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Section 1 2

1. UNIQUE PRIME FACTORIZATION OF IDEALS: 21 SEPTEMBER 2010

This corresponds somewhat to Chapter 1, §3 of J. Neukirch’s Algebraic Number Theory text.
We begin with a definition.

Definition 1.1. A ring R is called Noetherian if every ideal a < R is finitely generated.
We state a theorem.

Theorem 1.1. If K is an algebraic number field and Ok its ring of integers, then Ok is Noe-
therian, integrally closed, and every nonzero prime ideal of Ok is maximal.

Proof. Tt is trivial that O is integrally closed. Consider the ideal a << Ok and choose 0 # « € a.
Then aOk C a C Ok. Now, Ok is a free Z-module of rank n, where n = [K : Q], and aOf is
also a free Z-module of rank n, so a must also be a free Z-module of rank n. From this, the fact
that a is finitely generated as an ideal of Ok comes for free, and since a was an arbitrarily chosen
ideal, we can conclude that O is Noetherian.

We now have left to prove that every nonzero prime ideal is maximal. Now, p << R, p a prime
ideal & R/p is an integral domain. Since p < R is maximal, then R/p is an integral domain <
R/p is a field. (In general, every maximal ideal is prime.) Hence it is sufficient to show that if p
is a nonzero prime ideal of O, then Ok /p is a field.

Let p < Ok be a nonzero prime ideal. Consider p N Z. Now, p N Z is the nonzero prime
ideal (p) in Z, for p a rational prime: Take 0 # y € p. y is integral over Z so it satisfies
Yy Fary” a2+ - 4 ap_1y + a, = 0 for some aq,...,a, € Z. Since we assume a,, # 0
and each term a,_;y’, i = 1,...,n — 1 is an element of p, then we must have that a, € p so
an € pNZ = (p), which proves that (p) is nonzero. It is clear that (p) is a prime ideal.

Now let us consider the quotient ring Ok /p. We want to prove that Ok /p is finite. We know
already that O = Zay + ...Zay,, ai,...,a, € Ok, so each «; is integral over Z. Since Ok
is generated over Z/p N7Z = Z/pZ by the image of aq,...,a; under the map O — Og/p,
then O /p must be finite. (Another way to see this is the following. We know already that
any ¢ € Ok can be written in the form nijay + -+ + ngay where each n; € Z. So if we have
x =mnay+ -+ ngag,y = mag + - + mpag and n; = m; (mod p) for all 4, then certainly
x —y € p, which would mean that x,y are equivalent in Q. This means that |Ok/p| < p™.)
Since Ok /p is a finite ring without zero divisors (we have no zero divisors since p is prime, then
it follows that O /p must necessarily be a field. O

Definition 1.2. A Noetherian, integrally closed integral domain in which every nonzero prime
ideal is maximal is called a Dedekind domain.

The above definition gives us the liberty of stating Theorem 1.1 in a cleaner way: If K is an
algebraic number field and Ok, then Ok is a Dedekind domain.

It turns out that if we have a Dedekind domain R, then we can generalize the notions of
divisibility, lcm, and gcd that we have in Z.

Definition 1.3. Let a,b << R. Then: We say a|b if b C a. The greatest common divisor is
a+b={a+0:a¢€afeb}. Theleast common multiple is anb. And we define ab = {>", ;3; :
a; € a,3; € b}, the set of finite sums of products of elements in a, b.

This next important is an amazing thing, and it generalizes the notion of unique prime factor-
ization to principal ideal domains! The connection to Dedekind domains here is that a a Dedekind
domain has unique prime factorization if and only if it is a PID.

Theorem 1.2. Every (nontrivial) ideal a A R (i.e. a # (0),(1)) has a factorization a = py ... py
where p; are nonzero prime ideals, unique up to order of factors.

We will prove two lemmas, after which the theorem will be easy to prove.

Lemma 1.1. For every nonzero ideal a<|R there exist nonzero prime ideals satisfying py ... p, C a.
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Proof. We take a maximal counterexample a. Since a is not a prime ideal, we can find by,b2 &€ a
such that b1by € a. Let a; = (b1) + a,a2 = (b2) + a. Since a was a maximal counterexample,
a C aj,a C ag, and there are nonzero prime ideals such that p;---p, C aj,q1---q, C az. But

then we have py---p,q1---qs C a1a2 C a, a contradiction. O

Lemma 1.2. Let p be a nonzero prime ideal and define p~* = {x € K : zp C R}. Then for every
nonzero ideal a < R, we have p~1 D a.

Proof. We first prove the special case that p~* D R. It is clear that p~! C R, so we have left to
show that they are not equal. Let p be a nonzero prime ideal and take some nonzero a € p. Let
r be minimal such that p;---p, C () C p, where each p; is a nonzero prime ideal. (We know
we can do this by Lemma 1.1.) Now, some p; must be contained in p since otherwise, we would
have by € p1\p,...,bn € p,\p such that by - -- b, € p, which can’t happen since p is prime. So say
p1 C p. Since R is a Dedekind domain, then p; is maximal, so p; = p. Since po - --p, Z (@), then
there is some 3 € py - - - p, such that 8 & (o) = aR. We know that 8p C (o) = aR so a~13p C R,
and since we had 8 € aR = o~ ' € R, then we have found an element v = o~ ! such that
v €p~t,v ¢ R. Hence we have that p~! D R.

For the general case, take an ideal 0 # a < R and assume ap~! = a. Take any # € p~!
and let aq,...,a, be generators of a. (We can pick generators since R is Noetherian.) So a =
(a1) + -+ + (ag). Hence for each za;, we can write za; = Y 7, fBija;, since za; € ap~! = a. In
matrix form, these equations can be represented as ‘

T — P B2 e Bin a1 0
Ba1 T — a2 - Ban 1% 0
ﬁnl ﬂnQ e xr — ﬂnn (075 0

If d is the determinant of this matrix, then we have da; = 0 for all i, which forces d = 0 since a;
cannot all be 0. This means that x is integral over R, and so x € R (since R is a Dedekind domain,
so it must be integrally closed). So p~! C R, which means that p~! = R, which contradicts the
first part of the proof. Hence we can conclude that p~* D a ]
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2. MINKOWSKI THEORY: 28 SEPTEMBER 2010 - 5 OCTOBER 2010

We begin by discussing lattices and the Minkowski space, denoted Kg. The finale of our
discussion will be the ability to prove the finiteness of the class number. (For reference, this
corresponds to Chapter 1, §4 - §6 of Neukirch’s book.)

Say K is a number field and we have [K : Q] = n. Since K is separable, then we have n
embeddings 7 : K — C. (This comes easily from Galois. We can write K = Q(«) and then every
embedding is defined by sending « to a power of itself, and there are n distinct choices here.) We
define K¢ to be the direct product of the image of K under each embedding; i.e.

K(C = HC

We have a map j : K — K¢ defined by a — (7a), where (7a) denotes the n-tuple with 7a in
each component, for every embedding 7. In terms of notation, we will denote 7a as (ja),. The
usual inner product definition holds on Kc¢:

(z,y) = Z s

We can also define a linear involution F' : K¢ — K¢ on this space, i.e. a linear operator whose
inverse is itself. If z = (z;) € K¢, then we define F' to be such that for every 7, (Fz), = Z=.
We can check that this is an involution by checking that FF'z = z. This is an easy check:
(FFz), = (F(Fz)), = (Fz)= = z;. We also have that

(Fa, Fy) = (2,y).
From this, we can define the Minkowski space:
Kg={zx € K¢: Fz==z}.

The inner product on Kpg is inherited from that of K¢ and it turns out that Ky is F-invariant
since for any a € K, we have (F(ja)), = ja= = Ta = (ja),, where j is the map j : K — Kg. For
a more explicit description of K, we can define

Kr = {(zT) € K¢ Zp € R, 25 = (%)}7

where p is a real embedding K — R, and ¢ is a complex embedding K — C,K 4 R. Kp is
an R-vector space of dimension n = r 4 2s, where 7 is the number of real embeddings and s
is the number of complex conjugate pairs of embeddings. Also, the previously described map
j: K — Ky is the embedding of K into an n-dimensional Euclidean space. All this is important
because it turns out that the image of any nonzero ideal a <t Ok will be a complete lattice in Kg!

Definition 2.1. Let V be an n-dimensional vector space over R. Then the subgroups Zwv, + - - -+
Zv,, where vy,...,v, € V are linearly independent over R is called a lattice. If m = n, then we
call this a complete lattice.

Definition 2.2. The set ® = {z1v; + - - + Ty : 0 < 2; < 1} is a fundamental domain.
Clearly, a lattice is a discrete subgroup.

Definition 2.3. Let I' < V be a subgroup. It is called discrete if for every v € I' there is a
neighborhood of 7 in V' such that there are no other points of I' in this neighborhood.

Theorem 2.1. If T is a subgroup of V, then T is a lattice if and only if I is a discrete subgroup.

In order to not lose sight of our first goal, to prove Minkowski’s big theorem, we will save the
proof of Theorem 2.1 for later. For now, we shall also assume that there is a symmetric, positive-
definite bilinear form ( , ):V x V — R. From this, we get a notion of volume. As an example,
if e1,...,e, is an orthonormal basis, then the cube spanned by these elements has volume 1. If
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v1,. .., 0y are linearly independent vectors, then the fundamental domain ® has vol(®) = | det(A)|,
where A is the n x n matrix satisfying

€1 U1
Al + | =
en UTL

Definition 2.4. The volume of a lattice I' is the volume of its fundamental domain ®; i.e.
vol(T") = vol(P).

Now we can state and prove Minkowski’s Lattice Point Theorem.

Theorem 2.2. (Minkowski) Let T' be a complete lattice in an Fuclidean vector space of dimension
n. Let X CV be a subset of V' that is centrally symmetric and convez. If vol(X) > 2™vol(T"), then
X contains a nonzero lattice point (i.e. a nonzero element of T'.)

Proof. If vol(X) > 2"vol(T'), then vol(%) > vol(I"). There must be two distinct elements z1, x5 €
%X such that x; — xo € I'. This is true since otherwise, we would have

vol(®) > ) "vol(® N (%X +9)) =D vol((® —~)N %X) = vol(%X),
~ver ~er

which is a contradiction. Hence we can indeed find x1,29 € %X such that 1 — zo € T', which
means that z1 — z3 € X since x1 — 22 = §(221) + 5(—2x2) € X by the convexity and centrally
symmetric property of X. Therefore we conclude that x := 21 —22 € X NI, and so we have found
that x € X is a nonzero lattice point. O

Now that we have proved Minkowski’s Lattice Point Theorem, we will go back to fill in the
gaps. We first discuss the aforementioned symmetric, positive-definite bilinear form on Kg. There
is an isomorphism f : Kg — [[ R. Defining z, = z,,2, = Re(z,), 27 = Im(2,), we can define
the isomorphism to take z = (z;) € K¢ +— (z,). So if we label the real embeddings p and label
the complex embeddings o with their conjugates &, then the 7 coordinate of the image of z is:

Zr ifr=p
(f(2))r =14 Re(z;) ifr=0c
Im(z,) if7=7.

We can define a scalar product on [ R by (2,y) = > _a-2,y. where a, = {§ . TS

Theorem 2.3. The inner product on Kgr agrees with this inner product by the isomorphism.

So it turns out that Kg is an n-dimensional R-vector space and we have an inner product that
corresponds to the usual Lebesgue measure, differing only by a factor of 2°, where s is the number
of pairs of complex embeddings of K. So how do we use this to compute the volume?

Exzample. Consider X := {z = (z,) : |z;| <1} C [[. R. Then vol(X) = 2" - 2°. (Notice here that
we have the usual Lebesgue measure and then an extra factor of 2°.)

Now let K be an algebraic number field and take a nonzero ideal a <« Ok. Then a has an
integral basis, call it aq,...,a,. Let d(a) := d(a,...,a,) = det(r;a;)%., where 7; runs over all
the embeddings of K.

Definition 2.5. The above description of d(a) is called the discriminant of the ideal a. We define
the discriminant of the field K to be dy := d(Ok).

It is not immediately clear why this definition makes sense. That is, we need to check that d(a)
is invariant under the choice of integral basis ay, ..., a,. Now, if af,..., o/, is another basis, then
there is some n X n matrix T with determinant +1 such that (of,...,a)T = (a1, ..., a,), which
means that, passing to matrices, (Tia;)T = (1;¢5). Taking the square of the determinant of both
sides, we get (detT)2d(c,...,a!) = d(ay,...,a,). Hence we have shown that the discriminant

is well-defined.
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Theorem 2.4. If0 # a<Ok, thenT' = ja is a complete lattice in Kg and vol(T') = \/|dk|[Ok : a].

Remark. I T is a complete lattice with basis vy, ..., vy, then ® = {x1v1 + -+ 2,0, : 0 < 2; < 1}
is the fundamental domain. Then vol(I') = vol(®) = |det(A)|, where A be the n x n matrix
satisfying
V1 el
=A

Un €n

Now, AAT = ((v;,v;)); j, so then we get vol(T') = | det(A)| = /|det((v;, v;))].

As a slight tangent, we mention discuss the notion of a fundamental domain. We have thrown
around these words in our discussion of lattices, but we haven’t actually defined what these words
mean. It happens that we can view I' as a set acting on our vector space V. Then we can say
that two points «, 8 € V are equivalent (we write a ~ § if & = (7 for some v € T (i.e. «
is the I'-image of 3). Then the fundamental domain is a complete set of representatives of this
equivalence relation. As we would expect, two fundamental domains have the same volume. Also,
if ® C V is a fundamental domain, then the disjoint union I ery® = V.

Now we prove a theorem which will allow us to prove Theorem 2.4 more easily.

Theorem 2.5. Let 0 # a C o be two finitely generated Ok -submodules of K. Then we have
d(a) = [a’ : a]?d(a).

Proof. Let ai,...,a, be a basis of a and «f,...,a), a basis of a’. Then for some n X n matrix
T (with integer entries and a nonzero determinant), we have (o, ...,a,)T = (a1, ..., a,). From
this, we get that d(a) = d(a’)(det T')?. We want to prove that |detT| = [a’ : a].

Let @ be a fundamental domain of a and let ' be a fundamental domain of a’. Then F®' = ®
so |det T'|vol(®’) = vol(®). From here, it is enough to show [a’ : a]vol(®') = vol(®). If &’ is a
fundamental domain of a’, then II;c;a;®’ is a fundamental domain of a. Then

V =Tlyead' ® =i Hacq via® = apeqa (e ).
So vol(®) = vol(II;o;®") = |I|vol(®') = [a’ : a]vol(P). This completes the proof. O

Now we can prove Theorem 2.4.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Let aq, ..., o, be aZ-basisof a. ThenI' = Zja1+- - -+Zjo, and VOI(L)Q
det((jas, jon)), where (jay, jax) = iy na; - 7w, 7 : K — C. Let B := (na;. Then BBT =
({jau, jag)y). This gives us

vol(I")? = det(BBT) = | det(B)|? = |d(a)|,
where the last equality holds by definition of the discriminant of an ideal. By Theorem 2.5,

d(a) = [Ok : a)?dg, so vol(T')? = [Ok : a]?dk. Taking the square root of both sides gives us the
desired result, vol(I') = [Ok : a]\/|dk|. O

Question to ask Professor Biro during office hours: Where does the following theorem come
from? Why is it useful? What does it say? Can we draw a picture?
For a reference, this theorem can be found on page 32 of Neukirch’s book.

Theorem 2.6. Let 0 # a < Ok. Let ¢ > 0 be real numbers such that for every T € Hom(K,C),
we have ¢, = c=. Assume that

HC-,— > AlOk : a],

where A = (2)*\/|dk|. Then there exists 0 # a € a such that |ta| < ¢; for all T € Hom(K,C).

Proof. Let X := {(z;) € Kgr : |2;] < ¢;}. This set is centrally symmetric and convex. If we can
prove that vol(X) > 2"vol(T"), then we’re done (since by Minkowski, there is a nonzero a € a such
that ja € X.) So what we need to prove is that vol(X) > 2"/|dk|[Ok : a].
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In the image of X in [] R, we have these conditions: |z,| < c,, 22 + 22 < 2, where p runs
over all the real embeddings of K and the pair o, runs over all the pairs of complex embeddings

of K. Thus, we have
vol(X) = ([ [ 2¢o) ([ [ re2)2® = 277 [ ] s
P o T
By substitution, we have
2 s
vol(X) = 2T+S7TSHC-,— > 2"tsgs <7r> V0dk|[Ok : a] = 2" /|dk]|[OK : a].

By the parenthetical remark made earlier, this completes the proof. O

Now we finish the ultimate goal of all this machinery: to prove that the class number is finite.
We write a few definitions, state some properties (without proof, for now), and then proceed to
prove this (quite incredible!) theorem.

Definition 2.6. Consider a nonzero ideal a<1Og. Then the norm of the ideal is N(a) := [Ok : a].

It turns out that if we take a nonzero element a € O, then N((a)) = |Ng/g(a)|. Also,
if we have nonzero ideals a,b <t Ok, then N(ab) = N(a)N(b). Since every fractional ideal is
of the form p7*!---pi*, where p; are prime ideals and n; are nonzero integers (not necessarily
positive), then we can write extend the definition of an integer ideal to work for fractional ideals;
Le. N(py"t---p) = N(p1)™ - N(pe)".

We state a lemma.

Lemma 2.1. In every nonzero ideal a < Ok, there exists 0 # a € a such that
2 S
INkjo(@)] < (2)VIdx [N (a).
Proof. By the proof of Theorem 2.6, for every € > 0, we can take ¢, (7 € Hom(K,C)) such that
¢r = c5 for every T and [, ¢; = (2)*\/|dk|N(a) +&. Also by the previous theorem, we know that
there is some 0 # a € a such that |Ta| < ¢;, and then taking the product, we get

Nijo(@)] =TT ral < Gy vIaxIN(@) +<.

Since this is true for all € > 0 and since [N ,g(c)| is always a positive integer, then there must
be some « € a satisfying

2 S
INkjo(@)] < (2)*VIdx [N (a),
the desired inequality. O

Now we can prove that the class number is finite. Recall first that the class number is the size
of the ideal class group Clx = Jx / Pk, where Jk is the abelian group of fractional ideals and Py
is the subgroup of Jx consisting of principal fractional ideals.

Theorem 2.7. The ideal class group Clx = Ji [Pk is finite.

Proof. We first prove that for any M > 0, then there are only finitely many a<iOg with N(a) < M.
If p < Ok, then p NZ = pZ, where p is a prime ideal and p is a rational prime. Then Ok /p is
a finite field that is a finite field extension of Z/pZ. So N(p) = |Ox/p| = p’, where f > 1 is an
integer, so in particular, N(p) > p. This inequality gives us that if N(p) is bounded, then p is also
bounded, so there are only finitely many such p. The last step is to show that for a given p, there
are only finitely many such p.

Notice that we must have p|(p). Therefore it is enough to prove that each class of Cli
contains an integral ideal with norm at most (2)*y/|dk|. (Note here that this gives us a method
to determine the class number because then we only have finitely many cases to consider.) Let a
be a fractional ideal. Then there is an element 0 # v € O such that ya=! C Og. We apply the
lemma. Then there is some 0 # o € ja~! such that

IN((e))] = [Nk jgla)] < (%)Sx/ldKIN(ja_ll
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Now, dividing, we get N(j(f,)l) < (2)*y/|dk|. The division in % = a(%) takes place in Jg and
to finish this off, let b := a(%). Then since ja~! divides (), then o € ja~!, so b is an integral
ideal, and it is in the same class as a and furthermore, N(b) < (2)%y/|dk|. This completes the

proof that the ideal class group is finite. O

ALGEBRAIC NUMBER THEORY Professor: Dr. Andras Biro



Section 3 9

3. CycrLoTtoMICc FIELDS AND FERMAT: 6 - 13 OCTOBER 2010

Over the next few lectures, we will build up the theory required to prove a special case of
Fermat’s Last Theorem. We state the proposition here.

Theorem 3.1. Let p be a prime rational integer and consider the equation xP + yP = 2P where
(p,zyz) =1 and p £ h(Q(p))-

Here, h(Q(¢p)) denotes the class number of the cyclotomic field Q({,) and ¢, denotes a pth
root of unity. We will develop some theory about pth cyclotomic fields and ultimately use this to
prove Theorem 3.1. We take a moment to mention some notation. We will write ¢ to denote the
pth root of unity and let K := Q(().

Theorem 3.2. Let r, s be rational integers with (rs,p) = 1. Then grj is a unit in Z[].

Proof. There is an integer R such that R =r (mod p), R=0 (mod s). Then
-1 (-1

=1+ + ¢ 4+ (T ez,

Co1 et
This completes the proof. O
Theorem 3.3. The ideal (1 — ) is a prime ideal in K and (1 — )P~! = (p).
Proof. O

Theorem 3.4. The ring of integers of K is Z[(]; i.e. Ox = Z[(].

Proof. We will use the fact from Theorem 3.3 that the ideal (1—() is prime. Let us take a moment
to discuss notation. If we have a nonzero 8 € K, then (8) = p7* ---py'*, where n; € Z for each 1.
Now let v, () be the exponent of p in the prime decomposition of 5. We can say some things about

the exponent. If 31, 32 € K\{0} and v, (1) # vp(52), then vy (81 + B2) = min(vy(51), vp(F2)). We
know that 1,¢,...,¢" 2 is a Q-basis of K, so every a € Ok can be written in the form

a=ap+a(+ - +a, 2P %0 €Q

We will first prove that there is no p-power in the denominator of a; for 0 <i <p — 2.
Our first trick is to write « as a polynomial in 1 — ¢. Then we have

a=by+bi(1 =)+ +byo(l—¢)P 2
Notice that if each b; has the property that there is no power of p in the denominator, then each
a; must also have this property, and the same is true in the reverse direction. Hence what we now

want to show is that for an arbitrary ......
CONFUSED!!! Is the notation supposed to be v,(3)??? Or is it supposed to be v,(3)?7? O

A treatment of this material can be found in Washington’s An Introduction to Cyclotomic
Fields.
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4. MULTIPLICATIVE MINKOWSKI AND DIRICHLET’S UNIT THEOREM: 19 - 26 OCTOBER 2010

We first begin by introducing some new notation.
Let O} denote the group of units in Og and p(K) denote the group of roots of unity in K. It
is clear that p(K) C Og. It will in fact turn out that we have the isomorphism

Ox = u(K) x 21,
where as usual, r is the number of real embeddings and s is the number of complex conjugate
pairs of embeddings (so we have 2s non-real complex embeddings). As an example, we can take
the cyclotomic field K = Q((,), and then r = 0,s = %. We state (without proof) the fact that
Ko :=Q(( + () = KNK. So here, s =0,r = 702;1.

Now we turn to discuss the multiplicative version of Minkowski. Consider the homomorphism
j:K* — KX :=][,C* a~ (ra),7 € Hom(K,C).
Here, K* denotes the multiplicative group of K. We also have the norm homomorphism
N:KZ —C*=C\{0},2 = () — [L, 2+

From this map, we get that N(ja) = Ng/g(a) for a € K*. Now define a homomorphism

[:C* =R,z loglz|,

where we view C* as a multiplicative group and R as an additive group. It is easy to verify that
this is indeed a homomorphism. This induces another homomorphism, which we also call [, with a
bit of abuse of notation. So we have [ : KX — []_R, where the image is dictated by the previous
[, coordinate-wise.
The image of K* by j is
Kg ={(2;) e K{ 1 2, € R, 25 = %, },

where p runs over the real embeddings pi,...,p, and o runs over the complex embeddings
01,...,0s (with each o; a representative from a pair of conjugate complex embeddings). The
image of K3 by [ is in

L RI* =TI, R x [[,[R x R]*, where [R x R]" = {(z,z) e Rx R:x € R}.

We have an isomorphism [[] R]* = R""* where we take the identity on ][ R and take the
isomorphism [R x R]" — R, (x, z) +— 2z. Summarizing, we have

J:K* — Ky, and | : Ky — [[[R]T 2 R"*5.

So if we take z € Ky, we can write out the map [ explicitly as follows:

,log |z, |2, ..o loglz,,

l(z) = (log|zp, |, ... log|x,, 2.
Notice here that we have the square of the log for the complex embeddings since in the isomorphism
[TT, Rt = R"**, we took the map [R x R]" — R, (z,z) — 2z, and also log |z|* = 2log|z|. From
this, the following proposition becomes trivial.

Proposition 4.1. Let o € Oj. Then l(ja) =0 € R™* if and only if a € p(K).

Proof. The direction (<) is trivial from the definition. The direction (=) follows from the previous
lemma stating that if « € Ok is such that every Galois conjugate of a has absolute value 1, then
a must be a root of unity. O

It will in fact turn out that [(jO) is a lattice in R™"*. It cannot be a complete lattice, however,
since the restriction of [ to the ring of integers O has a nontrivial intersection. But it turns out
that it is a complete lattice in an r + s — 1-dimensional subspace of R"T*. We discuss this more
in the following class.

[20 October 2010] Recall from last class that we proved [[], R]" = R"*5. Now let us consider
the map Tr : R"** — R defined by summing the coordinates. Let H := {x € R"** : Tr(z) = 0}.
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Remark. If a € Ok, |Ngsg(a)] = 1, then I(jo) € H. (This is true for every o € K*.)
This is easy to see by just writing out the coordinates of I(jo) explicitly. We have I(ja) =
(log|pral, ... log|pral,log|oral?, ... loglosal?), so Tr(l(jo)) = log [Nk g(a)| = 0.

We now state the main theorem of this section. Once we have proven this theorem (which will
take most of this section), Dirichlet’s Unit Theorem can be easily deduced.

Theorem 4.1. T :=(jO) is a complete lattice in H.

As of now, all we know is that I' C H. Recall from earlier that a complete lattice is a free abelian
group with a maximal number of generators. So here, since H is a (r + s — 1)-dimensional space,
then our ultimate goal will be to prove that I' is a free abelian group with r + s — 1 generators.
To prove this theorem, we will need several lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. Let a be a nonzero rational integer. Up to multiplication by units, there are only
finitely many elements of a € Ok such that Nk g(a) = a.

Proof. If Nk g(a1) = Ng/g(ae) = a and oy = as + a7,y € O, then z—; =1+ 0%7 € Ok. But
the same is true for g—f, SO 3—; must be a unit. So we have proven that if oy, as have norm a and
a1

if a1 = ay (mod aOf), then o1 Since there are only finitely many elements of the factor ring

Ok /(a)Ok, then the desired result follows. O

Definition 4.1. We say that I' C R™ is a discrete subgroup of R™ if every point of ' has a
neighborhood containing no other point of I'.

Lemma 4.2. T is a lattice in R™ if and only if it is a discrete subgroup of R™.

Proof. The forward direction (=) is trivial. For the reverse direction, we first prove that T' is
closed in V. Suppose x € I' but it is in the closure of I'. Then for all ¢ > 0, we have v, # 79,
1,72 € T such that |y1 — x| < €, |v2 — 2| < & which implies that 0 < |y — 72| < 2, which is a
contradiction to the fact that I is discrete. Hence I' must be closed.

Now let Vj be the (real) subspace generated by I' in V. Let m := dimVp < dimV =: n. Let
Ul, ..., Uy € I be a basis of V. Let I' := Zuy + - - - + Zu,,. This is a lattice. Clearly I'g < T.
It is enough to show that I'y has finite index in I" since if this is true, then letting ¢ := [I" : T'g],
we have qI' < T'g, which implies that we have I'o < T' < %l—‘o. Since I'g and %I‘o are free abelian
groups of rank m, then I" must also be, and hence it is a lattice of rank m.

So we have left to prove that I'g has finite index in I". Let ®y be the fundamental domain of
T'p in V. Then @ is bounded and ®¢ + I'g = V. Then using the fact that I' C Vj, then for every
v € I', we have a representation v = p + 7y, where p € ®q and vy € I'g. This implies that we
have p =~ — 9 € 'N g, so p € cl(Py) NT'. Now, cl(Pg) NT is closed since I is closed, and this
is also a discrete set, since it is a subset of I". Also, it is bounded. This implies that cl(®g) N T
is compact. Since compactness together with discreteness implies finiteness, then we have, finally,
that cl(®g) NT is finite. It follows that 'y has finite index in T O

This lemma tells us that we want to prove that I is a discrete subgroup. In fact, since we have
I CHCR™ =[[[_ Rt C[[, R, it is enough to prove the following.

Lemma 4.3. For any c > 0, the set {(x;) € [[, R : |z-| < ¢} contains only finitely many elements
of .

Proof. If & € OF, then [(j) is in this set if and only if e7¢ < |ra| < e for every 7 € Hom(K, C).
This puts a bound on the coefficients of the minimal polynomial of « (since the coefficients are
just sums and products of the Galois conjugates 7« of ). Hence there are only finitely many such
polynomials, which means there can only be finitely many such . Hence this set only has finitely
many elements. O

We deduce from this lemma that I is a discrete subgroup, and by Lemma 4.2, this means that
T" is a lattice. It remains to be shown that I' is a complete lattice of H. We introduce now the
final lemma before we prove Theorem 4.1.
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Lemma 4.4. IfT' C R™ is a lattice, and M C R™ is a bounded set such that M + T = R™, then
T is a complete lattice.

Proof. The direction (=) is trivial, taking the fundamental domain as M. For the reverse direction,
let V) be the subspace generated by I in V. This is a real subspace of V. We want to show that
Vo = V. Take v € V. Then for any m € Z, we can write mv = a,, + Yy, for some a,, € M, ~,, € .
Solving for v, we get v = %= + 2 The first term tends to 0 as m tends to infinity since a,, € M
and M is a bounded set. The second term is an element of V{, and v is in the topological closure
of V. But since any real subspace is automatically closed, we have v € V{;. Hence we have proven
V C Vp, and so equality follows. O

Now we have everything we need to prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. We would like to construct such a set M for T'. First, let S := {y € Ky :

IN(y)| = 1}. Recall the map j : K* — Ky C Kg. We will construct a subspace T C S such that

T is bounded in Kg and S = U__,x T - je. Then M = [(T') will be a set that satisfies Lemma 4.4
K

for T'. Why is this so? Well, first it is easy to see that [(S) = H. Then we have
H=1(5)= |J umiGe) = |J um)y = M,

e€O vyerl ~eT

and hence H = M +T'. Also, since T C S, then T is bounded, and hence [(T) must also be
bounded. Therefore, once we have constructed such a set T', then we can define M based on this
set, by Lemma 4.4, T" is a complete lattice of H. So let’s construct 7.

Recall from Minkowski Theory the following theorem: If ¢, > 0 for 7 € Hom (K, C), ¢, = ¢ and
[T, ¢r > (2)*\/|dk|N(a), where 0 # a < Ok, then there is a nonzero a € a such that |ra| < ¢,
(Theorem 2.6). We apply this to the case when we have a = Ok. Let ¢, be as above, and let

C:=TL ¢ > (2)°\/|dk|. Now define a set
X :={(27) € Kg : |27] < ¢/ }.

Then by Theorem 2.6 (stated above), there exists a nonzero @ € Ok such that ja € X. (Recall
from earlier, in Minkowski Theory, that j is a map that whose image in Ky is defined by an ordered
n-tuple, each coordinate of which is the image of the original point under some embedding of the
number field K.) Now let us take y = (y,) € S. Then we define Xy to be a similar set:

Xy :={(z;) € Kg : |2:| < ¢; - |y-| for all 7 € Hom(K,C)}.

Notice that since y € S, then the product of over all 7 € Hom(K,C) of ¢, - |y;| = C. Again by
Theorem 2.6, there exists a nonzero a € Ok such that ja € Xy, so ja = zy for some x € X,
which means, rearranging terms, that y=! = z(ja) 1.

(Notice that this is quite close to what we want to prove: We have now that any element of
S can be written as z(ja)~!, that is, the product of an element from a bounded set and some

element of Kg. In order to prove S = UEeO;(T -~e, we need to show that we can replace (jo)~!

with an element of norm 1.)

By a previous lemma, if we know that there are a1,...,any € Ok such that for every a € Ok
having |Ng,g(a)| < C, then we have a representation e = «; for some € € Ok. Applying this,
we have

v =a(e) ™ = a(jaTt) = wj(ea; ) = wje)ia; ),
and since y~! € S,j(e) € S, then zj(a)~t € S. It follows then that

N
s= (anXj(af))) j(e).

ecoy \i=1

1

Now let T := UN, (SN Xja; ). T is bounded in Kg, since S is bounded and the boundedness of
Xjo, ! follows from the boundedness of X. Therefore, by Lemma 4.4, I" is a complete lattice. [

Now we can state and prove Dirichlet’s Unit Theorem.
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Theorem 4.2 (Dirichlet’s Unit Theorem.). The group of units O of Ok is the direct product of
the finite cyclic group u(K) and a free abelian group of rank r + s — 1.

Proof. Let A =10 j. Then since I' = \(O), the map X : Of — I' 2 Z"t5~1 is a surjective group
homomorphism and with ker A = pu(K). Let 71,72, ..,%+s—1 be a free system of generators of
I. Let €1,...,6.45—1 be such that Ae; = ; (i.e. €1,...,&.45—1 are the preimages.) Then

pE)Neyef ey = {1} = u(K) e g5 ey = O,

where £Z denotes any integer power of £1. Hence there exist elements e1, g, ...,&.45_1 € O} such
that every e € O can be uniquely written in the form

e=C-ef" g, where ¢ € p(K) and my, ..., mpqs_1 € Z.
The units €1,...,e,45—1 are called fundamental units. O

Let us now introduce the concept of a regulator of a field K. Recall the map A : O — H C
R™*5. We proved that I' := A(O}) is a complete lattice. It has a fundamental domain. The
regulator is related to the ............... of the fundamental domain. Now let us take a vector in R"
orthogonal to H. We will choose

1
Ao i= ——(1,...,1) e R""%,
=
Then if €1, ...,6,45—1 is a system of fundamental units, then Mg, A(e1), ..., A(€,45—1) is a basis of
a complete lattice in R™"*. The fundamental domain of this lattice has volume:
\/Tl_i_is )\(81)1 )\(Er+sfl)1
d = |det : : . :
\/7% >\(51)r+5 e )\(ErJrsfl)rJrs

If ® is a fundamental domain of T" in H, then vol(®) = d. We can compute d by adding all rows
to the first row, which gives us:

r4+s 0 e 0

0 Aer)2 o Mergs—1)2
d = |det . . .

0 )\(51)T+s T )\(Er+571)r+s

Therefore, letting the bottom right (r +s— 1) x (r + s — 1) matrix be A, we have d = \/r + sR,
where R = | det(A)|. Collecting this information, we write the following definition:

Definition 4.2. The regulator of K, denoted Ry (this is R in the above analysis), is defined to
be the absolute value of the determinant of any (r + s — 1) x (r + s — 1) minor of the matrix

)\(61)1 >\(€r+s—1)1

A€t o AErgs—1)r+s
From our analysis above, we see that the regulator is well-defined; i.e. it is invariant under
the choice of units and choice of minor, which follows since d is independent of the choice of the
fundamental system of units and also choice of deletion. The explicit form of this matrix is:

log|pi(e1)] -+ log|pi(erys—1)]
10g|pr(51)| 1Og|pr(5r+s—1)‘
logloy(e)]® -+ logloi(ergs—1)l?
10g|0's(51)|2 10g|as(€r+sfl)|2

Why is the regulator important? How do we make sense of this definition? What does this tell
us?
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5. FACTORING RATIONAL PRIMES IN ALGEBRAIC NUMBER FIELDS: 26 OCTOBER 2010

This material is covered in part in Chapter 1, §8 of Neukirch’s book. We will discuss the
decomposition of prime ideals in larger algebraic number fields. For instance, if p is a rational
prime and L is a finite extension of Q, how does p decompose into prime ideals in the ring of
integers O 7 To explore this, we first introduce some notation.

Let K C L be algebraic number fields. If P <« Ok is a prime ideal, then POy <1 Op and we
can write PO, = Q7' ... Q¢ where @; are prime ideals in O, and e; > 1,e; € Z. We call e; the
ramification index of @);. For each i, we have Q; N K = P, and @ < Oy, is among the @, if and
only if @ N K = P. Now consider the finite field k obtained by taking the quotient Ok /P =: k.
Then every Ok /Q; can be viewed as a vector space over k. We denote its dimension by f; and
call this the inertia degree of @Q;. The prime ideal @Q; < Oy is said to be ramified over K if e; > 1.
It is natural to extend this definition to P; i.e. we say the prime ideal P <t Ok is ramified if there
is an ¢ such that e; > 1. It will turn out that there will only be finitely many ramified primes.
Our first theorem will be a statement relating the ramification index e; and the inertia degree f;.

Theorem 5.1. Using the notation above, Y ;_, €;f; =n, where n = [L : K].

€1

Proof. Let P <1 Ok be a prime ideal with the following decomposition in Op: PO = Qf* ---l¢".
By the Chinese Remainder Theorem, we have

OL/POr = &;_,05/17.

On the RHS, the number of elements in each quotient Or,/Q(:i%) is exactly the norm of Q5. Now,
N(Q:)¢ = (|k|¥)¢, so the number of elements of the direct sum on the right is |k|>¢/i. On the
LHS, we have a vector space over k. Therefore to show that >_ e; f; = n, it is enough to show that
Or /POy, is an n-dimensional vector space over the finite field k.

Let wy,...,wm € Of, be elements such that their images @y, ...,w,, in O /PO, are indepen-
dent over k. We claim that then w, ..., w,, are independent over K (so that m < n). Suppose that
they are not independent. Then there exist a; € K, not all 0, such that ajwi + - -+ apws, = 0.
It is no loss to assume that a; € Ok since we can always multiply through and clear denomi-
nators. Let us define an ideal a := (aq,...,am) < Or. We would like to find « € K such that
awo; € Ok are not all in P. (This will give us a contradiction.) We need an o € K such that
(a)a C Ok, (a)a € P. Now, the second condition holds if and only if (a)aP~™! Z Ok, so it is
sufficient to find an o € a=!\(aP71)"! = a=N\a"!P. Now, a !P C a~! since a~! is a fractional
ideal, but a™!P # a~! by unique prime factorization, and so a=!\a=!P is nonempty and the
desired « can be found. Hence we can find an « such that

aqiwy + -+ apw, =0 (mod P),

with not all way in P. This gives us a linear dependence among the @y, ..., ,w,, over k (since the
images of aq; are not all zero), and this is a contradiction. So we conclude that wy,...,w,, are
linearly independent over K and m < n.

To prove the reverse inequality, let wi,...,wy, € Op be such that @y,...,w,, is a basis of

OL /POy, over k. We will prove that wy,...,w,, is a basis of L over K. Let M := Ogw + -+ +
Ogwy,. This is an Oxg-module. Now, M C Op, and we can view Oy, also as an Og-module. Now
let N := O, /M, the quotient Ox-module. We know that Op, = M+ POp,so N = PN C O, and
since Oy is a finitely generated Og-module, then N must also be a finitely generated Og-module.
Now let x1, ..., x; be a system of generators of N over Og. We can write x; = 22:1 oy, where
«;j € P. In matrix form, these equations give

l—app —a2 -+ —ay T 0
—agy  l—a -+ —ag T2 0
—O%1 —0Ot2 e 1—ay Tt 0

Denote the ¢t x ¢ matrix by A and let d := det A. Multiplying by the adjoint matrix of A, we
see that dz; = 0, so dN = 0. But d € Og\P and d # 0. Since N = Or/M, then dO, C M =
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Ogwi + -+ Ogwy, and so O € Kwy + -+ + Kwy, and L € Kwy + -+ - + Kwy,. This implies

that m > n, and so this finishes the proof of the reverse inequality and we are done. O
To sum up the above proof, we had two main steps: to prove that wi,...,w,, are linearly
independent over K and then to show that in fact wi,...,w,, generate L over K.

This theorem is also known as the fundamental identity.

Consider now the separable extension L|K given by the primitive element § € O, with minimal
polynomial F(X) € Ok[X] so that L = K(0) and [L : K] =n. So L = K(). It is not guaranteed
that O = Ok|[0]. In general, all we know is Ok [f] C Op, and it is a difficult problem in number
theory to classify all fields L in which we can find a 6 such that 1,6,...,6" ! is an integral basis.
For now, we can only identify the decomposition of some primes P in Op. Here, an ideal called
the conductor plays a large role. It is the largest ideal of O contained in Ok[f]. We state a
precise definition here.

Definition 5.1. The conductor of Okld] is
I'={ae€0L:a0 COkl[0]}.

Every element of L can be written as a K-linear combination of 1,6,...,6"!. We can clear
denominators to get into Ok[f]. This is true for every element of an integral basis of Q. In
particular, we then get I # 0 since it contains a nonzero rational integer. Also note that in the
case that Ok [0] = Op, then the conductor agrees with the ring of integers of L, i.e. I = Op,.

We now discuss the decomposition of prime ideals relatively prime to the conductor. First, a
note about notation. If f is a polynomial over Ok, then f is its reduction modulo P, so it is a
polynomial over k = Ok /P.

Theorem 5.2. If P < Ok is a prime ideal and POy is relatively prime to the conductor I,
then we can determine explicitly the decomposition of POy, using this 0 in the following way. Let
F(X)=F(X)e - F.(X) be the irreducible decomposition in k[X]. Here, each F;(X) € Ox[X]
has leading coefficient 1. Then Q; = POyp, + F;(0)Oy, for 1 < i < r are all the different prime

ideals above P and we have POr = Q' -+ - QS with inertia degree f; = deg F;.

What this theorem tells us is that the decomposition of prime ideals relatively prime to the
conductor boils down to a question of the decomposition of the minimal polynomial in the larger
field. Before proving this theorem, we first give some examples.

Ezample. Let L = K(V/d), K = Q, where d is a square free integer. If d = 2,3 (mod 4), then
letting # = v/d, we have the minimal polynomial F(X) = X2 —d for . If d = 1 (mod 4), then let

0= 1+72\/E7 and we have the minimal polynomial F(X) = X2 — X + % for 6. In the special case
of quadratic extensions, O, = Ok|[0], so 1,6 is an integral basis. Now, P = (p) < O = Og = Z,
so k=0k/P=7Z/pL.

Take L = Q(i). This is the case d = —1. We have to decompose X2 + 1 modulo p. If p = 2,
then X2+ 1 = (X +1)? (mod 2), so 2 is the square of a prime ideal. If p = 1 (mod 4), then
X2+ 1 decomposes into 2 linear factors, so p will have 2 different prime ideal factors (this follows
from the fact that —1 is a quadratic residue). If p = 3 (mod 4), then X2 + 1 is irreducible (since
—1 is not a quadratic residue), so p remains prime.

If L =Q((), then 1,(,, ... ,(1’;‘2 is an integral basis, so, as in the case of quadratic extensions,
we can use the theorem to determine all the prime ideals explicitly. We will do this later in these
notes.

We now prove Theorem 5.2

Proof. We have a homomorphism Og[f] — Or/POr. (We take this by first injecting O [f] into
Oy, and then reducing modulo P.) We claim that this map is surjective. We first show that
Oxkl0] + POr = Or. Now, we know O[] + PO, = O, since I and POy, are relatively prime.
Since I C Ok]l0], then necessarily Ok [0] + PO, = Op. What remains to be shown is that the
kernel of this map os POg. From the construction of the map, we know it has kernel O [0]NPOy,.
So what we want to show is that Ok [0] N POy, = POk]|f]. The containment D is trivial. For the
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reverse containment, we first claim that since POy, and I are relatively prime, then P and I N K
are relatively prime.

We can write I = R1 Ry --- R; where R; are prime ideals of Op,. In the case when K = Q, we
have N(I) € IN K, but N(I) ¢ P since otherwise we would have N(I), N(P) € P, which would
mean 1 € P (since N(R;) is relatively prime N (P)). This implies that P 2 INK, and so it follows
from the fact that P is prime that P and I N K are relatively prime. In the general case, we can
see that R; N K € P since in the decomposition of POy, we have every prime ideal lying above
P. Let a; € R;NK\P. Then Hi:l a; € INK\P. So again, P 2 I N K, which means that P and
I N K are necessarily relatively prime.

So we have P+ I N K = Ok. Then

OK[Q} NPOL C (P—i—IﬂK)((’)K[G} QPOL) - POK[Q],

where the last containment is true since IO C Ok[0] and so (I N K)PO; C POgk[f]. Hence
we have proved that the described homomorphism Okl[0] — Op /POy is surjective and that
ker(Og[0]/POk[0] — Or/POy is an isomorphism. From the isomorphism theorems, we also
have O [0]/POk[0] = k[X]/F(X). This means that the prime ideals of Oy, containing PO, are
in a 1—1 correspondence with the maximal ideals of O, /POy, Now, k[X] is a unique factorization
domain, and the prime ideals here are the principal ideals generated by irreducible polynomials.
In k[X]/F, the maximal ideals are the images (F;(X)) < k[X], so the maximal ideals of O,/ POy,
correspond to these ideals. Now, the index of F;(X) in k[X] is |k|/i. So if Q; < O, corresponds
to (F;(X)), then N(Q;) = |k|/?, so Q; is a prime ideal in O, lying above P having inertia degree
fi- What remains to be shown is the concrete form of @; and the exponents. But this is just a
matter of understanding what is happening. The following picture should help in understanding
the correspondences between the ideals.

~ e —

OL/POL, k[X]/(F(X))

Ox[0]/ POk 0]

Ul Ul Ul
Im(F;(0) <1 Or) <> Im((F;(6)) <t O [0]) < Im((F,(X)) < k[X)).

(In O, /POy, the maximal ideals are the images of @;, the prime ideals containing POp. If
e; is the maximal power of Q; dividing POy, then the images of Q;,Q2%,...,Q5" in Or/POy,
are all different, but the image of Q¥ is the same as the image of QS for all k > e;. That is,
QY+ POL = QF for all k > e;. In k[X]/(F(X)), the images of (F;(X))?, (F;(X))?, ..., (F:(X))*
are all different, but all subsequent powers of e; are the same as the image of (F;(X))%.)

This completes the proof.

As a corollary to this theorem, we can prove the fact stated earlier about the finiteness of
ramified primes.

Theorem 5.3. There are only finitely many prime ideals of Ok that ramify in Of.

Proof. We apply Theorem 5.2 to L = K (), where § € Op. Let P be relatively prime to the
conductor I. It is enough to show that the reduction of F modulo P (denote it by F') does not
have any double roots (except for in finitely many cases), where F' is the minimal polynomial of
6. Now, F has no double root if F and and its derivative F are relatively prime. We know that
F itself only has simpmle roots, so (F, F') = 1, hence we can find G(X), H(X) € K[X] such that
F(X)G(X)+F/'(X)H(X) = 1. We can multiply by a nonzero integer such that the coefficients will
be algebraic integers to get F(X)G*(X)+ F'(X)H*(X) = m # 0, where G*(X), H*(X) € Ok[X].
If we take P such that m ¢ P, then F does not have multiple roots. Hence we can choose any prime
ideal except for finitely many. This proves that indeed ramification is an exceptional case. (]

In the special case when K = Q, we can describe explicitly when a prime is ramified. The
following theorem will be stated without proof as the proof is beyond the scope of this course.
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Theorem 5.4. Let L be a number field. A rational prime p is ramified in L if and only if p
divides the discriminant of L.

We have seen that if L has a complex embedding, then |dz| > 1. (This was Exercise 5 of
Problem Set 3.) But we in fact have something stronger than this.

Proposition 5.1. If L # Q, then |dp| > 1.

We now work the the case of cyclotomic fields explicitly. That is, we will now describe the
decomposition of rational primes in a cyclotomic field.

Proposition 5.2. Let L = Q((,), where {, is a primitive nth root of unity. Then in L we have
the following decomposition: pOr = (Q - ~-Q,.)%0(pw), where @Q; are distinct prime ideals with
inertia degree fp.

Note that we in fact have enough information to determine r. We know ¢(n) = [L : Q] =
rfpe(pr), so T = 7-0(55)-

Remark. In the special case when n is a prime, we proved already that Ok = Z[(,]. We will prove
later that this is true in general. For now, we assume this to be a fact and begin the proof of
Proposition 5.2.

Proof. O

We now go on a slight tangent to make an interesting remark about zeta functions.
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6. APPLICATION TO ZETA FUNCTIONS: 3 - 9 NOVEMBER 2010

If K is an algebraic number field, then we define the Dedekind zeta function to be (x(s) :=
> o (Na)=*, where s € C. If Re(s) > 1, then it is absolutely convergent and limseo £|{a < Ok :
Na < z}| is a nonzero number. (This number is related to the class number and also to the
regulator.)
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7. HILBERT’S RAMIFICATION THEORY: 10 - 17 NOVEMBER 2010

Let L/K be a Galois extension with [L : K] =: n, where L and K are algebraic number fields.
Then G := Gal(L/K) acts on Op. If @ is a prime ideal of L lying above P (so P = Q N K),
then 0@ is a prime ideal of L lying above P, where o € G. (This is easy to see: o(Q N Ok) =
0(Q)No(Ok) = (6Q) N Og = P.) In fact, something stronger holds:

Proposition 7.1. The prime ideals lying above a fized prime ideal P are all (Galois) conjugates
of each other. (That is, they are mapped onto each other by an element of G.)

Proof. O
Let us now introduce some new terminology.

Definition 7.1. If Q) is a prime ideal of Lj we can consider the group
Gg={oceG:0Q=Q} <G,

i.e. the set of 0 € G that fix @ set-wise. We call Gg the decomposition group of @) over K. By
the Galois correspondence, we have a corresponding fixed field

Zg={reL:ox=uxforaloecGg}
We call Zg the decomposition field of @ over K.

We have some properties about the decomposition group Gg. We have Gg = {1} & Zg =L &
P is totally split in L (it is the product of n distinct prime ideals). We have Gg =G & Zg = K
< P is nonsplit (it only has 1 prime ideal factor).

Recall that we can write the prime decomposition POy = Q7" - - - Q¢~, where the inertia degree
of @; is denoted by f;. Recall that we had a theorem that said 2;1 e;fi = n. By our above
discussion, we see that if L/K is Galois, then e; = --- =¢, =t eand f; = --- = f, =: f. Hence

the identity becomes, simply, n = efr, where r = |G : Gg|. So we have POy, = ([], 0Q)°, where
o runs over a set of representatives of the left cosets of G in G.

The special case of abelian Galois extensions is very important in number theory. The Kronecker-
Weber theorem states that if L O Q is an abelian extension, then L is contained in some Q(¢,,).
This is a major result in class field theory, the theory of abelian extensions. There, they discuss
things like Artin’s L-functions, which is a generalization of Dirichlet L-functions.

Now we return to the theory.

Proposition 7.2. Let Qz = Q N Zg be the prime ideal of Zg below Q. Then
i) Qz 1is nonsplit in L. (i.e. Q is the only prime lying above Qz.)
it) Q over Zg has ramification index e and inertia degree f.
i11) The ramification index and the inertia degree of Qz over P are both 1.

Proof. O

From this new language we can in fact prove quadratic reciprocity in a different way. It arises
as an easy corollary of the following proposition.

Proposition 7.3. Let [ and p be odd primes, | # p. Let {; be a primitive l[th root of unity. Then
p is totally split in Q(\/1*) where I* = (%1) 1 if and only if p splits in Q((;) into an even number
of prime ideals.

Proof. O

Lemma 7.1. If a is squarefree, p a prime, (p,2a) = 1, then p is unramified in Q(y/a) and p is

totally split in Q(\/d) if and only if (%) =1.

Proof. O
And now the following proposition (quadratic reciprocity) follows easily:

Proposition 7.4. The following are equivalent:
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) ()1
i) p is totally split in Q(v/1*)
i11) p splits into an even number of prime ideals in Q(¢;)

i) 1;71 is even, where f, is the smallest positive integers such that pf» =1 (mod [).

Proof. O

Returning to Hilbert ramification theory, we have a proposition regarding the construction of
an integral basis.

Proposition 7.5. Let L/Q and L'/Q be Galois extensions with relatively prime discriminant.
Assume that their intersection if Q. Then if wy,...,w, is an integral basis of L and v}, ... w! is

an integral basis of L', then the pairwise products form an integral basis of LL'. (Here, we have
n=[L:Q] andn' =[L:Q)].

Remark. Notice that the dimensions work out. That is, we know already that [LL' : Q] = nn/,
which is exactly the number of pairwise products.

Proof. O

Let L/ K be a Galois extension and let @ be a prime ideal of Op,. Let G = Gal(L/K), P = QNK,
and let Gg be the decomposition group of Q. If o € Gg, the o induces an automorphism
7:0L/Q — Or/Q, defined by a (mod Q) — ca (mod Q). Let k = O /P,l = Or/Q. Then we
get a homomorphism Gg — Gal(l/k). (Note here that [ and k are finite fields and every extension
of a finite field is Galois.) This is the identity on Ok /P since o|x = idk.

Proposition 7.6. This homomorphism s surjective.
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8. p-ADIC NUMBERS AND HENSEL’'S LEMMA: 30 NOVEMBER - 7 DECEMBER 2010

In this last section of the course, we will discuss p-adic numbers and Hensel’s lemma. This will
cover just about the first four sections of Chapter II: The Theory of Valuations from Neukirch’s
book. (We will describe the p-adics in three different ways and prove the equivalences of each of
these definitions.) Without further ado, we begin.

Let p be a rational prime. Then every integer f > 0 has a unique expansion

f=a+tap+- - +ap",0<a; <p-1
Extending this sum to an infinite sum, we get the notion of a p-adic integer.

Definition 8.1 (Definition 1). Fix a prime p > 0. A p-adic integer is a formal sum

o0
Zaipi =atapt+---t+app” 4+, 0<a; <p-1
i=1

The set of p-adic integers is denoted by Z,. Let

g
L) =17 :9,h €L,pth}.

If £ € Z,), then it has a unique expansion Y ;2 a;p’ € Z, such that p" ™| (£ — 3"  a;p’) for
allm > 0.

From this, we define the p-adic numbers.

Definition 8.2 (Definition 1). Define Q, := {d>";= a;p’,m € Z,0 < a; <p—1}. If f € Qp,
then we can write f = {p~™™, (gh,p) = 1,m € Z. If ag + a1p + asp® + -+ app™ + --- is the
expansion of ¥, then we call agp™ + aip™™ - 4 app ™t + -+ the p-adic expansion of f.

Remark. This is a unique expansion. If f € QQ, we can give an element Z;’ifm a;p" € Q, such
that if p° || f — > a;p’, then e,, — co. In this way, we defined a map Q — Q,, which maps
Z into Zp. (All we know now is that this is a set map, as we do not yet know the operational

structure of Q,.) These maps are injective, so we can identify Q by its image in Q,, and hence

we write f =Y >° a;p.

We can also define the p-adics in a less element-oriented way. We consider the projective limit
(also called the inverse limit).
Consider the sequence of projective maps

Z/pZ ™ LJp° L <22 TJp3T >3 - - -

From this, we get a projective limit:

o0
UimZ/p"Z := {(zn)e>1 € H Z)p"7 : Ap(Tppg1) = Tpyom=1,2,... ).
n n=1

It turns out that this is exactly the set of p-adic integers, and from the projective limit, we get
Definition 2.

Proposition 8.1. We define a map

@ : Zp — @Z/pnz,zazpl = (xn)nZD
n =0

where T, = Z?;ol a;p*. This map is bijective.

By this proposition, we can consider Z,, as a ring, since the projective limit comes with a ring
structure for free. Since every f € QQ, has a representation f = p~"g,g € Z,, then we can define
notions of division and multiplication on the set Q,. In this way, we see that Q, is the field of
fractions of Z,.

In the third definition, we approach the p-adics not from a series approach as in Definition
1, and also not an algebraic approach as in Definition 2, but from an analytic perspective. We
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consider the p-adic exponential valuation of Q and look at the completion of the rationals under
this valuation.

Definition 8.3 (Definition 3.). (p-adic exponential valuation and the p-adic absolute value)

Consider the group of units in the ring of p-adic integers:
Ly ={x €Zy:|z|=1}.

If we take any x € Q' (the multiplicative group of p-adic numbers), we have v,(x) = m € Z, so
vp(xp~™) = 0, which means that zp~™
where m € Z and ¢ € Z);.

From this discussion arises the following proposition.

is a unit. Hence we can write any x € Q; asx =p"-¢€

Proposition 8.2. The nonzero ideals of Z, are p"Z, = {x € Q, : vp(x) > n},n € Z>o and
Zp/p" Ly = L/p" L.

Proof. Consider a nonzero ideal I <<Z,. Then let m be the minimal integer such that z = p™¢, e €
Z, for all nonzero x € I. (Such an m exists since I < Z, so m > 0. Then I = p™Z,. (This m is
in fact v,(z).)

We have a map ¢ : Z — Z,/p"Z, (since Z C Z,). The kernel is clearly p"Z. In fact,
kero =ZNp"Z, = {x € Z : vy(x) > n} = p"Z. It remains to be proven that ¢ is surjective. If
a € Zp, then there is an & € Z such that |z —al, < # (since Z is dense in Z,), which is equivalent
to saying that * — a € p"Z,. Then ¢(z) = a (mod p"Z,). This completes the proof. O

Now we prove the equivalence between Definition 2 and Definition 3. It is easy for this to
become muddled in notation as our two different definitions use the same notation. Hence for the
duration of this next proof, we will say that Z, is the p-adic numbers described in Definition 3.

So we have, by the previous definition, Zp — Zp / p"Zp >~ Z/p"Z. In this way we can define a map

Q0 ip — lim Z/p"Z.
n

Proposition 8.3. This map is an isomorphism.

Proof. If x € Zp is mapped to 0, then x € p"Z,, so v,(x) > n for all n, so = 0, which means
that ker p = {0}. Now we want to show that this map is surjective.

We have seen that the elements of the projective limit are in a one-to-one correspondence with
the formal sum ;- a;p’. Define a Caucy sequence {z,} as

n
Ty = Zaipi €L C Zy.
i=1
Since ip is complete, then {z,} converges and we can let = := lim, o zp, 2 € Zp. It can be

checked that the image of x under ¢ is the given element of the projective limit and we are
done. O

Definition 8.4. A waluation of a field K is a nonnegative function |- | : K — R such that
(i) z>0and |z|=0< 2z =0.

(i) [zy| = |2[ly]
(iii) |z + y| < |z| + |y|. (If we have |z 4+ y| < max(|z|, |y|), then we have a “non-archimedian”
valuation.)

If | - | is a non-archimedean valuation, then v(z) = —log |z| for x # 0, v(0) = co. We also have
the following properties:
(i) viz)=00 =0
(i) v(zy) = v(z) +v(y)
(ii) v(z +y) > min(o(z), o(y))
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This v is called the exponential valuation.

Consider R = {z € K : v(z) > 0} = {x € K : |z] < 1}. R is a ring and its group of units
is R* = {z € K,v(z) = 0}. And it has a unique maximal ideal P = {x € K : v(z) > 0}. An
exponential valuation is called discrete if v(K*) = sZ for some s > 0. It is normalized if s = 1.
An element ar € R with v(m) = 1 is called a prime element. Every x € K* can be uniquely
written as z = 7w for some m € Z,u € R*.

Let K be a field, complete with respect to a non-archimedean discrete valuation |-|, R and P as
above. Then a polynomial f(X) =ao+ a1 X + -+ a, X" € R[X] is called primitive if f(X) #£ 0
(mod P), that is if max(|agl,|a1],--.,|an]) = 1.

We now discuss Hensel’s lemma.

Proposition 8.4 (Hensel’s lemma). If a primitive polynomial f(X) € R[X] has a factorization
f(X) 2 g(X)h(X) (mod P) where g,h € k[X],(g,h) = 1 in k(X), then f has a factorization
F(X) = g(X)h(X) where g,h € R[X], g=7,h =h (mod P) and deg g = degg.

Corollary 8.1. Let f(X) = ag + a1 X + - + ap, X" € K[X] be irreducible and apa, # 0. Then
max(|ag|, a1l ..., |an|) = max(|ag|, |an|). In particular, if a, = 1,a9 € R, then f(X) € R[X].

Theorem 8.1. Let K be complete with respect to the discrete non-archimedean valuation |- | and
let L/K be a finite extension. Then |-| can be uniquely extended to a valuation in L by the formula

la] = {/INp K (a)|, where a € L,n = [L : K].

Proposition 8.5. Let k be an algebraic number field, let Q be a prime ideal of k, and for x €
E\{0}, let QU@ || (x). This is a discrete, exponential valuation of k, and |z| = N(Q)~v2(®). This
is a discrete, non-archimedean valuation of k. Its completion is a finite extension of a p-adic field
if Q lies above p.
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