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ON THE WEDDERBURN DECOMPOSITION OF THE TOTAL RING OF
QUOTIENTS OF CERTAIN IWASAWA ALGEBRAS

BEN FORRAS

ABSTRACT. Let G ~ H xT be the semidirect product of a finite group H and I' ~ Z,,. Let F/Q),
be a finite extension with ring of integers Ox. Then the total ring of quotients Q¥ (G) of the
completed group ring Op[G] is a semisimple ring. We determine its Wedderburn decomposition
by relating it to the Wedderburn decomposition of the group ring F[H].

INTRODUCTION

Let G = H x T be a profinite group that can be written as the semidirect product of a finite
normal subgroup H and a pro-p group I' ~ Z, isomorphic to the additive group of the p-adic
integers. (Then G is a 1-dimensional p-adic Lie group.) Let F' be a finite extension of Q, with
ring of integers O, and consider the completed group ring A7 (G) := Or[G]. Let ng be a large
enough integer such that Ty := TP is central in G. Let QF(G) := Quot(A®F(G)) be the total
ring of quotients of A9 (G).

The ring QF(G) is semisimple artinian, a fact due to Ritter and Weiss [RWO04]; it admits a
Wedderburn decomposition

Q" @)=~ @ M. (D).
x€Irr(x)/~r
Here Irr(G) denotes the set of irreducible characters of G with open kernel, and the equivalence
relation ~p on Irr(G) is defined as follows: two characters x,x’ are equivalent if there is a
o € Gal(F,/F) such that “(res, x) = resy; X’ where F\ = F(x(h) : h € H). For each equivalence
class, we have a skew field D,.

The aim of this paper is determining the Wedderburn decomposition of Qf(G), that is, de-
scribing the skew field D,, its Schur index s,, and the size n, of the corresponding matrix
ring.

If G = H x T is a direct product, then this is a trivial task: the Wedderburn decomposition of
QF (@) is directly determined by that of the group ring F[H]. Indeed, write

FH|~ @ M, (D)
nelr(H)/~p
for this Wedderburn decomposition. Then since A®F (G) = AF (T')[H], we get that
A"~ D M, (D) @r Dy).

nelrr(H)/~F

X

The relationship with the decomposition above is given by n = res% X, see [Isa76, Theorem 4.21].
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The semidirect product case is significantly more difficult. A first step was taken by Lau
[Laul2a, Theorem 1], who tackled the case when G is pro-p, that is, when H is a finite p-group.
Her methods make use of a theorem of Schilling also attributed to Witt and Roquette [CR&7,
(74.15)], which states that in this case, the Schur indices s, of the skew fields D,, are all 1: in
other words, each D, is a field. This is not true for general G. Note that the skew fields D, may
still have nontrivial Schur indices even when G is pro-p: an example of this phenomenon was
computed by Lau [Laul2a, p. 1232ff].

Nickel made strides towards obtaining results in the case of general G in [Nicl4, §1]. He
described the centre of the skew field D,, provided a sufficient criterion for a field to be a
splitting field thereof, and proved the following divisibilities:

sy | sy(F'(n) : Fy),

Ny | Ny

Here F(n) = F(n(h) : h € H); this is a finite extension of F).

The present work builds upon both of their approaches: we generalise Lau’s description of the
skew fields D, , and determine the missing factors in Nickel’s divisibilities. We now describe our
results.

Let us fix a topological generator v of I'. We let T' and Gal(F(n)/F) act on Irr(H): for
n € Irr(H), let "n(h) = n(yhy~t) and “n(h) = o(n(h)) for all h € H and o € Gal(F(n)/F).
These two actions are related as follows: for y € Irr(G) and 7 | res$, x an irreducible constituent
of its restriction to H, we define v, to be the minimal positive exponent such that v”x acts as
a Galois automorphism of F(n)/F on n; it can be shown that v, only depends on x. There is a
unique automorphism 7 € Gal(F(n)/F) such that

T ="n.
Furthermore, this 7 fixes F), generates Gal(F(n)/F)), and admits a unique extension as an
automorphism of D, of the same order.
Our main result is the following:

Theorem. Let F' be a finite extension of Q. Let e resp. f denote the ramification index resp.
inertia degree of the extension F(n)/Fy. Then
(i) ny = npfoy
(it) sy = spe
(iii) Dy ~ Quot (oDw> [X:7,7 — id}])
n

Here Df,Te) denotes the sub-skew field of D, fixed by 7¢, and T is a certain automorphism of it,
which has order e; its precise definition will be given in Section 4.4. The ring (’)Défq [[X;7,7—id]]
is the skew power series ring whose underlying additive group agrees with that of the power series
ring OD7<778> [[X]], with multiplication rule Xd = 7(d) X + (7 —id)(d) for all d € OD7<7T€>.

In particular, if F(n)/F) is totally ramified — which is the case, for instance, whenever G is
a pro-p group —, then the result states that D, ~ Quot (ODn ([X;7,7— id]]). In the pro-p case,
this is a more precise version of the description given by Lau mentioned above.

The material is organised as follows. Section 1 consists of a collection of background in pre-
existing work. Section 2 details the process of extending a Galois automorphism of a local field
to a skew field with this centre. Section 3 describes the skew power series rings appearing in our
main result. Section 4 contains a study of the extension F(n)/F, and the precise formulation of
the statements above. Section 5 relates the Galois action of Gal(F'(n)/Fy) to the group action
of I on Irr(H). We prove our main result in the totally ramified case in Section 6, and extend
this to the general case in Section 7.
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Appendix A relates the skew power series ring above to higher local fields, generalising results
of Lau [Laul2a; Laul2b]; this is a question of independent interest, and the results therein are
not used in the rest of the paper.

This paper contains results obtained in Chapters 2, 3 and 5 of the author’s doctoral thesis
[For23].
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Notation and conventions. The letter p always stands for an odd prime number.

The word ‘ring’ is short for ‘not necessarily commutative ring with unity’. A domain is a
ring with no zero divisors; in particular, principal ideal domains (PIDs) and unique factorisation
domains (UFDs) are not necessarily commutative, and we will give their respective definitions
at the appropriate juncture. The term ‘integral domain’ is reserved for commutative domains.
If R is a ring, Quot(R) stands for the total ring of quotients of R, which is obtained from R by
inverting all central regular elements; when R is an integral domain, this is the field of fractions,
and to emphasise this, we use the notation Frac(R) instead.

We will abuse notation by writing & for a direct product of rings, even though this is not a
coproduct in the category of rings.

For a ring R, the ring of n x n matrices is M,,(R). The n x n identity matrix is 1,,.

The centre of a group G resp. a ring R is denoted by 3(G) resp. 3(R). An algebraic closure of
a field F is denoted by F°. Overline means either topological closure or residue (skew) field, but
never algebraic closure. If S is a finite set, then #5 denotes its cardinality.

For n > 1, p, stands for the group of nth roots of unity. For a field F', we write u,, (F') for the
group of nth roots of unity in F.

In our notation, we make a clear distinction between rings of power series and completed
group algebras: we use double square brackets for the former and blackboard square brackets for
the latter. E.g. Z,[[T]] is a ring of power series, and Z,[I'] is a completed group algebra.

In Sections 4 to 7, we will fix a base field F'. Most of the objects at hand depend on the choice
of this field. This is not always reflected in our notation: in order to prevent it from becoming
too cumbersome, the field F' is usually suppressed from it. If the choice of the base field is
particularly relevant, for example because we are comparing objects coming from different base
fields, we attach the base as a superscript to our notation, e.g. writing Df instead of D,.

1. ALGEBRAIC PRELIMINARIES

1.1. Schur indices. A general reference on Schur indices is [CR87, §74]. We also mention the
classical book [Yam74]. Let H be a finite group, and let F' be a finite extension of Q,. Then
the group algebra F[H]| is semisimple (Maschke’s theorem), and its Wedderburn components
correspond to Galois orbits of irreducible characters of H:

(1.1) FlH) = @ M., (D).
n€lrr(H)/~F

Here D, is a skew field, Irr(H) is the set of F'°-valued irreducible characters of H, and two
characters n,n’ € Irr(H) are equivalent, denoted n ~p 7/, if there exists some o € Gal(F(n)/F)
such that “n = n’ where F'(n) = F(n(h) : h € H). The dimension dim;(p, ) Dy, is a perfect square,
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and its square root s, is called the Schur index of the irreducible character 1 over F' resp. the
(Schur) index of the skew field D,,. In our notation, we suppress the fact that the size n,, of the
matrix ring, the skew field D, as well as its Schur index s, depend on the field F.

The Schur index of an arbitrary skew field D is the minimal degree m such that there is a
degree m extension E of 3(D) that is a splitting field of D, that is, E ®;py D — M, (E) for
some n. In fact, every maximal subfield of D is a splitting field, and its degree over 3(D) is the
Schur index, see [Rei03, Theorem 7.15(i)].

In the setup of (1.1), one can also express the Schur index of D, in terms of characters as

follows. Let
vi= > o)

oc€Gal(F(n)/F)
be the sum of all Galois conjugates of 7, where F(n) := F(n(g) : ¢ € H). Then the Schur index
sy is the minimal positive integer such that s, is the character of an F-valued representation
of H; in the literature, this is often referred to as the Schur index of the character n over F'. For

a character 1 as before, its Schur index is the same over F and F(n), that is, sf' = 55(77), see
[CR81, Theorem 74.5(iii)].

The following statement is essential for our work:

Theorem 1.1 ([Wit52, Satz 10]). If H is a finite group, then all Schur indices of skew fields
occurring in the Wedderburn decomposition of F[H| divide p — 1.

n

1.2. Iwasawa algebras, characters and idempotents. Let G be a profinite group. For F/Q,
a finite field extension with ring of integers Op, define the Iwasawa algebra of G over Op as

A9F(G) := Op @z, A(G) := Op @z, Z,[G] = Or[F].

Let QF(G) := Quot(Or[G]) denote its total ring of quotients. For brevity, we will write Q(G) :=
Q% (G) and Q°(G) := Q ®g, Q(G). Note that Q¥ (G) = F ®g, Q(G) by [RW04, Lemma 1].

Let us specialise to the case when G = H x I', where H is a finite group and I' ~ Z, is
isomorphic to the additive group of the p-adic integers.

Let Ty := I'""” where ng is chosen such that I'y C G is central. This is the case when ng is
large enough: indeed, since G is a semidirect product, failure of I' to be central comes from the
homomorphism ¢ : I' — Aut(H) defining conjugation by elements of I" not being trivial. However,
since H is finite, so is Aut(H), wherefore ¢ has open kernel in T'. All such open subgroups are
of the form T?" for some n > 0. Therefore if ker(p) = I'?" then I'*"° is central in G whenever
no > n. Fix a topological generator v of I', and let v := +?"".

As in [JN19, §4.2] and in the proof of [RWO04, Proposition 5], the Iwasawa algebra resp. its
total ring of quotients admit the following decompositions:

p"0—1
A9 (G) = €D AF(To)[H]Y,
i=0

no_1

(1.2) Q" (G) = P Q" (To)H]"
=0

Moreover, QF(G) is a semisimple artinian ring, as shown in [RW04, Proposition 5(1)]. On the
other hand, the Iwasawa algebra A®F (G) is never semisimple.

As QF(G) is semisimple, it can be studied further by investigating its Wedderburn decompo-
sition. This can be done by considering characters and their associated idempotents as follows.
By a complex resp. p-adic Artin character we shall mean the trace of a Galois representation on
a finite dimensional vector space over C resp. Q, with open kernel. Let Irr(G) denote the set of
absolutely irreducible p-adic Artin characters, and let x € Irr(G).
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Let 7 | resy; x be an irreducible constituent of the restriction of x to H. Write w,, := (G : G,)
where G, is the stabiliser of 1 in G; this is a power of p since H stabilises 7, and it can be shown
that w, only depends on x. Let F\, := F(x(h) : h € H); this is contained in F'(n). The field F(n)
is abelian over F, as it is contained in some cyclotomic extension, hence the extension F'(n)/F)
is Galois.

Using Clifford theory, one can show — see [Nicl4, Lemma 1.1] — that there are irreducible

constituents 71, ...,n,, of the restriction res% x such that there is a decomposition
Vy wy —1 )

0 A YD YD ST Sa
i=1 c€Gal(F(n:)/Fx) 9€G /Gy =0

This shows that irreducible constituents of res% x are all G-conjugates of one another. Moreover,
it follows that the index w,, depends only on x. Since H is a normal subgroup, this shows that for
a given y, the field F'(n) does not depend on the choice of 7). In particular, all degrees (F'(n;) : Fy)
are equal. It follows readily that the number v, satisfies

(1.4) wy = vy - (F(n) : Fy)
In particular, the degree (F'(n) : Fy) is a power of p because w,, is. Note that w, is independent
of F. The number v, depends on x (and F'), but for x (and F) fixed, it is independent of the

choice of 7, since both w,, and (F(n) : Fy) are.
As in [RWO04], we have the following idempotents:

e(n) = % > n(h™Hh € F(n)[H], ex = Y e(®n) € F(n)[H].
heH 9€G /Gy

Following [Nicl4, (3)], we also wish to consider analogous idempotents with F-coefficients; this
is achieved by taking the respective Galois orbits. For this, note that (1.3) implies

_ x(1) -1
= gy 2o N € ()

showing that e, in fact has coeflicients in F . The respective idempotents over F' are then defined
as follows.

e(n) = Z e(’n) € F[H], €y 1= Z o(ey) € F[H].
c€Gal(F(n)/F) o€Gal(Fy /F)
Ritter and Weiss showed [RW04, p. 556] that every primitive central idempotent of Q°(G) is of
the form ey; it follows that primitive central idempotents of QF (G) are of the form e,. Finally,
we note the following consequence of (1.3):

vy—1

Ex = Z e(mi)-

=0

1.3. Skew power series rings. Let R be a noetherian pseudocompact ring, that is, it is a com-
plete Hausdorff noetherian topological ring with a fundamental system (L;);c; of open neigh-
bourhoods of zero such that L; C R is a left ideal and each R/L; is a finite length R-module.
Let 0 € End R be a ring endomorphism, and let § : R — R be a o-derivation, that is, a homo-
morphism of additive groups such that for all r,s € R, d(rs) = §(r)s + o(r)d(s). Suppose that §
is o-nilpotent. We refrain from giving the definition of o-nilpotency in general. In the case when
o and 6 commute, which is the only case we shall encounter in this work, this is equivalent to §
being topologically nilpotent, that is, for all n > 1 there is an m > 1 such that for all £k > m,
there is an inclusion 6*(R) C (rad R)", where rad R is the Jacobson radical of R.
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For such a ring R, endomorphism o, and derivation §, one can define the formal skew power
series ring R[[X;o,0]] as the ring with underlying additive group R[[X]] and multiplication
defined by Xr = o(r)X + d(r) for r € R. Nilpotence of § is needed to ensure that multiplication
is well-defined, that is, the coefficients of any product converge in R. We refer to [SV06, §§0-1]
for details. In the sequel, we drop the adjective ‘formal’.

1.4. Skew fields over local fields. We begin with some generalities on cyclic algebras; see
[Rei03, §30] for details. Let L/F be a finite cyclic Galois extension of fields of degree s, with ¢ a
generator of Gal(L/K). Let a € F* be a unit. Then the cyclic algebra A := (L/F,,a) is defined
to be the F-algebra

s—1
(1.5) (L/F,s,a) =P Lo,
=0

where « is a formal nth root of a, and « obeys the multiplication rule aza™! = ¢(x) for all

x € L. Cyclic algebras need not be skew fields; a criterion for when this is the case is given by
the following theorem of Wedderburn.

Theorem 1.2 ([Rei03, (30.7)], [Lam01, (14.9)]). Let L/F be a cyclic Galois extension with
generator s of degree s. Let A :== (L/F,¢,a). Then A is a skew field if a has order s in the norm
factor group F* /Ny, p(L*), that is, when a,a®,...,a* 1 ¢ N p(L*).

The theory of skew fields over local fields was originally laid out by Hasse in [Has31], a
presentation of which is available in [Rei03, Chapter 3]. We provide a brief review of the results,
some of which are used extensively throughout this work.

Let R be a complete commutative discrete valuation ring, K = Frac R its field of fractions.
Let D be a skew field with 3(D) = K and Schur index s. By extending the valuation from K to
D, one can show that D contains a unique maximal R-order, which is the integral closure of R
in D, cf. [Rei03, Theorem 12.8].

Under the additional assumption that the residue field of R is finite, the skew field D can be
described explicitly: see [Rei03, §14]. In this case, K is a (1-dimensional) local field. Write ¢ for
the order of the residue field of R. Let K (w) be the cyclotomic field extension of K obtained by
adjoining a primitive (¢° — 1)st root of unity w. Then K (w) is a maximal subfield of D, called
the inertia field (unique up to conjugacy in D).

Fix a uniformiser m € K. Then there exists a uniformiser 7p in the maximal order of D such
that 7§, = m, and there exists 1 < r < s coprime to s such that wawgl = w?" . The fraction
r/s € Q/Z is called the Hasse invariant of D. Let ¢ € Gal(K(w)/K) be the automorphism
defined by o(w) = w?"; this is a power of the Frobenius and a generator of the Galois group
Gal(K(w)/K). The maximal order in D is generated by mp and w as an R-algebra. In other
words, D is the cyclic algebra

s—1

(1.6) D = (K(w)/K,o,mk) = P K(w)rh.
=0

Since K (w) is a maximal subfield of D, it is also a splitting field. A splitting isomorphism can
be described explicitly as follows.

(1.7) K(w)®x D M(K(w))
rT®1—xl,
1® x +— diag (z,0(z),...,0° ()
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o1,
1®@7mp —
1
iy ... 0
We let ¢ denote the composite map
(1.8) 0:D— K(w)®r D= My(K(w)),

where the first arrow is ¢ — 1 ® = and the second one is (1.7). Then ¢ maps D isomorphically
onto its image (as rings), see the proof of [Rei03, Theorem 14.6].

1.5. Reduced norms and SK;. For the definition of the reduced norm map on a central simple
algebra, we refer to [CR81, §7D] and [Rei03, §9]. This extends to arbitrary semisimple K-algebras
as follows: if A = @?:1 A;, where each A; is a central simple algebra with centre K, then there
is a reduced norm map nr 4, /x, in each component, and their product defines a homomorphism

nra/;A) = @nrA,;/K,, c A —)j(A) = @Kz
i=1

i=1
Caveat: this extension to semisimple algebras differs from that in [CR81, §7D] and [Rei03, §9b].

Remark 1.3. In the case A = Q(G), a special case of a conjecture attributed to Suslin predicts
that nr: K1(Q(G)) — 3(Q(G9))* is injective, or in other words, that SK;(Q(G)) = 1. See [Mer94,
p. 250] for the conjecture on SK7, and [RW04, Remark (E)] for why it is applicable in this case.

The conjecture was originally formulated by Suslin in [Sus06, p. 125]. This original version
concerns a homomorphism ¢ from SK; of a division algebra to a certain quotient of the 4th étale
cohomology group of its centre with values in ,LLE%?’ where s is the Schur index. Suslin proved that
 is an isomorphism when s = 2, and conjectured it to be injective for s an arbitrary prime. If
the centre has cohomological dimension at most 3, the aforementioned étale cohomology group
vanishes, and injectivity of ¢ would then force SK; to vanish as well.

Progress towards vanishing of SK;(Q(G)) has been made in [RW05, Corollary, p. 167], [Laul2a,
§3], [Laul2b], and most recently in [JN20, §12]. See also Proposition A.5 and Lemma A.8.

2. EXTENDING (GALOIS ACTION TO SKEW FIELDS

This section is concerned with the question of extending a Galois automorphism of the centre of
a finite dimensional skew field over a local field to the entire skew field, under certain assumptions.

Let K be a local field, i.e. a finite extension of either F,((t)) or Q,. Fix a uniformiser my of
K, and let IF; be the residue field of K, with ¢ a power of p. Let D be a skew field with centre K
and index s. Recall the cyclic algebra description of D from (1.6): let w be a primitive (¢° — 1)st
root of unity, and let o € Gal(K(w)/K) be the Galois automorphism defined by o(w) = w9,
where 7 /s is the Hasse invariant of D. Note that o is a generator of this Galois group. Then

s—1

D= (K(w)/K,0,mk) = @ K(w)rh,
1=0

where 7%, = 7x and Tpw = o(w)7p.
Let K/k be a Galois p-extension of local fields, and let 7 € Gal(K/k) be a Galois automor-
phism of order d (necessarily a p-power). The situation is described by the following diagram;
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uniformisers are on the left, residue field orders are on the right.

TK D) q

/\
\/

. K7 oq

k

Furthermore, assume that the index s | (¢, — 1); in particular, s is coprime to p. Our objective
is to extend 7 to an automorphism of D with the same order d as 7: this will be accomplished
in Proposition 2.7.

Lemma 2.1. The extension K(wp)/K is a cyclic Galois extension, totally ramified of degree s.

Proof. Indeed, mp has minimal polynomial X® — 7 € K[X], which is Eisenstein, hence the
extension is totally ramified. Let (s be a primitive sth root of unity: this is contained in K{7 C
K because s | (¢ — 1). The roots of X* — mx are of the form (!mwp, which are therefore all
contained in K (7p). Hence the extension is Galois, and a generator of the Galois group is given
by 7 +— (sTk- O

The automorphism 7 preserves the valuation of K, wherefore
(2.1) T(rg) =€ Tk
for some £ € O). Under the decomposition O = p,—1 x U}, we can write € = ( - u where
¢ € pg—1 and u € Uy, where U}, = {u € O : u=1 (mod 7g)} is the group of 1-units. Let us
write N, (—) for the norm map from K to K.

Lemma 2.2. The elements €, ¢ and u all have norm 1 in K(7:

1= N(.,.)(E) = N<T>(C) = N<T>(u).
Proof. Apply N7 to (2.1):

N<T> <7TK) = N<,,-> (E)N(ﬂ (ﬂ'K)

It follows that
(2:2) 1= Nry(e) = N7y (Q) - Nizy ().
Since u is a 1-unit, so is its norm, that is, Ny (u) =1 (mod 7). Then (2.2) shows that N (¢)
must also be a 1-unit. On the other hand, ( is a root of unity of order prime to p, and thus so is

its norm. The groups of 1-units resp. roots of unity in O K have intersection the p-power roots
of unity. Therefore N, () = 1, which forces Ny (u) = 1 as well. O

Lemma 2.3. The element ( € uq—1 has order dwzdmg , that is, C € fh(g—1)/(g,—1)-

Proof. By definition, the cokernel of the norm map N, (—) on fig—1 is the Oth Tate cohomology

group:
N¢ry (=) T ;
Hg—1 —— Mé_>1 = Mg, —1 = H° (<T>aﬂq71) .
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Since (7) is a p-group, and pi,—1 has order prime to p, this cohomology group vanishes, so N,y(—)
is surjective on roots of unity of order prime to p.
It follows that the kernel of the norm map N, (—) has order

#hg-1 _ q—1
H#hg, -1 ¢r—1
Since pq-1 is a cyclic group, the kernel is the unique subgroup of this order, which is f1(q—1)/(¢, —1)-

Lemma 2.2 finishes the proof.

Lemma 2.4. The Galois automorphism T € Gal(K/k) admits an extension to an element of
Autk (K(TFD))

Proof. Extending 7 to K(7p) means defining 7(7p). For valuation reasons, this must be of the
form ep-mp for some ep € Olﬁ (np)’ and it has to satisfy 7(wp)® = 7(7},). The latter is equivalent
to requiring €%, - mx = € - Tk, that is, €}, = €. So extending 7 to K(7p) means finding an sth
root of €.

Let us once again use the decomposition ¢ = ¢ - u coming from OF = g1 X U}.. Since s
is coprime to p by assumption, the sth-power-map is bijective on 1-units, so v has an sth root.
Moreover, we know that ¢ € f(4—1)/(q,—1) and that s | ¢- — 1, whence ¢ € ji(4—1)/s, Which implies
that ¢ also has an sth root.

In conclusion, there exists an e p with the desired properties; in fact, the argument above shows
that such an ep is contained in K. It is easily seen that this gives rise to an k-automorphism of
K(mp) extending 7. O

The extension of 7 to K (7p) as given in Lemma 2.4 is not unique: there is a choice of a root
of . However, if we stipulate that the extension must have the same order d as the original 7,
then the extension becomes unique.

Lemma 2.5. The Galois automorphism T € Gal(K/k) admits a unique extension to an element
7 € Auty, (K(mp)) of order d.

Proof. As we have seen in the proof of Lemma 2.4, an extension of 7 to K(mp) is determined by
an element ep € O such that

(2.3) ep =¢.
Since 7%(mp) = N7 (ep)7p, this extension has order d if and only if
(24) N<T>(6D) =1.

We first show uniqueness. Suppose ep, e, € O satisfy both (2.3) and (2.4). Comparing (2.3)
for ep and €5, we find that (¢;/ep)® = 1. Hence €, = ep for some £ € ps(K). From (2.4) it
then follows that N,y (§) = 1. Since s | (¢ — 1), all sth roots of unity are already contained in
K™, that is, we have yi,(K) = ps(K (™). In particular, £ € K7, and so N, (§) = £ The dth
power map is bijective on ps(K), hence £ = 1, which proves uniqueness.

Now we turn to existence. Let ep € Oj be an element satisfying (2.3); the existence of such
an element is guaranteed by Lemma 2.4. From Lemma 2.2 we have that

1= Ny(e) = Niry(ep)®.
Therefore N(y(ep) = (¢ for some a. Since d is coprime to s, the dth power map is bijective on
ws(K), and so there exists a unique sth root of unity C e s (K{™) such that ¢d= ¢¢. Then

Ny (C_l 'ED) =t =1

Replacing the given ep by 5_1 - e€p, we get the unique root of £ which makes (2.4) hold. (|
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Lemma 2.6. K(7p)/K ") is a Galois extension with Galois group (7) x Gal(K(rp)/K).
Proof. On the one hand, the extension 7 defined in Lemma 2.5 generates a subgroup
(7) € Autger) (K(mp))
of order d, which is a p-power. The subgroup
Gal(K(mp)/K) € Autg ) (K(7p))

has order s, which is coprime to p. Consequently, the intersection of these two subgroups is
trivial. An automorphism in Gal(K(7p)/K) maps mp — (imp for some i. By the assumption
slg—1,¢ € K7, so it is fixed by 7. Moreover, as noted in the proof of Lemma 2.4, we
also have ep € K. As a consequence of these last two facts, it follows that 7 commutes with all
automorphisms of the extension K(np)/K. We conclude that there is an embedding

(7) x Gal (K (7p)/K) — Autg (- (K(mp)),
where K€ is a fixed algebraic closure of K. We can bound the order of the latter automorphism
group:
# Aut ) (K (7)) < (K(WD) : K<T>) - (K : K<T>) (K(np) : K)
= #(7) - # Gal (K(7p)/K) .
Therefore the embedding above is surjective, and the claim follows. O
Proposition 2.7. Let K/k be a Galois p-extension of local fields, and let T € Gal(K/k) have

order d. Let D be a skew field with centre K and Schur indez s, and assume that s | (g — 1).
Then there is a unique extension of T to an element T € Auty (D) of order d.

Proof. The field extension K (w)/K is unramified of degree s. Since s is coprime to d, the extension

arises from the unique unramified extension Ké:

25) of K{7) of the same degree s by base change.
Moreover, the extensions K(w)/K and K/K(™ have coprime degrees, so the two extensions
K/K() and K‘ggs)/K<T> must be disjoint over K7, and there is an isomorphism

(2.5) Gal (K(w) /K<T>) ~ Gal (K (w)/K) x Gal (K/K<T>> .

We let 7 be the Galois automorphism corresponding to the pair (id, 7). Note that this does not
mean that 7 acts trivially on w.
Define an extension T of 7 to D by setting
(W) :=7(w),
T(TFD) = ’7~'(7TD) = EpPTD.
We check that this is indeed a homomorphism, that is, it is compatible with the noncommutativity
rule Tpw = o(w)Tp:

T(rpw) =epnp - 7(w) =¢ep - o7 (w) - 7p La%(w) “Ep - TD,
1 (0(w)mp) = 7o (w) - epmp = 0F(w) - pTD.

In T we used that ep € K, which is the centre of the skew field. In I we used that the group
Gal(K (w)/K ™)) is abelian: indeed, we have seen in (2.5) that it is the direct product of two
cyclic groups.

It is clear from the definition and Lemma 2.5 that T has the prescribed order and that it is
unique. g
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As the extension of 7 just constructed is unique, we will abuse notation and write 7 for T in
the sequel.

3. SKEW POWER SERIES RINGS

We retain the notation of Section 2. For simplicity, we will assume that k& = K (7. In this
section, we study the skew power series ring Opl[[X; 7, d]] where ¢ := 7 —id.

3.1. Well-definedness and basic lemmata. First we will check that the relevant skew power
series ring is well defined; see also Section 1.3.

Proposition 3.1. Let Op denote the unique maximal Ok -order in D. This is a noetherian
pseudocompact ring, an T is a topological automorphism of it.

Let 6 == 7 —id. Then § is a continuous left T-derivation, it commutes with T, and it is
T-nilpotent. Thus the skew power series ring Op[[X; 1, 0]] is well-defined.

For the proof of Proposition 3.1, we will need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Forn>0andd e Op:

5" (d) = i(—m*@ (2‘) (d).

£=0

Proof. The proof is by induction. The assertion is true for n = 0 and n = 1. Assume it has been
proven for n. Then

51 (d) = 6 (0"(d)) = T (i(—l)” (7) T‘<d>> e (G

£=0

S+ ))
- %(_1)(%1)*5 ("Z 1>7f(d). -

£=0
Proof of Proposition 3.1. The ring Op is a noetherian ring with unity. It is pseudocompact: the

two-sided ideals L; := Opmt, for i > 0 form a fundamental system of open neighbourhoods of
zero, and for any ¢ > 0, Op/L; is of finite length over Op. Indeed,

OD/LZ' D) ODTFD/Li D ODW%/Li D...D ODﬂ'iD_l/Li D ODW})/Li =0
is a finite composition series. The ring Op is complete with respect to the mp-adic topology, and
the ideal mpOp is invariant under 7 by construction (cf. Lemma 2.4), hence 7 is a topological

automorphism.
The endomorphism (7 — id) is indeed a 7-derivation:

Va,y € Op : (1 —id)(zy) = 7(zy) — zy
=7(@)y —ay +7(2)7(y) — 7(x)y
= (r—id)(z) -y +7(z) - (1 —id)(y).
It is continuous because T is.
Write e for the ramification index of K (7p)/Q,, that is, 7%, is p times a unit in K(7p). Let
d € Op, and apply Lemma 3.2 with n := (K : k). Since p is odd, and (K : k) is a power of
p, and 7 has order (K : k), the first and last terms of the sum cancel out, and all remaining
terms contain ((Kék)) for 0 < £ < (K : k). Since (K : k) is a power of p, these coefficients are
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all divisible by p, and therefore 7%, | §(5:%)(d). Using induction and the fact that both 7 and the
identity preserve mp-adic valuations, we obtain that

(3.1) w6 | 67K (a) Vi>1.
Moreover, we have that
(3.2) w0 | 6%(d) VEk > i(K : k)

since both 7 and the identity preserve mp-adic valuations.

We use the observations of the previous paragraph to show 7-nilpotence of §. The ring Op
has Jacobson radical Opmp. Since 7 and § commute, T-nilpotence is equivalent to topological
nilpotence, that is, we need to show that for all n > 1 there is an m > 1 such that for all & > m:
§%(Op) C Op7}. Let n be given. If m is chosen to be large enough, or more precisely, chosen
such that m > i(K : k) where 4 is such that ei > n, then the divisibilities (3.1) and (3.2) above
show the claim. Thus 7-nilpotence is established.

As explained in Section 1.3, the skew power series ring Op[[X; T, d]] is then well-defined. O

Remark 3.3. The statements above form a special case of [SV06, Lemma 1.6], where the proof
is given more generally in the case when 7 and § commute.

The multiplication rule Xd = 7(d)X + 0(d) admits the following generalisation to higher
powers of X.

Lemma 3.4. Forn>0 andd € Op:

xrd=3" <7Z> TS (d) X
1=0

Proof. The proof is by induction. For n = 0, the claim is vacuous, and for n = 1, it holds by
definition. Note that 7 and § commute. Now assume that the claim has been proven for n. Then

X=X X"d=XY (T;) Fign i (d) X
=0

0 (T ((Z‘) Tiani(d)) X 45 <(Z‘> Tiani(d)> XZ)
(<’Z> TS d) X (7;) Tiani“(d)XZ')
(7))

<n i 1) s D=i(g) X, 0

7

Il

?

I Il
P 1M I
t a7t &

(=)

=

3.2. The centre. We will show that the centre of the skew power series ring Op[[X;7,7 —
id]] is the power series ring O[[(1 + X)*) —1]]. One containment can be seen through a
straightforward albeit nontrivial computation, whereas the converse requires embedding the skew
power series ring into a matrix ring, using ideas going back to Hasse.

Proposition 3.5. The centre of Op[[X; 7,7 —id]] contains O [[(1 + X)) —1]].

Remark 3.6. We will see in Corollary 3.8 that this is in fact the full centre.
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To tackle the sums of products of binomial coefficients appearing in the proof of Proposi-
tion 3.5, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.7 ([Knu97, §1.2.6, (23)]). Let r,n € Z, r >0, t € R. Then

S0

Proof of Proposition 3.5. The automorphism 7 fixes k, therefore every element of Oy is central.
It remains to show that for all d € Op,

(14 X)ER g = d(1 + X)ER

We expand both sides using the binomial theorem, and show that the respective coefficients
agree. The right hand side is

(K:k)

K:k)
. X)(Kk) — ( Xt
(3.3) d(1+ X) lz; ("
We compute the left hand side:
(K: k)
(14 X)ER g = ( )de
(K: k) j )
(K k)Z()T(W Hd) X! Lemma 3.4
(K:k) (K:k)
(K:k P
(3.4) ZZ( ()
=0 gj=1
The coefficient of X* in (3.4) is
(K:k) (K:k) j—i . . .
K (K : — )
Z (( k))( > Figi— 1 Z _7 i— é( . k)) (J) (] , Z)Tz-‘rl(d)
=i J ! = o J !

T

where we used Lemma 3.2 and then exchanged the order of summations. We claim that the
coefficient in the brackets is

o B (L)

For this, recall the following well-known property of binomial coefficients, see e.g. [Knu97, §1.2.6,

(20)]: | |
OUORCUICES!
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Using this, and then applying Lemma 3.7 with ¢ := 0, we find that the left hand side of (3.5) is

S (0T () S (0007

B ((Kz‘: k)) (6 - <<KO: k) — >)

The second binomial coefficient here is 1 if £ = (K : k) —i and zero otherwise, which proves (3.5).
Therefore the coefficient of X* in (3.4) is

where we used that 7 has order (K : k). This agrees with the coefficient of X* in (3.3) for all i.
The proof is concluded. O

Corollary 3.8. The centre of Op[[X;7,7 —id]] is O[[(1 + X)E*) —1]]. Moreover, the skew
field Quot(Op|[X; 7,7 —id]]) has Schur indezx (K : k)s.

We introduce the following notation. For brevity, we will write 7 := (1 4+ X )5 — 1,

0 = Opl[[X;7,7 —id]], D := Quot(D),
Oc 1= Orco[(1+ X)) 1] Oy 1) €= Frac (O).
05 = Ok[[(1+ X)W - 1] = O[T, £i= Frac (O2),
O = O4[[(1 + X)EHR — 1] = O[], § = Frac (Og).

Proof. First, observe that © is a (noncommutative) domain, because Op is a domain and 7 is
an automorphism: this is [Ven03, Corollary 2.10(i)]. Therefore the total ring of quotients @ is
a skew field. Proposition 3.5 then shows that the square of the Schur index of this skew field
divides the dimension over §. This dimension is

(3.6) dimz® = (K : k) (D : k) = (K : k)* 52,
On the other hand, ® is a left E-vector space of dimension
(3.7) dime® = (K : k)(D: K(w)) = (K : k) s.

Note that € is a subfield of ©. We will show that it is in fact a maximal (self-centralising) subfield.
Assuming this for a moment, we deduce the statement of the Corollary. The dimension dimg D
equals the Schur index of ®. This in turn equals dimyg) €. Since 3(D) 2 F by Proposition 3.5,
the equations (3.6) and (3.7) above show that this containment is in fact an equality, as desired.
The assertion about the Schur index follows.

Consider the composite map defined in (1.8):

¢:D— K(w)®x D = My(K(w))
d—1®d

The second map here is the splitting isomorphism of (1.7). This map is an isomorphism onto
its image. Moreover, D is a vector space over K (w) with basis %, for 0 <i < s, and the image
¢(D) has K (w)-basis ¢(7%) for 0 <i < s.

Extending scalars, the map ¢ gives rise to a homomorphism

¢ : Quot (Op[[T]]) = € ®e Quot (Op[[T]]) = M; (€)
by letting ¢ be the identity on 7.
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We define an £-vector space homomorphism
(38) @@-)Qf@,{:@—)M(Kk)g (Qf)

The first map sends an element d € ® to 1 ® d. The second map is the unique E-linear map
determined by the following two properties: for g € Quot(Op[[T]]), it maps 1 ® g to the block
diagonal matrix

0(g) = diag ($(9), 7(2(9)): 7(@(9)); - TP ((9)) )

and it maps 1 ® X to
-1 1

CI)(X) = ' . . - 71(K:k)sa
1, 1,
-1, 1, (K:k) ‘
(14X)E:R) g 1. (1+X) 1,
where 14 is the s X s identity matrix. Since every element G(X) € © can be written as
(K:k)—1

GX)= Y gD +X),

i=0
where g;(T) € Quot(Op[[T]]), extending these assignments as
(K:k)—1
G(X)) = Y (TP +X)’

i=0
indeed defines a homomorphism as in (3.8). Moreover, for all d € D, the multiplication rule
O(1+ X)P(d) = 7(2(d)P(1 + X)
of skew power series rings is satisfied: indeed,
O(1+ X)P(d)

1, w(d)
1, T(p(d))
2(p(d))

(1+X) R ) A (1 (1))

7((d))
2 (p(d))

R ()
(1420 ()
(@) 1,
2(p(d) L.
_ (o)

.. old) (14X) k) q

=7(®(d)P(1 + X).
So @ is an £-algebra homomorphism. Since ® is a skew field, the kernel of ® is either zero or ®,
and it is clear from the definition of ® that it is not the zero map. Hence ® is injective.

At last, we turn to showing that € is a maximal subfield of ®. Since ® is an isomorphism onto
its image, this is equivalent to showing that ®(€) is a maximal subfield in ®(D).
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Let o be a primitive element of the field extension K/k. Then the Galois conjugates 7/ («)
are pairwise distinct for 0 < j < (K : k). Let o be as in (1.7). Then the elements ¢*(w) are also
pairwise distinct for 0 < ¢ < s. Since 7 and ¢ have coprime orders, we conclude that the diagonal
matrix ®(aw) has pairwise distinct entries in its diagonal.

Suppose A € ®(D) centralises ®(€). Then in particular, it commutes with ®(aw). By the
previous observation, this forces A to be diagonal. But it is clear from the definition of ® that
diagonal matrices have preimage in &, hence A € ®(€&), proving that € is a maximal (self-
centralising) subfield of D. O

Remark 3.9. The above realisation of ® through matrices is based on ideas of Hasse, which he
used in his work on skew fields over local fields. See [Has31, Satz 40] for the original proof, or
[Rei03, Theorem 14.6] for a more modern reference.

As the centre of © is now determined by Corollary 3.8, we shall use the notation
3(D) = Frac(Ox[[(1 + X)"H —1]), Oy) = Op[[(1 + X)W — 1))
instead of § and Oz from now on.

3.3. Maximal orders and maximal subfields. We finish this section by a collection of results
about the skew power series ring Opl[[X; T, d]].

Lemma 3.10. O is a mazimal Oyp)-order in D.

Proof. The statement follows from [Ven03, Corollary 2.10(iii)], which states that if R is a complete
local ring with maximal ideal m, A = R[[T;0,d]] a ring of skew power series over R, gr,, R a
noetherian maximal order in Quot(gr,, R), and the reduction & of ¢ to R/m is an automorphism,
then A is a noetherian maximal order in Quot(A).

We check that the conditions of this Corollary are satisfied. In Venjakob’s notation, R := Op,
m = 7pOp, A := 9. The associated graded ring gr, o, Op is isomorphic to the polynomial
ring Op[t] where Op = Op/mpOp is the residue field; a priori, this should be a residue skew
field, but seeing that it is the same as K(w) shows that it is actually a field. Just as in the
commutative case, the isomorphism is given by

g0, On = @ Opr) /Opriy " = K(w)t]
=0
[ﬁ) mod 77?1] >t
The polynomial ring K (w)[t] is noetherian, and a commutative PID, hence a normal ring (see

[Sta23, Lemma 00GZ]), and thus a maximal order in its field of fractions K (w)(¢).

Moreover, Op is indeed complete in the mpOp-adic topology. Finally, the map 7 is an auto-
morphism, and therefore so is its reduction to the residue field K (w)[t]. Thus the cited Corollary
is indeed applicable. O

Lemma 3.11. Let p C Oyp) be a prime ideal of height 1. Then there is a unique maximal

O;0),p-order in Dy, where Oyp) , is the ring obtained by first localising Oy o) at p and then
taking completion in the p-adic topology, and f)p = Frac(@ﬁ(g) p) ;) D.

Proof. The localisation Oy, of O;p) at p is a discrete valuation ring, see [Rei03, Theo-

rem 4.25(i)]. Therefore its completion Oy, is a complete Hausdorff discrete valuation ring.
Then the assertion is a special case of the existence and uniqueness statement for maximal orders
in skew fields over complete discretely valued fields, see [Rei03, Theorem 12.8]. g

Proposition 3.12. O is the unique marimal O;(py-order in D.
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Proof. Let A be a maximal (’)5(9) -order in ®. Since the property of being a maximal order can
be checked locally at helght 1 prlmes or at the (algebraic) completlon [Rei03, Theorems 11.4-5],
the completed localisation A = Oé(@) p RO, (o) A is a maximal (9 (@),p-order in Z)p for all height
1 prime ideals p C O;(9).

According to Lemma 3.10, O is a maximal Ojp)-order in ©. Lemma 3.11 shows that for all
height 1 prime ideals p C O,(9),

ﬁp = ’5137

where 55,3 = (53(@),,3 R0, (o) £ is the completed localisation of O at p. We conclude that for all
height 1 prime ideals p C O,(9),

Ay =DNA, =DND, =9,.

Consequently, we have the following chain of equalities:
A=A, =9 =9
p p

The first and the last equalities are due to [Rei03, Theorem 4.25(iv)] and the fact that A and O
are reflexive by [Rei03, Theorem 11.4]. O

Lemma 3.13. Let E C D be a mazimal subfield. Then Frac (Og[[(1 + X)) —1]]) is a maz-
imal subfield of ©. In particular, Frac ((’)K(w)[[(l + X)(Kk) 1]]) resp. its image are mazximal
subfields.

Remark 3.14. For E = K(w), this was already shown in the proof of Corollary 3.8.

Proof of Lemma 3.13. The ring in question is clearly a subfield. Its dimension over the centre is
(E:k)=(F:K)(K:k)=s-(K : k), which is the Schur index of © by Corollary 3.8. The
assertion follows from [Rei03, Corollary 28.10]. O

As an aside, we state a result regarding £ which shall not be used later. For this, we need
to recall some notions about noncommutative rings. For us, a UFD is a noetherian domain A
such that all height 1 primes p of A are principal, and the quotient ring A/p is a domain. In the
context of the following proof only, a PID will be understood to be a ring whose two-sided ideals
are all principal. This is in line with the terminology of [Ven03]. Note that there exists a stricter
definition of a noncommutative PID, which requires that all left ideals and all right ideals be
principal.

Lemma 3.15. O = Opl[[X; 7,7 —id]] is a UFD.

Proof. The assertion follows directly from [Ven03, Corollary 7.4]. This states that if R is a local
PID with maximal ideal generated by m € R such that R is complete with respect to the m-adic
topology, and if ¢ is an endomorphism of R such that its reduction to R/7 R is an automorphism,
then R[[Y;0,4]] is a UFD for all o-derivations ¢ such that the multiplication law is well-defined.

Indeed, this result is applicable in our setting: the base ring Op is a local principal ideal
domain with 7p generating the maximal ideal, with respect to which Op is complete; and 7 is
an automorphism of Op, thus it also induces an automorphism on Op /7pOp. O

4. THE WEDDERBURN DECOMPOSITION

4.1. Wedderburn decompositions and their skew fields. The group ring F[H] is semisim-
ple by Maschke’s theorem. Consider its Wedderburn decomposition

FiH]= @ M, (D),

nelrr(H)/~F
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where the equivalence relation is as in (1.1), and each D, is a finite dimensional skew field over
its centre F'(n). In particular, the statements in Section 1.4 apply to D,. Let Op, denote the
unique maximal Op-order in D,,.

We introduce some notation. Fix a uniformiser m, of F(n), and write 7p, resp. w for the
elements 7p resp. w of Section 1.4. Then 7, = 7%"7], and w is a root of unity of order ¢,", where
qn is the order of the residue field of F'(n), and s, denotes the Schur index of 7. Recall the
well-known relationship

(4.1) n(1) = syny,.
between degree, Schur index and the size of the matrix ring; see e.g. [CR87, Remark 74.10(ii)].
Note that 7(1) is independent of F' while s,, and n,, are not.

Setting 5,7 = QF(IN(Ty) ®p () Dy, the Wedderburn decomposition of F[H] induces the fol-
lowing decomposition of @ (T'g)[H]:

QN To)H = P M., (Dy).

nelrr(H)/~p
Lemma 4.1. ]NDT, is a skew field with centre 3(5,,) = QFN(Ty) and Schur index s,,.

Proof. The ring ﬁn is a simple algebra with centre 3(5,7) = QF((T'y) by [Rei03, Theorem 7.6].
We now prove that D, is a skew field; the argument is essentially the same as in [NP19,
Lemma 2.10]. Let & denote the image of the embedding

ACro(Tg) — {0} < A7 (Ty) ®0p Ob,-

n)
Then G is a multiplicatively closed subset, it is central in l~)n, and contains no zero divisors.
Moreover, lN)n is the localisation of A9Fm (T) ®0p, Ob, at &. Therefore by the previously
listed properties of &, the localisation Bn is a skew field if and only if A9Fm (') ®0p, Ob,
is a domain. Fix an isomorphism A(T¢) ~ Z,[[T]] sending 7o — (1 + T'). This extends to an
isomorphism
A9re (Tg) @0, Op, ~ Op, [[T]].
The ring of formal power series over a domain is a domain. Hence 5,7 is a skew field.

To show the assertion on the Schur index, consider the subfield Q¥ (M (@)(T) of 5,]. Using the
fact that F(n)(w) is a splitting field for D,,, a routine computation shows that this is a splitting

field for D,;:
l~)77 K Qrm (Ty) QF(")(“’)(FO) = M;, (QF(W)(‘”)(FOD .
The Schur index can be read off from the size of the matrix ring. O

The algebra Q' (G) is semisimple artinian: we write
QF(g) ~ @ M, (Dy)
x€lrr(G)/~r
for its Wedderburn decomposition. Let s, denote the Schur index of D,: then analogously to

(4.1), we have x(1) = syn,, see [Nicl4, Corollary 1.9].

Definition 4.2. For 1 < j < n,, let féj) be the element corresponding to the n, x n, matrix
with zeros everywhere but in the jth entry of the diagonal and 1 there, under the isomorphism

e(n)F[H] ~ My, (Dy)
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f7(]j) o 1

0

These are indecomposable, not necessarily central idempotents, and the following identities
hold:

My
(£)" = £ = 1=, ety =>_ £,
j=1
The last equality holds because the matrices corresponding to the f,gj )s sum up to the iden-
tity matrix in My, (D), which in turn corresponds to the identity element e(n) in e(n)F[H].
Furthermore,
0 0

(42)  Dy=| Cn My (Dy| ~ £ FIHe) ;) = £ FIH-
- ~
Indeed, multiplying an n X n matrix by the matrix corresponding to f7(,j ) from both left and right

just means picking the jth diagonal element.
The above constructions also work in the group ring QF (T'g)[H], that is, after tensoring with

QF (To):
(43) Dy = [ Q" (To)[Hf.
Here we tacitly identify f,gj ) with 1 ® fn(j ), and we shall continue to do so in the sequel. These

idempotents were used to study Wedderburn decompositions of Iwasawa algebras in [Nicl4,
Theorem 1.11] and in [Laul2a, Theorem 1].

Analogously, one can define f>(<j ) as
Ex Q" (G) ~ M, (Dy)
0
el
"

The relationship between the idempotents f>(<j ) resp. féj ) associated with X resp. 1, where 7 is

an irreducible constituent of res% X, will be studied in Section 6.2.

4.2. The extension F(n)/F,. As before, let F' be a finite extension of Q,. We begin this section
by describing the Galois group of F(n)/F) in more detail: we show that it is cyclic, and describe
a generator which behaves well with respect to the group action of I'.

Definition 4.3. Let v, be the minimal positive exponent such that v”x acts as a Galois auto-
morphism on 7:

Uy i= min {O <i<wy:3ITE Gal(F(n)/F),Vin = Tn} .

Note that v, | w, since "X = 1 by definition of wy. We write 1)5 whenever we want to
emphasise that the ground field is F.
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Remark 4.4. The number vgp was introduced in [Laul2a, p. 1223]. There is a typo in that

P

definition: if ¢+ = 0 would be allowed then 7 = id would satisfy the conditions, and vg would

always be zero.

Recall from (1.3) that v, is the number of irreducible characters of H whose Galois orbits
sum up to res% X-

Proposition 4.5. The Galois group Gal(F(n)/Fy) is cyclic of order wy /vy, and vy, = v,. Any
7 € Gal(F(n)/F) such that V" *n = Ty is a generator of Gal(F(n)/Fy), and in fact, there is
exactly one such T.

In the sequel, the symbol 7 = 7F shall denote this unique automorphism (or an extension of
it, as constructed in Section 2). We shall no longer use the non-standard notation vy, always
writing v,, instead.

Remark 4.6. Proposition 4.5 is an improvement upon [Nicl4, Lemma 1.1], where it was shown
that wy, = vy (F(n) : Fy). Furthermore, it is a direct consequence of Proposition 4.5 that the
fixed field L occurring in Lau’s description of the centre of D, is in fact Q, ,; see Proposition 1
and Theorem 1 of [Laul2a).

Proof. Let T € Gal(F(n)/F) be as in the definition of v,. We first show that it is in fact in the
subgroup Gal(F(n)/Fy). # Suppose that this is not the case, that is, 7 does not preserve some
element of F\, = F(x(h) : h € H). It follows that

7(res, x) # resy; x.
Notice that the character on the left hand side contains "n as a summand since 7 | res% X, and

that the right hand side contains "7 as a summand since res% X = z;‘;"gl “’in. We now exploit
these observations:

wy—1 ) wy —1 )
res?, ¥ = Z Ty = Z e ("YUX 77) shifting ¢ by v, modulo w,
i=0 i=0
wy—1 )
=>_ 7 () =Ty
i=0
wy —1 ] . .
(%) = ()
i=0
=T (res% X) -

This contradicts 7(resy; x) # res$, x, 4 hence 7 € Gal(F(n)/Fy). In the penultimate step, the
statement that the actions of 7 and I'" on 7 commute follows directly from their definitions:
indeed, for all g € " and h € H,

(@ ("m)) (h) = ("n) (ghg™") =7 (n (ghg™")) =7 (*n(h)) = (" (%n)) ().
Consider the characters ¥ 5 for 0 < k < vy. These are all in separate Gal(F'(n)/F')-orbits:
that is, for any ¢ € Gal(F(n)/F) and 0 < k, k" < v, distinct, we have
(4.4) TP ).
7 Indeed, suppose the contrary an = ’l’(Vk,n). Without loss of generality, we may assume k > &/,

and then V" n = 7 because the v- and Galois actions commute. But 0 < k — k' < k < vy,
which contradicts minimality in the definition of v,. 4
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We will now play the two decompositions of res% x off against each other:

vy—1 wy —1 vy —1 %_1
i £ k
(4.5) E E Y = res$ x = E Tn= E E T (7 n) .
J=0 yeGal(F(n)/Fy) i=0 k=0 £=0

where 7 is still as in the definition of v,, and n; was defined in (1.3). Observe that the summands
on the right hand side are all different, that is,

7t (’ykn) 7& 7 (yk’n) unless £ = ¢ and k = k.

Indeed, for k # k', this is (4.4). For k = K/, this is because 7 (an) = ("Ykn) is equivalent to
n= T _Zn, which means that 7~ fixes F(n), that is, it is the identity automorphism, and so

¢ = {. (In fact, the same argument shows that if ¢, ¢’ € Gal(F(n)/F) then w(an) # ¥ (Vk/n)
unless ¢ = ¢’ and k = k'.)

On the left hand side of (4.5), we have full Galois orbits, so this must also be true on the right
hand side. It follows that v, = v,, and we may assume 7)) = an up to renumbering. Moreover,
Gal(F(n)/Fy) is generated by 7; in particular, it is cyclic of order w, /v,.

Finally, we show that there is only one 7 € Gal(F(n)/F)) for which 77 = 5. As we have
already seen, any such element is a generator of the Galois group Gal(F(n)/Fy). The Galois
group is a p-group, therefore generators are of the form 7" with p t n, n a positive integer. The
condition in the definition of v, reads

T =""n,
The left hand side here is equal to 7" "7, thus the ns satisfying this condition are precisely the

ones for which nv, = v, mod wy, or equivalently n = 1 mod w, /v,. Since the Galois group has
order w, /vy, this proves uniqueness. O

Remark 4.7. Proposition 4.5 also shows that v, does not depend on the choice of the topological
generator v: indeed, vy, = w,/(F(n) : Fy), and neither the index w, = (G : G;)) nor the degree
(F'(n) : Fy) depend on the choice of 7.

Remark 4.8. We describe how 7 changes upon choosing a different topological generator of I'.
Let ;1 be another topological generator of I', and let 7 be the automorphism associated with it
by Proposition 4.5. Then v; = * for some z € Z;'. Using the defining property of 7 and 71 and
the fact that v, does not depend on the choice of a topological generator (Remark 4.7), we have
the following sequence of equalities:

Ty = (M)’JX?7 — (“/z)“’<77 — (VUX)ZU — Tzn.
The uniqueness part of Proposition 4.5 shows that 7 = 77.

Lemma 4.9. Let F, C E C F(n), and let 78 resp. 7F denote the automorphisms given by
Proposition 4.5 for the ground fields F resp. E. Then 7% = (r7)(FFx) and vF =vl(E:Fy).

Proof. Since the extension F(n)/F, is cyclic, it is clear that (77)(F*) € Gal(F(n)/E), and

F
.. F\(E:Fy) o (BiFy) )
this is a generator. Moreover, (7" )" X'y = 71X 1, hence v | vf (E : Fy). Let us write

Ey _  F(p.
vt =wv (B Fy). .
Suppose that ¢ € Gal(F(n)/E) is such that ¥n = 7~ 7. Then ¢ is also a generator, and

o (B:Fy)

t B K :
Vip=7%n=7> n = (=) Fx)n, which shows that ot = (7F)#), Since both v and
Yt = (7F)(F ) are generators of the finite p-group Gal(F(n)/E), we have p { t. On the other
hand, vf;(E : F\) is a p-power, and thus so is t. Hence t = 1, which finishes the proof. 0
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Write r,, /s, for the Hasse invariant of D,. We apply the results of Section 2 with D := D,
and K := F(n), Tg =Ty, ¢ = qy, § '= 8y, 7 i=1y, w:=w, 7:= 7 and k := Fy.. The extension
F(n)/Fy is a Galois p-extension: its degree divides the p-power w,; moreover, it was shown in
Proposition 4.5 that F(n)(") = F, . The condition on the Schur index is satisfied by Theorem 1.1:
we have divisibilities s, | (p — 1) | (¢- — 1). So the extension process is applicable. Finally, we
extend 7 from D, to l~),7 by letting 7(v0) := 7o.

4.3. Galois theory of D,. Let e resp. f denote the ramification index resp. inertia degree of
the extension F'(n)/F,; note that these are both powers of p. Consider the subgroup (7€) of the
automorphism group of D,, and let D,<,T ) denote its fixed skew field. Let s* denote its Schur
index.

Lemma 4.10. The skew field D7<7Te> has centre F(n){™).

Proof. Since D,, has centre F(n), the fixed skew field has centre containing F(n){""). It remains

to show that every central element of Df,TE> is central in D,,. For this, it is sufficient to show that

it commutes with the two F'(n)-generators mp, and w. Let z be central in D,<7Te>.

Consider the element ¢ := 7%(wp, ) - ... 7%/ (7p,). This is T°-invariant, hence contained in
DfIT€>. As seen in Lemma 2.4, 7 acts on 7p, as multiplication by a central unit, wherefore ¢ is
a central unit times W{)". Since Wg’n is central, and s, and f are coprime, there is a power of ¢
that is a central element times mp, . It follows that z7mp, = mp, 2.

Now consider u := 7¢(w)-...- 7/ (w). Letting ¢ denote the residue order of F(n), we may write
7°(w) = w?" where 1 < n < Sy. Then u = w@ =D/~ We claim that u is also a primitive
root of unity of order ¢°» — 1. Then since zu = uz, it follows that zw = wz as desired. It remains
to show that w has the claimed order, which is equivalent to

nf _ 1
ged (q ,qS"—1> =1.
q" =1
Let a be the greatest common divisor on the left hand side; then a surely divides ged(q™/ —

Lg% — 1) = g&edrfisn) — 1 = geed(msn) _ 1 where in the last step we used ged(f,s,) = 1. In
particular, a | ¢" — 1, and so ¢"* = 1 (mod a) for all i > 0. Therefore

nf _ 1
qqnifl ="V Yy 4¢"+1=f (moda)
This shows a | f. But f is a power of p while a | ¢°» — 1, so this is possible only if a = 1. O

By Galois theory (of fields), we have (F(n) : F(n)™) = f and (F(n){"" : F\) = e. Recall
the following corollary of Hilbert’s theorem 90 for GL,,, see [Ser80, Proposition X.1.3]:

Lemma 4.11. Let L/K be a finite Galois extension and V a finite dimensional L-vector space
equipped with a semilinear action of Gal(L/K). Then L ®k VGaAL/K) 4V a®@uv i v is an
isomorphism of E-vector spaces.

Lemma 4.12. We have dim ey Dy, = f and s* = s,,.

DT

Proof. Applying Lemma 4.11 with L := F(n), K := F(n)"™"), Gal(L/K) = (r¢), V := D, we
get an isomorphism of F(n)-vector spaces

(4.6) F(n) K p(n)(re) D§T€> = D,,.
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We compute the F(n){™")-dimension of both sides. On the right hand side of (4.6), we can do
this in two ways:

dim () -o1 (Dy) = dimpyirer (DY) - dim ey Dy = (%) - dim e Dy,

D"
dim () o) (D) = (F(n) : F(n)m) ~dimpg) Dy = f - (s9)%.

In the first equation, we used Lemma 4.10. On the left hand side of (4.6), since F'(n) and foe>
are disjoint over F(n){™"), we have

dim ) (F(0) @pigyonr DY) = (F(n) = () ) dimpy o0 DY) = £+ (572,
again using Lemma 4.10. Since all these dimensions agree, we conclude that dim <) Dy = f
n
and s* = s,,. ]

The skew fields above and their respective dimensions are depicted in the following diagram.

D77
f
Sn Sn

F(n)(w) F(n)(np,) Dy
Py (o
e \
F(n)h F(n)™)
g /
FX

4.4. Description of the Wedderburn decomposition. The following Theorems 4.13 and 4.14
describe the Wedderburn decomposition

Q" (G) ~ @ My, (Dy).
x€lrr(x)/~r
Theorem 4.13. Let F' be a finite extension of Q. Let e resp. f denote the ramification index
resp. inertia degree of the extension F(n)/Fy. Then
(Z) nX = nnfvx;
(1t) sy = spe.
The two assertions are equivalent because ny s, = x(1) = wy,n(1) = efv,n(1) = efoyny,s,.
Let Df,Te> denote the skew field fixed by 7¢ inside D,. This is a skew field of Schur index s,
with centre F(n)(w){™"). Let 7 denote the image of 7 under the natural map Gal(F(n)(w)/Fy) —

Gal(F(n)(w)™/F,) resp. its unique extension to Df,TE> as an automorphism of order e.

Theorem 4.14. Let F' be a finite extension of Q. Let e resp. f denote the ramification index
resp. inertia degree of the extension F(n)/Fy. Then

D,, ~ Quot ((’)D7<7r6> X, 7,7 — id]]) .

We will first prove Theorems 4.13 and 4.14 in the case when F(n)/F) is totally ramified in
Section 6. We then extend these results to the general case in Section 7.
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Corollary 4.15. Every maximal A9F (Tg)-order in QF (G) is isomorphic to one of the form

B wMa, (Open [X:77 —id]]) "

X€lrr(G)/~r
where u, € GLy,, (Quot(@Dﬁqu [X;7,7— 1d]]))

Proof. Let us write O := (’)Défq [[X;7,7—id]] and D := Quot(D). Proposition 3.12 states that O
is the unique maximal O;(p)-order in ®. Therefore M,, (9) is a maximal O,(p)-order in M,, (D)
by [Rei03, Theorem 8.7].

The ring O;p) is a DVR and M,, (D) is a central simple 3(®)-algebra, therefore [Rei03,
Theorem 18.7(iii)] is applicable, which states that every maximal Oyp)-order in M, (D) is of
the form u, M, (O)uy' where u, is as in the statement.

The module Oy(p,) is finitely generated over A®F(Tg). It follows that M, (O) is also a
maximal A" (I'g)-order in M,, (D). The proof is concluded by invoking the fact that maximal
orders behave well with respect to direct sums, cf. [Rei03, Theorem 10.5(ii)]. O

5. GALOIS ACTION AND I'-ACTION

Let F' be a finite extension of Q,. In this section, we begin investigating the Wedderburn
decomposition of the semisimple ring QF (G).

The Wedderburn decomposition of the group ring F[H] is well understood: the skew fields
occurring can be described explicitly. Therefore the same holds for Q¥ (I'g)[H]. A fundamental
idea is that together with the decomposition (1.2), this provides a way to attack QF (G).

5.1. 6, and 6,. Consider the abstract Wedderburn isomorphism of the central simple F(n)-
algebras

(5.1) F[H]e(n) ~ My, (Dy).

Upon tensoring with Q¥ (I'y), this gives rise to the following isomorphism of central simple
QF(1)(Ty)-algebras

(5.2) Q" (T)[He(n) = My, (Dy).
On the left hand side, we have an action of conjugation by v¥x. This is because H is a normal

subgroup of G, and yxe(7n)y~x = e("7n) for all o € Gal(F(n)/F), so conjugation by «x acts
by permuting the summands e(“7n) of £(n).

Remark 5.1. Note that v, is the minimal positive integer for which conjugation by v"x acts
on F[Hle(n). Indeed, in the proof of Proposition 4.5 we have seen that for 0 < k, k" < v, and
¥, € Gal(F(n)/F), we have ¥(Y"n) # ¥ (*" 1) unless ¢ = 1/ and k = k’. Hence conjugation
by v* does not preserve F[H]e(n).

On the right hand side of (5.2), there is an entry-wise action of 7. We shall now relate these
two actions. Let x resp. X be elements corresponding to each other under the Wedderburn
isomorphism (5.2):

Q" (To)[H]e(n) =~ My, (D)
x4 X
We adopt the convention of denoting elements corresponding to each other by the same letter,
lowercase on the left and uppercase on the right.

To emphasise where each action is coming from, we introduce the following notation. We write
AUxxy T =YXz for the yVx-conjugate on the left, and d(X) for the corresponding element on
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the right. Similarly, on the right hand side we write 7(X) for the matrix obtained from X by
applying 7 entry-wise, and let 0,(x) be the corresponding element on the left hand side. This
defines automorphisms on the both sides of (5.2):

5, € Aut(M, (D), 6 € Aut(QF (Io)[H]e(n)).

Remark 5.2. Caveat: one could also let 7 act coefficient-wise on the left hand side, but since all
coefficients are in F', this would just be the trivial action. This is not the same as §,, and we
shall not use this action.

Remark 5.3. Everything in this section really takes place over finite groups. Indeed, since x has
open kernel in G, the action factors through a finite quotient of G containing H as a normal
subgroup. Conjugation by v*x acts the same as conjugation by the image of v*x in this quotient
group. Moreover, we could have avoided tensoring by Q (I'g): indeed, since Ty is central, con-
jugation acts trivially, and 7 was extended so that 7(vg) = 70. We nevertheless state everything
in terms of QF (I'y)-tensored algebras, as this is the form in which results of this section will be
used in the sequel.

Proposition 5.4. The two actions just defined agree on the respective centres. In formule: on
the group ring side,
Y (_ —
( )ls(QF(Fo)[H]e(n)) o 67’5(QF(F0)[H]€(77))’

and equivalently on the matriz ring side,

57‘3(MM(5")) = T\;,(MM@U))-

Proof. By definition of 6, and é., the two statements are equivalent, so it is enough to prove one
of them: we shall prove the former. In the proof, we will work over the group ring F'[H] instead
of QF(Ty)[H], which is permissible by Remark 5.3.

Consider the following commutative diagram, which we explain below.

F[H]e(n) = My, (Dy)

l

Fe[H]e(n) = P MaF9)
oc€Gal(F(n)/F)

D D g @ MR
oceGal(F(n)/F) oceGal(F(n)/F)

The first row is the Wedderburn isomorphism (5.1). The second row is obtained by extending
scalars to F°, i.e. tensoring with F° over F. It’s clear what happens on the left hand side.
On the right hand side, recall that F*° is a splitting field for D,, over its centre F(n), so there
is an isomorphism F° ®@p,;) D, ~ M, (F€); also recall that n(1) = n,s,. Since the tensor
product is taken over F' and not over F(n), we get a component for each Galois automorphism
in Gal(F(n)/F), or in other words, for each embedding F'(n) < F°. The vertical map on the left
is inclusion. On the right, the map is induced by entry-wise application of the embedding

D’I — D’fi ®F(77),U F° ~ Mn(l)(FC)
r—r®l

in each component.
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The third row of the diagram is induced from the second row by the decomposition of &(n)
into components e(?n). Let £(7n) € M,1)(F*) denote the image of e(?n) under the isomorphism
in the second row; then E(“n) is the identity matrix in the o-component and zero elsewhere. We
write

poy : FE[H]e(Tn) = Myay(F)E(7n) = My (F°)
for the o-part of the map in the third row. On H, this is a representation with character 7.
Let z € 3(F[H]e(n)) be a central element. Then for all o € Gal(F(n)/F),

pon(2) = ﬁ Tr (poy(2)) - B () = ——n(2) - E (°7),

where by abuse of notation, “7n denotes the F°-linear extension of the character “n: H — F° to
the group ring F°[H].

A central element of M, (D,) is of the form Z, = al,, where o € 3(D,) = F(n). Let
za € 3(F[H]e(n)) be the corresponding central element in the group ring under the top horizontal
map. By commutativity of the diagram, the images of Z, and z, in the bottom right corner
coincide:

(5.3) S c(Z)ECn= Y —n)E( ).

1
ocGal(F(n)/F) o€Gal(F(n)/F) n( )

We compute the image of 7"~ z4:

1 v
> = () B = —= T (za) B (Tn)
caaicrinm) 1) !
o€Gal(F(n)/F)

o€Gal(F(n)/F)
(5.4) = > 0 (Zr(a)) E(On).
o€Gal(F(n)/F)

In this sequence of equations, the first step is applying the definition of 7. The second equality
holds because F'(n)/F is abelian (it is contained in some cyclotomic extension). The third equality
is (5.3), and the last one is by definition of Z, and abelianity of F'(n)/F.

The expression (5.4) is the image of Z(,). The corresponding group ring element is z;(q),
which, by definition of 0., is the same as d,(z,). This concludes the proof. O

The automorphism 67! o 7™ (—) of the central simple QF("(Ty)-algebra QF (To)[H]e(n) is
therefore trivial on the centre. Pursuant to the Skolem—Noether theorem, see [CR81, Theo-
rem 3.62], there is a unit y, € QF (T'o)[H]e(n)* such that for all z € QF (Ty)[H]e(n),

67t <vax) =y, T y;l.
Equivalently we may write
(5.5) " =0 (yy) - Or () - 61 ().

The corresponding equations for matrices also hold: if V;, € GL,, (137,) denotes the element
corresponding to g, under (5.2), then for all X € M,, (D,),

(5.6) 67(X) = T(Yn) 7T(X) - T(Yn_1)~
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As pointed out in Remark 5.3, everything takes place over F[H], so in fact we may assume
Yy € F[H]e(n)* and Y, € GL,, (D). It should be noted that the Skolem-Noether theorem
only determines the units y, and Y, up to central units in their respective ambient rings. By
induction, (5.5) and (5.6) admit the following generalisations: for all v, | ¢,

(5.7) Va =6 (yy) - 6% () - 61/ x () - 51/ (') 6= (")
(5.8) 5}/% (X)=7(Yy) - Fi/vx (Y,) - i/ vx (X)- 7/ (Ynfl) ST (Ynfl) .

We shall write
Aijy, i=1(Yy) - 7/X(Y,) € GLy, (D)

for the conjugating element in (5.8), and

Aifv, = 67’(?/77) T 63—/% (yn) € F[H]E(n)x

for the corresponding element in (5.7). Here we work with a fixed character n, which is why it’s
convenient to suppress it from the notation a;/, ; in Section 7.1, we will vary 7, and there we
will write a,) /., . It follows from the definitions that if v, | i, j, then

(5.9) Aifo, T A /0) = Al fos

and similarly

(5.10) Aifu, 074 /0,) = ity o, -

The element a,no /y, is central in QF (Ug)[H]e(n). Indeed, for all z € QF (Tg)[H]e(n):

ng _1

(5.11) r="2=""0=aym/, 0¥ ) (apm /UX)_I = apro /o, - T (Apno fu, )

Deﬁ/rllition 5.5. Let 7, := (a1) "'y =6, (y, ') 7*x, and let I} be the procyclic group generated
by 7,

Remark 5.6. The element 77’7’ plays a role not dissimilar to the element «, of Ritter—Weiss resp. 'y;(
of Nickel, see [RW04, Proposition 5] resp. [Nic14, Lemma 1.2], hence the notation. In analogy with
the Ritter—Weiss construction, we will define an element ~," whose &(1)-component is (v, )W/ Vx
in Section 7.1.

Lemma 5.7. For j > 1, we have (v,/)! = aj_lvj“X.
Proof. Use induction and (5.10):
()’ = (an) 71y (aj-1) VT = 60 (a2 ) () T = () T O

5.2. Conjugating indecomposable idempotents. Later it will be necessary to keep track
of what happens to the idempotents féj ) under conjugation. To ease notation, we restrict our

attention to delineating the behaviour of fél) with respect to conjugation: the general case of
,(,j ) is completely analogous.
We shall need the following observation from linear algebra. Let D be a skew field, and let
n > 1. Let IT : M,,(D) — D be the map sending an n x n matrix (z; ;) to its (1, 1)-entry z1 1. The
map II is additive and D-linear: in other words, it is a D-vector space homomorphism, where D
acts on M, (D) by left multiplication. Note that II fails to be multiplicative in general.

Consider the identity

1 T . T1nm 1 x1,1
( O > ( : : ) ( 0 > O
- 0 E7;,1 I'I;,n - 0 . 0
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On the subspace of n x n matrices of this form, IT becomes a D-vector space isomorphism with
respect to left D-multiplication:

(5.12) H:( 0.. )Mn(D)< O.' >-+D.
"0 "0

On this subspace, II is also multiplicative: indeed, the product of two such matrices is again a
matrix of this shape with the (1, 1)-entries multiplied. That is, II is a ring isomorphism on this
subspace.

Lemma 5.8. Let A, B € GL, (D). Then there is an isomorphism of 3(D)-vector spaces:

! 0 10 N
Oap:A . A~'M,(D)B . B'S D
) )

A<“_h>A1XB(0_w)B1Hn<<”_w>A1XB(”_h)>

Remark 5.9. The source of I14 g is a subset of M,, (D), but it need not be a sub-D-vector space.
It is, however, a 3(D)-vector space with respect to left multiplication. Different matrices X can
lead to the same element on the left, but the map II4 5 is still well-defined.

Proof of Lemma 5.8. The assertion is clear from (5.12): the map II4 p is II precomposed with
left multiplication by A and right multiplication by B~!. O

Lemma 5.10. Let A,B,C € GL, (D). Then there is the following multiplication rule: for all
X,Y € M, (D),

o (a( Yaoms (" ) (5( Yoove(" )er) -
(s as( Yo Joe(” o)

Remark 5.11. On the right hand side, one could cancel B~! and B and one of the two idempotents
diag(1,0,...,0) in the middle. The formula is presented in this way because this is the form in
which it will be applied.

Proof. The first formula in the statement is, by definition of II4 g resp. Il ¢,

n<<3_O>A1XB(1_W)).H<<?”O>B1yc<1,w>).

As seen in (5.12), IT is multiplicative on these matrices, hence this is equal to the following:

n<<1,O>A1XB<1,O)B1.B<1,O>Blyc<l,o)>.

This, in turn, is equal to the second formula by definition of II4 ¢, and the equality is thus
established. d

Let us now specialise to the case D := 1377. Passing through the Wedderburn isomorphism
(5.2), the ring isomorphism II in (5.12) gives rise to a ring isomorphism

(5.13) m: VN (To)[He() £V = £V Q" (Do) [H]f{) = D,
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Let a,b € QF(I'g)[H]e(n)* be two units corresponding to A, B € GLn(f?n). By pre- resp.
postcomposing II4 g with the Wedderburn isomorphism (5.2) resp. its inverse, we define maps

Tap. These are 3(D,)-vector space isomorphisms (Lemma 5.8) satisfying a multiplication rule
analogous to Lemma 5.10.
Regarding the conjugation action studied in Section 5.1, we thus have the following:

Lemma 5.12. Let vy | i,j. Then there are 3(l~)n)-vector space isomorphisms

1 1
i (7)) anog s [ ));f}
©j Oy ng\m) " Oy s
0 0

iy fD - QF (To)[Hle(n) - fD =
Moreover, I =11y o and m = m ¢.

Proof. Let 11, j := HAL/WX Ay oy and apply Lemma 5.8. The isomorphism ; ; is then obtained
via the Wedderburn isomorphism (5.2). O

Remark 5.13. The conjugate 7" fn @ = = f (7 ‘)7_ is also an indecomposable idempotent, but it

need not be of the form f,, ") for some k. As illustrated by the following example, this is not even
the case for the corresponding matrices:

GHEHED T =0CHEN(A D) =),
5.3. Ring structure of f,(,l)QF(g)fél). The module f,(,l)QF(g)f77 )is a ring: indeed, if z,y €
QF (@), then addition and multiplication rules in fél)QF(g) ,(,1) are as follows:
FafD + BVl = G0 @+ o) £V,
f,gl)xf,(ll) -fél)yf(l) - fnl)(xfnl) ) 7(11)_

The unity element is fél). We will now describe the multiplication rule in more detail.
Under the decomposition (1.2), an element » € QF(G) can be written as

oo

p"0—1
(5.14) r= Y an, zeQ"To)H],
=0

and similarly for y. When considering f,(,l)x 7(, ), we may, without loss of generality, restrict the

summation to indices ¢ divisible by v,. This is parallel to [Laul2a, p. 1224] and [Nicl4, p. 610].

Lemma 5.14. We have fél)xm‘f,(,” = 0 whenever vy { £. Therefore

pwo 1 png 1
FPaft = Z e 0 = 2 e £V
it

Proof. The e-idempotents of F[H] are orthogonal; consequently, the definitions of e(n) and vy,

imply that 5(7in) -e(”n) = 0 whenever i # j (mod vy). Assume that v, { ¢, and use this
observation:

fPan £ = fDeman'em ;" 10em) = 5 = 5"
= fél)xﬁ( ) ef(n)ff,l) centrality of £(n)

= [Waee(n)e( )y 1Y
=0.
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This concludes the proof. g

Lemma 5.14 allows us compute products in f,gl)QF (9] él): since all powers of v occurring in
the sum are divisible by v,, conjugation by them acts as some power of . as in (5.7).

(5.15) FPaf - Yy f

p’VL071 p’ﬂ071
= > rMa rD DD e r
£=0 2'=0
vy |£ vy €
p"0—1
4 ¢ ¢ o+’ ’
— Z fél).xé.v fy(}l)_v fél)_vye,.’v f7(71),7€+£
£,0'=0
vy |6,

Expand the conjugation action by using (5.7). Since 7 acts trivially on diag(1,0...,0), the
corresponding automorphism ¢, also acts trivially on fr(ll) by definition.
p"0—1
~1 ~1
(5.16) = > AV e an SV (ag0) T ag £V (ar,)

2,0/=0

vy €, " _ _1 ,
g, 07 (ye)ag), - are o Sy (a@rey ) A

pm0—1

v v -1 /

(5.17) = Y fPweags, £ 6 (ye) 6 (a0 VI - (agerey o) A
0,0'=0
vy |6,0

Upon first glance, it may be unclear that the expression in (5.17) is in the ring fy(,l) QF(g)f,gl).

However, since fél) is an idempotent, nothing changes if we multiply (5.15) by fy(ll) on the right.

Therefore we may multiply all subsequent expressions by j}gl) on the right, thus ending up with
(1), £(1)

an element of the form f," /2 f;"’.

In (5.17), we have a description of the general multiplication rule of the ring fy(,l)QF (9) f,gl).
Notice that this is controlled by the automorphism ¢,. The element +;’, which we have already
singled out in Definition 5.5, plays a special role:

Lemma 5.15. Conjugation by v, acts as 6, on f,(,l)QF(FO)[H] 7(]1).

Proof. Let yo € QF (I'g)[H]. Compute the action of conjugation by 7, on f,gl)yoﬁ(,l) using (5.5):
o S p S (o) = (@) T f Y e
= ()™ T e T e g
= (a1) " - ar £V (@) a1de (o) (a1) T - an £V ()T
= 510 (yo) £V O
6. THE TOTALLY RAMIFIED CASE

6.1. Indecomposability of group ring idempotents. Let 7 be an irreducible character of
H. The element féj ) is then an indecomposable idempotent in the group ring F[H], and thus

as witnessed by (4.2). This section is devoted to the proof of the following:
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Theorem 6.1. Let n € Irr(H) be an irreducible constituent of res% X, and let 1 < 5 < n,.

Assume that the extension F(n)/Fy is totally ramified. Then the algebra f(J)QF( )féj) is a skew
field.

In other words, Theorem 6.1 states that the idempotent f,gj ) remains indecomposable in
QF (G). For the rest of this section, we fix y and 7 as in the statement, and assume that F(n)/F)
is totally ramified. Without loss of generality, we may restrict our attention to the case j = 1.

Theorem 6.1 states that every nonzero element of f,gl)QF (9) f,gl) admits a left and right
inverse. Since the two are equivalent, we shall work with left inverses, and move powers of v to
the right: this will make the formulee arising from the multiplication rule slightly more palatable.
Let € QF(G) be such that f(l) (1) # 0. We seek a y € QF(G) such that f(l)yfr(il) is a left
inverse of f(l) (1).

In other words, we study the question whether the following equation admits a solution:

(6.1) SOy L g pt) = f,§1>(1 A 404 +...+o~vpn°_1)f£” i

Under the decomposition (1.2), the elements x resp. y can be written as

”O 1 p”O_l
x = Z zpy’ resp. y= Yy, we,ye€ Q" (T0)[H].
=0

(l)x fn resp. fn Y f77 ), these summations restrict to indices ¢ resp. ¢ divisible by vy, pursuant
to Lemma 5.14. Using the multiplication rule (5.17), the equation (6.1) can be rewritten as

p"0—1
> (fél)yfae/vvagl)) ' (f51)5f/ " (W'ae'/vx)fél)) agerey )T AT = DAY,

£,6'=0

vy |6,
This is equivalent to the collection of the following equations for 0 < k < p™ and v, | k:

p"0—1

> (f( . f,”) : (fél)df/vx (l’z'ae'/vx)f,gl)) (agerey o) T 0r” = F 00 Y.
£,0'=0
Cre'=k  (p"0)
vy |€,8
Here dg i, is the Kronecker delta, and t = ¢(k, ¢) is defined by the equation £+ ¢ = k + p™°t, that
is, t = 1if k < £ (or equivalently k < ¢') and zero otherwise. On the level of coefficients, we have
an equation for each k:

pno —1

v 1
Z (fél)yeaemxfélo ’ (fél)éf/ X(W/ae//ux)fél)) : (a(k+p"0t)/1)x) '73 = 5o,kf7§1)
£,0'=0
L+0'=k  (pm0)
vy |6,

Consider the factor ag : using (5.10), it can be rewritten as 6f/vx(apn0t/vx)a,;/lvx. The

k:+p”0t)/v
factor a,:/lvx depends only on k, and thus can be removed by multiplying the kth equation by
g /o, - For k =0, this is just 1, and for k # 0, the right hand side is zero: in either case, the right
hand side does not change. The factor 5E/ox (apnot/v, ) is central in F'(n)[H]e(n) by (5.11), so it
may be moved inside the second factor in brackets.

In conclusion, applying the isomorphism 7 to the multiplication rule (5.17), we find that

(6.1) is equivalent to the following system of linear equations over D,, with indeterminates
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W(fr(zl)ywmx W)
p"0—1
(6.2) Z @ (fy(,l)yzafz/vxfél)> - (fé”éf/”x (@pap )08 " (ap"()t/vx)ilfqgl)) Y6 = 0o,k
0,0'=0
Z+€’E’<ie e(/pnu) EET, dk,@ef)n
'UX 5

Here k runs over the numbers 0 < k < p"° such that v, | k. The two factors in the summation are

both in ﬁn due to Lemma 5.12; with the product operation being the one of 577 (see Lemma 5.10).
Note that the second factor inside the summation, denoted by dj ¢, depends only on k and Z,
since ¢/ and t are determined by these two.

Lemma 6.2. Equation (6.1) admits a solution if and only if the system of linear equations (6.2)
over Dy, with 0 < k < p™ and vy | k, has a solution.

Proof. Tt is clear from the discussion above that if y € QF(G) is a solution to (6.1), then the

equations (6.2) will be satisfied. Conversely, assume that there are v, € D,, given such that they
satisfy (6.2), that is,

pno -1

Z Ve (f,gl)c?f/”x (xz/ae//ux)(;]f/”x (apnot/vx)flfél)) v = o k-
0,0'=0
+0'=k  (pmo)
vy €,

Define y; via the Wedderburn isomorphism as follows:

M, (D) =~ QF (Ty)[H]z(n)

1
Vg - ( 0 ) ) Hyz(ag/vx)_l

Since e(n) € F[H], the element y, can be viewed as an element in QF (I'g)[H]. Let

p"0—1
yi= Y yn' Q9.

=0

vy |
Then by applying 7 to the multiplication rule (5.17), we have vy = 7 (fy(,l)ygag/vx ff(,l)), and thus
the equations (6.2) are satisfied, so f}gl)yf,(,l) is a left inverse. O

Let n := p™ /vy, and let M be the n x n matrix whose (7, j)th entry is

d(i—l)vx,(j—1)11X70 ifi < jv
d(i—1)vy,(j—1)vy ifi >j.

t((i—1)vy,(J—1)vy)
dii—1yop G-1yo v eI ={

The existence of a solution to the system of linear equations (6.2) is thus equivalent to the matrix
M being nonsingular.

Given a pair (£, k) in the summation in (6.2), the number ¢ is uniquely determined. Moreover,
the pairs (¢, k) and (£ + vy, k + v, ) yield the same ¢, since ¢ + ¢’ = k (mod p™°). Therefore

(63) dk,f =7 (fr(]l)éf/vx (],‘@/agl/vx)af/”x (apnot/vx)_lf’r(]l)> )

(64) korvX,ervX =T <f£1)67(—6+vx)/vx (xf’al’/vx )65—k+v><)/1}x (ap”O t/vy )_1f7gl)) .
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Recall that §, comes from the entry-wise 7-action via the Wedderburn isomorphism, and that
7 comes from the map II via the Wedderburn isomorphism. Thus (6.3) and (6.4) allow us to
deduce that

(6.5) 7(di,0) = ditoy ttvy s
where the indices are understood modulo p™°.
Let us write m; := dp iy, for 0 <i <n. The condition fT(,l)x f,gl) # 0 implies that at least one

of these m;s is not zero. Indeed, at least one fn Ty ( )
the application of the automorphism ¢, or multlphcatlon by the unit a_,

is nonzero, and this is left unaltered by
"Ot/u Then using (6.5),

we find that M € Mn(Dn) is of the following shape; recall that 7 acts trivially on ~p:

mo mivo ma7o ce Mn—27%0 mMn—-170
T(mn-1)  7(mo)  T(mi)vo - T(ma-3)y  T(Ma_2)70
(6.6) M= |7 (mn—2) THmno1)  Tmo) o TEHmaa)v TH(ma-s)%0
T2 (mg) T %(mg) TV %(mg) - T 2(mo) " 2(m1)70
Tn—l(ml) Tn—l(m2> Tn—l(ms) . Tn—l( 71) = l(mo)

We conclude that Theorem 6.1 is the special case of the following assertion: let M € M, ( n) be
as in (6.6), with at least one of my, ..., m,_1 not zero; then M is nonsingular. In fact, since the
as are units and 7 from (5.13) is an isomorphism, any such matrix M arises from some z, and
thus this assertion on the nonsingularity of M is equivalent to Theorem 6.1.

Let us write m/, := 7%(m,,_;) where 0 < i < n and n — i is understood modulo n (that is, to
be 0 when ¢ = 0). Then the transpose of M is

mg my ms my,_o my,_q
7(my,_1)70 (mg) 7(m}) T(m/n—B) 7(my,_s)
67) MT = | 7m0 tAml e rmp) P2ml, ) ml, )
"2 (mh)vo T (my)v T A (M) (m6) T2 (my)
™ m)ve T Hmb)ve T Hmb)ye c-- T 1(m% Do T H(mg)

Of course, M is nonsingular if and only if M " is, and the condition in the assertion above
translates to at least one m) not being zero.
Consider the following algebra: let

n—1
_ l/n
A= @D, (")
1/n

as a left D -module. Make A an algebra by mandatlng the multiplication rule ’Yo/ d=1(d),
for all d € D The algebra A has a basis over D given by powers of fyo/ In this basis, right
multiplication by the nonzero element Zi:o m}( é/ ) is given by the matrix M in (6.7). It
follows that the assertion on the nonsingularity of M is equivalent to A being a skew field.

1/n

Remark 6.3. In the definition of A, we consider v, " as a formal nth root of vy. By fiat, this has

the same conjugation action as v”x does on 7. However, since n = p™° /vy, the identity 'yé/ "= yUx
holds in I'. Therefore it behooves us to identify 'yé/ ™ with yx for the rest of this section, with

the tacit understanding that this is purely formal, and that things do not take place in I" or G.
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Notice that A looks like a cyclic algebra, except for the fact that this terminology is reserved
for the case when D, is a field. We will show that A is in fact a cyclic algebra over an appropriate
field; this will allow us to utilise the well-developed theory of cyclic algebras in this case.

To this end, let

w

Bn i= Dy, @) QF(m (rgx") = Dy, @) QF(m (prwx)
Recall the cyclic algebra description of D,;:

sp—1

Dy = @ Fl)(w)rbp,
=0

with multiplication rule 7p, w = o(w)7p, where o is some power of the Frobenius (it acts as
o(w) = (w)q;n where r,,/s,, is the Hasse invariant of D,,). This provides a cyclic algebra description
for ﬁn:

sp—1
D, = @ QF (m(w) (FwX)W%n.
=0
Therefore we may write A as
n—1 Z: -1 Z: T hsy—1
~ 1/ny\q 2N 1/ny 4 w w Vo \J
(6.8) A=@P Dy = B Dun"Y = @ P Q"W @) 7p, ().
i=0 j=0 j=0 £=0

Conjugation by 7p, acts as o whereas conjugation by *x acts as 7.

Lemma 6.4. Combining the two direct sums into one, we get the following cyclic algebra de-
scription:
wy

Uy sn—1

A= P oF™ME () (7p,v)" .
k=0
Conjugation by mp,v** acts as o7, and

w

X
p S
vy n

(7D, 7"¥) X" = Npy) ()75

Remark 6.5. In the conjugation action, it matters not whether we write o7 or 7o, as the two
automorphisms commute. Indeed, both are defined by extending Galois automorphisms of the
abelian extension F(n)(w)/Fy to act trivially on y*x.

Proof. Consider the algebra

Wy
T

(6.9) 3 QFME (1) ()"

k=0

sp—1

It is clear that this is contained in the double sum in (6.8), since expanding (ﬂDn'y”X)k gives
an element of QF(M) (Ix) times 71'1’57]7”><k. We will show that the converse containment also
holds.

As seen in the proof of Lemma 2.4, 7 acts on mp, as multiplication by a unit in O;(n)'

Therefore if we expand (mp,y"x)*" by moving all y"xs to the right, we get

(rp,7™)" = ur, ()"
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for some u € (’);(n). Then UW;)UW € F(n)*, and so (y”x)*n is contained in (6.9). Since w, is a
p-power whereas s, is coprime to p (Theorem 1.1), there exists an integer ¢, such that s,t, =
1 mod w, /v, . Hence

(72x)*t = o - (yx)°
for some e > 0. We conclude that 7¥x is contained in (6.9).

Similarly, there is a unit v’ € (’);(n) such that

v wx/vx_ /Wy /Vx _w
(ﬂ'Dn’}/ X) =ump ey

Again using coprimality of s, to p, an argument similar to the previous one shows that 7p, is
contained in (6.9).

Therefore the double direct sum in (6.8) is equal to (6.9). Both algebras have dimension
Syty /vy over QF (M) (Tx) Hence the sum in (6.9) is actually direct.

wx
Finally, let us expand the product (ﬂ'Dn’yUX) “x *" by gathering the v“x terms to the right.

(FD'VI,YUX)%sn = (ﬂ.D"l . T(T('D") . T/u: -

wx
Sy Sy 1 Sy W+ S
( Dy’ ( Dn>”. A ( DW)) XW

Sn
(7TD”)> X n X acts via T

Ux_1 W S s
= (Wn'T(ﬂn)"‘T“X (Wn)>7 X 7TDO,7 =Ty
= Np()/r, ()7 (Tlre) = Gal(F(n)/Fy)
The proof is concluded. O

The fixed field of the automorphism o7 of F(n)(w) is F). Hence the centre of A is QFx (I'“x).
Therefore in the usual notation of cyclic algebras, Lemma 6.4 means that A is of the form

A= (QFE) (Tx) QP (TX), o7, Ny () - 75" )

Fix an isomorphism Z,[['"x] ~ Z,[[T]] with v*“x corresponding to (1 + T'). Under this iso-
morphism, we have

QFM)(1x) = Frac(Op (py(w) [[T]]) = &,
Q" (1) = Frac(Or, [[T]]) =: 5.

The element N,/ p, (1) - 75" € QF%(I"x) is then identified with
a:= Ny /r, (1) (L+T)* € 3.

Wedderburn’s theorem (Theorem 1.2) provides a sufficient (but not necessary) condition as
to whether a cyclic algebra is a skew field: in this case, it states that A is a skew field whenever
a has order “*s, in the norm factor group §*/Ng 5(R*). Since s, and w, /vy are coprime, in

order to be ab>l<e to apply Wedderburn’s theorem, it suffices to show that the order of a is divisible
by both of them.

Lemma 6.6. The order of a in the norm factor group is divisible by s,,.
Proof. Recall the augmentation exact sequence:
0 = TOp(p) ) [[T)] = Op ) [T]] = Op@my) =0
T——0
Localising at the kernel, which is a prime ideal, allows us to extend the augmentation map to

aug : Op()w) [Ty = F(n)(w).
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As the Galois action is trivial on T, the augmentation map is compatible with the norm maps,
that is, for all x € Op ) [[T]](1),
aug (Ny/5(2)) = Ni() @)/ 5, (aug(z)).

Suppose that there is an o € R such that Ng,z(«) = a’. Since T { @', such an element « is in
fact contained in Op(p) ) [[T]] (). Thus the augmentation map is defined on «, and

Npm)w)/Fy (aug(a)) = aug(ai).
Using the definition of a as well as transitivity of norms in a tower of extensions, we get
(6.10) Nr) /5, (NEm) @)/, (208())) = New)/ £, ().
In particular, the two sides of (6.10) have the same valuation in F:

ordr, Np()(w) /0, (aug(@)) = i.

The extension F(n)(w)/F(n) is unramified of degree s,, therefore ord,, oNp(y)(w)/q,(n) has image
in s,Z. In particular, s, | i.

Therefore A is a skew field if (but not necessarily only if) w, /v, also divides the order of a. The
extensions F'(n)/F) and F (w)/F) have coprime degrees w, /v, resp. s, and their compositum
is F(n)(w). Write

£ = Frac(Op[[T]]) and £ := Frac(Op, () [[T]]).

Then £/F and £'/F also have the same coprime degrees, and their compositum is K. Therefore
the norm factor group of R/F decomposes as follows, see [Mot15, Theorem 1(ii)]:

87 [Ngyz(R*) = /Ng/5(£%) x " /Ners5(£7).
Therefore a has order divisible by w, /v, in §*/Ng/z(R) if its image has order divisible by
U)X/’UX in S"X/N):/g(,gx)

Lemma 6.7. Suppose that F(n)/F is totally ramified. Then the order of a in the norm factor
group is dwisible by wy, /vy

Proof. In the norm factor group §*/Ng,z(£%), the class of a is agrees with that of (1 + 1)
So suppose that (1 + 7)%1% is the norm of some (T € £.

We first show that without loss of generality, we may assume «(T') € Op([[T]]. Indeed, the
Weierstrafl preparation theorem allows us to write

_ o F(T)
a(T) = Ff] . W
where £ € Z and F(T') € Op[[T]] and
k
G(T) = [[ Pi(T) € Opy[T)
j=0

is a product of distinguished irreducible polynomials P;(T). The norm of a(T') is the product of
its Galois conjugates; it follows that ¢ = 0. Moreover, since (1 4+ 7')*»" has no denominator and
since each Pj(T) is irreducible, for each j there exists a Galois conjugate P;(T') of P;(T) such
that P;(T) | F(T). Then

15 E Op[T]]

Ew

has the same norm as «(7’). From now on, we assume that a(T") € Op,[[T7]].
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Since a has integral coeflicients, it is convergent at every element x of the maximal ideal m,
of F),. Moreover, since the Galois action is trivial on T as well as on F), for all z € m, we have

(6.11) Ness(@(D)|p—, = Neyr, (a(z)) = (1+ )"

For totally ramified cyclic extensions of local fields, all Tate cohomology groups of the unit
group are cyclic of order equal to the degree, see [EN18, Corollary 2.11]. In particular,
(6.12) A (Gal(F(n)/Fx), o;(n)) ~ 7/ %5 .

The left hand side is the unit norm factor group (’);X / Ne@my/F, O;(n)' If #F), denotes the order
of the residue field of F, then there is a decomposition

~ 1
OF, ~ tiyp—1 X Ug,:

The group of roots of unity here has order coprime to p, while w, /v, is a p-power. Therefore
the isomorphism (6.12) on the unit norm factor group descends to principal units:

U}X/NF(W)/FX (U;(n)) ~ 7/ Y.

Let ue U 11«“X be a principal unit whose image in this factor group is a generator. Then u®" is also
a generator, since s, is coprime to p. Evaluating (6.11) at T := u — 1, we get that u®n? is a norm.
Therefore w, /vy, | 7, as was to be shown. O

This finishes the proof of Theorem 6.1. O

Remark 6.8. The argument in the proof of Lemma 6.7 does not generalise to not necessarily
totally ramified extensions, because (6.12) may fail.

6.2. Proof of Theorem 4.13 in the totally ramified case. In the proof of [Nic14, Corol-
lary 1.13], Nickel showed that

w

Wiy sy = wyn(1) = X(1) = nysy | N8y (Qp(n) : Qpx) = ”xSWTX’
X

where the last equality is due to Proposition 4.5. Therefore n,v, | n,; in particular, we have an

inequality vyn, < n,. We now show that this is sharp.

On the one hand, we may express the primitive central idempotent €, of QF(G) as

vy —1 Vy—1 N,
(6.13) ex=_ )= > I,
=0 i=0 j=1

where the 7;s are as in (1.3), and we used that uf: = vy, see Proposition 4.5. The skew field
D,,, has centre F(n;) = F(n), which is the same for every i (see Section 1.2). The ;s are all
G-conjugates of one another, see (1.3), so in particular, the dimensions 7;(1) all agree. Moreover,
it is clear from the character-based description of the Schur index in Section 1.1 that G-conjugate
characters have the same Schur index, so s,, = s,. Therefore

dimp(,;) My, (Dy,) = s%n% = 77i(1)2 = 17(1)2 = s%n%
It follows that n,, = n,, is the same for all 7. So (6.13) is an expression of ¢, as a sum of v,n,

idempotents. These are indecomposable by Theorem 6.1. Equivalently, all right ideals f,(,] ) oFr(g)
are simple right modules by [CR81, (3.18.iii)]. This gives rise to a strictly descending chain of
submodules of Q¥ (G)e, of length vyn,, with the factor modules being simple: in other words,
this is a composition series for Q¥ (G)e,.



38 BEN FORRAS

On the other hand,

ex=> f
i=1

is another decomposition of €,. The idempotents f>(<j ) are indecomposable in QF(G), so there
is a composition series of length n,. Since any two composition series have the same length by
[CR&1, (3.9)], we obtain

(6.14) Uy Ny = Moy

The assertion about the Schur indices follows readily:

Wy SnTly

Sx = shown in the proof of [Nic14, Corollary 1.13]
X
= Zxn by (6.14)
Ux
= (F(n) : Fy)sy by (1.4)
This finishes the proof of Theorem 4.13 in the totally ramified case. O

6.3. Proof of Theorem 4.14 in the totally ramified case.

Proposition 6.9. Let x € Irr(G) and let 7 | res% X be an irreducible constituent. Suppose that
F(n)/Fy is totally ramified. Then for all 1 < j < n,, there is an isomorphism of rings

Dy~ f7Q" () 1.
In particular, the right hand side is independent of the choice of n and j.

Proof. The x-part of the Wedderburn decomposition of Q¥(G) is £, Q% (G)ey ~ M, (Dy). As

noted in (6.13), we have f,(,j ) | £y. Indecomposability of féj ) shows the claimed isomorphism. [

Noting that (v, )P"°/x is central by (5.11) and Lemma 5.7, we have the following description
of D,.

Proposition 6.10. Suppose that F(n)/F) is totally ramified. Then D, admits the following
descriptions.
(i) There is an isomorphism of rings

p"0—1 pwnxo -1
Dy~ @ D, ()= @ D, (1))
=0 1=0

with conjugation by 'yg acting as T on En'
(i1) The skew field D, is isomorphic to the cyclic algebra

P
vy o7
w k
DX ~ @ QQp(n)( 77)(1"0) . (7-(-any;7/)
k=0

with conjugation by 7rD,,]'y$,’ acting as oT on 13”, where o is the automorphism in the
multiplication rule Tp, w = o(w)7p, .
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Proof. The second sum is simply a rewriting of the first one. We now establish the first isomor-
phism. The proof uses the ring isomorphism D, =~ ,(,I)QF(g)f,(,l) from Proposition 6.9 as well
as our discussion of the multiplication rule in Section 5.1.

D, of(g )f(l) Proposition 6.9

om0 1
~ fiV ( P of (ro)H ) R by (1.2)
om0 1
@ f )oF (1 hif,gl) Lemma 5.14

UX|Z
”O 1
6]9 FPQF (To)[H] - aiju, fV (@ifw,) - by (5.7)
”xll
p"0—1
@ f,(ll)QF(Fo)[H]fél) - (ai/vx)_17i iy, 18 a unit

=0
vy |t

R

12

7’0 1
@ £ 1)QF }f(l (v //)Z/vx Lemma 5.7

vx|7,

12

5701
EB Dy - (7))o by (4.3)

1)X|z

As we have seen in Lemma 5.15, conjugation by ~, acts as d, on f,gl)QF(Fo)[H]f,gl), which, by

definition of §,, becomes the action of 7 on 5?7- This proves 6.10.1.
The proof of 6.10.ii is identical to that of Lemma 6.4, with I'"x, v’x, and w, /v, replaced by
Lo, 7,, and p™° /vy, respectively. O

We describe the centre in terms of 7{7’ .

Proposition 6.11. Suppose that F(n)/F, is totally ramified. Then the centre of D, is ring
isomorphic to

3(Dy) = QP ((Ty)a/ ).

Proof. Consider the algebra

ng 1

@ D // z/vX

1)X|'L

as in Proposition 6.10.i. The element (7 ")wx/Ux is central in A because T has order w, /vy. The

subfield F), is central because it is the fixed field of 7. It follows that Qx ((I'}/)x/*x) is a central
subfield in A, that is,

(6.15) QF ((Tyyx/™) < 5(4).
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The dimension of A as a QFx ((FZ)wX/UX)-VeCtOY space is as follows:

. pr ~ s
dlmQFX((F%,)wX/UX)(A) = o . dlmgpx((r,’;)wx/vx) (Dn) definition of A
pno dimQFX (To) (5,,)

vy dimgr, o) (QF ((Ty)wx/vx))

p’n,() dimQFX (To) (Dn)

= - (1)
v i
X Ux* v;:
— Y, dimp, (D) definition of f)n
Ux

Theorem 4.13.ii

I
Y
<
= ‘xg
)
3
N~
[\v]
I
—
w
>
v
()

The step marked () is due to the fact that (v, )P"/vx differs from ~o by a central unit a,n, Jors
as can be seen from applying Lemma 5.7 with j := p" /v, and (5.11).

Since A ~ D, by Proposition 6.10.i, the Schur index of A is s,, meaning that dim;4)(A4) =
(8y)%. This together with (6.15) shows that the containment (6.15) is in fact an equality. The
proof finishes by applying the ring isomorphism of Proposition 6.10.1. d

Our main result describing the skew field D, in the totally ramified case is the following:

Theorem 6.12. Suppose that F(n)/F\ is totally ramified. Then the algebra from Proposi-
tion 6.10.1 is isomorphic (as a ring) to the total ring of quotients of a skew power series ring,
and the centre is isomorphic to the field of fractions of a power series ring, as described by the
following commutative diagram:

pno 1

D, ~ @ 577 ) (Vg)i/vx — 5 Quot (ODWHX;T,T — id]]) =9

|7 |

3(Dy) = Q% ((Ty)x/*x) —=— Frac (OF,[[(1 + X)*x/*x —1]]) = 5(D)

The top horizontal map is the identity on Op, and sends ’y;]' — 14+ X. The bottom horizontal

map is the identity on Op_ and sends (’y{{)“’x/vx (14 X)wx/vx,

Proof. Since v, is sent to (1 + X), the multiplication rule v,'d = 7(d)y, for d € D, becomes
(1 4+ X)d = 7(d)(1 + X), which is equivalent to Xd = 7(d)X + (7 — id)(d): this is indeed
the multiplication rule in Op, [[X;7,7 —id]]. As we have seen in Proposition 6.11, the centre

is generated by (’y7’7' )Wx/Vx; since 7o is central, the image of vy is therefore determined by the

image of ’y7'7’ . Ergo the top horizontal map is well-defined and a ring homomorphism. The lower
horizontal map is a well-defined isomorphism induced by the classical isomorphism between the
Iwasawa algebra over Op_ and the ring of formal power series over Op, . Commutativity of the
diagram follows directly from the definition of the arrows within.
It remains to show that the top horizontal map is an isomorphism. It is clearly injective.
Due to Proposition 6.10.i, the crossed product algebra on the left is a left vector space over its
centre, of dimension (sy)?. On the right hand side, the ring Quot(Op, [[X; 7,7 — id]]) is a skew
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field with centre Frac(Op, [[(1 + X)“x/¥x —1]]) (Corollary 3.8). Since the dimensions agree, it
follows that the top horizontal map must be an isomorphism. O

6.4. Examples. The extension F'(n)/F) is totally ramified, for instance, when G is a pro-p-group
and F is a finite extension of Q, of ramification degree prime to p. The cyclotomic field Q,({m )
is totally ramified over Q, of degree (p — 1)p™~!. It follows that the base change F((,m)/F has
inertia degree prime to p, and hence the subquotient p-extension F'(n)/F, is totally ramified. In
particular, the results above constitute a generalisation of those in [Laul2a, §2]. In fact, even
more is true:

Lemma 6.13. Let F' be a finite extension of Q, of ramification degree prime to p. Suppose H
is such that pt q — 1 holds for every prime factor q | #H. Then for every x € Irr(G) and every
irreducible constituent 1 | res$;, the extension F(n)/Fy is totally ramified.

Proof. Let us write #H = p® Hle ¢;"* where the ¢;s are pairwise distinct prime numbers distinct
from p. The extension Q,(TTF_, 41)/Qp is unramified of degree dividing 15, (¢i—1)g® ", which
is prime to p by assumption. On the other hand, the extension Q,((pa)/Q), is totally ramified
of degree (p — 1)p®~!. These extensions are disjoint over Q,, and their compositum is the field
Qp(Cxm). Consequently, the inertia group I(Qp((xr)/Qp) of Qp((xr)/Qp maps onto that of

Q,(¢pe)/Q,, and for degree reasons, must in fact have order (p — 1)p®~1.

Qp(Crr)
k
Q (Hizl Cq;”) Qp(Cpe) Qp(n)
totally
unramified ramified p-power
prime to p ( 71)pa—1
QIHX

Qp

The extension Q,(n)/Q, , in question has p-power degree and it is a subquotient of the cyclo-
tomic extension Q,({x#)/Qp. Therefore Gal(Q,(n)/Q,,y) is a homomorphic image of the p-Sylow
subgroup of Gal(Q), (¢4 )/Qp). Since this is contained in the inertia subgroup of Q,(Cxm)/Qp, we
have that Q,(n)/Qy,y is totally ramified. The assertion follows by base change to F' as above. O

Finally, we note that Theorem 6.1 encompasses the direct product case:

Lemma 6.14. If G ~ H x T is a direct product, then for all x € Irr(G) and all irreducible
constituents 1 | res$, x, the fields F(n) and Fy, coincide. In particular, Theorem 6.1 holds.

Proof. Trreducible characters of G with open kernel are of the form x = n x x’ where 1 resp. x’
are irreducible characters of H resp. I' with open kernel: this is [Isa76, Theorem 4.21]. Therefore
res% x =1, and F(n) = F, follows. In particular, the extension F'(n)/F, is totally ramified, and
thus Theorem 6.1 is applicable. O

As a prelude to the general case, we also provide an unramified example.

Ezample 6.15. Let p = 3, F' = Q,, H ~ C7 and G ~ C7 x Z3. The action of Z3 on C7 is the
action that factors through Zs — Zs/37Z3 ~ C5 such that conjugation by the generator (1+ 3Z3)
acts as the 4th power map on C7. Consider a 3-dimensional irreducible character x of G factoring
through C7 x Cs; see [Gn, C7:C3] for the character table. There are two such characters, both of
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them with image {3, 3(—1++/=7)} on H. Therefore Q3, = Q3(v/—7) is a quadratic extension
of Qg.

Looking at the character table of the cyclic group H, it is easily verified that the restriction
of each of these two xs to H can be expressed as the sum of three nontrivial characters of
C7. Indeed, if (7 denotes a primitive 7th root of unity, then (7 + (% + (F = %(—1 ++/=7) and
G+ ¢+ ¢ = 1(-1-+/-7). Each of these characters n have Q3(n) = Q3(¢r), the unique
unramified sextic extension of Q3. Therefore the extension Q3(n)/Qs,y is unramified of degree 3:
in particular, it is not totally ramified.

The commutator subgroup G’ ~ C7 has order coprime to p. A result of Johnston and Nickel
[JN20, Theorem 11.1] then shows that all skew fields in the Wedderburn decomposition of 9% (G)
are fields, that is, s = 1. From 3 = x(1) = n¥s% we conclude that n®* = 3. Since (1) = 1,
we have n2s = 53 = 1. We have wy, = x(1)/n(1) = 3, and v¥* = w,/(Q3(n) : Q3) = 1.

7. THE GENERAL CASE

7.1. The centre of QF(G). Let x € Irr(G). In [RW04, Proposition 5], Ritter-Weiss defined an
element 7, = cy“x which induces an equality QF (T, ) ~ 3(QF(G)e,) where E/F is large enough
such that x and all irreducible components of res% X have realisations over E, the group I'y is
the procyclic group generated by 7y, and ¢ € (E[H]e,)*. Their work was later refined by Nickel
[Nicl4, Lemma 1.2], who introduced an element 7;( = 7y, where x € U} is a 1-unit of E, which
led to a natural isomorphism Q%x () ~ 3(QF(G)ey ). Our goal in this section is to obtain similar
results for v, (or rather an appropriate power thereof). The definition of the element ~, involves
the left action on the vector space affording x, while 71’7' is defined in terms of the conjugation
action on Q(T'g)[H]e(n). This makes relating the elements v, resp. ) and 7, directly to each
other difficult. However, it can be shown that they share similar properties, which prove to be
sufficient for some of Ritter—Weiss’s and Nickel’s proofs to be applicable in this case as well.
Recall from Definition 5.5 that

v = (ag1) "y =6, (y, ') 7>

where y,, € F[H]e(n)*. In this section, we will encounter different 7s corresponding to a single ¥,
and we augment the notation a, ; to contain this datum. Let I'j be the procyclic group generated

by ;-
Definition 7.1. Let 7, := Zmresg O )x/¥x where 7 runs through irreducible constituents of

res% X, and let F; be the procyclic group generated by 7).

Due to the multiplication rule Lemma 5.7, we have
" o__ —1
,}/X - Z a"?vwx/vx ’ywx :
nlresg x

The element ¢ in Ritter—Weiss’s definition is the sum of elements ¢(n). The group ring elements
a ! thus play a role analogous to the elements ¢(n), and this behooves us to write

7,Wy /Uy
1" 2 : —1
C, = Qa .
X n,wx /Vx
n\res% X

We will now show that the element 7;/ possesses properties similar to those enjoyed by the
Ritter—Weiss element ~,.

Lemma 7.2. Let v, | £. Then a;jux/vx'yz = 76@;,1%(/71,(' In particular, ¢~"x = y*xcl.
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Proof. The first assertion follows by a direct computation involving the conjugation rule (5.7),
the a-multiplication rule (5.10), and the fact that §, has order wy /vy:

‘
-1 -1 o 1
anu"}/'anﬂ:a wy Oy L K (an&>~a ¢ "Ye

Yoy T oy oy Thﬁ Yoy oy
_ -1 —1 L
= QA wy an wy * Ay Y
o oy Yox

(5}5 ). 6T(y,71)> : (cx(yn) B ()

wy +1 wy +£ A
0 X (yn) S (yn)> : (5:)( (y;l) et (ST(y;l)) ~fyé = ,YZ.

The second assertion follows by setting ¢ := w, and summing over all irreducible constituents n
of res% X- O

Proposition 7.3. We have 7] € 3(Q(G)ey)” .

Proof. Since the idempotents £(n) are orthogonal, we may work componentwise. Let © € Q(G)e(n),
and write 2 = Y2 "' 2y%e(n) under the decomposition Q(G) = @b, "1 Q(T')[H]~%. Then
x¢ = 0 unless v, | £: indeed, the same proof as in Lemma 5.14 works here as well.

We compute the image of x under conjugation by (v ”)wx/vx g(n). Since the decomposition of
x only contains powers of v which are multiples of vy, the conjugation rule (5.7) is applicable.

no _1

" =X " —x ?
() () xe(n) =a_ ’u,x A Z ey’ oy xa, wx x xe(n)
Ux
ot
pr0—1 wy
Z a, wx - 07~ (z0) - a Ly - a, wxe(n)
Oy, o (e o
UX\Z
w071 pn071
Z we-a by A e, ee(n) = Y wnfeln) =
7vX T Ux
£=0
'UX\Z vy |
The last step is Lemma 7.2. (|

Let E/F be large enough such that x and one (and hence every) n has a realisation over E.
The upcoming Lemma 7.4 resp. Lemma 7.5 are the adaptations of the first resp. second half of
the proof of [RW04, Proposition 6(2)] to our setting.

Lemma 7.4. We have the following decompositions:
wy—1
(i) Q"(¢ @ QF (M) [Hlex",
wxfl

(1) Q") = D PYIHI
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Proof. We first prove (i). The first part of the proof of [RW04, Proposition 6(2)] carries over.
Indeed, Lemma 7.2 shows that v*x =~{(c})~! € QF(I'})[H]ey, and we obtain

wy—1

Q¥ (Gex = Y QP (I)[H]ex "
£=0

It remains to show that the sum is direct, and Ritter—Weiss’s proof works without further mod-
ification.
Assertion (ii) follows by summing (i) over all “x for o € Gal(F, /F'). O

Lemma 7.5. QE(F;)SX = Za(QE(g)ex)-

Proof. On the one hand, 'y;’ is central due to Proposition 7.3. On the other hand, the end of
Ritter-Weiss’s proof [RW04, Proposition 6(2)] carries through. Indeed, let x € 3(Q¥(G)e, ), and
let us write x = >, ' 247" under the decomposition Lemma 7.4(1). Ritter—Weiss’s argument
shows that # = xo, which in turn yields zo € Q(T'})ey. O

Recall that the definition of 'y;’ involves the elements %’7’ , which in turn depend on the choices
for y,; see the discussion preceding Definition 5.5.

Lemma 7.6. The choices for the elements y, can be made such that we have o(vy) = i, for
all 0 € Gal(F,/F), where by abuse of notation, o also denotes a lift to Gal(F'(n)/F).

Proof. Let n be fixed. Then consulting the definition of y,, we see that we may choose yo,, :=
o(yn). The assertion then follows from the definition of 7. O

Proposition 7.7. There is a natural isomorphism QFx (I'Y) = 3(Q(G)ey)-

Proof. We mimic the proof of [Nic14, Proposition 1.5]. Let 8 € 3(Q(G)ey ), viewed as a Gal(E/Q,)-
invariant element in 3(Q¥(G)e, ). As noted by Nickel, the action of Gal(E/F) on the set {es, :
o € Gal(Fy/F)} of idempotents factors through Gal(F, /F'). Thus we may write:

3(QF(Q)e) —— P 5(Q8©G)ery) —— P QF (TY,) ey

oc€Gal(Fy/F) c€Gal(Fy /F)
fr— (Ba)aeGal(Fx/F)

Lemma 7.6 shows that 3 is Gal(E/F)-invariant iff 5, is Gal(E/F,)-invariant and 8, = o(f1)
holds for all ¢ € Gal(Fy/F). Since 7y € Q(G)ey, the assignment 3 +— 31 provides an isomorphism

3(Q(G)ex) = QE(IY)EHEIN) = QP (). 0

7.2. Unramified base change. Let y € Irr(G), and let 7 | res% X be an irreducible constituent.
As before, we write e resp. f for the ramification index resp. inertia degree of F'(n)/F); note
that these depend on x, but this is not reflected in the notation to avoid clashing with our
notation for idempotents. Let W := F(77)<Tf> denote the maximal unramified extension of F)
inside F'(n). Notice that W(n) = F(n) and W, = W; in particular, the extension W (n)/W,, is
totally ramified, and thus the results of Section 6 apply.

Lemma 7.8. The invariants in the Wedderburn decompositions of F[H| and W[H] are related
as follows:
(i) Df:D};V, sgzsxv, andnizn,‘;v,

(i) (rF) =7V and of f =0}
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Proof. Since W is contained in the centre of Di , tensoring D,, with W introduces copies for each
automorphism in Gal(W/F'):

Dy®@pW = (Dy@w W)@pW = Dyow (WorW)=D,ew @ W= P D,esW.
Gal(W/F) Gal(W/F)
Therefore tensoring the Wedderburn decomposition of F[H| with W yields that of W[H]:
WH| = FH|@p W = D Myr (Dy@r W)= @ @ M (D)= P M,r (Dy)
n/~r n/~r Gal(W/F) n/~w

where 1 runs through the appropriate equivalence classes of Irr(H). The first three assertions
follow immediately, and the rest was proven in Lemma 4.9. |

Recall that there are Ufj f irreducible characters 7y, ..., MoF f of H such that

vff
res% X = Z Z ;.

i=1 peGal(F (n:)/W)
Recall the definition of the idempotents f,‘,}:/ @) from Definition 4.2:
WIH|EY (1) = M, (Dy,)
fV0) s diag(0,...,1,...,0)
)

Note that since the Wedderburn isomorphism is given implicitly, we cannot directly relate f,y G
to f,ﬁ’(J). Since F'(n;)/W is totally ramified, (6.13) gives us the following decomposition:

v;vfl vf(‘ffl Ny, .
S ETED 3w
=0 =0 j=1

By definition, we have
53/ = Z oex) = ey,
o€Gal(Wy /W)
and therefore f = (W : F,) yields

(7.1) = > ale)= > U(E;V)z% S wEY).

c€Gal(Fy/F) o€Gal(Fy/F) YEeGal(W/F)
The point 4behind the last equation is that we want to decompose even further into the idempo-
tents f;}/’(]). However, while automorphisms in Gal(F, /F) act on )", they fail to do so on the
idempotents f;. ‘@) which are elements of W [H], which is why we lift to Gal(W/F).
Lemma 7.9. For a fized i, the idempotents 1 (EW(ni)) are orthogonal, that is, if ¥,y €
Gal(W/F), then

& (% (m) ¥ (€7 () = byprtd (€7 (mi)) -

Proof. Let ) resp. ¢ be lifts of 1 resp. ¢’ under Gal(F(n;)/F) — Gal(W/F); if ¢ and ¢ agree,
then we choose the same lift. Then (" (1;)) = ¥ (e (1;)), and in fact, we have

TR D DI 0D S S 1)

peGal(F(n:)/W) heH peGal(F(n;)/W)
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#Yni(h~)h = e("n;) =" (Ymi).
heH peGal(F(n:) /W) e Gal(Fn:)/W)

Therefore the product in the assertion may be computed as follows:
6 () ' () = (Pme) e (V)
= Z e (“”ﬁm) e (‘F,'Z’/m) .
.0 €Gal(F (n;) /W)
The idempotents in the sum are orthogonal, thus their product is nonzero iff the respective
characters agree, which in turn means oy = ©’1)’. Suppose we have a nonzero term. Then the
restrictions to W must agree; since the automorphisms ¢ and ¢’ fix W, this means that ¢ = 1/)’

and thus ¢ = 1’. Note that the extension F(n;)/F is abelian, hence cpw wcp and ¢ ) = z/;go
It follows that ¢ = ¢’, and the sum becomes

= Oy, > e (W’?i) = 0yt (£ (n)) - O

peGal(F(n;)/W)

Lemma 7.10. The idempotents ¢( WU)) are orthogonal for 1 < i < Ufjf; 1<j<n, and
Y € Gal(W/F). More precisely:

(7.2) ¢(fgf7(j)) s (fn/ J)) = Oy 0.0 g7 1/,( W(J)

Proof. Since the idempotents ¥ (fg:/’(j)> are summands of the idempotents (EW (ni)), and the

latter are orthogonal by Lemma 7.9, the left hand side is zero whenever v # 1)'.

Suppose that 1) = ¢’. From the decomposition (1.3) we have that eV (n;)e" (n;/) = 8;.::" (n;).
Since fxf ) is a summand of £V (n:), we get that the left hand side of (7.2) is zero whenever
i

Finally, suppose that ¢ = ¢’ and ¢ = i’. The equality of both sides of (7.2) follows from the
definition of f,‘,/}/ ) by considering the corresponding matrices. O

The following elements are thus natural candidates for the indecomposable idempotents cut-
ting out Df :

Definition 7.11. For 1 < j < n,, define

(0= 3w () e Qf (@)t

PYeGal(W/F)

As before, the base field F' is suppressed from the notation. It is a direct consequence of
Lemma 7.10 that these elements are idempotents in QF (g)&i‘? . Note that in the totally ramified
case of Section 6, we have W = F|, and f}gf) = ,(,])

On the level of total rings of quotients of Iwasawa algebras, we obtain the following decom-
position, using (7.1), the fact that 1/f € W, and Lemma 7.10:

)Gal(W/F)

oF(g)el = (QW(9)e

Gal(W/F)

=@ > e

YEGal(W/F)
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¢
o al(W/F)

(7.3) = PP ory

i=1 j=1
Recall from (4.2) that f, (j)W[H]fW(J) ~ D,,. For the idempotent f,gf), this becomes
WD = D v () win (577

YEGal(W/F)

— @ ¥ <fr‘]/:/7(j)W[H]f7‘;§/7(j)) )

YEGal(W/F)

In the second equality, we used that ¢ € Aut(W|[H]). Note that we have f,, j)W[ ]fW ) D,,
Theorem 6.1 admits the following generalisation:

Proposition 7.12. Let 1 < i < vgf and 1 < j < n, be fivzed. Then the idempotent fy(,f,') 18

indecomposable in QF (G). Equivalently, f,(,Z)QF(g)ﬂgf) is a skew field.

Proof. The proof begins in the same way as in the totally ramified case: let z € QF(G) be such

that fr(]f)zféf) # 0. We want to show that there exists y € QF(G) such that ﬂgf)yf,(,f) is a left
inverse of £/ 2£{/). This means that we want

() )1t = £0215)
Let us expand the expression on the left hand side by using the definition of f,(If ), the orthogonality

statement Lemma 7.10, and the results of Section 5.3.

p"0—1

-1
o et = S S e e s (ay e (o)
4

YeGal(W/F) ¢,0'=
vfjfw,e’

s -1 -1
7 . /
cay, 575" (wir) <aWe> W aly | o) e, |y
oI f oF'f oFf vEf

The terms on the right hand side are in Q" (G).
Consider the case ¢ = id. Since F(n)/W is totally ramified, the equation

710 1 1
W W,
E ye a”, f (4 < f > .
= e o
vff\e,e/
£ - B
W osvxf w W, 040 W,(5) 0 £W,(j
a5 () (0™ aue,f () ai [ Syt = fr (J),y m (4)
oF oI'f WFy ufjf

admits a solution y'4 = >, yid € QW (G) with yi¢ € QW (I'g)[H] by Theorem 6.1. Set y'e =
P(yid) € QW (T)[H] and y¥ == 3, y¢ € QW (G). Then y¥ is a solution for the y-part of (7. 4)
Let y:=3_, y¥ € QF(G): then this is a solution for (7.4).

Corollary 7.13. We have ni = ngfvf and sf? = sye, that is, Theorem 4.18 holds in general.
Proof. The same argument as in Section 6.2 works here as well. O

We readily obtain a description of the centre of Df; :
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Corollary 7.14. 3 (Df) ~ Qfx ((I‘ﬁ”)@)

Proof. 1t follows from the decompositions (7.1) and (7.3), and from Proposition 7.12 that D} =

ﬂ(,j) QF(g)féj). On the other hand, from Proposition 7.7 we have 3(DL) ~ 3(Q(G)ey) ~ QFx(I'E").
The assertion then follows from the observation that

w

& 510 = 190 () £,

T

For this last equahty, recall the definition of fyF " and the fact that the irreducible con-
stituents of resY, x are of the form #1; for some ¢ € Gal(F(n)/W). Since the coefficients

ay, v € W[H]eW (n;) are contained in orthogonal components of W [H], we obtain (7.5). O
Corollary 7.15. For every x € Irt(G), there is a x* € Irr(G) such that x* ~p x and Df = D;}* :

Proof. The inclusion QF(G) C QFx(G) together with Proposition 7.12 induces an inclusion

F_ fi,u)QF(g)ff,u) N fi,(l)QF fF 1 _ @ DF /
I
Here the sum is taken over F}-equivalence classes of irreducible characters which are F-equivalent
to x. Projecting to the components on the right, we have maps Df; — D;X/. A homomorphism
of skew fields is either injective or zero, and since the displayed map above is injective, there is
a character x* on the right hand side such that D;? — Dfi‘*. Corollaries 7.13 and 7.14 show

that these skew fields have the same Schur index and centre, which forces the injection to be an
isomorphism. O

Recall that D7<7Te> denotes the skew field fixed by 7¢ inside D,,, and T denotes the image of T
under the natural map Gal(F(n)(w)/Fy) — Gal(F(n)(w)™")/F)) resp. its unique extension to
D7<,Tc> as an automorphism of order e. We also write lN)n = QF(I(Ty) ®F(n) Dy- The full skew
field Df is described as follows.

Corollary 7.16. We have

p"0—1

DF ~ @ D,SIT )(/Y”I’:‘,//)va
£=0
v fle

()

" acting as T on Dy

with conjugation by 75’

Note that the element (v,)? "/vx is in the centre of D by (5.11) and Lemma 5.7, so the
right hand side is well defined. We need to make some preparations before coming to the proof.

Lemma 7.17. There is a ring isomorphism
”0 1
@ D (i) % Quot (0 e [1X,7,7 — id]))
vy f|€

75"»—>1+X

where the morphism is the identity on foe).
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Proof. The map is well defined and a ring homomorphism by the same arguments as in the proof
of Theorem 6.12, where we also explained how the image of =g is determined. Let A denote the
algebra in the domain of this homomorphism.

We first observe that there is a containment of fields

QM (")) € 5(A).

Indeed, the automorphism 7 has order e = w, /(v, f), hence conjugation by this power of v,
acts trivially, and thus (v)"")¢ € 3(A). Furthermore, F, C 3(A) because T acts trivially on F,.
By the same computatlon as in the proof of Proposition 6.11, the dimension is

F.n

. 2
dlmQFX((FTF]"N)e) A = (esn)2 = (8)};) 5

where we used the fact from Lemma 4.12 that Df,Te) has Schur index s,, and the last step is the
now proven Theorem 4.13.
The homomorphism is clearly injective. The codomain is a skew field of Schur index s by

Corollary 3.8, and its centre is Frac(Op, [[(1+X)¢]]). The domain is an algebra over QFx ((FF”) )
of dimension (s%)?, and the homomorphism maps Q ((I'}"")¢) onto Frac(Og, [[(1 + X)]]).
Therefore the homomorphism is also surjective, and the claim follows. O

Proof of Corollary 7.16. According to Corollary 7.15, the skew field Df is cut out by the idem-
potent f; P
Gal(W/Fy)
F _ pFy,(1) AFy Fy,(1) _ (eFy,(1) oW Fy,(1
Df =f! ©Fe) (G)F] 1 — (fn ©Fe) (G)F} ( ))
Substituting Definition 7.11 and applying the orthogonality relations of Lemma 7.10 yields:
Gal(W/Fy)
i={ @ w(nrre@n)

YEGal(W/Fy)

Noting that ([ 1) ) | ¥(e})) = vy, we have the following:
Gal(W/Fy)

(7.6) DI ~ &b o

YEGal(W/ Fy)
We now construct an injective homomorphism into this algebra.

(%)

pno_l B . n(] 1 .
A= @ D?(77' )(75,11)1!)€f _ @ D F// _ (D}?/)(T ) ey @ DZ{;
=0 YEGal(W/Fy)
vE fle vy flf
As DZ‘; DY for all ¢ € Gal(W/Fy), and (7€) ~ Gal(W/F)), the latter algebra can be

identified with the one in (7.6). So we have an injective homomorphism A — Df . We have seen
in the proof of Lemma 7.17 that 3(A) = Q" ((PF’)¢) and that A has Schur index st It follows

from Corollary 7.14 that Df has the same centre, and it has the same Schur index by definition.
Hence the homomorphism is an isomorphism. O

Putting Corollary 7.16 and Lemma 7.17 together completes the proof of Theorem 4.14. (|
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APPENDIX A. HIGHER LOCAL FIELDS

We study the skew field ® using the theory of higher local fields, using results from Section 3.
This was carried out by Lau in [Laul2a, §3] and [Laul2b] for G pro-p, and indeed our results are
mostly generalisations of her results.

We use the setup and notation of Section 3. In this section, overline always means reduction,
e.g. taking residue (skew) fields.

A.1. Preliminaries. We recall basics of the theory of higher local fields. A survey of this can be
found in [Mor12]; for a more comprehensive overview, we refer to [FK00], where further references
to the original articles are provided. Many results in [Ser80] are formulated not just for usual
local fields but for any (complete) discretely valued field, and hence are valid for higher local
fields as well.

The notion of a higher dimensional local field is defined recursively. A 0-dimensional local
field is a finite field. For n > 1, an n-dimensional local field is a complete discretely valued field
whose residue field is an (n — 1)-dimensional local field. In particular, 1-dimensional local fields
are precisely the usual local fields. The highest dimension we shall encounter in this work is 2.

As explained in [Morl2, §6], higher local fields can be constructed by successive localisation
and completion. In the 2-dimensional regular case, this goes as follows. Let A be a 2-dimensional
regular local commutative ring with maximal ideal m, and assume that it is essentially of finite
type over Z, that is, A is the localisation of a finitely generated Z-algebra. Let p C A be a prime
ideal of height 1 such that A/p is regular. First complete A in the m-adic topology, then localise
at the prime ideal p obtained from p, and finally complete with respect to p. The field of fractions

of the ring Eg so obtained is a 2-dimensional local field.

Besides the construction of Laurent series one encounters in the 1-dimensional case, the higher
dimensional theory also involves fields of doubly infinite convergent power series, defined as
follows. Let F' be a complete discretely valued field with valuation vr. Then define

17— —00

F{T}} = { i a;T" : a; € F, inf{vp(a;) : i € Z} > —oc0, lim a; = 0}.

1=—00

The ring structure is defined in the obvious way, and there is a valuation vpgry on F{T}}
given by vpgry (3 a;T") := inf{vp(a;) : i € Z}. The ring F{{T}} turns out to be a complete
discretely valued field with respect to this valuation.

Higher local fields possess a classification theorem. For 2-dimensional local fields, this takes
the following form (the higher dimensional statement is completely analogous and shall not be
needed).

Theorem A.1. Let I' be a 2-dimensional local field with residue field F, and let F denote the
finite field that is the residue field of the 1-dimensional local field F'. Then one of the following
18 true.

o If F is of (equal) positive characteristic (and hence so are all successive residue fields),
then F ~TF(T1)(Tz)). - B

o If F is of equal characteristic zero (that is, char F = char F = 0), then F ~ F((T)).

e If F is of mized characteristic (that is, char F = 0 and char F' > 0), then F is isomorphic
to a finite extension of Qpr{T}} where Q,F is the unique unramified extension of Q,
with residue field F.

Fields of the form F((71))(T2)), F(T)), and Q,#{{T}} (but not their finite extensions) are
referred to as standard 2-dimensional local fields.



ON THE WEDDERBURN DECOMPOSITION OF Q9 (G) 51

A.2. Centre and maximal subfield. Let us recall the notation introduced is Section 3: K/k
is a Galois p-extension of (1-dimensional) local fields, 7 € Gal(K/k) a Galois automorphism with
fixed field k, D a skew field with centre K and Schur index s | #k — 1, and

D = Quot (Op[[X; 7,7 —id]]).

As in the proof of Corollary 3.8, we write T := (14 X)*) — 1 5o that 3(D) = Frac(O[[T]]).
We will often write O;(5) = O[[T]]. This is not a higher local field, but as we will now show, it
becomes one after localising and then completing at any height 1 prime ideal p of O [[T]], which
is the standard method of constructing higher local fields, as explained above.

To treat the question in slightly larger generality, let x be a (1-dimensional) local field, and
consider the power series ring x[[T]]. Height 1 primes in O[[T]] are described by Weierstrafl
theory: they are principal ideals, generated either by a distinguished irreducible polynomial
P(T) € O4[T] or by a uniformiser 7, of O,.

Lemma A.2. Completions of localisations of k[[T]] at height 1 primes admit the following de-
scription as 2-dimensional higher local fields, distinguishing between equal and mized character-
1stic.
e Equal characteristic case. Let p = (P(T)) for a distinguished irreducible polynomial
P(T) € O4[T). Then the completed localisation at p of [[T]] resp. its residue field is the
following 2- resp. 1-dimensional local field:

RIIT]), = Frac (OLTT),) ,  #I[TT], = £[T)/(P(T)).

If € is a root of P(T) in some extension of k, then these can be identified with the standard
fields

AT, = w(E) (), RITT], = (&)

e Mixed characteristic case. If p = (m,) then

AT, = Frac (O[[TT], ) = w{TW,  #[[T]], = 7(T)
where K& denotes the residue field of k.

Lemma A.2 generalises Lemma 2 and Corollary 2 of [Laul2a].

Proof. We begin with the equal characteristic case. The first equation is by definition. We now
justify the second one. A generic element of the localisation O,[[T]], is of the form

G1(T)

G2(T)
where G1(T), G2(T) € O,[[T]] and P(T) t G3(T). Since Weierstrafl preparation works in O[[T]]
and we are in the equal characteristic case, we may assume that Go(T) € O,[T] and 7, t Go(T)
by moving powers of the uniformiser as well as the unit part into the numerator and thus relaxing
the condition on G to G1(T) € k ®o, Ok[[T]]. This allows us to apply Euclidean division to
G2(T) in the polynomial ring x[T]: we find a polynomial H(T') € [T such that

Go(T)H(T)=1 (mod P(T)).
pl

€ Ox[[T1y,

Then the following congruence holds in O [[T]]

[
Gi(T) _ Gi(T)H(T)
Go(T) — Go(T)H(T)

G (T)H(T) (mod P(T)).
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Let e > 0 be the least non-negative integer such that G1(T)H(T)nt € O4[[T]], so that the
Weierstrafl division theorem is applicable to G1(T)H (T)7¢:

GU(T)H(T)ry, = Q(T)P(T) + R(T)

where Q(T') € Ok[[T]], and R(T) € O[T with degree deg R < deg P. The uniformiser 7, be-
comes a unit in the localisation O, [[T]],, and we conclude every element of O[[T]], is congruent
modulo P(T') to one of the form R(T'), up to powers of m,,. The polynomials R(T") run through the
elements of k[T of degree lower than deg P as G1(T")/G2(T') runs through O, [[T]],. Quotienting
out by p = P(T), we find that the residue field is as claimed.

If € is as in the statement, then the ring [T]/(P(T)) is isomorphic to k(§), justifying the
fourth equation. The third equation then comes from the classification theorem of 2-dimensional
higher local fields stated in Theorem A.1. This isomorphism is the identity on k, and sends the
uniformiser P(T') to the uniformiser y. The element ¢ is sent to an element z € @:m such
that P(x) = 0: this is shown in [Ser80, 11§4, p. 34, Proposition 7], where z is constructed using
Hensel’s lemma. (Note: x is not unique, but it is uniquely determined by its image in the residue
field.)

In the mixed characteristic case, the first equality is by definition. Taking the quotient modulo
Tk, we obtain the second equality. The isomorphism comes from the classification theorem. [

Applying Lemma A.2 with x := k provides a description of 3(D) as a 2-dimensional higher
local field. Let E C D be a maximal subfield with ring of integers Og. Then the field

&(E) := Frac (Og[[T]])
is a maximal subfield of ® by Lemma 3.13. We will write
O¢(r) = Og|[T]]

for its ring of integers. If E = K(w), then we have (K (w)) = € in the notation of Section 3.
The field €(F) is a 2-dimensional local field, as seen by applying Lemma A.2 with x := E.

From now on, we adopt the convention that p resp. 3 always stand for height 1 prime ideals
of O[[T]] resp. Og[[T]]. A connexion between the descriptions of 3(®) and ¢(F) by Lemma A.2
is established by the following isomorphism, see [Neu99, Proposition I11.8.3]:

(A1) E(E) ®;0) 3/(33\)p ~ H@qy
Blp

The statement and the proof in the reference are given without the hats, but also work for comple-
tions. The condition that E(E)/3(D) be separable is satisfied as these are fields of characteristic
zZero.

We may also consider a special case of this. Let p be a height 1 prime ideal in O,), and
assume that p is inert in €(E)/3(D). That is, there is a unique prime ideal B of O¢ gy above p,
and ‘B is unramified above p. More explicitly, this means that either one of the following holds.

e In equal characteristic: p = (P(T)) as above, such that P(T') remains irreducible in
Og[T], so P = (P(T)) is a height 1 prime.

e In mixed characteristic: p = (), and the extension E/k is unramified, so 7 is a
uniformiser in F.

Remark A.3. If E = K(w), then E/K is unramified, and thus the condition in mixed character-
istic is equivalent to K /k being unramified. Note that this is orthogonal to Theorem 6.1.

—_—

If p is inert in €(£)/3(D), then E(E) ®;(0)3(D), = €(E)y: indeed, there is only one P above
p by assumption, and the claim follows from (A.1).
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A.3. Cohomological dimension. We have the following generalisation of Corollary 3 of [Laul2al.

Lemma A.4. Letp resp. B be height 1 prime ideals of Oy o) resp. Og(g)- Then the 2-dimensional

—_—

higher local fields 3(D), and €(E)y have cohomological dimension 3.

Proof. Lau’s proof carries over without modification.

Indeed, let us first consider the equal characteristic case. Let £ be a rational prime. Then
the residue field is a 1-dimensional local field, and as such has ¢-cohomological dimension 2, see
[NSW20, Theorem 7.1.8(i)]. Then since the 2-dimensional higher local fields XQ\)p and (’E/(l?)q3
have characteristic 0 # ¢, [NSW20, Theorem 6.5.15] shows that they both have ¢-cohomological
dimension 2 + 1 = 3. Since this is true for all rational primes ¢, the assertion follows.

In the mixed characteristic case, the proof is due to Morita in [Mor08, §3|, see the assertion
after the statement of Theorem 3.1. There it is shown that if K is a complete discretely valued
field of characteristic 0 with residue field k of characteristic p, and (k : kP) = p™ < oo, then
cd K =n+ 2. Let K be either of the fields in the statement: then the residue field k is the field
F((T)) of Laurent series over some finite field F of p-power order. We have F(T))? = F((T?)), and

thus n = 1, hence Morita’s result is applicable, and the cohomological dimension is 1+2=3. O

This leads to the following generalisation of [Laul2a, Theorem 2].
Proposition A.5. cd (3(®)) = 3.

Proof. First we prove the inequality
(A2) cd (D)) > 3.

Recall from [NSW20, (3.3.5)] that if § is a profinite group and # a closed subgroup, then for
every rational prime ¢, there is an inequality cd; # < cd; ¢, and consequently cd # < cd §. Set
G to be the absolute Galois group of 3(D), let p be a height 1 prime ideal of O,(g), and let #

—

be the absolute Galois group of 3(©)p. Then # is indeed a closed subgroup of ¢: this can be
seen by viewing # as the decomposition group of some prime above p. Then (A.2) follows from
Lemma A 4.

In light of (A.2), it remains to show that cd (3(®)) < 3. Using a result of Saito from [Sai86,
Theorem 5.1], Lau proved

cd QF(I") <3
as part of the proof of [Laul2a, Theorem 2|. Fixing an isomorphism
ACH(I) =5 Ox[[T]] = Oy0)
A 14T
yields an isomorphism of the respective fields of fractions:
QM (I™x) = 5().
Therefore c¢d 3(D) < 3, and the result follows. O

Proposition A.5 therefore places us in the setup of Suslin’s conjecture on the vanishing of SK;
mentioned in Remark 1.3.

A.4. Completions. The completed localisations of the centre of © considered above give rise
to completions of © under the respective p-adic valuations:

35,, = 3(©)p ®;(2) 9.
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We have already encountered this algebra in Lemma 3.11 and Proposition 3.12. It is a central
simple algebra over its centre

— —

3 (D) =3 (509), 2y0) @) = 5(9), By2)3 () = 5(9),,
Moreover, since for any field extension o£'/K and a finite dimensional K-vector space V', we have
dim(V ®k L) = dimg V, the dimension of ©, over its centre is
dim 5y Dy = dimy(p) D = ((K : k))? s2.
Recall the following elementary property of Brauer groups.

Lemma A.6. Let L/F and E/F be field extensions. Then the tensor product L ®p E is iso-
morphic to a product of fields [[,c; Es. If A is a central simple F-algebra split by L, that is,
if [A] € Br(L/F), then for all indices i € I, the E-algebra A @p E is split by E;, that is,

Proof. Indeed, if A®p L ~ M, (L), then
(A R E) Qe E; ~AQr E;, ~AQr LR, E; ~ Mn(L) ® E; ~ Mn(El) O

Applying Lemma A.6 to (A.1), we find that for each B | p as above, (’3/(1?)9;g splits Z‘Sp. This is
a field extension of XCD\)p of the following degree:

(€E - 5®),) - {

where the first step is due to Lemma A.2. Here p = (P(T)), and P;(T) is an irreducible factor
of it over E such that B = (P1(T)), and & resp. = are roots of P(T') resp. P (T).
The embedding €(E) — D induces an embedding E(E)y — @p. This is because 3(D),, is a

flat 3(®)-module, which is due to the facts that localisation and completion are flat, see [Sta23,
Lemmata 00HT(1) & 06LE].

Since D, is a central simple 3(§p)—algebra, there is an isomorphism

E(=E)(y) : k(§)(y) in equal characteristic
E{T}} : E{T}}) in mixed characteristic

(
(
(E k) deg P (T)
(

degP(T) 1 equal characteristic

E:k) in mixed characteristic

53,3 ~ M, (5;)

where 5; is a skew field with centre 3(5,,) and Schur index dividing (K : k)s. See also [CR81,
Theorem 26.24] and [Rei03, Theorem 18.7]. In equal characteristic, the capacity n and the local
Schur index may depend on the splitting behaviour of the distinguished irreducible polynomial
P(T) generating p.

Lemma A.7. In mized characteristic, the capacity isn = 1, and the local Schur index is (K : k)s.

Proof. We have p = (m). The ring O is local with maximal ideal (X, 7 p), see [Ven03, Proposi-
tion 2.11]. Therefore the localisation O, has maximal ideal 7pO,. The extension K(7wp)/k has
ramification degree es where e is the ramification degree of K/k. Hence 7 and , differ by a
unit, so pO, = (rad O,)°*.

The quotient O,/rad O, = Op[[X,7,d]],/7p is a skew field, and its dimension over Ok [[(1 +
X)E:R) —1]],/p is fs(K : k). Indeed, the factor fs comes from the roots of unity of order prime
to p, and the term (K : k) is due to the powers of X.


https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/00HT
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/06LE
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Then as in [CR81, Theorem 26.24(ii)], the local Schur index is

Ves- fs(K : k) =/(K : k)2s2 = (K : k)s.
The capacity times the local Schur index divides the Schur index of ©, which forces n =1. O

The valuation of 3(35p) admits a unique extension w to 35; by [Rei03, Theorem 12.10]. The
valuation ring {z € D : w(x) > 0} has a unique maximal two-sided ideal {x € D} : w(z) > 0}.
The quotient ring is a skew field, which we will call the residue skew field of ©f and denote by
De.

We have the following generalisation of [Laul2a, Proposition 2].

Lemma A.8. In the equal characteristic case,

Proof. Due to Morita equivalence, the Ki-groups of 35,3 ~ M, (5;) and 35; are equal, wherefore

the same holds for their SK;-groups: in particular, it suffices to prove SK; (CD;) = 1. We follow
the strategy of Lau’s proof. Consider the field extension

(35)/5(35).
The base field here has characteristic zero: indeed, 5(33;) = 5(5‘3p) = /(D\)p is, by Lemma A.2,
a 2-dimensional higher local field with characteristic zero residue field. In particular, the field
extension is separable.

Recall the following result of Draxl from [Dra77, Korollar 7]. Let k be a complete discretely
valued field with residue field k, and let D be a skew field which is finite dimensional over
3(D) = k. Let D denote the residue skew field of D. Suppose that the field extension 3(D)/k is
separable and that k is ‘reasonable’ in the sense of [Dra77]. Then Draxl showed that SK;(D) = 1.

This result is applicable in our case, with k := 5(@;) and D := 5; Indeed, separability follows

~

from the characteristic being 0, and as we have seen above, the residue field k = 5(353) is a
1-dimensional local field, which are always reasonable by [Dra77, (13)]. O

Corollary 4 of [Laul2a] generalises as follows. Let F' be a finite extension of Q,, and let

—

po € A97(Ty) be a height 1 prime ideal not lying above (p). Let A9 (I'o),, denote the completed

localisation of A% (T) at pg. We define the localised completion of A7 (G) resp. QF(G) as
follows:

Q?(F\o)po := Frac (Aa(\f‘o)po) )

ACr (g)po = AOF (Fo)po Xpor (To) AOF (g)7

Q7 (G),, := Quot (A% (G),,,) = O (o), ®ar(ry) Q" (9).

Corollary A.9. Let pg C A9 (Ty) be a height 1 prime ideal such that py does not lie above (p).
Then

SK1 (Q/F(E)po) =1

Proof. The reduced norm map is defined Wedderburn componentwise, so it is sufficient to show

—

vanishing of SK; for each of the Wedderburn components of Q¥ (G) po" The Wedderburn decom-
position is as follows:

—_—

Qr(G),, = QF (o), ®or(ry) 27 (0)

0
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o —

~ QF(Ty),, ®ory) &  Mn, (Dy)
X€Irr(G)/~F

@ Mnx (QF(FO)pO ®QF(F0) DX) .
X€Irr(G)/~F

R

Using Morita equivalence, it is therefore sufficient to show vanishing of SK; for each

(A.3)

—

QF(FO)pO ®QF(Ty) Dy

where x runs through the set of irreducible characters of G with open kernel.

Theorem 4.14 identifies D,, with the D studied above. Since QF (T) is central in QF(G), its
image in © is also central. We identify A®F(T'y) and QF(I'y) with their respective images in
®. The ring A7 (Iy) is normal, and the ring extension A7 (I'y) C Oj(p) is integral, hence the
going down theorem applies, see [Sta23, Proposition 00H8|. Consequently, every prime ideal g
of Oy above pg is of height 1. We apply [Neu99, Proposition I1.8.3] once again:

QF(To),, ®arry) 3(D) = [] 3Dy,
Polpo

Returning to (A.3), we have

— —

QF(FO)PO ®or (rg) Dy = QF(FO)pO ®oF(ry) D
)po ®2r (ry) 3(D) ®y0) D

—

~ H 3(D)gp, ®;30) D

~ ] Dxo-

Polpo

Each of these @gpo have trivial SK;-group by Lemma A.8, and the assertion follows. O
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