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Abstract

We introduce notions of unramified and totally ramified maps
in great generality – for commutative rings, schemes, ring spectra, or
derived schemes. We prove that the definition is equivalent to the
classical definition in the case of rings of integers in number fields.

The new definition leads directly (without computational tech-
niques) to a calculation of topological Hochschild homology for rings
of integers. We show that THHpRq is the homotopy cofiber of a map
RrΩS3s bR Ω1

R{Z Ñ RrΩS3x3ys, so there is a long exact sequence

¨ ¨ ¨ Ñ H˚pΩS3; Ω1

R{Zq Ñ H˚pΩS3x3y;Rq Ñ THH˚pRq Ñ ¨ ¨ ¨ .

Any time an extension Y {X is a composite of unramified and totally
ramified extensions, our results allow for the study of THHpXq in terms
of THHpY q by a kind of weak étale descent (ramified descent).

1 Introduction

1.1 Ramification

A central theme in algebraic number theory is the study of ramification in
number fields. If K Ñ L is an extension of number fields, with associated
rings of integers R Ñ A, and if p is a prime ideal in R, the ramification
describes how p factors into prime ideals in A. The extension A{R is un-
ramified at p if this factorization is squarefree, or totally ramified if p is a
power of a single prime ideal.

The language comes from geometry: We can regard SpecpAq Ñ SpecpRq
as being nearly a covering space map, with some bad behavior at points
(primes) which are ramified.

The author was supported by an NSF Postdoctoral Fellowship under grant 1803089.
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We will generalize these definitions to (algebraically) any extension of
rings or even ring spectra or (geometrically) any extension of schemes, de-
rived schemes, or even spectral schemes. We will first give the geometric
definition for intuition, although it is the algebraic definition which we will
use throughout the paper.

Take arbitrary spectral schemes ˚ Ñ Y Ñ X (no definition necessary
for this paper, but see [14] or [8]), and think of ˚ as a point in Y . Call
the homotopy pullback ˚ ˆh

Y ˚ the space Ω˚Y of based loops and similarly

Ω˚X “ ˚ ˆh
X ˚. There are induced maps Ω˚Y

f
ÝÑ Ω˚X and ˚

i
ÝÑ Ω˚X, where

the image of i is thought of as the constant loops in X.

Definition 1.1. With ˚ Ñ Y Ñ X as above, let F be the homotopy fiber of
OpΩ˚Xq Ñ f˚OpΩ˚Y q, or the sheaf of functions on Ω˚X which vanish on
loops that lift to Y . We say that Y {X is:

• unramified at y if i˚F – 0 (read: F is trivial at constant loops);

• totally ramified at y if F – i˚F0 for some sheaf F0 defined on ˚ (read:
F is trivial away from constant loops).

Let us unpack what this definition actually means algebraically, in the case
where X “ SpecpRq, Y “ SpecpAq, ˚ “ Specpkq.

Definition 1.2. If R Ñ A Ñ k are commutative1 ring spectra, let Ik
A{R be

the homotopy fiber of the map k bR k Ñ k bA k (which is a k bR k-module).
We say the extension A{R is:

• unramified at k if Ik
A{R bkbRk k – 0.

• totally ramified at k if there is a k-module structure on Ik
A{R which

induces the intrinsic k bR k-module structure by restriction along the
multiplication map k bR k Ñ k.

Remark 1.3. These definitions work perfectly well for ordinary commuta-
tive rings and ordinary schemes. Any commutative ring A is an example of
a commutative ring spectrum (the discrete or Eilenberg-Maclane spectrum)
which we also denote A. The tensor products are derived, and the homotopy
fiber k bR k Ñ k bA k can be computed in the sense of homological algebra.

In particular, every time we write a tensor product of ordinary rings or
modules, we take it to be derived.

1For us, a commutative ring spectrum means an E8-ring spectrum.
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Our first main result justifies the terms unramified and totally ramified.

Theorem (6.1). Suppose L{K is an extension of number fields, A{R are
the rings of integers, p is a prime in R, and p1|p is a prime in A. Then:

• A{R is totally ramified at p (in the classical sense) if and only if A{R
is totally ramified at A{p1 (in the sense of Definition 1.2);

• A{R is unramified at p (in the classical sense) if and only if A{R is
unramified at A{p1 (in the sense of Definition 1.2).

• (Proposition 6.5) A{R is unramified at L

Note that this theorem describes the ramification of SpecpAq{SpecpRq at
every point, even the generic point (where it is always unramified).

The deepest part of this theorem is as follows. If A{R is totally ramified
at p with residue field k “ A{p1, we are asserting that Ik

A{R has a k-module

structure. In fact, we identify this k-module explicitly. Let Ω1

A{R be the
A-module of Kähler differentials.

Theorem (2.2). If A{R is totally ramified at p with residue field k, then
Ik
A{R – Ω1

A{R bA k as k bR k-modules. That is, there is a fiber sequence

Ω1 bA k Ñ k bR k Ñ k bA k.

1.2 THH of rings of integers

The ramification of an extension of commutative ring spectra A{R is closely
connected to topological Hochschild homology, which is the commutative
ring spectrum THHRpAq “ A bAbRA A.

If R and A are ordinary rings, then (as usual) all tensor products are
derived, and THHRpAq is a differential graded algebra. Its homology groups
are the classical Hochschild homology HHR

˚ pAq “ THHR
˚ pAq.

The relationship between THH and ramification is suggested by the close
relationship between THH and loop spaces:

Remark 1.4. Geometrically, if X “ SpecpRq and Y “ SpecpAq, then
SpecpTHHRpAqq “ Y ˆh

Y ˆh
X
Y
Y “ LY , the free loop space of Y in Sch{X .

Remark 1.5. Many authors have used THH to study ramification (as an
informal concept) of extensions arising in stable homotopy theory. These
include Blumberg-Mandell [2], who confirmed a philosophy of Hesselholt that
ku (connective complex k-theory) is a tamely ramified extension of its Adams
summand ℓ, Dundas-Lindenstrauss-Richter [3] and Höning-Richter [4] who
studied ku{ko and various extensions related to tmf , and others.
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Our second main result uses Theorem 6.1 to identify the spectrum THHpRq,
where R is a ring of integers in a number field.

Theorem (7.5). If R is a ring of integers in a number field, p is a prime,
and S is a commutative ring spectrum with a map to Zp, there is a homotopy
fiber/cofiber sequence (only defined after p-completion)

THHSrzspRq bR Ω1

R{Z Ñ THHSpZq bZ R Ñ THHSpRq

of THHSpZq bZ R-module spectra.

Let us make clear what we mean by THHSrzspRq. If S is a ring spectrum,
we write Srzs for the monoid ring spectrum SrNs “ S b Σ8

`N.
The p-completion of a ring of integers is a DVR (discrete valuation ring),

and we always regard Rp as an Srzs-algebra by mapping z to a uniformizer.
Then the theorem specifically asserts the existence of a fiber sequence

THHSrzspRpq bR Ω1

R{Z Ñ THHSpZpq bZp Rp Ñ THHSpRpq – THHSpRq^
p .

An important special case is when S “ S is the sphere spectrum. As the
initial commutative ring spectrum, S admits a unique map to any other
commutative ring spectrum. When S “ S, it is common practice to omit it
from the notation, writing THHpRq “ THHSpRq.

For formal reasons related to Thom spectra [1], THHpZpq is equiv-
alent to the E1-group ring spectrum ZprΩS3x3ys, where S3x3y is the 3-
connective cover of S3. For similar reasons [5], if R is a ring of integers,
then THHSrzspRpq – RprΩS3s as E1-ring spectra. Therefore, Theorem 7.5
describes THHpRq^

p as a cofiber of explicitly described R-module spectra

THHpRq^
p – cofibpRprΩS3s bR Ω1

R{Z Ñ RprΩS3x3ysq.

This is the sense in which Theorem 7.5 is a calculation of THHpRq.

Warning 1.6. Theorem 7.5 actually makes the stronger assertion that this
cofiber sequence is of RprΩS3x3ys-modules. However, we do not know whether
the RprΩS3x3ys-module structure on RprΩS3sbRΩ

1

R{Z agrees with the canon-

ical one given by the covering map ΩS3x3y Ñ ΩS3.

Remark 1.7. The homotopy groups THH˚pRq “ π˚THHpRq are already
known. They were originally calculated by Lindenstrauss-Madsen [7] using
computational techniques. A simpler calculation by Krause-Nikolaus [5] uses

THH
Srzs
˚ pRpq – Rprxs as we do, but is otherwise unrelated to our methods.
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In contrast, our proof of Theorem 7.5 is not calculational, and similar
arguments can be used for any extension which is a composite of unramified
and totally ramified extensions. The calculations take place in the proof
of Theorem 6.1 (Section 2), which involves algebraic number theory but no
homotopy theory.

Let us say a word about the homotopy groups THH˚pRq. If K is the number
field associated to R, the inverse different is the fractional ideal

D´1 “ tx P K|trpxyq P Z, @y P Ru.

Notice R Ď D´1. Equivalently, D´1 – HomZpR,Zq, and R Ď HomZpR,Zq
via the trace. Lindenstrauss-Madsen [7] proved

THH˚pRq –

$

’

&

’

%

R if ˚ “ 0,

D´1{nR if ˚ “ 2n ´ 1 ą 0,

0 otherwise.

This is related to our results as follows: The homotopy fiber sequence
RrΩS3s bRΩ1

R{Z Ñ RrΩS3x3ys Ñ THHpRq induces a long exact sequence in

π˚ (after p-completion), the first few terms of which are written out below.

¨ ¨ ¨ // H˚pΩS3; Ω1

R{Zq // H˚pΩS3x3y;Rq // THH˚pRq // ¨ ¨ ¨

H0 D´1{R // R // R

H1 0 // R{1R // THH1pRq

ll❳
❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

H2 D´1{R // 0 // 0

ll❳
❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

H3 0 // R{2R // THH2pRq.

ll❳
❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

❳

We are using the well-known formulas (which can be obtained from the Serre
spectral sequence) H˚pΩS3;Zq – Zrxs, where x is a degree 2 generator, and

H˚pΩS3x3y;Zq –

$

’

&

’

%

Z if ˚ “ 0,

Z{n if ˚ “ 2n ´ 1 ą 0,

0 otherwise.
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Therefore, we have short exact sequences

0 Ñ R{nR Ñ THH2n´1pRq Ñ D´1{R Ñ 0,

identifying THH2n´1pRq – D´1{nR.

1.3 Ramified descent

In another sense, Theorem 7.5 can be regarded as a generalization of the
étale descent theorem of Geller-Weibel [15], McCarthy-Minasian [11], and
Mathew [9] (in increasing order of generality):

Theorem. If S Ñ R Ñ A are commutative ring spectra and A{R is étale
(in particular, unramified), then the following map is an equivalence:

THHSpRq bR A Ñ THHSpAq.

If R Ñ A is not necessarily étale but has well-behaved ramification, we
might ask how close this map is to an equivalence.

We introduce notation RamSpA{Rq for the homotopy fiber of the map
THHSpRq bR A Ñ THHSpAq. Then étale descent states RamSpA{Rq – 0 if
A{R is étale, while Theorem 7.5 asserts

RamSpR{Zq^
p – THHSrzspRpq bR Ω1

R{Z

if R is a ring of integers. We express the close relationship between ramifi-
cation and THH in two results (proved just by unpacking definitions):

Proposition (5.1). A{R is unramified at k if and only if

RamRpA{Rq bA k – 0.

Proposition (7.1). If A{R is totally ramified at k, then

RamSpA{Rq bA k – THHSpkq bk I
k
A{R

as THHSpRq bR k-modules.

Remark 1.8. Geometrically, we think of X “ SpecpRq and Y “ SpecpAq.
Consider the map f : LY Ñ LX ˆX Y . The lifting problem for f asks,
given a loop in X and a lift of its basepoint to Y , whether the loop lifts
to Y . Then RamSpA{Rq corresponds to the sheaf R of functions defined
on those loops in LX ˆX Y which do not lift to LY ; that is, the fiber of
OpLX ˆX Y q Ñ f˚OpLY q.

The last two propositions state that R can be directly calculated anywhere
that Y {X is either unramified or totally ramified.
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In the event that A{R factors as a composite of unramified and totally
ramified extensions, these results should in principle allow us to calculate
RamSpA{Rq itself via a local-to-global argument or ramified descent. The
key lemma that makes this possible is:

Proposition (4.2). If A Ñ B Ñ C Ñ k are commutative ring spectra, then
the following are fiber sequences:

IkB{A Ñ IkC{A Ñ IkC{B,

RamSpB{Aq bB C Ñ RamSpC{Aq Ñ RamSpC{Bq.

This is precisely the strategy used to prove Theorem 7.5. Indeed, any ex-
tension of number fields factors (at each prime) as an unramified extension
followed by a totally ramified extension. Therefore, we can use this strategy
to calculate RampR{Zq when R is a ring of integers in a number field.

1.4 Acknowledgments, previous work, and questions

This paper benefited from conversations with Owen Gwilliam, Jeremy Hahn,
Achim Krause, Mike Mandell, and others. Special thanks are due to Rok
Gregoric for detailed feedback and geometric intuition, and Andrew Blum-
berg for his continued support.

Remark 1.9. We are certainly not the first to study the spectra RamSpA{Rq.
In the case S “ R, RamRpA{Rq is just the fiber of A Ñ THHRpAq, which
is not far from THHRpAq itself. (It is the desuspension of reduced THH.)
Dundas-Lindenstrauss-Richter [3] and others have studied reduced THH as
a measure of ramification of A{R.

Our RamSpA{Rq is a more refined measure of ramification, in the sense
that RamRpA{Rq can be reconstructed from it. That is, for any map S Ñ S1

of commutative ring spectra over R,

RamS1

pA{Rq – RamSpA{Rq bTHHSpS1q S
1.

(Corollary 4.4) Therefore, the most refined of all these invariants is RamSpA{Rq
and the coarsest is RamRpA{Rq, or reduced THH.

Weibel-Geller [15] were the first to prove étale descent THHZpRq bR A –
THHZpAq when R and A are ordinary (discrete) rings; they do so precisely
by showing that RamZpR{Zq vanishes at each prime. Our calculation of
RamSpR{Zq when R is a ring of integers generalizes their ideas.

In this paper, we mostly consider ramification for rings of integers in
number fields, but there are a few results that are more general. Notably:
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Proposition (5.5). If an extension A{R is totally ramified everywhere (that
is, at k “ A), then it is also unramified everywhere, and AbR A Ñ A is an
equivalence.

A number field is ramified at only finitely many primes. The last proposition
can be regarded as a vast generalization of this statement – it is impossible
for any extension A{R to be ramified everywhere except in the degenerate
case that it has Galois group 0 (that is, A bR A – A).

Aside from what we consider in this paper, there are many interesting
questions about ramification for spectra that arise in chromatic homotopy
theory. If A{R is a Galois extension of commutative ring spectra in the sense
of Rognes [13], the extension of connective covers is generally not a Galois
extension, [10] Theorem 6.17. Höning and Richter [4] propose studying the
ramification of these extensions. For example:

Question 1.10. Where are the extensions ku{ko and ku{ℓ unramified or to-
tally ramified? Can ramified descent be used to relate THHpkuq to THHpkoq
and THHpℓq? What about analogous questions for tmf?

From another direction, we used ramification of A{R to reduce the study of
THHpAq to THHpRq. If A{R is étale (therefore unramified), étale descent
methods allows us to study A in terms of R for a variety of homology
theories: TP, TC, algebraic K-theory, etc.

Question 1.11. If A{R is totally ramified, are there ramified descent for-
mulas (analogous to étale descent) which relate TP pRq and TP pAq, TCpRq
and TCpAq, KpRq and KpAq, etc.?

2 Number theory

Notation 2.1. If R is a commutative ring and M an R-module, we also
write R for the Eilenberg-Maclane ring spectrum, M for the Eilenberg-
Maclane R-module spectrum. When we write A0 bRA1, we mean the tensor
product of spectra, or the derived tensor product π˚pA0bRA1q – TorR˚ pA0, A1q.
If instead we want to express the ordinary tensor product of discrete R-
modules, we will use the notation A0 b0

R A1 :“ TorR0 pA0, A1q.

We will first summarize some basic number theory; see [12] for reference.
Throughout this section, let R Ñ A be a totally ramified extension of

complete DVRs in mixed characteristic, with uniformizers p P R and π P A.
Then A – Rrπs{pfpπqq, the ideal ppq “ pπeq Ď A for some e ě 1 (the
ramification index of p), and fpxq is an Eisenstein polynomial of degree e.

8



Since A{R is flat, AbRA – Ab0

RA. Let I be the kernel of multiplication
A bR A Ñ A, or equivalently the homotopy fiber since the multiplication
map is surjective. So I is an ideal of A bR A and pA bR Aq{I – A. The
A-module of Kähler differentials is

Ω1

A{R “ I{I2 – I b0

AbRA pA bR Aq{I – I b0

AbRA A.

If we identify A bR A with Rrπ1, π2s{pfpπ1q, fpπ2qq, then Ω1 – A{pf 1pπqq
with generator dπ “ π1 ´ π2 mod I2.

Note A{π – R{pfp0qq. Since fpxq is an Eisenstein polynomial, fp0q “ pu

where u P R is a unit. Hence, the induced map of residue fields R{p Ñ A{π
is an isomorphism. We denote by k this residue field. Our goal in this
section is to prove the following theorem, for which we need two lemmas:

Theorem 2.2. With A{R a totally ramified extension of complete DVRs in
mixed characteristic (as above), the composite

I bAbRA pk bR kq Ñ Ω1 bAbRA pk bR kq Ñ Ω1 bA k

is a weak equivalence of chain complexes (or spectra).

The language of the theorem differs somewhat from how it was stated in the
introduction, but the two are equivalent (Remark 2.5 below).

Lemma 2.3. If S Ñ R Ñ A are commutative ring spectra and M is an
pR,Rq-bimodule over S (that is, an RbSR-module), then the map of pR,Rq-
bimodules M Ñ M bRbSR pA bS Aq induces a map of pA,Aq-bimodules

ηpMq : A bR M bR A Ñ M bRbSR pA bS Aq

which is an equivalence.

Proof. This η is a natural transformation of functors ModRbSR Ñ ModAbSA,
each of which preserves colimits, and ηpR bS Rq is an isomorphism. There-
fore, ηpMq is a natural isomorphism for any M .

Remark 2.4. I is the homotopy fiber of AbRA Ñ A, so I bAbRA pkbR kq
is the homotopy fiber of k bR k Ñ AbAbRA pk bR kq. Applying Lemma 2.3,
I bAbRA pk bR kq – k bA I bA k is the homotopy fiber of k bR k Ñ k bA k.

In other words, Theorem 2.2 asserts that there is a fiber sequence

Ω1 bA k Ñ k bR k Ñ k bA k.

(We prefer the notation of Theorem 2.2, since the map Ω1 bA k Ñ k bR k

is not easily described.)
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Remark 2.5. If A{R is an extension of rings of integers in number fields,
totally ramified at p with residue field k, then the completion Ap{Rp is a
totally ramified extension of complete DVRs in mixed characteristic. By
Theorem 2.2, there is a fiber sequence Ω1

Ap{Rp
bAp k Ñ k bRp k Ñ k bAp k.

Since Ω1

Ap{Rp
– pΩ1

A{Rq^
p and k is already p-complete, it follows that there is

a fiber sequence Ω1

A{R bA k Ñ k bR k Ñ k bA k, which is how the theorem
is stated in the introduction.

Lemma 2.6. H˚pΩ1 bA kq – H˚pk bA I bA kq –

#

k if ˚ “ 0 or 1

0 otherwise.

Proof. Since A is a DVR, pf 1pπqq “ pπdq as ideals for some d (the differential
exponent). Therefore Ω1 “ A{pπdqxdπy. Resolving k as A

π
ÝÑ A, we can

resolve Ω1 bA k as the chain complex A{pπdqxdπy
π
ÝÑ A{pπdqxdπy, which has

H0 – k generated by dπ and H1 – k generated by πd´1dπ.
On the other hand, since I is the homotopy fiber of A bR A Ñ A, then

I bA k is the homotopy fiber of AbR k Ñ k, or equivalently (since k – R{p)
of A{p Ñ A{π. Since f is an Eisenstein polynomial, fpxq ” xe mod p;
therefore, A{p – krπs{pπeq, and the projection to A{π – k sends π ÞÑ 0.

Hence, I bA k is equivalent to the fiber of krπs{pπeq Ñ k, π ÞÑ 0. This
is surjective, so the fiber is the kernel, I bA k – πkrπs{pπeq. Therefore,
k bA pI bA kq is equivalent to the chain complex πkrπs{pπeq

π
ÝÑ πkrπs{pπeq,

which has homology k in degree 0 generated by π and k in degree 1 generated
by πe´1.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. We will prove φ : k bA I bA k Ñ Ω1 bA k is a weak
equivalence. Recall that I is an ideal in A bR A “ Rrπ1, π2s{pfpπ1q, fpπ2qq.

Resolving k as the chain complex A
π
ÝÑ A, k bA I bA k admits a weak

equivalence from

I
α
ÝÑ I ‘ I

β
ÝÑ I

given by αpiq “ pπ2i, π1iq and βpi1, i2q “ π1i1 ´ π2i2. Unpacking, the map
to Ω1 bA k is given by

I
pπ2i,π1iq

//

��

I ‘ I

i1´i2
��

π1i1´π2i2 // I

i
��

I bAbRA pk bR kq

φ
��

0 // Ω1

π
// Ω1 Ω1 bA k.

We want to show that φ is an isomorphism in homology. By Lemma 2.6,
H2pφq : 0 Ñ 0, so it is an isomorphism. On the other hand, H0pφq is

10



surjective. Since it is a map of k-modules k Ñ k (Lemma 2.6), it is an
isomorphism.

It remains to prove that H1pφq is an isomorphism, which is also a map
of k-modules k Ñ k (Lemma 2.6). It will suffice to construct an element
pω1, ω2q P I ‘ I such that π1ω1 ´ π2ω2 “ 0 (so it describes a class in H1)
and ω1 ´ ω2 ‰ 0 (so H1pφq is not identically 0). To do this, fix notation

fpxq “ xe ´ pxgpxq ´ up,

where u is a unit inR. (This is the general form of an Eisenstein polynomial.)
For any polynomial hpxq, write dhpπq “ hpπ1q ´ hpπ2q P I. Set

pω1, ω2q “ pdπe´1, u´1gpπ1qpπe´1

2
´ pgpπ2qqdπ ` p dgpπq ´ πe´2

2
dπq P I ‘ I.

That is, ω1 “ πe´1

1
´ πe´2

2
and (expanding and using πe

2
´ pπ2gpπ2q “ up),

ω2 “ u´1π1π
e´1

2
gpπ1q ´ u´1pπ1gpπ1qgpπ2q ´ pgpπ2q ´ π1π

e´2

2
` πe´1

2
.

If we expand π1ω1 ´ π2ω2 and use πe
1

` pπ2gpπ2q ´ πe
2

“ pπ1gpπ1q, we see

π1ω1 ´ π2ω2 “ ´u´1π1gpπ1qpπe
2 ´ pπ2gpπ2q ´ upq “ 0,

so pω1, ω2q is a class in H1.
On the other hand, in Ω1 we can use identities dhpπq “ h1pπqdπ and

π1 “ π2 “ π to calculate

ω1 ´ ω2 “ peπe´2 ´ u´1gpπqpπe´1 ´ pgpπqq ´ pg1pπqqdπ.

All that remains is to show that this class is nonzero in Ω1. Using the
relation πe ´ pπgpπq “ up, we have (in I)

πpω1 ´ ω2q “ peπe´1 ´ pgpπq ´ pπg1pπqqdπ “ f 1pπqdπ.

Since the annihilator of dπ P Ω1 is pf 1pπqq Ď A, then πpω1 ´ ω2q “ f 1pπqdπ
implies ω1 ´ ω2 ‰ 0 in Ω1, completing the proof.

3 Topological Hochschild homology

If S Ñ R are commutative ring spectra and M is an R bS R-module,

THHSpR;Mq “ R bRbSR M.

We always regard R as an R bS R-algebra by multiplication R bS R Ñ R.
If S “ S, we drop it from the notation, writing THHpR;Mq. We also

write THHSpRq for THHSpR;Rq.
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Proposition 3.1 (Inner base change). If S Ñ R Ñ A are commutative ring
spectra and M is an R bS R-module, then

THHSpR;Mq bR A – THHSpA;A bR M bR Aq.

Proof. THHSpR;Mq bR A “ M bRbSR A – M bRbSR pA bS Aq bAbSA A,
which is equivalent to pA bR M bR Aq bAbSA A “ THHpA;A bR M bR Aq
by Lemma 2.3.

Therefore, multiplication A bR A Ñ A induces a map

THHSpRq bR A // THHSpAq

THHSpA;A bR Aq // THHSpA;Aq.

Unpacking, this top map agrees with the evident maps THHSpRq Ñ THHSpAq
and A Ñ THHSpAq.

Definition 3.2. If S Ñ R Ñ A are commutative ring spectra, RamSpA{Rq
is the homotopy fiber of THHSpRq bR A Ñ THHSpAq; equivalently,

RamSpA{Rq – THHSpA; IA{Rq.

Here we write IA{R for the fiber of multiplication A bR A Ñ A. More

generally, if k is an A-algebra, we write Ik
A{R for the fiber of kbRk Ñ kbAk,

so that IA{R “ IA
A{R. As in Remark 2.4, Ik

A{R – k bA IA{R bA k. Hence:

Remark 3.3. By inner base change, RamSpA{Rq bA k – THHSpk; Ik
A{Rq.

Example 3.4 (étale descent [9]). If R Ñ A is étale, then RamSpA{Rq – 0.

Example 3.5. Suppose that R,A are discrete and A is flat over R. Then
IA{R is also discrete; it is simply the kernel of multiplication A bR A Ñ A.

Since A – pA bR Aq{I, we have RamR
0 pA{Rq “ A b0

AbRA I – I{I2, or

Ω1

A{R “ RamR
0 pA{Rq.

Even if A{R is not necessarily flat, then π0IA{R is the kernel of AbRA Ñ A,

and it is still true that Ω1

A{R – RamR
0 pA{Rq.
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4 Formulas for IkA{R and RamSpA{Rq

Proposition 4.1. If R Ñ A Ñ k are commutative ring spectra and p is a

prime, then pIk
A{Rq^

p – I
k^

p

A^
p {R^

p
and RamSpA{Rq^

p – RamS^

p pA^
p {R^

p q. If R

and A are discrete, then pΩ1

A{Rq^
p – Ω1

A^
p {R^

p
.

Proof. Since p-completion preserves tensor products and fiber sequences,

pIkA{Rq^
p Ñ k^

p bR^
p
k^
p Ñ k^

p bA^
p
k^
p

is a fiber sequence, which is to say pIk
A{Rq^

p – I
k^

p

A^
p {R^

p
. Therefore,

RamSpA{Rq^
p – A^

p bA^
p bS^

p
A^

p
pIA{Rq^

p – RamS^

p pA^
p {R^

p q.

The last claim follows by Ω1

A{R “ π0Ram
RpA{Rq.

Proposition 4.2. If A Ñ B Ñ C Ñ k are commutative ring spectra, then
the following are fiber sequences:

IkB{A Ñ IkC{A Ñ IkC{B,

RamSpB{Aq bB C Ñ RamSpC{Aq Ñ RamSpC{Bq.

Proof. All the squares in the following diagrams are homotopy pullbacks.
In fact, the second diagram is obtained from the first by choosing k “ C

and applying the functor THHSpC;´q.)

Ik
B{A

//

��

Ik
C{A

//

��

k bA k

��

0 // Ik
C{B

//

��

k bB k

��

0 // k bC k,

RamSpB{Aq bB C //

��

RamSpC{Aq //

��

THHSpAq bA C

��

0 // RamSpC{Bq //

��

THHSpBq bB C

��

0 // THHSpCq.
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In THHSpRq, we can vary the argument R using the inner base change
formula (Proposition 3.1). There is also an outer base change formula used
to vary S, which we describe in the remainder of this section. We won’t
use it in any proofs, but we cited it in the introduction (Remark 1.9) to
justify that RamSpA{Rq is a strictly stronger invariant than reduced THH,
and RampA{Rq “ RamSpA{Rq is the strongest of all.

Fix commutative ring spectra S Ñ S1 Ñ R and an R bS1 R-module M .
We may regard R and M as modules over R bS1 R – S1 bS1bSS1 pR bS Rq
and R bS1 R – pR bS Rq bS1bSS1 S1, respectively. It follows that

THHSpR;Mq “ R bRbSR M is a module over S1 bS S1 “ THHSpS1q

For the same reason, THHS1

pR;Mq also has a THHSpS1q-module structure,
but this one is trivial – it is induced from the S1-module structure by restric-
tion along THHSpS1q Ñ THHS1

pS1q “ S1. Therefore, the map of THHSpS1q-
modules THHSpR;Mq Ñ THHS1

pR;Mq induces

THHSpR;Mq b
THH

SpS1q S
1 Ñ THHS1

pR;Mq. (1)

Proposition 4.3 (Outer base change). For any S Ñ S1 Ñ R and RbS1 R-
module M , the map (1) is an equivalence.

Proof. Each side in (1) is functorial in M , and the map is a natural transfor-
mation ηM of functors ModRbS1R Ñ ModR, each of which preserves colimits.
Therefore, it suffices to prove that

ηRbS1R : THHSpR;R bS1 Rq b
THH

SpS1q S
1 Ñ THHS1

pR;R bS1 Rq – R

is an equivalence. Unpacking, this is a consequence of inner base change
(Proposition 3.1) since THHSpR;R bS1 Rq – R bS1 THHSpS1q.

Corollary 4.4. If S Ñ S1 Ñ R Ñ A are commutative ring spectra,

RamSpA{Rq bTHHSpS1q S
1 – RamS1

pA{Rq.

5 Ramification for commutative ring spectra

Recall Definition 1.2 – We say A{R is:

• unramified at k if Ik
A{R bkbRk k – 0;

• totally ramified at k if Ik
A{R is a k-module (with trivial k bR k-module

structure induced by multiplication k bR k Ñ k).
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Proposition 5.1. Ik
A{R bkbRk k – RamRpA{RqbA k. Thus, A{R is unram-

ified at k if and only if RamRpA{Rq bA k – 0.

Proof. Ik
A{R bkbRk k “ THHRpk; Ik

A{Rq by definition, which is equivalent to

RamRpA{Rq bA k by Remark 3.3.

Remark 5.2. If A{R is totally ramified at k, then there is only one k-module
structure on Ik

A{R which induces the intrinsic kbR k-module structure; there

is no ambiguity in speaking of ‘the’ k-module Ik
A{R.

To see this, assume M is a kbRk-module, and restrict along either of the
inclusions k Ñ k bR k to induce a k-module M 1 (with M 1 – M as spectra).
If M is induced by a k-module M2, then since the composite k Ñ kbRk Ñ k

is the identity, M2 – M 1.
This also means that if f : M Ñ N is a map of k bR k-modules, and

M,N are induced by k-modules, then f admits the structure of a k-module
map (again, by restricting along either inclusion k Ñ k bR k).

Example 5.3. If A{R is étale, A{R is unramified for all k (Example 3.4).

Some intuition for the general theory can be gleaned from the case k “ A:

Remark 5.4. Choosing k “ A, the following are equivalent:

1. A{R is unramified at A;

2. RamRpA{Rq – 0;

3. A Ñ THHRpAq is an equivalence.

Proposition 5.5. Choosing k “ A, the following are equivalent:

1. A{R is totally ramified at A;

2. A bR A is an induced A-module;

3. A bR A Ñ A is an equivalence (A is a solid R-algebra);

4. A{R is simultaneously totally ramified and unramified at A.

Proof. By definition, A{R is totally ramified at A if and only if IA{R is an
induced A-module. By the fiber sequence I Ñ AbRA Ñ A, I is an induced
A-module if and only if AbR A is an induced A-module. So (1) and (2) are
equivalent.
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If A bR A is induced, A bR A
m
ÝÑ A

i
ÝÑ A bR A is equivalent to the

identity, where i is the unique A-module map which sends the unit of A to
the unit of A bR A. In particular, inclusion A Ñ A bR A into either of the

A factors is equivalent to i, so that A
i

ÝÑ A bR A
m
ÝÑ A is also equivalent

to the identity. That is, m and i are inverse, so m is an equivalence. This
proves (2) implies (3).

On the other hand, (3) implies that IA
A{R – 0, so A{R is both totally

ramified and unramified at A. This proves (3) implies (4), and (4) implies
(1) tautologically.

More generally, we more-or-less fully understand the extensions which are
totally ramified and unramified at the same time.

Proposition 5.6. For arbitrary k, the following are equivalent:

• A{R is both totally ramified and unramified at k;

• Ik
A{R – 0;

• k bR k Ñ k bA k is an equivalence.

Proof. By definition, A{R is unramified at k if and only if 0 – THHRpk; Ik
A{Rq.

If A{R is also totally ramified, then THHRpk; Ik
A{Rq – THHRpkq bk Ik

A{R.

Now a copy of k splits off of THHRpkq (since k Ñ k bkbRk k Ñ k is the
identity), so a copy of Ik

A{R splits off of THHRpkq bk Ik
A{R. Therefore, the

latter is 0 if and only if Ik
A{R – 0, which by definition means kbRk Ñ kbAk

is an equivalence.

6 Ramification for rings of integers

Theorem 6.1. Suppose L{K is an extension of number fields with rings of
integers A{R, p is a prime in R, and p1|p is a prime in A. Then:

• A{R is totally ramified at p (in the classical sense) if and only if A{R
is totally ramified at A{p1 (in the sense of Definition 1.2);

• A{R is unramified at p (in the classical sense) if and only if A{R is
unramified at A{p1 (in the sense of Definition 1.2).

The proof boils down to Theorem 2.2, but first we need two lemmas.

Lemma 6.2. Let k be p-complete for some prime p. Then:
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• A{R is unramified at k if and only if A^
p {R^

p is unramified at k;

• A{R is totally ramified at k if and only if A^
p {R^

p is.

Proof. By Proposition 4.1, Ik
A^

p {R^
p

– pIk
A{Rq^

p – Ik
A{R.

Lemma 6.3. If A Ñ B Ñ C Ñ k are commutative ring spectra, then any
two of the following imply the third:

• B{A is totally ramified at k;

• C{B is totally ramified at k;

• C{A is totally ramified at k.

The same is true for unramified extensions.

Proof. By Proposition 4.2, there is a fiber sequence Ik
B{A Ñ Ik

C{A Ñ Ik
C{B.

If any two of these are induced k-modules, then so is the third. This proves
the totally ramified statement.

Applying THHSpk;´q proves the unramified statement.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. By p-completing R and A (using Lemma 6.2), it suf-
fices to prove:

Proposition 6.4. Suppose A{R is an extension of complete DVRs in mixed
characteristic with perfect residue field, with uniformizers p P R and π P A.
Then:

• A{R is totally ramified at p if and only if it is totally ramified at A{π;

• A{R is unramified at p if and only if it is unramified at A{π.

Proof. If A{R is totally ramified at p, then A{R is totally ramified at A{π by
Theorem 2.2. If A{R is unramified at p, then it is étale, so A{R is unramified
at A{π by Example 5.3.

We still need to prove the converses. By Proposition 5.6, if A{R is both
totally ramified and unramified at A{π, then 0 – Ik

A{R – k bA IA{R bA k,

which (together with the fact that Ik
A{R is rationally 0) means IA{R – 0.

Therefore A bR A Ñ A is an equivalence, which can only be true if A “ R.
Now any extension A{R factors A{R1{R where R1{R is unramified and

A{R1 is totally ramified. If A{R is totally ramified in the sense of Definition
1.2, then R1{R is both unramified and (by Lemma 6.3) totally ramified at
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A{π, which means R1 “ R (by the last paragraph) and therefore A{R is
totally ramified in the classical sense.

For the same reason, if A{R is unramified in the sense of Definition 1.2,
then it is unramified in the classical sense.

Theorem 6.1 tells us about the ramification of an extension of rings of inte-
gers at each residue field. We could also ask about the ramification at the
field of fractions:

Proposition 6.5. If L{K is an extension of number fields with rings of
integers A{R, then A{R is unramified at L. In fact, for any S,

RamSpA{Rq bA L – 0.

Proof. We have K “ RbZQ, and soKbRK – RbZQbZQ – K. Therefore,
THHSpRqbRK – THHSpK;KbRKq – THHSpKq and for the same reason
THHSpAq bA L – THHSpLq.

By definition, RamSpA{Rq bA L is the fiber of

THHSpRq bR L Ñ THHSpAq bA L – THHSpLq.

Using THHSpRq bR L – THHSpRq bR K bK L – THHSpKq bK L, we
conclude RamSpA{Rq bA L is the fiber of THHSpKq bK L Ñ THHSpLq, or

RamSpA{Rq bA L – RamSpL{Kq.

Since L{K is a Galois extension (therefore étale), this is 0.

7 Ramified descent for THH

Recall that RamSpA{Rq bA k – THHSpk; Ik
A{Rq, Remark 3.3. If Ik

A{R is a

k-module, then THHSpk; Ik
A{Rq – THHSpkq bk I

k
A{R. That is:

Proposition 7.1. If A{R is totally ramified at k,

RamSpA{Rq bA k – THHSpkq bk I
k
A{R

as THHSpRq bR k-modules.

This proposition identifies RamSpA{Rq locally at the ‘point’ Specpkq. If
we also have some lifting data, then in some cases we can even determine
RamSpA{Rq itself:

18



Definition 7.2. A{R is totally ramified at k with lifting data if there is an
A-module Ω1 and a map IA{R Ñ Ω1 of A bR A-modules, and the composite

IkA{R – I bAbRA pk bR kq Ñ Ω1 bAbRA pk bR kq Ñ Ω1 bA k

is an equivalence. In particular, this implies that A{R is totally ramified at
k because Ik

A{R – Ω1 bA k is a k-module.

Theorem 7.3. Suppose
S //

��

R

��

S1 // A

are commutative ring spectra, and there is a section S1 Ñ S such that the
composite S Ñ S1 Ñ S is equivalent to the identity.

If A{R is totally ramified at k “ A bS1 S with lifting data, then there
is a map ρ : RamSpA{Rq Ñ THHS1

pA; Ω1q of THHSpRq bR A-modules such
that ρ bA k is an equivalence.

Remark 7.4. Geometrically, X “ SpecpRq and Y “ SpecpAq in Sch{SpecpSq.
The condition in Theorem 7.3 is that Y is fibered over some scheme SpecpS1q,
and Specpkq is the fiber of Y over a point SpecpSq Ñ SpecpS1q.

In the example we are interested in (below), SpecpS1q will be the affine
line, pointed at the origin.

Proof. THHS1

pAq bA k – THHS1

pAq bS1 S – THHSpA bS1 Sq “ THHSpkq.
Let ρ be the map

RamSpA{Rq – THHSpA; IA{Rq Ñ THHS1

pA; Ω1q – THHS1

pAq bA Ω1.

Then ρ bA k has the form

RamSpA{Rq bA k Ñ THHS1

pAq bA k bA Ω1 – THHSpkq bA Ω1,

and (unpacking) is the equivalence of Proposition 7.1.

Now suppose that A{R is a totally ramified extension of p-complete DVRs.
By Theorem 2.2, A{R is totally ramified at the residue field k, with lifting
data IA{R Ñ Ω1

A{R.

Moreover, if S is a commutative ring spectrum, let Srzs be the group
ring spectrum SrNs “ S b Σ8

`N. Regard A as an Srzs-algebra by mapping
z to a uniformizer. Then A bSprzs Sp – k, so the conditions of Theorem 7.3

are satisfied. The theorem produces a map of THHSpRq bR A-modules

ρ : RamSpA{Rq Ñ THHSrzspA; Ω1

A{Rq.
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Theorem 7.5. If A{R are p-completions of rings of integers and S Ñ R is
arbitrary, ρ is an equivalence. That is, there is a fiber/cofiber sequence of
THHSpRq bR A-modules,

THHSrzspAq bA Ω1

A{R Ñ THHSpRq bR A Ñ THHSpAq.

Proof. The extension factors A{R1{R, where R1{R is unramified and A{R1

is totally ramified. Note RamSpA{Rq – RamSpA{R1q and Ω1

A{R – Ω1

A{R1

by Proposition 4.2 and étale descent (Example 5.3, since R1{R is étale).
Therefore, we can assume without loss of generality that A{R is totally
ramified.

In this case, ρ is a map of A-modules, and ρ bA k is an equivalence by
Theorem 7.3. If A is the ring of integers in the number field L, and ρ bA L

is an equivalence, then ρ must be an equivalence.
It suffices to prove that RamSpA{RqbAL – THHSrzspA; Ω1

A{RqbAL – 0.

The former is Proposition 6.5, and the latter is true because Ω1

A{R bAL – 0,

since Ω1

A{R is torsion.

In the special cases S “ S or Z, we can calculate explicitly:

Corollary 7.6. If L{K is an extension of number fields with rings of inte-
gers A{R, and S is either S or Z, then

RamS
˚ pA{Rq –

#

Ω1

A{R if ˚ ě 0 even,

0 otherwise.

Warning 7.7. Ram˚pA{Rq Ñ RamZ
˚pA{Rq is not an isomorphism.

Proof. As before, THHSprzspApq bAp k – THHpkq, where k is the residue
field of Ap, a perfect field. By étale descent on k{Fp along with the identity
THHpFpq – FprΩS3s shown in [1],

THH
Sprzs
˚ pApq – H˚pΩS3;Apq – Aprxs,

where x is a generator in degree 2. (More details are in [5] Theorem 3.1.)
For the same reason, but now using THHZpFpq – FprCP8s andH˚pCP8q

is a divided power algebra,

THH
Zprzs
˚ pApq –

#

Ap if ˚ ě 0 even,

0 otherwise.
.
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In either case, by the Universal Coefficient Theorem,

THH
Srzs
˚ pA; Ω1

A{Rq^
p – THH

Srzs
˚ pAq^

p bA Ω1

A{R –

#

pΩ1

A{Rq^
p if ˚ ě 0 even,

0 otherwise,

for every prime p, and the result follows by Theorem 7.5.

Example 7.8. If R is a ring of integers, consider the homotopy fiber se-
quence RamZpR{Zq Ñ THHZpZq bZ R – R Ñ THHZpRq. By Corollary
7.6 and the long exact sequence in π˚ associated to the fiber sequence, the
ordinary Hochschild homology is

THHZ
˚pRq –

$

’

&

’

%

R if ˚ “ 0,

Ω1

R{Z if ˚ ą 0 odd,

0 otherwise.

However, THHZ
˚pRq is not hard to calculate using other techniques; see

Larsen-Lindenstrauss [6].
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