be a finite set of tame primes of K. Then there exist infinitely many finite tame sets X
of places of K such that

(I ¢, (L, A)' S (I g (L, A)T S By (L, A) < By(L,A)"

SUX ,p SuX

Theorem 3. With the notations as above, suppose S contains all ramified primes of L/ K
and (#I',p) = 1. Then there exist infinitely many finite tame sets X of places of K such
that

L(Lg 5 (p)/ K, A) = 1, (K, A) S Bsux (K, A) « Bg(K, A) <> LI*(Ls(p)/ K, A).

While Schmidt’s work [9] gives a very strong tame duality theorem by choosing S such
that Bg(K,F,) = 0, our results represent progress towards establishing a tame duality when
Bg(K, A) # 0. The obstruction to formulating an actual H'-H? duality in this case lies in
the significant difficulty of determining the image of the localization map. Theorem 3 most
naturally generalizes the main result of [4], but if the set of ramified primes of L/K contains
primes that are not in S, Proposition 2 is the natural result. In Section 4, we also prove that
any isomorphism I12(Ls(p)/K, A) < II2(K, A) < Bp(K, A) is preserved if we increase
the set T (see Corollary 11).

The method of proof of Proposition 2 is to pass to the field L where A is a trivial Galois
module. Using the main result of [4] we obtain

I (L, F8mA) s TI3(L, R A) ——— By(L, Fyim )

S,p

HIQSUX,’p(L,]FSImA) — LH%UX,(L,IFS“A) — BguX,(L,FglmA)
for infinitely many finite sets X’ of primes of L. The key ingredient of this proof is Lemma
10, which proves that the above isomorphisms persist when we replace X’ by its Gal(L/K)-
orbit X. We then take I-invariants to obtain Proposition 2. The descent to K in Theorem 3
uses that (#I',p) = 1. The reason for working only with Galois modules that are vector
spaces over [, is because the results of [4] only hold for A = [F,. To obtain our result for
finite cardinality Z,|G k]-modules would require extending those results to the trivial Galois
modules Z/p*Z.

In §2 we prove Theorem 1. In §3 we prove some lemmas needed in §4. In §4 we prove
Proposition 2 and Theorem 3. In §5 we address the case p = 2. The results of [4] are slightly
weaker in this case, leading to our slightly weaker results. In §6 we give explicit examples.

Definitions and Notations
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e p: A prime number.

K: A number field.

Gk: The absolute Galois group of K.

Ogk: The ring of integers of K.

A prime ideal p of Ok is called tame if #Ok/p =1 (mod p).

Kg, Kg(p): If S is a set of primes, Kg (resp. Kg(p)) is the maximal extension of K
unramified outside S (resp. the maximal pro-p extension of K unramified outside .5).

o Gxs:=Gal(Ks/K), Gk s(p) := Gal(Ks(p)/K).
e A: A finite cardinality Z,[Gk s]-module with dual A" := Hom(A, py=).

L := K(A): The splitting field of A, i.e., the subextension of Kg/K such that Gal(Kg/L)
is the maximal subgroup of Gk s which acts trivially on A.

I' = Gal(L/K).

T: For T a set of primes of K, this is the set of primes of L above T.

K,: For a prime ideal p of Ok, this is the completion of K at p.

Gk, Gk, (p): The absolute Galois group of K, and its maximal pro-p quotient.

T,(K): The inertia subgroup of G, .

H} (Gk,,A) :=ker(H'(Gg,,A) = H'(T,(K), A)). This is the unramified cohomology.

[Ty (K, A) = ker (Hi(cm, A) = Tlyes (G, A)).

% (L, A): =ker | H* (G, 5(p), A) = [[ H*(GL,(p), A)

pes

~ker | H*(Gp5(p), A) = [ [ H*(GL,. A)
pesS
The isomorphism follows from Proposition 20 in [10, I1.§5.6].

I11%(Lg(p)/K, A) := ker (H?(GL,S(p) 1T, A) = [Les(H2 (G, A)), for a finite cardinal-
ity Z,|Gk, s]-module A for which (#I',p) = 1.

L (K A) o= er (HH(G i, A) = T paces H' (G, A4))

Bs(K, A) := coker (qus H' Gy A) X Tlygs Hey(Grys A) — Hl(GK,A’)V>, where the
map is the dual of the restriction map, using local duality.

B (K, A) := coker (Hq HY(Gg,,A) — Hl(GK,A’)V>. This group is dual to I}, (K, A")

|7, Lemma 8.7].
Vs(K,F,) = {z € K* |vy(x) =0mod p, Vq; v € K;7, Vq € S}. By [7, Proposition 8.3],
(Vs(K,Fp)/K*?)Y = Bg(K, F,).

2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

The running hypotheses and notes for this section are:

e p is any prime including 2.
e A is any finite cardinality Z,[G k|-module with splitting field L := K(A).

We use Chebotarev’s theorem repeatedly to choose our primes from a set of positive
density. Of course this only allows us to choose Frobenius conjugacy classes, but as we are
restricting to decomposition groups (which are defined only up to conjugacy) and taking
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cohomology, we abuse notation and use the terminology of Frobenius elements. All primes
chosen are degree 1 over K and unramified in L/K.

Before proving Theorem 1, we need some preliminary results.

Lemma 4. Let N C Gk be the mazximal subgroup which acts trivially on A, so N fizes L
and AN = A. If f € HY(Gk, A) does not inflate from H' (Gy /N, A), then f ¢ 1L}, (K, A).

Proof. The assumption on and definition of N imply that in the inflation-restriction sequence
0— H'(Gg/N,A) = H'(Gg,A) — H' (N, A)Fx/N,

f restricts to a nonzero element of H'(N, A)¢%x/N = Homg, ,n(N, A) and thus cuts out the
nontrivial field extension L¢/L in the diagram below. Note L;/K is a finite Galois extension.
Let q be any prime of K whose Frobenius in Gal(L;/K) is a nontrivial element of Gal(L;/L).
Then fla,, #0 50 f ¢ I (K, A).

=

Gk

Henceforth, we need only consider f € H'(Gg, A) whose restriction to N is trivial, that
is0+# fe H(Gk/N,A).

Recall we are assuming A is a finite cardinality Z, |G k]-module and let Syl, be a Sylow-p
subgroup of Gk /N with fixed field E. As #A = p™ for some m > 0, the restriction map
H'(Gk/N,A) — H'(Syl,, A) is injective, so for 0 # f € H' (G /N,A) C H'(Gk, A), our
task is to find a qo of £ such that the restriction of f|g,;, to the decomposition group at qo
in Syl, is nontrivial. It then inflates nontrivially to G, . For q the prime of K below qo we
would then have f’GKq # 0, so, together with Lemma 4, we obtain ITI},(K, A) = 0. As we
will later choose a subgroup Z of order p in the center of Syl,, we include it and its fixed
field D in the diagram below.
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%p/z E

The proof of Proposition 5 generalizes that of Lemma 1.2 of [11] in the [ = 5 case.

Proposition 5. For any number field K and any finite cardinality Z,|G k|-module A with

e Gy /N having Sylow-p subgroup of order p*,
e and 0 # f € H(Gg/N, A),

there are a positive density of degree one primes q of K such that the inflation of f to Gk
when restricted to G, is nonzero.

Proof. The proof is by induction on s.

Base case, s =1, #Syl, = p: As Syl, = (o), we choose a prime qy of E' whose Frobenius is
o. Then Syl, is a quotient of the local Galois group Gg, , so f |GEqO inflates from the nonzero

element f|g,, and is thus nonzero itself. Choosing q of K beneath qo, we have f |GKq # 0.
The base case holds.

Inductive step, #Syl, = p*™, s > 0: We assume the result has been established for all
number fields and Galois modules where the Sylow-p subgroup of the Galois action has
cardinality at most p°. Since Syl, is a nontrivial p-group, it has a nontrivial center. Let
Z C Syl, be a subgroup of order p in the center of Syl,. Recall 0 # f € H'(Gx/N, A) and

denote its restriction to H'(Syl,, A) by f. Then

0— H'(Syl,/Z, A?) Infz HY(Syl,, A) Resz H'(Z, A)SulelZ.

e Case I, Resz(f) # 0: Apply the base case to the Z/ pZ-extension L/D corresponding
to Z to find a degree one prime qo of D such that Resz(f)|Gqu # 0. Let q be
the prime of K beneath qo. As Resz(f) = f’GDqO pulls back from H'(Gx/N, A)
and H'(Syl,, A), and then inflates to f € H'(Gk, A), we see that flex, # 0, so
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f & Mgy (K, A).

GK — GK — > GK/N

J

Syl,

J

A

Case 11, Resz(f) = 0: Then f = Inf,(f,) for some nonzero fo € H'(Syl,/Z, A?).
By the inductive hypothesis applied to Syl,/Z, A? and D/E, there is a positive
density of degree one primes qo of £ such that fo|g,, # 0. The prime g of K below
qo is degree one and the set of such primes has positive density. We are assuming q
is unramified in L/K so o is the Frobenius at qo in Gal(D/FE) is also the Frobenius
at q in Gal(D/K). Again, f|GKq arises from inflating f to Gk and then restricting
to Gk,. In this case it is the same as going down the diagram: restricting, using that
Resz(f) = 0 to pull back to Syl,/Z along Infz, and restricting down to (o), and
then inflating up and to the left to G, .

q

GK — GK E—d GK/N

A

q

Syl, «—— Z

¥

Syl,/Z

A

(o)
We have chosen qo, q and o via the inductive hypothesis and our assumption that
Resz(f) = 0 so that the image of 0 # f € H'(Gk/N, A) is nonzero at the penul-
timate step of the downward process. It is thus nonzero after the final diagonal

inflation on a positive density of degree one primes q of K.

This completes the induction. O
Corollary 6. Both I11},,(K, A) and its dual By (K, A’) are trivial.

Proof. Let 0 # f € H'(Gk, A). If f does not inflate from H' (G /N, A), then Lemma 4 gives
f ¢ 10!, (K, A). On the other hand, if f inflates from H'(Gx /N, A), then by Proposition 5,
f ¢ Ik, (K, A). Tt follows that IIT},, (K, A) = 0, so its dual B, (K, A’) = 0. O

We can now prove Theorem 1:

Proof. Below are some remarks to help translate between our notation and Liu’s from [7].

e Our K plays the role of k in [7].
e The field () at the end of this proof is Liu’s field @) - it is not Q.

e We have previously used N for the kernel of the Galois action on A, but here we

follow Liu and take N := ker (Bg(K,A) - B (K, A)).
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e 3: H* Gk, A) — H*(Gg, A) is the inflation map.
Towards the end of the proof of Proposition 8.5 of [7], there are two exact sequences

0 — ker(8) —— IIA(K, A) —2— B(IIIZ(K, A)) — 0

0 > N » Bs(K,A) — Bu(K,A) —— 0

An easy diagram chase in the proof of |7, Proposition 8.5] shows that ker(8) < N and
BIIE(K, A)) < By (K, A). By Corollary 6 (replacing A’ by A) we know that B,; (K, A) =
0, so B(II%(K, A)) = 0, and the diagram above becomes

0 — ker(8) —— HIE(K,A) —— 0 —— 0

/

0 > N » Bg(K, A) > 0 > 0

which gives III%4(K, A) — Bg(K, A), proving the first part of (7). We have already proved
Bu(K,A) =0, so II?,,(K, A) = 0, completing (3).

For (i), if K/Q is Galois, S is Gal(K/Q)-stable and A is a Gal(Kg/Q)-module, then Liu
proves the injection ker(8) — N is Gal(K/Q)- equivariant. O

3. SOME LEMMAS

The running hypotheses and notes for this section are:
e p is a prime.
e A is a finite cardinality Z,[G k]-module.
e T is a finite set (possibly empty) of tame primes of K.
Lemma 7 is used throughout the paper and in the examples in §6. Lemma 8 and Lemma 9
are crucial in the proofs of Proposition 2 and Theorem 3.

Lemma 7. With the above notation, IITZ (L, F,) — T2 (L,F,).

Proof. Let J be the kernel of G| 7 — G 7(p). Any 0 # a € H'(J, F,)¢2.7®) gives rise
to a Z/pZ-extension of Ls(p) lying within Lz and Galois over L. This contradicts the

maximality of Lz(p), so H'(J,F,)¢27® = 0. From the inflation-restriction sequence we
have H*(Gp7(p),Fp) — H*(Gp 5, Fp). It is easy to see elements of IITZ (L, F,) inflate to

elements of TIT2 (L, IF,). O

Lemma 8. Assume that T contains all the primes that ramify in L/ K, so A is a Z,|Gk r]-
module. Assume, moreover, that (#I',p) = 1. Then:

(i) H(Ggr, A) ~ H(Gp 7, A)", for alli> 1.
I
(ii) Letp € T. Then H(Gy,, A) ~ (qup Hi(GLq,A)> foralli>1.
r
(iii) Letp € T. Then HY, (G, A) ~ (Hq‘p H,(Gr,, A)) .

Proof. (i): As (#I',#A) = 1, we have for m > 0 and n > 0 that H™(T', H"(G 7, A)) = 0.
Combining this with [8, Lemma 2.1.2], we can conclude that H(Ggr, A) ~ H (G ;, A),
for all + > 1.
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(11): Since L/K is Galois, the groups Gal(L,/K,) are isomorphic for all q|p. Let I'y, =
Gal(Ly/K,) C I'. By |8, Lemma 2.1.2| again, Hi(GKJJ,A) ~ (H(Gp,,A))™ fori > 1. AsT
acts transitively on the #I'/I'y primes q above p in 7', the result follows.

(iii): Let T, ¢ T, = Gal(Ly/K,) C T be the inertia subgroup of I' = Gal(L/K) at p
(note that this notation makes sense since L/K is Galois, so all the inertia subgroups are
isomorphic). By part (i) and [8, Lemma 2.1.2], we see that H'(Gg,, A) ~ H*(Gy,, A)'» and
HY(T,(K), A) ~ H'(T;(L), A)'*. Note that H'(T;(L), A)™» ¢ H'(T;(L), A)™, since I, C T,
so using the fact that there are #I'/T'y primes q above p in T, we observe that

T

[[H (L), 4) | ~ HNTL(L), AT — HY(T,(L), A ~ H'(T,(K), A).
alp

Combining this with the fact that H'(Gg,, A) ~ (I Ly HY(Gp,,A))", we obtain the following
commutative diagram:

r
H} (G, A) (ITp H2 (G )

A

~
v

HY (G A) —— (TLyy H' (G, A))F

v

~

HY(Ty(K), 4) +— (T H'(T(L). 4))

Note that the exactness of the right column follows from the left exactness of taking I'-
invariants. A routine diagram chase shows that H,, (Gk,, A) = (I, Ha(Gr,, A))7 O

Lemma 9. Let T be a finite set of tame primes of K, and let A be a finite cardinality
Z,|Gk|-module.

(i) The inclusions Hl%p(L,A) — W% (L, A) — Bs(L, A) are T-equivariant.
If, in addition, T contains all ramified primes of L/K (so A is a Z,|Gk r]-module), and
(#I',p) = 1, then:

(i1) I_H%p(L, AV ~ 1% (Ls(p)/ K, A).
(ii1) LHQT(LA)F ~ [MI4(K, A).
(iv) BA(L, A)T ~ Bp(K, A).

Proof. (i): By Lemma 7, we have an injection LH%p(L,A) — MZ%(L, A) induced by the
inclusion H*(G, 7(p), A) — H?*(G 7, A). As cohomology respects the conjugation by I' =
Gal(L/K), this inclusion is I-equivariant. The second map is I'-equivariant by Theorem 1 (7).
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(i1): We use [8, Lemma 2.1.2] to observe that H*(G', 7(p) T, A) ~ H*(G 7(p), A)". Now
use Lemma 8(%i) to obtain:

I*(Ly(p)/ K, A) = ker | H*(G 7(p) x T, A) — | H*(Gx,. A))

peT

~ker | H*(G,7(p), A = [[ | [[H*(GL,. A

peT \ qlp
r

~ ker | H*(G #(p), A —>1_IH2 Gr,, A)
qu

=1 (1, 4)"

where the second isomorphism follows from left exactness of taking I'-invariants.
(11i): We use Lemma 8 parts (i) and (7i):

M2 (K, A) = ker (HQ(GKT, A) = [[ #*(Cx,. A)>

peT

~ ker | H*( G A —>H I_IH2 Gr,, A)
peT \ qlp
r

~ker | H(G, 7, A) = | [ H*(GL,. A)

qeT

= [IZ(L, A)",

where the second isomorphism follows from left exactness of taking I'-invariants.
(iv): We use Lemma 8, parts (i), (ii), and (iii):

Br(K,A) = coker HHl(GKp, H (Gr,, A) — H' (Gg, A")Y
peT p¢T
r
~coker [ [T | [[H"(Cr,. 4 | * [T ]]HMW(GCLy A) | — (HY(GL, A))F
peT \ alp pET \ alp
r
~ coker HHl(GL , H (Gr,, A) = HY(Gp,A")Y
qeT a¢T
=Bs(L, A",

The second isomorphism uses the fact that since (#I',p) = 1, then taking [-invariants on
finite cardinality Z,[I']-modules is exact. O
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4. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS

The running hypotheses and notes for this section are:

e p is an odd prime. This is required to invoke the main result of [4]. See §5 for p = 2.

e A is a finite cardinality F,[G k]-module. We need to restrict ourselves to this case because
the main result of [4] is currently only known for F,,.

e S is a finite set (possibly empty) of tame primes of K; S is the set of places of L above S.

Since G, acts trivially on the F, |G k]-module A, we can now consider the groups ng p(L, F,),
I%(L, F,) and Bg(L,F,) with the usual inclusion LH%,@(L,IFP) — MI%(L,F,) — Bg(L,F,).
Use [4, Theorem A| to construct a tame set X’ of primes of L such that:

2 (L,F,) —— LH%(L,]FP) — Bgs(L,F,)

S,p

IH%UX/,p(L,IFp) = IH%UX,(L,IFP) = Bg,x/ (L, Fp).
Note that X’ is a set of primes of L that is not necessarily I-stable. Let X be the [-orbit of
X'. By [4, Corollary 1.17|, Hl%uX,p(L’FP> — LH%UX(Lan> — Bg (L, F,). We claim that
increasing the set X’ to make it I'-stable does not affect the group Bg (L, F,):

Lemma 10. With the above notation, Bg (L, F,) ~ B (L, F,).

Proof. We will prove that the duals are isomorphic: Vg . (L,F,)/L*P ~ Vg ¢(L,F,)/L*?.
Firstly, since SUX' ¢ SUX, we have Vaux (L, Fp) C Ve x:/(L,F,), so we only need to show
the other inclusion. To this end, let © € Vg (L, F,), and let q be a prime in X’. By the
definition of Vg . (L,F,), the primes above q in L((,) split completely in L((,, ¢/2)/L((,).
Take the Galois closure M of L((,, /=) over K. It follows that those primes also split com-
pletely in M/L((,), which implies that all their Gal(L/K)-conjugates also split completely
in M/L(¢,). Note that the set X was formed by taking the Gal(L/K)-conjugates of the
elements of X', so we can conclude that z € Vg (L, F,), finishing the proof. O

We have:

U (L,F,) —— M4(L,F,) —— Bg(L,F,)

112 (L,Fp) —— 1% (L,FFp) — Bgux: (L, Fp)

SUX',p SuX'
LH%UXJJ(L’ Fp) = m%u)? (L’ FP) — BSUX(La Fp)

Proof of Proposition 2. Let X be the set of primes of K lying below X. Recall that G, acts
trivially on A and by Lemma 9(i) the following diagram is I'-equivariant:

(4)

2 (L, A) < T4(L, A) < Bg(L, A) > Bg g (L, A) < I1I3

S 2 ¢(LA) &I o (L A).

SU)E',p
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We can take I'-invariants of (4) to obtain

W2 (L, A)" s I3(L, A)" s By(L, A)F

l:

LU?S‘UX (L,A) = U'[%‘Uf((L A) = BSU)Z(L,A)F

proving Proposition 2.
0

Proof of Theorem 3. To prove Theorem 3, recall that (#I',p) = 1. Now, take I'-invariants
of (4) and use Lemma 9 to see

I (Lg(p)/ K, A) —— II4(K, A) —— Bs(K, A4)
H_[2(L§U)~((p)/K, A) — H—I%UX(K’ A) — BSUX(Ka A)
O

The following result shows that once an isomorphism II1*(Lg(p)/K, A) < Bg(K, A) is
established, increasing the set S by any set Y (tame or wild) preserves the isomorphism

I(Lg 5 (p) /K, A) = Bsuy (K, A).

Corollary 11. If the injection III*(Lg(p)/K, A) — II%(K, A) — Bg(K, A) is an isomor-
phism, then for any set'Y of primes of K we have

I (Lg 5 (p)/ K, A) = Mgy (K, A) = Bsuy (K, A).

Proof. This proof is inspired by the proofs of [4, Lemma 1.16| and [7, Lemma 8.4]. By the
inflation-restriction exact sequence, one has:

HY(Gal(Lg g (p)/Lg(p)), A)esPt — H* (G 5(p) ¥ T, A) = H*(G 5,5 (p) x T, A).

Note that the image of H'(Gal(Lg y(p)/Lg(p)), A)°=s#"" in H*(Gp g(p) » T, A) lies in
I*(Ls(p)/ K, A), whose image lies in III*(Lg v (p)/ K, A), so we have the following commu-
tative diagram:

HY(Gal(Lgyy(p)/Lg(p)), A)rs®*T — TI2(Lg(p)/ K, A) — II*(Lg 5 (p)/ K, A)

[ [

BS(K, A) e BSUy<K, A)

We immediately obtain that if [IT*(Lg(p)/K, A) < Bg(K, A) is an isomorphism, then so is
I (Lguy(p)/ K, A) = Bsuy (K, A).
U
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5. THE CASE p =2

As is usual, the case p = 2 presents extra technical difficulties. Because of this we relax
slightly the running hypotheses and notes for this section:
o p=2.
e A is a finite cardinality Fo[Gk]-module with splitting field L := K (A).
e [L: K] is odd.
e S contains all ramified places of L/K.
o [':=Gal(L/K).

The main result of this paper, Theorem 3, is a generalization of [4, Theorem A|. Both of
these results hold only for odd primes p, so it is natural to ask what happens when p = 2.
In [4], the case p = 2 involves an exceptional situation.

Definition 3. For a field K and a tame set S of primes of K, the pair (K,S) is called
exceptional if p = 2 and one simultaneously has:

(a) (4 ¢ K,
(b) OF N —4K* 0,
(c) S contains no real place, and for every p € S one has (4 € K.

It is shown in [4, Theorem B| that if S is a set of tame primes of K and the situation is
exceptional, then there exist infinitely many finite tame sets X such that

dsBs(K,Fa) — 1 < doIll3 x o (K, F2) = dollIg x (K, Fa) = dyBsux (K, F2) < doBs(K, Fa).

If the situation is not exceptional, then the conclusion of [4, Theorem A| holds in this case
too.
In this section we prove a generalization of this result:

Theorem 12. (i) If (K, S) is not exceptional, or if the trivial module Fy is not in the
decomposition of A as a direct sum of irreducible Fy[I']-modules, then there exist
finitely many tame sets X of K such that

I (Lg 5 (p)/ K, A) S T (K, A) & Bsux (K, A) « Bs(K, A).

(ii) Let Fy be the trivial Fo[l'|-module, so Fo @ A ~ A as Fy[[']-modules. If (K,S) is
exceptional, then there exist infinitely many finite tame sets X such that either

2 (Lg, ¢ (p) /K, A) < M2y (K, A) < Bsux (K, A) « Bg(K, A)
or
(Fy ® A)" @ 1% (Lg ¢ (p)/ K, A) & A" @ 1% (K, A) & AT @ Baux (K, A) « Bg(K, A).

Proof. The proof follows the same steps as the proof of Theorem 3, with the caveat that we
need to use [4, Theorem B instead of [4, Theorem A] in the construction of the tame set X’
of primes of L.

Firstly, we claim that the situation is not exceptional for (K, S) if and only if it is not
exceptional for (L, S). To this end, let us prove the converse. Since I' = Gal(L/K) has odd
order, then {4 ¢ K (resp. (4 € K, for p € S) if and only if (4 ¢ L (resp. {4 € Ly, for
q|p). Similarly, S contains no real place if and only if S contains no real place. Finally, if
O N4K* # (), then clearly OF N —4L* # (. On the other hand, if —4a* € OF N —4L* (for
a € L), then taking norms, we obtain
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Nijk(—4a*) = —4 (2°Npxc(a))' € Of N —4K*,
where #I" = 2k + 1.
We prove (7) and (i) simultaneously: If the situation is not exceptional for (K, S), then
it is not exceptional for (L, S). Then by [4, Theorem B, there exist infinitely many sets X’
of primes of L such that

12, 0 (L, Fo) < 1112

EB (L, F2) & By x (L, Fa) « Bg(L,TFy).

SUX'
The proof of the first part of (i) then proceeds exactly as the proof of Theorem 3. We prove
the second part of (i) at the end.

To finish the proof of (i), we can therefore assume that the situation is exceptional for

K, S) and also (L, S). Apply [4, Theorem B| to construct infinitely many sets X’ such that
(K, pply [4, y many

dng(L,Fg) 1 < dgm (L,Fz) dgﬂl L,Fg) - dnguX/<L,IF2) S dQBS(L,Fz)

SuUX'’2 SUX’(

Just as in the proof of Theorem 3, these sets X’ are not I-stable, so let X be the I'-orbit of
X'. Tt follows that

dyBg(L,Fo) — 1 < doll12 . (L, Fs) = dol11% (L, Fy) = dyBg ¢ (L, Fa) < dyBg(L, Fy),

SUX 2 SUX
so either
LT, ¢ (L, Fa) < T2 o (L,Fy) < By (L, Fa) « Bg(L,Fy)
or
Fy @ 1T ¢ ,(L,F2) = Fy @ 1T (L, F2) = Fy @ By x(L, Fy) « Bg(L,Fy).

As A is an Fy[I']-module, we have Bg(L, A) ~ Bg(L,F2) ® A (and similarly for Bg (L, A),

2 2 -
1% < (L, A) and e 5, (L, A)). So either

M2 o (L, A) S I (L, A) S Bg (L, A) « Bg(L, A)

SUX 2 SuX
or
(Fy® A) & 12 ¢ (L, A) S AS I (L, A) S A6 By g (L, A) « Bg(L, A).

Taking -invariants, and denoting by S and X, respectively, the sets of primes of K below
S and X, we obtain that either

%(Lg, 5 (p)/ K, A) S 2 (K, A) S Baux (K, A) « Bg(K, A)
or
AT @ T (Lg 5 (p)/ K, A) & AT @ T2y (K, A) & A" @ Bgux (K, A) « Bg(K, A),

which proves part ().

To prove the second part of (i), observe that dim A" is equal to the multiplicity of the
trivial representation in the decomposition of A. Thus, if A has no trivial modules in its
decomposition, then dim A" = 0, and the conclusion follows. 0
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6. EXAMPLES

In [4] several examples are given where the composite I3 ,(K,Fy) — HIF(K,Fy) —
By(K,Fy) is not surjective, but explicit sets S were given such that

[T} , (K, Fy) — By(K,Fs) ~ Bg(K,Fy) ¢ [I%(K,Fy) < I3, (K, Fy).

In this section we give two examples: one for odd p and one for p = 2. We used MAGMA,
[1], for our computations, and all code was run unconditionally, that is we did not assume
the GRH.

Example 1. Let K = Q, L = Q(v/5), p = 3 and let A be the group Z/37 with nontrivial
action of I' := Gal(L/K). Note L/K is unramified outside 5. Let S = {5}, T' = {5,107}
and V = {5,107,197} be sets of primes of Q and S, T and V are the corresponding sets of
primes of L. There is only one prime in L above each rational prime of V.
For X € {S,T,V} we will study Lg(3), the maximal pro-3 extension of L unramified
outside X. As X is I-stable, L (3)/K is Galois.
A simple inflation restriction argument, using that (#I',3) = 1, gives, for X € {S,T,V},
that
HI(GKJ(, A) i) HI(GL,fO A)F = HOIHF(GLJ“(, A)
The 3-parts of the ray class groups are given below:
The 3-parts of ray class groups for given tame conductors
sTv S T %
K|{0o 0 0 - - -
L|- - - 0 Z/3Z 7Z)27Z
The first row follows as none of the primes of V' are 1 mod 3, and the second comes from
MAGMA computations. We want to determine the Gal(L/K)-action on the ray class groups
over L for T and V. That the first row is trivial implies the action of Gal(L/K) on the 3-parts
of the ray class groups over L is multiplication by —1 so

Hom(GL’X,A) = Homp(GLX,A) = Hl(GL’X,A)F = Hl(GKX,A)

and thus
dim H'(Ggr, A) = dim H' (G} 7, A) = 1 and dim H'(Gg,v,A) =dim H' (G, A) = 1.

As Gy — Ggr (call the kernel J) and the inflation map H'(Ggr, A) — H'(Ggy,A) is
an isomorphism, the latter half of the 5-term inflation-restriction sequence gives the top row
of:

0 —— HI(J,A)GK’T EEE— HQ(GK/T,A) EEEEE— HQ(GK7‘/,A)

| |

Poer H? Gy A) —— Bgev H* (G, A)

From the second row of the table we have the 3-part of the ray class group of conductor V
properly surjects onto that of conductor T, giving a nontrivial element a € H'(J, A)Gxr,
Chasing a to @qev H*(G,, A) its image is zero, so its image in @qerH?*(G,, A) is zero as
well. Thus the image of a in H*(G 7, A) actually lies in I1I%(K, A) so this latter group is
NONZEro.

It remains to show
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(i) dimBg(K, A) = dimbr(K, A) =1,
(ii) II2(Lg(3)/K, A) = 0.
Once these are established, we will have shown that dim IT11?(L¢(3)/K, A) increases as we
change X from S to T and reaches its maximum of dim Bg(K, A) = 1.
(i) By Lemma 9(iv), Bg(K, A) ~ Bg(L, A)' and By(K, A) ~ By(L, A)'. Over L, the
F3[Gp 7]-module A has trivial action and is just F3. Using the relation between
dim H'(Gr 5,F,) and dim Bg(L,F,) given in (3) in the Introduction and the table
above, we have dimBg(L, A) = dimBy(L, A) = 1. Let Uy be the unit group of L
and Cl[p] be the p-torsion in the class group of L. From (1), we see

0 — (Cl1[3])Y — By(L,Fs) — (UL /U)Y — 0.

Using our knowledge that the class group of L is trivial, its unit group has rank 1, I"
acts on Uy /U; by —1 and that T" acts on A by —1 as well, taking I'-invariants gives
dimBg(K, A) =dimBbp(K, A) = 1.

(ii) From the table we see there are no 3-extensions of L unramified outside S so Lg = L.
It follows that I1%(Lg(3)/K, A) ~ LUQS;))(L, Al =0.

Example 2. We adapt Example 1 of [4]. Let K = Q and L = Q(¢; + ¢') = Q(cos &),
noting that L is the splitting field of the polynomial 23 + 22 — 22 — 1. This is the totally
real subfield of Q((;). Clearly I' := Gal(L/K) ~ Z/3Z and one can check that L has trivial

class group. We set p = 2 and A =, @ Fy with a nontrivial action of I'.
Lemma 13. dimp,(A ®p, A)F = 2.

Proof. Extend scalars to F4 which contains all the eigenvalues of I' acting on A. Let ¢ : ' —
F; be a nontrivial character. It is an exercise to check A ®p, Fy ~ Fy()) @ Fy(¢p7 1) so

dimg, (A ®p, A)" = dimg, [(F4(¢) & Fa(v™")) ®p, (Fa(¢)) & Fa(v™))]" =2

O

Consider the following sets of primes of K and L below. In the sets of primes of L, the
subscript “1” indicates the first prime of L above the rational prime as chosen by MAGMA.
Primes of K : S = {7}, T ={7,181,293}, and V = {7, 181,293,307, 349}.

Primes of L : S" = {7}, T' = {71,1811,293,}, V' = {7,181y,293,, 307, 349, }
The first row of the table below gives the 2-primary part of ray class groups of L. with

given tame conductor X’ € {(), S", T, V'}, as computed by MAGMA. The second row follows
from the first row and (3) of the Introduction.

0 s T’ 1%

RCG Y, x/[2%] 0 0 Z/2Z X727 7.]AZ x Z]AZ
dim]F2 Bxl(L,]Fg) 3 2 2 0
dimg, 1113, ,(L,Fy) | 0 0 2 0

We now explain the third row: From the first row we see Ly(2) = Lg/(2) = L so G p(2) =
G1,s(2) is trivial which gives the first two entries of the third row. The fourth entry follows
from the injection II§, ,(L,Fy) < By/(L,Fy) = 0. For the third entry, using inflation-
restriction for the map 1 - N — GLv/(2) - G (2) — 1, the last two entries of the first
row of the table and the method of Example 1, we have

H'(N,Fy) @) — 17 (L, Fy).
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2= d.lIIl[F2 (ker (RCGL’V/ [200] - RCGL,T/ [2OO]> Xz Fg)
< dimp, H' (N, F3)20'?) < dimg, 113, ,(L, F>) < dimp, By (L, Fa) = 2,

we are done.
Let X be the Gal(L/K)-orbit of X’ € {S",T',V'}. We now justify the data in the table
below.

0 S TV
dimp, Bg(L, AT [2 2 2 0
dimg, % (L, A)T[0 0 2 0

Since the class number of L is 1, we see By(L,Fy) is the dual of Uy /U}? where Uy, is the
unit group of L, which has rank 2 as L is totally real. Recalling {£1} C Uy, one easily sees
Up/U? ~TFy @ A as Fy[[-modules so By(L,Fy) ~ Fy & A as well. Then

Taking I'-invariants and using Lemma 13 gives the first entry of the first row. As 7 is totally
ramified in L/ K, we see S = S so dimp, Bg(L,F2) = 2. This group is a I'-stable quotient of
Fy ® A and must therefore be A, so

BS‘(LaA) = BS’(LaFQ) 208 A~ A QF, A,

and Lemma 13 gives the second entry of the first row. We know from the first table that
dimg, B/ (L,Fy) = 2 and Lemma 10 gives dimp, B7(L,Fo) = 2. As a I'-module this is again
A, so tensoring with A and taking I'-invariants gives the third entry of the first row. The
fourth entry follows as By/(L,[Fy) = B (L, F2) = 0 from the first table.

The first two entries of the second row follow from the fact that Ly(2) = Lg(2) =
L so Gal(Ly(2)/K) = Gal(Lz(2)/K) = Gal(L/K) = I The fourth entry follows as
IH%/Q(L,A) — By (L, A) = 0. The third entry comes from the fact that the isomorphism
117, , (L, Fy) S Br/(L,TFy) of 2-dimensional vector spaces induces, using Lemma 10, the
[-equivariant isomorphism LU; , (L, Fy) < B4#(L,Fs) of 2-dimensional vector spaces. Both
of these Fy[l']-modules are A, S0 again, tensoring with A and taking I'-invariants completes
this table.

From the second and third columns, we have increased H_I%(’Q(L, A~ I*(Lg(2)/K, A)
as we increase X in size from S to T from the trivial group to B(L, A)" ~ Bg(L, A)', its
maximal possible size.
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