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ON THE THEORY OF HIGHER RANK
EULER, KOLYVAGIN AND STARK SYSTEMS, II

DAVID BURNS, RYOTARO SAKAMOTO AND TAKAMICHI SANO

ABSTRACT. We prove the existence of a canonical ‘higher Kolyvagin derivative’ homo-
morphism between the modules of higher rank Euler systems and higher rank Kolyvagin
systems, as has been conjectured to exist by Mazur and Rubin. This homomorphism
exists in the setting of p-adic representations that are free with respect to the action of a
Gorenstein order R and, in particular, implies that higher rank Euler systems control the
R-module structures of Selmer modules attached to the representation. We give a first
application of this theory by considering the (conjectural) Euler system of Rubin-Stark
elements.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background to the problem. Ever since its introduction by Kolyvagin [9], the
theory of Euler systems has played a vital role in the proof of many celebrated results
concerning the structure of Selmer groups of p-adic representations over number fields.

In an attempt to axiomatise, and extend, the use of Euler systems, Mazur and Rubin [I1]
developed an associated theory of ‘Kolyvagin systems’ and showed both that Kolyvagin
systems controlled the structure of Selmer groups and that Kolyvagin’s ‘derivative opera-
tor’ gave rise to a canonical homomorphism between the modules of Fuler and Kolyvagin
systems that are associated to a given representation.

In this way, it became clear that Kolyvagin systems play the key role in obtaining
structural results about Selmer groups and that the link to Euler systems is pivotal for
the supply of Kolyvagin systems that are related to the special values of L-series.

For many representations, however, families of cohomology classes (such as Euler or
Kolyvagin systems) are not themselves sufficient to control Selmer groups and in such
‘higher rank’ cases authors have considered various collections of elements in higher exte-
rior powers of cohomology groups.

The theory of ‘higher rank Euler systems’ has in principle been well-understood for
some time by now, with the first general approach being described by Perrin-Riou in [16]
after significant contributions were made by Rubin in an important special case (related
to Stark’s Conjecture) in [18].

In addition, a general method was introduced in [I8] §6] whereby higher rank Euler
systems could be used to construct, in a non-canonical way, classical (rank one) Euler or
Kolyvagin systems to which standard techniques could then be applied.

However, whilst this ‘rank reduction” method has since been used both often and to
great effect, notably by Perrin-Riou in [16] and by Biiyiikboduk in [5] and [6], it is intrin-
sically non-canonical and also requires several auxiliary hypotheses (such as, for example,
the validity of Leopoldt’s Conjecture in the settings considered in [I8] and [5]) that can
themselves be very difficult to verify.

In an attempt to address these deficiencies, Mazur and Rubin [I3] have developed a
theory of ‘higher rank Kolyvagin systems’, and an associated notion of ‘higher rank Stark
systems’ (these are collections of cohomology classes generalizing the units predicted by
Stark-type conjectures), and showed that, under suitable hypotheses, such systems can be
used to control Selmer groups.

However, the technical difficulties encountered when computing with higher exterior
powers meant that the theory developed in [I3] was insufficient in the following respects.

e Coefficient rings were restricted to be either principal artinian local rings or discrete
valuation rings, whilst dealing with more general coefficient rings is essential if one
is to deal effectively with questions arising, for example, in either deformation
theory or Galois module theory.
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e More importantly, whilst Mazur and Rubin conjectured the existence of a canonical
link between the theories of higher rank Euler and Kolyvagin (or Stark) systems,
they were unable to shed any light on the precise nature of this relationship (which
they described as ‘mysterious’).

1.2. Overview of the solution. The first of the above problems was resolved indepen-
dently by the first and third authors in [4] and by the second author in [20], a key part of
the solution being the introduction of ‘exterior power biduals’ as a functorially stronger
version of exterior powers.

Building on these earlier articles, we shall now resolve the second problem, and hence
prove the conjecture of Mazur and Rubin, by constructing a canonical ‘higher Kolyvagin
derivative’ map between the modules of Euler and Kolyvagin systems of any given rank.

We shall construct this map in the setting of p-adic representations that are free with
respect to the action of an arbitrary Gorenstein order R, as one would expect to suffice
for applications to deformation theory. In addition, by combining the construction with
results from [4], we are able to deduce that, under natural hypotheses, higher rank Euler
systems determine all of the higher Fitting ideals over R of the relevant Selmer modules.

In this regard we also note that obtaining concrete structural information about natural
arithmetic modules such as ideal class groups, Tate-Shafarevic groups and Selmer groups
with respect to coefficient rings that are not regular is a notoriously difficult problem and,
despite an extensive literature discussing special cases (for recent examples see for instance
Kurihara [I0], Greither and Popescu [§] and Greither and Kucera [7] and the references
contained therein), there has not hitherto been any general approach to this problem.

There are two further differences between our approach (using exterior power biduals)
and that of earlier articles that seem worthy of comment.

Firstly, we are able to show that, under standard hypotheses, the module of higher rank
Kolyvagin systems is canonically isomorphic to the corresponding module of higher rank
Stark systems and is therefore free of rank one over the coefficient ring R. This key fact
allows us avoid the problem highlighted by Mazur and Rubin in [I3}, Rem. 11.9] that not
all higher rank Kolyvagin systems defined in terms of higher exterior powers are, in their
terminology, ‘stub’ systems.

Secondly, as a key step in our construction of the higher Kolyvagin derivative operator,
we shall develop a variant of the (non-canonical) rank-reduction methods employed in [5],
[16] and [I8] that is both canonical in nature and also avoids difficult auxiliary hypotheses
that are used in these earlier articles.

In a further article it will be shown that all of the key aspects of the theory developed
here extend naturally to the analogous Iwasawa-theoretic setting.

In view of the range of existing applications of the classical theory of Euler and Kolyvagin
systems, it thus seems plausible that the very general theory developed here will have
significant applications in the future.

For the moment, however, to give an early indication of the usefulness of this approach
we shall just restrict to the setting that was originally considered by Rubin in [I§].

In this setting, we find that our methods allow us, in a straightforward fashion, to
extend, refine and remove any hypotheses concerning the validity of Leopoldt’s Conjecture
from the results of Rubin in [I8] and of Biiyiikboduk in [5].
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1.3. A summary of results. For the reader’s convenience, we now give a brief summary
of the main results of this article. For simplicity, we shall only discuss a special case of the
general setting considered in later sections. In addition, we shall omit stating explicitly
hypotheses that are standard in the theory of Euler, Kolyvagin and Stark systems (since,
in each case, they are made precise by the indicated results in later sections).

We thus fix an odd prime p, a number field K and a Galois representation 1" over a
Gorenstein Zjy-order R that is endowed with a continuous action of the absolute Galois
group of K. We also fix a power M of p and set A :=T/MT and R :=R/(M). For each
natural number r we write ES,.(T), respectively KS,(A) and SS,(A), for the modules of
Euler systems of rank r for T, respectively of Kolyvagin and Stark systems of rank r for
A, that are defined in §6.1] respectively in §5.1] and §4.11

Our main result is then the following.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem [6.12] and Corollaries [6.13] and [617)). Under standard hypotheses,
there exists a canonical ‘higher Kolyvagin derivative’ homomorphism

D, : ES,(T) — KS,.(4).
Under certain mild additional hypotheses, this homomorphism is surjective.

By this result, one can associate a canonical Kolyvagin system
k(c) := Dy (c)

in KS,(A) to every Euler system ¢ in ES,(T).

A key aspect of the proof of Theorem [[.] is the development of a suitable ‘rank-
reduction’” method by which consideration is restricted to the case » = 1 where the result
can be established by the existing methods of Mazur and Rubin.

We shall also further develop the general theory of higher rank Kolyvagin systems in
order to prove the next result.

In the sequel, for each commutative noetherian ring A, each non-negative integer 7 and
each finitely generated A-module M we write Fitty (M) for the i-th Fitting ideal of M.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem B.2). Under standard hypotheses, the following claims are valid.
(i) The module KS,(A) of Kolyvagin systems of rank r is free of rank one over R.
(ii) For each system k in KS,.(A) and each non-negative integer i one has
I;(k) C Fitt(Sel(A)),

where I;(k) is a canonical ideal associated with k (see Definition [5.1]) and Sel(A)
is a natural (dual) Selmer module for A (which is denoted by Hx.(K, A*(1))* in
Theorem [5.2).

(iii) If R is a principal ideal ring and K is a basis of KS,(A), then the inclusion in
claim (i) is an equality.

Upon combining Theorems [[LT] and [[.2], we immediately obtain the following result.

Theorem 1.3 (Corollaries and [6I7). The following claims are valid.
(i) Under standard hypotheses, for each FEuler system c in ES.(T) and each non-
negative integer i one has I;(k(c)) C Fitt’(Sel(A)).
(i1) Under certain mild additional hypotheses, and if R is a principal ideal ring, then
for each non-negative integer i one has (I;(r(c)) | ¢ € ES,(T))r = Fitt(Sel(A)).
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As a key step in the proof of Theorem [[.2] we must develop the theory of Stark systems
in order to prove the next result.

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem [A.0). Under standard hypotheses, the following claims are valid.

(i) The module SS,(A) of Stark systems of rank r is free of rank one over R.
(ii) For each system e in SS,(A) and each non-negative integer i one has

Ii(e) C Fittir(Sel(A)),

where I;(€) is a canonical ideal associated with € (see Definition [{-1)).
(iii) If € is a basis of SS,(A), then the inclusion in claim (ii) is an equality.

To relate Stark and Kolyvagin systems we prove (in §5.2)) that there exists a canonical
‘regulator’ homomorphism of R-modules

Reg, : SS,(A) — KS,(A4).

We are able to prove that this map is bijective, and as a consequence, that the module
KS,(A) is free of rank one (see Theorem[5.2(1)). By combining this fact with Theorem [[4]
we are then able to prove Theorem

We remark here that, for each system € in SS,(A), it is natural to expect that for each
non-negative integer ¢ one has I;(¢) = I;(Reg,(€¢)). However, this seems to be difficult to
prove and at present we have only verified it in the case R is a principal ideal ring (which
leads to Theorem [[2(iii)). For more details concerning this issue see Remark

By simultaneously considering the representations 7'/p™T for all natural numbers m,
one can define Kolyvagin and Stark systems ‘over R’ by setting

KS,(T) := @KST(T/me) and SS,(T') := @SST(T/me).

In this way we obtain analogues of Theorems [[L2] and [[4] for the Selmer modules of
T (see Theorem [5.25] Corollary and Theorem respectively).

To give a straightforward application of the general theory, we consider, for each one-
dimensional p-adic character y of the absolute Galois group of K, a certain twisted form
T, of the representation Zy(1). Since in this case the (dual) Selmer module coincides with
the x-isotyic component of a suitable ideal class group, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem [T]). Let x be a one-dimensional p-adic character of the absolute
Galois group of K that is of finite prime-to-p order. Let L be the field fized by ker(x).
Assume that all archimedean places of K split completely in L, that no p-adic place of K
splits completely in L, that x is neither trivial nor equal to the Teichmdiller character, and
that either p > 3 or x? is not equal to the Teichmiiller character.

Let r be the number of archimedean places of K and set O := Zylim(x)]. Then for each
non-negative integer i one has

(Li(k(c)) | ¢ € ES/(Ty))o = Fitt((Zy ®z CUOL))Y),
where C1(Op) is the ideal class group of L.

We recall that, in this setting, the Rubin-Stark conjecture predicts the existence of a
canonical Euler system in ES, (7)) comprising ‘Rubin-Stark elements’ that are explicitly
related to the values at zero of r-th derivatives of Dirichlet L-functions.

Finally, we note that, under mild additional hypotheses, a slightly more careful appli-
cation of the methods used to prove Theorem shows that for abelian extensions L of
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K the higher Fitting ideals of Z, ®z C1(Opr) as a Z,[Gal(L/K)]-module are determined
by Euler systems of rank r for induced forms of the representation Z,(1). (For brevity,
however, this result will be discussed in a separate article.)

1.4. Organization. In a little more detail, the basic contents of this article is as follows.
In §2] we review the definitions and basic properties of exterior power biduals and then
establish several new functorial properties that will play a crucial role in later sections.
In §3] we establish various preliminary results concerning Selmer structures and Galois
cohomology groups over zero-dimensional Gorenstein rings. In §4] we review the main
results on higher rank Stark systems and Selmer groups that were established in our
earlier articles [4] and [20] and also extend these results to the setting of representations
over Gorenstein orders. In 5 we develop a theory of higher rank Kolyvagin systems in the
same degree of generality and, in particular, show that under standard hypotheses, the
modules of Stark systems and Kolyvagin systems (of any given rank) are both canonically
isomorphic and free of rank one over the relevant ring of coefficients. In §0] we construct a
canonical higher rank ‘Kolyvagin-derivative’ homomorphism between the module of Euler
systems of any given rank and the module of Kolyvagin systems (defined with respect to
the canonical Selmer structure) of the same rank. This is the key result of this article and,
as an essential part of its proof, we establish precise links to the corresponding situation in
rank one. Finally, in §7lwe show that our approach leads directly to new results concerning
the Galois structure of ideal class groups.

1.5. Some general notation. In this article, K always denotes a (base) number field
(that is, a finite degree extension of Q). We fix an algebraic closure Q of Q, and every
algebraic extension of Q is regarded as a subfield of Q. For a positive integer m, let i,
denote the group of m-th roots of unity in Q. For any field E, we denote the absolute
Galois group of E by Gg. For each place v of K, we fix a place w of Q lying above v, and
identify the decomposition group of w in Gx with Gk,. For a finite extension F'/K, the
ring of integers of F' is denoted by Op. For a finite set X of places of K, we denote by
Y r the set of places of F' which lie above a place in ¥. The ring of X p-integers of F' is
denoted by Opy. The set of archimedean places (resp. p-adic places) of F' is denoted by
Soo(F) (resp. Sp(F')). We denote the set of places of K which ramify in F' by Syam (F/K).

Non-archimedean places (or ‘primes’) of K are usually denoted by q. The Frobenius
element of q is denoted by Fr,.

For a continuous Gx-module A, we denote the set of places of K at which A is ramified
by Sram(A). Suppose that there is a finite set S of places of K such that

Seo(K) U Sp(K) U Spam(A) C S.

Let Kg denote the maximal Galois extension of K unramified outside S. Then we can
consider Galois cohomology groups

H'(Ogs,A) = H(Kg/K, A).

If A is a p-adic representation, then one can define, for each place v of K, a canonical
(so-called) ‘finite’ local condition

Hj(K,,A) C H'(K,, A)
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(see [19] §1.3], for example). When v ¢ S, this is the unramified cohomology H} (K,, A),
which is defined by the kernel of the restriction to the inertia group. We set

H}((Ky, A) = H' (K, A)/H} (K, A).

More generally, for each index * we set H/l*(KU,A) = HY(K,, A)/H}(K,, A).

2. EXTERIOR POWER BIDUALS

In this section we quickly review the basic theory of exterior power biduals and then
prove several new results that will be very useful in the sequel.

At the outset we fix a commutative ring R. All rings are assumed to be noetherian. For
each R-module X we set

X" :=Hompgr(X, R).

For each subset X of X we write (X') g for the R-submodule of X that is generated by X.

If X is finitely presented, then for each non-negative integer i we write Fitt(X) for
the i-th Fitting ideal of X (as discussed by Northcott in [15]).

2.1. Definition and basic properties. We first recall the basic definitions.
For each R-module X, each positive integer r and each map ¢ in X™, there exists a
unique homomorphism of R-modules

r r—1
A X /\R X
with the property that

T
TIA - ATy = Z(—l)”lcp(a:,-)xl Ao ANy NTigg Ao ATy
=1

for each subset {x;}1<i<, of X. By abuse of notation, we shall also denote this map by
. For non-negative integers r and s with » < s, this construction induces a natural
homomorphism

T * S S—r
/\RX —>H0mR</\RX,/\R X);gpl/\---/\gorr—mwo"'owl.
Here A X* means A\ (X*). (We often use such an abbreviation.) We use this map to

regard any element of A\ X* as an element of Homp(ALX, AL " X).

Definition 2.1. For any non-negative integer r, we define the ‘r-th exterior bidual” of X
to be the R-module obtained by setting

T T *
MX = (AX)
Note that ﬂ}{X = X**. So, if X is reflexive, i.e. the canonical map
(1) X = X"z = (o= o(z))
is an isomorphism, then one can regard ﬂ}%X = X. In practice, we usually consider

exterior biduals of reflexive modules. (The fact that any modules over self-injective rings
(in other words, zero-dimensional Gorenstein rings) are reflexive is often used in this
paper.)

Note also that there is a canonical homomorphism

& NX =X 2 (@ - 0(a)),
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which is neither injective nor surjective in general. However, if X is a finitely generated
projective R-module, then one can show that £’ is an isomorphism.
For non-negative integers r, s with r < s and ® € A\ X*, define a homomorphism

(2) ﬂRX — ﬂR X
as the R-dual of
N X = X5 U @A,
R R
We denote the map (2]) also by ®, by abuse of notation. One can check that the following
diagram is commutative:

S q> S—r
/\RX - /\R

138 l lfif
ns X o nS—T
R 1R
We now recall two results from [4] and [20] that we will frequently use in the sequel.

Proposition 2.2 ([4, Prop. A.2], [20] Lem. 4.8]).

(i) Let ¢ : X — Y be an injective homomorphism of R-modules for which the group
Exth(coker(:), R) vanishes. Then for each r > 0 the homomorphism

T T
ﬂRX < ﬂRY
that is maturally induced by ¢ is injective.
(ii) Suppose that we have an exact sequence of R-modules

—>€Bi:1% R 5 Z > 0.

If Y is free of rank r + s, then Fitt%(Z) is generated over R by the set

+ i<sPi
{im(F) ' Feim( ' sYM(YY)}.
R R
Proposition 2.3 ([4, Prop. A.3], [20, Lem. 2.1]). Suppose that R is self-injective, i.e. R
is injective as an R-module, and that we have an eract sequence of R-modules

Y

05X oy Pm¥ R®s,

where s is a positive integer. Then, for every non-negative integer r, we have

im </\1§i§s(pi : ﬂ:SY — m;y) < ﬂ;X'

Here we regard (X C (RY by Proposition [22(i). In particular, N\ <, pi induces a

homomorphism
r+s r
/\1953% : ﬂR Y — mRX.

2.2. Further functorialities. In this section we prove several new properties of exterior
power biduals that will play a key role in subsequent sections.

We first establish an appropriate formalism in our setting of the ‘rank reduction meth-
ods’ that were initiated by Rubin in [I8] and subsequently used by Perrin-Riou and by
Biiyiikboduk. This result will later play an essential role in the proof of Theorem [[.11

Proposition 2.4. Suppose that R is self-injective. Let X be an R-module and Y an R-
submodule of X. Let r be a non-negative integer and identify (Y with an R-submodule



of NrX by using Proposition [Z2(i). Then one has
My = {a; e, X ‘ O(z) € Y(: ﬂ;y> for all ® € A;_lX*} .

Proof. Since R is self-injective, upon taking the R-dual of the tautological exact sequence
0—-Y — X — X/Y — 0 we obtain another exact sequence

0= (X)) - X" =YY" =0
Then, by applying the result of Lemma below to this sequence, we deduce that

ker (/\;X* N /\;Y*> - <<,0/\<I> ‘ pe(X/Y), de /\;_IX*>R,

and hence that the sequence
r—1 r r
<cp/\<I> ‘ pe(x/vy, e N X >R—>/\RX = ALY =0
is exact. Taking R-duals of the latter exact sequence, we deduce that
T r r—1
(3) ﬂRY = {x € mRX ‘ z(e A ®) =0 for every p € (X/Y)" and ® € /\R X }

Now we suppose that = € (X satisfies ®(z) € Y for every ® € A} ' X*. Then we
have
(e N @) = p(®(x)) =0
for every ¢ € (X/Y)* C X* and ® € /\TR_1 X*. Hence, by @), we have z € (RY. This
proves the proposition since the opposite inclusion is clear. O

Lemma 2.5. We suppose given a short exact sequence of R-modules
0-X5Y 5L Z—o0.

Then, for every non-negative integer r, the kernel of the natural homomorphism
T - r
/\RY 5 /\RZ
is generated over R by the elements (@) N ® as ¢ ranges over X and ® over /\TR_lY.

Proof. We shall denote ®p simply by ®. For each integer i with 1 <4 < r, we consider
the R-module

Qi =Y® - 9Y®XQY® - -QY,
in which there are r — 1 copies of Y and the module X occurs as the i-th module from the
left hand end (so that €,.; is isomorphic to X ® Y®—1),

We set .
0 =P
i=1

and claim that the sequence of R-modules
Xr
Q. - Ye I 787 0,
in which the first map is the direct sum of the maps 2,; — Y®" that are induced by the
given map ¢ : X — Y, is exact.
To prove this claim we use induction on r. When r = 1, the claim is clear. When r > 1,
by the inductive hypothesis, we have the following commutative diagram of R-modules,
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whose rows and columns are exact:

Q10X —=YO - Dgx s 700-Dgx 50

Q1Y y®r AL N gu—
0107 —=Yer-Dgz Zer 0
0 0 0.

Since Q, = (Q,_1 ®Y) @ (Y®—D @ X), we see that
im (Qr — Y®T) = ker (Y®T — Z®T)

by diagram chasing. Hence we have proved the claim.
Now we put T, :=ker (ARY — ARZ) and consider the commutative diagram

Q, y®r zZer 0
l lfl lh
0—=7"T, —= ARY NrZ 0,

whose rows are exact. Clearly, f is surjective, and the map ker(f;) — ker(f2) is also
surjective, so we see that the map 2, — Y, is surjective (by Snake lemma). This shows
that the inclusion

T, clponv|pex, ve Ny
r C <so AU peX, Te >R
holds. Since the opposite inclusion clearly holds, we have proved the lemma. O

Corollary 2.6. Suppose that R is self-injective. Let X be an R-module and f: X — R
an R-homomorphism. Then for any mon-negative integer r, we have

ﬂ;ker(f) = ker <f ﬂ;X — ﬂ;_1X> .

Proof. By definition, we see that the composition (g ker (f) — (RX ER N ' X is the
zero map. Hence we have [} ker (f) C ker (f: NpX — ﬂTR_1X>. To prove the opposite

inclusion, take x € ker (f: NpX — ﬂ’j{lX>. Then, by definition, we have
0=f(z)(®) =z(fAP) = f((x))

for any & € /\71;%_1 X*, and so ®(x) € ker(f). By Proposition 241 we conclude that
z € (g ker (f). O

The following corollary will be used in §§4] and [l to define Kolyvagin and Stark systems
over a Gorenstein order.

Corollary 2.7. We suppose to be given a surjective homomorphism R — S of self-injective
rings. Let X be an R-module, F' a free R-module of finite rank, and Y an S-module. We
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then suppose to be given a commutative diagram of R-modules

X F

..

Y s F®RrsS

i which the lower horizontal arrow is injective and the map 7 is induced by the given
homomorphism R — S.
Then for any positive integer r, there exists a natural homomorphism of R-modules
s s
ﬂRX — ﬂSY
that is independent of the given maps X — F and Y — F ®gr S and is such that all
squares of the following diagram

x

NrX NeX NrE
. |
AsY NsY ——Ns(F ®r S)

commute. Here the second upper and lower horizontal arrows denote the maps induced by
the given maps X — F and Y — F ®gr S.

Proof. Since the map Y < F ®p S is injective, by replacing X with im (X — F'), we may
assume that the map X — F'is injective. Since F' is free of finite rank, the maps £}, and
{Fops are isomorphisms. Hence we get the following commutative diagram:

. 3 - . (€3]
ArX —— MrX° NrE - AR
l l/\rw
I ( F®RS )

NgY —— NgY ¢ Ns(F ®r S) — Ns(F @r S).

Since the diagram commutes and the map (gY — (Ng(F ®g S) is injective by Proposi-
tion 22)(i), we only need to show that

im (ﬂRX = \(F ©r S)> C im (ﬂSY = A\ (F ©r S)> .
To see this, take elements = € AR F with £5(z) € X and ® € A} 'F*. We also denote
by @ the image of ® under the map

/\F*—>/\ (F* ®gr S) —)/\ F®RS
Then by Proposition 24 we have ®(x) € X. Hence we conclude that ®((A"7)(z)) =
m(®(z)) € Y. Since the natural map
Hompg(F, R) ®p S — Homg(F ®pr S, S)

is bijective we can again apply Proposition 2.4 to deduce that { o((A"7)(z)) belongs
to (s, as required. O
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3. PRELIMINARIES CONCERNING (GALOIS COHOMOLOGY

3.1. Notation and hypotheses. Let K be a number field. Let (R, p) be a self-injective
(commutative) local ring (in other words, a zero-dimensional Gorenstein local ring) with a
finite residue field k = R/p of characteristic p > 0. Note that R is an artinian ring, which
is finite of order a power of p. Let A be a free R-module of finite rank with an R-linear
continuous action of Gx. (A is endowed with discrete topology.) Since A is finite, the
action of Gk factors through a finite quotient, so A is unramified outside a finite set of
places of K.

3.1.1. Selmer structures. We fix a Selmer structure F on A. Recall that a Selmer structure
F on A is a collection of the following data (see [LI], Def. 2.1.1]):

e a finite set S(F) of places of K such that Soo(K) U Sp(K) U Sram(A) C S(F);
e for every v € S(F), a choice of an R-submodule H-(K,, A) C H'(K,, A).

The Selmer module attached to F is defined by

Hy(K,A) :=ker | H'(Ok 57, A) = @ Hjz(Ky, A)
vES(F)
(Recall that for any index * we set H}*(KU,A) = HY(K,,A)/H}(K,, A).) Note that
H'(Ok 5(5), A) = ker | H'(K,A) = P H) (K, A) |,
v S(F)

so we have
HY(K,A) = ker (Hl(K, A) = P H#(Ky, A)) :

where we set Hx(K,, A) := H}(KU, A) (= HL (K, A)) for v ¢ S(F). In the following, we
set S := S(F) for simplicity. (Note that Selmer structures and modules can be defined for
continuous representations of G of various other types: in §43] for example, we consider
representations over one-dimensional Gorenstein rings and Selmer modules associated to
them.)
We next review the definition of the dual Selmer structure F* on A*(1). By local Tate
duality, we have a canonical isomorphism
HY(K,,A) ~ H'(K,, A*(1))*.

Using this, we define F* to be the following data

o S(F) = S(F)(= 5)

e forve s,

HE (K,,A*(1)) == ker(H' (K,, A*(1)) ~ HY(K,, A)* — Hx(K,, A)*).

If B is an R[Gk|-submodule (resp. quotient) of A, then the Selmer structure F on A
induces a Selmer structure on B (which we also denote by F) as follows: we define the
local condition by

Hy(K,, B) :=ker(H'(K,, B) = H/z(K,, A))
(resp. Hx(K,, B) := im(H%(K,,A) — H'(K,, B))).
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The following result is a consequence of the (Poitou-Tate) global duality and is proved
by Mazur and Rubin in [I1, Th. 2.3.4].

Theorem 3.1 (Global duality). Let Fi and Fa be Selmer structures on A such that at
every place v one has H}Tl(KU,A) - H}Z(KU,A). Then there exists a canonical exact
sequence

0 - H}'H(K? A) - H.1F2(K7 A) - @H}Q(vaA)/H}ﬁ (KvaA)
— Hy. (K, A" (1)) — H, (K, A*(1))" — 0.

3.1.2. Hypotheses. Let K(A) be the minimal Galois extension of K such that Gg(4) acts
trivially on A. Let M := min{p” | p" R = 0}. We denote by K (1) the maximal p-extension
of K inside the Hilbert class field of K. We set

Ky = K (u, (O9)YM)K(1) and K(A)y = K(A)K ).

Here (O;)YM denotes the set {u € Q | uM € O}.
In the following, we assume the following hypotheses.

Hypothesis 3.2.

(i) A®grkis an irreducible k|G g]-module;
(ii) there exists 7 € Gk,, such that A/(7 —1)A ~ R as R-modules;
(i) H (K (A)a /K, A) = B (K (A)y /K, A*(1)) = 0.

Hypothesis 3.3. (A @rk)“% = (A®gk)*(1)) = 0.

Remark 3.4. Tt is clear that if A satisfies Hypothesis[3.2] then so also does A*(1). Note also
that the vanishing of ((A ®g k)*(1))“% is equivalent to the vanishing of (A*(1) ®@p k)¥x
and so Hypothesis B3] for A is equivalent to the same hypothesis for A*(1).

Let P be the set of primes q ¢ S of K such that Frq is conjugate to 7 in Gal(K (A)y/K).
In particular, by Hypothesis B.2l(ii), we see that q splits completely in Kj; and that
A/(Frqy —1)A ~ R for every q € P. For a set Q of primes of K, we denote by N (Q) the
set of square-free products of primes in Q. (We let 1 € N'(Q) for convention.) For n € N,
the number of primes which divide n is denoted by v(n). (When n = 1, we set (1) :=0.)
We often abbreviate N'(P) to N.

For q € P, we denote by K(q) the maximal p-extension of K inside the ray class field
modulo q. Put G4 := Gal(K(q)/K (1)) = Gal(K(q)q/K,), where K(q)q is the completion
of K(q) at the (fixed) place lying above q. For n € N, we denote by K (n) the composite

of K(q)’s with q | n. We set
Gy, = ®Gq.

qln
Note that, since q € P splits completely in K, the order of G is divisible by M.

3.1.3. Modified Selmer structures. For a,b,n € N/ which are pairwise relatively prime, we
define a Selmer structure F¢(n) by

o S(Fg(n) =S U{q|abn};
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e for v € S(F°(n)),

HL(K,,A) ifveSs,
0 if v a,
HY(K,,A) ifwv]|b,
Htlr(vaA) lf v | n,

1 —
Hly ) (Ko, A) =

where H{(Kq, A) is the ‘transverse’ submodule of H'(Kj,, A) which fits in a canonical
decomposition
Hl(Kq’ A) = H}(Kq’ A) D Htlr(Klb A)
Explicitly, one defines
Htlr(va A) = HI(K(q)q/KCh AGK(q)q) = HOIH(Gq, AFrq:1)7

which is regarded as a submodule of H' (K, A) by the inflation map. Since Hy(Kj, A) is
canonically isomorphic to H/1 1(Kq, A), we sometimes identify them. Note that (Fé(n))* =
F¢(n). This follows from the fact that

H}(anA) = H/lf(Kq,A*(l))*

for every q € P. If a = 1, we abbreviate F°(n) to F°(n). Similarly, if b = 1 or n = 1, they
are omitted. The Selmer structures 7" and F(n) will often appear. We remark that the
associated Selmer modules are

HLo (K, A) = ker (Hl(OKvsn, A) = P H (K, A))

veS
and

Hp (K, A) = ker | H'(Ok5,, A) = @ Hjz(Ky, A) & @H}tr(Km A)
UES q|n

respectively, where S, := S U {q | n}.

3.1.4. Finite-singular comparison maps. For q € P, we recall the definition of the ‘finite-
singular comparison map’

90253 H}(an A) ~ Htlr(KmA) ® Gy,

which is important in the theory of Kolyvagin systems. We use the following canonical
isomorphisms:

H}(Kq, A) ~ A/(Frqg — 1)A; a v a(Fry) (evaluation of Frq to the 1-cocycle a),

Hy(Kq, A) © Gq = Hom(Gq, A=) @ Gq ~ A™=Y f oo - f(o).
Since A/(Frq —1)A ~ R, one has det(1 —Frq | A) = 0, so there exists a unique polynomial
Qq(x) € R[z] such that (z —1)Qq(x) = det(1 —Frqx | A) in R[z]. By the Cayley-Hamilton
theorem, we know that (Fr - 1)Q, (Fry 1) annihilates A, so we have a well-defined map
Qq(Frq_l) tAf(Frg—1)A — AFra=l g s Qq(Frq_l)a.

(This is actually an isomorphism, see [19, Cor. A.2.7].)
Now we define gpgs to be the composite homomorphism
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Qq(Fry ")
—_—

pF: Hj(Kqy, A) ~ A/(Frg— 1)A A=l o~ (K, A) @ G,

3.2. Application of the Chebotarev density theorem. In this subsection, we prove
several basic results that will be used later.
For an R-module X and an ideal I of R we consider the R-submodule

X[I]:={r € X |ax=0 for all a €I}
of X comprising elements that are annihilated by elements of I.

Proposition 3.5. Assume (A @ k)9% vanishes. Then, for any ideal I of R, the homo-
morphism H(K, A[I]) — H'(K, A)[I] induced by the inclusion A[I] < A is bijective.

Although a proof of this result was given by Mazur and Rubin in [I1, Lem. 3.5.3], it
relies on the validity of a lemma, which contains an error (see [I1, Lem. 2.1.4] and [I3]
‘Erratum’ on p.182]), and so their induction argument apparently fails. For the reader’s
convenience, we shall give a full proof of Proposition

To prove this proposition, we need the following algebraic lemmas.

Lemma 3.6. Let (S,pg) be a local ring, G a group and B an S[G]-module. Suppose that
B is a flat S-module and that (B/psB)® = 0. Then we have

G _ M (ni ;G
B” = mizO(PSB) :
In particular, if p¢B = 0 for a sufficiently large n, then we have B¢ =0.

Proof. Since B is a flat S-module, we have S[G]-isomorphisms
. . . . im i i+1
pr/p?-lB ~ pg/pg—i-l ®s B~ (B/psB)d S/pS(Ps/Ps )
By the assumption (B/psB)® = 0, we see that (piB)¢ = (pi* B)¢. This equality holds
for arbitrary 4, so we have BY = 2 (p5B)C. O
Lemma 3.7. If (A ®gr k)95 vanishes, then the following claims are valid.
(i) For any ideals I,...,1; of R, we have
(coker (A — A/IJA x --- x AJ/I;A))°K =0,

where A — A/[TA X -+ x A/I4A is the diagonal map.
(ii) For any elements ri,...,rq € R, we have

(1) X Cx
<coker <A o ld)®, Ad>> =0.

Proof. We prove claim (i) by induction on d. When d = 1, the claim is clear. When d > 1,
we set
Mgy = coker (A — A/[1A X --- x A/I;A)
and
Mg_1 :=coker (A — A/[T1AX -+ x All4_1A).
Applying the ‘kernel-cokernel lemma’ (see [14] Exer. 2 in Chap. I, §3]) to the sequence

AL A/NAx - x AJIGA S AJLA X - x ATy A,
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where ¢ is the natural projection, we obtain the exact sequence
ker(g o f) — ker(g) — coker(f) — coker(g o f) — coker(g).
Noting that

ker(go f) =L N---NIj_q =:J,
ker(g) = A/I4A,
coker(f) = My,
coker(g o f) = My 1,
coker(g) = 0,

we have an exact sequence
0— A/(J—I—Id)A — Mg — Myg_1 — 0.

By the inductive hypothesis, we have MdC’V_Kl = 0. Also, by applying Lemma to S =
R/(J + 1), B := AJ(J + I;)A and G := Gk, we see that (A/(J + I;)A)9% = 0. Hence
we have MfK = 0. This proves (i).

Next, we prove claim (ii). We set I; := R][r;] for each 1 < i < d and consider the
sequence

ALy AJLAX - x AJIA S A
where g is induced by the ‘multiplication by (r1,...,7rq)"
g:A/HAX - x AJI;A — A% (a1,...,aq) = (ra1,...,rqaq).
(Note that this is injective.) Using the kernel-cokernel lemma, we obtain the exact sequence
0 — coker(f) — coker(go f) = A/riAx - x A/rgA — 0.

Since we know that coker(f)“% = 0 by (i) and that (A/r;A)9% = 0 by Lemma 3.6, we
have coker(g o )% =0, i.e.

(1) X “x
<coker (A eld)®, Ad>> =0.

Proof of Proposition [0 Let {ri,...,rq4} be a set of generators of an ideal I of R. We
have a short exact sequence

(4) 0— All] = A— AJ/A[I] -0

O

and an injection
(5) AJA[I] — A% a— (ra,. .., 7q0).
Since (A ®p k)“% = 0, we see by Lemma that the sequence (@) induces an exact
sequence

0— H'(K,A[l]) - H'(K, A) — H' (K, A/A[I)).
(We apply LemmaB.6lwith S := R/R[I| and B := A/A[I].) One also sees by Lemma [3.7](ii)
that ([B]) induces an injection

HY(K,AJA[I]) — HY(K,A%) = HY(K, A)%.
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Since the composition map
HY(K,A) - HY(K,A/A[I]) — HY(K, A)?
is multiplication by (r1,...,74), we have

HY (K, A[l]) = ker (H'(K, A) — H' (K, AJA[I]))
~ ker (Hl(K, A) L0 g, A)d>

= HY(K,A)[I].
O

Corollary 3.8 ([I1} Lem. 3.5.3]). Suppose that (A ®@pk)*(1)°% vanishes. Then, for any
ideal I of R, the inclusion map A*(1)[I] — A*(1) induces an isomorphism

Y. (K, A*(DIT)) = B (K, A (1)[1).

(Here F denotes the fized Selmer structure on A, and F* the dual Selmer structure on
A*(1) of F. Note that the Selmer structure on A*(1)[I] induced by F* coincides with the
dual of the Selmer structure on A/IA induced by F, so the notation Hx.(K,A*(1)[I])
makes no confusion.)

Proof. We have the following commutative diagram:

0 —— Hr (K, A*(1)[I]) — H'(Ok,5, A*(V)[I]) — P,cq H}F*(KU, A*(1)[1])

| | |

0 —— Hp (K, A* ()] — H'(Ok,s, A" ()] —— Des H) 7. (Ko, A*(1)).

Here each row is exact. The middle vertical arrow is an isomorphism by Proposition 3.5l
The right vertical arrow is injective since the dual H (K, A) — H-(K,, A/ITA) is surjec-
tive (by the definition of the induced Selmer structure). Hence we conclude that the left
vertical arrow is an isomorphism. O

Let 7 € Gk,, be the element in Hypothesis B.2(ii). Recall that P is the set of primes
q &€ S of K such that Fry is conjugate to 7 in Gal(K (A)y/K).

Lemma 3.9 ([I1, Prop. 3.6.1]). Assume Hypothesis [3.2. Let cy,...,cs € H'(K,A) and
¢ty ¢ € HY (K, A*(1)) be non-zero elements. If s+t < p, then there is a subset Q C P
of positive density such that locy(c;) and locg(c}) are all non-zero for every q € Q, where
locy denotes the localization map H*(K,—) — HY(Kq, —).

Proof. Let B € {A, A*(1)}. By Hypothesis B.2(iii), we know that the restriction map
Res: H'(K, B) — H'(K(A)a, B)°% = Hom(Gg (a),,, B)°*

is injective. Since B is an irreducible R[G k]-module by HypothesisB.2)(i) and since (7—1)B
is a free R-module of rank rankp(A) — 1 by Hypothesis B.2(ii), there is no non-trivial G k-
stable R-submodule of (7 — 1)B. Hence the natural map

f o HY (K (A)y, B)9% = Hom(Gg(a),,, B)** = Hom(G(a

M’

M M’B/(T_l)B)

is also injective.
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Now suppose B = A. For 1 <1 < s, let F; be the field corresponding to the subgroup
ker(Res(c;)) of G (a),,- Note that F; is a finite Galois extension over K (this follows from
the fact that Rec(¢;) is a Gg-homomorphism). Let ¢;: Gxg — A be a 1-cocycle, which
represents ¢;, and set a; := —¢;(7) € A/(1 — 1)A. By the definition of 1-coboundary, note
that a; € A/(7 — 1)A is independent of the choice of the representative ¢; of ¢;. Define
H; C Gg(a),, by

H; = f(Res(c;)) " (ay).
Since ¢; is non-zero and both Res and f are injective, we have
[Gr(ay,,: ker (f(Res(c;)))] = p.

Next, we suppose B = A*(1). For 1 <i <t, define F}, a}, and H C Gg(a)

by using ¢ instead of ¢;.

Since s +t < p and [Gk(a),,: ker (f(Res(c)))] > p for each ¢ € {c1,...,cs,¢],..., ¢},
we have

o Similarly

GK(A)M #HlU"'UHSUHikU"'UHt*.
Now set F' := Fy--- FgF} --- F; (this is a finite Galois extension of K) and define Q to
be the set of primes q ¢ S of K such that q is unramified in F//K and Frq is conjugate
to 7y in Gal(F/K) for some v € Gg(ay,, \ (H1U---UH;UH{U---UH]). Then we see
that @ C P by construction, and that Q is of positive density by the Chebotarev density
theorem. If q € Q, then for any 1 <14 < s we have

locg(ci) = ¢i(17y) = 7¢i(y) + ¢i(1) = f(Res(¢))(y) —a; #0in A/(7 —1)A

where we identify H}(Kq, A) = A/(Frq—1)A = A/(7—1)A. Similarly, we have locy(c}) # 0
for any 1 <i <t and q € Q. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.10. Assume Hypothesis [33. Let S be a self-injective ring and R — S a
surjective ring homomorphism. Then for any free, finitely generated, R-submodule X of
HY(K, A) the natural homomorphism X ®r S — HY(K,A®p S) is injective.

Proof. We may assume X # 0. Let Q be the set of all primes q in P such that locq(X) €
H}(Kq,A). Note that Q is a finite set. Let e; € X with Anng(e;) = 0 and x a generator
of R[p]. (The assumption that R is a zero-dimensional Gorenstein local ring ensures that
RIp] is a principal ideal.) Note that a € R is a unit if and only if za # 0. Since xe; # 0,
there is a prime q; € P\ Q with locg, (ze1) # 0 by Lemma B9l Since H}(qu ,A) is a free
R-module of rank 1 and locg, (ze1) # 0, the composition Re; — X — H}(qu,A) is an
isomorphism and we have

X ~ H}(qu,A) @ ker (locq, | x) ~ Req @ ker (locg, | x) -

In particular, the R-module ker (locg,|x) is free. Hence we can take an element ey €
ker (locq, |x) with Anng(ez) = 0. Similarly, by Lemma B3] we get a prime q2 € P\
(QU{q1}) such that the composition Rey — X — H}(qu,A) is an isomorphism. Since
ey € ker (locg, |x ), the composition

Re; ® Reg =+ X — H}(KquA) & H}(quyA)
is an isomorphism and

X = Re; @ Rey @ (ker (locg, |x) Nker (locg,|x)) -
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By repeating this argument, we can find an ideal m € N (P \ Q) such that the sum of
localization maps
X - P Hj(Ky, A)
qm
is an isomorphism. Since Hf(Kq,A) Rr S ~ Hf(Kq,A ®p S) for any prime q € P, the
map X ®pr S — @q‘m (Kq,A ®pg S) is an isomorphism. This implies that X ®pr S —
HY'(K,A®g S) is injective. O

4. STARK SYSTEMS

In this section, we review some basic results on Stark systems. We continue to use the
notation introduced in the previous section.

4.1. Definition. Let r be a non-negative integer. We recall the definition of Stark systems
of rank r. The module of Stark systems is defined by the inverse limit
r+l/

y_ﬂ HFnKA)

neN
where the transition maps
r4v(m) r4+v(n)
V- ﬂR Hin(K,A) — ﬂR HL. (K, A)
(m,n € N, n | m) are defined as follows. For each q € P, we fix an isomorphism

H/lf(Kq, A) ~ R and let vq be the composition map

locg

vg: Hyw(K, A) =" H'(K,, A) — H);(Kq, A) ~ R.

Since we have the exact sequence

0= Hh (K, A) — Hin(K, A) Dm0 grim/n),

we see that /\ vq induces

qm/n
) r+v(m) 4 r+v(n) 4
/\q‘m/nvq. ﬂR Hin(K, A) — ﬂR HL- (K, A),

by Proposition 2.3l We denote this map by vm,. Note that vy, = /\q‘m/n
defined up to sign, but one can explicitly choose a sign for each pair (m,n) so that one has
Um/;n = Umpn O U/, m When n | m | m’. (For an explicit choice of sign, see [4] §3.1].) Thus the
collection {vy n}tmn forms an inverse system.

By definition, a Stark system of rank r (for (4, F)) is an element

e TT N, Hka(, 4)

neN

that satisfies vy n(€m) = €y for all ideals m and n in A with n | m.

vq is well-

4.2. Stark systems and Selmer modules. We can now define the key invariants that
are associated to a Stark system.

In this definition we use the fact that each element of ﬂgy(H)H}n (K, A) is, by its very
definition, a homomorphism of R-modules from /\g—y(n)H}_—n (K,A)* to R.
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Definition 4.1. Let € = (€4)n € SS,(A4, F). Then for each non-negative integer i we define
an ideal I;(¢) of R by setting

Ii(e) := Z im(ey).

neN, v(n)=i
We consider the following hypothesis.

Hypothesis 4.2. There exists an ideal n in A/ such that Hig., (K, A*(1)) vanishes and
HL.(K,A) is a free R-module of rank r + v(n).

Remark 4.3. The following observation will frequently be used: if one assumes Hypoth-
esis 2] then, for any ideal m in N for which the group H (lf*)m(K , A*(1)) vanishes, the
R-module H}. (K, A) is free of rank r + v(m). In fact, let n € A" be an ideal as in Hy-
pothesis 2] and m € N with H(lp)m (K, A*(1)) = 0. Take an ideal 0 € N such that m | ?
and n | 9. Then, by the global duality, we have exact sequences

0 — Hpw(K, A) = Hpo (K, A) —» @ H/;(Kq, A) — 0

alg
and
0 — Hin(K,A) = Hpo (K, A) = @D H);(Kq, A) — 0.
al &
By Hypothesis@2and the definition of P, we have H (K, A) ~ R"*™ and H/lf(Kq, A) ~

R for any q € P, and so H}a (K,A) ~ R Since R is a local ring, a projective R-
module is free. Hence we conclude that Hx. (K, A) ~ R™ (™) by using the second (split)
exact sequence.

Lemma 4.4. Assume Hypothesis[[.2 Let i be a positive integer and n € N with v(n) > i.
Suppose that H(lp)n(K, A*(1)) vanishes. Then we have

Fitth (H: (K, A*(1))*) = S Fitts;! (H(lp)q(K, A*(l))*>
qeP, qln
cppti—1 1 * *
= Fistl; (H(P)q(K,A (1) )

qeP
Proof. By Hypothesis 2] we see that, for any prime q € P, there is an ideal n € N with
q | n such that v(n) > i and H (1J-'*).1(K ,A*(1)) = 0. Hence the first equality implies the
second equality. To show the first equality, take an ideal n € N with v(n) > i such that

H{p. (K, A*(1)) = 0. Note that Hp.(K,A) =~ R™® by Remark Then, by the

global duality, we have exact sequences
HipW(K,A) » @ H} (Kq, A) = Hp. (K, A*(1))* = 0
aln
and
Hi(K, A) = @ H) (Kq, A) = Hipy (K, A*(1)" =0
als

for any prime v | n. Since Hk.(K,A) ~ R™*™ and H/lf(Kq,A) ~ R for any prime
q € P, these sequences give finite presentations of H. (K, A*(1))* and H(lp)t(K, A*(1))*
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respectively. Hence we see that

Fitty, (H. (K, A*(1))") = > Fitty ! (H(lp)q(K, A*(l))*) .
qn

Using Lemma 4] repeatedly, we deduce the following

Corollary 4.5. Assume Hypothesis[{.4 Then, for any non-negative integer i, we have

Fitty (Hk. (K, A*(1))) = Y Fitt) (H(lp)m(K, A*(l))*) .
meN, v(m)=i

We can now state one of the main results in the theory of Stark systems.

Theorem 4.6. Under Hypothesis[{.9 all of the following claims are valid.
(i) Let n € N with H(l]_-*)n (K, A*(1)) = 0. Then the natural projection homomorphism

SS,.(A4, F) — ﬁ:”(")H}T.I(K, A); € en

is bijective. In particular, the R-module SS,(A,F) is free of rank one.
(ii) The following claims are valid for all € in SS,(A, F) and all i > 0.
(a) I;(€) C Ii11(€), with equality for all sufficiently large i.
(b) Iso(€) := U;>0 Li(€) is equal to R if and only if € is a basis of SS,(A,F).
(¢) Ii(€) = Ino(e) - Fittly (HE. (K, A*(1))*) .

Proof. Both claim (i) and, in the case that € is a basis of SS, (A, F), the equality I;(¢) =
Fittl, (Hy. (K, A*(1))*) in claim (ii)(c) were independently proved by the first and third
authors in [4, Th. 3.17 and 3.19(ii)] and by the second author in |20, Th. 4.7 and 4.10].

To deduce the remainder of claim (ii) we fix a basis ¢y of SS, (A4, F) and then for each
€ in SS,. (A, F) define A, € R by the equality e = A - ¢g. Then for each i > 0 one has

(6) Ii(e) = Ac - Iieo) = Ac - Fitthy (Hp. (K, A*(1))%) .
Claim (ii)(a) is thus true since the definition of higher Fitting ideal implies both that
Fitt}, (Hx. (I, A*(1))*) C Fitt)f " (Hp. (K, A*(1))*)
and Fitt, (Hy. (K, A*(1))*) = R for all sufficiently large i.
The latter fact also combines with (@) to imply I;(e) = () for all sufficiently large i,

and hence that I (€) = (A¢). This equality implies claim (ii)(b) directly and also shows
that (@) implies claim (ii)(c). O

4.3. Stark Systems over Gorenstein orders. Let () be a finite extension of @, and
O the ring of integers of ). Let Q be a finite-dimensional semisimple commutative Q-
algebra. Let (R,p) be a local Gorenstein O-order in Q (for basic properties of Gorenstein
orders, see [4, §A.3]). Note that R/(p"™) is a zero-dimensional Gorenstein local ring since
p is a regular element of R.

Let T be a free R-module of finite rank with an R-linear continuous action of G which
is unramified outside a finite set of places of K. Let K (T') denote the minimal Galois exten-
sion of K such that G (r) acts trivially on T'. Recall that Kym := K (ppm, (O)YP" YK (1)
and K(T"),m = K(T)Kpm for any positive integer m. Set K(T')pe = J,,~q K(T)pm and
T:=T/pT.

m>0
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For an R-module X we endow the Pontryagin dual XV := Homp(X,Q/O) with the
natural action of R. For any positive integer m and any R/(p")-module X, the module
XV is naturally isomorphic to X* := Homg /(,m) (X, R/(p™)) and in such cases we often
identify the functors (—)¥ and (—)*.

In this subsection, we assume the following hypothesis:

Hypothesis 4.7.
(i) T is an irreducible (R /p)[G k]-module;
(ii) there exists T € GK(T)pOO such that T/(7 — 1)T ~ R as R-modules;
(i) H'(K(T)pe /K, T) = H'(K(T)y /K, T (1)) = 0;

Remark 4.8. Hypothesis 7] implies that TP and Tv(l)GK both vanish. To see this note
that if 77 does not vanish, then Hypothesis 7(i) implies dimy(7) = 1 and hence that
T is the trivial Gg-representation. But then, in this case, the module

H'(K(T)y~/K,T) = Hom (Gal(K (T~ /K),T)

does not vanish since there is a non-trivial p-subextension of K (7")y~ /K and this contra-
dicts Hypothesis [7](iii). The vanishing of Tv(l)GK is proved by a similar argument.

Remark 4.9. If we assume Hypothesis 7] then T/p™T satisfies Hypotheses and
for any positive integer m. In fact, it clearly satisfies Hypotheses B:2[(i) and (ii). By
Remark 4.8 Hypothesis also holds true. We shall show Hypothesis B.2[(iii), i.e. that,
setting A := T/p™T, one has

HY (K (A)yn /K, A) = H' (K (A)yn /K, A7(1)) = 0.

Since the inflation map HY (K (A)ym /K, T) — H'(K(T)y~/K,T) is injective, we have
HY(K(A)ym/K,T) = 0 by Hypothesis E7(iii). Let i be a non-negative integer. By the
exact sequence 0 — pt1A — p'A — p’A/piTtA — 0 and Remark we have an exact
sequence

0— HY(K(A)ym/K,pA) — HY(K(A)pm /K, p'A) — H' (K (A)ym /K, p'A/p"TA).

Since the (R/p)[Gk]-module p?A/piTtA is isomorphic to a direct sum of T, the group
HY(K(A)ym/K,p*A/p*tt A) vanishes and so the natural map

HY (K (A)pr /K, p™A) = HY (K (A)pn /K, p' A)

is bijective. Since i is arbitrary and p™A = 0, we conclude that H'(K(A)m/K,A)
vanishes. The vanishing of H!(K(A),m /K, A*(1)) is proved by a similar argument.

We fix a Selmer structure F on 1. For a positive integer m, let P,, denote the set
of primes q ¢ S(F) of K such that Frq is conjugate to 7 in Gal(K(T'/p™T),n/K). Put
N = N(Pp,). Note that N1 C N, for any positive integer m.

We suppose that (T/p™T,F,Pp,) satisfies Hypothesis for any positive integer m.
Let m be a positive integer and let m and n be ideals of A,+1 such that m | n and
H(lp)n(K, (T/p™*+1T)V(1)) vanishes. Then H(l]_-*)n(K, (T/p™T)¥(1)) vanishes by Corol-
lary BRland so Hpo (K, T/p"™ ' T) Qg (ym+1yR/(p™) and Hzo (K, T/p™T) are free R/ (p™)-
modules of the same rank by Remark Hence by Lemma [3.10] the natural homomor-
phism

Ho (K, T/p" 1 T) @pjminy R (0™) = Hi (K, T/p™T)
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is an isomorphism. Hence there is a canonical injection

Hpw (K, T/p™T) = Hiw(K, T/p" ' T) @ ymery R/ (p™)-
Applying Corollary 27 with X = HL.(K,T/pmHT), Y = Hjl_-m(K, T/p™T), and F =
HL.(K,T/p™*T), we get a natural homomorphism

r+v(m) mt1 rv(m) m
ﬂR/(pm+1)HFm(K T/p T _>ﬂ H]:m(K,T/p T)

Since m is any element of N, 11, we get a homomorphlsm

SS(T/p™T, F) — SS,.(T/p™T, F).

Lemma 4.10. Let m be a positive integer.
(i) The map SS.(T/p™ T, F) — SS,.(T/p™T, .F) z's surjective.
(ii) Fiz €™+ in SS,.(T/p™ T, F) and write €™ for its image in SS,(T/p™T,F).
Then for each non-negative integer i one has L;(e™D)YR/(p™) = L;(e™).

Proof. Take an ideal n € N4 such that H(lp)n(K, (T/p™*1T)V (1)) vanishes. Then we

have the following commutative diagram:

(T/pm—i-lT F) — ﬂT—W(?nH)H]l-'“ (K, T/pm—i-lT)

|

) ok (K, T/ T).

The horizontal maps are isomorphisms by Theorem [£.6(i) and the right vertical map is
surjective by the commutativity of the diagram in Corollary 2.7 and that

(K, T/p"™ 1 T) O gmeny R (67) = Hio (K, T/p™T) = (R (57).

Hence the map SS,.(T/p™ 1T, F) — SS,(T/p™T, F) is surjective.
We will show claim (ii). We may assume that ¢™*1) is a basis of SS,.(T'/p™*'T, F). By
claim (i), €™ is also a basis of SS,(T/p"™T, F). Then we have

L DR/ (p") = Fittle ey (- (K (T/p" )" (1)) R/ (p™)
= Fitty ) ( (- (K (/0™ T)Y (1) "))
= Fitth ) (Hk (K, (T/p"T)" (1))

= I;(e™)
where the first and forth equality follows from Theorem [£6)ii) and the third equality
follows from Corollary O

Definition 4.11. We define the module SS, (7, F) of Stark systems of rank r for (T, F)
to be the inverse limit
SS, (T, F) == Jim SS,(T/p™T, F).

mEZ>0
Let i be non-negative integer and € = (¢/™),,, € SS,.(T, F). Then, by Lemma EI0(ii), we
see that the family (I;(¢(™)),, is an inverse system. We define an ideal I;(€) of R to be

the inverse limit
= lim (™),
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Theorem 4.12.

(i) The R-module SS, (T, F) is free of rank one.
(ii) The following claims are valid for all € in SS, (T, F) and all i > 0.
(a) I;(€) C Ii11(€), with equality for all sufficiently large i.
(b) Ino(€) := U;>p Li(e) is equal to R if and only if € is a basis of SS,(A,F).
(c) Li(€) = I (e) - Fitthy (HE.(K,TV(1))").
Proof. Claim (i) follows directly from Lemma ELT0(i) and Theorem [L6]i).

To prove claim (ii) it is enough, just as with the proof of Theorem F6ii), to show
that if e = (¢(™)),, is a basis of SS, (T, F), then for each non-negative integer i one has
Ii(e) = Fitth (H: (K, TV (1))V).

In this case, each element ¢(™) is a basis of SS,.(T/(p™), F) over R/(p™) and so Theo-
rem [L.0(ii) implies that

€) = lim Fitth ;(,m) (HE- (K, (T/p"T)" (1))")
= lim FittR (H3 (K,7"(1))Y) R/(p™)

= Fitt} (Hr-(K, TV (1)),

where the second equality follows from Corollary B.8 and the last from the fact that R is
a complete noetherian ring and so every ideal is closed. O

5. KOLYVAGIN SYSTEMS
In this section, we develop the theory of higher rank Kolyvagin systems. We continue

to use the notation introduced in §31

5.1. Definition. In the following, we suppose r > 0. (We do not define Kolyvagin systems
of rank zero).

We recall the definition of Kolyvagin systems. As in §41] we fix an isomorphism
H/1 f(Kq,A) ~ R for each q € P and identify them. We will again use the map vy,
which is defined by

loc
Vg : Hkoy (K, A) %5 HY(Kq, A) = H,(Kq, A) = R,
If g | n, this map induces
T r—1
Vg * ﬂRH}:(n)([Q A) ®@ Gy — ﬂR H]l-'q(n/q)(Kv A) R Gy.

(For the definition of Gy, see §3.1.21)
The finite-singular comparison map

locg

. (pfs
0y HEg g (K, A) = Hj(Ky, A) = H(Ky, A) © Gy = Hj;(Kq, A) © Gy = R® Gy,
which is defined in §3.1.4] induces
| r=lo
5 [N B A) @ Gugg = (), Hr,u/q) (K. A) @ Ga,

A Kolyvagin system of rank r (for (A4, F)) is an element

eHﬂ Hy (K, A) ® Gy
neN
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which satisfies the ‘finite-singular relation’

. r—1
Uq(/ﬁ}n) — gpgs(,‘in/q) 1n mR H}_—q(n/q)(K, A) ® Gn.
The set of all Kolyvagin systems of rank r is denoted by KS,(A,F). This is an R-
submodule of [T, ﬂT}’%H}(n) (K,A) ® Gy.

5.2. Regulator maps. We quickly review the relation between Kolyvagin and Stark sys-
tems (see [4] §4.2]).
There exists a canonical homomorphism of R-modules

Reg, : SS,(A, F) — KS,(A, F),

which is referred to in loc. cit. as a ‘regulator map’. The definition of this map is as
follows. Let € = (en)n € SS, (A4, F). For each n € N/, we define

(en) = < /\qn(pgs> (en) € [, H oy (K. 4) @ G,

where we regard /\q‘ngpgs as a map

§ r4uv(n) r
/\qlngpg : ﬂR HL (K, A) - mRH}(H)(K, A) @ Gy.

Then one sees that (k(€,))n is a Kolyvagin system. In fact, if q | n, then we have

i) = o (A @)

= (Pgs(’i(en/q))'
The regulator map is defined by setting Reg,.(€) := (k(€n))n-

5.3. Kolyvagin systems and Selmer modules. For each k € KS, (A, F), we can asso-
ciate it with invariants I;(k), similarly to the case of Stark systems (see Definition A.T]).

Definition 5.1. Let x € KS, (A4, F). We fix a generator of G, for each q € P and regard

() HF (K, A) © G = (1) Hign) (K, A)

for every n € N. For a non-negative integer i, define an ideal I;(k) of R by

Ii(r) := Z im(ky),

neN, v(n)=:

where we regard k, € ﬂ%H}(n) (K,A) = Hompg </\§%H]1_.(n)(K, A)*,R). These ideals, of
course, do not depend on the choice of a generator of G for each q.

The aim of this subsection is to prove the following theorem, which is one of the main
results in this paper.

Theorem 5.2. Assume Hypotheses[3.2, and[{.2, and also suppose p > 3.
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(i) The regulator map
Reg,: SS, (A, F) — KS, (A4, F)

is an isomorphism. In particular, the R-module KS, (A, F) is free of rank one.
(i) Fiz k in KS, (A, F). Then for each ideal n in N one has

im(rn) C Fitth(H . (K. A*(1))"),
with equality if K is a basis of KS, (A, F). In particular, if k is a basis, then
im (k1) = Fitt%(H k. (K, A*(1))*).
(iii) Fiz k in KS, (A, F). Then for each non-negative integer i one has
1,(k) C Fitth(H. (K, A*(1))"),
with equality if R is a principal ideal ring and k is a basis of KS, (A, F).
Remark 5.3. For each k in KS, (A, F) and each non-negative integer i, Theorem [(.2](i)
allows us to define a canonical ideal of R by setting
Ii() = Li(Reg;  (x)),

where the right hand side is as defined in Definition [£Il If R is a principal ideal ring
and k is a basis of KS, (A, F), then Theorems [4.6(ii) and [(.2(iii) combine to imply that
I'(k) = I;(r) for all i. It would be interesting to know if such an equality is true more
generally but this question seems to be difficult.

The next subsection is devoted to the proof of Theorem
5.4. The proof of Theorem In this subsection, we always assume Hypotheses 3.2
B3] and A2 and fix an injection k < R. Note that
H} (Ky, A) @pk = HY (Kq, A®rK)

and

Hi (Kq, A@rk) = H; (Kq, A)[p]
where q € P, 7 € {0, f,/f,tr, /tr}, the first map is the natural map, and the second is
induced by the fixed map k — R.

Lemma 5.4. Ifn € N is an ideal such that H(l]_-*)n (K, A*(1)) = 0, then the natural map
H:(K,A) @k — He(K, A ®r k)
and the map
HYo (K, A®pk) — Hi(K, A)[p]
mduced by k — R are isomorphisms.
Proof. Note that Hk, (K, A) ~ R™ () by Hypothesis Applying Lemma with
S=kand X = H}n(K, A), we see that the natural map
HE(K,A) ®pk — He (K, A @R k)
is injective. By Hypothesis and Lemma [3.6] we have (coker (A ®@pk — A))GK =0,

and so the map
Hpo(K,A®rk) — Hp (K, A)lp]
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induced by k < R is also injective. Hence we have
r+v(n) = dimg He (K, A) @r k
< dimy Hiw (K, A @ k)
< dimy Hro (K, A)[p]
=r+vn)
where the last equality follows from the fact that dimy R[p] = 1 and Hi. (K, A) ~ R,

Hence both the injections are isomorphisms. O

Corollary 5.5. For any idealn € N, the map Hjl_.(n)(K, A®rk) — Hjl_.(n)(K, A)lp] induced
by the map k — R is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let n € N. By using Lemma B9 we can take an ideal m € A with n | m and

H (1F*)m (K,A*(1)) = 0. Then by the definition of the Selmer structure F(n), we have the

following diagram, whose rows are exact:

HY () (K, Ay) = o (K, Ax) ——= @y Hy (Kq, A) © @y H) (K, Av)

| 5

H}:(n) (K, A)[p|— Hzn (K, A)lp] — D H/ltr(KCI? A)lp] & @ql% H/lf(va A)[p].

Here we abbreviate A ®gr k to Ay, the vertical maps are induced by k < R and the
rightmost vertical map is an isomorphism. By Lemma[5.4] the middle vertical map is also
an isomorphism, and so is the left. O

For an ideal n € NV, put
A(n) = dimy H (K, A @r k)
and
X (n) = dimy Hz.. ) (K, (A @r k)*(1)).
Corollary 5.6. For any idealn in N one has r = A(n)—A*(n) and hence also A*(n) < A(n).

Proof. Let n € N. We take an ideal m € N with n | m and Hy *)m(K, A*(1)) = 0 by using
Lemma 39 Then H(l}.*)m(K, (A®grk)*(1)) = 0 by Corollary B:8l Hence we have

A(n) = A*(n) = dimy Hrw (K, A @pk) —v(m) =r
where the first equality follows from the global duality and
dimy H)(Kq, A @g k) = dimy Hj,, (Kq, A©pk) =1

for any prime q € P, and the second equality follows from Lemma [5.4l and Hypothesis
U

Proposition 5.7. Let n € N and q € P with qtn. Assume that the localization maps
Hy (K, A®pk) = Hj(Kq, A@Rk)

and
are non-zero. Then we have A(nq) = A(n) — 1 and A*(nq) = A*(n) — 1.



28 DAVID BURNS, RYOTARO SAKAMOTO AND TAKAMICHI SANO

Proof. By the assumption and the fact that
dimy H}(Kq, A ®g k) = dimy H}(Kq, (A®rk)*(1)) = 1,
the sequences
0= Hz, (K, A®rk) = Hr (K, A®rk) — Hj(Kq, A®rk) =0
and

0— Hj;(Kq, A) = Hr. () (K, (A®rK)*(1)* = H iz (K, (A®rk)*(1)" =0

n
are exact. Hence by the global duality and the second exalfc sequence, we have
Hyy (K, A®pk) = H o (K, A®p k),
and so
Hi (o) (K, A @R K) = Hy(o) (K, A®pk) N Hy(g) (K, A®pk) = Hy, () (K, A®pk).

Thus A\(nq) = A(n) — 1 by the first exact sequence, and so \*(nq) = A\*(n) — 1 by Corol-
lary O

According to Mazur and Rubin [I1], it is convenient to regard elements in AV as ‘vertices’.
In Definition [.I12] below, we consider a graph, whose vertices consist of elements in N.
We first recall the notion of ‘core vertices’” introduced by Mazur and Rubin.

Definition 5.8. We say that n € A is a core vertex if H1 *(n)(K, A*(1)) = 0.

Remark 5.9.

(i) By Corollary B8, n € N is a core vertex if and only if \*(n) = 0. In this case, we
have A(n) = r by Corollary
(ii) Let n € N be a core vertex. By the global duality, we have

0= Hppy (K, A) = Hra(K, A) — @) H),, (Kq, A) — 0.
aln
Since H}H(K, A) ~ R™(™ by Hypothesis and H/ltr(Kq, A) ~ R for any prime
q € P, the R-module Hjl_.(n)(K, A) is free of rank 7.

Lemma 5.10. Let n € N and q € P with q { n. Then we have |A(nq) — A(n)| < 1 and
[A*(ng) = A*(n)| < 1.

Proof. Since dimy H}

1(Kq, A®R k) = dimy H}

/tr
0 < dimy H oy (K, A@r k) — A(n) <1

(Kq, A®r k) =1, we have

and

0 < dimy Hrq( (K, A®r k) — A(ng) < 1.
Hence [A(nq) — A(n)| < 1. The inequality |[\*(ng) — A*(n)| < 1 follows from Corollary
and |A(ng) — A(n)| < 1. O

Corollary 5.11. There is a core vertex n € N with v(n) = X*(1). Furthermore, every
core vertex n € N satisfies an inequality v(n) > A\*(1).

Proof. The existence of a core vertex n € N with v(n) = A*(1) follows from Lemma 39]
Corollary (5.6l and Proposition 5.7l The second claim follows from Lemma [5.101 O
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Definition 5.12. We define a graph X° as follows.
e The vertices of X0 are the core vertices.
e Let n and nq be core vertices. We join n and nq by an edge in X° if and only if
the localization map H}(n) (K, A®rk) — H}(Kq, A ®g k) is non-zero.
Lemma 5.13. Let n € N and q € P with q 1 n.
(i) Ifn is a core vertex and the map H}(n)(K, A®grk) — H}(Kq, A®grk) is non-zero,
then nq is also a core vertex and n and nq are joined by an edge in X°.
(ii) Ifngq is a core vertex and the map H}(nq) (K, A®Rrk) — Htlr(Kq, A®Rk) is non-zero,
then n is also a core vertex and n and nq are joined by an edge in X°.

Proof. We first prove claim (i). If n is a core vertex, we have an exact sequence by the
global duality

0= Hz (K, A®rk) = Hrp (K, A@rk) = Hj(Kq, A®Rk)
= H{ gy (K, (A @R K)*(1))" = 0.

Since dimkH}(Kq,A ®gr k) = 1 and the map Hjl:(n)(K,A ®@r k) — H}(Kq,A ®r k) is
non-zero, we have H(lj_.*)q(n)(K, (A®rk)*(1)) =0, and so Hjl:*(nq)(K, (Aork)*(1)) =0.

To prove claim (ii), we can show in a similar way that n is a core vertex, by showing
that H (lf*)q(n)(K ,(A®rk)*(1)) = 0. By the global duality, the cokernel of the localization
map H}(n)(K,A ®@rk) — H}(Kq,A ®r k) injects into H(l}_*)q(n)(K, (A®grk)* (1) = 0.
Hence n and nq are joined by an edge in X°. O
Lemma 5.14 ([I1, Lem. 4.3.9]). If n and nq are core vertices, then there is a path in X°
from n to ng.

Proof. We may assume that the map H}(n)(K, A®rk) — H}(Kq, A ®gk) is zero. Then
we have
where the second equality follows from A(n) = r = A(nq). Furthermore, by the global
duality, we have dimyg H(l]_-q(n))*(K, (A®rk)*(1)) = 1. By Lemma B3] there is a prime
v € P with v {nq such that the localization maps
Hy (K, A®pk) = Hj(K, A®gk)

and

Hiz - (K (A®rk)* (1)) - Hp (K, (A®rk)*(1))
are non-zero. By Lemma [B.I3(i) and H}(n)(K,A ®rk) = H]l_-(nq)(K,A ®r k), it follows
from the fact that the map H}(n) (K, A®rk) — H}(Kt, A ®pk) is non-zero that both nt

and nqt are core vertices and that there are paths in XY from n to nr and from nq to nqr.
Hence again by Lemma [B.13)(i), we only need to show that

HE () (K, A©RK) # H (K, A @R K).
Since the map H(l}_q(n))*(K, (Aerk)" (1)) — H}(Kt, (A ®gk)*(1)) is non-zero, we have
Hjl_.q (n)(K ,ARpk) = H}c? () (K, A®pk) by the global duality. Hence we get an equality

HE (o) (K, A®pk) = H. (K, A®pk) = Hp, (K, A@g k)
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where the second equality follows from Hjl_.(n)(K, A®pk) = Hjl_.q (n)(K, A ®prk). Since the
map H]l_-(n)(K,A ®rk) — H}(Kt, A ®g k) is non-zero, we have

dimg H. () (K, A ©p k) = dimg Hy ) (K, A@pk) = A(n) — 1 = A(nt) — 1.
This completes the proof. O

Lemma 5.15. Let s be a positive integer. For 1 < i < s, let n; € N be a core vertex and
q; € P with q; | n;. If 2s < p and n;/q; is not a core vertex for any 1 < i < s, then there
is a prime v € P with v { ny---ng such that nyv/qq,...,nst/qs are core vertices and that
there is a path in X9 from n; to n;t/q; for every 1 <i <s.

Proof. Let 1 <i < s and put m; = n;/q;. Since \*(n;) = 0 and m; is not a core vertex, we
have \(m;) = r + 1 and \*(m;) = 1 by Corollary 5.0l and Lemma 5101 Note that

Hiy (K, A®RK) C Hig ) (K, AQRK) = Hip ) (K, A @R k).
In fact, we have A(m;) < dimy H}qi(mi)(K, A®rk) < An;)+1 = A(m;), where the second
inequality follows from the exact sequence
0= Hrp) (K, A®RK) = Hrg, () (K, A@rk) = Hj, (K, A@R k)

and dimy H/ltr(K,A ®rk) = 1. By Lemma and 2s < p, there is a prime v € P with
t{ng---ng such that the maps

Hin (K, A®Rrk) = Hj(K:, A®RK)

and

Hs () (K, (AR K)* (1)) = Hp (K, (AR k)*(1))
are non-zero for any 1 <14 < s. Then A*(m;t) = \*(m;) — 1 = 0 by Proposition 5.7l Hence
myt is a core vertex. Furthermore, by Lemma [5.13(i), n;v is also a core vertex. Therefore
by using Lemma [5.14] there is a path in X° from n; to m;r for any 1 < i < s. O

Corollary 5.16. Suppose that ny,ng € N are core vertices and v(ny) = v(ng) = \*(1). If
p > 3, then there is a path in XY from ny to ns.

Proof. We will prove this lemma by induction on A\*(1) — v(ged(ny,n2)) > 0. When it
is equal to zero, we have n; = ny and there is nothing to prove. Suppose n; # no, and
fix distinct primes q; | ny and g2 | ne. Then n;/q; and ng/qe are not core vertices by
Corollary 5.111 By Lemma and p > 3, there is a prime v € P with t { nyny such that
both nyr/q; and ngt/qe are core vertices and that there are paths in X O connecting 1y
to nyt/q; and ng to ngt/qe. Since v(ged(niv/qi,not/q2)) = v(ged(ng, ng)) + 1, there is a
path in X0 connecting nit/q; to notr/qe by the induction hypothesis. This completes the
proof. O

Lemma 5.17. Suppose that n € N is a core vertex with v(n) > X\*(1). Then there is a
core verter m € N with v(m) = v(n) — 1 such that there is a path in X° from n to m.

Proof. By Lemma [5.14], we may assume that n/q is not a core vertex for any q | n. Then
by Lemma [5.T3[ii), we have

Hro (K, A@rk) = Hr, (K, A®gKk).
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Since A(1) — dimy Hx (K, A®grk) = A(1) = A(n) = A(1) —r = A*(1) < »(n) and

Hy, (K, A®rk) =ker | HF(K,A®rk) - P H}(Ks, Aogrk) |,
aln
the map H}_-(K,A ®rk) — @q|n H}(Kq, A ®p k) is not surjective. For any prime q | n, if
HJlTn(K,A ®prk) # Hjlfn/q(K,A ®r k), there is an element € Hx(K, A ®p k) such that
locq(x) # 0 and locy (z) = 0 for each prime q' | n/q. Hence there is a prime q | n such that
1 _ oyl
HE (K, Aopk) = Hy (K, A®gk)

since the map H:(K, A @ k) — Dy H}(Kq,A ®r k) is not surjective. Let m = n/q.
Since m is not a core vertex, we have \*(m) = 1 by Lemma EI0l Hence by Lemma [3.0]
there is a prime vt € P with t{ n such that the maps

Hr (K, A®rk) — H}(K.,A®Rk)
and
H iy (K, (A®R K)* (1)) = Hp (K, (A@rK)*(1))
are non-zero. Then mt and nt are core vertices by Proposition .7 and Lemma [B.13)i).
Hence by using Lemma [5.14] we see that there is a path in X0 from n to mt.
Since the map H} *(m) (K, (Aork)* (1)) — H}(Kt, (A®pk)*(1)) is surjective, we have
H]l_-(m)(K, Aork) = H}t(m)(K, A ®p k) by the global duality. Hence we get
H ) (K, AQRK) = Hpe () (K, A @R K) N Hp (K, A @R K)
= Hf,(m)(K, A®RK).
Furthermore, we have
dimg Hy, (K,A®prk) = dimg Hy,_(K,A®rk) =7r—1
since the map H}_-n (K,A®rk) — H}(Kt, A ®pg k) is non-zero and
Hy, (K,A®rk) = Hz,(K,A®rk) = Hp, (K, A®gk).
Since A(mr) = r, we conclude that the sum of localization maps
Hi, (o) (K, A®R k) = Hp () (K, A®r k) = @) Hy (Ks, A®RK)
s|m
is non-zero. Thus there is a prime s | m such that the localization map
H e (K, A @R K) = Hy (Ko, A @R K)
is non-zero. By Lemma [(.13ii), mt/s is a core vertex. Hence by Lemma [5.14] there is a

path in XY from mt/s to mr. This completes the proof. O

Theorem 5.18 ([I1, Th. 4.3.12]). Suppose that Hypotheses 3.3, [3.3, and[{.2 Ifp > 3,
then the graph XV is connected.

Proof. Let ny,ny € N be core vertices. By Corollary .11 and Lemma [5.17), there are core
vertices my, mo € N with A(m;) = A(my) = A\*(1) such that there are paths in X° from n;
to m; and ny to my. Since p > 3, there is a path in XY from m; to my by Corollary
Hence the graph X0 is connected. O
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Lemma 5.19. Let n € N and q € P with q t n. If n and nq are core vertices and the
localization map H}(n) (K, A®rk) — H}(Kq, A ®@prk) is non-zero, then the maps
fs. (Y 77l =11
ol ﬂR Hp (K, A) © Gy — ﬂR Hy () (K, A) @ Gog
and
) L r—1 1
Vgt () H Fng) (B3 A) © Gog = [, Hi ) (K, A) © Gag
are isomorphisms.

Proof. Note that H}(n)

(K, A) is free of rank r by Remark The natural map
Hy (K, A) ©@pk = Hr (K, A @R k)
is an isomorphism by Lemma and the fact that
dimy Hz () (K, A) @k =7 = A(n) = dimy Hz ) (K, A @ k).

Thus the localization map

Hi oy (K, A) = Hp(Kq, A)
is surjective since H}(Kq, A) @p k ~ H}(K;, A ®g k) and the map H}E(n)(K, Axgk) —
H} (K4, A ®g k) is non-zero. Hence, by the global duality, we have a split exact sequence
of free R-modules

0= Hy, (K, A) = Hp (K, A) = Hp(Kq, A) = 0
and H(lp)q(n)(K, A*(1)) = H}*(n)(K, A*(1)) = 0. Again, by the global duality and the
fact that H (1P)q(n)(K , A*(1)) = 0, we have a split exact sequence of free R-modules

0= H (K, A) = Hyq (K, A) = H (K, A) = 0.

Since the R-modules H}(n)(K, A) and H}(nq) (K, A) are free of rank r, the maps gpgs and

vy are isomorphisms. O

Theorem 5.20. Suppose Hypotheses [Z2 [3.3, and[[.3 Let w € N be a core vertex. If
p > 3, then the projection map

KS,. (A, F) — ﬂRHJlT(n)(K, A) @ Gy; K> Ky
is an isomorphism. In particular, KS,(A,F) is a free R-module of rank one.

Proof. Since n € N is a core vertex, by the global duality, we have a split exact sequence
of free R-modules:

0— H}:(n)(K7 A) - H]l-'“(K’A) - @H/ltr(Kq’A) — 0.

aln
Hence, by Hypothesis 1.2, the map
fs | r4v(n) r
(7) /\qhﬁ”q : ﬂR HL.(K,A) — ﬂRH}T(n) (K,A) ® Gy

is an isomorphism. By using the map Reg,: SS,(4,F) — KS,;(A,F) and by Theorem
[4.6(i), we conclude that the map KS, (A, F) — ﬂ%H]l_-(n)(K, A) ® G, is surjective.

Let v € KS, (A, F) with k, = 0. To prove injectivity, we will show that ky, = 0 for
any ideal m € N by induction on A*(m). If A*(m) = 0, then m is a core vertex. Hence
by Theorem .18 Lemma (.19, and k, = 0, we have ky, = 0. Suppose that \*(m) > 0
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and Ky # 0. By Lemma B9 we can take an ideal v € N coprime to m such that the
localization maps

Hiy (K, A®RK) = H}(Ky, A@Rk)
and
H. o) (K, (A@r k)" (1)) — Hp(Ky, (A®r k)" (1))
are non-zero for any prime q | v and that the sum of localization maps
Hp (K, A®rk) - @ H}(Kq, AR k)

qle

is injective. Then the map
Hi () (K, A) — @ H} (K,, A)

qle

is also injective by using Corollary and the injectivity of the maps H} (Kq, A®gpk) —

H}(Kq,A) induced by the map k < R for any prime q € P. By taking the dual of this
map, we see that

fs. (Y 77l =11
0= (ker (gp;. (), Hob oy (56, 4) @ G — () H oy (K A) @ qu)
qle
by Corollary Hence there is a prime ¢ | v such that gogs(/{m) = 0, since we suppose
Km 7 0. Furthermore, we have \*(mq) = A*(m) — 1 by Proposition 5.7, and so we conclude
that Kmq = 0 by the induction hypothesis. By the definition of Kolyvagin system, we have
0 = vq(Kmq) = (,Dgs(/{m) # 0. This is a contradiction. Thus ky = 0. O

Remark 5.21. The proof of Theorem [.I8] is parallel to that of [II, Th. 4.3.12]. However,
the notion of exterior power bidual plays a critical role in the proof of Theorem [£.20)]
allowing us to overcome the problem discussed by Mazur and Rubin in [I3] Rem. 11.9].
More precisely, it is crucial for the proof of Theorem that if x, does not vanish, then
there exists a prime ideal q such that (,Dgs(/{m) does not vanish and the corresponding fact
is not true if one defines Kolyvagin systems by using exterior powers rather than exterior
power biduals. This is the reason why Mazur and Rubin could not prove any result that
corresponds to Theorem

The following lemma will be used in the proof of Theorem [B.2{iii).

Lemma 5.22. Let n € N. Then for each natural number i one has
> Fittly  (Hw (g (K, A*(1))%) € Fittl (H . ) (K, A*(1))%),
qeP, qmn
with equality if AnnR(H]l_-(n)(K, A)) vanishes.

Proof. Note that, if F satisfies Hypothesis 22}, then so does F(n). In fact, by Lemma B.9]
we can take an ideal d € A coprime to n such that H(1 “Ya(n) (K, A*(1)) vanishes. Then,
by the global duality, we have an exact sequence
0 — Hpo (K, A) = Hron(K, A) = @D H,,(Kq, A) — 0.
qfn
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Since Hpn
conclude that H]l_-o(n)(K, A) ~ R0,
Hence we can apply Lemma [£4] for the Selmer structure F(n) and we have
qeP, qin
(Note that S(F(n)) = SU{q | n} and so the primes running in the sum on the right hand
side are restricted to q € P with q t n.) Since the natural maps Hl*(nq) (K, A*(1))* —

H(P) (n)(K A*(1))* are surjective, we have

D Fitth (Hp g (K, AT (1)) €Y Fittly  (H iz o (K, A%(1)%).

(K, A) ~ R+ by Remark B3 and H/lt (K4, A) ~ R for any prime q | n, we

qeP, qn qeP, qn
It is therefore enough to show that if Anng(H F(n)(K A)) vanishes, then the reverse

inclusion is also valid.

Under this assumption, there exists an element e of HJI_.(H)(K ,A) with Anng(e) = 0. Let
x be a generator of R[p]. Then by Lemma [39] there is an ideal m € A/ coprime to n such
that locq(xe) # 0 for any prime g | m and H(lf*)m(n) (K,A*(1)) = 0. Since H}(Kq,A) ~ R,
it follows from the fact that locq(xe) # 0 that the map H]l_-(n)(K, A) — H}(Kq,A) is
surjective for any prime q | m. Hence, by the global duality, we have H} ( n)(K LA (1)) =
H(P)q(n)(K A*(1)). Therefore we have

H e gy (B A (1)) = Hpw oy (K A*(1) N Hew () (B, A (1)) = Hizoy oy (K, A*(1)).
Again by Lemma [£4] we have

Fitt R (H . o (K, A*(1)") = Y Fittly (H ), o (K, A%(1))")
qeP, qm
D Fitty  (Hw g (K, A*(1)")
qeP, qm
C Y Fitth (Hpe g (K, A*(1))).
qeP, qin
This completes the proof. O

Corollary 5.23. For each natural number ¢ one has
SO Fitth(HL (K, A*(1))*) C Fitth(HE. (K, A%(1))°),
meN, v(m)=i
with equality provided that AnnR(H]l_-(n)(K, A)) wvanishes for all ideals n in N.

Proof. This result follows directly from Lemma [5.22] O

Proof of Theorem[5.2. Claim (i) follows from Theorem [.6]i), Theorem 520, and the iso-
morphism ().

To prove claim (ii) it is enough to consider the case that x is a basis of KS, (A, F). To
do this we fix an ideal n in A/ and a generator of each G and we regard k, as an element
of ﬂRHl ) (K, A). By claim (i), there exists a basis € of SS (A, F) such that Reg,.(¢) = k.
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By using Lemma[3.9] we can take an ideal m € A/ with n | m and H(l}-*)m(K, A*(1)) = 0.
Then by global duality, we have an exact sequence

(8) 0= Hp (K, A) = HEa(K, A) = X = Hp. (K, A*(1))" =0

where X = P, /tr(Kq,A) o P gl H 1(Kq, A). Note that, under Hypothesis .2} the
R-modules X and H Fm(K A) are respectlvely free of ranks v(m) and r 4+ v(m). Since €y
is a generator of ﬂ”” ™ Hl 7m (K, A) by Theorem EL.6](i), x, is a generator of the R-module

. s ' Hv(m)
1m< q|n(p£ : m Hin(K, A) —>ﬂ Hf(n (K, A))

by the definitions of Stark system and the map Reg,. Hence by Lemma 22]ii) and the
exact sequence (B), we have

Fitth (H . () (K, A*(1))") = im(rn).

Next, we will prove claim(iii). In view of claim(ii) and Corollary [£.23] we only need to
show that AnnR(H}(n) (K, A)) vanishes for any ideal n € N' when R is a principal ideal
ring.

Let n € N. Then, by using Lemma B9 take an ideal m € N with n | m and

H(lp) (K, A*(1)) vanishes. Then we have

rankz(X) = v(m) < r + v(m) = rankg (H (K, A)).
Since R is principal, there is an injection
R ker(Hw (K, A) = X) = Hy,, (K, A),

by the elementary divisor theorem. Hence the ideal AnnR(H}(n) (K, A)) vanishes, as re-
quired. O

5.5. Kolyvagin Systems over Gorenstein orders. In this subsection, we use the same
notation as in §431 Furthermore, we assume that Hypothesis [{.7 and (T /p™T,F,Pp,)
satisfies Hypothesis[{.4 for any positive integer m.

Let m be a positive integer and n € N,,41 a core vertex for (T/p™*1T, F). Then n is
also a core vertex for (T /p™T, F) by Corollary Hence in the same way as in §4.3] we
can construct a map

KS,(T/p™™'T, F) — KS,(T/p™T, F).

such that the diagram

S(T/p™HT, F) feg, KS,.(T/p™HT, F)

R

SS.(T/p™T, F) KS,(T/p"T,F)

commutes.

Definition 5.24. We define the module KS, (7', F) of Kolyvagin systems for (7', F) to be
the inverse limit
KS, (T, F) = @KST(T/me, F).
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The maps Reg,.: SS,(T'/p™T,F) — KS,(T'/p™T, F) induce a homomorphism (also de-
noted by Reg,.)
Reg,: SS, (T, F) — KS, (T, F).
By Corollary B8 and Theorem F.2(ii), we have L(x™t)R/(p™) C L;(x™) for any
k= {kM} € KS,(T, F) and non-negative integer i. Hence we can define an ideal I;(k) of
R to be the inverse limit

Ii(%) := lim [;(s™).

Theorem 5.25. Suppose that p > 3.
(i) The map Reg,: SS, (T, F) — KS,(T,F) constructed above is an isomorphism. In
particular, the R-module KS, (T, F) is free of rank one.
(ii) For each k in KS, (T, F) one has
Io(k) € Fitt}, (3 (K. 7V(1))").
with equality if k is a basis of KS,(T,F).
(iii) Fiz k in KS, (A, F). Then for each non-negative integer i one has
(k) C Fittle (. (K, TV(1))"),
with equality if R is a principal ideal ring and k is a basis of KS, (T, F).

Proof. Claims (i), (ii) and (iii) follow as direct consequences of the respective claims in
Theorem 0

Remark 5.26. For each x in KS, (7', F) and each non-negative integer i, Theorem [5.25(1)
allows us to define an ideal of R by setting
Ij(k) == I;(Reg, " (r)),

where the right hand side is as defined in Definition LTIl If R is a principal ring and
is a R-basis of KS, (T, F), then Theorems [5.25](iii) and AI2)ii)(c) combine to imply that
I(k) = I;(x) for all i but we do not know if this is true more generally.

6. EULER SYSTEMS AND KOLYVAGIN SYSTEMS

In this section, we shall give a natural construction of higher rank Kolyvagin systems
from higher rank Euler systems (see Theorem and Corollary [G.13]).

By using results in previous sections, we shall then show that higher rank Euler systems
control Selmer modules (see Corollaries [6.15] and [6.18]).

6.1. Definition. Let K be a number field. Let p be a prime number. Let () be a finite
extension of @, and O the ring of integers of Q). Let Q be a finite dimensional semisimple
commutative Q-algebra. Let R be a semilocal Gorenstein O-order in Q. Let T be a free
R-module of finite rank with a continuous R-linear action of Gx. We assume that Syam (T)
is finite, and choose a finite set S of places of K such that

Soo(K) U SH(K) U Siam(T) C S.
For a prime q ¢ S, we set

Py() := det(1 — Fry 'z | T*(1)) € Rz,
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where T%(1) := Homg(7T,R(1)). Let /K be an abelian pro-p extension such that all
infinite places v € S (K) split completely in . We define a set of subfields of K/K by

QIL/K):={F| K CFCK, F/K is finite}.
For a field F' in Q(K/K), set
S(F) = S U Syam(F/K),
Gr == Gal(F/K).
In the following, we assume
Hypothesis 6.1.

(i) Hl(ORS(F), T) is a reflexive R[Gp]-module for every F € Q(K/K).
(ii) H°(F,T) =0 for every F € Q(K/K).

Remark 6.2. Since R is a Gorenstein O-order, Hypothesis [6.1](i) is satisfied if and only if
each group H'(Op g(r), T) is free as an O-module. (See [I, Th. 6.2].)

Remark 6.3. When R = O = Z, and T = Z,(1), Hypothesis [6.Ii) is equivalent to
the condition that the p-completion of the unit group (9; S(F) is torsion-free for every
F € Q(K/K). This condition often appears in the context of Stark conjectures, and we
usually choose another set X of places to avoid assuming the condition, by considering the
‘¥-modified unit group’ (’);’ S(F),® (see [18], where our ¥ is denoted by T'). For a general
p-adic representation 7', we can consider the ‘X-modified cohomology’ in a similar way
to avoid assuming Hypothesis [6.1(i). For details, see [4, §2.3]. In this article, we do not
consider such modified cohomology theory for simplicity.

The definition of higher rank Euler systems is as follows.

Definition 6.4 ([4, Definition 2.3]). Let r be a non-negative integer. An element
erre ] ﬂR[g | "Opsr),T)
FeQ(K/K)

is said to be an Euler system of rank r for (7, K) if

Corpr/p(crr) = H Py(F r_ cp in ﬂ OFS(F’) T)
q€S(F\S(F)

for any F, F' € Q(K/K) with F C F’, where
Y 1 " 1
COI‘F//F : ﬂR[gF,}H (OF’,S(F’)aT) — ﬂR[gF]H (OF,S(F,)7T)

is the map induced by the corestriction map.
The set of Euler systems of rank r (for (7',K)) is denoted by ES,(7,K). This has a
natural structure of R[[Gal(XC/K)]]-module.

Remark 6.5. If Hypothesis 6.11(i) is satisfied, then we have

1
ﬂR[gF}Hl(OFvS(F)’T) = Hl(OF,S(F)aT)** = Hl(ORS(F),T)

for every F' € Q(K/K), so we can regard an Euler system of rank one as an element
in [] FEQ(K/K) H 1((9F, s(r), T). Thus our definition generalizes the classical definition of
Euler systems given in [I9] Def. 2.1.1].
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6.2. The canonical Selmer structure. The canonical Selmer structure Fe,, on T' (see
[11l Def. 3.2.1]) is the following data:

o S(Fum) = Soc(K) U Sy(K) U Seam(T):
e for v € S(Fean),

{ker(Hl(Kv,T) — HY (K", T ®z, Q) if v ¢ Se(K)US,(K),

Hy, (K, T):=4 .
H'(K,,T) if v e Seo(K)US,(K).

Here K" denotes the maximal unramified extension of K.

The significance of this Selmer structure is explained by the following well-known result
(taken from [I9] Cor. B.3.5]).

Lemma 6.6. Let ¢ be an Euler system of rank one for (T, K). Assume that K contains a
Zg—extensz'on of K for some d > 1, in which no finite place of K splits completely. Then
cp belongs to Hy. (F,T) for every F in Q(K/K).

In practice, one usually takes I to be a sufficiently large abelian pro-p extension. For
later purposes, we now state the usual assumptions on K as an explicit hypothesis.

Hypothesis 6.7. The field K contains K(q) for every q ¢ S and a Zg—extension of K for
some d > 1, in which no finite place of K splits completely.

Remark 6.8. This hypothesis is included in the definition of Euler systems given in [19]
Def. 2.1.1].

6.3. Kolyvagin derivatives. We review the construction of ‘Kolyvagin derivatives’ in
the higher rank case (see [4 §4.3.1]). We fix M, a power of p. We also fix E € Q(K/K)
such that F/K is unramified outside S and that K (1) C E. (Recall that K(1) denotes
the maximal p-extension inside the Hilbert class field of K.) We denote R = R/(M),
R:=TR[Gal(E/K)], A:=T/MT, T := Indg” (T), and A := Indg,” (A) = T/MT.

We shall recall some notation from §3.1.2] and set some new notation. We consider the
set P of primes q ¢ S such that

e q splits completely in K (uar, (O%)YM)K(1),
o A/(Frg —1)A ~ R as R-modules.
Note that P contains that defined in §3.1.2] if we assume Hypothesis B.2{(ii) for A. Let
N = N(P) be the set of square-free products of primes in P. We set
Gq = Gal(K(q)/K(1)) ~ Gal(E(q)/E),

where E(q) := E - K(q). For n € N, we set K(n) := [Iqs K (a) (compositum) and
E(n):=E-K(n). We also set G, := Gal(F(n)/K) and H, := Gal(E(n)/E). Note that we
have natural identifications
Mo = Gal(K(n)/K(1)) = [ [ Gs-
qfn
For an Euler system c of rank r and n € N/, we set

Cn i= CEm) € ﬂR[gn}Hl(OE(n),San),



39

where S, := SU{q | n}(= S(E(n))). Fix a generator o4 of G for each ¢, and consider the

‘derivative operator’
|Gql—1

Dy := Z iaé € Z[Gy).
i=1

For n € N, we set
Dy =[] Dq € Z[Ha).
qln
(We set D; := 1 for convention.)
Note that the natural ‘mod M’ map T'— T/MT = A induces a map

" 1 " 1
©) Mg 7 Orm.5:T) = Mg 7 Ot A):

We explain the construction of this map, since we need Hypothesis [6.1)(i) here. We set
HYT) = Hl(OE(n%Sn,T) and H'(A) = Hl(OE(n)’Sn,A) for simplicity. Also, for the
moment we denote R[G,] and R[G,] simply by R and R respectively (by abuse of notation).
First, note that Hypothesis [6.1](i) implies that

Exth (HY(T),R) = 0.
(See [4, §A.3].) From this, we see that
HY(T)*/M = Homg(H'(T),R)/M =~ Homz(H'(T)/M,R) = (H(T)/M)",
where we abbreviate X/M X to X/M. Since there is a natural map HY(T)/M — H'(A),
we obtain a map
H'(A)* — (HY(T)/M)* ~ HY(T)* /M.
This map induces a map
r 1 * r 1 * o r 1 *
(10) I\ HHAY = N\ (HN(T) /M) = ( /\ HH(T) ) /M.
Then we obtain () as the following map:
ﬂ;Hl(T) —  Homg

I
)

A
=
=

We denote the image of ¢, under (@) by ¢,. The following is well-known.

Hn
Lemma 6.9 ([I9] Lem. 4.4.2(i)]). The element Dy -¢y lies in (m%[gn]Hl(OE(n),SnyA)> .

Proof. We use the identity

(11) (09 =1)Dq = |G4| = Ng,,

where N, 1= ¢ 0. (This is checked by direct computation.)
We shall show that

(0—1)Dn-cn€M-ﬂ

T

1
R[gn}H (OBm),80: 1)
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for every o € H,. We prove this by induction on v(n). When v(n) = 0, i.e. n =1, there
is nothing to prove. When v(n) > 0, it is sufficient to show that

(0q—1)Dy - co € M - ﬂ Hl(OE(n),San)

T
RG]
for every q | n (since the augmentation ideal of Z[H,] is generated by the elements oq — 1
for any q | n). Using (II), we compute

(g = 1)Dyen = (|Gql — NGq)Dn/qcn
= ‘Gq‘Dn/qcn - Pq(Frq_l)Dn/qcn/qa

where the second equality follows from the definition of Euler systems. Here we regard ¢; q
as an element in ﬂ%[gn}H Lo E(n),S.» 1) via the restriction map. (To relate the corestriction
map on ()" with Ng,, a slightly delicate consideration is needed, but we omit the detail.
See [21, Rem. 2.12] concerning this issue.) Note that

Pq(Frq_l)Dn/an/q = (Pq(Frq_l) - Pq(l))Dn/an/q + Pq(l)Dn/an/qy

and that we know by induction hypothesis that the first term in the right hand side vanishes
modulo M. Hence, since both |Gq| and Py(1) are divisible by M (by the definition of P),
we conclude that (o4 — 1)Dyc, vanishes modulo M. This proves the lemma. ]

One can also show that

Hn
r 1 - ”
<ﬂﬁ[gn}H (OE(YI),SM A)) = ﬂRH (OE(n),Sna A) .

(See [4, Prop. A.4]). Furthermore, under Hypothesis [6.1)(ii), we have
H'(Opm),s,, A" = H(Op,s,, A) = H'(Ok 5, A)

(see [4, §4.3.1]). Combining these observations with Lemma [6.9] we have proved the
following

Proposition 6.10. Assume Hypothesis[61l. Then for each n € N one has
T
I{/(Cn) =D, ¢, € ﬂRHl(OK,Sn,A)-

The element '(c,) is called a Kolyvagin derivative.

6.4. Construction of Kolyvagin systems. In this subsection, we modify the Kolyvagin
derivatives (k'(cy))n to construct a Kolyvagin system. Theorem [6.12] below is the main
result of this section.

We write Z, for the augmentation ideal of Z[H,]. We recall that the cyclic subgroup
of 7Y™ /l}'f(")Jrl generated by [],(cq — 1) is a direct summand, and is isomorphic to

Gn = ®q|n Gq

Go=QG > <H(aq - 1)> c z®™ gyt

qln qln

®O'q — H(O'q —1).

qn qln
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(See [12, Prop. 4.2].) We often identify G, with <Hq|n(0q — 1)> In particular, we
regard a Kolyvagin system for (A, F) (for the definition, see §5.1I]) as an element in
Then MiH by (5 A) @ (TTga(oa = 1))

For q € P, we shall denote Pq(Frq_ ) simply by Py. If q does not divide n € NV, then q is
unramified in E(n), so we can regard Py € R[H,]|. Furthermore, since Py(1) = 0 (mod M),
we can regard Py € R ® I, /I3, which we denote by P}’ (Recall that R := R/(M).)

For n € N, we define an element D, € R ® <Hq\n(0q - 1)> as follows. We write
n=yq---q, (v =r(n)). We define

0 pqqf e p;llv
Py 0 PB .. P
Dy := det N £ S : ER® <H(O'q - 1)> :
S L il
T
(Compare [12] Def. 6.1] and [22, Def. 4.4].) One checks that this does not depend on the
choice of the labeling q1, ..., q, of the prime divisors of n.

Now we consider the following modification of (k'(¢y))n:

K(C)n = Z K () ® H(Uq —1) | Dup € ﬂrRHl(OK,SmA) ® <H(Uq - 1)> :

on qld qn

(Each +'(c;) € NrH'(Ok.s,,A) is regarded as an element of (RH'(Oks,,A).) One
easily checks that

Yo\ e]flo =1 | D=3 sen(r'(e)@ [[ea=1) [T Py,

dn qld T€G(n) qlo- qln/o-

where G(n) is the set of permutations of prime divisors of n, and 2, :=[]

can also write
K(C)n = Z sgn(7)K' (co,) ® H(aq -1) H Pf(q).
T7ES(n) qlo- qn/o-
Note that this construction is parallel to that given by Mazur and Rubin in [I1 (33) in
Appendix A].
We need the following hypothesis which corresponds to an assumption in [I1, Th. 3.2.4].

Ha)=q I So one

k
Hypothesis 6.11. Fr{ — 1 is injective on T for every q € P and k > 0.
Now we state the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 6.12. Let r be a positive integer and ¢ € ES,(T,K). Let F := Fean be the
canonical Selmer structure (see §6.2). Assume Hypotheses [6.1), [6-7 and [6.11. Then, for
every n € N, we have

K(c)y € ﬂ;H}(n)(K, A)® <H(aq - 1)>

aln
and
vg(K(C)n) = @5 (K(C)n/q)-
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for every q | n. In particular, k(c) := (k(¢)n)n € KS,(A, F).

The proof of Theorem [6.12] will be given in the next subsection. For the moment,
however, we use the result to derive several important consequences.

Corollary 6.13. Let r and F be as in Theorem [GI2 Assume Hypotheses [61), [6.7 and
[6.71. Choose a subfield F of E/K and set Ap := Indgf( (T'/MT). Then there is a canonical
‘higher Kolyvagin derivative’ homomorphism

D, = DI : ES.(T,K) — KS,(Ap, F).
Proof. The construction of Kolyvagin systems given in Theorem gives a homomor-
phism
ES.(T,K) — KS, (A, F); ¢~ k(c).
The map DF is obtained by composing this map with the natural map
KST(A7 ]:) - KST(AFa‘F)
. G
induced by A(= Ind;Z2 (T/MT)) — Ar. O

Remark 6.14. Although we take F' as a subfield of F/K in Corollary [6.13], this condition
is not essential, since for an arbitrary finite abelian (p-)extension F//K one can take E so
that F'- K(1) C E by enlarging IC and S if necessary. The role of the field F is auxiliary
(in fact, DI is independent of the choice of F), and so one can think of F' in Corollary G.13]
as arbitrary.

Corollary 6.15. Suppose p > 3. Let r be a positive integer, ¢ € ES,(T,K) and F := Fecan-
Choose a subfield F' of E/K and set Ap = Indgi (T/MT). Assume Hypotheses 6.1, [6.7
and[6.11l, and Hypotheses[3.2, and[J-Q for Ar and F. Let k(c) := DI (c) € KS,(Ap,F)
be the Kolyvagin system constructed in Corollary [6.13.

(i) for n in N one has im(k(c)y) C Fitt%[gF] (H}(H)*(K, AL (1))*). In particular, one
as

im(cr) C Fittly (Hk- (K, Ap(1))").

Here we regard cp € ﬂ%[gF]Hl(ORS,T) as an element in ﬂ%[gF]Hl(ORS,A) ~
ﬂ%[gﬂ HY(Ok s, Ar) by using the natural map (9).
(ii) For every non-negative integer i, we have

Ii(k(c)) C Fitt%[gF] (HE. (K, A% (1)").

Proof. This follows directly from Theorems [5.2((ii) and (iii), noting that x(c¢); = cp. O

Remark 6.16. The set P defined in §6.3] for A is in general smaller than the corresponding
set that is defined in §3.1.21for Ap. However, this difference does not matter since, as long
as we can choose a subset of P of positive density as in Lemma (by the Chebotarev
density theorem), the theory of Stark and Kolyvagin systems work. We shall implicitly
consider such a smaller set P also in the statements of the results below.

In the following result we recall the ideals I/(x) from Remark [5.3

Corollary 6.17. Letp, r, F, F and Ap be as in Corollary[613. For c € ES,(T,K), we set
k(c) := DI (c) € KS,(Ap,F). Assume Hypotheses 61, [6.7 and [611, and Hypotheses (32,
and[{.4 for A and F.

We also consider the following additional hypotheses.
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(@) Yi(T) :== Dyes.. (k) HY(K,,T*(1)) is a free R-module of rank r;
(b) H°(K,, A*(1)) vanishes for each prime v € S\ Seo(K).

Then the following claims are valid.
(i) One has

(im(cr) | c € S, (T.K)) gy C Fittd, (HE. (K, Ap(1)°),

[GF]
with equality if hypotheses (a) and (b) are satisfied.
(ii) For each non-negative integer i one has

(Ii(k(c)) | c € ESH(T, K)>ﬁ[gF} < Fitt%[gF] (H}-‘* (K, AR(1))"),

with equality if hypotheses (a) and (b) are satisfied.
(iii) If R[GF] is a principal ideal ring, then for each non-negative integer i one has

(L(5(0)) | e € BSH(T, K))egg,) € Fittiyg, (HE- (K, AR(1)),

with equality if hypotheses (a) and (b) are satisfied.

Proof. By Theorems (.21 and 6] (and Remark [5.3)), it is sufficient to show that the validity
of the given hypotheses (a) and (b) imply the existence of an Euler system ¢ such that
k(c) is a basis of KS,(Ap,F), or equivalently, that the homomorphism

DTF : EST(T, ]C) — KST’(AF7‘F)

is surjective.
Since the natural map

KS, (A, F) = KS,(Ap, F)
is surjective (by Theorem [B.2)(i) and the argument in the proof of Lemma ATI0(i)), it is
thus enough to show surjectivity of the map
D, = DF : ES,(T,K) — KS,(A, F),
or equivalently, surjectivity of the composite

Reg ' oD, : ES,(T,K) — SS,(A, F).

We prove surjectivity of this map by using results of the first and the third author in [4].
To do this we recall that the Selmer structure Fg on A that is considered in [4] is defined
by setting
e S(Fg):=5;
e forves, H}:S(KU,A) = H'(K,, A).
We also note that the stated hypotheses (a) and (b) above correspond to [4, Hyp. 2.11

and 3.9]. We shall recall some constructions given in [4].
By [, Th. 2.17], under hypotheses (a) and [6.I], there is a homomorphism

Orx : VS(T,K) = ES,.(T,K),

where VS(T, K) is the module of ‘vertical determinantal systems’ (see [4, Def. 2.8]). We
define EP(T,K) := im(f7 ). This is called the module of ‘basic Euler systems’ (see [
Def. 2.18)).

By [, Th. 3.11(ii)], under hypotheses (b) and B2 there is an isomorphism

HS(A) = SS,(A, Fs),
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where HS(A) is the module of ‘horizontal determinantal systems’ (see [4, Def. 3.2]). There
is a natural surjection VS(T,K) — HS(A) (as in [4, §4.3.2]).
The argument in the proof of [4, Th. 4.16] shows the following diagram is commutative:

Reg,. 1oDT-

ENT,K) SS, (A, F)—— SS,(A, Fs)
01, T /
VS(T,K) HS(A).
This diagram shows that Reg, LoD, is surjective, as required. O

Corollary 6.18. Suppose p > 3. Let r be a positive integer, ¢ € ES,.(T,K) and F := Fean-
Choose a subfield F of E/K and set Tp := Indg; (T). Assume Hypotheses [6.1), [6-7,
and[{. 7 for T and Hypothesis[{.2 for (Tr/p™Tg,F,Pm) for all positive integers m.

(i) One has im(cp) C Fitt%[gF}(H}T*(K, TA(1)Y).
(ii) Let k(c)m = DE(c) € KS.(Tr/p™Tr,F) be the Kolyvagin system constructed in
Corollary (with M = p™). We set

k(c) == (K()m)m € l'%lKST(TF/meF,}") = KS,(Tp, F).

Then for each non-negative integer i one has I;(k(c)) QFitt%[gF} (HL (K, TY(1)Y).

(iii) Assume, in addition, that @,cq (k) HY(K,,T*(1)) is a free R-module of rank
r and that HY(E,, (T/pT)Y (1)) vanishes for all non-archimedean places w of E
above S. Then for each mon-negative integer i one has

(I1(k(€)) | ¢ € ES,(T, K))igy) = Fittpyg, ) (Hr- (K, TH(1)").

IfR|GF] is a principal ideal ring, then one can replace the ideals I!(k(c)) by I;(k(c))
wn this equality.

Proof. Claims (i) and (ii) follow directly from Theorem [5.25[(ii) and (iii) (after noting that
Io(k(c)) = im(cr).)

In a similar way, since the additional hypotheses in claim (iii) are equivalent to the
validity of the hypotheses (a) and (b) in Corollary for the representations 7' and
Indgf{ (T'/pT') respectively, this claim is a straightforward consequence of Corollary [G.171(iii)
and Remark O

Remark 6.19. In results above, we excluded the case p = 3. This is due to the technical
condition on p in Lemma However, it is possible to treat the case p = 3, if we assume
that 7" is not ‘self-dual’. In fact, Mazur and Rubin proved the result corresponding to
Lemma B9 in [I1, Prop. 3.6.1] under their running hypotheses, one of which is ‘either T’
is not self-dual or p > 4’ (see [11] (H.4) in §3.5]).

6.5. The proof of Theorem In this subsection, we prove Theorem

When r = 1, this result can be proved by using the argument of Mazur and Rubin in
[I1l Th. 3.2.4]. More precisely, whilst our setting is more general than that of [I1], since
we work over a general number field K and the coefficient ring of 7" is a general Gorenstein
order, it can be checked that the method of the proof of [I1, Th. 3.2.4] also applies in this
more general setting.



45

The essential idea is, therefore, to reduce the general case of Theorem [6.12] to the case
that r = 1.
Throughout this subsection, we assume Hypotheses [G.T], and 6111 We remark that

. r—1 "
U= (Vp)pe lim /\R[gF]Hl(OF’S(F)’T)
FeQ(K/K)

induces a homomorphism
v EST(T, ]C) — ESl(T, IC), (CF)F — (\I’F(CF))F'

This construction was introduced by Rubin in [I8, §6] and also used by Perrin-Riou in [I6]
§1.2.3).
The following lemma is a key.

Lemma 6 20. Let nw € N. Then, for every ® € Ny "H' (Ok.s,,A)*, there exists U €
LF Rg ]H (Ops(r),T)* such that for any 0 | n we have

(K (cr)) = K (¥(c)y) in Hiw(K, A).

(Note that W(c) € ES1(T,K), and &'(¥(c)y) denotes the Kolyvagin derivative of the rank
one Euler system ¥(c).)

Before proving this lemma, we use it to give a proof of Theorem [(.12]

Proof of Theorem [6.12. We first show that, for each n € NV, the element

K(C)n = Z K (co) ® H(Uq = 1) | Dupo

dn qlo

lies in ﬂ%H]l_.(n)(K, A) ® <Hq|n(0q - 1)> . By Proposition 24 it is sufficient to show that

(12)  @(s(en) = 3 [ @ () @ [[(03 — 1) | Dao € Hkgoy (5, A) & <H<oq—1>>

dn qlo gn
for every ® € Ny 'H' (Ok s,,A)*.
By Lemma[6.20] there exists ¥ € lim /\%_[éF}Hl(OF,S(F)aT)* such that
(k' (cr)) = #'(¥(c))
for every d | n, so (I2) follows from the fact that Theorem holds for the rank one

Euler system ¥(c).
Next, we show that

Vg(K(0)n) = &5 (K(C)nsq)

for every n € N and q | n. As in Definition [5.J] we fix an identification
ﬂRH}:(n)(K’ "4) ® G“ = ﬂRH.}-'(n)(K’ A)
for each n € N/. We note that, by definition,
" 1 _ "o )
ﬂRH]-'(n)(K7A) - </\RH]-'(n)(K7A) ) 3

so k(c)n € NpHE F) (K,A) is a map

n - /\RH‘}:(H)(K7 A)* — R
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We also note that vg(x(c)n) is the map
r—1
/\ Hyy (K, A = Ry ® = k(c)n(vg A ®).

Since we identify ﬂ}zHl (K A) = f(n ) (K, A) and regard ®(k(c)n) € H} (K A), w
have

K(C)n(vg A @) = (=1)" " og(@(k()n))-
Similarly, o5 (k(c)a/q) € ﬂ’}{lH}_—(n)(K, A) is the map

/\;_IH}E(n)(K, AV = Ry @ = (0)nq(0l A D) = (=1)" 1ol (®(K(C)uyq))-

So, to prove the equality of maps vg(k(c)n) = goqs(/{(c)n/q), it is sufficient to prove that
they send each ® € Ay IH}(H (K, A)* to the same element, namely,

(13) v(P(K(C)n)) = @5 (P(R(C)nsq))
for every @ € /\%_IH}__(H)(K, A)*.
By Lemma [6.20] there exists ¥ € Jm %I(}F}HI(OF,S(F),T)* such that

D(k(c)n) = £(¥(c))n and B(k(C)nsq) = K(W(C))n/q,
So (I3) follows again from the fact that Theorem holds for the rank one Euler system
U(c). O

In the rest of this section we prove Lemma, [6.20]
At the outset we fix ® in /\ng YOk s,,A)*. Then, since the restriction map

r—1 r—1 r—1
/\ﬁ[gn]Hl(OE(n),SnvA) —>/\R HI(OE,S.I,A) :/\R HI(OK,S.UA)

is surjective (since rings we consider here are self-injective), we can choose a lift & €

Nt (Oy,s0 A" of @ € N ' H' Ok 5,, A"

We regard @ as an element of /\TR[é HY(Opm,s,,T)*/M via the map

r—1

1 1
/\ﬁ[gn]H (OB@w),s.,A)" — /\—g H (Op),s, T)" /M
induced by T'— T/M = A (see ([I0)). We also have a surjective homomorphism

r—1
/\R[g} (OE(YI Sna = /\R[gn OE(YI ,Sno ) /M

and we fix a lift U, € /\;{[én] Y(Opw),s.. T)* of d e /\%[é H (Opw),s.,T)*/M. Then,
since the transition maps of the inverse limit

r—1
lim /\ H (Ops(r), T)*

FeQ(K/K) RIGF]
are surjective (by Hypothesis and [21I] Lem. 2.10]), one can take
r—1
— : 1 *
U= (Up)p € i lim /\R[gF]H (OFrsr),T)
eQK/K)
such that W) = Wy
We shall show that this ¥ satisfies the condition in Lemma .20, namely that

(I)(“/(Ca)) = “/(‘I’(C)a)
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for all 0 | n.
We first note that

K (T(c)y) = Dy - Bo(Go) in H(Opp) 5,0 A),

where &, € /\T ! Hl(OE(D)sz,A) is the restriction of ® € /\T ! Hl(OE(n),Sn7A)*- Hence
one has N N

K (¥(c)y) = Dy®y(Cy) = Po(DyCy) = (K (2)),
where the last equality follows from the fact that <T>a is a lift of ® by construction. This
completes the proof of Lemma

7. RUBIN-STARK ELEMENTS AND IDEAL CLASS GROUPS

In this final section, we give a straightforward application of our theory in the original
setting considered by Rubin in [I8].

In this setting we shall (unconditionally) prove a strong refinement of previous results
of Rubin and of Biiylikboduk that were obtained under the assumed validity of Leopoldt’s
Conjecture. In addition, by a slightly more careful application of the same methods one
can also prove much stronger result in this direction (see Remark below).

At the outset we fix an odd prime number p (see Remark [6.19). We also fix a number
field K and a homomorphism

X GK — @Xv
that has finite prime-to-p order. We fix an embedding Q < Q, and set O := Z,[im(x)].
We write L for the field extension of K that corresponds to ker(x) and set A := Gal(L/K).
We suppose that all archimedean places of K split completely in L. (In particular, if K is
totally real, then we assume that y is totally even.)

For a Z,[A]-module X, we define its ‘x-part’ by

XX:={a € 0®z, X |o(a) = x(0)a for every o € A}.

We note that, since |A[ is prime to p, this module is naturally isomorphic to O ®z,a] X
where O is regarded as a Z,[A]-algebra via x.

We write T), for a free O-module of rank one upon which Gx acts by the rule

0-a:=Xeye(o)x Ho)a (0 €Gk, a€T),

where Xcye : Gk — Z, denotes the cyclotomic character. This Ty is usually denoted by
o) @ x L.

Let Fcan be the canonical Selmer structure on T, and recall that there is a natural
identification

(14) Hip, 3o (K, TY (1) =~ (2, ®z C(OL[1/p]))¥

)
Here C1(OL[1/p]) denotes the quotient of the ideal class group C1(Op,) of L by the subgroup
generated by the classes of all prime ideals that divide p.
We set 7 := |Ss(K)| and fix a finite set S of places of K such that

Soo(K) U Sram(L/K) C 8.

We always assume that |S| > r. (In particular, if L/K is ramified then we can take
S = Soo(K) U Spam(L/K).)
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We quickly recall some notations from §6.J1 We fix a pro-p abelian extension /K
that is sufficiently large to ensure Hypothesis is satisfied (for S U Sp(K)), and we
write Q(K/K) for the set of subfields of /K that are finite over K. For a finite abelian
extension F/K we set Gp := Gal(F/K) and S(F) := S U Siam(F/K). For a set ¥ of
places of K with S(F) C 3, we denote by X the set of places of F' which lie above a
place in 3. The ring of ¥ p-integers of F' is denoted by Opy. and we write 05/ »(s) for
the Y-truncated equivariant L-function for F//K (as defined, for example, in [2 §3.1]).

Since p is odd and /K is a pro-p extension, all places in S (K) split completely in
K. We label, and hence order, the places in Soo(K) as {v1,...,v,} and for each v; we fix
a place w; of Q that lies above v;. Since |S| > r we can also fix a non-archimedean place
vo in S and a place wy of Q lying above wy.

Then for each F' € Q(K/K) and each finite set ¥ of places of K with S(F) C X, the
Dirichlet regulator map induces an isomorphism of R[G, p]-modules

R@Z/\ LFE—HR@z/\ XLry

where Xy denotes the kernel Of the map P Z -w — 7 that sends ), a,w to

Ew Qo -

Under the stated assumptions on S, the functions s_THLF/KE(s) are holomorphic at
s = 0 (see [23] Chap. I, Prop. 3.4]) and, following Rubin [I8], one defines the ‘Rubin-
Stark element’ n7r/k 5 to be the unique element of R ®z N7 QLF]OLFE that the above
isomorphism sends to

wWEXLE

li_%S_T@LF/K,E(S) (w1 —wo) A+ A (wr — wo).
If ¥ contains Sp(kK), then Kummer theory induces canonical isomorphisms
(Zp @7 Ofp)* = H' (OLryx, Zy(1))X = H (O, T).

(Note that, since [L : K] is prime to p, L is disjoint from K and so one can define the
x-component of a Zy[Grr]-module.)

In particular, after fixing an embedding R — C,, we define nf FIKS to be the image of
nLr/K,x under the composite

R ®z /\ (’)ZFE c C,®z, /\ZP[QLF}HI(OLF,EUSP(KMZp(l))
— Cp®z, /\

T
with the second map induced by the projection

OlGF]
HYOrpsus, k), Zp(1)) = H' (Orpsus, (1), Zp(1)X = H (O sus, (1) Ty)-

For each F'in Q(K/K) we set S(F)p := S'U Spam (F/K) U S, (K)(= S(F)U Sp(K)) and
we assume that the group (Z, ®z OZF,S(F)I,)X is a free O-module.

Under this hypothesis the Rubin-Stark conjecture [I8 Conj. B'] predicts that the
element &5 : nLF/K S(F) belongs to ﬂro[gF]Hl(ORS(F)p,TX) (regarded as a submodule
of C, ®z, /\O[QF]H (OFrs(r),: Tx) via [4, Prop. A.7]).

In addition, if this conjecture is valid for every F' in Q(K/K), then the collection

S S
5 (C%x)F

H' (OFxus,x): Tx)
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forms an Euler system of rank r for the pair (T, ) (for a proof of this see [I8, Prop. 6.1]
or [21l Prop. 3.5]).

By applying Corollary in this setting, we can now prove the following result (the
context of which is explained in Remark [[3] below).

Theorem 7.1. Assume that

(a) x is neither trivial nor equal to the Teichmiiller character, that
(b) no place in S,(K) splits completely in L/K, and that
(c) either p > 3 or x? is not equal to the Teichmiiller character.

For each non-negative integer i define an ideal of O by setting
Ii(Ty) == (Li(k(c)) | ¢ € ES:(Ty, K))o,

where k(c) € KS,(Ty, F) is the Kolyvagin system constructed from c. Then the following
claims are valid.

(i) For each i one has I;(T)) C Fitty((Z, @z C1(OL))X).
(ii) If no place in S\ Seo(K) splits completely in L/K, then the inclusions in claim
(i) are equalities and there is an isomorphism of O-modules

(Zp ®z CYOL))* ~ EB Lipa(Ty) /Ii(Ty).
i>0
(iii) If the Rubin-Stark Conjecture is valid for LF/K for each F in Q(K/K), then one
has im(”i/}gs) C Fitth ((Z, @z C1(OL))X).

Proof. At the outset, note that assumption (c) is used simply so that we can include the
case p = 3 (see Remark [6.19)).

We next show that the conditions of Corollary are satisfied under the hypotheses
given above.

Firstly, under hypothesis (a) above, the O-module H'(O F.S(F), Iy) = (ZP(X’ZOZF, s( F)p)x
is easily seen to be free for every F' in Q(K/K) and so Hypotheses [6.1)i) is satisfied. We
also obviously have HO(F,Ty) = 0 and so Hypothesis [6.11(ii) is satisfied.

The field K is chosen so that Hypothesis is satisfied and Hypothesis is also
trivial in this case.

Hypotheses [7(i) and (ii) are trivial since Ty is of rank one over O (and so one can
take 7 = 1). Hypothesis [ 7](iii) also follows from the stated assumption (a): in fact this
is checked in [19, Lem. 3.1.1] (see also [11l Lem. 6.1.5]).

By [1I], Cor. 4.1.9(iii)] and [I3} Cor. 3.5(ii)], for all positive integers m, Hypothesis dL.2]
is satisfied for (T /p™Ty, Fcan, Pm) since in this case the coefficient ring is O. (Note
that in this case, the hypothesis (b) given above implies that the ‘core rank’ is equal to
r =S (K)|.)

Finally we consider the conditions (a) and (b) in Corollary In this setting the
validity of condition (a) follows directly from the assumption that all places in So(K)
split completely in L/K.

In addition, if no place in S\ S (K) splits completely in L/K, then the O-module

H(Ey, (Ty/pTy)" (1) = H*(Ew, O/(p) ® X)
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is easily seen to vanish for each non-archimedean prime w of E above SUS,(K). (Recall,
from §6.3] that E is a fixed auxiliary field in Q(K/K) that contains K (1) and is such that
E/K is unramified outside S U S,(K). For example, one could take £ := K(1).)

We have now verified that the hypotheses of Corollary [6I8[i) and (ii) are satisfied
under the given conditions (a), (b) and (c), and that the larger set of hypotheses of
Corollary [6.I8](iii) is satisfied if, in addition, no place in S\ So(K) splits completely in
L/K.

Next we note that, since y is both non-trivial and primitive, the natural projection
map (Z, @z Cl(OL))X — (Z, ®z Cl(OL[1/p]))X is bijective under the given condition (b).
Therefore the identification (I4]) implies that H(lfcan)*(K’ Y (1)) = (Z, ®7 CI(OL))* .

Given these observations, all of the stated claims follow directly from the result of
Corollary and the fact that CIR{?X = 77>L< K8 O

Remark 7.2. If K is totally real, then the assumption that places in Sy, (K) split completely
in L implies x is not the Teichmiiller character and so the condition in Theorem [T.1](a)
reduces to requiring x is not trivial. In regard to Theorem [TI(ii), note that if S =
Soo(K)USam(L/K) (which is permissable if L/K is ramified), then no place in S\ Soo (K)
splits completely in L/K. In all cases, it is straightforward to choose a set S that contains
Soo(K) U Spam(L/K) and is such that no place in S\ S (K) splits completely in L/K.

Remark 7.3. Theorem [TI] both refines and extends the results of Rubin in [I7] and [I§]
and, more recently, of Biiyiikboduk in [5]. (For example, the main result of the latter
article deals only with the case ¢ = 0 and assumes, amongst other things, that K is
totally real, L/K is unramified at p and, crucially, that Leopoldt’s conjecture is valid.)
In addition, under certain mild additional hypotheses, a more careful application of the
methods used to prove Theorem [1] allows one to prove that for a wide range of abelian
extensions L of K the higher Fitting ideals of Z, ®z Cl(Or) as a Z,[Gal(L/K)]-module
are determined by Euler systems of rank r for induced forms of the representation Z,(1).
For brevity, however, we defer further discussion of this result to a subsequent article.

Remark 7.4. The approach used to prove Theorem [(1] also leads to analogous results
for the twisted representations T\ (a) := T\ ®z, Zy(a) for arbitrary integers a. Taken in
conjunction with the known validity of the Quillen-Lichtenbaum conjecture, this in turn
leads to concrete new information about the Galois structure of even dimensional higher
algebraic K-groups.

To be a little more precise, in this setting the Rubin-Stark Euler system c%s defined
above can be replaced, modulo the generalized Rubin-Stark conjecture formulated by
Kurihara and the first and third authors in [3, Conj. 3.5(i)], by an Euler system that is
constructed in just the same way after replacing Rubin-Stark elements by the ‘generalized
Stark elements’ 77,k g(—a) that are introduced in loc. cit.

The same argument as in the proof of Theorem [[.I] then shows that for any integer
a, and all suitable characters y of Gal(L/K), the validity of [3, Conj. 3.5(i)] implies
that ideals of the form im(ny/k g(—a)X) are contained in Fitth(H%(OL 5, Zp(a + 1))X),
respectively in Fitt)((Z, @z Kaa(OL))X) if a > 0.

However, since no essentially new ideas are involved in this argument, we prefer not to
give any more details here.
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