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PRO-/-BY-CYCLOTOMIC AND TAMELY RAMIFIED VARIANTS OF THE
NEUKIRCH-UCHIDA THEOREM

IDO KARSHON AND MARK SHUSTERMAN

ABSTRACT. We prove a generalization of the Neukirch-Uchida Theorem. In particular, we show that
the isomorphism type of a number field K can be recovered from the maximal pro-¢-by-cyclotomic
quotient of its absolute Galois group G K- This should be contrasted with the previous result that
the isomorphism type cannot, in general, be recovered from the maximal pronilpotent quotient. We also
show that the isomorphism type can be recovered from the maximal tamely ramified quotient.

1. INTRODUCTION
The Neukirch-Uchida Theorem states the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let K1, Ko be number fields with algebraic closures K1, Ko. If o : GE/KI — CJE/K2 is

an isomorphism of profinite groups, then there exists an isomorphism of field extensions o : K1/K1 —
Ko/ K5 that induces «, and it is unique.

Here, an isomorphism of field extensions o : L1/K; — Lg/K> is an isomorphism o : L1 — Lo such
that O'(Kl) = K.

There have been many results generalizing Theoremto the case where G- /K, is replaced by some
quotient of it. For instance, a Neukirch-Uchida variant was proven for the maximal prosolvable quotient
[1], and later for the maximal three-step solvable quotient [2], although the uniqueness requirement on o
needs to be weakened in this case. Variants with restricted ramification have been proven in [3, 4, [5]. A
variant for p-closed extensions (studying a property which we also consider in this paper, but obtaining
a result of a very different nature) was proven in [6]. Recently, a Neukirch-Uchida variant was proven
for the quotient G g (,,. yu i [7]. Further work on Neukirch-Uchida variants for number fields includes
[8] and a work in progress by Pop and Topaz. As for negative results, it was shown that the two-step
nilpotent quotient of G5 /K does not recover K [9], and later that the pronilpotent quotient does not
recover it [10]. It was also shown that the isomorphism types of the p-Sylow subgroups of G4 /K do
not recover K [I1].

In this paper we prove another variant of the Neukirch-Uchida Theorem. Our main technical result
is stated in Theorem [0.4] and its formulation uses Definition [3.I] and Definition Here we state some
consequences.

Theorem 1.2. Let K1, Ky be number fields and let ;) K; be the mazimal pro-€ extension of K;(fioo)-
If a: Go, /i, = G, K, i an isomorphism of profinite groups, then there exists an isomorphism of
field extensions o : Q1 /K1 — Qa/ Ky that induces «, and it is unique.

It also follows from Theorem that this holds when K (i) is replaced by the maximal abelian
extension of K. Thus, the maximal pro-/-by-abelian quotient of G ;- determines K. Since a pronilpo-
tent group is isomorphic to the direct product of its Sylow subgroups, it follows that the maximal
pronilpotent-by-abelian quotient also determines K. In [I0], as stated before, it is shown that the
maximal pronilpotent quotient of G5 /K does not determine K.
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We note that the maximal prosupersolvable quotient lies strictly between the maximal pronilpotent-
by-abelian and the maximal pronilpotent quotients. Further, the maximal pro-¢ extension of K ()
(which is relevant to our proof) is a prosupersolvable extension of K, being an extension of a pro-¢
group by an abelian group of exponent dividing £ — 1. These observations suggest the prosupersolvable
Neukirch-Uchida variant as a direction for future research.

Theorem 1.3. Let K1, Ko be number fields and let K}*™° denote the mazimal tamely ramified extension
of K;. If a : GK}ame/Kl — GKgame/KZ is an isomorphism of profinite groups, then there exists an
isomorphism of field extensions o : Ki*™¢/K; — K™ /Ky that induces «, and it is unique.

This can be seen as another restricted ramification Neukirch-Uchida variant, this time eliminating
wild ramification at all primes instead of eliminating ramification at a subset of primes.
The structure of the paper is as follows.

In Section 2 we define our notation.

In Section [3| we define the notion of ¢-sealed fields and study their cohomologies.

In Section {4 we prove an f-sealed analogue of the Brauer exact sequence.

In Section [5| we use the Brauer sequence to prove an f-sealed analogue of Neukirch’s Theorem.

The section begins with an overview of this proof.

e In Section [6] we define abundant fields, which allow us to distinguish between primes of differ-
ent residue characteristics using only group-theoretic information. We get a strengthening of
Neukirch’s Theorem in the case of extensions that are both ¢-sealed and abundant.

e In Section [7]we construct a bijection between the primes of the base fields that preserves residue
characteristics. We deduce that the base fields are arithmetically equivalent.

e In Section |8 we adapt Uchida’s method from [I] to lift the arithmetic equivalence into an
isomorphism of the base fields, under the assumption that the base fields contain p. This can
already be seen as a weak version of Neukirch-Uchida. Originally Uchida used this method to
prove the solvable Neukirch-Uchida variant in full generality, but we choose to give a simplified
version of his argument that only handles the case with u, and only proves an isomorphism of
the base fields.

e In Section [9] we deduce the full Neukirch-Uchida Theorem from the previous weak version,

finishing the proof of our main result. The section begins with an overview of the proof. We

also prove Theorem [I.2] and Theorem

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

We write K for the algebraic closure of K. If K is a number field or a local field, we also write K"
for its maximal unramified extension and K'™¢ for its maximal tamely ramified extension. We write
Gk for Gal(L/K) and Gk for GF/K' When we refer to a number field or a local field, we always
assume it has finite degree over its prime field.

Let E be an algebraic extension of Q. We denote the set of places of E by P(E); if E/Q has infinite

degree, this is defined as h£1 P(K), where K runs over the number fields contained in F, and the
KCE

limit is taken with respect to restrictions. We refer to the elements of P(Q) as rational places. Note
that P(F) has the structure of a locally profinite topological space. We write Pg,(E) for the subspace
of non-Archimedean places. Given S C P(F) and an algebraic extension E'/FE, we write S(E’) for the
set of places of E’ lying over a place in S. If S = {p} is a singleton then we also write S(E’) as Py(E’).
We say that a place p € P(E) is decomposable in E'/E if |P,(E’)| > 1, and indecomposable otherwise.
We also define Ey, = (Jgcp K|, ; note that this field might not be complete. For a Galois extension
E'/E and B € P(E'), we write G /s for the subgroup of G/ g that fixes B, which is isomorphic

to GE‘%/E‘WE'
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Let F' be a non-Archimedean local field. We write O for its ring of integers and mp for its maximal
ideal. We denote the inertia and ramification degrees of a finite extension E/F by fgr/p and eg/p
respectively.

We denote the group of nth roots of unity in the algebraic closure of a field of characteristic zero by
fn, and the union of p, for all n > 1 by . For a prime p, we denote the union of p,» for all n > 1
by fipes.

We denote the cardinality of a finite set A by |A|, and we use the same notation for the supernatural
cardinalities of profinite sets. Whenever we refer to a subgroup of a profinite group we implicitly require
it to be closed, and we similarly require homomorphisms between profinite groups and modules over
profinite groups to be continuous.

For elements ¢, o of a group, we denote g = ogo~!. We extend this notation to the conjugation
of subgroups and conjugation of modules. If A is an abelian group we write A[n| for its n-torsion
subgroup.

It is often the case that we have a number field K, a Galois extension /K, and a place B of 2
lying over a place p of K, and we consider a cohomology group of Ggm /K, such as H i(GQ‘B /Ky Q%)
Suppose P’ is another prime of 2 lying over p. Then there is g € G/ such that ¢ = ', and we get
a natural sequence of isomorphisms

Hi(GQm/KW Qp) = Hi(GQ/K,ma Q%) = Hi(gGQ/K,m,gQaE) = Hi(GQ/K,g&Ba Q;gp) = Hi(GQm,/Kp, quy)~

In fact, the standard theory of group cohomology shows that the composition does not depend on the
choice of g. Denoting it by ®qqv, it is also not difficult to show that ®qpgpr o Py = Ppgpr. We can

therefore define the ” cohomology group” Hi(GQp/KP, QP*) by (69‘1367’,@(9) Hi(GQm/KP, Q%)) /R where R
is generated by the relations of the form [a]g — [®opqy (@)]qr. This is a canonical construction depending
only on p, with natural isomorphisms to each H i(G@13 / KP,Q%) that are compatible with ®pp. Maps
involving this notation are implicitly required to be natural with respect to the isomorphisms g .

For instance, there is a well-defined restriction map Res : H'(Gq/x, Q%) — Hi(GQp/Kp,QpX) because
the following diagram commutes:

HZ(GQ/Ka QX)
l Res
Res

i % 4)33‘13’ i %
HY(Goy K, Q) — H' (G /0 Sy )-

Other ”cohomology groups” of G/, include Hi<GQp/Kp7QpX/QpX£), H'(Gap )k, je) when pp C Q,
etc.
3. COHOMOLOGIES OF ¢-SEALED FIELDS
From now on, ¢ denotes a prime number and S denotes a finite set of rational places.

Definition 3.1. Let ¢ be a prime number and let €2 be an algebraic extension of Q.

(1) We say € is ¢-sealed with respect to S if uy C 2 and there are no Z/¢Z-extensions of {2 where
every place of S(£2) splits completely.
(2) We say Q is ¢-sealed if it is f-sealed with respect to some S.

For a number field K, consider the map ®f g : K*/K*¢ — Dyes) Ky /pre
Proposition 3.2. &k, g is surjective.

Proof. Let (ag)pes(x) € Dypesix) K%/KXZ, with ag € Ky representatives of the classes ag. By
[13, Chap. II, 5.7], it follows that the subsets K;EE C K;E are open. Thus, by the Chinese Remainder
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Theorem, there is @ € K such that the quotient % belongs to K;EE for all B € S(K). This implies
g p.5(aK*) = (@g)pes(x)- O
We can extend the previous definition of ®x o g to general algebraic extensions ©/Q, defining ®q ¢ 5
as the composition
Q /0t — i KX /K™ — i KK
/ S kca / S Kca peé'.;() p /15

where the direct limits are over number fields K contained in 2. From Proposition it is immediate
that ®q ¢ g is surjective.

Proposition 3.3. (2 is (-sealed with respect to S if and only if py € Q and gy s is an injection (and
thus an isomorphism).

Proof. Suppose that py C 2 and ®q g is an injection, and assume for the sake of contradiction that
) has a Z/{Z-extension in which every place of S(£2) splits completely. This extension has the form
Q(a%)/Q for some o € Q% \ Q*¢. It follows that for every f € S(2), « is an fth power in Oy,
meaning that there is a number field L C 2 such that « is an fth power in Ly, . Thus the sets
UL = {P € S(Q) | ais an £th power in Ly, } form an open cover of the compact space S(£2). Since
Up, UUL, C Up, 1, it follows there is a number field L C € such that « is an ¢th power in Ly, for
every P € S(Q2). However, this implies aQ** € ker(®q .5), so that a € Q*¢, a contradiction.
Conversely, suppose § is (-sealed with respect to S. Let a € Q% and assume aQ*! € ker(®q.s).
Then there is a number field L C €2 containing s, and o, such that « is an fth power in L, for every
p € S(L). It follows that every place of S(L) splits completely in L(a%) /L, and thus every place of
S(£2) splits completely in Q(a%)/Q This implies Q(a%) = Q so that o € Q¢ O

Example 3.4. Let 2 be an algebraic extension of Q and ¢ a prime number. Then:

(1) If Q contains py and has no Z/¢Z-extensions, then Q is ¢-sealed with respect to S = 0.
(2) If © has no nontrivial tamely ramified extensions, then 2 is f-sealed with respect to S = {¢}.

In particular, for a number field K, both K% and the maximal pro-¢ extension of K (u,) are ¢-sealed.

Proof. The first part is trivial. For the second part, suppose a € Q* satisfies a2*¢ € ker(@Q@’{@}).
Then there is a number field K C € such that « € K*, uyy C K, and o € pre for all p € Py(K). Let
L=K (a%), and note that every place of Py(K) splits completely in L. Since L/K is a Galois extension
of degree 1 or ¢, it can have no wild ramification at places not lying over ¢, so it is tamely ramified.
Tame ramification is preserved under base change, so Q(a%) /€ is also tamely ramified, implying that
a € Q% by the assumption on Q. Thus, ker(®q g (4y) is trivial. O

Lemma 3.5. Suppose § is {-sealed with respect to S. Then for every B € P(Q) \ S(Q) we have
X _ x£

Qp = Qg

Proof. Let agg € Q% Let K C € be a number field containing p, such that ag € Kgpy,.. By Proposi-

tion |3.2| for the set SU{B|g}, there is « € K* whose images in Ky, p € S(K) are fth powers, while its

image in Ky, lies in am-Kng. It follows by Propositionthat a € Q%% and therefore ag € Q%e. O

Lemma 3.6. Let F' be a non-Archimedean local field of characteristic zero, and let = be an algebraic
extension of F' containing pe and satisfying % = =%, Then (> | [Z : F).

Proof. Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that ¢>° 4 [Z: F]. Then there exists a finite subextension
F'/F of E/F such that £ 1 [Z : F']. We may assume without loss of generality that uy, C F'. Let n be
an integer such that the map py — Opr/m%,Opr is injective.

The ¢-power map (Opr/m}, Opr)* N (Opr /m’, Opr)* is a homomorphism between finite groups of
the same size, and has kernel of size £. In particular it is not surjective, and there is a € Op» whose
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image in Op/m%, O is not an ¢th power. Therefore c is not an fth power in F’, and F’(a%)/F’ is a

7,/ 0Z-extension. However, from =% = =% we find at € Z. This implies ¢ | [E: F'], contradicting the
assumption. O

Lemma 3.7. Let K be a number field and let /K be a Galois extension which is (-sealed with respect
to S. Then for every i > 0 the restriction maps induce an isomorphism

Hi (GQ/K,QX/QXZ)% P = (GQp/Kp,QpX/QpM).

peES(K)
Proof.
H (GQ/KWQX/QXZ)
=B} H | Gk, LS/ L%
£>nLQQ7 L/K Galois Lix @ &B/ ¥
PeS(L)
o lim H |Gy, P Ly/Lg
; ’ BLEP
pES(K) — LCQ, L/K Galois PPy (L)
~ @ lim o (GLP/KP,L"X/L’“XZ)
pES(K) — LCQ, L/K Galois
= @ #' (Gonyre 0/ )
peS(K)
where the first isomorphism follows from [12} 1.5.1] with inverse systems G/ = lim Gk
< LCQ, L/K Galois
and Q% /Q*¢ = lim Dyesr) Ly/ quf, the second isomorphism is obvious, the third iso-

— LCQ, L/K Galois
morphism follows from a Gk, -version of Shapiro’s lemma, and the fourth isomorphism follows from
a G'rp,-version of [12] 1.5.1]. O

4. BRAUER EXACT SEQUENCE FOR /-SEALED EXTENSIONS

In this section we prove an analogue of the Brauer exact sequence for the case of /-sealed extensions.
Namely, we prove that the sequence 0 — HZ(GQ/K, pe) — @peP(K) HQ(GQP/KP,/,L[) — ZJVZ is exact,
where €2 is an /-sealed Galois extension of K.

Lemma 4.1. Let K be a field of characteristic zero, and let Q/K be a Galois extension containing fip.
Then there is a five-term exact sequence

K*/K*" — HY(Gai, 0 /) — H*(Gore, o) — Br(Q/K)[€] = H (Gayxc, O /)

Further, if K is an algebraic extension of Q and p € P(K), then this sequence is natural with respect
to restrictions, in the sense that the restriction maps induce a commutative diagram

K* /K" — H(Gqyx, ¥ /@) — H*(Goyk, ) — Br(Q/K)[f] — H'(Goyx, 2 /")

| | | |

K VK — HO (G iy 0% /) = HX (G i, 16) — Br(Q/K)[€) — H (G, % /1),
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Proof. One way to show this is to consider the exact sequence 0 — g — 2% LN o RN Q*/Qxt — 0,
which induces a spectral sequence converging to zero whose first page is as follows:

H(Goyic, te) — Br(Q/K) —= Br(Q/ K) —— H(Goic, 0 /2X1)

HY(Goyxs i) 0 0 HY(Goy i, 2% /)

HO(GQ/KHUK) K~

K HO (G, 7 /50).

For simplicity, we provide the elementary version of this proof. The short exact sequence 0 — pp —

0% -5 %€ 5 0 induces the exact cohomology sequence
(4.1) 0= H'(Goyie, @) = H*(Goyic, i) = Br(Q/K) = H(Goyrc, )

where we used Hilbert’s Theorem 90 for H'(Gq /K>2%) = 0. Likewise, the short exact sequence
0 — Q*¢ — QX — Q% /Q*f — 0 induces the exact sequences

(4.2) 0— QN KX — KX — HGoyx, /) 2 H' (Goyic, 0°) = 0

and

(4.3) 0 — H'(Goyx, /) 25 H2(Goye, @) = Br(Q/K) — H(Goyr, Q% /7).
We then define a map HO(GQ/K, Q) — HQ(GQ/K, fe) as the composition

HO(Gayx, 0 /) 25 HY (Goyr, ) 2 H*(Goyx, jue)

where the first map is from and the second is from ([.1). We also define a map Br(€2/K)[¢] —
Hl(GQ/K,QX/QXZ), by mapping an element a € Br(Q/K)[{] to its image 8 € HQ(GQ/K,QXZ) via
, noting that a subsequent mapping of 8 into Br(2/K) via would equal fa = 0 (because
the composition Q* Loxt 0% s just multiplication by ¢), and concluding that S has a unique
preimage in H'(Gg /K52 %) by exactness of the sequence . It is then straightforward to verify
that these maps fit into the desired exact sequence.

The second part follows from the naturality of the above construction.
O

Corollary 4.2. Let F be a field of characteristic zero and let Z/F be a Galois extension such that
pe € 2 and 2% = EXX. Then the natural map H*(Gzp, ) — Br(E/F)[l] is an isomorphism.

Proof. Since % /=% = 0, the five-term exact sequence from Lemma degenerates into an isomor-
phism H*(Gzp, pue) — Br(Z/F)[(]. O

Theorem 4.3. Let K be a number field and let Q/K be an (-sealed Galois extension. Then the
restriction maps induce an exact sequence

0— H*(Goyic ) > B H*(Gop i, 1) = Z/UZ
pEP(K)
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which fits into a commutative diagram
0 H2(GQ/K7/M)4>®p€p(K) H2(GQP/KP7MK)4>Z/£Z
0 —— Br(Q/K)[l] —— Bpep(x) Br(¥/Kp)|l] —— Z/1Z
with exact rows.

Proof. Consider the commutative diagram

KX /K DBiesir) KRS

HO(Gqyx, % /)

Dresx) HY(Gap i, QP /QF )

H*(Gayk ) Dperr) H* (Gavyi, o)

Br(Q/K)[/] Dpepx) Br(/Kyp)ll]

HY(Gqyx, % /%)

@peS(K) HI(GQF/KP,QPX/QpXZ).

In the second column, note that the third and fourth terms are summed over P(K) while the first,
second and fifth terms are summed over S(K'). Thus, by Lemma and Corollary the diagram has
exact columns. By Proposition the top horizontal map is surjective and by Lemma the second
and fifth horizontal maps are isomorphisms. We also know, by the classical Brauer exact sequence,
that the fourth horizontal map is injective, with cokernel isomorphic to Z/¢Z or to 0. The required
exact sequence now follows from a diagram chase. ([

5. NEUKIRCH’S THEOREM

In this section we prove Neukirch’s Theorem for ¢-sealed extensions (Theorem . Namely, for an
¢-sealed Galois extension 2/ K and a subgroup H < Gg /K if H is isomorphic to a local Galois group
satisfying certain conditions, then H is local in Gqk; that is, H is contained in G,y for some place
B of Q.

Let us start with an outline of the proof. We take E = Q¥ and study the analogue of the Brauer
exact sequence from Section 4| for the extension Q/E. Since the global cohomology group H?(Gg, /B> 1)
depends only on the isomorphism type of H (under the assumption py C K), the exact sequence provides
us with information about the local cohomology groups H?(G g /By fee), from which we deduce there is
a unique place P of E producing a nonzero local cohomology group. The assumptions of the theorem
hold for any open subgroup H' < H and its corresponding fixed field E' = Q' so for any finite
subextension E’'/E there is a unique place Pp of E' producing a nonzero local cohomology group.
We can use this system of places to show there is a place of F which is indecomposable in €2, and
thus H < Gq g gp for some place B of Q. This final part is easy in the case ‘B ¢ S(E), where S is
a finite set of rational places with respect to which 2 is /-sealed, and more complicated in the case
Pr € S(E). We handle the case P € S(F) with a topological argument on the space S(FE), utilizing
its compactness which follows from the finiteness of S.
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We now prove a sequence of lemmas and propositions needed for the proof of Neukirch’s Theorem.

Proposition 5.1. Let K be a number field with /K an {-sealed Galois extension. Then for any two
distinct places P1,Po € P(2) we have £ { }GQ/K7$B1 N GQ/K%}.

Proof. Let S be a finite set of rational places such that 2 is f-sealed with respect to it. Let H =
Go/kp NGo/kp, and E = QF . Note that 1| and Ps|g are indecomposable in 2, and thus have
to be distinct.

Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that ¢ | |[H|. Then there is a finite subextension E”/FE of Q/E
with order divisible by £. We may assume E"/FE is Galois and py C E”. As Ggn /g is a finite group of
order divisible by ¢, it has an element of order ¢, and therefore there is a subfield E”/E’/E such that
[E" : E'] = (. Tt follows that E’ contains py as well, and by Kummer Theory there is o € E’ such that
E" = F'(a?).

Let L C E' be a number field such that PB1|1, # Ba|r, e € L, and a € L. By Propositionfor the
set S U {PB1]g, B2|g}, there is f € L* such that the images of 3 in Ly,p € S(L) U {*P1|r} are all ¢th

powers, while its image in L%‘L lies in « - LX‘IZ| It follows that 8 € Q. Let L = L(Bl) C Q. Since
PB1|r splits completely in L we find that ‘]31| Er splits completely in LE'. However, there is a unique
place of Q lying over 1 |g/, so we must have L C E'. Thus af € L%|~ %‘E/ implying that o g

splits completely in E” = E’ (Oﬂ). Since there is a unique place of Q lying over Po|gs, this implies
E’ = E", contradicting [E" : E'] = {. O

Lemma 5.2. Let G be a profinite group and M be a G-module. Let H < G. Then

H"(H,M) = lim H"(U, M)
— HCUCG
where U runs through the open subgroups in G containing H, and the limit is taken with respect to the
restriction maps.

Proof. Apply [12, 1.5.1] to the inverse system H = lim U. O
+—— HCUCG
Lemma 5.3. Let £ be a prime number and let F' be a non-Archimedean local field of characteristic

zero. Let Z/E/F be a tower of algebraic extensions with py C Z and 2% = Z%¢. Then HZ(GE/E,W) 18
isomorphic to Z/VZ if £ { [E : F] and to 0 otherwise.

Proof. By Corollary we have H*(Gz/g, pue) = Br(E/E)[{]. By Lemma we have Br(Z/E)[(] =
lim Br(E/F")[¢] where F’ runs through the finite subextensions of E/F and the direct limit is taken
—

with respect to the restriction maps.

By Lemma [3.6| we find that ¢ | [E : F”] for every such F’, so we have Br(Z/F")[{]| = Z/{Z. Further,
for a tower E/F"/F'/F, the restriction map Br(Z/F")[¢] — Br(Z/F")[{] is zero if £ | [F" : F'], and is
an isomorphism otherwise. The result follows. O

Corollary 5.4. Let £ be a prime number and let F' be a non-Archimedean local field of characteristic
zero. Let Z/E'/E/F be a tower of algebraic extensions with py C 2, 2% = 2% and E'/E finite. Then
H2(GE/E,M) # 0 if and only if H2(GE/E/,,ug) # 0, and in this case they are both isomorphic to Z/lZ.

Proof. By Lemma HQ(GE/E,W) # 0 if and only if ¢*° { [E : F], in which case it is isomorphic to
Z/lZ. The same holds for H*(Gz /g, pig) with the condition ¢ t [E' : F|. Since E'/E is finite, these
conditions are equivalent. (Il

Lemma 5.5. Let K be a number field with a given place p, let Q/K be an algebraic extension and
let n > 1 be an integer. If n | [Qp : Kp] for every B € Py(Q) then n | [ : K|. In particular, if
02| [Qp : Ky for every B € Pp(2) then £° | [Q2: K].
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Proof. Consider the profinite space Py(€2). For every finite subextension L/K of Q/K, we have an
open subset Uy, C Pp(2) consisting of the places P satisfying n | [Lg), : Ky]. These form an open
cover of Py(€2), so there is a finite subcover among the Up. Since Ur, U Ur, C Uy, r,, there is a
single finite subextension L/K of /K such that n | [Ly : K| for every P € P,(L). This implies
[L: K] =} qp[Lep : Kp] is also divisible by n. O

Lemma 5.6. Let E'/E/Q be a tower of algebraic extensions. Then the collection of places of E that
are indecomposable in E' forms a closed subset of P(E).

Proof. Let B € P(E) be a place that is decomposable in E'. Let 1,2 € Pyp(E’) be two distinct
places and let K’ C E’ be a number field such that PB1|x # Pao|x/. Let K = ENK'.

N
N

We find that 91| and Pa|x are distinct places lying over Bk, so P|x is decomposable in K.
Therefore every place of Py, () is decomposable in E’. The set Py, (E) is an open neighborhood of
P in P(FE), proving that the set of decomposable places is open. O

Proposition 5.7. Let Q/E/Q be a tower of algebraic extensions and let S be a finite set of ratio-
nal places. Suppose that for any finite subextension E'/E of Q/E there exists B € S(E) which is
indecomposable in E'. Then there exists B € S(E) which is indecomposable in .

Proof. For any finite E'/FE, the set Cpr C S(E) of places that are indecomposable in E’ is closed by
Lemma Considering finite intersections of these sets, we have C fAREEES Cgr, 2 CE;... g, and this
set is nonempty by assumption. The result follows by compactness of S(E). O

We can now prove Neukirch’s Theorem for /-sealed extensions.

Theorem 5.8. Let K be a number field with Q/ K an (-sealed Galois extension. Suppose H < Gox is a
subgroup isomorphic to Gz, where I is a non-Archimedean local field of characteristic zero, and E/F

is a Galois extension satisfying pe C = and 2% = =X, Then there exists a unique non-Archimedean
place B of Q such that H < G i ;-

Proof. By Lemma [3.6| we have ¢*° | |[H|. Thus, uniqueness follows from Proposition and it suffices
to prove the existence of a non-Archimedean ‘B with H < Ggq k. In fact, this cannot hold for any
Archimedean place, since Gq i has size 1 or 2 for P Archimedean, which is not divisible by £.
Thus we ignore the non-Archimedean condition. Let E = Q. The property H < G, /K. 1S equivalent
to B|g being indecomposable in Q. Therefore, we need to prove there exists a place of E that is
indecomposable in €.

Let S be a finite set of rational places such that €2 is ¢-sealed with respect to it. We start by proving
the theorem in the case that y, C K and puy C F. Since G p = H = Gz, and since yy = Z/{Z both
as a Go p-module and a Gz, p-module, we have

H*(Goyp, i) = H*(H,ZJIZ) = H*(Gz)p, py) = L/ L

where the last isomorphism uses Lemma
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For every subextension L/K of E/K, we will denote the group HQ(GQ/L, te) by Hr and the group
H2(G9q/anM€> by Hrq. For L/K finite, Theorem gives rise to a commutative diagram

O HL @CIEP(L) Hqu Z/gZ

| |

0 —— Br(Q/L)[f] —> @yepr) Br(Q/Lo)ll] — Z/1Z

and taking the direct limit over K C L C FE via restriction maps, we get the commutative diagram
with exact rows

0 Hf h_H}KngE Doerr) Hea h_H}KngEZ/ZZ
0—Br(@/E)] —>lim _ @qepr) B/ Ly)l] —>lim 70z
where the terms on the left are computed by Lemma Recall that Hr = Z/(Z. Further, the
limit h_r)n Z/VZ in the bottom row is taken with respect to multiplication by the degree, by the
KCLCE
classical theory of the Brauer exact sequence. It is therefore isomorphic to Z/¢Z if (> { [E : K| and
to 0 otherwise. The same, of course, holds for the limit h_r)n Z/VZ in the top row. It follows that
KCILCE
h—H>1KngE @Dyep(r) Hi,q, Which is a vector space over Fy, has dimension 2 if (> { [E' : K] and dimension

1 otherwise. Let d denote its dimension.
For a finite subset T C P(E), there is a homomorphism

7 : lim @ Hiq— @ HEen
— KCLCE
= T q€eP(L) QeT

induced by the restrictions. Since the restriction map 7' — P(L) is injective for sufficiently large L,

and since lim Hra), = Hegq, the map 77 is surjective. In particular, we find that @gcr HEe 0
—KCLCE ' ’ ’

has dimension at most d for every finite ' C P(E), and therefore the same holds for the infinite direct
It follows in particular that there is a place q € P(K)\S(K) such that Hg g = 0 for every Q € Py(E).
By Lemma [5.3) we see that (> | [Eq : K, for every Q € Py(E), and by Lemma this implies

(>® | [E : K]. Tt follows that lim Z/VZ vanishes. Therefore, d = 1.
— KCLCE
Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that Hp g vanishes for all B € P(E). We will prove that
the direct sum lim @Dqep(r) Hi,q also vanishes. Let L/K be a finite subextension of E/K, let
— KCLCE

q € P(L) be any place, and let a € H1,q. For any finite subextension L'/L of E/L, consider the subset
U C Py(E) consisting of places Q such that « is annihilated by the restriction map to H 19|, Those

are open subsets, and they form an open cover of Py(F) since lim Hipg), & Hea =0 We
—KCL'CE ~TF ’

have Uy, UUp, C Uy 1, and it follows by compactness of Py(E) that there exists a finite subextension
L'/L of E/L such that « vanishes under the restriction maps to @erq () Hrr - This implies that

lim H 1,4 vanishes, in contradiction to d = 1.

We find that there is a unique P g € P(F) such that Hp s, # 0. Note that for any finite subextension
E'/E of Q/E, the same argument applied to H' = Gq g shows that there is a unique P € P(E’)
such that Hgr g, # 0.

If it were the case that Pr € P(E)\ S(E), then Lemma |3.5{and Corollary [5.4f would imply that any

place ‘/ﬁ; € Py, (E') satisfies H s # 0. By uniqueness of P, it follows that P is indecomposable
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in E’ for every finite £ C E' C ), and thus in Q. This finishes the proof for the case puy C K, uy C F,
and Prp € P(E)\ S(E).

Now, suppose that Pr € S(E). It follows that Pr € S(E’) for every finite subextension E'/E of
Q/E, for otherwise Lemma and Corollary imply that Hp sy |, 7 0, contradicting the uniqueness
of mE

For E'/E a finite Galois subextension of Q/FE, and any two places 1, P2 of E’ that lie over Pp/|pg,
we have Gy, iz = Gaop, /By, (as isomorphism types of groups) since these are conjugate in Gg JE-
It follows that Hpr g, = Hprgp,. However, Hg s is nonzero for B = ‘Bgr and zero for any other place
lying over Ppr|p. It follows that Pp/|p is indecomposable in E'.

We have thus shown that for every finite Galois subextension E'/E of Q/E there is a place in
S(F) that is indecomposable in E’. This property follows for arbitrary finite subextensions as well, by
considering their Galois closures. It follows from Proposition that there is a place in S(F) which is
indecomposable in €2, finishing the proof in the case where uy C K and uy C F.

Now we reduce the general case to the one just proven. Let K' = K(us). Then Gq /K’ 1s an open

subgroup of G k. Thus, there is a finite subextension ﬁ/F of 2/ F such that GE/? 2 HNGq k- Let

F' = F(ug). Then Gz/p/ is isomorphic to a subgroup H' < Gq i which is an open subgroup of H.
By the case just proven, there is a place B of  such that H' < Go/k' g

Let h € H. Both H' and "H’ are open subgroups of H, so H' N"H’ is also an open subgroup of
H. In particular it has finite index in H, and therefore ¢*° | }H’ ﬂhH”. Since H' € Gq g+ and
hH' C Ga/K' h(p), Proposition implies h(B) = P. Since this holds for every h € H, we have
H < Gq gy as required. O

6. CHARACTERISTIC DETECTION

Definition 6.1. We say that an algebraic extension Z/Q), is abundant if it contains either Q;,ame or
the Zf,—extension of Q,. We say that an algebraic extension 2/Q is abundant if, for all rational primes
p outside a set of density zero, we have that for all B € P,(€2), the field Qg is abundant.

This definition is motivated by the fact that, for a finite extension F'//Q, and a Galois extension Z/F
which is abundant, the group Gz, cannot be embedded into any Galois group of the form Gz /g for
F’ alocal field with a different residue characteristic. In particular, the group Gz /r determines p. This
is Proposition [6.7}

Example 6.2. The fields Q(jio) and Q™€ are abundant (and so are algebraic extensions of them).

Proof. The Zf,—extension of Qp is the compositum of the unramified Z,-extension and the totally wildly
ramified Z,-extension arising from p,e. Both of these extensions are contained in Q,(ts), showing
that Q(jeo) is abundant. To show that Q™€ is abundant, we will show that for every P € Pg, (Qame)
with residue characteristic p, we have (Q"¥™¢)y = Q;game. This follows from the next lemma. |

Lemma 6.3. Let K be a number field, letp € P(K), and let F//K, be a finite tamely ramified extension
of degree d. Then there is a finite tamely ramified extension L/K of degree d, in which p is indecom-
posable, such that there is an isomorphism F = L? of K,-algebras. Here LP denotes the completion of
L at the unique place lying over p.

Proof. If p is a complex Archimedean place, we can take L. = K. If p is a real Archimedean place,
we can take L = K(u3). Thus we may assume that p is a non-Archimedean place. By the Primitive
Element Theorem, there is o € F' such that F' = K(«a). Let f, € K,[X] be the minimal polynomial of
a, so that deg(fy) = d and F = K,[X]/(fy). Let S be the set of rational primes less than or equal to d.
For every prime q € S(K)\ {p}, let f; € K4[X] be a monic irreducible polynomial of degree d such that
K4[X]/(fy) is isomorphic to the unramified extension of K of degree d. By the Chinese Remainder
Theorem, there is a monic polynomial f € K[X] of degree d that is arbitrarily close to f; in Ky[X]
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for every q € S(K). By Krasner’s lemma, we may assume that f is irreducible in K [X] and that
Ky X1/(f) = Kq[X]/(fq) for every q € S(K). Let L = K[X]/(f). Then L/K is a degree d extension in
which p is indecomposable with LP 2 F'| and moreover, L /K is unramified (and in particular tamely
ramified) at every prime of S(K)\ {p}. Consider L, the Galois closure of L/K. Since the compositum
of two tamely ramified extensions is tamely ramified, it follows that L/K is tamely ramified at S(K).
However, L /K is a Galois extension of degree dividing d!, so it is tamely ramified at all prime numbers
not dividing d!, which are exactly those outside S(K). This shows that L /K is tamely ramified, and
thus L/K is tamely ramified as well. This completes the proof. O

Remark 6.4. The fields €2 in Examplesatisfy the property that {dyp is abundant for every P € Pgn(€2),
even though the definition only requires this for 3 lying over a set of rational primes with density one.

The next lemma collects standard facts about p-Sylow subgroups of profinite groups.

Lemma 6.5. Let 7 : G' — G be a surjection of profinite groups. Let p be a prime number.
(1) If P < G is a pro-p subgroup, then there exists a pro-p subgroup P' < G’ such that w(P') = P.
(2) If P' < G is a p-Sylow subgroup then w(P") < G is a p-Sylow subgroup.
(3) If p1 |ker(r)| then the p-Sylow subgroups of G' are isomorphic to those of G.

Proof. By [14, 2.3.6], any profinite group has a p-Sylow subgroup, and the p-Sylow subgroups are all
conjugate, so the isomorphism type of a p-Sylow subgroup is well-defined.

For the first part, let P’ be a p-Sylow subgroup of 7—(P). Since [P : n(P')] | [r~}(P) : P'] and
p 1 [m~Y(P) : P'], we find that p { [P : 7(P’)], so m(P') = P. For the second part, similarly, we have
[G:w(P)]||G": Pl and pt[G : P, so that pt [G : n(P")] and 7(P’) < G is a p-Sylow subgroup.
For the third part, let P’ < G’ be a p-Sylow subgroup. Then «|p: : P' — 7(P’) is a surjection from
a p-Sylow subgroup of G’ to a p-Sylow subgroup of G. However, ker(rw|p/) = ker(w) N P’ is trivial by
p 1 [ker(m)|, so 7|ps is actually an isomorphism. O

For a finite extension F'/Q, with a Galois extension Z/F, we define Iz/r = Gz/znpw (the inertia
subgroup) and Wz/p = Gz/znptame (the wild ramification subgroup).

Suppose 7 is a prime number, n is a positive integer not divisible by r, and Z is a procyclic group
with a distinguished topological generator 1 € Z (for instance 7 or Zp), such that the order of n in
7} = Aut(Z,) divides |Z|. Then we write Z, X, Z for the semidirect product where 1 € Z acts on Z,
by multiplication with n.

Lemma 6.6. Let F' be a finite extension of Q, with residue field of size q, let Z/F be a Galois extension
and let v # p be a prime number. Then:
(1) The r-Sylow subgroups of IF/F are isomorphic to Z, and the r-Sylow subgroups of GF/F are
isomorphic to Ly Xgr—1 L.
(2) If 2 contains Q;,ame then there is an injection Z, X4 Y Gz/F- )
(3) If n > 1 is an integer coprime to v such that there is an injection Z, X, Z — Gz/p, then there
is u € 7 such that n = q" in Z,.

Proof. For the first part, note that the wild ramification subgroup W# o contained in I /F and normal
in Gy /E is a pro-p group. Thus, from Lemm it follows that the r-Sylow subgroups of I3 /P and
G /F are isomorphic to those of Ipiame/p and Gprame g respectively.

Since Iptame/p = Hr,;ﬁp Zyr, the r-Sylow subgroups of Iptame p are isomorphic to Z,. Further, the
subgroup N < G prame /pur corresponding to HT,;AP’T Zyr is normal in G prame /p and satisfies 7 { [N|. By
Lemma the r-Sylow subgroups of G'prame/ are isomorphic to those of G prame /N = Z; ¥ 7. Let
T,0 € Ly Xy 7 be topological generators of the Z, part and the 7 part respectively, with 97 = 79. Let
u € 7 be the profinite integer which is equivalent to » — 1 in Z, and to 0 in Z,s for every prime r’ # r.
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Then o* generates the r-Sylow subgroup of Z, and since u = 7 —1 (mod (r — 1)) (which is the order
of ZX) we have 7" = 7" '7 = 74" It follows that (r,0%) = Z, Xgr—1 Zy. Since this is a normal
subgroup of Z, x, 7 and the quotient by it is coprime to r, it is the unique r-Sylow subgroup. This
proves the first part.

For the second part, consider the commutative diagram

0 Iz/p Gz/r

n

0 — Iggme/q, — Goyme/q, —> 2 —>0

-f

QN>

where f = fr/g, = log, q, and ¢, ¢ have open images (of indices e Frgime /g, and [FNQpme : Q)
respectively).

Let R < Iz,p be an r-Sylow subgroup. Consider the surjection I s Iz/p. The r-Sylow subgroup
of I /P is isomorphic to Z,, so by Lemma R is isomorphic to a quotient of Z,. However, the
r-Sylow subgroup of IQ;)ame /Q, 18 also isomorphic to Z;, so ¢1(R) is isomorphic to an open subgroup of
Z.,. This shows that R & Z,.

Let 0 € Gz/r be a preimage of the Frobenius element 1 € 7 and let T be a generator of R. Note that
¢1(?7) = ¢1(7)9. Since R, R are two r-Sylow subgroups of Iz, there is # € Iz, p such that “” R = R.
Denote o’ = zo. Then we have 7 € R and also ¢;(°' 1) = ¢;(7)4. Since R = Z, we find that ¢; is
injective on R, implying that ' 7 = 79. Therefore, (1,0') = Z, Xg 7., proving the second part.

For the third part, suppose that Z, x, Z = {a,b | a™” = e,ba = a") injects into Gz, and denote
the images of a, b in Gz, by T, o respectively.

Consider the short exact sequence 0 — Iz,p — Gz/p EEAN Gz/r/Iz/r — 0. Since the codomain of
j is abelian, we have j(7) = j(°7) = j(7)", implying that j(7"~!)
injection Z, X, 7 — Gz, sending a +— 7"~! and b — 0. Thus, we may assume without loss of
generality that 7 € Iz/p.

= e. Note that there is another

Let 09 € Gz, denote a preimage of the Frobenius element of Gz, /Iz/r. Then there is u € 7 such
that 0 -0, € Iz/p. Consider the quotient map 7 : Gz/p — Gz/p/Wz/p. Note that m(7°z) = 7(x)?
for every x € Iz, and therefore 7(7)" = 7(77) = 7((0% )98 ) = 7(7)?". Since the kernel of 7 is a
pro-p group, its restriction to (7) is injective, meaning that 7 = 79 and thus n = ¢* in Z,. O
Proposition 6.7. Let F, F' be non-Archimedean local fields of characteristic zero, and let Z/F,Z'/ F' be

Galois extensions, with = abundant. Suppose there is a profinite group embedding o : Gz/p — Gz pr.
Then F and F' have the same residue characteristic.

Proof. Denote the residue characteristics of F, F’ by p,p’, and denote their residue field sizes by ¢, q’.
Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that p # p'.

First, suppose that = contains the Zg—extension E/Q,. Consider the natural continuous homomor-
phism ¢ : Ggr/r = Ggjg, = Zg. Since [F' : Qp] < oo, it follows that ¢ has open image. As open
subgroups of ZZ are isomorphic to Zg, we find that Ggp/p, and therefore G/ p, has a quotient iso-
morphic to Z%. By Lemma it follows that there is a pro-p subgroup Py < Gz r with a quotient
isomorphic to Zf,. Applying Lemma again to a(Fy) < Gz//pr and to the surjection Gz P Gz,
we find that there is a pro-p subgroup P < Gz JE with a quotient isomorphic to Z?,. Let P < Gwm JE

be a p-Sylow subgroup containing P. Since p # p’, we have P Zp A (gyp—1 Ly by the first part of
Lemma 6.6l
Let 7,0 € P denote the generators corresponding to the semidirect product structure, so that

(1) = (0) 2 Zp, °T = 7@ (r,0) = P and (r) N (o) = {e}. Consider the quotient map 7 : P —



14 IDO KARSHON AND MARK SHUSTERMAN

P /(7). Since P has a quotient isomorphic to Z;, it cannot be contained in the procyclic group (7), so
7(P) # {e}. As P/(r) = (x(0)) = Zy, there is an integer k > 0 such that 7(P) = <7T(O‘pk)>. Let X e P
be a preimage of Tr(ka) and let T € P be a generator of the procyclic group P N (7). Then we have
P = (T,%) and *T = 7@ 1t follows that P is a quotient of Zp/((q')(p’l)pk — 1) X Zy. This
group does not have a quotient isomorphic to Zz, which is a contradiction. This shows p = p’ in the
case where = contains the Zz—extension of Qp.

Now assume = contains Q;ame. Let £ be a prime number not dividing p-log, g. Consider the number
fields K = Q(uy, (q’)%) and L = Q(uy, (q’)%,q%). Note that L is ramified at p while K is not, and
therefore K C L. Since K and L are Galois over Q, Chebotarev’s Density Theorem implies there are
infinitely many rational primes that split completely in K but not in L. Take such a prime r # p,p’.
The splitness condition is equivalent to » =1 (mod ¢), with ¢’ being an ¢th power modulo r, and ¢ not
being an ¢th power modulo r. By the second part of Lemma m we find that Z, x, 7 injects into Gz JFs
so it also injects into Gz//pv, and by the third part of Lemma [6.6{ we find that ¢ lies in the procyclic
subgroup of Z generated by ¢'. However, this is impossible since ¢’ is an fth power modulo r and ¢ is
not. The contradiction shows p = p’ in the case where = contains Q;ame, completing the proof. O

As a corollary we obtain a strengthened version of Theorem for extensions which are f-sealed
and abundant.

Corollary 6.8. With the notation of Theorem [5.8, assume that = is abundant. Then F and B have
the same residue characteristic.

Proof. Since Gz/p = H < G pqp = GQm/K‘mK, this follows from Proposition U

7. PRIME BIJECTION

Definition 7.1. Suppose that Q1 /K; and {3/ K> are Galois extensions and that o : G, )k, — G, /K,
is an isomorphism of profinite groups. Then Galois correspondence implies that there is an inclusion-
preserving bijection between the lattice of subextensions of €;/K; and the lattice of subextensions of
s/ K5 which we also denote by a.

Note that a(L N L") = a(L) N a(Ll'), a(L - L") = (L) - a(L'), a(Gq, /1) = Ga,jaw), alg(L)) =
a(g)(a(L)), and [o(L) : a(L)] = [L = L].

Proposition 7.2. Let K, Ko be number fields, and let Q;/K; be Galois extensions that are £-sealed with
respect to S and abundant, for some finite set S of rational primes. Suppose that a: G, x, — Ga, /K,
is an isomorphism of profinite groups. Then there is a set R of rational primes with full density, disjoint
from S, and a family of bijections R(L) — R(a(L)) over the subextensions 21/L/K7, which we denote
by «, satisfying the following properties:

(1) If L/ K is Galois, then for p € R(L) we have a(Gp k, p) = Ga(L)/Ks,a(p)-

(2) The bijections preserve residue characteristics.

(3) For g € Gq,/k, andp € R(L), we have a(gp) = a(g)a(p) (as primes of a(g(L)) = a(g)(a(L))).

(4) For subextensions Q1 /L'/L/Ky1 and p € R(L') we have a(p|r) = a(p)lar) and [a(L)ap) -

U L)aplr)) = Ly Ly, ]-

Proof. Let R be the full density set of rational primes p outside S such that for every B, € P,()
and Po € Pp(§2), the fields (21)yp, and (22)qp, are abundant. We start by constructing a bijection for
L = Q satisfying the first three conditions. Let P € R(€1). We have py C (Q1)q and ()g = (Ql)éf
by Lemma Thus, Theorem applied to the closed subgroup a(Gg, /K, 3) < Go,/k, implies
that there is a unique non-Archimedean place Q of )y such that a(Go,/k,3) € Ga,/K, - Then,
Corollary [6.8] implies 9 and P have the same residue characteristic, which in particular means that
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Q € R(€2). This defines a map a : R(€2;) — R(€2) which preserves residue characteristics and has the
property a(Gq,/x, ) € Gay/Ks.a0p)-

Similarly we can define a map a™' : R(Q) — R() satisfying o '(Go,/k,0) € Ga,/k1a-1(9)
for every Q € R({)2). Composing them gives Gq, ;3 € Go, /K, o 1(arp)- By the uniqueness in
Theorem this implies a~!(a(B)) = PB. Similarly we have a(a=1(Q)) = Q for every Q € R(Q),
and thus a and a~! are inverse bijections. We also get (G, /ky3) = Gay/Ksa@p)- 1t follows that
a: R(Q21) — R(£s) satisfies the first and second properties. For the third property, note that

(

a(Ga, /k,g3) = @ (“Gay i) = “DalGa, ke, 3) = "Gy k0m) = Gay/Kaalg) @)

and use the uniqueness in Theorem

Now, let ©;/L/K; be a subextension and let p € R(L). Let P1,Bo € Pp(1). Then there is
some g € Gg, /. satisfying ¢B1 = P2, so a(Pz2) = a(g)a(P1). Since a(g)|ar) = ida(r), this implies
a(P2)la)y = a(PB1)laer)- Thus, we get a well-defined map o : R(L) — R(a(L)) which takes p to
a(P)|o(r) for any P € Py(Q1). For general L, the first three properties follow by restricting from the
L = Qy case. For the fourth property, it is clear from the definition that a(p[r) = a(p)|ar)- Let
<L e Pp(fh). Then

[(LNag)  A(L)agpln)] = [Gas/am).am) : Gaujaw).am)] = [Gayyry : Ga, gl = Ly : Ly, ).
0

Corollary 7.3. Let Ky, Ky be number fields and let Q;/K; be (-sealed and abundant Galois exten-
sions. Suppose a : Gq,/x, — G, /K, 15 an 1somorphism of profinite groups. Then Ki and Ks are
arithmetically equivalent.

Proof. By Proposition there is a set R of rational primes with full density and a bijection « :
R(K1) — R(K2) that preserves residue characteristics. In particular, K; and K have the same
number of primes lying over p for every p € R. By the main theorem of [16], this implies K; and Ko
are arithmetically equivalent. (]

8. WEAK NEUKIRCH-UCHIDA

Let G be a finite group. We consider Fy[G]" as a left G-module, and we denote its elements by
S deG Aigge; for Ay € Fy. For a G-module M and a subgroup H < G we define Iy M as the
H-submodule of M generated by the elements hm — m for all h € H,m € M.

When L/L/Q is a tower of number fields with both L/Q, L/Q Galois and L/L abelian, the abelian
group G /L is naturally a G g-module.

Lemma 8.1. Let ¢ be a prime number and S a finite set of rational places. Suppose L/Q is a finite
Galois extension containing pe and let G = Gr . Then for every n € N there exists an abelian

extension Z/L, in which every place of S(L) splits completely, such that E/Q is Galois and GZ/L =

Fo[G]™ as a G-module. Furthermore, L can be chosen such that for every subfield K C L containing pig
there exists an abelian subextension K /K of L/K, of exponent £, in which every place of S(K) splits
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completely, and which satisfies G IHGZ/L for H=Gp k.

N
A
N
v

Proof. By Chebotarev’s Density Theorem, there are infinitely many prime numbers that split com-
pletely in L. Let T be a set consisting of n such prime numbers that do not belong to S. Then T'(L)
is a free G-set of cardinality n - |G].

Let B1, ..., Pn be representatives for the G-orbits in T'(L). For each 1 < k < n, Proposition for
the set SUT implies there exists asp, € L whose images in Lo, € S(L)UT(L)\ {Br} are £th powers,
while its image in Ls, is not. Extend the function By, — asp, to a G-set morphism B — asp from T'(L)

1

to L* and denote L(a%) by L(yp). Then every place in S(L) UT(L) \ {8} splits completely in Ly
while 9 is indecomposable. Also, note that G acts on the set of abelian extensions of L, and under

L/LK —

L

Fo[G]™

L

this action g(Lyp)) = Lgp). This action also defines isomorphisms G Legy/L & G Ligy/L satisfying
be = 1d, pgg = g © Py for all g,¢" € G.

Consider the compositum L = H‘BGT( L) Lspy, which is Galois over Q. Since Ly is th(i only extension
among the Ly where ¥ is indecomposable, it follows that Ly ¢ H‘B’ 2 Lprys s0 [L: L) =¢TWEl
Therefore, the injection G L H‘J}ET( L) Gy, (/L 1S an isomorphism. However, this is a G-equivariant
map, where the action of G on the right-hand side is given by g- (A\p)per(r) = (dg(Ag-19))per(r)- This
action makes the right hand side isomorphic to Fy[G]", proving the first part of the lemma.

Let K C L be a subfield containing yy and let H = G /i. For p € T(K), define 3, = Nm asp for

1
any P € Pyp(L), and define K,y = K(By ).

For every B € T(L),Q € S(L) UT(L) denote by asp.q the image of asp in the completion Ly and
for every p € T(K),q € S(K)UT(K) denote by fy,q the image of f, in the completion K,. Then
Bpiq = HQqu(L) Nmf{f asp.q for any B € P,(L). Since Nmf{f : Lg — Ky is an isomorphism, and since
aspq is an £th power if and only if B # Q, we find that 3,4 is an £th power if and only if p # q. It
follows that all places of S(K)UT(K) \ {p} split completely in K,/K, while p is indecomposable.
Since all of them split completely in L, it follows that all the places in S(L) UT(L) \ Pp(L) split
completely in KL while the places in P, (L) are indecomposable in K (p)L- Consider the compositum
K = HpeT(K) K (). This is an abelian extension of K of exponent £. From the above, we find that

(K : K] =[KL: L] = ¢(T®) and in particular K N L = K.
Consider the H-submodule IHGZ/L < GZ/L' It is equal to the commutaﬁor group [GZ/K’GE/L]'
The elements of this group act trivially on L, and they also act trivially on K since K /K is abelian.

T > L:L L:L
Thus we have IHGZ/L - GZ/”?. We also have [L : LK] = [if{:i} = [[f(:K]] = ‘IHGZ/L
IyG G

, showing that

L/L — YL/LK"
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Theorem 8.2. Let Ky, Ky be number fields containing pg, let Q;/K; be {-sealed and abundant Galois
extensions, and suppose there exists an isomorphism o : Gq,/k, = Go,/K,- Then Ky and Ky are
isomorphic.

Proof. Let L be the Galois closure of K1K3 over Q. Denote G = Gp g and H; = G/, < G. Let
n = |Hy|. Applying Lemma with S such that both €2; are ¢-sealed with respect to it, we obtain an
extension E/ L with Galois group isomorphic to Fy[G]™ as a G-module, in which every place of S(L)
splits completely. We also obtain abelian subextensions KZ /K; of L /K;, of exponent ¢, in which every
place of S(Kj;) splits completely, and which satisfy G5 LR, = = Iy, F,[G]". Tt follows that K; CQ,.

0 L Qo

IHng[G] IHQ Z[G}n

/

¢S
L4
N%

Q

From Corollary we deduce that K and a(K) are arithmetically equivalent. By [I5, Theorem

1] they have the same Galois closure over Q, so (K1) C L. We also have that a(K)) is an abelian

extension of K5 of exponent £. Consider the number field K2 = K2 a(K 1), which is an abelian extension
of Ky of exponent ¢. Since Iy, GL/L = [GL/KQ’ GL/L} acts trivially on both L and K}, we find that

In,G7,, CGzr 0 CGryr o = I, G

L)L =YL/LK), = YL/LKy — L/L

and thus Lf(é = LK. Similarly, for K{ = K - a‘l(Kg), we find that Lf({ — LK. Note that
a(K}) = K} by definition, and thus applying Corollary [7.3{ to the extensions €;/K!, we find that K/
and I?é are arithmetically equivalent. By [I, Lemma 1], arithmetic equivalence is preserved under
compositum with a Galois extension of Q, so we find that L[?{ = LINQ and LI~(§ = LI?Q are also
arithmetically equivalent. Therefore, their corresponding subgroups G5 LR = Iy, F[G]" in G} /g are
Gassmann equivalent [I5]. In particular, for every element A\ € I, Fy[G]™ there must be g € G such
that g\ € Iy, F/[G]"™.

Enumerate Hy as hi, ..., hy, and consider the element A = >, ., (hy—e)e, € Iy, F([G]". Let g € G
be such that g\ € I, Fy[G]". Tt follows that >, ... (ghx — g)ex € Im,Fo[G]", so gh — g € I, F[G]
for every h € Hy. Thus the elements gh and g identify in the quotient F[G]/Ix,F/[G] = F,[H2\G],
so Hogh = Hag, implying that 9h € Hy. Therefore YH; C Hs. Similarly, there is k € G such that
kH, C H,. Since G is finite, this implies H; and Hy are conjugate in G. This conjugation induces an

isomorphism K; = K. O
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9. FuLL NEUKIRCH-UCHIDA

In this section we present a method to prove the full version of Neukirch-Uchida using the weak
version from Theorem

Let us outline the proof; we begin by proving a lemma stating that in the context of our Neukirch-
Uchida variant, with some additional assumption, there exists an isomorphism o : K; — Ky whose
induced bijection on primes coincides with the induced bijection of o on primes. Then, in the general
case, we construct arbitrarily large extensions L /K; for which the condition of the lemma is satisfied.
By applying the lemma to L and considering the group actions on the primes of L}, we deduce that
a coincides with a conjugation g — “g on arbitrarily large quotients of Gg,/k,, implying the desired
result via a compactness argument.

Lemma 9.1. Let K be a number field containing py and let /K be a Galois extension which is (-sealed
with respect to a finite set S of rational places. Let p1,...,pyn be distinct places of Pgn(K) \ S(K) and
let ay,...,an, be non-negative integers. Then there exists a finite subextension L/K of Q/K such that
[Lyp : Kp,] = 4% for all1 <i < n and for all B € Pp,(L).

Proof. Tt suffices to show that for every 1 < i < n there is an extension L;/K corresponding to the
sequence

0,...,0,a;,0,...,0

with a; at the ith place. Indeed, if such L; exist then L = Ly ----- L, is an extension corresponding to
the sequence ay,...,a,. Thus we may assume a; is the only non-zero value in the sequence.

If a; = 0, we can take L; = K. Otherwise, by Proposition for the set S U {p1lg,...,Pnlo} there
is @ € K whose images in Kp,p € S(K)U{p1,...,Pi—1,Pit+1,---,Pn} are £th powers, while its image in
K,, is not. Thus K’ = K(a%) is a subextension of €2 in which p1,...,pi—1,Pit1, - .-, Pn split completely,
while p; is indecomposable, and [K’;; : Kp,] = £ for p} the unique lift of p; to K’. This reduces the

original problem to K’ with the integer sequence
0,...,0,a; —1,0,...,0

which has length ¢(n — 1) + 1 and in which a; — 1 is in the £(i — 1) 4+ 1 place. Applying this argument
inductively proves the lemma. ([l

Remark 9.2. Note that the extension L/K constructed above may not be Galois.
In the following, we use the notation K for the Galois closure of an algebraic extension K/Q.

Lemma 9.3. Let Ky, Ko be number fields containing g, and let Q;/K; be Galois extensions that are
{-sealed and abundant. Suppose o : Gq, Kk, — Ga, /K, 18 an isomorphism of profinite groups. Assume

further that I~(2 N Qe = Ky. Let R be the set of rational primes with full density from Proposition .
Then there exists an isomorphism o : K1 — Ko such that the bijection o : R(K1) — R(K32) coincides
with the bijection o : R(K1) — R(K>) from Proposition[7.4

Proof. Since there are finitely many possible isomorphisms o : K1 — K>, the final requirement can be
changed to o(p) = a(p) for all p € R'(K7), where R’ is an arbitrary finite subset of R. Enumerate
R'(Ky) as p1,...,pn. By Lemma we can find a finite subextension L;/Kj of ©1/K; such that
[(L1)g : (K1)p,] = ¢ for every 1 < i < n and for every P € Py, (L1).

Let Ly = a(L1). By Theorem there exists an isomorphism o : Ly — Ly. Note that o(K7) is
a subfield ~of Lo isomorphic to K. However, K7 is isomorphic to K9 by Theorem It follows that
o(K1) C Ko N Qe = Ky and therefore o(K1) = Ko.

Consider an arbitrary p; € R'(K;) and P € Pp,(L1). From the fourth part of Proposition we
have [(LQ)a(‘Ii) : (KQ)a(pi)] = [(Ll)‘B : (Kl)pl] =& Therefore, [(Ll)a—l(a(‘ﬁ)) . (Kl)a_l(a(pi))] also equals
A
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The places p; and o~ (a(p;)) have the same residue characteristic by the second part of Proposi-
tion In particular o~ (a(p;)) € R'(K1). By the construction of L1, which differentiates the places
of R'(K1) by the degrees of their lifts, the equality [(L1)y,-1(a(p)) : (K1)o—1(a(p))] = ' is only possible
if o7 (a(ps)) = pi, i.e. o(pi) = a(ps). O

We can now state and prove our main theorem.

Theorem 9.4. Let { be a prime number, let K1, Ko be number fields, and let Q;/K; be Galois extensions
that are (-sealed and abundant. If a: Go,/x, — Ga,/K, 18 an isomorphism of profinite groups, then
there exists an isomorphism of field extensions o : Q1 /K1 — Qao/ Ko that induces «, and it is unique.

Proof. We begin by proving the existence of o. Let L;/K; be a finite Galois subextension of Q; /K7,
containing K (1) - o (Ko (), and let Ly = o(Ly). Let Ly = Ly N Qp and L, = o~ (L}). Note that
LNy C EQ N (flvg N Qe = L,. Note also that L./K; are Galois and contain py. By Lemma there is
an isomorphism o : L} — L} such that o() = a(P) for every place P € R(L]) for a set R of rational
primes with full density. By Chebotarev’s Density Theorem, there is a prime number p € R that splits
completely in Lj. Then for every g € Gk, and ‘B € Py(L3) we have

("9)P = o(g(c™ (B))) = algla™ (B))) = alg)P
as primes in L). Since L, /K5 and L, /o(K;) are both Galois, we find that L, /(K2 No(K1)) is Galois.
Since G Ly /(Kano(K)) acts freely on P,(L}), the above shows that for every g € G /K, the equality
7g = a(g) holds in Gy (ko (ky))- In particular, we have

Gry/i = (Gryky) = "Gk, = Gryjo(ry)
as subgroups of G'1; /(k,no(k;))- This implies 0(K1) = Ks. Likewise, we have

GL;/LQ = O‘(GL’l/Ll) = UGL’I/Ll = GL/Q/O'(L1)
as subgroups of G/, implying that o(L1) = L. Note that the conjugation 7(—) : Gr,/x, = GrL,/K,
coincides with a: G, /i, = Gr,/K,-

For every finite Galois subextension Lq/K; of ©;/K;, we define Cr,, C Gg as the set of o € Gg
such that o(K1) = K, 0(L1) = a(L1), and the conjugation 7(—) : G, /k, — Ga(L,)/K, coincides with
a:Gr,k, = Gor1)/K,- Then Cp, is a closed subset of Gg, and was just shown to be nonempty when
Ly contains Ki(pe) - a1 (Ka(pe)). Tt is clear that Cp, N Cp, = Cp, ;- Thus, the compactness of Gg
ensures that there exists an element o of (], CL,, where the intersection runs over all finite Galois
subextensions of /K. It follows that (K1) = Ka, 0(21) = Q9, and also that the conjugation map
7(=) : Ga,/k, — Ga,/K, coincides with o : Gq, /k, — Ga, /K, This completes the existence proof.

For uniqueness, we may assume K; = Ks and {21 = )9, denoting them by K and ). Let S be a
finite set of rational primes such that /K is ¢-sealed with respect to it. Let o € Gg /K be an element
such that conjugation by it induces the identity automorphism of Gk, i.e. 0 € Z(Gg k). Let L be a
finite Galois subextension of (/K containing p. Since Go/y(1) = “Ga/1 = Gar,, we have o(L) = L.
For every B € Pgn(2) \ S(2) we have

Ga/rp = "Go/g = Go/Kop)
implying that o acts as the identity on Pg,(2) \ S(€2) by Lemma and Proposition Let BC L
be the fixed field of o in L. By Chebotarev’s Density Theorem, there is p € Pg,(B) \ S(B) that splits
completely in L. Since Gr/p = (o) acts transitively on Py(L) while o acts trivially on it, we must
have B = L, i.e. 0| =id. Since L is an arbitrarily large finite subextension of /K, it follows that
o is trivial. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 9.5. The uniqueness part of the above proof did not use the abundance assumption.

From Example and Example we find that the extensions €2; / K; described in both Theorem|1.2
and Theorem are f-sealed and abundant. Thus both theorems follow from Theorem
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