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ON SELMER GROUPS AND FACTORING p-ADIC L-FUNCTIONS

BHARATHWAJ PALVANNAN

ABsTRACT. Samit Dasgupta has proved a formula factoring a certain restriction of a 3-variable
Rankin-Selberg p-adic L-function as a product of a 2-variable p-adic L-function related to the ad-
joint representation of a Hida family and a Kubota-Leopoldt p-adic L-function. We prove a result
involving Selmer groups that along with Dasgupta’s result is consistent with the main conjectures
associated to the 4-dimensional representation (to which the 3-variable p-adic L-function is associ-
ated), the 3-dimensional representation (to which the 2-variable p-adic L-function is associated) and
the 1-dimensional representation (to which the Kubota-Leopoldt p-adic L-function is associated).
Under certain additional hypotheses, we indicate how one can use work of Urban to deduce main
conjectures for the 3-dimensional representation and the 4-dimensional representation. One key
technical input to our methods is studying the behavior of Selmer groups under specialization.
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MOTIVATION : RESULTS OF GROSS AND GREENBERG

The purpose of this paper is to prove a result involving Selmer groups, predicted by the Iwasawa
main conjectures, corresponding to a factorization formula involving p-adic L-functions obtained
by Dasgupta in [5]. Dasgupta’s method of proof is based on an earlier work of Gross [17] in 1980.
Gross’s work involved factoring a certain restriction of a 2-variable p-adic L-function associated to
an imaginary quadratic field (constructed by Katz) into a product of two Kubota-Leopoldt p-adic
L-functions. In 1982, Greenberg [8] proved the corresponding result on the algebraic side involving
classical Iwasawa modules, as predicted by the main conjectures for imaginary quadratic fields and
Q. These results provided evidence for the main conjecture for imaginary quadratic fields (before
Rubin’s proof in [35]). Our methods are inspired by this work of Greenberg. We will briefly recall
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the results of Gross and Greenberg.

From the outset we would like to inform the reader that we will formulate the main conjectures
throughout this paper in terms of primitive p-adic L-functions and non-primitive Selmer groups. As
a result, though the earlier formulations of the main conjecture involved classical Iwasawa modules
on the algebraic side, we will restate Greenberg’s results in terms of non-primitive Selmer groups
so that it will be helpful in placing Dasgupta’s factorization of primitive p-adic L-functions and our
results involving non-primitive Selmer groups in the context of main conjecturesﬂ. To relate our
formulation to the formulation of the main conjecture by Greenberg in [10] (that involves primitive
p-adic L-functions and primitive Selmer groups) we refer the reader to Section [5l In that section,
we evaluate the difference in the divisors associated to the non-primitive Selmer group and the
primitive Selmer group. Let p > 5 be a prime number. We shall also fix algebraic closures Q,
@p of Q, Q, respectively and embeddings Q — @p and Q < C. Let O denote the ring of inte-

gers in a finite extension of Q,. We let x, : Gal(Q/Q) — Z,; denote the p-adic cyclotomic character.

Let K be an imaginary quadratic field where p splits and whose associated quadratic character
is given by ¢ : Gal(Q/Q) — {#1}. Let K, denote the composite of the Zy-extensions of K. Let
Qo and K, denote the cyclotomic Z, extensions of Q and K respectively. We have the following
picture in mind:

oo Gg = Gal(@/Q), G = Gal(@/K)
Koo/ T I = Gal(Ko/K) = 72
@LO\K I = Gal(Que/Q) = Gal(Koo/K) & 7,
F\(‘D %Gk =T O[], &:Gg—T < O[]~

Let ¢ : Gg — O™ be a finite even continuous character. We shall denote the restriction of % to
Gx by Y. We shall introduce the three Galois representations that occur in the setup of Gross’s
factorization along with the primitive p-adic L-functions and the non-primitive Selmer groups as-
sociated to them. We shall not make any attempt to precisely define these objectsg. Note that the
Selmer groups appearing in these main conjectures can be linked to classical Iwasawa modules. See
Greenberg’s work on p-adic Artin L-functions [I3] for a description of the link.

(A) The 2-dimensional representation Ind% (Yxr™') : Gg — GLy (O[[f]])
The main conjecture associated to this two dimensional representation (now known due to work
of Rubin [35]) predicts the following equality of ideals in O[[I']]:

(MC-K) (hopy vy z-1) = Char <Sel§ﬁi‘%(¢Kg1)(Q)v> .

Katz [26] has constructed a two-variable p-adic L-function 6, z-1 in Ocp[[f]]. Here Oc,, is the ring
of integers in C,, and a;, -1 is an element in O[[T]] that generates the ideal (Oypper—1) in O(Cp[[f]].
The element hy, (in the ring O[[T]]) is an “error term” that keeps track of the local Euler factors

Lour description in the introduction indicates that one should be able to place the results of Gross and Greenberg
along with results of Dasgupta and ours under a general framework. We, however, do not intend to develop such a
general framework in this paper, instead leaving the generalities to the interested reader.

2The primitive and the non-primitive Selmer groups will be precisely defined in Section [I1
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away from p. The characteristic ideal associated to the Pontryagin dual of the non-primitive Selmer
group in O[[T']] is denoted by Char (Sel™ , _ (Q)Y
Ind (YrR™1)
(B) The even character ¢x~!:Gg — GLi(O[[I)).
(C) The odd character ex~!: Gg — GL1(O[[I)).

The main conjectures associated to ¥« ! and ex~"! predict the following equalities of ideals in
O[[T']] (now known due to Mazur-Wiles [31]):

(MC—Q) (Bppe—10yn-1) = Char (Seliz 71((@)\/) . (hyer-10yen—1) = Char (Seggw(@)v) .

The p-adic L-functions 6,,.-1 and 0,,,-1, associated to Yr~! and 1er~!, respectively are in the
fraction field of O[[I']] and their construction is essentially due to Kubota and Leopoldt [27]. Note
that one can relate the p-adic L-function 6,1 associated to the odd character to another p-adic
L-function associated to the even character ¥~*e~!xy,. The elements hyr—1 and hy..—1 (in the
ring O[[T']]) are “error terms” that keep track of the local Euler factors away from p and certain

poles of the p-adic L-functions. The characteristic ideals in O[[I']] associated to Pontryagin duals
of the non-primitive Selmer groups are denoted by Char <Seliz,1(Q)v) and Char <Seligﬁ,1((@)v>.

The surjection I' — T' of Galois groups gives us ring maps O[[[']] — O[[[]] and Ocp[[f]] —
Oc,[[I']]. Abusing notations, we shall denote all of these maps by m31. We have the following
decomposition of Galois representations:

(1) 9,1 © Ind% (1/1[(:‘5_1) = 1/1/1_1 ¥ 1/16/1_1.

Informally, one can think of the map 7y as setting the “anti-cyclotomic” variable to equal zero.
As an interesting manifestation of the decomposition of Galois representations in ({I), we have the
following theorem due to Gross and unpublished work of Greenberg-Lundell-Zhang (Gross only
considers the case when the conductor of 1 is a power of p):

Theorem I (Gross [17], Greenberg-Lundell-Zhang [15]). w21 (6 7-1) = Opr-10yen—1-
Implicit in [8] is the following theorem on the algebraic side:

Theorem II (Greenberg [8]). We have the following equality of ideals in O[[[']]:

Char <se1§;101nd% (Wl)(@)V> = Char <Se13271 (@)V) - Char (Selign,l (Q)V) .
There is no main conjecture associated to the Galois representation o1 o Ind‘% (sz'/%_l) as it

does not satisfy the “Panchishkin conditionH. So, one can ask the following question: How are
Theorem [[l and Theorem [l related to the main conjectures MC—K] and [MC—QJ? This is answered
by the following result of Greenberg, described in Pages 283 and 284 of [§]:

Theorem III (Greenberg [8]). Suppose holds. We have the following equality of ideals in
O[[I']]:

(2) Char (Selzo (wK%”(@)v) = (71'2,1 (awxﬁfl) hiﬁn*lhdfsﬁ*l) :

m2,1 oInd%

Greenberg observed that if held, we would have had the following equality of ideals in O[[I']]:
(3) Char (Seligil(@)v> Char <Seligml(@)v) = (Opr—10per—1 1 hype—1).

3The Panchishkin condition is a kind of “ordinariness” assumption, introduced by Greenberg, while formulating
the Iwasawa main conjecture for Galois deformations. See Section 4 in [I0] for the precise definition.
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Having assumed the validity of the main conjecture equation (2) along with Theorem
[ and Theorem [ showed that equation (B) also held true. It is in this manner that Theorem
[[TT ascertained that Theorem [l and Theorem [ were completely consistent with the various main
conjectures. In our setup, Dasgupta’s factorization (Theorem [) is an analog of Theorem [[, while
Theorem [ is an analog of Theorem [Il Just as Theorem [II was used to relate Theorem [[ and
Theorem [ to several main conjectures, we will use Theorem [3 to relate Theorem [0 and Theorem
to several main conjectures.

MAIN RESULTS RELATED TO DASGUPTA’S FACTORIZATION

Let F' =372, an(F)g" € R[[g]] be a Hida family. The ring R is an integrally closed local domain
and a finite integral extension of Z,[[z]], where  denotes the “weight variable” for F'. The ring R is
the normalization of an irreducible component of Hida’s (ordinary, primitive) Hecke algebra. The
element a,(F') is a unit in the local ring R. Let ¥ be a finite set of primes in Q containing p, oo,
all the primes dividing the level of F' and a non-archimedean prime [ # p. Let ¥y = X\ {p}. Let
Gy, equal Gal(Qx/Q), where Qy is the maximal extension of Q unramified outside X. Suppose F
satisfies the following hypotheses:

IRR The residual representation associated to F' is absolutely irreducible.

p-DIs The restriction of the residual representation to the decomposition subgroup at p (which
is reducible) has non-scalar semi-simplification.

Let pr : Gy, — GLa(R) be the Galois representation associated to F. Let Lp be the free R-module
of rank 2 on which Gy, acts to let us obtain pp. Without loss of generality, we shall suppose that the
ring O equals the integral closure of Z;, in R. We let T' equal the completed tensor product R®R.
The completed tensor product is the co-product in the category of complete semi-local Noetherian
O-algebras (where the morphisms are continuous). The ring 7" is a complete integrally closed local
domain and a finite integral extension of Zy[[x1, z2]], where z1 and z3 are identified with the “weight
variables”. The completed tensor product T comes equipped with two natural maps ¢; : R — T and
is : R — T. We have a 4-dimensional Galois representation

PFF : GZ — GL4(T).

given by the action of Gy; on Homy (Lp ®;, T, L ®;, T'), which we denote by L r, and which is a
free T-module of rank 4. We have a natural map mrp : T' — R obtained by sending an elementary
tensor a ® b to ab. The map 7r r is a surjective O-algebra homomorphism. Under this map, we
have 7p p(z1) = = and 7p p(z2) = x. Informally, we can think of this map as setting the two
“weight variables” to equal each other. Composing prr with g p gives us the following Galois

representation:
PF,F

TFEF ©PFF - GZ — GL4(T) 1) GL4(R)
We have the following decomposition of Galois representations:

0
4 TFFOPFRF = Ad”(pr &) 1
@) Fopr (or) e
Action of Gx Action of Gy, Trl\}/llal‘ acltlon of C_T'g; )
on M2 (R) on the trace-zero matrices ~ °M t eizc%war(g)a“m%
by conjugation via pp in M2 2

by conjugation via pp

Consider a (finite order) Dirichlet character x : Gx. — O*. To a Galois representation g : Gy, —
GL4(R), we shall associate a d-dimensional Galois representation ¢ ® x~! : Gy — GLg(R[[I])
(which is related to the cyclotomic deformation of g). The Galois representation o ® £~ will be
defined in Section [ We shall introduce the Galois representations that appear in Dasgupta’s
factorization. Note that there are two numbers in the subscripts appearing in the labels for the
various Galois representations below. The first number (in boldface) represents the dimension of
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the Galois representation while the second number (not in boldface) is a number one less than
the Krull dimension of the underlying ring over which the corresponding Galois representation is
defined. This second number is also often referred to as the number of variables in the correspond-
ing p-adic L-function. We would like to explicitly state that all the p-adic L-functions mentioned
here are primitive. We will formulate the main conjectures relating primitive p-adic L-functions
and non-primitive Selmer groups. In this paper, the primitive Selmer groups are mentioned only
in Section [II (where they are defined along with the non-primitive Selmer groups) and Section
(where the differences in the divisors associated to the primitive and non-primitive Selmer groups
are calculated). The non-primitive Selmer groups are defined, just as the primitive Selmer groups,
as the kernel of a “global-to-local” map except that we omit the local conditions at primes v € Y.
We prefer working with non-primitive Selmer groups since it is easier to establish that they satisfy
better algebraic properties.

The 4-dimensional representation Let pg 3 : Gy, — GL4(T'[[I']]) be the 4-dimensional Galois
representation given by prr(x) ® 1. See [21] and [5] for the properties that the primitive 3-
variable p-adic L-function 6y 3, associated to py 3, satisfies. The p-adic L-function 64 3 is an element
of the fraction field of T'[[I']]. For 64 3, we can vary two weight variables and one cyclotomic variable.
We can also associate a non-primitive Selmer group Selfi‘{g (Q) to pags.

The 3-dimensional representation We have the 3-dimensional trace-zero adjoint representa-
tion Ad°(pr) : Gx, — GL3(R). We let p32 = Ad°(pr)(x) ® k™1 See [22] and [5] for the properties
that the 2-variable primitive p-adic L-function 632, associated to p32, satisfies. The p-adic L-
function 635 is an element of the fraction field of R[[I']]. For 632, we can vary one weight variable
and one cyclotomic variable. We can also associate a non-primtive Selmer group Sel?ﬁz((@) to p32.

The 1-dimensional representation We let the Galois representation py 2 : Gy, — GL1 (R[[I']])
equal x ® k1. We have a one variable p-adic L-function 61 (due to [27]) in the fraction field of
O[[T']]. We let 6y 2 denote the image of 6y 1 under the natural inclusion O[[I']] < R[[T']]. For 6 2, we
can vary the cyclotomic variable while it is constant in the weight variable. We can also associate
a non-primitive Selmer group Sel?loj((@) to p12.

The map 7p r induces a surjective O[[I']]-algebra homomorphism = : T'[[I']] — R[[I']]. Equation
@) gives us the following isomorphism:

(5) TOopa3 = p32d P

Egm (Q) to the Galois representation o py 3.

The decomposition in (B exhibits an interesting phenomenon involving p-adic L-functions and
Selmer groups. We have the following theorem due to Dasgupta (which was originally conjectured

by Citro [4]):

We will also associate a non-primitive Selmer group Sel

Theorem 1 (Dasgupta [0]). 7(643) =632 - 61,2.

The differences between non-primitive Selmer groups and primitive Selmer groups have been
studied systematically in Section 3 of [12]. For the cases we are interested in, these differences can
be evaluated explicitly (see Proposition [5.]) in terms of certain local factors at primes v € ¥y (which
are given below).

Loc(v, pa3) := Hl(L,, Dp‘m)r”, Loc(v,mo pg3) := Hl(L,, Dmpm)F”,
Loc(v, p3,2) := HI(L,, Dpayz)r”, Loc(v, p1,2) == HI(I,,, Dpl’z)r”.

Here, I, is the inertia subgroup inside Gal(Q, /Q,) and I',, is defined to be the quotient Gal(Q, /Q,)/L,.

The discrete modules D), ,, Dp&27 Dply2 and DW°P4,3 associated to pg 3, p32, p1,2 and mo pg 3 will be
5



defined in Section [II

Note that MV will denote the Pontryagin dual of a module M over a profinite ring. Let us label
a hypothesis that we shall invoke frequently.

» . .
AD — TOR Sel,y,(Q)" is a torsion R[[I'|]-module.

Theorem 2. The hypothesis [AD — TOR| holds if and only if Sel=° (Q)V is a torsion R[[T]]-

TOpP4,3
module. If[AD — TOR] holds, we have the following equality in the divisor groul of RJ[[T]] relating
the non-primitive Selmer groups:

Div (selfgm (@)V> — Div (sel,?sﬁg (@)V> + Div <Se1§1<{2 (@)V> .
We also have the following decomposition of local factors away from p:
Loc(v, mo pa3) = Loc(v, p3.2) @ Loc(v, p12), for all v € %.

The difficulty in establishing Theorem [I] arises due to the fact that the ring homomorphism 7
lies outside the critical range for pg 3. That is, the p-adic L-function 64 3 satisfies an “interpolation
property” at various critical specializations ¢ € Homeont(T[[I']],@,). And for every such critical
specialization, we have ker(m) ¢ ker(yp). As a result, there is no main conjecture associated to the
Galois representation m o pg 3 as it does not satisfy the “Panchishkin condition”.

This leads us to the following questions: How are Theorem [0 and Theorem [2 related to the
main conjectures? And, what is the relationship between Selfgp .5 (Q) and 7(643)? The purpose of
proving Theorem Blis to answer these questions and hence to ascertain that Theorem [Iland Theorem

are completely consistent with the main conjectures for pg 3, p32 and p 2.

Theorem 3. Selfgp‘h3 (Q)Y is a torsion R[[L]]-module if and only if the height one prime ideal ker(m)

in T[[T]] does not belong to the support of Sel>® (Q)Y.

P4,3
3o

TOp4 3

in the divisor group of T[[T]]:

(ES) Div (43) + > Div (Loc(v, pa3)") > Div (selfgg (Q)V) — Div (H(Gs;, Dpy )") -
vEYQ

Suppose Sel (Q)Y is a torsion R[[T']]-module. Also, suppose we have the following inequality

Then, we have the following inequality in the divisor group of R[[']]:

(6)  Div(n(as)) + Y Div(Loc(v, 7o pas)”) = Div (Sel3s,, (@) = Div (H(Gs, Dropy)’)
vEX
Furthermore, if the divisor Div <Sel§4°3(<@)v) — Div (H°(Gy, Dy, ,)") generates a torsion element

in the divisor class group of T[], then equality holds in (ES) if and only if equality holds in (G).

By Proposition 5.6l and Proposition 5.7, for each prime v € 3, the divisor Div (Loc(v, 7 0 pa3)")
in T[[T]] is principal. As a result, note that if equality holds in [ES] then Theorem [3 lets us deduce
that equality holds in (@) as well.

“We refer the reader to the end of the introduction where various terminologies used in the paper are explained,
including the Pontryagin dual of a module, the divisor group and the divisor class group of an integrally closed domain
R. If R is an integrally closed domain, we also associate to a finitely generated torsion R-module and to a non-zero
element of R, an element of its divisor group.
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The results of Theorem [II] and Theorem [3] fall under the topic of “specializations” of Selmer
groups. Though Theorem [B] is an analog of Theorem [IIl it is more difficult to prove Theorem
since we allow the ring R to be fairly general. See Example2.Iland Example 2.3 which illustrate some
of the difficulties that one encounters in the general case. The main difficulty that one encounters,
is that, the kernel of the specialization map 7 is no longer known to be a principal ideal. As a
result, even though one is interested in a result (such as the one in equation (@)) involving the
height one prime ideals of the ring R[[I']], one is forced to consider the localizations of the ring
TI[l']] at height two prime ideals containing ker(w) (note that ker(7) itself is a height one prime
ideal in the ring T[[I']]). The main novelty of our work, described in Section 2] is to address this
question on (height one) specializations of Selmer groups from a general perspective. When the ring
R is a regular local ring, Theorem Bl is easier to prove. Another interesting point to note is that,
if we had results asserting the vanishing of the p-invariant for the Selmer group associated to the
cyclotomic deformation of twists of the adjoint representation of a cusp form, Theorem [3] would be
easier to prove. We, however, do not place these restrictions.

RELATION TO THE MAIN CONJECTURES

We will recall the main conjectures stated in [10] but formulate it in terms of non-primitive Selmer
groups, the local factors at primes v € ¥y and the primitive p-adic L-function. Note that the main
conjecture is known for p; o due to work of [3I]. We have the following equality in the divisor group

of R[[T]]:

(MC-py.) Div (612) + Y Div(Loc(v, p1.2)") = Div (Selzo (@)V) — Div (H*(Gx, Dy ,)Y) -

1,2
vEX

First assume that [AD — TOR] holds. Proposition [5.1] will allow us to also write the main con-
jectures for pg3 and p32 in terms of non-primitive Selmer groups. The main conjecture for p4 3
predicts the following equality in the divisor group of T[[T']]:

(MC-pa.3) Div (a3) + > Div(Loc(v, pas)") = Div (se1§;{3(<@)v) — Div (H(Gx, Dpyy)) -
vEX

The main conjecture for p3 o predicts the following equality in the divisor group of R[[I']]:

(MC-p3.2) Div (f32) + 3 Div (Loc(v, p32)") < Div (se1§;2(<@)V) — Div (H(Gs, D,y,)").
veEX

We expect the inequality in to follow from the recent work of Lei-Loeffler-Zerbes [28] on Euler
systems. Suppose does hold. Combining Theorem [ Theorem 2] Theorem B and we
obtain the following inequality in the divisor group of R][[I']]:

Div (63,2) + 3 Div (Loc(v, pg2)") = Div (Sel32, (Q)") = Div (H(Gy, Dyy.,)")
VEYQ
Under certain additional hypotheses mentioned in a work of Urban (see Theorem 3.7 in Urban’s

work involving the Eisenstein-Klingen ideal [37]), we have the following inequality in the divisor
group of R[[T']]:

(UR)  Div(6s2) + Y Div (Loc(v, p32)") < Div (se120 (@)V> — Div (H%(Gy, Dpg ,)") -

£3,2
vEY
Let us grant ourselves the validity of [UR] too. Assuming and [UR] hold, we obtain the main

conjecture [MC-p3 ] Further, if the divisor Div (Selﬁf’3 (Q)V> — Div (H%Gx,D,,,)") generates

a torsion element in the divisor class group of T'[[I']], we obtain the main conjecture t00.
We now state this as a theorem.
7



Theorem 4. Suppose[AD — TOR)], and[UR] hold. Then, the main conjecture holds. In

addition, if the divisor Div (Sel?ﬁg (Q)V> — Div (H%Gx,D,,,)") generates a torsion element in

the divisor class group of T[[T']], we obtain the main conjecture too.

Now assume [AD — TOR] does not hold, i.e. Sel§3°2 (Q)Y has positive R[[[']]-rank. In this case, the

main conjecture for p3 o predicts that 63 o = 0. The p-adic L-function 6; 2, constructed by Kubota-
Leopoldt, is not equal to zero. Due to a result of Iwasawa [25] (see also Proposition 2.1 in [I3]),
Sel?lo,2 (Q)Y is R[[']]-torsion. These observations along with Theorem [I, Theorem 2 and Theorem
are consistent with the main conjecture for p4 3 in the following way. On the analytic side, we have
m(64,3) = 0. On the algebraic side, one can assert that the height one prime ideal ker(7) belongs to

the support of Sel>® (Q)Y as a T'[[T]]-module.

pa3
Remark 1. We would like to make a remark about the hypothesis [AD — TORl Let x be an even
character for this remark. In this case, there are results of Hida establishing [AD — TORl See
Corollary 3.90 in Hida’s book [23] for the hypotheses under which [AD = TOR] is known to hold.

Consider the odd character wy~'. We briefly indicate how one can use the results of Hida to

establish [AD — TOR] for the odd character wy ™! too. Let us assume that [AD — TOR] holds for the

o Vo
even character x. One can use a control theorem to conclude that SelAdO(pf)(x)@vml (Q)Y is Zp[[I'])-

torsion for at least one classical specialization f of F' with weight £ > 2 (and in fact for all but
possibly finitely many classical specializations). One can then use a result of Greenberg (Theorem

. Yo (VAR .
2 in [9]) and a control theorem to conclude that SelAdO(pF)(wxfl)@m*l(Q) is R[[T']]-torsion too.

Remark 2. We only need the hypotheses [RR] and to ascertain that pp satisfies the Pan-
chishkin condition. Besides this, none of our proofs require these hypotheses. The reason we
include the auxillary prime number [ in ¥ is to deduce Proposition [[7 and Proposition [L.14]
from Corollary 3.2.3 in [12] and Proposition 4.2.1 in [I4]. Although conjecturally the divisor

Div (SelZO (Q)V> — Div (H°(Gy, D, ,)") should be principal, none of our results address this or

P43
even whether it generates a torsion element in the divisor class group of T'[[I']].
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Outline. Section 1 is largely spent recalling Greenberg’s results in Iwasawa theory. The results of
Section 2 and 3 are related to the general setups involving specialization results and the control
theorems respectively. The results of Sections 4, 5 and 6 are related to the setup of Dasgupta’s
factorization.

Terminology. We shall follow some standard terminology throughout this paper. Let R be an
integrally closed domain. The divisor group of R is the free abelian group on the set of height
one prime ideals of R. To a finitely generated torsion R-module M, one can associate an element,
Div(M), in the divisor group of R following Chapter VII in [2]. Suppose y = rs~! is a non-zero

element in the fraction field of R, such that r,s € R. Then, Div(y) is defined to be Div (%) —
8



Div ((_752)) Note also that if 0 —» M1 — My — M3 — 0 is a short exact sequence of R-modules,

then Div(Msz) = Div(M;) + Div(Ms3). A finitely generated torsion R-module M is said to be
pseudo-null if Div(M) = 0. The divisor class group of R is the quotient of the divisor group of R

by the subgroup Prin(R), which is generated by Div <(7R)), for all non-zero elements r in R. The

rank of a finitely-generated R-module M equals the dimension of the vector space M ®@% Frac(R)
over Frac(R), the fraction field of R. The Pontryagin dual of a profinite ring 7 will be denoted by
7A', while the Pontryagin dual of a module N over such a profinite ring 7~ will be denoted by N'V.
We will repeatedly use Pontryagin duality for modules over profinite rings as stated in Theorem
1.1.11 in [33].

List of abbreviations.

[AD —TOR| Page [ES Page Page [FIN-ProOJ, Page I8
IRR] Page [ Page Paged |[MC-p1o,  Pagell
MC-p3 2 Page[ll |[MC-py43 Pagelll |[NO-PN| Page I8 |[I-EV] Page
[p-critical] Page [I1] | [p-Dis| Page @ | [TOR], Page [I1] | [UR], Page [1

1. REVIEW OF GREENBERG’S RESULTS

The purpose of this section is to recall results from Greenberg’s foundational works [I1], [12] and
[14] on Galois cohomology groups and Selmer groups, pertinent to Iwasawa theory. We shall mainly
be interested in restating the results there in a manner useful to our purposes. Since the section is
intended to serve as an exposition to Greenberg’s works, we will simply sketch the proofs, instead
indicating references where the proofs are discussed more elaborately.

1.1. THE GENERAL SETUP

Let R be a finite integral extension of Zy[[ui,...,u,]|] and assume it is an integrally closed
domain. As in the introduction, let 3 be a finite set of primes in Q containing p, co and a non-
archimedean prime [ # p. Let ¥y = X\ {p}. We shall associate a primitive Selmer group Sel,(Q)
and a non-primitive Selmer group Sel?0 (Q) to the Galois representation g : Gy — GL4(R), whose
associated Galois lattice £, is free over R, and to which we can associate a short exact sequence of
free R-modules that is Gal(Q,/Q,)-equivariant.

L
) gt 0
(FII-Q) 0 — Fil EQ — EQ — Wﬁg — 0.

We shall call the short exact sequence as the filtration] associated to 0. We also define the
discrete modules D, and FilTD, to equal £, ®% R and Filt £, ®% R respectively. The (discrete)

5The filtration is an extra datum for the Galois representation g. A prototypical example to keep in mind is
that of an elliptic curve E, defined over Q, that has good ordinary reduction at p. In this case, one has a short exact
sequence 0 — ker(j) — T,(E) EN T,(E) — 0 of free Zy-modules that is Gal(Q,/Qp)-equivariant. Here, T),(E) and
T,(E) are the p-adic Tate modules associated to the elliptic curves E and E (the reduction of the elliptic curve E at
p) respectively, and j is the natural reduction map.
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Selmer groups associated to ¢ are defined below.

s . g0 D, \'"
0 —— 4
Sel,°(Q) := ker | H (Gx,D,) — H <Ip7 WDL)) ,
¢ D, \'”
Sel,(Q) := ker Hl(Gz,DQ) NS = (Im +) « H Loc(v, 0) | -
Fil' D, P

Here, for each prime v € ¥, we let Loc(v, ¢) denote H'(I,,,D,)'".

Remark 3. Our choice of fonts in this paper will be guided by the following convention. For
results specifically pertaining to Dasgupta’s factorization, we will use a “normal” font to denote the
corresponding Galois representations, rings, modules etc (e.g. p, R, L, D etc). While describing
results of a general kind, we will use a “curly” or “calligraphic” font to denote the corresponding
objects (e.g. o, R, L, D etc).

We will also need to introduce the Galois representation o* : Gy, — GL4(R) whose associated
lattice £} is defined by Homp (L,,R(Xp)). The discrete module Dj associated to ¢* is given by

L, ®r R. Using Greenberg’s terminology in [II], we observe that the R-modules D, and D, are
R-cofree, and hence R-coreflexive and R-codivisible. Note that a discrete R-module D is said
to be cofree, coreflexive, codivisible respectively if the R-module DV is free, reflexive, torsion-free
respectively.

1.2. CYCLOTOMIC DEFORMATIONS

We shall fix a topological generator ~yq of I" throughout the paper. We shall consider the completed
group ring R[[']], which is an integrally closed domain. There is a non-canonical isomorphism
RI[[I']] = R][s]], obtained by sending the topological generator vy of I to s + 1. This allows us to
view R[[[']] as a finite integral extension of Z[[uy, ..., uy, s]]. We shall define a Galois representation
0® k1 1 Gy — GLg(R[[T]]), that is related to the cyclotomic deformation of g. Cyclotomic
deformations frequently arise in Iwasawa theory. We let R[[I']](x~!) denote the free R[[I']]-module on

which Gy acts by the character x~!. Similarly, we let m(ﬁ_l) denote R[[I]](x™1) @z m
The deformation o ® x~! is given by the action of Gy, on L,gk-1 (defined below). We can associate
the following free R[[[']]-modules to o ® kL.

_ _ Logr—1 L _
o 1 4 et 1 QK . 1
Copnt = Lo BRI, FI* Lo 1= FIFL, @ RITNN), e = it @ RITIG),
DQ@H*I — L,
Fil+'Dg®,r1 ' Fil+£g

Dyt = L, @RI (7Y, Fil™D,g, 1 = Fil" £, @ R[T] ("), ® R[] (x).

All the tensor products given above are taken over the ring R. Note that the cyclotomic defor-

mation of o (as defined in [I0]) is given by the action of Gy, on £, ®& R[[[']](k). One can form the
o

o1 (Q) corresponding

primitive Selmer group Sel,z,,~1(Q) and the non-primitive Selmer group Sel
to the filtration given below.

ﬁg@.‘ﬁ*l

— — 0.
Fil+£p®,i71

(Fil-o® k1) 0= Fil" L g1 = Lygr-1 —

To relate the discrete Galois modules D, -1 and D,, we have the following isomorphism of
discrete R|[[I']]-modules (described in section 3 of [10]):

7) Dysnt = Home (RN, ). Ds = Home (RIT6), ;).
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We will need to consider the R-linear involution ¢ : R[[I']] — R[[['] obtained by sending o to v *.
Given an R[[I']]-module M, we will define a new R[[I']]-module M*. The underlying R-module
structure on M is the same. There is a new action of I' on M*; the topological generator ~y now
acts on M" via ¢(79). Using the isomorphisms in ([7]), we obtain the following proposition which is
described in Section 3 of [10].

Proposition 1.1. We have the following isomorphisms of R[[L']]-modules :

H(Gx,Dygr-1) = H°(Gal(Qs/Qux), Dy), H°(Gs, Dyg,-1) = HY(Gal(Qs/Qx), Dy)*
HO(Gal(@p/Qp>a DQ®H71) = HO(G% ’ D.Q)’ HO(I;Dv DQ@N*) = HO(Inp ’ D.Q)v
H°(Gal(Q,/Q,), FiI' Dyg,-1) = HY(G,,,FiI'D,), H°(I,,FilI"D,g 1) = H(I, ,Fil*D,),

— D —1 D D —1 D
HO G 1 , _79(8& %’HO (G 5 2 )7 HO I7$ %’HO (I 779)
( @/ Fﬂ*DQ@nl) "Rl D, " Fil' Dy " FiITD,

For each v in X, we also have the isomorphism
H° (Gal(Q,/Q)), Dygy—1) = Indy, H® (G, Dy) .

Here, for each v € %, we choose a single prime 1, in Qs lying above v. The decomposition and
inertia subgroups at n, are denoted by Gy, and I,,. The quotient Gal(Q,/Q,)/G,, , denoted by A,,,
1 a subgroup of finite index inside I'.

The Pontryagin duals of all the 0" -cohomology groups, appearing above, are finitely generated
over R.

Let d* denote the dimension of the +1 eigenspace for the action of complex conjugation on p.
Throughout this section, we shall assume that the following conditions hold.

(p-critical) Rankgry (Fil* L,g,-1) = d™.
(TOR) The R[I']]-module Sel,g,—1(Q)" is torsion.

Remark 4. When ¢ ® k™! satisfies an additional hypothesis (called the “Panchishkin condition”),
one can associate (conjecturally) a p-adic L-function 6,51 and a main conjecture to o ® k=1 . The
hypotheses and [TORI come into play. See Greenberg’s work [10] for a precise description
of the “Panchishkin condition”. The Galois representations p4 3, p3,2 and p; o satisfy the Panchishkin
condition. The Galois representation m o psg 3 does not satisfy the Panchishkin condition.

1.3. GALOIS COHOMOLOGY GROUPS

We shall now proceed to describe the results of Greenberg [11] regarding Galois cohomology
groups. The proof of Proposition is essentially described in the proof of Proposition 3.2 of [10].
Hence, instead of providing the proof of Proposition [[L.2] we shall simply provide the outline of the
proof. Let v € 3g. Let 7, denote a prime in Q4 lying above v. Let Q, ~ denote the cyclotomic
Zy, extension of Q, and let G, denote the decomposition subgroup of Gal(Q, /Quoc). Let A, a
subgroup of I', denote the decomposition subgroup corresponding to 7, lying above v. Note that
both A,,, and I' have p-cohomological dimension equal to 1. The key point is to notice that

H'(Gal(Qu,00/Qy), H (Gal(@,/Quo0), Do) ) =0, H' (A, HY(Gy,, D)) =0,
Proposition 1.2. Let v € ¥g. The natural restriction map gives us an isomorphism
(8) HY(Gal(Q,/Q,), Dygp—1) — Loc(v, 0@ k).
Both these groups are isomorphic to

Indy, H'(Gy,, D).
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Corollary 1.3. Let v € %y. The R[[']]-module Loc(v, 0 ® k=) is finitely generated over R. As

a result, there exists a monic polynomial h(s) in R[s] such that h(~y) annihilates Loc(v, 0 @ k1),

Proof. Since A, is of finite index in I, it suffices to show that H 1 (Gy, . D,)Y is finitely generated over
R. This can be done by using results from local class field theory. The Galois group Gal(Q%"/Qy )
is of profinite order prime to p. Here, Q,  is the cyclotomic Z,-extension of Q, and Q" is the
maximal unramified extension of QQ,,. This gives us the isomorphism.

Hl(Gﬁu’Dg) = HO(Gal(er/QMOO), H' (L, Dg))-

To prove the corollary, it is enough to show that H 1([,,,DQ)V is finitely generated over R. Local
class field theory lets us obtain a short exact sequence 0 — W, — I, - P, — 0 where W, is a
profinite group of profinite order prime to p and P, is a profinite group that is isomorphic to Z,.
The action of W, factors through a finite group of order prime to p. These observations let us
obtain the following isomorphisms of R-modules:

H' (1, D) = H' (Py, H'(W,, D,)) = H' (PR, (Dy)yy, ) = (Dy),,

Here, (D,)y, and (D,); denote the maximal quotient of D, on which W, and I, respectively act

trivially. Since H'(1,,D,)" is isomorphic to a sub-module of D} (which is finitely generated over
R), the corollary follows. O

Proposition 1.4. Let v € Xy. The second cohomology group H2(Gal(@u/Qy),DQ®,¢1) equals 0.

If we let N equal D g1, Fil+DQ®,{71 or Fﬂ’ipgi”ll, then H2(Gal(@p/Qp),N) equals 0.
oK™

Once again, instead of providing the proof of Proposition [L4] we shall simply mention that
Proposition [[.4] can be deduced from the arguments given in Section 5 of [12]. The arguments
involved in the proof combine local duality, Proposition 3.10 in [II] along with Proposition [L1]
Note that the statement of local duality, that we need, is given below (see Section 0.3 of Nekovai’s
Selmer complexes [32]).

H' (Gal(Q,/Q,),D,)" = H* (Gal(Q,/Q,), £2) , for all v € %, for all i € {0,1,2}.
Now consider the prime p. The map
Dyort |
. 1 e 1 K™
Ofp : H (Gal(Qp/Qp),DQ®K71) — H (Ip, WQ@’H)
can be written as ay, = o), o 8, where the maps 3, and o, are given below.

_ e D R
Bp : Hl(Gal(Qp/Qp)vpg@m*l) — H' <G31(Qp/(@p)7 ﬁ) 7
0®K1

Tp
oy H <Gal(@p/<@p)77p[)®ﬁl ) — H! <] Dogr—1 ) .

Fil*D g1 P R g1

Since H 2(Gal(@p/Qp),Fil+DQ®m1) = 0, the map f, is surjective. The inflation-restriction exact
sequence and the fact that I', has p-cohomological dimension 1 let us conclude that o, is also
surjective. Consequently, oy, is surjective too. This gives us the following lemma:

Lemma 1.5. We have a short exact sequence 0 — ker(5,) — ker(cy,) — ker(o,) — 0 and the
following isomorphism:

H« %m1>“gm@w@@m%mn‘

P Fil™ D g1 ker(ay)
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The Selmer group is defined as the kernel of a global-to-local map. In Greenberg’s works ([12]
and [I4]), the local factors are described as quotients of local cohomology groups involving the
decomposition subgroup. We prefer to describe the local factors in terms of local cohomology groups
involving the inertia subgroup. Proposition and Lemma in fact also provide a relationship
between these descriptions.

To apply many of Greenberg’s results in [12] and [14], a hypothesis called “Weak Leopoldt con-
jecture” (sometimes also called “Hypothesis L) needs to be verified. The Weak Leopoldt conjecture
for o ® k™! states that the Pontryagin dual of

1% (D,g,—1) := ker (H%Gz,pml) — [[ H*(Gal(@, /Q.), DQ®H1)>

vEXD

is R[[[']]-torsion. We will now show that the Weak Leopoldt conjecture for o ® x~! holds whenever
the hypotheses [TOR] and hold.

Let 1 € {0,1,2}. Let v € X. Let us label the ranks of various cohomology groups.

v
. _ . _ D, sor-1
hi = RaHkR[[F” (HZ(GE,DQ®H71)V) 5 hf’ = RankR[[F” H* Gal(Qp/Qp), _‘_QL 5
Fll DQ®H71
h?) = Rankgry (H'(Gal(Q,/Qy), Dyer-1)") , hi” = Rankgyry (H'(Gal(@,/Qu), Dyar1)") -
Now let v € Xy. By Proposition [Tl we obtain the following equality
ho = ho™ =hY) =o0.
Note that the dimension of the Galois representation ¢ and the dimension of its +1-eigenspace
for complex conjugation equal d and d* respectively. By Proposition [[.4] we obtain the following
equality
Wy =h =hy) =0
These observations along with the formulas for the global Euler-Poincaré characteristics (Proposition
4.1 in [I1]) and local Euler-Poincaré characteristics (Proposition 4.2 in [I1]) then give us the following
equalities:

hi = (d—d%) + hs.
W~ = (d—d"), " =o0.
hy = Rankgry) (T2 (Dyg 1))
In fact, by Proposition [4], 1112 (DQ®,{1) equals H?(GYy, D,gk-1)- Since oy, is surjective, the quantity
hY"" is greater than or equal to the R[[I']]-rank of the Pontryagin dual of H! <I M)FP.

P FItD, 4
QK
As a result of the hypothesis [TOR] we obtain the following set of implications:

h1 + Rankgry (coker(¢yg,—1)") < By,

= (d - d+) + ho + RankR[[p” (COkel“ (JSQ@H 1)\/) d d+
— Rankpr) <IH2 (DQ®R71)V> + Rankg ] (coker(¢yg,-1)") <
= RankR[[p” <U_I2 (’DQ®,€71)V> = RankR[[p” (COkeI‘ (259@),i 1)V)

By Proposition 5.2.3 in [12], the R[[I']]-module H*(Gsx;, D,g,-1)", which equals 1112 (DQ®,{1)V, is
torsion-free. Since coker(gbigm,l) is a quotient of coker(¢,g,-1), we get the following proposition:
13



Proposition 1.6. The following statements hold whenever the hypotheses[TORI and[p-critical hold:
v
(1) The R[[I']]-modules coker (ng@,(l)V and coker <¢§(§%H,1) are torsion.
(2) H? (GZ,DQ®K71) equals 0. As a result, the Weak Leopoldt conjecture for o @ k=1 holds.
1.4. COKERNEL OF THE MAP DEFINING SELMER GROUPS

We shall now proceed to describe the results of Greenberg [12] concerning the cokernel of ¢ g, —1.
These results allow us to analyze the difference between the primitive and the non-primitive Selmer
group. Using results from [12] and Proposition [[L6] we obtain the following result:

Proposition 1.7 (Greenberg, [12]). Suppose the hypotheses [LTORI and [p-critical hold. The map

qﬁ?én,l defining the non-primitive Selmer group is surjective. As a result, we have the short exact
sequence
(9) 0 = Selyg-1(Q) = Sels?, (@) = [ Locv,0® £™") = coker (¢ygp-1) = 0.

VEY

For the map ¢ 5,1 defining the primitive Selmer group, we have the following relation:
\% *
(10) coker (¢ pn-1) C H!(Gs, L6 -1 )tor-

In addition, if ker(cy,) is a sub-module of the mazimal R[[I'|]-divisible subgroup of the local coho-
mology group H' (Gal(@p/Qp),DQ@mq), we obtain isomorphism

(11) coker (¢ ,g,-1)" = Hl(Gg,ﬁz@m,l)tor.

Proof. The surjectivity of qﬁ?{%n,l follows from Proposition 3.2.1 in [I2]. The short exact sequence

@) follows from Corollary 3.2.3, Remark 3.2.4 and Corollary 3.2.5 in [12]. Equation (I0) follows
from Remark 3.1.3 in [12]. The isomorphism (Il follows from Proposition 2.3.1 and Proposition

3.1.1 in [12). O
To investigate the R[[[]]-torsion submodule of H(Gs, oer—1); which has been denoted by
HI(GZ,/JZ@H,I)tor, we will follow the arguments given in Section 2 of [12]. Let £ be a non-zero

annihilator of H'(Gy, £Z®m1)t0r in the ring R. We have
HI(GZ], £Z®n*1 )tor = Hl(sz £Z®5*1 ) [5]
Note that local duality tells us that H°(Gal(Q,/Q,), Z@m,l) = H?*(Gal(Q,/Qp), D,ygn-1) = 0.

Hence, H° (Gg, £Z®H,1> also equals zero. The short exact sequence
£Z®n*1

§L7

o®Kr~!

0= Lo, 5, Logr-1— —0

then gives us the isomorphism

(12) H (Gg, ﬁ’;@w) e (Gg, czwl) €] = H° (Gg, %) .

tor o®k—1

For the following lemmas, we will introduce one bit of notation. For every prime ideal p in R[[T]],

we let £y the fraction field of @.

Lemma 1.8. If HO(G27£Z®R[[F]]H71 ® ky) equals O for all height one prime ideals p in R[[I']], then

coker(¢,g,-1) equals 0.
14



Proof. Consider the short exact sequence of R[[I']]-modules, with the trivial Gg-action (which fol-
lows Proposition 5.1.7 in [33] and from 2C (2) in [11])

R[] R[]
(13) 0— ——— —  — 2 — 0,
(3] htgzl P

where the sum is taken over the height one prime ideals p; of R[[[']] in the support of R([g” and

where Z is a R[[']] pseudo-null module. The integers n; are non-negative. After we tensor the
sequence (I3) over R[[I']] with the Gy-module £} _,, we can take Gy-invariants. To prove the

lemma it suffices to show that for every height one prime ideal p in R[[I']] and every natural number

n?
HO GZ £Q®H*1 ; 0
7pn£Z®H71
Let us fix such a height one prime ideal p and a natural number n. Consider the tower of Gyx-
modules:

£Z®H71 D) p£2®n*1 DEEEED) pnﬁg(@,{fl-

The lemma would follow if we are able to show that

piLr.
H° (G&piﬂzi(fl) ;O,, for0<i<n-—1.
o®kL

Now let’s also fix an integer i such that 0 <7 <mn — 1. We have the following observations:
. % L] p" . K ~y i *
e Since L7 1 is a free R][I']]-module, we have W = <pfﬁ) ORI Logr-1-

e Since pr is torsion-free over @, we have an inclusion pr — k‘g , for some integer g.
. . pi£z®~71 " 9 .
As modules over Gy, we have the inclusion 22— < (L*_ _; ® k, ) . These observations now
9 p +1po P o0RK P
oRkK
let us conclude the lemma. O

Lemma 1.9. Let p be a prime ideal in R[[T']]. The following statements are equivalent:
v
(1) p belongs to the support of H° <G2,DZ®R,1)
(2) HO(GE,E’;@H,I ® ky) # 0.

Proof. To prove the lemma, it suffices to observe the following equivalence which one obtains using
Nakayama’s Lemma and Proposition 3.10 in [I1] :

pL,

o®k—1

0 * 0 £Z®N71 0 * v
HO(G, Lo @ ky) =0 < H° [ G, =0 <= p ¢ Supprqry (H* (G2, Djonn) ).
O

Let A(R) denote the algebraic closure of the fraction field of R. For any character ¥ : Gy —
A(R)*, we let Vo (yy := L} @ A(R)(¥). Using Proposition [LT} one can argue that the R[[I']]-

module H O(GZ,DZ®R,1)V is finitely generated over R. The generalized Cayley-Hamilton theorem

then gives us a monic polynomial h(s) € R[s] such that h(yo) annihilates H°(Gsy, Z®H,1)V. Let

p be a height one prime ideal of R[[T']] in the support of H%(Gs, D;@)ml)v' Then, p must contain
15



R{[]

h(70). This implies that p "R = {0} and hence that =

Galois representation obtained via the composition

(on1)"
e

is a finite integral extension of R. The

G GrLaR{r]) - 6La () o GLaar)

is given by o*(¥), for some character ¥ : Gy, — A(R)*. We obtain the following implication:
H° (Gz,vg*(g,)) =0 = HO(Gz, £Z®H71 ® ky) = 0.
As a result of these observations and Lemma [I.9] we have the following proposition:

Proposition 1.10. Suppose H° (GZ,VQ*(\I,)) =0, for every character ¥V : Gy, — A(R)*. Then,

v
(1) HY (GZvDZ@)ml is a pseudo-null R[[I']]-module.
(2) coker(¢,p,-1) equals 0.

As an immediate corollary to the previous proposition, we have the following result:

Corollary 1.11. If the Galois representation ¢ is absolutely irreducible of dimension greater than
one, then

v
(1) H® (GE,DZ®R,1) is a pseudo-null R[[I']]-module.

(2) coker(¢,p,-1) equals 0.

1.5. NO NON-TRIVIAL PSEUDO-NULL SUBMODULES

The results of this section will play a key role in Section [2] when we study the behavior of modules
under specialization with respect to height one prime ideals. Over 2-dimensional regular local rings,
we have the following useful proposition (which follows from Theorem 5.1.10 in [33]).

Proposition 1.12. A finitely generated module over a 2-dimensional reqular local ring has no non-
trivial pseudo-null submodules if and only if its projective dimension is less than or equal to 1.

There are quite a number of useful results in [11] concerning when the Pontryagin dual of Ga-
lois cohomology groups have no non-trivial pseudo-null submodules. In [11I], Greenberg uses the
terminology - an “almost-divisible” module. A discrete module is said to be “almost-divisible” if its
Pontryagin dual has no non-trivial pseudo-null submodules. First we shall concern ourselves with
the local factors away from p. Let v € Y.

e Proposition [[.2] establishes the isomorphism Hl(Gal(@y/Qy),DQ@mil) =~ Loc(v,0 @ k1),
e Proposition [[4] establishes the fact that H?(Gal(Q,/Q,), Dyg,.-1) equals zero.

Combining these observations along with Proposition 5.3 in [I1] gives us the next proposition.

Proposition 1.13. For every prime v € g, the R[[[']]-module Loc(v, 0 ® k~1)V has no non-trivial
pseudo-null submodules .

It is easier to establish that the Pontryagin dual of the “strict” non-primitive Selmer group has
no non-trivial pseudo-null modules. The strict non-primitive Selmer group Seli%’sfﬁ (Q) is defined
below.

oo _ Dyt
Sel”0*" (Q) == ker | H'(Gx, Dyg1) —=— H' | Gal(Q,/Qy), —ro— | | .
¢ Fil ™Dy

Note that H?(Gal(Q,/Qp), Fil* D g,-1) = 0 by Proposition L2l Combining Proposition 4.2.1
and Proposition 4.3.2 from [I4], we obtain the following proposition:
16



Proposition 1.14. Suppose the hypotheses[TORI and[p-critical hold. The R[[I']]-module Sel?é’sz Q)Y

has no non-trivial pseudo-null submodules.

Using an argument similar to the one used to prove Proposition[I.7], one can show that the “global-
Yo,str
o®K~1
which follows from Lemma[L5] allows us to evaluate the difference between the non-primitive Selmer

group and the strict non-primitive Selmer group.

Proposition 1.15. Suppose the hypotheses [TORI and [p-critical hold. We have the following short

exact sequence:

to-local” map ¢ defining the strict non-primitive Selmer group is surjective. Proposition [[.T5]

D -1
220,Str Y ! 0 —
0— Selg@%nfl((@) - Selgén’l @=H <PP’ " (IIH m>> o0

1.6. REGULAR LOCAL RINGS OF DIMENSION 2

Classical Iwasawa theory involves the study of modules over the ring Z,[[s]]. The ring Z,][s]] is
a regular local ring of Krull dimension 2. In the setup of Hida theory, the rings we are interested in
are not always known to be regular. To obtain a workaround, we shall frequently use Lemma [I.10]

Lemma 1.16. Let h(s) be a monic polynomial in R[[s]] with positive degree. Let Q be a height two
prime ideal in R[[s]] containing h(s). The 2-dimensional local ring R[[s]]g is regular.

Proof. The height two prime ideal Q in R|[[s]] corresponds to a height one prime ideal ¢’ in
RI[s]]/(h(s)). Note that R[[s]]/(h(s)) is an integral extension of R. As a result, the prime ideal
QNR (call it q) is of height one in the ring R. Since R is integrally closed, the ring R, is a discrete
valuation ring. The Weierstrass preparation theorem tells us that for every element y € R[[s]] and
every natural number m, there exists an element d(s) € R[[s]] such that the degree of y—d(s)h(s)™
is a polynomial (whose degree is less than the degree of h(s)™). We denote the prime ideal QNR[s]
in R[s] by Q. The height of Q' equals two since it contains q and h(s). We have the following
isomorphism:

. (RlsDor . (Rlls]De
" T
A Noetherian local ring is regular if and only if its completion is regular (Proposition 11.24 in [I]).
Equation (I4) tells us that, to prove the lemma, it suffices to show R[s]os is regular. Observe that
we have the inclusions

(15) Rls] <5 Ryls] < Rls]or-
It will be convenient to view all of the rings, appearing in (I3)), inside the fraction field of R[s]. Let

P equal iy ' (QR[s]o). Note that Q' equals (ig 0 i1) " (Q'R[s]o/). Localizing the rings appearing
in (I5) with respect to the multiplicative set R[s] \ Q, we have

(16) Rlsler & (Rqls])gy 2 Rlslor-

See also Theorem 4.3 in [30]. Since the composition of the two natural inclusion maps in (I6) equals
the identity map, we have R|s]o/ equals (Rq[s])q;. These observations let us conclude that the ring
R[s]g is the localization at a height two prime ideal of the polynomial ring Rq[s] over the discrete
valuation ring R4 and hence is regular too. The lemma follows. ([l

The next proposition follows from Lemma [[.T6] and an elementary application of the generalized
form of Cayley-Hamilton theorem (Theorem 4.3 in [6]). Let M be equal to one of the 0" Galois
cohomology groups appearing in Proposition [T and let A" = M". Proposition [[I] tells us that A/
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is finitely generated over R with an R-linear action of . There exists a monic polynomial h(s) in
R[s] such that h(vp) annihilates N.

Proposition 1.17. Let M be one of the 0" Galois cohomology groups appearing in Proposition
(L1 Let N = MV. For every height 2 prime ideal Q in R[[T]], the projective dimension of Ng as
an R[[I']]g-module is finite.

2. SPECIALIZATION OF SELMER GROUPS

An important topic which we would like to pursue, that may be of independent interest, is the
question of studying the behavior of Selmer groups under specialization. It may first be useful to
approach this topic from a general persepective. Let 7 and R be two integrally closed domains
that are finite (and hence integral) extensions of Z,[[u1, ..., uy]] and Zp[[v1, ..., v,—1]] respectively.
If Q is a height two prime ideal in 7, note that by Serre’s criterion for normality (Theorem 23.8 in
[30]), the localization Tg is Cohen-Macaulay.

Consider a ring map w : 7 — R such that the following conditions hold:
e ker(w) is a height one prime ideal in 7.
e R is the integral closure of FTW) (note that as a result of Cohen’s structure theorems, R is
finitely generated as an 7-module).

Consider a Galois representation ¢ : Gy, — GL4(7) with an associated Galois lattice £, and an
associated Gal(Q,,/Qp)-equivariant filtration so that we can associate to it a non-primitive
Selmer group Sel?o (Q) as well. One can associate to the Galois representation wop : Gy, — GL4(R)
the following filtration of free R-modules that is Gal(Q,/Qj)-equivariant:

L,®5R

. -+
(Fll—wog) 0 — Fil Eg@wR—)ﬁg(X)wR—)m—@w?z—)

In a natural way, one can then associate a non-primitive Selmer group Sel;ﬂ%p(Q) to the Galois

representation w o p as well. Given the element Div (Sel?0 (Q)V) in the divisor group of 7T, the
problem we are interested in is finding the element Div (Selg% p(@)v) in the divisor group of R. We
shall proceed in two steps. First, we will relate the element Div (Sel?0 (@)V) in the divisor group

of T to the element Div (Se1§° (Q)Y ®% R) in the divisor group of R. The key results for this
purpose are Proposition and Proposition 241 Second, we will prove a control theorem relating
Sel§° (Q)Y ®x R to SelZ% (Q)V. The key result for this purpose is Proposition The results of

o

Section 2] and Section Bl do not rely on each other.

2.1. A COMMUTATIVE ALGEBRA PERSPECTIVE
For a finitely generated 7-module A/, we shall frequently need to consider the following hypotheses
in this section:

No-PN For every height two prime ideal Q in T containing ker(w), the To-module Ng has
no non-zero pseudo-null submodules.
FIN-PRrOJ For every height two prime ideal Q in 7T containing ker(w), the To-module Ng has
finite projective dimension.
If p is a height one prime ideal in T, then the 7T-module % satisfies If a is a non-zero
element of 7, then the T-module % also satisfies [NO-PN] When 7T is a regular local ring, the

hypothesis [FIN-PROJl is automatically satisfied. Before discussing the main proposition, it will be
18



illustrative to discuss an example that highlights why the hypothesis [FIN-PROJl is important in the
case when 7 is not regular.

Ezample 2.1. Let T = Zp[[u]][9], where ¥? = u(u — p). This ring is a quadratic extension of the
UFD Z,[[u]]. The height one prime ideals p; = (¢,u) and py = (J,u — p) in T lying above the
height one prime ideals (u) and (u — p) in Zp[[u]] are not principal. We keep the picture below in
mind.
R pl:(ﬁau) p2:(797u_p)
| | |
Zp|[ul] (u) (u—p)

Consequently, 7 is not a UFD, and hence not a regular local ring too. We have the following
equality in the divisor group of T:

(17) Div(?) = Div <p11 ® %) .

Let R = Z,. For simplicity, suppose 2 is a square in Z; so that V2 € Zy,. Consider the map
w: T — R defined below.

In the divisor group of R, we have:

(18) Div(p) = Div(w(d)) # Div <<I & I) R R> = Div(p?).

p1 P2

Note that the T-module pI1 & pIQ satisfies [NO-PNl However, its projective dimension over 7 is
infinite. While studying specialization of Selmer groups, keeping equations (7)) and (I8]) in mind,
we would like to avoid a situation when the module pll $5) p12 plays the role of a Selmer group and
the element ¥ plays the role of a p-adic L-function.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose Y1, Vo and M are three finitely generated torsion T -modules satisfying
the following conditions:

Hyp-1 The height one prime ideal ker(w) does not belong to the support of Yy, Yo or M.

HYP-2 The T-modules Yy and Yo satisfy the hypotheses and [FIN-PROJ|.

Hyp-3 If Q is a height two prime ideal containing the height one prime ideal ker(w) and contained
in the support of M, then
(a) The 2-dimensional local ring Tg is regular,

(b) The 1-dimensional local domain (FE@)Q 1s integrally closed.

Fiz the symbol <> to denote either “>” or “<”. Suppose further that we have the following equality
in the dwisor group of T :

Div (1) <> Div ()s) — Div (M).
Under these assumptions, we obtain the following equality in the divisor group of t:

Div (V1 ®% R) <> Div (Vs ®5 R) + Div (Tor] (R, M)) — Div (M ® R).

Remark 5. As a consequence of Proposition [2.2] if Div (Y;) + Div (M) = Div ()2) in the divisor
group of 7, we obtain the following equality in the divisor group of R:

Div (V1 ®% R) = Div (V2 ® R) + Div (Tor] (v, M)) — Div (M ®5 R) .
19



Remark 6. Whenever (FE@) is integrally closed, it is a DVR; and there is exactly one prime
Q

ideal in R lying above the height one prime ideal in Wffm that Q corresponds to. Hence, Ro
equals <Wf€m> o Whenever the map w : T — R is surjective, we have R = W%; so in this case

<F’(fm> o is automatically an integrally closed domain.

Proof. Fix the symbol <> to denote “>" throughout the proof. The proof proceeds similarly when

the symbol <> denotes <. Let us fix a height one prime ideal q in R. Let ¢’ = q N F?w) Let Q

be the height two prime ideal, containing ker(w), that corresponds to ¢’. We shall use the notion
of lengths, denoted by len, to describe divisors (see [I]). In the divisor group of 7, we have

Div(y1)= Y. lenp(M)p-p, Divdn)= > leng (D), b,

p height one p height one
prime in T prime in 7
Div(M) = Y leny, (My)-p.
p height one
prime in 7

The hypotheses stated in the proposition tell us that, for all height one prime ideals p in T,
(19) len7, (V1)p > len, (2)p — leng, (M,).

[Hyp-Iltells us that all the Rq-modules appearing in (20]) below are torsion. To prove the proposition,
we will need to show that the following inequality holds:

?
(20) leng, (V1 ®w Rq) > leng, (V2 @ Rq) + leng, (Torz—(R, M)q) —leng, (M ®5 Ry) .

We shall first analyze ); and Vs,. Let Qg equal Z,[[uy, . . ., uyn]]NQ. The extension Z,[[uy, . .., un]lo, —
To is integral. Using this observation and [HYP-2 we can conclude that the Z,[[u1, ..., up]]g,-
modules (V1) and ()%2)g have no pseudo-null submodules too. By Proposition [LI2}, we have

PAZ, (s, unlley, Yo €1 Pz, unflo, (V2)o < 1.

The depth of an Tgo-module over 7o equals its depth over the ring Zy[[ui,...,un]|]o, (see the
Appendix in [29]). Using the Auslander-Buchsbaum formula over the 2-dimensional regular local
ring Zy[[u1, . .., unl]g,, we obtain

depchp[[Uhnw“n”Qo (yl)Q = deptth (yl)Q > 1, deptth[[m,...,un]]go (yg)g = depthTQ (yg)g > 1.

For the 2-dimensional local ring 7o, by Theorem 17.2 in [30], we have depthTQTQ < 2 (in fact,
we have equality since Tg is integrally closed and is hence Cohen-Macaulay, by Serre’s criterion for
normality; see Theorem 23.8 in [30]). Using Auslander-Buchsbaum formula over the 2-dimensional
local ring Tg, we have

pd7, Vi)g + depthr, V)g <2, pd7, (V2)g + depth, (V2)g < 2.
= pdy, V1)g <1, — pdy, Q2)g < L.
We write down projective resolutions for (V1)g and ()a)g respectively.
(21) 0— TH <5 T4 = (V1)a — O, 0— 752 <2 T4 = (V2)o — 0.

Here, w; and wy are ny x n; and ny X ng matrices respectively over To. The elements det(w;) and
det(wy) do not belong to ker(w). So, w(det(w;)) and w(det(ws)) do not equal zero. Tensoring the
sequences in (2I)) with R4 (over Tg), we obtain the following exact sequences:

(220 0o RM EUhRm L (e R), 50, 0o R2 2R (Y, @ R), -0,
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Using (22)) and the fact that R4 is a DVR, we have

R
(23) leng, (V1 ®x Rq) = leng, <w 9

_ Ry
W> , leng, (V2 ®x Rq) = leng, <w7> ‘

(det(ws)

There are two cases we need to consider. First we shall suppose that the height one prime ideal
q in R does not belong to the support of M ®, R (and hence the height two prime ideal Q in 7T
does not belong to the support of M). In this case, for all height one prime ideals p inside Q, all of
the modules displayed below in equation (24]) equal zero.

M
ker () M

= lent, (M) = leng, (TorT(R, M)q) =leng, (M @5 Rq) = 0.

(24) MR, = ( > = Mg = Tor] (R, M)g = Tor] (R, M), = 0.
q/

Since Tg is integrally closed, the ring Tg equals (7, (viewed as subsets of the fraction field of T),
where the intersection is taken over all the height one prime ideals p contained in the height two
prime ideal Q. As a result, if an element, belonging to the fraction field of 7, lies in 7, for all height
one prime ideals p contained in Q, then this element lies in 7. Using (I9]), we have

len, (V1), > leny, (32),, for all height one prime ideals p in Q.
= det(w;) = zdet(w2), for some non-zero element z in To.
= w(det(w1)) = w(z) - w(det(wsz)), and w(z) # 0.
= leng, (V1 ®w Rq) > leng, (V2 @x Ry) -

Thus, equation (20)) holds in this case. For the second case, we shall suppose that q belongs to the
support of M ®, R (and hence the height two prime ideal Q in 7 does belong to the support of M).
[HxP-3] tells us that To is a regular local ring. So, the height one prime ideal generated by ker(w)
in 7o is principal, say equal to (¢). Using the structure theorem for regular local rings of Krull

(Z;%) — Mg — Z —0.
Here, the Tg-module Z is pseudo-null and the elements ¢; generate height one prime ideals in the
regular local ring 7o. The non-negative integers a; are equal to zero for all but finitely many i’s.

For all height one prime ideals p in 7o,

dimension 2 (Theorem 5.1.10 in [33]), we obtain a short exact sequence 0 — @

(25) leny, (V1) + leny, (M) > leny, (V2)p-
Tp

= o (G 11em) = % (@)

= det(w1) H €/ = zdet(wy), for some element z in 7o,

= w(det(w1)) [ [ @(&)" = w(2)w(det(ws)), and @(z) # 0.

= ey (@W) +lenz, (ﬁ) 2 lenmy (@W) |

In this second case, by Remark [6] we have R, = Rg = % As a result,

Tor] (R, M), 2 Tor] (R, M)g = Tor° <%,Mg> = Mo[(]
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We also have the following commutative diagram:

0 — &% Mo z 0
Cl C[ ¢
00— d12 Mg Z 0

(%)

Using the hypothesis [HYpP-1l one can conclude that none of the elements ¢; generate ker(w). So,
¢ # €;. The snake lemma then gives us the following exact sequence:

Ro Mo Z
26 00— M — Z[(] = @ — — — 0.
(26) Meld =2 e - T T Tz
Tor{ (R,M)¢o M®VRQ

Length is additive in exact sequences. To show that (20) holds in this second case, we will use
equations (25) and (26]). It only remains to show that leng, (Z[¢]) = leng, <C%> Since the local

ring 7o is 2-dimensional and since the To-module Z is pseudo-null, leny, (Z) < co. Also since the
map Tg — Ry is surjective in this case, we have the following equalities:

leng, (Z[C]) = lenr, (2[C)),  leng, <<i2> ~ leny, (%) .

The proposition now follows from these observations because we have the exact sequence 0 —
Z[()— Z 52 C% — 0 of Tg-modules. O

It will be interesting to consider, whenever Div (};) > Div ()») — Div (M) in the divisor group
of T, whether we have the following inequality in the divisor group of R:

Div () ®% R) ; Div (V2 ®% R) + Div (Torz— (R, M)) — Div(M @ R).

We would require this stronger result for Theorem [Bl One can modify the proof of Proposition
to obtain this stronger result if the ideal generated by the height one prime ideals ker(w) and p is
of height 2 inside T, for all height one prime ideals p in the support of Yy, Vo or M. In a UFD, the
sum of two height 1 prime ideals generates an ideal of height 2. However, as Example 2.3] shows,
this is not generally true. It will be helpful to discuss this example that illustrates the pathologies
which we wish to avoid.

Example 2.3. Let T = Zp|[u]][9] be the ring discussed in Example 211 Recall that 7 is not a UFD
and that 92 = u(u — p). Let us identify the completed tensor product T®7 with Z,[[u1, ua]][01, V2]
such that 92 = uj (u; — p) and 92 = us(uz — p). The ring 7®T has Krull dimension 3 and is not a
UFD. The maximal ideal of T&T equals (91,99, u1, uz,p). We keep the following picture in mind
that describes how the height one prime ideals (u; — ug) and (u; + u2 — p) of Z,[[u1,us2]] split in
TRT:

TRT (U —V2,u1 —u2) (V1 +P2,u1 —uz) (V1 — V2, u1 +ug — D) (V1 + V2, u1 +uz — p)

e N

Zp|[uy, uz]] (u1 — ug) (w1 +uz —p)
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Let us label these height one prime ideals in T&T.

p1 = (V1 — Vo, w1 — ug), p2 = (V1 + Vo, w1 — ug),
p3 == (V1 — V2, w1 + u2 — p), ps = (V1 + V2, u1 +uz — p).
We have the following inequality in the divisor group of T&T:
(27) DiV(’L91—|—192) =1-pa+1-py > Div <T;®T> =1-po.
2

Consider the map @ : T®T — T defined below.
w: TRT =T,
w(ﬁl) = 19, w(ﬁg) = 79, w(ul) = u, W(UQ) = Uu.

The kernel of w is p;. Let us make a few observations. First note that the T7&7-module

%f satisfies [NO-PNIl Now, we claim that the 7®7-module TpQT satisfies [FIN-PROJ To see this,

consider the ideal p; + ps in T&T which equals the ideal (1,92, u1 — u2). The minimal primes
containing the ideal p; + p2 are (¥1, V2, u1, uz) and (¥, Y2, u; — p, uz — p), both of which have height
2. Thus, the height of the ideal p; + ps equals 2 in T®7T. We have the following equality:
(V1 — 92) (V1 + ¥2) = (w1 — u2)(u1 + uz — p).
Let @ be a height two prime ideal containing p; + po2. In particular, as we observed earlier, it equals
(91, V2, u1,u2) or (¥1,Y2,u; — p,us — p). The element uy + us — p does not belong to Q (otherwise
Q would have height 3). So, uy + us — p is a unit in (T®7T)g. In (T®T)g, the height one prime
ideal generated by ps must thus be principal (in fact, it can be generated by the element 91 + ¥J9).
T@T)
P2

Our observations indicate that the projective dimension of the (T&7)g-module ( o equals 1.

Our observations indicate that, though we started with a strict inequality in equation (27]), we
obtain the following equality in the divisor group of 7:

TRT
P2

Div(w (1 4 ¥2)) = Div(d) = DiV( R T).

Now note that the minimal prime containing the ideal p; 4+ ps in T&T equals the maximal ideal
(91,99, u1,uz,p) in TRT. This implies that the height of p; + p4 equals 3 in T&7T . This can only
happen if the height one prime ideals in the set {p1,ps} each generate an element of infinite order
in the divisor class group of 7®7. Similarly, the height one prime ideals in the set {ps,p3} also
ecach generate an element of infinite order in the divisor class group of 7®7 . This is precisely the
pathology that we wish to avoid.

Proposition 2.4. In addition to the hypotheses [HYP-1|, [HYP-2 and [HYP-3 given in Proposition
22, suppose also that both Div(Y1) and Div()s) — Div(M) generate torsion elements in the divisor
group of T. Fix the symbol <> to denote either “>" or “<”.
Suppose we have the following equality of divisors in T :
Div()4) < >Div()s) — Div (M) .
Then, we have the following equality of divisors in R:
Div (V1 ®% R) < >Div (Vs ®% R) + Div (Tor] (R, M)) — Div (M & R).

Proof. Let the symbol <> denote >. The proof proceeds similarly when the symbol <i>> denotes
<. There exist a positive integer n and two non-zero elements 11, ¥2 in 7 such that we have the
following equality in the divisor group of 7T:
n - Div(Yy) = Div(¥y), n - (Div(Y2) — Div(M)) = Div(¥2).
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Let 91 = Y1, 92 = P)s, and M = M denote direct sums of n copies of Vi, Vo and M
respectively. We have the following equality in the divisor group of 7:

(28) Div(2)1) = Div(v1), Div(2)2) — Div(9t) = Div(d2).

Note that T-modules (19—71) and % have no non-zero pseudo-null submodules and have finite pro-

jective dimension. Proposition 2.2 applied to the equality of divisors appearing in (28], gives us
the following equality in the divisor group of R:

Div(1 ® R) = Div(w(¥1)), Div(Y2 @ R) + Div (Tor] (R, M)) — Div(M @ R) = Div(w(ds))

Since Div(¢;) > Div(t2) and T is integrally closed, there exists an element z € T, not a unit, such
that ¥; = z - Y. Since w : T — R is a map of local rings, we get that w(z) is not a unit in R.
Combining these observations, we have w(1) = w(z) - w(¥2) and that w(z) is not a unit in R.
Hence, we obtain the following inequality in the divisor group of R:

Div(w(11)) > Div(w(¥2))
= n-Div()1®R) >n- <Div(y2 ® R) + Div (Torir (R,M)) — Div(M ® R))

This completes the proof of the Proposition since n is positive. O

2.2. PROJECTIVE DIMENSIONS

Let G be a profinite group. Let M be a finitely generated free R-module on which there is a
T-linear continuous G-action. Let N'= M @7 T. Since NV is isomorphic to Homy(M,T) as an
T-module, NV is also a free T-module. Let S be a multiplicative set in 7. Let Wy = H°(G, NV,
Wi = HY(G,N)V and W, = H?(G,N)V. We would like to thank Jan Nekovai for indicating to us
on how these projective dimensions can be examined.

Proposition 2.5. Suppose the following conditions hold:

(1) The p-cohomological dimension cdy(G) of G is less than or equal to 2.

(2) ='Wy has finite projective dimension.
Then, S~'Wy has finite projective dimension over S™VT if and only if ST W has finite projective
dimension over S~1T.

Proof. Proposition 5.2.7 and Corollary 5.2.9 in [33] give us the following isomorphisms for all ¢ > 0:
HY(G,N)Y = ToriTl[[gH (T.NY).
Let Zg denote the augmentation ideal in 7[[G]]. We have the short exact sequence of 7 [[G]]-modules
(29) 0—=Zg = TIG]] =T —0.
Tensoring this short exact sequence by AV, we obtain an exact sequence
(30) O — Tor] W (T NMV) =
Tor] 190 (T([G]].A™) HL(G.N)Y
N Torg—[[g” (Zg, NV) = Torg—[[g]] (TSI NY) —
Za@TignN'Y NV
— Torg—[[g” (T, NY) =0,
| —

=HO(GN)
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and for each ¢ > 1, an isomorphism

Tor I (7, 0) = Tor 1) (25, 4)
Hi+1(g7./\/’)v

By Corollary 5.2.13 in [33], the projective dimension of 7 as an 7 [[G]]-module is equal to cd,(G)
(which is assumed to be less than or equal to 2). By (29)), the projective dimension of the aug-
mentation ideal Zg over the ring 7[[G]] is less than or equal to 1. Consider a projective resolution
0 — Py — Py — Zg — 0 of T[[G]]-modules for the augmentation ideal Zg. Tensoring with NV, we
obtain the following exact sequence:

0— Torf[[g]] (Ig,./\fv) — P1 ®79] NY — Py ®7719]] NY = Ig @719 NY = 0.

The T-modules Py @7ygy NV and Py @pygy NV are direct summands of free T-modules (since
Py and Py are direct summands of free 7[[G]]-modules) and hence they are projective 7-modules.
Combining this observation with the fact that S™'W, (which equals S_lTorerg” (Zg,N'Y)) has
finite projective dimension over S™!7T, we can conclude that S=1(Zg 7101 N V) also has finite
projective dimension over S™!7. These observations along with (B30) then complete the proof of the
Proposition. ]

3. CONTROL THEOREMS

Let Rq and Ry be two integrally closed local domains that are finite extensions of Zp[[u, ..., uy]]
and Zy[[v1,...,vn]] respectively. Consider a ring map Ry — R2 such that Ry is finitely generated
as an Ri-module. Note that Ry and R, are profinite rings. Let G be a profinite group. Let M
be a finitely generated Ri-module with a continuous R;-linear (left) action of G. In this way, M
obtains an action of the completed group ring R;[[G]]. Let us define the following modules:

Dr, :=M®r, R1, Dr, =M®er, R2, Cr,:= 'D7\/21, Cr, = 'D}g.
We also have the following isomorphisms:

D'Rz = M ®'R1 RZ ®'R2 7/2\27
Cr, 2 Homg, (M,R1), Cr, = Homg, (M,R2) = Hompg, (M ®r, Ra2,R2).

The last two isomorphisms are obtained by applying Hom-Tensor adjunction. Note that if M is
a free R1-module, then so is Cg,. Pontryagin duality (see Theorem 2.6.9 in [33]) also gives us the
isomorphism H%(G,Dg,)" = Ho(G,Cr,). Here, the Ri-module Hy(G,Cr,) denotes the maximal
quotient of Cr, on which G acts trivially. We now state the proposition which we will use to obtain
our control theorems. In this proposition, we shall also frequently consider R1 and Ro as G-modules
with the trivial G-action.

We will need to consider the notion of pseudo-compact modules as defined in [3]. Consider the
following categories:
CATg, (g : category of pseudo-compact R;[[G]]-modules, CAT&g, : category of pseudo-compact R;-modules,
CATg, g : category of pseudo-compact Rs[[G]]-modules, CATg, : category of pseudo-compact Ro-modules.
Let 7 € {1,2}. The completed tensor product —®px,(g)— over the group ring R;[[G]] and its higher

derived functors given below are described in Chapter V, Section 2 in [33]. Consider the following
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commutative diagram and the following functors:

3
CATpg, g — CATg, F1(—) =R1®pry(g) —  2(—) = Ra2 Op,g)) —
R2[[g”®7€1[[911()l lR2®R1 (—)

3§
CATR, () — CATRg,

Note that there is a forgetful functor from CATg, to the category of R;-modules. The forgetful
functor is an exact functor. Suppose M’ and M” are finitely generated R;-modules. The tensor
product M’ @, M"” in CAT%,, in fact, coincides with the usual tensor product in the category of
Ri-modules (via the forgetful functor) (see Proposition 5.5.3 in [34]). Note that, for each positive
integer n, the R;-module R is a projective object in CATx, and in the category of R;-modules.
One can use this observation and the construction of the higher derived functors (for example, see
Chapter 6 in [34]) to make the following deduction: for each non-negative integer j, the higher
derived functors Tor;z" (M'; M") in CATg,, also coincides with the higher derived functors of
the usual tensor product in the category of R;-modules (via the forgetful functor). We shall use
this observation to view the R;-module Tor;-zi (M'; M”) in both CATg, and in the category of
R;-modules.

Proposition 3.1. Let M be a free Ri-module. We have the following exact sequence:
(31)
Tor}' (Ra, HY(G,Dr,)") — H' (G, Dr,)" ®r, R = H'(G,Dr,)" — Tor®* (R, H*(G,Dg,)") — 0.

Proof. We begin with the following isomorphism:
Rz @Ry (R1 ©r,((g) Cr.) = Rz O, (g Cr1 = R2 @y ig) (R2[9]] ©r, (1) Cr.) -

Corollary 5.8.4 in [40] gives us the following spectral sequences:

(32) Tor (Rg,Tor;legH (Rl,CRl)) — TorZifngH (R2,Cr,) -
(33) Tor 2l (RQ, Tor M9 (R, [[G]], Cr, )) — Tor, 9 (Ry, Cr,)
The first spectral sequence (B2) gives us the exact sequence:
(34) Torlt (Rg, Tor ] (Rl,Cnl)) — Ry @g, Tor (R Cr,) —
R

— Tor) d (R2,Cr,) — Tor[* (Rz’ Torgzl[[g” (R1,CR1)) -0

The second spectral sequence (B2) gives us the exact sequence:

Tory 219 (Ry, Ro (1G]] @, (1) Cr1) — Re @yt Torr 9 (Ro[[G]], Cr, ) —
— Torfl[[g” (RQ,CRl) — Tor?ﬂ[g” (RQ, RQ[[QH ®R1[[QH CRl) — 0.

According to Lemma 4.5 in [3], R1[[G]] is a projective object in CATg,. Also, since Rq is a finitely

generated Ri-module, we have Rs[[G]] = Ra ®r, R1[[F]] (for example, see Lemma 5.5.1 in [34]).
By (a slight modification of the) flat base change theorems for the Tor functor (Proposition 3.2.9
in [40]), we obtain the following isomorphism for all ¢ > 0:

Tor 19 (Ry[(G]], Cr, ) = TorR* (R, Cr, ) -
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Both these modules are zero whenever ¢ > 1 since Cg, is a free Ri-module. So, we have the following
isomorphisms:

Tort 9 (Ry, Cr, ) = Tor 19 (Ry, Ra[[G]] @, 1)) Cry ) = Tort 29 (Ry, Ry @, Cry ).

Since M is a free Ri-module, we have the following G-equivariant isomorphisms:
Cr, = Homg, (M, R2) = Homp, (M, R1) ®r, Rz = Cr, ®r, R2 = Ro @R, Cr,-
We obtain the following isomorphism:
(35) Torizl[[gH (Ro,Cr,) = Tor?z[[g” (R2,Cr,) -
Proposition 5.2.7 and Corollary 5.2.9 in [33] give us the following isomorphisms for all 7 > 0:
H'(G,Dr,)" = Tor, 9 (Ry,Cr,) . H(G,Dr,)" = Tor[ 29 (Ry, Cr,) .

The above isomorphisms along with ([34]) and (B5) complete the proof of the Proposition. O

We will now work with the ring map @ : 7 — R and all the notations and hypotheses given in
the beginning of Section 2l Note that the group I', is defined to be the quotient Gal(@p/(@p) /I,
where I, denotes the inertia subgroup at p. Suppose there is an 7-linear action of I', on a finitely
generated T-module M, we will let Mr, denote the maximal quotient of M on which I', acts

trivially. Since Iy is topologically generated by the Frobenius Frob,, we can identify Mr, with the
Frob,—1
cokernel of the natural map M P M.

Proposition 3.2. For all i > 1, suppose that the R-modules

D V
Tor! (R, H°(Gx.D,)Y), Tor] R,HO(I,ig)
or; ( (G, Dy,)Y) or; ( PR,

are torsion. The R-module Sel=% (Q)V is torsion if and only if the height one prime ideal ker(w)

woP

in T does not belong to the support of the T -module Sel§° (Q)V.

Suppose that the R-module Self_/.%Q(Q)v is torsion. In addition, we shall make the following
assumptions:

(1) Suppose Q is a height two prime ideal in T containing ker(w) and in the support of the T -
v

module H°(Gx,D,)" or HY (Ip, %) . Then, the 2-dimensional local ring Tg is reqular

_ T

and Rg = (kor(w))g'

(2) The global-to-local map ¢=0  defining the non-primitive Selmer group Sel

wop

Yo

=00(Q) is surjective.

Under these assumptions, we have the following equality of divisors in R:

Vv
Div <Se1§° QY &1 R> + Div (TorlT (R,H°(Gs,D,)") > = Div (se@gg(Q)V) +Div (Torf (R, H° (.r,” %) ) )
e Ty

Proof. We begin by first proving that the following R-modules are pseudo-null:

D \

T T

(36) Tory (R, H"(Gs.D,)Y) ., Tor] (R H° (Ip, WQDJ ) .

Let Q be a height two prime ideal in 7 containing ker(w). It is enough to show that the localizations

at the prime ideal Q of the T-modules given in equation (36]) vanish. Further, it is enough to consider
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v
the case when Q belongs to the support of H(GY, D,)Y or HO <Ip, %) . Observe that we have
1 e

the following isomorphisms:

(37)

Tory (R, H*(G,D,)") , 2 Tor;® (R@ (HO(GE,DQ)V)Q) =~ Tor, @ ( To 7(H0(G2,D9)V)Q) .

D v D v Te D v
Torg <R7H° <1p7+> ) =~ Tor, @ RQ7<H° <Ip7+> ) =~ Tor) @ e 7<H0 <1p7+> ) .
FiltD, ° FilTD, ° ker(w)o Fil*D, o

The hypotheses in the proposition tell us that 7o is a regular local ring and hence a UFD. The
height one prime ideal ker(w)g generates a principal ideal inside Tg. This forces the projective

dimension of the 7g-module ker(Tig)Q to equal 1 . The modules appearing in equation ([37)) must thus

vanish. This proves the claim that the R-modules appearing in ([B0) are pseudo-null. As a result,
for every height one prime ideal q of R, we have

D \%
(38) Tor] (R,H°(Gs,D,)") ®r Ry = Tor] (R H° <1p, ﬁ) ) ®r Rq =2 0.
e

We now claim that the rows of the following commutative diagram are exact in dimension one
see Appendix [A] for the definition of a sequence that is exact in dimension one):
pp q

(39)

v v v
(Hl (Ipv FilD+Q‘DQ) T R) 2 (Hl (Ip: Filtj’%izgog) )1" = Tor] (R’ H° (Ip7 Fig%e) )F 0

Tp P p

J/ J{(zbi%g)v J{“

0 ——= H'(Gx,D,)" @ R ——————— H'(Gx,Drop)’ ———— Tor] (R,H’(Gs,D,)") — 0.

Proposition Bl immediately lets us obtain that the bottom row of the commutative diagram (B9)) is
exact in dimension one. To see why the top row of the commutative diagram (B9)) is exact in dimen-

\
sion one, one needs to use Proposition B the fact that the R-module Torj (R, H° (Ip, %) )

is pseudo-null, Lemma [A 1l and analyze the following commutative diagram:

Vv Vv \ Vv
T 0 D 1 o 1 Dwo T 0 D
Tor] (R,H (1PWQDQ) )—>H (IPFQDQ> @r R —> H <1p,F“+D;OQ) Tor] (R,H (1PW%Q) )—>0
lFrobpl lFrobpl lFrobpl lFrobpl
T 0 D v 1 D v 1 D v T 0 D v
[} Q wooe Q
Tor; (RH (Ipvm) )—>H (’Pvm) TR —>H (Ip*mmmg) Tory (RH (Ipvm) )—>0

v
Since, for each ¢ > 1, the R-modules TorZT (R, HO(GE,DQ)V) and TorZT <R, HO (Ip, %) > are
1 e

torsion, we have

D \%
Tor] (R,H%(Gsx,D,)") @ Frac(R) = Tor] (R H° <Ip, ﬁ) ) ®r Frac(R) 0.
e

Localizing all the modules in the commutative diagram (B9) at the zero prime ideal (0) of R, we
get the following isomorphism:

(Sel?0 (Q)Y ®7 R) ®@r Frac(R) =N (Sel;ﬂ%g(@)v) ®@r Frac(R).
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Therefore, we have the following implications:
Selg%g(Q)v is R-torsion <= (Selg%g(Q)v) ®r Frac(R) =0
< (Sel3°(Q)Y ®7 R) ®r Frac(R) = 0
<= The ideal ker(w) is not in the support of (Sel§° (Q)Y @1 R)
<= The ideal ker(w) is not in the support of Sel?0 (Q)Y (Nakayama’s Lemma).

This observation gives us the first part of the proposition.

Now let us suppose that ker(w) does not belong to the support of the 7T-module Sel?0 (Q)V.
Localizing all the modules in the commutative diagram (B9) at every height one prime ideal q of R
and using the Snake Lemma, we obtain the following short exact sequence:

0 — ker(u)q — (Sel§° Q)Y @7 R)q — (SelEO (Q)V)q — (coker(u)), — 0.

wop
Note that assumption (2)) tells us that the global-to-local map QS%%Q is surjective. So, the induced
map (¢§00 Q)V on the Pontryagin duals is injective. We get the following equality in the divisor group
of R:

(40) Div < ker(u)) + Div <Se1§%g(<@)v> = Div <Se1§0 Q)Y &7 R) + Div <coker(u)> .
The exact sequence of torsion R-modules
\
0 — ker(u) — Tor] (R H° (Ip, %) ) 2 Tor] (R, H’(Gx,D,)") — coker(u) — 0,
e
gives us the following equality of divisors in R:
(41)

\
Div(ker(u)) + Div (Torr (R,H"(Gx,D,)") ) = Div (Torr <R, HO (Ip7 %) ) ) + Div (coker(u)).
iI"D, .

Combining equations (40) and (41]), we get the desired equality of divisors stated in the proposition.
O

4. THEOREM
4.1. THE SETUP IN DASGUPTA’S FACTORIZATION

We will follow the summary of Hida’s works ([19], [20], etc) given in Section 2 of the paper by
Emerton, Pollack and Weston [7].

Remark 7. We would like to make a remark about the hypotheses [RR] and [p-D1s] In general, the
Galois representation, associated to the Hida family F', is only known to take values in the fraction
field of R. The hypothesis [RRI allows us to find an integral model for that Galois representation.
See Proposition 2.2.7 in [7]. Similarly, in general (without assuming the validity of [p-DIs)), one only
has a Gal(Q,/Qj)-equivariant filtration (similar to the one given in below) over the fraction
field of R. See Proposition 2.2.9 in [7].

Due to the hypothesis we have the following short exact sequence of free R-modules that
is Gal(Q,/Q,)-equivariant:

Lp
Filt Ly

(Fil-pp) 0—FiltLp — Lp — — 0.
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Here Fil™ Ly and F11L+FLF are free R-modules of rank 1.

o We let 0p : Gal(Q,/Q,) — R* denote the action of Gal(Q@,/Qj) on Fil™ Lp.

o We let ep : Gal(Q,/Q,) — R* denote the action of Gal(Q,/Qp) on F11L+—FLF Here, the
character ep is unramified at p and ep(Frob,) = a,(F).

e Theorem 2.2.1 in [7] describes the following properties of the determinant of the Galois
representation pp:

(42)  Image (det(pr)) C O][x]], Image (det(pr)) € O, ker(det(pr)) = Gal(Qx/H),

where H is a finite extension of the cyclotomic Z, extension Q.

To the Galois representations pg3 : Gy, — GL4(T[[I]]) and 7o pg3 : Gy — GL4(R[[T]]), we
associated the following modules:

Las == Homy (Lr ®i, T, Lr ®i, T) (x) @7 T[[I]](x "), Ly :=Homg (Lr,Lr) (x) ®r R[[[))(x™1),
Fil* La s := Homr (Lr ®i, T,Fil"Lr ®i, T) (x) @7 T[T)(x~"),  Fil"Lr := Homp (L, Fil*Lr) (x) ®r R[] (s "),
L4,3 Lp _1 L Lr 1
J ~H Lr®i T, ————— R4, T T’ ; =H Lr, =——— R[C .
i = tomy (L 90, T it 0 T) (00 92 T, e = Homa (Le, ) (0 @ ROV )

We get the following filtrations associated to pg3 and 7o pyg3:

. . Ly
Fil- 0= Fil"Lyg — Lyg3 - ——2— — 0.
(Fil-pg 3) 1T Ly 3 43 Fil" Las

. . + s
(Fil-7 0 pg 3) 0—Fil"L,— L — 7Fil+L7T — 0.

Remark 8. Note that T'[[I']] is a coproduct in the category of complete semi-local Noetherian O-
algebras (with respect to the maps i1 (R) — T[[I']], i2(R) — TI[I']] and O[[I']] — T[I']]). One can
consider the set C of all continuous O-algebra homomorphisms ¢ : T[[I']] — @, that is defined
uniquely by considering the following maps:

il(R) > RZ5TQ,,  i2(R) S>RTQ, or:T Q.

Here, we allow the ring homomorphisms ¢ and s to vary over all the classical specializations of
F subject to the following restriction on their weights:

weight (p2) > weight(¢1) > 2.

We also allow ¢r to vary over all the continuous group homomorphisms I' — @; of finite order.
This set C, which is a subset of Homeopt (T[[F]],@p), is called the critical set of specializations
(following Greenberg’s terminology in [10]) associated to pg3. The p-adic L-function 43 satisfies
an interpolation property that relates p(43), for every ¢ € C, to the value at s = 1 of a complex
L-function associated to the Galois representation ¢ o py4 3.

One can also consider associating a Selmer group to ps 3 corresponding to the following filtration:

Ly
GtLys

0— G Lys— Las—

L
— 0, where G" Ly 3 := Homy (ﬁ ®i, T, Lp ®i, T) (0) @ T[T (k).
i1t Ly

This filtration also ensures that py 3 satisfies the “Panchishkin condition” (though one must modify
the critical set of specializations). In our arguments, it is essential that 7o ps 3 does not inherit this
filtration.
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We also have the following short exact sequence of free R[[I']]-modules that is Gal(Q,/Qp)-
equivariant:

(43)
Lp Ly
Filt Ly FiltLp

Lr
FiltLp

0—>HomR<

) (x) ®r R[T])(k™") — Le Hompg <Fil+LF7

Fil* L, ) (x) ®r R[[T])(x") — 0.

We have the 3-dimensional trace-zero adjoint representation Ad°(pr) : Gy — GL3(R) associated
to pr. Let AdO(LF) denote the free R-module of rank 3 on which Gy acts to let us obtain the
Galois representation Ad°(pr). We can consider the following free R-submodules of Ad’(Lr) that
are Gal(Q,/Qp)-equivariant:

0 CFil*""Ad%(Lp) C Fil*YAd*(Lr) € Ad(Lp),

Rank=1 Rank=2

where

eS . L
Fil*YAd°(Lp) = ker ( Homp(Lp, Lp) - Homp | FilTLp, —2—
FiltLp

>> NAd°(Lp),

L
;jeven 0 _ F s+

As Gal(Q,/Qp)-modules, we have

Fil*dAdO (L)
Fil*vn AdY (L)

Ad°(Lr)
Fil*d4Ad (L)

Let Lso denote the free R[[I']]-module on which Gy acts to let us obtain pgo (which equals
Ad%(pr)(x) ® K1), Let

Fil™"Ad°(Lr) = R(ez'oF),

1%

~ R, R(erdzh).

_— Fil*"" Ad®(Lr)(x) ®r R[[T)](x™1), if x is even.
Fil"Lg o = odd A 10 -1 P
’ Fil*““Ad°(LF)(x) ®r R[[T]](s~"), if x is odd
This gives us the filtration (which depends on the parity of x) for ps .
: : L3
Fil- 0 — FiltLgs — L39 — ———— — 0.
(Fil-p32) iI" L3 2 3,2 Fil* L

Our observations along with ([@3)) lead us to the following short exact sequence:

Lp Lp _
@) 0— tomn () (0 0r BC ) —
RI) e )
L F _
— —r — H FiltLp, —— R[l h—o.
e o (Fi* L, 12 ) (1) @ RITY)
0
AdY (L
(Fievenaid iy ) CO®RBITI () (Fel ) Cosm I

The Pontryagin duals of the primitive and non-primitive Selmer group for p; o can be described
in terms of primitive and non-primitive classical Iwasawa modules. Such a description is detailed
in [9] and [13]. Let L1 equal R[[I']](xx~!). We let

L if v is even
1+ o 1,25 X
Fil" Lo = { 0, if x is odd.
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This gives us the filtration (which depends on parity of x) for py 2.

: . Ly
Fil- 0= Fil" Lo — Lo — ——— — 0.
(Fil-p1,2) iI" Ly 2 12 Fil L1
Similar to ([Bl), we also have the following isomorphism of R[[I']]-modules that is Gx-equivariant:
(45) Lr=L3s® L.

4.2. THE PROOF OF THEOREM

First note that we have a commutative diagram (@) with the following properties: The top row
in (40]) is exact. The bottom row in (@) is coexact in dimension one (see the definition of an coexact
in dimension one sequence in Appendix [Al).

(46) 0 —— H'(Gx, Dy, ,) HY(Gs, Dropy ) —— H'(Gx, D

) ——0

p3,2
= b} =
l¢ l(b l¢>
r r r
D o D "o D :
1 P1,2 - 1 TOoP4.3 - 1 P3,2
O - H (Ip’ Fil+Dpl 2 > H Ip7 Fi1+D7rOP4 3 H Ip7 Fi1+DP3 2

The exactness of the top row of (46]) follows immediately from the decomposition (5] that lets us
obtain the following isomorphism:

(47) Hl(GE’DWOM,s) = Hl(GEv Dps,z) D Hl(GE’Dﬁl,z)-

We now show that the bottom row is coexact in dimension one. It is easier to first consider the case
when x is even. In this case, (4] gives us the following implications:

FP
D D
(48) =2 —=0 = H'(I,, =2 =0
Fil"D,, , Fil"D,, ,
r, r,
.13_770/%,3 ~ .‘lzp3,2 — Hl I;m .1177094,3 ng I;m .‘?_P&z )
Fil" Dropyy,  FilT Dy, , Fil™ Dropy 5 Fil™ Dy, ,

Now consider the case when x is odd. Since the inertia group I, has p-cohomological dimension
one, ([44) lets us obtain the commutative diagram whose rows are exact.

D D Drop D,
HO I i r3,2 Hl I _ £1,2 Hl I _ 4,3 Hl I 3.2 0
P FllJerSY2 P FllJerL2 P F11+D7\'0p413 P Fll*Dp&2
lFrobpl lFrobpl lFrobpl lFrobpl
D D D D
0 r3,2 1 r1,2 1 TOPr4,3 1 P32
H (Ip’ FilJer3 5 ) H (Ip’ FilJer1 5 ) H (Ip’ Fil*DmP4 3 ) H (Ip’ Fil*Dpa1 5 ) 0

The Frobenius Frob,, is a topological generator for the pro-cyclic group I',. Observe that we have
the following isomorphisms:

_ D D
H° | Gal =2 ) 2 HO T, HO | I, =22 —
< al(Q,/Qp) FiltD ) P PPFiItD

P32 P3,2

D rob, — D
o <HO <IP’F11+%2 ) e (Ip’Fiﬁ%z ))
P3.,2 P3,2
We will now show that

v
(A) HY <Ip, F.ﬁ%) is a torsion RJ[[[']]-module, and
v Hegp
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v
(B) H° <Gal(@p/(@p) &> is a pseudo-null R[[I']]-module.

P Filt Dy, ,

These statements along with Lemma will then show that the bottom row of (IZEI_) is coexact
in dimension one. Statement follows from Proposition [LTL When x is odd, Gal(Q,/Q,) acts

D
on ﬁ by the character 5;16FX/{_1, which equals the character det(pF)_lm_lxe%. In this
03,2
v
D
case, the group I', acts on H 0 I, i f;’z ) via ge;2, for some character ¢ of finite order. Ob-
P32

serve also that ep(Froby,), which equals a,(F'), is not an element of O. This is because the value
that a,(F") takes at classical specializations of F' varies as one varies the weight (see Lemma 3.2

v
in [18]). Let @ be a prime ideal contained in the support of H° <Gal(@p/@p) &> . The

P Filt Dy,
prime ideal ) should contain the element ge}z (Froby,) — 1, which is a non-zero element of R. Propo-

sition [IT] tells us that there exists a monic polynomial h(s) in R[s] such that h() annihilates
v

HO (Gal(@p/Qp), FHD+’)7;§32> . The prime ideal @) must also contain this element h(7yy). As a re-

sult, the height of the prime ideal @) must be at least two. Statement also follows.

Taking the Pontryagin dual of all the modules in the commutative diagram (46]) and considering
the localization with respect to the prime ideal (0) in R[[T']], we get the following isomorphism over
the fraction field of R[[I']]:

Sel20 (Q)Y @ gypry) Frac(R[[T]]) =, SelXo Q)Y @ gypry) Frac(R[[T]]).

P3,2 Topa,3
We have used the fact that the R[[I']]-module Sel§1°2(Q)V is known to be torsion (see [25]) and

the fact that the global-to-local map ¢§102 defining the non-primitive Selmer group Sel?l"2 (Q) is

surjective (see Proposition [[7)). We have shown that the hypothesis [AD —TOR] holds if and only
if Sel0 ~ (Q)Y is a torsion R[[I']]-module.

TOp4,3

Suppose [AD — TOR] holds. Taking the Pontryagin dual of all the modules in the commutative
diagram ([46]) and considering the localizations with respect to every height one prime ideal p in
RJ[[T']], a snake lemma argument will yield the following short exact sequence:

0— <Se1§3<{2(@)v)p = (SelZs,, , (Q)V)p > (el (Q)V)p 0.

We have once again used the fact that the R[[I']]-module Sel?lO ,(Q)Y is known to be torsion and
that the map ¢§102 is surjective. This gives us the following equality of divisors in R][[I']]:

(49) Div (selfgm (@)V> — Div (sel,?sﬁg (@)V> + Div <Se1§1<{2 (@)V> .
The decomposition in (45) also gives us the following isomorphism for all primes v € ¥:
Loc(v, 7 o pa3) = Loc(v, p3.2) @ Loc(v, p1.2).
This completes the proof of Theorem [21

Remark 9. Consider the following two special cases:

(1) When x is even, (48] holds.
(2) When F is a CM-Hida family, we have the decomposition of Gal(Q,/Q,)-modules:

D7T004,3 ~ Dps,z Dpl,z

Fil*Drop,,  FilTD,,, ~ FilTD,
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Following the proof of Theorem ] it is in these cases that one can establish the following decom-
position of non-primitive Selmer groups:

SelXd,, ,(Q) = Sel;? (Q) @ Sel>?, (Q).

5. ISSUES RELATED TO PRIMITIVITY
5.1. DIFFERENCES BETWEEN PRIMITIVE AND NON-PRIMITIVE SELMER GROUPS

Throughout this section, we will assume that the hypothesis[AD — TORJholds. That is Sel§3° ) Q)Y

is a torsion R[[I']]-module. The proof of Proposition 5.1ldoes not rely on Theorem 2]and Theorem Bl
Using Theorem 2land Theorem [3] one can deduce that whenever the hypothesis[AD — TORIis valid,

Seli0 ,(Q)Y is a torsion T'[[T']]-module. We would first like to observe that as a direct consequence

of Proposition 5], we have the following equality in the divisor group of T'[[I']]:
Div <Sel§£3(@)v) - Z Div (Loc(u, p4,3)v) = Div (Selp‘m(@)v) — Div (HO(GE, D;4,3)v> .
vEYQ
We have the following equalities in the divisor group of R[[I']]:

Div <Sel§3‘)72(@)v) - Z Div (Loc(v, p3,2)") = Div (Sel,, ,(Q)") — Div (HO(GE, D;s’z)v> .
vEY

Div (selfgz(@)V) — 3" Div (Loc(v, p1.2)") = Div (Sel,, ,(Q)") — Div (HO(GZ, D;M)V) .

vEY

It is this observation that enables us to write the main conjectures [MC-py4 3| [MC-p3 ol and [MC-p1 9
in terms of the non-primitive Selmer group (instead of the primitive Selmer group), the local factors
away from p and the primitive p-adic L-function, as mentioned in the introduction.

Proposition 5.1. We have the following exact sequence:
(50) 0 — Sel, , Q) — Sel?ﬁ2 Q) — H Loc(v, p1,2) — coker(¢p, ,) — 0.
vEYQ

In the divisor group of R][[']], we have
Div (coker(¢,, ,)") = Div (HO(GZ, D’ )V> .

£1,2

In addition if we assume[AD — TOR] holds, we also have the following exact sequences:

(51) 0 — Sely, 4(Q) — Sell? (@) — [] Loc(v, paz) — 0.
vEY
(52) 0 — Sel; ,(Q) — Sel?soy2 Q) — H Loc(v, p3,2) — coker(¢p, ,) — 0.
vEY

The map ¢y, , is surjective. In the divisor group of T[['], we have

Div(H°(Gy, D%, .)¥) = 0.

P4,3

In the divisor group of R[[I']], we have
Div (coker(¢p,,)") = Div (HO(GE, D7 )v> .

3,2
The proof of Proposition [£.1] follows from Proposition [[.7] along with Lemmas -
Lemma 5.2 (Cokernel of ¢, ). The map ¢, , is surjective. The T[[I']]-module H(Gx, D3, )" is

P43
pseudo-null .
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Proof. Consider a character ¥ : Gx;, — A(T)*. Here, A(T) denotes the algebraic closure of the
fraction field of T. By Proposition [[.T0] (and following the notations there), it suffices to show

H°(Gy, Voi (1)) 20, where

Vs y(w) = Homp) <LF ®i, A(T), Lr ®4 A(T)(X_lxp‘l’)>-

Recall that T is an integral extension of O[[z1, x2]], where 21 and x5 are used to denote the “weight
variables”. Let 01 : Gy — GL2(A(T)) and 03 : Gy, — GL2(A(T)) be the Galois representations given
by the action of Gy on Lr ®;, A(T)(x *xp¥) and Lr ®;, A(T) respectively. The representations
o1 and oy are both irreducible. We will simply show that that the semi-simplifications of o1 | 1, and
03 |1, are not the same.

e Let 03 |7, denote the restriction of o3 to the inertia subgroup at p. The semisimplification
of o3 |1, is a direct sum of two characters: iz o dp and the trivial character. By (@2), the
image of the character iz o §F lies inside O[[z3]] but not inside O.

e Let o1 |7, denote the restriction of o1 to the inertia subgroup at p. The semisimplification
of o1 |1, is a direct sum of two characters: (i;00p)x ™ *xp¥ and x~'x,¥. By (@2), the image
of 41 o dp lies inside O[[z1]] but not inside O.

Note that O[[z1]] N O[[xz2]] = O. As a result, both the ratios % and Wg% are

valued in O[[z1]] and hence cannot equal @ So, the semi-simplifications of o1 |7, and o2 |1,
cannot be isomorphic. Consequently, o1 and g9 cannot be isomorphic as Gx-representations over
A(T). Using these observations, we can now conclude that H°(G's, Vo 3(\1/)) = 0. 0

Lemma 5.3 (Cokernel of ¢,, ,). In the divisor group of R[[I'], we have the following equality:
Div (coker(¢,, ,)") = Div (HO(GZ, D’ )V> .

p1,2
Proof. Since x is a finite character, it is possible to write x as the product ¢ - 7, where the two

characters ¢ and 7 are described below.

e ¢: Gy — O is a finite character such that @ker(g) N Qs = Q.

o 7: Gy —» I' = R[[I']]* is a finite character that factors through Gal(Q/Q).
The cyclotomic character x, can be written as a product ws. Here w : Gy, — O™ is the Te-
ichmuller character and » : Gy — I’ S+ pZy — O is the natural Galois character that
factors through I The Galois representation pj, equals ¢ lwr lxk. Note that the character

77 ek 0 Gy — R[[T]]* factors through I'. First suppose ¢~ 'w is non-trivial. Then Gy acts non-
trivially on V_-1,,g, for all characters ¥ : Gy, — A(R)* that factor through I'. Here, A(R) is the
algebraic closure of the fraction field of R and V_-1,y is the one-dimensional A(R) vector space
on which Gy, acts by ¢ 'wW¥. By Proposition [[10, the map Gpy 18 surjective and H°(Gx, D* )Y

£1,2

is a pseudo-null R[[I'}]-module. Hence in this case, Div (coker(¢,, ,)") = Div (HO(GZ, Dy, 2)V> = 0.
Now let us suppose ¢~ lw is trivial. In this case,
<)Y TS (- Vo R[]
(53) 1 (6. 0;,,) = 1 (Gs BT om) = oo

Also, FilJerL2 equals zero since x (which equals wr in this case) is an odd character. The inflation-
restriction exact sequence gives us the following equality:

H" (T, H (I, D, ,)) = ker <H1(Gal(@p /Qp) Do y) =25 H' (I, Dyy )™ >
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The residual representation associated to py 2 is ramified at p (since the residual representation asso-
ciated to the Teichmuller character w is ramified at p). This lets us conclude that H° (I,, Dpl,z) =0.
Hence, ker(a,) = 0. One can apply Proposition [L7 to obtain the isomorphism coker(¢, ,)" =
Hl(Gg,Liz)tor. If ¢ is a non-zero annihilator for Hl(Gz,Liz)tor, then so is &(77 1 ser(y0) — 1).
Equation (I2) gives us the following isomorphism of R][[I']]-modules:

R[]

54 coker Ve HYGx, L} 5)tor = (©) ~ .

oy Ona) S G Bdor = (6 T 1) (7 Tom(0) — D)

From equations (53) and (54)), note that all the R[[T']]-modules appearing in (54]) are isomorphic to
v

H° <Gg, D* > . As a result, we have Div (coker(¢,, ,)¥) = Div (HO(Gg,D* )V> O

1,2 P1,2

Remark 10. Since we haven’t placed any restrictions on the Dirichlet character x, note that Lemma
[(.3lis valid for the cyclotomic deformation of any Dirichlet character. We shall use this fact to prove
Lemma

The investigation of coker(¢,;,) will depend on whether F' is a CM-Hida family or not (see
section 3 of [24] for a definition of CM Hida families). If F' is a not a CM Hida family, the adjoint
representation Ad’(pp) is absolutely irreducible over the fraction field of R. Using Corollary [L11]
we have the following lemma:

Lemma 5.4 (Cokernel of ¢, , - Non CM-Hida family). Suppose F' is not a CM Hida family.
e The R|[[T]]-module H°(Gy,, D% )V is pseudo-null.

P3,2
o The map ¢p, is surjective.
Suppose now that F is a CM Hida family with complex multiplication by the imaginary quadratic
field K (where the prime p splits). In this case, pp = Indg?; (), for some continuous character
¢ : Gal(Q/K) — R* (see Proposition 3.2 in [24]). That is, we have the following isomorphism of

free R-modules that is Gx-equivariant:

(55) Lp 2 Indg? (R(9)).

Let ¢ : Gal(Q/Q) — {#£1} be the quadratic character associated to K. Let ¢ denote any lift in
Gal(Q/Q) of the non-trivial element of Gal(K/Q). We define the character ¢° : Gal(Q/K) — R*

as follows -
©°(g) == @(cge™), for all g € Gal(Q/K).

Since the prime p splits in the imaginary quadratic field K, one can view the decomposition
group Gal(Q,/Qy) as a subgroup of Gal(Q/K). This observation along with (55) tells us that, for
a CM Hida-family, the Galois representation pg splits locally at p. That is, we have the following
isomorphism of free R-modules that is Gal(Q,/Qj)-equivariant:

Lr =2 R(6r) ® R(ep).

As a result, we have
(56) L3a { RITN (0 erxs™) @ R[[T)(xx™1), if x is even

FilT L3, RT) (05 erxr™), if y is odd
Let Q : Gy — GLo(R[[I']]) be the Galois representation given by Ind(g <%). Let Lo)gk-1 and
L (x)ox—1 denote the free R[[I']]-modules on which G, acts to let us obtain Q(x)®x ! and e(x)@x .
Using (B3)), we have the following isomorphism of R[[I']]-modules that is Gx-equivariant:
(57) L372 = LQ(X)®1171 @ L€(X)®I£71‘
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One can form primitive Selmer groups SelQ(X)®,(1(Q) and Sela(x)@mq(@) corresponding to the
following filtrations:

L o
(Fil-Q(x) @ r 1) 0 = Fil™ Lopyen 1 = Loper 1 = —2 " 0,
Fll LQ(X)®K71
Le(yon-
(Fil—e(x) & Ii_l) 0— Fﬂ+L€(X)®H71 — Ls(x)(gm*l — ch)®n”? — 0.

Fil* L. ()1
Here, we have L, (,)gx-1 = R[[[])(exx~1), and
_ - 0 if x is even
a4+ . 1 1 it — ) X
Fil LQ(X)®’€71 = R[[PH(EF 5FX/£ ), Fil LE(x)®R*1 = { R[[F]](&X/{_l), if Y is odd
Locally, we have the following decomposition of free R[[I']]-modules that is Gal(Q, /Q,)-equivariant:

L3y . Loges: Lepo@n—

Fil*Lzy  Fil*Lonyge-1  FilT L (yge-1
The decompositions (57)) and (58) allow us to obtain the following isomorphisms:

Selps ,(Q) = Selger—1(Q) © Sele(yzr—1(Q), coker (¢, ,) = coker (doy)or—1) © coker(dq(y)@r-1)-
Since pr is absolutely irreducible, the 2-dimensional representation () is also absolutely irre-

v
ducible. By Corollary [LTT} the R[[I']]-module H° (GZ, DB(X)@W,l) is pseudo-null. The isomor-

(58)

phism
H (G, Dy ,) 2 H (G, Dt ) @ HY (G, Dyt )
then gives us the following equality in the divisor group of R[[I']]:

Div <H0 (Gs. D;w)V) — Div <H0 (Gs. D;(X)%l)V) .

By Corollary [LTIl the map ¢q(y)gk-1 is surjective. This tells us that

coker(qﬁpw) = COker(%(x)@n*l )-

Lemma [5.3] (see also Remark [I0) gives us the following equality in the divisor group of R[[I']]:
Div (coker (¢ (yyzs-1)") = Div (H (G, Djyzn-1)") -

These observations give us the following lemma:

Lemma 5.5 (Cokernel of ¢,,, - CM Hida family). In the divisor group of R|[[T']], we have the
equality Div (HO(GE, D )v> = Div (coker(dp, ,)")-

3,2
5.2. DIVISORS ASSOCIATED TO LOCAL FACTORS AWAY FROM p

Just as the main conjecture formulated in [I0] relates the primitive p-adic L-function and the
primitive Selmer group, one should be able to formulate an equivalent conjecture relating the non-
primitive p-adic L-function and the non-primitive Selmer group. We avoid stating this conjecture
here since we avoid mentioning the non primitive p-adic L-function in this paper. For a description
of the non-primitive p-adic L-functions, the interested reader is referred to [5] (for the 4-dimensional
representation pyg 3) and to [36] (for the 3-dimensional representation p32). The differences between
the non-primitive p-adic L-functions and the non-primitive Selmer groups can be described in terms
of Euler factors at primes v € 3. The divisors generated by these Euler factors are exactly equal to
the divisors generated by the local factors at primes v € ¥y that came up in Proposition [5.1], while
studying the differences between the primitive and the non-primitive Selmer groups. The purpose of
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Proposition is to calculate the divisors attached to these local factors at all primes v € ¥g. The
proof of Proposition follows the proof of Proposition 2.4 in [16]. There is one slight difference.
In [16], the authors work with Galois groups over Q, while we work with Galois groups over Q.

Let R be an integrally closed local domain that is also a finite integral extension of Z,[[u1, . . ., uy]].
Let v be a non-archimedean prime in 3. Consider a continuous representation ¢ : Gal(Q, /Q,) —

GL4(R). Let £ denote the underlying free R-module of rank d on which Gal(Q,/Q,) acts. Let
D = L®x R. Let M = H'(I,,D)". By Proposition 3.3 in [11], the R-module M is torsion-free.
Let V = M ®g K, where K denotes the fraction field of R. We shall let m equal the dimension of V
as a vector space over K. If we let W equal L&g IC, local duality gives us the following isomorphism:

V=~ H° (L,, Hom (W, /C(Xp))>.

We denote the Frobenius at the prime v by Frob,. The Frobenius Frob, is a topological generator
for the Galois group I', = Gal(Q,/Q,)/I,. The Frobenius Frob, acts on the R-module M and
hence on the vector space V. Let B denote the m x m matrix that gives the action of Frob, on V.
Using local duality and the fact that I'), is pro-cyclic, we have the following isomorphisms:

M
(Frob, — 1)M

Note that all of the R-modules, appearing in the isomorphisms given in (59]), are isomorphic to
Loc(v, 0)V. Consider the following hypothesis:

\

(59) ~ HYT,,M) = (Hl(IV,D)F“> .

1-EV 1 is not an eigenvalue for the matrix B.
Assuming hypothesis [[=EEV] holds, we have the following short exact sequence:

0— M ZP=h A BT, M) — 0.

If p is a height one prime ideal in R, then R, is a DVR. Since the R-module M is torsion-free,
M, is a free Rp-module of rank m. Using these observations, we obtain the following proposition:

Proposition 5.6. If[I-EV] holds, we have the following equality in the divisor group of R:

Div (Hl(Fy,M)> = Div (HO(FV,HI(L,,D))V> = Div (ﬁ(ei - 1)) ;

i=1
where the values e; correspond to the eigenvalues of the matriz B.

Note that the hypothesis [=FEV] holds if and only if H'(I',, M) is R-torsion. As a result of
Proposition 5.7 (which follows from Corollary [[.3)), the hypothesis [=EV] does hold for ps 3, 7o pa 3,
p3,2 and py 2. This completes the study of the divisors associated to the local factors at v € 3.

Proposition 5.7. Let v € ¢ be a prime. The T[[T']]-module Loc(v, pa3)¥ is torsion. The R[[T]]-
modules Loc(v,m o pa3)Y, Loc(v, p32)” and Loc(v, p12)Y are also torsion.

6. THEOREM [3

6.1. FINITENESS OF THE PROJECTIVE DIMENSION OF Sel§4°3(@)v

Proposition 6.1. Suppose the Pontryagin dual of the non-primitive Selmer group Sel§4°3 (Q)Y is
T[[T]]-torsion. For every height two prime ideal Q containing the height one prime ideal ker(7) in

T[], the projective dimension of Selﬁf3 (Q)Y @7y T[[[]q as a T[[T]]g-module is finite.
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Proof. Let @ be a height two prime ideal in T'[[T']] containing the height one prime ideal ker(7). Let
S denote the multiplicative set T[[I']]\ Q. The global-to-local map ¢§403 is surjective (see Proposition

[L7) which gives us the following short exact sequence:

I
D P
0— (Hl (Ip, ﬁ) ) — H'(Gx, Dy, )" — Sel20, (@)Y — 0.
P4,3

To prove the proposition, it will be sufficient to show that the localizations of

Vv
HY(Gx,D,, )" (1, —Deas v
1 P4.3 ) P Fﬂ+Dp4Y3

at the multiplicative set S have finite projective dimension over S~1T[[T]].

The p-cohomological dimension of Gy is less than or equal to 2 (Proposition 8.3.18 in [33]).
Also H*(Gs, Dy, ,) = 0 (Proposition [LA). If S~! (H°(Gx,D,,,)Y) = 0, the projective dimen-
sion of S~ (H"(Gx, Dy, ,)") over ST'T[I'] is finite. By Proposition [T and Lemma [LI6, if
S~ (H(Gx, Dy, ,)Y) is not zero, then S™'T[[I']] is a regular local ring. Finitely generated modules
over regular local rings have finite projective dimension. As a result, in this case too, the projective
dimension of S~! (H%(Gx, D, ,)") over ST'T[[I']] is finite. By Proposition 2.5, the projective di-
mension of S~ (H'(Gy, Dy, ,)¥) over S'T[[I']] is also finite.

The p-cohomological dimension of Gal(Q,/Q,) is less than or equal to 2. Let W; denote the
v v
T[[[]]-module H* <Gal(@p/@p) %> . Let Vg denote H° <I %> . We have W =0

" Filt Dy, o P> FilTDpy 4
(by Proposition [4). If S™'Wy = 0, then S~'Wj has finite projective dimension over S~T'[[T]].
By Proposition [Tl and Lemma [[LT6] if S~'Wj is not zero, then S™'T[[I']] is a regular local ring.
As a result in this case too, S™'Wj has finite projective dimension over S~!T[[']]. By Proposition
2.5 the projective dimension of S~'W; over S~IT[[']] is finite. Using a similar argument, we can
conclude that the projective dimension of S=1V; over S™!'T[]] is finite. We have the following
short exact sequence:

b_
(60) 0—>1/0F”—>1/0M>%—>W0—>0.

As a result of (B0), the projective dimension of S~! <V0Fp > over S~IT([T] is also finite. Considering
the Pontryagin dual of the short exact sequence given by inflation-restriction, we get the following

short exact sequence:
rp\ Vv
1 DP4,3 I'p
0= | H | Ipy oo - Wi = Vy? =0.
Fil*D,, ,

1’\ \/
D p
Our observations now let us conclude that the localization of <H ! <Ip, ﬁ) > at the
P4.3

multiplicative set S also has finite projective dimension over S~!T[[T']]. The proposition follows. [J

6.2. CONTROL THEOREM FOR THE NON-PRIMITIVE SELMER GROUP Selffg(@)

To relate SelZ0  (Q)Y to Sel>° (Q)Y ®7ry) RI[T]], we can use Proposition

TOpP4,3 4,3
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Proposition 6.2. Sel>  (Q)Y is a torsion R[[T]]-module if and only if the height one prime ideal

TOp4 3

ker(m) in T[[T]] does not belong to the support of Sel>° (Q)V.

4,3

Suppose Sel>2,  (Q)Y is a torsion R[[[']]-module. We have the following equality in the divisor

TOp4 3

group of R[[I']):

Div (selgga(@)v Sy R[[P]]> + Div (TorlT“F” (R[]}, H*(Gs, Dy, ,)Y) > = Div (selfgm (@)V>.

Proof. Let

Y
D
_ g0 v _ 170 P43
M = H"(Gx, Dy, )", N=H <Ip, m) .
To show that a finitely generated R[[I']]-module is torsion we will show that, as a T'[[I']]-module, its

localization at the prime ideal ker(7) is zero. For all ¢ > 1, the R][[[']]-modules Torgp[[r” (R[[T]], M)
and Tor; (R[[[']], N) are torsion due the following isomorphisms:

- o e T e
Tor 1 (RIT), M)yerry = Tory " (R her(m)s Micrm)) = 0.

T[T ~ T[IMker(x
Tor; " (RITT), M)y = Tor; ) (RIMlker(rys Nier(m)) = 0.

To obtain the above isomorphisms, we have made use of Proposition [I.I] which provides a monic
polynomial h(s) in T'[s] with the property that h(~y) annihilates M and N. This element h(7vp) is
not in the kernel of the map 7 : T'[[I']] — R][I']] and consequently

Mkor(w) = Nkcr(w) =0.

By Proposition 3.2 Sel>0 ~ (Q)V is a torsion R[[I']]-module if and only if the height one prime ideal

Topa,3
ker(mw) in T'[[T']] does not belong to the support of Sel§4°3 (Q)Y. Let us now verify the remaining

hypotheses given in Proposition Any height two prime ideal @ containing ker(w) and in the
support of M or N would also have to contain h(vp). By Lemma [[.T6] for such a prime ideal @, the
local ring T'[[I']] would have to be regular. By Proposition [7] the global-to-local map defining the
non-primitive Selmer group Selfgp‘h3 (Q) is surjective. These observations verify all the remaining
hypotheses given in Proposition Since we will need one of the observations later, we state it

separately as a lemma.

Lemma 6.3. If Q is a height two prime ideal in T[[T']] containing ker(w) and in the support of the
T[[T]]-module N, then T[[I']lg is a regular local ring.

To complete the proof of this Proposition using Proposition B.2] it only remains to show the
following equality in the divisor group of R[[I']]:

Div <Torf“r” (RITT, Ny, > =0.

In fact, we will prove that Torr{HFH (R[[T]], N) is a pseudo-null R[[[']]-module. To do so, let us
consider a height two prime ideal @ in T'[[I']] containing ker(m). Let us assume for the sake of

contradiction that ) belongs to the support of Torflp[m] (R[[T]], N). It must then belong to the
support of N too because we have the following isomorphism:

Tor; "N (R[T]], V), 2 Tor] "2 (R[[T]q. No) -
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Note that this also forces h(7y) to belong to Q). As a result, @NT must equal the height one prime
ideal given by the kernel of the map 7pp : T — R. The extension Tyer(ry ) — T[[I]]q is flat. By

flat base-change theorems for Tor (Proposition 3.2.9 in [40]), we have the following isomorphisms:

T[[Tlq riryle (Tl
o) Torl 9 (R, o) = Tor] 1 (112 o )

Tker(?\'F F) ®Tker(7r ) [[ ]]Q Tkel‘(ﬂ' )
=To o Lker(mr,r) T N
o ker(wF)F) ®Tker(7\'F,F) I HQ, Q
Tyer(rp, ) chr(rrF F)
~ T : Deerarr) )
on <ker(7rF7F) e

The modules in equation (Il above are zero if Ng is a flat Tyer(rp py-module.  To obtain our
contradiction, and hence complete the proof of this proposition, it suffices to show that Ng is a flat
Txer(np, p)-module.

Lemma 6.4. Nq is a flat Tyer(ry )-module.

By Ngq, we mean the localization of N at the multiplicative set T[[I']] \ Q. By Nyer(ry ), We will
mean the localization of N at the multiplicative set 1"\ ker(mr ). We have an inclusion of sets
T\ ker(rp,r) C T[]\ Q. If we show that Niey(rp ) is a flat Tier(rp )-module, then Ng will turn
out to be a flat Tier(ry -module as well. We shall show that Nyer(rp ) 1S @ free Tier(ry, ,-module
in the remaining part of the proof; this will complete the proof of the Proposition.

Lemma 6.5. Nie(ry ) @5 a free Tier(np )-module

Let m, be the unique prime above p in Q and I, be the corresponding inertia subgroup.
Proposition [I.T] gives us the following isomorphism of 7T'[[I']]-modules:

\% \Y
N (1, Des ) apo(g, Derro )
P FiTD,, "Rt D

pr,F(X)

Note that the discrete modules D () and Fil+DpF ()3

prr(X), are defined just as the dlscrete modules D, , and F11+Dp43, associated to the Galois
representation py 3, are defined. The description of these discrete modules given in Section [ along
with the observation that the restrictions to I, of the characters x and ep are trivial, let us obtain
the following I, - equivariant isomorphism of 7T-modules:

v
DPF F(x) ) 1
————— | =Lr,;T(x )
<F11+Dpp,p(x) '

associated to the Galois representation

Using Pontryagin duality (Theorem 2.6.9 in [33]), we get the following isomorphism of T-modules:
N =M, (I, Lr;, T(x")).

Here Ho(I,,,Lp ®;, T(x"')) denotes the maximal quotient of Ly ®;, T(x ') on which I, acts
trivially. For the free T-module Lr ®;, T(x~'), one can choose a basis {e1, ez} such that the action

0 X
element of i1 (R) for each element g in I,,. Observe that by (@2), the restriction of the character
det(pr) to I, is finite order (recall that 7, is a prime above p in the cyclotomic Z, extension Q).
Observe also that the character x is of finite order. So there exists a closed subgroup 7 inside I,
of finite index such that for all g € Z, the action of g on Lp ®;, T(x~!) (with respect to the basis

{e1,e3}) is given the 2 x 2 matrix < é dig >

-1
of every element g in I, is given by the 2 x 2 matrix < X~ (g)det(pr(g)) fig(g) ) Here, dg is an
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Note that p ¢ ker(mrr) and hence p is invertible in Tiq
in Tyer(np p)- By Lemma [B. to show that Nier(rp S
show that the localization of Ho(Z, Lr ®;, T(x™')) at the prime ideal ker(rp r) is a free Tier(np.r)-
module. If the action of Z on L is decomposable, then the localization of Ho(Z, Lr ®; T(x7'))
at the prime ideal ker(mp ) is a free Ter(rp py-module of rank 2. Otherwise, the localization of
Ho(Z,Lr ®;, T(x™ 1)) at the prime ideal ker(mpp) is a free Tier(np, p)-module of rank 1. This
previous statement used the fact that every non-zero element of i;(R) is invertible in Txer(np.r)-
The proposition follows. O

mpp)- Lhe index [I;, : 7] is invertible
) is a free Tyep(ry, -)-module, it is enough to

We shall now use the various lemmas stated in the proof of Proposition to deduce results

concerning the pseudo-null submodules of SelliO 5 (Q)V. Let us first consider the following implication

(which uses Pontryagin duality and the fact that the group Iy, is topologically generated by Frob,):

\4 \%
D D
N=H(I,,——""—| = N[Frob,—1]=H" |, H° (I, -~ :
Fil™ Dy, , Fil™ Dy, ,

Let @ be a height two prime ideal in the support of N[Frob, — 1]. We shall now show that the
projective dimension of (N[Frob, — 1]) 4 over T'[[I']q is less than or equal to one. Lemma [6.4] shows
us that Ng is a flat Tyer(r). -)-module. Consequently, it is also torsion-free over Tye(ry. ). Since
Txer(npp) 1s integrally closed, the 1-dimensional local ring Tyer(ry ) is a discrete valuation ring.
We have (N[Frob, —1]), C Ng. So, the Tie(r,, ,)-module (N [Frob, —1]), is also torsion-free. In
particular, none of the non-zero elements of (N[Frob, — 1]), are annihilated by ker(mpr). Thus,

the maximal ideal generated by @ (which contains ker(mp r)) inside the 2-dimensional local ring
T[[I']lq cannot be an associated prime ideal for the module (N[Frob, —1]),. As a result,
depthT[m]Q (N[Frobp — 1])Q > 1.

Lemma tells us that since @ is in the support of N (as it is in the support of N[Frob, — 1]),
the local ring T'[[I']]g is regular. We can use the Auslander-Buchsbaum formula over the regular
local ring T'[[I']] .

pdT[[F]]Q (N[Frobp — 1])Q + depthTHFHQ (N[Frobp — 1])Q = depthT[[F”QT[[FHQ = 2.
— pdTHFHQ (N[FI'Obp — 1])Q <1

Now let us suppose that Sel?&(@)v is a torsion T'[[[']]-module. What we have shown is that if
the height two prime ideal () containing ker(w) is in the support of N[Frob, — 1], then the local ring
T[[I']]q is regular. Our arguments have also shown that in this case, we have pd (), (N[Frob, —1]) 5 <

1. See Exercise 4.1.2 in [40] on how projective dimensions behave in short exact sequences. Sup-
pose SelliO ,(Q)Y is a torsion T'[[I']]-module. Note that the Galois representation pg 3 satisfies the

hypothesis. We have
pdT[[F]]Q (N[FI'Obp — 1])Q <1, pdTHFHQ (Sel?ﬁ;tr(Q)\/)Q <1
by Proposition and Proposition [[.14]

= pdryry, (Selfﬁg (@>V)Q <1

by Proposition [L.T5]

Now using Proposition [[T2] we can conclude that the T'[[I']]o-module (SelEO (@)V>Q has no non-

£4,3
trivial pseudo-null submodules.
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If the height two prime ideal @ containing ker(7) is not in the support of N[Frob, — 1], we have
the following isomorphism (by Proposition [[.I5):

(s (@), = (sl @),

P43
null submodules. We have proved the following proposition:

In this case too, by Proposition [LT4] the T'[[I']]g-module (Sel20 (Q)V)Q has no non-trivial pseudo-

Proposition 6.6. Suppose Seli‘)g((@)v is a torsion T[[[']]-module. For every height two prime ideal
Q containing ker(r), the T'[[I']]q-module (Selfi‘)s(@)V)Q has no non-trivial pseudo-null submodules.
6.3. CONTROL THEOREM FOR LOCAL FACTORS AWAY FROM p

Proposition 6.7. Let v € Xy. We have the following equality in the divisor group of R[[T]]:
Div (Loc(v,m o pa3)") = Div (Loc(v, pa3)” @pyry RIL])) -

Proof. Let 1, be a prime above v in Qu. Note that I" equals Gal(Q/Q). Let G,, be a decom-
position group inside Gal(Q/Q) corresponding to the prime 7,. Also, we let A, denote the
decomposition group inside Gal(Qx/Q) corresponding to the prime 7, lying above v. Note that
A, is isomorphic to Z, as a topological group and that the index [I' : A, ] is finite. We have the
following isomorphisms due to Proposition

Loc(v,wo pg3) = Indy H'(Gy,, D Loc(v, pa3) = Indy H'(Gy,, D

ﬂF,FOpF,F(x))v pF,F(X))'

Furthermore, we have a natural map

1 v 1 !
a:H (GTIV’DPF,F(X)> @7y R[] — H <G77u7 DWF,FOPF,F(X)) )

that gives us the following map

_ v v
a: Indgnu H? (GTIV’DPF,F(X)> @7y RIT]] — Indgny H' <G77V7D7TF,FOPF,F(X)> :

Loc(v,p4,3)Y @ RI[T]] Loc(v,mopy 3)V

To prove the proposition, we will show that the R[[T']]-modules ker(&) and coker(a) are pseudo-null.
Since A, is of finite index in I", the ring R[[A,,]] is a finite integral extension of R[[I']]. These
observations tell us that to prove the proposition, it will be sufficient to prove that ker(a) and
coker(ca) are pseudo-null R[[A,, ]]-modules. From Corollary [3] we can deduce that there exists a

v
monic polynomial h(s) in R[s| such that h(7y,,) annihilates both H' (Gny,DprF(X)> @7y RIT]]

v
and H! (anDWF,FOPF,F(x)> . Hence, h(7y,) annihilates both ker(a) and coker(a) too. Here, v,

is some chosen topological generator for the pro-cyclic group A,, . A prime ideal @ in R[[A,, ]] that
contains a non-zero element of R and h(v,, ) has height at least two. So, to prove the proposition, it
will now be sufficient to prove that there exists a non-zero element of R that annihilates both ker(«)
and coker(a). From Corollary [[L3] one can easily deduce that both ker(«) and coker(«) are finitely
generated R-modules. It will thus be sufficient to prove that both ker(a) and coker(«) are torsion
R-modules. Let S denote the multiplicative set 1"\ ker(nr ). Recall that the map npp: T — R
was obtained by sending an elementary tensor x ® y in T to xy. Henceforth, we shall consider
ker(a) and coker(a) as modules over T instead; it will suffice to show that their localizations at the
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multiplicative set S equals zero. Also since R[[I']] = T'[[I']] ®r R, we have the natural isomorphism
of R-modules:

H' (G, DpF,Foo)V or R H' (Gy,, Dpp,p<x>>v ®rry RIT]
The T-module Lg F is free. We have the following exact sequence due to Proposition B.Ik
T0r2T (R’ HO(GmaDpF,F(X))V) — H' (anDpF,F(X))V ®r R =
Sk (GmaDw,FOpF,F(x))V — Tor{ (R,H%(Gy,, Dpy (x))") = 0.
The proposition would follow if we show that the localization of Tor;fp (R, H O(Gnu, D, F)V) at the
multiplicative set S equals zero, for each i > 1. Since localization commutes with Tor (Proposition

3.2.9 in [40]), it will be sufficient to show that the localization of H(Gy,,D,,. )" at the multiplica-
tive set S is a free S~'T-module.

Note that the extension Q/Q is unramified at v. So, I, C G,,. What we will now show is
that the localization of H O(L,,DPR #(x))" at the multiplicative set S is a free S~'T-module. This

is sufficient for our purposes. To see why, let us suppose that the localization of H°(I,,, D,, F(X))V

at the multiplicative set S is a free S~'T-module. The group Gy, /1,, which is isomorphic to
Gal(QY"/Qu,00), is of profinite order prime to p. Here, Q, o denotes the cyclotomic Z, exten-

prr()
p subgroup (see Lemma 4.5.5 in [34]). Also the image of Gal(Qy /Q, ) inside the automor-

sion of Q,. The group of T-linear automorphisms Autp <H0(I,,,D V) has an open pro-

phism group Autp <S -1 <H (1, D, F(X))V) ) factors through its image inside the automorphism

group Autrp <H0(Lj, DPFF(X))V>' These observations indicate that the action of Gal(QY"/Q, ) on

S—1 <HO(L,, DﬂFF(x))V) factors through a finite group (say f ) that is of order prime to p. Note

that one can use Lemma 3.2.2 in [39] (which one can view as an analog of Maschke’s theorem over
group rings, where the order of the finite group is invertible). This finally lets us conclude that
whenever the localization of H O(L,,DPR #(x)) at the multiplicative set S is a free S~1T-module,
then so is the localization of H*(G,,,, D
that the localization of H°(I,, D

o F(X))V at the multiplicative set S. It thus remains to show

o r(y)’ at the multiplicative set S is a free S ~1T-module.
Observe also that p is invertible in the localization S~1T since p ¢ ker(mp ). In fact, for any
finite group f ', the order of f’ is invertible in S™'T". So, one can still use Lemma 3.2.2 in [39)].
Our arguments above can be modified to show that whenever I, acts on Lp via a finite group (and
hence on DvaF(x) too), the localization of H%(I,,D,, #(x))" at the multiplicative set S is a free

S~1T-module. We shall thus assume that I, acts on Lp via an infinite group, say Z. We keep the
following diagram in mind:

@l;er ) IT=Agx P, P, denotes the p-sylow subgroup of Z
Z|
Qur By local class field theory, P, = Z,
L'y
Q, Ag : finite and of order prime to p

Let T, be a topological generator for P,. We will first argue that the two eigenvalues given by the
action of Y, on Lp are the same. For the sake of contradiction, suppose that the eigenvalues were
44



different (say a and b). Working over a quadratic extension K of Frac(R), if necessary, we shall
assume that we can find a basis {e1,es} over K such that the action of Y, is given by a diagonal

matrix (with diagonal entries a and b). Let Frob, be a lift in Gal(@lljcr(pF|I”)/Qy) of Frob,. If we
let [, denote the characteristic of the residue field, local class field theory provides us the following
equality, for some element dy in Ag:

—_—~ P e |
50Tf/”50_1 = Frob, Y, Frob,

The element pr(dy 11*/“;(%,,) belongs to the normalizer of the group of invertible diagonal matrices
and hence must act on the set {ej,e2}. It cannot act trivially on the set {ej,es}, for otherwise a
and b would be roots of unity (since we would have a = a’» and b = b) and the action of I, on

L would then have to factor through a finite group. If the element pp(dy 11?1;;),,) permutes the
elements of set {1, ea}, then a!» = b and b = a. This once again forces a and b to be (two distinct)
roots of unity. This also contradicts the fact that the action of I, on L factors through an infinite
group. What we have thus shown is that the two eigenvalues for the action of T, on Lp are equal
(to ¢, say), if the action of I, on Lp factors through an infinite group.

We will choose a basis {e;,ea} over Frac(R) so that the action of T, on Ly ®pg Frac(R) can
be given by an upper triangle matrix (whose diagonal entries are both equal to ¢). We have the
following isomorphism of free T-modules (of rank 4) that is I,-equivariant:

DY 0 = Homy (Lp ®4, T, Lr @i, T') (x7).

PF,F

Recall that T is an integral extension of O[[x1, z2]], where x1, o denote the weight variables. Note
that ker(mp ) N O[[x1]] = {0} and ker(mpp) N Ofxze]] = {0}. So, the fraction fields of i;(R)
and i2(R) should be contained inside the multiplicative set S. This allows us to choose a basis
{Cc1e1,0es.1,Te1,e01 Tees b fOL St (DXFF> over S~IT, where the elements Terers Ocosers Oeren a1d
Oey,e, it Homp (Lp ®4, T, Ly ®;, T') are described below.

Oerer l2(€1) = i1(e1),  Oegey @ d2(€1) =0,  Tepen: d2(e1) = i1(e2), OTegen: t2(€1) =0,

i2(€2) — 0. ’i2(€2) — il(el). ’iQ(eg) — 0. i2(€2) — ’il(eg).

Note that since the action of [, on Lg factors through an infinite group, the action of Y, on
Lr ®p Frac(R) is reducible but indecomposable. Since det(pr |1,) is finite, the eigenvalue ¢ has to

be a root of unity. Also, x is of finite order. This allows us to find a positive integer n such that
the action of Y7 on Ly ®p Frac(R) (with respect to the basis {e1, ea}) is given by the 2 x 2 matrix

< (1) cll ), for some non-zero element d in Frac(R); and such that x(Y})) = 1. The actions of Y7

and Y7 —Id on S~1 (DZFF (X)) (with respect to the basis described above) are then given by the
4 x 4 matrices

10 iid) 0 0 0  id) 0
—is(d) 1 —ir(d)ia(d) i1(d) —is(d) 0 —ir(d)ia(d) i1(d)
0 0 1 ’ 0 0 0 0
0 0  —is(d) 1 0 0  —is(d) 0

respectively. The elements i1 (d), i2(d) and i1(d)i2(d) belong to the multiplicative set S, hence they
are invertible in S~17. This lets us conclude that the localization of HO(P?, D Vat S is a free

S~'T-module of rank 2. By Lemma [B.1], the localization of H%(I,, D

set S is also a free S™!T-module. The proposition follows.

PF,F(X))

prr(y)) at the multiplicative

g
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6.4. PROOF OF THEOREM [3]

The proof follows entirely by recalling results from earlier sections. Proposition tells us that
ker(m) does not belong to the support of the T[[I']]-module Sel2° (Q)Y if and only if the R[[I']]-

£4,3

module Selfgp‘1 3(Q)v is torsion. Let us now assume that the R[[I']]-module Selfgp‘1 ,(Q)Y is torsion.
Let 643 equal %, for two non-zero elements n and d in T'[[I']]. Without loss of generality, we shall

assume that n, d and 7(n) are non-zero. Following the notations of Proposition 2.2] we let

P @uesaLoctnpan)). Vo= T @86, @), M =BGy, Dy,

Let us now verify the hypotheses given in Proposition We will need to show that Y; and
Y, satisfy and [FIN-PROJl The T[[T]]-modules % and % clearly satisfy and
[FIN-PROJl For every prime v € ¥y, Proposition [L13] asserts that Loc(v, ps,3)" satisfies NO-PNL
Corollary [3 and Lemma [[LT6] assert that Loc(v, pa3)" satisfies [FIN-PROIl Proposition [6.6] asserts
that the SelEO ,(Q)Y satisfies No-PNl Proposmon - asserts that SelEO ,(Q)Y satisfies [FIN-PRO.
These observatlons show that Y7 and Y5 satisfy [N N| and m AS for the remaining hy-
potheses we have that for every height two prime 1deal @ containing ker(7) and in the support of
HO(Gy, Dy, )", by Proposition [LT and Lemma [[LT6, the local ring T[[I']]q is regular. Note also
that the map 7 : T[[T']] — R[[I']] is surjective.

Yy =

Suppose [ES holds. It can be rewritten as the following inequality of divisors in T'[[I']]:
Div (Y7) > Div(Y3) — Div(M).
Proposition then gives us the following inequality of divisors in R|[[[']]:

(62) Div <@> + ) Div (Loc(v, pas)" @rqry R[[I]])

m(n) 55

> Div (7Y -+ Div (Set22,(@)" @iy RITD 4D (Tor! 7 (RE). 56, D)) )
—Div (H°(Gs, Dropy3)") -
By Proposition [6.2] we have the following equality in the divisor group of R|[[[']]:

(63) Div(selm(Q)V Q7T R[[F]]) —|—D1V<Tor1 V(R[] H (Gg,D,,N)V)) = Div<se1m43(Q)V>.

For all v € Xy, Proposition [6.7] gives us the following equality in the divisor group of R[[I']]:
(64) Div (Loc(v, pa,3)" @7y R[[T]]) = Div (Loc(v, o pa3)”)
Equation (€) in Theorem Bl now follows by combining equations (62]), (G3) and (64]).
Now suppose that the divisor Div <Selp " 3(Q)V) — Div(M) generates a torsion element in T'[[T']].

This implies that Div (Y2) — Div(M) also generates a torsion element in T'[[I']]. Recall that, for each
v € X, the divisor Div(Loc(v, ps3)Y) is principal (see Proposition E.6). So, the divisor Div(Y7)
generates the trivial element in the divisor class group of T'[[T']]. Proposition 2.4l and Remark [l now
give us the last part of the theorem. This completes the proof.

APPENDIX A. RESULTS FROM COMMUTATIVE ALGEBRA

Let R be an integrally closed local domain that is a finite integral extension of Z,[[u1, ..., um]].
We shall say that a sequence M — ... — M,, of finitely generated R-modules is exact in dimension
one if for every height one prime ideal p of R, the following sequence of Rp-modules is exact:

(Mi)p = - = (M)
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Suppose we have an exact sequence Cq gL Co 923 Cs g5 C4 — 0 of finitely generated R-modules
along with the following commutative diagram:

Cl 91,2 CQ 92,3 Cg 93,4 C4 0
ull ugl ugl u4l
Cl 91,2 C2 92,3 C3 93,4 C4 O
It is possible to split the diagram above into three commutative diagrams given below.
0 ——ker(g1,2) — C1 —>Im(g1,2) —= 0, 0 ——>1Im(g1,2) —> C2 —>ker(g2,3) —>0
0 —— ker(gi,2) —=C1 ——=Im(g1,2) ——=0 0 ——=Im(g1,2) — C2 —Kker(g2,3) ——=0
0—— ker(gg,g) C3 C4 0
0 —— ker(g2,3) Cs Ca 0,

If C; is a torsion R-module, then ker(u;) is a pseudo-null R-module if and only if coker(u;) is
pseudo-null. A simple application of Nakayama’s Lemma tells us that a surjective endomorphism of
a finitely generated module over a Noetherian ring is in fact an isomorphism (see Proposition 1.2 in
[38]). Using these observations and by a careful diagram-chasing argument, we obtain the following
lemma:

Lemma A.1. Suppose Cy is a torsion R-module. Suppose also that either ker(uy) or coker(uy) is
pseudo-null. Then, the following sequence is exact in dimension one:

0 — ker(us2) ELLN ker (ug) EAEN ker(uy) — coker(us) ELLN coker (u3) EAEN coker(uy) — 0

We shall say that a sequence D,, — -+ — D; of discrete R-modules (whose Pontryagin duals
are finitely generated R-modules) is coezact in dimension one if the sequence DY — --- — D) of
finitely generated R-modules is exact in dimension one. Using an argument similar to the one given
above, we have the following lemma for discrete modules:

91,2 92,3 93,4

Lemma A.2. Suppose we have an exact sequence Di Dy Dy Dy — 0 of discrete
R-modules (whose Pontryagin duals are finitely generated as R-modules) along with the following
commutative diagram:

Dl 91,2 DQ 92,3 Dg 93,4 D4 0
ull ’u.2l u:;l/ U4l
Dl 91,2 DQ 92,3 Dg 93,4 D4 0

Suppose further that the Pontryagin dual of D1 is a torsion R-module. Assume also that either the
Pontryagin dual of ker(uy) or the Pontryagin dual of coker(uy) is pseudo-null. Then, the following
sequence is coexact in dimension one:

0 — ker(ug) 225 ker(ug) 22 ker(ug) — coker(ug) 222 coker(us) 2% coker(ug) — 0

APPENDIX B. A GROUP THEORY LEMMA

For this final part of the appendix, we shall let R be a Noetherian domain. The ring R is not
assumed to be complete. Suppose G is a profinite group. Let M be a free R-module with an R-linear
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action of G. For the purposes of brevity, we shall let Mg denote the maximal quotient R-module of
M on which G acts trivially. Let H be an open subgroup of G. Let S be a multiplicative set in R.

Lemma B.1. Suppose that Q C STIR. If ST1(My) is a free STIR-module, then so is S~H(Mg).

Proof. The action of G on M extends naturally to one on S™'M since the action is R-linear. Let
M denote the R-submodule of M generated by the elements of the form (g — 1)m, as g varies over
all the elements of group G and m varies over all the elements of the module M. We observe that
we have the following isomorphisms:

M
Mg= " S Mg)= ———=2(S'M
This observation will allow us to assume, without loss of generality, that the set S equals the set of

units in R and that [G : H] is a unit in R. What we will now need to show is that if My is a free
R-module, then so is Mg. Consider the G-module Ind% (Res%./\/l), which we will denote by /. We

also have a natural G-isomorphism N, = Ind% ((RGS%M)H), which lets us obtain the isomorphism

STM

(65) Ng = (Ny)g = <Ind% (Res§,(M)x) >g'

The kernel of the natural map G — Aut(Ny) contains H. The action of G on N3 would thus factor
through a finite group, say A, of order dividing [G : H]. The hypothesis that Res%(/\/l)q.[ is a free
R-module combined with Lemma 3.2.2 in [39] (which we view as an analog of Maschke’s theorem)
for the ring R[A] and equation (3] lets us conclude that Ng is a free R-module.

We shall now show that M is a direct summand of N as an R[G]-module. This tells us that Mg
is a free R-module whenever Ng is. This would complete the proof of the lemma. First observe
that the restriction functor Res% is a left-adjoint to the Induction functor Ind% (by Frobenius
reciprocity). Since the index [G : H] is finite, the induction of a module is also non-canonically
isomorphic to its co-induction. So one can view the restriction functor Res% as a right-adjoint to
the Induction functor Indgl (by Hom-Tensor adjunction). This gives us the following isomorphisms:

Homg (M, N) \’E/ Homgy (Res§, M, Res§ M) \’E/ Homg (N, M) .

Frobenius Hom-Tensor
Reciprocity adjunction

The identity map in Homy (Res%./\/l,Res%M) can be pulled back to a map i : M — N in
Homg (M, N) along with a “splitting” map s : N' — M in Homg (N, M) . Tracing the isomor-
phisms, one gets that the composition s o i equals the identity map. Thus, M is a direct summand

of N as an R[G]-module. The Lemma follows.
O
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