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ON A REFINEMENT OF THE
BIRCH AND SWINNERTON-DYER CONJECTURE
IN POSITIVE CHARACTERISTIC

DAVID BURNS, MAHESH KAKDE, WANSU KIM

ABSTRACT. We formulate a refined version of the Birch and Swinnerton Dyer conjecture
for abelian varieties over global function fields. This refinement incorporates both families
of congruences between the leading terms of Artin-Hasse-Weil L-series and also strong
restrictions on the Galois structure of natural Selmer complexes and constitutes a precise
analogue for abelian varieties over function fields of the equivariant Tamagawa number
conjecture for abelian varieties over number fields. We then provide strong supporting ev-
idence for this conjecture including giving a full proof, modulo only the assumed finiteness
of Tate-Shafarevich groups, in an important class of examples.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Let A be an abelian variety that is defined over a function field K in one variable over
a finite field of characteristic p.

In [28] Artin and Tate formulated a precise conjectural formula for the leading term at
s = 1 of the Hasse-Weil L-series attached to A.

This formula constituted a natural ‘geometric’ analogue of the Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer
Conjecture for abelian varieties over number fields and was subsequently verified uncondi-
tionally by Milne [2I] in the case that A is constant and by Ulmer [3I] in certain other
special cases. Further partial results have been obtained by many other authors and these
efforts culminate in the main result of the seminal article of Kato and Trihan [I7] which
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shows that the conjecture is valid whenever there exists a prime ¢ such that the ¢-primary
component of the Tate-Shafarevic group of A over K is finite.

In this article we now formulate, and provide strong evidence for, a refined version of this
conjecture that also incorporates precise families of integral congruence relations between
the leading terms at s = 1 of the Artin-Hasse-Weil L-series that are attached to A and to
irreducible complex characters (with open kernel) of the absolute Galois group of K. This
conjecture is a precise analogue for abelian varieties over function fields of the equivari-
ant Tamagawa number conjecture (‘ETNC’), including the p-primary part, for the motive
h'(A)(1) of abelian varieties A over number fields.

To be a little more precise about our results we now fix a finite Galois extension L of K
with group G.

Then, as a first step, we shall prove that the leading terms of the Artin-Hasse-Weil L-
series that are attached to A and to the irreducible complex characters of GG are interpolated
by a canonical element of the Whitehead group K;(R[G]) of the group ring R[G]. (This
result is, a priori, far from clear and requires one to prove, in particular, that leading terms
at irreducible symplectic characters are strictly positive.)

Our central conjecture is then a precise formula for the image of this element under the
connecting homomorphism from K (R[G]) to the relative algebraic Ky-group Ko(Z[G],R[G])
of the ring inclusion Z|G] < R[G].

The conjectural formula involves a canonical Fuler characteristic element that is con-
structed by combining a natural ‘Selmer complex’ of G-modules together with the classical
Neron-Tate height pairing of A over L. This Selmer complex is constructed from the flat
cohomology of the torsion subgroup scheme of the Néron model of A over the projective
curve X with function field K and is both perfect over Z[G] and has cohomology groups
that are closely related to the classical Mordell-Weil and Selmer groups of A® and A over L.

The formula also involves the Euler characteristic of an auxiliary perfect complex of
G-modules that is constructed directly from the Zariski cohomology of an appropriate line
bundle over X and is necessary in order to compensate for certain choices of pro-p subgroups
that are made in the definition of the Selmer complex.

If L = K, then Ky(Z[G],R[G]) identifies with the quotient of the multiplicative group
R* by {#+1} and we check that in this case our conjecture recovers the classical Birch and
Swinnerton-Dyer conjecture for A over K.

In the general case, the conjecture incorporates both a family of explicit congruence
relations between the leading terms of the Artin-Hasse-Weil L-series attached to A and to
characters of G and also strong restrictions on the Galois structure of Selmer complexes
(see Remarks 3] and [A.4]).

As far as evidence is concerned, we are able to adapt the methods of [I7] in order to
prove that, whenever there exists a prime £ such that the /-primary component of the Tate-
Shafarevic group of A over L is finite, then our conjecture is valid modulo a certain finite
subgroup T4 1/x of Ko(Z[G],R[G]), the nature of which depends both on the reduction
properties of A and the ramification behaviour in L/K.

For example, if A is semistable over K and L/K is tamely ramified, then T 1 /x vanishes
and so we obtain a full verification of our conjecture in this case.



In the worst case the group T4 /k coincides with the torsion subgroup of the subgroup
Ko(Z[G],Q[G)]) of Ko(Z[G],R[G]) and our result essentially amounts to proving a version
of the main result of [I7] for the leading terms of the Artin-Hasse-Weil L-series attached to
A and to each character of G.

However, even the latter result is new and of interest since, for example, it both establishes
the ‘order of vanishing’ part of the Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer conjecture for Artin-Hasse-
WEeil L-series and, in addition, plays a key role in a complementary article of the first two
authors in which the conjecture formulated here is proved, modulo the standard finiteness
hypothesis on Tate-Shafarevic groups, in the case of abelian varieties A that are generically
ordinary.

As a key step in the proof of our main result we shall combine Grothendieck’s description
of Artin-Hasse-Weil L-series in terms of the action of Frobenius on (-adic cohomology (for
some prime ¢ = p) together with a result of Schneider concerning the Néron-Tate height-
pairing to show that our conjectural formula naturally decomposes as a sum of ‘/-primary
parts’ over all primes /.

It is thus of interest to note that in some related recent work Trihan and Vauclair [30] have
adapted the approach of [I7] in order to formulate and prove a natural main conjecture of
(p-adic) non-commutative Iwasawa theory for A relative to unramified p-adic Lie extensions
of K under the assumptions both that A is semistable over K and that certain Iwasawa-
theoretic p-invariants vanish.

In addition, for each prime ¢ # p, Witte [33] has used techniques of Waldhausen K-theory
to deduce an analogue of the main conjecture of non-commutative Iwasawa theory for ¢-adic
sheaves over arbitrary p-adic Lie extensions of K from Grothendieck’s formula for the Zeta
function of such sheaves.

It seems likely that these results can be combined with the descent techniques developed
by Venjakob and the first author in [3] and the explicit interpretation of height pairings
in terms of Bockstein homomorphisms that we use below to give an alternative, although
rather less direct, proof of the £-primary part of our main result for any ¢ = p and of the
p-primary part of our main result in the special case that L/K is unramified and suitable
p-invariants vanish.

However, even now, there are still no ideas as to how one could formulate a main con-
jecture of (non-commutative) Iwasawa theory for A relative to any general class of ramified
p-adic Lie extensions of K.

It is thus one of the main observations of the present article that the techniques developed
by Kato and Trihan in [I7] are essentially themselves sufficient to prove refined versions of
the Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer conjecture without the necessity of developing the appropri-
ate formalism of non-commutative Iwasawa theory (and hence without the need to assume
the vanishing of relevant p-invariants).

This general philosophy also in fact underpins the complementary work of the first two
authors regarding generically ordinary abelian varities.

In a little more detail, the main contents of this article is as follows.

Firstly, in §2 we use the leading terms of the Artin-Hasse-Weil L-series attached to
complex characters of G to define a canonical element of K7 (R[G]). Then, in §3] we define
a natural family of ‘Selmer complexes’ of G-modules and establish some of its key properties.
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In § we formulate our main conjecture and state the main evidence for this conjecture
that we prove in later sections.

In §8] we prove certain useful preliminary results including a purely K-theoretic obser-
vation that plays a key role in several subsequent calculations. We also show that our
conjecture is consistent in some important respects and use a result of Schneider to give a
useful reformulation of the conjecture.

In g6 and 7] we investigate the syntomic cohomology complexes introduced by Kato and
Trihan in [I7], with a particular emphasis on understanding conditions under which these
complexes can be shown to be perfect.

In §8 we analyse when certain morphisms of complexes that arise naturally in the theory
are ‘semisimple’ (in the sense of Galois descent) and deduce, modulo the assumed finiteness
of Tate-Shafarevich groups, the order of vanishing part of the Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer
conjecture for Artin Hasse-Weil L-series.

Then, in §9, we combine the results established in earlier sections to prove our main
results.

Finally, in an appendix to this article we show that the coherent cohomology over a
‘separated’ formal fs log scheme can be computed via the Cech resolution with respect to
an affine Kummer-étale covering. (This result plays an important role in the arguments
of g7 and, whilst it is surely well-known to experts, we have not been able to find a good
reference for it.)

1.2.  To end this introduction we fix certain notation and conventions that are to be used
in the sequel.

We fix a prime number p and a function field K in one variable over a finite field of
characteristic p. We write X for the proper smooth connected curve over F, that has
function field K.

Let A be an abelian variety over K. Let U be a dense open subset of X such that A/K
has good reduction on U. We write A for the Néron model of A over X.

Let F' be a finite extension of K. Let X denote the proper smooth curve over [F, that
has function field F'. We will denote the ‘base extension’ of an object # over either K or X
to that over F of X by a subscript #p. For example Ar and Ur denote A x g F, U xx Xp
respectively. If there is no danger of confusion we often omit the subscript F.

The Pontryagin dual of an abelian group M is denoted by M* := Hom(M,Q/Z). We fix
an algebraic closure Q of Q and for every prime ¢ an algebraic Q, of Q,. Furthermore, for
every prime ¢, we fix an embedding of Q into Q.

For each natural number n the n-torsion subgroup of an abelian group M is denoted
by M|[n]. The full torsion subgroup of M is denoted by M, and, for each prime ¢, the
¢-primary part of M, is denoted by M{/}.

For a finite group G we write Ir(G) for the set of its irreducible complex valued characters
and Ir*(G) for the subset of Ir(G) comprising characters that are symplectic.

For any commutative ring R we write R[G] for the group ring of G over R and denote
its centre by ((R[G]). We identify ((C[G]) with [ ], () C in the standard way.

Acknowledgement: We thank Fabien Trihan for several helpful conversations and e-mail
correspondences.



2. LEADING TERMS OF ARTIN-HASSE-WEIL L-SERIES

For each x in Ir(G) we write Li(A, x,s) for the Artin-Hasse-Weil L-series of the pair
(A, x) that is truncated by removing the Euler factors for all places outside U.

We now show that there exists a canonical element of the Whitehead group K;(R[G])
that naturally interpolates the leading terms Lj;(A, x,1) at s = 1 in the Taylor expansions
of the functions Ly (A, x, s) as x ranges over Ir(G).

This ‘K-theoretical leading term’ will then play a key role in the conjecture that we
discuss in subsequent sections.

To define the element we use that fact that the algebra R[G] is semisimple and hence
that the classical reduced norm construction induces a homomorphism Nrdgg) of abelian

groups from K1 (R[G]) to ((R[G])* <[] C

Theorem 2.1. There exists a unique element L;(Arx, 1) of K1(R[G]) with the property
that Nrdgye)(Li(Ar/k, 1))x = L (A, x, 1) for all x in Ir(G).

Proof. Since the natural map R[G]* — K;(R[G]) is surjective, the Hasse-Schilling-Maass
norm theorem implies both that Nrdg¢) is injective and that its image is equal to the sub-
group of le C* comprising elements (z, ), that satisfy both of the following conditions

Troy = T(y), for all x in Ir(G), and
zy € R and z, >0, for all x in Ir’(G),

where 7 denotes complex conjugation. (For a proof of this result see [8, Th. (45.3)].)

The injectivity of Nrdg(g) implies that there can be at most one element of Ki(R[G])
with the stated property and to show that such an element exists it is enough to show that
the element (L;(A, x, 1))y of le(G) C* satisfies the above displayed conditions.

This fact is established in Proposition below. O

The following result extends an observation of Kato and Trihan from [I7 Appendix].

Proposition 2.2. The following claims are valid for every x in Ir(G).

(i) 7(L{;(A,x, 1)) = L;(A, 7 ox, 1), where T denotes complex conjugation.

(ii) Write Fq and Fy for the total field of constants of K and L respectively. Then if x is
both real valued and not inflated from a non-trivial one dimensional representation
of Gal(Fy /), then the leading term Lj;(A, x,1) is a strictly positive real number.

Proof. At the outset we fix a prime ¢ with £ = p and write Q¢ for the algebraic closure of
Q in C. We also fix an isomorphism C =~ C, that we suppress from the notation.

In particular, for each p in Ir(G) we fix a realisation V), of p over Q¢ and do not distinguish
between it and the space Qf ®qgec V.

Now for every p in Ir(G) Grothendieck [I3] (see also the proof of [22, Chap. VI, Th.
13.3]) has proved that there is an equality of power series

1+1

(1) Do) = [ [ ol ,
i=0
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where each @, ;(u) is a polynomial in u over Q° that can be computed as

Qp.i(w) := det(1 —u - pg| Hiy [(U°, Ve(A)) (1) ®q, Vp)

where U¢ denotes U xp, Fg, Vi(A) the Q-space spanned by the (-adic Tate module of A
and ¢, the g-th power Frobenius map

For each i we set d,; := dimgqg(Hy, (U, Vi(A))(—1)) and write the eigenvalues, counted
with multiplicity, of ¢, on this space as {aiq}1<a<d, ;- Then, with {8, }1<p<p(1) denoting

the eigenvalues, counted with multiplicity, of ¢, on V), one has

a=d; b=p(1)

(2) Qpilu H [T (@~ aiwbppu).
b=1

Grothendieck’s result implies that the set {ia}1<a<d,, s a subset of Q¢ that is stable
under the action of any automorphism w of C. For any such w one therefore has

a=d; =p :d. =p

(3)  w(@pi(u) = H H — jfp ju) = H H — jw(Bp,j)u) = (Quop,i(u))

and so (I]) implies that there is an equality of power series

(4) W(LU(Avp’ S)) = LU(Avw ©p, 8).

By applying this observation with w = 7 we deduce that the orders of vanishing at s = 1
of the series Ly (A, p,s) and Ly (A, T o p,s) are equal and moreover that

T(L?}(A,,O, 1)) = L(*](AvT °p, 1)7

as required to prove claim (i).

To prove claim (ii) we assume that p is real-valued and hence, by (Bl with w = 7, that
each polynomial @, ;(u) belongs to R[u].

Now, since the weight on U of V;(A)(—1) is one, Deligne [9] has shown that |a;,| < ¢
for all values of ¢ and a.

Further, as the space H,

i+1

(U, Vy(A))(—1) is dual to HO(U®, V;(A"))(1) and the weight

on U of the representation V(A%)(1) is —3, one has |ag,| = q% for all a.

Since |B,| = 1 for all b these observations combine with () to imply that neither of the
terms Q,.0(q 1) or Q,2(¢~!) vanishes.

In particular, if m denotes the order of vanishing of Ly (A4, x,s) at s = 1, then one has

(5) Li (A1) = Qpola™) ' Qpala™) ™+ lim(s = 1) Qpala™).

etc

To prove that this quantity is a strictly positive real number we shall split it into a
number of subproducts and show that each separate subproduct is a strictly positive real
number. To do this we abbreviate each term ;e 8, t0 Qigp.

At the outset we note that if a term a;qp is not real, then (since @, ;(u) belongs to R[u])
there must exist indices o’ and o’ with either a = a’ or b = b’ and such that o,y = T(p)
and so the product (1 — aupq ') (1 — qigpyqg™') is a strictly positive real number.



We need therefore only consider terms «;4;, that are real and to do this we define for each
i€ {0,1,2} sets of indices

i+1

Jii={(a,b):1<a<d,;;1<b<p(l) and e =q 2 }
cJi={(a,b):1<a<d,;;1 <b<p(l) and g € R}.

Now if either ¢ = 0 and (a,b) € Jy or if 1 < i < 2 and (a,b) € J;\J/, then one checks
easily that (1 — ajepq™') > 0.
Furthermore, one has m = |J{| and

tim(s =1 ] (1= a1mg™) = (m(s - 17 (1= ¢=4)™ = (oglg)™ >0
(a,b)eJ]

is a strictly positive real number.
To prove ([B) is strictly positive we are therefore reduced to showing that the product

HjeJé(l — agapq ) = HjeJé(l - q%) is positive, or equivalently that |.J5| is even.
To do this we set A := Gal(LF;/KF) and recall that Hgm(UC, Ve(A)(p))(—1) is dual to
the 1-twist of the space

HO(U*, Vi(A)(p¥)) = (Va(A")(p¥)) SHETEED = ((v(A")SHETEED (pv))2
= (Vi(B)(p"))> = Va(B) ® (V)"

Here the first equality is obvious and the second is true because the restriction of p to
Gal(K*¢/LF¢) is trivial, B is the L/Fy trace of A* (which exists since L/Fy is primary) and
the last equality is true because B is defined over F.

In particular, if (p¥ ) vanishes, then |J5| = dy = 0 is even and we are done.

We claim now that (p¥)? does indeed vanish unless p is trivial. To show this we note
that A identifies with a normal subgroup of G in such a way that the quotient is isomorphic
to the cyclic group H := Gal(F,/F,).

Thus, if n is any irreducible subrepresentation of resg(pv), then Clifford’s theorem (cf.
[8, Th. 11.1(i)]) implies that res§(p¥) is direct sum of conjugates of 1 and hence that
resg(p")A does not vanish if and only if 7 is trivial.

It follows that res§(p¥)® does not vanish if and only if resQ(p") is trivial and this
happens if and only if p¥, and hence also p itself, is inflated from a representation of H.

Hence, since we have assumed that p is both irreducible and not inflated from a non-
trivial representation of H, the representation 1resg(pv )2 does not vanish if and only if p is
the trivial representation of G.

We have now verified the assertion of claim (ii) for all but the trivial representation of G
and in this case the claimed result is proved by Kato and Trihan in [17, Appendix]. O

3. ARITHMETIC COMPLEXES

In this section we construct certain canonical complexes of Galois modules whose Eu-
ler characteristics will occur in the formulation of our refined Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer
conjecture.



8 DAVID BURNS, MAHESH KAKDE, WANSU KIM

In the sequel, for any noetherian ring R we shall write DP*'f(R) for the full triangulated
subcategory of the derived category D(R) of (left) R-modules comprising complexes that are
‘perfect’ (that is, isomorphic in D(R) to a bounded complex of finitely generated projective
R-modules).

3.1. Selmer groups. The Tate-Shafarevich group and, for any natural number n, the n-
torsion Selmer group of A over any finite extension F' of K are respectively defined to be
the kernels

II(A/F) := ker(H'(F, A) > (P H'(F,, A))

and
Sel,(A/F) := ker(H'(F, Aln @Hl (Fy, A)).

Here the groups H(F, A), H'(F, A[n]) and H'(F,, A) denote Galois cohomology and in
both cases v runs over all places of F' and the arrow denotes the natural diagonal restriction
map.

One then defines Selmer groups of A over F' via the natural limits

Selg/z(A/F) := lim Sel,(A/F) and Sel;(A/F) := lim Sel,(A/F)

and, for convenience, we write X (A/F) for the Pontryagin dual of Selg,z(A/F).

Remark 3.1. We make much use in the sequel of the fact that the above definitions lead
naturally to canonical exact sequences

0 — A(F) ®z Z — Sel;(A/F) — lim LII(A/F)[n] — 0

and
0 — (II(A/F)ors)” — X(A/F) — Homgz(A(F),Z) — 0.

3.2. Arithmetic cohomology. For each place v of F' outside Ur we fix a pro-p open
subgroup V,, of A(F,) and denote the family (V,)y¢v by Vir., or more simply by either Vi
or V' when the context is clear.

We then follow Kato and Trihan [I7] in defining the ‘arithmetic cohomology’ complex
RT 4 v (Ur, Ators) to be the mapping fibre of the morphism

(6) RFﬂ(UF, -Ators) (‘B ( (‘D Vv ®% Q/Z)[_ ] (Iﬂ’ﬁ? @ Rrﬂ F’Ua -Ators)
U(;'éUF U(;'éUp

Here k1 denotes the natural diagonal localisation morphism in flat cohomology and ko the
restriction of the morphism

(A< ) ®Z Q/Z) C—B Rrﬂ FU7 -Ators)
v¢Up

that is obtained by applying — ®% Q/Z to the morphism A(F,)[—1] — RTq(Fy, lim A[n])
in D(Z[G]) induced by the fact that HY(F,, lim = A[n]) vanishes whilst A(F,) is canonlcally
isomorphic to a submodule of Hj (F,, lim A[n]).



Proposition 3.2. The complex C{f := RUq, v (Ur, Aiors) is acyclic outside degrees 0,1 and
2. In addition, there exists a canonical exact sequence

0 — HY(CY) = A(F)ors > D A(F,)/V, —» H' (CF) — Selgz(A/F) — 0,

v¢Up
and a canonical isomorphism H?(C{F) =~ Homz(Sel, (A'/F),Q/Z).
Proof. This is proved in [I7) §2.5]. O

Since R4 v (UF, Ators) is a complex of torsion groups it decomposes naturally as a direct
sum of ¢-primary component complexes RI 4 v (Ur, Ators)e-

Remark 3.3. For any prime ¢ = p the definition of Ry, v(Ur, Ators)e via the morphism
in (@) implies that it identifies with the compactly supported étale cohomology complex
RT4 o(Up, A{f}) of the (étale) sheaf A{¢} on Ur comprising all ¢-primary torsion in A.

3.3. Pro-p subgroups. To make the complex Ry, v (Up, Ators) constructed above amenable
for our purposes we need to make an appropriate choice of the family V. We now explain
how to make such a choice following the approach of Kato and Trihan in [I7, § 6].

To do this we fix a finite Galois extension L/K and set G := Gal(L/K). We let X be
the proper smooth curve with function field L, and let Uy, < X, be the preimage of U (and
we will later ‘shrink’ U so that L/K is unramified at places in U). For any place w of L we
write GG, for its decomposition subgroup in G.

We write A’ for the Néron model of Ay, over X, and Ay, for the pull back of A.

Lemma 3.4. There exists a divisor E = 3, ,;n(v)v on X with supp(E) = X\U and for
each place w ¢ Ur, a Gy,-stable pro-p open subgroup V., of Ar(Ly) and an open Oy[Gy]-
submodule W/, of Lie(Ar(Ly)) that satisfy all of the following properties.

(1) For w ¢ Uk, we have A/(mi,n(v)e(w'v)) c V) cAx, (mﬁ(v)e(wm), where e(w|v) is the
ramification index for L,,/K,.

(2) For w ¢ Up, we have Lie(A’)(mar @<y « W < Lie(AXL)(mZ(v)e(w|v)).

(3) Forw ¢ Uy, the canonical isomorphism

A/(mruz)(v)e(ww))/A/(mi}n(v)e(ww)) ~ Lie(A/)(mzj(v)e(w\v))/Lie(Al)(m%Un(v)e(ww))

sends the image of V.| to W},.
(4) For each place v outside U the products [, and [T W, are stable under
the action of G and for each natural number i the associated cohomology groups

HY(G,T] ) and HY(G,]] ') vanish.

wlv Y w wlv 7w

Proof. This result is only a slight adaptation of [I7, Lem. 6.4] (see Remark 3.5 below). For
this reason we only sketch the proof, following closely the argument of [I7], §6].

The key point is that it suffices to construct a divisor E and family of subgroups {W}},
with the properties stated in Lemma [34] since the family {W/}, uniquely determines the
family {V, }, by property (@) and then the latter family can be shown to satisfy property
@) by repeating the proof of [I7, Lem. 6.2(2)].

Now, by the argument of [I7, Lem. 6.2(1)], for each place w of L outside Uy, there exists
a constant c(w) such that for any integer n > 0 there exists an G,,-stable O,-lattice W, of
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Lie(Ax, )(O,) such that both
Lie(Ax, ) (my0+et)) ¢ W), < Lie(Ax, ) (my "))

and the group H'(G,,, W) vanishes for all i > 1.

By the argument of [I7, Lem. 6.3], we may in addition assume that the subgroups W,
satisfy property (2)), at least provided that n(v) is sufficiently large.

To ensure that the product l—[w¢UL W is stable under the action of G, we first fix a place
w over each v ¢ U and a subgroup W/ that has property (@) and is such that H*(G.,, W)
vanishes for all i > 1.

For each o in G, we then set Wc/r(w) = 0(W,,) c Lie(Ax,)(Og(w)) (which, we note, only
depends on o(w)). Then the collection of subgroups {W, },¢u, clearly has both of the
properties ([2)) and (). O

Remark 3.5. Lemma B4 only differs from [I7, Lem. 6.4] in that we require each group
W/ to be an open O,[G,]-submodule of Lie(A")(O,,) rather than an open O,,-submodule
as in loc. cit. In fact, in [I7, Lem. 6.2(1)], it is claimed that W, can be chosen as an
O,,-sublattice of Lie(Ax, )(Oy), but the indicated proof seems only to show that it can be
chosen as a G,-stable O,-lattice.

Remark 3.6. The proof of Lemma [3.4] shows that for any place v of K that is both
unramified in L and of good reduction for A, the subgroup V| can be chosen as A(my,).

3.4. Selmer complexes. For each place w outside Uj, we now fix a choice of subgroups
V! as in Lemma 34l For any place v outside U we then define a group

Vo= ([[vi)
wlv
and we denote the associated families of subgroups (V,)wer, and (Vy)wer by Vi and Vi
(or, occasionally just V') respectively.

In the following result we use these subgroups to construct a canonical ‘Selmer com-
plex’ SCy, (A, L/K) that will play a key role in the formulation of our refined Birch and
Swinnerton-Dyer conjecture.

We also use the G-module X7 (A/F) that is defined as the pre-image of Homgz(A(F'),Z)
under the natural surjective homomorphism X (A4/F) — Homgz(A(F),Z) (see remark [31).

Proposition 3.7. The following claims are valid.

(i) RTarv, (Ur, Alows)*[—2] is an object of DP*™(Z[G]) that is acyclic outside degrees
0,1 and 2.

(ii) If the groups I(A/L) and TI(AY/L) are both finite, then there exists a complex
SCy, := SCy, (A, L/K) in DP*(Z[G]) that is acyclic outside degrees 0,1 and 2,
is unique up to isomorphisms in DPN(Z[G]) that induce the identity map in all
degrees of cohomology and also has both of the following properties:

(a) One has H°(SCy,) = AY(L), HY(SCy, ) contains Xz(A/L) as a submodule of
finite index and H?(SCy,) is finite.

(b) There exists a canonical isomorphism in DP* (Z[G]) of the form Z®z SCy, =
RPaT’,VL (UL7 Ators)* [_2] .
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Proof. For each subgroup J of G we set C‘a} g = RFaerL (Urs, Ators) and we abbreviate
Cyry to O when J is the trivial subgroup.
Then, since H'(Cf[-2]) = H>7(C{;)* in all degrees i, the result of Proposition

implies that each complex C’f}f:,* [—2] is acyclic in all degrees outside 0,1 and 2 and that its

J

cohomology is finitely generated over Z in all degrees.
By a standard criterion, it follows that C’f}r’*, and hence also C’f}r’*[—2], belongs to

DPe(Z[G]), and so claim (i) is valid, if for every subgroup J of G there is an isomor-
phism in D(Z) of the form Z ®HZ‘[ 7 Cyt = Oy
In view of the natural isomorphisms Z@HZ%[ J] Coy = RHomgy 5(Z,C{F)* we are therefore

reduced to showing the existence of isomorphisms in D(Z) of the form
(7) R HomZ[J] (Z, RFar,VL (UL7 -Ators)) = RFar,VLJ (ULJ7 Ators)

and this is proved by Kato and Trihan in [I7, Lem. 6.1].

Turning to claim (ii), we note that claim (i) combines with the general result of Lemma
B8 below to imply it suffices to show that, under the stated hypotheses, the group HY(C{F)*
is naturally isomorphic to Z®z A*(L), the group H?(C)* is finite and there exists a finitely
generated G-module M that contains Xz(A/L) as a submodule of finite index and is such
that there is a canonical isomorphism Z @z M' ~ H'! (CP)* of Z[G]-modules.

In this direction, the exact sequence in Proposition implies directly that H O(C‘a})* is
finite.

In addition, since the limit lim | I11(A?/L)[n] vanishes under the assumption IIT(A!/L) is
finite, the displayed isomorphism in Proposition combines with the first exact sequence
in Remark B.1] to give a canonical isomorphism

H*(CY)* = (Z®z A'(L))** = L&z A'(L)

of the required form.

Next we note that, since III(A/L) is assumed to be finite, the second exact sequence in
Remark B implies X7(A/L) is finitely generated.

Thus, if we write Y for the (finite) cokernel of the map A(L)tors = @ ,ep7, A(Lv)/Vy that

occurs in Proposition 3.2] then the natural map of finite groups
Exty(Y*, X7(A/L)) = Z®gz ExtL(Y*, Xz(A/L)) — Ext%[G] (Y*, X(A/L))

is bijective and so there exists an exact commutative diagram of G-modules

0 — Xy(A/L) ——> M Y* 0
J | |
0 —— X(A/L) —— H*{(C¥)* Y* 0

in which the first vertical arrow is the natural inclusion, and so induces an isomorphism
Z.®yz Xz(A/L) =~ X(A/L), and the lower row is induced by the Pontryagin dual of the long
exact sequence in Proposition

In particular, from the upper row of the above diagram we can deduce that M is finitely
generated and hence is a suitable choice for the module M! that we seck. O
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We recall that a G-module is said to be ‘cohomologically-trivial’, or ‘c-t’ for short in
the sequel, if for every integer i and every subgroup J of G the Tate cohomology group
H*(J, M) vanishes.

Lemma 3.8. Let C be a cohomologically-bounded complex of Z[G]—mOdules and assume to
be given in each degree j a finitely generated G-module M7 and an isomorphism of Z[G]-
modules of the form v; : 7Z.Qz M7 ~ Hi(C).

Then there exists an object C' of D(Z[G]) with all of the following properties:

(i) H/(C) = M7 for all j.
(i) There exists an isomorphism 1 : Z.®yz C = C in D(Z[G]) for which in each degree j
one has H7 (1) = ;.

(ili) C belongs to DP™(Z[G]) if and only if C belongs to D*™(Z[G]).
Any such complex C is unique to within an isomorphism k in D(Z[G]) for which H' (k) is
the identity automorphism of M7 in each degree j.

Proof. We prove this by induction on the number of non-zero cohomology groups of C.

If there is only one non-zero such group, in degree d say, then C' is isomorphic in D(Z[G])
to (Z @z M®)[—d] and we write C for the complex M%[—d] in D(Z[G]).

In this case claim (i) is clear and claim (ii) is true with ¢ the morphism induced by ¢4.
Finally, in this case C' belongs to DP{(Z[G]) if and only if M? is c-t and C belongs to
DPe(Z[G]) if and only if M? is c-t. This implies claim (iii) since a finitely generated G-
module N is c-t if and only if Z.®y N is c-t as a consequence of the fact that in each degree
i and for each subgroup J of G the natural map H'(J,N) — H'(J,Z ®z N) is bijective.

To deal with the general case we assume C is not acyclic and write d for the unique
integer such that H4C) = 0 and H(C) = 0 for all i > d. We then abbreviate the
truncated complexes T 1C’ and T>dé’ to ¢y and Cy and recall that there is a canonical

exact triangle in D(Z[G]) of the form C; — C — Cs 5, C’l[ ]. We note that this triangle
induces an isomorphism « in D(Z[G]) between C' and Cone(#)[—1], where we write Cone(a)
for the mapping cone of a morphism a.

Now, since HI(Cy) = HI(C) for j < d and HI(C}) = 0 for all j > d, the inductive
hypothesis implies the existence of Cy in D(Z[G]) and an isomorphism ¢; : 7.®y C1 =~ C4
in D(Z[G]) such that in each degree j with j < d one has H’(1) = 1;.

In addition, since Cy is acyclic outside degree d, the argument given above shows the
existence of a complex Cy in D(Z[G]) and an isomorphism ¢5 : Z ®z Cy = Cy in D(Z[G])
with H d( ) =14

Next we recall that the group Hom , 5, (Cy, C1[1]) is equal to HO(R Homy, (Cy, C1[1]))
and so can be computed by using the spectral sequence

ERT = | [ Extl(H(Co), HO*(C1[1]) = HP**(R Homyy(Ca, Ci[1]))
a€’Z

constructed by Verdier in [32], ITI, 4.6.10]. We also note that there is no degree in which
the complexes Cy and C1[1] have cohomology groups that are both non-zero and that any
group of the form Ext?,(—, —) vanishes for p < 0 and is torsion for p > 0. Given these facts,
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the above spectral sequence implies that Homy, 5/, (Cy, C1[1]) is finite and hence that the
diagonal localisation map Homp zq) (C2, C1[1]) — Homy, /¢ ])<C2, C1[1]) is bijective.

We write 6 for the pre-image of 0 under the latter isomorphism and claim that the
mapping fibre C' := Cone(#)[—1] has all of the required properties.

Firstly, this definition implies directly that H7(C) is equal to H7(Cy) if j < d and to
HI(Cy) if j = d, and so claim (i) follows immediately from the given properties of C'y and
Cy. The definition also implies directly that Z ®z C' is isomorphic to Cone(0)[—1] and
hence that  induces an isomorphism in D(Z[G]) between Z®z C' and C with the property
described in claim (ii).

To prove claim (iii) it suffices to check that C belongs to DPY(Z[G]) if C belongs
to DPf(Z[G]). To do this we can assume, by a standard resolution argument, that C
is a bounded complex of finitely generated G-modules in which all but the first (non-zero)
module, M say, is free. If we then also assume that the complex C' is isomorphic in D(Z[G])
to a bounded complex of finitely generated projective Z[G]—modules Q, then there exists a
quasi-isomorphism 7 : Z ®y C =~ Q of complexes of Z[G]-modules.

Now, since all terms of Z®y, C and Q are free Z[G]-modules, except possibly for Z®g M,
the acyclicity of Cone(r) implies that the Z[G]-module Z ®z M is c-t. This in turn implies
that M is c-t and hence that the complex C belongs to DP™(Z[G]), as claimed. O

3.5. Coherent cohomology. The Selmer complex that is constructed in Proposition B.7(ii)
depends on the choice of subgroups Vz. We shall therefore need to introduce an auxiliary
perfect complex that will be used to compensate for this dependence in the formulation of
our conjecture.

To do this we use for each place w outside U, the subgroup W), that corresponds in
Lemma [B4] to the subgroup V,, fixed at the beginning of §3.41 For any place v outside U
we then set

= ([Twi)"
wlv

and we denote the associated families of subgroups (W,,)we¢r, and (W) by Wi, and Wi
respectively.

We then define £ to be the coherent Ox-submodule of Lie(.A) that extends Lie(Aly) and
is such that £, = W, < Lie(A)(O,) for each v ¢ U.

We similarly define £, to be the G-equivariant coherent O x-submodule of 7, Lie(Ax, )
with Ly, , = lev W), for each v ¢ U, where we write 7 : X, — X for the natural projection.

Lemma 3.9. The complex RT'(X, L1,)* belongs to DP*"(F,[G]), and hence to D**"(Z,[G]).

Proof. For each subgroup .J of G the complex RI'(X, (L£r)”)* is represented by a complex
of finite [F,,[G]-modules that is acyclic outside degrees 0 and 1.

By the same argument as used to prove Proposition B.7|(i) we are therefore reduced to
proving that for each J there is a natural isomorphism in D(IF,) of the form

(8) RHomp, ;)(Fp, RT'(X, L)) = RT(X, (L1,)7)
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and this is proved by Kato and Trihan in [I7), p. 585]. O

Remark 3.10. In view of Remark B.5], we have here defined £, to be a F,[G]-equivariant
vector bundle over X rather than a vector bundle over X, as in [I7, § 6.5]. This means
that various arguments in loc. cit. that rely on the ‘geometric p-adic cohomology theory’
over Xy, and will be referred to in later sections must in our case be carried out over X by
using the relevant push-forward constructions. This, however, is a routine difference that
we do not dwell on.

4. STATEMENTS OF THE CONJECTURE AND MAIN RESULTS

In this section we formulate our refinement of the Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer Conjecture,
establish some basic properties of the conjecture and state the main supporting evidence
for it that we will obtain in the rest of the article.

4.1. Relative K-theory. Before stating our conjecture we quickly review relevant aspects
of relative algebraic K-theory.

For a Dedekind domain R with field of fractions F, an R-order 2l in a finite dimensional
separable F-algebra A and a field extension F of F we set Ap := E ®p A.

4.1.1.  We use the relative algebraic Ky-group Ko(2(, Ag) of the ring inclusion 2l ¢ Ag, as
described explicitly in terms of generators and relations by Swan in 27, p. 215].
We recall that for any extension field E’ of E there exists an exact commutative diagram

ot

O gt
Ki() —— Ki(Ap) — Ko(A,Ap) — Ko(2)

“ | | ‘| |

Ki@) —— Ki(Ag) 50 Ko, Ap) 50 Ko@)
in which the upper and lower rows are the respective long exact sequences in relative K-
theory of the inclusions 2 ¢ Ap and 2l € Ags and both of the vertical arrows are injective
and induced by the inclusion Ag € Aps. (For more details see [27, Th. 15.5].)
In particular, if R = Z and for each prime ¢ we set 2(, := Z,®z 2 and Ay := Q;®g A, then
we can regard each group Ky(2(s, A¢) as a subgroup of Ky(2, A) by means of the canonical
composite homomorphism

(10) @ K()(Q[g, Ag) =~ K()(Q[, A) C KQ(Q[, AR),
4

where ¢ runs over all primes, the isomorphism is as described in the discussion following [8],
(49.12)] and the inclusion is induced by the relevant case of /.

For each element z of Ky(2, A) we write (z;), for its image in @, Ko(2y, A¢) under the
isomorphism in (I0).

4.1.2.  We shall also use the description of Ky(2, Ag) in terms of the formalism of ‘non-
abelian determinants’ that is given by Fukaya and Kato in [12, §1].

We recall, in particular, that any pair comprising an object C' of DP*'(2) and a morphism
h of (non-abelian) determinants Det 4, (E ®r C) — Deta,(0) gives rise to a canonical
element of K(2(, Ag) that we shall denote by xo(C,h).
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If an object C' of DP®(2) is such that E ®p C is acyclic, then the canonical morphism
of determinants Det 4, (E ®r C) — Det 4, (0) gives an element of Ky(2, Ag) that we shall
denote by x9(C,0).

There are two standard properties of such elements that are established by Fukaya and
Kato in loc. cit. and will be frequently used (without explicit comment) in the sequel.

Firstly, if C; — Cq — C3 — C1[1] is any exact triangle in DP**(2() such that the complex
F®pr Cs is acyclic, then any morphism % : Det 4, (E®gr C1) — Det 4,,(0) combines with the
given triangle to induce a morphism A’ : Det 4, (E ®g C2) — Det 4, (0) for which one has

xa(C2, 1) = xa(C1, h) + xa(C3,0).
Secondly, if h and A’ are any two morphisms Det 4, (E ®r C) — Det 4, (0), then one has
xa(C,h') = xa(C,h) + oy p(h o h7Y)

where the composite A’ o h=! : Det 4, (0) — Det,(0) is regarded as an element of K;(Ag)
in the natural way.

For convenience, we shall often abbreviate the notation xzj5)(C, h) to xa(C, k) and, when
E is clear from context, also write dg and g in place of dz(¢) g and 0’Z[GL o

4.2. The refined Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer Conjecture.

4.2.1. In the sequel we write
WYLt A(L) x AY(L) > R

for the classical Néron-Tate height-pairing for A over L.

This pairing is non-degenerate and hence, assuming III(A7) to be finite, combines with
the properties of the Selmer complex SCy, (A, L/K) established in Proposition B7)ii) to
induce a canonical isomorphism of R[G]-modules

(11) hlj:li’det : DetR[G] (R ®z SCy, (A,L/K)) = DetR[G](O).
In particular, since SCy, (A4, L/K) belongs to DP{(Z[G]), we obtain an element of
Ko(Z[G],R[G]) by setting
XEPP(A, VL) == xa(SCv, (A, L/K), h 7).
In a similar way, since the complex RI'(Xy,Lr)* considered in Lemma belongs to

DPe(F,[G]), and hence is such that Q ®z RI'(Xy,Lr)* is acyclic, we obtain an element
that lies in the image of the natural homomorphism

(12) Ko(Fp[G]) — Ko(Z[G], Q[G]) = Ko(Z[G], R[G])
by setting
X&" (A, V) := xa(RT(XL, L1)*,0).
Finally, for each prime ¢ we shall define (via Proposition BI|(i) and the equality ([@2))

a canonical integer ap = a4 ¢ in {0,1}. We then define an element of Ky(Z[G],Q[G]) of
order dividing two by setting

XE(A) := ) 0a0(((—=1)*, Q- A(L))s,
7
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where ¢ runs over all prime divisors of |G|.

4.2.2.  We can now state our refined version of the Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer Conjecture
for A over L.

In this conjecture we write r,,(x) for the order of vanishing at s = 1 of the series
L(A,U,x,s) and set

rag(x) i= x(1) " - dimc (e, (C ®z A'(F))).

We also write X for the contragredient of y and use the ‘leading term’ element Lj;(Ap k-, 1)
of K1(R[G]) that is defined in Theorem 21

Conjecture 4.1. The following claims are valid.

(i) For each character x in Ir(G) one has ran(X) = Talg(X)-
(ii) The group UI(A/L) is finite.
(i) If U is any dense open subset of X at each point of which both L/K is unramified
and A/K has good reduction, and Vi, = Vi, is any family of groups chosen as in
then in Ko(Z|G],R[G]) one has

0 (LY (Apyie, 1) = xe (A, Vi) = x& (A, Vi) + x5 (A).

Remark 4.2. If L = K, then Ky(Z[G],R[G]) identifies with the multiplicative group
R*/{£1} and in Proposition 5.2l below we shall show that this case of Conjecture @ Irecovers
the classical Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer conjecture for A. In §5.2] we also show that the
validity of Conjecture [4.1]is independent of the choices of the family of subgroups V7, and
of the open set U.

Remark 4.3. The formulation of Conjecture [£1{iii) in terms of relative algebraic K-theory
is motivated by the general formalism of ‘equivariant Tamagawa number conjectures’ that
is discussed in [2]. If, for each prime ¢, we fix an isomorphism of fields C =~ Cy, then
the long exact sequence of relative K-theory of the inclusion Zy[G]| < C/[G] implies that
Conjecture EIiii) determines the image of (Lf;(4,x,1))yen(q) in ¢((C¢[G])* modulo the
subgroup Nrdg,[61(K1(Z¢[G])). In view of the description of Nrdg,[](K1(Z¢[G])) obtained
by the second author in [15], this means that Conjecture [LIlincorporates families of explicit
congruence relations between the leading terms Lj;(A4, x, 1) for varying x in Ir(G).

Remark 4.4. The equality of Conjecture [ |(iii) also constitutes a strong restriction on
the Galois structure of the Selmer complex SCy, (A, L/K). The following result makes this
restriction explicit in a special case.

Proposition 4.5. If G is a group of p-power order, then Conjecture [{.1|(iii) implies that
SCy, (A, L/K) is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded complex of finitely generated free G-modules.

Proof. The exactness of the rows in diagram (@]) implies that dg(Lj;(A, L/K,1)) lies in the
kernel of the connecting homomorphism 0, : Ko(Z[G],R[G]) — Ko(Z[G]).

We now assume that G has p-power order. In this case, every finite projective F,[G]-
module is free and this implies that the image of the homomorphism (I2]) belongs to ker(d;).
In particular, one has ¢ (xq(RI(Xr, L1)*,0)) = 0.

In addition, in this case the result of Lemma below implies that x5"(A) is equal to
26:((=1), Q- A(L))), = d,0(({(—1)™, Q- A(L))) and hence belongs t ker(2).
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Putting these facts together with the equality in Conjecture [4II(iii) one finds that the
Euler characteristic of SCy, (A, L/K) in K((Z[G]) vanishes and this implies, by a stan-
dard resolution argument, that SCy, (A4, L/K) is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded complex of
finitely generated free G-modules. g

Lemma 4.6. If( is any prime that does not divide #G, then dg,o({(—1,Q-A(L))), vanishes.

Proof. If £ does not divide #G, then the Zs-order Z,[G] is maximal and so Qy®yz A*(L) has
a full sublattice that is a projective Z;[G]-module. This implies (—1,Q, ®z A(L)) belongs
to the image of the natural map K;(Z/[G]) — Ki(Q¢[G]) and hence that the element

0c,o({~1,Q - A(L)))e = 07,(c1,0,({(—1,Q¢ ®z A(L))) vanishes as a consequence of the long
exact sequence of relative K-theory. O

4.3. The main results. In order to state our main result we must define the finite subgroup
Ta,r/ix of Ko(Z[G],R[G]) that was discussed in the introduction.

If Z is a quotient of a subgroup A of a finite group I', then we write 7T£ for the composite
homomorphism of abelian groups

Ko(Zp[I'], Qp[I']) = Ko(Zp[A], Qu[A]) = Ko(Z,[Z], Qp[Z]),

where the first map is restriction of scalars and the second is the natural coinflation homo-
morphism.

By the semistable reduction theorem we can choose a finite Galois extension K’ of K
over which A is semistable. We write L’ for the composite of L and K’, set G’ := Gal(L'/K)
and H' := Gal(L'/K’) and write P’ for the normal subgroup of H’ that is generated by the
Sylow p-subgroups of the inertia groups in H’ of each place in K’.

We set g := ng, /P and then define

(13) Tari = ) (er(mie)ior)

where the intersection runs over all possible choices of K’. We regard this group as a
subgroup of Ky(Z[G],R[G]) via the natural embeddings

Ko(Zy[G1, Q[ G]) = Ko(Z[G],QIG]) = Ko(Z[G], R[G]).

We can now state the main evidence that we shall offer in support of Conjecture [£11

Theorem 4.7. If the {-primary component of I(A/L) is finite for some prime £, then the
following claims are also valid.
(i) Claims (i) and (i1) of Congecture [{-1] are valid.
(ii) The equality in Conjecture [{1|(iii) is valid modulo the finite subgroup Ta r/k of
Ko(Z|G], R[G]).

Remark 4.8. It is proved by Kato and Trihan in [I7] that II(A/L) is finite if and only if
at least one of its /-primary components is finite. Thus, under the hypotheses of Theorem
417 we can (and do) assume, without further comment, that III1(A/L) is finite (and hence
that Conjecture [LNii) is valid).

Remark 4.9. The main result that we prove is, in principle, stronger than Theorem [Z.7]
but is more technical to state. For more details see Remark
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Remark 4.10. In a subsequent article, the first two authors will provide additional evidence
in support of Conjecture 1] in the setting of generically ordinary abelian varieties.

In special cases it is possible to describe Ty 1,k explicitly and hence to make Theorem
[477)(ii) much more concrete.

For example, if A is semistable over K (so one can take K’ = K, and hence G’ = G,
in the above) and L/K is tamely ramified (so P’ is trivial), then 7T 1/ vanishes and so
Theorem [£.7] has the following more explicit consequence.

Corollary 4.11. Assume that A is semistable, that L/K is tamely ramified and that some
C-primary component of UI(A/L) is finite. Then Conjecture [{.1] is unconditionally valid.

This result gives the first verification, modulo only the assumed finiteness of Tate-
Shafarevich groups, of a refined version of the Birch-Swinnerton-Dyer conjecture in the
context of ramified extensions.

5. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this section we first prove a purely algebraic result that is important for several sub-
sequent arguments.

We then verify that the statement of Conjecture [4.1]is consistent in certain key respects
(as promised in Remark [.2]).

Finally we use a result of Schneider to give a reinterpretation of the conjecture that plays
an essential role in the proof of Theorem (.7

5.1. A result in K-theory. The following purely algebraic observation will underpin the
proof of several subsequent results.

Proposition 5.1. Let R be a Dedekind domain with field of fractions F' and 2 an R-order
in a finite dimensional semisimple F'-algebra A.
We suppose to be given exact triangles in DP* (1) of the form

(14) Co—C1 50y - Cyl1] and Cy— C1 5 Cy — Cy[1]
that satisfy all of the following conditions.

(a) In each degree i there are natural identifications F ®r H'(Ch) = F @ H (Cy), with
respect to which one has
(b) the composite tautological homomorphism of A-modules

FQ®r ker(HZ(H)) c F®gr HZ(Cl) =F®gr HZ(CQ) — Qg COk(HZ(H))
is bijective, and ‘ ‘
(c) the map H'(¢) induces the identity homomorphism on FQrH"'(C1) = FRrH'(Cs).
Then the following claims are valid.
(i) The bijectivity of the maps in (b) combines with the first triangle in (I7)) to induce a
canonical morphism 1y : Det A(F' ®g Cp) = Det4(0) of (non-abelian) determinants.
(ii) In each degree i the homomorphism H'(0) induces an automorphism H*(0)° of any
A-equivariant complement to F ®g ker(H'(0)) in F'®r H'(C1) in such a way that
Nrd4(H'(0)°) is independent of the choice of complement.



19

iii) The complex F ®pr Cy is acyclic.
¢
(iv) In Ko(2A, A) one has

x2(Co,m9) — xu(Cy, 0) = du ([ [(H'(0)3) 1),
i€

where we identify each automorphism H'()$ with the associated element of K1(A).

Proof. If M denotes either an R-module or a complex of R-modules, then we abbreviate
F®r M to Mp.

To construct a morphism 7y as in claim (i) we note first that the long exact cohomology
sequence of the left hand exact triangle in ([I4]) gives in each degree ¢ a short exact sequence
of A-modules 0 — cok(H"1(0)) — H (Cy) — ker(H*(#)) — 0.

Then, upon tensoring these exact sequences with F' (over R), applying the determinant
functor Det 4 and then taking account of the isomorphisms given in (b) one obtains isomor-
phisms of (non-abelian) determinants

(15) Det 4 (H*(Cy)r) = Det (cok(H ™1 (0))r) - Det 4(ker(H () r)
~ Det 4(cok(H1(#)) ) - Det s (cok(H (6)) ).
We then define the morphism 7y in claim (i) to be the composite

Det 4 ((Co)r) = HDetA(Hi(CG)F)(—l)i
= ﬁ[DetA(cok(H“(e))p) - Det (cok(H'(6)) )]V’
= ﬁ[DetA(cok(H"(e))p)—l - Det a(cok(H' () )]V’
< petao)
- SitA(O).

Here the first map is the canonical ‘passage to cohomology’ map, the second is induced by
the maps (I3 in each degree i, the third by the obvious rearrangement of terms and the
fourth from the canonical morphisms Det 4 (cok(H*(8))r) ™! -Det a(cok(H!(0))r) = Det 4(0).

Claim (ii) is a straightforward consequence of the condition (b) and claim (iii) follows
directly upon combining the long exact cohomology sequence of the second triangle in (I4])
with the condition (c).

Finally, to prove claim (iv) we fix bounded complexes of finitely generated projective
2-modules P, and P that are respectively isomorphic in D(2() to C and Cy. Then the
morphisms 6 and ¢ are represented by morphisms of complexes of 2-modules of the form
0/1P1—>P2 and¢’:P1—>P2.

The key to our argument is then to consider the exact triangle

(16) Cy @ Cone(¢') (mid), P, ® Cone(¢) (0, Cyl(0") — (Cy @ Cone(¢'))[1]

in D(2l) where & is the morphism Cy — P; induced by the first triangle in (I4)) and ' the
morphism P; — Cyl(#’) induced by 6 and the natural quasi-isomorphism Cyl(§’) =~ P;.
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We note first that this triangle satisfies the analogues of conditions (a) and (b) (with
C1, Cy and 0 replaced by P; @ Cone(¢'), Cyl(¢') and (+/,0)) and, in addition, that in each
degree i one has (P @ Cone(¢'))" = Cyl(6')".

Further, the acyclicity of FF ®r Cy is an immediate consequence of assumption (c) and
implies that

x2(Co @ Cone(¢'), 79) = xa(Co, 19) + x2(Cy[1],0) = x2(Co, 79) — x21(Cy,0),

where the second equality is true because Cone(¢’) is isomorphic to Cyg[1].

In particular, after replacing the first triangle in (I4]) by (I6l), we are reduced to proving
that if C7 and Cy are represented by bounded complexes of finitely generated projective
2l-modules P; and P, with P{ = P in each degree i, then the conditions (a), (b) and (c)
combine to imply an equality

(17) x2(Co,79) = da(| [Nrda(H(8)3) "),
i€Z
where dg denotes the composite oy g o (Nrd4) ™! : im(Nrda) — Ko(2, A4).

To do this we note first that, under these conditions, an easy downward induction on %
(using hypothesis (c)) implies that in each degree i the F-spaces spanned by the groups of
boundaries B*(P;) and B*(P,) have the same dimension.

If necessary, we can then also change 6 by a homotopy (without changing conditions (b))
in order to ensure that, in each degree i, the restriction of #*! is injective on B*(P;) and
hence induces an isomorphism F®g B'(P;) =~ F®g B*(P,) (for details of such an argument
see, for example, the proof of [5, Lem. 7.10]).

Having made these constructions, one can then simply mimic the argument of [1, Prop.
3.1] in order to prove the required equality (I7)) by using induction on the number of non-zero
terms in P;. O

5.2. Consistency checks.

Proposition 5.2. If L = K, then Conjecture[{.1| recovers the classical Birch and Swinnerton-
Dyer conjecture for A.

Proof. We assume III(Af) is finite and abbreviate SCy, (A, K/K) to SCy,.

Now, if L = K, then G is the trivial group id and Ky(Z[G],R[G]) identifies with the
multiplicative group R* /{£1}. In addition, upon unwinding the definition of euler charac-
teristic one finds that, with respect to the latter identification, there is an equality

(18) Xt P (A, Vie) = dise(hY i) - | [#(H (SCriior) TV (mod - £1)
€L
where disc(hﬁ?}{) denotes the discriminant of the pairing hﬁ?;{.
To compute the above product we write 6 for the natural map A(K)or — @U¢U A(K,)/ V.

Then, from Propositions B2l and B7], one finds that there are equalities H°(SCy,. ) = AY(K)
and H%(SCy,) = ker(0)* and a short exact sequence of the form

0 — Xz(A/K) — H'(SCy, ) — cok(0)* — 0.
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Upon combining these observations with the natural exact sequences
0 — ker(6) > A(K)tor > P A(K,)/V,, — coker(d) — 0
vgU
and
0— II(A/K)* - Xz(A/K) — Homz(A(K),Z) — 0

one computes that

; A )disc(hN%)
i (—1)itt _ #Hl( K AK .
(19)  disc(h g# (H* (SCyy )tor) AR o A (K U¢U[A(Kv) V).
On the other hand, from [I7], 3.7.3], one finds that
1 A(Ky) 1V,
ey k) = 2EED e ABD WL )

#HO(X, L) VOl(HygU (Kv))

where the ‘volume term’ here is as defined in [17) §1.7].
Thus, since x5"(A) is clearly trivial, the expressions (I8]), (I9) and (20) combine to show
the equality in Conjecture [1J(iii) is equivalent to an equality

#H_I(AK)disc(hIXl;()
AR o AT s (L] AT

Since L;(A, 1) is known to be a strictly positive real number (by Proposition 2.2(ii)), this
equality is precisely the form of the Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer Conjecture that is discussed

in [I7, §1.8]. O

Proposition 5.3. The validity of Conjecture [{.1|(iii) is independent of the choice of the
family of subgroups Vp,.

LE(A 1) =

Proof. Tt is clearly enough to show that the difference x3%P (A4, V) — x%"(A4, V1) is inde-
pendent of the choice of V7.

In addition, it suffices to consider replacing Vz, by a family of subgroups V] = (V,)w¢u,,
that satisfies V,, < V,, for all w ¢ Up.

In this case, the definition of the complexes SCy; (A, L/K) and SCy, (A, L/K) via the

(dual of the) mapping fibre of the respective morphisms (6l leads naturally to an exact
triangle in DP*"(Z[G]) of the form

SCy; (A, L/K) — SCy, (4, L/K) — Q7[0] —
with Q1 1= @,ep, (Vw/Vi), and hence to an equality in Ko(Z[G], R[G])

(21) X (A, V) = xg*P (A, Vi) = xa(Q1[0], 0).

On the other hand, if £} and L, are the coherent sheaves that correspond (as in §3.5])
to the collections V] and V respectively, then there is a natural short exact sequence
0L - L— Q2 — 0 with Q2 := D7, Wuw/Wy, This sequence gives rise to an exact
triangle in DP°™(F,,[G]) of the form

RT(X,L})" — RT(X, L))" — Q3[0] —
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and hence to an equality
(22) XE (A VL) = XEM(AV]) = xz7,1¢1(@3,0).

Now, given the explicit construction of the groups V,, and V. from W, and W/, it
is straightforward to show that, for both ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 2 there exists a (finite length)
decreasing filtration (Q; ;)j=o0 of the finite Z,[G]-module Q; such that each module Q; ; is
cohomologically-trivial for G and the graded modules gr(Q;) := @,;>0(Qi,;/Qi,j+1) are both
cohomologically-trivial for G and mutually isomorphic.

By a standard dévissage argument this implies that

Xz,[61(Q7,0) = Xz,[c1(er(Q1)",0) = xz,[¢)(er(Q2)",0) = Xxz,[c(@3,0)
and this combines with [2I]) and [22]) to imply the required result. O

Proposition 5.4. The validity of Conjecture [{.1|(iii) is independent of the choice of open
set U.

Proof. Tt suffices to fix vg in U and consider the effect of replacing U by the set U’ := U\{vp}.
We fix a family V; = (szj)w¢U’L of subgroups as in Lemma [3.4] and assume, following

Remark [B.6], that for each place w above vy one has V) = A(m,,). We also write Vg for the
associated family (V,,)weu, -

Then it is enough to prove that in Kyo(Z[G],R[G]) one has
(23)  dar(En) = (XD (A, VE) = x& (A, VE)) — (& (A, V) = X&" (A, V1))
where we set &,, := L#(A,L/K,1) - L}, (A, L/K,1)~! and abbreviate SC,, (A L/K) and
SCy, (A, L/K) to SC(U) and SC(U’) respectively.

Now &,, belongs to the subgroup K;(Q[G]) of K1(R[G]) and can be computed as the
inverse of the evaluation at u = 1 of the following element

Nrdg, (g (1 — udB0) a0 Ty (A) @, Q/[G])
= Nrdg, [g(1 — ude@0)pdes0) . 1O (k(v0)/Zy, Dyy) ®q, Qy[G]).

Ccrys
Here / is any choice of prime different from p and ¢, is the geometric p-th power Frobenius
map on Ty(A), the endomorphism ¢ is such that py is induced by the crystalline Frobenius
on the fibre D, at vy of the covariant Dieudonné crystal D and the equality follows from
the result [I9] Theorem 1] of Katz and Messing.
In addition, our assumption that V, = A(m,,) for places w above vy implies that there
are exact triangles in DP*{(Z[G]) of the form

SC(U) = SCU’) = Dy, Alk(w))*[-1] —
RI(X,Lp)* — RU(X, L])* — @, Lie(A) (k(w))[0] —,
where £, and £TL are the coherent sheaves associated to the families V7, and VLJr (so that
Lay = Lic(A)(Oy)):
These triangles in turn imply that there are equalities in Ky (Z[G], Q[G])
XEP (A VL) = x8P(A, V) = X6 @, Alk(w))*[-1],0)
XS (A V) = XE (A, VL) = X2, [6)(@Brgju, Lie(A) (k(w))[1],0).
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To prove the required equality ([23)) it is thus enough to show that for each prime ¢ = p
one has

(24)  0G,e(Nrdg, ey (1 — &8 : To(A) ®z, Qu[G))) = xz,161( D Alk(w)){€}*[~1],0)
w|v0

and in addition that

(25) 5G7P(Nrde[G] (1 - (pdeg(vo) crys( (U0)7 D) ®Qp @P[ ]))
= xz,161(D A(k(w)){p}*[-1],0) — x7,[c1(ED Lie(A)(k(w))[-1],0),

w|v0 wlvg

where, for each prime ¢, we write dg 4 for the composite homomorphism

07,(G1.0, © (Nrdg,[c)) " : C(Qq[G])* — Ko(Z4[G], Qq[G]).

If ¢ # p, then the complex RI'(k(vo), T¢(A) ® Z[G]) = @Dy, BI (k(w), Tr(A)) is acyclic

outside degree one and has cohomology @®,,,, A(k(w)){¢}* in that degree. This gives rise

to a short exact sequence of Zy[G]-modules
1_<pgeg(vo) .
0 — Ty(A) Qz, Zi|G] ——— Ty(A) ®z, Z[G] — @ A(k(w)){€}* — 0
w|vg
which leads directly to the equality (24]).

We next note that, by Kato-Trihan [I7, 5.14.6], for each w dividing vy the complex
A(k(w)){p}[—1] identifies with RT'(k(w),Sp,,), where Sp,, is the syntomic complex over
k(w) (obtained as a fiber of the syntomic complex over U), and hence that there is an exact
triangle in DP°™(Z,[G]) of the form

@D A(k(w)){p}[~1] = RTerys(k(v0)/Zp, DY) )®Z,[G]

w|vg

liwdeg(vo)
—_—

There is also a natural exact triangle

D Lie(A)(k(w))[~1] = RTerys (k(v0)/Zp, D3 )®Z[G] = R erys(k(v0)/Zp, Dug)@Zy[G] —

wlvg

The required equality ([25) now follows directly upon applying Proposition 51l with R =
Zp|G] and the triangles in (I4)) taken to be the above two triangles. (The latter triangles
are easily seen to satisfy the hypotheses of Proposition ] since the modules A(k(w)){p}
and Lie(A)(k(w)) are finite.)

Remark 5.5. The results of Propositions[b.3land 5.4l will play a key role in later arguments.
In Proposition below we will also establish a further consistency property of Conjecture
[4.1] with respect to changes of field extension L/K.

5.3. A reformulation. In this section we establish a useful reformulation of the equality
in Conjecture [A.1](iii).
In [25 p. 509] Schneider shows that the pairing hE’TL can be factored in the form

(26) hl;xI,TL = —log(p) - ha,r

chr’y8<k(”0)/zpv Dy, )®Zp [G] —
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for a certain non-degenerate skew-symmetric bilinear form ha y : A(L) x AY(L) — Q.
We write

hA L ¢ Det@ (Q ®Z SCVL (A L/K)) DetQ G] (0)
for the induced isomorphism and then define an element of Ky(Z[G], Q[G]) by setting
XE‘S([]QDD <A7 VL) = XG(SCVL (A L/K) hdet )
For each x in Ir(G) we define a function of the ¢ := p~* by setting

ZU(A7 X t) = LU(A7 X S)
and we write Z};(A, x,p~ ') for the leading term of this function at ¢ = p~!.
Proposition 5.6. The following claims are valid.
(i) There exists a unique element Zj;(Ar i,p~*) of K1(Q[G]) with the property that

NrdQ[G] (Z;}(AL/Kvp_l))X = Z[ﬂ}(A7 Xap_l)
for all x in Ir(G).
(i) If claims (i) and (i) of Conjecture [{-1] are valid, then the equality in claim (iii) of
Congecture [{.1) is valid if and only if in Ko(Z[G],Q[G]) one has
06 (25 (AL, p™")) = XCg (A, Ve) = xE"(A, VL) + X (A4).

Proof. The argument of Proposition 22 implies, via () and (@), that w(Z#(4,x,q7 1)) =
ZH(Aw o X,q~ 1) for all x and all automorphisms w of C, and hence that the element
(ZE (A, x, p™ 1))y of C(C[G])* = [ 1, C* belongs to the subgroup ((Q[G])*.

Claim (i) now follows from the Hasse-Schilling-Maass Norm Theorem and the fact that
the same proof also shows that Z;(A, x, p~ 1) is a strictly positive real number for all x in
Ir°(G).

To prove claim (ii) we set ry := ran(x) and 7 := rag(x). Then the order of vanishing of
Zu (A, x,t) at t = p~!is equal to r, and hence, since

—5 —1
_ p =D
t—p H="—=o . (s—1
(=)= (s 1),
the leading term Zj(A, x,p ') is equal to

-
lim (t—p )™ Zy(A,x,t) = ((C%p_s) ’8=1> . liml(s —1)""™Ly(A,x,s)

t—p—1L
=(—log(p))~" - L7 (A, X, 1).

Thus, writing e,/ for the unique element of K (R[G]) with Nrdg(¢)(e1/x )y = (—log(p)) ™"
for all x in Ir(G), one has

ZE(A7 L/Kapil) = 6L/K : LI*J(Av L/K7 1)
On the other hand, the equality (20]) implies that
XGQ D(A, V) = BSD(A VL) + aG(EL/K)

where &/ /i 18 the element of K (R[G]) that is represented by the automorphism of the
R[G]-module R®z H'(SCy, (A, L/K)) = R®z AY(L) given by multiplication by —log(p)~!.
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Given the last two displayed formulas, the claimed equivalence will follow if one can show
that the assumed validity of Conjecture A1i) implies &, /K = EL/K- But this is true since,

in this case, an explicit computation of reduced norms shows that for x in Ir(G) one has

Nrdgc) (€75 )x = (—log(p)) "™ = (~log(p)) ™™ = Nrdgg)(eL/K )x-

6. SYNTOMIC COHOMOLOGY

In this section we recall relevant facts concerning the complexes of syntomic cohomology
with compact supports that are constructed by Kato and Trihan in [I7].

At the outset we fix a finite Galois extension K’ of K over which A ® g K’ is semistable
at all places, write L’ for the compositum of L and K’ and set G’ := Gal(L'/K). Taking
advantage of Proposition [5.4] we shrink U (if necessary) in order to assume that no point
on U ramifies in L'/K.

Since A is semistable over K’, the construction in [I7, §4.8] gives a Dieudonné crystal
Diog(Agr) on Crys((Xg)f/Z,). We denote this crystal by D and D® for the kernel of
the surjective morphism D — i(x )iz, (Lie(Dg)) of sheaves in ((Xg1)?/Zyp)erys that is
described at the beginning of [I7, §5.5].

We fix a divisor F on X+ with Supp(E) = Xy — U/, and we let D(—E) and D(—E)©)
respectively denote the twist of D and D©) by —E.

We also fix a Galois extension of fields F'/F with K/ € F' < F' < L' and set Q :=
Gal(F'/F).

Then, with N denoting either I’ or F' we set Ay := A®g N and write X and Uy for
the integral closures of X and U in N and Apy/Xpy for the Neron model of Ay over N.
Since A is semistable over K', we have .A?V > A?{, XX, XN

Let mn : Xy — Xk be the natural map. Then we write D(—F)y := 71'5\77*71'?\’7* (D(—F))
and D(—E)g\?) = 7T§V7*7T§\’,* (D(—E)®). Note that by construction of Djog we have W]ﬁ\’,* (D(—-FE)) =
Diog(AN)(=7% E), and we have the following short exact sequence of sheaves in (X x+)*/Zp)crys:

0= D(~E)Y — D(—E)x — i(x,,y/z, «(TxsLie(Dy))(~dy g E) — 0,

where dy /g := [N : K'].
Then for any locally-free Ox, ,[Q]-submodule £’ of 7y ,Lie(Dp) with

(WN,*Lie(.AF/))(—2dF//K/E) = ﬁl c (7TN7*Lie(.AF/))(—dF//K/E),

Kato and Trihan construct (in [I7, §5.12]) O g+ [Q]-submodules D(—E)gg,) and D(—E)gf,/)
of D(—FE)p for which there are canonical morphisms of complexes of étale sheaves on X

Ruy(D(—E))) L Ru (D(-E)'S)) and Ru.(D(—E)'Y)) % Ru,(D(—-E))),

where u : (X ) /Zp)erys — X ¢ is the natural morphism of topoi and X is endowed
with the log structure associated to the divisor X+ — Ugs. They then define the syntomic
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complex with compact supports S e to be the mapping fibre of the morphism
F/

(27) Ru,(D(—E){)) 7% Ru,(D(-E)}%).

We now define objects in D(Z,[Q)]), respectively in D(Z,[Gal(F'/K)]) if F'/K is Galois,
by setting

Ip := RT(X s, Ru. D(—E)\Y) @" Q,/7,)*[—2]
and o
Pg = RT(X g, Ruo D(—E)') @ Q,/7,)*[~2].

and describe the connection of these objects to the constructions made in earlier sections
in the following result.

Lemma 6.1. Write 1}, E = Zw’¢UK' n(w")w', withn(w') = 1 for each w'. For eachw ¢ Uy
write Vo, for the unique subgroup of | [, Ar/(Ow) with

"lw
[TAr@3") e vy e [ Ar @)
w'|w w'|w
and whose image in
[T Ar )/ Ap (w3 7) = T T Lie(Ap) (m") /Lie(Ap (m3 ")
w’\w w/‘w
coincides with the image of L'(Oy,). Write Vi for the family (Vi ).

Then, if M is any intermediate field of K'/K over which F' is Galois, there are canonical
exact triangles in D(Zy[Gal(F'/M)]) of the form

(28) Ppr 25 I & Ry, (U, Avon)5[-2] S (7<oPpo)[1]
and
(29) Ppr 5> Ipr — RU(X g, £1)*[~2] — (r<aPpo)[1].

Proof. From [I7, Prop. 5.13] one has a natural isomorphisms in D(Z,[Gal(F'/M)]) of the
form

RF(XKH SD(E,U) ®]L Qp/Zp) = RFar,VF/ (UF’y Ator)p-
F/

(Though in loc. cit. this was proved when £’ is an Ox,,-submodule of Lie(Ap), the
proof works in our setting because we have

RU (X' Rug D(—E)pr) 2= R prys(X 51/ Zp, Digg(Ap)(—750 E))
and the same holds for the étale cohomology of Ru,D(—FE );9,) and the coherent cohomology
of ﬁpl,*Lie(.AF/).)
Given this, the triangle (28] is obtained by applying the functor 7«2 RT' (X, —®Q,/Z,)
to the exact triangle (of complexes of sheaves) that results from the definition of S p(E.L) as
F/

the mapping fibre of (27]).
The exact triangle ([29) results in a similar way by using the canonical exact triangle

£ - Ru,(D(-E)9) &* Q,/Z, > Ru,(D(-E)\2) @" Q,/Z,
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described by Kato and Trihan in [17, §6.7]. O

The complexes I+ and Ppr are not known, in general, to belong to DP™(Z,[Gal(F’/F)])
and hence, for our purposes, we adapt the triangles ([28) and (29), as per the following
result.

Proposition 6.2. Let M is any intermediate field of K'/K over which F' is Galois. Let
J be a subgroup of Gal(F'/M) and M an order in Qp[J] that contains Z,[J] and is such
that the complex 7>_1(MN ®Hip[J] Ipr) can be represented by a bounded complex of projective

M-modules.
Then the triangles (28) and (Z9) induce exact triangles in DP (M) of the form

oA M@ ) Pr) —2 1 (M@, 1 Irr) = N®F ()1 Rlar vy (Upr, Avor)5[~2] —

and

Proof. The results of Proposition B7)(i) and Lemma imply that both of the complexes
RUo vy, (Upr, Ator)y[—2] and RT(Xpr, £)*[~2] belong to Drerf(7,,[J]) and are acyclic out-
side degrees 0 and 1 and 2.

This implies that both m@ip 01 Bl ar, Ve (Upr, Agor) 5 [—2] and m@ip[ 5 BU(Xpr, £)*[-2]
belong to DPf(91) and are isomorphic to their respective truncations in degrees at least
—1.

We therefore obtain exact triangles in D(N) of the stated form by applying the exact
functor 7=_; (M ®Hip[J] —) to the triangles ([28]) and (29]).

To prove that these triangles belong to DPf(91) it is thus enough to prove that the
complex C :=7>_1(MN ®Hip[J] Ir) belongs to DP ().

But, by [I7, Prop. 5.15(i)], the cohomology groups of C' are finitely generated 9t-modules.
Hence, since C' is assumed to be represented by a bounded complex of projective 91-modules,
this implies, by a standard construction, that C' belongs to Dporf(‘ﬁ), as required. O

Since 7>_1(MN ®Hip[ 7] Ipr) is acyclic outside finitely many degrees the stated condition in

Proposition is automatically satisfied if the order 1 is hereditary (and hence if it is
maximal) by [8, Th. (26.12)].

With Theorem [£.7] in mind, in the next section we will show that, under suitable condi-
tions on Ap; and F’/M it can be satisfied by orders that are not maximal.

Then, in §8 we shall study in greater detail the long exact cohomology sequences of the
exact triangles in Proposition

7. CRYSTALLINE COHOMOLOGY AND TAME RAMIFICATION

In this section we continue to use the general notation of 6l We also assume that the
extension F'/F is tamely ramified and write 7 : X — Xp for the corresponding cover of
smooth projective curves. For brevity we shall usually abbreviate Xr and U to X and U
respectively.
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We fix a log structure on Xy associated to the divisor Xp — Uprs, write Xg, for the

associated log scheme and note that the natural map 7* : Xg, — X% is Kummer-étale (in
the sense of [23] Def. 2.13)).

We write u : (X?,/Zp)Crys — Xpg and o : (X}?,,/Zp)Crys — (Xpr)e for the natural
morphism of topoi.

In this section we shall construct certain complexes of étale Z,[Q]-modules that represent
RuyD(—E)© and Ru/,n%*D(—E)© and are useful for the proof of Theorem E7l

7.1. Digression on log de Rham complexes. The main result of this section is the
following general observation concerning crystalline sheaves.

Proposition 7.1. Let £ be a locally free crystal of O(py-modules (with Oy =0y /Zp)'
F

(i) There exists a bounded below complex C(n**E) of torsion free Z,[Q]-modules that

has both of the following properties.
(a) In each degree i there is an isomorphism Z,|Q]-modules

C'(w**€) = nd? (C'(x**£)9),

where e denotes the identity element of Q).
(b) For each normal subgroup J of Q there is an isomorphism in D(Z,[Q/J])

Homyg, [71(Zy, C(%*E)) = RTarys(XE,, /2, 75E),

where 715 : Xg,(] — X% is the natural projection.

(ii) If there is a short exact sequence of sheaves 0 — E° — & — % 1z ~ — 0 fora
/=P

vector bundle F on Xp, then claim (i) is also true with & replaced by E°.

7.1.1. As preparation for the proof of this result we start with the following technical
result.

Lemma 7.2. There exists a formal scheme .’f‘}; over Zj that is a smooth lift of X%. Fur-
thermore, for any Kummer-étale covering X4, - Xﬁ,, there exists a finite Kummer-étale
covering 7 : X%, — %g, that lifts 7 : X%, — Xﬁ,.
Proof. This lemma is obtained from the infinitesimal deformation theory for smooth log
schemes (cf. [16, Prop. 3.14]). More precisely, if %gﬂn is a (flat) lift of X over Z,/p"™, then
it is easy to see that %gyn is log smooth over Z,/p" (where Z,/p™ is given the trivial log
structure). To see this, one applies Kato’s criterion [16, Th. 3.5]. By [16l Prop. 3.14(4)],
the obstruction class for lifting %3; ,, over Zy/p" ! lies in H2(X p,(,u)v(u ) = 0, where w4 is
’ ol F

the sheaf of differentials with log poles at Xgp — Up. We write .’{% for the natural inverse
limit lim %g "

Since the sheaf of relative log differentials w Jxt is trivial, it follows that the finite

F/

Kummer-étale covering 7 : X%, — X% canonically lifts to 7 : f{gr, N .’{% ., (cf. [16]
Prop. 3.14]). This produces the desired finite Kummer-étale covering 7 : x4, - %j}; O
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We use this lemma to obtain some complexes representing of Ru.& and Rul,(7%*€) for
a locally free crystal £ of O¢py-modules. Given such &, we obtain a vector bundle €.+ that
P

is equipped with an integrable connection with log poles V : Exu — Exu ®03€F@9€”
F F

Furthermore, since X% — 3@}; is a good embedding in the sense of [17], § 5.6], it follows
that & is functorially determined by (€ys ,V) by [16 Th. 6.2]. The same holds for any
P

locally free crystal £ of O¢pr-modules, and the associated vector bundle with integrable
connection with log poles (8’ti , V).
Fl
Recall that the map 7 : Xpr — Xp is flatl] and we have T W = wyt by [16, Prop. 3.12],
F /

so we can define pull back and push forward by 7 for vector bundles gvith connection with
log poles (just as the unramified case).

Furthermore, by unwinding the proof of [I6l Th. 6.2], one can see that the construction

& v (€44, V) (and the same construction for £’) respects the pull back and push forward
F
by 7% so that one has both ((ﬂ'ﬁ’*g)xu V) =7*(E , V) and ((Wigl)xu V) =m(E, ,V).
F F F X

In particular, both (7b*& )yt and (71'25/ )y have natural horizontal actions of Q.
/ F

Let X, denote the closed subscheme of X cut out by the ideal generated by p™. Then
a coherent Oy, -modules F, can be seen as a torsion étale sheaf on Xp, where for any
étale morphism f : Y — Xp, we have F,(Y) :=I'(Y, f*F,). Similarly, any coherent Ox,.-
module F can be viewed as a Z,-étale sheaf on Xr; namely, the inverse system of torsion
étale sheaves {F|x, }.

Now, for any locally free crystal £ of Opy-module, the complex Ru.& can be computed

via the complex of Z,-étale sheaves on X given by qu v, qu ®O3€p@ where the first
F F

xh
term is placed in degree zero (cf. [I7, § 5.6]). One also obtains a similar expression for
Rul,(7%*E) as a complex of ‘Z,[Q]-étale sheaves’ on Xp.

Given a short exact sequence
0-E"-€&—F—0,

where F is a vector bundle on Xg viewed as a log crystalline sheaf, we have a short exact
sequence 0 — RuEY — Ru,€E — F — 0, where F is viewed as a torsion étale sheaf on Xp.
Therefore, we may express

(30) Ru, &% = [50 é’qu @oxF@xL} I,

where €0u denotes the kernel of €. —» i F.
X Xy

F X}‘/va*

Remark 7.3. Note that .’{ can be obtained as a p—adic completion of a proper smooth
log scheme X over Zp, where the underlylng scheme X F is a smooth lift of Xz and the
log structure is given by relative divisor ZcX r smoothly lifting 7 := | Xr — Up|.

1t suffices to verify the flatness at the formal neighbourhood of any closed point. And by Abhyankar’s
lemma (cf. [IIl A.11]), the map of completed local rings induced by 7 is of the form W (F,)[[t]] —
W (F[[t*¢]]) for some e not divisible by p.
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Let us now give some examples of Rus& for some £. When & = O¢p, then Ru,Opy is
the log de Rham complex of %3;; that is, the p-adic completion of the de Rham complex of
Xr with log poles along Z.

Given any divisor E of Xp supported in Z, one obtains a rank one locally free crystal of
O¢py-modules € := O¢py(E).

Let us now describe RusO¢py(E). Viewing .’{% as the p-adic completion of the log scheme
)N(% with divisorial log structure associated to A , we can find a relative divisor E of Xp

that lifts £ and is supported in Z. Then from the definition of Opy(E) (cf. [17, § 5.12]),
one can check that

~ v ~
RU*O<F>(E) = [O)?F (E) — O)?p (E) ®w)}§v] ®0§F Ox,.,
where V is induced by the universal derivation d : O Tp T Wit = Q e (log Z ). (Here, V is
F

X

well defined since E is supported in Z ; where wgy is allowed to have log poles.)
F

7.1.2. We are now ready to prove Proposition [.1]

We shall, for brevity, only prove claim (ii) since this is directly relevant to the proof of
Theorem [£7] and claim (i) can be proved by exactly the same argument.

Our strategy is to use Proposition AT to construct a complex C/(7%*E%) of induced Z,[Q]-
modules that represents RFCWS(X%,/ZP, 74*£0) in such a way that C(E0) := C(ab*£0)€ is
naturally isomorphic in D(Z,) to RI‘CWS(X%/Zp,é’O). (Since each term of C'(7%*£0) is an
induced Z,[@]-module, the complex C(£°) of term-wise Q-invariants of C'(7%*£%) represents
RHomy, [g)(Zy, C(x**£0)).)

We recall that Rfcrys(Xg/Zp,EO) identifies with RI¢ (X, RuE®) and that Ru,&° is

equal to the complex é’;% v, X0, ®0x,, @ In particular, since all the terms of Ru&°

x5
are ‘coherent Ox ,-modules’, we can compute RI¢(Xp, RuE°) via Zariski topology on Xp
(viewing Ru.E° as a complex of coherent Ox,-modules with additive differential). Note
that the same properties hold for Ru/,(7%*£°) as well.

We now choose the disjoint union of some @Q-stable finite affine open covering il%; of f{gr,
and regard it as a Kummer-étale covering of %g, We then let C'(£Y) denote the total complex
associated to the Cech resolution of Ru,E” with respect to ﬂgy. Similarly, we let C(7%*£9)
denote the total complex associated to the Cech resolution of Ru/,(7%*£%) with respect to
the Kummer-étale covering L(g, Xt %gy, of %g,, which is a complex of Z,[Q]-modules where
the Q-action is induced from the Q-action on Xg. Then, by Proposition [A.7, we know
that C(£Y) is isomorphic in D(Z,) to Rfcrys(X%/Zp,So) and that C(7%*£9) is isomorphic
in D(Zy[Q]) t0 RT crys(X 5 /2y, mH*E0).

In addition, one has ng, X 2, x4, ~ ng, x (@ and so in each degree i there is an isomorphism
of Z,|Q]-modules

Ci(n**€%) = Homy, (Z,[Q], C*(E%)) = Ind?@ ,CH(E°),
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where C?(7#*£0) and C*(£%) denote the i-th term of C(x%*£%) and C(£Y), respectively.
(Indeed, we have that each term of Ru/,(7%*£°) is obtained by the pull back of the terms

of Ru,E" as coherent sheaves, using the isomorphism T W et = @;u obtained in [I6],
F jall

Prop. 3.12].) Therefore, we have C(E°) = C(7#*£%)?. (To see that the Cech differentials
on both sides match, we note that the Cech resolution C(7%*£%) is constructed with respect
to the pull back 113; Xxp Xpr of the Kummer-étale covering L(g; of X, which was used for
constructing the Cech resolution C'(£°).)

It remains to show that for any subgroup J of @) the complex C(ﬂ'ﬁ’*go)‘] represents
Rfcrys(Xg,,J/Zp, 7TJ’*50). Note that we have

st Xyt xi,, = Xyt (x%,/0) = ¢ x (Q/)),

So it follows that C(7#*£%)7 is the total complex of the Cech resolution of RUF/J7*(7T?]7*5O)
with respect to the Kummer-étale covering ng, X3 %gm ,of %, and so C (78*£9)7 repre-

FJo
sents Rfcrys(Xg,J/Zp, 7TJ’*50) by Proposition [A.7]
This completes the proof of Proposition [.1l

7.2. The complex I. The following consequence of Proposition [Z1] regarding the com-
plex I constructed in §6l will play an important role in the proof of Theorem .7l

Proposition 7.4. If the extension F'/F is tamely ramified, then I lies in DP*(Z,[Q])
and is acyclic in all degrees outside 0,1 and 2.

Proof. Throughout this proof we use the notation introduced at the beginning of §6l with
K’ = F. By applying Proposition[Ilto £ = D(—E );9), we obtain a complex of torsion-free
induced Z,[Q]-modules Cps representing

RTerys (X% /Z,, D(—E)\O)) = RT ye(XE, /2,0, 78 (D(—E)Y))

such that for any subgroup J of @ the complex C., represents RFCWS(X% /Ly, D(—E);?,)J). In

particular, in each degree i there is an isomorphism of Z,[Q]-modules C%, =~ Homgz, (Z,[Q], (CL)9).

Since (C} )7 s Zp-flat in all degrees 7, for any normal subgroup J of @ there is an

isomorphism in D(Z,[Q/J])
Ips = (Ciy ®z, Qp/Zp)"
where the complexes on the right hand side are defined by the term-wise operations.
If we set It := (Ch ®z, Qp/Zy)* and I := ((Ch)? ®z, Qp/Zy)* for any i, then we have

I = 7,[Q) ®z, I,
which is a flat Z,[Q]-module. Therefore for any subgroup J of @) the derived coinvariants
Ly, ®Hz“p[ J] I can be represented by the following complex defined by term-wise operations:

Ly ®Zp[J] (Cpr ®1z, Qp/Zp)* = ((CF’)J ®1z, QP/ZP)*‘

This implies, in particular, that Z, ®Hip[ 7] I+ is isomorphic in D(Z,[Q/J]) to Ir.
Thus, since each complex Iy is acyclic outside degrees 0,1 and 2 and each cohomology
group of I is finitely generated over Z,, a standard argument (as already used at the
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beginning of the proof of Proposition B.7) implies that Iz belongs to DP*(Z,[Q]), as
claimed.
]

8. CRYSTALLINE COHOMOLOGY, SEMISIMPLICITY AND VANISHING ORDERS

As further preparation for the proof of Theorem 7], in this section we establish a link
between the long exact cohomology sequences of the exact triangles constructed in Lemma
and the rational height pairing of Schneider and then use it to study the orders of
vanishing of Artin-Hasse-Weil L-series.

Throughout we use the notation of Lemma [6.1] and also set Qs := Gal(F’/M). For any
Zy-module Y we abbreviate @, ®z, Y to Yo, .

8.1. Height pairings and semisimplicity. At the outset we recall that, by the general
discussion given at the beginning of [I7, §4.3], for each intermediate field M of L'/K the
Dieudonné crystal on Crys(U,, /Zp) that is associated to the p-divisible group over U arising

from A comes from an overconvergent F-isocrystal on Uy, that we shall denote by DL =
DY (An).

We further recall that, by Le Stum and Trihan [20, Prop. 4.2] (see also [29, Prop. 1.5]),
there are natural identifications

Qp ®Zp Ilii’ = Qp ®Zp PI?' = Rrrigm(UF’v D}/)
with respect to which the morphism 1 in the exact triangle (29]) corresponds to the identity
endomorphism on RI'yig o(Upr, D},).
Upon combining these identifications with the long exact cohomology sequence of the
exact triangle ([28]) we obtain a composite homomorphism

HO (o’ H (o
(31) Barp: Q@ AUF) 0 HY (Pp)g, = H(Ip)g, ——2 Q, @z Homz(A(F'), Z),

We also write
hA,F’,p,* . Qp ®Z At (F/) - Qp ®Z HomZ(A(F/), Z)
for the isomorphism of Q,[Qas]-modules that is induced by the algebraic height pairing
h 4, that occurs in §5.31
Proposition 8.1. If II(A/F") is finite, then the following claims are valid.
(i) One has Baprp = (£1)*AF» X hy pr oy, for a computable integer ay g, in {0,1}.
(ii) The homomorphisms H'(¢)qg, is bijective for all i = 1.
(iii) The Qp[Qnr]-module ker(H'())q, is naturally isomorphic to Q, ® A'(F").
(iv) The composite map ker(H'($))q, S H'(Pp)g, = H'(Ip)g, — cok(H'(¢))qg, is
bijective.
Proof. Write € for the quotient of the category of Z,[Qar]-modules by the category of finite
Zp|Qpr]-modules.

Then, since III(Ap) is assumed to be finite, the (non-degenerate) pairing h4 p» induces
an isomorphism in € of the form

(32) A(F) @z Qp/Zy — HomZ(At(F'), Qp/Zp).
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Next we set ¢/ := Rl“aryF,(U rry Ator). Then, since the kernel of the homomorphism
H'(C") — Selg/z(Apr) in Proposition is finite the natural map A(F') ®z Q/Z —
Selg,z(Apr) factors through a map A(F') ®z Q/Z — H'(C") in ¢. This homomorphism
then gives rise to a composite homomorphism in € of the form

(33) A(F')®zQ/Z — H'C"), » H'(I%) - H'(PL)
- H2(Cl)p - HomZ(Selz(At), Qp/Zyp) — HomZ(At(F'), Qp/Zp)v

where the second and fourth maps are induced by the exact triangle (28]) and the fifth by
Proposition

To prove claim (i) it is sufficient, after taking Pontryagin duals, to show that the mor-
phisms [B2]) and (B3] in € coincide up to a computable sign and this is precisely what is
established by the argument of Kato and Trihan in [I7, 3.3.6.2].

To prove the other claims we note that the long exact cohomology sequence of the exact
triangle (28) combines with the descriptions in Proposition BZ(ii) to imply that H'(¢)g, is
bijective for all i ¢ {0,1}, that ker(H%())g, and cok(H?(¢))g, vanish and that there are
exact sequences of Q,[Qys]-modules

0 0(p’
0 — cok(HO(9))g, > Qp ® AUF') “=> ker(H'($))g, — 0,

H'(9) H'(0")

(34)
0 — cok(H'(¢))g, — Qp ®z Homz (A (F"), Z) — ker(H*($))g, — 0.

Now, since hZ s is bijective, claim (i) implies the same is true of the map 4 p and this
fact combines with the above exact sequences to imply that the spaces cok(H O(cﬁa))@p and
ker(H?(¢))g, vanish, as required to complete the proof of claim (ii), and hence that the
upper sequence in ([34]) gives an isomorphism of the sort required by claim (iii).

Finally, claim (iv) is true because the bijectivity of 54 p» combines with the upper se-
quence in ([B4) to imply ker(H'(¢))q, is disjoint from ker(H'(6))qg, whilst the lower sequence
in (B4) implies that ker(H'(6))q, is equal to im(H"())q, -

O

8.2. Orders of vanishing and leading terms. We now derive from Proposition
the following result about the order of vanishing 74 a/(x) at t = p~! of the functions
Zuy (Anr, x, t) that are defined in §5.3] for each character x in Ir(Qar).

We fix (and do not in the sequel explicitly indicate) an isomorphism of fields C =~ C,, and
hence do not distinguish between Ir(Qas) and the set of irreducible C,-valued characters of
Qum-

In particular, for x in Ir(Qar) we may then fix a representation @y — Autc, (Vy) (that
we also denote by x) of character x, where V, is a finite dimensional vector space over C,,.

If R denotes either Z,[Qr] or Qp[Qar], then for each finitely generated R-module W
and each y in Ir(Qys) we define a C,-vector space by setting

WX .= Homg,[0,,](Vx Cp[Qun] ®r W).

Theorem 8.2. For each x in Ir(Qyr) the following claims are valid.
(i) ra,m(x) = dimg, ((Z, ®z AY(F'))X) = x(1)7" - dimc(ex (C @z AY(F))).
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(ii) In each degree i the homomorphism H'(1—) induces an automorphism H'(1— )3
of any fized complement to ker(H*(1 — ))X in Hﬁigﬁ(UF/,D},)X.
(it)) 25, (A pt) = TS5 det(H (1 = 9)) 0™

Proof. We write D}LV[()O for the twist of D;(V[ by the representation x. Then it is shown by
Etesse and Le Stum in [I0] that there is an identify of functions

i+1

=2
(35)  Zuy(An, xop ') = Ly, (Apr xos + 1) = [ [ det(1 — o - ] Hjy (x) Y
=0

where for each i we set Hi,(x) := Hﬁig’c(UM, D}LM(X))
Now, by Lemma below, the space Hi,(x) is naturally isomorphic to

Hipr ®g,iqu) Vi = (Hpr)*

with H, = H, (Upr, D).

In particular, from Proposition RIii) we deduce that, setting 1 — ¢ = ¢, the endomor-
phism H'(¢) is invertible on H,(x) for both i = 0 and i = 2. This fact then combines
with the identity (BBl to imply that 74 as(x) is equal to the dimension over C, of the ker-
nel of ¢ on H}(x) = (H},)* and hence to dimc, (ker(¢p/)X), where we write ¢ for the
endomorphism induced by ¢ on H};,.

To prove claim (i) it now only remains to note Proposition [B.1] implies that

dimg, (ker(@p/)X) =dime, ((Z, ®z A" (F"))X)
=x(1)7" - dimg (ex (C®z A'(F))).
Claim (ii) follows directly from Proposition B.I(iv) and the fact (noted above) that H ()
is invertible on Hj,(x) for i = 0 and i = 2.
Finally, claim (iii) follows by combining claims (i) and (ii) with the identity (B3). O
Lemma 8.3. For every representation x : Qun — Autc,(Vy) as above, there is a natural
isomOTphism Hﬁig,c(UF” D;’") ®QP[QM] VX = Hzig,c(UM7 D}L\/[ (X))v fOT any i

Proof. With 7 : X — Xj; denoting the natural morphism, there is a canonical isomor-
phism 7* DT (A;) = DT (Ap) and so in the above formula we can replace D}, by 7*DT(Ap).
Next we observe that for any 7 Poincaré duality gives a canonical isomorphism

H% ! (Up, 7% DY) = Homg, (HY, (Upr, (7 DY) Y), Qp),

rig,c rig

and so it is enough to prove that

(Hjsg(Urr, (m*D}) )X = (Hjsg(Upr, (7*D})¥) ©g, Vi) = Hiiy(Unr, (D}, ())")-

Recall that D}LV[()O is defined to be the unique overconvergent F-isocrystal (up to unique

isomorphism) such that we have a natural @ps-equivariant isomorphism 7* (D}L\/[(X))v ~
(m*Dpr)Y ®q, Vi, where we give the diagonal Qps-action on the right hand side. (The

unique existence of such DL(X) is a consequence of étale descent theory of overconvergent
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F-isocrystals over curves; cf. [7, Prop. 1.3].) Therefore the above isomorophism follows
from the natural isomorphism

Hiig(Unt, (D} (x))Y) = Hisg(Upr, 7 (D} () )
for each i, which was proved in [29, Prop. 4.6]. O

9. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

In this section we use results from earlier sections to obtain a proof of Theorem [A.7]

At the outset we note that Theorem [.7]i) is proved by Theorem B.2)(i) and that Remark
4.8 allows us to assume that II1(A/L) is finite.

We therefore focus on establishing the validity of the equality in Conjecture [AIJiii).

For convenience, for each Galois extension F'/M (as in Proposition [6.2) we define an

element of Ko(Z[Qa], Q[Qar]) by setting
XA, F' /M) = 0q,, (255, (Ant, F'/M,p™) = X6 0(An, Vi)
+ Xy (Anr, Vir) = X5 (Awr).-

9.1. A first reduction step. For a finite group I', a prime ¢ and x in K((Z[T'],Q[T']) we
write xy for the image of z in Ky(Z[I'],Q¢[T']) under the decomposition (I0).

Proposition 9.1. Assume ILI(A/L) is finite. Then the statement of Theorem [[.7 is valid
if and only if the following conditions are satisfied.
(i) If M, is any mazimal Z,-order in Q,[G'] that contains Z,[G'], then x(A, L/K),
belongs to the kernel of the homomorphism Ko(Z,|G], Qp[G]) — Ko(M,, Qp[G]).
(ii) Write P’ for the normal subgroup of H' := Gal(L'/K') that is generated by the
Sylow p-subgroups of the inertia groups of all places that ramify in L'/K'. Then
x(A, (LT /K"), vanishes.
(iii) For each prime ¢ = p one has

aG,Q(Z[ﬂ} (Av L/K7 pil))f = XE,S((IQ? (Av VL)E - ngn(A)E-
Proof. 1t suffices to check that the stated conditions are equivalent to the validity of the
equality in Conjecture FIJ(iii).

Thus, after taking account of Proposition [£.6] the decomposition (I0) combines with the
explicit definition of T4 /x to reduce us to showing that x(A, L/K), vanishes if £ = p and
that x(A, L/K), is the image under Wg:p of an element of K(Z,[G'], Q,[G']) that is both
torsion and belongs to ker(wgl, / pr)

Now, by Proposition below, one has x(A4, L/K), = 75 (x(A, L'/K),) and so in the
case { = p it is enough to show x(A,L'/K), has finite order and wg/,/P,(X(A,L//K)p)
vanishes.

To see that these conditions are respectively equivalent to the conditions stated in
claims (i) and (ii) it suffices to note that the kernel of the scalar extension homomor-
phism K (Z,[G'], Qp[G']) — Ko(IM,, Q,[G']) is the torsion subgroup of Ko(Z,[G'], Qp[G'])
(by [2, 4.5, Lem. 11(d)]) and that Wg’,/P,(X(A, L'/K),) = x(A, (L)Y /K"), by Proposition
9.2)
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coh

Finally we note that if / = p, then x@&"(A, VL), vanishes and so it is clear that the
vanishing of the image in Ko(Z¢[G], Q¢[G]) of the equality in Conjecture[LI]iii) is equivalent
to the equality in claim (iii). O

Before stating the next result we note that if J is a normal subgroup of a subgroup H of
G, and we set () := H/J, then there is a natural commutative diagram

(36) K1 (QIGT) — " Ky (QIH]) —2 s Ky (QIQ))

3G,@l laH,@ l%,@
0% i %o

Ko(Z[G], Q[G]) — Ko(Z[H], Q[H]) — Ko(Z[Q], Q[Q])

where 96 g and 93{ o are the natural restriction and coinflation homomorphisms.

Proposition 9.2. If J is a normal subgroup of a subgroup H of G, then the composite
homomorphism HIOLLQ o Ggﬂ sends x(A, L/K), to x(Apu, L7 /LH),.
Proof. We set Hé’Q = HQ’Q o 98711, E:=L" and F:=L".

At the outset we note that, by a standard argument using the Artin formalism of L-
functions, one finds that 0%;7Q(Z§(A, L/K,p71)) = Z5 (AR, F/E,p~') and so the commu-
tative diagram (B0l implies
(37) 0¢.0(0c.0(Z5(A L/K,p™)) = 9q,0(Z5, (Ap, F/E,p~")).

It is also clear that 9é7Q(<—1,Q <A(L))) = ((-1,Q - A(F))) and, given this, an explicit
comparison of the equalities in Proposition BIi) with F’ equal to L and F' implies
(38) 08,0 (A, L/K),) = X®"(Ag, F/E),.

To proceed we write 7,7’ and 7” for the natural morphisms X; — X, X; — Xg and
Xp — X. We fix families of subgroups Vi, and Wy, for the extension L/K as in §3.4] (the
choice of which is, following Proposition [5.3] unimportant) and write £, for the associated
coherent O x [G]-submodule of m,Lie(Ax, ). In the same way we fix families of subgroups V/
and W] for the extension L/E and write £, for the associated coherent Ox,,[H ]-submodule
of wlLie(Ax, ).

We assume, as we may, that Vz, € V/, and hence also W, € W} . This implies that there
are exact triangles in DP*'(Z[H]) of the form

SCv, (A, L/K) — SCy; (Ap, L/E) — (V1/VL)[0] —

and
RT(X,Lp) — RT(Xp, L7) — (WL/WL)[0] —,
where, in the latter case, we have used the fact that the complexes RI'(X,7,L)) and

RT(Xg, L)) are canonically isomorphic since 7, is exact. These triangles in turn give rise
to equalities in Ko(Z[H],Q[H])

(39) 0% m(xe (A, Vi) = x&" (A, Vi) = X6 (A, Vi) = xz,1m1(V/V2)[0], 0)
— (X2" (A, VL) = Xz, (WL,/WL)[0],0))
= X%?(B(Aa V[//)) - X%)h(Aa V[//)7
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where the last equality is valid since xz,[7]((V7/VL)[0],0) = xz,1z) (W7 /WL)[0],0) (by the
same argument as used in the proof of Propos1t1on B3).

Upon combining the equalities (37), [B8]) and ([B9) one finds that the proof is reduced to
showing that there are equalities

0 oig (Ae. Vi) = X0 (Ae. (VD)7),
GHQ(X%)h(AE7VI/,)) = COh(AE7 (VL) )-
These equalities follow directly from the isomorphisms in DPe™(Z[Q])

z[Q] ®L[ m SCv; (Ag, L/E) = SCyyy1(Ap, F/E),
Z[Q) ®gpy BT (Xp, L7)* = RU(Xp, (L7)7)*,

that are respectively used in the proofs of Proposition B.7 and Lemma O

9.2. The case ¢ = p. In this section we verify that the conditions of Proposition [@0.I](i) and
(ii) are satisfied.
The key observation we shall use is provided by the following result.

Proposition 9.3. If the data F',J and M, are as in Proposition[6.3, then x(A, F'/(F')7),
belongs to the kernel of the natuml homomorph@sm Ko(Zp[J),Qp[J]) = Ko(Myp, QplJ]).

Proof. The exact triangles in Proposition G2 lie in DP*'{(9,) and satisfy all of the hypothe-
ses of Proposition Bl In fact the only condition that is not straightforward to check is (b)
and this is proved in Proposition BII(ii) and (iv).

Set M := (F")’. Then, by applying the latter result in this case, and taking account
of Proposition BILi), one finds that the image of x(A, F'/M), in Ko(‘ﬁp,Qp[ ]) coincides
with the image in Ky(9,, Q,[J]) of 6J7Q(ZEM(A, F'/M,p~1)), — aZp[J]’Qp(H (1- @)Qp)

It is thus enough to note that the latter element vanishes as a consequence of Theorem
R2(ii). O

Turning to the conditions of Proposition 0.1, we note that 9)?;, is regular and hence
satisfies the conditions of Proposition [6.2] (with J = G’). Given this, the above result
implies, directly, that the condition of Proposition [0.1(i) is satisfied.

Next we note that the field F” := (L')"" is a tamely ramified Galois extension of K’ and
hence that Proposition [[4] implies the conditions of Proposition are satisfied by the
data J = Gal(F'/K') and M, = Z,[J]. In this case, therefore, Proposition [0.3] implies that
x(A, (F")P'/K"), vanishes, and hence that the condition of Proposition [ILI|(ii) is satisfied.

Remark 9.4. The above argument shows that we actually prove Theorem AT(ii) with
Ta,1/K replaced by the potentially smaller group obtained by replacing the term ker ()
in ([I3) by the kernel of the natural composite homomorphism

Ko(Zp[G'], Qp[G']) = Ko(Zp[Qum], QplQ@nm]) — Ko(Myp, Qp[Qu]),

where 91, is any order that satisfies the hypotheses of Proposition We recall that the
latter condition is automatically satisfied if 91, is hereditary but, aside from this, finding
other interesting, and explicit, examples of such orders beyond those that are used in the
above argument seems to be difficult.



38 DAVID BURNS, MAHESH KAKDE, WANSU KIM

9.3. The case ¢ # p. In this section we verify that the condition of Proposition [Q.1](iii) is
satisfied.

To do this we fix a prime ¢ = p, write Ty(A) for the ¢-adic Tate module of A and set
Vi(A) = Q®z, Ti(A). We write g, for its algebraic closure of I, and ¢, for the Frobenius
automorphism at p and set U} := Up, xp, F.

The key fact that we shall use is that for each x in Ir(G) the identity (II) combines with
the Poincare duality theorem (as stated, for example, in [22, Chap. VI, Cor. 11.2]), to give
an identity of functions

(40) v(Ax,pt) =] [det(1 -, ' p it Hi, (UF, Vi(A) () D
i€Z
= [ [det(1 — g, -t HL (UE, Vi(A) () D
€L

Set SCy := Z;®zSCy, (A, L/K). Then the result of Proposition B.7|(ii)(b) combines with
Remark and Artin-Verdier duality to imply there are natural isomorphisms

SCyp = Z¢ ®z RTar v, (UL, Ators)*[2] = RU¢ (UL, Ators)*[2] = RLe (UL, Ty(A))

and hence also a natural exact triangle in DP(Z,[G]) of the form

(41) SCy — RTa(US, Th(A)) —22 RT4 (U5, Tu(A)) — SCq[1].
We consider the composite homomorphism
Ba,re: Q®zA (L) = H(SCy)q, — H (UL, Vi(A)) - H'(SCy)q, = Qu@zHomz(A(L), Z),

where the isomorphisms are from Proposition B.7|(ii)(a) and the other maps are induced by
the long exact cohomology sequence of (4Il).

Then it is shown by Schneider in [25] (and also noted at the beginning of [17) §6.8]) that
there exists a computable integer a4 1 ¢ € {0, 1} such that

(42) Bae = (=12 ha s

where h4 1,44 is the isomorphism Q, ®z A'(L) =~ Qy ®z Homy(A(L),Z) induced by the
height pairing ha,r..

Taken in conjunction with the same argument used in Proposition this observation
implies firstly that the endomorphism H®(1— ©p)q, is bijective for i = 1, secondly that (EII)
satisfies all of the hypotheses that are made in Proposition Bl (with 21 = Zy[G]) regarding
the left hand triangle in ([I4]), and thirdly (in view of (@QI) that for each x the order of
vanishing of Zy (A, x,t) at t = p~! is equal to the dimension over C; of the kernel of the
endomorphism of

(43) H (U, Ve(A))(X) = Home, 1 (Vy, H& (UF, Vi(A)))

that is induced by H(1 — ¢,,).
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By applying Proposition 5] with the left and right hand triangles in (I4)) taken to be
(1) and the zero triangle respectively we can therefore deduce that

1 e(XG G (A, VL) + X& (A)) = Xz,i61(SCo, B 44) + Ozifcn00 (Baze o hy'p 4 )
= X2,[¢](SCe; T1-4,)
= 02,[G),Q¢ <H1<1 - ‘Pp)@)
- aZz[GLQe((Nrsz[G])fl((Zl?(AyXapfl))xelr(c:)))
= Oz,0).0,(Z5 (A L/K,p™h)
= 16.0(0c,0(Z5(A, L/K,p™ 1))

Here the first equality follows directly from the definition of x*¢"(A, L/K), in terms of the
integer a4 1, ¢, the equality (42]) and the result of Lemmald6l In addition, the fourth equality
follows from (@0) (and the isomorphism (43))) and the fifth directly from the definition of
the term Z (A, L/K,p~1).

This completes the proof that the condition of Proposition [@.I1(iii) is satisfied and hence
also completes the proof of Theorem [4.7]

APPENDIX A. KUMMER-ETALE DESCENT FOR COHERENT COHOMOLOGY

In this appendix, we show that the coherent cohomology over a ‘separated’ formal fs log
scheme can be computed via the Cech resolution with respect to an affine Kummer-étale
covering (not necessarily a Zariski open covering). Whilst this result seems to be well known
to experts, we have not been able to locate a good reference for it in the literature.

A.1. Fs log schemes and their fibre products. The main purpose of this section is to
review the construction of fibre products for fs log schemes, which we need for the sheaf
theory on Kummer-étale sites and the construction of Cech complexes. We will briefly recall
some definitions of monoids and log schemes needed for the construction of fibre products.
We do not give a complete review of basic definitions on monoids and log geometry but
rather refer readers to [16] and [23] for basic definitions in log geometry and to [24] for a
more comprehensive reference.

Recall that a (always commutative) monoid P is said to be fine if it is finitely generated
and the natural map P — P®P is injective (where P2P is the commutative group obtained
by adjoining the inverse of each element of P). A fine monoid P is said to be saturated if
for any a € P®P, we have o € P for some n > 0 if and only if a € P. By a fs monoid, we
mean a fine and saturated monoid.

For each monoid P we define a saturation P5' := {« € P8; o" € P for some n > 0}.

Lemma A.1. If P is finitely generated, then the monoid P is fs.

Proof. It suffices to show that P53 is finitely generated, which is a direct consequence of
Gordon’s Lemma (cf. [24] Cor. 2.3.20]). O

A log scheme X* is called fs (i.e., fine and saturated) if étale locally on the underlying
scheme X, the log structure is generated by a map of monoids P — Ox where P is a
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fs monoid. Our log schemes and formal schemes are always assumed to be fs (i.e., fine
saturated).

Let X% and Y be fs log schemes over S* (with underlying schemes denoted as X, Y, and
S). We want to construct a fs log scheme X* x g; Y# satisfying the universal property of
fibre product (cf. [24, Cor. 2.4.16]).

By replacing the formal log schemes with suitable étale coverings, we choose charts P —
Ox, @ — Oy and M — Og defining the log structures (where P, Q and M are fine
saturated monoids, viewed as constant sheaves), such that there exist maps M — P,Q
giving rise to the structure morphism X* Y% — S% (The existence of such local charts
follows from [16] Lem. 2.10].)

The most natural candidate is to endow X x g Y with the log structure associated to the
chart P®y Q — Ox ®og Oy, where P @y @ is the amalgamated sum of monoids. But
this may not always work as P @) () may not be fine nor saturated.

Writing P @53 Q for the saturation of P @) Q we can define the following fs log scheme

X*xg Y= (X x5 Y) Xgpeczpan 0] SPec Z[P &5 Q]

with the log structure given by the chart P @5 Q — O Xtx Y naturally extending P @,
Q — Oxxsy. By glueing this étale-local construction, we obtain the fibre products for
any fs log schemes. We repeat this construction to obtain fibre products of formal fs log
schemes.
Note that this notion of fibre product may not be compatible with fibre products of (for-
mal) schemes without log structure, as we can see from the explicit étale-local construction.
On the other hand, we have the following lemma.

Lemma A.2. The underlying scheme for X* x ¢: Y* is finite over X xgY. The same holds
for formal fs log schemes.

Proof. The claim is étale-local on X xg Y, so we may replace X, Y and S by some étale
neighbourhood so that there exists suitable charts as above. Then it suffices to show that
ZIP @3 Q] is a finite algebra over Z[P @ Q], which follows from Gordon’s lemma (cf.

Lemma [A.T]). O

Remark A.3. To give a concrete example in which the underlying scheme for X x gt Yt

ol
differs from X xg Y we fix a finite Galois Kummer-étale cover  : X% L5 Xt of group G.
In this case one has X% X xt X% ~ (G x X% whereas X xx X = G x X only if 7 is
unramified.

The following corollary of lemma [A.2] will be used later.
Corollary A.4. Let X? be a fs log scheme, such that the underlying scheme is separated.

Let U and U be fs log schemes over X*, such that the underlying schemes U and U’ are
affine. Then U* X xi U is also affine. The same holds for formal fs log schemes.
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Proof. Under the hypotheses, the scheme U x x U’ is affine, which follows from the cartesian
diagram below:

UxxU—=sUxU

|,

X2 X« X,

Now by lemma [A2] the underlying scheme of U x y; U’ is finite over an affine scheme
U x x U'. This proves the corollary. O

A.2. Cech-to-derived functor spectral sequence for Kummer-étale cohomology.
For a log formal scheme X, we write %iét for the associated Kummer-étale site (as per [23]
Def. 2.13]).

We quickly recall the definition of Cech complex and Cech-to-derived functor spectral
sequences in this setting.

Definition A.5. Let {f be an Kummer-étale covering of X! (i.e., the structure morphism
UF — XF is Kummer-étale and surjective), and let F be a sheaf of abelian groups on the
Kummer-étale site f{f{ét. Then we can form a Cech complex

C (U F) = [T F) — T x g U8 F) — T(WF g 48 e S8 F) — -1,

with differentials defined in a standard way.

(The usual definition of Cech complexes for the case without log structure, cf. [22]
Ch. III, §2], formally goes through.) For any bounded-below complexes F°, we define the
Cech complex C*(84f, F*) as the total complex of the double complex obtained from Cech
complex of each term of F°.

Whilst the Cech complex C'(ﬂﬁ,}" ) does not necessarily represent RF(%ﬁét,}" ), there
exists a natural ‘Cech-to-derived functor spectral sequence’

(44) EX HIGE F) = HY (X, F),

i két?
where L[g is the (i + 1)-fold self fibre product of {* over Xf. One way to read off this spectral
sequence from the literature is via the technique of cohomological descent for (simplicial)
topoi associated to the Kummer-étale sites ilf(ét and f{f{ét (cf. SGA 4y, Exp. Vbis. [14]).
Indeed, since it admits a local section, $f — X is a ‘morphism of universal cohomological

descent’ by [loc. cit., Prop. (3.3.1)] and so the above spectral sequence is just a special case
of the descent spectral sequence from [loc. cit., Prop. (2.5.5)]).

Remark A.6. The complex (Ei’o, d"0) coincides with C*(U¥, F) and so the above spectral

sequence implies C*(Uf, F) = RF(%f{ét,}" ) if E;] vanishes for all j > 0 and 7 > 0.

A.3. Quasi-coherent cohomology. We first recall Kummer-étale descent theory for quasi-

coherent sheaves.
Let X! be a log formal scheme over Z/p™ for some n and F a quasi-coherent Ox-module.

Then, by Kato’s unpublished result (cf. [23, Prop. 2.19]) the presheaf 4 € %ﬁkét v DU Fy)
is a sheaf on %lﬁ(éw where Fy denotes the pull back of F via the structure morphism 4 — X
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of the underlying formal schemes. We use the same notation F to denote the Kummer-étale
sheaf associated to a quasi-coherent sheaf F.
Similarly, if X¥ be a log formal scheme over Spf Z,, we can associate, to a quasi-coherent
Ox-module F, a Z,-sheaf F, which is the projective system of Z/p"-sheaves {F ®z, Z/p"}.
Now, we are interested in C*(Uf, F) when F is a vector bundle on X (viewed as an
Kummer-étale sheaf), while {4f remains an Kummer-étale covering of X*.

Proposition A.7. Let X be a quasi-compact formal fs log scheme over Spf R (for some
noetherian adic ring R, with trivial log structure), and assume that X is separated. Then for
any quasi-coherent Ox-module F there is a natural isomorphism RF(%iét, F) = RT(X,F).

Furthermore, for any Kummer-étale covering s — X* where U is affine, the Cech complex
C*(U*, F) represents RT(X,F).

The same holds if we replace F with a bounded-below complex F* of quasi-coherent sheaves
of Ox-modules, such that the differential maps d* : F* — Fi*1 are additive morphisms of
Kummer-étale sheaves.

Proof. By standard argument with hypercohomology spectral sequences, the claim for F*°
can be reduced to F.

Let us first assume that X is affine. Then by [23], Prop. 3.27] (and the theorem on formal
functions), we have RF(%ﬁkét, Ox) = I'(X,Ox). Now, by resolving F with free Ox-modules,
we obtain RT(XL,, F) = (X, F).

Choose a Kummer-étale covering {f — X* with 4 affine. Then Corollary [A4] implies

ﬂf = U gy e X gy WU

~
i+1 times

has an affine underlying formal scheme. Therefore, by the Cech-to-derived spectral sequence
argument it follows that C*(U*, F) represents RF(%f{ét,]—" ) (cf. Remark [A.6). Now if we
choose Uf to be the disjoint union of finite affine open covering of X (with the natural log
structure induced from XF), then C* (8¢, F) represents RT(X, F), as claimed. O

Remark A.8. We apply Proposition to the log de-Rham complex F°, where the maps
d': F' — F*1 are not Ox-linear but are additive morphisms of Kummer-étale sheaves.
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