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Class Formation ORI

HTAE /B B (Ydshihiro Koya)

Ao BN, 2 REPADEKR . Class formation DDOAER ¥R T2 C &

X VA I N2 RO s R <RBc 2 icdh B,
¥ FR/NRBEAER S, CCTHEHAE2E54 X5 235, 2IRTTHPHAED R
THEPERCHERS, LR MER2] BIU B 2BEBLCWAL T\,

T ( 2RTBFHE) . KK 222 KERBitkTH 3 L ik, K AefAisREkcd
D, FHEHhe L MBEOEK T BPik:2Fo2C ¢ TH5B, T BEOEKR
<o | BEHA L k. HREE BSOS R BESREKD © & 3BT 3.

FB ( 2RTRIFEFROBPYER ). K 2 2RKRcREPtke L. L% K OFBRRT v
T A & T
Vg Ky(K) — Gal(K*?/K)
3 WFRIEER AL T, Thid
K(K)/Ny xK>(L) ~ Gal(L/K)

% BRREREHET 5.

38 LROEBCLATEEK LA, ABTHBRETH D1 2 RTOBIKRDES D A
THEDOT, FICREL TR, —ROIFREH N it LT N- KTRHBik
3OEE 2] BXU 3] tBWTEEI N, EFAEEERD X b —Kko® T N- ReFEik
K L CREFHE LT w5, ‘

BRIC K - e diy ¥R A2 D class fromation AR BEH®RBRR O a2 T2 —0D
SHEokdxhTtwiciteowcihAadhdhbhv, ZhL b, HlzE. BF
D G- B2 WT 2 RTOBFRICOWT H ., EEBoRIBEEESTHCENE, %
NHEREOREREPOITHA5, ZTL T do L dBERAL Gal(L/K)- @ X
Ky L)TH3X5cBbhdd, COHBFRLAbLRATWE XS IC,

K,(L)CML/K) ~ Ko (K.
B D LR\ & bIC, L/K pSKEHEACH o7k LTH,
HY(Gal(L/K) ,K3(L)) =0

BEALT 3T LHFECEADTH 5, KBOERALYE, MBObYOTAWICLA
Bic, BoVEHT3INBE*Z L X0 CREEHTH»2 LE->THREWERS,



1 .Class Formation QAR

G % profinite groups A®* ¥*ER%A G IBFOBKTH > T, n > 0 ABZHEFDOn
LT A" = 0 5348852 #eT b0 THB L+, CDL %, profinite group G
& GOk A® oxt (G, A) % formation EFEE, X EKHTK%H 5RABEE TR

¥ 5 L &K, X (G, A) % class formation &ﬂ?.&-C Lic3 %,

A1,

HY(H | A')—O
s A/RTASHE |
~E2. o ;
H % G oTBEOBRMOHL T2 L &,
HG(H ’,A.) = 0.)

7)>E§Z H _'_'E‘Do (Hilebert ®%E# 9 0 DIHELL)

A3 : ,
H% G oREEORESHE T LE, £ H ?Cidb'c(kd)l 5 & [FBIE inv H 23

HIET B, ¢
inv H:H*(H ,A®) ~ Q/1.
AEA4. o |

UBXUV % GO EE L. Ch bRV C UbD[U:V]=n%k5H
BAE»HbLTd, L EROINIEAMETH B, ‘ ,

Res
H2(U ,A®) —— H?(U ,A®)

inv Vl inv Ul

Q/1 —— QJ7
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2. Modified Hypercohomology [ZD\T
¥ 3, & D class formation DATR X EIKERE D hypercohomology DFEE

fﬁﬁé%f%é@ﬁ;%hﬁ#ésIS&&TMmD:*%nV—ﬁKﬂE#%%@
YEBRELALSCRALRV,

0B, thbDaktr P —BoBNANE R R~
%, LIF. Beclibbh iR, GRAREL L. A RRBEEOHEHAELTOITH D X
5%k, BRA G- ok cedddbn L5,

—RICRD X 5 BEERFIBFEL ROEBZIHET .
— X ? S5Xt'T X' x5 X2 —

(1) &= OB X" AREOKELFOHM Z[G]- IHTH 5o
(2) ROELERF

e X XD X XY 70
& 51X G-module Z DHFHIZHETD B,

DA SEERI%Z G @ complete resolution & FEL T & K¥3, (BLwc i, d
#1¥ [1, Chap. XII, §3] ¥ 2o L, ) cD L%, G-INEE M LTk ’

.+ — Homg(X*!, M) — Homg(X°, M) — Homg(X ™!, M) —

DakeErS—% ik, %n#Tateo):rvl--T:n V- H*(G, M)’C%)Zu,
Lo X5k

X2 X XYL X X,
Zeind, EROHFENE G- OBk A° VC?TL“C\ RDXH &\ 2EEARYY kHE
ﬂ?ét&#’(’%éo
Y = Homg(X %, Af),
T, BHAFROHBR AE»rORTROTE . CO2EBEKYY KMbET 3

(v v 7AR) Bk akEn O—EE HI(G ,A°) LBRT, ch¥ GO A° 2K
¢ ¥ % modified hypercohomology &FELRT &ICF 3,

m@ﬁ%@\ %%ﬁ‘bggmﬁﬁ’né #)@fb 60 :

SE1 . 1. LA BEEOG- L —HFT30THNIE, 2D modlﬁed hyperco-
homo]ogy X Tate DD aFERI— L —-ﬁ(‘ﬁ' %o

fliic b, Tate Dz FkEud—FHLEUAHELF>TVS, flzE.
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wEt1 .2
(D) B
H(G , A®) ~ Coker(H°(A°) X5 HO(G , A%)),

7% L Ng 3#$® hypercohomology ) M LB TH %, -
(2) g2 1 & BEROBBICHL T,

HY(G ,A*) ~ HY(G , A°).

Eﬁl

B.v%
X =(C(—X? 55X X" —50—-...),

Xy=(—>0—0X' -X*—..)

LB THED RO XS AEHKOEERIIEES, ;
0 — X3 — X* — X{ — 0.
5 X* REMARRERD LG MBCH 50T, KOk 5 hBKORERIEE 5,
| 0 — Hom& (X!, A*) —» Hom$%(X*®, A*) —» Hom®%(X;, A%) —» 0.

BEOaRERU—% & o TBLRSEWEARIL ) ABRASICEI B,
SERAHE

KOEEIE., o rcens—35 L FEEEC LTCIHHTE %,

FE1.3. A°, B*, C* E»ARCEDCENALETOK A>T X 5 ABikTH
5L3%, Ibic, Thb G- IFEOHEKD triangle

A* — B* — C* — A°[1).
ERLCBhbE
.. — HI7Y(G ,C*) — HY(G ,A*) — RY(G ,B*) — HYG ,C*) — ---

B RFEERINE/ S,

D1 .4. A RERARG-IEoBEKTH Y, E@ﬁ#%(omtofh5&T
5, ZDEE, RDE S BRART W ARIIBFLET B0

CHP(G,HI(AY)) = PG, 4°).

SR . COEOBRFICH K 5k, HY(G A')&iZE?E{z(s:Y”—HomG(X A D
akeuV—RTHB, T HH, [1, Chap. XV, §6] K XhiX, KHDBEZ7 t ARk

4
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W&LT\C@ZE@W@X«?F»%ﬂ%&hﬁkWC&#bﬁéo&E\Z«?b
ARFIDBEREEIC DT, [1, Chap. XV, §5, Case D*] X D {FEEx h 3,
, ; SERA#E

%1 .5, Hik A GRIOAREOREL B Ly XbICEOELE (—1) HERVTRES
TOTHBLT 2. T35, RDXS5AZELERINERS,
o H'H(G  HTH(AT) — HY(G L A7) — H™ (G, HO(4"))
— B™"(G ,H™Y(4")) — H"*(G ,4%) — - --.

CDBEPC, By TROFGESZDHEEDHOLNT VS, BEAY, BrDakEw
V—imeBLTH B, HLWnC &(ri\ MR 4] EBEDT L,

2. Tat e—Nakayama@EEU)—%‘iﬂ:

2Tl ROEBEIFHT %, KOZEIE. Tate—Nakayama @%ﬁ%%:l:—-‘ﬂ%t L
edbDTHY, REOBEIK A® BEFED G- IFETH 5 LT, chid, /KD Tate-
Nakayama DEBICHh A b AV,

EE2 .1, GZ2ARE. A 2G-NBOEEKTHVEOHLE (—1)HEBRWT
ﬁxéfomﬁofhéﬁﬁéﬁfbékTéoa%H%G.Nj@xkb‘ébKG
D% p-Sylow TRt G, K3 LT,

(1) Hl(Gp,A-)—O .

(2) H2(G,, ,A®) i Resg/g, (a) THERE h, 2 ORI |G)| &%L\no

25F3,, TRCDgEL LIEFED G OEHEEH Kxf LT,

HY(H ,A%) ~ H"*(H ,2).

#ﬁi D joo
CHEFHAT B 2DIC, L OhOMERIA L 20 A b\,

WE2 . 2. GrAER. A% G-IPOBECTHEOEEE (-1) HERVWTRET
0TH2E5A5bDET 3, XbiC, & p-SylowiABEG, Ikt LT HY(G, ,4°) =
0 B2 H™(G, ,A%) = 0 A B RHMTLEhTWE AL, RTOEMq LETO G
OEHEEH ettt 0 |

HY(H ,A*) =0

BRYIDe
SRR . % 1.5 & BEORED b

B (G, ,H(A%)) — H (G, ,HTH(4%)) |

ﬁé%‘('b D Y ey . o~ -
| H™(G, ,H'(A%)) — H"™(G, ,HT}(4%))
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BEBH,
H™ Gy ,HY(A®) — H™(G, ,HTH(A"))
ST H B, [9, Chap. IX, §7, Théorém 12] XV & m € 12£7T0GORIME

(a3l P
H™(H ,H°(A®)) — H™(H ,H"(A*)).

uﬂﬂgﬁfbéo B, R152HWELTDq e T & GoEToESEEH Kxt
LA , : ,
ﬁq(H ,.}A..) =0.

MED D0

%I
B
-3

#WE2 . 3. gkA %
A°=("f*f*(?‘**’10'_’Ao _;_,p}‘___,...),,
EBLXOBbOLL. BkB %
B‘:(~-———+0——+B‘ _".21»130——»0—% ),

’5:&5325&4)@&'9‘50 Xbilc, f*EBEEKA z‘»b@ﬁiB' ~DBEEDE LT B, C

frifin(G AT — ﬁf‘(G B")

k&gt i i L .
« frHLHMY (G LA — HYYY(G , B®)

ol by N 5
PG L,A%) — HP(G ,B*)

BREHETH 3 LREThE, EROEHK ¢ Ik L T,
f4:HY(G ,A*) — HY(G ,B*)
RRIBERTH %,
SERA - MEORE L EE 1.3 X Y
H™(G ,C(f*)) =0,

YO N _
H* (G ,C(f*)) =0,
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TH5b, T C(f*) ik f* ® mapping cone TH 3%, T35 &ﬁ%lﬁt%ﬂlﬁ &
b ;

fi:HY(G ,A®) — HY(G ,B°)
BEBERCTH B L BFH 3,

E{I{
&
%

T2 . 1MF8E
By THEORXT I v Ihb, RO X5 BN ERE %18 5.

HP(H ,7) x H*(H , A®) — HPY2(H | A®).
CCf\mmlﬁﬁﬁHé%OﬁWPﬁﬁmm%éo:
HY(H ,I*) ~ H*2(H , A*),
COBRABIADIAEL . LORBIERR ) v 7R L THRTH 2 BICEEThIE,
ﬁq-(H 1) ~ HY(H ,I*).
%ﬁ%?nd+ﬁﬁbéoL#Lap&éﬁ%anr)oiameQﬁﬁmﬁmbfx

b, hix

Qap:Z — I*,

2BET 0T, 2.3 LEHORE»I b, BURBREEBLC LHTE S,

Eﬁl
b
%
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3.C1 ass For m.a tionhSNETFORE
COHITR, class formation DA & 4 F TR &2 by BB HEBR
%o ‘

- T(G,¥)

¥ G-IBEOH 7Y b T —<ARDOHFT) —~DBEFCT(G,M) = MC 2%
KINBDDET B, T2 RI(G, *) 32 OBFOEKEF L3 %,

&3 . 1. G % profinite group, A® % 2O AL H» LK S G- MBEOFHIKT, &
0L (1) HERWTRIRTCOTH2L5A8dbD LT 3, foramtion (G, A%) 33
class formation DAB% i AR biX. G ODEEOEHBRESRE H st LT, #ik
T<o(RT(H, A%)) L EIRBEG/H o7 1EH 2.1 DIRE%X T/ T o

B - 23, KD & 5 % G/H- Ji® triangle BFAET 5 T & ICERET 3o
’TSO(RP(H, A®)) — RT(H, A*) — H*(H , A*)[-2] — 7<o(RT(H, A*))[1].

T @ triangle X b |

e ﬁ‘l(G/H ,7<o(RT(H, A®))) — HY(G/H ,RT(H, A*))

— HY(G/H H*(H ,A*)[-2]) — ---.
kBERERIIEES. A1 A2 2hb,
F'(G/H ,ro(RT(H, A%)) = F'(G/H ,RT(H, 4)) = 0,
<Y, TERH | |
0 — H:(G/H ,7<o(RT(H, A%))) — H*(G/H ,RT(H, A®))
— H}(G/H ,H*(H ,A%)[-2)).

%182, ChbOBEEL, AH3 L AEH4 Lhb, GEFELNS, |
o REBA#

DEDOEES. LOMEIORDL T LHBTE B,

FH3 .2, G, H, A*AFuHE3I0HEI T2, THLRDLS 2, REE

L | | | |

| (G/H)® =~ Coker (H*(H , A%) "1 H(G ,A%)).

EROCEREOBR |
(1) F, #HBAE T2, G=Gal(F,/F)s A" =(+ —0—7 — 0 —

) EBOXSkBTE. T (G, A%) i/ class formation DABR R T TOHEH

b, 0- RuBFROERRORRIEE 2B 5 C L TE 5,

8
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(2) F @B OBERTORPHA. GRF DA nTHET S, A* % Gn & THAE,
(G, A*) b * D class formation DAERE ML To ¥RD. ThIL5ETORLDF
RS ¢ LT, RIERREES C LKTE B,

(3) K #R¥UAL T2, £/ GRENDMEH T THTHL LT 5, HIKA® 25O
HICA F— AR S X 5 AT, BYOEHBELTOKA>Tw3EX5Ahb0Th
T, (G,A%) 3% DEHTOD class formation DDOAER % i7c T o

l;U:izB&:fciﬁb v~ B x D class formation RHEEDENZFHLKCAEZLTWE T &
BoOh b IRDETT. 2 RITOFHFHEEIATROFRIRIEHEE R4 DFEHKTOD class forma-
tion L X 3R kD d L KEHHL TH %,

4. 2 R RS ARORBEE DA

C DT ngk [3] DEFEA% class formation # FIWTEIH L TH %, HIB, ROEH
ZEAS %,

FE4 . 1. K% 2KCEDH. L% K OBBRRY v THAKEF 30 55 2. KO
REEGIFET 50
K3(K)/Ny xKao(L) ~ Gal(L/K)®.

ZFDWIC, ROEBEZIAAT 5,

T4 .2, KilbkRorsheFs, HIKI(2)2] & profinite group Gal(K,/K)
?D %3 formation Ik class formation DABR % ik T o

¥4, Lichtenbaum OBk Z(2) ¥ TEHICH 3 0T, MMICEOBHE T 30
 [5] kBT Lichtenbaum Bk Z(n) DFEZ TEL, T HOICTEBIT S X5 En L
OBOYREE N SUEERM Lo €T X KIER noether 2% — & 2 ¥ 3,

(0) Z(0) =ZTH b Z(1) = Gp[-1] TH B,
(1) Z(n) & [1,n] ONCcZIERRTH 5, '
2y o: Xy — Xg,. % site DF|OBERAH LT3 L,

R"*la,Z(n)=0 -
B D LD, | ”
(3-1) EEDIEDEE m 'C X _[—:e 1nversxble & A Z) K5RbD% LD L, RO triangle

ﬁ‘ﬁET%o
Z(n) = Z(n) — Z/mZ(n) — Z(n)[1],

e, L/mI(n)=pu8* tHbh uf i1 lo)mﬁtﬁﬂjg‘@éé;
(8- Z)Xﬁ‘%ﬁp>0@x* L7 b, triangle

Z(n) = Z(n) — Z/me — Z(n)[1]

9



S EEOmICH LTHIET 50 £ 2Ty Z/p™L(n) =  va(n)-nlTH Y,
vm(n)[——n] RETORBNED CHER X i’L % de Rham Witt ?E{zk WnSl% © additive
subsheaf TH %, (cf. [8]).

(4)m,n>0 & Z;MVC?(T L’C\ product map

Z(n) ® I(m) — Z(n + m)
BHAET o
(5) ¢ 1 (2) KBLbh 3B DEFL b DEF 3o T3 2,
R"a,Z(n) = KM

©H Y, £ TKM i3 Milnor K- BD X5, ECOBETH B,

[6] & [7) K BW T, Lichtenbaum {X Z(2) 3% & dHED X7 b I Ll L
THRHFEL T, LR LAREEEZMAT C L %2R Lk LT EKDWVTH,
[5][6] < (7] 2 BHDC 20

T, BEH42 0FHIKRE S, [6] & [7] o5 T, Lichtenbaum RAE 2 ZLT
@WKﬂLfﬁDiﬁck%?LTméoﬁﬁl&”ﬂZKOhfﬁ\ﬁ%E#BM)
AHTHHAL TS, #o>Ts AEIBRYILOHE 5 HRETRZIEHTNIER VI,
D7eDIC, ROMGE4.3 L& 4.4 23T B,

&4 . 3. K% 20TRPitke L. L %%ﬂ@ﬁl‘ﬂikﬁn?%kﬁ&‘?éo % 7S
Lk K o e BRA2FR B ThiX, RORAFEF]RTD 5,

HY(K ,Z(2))(0) —— (L ,Z(2))(0)

| ]

Q/1 A qz

T, BROMOBER T inv c X W BEX WA DDTH 3,
SEEA . n 2EEOEHARI L T 5, motivic cohomology @ Kummer theory X Y
0 —s H3(K ,u8?) — HY(K ,1(2)) <5 HY(K ,Z(2)) —> 0.

&5&71:%%5”’5:%50 cn&\ [2 85, Theoreml Cor. 2.] Kb%@i@jﬁﬁi&ﬁ
b\ ﬁ%ﬁ‘tﬂ%o
ELEES

SE4.4. KX LIEEDH %@azbt?éoébm pﬁK@gﬁ&%Lmiﬁ
THB LT 5, HDEEROEETETD 5,

CHA(K L Z(2))(p) ——s HA(L,Z(2))(p) :

.l,;f;,f o l

10
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MNP OHDER X inv 2> biﬁﬁé nixdbothsd,
A . n REEEOERRET . (7, §1] KX DKRD X 5 A HERFIRE S,

0 — HYK ,vm(2)) — HYK ,Z(2)) 25 HY(K ,Z(2)) — o.
B> Ty ROMRDTHEEIT & AT X o

H(K ,vm(2)) —— HY(L ,vm(2))

! !

p—l,;z/z e, Lz/z

L& L. 2hid [3, §3, Proposition 1, (2)] DR HCIHEN TS,

EH 4.1 OEERADER

P 4.2 &4 3.1 X D ARREE Gal(L/K) & Gal(L/K)- IiBE0#Hk
T7<o(RT'(H,Z(2)[2])) BZEB 2.1 DREZWA LT B L BGh Db, #oTy

HY(L/K ,7<o(RT(H,Z(2)[2]))) = Gal(L/K)™.

#8525, HY(L/K ,7<o(RT(H,Z(2)[2]))) #5 K2(K) /Ny Ka(L) ERBICE >TL
%5, oT. EHOMHA%E 3,
EEEA#
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