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KOLYVAGIN’S CONJECTURE FOR MODULAR FORMS

MATTEO LONGO, MARIA ROSARIA PATI AND STEFANO VIGNI

Abstract. Our main result in this article is a proof (under mild technical assumptions) of
an analogue for p-adic Galois representations attached to a newform f of even weight k ≥ 4
of Kolyvagin’s conjecture on the p-indivisibility of derived Heegner points on elliptic curves,
where p is a prime number that is ordinary for f . Our strategy, which is inspired by work
of W. Zhang in weight 2, is based on a variant for modular forms of the congruence method
originally introduced by Bertolini–Darmon to prove one divisibility in the anticyclotomic
Iwasawa main conjecture for rational elliptic curves. We adapt to higher (even) weight
modular forms this approach via congruences, building crucially on results of Wang on the
indivisibility of Heegner cycles over Shimura curves. Then we offer an application of our
results on Kolyvagin’s conjecture to the Tamagawa number conjecture for the motive of f

and describe other (standard) consequences on structure theorems for Bloch–Kato–Selmer
groups, p-parity results and converse theorems for f . Since in the present paper we need
p > k+1, our main theorem and its applications can be viewed as complementary to results
obtained by the first and third authors in their article on the Tamagawa number conjecture
for modular motives, where Kolyvagin’s conjecture was proved (in a completely different way
exploiting the arithmetic of Hida families) under the assumption that k is congruent to 2
modulo 2(p − 1), which forces p < k. In forthcoming work, we will use results contained
in this paper to prove (under analogous assumptions) the counterpart for an even weight
newform f of Perrin-Riou’s Heegner point main conjecture for elliptic curves (“Heegner cycle
main conjecture” for f).

1. Introduction

In [34], Kolyvagin proposed a conjecture predicting the p-indivisibility of his system of
derived Galois cohomology classes built out of Heegner points on rational elliptic curves,
where p is a prime number. This conjecture, which has several remarkable consequences
on the arithmetic of elliptic curves, was proved (under standard assumptions) by W. Zhang
for good reduction primes ([57]) and by Skinner–Zhang for multiplicative reduction primes
([54]). The strategy in these works is based on the congruence method originally introduced
by Bertolini–Darmon to prove one divisibility in the anticyclotomic Iwasawa main conjecture
for rational elliptic curves ([3]). As an application of their work on Kolyvagin’s conjecture,
Zhang and Skinner–Zhang proved the p-part of the Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer formula for
elliptic curves in analytic rank 1; under different arithmetic assumptions and in various degrees
of generality, this formula was proved independently also by Berti–Bertolini–Venerucci ([2]),
Jetchev–Skinner–Wan ([29]) and Castella ([11]).

Our main result in this paper is a proof (under mild technical conditions) of an analogue
for the p-adic Galois representations attached to an even weight newform f of Kolyvagin’s
conjecture, where p is a prime number that is ordinary for f . Such an analogue was first
proposed (in a slightly less general context) by Masoero in [42], where structure theorems
for Selmer and Shafarevich–Tate groups of modular forms are proved. As will be apparent,
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our strategy is inspired by the work of Zhang and of Berti–Bertolini–Venerucci in weight 2
and builds crucially on results of Wang on the p-indivisibility of Heegner cycles over Shimura
curves ([56]). It is worth remarking that Kolyvagin’s conjecture for even weight newforms
was studied earlier in the article by the first and third authors on the Tamagawa number
conjecture for modular motives ([39]). In [39], a proof of various cases of this conjecture was
the key technical step towards proving (conditionally on very specific instances of two general
conjectures in arithmetic algebraic geometry, namely, bijectivity of p-adic regulator maps and
injectivity of p-adic Abel–Jacobi maps) the p-part of the Tamagawa number conjecture for
the (homological) motive attached to a newform of even weight k ≥ 4 in analytic rank 1.
In particular, since in the present paper we need p > k + 1, our main theorem here can be
seen as complementary to the results in [39], where Kolyvagin’s conjecture was proved (in a
completely different way exploiting the arithmetic of p-adic Hida families of modular forms,
cf. Remark 3.18) under the assumption that k is congruent to 2 modulo 2(p − 1), which is a
condition on the p-adic weight space of Coleman–Mazur ([19]) and forces the inequality p < k.

The organisation of this paper is as follows. Section 2 is mainly devoted to background
material on Shimura curves, classical and quaternionic modular forms, Selmer groups and
Heegner cycles; our exposition here follows [2] quite closely. We also review, under mild
conditions on the prime p and residual p-adic representations (Assumption 2.4) that are in
force throughout the article and are higher weight counterparts of analogous assumptions
appearing in [57], the two reciprocity laws à la Bertolini–Darmon ([3]) as extended to our
higher weight setting by Wang ([56]).

Section 3 is the heart of the paper. We define our Kolyvagin systems κS of derived Galois
cohomology classes built out of quaternionic Heegner cycles (here S is allowed to vary over a
certain set P indef of square-free products of “admissible” primes), we formulate an analogue
of Kolyvagin’s conjecture for the newform f , both in “classical” form (Conjecture 3.5) and
in strong form (Conjecture 3.6), then we prove (under Assumption 2.4) the strong version of
the conjecture. More precisely, under the above-mentioned assumption, our main result is the
following.

Theorem A. For all S ∈ P indef , the strong form of Kolyvagin’s conjecture for κS holds true.
In particular, κS 6= {0}.

This is Theorem 3.17 in the main body of the text. As we pointed out before, a key
ingredient in our proof of Theorem A is a result of Wang on the p-indivisibility of Heegner
cycles on Kuga–Sato varieties fibered over Shimura curves ([56]), which essentially says that
(the strong form of) Kolyvagin’s conjecture for κS holds true if the rank of a certain Selmer
group is 1. This result provides the first step in an inductive argument that is closely inspired
by the one adopted by Zhang in the weight 2 case ([57]); this argument is based on a process
that (following Zhang) we call “triangulation” of Selmer groups (§3.4). We remark that the
prime number p is assumed to be ordinary for f , as this property is imposed in [56], whose
results play a central role here; an extension of Wang’s results in Selmer rank 1 (and possibly
of our work on Kolyvagin’s conjecture as well) to the case of non-ordinary primes is expected
to appear as part of Enrico Da Ronche’s PhD thesis at Università di Genova.

The last two sections of this article describe arithmetic consequences of the validity of
Kolyvagin’s conjecture for f . Section 4 offers an application of Theorem A to the p-part of
the Tamagawa number conjecture of Bloch–Kato ([7]) and Fontaine–Perrin-Riou ([23]) for
the motive M of f . More precisely, let ralg(M) and ran(M) be the algebraic rank and the
analytic rank ofM, respectively (see §4.1 for definitions); our contribution in the direction of
the Tamagawa number conjecture for M can be stated (in a somewhat simplified fashion) as
follows.

Theorem B. Suppose that the assumptions in §4.2.1 are satisfied. If ran(M) = 1, then
ralg(M) = 1 and the p-part of the Tamagawa number conjecture for M is true.



KOLYVAGIN’S CONJECTURE FOR MODULAR FORMS 3

This result corresponds to Theorem 4.2. With Theorem A available, our proof of Theorem
B works exactly as in [39], where details can be found (see §4.2.3 for some remarks on our
overall strategy).

Finally, Section 5 gives further (standard) applications of Theorem A to the arithmetic of
f : a structure theorem for Bloch–Kato–Selmer groups, p-parity results, p-converse theorems.
As the proofs are identical to those of analogous results in [39], in this paper we just focus on
the statements and refer again to [39] for details.

We conclude this introduction by remarking that results obtained in this paper will play a
major role in our forthcoming work [38], where we prove (under assumptions similar to those
required here) the counterpart for an even weight newform f of Perrin-Riou’s Heegner point
main conjecture for elliptic curves (“Heegner cycle main conjecture” for f).

1.1. Notation and conventions. Throughout this paper, we fix an algebraic closure Q̄ of
Q, an embedding ι∞ : Q̄ →֒ C and set GQ := Gal(Q̄/Q) for the absolute Galois group of Q.
For any number field L, we choose an embedding ιL : L →֒ Q̄, which will allow us to view
L as a subfield of Q̄. We fix also a prime number p, an algebraic closure Q̄p of Qp and an
embedding ιp : Q̄ →֒ Q̄p. Moreover, the symbol O will stand for the ring of integers of a
number field and ℘ for a maximal ideal of O of residue characteristic p; as customary, O℘ will
denote the completion of O at ℘. Finally, the term “ring” will always mean “commutative ring
with unity”, unless otherwise stated.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Enrico Da Ronche for his interest in our work
and for enlightening conversations on some of the topics of this paper.

2. Heegner cycles and explicit reciprocity laws

We collect in this section all background material that we will need concerning the explicit
reciprocity laws proved in [56], extending to higher weight modular forms results for elliptic
curves (i.e., for weight 2 newforms with rational Fourier coefficients) from the seminal paper
[3] by Bertolini–Darmon that were later generalised, e.g., in [17], [35], [36], [37], [51], [57].
We closely follow the spirit of [2] and [4] for the exposition of this material. We fix a pair of
coprime square-free integers D and M such that p ∤MD. Notation from §1.1 is in force.

2.1. Shimura curves and sets. Let B = BD be the (unique, up to isomorphism) quaternion
algebra over Q of discriminant D. If the number of prime factors of D is odd (respectively,
even), then B is definite (respectively, indefinite) and we say that we are in the definite
(respectively, indefinite) case. Let us fix an Eichler order R = RM,D of level M in B and
a maximal order OB of B containing R. For each prime ℓ ∤ D, choose an isomorphism of
Qℓ-algebras

(2.1) iℓ : Bℓ := B ⊗Q Qℓ
≃−→ M2(Qℓ)

such that the image of Rℓ := R⊗Z Zℓ via iℓ is equal to the subgroup of M2(Zℓ) of matrices
that are upper triangular modulo ℓ ordℓ(M). In the indefinite case we also fix an isomorphism
of R-algebras

(2.2) i∞ : B∞ := B ⊗Q R
≃−→ M2(R).

Let K be an imaginary quadratic field. Let us fix an embedding of Q-algebras ψK : K →֒ B
that allows us to identify K with a subalgebra of B: we write K ⊂ B instead of ψK(K) ⊂ B.
Let t 7→ t̄ be the main involution of B, which coincides with the action of Gal(K/Q) on K.
Now choose JB ∈ B× satisfying the following conditions (recall that the prime p was fixed at
the beginning of the section):

• B = K ⊕K · JB as Q-vector spaces;
• J2

B = β with β ∈ Q× and β < 0;



4 MATTEO LONGO, MARIA ROSARIA PATI AND STEFANO VIGNI

• JBt = t̄JB for all t ∈ K;
• β ∈ (Z×

ℓ )
2 for all ℓ |Mp and β ∈ Z×

ℓ for all ℓ |D.
Let −DK < 0 denote the discriminant of K and set δK :=

√−DK ; put D′
K := DK if DK is

odd and D′
K := DK/2 if DK is even. Define θ :=

D′
K+δK
2 . We require the isomorphisms iℓ

in (2.1) to further satisfy the conditions iℓ(θ) =
(
θ+θ̄ −θθ̄
1 0

)
and iℓ(JB) =

√
β ·
(−1 θ+θ̄

0 1

)
for all

primes ℓ |Mp (note that
√
β ∈ Z×

ℓ for all such ℓ).
Let Ẑ := lim←−N

Z/NZ be the profinite completion of Z and for any abelian group A set

Â := A⊗Z Ẑ. The group R̂× acts by left multiplication on B̂× and trivially on Hom(C,B∞),
while B× acts by right multiplication on B̂× and by conjugation on Hom(C,B∞). Define the
double coset space

Y0(M,D)(C) := R̂×∖(B̂× ×Hom(C,B∞)
)/
B×.

As we shall recall below, the geometric properties of Y0(M,d) largely depend on whether the
quaternion algebra B is definite or indefinite.

2.1.1. The indefinite case. Let H :=
{
z ∈ C | ℑ(z) > 0

}
be the complex upper half plane. In

the indefinite case, there are canonical bijections

(2.3) Y0(M,D)(C) ≃ R̂×∖(B̂× ×H
)/
B× ≃ Γ0(M,D)\H,

where Γ0(M,D) is the subgroup of i∞
(
R̂× ∩ B×

)
⊂ GL2(R) consisting of all elements of

determinant 1 and the second bijection comes from the strong approximation theorem. The
set Y0(M,D)(C) inherits a Riemann surface structure and admits a model defined over Q,
which we denote simply by Y0(M,D). We call Y0(M,D) the Shimura curve of level M and
discriminant D attached to (B,R). If D = 1, then this is the classical (open) modular curve
Y0(M) = Y0(M, 1) and we let X0(M) denote its canonical (Baily–Borel) compactification that
is obtained by adding finitely many cusps.

Suppose D > 1. Then Y0(M,D) is a projective curve admitting a model X0(M,D) over
Z[1/MD] that coarsely represents the moduli problem attaching to each Z[1/MD]-scheme S
the set of isomorphism classes of triples (A, ιA, C) where

• A is a polarized abelian surface over S,
• ιA : OB →֒ EndS(A) is an embedding,
• C is an OB-stable locally cyclic subgroup of A[M ] of order M2.

Here, for any integer m ≥ 1, A[m] denotes the m-torsion subgroup scheme of A; the map ιA
is called a quaternionic action. Let now d ≥ 5 be an auxiliary integer and write Xd(M,D) for
the projective Z[1/MDd]-scheme representing the moduli problem that associates with each
Z[1/MDd]-scheme S the set of isomorphism classes of 4-tuples (A, ιA, C, νd) where the triple
(A, ιA, C) is as before and

• νd : (OB/dOB)S → A[d] is an isomorphism of OB-stable group schemes.
Here (OB/dOB)S is the constant OB/dOB-valued group scheme over S. The isomorphism
νd is called a full level d-structure. There is a covering map Xd(M,D) → X0(M,D) that is
defined over Z[1/MDd] and corresponds (in the moduli interpretation) to the canonical map
forgetting the νd-structure. Denote by Ad(M,D) → Xd(M,D) the universal object, so that
Ad(M,D) is an abelian surface over Z[1/MDd] equipped with a quaternionic action, a locally
cyclic subgroup scheme of order M2 and a full level d-structure. For any integer k ≥ 2, let
Wk,d(M,D) → Xd(M,D) be the Kuga–Sato variety of weight k over Xd(M,D), which is the
(k− 2)/2-fold self-product of Ad(M,D) over Xd(M,D). Let Wk,d(M,D)→ Xd(M,D) denote
the generic fiber of Wk,d(M,D); we also write Ad(M,D)→ Xd(M,D) for the generic fiber of
Ad(M,D)→ Xd(M,D). The dimension of Wk,d(M,D) is k − 1.

Suppose D = 1. Then X0(M) is a projective curve having a model X0(M) over Z[1/M ]
that is obtained as the canonical compactification of a model Y0(M) over Z[1/M ] of the
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open modular curve Y0(M); the curve Y0(M) coarsely represents over Z[1/M ] the moduli
problem that associates with a Z[1/M ]-scheme S the isomorphism classes of pairs (E,C) of
the following kind:

• E is an elliptic curve over S;
• C is a locally cyclic subgroup of E[M ] of order M .

Let as before d ≥ 5 be an auxiliary integer and denote Yd(M) = Yd(M, 1) the projective
Z[1/Md]-scheme representing the moduli problem that associates with a Z[1/Md]-scheme S
the isomorphism classes of triples (E,C, νd), where the pair (E,C) is as before and

• νd : (Z/dZ)2 ≃−→ E[d] is an isomorphism of group schemes.

The isomorphism νd is again called a full level d-structure; as above, there is a covering map
Yd(M) → Y0(M) defined over Z[1/Md] that corresponds (in the moduli interpretation) to
the map forgetting the νd-structure. Let Ed(M) = Ed(M, 1)→ Yd(Y ) be the universal object.
Denote Xd(M) = Xd(M, 1) the canonical compactification of Yd(M) and let Ēd(M)→ Xd(M)
denote the generalised universal elliptic curve equipped with a full d-level structure and a
locally cyclic subgroup of order M . Let Wk,d(M) = Wk,d(M, 1) → Xd(M) be the Kuga–Sato
variety of weight k ≥ 2 over Xd(M) defined as the desingularization of the (k − 2)-fold self-
product of Ēd(M) over Xd(M). As before, write Wk,d(M) = Wk,d(M, 1) → Xd(M) for the
generic fiber of Wk,d(M) and Ed(M)→ Xd(M) for the generic fiber of Ed(M)→ Xd(M). The
dimension of Wk,d(M) is again k − 1.

2.1.2. The definite case. In the definite case, write R1, . . . ,Rh for the conjugacy classes of
oriented Eichler orders of level M in B; moreover, for j = 1, . . . , h set Γj := R×

j /{±1}. Each
Γj is a finite group and there is an isomorphism

Y0(M,D)(C) ≃
h∐

j=1

Γj\Hom(C,B∞).

We attach to B a conic C/Q as follows. For every Q-algebra A, we let C(A) be the subset
of B ⊗Q A consisting of all non-zero elements having trace and norm 0 modulo A×. Define
Cj := Γj\C for j = 1, . . . , h and

Y0(M,D) :=

h∐

j=1

Cj,

which is a curve defined over Q. Then, as the notation suggests, Y0(M,D)(C) is the set of
complex points of Y0(M,D). We call Y0(M,D) the Gross curve of level M and discriminant
D attached to (B,R). See, e.g., [4, §2.1] for details.

2.2. Modular forms on quaternion algebras. We briefly review the basics of the theory
of modular forms on quaternion algebras over Q.

2.2.1. Pairings on polynomial rings. Let k ≥ 2 be an even integer and let A be a ring. Set
r := k − 2 and Lr(A) := Symr(A2); the A-module Lr(A) can be identified with the A-
module A[X,Y ]r of homogeneous polynomials of degree r in two variables X,Y over A. Let
vj := Xr/2−jY r/2+j for j = 0, . . . , r/2 be the standard basis elements of Lr(A). Denote by

(2.4) ρk : GL2(A) −→ AutA
(
Lr(A)

)

the representation defined by ρk(g)(P ) := det−(r/2)(g)(P |g), where if P is a polynomial in
A[X,Y ]r and (X,Y )g is left matrix multiplication, then (P |g)(X,Y ) := P

(
(X,Y )g

)
.
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As in §1.1, let p be a prime number. Suppose that p > k + 1. If A is a Z(p)-algebra, then
we define a perfect pairing 〈·, ·〉k : Lr(A)× Lr(A)→ A by setting

〈 r∑

i=1

aivi,
r∑

j=1

bjvj

〉

k

:=
∑

− k−2
2

≤n≤ k−2
2

anb−n
Γ(k/2 + n)Γ(k/2− n)

Γ(k − 1)
.

This pairing satisfies the rule
〈
ρk(g)P1, ρk(g)P2

〉
k
= 〈P1, P2〉k for all P1, P2 ∈ Lr(A) and all

g ∈ GL2(A).

2.2.2. The indefinite case. For a ring A, let Lr(A) denote the locally constant sheaf on
X0(M,D) (respectively, Y0(M)) when D > 1 (respectively, D = 1) associated with the
GL2(A)-module Lr(A). Write H1

par

(
X0(M,D),Lr(A)

)
for the parabolic cohomology group of

X0(M,D) with coefficients in Lr(A), which coincides with H1
(
X0(M,D),Lr(A)

)
when D > 1

and with the natural image in H1
(
Y0(M),Lr(A)

)
of the compactly supported cohomology

group H1
cpt

(
Y0(M),Lr(A)

)
when D = 1.

Definition 2.1. The A-module of A-valued modular forms of weight k and level M on B is
Sk(M,D;A) := H1

par

(
X0(M,D),Lr(A)

)
.

We just set Sk(M,D) := Sk(M,D;C) for the C-vector space of modular forms of weight k
and level M on B.

2.2.3. The definite case. Suppose that B is definite. We introduce the A-module of modular
forms of weight k and level M on B, and then make a comparison with other definitions in
[18] (cf. also [17], [56]). As above, A is a ring.

Definition 2.2. The space of quaternionic modular forms of weight k and level M on B with
coefficients in A is the A-module Sk(M,D;A) of all functions B×\B̂×/R̂× → Lk(A).

Now we compare Definition 2.2 with the corresponding definition in [18] when A = C.
Recall the element JB such that B = K ⊕KJB and define the embedding ιB,K : B →֒ M2(K)

by ιB,K(a + bJB) :=
( a bβ
b̄ ā

)
. We thus obtain a morphism B×∞ → GL2(C) by composing each

component of the image of ιB,K with the fixed morphism ι∞ : Q̄ →֒ C; by further composing
with the representation ρk from (2.4), we get a representation ρk,∞ : B×∞ → EndC

(
Lr(C)

)

given by ρk,∞ = ρk ◦ ι∞ ◦ ιB,K . In [18], complex-valued modular forms are defined as functions
Φ : B̂× → Lr(C) such that Φ(agu) = ρk,∞(a) · Φ(g) for all g ∈ B̂×, a ∈ B× and u ∈ R̂×; more
generally, if A is a K-algebra, then ρk,∞(a) belongs to EndK

(
Lr(K)

)
for a ∈ B×, so we may

define A-valued modular forms as functions

(2.5) Φ : B̂× −→ Lr(A)

such that Φ(agu) = ρk,∞(a)Φ(g) for all g ∈ B̂×, a ∈ B× and u ∈ R̂×.
In [18], p-adic modular forms are introduced as follows. Let p be the prime of K above p

corresponding to the embedding ιp ◦ ιK , notation being as in §1.1. With a slight notational
abuse, for u ∈ B̂× we let up ∈ GL2(Kp) denote the p-component of ip(u), where Kp is the
completion of K at p; therefore, if u ∈ R̂× and A is an OKp-algebra, where OKp is the valuation
ring of Kp, then ρk(up) belongs to EndA

(
Lr(A)

)
. For an OKp-algebra A, a p-adic quaternionic

modular form of weight k and level M on B with coefficients in A is a function

(2.6) Ψ : B̂× −→ Lr(A)

such that Ψ(agu) = ρk(u
−1
p ) · Ψ(g) for all g ∈ B̂×, a ∈ B× and u ∈ R̂×. Composing the

embedding ιB,K : B →֒ M2(K) with the fixed embedding ιp : Q̄ →֒ Q̄p (as before, on each
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component of the image), we obtain an embedding of Qp-algebras B× →֒ GL2(Q̄p). Further
composing with ρk, we obtain a representation

ρk,p : B× −→ EndQ̄p

(
Q̄p

)

defined by ρk,p := ρk ◦ ιp ◦ ιB,K . If we set γp :=
(√

β −
√
βθ̄

−1 θ

)
, then ρk,p(g) = ρk

(
γpip(g)γ

−1
p

)

(recall that ip is defined in §2.1). Also, ρk,∞ and ρk,p are compatible in the sense that they
are equal when evaluated at elements of B×. If A is a K-algebra, then ρk,∞(a) belongs to
EndK

(
Lr(K)

)
for a ∈ B×; in this case the map Φ 7→ Φ̂, where

Φ̂(g) := ρk(γ
−1
p )ρk,p(g

−1
p )Φ(g),

establishes a bijection between A-valued modular forms as in (2.5) and p-adic modular forms
as in (2.6). We call Φ̂ the p-adic avatar of Φ. Finally, the map Φ 7→

(
g 7→ ρk(gp)Φ(g)

)

gives a bijection between the A-module of p-adic quaternionic modular forms and the module
Sk(M,D,A) introduced in Definition 2.2.

2.2.4. Quaternionic eigenforms. If A is a ring, then the A-module Sk(M,D;A) is equipped
with an action of the (abstract) Hecke algebra that is generated over A by Hecke operators
Tq for q ∤ MD and Uq for q |MD; these operators are defined, as customary, using suitable
double coset decompositions (see, e.g., [26, §2.3.5]). We denote by T

(k)
M,D(A) the image of this

Hecke algebra inside EndA
(
Sk(M,D;A)

)
.

Notation being as in §1.1, let R stand for either O℘ or O/℘; set T
(k)
M,D := T

(k)
M,D(O℘).

Definition 2.3. A quaternionic eigenform of weight k and level M with coefficients in R on
B is an O℘-algebra homomorphism φ : T

(k)
M,D → R.

We denote by Sk(M,D;R) the set of all quaternionic eigenforms of weight k, level M ,
coefficients in R on B. Suppose that O℘ is an OKp-algebra; then duality results for Hecke
algebras show that for each φ ∈ Sk(M,D;R) there is Φ ∈ Sk(M,D;R) that is an eigenform
for all T ∈ T

(k)
M,D and satisfies φ(T ) = aT , where T (Φ) = aTΦ.

A result of Deligne–Serre ([20]) ensures that every eigenform φ ∈ Sk(M,D;O/℘) is liftable

to characteristic 0, i.e., there exists an eigenform Φ ∈ Sk(M,D;O℘) such that φ(T ) = Φ(T )

for all Hecke operators T ∈ T
(k)
M,D, where x 7→ x̄ is the projection map O℘ ։ O/℘.

If D = 1, then the C-vector space H1
par

(
X0(M),Lr(C)

)
is Hecke-equivariantly isomorphic

to the C-vector space Sk(Γ0(M)) of modular forms of weight k and level Γ0(M); in accordance
with Definition 2.3, eigenforms of level M on M2(Q) correspond to eigenforms in Sk(Γ0(M)).

2.3. Jacquet–Langlands correspondence. As before, let O be the ring of integers of a
number field. Consider the O-module SD-new

k

(
Γ0(MD),O

)
:= SD-new

k

(
Γ0(MD),Z

)
⊗Z O of

forms that are new at all the primes dividing D and have Fourier coefficients in O. By
the Jacquet–Langlands correspondence, a normalised eigenform f ∈ SD-new

k

(
Γ0(MD),O

)
is

associated with a quaternionic eigenform

JL(f) : T
(k)
M,D −→ O.

The map f 7→ JL(f) establishes a bijection between the set of normalised eigenforms in
SD-new
k

(
Γ0(MD),O

)
and Sk(M,D;O). See, e.g., [26, §2.3.6] for more details.

2.4. Galois representations. Fix a prime p ∤ MD and let R be a complete noetherian
local ring with finite residue field kR of characteristic p. Let φ ∈ Sk(M,D;R) and denote by
φ̄ ∈ Sk(M,D; kR) the composition of φ with the canonical reduction map R։ kR. In light of
the Jacquet–Langlands correspondence, to φ̄ one can attach a Galois representation

ρφ̄ : GQ −→ GL2(kR)
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unramified outside MDp and such that if Frobℓ ∈ GQ is a geometric Frobenius element at a
prime ℓ ∤ MDp, then the characteristic polynomial of ρφ̄(Frobℓ) is X2 − φ̄(Tℓ)X + ℓk−1 (see,
e.g., [10, §2.2]). If ρφ̄ is (absolutely) irreducible, then ρφ̄ is characterised (up to equivalence)
by this property (see, e.g., [20, Lemme 3.2]); moreover, by [10, Théorème 3] there exists a
unique (up to equivalence) continuous representation

ρφ : GQ −→ GL2(R)

unramified outside MDp and such that the characteristic polynomial of ρφ(Frobℓ) at a prime
ℓ ∤MDp is X2 − φ(Tℓ)X + ℓk−1. In other words, the reduction ρ̄φ of ρφ is (equivalent to) ρφ̄;
for notational simplicity, we identify ρ̄φ with ρφ̄.

When R = O℘, let Tφ,℘ be a free O℘-module of rank 2 affording ρφ, let T †
φ,℘ := Tφ,℘(k/2)

be the self-dual twist of Tφ,℘ and define T †
φ,℘ := T †

φ,℘/℘T
†
φ,℘. Furthermore, we set A†

φ,℘ :=

HomO℘

(
T †
φ,℘, F℘/O℘

)
, where F℘ is the fraction field of O℘.

For technical reasons (namely, our need to use results from [56]), we also assume
(H-p) p > k + 1.

In the list of conditions below, set
√
p∗ := (−1) p−1

2 p.

Assumption 2.4. The eigenform φ satisfies the following conditions:
(1) φ is ordinary, i.e., φ(Tp) ∈ R×;
(2) the restriction of T †

φ,℘ to Gal
(
Q̄/Q(

√
p∗)
)

is absolutely irreducible;

(3) T †
φ,℘ is ramified at all primes q |M with q ≡ 1 (mod p);

(4) T †
φ,℘ is ramified at all primes q |D with q ≡ ±1 (mod p);

(5) there is a prime q |MD such that T †
φ,℘ is ramified at q.

These conditions are a higher weight counterpart of analogous ones appearing in [57].

2.5. Level raising. We first recall the notion of “admissible prime”, originally introduced
by Bertolini–Darmon in their fundamental work on the Iwasawa main conjecture for elliptic
curves over anticyclotomic Zp-extensions ([3, p. 18]); more precisely, we recall its extension to
the case of higher weight modular forms provided by [17, Definition 1.1].

2.5.1. Admissible primes. Let us fix a quaternionic eigenform φ : T
(k)
M,D → R in the sense of

Definition 2.3 and assume that φ(Up) is invertible modulo ℘. For the rest of the paper, we
also pick an imaginary quadratic field K of discriminant DK coprime to p and assume that
the coprime integers M and D satisfy the following condition: all the primes dividing M split
in K and all the primes dividing D are inert in K.

Definition 2.5. A prime number ℓ is admissible for (φ, ℘,K) if
(1) ℓ does not divide MDp;
(2) ℓ is inert in K;
(3) p does not divide ℓ2 − 1;
(4) ℘ divides the ideal generated by ℓ

k
2 + ℓ

k−2
2 − ǫℓφ(Tℓ) with ǫℓ ∈ {±1}.

Let us write P(φ, ℘,K) for the set of square-free products of admissible primes relative
to (φ, ℘,K), with the convention that 1 ∈ P(φ, ℘,K). Having fixed φ, ℘ and K, we set
P := P(φ, ℘,K) and decompose P as

P = Pdef ∪ P indef

by requiring that S ∈ Pdef (respectively, S ∈ P indef) if and only if µ(DS) = −1 (respectively,
µ(DS) = 1), where µ is the Möbius function. In other words, S ∈ Pdef (respectively, S ∈
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P indef) if and only if the square-free integer DS is a product of an odd (respectively, even)
number of primes.

2.5.2. Level raising. Recall that here R stands either for O or for O/℘. Let φ ∈ Sk(M,D;R),
let S ∈ P and take ξ ∈ Sk(M,DS;R).

Definition 2.6. The eigenforms φ and ξ are congruent modulo ℘ if
• φ(Tℓ) ≡ ξ(Tℓ) (mod ℘) for all primes ℓ ∤MDS;
• φ(Uℓ) = ξ(Uℓ) (mod ℘) for all primes ℓ |MD.

In the situation of the definition above, we write φ ≡ ξ (mod ℘). Analogous notation will
be used for eigenforms φ ∈ Sk(M,D;O) and ξ ∈ Sk(M,DS;O/℘) satisfying the congruence
relations in Definition 2.6.

The next result was essentially proved in [56].

Theorem 2.7 (Wang). Let φ ∈ Sk(M,D;O℘) and S ∈ P(φ, ℘,K).

(1) There exists φ̄S ∈ Sk(M,DS;O/℘) such that φ ≡ φ̄S (mod ℘) and φ̄S(Uℓ) = ǫℓℓ
k−2
2

for all primes ℓ |S.
(2) There exist a number field with ring of integers OS ⊃ O, a prime ℘S of OS above ℘ and

φS ∈ Sk(M,DS;OS,℘S
) such that φ ≡ φS (mod ℘S), where OS,℘S

is the completion of
OS at ℘S.

Sketch of proof. Pick a prime number ℓ |S. If B is indefinite, then apply [56, Theorem 2.9],
while if B is definite, then see the proof of [56, Theorem 2.12]; in both cases we obtain a
quaternionic eigenform as in the statement, which also satisfies Assumption 2.4 (all conditions
are clearly the same except those at ℓ, but, since ℓ is admissible, we have ℓ 6≡ ±1 (mod p)).
Applying these results recursively for all primes dividing S concludes the proof. �

Notation 2.8. Given T ∈ P indef , from here on we set fT := JL−1(φT ) with JL as in §2.3 and
φT as in Theorem 2.7.

2.6. Selmer groups. Let φ ∈ Sk(M,D;O℘). Let v be a prime of K, let Kv be the completion
of K at v, let GKv

:= Gal(K̄v/Kv) be the absolute Galois group of Kv (which can be identified
with the decomposition subgroup of GK at v) and let Iv ⊂ GKv be the inertia subgroup of
GKv . Fix S ∈ P = P(φ, ℘,K). Let us set either M := T †

φ,℘ or M := A†
φ,℘[℘] ≃ T †

φ,℘/℘T
†
φ,℘

and keep Assumption 2.4 in force. Accordingly, we shall view M either as an O℘-module or
as an O/℘-vector space: in what follows, the letter R will stand either for O℘ or for O/℘,
leaving it to the context to make clear which ring we are working with.

2.6.1. Primes not dividing pDS. Let v ∤ DSp be a prime of K. The finite local condition at
v is

H1
fin(Kv,M ) := H1

(
GKv/Iv,M

Iv
)
.

It is well known that H1
fin

(
Kv , A

†
φ,℘[℘]

)
and H1

fin

(
Kv, T

†
φ,℘/℘T

†
φ,℘

)
are exact annihilators of

each other under the local Tate pairing.

2.6.2. Primes dividing p. Let v | p be a prime of K. Since p is ordinary, the restriction to
the decomposition group GKv of the action of GQ on the rank 2 free R-module M admits a
GKv -stable submodule M+ and a short exact sequence

0 −→M
+ −→M −→M

− −→ 0

such that M± have both rank 1 over R. After fixing an R-basis {v1, v2} of M with v1 ∈M+,
there is an isomorphism

M ≃
(
η−1χ

k/2
cyc ∗

0 ηχ
− k−2

2
cyc

)
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for an unramified character η : GKv → O×
℘ such that η(Frobp) = αp; here Frobp denotes an

arithmetic Frobenius at p, αp is the p-adic unit root of Hecke polynomial X2−φ(Tp)X + pk−1

at p and χcyc : GQp → Z×
p is the p-adic cyclotomic character. Define

H1
ord(Kv ,M ) := im

(
H1(Kv ,M

+) −→ H1(Kv,M )
)
.

It is well known that H1
ord

(
Kv, A

†
φ,℘

)
and H1

ord

(
Kv, T

†
φ,℘

)
are exact annihilators of each other

under the local Tate pairing.

2.6.3. Primes dividing D. Let ℓ |D be a prime number; since ℓ is inert in K, there is a unique
prime of K, still denoted by ℓ, lying over it. The restriction of M to GQℓ

is

M |GQℓ
≃
(
χcyc 0
0 1

)
,

where 1 is the trivial character ([9]). It follows that there is a unique line M+ ⊂M on which
GQp acts either by χcyc or by χcycτℓ, where τℓ is the non-trivial element of Gal(Kℓ/Qℓ). Now
we define

H1
ord(Kv ,M ) := im

(
H1(Kv ,M

+) −→ H1(Kv,M )
)
.

2.6.4. Primes dividing S. Let ℓ |S be a prime number; in particular, ℓ is inert in K and
we denote by the same symbol the unique prime of K above ℓ. Define the singular part of
H1(Kℓ,M ) as

H1
sing(Kℓ,M ) := H1(IKℓ

,M )
GKℓ

/IKℓ ,

where Kℓ is the completion of K at the unique prime above ℓ and IKℓ
is the inertia subgroup

of the absolute Galois group GKℓ
of Kℓ. Write

∂ℓ : H
1(Kℓ,M ) −→ H1

sing(Kℓ,M )

for the residue (i.e., restriction) map and set H1
fin(Kℓ,M ) := ker(∂ℓ). As explained in [17,

§1.3], both H1
sing(Kℓ,M ) and H1

fin(Kℓ,M ) are free of rank 1 over R and there is a canonical
splitting

(2.7) H1(Kℓ,M ) ≃ H1
fin(Kℓ,M )⊕H1

sing(Kℓ,M ).

Let

(2.8) vℓ : H
1(Kℓ,M ) −→ H1

fin(Kℓ,M )

be the map induced by (2.7). Abusing notation, we also write ∂ℓ and vℓ for the compositions
of ∂ℓ and vℓ, respectively, with the localisation map locℓ : H

1(K,M )→ H1(Kℓ,M ).
The groups H1

fin(Kℓ,M ) and H1
sing(Kℓ,M ) also admit the following description. There is a

canonical splitting M ≃M+⊕M− with M− := (Frobℓ−ǫℓℓ)M (cf. the proof of [17, Lemma
1.5]). The ordinary local condition at ℓ is

(2.9) H1
ord(Kℓ,M ) := H1(Kℓ,M

+),

which is maximal isotropic with respect to the local Tate pairing. Then there are isomorphisms

(2.10) H1
ord(Kℓ,M ) ≃ H1

sing(Kℓ,M ), H1
fin(Kℓ,M ) ≃ H1(Kℓ,M

−).
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2.6.5. Selmer groups. For every prime v of K, let

locv : H1(K,M ) −→ H1(Kv,M )

be the localisation map at v. The Selmer group SelS(K,M ) of M over K is the subgroup of
H1(K,M ) consisting of those elements s such that

• locv(s) ∈ H1
fin(Kv,M ) if v ∤ pDS;

• locv(s) ∈ H1
ord(Kv ,M ) if v | pDS.

When S = 1, we simply write Sel(K,M ) for Sel1(K,M ). Let T be a product of distinct
primes with (T,DKMDp) = 1. The relaxed S-Selmer group SelS,(T )(K,M ) of M at T over

K is the subgroup of H1(K,M ) consisting of those elements s such that
• locv(s) ∈ H1

fin(Kv,M ) if v ∤ pDST ;
• locv(s) ∈ H1

ord(Kv ,M ) if v | pDS.
For a (possibly infinite) set D of prime numbers, the relaxed D-Selmer group SelS,(D)(K,M )
of M at T over K is defined in a completely analogous way. We also denote by SelS,[T ](K,M )
the subgroup of SelS,(T )(K,M ) consisting of those classes c such that

• locv(c) ∈ H1
sing(Kv,M ) for all v |T .

For T ′ a product of distinct primes with (T ′,DKMDTp) = 1, we define SelS,(T ),[T ′](K,V ) to
be the subgroup of SelS,(TT ′)(K,V ) consisting of those classes c such that

• locv(c) ∈ H1
sing(Kv, V ) for all v |T ′.

For every Gal(K/Q)-module M , we write M± for the ±1-eigenspaces of M under the action
of the generator of Gal(K/Q). In particular, since p is odd, there is a splitting

SelS(K,M ) = SelS(K,M )+ ⊕ SelS(K,M )−,

and analogously for the other Selmer groups.

2.6.6. Comparison of Selmer groups. The notation introduced in Theorem 2.7 is in force. If
v is a prime of K, then let Kv be the completion of K at v, let GKv

:= Gal(K̄v/Kv) be the
absolute Galois group of Kv, which can be identified with the decomposition subgroup of GK

at v, and let Iv ⊂ GKv be the inertia subgroup of GKv . Fix S ∈ P = P(φ, ℘,K) and let φS
be as in Theorem 2.7. Set k℘ := O/℘ and k℘S

:= OS/℘S ; by construction, k℘S
is a finite

extension of k℘. Note that S appears as a divisor of the discriminant DS of the quaternion
algebra on which φS is defined; it appears also as an admissible integer for φ.

The next lemma gives a comparison between Selmer groups.

Lemma 2.9. SelS
(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)
⊗k℘ k℘S

≃ Sel
(
K,A†

φS ,℘S
[℘S ]

)
.

Proof. By (2.9), at primes dividing S the ordinary local conditions for φS in §2.6.3 are the
same as the ordinary local conditions for φ in §2.6.4. Furthermore, there are isomorphisms of
k℘S

-vector spaces AφS
[℘S ] ≃ Aφ,℘ ⊗k℘ k℘S

and

SelS
(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)
⊗k℘ k℘S

≃ SelS
(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]⊗k℘ k℘S

)
.

The result follows. �

Now we compare SelS
(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)

and SelSℓ
(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)
, and also SelS

(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)± and

SelSℓ
(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)±, for an admissible prime ℓ ∤ S.

Lemma 2.10. Let ℓ ∤ S be an admissible prime.

(1) SelSℓ
(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)±

= ker
(
locℓ : SelS

(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)± → H1

fin

(
Kℓ, A

†
φ,℘[℘]

))
.

(2) dimk℘ SelSℓ
(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)± ≥ dimk℘ SelS

(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)± − 1.
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(3) If locℓ : SelS
(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)± → H1

fin

(
Kℓ, A

†
φ,℘[℘]

)
is surjective, then

dimk℘ SelSℓ
(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)±

= dimk℘ SelS
(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)± − 1.

Analogous results hold true for SelS
(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)

and SelSℓ
(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)
.

Proof. Since dimk℘ H
1
fin

(
Kℓ, A

†
φ,℘[℘]

)
= 1, it suffices to show (1), i.e., that SelSℓ

(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)±

is the kernel of the localisation map. The kernel of locℓ consists of those s ∈ SelS
(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)±

such that the restriction of locℓ(s) belongs to H1
sing

(
Kℓ, A

†
φ,℘[℘]

)
, which is isomorphic to

H1
ord

(
Kℓ, A

†
φ,℘[℘]

)
by (2.10), and the claim follows. The statements for SelS

(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)

and

SelSℓ
(
K,A†

φ,℘[℘]
)

can be proved in the same way. �

2.7. Special points. Here we introduce special points both in the indefinite case and in the
definite case. Let us fix, as before, M , D, p and recall that p ∤ MD. Let K be an imaginary
quadratic field where all the primes dividing M split and all the primes dividing D are inert.
Define the set SM,D(K) of special points of Y0(M,D) as

SM,D(K) := R̂×∖(B̂× ×Hom(K,B)
)/
B×.

By extending scalar, we view SM,D(K) as a subset of Y0(M,D)(C). Let OK be the ring of
integers of K and for any c ≥ 1 let Oc := Z + cOK be the order of K of conductor c. If
x ∈ SM,D(K) is represented by a pair (g, ϕ) such that ϕ(K) ∩ g−1R̂×g = ϕ(Oc), then we
say that x has conductor c. In the indefinite (respectively, definite) case, the special points in
SM,D(K) are called Heegner (respectively, Gross) points.

In both cases, SM,D(K) is equipped with an action of Gal(Kab/K), where Kab is the
maximal abelian extension of K, that is defined as follows: if σ ∈ Gal(Kab/K) is represented
by a ∈ K̂× via the geometrically normalised Artin map and x is represented by (g, ϕ), then
xσ ∈ SM,D(K) is the point of SM,D(K) represented by the pair

(
gϕ̂(a), ϕ

)
, where ϕ̂ : K̂ → B̂

is the map obtained from ϕ by extending scalars to Ẑ. In the indefinite case, this action
coincides with the usual Galois actions on points, by Shimura’s reciprocity law; furthermore,
Heegner points of conductor c are rational over the ring class field Hc of K of conductor c.

Following [17, §2.2] and [56, §3.1] (see also [14], [15]), we make a specific choice of special
points. As before, write G for the algebraic group defined by B×; fix c ≥ 1 with (c,MD) = 1
and for each prime number q define ςq(c) ∈ G(Qq) by setting

ςq(c) :=





1 if q ∤Mc,

δ−1
K

(
θ θ̄
1 1

)
if q |M,

(
qn 0
0 1

)
if q | c splits in K and n = valq(c),

(
1 q−n

0 1

)
if q | c is inert in K and n = valq(c).

Set also ς(c) :=
(
ςq(c)

)
q
∈ G

(
A(∞)

)
. For any place v of Q, the Atkin–Lehner involution

τv ∈ G(Qv) is

τv :=





(
0 1

−M 0

)
if v |M,

JB if v |∞D,

1 if v ∤MD.

Finally, put τB := (τv)v ∈ G(A); with an abuse of notation, we sometimes denote by τB the
element (τq)q ∈ G

(
A(∞)

)
.
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2.8. CM elliptic curves. Let E be a fixed elliptic curve with CM by OK , defined over the
Hilbert class field HK of K; we also fix a complex analytic isomorphism E(C) ≃ C/OK , which
we will treat as an equality.

Let Cc := c−1Oc/OK ≃ Z/cZ and Ec := E/Cc; then Ec is an elliptic curve with CM by Oc

equipped with a complex analytic uniformization Ec(C) ≃ C/Oc such that the quotient map
ϕc : E ։ Ec is the isogeny given by [z] 7→ [cz] as a map of complex tori.

Fix a fractional Oc-ideal a, let Ec[a] ⊂ Ec(C) be the a-torsion subgroup of Ec(C) and
form the quotient Ea := Ec/Ec[a]; then Ec[a] ≃ a−1Oc/Oc and there is a complex analytic
isomorphism Ea(C) ≃ C/a−1. Finally, there is a canonical quotient map λa : Ec ։ Ea that,
as a map of complex tori, is induced by the inclusion Oc ⊂ a−1.

2.9. Heegner cycles. Suppose we are in the indefinite case. We require the isomorphisms i∞
in (2.2) to further satisfy the condition i∞(θ) =

(
θ+θ̄ −θθ̄
1 0

)
. The action of i∞(K) ⊂ GL2(R)

has two fixed points, say ω and ω̄, in H ∪ ρ(H), where ρ is complex conjugation. Suppose
that ω ∈ H and ω̄ = ρ(ω). Let c ≥ 1 be an integer prime to MD. Using the first bijection in
(2.3), the Heegner point of conductor c is Pc :=

[(
ς(c)τB, ω

)]
∈ Y0(M,D)(C). Then the Galois

action on such points is given by P σa
c :=

[(
aς(c)τB, ω

)]
(as in §2.1, we write just a for ψK(a)).

Let P̃c be a lift of Pc to Xd(M,D).
Heegner cycles in Xd(M,D) are defined as certain cycles fibered over P̃c; when D = 1 we

follow the construction in [44] and [41], while when D > 1 we use alternative constructions in
[5], [16], [21]. Let Dc = c2DK be the conductor of the order Oc. To simplify the notation, set
r := k− 2 and u := r/2; also, let Wk,d :=Wk,d(M,D), Ad := Ad(M,D) and Xd := Xd(M,D);
for D = 1 we also write Ed for Ad, to emphasize that in this case the universal object is an
elliptic curve. We use the symbol iP̃a

for the inclusion of the fiber over P̃a in the universal
object; in other words, i

P̃a
: Ea →֒ Ed for D = 1 and i

P̃a
: Aa = Ea × E →֒ Ad for D > 1.

The Kuga–Sato variety Wk,d can be equipped with several projectors; in particular, there
is a projector ǫW inducing isomorphisms

(2.11) ǫWH
∗
ét

(
W k,d,Zp

) ≃−→ ǫWH
k−1
ét

(
W k,d,Zp

) ≃−→ H1
ét

(
Xd, j∗ Sym

r(R1πd∗Zp)
)
,

where if D > 1, then πd : Ad(M,D) → Xd(M,D) is the universal abelian surface and j is
the identity, while if D = 1, then πd : Ed(M) → Yd(M) is the universal elliptic curve and
j : Yd(M) →֒ Xd(M) is the canonical inclusion (see, e.g., [56, Lemma 2.2] and the references
in [56]). Let ǫd be the projector associated with the covering map Xd(M,D)→ X0(M,D) (cf.
[56, Lemma 2.1]). We fix a prime number p such that

• p ∤MDdcφ(d)(k − 2)!.

For a variety V defined over a number field L, write CHi
0(V/L) for the abelian group of

homologically trivial cycles of codimension i in V that are rational over L, modulo rational
equivalence; moreover, for a ring R set CHi

0(V/L)R := CHi
0(V/L)⊗Z R.

In the notation of §2.1.1, if D = 1, then P̃c is represented by a triple (Ec, Cc, νd). For each
fractional ideal a, let σa ∈ Gal(Hc/K) ≃ Pic(Oc) be the element corresponding to a via the
geometrically normalised Artin map; then P̃ σa

c is represented by a triple
(
Ea, C

(a)
c , ν

(a)
d

)
(and

one can check that C(a)
c = λa(Cc) and ν

(a)
d = λa ◦ νd, which we do not need in the following;

see, e.g., [13, §2.4]). Let

Γa :=
{(√

−Dc · z, z
) ∣∣∣ z ∈ Ea

}

be the transpose of the graph of
√−Dc in Ea × Ea.

When D > 1, P̃c is represented by the quadruplet (Ec × Ec, ιc, Cc, νc). For each fractional
Oc-ideal b, the point P̃ σb

c is represented by a quadruplet
(
Ea×Ec, ι

(a), C
(a)
c , ν

(a)
d

)
for a unique

fractional Oc-ideal a (the precise relation between a and b, which is not needed in this paper,
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can be deduced from, e.g., [21, §2.3]). Let

Γa :=
{(√

−Dc · λa(z), z
) ∣∣∣ z ∈ Ec

}

be the transpose of the graph of
√−Dc ◦ λa : Ec → Ea in Ea × Ec.

Now let D ≥ 1. Set Υa := i
P̃c
(Γu

a ) ⊂Wk,d.

Definition 2.11. The Heegner cycle attached to a is ∆a := ǫdǫWΥa.

Under our assumptions on p, the cycle ∆a belongs to ǫdǫWCH
k/2
0 (Wk,d/Hc)Zp by (2.11).

Set ∆c := ∆Oc ; when we need to specify M and D, we write ∆a,M,D for ∆a.

Remark 2.12. For any D ≥ 1, observe that ∆c is unchanged if Γc is replaced by the divisor
Γc − (Ec × {0}) − cDK({0} × Ec) (cf. [45, Ch. 2, (3.6)] for D = 1 and [21, Proposition 4.2]
for D > 1). In particular, since p ∤ c, Definition 2.11 is consistent (up to p-adic units, due to
a further normalisation in terms of certain self-intersection properties) with that of [56, §3.1].

Let us fix a quaternionic eigenform φ ∈ Sk(M,D;O℘) as in §2.2.4, where ℘ is a fixed prime
ideal of O of residual characteristic p. Taking the φ-eigenspace in the cohomology group with
coefficients in O℘ (which can be done thanks to [44, Lemma 2.2]), for any number field L we
obtain a ℘-adic Abel–Jacobi map

(2.12) AJφ,℘,L : ǫdǫW CH
k/2
0 (Wk,d ⊗Q L)Zp

−→ H1
(
L, T †

φ,℘

)
.

Definition 2.13. The Heegner cycle attached to a and φ is ya,M,D(φ) := AJφ,℘,Hc

(
∆a,M,D

)
.

When a = Oc, we will write yc,M,D(φ) in place of ya,M,D(φ).

Remark 2.14. As explained in [56, p. 2332], the map AJφ,℘,K factors through Sel
(
K,T †

φ,℘

)
.

2.10. Theta elements. In the definite case, special cycles give rise to theta elements and,
eventually, to anticyclotomic p-adic L-functions; we quickly review the subject as developed
in [15], [17], [18]. Let φ ∈ Sk(M,D;R) with R as before. We assume that φ is primitive, i.e.,
there is no φ′ ∈ Sk(M,D;R) such that φ = ℘φ′. We write Φ for the modular form associated
with φ, as discussed in §2.2.4. Let c ≥ 1 be an integer prime to MDp. Recall the notation in
§2.7 and define the Gross point of conductor c to be Pc :=

[(
ς(c), ψK

)]
. Set Gc := Gal(Hc/K)

and recall the element γp introduced in §2.2.3. Set v
∗
0 := D

k−2
2

K · v0. The theta element
associated with φ is

θc,M,D(φ) :=
∑

σ∈Gc

〈
ρ−1
k (γp)v

∗
0,Φ(P

σ
c )
〉
k
· σ ∈ R[Gc].

When A is a K-algebra, we may compare these elements with the theta elements introduced
in [18, §4.3] (cf. also [15, Definition 2.3]). Let Ψ be a modular form as in (2.5) and let Φ
be the modular form as in Definition 2.2 corresponding to Ψ. The theta elements in [18] are
defined as

(2.13)
∑

σ∈Gc

〈
v
∗
0,Ψ(P σ

c )
〉
k
· σ ∈ R[Gc].

Now recall the p-adic avatar Ψ̂(g) = ρ−1
k (γp)ρ

−1
k,p(gp)Ψ(g) from [18, §4.1]; using this formula

and the equality ρk,p(g) = ρk(γpgpγ
−1
p ), we get

Ψ(g) = ρk(γp)ρk(gp)Ψ̂(g) = ρk(γp)Φ(g).

Replacing in (2.13), we finally get
∑

σ∈Gc

〈
v
∗
0,Ψ(P σ

c )
〉
k
· σ =

∑

σ∈Gc

〈
ρ−1
k (γp)(v

∗
0),Φ

(
xn(a)

)〉
k
· σ = θc,M,D(φ).
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The interpolation properties of the elements θc,M,D(φ) can be found in [18, Theorem 4.6]
(cf. also [15, Theorem 2.4]); a more general interpolation formula is due to Hung ([28]).
More precisely, let f ∈ Sk(Γ0(MD)) be a newform and let φf be the associated quaternionic
eigenform (see the discussion in §2.3). Let LK(f, χ, s) be the L-function of f twisted by χ,
and let Ωf,D be the Gross period of f (see [18, §1]; see also [32, §5.2]). For all (finite order)
characters χ of Gc we have

χ
(
θc,M,D(φf )

2
)
= Const× LK(f, χ, k/2)

Ωf,D
,

where Const is a p-adic unit (by which we mean that there is a finite field extension K of Qp

such that Const ∈ O×
K, where OK is the valuation ring of K).

Remark 2.15. In the interpolation formulas above it is implicit that the quotient between the
special value of the complex L-function and the Gross period is an algebraic number, so it
may be compared via the given embeddings ι∞ : Q̄ →֒ C and ιp : Q̄ →֒ Q̄p from §1.1 to the
value of the theta series at χ.

2.11. Reciprocity laws. We review the explicit reciprocity laws of [56], which generalise
those of [3] and [17] and lie at the heart of this paper. Let us choose φ ∈ Sk(M,D;R) with
R := O℘/℘O℘ = O/℘, where O is the ring of integers of a number field, ℘ is a prime ideal
of O of residue characteristic p and O℘ is the completion of O at ℘. We suppose throughout
that Assumption 2.4 is satisfied and that φ is normalised. Let P = P(φ, ℘,K) be as in §2.5.1
and let φS ∈ Sk(M,DS;R) be the form from Theorem 2.7.

Let c ≥ 1 be an integer prime to MD. If S ∈ Pdef , then we set

λφ,c(S) := θc,M,DS(φS).

If S ∈ P indef , then we set

κφ,c(S) :=
∑

σ∈Gc

(
yc,M,DS(φS)

)σ ∈ H1
(
Hc, T

†
φS ,℘S

)
≃ H1

(
Hc, T

†
φ,℘

)
,

where the isomorphism on the right is a consequence of the equivalence TφS ,℘S
≃ Tφ.℘.

For ℓ ∈ P, recall the map ∂ℓ, whose target H1
sing

(
Kℓ, T

†
φ,℘

)
is a free R-module of rank 1.

Theorem 2.16 (First reciprocity law). Let S ∈ Pdef and ℓ ∤ S be an n-admissible prime.
Then

∂ℓ
(
κφ,c(Sℓ)

)
≡ uλφ,c(S) (mod ℘)

for some u ∈ R×.

Proof. This is proved in [56, Theorem 3.6]; see also [16, §8.2]. �

Theorem 2.17 (Second reciprocity law). Let S ∈ P indef and let ℓ ∤ S be an n-admissible
prime. Then

vℓ
(
κφ,c(S)

)
≡ uλφ,c(Sℓ) (mod ℘)

for some u ∈ R×.

Proof. This is proved in [56, Theorem 3.4]. �

For ℓ ∈ P, recall the map vℓ from (2.8), whose target H1
fin

(
Kℓ, T

†
φ,℘

)
is a free R-module of

rank 1.

Corollary 2.18. Let S ∈ P indef and let ℓ1, ℓ2 be distinct admissible primes not dividing S.
Then

vℓ1
(
κφ,c(S)

)
6= 0⇐⇒ ∂ℓ2

(
κφ,c(Sℓ1ℓ2)

)
6= 0.

Proof. This follows immediately upon combining Theorems 2.16 and 2.17. �
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Remark 2.19. It would be interesting to explore arithmetic applications of (more general
versions of) the explicit reciprocity laws for all integers c ≥ 1, with possible applications to
the Tamagawa number conjecture for the motive of f ; results in this direction can be found
in [16] and [40].

3. Kolyvagin’s conjecture

In this section, we introduce our Kolyvagin systems of derived Galois cohomology classes
attached to a higher weight newform f and then prove Kolyvagin’s conjecture for f .

3.1. The newform f and its Galois representations. Let f ∈ Sk(Γ0(N)) be a newform of
weight k ≥ 4 and level N , whose q-expansion will be denoted by f(q) =

∑
n≥1 an(f)q

n. Write
F := Q

(
an(f) | n ≥ 1

)
for the Hecke field of f , which is a totally real number field, and let

OF be its ring of integers. Furthermore, let p be a prime ideal of OF of residual characteristic
p ∤ N . Let V †

f,p be the self-dual twist of the Galois representation attached to f and p by

Deligne, where Fp is the completion of F at p. We fix a GQ-stable lattice T †
f,p ⊂ V †

f,p and set

A†
f,p := V †

f,p/T
†
f,p; if the residual representation A†

f,p[p] thus obtained is irreducible, then its

isomorphism class is independent of the choice of T †
f,p, since all Galois-stable lattices inside

V †
f,p are homothetic. Fix an imaginary quadratic field K of discriminant prime to Np and

consider a factorization N = N+N− such that a prime number ℓ divides N+ (respectively,
N−) if and only if ℓ splits (respectively, is inert) in K. We assume throughout in this section
that N is square free and N− is the product of an even number of primes.

Let B be the (indefinite) quaternion algebra of discriminant N− and letR be an Eichler order
of level N+ of B. From now on, with notation as in §2.3, let us set φ := JL(f) and take ℘ = p,
so that φ ∈ Sk(N+, N−;Op). Thus, there are canonical Galois-equivariant isomorphisms

(3.1) T †
f,p ≃ T

†
φ,p, T †

f,p/pT
†
f,p ≃ T

†
φ,p, A†

f,p ≃ A
†
φ,p.

Suppose throughout that Assumption 2.4 for φ = φf is satisfied.

3.2. Kolyvagin systems. Our goal now is to introduce the Kolyvagin systems built out of
Heegner cycles in terms of which we will formulate a higher weight analogue of Kolyvagin’s
conjecture.

3.2.1. Kolyvagin primes and Kolyvagin integers. As above, let S ∈ P = P(φ, p,K).

Definition 3.1. A Kolyvagin prime for (f, S, p,K) is a prime number ℓ such that

(1) ℓ ∤ NSp;
(2) ℓ is inert in K;
(3) M(ℓ) := min

{
ordp(ℓ+ 1), ordp

(
aℓ(f)

)}
> 0.

Let P(S)
Kol(f, p,K) be the set of Kolyvagin primes introduced in Definition 3.1. Let us write

I(S)Kol(f, p,K) :=
{
square-free products of primes in P(S)

Kol(f, p,K)
}

for the set of Kolyvagin integers for (f, S, p,K).

Remark 3.2. It follows trivially from the definitions that if S, S′ ∈ P and S |S′, then there is
an inclusion P(S′)

Kol (f, p,K) ⊂ P(S)
Kol(f, p,K), whence I(S

′)
Kol (f, p,K) ⊂ I(S)Kol(f, p,K).
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The data p and K being regarded as fixed, from now on we shall often write P(S)
Kol(f) and

I(S)Kol(f) for the two sets above. Notice that 1 ∈ I(S)Kol(f). For every n ∈ I(S)Kol(f), the Kolyvagin
index of n is

(3.2) M(n) :=




min

{
M(ℓ) | ℓ |n

}
if n ≥ 2,

∞ if n = 1.

A Kolyvagin prime for (f, 1, p,K) will be simply called a Kolyvagin prime for (f,K); moreover,
we set PKol(f) := P(1)

Kol(f) and IKol(f) := I(1)Kol(f).

3.2.2. Kolyvagin systems of Heegner cycles. Following a recipe originally due (in the context
of modular abelian varieties) to Kolyvagin (see, e.g., [25, §4], [33], [57, §3.7]), we attach to f
a systematic supply of Galois cohomology classes, which we call Kolyvagin classes, that are
defined in terms of the Heegner cycles of §2.9, are indexed over Kolyvagin integers and take
values in quotients of T †

f,p.

To begin with, for all n ∈ I(S)Kol(f) set

Gn := Gal(Hn/HK), Gn := Gal(Hn/K) ≃ Pic(On),

so that, by class field theory, Gn =
∏

ℓ|nGℓ with Gℓ cyclic of order ℓ+ 1, where ℓ varies over

the prime divisors of n. For all ℓ ∈ P(S)
Kol(f), we choose a generator σℓ of Gℓ; the Kolyvagin

derivative operators are

Dℓ :=
ℓ∑

i=1

iσiℓ ∈ Z[Gℓ], Dn :=
∏

ℓ|n
Dℓ ∈ Z[Gn].

In particular, D1 is the identity.
For a number field L, we also define

Λφ,p(L) := im(AJφ,p,L) ⊂ H1
(
L, T †

f,p

)
,

where AJφ,p,L is the map in (2.12) and the inclusion on the right is a consequence of the
first isomorphism in (3.1). As in [41] (see, in particular, [41, Corollary 2.7, (3)] and [41,
Proposition 2.8]), one can check that for each integer m with 1 ≤ m ≤ n there is a natural
Galois-equivariant injection

ιφ,L,m : Λφ,p(L)
/
pmΛφ,p(L) −֒→ H1

(
L, T †

f,p/p
mT †

f,p

)
,

which should the thought of as a higher weight counterpart of the usual Kummer map in the
Galois cohomology of abelian varieties over number fields. Analogously, with self-explaining
notation, one has a Galois-equivariant injection

ιφS ,L,m : ΛφS ,pS (L)
/
pmS ΛφS ,pS(L) −֒→ H1

(
L, T †

φS ,pS
/pmS T

†
φS ,pS

)
≃ H1

(
L, T †

f,p/p
mT †

f,p

)
,

where φS ∈ Sk(M,N−S;OS,℘S
) comes from part (2) of Theorem 2.7 and the isomorphism on

the right follows from the Galois-equivariant isomorphism T †
φS ,pS

≃ T †
f,p. Of course, there is

an equality ιφ1,L,m = ιφ,L,m.
Recall the general notation introduced in §2.9; with M = N+ and D = N−, let us define

yn(S) := yn,N+,N−S(φS) ∈ ΛφS ,pS(Hn).

Fix n ∈ I(S)Kol(f), let G be a system of representatives for Gn/Gn and set

zn(S) :=
∑

σ∈G
σ
(
Dn

(
yn(S)

))
∈ ΛφS ,pS (Hn).
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Then for S = 1, zn = zn(1) ∈ Λf,p(Hn). The field extension Hn/Q, which is generalised
dihedral, is solvable, so H0

(
Hn, T

†
f,p/p

mT †
f,p

)
= 0 by [41, Lemma 3.10, (2)]. It follows that

restriction induces an isomorphism

(3.3) resHn/K : H1
(
K,T †

f,p/p
mT †

f,p

) ≃−→ H1
(
Hn, T

†
f,p/p

mT †
f,p

)Gn .

Moreover, one can easily check that if dn,m(S) denotes the image via ιφS ,L,m of the class
of zn(S) modulo pmS and M(n) is the Kolyvagin index of n from (3.2), then dn,m(S) ∈
H1
(
Hn, T

†
f,p/p

mT †
f,p

)Gn for all m ∈
{
1, . . . ,M(n)

}
. Keeping isomorphism (3.3) in mind, for

all m ∈
{
1, . . . ,M(n)

}
we can define the Kolyvagin class cn,m(S) as

cn,m(S) := res−1
Hn/K

(
dn,m(S)

)
∈ H1

(
K,T †

f,p/p
mT †

f,p

)
.

Now we can introduce our Kolyvagin systems.

Definition 3.3. The Kolyvagin system attached to (f, p,K, S) is

κS :=
{
cn,m(S)

∣∣∣ n ∈ I(S)Kol(f), 1 ≤ m ≤M(n)
}
.

To simplify notation, for all n ∈ I(S)Kol(f) set cn(S) := cn,1(S).

Definition 3.4. The strict Kolyvagin system attached to (f, p,K, S) is

κ⋆S :=
{
cn(S)

∣∣∣ n ∈ I(S)Kol(f)
}
.

Since f , p, K are understood as fixed, our notation does not reflect the dependence of κS
and κ⋆S on these data. By definition, κ⋆S ⊂ κS .

3.3. Kolyvagin’s conjecture. The following conjecture was first proposed, for S = N− = 1
and with a slightly different formalism, in [42, Conjecture A].

Conjecture 3.5 (Kolyvagin’s conjecture, higher weight). For each S ∈ P indef , κS 6= {0}.
This is a higher (even) weight counterpart of a conjecture for rational elliptic curves due to

Kolyvagin ([34, Conjecture A]). Actually, we are interested in the stronger

Conjecture 3.6 (Kolyvagin’s conjecture, higher weight, strong form). For each S ∈ P indef ,
κ⋆S 6= {0}.

The proof (under mild technical assumptions) of Conjecture 3.6 is the main result of this
paper (see Theorem 3.17).

3.4. Triangulation of Selmer groups. Notation from §3.2 is in force. Let S ∈ P indef . First
of all, we need a few auxiliary results that can be found in [21] and [42] (strictly speaking,
in [42] it is assumed that N− = S = 1, but the arguments carry over to our more general
setting).

Lemma 3.7. Let x1, . . . , xr be linearly independent elements of H1
(
K,T

†
φf

)
. For any integer

s ∈ {1, . . . , r}, there are infinitely many ℓ ∈ P(S)
Kol(f) such that locℓ(xi) = 0 for i = 1, . . . , s− 1

and locℓ(xi) 6= 0 for i = s, . . . , r.

Proof. As in [42], this is an application of Čebotarev’s density theorem. More precisely, with
notation as in [42], we apply [42, Lemma 7.5] to the Galois representation T

†
φS
≃ T

†
φf

, the

finite subgroup C of H1(K,T
†
φf
) generated by {x1, . . . , xr} and a map ϕ ∈ Hom

(
C, T

†
φf

)+
such that

• ϕ(xi) = 0 for i = 1, . . . , s − 1;
• ϕ(xi) 6= 0 for i = s, . . . , r.
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Let L := K
(
T
†
φf

)
be the composite of K with the subfield of Q̄ fixed by the subgroup of GQ

that acts trivially on T †
φf

. Then Čebotarev’s density theorem implies that there exist infinitely

many ℓ ∈ P(S)
Kol(f) such that ϕ corresponds to an arithmetic Frobenius Frobλ under the natural

isomorphism
Gal(LC/L)

≃−→ Hom
(
C, T

†
φf

)
, σ 7−→ ϕσ

for a suitable finite Galois extension LC/L and some prime λ of L above ℓ. Avoiding the
finitely many primes at which the classes x1, . . . , xr ramify, we find infinitely many ℓ ∈ P(S)

Kol(f)
with the previous property such that Frobλ generates the decomposition group of a prime
of LC above λ. Finally, the lemma follows by observing that locℓ(xi) = 0 if and only if
ϕ(xi) = ϕFrobλ

(xi) = 0. �

Lemma 3.8. Let ℓ ∈ P(S)
Kol(f). Each eigenspace H1

(
Kℓ, T

†
f,p

)±
for Gal(K/Q) is 1-dimensional.

Proof. See, e.g., [21, §5.3]. �

Lemma 3.9. Let T ∈ I(S)Kol(f) and ℓ ∈ P(S)
Kol(f) with ℓ ∤ T . Each group SelS,(ℓ),[T ]

(
K,T

†
f,p

)±
is

non-trivial.

Proof. See, e.g., the proof of [42, Proposition 7.8]. �

Lemma 3.10. Let ℓ ∈ P(S)
Kol(f) and n ∈ I(S)Kol(f) with ℓ ∤ n. There is an isomorphism

ϑℓ : H
1
fin

(
Kℓ, T

†
f,p

)
−→ H1

sing

(
Kℓ, T

†
f,p

)

and an equality

locℓ
(
cnℓ(S)

)
= ϑℓ

(
locℓ

(
cn(S)

))
.

Proof. See, e.g., [21, Proposition 5.7, (iv)]. �

The next definition introduces a notion that will prove useful in subsequent arguments.

Definition 3.11. A base point of κ⋆S is a prime number ℓ such that
• ℓ ∤ DKNp;
• locℓ

(
cn(S)

)
= 0 for all n ∈ I(S)Kol(f).

The base locus of κ⋆S is the set B⋆S of all base points of κ⋆S .

For every n ∈ I(S)Kol(f), let us write ν(n) for the number of prime factors of n; recall the
Kolyvagin index M(n) of n that was introduced in (3.2).

Definition 3.12. Assume that κS 6= {0}. The vanishing order of κS is

νS := min
{
ν(n)

∣∣∣ n ∈ I(S)Kol(f) and cn,m(S) 6= 0 for some m ≤M(n)
}
∈ N.

We can give a similar definition for κ⋆S , as follows.

Definition 3.13. Assume that κ⋆S 6= {0}. The vanishing order of κ⋆S is

ν⋆S := min
{
ν(n)

∣∣∣ n ∈ I(S)Kol(f) and cn(S) 6= 0
}
∈ N.

Clearly, νS ≤ ν⋆S . Let ǫ(f) ∈ {±1} be the root number of f over Q, i.e., the sign of the
functional equation of L(f, s), and define

ǫS := ǫ(f) · (−1)ν⋆S+1 ∈ {±1}.
The next result, which is implicit in [42], is key for proving Kolyvagin’s conjecture, which will
be done in §3.5. Our proof follows the arguments in [57, Lemma 8.4]; for completeness, we
work out the strategy from [57] in our more general setting.

Let kp := Op/pOp be the residue field of OF at p.
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Proposition 3.14 (Triangulation of Selmer groups). Assume that κ⋆S 6= {0}. Then

(1) dimkp

(
SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫS) = ν⋆S + 1;

(2) dimkp

(
SelS

(
K/T

†
f,p

)−ǫS
)
≤ ν⋆S;

(3) SelS,(B⋆
S
)

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫS = SelS
(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫS ;

(4) dimkp

(
SelS,(B⋆

S
)

(
K,T

†
f,p

)−ǫS
)
≤ ν⋆S.

Proof. First of all, recall that if n ∈ I(S)Kol(f), then cn(S) ∈ H1
(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ(f)·(−1)ν(n)

(see, e.g.,
[41, Proposition 3.14]). We divide our proof into four steps.

Step 1. We claim that for j ∈ {0, . . . , ν⋆S} there are prime numbers ℓ1, . . . , ℓν⋆
S
+j such that

• for all i = 1, . . . , j + 1, we have cni
(S) 6= 0 for ni := ℓi · · · ℓν⋆

S
+i−1;

• for all i = 1, . . . , j, we have locℓν⋆
S
+i

(
cni

(S)
)
6= 0;

• for all i = 1, . . . , j and all k = i+ 1, . . . , j, we have locℓν⋆
S
+k

(
cni

(S)
)
= 0.

Before showing, by induction on j, the existence of such primes, we observe that the classes
cni

(S) for i = 1, . . . , j satisfying the conditions above are linearly independent: this follows by
localising at ℓν⋆

S
+i for all i = 1, . . . , j and using the second and third conditions recursively.

Now we prove the existence of primes satisfying these conditions. Suppose j = 0. Our
assumption on κ⋆S ensures that there exists n1 = ℓ1 · · · ℓν⋆

S
such that cn1(S) 6= 0, which shows

the existence of primes ℓ1, . . . , ℓν⋆
S

satisfying the conditions above (the second and the third
being void in this case). Now suppose that we have defined primes ℓ1, . . . , ℓν⋆S+j for some
j ∈ {0, . . . , ν⋆S − 1} satisfying the three conditions above. By Lemma 3.9, we can choose c 6= 0

inH1
(
K,T

†
f,p

)−ǫS such that c ∈ SelS,(ℓj+1),[Tj ]

(
K,T

†
f,p

)−ǫS for Tj := ℓj+2 · · · ℓν⋆
S
+j if ν⋆S ≥ 2 and

Tj := 1 otherwise. By the observation at the beginning of the proof, the classes cnj+1(S) and
c belong to different eigenspaces for the action of Gal(K/Q), so they are linearly independent.
By Lemma 3.7, we can find a prime ℓν⋆

S
+j+1 ∈ I(S)Kol(f), distinct from ℓ1, . . . , ℓν⋆

S
+j , such that

• locℓν⋆
S
+j+1

(
cni

(S)
)
= 0 for all i = 1, . . . , j;

• locℓν⋆
S
+j+1

(
cnj+1(S)

)
6= 0;

• locℓν⋆
S
+j+1

(c) 6= 0.

To complete Step 1, we show that cnj+2(S) 6= 0 for nj+2 := ℓj+2 · · · ℓν⋆S+j+1. Notice that
c and cnj+1ℓν⋆

S
+j+1

(S) belong to the same eigenspace for the action of Gal(K/Q) and that
these two classes are orthogonal with respect to the local Tate pairing at all places except
possibly at ℓj+1 and ℓν⋆S+j+1. The localisations of both c and cnj+1ℓν⋆

S
+j+1

(S) at ℓν⋆S+j+1 are
non-zero, the non-vanishing of the latter class stemming from Lemma 3.10. Thus, the local
Tate pairing at ℓν⋆

S
+j+1 is non-zero by Lemma 3.8. It follows from global reciprocity that the

local Tate pairing of c and cnj+1ℓν⋆
S
+j+1

(S) is non-zero at ℓj+1 as well, so locℓj+1
(c) 6= 0 and

locℓj+1

(
cnj+1ℓν⋆

S
+j+1

(S)
)
6= 0. Then, again by Lemma 3.10, we have locℓj+1

(
cnj+2(S)

)
6= 0,

whence cnj+2(S) 6= 0. This completes Step 1.
Step 2. Pick a prime ℓ2ν⋆

S
+1 such that locℓ2ν⋆

S
+1

(
cnνS⋆+1(S)

)
6= 0 and locℓ2ν⋆

S
+1

(
cni

(S)
)
= 0

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , ν⋆S}: such a prime exists by Lemma 3.7 because cnν⋆
S
+1
(S) 6= 0. Localising

at ℓ2ν⋆
S
+1, it follows that the classes cn1(S), . . . , cnν⋆

S
+1
(S) are linearly independent. Summing

up, we have built a sequence of primes ℓ1, . . . , ℓ2ν⋆
S
+1 satisfying the following conditions:

• the classes cn1(S), . . . , cnν⋆
S
+1
(S) in H1

(
K,T

†
f,p

)
are linearly independent;

• for all j = 1, . . . , ν⋆S + 1 and all i = 1, . . . , j − 1, we have locℓν⋆
S
+j

(
cni

(S)
)
= 0;



KOLYVAGIN’S CONJECTURE FOR MODULAR FORMS 21

• for all j = 1, . . . , ν⋆S + 1, we have locℓν⋆
S
+j

(
cnj

(S)
)
6= 0.

Step 3. We want to show that the classes cni
(S) for i = 1, . . . , ν⋆S + 1 form bases of

both SelS
(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫS and SelS,(B⋆
S
)

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫS , thus showing (1) and (3) simultaneously. To

begin with, observe that the classes cni
(S) belong to SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫS . There is an inclusion

SelS
(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫS ⊂ SelS,(B⋆
S
)

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫS , so in order to complete Step 3 it remains to prove

that the above-mentioned classes generate SelS,(B⋆
S
)

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫS . Fix c ∈ SelS,(B⋆
S
)

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫS .
At the cost of subtracting a linear combination of the classes cni

(S), we can assume that
locℓν⋆

S
+j
(c) = 0 for all j = 1, . . . , ν⋆S + 1. Therefore, it is enough to check that any such

class is trivial. Let us set n′ := ℓν⋆
S
+1 · · · ℓ2ν⋆

S
+1. Then cn′(S) 6= 0 because its localisation at

ℓ2ν⋆
S
+1 is non-zero: this follows from Lemma 3.10 and the fact that locℓ2ν⋆

S
+1

(
cnν⋆

S
+1
(S)
)
6= 0.

Moreover, note that cn′(S) and c belong to different eigenspaces for the action of Gal(K/Q).
Suppose c 6= 0 and pick a prime ℓ2ν⋆

S
+2 /∈ {ℓ1, . . . , ℓ2ν⋆

S
+1} such that locℓ2ν⋆

S
+2
(c) 6= 0 and

locℓ2ν⋆
S
+2

(
cn′(S)

)
6= 0, which exists by Lemma 3.7. Set n′′ := n′ℓ2ν⋆

S
+2. By Lemma 3.10, we

have cn′′(S) 6= 0 because locℓ2ν⋆
S
+2

(
cn′(S)

)
6= 0. Furthermore, cn′′(S) and c lie in the same

eigenspace for the action of Gal(K/Q). Let us write the Tate pairing as

(3.4) 0 =
∑

v∈B⋆
S

〈
c, cn′′(S)

〉
v
+
∑

ℓ|n′′

〈
c, cn′′(S)

〉
ℓ
.

By definition of the base locus, the first sum in (3.4) is zero. Furthermore, all local pairings
at the primes ℓν⋆

S
+1, . . . , ℓ2ν⋆

S
+1 are zero, so the right-hand sum in (3.4) reduces to the term〈

c, cn′′(S)
〉
ℓ2ν⋆

S
+2

, which is non-zero by Lemma 3.8, as the localisations of both classes are

non-zero. This contradiction gives the vanishing of c, as was to be shown.
Step 4. In light of the inclusion SelS

(
K/T

†
f,p

)−ǫS ⊂ SelS,(B⋆
S
)

(
K/T

†
f,p

)−ǫS , in order to show
(2) and (4) it suffices to show (4). Let us choose primes ℓ1, . . . , ℓ2ν⋆

S
as in Step 1. By con-

tradiction, assume the inequality dimkp

(
SelS,(B⋆

S
)

(
K/T

†
f,p

)−ǫS
)
≥ ν⋆S +1. Pick ν⋆S +1 linearly

independent elements d1, . . . , dν⋆
S
+1 of SelS,(B⋆

S
)

(
K/T

†
f,p

)−ǫS and for each i ∈ {1, . . . , ν⋆S + 1}
consider the ν⋆S-tuple

(
locℓν⋆

S
+1
(di), . . . , locℓ2ν⋆

S

(di)
)
. In light of Lemma 3.8, in this way we get

ν⋆S +1 vectors in a kp-vector space of dimension ν⋆S , so there is a linear combination d of them
satisfying locℓν⋆

S
+i
(d) = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , ν⋆S . It is enough to show that d = 0. Suppose

d 6= 0. The classes d and cnν⋆
S
+1

belong to different eigenspaces, so we can choose, by Lemma
3.7, a prime ℓ2ν⋆

S
+1 (possibly different from the prime with the same name that was chosen in

Step 2) such that locℓ2ν⋆
S
+1
(d) 6= 0 and locℓ2ν⋆

S
+1
(cnν⋆

S
+1
) 6= 0. Now set n′ := ℓν⋆

S
+1 · · · ℓ2ν⋆

S
+1.

As above, cn′(S) 6= 0 because, by Lemma 3.10 and the fact that locℓ2ν⋆
S
+1

(
cnν⋆

S
+1
(S)
)
6= 0,

its localisation at ℓ2ν⋆
S
+1 is non-zero. On the one hand, by definition of the base locus, we

have
〈
d, cn′(S)

〉
ℓ2ν⋆

S
+1

= 0; on the other hand,
〈
d, cn′(S)

〉
ℓ2ν⋆

S
+1
6= 0 by Lemma 3.8, as the

localisations of both classes are non-zero. This contradiction proves the vanishing of d, as
desired. �

3.5. Proof of Kolyvagin’s conjecture. Our goal now is to prove Kolyvagin’s conjecture in
its strong form (Conjecture 3.6). As we shall see, in our arguments we use in a crucial way
the explicit reciprocity laws from §2.11 together with results by Skinner–Urban ([53]).

We begin with a special case of the parity conjecture for Selmer groups.
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Theorem 3.15 (Parity conjecture, odd case). If S ∈ P indef , then dimkp

(
SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

))
is

odd.

Proof. First of all, we observe that if T ∈ P indef , then SelT
(
K,T

†
f,p

)
6= 0. To show this, we

consider the Galois representation V †
fT ,pT

attached to the eigenform fT from Notation 2.8; let

T †
fT ,pT

⊂ V †
fT ,pT

be a Galois-stable lattice and let A†
fT ,pT

:= V †
fT ,pT

/
T †
fT ,pT

, as before. The
functional equation satisfied by the complex L-function L(fT /K, s) gives L(fT/K, 1) = 0. A
result due to Skinner–Urban ([53]; cf. also [56, Theorem 4.6] for a more precise statement)
shows that Sel

(
K,AfT ,pT

)
6= 0, hence SelT

(
K,T

†
f,p

)
6= 0 by Lemma 2.9.

Arguing by contradiction, let us suppose now that dimkp

(
SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

))
is even. By the

observation above applied to T = S, we may assume that r := dimkp

(
SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

))
≥ 2.

Thanks to Čebotarev’s density theorem, we can choose x1 ∈ SelS
(
K,T

†
f,p

)
r {0} and an

admissible prime ℓ1 as in Theorem 2.7 relative to fS such that locℓ1(x1) 6= 0. Therefore,
localisation induces a surjection locℓ1 : SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

)
։ H1

fin

(
Kℓ1 , T

†
f,p

)
and, by Lemma 2.10,

there is an equality

dimkp

(
SelSℓ1

(
K,T

†
f,p

))
= r − 1 ≥ 1.

As before, by Čebotarev’s density theorem we can choose x2 ∈ SelSℓ1
(
K,T

†
f,p

)
r {0} and an

admissible prime ℓ2 such that locℓ2(x2) 6= 0. Thus, locℓ2 : SelSℓ1
(
K,T

†
f,p

)
։ H1

fin

(
Kℓ2 , T

†
f,p

)
is

surjective and, by Lemma 2.10, one has

dimkp

(
SelSℓ1ℓ2

(
K,T

†
f,p

))
= dimkp

(
SelSℓ1

(
K,T

†
f,p

))
− 1 = r − 2.

Repeating this process, we find T = Sℓ1 · · · ℓ2r such that dimkp

(
SelT

(
K,T

†
f,p

))
= 0, which

contradicts the observation at the beginning of the proof. �

The next result shows that Kolyvagin’s conjecture holds true when the Selmer rank is 1.

Theorem 3.16 (Wang). Let S ∈ P indef and assume that dimkp

(
SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

))
= 1. The

class c1(S) ∈ H1
(
K,T

†
f,p

)
is not zero; in particular, κ⋆S 6= {0}.

Proof. This is [56, Theorem 2]; for the reader’s convenience, we review the proof from [56].
Step 1. Pick x ∈ SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

)
r {0}, so that {x} is a basis of SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

)
over kp. By

the Čebotarev density theorem, we can choose an admissible prime ℓ relative to (f,K) such
that locℓ(x) 6= 0. It follows that localisation induces a surjection

locℓ : SelS
(
K,T

†
f,p

)
−։ H1

fin

(
Kℓ, T

†
f,p

)
,

and then we deduce from Lemma 2.10 that SelSℓ
(
K,T

†
f,p

)
= 0.

Step 2. We show that λf (Sℓ) := λf,1(Sℓ) is a p-adic unit. As before, fix a Galois-stable
lattice T †

fSℓ,pSℓ
inside V †

fSℓ,pSℓ
and set A†

fSℓ,pSℓ
:= V †

fSℓ,pSℓ

/
T †
fSℓ,pSℓ

. Let Lalg(fSℓ/K) be the
algebraic part of the special value of L(fSℓ/K, s) at s = 1, normalised as in [56] using Hida’s
canonical period attached to fSℓ. By [56, Theorem 4.5], we know that

ordpSℓ

(
Lalg(fSℓ/K)

)
= lengthOSℓ

(
Sel
(
K,A†

fSℓ,pSℓ

))
+
∑

q|NSℓ

tfSℓ
(q),

where tfSℓ
(q) is the Tamagawa exponent of A†

fSℓ,℘Sℓ
at q. Since A†

fSℓ,pSℓ
[pSℓ] is an irreducible

GK -module, there is an isomorphism SelSℓ
(
K,A†

f,p[pSℓ]
)
≃ SelSℓ

(
K,A†

f,p

)
[pSℓ]; therefore, we
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conclude from Lemma 2.9 and Step 1 that

(3.5) ordpSℓ

(
Lalg(fSℓ/K)

)
=
∑

q|NSℓ

tfSℓ
(q).

Thanks to a formula by Chida–Hsieh, generalised by Wang in [56, Theorem 3.1], there is an
equality

(3.6) ordpSℓ

(
Lalg(fSℓ/K)

)
= 2 · ordpSℓ

(
θ1,N+,N−Sℓ(fSℓ)

)
+
∑

q|NSℓ

tfSℓ
(q).

Combining (3.5) and (3.6), we get λf (Sℓ) = θ1,N+,N−Sℓ(fSℓ) ∈ O×
Sℓ,pSℓ

.
Step 3. Since, by the previous step, λf (Sℓ) is a p-adic unit, Theorem 2.17 implies that

locℓ
(
c1(S)

)
6= 0, whence c1(S) 6= 0. �

Now we can prove the main result of this paper (Theorem A in the introduction).

Theorem 3.17 (Kolyvagin’s conjecture, strong form). If S ∈ P indef , then κ⋆S 6= {0}.

Proof. As in [57], we proceed by induction on r := dimkp

(
SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

))
. Thanks to Theorem

3.15, we know that r is odd. Pick ǫ ∈ {+,−} such that

(3.7) dimkp

(
SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ)
> dimkp

(
SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

)−ǫ
)
.

When r = 1, Theorem 3.16 ensures that κ⋆S 6= {0}, so we may assume r ≥ 3 and that κ⋆U 6= {0}
for every U ∈ P indef such that dimkp

(
SelU

(
K,T

†
f,p

))
= r − 2. The first part of the proof is

similar to the proof of Theorem 3.16. Choose x1 ∈ SelS
(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ
r {0} and an admissible

prime ℓ1 relative to fS such that locℓ1(x1) 6= 0; then locℓ1 : SelS
(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ → H1
fin

(
Kℓ1 , T

†
f,p

)

is surjective, and Lemma 2.10 ensures that

(3.8) dimkp

(
SelSℓ1

(
K,T

†
f,p

))
= r − 1 ≥ 2.

Since r ≥ 3, and hence dimkp

(
SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ) ≥ 2 by (3.7), Lemma 2.10 also shows that

(3.9) dimkp

(
SelSℓ1

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ)
= dimkp

(
SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ)− 1 ≥ 1

and so, using (3.8), we get

(3.10) dimkp

(
SelSℓ1

(
K,T

†
f,p

)−ǫ
)
= dimkp

(
SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

)−ǫ
)
.

By (3.9), we can choose x2 ∈ SelSℓ1
(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ
r {0} and an admissible prime ℓ2 relative to

fSℓ1 such that locℓ2(x2) 6= 0; then, by Lemma 2.10, we have

dimkp

(
SelSℓ1ℓ2

(
K,T

†
f,p

))
= dimkp

(
SelSℓ1

(
K,T

†
f,p

))
− 1 = r − 2.

Now Sℓ1ℓ2 ∈ P indef , so by the inductive hypothesis we conclude that κ⋆Sℓ1ℓ2 6= {0}. By

Corollary 2.18, and keeping Remark 3.2 in mind, for all n ∈ I(Sℓ1ℓ2)Kol (f) we have

locℓ1
(
cn(S)

)
6= 0 ⇐⇒ locℓ2

(
cn(Sℓ1ℓ2)

)
6= 0.

Thus, in order to prove that cn(S) 6= 0 it is enough to show that ℓ2 is not a base point for
κ⋆Sℓ1ℓ2 . Suppose, by contradiction, that ℓ2 is a base point for κ⋆Sℓ1ℓ2 . There is an inclusion

(3.11) SelSℓ1
(
K,T

†
f,p

)± ⊂ SelSℓ1ℓ2,(BSℓ1ℓ2
)

(
K,T

†
f,p

)±
.
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Since dimkp

(
SelSℓ1ℓ2

(
K,T

†
f,p

))
is again odd, it follows that

dimkp

(
SelSℓ1ℓ2

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ) 6= dimkp

(
SelSℓ1ℓ2

(
K,T

†
f,p

)−ǫ
)
.

First suppose dimkp

(
SelSℓ1ℓ2

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ)
> dimkp

(
SelSℓ1ℓ2

(
K,T

†
f,p

)−ǫ
)
. By Proposition 3.14

and the non-triviality of κ⋆Sℓ1ℓ2 , we have ǫ = ǫSℓ1ℓ2 . Then Proposition 3.14 gives

SelSℓ1ℓ2
(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ
= SelSℓ1ℓ2,(B⋆

Sℓ1ℓ2
)

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ
,

so from (3.11) there is also an inclusion

SelSℓ1
(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ ⊂ SelSℓ1ℓ2
(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ
.

Finally, x2 ∈ SelSℓ1
(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ and locℓ2(x2) 6= 0, which contradicts part (1) of Lemma 2.10.

Now suppose dimkp

(
SelSℓ1ℓ2

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ)
< dimkp

(
SelSℓ1ℓ2

(
K,T

†
f,p

)−ǫ
)
. By Proposition 3.14

and the non-triviality of κ⋆Sℓ1ℓ2 , we have −ǫ = ǫSℓ1ℓ2 . Then Proposition 3.14 gives

(3.12) dimkp

(
SelSℓ1ℓ2,(B⋆

Sℓ1ℓ2
)

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ) ≤ ν⋆Sℓ1ℓ2
and

(3.13) dimkp

(
SelSℓ1ℓ2

(
K,T

†
f,p

)−ǫ
)
= ν⋆Sℓ1ℓ2 + 1.

Now dimkp

(
SelSℓ1

(
K,T

†
f,p

)−ǫ
)
≥ ν⋆Sℓ1ℓ2 + 1 by part (1) of Lemma 2.10 and (3.13), so from

(3.10) we get dimkp

(
SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

)−ǫ
)
≥ ν⋆Sℓ1ℓ2 + 1. Thus, by (3.7) we have

dimkp

(
SelS

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ) ≥ ν⋆Sℓ1ℓ2 + 2.

On the other hand, equation (3.9) then implies dimkp

(
SelSℓ1

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ) ≥ ν⋆Sℓ1ℓ2 +1. Finally,

combining (3.12) and (3.11) yields dimkp

(
SelSℓ1

(
K,T

†
f,p

)ǫ) ≤ ν⋆Sℓ1ℓ2 , which contradicts the
previous inequality. �

Remark 3.18. Theorem 3.17, whose proof requires p > k + 1 (cf. condition (H-p)), should be
regarded as complementary to [39, Theorem 3.35], where Kolyvagin’s conjecture was proved
for p < k under the congruence condition k ≡ 2 (mod 2(p − 1)). In order to elaborate on
this point, recall that this technical assumption, which essentially amounts to selecting a
component of the p-adic weight space of Coleman–Mazur ([19]), is needed in [39] because of
the p-adic deformation approach adopted there, which is completely different from the strategy
we follow in this paper. More precisely, the arguments in [39] exploit the arithmetic of p-adic
Hida families (essentially in the guise of specialisation results for big Heegner points due to
Howard, Castella and Ota, cf. [12], [27], [52]) and uses the results in weight 2 from [54] and
[57] as a “bridge” to the higher weight case.

4. On the Tamagawa number conjecture for modular motives

The Tamagawa number conjecture of Bloch and Kato ([7]) predicts formulas for special
values of L-functions of motives and can be viewed as a vast generalisation of the analytic
class number formula and of the Birch–Swinnerton-Dyer conjecture for abelian varieties. The
conjecture of Bloch–Kato, which was originally expressed in terms of Haar measures and
Tamagawa numbers, was later reformulated and extended by Fontaine and Perrin-Riou ([23];
cf. also [22]) using the language of determinants of complexes and Galois cohomology; similar
ideas were developed also by Kato ([30], [31]).
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In this section, we describe an application of the main result of this paper to the p-part of
the Tamagawa number conjecture (p-TNC) for modular motives in analytic rank 1. In doing
this, we follow [39], to which we systematically refer for definitions, details and proofs.

4.1. Statement of p-TNC for modular motives. Let f ∈ Sk(Γ0(N)) be a newform of
weight k ≥ 4 and square-free level N . We freely use the notation introduced in previous
sections; in particular, F is the Hecke field of f , whose ring of integers will be denoted by OF ,
and p is a prime of F above the prime number p. Set F∞ := F ⊗Q R, Fp := F ⊗Q Qp and
Op := OF ⊗Z Zp. We attach to f and p the following objects.

• The motive M = (X,Π, k/2) of f . This is a Grothendieck (i.e., homological) motive
defined over Q with coefficients in F , equipped with its étale realization Vp for each
prime number p (which is an Fp-module), its Betti (i.e., singular) realization and its de
Rham realization (which are F -vector spaces), and comparison isomorphisms between
these realisations. Here X is the Kuga–Sato variety of level N and weight k, while Π
is a projector on the ring of correspondences of X; see [39, §2.2 and §2.4] for details.
• The (Bloch–Kato) Shafarevich–Tate group X

BK
p (Q,M) of M at p, which is defined

as the quotient of the Bloch–Kato Selmer group of Vp/Tp by its maximal p-divisible
subgroup, where Tp is a suitable Galois-stable Op-lattice in Vp (see [39, §2.18]). The
group X

BK
p (Q,M) is finite.

• For every place v of Q and prime p, a Tamagawa Op-ideal Tam(p)
v (M), whose definition

is recalled in [39, §2.21] (in particular, Tam(p)
v (M) = Op for all but finitely many v).

• The p-torsion part Torsp(M) of M (see [39, §2.23.1]).
• The period ΩM ∈ (F ⊗QC)× coming from the comparison isomorphism between Betti

and de Rham realizations (see [39, §2.23.3]).
• The motivic cohomology group H1

mot(Q,M), defined in [39, §2.6]. It is a conjecturally
finite-dimensional F -vector space (see, e.g., [39, Conjecture 2.11]); assuming this finite-
dimensionality, we set

ralg(M) := dimF

(
H1

mot(Q,M)
)
.

The F∞-module H1
mot(Q,M)⊗F F∞ is equipped with a conjecturally non-degenerate

height pairing à la Gillet–Soulé (see, e.g., [39, §2.7]); we write RegB(M) for the
determinant of this pairing with respect to an F -basis B of H1

mot(Q,M), so that
RegB(M) 6= 0 if the pairing is non-degenerate. The Fp-module H1

mot(Q,M)⊗F Fp is
endowed with a p-adic regulator map

regp : H
1
mot(Q,M)⊗F Fp −→ H1

f (Q, Vp)

with values in the Bloch–Kato Selmer group H1
f (Q, Vp) of Vp; this map is conjectured

to be an isomorphism of Fp-modules (see [39, Conjecture 2.47]).
• The completed L-function Λ(M, s) of M, which is an entire function on C. We write
ran(M) (respectively, Λ∗(M, 0)) for the order of vanishing (respectively, the leading
term of the Taylor expansion) of Λ(M, s) at s = 0 (see [39, §2.9]).

The formulation, in the vein of Fontaine–Perrin-Riou, of the Tamagawa number conjecture
for the motive M can be found in [39, Conjecture 2.52]. Here we recall an equivalent, more
explicit version of its p-part that holds under certain arithmetic assumptions and involves all
the ingredients in the previous list. In the statement below, for a finite Op-module M we
denote by I(M) the Op-ideal such that ordp

(
I(M)

)
= lengthOp

(M) for each prime p of F
above p, where Op is the completion of OF at p and ordp is the p-adic valuation.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that

(1) the Gillet–Soulé height pairing on H1
mot(Q,M) ⊗F F∞ is non-degenerate (i.e., [39,

Conjecture 2.17] holds true);
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(2) the rationality conjecture of Beilinson and Deligne ([39, Conjecture 2.39]) holds true
for M;

(3) the p-adic regulator regp is an isomorphism (i.e., the p-part of [39, Conjecture 2.47]
holds true for K = Q).

The p-part of the Tamagawa number conjecture for M is equivalent to the equality

(p-TNCB)
(

Λ∗(M, 0)

ΩM ·RegB(M)

)
=
I
(
X

BK
p (Q,M)

)
· Ip(γf ) ·

∏
v∈S Tam

(p)
v (M)

(
det(A

B̃
)
)2 · Torsp(M)

of fractional Op-ideals.

The terms Ip(γf ) and A
B̃
∈ GLralg(M)(Fp), whose description is given in [39, §2.23], should

be viewed as “correction factors” that take care of the fact that the definitions of some of
the objects appearing in Theorem A involve choices (not reflected in the notation) of suitable
bases; with these two extra ingredients in the picture, it can be checked that the validity of
the resulting formula is independent of such choices.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. This is [39, Theorem 2.79]. �

4.2. On the p-TNC for M in analytic rank 1. We state our result on the p-part of the
Tamagawa number conjecture forM when the analytic rank of M is 1.

4.2.1. p-TNC for M in analytic rank 1: assumptions. In addition to Assumption 2.4, which
is in force until the end of this article, we need two general hypotheses in arithmetic algebraic
geometry:

• an integral variant of the p-adic regulator map regp is an isomorphism;
• p-adic Abel–Jacobi maps are injective on suitable modules of Heegner-type cycles.

These are specific instances of major conjectures that are expected to hold true for all primes
p: as in [39], we assume their validity whenever necessary.

As in the rest of the paper, p is a prime of F above p. Write DF for the discriminant of
F and cf for the index of the order Z

[
an(f) | n ≥ 1

]
in OF . As in [39], we work under the

following additional assumptions on the pair (f, p):
• N ≥ 3 is square-free;
• p ∤ 6NDFN(af,Γ(N))cf ;
• f is p-isolated, i.e., there are no non-trivial congruences modulo p between f and

normalized eigenforms in Sk(Γ0(N));
• ρ̄p is ramified at all primes dividing N for all primes p of F above p;

Here N(af,Γ(N)) is the norm of a certain ideal af,Γ(N) of OF defined in [39, §4.3.6]. Thanks to
a result of Ribet (see, e.g., [39, Theorem 3.8]), the second and third conditions rule out only
finitely many “exceptional” prime numbers p ≥ k, which can be explicitly characterized (cf.
[39, §3.2.1]). On the other hand, the residual ramification properties at the primes dividing
N are a higher weight counterpart of an analogous condition appearing in W. Zhang’s paper
on Kolyvagin’s conjecture and the p-part of the Birch–Swinnerton-Dyer formula for rational
elliptic curves ([57]).

4.2.2. p-TNC for M in analytic rank 1: statement. Write X
Nek
p (Q,M) for the Shafarevich–

Tate group of Nekovář, which is the quotient of the Bloch–Kato Selmer group of Vp/Tp by
the image of a certain p-adic Abel–Jacobi map (see, e.g., [39, §4.5.1]). There is a natural
surjection X

Nek
p (Q,M) ։ X

BK
p (Q,M) of Op-modules. Recall that ralg(M) (respectively,

ran(M)) denotes the algebraic (respectively, analytic) rank of M.

Theorem 4.2 (p-TNC for M). Suppose that ran(M) = 1. Under the assumptions in §4.2.1,
the following results hold:
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(1) ralg(M) = 1;

(2) X
BK
p (Q,M) = X

Nek
p (Q,M);

(3) the p-part of the Tamagawa number conjecture for M is true.

Proof. This is [39, Theorem 4.41]. Notice that, in particular, part (3) is proved by checking
that equality (p-TNCB) in Theorem 4.1 holds true in this case. �

This is Theorem B in the introduction. It is worth observing that, albeit not available
in the literature and never formulated for the motive M, parts (1) and (2) were essentially
already known, thanks to a combination of work of Nekovář on the arithmetic of Chow groups
of Kuga–Sato varieties ([44]) and analytic results by Bump–Friedberg–Hoffstein ([8]), Murty–
Murty ([43]) and Waldspurger ([55]); thus, as for [39, Theorem 4.41], the novelty of Theorem
4.2 lies almost entirely in part (3).

4.2.3. p-TNC for M in analytic rank 1: remarks on the proof. Theorem 4.2 can be proved
exactly as [39, Theorem 4.41], observing that [39, Theorem 3.35], which proves Kolyvagin’s
conjecture in higher weight under the congruence condition k ≡ 2 (mod 2(p − 1)), must
be replaced here by Theorem 3.17. More precisely, the above-mentioned technical condition
was needed in [39] to apply, in particular, results by Skinner–Urban on the (cyclotomic)
Iwasawa main conjecture for modular forms ([53]). Actually, a closer inspection reveals that
this congruence assumption is not really employed in the proof of the results from [53] we are
interested in, so that we do not need to impose it in our present paper (notice, however, that
it cannot be removed from [39], as it is crucially used in the Hida-theoretic arguments alluded
to in Remark 3.18). Finally, we would like to point out that results from [53] are used in [56]
as well without any congruence condition whatsoever on k and p.

5. Other consequences on the arithmetic of f

In this final section, we collect some further consequences of our result on Kolyvagin’s
conjecture. Since proofs can be found in [39], here we content ourselves with describing the
statements of these by-products of Theorem 3.17. We remark that Assumption 2.4 is in force.

5.1. Structure of Bloch–Kato–Selmer groups. Our usual notation being in force, let p

be a prime of F above p. As before, let H1
f (K,Ap)

± denote the ±1-eigenspaces of complex
conjugation acting on H1

f (K,Ap); set

rp(f/K) := corankOp H
1
f (K,Ap) ∈ N, r±p (f/K) := corankOp H

1
f (K,Ap)

± ∈ N

and observe that
rp(f/K) = r+p (f/K) + r−p (f/K).

Recall the vanishing order νS of κS from Definition 3.12 and, in line with the notation in [39,
§5.1], set ν∞ := ν1. It is convenient to introduce the sign

(5.1) ǫ∞ := sign
(
ǫ(f) · (−1)ν∞+1

)
∈ {±},

which will appear in the next result.
The prime p, which is unramified in F , is a uniformizer for Op. Set ǫ := sign

(
ǫ(f)

)
∈ {±}.

Write
H1

f (K,Ap)
± ≃ (Fp/Op)

r±p (f/K) ⊕ X±
p

where X±
p is a finite Op-module, then consider splittings

X−ǫ
p ≃ (Op/p

n1Op)
2 ⊕ (Op/p

n3Op)
2 ⊕ . . .

and

X ǫ
p ≃ (Op/p

n2Op)
2 ⊕ (Op/p

n4Op)
2 ⊕ . . .
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of Op-modules. Finally, define the integers Ni ∈ N as in [39, §4.7] (cf. [39, Theorem 4.31])
and let ǫ∞ ∈ {±} be the sign from (5.1).

Theorem 5.1. (1) rǫ∞p (f/K) = ν∞ + 1 and r−ǫ∞
p (f/K) ≤ ν∞.

(2) ν∞ = max
{
r+p (f/K), r−p (f/K)

}
− 1.

(3) ni = Ni for all i > ν∞ + 1.
(4) 0 ≤ ν∞ − r−ǫ∞

p (f/K) ≡ 0 (mod 2).

Proof. This is [39, Theorem 5.4]. �

5.2. p-parity results. Fix a prime p of F above p and set

(5.2) rp(f) := corankOp H
1
f (Q, Ap) ∈ N.

As usual, let ǫ(f) ∈ {±1} be the root number of f .

Theorem 5.2. (−1)rp(f) = ǫ(f).

Proof. See the proof of [39, Theorem 6.1]. �

This is a higher weight counterpart of results of Nekovář on the p-parity conjecture for
elliptic curves and modular abelian varieties ([46], [49]); the reader is referred to, e.g., [47, Ch.
12], [48], [50] for results in the same vein for (Hilbert) modular forms.

5.3. p-converse theorems. Assume that rp(f) = 1, so that ǫ(f) = −1 by Theorem 5.2.
Consider the imaginary quadratic fields K satisfying the following two conditions:

• the primes dividing Np split in K;
• ran(fK) = 0, where fK is the twist of f by the Dirichlet character associated with K.

Denote by I1(f, p) the set of all such fields. It follows from [8, p. 543, Theorem, (ii)] (cf. also
[55]) that I1(f, p) 6= ∅.

As in [39, §7.1.2], we need hypotheses on the non-degeneracy of the Gillet–Soulé height
pairings 〈·, ·〉GS introduced in [39, §2.7] and alluded to in §4.1:

(GS) there is K ∈ I1(f, p) such that 〈·, ·〉GS is non-degenerate on HeegK,N ⊗ZR, where
HeegK,N is the Heegner module of level N defined in [39, §4.1.3].

As before, p is a prime of F above p. Set

Xp(Q) := Λp(Q)⊗Z Q = Λp(Q)⊗OpFp

and let rp(f) ∈ N be the corank from (5.2). The following result is an analogue in higher
weight of the algebraic part of [57, Theorem 1.4, (i)].

Theorem 5.3. If rp(f) = 1, then

(1) dimFp

(
Xp(Q)

)
= 1;

(2) X
Nek
p (Q,M) is finite.

Proof. This is [39, Theorem 7.3]. �

We can also offer the following p-converse theorem.

Theorem 5.4. If rp(f) = 1 and (GS) holds, then ran(f) = 1.

Proof. This is [39, Theorem 7.4]. �

Remark 5.5. If we knew that Gillet–Soulé height pairings are non-degenerate (at least on the
R-vector space HeegK,N ⊗ZR, or in full generality, as predicted by the conjectures in [1], [6],
[24]), then Theorem 5.4 would become unconditional. Unfortunately, non-degeneracy results
of this kind seem to lie well beyond the scope of current techniques.
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