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CORRESPONDING ABELIAN EXTENSIONS OF INTEGRALLY EQUIVALENT
NUMBER FIELDS

SHAVER PHAGAN

ABSTRACT

Integrally equivalent number fields admit a natural correspondence of abelian extensions. It is
natural to ask which aspects of the extensions’ arithmetic are invariant under this bijection. We
show that corresponding extensions share many of the same features enjoyed by arithmetically
equivalent fields, despite not generally being arithmetically equivalent themselves. In the process of
elaborating on this, we observe that arithmetically equivalent fields have the same odd K-groups,
and we prove a simple lemma allowing for quick proofs of theorems characterizing Kronecker and
weak Kronecker equivalence. We also extend a group cohomological result of Arapura et. al. and
conclude with a geometric application.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Corresponding Abelian Extensions.

The Dedekind zeta function (r associated to a number field F' is a well-known invariant, uniquely
determining up to isomorphism number fields of degree less than 7 and finite Galois extensions of
Q. The splitting behavior of rational primes in the ring of integers Op is uniquely encoded by (r,
as is the structure of Q[G/GF] as a Q[G]-module, where G is the Galois group of a normal closure
of F/Q, and GF c G is the stablizer of F. In particular, letting F'/Q be Galois with group G and
subfields Fy, Fy ¢ F, then Q[G/Gr, ]| ~Q[G/Gr,] iff {r, = (r, iff the splitting type of each rational
prime is the same in Op, as it is in O, [Per77][Sut]. Such F, F; are said to be arithmetically
equivalent, and (G, G1,G2) such that Q[G/G:1] ~ Q[G/G2] as Q[G]-modules are said to form a
Gassman triple. It is known that arithmetically equivalent fields enjoy the following relations.

Theorem 1.1. If F1, Fy are arithmetically equivalent number fields, then
. F1, F5 have the same degree, Galois closure, and Galois core over Q

. 1 and Fy have the same signature (also called the infinity type)

. K, (Fy) ~ K, (Fy) for odd n >3 (c.f. Proposition 1.5)

. Ap =Ap,

- Cp = (R

As noted by Prasad in [Pral7], using results of L. Scott [Sco93] and D. Zywina [Zyw15], one can

deduce the existence of number fields Fy, Fo ¢ F such that Fy ¢ Fy, F/Q is Galois with group

G, and Z[G/GFr, ] ~ Z|G|GF,] as Z[G]-modules. Such Fy, F5 will be called integrally equiva-

lent, and if G is instead the group of a Galois extension F/K, we will say Fy, F» are integrally

equivalent over K. Furthermore, (G,G1,G2) such that Z[G/G1] ~ Z[G/G2] as Z[G]-modules

are said to form an integral Gassman triple. An integral Gassman triple of Galois groups of
1
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number fields gives rise to an isomorphism of algebraic tori, yielding an isomorphism of idele class
groups [Pral7], and, therefore, a natural correspondence of abelian extensions, via class field theory.

The extent to which characters of the abelian extensions of a number field F-along with their
corresponding L-functions—determine F' up to isomorphism has been studied by Cornelissen et. al.
[CASL*18][Sol19]. In particular, it is known that a bijection between the abelian extensions of some
non-isomorphic number fields cannot always preserve Dedekind zeta functions. Therefore, given
corresponding abelian extensions of integrally equivalent number fields L;/F;,i = 1,2, we seek to
identify in general “how close” L; and Lg are to being arithmetically equivalent. We give an answer
with Theorem 1.2, which is proved throughout Section 4.

Theorem 1.2. If L, Ly are corresponding abelian extensions of integrally equivalent number fields,
then, for m=[L;: K;],

1. L1, Lo have the same degree, Galois closure, and Galois core over Q

2. Ly and Lo have the same signature for m odd

3. K,(L1) ~ Kp(L2) for odd n >3 when m is odd

4. Ap, and Ar, have the same prime divisors

5. The Euler factorizations of (r,,(r, agree over a set of rational primes of positive density (c.f.
Corollary 4.7). Furthermore, L1, Ly are weakly Kronecker equivalent.

We also demonstrate a sense (c.f. Section 1.2) in which the conclusion of Theorem 1.2.5 is optimal,
by showing that non-isomorphic, integrally equivalent number fields always possess corresponding
abelian extensions which are not Kronecker equivalent (c.f. Theorem 4.14).

Throughout the sequel, the symbol [] is used to indicate a direct product, except in the proofs
of Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 4.7. Furthermore, an integral Gassman triple (I',T'1,T'3) is assumed
to have [[': T;] < oo.

1.2. Comparing Splitting Types.

We define the splitting type Sk (p) in a number field K of a rational prime p as the mul-
tiset of residues of K over p. Arithmetic equivalence of number fields F7, F5 can be characterized
as an equivalence Sg, (p) = Sk, (p) for all but finitely many rational primes p. Number fields Fi, Fy
are called Kronecker equivalent if

1e Sk, (p) iff 1 € Sk, (p)

for all but finitely many rational primes p [Jeh77], and F}, Fy are weakly Kronecker equivalent
if ged(Sr, (p)) = ged(Sk, (p)) for all but finitely many p [Loc94]. Arithmetic, Kronecker, and weak
Kronecker equivalence of number fields can also be characterized by studying intersections with
conjugacy classes. Given, g € G, letting g“ denote the conjugacy class of g, it turns out that
(G,G41,G9) is a Gassman triple iff

(1) l9% N G1| = g€ N G| for every g€ G
[Per77]. A natural weakening of condition 1 is
¢“nG+oiff NGy 2o,

which is equivalent to

U 9Gig™" = U 9Gag7".
geG geG
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Subgroups G1, G2 c G satistying either of the latter two equivalent conditions are said to conjugacy-
cover one-another in G. We record some clarifying theorems. In Section 2, we will see that a quick
proof of each is afforded by a simple lemma. For us, 0 € N, and N, = N - {0}.

Theorem 1.3. ([Kli78|[Loc95]) Let G be the Galois group of a finite Galois extension F|Q, and
let G; c G be the stabilizer of subfields F; c F, i=1,2. The following are equivalent.*

1. Fi, F5 are Kronecker equivalent

2. G1,Ga conjugacy-cover one-another in G

3. 1€ Sk (p) < 1€ Sk, (p) for all rational primes p

4. Nip=Nay for all rational primes p, where Ni, = {¥;n;f; | nj €N, fj € Sg,(p)}.

Theorem 1.4. [Loc94] Given number fields Fy, Fy, let G be the Galois group of a normal closure
of the F;]/Q, Gr, the stablizer of F; in G, and Gr, , < Gr, a Sylow p-subgroup. Then the F; are
weakly Kronecker equivalent iff for each prime p, G, p, and G, , conjugacy-cover one-another.

We remark that it is a consequence of Theorem 1.3.4 that Kronecker equivalence implies weak
Kronecker equivalence, as one would expect.

1.3. K-Groups of Odd Index.

The K-theory of a number field F' is a more contemporary invariant. We will restrict our
attention here to groups K, (F) with n odd. We show that arithmetically equivalent fields have
the same odd K-groups and record some useful facts about the groups K,,(F") for the convenience
of the reader. More details can be found in Section 5.3 of [Wei] or Chapter VI of [Weil3].

The K-groups are abelian, and for odd n > 3, K, (F) is a finitely generated group, given by the
following rule.

7 QL w7, n=1mod 8
PR ®(Z/22)" ' D Z/2w;Z, n =3 mod 8
" e @7 swiZ, n=5mod 8
7" ®ZL|wZ, n =7 mod 8
where 71,72 is the number of real, complex places of F', respectively, i = (n +1)/2, and
(2) vp(w;) = max{v | Gal(F({p)/F) has exponent dividing i},

th

¢ is a primitive 7*" root of unity, and v, is the p-adic valuation associated to the rational prime p.

Proposition 1.5. If Fy, Fy are arithmetically equivalent number fields, then for odd n > 3, we have
K (1) = Kn(F2).

Proof. Since the F; are arithmetically equivalent, we know they have the same signature. Further-
more, given a primitive root of unity u, we know that Fi nQ(u) = Fo nQ(u), so Gal(Fy(pn)/Fy) ~
Gal(Fa(n)/Fy), since Gal(Fi (1) F) = Gal(Q(u)/Fi 0 Q(k)). O

n [LMNRO7], a geometric analog of Kronecker equivalence is studied, which is therein dubbed length equiva-
lence. Kronecker and length equivalence are both implied by an appropriate subgroup conjugacy-covering condition.
Length equivalence is in fact a weakening of a geometric analog of arithmetic equivalence, known as iso-spectrality
[Sun85]. Again there is a common group-theoretic mechanism underlying the analogy, namely, a Gassman triple.
Another weakening of iso-spectrality, called eigenvalue equivalence, is introduced in [LMNRO7]. The group-theoretic
mechanism underlying eigenvalue equivalence is referred to as fized point equivalence. To the author’s knowledge,
the implications of fixed point equivalence are not known for number fields.
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1.4. Diagrams in (Co)Homology, Corresponding Abelian Covers.

We say that closed manifolds M;, M; are integrally equivalent if there are coverings My, My —
M' with normal closure N - M’ a G-covering, where (G,G1,G2) is an integral Gassman triple,
and M; is the subcover corresponding to G;. For n > 3, Arapura et. al constructed non-isometric
integrally equivalent covers M7, M5 of a large and non-arithmetic closed hyperbolic n-manifold M,
which admit isomorphisms in cohomology H*(M;) ~ H*(M>) natural with respect to restriction
(corestriction) from (to) H*(M)[AKMS19]. The isomorphism H" *(M;) ~ H" 1 (M,) already sug-
gests a correspondence of the abelian covers of M7, My when M is orientable, by Poincare duality.
We show that there are also isomorphisms in homology H.(M;) ~ H,.(M3) natural with respect
to restriction and corestriction. The isomorphism Hi(M;j) ~ Hy(M>) then allows us to define a
correspondence of the abelian covers of M;, Ms, regardless of the orientability of M, as follows.
We say covers M] — M; correspond if U; ¢ Hy(M;), i = 1,2 are finite index subgroups such
that Hy(My) ~ Hy(Ms) restricts to Uy ~ Us, and w1 (M) is the preimage of U; under the pro-
jection 71 (M;) - Hy(M;). The diagrams in homology and cohomology are obtained using group
(co)homology arguments 2 ® in Section 5, and the more geometrically flavored Theorem 1.6 is
obtained as a quick corollary.

Theorem 1.6. If M is a closed manifold with contractible universal cover admitting integrally
equivalent covers My, Ms — M of degree d, then corresponding abelian covers M| — M; of degree
coprime to d have the same normal closure over M.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank my advisor Ben McReynolds for all his help, and I
would like to thank Daniel Le for his helpful comments and a clarifying conversation about algebraic
tori. I would also like to thank Milana Golich and Justin Katz for conversation on this work.

2. CHARACTERIZING KRONECKER EQUIVALENCE AND WEAK KRONECKER EQUIVALENCE

We present Lemma 2.1, which we believe is of interest in its own right, and new proofs of theo-
rems of Klingen and Lochter characterizing Kronecker equivalence and weak Kronecker equivalence
are quickly derived as a result (cf. Section 1.2 and [KI1i78][Loc95][Loc94]). We conclude with a
characterization of weak Kronecker equivalence that will be useful later. Given a subset S of a
group G, we use the notation S™ = {g" | g € S}.

Lemma 2.1. Let L/Q be the Galois closure of a number field K, and let G = Gal(L/Q). If
xk = (1) and F, c G is the Frobenius class of an unramified rational prime p, then xx(F))#0
iff there is a prime of K with residue m over p such that mn.

Proof. Suppose xx (F)') # 0, and recall that this is equivalent to ' n G}, # @, so there is g € ),
with ¢" € Gk . Letting D be the cyclic group generated by g, we know that D is the decomposition
group of L, /Q, for some place w of L over p, and D' := D n Gk is the decomposition group of
L, /K, where 7 is the prime of K divisible by w. Let m be the positive divisor of o(g) with g™
generating D’. Then 7 has residue m, since [K, : Q,] = |D/D’| = m. Furthermore, since m|o(g),

2We pursue group (co)homological relations afforded by integral Gassman triples insofar as they elucidate our
geometric correspondence, but there is much more to be said. Homological relations in the spirit of Stallings’ Theorem
and applications thereof are explored in [GM23].

3A conceivable approach to defining and studying our corresponding abelian extensions would be to lead with
the group (co)homological results in Section 5 and then apply these results to an integral Gassman triple of absolute
Galois groups of number fields. As we will see, the adelic approach taken in Section 4 allows us to easily circumvent
certain coprimality assumptions and extend the scope of our arithmetic results.
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and g" € D' = (g™), we have m|n.

Conversely, if there is a prime of K with residue m over p, then there is g € F}, generating a decom-
position group D such that D n Gk is generated by g™. Clearly then if m|n, we have xx(g") # 0,
and so xx (F},') # 0. O

Proof of Theorem 1.8 (1 < 2). Suppose the Gk, conjugacy-cover one-another in G. Given an
unramified prime p, by Lemma 2.1, 1 € Sk, (p) iff xk,(Fp) # 0, and by the conjugacy covering
assumption, xx, (Fp) # 0 iff xx,(Fp,) # 0. Since all but finitely many primes are unramified, we
conclude the K; are Kronecker equivalent.

Suppose instead that the K; are Kronecker equivalent, so that by Chebotarev density, for every
g € G, there is an unramified rational prime p whose Frobenius class F}, is precisely the conjugacy
class of ¢ in G, and such that 1 € Sk, (p) iff 1 € Sk, (p). By Lemma 2.1, xk, (Fp) # 0 iff 1 € Sk, (p),
so that the Gk, conjugacy-cover one-another in G. O

Before stating and proving the next proposition, we fix some notation. Given a place v of a number
field F', we denote the residue field at v by x(v), and if E/F is a finite extension (not necessarily
Galois) with w a place of E over v, we denote the group of the cyclic extension x(w)/k(v) by gu /-
Recall that f is a residue of £ over v iff there is some w|v such that |g,/,| = f. Given a Galois
extension E/F of number fields with group G and w a place of E over a place v of F, we identify
Gal(E,,/F,) with the decomposition group D, c G. Finally, recall that the inertia subgroup Z,,,
is precisely the kernel of the canonical projection D/, = g.,,, and note that if K is a subfield of £
containing F', and if n is a place of K divisible by w, then D, D,y NGk and ), =1, NGk
(c.f. Proposition 22.a in Chapter I of [Ser79]).

w/n =

Proposition 2.2. If p is a rational prime (ramified or unramified), and Ky, K> are Kronecker
equivalent number fields, then for m € Z, there is a divisor of m in Sk, (p) iff there is a divisor of
m in Sk, (p).

Proof. Let K/Q be the Galois closure of the K;, and set G = Gal(K/Q). If there is f € Sk, (p)
dividing m, then there is a place w of K and a place vy ,, of K; divisible by w such that f = |g,,1,w/p|7
so that, given a pull-back g € D/, of a generator of g.p, 9™ € Zy/pDoyju, s since L, Dy, , 18 the
kernel of the composition Dy, > gu/p = 8u, ., /p- In particular, there are s € Z,,/,, t € D/, , such
that ¢™ = st. Now t € G,, so there is v € G such that yty™! € G,, but then vty € Dy yp, and

vsyte Z.jp, Where w’ = yw. Hence ygmy b e Z.pD where vy, is the place of K divisible

W' vy
by w’. Since ygy~! is the pull-back of a generator of g, 9., _,/p| divides m, so there is a divisor

of m in Sk,(p). The converse holds by symmetry. O

Proof of Theorem 1.3 (1 < 3). Suppose K; and K> are Kronecker equivalent fields. By Propo-
sition 2.2, for any rational prime p, 1 € Sk, (p) iff 1 € Sk, (p)- O

Proof of Theorem 1.3 (1< 4). Suppose that Fy, F, are number fields such that N , = Na, for
all primes p, and observe that min N; , = 1 iff 1 € Sp, (p). Since min N; ;, = min N5, we conclude
that 1€ Sg, (p) iff 1€ Sg,(p), so the F; are Kronecker equivalent.

Suppose conversely that Fy, Fy are Kronecker equivalent number fields. By Proposition 2.2, given
a rational prime p and f € N, Sp, (p) contains a divisor of f iff Sp,(p) does. If r € Ni,, then
r=3Y,;n;f; for some n; €N, f; € Sk, (p). We know that for each 4, there is f; € Sp,(p) dividing f;,
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so that f; = mlf]'l for some m; € N. Therefore, r =3, nimif]{i, so M1, € Nap,. The reverse inclusion
follows by an identical argument. (I

For p an unramified rational prime, let 6; , = gcd(SF, (p)), and observe that, by Lemma 2.1,

(3) dip = ged{n|xi(F,') # 0},
where ; = (1Gpi)G-

Lemma 2.3. For an unramified rational prime p, 61, and 2, have the same prime divisors when
the Sylow subgroups of the G, i = 1,2, conjugacy-cover one another.

Proof. Pick i € {1,2}, let ¢ be a rational prime, set n, = o(F,)/q"1°F»))  where v, is the g-adic
valuation, and observe that ¢ does not divide ng. If g|; ,, then x;(F,?) = 0, since by equation 3,
we know that x;(F;') # 0 implies g|n. Conversely, if ¢ does not divide §; , then there is a residue
m over p not divisible by ¢, so that m|n,, and so x;(F, ) # 0, by Lemma 2.1. Thus ¢ divides d; ,
iff x;(F,?) =0. The claim follows from the Sylow conjugacy covering assumption, along with the
fact that every element of Fj, is in a Sylow g-subgroup. O

Lemma 2.4. If q|0;, and Fy = F!, with p,p’ unramified rational primes, then 0;, = qd; .

di

Proof. Suppose x;(Fy;) # 0. Then x;(F") # 0, so d; p|gn and thus &T’p|n. Hence 'q‘P|61-1p,. Now, if

xi(F}') # 0, then g|n and xi(FpE,) #0, 50 6; |7, and thus gd; p|n. Hence ¢d;[d;p and the proof is
complete. (I

With our lemmas in place, we are set to prove Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. If p is an unramified rational prime, and Fj, F» are weakly Kronecker
equivalent, then d1 , = d2 ,. Furthermore, if o(F}) is a g-power for some prime ¢, then 6;, is itself
a residue over p, so that x;(F}') # 0 iff 0; pn, by Lemma 2.1. But then 61, = d2,,, s0 x1(Fp) # 0 iff
X2(Fp) #0. In other words, if g is an element of a Sylow g-subgroup of G, then Gp, intersects the
G-conjugacy class of g iff G, does, and thus the Sylow ¢-subgroups of the G, conjugacy-cover
one-another.

Supposing the Sylow subgroups of the Gz, conjugacy-cover one-another in GG, we establish the con-
verse by induction on r, where o(F),) = pi*---p}* is the prime factorization of o(F},), and r = ¢y +---+cj.
The case r = 1 is a clear consequence of the conjugacy-covering assumption on Sylow subgroups.
Suppose o(F},) has r prime divisors, counted with multiplicity. We know from Lemma 2.3 that d1
and g, have the same prime divisors. Given qld; ,, let Fjy = !, so that 0, = ¢d; ,r, by Lemma
2.4, and o(F}) has r — 1 prime divisors counted with multiplicity. By induction, 61, = 2, sO
01,p = 02,p. O

Using Theorem 1.4, along with ideas from the proof of Theorem 1.3, one can prove the following
characterization of weak Kronecker equivalence.

Proposition 2.5. Number fields F1,Fy are weakly Kronecker equivalent iff for each unramified
rational prime p with o(Fy,) a prime power, Ny, =No .



CORRESPONDING ABELIAN EXTENSIONS OF INTEGRALLY EQUIVALENT NUMBER FIELDS 7

3. QUASI-SPLIT TORI AND IDELE NORM

In this section, we prove that taking adelic points of a certain group scheme recovers the idele
norm. This result is likely known to experts, but for the sake of completeness and for lack of a
suitable reference, we include a proof. We write K?® for the separable closure of a field K, and G,,
will denote the multiplicative group scheme. We are interested in relating Weyl restriction of G,,
to the idele norm. For further discussion of the lemmas, see Chapter 2 pg. 54 in [PR94]. Given
a set S, we will use the notation Y. .S to denote the sum Y ,.gs. We will also write 49 in place of
g 1vg, given elements +, g of a group G.

Let K be a local or global field. It is well-known that finite-dimensional K-tori correspond to finitely
generated free abelian groups, equipped with an action of G = Gal(K®/K), via a contravariant
equivalence of categories. In particular, the group-module corresponding to a K-torus T is its
character group Hom(Tks,G,,). Since T is finite-dimensional over K, it splits over a finite Galois
extension E/K. Furthermore, if T is a so-called “quasi-split” torus, there is a finite G-set A with
Txs ~GA as G-sets, where G = Gal(E/K), and the right hand side is a direct product of copies of
G, indexed by A, and the G-action is permutation of coordinates. This induces an action of G on
the character group. The set of quasi-split tori is precisely the set of products of Weyl restrictions
of Gy, (c.f. Chapter 2 in [PR94]). A straightforward adaptation of the proof of Theorem 7.5 in
[Wat79] yields the following.

Lemma 3.1. Given E/K Galois with group G and subextension EJ/K'|K, letting, Q= G|/Gk: and
T' = Resgr )k (G ), the character group of T' is 7.

We will need an additional observation before proving the main theorem. Let o = Y €, and let
N :T" - G,, be the K-scheme corresponding to the morphism ¢:7Z — ZQ : 1 —» «. The K*-form of
N has associated Hopf algebra morphism

N;(s :KS[X,X’l] _)KS[Xi,Xgl] X - XX,

where X is the coordinate given by g,, and g1, ..., g, is a full set of coset representatives for G/G -,
so that taking K-points of N recovers the usual field norm. In summary:

Lemma 3.2. The K-scheme N corresponding to the inclusion of modules v has K -points given by
the field norm N(K) = Ngyk: (K')* - K*.

With the lemmas recorded, we are ready to state and prove the theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Let E/K be a Galois extension of number fields with group G. If Gk c G is the
stabilizer of the subfield K' ¢ E, Q = G|Gk, v is the morphism 7 — ZQ of G-modules given by
1= 39, and N is the scheme corresponding to ¢, then N(Ag) :Ig: — I is the idele norm.

Proof. Tt suffices to check componentwise, so we need to compute N(kK,) for a place v of K. To do
so, we view Z{) as a D, ,-module, where w is a place of £ over v, and D,,;, ¢ G is the associated
decomposition group. Let g1, ..., g, be a complete set of representatives in G for the double cosets
D, \G/G . If Q; is the D, -orbit of g; in €2, then ZQ = @; Z§;. Furthermore, if a; = ¥ €;, then
« =Y, a;, so that, if ¢; is the morphism Z — Z; : 1 » «;, we have the decomposition

L= Li.

M

Il
[ury

K3
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Therefore, letting N; be the K, -scheme corresponding to ¢;, we have
N(K,) =] Ni(K).
i=1

It thus remains to determine N;(K,). Now, it is well known that each g; corresponds to a place 7;
of K’ over v. More explicitly, we can let w; = g; 'w and take 7; to be the place of K’ divided by w;,
so that g;l’Dw/Ugi =Dy, and D, py, = Dy, N Ggor. Letting Q = D,/ /D, observe that the
maps

wi[nis

Dw/u - Dwi/u Y /7(]1
Qi —> Qi :9g; > 9
determine an isomorphism of Galois representations (D, €2;) = (D, /v, 2;) allowing an identifi-
cation N;(K,) = N/(K,), where N/ is the K,-scheme corresponding to the morphism Z — ZS; :
1~ ¥ Q. By Lemma 3.3, we know that N/(K,) is the field norm (K, )* — K. It follows that
N(K,) is the component over v of the idele norm I/ — Ik. O

4. CORRESPONDING ABELIAN EXTENSIONS

Let Ky and K> be number fields integrally equivalent over F'. Writing T; =Resg,, r(G,,), the
isomorphism Z[G/Gk, | ~ Z[G|Gk,] gives an isomorphism T} ~ Ty, by Lemma 3.1. The F-points
of the T} are therefore isomorphic Ki ~ KJ, as are the Ap-points I, ~ [k,, where Ar denotes
the ring of F-adeles. Furthermore, the isomorphism of ideles respects the diagonal embeddings
K - Ik,, so we can quotient to get an isomorphism of idele class groups ¢ : Cx, - Ck,. By
class field theory, a finite abelian extension L;/K; is uniquely determined by the finite-index open
subgroup of Ck, given by the image of the idele class norm Ny, x,. Moreover, every finite-index
open subgroup of Ck, is such an image:

Li|K; <> Np,k,(CL;) c Ck,.

We say that Li/K; and Ly/K> correspond if N /k,(CL,) = ¢(Nz,/k,(CL,)). Observe that
¢ induces an isomorphism of Galois groups Gal(Li/K;) - Gal(L2/K32), so that, in particular,
[L1:K1] =[Le: K3], which implies [L; : F'] = [Ly : F']. We state the following proposition without
proof, as it is an immediate consequence of our definition of corresponding abelian extensions.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose L;/K;, i = 1,2 correspond, and Li/K;i = 1,2 correspond. Then
L;L}/K;, i=1,2 correspond and L; n L}/ K;, i = 1,2 correspond.

Throughout the sequel, L;/K;, i = 1,2 will denote corresponding abelian extensions, unless otherwise
stated. We will also freely identify [T K}, (product over some finite set of places) with its image
under the projection I, - Cx,. Whether we are working in the idele group or the idele class group
should be clear from context. Lastly, given an abelian extension L;/K; and a place v of K;, we will
refer to the completion of L; at a place over v simply as L; ., since L; ), ~ L; ,, for places 11,72 of
L; over v.

4.1. Arithmetic Similarity.

Given a place w of F, all products from here on are over the places v (or n) of K; dividing
w, unless otherwise stated. We know that T;(F,) = HK;U, so applying T1 ~ T, to F,, gives an
isomorphism
(4) vo: [[ KT, » K3,

v|w nlw



CORRESPONDING ABELIAN EXTENSIONS OF INTEGRALLY EQUIVALENT NUMBER FIELDS 9

Define N; ., ¢ Ck, by Ny = Np,/k,(Cr;) 0Tl K}, Recall that

(5) K;y/(Ni,w N le,v) o~ Gal(Liyl,/Kiyl,)
and
(6) 0%,/ (Niwn Ok, )| =e(Lin/Kin).

See Chapter X in [Tat08] and Chapter V in [Ser79] for details.
Proposition 4.2. The L; have the same Galois closure over F.

Proof. Recall that the Galois closure of an extension of number fields E/F is uniquely determined
by the set of primes in F' which split completely in E. Thus, it suffices to show that a prime
w of F' splits completely in L; iff it does so in Ly. Now, w splits completely in L; iff it splits
completely in K; and Gal(L;,/K;,) is trivial for each place v of K; over w. But then, since K
and Ky are integrally equivalent over F', we know that w splits completely in K7 iff it does so in
K. Furthermore, by equation 5, Gal(L;,/K;,) = 1 Vv|w iff N;,, = [ K;,. Since ¢, in equation
4 restricts to an isomorphism Ny, - Nz, we know that Ny, =[] Kiu iff Na, = HK;)W. Thus
w splits completely in L, iff it does so in Ls, so the L; indeed have the same Galois closure over
F. O

Proposition 4.3. ¢, restricts to an isomorphism [107 , ~[10; .

Proof. Let n be the number of distinct prime divisors of w in K; (note this is independent of
whether ¢ = 1 or ¢ = 2), H; = [NK;, Ui=110;,. We know H; ~ Z"@U;, so H, /Uy ~ Z"™, and
therefore Ha/@,, (U1) ~ Z™. But then, letting m denote the projection Ho - Ha/p,,(U1), we know
that w(Hs) ~ w(Z")w(Uz) is free abelian of rank n and w(Us) ~ Us/Us N ¢, (U1). Now, the U;
are virtually pro-p, so they have no nontrivial free abelian quotients. Therefore, 7(Usz) = 0, so
Us ¢ ¢,(Ur). That ¢,(Uy) c Us is a consequence of the decomposition of Hy above, because
otherwise U; would surject a nontrivial free abelian group. O

Corollary 4.4. The isomorphism K ~ K3 restricts to an isomorphism O ~ Of, .

Proof. Follows from Proposition 4.3, along with the facts that OF is precisely the set of elements
of K with v-adic valuation equal to 0 for every place v of K;, and K; nOF. is precisely the set
of elements of K with v-adic valuation equal to 0. O

Corollary 4.5. A rational prime is unramified in Ly iff it is unramified in Lo.

Proof. Note by equation 6 that a rational prime p is unramified in L; iff it is unramified in K; and
Uipc N, (with U, ,, and N, ;, defined similarly as U; and N; from before, except here products are
over all places of K; over p). But then the K; are arithmetically equivalent, so they are unramified
over the same rational primes, and Proposition 4.3 says that Uy , ¢ Ny iff U, € Ny, 0

Theorem 4.6. Corresponding abelian extensions are weakly Kronecker equivalent. Furthermore,
L1/Q and L2/Q have the same Galois core, and Li/F and La/F have the same mazimal abelian
subeztensions.

Proof. Let Q; = G/Gk,, A be the G-equivariant linear isomorphism Z§; — ZQs, and define

oG = ZQZ

Since the action of G on (); is transitive, Zq; c Z§2; is the only rank 1 submodule fixed by G. But
then gAay = Agag = Aag for each g € G, so Aay = nag for some n € Z. Notice that «; corresponds



CORRESPONDING ABELIAN EXTENSIONS OF INTEGRALLY EQUIVALENT NUMBER FIELDS 10

to the vector (1,1,...,1) when we use the cosets as a basis for Z;, so in fact n is an eigenvalue of
A. Since n is an integer and A is represented in this basis by an invertible integer matrix, n = +1.
Letting N; : T; - Gy, be the scheme corresponding to the G-module morphism Z — Z€; : 1 » «,
we have the commutative diagram of schemes

Ty b

m| |

Gy, — Gy,

where the bottom isomorphism is either the identity or inversion. Taking A p-points gives

Ig, —— Ik,

|

I

Ir

where the vertical arrows are the usual idele norms. The diagonal embeddings are respected, so we
can pass to the class groups. Letting N i denote the idele class norm Cf, -~ Ck, we obtain the
following commutative diagram.

©
Cr, — Ck,

(7) NKI/Fl lN@ /F

Cp —— CF

From the fact that Np,/p = Nk,/r © Np,/k, and the commutativity of diagram (7), we find that
Nip,/r(CL,) = Np,r(CrL,), so the L;/F have the same maximal abelian subextensions, by the
Norm Limitation Theorem (c.f. Theorem 7.3.10 in [Ked], Theorem 7 in Chapter XIV of [Tat08]).
Furthermore, composing with Ng/q gives Nr,/0(Cr,) = Np,/0(CL,). We conclude, by the usual
compatibility of idele and ideal class norms, that N(Zp,) = N(Zr,), where Zp, is the ideal class
group of L;, and N is the absolute norm. Observe that the least positive p-power in N(Zp,) is
precisely p’i», so the L; are weakly Kronecker equivalent. The L; then contain the same Galois
extensions of Q, by Theorem 11 in [Loc94]. O

Corollary 4.7. Suppose K1, Ko are integrally equivalent number fields with corresponding abelian
extensions L/ K; i = 1,2, and let (1,(s) = Xpen, aig?). If every prime divisor of n is unramified
in the K; and has Frobenious of order coprime to [L; : K;], then a1(n) = az(n). Furthermore, if
the Frobenius of every prime divisor of n has order a prime power or coprime to [L; : K;], then

a1(n) =0 iff as(n) =0.

Proof. For any integer m, the projection G, - Gk, /G, of an element in F" n Gk, must have
order dividing o(F,) and [L; : K;]. Therefore if o( F},) is coprime to [L; : K;], then F;" NGk, c Gz,
and we conclude xx, (") = xr,(F,") (c.f. Proposition 2.6 in [Sut]), so then xr, (F},") = XL, (F}")
when (o(F}),[L; : K;]) = 1. Furthermore, it is an immediate consequence of the fact that the Sylow
g-subgroups of the G, conjugacy cover one-another in G that xr, (F;") =0 iff xz,(F,") =0 when
o(F},) is a prime power.

Let n = pi*---pi* be the prime factorization of n. If o(F), ) is coprime with [L; : K;] for each j, then
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we know xr, (F') = X1, (F},) for each divisor m of o(F}). The proof of Lemma 1 in [Per77] shows
that Sp,(p) is determined by {(xr,(F}"),m) | m divides o(F,)}. Therefore, Sr,(p;) = Sr,(p;) for
each j. Letting P = {p | (o(F}p),[L; : K;]) =1}, P; = {places ‘P of L; over a prime in P}, we have
an equality of Euler products
[Ta-N®)™)" =] 0-N®B)™)"
PePy BePo

But then a;(n) is the coefficient of n™° on the left, and as(n) is the coefficient of n™° on the right.
Hence ai(n) = az(n). If instead we assume that o(Fy,) is either a prime power or coprime to
[L; : K;] for each j, then Proposition 2.5, along with an argument similar to the one above and the

observation that n is the absolute norm of an ideal of Oy, iff ¢; € Ny, ,, for each 1 < j <k, confirms
that ai(n) =0 iff ag(n) = 0. O

Corollary 4.8. Fizing a separable closure F° of F, if a € F®°, and F(«) is abelian, then Ki(a)
and Ks(a) correspond.

Proof. Suppose L; = Ki(a). By Theorem 4.6, L1/F and Ly/F have the same maximal abelian
subextension, so a € La. Hence [Ka(a) : Ko] < [La : K2]. But then, [Lg : Ko] = [K1(«) : K1],
so [Ka(a) : Ka] < [K1(a) : K1]. We can just as easily argue that [K;(«a) : K1] < [Ka2(«) : Ka],
so in fact [Kl(a) : Kl] = [KQ(O&) : KQ], and thus [KQ(O[) : KQ] = [L2 : KQ], SO L2 = KQ(O&). By
symmetry we conclude that Ly = Ky («) iff L = Ka(a), i.e. Ki(a) and Ka(«) are corresponding
abelian extensions. g

Proposition 4.9. If L1, Ly are corresponding abelian extensions, then Ly is totally imaginary iff
Lo is. Furthermore, if [L; : K;] is odd, then the L; have the same signature.

Proof. Consider the isomorphism ¢, : T1(R) — T2(R), and let N; oo = Nz, /x,(Cr,)nTi(R). Letting
r be the number of real places of Kj, it is clear that L; is totally imaginary iff [T;(R) : N; o] = 2.
Now, e restricts to an isomorphism Ny oo = N2 o. In particular, [T1(R) : N1 o] = [T2(R) : N2,o ],
so L is totally imaginary iff Lq is.

To see that [L; : K;] odd implies L; and Ly have the same signature, note that the decompo-
sition group D c G of an archimedian place is of order 1 or 2, argue as in the first part of the proof
of Corollary 4.7, then use part (iv) of Proposition 2.6 in [Sut]. O

Proposition 4.10. If K, ;(F) denotes the torsion part of K,(F) for a number field F', then for
oddn#3 mod8, K, ((L1) =~ Ky, 1(La). Furthermore, if [L; : K;] is odd, then K, (L1) ~ K,,(L2) for
odd n > 3.

Proof. Let L;/K;, i =1,2, be corresponding abelian extensions and n an odd integer. If n =1, then
we know the first claim holds, since the L; have the same roots of unity, by Theorem 4.6, so assume
additionally that n > 3. Letting C; , = {(Gal(L;({y» )/L:), k) } ke, where (,x is a primitive p*-th root
of unity, we know by equation 2, the torsion part of K, (L;) is determined by the C; , for odd n not
congruent to 3 mod 8, and K, ((L;) is determined by the C; , and the signature of L, for any odd
n > 3. From Proposition 4.1 and Corollary 4.8, we know that L1 (¢)/ K and La(¢)/ K correspond for
any primitive root of unity ¢, since L;(¢) = L; K;(¢). Therefore, Gal(L1(¢)/K1) ~ Gal(L2(¢)/K2),
and this isomorphism restricts to an isomorphism Gal(L1(¢)/L1) ~ Gal(L2(¢)/L2), by the definition
of corresponding abelian extensions. Therefore, C;, = Ca, for each prime p. This verifies that
Kp+(L1) ~ Ky t(L2) for n # 3 mod 8. Supposing now that [L; : K;] is odd, then by Proposition
4.9, the signatures of the L; are the same, so K,,(L1) ~ K,,(L2) for any odd n > 3. O
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4.2. Corresponding Abelian Extensions That Are Not Kronecker Equivalent.

We conclude this section by demonstrating that corresponding abelian extensions can fail to
be Kronecker equivalent. Before proving the main result of this subsection, we need to set the stage
with some lemmas. We use e; to denote the i*" standard basis vector.

Lemma 4.11. If (G,G1,Gs9) is a non-trivial integral Gassman triple* of finite groups, and A €
GL,(Z) is the matriz expressing the Z[G|-module isomorphism Z[G[G1] - Z|G|G2] using cosets
as bases, then each row of A contains multiple non-zero componenents.

Proof. Since the groups are finite and G1, G2 are not conjugate in GG, we know that for every g € G,
there is h € gG297! such that h ¢ G;. In particular, letting ¢! be the basis element corresponding
to the coset G; € G/G; and g1, ...,g, be a complete set of coset representatives for G/G3, then if
Ae} = ¥, a;g;e? and a; # 0, there is g € nggg;1 such that g ¢ Gy, so that gel # el and A(gel) =
gA(ei) = ajgjet + Yizj a;ggie:. By G-equivariance, we conclude that any row with a non-zero
component must have multiple nonzero components. But then A is invertible, so every row has at

least one non-zero component.
O

Lemma 4.12. Call a sublattice of the standard lattice in Fuclidean space normal if it has a basis
consisting of integral multiples of the standard basis. The maximal normal sublattice L of the lattice
given by the Z-span of the columns of M € GL(r,Q)n M(r,Z) is @®; m;Z, where m; it the least
positive integer m such that mM ‘e; e 7.

Proof. The " component of any element of £ is an integer multiple of the least m such that
me; € £, since £ is a normal sublattice. However, me; € £ iff mMle; € Z". O

Lemma 4.13. Let p be a rational prime that splits completely in integrally equivalent number fields
K;, i=1,2. Identifying L;, :=T;(Qp) /Ui p with Z", the automorphism Z™ — Z™ determined by the
linear isomorphism L1, — L2, induced by ¢, in equation 4 is precisely the transpose of the matriz
expressing the G-equivariant linear isomorphism A : Z|G|Gk,| - Z[G |Gk, ]| with bases given by
the cosets G|G;.

Proof. Given a map of sets s : S1 = S, we freely identify s with its extension to a linear map
Qp[S1] = Qp[S2]. Recall that T;(Q,) = Hom(Q,[X;],Q,), where X; is the character group of
T;. Let g1,...,9in € G be a full set of representatives for G/G; and let z;; € X; be the preimage
of ¢;;G; under the isomorphism ¢; : X; - Z[G/G;]. Since p splits completely in K;, a morphism
f:Qp[X;] - Qp is uniquely determined by the n-tuple (f(zi1),..., f(zin)) € (Q*)". Denote by
¢ the isomorphism Hom(Q,[X1],Q,) - Hom(Q,[X2],Q,), and let A" : Xy - X7 be given by
A" = o7t o Ao py. Observe that p(f) = fo A’, so that, if f € Hom(Q,[X1],Q,) is given by
f(z1) = aj, then p(f)(z95) = (a1, .y 0 )5 where for vectors a = (ay,...,an),b = (b1, ..., bn),
we are writing a® = a§1~~~afl". Now, write a;; = p™ v}, where o] is a unit. Passing to the quotient
Q)" /(Zy)" ~ Z", we see that the image of a = (a1,...,ay,) is identified with m = (my,...,my),
while the image of (a®(4) "4 i5 identified with AT m. O
Note that the orders of the relative decomposition groups for L;/K; over an unramified rational

prime p are exactly the positive multiples of the standard basis vectors forming a basis of the largest
normal sublattice in L] , := N; /Ui p c L; p, by equation 5, where N; ,,U; ;, are as in Corollary 4.5.

4.e. the G; are not conjugate in G
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It is also worth mentioning that, though L] , certainly can be a normal sublattice in £; , this is
by no means the case in general. See Chapters VII and X of [Tat08] for details (Theorem 10 in
Chapter VII, in particular).

Theorem 4.14. Given non-isomorphic integrally equivalent number fields, there exist corresponding
abelian extensions which are not Kronecker equivalent.

Proof. Suppose K1, Ko are non-isomorphic, integrally equivalent number fields whose Galois closure
over Q has group G, and let A :Z[G/Gk,] - Z[G|/Gk,] be a G-equivariant isomorphism inducing
a correspondence of the abelian extensions of the K;. We assume without loss of generality that
det(A) = 1. If p is an odd rational prime that splits completely in the K;, by a Grunwald-Wang
argument (for instance, intersecting appropriate subgroups of Ck, guaranteed to exist by Theorem
6 in Chapter X of [Tat08]), given a prime ¢ coprime to every cofactor of A, there is an abelian
extension Ly of K in which p is unramified with £7 , = Z® ¢Z® - @ ¢Z. In particular, Sz, (p) =
{{1,q,...,q}}. Now, let M = ATdiag(1,q,...,q). By Lemmas 4.12 and 4.13, we know the splitting
type of p in Ly is given by the set of least positive integers m; such that m;M te; is integral.
Since A is G-equivariant, so is A™'. Furthermore, because K # K3, every row of A™' has multiple
non-zero entries, by Lemma 4.11. If C' denotes the cofactor matrix of A, we know that A=t = C7,
so every column of C' has multiple non-zero entries. Now, M1 = diag(1,q7 %, ...,¢ })C, and every
column of C' has multiple non-zero entries, so m;M e, is integral iff glm;, by choice of g, so the
splitting type of p in Lo is {{q,...,q}}. Therefore, 1 € Sy, (p), while 1 ¢ S, (p), so the L; are not
Kronecker equivalent, by Theorem 1.3. O

5. DIAGRAMS IN HOMOLOGY AND COHOMOLOGY

In this section, if coefficients are not specified for a (co)homology group, the coefficients are
Z. Given an integral Gassman triple (I',I'1,T'2) and a I'-module A, Arapura et. al proved that
there are isomorphisms in cohomology H*(T';, A) ~ H*(I's, A) compatible with corestriction to and
restriction from H*(T, A), where the T';-module structure on A is Resll:i (A) [AKMS19]. We show
that there are similar isomorphisms in homology, and we demonstrate that the isomorphisms in
(co)homology also commute with restriction and corestriction to and from, respectively, H(I'n, C)
when I'y is a finite index normal subgroup of I' contained in I'y nT's and C' is a cyclic group of
order coprime to [I": T';], where H denotes either H, or H*. If U; c H{(I';), ¢ = 1,2 are index ¢ < oo
subgroups such that H1(T'1) ~ H;(['3) restricts to an isomorphism Uy ~ Us, we say that Uy, Us
correspond. Finally, if I, c T'; is the preimage of U; under the canonical projection I'; — Hy(T;),
then we show in Theorem 5.5 that I'] and I', have the same normal core in I', assuming ¢ is coprime
to [T : I';]. The proof of Theorem 5.5 draws from ideas in Section 6 of [CP21]. Throughout,
[F : Fl] < 00.

Lemma 5.1. If Q1,Qy are finite and transitive G-sets, then an isomorphism ¢ : Z — 7o of ZG-
modules, or its negative, is natural with respect to both the diagonal embeddings A; : Z — 7 :n —
n Y. € and the augmentations g; 1 Z8Y; — Lt ¥ ,cq, MW = Xyeq, Nw- Precisely, either g o Ay = Ay
and esop=¢c1, or (—p)o A1 =As and ez 0 (—p) =€1.

Proof. Let A be the matrix expressing the isomorphism ¢ with respect to the bases €2;. Observe as
in the proof of Proposition 4.6 that, by G-equivariance, (1,...,1) is an eigenvector of A, and therefore
A(1,..,1) = £(1,...,1). Furthermore, letting Z} denote the dual G-module to Z; consisting of
all Z-linear maps Z$; - Z, with G-action given by gf(w) = f(g'w), for f € ZQ},w e Q;, g € G,
then the induced ZG-module isomorphism ¢* : ZQj — ZQ} is expressed by AT with respect to the
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dual bases Q. We conclude that (1,...,1) is an eigenvector of A”. Observe that (1,...,1) € ZQ} is
precisely &;, so €9 0 ¢ = +£1. Finally, note that if ¢ o Ay = cAg, and €5 0 ¢ = ¢’z1, then

o] = (e20 o A1)(1) = |-
Since [Q4] = |Q2|, we conclude ¢ = ¢'. O

Corollary 5.2. If (I',T'1,T's) is an integral Gassman triple, then, given a T'-module A, there is a
commutative diagram

Res?1 H(]_"’ A) Res£2
(8) Kr& @

H(I'y,A) H(I3, A)

\/

where H denotes either H* or H,, and the T';-module structure on A is Resgi (A).

Proof. Letting §2; = T'/T;, recall that restriction Resgi (resp. corestriction Cor?i) is obtained by
tensoring the diagonal embedding A; (resp. augmentation morphism ¢;) with A, then applying
H(T',-) and Shapiro’s Lemma (c.f. [Bro82] II1.9.A). By Lemma 5.1, there is a commutative diagram
of ZI'-module morphisms

A4 Z Ao
1

YAY) 782
\_/!

Tensoring with A then applying H(T',-) and Shapiro’s Lemma yields the desired result. d

Lemma 5.3. Suppose (I',T'1,T'2) is an integral Gassman triple, let C be a cyclic group of order
coprime to [T : Ty], and let T be a finite index normal subgroup of T' contained in Ty nTo. If
H denotes either Hy, or H*, and ¢ is the isomorphism H(T'1,C) — H(T'y,C) from Corollary 5.2
commuting with restriction and corestriction, there is a commutative diagram of the following form.

Proof. First, let m = [T :T;], and observe that, because I'y 4T, and 'y c T';, i = 1,2, the action of
'y on T\T" by right multiplication is trivial, so that |I';\I'/T | = m. Now, we know that

Res?i Cor?N ()=, Corp!, Resgx (92),

where the sum is over representatives g € ' for the set of double cosets I';\T'/T'y (c.f. Proposi-
tion 9.5 in Chapter III of [Bro82]). Clearly, Resll:z (g92) = gz, and, because 'y 4 T', we know that
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Corll:jV (g2) = CorgjV (2), so ResII:iCorll:N (g92) = mCorll:jV(z). Since ¢ o Resll:l = Resll:2, we conclude
mcp(Cor;jv (2)) = mCor?i{(z). But then m is coprime to |C|, so go(Corgjv(z)) = Cor;fv (2), as de-
sired.

Let z € H(I'1,C), and recall that Cor?1 (z) = Cor?z(w(z)), so that
9) Resll:NCorll:l (2) = ResII:N Corll:2(go(z)).
Similarly as before, we know that
o
ResII:NCorR(z) =y Corll:jzResflI;g (g2).

Now, Reslgl;igil(gz) = Res;jv (2), and Corgg is the identity map, so we conclude Resp Corr. (2) =
mResp: (z). Therefore, by equation 9, we have mResIEjV (z) = mResgfv(ga(z)), and we see that
Resp! (2) = Resp? (¢(2)). 0
Corollary 5.4. With the hypotheses of Lemma 5.3, viewing H(T;) ® C as a subgroup of H(T;,C)
as in the the universal coefficient theorem, the following diagram commutes.

©

T

HT)®C H(I)Q®C
Resgif Res?i]

H(InN)®C

Proof. This follows from Lemma 5.3, by naturality of the inclusion H(T';) ® C - H(T';,C) and the
fact that restriction and corestriction are induced by chain maps. (Il

Theorem 5.5. With the same hypotheses as in Lemma 5.3, suppose U; ¢ Hi(T';), i = 1,2 are
corresponding index t < oo subgroups via the isomorphism ¢ : H1(T'1) — Hi(T2) from Corollary
5.2, and let T}, ¢ T'; be the preimage of U; under the canonical projection T'; — Hq1(T';). Letting
m=[T:1;], if t is coprime to m, I’} and Ty have the same normal core in T

Proof. Let p be a prime not dividing m, and suppose Hy(T';)/U; ~ C, where C' is the cyclic group
of order p® for some integer a > 0. Letting N be the normal core of the I'; in I', by Lemma 5.3,
there is a commutative diagram

R —2— 0 (I')®C

11 /
CO’I“FNI

N 25 H(N)®C ¢

CorrN2
L2

FQ T) Hl(FQ)@C
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where ¢; is inclusion, and py, p; are the canonical maps. If N; is the normal core of I', in T, then N;
is the kernel of the natural projection 1; : N — II;, where I1; = TT7_y N/T',, Iy, = 7i; (N n I‘;)W{jl,
and i1, ...,%in € ' is a complete set of coset representatives for T'/T';. Observe that the action of T
on N by conjugation descends to identify II; with a submodule of the left I'-module C[T'/T';]. We
therefore have a commutative diagram for ¢ = 1,2,

N Y H(N)®C —Ys O[T/

(11) Ll lco”rvi l

r, 2 H(,)QC SNy

where ¥; = ¥ opn, ¥ = ¥ op, the ¢! are surjections, and the vertical arrow on the right is projec-

tion to the coefficient of the T; coset. Let T'Y = ker(t)!’ op;o1;) and observe that € N; iff gyg~' e '/
for every g € T', by commutativity of diagram 11. Therefore, N; is the normal core of T} in T'. By
commutativity of diagram 10 and the fact that 1" = 15 o, we see that 'Y = T'y. Therefore, N1 = No.

Now, suppose H;(T;)/U; ~ A for A finite abelian of order ¢ coprime to m. Fix a commutative
diagram

Hy(Ty) ———— Hy(Ts)
\ ) /

where the kernel of the left arrow is U; and the kernel of the right arrow is Us. Fix also an
elementary factor decomposition

R S,

A=~ @ @ Z[pZ,

r=1s=1
where R is the number of distinct prime divisors of ¢, and .S, is the number of cyclic p,-groups in
the elementary factor decomposition, and let 7; 5 denote the projection Hy (T';)/U; — Z/pS Z. Note
that Uy s = ker(my,r5) and U, = ker(ma r5) correspond. Letting N; be the normal core in T of the
pullback I'; of U; to I';, and letting N; s be the normal core in T" of the pullback of U; ,.s to I';, note
that N; = N N; rs. We just showed that Ny .5 = Na s for each 7, s, so N1 = N, as desired. O

T8

Corollary 5.6. If M is a manifold with contractible universal cover, and My, My — M are integrally
equivalent degree d covers, then corresponding abelian covers M! — M;, i = 1,2 of degree d’ have the
same normal closure over M when (d,d') = 1.

Proof. Recall the usual identification H (71 (M)) = H(M) for a manifold with contractible universal
cover, and observe that the map Hy(M') - Hy (M) induced by a covering M’ — M is corestriction
COYE%/ s Hy(m (M")) - Hy(71(M)). The subgroup of 7 (M) corresponding to the normal closure
of M! — M under the covering space Galois correspondence is precisely the normal core of 7 (M)
in 7 (M). The rest follows from Theorem 5.5. O
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