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Hilbert D& 12 FIEDRIT DHERE 12D\ T
Recent progress on Hilbert’s 12th problem

Pty Bl CRBR N2 R7)
Takamichi Sano (Osaka City University)

W=
Bl Dasgupta & Kakde 12 & D, $ERDEAT —OVIEKOHRI2HER DG 6 e, REFE T
SDOFEREMHT 5.
1 F

Hilbert %5 12 fil & 1, Vo 2 BEOMKEIETH VD, AHEE LIE 2 RiFDLGICEZRZN
Kronecker-Weber O &R, BHFEERHE L TLLHMENTW D, ZNBANOREIRDOL &I, T TREXR
HERIZZIZ L ool k) 72D, Fl Dasgupta & Kakde 13 [DK20] 128\ T Brumer—Stark 18 (o

AL #IL, ZDIEH E LT [DK21] I28B 0 TREERDREKR T — UK ROBIRI 2K 2 5 A 7-.
AFHE Tl [DK21] ONEOWMH % T 5.

Brumer-Stark 74813 Stark PO 554717203, Stark P48 & Hilbert D% 12 [ & DBRI1Z Stark
12X o T[Sta76] ILBE W THEEIN TV, ZORMEAZNEE, TStark PHEDIEL 74U, Stark BEZ IR
3227 —VERBHRTE S, L) 2 ETHB, 4D DasguptaKakde 12 & 2 RIUE DK
7 —VIRRDORE L, HEANIZZ D Starkk D74 T 72 HAW5bDTH S, 72721, Brumer-Stark FAHIX
Stark A IC & > CERMLI N PR TIE %, Stark D7 A 77 %MW T Tate I & D [Tat84] ICB W TEX
LENZFRTHD, Stark HEPEZ COAbDEEFALE) L) 2 EITERELTEL.

ARFLHTIX, §2 T Brumer-Stark PAIC L D Z DEFEEDS P I NS Brumer—Stark BEEUCEIT 2 HASH
HuzF L0, §3 TZ2NE2HOTRERDRRT —_NVAEKOIRN LR %52 5. HE R M 72ui
1%, §3 ZUHeA T K\ (Brumer-Stark WD FEEZ ZO UL, HEEIZD % D FISENTH 5).

78, Hilbert O 12 FEDFEHIC DV TAGE TIE L it vds, RO &H 2 54 13 21F [Schog] %
FENI», Hilbert HEIZ X 2 PAO statement %, D 2 EICOWTEEL ML SNTW0 5,

2 Brumer—Stark E#{
F z2FEEE T2, HIF ZHBRRX7—NWIEKRE L, Z200a7%2 G L35, F ORRELALEOES
% Soo(F) TRL, HTHIET 2 F OEREEOEELEE Stam(H/F) TR, FOEROBRES S %
S = Soc(F) U Syam (H/F)
B #S>2LRELTEL™, 51, FOEHROERESGT T, SNT =07

H} :={a€ H* |ordy(a—1) >0, Yw € Tx} (1)

*L X0 iEffEiclE, Stark PRIOK#LTH % Rubin—Stark FEORMN AL ATH 5, ik 2.6 B,
RUS =1 LBIDEF=H=QODLEDATH5.
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78 torsion-free £ 2db D% ESL, T TCTy BT OFEHDOEICHE HOESEEKOESZEL, ord, :
H — ZU{oo} 13 wiZE 2 IERIMEM 2K T, 21X, FREEPRE 2 200F[E T HGATON
12, 2O torsion-free &9 FfEIFi7-E N5, BT, ZOTREEINLIDEL, TIHKETS D2
BORTEZLCT 2LIELIEDT ARV EET S,

FOFERpg SUT TH TREFETL250% L%, HO (p,T) HEH#E%

Up =Upn,p = ker (HTX Hordw, @Z)
wip

LB, ZZTwipEi#lshw HOAREREEREZES, pOLichs HOFRMP ZEL, TiE

Ordy, = Ordyp : Q@2 Uy — QG]; ar Y ordyg(ca)o™! 2)

oeG

BEZL (2N QG) MBOERMELTSH 2).
O = O .57 € Z|G) % Stickelberger Tt £ 5. C OTLIRK THBOT 515"

Vx € G, x(0n) = Lsr(x ', 0).
22T G =Hom(G,C*) T, yeGITHLT Ler(x,s) & (S,T) CIEIE L% L B%

Lsz(x,s) = [ ] (@ = x(Fr,)No' =) [T (@ = x(Fr,)No=)~*

veT v¢gS

TH% (Fr, € G I3 v D Frobenius HCAM, Nvld v ORREONEEZRT).
LB#D s =0 TOMBUZBIL T, RHSNTWw 5 ([Tat84, Chap. I, Proposition 3.4] Z#) :

#{v €S| viE H X THEMRT S} xA1DEE,

#5 -1 y=1Dk %, )

ords—oLgr(X,s) = {

Fric, HDYEERZRCEELREICIUEEZRS 200, HDRETRINE Iy =0 THBDZ b
5.
DT, HRRBEGHETS. oL, (w4 FAREEE e € QG %, G0 x € G ITHL<T

x(eT) =1 H'X iRk
THREOT N DL T2, HEEHEMNV2 L, G4 (2) IFHEE
Ordy i e (Q &7 Uy) = e~ Q[G]

EHLET L EbD 5, (3) kb,
Oy € E_Q[G]

THH I EITERT S,
DL ED DT ¢, Brumer-Stark PRIFRD & H iR s 2,

F#8 2.1 (Brumer-Stark PA). REMAT vy =upp € Uy DI —DFET 5 ¢

(i) e up =up in Q®z Uy,

*3 9y D Z[G] 1A B Z L&, Deligne-Ribet, Cassou-Nogues 12k % & (IS T L2450 TH 5.
US> 2 L L TWAI LICHENT 3.
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(ii) Ordp(up) = 0.
1® u, % Brumer—Stark B# & IF.5,
EE 2.2, PH21 2RO L) IHRTH ke
Up = U p = Ordgl(ﬁg) ce (QezUy)

EEFRLILE,
up € Uy
RDRASR
CDXH NG L, PHREZHREL % TH Brumer-Stark H#d Q @z U, DIGE L THEEL TV 2 & A
5, EWIHHEDD 5.

EE 2.3. pO Lo HOFE P RZEELTOAD, uy REBICEPOLDAILLLZDT, up EXTRET
52, LoL, WENDOp D LOKEETE, W =0(F) (ccG) /LS
uspr = o (usp)

WY IO EDbd, koT, PELENVLZTORENELRLVWESZ5DT, B EEESINLLD
ELlTCup ERTRELDZ uy ERTILICTZ2DIITHS, T, FHR21DELEEZPOLEDFICLS
T lkbbhbnd,

ER 2.4. H DRE TRV E EIIEE |
up =0
EBL. CRENAGES 2L  u, =1 80) 2ETHD,)
EE 25 F=QorE, TRI21IZIELWI &8 MStickelberger @58, & L CHIICHIS N T w5,

Z® L &, Brumer-Stark HEII A7 AM L L TEENIZFERTE %2 ([Tat84, Chap. IV, Proposition 6.7],
[Popl1, Corollary 4.3.11] ).

EE 2.6. PRI2.11F (H/F,SU{p}, T, {p}) I<NF % Rubin-Stark FH ([Rub96, Conjecture B'] F 7z
[BKS16, Conjecture 5.1] 2H) LIAfETH D, Brumer-Stark H# u, 13 Z D¥E D Rubin-Stark 7t & —%
T5.

ATl i1, Brumer-Stark MO IEAREZ 2 OB S, DU, {3 2.2 @ X 9 12, Brumer-Stark
B u, 2 (PRZKELETIC) QR U, DILEEZ .

WRE 2.7 (/ VABIRRN). H/F ofEREohEE H oL TP, 2L AT
Ng/g: Q®zUgy — Q®z Ugry

Iz J: 5 tup 0)1'%!3&

(H(l — Frq_1)> UR p

q

TH%, ZITqld H TR SICOENLHRERZES.

BH R TRCTO X, H BRIETRVEE, TR Ny g (upy) =0 L) 2 ETHS.



BHZ Sram(H/F) = Sram(H'/F) D & &,
Np/m(ump) = unp
A A RAcY
A, G = Gal(H'/F) L6, [AREH ZIG) > Z[G') 12k % 0y = Opypsr DRIZ

( 11 (1Frq1)) O jrsi T

qeS\s’

TH 5 Z LY Stickelberger TEOREO T X D bHr%. 22T i=So(F)USam(H'/F) TH 5., ZAIE

B9 5 E, imEDFRIE Brumer-Stark B D E R & nH#AX

Ordgy,p
Q®z Un,p, — Q[G]

ol

Q®zUnrpga—> Q[¢]
rdy

PoHED.

ROGHEUZ IR IZ & > T well-known & BbHN 223, F->ZF N HLTHLIHRIEHED VLI TH 50,

W 28. H % HIZEENIRACMESELET ST, 2oL &,

1 _ .
Upp = 1] . (1:[(1 — Fry 1)) upp in Q®z Unp

WY LD, 22 Tqld H TRDIEZ: SICEEN6REN%2ES.

Bz,
UH' p c Z[I/Q] Rz Unyp = UHp S Z[I/Q] Rz UH,;,

DR Y IO, T L, Brumer-Stark PRID 2 E LA H 28 CM ARDOE TG IS,

AEH. G = Gal(H'/F) £ L, ce G % (kE—o0) HELR LT 2. GiR

1 _
[H: 1] >, oF

oeGal(H/H')

v: QG = Q[G]; z—

#HEZS. 22T2eQ[G] 2 e Q@] 0Fb EFERT. (BRrvIZTDOENHIZESK,) T,

) (176)
e =v
2

TH2BIEWbDD (R e € Z[1/2][G] b 5). i,

Oy =O0p/psr =V H (1- Frq_l) Om/rs T
qesS\s’

*6 [DK21] I bt Tuawnss, FRIclibh ez ki),

TOM k&g, BIEART, &20IH4ED 2 KK E L > TV RRDOZ L TH B, WK CMfh H' C H IZEBRICKD X 51053

TED 10 € Soo(F) T 2BIHIER ¢y € G LRTLEE, H 12 G DI
(cvcyr | v,v" € Soo(F))
WANES 2 H/F OBk TH 5. F512, TORED exponent 14 2 DT, [H: H'| 2 XETHS I LICTEET 3.
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bbb, TIZTS =S80 (F)U Swam(H'/F) TH 2, B EOZ LITHEET 3 &, AnEOFRIE AR

Ordpy p

Q &z Up,, — Q[G]

TIH/]XT TV

Q2 Un g = QUC]
rdyr

PoHED. O

ROMEIE, A7 7OVERED annihilation & DRIRTH 2. H O T §H4#E (T-ray class group) %

C1% := coker | Hj Dordu, @ ;
wgSee (H)UTs

LEFET . (HF & (1) CEBLAEZEE2EVILT.) Tabs, CL 1]]
HHEETH 2.

wery W % modulus £ 2 H O

g 2.9.
(i) P21 (Brumer-Stark PH) 28 H TRAZMRT HERD p ¢ SUT IZHLTURD DR S,
O € AnnZ[G](Clz)

LRI ARVASH
(il) 22T 2 &, (i) DLW D, Thbb,

On € Anngg)(Clf;) ®z Z[1/2]

N RYAST IS
UHp € Z[1/2] Rz UHyp

M H CHRAENRT HEED p ¢ SUT IS L TRD D,

FEHA. (i) Chebotarev #IEEM L D, CL OEEOTTIE P TRESNS, TP I3 H CELDET
2 FD#ERp¢ SUTDERICHS HDOERTHS, O p T 2 Brumer-Stark FPRIERET 2 &,
Brumer—Stark HFE DML

Ordy(up) = 0

ED, 0p P FREA F T (uy) THHEDBDDD, uy €U, C HY £ D, ZHUX 0y - P2 Cl; OHFT0
TH5IEEEKRT S, MEXD 0y € Anngg)(ClY) B3 D 3L,
(i) p ¢ SUT % H THREDRT 2 FORHEL, P2 pD Lo HOFMET S, 0y € Anngg (Cl]) 7
Z1)2]) #IRET S &,
2M0y - P = 0 in Cl},

AT IRE m EET 5. ShkD,
2™y - P = (e)
L5% e U, FET 5. CheSVhAbL

Ordp (8) = 2m91.1
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T&H Y, Brumer—Stark HEDEFR LD,

up = %-e‘aé@@zUp
L%, E28 DIMILY e € Z[1/2][G] DT, uy, € Z[1/2] @7z Uy o125, O
JER 2.10. [DK20] Tl& Brumer-Stark P41
Ou € AnnZ[G](Clz{)

DI TERMLEN T VLAY, @29 kb, 2872 T IEAREETER L 72 Brumer-Stark 748 (P48 2.1)
DITHIIR>,

Dasgupta-Kakde 1& [DK20] i2& T, H 75 CM hDg4EIC
O € Anngg)(Cl}) @z Z[1/2]
BAFWIL 7. ko, A28, 2.9(i) £HbED L, KD,
EHE 2.11 (Dasgupta-Kakde). {EREDOERRK 7 —~VIAK H/F 125 L C*8
ump € Z[1/2] @7z Ug p

NP RVASR

3 WBEEDRXRT—NIVIEXDER
FZ2EHE L, FORK?—~UEKE FP LR, 2P 13 RHEHTIC
F*> = P({ fii#i72 70725 }, {Brumer Stark ¥¥7 5 })

VI BTk I NS,
£, ML) PMIPICOVTHERRE ), n:=[F:Q] £BE, o01,...,0, & F OFEFREME (T
bbb, HOAA F - RA2E) L35, 5514

S F* = {£1}"; a— (sign(o1(a)),...,sign(o,(a)))
BEZD, INBEHTHL LD DD, koTar,...,an1 &
(S(a),....6(ap—1),(—1,...,—1)) = {£1}"

ERDEIICEDIENTED, THMAILLS,) & Jor,..., /a1 DI ETH D,

RKIZ, Brumer-Stark BEIZ O W CHIHIONE2EE T 2. F OZHOGRES T T, b 554207
bOERMET S &, FROATBRT —_NVAIEK H/F £ H CREFHRTZ F OFAT7Vp ¢ TITHL
T, Brumer-Stark Hi#{ upy , 23EFTE %, Brumer-Stark PAMIEL UL, upy, 1§ H* OITICE S,
Dasgupta-Kakde 12 & - T Brumer-Stark F® 2 fy DA DMREDONI DT, ufy, € H L7525 2XEm
DHIES 5 (EH 2.11 2]).

ST FIZOr D0 THVEA T7An LT, n% modulus &3 2% F OFHEMAE (narror ray class
field) F(n) \IZ®9 % Brumer-Stark i 2E 2 5. Thbb, Fn) TRENHT 2 FOEA T 7V pn) ¢ T

B HPRETHECEE W uyp =0 LBLADT, TRIEANITH 2.
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LT, TEup(ypn) BEAS. COEELE F(n) DILICASZDE I DB SHEVA, 2 XF m(n) %9
F ERD
Wi o) € F(0)
E% % X912 TES (Brumer-Stark PHEMPIELTHUE mn) =1 L & 5),
DL EDHERFD T T, F DRART —~VIEKR FA2 1ZRD X 5 Ik s,

EE 3.1 (Dasgupta—Kakde, [DK21, Theorem 1.9]).
F*™ = F(Jar, - /O 1 (U oy | B C O 10 THRVA F7 L))

AR 3.2, Hilbert 0% 12 W% (H 2N T) THRL ) EFRT 2720121, 7—~VUWERD THIRI
120 BT E R TN 64w, £ o0, Brumer-Stark AL up(n) pn) B3ED K S CHRINIZDH 5 Db,
L) ZENEELRETH S, EEE, X [DK21] D KF1E TBrumer-Stark HEAHRINTH S L)
EEGHIT 2D INT w5, THBREEIICE ) 0 ) R ZDHBIL £ 9.

upp % (RO T — VK H/F & H TREDRT 2% A 770V p ¢ TI1ZNT %) Brumer—Stark
B T%. £7, Dasgupta (¥ [Das08] IZE VT,

upp = “p R in FY (4)

EVHARETFHRELTERMLLZ, COHLIE F OLELTERTESLDTHY, ELD ug, 13
(Brumer—Stark PHZELC) W& H C Hp = F, 10k ) B Ot AT, ZOF-D FY/(F )tors P
FTIEL VI EZFHORE D FRLAZ L2 [DK21] 0FHMN AT TH 2. 2ich s Tp iR
FEARMICEHEARECTH D, HRINZ DD TH HDT, % DOEKT Brumer—Stark BEX "R, £54%
LI TH S,

DULARMRZRRS L, EOFH (4) IF “modulo torsion” TIEL W I EWVRI N T, SERICHEPN
7ebFTldZw, 7, Brumer-Stark PR S 2 M3 3EIrNTE ST, 2oz FP oFidici#o 2
RE mn) PENT, ThoTERY, COXIICELMDEEDLH 212 HBb 5T, Hilbert D5 12 HiE%
R L 72D X HICERT 2D, HPEZEAOREDIED R, 1, Lonx% M\ % Brumer-Stark
BB DGR p ERTIITH D, Hilbert 2MIFEL Tw7z & ) AR EEMITNE b OTIRE WL, ZOMICEL T
1Z [DK21, p. 8] IZE W T THilbert 252 DfFEE2Z T AN D E I DIEOD 6\ EVH)ERD I XV )Y
b5,

FE 3.3, TH31 D AT TlR2) 202 Ebn3h, FP 2T 2012, & nloxf L Cpessis
# F(n) DR ZE L Tw b Ty, ZomMd (Kronecker—Weber OEMREHEETGMIC IR S &) i
BETCTH S, 2L, B Hilbert A F(1) 122V T, F(1) 25 CM 7% 518

F(1) = FOi) o)

ThDHIEb5, GEWIE, ToOHE34 DOfFHEZELTIUITES,) InE2MALT, AKX 4) 2Hv
794 2 RIK D Hilbert BUE OGN 7-: A H 2 ([DK21, §2.3] ZR).

DIF, @ 3.1 0df%252 %, @5 aifiobozHws,
ROUWHEDHETH 5.

Wik & D, CO%MIE n % modulus £ T2 F OMEHEEIE (narrow ray class group) O Tp(n) =0 ThH 2 I & LHfEHT
b5, THHL, pn) ldmod n T1 ERBZMIELITLTERINERKA T T LZ EIUT K,
*10 5 O FOFER p BT, p S F O 2 S IEOE RS N5, p 3AERA DT, Brumer-Stark PR (D 215) %Z{%
T HMEE R,
*112022 4 3 HBIfE.




%8 3.4 (Stark [Sta76], Tate [Tat84, Chap. 1V, Remarque 2.3], [DK21, Lemma 2.3]). H/F %&HRIK
MHEREL, HIZCMBEET S, S = So(F)U Seam(H/F) 8L, p¢ SUT & H TREFET 2 F O
FEHLET 5.

up =ug,p € Q®z Unyp
% Brumer-Stark J#& U (EM22ZM), u)' cUnpy C H* %2 0 ThVEEm 2L 5. (211 &
D, miF2RFICEND.) ZDLF,

H = F(u")

DA RVASR

A, H/F 138EHER A DT, G = Gal(H/F) OBELIEE x WHEET 5. (Thbb, x |3 HEHERT
G=C*DZEThs,) HIFCMETS = Soo(F) U Spam(H/F) DT, (3) &b Lsr(x,0)#0TH2
ZEITTEET %,
RO 7€ Gal(H/F(uy')) 2 &%, 7=1%mEX X\, Brumer Stark BEOER LD,
X (Ordy(upt)) = m - Lsr(x, 0)
THLD, EHIFRDEIITHFHETES ¢
X H(Ordp (uy)) = x~H(Ordp (1 uy))

=m- Z ordg (o7 uy)x (o)
oeG

=m- Z ordg (up)x(a)x(7)
oeG

=m- Ls7(x,0)-x(7).

£oT
m-Lgr(x,0)=m-Lsr(x,0)- x(7)

E%2H, m-Lsr(x,0)#0%BDTX(r) =100 5, x FHEHLEDOTr=1TdH5, O

g, EH 3.1 DD D BWENRER TR IND, RO 2 OOMEIZH L LA u T

HE34 A A
2 2 CIFEEIZAE T 5,

WD T,
#i#8 3.5 ([DK21, Lemma 2.5)). H/F ZHBRX7 —~UEKRT, HI1E CMEET 5,
T:={H': H/F oFifk | H' /F I3EERT, H & CM )
< S R
H= [] B (&%)

H'eY

NS ARVASH

#% 3.6 ([DK21, Lemma 2.6]). K/F ZHGRRX7 —~WEKEL, V=1, /a5,...,\/Jan_1 € K £T5. (§
IZ K 3#Ekchs5.) HC K #RKCM#NEET5, 2oL ¥,

K:H(\/a""m/m)

DA RVASR
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B 31 ORI, L= F(/ar, ..., /@1, (i) py | 1 C Op 1 0THVAFFNY) EBE, FP =L %
RY. LCF» BHSHARDT, F* CLaRtiEiv, Thbb, MEOHIRT —~UEK K/F IS L
T, KCLZFEEEL,
BETHIEK #KECLT, Vo1, \/an,.... g € K ERELTE W, $3&, HC K #/ACM
Wtk T L E, ME3.6 LD
K = H(\/at, ..., /@)

LD, A, o € LEOT, HCLEFREEX v, W35 X0, H/F GGEHKA & REL T
X,

H/F OEF2 0 9%, §2&, HCF() T, Seam(H/F) = Sram(F(n)/F) 9% Y 325, & > T
2.7 (VVABMER) kD,

m(n)

o m(n)
U o) = NE@)/H (Up(e) pny) € H™

DD, sk, Ficu™ gl e L ofgolitkiFs0T, Lonths (LJF 37—

Hp(n) F(n),p(n)
SRR, FICEBHRATH 5 2 LIS 2). EME 34 kD, H = F(up())) T, MEXD,
HCLTHILhbirh, GEWTERT 5. O
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