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I K 3Bk Thsb.) HC K #mKCMEahkeds, 2oL s,
K =H(Jaq,...,\/an1)

D 32,
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SRR, FICIEBHEATS 2 C LICEET 2). XMl 34 XD, H = Fuph)) T©h 5. Mk,
HCLTH%ZEWbhY, FERANERT 5. O
SE XM

[BKS16] D. Burns, M. Kurihara, T. Sano, On zeta elements for G,,, Doc. Math. 21 (2016) 555-626.

[Das08] S. Dasgupta, Shintani zeta functions and Gross—Stark units for totally real fields, Duke Math.
J. 143(2) (2008) 225-279.

[DK20] S. Dasgupta, M. Kakde, On the Brumer—Stark Conjecture, preprint. arXiv:2010.00657v2

[DK21] S. Dasgupta, M. Kakde, Brumer—Stark Units and Hilbert’s 12th Problem, preprint.
arXiv:2103.02516v1

[Pop11] C. D. Popescu, Integral and p-adic Refinements of the Abelian Stark Conjecture, in: Arith-
metic of L-functions, IAS/Park City Math. Ser. 18, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, (2011)
45-101.

[Rub96] K. Rubin, A Stark Conjecture ‘over Z’ for abelian L-functions with multiple zeros, Ann. Inst.
Fourier 46 (1996) 33-62.

[Sch9g] N. Schappacher, On the history of Hilbert’s twelfth problem: a comedy of errors, In Matériaux
pour histoire des mathématiques au XX¢ siecle (Nice, 1996) (1998) 243-273.

[StaT6] H. M. Stark, L-functions at s = 1 III: Totally real fields and Hilbert’s twelfth problem,
Advances in Math. 22 (1) (1976) 64-84.

[Tat84] J. Tate, Les Conjectures de Stark sur les Fonctions L d’Artin en s = 0 (notes par D. Bernardi
et N. Schappacher), Progress in Math., 47, Birkhduser, Boston, 1984.



