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EISENSTEIN DEGENERATION OF BEILINSON–KATO CLASSES AND

CIRCULAR UNITS

JAVIER POLO AND ÓSCAR RIVERO

Abstract. The aim of this note is to explore the Euler system of Beilinson–Kato elements
in families passing through the critical p-stabilization of an Eisenstein series attached to two
Dirichlet characters (ψ, τ ). In this context, we establish an explicit connection with the system
of circular units, utilizing suitable factorization formulas in a situation where several of the
p-adic L-functions vanish. In that regard, our main results may be seen as an Euler system
incarnation of the factorization formula of Belläıche and Dasgupta. One of the most significant
aspects is that, depending on the parity of ψ and τ , different phenomena arise; while some
can be addressed with our methods, others pose new questions. Finally, we discuss analogous
results in the framework of Beilinson–Flach classes.

Contents

1. Introduction 1
2. Galois representations and periods 5
3. Circular units 9
4. Beilinson–Kato elements 10
5. Deformation of Beilinson–Kato elements 14
6. Vanishing of the cohomology class and a factorization formula 19
7. Beilinson–Flach classes and the triple product case 22
References 23

1. Introduction

The study of Eisenstein series has played a prominent role in the theory of modular forms.
One setting that has traditionally been elusive within the framework of Coleman families has to
do with the so-called critical Eisenstein series, which refers to the case where one considers the
family corresponding to the critical slope p-stabilization of an Eisenstein series. The main result
summarizing the construction of families of critical p-adic L-functions is presented in [Bel12],
where the author discusses the conditions under which such p-adic L-functions exist, using the
eigencurve of modular symbols. The Eisenstein case was later explored in [BD15], where the
authors established a factorization formula valid for half of the weight space that satisfies a sign
condition. In fact, this is one of the key inputs for this work. The p-adic L-function vanishes in
the other half of the weight space, raising the natural question about the derivative along the
weight direction in an attempt to capture its arithmetic information.

The theory of critical modular forms and their connection with Euler systems has been
explored in the works of Benois and Büyükboduk [BB22], [BB24], but under the assumption
that the critical point corresponds to a cuspidal modular form. In this setting, ramification is
measured in terms of the vanishing of the adjoint p-adic L-function. However, in the Eisenstein
case, there is no expected ramification, although the adjoint p-adic L-function still vanishes.

The Eisenstein case was considered by Loeffler and the second author in [LRS24], where
they discussed what they called the Eisenstein degeneration of Euler systems. This method,
which involved using the factorization of p-adic L-functions to establish connections among

Date: January 6, 2025.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.01514v1


different types of Euler systems, was successfully applied in various contexts: diagonal cycles
vs Beilinson–Flach classes, Beilinson–Flach vs Beilinson–Kato, and Heegner cycles vs elliptic
units. A key step in their argument was the use of the local properties of the big Euler systems,
which enabled a comparison between p-adic L-functions.

However, these local properties cannot be used when trying to compare the Beilinson–Kato
system with circular units, as in this case no local conditions are involved at p. Therefore, this
work should be seen as a natural continuation and an extension of the methods developed in
[LRS24], where we modify our previous approach to cover the Beilinson–Kato case.

1.1. Set-up. Let Er+2(ψ, τ) ∈Mk(N, ξ) be an Eisenstein series of even weight k = r+ 2, level
N and nebentype ξ = ψτ , where ψ and τ are primitive Dirichlet characters with conductors N1

and N2, respectively, with N = N1N2 and ξ(−1) = (−1)r. Let f stand for the unique Coleman
family passing through the critical slope p-stabilization of f := Er+2(ψ, τ), fβ := Ecrit

r+2(ψ, τ).
Unless explicitly stated otherwise, we will assume in the first part of the introduction that r is
even and that both τ and ψ are even.

Along this article, we introduce the following assumption.

Assumption 1.1. The Coleman–Mazur eigencurve is smooth and locally étale at the point
corresponding to Ecrit

r+2(ψ, τ) in the family f .

This is known to hold in a high level of generality (see e.g. [LRS24, §6]), so this must be seen
as a very mild assumption. From now on, let X stand for a local uniformizer at that point.
Similarly, we write V (f)∗ (resp. V c(f)∗) for the non-compactly supported (resp. compactly
supported) cohomology of f . Let HΓ be the distribution algebra of the cyclotomic extension
Γ ∼= Z×

p , and j : Γ →֒ H×
Γ the universal character, which we regard as a character of the Galois

group by composition with the cyclotomic character.
To formulate the main result of this note, we need to introduce the following two Euler

systems:

(a) The circular unit c(τ)(r) ∈ H1(Q,Qp(τ
−1)(1 + r)⊗HΓ(−j)), constructed as an inverse

limit of units along the cyclotomic tower when τ is even. For r = 0, we just write c(τ).
Further, if r = 0 and we specialize at the trivial character, the corresponding class may
be written as an explicit product of cyclotomic units.

(b) The Kato Euler system attached to a Coleman family, which is a class

κ(f) ∈ H1(Q,
1

X
V c(f)∗(−j)).

As we later discuss, this class depends on the choice of an auxiliary Dirichlet character
χ.

Observe that f is generically cuspidal, but is Eisenstein at one point; in particular, this allows
us to consider the projection of 1

XV
c(f)∗ onto the quotient

1
XV

c(f)∗

V (f)∗
∼= Qp(τ

−1)(1 + r)⊗HΓ(−j).

Considering the projection in cohomology, we obtain a class

κ(fβ) ∈ H
1(Q,Qp(τ

−1)(1 + r)⊗HΓ(−j)).

Letting Γ+ = Γ/〈±1〉, and j+ for its universal character, we can see the class in the smaller
subspace H1(Q,Qp(τ

−1)(1 + r) ⊗ HΓ(−j+)), since the Iwasawa cohomology of the other half
of the weight space vanishes. Our comparison of Beilinson–Kato classes and circular units will
involve three different kinds of p-adic L-functions:

(i) The (one-variable) Kubota–Leopoldt p-adic L-function Lp(χ) attached to a Dirichlet
character χ.

(ii) The (two-variable) Kitagawa–Mazur p-adic L-function Lp(g, χ) attached to a Coleman
family g and a Dirichlet character χ.
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(iii) The (one-variable) adjoint p-adic L-function attached to a Coleman family g, and de-
noted Lp(Adg).

We will see that the explicit reciprocity laws connect the class c(τ) with the p-adic L-function
Lp(τ), and the class κ(fβ) with a ratio of p-adic L-functions which involve both Lp(f) and
Lp(Ad f), together with another auxiliary Kitagawa–Mazur p-adic L-function.

1.2. Main results. The first main result of this article may be seen as a direct comparison
between the Kato Euler system and that of circular units. In order to state it as simple as
possible in the introduction, we will assume that the leading term in the argument of Proposition
5.12 corresponds to n = 0. This means that we assume that κ(fβ) is equal to the class κ∗(fβ)
introduced later in the text. For a more precise version of the result, see 5. For the moment,
we need an extra assumption.

Assumption 1.2. The adjoint p-adic L-function Lp(Ad f) has a simple zero at the critical
Eisenstein point corresponding to Ecrit

r+2(ψ, τ).

It is known, by the results of Belläıche, [Bel21, §9], that Lp(Ad f) vanishes at fβ, but we
do not know whether or not it presents a simple zero. The result we state also involves the

logarithmic distribution: for a continuous character σ : Z×
p → Cp, the function dkσ

dzk
· zk

σ(z) is

a constant, and log[k] ∈ Cp is defined to be this constant. Further, we write EN for the two-
variable function corresponding to the product of bad Euler factors introduced in Definition 4.7.
Finally, let λ denote the function defined over the Iwasawa algebra such that its specialization
at a character σ corresponding to an integer s and a Dirichlet character χ of p-power conductor
is χ−1(N2)〈N2〉

−s+1.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that r is even and that the characters ψ and τ are both even. Then,
under Assumption 1.1 and Assumption 1.2, the following equality holds in H1(Q,Qp(τ

−1)(1 +
r)⊗HΓ(−j))):

κ(fβ) = C · λ · EN ·
log[r+1] ·L′

p(fβ, χ) · Lp(ψ, j+ 1)

L′
p(Ad fβ)

c(τ)(r),

where C is a non-zero constant which does not depend on j and L′
p(fβ, χ) stands for the deriv-

ative of the two-variable p-adic L-function Lp(f , χ) restricted to the line s = k/2, and evaluated
at fβ.

The constant C arises during the interpolation of Ohta’s canonical differentials, and it may
be seen as the less understood piece of the picture; roughly speaking, it has to do with the
interpolation of the Eichler–Shimura isomorphisms around critical Eisenstein points. Observe
that the factors L′

p(fβ, χ) and L′
p(Ad fβ) only depend on the weight, but we have opted to

include them separately to emphasize this dependence. This means that we have the equality

κ(fβ) = C̃ · λ · EN · log
[r+1] ·Lp(ψ, j + 1) · c(τ)(r),

where C̃ is an arbitrary constant that can potentially be zero.
The main steps involved in the proof of the theorem can be summarized below.

(1) Deformation of the Beilinson–Kato elements in families passing through a critical Eisen-
stein point. The main result in this direction is stated as Theorem 5.1.

(2) Use of the reciprocity laws for circular units and Beilinson–Kato elements (in families),
which allow us to rephrase the statement of Theorem 1.3 in terms of p-adic L-functions.
This is further developed in Section 3 and Section 4.

(3) Interpolation of the canonical differentials ηf and ωf in families, together with a devel-
opment of the explicit reciprocity laws in the critical Eisenstein situation. The former
is done in Section 2.3, and the latter in Theorem 5.8.

(4) The Bloch–Kato conjecture for the trivial representation (twisted by a Dirichlet char-
acter and a power of the cyclotomic character). This shows that the classes κ(fβ) and
c(τ)(r) belong to the same one-dimensional space.
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(5) A factorization formula for the Hida–Rankin p-adic L-function when one of the forms
is Eisenstein, following the work of Bertolini–Darmon [BD14]. However, one must be
cautious at this point when dealing with the different choices of periods.

(6) Belläıche–Dasgupta’s factorization formula [BD15], expressing the p-adic L-function of
a critical Eisenstein series as the product of two Kubota–Leopoldt p-adic L-functions.

The odd case. If r is even, τ and ψ are both odd, and we further assume that τ(p) 6= 1,
one can directly claim that κ(fβ) = 0, since Iwasawa cohomology is zero along that half of the
weight space, i.e., H1(Q,Qp(τ

−1)(1+ r)⊗HΓ(−j+)). This means that the class κ(f) lifts to an
element in H1(Q, V (f)∗(−j+)). In this case, we can project V (f)∗ onto the cohomology of the
quotient

V (f)∗

V c(f)∗
∼= Qp(ψ

−1)⊗HΓ(−j+)),

and this yields a class

κ(fβ)2 ∈ H
1(Q,Qp(ψ

−1)⊗HΓ(−j+)).

This class belongs to the one-dimensional space spanned by the circular unit c(ψ)(−1). Unfor-
tunately, our methods are not enough to get a good description of that class.

A conjectural generalization of [BD15]. Assume now that (−1)r = −ψ(1). This is the
situation, for instance, if r is odd and the character τ is also odd; in that case, the class κ(fβ)
is not expected to be zero, or at least not due to trivial sign reasons. If we analyze the p-adic
L-functions of Theorem 1.3, we see that Lp(fβ, χ) admits now a factorization formula (and, a
priori, it is non-zero), but Lp(f) is zero.

In that case, we formulate a conjecture that may be seen as a natural analogue of Belläıche’s
secondary p-adic L-functions, and also as an extension of the work of Belläıche–Dasgupta. More
precisely, we propose the following formula in Conjecture 6.2. Here, let L′

p(f) stand for the

weight derivative of Lp(f); write L
′
p(f)(r, s) for the (one-variable) cyclotomic p-adic L-function

corresponding to specializing Lp(f) at k = r.

Conjecture 1.4. If (−1)s = −ψ(−1), the following factorization formula holds (up to multi-
plication by some explicit constant):

L′
p(fβ)(s) = λ ·N−s

2 log[r+1] Lp(ψ, s) · Lp(τ, s− r − 1),

where λ is the aforementioned function over the Iwasawa algebra and the derivative is taken
along the weight direction.

Later in the text we discuss theoretical evidence for the conjecture, whose proof seems beyond
the scope of the methods developed in this note and in related works.

The organization of this note is as follows: we begin with an introduction of the Galois
representations and periods involved in our comparison, with emphasis on the interpolation of
the canonical differentials in a neighborhood of a critical Eisenstein point. Next, we fix our
conventions for the systems of circular units and Kato elements, discussing the vanishing of
the p-adic L-function of the adjoint and one of the Kitagawa–Mazur p-adic L-functions. This
allows us to develop the study of the degeneration of Beilinson–Kato elements and carry out
the comparison between both Euler systems. Section 6 serves to discuss the limitation of our
methods in the cases where the characters ψ and τ are not both odd, and raises some interesting
questions that we leave for forthcoming work; more specifically, there are two main unsolved
issues: (a) the description of κ(fβ)2; (b) the extension of the factorization formula of [BD15].
We end up the note with an analogy with the simpler case of Beilinson–Flach elements.

1.3. Relation with other works. The starting point of this article was extending the results
of [LRS24] to a setting where the same arguments were not available, since the comparisons
developed in that work were based on the strong local conditions satisfied by the families of
cohomology classes.
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A similar idea in the framework of congruences among modular forms was explored in [RR21].
In that situation, the modulo p congruences suggested the possibility of an extra vanishing in
certain cases, which led us to analyze a second derivative with techniques that went beyond the
explicit reciprocity laws. It would be interesting to study if those results, mainly due to Sharifi
and Fukaya–Kato, admit a counterpart in this scenario.

The idea of using degeneration of Eisenstein series is not new in the theory of modular
forms. For instance, in the setting of irregular weight one modular forms, when one takes the
Eisenstein series of characters (χ1, χ2), with χ1(p) = χ2(p), there are three (ordinary) families
passing through it: the families of Eisenstein series E(χ1, χ2) and E(χ2, χ1), but also a third
family which is generically cuspidal. This idea is explored in the work of [BDV22] to prove
Perrin-Riou’s conjecture via a comparison between Beilinson–Kato systems and Heegner cycles.

Urban explored in [Urb20], with very different techniques, the phenomenon of Eisenstein
congruences to study the construction of Euler systems. It would be interesting to understand
the relationship between both approaches.

Finally, we expect to extend the study of these phenomena to settings beyond GL2, like
the Siegel case, where one can study endoscopy phenomena emerging in the theory of Saito–
Kurokawa and Yoshida lifts.

1.4. Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Kazim Büyükboduk, Samit Das-
gupta, David Loeffler, Alexandre Maksoud, Alice Pozzi, and Victor Rotger for informative
conversations around the topic of this article. The second author is especially grateful to David
Loeffler, with whom he learned many of the techniques developed in this paper during the
writing of the prequel [LRS24] and the subsequent discussions around the topic.

During the preparation of this article, the authors were supported by PID2023-148398NA-I00,
funded by MCIU/AEI/10.13039/501100011033/FEDER, UE.

2. Galois representations and periods

For this section, we recall some of the terminology and standard results around Galois rep-
resentations that were explored in earlier work by Loeffler and the second author [LRS24]. The
main novelty is the discussion of the interpolation of the differentials attached to a Coleman
family passing through a critical Eisenstein point, which extends the results developed in loc. cit.

2.1. Eisenstein series and Galois representations. Let p > 2 be a fixed prime number.
Let ψ, τ be Dirichlet characters and r > 0 an integer with ψτ(−1) = (−1)r. Let N1 and N2

denote the conductors of ψ and τ , respectively, and let N = N1N2. Choose an embedding
Q(ψ, τ) →֒ L, where Q(ψ, τ) ⊂ C is the finite extension of Q generated by the values of ψ and
τ , and L is a finite extension of Qp.

We write f = Er+2(ψ, τ) for the classical modular form of level N and weight r+2 given by

Er+2(ψ, τ) = (∗) +
∑

n>1

qn
∑

n=d1d2
(N1,d1)=(N2,d2)=1

ψ(d1)τ(d2)d
r+1
2 ,

where (∗) is the constant defined e.g in [DS05, Ch. 4]. In particular, it is equal to δ(ψ)L(τ, 1−
k)/2, where δ(ψ) = 1 if ψ is trivial and 0 if not, and L(τ, ·) is the Dirichlet L-series attached to
the character τ . Note that we may regard the q-expansion coefficients an(f) of f = Er+2(ψ, τ)
as elements of L.

The p-th Hecke polynomial of f is

x2 − (ψ(p) + τ(p)pr+1)x+ ψτ(p)pr+1 = (x− ψ(p))(x − τ(p)pr+1).

Then, associated to the Eisenstein series Er+2(ψ, τ), there are two different p-stablisations: one
ordinary and one of critical slope, with eigenvalues α := ψ(p) and β := pr+1τ(p), respectively.
We denote these eigenforms by fα and fβ. In terms of q-expansions,

fβ(q) = f(q)− αf(qp),
5



and similarly for fα(q). We say fβ is non-critical if the generalised eigenspace of overconvergent

modular forms M †
r+2(Γ)(T=fβ ) associated to fβ is 1-dimensional.

The next definition plays a crucial role for establishing the properties of the Galois represen-
tations.

Definition 2.1. We say the Eisenstein series f = Er+2(ψ, τ) is p-decent if either r > 0 or
r = 0, and for every prime ℓ | Np, either the conductor of ψ/τ is divisible by ℓ, or (ψ/τ)(ℓ) 6= 1.

We now fix notation for Galois characters.

• Let ℓ be a prime. We write Frobℓ for an arithmetic Frobenius element at ℓ in Gal(Q/Q);
this depends on the choice of an embedding of Q into Qℓ, and is well-defined modulo
the inertia subgroup for this embedding.
• The p-adic cyclotomic character Gal(Q/Q)→ Q×

p is denoted by ε, and ε(Frobℓ) = ℓ for
ℓ 6= p.
• If χ is a Dirichlet character, we interpret χ as a character Gal(Q/Q)→ C× unramified
at all primes ℓ not dividing the conductor, and mapping Frob−1

ℓ to χ(ℓ) for all those
primes ℓ.

The following result, due to Soulé [Sou81], summarizes the different possibilities that we have
for Galois representations whose traces are prescribed by the Eisenstein eigenvalues of the Hecke
operators. We state it here with the conventions of [BC06].

Theorem 2.2 (Soulé). If f is a p-decent Eisenstein series, there are exactly three isomorphism
classes of continuous Galois representations ρ : GQ → GL2(L) which are unramified at primes

ℓ ∤ Np and satisfy tr ρ(Frob−1
ℓ ) = aℓ(f). These are as follows:

(1) The semisimple representation ψ ⊕ τε−1−r.
(2) Exactly one non-split representation having τε−1−r as a subrepresentation. This repre-

sentation splits locally at ℓ for every ℓ 6= p, but does not split at p, and is not crystalline
(or even de Rham).

(3) Exactly one non-split representation having ψ as a subrepresentation. This representa-
tion splits locally at ℓ for every ℓ 6= p, and is crystalline at p.

Proof. This follows from cases of the Bloch–Kato conjecture due to Soulé; see [BC06, §5.1] for
the statement in this form. �

If f is not p-decent, there will be extra representations in case (3), but we can repair the state-
ment by only considering representations which are assumed to be unramified (resp. crystalline)
at each prime ℓ 6= p (resp. at ℓ = p) where the hypothesis of being decent fails.

2.2. Families of representations. Proceeding as in [LRS24, §A.4,A.5], we can naturally as-
sociate four Galois representations to fβ: V (fβ), V (fβ)

∗, V c(fβ), and V
c(fβ)

∗. The superscript
c always stands for compact support. All of them are two dimensional, with natural one di-
mensional invariant subspaces. In particular, all of them are non-split extensions, and V (fβ)

∗

is isomorphic to the dual of V (fβ) (with both being de Rham at p), while V c(fβ)
∗ is isomorphic

to the dual of V c(fβ).
For the representation V c(fβ), there is a short exact sequence of L-vector spaces

(1) 0 −→ Qp(τε
−1−r) −→ V c(fβ) −→ Qp(ψ) −→ 0,

and from here we get another short exact sequence of L-linear Galois representations for V (fβ).

(2) 0 −→ Qp(ψ) −→ V (fβ) −→ Qp(τε
−1−r) −→ 0.

Similarly, for V (fβ)
∗, there is a short exact sequence

(3) 0 −→ Qp(τ
−1ε1+r) −→ V (fβ)

∗ −→ Qp(ψ
−1) −→ 0,

while for the compactly supported cohomology we have

(4) 0 −→ Qp(ψ
−1) −→ V c(fβ)

∗ −→ Qp(τ
−1ε1+r) −→ 0.
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There is a natural map V c(fβ)
∗ → V (fβ)

∗ whose image is the τ−1ε1+r subrepresentation of the
latter.

Since the objective is considering families of modular forms passing through fβ, we need to
make an assumption about the behavior of the eigencurve at that point. More precisely, with
this purpose in mind, we assume for the rest of the text the following condition.

Assumption 2.3. The Coleman–Mazur–Buzzard cuspidal eigencurve C0 of tame level N is
smooth at fβ and locally étale over the weight space.

This assumption is automatic when f is decent and non-critical; as discussed in [LRS24, §A],
these are fairly general conditions. Moreover, this means that may take a closed disc U around
fβ mapping isomorphically to its image in the weight space.

Let f be the universal eigenform over U , which is an overconvergent cuspidal eigenform with
coefficients in O(U). We also write βf ∈ O(U)× for the Hecke U(p)-eigenvalue of f . There is
also a canonical Galois pseudo-character tf : GQ → O(U) satisfying

tf (Frob
−1
ℓ ) = aℓ(f)

for all good primes ℓ.
Then, we have two O(U)-linear Galois representations which both have traces equal to tf ,

and two more whose traces are the dual t∗f . As shown in [LZ16, §4], there exist sheaves DU and
D ′

U of O(U)-modules on the modular curve Y , which allow us to produce the corresponding
Galois representations. We refer the reader to loc. cit. for the precise definitions of the sheaves.

Definition 2.4. We define

V (f) := H1
ét

(
Y ,DU

)
[T = f ] V c(f) := H1

ét,c

(
Y ,DU

)
[T = f ]

V (f)∗ := H1
ét

(
Y ,D ′

U (1)
)
[T ′ = f ] V c(f)∗ := H1

ét,c

(
Y ,D ′

U (1)
)
[T ′ = f ]

It follows from the results of [AIS15, LZ16] that if fβ is non-critical, then (up to possibly

shrinking U), the module V (f) is free of rank 2 over O(U) and a direct summand of H1
ét(Y ,DU ),

so we have a natural Hecke-equivariant map

Prf : H
1
ét(Y ,DU )→ V (f);

and V (f) carries a O(U)-linear Galois representation whose trace is tf . By [BC06, Thm. 1], tf
has maximal reducibility ideal. Then, it follows that the fiber of V (f) at k = r, which is exactly
V (fβ), must be a non-split extension. The same applies to the other three modules, showing
that all four of V (fβ), V

c(fβ), V (fβ)
∗ and V c(fβ)

∗ are non-split extensions in the setting of
Soulé’s theorem.

Since the map V c(fβ)→ V (fβ) is not the zero map, V c(f) is not contained in m ·V (f). Thus
we may find a basis (e1, e2) of V (f), and an integer r > 1, such that (e1,X

re2) is a basis of
V c(f), where X is a uniformizer of m. We have XV (f) ⊂ V c(f), and this means there is a chain
of inclusions

· · · ⊃ 1
X V

c(f) ⊃ V (f) ⊃ V c(f) ⊃ XV (f) ⊃ . . .

with all of the successive quotients l-dimensional over L, and alternately equal to either ψ or
τε−1−r as Galois modules. Similarly, we have a chain

(5) · · · ⊃ 1
X V

c(f)∗ ⊃ V (f)∗ ⊃ V c(f)∗ ⊃ XV (f)∗ ⊃ . . .

with quotients alternately isomorphic to either ψ−1 or τ−1ε1+r.

2.3. Crystalline periods. The aim of this section is describing the canonical periods arising
in the reciprocity laws, following the seminal developments of Ohta [Oht00] and Kings–Loeffler–
Zerbes [KLZ17, §10]. This is one of the subtlest and most technical parts of the paper, since
we do not have a good control over the interpolation of the canonical differential.

We begin by establishing some notation. Fix an embedding Q →֒ Qp, that allow us to

see Gal(Qp/Qp) as a subgroup of Gal(Q/Q). We write R for the Robba ring over Qp, and let

RU = R⊗̂OU . A (ϕ,Γ)-module is endowed with a Frobenius action (denoted by ϕ) and a Galois
7



action, for which we take a topological generator γ of Gal(Qp/Qp). As usual, let t ∈ R be the

period for the cyclotomic character, so ϕ(t) = pt and γ(t) = ε(γ)t. For δ ∈ O(U)×, let RU (δ) be
the rank 1 (ϕ,Γ)-module over RU generated by an element e which is Γ-invariant and satisfies
ϕ(e) = δe. Finally, when D is a (ϕ,Γ)-module over R (or RU ), write Dcris(D) = D[1/t]Γ, with

its filtration FilnDcris(D) = (tnD)Γ. Let D(f)∗ = D
†
rig(V (f)∗), and similarly Dc(f)∗.

The space of homomorphisms

RU

(
βf

ψ(p)τ(p)

)
(1 + k)→ D(f)∗

is a finitely-generated O(U)-module, by the main theorem of [KPX14]. In particular, it is free
of rank 1, and there is a Zariski-dense set of x ∈ O(U) where the fiber is 1-dimensional. Let
F+D(f)∗ be the image of a generator of this map, and F− the quotient, so that we have a short
exact sequence

0→ F+D(f)∗ → D(f)∗ → F−D(f)∗ → 0.

If fβ is non-critical, the submodule F+D(fβ)
∗ is saturated, and F−D(f)∗ is free of rank 1

over RU . Further, F
±D(f)∗ define a triangulation of D(f)∗ over U .

Following the previous discussion, we can make the following definition.

Definition 2.5. Let b+f be any fixed (and non-canonical) isomorphism

b+
f
: Dcris

(
F+D(f)∗(−1− k)

)
∼= OU .

If g is a non-critical classical specialization of f , with g of weight k+2 for some k 6= r then we
have a canonical isomorphism between the fibers of the above modules at k, given by the image
modulo F− of the class in Filk+1Dcris (V (g)) of the differential form ωg associated to g. Note
that here we are using the comparison isomorphism between de Rham and étale cohomology
crucially.

So, for each such g, there must exist a non-zero constant cg ∈ L
× such that b+f specializes to

cgωg.
At X = 0, we have an isomorphism

Dcris(F
+D(fβ)

∗) ∼= Dcris(V (fβ)
∗
quo),

and we have a duality between V (fβ)
∗
quo and V c(fβ)quo; so we should regard b+fβ as a basis of

the space

Dcris(V
c(fβ)quo) ∼= H1

dR,c(Y,Vr)[T = fβ] = H1(X,ω−r(−cusps))[T = fβ].

Hence, there exists some scalar cfβ ∈ L
× such that

b+fβ = cfβηfβ ,

but a priori we do not have any control over that constant.

Remark 2.6. It is interesting to note that the element b+f “generically” interpolates the Fil1

vectors ωg for specializations g of weight 6= r, but at the bad weight k = r, it interpolates the

Fil0 vector ηfβ instead.

Proceeding as before, we can make the following definition.

Definition 2.7. Let a−f be any fixed (and non-canonical) isomorphism

a−f : Dcris

(
F−D(f)∗

)
∼= OU .

If g is a non-critical classical specialization of f , then a−
f
specializes to dgηg, where dg is some

arbitrary non-zero constant. At X = 0, we have an isomorphism

Dcris(F
−D(fβ)

∗(−1− r)) ∼= Dcris(V (fβ)
∗
sub),

so we should regard a−fβ as an object playing the role of ωfβ .
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Observe that while in [LRS24] we only needed the interpolation of ωg, we now incorporate
in the picture the differential ηg, that will play a role in the situations where the critical family
is dominant. See e.g. [KLZ17, §10] for a discussion of the general theory of the canonical
differentials and their interpolation in families.

3. Circular units

The main aim of this work is exploring the degeneration of the Euler system of Beilinson–Kato
classes when it passes through a critical Eisenstein series. In those cases, we expect to recover
the system of circular units. In order to properly introduce it, let χ be an even, primitive, and
non-trivial Dirichlet character of conductor N (with p ∤ N), taking values in L. Write Oχ,p for
the ring of integers of an extension of Qp containing the values of χ.

As in the introduction, letHΓ be the distribution algebra of Γ ∼= Z×
p (with L-coefficients), and,

for our further use, let j : Γ →֒ H×
Γ be the universal character, which we regard as a character of

the Galois group by composition with the cyclotomic character. The Kubota–Leopoldt p-adic
L-function attached to χ, denoted by Lp(χ), is an element of HΓ which interpolates special
values of the Dirichlet L-function of χ. We refer [Das16, §3] for a more detailed treatment of
the properties of this p-adic L-function with our current conventions, which slightly differ from
[Col00].

Proposition 3.1. There exists a unique element Lp(χ) ∈ HΓ satisfying the following interpo-
lation property:

Lp(χ)(j) =

{
(1 − pj−1χ(p)−1) 2Nj(j−1)!

(−2πi)jτ(χ)
L(χ, j) j > 2 even,

(1 − p−jχ(p))L(χ, j) j 6 −1 odd
,

where τ(χ) =
∑

a∈(Z/N)× χ(a)ζ
a
N is the Gauss sum.

Remark 3.2. We follow a post of David Loeffler in MathOverflow to explain how this interpola-
tion property is consistent with other conventions. We are grateful to him for a nice discussion
on the conventions around that point.

The element Lp(χ) belongs to the Iwasawa algebra Oχ,p[[Z
×
p ]], which is a product of (p − 1)

subrings, indexed by Z/(p − 1)Z, each of them isomorphic to Oχ,p[[T ]].
Then, for any t ∈ Z/(p − 1)Z with (−1)t = χ(−1), there exists a continuous function

Lp,t(χ) : Zp → Cp such that, for all integers k ≥ 0 with k ≡ t (mod p− 1), we have Lp,t(χ, k) =

(1−χ(p)pk−1)·L(χ, 1−k). For the subrings corresponding to the sign condition (−1)t = −χ(−1),
we define the corresponding Lp,t(χ) using the interpolation property along the positive integers,
thus having (p− 1) different p-adic L-function which can be packaged in a single element Lp(χ)
of Oχ,p[[Z

×
p ]].

With these conventions, the Kubota–Leopoldt p-adic L-function satisfies a functional equa-
tion, which is discussed in [Das16, §3.2]. However, although the Kubota–Leopoldt p-adic L-
function may be defined along any of the (p − 1) discs of the weight space, regardless of any
parity constraint, the cohomology classes can only be defined over half of them.

Definition 3.3. Let χ be an even, primitive, and non-trivial Dirichlet character of conductor
N . Let H be the subfield of Q(ζN ) cut out by ker(χ), and let

uχ =

N−1∏

a=1

χ(a)⊗ (1− ζa) ∈ (OL ⊗O
×
H)χ.

This kind of elements, often called circular units, are the essential piece for constructing the
easiest instance of Euler systems, that of circular units. Consider the module

V (χ)∗(−j) := Oχ,p(χ
−1)⊗HΓ(−j).

Here, as usual, we identify χ with a character of the Galois group. It is characterized by the
property that for any integer j, we recover V (χ)∗(j) = Oχ,p(χ

−1)(−j) by specializing at j
(viewed as a ring homomorphism H(Γ)→ Qp).
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Modifying the previous units as described in [PR94] (see also [BCD+14, Section 1.1]), we
obtain the so-called Euler system of circular units, which is an element

c(χ) ∈ H1(Q, V (χ)∗(−j)) = lim
←−
n

H1(Q(µpn), V (χ)∗(1)),

whose image in H1(Q, V (χ)∗(1)) is the image of (1− χ(p)) · uχ under the Kummer map. Note
that the Iwasawa cohomology of V (χ)∗(1) is actually zero over half of the weight space; so we
may obtain a slightly more refined statement by writing Γ+ = Γ/〈±1〉, and j+ for its universal
character, and considering κ(χ) as an element of the slightly smaller spaceH1(Q, Vp(χ)

∗(1−j+)).

Remark 3.4. We warn the reader that our convention for identifying Dirichlet characters with
Galois characters is the inverse of that of [BCD+14], so our c(χ) would be κ(χ−1) in their
notation.

As a piece of notation for our further use, we write c(χ)(r) ∈ H1(Q,Qp(τ
−1)(1 + r) ⊗

HΓ(−j)) for the Iwasawa cohomology class obtained from c(χ) after twisting by the power of
the cyclotomic character.

The reciprocity law, as established in [PR94], asserts the following. Here, Colχ denotes the
Coleman map, which interpolates either the Bloch–Kato logarithm or the dual exponential map
according to the value of j. We refer the reader to any of the aforementioned references for
more details.

Proposition 3.5. There is an equality

Colχ(locp(c(χ))) = Lp(χ)
∣∣
Γ+,

where locp means localization at p and Colχ is the Coleman homomorphism for Vp(χ)
∗(1).

Proof. This directly follows from [PR94], adapting her conventions to our setting. �

We later discuss the case of an odd Dirichlet character χ. In this setting, circular units
do not exist as described so far, but it is still possible to make sense of an element c(χ) ∈
H1(Q, Vp(χ)

∗(1 − j−)), which is obtained through the interpolation of uχξ, where ξ is an odd
character of p-power conductor; alternatively, we may modify Proposition 3.1 to include this
case by considering not just the parity of j, but (−1)jχ(−1) instead.

4. Beilinson–Kato elements

The Kato Euler system (or Beilinson–Kato Euler system) is one of the most significant
constructions in the study of p-adic methods in Number Theory. It has enabled the proof
of new cases of the Bloch–Kato conjecture and provided a general approach to establish one
divisibility in the Iwasawa main conjecture. More concretely, the Kato Euler system of [Kat04]
can be attached to a general Coleman family f , as discussed e.g. by Hansen in [Han15] or by
Benois and Büyükboduk in [BB22] and [BB24]; for the the case of Hida families, the theory is
known since the work of Ochiai [Och03]. In this section, we begin by recalling the (two-variable)
p-adic L-function of Kitagawa and Mazur, and later discuss the reciprocity law, emphasizing
the role of the (one-variable) adjoint p-adic L-function.

4.1. The Kitagawa–Mazur p-adic L-function. With the previous notations, let U be the
open of the weight space over which the family is defined. Then we have an O(U)-module V (f)∗,
free of rank 2.

We choose bases γ±f of the complex-conjugation eigenspaces V (f)(c=±1), which are free of
rank one over O(U).

Definition 4.1. Let

Lp(f) ∈ O(U) ⊗̂HΓ

be the two-variable Kitagawa–Mazur p-adic L-function attached to the family f and the periods
γ±f , interpolating the critical L-values of all classical, weight > 2 specializations of f .
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More precisely, the value at (k, j), with 0 6 j 6 k − 2, interpolates the L-value L(fk, 1 + j)
up to appropriate factors, where f is the weight k specialization. See e.g. [FK24, §4] or [BB22]
for the precise form of the interpolation property, which involves different kinds of factors.

This construction was considered in generality by Belläıche in [Bel12], using modular symbols;
note that there are cases where the interpolation property does not completely characterize the
p-adic L-function, which is not the case in the ordinary situation.

4.2. The adjoint p-adic L-function. For this section, we mainly follow the works of Hida
[Hid16] and Belläıche [Bel21, §9], who constructed an adjoint p-adic L-function, using Kim’s
scalar product on overconvergent modular symbols. See also [Mak23] for a detailed treatment
of the topic.

Before establishing the reciprocity law for Beilinson–Kato elements, we need to present an-
other p-adic L-function attached to the Coleman family f . For any classical and cuspidal
specialization f of f , we have plus and minus periods Ω±

f . The ratio

Lalg(Ad f, 1) :=
−2k−1iπ2〈f, f〉

Ω+
f Ω

−
f

is in Q(f)×.
If we choose bases γ±f over the family as above, and use the periods for each fk determined

by these, then a construction due to Hida [Hid16], and more generally to Belläıche [Bel21],
gives a p-adic adjoint L-function Lp(Ad f). As a further piece of notation, we say that a family
f is p-distinguished if the semisimplification of the mod-p Galois representation attached to f ,
ρ̄f |GQp

, is the direct sum of two distinct characters.

Proposition 4.2. There exists a one-variable adjoint p-adic L-function

Lp(Ad f) ∈ O(U)

interpolating the ratios

Lp(Ad f)(k) = pk−1αk(p− 1)
(
1− βk

αk

)(
1− βk

pαk

)
Lalg(Ad fk, 1),

for all k ∈ U ∩ Z>0 such that the specialization fk is the p-stabilization of a level N cuspidal
newform. If f is p-distinguished, then the congruence ideal of f is principal, and this ideal is
generated by Lp(Ad f).

As pointed out in [Mak23], Belläıche’s interpolation formula is only given at crystalline points
of trivial nebentype, while in Thm. 2.3.7 of loc. cit. the author gives a much more general result.

The adjoint p-adic L-function vanishes at the ramification points of the eigencurve. For
example, this is the case for the weight one RM theta series. At a critical Eisenstein point, this
p-adic L-function also vanishes. More concretely, we recall the following result from [Bel21, §9].

Theorem 4.3. If x ∈ U is a point that either has non-integral weight, or is cuspidal classical,
then the adjoint p-adic L-function has a zero if and only if the weight map is not étale at x.
Otherwise, it has a zero.

Proof. This follows from the results of [Bel21, §9], based on Kim’s arguments [Kim06]. �

In particular, the adjoint p-adic L-function vanishes at the critical Eisenstein points, although
the ramification index is e = 1; this is in contrast with the cuspidal setting, where it could
be understood as a measure of ramification. In particular, [BB22] and [BB24] discuss the
relationship between the ramification index of the cuspidal eigencurve and the order of vanishing
of the adjoint p-adic L-function.
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4.3. Hida–Rankin vs Kitagawa–Mazur. The Beilinson–Kato Euler system is associated
with the Galois representation of a single modular form or family. However, the reciprocity
law we aim to establish does not relate it to the Kitagawa–Mazur p-adic L-function directly,
but rather to the product of two such functions, with dependence on the choice of an auxiliary
Dirichlet character. Furthermore, this product is not exactly composed of two Kitagawa–Mazur
functions; instead, it corresponds to a Hida–Rankin p-adic L-function, which agrees with the
former up to the choice of periods (represented by the adjoint L-function). Specifically, for a
modular form f ∈ Sk(N,χ), there are two possibilities for the choice of periods: the Petersson
product 〈f, f〉, and the product Ω+

f Ω
−
f . As we have already discussed, the discrepancy between

these choices is measured by the p-adic L-function of the adjoint representation.
The following result establishes how the Hida–Rankin p-adic L-function Lp(f ,g) attached

to two families (either Hida or Coleman families) can be expressed as the product of two
Kitagawa–Mazur p-adic L-functions. In particular, note that the p-adic L-function Lp(f ,g) is
a three-variable p-adic L-function, depending on the two weights and the cyclotomic variable.

Proposition 4.4. Let g be the (ordinary) Eisenstein family of characters (χ1, χ2). Then, the
following factorization formula holds:

Lp(f ,g)(k, ℓ, s) × Lp(Ad f)(k) = f(k)× Lp(f , χ1)(k, s)× Lp(f , χ2)(k, s − ℓ+ 1),

where f(k) is an explicit factor depending just on k.

Proof. This follows by a direct comparison of the critical values, as in [BD14, Thm. 3.4], noting
that the Euler factors also match. Observe, however, that in this case we cannot discard the
factors contributing to the adjoint, since they can be zero (and indeed, they vanish in the
situations we want to study). �

Since the dependence on f(k) is very minor and does not affect any of our results, we can
(and we do) renormalize the adjoint p-adic L-function dividing by the fudge factor f(k), and
thus remove it from the statement of Prop. 4.4.

As a piece of notation, we put g = E to denote the Eisenstein family of characters (χ1, χ2),
provided that the characters are clear from the set-up. In general, in the case of even weights,
we will not use the three variables (k, ℓ, s), and we often impose the restriction s = k

2 + ℓ − 1.
Hence, Lp(f , χ2)(k, s− ℓ+1) = Lp(f , χ2)(k, k/2) does not depend on s, and it is just a function
on k. In this case,

(6) Lp(f ,g)(k, ℓ, s) × Lp(Ad f)(k) = f(k)× Lp(f , χ1)(k, s) × Lp(f , χ2)(k, k/2).

We complement the previous result by discussing the Kato elements in the context of triple
products and the Artin formalism, examining how the previous result can be interpreted as a
factorization formula for a triple of modular forms (f, g, h), where both g and h are Eisenstein.
In particular, the choice s = k

2 + ℓ− 1 corresponds to taking g and h of the same weight.

More precisely, let f ∈ Sk, g = Eℓ(χ1, χ2) and h = Em(ξ1, ξ2). Write c = k+ℓ+m
2 − 1 for the

center of the L-function L(f ⊗ g⊗ h, s). Note that, by Artin formalism, L(f ⊗ g⊗ h, s) may be
written as the product of the four L-functions attached to the twist of f by the corresponding
Dirichlet character:

L(f ⊗ χ2ξ2, c) · L(f ⊗ χ1ξ2, c− ℓ+ 1) · L(f ⊗ χ2ξ1, c−m+ 1) · L(χ1ξ1, c− ℓ−m+ 2).

Proceeding as in Bertolini–Darmon [BD14], we may write the triple product p-adic L-function
as the product of two Kitagawa–Mazur functions, using the appropriate functional equations

Lp(f, χ2ξ2, c) = Lp(f, θ
−1χ−1

2 ξ−1
2 , k − c) = Lp(f, χ1ξ1, c− ℓ−m+ 2)

and that

Lp(f, χ1ξ2, c− ℓ+ 1) = Lp(f, θ
−1χ−1

1 ξ−1
2 , c− ℓ+ 1) = Lp(f, χ2ξ1, c−m+ 1).

Observe indeed that this is consistent with the factorization formula of Proposition 4.4 when
one takes ℓ = m.
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4.4. Kato’s Euler system. For this section we follow the foundational work of [Kat04], but
using the language and conventions of more modern approaches like [Och03], [BD14] or [BB22].

Recall that we have chosen bases γ±f of the complex-conjugation eigenspaces V (f)(c=±1),
which are free of rank one over O(U). For the moment, we assume that we are outside the
Eisenstein case.

Definition 4.5. Let
κ(f) ∈ H1(Q, V (f)∗(−j))

denote the canonical Kato class attached to the bases γ±
f
, which is the “p-direction” of an Euler

system.

This class is constructed by interpolating the cup product of two modular units (or Eisenstein
classes when the weight is greater than two), and then projecting to the corresponding isotopic
component. The Kato class also depends on an auxiliary Dirichlet character, that we have
denoted by χ.

Remark 4.6. The construction of the Kato system depends on the choice of auxiliary integers
(c, d), relatively prime to 6Np, where N is the tame level of the family. However, it is possible
to normalize the class in order to avoid that dependence. See e.g. the discussion of [BB22, App.
B]. Observe that this is another point where the theory differs from the Beilinson–Flach case,
where the factor cannot be always inverted (there are issues with that in the self-dual case), as
it is discussed in [KLZ17].

Kato’s explicit reciprocity law [Kat04] establishes that the image of that class under the
Perrin-Riou map recovers the p-adic L-function. That result requires the following definition,
which may be seen as a measure of the contribution of the bad primes. We follow for this part
[BB22, §6.6.3], where they discuss this issue in terms of an imprimitive p-adic L-function

Definition 4.7. We write EN (x) for the two-variable p-adic L-function corresponding to the
product of the bad primes:

EN (x) =
∏

ℓ|N

(1− aℓ(f)σ
−1
ℓ ) ∈ ΛU .

Since we are assuming that the prime p does not divide N , this element must be understood
as an analytic two-variable function in the weight and cyclotomic variables, which measures
the difference between the motivic p-adic L-function and the analytic p-adic L-function (these
factors are present in the Euler system, and may be inverted under some additional and mild
assumptions).

More precisely, let F+V (f) denote the rank 1 unramified subrepresentation of V (f) over
O(U) (which exists since f is ordinary); and let ηf ∈ Dcris(F

+V (f)) be the canonical vector
constructed in [KLZ17], which is characterized by interpolating the classes ηf of Section 2.3
for each classical specialization f of f . Then we have the following reciprocity law, where we
have an extra contribution coming from the Euler factors at bad primes. For the following
proposition, write LPRF−V (f)∗ for the Perrin-Riou logarithm attached to F−V (f)∗.

Proposition 4.8. The following explicit reciprocity law holds:
〈
LPRF−V (f)∗(locp κ(f)), ηf

〉
· Lp(Ad f) = EN (x) · Lp(f , χ) · Lp(f).

Proof. This is Kato’s explicit reciprocity law in the framework of Coleman families, as developed
e.g. in [BB22]. The proof when the Coleman family passes through a critical Eisenstein point
works in the same way. �

This must be understood as an equality in two variables, with Lp(f , χ) playing an auxiliary
role. In many case, it is possible to invert the factor Lp(f , χ) and normalize the Kato class
dividing by it; however, in the Eisenstein case one must be more circumspect and we cannot do
this normalization.
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Remark 4.9. In the framework of triple products, when we had two ordinary Eisenstein series,
one can formally the classes lie in

H1(Q, V (f)∗(χ−1
1 ξ−1

1 )(1− (c− ℓ−m+ 2))).

Its image under the Perrin-Riou map is not just Lp(f, χ1ξ1, c − ℓ−m + 2), as expected, since
there is also the contribution coming from Lp(f, χ1ξ2, c−ℓ+m+1). If we further impose impose
the condition χ1ξ1 = 1, and letting t = (k + ℓ−m)/2, we have a class in H1(Q, V (f)∗(1 − s))
whose image is Lp(f, χ, t)× Lp(f, s), suitably normalized by the adjoint.

When we specialize at the critical Eisenstein series, either Lp(f, χ, t) or Lp(f, s) must vanish,
but these two zeros are very different in nature, since the honest p-adic L-function for the
representation is Lp(f, s). In this part of the article, we consider the situation where Lp(f, χ, t)
is zero.

In the setting where f is not a critical Coleman family, one usually renormalizes the classes
to avoid dependence on the character χ. More precisely, we may consider the normalized class

κ̃(f) =
Lp(Ad f)

Lp(f , χ)
× κ(f).

This class satisfies a reciprocity law which directly relates it to the p-adic L-function Lp(f),
thereby avoiding the inconvenient appearance of the adjoint p-adic L-function and the auxiliary
Kitagawa–Mazur p-adic L-function. However, as we later discuss, we must exercise more caution
in the Eisenstein setting, since both p-adic L-functions vanish at the critical point.

5. Deformation of Beilinson–Kato elements

The aim of this section is studying the two-variable Beilinson–Kato elements in the case
where they pass through a critical Eisenstein family. In particular, we want to relate the
natural projection of that cohomology class with the circular units discussed in Section 3. Since
the aim of this section is establishing Theorem 1.3, we assume that r is even, although many
of the results also hold in the odd case.

5.1. Set-up for the generation process. Consider the Beilinson–Kato class attached to two
modular forms. As before, let f = Er+2(ψ, τ) stand for the Eisenstein series of weight r + 2
and characters (ψ, τ), and let fβ be its critical slope p-stabilization. Under the non-criticality
conditions we have fixed, there is a unique Coleman family f passing through fβ, defined over
some affinoid disc U ∋ r. We may suppose that for all integers k ∈ U ∩ Z>0 with k 6= r, the
specialization fk is a non-critical slope cusp form.

We also consider the modules

V (f)∗(−j) := V (f)∗⊗̂QpHΓ(−j)

and, in a similar way, the compactly supported version

V c(f)∗(−j) := V c(f)∗⊗̂QpHΓ(−j).

5.2. Families over punctured discs. In this section, we discuss how we can make sense of
a Beilinson–Kato cohomology class κ(f) attached to the Coleman family f . The next result
establishes that we have such a family of cohomology classes, maybe with a simple pole at the
Eisenstein point.

Theorem 5.1. There exists a cohomology class

κ(f) ∈ H1(Q,
1

X
V c(f)∗(−j))

with the following interpolation property:

• If k ≥ 0 is an integer with k 6= r, then we have

κ(f)(k) = BK[fk] ∈ H1(Q, V (fk)
∗ ⊗HΓ(−j)),

where the element BK[fk] = BK
[fk]
1,1 is as defined e.g. in Theorem 9.2.1 of [KLZ17].
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Proof. The result follows verbatim the reasoning of [LZ16, Thm. 5.4.2], which establishes an
analogous result when all integer-weight specializations of f are classical. In this case, the result
does not apply for k = r, but inverting X resolves the issue. �

The result asserts that we can directly interpolate the Beilinson–Kato classes in a neighbor-
hood of the critical Eisenstein series, where the points are all cuspidal, and that the class can
only present a simple pole at fβ. Next, we consider the projection of κ(f) in cohomology.

Definition 5.2. We write κ(fβ) for the image of κ(f) in the cohomology of the quotient

1
XV

c(f)∗

V (f)∗
∼= Qp(τ

−1)(1 + r)⊗HΓ(−j).

Note that this class is not zero a priori, as it happened in the scenarios discussed in [LRS24],
where the key point was that the class satisfied certain good local properties.

5.3. The p-adic L-function and a factorization formula. We being by recalling the fol-
lowing definition regarding the logarithmic distribution.

Definition 5.3. For a continuous character σ : Z×
p → Cp, the function dkσ

dzk
· zk

σ(z) is a constant,

and log[k] ∈ Cp is defined to be this constant.

An equivalent definition for log
[k]
p is log

[k]
p (σ) = w(σ)(w(σ) − 1) · · · (w(σ) − k + 1), where

w(σ) =
logp(σ(1+p))

logp(1+p) . The analytic function log
[k]
p vanishes to order 1 at the characters σ of the

form z 7→ zjχ(z), where χ is a finite order Dirichlet character and j is an integer such that
0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1.

Remark 5.4. Following the analogy with the Beilinson–Flach case, we would expect the class
κ(fβ) to be divisible by the logarithmic distribution log[r+1] ∈ HΓ. Let us sketch why the
same argument that we had used in that case does not work here. The specialization of κ(f)
at a locally-algebraic character of Γ of degree j ∈ {0, . . . , r} factors through the image of

DU−j⊗TSymj in DU−(r+1)⊗TSym(r+1), and the maps Pr
[j]
f and Pr

[r+1]
f agree on this image up

to a non-zero scalar. Since the Pr
[j]
f for 0 6 j 6 r do not have poles at X = 0, it follows that the

specializations of κ(f) at a pair (r, χ), for ℓ > r and χ locally-algebraic of degree ∈ {0, . . . , r},
interpolate the projections of the classical Beilinson–Kato classes to the (Ecrit

r+2)-eigenspaces in
classical cohomology. However, in this setting we cannot assure whether or not these classes
arise as suitable projections of classes in the cohomology of X1(N), that we know that there are
always 0. However, we will get a similar conclusion regarding the divisibility by a logarithmic
term using the p-adic L-function.

Consider now the two-variable p-adic L-function Lp(f) defined over U ×W, as introduced in
Section 4.1. For this construction, the interpolation property applies also at k = r without any
further modifications; and here the complex L-function factors, via Artin formalism, as

L(Er+2(ψ, τ), 1 + j) = L(ψ, 1 + j) · L(τ, j − r).

Moreover, the restriction of Lp(f) to the k = r fiber is uniquely determined by its interpolation
property at crystalline points (we do not need finite-order twists), and after Belläıche–Dasgupta
[BD15] we also have an “Artin formalism” factorization along the region where ψ(−1) agrees
with the parity of j.

Definition 5.5. Let λ denote the function defined over the Iwasawa algebra such that its spe-
cialization at a character σ corresponding to an integer s and a Dirichlet character ξ of p-power
conductor is ξ−1(N2)〈N2〉

−s+1.

As usual, we write fβ = Ecrit
r+2(ψ, τ) for the critical p-stabilization of Er+2(ψ, τ). Note that

Lp(fβ, s) may be seen as the (one-variable) p-adic L-function corresponding to the specialization
of the (two-variable) function Lp(f).
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Theorem 5.6. With the previous notations, we have the following:

(a) Lp(fβ, s) = 0, if (−1)s = ψ(−1).
(b) Up to an explicit rational factor,

Lp(fβ, s) = λ(s) log[r+1]
p (s)Lp(ψ, s)Lp(τ, s − r − 1),

if (−1)s = −ψ(−1).

Proof. See [BD15, §5, 6]. �

More concretely, the proof of the first statement relies on the application Θk, defined in
[Bel11], which allows us to relate the critical weight k Eisenstein series with the ordinary Eisen-
stein series of weight −2 − k. Furthermore, the factor Lp(τ, s − k + 1) is the image under the
Coleman map of the system of circular units, thus providing a natural link with the other Euler
system explored in this note.

However, as we have already emphasized, the p-adic L-function that appears in the reciprocity
law is not this one, but rather the Hida–Rankin p-adic L-function, which outside the critical
line factors as the product of the two Kitagawa–Mazur p-adic L-functions Lp(f) and Lp(f , χ, s),
suitably normalized by the adjoint p-adic L-function.

The product of the two Kitagawa–Mazur p-adic L-functions always vanishes at the critical
Eisenstein point, since one of them lies in the region of the weight space where Theorem 5.6
guarantees that the p-adic L-function is zero. It is important to note that this does not imply
that the image of the Beilinson–Kato class is zero, as this zero is canceled by the adjoint p-adic
L-function. Hence, by combining Proposition 4.4 with Theorem 5.6, we obtain the following
corollary. As a piece of notation, we write L′

p(fβ, χ) for the derivative of the one-variable p-adic

L-function Lp(f , χ)(k, k/2) at the specialization fβ; similarly, L′
p(Ad fβ) denotes the derivative

of L′
p(Ad f) at fβ. For the following result, recall that we are working under the assumption

that r is even.

Corollary 5.7. Let E be the (ordinary) Eisenstein family of characters (1, χ), and set s = r
2+ℓ.

Then, the following factorization formula holds when (−1)r/2(−1)ℓ = ψ(−1):

Lp(fβ,E)(ℓ, s)× L′
p(Ad fβ) = f(r) · log[r+1]

p (s) · L′
p(fβ, χ)× Lp(ψ, s) × Lp(τ, s − r − 1).

Proof. This follows by taking derivatives along the weight direction in Proposition 4.4. Then,
specializing at k = r and applying Theorem 5.6, the result follows. �

The previous result gives a precise description of Lp(fβ,E) as the product of a derivative of
a Kitagawa–Mazur p-adic L-function and two Kubota–Leopoldt p-adic L-functions, normalized
by the adjoint p-adic L-function. Compare e.g. with [RR21, Thm. 3.3], where a similar result
was derived in the setting of congruences between cuspidal forms and Eisenstein series.

5.4. Perrin-Riou maps. Once we have introduced the different p-adic L-functions and the
Euler system, we aim to relate Lp(f) to the image of the localization of the Beilinson–Kato
class, locp(κ(f)), under the projection to F−V (f)∗.

Perrin-Riou’s regulator gives us a map

Col
a
−

f
=

〈
LPRF−V (f)∗(−),a

−
f

〉
: H1

Iw(Qp,∞,F
−D(f)∗)→ O(U ×W)

which interpolates the Perrin-Riou regulators for fk for varying k. Let ϕ−1 stand for the left

inverse of the Frobenius, denoted as ψ in [KLZ17, §8.2]. More precisely, for z ∈ (F−D(f)∗)
ϕ−1=1

,
this map sends z to

〈ι((1 − ϕ)z),a−f 〉,

where ι is the inclusion
(
F−D(f)∗

)ϕ−1=0
→֒

(
F−D(f)∗[1/t]

)ϕ−1=0
= Dcris

(
F−D(f)∗

)
⊗HΓ.

At the bad fiber, we have the relation

a−
f
mod X = drt

r+1ωfr ⊗ e−(r+1)
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where en is the standard basis of Zp(n) and dr is a non-zero constant. Since multiplication by

tr+1 corresponds to multiplication by log[r+1] on the HΓ side (see e.g. [LLZ11]), we conclude
that

Col
a−

f
(κ(f)) mod X = dr

〈
LPRτ−1(κ(fβ)), ωfk

〉
.

For stating the following result, we recover the setting of Section 4.3. In particular, we
are working with two-variables (k, s), which may be understood in terms of the variables (k, ℓ)
corresponding to the weight specializations of the Coleman family f and the ordinary Eisenstein
family E, where, with the notations of Section 4.3, (χ1, χ2) = (1, χ). In order to simplify the
arguments in the next result, we assume that L′

p(fβ, χ) 6= 0, although a minor modification of
the leading term argument solves the issue.

Theorem 5.8. Under the current assumptions, if L′
p(fβ, χ) 6= 0, we have

Col
a−

f
(κ(f)) · Lp(Ad f) = df (k) · EN · Lp(f , χ,k/2) · Lp(f),

where df (k) is a meromorphic function on U alone, regular and non-vanishing at all integer
weights k > −1 except possibly at r itself, and regular at k = r. Recall that EN is the product of
the bad Euler factors introduced in Definition 4.7.

Proof. It follows easily from the reciprocity laws for Rankin–Selberg convolutions (of cuspidal
forms) that the quotient Col

a−

f
(κ(f))/(EN ·Lp(f ,E)) is a function of k alone, and this ratio does

not vanish at any integer k > −1 where fk is classical; it is equal to the fudge-factor dk defined
above.

Moreover, since Lp(f ,E) is well-defined and non-zero along {r}×W, we conclude that df (k)
does not have a pole at k (although it might have a zero there). �

Remark 5.9. The non-vanishing of L′
p(fβ, χ) must be understood as a very mild assumption,

since the character χ can be chosen among all the possible Dirichlet characters satisfying a
parity constraint. Further, if L′

p(fβ, χ) = 0, the function df (k) has a (not necessarily simple)
pole; in that case, our next results can be adapted considering the leading term of df (k) in the
Laurent expansion.

Note that the right hand side of the previous theorem may be understood as a Hida–Rankin
p-adic L-function, which factors as the function Lp(f) involved in our study times an extra factor
that we may usually neglect for a fixed specialization of f . In particular, the previous theorem
may be refined following Corollary 5.7, taking derivatives and then applying the factorization
formula for Lp(f).

Remark 5.10. Observe that this result is only valid in half of the weight space. If we assume for
simplicity that both r and ψ are even, the reciprocity law encodes in the p-adic L-function the
values of classes in the Iwasawa cohomology of Qp(τ

−1)(1− j) when j is even. This is coherent
with the fact that, in this case, Iwasawa cohomology has rank zero for odd values of j (that is,
the cohomology class and the p-adic L-function vanish in those cases).

5.5. Meromorphic Eichler–Shimura. Before comparing the specialization of the Beilinson–
Kato class with the system of circular units, we need to understand the variation of the canonical
differential ηf around the critical Eisenstein point. This is achieved in the following result.

Proposition 5.11. If L′
p(fβ, χ), there exists an integer n ≥ 0 and a unique isomorphism of

O(U)-modules

ηf : Dcris(F
−D(f)∗) ∼= X−nO(U)

whose specialization at every k ≥ 1 ∈ U , with k 6= r, is the linear functional given by the pairing
with the differential form ηfk associated to the weight k specialization of f . For this ηf , we have

〈
LPRF−(−), η

−
f

〉
· Lp(Ad f) = EN · Lp(f , χ,k/2) · Lp(f).

Proof. We define ηf to be the quotient a−f /df , and n is the order of vanishing of df at k = r. �
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If df (r) 6= 0, then we have thus constructed a class in the Iwasawa cohomology of V (f × τ)∗

whose regulator agrees with the product of the circular unit Euler system for τ , and a shifted
copy of the Kubota–Leopoldt p-adic L-function for ψ.

We claim that if df (r) = 0, then in fact κ(f) is divisible byX. If d(r) = 0, then κ(fβ) vanishes.
So we can divide out a factor of X from both κ(f) and df (k), and repeat the argument. Since
df is not identically 0, this must terminate after finitely many steps. Thus we have the following
version of the leading term argument, following the ideas introduced in [LZ20].

Proposition 5.12. Let n > 0 be the order of vanishing of df at k = r and suppose that
Assumption 1.1 holds and L′

p(fβ, χ) 6= 0. Then X−nκ(f) is well-defined and non-zero modulo

X; and this leading term projects into the quotient H1(Q,Qp(τ
−1)⊗HΓ(−j)). Its image under

the Perrin-Riou regulator is given by

d∗f (r) · EN ·
L′
p(fβ, χ)

L′
p(Ad fβ)

· Lp(Er+2(ψ, τ), j + 1),

where d∗f (r) ∈ L
×.

Proof. This directly follows from the previous discussion and the definition of d∗f (r). �

Observe that the quotient
L′

p(fβ ,χ)

L′
p(Ad fβ)

does not depend on the cyclotomic variable j, and the

same is true for d∗f (r). Hence, this can be understood as a constant function over the Iwasawa
algebra. Further, according to Theorem 5.6,

Lp(fβ, j+ 1) = λ · log[r+1]
p ·Lp(ψ, j + 1) · Lp(τ, j− r).

Remark 5.13. As we have already emphasized, Proposition 5.12 can be adapted to the situation
where L′

p(fβ, χ) vanishes, by considering instead the product of the first non-vanishing term in
the Taylor expansion and the leading term in the Laurent expansion of df (k).

Definition 5.14. Let

κ∗(fβ) ∈ H
1(Q,Qp(τ

−1)⊗HΓ(−j))

stand for the class obtained from κ(f) after multiplying it by X−n.

5.6. Comparison with circular units. In this section, we finally establish the main theorem
of this note, relating the specialization of the Beilinson–Kato at the critical Eisenstein point
with the system of circular units.

To establish the main result, we want to impose that (−1)r = ψ(−1). This assumption
implies that τ is even and gives two possibilities for ψ and r: either r is even and ψ is even,
or r is odd and ψ is odd. If r is odd and τ is even, the circular unit lies in the minus part of
the Iwasawa cohomology, and hence the results we have discussed about circular units do not
apply. Hence, we also assume that r is even.

Assumption 5.15. The integer r is even and the Dirichlet character τ is also even.

Proposition 5.16. We have that L′
p(Ad f)(r) 6= 0. If Assumption 5.15 holds true, then we

further have that Lp(f, χ)(k, k/2) vanishes at k = r.

Proof. The vanishing of Lp(f, χ)(k, k/2) follows by Theorem 5.6. �

In particular, this lead us to consider the derivatives of the above p-adic L-functions. It is
an interesting question, that we have not being able to solve, to determine if these derivatives
may be expressed in terms of interesting arithmetic objects related with the modular form.

For n = 0, it is clear that the class κ̂∗(fβ) is divisible by log[r+1]; for n > 0 this is less obvious,
but it follows from the proof of the next theorem. For the statement, we implicitly assume that
Lp(Ad f) has a simple zero at k = r; if not, we must understand it by multiplying both sides of
the equality by L′

p(Ad f), thus having a zero in the right hand side.
We can now state and prove the main result of the note.
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Theorem 5.17. Assume that r is even and that both ψ and τ are even. Under Assumption 1.1
and Assumption 1.2, and if we further impose that L′

p(fβ, χ) 6= 0, the following equality holds

in H1(Q,Qp(τ
−1)(1 + r)⊗HΓ(−j))):

κ∗(fβ) = C · λ ·
EN · log

[r+1] ·L′
p(fβ, χ) · Lp(ψ, j + 1)

L′
p(Ad fβ)

c(τ)(r),

where C is an explicit non-zero constant which does not depend on j.

Proof. We begin by noting that the Bloch–Kato conjecture implies that H1(Q,Qp(τ
−1)(1 +

r)⊗HΓ(−j))) is one-dimensional. Hence, it suffices to compare the image of both classes under
the Perrin-Riou map presented in Section 5.4.

Using next Theorem 5.6, the result is equivalent to checking the following equality between
(two-variable) p-adic L-functions:

Lp(f ,E) · L′
p(Ad fβ) = EN · L

′
p(fβ, χ) · Lp(f).

Here, E is the Eisenstein family of characters (1, χ). The result follows by taking the derivative
along the weight direction in the formula

Lp(f ,E) · Lp(Ad f)(k) = EN · Lp(f , χ)(k, k/2) · Lp(f),

established in Section 4.3. �

Remark 5.18. As it occurred in the Beilinson–Flach case, there is a logarithmic contribution
in the formula. However, in [LRS24] that contribution came from the class itself, since we had

been able to argue, in terms of the geometry, that it was divisible by log[r+1]. Here, the term
arises in the factorization formula of the p-adic L-function.

As we have already discussed, the terms L′
p(fβ, χ) and L′

p(Ad fβ) do not depend on the
cyclotomic variable, so we may drop them from the statement.

Corollary 5.19. Assume that r is even and that both ψ and τ are even. Under Assumption 1.1
and Assumption 1.2, and if we further impose that L′

p(fβ, χ) 6= 0, the following equality holds

in H1(Q,Qp(τ
−1)(1 + r)⊗HΓ(−j))):

κ∗(fβ) = C̃ · λ · EN · log
[r+1] ·Lp(ψ, j+ 1) · c(τ)(r),

where C̃ is an explicit non-zero constant which does not depend on j.

6. Vanishing of the cohomology class and a factorization formula

We emphasize some limitations of our method and propose natural extensions of this project.
These extensions are related to changes in the parity of either τ or ψ. We address two distinct
issues: a factorization formula á la Belläıche–Dasgupta when τ is odd; and the situation arising
from the vanishing of the class κ∗(fβ) ∈ H

1(Q,Qp(τ
−1)(1 + r)⊗HΓ(−j)).

6.1. A conjectural factorization formula. For our later use, we consider the following as-
sumption, that we will assume for most of the results of this section.

Assumption 6.1. The integer r is even and the Dirichlet character τ is odd.

Two additional cases remain to be discussed, corresponding to the less common scenario
where the integer r is odd. We explain how our results can be adapted to this setting towards
the end of the section.

Under Assumption 6.1, it is natural to wonder if one may get a result analogous of Belläıche–
Dasgupta to express the weight derivative L′

p(fβ) as the product of two Kubota–Leopoldt p-
adic L-functions. This is motivated by the vanishing of Lp(fβ), which suggests the study of
its derivative. This is explained in the following conjecture, whose proof seems beyond the
techniques we have used in this work. At the end of the section we discuss some theoretical
evidence towards it.
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Conjecture 6.2. If τ is odd–either under Assumption 1.2 or when r is odd and τ is also
odd–the following factorization formula holds:

L′
p(f)(r) = λ · log[r+1]Lp(ψ, j+ 1) · Lp(τ, j− r),

where λ is the previously defined Iwasawa function and L′
p(f) denotes the weight derivative of

the p-adic L-function.

It is interesting to observe the analogy with the treatment of [BB24, §5], where the higher
order derivatives of the p-adic L-function Lp(f) are studied. However, in loc. cit. the vanishing
is due to the ramification of the eigencurve (in the cuspidal case, e ≥ 2), and one can use
the idea of Belläıche of defining secondary p-adic L-functions. Here, the vanishing of Lp(f) at
the Eisenstein point is due not to the ramification, but to the vanishing of the corresponding
eigenspace of modular symbols. However, it still makes sense to try to capture the information
of the Eisenstein representation as the sum of two characters.

6.2. Vanishing of the Kato class. Under Assumption 6.1, we may proceed as in previous
sections and take the projection of 1

XV
c(f) onto the quotient

1
XV

c(f)∗

V (f)∗
∼= Qp(τ

−1)(1 + r)⊗HΓ(−j).

Considering the projection of the Kato class in cohomology, we obtain a class

κ(fβ) ∈ H
1(Q,Qp(τ

−1)(1 + r)⊗HΓ(−j)).

In this section, with a slight abuse of notation, we see the case just along half of the discs of
the weight space, and still use the same notation:

κ(fβ) ∈ H
1(Q,Qp(τ

−1)(1 + r)⊗HΓ(−j+)).

Then, the Kato class is also a well defined class, and proceeding as in the previous section, we
may refine it to obtain

κ∗(fβ) ∈ H
1(Q,Qp(τ

−1)⊗HΓ(−j+)).

Perrin-Riou’s regulator, with f now fixed as Er+2(ψ, τ), gives us a (one-variable) map

Colb+
f
=

〈
LPRF+(−), b

+
f

〉
: H1

Iw(Qp,∞,F
+D(f)∗)→ O(W).

In the reciprocity law, the roles of the auxiliary p-adic L-functions Lp(f , χ) and Lp(f) are
switched now: their product is still zero, but now Lp(f , χ, s) is a priori non-vanishing (or at least,
it does not vanish due to a trivial sign argument), while Lp(f) is zero using the aforementioned
results of [BD15]. Hence, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 6.3. Under Assumption 6.1, if Lp(fβ, χ, r/2 + 1), we have the following equality:

Colb+
f
(κ̂(fβ)) · L

′
p(Ad fβ) = c(k) · Lp(fβ, χ, r/2 + 1) · L′

p(fβ, j+1),

where c(k) is a meromorphic function on U alone, regular and non-vanishing at all integer
weights k > −1 except possibly at r itself, and regular at k = r.

Proof. This follows by taking derivatives in the reciprocity law for Beilinson–Kato elements. �

When τ is odd and τ(p) 6= 1, we can directly assert that the Beilinson–Kato classes vanish.

Proposition 6.4. When the character τ is odd and τ(p) 6= 1, the space H1(Q,Qp(τ
−1)(1+r)⊗

HΓ(−j+)) is zero and the Beilinson–Kato κ̂(fβ) ∈ H
1(Q,Qp(τ

−1)⊗HΓ(−j+)) class vanishes.

Proof. The Beilinson–Kato classes are universal norms, so it is a standard property that they
are unramified outside p. If τ(p) 6= 1, a standard computation shows that the dimension of the
space is zero. �
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This also means that either Lp(fβ, χ, r/2 + 1) or L′
p(fβ, j+1) must vanish. Further, since the

projection of κ(f) to the cohomology of the quotient
1
XV

c(f)∗

V (f)∗
∼= Qp(τ

−1)(1 + r)⊗HΓ(−j+)

vanishes, we may consider the lift

κ(f)2 ∈ H
1(Q, V (f)⊗HΓ(−j+)).

Definition 6.5. We write κ(fβ)2 ∈ H
1(Q,Qp(ψ

−1)⊗HΓ(−j)) for the projection of κ(f)2 onto
the cohomology of the quotient

V (f)∗

V c(f)∗
∼= Qp(ψ

−1)⊗HΓ(−j+).

This definition does not only make sense in the case where τ is odd, but also in the even
cases where κ̂(fβ) vanishes (e.g. when r is odd and τ is odd).

Remark 6.6. Observe that this object is analogous to the class κf,2 introduced in [RR21], where
it was described borrowing the tools introduced by Fukaya and Kato [FK24] in the study of
Sharifi’s conjectures [Sha11].

Recall that in previous section the Kato class was compared with the circular unit encoded
in Lp(τ, j− r). When r is odd and ψ is even, it would be natural to expect a comparison with
the circular unit c(ψ)(−1), encoded in Lp(ψ, j + 1). In particular, Conjecture 6.2 suggests an
explicit comparison between this Kato class and that unit, that we expect to further develop in
future work.

6.3. The case of odd weight. We still need to consider the cases where r is odd. If τ is even
and ψ is odd, the same arguments explored in this section apply (provided that τ(p) 6= 1), since
we are in the part of Iwasawa cohomology that vanishes. Finally, if τ is odd and ψ is even, the
class

κ(fβ) ∈ H
1(Q,Qp(τ

−1)⊗HΓ(−j+))

is a priori non-trivial (or, at least, it is not zero due to trivial sign reasons), but Lp(f) = 0, since
the factorization formula of Belläıche–Dasgupta does not apply. In this case, we are unable to
prove any satisfactory result.

Remark 6.7. We have emphasized that we are working with HΓ(−j+), since twisting by odd
character can indeed give non-zero values, for which one can apply the methods of Section 5 to
relate them with circular units.

The following table summarizes the four possible cases according to parity, assuming the
absence of exceptional zeros. The BD column indicates with a check-mark whether the factor-
ization formula of [BD15] (as a product of two Kubota–Leopoldt p-adic L-function) holds for
Lp(f). The columns κ(fβ) and κ(fβ)2 contain a check-mark if the corresponding elements κ(fβ)
and κ(fβ)2 do not vanish for reasons related to parity.

r ψ τ BD κ(fβ) κ(fβ)2

Even Even Even X X

Even Odd Odd X

Odd Odd Even X X

Odd Even Odd X

The last case (r odd, ψ even and τ odd) sheds some light on the understanding of Conjecture
6.2. In this case, we can make sense of an Iwasawa cohomology class c(τ), obtained by p-adically
interpolating the units corresponding to τξ, where ξ an odd character of p-power conductor.
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Hence, it makes sense to expect a comparison mimicking Theorem 1.3. In that case, Lp(fβ, χ)
is non-zero, while Lp(fβ) vanishes for the range of characters we are considering. This means
that the derivative must somehow contain the information regarding Lp(τ, j − r) to carry out
the comparison, thus supporting our conjecture. from a theoretical point of view. Hence, our
results can be understood as follows:

• When ψ and τ are both even, we have established a comparison between κ∗(fβ) and
c(τ).
• When ψ is odd and τ is even, we have established that κ(fβ) vanishes, and we have
defined a natural refinement of it, κ(fβ)2, which is conjecturally connected with c(ψ).
• When ψ is even and τ is odd, κ(fβ) is conjecturally linked to c(τ), but the relation
depends on Conjecture 6.2.
• When ψ is odd and τ is even, the two previous ideas must combine to give a formula
for κ(fβ)2 in terms of c(ψ).

A final comment is that the study of the odd case requires an alternative choice of twists: we
cannot work with a triple of weights (r + 2, ℓ, ℓ) since the sum is not even, but this does not
affect this discussion on the vanishing of the corresponding p-adic L-functions.

Remark 6.8. The trivial vanishing of κ(fβ) only depends on r and τ (and not on ψ). However,
the existence of a factorization formula as in [BD15] depends on r and ψ (and not on τ).

Remark 6.9. It remains to consider the case where τ is odd and τ(p) = 1. From the point of
view of Selmer groups, the exceptional vanishing of the p-adic L-function Lp(τ, s) when τ(p) = 1
corresponds to the existence of an extended Selmer group, which in this case is just a p-unit.
For simplicity, consider the case of r = j = 0, and write κ∗(fβ)(1) for the specialization of the
Iwasawa class κ∗(fβ) corresponding to H1(Q,Qp(τ

−1)(1)). As a piece of notation, let H stand

for the number field cut out by τ and let O×
H [1/p][τ ] denote the space of p-units in H where the

Galois action is via τ . This space has a canonical generator, that we denote by vτ . This suggests
the following question regarding how to interpret the possible torsion of Iwasawa cohomology.

Question 6.10. Can we have an explicit comparison between κ∗(fβ)(1) and the p-unit vτ ∈

O×
H [1/p][τ ].

7. Beilinson–Flach classes and the triple product case

Along this note, we have shown how the comparison of Beilinson–Kato classes and circular
units differs from the settings that appear in the previous work of Loeffler and the second author.
We want to close the article with a short discussion of the differences between both methods,
emphasizing the connections between both theories. For the main definitions and properties
regarding Beilinson–Flach elements, we refer to [KLZ17] and [KLZ20].

Let f be a Coleman family passing through a critical Eisenstein series and let g be a (ordinary)
Hida family. When studying the comparison between Beilinson–Flach classes and Beilinson–
Kato classes in [LRS24] we had used the Hida–Rankin p-adic L-function Lg

p(f ,g), and not the
one corresponding to the situation where the critical Eisenstein family is dominant. In the
framework explored in this article, the only option was precisely considering that situation,
since we just had one family. Hence, it is natural to extend these ideas to the Hida–Rankin
setting and ask the following question (which also admits an analogue in the setting of triple
products).

Question 7.1. Is there any factorization formula for Lf
p(f ,g) or its derivative along the weight-

k direction, similar to [BD15]?

Observe that the answer to this question is straightforward if we work instead with Lg
p(f ,g):

applying the Artin formalism and specializing f at f = Er+2(ψ, τ),

Lg
p(Er+2,g)(ℓ, s) = Lp(g, ψ)(ℓ, s) · Lp(g, τ)(ℓ, s − r − 1).
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In the case of Lf
p(Er+2,g), we expect to get some logarithmic contribution, as in [BD15]. The

same question arises in the setting of triple products, where one would expect a similar situation
for the triple product p-adic L-function of Andreatta–Iovita [AI21] when the dominant family
passes through a critial Eisenstein point.

Moreover, in [LRS24] we had established that the projection of the Beilinson–Flach class to
the quotient F−V (f)∗⊗ V ∗

g vanishes. This is because the Bloch–Kato conjecture holds for that
representation and the projection of the Beilinson–Flach element satisfies a local condition at
p which is too weak.

Therefore, one may wonder if the specialization of the three-variable p-adic L-function Lf
p(f ,g)

at fβ is zero. A priori, it is not correct to say that the p-adic L-function is the image under the
Perrin-Riou map of a trivial projection of the Beilinson–Flach class, since in the reciprocity law
we may have a zero in the term df (k) which arises in the leading term argument.

Remark 7.2. This is similar to the kind of questions we had explored in [Riv23], where we also
suggested that this kind of p-adic L-function may encode relevant information regarding the
Galois representations.

Another interesting issue, that we believe could be related with this discussion, is the study
of the situation where two or more families pass through a critical Eisenstein series. These
questions are considered in a sequel to this work.
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