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Abstract

Let p be an odd prime. We give a formula for the bad part of p-class groups that is
valid for 100% of the abelian p-extensions when ordered by product of ramified primes.

1 Introduction

For an imaginary quadratic number field K/Q, Gauss gave an explicit description of the 2-
torsion subgroup Cl(K)[2] of the class group of K. More precisely, the rank of Cl(K)[2] ∼=
Cl(K)/2Cl(K) is determined by the number of primes ramified in K/Q. As a consequence of
Gauss’s genus theory, the average rank of Cl(K)[2] as K varies over all quadratic extensions
is infinite, which shows that the naive adaptation of the Cohen–Lenstra conjectures on the
distribution of p-parts of class groups of quadratic number fields fails when p = 2.

Gerth [7] proposed a modification of the Cohen–Lenstra conjectures: instead of Cl(K), it is
2Cl(K) whose 2-part distributes randomly according to the Cohen–Lenstra type of probability
measure. Similarly to the p = 2 case, for an odd prime p and a cyclic degree p extension
K/Q, Gauss’s genus theory implies that the Gal(K/Q)-invariant part (which is isomorphic
to the Gal(K/Q)-coinvariant part) of Cl(K)[p∞] is an Fp-vector space whose rank equals the
number of primes ramified in K/Q. Gerth also made conjectures to cover the case where p is
odd [8]. Recently, Gerth’s conjectures were proven by Smith [25] for p = 2, and for odd p by
the first author and Pagano [14] (conditional on GRH) and by Smith [26, 27] (unconditional).

In [18], the second author extended the Cohen–Lenstra–Gerth type of conjectures and the
corresponding genus theory to study the distribution of class groups of abelian extensions.
Let A be an abelian group, and p a prime dividing |A|. For an A-extension K/Q (i.e. a pair
(K/Q, ι), where K/Q is a Galois extension and ι is an isomorphism Gal(K/Q) ∼= A), the p-
part of the class group of K, Cl(K)[p∞], is naturally a module over the ring Zp[A]/(

∑
γ∈A γ).

Let e be a nontrivial primitive idempotent of Qp[A] and define

eZp[A] := {ex | x ∈ Zp[A]} ⊂ Qp[A], (1.1)

which is a quotient ring of Zp[A] via the quotient map Zp[A] → eZp[A] defined by sending x
to ex. The second author [18] proved that the ring eZp[A] is a discrete valuation ring and a
lattice of the irreducible Qp[A]-module eQp[A], and studied the distribution of

eCl(K) := Cl(K)[p∞]⊗Zp[A] eZp[A]
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as K varies over totally real A-extensions of Q. Define me to be the maximal ideal of eZp[A],
and for any nonzero proper ideal I ⊂ eZp[A] and a finite eZp[A]-module M , define the I-rank
of M to be

rkI eM :=
∞∑
i=d

ni, if I = md
e and M ∼=

∞⊕
i=1

(
eZp[A]/mi

e

)⊕ni .

Define the ideal Ie ⊆ eZp[A] by

Ie :=
⋂

0̸=γ∈A

1− γ,

ord(γ)∑
j=1

γj

 eZp[A]. (1.2)

By [18, Theorem 1.1 and Conjecture 12.2], for an A-extension K/Q:

1. when Ie ⊆ I, the I-rank rkI eCl(K) is bounded below, up to a constant, by the number
of primes ramified in K/Q whose inertia subgroup and decomposition subgroup satisfy
some explicit conditions depending on I and A;

2. Ie · eCl(K) is conjectured to be equidistributed according to a Cohen–Lenstra type of
probability measure.

Furthermore, a weighted version of the conjecture for the moments of Ie · eCl(K) in the
function field case is proved in [18, Theorem 1.2].

In this paper, we give, for Ie ⊆ I, a formula to compute rkI eCl(K) for 100% of the
A-extensions K/Q when ordering the extensions by their product of ramified primes.

Theorem 1.1. Let p be an odd prime, A a finite abelian p-group, and e a nontrivial primitive
idempotent of Qp[A]. For a proper ideal I of eZp[A] containing Ie and an A-extension K/Q
with a chosen isomorphism ι : Gal(K/Q) → A, define a set of primes that are special for
K, ι, e and I:

R(K, ι, e, I) :=

{
finite primes v of Q

∣∣∣∣ ι(Dv) acts trivially on eZp[A]/I,
the exponent of eZp[A]/I divides |Iv|

}
,

where Dv and Iv are respectively the decomposition subgroup and inertia subgroup of K/Q at
v. Then for 100% of the A-extensions K/Q, ordered by the product of ramified primes, we
have the equality

rkI eCl(K) = #R(K, ι, e, I) + C(A, eZp[A]/I),

where C(A, eZp[A]/I) is a constant depending only on the abelian group A and the Zp[A]-
module eZp[A]/I.

An explicit formula for the constant C(A, eZp[A]/I) is given in Theorem 7.3 and Defini-
tion 3.3, from which one sees that this constant depends only on cohomological information of
the A-module eZp[A]/I. In [18], the second author proved that there is an implicit constant c
depending on A and eZp[A]/I such that rkI eCl(K) ≥ #R(K, ι, e, I) + c. We regard it as an
interesting open question to determine the smallest choice of c such that equality is attained
infinitely often.

When A is a cyclic or elementary abelian p-group, we explicitly compute the constant
C(A, eZp[A]/I) and obtain the following corollaries of Theorem 1.1.
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Corollary 1.2. Let A = (Z/pZ)⊕n for n > 1 and an odd prime p. For any nontrivial
primitive idempotent e, we have Ie = p · eZp[A] = mp−1

e eZp[A]. Moreover, there exists a
subgroup H ∼= (Z/pZ)⊕n−1 of A such that the A-action on eZp[A] factors through the quotient
A/H. Let I be a proper ideal of eZp[A] such that Ie ⊆ I.

(i) When I = me, the following equality holds for 100% of the A-extensions K/Q

rkI eCl(K) = dimFp Cl(K)A = #{finite primes of Q ramified in K/Q} − n.

(ii) When I ⊂ me, the following equality holds for 100% of the A-extensions K/Q

rkI eCl(K) = #

{
finite primes v of Q

∣∣∣∣ ι(Dv) ⊆ H and

v is ramified in K/Q

}
− 1.

Corollary 1.3. Let A = Z/pnZ and e a nontrivial primitive idempotent of Qp[A]. Let I be
a proper ideal of eZp[A] containing Ie. Then for 100% of the A-extensions K/Q, ordered by
the product of ramified primes, the following equality holds

rkI eCl(K) = #R(K, ι, e, I)− 1.

1.1 Related results

Our results fall in an area that we would like to coin “statistical genus theory”. A prominent
feature of classical genus theory is that it provides explicit formulas for a certain part of
the class group, e.g. Gauss’s genus theory provides an exact formula for the 2-torsion of the
class group of imaginary quadratic fields. Since the work of Gauss, there have been many
extensions of genus theory explored in the literature.

Approximately five years ago, it has been observed in the literature that in certain sit-
uations this phenomenon persists except that an exact formula is now only valid for 100%
of the extensions. Such a situation typically arises when one is studying class groups (or
more generally, Selmer groups) with rather relaxed local conditions. In this situation, the
dual Selmer group vanishes for 100% of the extensions leading to an exact formula via an
application of the Greenberg–Wiles formula.

We will now survey some of these recent results. In the class group setting, there have
been the works of Fouvry–Koymans–Pagano [6] and Koymans–Morgan–Smit [13]. These
works give a 100% formula for the 4-rank of K(

√
n), where K is a fixed quadratic field and n

varies over rational (squarefree) integers. In the elliptic curve setting, we mention the works
of Morgan–Paterson [20] and Chan [4], who both give 100% formulas for Selmer groups in
certain families of elliptic curves. There is also the work of Pagano–Sofos [22], which explores
this phenomenon in a slightly different setting, namely that of conics. It is worth emphasizing
that all of these results are (at the very least suspected to be) of a genuine statistical nature,
and the relevant formulas are not always true unlike classical genus theory. For example,
Morgan–Paterson prove this in the context of their work in [20, Section 9].

In all of the above works, a key ingredient is the character sum method originally developed
by Fouvry–Klüners [5] and Heath-Brown [10]. This method was extended and used by various
authors, most notably in the work of Smith [26, 27]. It is precisely the character sum method
that is utilized to show 100% vanishing of the dual Selmer group (typically by a first moment
computation), and it is precisely this aspect of the approach that is genuinely statistical.
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Finally, we would like to mention the works of Alberts [1] and Alberts–O’Dorney [2, 3].
These works do not directly fall inside the area of statistical genus theory, but also rely on
a philosophically similar application of the Greenberg–Wiles formula (and also predate the
aforementioned results).

1.2 Methods

The power of our results lies in its generality, as our results hold for general finite abelian
p-groups (with p odd), which goes significantly beyond the scope of the previous results in
statistical genus theory. We will now discuss the key ingredients that allow us to prove our
results for general finite abelian p-groups.

Our first step, which is executed in Section 3, is to compare the relevant class groups
with a “Selmer group” (by which we mean the subset of a global cohomology group cut out
by local conditions). This comparison is already subtle and involves some statistical work,
see Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.4. The local conditions of the relevant Selmer group are then
computed in Section 2. Of particular importance is to show that the dual local conditions are
often trivial, which is accomplished in Proposition 2.5 and Lemma 2.6. It is this condition
that will ultimately lead to the 100% vanishing of the dual Selmer group.

Our task is then to show 100% vanishing of the dual Selmer group. This is achieved by
a first moment computation combined with the character sum method. Our main analytic
result is Theorem 4.2 and its proof occupies the majority of Sections 4 to 7. We remark that
Theorem 4.2 aims to encapsulate the general phenomenon that a Selmer group should be
small when it has very stringent local conditions, and we hope that it can also be applied to
other settings.

Using the character sum method for general abelian groups has only been done once
before in the literature, namely in Koymans–Rome [17] (based on a parametrization due to
Koymans–Pagano [15]). However, [17] relies on the fact that the discriminant is unfair so
that the problem reduces, after some work, to the case of elementary abelian groups. This is
not possible in our work as we count by a fair counting function.

We will now discuss various limitations and potential extensions of our results. The
restriction that p is odd makes the character sum method significantly easier to apply. A
key step in our arguments is, in the terminology of Heath-Brown and Fouvry–Klüners, to
classify “maximal unlinked sets”. However, in the case p = 2, the maximal unlinked sets
are significantly harder to classify (namely, in that setting, the notion of unlinked must be
adapted to account for quadratic reciprocity). It is likely possible that our results can be
extended to general global fields with the caveat that p must now not divide the number of
roots of unity and the characteristic of the global field.

Finally, another interesting direction is to rigorously show that our results are of a genuine
statistical nature, i.e. do not hold for all abelian A-extensions. We expect, but do not show,
that this is the case precisely when I ̸= me. In other words, we expect our results to be
“statistical” precisely when classical genus theory does not apply.

1.3 Notation

Throughout the paper, we will use the following notations:

• We write Ω(Q) for the set of places of Q.
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• We fix an algebraic closure Q and algebraic closures Qv for every place v ∈ Ω(Q). All
of our number fields are implicitly taken inside this fixed algebraic closure Q.

• We fix embeddings ιv : Q → Qv for every v ∈ Ω(Q). This induces embeddings ι∗v :
GQv → GQ.

• For a number field K and a nonarchimedean prime w of K, we write Tw for the inertia
subgroup of GKw . We write σw ∈ Tw for a topological generator of tame inertia. We
also fix a lift Frobw ∈ GKw of Frobenius (from Section 4 onwards, we shall normalize
these choices, but this normalization is not required in Sections 2 and 3).

• For an abelian group A, we mean by an A-extension K/Q an ordered pair (K/Q, ι),
where K/Q is a Galois extension and ι is a isomorphism Gal(K/Q) ∼= A. The set of
A-extensions is naturally in bijection with Epi(GQ, A), and we shall frequently (and
implicitly) switch between the two viewpoints.

• For an abelian group A, an A-extension K/Q and a place v ∈ Ω(Q), we let Dv, Iv ⊆ A
be the usual decomposition group and inertia subgroup (which we view as subsets of A
via ι).
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2 Local conditions

The main goal of the next two sections is to relate the class group to a (generalized) Selmer
group. It will be important to write down somewhat explicitly the relevant local conditions
of this Selmer group. In the process, we compute the sizes of the local conditions and give
a sufficient condition for a certain dual Selmer group to vanish. The relevance of this dual
Selmer group is that it appears naturally upon applying the Greenberg–Wiles formula; our
main theorem will ultimately be a consequence of this formula together with a statistical
vanishing result for this dual Selmer group that we prove in Sections 4 to 7.

2.1 Size of local conditions

We start by computing the sizes of the local conditions. We first give an exact formula that
depends on so-called special primes, a notion introduced in [18]. After having done so, we
show that the local conditions for a certain dual Selmer group are always of size bounded by
p (except possibly for primes above p).
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2.1.1 An explicit formula for the cardinality of local conditions

Let A be a finite abelian p-group with p odd. Let φ ∈ Epi(GQ, A) and write K := Qkerφ
.

Definition 2.1. Let M be a finite Zp[A]-module. For each finite prime v of Q, we define the
local condition

Lv(M) := res−1
w/v(H

1
nr(GKw ,M)) ⊆ H1(GQv ,M),

where w is a prime of K lying above v and resw/v is the natural restriction map H1(GQv ,M) →
H1(GKw ,M).

Remark 2.2. Note that Lv(M) is the kernel of the restriction map

Lv(M) = ker
(
H1(GQv ,M) → H1(Tw,M)GQv

)
= inf

(
H1(GQv/Tw,M)

)
,

where the last equality follows from the inflation-restriction exact sequence. Since GQv/Tv ∼=
Ẑ, we have

GQv/Tw ∼= Ẑ×Dv/Iv Dv
∼= Ẑ× Iv.

Since p is odd, we observe that Iv must be a cyclic subgroup of Gal(K/Q).

Let e be a nontrivial primitive idempotent of Qp[A]. Then eZp[A], as defined in (1.1), is
a complete discrete valuation ring with residue field Fp [18, Proposition 2.7]. Let me denote
the maximal ideal of eZp[A], and denote

Mj := eZp[A]/mj
e. (2.1)

Define re to be the maximal integer such that there exists some element γ ∈ A for which both
1− γ and ord(γ) annihilate Mre , i.e. re is such that mre

e = Ie.
Note that Mj can be viewed as a GQ-module via φ ∈ Epi(GQ, A). For each place v of Q,

we set
Lv,j := Lv(Mj). (2.2)

Definition 2.3. Given an A-extension K/Q, we say that a finite place v of Q is special at
level j (for K/Q) if the following conditions are satisfied

(a) the decomposition subgroup Dv of K/Q at v acts trivially on Mj,

(b) the size of the inertia subgroup of K/Q at v annihilates Mj, i.e. |Iv|Mj = 0.

The main point of this definition is that we can now state our next proposition, which
gives an explicit formula for the size of the local conditions.

Proposition 2.4. Retain the notation and definitions above. For all 1 ≤ j ≤ re and all
primes v of Q ramified in K/Q, we have

|Lv,j |
|H0(GQv ,Mj)|

= pmax{1≤i≤j : v is special at level i}. (2.3)

Proof. We will prove the proposition by induction on j. When j = 1, M1 is a simple Fp[A]-
module, so M1 is the trivial module Fp. By Definition 2.3, all primes ramified in K/Q are
special at level 1, so we need to show |Lv,1| = p2. Since K/Q is ramified at v, we have either
v ≡ 1 mod p or v = p. Since p is odd, we conclude in both cases that H1(GQv ,Fp) ∼= F⊕2

p by
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local class field theory. The assumption that Kw/Qv is ramified implies that the restriction
of any φ ∈ H1(GQv ,Fp) = Hom(GQv ,Fp) to GKw is unramified, so

resw/v(H
1(GQv ,Fp)) ⊆ H1

nr(GKw ,Fp).

Hence Lv,1 = H1(GQv ,Fp) has size equal to p2.
Assume now that (2.3) holds for some j < re. We will prove the proposition for j + 1 in

two cases.
Case 1: suppose GQv acts trivially on Mj+1. Then we have

|H0(GQv ,Mj+1)| = p|H0(GQv ,Mj)|,

and v is special at level j + 1 if and only if |Iv|Mj+1 = 0. In this case, we have for both
modules M ∈ {Mj ,Mj+1} the equality

|Lv(M)| = |H1(GQv/Tw,M)| = |Hom(GQv/Tw,M)| = |Hom(Ẑ× Iv,M)| = |M | × |M [|Iv|]|

by Remark 2.2. If v is special at level j + 1, then |Iv|M = 0, so

|Lv,j+1| = |Mj+1|2 = p2|Mj |2 = p2|Lv,j |.

Then it immediately follows that (2.3) holds. If v is not special at level j+1, then Mj+1[|Iv|]
is contained in the maximal submodule meMj+1 of Mj+1. Since eZp[A] is a discrete valuation
ring, Mj is isomorphic to meMj+1, so we have |Mj [|Iv|]| = |Mj+1[|Iv|]|. Then the arguments
above show that |Lv,j+1| = p|Lv,j |. We conclude that (2.3) holds also in this case.

Case 2: suppose GQv acts nontrivially on Mj+1. Then we have the equality

|H0(GQv ,Mj+1)| = |H0(GQv ,Mj)|, (2.4)

because M
GQv
j+1 is contained inside meMj+1

∼= Mj . By assumption, Dv acts nontrivially on
Mj+1, so v is not special at level j + 1. Therefore it suffices to show the equality |Lv,j+1| =
|Lv,j |, which we do now.

For M ∈ {Mj ,Mj+1}, the inflation-restriction exact sequence associated to 1 → Iv →
GQv/Tw → Ẑ → 1 gives the short exact sequence

1 −→ H1(Ẑ,M Iv) −→ H1(GQv/Tw,M) −→ H1(Iv,M)GQv −→ 1. (2.5)

By Remark 2.2, observe that the middle term in the exact sequence (2.5) has cardinality |Lv,j |
for M =Mj and |Lv,j+1| for M =Mj+1. We will now proceed by showing that

|H1(Ẑ,M Iv
j+1)| = |H1(Ẑ,M Iv

j )| (2.6)

and
|H1(Iv,Mj+1)

GQv | = |H1(Iv,Mj)
GQv |, (2.7)

which clearly suffices.
By [21, Proposition 1.7.7], H1(Ẑ,M Iv) is isomorphic to the Ẑ-coinvariant (M Iv)Ẑ of M Iv ;

hence taking cardinalities yields |H1(Ẑ,M Iv)| = |(M Iv)Ẑ| = |(M Iv)Ẑ| = |MGQv |. By combin-
ing this with equation (2.4), we obtain

|H1(Ẑ,M Iv
j+1)| = |MGQv

j+1 | = |MGQv
j | = |H1(Ẑ,M Iv

j )|,
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thus giving (2.6).
Let σ be a generator of Iv. Then there is a functorial isomorphism

H1(Iv,M) ∼=

a ∈M |

 |Iv |∑
i=1

σi

 a = 0

 /(σ − 1)M

by [21, Proposition 1.7.1]. If
∑|Iv |

i=1 σ
i annihilates M , then H1(Iv,M) ∼=M/(σ − 1)M =MIv .

Since eZp[A] is a discrete valuation ring, we have MIv
∼=M Iv and hence

|H1(Iv,M)GQv | = |(MIv)
GQv | = |MGQv |. (2.8)

Therefore, if
∑|Iv |

i=1 σ
i annihilates Mj+1, and thus also Mj , we deduce from equations (2.4)

and (2.8) that

|H1(Iv,Mj+1)
GQv | = |MGQv

j+1 | = |MGQv
j | = |H1(Iv,Mj)

GQv |.

Hence we get equation (2.7) in this case.

For the rest of the proof, we assume that
∑|Iv |

i=1 σ
i does not annihilate Mj+1. By [18,

Lemma 2.6], 1− σ must annihilate eZp[A], and hence annihilates both Mj and Mj+1. Then
Iv acts trivially on each M ∈ {Mj ,Mj+1}, and we conclude that

H1(Iv,M)GQv ∼=

a ∈M |

 |Iv |∑
i=1

σi

 a = 0


GQv

=MGQv [|Iv|].

It follows from M
GQv
j+1

∼= M
GQv
j (see equation (2.4)) that H1(Iv,Mj+1)

GQv ∼= H1(Iv,Mj)
GQv .

Thus (2.7) is now proven in this case as well.

2.1.2 Bounds for the local conditions of the dual Selmer group

Throughout this section, we let M := eZp[A]/md
e for some integer d > 0 and write M∗ :=

Hom(M,Q∗
). Let f be a surjection M → Fp of eZp[A]-modules and

f∗ : H1(GQv , µp) −→ H1(GQv ,M
∗)

the map induced by the dual map µp →M∗ of f . Write

Lv := Lv(M) = ker
(
H1(GQv ,M) → H1(Tw,M)GQv

)
,

and define L⊥
v to be the orthogonal complement of Lv under the local duality pairing

H1(GQv ,M)×H1(GQv ,M
∗)

∪−→ H2(GQv ,Qv
∗
)

inv−→ Q/Z.

The goal of this subsection is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 2.5. Retain the notation from above. Then for all finite places v ̸= p

|f∗−1(L⊥
v )| ≤ p.

We need several lemmas.
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Lemma 2.6. Let σ denote a generator of the inertia subgroup Iv of K/Q. If we have

(
∑|Iv |

i=1 σ
i)M = 0, then L⊥

v = 0.

Proof. Since M is a Zp[A]-module and A is an abelian p-group, the Tv-action on M factors
through the pro-p completion Tv(p), so there is a natural isomorphism

H1(Tv,M) ∼= H1(Tv(p),M).

As v ̸= p, Tv(p) ∼= Zp, thus H1(Tv,M) ∼= MTv(p) = MTv . By [21, Proposition 1.7.1] and the

assumption (
∑|Iv |

i=1 σ
i)M = 0, we have H1(Iv,M) ∼= M/(σ − 1)M = MIv . Because the Tv-

action on M factors through Iv, the above arguments imply that H1(Tv,M) and H1(Iv,M)
have the same size, so the inflation map

H1(Iv,M) −→ H1(Tv,M)

is an isomorphism. Thus, the restriction map H1(Tv,M) → H1(Tw,M) is the zero map.
Finally, because the restriction map H1(GQv ,M) → H1(Tw,M) factors through H1(Tv,M),
we have Lv = H1(GQv ,M), so its orthogonal complement L⊥

v is trivial.

Lemma 2.7. Let v ̸= p be a finite place of Q. If GQv acts trivially on M∗ or µp ̸⊂ Qv, then
f∗ is injective; otherwise, | ker f∗| = p.

Proof. The sequence 1 → µp →M∗ →M∗/µp → 1 induces a long exact sequence

1 −→ µ
GQv
p −→ (M∗)GQv −→ (M∗/µp)

GQv
δ−→ H1(GQv , µp)

f∗−→ H1(GQv ,M
∗).

If GQv acts trivially on M∗, then (M∗)GQv = M∗ and (M∗/µp)
GQv = M∗/µp, so δ = 0 and

hence f∗ is injective. If GQv acts nontrivially on M∗, then (M∗)GQv is a proper submodule
of M∗. Note that M∗ has a unique maximal submodule, which is (M/Fp)∗, so (M∗)GQv ∼=
((M/Fp)∗)GQv . Then because M/Fp ∼= meM as eZp[A]-modules, we have

(M∗)GQv ∼= ((M/Fp)∗)GQv ∼= ((meM)∗)GQv = (M∗/µp)
GQv , (2.9)

where the last equality is because µp∞ is divisible. Then from the long exact sequence above,

we have | ker f∗| = | im δ| = |µGQv
p |. This is p if µp ⊂ Qv and is 1 otherwise.

We are now ready to prove Proposition 2.5.

Proof of Proposition 2.5. Let σ be a generator of the inertia subgroup Iv. When we are in

the case (
∑|Iv |

i=1 σ
i)M = 0, Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.7 imply that |f∗−1(L⊥

v )| ≤ p. For the

rest of the proof, we assume (
∑|Iv |

i=1 σ
i)M ̸= 0, in which case, by [18, Lemma 2.6], σ must act

trivially on M . Because Qv(µ
∞
p )/Qv is unramified, Tv acts trivially on the GQv -module µp∞ ,

so σ also acts trivially on M∗.
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Consider the commutative diagram

H1
nr(GQv , µp) H1

nr(GQv ,M
∗)

(
M∗

µp

)GQv

H1(GQv , µp) H1(GQv ,M
∗)

(
M∗

µp

)Tv
H1(Tv, µp) H1(Tv,M∗)

f∗nr

δ f∗

res1 res2

δT f∗T

(2.10)

where the rows are the long exact sequences associated to 1 → µp → M∗ → M∗/µp → 1
and the columns are inflation-restriction exact sequences. Since Tv acts trivially on M∗, the
connecting map δT is zero, so f∗T is injective. By [21, Theorem 7.2.15], H1

nr(GQv ,M
∗) and

H1
nr(GQv ,M) are orthogonal complements in the local duality pairing. Since H1

nr(GQv ,M) ⊆
Lv by definition of Lv, we deduce that L⊥

v ⊆ H1
nr(GQv ,M

∗). In particular, it follows that

L⊥
v ⊆ ker res2 . (2.11)

Suppose GQv acts trivially on M∗ or µp ̸⊂ Qv. The diagram (2.10) and the inclusion
(2.11), together with the injectivity of f∗T , imply that f∗−1(L⊥

v ) ⊆ ker f∗T ◦ res1 = ker res1 =
H1

nr(GQv , µp), which clearly has size at most p.
Suppose GQv acts nontrivially on M∗ and v ≡ 1 mod p. In this case, we have already

seen the isomorphism (M∗)GQv ∼= (M∗/µp)
GQv , see equation (2.9). Then the first few terms

of the long exact sequence used in the top row of (2.10), that is (µp)
GQv ↪→ (M∗)GQv →

(M∗/µp)
GQv

δ→ H1(GQv , µp), imply that | im δ| = p. As δT = 0, we see that im δ ⊆ ker res1,
so we have im δ = ker res1 by comparing cardinalities. Using this and the injectivity of f∗T ,
and chasing the diagram (2.10), we see that im f∗ intersects trivially with H1

nr(GQv ,M
∗) =

ker res2. Then f∗−1(L⊥
v ) = im δ has order p by (2.11), which completes the proof in this

case.

We finish this subsection with an auxiliary result that we will need later. For a prime
v ≡ 1 mod p, we have µp ⊂ Qv, so

H1(GQv , µp) = Hom(GQv , µp) = Hom(⟨σv⟩, µp)×Hom(⟨Frobv⟩, µp).

Then there is an isomorphism H1(GQv , µp) → µp × µp that sends x ∈ Hom(GQv , µp) to
(x(σv), x(Frobv)). The next lemma describes the image of f∗−1(L⊥

v ) under this isomorphism.

Lemma 2.8. Let f :M → Fp be a surjection of Galois modules, and denote by f∗ : µp →M∗

the dual map. Let v be a place not dividing |M | with v ≡ 1 mod p.
Then f∗−1(L⊥

v ), viewed as a subgroup of H1(GQv , µp)
∼= µp × µp by evaluating at σv and

Frobv, is determined by f , φ(ι∗v(σv)) and φ(ι
∗
v(Frobv)).

Proof. By Remark 2.2, we have

Lv = inf
(
H1(GQv/Tw,M)

)
.

10



Write d for the order of φ(ι∗v(σv)). Since Gal(Kw/Qv) is abelian and v ̸= p, GQv/Tw is
isomorphic to Ẑ× Z/dZ. More precisely, the exact sequence

1 −→ Tv/Tw −→ GQv/Tw −→ GQv/Tv −→ 1

splits via the section s sending the Frobenius element Frob ∈ GQv/Tv to the image of Frobv
inside GQv/Tw. This splitting induces a commutative diagram

1 Tv/Tw GQv/Tw GQv/Tv 1

1 Z/dZ Ẑ× Z/dZ Ẑ 1

g1 g2 g3

where g1 sends 1 to the image of σv inside Tv/Tw, g3 sends 1 to Frob and g2 sends (1, 0)
to the image of Frobv inside GQv/Tw and (0, 1) to the image of σv inside GQv/Tw. So we
can write Lv as (the inflation of) H1(Ẑ × Z/dZ,M) for which the Ẑ × Z/dZ-action on M
is determined by φ(ι∗v(Frobv)) and φ(ι∗v(σv)). Indeed, under the identifications above, the
action of (1, 0) is precisely the action of φ(ι∗v(Frobv)), while the action of (0, 1) is exactly the
action of φ(ι∗v(σv)).

Then under the map f : H1(GQv ,M) → H1(GQv ,Fp), the image of Lv is the image of the

map H1(Ẑ×Z/dZ,M) → H1(Ẑ×Z/dZ,Fp) induced by f :M → Fp, where we are identifying
the group Ẑ× Z/dZ with the quotient GQv/Tw of GQv as above. Then it follows that f(Lv),
viewed as a subgroup of Fp×Fp by evaluating at σv and Frobv, is determined by f , φ(ι∗v(σv))
and φ(ι∗v(Frobv)). Now consider the following commutative diagram

H1(GQv ,M) × H1(GQv ,M
∗)

∪−−→ H2(GQv , µp∞) ∼= Qp/Zp

H1(GQv ,Fp) × H1(GQv , µp)
∪−−→ H2(GQv , µp∞) ∼= Qp/Zp.

f =f∗

For every x ∈ H1(GQv ,M) and y ∈ H1(GQv , µp), we have x ∪ f∗(y) = f(x) ∪ y; so we obtain
f∗−1(L⊥

v ) = f(Lv)⊥. Finally, when given f(Lv) as a subgroup of Fp × Fp as above, one can
compute f(Lv)⊥, viewed as a subgroup of µp × µp by evaluating at σv and Frobv. Then the
proof is complete.

2.2 Vanishing of the dual Selmer group

Recall that Ω(Q) denotes the set of all (nonarchimedean or archimedean) places of Q.

Definition 2.9. Let M be a finite GQ-module. For every L = (Lv)v∈Ω(Q) with Lv a subgroup
of H1(GQv ,M) such that Lv = H1

nr(GQv ,M) for all but finitely many v, we define

SelL(GQ,M) := ker

H1(GQ,M) −→
∏

v∈Ω(Q)

H1(GQv ,M)/Lv

 .

For every finite prime v of Q, recall that Lv,j denotes the local condition defined in (2.2).
At the archimedean place v = ∞, we define L∞,j := H1(GR,Mj), which is 0 because p is odd.
Denote by fr :Mr → Fp the natural surjection of Galois modules.
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Lemma 2.10. Let Mj be the Zp[GQ]-module defined in (2.1). Let Lj := (Lv,j)v∈Ω(Q) and

L⊥
j := (L⊥

v,j)v∈Ω(Q). If Self∗r −1(L⊥
r )(GQ, µp) = 0 for all 1 ≤ r ≤ j, then SelL⊥

j
(GQ,M

∗
j ) = 0.

Proof. The lemma obviously holds for j = 1 because M∗
1 = µp and f∗1 is an isomorphism.

Suppose the lemma holds for some j = k, and we will prove the lemma for j = k + 1. Recall
that M∗

k+1/µp
∼=M∗

k . Associated to the short exact sequence

1 −→ µp
f∗k+1−→ M∗

k+1
g−→M∗

k −→ 1,

we have the commutative diagram (of solid arrows)

Self∗−1
k+1 (L

⊥
k+1)

(GQ, µp) SelL⊥
k+1

(GQ,M
∗
k+1) Selg(L⊥

k+1)
(GQ,M

∗
k )

H1(GQ, µp) H1(GQ,M
∗
k+1) H1(GQ,M

∗
k )

∏
v

H1(GQv , µp)

f∗−1
k+1 (L⊥

v,k+1)

∏
v

H1(GQv ,M
∗
k+1)

L⊥
v,k+1

∏
v

H1(GQv ,M
∗
k )

g(L⊥
v,k+1)

where the products in the last row run over all places of Q and g(L⊥
k+1) is the image of

L⊥
k+1 under the map H1(GQv ,M

∗
k+1) → H1(GQv ,M

∗
k ) induced by g. By chasing this dia-

gram, all the dashed maps in the top row exist and are exact at the middle term. Since
Self∗−1

k+1 (L
⊥
k+1)

(GQ, µp) is assumed to be zero, we need to prove Selg(L⊥
k+1)

(GQ,M
∗
k ) = 0. The

induction hypothesis says SelL⊥
k
(GQv ,M

∗
k ) = 0, so it suffices to prove g(L⊥

v,k+1) ⊆ L⊥
v,k for

every place v.
Consider the dual map g∗ :Mk →Mk+1 of g. From the diagram

H1(GQv ,Mk) H1(GKw ,Mk)

H1(GQv ,Mk+1) H1(GKw ,Mk+1)

res

g∗ g∗

res

and the fact that g∗(H1
nr(GKw ,Mk)) ⊆ H1

nr(GKw ,Mk+1), we have

g∗(Lv,k) ⊆ Lv,k+1. (2.12)

Finally, consider the diagram

H1(GQv ,Mk+1) × H1(GQv ,M
∗
k+1)

∪−−→ H2(GQv , µp∞) ∼= Qp/Zp

H1(GQv ,Mk) × H1(GQv ,M
∗
k )

∪−−→ H2(GQv , µp∞) ∼= Qp/Zp.

g =g∗

For all x ∈ L⊥
v,k+1 ⊆ H1(GQv ,M

∗
k+1) and all y ∈ Lv,k, (2.12) implies that g∗(y) ⊆ Lv,k+1, so

g∗(y) ∪ x = 0. Then from the above diagram one sees that y ∪ g(x) = g∗(y) ∪ x = 0. Letting
y vary in Lv,k, we deduce that g(x) ∈ L⊥

v,k, and hence g(L⊥
v,k+1) ⊆ L⊥

v,k.
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3 Expressing class groups as Selmer groups

In our previous section we have developed the necessary local machinery for our arguments.
This section contains the global input from algebraic number theory that will be relevant for
us. This consists of two steps with corresponding subsections.

In the first step, we express the relevant class group for us as a Selmer group. We then
apply the Greenberg–Wiles formula to compute its size. This formula contains the dual Selmer
group, and our future sections are entirely devoted to showing statistical vanishing of this
“dual Selmer group”, thus leading to an algebraic formula valid for 100% of the A-extensions.
However, when relating the class group to a Selmer group, a certain second cohomology group
shows up in the process.

In the second step, we give a statistical formula for this second cohomology group. Unlike
the previous step, it will be fairly straightforward to show that this is a statistical formula,
so we do this right away.

Throughout this section, we maintain our convention that p is odd and that A is a finite
abelian p-group.

3.1 Algebraic formula for class groups

We start with a definition.

Definition 3.1. Let D be a finite abelian group, I a subgroup of D such that D/I is cyclic,
and M a finite D-module. Define a profinite group D̂ to be the fiber product

D̂ := Ẑ×D/I D,

where Ẑ → D/I and D → D/I are quotient maps. Then, for a finite D-module M , we define
R(D, I,M) to be the kernel of the inflation map

H2(D,M) −→ H2(D̂,M).

Note that R(D, I,M) does not depend on the choice of the quotient map Ẑ → D/I.

Lemma 3.2. Let p be odd and let A be a finite abelian p-group. Let M be a finite A-module.

Let φ ∈ Epi(GQ, A) and write K := Qker(φ)
. For each place v, we set Lv := Lv(M). Then

|SelL(GQ,M)|
|H1(A,M)|

≤ |Homnr(GK ,M)A| ≤ |N ||SelL(GQ,M)|
|H1(A,M)|

(3.1)

with

N := ker

H2(A,M) −→
⊕

v∈Ω(Q)

H2(Dv,M)

R(Dv, Iv,M)

 ,

where Homnr(GK ,M)A is the set of all A-equivariant homomorphisms GK → M that are
unramified at every place in Ω(Q). Furthermore, if we assume that SelL⊥(GQ,M

∗) = 0 with
L⊥ := (L⊥

v )v∈Ω(Q), then the upper bound in (3.1) is an equality.
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Proof. We have the following commutative diagram

H1(A,M) H1(GQ,M) H1(GK ,M)A H2(A,M) H2(GQ,M)

H1(Dv,M) H1(GQv ,M) H1(GKw ,M)Dv H2(Dv,M) H2(GQv ,M),

ψ tg inf1

res1v res2v

tgw inf1v

(3.2)

where the rows are the inflation-restriction short exact sequence and the vertical maps are
restriction maps.

When v is nonarchimedean, we have that Lv = inf
(
H1(GQv/Tw,M)

)
by Remark 2.2. It

follows by the group structure of GQv that GQv/Tw ∼= D̂v, with D̂v defined in Definition 3.1
for D = Dv and I = Iv. Restricting everything to Selmer groups, (3.2) gives

H1(A,M) SelL(GQ,M) Homnr(GK ,M)A H2(A,M)

H1(Dv,M) Lv H1(Ẑ,M)Dv H2(Dv,M) H2(D̂v,M),

tg′

res1v

tg′w inf2v

(3.3)

in which the lower row is obtained by applying the inflation-restriction exact sequence on

1 → ker
(
Ẑ → Dv/Iv

)
→ D̂v → Dv → 1.

We note that ker(Ẑ → Dv/Iv) ∼= Ẑ, and that the two transgression maps in (3.3) are the
restrictions of the transgression maps in (3.2). Both rows are exact, and each term in this
diagram naturally embeds into the corresponding terms in (3.2) by inflation maps. The map

inf1v is the composition of inf2v with the inflation map H2(D̂v,M) → H2(GQv ,M). Then by
chasing the diagram (3.3), we see that res1v(im tg′) ⊆ im tg′w = ker inf2v, and hence

im tg′ ⊆ ker inf2v ◦ res1v = ker

(
H2(A,M) → H2(Dv,M)

R(Dv, Iv,M)

)
. (3.4)

Note that equation (3.4) is also true when v is archimedean, as D∞ is trivial for p odd.
Using (3.4) for all v, we deduce that im tg′ ⊆ N . Hence, by using the top row of the

diagram (3.3), we see that

|SelL(GQ,M)|
|H1(A,M)|

≤ |Homnr(GK ,M)A| ≤ |N ||SelL(GQ,M)|
|H1(A,M)|

,

so we obtain (3.1). To prove the last claim in the lemma, it suffices to show that N = im tg′.
Since equation (3.4) already establishes one inclusion, it remains to show that every class
x ∈ N is contained in im tg′.

Recall that inf1v factors through inf2v, so the image of x in H2(GQv ,M) is zero for any v ∈
Ω(Q), and hence inf1(x) ∈ ∩v ker res2v. Note that our assumption SelL⊥(GQ,M

∗) = 0 implies
that X1(GQ,M

∗) = 0 and hence X2(GQ,M) = 0 by Poitou–Tate duality [21, Theorem
8.6.7]. Therefore the map

H2(GQ,M) →
⊕
v

H2(GQv ,M)

is injective, so x ∈ ker inf1 = im tg.

14



Let y ∈ H1(GK ,M)A such that tg(y) = x, and let yw be the image of y in H1(GKw ,M)Dv .
Since x ∈ N , we see, by definition of N , that tgw(yw) is contained in the kernel of inf2v :

H2(Dv,M) → H2(D̂v,M) for v ∈ Ω(Q). For each v ∈ Ω(Q), consider the following diagram

H1(GQv ,M) H1(GKw ,M)Dv H2(Dv,M)

H1(Tv,M)GQv H1(Tw,M)GQv H2(Iv,M)

tgw

(3.5)

in which the vertical maps are restriction maps. There is a natural subgroup S of D̂v which
is mapped isomorphically to Iv under the projection map D̂v → Dv. Therefore tgw(yw) ∈
ker inf2v implies that the image of tgw(yw) in H2(Iv,M) is zero. Indeed, this follows from a
diagram chase in the diagram

H2(Dv,M) H2(D̂v,M)

H2(Iv,M) H2(S,M)

inf2v

res res

∼=

induced by the inclusions Iv ⊆ Dv and S ⊆ D̂v.
Let zw be the image of yw in H1(Tw,M)GQv under the middle vertical map in the diagram

(3.5). As we just proved that the image of yw in H2(Iv,M) is zero, there exists an element
zv ∈ H1(GQv ,M) whose image is zw. We now claim that

H1(GQ,M) −→
⊕

v∈Ω(Q)

H1(GQv ,M)/Lv

is surjective. Indeed, this follows by fixing a place v and then applying the Greenberg–Wiles
formula twice: once to L and once to L′, where L′ has the same local conditions as L except
at v we allow the full H1(GQv ,M). Since the dual Selmer group of L vanishes by assumption,
so does the dual Selmer group of L′. Then the Greenberg–Wiles formula gives

|SelL′(GQ,M)| = |SelL(GQ,M)||H1(GQv ,M)|
|Lv|

from which the claim readily follows.
By the claim, there exists z ∈ H1(GQ,M) mapping to zv + Lv for every v. Recall that ψ

is defined in the diagram (3.2). Then y−ψ(z) is unramified and is mapped to x under tg, so
we proved x ∈ im tg′.

3.2 Statistical formula for N

The goal of this subsection is to derive a statistical formula for N . We start with a definition.

Definition 3.3. Let A be a finite abelian p-group and let M be a finite A-module. Define C
to be the set of pairs (D, I), where D is a 2-generated subgroup of A (i.e. D is a quotient of
Z2) and I is a cyclic subgroup of D with D/I also cyclic. We define

Ntypical(A,M) := ker

H2(A,M) →
⊕

(D,I)∈C

H2(D,M)

R(D, I,M)

 .
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Given φ ∈ Epi(GQ, A), we also define

Nφ(A,M) := ker

H2(A,M) −→
⊕

v∈Ω(Q)

H2(Dv,M)

R(Dv, Iv,M)

 .

Given a homomorphism φ ∈ Epi(GQ, A), we define f(φ) to be the product of the ramified
primes in the fixed field of ker(φ).

Lemma 3.4. Let p, A and M be as above. Then we have

lim
X→∞

|{φ ∈ Epi(GQ, A) : f(φ) ≤ X,Ntypical(A,M) ̸= Nφ(A,M)}|
|{φ ∈ Epi(GQ, A) : f(φ) ≤ X}|

= 0.

Proof. By the structure of the tame local Galois group, we have (Dv, Iv) ∈ C for all v ̸= p.
Moreover, using that p is odd, we also have that (Dp, Ip) ∈ C. Therefore we always have an
inclusion Ntypical(A,M) ⊆ Nφ(A,M). Since C is a finite set, it suffices to establish that

lim
X→∞

|{φ ∈ Epi(GQ, A) : f(φ) ≤ X, ∃v ∈ Ω(Q) with Dv = D, Iv = I}|
|{φ ∈ Epi(GQ, A) : f(φ) ≤ X}|

= 1

for every (D, I) ∈ C. This is a consequence of Wood’s result [28] combined with the argument
in [18, Theorem A.1]. Alternatively, we prove a much stronger result later in this paper, see
Theorem 7.1.

3.3 Computing Ntypical(A,M) in special cases

In general, the authors are unaware of a simple formula for Ntypical(A,M). In order to
give explicit formulas for the leading constant in Corollaries 1.2 and 1.3, we will compute
Ntypical(A,M) in several special cases of interest.

Lemma 3.5. Let A be a finite abelian group. Let H be a finite abelian group and let C be a
cyclic group such that A ∼= H × C. Let M be an Zp[A]-module such that H acts trivially on
M . Assume that MC ∼= Fp. Then Ntypical(A,M) is contained in the image of the injection
H2(H,MC) → H2(A,M).

Proof. By the Hochschild–Serre spectral sequence [21, Theorem 2.4.6], there is a decomposi-
tion

H2(H × C,M) ∼= H2(H,MC)⊕H1(H,H1(C,M))⊕H2(C,M). (3.6)

Moreover, via this isomorphism, the first factor H2(H,MC) as a subgroup of H2(H ×C,M)
is the image of the edge homomorphism E2,0

2 → E2 which is the inflation map H2(H,MC) →
H2(A,M). Since C is cyclic, |H1(C,M)| = |Ĥ0(C,M)| = |MC/NmCM |, where Ĥ0 is the Tate
cohomology. Because MC is Fp, H1(C,M) is either Fp or trivial. Let α ∈ H1(H,H1(C,M)).
If MC is trivial then α is zero; otherwise, since H1(H,Fp) = Hom(H,Fp), α is a homomor-
phism H → Fp, and we can decompose H as H1 × C1 such that C1 is cyclic and H1 ⊆ kerα
(this decomposition is not unique).

Consider the pair (D, I) such that D = C1 × C and I = C. Then D̂ = Ẑ × C. The
decomposition (3.6) is functorial in H for a fixed C-module M [11], so it commutes with
the restriction map H2(A,M) → H2(D,M) and the inflation map H2(D,M) → H2(D̂,M)
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for the groups D and D̂ defined above. Then comparing (3.6) with the decomposition of
H2(D̂,M)

H2(D̂,M) ∼= H2(Ẑ,MC)⊕H1(Ẑ, H1(C,M))⊕H2(C,M)

and using that H2(Ẑ,MC) = 0, we see that the kernel of H2(A,M)
res−→ H2(D,M)

inf−→
H2(D̂,M) is contained in H2(H,MC)⊕ker(H1(H,H1(C,M)) → H1(Ẑ, H1(C,M))). By our
construction of D and I, we see that the image of α in

H1(Ẑ, H1(C,M)) = H1(Ẑ,Fp)

is the homomorphism Ẑ → C1

α|C1−→ Fp, which is nonzero if α ̸= 0.

The above argument shows that any nonzero element of H1(H,H1(C,M))×H2(C,M) is
not contained in the kernel of H2(A,M) → H2(D̂,M) for some choice of (D, I). Then the
lemma follows by definition of Ntypical(A,M).

Lemma 3.6. For an abelian p-group H, we have Ntypical(H,Fp) = 0.

Proof. We will show that for any nonzero element α ∈ H2(H,Fp) there exists a pair (D, I) of

subgroups ofH such that both I andD/I are cyclic and α is not in the kernel ofH2(H,Fp)
res−→

H2(D,Fp)
inf−→ H2(D̂,Fp). Let 1 → Fp → H̃

πα−→ H → 1 be the extension of H corresponding
to α.

Suppose H̃ is abelian. Then since α ̸= 0, the group extension πα : H̃ → H does not
split. So there exists a nontrivial cyclic subgroup D of H such that π−1

α (D) is a cyclic
group D̃. We take I = D, then D̂ = D × Ẑ. After taking res : H2(H,Fp) → H2(D,Fp)
and inf : H2(D,Fp) → H2(D̂,Fp), α is mapped to the class that corresponds to the group

extension 1 → Fp → D̃ × Ẑ → D̂ → 1, which does not split because 1 → Fp → D̃ → D → 1
does not split. So α is not in ker(inf ◦ res), and hence α ̸∈ Ntypical(H,Fp).

Suppose H̃ is nonabelian. Then there exists two elements x̃, ỹ ∈ H̃ such that [x̃, ỹ]
generates kerπα. Let x := πα(x̃) and y := πα(ỹ), and let D := ⟨x, y⟩ and I := ⟨x⟩. Then D̃ :=
π−1
α (D) is a nonabelian p-group whose abelianization is D. One can check that inf ◦ res(α)

corresponds to the group extension 1 → Fp → D̃×D/I Ẑ → D̂ → 1, and this group extension is

nonsplit since D̂ is the abelianization of D̃×D/I Ẑ. So in this case, α is also not in ker(inf ◦ res),
and hence α ̸∈ Ntypical(H,Fp).

Lemma 3.7. Let A be an elementary abelian p-group, and e a nontrivial primitive idempotent
of Qp[A]. Then Ntypical(A, eZp[A]/I) = 0 for any proper ideal I of eZp[A] containing Ie.

Proof. Write M := eZp[A]/I. By [18, Lemma 2.5], the action of A on eZp[A] factors through
a cyclic quotient of A. So we can decompose A as A ∼= H×C such that C ∼= Z/pZ and H acts
trivially on eZp[A]. Since A is an elementary abelian p-group, it follows from the definition of
Ie (see (1.2)) that p(eZp[A]) ⊆ Ie, soM has exponent p. Also, MA ∼= Fp as e is not the trivial
idempotent. Then by Lemma 3.5, Ntypical(A,M) is contained in the image of the inflation
map H2(H,Fp) → H2(A,M).

For a pair (D, I) of subgroups of H such that both I and D/I are cyclic, consider the
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following commutative diagram

H2(H,Fp) H2(A,M)

H2(D,Fp) H2(D × C,M) H2(D,M)

H2(D̂,Fp) H2(D̂ × C,M) H2(D̂,M).

inf

res res
res

inf

inf

res

inf inf

inf res

The horizontal inflation maps are injective by the decomposition (3.6), and the top-left and
bottom-right squares commute by [21, Proposition 1.5.5]. One can check on the cochain level
that the composition of inf and res in the bottom row is the map H2(D̂,Fp) → H2(D̂,M)

induced by the injection Fp ↪→ M . Since M has exponent p and D̂ acts trivially on M ,

the map H1(D̂,M) → H1(D̂,M/Fp), which is Hom(D̂,M) → Hom(D̂,M/Fp), is surjective.
So by the long exact sequence associated to 0 → Fp → M → M/Fp → 0, we have that

H2(D̂,Fp) → H2(D̂,M) is injective. Then through any path in the above diagram, the

kernel of H2(H,Fp) → H2(D̂,M) equals the kernel of H2(H,Fp) → H2(D̂,Fp).
Finally, considering all pairs (D, I) of subgroups of H such that both I and D/I are cyclic,

the lemma immediately follows from Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6.

4 Character sums

4.1 Abstract setup

It will be convenient to normalize our choices of tame inertia and Frobenius as follows. Let p
be an odd prime and fix a primitive p-th root of unity ζ ∈ Q. Let q ≡ 1 mod p.

We demand that our choice of Frobq projects trivially to Gal(Qq(ζq)/Qq). It will be useful
later to rephrase this property, so we do this now. We remark that Qq(ζq) = Qq( q−1

√
−q).

Note that both fields are abelian extensions of Qq of the same degree. Moreover, q is a norm
from both fields, and hence the desired equality follows from local class field theory. Hence
Frobq projecting trivially to Gal(Qq(ζq)/Qq) is equivalent to

Frobq( q−1
√
−q)

q−1
√
−q

= 1.

In this case, we get the commutative diagram

Q∗
q/Q

∗p
q Z∗

q/Z
∗p
q

H1(GQq , ⟨ιq(ζ)⟩) ⟨ζ⟩

(4.1)

where the right vertical map sends u to the local Hilbert symbol ι−1
q ((q, u)p) and where the

bottom horizontal map is evaluation at Frobq followed by ι−1
q . Moreover, the top horizontal

map comes from choosing −q as a uniformizer, so it sends an element (−q)αuβ ∈ Q∗
q/Q

∗p
q

with α, β ∈ {0, . . . , p − 1} and vq(u) = 0 to uβ. Using our normalization of Frobq and the
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definition of the power residue symbol in terms of the local Artin symbol, one readily verifies
that the diagram commutes.

Writing f for the map Z∗
q/Z

∗p
q → ⟨ζ⟩, we get an induced map on {a ∈ Z : gcd(a, q) = 1} by

the formula f(ιq(a)). For now, let us record the observation that this is a Dirichlet character
that we shall henceforth call χq. In particular, we may view χq as a map from GQ to C∗.

As for the generator of tame inertia σq, we normalize it so that

χq(ι
∗
q(σq)) = ζ.

With these choices, there is some s(q) ∈ (Z/pZ)∗ such that

Q∗
q/Q

∗p
q Z/pZ

H1(GQq , ⟨ιq(ζ)⟩) ⟨ζ⟩

s(q)·vq

(4.2)

where the left vertical map is the Kummer isomorphism, where the right vertical map sends
1 to ζ and where the bottom horizontal map is evaluation at σq (followed by ι−1

q ).
Let A be a finite, abelian p-group (with p odd). Let F = Epi(GQ, A). Recall that, given

a homomorphism φ ∈ Epi(GQ, A), we defined f(φ) to be the product of the ramified primes
in the fixed field of ker(φ). We denote by F(X) the subset of φ ∈ F satisfying f(φ) ≤ X.

A tuple L = (Lv)v∈ΩQ is called a tuple of local Selmer conditions if Lv is a subgroup of
H1(GQv , µp) such that Lv = H1

nr(GQ, µp) for all but finitely many v. We define U to be the set
of all tuples of local Selmer conditions. For a prime v ≡ 1 mod p, we let Evv : H

1(GQv , µp) →
µp × µp be the map given by evaluation at σv and Frobv.

Definition 4.1. Let C ⊆ A be a cyclic subgroup. An assignment of local conditions, special
with respect to C, is a map g : F → U with the following properties

• the tuple g(φ) = (Lv)v∈ΩQ satisfies Lv = H1
nr(GQv , µp) for all finite places v not dividing

pf(φ);

• for v ≡ 1 mod p, the subgroup Evv(Lv) depends only on φ(ι∗v(σv)) and φ(ι
∗
v(Frobv));

• we have |Lv| ∈ {1, p} for all finite places v ̸= p;

• we have |Lv| = 1 for all finite places v ̸= p with φ(GQv) = φ(Tv) = C;

• we have Lp = H1(GQp , µp).

Our main analytic theorem is the following result. We note that the fifth (and last)
condition in Definition 4.1 is for convenience only. In fact, we can formally deduce from our
next theorem that the same result still holds without this extra condition.

Theorem 4.2. Let g : F → U be an assignment of local conditions, special with respect to a
nontrivial subgroup C ⊆ A. Then we have

lim
X→∞

#{φ ∈ F(X) : Sel(g(φ)) = 0}
#F(X)

= 1.

Note that it is reasonable to expect Theorem 4.2 to hold. Indeed, for a typical A-extension,
there should be a positive proportion of primes satisfying φ(GQv) = φ(Tv) = C. Once this
happens, we have more local conditions than candidate Selmer elements (this is also known
as the Tamagawa ratio in the literature), and thus we should expect Theorem 4.2 to hold
true. Making this heuristic rigorous will be the main task of the coming sections.
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4.2 Parametrization of abelian extensions

In this subsection we study a convenient parametrization of abelian extensions, which is
reminiscent of the work of Koymans–Rome [17, Theorem 2.2].

Definition 4.3. Let p be an odd prime and let A be a finite abelian p-group. Define A to be
the set of tuples (wa)a∈A−{id} with the properties

• the integers wa are positive, squarefree and pairwise coprime,

• we have q | wa implies q = p or q ≡ 1 mod ord(a).

Define Ev : Hom(GQ, A) → A to be the map that sends φ ∈ Hom(GQ, A) to the unique tuple
(wa)a∈A−{id} satisfying the property

q | wa ⇐⇒ φ(ι∗q(σq)) = a

for all a ∈ A− {id} and all primes q.

Fix an injection ι : Q/Z ↪−→ Q∗
sending 1/p to ζ. Throughout the paper, we shall view

Z/kZ as a subset of Q/Z by sending 1 to 1/k.

Recall that χq : Z → C is the unique Dirichlet character with period q and of order p that
comes from our fixed embedding Q → Qq as explained after the diagram (4.1). Let q be a
prime and let n ≥ 1 be an integer. If q ≡ 1 mod pn, then we define χq,n : GQ → C∗ to be the
unique homomorphism of order pn that is unramified away from q and satisfies

χq,n(ι
∗
q(σq)) = ι(1/pn).

In particular, we observe that χq,1 = χq by our conventions on σq and ι(1/p) = ζ.

If q ≡ 1 mod p but q ̸≡ 1 mod pn, then we define χq,n : GQ → C∗ as follows: let m be the
largest integer such that q ≡ 1 mod pm and take χq,n : GQ → C∗ be any map of order pm

such that

χp
n−m

q,n = χq,m.

Moreover, we also define for every integer n ≥ 1 the homomorphism χp,n : GQ → C∗ that is
unramified away from p and satisfies

χp,n(ι
∗
p(σp)) = ι(1/pn).

It is proven in Koymans–Rome [17, Theorem 2.2] that Ev has an inverse, called Par, so
in particular Ev is a bijection between Hom(GQ, A) and A. The map Par is constructed
explicitly in [17], but we shall only need the following (characterizing) property of Par.

Note that the subset {x ∈ Q∗
: xk = 1} has a natural exponentiation map Z/kZ × {x ∈

Q∗
: xk = 1} → {x ∈ Q∗

: xk = 1}, which sends (a, x) to xb, where b is any integer mapping
to a in Z/kZ. We shall simply write xa for this exponentiation map without further mention.

Theorem 4.4. Let A be a finite abelian p-group. Then for every w ∈ A and every ψ ∈
Hom(A,Z/pnZ), the map ι(ψ(Par(w))) is a Dirichlet character given by the formula

ι(ψ(Par(w))) =
∏

a∈A−{id}

∏
q|wa

χψ(a)q,n .
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Moreover, we have the formula

f(Par(w)) =
∏

a∈A−{id}

wa,

and the equivalence

Par(w) ∈ Epi(GQ, A) ⇐⇒ ⟨a ∈ A− {id} : wa ̸= 1⟩ = A.

4.3 Expansion into Dirichlet characters

Instead of directly detecting triviality of the Selmer group in Theorem 4.2, we shall compute
a suitable average, after removing a small set of elements in F(X). We will justify that
the removed set is small only much later in Theorem 7.1, the main goal of this section is to
combinatorially rewrite the average size of the Selmer group in such a way that our oscillation
results in Section 6 will apply. By the parametrization Theorem 4.4, we have

∑
φ∈F(X)

#Sel(g(φ)) =
∑

u=(ua)a∈A−{id}∏
a∈A−{id} ua≤X

q|ua⇒q=p or q≡1 mod ord(a)
⟨a∈A−{id}:ua ̸=1⟩=A

µ2

 ∏
a∈A−{id}

ua

 ·#Sel(g(Par(u))).

Define G(X) := exp((logX)1/2). Instead of considering the full set F(X), we define F ♯(X)
to be the following subset

F ♯(X) :=

φ ∈ F(X) | ∀a ∈ A− {id} ∀b ∈ A :
∏

q prime, q ̸=p
φ(ι∗q(σq))=a,φ(ι

∗
q(Frobq))=b

q > G(X)

 .

We will now describe the subset of A given by the image of F ♯(X) under Ev. Let

J := {(a, b) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A}.

Henceforth, we shall frequently abuse notation and simply write Par(u)(Frobq) and Par(u)(σq)
instead of the correct Par(u)(ι∗q(Frobq)) and Par(u)(ι∗q(σq)). Given u, we define new variables
w = (wa,b)(a,b)∈J and f = (fa)a∈A−{id} through

wa,b =
∏

q|ua, q ̸=p
Par(u)(Frobq)=b

q, fa =

{
p if p | ua
1 if p ∤ ua.

Given f and w, we can recover the old variables fw := (ua)a∈A−{id} via the formula

ua = fa
∏
b∈A

wa,b.
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With this notation set up, now observe that Par(fw) ∈ F ♯(X) precisely when wa,b > G(X)
and

∏
a∈A−{id} fa

∏
a∈A−{id},b∈Awa,b ≤ X. Note that Par(fw) is indeed an epimorphism for

sufficiently large X; this follows from wa,b > G(X) ≥ 1 and Theorem 4.4. Hence we have

∑
φ∈F♯(X)

#Sel(g(φ)) =
∑

w=(wa,b)(a,b)∈J ,f=(fa)a∏
a fa

∏
(a,b)∈J wa,b≤X, wa,b>G(X)

q|wa,b⇒q≡1 mod ord(a)
q|fa⇒q=p

µ2

∏
a

fa
∏

(a,b)∈J

wa,b

 ·

#Sel(g(Par(fw))) · 1q|wa,b⇒Par(fw)(Frobq)=b,

We continue to expand #Sel(g(Par(fw))). Suppose that q ≡ 1 mod p divides wa,b. The
local condition Lq depends only on the values of inertia Par(fw)(ι∗q(σq)) = a and Frobenius
Par(fw)(ι∗q(Frobq)) = b, i.e. Lq is determined by the pair

(a, b) ∈ J

thanks to the second bullet point of Definition 4.1. Thus it makes sense to define J ′ to be
the subset of J where Lq is contained inside the unramified local conditions, and J ′′ to be
the subset of J where Lq = 0. By the ramification constraints on Sel(g(Par(fw))), we see
that any Selmer element κ ∈ H1(GQ, ⟨ζ⟩) ∼= Q∗/Q∗p is of the shape

κ = pα
p−1∏
i=0

dii (4.3)

with d0, . . . , dp−1 coprime integers multiplying to
∏
j ̸∈J ′ wj and α ∈ {0, . . . , p− 1}. Note that

ιv(κ) satisfies the local Selmer conditions from Definition 4.1 at all places v except possibly
at primes q dividing wj for some j ̸∈ J ′ or j ∈ J ′′. We will now check the local conditions at
those primes q.

Recall that χq : Z → C is the unique Dirichlet character with period q and of order p that
comes from our fixed embedding Q → Qq as explained after the diagram (4.1). With this
notation, we can detect the local condition at q as follows. First suppose that q | wj with
j ∈ J ′′. By equation (4.3), we see that q ∤ κ, and hence the local condition is equivalent to κ
being a p-th power modulo q. We detect this condition with the expression

1resq(κ)=0 =
1

p

∑
c∈Fp

χcq(κ). (4.4)

Next suppose that q | wj with j ̸∈ J ′, so q | dν for some unique index ν ∈ {0, . . . , p − 1}.
Write δ : Q∗

q/Q
∗p
q → H1(GQq , ⟨ιq(ζ)⟩) for the local Kummer map at q. In this case, it follows

from the second bullet point of Definition 4.1 that the local condition is of the shape

δ(ιq(κ))
(
Frobqσ

e(j)
q

)
= 1 (4.5)

for some exponent e(j) depending only on j ̸∈ J ′. Since δ(ιq(κ))(Frobq) = χq(κ/(−q)ν)
by equation (4.1) and δ(ιq(κ))(σ

e(j)
q ) = ιq(ζ)

νe(j)s(q) by equation (4.2), we may detect the
condition (4.5) with the expression

1
δ(ιq(κ))

(
Frobqσ

e(j)
q

)
=1

=
1

p

∑
c∈Fp

ζcνe(j)s(q)χcq(κ/(−q)ν). (4.6)
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By combining (4.4) and (4.6), it follows that #Sel(g(Par(fw))) equals

∑
α∈Fp

∑
d0···dp−1=

∏
j ̸∈J ′ wj

∏
j ̸∈J ′

∏
q|wj

1

p

∑
c∈Fp

ζcνe(j)s(q)χcq(κ/(−q)ν)

 ∏
j∈J ′′

∏
q|wj

1

p

∑
c∈Fp

χcq(κ)

 ,

where ν is the unique index ν ∈ {0, . . . , p − 1} with q | dν and where κ is given by equation
(4.3). Before we continue, it will be useful to make another change of variables. For each
(a, b) ̸∈ J ′ and each ν ∈ {0, . . . , p− 1} ∼= Fp, we introduce the variable

wa,b,ν = gcd(wa,b, dν).

We define a corresponding set of indices by

I1 ={(a, b) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A, (a, b) ∈ J ′}∪
{(a, b, ν) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A, (a, b) ̸∈ J ′, ν ∈ Fp},

and we write I ′
1 := I1 − J ′ (this equals the second set in the above formula). Therefore the

average of #Sel(g(Par(fw))) over all f and w equals

♭∑
w=(wi)i∈I1

f=(fa)

∑
α∈Fp

∏
(a,b,ν)∈I′

1

∏
q|wa,b,ν

1

p

∑
c∈Fp

ζcνe(a,b)s(q)χcq

pα(−q)−ν ∏
(a′,b′,ν′)∈I′

1

wν
′
a′,b′,ν′

×

∏
(a,b)∈J ′′

∏
q|wa,b

1

p

∑
c∈Fp

χcq

pα ∏
(a′,b′,ν′)∈I′

1

wν
′
a′,b′,ν′

 ,

where the summation conditions ♭ on the outer sum over wi, with i = (a, b) or i = (a, b, ν),
and fa are:

q | wi ⇒ q ≡ 1 mod ord(a), µ2

∏
i∈I1

wi

 = 1, fa | p, µ2

(∏
a

fa

)
= 1

∏
a

fa
∏
i∈I1

wi ≤ X, q | wi ⇐⇒ Par(fw)(Frobq) = b

(a, b) ∈ J ′ =⇒ wa,b > G(X), (a, b) ̸∈ J ′ =⇒
∏
ν∈Fp

wa,b,ν > G(X).

Here we apply the parametrization map to fw by changing back to the old variables in the
natural way.

To remove the term (−q)−ν in our Dirichlet characters, we now introduce modified Dirich-
let characters. These will go against the standard conventions for Dirichlet characters. Our
definition is based on [26, Definition 5.3].

Definition 4.5. Recall that we have chosen a Dirichlet character χq (of period q and order
p) for each prime q ≡ 1 mod p. We define a modified Dirichlet character ψq : Z≥1 → C∗ to
be the unique strongly multiplicative function that is given on primes p by

ψq(p) =

{
χq(p) if p ̸= q

1 if p = q.
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Moreover, if n is a squarefree integer only divisible by primes 1 modulo p, we set

ψn =
∏
q|n

ψq.

With this definition set, we rewrite the average of #Sel(g(Par(fw))) over all f and w as

♭∑
w=(wi)i∈I1

f=(fa)

∑
α∈Fp

∏
(a,b,ν)∈I′

1

∏
q|wa,b,ν

1

p

∑
c∈Fp

ζcνe(a,b)s(q)ψcq

pα(−1)ν
∏

(a′,b′,ν′)∈I′
1

wν
′
a′,b′,ν′

×

∏
(a,b)∈J ′′

∏
q|wa,b

1

p

∑
c∈Fp

ψcq

pα ∏
(a′,b′,ν′)∈I′

1

wν
′
a′,b′,ν′

 .

Define the index sets

I ′
2 :={(a, b, c, ν) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A, ν, c ∈ Fp : (a, b) ̸∈ J ′}

I ′′
2 :={(a, b, c) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A, c ∈ Fp : (a, b) ∈ J ′′}

I ′′′
2 :={(a, b) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A, (a, b) ∈ J ′ − J ′′}
I2 :=I ′

2 ∪ I ′′
2 ∪ I ′′′

2 .

Write a(i), b(i), c(i) and ν(i) for respectively the a-coordinate, b-coordinate, c-coordinate
and ν-coordinate of an element i ∈ I2, and write h(w, α) for the multiplicative function in w
given by

h(w, α) :=
∏

i∈I′
2∪I′′

2

ψ
c(i)
wi (pα)

pω(wi)

∏
i∈I′

2

∏
q|wi

ζc(i)ν(i)e(a(i),b(i))s(q).

For odd order Dirichlet characters, we always have ψq(−1) = 1. Using this and expanding
the above two products shows that the total sum equals

♭♭∑
w=(wi)i∈I2

f=(fa)

∑
α∈Fp

h(w, α)
∏
k∈I′

2
ℓ∈I′

2

ψc(k)wk

(
w
ν(ℓ)
ℓ

) ∏
k∈I′′

2
ℓ∈I′

2

ψc(k)wk

(
w
ν(ℓ)
ℓ

)
. (4.7)

The summation conditions ♭♭ in the sum (4.7) restrict the summation over wi to positive
squarefree, pairwise coprime integers satisfying the conditions

q | wi ⇒ q ≡ 1 mod ord(a(i)), fa | p,
∏
a

fa
∏
i∈I2

wi ≤ X

q | wi ⇐⇒ Par(fw)(Frobq) = b(i), µ2

(∏
a

fa

)
= 1

∀a ∈ A− {id} ∀b ∈ A :
∏
i∈I2

a(i)=a,b(i)=b

wi > G(X).
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We now detect the condition q | wi implies Par(fw)(Frobq) = b(i). Define A∨ = Hom(A,Q/Z)
and recall that we have fixed an injection ι : Q/Z ↪−→ C∗. For q | wi, we have the equality

1Par(fw)(Frobq)=b =
1

|A|
∑
χ∈A∨

ι (χ(Par(fw)(Frobq)− b)) .

Define the index sets

I ′
3 :={(a, b, χ, c, ν) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A,χ ∈ A∨, ν, c ∈ Fp : (a, b) ̸∈ J ′}

I ′′
3 :={(a, b, χ, c) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A,χ ∈ A∨, c ∈ Fp : (a, b) ∈ J ′′}

I ′′′
3 :={(a, b, χ) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A,χ ∈ A∨, (a, b) ∈ J ′ − J ′′}
I3 :=I ′

3 ∪ I ′′
3 ∪ I ′′′

3 . (4.8)

Denote by χ(k) the χ-coordinate of some index k ∈ I3 and denote by h̃(w, α) the multiplica-
tive function given by

h̃(w, α) :=
∏
i∈I3

(
ι(χ(i)(−b(i)))

|A|

)ω(wi) ∏
i∈I′

3∪I′′
3

ψ
c(i)
wi (pα)

pω(wi)

∏
i∈I′

3

∏
q|wi

ζc(i)ν(i)e(a(i),b(i))s(q). (4.9)

Expansion and changing variables one more time yields

♭♭♭∑
w=(wi)i∈I3

f=(fa)

∑
α∈Fp

h̃(w, α)
∏
k∈I′

3
ℓ∈I′

3

ψc(k)wk

(
w
ν(ℓ)
ℓ

) ∏
k∈I′′

3
ℓ∈I′

3

ψc(k)wk

(
w
ν(ℓ)
ℓ

) ∏
ℓ∈I3

ι (χ(ℓ)(Par(fw)(Frobwℓ
))) ,

where ♭♭♭ restricts the summation to positive squarefree, pairwise coprime integers satisfying

q | wi ⇒ q ≡ 1 mod ord(a(i)), fa | p,
∏
a

fa
∏
i∈I3

wi ≤ X

µ2

(∏
a

fa

)
= 1, ∀a ∈ A− {id} ∀b ∈ A :

∏
i∈I3

a(i)=a,b(i)=b

wi > G(X). (4.10)

Finally, we use Theorem 4.4 to rewrite ι◦χ◦Par(fw). We end this section by formally stating
what we have proven so far.

Theorem 4.6. We have the identity

∑
φ∈F♯(X)

#Sel(g(φ)) =
♭♭♭∑

w=(wi)i∈I3
f=(fa)

∑
α∈Fp

h̃(w, α)×

∏
k∈I′

3
ℓ∈I′

3

ψc(k)wk

(
w
ν(ℓ)
ℓ

) ∏
k∈I′′

3
ℓ∈I′

3

ψc(k)wk

(
w
ν(ℓ)
ℓ

) ∏
ℓ∈I3

∏
k∈I3

∏
q|wk

χq,logp ord(χ(ℓ))(wℓ)
χ(ℓ)(a(k))×

∏
ℓ∈I3

∏
a∈A−{id}

χfa,logp ord(χ(ℓ))(wℓ)
χ(ℓ)(a),

where the summation conditions are in (4.10) and the function h̃ is defined in equation (4.9).
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5 Combinatorics

The main result of this section is Theorem 5.5. Before we embark on the proof, we start with
two lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. Let A be a finite abelian group and let S ⊆ A. Let f0 : S → Fp be a function.
Assume that for all a1, . . . , am ∈ S and k1, . . . , km ∈ Z with k1a1 + · · ·+ kmam = 0 we have

m∑
i=1

kif0(ai) = 0.

Then there exists a homomorphism f : ⟨S⟩ → Fp such that f(s) = f0(s) for all s ∈ S.

Proof. Denote by ZS the free abelian group on the set S. Using the universal property of free
abelian groups, we get induced homomorphisms f0 and ι (coming from respectively the map
f0 : S → Fp and the inclusion ι : S ↪→ A) that we depict in the following diagram

ZS Fp

⟨S⟩.

f0

ι

Now the assumption in the lemma is precisely equivalent to ker(ι) ⊆ ker(f0). Therefore we
get an induced map

ZS

ker(ι)

f0−−→ Fp.

Exploiting the isomorphism ZS/ ker(ι) ∼= ⟨S⟩ gives the desired homomorphism.

Lemma 5.2. Let A be a finite abelian group and let S, T ⊆ A. Let f : ⟨S⟩ → Fp and
g : ⟨T ⟩ → Fp be homomorphisms. Assume that for all a1, . . . , am ∈ S, all k1, . . . , km ∈ Z, all
b1, . . . , bn ∈ T and all l1, . . . , ln ∈ Z with k1a1 + · · ·+ kmam = l1b1 + · · ·+ lnbn we have

m∑
i=1

kif(ai) =

n∑
j=1

ljg(bj).

Then there exists a homomorphism h : ⟨S ∪ T ⟩ → Fp such that h(s) = f(s) for all s ∈ S and
h(t) = g(t) for all t ∈ T .

Proof. It is easy to see that f = g on S∩T . We now consider the two induced homomorphisms
on the free group φ : ZS∪T → Fp and ψ : ZS∪T ↠ ⟨S∪T ⟩. Our assumption precisely reads that
ker(ψ) ⊆ ker(φ). The resulting map φ̃ : ZS∪T / ker(ψ) → Fp is the desired homomorphism.

We recall the definitions of I3, I ′
3, I ′′

3 and I ′′′
3 from (4.8).

Definition 5.3. Call two elements u1, u2 ∈ I3 unlinked if

χ(u1)(a(u2)) + 1u1,u2∈I′
3
· c(u2)ν(u1) + 1u1∈I′

3,u2∈I′′
3
· c(u2)ν(u1) = 0.

We say that a subset U of I3 is unlinked if
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• every two distinct u1, u2 ∈ U are unlinked, and

• the projection map π : U → (A− {id})×A is surjective.

We say that U is maximal unlinked if U is unlinked and moreover every strict superset is not
unlinked. In other words, U is maximal under inclusion among the unlinked subsets of I3.

The main goal of this section is to (almost) classify the maximal unlinked sets. This is
achieved in our next theorem, for which we set up some notation now.

Definition 5.4. Write p1 : I3 → A−{id} for the projection map on the first coordinate. We
say that a homomorphism f : A→ Fp is admissible if it vanishes on p1(I ′′′

3 ).

Define

U :={(a, b, 0) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A, (a, b) ∈ J ′ − J ′′}∪
{(a, b, 0, c) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A, c ∈ Fp, (a, b) ∈ J ′′}∪
{(a, b, 0, c, 0) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A, c ∈ Fp, (a, b) ̸∈ J ′}

and define for each admissible homomorphism f

Uf :={(a, b, 0) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A, (a, b) ∈ J ′ − J ′′}∪
{(a, b, 0, f(a)) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A, (a, b) ∈ J ′′}∪
{(a, b, x · f, f(a),−x) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A, x ∈ Fp, (a, b) ̸∈ J ′}.

Theorem 5.5. Let d := dimFp A/pA ≥ 1. Let U ⊆ I3 be a maximal unlinked subset. Then
we have that

U ∈ {U} ∪ {Uf : f admissible}

or there exists an element u0 ∈ U such that π becomes an isomorphism when restricted to
U − {u0} or the following conditions simultaneously hold true:

(C1) we have the bounds

1 ≤ #{(a, b, χ, c, ν) ∈ U : χ ̸= 0 or ν ̸= 0} ≤ 2d;

(C2) the set {a ∈ A− {id} : ∃b ∈ A such that (a, b) ∈ J ′ − J ′′} does not generate A;

(C3) all (a, b, χ) ∈ U and all (a, b, χ, c) ∈ U satisfy χ = 0;

(C4) all elements (a1, b1, 0, c1), (a1, b1, 0, c2) ∈ U satisfy c1 = c2. Furthermore, all elements
(a1, b1, 0, c1, 0), (a1, b1, 0, c2, 0) ∈ U satisfy c1 = c2.

Proof. It is readily verified that U and Uf are unlinked. Let U be an arbitrary unlinked set.
Then it suffices to prove that at least one of the following four alternatives hold:

(A1) U ⊆ U , or

(A2) U ⊆ Uf for some admissible f , or

(A3) the conditions (C1), (C2), (C3), (C4) all hold, or
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(A4) there exists an element u0 ∈ U such that π becomes an isomorphism when restricted to
U − {u0}.

To this end, let u = (a, b, χ) ∈ U or let u = (a, b, χ, c) ∈ U or let u = (a, b, χ, c, 0) ∈ U .
We are first going to show that χ = 0. Let a′ ∈ A − {id} be arbitrary and choose any
b′ ∈ A − {b}. Since π : U → (A − {id}) × A is surjective, we may find some element v ∈ U
with π(v) = (a′, b′). By our choice of b′, we see that u ̸= v. Because u and v are unlinked, we
deduce that

χ(a′) = 0.

Since χ(a′) = 0 holds for every a′ ∈ A− {id}, this forces χ = 0, and hence

U ∩ I ′′′
3 ⊆ {(a, b, 0) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A, (a, b) ∈ J ′ − J ′′} (5.1)

and

U ∩ I ′′
3 ⊆ {(a, b, 0, c) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A, c ∈ Fp, (a, b) ∈ J ′′} (5.2)

and

(a, b, χ, c, 0) ∈ U =⇒ χ = 0. (5.3)

We will now distinguish two cases.

Case 1. First suppose that

#{(a, b, χ, c, ν) ∈ U : ν ̸= 0} ≤ 2d.

By equation (5.3), it then follows that

#{(a, b, χ, c, ν) ∈ U : ν ̸= 0 or χ ̸= 0} = #{(a, b, χ, c, ν) ∈ U : ν ̸= 0} ≤ 2d.

If #{(a, b, χ, c, ν) ∈ U : ν ̸= 0 or χ ̸= 0} = 0, then, drawing upon our previous results (5.1)
and (5.2), we conclude that U ⊆ U , so (A1) holds. Thus, it remains to handle the case

1 ≤ #{(a, b, χ, c, ν) ∈ U : ν ̸= 0 or χ ̸= 0} ≤ 2d. (5.4)

Note that this is precisely the condition (C1). We will now distinguish two subcases, namely
whether (C2) holds or not.

Subcase A: the condition (C2) holds. We will show that (A3) holds in this case. Note
that we already know that (C1) and (C2) are true, so it remains to prove that (C3) and
(C4) hold. By equations (5.1) and (5.2) again, we have that (a, b, χ) ∈ U and (a, b, χ, c) ∈ U
implies χ = 0, thus (C3) holds.

So it remains to prove that all u1 = (a1, b1, 0, c1) ∈ U and u2 = (a1, b1, 0, c2) ∈ U satisfy
c1 = c2 (and similarly all u1 = (a1, b1, 0, c1, 0) ∈ U and u2 = (a1, b1, 0, c2, 0) ∈ U satisfy
c1 = c2). To this end, fix some v := (a, b, χ, c, ν) ∈ U with ν ̸= 0, which exists by equation
(5.4). Then using that v is unlinked with u1 and u2, we obtain

χ(a1) + νc1 = χ(a1) + νc2 = 0.

Since ν ̸= 0, this implies c1 = c2, and therefore (C4) holds.
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Subcase B: the condition (C2) fails. We will now show that either (A2) or (A4) is true.
Using the negation of (C2), it is not difficult to see that all (a, b, χ, c, ν) ∈ U satisfy χ = 0.
By equation (5.4) and by what we have just shown, there exists some u0 = (a, b, 0, c, ν) ∈ U
with ν ̸= 0. Recalling that we have already shown the inclusions (5.1) and (5.2), we use that
u0 is unlinked with every u ∈ U − {u0} to deduce that the c-coordinate of u must also be
zero.

If the c-coordinate of u0 is zero as well, then we have U ⊆ U0 (with 0 denoting the zero
homomorphism, which is always admissible), and thus (A2) is true. If the c-coordinate of
u0 is nonzero, then it follows from the unlinked assumption that the ν-coordinate of every
u ∈ U − {u0} must also be zero. We conclude that (A4) holds.

Case 2. Next suppose that

#{(a, b, χ, c, ν) ∈ U : ν ̸= 0} > 2d. (5.5)

We will ultimately show that (A2) holds. In order to do so, we will proceed by making a
sequence of claims.

Claim 1 and its consequences. We claim that for all u1 = (a1, b1, 0, c1) ∈ U and u2 =
(a1, b2, 0, c2) ∈ U , we have c1 = c2 (exactly as in Subcase A). In order to prove this claim,
we first fix some upar,1 = (a, b, χ, c, ν) ∈ U with ν ̸= 0, which exists by our assumption (5.5).
Using that upar,1 is unlinked with both u1 and u2, we obtain

χ(a1) + c1ν = χ(a1) + c2ν = 0,

which readily gives the claim.

From Claim 1 and (5.2), we deduce that there exists a function f0 : p1(I ′′
3 ) → Fp such

that

U ∩ I ′′
3 ⊆ {(a, b, 0, f0(a)) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A}. (5.6)

Observe that p1(I ′′
3 ) = p1(U ∩ I ′′

3 ) by surjectivity of π, which we shall use repeatedly. Using
this observation and using upar,1 one more time, we have for all a ∈ p1(I ′′

3 )

χ(a) + f0(a)ν = 0.

Taking Z-linear combinations of the above identity and using that ν ̸= 0, we conclude that
for all a1, . . . , am ∈ p1(I ′′

3 ) and all k1, . . . , km ∈ Z with k1a1 + · · ·+ kmam = 0

m∑
i=1

kif0(ai) = 0. (5.7)

Define A′′ to be the subgroup generated by p1(I ′′
3 ). It follows from equation (5.7) and Lemma

5.1 that there exists a homomorphism f : A′′ → Fp such that f = f0 on p1(I ′′
3 ). In particular,

we conclude that equation (5.6) may be strengthened to

U ∩ I ′′
3 ⊆ {(a, b, 0, f(a)) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A}.
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Claim 2. We next claim that for all u1 = (a1, b1, χ1, c1, ν1) ∈ U and u2 = (a1, b2, χ2, c2, ν2) ∈
U , we have c1 = c2. In order to prove this claim, we further fix some distinct elements (and
distinct from upar,1)

upar,2 = (a′, b′, χ′, c′, ν ′) ∈ U

upar,3 = (a′′, b′′, χ′′, c′′, ν ′′) ∈ U

with ν ′, ν ′′ both nonzero; such elements exist by our assumption (5.5). Now given u1 and u2,
we fix some j ∈ {1, 2, 3} such that upar,j ̸∈ {u1, u2}. Using that upar,j is unlinked with both
u1 and u2, we obtain the claim. Hence there exists a function g0 : p1(I ′

3) → Fp such that

U ∩ I ′
3 ⊆ {(a, b, χ, g0(a), ν) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A,χ ∈ A∨, ν ∈ Fp}. (5.8)

Claim 3. Define A′ to be the subgroup generated by p1(I ′
3). We claim that there exists a

homomorphism g : A′ → Fp with the property that g = g0 on p1(I ′
3). To this end, we extract

a minimal generating set S of A′ from p1(I ′
3). Note that |S| ≤ d. Now let a1, . . . , am ∈ S be

distinct, so m ≤ d. Fix elements α1, . . . , αm ∈ U ∩ I ′
3 such that p1(αi) = ai. Then it follows

from equation (5.5) that there exists some upar = (a, b, χ, c, ν) ̸∈ {α1, . . . , αm} with ν ̸= 0.
Using that upar is unlinked with αi, we deduce that

χ(ai) + g0(ai)ν = 0.

This implies that for all distinct a1, . . . , am ∈ S and all k1, . . . , km ∈ Z with k1a1+· · ·+kmam =
0 we have

m∑
i=1

kig0(ai) = 0. (5.9)

This gives the existence of our desired g thanks to Lemma 5.1 (note that we have only covered
the case that a1, . . . , am ∈ S are distinct, but this easily implies equation (5.9) also when the
ai are not distinct). Hence equation (5.8) becomes

U ∩ I ′
3 ⊆ {(a, b, χ, g(a), ν) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A,χ ∈ A∨, ν ∈ Fp}.

Claim 4. We extract minimal generating sets S and T for respectively ⟨p1(I ′
3)⟩ and ⟨p1(I ′′

3 )⟩.
Then we claim that for all distinct a1, . . . , am ∈ S, all k1, . . . , km ∈ Z, all b1, . . . , bn ∈ T and
all l1, . . . , ln ∈ Z with k1a1 + · · ·+ kmam = l1b1 + · · ·+ lnbn, we have

m∑
i=1

kif(ai) =
n∑
j=1

ljg(bj).

Fix elements α1, . . . , αm ∈ U∩I ′
3 and β1, . . . , βn ∈ U∩I ′′

3 projecting to respectively a1, . . . , am
and b1, . . . , bn. Since |S| ≤ d and |T | ≤ d, it follows from equation (5.5) that there exists some
upar = (a, b, χ, c, ν) ∈ U − {α1, . . . , αm, β1, . . . , βn} with ν ̸= 0. Using that upar is unlinked
with αi respectively βj , we get the two equations

χ(ai) + f(ai)ν = 0, χ(bj) + g(bj)ν = 0.

Then the claim follows upon taking Z-linear combinations of the above identities and using
that ν ̸= 0.
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End of proof. From Claim 4 and Lemma 5.2, it follows that f and g glue to a homomor-
phism h : A′ +A′′ → Fp, thus we have

U ∩ I ′′
3 ⊆ {(a, b, 0, h(a)) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A}.

U ∩ I ′
3 ⊆ {(a, b, χ, h(a), ν) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A,χ ∈ A∨, ν ∈ Fp}. (5.10)

Now fix some u = (a, b, χ, h(a), ν) ∈ U again. If a ∈ p1(I ′′′
3 ), then it follows that χ(a) = 0 by

using that u is unlinked with any v ∈ U satisfying p1(v) = a. Using equation (5.10), we also
obtain that χ(a) = 0 if a ∈ ker(h). We conclude that χ vanishes on p1(I ′′′

3 ) and ker(h).
There are now two final cases to consider. Firstly, suppose that p1(I ′′′

3 ) and ker(h) span
A. Then (a, b, χ, h(a), ν) ∈ U implies χ = 0. In that case we use equation (5.5) and the
unlinked property one final time to conclude that h is the trivial character. Writing U0 for
the set Uf with f = 0 (which is admissible), we conclude that U ⊆ U0,

Secondly, suppose that p1(I ′′′
3 ) and ker(h) do not span A. Since p1(I ′′′

3 ) contains every
element in A− (A′+A′′) and A′+A′′ is a subgroup, this forces A′+A′′ = A. Moreover, since
ker(h) is an index p subgroup of A′+A′′ = A, we deduce that p1(I ′′′

3 ) ⊆ ker(h), and therefore
h is admissible. Recalling that χ vanishes on ker(h), we see that χ = x · h for some x ∈ Fp.
Hence

U ∩ I ′′
3 ⊆ {(a, b, 0, h(a)) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A}.

U ∩ I ′
3 ⊆ {(a, b, x · h, h(a), ν) : a ∈ A− {id}, b ∈ A, x ∈ Fp}.

As the final step of the proof, we will now show that for all u := (a, b, x · h, h(a), ν) ∈ U , we
have ν = −x. So let (a, b, x · h, h(a), ν) ∈ U . Since ker(h) is an index p > 2 subgroup of A,
we may fix some a′ ∈ A − {id} with h(a′) ̸= 0 and a′ ̸= a. Then we see that a′ ̸∈ p1(I ′′′

3 )
(as otherwise h(a′) = 0 by the inclusion p1(I ′′′

3 ) ⊆ ker(h) proven just above). Therefore, by
surjectivity of π, there exist v := (a′, b′, 0, h(a′)) ∈ U or v := (a′, b′, x′ ·h, h(a′), ν ′) ∈ U . Using
that u is unlinked with v, we obtain that ν = −x. Therefore (A2) holds, as desired.

6 Oscillation results

6.1 Large sieve for Dirichlet characters

We start with a large sieve result. Conveniently, in our application the relevant variables will
always be coprime. Thus, our large sieve statement involves ordinary Dirichlet characters
as opposed to modified Dirichlet characters. We define for a squarefree integer a divisible
exclusively by primes 1 modulo pn the Dirichlet character

χa,n :=
∏
q|a

χq,n.

Lemma 6.1. Let p > 2 be a prime number and let k1, k2 ∈ Z≥1. Then there are C, δ > 0
such that for all (c1, c2) ∈ Z/pk1Z × Z/pk2Z with (c1, c2) ̸= (0, 0), all X ≥ 100, all Y ≥ 100
and all complex coefficients βb with |βb| ≤ 1

∑
a≤X

q|a⇒q≡1 mod pk1

µ2(a)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
b≤Y

q|b⇒q≡1 mod pk2

βbµ
2(ab)χc1a,k1(b)χ

c2
b,k2

(a)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ CXY (X−δ + Y −δ)(logXY )C .
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Proof. Our goal will be to apply [23, Proposition 4.21]. In the notation of that proposition, we
take K = Q(ζpk1 ) and L = Q(ζpk2 ). We let U be the downward-closed set (see [23, Definition
4.14]) consisting of the ideals in (I, J) ∈ IK × IL of norm bounded by respectively X and Y .
We take

α(m, n) =

(
NL/Q(n)

m

)c1
Q(ζ

pk1
),pk1

(
NK/Q(m)

n

)c2
Q(ζ

pk2
),pk2

,

where (·/·)M,n denotes the n-th power residue symbol in a number fieldM (which only makes
sense if M contains the n-th roots of unity). We take q = p3 and we take A a large number
in terms of p, k1 and k2 only. It is then readily verified that α(m, n) is an (A, q)-oscillating
bilinear character in the sense of [23, Definition 4.19]. Now [23, Proposition 4.21] provides us
with C, δ > 0 and the estimate∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑
NK/Q(m)≤X

∑
NL/Q(n)≤Y

ambnα(m, n)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CXY (X−δ + Y −δ)(logXY )C (6.1)

valid for all complex numbers am and bn of magnitude at most 1.
We claim that, for a good choice of am and bn, equation (6.1) becomes exactly the stated

bound in our lemma. First, we observe that by the standard conventions for Dirichlet char-
acter, we may replace µ2(ab) by µ2(b). Hence, for a good choice of β′a, we have

∑
a≤X

q|a⇒q≡1 mod pk1

µ2(a)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
b≤Y

q|b⇒q≡1 mod pk2

βbµ
2(ab)χc1a,k1(b)χ

c2
b,k2

(a)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ =∑
a≤X

q|a⇒q≡1 mod pk1

∑
b≤Y

q|b⇒q≡1 mod pk2

µ2(a)µ2(b)β′aβbχ
c1
a,k1

(b)χc2b,k2(a).

Now, to relate the above sum with (6.1), we observe that for every prime q ≡ 1 mod pk, there
exists precisely one prime ideal q of Z[ζpk ] above q such that

χq,k(a) =

(
a

q

)
Q(ζ

pk
),pk

.

We will call this ideal Upk(q), and we define Upk(n) =
∏
q|nUpk(q) for all squarefree integers

n exclusively divisible by primes 1 modulo pk. Hence we have∑
a≤X

q|a⇒q≡1 mod pk1

∑
b≤Y

q|b⇒q≡1 mod pk2

µ2(a)µ2(b)β′aβbχ
c1
a,k1

(b)χc2b,k2(a) =
∑

NK/Q(m)≤X

∑
NL/Q(n)≤Y

ambnα(m, n),

where we have chosen

am =

{
β′NK/Q(m) if m ∈ im(Upk1)

0 if m ̸∈ im(Upk1)
, bn =

{
βNL/Q(n) if n ∈ im(Upk2)

0 if n ̸∈ im(Upk2)
.

This gives the lemma.
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We shall later need to apply Lemma 6.1 in hyperbolic regions instead of boxes. Standard
arguments allow one to cover such a hyperbolic region by boxes, so we may state the following
corollary.

Corollary 6.2. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer. Let p > 2 be a prime number and let k1, k2 ∈ Z≥1.
Then there are C, δ > 0 such that the following holds. Let (c1, c2) ∈ Z/pk1Z × Z/pk2Z with
(c1, c2) ̸= (0, 0). Let α, β : Zr−1

≥1 → C satisfy |α(n)|, |β(n)| ≤ 1 and assume that α and β are
supported on squarefree integers. Then we have for all X, z ≥ 100∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑
m∈Zr

≥1, m1···mr≤X, m1,m2>z

q|m1⇒q≡1 mod pk1

q|m2⇒q≡1 mod pk2

χc1m1,k1
(m2)χ

c2
m2,k2

(m1)α(m1,m3, . . . ,mr)β(m2,m3, . . . ,mr)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ CX(logX)C

zδ
.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 6.1 by a standard argument, see for example [16, Corollary
4.4].

6.2 A Siegel–Walfisz type result

Throughout this subsection, we fix an odd prime number p. Recall that we have fixed a
choice of Dirichlet character χq : Z → C with period q and of order p for each prime q ≡
1 mod p. This choice is not intrinsic, as χcq has the same field of definition for every invertible
c ∈ (Z/pZ)∗. Nevertheless, we have already encountered sums of the type∑

q≤X
q≡1 mod p

χq(ℓ) (6.2)

for some fixed prime ℓ. Although it is intrinsic whether χq(ℓ) equals 1 or not, the sum (6.2)
can easily be made to be biased (for example, by choosing the χq to satisfy χq(ℓ) ∈ {1, ζ}
for some fixed primitive p-th root of unity ζ ∈ C). We wish to avoid this behavior, which
motivates our next two definitions and theorem. We start with some notation.

Definition 6.3. Let I be an index set. We say that a sequence of integers (ai)i∈I and a vector
(ci)i∈I ∈ FI

p is eligible if the ai ≥ 1 are squarefree, pairwise coprime, exclusively divisible by
primes 0, 1 modulo p and if there exists i ∈ I such that ai > 1 and ci ̸= 0.

Our next definition encapsulates the potentially bad behavior in the sum (6.2) that we
wish to avoid in general.

Definition 6.4. Let X > 10 be a real number, let C > 0 be a real number and let n ∈ Z≥1.
We say that the characters (χq)q≤X are prepared for equidistribution up to (C, n) if for all
eligible sequences (ai)1≤i≤n and (ci)1≤i≤n ∈ Fnp with 1 ≤ ai ≤ (logX)C , for all ζ ∈ ⟨ζp⟩ with
ζ ̸= 1 and for all (ζi)1≤i≤n with ζi ∈ ⟨ζp⟩ we have∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣#

{
q ≤ X,

q ≡ 1 mod p
:

∏n
i=1 χ

ci
q (ai) = ζ

χai(q) = ζi

}
−

#

{
q ≤ X,

q ≡ 1 mod p
:

∏n
i=1 χ

ci
q (ai) ̸= 1

χai(q) = ζi

}
p− 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ X3/4.
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Theorem 6.5. Let C > 0 be a real number and let n ∈ Z≥1. Then there exists a real number
X0 > 10 such that for all X ≥ X0 there exists a choice of characters (χ′

q)q≤X that are prepared
for equidistribution up to (C, n).

Proof. Write Pp,X for the set of primes q ≤ X with q ≡ 1 mod p,
∏n
i=1 χ

ci
q (ai) ̸= 1 and

χai(q) = ζi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Write L(ai) for the extension cut out by χai . Since p is odd,
the extensions Q(ζp)L(ai)/Q(ζp) and Q(ζp, p

√
ai)/Q(ζp) are linearly disjoint. Hence it follows

from the effective Chebotarev density theorem and the eligible assumption that

#Pp,X ≫C,n,p X/ logX. (6.3)

We fix one choice of χq for each q ∈ Pp,X , and we define

S := Map(Pp,X , (Z/pZ)∗).

Then the set of all possible choices for χq is in bijection with S by attaching the choice

(χ
f(q)
q )q∈Pp,X

to a map f ∈ S. We endow (Z/pZ)∗ with the uniform probability measure,
which naturally gives rise to a probability measure on S (with evaluation at different primes
of Pp,X defining independent events).

We now apply Hoeffding’s inequality to the independent random variables Xq = f(q) with
f ∈ S. The total number of independent random variables is #Pp,X , for which we recall the
lower bound from equation (6.3). If the (ai)1≤i≤n, (ci)1≤i≤n, ζ and (ζi)1≤i≤n are fixed and if
X is sufficiently large in terms of C, n and p only, then Hoeffding’s inequality shows that the
number of choices f ∈ S not satisfying∣∣∣∣∣#

{
q ∈ Pp,X :

n∏
i=1

χcif(q)q (ai) = ζ

}
−

#Pp,X
p− 1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ X3/4

is bounded by |S| exp(−X1/10). Therefore the total amount of choices not prepared for
equidistribution up to (C, n) is bounded by

(p− 1)p2n(logX)Cn|S| exp(−X1/10)

as there are (p − 1)p2n choices for the ci, ζi and ζ, and (logX)Cn choices for the ai. Since
this is smaller than |S| for sufficiently large X, the theorem follows.

We will henceforth always pick our characters to be prepared for equidistribution up to
(C, n) for some fixed large C and large n, which is possible thanks to Theorem 6.5. With this
problem out of the way, we can show equidistribution of the sum (6.2).

Definition 6.6. Let I be an index set. We say that a sequence of integers (ai)i∈I and a vector

((ci, di))i∈I ∈
(
F2
p

)I
is quite eligible if the ai ≥ 1 are squarefree, pairwise coprime, exclusively

divisible by primes 0, 1 modulo p and there exists i ∈ I such that ai > 1 and (ci, di) ̸= (0, 0).

Lemma 6.7. Let C1 > 0 be a real number, let I be a finite index set and let (wi)i∈I be
positive real numbers. Then there exists C2 > 0 such that for all d ≤ X, for all quite eligible
sequences (ai)i∈I with 1 ≤ ai ≤ (logX)C1 and for all (ci, di) ∈ F2

p∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
n≤X

q|n⇒q≡1 mod p
gcd(n,d)=1

µ2(n)
∏
i∈I

χcin (ai)χ
di
ai(n)

w
ω(n)
i

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ C2X

(logX)C1
.
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Proof. We will prove this when n is restricted to primes q, i.e.∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

q≤Q,q≡1 mod p
q∤d

∏
i∈I

χciq (ai)χ
di
ai(q)

wi

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
C2Q

(logQ)C1

for Q > exp
(
(logX)1/100

)
. Once we establish such an estimate, the lemma follows from the

LSD method as codified in [12, Theorem 13.2].
Using that d ≤ X, it is straightforward to estimate the contribution from q | d. Since wi

is fixed, it therefore suffices to show that for all C1 > 0 and for all I, there exists C2 > 0 such
that for all eligible (ai)i∈I with 1 ≤ ai ≤ (logX)C1 and for all (ci, di) ∈ F2

p∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
q≤Q

q≡1 mod p

∏
i∈I

χciq (ai)χ
di
ai(q)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
C2Q

(logQ)C1
. (6.4)

If ci = 0 for all i ∈ I, then we immediately get the desired cancellation from the Siegel–Walfisz
theorem and the quite eligible assumption. Henceforth we assume that ci ̸= 0 for at least one
i ∈ I.

At this stage, we will transfer our sum to Q(ζp). Note that every prime q ≡ 1 mod p splits
completely in Q(ζp), so there are exactly p − 1 primes q above q. Among these primes, we
recall that there is precisely one prime q, namely Up(q), such that

χq(a) =

(
a

q

)
Q(ζp),p

for all a ∈ Z. Then the sum in equation (6.4) is equal to

∑
q≤Q

q≡1 mod p

∏
i∈I

χciq (ai)χ
di
ai(q) =

∑
q≤Q

q≡1 mod p

∏
i∈I

(
ai

Up(q)

)ci
Q(ζp),p

(
q

Up(ai)

)di
Q(ζp),p

.

Inspired by this, we define for each vector e = (ei)i∈I ∈ FI
p the Hecke character ρe on Q(ζp)

given by

ρe(q) =
∏
i∈I

(
ai
q

)ci
Q(ζp),p

(
N(q)

Up(ai)

)ei
Q(ζp),p

.

We claim that ρe is not the trivial character. To this end, first recall that ci ̸= 0 for at least
one i and write L(ai) for the fixed field of χai . Since p is odd, we observe that the exten-
sions Q(ζp)L(ai)/Q(ζp) and Q(ζp, p

√
ai)/Q(ζp) are linearly disjoint. Then our quite eligible

assumption readily implies that ρe is not the trivial character.
The main theorem of Goldstein [9] gives the existence of C2 > 0 such that for all e and

for all Q > exp
(
(logX)1/100

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

N(q)≤Q

ρe(q)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2Q

(logQ)C1
.
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After enlarging C2, the above estimate continues to hold when restricted to completely split
primes. This implies that for each vector (ζi)1≤i≤n∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑
N(q)≤Q

q unr. of degree 1

ρ0(q)1( N(q)
Up(ai)

)
Q(ζp),p

=ζi

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
C2Q

(logQ)C1
. (6.5)

By grouping together q with all of its conjugates (of which there are p− 1 in total), equation
(6.5) may be equivalently phrased as∣∣∣∣(p− 1)#

{
q ≤ Q,

q ≡ 1 mod p
:

∏n
i=1 χ

ci
q (ai) = 1

χai(q) = ζi

}
−#

{
q ≤ Q,

q ≡ 1 mod p
:

∏n
i=1 χ

ci
q (ai) ̸= 1

χai(q) = ζi

}∣∣∣∣
≤ C2Q

(logQ)C1
. (6.6)

Indeed, if there is one conjugate q′ of q with ρ0(q
′) = 1, then all conjugates q′ of q satisfy

ρ0(q
′) = 1. In this case we get a total contribution of p − 1, and we have

∏n
i=1 χ

ci
q (ai) = 1.

Otherwise, if there is no conjugate q′ of q with ρ0(q
′) = 1, then ρ0(q

′) runs through all
primitive p-th roots of unity as q′ runs through all conjugates. These roots of unity sum
together to −1, and this case occurs if and only if

∏n
i=1 χ

ci
q (ai) ̸= 1.

Since the ideals Up(q) have been prepared for equidistribution, we deduce from equation
(6.6) and the triangle inequality that∣∣∣∣#{ q ≤ Q,

q ≡ 1 mod p
:

∏n
i=1 χ

ci
q (ai) = 1

χai(q) = ζi

}
−#

{
q ≤ Q,

q ≡ 1 mod p
:

∏n
i=1 χ

ci
q (ai) = ζ

χai(q) = ζi

}∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2C2Q

(logQ)C1

for each ζ ̸= 1. By freezing χai(q) and then summing over the possible values of
∏n
i=1 χ

ci
q (ai),

we conclude that ∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
q≤Q

q≡1 mod p

∏
i∈I

χciq (ai)χ
di
ai(q)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
2C2p

n+1Q

(logQ)C1

for Q sufficiently large. We recognize the estimate (6.4), ending the proof of the lemma.

7 Proof of main theorem

The goal of this section is twofold. We will finish the proof of Theorem 4.2 in our first
subsection. Once we have accomplished this goal, we have all the ingredients to prove our
main theorem.

7.1 Main analytic theorem

Before we start the proof of our main analytic result (Theorem 4.2), we require one more
technical result.

Theorem 7.1. Let p be an odd prime. Let A be a nontrivial finite abelian p-group. Then we
have for all s ∈ A− {id} and all t ∈ A

lim
X→∞

#{φ ∈ F(X) : there is no q > exp((logX)1/2) with φ(σq) = s, φ(Frobq) = t}
#F(X)

= 0.
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Proof. By Theorem 4.4 we may switch from φ ∈ F(X) to tuples w ∈ A. Let s ∈ A − {id}
and t ∈ A be given. It is easy to show that almost all w satisfy wa > exp((logX)3/4) for
all a ∈ A − {id}. Define G(X) := exp((logX)1/2). Now among such tuples, we see that the
numerator equals ∑

w∈A∏
a∈A−{id} wa≤X

wa>exp((logX)3/4)∀a∈A−{id}

∏
q|ws

q>G(X)

(
1− 1Par(w)(Frobq)=t

)
,

which may be re-expressed as

∑
w∈A∏

a∈A−{id} wa≤X
wa>exp((logX)3/4)∀a∈A−{id}

∏
q|ws

q>G(X)

 |A| − 1

|A|
− 1

|A|
∑

χ∈A∨−{id}

ι (χ(Par(w)(Frobq)− t))

 .

We now introduce

wrough
s :=

∏
q|ws

q>G(X)

q, ωrough(n) := |{q | n : q > G(X)}| .

We uniquely factor ws = wrough
s wsmooth

s . This allows us to rewrite the sum as

∑
w∈A∏

a∈A−{id} wa≤X
wa>exp((logX)3/4)∀a∈A−{id}

∑
d|wrough

s

(
|A| − 1

|A|

)ωrough(ws/d)(−ι(−t)
|A|

)ω(d)

∑
(χq)q|d

χq∈A∨−{id}

∏
q|d

ι (χq (Par(w)(Frobq))) ,

We change variables in the sum by setting e = wrough
s /d and moreover by setting for each

χ ∈ A∨ − {id}
dχ =

∏
q|d
χq=χ

q.

This defines a change of variables, and transforms the sum into

∑
w∈A∏

a∈A−{id} wa≤X
wa>exp((logX)3/4)∀a∈A−{id}

∑
ws=wsmooth

s e
∏

χ dχ

q|wsmooth
s ⇔q≤G(X)

(
|A| − 1

|A|

)ω(e)(−ι(−t)
|A|

)ω(∏χ∈A∨−{id} dχ)

∏
χ∈A∨−{id}

∏
q|dχ

ι (χ (Par(w)(Frobq))) .

We split this sum into 2|A|−1 subsums, depending on whether dχ > 1 or dχ = 1 for each
χ ∈ A∨ − {id}. The subsums for which dχ > 1 for at least one χ contribute negligibly
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(compared to #F(X)) due to the large sieve in Corollary 6.2. Here we use in an essential
way that dχ > 1 implies dχ > G(X) by construction of dχ, hence Corollary 6.2 applies with
z = G(X). In the remaining subsum, we have dχ = 1 for all χ, so this subsum equals∑

w∈A∏
a∈A−{id} wa≤X

wa>exp((logX)3/4)∀a∈A−{id}

∑
ws=wsmooth

s e

q|wsmooth
s ⇔q≤G(X)

(
|A| − 1

|A|

)ω(e)
.

We now drop the condition wa > exp((logX)3/4) again. Then the resulting sum may be
rewritten as ∑

n≤X
f(n),

where f is the multiplicative function, supported on squarefree integers, given by

f(q) =


|A| − 1 if q = p

|{a ∈ A− {id} : q ≡ 1 mod ord(a)}| if q ≤ G(X), q ̸= p

1q≡1 mod ord(s)

(
|A|−1
|A|

)
+
∑

a∈A−{id,s}
q≡1 mod ord(a)

1 if q > G(X).

Then the theorem follows upon comparing the upper bound coming from Shiu’s result [24]
with Mäki’s theorem [19] to control #F(X).

We are now ready to finish the proof of our main analytic result, which is Theorem 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. By Theorem 7.1 and the union bound, it suffices to show that

lim
X→∞

#{φ ∈ F ♯(X) : Sel(g(φ)) = 0}
#F(X)

= 1. (7.1)

To this end, we are going to show that∑
φ∈F♯(X)

#Sel(g(φ)) ∼ #F(X),

which certainly implies equation (7.1). We start by applying Theorem 4.6, which yields

∑
φ∈F♯(X)

#Sel(g(φ)) =
♭♭♭∑

w=(wi)i∈I3
f=(fa)

∑
α∈Fp

h̃(w, α)×

∏
k∈I′

3
ℓ∈I′

3

ψc(k)wk

(
w
ν(ℓ)
ℓ

) ∏
k∈I′′

3
ℓ∈I′

3

ψc(k)wk

(
w
ν(ℓ)
ℓ

) ∏
ℓ∈I3

∏
k∈I3

∏
q|wk

χq,logp ord(χ(ℓ))(wℓ)
χ(ℓ)(a(k))×

∏
ℓ∈I3

∏
a∈A−{id}

χfa,logp ord(χ(ℓ))(wℓ)
χ(ℓ)(a). (7.2)

We dissect this sum into 2|I3| pieces: namely, for each subset U of I3, we define N(X;U) to
be the subsum of the RHS, where we impose the additional condition

wi > exp

(
(logX)

1
10p3|A|5

)
⇐⇒ i ∈ U.
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Our goal is now to upper bound each individual N(X;U) (except for U = U , which will give
rise to the main term).

Note that the last summation condition in equation (4.10) ensures that, for sufficiently
large X, either N(X;U) is empty or that the natural projection map π : U → (A−{id})×A
is surjective. Since N(X;U) = 0 in the first case, we shall henceforth assume that π : U →
(A− {id})×A is surjective.

We will now distinguish three further cases. First suppose that U is not unlinked. Then
we claim that

N(X;U) = o (#F(X)) . (7.3)

We will apply Corollary 6.2 as follows. Since U is not unlinked, there exist two distinct linked
indices u1, u2 ∈ U . In the notation of Corollary 6.2, we take r := #I3 and ki := logp ord(a(ui))
(which depends only on the abelian group A). We let m1 be the variable wu1 and we let m2

be the variable wu2 , and we let m3, . . . ,mr be the remaining variables in I3 − {u1, u2}. By
definition of U , we have

wu1 , wu2 > exp

(
(logX)

1
10p3|A|5

)
=: z.

Since z is much larger than any fixed power of logX, we obtain equation (7.3), once we verify
that our sum (7.2) has the shape in Corollary 6.2. In particular, we will pay attention to the
key hypothesis in Corollary 6.2 that (c1, c2) ̸= (0, 0).

Since u1 and u2 are distinct, wu1 and wu2 are coprime by the summation conditions.
Hence we have ψwu1

(wu2) = χwu1 ,1
(wu2). Any term not containing both wu1 and wu2 can be

absorbed into the α and β terms of Corollary 6.2. The terms involving both wu1 and wu2 are
precisely the product of the following six terms:

χwu1 ,1
(wu2)

1u1,u2∈I′
3
·c(u1)ν(u2)

χwu2 ,1
(wu1)

1u1,u2∈I′
3
·c(u2)ν(u1)

χwu1 ,1
(wu2)

1u1∈I′′
3 ,u2∈I′

3
·c(u1)ν(u2)

χwu2 ,1
(wu1)

1u1∈I′
3,u2∈I′′

3
·c(u2)ν(u1)

χwu1 ,logp ord(χ(u2))(wu2)
χ(u2)(a(u1))

χwu2 ,logp ord(χ(u1))(wu1)
χ(u1)(a(u2)).

In the notation of Corollary 6.2, we therefore take

c1 := χ(u2)(a(u1)) + 1u1,u2∈I′
3
· c(u1)ν(u2) + 1u1∈I′′

3 ,u2∈I′
3
· c(u1)ν(u2)

c2 := χ(u1)(a(u2)) + 1u1,u2∈I′
3
· c(u2)ν(u1) + 1u1∈I′

3,u2∈I′′
3
· c(u2)ν(u1).

Since u1 and u2 are linked, we have c2 ̸= 0. This proves (7.3).
Second suppose that U is unlinked, but U is not equal to the set U from Theorem 5.5. In

this case, we apply the triangle inequality to deduce that

N(X;U) ≤ p
♭♭♭∑

w=(wi)i∈I3 , f=(fa)

wi>exp

(
(logX)

1
10p3|A|5

)
⇐⇒i∈U

∏
i∈I3

(
1

|A|

)ω(wi) ∏
i∈I′

3∪I′′
3

(
1

p

)ω(wi)

.

39



Set

t(i) :=

{
1 if i ∈ I3 − (I ′

3 ∪ I ′′
3 )

p if i ∈ I ′
3 ∪ I ′′

3 .

We now define

wt(U) :=
∑
i∈U

1

t(i)|A|φ(ord(a(i)))
+

1

10p3|A|5
∑

i∈I3−U

1

t(i)|A|φ(ord(a(i)))
.

It follows from Shiu’s theorem [24] that there is a constant C > 0, depending only on A, such
that for all X ≥ C

N(X;U) ≤ CX(logX)wt(U)−1.

We now claim that

wt(U)− 1 < −1 +
∑

a∈A−{id}

1

φ(ord(a))
, (7.4)

where we remark that the RHS is the logarithmic exponent in Mäki’s theorem. Hence our
claim implies that the contribution of these U is negligible. Let us now prove the claim. Since
|I3| ≤ p2|A|3, we have the bound

wt(U) ≤ 1

10p|A|2
+
∑
i∈U

1

t(i)|A|φ(ord(a(i)))
.

Note that the RHS now only increases upon increasing U . Moreover, if U is a strict subset
of U , then we see that

1

10p|A|2
+
∑
i∈U

1

t(i)|A|φ(ord(a(i)))
<
∑
i∈U

1

t(i)|A|φ(ord(a(i)))
=

∑
a∈A−{id}

1

φ(ord(a))
.

Hence it suffices to prove that

1

10p|A|2
+
∑
i∈U

1

t(i)|A|φ(ord(a(i)))
<

∑
a∈A−{id}

1

φ(ord(a))

for all maximal unlinked U ̸= U . But this follows from Theorem 5.5 and a direct computation,
thus proving the claim (7.4).

Third, suppose that U = U . We are now going to show that

N(X;U) ∼ #F(X), (7.5)

which clearly implies the theorem, as we have already shown that N(X;U) = o(#F(X)) for
all U ̸= U .

We now perform one final dissection, this time of the sum N(X;U). We let C > 0 be a
large real number (in terms of A only), and we define, for each partition V1∪V2∪V3 = I3−U ,
the subsum N(X;U , V1, V2, V3) of N(X;U), where

wi = 1 ⇐⇒ i ∈ V1, 1 < wi < (logX)C ⇐⇒ i ∈ V2, wi ≥ (logX)C ⇐⇒ i ∈ V3.

If V3 is nonempty, then the large sieve, as codified in Corollary 6.2, yields

N(X;U , V1, V2, V3) = o(#F(X))
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provided that we pick C sufficiently large (in terms of A only). Indeed, note that U is maximal
unlinked, so if V3 ̸= ∅, then there exist u ∈ U and v ∈ V3 that are linked (or alternatively,
v ∈ V3 is linked with u ∈ U). Then the argument proceeds exactly as the one leading to (7.3)
except that z is now an arbitrarily large logarithmic power.

Next, if V2 is nonempty, then Siegel–Walfisz, see Lemma 6.7, gives

N(X;U , V1, V2, V3) = o(#F(X)).

Finally, we observe that

N(X;U , I3 − U ,∅,∅) =

♭♭♭∑
w=(wi)i∈I3

f=(fa), wi=1∀i∈I3−U

wi>exp

(
(logX)

1
10p3|A|5

)
∀i∈U

∑
α∈Fp

h̃(w, α).

We unwrap the definition of h̃ as in equation (4.9), and then we apply Lemma 6.7 to see that
the terms with α ̸= 0 are negligible. Hence we obtain that

N(X;U , I3−U ,∅,∅) =
♭♭♭∑

w=(wi)i∈I3
f=(fa), wi=1∀i∈I3−U

wi>exp

(
(logX)

1
10p3|A|5

)
∀i∈U

∏
i∈I3

(
1

|A|

)ω(wi) ∏
i∈I′

3∪I′′
3

(
1

p

)ω(wi)

+o(#F(X)).

We now drop the condition

wi > exp

(
(logX)

1
10p3|A|5

)
incurring a negligible error (and similarly for the height bound involving G(X) in the sum-
mation conditions stemming from ♭♭♭). The remaining sum can be rewritten as

∑
n≤X f(n)

with f the multiplicative function supported on squarefrees and given on the primes by

f(q) =

{
|A| − 1 if q = p

|{a ∈ A− {id} : q ≡ 1 mod ord(a)}| if q ̸= p.

Evaluating this sum with [12, Theorem 13.2] gives equation (7.5) and hence the theorem.

7.2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

We will now restate the main result of our paper.

Theorem 7.2. Let p be an odd prime and let A be a finite abelian p-group. Let e be a
nontrivial primitive idempotent of Qp[A]. Let 1 ≤ j ≤ re and let Mj = eZp[A]/mj

e. Then we
have for 100% of the φ ∈ Epi(GQ, A), ordered by their product of ramified primes f(φ), the
equality

|Homnr(GK ,Mj)
A| =

|Ntypical(A,Mj)|
|Mj | · |H1(A,Mj)|

|H0(GQ,Mj)|
|H0(GQ,M

∗
j )|

∏
v|f(φ)

pmax{1≤i≤j:v is special at level i},

where K denotes the fixed field of ker(φ).
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Proof. For each 1 ≤ k ≤ j, let Lv,k be the local condition defined in (2.2). Write fk :Mk → Fp
for the natural quotient map. We define the new local conditions on µp given by

L′
v,k =

{
f∗k

−1(L⊥
v,k) if v ̸= p

H1(GQp , µp) if v = p,

and we write L′
k for the resulting Selmer structure.

We now apply Theorem 4.2 to each L′
k for 1 ≤ k ≤ j. We must check the hypotheses of

Theorem 4.2 from Definition 4.1:

• the first bullet point is a direct computation with the local conditions (note that Tv
acts trivially on M∗

k for v ∤ pf(φ) and that f∗k is injective, hence we have the equality
(f∗k )

−1(H1
nr(GQv ,M

∗
k )) = H1

nr(GQv , µp)),

• the second bullet point is Lemma 2.8,

• the third bullet point holds by Proposition 2.5,

• the fourth bullet point holds by definition of re. Indeed, by definition of re, there exists
γ ∈ A such that 1− γ and ord(γ) annihilate Mre , and hence Mk (as k ≤ j ≤ re). Then
we can take C = ⟨γ⟩, which is a nontrivial subgroup,

• the fifth bullet point is true by our choice of L′
p,k.

Hence Theorem 4.2 shows that for 100% of the φ ∈ Epi(GQ, A), ordered by their product of
ramified primes f(φ), we have

SelL′
k
(GQ, µp) = 0

for all 1 ≤ k ≤ j. For such φ, we get vanishing of the dual Selmer group

SelL⊥
j
(GQ,M

∗
j ) = 0 (7.6)

by Lemma 2.10. Hence the hypothesis of Lemma 3.2 is satisfied. This lemma yields

|Homnr(GK ,Mj)
A| =

|Nφ(A,Mj)||SelLj (GQ,Mj)|
|H1(A,Mj)|

.

We apply Lemma 3.4 to replace |Nφ(A,Mj)| by |Ntypical(A,Mj)|. Finally, we apply the
Greenberg–Wiles formula to understand SelLj (GQ,Mj), which gives

|SelLj (GQ,Mj)| =
|SelL⊥

j
(GQ,M

∗
j )|

|Mj |
|H0(GQ,Mj)|
|H0(GQ,M

∗
j )|

∏
v|f(φ)

|Lv,j |
|H0(GQv ,Mj)|

=
|H0(GQ,Mj)|

|Mj | · |H0(GQ,M
∗
j )|

∏
v|f(φ)

pmax{1≤i≤j:v is special at level i}

by equation (7.6) and Proposition 2.4 to relate the local factors directly to special primes.
Here the additional factor |Mj | comes from the infinite place in the Greenberg–Wiles formula.
Indeed, the infinite place contributes

|L∞,j |
|H0(GR,Mj)|

=
1

|Mj |
,

because p is odd.
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We can also give an explicit expression for the constant in Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 7.3. Theorem 1.1 holds with

C(A, eZp[A]/I) =

logp
|Ntypical(A, eZp[A]/I)|

|Ntypical(A,meeZp[A]/I)|
− 1 if eZp[A]/I ̸∼= Fp

− dimFp A[p] otherwise.

Proof. Note that Homnr(GK ,Mj)
A = HomZp[A](Cl(K),Mj). Since Mj is an eZp[A]-module

and eCl(K) = Cl(K)⊗Zp[A] eZp[A], we have

Homnr(GK ,Mj)
A = HomeZp[A](eCl(K),Mj).

Write eCl(K) ∼=
⊕∞

i=1(eZp[A]/mi
e)

⊕ni . Then

Homnr(GK ,Mj)
A = HomeZp[A](eCl(K),Mj) =

j−1⊕
i=1

(eZp[A]/mi
e)

⊕ni ⊕
∞⊕
i=j

(eZp[A]/mi
e)

⊕ni .

(7.7)
Because eZp[A] is a discrete valuation ring with residue field Fp, |eZp[A]/mi

e| = pi. Suppose
I = md

e . Since I is assumed to be proper, we have d ≥ 1. By (7.7) and the definition of
I-rank, we have

rkI eCl(K) = logp
|Homnr(GK ,Md)

A|
|Homnr(GK ,Md−1)A|

, (7.8)

and we will use the formula in Theorem 7.2 to compute both |Homnr(GK ,Md−1)
A| and

|Homnr(GK ,Md)
A| for 100% of the epimorphisms φ ∈ Epi(GQ, A).

By [18, Lemma 2.5], the A-action on eZp[A] factors through a nontrivial cyclic quotient of
A. So A can be decomposed as H ×C for some cyclic subgroup C such that H acts trivially
on eZp[A] (this decomposition is not unique). Recall that MC

j
∼= Fp. Therefore we have by

the Hochschild–Serre spectral sequence [21, Theorem 2.4.6]

H1(A,Mj) ∼= H1(H,MC
j )⊕H1(C,Mj) = H1(H,Fp)⊕H1(C,Mj)

for all j ≥ 1. Since C is cyclic, it follows by [21, Proposition 1.7.6] that |H1(C,Mj)| =

|Ĥ0(C,Mj)| = |MC
j /NmCMj |. Using [18, Lemma 2.6] and noting C acts nontrivially on

eZp[A], the norm map NmC annihilates eZp[A]. Since MC
j

∼= Fp, we obtain

|H1(A,Mj)| = |H1(H,Fp)| · |MC
j /NmCMj | = p · |H1(H,Fp)|,

which does not depend on j as long as j ≥ 1.

Using the above results, we apply Theorem 7.2 to compute (7.8). First, assume d ≥ 2 (i.e.,
I ⊂ me). Since e is a nontrivial idempotent, MA

d =MA
d−1 = Fp, and therefore H0(GQ,Md) ∼=

H0(GQ,Md−1) = Fp. Note that eZp[A]/me
∼= Fp is the unique simple quotient of eZp[A], so

µp is the unique minimal submodule of M∗
d and M∗

d−1. Then since p is odd, µp ̸⊆ Q and we
have H0(GQ,M

∗
d ) = H0(GQ,M

∗
d−1) = 0. By Theorem 7.2, we obtain

rkI eCl(K) = logp
|Ntypical(A,Md)|
|Ntypical(A,Md−1)|

− 1 + # {v | f(φ) : v is special at level d} .
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When d = 1 (i.e., I = me), eZp[A]/I = Md = Fp and Md−1 = 0, so for 100% of the
epimorphisms φ ∈ Epi(GQ, A)

rkI eCl(K) = logp |Homnr(GK ,Fp)A|

= logp
|Ntypical(A,Fp)|
|H1(A,Fp)|

+# {v | f(φ) : v is special at level 1}

= # {v | f(φ) : v is special at level 1} − dimFp A[p],

where the last step uses Lemma 3.6. Finally, the theorem follows immediately from Defini-
tion 2.3.

We now give the proof of Corollary 1.2 and Corollary 1.3.

Proof of Corollary 1.2. Let A = (Z/pZ)⊕n with n > 1, and e a nontrivial primitive idem-
potent of Qp[A]. Recall that the action of A factors through a nontrivial cyclic quotient;
this quotient has to be isomorphic to Z/pZ. Let H denote the kernel of the quotient map
from A to this cyclic quotient. So H ∼= (Z/pZ)⊕n−1. One can check by definition (1.2) that
Ie = p · eZp[A] = mp−1

e eZp[A]. When I = me, the statement (i) of the corollary follows from
genus theory. When I ⊂ me, A acts nontrivially on eZp[A]/I, and A/H acts faithfully on
eZp[A]/I. So the special primes are exactly those ramified primes with ι(Dv) ⊆ H. Then the
statement (ii) follows from Theorem 7.3 and Lemma 3.7.

Proof of Corollary 1.3. Since A is cyclic, Lemma 3.5 implies that Ntypical(A, eZp[A]/I) = 0
for any nonzero ideal I. Then the formula for rkI eCl(K) in the corollary directly follows from
Theorem 7.3.
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