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THE GALOIS ACTION ON CONSISTENT MAPS

CHARLES L. SAMUELS

Abstract. A 2009 article of Allcock and Vaaler explored of the Q-vector space G := Q
×

/Q
×

tors
, showing

how to represent it as part of a function space on the places of Q. Several years later, the author began
attempts to examine dual spaces related to G in an effort to obtain Riesz-type representation theorems.
Those results required the construction of an object called a consistent map. We study a natural Galois
action on consistent maps and establish when consistent maps are invariant under this action. Our results
generalize earlier work of the author regarding rational valued consistent maps over non-Archimedean places
of Q.

1. Introduction

Let K be a number field and L/K a finite extension. Each place w of L restricts to a unique place v of
K, and in this case, we say that w divides v. Writing Lw and Kv to denote the respective completions, we
note the important identity

(1.1) [L : K] =
∑

w|v

[Lw : Kv]

for each place v of K (see [5, Sec. 4, Eq. (2)] or [10, Cor. 8.4], for example). If v divides the place p of Q,
then we write ‖ · ‖v to denote the unique extension of the p-adic absolute value on Qp, and define

(1.2) ‖α‖G =
∑

v∈MK

[Kv : Qv]

[K : Q]
·
∣

∣ log ‖α‖v
∣

∣,

where MK denotes the set of all places of K. The right hand side of (1.2) does not depend on K, and
moreover, its value is unchanged when α is multiplied by a root of unity. Now fixing an algebraic closure

Q of Q and setting G = Q
×
/Q

×

tors, the properties of absolute values ensure that ‖ · ‖G defines a norm on G
with respect to the usual absolute value on Q. The value 1

2‖α‖G, often called the Weil height of α, has an
extensive history dating back to a famous 1933 problem of D.H. Lehmer [8].

As part of a 2009 article [1], Allcock and Vaaler provided a deep exploration of the normed space G.
Let Y denote the set of all places of Q, and for each number field K and each place v of K, we let
Y (K, v) = {y ∈ Y : y | v} . The collection of sets of the form Y (K, v) forms a basis for a totally disconnected,
Hausdorff topology on Y , and moreover, there exists a regular measure λ on the Borel sets B of Y with the
property that

λ(Y (K, v)) =
[Kv : Qv]

[K : Q]

for each number field K and each place v of K. Among other results, Allcock and Vaaler [1, Theorem 1.1]
identified an isometric isomorphism from the completion G to a subspace of L1(Y,B, λ). Their methodology
opened a pathway for other authors to study the Weil height using techniques of functional analysis (see
[2–4, 6, 7, 13], for example).

The author [11] later began the study of various dual spaces related to G. Specifically, let V = Q
×
/Z

×
,

where Z is the ring of algebraic integers and Z
×

is its group of units. The main results of [11] established
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a representation theorem for the algebraic dual of V roughly in the following way. Defining the set I =
{

(K, v) : [K : Q] < ∞, v ∈ M0
K

}

, a map c : I → Q is called consistent if we have

(1.3) c(K, v) =
∑

w|v

c(L,w)

for all (K, v) ∈ I and all finite extensions L/K. If c, d : I → Q are consistent maps and r ∈ Q then we let

(1.4) (c+ d)(K, v) = c(K, v) + d(K, v) and (rc)(K, v) = rc(K, v).

These operations cause the set of consistent maps c : I → Q to be a vector space over Q, which we shall
denote by I∗. If K is a number field and α ∈ K, then we write

(1.5) Φc(α) =
∑

v∈M0
K

c(K, v)

log pv
log ‖α‖v.

The right hand side of (1.5) is unchanged whenever K is replaced by a different number field containing α
or when α is multiplied by a unit. Therefore, we have constructed a well-defined element Φc belonging to
the algebraic dual V∗ of V which happens to satisfy the following property.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 1.1 of [11]). The map c 7→ Φc is a Q-vector space isomorphism from I∗ to V∗.

Our primary interest in [11] arises from a family of theorems about an action of the absolute Galois group
G := Gal(Q/Q) on I∗. If σ ∈ G and α ∈ V , then σ(α) is a well-defined element of V , and in this way, we
obtain a left action of G on V . This left action on V induces a corresponding right action of G on V∗ given
by (Φ, σ) 7→ Φ ◦ σ. Now if ρ : I∗ → V∗ denotes the isomorphism of Theorem 1.1, then

(1.6) (c, σ) 7→ ρ−1(Φc ◦ σ)

is a right action of G on I∗.
The author [11] explored this Galois action extensively with an emphasis on the subgroups StabG(c).

When G is equipped with the Krull Topology as in [9, Ch. 7], these stabilizers are always closed but not
necessarily open. In fact, we established the following (Theorems 2.4 and 2.2 of [11], respectively):

(A) For every open subgroup H of G, there exists c ∈ I∗ such that StabG(c) = H .
(B) There exists a consistent map c ∈ I∗ such that StabG(c) is not open.

Although we presented (A) and (B) as main theorems, they should really be interpreted as corollaries to
the same result, a theorem on Galois Invariance [11, Lemma 4.1]. For each number field E, we say that
c ∈ I∗ is E-Galois-Invariant if c = cσ for all σ ∈ Gal(Q/E), or equivalently, c is E-Galois-Invariant if
Gal(Q/E) ⊆ StabG(c).

Theorem 1.2 (Lemma 4.1 of [11]). Suppose E is a number field and c : I → Q is a consistent map. Then
c is E-Galois-Invariant if and only if

c(K, v) =
[Kv : Eu]

[K : E]
c(E, u)

for all non-Archimedean places u of E, all finite extensions K/E, and all places v of K dividing u.

This theorem is a powerful tool to construct consistent maps whose stabilizers have properties such as
(A) or (B), however, it suffers from an unfortunate limitation. Specifically, the proof of Theorem 1.2 is
indirect, relying entirely on the isomorphism given by Theorem 1.1 rather than on any direct Galois action
on consistent maps. This is important because the consistent maps used in [11] are only a special case of an
object that is needed for other applications as in [12]. Indeed, that article selects a set S of places of Q and
defines

JS = {(K, v) : [K : Q] < ∞ and v ∈ MK,S} ,

where MK,S is the set of places of K dividing a place in S. Then a map c : JS → R is called consistent
over S if (1.3) is satisfied for all (K, v) ∈ JS and all finite extensions L/K. While [12] presents versions of
Theorem 1.1 for these generalized consistent maps, there is no obvious Galois action as in [11]. Therefore, it
remains open to provide an analog of Theorem 1.2 for these objects. The present article accomplishes four
goals, including a complete resolution to this problem.
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(I) We construct a further generalization of consistent maps beyond that of [12] which replaces S with
an object called a decomposable set.

(II) We define a corresponding Galois action on these objects.
(III) We prove that this action agrees with that of [11] in the special case of (1.6).
(IV) We establish an analog of Theorem 1.2 for our generalized consistent maps.

All of these results are presented in Section 2 with their proofs appearing in the subsequent sections. As we
shall find, our Galois action does not rely on any isomorphism from the space of consistent maps to another
R-vector space. Therefore, not only is our main result more general than Theorem 1.2, but our proof is more
direct.

2. Main Results

Let K be a number field. A set X ⊆ Y is called decomposable over K if there exists a set S of places of
K such that

(2.1) X =
⋃

v∈S

Y (K, v).

If v1, v2 ∈ S then Y (K, v1) and Y (K, v2) are either equal or disjoint. As a result, we may assume without
loss of generality that the right had side of (2.1) is a pairwise disjoint union. This observation also implies
that the set S is unique, depending only on X and K. Our results require the following preliminary facts
about decomposable sets over number fields.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose X is a set of places of Q and let K and L be number fields.

(i) If X is decomposable over K and L, then X is also decomposable over K ∩ L.
(ii) If K ⊆ L and X is decomposable over K, then X is also decomposable over L.

If a setX ⊆ Y is decomposable over some number fieldK, then we shall simply say thatX is decomposable.
As a result of Proposition 2.1(i), every decomposable set X has a unique minimal number field FX over which
it is decomposable. Given a number field K, Proposition 2.1(ii) implies that X is decomposable over K if
and only if FX ⊆ K. We further write SX denote the unique set of places of FX such that

X =
⋃

p∈SX

Y (FX , p).

If K is a finite extension of FX , we easily verify that

(2.2) {v ∈ MK : v | p for some p ∈ SX} = {v ∈ MK : x | v for some x ∈ X} .

We shall let MK,X denote the set given by (2.2) and define

JX = {(K, v) : FX ⊆ K, [K : FX ] < ∞, v ∈ MK,X} .

Clearly our definition of JX generalizes the definitions of I and JS from [11] and [12], respectively, both of
which required X to be decomposable over Q. In the case of [11], we further required X to be the set of all
non-Archimedean places of Q.

We say that a map c : JX → R is consistent over X if

(2.3) c(K, v) =
∑

w|v

c(L,w)

for all for all (K, v) ∈ JX and all finite extensions L/K. We write J ∗
X to denote the space of all consistent

maps over X , and observe that J ∗
X is an R-vector space with addition and scalar multiplication defined as

in (1.4).
Now let GX denote the absolute Galois group GX = Gal(Q/FX), where GX is equipped with the Krull

Topology as in [9, Ch. 7]. If K is any field for which FX ⊆ K ⊆ Q and σ ∈ GX , then FX ⊆ σ(K) ⊆ Q, and
moreover, K/FX is Galois if and only if σ(K) = K for all σ ∈ GX . If {α1, α2, . . . , αn} is a basis for K over
FX , then {σ(α1), σ(α2), . . . , σ(αn)} is a basis for σ(K) over FX . In particular, K/FX is finite if and only if
σ(K)/FX is finite, and in this case [K : FX ] = [σ(K) : FX ].
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Given a place v of K, we let | · |v be an absolute value from v, and we define the absolute value | · |σ(v) on
σ(K) according to the formula

(2.4) |α|σ(v) = |σ−1(α)|v.

We shall later prove in Lemma 4.1 that σ(v) defines a unique place of σ(K) which is independent of the
particular absolute value | · |v from v. Since σ−1 fixes the elements of FX , σ(v) and v must divide the same
place of FX . These observations yield a left action of GX on JX given by the formula

(2.5) (σ, (K, v)) 7→ (σ(K), σ(v)).

For simplicity, we shall often write σ(K, v) = (σ(K), σ(v)). Based on this notation, we obtain a right action
of GX on J ∗

X given by

(c, σ) 7→ c ◦ σ,

and write cσ = c ◦ σ. As promised, this Galois action agrees with that of [11] in the special case where X is
the set of non-Archimedean places of Q.

Theorem 2.2. If c ∈ I∗ and σ ∈ G then Φcσ = Φc ◦ σ.

We now proceed with our main result, a generalization of Theorem 1.2 for consistent maps of the type
described in this section. Given a finite extension E/FX , a consistent map c : JX → R is called E-Galois-
Invariant over X if c = cσ for all σ ∈ Gal(Q/E).

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that X is a decomposable subset of Y , c ∈ J ∗
X , and E is a finite extension of FX .

Then c is E-Galois-Invariant over X if and only if

(2.6) c(K, v) =
[Kv : Eu]

[K : E]
c(E, u)

for all u ∈ ME,X , all finite extensions K/E, and all places v of K dividing u.

Theorem 2.3 shows that each E-Galois-Invariant consistent map over X is uniquely determined by its
values at (E, u), for u ∈ ME,X . To make this assertion more precise, we let J ∗

E,X denote the set of E-Galois-
Invariant consistent maps over X , i.e.,

J ∗
E,X =

{

c ∈ J ∗
X : c = cσ for all σ ∈ Gal(Q/E)

}

.

It is straightforward to verify that J ∗
E,X is a subspace of J ∗

X for every finite extension E/FX . Now also
define

RE,X =
{

(xu)u∈ME,X
: xu ∈ R

}

.

If addition and scalar multiplication are defined coordinate-wise, then clearly RE,X is a vector space over
R. If ME,X is finite, then RE,X is isomorphic to Rn, where n = #ME,X . Otherwise, ME,X is countably
infinite and RE,X is isomorphic to R∞ := {(xi)i∈N : xi ∈ R} . Regardless, Theorem 2.3 has the following
consequence.

Corollary 2.4. Suppose that X is a decomposable subset of Y and E is a finite extension of FX . Then the
map c 7→ (c(E, u))u∈ME,X

defines an R-vector space isomorphism from J ∗
E,X to RE,X .

This observation establishes our earlier remark that E-Galois-Invariant consistent maps over X are
uniquely determined by their values at (E, u). For the reader’s reference, Corollary 2.4 generalizes another
known result [11, Lemma 5.1].

3. Decomposable Sets

This section is dedicated only to the proof of our Proposition 2.1.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. We begin with the proof of (i) and let F = K ∩L. Since we have assumed that X
is decomposable over K and L, we may write

(3.1) X =
⋃

v∈SK

Y (K, v) =
⋃

w∈SL

Y (L,w),

4



where SK and SL are sets of places of K and L, respectively. Each place v of K divides a unique place p of
F , so we may let

SF = {p ∈ MF : v | p for some v ∈ SK} .

To complete the proof, it is enough to establish that

(3.2) X =
⋃

p∈SF

Y (F, p).

If x ∈ X then certainly x ∈ Y (K, v) for some v ∈ SK . Then by definition of SF , there exists q ∈ SF such
that v | q. This means that x ∈ Y (F, q), and hence

X ⊆
⋃

p∈SF

Y (F, p).

For the reverse containment, we assume y belongs to the right hand side of (3.2), and let p0 ∈ SF be
such that y ∈ Y (F, p0). By definition of SF , there must exist v0 ∈ SK such that v0 | p0, meaning that
Y (K, v0) ⊆ Y (F, p0). Additionally, since Y (K, v0) is non-empty, we may select a point x ∈ Y (K, v0).

Now let G = Gal(Q/F ). According to the remarks immediately prior to [1, Lemma 3], G acts transitively
on Y (F, p0). Therefore, since x, y ∈ Y (F, p0), there exists σ ∈ G such that σ(x) = y. If we also define

HK = Gal(Q/K) and HL = Gal(Q/L),

then in the usual Galois correspondence, the field F = K ∩L corresponds to the subgroup of G generated by
HK and HL. In other words, G is itself generated by HK and HL. Therefore, there exist k1, k2, . . . , kn ∈ HK

and ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓn ∈ HL such that

σ = ℓnkn · · · ℓ2k2ℓ1k1.

We now claim that, for all 0 ≤ m ≤ n, we have

(3.3) (ℓmkm · · · ℓ2k2ℓ1k1)(x) ∈ X.

We shall proceed by induction on m. When m = 0, the product on the left hand side of (3.3) is empty, so
the base case is simply the result of our assumption that x ∈ Y (K, v0) ⊆ X .

For the inductive step, we let z = (ℓm−1km−1 · · · ℓ2k2ℓ1k1)(x) and assume that z ∈ X . The left hand
equality of (3.1) yields a place v1 ∈ SK such that z ∈ Y (K, v1). Using the fact that HK acts on Y (K, v1),
we obtain that km(z) ∈ Y (K, v1) ⊆ X . Now applying the right hand equality of (3.1), we see that km(z) ∈
Y (L,w1) for some place w1 ∈ SL. Of course, HL acts on Y (L,w1), implying that (ℓmkm)(z) ∈ Y (L,w1) ⊆ X ,
and (3.3) follows immediately.

If we apply (3.3) with m = n, we see that

y = σ(x) = (ℓnkn · · · ℓ2k2ℓ1k1)(x) ∈ X,

as required.
Now to prove (ii), we assume only the left hand equality of (3.1). For each v ∈ SK , we let Tv be the set

of places of L that divide v so that

Y (K, v) =
⋃

w∈Tv

Y (L,w) for all v ∈ S.

Let SL = ∪v∈SK
Tv and combine this observation with the left hand equality of (3.1) to obtain

X =
⋃

v∈SK

⋃

w∈Tv

Y (L,w) =
⋃

v∈SL

Y (L,w)

so that X satisfies the required property. �

5



4. Galois Actions

Now that we have provided the necessary background on decomposable sets, we proceed with the formal
definition of our right group action of GX on J ∗

X . This action arises from a left action of GX on JX which
we vaguely described in Section 2 using (2.4) and (2.5). Nevertheless, it remains necessary to show that
(2.4) defines a unique place σ(v) of σ(K) for all finite extensions K/FX . Specifically, we must show that the
right hand side of (2.4) is an absolute value on σ(K) and that the place containing | · |σ(v) depends only on
v, not on the specific absolute value | · |v from v. These goals are accomplished in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let X be a decomposable subset of Y . Suppose p is a place of FX and K is any field such that
FX ⊆ K ⊆ Q. For each σ ∈ GX , the following properties hold:

(i) If | · | is an absolute value on K dividing p then

β 7→ |σ−1(β)|

defines an absolute value on σ(K) dividing p.
(ii) If ‖ · ‖ is an absolute value on σ(K) then there exists a unique absolute value | · | on K such that

‖β‖ = |σ−1(β)| for all β ∈ σ(K).

In this case, ‖ · ‖ and | · | extend the same absolute value on FX .
(iii) Suppose | · |1, | · |2 are absolute values on K and ‖ · ‖1, ‖ · ‖2 are absolute values on σ(K) for which

‖β‖1 = |σ−1(β)|1 and ‖β‖2 = |σ−1(β)|2

for all β ∈ σ(K). Then | · |1 ∼ | · |2 if and only if ‖ · ‖1 ∼ ‖ · ‖2.

Proof. To establish (i), we observe clearly that |σ−1(0)| = 0. If |σ−1(α)| = 0, then since | · | is already
assumed to be an absolute value on K, we have σ−1(α) = 0. It now follows that α = 0. The remaining two
absolute value axioms follow from the fact that | · | is an absolute value on K and σ−1 is an automorphism.
Now assume that | · | divides the place p of FX and α ∈ FX . We clearly have that σ−1 fixes the elements of
FX , and therefore

|σ−1(α)| = |α|,

implying that the given map yields an absolute value dividing p.
For (ii), we assume that ‖ · ‖ is an absolute value on σ(K) and define | · | by

|α| = ‖σ(α)‖ for all α ∈ K.

By the same argument as in our proof of (i), | · | defines an absolute value on K. Moreover, if β ∈ σ(K) then

‖β‖ = ‖σ(σ−1(β))‖ = |σ−1(β)|,

establishing the required equality. To establish the uniqueness property, we assume | · |′ is an absolute value
on K such that ‖β‖ = |σ−1(β)|′ for all β ∈ σ(K). Then if α ∈ K, we have

|α|′ = |σ−1(σ(α))|′ = ‖σ(α)‖ = |σ−1(σ(α))| = |α|

completing the proof of (ii).
Finally for (iii), we assume that | · |1 ∼ | · |2 so there exists θ > 0 such that |α|1 = |α|θ2 for all α ∈ K. Now

if β ∈ σ(K), we obtain

‖β‖1 = |σ−1(β)|1 = |σ−1(β)|θ2 = ‖β‖θ2

as required. The reverse direction has a similar proof. �

The combination of Lemma 4.1 (ii) and (iii) shows that (2.4) defines a unique place of σ(K). We are now
prepared to formalize the corresponding action of GX on JX that was described in (2.5).

Lemma 4.2. The map (σ, (K, v)) 7→ (σ(K), σ(v)) defines a left group action of GX on JX .
6



Proof. If 1 denotes the identity element of GX then obviously (1(K), 1(v)) = (K, v) for all (K, v) ∈ JX .
Now we assume that (K, v) ∈ JX and σ, τ ∈ GX . By definition we have that σ(τ(K)) = (στ)(K). Suppose
| · |v is an absolute value on K from the place v and γ ∈ σ(τ(K)). Then by (2.4), we have that

|γ|(στ)(v) = |(στ)−1(γ)|v

= |τ−1(σ−1(γ))|v

= |σ−1(γ)|τ(v)

= |γ|σ(τ(v)),

proving that (στ)(v) and σ(τ(v)) are equal as places of σ(τ(K)). We have now established that

((στ)(K), (στ)(v)) = (σ(τ(K)), σ(τ(v)))

as is required. �

For simplicity, we shall often write σ(K, v) = (σ(K), σ(v)) for the action described in Lemma 4.2. At
times in our work, it will be useful to restrict this action to various subsets of JX . If E/FX is a finite
extension, we define

(4.1) JX(E) = {(K, v) : E ⊆ K, [K : E] < ∞, v ∈ MK,X} .

Certainly whenever [K : E] < ∞ we also have [K : FX ] < ∞ so that X is decomposable over K for all
such fields K. Therefore, the expression MK,X appearing on the right hand side of (4.1) is well-defined.
If E′/E is any finite extension, then JX(E′) ⊆ JX(E) with equality if and only if E = E′. Now letting
GX(E) = Gal(Q/E), we obtain the following additional facts about the group action of Lemma 4.2.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that X is a decomposable set.

(i) If E/FX is a finite extension and E′/E is a finite Galois extension, then (K, v) 7→ σ(K, v) defines
an action of GX(E) on JX(E′).

(ii) If E/FX is a finite extension, then (K, v) 7→ σ(K, v) defines an action of GX(E) on JX(E).
(iii) If E′ is a finite Galois extension of Q for which X is decomposable over E′, then (K, v) 7→ σ(K, v)

defines an action of GX(E′) on JX(E′).

Proof. For (i), it is sufficient to prove that if (K, v) ∈ JX(E′) and σ ∈ GX(E)

(4.2) σ(K, v) ∈ JX(E′).

Indeed, since GX(E) is a subgroup of GX = GX(FX), the remaining group action properties follow from
Lemma 4.2.

Therefore, we assume (K, v) ∈ JX(E′) and σ ∈ GX(E). From the fact that (K, v) ∈ JX(E′), we know
that K is a a finite extension of E′ and v ∈ MK,X . By definition (2.4) along with Lemma 4.1(ii), σ(v) is
a place of σ(K) dividing the same place of FX as v. In particular, we have that σ(v) ∈ Mσ(K),X . Now of

course, σ(K) is a finite extension of σ(E′). However, σ ∈ Gal(Q/E) and E′/E is Galois, which implies that
σ(E′) = E′. As a result, σ(K) is a finite extension of E′ and (σ(K), σ(v)) ∈ JX(E′), establishing (4.2).

We obtain (ii) immediately by applying (i) with E = E′. For (iii), the definition of FX ensures that E′ is
a finite Galois extension of FX , and the statement follows by applying (i) with E = FX . �

Following the process described in Section 2, the left action of GX on JX given by Lemma 4.2 yields a
corresponding right action of GX on J ∗

X . Specifically, σ ∈ GX and c ∈ J ∗
X , then clearly cσ : JX → R given

by

(cσ)(K, v) = c(σ(K), σ(v))

(or equivalently, cσ = c ◦ σ) is a well defined map. In fact, that map is also consistent over X .

Lemma 4.4. If c : JX → R is a consistent map over X and σ ∈ GX then cσ is also consistent over X.

Proof. Let (K, v) ∈ JX and let L/K be a finite extension. We need to show that

c(σ(K), σ(v)) =
∑

w|v

c(σ(L), σ(w)).
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Clearly σ(L) is a finite extension of σ(K) and σ(K) is a finite extension of FX . Now let | · |v be an absolute
value on K from the place v, and for each place w of L dividing v, let | · |w be an absolute value from w that
extends | · |v. For each α ∈ σ(K), we have that

|α|σ(w) = |σ−1(α)|w = |σ−1(α)|v = |α|σ(v),

which shows that σ(w) is a place of σ(L) dividing σ(v).
Now let Wv(L/K) be the set of places of L that divide v. Our above observations ensure that σ :

Wv(L/K) → Wσ(v)(σ(L)/σ(K)) is a well-defined map. However, if x ∈ Wσ(v)(σ(L)/σ(K)) then clearly

σ−1(x) ∈ Wv(L/K) and σ(σ−1(x)) = x, showing that σ is surjective. Moreover, if σ(w1) = σ(w2) then

|α|σ(w1) = |α|σ(w2) for all α ∈ σ(L).

By the definition (2.4), we obtain that

|σ−1(α)|w1 = |σ−1(α)|w2 for all α ∈ σ(L).

From the fact that σ is a bijection from L to σ(L), we conclude that w1 = w2. We have now shown that
σ : Wv(L/K) → Wσ(v)(σ(L)/σ(K)) is a bijection. Finally, we obtain

∑

w|v

c(σ(L), σ(w)) =
∑

w|σ(v)

c(σ(L), w) = c(σ(K), σ(v)),

where the last equality follows from the fact that c is consistent. �

As a result of Lemma 4.4, we obtain easily that c 7→ cσ defines a right action of GX on J ∗
X . With this

information in mind, we are now able to prove Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let α ∈ Q
×

and suppose that K is a number field containing α. Then clearly σ(K)
contains σ(α) and we obtain

Φc(σ(α)) =
∑

w∈M0
σ(K)

c(σ(K), w)

log pw
log ‖σ(α)‖w.

Now using definition (2.4), we have that

Φc(σ(α)) =
∑

w∈M0
σ(K)

c(σ(K), w)

log pw
log ‖α‖σ−1(w)

=
∑

w∈M0
σ(K)

c(σ(K), σ(σ−1(w))

log pw
log ‖α‖σ−1(w)

For each w ∈ M0
σ(K), there exists a unique place v of K such that v = σ−1(w), and in this case, v and w

divide the same place of Q. Therefore, we have that

Φc(σ(α)) =
∑

v∈M0
K

c(σ(K), σ(v))

log pv
log ‖α‖v = Φcσ(α)

as required. �

5. Proof of Theorem 2.3

Our proof requires a preliminary theorem and corollary that generalizes [12, Theorem 5.2] and heavily
borrows from its proof. Assuming that E is a finite extension of FX , we may also define a version of consistent
for the more specialized set JX(E). Specifically, we say that c : JX(E) → R is consistent over X with respect
to E if

c(K, v) =
∑

w|v

c(L,w)

for all (K, v) ∈ JX(E) and all finite extensions L/K. Extending our earlier notation, we write J ∗
X(E) to

denote the space of all consistent maps over X with respect to E. Clearly, J ∗
X(E) forms a vector space

8



over R with operations defined as in (1.4). Although J ∗
X(E) and J ∗

X are technically distinct spaces as their
elements have different domains, there is a canonical isomorphism between them.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose X is a decomposable set and E is a finite extension of FX . Then the map c 7→
c |JK(E) defines an R-vector space isomorphism from J ∗

X to J ∗
X(E).

Proof. let ρ : J ∗
X → J ∗

X(E) be the map given in the statement of the theorem, i.e.,

ρ(c) = c |JK(E) .

To see that ρ is a well-defined map, we let c ∈ J ∗
X and (K, v) ∈ JX(E). Certainly (K, v) ∈ JX , so we apply

(2.3) to obtain

[ρ(c)](K, v) = c(K, v) =
∑

w|v

c(L,w)

showing that ρ(c) is, in fact, a consistent map over X with respect to E. Now assuming that c, d ∈ J ∗
X and

(K, v) ∈ JK(E), we have

[ρ(c+ d)](K, v) = (c+ d)(K, v)

= c(K, v) + d(K, v)

= [ρ(c)](K, v) + [ρ(d)](K, v)

= [ρ(c) + ρ(d)](K, v).

Further supposing that r ∈ R, we get that

[ρ(rc)](K, v) = (rc)(K, v) = rc(K, v) = r[ρ(c)](K, v),

proving ρ is a linear transformation.
To prove that ρ is surjective, we will show that each consistent map c : JX(E) → R extends to a consistent

map d : JX → R. To accomplish this goal, we let (K, v) ∈ JX and let L be a finite extension of both K and
E. If w is a place of L dividing v, then w must also divide a place in SX . This means that (L,w) ∈ JX(E)
and we may define

dL(K, v) =
∑

w|v

c(L,w).

We now claim that dL is independent of L. To see this, we assume that M is a finite extension of L. Now
using that fact that c ∈ J ∗

X(E), we obtain

dL(K, v) =
∑

w|v

c(L,w) =
∑

w|v

∑

u|w

c(M,u) =
∑

u|v

c(M,u) = dM (K, v).

Since there exists a smallest number field containing both E and K, we conclude that dL(K, v) does not
depend on K and we may define

(5.1) d(K, v) =
∑

w|v

c(L,w),

where L is any finite extension of K containing E. In this way, d : JX → real is a well-defined map.
Furthermore, if (K, v) ∈ JX(E), then we may select L = K and it follows that d(K, v) = c(K, v). In other
words, ρ(d) = c.

To see that d is consistent over X , we let (K, v) ∈ JX and let L/K be a finite extension. If M is a finite
extension of L and E we apply definition (5.1) twice to obtain

∑

w|v

d(L,w) =
∑

w|v

∑

u|w

c(M,u) =
∑

u|v

c(M,u) = d(K, v).

These observations prove that d is consistent and ρ is surjective.
Finally, to show that ρ is injective, we let d ∈ ker(ρ) so that d(L,w) = 0 for all (L,w) ∈ JX(E). Now

let (K, v) ∈ JX and choose L to be a finite extension of both K and E. Therefore, (L,w) ∈ JX(E) for all
places w of L dividing v. Now using the consistency of d over X , we conclude that

d(K, v) =
∑

w|v

d(L,w) = 0,

9



as required.
�

Theorem 5.1 has the following simple but important consequence, showing essentially that checking E-
Galois-Invariance requires only considering points in JX(E).

Corollary 5.2. Suppose X is a decomposable subset of Y and c ∈ J ∗
X . Further assume that E is a finite

extension of FX and σ ∈ GX(E). Then c = cσ if and only if

(5.2) c(K, v) = c(σ(K), σ(v)) for all (K, v) ∈ JX(E).

Proof. If c = cσ as elements of J ∗
X , this means that c(K, v) = (cσ)(K, v) = c(σ(K), σ(v)) for all (K, v) ∈ JX .

Since JX(E) ⊆ JX , we immediately obtain (5.2).
Now assume that (5.2) holds. This means that c(K, v) = (cσ)(K, v) for all (K, v) ∈ JX(E), and hence,

we may define d : JX(E) → R by

d = c |JX (E)= (cσ) |JX (E) .

Clearly d ∈ J ∗
X(E), so according to Theorem 5.1, d must have a unique extension to an element of J ∗

X . As
c and cσ are both extensions of d to an element of J ∗

X , it follows that c = cσ as elements of J ∗
X . �

Now that we may work in JX(E) rather than needing to work in JX , we are prepared to prove Theorem
2.3.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. We begin by assuming that c is E-Galois-Invariant over X . Suppose that u ∈ ME,X

and K is a finite extension of E. In this case, there exists a finite Galois extension L of E such that K ⊆ L.
We shall first prove that

(5.3) c(L,w) =
[Lw : Eu]

[L : E]
c(E, u)

for all places w of L dividing u. Now let H = Gal(L/E) and let Wu(L/E) be the set of places of L that
divide u as in the notation of [1].

It is well-known that (σ̄, v) 7→ σ̄(v) defines a transitive action of H on Wu(L/E). Therefore, if w1, w2 ∈
Wu(L/E), then there exists σ̄ ∈ H such that σ̄(v1) = v2. Since σ 7→ σ|L is a surjective group homomorphism
from GX(E) to H , there exists σ ∈ GX(E) such that σ(α) = σ̄(α) for all α ∈ L. Since σ̄−1 is certainly a
bijection, we may replace α by σ̄−1(α) to obtain

(5.4) σ−1(α) = σ̄−1(α) for all α ∈ L.

Additionally, σ(w1) defines a place of σ(L) dividing u. In this situation, however, L/E is Galois and
σ ∈ GX(E), meaning that σ(L) = L and σ(w1) is a place of L. Combining this observation with (5.4), we
conclude that σ(w1) = σ̄(w1) = w2. Now since (L,w1) ∈ JX(E) and σ ∈ GX(E) we obtain

σ(L,w1) = (σ(L), σ(w1)) = (L,w2).

Applying c to both sides of this equality yields (cσ)(L,w1) = c(L,w2). We have assumed that c is E-Galois-
Invariant over X and σ ∈ GX(E), and hence, we obtain

c(L,w1) = c(L,w2).

Since w1 and w2 were arbitrary elements of Wu(L/E), we have shown that c(L,w) has the same value for
all w ∈ Wu(L/E).

In order to prove (5.3), we now fix a place w ∈ Wu(L/E) and note that

c(L,w) = c(L,w′) for all w′ ∈ Wu(L/E).

Using the fact that c is consistent over X , we obtain that

(5.5) c(E, u) =
∑

w′|u

c(L,w′) = c(L,w) ·#Wu(L/E).

From (1.1), we also have that

[L : E] =
∑

w′|u

[Lw′ : Eu],
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but since L/E is Galois, all of the local degrees on the right hand side are equal. Consequently, we have
[L : E] = [Lw : Eu] ·#Wu(L/E). Combining this formula with (5.5), we obtain

c(E, u)

c(L,w)
=

[L : E]

[Lw : Eu]

and (5.3) follows.
Now assume that v is a place of K dividing u. Since v ∈ MK,X we may apply the fact that c is consistent

over X to obtain

c(K, v) =
∑

w|v

c(L,w).

Then (5.3) yields

c(K, v) =
∑

w|v

[Lw : Eu]

[L : E]
c(E, u)

= c(E, u) ·
∑

w|v

[Lw : Eu]

[L : E]

= c(E, u) ·
∑

w|v

[Lw : Kv] · [Kv : Eu]

[L : K] · [K : E]

=
[Kv : Eu]

[K : E]
· c(E, u) ·

∑

w|v

[Lw : Kv]

[L : K]
.

Applying (1.1), the sum on the right hand side is equal to 1 and (2.6) follows.
We now assume (2.6), let (K, v) ∈ JX(E), and let σ ∈ GX(E). Because of Lemma 5.2, to show that c is

E-Galois-Invariant over X , it is enough to prove that

(5.6) c(K, v) = c(σ(K), σ(v)).

Since K is a finite extension of E, v must divide a unique place u of E. Since v is assumed to divide a place
in SX , it follows that u ∈ ME,X . As a result, (2.6) applies to yield

(5.7) c(K, v) =
[Kv : Eu]

[K : E]
c(E, u).

By Lemma 4.3(ii), GX(E) acts on JX(E) so we have (σ(K), σ(v)) ∈ JX(E). Additionally, since σ−1 fixes
the elements of E, both v and σ(v) must divide the same place of E. Therefore, σ(v) divides u and we may
apply (2.6) with (σ(K), σ(v)) in place of (K, v). To simplify the notation we write L = σ(K) and obtain

(5.8) c(L, σ(v)) =
[Lσ(v) : Eu]

[L : E]
c(E, u).

The map σ : K → L is certainly a vector space isomorphism over E which implies that [K : E] = [L : E].
Also, if α, β ∈ K then

|α− β|v = |σ(α − β)|σ(v) = |σ(α) − σ(β)|σ(v)

meaning that σ is also an isometry that fixes the elements of Eu. Consequently, we also have [Kv : Eu] =
[Lσ(v) : Eu]. We have now shown that the right hand side of (5.7) and (5.8) are equal so that (5.6) follows. �

Proof of Corollary 2.4. Let ρ be the map described in the statement of the theorem and note that ρ is easily
verified to be a linear transformation. To see that ρ is injective, assume that c ∈ J ∗

E,X is such that ρ(c) = 0.

By definition of ρ, we obtain that c(E, u) = 0 for all u ∈ ME,X . Now since c is E-Galois-Invariant, we
apply Theorem 2.3 to conclude that c(K, v) = 0 for all (K, v) ∈ JX(E). In other words, we have shown that
c |JX (E)= 0 as an element of J ∗

X(E). Now it follows from Theorem 5.1 that c = 0 in J ∗
X , proving that ρ is

injective.
11



To establish surjectivity, we assume that (xu)u∈ME,X
∈ RE,X . For each finite extension K/E and v ∈

MK,X , there exists a unique place u ∈ ME,X such that v | u. Then we may define

c(K, v) =
[Kv : Eu]

[K : E]
· xu

and easily verify using (1.1) that c ∈ J ∗
X(E). Clearly we also have that ρ(c) = (xu)u∈ME,X

Because of
Theorem 5.1, c has a unique extension to an element c ∈ J ∗

X which certainly satisfies (2.6), and as a result
of Theorem 2.3, c ∈ J ∗

E,X . �
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