arXiv:1402.3795v1 [math.NT] 16 Feb 2014

Gauss sums, Jacobi sums and cyclotomic units related to torsion Galois modules

Luca Caputo and Stéphane Vinatier

September 24, 2019

Abstract

Let G be a finite group and let N/E be a tamely ramified G-Galois extension of number fields. We show how Stickelberger’s factorization of Gauss sums can be used to determine the stable isomorphism class of various arithmetic Z[G]- modules attached to N/E. If O_N and O_E denote the rings of integers of N and E respectively, we get in particular that O_N ⊗_{OE} O_N defines the trivial class in the class group Cl(Z[G]) and, if N/E is also assumed to be locally abelian, that the square root of the inverse different (whenever it exists) defines the same class as O_N . These results are obtained through the study of the Fröhlich representatives of the classes of some torsion modules, which are independently introduced in the setting of cyclotomic number fields. Gauss and Jacobi sums, together with the Hasse-Davenport formula, are involved in this study. These techniques are also applied to recover the stable self-duality of O_N (as a Z[G]- module). Finally, when G is the binary tetrahedral group, we use our results in conjunction with Taylor’s theorem to find a tame G-Galois extension whose square root of the inverse different has nontrivial class in Cl(Z[G]).

1 Introduction

Let G be a finite group and let N/E be a Galois extension of number fields with Galois group G. Let O_N and O_E denote the rings of integers of N and E, respectively; then O_N is an O_E [G]-module, and in particular a Z[G]-module, whose structure has long been studied. In the case where N/E is a tame extension, O_N is known to be locally free by Noether’s theorem and the investigation of its Galois module structure culminated with M. Taylor’s theorem [33] expressing the class (O_N ) defined by O_N in the class group of locally free Z[G]-modules Cl(Z[G]) in terms of Artin root numbers (see Theorem 5.1).

Other O_E [G]-modules which appear naturally in our context have also been studied, among which the inverse different C_{N/E} of the extension and, when it exists, its square root A_{N/E} . The existence of A_{N/E} is of course equivalent to C_{N/E} being a square, a condition which can be tested using Hilbert’s valuation formula [26, IV, Proposition 4]. In particular, when N/E is tame, A_{N/E} exists if and only if the inertia group of every prime of O_E in N/E has odd order (which is the case for example if the degree [N : E] is odd). In the tame case, both these modules are locally free Z[G]-modules by a result of S. Ullom in [35] (applying to any G-stable fractional ideal of N).

The modules O_N and C_{N/E} are related by duality. For a fractional ideal I of O_N , the dual of I with respect to the trace Tr_{N/E} from N to E is the fractional ideal I^# = {x ∈ N | Tr_{N/E} (xI) ⊆ O_E } . Then I^# is G-isomorphic to the O_E -dual of I, namely I^# ∼= Hom_{OE} (I, O_E ), and by definition one has C_{N/E} = O^#_N , namely O_N and C_{N/E} are dual of each other. It can be shown that, for any fractional ideal I of O_N , one has I^# = C_{N/E} I^{−1}, which implies that A_{N/E} , when it exists, is the only self-dual fractional ideal of O_E .

The duality relation between C_{N/E} and O_N accounts for comparing their Z[G]-module structures. In the tame case, it essentially amounts to comparing their classes (C_{N/E} ) and (O_N ) in Cl(Z[G]), and A. Fröhlich conjectured that O_N is stably self-dual, namely that

(O_N ) = (C_{N/E} ) , (1)

equality which was later proved by M. Taylor [32] under slightly stronger hypotheses and by S. Chase [5] in full generality. Taylor’s proof uses Fröhlich’s Hom-description of Cl(Z[G]), while Chase examines the torsion module T_{N/E} = C_{N/E} /O_N . It is worth noting that both proofs make crucial use of the stable freeness of the Swan modules of cyclic groups, a result due to R. Swan [29].

The study of the Galois module structure of A_{N/E} was initiated by B. Erez, who proved in particular that, when N/E is tamely ramified and of odd degree, the class (A_{N/E} ) it defines in Cl(Z[G]) is trivial, see [12]. His proof follows the same strategy as that of Taylor in [33], using in particular Fröhlich’s Homdescription of Cl(Z[G]). Since Taylor’s theorem implies the triviality of (O_N ) when N/E is of odd degree, we get:

if [N : E] is odd, then (O_N ) = (A_{N/E} ) (2)

and both classes are in fact trivial.

In this paper, we consider a tame G-Galois extension N/E such that the square root of the inverse different A_{N/E} exists. We introduce the torsion module S_{N/E} = A_{N/E} /O_N , check it to be G-cohomologically trivial, hence to define a class in Cl(Z[G]), and show that this class is trivial, yielding a new proof of Equality (2) without any assumption on the degree of the extension. Nevertheless we need to assume that N/E is locally abelian, namely that the decomposition group of every prime ideal of O_E is abelian (note that this condition is automatically satisfied at unramified primes). The proofs of Erez [12] and Taylor [33] involve the study of Galois Gauss sums, which may be regarded as objects of analytic nature since they come from the functional equation of Artin L-functions. In our work instead only classical Gauss and Jacobi sums are involved, which might seem more satisfactory if one considers that (2) is a purely algebraic statement.

It turns out that the strategy of our proof also applies, without any restriction on the decomposition groups, to the torsion module T_{N/E} defined above as well as to another torsion module, denoted R_{N/E} . The module R_{N/E} , whose definition will be given in Section 2, was introduced and studied by Chase in [5]. We will prove that both T_{N/E} and R_{N/E} define the trivial class in Cl(Z[G]). This allows us on the one hand to recover Equality (1), and on the other hand to deduce that the Z[G]-module O_N ⊗_{OE} O_N defines the trivial class in Cl(Z[G]). This result looked new to us at first sight, but we show in Proposition 2.19 that (O_N ⊗_{OE} O_N ) = (O_N )^{[N:E]} in Cl(Z[G]), hence it is easily deduced from Taylor’s theorem.

These results are stated in Theorem 2 below. After a reduction to the case of a local totally ramified tame Galois extension with Galois group Δ, we introduce new torsion Galois modules, which define classes (R) and (S) in Cl(Z[Δ]). The study of these classes is the core of our work. In Theorem 1 we give explicit expressions of representative morphisms of (R) and (S) in terms of Gauss and Jacobi sums, which through Fröhlich’s Hom-description of Cl(Z[Δ]) yield the triviality of (R) and (S). Theorem 3 will show a surprising consequence of the generalisation of Equality (2) to even degree extensions.

As suggested by various experts, it seems reasonable to expect that our methods also work in the context of sums of k-th roots of codifferents developed by Burns and Chinburg [4].

We now explain our strategy more in detail. In Section 2 we follow Chase’s approach: we consider the torsion modules T_{N/E}, S_{N/E} and R_{N/E} , then we reduce to the study, for every prime P of N, of their Z[I_P]-module structure, where I_P is the inertia group at P (note that I_P is cyclic of order coprime to the residual characteristic of P, since N/E is tame). In other words we show that it is sufficient to prove the triviality of the classes in Cl(Z[Δ]) of the local analogues T_{K/F} , S_{K/F} and R_{K/F} , where K/F is a cyclic totally ramified tame p-adic extension with Galois group Δ of order e (prime to p). Up to this point, the only difference with Chase’s study of T_{N/E} is that we need N/E to be locally abelian when dealing with S_{N/E} .

It is interesting to remark that T_{N/E} and S_{N/E} are particular instances of torsion modules arising from ideals, i.e. modules of the form O_N /I or I^{−1}/O_N , where I is a G-stable ideal of O_N . In fact we will perform the reduction step of Section 2 for general torsion modules arising from ideals (under the assumption that N/E is locally abelian). Working in this more general situation requires no additional effort and allows us to easily recover the cases of T_{N/E} and S_{N/E} (while R_{N/E} needs a somehow separate treatment). Moreover we will get almost for free a new proof of a result of Burns [3, Theorem 1.1] on arithmetically realisable classes in tame locally abelian Galois extensions of number fields (see Subsection 3.5). Nonetheless, for the sake of simplicity, in this introduction we shall stick with the modules T_{N/E} , S_{N/E} and R_{N/E} .

The key ingredient in Chase’s proof of the triviality of T_{N/E} is the link he establishes between the local torsion module T_{K/F} and the Swan module Σ_Δ(p) = pZ[Δ] + Tr_ΔZ[Δ] (here Tr_Δ = ∑ δ∈Δ δ ∈ Z[Δ]). Consider the torsion module T (p, Z[Δ]) = Z[Δ]/Σ_Δ(p) associated to the Swan module, then T_{K/F} ∼= T (p, Z[Δ])^{fF} as Z[Δ]-modules, where f_F is the inertia degree of F/Q_p .

To deal with S_{K/F} and R_{K/F} , we need to enlarge the coefficient ring of the group algebra of Δ. Let μ_e denote the group of eth roots of unity in a fixed algebraic closure Q of Q and let o denote the ring of integers of the cyclotomic field Q(μ_e ). We introduce new torsion Z[Δ]-modules S_χ(p, o[Δ]) and R_χ(p, o[Δ]), which depend on a character χ : Δ → μ_e and a prime p of o not dividing p. They may be considered as analogues of T (p, Z[Δ]) in the sense that, for an appropriate choice of χ and p (in particular p | p, the residual characteristic of K/F ), we have S_{K/F} ∼= S_χ(p, o[Δ])^{fF /f} , R_{K/F} ∼= R_χ(p, o[Δ])^{fF /f} , as Z[Δ]-modules, where f is the inertia degree of p in Q(μ_e )/Q. These constructions are described in Section 2.3. Furthermore it is easy to see that both S_χ(p, o[Δ]) and R_χ(p, o[Δ]) are cohomologically trivial Z[Δ]-modules, hence they define classes in Cl(Z[Δ]) (see Section 2.4).

Now let χ : Δ → μ_e be any injective character and p be a prime of o not dividing e. Set R = R_χ(p, o[Δ]) and S = S_χ(p, o[Δ]). The core of this paper is the study of the classes (R) and (S) in Cl(Z[Δ]). In Section 3, we find equivariant morphisms r and s from the group of virtual characters of Δ to the idèles of Q(μ_e ), representing (R) and (S) respectively in Fröhlich’s Homdescription of Cl(Z[Δ]). In Section 4, we note that the contents of the values of r and s are principal ideals: this follows from Stickelberger’s theorem, which also gives explicit generators of these ideals in terms of Gauss and Jacobi sums respectively. Dividing r and s by suitably modified generators c_r and c_s of their contents yields morphisms with unit idelic values. With the help of the Hasse-Davenport formula we express the resulting morphisms rc^{−1}_r and sc^{−1}_s as Fröhlich’s generalized Determinants of some unit idèles of Z[Δ], showing that they lie in the denominator of the Hom-description, namely that (R) and (S) are trivial.

It is worth noting that applying these techniques to T_Z = T (p, Z[Δ]) yields a proof of the triviality of (T_Z) in Cl(Z[Δ]). In this proof, as in the original proof by Swan, cyclotomic units play a central role, analogous to that of the Gauss and Jacobi sums above, as it will soon be apparent.

To state our main results, we let G and J denote the Gauss and Jacobi sums defined respectively by G = ∑ x∈o/p ( x p )_{−1} ξ^{Tr(x)} , J = ∑ x∈o/p ( x p )_{−1} ( 1 − x p )_{−1} ,

where Tr : o/p → Z/pZ denotes the residue field trace homomorphism, ξ is a fixed pth root of unity in Q and ( p ) is the eth power residue symbol. Then both G^e and J belong to o. Let δ be a fixed generator of Δ. In Section 4 we define m_i, n_i ∈ Z for i = 0, . . . e − 1 such that

G^e = e−1∑ i=0 m_iχ(δ)^i , J = e−1∑ i=0 n_iχ(δ)^i . The corresponding expression for the cyclotomic unit C is: C = χ(δ)^p − 1 χ(δ) − 1 = p−1∑ i=0 χ(δ)^i . We can now formulate the main result of this paper, in terms of Fröhlich’s Hom-description of the class group (see Section 3.1 for more details).

Theorem 1. The classes (T_Z), (R) and (S) are trivial in Cl(Z[Δ]). More precisely they are represented in Hom_{ΩQ}(R_Δ, J(Q(μ_e ))) by the morphisms with q-components equal to 1 at places q of Q(μ_e ) such that q ∤ e, and to

Det(p^{−1}u_t) , Det(u^{−1}_r ) , Det(u^{−1}_s ) ,

respectively, at prime ideals q of o such that q | e, where u_t, u_r, u_s ∈ Z[Δ] are defined by

u_t = p−1∑ i=0 δ^i , u_r = e−1∑ i=0 m_iδ^i , u_s = e−1∑ i=0 n_iδ^i , and satisfy u_t, u_r, u_s ∈ Z_q[Δ]^×, for any rational prime q such that q | e.

The triviality of (T_Z) is essentially Swan’s theorem [29, Corollary 6.1]. Our proof using Fröhlich’s Hom-description of the class group, given in Section 3.2, might be folklore, nevertheless the representative morphism we use to describe (T_Z) is slightly different from the one given in [15, (I.2.23)] (see Remark 3.3). The proof for S and R will follow from the results of Sections 3 and 4 and will enlight the analogy between the torsion modules R and S we introduce and T_Z (see Theorem 4.5 and its proof).

In his early work [11] on the square root of the inverse different, Erez already establishes a link between this module and a Jacobi sum, in the case of a cyclic extension of K/Q of odd prime degree l. Using a result of Ullom [37, Theorem 1], he shows that the class of A_{K/Q} in Cl(Z[Gal(K/Q )]) corresponds, through Rim’s isomorphism [9, (42.16)], to the class in Cl(Q(μ_l )) of an ideal of Q(μ_l ) which is defined by the action of some specific element of Z[Gal(Q(μ_l )/Q)] on prime ideals. This group algebra element, which is pretty close to what ours, u_s, would yield in the prime degree case (see §3.4.3), happens to be the exponent which appears in the factorisation of the Jacobi sum, yielding the triviality of the class under study.

The factorisation of Gauss and Jacobi sums through Stickelberger’s theorem is also an essential step in our proof of the triviality of the classes of R and S. In the introduction of his thesis [10], Erez gives other examples of results on the Galois module structure of rings of integers that are proved using Stickelberger elements ([18], [7]). In [5] Chase uses such elements to give the composition series of certain primary components of the O_E [G]-module R_{N/E} when N/E is cyclic or elementary abelian. Reversely, Galois module structure results can be used to build Stickelberger elements: the first statement in the theory of integral Galois modules is due to Hilbert (for the ring of integers of an abelian extension of Q with discriminant coprime to the degree), who used it to construct annihilating elements for the class group of some cyclotomic extensions. Finally, Stickelberger’s elements also have a fundamental role in the work of L. McCulloh (see [20], [21] and the references given in those papers).

As pointed out by Fröhlich in [15, Note 6 to Chapter III], Chase remarks that the character function associated to T_{N/E} (in the ideal-theoretic Homdescription) is the Artin conductor. Similarly, the character function associated to R_{N/E} (in the idèle-theoretic Hom-description) is closely related to a resolvent map (see [5, p. 210]). Fröhlich also wonders how his method, based on the comparison of Galois Gauss sums and resolvents, could be linked to Chase’s approach. We hope that the explicit connection we establish between R_{K/F} and a Gauss sum might be useful to answer Fröhlich’s question.

Using the reduction results of Section 2, we deduce the following consequence.

Theorem 2. Let N/E be a G-Galois tamely ramified extension of number fields. Then the classes of T_{N/E} and R_{N/E} are trivial in Cl(Z[G]). In particular we have

(O_N ) = (C_{N/E} ) and (O_N ⊗_{OE} O_N ) = (O_N )^{[N:E]} = 1 .

If, further, N/E is locally abelian, then the class of S_{N/E} is trivial in Cl(Z[G]). In particular we have

(O_N ) = (A_{N/E} ) ,

thus O_N , C_{N/E} and A_{N/E} define the same class in Cl(Z[G]).

As already mentioned, the triviality of (T_{N/E} ) in this context is due to Chase, see [5, Corollary 1.12]. In the same paper he studies the torsion module R_{N/E} as an O_E [G]-module, showing that it determines the local Galois module structure of O_N [5, Theorem 2.10] and describing its primary components [5, Theorem 2.15]. We will show that (R_{N/E} ) = 1, which is in fact equivalent to (O_N ⊗_{OE} O_N ) = (O_N )^{[N:E]} = 1 (see §2.4.3). The equality (O_N )^{[N:E]} = 1 follows of course from Taylor’s theorem (which implies that (O_N ) is of order dividing 2 and is trivial in odd degree) but was also known before Taylor’s proof of Fröhlich’s conjecture (it follows from [31, Corollary] using the last remark of [17, Definition 1.6]). We make more comments on the last equality of Theorem 2 in the presentation of Section 5 below.

We end this paper by focusing in Section 5 on the class of the square root of the inverse different (for the rest of this introduction we shall assume that the inverse different of every extension we consider is a square). We briefly recall some known results on this matter. In odd degree, Erez showed that (A_{N/E} ) ∈ Cl(Z[G]) is defined (i.e. A_{N/E} is Z[G]-locally free) if and only if N/E is a weakly ramified G-Galois extension (i.e the second ramification group of every prime is trivial). It seems reasonable to conjecture that (A_{N/E} ) is trivial when N/E is a weakly ramified Galois extension of odd degree (see also [38, Conjecture]). As already mentioned this conjecture is true in the tame case, thanks to a result of Erez. When N/E is a weakly ramified G-Galois extension of odd degree, one also knows that

• M ⊗_{Z[G]} A_{N/E} is free over M, where M is a maximal order of Q[G] containing Z[G] ([12, Theorem 2]);

• (A_{N/E} ) = 1 if, for any wildly ramified prime P of O_N , the decomposition group is abelian, the inertia group is cyclic and the localized extension E_P /Q_p is unramified, where P = P ∩ E and pZ = P ∩ Q ([23, Theorem 1]);

• (A_{N/Q} )^e = 1 if [N : Q] is a power of a prime p and e is the ramification index of p in N/Q ([38, Théorème 1]); when p = 3 one even has (A_{N/Q} )^3 = 1 by [39, Theorem 1].

It is interesting to observe that so far the class of A_{N/E} had only been studied when N/E has odd degree (except for a short local study, due to Burns and Erez, in the absolute, abelian and very wildly ramified case, see [13, §3]). Specifically the question of whether it is trivial or not for every tame Galois extension N/E had not been considered. The reason for this restriction is that the second Adams operation, which is fundamental in Erez’s approach in [12], does not behave well with respect to induction for groups of even order.

This is precisely the point where our result above brings new information. When N/E is locally abelian and tame, Theorem 2 together with Taylor’s theorem reduces the question to the study of the triviality of the image of the root number class in Cl(Z[G]) (see Corollary 5.2). This immediately gives that (A_{N/E} ) = 1 if N/E is abelian or has odd order (thus recovering Erez’s result in the locally abelian case). Computing the appropriate root numbers, we show next that (A_{N/E} ) = 1 if N/E is locally abelian and no real place of E becomes complex in N. However the class of the square root of the inverse different is not trivial in general, in other words we have the following result.

Theorem 3. There exists a tame Galois extension N/Q of even degree such that C_{N/Q} is a square and the class of A_{N/Q} is nontrivial in Cl(Z[Gal(N/Q)]).

In fact, in Section 5.2 we will explicitly describe a tame locally abelian Ã_4-Galois extension N/Q, taken from [1], such that (A_{N/Q} ) ≠ 1 in Cl(Z[Ã_4]), where Ã_4 is the binary tetrahedral group (which has order 24). This is, to our knowledge, the first example of a tame Galois extension of number fields whose square root of the inverse different (exists and) has nontrivial class. We also show that this example is minimal in the sense that (A_{N/Q} ) = 1 if N/Q is a tame locally abelian G-Galois extension with #G ≤ 24 and G ≠ Ã_4.

2 Reduction to inertia subgroups

We use the notation of the Introduction, in particular N/E is a tame G-Galois extension. For a prime P of N, we denote by I_P (resp. D_P ) the inertia subgroup (resp. decomposition subgroup) of P in N/E. If P is the prime ideal of E below P, we will often identify the Galois group of N_P /E_P with D_P , where N_P (resp. E_P ) is the completion of N at P (resp. of E at P ). In this section we show that the G-module structure of the torsion modules we are interested in can be recovered by the knowledge, for finitely many primes P of N, of the I_P - module structure of a certain torsion I_P -module. More precisely, if Ram(N/E) denotes the set of primes of O_E which ramify in N/E, then T_{N/E} , S_{N/E} and R_{N/E} can be written as a direct sum over Ram(N/E) of torsion G-modules induced from I_P -modules, where, for each P ∈ Ram(N/E), P is any fixed prime above P . For R_{N/E} and T_{N/E} such a decomposition follows directly from Chase’s results. For instance, in the case of T_{N/E}, the corresponding I_P -module is a suitable power of the quotient T (p, Z[I_P]) = Z[I_P]/Σ_{IP} (p), where Σ_{IP} (p) = pZ[I_P] + Tr_{IP} Z[I_P] is the Swan module generated by the trace Tr_{IP} = ∑ g∈I_P g ∈ Z[IP] and the residual characteristic p of P.

However for torsion modules arising from general G-stable ideals of O_N (and in particular for S_{N/E} ), we need to introduce torsion o_{eP} [I_P ]-modules and also assume that N/E is locally abelian. Here e_P is the order of I_P (which indeed depends only on the prime P of O_E lying below P), μ_{eP} is the group of e_P th roots of unity in Q and o_{eP} is the ring of integers of Q(μ_{eP} ). These o_{eP} [I_P ]- modules can be considered as analogues of T (p, Z[I_P]) and they also give a decomposition for R_{N/E} , which is slightly different from that of Chase and will be needed in the proof of Theorem 1. To stress their similarity with T (p, Z[I_P]), we shall denote by R_{χP} (p, o_{eP} [I_P ]) and S_{χP} (p, o_{eP} [I_P ]) those which correspond to R_{N/E} and S_{N/E} , respectively (see (13) and (12) for a precise definition). Here χ_P is an injective character of I_P and p is a prime above p in o_{eP} .

We now state the main result of this section whose proof will be given in §2.3.2.

Theorem 2.1. For every P ∈ Ram(N/E), choose a prime P of N above P . Then, with the notation introduced above, there is an isomorphism of Z[G]- modules T_{N/E} ∼= ⨁ P ∈Ram(N/E) ( Z[G] ⊗_{Z[IP]} T (p, Z[I_P]) )_{⊕[OE /P : Fp ]} .

Furthermore, for every choice of injective characters χ_P : I_P → Q^× for every prime P as above, one can find primes p ⊂ o_{eP} and injections o_{eP} /p → O_N /P such that there is an isomorphism of Z[G]-modules R_{N/E} ∼= ⨁ P ∈Ram(N/E) ( Z[G] ⊗_{Z[IP]} R_{χP} (p, o_{eP} [I_P ]) )_{⊕[G:DP ][ON /P : oeP /p]}

Assume moreover that N/E is locally abelian. Then the injections o_{eP} /p → O_N /P factor through O_E /P → O_N /P and there is an isomorphism of Z[G]- modules S_{N/E} ∼= ⨁ P ∈Ram(N/E) ( Z[G] ⊗_{Z[IP]} S_{χP} (p, o_{eP} [I_P ]) )_{⊕[OE /P : oeP /p]} . In Section 2.4 we will see how the above theorem, together with Theorem 1, can be used to prove Theorem 2. More precisely, we show that the torsion G-modules (resp. I_P -modules) appearing in Theorem 2.1 are Gcohomologically trivial (resp. I_P -cohomologically trivial) and therefore define classes in Cl(Z[G]) (resp. Cl(Z[I_P])). Thus the isomorphisms of Theorem 2.1 can be translated into equalities of classes in Cl(Z[G]), which in turn will give directly Theorem 2, assuming Theorem 1.

2.1 The torsion module R_{N/E}

The results of this subsection are due to Chase [5].

2.1.1. We shall first recall the definition of R_{N/E} in a wider context. Let Γ be a finite group and let K/k be a Γ-Galois extension of either global or local fields. If X and Y are sets, we denote by Map(X, Y ) the set of mappings from X to Y . Consider the bijection

ψ_{K/k} : K ⊗_k K → Map(Γ, K) (3)

defined by ψ_{K/k}(x ⊗ y)(γ) = xγ(y) for x, y ∈ K and γ ∈ Γ. Now K ⊗_k K is a K[Γ]-module with K acting on the left factor, Γ on the right and Map(Γ, K) is a K[Γ]-module with K acting pointwise and Γ acting by (γu)(γ^′) = u(γ^′γ) for all γ, γ^′ ∈ Γ, u ∈ Map(Γ, K). These structures make ψ_{K/k} an isomorphism of K[Γ]-modules. Restricting ψ_{K/k} to the subring O_K ⊗_{Ok} O_K ⊂ K ⊗_k K yields an O_K [Γ]-modules injection

ψ_{K/k} : O_K ⊗_{Ok} O_K → Map(Γ, O_K )

whose cokernel

R_{K/k} = Map(Γ, O_K )/ψ_{K/k}(O_K ⊗_{Ok} O_K ) is a torsion Γ-module. We refer the reader to [5, Sections 2, 3, 4] and [15, Note 6 to Chapter III] for more details on R_{K/k}.

We now come back to the notation of the beginning of this section, in particular N/E is a tame G-Galois extension of number fields. Recall also that for every P ∈ Ram(N/E), we fix a prime P of N above P .

Proposition 2.2. There is an isomorphism of O_E [G]-modules R_{N/E} ∼= ⨁ P ∈Ram(N/E) ( Z[G] ⊗_{Z[DP]} R_{NP /EP} )_{⊕[G:DP ]} . Proof. See [5, Corollary 3.11].

2.1.2. Proposition 2.2 shows that we can focus on the local setting. Therefore in this subsection we shall put ourselves in the following situation (which will appear again at later stages of this paper). We fix a rational prime p and a tamely ramified Galois extension K/k of p-adic fields inside a fixed algebraic closure Q_p of Q_p . We denote by Γ the Galois group of K/k. Let Δ ⊆ Γ be the inertia subgroup of K/k, which is cyclic of order denoted by e, and set F = K^Δ. As usual, O_K , O_F and O_k denote the rings of integers of K, F and k, respectively, and we shall denote by P_K , P_F and P_k the corresponding maximal ideals.

The following result shows that we can in fact focus on totally and tamely ramified local extensions.

Proposition 2.3. There is an isomorphism of O_K [Γ]-modules R_{K/k} ∼= Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} R_{K/F} . Proof. See [5, Corollary 3.8].

By standard theory F contains the group of eth roots of unity μ_{e,p} ⊆ Q_p, and we can choose a uniformizer π_K of K such that π^e_K ∈ F (thus π^e_K is a uniformizer of F ). Consider the map χ_{K/F} : Δ → μ_{e,p} defined by χ_{K/F} (δ) = δ(π_K ) π_K . Since K/F is totally ramified, any unit u ∈ O^×_K such that u^e ∈ F lies in F , hence χ_{K/F} does not depend on the choice of a uniformizer π_K as above. It easily follows that χ_{K/F} is a group homomorphism, hence an isomorphism comparing cardinals: #Δ = e = #μ_{e,p} (see also [26, Chapitre IV, Propositions 6(a) and 7]).

Remark 2.4. Note that Δ (resp. μ_{e,p}) is a Γ/Δ-module with the conjugation (resp. Galois) action. Then χ_{K/F} is in fact an isomorphism of Γ/Δ-modules. To prove this, it is enough to verify that, for every γ ∈ Γ and δ ∈ Δ, we have χ_{K/F} (γδγ^{−1}) = γ(χ_{K/F} (δ)). But indeed, if π_K is as above, we have χ_{K/F} (γδγ^{−1}) = γδγ^{−1}(π_K ) π_K = γ ( δγ^{−1}(π_K ) γ^{−1}(π_K ) ) = γ(χ_{K/F} (δ)) since γ^{−1}(π_K ) is a uniformizer of K whose eth power belongs to F . Hence χ_{K/F} is a Γ-isomorphism and we deduce in particular that, if Γ is abelian, then μ_{e,p} ⊂ k. The reverse implication is also true: if μ_{e,p} ⊂ k, then Γ acts trivially on Δ. This implies that Γ is abelian, since Γ = ⟨γ, Δ⟩ for any γ ∈ Γ whose image in Γ/Δ generates Γ/Δ (which is a cyclic group).

If M is an O_K -module, we let M(χ^i_{K/F} ) denote the O_K [Δ]-module which is M as an O_K -module and has Δ-action defined by δ · m = χ^i_{K/F} (δ)m.

We now show that the Δ-module R_{K/F} can be decomposed in smaller pieces.

Proposition 2.5. The action of O_F on R_{K/F} factors through O_F /P_F and there is an isomorphism of O_F /P_F [Δ]-modules R_{K/F} ∼= e−1⨁ i=1 (P^i_K /P^{i+1}_K )^{⊕i}.

Proof. We start from Chase’s decomposition [5, Theorem 2.8] which, in our notation, is an isomorphism of O_K [Δ]-modules: R_{K/F} ∼= e−1⨁ i=1 (O_K /P^i_K )(χ^i_{K/F} ) . Note that, for 0 ≤ i ≤ e, O_K /P^i_K is an O_F /P_F -module, since P_F O_K = P^e_K ⊆ P^i_K and hence the action of O_F on O_K /P^i_K factors through P_F . From its definition R_{K/F} is an O_F -module, hence an O_F /P_F -module by the above isomorphism, which is thus an isomorphism of O_F /P_F [Δ]-modules. In what follows we shall be mainly concerned with O_F /P_F [Δ]-module structures (although some of the assertions hold true in the category of O_K [Δ]-modules).

Observe that the O_F /P_F [Δ]-module (O_K /P^i_K )(χ^i_{K/F} ) has the filtration {(P^j_K /P^i_K )(χ^i_{K/F} )}^i_{j=0} whose corresponding subquotients are (P^j_K /P^{j+1}_K )(χ^i_{K/F} ) for j = 0, . . . , i − 1. It is clear that multiplication by the jth power of any uniformizer of K induces an O_F /P_F -isomorphism O_K /P_K ∼= P^j_K /P^{j+1}_K and hence an O_F /P_F [Δ]-isomorphism (O_K /P_K )(χ^i_{K/F} ) ∼= (P^j_K /P^{j+1}_K )(χ^i_{K/F} ). Therefore using the semisimplicity of O_F /P_F [Δ], we get

(O_K /P^i_K )(χ^i_{K/F} ) ∼= i−1⨁ j=0 (O_K /P_K )(χ^i_{K/F} ) = (O_K /P_K )(χ^i_{K/F} )^{⊕i}.

Note that the Galois action of Δ on P^i_K /P^{i+1}_K coincides with the action given by multiplication by χ^i_{K/F} since

δ[π^i_K x] = [δ(π^i_K x)] = [χ_{K/F} (δ)^iπ^i_K δ(x)] = [χ_{K/F} (δ)^iπ^i_K x] (4)

where, for y ∈ P^i_K , we let [y] denote the class of y in P^i_K /P^{i+1}_K (the last equality of (4) follows from the fact that Δ acts trivially on O_K /P_K = O_F /P_F ). Thus both P^i_K /P^{i+1}_K and (O_K /P_K )(χ^i_{K/F} ) are O_F /P_F -vector spaces of dimension 1 on which Δ acts by multiplication by χ^i_{K/F} . Therefore

(O_K /P^i_K )(χ^i_{K/F} ) ∼= (P^i_K /P^{i+1}_K )^{⊕i}

as O_F /P_F [Δ]-modules.

2.2 Torsion modules arising from ideals

2.2.1. We keep the notation of the beginning of this section. Let I ⊂ O_N be a G-invariant ideal. We will show that the G-module structure of O_N /I and I^{−1}/O_N is of local nature. We denote by Div(I) the (finite) set of primes of E dividing I and, for every P ∈ Div(I) we fix a prime P of N above P .

Proposition 2.6. Let I ⊂ O_N be a G-invariant ideal. For every prime P ∈ Div(I), let n_P be the valuation of I at any prime of O_N above P . Then there are isomorphisms of O_E [G]-modules O_N /I ∼= ⨁ P ∈Div(I) Z[G] ⊗_{Z[DP]} (O_{NP} /P^{nP} O_{NP} ) I^{−1}/O_N ∼= ⨁ P ∈Div(I) Z[G] ⊗_{Z[DP]} ( P^{−nP} O_{NP} /O_{NP} ) .

Proof. We begin by proving the first isomorphism. Since I is G-invariant, we can write I = ∏ P ∈Div(I) ∏ P|P P^{nP} . The Chinese remainder theorem gives an O_N isomorphism O_N /I ∼= ⨁ P ∈Div(I) O_N / ( ∏ P|P P^{nP} ), (5)

which is indeed also one of O_E [G]-modules. In a similar way we also get an isomorphism of O_E -modules O_N / ( ∏ P|P P^{nP} ) ∼= ∏ P|P (O_N /P^{nP} )

for every P ∈ Div(I). The above isomorphism is easily seen to be G-invariant, once the right-hand side is given a G-module structure by

(g · (x_P ))_{P0} = g(x_g−1_{(P0 )})

for every g ∈ G, (x_P ) ∈ ∏ P|P (O_N /P^{−nP} ) and P_0 | P . A standard argument shows that, for any prime P_0 above P , we have ∏ P|P (O_N /P^{nP} ) ∼= Map_{DP0} (G, O_N /P^{nP}_0 ) ∼= Z[G] ⊗_{Z[DP0]} O_N /P^{nP}_0 (6)

as O_N -modules and O_E [G]-modules. Note also that, for every n ∈ N and every P | P , the inclusion N → N_P induces an isomorphism O_N /P^{nP} ∼= O_{NP} /P^{nP} O_{NP} of O_E [D_P ]-modules. This shows the first isomorphism of the lemma.

The proof of the second isomorphism follows the same pattern, once one has the following analogue of the Chinese remainder theorem.

Lemma 2.7. Let J_1, J_2 ⊂ O_N be ideals with J_1 + J_2 = O_N . Then there is an isomorphism of O_N -modules

(J_1J_2)^{−1}/O_N^∼−→ (J_1)^{−1}/O_N × J^{−1}_2 /O_N .

Proof. We claim that the inclusions J^{−1}_1 → (J_1J_2)^{−1} and J^{−1}_2 → (J_1J_2)^{−1} induce O_N -isomorphisms

τ_1 : J^{−1}_1 /O_N → (J_1J_2)^{−1}/J^{−1}_2 and τ_2 : J^{−1}_2 /O_N → (J_1J_2)^{−1}/J^{−1}_1 (7) and, analogously, the natural projections (J_1J_2)^{−1}/O_N → (J_1J_2)^{−1}/J^{−1}_1 and (J_1J_2)^{−1}/O_N → (J_1J_2)^{−1}/J^{−1}_2 induce an O_N -isomorphism

τ : (J_1J_2)^{−1}/O_N → (J_1J_2)^{−1}/J^{−1}_1 × (J_1J_2)^{−1}/J^{−1}_2 . (8)

Write 1 = j_1 + j_2 with j_1 ∈ J_1 and j_2 ∈ J_2. To show that τ_1, τ_2 and τ are injective, we only need to show that J^{−1}_1 ∩ J^{−1}_2 ⊆ O_N (the reverse inclusion being obvious). If j ∈ J^{−1}_1 ∩ J^{−1}_2 , then j = 1 · j = j_1j + j_2j and both j_1j and j_2j belong to O_N . This shows that τ_1, τ_2 and τ are injective.

To prove the surjectivity of τ_1, let j ∈ (J_1J_2)^{−1}. Then j_1j ∈ J^{−1}_2 and hence j − j_1j belongs to the class of j in (J_1J_2)^{−1}/J^{−1}_2 . On the other hand j − j_1j = j_2j ∈ J^{−1}_1 , which shows that τ_1 is surjective and the surjectivity of τ_2 follows by a similar argument.

As for the surjectivity of τ, take y, z ∈ (J_1J_2)^{−1}. One easily sees that x = yj_1 + zj_2 belongs to (J_1J_2)^{−1} and

x ≡ yj_1 ≡ y − yj_2 ≡ y mod J^{−1}_1 and x ≡ zj_2 ≡ z − zj_1 ≡ z mod J^{−1}_2 .

This shows that τ is surjective and complete the proof of our claim.

The lemma then follows since

(τ_1 × τ_2)^{−1} ∘ τ : (J_1J_2)^{−1}/O_N → (J_1)^{−1}/O_N × J^{−1}_2 /O_N (9)

is an O_N -isomorphism.

Observe also that, if J_1 and J_2 moreover are G-stable ideals, then the isomorphism (9) is also an isomorphism of O_E [G]-modules.

2.2.2. Proposition 2.6 allows us to focus on local extensions. We put ourselves in the local setting of §2.1.2. In particular, K/k is a Γ-extension of p-adic fields and F is the subfield of K which is fixed by the inertia group Δ.

We begin by considering the local analogue ψ_{K/k} of the isomorphism introduced in (3), namely ψ_{K/k} : K ⊗_k K → Map(Γ, K) sends x ⊗ y to γ → xγ(y). We give K ⊗_k K its natural (Γ × Γ)-module structure: (γ, γ^′)(x ⊗ y) = γ(x) ⊗ γ^′(y). Then ψ_{K/k} is an isomorphism of (Γ × Γ)-modules if we let (Γ × Γ) act on Map(Γ, K) by ( (γ, γ^′)u ) (η) = γ ( u(γ^{−1}ηγ^′) ) , for all u ∈ Map(Γ, K), γ, γ^′, η ∈ Γ. Note that the action of the subgroup 1 × Γ of Γ × Γ is the same as that introduced below (3), once 1 × Γ is identified with Γ. We define Map(Γ, K)^Δ = Map(Γ, K)^{Δ×1} to be the set of invariant maps under the action of the subgroup Δ × 1 of Γ × Γ. More explicitely, Map(Γ, K)^Δ is the set of maps u : Γ → K such that δ(u(η)) = u(δη) for all δ ∈ Δ, η ∈ Γ. We may view Map(Γ, K)^Δ as an F -algebra with the pointwise operations and as a Γ-module where Γ acts as 1 × Γ. Then there is an isomorphism of both F -algebras and F [Γ]-modules: Map(Γ, K)^{Δ ∼}−→ Q[Γ] ⊗_{Q[Δ]} K , u −→ ∑ γ∈Γ γ^{−1} ⊗ u(γ) (10) where Q[Γ] ⊗_{Q[Δ]} K is the tensor product over Q[Δ] of the right Q[Δ]-module Q[Γ] with the left Q[Δ]-module K. This tensor product is given the structure of a Γ-module via its left-hand factor and the structure of an F -algebra via its right-hand factor.

The isomorphism ψ_{K/k} introduced above yields an isomorphism of both F -algebras and F [Γ]-modules:

ψ_{K/k} : F ⊗_k K → Map(Γ, K)^Δ

(here F ⊗_k K is considered an F -algebra via its left factor and as a Γ-module via its right factor). Composing with the isomorphism in (10), we get an isomorphism ψ̃_{K/k} : F ⊗_k K^∼−→ Q[Γ] ⊗_{Q[Δ]} K .

Note that Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} O_K is the maximal order of Q[Γ] ⊗_{Q[Δ]} K and, using that F/k is unramified, it is not difficult to show that O_F ⊗_{Ok} O_K is the maximal O_F -order of F ⊗_k K (see [5, p. 214]). Therefore ψ̃_{K/k} induces the following isomorphism of rings and O_F [Γ]-modules:

O_F ⊗_{Ok} O_K ∼= Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} O_K .

Lemma 2.8. For every n ∈ N, the homomorphism ψ̃_{K/k} induces isomorphisms of O_F [Γ]-modules

O_F ⊗_{Ok} O_K /P^n_K ∼= Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} O_K /P^n_K ; O_F ⊗_{Ok} P^{−n}_K /O_K ∼= Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} P^{−n}_K /O_K . Proof. Consider the following commutative diagram of O_F [Γ]-modules

0 // O_F ⊗_{Ok} P^n_K ψ̃_{K/k} fflffl

// O_F ⊗_{Ok} O_K ψ̃_{K/k} fflffl

// O_F ⊗_{Ok} O_K /P^n_K

fflffl

// 0

0 // Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} P^n_K // Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} O_K // Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} O_K /P^n_K // 0

It has exact rows since O_F (resp. Z[Γ]) is a flat O_k-module (resp. Z[Δ]- module), being free. The central vertical arrow is an isomorphism, as remarked above. In particular, the right-hand vertical arrow is surjective. But one easily verifies that

# (O_F ⊗_{Ok} O_K /P^n_K ) = (#O_K /P^n_K )^{[F :k]} = (#O_K /P^n_K )^{[Γ:Δ]} = # ( Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} O_K /P^n_K ) . Therefore the right-hand vertical arrow is an isomorphism and so is the lefthand one by the snake lemma. This proves the first isomorphism of the lemma.

The proof of the second isomorphism is similar: consider the following commutative diagram of O_F [Γ]-modules with exact rows

0 // O_F ⊗_{Ok} O_K ψ̃_{K/k} fflffl

// O_F ⊗_{Ok} P^{−n}_K ψ̃_{K/k} fflffl

// O_F ⊗_{Ok} P^{−n}_K /O_K

fflffl

// 0

0 // Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} O_K // Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} P^{−n}_K // Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} P^{−n}_K /O_K // 0

The left-hand vertical arrow is an isomorphism. Therefore it suffices to prove that the central arrow is injective (one then conclude using a cardinality argument as above). For that purpose, it is enough to show that the map O_F ⊗_{Ok} P^{−n}_K → F ⊗_k K is injective, thanks to the following commutative diagram of O_F [Γ]-modules O_F ⊗_{Ok} P^{−n}_K −−−−→ F ⊗_k K ψ̃_{K/k} ~_{ψK/k} Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} P^{−n}_K −−−−→ Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} K whose right-hand arrow is an isomorphism. Note that F ⊗_k K is the localization of the O_k-module O_F ⊗_{Ok} P^{−n}_K at the multiplicative set k^×. The map O_F ⊗_{Ok} P^{−n}_K → F ⊗_k K is then injective because O_F ⊗_{Ok} P^{−n}_K is a torsion free O_kmodule.

The above lemma is somehow unsatisfactory, if compared for example with Proposition 2.3, because it says that the Γ-modules O_K /P^n_K and P^{−n}_K /O_K are induced from some Δ-module only after tensoring with O_F . In the next subsection, introducing torsion Δ-modules coming from global cyclotomic fields, we will get rid of this scalar extension, at least when K/k is abelian.

The following proposition (which may be considered as a generalization of [5, Lemma 1.4]), shows that the Δ-modules O_K /P^n_K and P^{−n}_K /O_K break up in smaller pieces as in Proposition 2.5. Recall that e is the order of Δ.

Proposition 2.9. For every n ∈ Z with 0 ≤ n ≤ e, the action of O_F on O_K /P^n_K and P^{−n}_K /O_K factors through an action of O_F /P_F and we have O_K /P^n_K ∼= n−1⨁ i=0 P^i_K /P^{i+1}_K

P^{−n}_K /O_K ∼= n⨁ i=1 P^{e−i}_K /P^{e−i+1}_K as O_F /P_F [Δ]-modules.

Proof. Both O_K /P^n_K and P^{−n}_K /O_K are O_F /P_F [Δ]-modules (see the proof of Proposition 2.5) and have the filtrations {P^i_K /P^n_K }^n_{i=0} and {P^{−i}_K /O_K }^n_{i=0}, respectively. Since O_F /P_F [Δ] is semisimple, we have O_K /P^n_K ∼= n−1⨁ i=0 P^i_K /P^{i+1}_K and P^{−n}_K /O_K ∼= n⨁ i=1 P^{−i}_K /P^{−i+1}_K as O_F /P_F [Δ]-modules. This yields the first isomorphism. Furthermore multiplication by the eth power of any uniformizer of K induces a O_F /P_F [Δ]- isomorphism P^{−i}_K /P^{−i+1}_K ∼= P^{e−i}_K /P^{e−i+1}_K . We thus get the second isomorphism.

Remark 2.10. We add a comment on the hypothesis on n in the above proposition. If n > e, then O_K /P^n_K is not a semisimple O_F [Δ]-module. For, suppose the contrary: then we would have an isomorphism of O_F [Δ]-modules O_K /P^n_K ∼= n−1⨁ i=0 P^i_K /P^{i+1}_K by the same arguments as in the proof of Proposition 2.9. But this implies in particular that O_K /P^n_K is an O_F /P_F -module, which is clearly not the case since n > e. However Proposition 2.9 will be useful in computing the class of O_K /P^n_K in Cl(Z[Γ]) (in the sense of Section 2.4) for arbitrary n ∈ N, thanks to Proposition 2.17.

2.3 Switch to a global cyclotomic field

In this subsection we will perform a further reduction, relating the modules O_K /P^n_K , P^{−n}_K /O_K and R_{K/F} to new torsion Galois modules, associated to the ring of integers of a certain cyclotomic field.

Recall that Δ is cyclic of order e. As in the Introduction μ_e denotes the group of eth roots of unity in Q and o is the ring of integers of Q(μ_e ). Let χ : Δ → μ_e be a character of Δ. For any o-module M, we shall consider the o[Δ]-module M(χ) whose underlying o-module is M and Δ acts as δ · m = χ(δ)m. We shall be mainly concerned with the case where M is the residue field κ_p = o/p of a prime p ⊂ o not dividing e.

2.3.1. We now explain the relation between the modules introduced above with those of the previous subsections. We come back to the setting of §2.1.2: in particular K/F is a Δ-Galois extension of p-adic fields which is totally and tamely ramified of degree e.

Lemma 2.11. If χ : Δ → μ_e is injective, then there exists an embedding ι : Q → Q_p such that ι ∘ χ = χ_{K/F} .

Proof. We first define ι : Q(μ_e ) → Q_p by setting ι(χ(δ)) = χ_{K/F} (δ) for every δ ∈ Δ. Note that this indeed defines an injective field homomorphism, since χ and χ_{K/F} are actually isomorphisms. Then we can extend ι to an embedding Q → Q_p in infinitely many ways and any of these extensions satisfies the requirements of the lemma.

We now fix an injective character χ : Δ → μ_e and an embedding ι : Q → Q_p such that ι ∘ χ = χ_{K/F} . Note that ι(o) ⊆ O_F (since μ_{e,p} ⊂ F ) and therefore we can view any O_F -module as a o-module via ι.

Proposition 2.12. Let p ⊂ o be the prime ideal above p such that ι(p) ⊂ P_F . For every natural integer i and every uniformizer π_K of K, we have an isomorphism of O_F [Δ]-modules:

P^i_K /P^{i+1}_K ∼= κ_p(χ^i) ⊗_{κp} O_F /P_F ,

where the right-hand side of the above isomorphism is an O_F /P_F -module via its right factor and a Δ-module via its left factor.

Proof. We identify O_F /P_F with O_K /P_K via the inclusion O_F ⊂ O_K . Then sending [π^i_K x] ∈ P^i_K /P^{i+1}_K to [1] ⊗ [x] ∈ κ_p(χ^i) ⊗_{κp} O_F /P_F clearly gives a O_F -isomorphism between P^i_K /P^{i+1}_K and κ_p(χ^i) ⊗_{κp} O_F /P_F . By (4), Δ acts as multiplication by χ^i_{K/F} on P^i_K /P^{i+1}_K and therefore δ · [π^i_K x] maps to

[1]⊗[(χ^i_{K/F} )(δ) x] = [1]⊗ιχ^i(δ)[x] = χ^i(δ)[1]⊗[x] = (δ·[1])⊗[x] = δ·([1]⊗[x]) .

We are ready for the main application of the torsion o[Δ]-modules we have introduced. They allow us to write the Γ-modules O_K /P^n_K and P^{−n}_K /O_K as induced from some Δ-modules, at least if K/k is abelian.

Proposition 2.13. Let p ⊂ o be the prime ideal above p such that ι(p) ⊂ P_F . Assume that K/k is abelian and let 0 ≤ n ≤ e be an integer. Then ι induces an inclusion κ_p → O_k/P_k (hence O_k/P_k is a κ_p-module via ι) and there are isomorphisms of O_k/P_k[Γ]-modules O_K /P^n_K ∼= O_k/P_k ⊗_{κp} ( Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} (^{n−1}⨁ i=0 κ_p(χ^i) )) ,

P^{−n}_K /O_K ∼= O_k/P_k ⊗_{κp} ( Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} (^n⨁ i=1 κ_p(χ^{e−i}) )) , where the right-hand sides of the above isomorphisms are O_k/P_k-modules via their left factors and Γ-modules via their right factors.

Proof. We prove the first isomorphism, the proof of the second is similar. Our proof is inspired by that of [5, Theorem 1.7]. Using Lemma 2.8, Propositions 2.9 and 2.12, we get O_F /P_F ⊗_{Ok/Pk} O_K /P^n_K ∼= Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} O_K /P^n_K ∼= Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} (^{n−1}⨁ i=0 P^i_K /P^{i+1}_K )

∼= Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} ((^{n−1}⨁ i=0 κ_p(χ^i) ) ⊗_{κp} O_F /P_F ) . Observe now that, since K/k is abelian, we have μ_{e,p} ⊂ k by Remark 2.4 and hence ι(o) ⊂ O_k. In particular we can write the above isomorphism as O_F /P_F ⊗_{Ok/Pk} O_K /P^n_K ∼= (( Z[Γ]⊗_{Z[Δ]} (^{n−1}⨁ i=0 κ_p(χ^i) )) ⊗_{κp} O_k/P_k ) ⊗_{Ok/Pk} O_F /P_F . Since the above are isomorphisms of O_F /P_F [Γ]-modules of finite length, we can apply the Krull-Schmidt theorem to conclude (see [8, §6, Exercise 2]).

Remark 2.14. If K/k is unramified, then Proposition 2.13 simply asserts that O_K /P_K and P^{−1}_K /O_K are free O_k/P_k[Γ]-modules (which is well-known and can be proved directly). In fact, if K/k is unramified, then of course it is abelian (even cyclic) and Δ is trivial. In particular e = 1, χ is trivial and κ_p = F_p . Then, by Proposition 2.13, we get O_K /P_K ∼= O_k/P_k ⊗_{Fp} ( Z[Γ] ⊗_Z F_p ) ∼= O_k/P_k[Γ]; P^{−1}_K /O_K ∼= O_k/P_k ⊗_{κp} ( Z[Γ] ⊗_Z F_p ) ∼= O_k/P_k[Γ]. as O_k/P_k[Γ]-modules.

In view of Proposition 2.13 and since we are mainly interested in T_{K/k}, S_{K/k} and R_{K/k} we introduce the following notation for any prime p ⊂ o not dividing e:

T_χ(p, o[Δ]) = e−1⨁ i=1 κ_p(χ^i) , (11)

S_χ(p, o[Δ]) = e−1⨁ i=^{e+1}_2

κ_p(χ^i) , (12)

R_χ(p, o[Δ]) = e−1⨁ i=1 κ_p(χ^i)^{⊕i} . (13)

For S_χ(p, o[Δ]) to be defined, e is required to be odd, an assumption that will always be implicit when needed.

Remark 2.15. There is a link between T_χ(p, o[Δ]) and the Swan module Σ_Δ(p) = pZ[Δ] + Tr_ΔZ[Δ], where Δ = ⟨δ⟩, Tr_Δ = ∑_{e−1} i=0 δ^i ∈ Z[Δ] and p is the residual characteristic of p. Using the decomposition of κ_p[Δ] given by primitive idempotents, one easily gets that

κ_p[Δ] ∼= e−1⨁ i=0 κ_p(χ^i) (14)

as o[Δ]-modules. It follows that

κ_p[Δ]/⟨Tr_Δ⟩ = T_χ(p, o[Δ]) .

This already shows that T_χ(p, o[Δ]) is independent of the injective character χ. Further, since

T (p, Z[Δ]) = Z[Δ]/Σ_Δ(p) = F_p [Δ]/⟨Tr_Δ⟩ ,

we get T_χ(p, o[Δ]) = T (p, Z[Δ]) ⊗_{Fp} κ_p .

The above isomorphism can be used to eliminate the hypothesis K/k abelian, at least for T_{K/k} = P^{1−e}_K /O_K . Choosing p as in Proposition 2.13 and arguing as in the proof of that proposition, we get O_F /P_F ⊗_{Ok/Pk} T_{K/k} ∼= Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} ( O_F /P_F ⊗_{κp} T_χ(p, o[Δ]) ) ∼= Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} (O_F /P_F ⊗_{Fp} T (p, Z[Δ])) ∼= O_F /P_F ⊗_{Fp} (Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} T (p, Z[Δ])) ∼= O_F /P_F ⊗_{Ok/Pk} O_k/P_k ⊗_{Fp} (Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} T (p, Z[Δ])) . Then, as in the proof of Proposition 2.13, by the Krull-Schmidt theorem we get T_{K/k} ∼= O_k/P_k ⊗_{Fp} ( Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} T (p, Z[Δ]) ) as O_k/P_k[Γ]-modules.

2.3.2. We now collect the results obtained so far to complete our reduction step. We recall the setting described at the beginning of this section. Let N/E be a tame G-Galois extension of number fields. For any prime P of O_E we fix a prime P ⊆ O_N dividing P . Let D_P (resp. I_P ) denote the decomposition group (resp. the inertia subgroup) of P in G. Then the cardinality of I_P only depends on P and we denote it by e_P . Using Lemma 2.11, we fix an injective character χ_P : I_P → Q^× and an embedding ι_P : Q → Q_p (where p is the rational prime below P and Q_p is an algebraic closure of Q_p containing the completion N_P of N at P), such that ι_P ∘ χ_P = χ_{NP /FP} where F_P = N^{IP}_P . These choices determine a prime ideal p in the ring of integers o_{eP} of Q(μ_{eP} ) ⊂ Q (where e_P = #I_P ) satisfying ι_P (p) ⊆ PO_{NP} . Moreover O_{FP} is an o_{eP} -module via ι_P . Recall that Ram(N/E) is the set of primes of E that ramify in N/E.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Using Proposition 2.6 and Remark 2.15: T_{N/E} ∼= ⨁ P ∈Ram(N/E) Z[G] ⊗_{Z[DP]} T_{NP /EP} ∼= ⨁ P ∈Ram(N/E) Z[G] ⊗_{Z[DP]} ( Z[D_P] ⊗_{Z[IP]} T (p, Z[I_P]) )_{⊕[OE /P :Fp ]}

as Z[G]-modules.

By Propositions 2.2, 2.3, 2.5 and 2.12 and with the choices of χ_P and ι_P described above, we have isomorphisms of Z[G]-modules: R_{N/E} ∼= ⨁ P ∈Ram(N/E) ( Z[G] ⊗_{Z[DP]} R_{NP /EP} )_{⊕[G:DP ]}

∼= ⨁ P ∈Ram(N/E) ( Z[G] ⊗_{Z[DP]} ( Z[D_P] ⊗_{Z[IP]} R_{χP} (p, o_{eP} [I_P ]) ))_{⊕[G:DP ][ON /P:oeP /p]} .

Suppose now that N/E is locally abelian. Then E_P contains the e_P th roots of unity in Q_p (as explained in Remark 2.4) and therefore ι_P induces an inclusion o_{eP} /p → O_{EP} /P O_{EP} ∼= O_E /P . Moreover using Propositions 2.6 and 2.13 we have isomorphisms of Z[G]-modules: S_{N/E} ∼= ⨁ P ∈Ram(N/E) Z[G] ⊗_{Z[DP]} S_{NP /EP} ∼= ⨁ P ∈Ram(N/E) Z[G] ⊗_{Z[DP]} ( Z[D_P] ⊗_{Z[IP]} S_{χP} (p, o_{eP} [I_P ]) )_{⊕[OE /P :oeP /p]} .

For torsion modules arising from general G-stable ideals we no more have isomorphisms as in Theorem 2.1 but still equalities of classes in Cl(Z[G]), in the sense we shall now explain.

2.4 Classes of cohomologically trivial modules

2.4.1. In this subsection G is an arbitrary finite group (we do not need it to be the Galois group of a particular extension of number fields). We will interpret the results we have obtained so far in terms of classes in the locally free class group. Recall that a G-module M is G-cohomologically trivial if, for every i ∈ Z and every subgroup G^′ < G, the Tate cohomology group Ĥ^i(G^′, M) is trivial. If A is the ring of integers of a number field, let Cl(A[G]) be the locally free class group of A[G] (see [15, I, §2] for locally free modules and the locally free class group).

Lemma 2.16. Let A be the ring of integers of a number field. Let M be a finitely generated A[G]-module.

(i) M is A[G]-projective if and only if it is A[G]-locally free.

(ii) M is G-cohomologically trivial if and only if there exists an A[G]-resolution 0 → P_1 → P_0 → M → 0 of M with P_0 and P_1 locally free. In this case the class (P_0)^{−1}(P_1) in Cl(A[G]) is independent of the chosen locally free resolution of M and will be denoted by (M)_{A[G]}.

(iii) If G is a subgroup of a finite group G̃ and M is G-cohomologically trivial, then M ⊗_{A[G]} A[G̃] is G̃-cohomologically trivial and

(M ⊗_{A[G]} A[G̃])_{A[G̃]} = Ind^{G̃} ( (M)_{A[G]} )

where Ind^{G̃} : Cl(A[G]) → Cl(A[G̃]) is the map which sends the class (P )_{A[G]} ∈ Cl(A[G]) of a locally free A[G]-module P to the class (P ⊗_{A[G]} A[G̃]) ∈ Cl(A[G̃]).

Proof. For (i) and the first assertion of (ii) see for example [6, Proposition 4.1] ((i) is a classical result of Swan). The last assertion of (ii) follows immediately from Schanuel’s lemma.

To prove (iii), suppose that M is G-cohomologically trivial. Then, by (i) and (ii), there exists exact sequence of A[G]-modules

0 → P_1 → P_0 → M → 0

with P_0, P_1 projective. Observe that A[G̃] is a free A[G]-module. In particular the functor − ⊗_{A[G]} A[G̃] from the category of A[G]-modules to that of A[G̃]- modules is exact and we get an exact sequence of A[G̃]-modules

0 → P_1 ⊗_{A[G]} A[G̃] → P_0 ⊗_{A[G]} A[G̃] → M ⊗_{A[G]} A[G̃] → 0. (15)

Note that, for i = 0, 1, P_i ⊗_{A[G]} A[G̃] is A[G̃]-projective since P_i is A[G]- projective (this can be easily seen using the characterization of projective modules as direct summand of free modules). In particular, the exact sequence (15) implies that M ⊗_{A[G]} A[G̃] is G̃-cohomologically trivial by (i) and (ii). Moreover we have

(M ⊗_{A[G]} A[G̃])_{A[G̃]} = (P_0 ⊗_{A[G]} A[G̃])^{−1}(P_1 ⊗_{A[G]} A[G̃])

= Ind^{G̃} ( (P_0)_{A[G]} )_{−1} Ind^{G̃} ( (P_1)_{A[G]} ) = Ind^{G̃} ( (P_0)^{−1}_{A[G]}(P_1)_{A[G]} ) = Ind^{G̃} ( (M)_{A[G]} )

in Cl(A[G̃]).

In this section we will use the above lemma when A = Z but later we will also need the case where A is the ring of integers of a cyclotomic field. If M is a finitely generated Z[G]-module which is cohomologically trivial, we will denote (M)_{Z[G]} ∈ Cl(Z[G]) simply by (M).

2.4.2. We first put ourselves in the local setting of §2.1.2. In particular K/k is a tame Γ-Galois extension of p-adic fields with inertia subgroup Δ and F = K^Δ. Note that for every a, b ∈ Z with b ≥ a, the Z[Γ]-module P^a_K /P^b_K is Γ-cohomo-logically trivial. This follows immediately from the fact that P^a_K and P^b_K are Γ-cohomologically trivial (see [35, Theorem 2]).

Proposition 2.17. For every m, n ∈ N such that n ≡ m mod e, we have

(O_K /P^n_K ) = (O_K /P^m_K ) ∈ Cl(Z[Γ]) . (16)

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that n ≥ m and write n = m + ae for some a ∈ N. It is clear that

(O_K /P^n_K ) = (O_K /P^m_K )(P^m_K /P^n_K ) = (O_K /P^m_K ) a∏ j=1 (P^{m+(j−1)e} K /P^{m+je}_K )

in Cl(Z[Γ]). Thus we only have to prove that, for every b ∈ N, (P^b_K /P^{b+e}_K ) = 0 in Cl(Z[Γ]). Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 2.5, we observe that P^b_K /P^{b+e}_K is an O_F /P_F [Δ]-module and, since O_F /P_F [Δ] is semisimple, we have an isomorphism of O_F /P_F [Δ]-modules P^b_K /P^{b+e}_K ∼= e−1⨁ i=0 P^{b+i}_K /P^{b+i+1}_K .

As remarked in the proof of Proposition 2.5, P^{b+i}_K /P^{b+i+1}_K is an O_F /P_F -vector space of dimension 1 on which Δ acts by multiplication by χ^{b+i}_{K/F} . Thus using the decomposition of O_F /P_F [Δ] given by primitive idempotents we get e−1⨁ i=0 P^{b+i}_K /P^{b+i+1}_K ∼= O_F /P_F [Δ] ∼= O_F /P_F ⊗_{Fp} F_p [Δ] (17)

as O_F /P_F [Δ]-modules. Now it easily follows from Lemma 2.8 that O_F /P_F ⊗_{Ok/Pk} P^b_K /P^{b+e}_K ∼= Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} P^b_K /P^{b+e}_K as O_F /P_F [Γ]-modules. Therefore using (17) we get isomorphisms O_F /P_F ⊗_{Ok/Pk} P^b_K /P^{b+e}_K ∼= Z[Γ] ⊗_{Z[Δ]} ( O_F /P_F ⊗_{Fp} F_p [Δ] ) ∼= O_F /P_F ⊗_{Fp} F_p [Γ] ∼= O_F /P_F ⊗_{Ok/Pk} (O_k/P_k ⊗_{Fp} F_p [Γ]) of O_F /P_F [Γ]-modules. As in the proof of Proposition 2.13, we can apply the Krull-Schmidt theorem and deduce that P^b_K /P^{b+e}_K and O_k/P_k ⊗_{Fp} F_p [Γ] are isomorphic O_k[Γ]-modules (and hence in particular as Z[Γ]-modules). Now F_p [Γ] is a cohomologically trivial Γ-module whose class in Cl(Z[Γ]) is trivial, thanks to the Z[G]-free resolution 0 → pZ[G] → Z[G] → F_p [G] → 0. We have thus proved what we wanted.

2.4.3. We now come back to the global setting of §2.3.2. Thus N/E is a tame G-Galois extension of number fields. Note that every G-stable fractional ideal of N is Z[G]-projective (see [36, Proposition 1.3]) hence locally free by Lemma 2.16 (i). In particular, if I is a G-stable ideal of O_N , then O_N /I and I^{−1}/O_N are G-cohomologically trivial (by Lemma 2.16 (ii)). Therefore we can consider the classes (O_N /I) and (I^{−1}/O_N ) in Cl(Z[G]) and in fact

(O_N /I) = (I)(O_N )^{−1} and (I^{−1}/O_N ) = (O_N )(I^{−1})^{−1}.

Similarly, R_{N/E} defines a class in Cl(Z[G]). In fact Map(G, O_N ) is O_N [G]-free of rank 1 (hence Z[G]-free of rank [N : Q]) and O_N ⊗_{OE} O_N is O_N [G]-locally free (since O_N is O_E [G]-locally free by Noether’s theorem). Thus, in this case,

(R_{N/E} ) = (O_N ⊗_{OE} O_N ) ∈ Cl(Z[G]) .

Note also that, for every prime P of O_E and any integer i, the I_P -module (o_{eP} /p)(χ^i_P ) is cohomologically trivial. In fact, for every i ∈ Z and every subgroup I < I_P , Ĥ^i(I, (o_{eP} /p)(χ^i_P )) is annihilated by e_P (see [26, Chapitre VIII, Corollaire 1 to Proposition 3]) and p (since p annihilates (o_{eP} /p)(χ^i_P )). Since N/E is tame, we have (p, e_P ) = 1 and hence Ĥ^i(I, (o_{eP} /p)(χ^i_P )) = 0. Thanks to Lemma 2.16 (ii) this allows us to consider the class ( (o_{eP} /p)(χ^i_P ) ) ∈ Cl(Z[I_P]).

Proposition 2.18. Let I be a G-stable ideal of O_N and assume that N/E is locally abelian at P ∈ Div(I). For every prime P ∈ Div(I), fix a prime P of O_N dividing P and let n_P be the valuation of I at P (this indeed depends only on P ). For every choice of injective characters χ_P : I_P → Q^× for every prime P as above, one can find primes p ⊂ o_{eP} and injections o_{eP} /p → O_N /P such that we have equalities

(O_N /I) = ∏ P ∈Div(I) m_P −1∏

i=0 Ind^G_{IP} ( (o_{eP} /p)(χ^i_P ) )_{[OE /P :oeP /p]}

(I^{−1}/O_N ) = ∏ P ∈Div(I) m_P∏

i=1 Ind^G_{IP} ( (o_{eP} /p)(χ^{e−i}_P ) )_{[OE /P :oeP /p]}

in Cl(Z[G]), where m_P is the smallest nonnegative integer congruent to n_P modulo e_P . In particular, if I is coprime with the different of N/E, then (O_N /I) = (I^{−1}/O_N ) = 1.

Proof. We prove only one of the two displayed equalities, namely the first one, since the other follows by similar arguments. First of all note that we have an isomorphism of O_E [G]-modules O_N /I ∼= ⨁ P ∈Div(I) Z[G] ⊗_{Z[DP]} O_{NP} /P^{nP} O_{NP} (18)

by Proposition 2.6. By Propositions 2.17 and 2.13 we have (O_{NP} /P^{nP} O_{NP} ) = (O_{NP} /P^{mP} O_{NP} ) = ( Z[D_P] ⊗_{Z[IP]} (^mP^{−1}⨁ i=0 (o_{eP} /p)(χ^i_P ) ))_{[OE /P :oeP /p]} in Cl(Z[D_P]), which together with (18) and Lemma 2.16 (iii) gives the first equality of the proposition.

To prove the last assertion, note that if I is coprime with the different of N/E, then for every P | I we have I_P = 1. In particular, χ_P is trivial, e_P = 1 and o_{eP} /p = F_p (thus we are in situation similar to that of Remark 2.14). Therefore, for every i ∈ Z, using Lemma 2.16 (iii)

Ind^G_{IP} ( (o_{eP} /p)(χ^i_P ) ) = ( (o_{eP} /p)(χ^i_P ) ⊗_{Z[IP]} Z[G] ) = (F_p ⊗_Z Z[G]) = (F_p [G]).

As in the proof of Proposition 2.17, we observe that (F_p [G]) = 1, which concludes the proof of the proposition.

The above proposition can be used to prove the following interesting result. Recall that we regard O_N ⊗_{OE} O_N as a Z[G]-module with the action defined in §2.1.1, i.e. G only acts on the right-hand factor.

Proposition 2.19. We have

(O_N ⊗_{OE} O_N ) = (O_N )^{[N:E]} in Cl(Z[G]).

Proof. Set n = [N : E]. By the structure theorem for O_E -modules, we know that O_N is O_E -isomorphic to O^{⊕(n−1)}_E ⊕ J, where J is an ideal of O_E . By Chebotarev’s density theorem, we can find an ideal I of O_E belonging to the ideal class of J and such that I is coprime with the discriminant of N/E. In particular O_N is also O_E -isomorphic to O^{⊕(n−1)}_E ⊕ I and O_N ⊗_{OE} O_N ∼= ( O_E ⊗_{OE} O_N )_{⊕(n−1)} ⊕ ( I ⊗_{OE} O_N ) ∼ = O^{⊕(n−1)} N ⊕ IO_N as O_E [G]-modules (since G only acts on the right-hand term of O_N ⊗_{OE} O_N ). In particular we get

(O_N ⊗_{OE} O_N ) = (O_N )^{n−1}(IO_N ) in Cl(Z[G]). (19)

Now IO_N is of course a G-stable ideal of O_N since I is an ideal of O_E . In particular IO_N is locally free because N/E is tame (see [36, Proposition 1.3]) and O_N /IO_N is G-cohomologically trivial by Lemma 2.16 (ii). Moreover we have (IO_N ) = (O_N )(O_N /IO_N ) in Cl(Z[G]).

Note that IO_N is coprime with the different of N/E. In particular (O_N /IO_N ) = 1 by Proposition 2.18 and therefore (IO_N ) = (O_N ). Plugging this equality in (19) we get the statement of the proposition.

2.4.4. We end this section by showing how Theorem 2.1 can be used to reduce the proof of Theorem 2 to that of Theorem 1

Proof of Theorem 2 assuming Theorem 1. By Theorem 2.1 and using Lemma 2.16 (iii), we have the following equalities in Cl(Z[G]):

(R_{N/E} ) = ∏ P ∈Ram(N/E) Ind^G_{IP} ( R_{χP} (p, o_{eP} [I_P ]) )_{[G:DP ][ON /P:oeP /p]} , (T_{N/E} ) = ∏ P ∈Ram(N/E) Ind^G_{IP} ( T (p, Z[I_P]) )_{[OE /P :Fp ]} and, if N/E is locally abelian,

(S_{N/E} ) = ∏ P ∈Ram(N/E) Ind^G_{IP} ( S_{χP} (p, o_{eP} [I_P ]) )_{[OE /P :oeP /p]} .

By Theorem 1, for every prime P ∈ Ram(N/E) and every prime P | P in O_N , we have

(T (p, Z[I_P])) = (S_{χP} (p, o_{eP} [I_P ])) = (R_{χP} (p, o_{eP} [I_P ])) = 1

in Cl(Z[I_P]). Thus (T_{N/E} ) = 1 which implies (O_N ) = (C_{N/E} ). Moreover (R_{N/E} ) = 1 which gives (O_N ⊗_{OE} O_N ) = (O_N [G]) and, since O_N [G] is Z[G]- free of rank [N : Q], we deduce (O_N ⊗_{OE} O_N ) = 1. In particular we also have (O_N )^{[N:E]} = 1 by Proposition 2.19. Finally, if N/E is locally abelian, we have (S_{N/E} ) = 1 which implies (O_N ) = (A_{N/E} ). The proof of Theorem 2 is then achieved.

3 Hom-representatives

We now come to the proof of Theorem 1, which will be achieved in two steps. In this section, we apply Fröhlich’s machinery to get a first description of Hom-representatives of the classes involved in its statement. Then in the next section we use Stickelberger’s theorem to refine this description and complete the proof.

We are thus in the cyclotomic setting introduced in the previous section, namely we fix an integer e, a cyclic group Δ of order e and an injective character χ : Δ → μ_e, where μ_e is the group of eth roots of unity in Q . We let o denote the ring of integers of the cyclotomic field Q(μ_e ). Let p denote a rational prime such that p ∤ e and let p ⊂ o denote a prime ideal above p. We set κ = o/p,

T_Z = T (p, Z[Δ]) , R = R_χ(p, o[Δ]) , S = S_χ(p, o[Δ]) .

We fix a primitive eth root of unity ζ ∈ μ_e and we let δ ∈ Δ be defined by χ(δ) = ζ. 3.1 Hom description of the class group

In this section and the following one, we are interested in determining classes in the class group Cl(Z[Δ]). In order to do so, at some point we shall have to consider class groups of a group algebra with a larger coefficient ring. Further in Section 5 we shall also need a description of the class group of the group algebra Z[G] where G is any finite group. So we will recall Fröhlich’s Homdescription in its most general form. If L is any number field with L ⊂ Q , we set Ω_L = Gal(Q /L) and we let o_L and J(L) denote the ring of integers and the idèle group of L, respectively.

3.1.1. Fröhlich’s Hom-description of Cl(o_L[G]), where L is a number field and G is a finite group, is the group isomorphism

Cl(o_L[G]) ∼=

Hom_{ΩL} (R_G, J(L^′)) Hom_{ΩL} (R_G, (L^′)^×)Det(U(o_L[G]))

(20) given by the explicit construction of a representative homomorphism of the class of any locally free rank one module, see [15, Theorem 1]. This construction will be shown and used in the next subsections. We now briefly explain the objects involved in (20), referring to [15] for a more complete account of Fröhlich’s Hom-description.

We begin with the upper part, where R_G is the additive group of virtual characters of G with values in Q . The number field L^′ is “big enough”, in particular it is Galois over Q, contains L and the values of the characters of G. In our cyclotomic setting described above, we shall only be concerned with the cases where L = Q or Q(μ_e ) and G = Δ: since Δ is cyclic of order e, in these cases one can take L^′ = Q(μ_e ) ⊂ Q . The homomorphisms in Hom_{ΩL} (R_G, J(L^′)) are those which commute with the natural actions of Ω_L on R_G and J(L^′).

In the lower part, Hom_{ΩL} (R_G, (L^′)^×) is the subgroup of Hom_{ΩL} (R_G, J(L^′)) yielded by the diagonal embedding of (L^′)^× in J(L^′). The second factor needs more explanations. First

U(o_L[G]) = ∏ l o_{Ll} [G]^× ⊆ ∏ l L_l[G]^× ,

where l runs over all places of L and o_{Ll} denotes the ring of integers of a completion L_l of L at l (with o_{Ll} = L_l if l is archimedean). Let x = (x_l)_l ∈ ∏ l L_l[G]^×, the character function Det(x) = (Det(x_l))_l is defined componentwise. For each place l of L the ‘semi-local’ component Det(x_l) takes values in (L^′ ⊗_L L_l)^×, embedded in J_l(L^′) = ∏ L|l(L^′_L)^×, where L runs over the prime ideals of o_L′ above l, through the isomorphism of L^′-algebras

L^′ ⊗_L L_l ∼= ∏ L|l L^′_L (21)

built on the various embeddings of L^′ in L̄_l, a given algebraic closure of L_l, that fix l. By linearity we only need to define the character function Det(x_l) on the irreducible characters θ of G. Write x_l = ∑ g∈G x_{l,g}g, then Det_θ(x_l) is the image in J_l(L^′), under isomorphism (21), of the determinant of the matrix ∑ g∈G x_{l,g}Θ(g) , where Θ is any matrix representation of character θ and the (i, j)-entry of the above matrix ∑ g∈G Θ_{i,j}(g) ⊗ x_{l,g} indeed belongs to L^′ ⊗_L L_l.

Note that, by Ω_L-equivariance, the values of Det(x_l) = ( Det(x_l)_L ) L|l in J_l(L^′) are determined by those of any component Det(x_l)_L, see [15, II, Lemma 2.1]. In the following we may thus implicitely assume that a place L of L^′ is fixed above each place l of L and focus on the L-component Det(x_l)_L, that we shall indeed plainly denote by Det(x_l), omitting the unnecessary subscript. Let l denote the rational place below l and Q_l an algebraic closure of Q_l containing L^′_L. The resulting local function Det(x_l) belongs to Hom_{ΩLl} (R_{G,l}, (L^′_L)^×), where R_{G,l} is the group of virtual characters of G with values in Q_l and Ω_{Ll} = Gal(Q_l, L_l).

3.1.2. We now assume that G is abelian. With the above notation and conventions, we get Det_θ(x_l) = ∑ g∈G x_{l,g}θ(g) ∈ L^′_L , where we have implicitely embedded L^′ in L^′_L (in accordance with the above choice of a place L above l).

Proposition 3.1. With the above notation and assuming that G is abelian, the group homomorphism Det : L_l[G]^× → Hom_{ΩLl} (R_{G,l}, (L^′_L)^×) is injective.

Proof. See [15, (II.5.2)].

We shall use the above result in Section 4.

3.2 Hom-representative of (T_Z)

We shall consider, as in Remark 2.15, the Swan module Σ_Δ(p) = pZ[Δ] + Tr_ΔZ[Δ] and its associated torsion module T_Z = Z[Δ]/Σ_Δ(p). In other words we have the following exact sequence of Z[Δ]-modules:

0 → Σ_Δ(p) → Z[Δ] → T_Z → 0.

As remarked by Swan (see [29, §6]), Σ_Δ(p) is Z[Δ]-projective hence locally free by Lemma 2.16 (i). In particular, by Lemma 2.16 (ii), T_Z is Δ-cohomologically trivial and we have an equality ( T_Z ) = ( Σ_Δ(p) ) in Cl(Z[Δ]). We now follow Fröhlich’s recipe to build a representative morphism v for this class.

If x and y are elements of a same set, we let δ_{x,y} denote their Kronecker delta, namely δ_{x,y} = 1 if x = y, 0 otherwise.

Lemma 3.2. Let v ∈ Hom_{ΩQ}(R_Δ, J(Q)) be defined by

v(χ^h)_q = { 1 if q ≠ p, p^{1−δh,e} if q = p, where q is any rational prime and h ∈ {1, . . . , e}. Then v represents the class of Σ_Δ(p) through Fröhlich’s Hom-description of Cl(Z[Δ]).

Proof. As remarked above the Z[Δ]-module Σ_Δ(p) is locally free. For any rational prime q, we will now find a generator α_q of the free Z_q[Δ]-module Z_q ⊗_Z Σ_Δ(p).

• q ≠ p: since p is invertible in Z_q, we have Z_q ⊗_Z Σ_Δ(p) = Z_q[Δ], so we can take α_q = 1.

• q = p: set ε_0 =^1_e Tr_Δ and ε_1 = 1 − ε_0. Note that ε_0, ε_1 ∈ Z_p[Δ] since e ∈ Z^×_p . We have Z_p ⊗_ZΣ_Δ(p) = pZ_p[Δ]+ε_0Z_p[Δ] and, since ε_iε_j = δ_{i,j}ε_i for i, j ∈ {0, 1}, p = (ε_0 + pε_1)(pε_0 + ε_1) and ε_0 = (ε_0 + pε_1)ε_0 ,

so that pZ_p[Δ] + ε_0Z_p[Δ] ⊆ (ε_0 + pε_1)Z_p[Δ].

On the other hand ε_0 + pε_1 clearly belongs to pZ_p[Δ] + ε_0Z_p[Δ], hence Z_p ⊗_Z Σ_Δ(p) = (ε_0 + pε_1)Z_p[Δ] and we can take α_p = ε_0 + pε_1.

By Fröhlich’s theory, the morphism χ^h → ( Det_χh (α_q) ) q represents the class of Σ_Δ(p) in Hom_{ΩQ}(R_Δ, J(Q)). The basic computations Det_χh (ε_0) = δ_{h,e} and Det_χh (ε_1) = 1 − δ_{h,e} yield the result.

Remark 3.3. Dividing v by the global valued equivariant morphism c̃_v defined by c̃_v (χ^h) = p^{1−δh,e} , 1 ≤ h ≤ e, yields another representative morphism of the class of Σ_Δ(p) in Cl(Z[Δ]), with values in J(Q): for any 1 ≤ h ≤ e,

(vc̃^{−1}_v )(χ^h)_q = { p^{δh,e−1} if q ≠ p, 1 if q = p.

If q ∤ pe, then p^{1−δh,e} = Det_χh (ε_0 +pε_1), where ε_0, ε_1 are defined as in the proof of Lemma 3.2, and satisfy ε_0 + pε_1 ∈ Z_q[Δ]^×. If q | e, then p ∈ Z^×_q ⊂ Z_q[Δ]^× and Det_χh (p) = p for every 1 ≤ h ≤ e. Let β ∈ U(Z[Δ]) be defined by β_q = p if q | e, β_q = ε_0 + pε_1 if q ∤ pe and β_q = 1 otherwise. Then vc̃^{−1}_v Det(β) is Ullom’s representative morphism of the class of Σ_Δ(p) given for instance in [15, (I.2.23)].

3.3 Hom-representatives of (R) and (S)

In this subsection we use Fröhlich’s construction of a representative homomorphism of the class of κ(χ^i), where i is any integer such that 0 ≤ i ≤ e − 1. These representative homomorphisms yield representatives for the classes of the torsion modules under study, namely R and S.

Recall that Δ = ⟨δ⟩ and that the o[Δ]-module κ(χ^i) is defined to be κ = o/p as o-module, with action of Δ given by δ · x = χ^i(δ)x = ζ^ix for any x ∈ κ.

3.3.1. Let us fix an integer 0 ≤ i ≤ e − 1, and let ϕ_i : o[Δ] → κ(χ^i) be the only o[Δ]-module homomorphism which sends 1 to 1, hence δ to [ζ^i], the class of ζ^i in κ. Note that ϕ_i is surjective and set

M_i = po[Δ] + (δ − ζ^i)o[Δ] ⊂ o[Δ] .

Then the sequence of o[Δ]-modules

0 → M_i → o[Δ]^{ϕi}−→ κ(χ^i) → 0 (22)

is exact (since clearly M_i ⊆ ker(ϕ_i) and #(o[Δ]/M_i) = #(o/p[Δ]/(δ − [ζ^i])) = #o/p).

In the next proposition, we will show, by finding explicit local generators, that M_i is a locally free o[Δ]-module. Anyway, this fact can be also shown as follows (see also the proof of [6, Proposition 4.1]): o[Δ] is Δ-cohomologically trivial (it is a free Z[Δ]-module) and the same holds κ(χ^i) as observed in §2.4.3. Therefore from the above exact sequence, we see that M_i is Δ-cohomologically trivial. Since it is also o-torsion free (being a submodule of o[Δ]), we deduce that it is o[Δ]-projective (this can be seen following the proof of [26, Chapitre IX, Théorème 7], with Z replaced by o, and using [27, Section 14.4, Exercice 1]). In particular, by Lemma 2.16 (i), the o[Δ]-module M_i is locally free and we have, by Lemma 2.16 (ii),

(κ(χ^i))_{o[Δ]} = (o[Δ])^{−1}_{o[Δ]}(M_i)_{o[Δ]} = (M_i)_{o[Δ]} in Cl(o[Δ]) . (23)

For any place q of o we denote by o_q the completion of o at q (note that o_q = C when q is infinite). With a harmless abuse of notation, we will denote by ζ the image of ζ under the embedding o → o_p.

Proposition 3.4. For every place q of o, o_q ⊗_o M_i = x_{i,q}o_q[Δ] with

x_{i,q} = { 1 if q ≠ p, 1 + (p − 1)ε_i if q = p,

where ε_i =^1_e^{e−1} ∑ j=0 ζ^{ij}δ^{−j} ∈ o_p[Δ].

Proof. If q ≠ p, since po_q = o_q, we have o_q[Δ] = o_q ⊗_o M_i, so we can take x_{i,q} = 1.

Assume q = p. For every 0 ≤ k ≤ e − 1, consider the idempotent

ε_k = 1 e e−1∑ j=0 ζ^{kj}δ^{−j} ∈ o_p[Δ] .

Then 1 =^{e−1} ∑ k=0 ε_k and ε_hε_k = δ_{h,k}ε_h and therefore

o_p[Δ] = e−1⨁ k=0 ε_ko_p[Δ] .

Now set ϕ̃_i = ϕ_i ⊗id : o[Δ]⊗_o o_p = o_p[Δ] → κ(χ^i)⊗_o o_p = κ(χ^i), then ϕ̃_i(ε_i) = 1 and po_p[Δ] + (1 − ε_i)o_p[Δ] ⊆ ker(ϕ̃_i) = o_p ⊗_o M_i .

By the above properties of the idempotents we have

o_p[Δ]/ ( po_p[Δ] + (1 − ε_i)o_p[Δ] ) ∼ = εiop[Δ]/εipop[Δ] ∼= κ(χ^i) ,

so that po_p[Δ] + (1 − ε_i)o_p[Δ] = o_p ⊗_o M_i .

We have indeed po_p[Δ]+(1−ε_i)o_p[Δ] = (1+(p−1)ε_i)o_p[Δ]: using the equalities

p = (1 + (p − 1)ε_i)(p − (p − 1)ε_i) , 1 − ε_i = (1 + (p − 1)ε_i)(1 − ε_i) ,

we get po_p[Δ] + (1 − ε_i)o_p[Δ] ⊆ (1 + (p − 1)ε_i)o_p[Δ], since (p) = po_p; the reverse inclusion follows from

1 + (p − 1)ε_i = pε_i + 1 − ε_i .

Therefore we can take x_{i,p} = 1 + (p − 1)ε_i.

In view of (23), we get the following representative homomorphism of the class of κ(χ^i) in Cl(o[Δ]).

Corollary 3.5. The homomorphism v_i with values in the idèles group J(Q(ζ)), defined at any place q of o by

v_i(χ^h)_q = Det_χh (x_{i,q}) = { p if q = p, i ≡ h (mod e), 1 otherwise.

represents the class (κ(χ^i))_{o[Δ]} in Hom_{ΩQ(ζ)}(R_Δ, J(Q(ζ))).

Proof. By Fröhlich’s theory, Equality (23) and Proposition 3.4, we know that (v_i)_q = Det(x_{i,q}) represents the class (κ(χ^i))_{o[Δ]}. Let h ∈ {0, . . . , e − 1}, then

Det_χh (ε_i) = 1 e e−1∑ j=0 ζ^{(i−h)j} = { 0 if i ≢ h (mod e) 1 if i ≡ h (mod e) ,

because ζ^{i−h} is a root of the polynomial ∑_{e−1} j=0 X^j precisely when (i − h) ≢ 0 (mod e). The result follows.

In order to get a representative homomorphism for the class (κ(χ^i)) ∈ Cl(Z[Δ]), we just need to take the norm of v_i, namely

N (v_i) = N_{Q(ζ)/Q} (v_i)

represents (κ(χ^i)) in Hom_{ΩQ}(R_Δ, J(Q(ζ))), see [15, Theorem 2]. Before recalling the definition of N_{Q(ζ)/Q} , we introduce some notation and make a remark.

For any α ∈ (Z/eZ)^×, let σ_α ∈ Gal(Q(ζ)/Q ) be the automorphism defined by σ_α(ζ) = ζ^α. For any integer n, we let n̄ = n mod e denote its class modulo e, and we may write σ_n instead of σ_{n̄} if n is coprime with e. Remark 3.6. The map α → σ_α is in fact a group isomorphism σ : (Z/eZ)^× → Gal(Q(ζ)/Q ) which sends the subgroup ⟨p̄⟩ to the decomposition subgroup of p | p (see [16, §13.2, Corollary to Theorem 2]), specifically p^{σp} = p. Hence, if Λ ∈ (Z/eZ)^×/⟨p̄⟩, we may denote by p^{σΛ} the ideal p^{σλ} where λ is any lift of Λ in (Z/eZ)^×. The prime ideals above p in o are exactly the conjugates p^{σΛ} with Λ ∈ (Z/eZ)^×/⟨p̄⟩ and, for α ∈ (Z/eZ)^×, p^{σα} = p^{σΛ} ⇐⇒ α ∈ Λ . (24)

By definition, one has

N (v_i)(χ^h)_q = ( ∏ k v_i ( (χ^h)^{σk} )_{σk}−1 ) q = ∏ k ( v_i(χ^{hk})_qσk )_σ−1_k ,

where the product runs over the integers k such that 0 ≤ k ≤ e − 1 and k is coprime to e.

Proposition 3.7. For any place q of o and for any 0 ≤ h ≤ e − 1, we have

N (v_i)(χ^h)_q = { 1 if q ∤ p, p^{n(Λ,i,h)} if q = p^{σΛ} for some Λ ∈ (Z/eZ)^×/⟨p̄⟩,

where we have set n(Λ, i, h) = #{α ∈ Λ : αī = h̄} .

Proof. The case q ∤ p follows immediately from the above, so we assume that q = p^{σΛ} for some Λ ∈ (Z/eZ)^×/⟨p̄⟩. Then q^{σk} = p if and only if k̄^{−1} ∈ Λ, by (24). Thus, using Corollary 3.5,

v_i(χ^{hk})_qσk = { p if k̄^{−1} ∈ Λ, i ≡ hk (mod e); 1 otherwise.

The result follows.

3.3.2. Since the Hom-description (20) is a group isomorphism, the classes

(R) = e−1∏ i=1 ( κ(χ^i) )_i and, if e is odd, (S) = e−1∏ i=^{e+1}_2 ( κ(χ^i) )

are represented respectively in Hom_{ΩQ}(R_Δ, J(Q(ζ))) by the homomorphisms: r = e−1∏ i=1 N (v_i)^i and s = e−1∏ i=^{e+1}_2 N (v_i) .

We immediately get the following result.

Corollary 3.8. let 0 ≤ h ≤ e − 1 then, if q ∤ p:

r(χ^h)_q = s(χ^h)_q = 1

and, if q = p^{σΛ} for some Λ ∈ (Z/eZ)^×/⟨p̄⟩:

r(χ^h)_q = p^{∑e−1i=1 in(Λ,i,h)} , s(χ^h)_q = p ∑_{e−1} i= e+12 n(Λ,i,h) . 3.3.3. We now explicitly compute the numbers n(Λ, i, h) introduced above for Λ ∈ (Z/eZ)^×/⟨p̄⟩, i, h ∈ {0, . . . , e − 1}. We extend the definition to Λ^′ ∈ (Z/e^′Z)^×/⟨(p mod e^′)⟩ for any divisor e^′ of e, i^′, h^′ ∈ Z, by setting:

n(Λ^′, i^′, h^′) = #{α^′ ∈ Λ^′ : α^′(i^′ mod e^′) = (h^′ mod e^′)} .

Of course n(Λ^′, i^′, h^′) only depends on Λ^′ and the residue classes (i^′ mod e^′) and (h^′ mod e^′) of i^′ and h^′ modulo e^′. For any divisor d of e, let f_d denote the (multiplicative) order of p modulo d (thus f_e = f). The greatest common divisor of integers a, b is denoted by gcd(a, b). Lemma 3.9. Let Λ ∈ (Z/eZ)^×/⟨p̄⟩, i, h ∈ {0, . . . , e − 1}, then: (i) n(Λ, i, h) ≠ 0 ⇒ gcd(i, e) = gcd(h, e);

(ii) suppose gcd(i, e) = gcd(h, e) = d and set i = di^′, h = dh^′, e = de^′, one has n(Λ, i, h) = { f/f_e′ if (h^′ mod e^′) ∈ (i^′ mod e^′)Λ^′, 0 otherwise, where Λ^′ = (Λ mod e^′) ∈ (Z/e^′Z)^×/⟨(p mod e^′)⟩.

Proof. Suppose n(Λ, i, h) ≠ 0. Let α ∈ Λ be such that αī = h̄ and let a ∈ α (so a ∈ Z), then ai ≡ h (mod e) and the equality gcd(i, e) = gcd(h, e) follows since gcd(a, e) = 1.

We now assume the condition of assertion (ii) is satisfied and use the same notations. If d = e, n(Λ, i, h) = n(Λ, 0, 0) = #Λ = f = f/f_1 and 0 ∈ 0Λ^′ is always satisfied. Otherwise, (i^′, e^′) = 1 and one has, for any α^′ ∈ (Z/e^′Z)^×:

α^′(i^′ mod e^′) = (h^′ mod e^′) ⇐⇒ α^′ = (h^′ mod e^′)(i^′ mod e^′)^{−1} ,

hence n(Λ^′, i^′, h^′) = 1 or 0 depending on whether (h^′ mod e^′)(i^′ mod e^′)^{−1} belongs to Λ^′ or not. We thus only have to show that n(Λ, i, h) = f f_e′ n(Λ^′, i^′, h^′) . (25)

As above, let α ∈ Λ and a ∈ α. We may rewrite n(Λ, i, h) as n(Λ, i, h) = #{0 ≤ k ≤ f − 1 : αp^kī = h̄} = #{0 ≤ k ≤ f − 1 : ap^ki ≡ h (mod e)} = #{0 ≤ k ≤ f − 1 : ap^ki^′ ≡ h^′ (mod e^′)} .

Note that, if we set α^′ = (α mod e^′), then a ∈ α^′ and α^′ ∈ Λ^′, hence, similarly:

n(Λ^′, i^′, h^′) = #{0 ≤ k ≤ f_e′ − 1 : ap^ki^′ ≡ h^′ (mod e^′)} .

The result follows since f_e′ is the order of p in (Z/e^′Z)^×.

3.4 The contents of s and r

In this subsection we compute the contents of the idèles N (v_i)(χ^h), s(χ^h) and r(χ^h) for 0 ≤ i, h ≤ e − 1. Recall that the content of an idèle x = (x_q)_q ∈ J(Q(ζ)) is the fractional ideal cont(x) = ∏ q q^{valq(xq)} of Q(ζ), where val_q is the q-valuation and the product runs over finite prime ideals q of o.

Since the valuation of p at a prime ideal q = p^{σΛ} with Λ ∈ (Z/eZ)^×/⟨p̄⟩ equals 1, it follows from Proposition 3.7 and Corollary 3.8 that

cont(N (v_i)(χ^h)) = p ∑ Λ n(Λ,i,h) σ_Λ (26) cont(s(χ^h)) = p ∑ Λ ∑_{e−1} i= e+12 n(Λ,i,h) σ_Λ (27) cont(r(χ^h)) = p ∑ Λ ∑_{e−1} i=1 in(Λ,i,h) σ_Λ (28)

where in each sum Λ runs over (Z/eZ)^×/⟨p̄⟩.

3.4.1. Since N (v_i), s and r are Ω_Q -equivariant, their values on R_Δ are determined by the values at χ^d, with d | e. Namely, if h is an integer and d is the greatest common divisor of h and e, we write h = dh^′ and get

N (v_i)(χ^h) = N (v_i) ( (χ^d)^{σh′} ) = N (v_i)(χ^d)^{σh′} (29)

and analogously for s and r.

For any d | e, write e = de^′ and set ζ_e′ = ζ^d (thus ζ_e = ζ); for α^′ ∈ (Z/e^′Z)^×, let σ_e′_{,α}′ ∈ Gal(Q(ζ_e′ )/Q) be the automorphism sending ζ_e′ to ζ^{α′}_e′ (thus σ_{e,α}′ = σ_α′ ). Since e^′ | e, Q(ζ_e′ ) ⊆ Q(ζ), hence σ_e′_{,α}′ can be lifted in Gal(Q(ζ)/Q ) (in φ(e)/φ(e^′) different ways). To ease notation, if j is an integer with (j, e^′) = 1, we may write σ_e′_{,j} instead of σ_e′_{,(j mod e}′_).

We also set o_e′ = Z[ζ_e′] and p_e′ = p ∩ o_e′ (thus o_e = o and p_e = p). If α^′ ∈ (Z/e^′Z)^×, the ideal p^{σe′ ,α′}_{e′} only depends on the class of α^′ modulo (p mod e^′). So if Λ^′ ∈ (Z/e^′Z)^×/⟨(p mod e^′)⟩, we denote by p^{σΛ′}_{e′} the ideal p^{σe′ ,α′}_{e′} where α^′ is any lift of Λ^′ in (Z/e^′Z)^×.

Lemma 3.10. Let d | e and set e = de^′. Let Λ^′ ∈ (Z/e^′Z)^×/⟨(p mod e^′)⟩, then p ∑ Λ∈Λ′ σ_Λ

= p^{σΛ′}_e′ o ,

where the sum is on the elements Λ of the coset Λ^′ in (Z/eZ)^×/⟨(p mod e)⟩.

Proof. Let Λ ∈ (Z/eZ)^×/⟨p̄⟩ and Λ^′ ∈ (Z/e^′Z)^×/⟨(p mod e^′)⟩ then, since p | p_e′ o, Λ ∈ Λ^′ ⇒ σ_{Λ|Q(ζe′ )} = σ_Λ′ ⇒ p^{σΛ} | p^{σΛ′}_e′ o .

It follows that p^{∑Λ∈Λ′ σΛ} | p^{σΛ′}_{e′} o. Since Q(ζ)/Q (ζ_e′ ) is unramified at p_e′ , the number of primes above p_e′ in o equals^{φ(e)}_{φ(e′)} /^f_{fe′} =^{#(Z/eZ)×/⟨p̄⟩}

#(Z/e^′Z)^×/⟨(p mod e^′)⟩ = #Λ ′ (as a coset in (Z/eZ)^×/⟨p̄⟩). The result follows.

Proposition 3.11. Let d | e and set e = de^′, then

cont(N (v_i)(χ^d)) = o if gcd(i, e) ≠ d ( p^{σΛ′i}_{e′} o )_{f/fe′} if gcd(i, e) = d

where i = di^′ and Λ^′_i ∈ (Z/e^′Z)^×/⟨(p mod e^′)⟩ is such that (i^′ mod e^′)^{−1} ∈ Λ^′_i.

Proof. Since gcd(d, e) = d, the result is clear from (26) and Lemma 3.9 in the case gcd(i, e) ≠ d, hence we now assume gcd(i, e) = d and write i = di^′. Then i^′ and e^′ are coprime so let Λ^′_i ∈ (Z/e^′Z)^×/⟨(p mod e^′)⟩ be such that (i^′ mod e^′)^{−1} ∈ Λ^′_i. From Lemma 3.9 we know that n(Λ, i, d) = f/f_e′ if Λ ∈ Λ^′_i, 0 otherwise, hence from (26) we get

cont(N (v_i)(χ^d)) = p f fe′ ∑ Λ∈Λ′i σ_Λ

and the result follows using Lemma 3.10.

Remark 3.12. Using (29), it follows that, for every i, h ∈ {0, . . . , e − 1}, the ideal cont(N (v_i)(χ^h)) is either trivial or, if gcd(i, e) = gcd(h, e) = d, the extension to o of an ideal of o_e′ (e^′ = e/d) whose absolute norm is congruent to 1 modulo e. (Indeed, by definition of f_e′ , the absolute norm of p^{f/fe′}_{e′} and of its conjugates is (p^{f/fe′} )^{fe′} = p^f which is congruent to 1 modulo e.)

3.4.2. We begin by computing the content of r: the strategy for the content of s will be similar but the calculations for r are simpler.

For any divisor e^′ of e, we denote by Z_e′ the subgroup of (Z/eZ)^× of elements congruent to 1 modulo e^′, namely Z_e′ = σ^{−1} ( Gal(Q(ζ)/Q (ζ_e′ )) ) , where σ : Gal(Q(ζ)/Q (ζ_e′ )) → (Z/eZ)^× is the isomorphism of Remark 3.6. We also introduce the relative norm and Stickelberger’s element: N_{e,e}′ = ∑ α∈Z_e′ σ_α ∈ Z[Gal(Q(ζ)/Q (ζ_e′ ))] ;

Θ_e′ = 1 e^′ ∑ 1≤j≤e^′−1 (j,e^′)=1 jσ^{−1}_{e′,j} ∈ Q[Gal(Q(ζ_e′ )/Q)] .

Note that N_{e,1} equals the absolute norm N_{Q(ζ)/Q} .

Proposition 3.13. Let d | e and set e = de^′, then cont(r(χ^d)) = p^{eΘe′ Ne,e′} .

Proof. We begin with the right-hand side. First p^{Ne,e′} = p^{f/fe′}_{e′} o, so that p^{eΘe′ Ne,e′} equals p_e′ o to the exponent: d f f_e′ ∑ Λ^′ ( ∑ 1≤j≤e^′−1 j mod e^′∈Λ^′ j ) σ^{−1}_{Λ′} ,

where the first sum is on Λ^′ ∈ (Z/e^′Z)^×/⟨(p mod e^′)⟩.

We go on with the left-hand side. We start from Formula (28). Since gcd(d, e) = d, using Lemma 3.9, cont(r(χ^d)) equals p to the exponent: ∑ Λ ( ∑ 1≤i^′≤e^′−1 1∈(i^′ Λ mod e^′) di^′ f f_e′ ) σ_Λ = d f f_e′ ∑ Λ^′ ( ∑ 1≤i^′≤e^′−1 1∈(i^′ mod e^′)Λ^′ i^′ ) ∑ Λ∈Λ^′ σ_Λ ,

where Λ runs over (Z/eZ)^×/⟨p̄⟩ in the first sum to the left, Λ^′ runs over (Z/e^′Z)^×/⟨(p mod e^′)⟩ in the first sum to the right, and is seen as a coset of (Z/eZ)^×/⟨p̄⟩ in the last sum to the right (for the reduction modulo e^′). Using Lemma 3.10, we get that cont(r(χ^d)) equals p_e′ o to the exponent: d f f_e′ ∑ Λ^′ ( ∑ 1≤i^′≤e^′−1 1∈(i^′ mod e^′)Λ^′ i^′ ) σ_Λ′ = d f f_e′ ∑ Λ^′ ( ∑ 1≤i^′≤e^′−1 (i^′ mod e^′)∈Λ^{′−1} i^′ ) σ_Λ′ ,

and the equality follows.

3.4.3. To deal with s, we need to introduce further elements in various group algebras. For any divisors d and e^′ of e, let H_e′ = {β^′ ∈ (Z/e^′Z)^× : ∃ b ∈ β^′, e^′ + 1 2 ≤ b ≤ e^′ − 1} and set H_e′ = ∑ α^′ ∈ H_e′ σ^{−1}_{e′,α′} ∈ Z[Gal(Q(ζ_e′ )/Q)] , H_{e,d} = ∑ α∈(Z/eZ)^× αd̄ ∈ H_e σ^{−1}_α ∈ Z[Gal(Q(ζ)/Q )] .

Note that H_e = H_{e,1}.

Lemma 3.14. Let d | e, then cont(s(χ^d)) = p^{He,d} .

Proof. Rewrite H_{e,d} as H_{e,d} = ∑ Λ ∑ β∈Λ β^{−1}d̄ ∈ H_e σ_β ,

where Λ runs over (Z/eZ)^×/⟨p̄⟩. It follows that p^{He,d} = p^{∑Λ #{β∈Λ : β−1d̄ ∈ He}σΛ} . But #{β ∈ Λ : β^{−1}d̄ ∈ H_e} =^{e−1} ∑ i=^{e+1}_2

n(Λ, i, d), which yields the result using

(27).

Lemma 3.15. Let d | e and set e = de^′, then

H_{e,d} = H_e′ N_{e,e}′ and H_e′ = (2 − σ_e′_{,2})Θ_e′ .

Remark 3.16. Note that the first equality is not ambiguous, even though it contains a slight abuse of notation: H_e′ belongs to Z[Gal(Q(ζ_e′ )/Q)] whereas N_{e,e}′ and H_{e,d} belong to Z[Gal(Q(ζ_e )/Q)]. Nevertheless, if α^′ ∈ (Z/e^′Z)^×, then σ_αN_{e,e}′ does not depend on the choice of a lift α of α^′ in (Z/eZ)^×. Indeed σ_αN_{e,e}′ = ∑ β∈Z_e′ σ_{αβ} is the sum of all the lifts of σ_e′_{,α}′ in Gal(Q(ζ)/Q ). Thus in order to get an equality in Z[Gal(Q(ζ_e )/Q)], one just has to replace each term σ_e′_{,α}′−1 N_{e,e}′ of the sum H_e′ N_{e,e}′ by σ_α−1 N_{e,e}′ , where α is any lift of α^′ in (Z/eZ)^×.

Proof. We begin with the first equality. We suppose we have fixed a lift α ∈ (Z/eZ)^× of each α^′ ∈ (Z/e^′Z)^×. In view of the previous remark, H_e′ N_{e,e}′ = ∑ α^′∈H_e′ β∈Z_e′ σ_α−1_β = ∑ α^′∈H_e′ β∈Z_e′ σ^{−1}_{αβ} ,

since Z_e′ is a subgroup of Gal(Q(ζ)/Q ). We are thus left to show that the map (α^′, β) ∈ H_e′ × Z_e′ −→ αβ ∈ {γ ∈ (Z/eZ)^× : γd̄ ∈ H_e} (30) is a well-defined one-to-one correspondence.

We first show that the if (α^′, β) ∈ H_e′ × Z_e′ , then indeed αβ ∈ {γ ∈ (Z/eZ)^× : γd̄ ∈ H_e}. Of course αβ ∈ (Z/eZ)^×, so we have to show that αβd̄ ∈ H_e. Let a ∈ α^′ be such that^{e′+1}_2 ≤ a ≤ e^′ − 1. Observe that ad ∈ αβd. In fact β ∈ Z_e′ , there exists t ∈ Z such that 1 + te^′ ∈ β and clearly ad ≡ ad(1 + te^′) (mod e). Since clearly ad(1 + te^′) ∈ αβd, we deduce ad ∈ αβd. Now^{e+1}_2 ≤^{e+d}_2 ≤ ad ≤ e − d ≤ e − 1, hence αβd̄ ∈ H_e. Thus the map in (30) is well-defined.

To show that it is one-to-one, we define its inverse. Suppose γ ∈ (Z/eZ)^× is such that γd̄ ∈ H_e. Since d | e, there exists c ∈ γ such that^{e+1}_2 ≤ cd ≤ e − 1, hence^{e′+1}_2 ≤ c ≤ e^′ − 1. This shows that α^′ = (c mod e^′) ∈ (Z/e^′Z)^× belongs to H_e′ . In particular α^′ is the image of γ in (Z/e^′Z)^×. Since α^′ is also the image of α in (Z/e^′Z)^×, there exists a unique β ∈ Z_e′ such that γ = αβ. It is clear that the map sending γ to (α^′, β) is the inverse of (30).

We now show the second equality of the lemma. To simplify notations in this proof, we write σ_k instead of σ_e′_{,k}. We note that σ_2 = σ^{−1}_{e′+12} and compute

e^′(2 − σ_2)Θ_e′ = ∑ 1≤j≤e^′−1 (j,e^′)=1 2jσ^{−1}_j − ∑ 1≤j≤e^′−1 (j,e^′)=1 jσ^{−1}_{e′+12 j} .

Let j, j^′ ∈ {k ∈ Z : 1 ≤ k ≤ e^′ − 1, (k, e^′) = 1}, then j^′ ≡^{e′+1}_2 j (mod e^′) if and only if j ≡ 2j^′ (mod e^′), hence the coefficient of σ^{−1}_{j′} in the second sum above is 2j^′ if 1 ≤ j^′ ≤^{e′−1}_2 , 2j^′ − e^′ otherwise. Therefore

e^′(2 − σ_2)Θ_e′ = e^′ ∑ e′+1 2 ≤j≤e^′−1 (j,e^′)=1 σ^{−1}_j and the result follows.

Combining Lemmas 3.14 and 3.15 yields:

Proposition 3.17. Let d | e and set e = de^′, then cont(s(χ^d)) = p^{(2−σe′ ,2)Θe′ Ne,e′} . 3.5 Arithmetically realizable classes

The result we have obtained so far in this section, combined with those of Section 2.4 allow us to give an alternative proof of a result of Burns, concerning the Galois module structure of ideals in tame locally abelian extensions of number fields.

We start by recalling Burns’s definitions and notation. Let G be a finite group and let R^a_Q (G) denote the subgroup of Cl(Z[G]) which is generated by classes of G-stable (integral) ideals of tame locally abelian G-Galois extensions of number fields. Let also R^a_{Q,0} (G) denote the subgroup of R^a_Q (G) consisting of classes of rings of integers of tame locally abelian G-Galois extensions of number fields. To describe the difference between R^a_{Q,0} (G) and R^a_Q (G), consider the subgroup Cl(Z[G])_{C ,Σ} of Cl(Z[G]) which is defined as follows. Let first C be a cyclic subgroup of G and denote by Cl(Z[C])_Σ the subgroup of Cl(Z[C]) generated by classes which can be represented in the ideal-theoretic Hom-description (see [15, Note 4 to Chapter I]) by functions whose value on a character χ : C → Q is a fractional ideal of Q(χ) supported only above rational primes congruent to 1 modulo #C. If C is the set of cyclic subgroups of G, then

Cl(Z[G])_{C ,Σ} = ∏ C∈C Ind^G_C Cl(Z[C])_Σ .

The result of Burns [3, Theorem 1.1] which we are going to reprove reads as follows.

Theorem 3.18. There is an inclusion

R^a_Q (G) ⊆ R^a_{Q,0} (G) · Cl(Z[G])_{C ,Σ} .

Remark 3.19. Burns also proves that one has equality in the above theorem when G is abelian. Moreover his result holds with Q replaced by any number field L which is absolutely unramified at primes dividing #G and Z replaced by the ring of integers of L.

Proof. Let N/E be a tame locally abelian G-Galois extension of number fields and let I be a G-stable ideal of O_N . We have to show that

(I) ∈ R^a_{Q,0} (G) · Cl(Z[G])_{C ,Σ} .

Of course it is enough to show that

(O_N /I) = (I)(O_N )^{−1} ∈ Cl(Z[G])_{C ,Σ} .

Note that, for any prime P of O_N , the inertia subgroup I_P of P in N/E is cyclic, since N/E is tame. Thanks to Proposition 2.18, we are then reduced to show that, for every 0 ≤ i ≤ e_P − 1, (o_{eP} /p(χ^i_P )) ∈ Cl(Z[I_P])_Σ with notation as in §2.3.2. Let N (v_i) be the representative homomorphism of ( (o_{eP} /p)(χ^i_P ) ) described in Proposition 3.7. Since N (v_i) is Ω_Q -equivariant, we deduce that N (v_i)(χ^h_P ) ∈ J(Q(χ^h_P )). By Propositon 3.7, N (v_i)(χ^h_P ) has component 1 at every prime dividing e_P . Thus to obtain a function representing ( (o_{eP} /p)(χ^i_P ) ) in the ideal-theoretic Hom-description, one only needs to take the content of N (v_i)(χ^h_P ), as an ideal of Q(χ^h_P ) (see for instance [14, p. 429]). By Remark 3.12, the content of N (v_i)(χ^h_P ), as an ideal of Q(χ^h_P ), has absolute norm 1 modulo e_P = #I_P . This implies that ( (o_{eP} /p)(χ^i_P ) ) ∈ Cl(Z[I_P])_Σ, thanks to the following result, whose proof uses the arguments of [3, pp. 388-389].

Proposition 3.20. Let C be a cyclic group and let Cl^′(Z[C])_Σ be the subgroup of Cl(Z[C]) generated by classes which can be represented in the idealtheoretic Hom-description by functions whose values are fractional ideals of absolute norm congruent to 1 modulo c = #C. Then Cl^′(Z[C])_Σ = Cl(Z[C])_Σ.

Proof. Let χ : C → Q^× be a fixed injective character of C. Then the Ω_Q - conjugacy classes of characters of C are represented by χ^d, with d running through the divisors of c. In particular, as remarked in §3.4.1 for the idèletheoretic Hom-description, a representative homomorphism of an element of Cl(Z[C]) in the ideal-theoretic Hom-description is determined by its value on χ^d for every divisor d of c. For any such divisor d, let Cl_c(Q(χ^d )) denote the ray class group of Q(χ^d ) modulo c, where Q(χ^d ) is the extension of Q generated by the values of χ^d and c is the product of the ideal generated by c and the archimedean primes of Q(χ^d ). Consider the homomorphism

π_C : ⨁ d|c Cl_c(Q(χ^d )) → Cl(Z[C])

which is defined as follows. For any d | c, let a_d be a class in Cl_c(Q(χ^d )) and choose a fractional ideal a_d of Q(χ^d ) with the following properties:

(i) the numerator and denominator of a_d are coprime with c; (ii) the class of a_d in Cl_c(Q(χ^d )) is a_d.

Define π_C ((a_d)_{d|c}) ∈ Cl(Z[C]) to be the class represented by the function which, for any divisor d | c, sends χ^d to a_d. In fact π_C ((a_d)_{d|c}) is independent of the choice of the ideals a_d with the above properties, as we now show. For every d | c, choose a fractional ideal b_d with properties (i) and (ii). Then, for every d | c, there exists a totally positive element x_d ∈ Q(χ^d ) such that x_d ≡ 1 (mod (c)) and b_d = x_da_d. We claim that the map χ^d → x_dZ[χ^d] lies in the denominator of the ideal theoretic Hom-description of Cl(Z[C]). In other words we have to show that for every place q dividing c, there exists u_q ∈ Z_q[C]^× such that Det_χd (u_q) = x_d for every d | c, where q is the place of Q below q and we identify x_d with its image in Q(χ^d )^×_q . When q is archimedean this follows from the second part of [15, I, Proposition 2.2], while when q is finite it is a consequence of the following lemma.

Lemma 3.21. Let q be a rational prime dividing c and let ξ_c be a primitive cth root of unity in an algebraic closure Q_q of Q_q . Then

Hom_{ΩQq} (R_{C,q}, 1 + cZ_q[ξ_c]) ⊂ Det(Z_q[C]^×).

Proof. Let ^C be the group of Q_q-characters of C. Consider the isomorphism of Q_q-algebras Q_q[C] → Map( ^C, Q_q) which sends ∑ γ∈C a_γ γ ∈ Q_q [C] to the map χ → ∑ γ∈C a_γ χ(γ). Note that Ω_{Qq} acts on both Q_q[C] (via its action on Q_q) and Map( ^C, Q_q) (via its actions on ^C and Q_q) and the above isomorphism is Ω_{Qq} -equivariant. Taking invariants we get an isomorphism of Q_q -algebras

Q_q [C] → Map_{ΩQq} ( ^C, Q_q ).

In particular, if M_q is the maximal order of Q_q [C], we get an isomorphism of rings M_q → Map_{ΩQq} ( ^C, Z_q[ξ_c]),

since Z_q[ξ_c] is the maximal order of Q_q (ξ_c). From this we get a group isomorphism 1 + cM_q → Map_{ΩQq} ( ^C, 1 + cZ_q[ξ_c]).

Extending maps on characters by linearity, we can identify Map_{ΩQq} ( ^C, 1 + cZ_q[ξ_c]) with Hom_{ΩQq} (R_{C,q}, 1 + cZ_q[ξ_c]). Thus the above isomorphism is the usual Det map

Det : 1 + cM_q → Hom_{ΩQq} (R_{C,q}, 1 + cZ_q[ξ_c]).

This implies in particular that 1 + cM_q ⊂ M^×_q , since 1 + cZ_q[ξ_c] ⊂ Z_q[ξ_c]^× because q | c. Moreover cM_q ⊂ Z_q[C] (see [24, Theorem 41.1]) and in particular 1 + cM_q ⊂ Z_q[C] ∩ M^×_q = Z_q[C]^× (for the last equality see [24, Exercise 4, Section 25]). Hence

Hom_{ΩQq} (R_{C,q}, 1 + cZ_q[ξ_c]) = Det(1 + cM_q) ⊂ Det(Z_q[C]^×).

So the map π_C is well-defined and one easily checks that it is a group homomorphism. Moreover it follows immediately from the ideal-theoretic Homdescription that π_C is surjective.

Now let Cl_{c,Σ}(Q(χ^d )) (resp. Cl^′_{c,Σ}(Q(χ^d ))) be the subgroup of Cl_c(Q(χ^d )) which is generated by the classes of fractional ideals of Q(χ^d ) supported only above rational primes congruent to 1 modulo c (resp. by the classes of fractional ideals of Q(χ^d ) which have absolute norm congruent to 1 modulo c). Observe that π_C maps ⨁ d|c Cl_{c,Σ}(Q(χ^d )) (resp. ⨁ d|c Cl^′_{c,Σ}(Q(χ^d ))) surjectively onto Cl(Z[C])_Σ (resp. Cl^′(Z[C])_Σ). We claim that Cl^′_{c,Σ}(Q(χ^d )) ⊆ Cl_{c,Σ}(Q(χ^d )) for any divisor d of c. In fact, fix d | c and let for the moment x ∈ Cl_c(Q(χ^d )) be any class. Then Chebotarev’s density theorem implies that the set of primes of Q(χ^d ) belonging to x has positive Dirichlet’s density δ > 0 (see for instance [22, Chapter VII, Theorem 7.2]). Note that δ is also equal to the density of the set of primes of Q(χ^d ) belonging to x and splitting completely in Q(χ^d )/Q ([22, Chapter IV, Corollary 4.6]). In particular there exists a prime p of Q(χ^d ) representing x and splitting completely in Q(χ^d )/Q. Now suppose that x ∈ Cl^′_{c,Σ}(Q(χ^d )): then the absolute norm of x is the trivial class in the ray class group of Q modulo (c) times the archimedean prime of Q. This means that the absolute norm of p is generated by a positive integer congruent to 1 modulo c. But since p splits completely, the absolute norm of p coincides with the prime ideal pZ below p. Hence x contains a prime whose underlying rational prime is congruent to 1 modulo c, which means that x ∈ Cl_{c,Σ}(Q(χ^d )). Thus

Cl^′_{c,Σ}(Q(χ^d )) ⊂ Cl_{c,Σ}(Q(χ^d )) for every divisor d of c as claimed and clearly the reverse inclusion Cl_{c,Σ}(Q(χ^d )) ⊂ Cl^′_{c,Σ}(Q(χ^d )) also holds. Therefore

Cl(Z[C])_Σ = π_C ( ⨁ d|c Cl_{c,Σ}(Q(χ^d ))) = π_C ( ⨁ d|c Cl^′_{c,Σ}(Q(χ^d ))) = Cl^′(Z[C])_Σ.

4 Explicit unit elements

This section is devoted to finding explicit unit elements associated to the classes of T_Z, S and R in Cl(Z[Δ]), yielding the proof of their triviality. We stick to the notation introduced in the previous section.

4.1 A cyclotomic unit to describe (T_Z)

In this subsection we will prove the triviality of T_Z in Cl(Z[Δ]), which has already been proved by Chase using a well-known result of Swan. We hope that our proof could serve as a guiding path for the cases of S and R. As to our knowledge, every proof of the triviality of (T_Z) uses cyclotomic units. In our approach, we need them to modify the representative homomorphism v of T_Z (constructed in §3.2) by an equivariant function on characters of Δ with values in Q^×. When we deal with the classes of S and R, we will essentially replace cyclotomic units by Jacobi and Gauss sums (compare (31) with (35) and (36)).

Proposition 4.1. The class of Σ_Δ(p) = pZ[Δ] + Tr_ΔZ[Δ] is represented in Hom_{ΩQ}(R_Δ, J(Q(ζ))) by the morphism whose q-component at a prime ideal q of o is { 1 if q ∤ e , Det(p^{−1}u_t) if q | e ,

where u_t = 1 + δ + · · · + δ^{p−1} ∈ Z[Δ]. Further, if q ∩ Z = qZ with q ≠ p, then u_t ∈ Z_q[Δ]^×. As a direct consequence, we get: ( T_Z ) = ( Σ_Δ(p) ) = 1 in Cl(Z[Δ]) .

Proof. Recall the expression of the representative homomorphism v of (T_Z) given in Lemma 3.2. In order to show that v belongs to the denominator of the Hom-description, we shall modify it by a global valued equivariant morphism, with values in the cyclotomic field Q(ζ). We thus now look at v as a morphism with values in the idèles of Q(ζ), through the natural embedding J(Q) ⊆ J(Q(ζ)) given by (x_q)_q → (x_q)_q with x_q = x_q if q is a prime ideal of o above the rational prime q. The content of the idèle v(χ^h) ∈ J(Q(ζ)) is then the principal ideal (p^{1−δh,e} ) of o.

We consider the morphism c_v ∈ Hom(R_Δ, Q(ζ)^× ) defined by

c_v(χ^e) = 1 , c_v (χ^h) = 1 − ζ^h 1 − ζ^{ph} p (31)

for h ∈ {1, . . . , e − 1}. This morphism clearly commutes with the action of Ω_Q , hence vc^{−1}_v also represents the class of Σ_Δ(p). Note that^{1−ζph}_{1−ζh} is a cyclotomic unit, thus belongs to o^×. It follows that vc^{−1}_v takes unit idelic values, namely belongs to Hom_{ΩQ}(R_Δ, U ( Q(ζ) ) ). We deduce from [15, (I.2.19)], in which the + sign disappears since the abelian group Δ has no symplectic character, that

vc^{−1}_v ∈ Det(U(M)) , (32)

where M denote the maximal order in Q[Δ]. Since M_q(= M ⊗_Z Z_q) = Z_q[Δ] whenever q ∤ e (see [8, Proposition 27.1]) and M_∞ = R[Δ], we get that (vc^{−1}_v )_q ∈ Det(Z_q[Δ]^×) if q ∤ e and q ∩ Z = qZ. We now prove that the same relationship holds when q | e. It will follow from the next result.

Lemma 4.2. Let q be a prime ideal of o above a rational prime q different from p, then (vc^{−1}_v )_q = Det(p^{−1}u_t)

and u_t ∈ Z_q[Δ]^×. Hence (vc^{−1}_v )_q ∈ Det(Z_q[Δ]^×).

Proof. Let h ∈ {1, . . . , e}, then

Det_χh (u_t) = { p if h = e, 1 + ζ^h + · · · + ζ^{h(p−1)} =^{1−ζph}_{1−ζh} otherwise, .

Since q ∤ p, one has v(χ^h)_q = 1, hence p^{−1}Det_χh (u_t) = (vc^{−1}_v )_q(χ^h). It follows that (vc^{−1}_v )_q = Det(p^{−1}u_t) as announced.

Further, we know by (32) that there exists w_q ∈ M^×_q such that

(vc^{−1}_v )_q = Det(w_q) .

It follows that Det(w_q) = Det(p^{−1}u_t), so by Proposition 3.1 we must have w_q = p^{−1}u_t. Since q ≠ p,

p^{−1}u_t ∈ M^×_q ∩ Z_q[Δ] = Z_q[Δ]^× ,

(see [24, §25, Exercise 4]); the same holds for u_t.

Combining with the above result, we get that vc^{−1}_v ∈ Det(U(Z[Δ])), namely vc^{−1}_v lies in the denominator of the Hom-Description of Cl(Z[Δ]) and thus (Σ_Δ(p)) = 1. Further we can change vc^{−1}_v by multiplying its q-component, whenever by q ∤ e, by its inverse (which also belongs to Det(Z_q[Δ]^×) if q ∩ Z = qZ), to get the announced representative of (Σ_Δ(p)). This ends the proof of Proposition 4.1.

Clearly the trivial homomorphism sending any character to 1 also represents the class of Σ_Δ(p), since this class is trivial. In the representative morphism given in Proposition 4.1 (and in Theorem 1) we have chosen to keep the qcomponents for q | e as they appeared in the proof because of their arithmetic meaning, in order to recall the link between the Galois structure of the Swan module and the cyclotomic units.

The above proposition proves the assertions concerning (T_Z) in Theorem 1. In the rest of this section we will deal with the assertions concerning (S) and (R).

4.2 Gauss and Jacobi sums to describe (R) and (S)

4.2.1. We start introducing Gauss and Jacobi sums associated to the residue fields of the intermediate extensions of Q(ζ)/Q . We denote by μ_∞ the subgroup of roots of unity in Q^× and we let ξ denote an element of order p of μ_∞.

Let e^′ be any divisor of e and recall that o_e′ = Z[ζ_e′] and p_e′ = p ∩ o_e′ respectively denote the ring of integers and the prime ideal below p in the subfield Q(ζ_e′ ) of Q(ζ). Let θ denote a multiplicative character of o_e′ /p_e′ , namely an homomorphism (o_e′ /p_e′ )^× → μ_∞, extended to o_e′ /p_e′ by the convention θ(0) = 0. The Gauss sum relative to θ is defined as: G(θ) = ∑ x∈o_e′ /p_e′ θ(x)ξ^{Tre′ (x)} ,

where Tr_e′ : o_e′ /p_e′ → Z/pZ denotes the residue field trace homomorphism. We will mostly be concerned with the case where θ = ( p_e′ )_{−1} is the inverse of

the e^′th power residue symbol, and we set G_e′ = G( ( p_e′ )_{−1} ). Specifically, for

any x ∈ (o_e′ /p_e′ )^×, (_x p_e′ ) is the e^′th root of unity defined by the congruence ( x p_e′ ) ≡ x^p fe′ − 1 e′ (mod p_e′ ) .

Suppose θ is a multiplicative character of o_e′ /p_e′ that takes values in {0} ∪ μ_e′ , then G(θ) ∈ o_e′ [ξ]. Let τ ∈ Gal(Q(ζ_e′ , ξ)/Q(ζ_e′ )) and let β ∈ F^×_p be such that τ(ξ) = ξ^β, then the multiplication-by-β map is a bijection of o_e′ /p_e′ onto itself and

G(θ)^τ = ∑ x∈o_e′ /p_e′ θ(x)ξ^{βTre′ (x)} = ∑ x∈o_e′ /p_e′ θ(β^{−1}x)ξ^{Tre′ (x)} = θ(β)^{−1}G(θ) . (33)

It follows that G(θ)^{e′} ∈ o_e′ , (34)

in particular G_e′^{e′} ∈ o_e′ .

In the same setting, let θ, θ^′ be multiplicative characters of o_e′ /p_e′ . The Jacobi sum relative to θ and θ^′ is: J(θ, θ^′) = ∑ x∈o_e′ /p_e′ θ(x)θ^′(1 − x) .

If θθ^′ is a non trivial character, then one has ([16, §8, Theorem 1]): J(θ, θ^′) = G(θ)G(θ^′) G(θθ^′) .

We set J_e′ = J( ( p_e′ )_{−1} , ( p_e′ )_{−1} ). Since e is odd, one has ( p_e′

)_2

≠ 1, hence J_e′ = G_e′^{2−σe′,2} (where, with a slight abuse of notation, σ_e′_{,2} is lifted to Gal(Q(ζ_e′ , ξ)/Q) in such a way that σ_e′_{,2}(ξ) = ξ) and, using (33), J_e′ ∈ o_e′ .

As it is well-known, the factorization of Gauss and Jacobi sums can be written in a nice way using the Stickelberger element. More precisely, we have the following classical result about the ideals of o_e′ generated respectively by G_e′^{e′} and J_e′ . For details and for a proof see for instance [16, Theorem 2 in Chapter 14, Proposition 15.3.2 and its proof in Chapter 15].

Theorem 4.3 (Stickelberger). One has (2 − σ_e′_{,2})Θ_e′ ∈ Z[Gal(Q(ζ_e′ )/Q)], and

(G_e′^{e′} ) = p_e′^{e′Θe′} , (J_e′ ) = p_e′^{(2−σe′ ,2)Θe′} .

4.2.2. In view of Propositions 3.13 and 3.17 we deduce, since p^{Ne,e′} = p^{f/fe′}_e′ , that the contents of the representative homomorphisms s and r, evaluated at χ^d with d | e and e = de^′, are principal ideals given by: cont(s(χ^d)) = ( J_e′^{f/fe′} ) , cont(r(χ^d)) = ( G_e′^{ef/fe′} ) . We now use the above generators of the content ideals to define elements c_s and c_r in Hom_{ΩQ}(R_Δ, Q(ζ)^× ). We have to multiply J^{f/fe′}_{e′} and G^{ef/fe′}_{e′} by suitable units in order to ensure that sc^{−1}_s and rc^{−1}_r lie in Det(U(Z[Δ])). Let c_s and c_r denote the only homomorphisms in Hom_{ΩQ} (R_Δ, Q(ζ)^× ) such that, for any d | e, c_s(χ^d) = −(−J_e′ )^{f/fe′} , (35) c_r(χ^d) = (−1)^e(−G_e′ )^{ef/fe′} , (36)

where e = de^′.

The first step to our goal is easy. Let M denote the maximal order in Q[Δ].

Corollary 4.4. The homomorphisms sc^{−1}_s and rc^{−1}_r belong to Det(U(M)).

Proof. It is clear from above that, for any divisor d of e, one has the following equalities of ideals: ( c_s(χ^d) ) = cont ( s(χ^d) ) , ( c_r(χ^d) ) = cont ( r(χ^d) ) . It follows that (sc^{−1}_s )_q (resp. (rc^{−1}_r )_q) takes unit values for every place q. The result thus follows from [15, (I.2.19)] as in the proof of Proposition 4.1.

The former result does not depend on the signs that appear in the definitions of c_s and c_r. The importance of the choice of these signs will become clear in the proof of our next result, which will occupy the rest of this subsection.

Theorem 4.5. The homomorphisms sc^{−1}_s and rc^{−1}_r belong to Det(U(Z[Δ])). In particular (S) and (R) are trivial in Cl(Z[Δ]).

This result, together with Lemmas 4.6 and 4.8, is a reformulation of Theorem 1, as far as (S) and (R) are concerned.

As in the proof of Proposition 4.1, one deduces from Corollary 4.4 that whenever q ∤ e, the q-component of sc^{−1}_s and rc^{−1}_r belongs to Det(Z_q[Δ]^×) where q ∩ Z = qZ, so we focus on the case q | e. Recall from Corollary 3.8 that, when q | e, (sc^{−1}_s )_q = c^{−1}_s , (rc^{−1}_r )_q = c^{−1}_r , (37)

where c^{−1}_s (resp. c^{−1}_r ) is seen as a morphism with values in Q(ζ), diagonally embedded in J_q(Q(ζ)) = ∏ q|q Q(ζ)_q .

4.2.3. The proof for S. For any i = 0, . . . , e − 1, set

A_i = { x ∈ o/p : ( x p )_{−1} ( 1 − x p )_{−1} = ζ^i }

and n_i = #A_i, then

J_e = e−1∑ i=0 n_iζ^i. The main result is the following.

Lemma 4.6. Let u_s =^{e−1} ∑ i=0 n_iδ^i ∈ Z[Δ]. For any prime ideal q of o above a rational prime q such that q | e, u_s ∈ Z_q[Δ]^×, and

(sc^{−1}_s )_q = Det(u^{−1}_s ) ∈ Det(Z_q[Δ]^×) .

Proof. We first show that, for any d | e

Det_χd (u_s) = −(−J_e′ )^{f/fe′} , (38)

where e = de^′ as usual. Thanks to the Davenport-Hasse theorem [16, Theorem 1 and Exercice 18 in Chapter 11] (−1)^{f/fe′ −1}J_e′^{f/fe′} = ∑ x∈o/p ( N_{e,e}′ (x) p_e′ )_{−1} ( N_{e,e}′ (1 − x) p_e′ )_{−1} ,

where N_{e,e}′ : o/p → o_e′ /p_e′ is the residual relative norm map. For any x ∈ o/p, ( x p )_d ≡ ( x^{pf − 1e} )_d ≡ ( x^{∑f /fe′ −1} t=0 p^{tf}e^′ ) p^{fe′} − 1_{e′} ≡ N_{e,e}′ (x)^p fe′ − 1 e′ (mod p) .

Thus ( x p )_d = ( N_{e,e}′ (x) p_e′ ) (39)

and therefore −(−J_e′ )^{f/fe′} = ∑ x∈o/p ( x p )_{−d} ( 1 − x p )_{−d} = e−1∑ i=0 ∑ x∈A_i ζ^{id} = e−1∑ i=0 n_iζ^{id} = Det_χd (u_s) .

Assume that q | e. For any divisor d of e (once again e = de^′), we deduce from (37) and (38) that

(sc^{−1}_s )_q(χ^d) = −(−J_e′ )^{−f/fe′} = Det_χd (u^{−1}_s ) .

The assertion of Corollary 4.4 implies that there exists w_q ∈ M^×_q such that

(sc^{−1}_s )_q = Det(w^{−1}_q ) .

It follows that Det(w_q) = Det(u_s), so by Proposition 3.1 we must have w_q = u_s ∈ M^×_q ∩ Z_q[Δ] = Z_q[Δ]^× (using again [24, Exercise 4, Section 25]).

The rest of the proof of Theorem 4.5 and Theorem 1, concerning S, is similar to that of Proposition 4.1 above.

4.2.4. The proof for R. The proof for R goes the same way as that for S, with the additional difficulty that the expression of G_e^e is not as explicit as that of J_e. Nevertheless, we can make it explicit using the multinomial formula. Let θ denote a multiplicative character of o/p and let C_e denote the set of p^f -uples of integers (k_1, · · · , k_pf ) such that ∑_pf h=1 k_h = e. We number arbitrarily the elements of o/p as x_h, 1 ≤ h ≤ p^f , then

G(θ)^e = ∑ C_e e! ∏_pf h=1 k_h! θ ( p^f∏ h=1 x^{kh}_h ) ξ^{Tr(∑p} f h=1 k_hx_h) ,

where Tr is the trace from o/p to F_p . For j ∈ F_p let C_{e,j} denote the set of p^f -uples (k_1, · · · , k_pf ) of C_e such that Tr( ∑_pf h=1 k_hx_h) = j and set

g_j (θ) = ∑ C_{e,j} e! ∏_pf h=1 k_h! θ ( p^f∏ h=1 x^{kh}_h ) ,

then G(θ)^e = ∑ j∈F_p g_j (θ)ξ^j = ∑ j∈F_p \{1} ( g_j (θ) − g_1(θ) ) ξ^j . We now assume that θ takes values in {0} ∪ μ_e, so G(θ)^e ∈ o by (34) and hence G(θ)^e = g_0(θ) − g_1(θ) .

Note incidentally that the g_j (θ) for j ≠ 0 are all equal. For j ∈ F_p and i ∈ {0, . . . , e − 1}, we let C_{e,j,i}(θ) denote the set of p^f -uples (k_1, · · · , k_pf ) of C_{e,j} such that θ ( ∏_pf h=1 x^{kh}_h ) = ζ^i, and we set

m_i(θ) = ∑ C_{e,0,i}(θ) e! ∏_pf h=1 k_h! − ∑ C_{e,1,i}(θ) e! ∏_pf h=1 k_h! ,

so that m_i(θ) ∈ Z for each i and

G(θ)^e = e−1∑ i=0 m_i(θ)ζ^i . The main interest of this construction lies in the following result.

Proposition 4.7. Let θ denote a multiplicative character of o/p taking values in {0} ∪ μ_e. Let d | e, then G ( θ^d )_e = e−1∑ i=0 m_i(θ)ζ^{id} . Proof. As usual we set e = de^′. Let i ∈ {0, . . . , e − 1}. If d ∤ i, then clearly C_{e,j,i}(θ^d) is empty for any j ∈ F_p , thus m_i(θ^d) = 0. Further, if i ∈ {0, . . . , e^′ −1} and j ∈ F_p , one easily checks the equality of sets:

C_{e,j,id}(θ^d) = d−1⋃ k=0 C_{e,j,i+ke}′(θ) .

It follows that

m_{id}(θ^d) = d−1∑ k=0 m_{i+ke}′ (θ) , hence G ( θ^d )_e = e^′−1∑

i=0 m_{id}(θ^d)ζ^{id} = e^′−1∑

i=0 d−1∑ k=0 m_{i+ke}′ (θ)ζ^{id} = e−1∑ i=0 m_i(θ)ζ^{id} .

We can now show a statement which is similar to those of the previous subsections. Recall that G_e = G( ( p )_{−1} ). For each i ∈ {0, . . . , e − 1}, we set m_i = m_i( ( p )_{−1} ). Lemma 4.8. Let u_r =^{e−1} ∑ i=0 m_iδ^i ∈ Z[Δ]. For any prime ideal q of o above a

rational prime q such that q | e, u_r ∈ Z_q[Δ]^× and

(rc^{−1}_r )_q = Det(u^{−1}_r ) ∈ Det(Z_q[Δ]^×) .

Proof. Let d | e and set e = de^′. The Davenport-Hasse theorem for the lifted Gauss sum [16, Theorem 1 in Chapter 11] states that −G( ( N_{e,e}′ ( ) p_e′ )_{−1} ) = (−G_e′ )^{f/fe′} . Raising to the power e, using (39) and Proposition 4.7, we get (−1)^e(−G_e′ )^{ef/fe′} = G (( p )_{−d})_e = e−1∑ i=0 m_iζ^{id} = Det_χd (u_r) ,

namely Det_χd (u^{−1}_r ) = c^{−1}_r (χ^d) = (rc^{−1}_r )_q(χ^d)

whenever q | e. The end of the proof is as in §4.2.3.

Using Lemma 4.8 we easily conclude the proof of Theorem 4.5 and Theorem 1 (as far as R is concerned), as in the proof of Proposition 4.1.

5 The class of the square root of the inverse different in locally abelian extensions

In this section we put ourselves in the global setting described in the Introduction. In particular N/E is a tame G-Galois extension of number fields. When N/E is locally abelian and C_{N/E} is a square, Theorem 2, together with Taylor’s theorem, implies that (A_{N/E} ) ∈ Cl(Z[G]) is determined by the Artin root numbers of symplectic representations of G (see Corollary 5.2). Using this, one immediately deduces that (A_{N/E} ) = 1 if N/E has odd degree (in fact this is true even without assuming that N/E is locally abelian by a result of Erez, [12, Theorem 3]) or is abelian. We will also prove that (A_{N/E} ) = 1 if no real place of E becomes complex in N/E. We will then show that this hypothesis is necessary and get Theorem 3 as a consequence. In fact, in the case where G is the binary tetrahedral group, we will exhibit a totally complex tame G-Galois extension N/Q such that C_{N/Q} is a square and (A_{N/Q} ) ≠ 1. To explain how we found this example, we shall first verify that (A_{N/Q} ) = 1 if N/Q is a tame locally abelian G-Galois extension such that C_{N/Q} is a square and G is a group of order at most 24 which is not isomorphic to the binary tetrahedral group.

5.1 Root numbers of extensions unramified at infin- ity In order to describe explicitly the relation between (A_{N/E} ) and the Artin root numbers, we need to recall some properties of these numbers and the definition of the Fröhlich–Cassou-Noguès class t_GW_{N/E} ∈ Cl(Z[G]).

5.1.1. We will omit the definition of the root numbers and just recall some of their standard properties (see [19]). Let Γ be a finite group and let K/k be a Γ-extension of local or global fields of characteristic 0. Let χ : Γ → C be a complex virtual character and let W (K/k, χ) ∈ C denote the root number of χ. Then:

• if χ_1, χ_2 : Γ → C are virtual characters, then W (K/k, χ_1 + χ_2) = W (K/k, χ_1)W (K/k, χ_2); • if Γ^′ is a subgroup of Γ, corresponding to the subextension K/k^′, and ϕ : Γ^′ → C is a virtual character, then W (K/k, Ind^Γ′ ϕ) = W (K/k^′, ϕ);

• if Γ is a quotient of Γ, corresponding to the subextension K^′/k, and ϕ : Γ → C is a virtual character, then W (K/k, Inf^Γϕ) = W (K^′/k, ϕ).

If K/k is an extension of local fields, we have W (K/k, χ)W (K/k, χ) = det_χ(−1). (40) Here χ denotes the conjugate character of χ and det_χ : k^× → C^× is the map obtained by composing determinant of χ with the local reciprocity map k^× → Γ.

If K/k is an extension of number fields, there is a decomposition W (K/k, χ) = ∏ P W (K_P /k_P , χ_{DP} ). (41)

Here the product is taken over all places P of k; for a such P , P is any fixed place of K above P and χ_{DP} denotes the restriction of χ to the decomposition group D_P of P (which we view as a character of Gal(K_P /k_P )).

5.1.2. We come back to the global setting where N/E is a tame G-Galois extension of number fields. Let S_G denote the group of symplectic characters, namely the free abelian group generated by the characters of the irreducible symplectic representations of G. Recall (see [27, Section 13.2], [19, III]) that an irreducible representation ρ : G → GL(V ) on a complex vector space V is called symplectic if V admits a nontrivial G-invariant alternating bilinear form. Symplectic characters are real-valued and their degree is even. Moreover an irreducible character χ : G → C is symplectic if and only if its Frobenius-Schur indicator is −1: 1 #G ∑ g∈G χ(g^2) = −1.

Let W_{N/E} ∈ Hom(S_G, C^× ) be defined by W_{N/E} (θ) = W (N/E, θ) for θ ∈ S_G. As shown by Fröhlich, we actually have W_{N/E} ∈ Hom_{ΩQ}(S_G, {±1}) ([15, I, Proposition 6.2]).

Let L^′/Q be a Galois extension containing all the values of the characters of G. We now recall the definition of the map

t_G : Hom_{ΩQ}(S_G, {±1}) → Cl(Z[G])

which is due to Ph. Cassou-Noguès. One first defines a map

t^′_G : Hom_{ΩQ}(S_G, {±1}) → Hom_{ΩQ}(R_G, J(L^′))

as follows. Let f ∈ Hom_{ΩQ}(S_G, {±1}) and let θ be an irreducible character of G. If l is a place of L^′, the idèle t^′_G(f)(θ) ∈ J(L^′) has l-component

f̃(θ)_l = { f(θ) if l is finite and θ is symplectic 1 otherwise.

The map t_G is then obtained by composing t^′_G with the projection

Hom_{ΩQ}(R_G, J(L^′)) → Cl(Z[G])

induced by the Hom-description (see Section 3.1).

The class t_GW_{N/E} appears in the following celebrated result of M. Taylor ([33, Theorem 1]).

Theorem 5.1 (M. Taylor). Let N/E be a tame G-Galois extension of number fields. Then (O_N ) = t_GW_{N/E} in Cl(Z[G]).

Combining the above theorem with Theorem 2 we get the following result.

Corollary 5.2. Let N/E be a tame locally abelian G-Galois extension of number fields such that C_{N/E} is a square. Then

(A_{N/E} ) = t_GW_{N/E} in Cl(Z[G]).

In particular, if G has no symplectic representations (for instance if G is abelian or has odd order), then (A_{N/E} ) is trivial.

5.1.3. We now want to prove that (A_{N/E} ) is also trivial if N/E is a tame locally abelian G-Galois extension which is unramified at infinite places, namely if real places of E do not become complex in N. Under this assumption we will show that W_{N/E} is in fact trivial and for this we need some results on symplectic characters, which we now recall.

We dispose of a useful induction theorem for symplectic characters which is due to Martinet (see [19, III, Theorem 5.1]). Before giving its statement, recall that an irreducible complex character of G is said to be quaternionic if it has degree 2 and is lifted from a symplectic character of a quotient of G isomorphic to the generalized quaternion group H_{4n} for some n ≥ 2. For every natural number n ≥ 2, the quaternion group H_{4n} of order 4n is given by the following presentation H_{4n} = ⟨σ, τ | σ^n = τ^2, τ^4 = 1, τ^{−1}στ = σ^{−1}⟩. (42)

Theorem 5.3 (Martinet). A symplectic character of G can be written as a Z-linear combination of characters of the form Ind^G_H θ for some subgroups H of G where either

• θ = ψ + ψ with ψ : H → C an irreducible character of degree 1 or

• θ is a quaternionic character of H.

In order to use the above theorem, we will need some facts about generalized quaternions H_{4n} and their complex characters. Note first that ⟨σ⟩ is normal in H_{4n} since it has index 2. One easily sees that the maximal abelian quotient of H_{4n} is H_{4n}/⟨σ^2⟩, which has order 4. Thus H_{4n} has precisely four irreducible characters of degree 1. As for the remaining irreducible characters of H_{4n}, let φ : ⟨σ⟩ → C^× be an injective homomorphism. Thus φ can be also thought as an irreducible character of ⟨σ⟩ of degree 1. Using Mackey’s criterion ([27, Proposition 23]), it is easy to show that, if 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n − 1 and k ≠ n, then Ind^{H4n}_{⟨σ⟩} φ^k is an irreducible character of G of degree 2. Computing explicitly the values Ind^{H4n}_{⟨σ⟩} φ^k (via [27, Théorème 12]), one finds that Ind^{H4n}_{⟨σ⟩} φ^k is always real-valued and Ind^{H4n}_{⟨σ⟩} φ^k = Ind^{H4n}_{⟨σ⟩} φ^h

if and only if φ^h = φ^k, i.e. h = 2n−k. Hence we have n−1 distinct irreducible characters of degree 2 and a standard counting argument (see [27, Corollary 2 to Proposition 5]) shows that these, together with the four degree-one characters mentioned above, give the set of all irreducible complex characters of H_{4n}. Remark 5.4. When n = 2, we recover the classical quaternion group H_8. In particular H_8 has four one-dimensional characters, which we denote by ψ_i, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 (with ψ_1 denoting the trivial character) and one two-dimensional irreducible character, which we denote by ϕ. It is well-known that ϕ is symplectic (this can be shown by computing its Frobenius-Schur indicator, using the explicit values of ϕ given for instance in [27, Exercice 3, Section 12.2]).

In the following lemma, which will be useful in the proof of the next proposition, we describe the abelian subgroups of H_{4n} and the restriction to such subgroups of an irreducible character of H_{4n} of degree 2.

Lemma 5.5. Let θ : H_{4n} → C be an irreducible character of degree 2. Let H^′ be an abelian subgroup of H_{4n}. Then either

• H^′ ⊆ ⟨σ⟩ and there exists a character ρ : H^′ → C of degree 1 such that Res^{H4n}_H′ θ = ρ + ρ or

• H^′ is cyclic of order 4, contains ⟨τ^2⟩ and Res^{H4n}_{H′} θ = Ind^{H′}_{⟨τ} 2_⟩ρ where ρ :

⟨τ^2⟩ → C is a character of degree 1.

Proof. By the above discussion, we know that there exists a character χ : ⟨σ⟩ → C of degree 1 such that θ = Ind^{H4n}_{⟨σ⟩} χ. Then we have (see [27, Proposition 22])

Res^{H4n}_{H′} θ = Res^{H4n}_{H′} Ind^{H4n}_{⟨σ⟩} χ = ∑ s∈S Ind^{H′}_H′_{∩⟨σ⟩}χ_s

where S is a set of representatives of H^′\H_{4n}/⟨σ⟩ and, for s ∈ S , χ_s : H^′ ∩ ⟨σ⟩ → C is the character defined by χ_s(x) = χ(s^{−1}xs) for every x ∈ H^′ ∩ ⟨σ⟩.

We now distinguish two cases. First suppose that H^′ ⊂ ⟨σ⟩, i.e. H^′ ∩ ⟨σ⟩ = H^′. Then we can take S = {id, τ} and χ_{id} = Res^{⟨σ⟩}_{H′} χ, χ_τ = Res^{⟨σ⟩}_{H′} χ (since χ(τ^{−1}xτ) = χ(x^{−1}) = χ(x) for x ∈ H^′). Thus we can take ρ = Res^{⟨σ⟩}_{H′} χ to get the result.

Now suppose that H^′ ⊄ ⟨σ⟩. We first show that H^′ contains ⟨τ^2⟩ and is cyclic of order 4. Let x ∈ H^′ and x ∉ ⟨σ⟩. One easily sees that xσx^{−1} = σ^{−1}, in particular x acts as −1 on the cyclic group H^′ ∩ ⟨σ⟩. Since H^′ is abelian we also have xyx^{−1} = y for every y ∈ H^′ ∩ ⟨σ⟩. This shows that H^′ ∩ ⟨σ⟩ is a subgroup of exponent 2 of ⟨σ⟩. Therefore we have H^′ ∩ ⟨σ⟩ = ⟨τ^2⟩. Note that H^′ ∩ ⟨σ⟩ has index 2 in H^′ because

4n = #(H^′ · ⟨σ⟩) = #⟨σ⟩#H^′ #(H^′ ∩ ⟨σ⟩) = 2n#H^′ #(H^′ ∩ ⟨σ⟩) . Hence H^′ has order 4 and is cyclic since τ^2 is the only element of order 2 in H_{4n} (as it follows by an easy calculation using the presentation of H_{4n} given in (42)). We now come to the character Res^{H4n}_{H′} θ. Since H^′ ⊄ ⟨σ⟩, we can choose the set of representatives S to be {id}, obtaining

Res^{H4n}_{H′} θ = Ind^{H′}_{⟨τ} 2_⟩χ_{id}.

Hence taking ρ = χ_{id} = Res^{⟨σ⟩}_{⟨τ 2⟩}χ we get the result.

Recall from the Introduction that in a tame Galois extension the inverse different is a square if and only if the inertia subgroups all have odd order.

Proposition 5.6. Let N/E be a tame locally abelian G-Galois extension of number fields whose inverse different is a square. Suppose moreover that no archimedean place of E ramify in N (i.e. real places stay real). Then W_{N/E} = 1. Proof. We have to prove that W (N/E, χ) = 1 for every symplectic character χ of G. Thanks to Theorem 5.3, χ can be written as θ = ∑ H<G n_H Ind^G_H θ_H

where n_H ∈ Z and θ_H : H → C is either a quaternionic character of H or can be written as θ_H = ψ + ψ for some irreducible character ψ : H → C of degree 1. Thanks to the properties of the Artin root number recalled in §5.1.1, we have W (N/E, χ) = ∏ H<G W (N/N^H , θ_H )^{nH} . Of course, to prove that W (N/E, χ) = 1, it will be sufficient to prove that W (N/N^H , θ_H ) = 1 for every subgroup H < G. Observe that, for every subgroup H < G, N/N^H is a tame locally abelian extension whose inverse different is a square (since its inertia subgroups have odd order) and no archimedean place of N^H ramify in N (in other words N/N^H satisfy the hypotheses of the proposition). Therefore, replacing if necessary G by one of its subgroup H and N/E by N/N^H , it suffices to show that W (N/E, θ) = 1 where θ : G → C is either a quaternionic character of G or θ = ψ +ψ for some irreducible character ψ : G → C of degree 1.

Suppose first that θ is quaternionic. In particular, for some n ≥ 2, there exists a surjection G → H_{4n} and a symplectic character θ^′ : H_{4n} → C such that θ = Inf^G_{H4n} θ^′. Then, if N/N^′ is the subextension corresponding to the kernel of

G → H_{4n} (thus H_{4n} ∼= Gal(N^′/E)), we have W (N/E, θ) = W (N^′/E, θ^′). So we are reduced to show that W (N^′/E, θ^′) = 1 and to do this we can assume that θ^′ is irreducible. In particular θ^′ has degree 2 (see the list of irreducible characters of H_{4n} given in §5.1.3). By (41), it is sufficient to show that, for every place P of E, we have W (N^′_P /E_P , θ^′_{DP} ) = 1, where θ^′_{DP} denotes the restriction of θ^′ to the decomposition group D_P of a fixed place P of N^′ above P . Note that N^′/E is locally abelian since N/E is. In particular D_P is abelian and by Lemma 5.5 we have either

(a) θ^′_{DP} = ρ + ρ for some character ρ : D_P → C of degree 1 or

(b) D_P is cyclic of order 4, contains ⟨τ^2⟩ and θ^′_{DP} = Ind^{DP}_{⟨τ 2⟩}ρ for some character ρ : ⟨τ^2⟩ → C of degree 1.

In case (a) we have

W (N^′_P /E_P , θ^′_{DP} ) = W (N^′_P /E_P , ρ)W (N^′_P /E_P , ρ) = det_ρ(−1).

Let r_P : E^×_P → D_P denote the local reciprocity map so that ρ∘r_P = det_ρ (since ρ has degree 1). If P is archimedean, then N^′_P /E_P is trivial by hypothesis and in particular r_P (−1) = 1 and det_ρ(−1) = 1. If instead P is a finite place, then, by class field theory, r_P (−1) belongs to the inertia subgroup I_P of P in N^′/E, since −1 is a unit of E_P . In particular, r_P (−1)^{eP} = 1 and e_P = #I_P is odd (N^′/E has inertia subgroups of odd order since the same holds for N/E). But we also have r_P (−1)^2 = 1 and therefore r_P (−1) = 1, which implies that det_ρ(−1) = 1 also in this case.

In case (b), if ρ is trivial, then W (N^′_P /E_P , θ^′_{DP} ) = W (N^′_P /E^′_P ′ , ρ) = 1 (here N^′_P /E^′_P ′ is the subextension corresponding to ⟨τ^2⟩ ⊂ D_P ), since the local root number of the trivial character is trivial. If instead ρ is nontrivial (i.e. ρ is the sign character of ⟨τ^2⟩), then one easily sees that θ^′_{DP} = Ind^{DP}_{⟨τ 2⟩}ρ = ν + ν, where ν : D_P → C^× is a character of order 4. Thus we conclude as in case (a).

The case where θ = ψ + ψ for some irreducible character ψ : H → C^× is also similar to the above case (a).

Remark 5.7. Let P be a non-real archimedean place of N and suppose that P lies above a real place P of E. Then E_P = R and N_P = C and the reciprocity map r_P : R^× → Gal(C /R) is nontrivial on −1 (in fact Ker(r_P ) = {x ∈ R^× , x > 0}). For this reason the arguments of the proof of the above proposition do not apply in the case where real places of E are allowed to become complex in N. In fact, as we shall see, the hypothesis on real places of Proposition 5.6 is necessary.

Combining Proposition 5.6 with Corollary 5.2 and Theorem 2, we get the following result.

Theorem 5.8. Let N/E be a tame locally abelian G-Galois extension of number fields whose inverse different is a square. Suppose moreover that no archimedean place of E ramifies in N. Then

(A_{N/E} ) = (O_N ) = 1

in Cl(Z[G]).

5.2 An inverse different whose square root has nontrivial class

In this section we want to find a group G and a tame locally abelian G-Galois extension N/Q whose inverse different is a square and (A_{N/Q} ) ≠ 1 in Cl(Z[G]). The first step is to find a good candidate for the group G, which we would also like to be of smallest possible order. For this reasons, we deduce some conditions G has to satisfy in order for an extension with the above properties to exist.

Lemma 5.9. Suppose that N/Q is a tame locally abelian G-Galois extension whose inverse different is a square and (A_{N/Q} ) ≠ 1 in Cl(Z[G]). Then (i) G is generated by elements of odd order; (ii) G has an irreducible symplectic representation.

Proof. Since Q has no nontrivial extension unramified at every finite prime, G is generated by the inertia subgroups of finite primes. As recalled before Proposition 5.6, these subgroups have odd order in our situation. Furthermore, if G has no symplectic representation, then (A_{N/Q} ) = 1 by Corollary 5.2.

5.2.1. We now show that there is no group of order smaller than 24 satisfying properties (i) and (ii) of Lemma 5.9.

Lemma 5.10. Let H be a group. Then the following are equivalent:

• H has no proper normal subgroup of index a power of 2; • H is generated by elements of odd order.

Proof. Let H^′ be the subgroup generated by the elements of odd order of H. Then H^′ is normal since conjugation preserves the order of elements. We claim that H/H^′ has order a power of 2: let x ∈ H/H^′ be a class represented by h ∈ H. Write the order of h as 2^ab with a, b ∈ N and b odd. Then x has order dividing 2^a since h^{2a} has odd order, hence it belongs to H^′. This shows our claim. Moreover any normal subgroup H^{′′} of H of index a power of 2 contains H^′, since any element of odd order of H has trivial image in H/H^{′′}. From this we easily deduce the equivalence of the two assertions in the statement.

Lemma 5.11. Let H be a group of order 20. Then H is not generated by elements of odd order.

Proof. Observe that, by Sylow’s theorem, H acts transitively by conjugation on the set of Sylow 5-subgroups. Let a denote the cardinality of this set. Then a equals the index of the normalizer of any Sylow 5-subgroup in H and thus divides 4, which is the index of any Sylow 5-subgroup in H. We also know that a is congruent to 1 modulo 5, by Sylow’s theorem. Then a = 1, that is there is only one Sylow 5-subgroup which is therefore normal in H and has index 4. We conclude using Lemma 5.10.

We shall use the following fact in the proof of the next result. Remark 5.12. Let ρ : G → GL(V ) be an irreducible symplectic representation on a complex vector space V of dimension 2m. By scalar restriction, ρ defines a real representation V_R of G, of dimension 4m. The commuting algebra

D = {f ∈ End(V_R) : f is G-invariant} clearly contains C (i.e. scalar multiplications by elements of C ) and is in fact isomorphic to the division algebra of quaternions H (see [27, Remarque 2, §13.2]). Thus V becomes a H -vector space of dimension m, which we denote by V_H , and we get a homomorphism ρ_H : G → GL(V_H ) which fits in a commutative diagram G ρ_H ##FFF FF FFF F ρ // GL(V )

GL(V_H ) +ff 99ss sss sss ss

Proposition 5.13. Let H be a group of order less than 24 which is generated by elements of odd order. Then H has no irreducible symplectic representations.

Proof. Recall that, for any irreducible representation ρ of H, we have deg ρ | #H (see [27, Corollaire 2 to Proposition 16]) and deg ρ ≤ 4 since (deg ρ)^2 ≤ #H < 24 (see [27, Corollaire 2 to Proposition 5]).

We argue by contradiction. Suppose that H has an irreducible symplectic representation ρ_s : H → GL_d(C ) where d = deg ρ_s. Then d = 2 or 4, since irreducible symplectic representations have even degree, and #H is even.

Suppose that d = 4, then #H ≥ d^2 = 16 and d = 4 | #H. This implies that #H = 16 or 20. The first possibility is trivially excluded (a nontrivial 2-group is certainly not generated by elements of odd order), while the second is ruled out by Lemma 5.11.

Then we must have d = 2. By Remark 5.12, this implies that ρ_s factors through an homomorphism ρ_{s,H} : H → H^× ⊂ GL_2(C ). In particular H has a quotient H̄ isomorphic to a finite subgroup of H^× . The finite subgroups of H^× are well-known (see for instance [9, p. 305]): since #H̄ < 24, H̄ is either cyclic or generalized quaternion. On the one hand, H̄ cannot be cyclic, since otherwise ρ_s would be the inflation of a representation of a cyclic group and would not be irreducible since d = 2. On the other hand H̄ cannot be isomorphic to H_{4n} for any n ≥ 2, since otherwise H̄ (and hence H) would have a subgroup of index 2 (⟨σ⟩ has index 2 in H_{4n}, with notation as in §5.1.3), which is forbidden by Lemma 5.10.

5.2.2. We now recall the definition and some properties of the binary tetrahedral group Ã_4. We will then show that Ã_4 is the only group of order 24 satisfying property (i) of Lemma 5.9 (we will see in §5.2.3 that it also satisfies property (ii)). We refer the reader to [25, Section 8.2] for any unproven assertion concerning Ã_4. This group is isomorphic to SL_2(F_3 ) and can be presented as Ã_4 = ⟨α, β | α^3 = β^3 = (αβ)^2⟩.

The center Z(Ã_4) = ⟨α^3⟩ is the only subgroup of order 2 of Ã_4 and Ã_4/Z(Ã_4) is isomorphic to A_4, the alternating group on four elements. We thus have an exact sequence 1 → Z(Ã_4) → Ã_4 → A_4 → 1. (43)

Moreover, Ã_4 has no subgroup of index 2: in particular, thanks to Lemma 5.10, it satisfies property (i) of Lemma 5.9 (and the above exact sequence is non-split). The group Ã_4 has other properties which will be useful later: every subgroup of Ã_4 is cyclic, except for its Sylow 2-subgroup, which is normal and isomorphic to the quaternion group H_8. For simplicity we will denote the Sylow 2-subgroup of Ã_4 by H_8. In fact, Ã_4 is also isomorphic to H_8 ⋊_η Z/3Z where η : Z/3Z → Aut(H_8) ∼= S_4 is any nontrivial homomorphism and S_4 is the permutation group on four elements.

Remark 5.14. The extension (43) is a representation group for A_4, in the sense of Schur, as we now recall. Let H be a finite group and let M(H) denote its Schur multiplier (thus M(H) = H^2(H, C^× ) ∼= H_2(H, Z), see [28, Definition 9.6, Chapter 2]). A representation group for H (see [28, Definition 9.10, Chapter 2]) is a central extension of H by a group Z 1 → Z → H̃ → H → 1 such that

(RG1) H̃ has no proper subgroup H^′ such that H̃ = H^′Z;

(RG2) #M(H) = # ( Z ∩ [H̃, H̃] ) , where [H̃, H̃] denotes the commutator subgroup of H̃;

(RG3) #H̃ = #H · #M(H).

One can show that if the above properties are satisfied, then Z ∼= M(H) (see [28, (9.15), Chapter 2]). Schur showed that M(A_4) has order 2 (see [28, (2.22), Chapter 3]) and it is easy to check that the extension (43) is indeed a representation group for A_4. In fact, Schur also showed that the extension (43) is the only representation group for A_4 up to isomorphism (see [28, Exercise 5, Chapter 2, §9]). One often says briefly that Ã_4 is the representation group of A_4.

Proposition 5.15. A group of order 24 which is generated by elements of odd order is isomorphic to Ã_4.

Proof. Let H̃ be a group of order 24 which is generated by elements of odd order. We will first prove that the center Z(H̃) of H̃ has order 2 and H̃ fits into an exact sequence

1 → Z(H̃) → H̃ → A_4 → 1. (44)

The second step will consist in showing that the above sequence is a representation group for A_4, which implies in particular that H̃ is isomorphic to Ã_4 by Remark 5.14.

In order to prove the first step, we argue as in the proof of Lemma 5.11. Observe that, by Sylow’s theorem, H̃ acts transitively by conjugation on the set of its Sylow 3-subgroups, which has cardinality, say, a. Then a equals the index of the normalizer of any Sylow 3-subgroup in H̃ and thus divides the index of any Sylow 3-subgroup of H̃, which is 8. We also know that a is congruent to 1 modulo 3, by Sylow’s theorem. Then a = 1 or 4 but the case a = 1 is excluded since otherwise H̃ would have a normal Sylow 3-subgroup of index a power of 2, which is impossible by Lemma 5.10. Hence a = 4.

Since conjugation permutes the Sylow 3-subgroups of H̃, we get an homomorphism φ : H̃ → S_4 and we want to determine #ker(φ). Observe that, by the definition of φ, ker(φ) is contained in the normalizer of any Sylow 3- subgroup of H̃, which has index a = 4 in H̃. Thus #ker(φ) divides 6. Since ker(φ) is normal, #ker(φ) is not divisible by 3, otherwise H̃ would have a normal subgroup of index a power of 2, which is impossible by Lemma 5.10. The case #ker(φ) = 1 is also excluded because otherwise H̃ ∼= S_4 and S_4 has a subgroup of index 2 (namely A_4), again contradicting Lemma 5.10. Thus ker(φ) is a normal subgroup of order 2 of H̃ and H̃/ker(φ) is isomorphic to a subgroup of index 2 of S_4. It is well-known (and easy to check) that A_4 is the only subgroup of index 2 of S_4, hence H̃/ker(φ) ∼= A_4. In other words H̃ fits into an exact sequence

1 → ker(φ) → H̃ → A_4 → 1 .

Of course ker(φ) is contained in Z(H̃), being a normal subgroup of order 2. Furthermore the image of Z(H̃) in A_4 is trivial since Z(A_4) is trivial. Hence ker(φ) = Z(H̃) and we get (44), completing the first step of the proof.

To prove the second step, we have to show that (44) satisfies the properties of a representation group for A_4 (see Remark 5.14). Let H̃^′ be a subgroup of H̃ such that H̃′Z(H̃) = H̃. Then, since Z(H̃) is normal in H̃, we have

#H̃^′ =

#H̃ · #(H̃^′ ∩ Z(H̃)) #Z(H̃) = 12 · #(H̃^′ ∩ Z(H̃)) .

Thus #H̃^′ is either 12 or 24. Since the case #H̃^′ = 12 is excluded by Lemma 5.10, we deduce that H̃ has no proper subgroup H̃^′ such that H̃^′Z(H̃) = H̃. Thus H̃ satisfies property (RG1).

Observe that the surjection H̃ → A_4 induces a surjection [H̃, H̃] → [A_4, A_4] on commutator subgroups, whose kernel is Z(H̃) ∩ [H̃, H̃]. In particular

4 = #[A_4, A_4] = #[H̃, H̃] #(Z(H̃) ∩ [H̃, H̃]) . This shows that #[H̃, H̃] is either 8 or 4, according to whether Z(H̃)∩[H̃, H̃] = Z(H̃) or not. We claim that #[H̃, H̃] cannot be 4. For, if #[H̃, H̃] = 4, then H̃ has a quotient of order 6 (note that [H̃, H̃] is normal in H̃) and any group of order 6 has a subgroup of index 2. Thus, by the homomorphism theorem, H̃ has a subgroup of index 2 which is a contradiction by Lemma 5.10. Thus #[H̃, H̃] = 8 and Z(H̃) ∩ [H̃, H̃] = Z(H̃), so that H̃ satisfies (RG2).

Finally since #Z(H̃) = 2 = #M(A_4), H̃ also satisfies (RG3) and hence (44) is a representation group for A_4. In particular by Schur’s uniqueness result recalled in Remark 5.14, H̃ ∼= Ã_4.

5.2.3. We now want to verify that Ã_4 also satisfies property (ii) of Lemma 5.9. Let us first recall the list and some properties of the irreducible complex characters of Ã_4.

We start with the group A_4, which has four irreducible complex characters (see [27, §5.7]). Three have degree 1 and are inflated from characters of the maximal abelian quotient of A_4 (which is cyclic of oder 3), while the remaining one has degree 3 and is real. Inflating these characters to Ã_4, we get three characters χ_1, χ_2 and χ_3 of degree 1 (one of these, say χ_1, is the trivial character, the other two are non-real) and a real character χ_4 of degree 3. Now Ã_4 has seven conjugacy classes (see [25, Section 8.2]), so Ã_4 must have three more irreducible characters χ_5, χ_6 and χ_7 (see [27, Théorème 7]). A standard counting argument (see [27, Corollary 2 to Proposition 5]) shows that these three characters all have degree 2. Moreover, using [27, Exercice 1, §13.2] and the explicit description of the conjugacy classes of Ã_4 given in [25, Section 8.2], one can easily show that Ã_4 has precisely three irreducible real-valued characters. Therefore, since χ_1 and χ_4 are real while χ_2 and χ_3 are not, one of χ_5, χ_6 and χ_7 must be real-valued. Renumbering these characters if necessary, we may suppose that χ_5 is real-valued and χ_6 and χ_7 are non-real. Since complex conjugation acts on the set of irreducible complex characters of Ã_4 of degree 2, we must have χ_7 = χ_6.

The character χ_5 is in fact symplectic, as we shall show in the next proposition. We first need a lemma, which will also be useful later. We are going to use some standard notation and results on complex characters (see [27]). For a group H, we denote by (−, −)_H the scalar product defined on the set of complex-valued function on H. Then any complex character χ of H can be written uniquely as a linear combination with integral coefficients of the irreducible characters of H and in fact χ = ∑ ρ (χ, ρ)_H ρ (45)

where the sum is taken over the set of irreducible complex character of H. In particular deg χ = ∑ ρ (χ, ρ)_H deg ρ. (46)

and, if χ is the character of a representation of H, then (χ, ρ)_H ≥ 0 for any irreducible character ρ. If H^′ is a subgroup of H, χ^′ is a character of H^′ and χ is a character of H, then we have

(Ind^H′ χ^′, χ)_H = (χ^′, Res^H′ χ)_H′

(Frobenius reciprocity). If χ_{H′} (resp. χ_H ) denotes the regular representation of H^′ (resp. H), we have χ_H = Ind^H′ χ_{H′} (47)

and in particular (χ_H , ρ)_H = (χ_{H′} , Res^H′ ρ)_H′

for any character ρ of H. Applying this to H^′ = ⟨id⟩, we get

(χ_H , ρ)_H = deg ρ. (48)

We shall now describe the induction of an irreducible character of H_8 in terms of the χ_i (see Remark 5.4 for notation). This will be used not only to show that χ_5 is the only irreducible symplectic character of Ã_4 but also to compute root numbers (see Proposition 5.19).

Lemma 5.16. We have

Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ψ_1 = χ_1 + χ_2 + χ_3 ,

Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ψ_i = χ_4 for i = 2, 3, 4 ,

Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ϕ = χ_5 + χ_6 + χ_6 .

Proof. Note that χ_1, χ_2 and χ_3 are trivial on H_8 (they are inflated from the maximal abelian quotient of Ã_4 which is Ã_4/H_8). Hence if i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, then Res^{Ã4}_{H8} χ_i = ψ_1 and

(Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ψ_1, χ_i)_{Ã4} = (ψ_1, Res^{Ã4}_{H8} χ_i)_{H8} = 1 for i = 1, 2, 3 by Frobenius reciprocity. Moreover deg ( Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ψ_1 ) = [Ã_4 : H] deg ψ_1 = 3 and (Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ψ_1, χ_i)_{Ã4} ≥ 0 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ 7, since Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ψ_1 is the character of a representation of Ã_4. We deduce from (46) that (Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ψ_1, χ_i)_{Ã4} = 0 if 4 ≤ i ≤ 7. Then we get the first equality of the lemma by (45).

Next we show the second equality. We fix i ∈ {2, 3, 4}. It is sufficient to show that Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ψ_i is irreducible, since it has degree 3 and χ_4 is the only irreducible character of Ã_4 of degree 3. To prove that Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ψ_i is irreducible, we shall use Mackey’s irreducibility criterion (see [27, Proposition 23]). Since H_8 is normal in Ã_4, we have to check that, for every g ∈ Ã_4 \ H_8, ψ_i is different from the representation ψ^g_i : H_8 → C^× defined by ψ^g_i (x) = ψ_i(g^{−1}xg) for every x ∈ H_8. Observe that the kernel of ψ_i has order 4 and therefore is not normal in Ã_4 (see §5.2.2). We deduce that the normalizer of kerψ_i in Ã_4 is H_8. Hence, for every g ∈ Ã_4 \ H_8, there exists y ∈ kerψ_i such that g^{−1}yg /∈ ker ψ_i and in particular ψ^g_i (y) = ψ_i(g^{−1}yg) ≠ 1. Thus ψ_i is trivial on y, while ψ^g_i is not. This shows that, for every g ∈ Ã_4 \ H_8, ψ^g_i and ψ_i are different and hence Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ψ_i is irreducible and equals χ_4.

To prove the last equality of the lemma, let χ_{H8} (resp. χ_{Ã4} ) be the regular representation of H_8 (resp. Ã_4). Then, combining (45) and (48), we have

χ_{H8} = ψ_1 + ψ_2 + ψ_3 + ψ_4 + 2ϕ, χ_{Ã4} = χ_1 + χ_2 + χ_3 + 3χ_4 + 2χ_5 + 2χ_6 + 2χ_7.

Using the first two equalities of the statement of the present lemma and (47), we deduce that

χ_1 + χ_2 + χ_3 + 3χ_4 + 2Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ϕ = Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} χ_{H8} = χ_{Ã4} = χ_1 + χ_2 + χ_3 + 3χ_4 + 2χ_5 + 2χ_6 + 2χ_7

and therefore Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ϕ = χ_5 + χ_6 + χ_7.

Proposition 5.17. The character χ_5 is the only irreducible symplectic character of Ã_4.

Proof. Observe first that if i ≠ 5, then χ_i is not symplectic because either it has odd degree or it takes non real values. So we are left to prove that χ_5 is symplectic. We will use the fact that an irreducible representation is symplectic if and only if its Frobenius-Schur indicator is −1 (see [27, Proposition 38]). So we have to prove that 1 24 ∑ g∈Ã_4 χ_5(g^2) = −1 .

Thanks to Lemma 5.16 we have 1 24 ∑ g∈Ã_4 χ_5(g^2) = 1 24 ∑ g∈Ã_4 ( Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ϕ ) (g^2) − 1 24 ∑ g∈Ã_4 χ_6(g^2) − 1 24 ∑ g∈Ã_4 χ_6(g^2) .

The terms involving χ_6 and χ_6 are trivial since the Frobenius-Schur indicator of an irreducible character which takes non real values is trivial (see [27, Proposition 38]). As for the term involving Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ϕ, since H_8 is normal in Ã_4, the formula for the character of an induced representation (see [27, Théorème 12]) gives ( Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ϕ ) (g^2) = 0 if g^2 /∈ H_8. Now observe that, if g ∈ Ã_4, then g ∈ H_8 if and only if g^2 ∈ H_8 (since Ã_4/H_8 has order coprime with 2) and, if g ∈ H_8, then g^2 = { id if g = id, z z otherwise,

where z is the only nontrivial square of H_8 (thus z = τ^2 in the presentation of H_8 given in §5.1.3). We deduce that ∑ g∈Ã_4 ( Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ϕ ) (g^2) = ∑ g∈H_8 ( Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ϕ ) (g^2) = 2 ( Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ϕ ) (id) + 6 ( Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ϕ ) (z) . We have ( Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ϕ ) (id) = deg ( Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ϕ ) = [Ã_4 : H_8] deg ϕ = 6 .

The formula for the character of an induced representation, together with the fact that H_8 is normal in Ã_4 and z ∈ Z(Ã_4), gives ( Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ϕ ) (z) = 1 #H_8 ∑ g∈Ã_4 ϕ(g^{−1}zg) = 3ϕ(z) = −6 ,

where the last equality follows from the explicit computation of the values of ϕ (see for instance [27, Exercice 3, Section 12.2]). It follows that ∑ g∈Ã_4 ( Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} ϕ ) (g^2) = −24

as desired.

Thus Ã_4 satisfies the properties of Lemma 5.9 and has smallest possible order. In fact we also have that a tame Ã_4-Galois extension whose inverse different is a square of Q is automatically locally abelian, even locally cyclic.

Theorem 5.18. The group Ã_4 is the group of smallest order satisfying properties (i) and (ii) of Lemma 5.9. Moreover, if N/Q is a tame Ã_4-Galois extension whose inverse different is a square, then N/Q is locally cyclic.

Proof. The first assertion follows by Propositions 5.13, 5.15 and 5.17. As for the last assertion, Ã_4 and H_8, the only noncyclic subgroups of Ã_4, cannot be the decomposition subgroup of an archimedean place of N, since the latter is of order dividing 2. Suppose one of Ã_4 and H_8 is the decomposition subgroup of a finite place of N, then this place has to be ramified since decomposition subgroups of unramified places are cyclic. But finite primes have odd inertia degree in N/Q, since C_{N/Q} is a square, thus H_8 cannot be a decomposition subgroup. The same holds for Ã_4 itself: its quotient by the inertia subgroup would have to be cyclic, hence the commutator [Ã_4, Ã_4] would have to be contained in the inertia subgroup. But [Ã_4, Ã_4] = H_8 (as we showed in the proof of Proposition 5.15) and therefore Ã_4 cannot be the decomposition group of a place of N. It follows that N/Q is locally cyclic.

5.2.4. We now explicitly describe a tame Ã_4-Galois extension N/Q whose inverse different is a square. We use the results of Bachoc and Kwon [1], who studied the embedding problem of A_4-extensions in Ã_4-extensions.

We briefly recall how the Ã_4-Galois extension we are interested in is constructed, although this construction is not strictly necessary for us. We begin with the polynomial X^4 − 2X^3 − 7X^2 + 3X + 8

which is irreducible over Q and let γ be any fixed root of it (in an algebraic closure of Q). Then, up to conjugation, K = Q(γ) is the totally real field of degree four over Q of smallest discriminant having trivial class number and Galois closure with Galois group isomorphic to A_4 (see [2, tables at pp. 395- 396]). An easy computation with PARI [34] reveals that the Galois closure M/Q of K is explicitly given by the polynomial

X^{12} − 23X^{10} + 125X^8 − 231X^6 + 125X^4 − 23X^2 + 1 .

A further computation gives that the discriminant of M/Q is 163^8 (in particular M/Q is tame) and the four primes above 163 in M/Q have ramification index 3 (in particular C_{M/Q} is a square). Let k denote the only degree 3 subextension of M/Q, it follows that k/Q is totally ramified above 163 and unramified elsewhere, and M/k is unramified at every finite place.

Using again PARI, we get that the narrow class number of K equals 2. In other words the narrow Hilbert class field of K, namely its maximal abelian extension which is unramified at finite places, is of degree 2 over K. Moreover K/Q has the same discriminant as k/Q. Therefore K satisfies the hypotheses of [1, Proposition 3.1(1)] and there exists a unique number field K̃ of degree 8 over Q with the following properties:

• K ⊂ K̃ and K̃/K is unramified outside the primes ramifying in M/k (i.e.

K̃ is a pure embedding of K);

• the Galois closure N/Q of K̃ has Galois group Ã_4.

It follows from K ⊂ K̃ and the definition of M and N that M ⊂ N (see Figure 1). From the above we get that K̃/K is unramified at every finite place, thus the same holds for N/M and for N/k. This shows that N/Q is tame and that its inverse different is a square (since the same holds for k/Q). N M^2 K̃ 3

K 3 2 k 4

Q 4 3

Ã_4

A_4

Figure 1: Extensions diagram

Since the class number of K is trivial, K̃/K is ramified at some archimedean place (in fact K̃ is the narrow Hilbert class field of K). In particular K̃ is not totally real and therefore N is totally complex (being a non-totally real Galois extension of Q). In other words the archimedean place of Q is ramified in N, so the extension N/Q does not satisfy the hypotheses of Proposition 5.6.

Bachoc and Kwon also compute a polynomial defining K̃ (see [1, table of p. 9, first line]):

X^8 + 14X^6 + 23X^4 + 9X^2 + 1.

With the help of PARI, we get that N/Q is explicitly given by the polynomial

X^{24} − 3X^{23} − 2X^{22} + 16X^{21} − 12X^{20} + 52X^{19} − 324X^{18} − 436X^{17}+ 3810X^{16} − 1638X^{15} − 8012X^{14} − 12988X^{13} + 67224X^{12} − 76152X^{11} + 41175X^{10} − 39587X^9 + 70068X^8 − 66440X^7 + 38488X^6 − 23248X^5 +16672X^4 − 6976X^3 + 2816X^2 − 1280X + 512.

5.2.5. We now want to verify that t_{Ã4} W_{N/Q} ∈ Cl(Z[Ã_4]) is nontrivial. We first show that W_{N/Q} ∈ Hom_{ΩQ}(S_{Ã4} , {±1}) is not trivial.

Proposition 5.19. We have W (N/Q, χ_5 ) = −1, i.e. W_{N/Q} is not trivial.

Proof. By Lemma 5.16 and the properties of root numbers recalled in §5.1.1, we have W (N/Q, χ_5 ) = W (N/k, ϕ)W (N/Q , χ_6 )^{−1}W (N/Q, χ_6)^{−1} . (49) We first show that W (N/k, ϕ) = −1. Since k/Q is cyclic of degree 3, it is totally real with three real places and Gal(N/k) = H_8, the unique Sylow 2-subgroup of Ã_4. We will show that

W (N_P /k_P ), ϕ_{DP} ) = { −1 if P is a real place of k 1 otherwise

which implies, by (41), that W (N/k, ϕ) = −1 (recall that ϕ_{DP} denotes the restriction of ϕ at P). If P is a finite prime of k, then one shows the triviality of W (N_P /k_P , ϕ_{DP} ) as in the proof of Proposition 5.6 (case (a)). Suppose that P is a real place of k, then the decomposition subgroup D_P of a place P of N above P is cyclic of order 2, since N is totally imaginary, and therefore D_P = Z(Ã_4) = ⟨α^3⟩ since the center is the only subgroup of order 2 of Ã_4. In particular, by kemma 5.5, we must have ϕ_{DP} = ν + ν where ν : D_P → {±1} is a character (thus in fact ν = ν and ϕ_{DP} = 2ν). Actually, since ϕ(α^3) = −2 (as remarked in the proof of kemma 5.16), ν must be the sign character, i.e. the only nontrivial character of D_P . We therefore obtain

W (N_P /k_P , ϕ_{DP} ) = W (N_P /k_P , ν)W (N_P /k_P , ν) = det_ν (−1) = ν∘r_P (−1) = −1,

where as usual r_P : k^×_P = R^× → D_P is the local reciprocity map at P (which is nontrivial on −1 precisely because P is ramified in N/k).

As for the factor W (N/Q, χ_6 )^{−1}W (N/Q, χ_6)^{−1} in (49), using (41) as above, we are reduced to the local setting (here local means corresponding to a place of Q). Again, if P is a place of N, either finite or archimedean,

W (N/Q, (χ_6 )_{DP} )W (N/Q, (χ_6)_{DP} ) = det_{(χ6 )DP} (−1) .

Observe that the determinant of χ_6 is trivial on H_8 (which is the commutator subgroup of Ã_4). If P is archimedean, D_P is cyclic of order 2 and therefore

D_P ⊂ H_8, since H_8 is the Sylow 2-subgroup of Ã_4. In particular det_{(χ6 )DP} = 1. If instead P lies above a finite rational prime p, then, as in the proof of Proposition 5.6, the reciprocity map r_p : Q^×_p → D_P is trivial on −1, since r_p(−1) is of order dividing 2 and belongs to the inertia subgroup I_P which has odd order. In particular det_{(χ6 )DP} (−1) = 1 also in this case.

Concerning the map t_{Ã4} , we have the following result. Lemma 5.20. The map t_{Ã4} : Hom_{ΩQ}(S_{Ã4} , {±1}) → Cl(Z[Ã_4]) is an isomorphism between groups of order 2. Proof. Consider the following diagram

Hom_{ΩQ}(S_{Ã4} , {±1})^{tÃ4}−−−−→ Cl(Z[Ã_4]) φ r_{es} Hom_{ΩQ}(S_{H8} , {±1})^{tH8}−−−−→ Cl(Z[H_8])

(50)

where res is induced by restriction of scalars from Z[Ã_4] to Z[H_8]. To define φ, observe that each of Ã_4 and H_8 has precisely one irreducible symplectic representation (χ_5 and ϕ, respectively). This means that S_{Ã4} and S_{H8} both have Z-rank 1 and Ω_Q acts trivially on them. Of course Ω_Q acts trivially on {±1} too, so that Hom_{ΩQ}(S_{Ã4} , {±1}) and Hom_{ΩQ}(S_{H8} , {±1}) both have order 2. Then we let φ be the only isomorphism between Hom_{ΩQ}(S_{Ã4} , {±1}) and Hom_{ΩQ}(S_{H8} , {±1}). In particular φ(f)(ϕ) = f(χ_5) for f ∈ Hom_{ΩQ}(S_{Ã4} , {±1}).

We claim that the above diagram is commutative. First observe that, thanks to [15, Theorem 12], we have a commutative diagram Hom_{ΩQ}(R_{Ã4} , J(L^′)) −−−−→ Cl(Z[Ã_4]) res r_{es} Hom_{ΩQ}(R_{H8} , J(L^′)) −−−−→ Cl(Z[H_8]) where L^′ is a large enough number field, the horizontal arrows are the projections induced by the Hom-description and the map res on the left satisfies res(g)(χ) = g(Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} χ) for any g ∈ Hom_{ΩQ}(R_{Ã4} , J(L^′)) and any character χ of H_8. Thus it is sufficient to prove that the diagram

Hom_{ΩQ}(S_{Ã4} , {±1}) t^′_{Ã4} −−−−→ Hom_{ΩQ}(R_{Ã4} , J(L^′)) φ r_{es} Hom_{ΩQ}(S_{H8} , {±1})^t ′ H8 −−−−→ Hom_{ΩQ}(R_{H8} , J(L^′)) is commutative (the definition of t^′_{Ã4} and t^′_{H8} is recalled in §5.1.2). Take f ∈ Hom_{ΩQ}(S_{Ã4} , {±1}), then, on the one hand, by Lemma 5.16 we have

res(t^′_{Ã4} (f))(χ) = t^′_{Ã4} (f)(Ind^{Ã4}_{H8} χ) = t^′_{Ã4} (f)(χ_5 + χ_6 + χ_7) if χ = ϕ t^′_{Ã4} (f)(χ_1 + χ_2 + χ_3) if χ = ψ_1 t^′_{Ã4} (f)(χ_4) otherwise, for any irreducible character χ of H_8. In particular, using the definition of t^′_{Ã4} and Proposition 5.17, we get, for every place l of L^′,

res(t^′_{Ã4} (f))(χ)_l = { f(χ_5) if l is finite and χ = ϕ 1 otherwise.

On the other hand we have

t^′_{H8} (φ(f))(χ)_l = { φ(f)(χ) if l is finite and χ = ϕ 1 otherwise = { f(χ_5) if l is finite and χ = ϕ 1 otherwise,

and we have proved our claim.

Now the bottom horizontal arrow of (50) is an isomorphism, by a result of Fröhlich (see [15, I, Proposition 7.2]). Swan showed that the right-hand vertical arrow of (50) is also an isomorphism (see [30, Theorem 14.1]). Thus t_{Ã4} is an isomorphism and all groups have order 2.

Combining the above lemma (in fact just the injectivity of t_{Ã4} ) with Proposition 5.19 and Corollary 5.2, we get the main result of this section and prove Theorem 3 of the Introduction.

Theorem 5.21. For the above Ã_4-extension N/Q one has t_{Ã4} W_{N/Q} ≠ 1 in Cl(Z[Ã_4]). In particular the classes of A_{N/Q} and O_N are both equal to the nontrivial element in Cl(Z[Ã_4]).

Remark 5.22. Recall that N/k is unramified at every finite place and that Gal(N/k) = H_8. Therefore A_{N/k} = O_N and in particular (A_{N/k}) = (O_N ) in Cl(Z[H_8]). Note that, in the proof of Proposition 5.17, we have shown that W_{N/k} is nontrivial. Moreover, since t_{H8} is an isomorphism by [15, I, Proposition 7.2], we get that t_{H8} W_{N/k} is the nontrivial element of Cl(Z[H_8]). Thus N/k gives another example of a tame (in fact unramified at finite places) Galois extension whose codifferent is a square and the square root of the codifferent has nontrivial class in the locally free class group. Anyway, the case of N/Q is perhaps more suggestive, since A_{N/Q} ≠ O_N .

References

[1] C. Bachoc and S.-H. Kwon. Sur les extensions de groupe de Galois Ã_4.

Acta Arith., 62(1):1–10, 1992.

[2] J. Buchmann, M. Pohst, and J. von Schmettow. On the computation of unit groups and class groups of totally real quartic fields. Math. Comp., 53(187):387–397, 1989.

[3] D. Burns. On arithmetically realizable classes. Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc., 118(3):383–392, 1995.

[4] D. Burns and T. Chinburg. Adams operations and integral Hermitian- Galois representations. Amer. J. Math., 118(5):925–962, 1996.

[5] S. U. Chase. Ramification invariants and torsion Galois module structure in number fields. J. Algebra, 91(1):207–257, 1984.

[6] T. Chinburg. Galois structure of de Rham cohomology of tame covers of schemes. Ann. of Math. (2), 139(2):443–490, 1994.

[7] J. Cougnard. Propriétés galoisiennes des anneaux d’entiers des pextensions. Compos. Math., 33:303–336, 1976.

[8] C. W. Curtis and I. Reiner. Methods of representation theory. Vol. I. John Wiley & Sons Inc., New York, 1981.

[9] C. W. Curtis and I. Reiner. Methods of representation theory. Vol. II.

John Wiley & Sons Inc., New York, 1987.

[10] B. Erez. Structure galoisienne et forme trace dans les corps de nombres.

Thèse de doctorat, Université de Genève, 1987.

[11] B. Erez. The Galois Structure of the Trace Form in Extensions of Odd Prime Degree. J. Algebra, 118:438–446, 1988.

[12] B. Erez. The Galois Structure of the Square Root of the Inverse Different.

Math. Z., 208: 239–255, 1991.

[13] B. Erez. A survey of recent work on the square root of the inverse different.

Astérisque, (198-200):133–152 (1992), 1991. Journées Arithmétiques, 1989 (Luminy, 1989).

[14] A. Fröhlich. Arithmetic and Galois module structure for tame extensions.

J. Reine Angew. Math., 286/287:380–440, 1976.

[15] A. Fröhlich. Galois module structure of algebraic integers. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1983.

[16] K. Ireland and M. Rosen. A classical introduction to modern number theory. Springer-Verlag, New York, second edition, 1990.

[17] T.-Y. Lam. Artin exponent of finite groups. J. Algebra, 9:94–119, 1968. [18] J. Martinet. Sur l’arithmétique des extensions galoisiennes à groupe de Galois diédral d’ordre 2p. Ann. Inst. Fourier, 19(1):1–80, 1969.

[19] J. Martinet. Character theory and Artin L-functions. In Algebraic number fields: L-functions and Galois properties (Proc. Sympos., Univ. Durham, Durham, 1975), pages 1–87. Academic Press, London, 1977.

[20] L. R. McCulloh. A class number formula for elementary-abelian-group rings. J. Algebra, 68(2):443–452, 1981.

[21] L. R. McCulloh. Galois module structure of abelian extensions. J. Reine Angew. Math., 375/376:259–306, 1987.

[22] J.S. Milne. Class field theory (v4.02), 2013. Available at www.jmilne.org/math/.

[23] E. J. Pickett and S. Vinatier. Self-Dual Integral Normal Bases and Galois Module Structure. Compos. Math., 149(7):1175–1202, 2013.

[24] I. Reiner. Maximal Orders. Academic Press, London, 1975. [25] H. E. Rose. A course on finite groups. Springer-Verlag London Ltd., London, 2009.

[26] J.-P. Serre. Corps Locaux. Hermann, Paris, 1968.

[27] J.-P. Serre. Représentations linéaires des groupes finis. Hermann, Paris, 1978.

[28] M. Suzuki. Group theory I. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1982.

[29] R. G. Swan. Periodic resolution for finite groups. Ann. of Math. (2), 72:267–291, 1960.

[30] R. G. Swan. Projective modules over binary polyhedral groups. J. Reine Angew. Math., 342:66–172, 1983.

[31] M. J. Taylor. Galois module structure of integers of relative abelian extensions. J. Reine Angew. Math., 303/304:97–101, 1978.

[32] M. J. Taylor. On the self-duality of the ring of integers as a galois module.

Invent. Math., 46(2):173–178, 1978.

[33] M. J. Taylor. On Fröhlich’s conjecture for rings of integers of tame extensions. Invent. Math., 63(1):41–79, 1981.

[34] The PARI Group, Bordeaux. PARI/GP, version 2.5.3, 2012. available from http://pari.math.u-bordeaux.fr/.

[35] S. Ullom. Galois Cohomology of Ambiguous Ideals. J. Number Theroy, (1):11–15, 1969.

[36] S. Ullom. Normal Bass in Galois extensions of number fields. Nagoya Math J., (34):153–167, 1969.

[37] S. Ullom. Integral representations afforded by ambiguous ideals in some abelian extensions. J. Number Theory, 6:32–49, 1974.

[38] S. Vinatier. Sur la Racine Carrée de la Codifférente. J. Théor. Nombres Bordeaux, 15:393–410, 2003.

[39] S. Vinatier. Galois Module Structure in Weakly Ramified 3-Extensions.

Acta Arith., 119(2):171–186, 2005.