THE INVERSE GALOIS PROBLEM FOR NILPOTENT GROUPS
OF ODD ORDER

ADAM MASSEY

ABSTRACT. Consider any nilpotent group G of finite odd order. We ask if we
can always find a galois extension K of Q such that Gal(K/Q) = G. This is
the famous Inverse Galois Problem applied to nilpotent groups of finite odd
order. By solving the Group Extension Problem and the Embedding Problem,
two problems that are related to the Inverse Galois Problem, we show that
such a K always exists. A major result of Shafarevich tells us that such a K
exists for all solvable groups G, but the proof is far too difficult to be presented
here. Nevertheless, we present Shafarevich’s results and a sketch of the main
idea. We then show that for the group S,, one can use elementary techniques
in Galois Theory to solve the Embedding Problem, constructing a solution to
the Inverse Galois Problem for this group as well.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Galois Theory began in the early 1800’s when mathematicians were exploring
the solvability of general polynomials by radicals. It had been known since the days
of the Babylonians that a quadratic equation existed, and the cubic and quartic
formulas were known by the mid-1500’s, but it was unknown whether or not a
general polynomial of degree n was solvable by radicals (that is, if all of its roots
could be expressed by radicals).
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It was the idea of the young mathematician Evariste Galois to associate a new
mathematical object (which modern mathematicians now know as a group) to a
given field extension L/K (usually K = Q) and then to use the information gained
from this new perspective to discuss the general solvability of polynomials by rad-
icals. This association is often given by the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1 (Fundamental Theorem of Galois Theory). Suppose you have a field
F and a Galois extension L O F with Gal(L/F) = G. Let o be the map from the
set of all intermediate fields K (so F C K C L) to the set of subgroups H of G
given by a(K) = Gal(L/K), and let 3 be the map from the above set of subgroups
to the above set of intermediate fields given by B(H) = L. Then:

1.) a and B are inclusion-reversing. If K1 C Ko, then a(K1) D a(Kaz), and if
H, C Hy, then ,B(Hl) ) ﬁ(HQ)

2.) B(a(K)) = K and «(B(H)) = H; hence o and (3 are bijections between all
subgroups of G and all intermediate fields F C K C L.

3.) If K = B(H), then [L : K] = |H]|.

Proof. For a good proof of this theorem, see [DF] or [Rot].
O

With this theorem and a little work, Galois was able to prove that a polyno-
mial f(z) € Flx] is solvable by radicals if and only if the the field extension of it’s
splitting field L over the ground field F' has Gal(L/F) solvable. This led to the
beginning of both Group Theory and Galois Theory in modern algebra. Given the
origins of groups as Galois Groups, mathematicians naturally asked if one could al-
ways realize a given group G as some Galois Group (for this paper, unless otherwise
specified, we will confine ourselves to finite groups). Consider a group G of order
n, the field L = C(x1, ..., x,) of rational functions in n independent variables over
the complex numbers, and the group S,, the symmetric group on n letters. One
can show that L% = C(sy, ..., s,), where s; is the i** symmetric polynomial, and
Gal(L/L%") = S,,. Then we invoke Cayley’s Theorem that any group G injects into
the permutations of G, and since Perm(G) = S,,, we may realize G as a subgroup
of S,,. By the Fundamental Theorem of Galois Theory, we may then find LS such
that LS» ¢ L¢ C L, and Gal(L/L%) = G. So we can, indeed, always realize a
given group G as some Galois Group.

In the above work, we assume we can freely move the bottom field to find our
desired extension. Looking at this, Emmy Noether asked the natural question: Can
we realize G as the Galois Group over a fixed ground field? In particular, if we fix
the ground field to be Q, can we find an extension L/Q such that Gal(L/Q) = G?
To date this is a famous open problem in mathematics, which we will explore several
aspects of in this paper.

We begin in §2 with an introduction to the elements of homological algebra
relating to the Inverse Galois Problem. In particular, we go through the trouble of
developing a good theory of homology and cohomology for groups in §2.1 and §2.2.
It’s a lot of work, but the reward is an array of tools that can be used to look at the
Inverse Galois Problem via two related problems: The Group Extension Problem
and the Embedding Problem, which are both explored in §2.3.

In §3 we begin to solve the Inverse Galois Problem for special classes of groups.
We begin in §3.1 by solving the Inverse Galois Problem for abelian groups. While
this particular proof doesn’t make use of the techniques of §2, it does provide us a
good starting point for the Group Extension problem in more difficult cases. With
this result in place, we begin to develop the basic ideas of algebraic number theory
in §3.2 and §3.3, with particular emphasis on the theory of ramification in both the
global and local field settings. Using the results of §2 along with those from §3.2 and
§3.3, we show that the Inverse Galois Problem is solvable for every nilpotent group
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of odd order in §3.4. Doing so requires that we show that, for every p-group (for
p # 2), the Inverse Galois Problem is solvable, which we work out in two separate
cases in §3.5 and §3.6.

In §4 we explore the Inverse Galois Problem for more general groups. In §4.1,
we discuss the major result of Shafarevich that for any finite solvable group G, the
Inverse Galois Problem has a solution. This is one of the biggest breakthroughs in
modern algebraic number theory, so we present the results here. In §4.2, we use
techniques of basic galois theory to show that for .S, the Inverse Galois Problem
has a solution. In general this method is not efficient, but for certain groups (like
Sn), it turns out to be particularly effective. This shows that even certain non-
solvable groups still have a solution to the Inverse Galois Problem, and solutions
can be found using relatively elementary techniques. We complete our work in §4.3,
where we discuss Hilbert’s Theorem and show how it immediately gives the result
that the Inverse Galois Problem for S,, is solvable.

2. COHOMOLOGY AND THE GROUP EXTENSION PROBLEM

We begin by presenting the basic results of Group Cohomology that are used in
exploring this problem. We will then show how these results allow us to explore
groups and the number of ”extensions” of a given group. Indeed, one may construct
an entire theory of homology and cohomology of groups. We provide the essentials
here to establish results we’ll use later, but do not provide the proofs; for a more
extensive treatment and proofs of these results, see [AW] or [Nor]. We assume that
the reader already is familiar with the basics of module theory, category/functor
theory, the derived functors Ext and Tor, and the concept of exact sequences.

The main focus of this section is to build the necessary techniques of homological
algebra to present two problems, the solutions to which we focus on in the remaining
sections of the paper. The first of these problems is the Group Extension Problem,
and the second is the Embedding Problem. Each of these will be stated and explored
in §2.3. The solvability of each of these problems is central to any attempt to solve
the Inverse Galois Problem, and will thus be one of the main focuses of our work.

2.1. Group Rings and the Augmentation Ideal. We begin our work by con-
structing a theory of homology and cohomology for groups. Unless otherwise spec-
ified, every R-module is a left R-module.

Definition 2.1. Let G be a group and let Z[G] be the free Z-module generated by
the elements in G. Then we call Z[G] the group-ring of G with coefficients in Z,
with identity element 1. More generally, if A is any commutative ring with any
identity, then A[G] is the group-ring of G with coefficients in A.

The elements of A[G] are of the form ) .. ns0, where n, € A. Consider two
elements A\, \' € A[G|, where

A = ana

ceG

No= Y m,r (2.1)

TG

Then one may define an element X + X' in the obvious way. Defining the product
of A and X\ to be

MW= 3" nymq(or) (2.2)

o, T€EG

gives A[G] its ring structure.
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As mentioned, the elements of Z[G] are of the form ) __.n,0. Therefore, one
may define the mapping:

Z Neo — Z Ng (2.3)

oG oceG
which gives us a surjective ring homomorphism

e: Z[G] — Z, (2.4)

which we define to be the augmentation mapping of Z|G]. If I = ker(e), then I is
a two-sided ideal of Z[G] (called the augmentation ideal) and the sequence

0—I—7Z|G]l—Z—0 (2.5)

is exact.
Now consider a left G-module A. We define two very important functors A and
Ag.

Definition 2.2. Let G be a group, and let A be a left G-module. Then we define
AC to be the set of all fized elements of A; that is, the set of all elements in A such
that

ca=a (2.6)
forall o € G.

From the definition, one immediately sees that A® is a Z-module. Also, if
1 : A — Bis a map of G-modules, then for a € A%, ¢(a) € BY (recall that any
homomorphism f : A — B, for G-modules A and B, must both be a homomor-
phism and satisfy f(ca) = of(a) for all a € A and o € G). Therefore A® acts as
an additive covariant functor from the category of G-modules to the category of
abelian groups. Using simple techniques of elementary algebra, one may establish
the following:

Proposition 2.3. There is a Z-isomorphism

A% = Homg(Z, A) (2.7)
where a € A® corresponds to the homomorphism f € Homg(Z, A) such that

f(1) =a. (2.8)

Now we construct another functor (called Ag) which will compliment the functor
A%, Recall that I is the augmentation ideal. Let IA be the set of all finite sums

aia; + asas + -+ apay (2.9)
where «; € I and a; € A. Then I'A is a submodule of A.

Definition 2.4. Let G be a group and A a left G-module. Let TA be as above.
Then we define the functor Ag to be

Ag = AJIA. (2.10)

Furthermore, Ag is a covariant functor of A. Observe that G acts trivially on AJIA
since o —e € I, e € G the identity element, for all 0 € G (in fact, {o — €}scq, ote
forms a Z-base for I).
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As with A®, we may express this functor in a new form via the following:

Proposition 2.5. Let G be a group, and A a left G-module. Using a to denote the
natural image of a € A in A/IA = Ag, the map

n®a— na (2.11)

defines an isomorphism

Z®c A Ag. (2.12)

Proof. The proof of this proposition is not nearly so trivial as the proof of Propo-
sition 2.3. For a good proof of this proposition, see [Nor].
O

These two new functors will allow us to develop a theory of homology and co-
homology for groups, which will be crucial in setting up, as well as exploring the
solutions of, the Group Extension Problem. To that end, we explore the dependence
of A and Ag on the group G.

Proposition 2.6. Let G, G’ be groups, and let ¢ : G — G be a group homomor-
phism. Then ¢ induces the injective homomorphism

AG — A9 (2.13)

and the surjective homomorphism

Agr — Ag. (2.14)

Proof. For a proof of this result, see [Nor].
O

We conclude this section with a quick reminder of G-projective and G-injective
modules, which come up in the definition of homology and cohomology of groups.

Definition 2.7. Let G be a group, and A, B, and C be G-modules. We say that A
is G-projective if, whenever we have a diagram

A
l (2.15)
B — C — 0

in which the row is exact and all the maps are G-homomorphisms, there always
exists a G-homomorphism A — B such that the map A — C is the combined
mapping A — B — C.

Definition 2.8. Let G be a group, and A, B, and C be G-modules. We say that A
is G-injective if, whenever we have a diagram

0 — B — C
l (2.16)
A

in which the row is exact and all the maps are G-homomorphisms, there always
exists a G-homomorphism C — A such that the mapping B — A is the combined
mapping B — C — A.
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2.2. Homology and Cohomology Theory of Groups. In §2.1 we constructed
the functors A® and Ag. These will allow us to construct the homology and
cohomology theories that we’ll need in the formulation of the Group Extension
Problem.

We first will establish a well-defined homology theory for groups, and present
the axioms for the theory. Then we will do the same for cohomology.

Before we begin, we introduce the concept of a connected sequence.

Definition 2.9. Consider an exact sequence

0—A—A—A —0 (2.17)

of G-modules. Consider a sequence of covariant functors [T"],>9. We call such a
sequence a connected right sequence if the sequence

TO(A/)—>TO(A)—>TO(A”)—>T1(A/)—>~-~
— T"(A) — T"(A) — T"(A") — T (A) — - - (2.18)

is a O-sequence; that is, every triplet in the sequence above forms a three term
complez. If we modify the definition slightly, we can also construct the notion of a
connected right sequence of contravariant functors. If the sequence happens to be
exact, we call [T"],>0 an exact, connected right sequence.

Definition 2.10. Consider an exact sequence

0—A—A—A —0 (2.19)

of G-modules. Consider a sequence of covariant functors [Ty,]n>0. We call such a
sequence a connected left sequence if the sequence

= Tp(A') — To(A) — T (A") — T a(A) — -
— T1 (A”) — TO (A,) I To(A) — TO (AI/) (220)

is a 0-sequence. If we modify the definition slightly, we can also construct the notion
of a connected left sequence of contravariant functors. If the sequence happens to
be exact, we call [T),]n>0 an ezact, connected left sequence.

We are now ready to construct a homology theory and a cohomology theory for
groups.

Definition 2.11. Let G be a group, and A a left G-module. By a homology theory
for G, we mean the construction of an exact, connected left sequence

o Hy (G, A), Hy (G, A), Ho(G, A) (2.21)

of covariant functors of A along with the following properties:
1.) Hy(G, A) = Ag
2.) whenever A is G-projective, H,(G,A) =0 for p > 0.

So because our connected sequence is exact, that means that for an exact se-

quence

0—A—A—A —0 (2.22)

of G-modules, the associated sequence
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- — H,(G, A" — H,(G,A) — H,(G,A") — H, 1(G,A") — -

I H1 (G,AN) — Ho(G,A/) I Ho(G,A) I Ho(G, AH) (223)
is also an exact sequence. Now suppose we have a group homomorphism ¢ : G’ —
G. Taking o’a = ¢(0’)a, where ¢/ € G’ and a € A, we see that (with such a ¢) a G-
module may instead be regarded as a G’-module, and so if we can define a homology
theory for G’, then the homology groups will also form an exact, connected left
sequence.

We now establish a very important theorem, which allows us to see the effect of
group homomorphisms on the homology theory of groups.

Theorem 2.12 (Uniqueness Theorem for Homology Theories). Let G, G’ be groups
with a group homomorphism G' — G and homology theories H,(G', A’) and
H,(G,A). Then for A varying through the category of left G-modules, there ex-
ists a unique homomorphism of the connected sequence

Hy(G', A), Hy(G', A), Ho(G', A) (2.24)

into the connected sequence

HQ(GvA),Hl(GvA)vHO(GvA) (225>
extending the natural homomorphism Ag: — Ag from Proposition 2.6.

Proof. For a proof of this theorem, see [Nor].
g

Corollary 2.13. If G’ — G is a group isomorphism, then the natural isomor-
phism Ag: = Ag extends uniquely to an isomorphism of the homology theories of
G and G'.

Proof. This follows immediately by applying Theorem 2.12 to the homomorphism
G’ — @G and the inverse homomorphism G — G'.
O

Corollary 2.14. For a given group G, any two homology theories are isomorphic
under the unique isomorphism which extends the identity transformation of the
homology group Ag.

Proof. This follows by applying Corollary 2.13 to the identity mapping on G.
O

These results allow us to establish the existence of a homology theory for G in
terms of the Tor functors.

Theorem 2.15. Let G be a group. One obtains a homology theory for G by setting,
for each left G-module A,
H,(G,A) =Tor(Z,A) (n>0). (2.26)

If A were instead a right G-module, then we would have

H,(G,A) =Tor%(A,Z) (n>0). (2.27)

Here we regard Z: as a right G-module with trivial operators, and notice that, by
Proposition 2.5, Tor§(Z,A) = Hy(Z ®¢ A) = Z®qg A= Ag.
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Proof. 1It’s clear that this definition of H,, (G, A) satisfies all the required properties,
and so by the isomorphism imposed by Corollary 2.14, our theorem is proven.
|

So we have established a useful homology theory for groups. We now establish
similar results to establish a useful cohomology theory for groups. As we will see
in §2.3, the cohomology theory, and in particular our theory for H2(G, A), will be
extremely important in the Group Extension Problem.

Definition 2.16. Let G be a group, and A a left G-module. By a cohomology
theory for G, we mean the construction of an exact, connected right sequence

HY(G,A), H (G, A), H*(G, A), ... (2.28)
of covariant functors of A along with the following properties:
1.) HY(G, A) = A®
2.) whenever A is G-injective, HP(G,A) =0 for p > 0.
Analogous to before, the fact that we have an exact, connect right sequence

means that for any exact sequence 0 — A’ — A — A” — 0, the associated
sequence

H°(G,A") — H°(G,A) — H°(G,A") — H'(G,A") — -
— H"(G,A") — H"(G,A) — H"(G,A") — H"T1(G,A") — -~ (2.29)
is also an exact sequence.

As before, we are able to establish a Uniqueness Theorem for Cohomology The-
ories completely analogous to the homology case. For the proof, see [Nor]|.

Theorem 2.17 (Uniqueness Theorem for Cohomology Theories). Let G, G’ be
groups with a group homomorphism G' — G and cohomology theories H™(G', A’)
and H"(G, A). Then for A varying through the category of left G-modules, there
erists a unique homomorphism of the connected sequence

HY(G, A), H'(G, A), HX(G, A), .. (2.30)

into the connected sequence

H°(G',A),H (G', A), H*(G', A), ... (2.31)
which extends the transformation A — A from Proposition 2.6.

It’s clear that analogs of Corollaries 2.13 and 2.14 hold for Theorem 2.17 as well.
This allows us to establish a cohomology theory for G in terms of the Ext functors.

Theorem 2.18. Let G be a group. One obtains a cohomology theory for G by
setting, for each left G-module A,

H™"(G,A) = Ext&(Z,A)  (n>0). (2.32)

Furthermore, because of Proposition 2.3 and the fact that the functors Ext2,(Z, A)
and Homg(Z, A) are naturally equivalent (see [Nor| for the proof), we see that
Ext%(Z,A) =2 Homg(Z, A) = AC.

Proof. Tt’s clear that the extension functors described above satisfy the required
conditions. By the Uniqueness Theorem applied to the identity mapping G — G,
this theorem is proven.

|
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2.3. The Group Extension Problem and the Embedding Problem. In §2.1
and §2.2 we went through the trouble of constructing a theory of homology and
cohomology for groups. We will now turn our focus mainly to the cohomology
theory of groups, as this will lead to an understanding of the Group Extension
Problem. To do this, we introduce the notion of the standard non-homogeneous G-
free resolution of Z. Here we will simply state the results and take it as definition;
for a more detailed understanding, see [Nor] and [AW].

Definition 2.19. Let G be a group and (for n > 0) let ®,, be G-modules with
G-base |01, ...,04], where

[01, .., o] =< 1,01,0102,010203,...;0109 -0, > (n>1) (2.33)

and where [ | =<1 > handles the case for n = 0. Here the notation < - > refers
to the genmerating set for ®, as a free Z-module in the construction of the standard
homogeneous G-free resolution of Z, about which we refer readers to [Nor]. Then
the sequence of G-modules

dn dy
_— %, — o, — - — O — by — Z — 0
(2.34)
with the relation
n—1
dn[gh "'7UTL] = 01[027 ~-~70n] + Z(_l)r[ala <05 OpOpt1, "'7UTL]

r=1

+(—1)n[0'17...70'n,1] (235)

is an exact sequence and is called the standard non-homogeneous G-free resolution
of Z.

Applying the Hom(—, A) functor to the above sequence allows us to explore the
cochains and coboundaries, which allows us to describe the elements of a typical
cohomology group. Observe that because [0, ...,0,] forms a G-base for ®,, a
typical n-cochain is found by identifying an element of A with each ordered set
01y...y0n. S0 let f be an n-cochain and let f(o1,...,0,) represent the element in
A associated to oq,...,0,. Then, applying the boundary homomorphism gives us
d"™f, where

(dnf)((]'l, ...,Un+1) = 0'1f<0’2, ...,O‘n+1)

n

+Z(*1)Tf(01, sy OpOpgly eeny Un+1) + (71)n+1f(0—17 ey Un)v (236)

r=1

and it’s understood that, when n = 0, (d°f)(c) = oa — a, where a € A corresponds

to the 0-cochain f. We will now use this understanding to construct the elements
of H?(G, A).

Definition 2.20. Consider a 2-cochain f, constructed using the standard non-
homogeneous G-free resolution of Z. We know by (2.36) that for f to be a 2-cocycle,
we must have

O'1f(0'2,0'3) — f(0'10'2,0'3) + f(0'1,0'20'3) — f(O'l,O'Q) =0. (237)

Such a 2-cocycle is called a factor system.
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Definition 2.21. Consider a 2-cochain f, constructed using the standard non-
homogeneous G-free resolution of Z. Let f be a 2-cocycle (i.e. a factor system).
Observe that f is a coboundary (i.e. f = d¢ for some 1-cochain ¢) if

flo1,02) = o016(02) — p(0102) + ¢(01) (2.38)

holds identically. Such an f is called a principal factor system.

So H?(G, A) is just the additive group of factor systems taken modulo the sub-
group of principal factor systems.

We are now ready to introduce one of the main problems in the study of the
Inverse Galois Problem. In doing so, it will be more convenient to treat A as if
it’s law of composition is multiplication, as opposed to addition. As such, the
conditions for A being a left G-module become

(a1a)° = aJa3, (a°)" =a™, a' =a, (2.39)

where a,a;,a2 € A and 0,7 € G. It will also be more convenient to describe a
2-cochain as a doubly indexed family {a, .} of elements in A. Doing so alters the
condition for being a factor system to

Ugi09, 03004, o
ag; vy = 102, 0301, 02 (240)
’ a1717 0203

and it will be a principal factor system when there is a family {«,, } of elements of
A such that

g1
Gy, o0 = 2200, (2.41)
Ai09
Definition 2.22 (The Group Extension Problem). Let A be a given abelian group
and G be an arbitrary group. An extension of G by A means finding a group G
containing A as a normal subgroup along with a surjective group homomorphism
(S G — G with kernel A. Finding such a group é, as well has how many different
G,’s can be found, is the Group Extension Problem.
Two extensions él and ég are said to be equivalent if there is an isomorphism
between them such that

A — G — G
[ ! [ (2.42)
A — Gy — G

is a commutative diagram. Here it’s understood that the maps A — él and
A — G4 are inclusion maps

We will now attempt to classify all the (non-isomorphic) solutions to the Group
Extension Problem, by means of a very important theorem. Before doing so, how-
ever, we prove the following lemma, which will be useful in proving the theorem.

Lemma 2.23. Let A be an abelian group, G an arbitrary group, and G an extension
of G by A. Then A has a left G-module structure.

Proof. Let o € G. By the surjectivity of ¢, we may choose an element 7, such that
¥(n,) = 0. Then because A is a normal subgroup of G, the map

a— 1ean, (2.43)
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is an automorphism of A. Also, if 5 is another element of G mapping to o, then
n.. = an, for some suitable o € A (remember, A is the kernel of ¢). Therefore

nan ' = anean; o™t = nean;? (2.44)
because A is abelian and 7,an; ! € A by normality. So if we set a® = n,an; !, then
a? is independent of our choice of 7,. With this definition, it’s easy to now verify
the conditions that A is a left G-module.

O

With Lemma 2.23 in place, we will now prove one of the main theorems of the
paper, which will show the importance of all our work up to now. This theorem
will prove useful in §3.4, when we explore the Inverse Galois Problem for nilpotent
groups of odd order.

Theorem 2.24. Let A be an abelian group, G an arbitrary group, and suppose A
has the left G-module structure discussed in Lemma 2.23. Then to each extension
of G by A, there is associated a definite element of H*(G, A). Furthermore, this
association produces a bijection between the classes of equivalent extensions and the
elements of H*(G, A).

As mentioned, this is one of our main theorems. It tells us that the possible
number of (isomorphism classes of) extensions that we need to consider can be
found by looking at the number of elements of H?(G, A). For instance, if H?(G, A)
is trivial, then there is only one such class and we need only consider one extension
of G by A in the Inverse Galois Problem. As this is the theorem we’ve been working
towards, we offer the full proof below, following the method discussed in [Nor].

Proof. Let G be an extension of G by A, and let {n,} be a set of elements in G
whose image under ¢ is simply o. Such a set is often called a section of the group
G. Observe that ¥(ny,1y,) = 0102 = V(Nsy 0, ), Which means that

No1 Moy = Qo o5Nor0o (245)

where g, o, € A. Now, making use of the fact that G is associative, we observe
that

(77017702)7703 = ao'h ozllovoxTlos = aUh 02a01027 oslloioz03 (246)

and

— _ —1
Moy (77027703) = No1C0oy, 030203 = Moy Yoy, 037701 No1MNozos
— 01
- a(m, 030‘01, 0203770’10203 (247)

implies that

— H01 ( )
aUl, 02a01027 g3 aog, ogaffl, 0203 248

forming a factor system. N B

Now consider we have two extensions G; and G, with factor systems {ay,. o, }
and {8, »,} constructed as above. If G, and Gs are equivalent, it is possible to
choose sections {7, }1 and {n,}2 (of Gy and Gy, respectively) so that Oy, oy =
Bo,, o, for all 01,02 € G. On the other hand, if we can choose sections so that
oy, 05 = Boy, o for all 01,02 € G, then the two extensions are equivalent. For the
details of this fact, see [Nor]. So two extensions are equivalent if and only if we can
rechoose sections so that a,, ¢, = Bs,, o, for all 01,02 € G.
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Now we notice that, for a given section {7,} of é, we may observe that, for
appropriate a, € A, we may obtain any other section {n,*}, where 0¥ = a,7,.
Then we have

* ok _ -1 _ o1
770'1770'2 - a01770'1 a52n02 - a’(Tl 770'1a0'2770'1 77017702 - aUlaa'QOéO'h 0'2770'10'2 (249)

and at the same time we have

77;177;2 = 0‘21, o Qo102To102 (2.50)
which gives us that
Uy, a1
O gy = Oy, gy ——22 (2.51)
0102

As a result, two extensions will be equivalent if and only if the original factor
systems belong to the same cohomology class, and as we see above that class is
independent of the choice of section; as a result, every extension is associated to a
unique element of H?(G, A).

Now all that remains is to show that every element of H?(G, A), there is an asso-
ciated extension. Choose such an element, and let {ay,, »,} be the representative
factor system where (after multiplying by the appropriate principal factor system)
e, ¢ = 14 where e € G is the identity element. If, in (2.40) we take (o,e,e) and
then take (e, e, o), we get that

O, e =1la=0e » (0€GQG). (2.52)

)

Now take G to be the set of all pairs (a,0) where a € A and o € G, combined
with the multiplication law

(al,O'l)(ag,O'g) = (alaglagh 02,010'2). (253)
Then by routine exercises in group theory, one can show that Gisa group with
identity (14,e€) such that the mapping (a,0) — o is a surjective homomorphism
onto G with kernel A. Therefore, G is a group extension of G by A and we complete

the proof.
O

Corollary 2.25. A group extension splits if and only if it corresponds (under the
association in Theorem 2.24) to the trivial element in H*(G, A).

Proof. Recall that we have the equality

No1MNoy = Qo gaNlor02s (254)

where og,, 5, represents the cohomology class. This class is trivial if and only if
it’s a coboundary (a principal factor system), or if

Qg a7}
Aoy, 00 = —2, (255)

Aoy,

Suppose we have the following extension of G by A as before:

1—A4—G—G—1. (2.56)

From basic algebraic topology, one knows that such an extension splits (i.e. such
an exact sequence is a split exact sequence) if and only if, for the map 7 : G — G,
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there is a map € : G — G such that 7 o € is the identity mapping on G. Suppose
e(o) = a;'n,. It’s clear from the definitions that 7 o € is the identity on G. But
we need € to be a group homomorphism; that is, €(o102) = €(01)e(02). But for e
to satisfy this, that implies:

1

(Aoy02) Norow = (aoy) (
(a0102)71770102 = (agl)ilnffl (aaz)il(nm)ilnm No
(a01a2)71770102 = (aa1)71(ag;)710‘01, oalloro
(a’0'10'2)_1 (aal)_l(ag)_laah o2
Aoy, 00 = amag; (amaz)_l
o1
Aoy, 00 = % (257)

and ay,, o, is a coboundary. Therefore, the cohomology element corresponding to

this extension is trivial if and only if the extension is a split extension.
|

We conclude this section by introducing our other main problem, the Embedding
Problem. This is closely tied to the Group Extension Problem. Suppose we have
a group G, and a galois extension L/K with galois group Gal(L/K) = G. The
Embedding Problem for the group G, given an extension G of G by an abelian
group A, is to find a field M D L D K such that Gal(M/K) = G, Gal(M/L) = A,
and the diagram

1 — A — G — G — 1

! ! ! (2.58)
1 — Gal(M/L) — Gal(M/K) — Gal(L/K) — 1

is commutative. In general, given galois extensions L/K and M/L, it’s not neces-
sarily true that M/K is galois, so finding a solution to this problem is a nontrivial
matter. The ability to solve the Embedding Problem, with K = Q, for every pos-
sible group extension G of G by A (where G varies through the category of groups
and A varies through the category of abelian groups) will imply the solvability of
the Inverse Galois Problem.

3. ABELIAN GROUPS AND NILPOTENT GROUPS OF ODD ORDER

In this section we seek to show that every Nilpotent Group of odd order can be
realized as a Galois Group of some field extension of Q. To do that, we first establish
some important results from elementary Galois Theory and use them to show that if
our group is an abelian group A, then we may find a field extension K/Q such that
Gal(K/Q) =A. This is covered in §3.1. In §3.2 and §3.3, we introduce some of the
important elements of Algebraic Number Theory, focusing mainly on ramification
and local fields, which will give us the tools and techniques necessary to approach
more difficult pieces of this problem. In §3.4, we use these results to prove the
case where G is an odd-ordered Nilpotent Group, following the ideas of Scholz and
Reichardt outlined in [Ser2]. These ideas involve solving the Embedding Problem
described in §2.3 for every possible group extension

1— 2, —G—G—1 (3.1)

of degree ¢. To do this we consider when the extension G gives us a split exact
sequence, and then consider the case when the extension does not split. The first
of these cases is handled in §3.5 and the second is addressed in §3.6.
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3.1. Abelian Groups. We begin this section by exploring the problem for cyclo-
tomic extensions, and show that the problem is trivially solved. Using these results,
as well as important results from analytic number theory and basic group theory,
one is able to show that if we have an abelian group A, then there is a field extension
K/Q such that Gal(K/Q) =A. This will be an important stepping stone towards
understanding the Inverse Galois Problem. We begin with two important results
for cyclotomic extensions.

Theorem 3.1. Let ¢, be a primitive n-th root of unity. Then [Q((,) : Q] = ¢(n),
where ¢ is the Euler Phi Function. Furthermore, the mapping

Y2 (Z/nZ)* — Gal(Q(¢n)/Q) (3.2)
given by a (mod n) — o, is an isomorphism, where o, is the map such that

9a(Gn) = -

Proof. By construction, we know that ©(ab) = o4. For a given (,, we have
Uab(Cn) = Cﬁb = (Cﬁ)“ = Ua(cg) = Uagb(Cn)' Thus, ¢(ab) = 1/J(a)¢(b) so 1 is
a homomorphism.
Since every Galois automorphism for Q({,)/Q is of the form o, for some uniquely
determined a relatively prime to n, the bijection of 1 is obvious.
Since [Q(¢n) : Q] = |Gal(Q(¢,)/Q)| = |(Z/nZ)*| = ¢(n), the result is proven.
O

ai, a2 (25

Theorem 3.2. Let n = p{'p3*---pi* be the decomposition of n, for n € Z7,
into distinct prime powers. Then the cyclotomic fields Q(Cp;‘i), fori=1,2,...k
intersect only in the field Q and their compositum is the cyclotomic field Q((y).
Therefore

Gal(Q(¢n)/Q) = Gal(Q(Cpe1)/Q) x Gal(Q(Cpe2)/Q) X - -+ x Gal(Q((,en ) /Q).- (3.3)
By Theorem 3.1, this is simply:

(Z/nZ) = (Z/p7 L) X (Z[p3* L) x -+ x (Z/p}*Z)*. (3-4)
Proof. The first part of this theorem follows from the observations that Q((,e: ) is a

subfield of Q(¢{,) for every ¢ = 1,2, ..., k, that the composite contains Cpo1 ez . szk
(which is a primitive n-th root of unity), that the degree [Q(Cp?i) 1 Q] = é(py*) for
all i = 1,2,...,k, and that ¢(n) = ¢(p7*)d(ps?) - ¢(py*). With these conditions
it follows from a common result in Galois Theory that the intersection of all these
Q(Cpei)’s is precisely Q. With this, the rest of the theorem follows trivially (the
Galois Group decomposition is a consequence of considering the compositum of a
collection of fields with intersection @, and the second follows directly from Theo-
rem 3.1). For a more detailed proof, see [DF].

O

So we have now classified the Galois Group of every cyclotomic field extension.
We now want to show that for any finite abelian group A, we may find a field
extension K/Q such that Gal(K/Q) =A. To do so, recall the following important
theorem about abelian groups, which we will state without proof.

Theorem 3.3 (Fundamental Theorem of Finitely Generated Abelian Groups). Let
G be a finitely generated abelian group. Then:

G=L" X Zpy X Zpy X -+ X Ly, s (3.5)

for some integers r,ny,na, ..., ni that satisfy:
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o 7 >0 and n; > 2 for all j, and;
e niyiln; foralll <i<k-—1.
Furthermore, this expression is unique. Observe that G happens to be a finite
abelian group if and only if r = 0.

So the above theorem tells us virtually everything we need to know about finite
abelian groups and their structure, which we will need to exploit. For a proof of
this theorem, see [DF].

Before moving on, we need one more theorem, which we will also state without
proof; for a good proof of this theorem, see [IR].

Theorem 3.4 (Dirichlet’s Theorem on Primes in Arithmetic Progression). Suppose
a,m € Z, with (a,m) = 1. Then there exist infinitely many positive prime numbers
p such that p= a(mod m).

Remark 3.5. Strictly speaking, Dirichlet actually proved something much stronger,
showing that the Dirichlet density of primes in a given arithmetic progression is
m, where m is the modulus in our arithmetic progression. This is stronger
because it gives us an idea of just how many primes satisfy p = a(mod m) for
(a,m) = 1, relative to the set of all positive primes. From the definition of Dirich-
let density, one can see that a finite set has density zero, so because these sets of
primes have nonzero density, they must be infinite.

With Theorems 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, and 3.4 in place, we now have enough to show
that for a given finite abelian group A, there exists a field extension K/Q with
Gal(K/Q) =A. This will be our first big step towards exploring the Inverse Galois
Problem.

Theorem 3.6 (Inverse Galois Problem for Abelian Groups). For any finite abelian
group A, the Inverse Galois Problem is solvable; that is, we may find a Galois
extension K/Q with Gal(K/Q) =A. In fact, we can find infinitely many such K
with this property.

Proof. Consider any finite abelian group A. By Theorem 3.3, we have

A2 Zn X oo X Ly (3.6)

for integers ni,...,ng. By Theorem 3.4, we can always find primes p, ..., px such
that

p1 = 1(modn,)
p2 = 1(modny)
pe = 1(modny) (3.7)

and let n = pip2 - - - px. By Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, we know that

(Z/nZ)* = (Z/prZ)" x (Z[p2Z)* X - -+ x (Z/prZ)”. (3-8)

Since we know from basic group theory that (Z/p,Z)* = Z,,_1, where the latter
is the cyclic group of order p; — 1, this gives us

(Z/TLZ)X = Zp1,1 X Zpg*l X e X Zpkfl' (39)

By construction, n;|p; —1 so Z,,_1 has a subgroup H; of order pn—fl This means
that the group Z,,_1/H; is a cyclic group of order n;. Let H = Hy x Hy X - - - x Hy.
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Then (Z/nZ)* /H = A. Furthermore, as H is normal (it’s a subgroup if an abelian
group), Theorem 1.1 tells us there is a field K = Q((,,)* such that Q C K C Q(¢y),
K/Q is a Galois extension, and Gal(K/Q) = A.
The claim that there are infinitely many such K/Q will be proven in Theorem
3.28 in §3.2.
(]

3.2. Algebraic Number Theory I: Ramification. In §3.1 we showed that we
can solve the Inverse Galois Problem for abelian groups; that is, we showed there
exists a galois extension K/Q such that Gal(K/Q) = A for any abelian group A.
However, for more general groups we do not have structures that are so amenable to
basic field theory and basic galois theory. As it turns out, the concept of ramification
and local fields will allow us to solve the embedding problem in cases where finding
a solution isn’t so clear (the situation in §3.4 is such a case, as we will soon see).
To that end, we seck to present the basics of ramification as discussed in [Sam| and
[IR]. We will, for the most part, only be concerned with the results, and not the
proofs of these results, so we will often refer the reader to these (and other) sources
for proofs and deeper treatments. We assume the reader is acquainted with the
basic theory of prime ideals, as well as the concepts of norm and trace from linear
algebra. We introduce the basics of local fields in §3.3.

Definition 3.7. An algebraic number is a complex number ~ that is a root of a
monic polynomial ™ + ap_12" "' + -+ + a1z + ag, where each a; € Q. If every
a; € Z, then we say that v is an algebraic integer.

Algebraic numbers are an important area of study in mathematics; however, for
our purposes we’ll be focusing mainly on algebraic integers. We begin with an
important (and obvious) proposition.

Proposition 3.8. A rational number v € Q is an algebraic integer if and only if
v EZ.

Proof. If v € Z this is obvious. Now suppose v € Q is an algebraic integer. Then
~v = ¢/d, where (¢,d) = 1. Then we have

"+ ap_1c"td+ -+ ared” + agd™ = 0. (3.10)

Therefore, d|c" and since (¢, d) = 1, that means that d|c. But because (¢, d) = 1,
d==1and v € Z.
(]

Proposition 3.9. Given a field extension K/Q, the set of algebraic numbers in K
forms a field and the set of algebraic integers in K forms a ring.

Proof. For the proof, see [IR].
O

We will be concerned with this fact later, when we discuss how the ring Z extends
when we take a field extension of Q. To that end, we explore the problem in
complete generality and then show that the cases we need to consider follow as
examples.

We are now prepared to discuss the discriminant, and then relate it to the
concept of galois extensions that we’ve been looking at up to this point. Much of
what follows may be found in greater detail in [IR] and [Sam)].

Definition 3.10. Let B be a ring, and let A C B be a subring such that B is a
free A-module of finite rank n. Take any (x1,...,2,) € B™. Then we define the
discriminant of (1, ...,xy) to be the element of A given by
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D(z1, ..., xn) = det(Trp a(zivy)). (3.11)

Proposition 3.11. If (y1,...,yn) € B™ is another such set of elements, such that
yi = Z?’Zl ai;x;, with a;; € A, then

D(y1, .oy yn) = (det(a;;))>D(w1, ..., ). (3.12)

Proof. For a proof of this result, see [Sam].
g

Proposition 3.11 tells us that the discriminants for bases of B over A are asso-
ciates in A. This allows us to make the following definition:

Definition 3.12. Given the hypotheses of Definition 3.10, we call the principal
ideal of A generated by the discriminant of any base of B over A the discriminant
of B over A, denoted Dp 4.

The concept of the discriminant will prove to be useful later on, when we apply
it number fields. Now we develop the concept of ramification.

Definition 3.13. Let A be a ring, and M an A-module. We say that M is Noe-
therian if it satisfies the following equivalent conditions (for a proof of equivalence,
see [Sam]):

1.) Every non-empty collection of submodules of M contains a mazimal element.

2.) Every increasing of submodules of M is stationary (i.e. there is an ng such
that Mn = M, for all n > ng, where the relation is inclusion,).

3.) Every submodule of M has a finite generating set.

We say that a ring A is Noetherian if, when considered as an A-module, the ring
A is a Noetherian module.

Proposition 3.14. Let A be a Noetherian, integrally closed ring. Let K be it’s field
of fractions, L any finite extension of K, and A’ the integral closure of A in L. If
K is of characteristic 0, then A’ is an A-module with finite generating set and is a
Noetherian ring.

Proof. For the proof, see [Sam)].
t

Taking A = Z and K = Q, we see that the ring of algebraic integers in any finite
extension of Q is a Noetherian ring.

Definition 3.15. An integral domain A is called a Dedekind ring if it is Noetherian
and integrally closed, and if every non-zero prime ideal of A is mazimal.

We can see immediately that the ring Z, and in fact any principal ideal ring, is
a Dedekind ring. It turns out that, via the following theorem, the ring of integers
in every number field is a Dedekind ring.

Lemma 3.16. Let B be an integral domain and A C B be a subring such that B
is integral over A. Then B is a field if and only if A is a field.

Proof. For a proof of this well known fact, see [Sam].
g

Theorem 3.17. Let A be a Dedekind ring, K its field of fractions, L an extension
of K, and A’ the integral closure of A in L. Assume K has characteristic 0. Then
A’ is a Dedekind ring and an A-module with a finite generating set.

Proof. For the proof, see [Sam].
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So taking A =Z and K = Q in Theorem 3.17, we have that the ring of integers
in any number field is a Dedekind ring. We now present (without proof) a theorem
which shows us that for any Dedekind ring, the ideals have unique factorization.
For the proof, see [Sam].

Theorem 3.18. Let A be a Dedekind ring and let P be the set of non-zero prime
ideals of A. Then every non-zero fractional ideal 0 may be uniquely expressed in the
form o = HpeP o"e(@ where, for any p € P, ne € Z and, for almost all p € P,
ne = 0.

So consider the ring Z, its field of fractions Q, and a finite field extension K/Q.
Let 9 C K be the set of algebraic integers in K (i.e. the integral closure in K).
Let (p) be a non-zero prime ideal of Z. Then ¥kp is an ideal of ¥, and Theorem
3.18 says that

dxp =[] (3.13)
=1

where the p; are all distinct prime ideals of Jxp, the e;’s are positive integers, and
the product denotes product of ideals. The integer e; is called the ramification
indez of the prime ideal p; over (p), and we say that the prime p € Z ramifies in
the extension K/Q (or equivalently in the ring extension ¥ /Z) if any e; > 1.

It’s clear that Z/(p) may be identified with a subring of ¥ /p; for every i €
{1,...,n}, and so by Lemma 3.16 ¥ /p; is a field. Applying Theorem 3.17 to
A =7 and K = Q gives us that Jx is a Z-module with finite generating set, and
so Uk /p; is a finite dimensional vector space over the field Z/(p). Let f; be the
dimension of this vector space. Then we call f; the residual degree of the prime
ideal p; over the prime p, and one can see that |9 /p;| = p’*. This leads to the
following very important theorem:

Theorem 3.19. > 7_, e;f; = n, where n is the degree of the extension K/Q. If
the extension happens to be Galois, theney = ---=¢e;=cand fi =---= fg=f
and efg =mn.

Proof. For a proof of this result, see [IR] and [Sam].
d

With this new understanding, we may now classify certain types of ramification,
which we point out in the following definition.

Definition 3.20. Suppose we have a galois extension K/Q, and efg = n as in
Theorem 3.19. We say that a prime p splits completely in K ife=1, f =1, and
g =n. We say the prime p is totally ramified if e =n, f =1, and g =1. We say
that p is inert ife =1, f = n, and g = 1. Finally, considering the characteristic
of the field Z/pZ (which happens to be p), we say that p is tamely ramified if e > 1
and ged(e,p) = 1.

We present one additional fact about the ramification index and the residual
degree which will prove to be extremely useful to us.

Proposition 3.21. Let K C L C M be a tower of fields. Take a prime element
p € Vg, and suppose that p € Vp; is a prime element above p. Let pr, = N L,
and one sees that pr is also a prime element above p. The we have the following
relations:

e(p/p) = elp/pr)e(pr/p)
flo/p) = flp/oL)f(pL/p). (3.14)
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Proof. For a proof of this proposition, see [Koc].
O

We now present a very important theorem that relates the theory of ramification
to the concept of the discriminant presented earlier. For the proof of this theorem,
see [Sam)].

Theorem 3.22. Recall from Definition 3.12 that, for a ring B with A a subring
such that B is an A-module with finite generating set, we define the discriminant
Dpyy to be the principal ideal of A generated by the discriminant of any base of
B over A. Now let L/K be a number field extension with rings of integers A C K
and A’ C L. A prime ideal p C A ramifies in A’ if and only if it contains the ideal
Darja. Thus, since Daja # (0), there are only finitely many o C A that ramify
in A

Therefore, taking A = Z and A’ = 9k (where K/Q is a finite extension), then
Theorem 3.22 tells us that a prime p € Z ramifies if and only if Dy, /z C (p), which
is equivalent to saying that p divides the discriminant of Jx over Z.

Now suppose the field extension L/Q is a galois extension with galois group G.
We introduce two very important subgroups of G' that we will be concerned with
in §3.5 and §3.6.

Definition 3.23. Let L/Q be a galois extension. Let p € Q be a prime, and fiz a
prime p above p in L. Let O, be the ring of integers in L localized at p. Then we
have two important subgroups of G:

D
I

= {o€Glop=yp}
= {7 € Glrw=w (mod p),Yw € O} (3.15)

®/p
©/p
called the Decomposition Group and Inertia Group, respectively. We oftentimes will

Just write D, and I, when it is understood that we are considering these groups
over the prime p.

Definition 3.24. Let L/Q be a galois extension with galois group G, and fix a
prime v in L over the prime p in Q, with decomposition group D, = D and inertia
group I, = I. Since each of these are subgroups of G, Theorem 1.1 says we can

find fields LP and LT such that

QcLPclL'cL. (3.16)
We call the field LP the decomposition field and the field L' the inertia field.

Remark 3.25. The field LP turns out to be the largest intermediate field Q C
K D L such that e(v/p) = f(v/p) = 1 for a prime v in K over a prime p in Q.
Similarly, the field LT turns out to be the largest intermediate field Q C K' C L
for which e(v'/p) = 1 for a prime v’ in K' over a prime p in Q, and the smallest
intermediate field that the prime p totally ramifies. All of these facts are proven in
[Bak].

Proposition 3.26. The Decomposition Group D, has |D| = e(p/p) f(p/p). Sim-
ilarly, the Inertia Group I, has |I,| = e(p/p). Therefore, in the tower Q C LY C

L' C L has [LP : Q] = g(p/p), [L : LP] = f(p/p), and [L : L'] = e(p/p).

Proof. For a proof of this fact, see [Ros].
(Il

We conclude this section by using this fact to prove the claim put forth in
Theorem 3.6 that for an abelian group A, there are infinitely many galois extensions
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K/Q such that Gal(K/Q) = A. To do so, we first present, without proof, the
following proposition. For a proof, see [IR].

Proposition 3.27. Consider the field extension Q((,)/Q, and suppose p € Q is
a prime number. Let ¥ be the ring of integers in Q((,), and let p C ¥ be a prime
ideal such that ¢ NZ = p. If p is odd, the p ramifies in ¥ if and only if pjm. If
p =2, then p ramifies if and only if 4Jm.

With Proposition 3.27, we can now prove the following theorem, which will
complete the proof of Theorem 3.6.

Theorem 3.28 (Inverse Galois Problem for Abelian Groups Revisited). For any
finite abelian group A, there are infinitely many solutions to the Inverse Galois
Problem; that is, we may find infinitely many galois extensions K/Q such that
Gal(K/Q) = A.

Proof. Recall that in the proof of Theorem 3.6, we used Theorem 3.4 to show that
there are infinitely many primes py, ..., pr such that

p1 = 1(mod nq)
pa = 1(mod ng)
pr = 1(mod ny) (3.17)

where the integers ni, ..., ng are the integers coming from the expression of A using
Theorem 3.3 as seen in the proof of Theorem 3.6. Then we may find infinitely many
n = p1ps - - - P such that no two share a prime factor; that is, if ny = p1ps - - - pr and
N2 = q192 - - Qk, then p; # g; for any 1 <4, j < k. That means that, by Proposition
3.27, we may find infinitely many field extensions Q((,)/Q, all having different
ramified primes, that satisfy the conditions employed in the proof of Theorem 3.6.
Therefore, we may construct infinitely many galois extensions K/Q following the
methods of Theorem 3.6, and all such extensions have different ramified primes,
which makes all the fields distinct.

O

3.3. Algebraic Number Theory II: Local Fields. In this section, we introduce
many of the basics of local fields that are used in the proofs in §3.4, §3.5, and §3.6.
We will primarily be interested in the p-adic numbers Q,, and, more generally, any
completion K, where K/Q is galois and p a prime in K over p. We will be able
to show that, for local fields, we may find results similar to those we found in §3.2.
The techniques developed here, as well as the tools we found in §3.2, will prove
extremely useful in our work on Nilpotent Groups. We begin with the concept of a
discrete valuation:

Definition 3.29. Let K be a field, and K* its multiplicative elements, and Z the
ordinary integers. A mapping

v: K —ZUoco (3.18)

1s called a discrete valuation of K if
1.) v defines a surjective homomorphism K* — Z;
2.) v(0) = oco;
3.) v(x +y) > inf{v(z),v(y)}.
One can take a discrete valuation and construct a discrete multiplicative valu-

ation in the following way: Let v be a discrete valuation of K and let p be a real
number such that 0 < p < 1, then |z|, = p*®) is a discrete, non-Archimedean



THE INVERSE GALOIS PROBLEM FOR NILPOTENT GROUPS OF ODD ORDER 21

valuation. From [Cas|, we see that one has the p-adic valuation on Q given by
|y = (1%)“. More generally, one may choose a ¢ > 1 and define a valuation

2|, = ¢4 where x is an element of the field of fractions K for a given

Dedekind ring. For a more complete explanation, see [Cas].

Definition 3.30. We call a field K, a local field if it is a field and a complete
metric space with respect to a discrete valuation | |,. Because of the completeness
condition, local fields may sometimes be called completions.

Proposition 3.31. Let L/K be a galois extension of fields, and let o in L be a
prime element over the prime p in K. Then the field extension L, /K, is a galois
extension and [L, : K| = e(L/K) f(L/K).

Proof. See [Fro].
O

One can also see that the decomposition group and inertia group obtained by a
local extension K,/Q, are the same as the decomposition group and inertia group
that one would obtain when looking at the extension K/Q for the prime p over p.
Because of this, we again can find decomposition and inertia fields via Theorem 1.1
as in the global case. For more details, see [Fro].

Next we present a series of results that will allow us to connect the concept of
local field extensions to the concept of finite field extensions. It’s an easy fact to
show that, for a local field extension L/K and a finite field k, L/K determines
an algebraic extension of k via residue class fields; if L/K is unramified, then this
extension of k is separable (see [Fro]). Call this extension kz/k. However, as it turns
out, we may associate to each algebraic, separable extension of k a field extension
of M/K as well, which will prove useful to us in later sections. We present these
results without proofs; for the proofs, see [Fro].

Theorem 3.32. Let k be a finite, separable, algebraic extension of k. Then there
is a finite, separable, algebraic extension L = L(k) of K such that

1.) k=ky (overk),

2.) L is unramified over K,

3.) the maps

Hom™(L,L') — Hom"(kp, kr/) (3.19)

are bijective for all L'.
Properties 1 and 2 or 1 and 3 determine L up to isomorphism over K.

Theorem 3.33. L has a subfield Lo such that the subfields L' of L which are
unramified over K are precisely the subfields of Lo. Also kr, = ki, the separable
closure of k in k.

Let K be the separable closure of K. The field KU is the union of all L (where
K C L C K) such that L/K is unramified. We call KY the maximal unramified
extension of K. Note that when K is a perfect field, K is simply the algebraic
closure of K.

Corollary 3.34. Every finite extension of K in KU is unramified. The galois
group Gal(KY /K) is isomorphic to the galois group Gal((k)*/k) of the separable
closure (k)* of k.

Corollary 3.34 allows us to make the following observation about Gal(KY /K).
Suppose that k is a finite field of characteristic p with ¢ = p™ elements. By the

classic construction, Gal((k)*/k) = Z ((k)* contains a subfield k,,/k of degree m
whose galois group is Gal(kp,/k) = (Z/mZ)* for all m; taking the inverse limit
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will give us Gal((k)*/k) = Z). Observe that Corollary 3.34 implies that, for every
n > 0, there is one and (up to isomorphism) only one unramified extension L/K
with [L : K] =n.

Corollary 3.34 also tells us that Gal(KY /K) = 7. This also allows us to conclude
that KV is the union of fields of m-th roots of unity (in a given separable closure
of K) for all m such that (m,p) = 1. For more details of this conclusion, see [Fro].

3.4. Nilpotent Groups of Odd Order. We are now ready to prove our main
result. We follow the method outlined in [Ser2], which was originally presented
by Scholz and Reichardt. Before doing so, we state a theorem that, much like
Theorem 3.3 for the abelian group case, allows us to fully understand the structure
of a nilpotent group.

Theorem 3.35. Let G be a finite group or order n, let p1,pa,...px be the distinct
primes dividing n, and let P; be a p;-sylow subgroup of G. Then the following are
equivalent:

1.) G is nilpotent

2.) if H< G, then H < Ng(H). In other words, every proper subgroup of G is
a proper subgroup of its normalizer in G.

3.) P; is normal in G for all 1 <i <k.

4) G%Pl X Py X -+ X Pg.

Proof. For a proof of this theorem, see [DF].
O

So we’re able to fully classify the structure of nilpotent groups in much the same
way that we were able to classify the structure of abelian groups in §3.1. The
difference is that before we classified our groups in terms of cyclic groups and our
knowledge of cyclotomic extensions of QQ, whereas now we classify our groups in
terms of p-groups and in particular the group’s p-sylow subgroups. So suppose we
have a nilpotent group G. By Theorem 3.35, G = P; X --- Py, where each P; is as
above. So if we can find a galois extension K;/Q such that Gal(K;/Q) = P; for
every 1 < i < k, then (by basic knowledge of field theory and galois theory) the
compositum K Ks --- K = K will be such that K/Q is a galois extension and

1

Gal(K/Q) Gal(K1/Q) x Gal(K2/Q) x -+ x Gal(K}/Q)

Gal(K/Q) P xPyx---x P,

Gd(K/Q) = G, (3.20)
solving the Inverse Galois Problem for nilpotent G.

So the problem immediately reduces down to proving that any p-group may be
realized as the galois group of some galois extension of Q.

Theorem 3.36 (Inverse Galois Problem for Nilpotent Groups of Odd Order). For
every L-group G, £ # 2, there exists a field K such that Q C K, K/Q is a galois
extension, and Gal(K/Q) =G. By the above argument, the Inverse Galois Problem
is solvable for Nilpotent Groups of odd order.

1%

Remark 3.37. Here we say £-group instead of p-group because the proof will require
us to explore ramified primes, and reserving the letter p for that use will prove to
be more convenient. Observe also that this proof does not work for £ = 2. This is
because the primitive 2-root of unity is —1, which happens to be an element of Q.
Because of this, 2 cannot divide the order of G, imposing the odd order condition.

By Theorem 3.35, one trivially sees that any ¢-group is a nilpotent group, and
so we may build one up from a series of central extensions by groups of order
£. Therefore, in order to prove Theorem 3.36, it is enough to show that we may
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construct a tower of extensions of degree ¢, each time remaining galois over Q, so
that we eventually construct our desired galois extension. Doing this in general
doesn’t work because the embedding problem is not always solvable. So to do this,
we make additional specifications about the extensions at each stage, for which the
embedding problem is solvable (this is the great idea of Sholz and Reichardt). For
convenience, we adopt the notation presented in [Ser2].

Let L/Q be a galois extension with galois group G, where G is an ¢-group.
Choose N > 1 such that ¢V is a multiple of the exponent of G.

Definition 3.38 (Scholz Property). The extension L/Q is said to have the Scholz
property for N (hereby denoted (Sn)) if every prime p which is ramified in L/Q
satisfies:

1.) p=1 (mod V)

2.) If v is a prime in L dividing p, then the inertia group I, is equal to the
decomposition group D,. In other words, the local extension L, /Q,, is totally ram-
ified.

So we adapt the group extension problem to this situation:

1— 27— G—G—1, (3.21)

an exact sequence of f-groups with Z, central, cyclic of order ¢. Here let the group
G be the solution to the group extension problem, i.e. Z;, can be realized as a
normal subgroup of G and the group G /Z¢ =2 G. So G is an extension of G by the
group Zy, and so we need to show that with G we can solve the embedding problem
also.

To solve the embedding problem for CNJ, we need to construct a galois extension L
of Q containing L such that we have isomorphisms Gal(L/L) = Z, and Gal(L/Q) =
67 and such that the diagram

1 — Zy — G — G — 1
lN l~ l (3.22)
1 — Gal(L/L) — Ga(L/Q) — Gal(L/Q) — 1
is commutative.

With this approach, Theorem 3.36 is proven by inductively applying the follow-
ing:

Theorem 3.39. Let L/Q be galois with Galois group G, and assume that L has
property (Sy). Assume further that ¢~ is a multiple of the exponent of G. Then
the embedding problem for L and G is solvable. Furthermore, the solution L can be
chosen to have property (Sy) and ramified in at most one more place than L.

Proving Theorem 3.39 will reduce the entire problem of nilpotent groups of odd
order to groups of order ¢, £ # 2 prime, which is then solved by Theorem 3.6, since
all such groups are abelian. To see that we may find such an extension satisfying
property (Sy), take any prime p = 1 (mod ¢V) (which we can find by Theorem
3.4), and consider the field Q(¢,) over Q. Since p = 1 (mod ¢V), we know that in
particular p = 1 (mod ¢) and from our work in §3.1, this implies the existence of a
field Q € K C Q(¢,) such that Gal(K/Q) = Z,. From our work in §3.2, we know
that the only prime which can ramify in K is the prime p, which was constructed
to satisfy p = 1 (mod V). Therefore, the first condition holds. Now recall that for
any prime v (over p) in ¥k, we have that efg = ¢ by Theorem 3.19 since K/Q is
galois with [K : Q] = ¢ by construction. Since ¢ is assumed to be prime and e > 1,
we have that e = ¢, f = 1 and g = 1, which means that D, /I, has |D,/I,| = 1.
Therefore, D, = I, and the second condition holds.
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So our base case is true. Now applying Theorem 3.39 inductively proves Theorem
3.36 for all f-groups, ¢ # 2. The idea is that we’ve shown our base case (worked
above) to be true, so now we need to show our inductive step is true also. So we
choose a group G to be a galois group over Q satisfying property (Sy). The purpose
of Theorem 3.39 is to show that with this hypothesis, for every central extension
of G by Z; (the cyclic group of order ¢) we may solve the embedding problem to
construct a new galois group satisfying property (Sy), completing the induction.
To prove Theorem 3.39, we examine two cases: first, where the extension Gis a
split extension (i.e. G~ G x Zy), which we handle in §3.5, and then where the
extension doesn’t split, which we address in §3.6.

3.5. The Split Extension Case. In this section we prove the first case of Theorem
3.39, the case where the extension splits, so GG x Zy. These results, combined
with the results of §3.6, will prove Theorem 3.39.

Let (p1,...,pm) be the prime numbers that are ramified in L (where L/Q is a
galois extension with Gal(L/Q) = G as before). Select a prime ¢ with the following
properties:

1.) ¢ =1 (mod V),

2.) g splits completely in the extension L/Q,

3.) Every prime p;, 1 <4 < m, is an ¢-th power in F,.

These three conditions are equivalent to saying that the prime ¢ splits completely
in the field L({,~v, /P1, .-, /Pm), Where (;n is a primitive ¢V -th root of unity. To
see this, consider the field Q(¢y~, ¢/p;). If we can show that ¢ splits completely in
this field, then by taking the compositum of L and Q((y~, ¢/p;) for all i =1,...,m,
we get the desired result. We see this through the following results:

Proposition 3.40. Let K1/Q and K2/Q be galois extensions of Q, and let g € Q
be a prime. Then q splits completely in K1 Ky if and only if q splits completely in
both K1 and K.

Proof. Suppose that ¢ splits completely in Kj K, so we have that

QUK Ky = 9102 9t (3.23)

where t = [K1K>3 : Q. Let p) = p; N9k,. So by the multiplicative nature of the
residual degree, we have that f(p;/q) = f(pi/9;)f(9}/q). Since we're assuming
that ¢ splits completely, we have that f(p;/q) = 1 for all i. As a result, we have
that f(pi/©}) = f(p;/q) = 1, the latter of which implies that ¢ splits in K7. The
argument is similar for Ks.

Now suppose that ¢ splits completely in both K; and K. Let L = KiK.
We know that Q ¢ LP C L by definition. Since ¢ splits completely in K; and
Ko, we have that e(p)/q) = f(pi/q) = 1 for all primes @, in K; and K5 over the
prime ¢. By Remark 3.25, L” > K; and L” O K,, which implies that L >
L. Therefore LP = L. Since the decomposition group has order e(p;/q)f(0i/q),
Theorem 1.1 tells us that [L : LP] = e(pi/q)f(pi/q). Since L = LP that means
that e(p;/q)f(p:/q) = 1, which can only happen if e(p;/q) = f(pi/q) = 1. Thus ¢q
splits completely in the compositum K; Ky as well.

(Il

Now we proceed by proving that the prime ¢ splits completely in the field
Q(¢en , /pi) for every i = 1,...,m. Doing so, and then applying Proposition 3.40 in-
ductively to the fields L, Q(ov, /P1), -, Q((en , /Prm) Will show that ¢ splits in the
field L((en, /D1, -5 /Pm). We present three propositions that give us this result;
proofs for all three propositions may be found in [Bir].
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Proposition 3.41. Let (,, be a primitive m-th root of unity. Suppose p € Q is a
prime not diwiding m (so p is unramified in Q((n) ), and suppose @ is a prime above
p in Q(Cn). Then f(p/p) is the least integer f > 1 such that p’ = 1 (mod m).

Remark 3.42. In our case, we have m = (~ and we have that ¢ = 1 (mod (V) by
assumption; therefore, we have that f(p/q) = 1 and the prime q splits completely
in the field Q((,n). Furthermore, this is if and only if, since if the prime q splits
completely in the field Q((y~), then f(p/q) =1 and so ¢ = 1 (mod £N).

In the next two propositions, we assume that K is a field of characteristic prime
to n (or of characteristic 0) in which ™ — 1 splits.

Proposition 3.43. Suppose p is a prime in K and ¢ a prime in K(/a) over p.
The discriminant of K(3/a) over K divides n"a™ '; p is unramified if p [ na. If
af is the least power of a such that ™ = af (mod p) is solvable, then f = f(p/p),
the residual degree.

Proposition 3.44. Ifp | a, p [ n and p™ [ a the p is tamely ramified in K(/a);
if p | a and p* [ a then p is totally ramified in K(3/a).

Remark 3.45. In our case, we have K = Q({,~v), n = ¢, a = p;, and we’re
considering the prime @ in K over the prime q in Q. Let v be the prime in K({/a)

over p. Then we need to find the smallest f such that x* = pzf (mod p). However,

we assume that x* = p; (mod q) is solvable, and since p|q, we have that x* =
p; (mod p) is solvable. Therefore, f(v/p) = 1. Again this statement is if and only
if, since if the prime g splits completely in this extension, then f(v/p) = 1 and

2t = p; (mod q) is forced.

Combining our observations from Remarks 3.42 and 3.45, we see that the prime
q is unramified in Q({p~v, ¢/pi). Also, we know that f(v/q) = f(v/e)f(p/q),
but f(v/p) = 1 and f(p/q) = 1, so f(v/q) = 1 also and ¢ splits completely in
Q(C@Na \E/ZTZ)

Therefore, in order to find a prime ¢ satisfying our three conditions, it’s enough
to find a prime ¢ that splits completely in the field L({y~,/p1, ..., /Pm), a finite
extension of Q. We now seek to show that such a ¢ exists, which we may do by
proving the following lemma:

Lemma 3.46. If K/Q is a finite extension of Q, then there are infinitely many
primes which split completely in K.

Proof. The proof that follows is an adaptation of the same proof for function fields.
Formally, the steps follow in the same way when we consider number fields, except
that we define the norm of an ideal ¢ in a ring A to be No = card(A/p). The proof
follows as presented in [Ros].

We proceed by showing that the Dirichlet Density of such primes is nonzero. In
particular, we will show that, for a finite extension K/Q with [K : Q] = n, the set
of primes in Q which split completely in K (denoted {K}) has Dirichlet Density
d{K} = L. Here the set Sk denotes the set of all primes in K.

We begin by considering the logarithm of the zeta function of K. This gives us

o0

logCr(s) = > Y kT 'Np P =3"Np=*+Y S kN (3.24)
[ k

peESK k=1 o k=2

Call the second of these terms Rx(s), and let z = Re(s). Then we observe the
following:
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[Ri(s)| <D ) N ™™ =3 Np > (1-Np*)~"
© k=2 ©
<2 Np™ " < 2(k(22) (3.25)
o
and since (x(s) is analytic for all x > 1, we have that (x(2s) is bounded in a
neighborhood of s = 1. Therefore, the term Ry (s) is bounded as s — 1.
For the terms that remain, we group together the terms lying over a fixed prime
p in Q and we have

loglk (s) = Z ZN@‘S. (3.26)

PESy plp

As the set of primes that ramify is finite, we may ignore them and consider only
those with ramification index e(p/p) = 1. Then for all the remaining primes we
have f(p/p)g(p/p) = n. Using the fact that Np = Np/(®/P)| we may rewrite the
sum as

—5 n —fs
>N N > 7 > . Np~fs. (3.27)
PESy plp fIn " p€Se, f(o/p)=Ff
The terms with f > 1 is bounded in a neighborhood of s = 1 and the sum of the
terms with f = 1 is exactly nzpe{K} Np~*. Taking this expression, dividing by
—log(s — 1), and taking the limit as s — 17 gives us that 1 = n(d{K}), or that
d{K} = 1 as claimed. Since the Dirichlet Density of our set is nonzero, the set

must be infinite.

O

So we choose such a prime g. Having done so, we fix a surjective homomorphism

N (Z)q2)* — Z4, (3.28)

which we may find because ¢ = 1 (mod £). Composing N with the isomorphism
Gal(Q(¢y)/Q) =2 (Z/qZ)* described in Theorem 3.1, we construct a mapping

A1 Gal(Q(G)/Q) — Z (3.29)

which we see is a galois character. Let H = ker(\). Then Theorem 1.1 says that we
may find the field My = Q(¢,)" and that Gal(M,/Q) = Z,. Furthermore, because
Q C My C Q(¢q), we have that M) is ramified only at the prime ¢ (in fact the
extension M, /Q is totally ramified). Because ¢ was chosen to split completely in
L, we have that ¢ is ramified in M) and unramified in L, which forces LN M, = Q.
Then by basic galois theory, the compositum field M)L/Q is galois with galois
group G X Zy, which by assumption is G.

Now all we have left to show that that this new field ML has property (Sy).
All the primes that ramify in M) L ramify either in L or in M. By construction, we
have that ¢ = 1 (mod V) so the first condition holds for ¢q. Because the p; ramify
in ML and because they already were assumed to satisfy p; = 1 (mod (V) for all
i =1,...,m, we see that ML satisfies the first condition of property (Sx). For
the second condition, we have two cases to consider: first, we consider the prime ¢
and show that for every v|g in ML, we have that D, = I, or, equivalently, that
f(v/q) = 1; and second, we show the same result holds for the primes p1,...pp,.

For the prime ¢, we recall that ¢ was chosen to split completely in L. So we
consider the local field extensions Q, C L,a) C (MyL), and Q, C (My), = C
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(M\L), where M 0@ v are all primes over ¢ in their respective fields. These
fields are all the completions as described in §3.3. Since all the original extensions
were galois, all the local extensions are galois, and we have that

(Lo : Qq) = e(p™M /q) f() /q) (3.30)
[(MAL)y : Ly = e(v/9™M) f(v/0™) (3.31)
(M) o = Q] = (9 /9) f (9 /a) (3.32)
[(MAL)o = (M) 0] = e(v/p®) f(v/p') (3.33)

[(MAL)o = Qq) = e(v/a) f(v/a) = e(v/)e(p™ a) f(v/o™) (0™ /a)
= e(v/pP)e(p? /a) f (/) F (6P [q). (3.34)

We want to use this information to show that f(v/q) = 1, as doing so will imply
that D, = I,. By construction, we know that ¢ splits completely in L so we have
that e(p(!) /q) = f(p")/q) = 1, which also gives us that [L,a) : Q] = 1. Similarly,
we know that ¢ is totally ramified in My, so e(p® /q) = £ and f(p® /q) = 1. One
can show that, for these fields, E(MAL)u/Ly1 < €(My),2/Q, (see [Koc]; if L/K and
M/K are galois extensions of the p-adic field K, then ey;r,/;, < enr/i). Because
e(p™M /q) = 1, we have that e(v/q) < e(p® /q), or that e(v/p(?) < 1, which forces
e(v/pP®) = 1. Also, because e(p /q) = ¢, we have that e(v/q) < £ and since
f)e(v/q), we have that e(v/q) = £. This forces e(v/p!)) = .

Now we recall that (M\L)! C (M\L), is a galois extension of degree e(v/q) =
¢, and that (M,L)! is the smallest subfield of ML, such that the prime q is
totally ramified. Since ¢ is totally ramified in M) (remember that M) /Q is a galois
extension of degree /), we know that Q, C (MxL)) C (M), C (MiL),. Since
[(MAL)Q) : (M)\L)i] = E, we have that either (M)\)@(z) = (M)\L)v or (M)\)p(z) =
(MxL)}. Similarly, since [(M)) @ : Qq] = ¢, we have that either (M)L)] =
(M)\)p@) or (M)\L)II) = Qq. But if (M)\L)g = (M)\)p(z), then [(M)\L)U : @q} = €27 a
contradiction. Therefore, we have that (ML)} = Q, and (My)2 = (MxL),. The
second of these conditions implies that f(v/p®) =1, so f(v/q) =1 and D, = I,,.
So the ramified prime ¢ satisfies property (Sy).

Now we need to show that each p; satisfies the second condition of (Sy). By
e

assumption, p; satisfies (Sn) in L, so for a prime p,’ in L over p;, we have that

D o = I a, which implies that f(pgl)/pi) = 1. Since M,L was was constructed
as the solution to the embedding problem for L and GG x Zy, we have that

Gal(MyL/L) = Z,. Also, by our construction above, Gal(M,/Q) = Z,. It is clear
that the restriction map resys, is an explicit isomorphism between Gal(MyL/L)

and Gal(M/Q). Let p(-z) be a prime in M) over p;. We prove the following result,

K3

which may be found in [Ros]:

Proposition 3.47. Let L/K be a galois extension of number fields and let M be
any intermediate field. Let v be a prime of L, and let © and p be the primes lying
below v in M and K, respectively. Let H = Gal(L/M). Then

(i) Dyjp=HND,, and I,,=HNI,,. (3.35)
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Now suppose H is a normal subgroup, and that resys : Gal(L/K) — Gal(M/K).
Then

(it) resp(Dyyp) = Dyyp and resy (L) = 1o /p. (3.36)

Proof. Part (i) is clear from the definitions. For part (i7), we first observe that if
o € D,p, then by definition ov = v. We know that o = v N M so we have that
op = o(vNM), and since vNM C v, we have that o(vNM) = (cv)NM = vNM = p.
So we see that resys : (Dy)p) — Dy,/p. Now we want to show this map is surjective.

The kernel of this mapping turns out to be D, ,, "H = D, ,,, which is clear. Thus,
the order of the image will be:
e(v/p)f(v/p)
= e(p/p)f(9/p) = Dyl (3.37)

e(v/p)f(v/p)
which proves the map is a surjection. The inertia group case is analogous.
O

So let resys, @ Gal(M\L/Q) — Gal(M/Q), where resys, is as before (we're
simply considering it over all of Gal(ML/Q) instead of Gal(M,L/L)). Clearly,
ker(resn,) = Gal(L/Q). By Proposition 3.47, resy, (Dy)p,) = Dp(?)/p,-' If o €

D w ,.; then under resyr, (because pgl) N My = p;), we have respy, (me/pi) =

(e), where e € Gal(M,/Q) is the identity. Since ker(resar, ) = Gal(L/Q), Testrict-
ing to D, /p, gives D@E”/m = ker(respr, ). Thus, Dv/pi/ngl)/pi = DKJ§2)/P1‘, and we
have that

e(”/pi)f(”/pi)
e(pM /p) F (M /ps)

Remembering that e(v/p;) = e(v/p\)e(p!” /p:) and f(v/p:) = f(v/pi)) f(p! pi),

we have

— (0 /p) F (61 /p3). (3.38)

e(v/oM) /o) = e(0® /pi) F(0) [pi).- (3.39)

One may, in an analogous way, find similar results for the inertia groups, and
see that I, /), /ngl)/pi =] Igaf)/m' This gives us that

/) _ oo, 3.40
oo gy ) .

which reduces to

e(v/ptV) = e(p® /). (3.41)

Combining these results, we conclude that f(v/pl(-l)) = f(pEQ)/pi). Since we
know that f(pl(-l)/pi) = 1, we complete the proof if we can show that f(pgz)/pi) =1,
since doing so will imply that f(v/p;) = 1 for every p;, which implies that D, = I,
as needed.

Recall that Gal(Q({,)/Q) = (Z/qZ)* has a specific isomorphism, where a €
(Z/qZ)* is taken to o, € Gal(Q((,)/Q), where 04(¢;) = (7. It turns out that,
for p € Q and for a prime a € Q({,) above it, f(a/p) = order(o,). To see this,
we realize that f = order(o,) means that 05 will be the identity mapping, so

a;j(gq) = (4, which means that Cgf =(,- So p/ = 1 (mod q), which gives f(a/p).
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Let A be the map as in 3.29, and consider again the primes pq, ..., pm, ¢. Again,
let @(2) be a prime in M) over p;, and let @ € Q(¢,) be a prime over p; as well.
We may view A as the restriction map from the field Q(¢,) to the field M, and
so by Proposition 3.47, we have that A(Dg/p,) = Dp@). We know p; is unrami-
fied in both Q(¢,;) and My so we know that |Dq/p, | = f(a/p;) = order(op,) and
that |Dp§2>/pi| = f(pl(?)/pi) = order(7p,), where 7,, = A(0p,). Therefore, the
automorphisms o, and 7, generate the groups D, ,, and ngz) Jpi? respectively.
These automorphisms are called the Frobenius automorphisms for the respective
extensions.

Recall that we constructed ¢ so that p; was an ¢-th power in IF, so the congruence

z* = p; (mod q) (3.42)

is solvable. Let a; be a solution to this congruence. Then we have that

Cat = O (3.43)
which implies that

(04,)" = 0p,. (3.44)
Now we apply A to both sides to get:

(7a,)" = 7, (3.45)

and because Gal(M,/Q) = Z;, we know that (7,,)® = 1. Therefore, 7,, = 1.
Therefore, 7,, has order 1, which implies that f(pgz) /pi) = 1, which is what we
needed to show.

So this shows that whenever the extension

1—2,—G—G—1 (3.46)

is a split extension, then we may find a galois extension L/Q such that Gal(L/Q) =
G and such that L satisfies property (Sy).

3.6. The Non-split Extension Case. In this case, our group extension G is not
a direct product of G and Zy, so our work becomes much more difficult. We will
proceed in three stages. First, we find an extension L that solves the embedding
problem for our desired group extension GG. Then we will modify the field L so
that it has the same ramified primes as the field L. Finally, we will modify La
little more so that it satisfies property (Sy), with at most one additional ramified
prime. Combining these results with the results of §3.5 will complete the proof
of Theorem 3.39. We use the notation Gg = Gal(Q/Q), where Q is the field of
algebraic numbers.

3.6.1. Solving the Embedding Problem. We begin with the galois extension L/Q
as before. We observe that the extension L induces a surjective homomorphism
¢ : Gg — G. To see this, we realize that Q C L C Q and Gal(Q/Q) = Gg by def-
inition. Then consider the restriction resy, the map that restricts automorphisms
of Q fixing Q to automorphisms of L fixing Q. This mapping is clearly surjective,
and N = ker(resy) = Gal(Q/L). Thus, we've shown that such a ¢ exists (from
this point onward we will refer to the mapping resy, as ¢). So we have the following
situation:
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Go
! (3.47)
G — G — (1.

Suppose we could lift to a surjective map (E :Gg — G. Then, for = : G — G,
we have that ¢ = mo qg Let H = ker(g). Because ¢ = wo 57 we have that
H C N C Gg. Let L be the fixed field for H, which we know exists by Theorem 1.1.
By the first isomorphism theorem, Gg/H = é, so by basic galois theory, we have
that Gal(Z/Q) ~ Q. Thus, our problem is to lift this map to a homomorphism
(E : Gg — G (surjectivity is automatic because we're assuming that G doesn’t
split). If we can find such a lift, then we can find L.

As shown in Theorem 2.24, there is a bijection between the extensions Gof G by
Z; and the elements of H?(G, Z;). Let &£ € H*(G, Z;) be the element corresponding
to the extension G. The homomorphism ¢ induces a homomorphism

¢* : H*(G, Zy) — H*(Gq, Zy). (3.48)

So we now show that the existence of a lifting ¢7 is equivalent to the element &
vanishing under ¢*, as seen in [MM].

Definition 3.48 (Fibre Products over Groups). Let G be a group and let i : X —
G and j: Y — G be surjective group homomorphisms. A fibre product of X and
Y over G is a group X XqY, together with projection mappings p1 : X xgY — X
and ps : X XgY — Y, such that for any other group Z with homomorphisms
q : Z — X and qo : Z — Y such that i o qu = j o qo, there is a unique
homomorphism (q1,q2) : Z — X XY making the following diagram commute:

Z — X — G
I 1
Z — XxgY (3.49)
| |
Z — Y — G.
In our work, we will be concerned with X xgY = {(z,y) € X x Y|i(z) = j(y)}.
This is called the subdirect product, and is an important exzample of a fibre product.

Theorem 3.49. Let L/Q be the finite galois extension, with galois group G and with
the canonical epimorphism ¢ : Gog — G above. Let G be a group extension of G by
Zy, and let ¢ € H?(G, Zy) be the element corresponding to this group extension, as
guaranteed by Theorem 2.24. The Embedding Problem for this extension is solvable

if and only if ¢*(§) = 0.

Proof. Consider the following commutative diagram:

1—>Zg—>éXGGQ—>GQ—>1
£ l (3.50)

1 — Zy, — G — G — 1,
where p; : G xg Gg — G and pa : G xg Gg — G are the obvious projection
maps, and 7 : G — G the surjective homomorphism guaranteed because G is an
extension of G by Z,. For simplicity in the notation, call I' = G xa Gg. Observe
that the top row of (3.50) is a group extension (because Z; is the kernel of ps)
and belongs to the cohomology class of ¢*(€); it splits if and only if ¢*(£) = 0
by Corollary 2.25. Suppose the top extension splits. Then there exists a group
homomorphism ¢ such that ps o § is the identity mapping on Gg. Let (Z = py 0d.
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Then 5 is a homomorphism from Gg to G such that onE = ¢ (because the diagram
commutes). Thus, 25 is a lift of ¢ and is surjective because p; is. Thus, if ¢*(£) =0
we can solve the embedding problem.

Now suppose we can solve the embedding problem, so we’'ve found a surjec-
tive lift ;5 of ¢. Then we construct e : Gog — I such that for v € Gg, we
have €(7) = (¢(v),7). This is clearly a group homomorphism, since €(y172) =

(0(172);1172) = (6(1)9(12),1172) = (6(11), 1)(0(12),72) = €(11)e(r2), and it
splits the top extension in (3.50) (because p; o € is the identity on Gg). Therefore,
if the embedding problem is solvable, then ¢*(£) = 0, completing the proof.

O

Denote H?(Gg, Zs) by H?(Q, Z;), as is customary in galois cohomology. We
may reduce the issue of ¢*(£) = 0 to a local question by the following lemma:

Lemma 3.50. The restriction map

a: H*(Q Z) — [[H*(Qy, Z0) (3.51)

is an injection. Therefore, our embedding problem is solvable if and only if it is
solvable for all primes p.

Before proving Lemma 3.50, we show that the embedding problem is solvable
locally at all primes. To do that, we will first need to introduce the Frattini sub-

group.

Definition 3.51. The Frattini subgroup ® of G is the intersection of all mazximal
subgroups of G.

Definition 3.52. Consider the embedding problem as in (3.47). We call such a
problem a Frattini Embedding Problem if the kernel of the mapping w: G — G is
contained in the Frattini subgroup of G.

One can very easily check that ® is normal in G. Also, if a subgroup G’ C G
satisfies G’ = G, then G’ = G. To see this, suppose not. Then take M to be the
maximal subgroup of G containing G’. Since ® C M by definition and G’ C M
by assumption, it follows that ®G’ C M, which contradicts the assumption that
® - G' = G. Therefore, a subset of G generates G if and only if it generates G/®.
It is this fact that we will need in proving the following theorem:

Theorem 3.53. Suppose we have a galois extension L/Q with galois group G, and
canonical surjection ¢ as before. Then for every p € Q, the local embedding problem

Go,
| (3.52)

1—>Z£—>(~;p—>Gp—>1,

with induced canonical surjection ¢, : Gg, — G, = Gal(L,/Q,) = D/, (for a
prime p in L over p, as always), is solvable.

Proof. There are two cases to consider: when the prime p ramifies in L and when
it is unramified in L. Suppose that p is unramified in L. Then by Proposition 3.47,
¢p is trivial on I, so ¢, factors through Gg,/I,. Note that the decomposition
groups and inertia groups, D, and I,, are only defined up to conjugacy in Gg, and
so we implicitly assume throughout that we’ve fixed a prime v above p so that D,
and I, are well-defined subgroups of Gg (and thus of Gq,; note that Gg, = Dp).
We recall from our work in §3.5 that G, = D,/ is a cyclic group generated by the
Frobenius element (since p is unramified).
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From Theorem 3.33, we know that there is a field Qg such that Q, C QpU - @p
and (@U /Q, is the maximal unramified extension. From Corollary 3.34 and the
observation we made following it, we see that GQP/I =~ Gal(QY/Qp) = Z. So
¢p : 7. —> G, and we want to find a lift ¢p 7 — G

By basic properties of /-groups, one easily checks that Zy is contained in the
Frattini subgroup ® of (Nl (see [DF]), so our embedding problem is actually a
Frattini Embeddmg Problem. Since Z; C ®, we have that G v/ 2 D G »/®. Observe
that Gp/Zg Gy, so Gp/q) is a subgroup of a cyclic group. Therefore, G,,/<I> has
one generator, which means that G has one generator and is thus cyclic. Therefore,
finding a lift (Ep is casy, since we can just lift the generator of Z (since it’s pro-cyclic).
So when the prime p is unramified, we can solve the local embedding problem.

Now suppose the prime p is ramified. We know that G, = Gal(L,/Q,) is an
¢-group, and since p = 1 (mod ¢Y), p # £ and so p is tamely ramified. We know
that G, = D/, = I,/,, by the assumption that our ramified primes p satisfies both
conditions of (Sy); therefore f(p/p) = 1 and we know that 9 /p = Z,/pZ, =
Z/pZ and (91, /p)* = (Z/pZ)*. Let a be the element generatlng p (so p=(a)),
and construct the homomorphism

A Gy — (1, /p)" = (Z/pZ)" (3.53)
by the mapping
o
e (. 650

the residue of Z* in ¥ _/p. The fact that A is a homomorphism and the fact that
2% is a unit are both easy exercises.

So now we want to examine the kernel of the mapping A. Since the kernel is
all elements in G, mapping to the identity in (Z/pZ)*, we see that ker()) is a
p-group (all elements must be killed by p). But G, is an ¢-group, where £ # p. So
ker(A) = (e), where e € G,, is the identity. Therefore, A is injective, and G, can be
realized as a subgroup of a cyclic group, and is hence cyclic.

Since G, injects into (Z/pZ)*, we see that ¢, factors through the map Gg, —
Gal(E/Qyp), where E is the maximal, abelian, tamely ramified extension of @), with

exponent dividing ¢V. The reason is that the mapping:

7:Go, — Gal(Ly,/Qp) (3.55)

has the group Gal(Q,/E) in the kernel. To see this, we observe that Gal(Q,/E)
has (by assumption on the maximality of E) ged(e,p) > 1. Since p is a prime,
this implies that ple and so the group Gal (@p /E) has order mp, for some number
m. Therefore, the image under 7 is a subgroup of order mp in Gal(L,,/Q,). But
Gal(L,/Q,) is an {-group, so every subgroup of a power of the prime ¢. Therefore,
7(Gal(Q,/E)) = (e), proving the claim.

We can construct E explicitly, and therefore construct its galois group explicitly.
To construct F, we first take the unique unramified extension Uy~ of Q, of degree
/N which we know we may find from our work in §3.3. Since p = 1 (mod ¢V), (V-
th root of unity is in Q, and we may take the extension Q,( *\/p)/Q,, which we see
is totally ramified and cyclic of order V. Then E = Uy;n Q,( 3/p), the compositum
of Uynv and Q,( #\/p). Since p ramifies in Q,( ¢\/p) and is unramified in Uy, we
know that Q,( “\/p) NUpx = Q, and so Gal(E/Q,) = (Z/NZ) & (Z/(NZ). 1t’s an
easy exercise to see that (Z/¢N7Z)@® (Z/¢N7Z) is projective in the category of abelian
groups of exponent dividing ¢V. Therefore, for any diagram
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Gal(E/Qp)
l (3.56)
M — N — 1

of abelian groups with exponent dividing /¥, we have a lift of the map Gal(E/ Qp) —
N to the map Gal(E/Qp) — M.

Now consider the inverse image of G, = D/, in G (which we've been calling
ép). Since any central extension of a cyclic group is abelian, CNT'p is an abelian group
with exponent dividing /. Therefore, we may take M = ép and N = G, in (3.56).
This shows us that we may construct $p 1 Go, — ép and the local embedding

problem is solvable.
O

We will find proving Lemma 3.50 much easier after we’ve developed some addi-
tional results and introduced a new abelian group, called the Brauer group.

Definition 3.54. Let K/Q be a galois extension, let K be the algebraic closure
of K, and let (K)* be the multiplicative (i.e. mnon-zero) elements of K. Then,
for our purposes, we may define the Brauer group of K (denoted Br(K)) to be
Br(K) = H*(Gk, (K)*) = H*(K, (K)*).

Remark 3.55. It’s important to note that this isn’t entirely correct, as Br(K)
is only isomorphic to H?(K,(K)*) and not equal to it, since elements of Br(K)
are isomorphism classes of division algebras over K and H?*(K,(K)*) is as we
constructed in §2. Howewver, in the work that follows, the distinction is not needed,

so we won’t bother making it.

One particularly nice fact about the group Br(K) is that it is an abelian group,
which means that, by Theorem 3.3, it has torsion subgroups. We may classify these
via the following proposition:

Proposition 3.56. Let K be a field of characteristic prime to n. Then we have

H*(K, Z,) = Br,(K) (3.57)

where Bry,(K) denotes the n-torsion of Br(K) and Z, is the cyclic group of order
n generated by (,, the primitive n-th root of unity.

Proof. From the short exact sequence

1—Z, — (K)* — (K)* —1 (3.58)

(where the map (K)* — (K)* above is multiplication by n) we have the following
long exact sequence:

1=HYK,(K)") — H*K, Z,) — H*(K,(K)*) — H*(K,(K)*), (3.59)

where H'(K, (K)*) = 1 follows from Hilbert’s Theorem 90 (see [Lan]). Since we
have that Br(K) = H?(K, (K)*), exactness above implies that H? (K, Z,,) is exactly
the kernel of the mapping H?(K, (K)*) — H?(K, (K)*), which is multiplication
by n because it was induced by multiplication by n. This completes the proof.

(]

We present (without proof) one final result which we will use in the proof of
Lemma 3.50. For the proof, see [Roq].
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Theorem 3.57 (Brauer-Hasse-Noether Theorem). Let K be a field containing the
£-th roots of unity, and let K, be the completion of K at the prime © as described
in §3.3. Then the sequence

0 — Br(K) — @ Br(K,) — Q/Z — 0 (3.60)
g

is an exact sequence.
Corollary 3.58. Br(K) injects into [[, Br(K).
Proof. This is clear since @, Br(K) C [[, Br(Ky).

We are now ready to prove Lemma 3.50, using the notions developed above.

Proof of Lemma 3.50. Let (; be a primitive /-th root of unity. Let L be any
field, and let M = L({s). Then we have that ged([M : L],¢) = 1. Therefore,
H?(L,Z;) — H?*(M, Z,) is injective. The reason is that we have the long exact
sequence

- — HYM, Z;) — HY(M/L, Z;) — H*(L, Z;) — H*(M, Z;) — ---(3.61)

from galois cohomology. Since Gal(M/L) and Z, are both finite, we have that
|Gal(M/L)|H'(M/L, Z;) = 0 and | Z,|H (M /L, Z;) = 0. But ged(|Gal(M/L)|, |Z|)
ged(f —1,£) = 1 so there are s,t € Z such that s|Gal(M/L)|+t|Z;| = 1. Therefore
we have

HY(M/L, Z) = (s|Gal(M/L)| +t|Z,))H"(M/L, Z)
HYM/L,Z)) = s|Gal(M/L)|H(M/L,Z;) +t|Z,|H"(M/L, Z;)
HYM/L,Z;) = 0. (3.62)

Therefore, by exactness, H*(L, Z;) — H?(M, Z;) is injective.

Now consider the field Q and (, the primitive ¢-th root of unity. Let K =
Q(¢e). Then ged([K : Q],¢) = 1 and so by what we just showed, we know that
H?*(Q, Z;) — H?*(K, Z,) is injective. Similarly, we may consider this technique
over local fields Q,,, where p is a prime, so we have the mapping Hp H?(Qp, Zy) —
I, H?*(K,, Z;) is injective; see [MM] for the complete details. So we have the
following commutative diagram:

HYK,Z)) — [, H*(Kg, Z)
T 7 (3.63)
H*(Q,Ze) — 11, H*(Qyp, Ze)
and the two vertical maps are injective by what we’ve just shown. By Proposition
3.56, H*(K, Z;) = Bry(K) C Br(K) and H*(K,, Z;) = Br¢(K,) C Br(K,). By
Theorem 3.57 and Corollary 3.58, the mapping Br(K) — [], Br(Kj) is injective.
Since the homomorphic image of an /-torsion subgroup is an ¢-torsion subgroup,
we have that Bry(K) — Br¢(K,,) is an injection. Therefore, the top mapping in
(3.63) is an injection. Since three of the four mappings are injective, it’s an easy
exercise to show the fourth must be also, so H?(Q, Z;) — IL, H?(Q,, Zy) is an
injection.

To see that the global embedding problem is solvable if and only if the local
embedding problems are all solvable, we recall that Theorem 3.49 tells us the em-
bedding problem is solvable if and only if ¢*(£) = 0. Suppose the global embedding
problem is solvable. Under the mapping H?(Q, Z,) — Hp H?(Qp, Zy), we know
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that ¢*(§) — [[,(¢7(&p)), where [],(¢7(&p)) is the ordered tuple of local em-
bedding problems ¢*(§,) for every prime p. Therefore, 0 = [], (¢*(£p)) and so
¢*(&p) = 0 for every prime p, implying the local embedding problem is solvable for
all primes.

Now suppose the local embedding problems are solvable for all primes, so 0 =
[1,(¢7(&)). Again, we know that ¢*(§) — [[,(¢7(§)) = 0. Since 0 is also
mapped to 0, we see that the injectivity of H?(Q, Z,) — Hp H?(Q,, Z;) implies
that ¢*(£) = 0 and the global embedding problem is solvable.

([l

Since we showed in Theorem 3.53 that the local embedding problems are solvable
for every prime, Lemma 3.50 tells us that the global embedding problem is solvable
also, giving us our desired L.

3.6.2. Modifying our solution L to be ramified at the same places as L. Our work
in §3.6.1 showed that if we have a galois extension L/Q with galois group G (G
an {-group) satisfying property (Sy), then for every central group extension G of
G by Z;, we can find a galois extension E/ Q with galois group G. In this section
we will show that we are actually able to find such an L with the added property
that L is ramified at the same places as L. This will prove useful in §3.6.3, when
we attempt to find an L with property (Sy). We begin with the following very
important Lemma:

Lemma 3.59. For every prime p, let €, be a continuous homomorphism from Gq,
to a finite abelian group C. Suppose that almost all €, are unramified. Then there
is a unique € : Gg — C such that for all p, the maps € and €, agree on the inertia
groups Ip,.

Proof. First note that we call a map €, unramified if the fixed field of ker(e,) is
an unramified extension of Q,. This is equivalent to saying that €,(I,) = 1. Also
notice that if we take a cyclotomic extension of Q by (,,, the m-th root of unity, and
consider a galois character x : (Z/mZ)* — C, then we induce amap € : Gg — C
by composing x with the restriction map resg(,,). We will use this fact later in
the proof.

From class field theory, we have a continuous homomorphism 7, : @, — G(‘é,l;
that we call the reciprocity map. It turns out that r, is injective and almost
surjective (meaning im(ry) is dense). Here Qj is the group of units in @,. For
ease of notation, we call G&Z = é@p, where é@p = Gal((@;b/(@p) and ng the
maximal abelian extension of Q,. Since 7 is abelian, Q, C Qg - ng and we
call Gal(Q2?/QY) = I,. We want to see what the inverse image of I, under the
mapping rp is. It turns out that r, maps Z;, isomorphically on to fp (for a proof of
this fact, see [Tat]), where Zy are the units in the p-adic integers. Now take o € Qj.
This means a = p‘u, where u € Z5. So Q} = Z#x < p > Z* x Z. One nice fact
about the reciprocity map is that rp(p)|@g is a topological generator for cz)%, where
¢p is the Frobenius map; therefore rp(p)|Q,‘{ = ¢p. For a deeper discussion of the
reciprocity map, see [Serl| and [Tat].

We know from Corollary 3.34 that QY = Qp(Cm, (p,m) = 1). One can also
show that the field K = Q,(¢pn, n=1,2,3,....) is a subfield of ng, Gal(K/Qyp) =
Gal((@gb/@g) = INp, and ng = QgK (for proofs~of all these facts, see [Serl]). So
we would like to know how the element r,(a) € G, acts on (,, (where (p,m) = 1)

and on (pn for all n. One can show that if « = p‘u, then 7,(a)((m) = Cﬁf and
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p(@)(Gpn) = Cpn R (see [Serl]). We will use all these facts from class field theory
in our proof.

We may now canonically identify €, : Gg, — C with the map e;, :Q, — C,
by composing with the reciprocity map:

Q; — Go, — C. (3.64)
We may construct ¢, in this way because [Gq,,Gq,] C ker(e,) (target of €, is

abelian) so €, factors through the map é@p — (. Since €, and r, are continuous,
s0 is ¢,. Furthermore, using the discrete topology, one sees that {e} € C' is an open
subgroup, so ker(e, ) zx 1s an open subgroup of Z7. But we also know we have a

sequence of open subgroups Z; O U,gl D UZSQ) D U,@ D .-, where

k * — k
U ={ueZ |u= 1 (modp")}, (3.65)

as proven in [Serl]. By definition, U¥) = 1 + (pZ,)¥ = 1+ p*Z,. Let m, be
the smallest k such that U,Smp) C ker(e,)
mapping ¢,. Notice that if p is unramlﬁed then ker(e,)
only ﬁnitely many primes have a nonzero conductor my,.

Construct the mapping ¢ : [[,Z; — C by €([[,up) = [, €,(up). This is a
finite product since €),(u,) = 1 for all unramified primes p. Let py,...,py be the

Z3; we call this m, the conductor of the

2z = Ly and my = 0. So

ramified primes. Then we may redefine € : Hiv 12y, — C. By definition of the

conductor m,,, we know that € vanishes on Hl (1 +meZ* ), so € factors through
the map

N
X:HZL (1+p/mZ:) — C. (3.66)

Since Zj, /(1 + p;"Zy,,) = (Zy, [pi" Lp,)* = (Z/pi"Z)*, this gives us the map

N
X H (Z/pZ)* — C. (3.67)
Define M = HZ 1pi"". Then the Chinese Remainder Theorem tells us that
(Z/MZ)* = Hizl(Z/p;”lZ)X. Therefore, we have the mapping x : (Z/MZ)*
C. Viewing x as a galois character, we induce a map € : Gg, — C by the remark
made at the beginning of the proof. This is what we wanted to show.

=

O

Using Lemma 3.59, we now prove the following proposition, which allows us to
modify liftings to satisfy our desired properties. Using this proposition, and the
corollary that follows it, we may modify our solution L to have the same ramified
places as L.

Proposition 3.60. Let 1 — C — Q — Q — 1 be a central extension of a
group Q, and let ¢ : G@ — Q be a continuous homomorphism which has a lzftmg

P Gg — Q. Let ¢p + Gg, — Q be liftings of ¢, = ¢|p, such that the ¢p are
unramified for almost all p. Then there is a lifting gb GQ — Q such that, for
every prime p, ¢ is equal to ¢, on the inertia group Ip,.

Proof. Let 7 : Q — Q be the surjective homomorphism associated to this embed-
ding problem. Localizing the global embedding problem at p by restricting ¢ to D,
gives us ¢,. We may do the same thing to the lift ¢, and v is then a lift of ¢,. Let
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51, be another lift, unramified for almost all p. So we have two lifts of the same map-
ping, which means that for s, € Gg,, we have W(gp(sp)) = 7m(1(sp)). This means
(gp(sp))_1¢(sp) € ker(m) = C. This gives us a unique mapping €, : Gg, — C
such that ey(s,) = (gp(sp))*lz/}(sp), or (sp) = Ep(sp)‘gp(sp) Since C' is abelian

and both ¢ and ¢, are homomorphisms, that forces €, to be a homomorphism also.
Then by Lemma 3.59, there exists a unique € : Gg — C' such that e agree with €,

on I,. Now consider the homomorphism ¢ = e !, where e 1(s) = (e(s)) ™, the
inverse of the element €(s) € C. This clearly agrees with ¢, on I, since 1 agrees

with itself everywhere and € agrees with ¢, on I,. This completes the proof.
O

Corollary 3.61. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.60, a lifting of ¢ can be
chosen to be unramified at every prime where ¢ is unramified.

Proof. Choose local liftings 5,, of ¢ that are unramified where ¢ is. We saw in §3.6.1
that this is possible, since we simply lift the generator of 7. Then Proposition 3.60
tells us that we may find a lift q~5 such that q~5 and q~5p agree on I,. Since ¢, is
unramified at p if and only if ¢,(I,) = 1, and 51, is a lift of ¢, also unramified
at p, then ap(lp) = 1, and again this is true if and only if p is unramified. But
(E(Ip) = qu(lp) = 1 if and only if p is unramified, which means ¢ is unramified

where ¢ is, completing the proof.
O

So because we showed in §3.6.1 that we can find a lift of ¢ in (3.47), we may
apply Corollary 3.61 and construct a lift ¢ unramified at the same places as ¢,
which allows us to construct an L that is ramified at the same places as L.

3.6.3. Modifying our solution L to have property (Sy). From our work in §3.6.1
and §3.6.2, we now have a solution L to the embedding problem for G which is
ramified at the same places as L. Let p be such a ramified prime. Then we have
D,, and I, (the decomposition and inertia groups for L at p) and D, and I, (the
decomposition and inertia groups for L at p). Since L has property (Sx), we know
that I, = D, C G is a cyclic subgroup of order ¢* say (we know it must be some
power of £ since G is an {-group, and we call that power «; they are cyclic because
p # ¢ means p is tamely ramified). Let Iz/> be the pre-image of I, in G. Then
Proposition 3.47 tells us that fp C I,. Similarly, Proposition 3.47 tells us that
ép C Dy, where~D;, ii the inverse image of D,. But becauS(iDp = Iy, D, = I}, so
D, C I,. Since I, C D,, by general principles, we have that I, C D, C I,.
We may consider the group extension problem with I, in the following way:

1—Zy— 11/7 — I, — L. (3.68)

Since I, is cyclic of order (¢, that means that I, is an abelian group (just as
before, a central extension of a cyclic group is abelian) of order /**!. Since the
homomorphic image is cyclic of order £¢, Theorem 3.3 tells us that either 11/7 = Zpat1

or I}, = Zya x Zy. Proposition 3.47 tells us f,, is a subgroup of I, mapping onto I,
via the homomorphism 7 : I, — I,. We see this by restricting (3.68) to:

1— 2Znl, — I, — I, —1 (3.69)

If Zgﬂjfp =1, then |.7p| = (“ and fp = [, If Zgﬂfp = Z; (the only other possibility
since ¢ is prime and I, has order a power of /), then |I,| = ¢**1. If we have
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\fp\ = (*T1 then fp = I, (forcing I}, to not split) and since fp C ﬁp C I, we are
forced to have fp = ﬁp, and property (Sy) is satisfied at the prime p.

On the other hand, if \fp\ = (%, then I, = .7p C I,. We want to look at
7(Z x I,). Since Z; = ker(r) and I, C I, we have that 7(Z, x I,) C I,
Therefore, Zy x I, C L. But |[| = > and |Z; x I,| = > also; therefore,
I, =7y x I, = Zy x I, and I}, is a split extension of I}, by Z,.

Let S be the set of all primes ramified in L/Q such that I, "is a spht extension

of I, so I, = I X Z;. Since D C I,, we have that Dp/I C I’/ Zy. From

our work in §3.5, we know D »/ Iy I,is cyclic and generated by the Frobenius map op;
therefore o, may be identified w1th an element ¢, € Z; by the above inclusion. If
¢p =1, then Dp = [ and property (Sn) is satisfied at p. If ¢, = 1 for all ramified
primes p in L/Q7 then L satisfies property (Sn). If not, we must modify L. Call S
the set of all primes ramified in L that have ¢, # 1.

To make our modification, we first construct a galois character x : (Z/qZ)* —
Z,y with the following properties:

1.) ¢= 1 (mod V).

2.) Forevery p € S, x(p) = ¢p, the element identified with the frobenius element.

3.) The prime ¢ splits completely in the extension L/Q.

By a similar logic to the one presented in §3.5, we will show these three conditions
will impose conditions on the behavior of ¢ in the fields Q((,~), Q(Ce, /P 0 € S),
and L respectively. We may rewrite Q({,~) as Q(¢,)F, where F is cyclic of order
¢N=1 and totally ramified at £. The reason is that Gal(Q(¢,~)/Q) = (Z/¢N7Z)*
is a cyclic group of order /N ~1(¢ — 1), so there is a subgroup of order ¢ — 1, and
by Theorem 1.1, there is such a field F. We know that F N Q({;) = Q since
[FNQ(¢) : Q] = ged([F : Q,[Q(¢) : Q]) = 1. Furthermore, ¢ is totally ramified
in F since it is totally ramified in Q({,n).

We will now discuss the behavior of ¢ in each of these fields. To do that, we will
need the following lemma:

Lemma 3.62. The fields F', L, and Q(Ce, /p,p € S) are linearly disjoint over Q.

Proof. Since F' and L have distinct ramification (¢ is totally ramified in F and
unramified in L), they must be linearly disjoint over Q. Therefore, Gal(LF/Q) =
G x Zynv-1. We know from the theory of Kummer Extensions (see [Bir]) that
Q(Ce, v/P)/Q(Ce) has galois group Zy. For py # p2 (where py,p2 € S), then Propo-
sition 3.43 tells us that p, is unramified in Q((, ¢/p1) and that p; is unramified in
Q(Ce, /p2)- By Proposition 3.44, p; is totally ramified in Q({r, /p1) and that py is

totally ramified in Q(Cy, ¢/p2). Therefore the fields Q((¢, ¢/pr) and Q({r, /p2) have
distinct ramification and must be linearly disjoint over Q(¢;). Then Q(¢, /p,p € S)

is the compositum of such fields and

Gal(Q(¢e, p,p € S)/Q(Ce)) = Zo X Zy % --- X Zy  (|S|times), (3.70)

which we may shorten to Gal(Q(Ce, /p,p € S)/Q((r)) = Z;, where s = |S], the car-
dinality of S. Because ¢ # 2, we know that (;, € Q, and so Q({,)/Q is galois with
Gal(Q(¢r)/Q) = (Z/Z)* = Z;_y; therefore, Z7 is normal in Gal(Q((e, /p,p €
S)/Q). Furthermore, Z; N Z,_; = 1 since the groups have different orders. There-
fore, Gal(Q((¢, ¢/P,p € S)/Q) = Z7 % Zy_y.

We want to see how conjugation acts on Z7. Let H = Gal(Q((e, ¢/p,p € S)/Q).
Recall that o0, € Gal(Q(¢,)/Q) is the automorphism such that o,(¢) = (F. We
know that, for ¢ prime, there is always such a mapping for every a (easy exercise).
Because the restriction of Q((¢, /p,p € S) to Q({;) is surjective, there is a o €
H such that olg,) = 0a. Take such a 0. Now recall that Gal(Q((r, /p:p €
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S)/Q(Yp,p € S)) = (Z/NZL)* = Z;_,, also a galois extension. So there is a p, € H
(with b € (Z/¢Z)*) such that py(¢e) = ¢ and py(/p) = ¢/p for all p € S. Notice
that op, ' € Z;, so we have o € p,Z}; therefore H =< py;b € (Z/{Z)* > Z;. Now
notice that py7p; = (for 7 € Gal(Q(¢e, ¢/p,p € S)/Q())) has the following action:

poroy (D) = por(C YD)
= (G p)
= () (3.71)

So pm‘pg1 is just multiplication by b in Z7. Therefore, Gal(Q((r, ¢/p,p €
S)/Q) = Z; x Zy_q, with multiplication law (v,a)(v’,d’) = (v + av’,ad’) and
inverse (v,a)”! = (a7 tv,a™1).

But this group has no quotient of order ¢£. To see this, observe that because
¢ is prime, a field of degree ¢ would be an abelian extension (with galois group
cyclic of order £). We will show that the largest abelian subgroup of H is of order
¢ — 1. Recall that the commutator subgroup [H, H] is a normal subgroup with the
property that H/[H, H]| is the largest abelian subgroup of H. [H, H] is generated
by

(vaa)(vlval)(vva)il(vl’a/)il = (v+av/aaa/)(failvvail)(ialilvlvalil)
— (v,a/)(—a/_lv/,a/_l)
= (v—=21); (3.72)

therefore [H, H] = Z; x 1 = Z;. This means that H/[H, H] = (Z/¢{Z)*, which is
of order £ — 1.

Since LF does have a subfield of degree ¢ over QQ, and ¢ is prime, these two
fields are linearly disjoint, implying that L, F', and Q((¢, /p, p € S) are all linearly
disjoint.

O

Before moving any further, we state a very important result from algebraic num-
ber theory that we will use momentarily; for a discussion of this theorem, see [Len].

Theorem 3.63 (The Chebotarev Density Theorem). Let K C L by a galois ex-
tension, and let C C G = Gal(L/K) be a conjugacy class. Then

{p | p€ K prime,p [Dp/k,0, € C} (3.73)
has density % In particular, this number is always greater than 0, so there always
ezist such primes.

For convenience, we will now write S = {p1,...px}. Notice that since ¢,, # 1,
it must be an element of order ¢; they are all generators of Z,. So we may define
integers vs, ..., vy such that ¢,, = ci.

Now we want to look at the behavior of ¢ in each of these fields. By construction,
q splits completely in L, which means that o, = 1in L. Also, since ¢ = 1 (mod ¢V),
Proposition 3.41 tells us that f = 1, which means that o4 = 1 in Q((~v). Since F'
is a subfield of Q(¢,~) over Q, Proposition 3.21 implies o4, = 1 in F' as well. Since
04 = 1 in both L and F', Proposition 3.40 implies that o4 = 1 in LF" also.

Now recall that o4(/p) = (¢p)? (mod v), where v is a prime over ¢. But

(¥p)? = (\f/pﬁ)qfl(\%ﬁ) = p%({/ﬁ); therefore o4 (/p) = pq%l(\l/ﬁ) (modv). Soc, =
p% (mod v), the (-th root of unity satisfying our congruence for o,(/p). Since

¢p, # 1 by assumption, o,(/p1) # ¢/p1 (modv) and o, # 1in Q((¢, ¢/p1). However,
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consider o, in the field Q({e, %) This gives us oq( {VXZZ/T? )= (Z’J;’ )( \,7‘;/%?2 ) (mod ).

But we constructed v; so that ¢! = ¢;,, meaning 7 =1. So 04 = 1 in the field

Qee, 7).

Using Lemma 3.62, it is enough to consider the behavior of ¢ in the field
LFQ(Ce, ¢/p,p € S) over Q. We've identified all the behavior that we’ll need in
our work above (in a moment we’ll see why), which defines a conjugacy class in
Gal(LFQ((e, ¢/p,p € S)/Q). Since q is constructed to be prime in Q unramified in
this extension, Theorem 3.63 says that such a prime ¢ always exists.

Now construct the galois character x : (Z/qZ)* — Z; by x(a) = a*7 . Then

q—1

X(pi) =p; © = ¢p,, asneeded. Let 5 be the solution to the embedding problem that
we found in §3.6.2. Then 1:/; = 5}(1 is a solution to the embedding problem that
satisfies property (Sy) for all primes that ramify in L. However, now our solution
field has one additional ramified prime, namely the prime g. We must show that
q satisfies property (Sy) as well. The first condition is true by construction of

q. Since ¢ was not ramified in the solution found by the lift ¢, we know that

®(Dy) = 1. Therefore, &(Dq) C Z;. But because ¢ = 1 (mod ¢V), the restriction
forces QZ(Iq) = Z,. This forces D, = I, and ¢ satisfies property (Sn) as well.

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.39, which in turn completes the proof of
Theorem 3.36, the main theorem of this paper.

4. AN EXPLORATION OF MORE GENERAL GROUPS

We conclude this paper by discussing some additional results in the subject of
Inverse Galois Theory. In §4.1, we present (with minimal proof) the great theorem
of Shafarevich that the Inverse Galois Problem has a solution whenever the group
in question is a solvable group. This is still one of the biggest results in Number
Theory to date. Then, in §4.2, we use techniques of elementary galois theory to solve
the Inverse Galois Problem for the (generally) non-solvable group S,,. Solving the
Inverse Galois Problem tends to be extremely difficult for groups with very general
structure, but as it turns out it’s relatively easy for .S,, so we present the solution
here. This demonstrates a relatively easy, constructive approach to solving the
inverse galois problem. Finally, in §4.3, we discuss the Theorem of Hilbert and give
an alternate (albeit more difficult) method of solving the Inverse Galois Problem
for the group S,,.

4.1. Shafarevich’s Theorem for General Solvable Groups. Here we present
the main result of Shafarevich, showing that the Inverse Galois Problem has a
solution for every solvable group. We will present much of the work in this section
without proof. Many of these results can be found in [Ser2]. We recall the definition
of the Frattini subgroup (Definition 3.51), and prove some important results tied
to it.

Proposition 4.1. Let G be a finite group, ® its Frattini subgroup, and N a normal
subgroup of G with ® C N C G. Assume that the quotient group N/® is nilpotent.
Then N is nilpotent.

Proof. Recall from §3.4 that a finite group G is nilpotent if and only if it has one
Sylow p-subgroup for every p dividing the order of G. Suppose p divides the order
of N, and let P C N be the corresponding Sylow p-subgroup of N. Let Q = ®P
be the product group of ® and P, and consider the quotient map N — N/®. We
are particularly interested in the image of @ under this map. One can see that
the image of @ under this map will be a Sylow p-subgroup of N/®, which will be
unique because N/® is assumed to be nilpotent. This means that the image of @
will be fixed by conjugation of elements in G.
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Let Ng(P) be the normalizer of P in G. Since P C @, then if g € G, the
group gPg~! is a Sylow p-subgroup of Q. Thus, by the Sylow Theorems (applied
to the group @), there is a ¢ € Q such that qgPg~'q~! = P; therefore we have
qg € Ng(P). This means that G = QNg(P) = ®Ng(P), or that G = Ng(P), and
P is normal in GG. As a result, P is normal in N and since all Sylow p-subgroups
are conjugate, this implies that P is the only Sylow p-subgroup in N, or that N is
nilpotent.

O
Corollary 4.2. The Frattini subgroup ® is nilpotent.

Proof. Apply Proposition 4.1 in the case N = ®.
O

We will now use Proposition 4.1 and Corollary 4.2 to explore solvable groups
and their corresponding relevance to galois theory. This will involve us presenting
(without proof) a big lemma due to Shafarevich; in fact this lemma is the major
backbone in the proof that we can solve the Inverse Galois Problem whenever our
given group is solvable. We begin with the following proposition:

Proposition 4.3. Let G be a finite solvable group # {e}. Then G is isomorphic
to a quotient of a group H which is the semi-direct product U x S, where U is a
normal nilpotent subgroup of H and S is solvable with |S| < |G]|.

Proof. Let ® be the Frattini subgroup of G. Since G is solvable and @ is solvable,
we know that G/® is solvable and # {e}. Therefore, G/® contains a non-trivial
abelian normal subgroup (namely the last non-trivial term in the descending derived
series of G/®). Let U be the inverse image of this group under the quotient map
G — G/®, so U is a subgroup of G and it satisfies ® C U C G (since its image
under the quotient map is assumed to be non-trivial). Since we’re assuming that
U/® is abelian, Proposition 4.1 tells us that U is nilpotent.

Now choose a maximal subgroup S of G (S solvable) that does not contain U.
Such an S clearly exists since ® C U and U/® # {e} implies that ® # U. Since
(as a result of what we just showed) U x S # S and S is maximal, we have that
G = U x S. Therefore, if we take H = U x S where S acts by conjugation on the
normal subgroup U, there is a surjective map H — (. The First Isomorphism
Theorem gives the desired result.

O

As a result of Proposition 4.3, Shafarevich was able to prove the following major
lemma, which we present without proof (for a proof of a slightly more general
version of this lemma, see [SW]).

Lemma 4.4. Let L/K be a galois extension of number fields with galois group
S, let U be a nilpotent group with S-action, and let H be the semi-direct product
U x S. Then the embedding problem has a solution L such that Gal(L/K) = H,
Gal(L/L) 2 U, and the diagram

1 — U — H — S — 1

L L ! (4.1)
1 — Gal(L/L) — Gal(L/K) — Gal(L/K) —s 1
s commutative.

With Lemma 4.4 in place, we can now prove that the Inverse Galois Problem
has a solution whenever G is solvable.

Theorem 4.5 (Inverse Galois Problem for Solvable Groups). Given any finite,
solvable group G, there exists a galois extension K/Q such that Gal(K/Q) = G.
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Proof. Suppose that G # {e} is a solvable group of finite order. We will proceed by
induction on the order of G. By Proposition 4.3, we may write G as the quotient of
U xS with U nilpotent and S solvable with |S| < |G|. By our induction hypothesis,
there is a galois extension L/Q such that Gal(L/Q) = S. Thus, Lemma 4.4 tells
us that there is a galois extension L/Q such that Gal(L/Q) = U x S. Since G is
the quotient of U x S and the kernel of the surjective mapping U x .S — G (which
must be a normal subgroup by elementary group theory), Theorem 1.1 says such
a K exists and basic galois theory says that K/Q is galois with Gal(K/Q) = G,
solving the Inverse Galois Problem for G.

([

4.2. A Number Field Extension with Galois Group S,. In this section we
illustrate a technique that allows one to calculate the galois group for a galois
extension K/Q, where K is the splitting field of a given polynomial f(z) € Q[z].
Doing so allows us to construct polynomials whose splitting field over Q has galois
group S,, for any n € Z™T, exhibiting an elementary solution to the Inverse Galois
Problem for the group S,,. This technique may be explored at greater lengths in
[DF].

Consider f(z) € Q[z]. In determining the galois group of f(z) (that is to say,
the galois group of the galois extension K/Q, where K is the splitting field for
f(z)), we may assume that f(z) is separable and has integer coefficients. Then we
may calculate the discriminant D of f(x) as described in §3.2, and in particular
DeZ, D#0.

For any prime p, we may consider the reduction f(x) € F,[z] of the polynomial
f(z) in the obvious way. If p divides D, then f(x) has discriminant D = 0 in F,,
and so the polynomial is no longer separable in the reduction. However, if p does
not divide D, then f(z) is a separable polynomial over F, and we may factor f(z)
into distinct irreducible polynomials

f@) = f1@)fa(@) - fr(z) in Fpla] (4.2)

where each f;(x) is an irreducible polynomial of degree n;. This formulation gives
us the following theorem from algebraic number theory, which we present without
proof:

Theorem 4.6. For any prime p not dividing the discriminant D of f(z), the galois
group of f(x) over F, is a permutation group isomorphic to a subgroup of the galois
group of f(x) over Q.

The meaning of the statement is that not only is the galois group of f(z) over
F, isomorphic to a subgroup of the galois group of f(z) over Q, but that there
is an ordering (depending on p) on the roots of the polynomials f(z) and f(z)
so that under the isomorphism, the action of the corresponding automorphisms as
permutations of these roots are the same. That means that there are elements in
the galois group of f(z) over Q with the same cycle types as corresponding elements
in the galois group of f(x) over F,,.

Corollary 4.7. For any prime p not dividing the discriminant of f(x), the galois
group of f(x) over Q contains an element with cycle decomposition (n1,na, ...,ng),
where n; is the degree of the i-th irreducible factor of f(z) reduced modulo p.

Proof. We invoke the fact that every finite extension of IF,, is a cyclic extension to
point out that the galois group of f(z) over F,, is a cyclic group. Observe that the
roots of each irreducible factor f,(x) are permuted amongst themselves when acted
upon by the elements of the galois group (that is, the galois group acts transitively
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on the roots of each irreducible factor f,(z)). Take v to be a generator for this
galois group.

Label the n roots of f(x). Viewing 7 as an element of S,,, we may consider its
cycle decomposition. Since it must act transitively on the roots of each irreducible
factor, it must be a product of k distinct permutations. It’s clear that the action of
v on f;(x) must be a cycle of length n;, since otherwise the powers of - could not
act transitively on the roots of f;(x). Thus the element v has cycle decomposition
(n1,n2,...,n;). By Theorem 4.6, the galois group of f(z) over Q has such an
element, completing the proof.

O

We will use the above fact to construct polynomials whose galois group over Q
will be S,,. To do so, we prove the following lemma:

Lemma 4.8. Suppose G is a transitive subgroup of Sy, that contains a transposition
and an (n — 1)-cycle. Then G = S,,.

Proof. Let 0 € G be an (n — 1)-cycle, and let 7 € G be a transposition. We
may assume, without loss of generality, that 7 = (1,2) by simply reindexing the
integers between 1 and n. Since o must fix an integer, call that integer k. There
are two cases to consider: when k € {1,2} and when k ¢ {1,2}. Suppose first
that k ¢ {1,2}. Since G is transitive, there is a 8 € G such that 8(1) = k. Let
¢ = 3(2). Then the element S8~ = (k,c) € G. Consider some i € {1,...,n} such
that i # k. Then there is some integer 1 < j < n such that 07(c) = i. Then the
element ¢/ 37371077 = (k,i) € G. Since the element (i,c) = (k,i)(k,c)(k,i) € G,
we may repeat this process to generate all transpositions. Since S,, is generated by
all transpositions, this completes the proof.

Now suppose that k& € {1,2}. Assume that k = 1 (the case where k = 2 is
handled in a completely analogous way). Without loss of generality (reindexing the
integers between 1 and n as necessary), we may assume that o = (2,...,n). For
any integer 2 < i < n, we may find an integer j such that ¢7(2) = i. Then the
element /7077 = (1,i) € G. By the method above, we may then generate every
transposition, and thus G = 5,,.

O

We now use the results of Theorem 4.6, Corollary 4.7, and Lemma 4.8 to solve
the Inverse Galois Problem for the group S,,.

Theorem 4.9 (Inverse Galois Problem for S,). For every n € Z™, there are
infinitely many polynomials f(x) with S, as its galois group over Q.

Proof. We proceed by constructing a polynomial f(z) that has a reduction yielding
a transposition and a reduction yielding an (n — 1)-cycle, where n is the degree
of f(x). If we can construct f(x) so that the galois group is transitive on the n
roots of f(x), then the results of Theorem 4.6 and Corollary 4.7 tell us that the
galois group of f(z) over Q is a transitive group containing a transposition and an
(n — 1)-cycle. Then by Lemma 4.8, that galois group must be S,,. Therefore, the
splitting field K for f(x) will be the solution to the Inverse Galois Problem. The
claim that infinitely many solutions exist will be clear from the construction of the
polynomial f(x).

Let fi(z) € Fo[z] be an irreducible polynomial of degree n. Let fa(x) € Fs[x] be
the product of an irreducible polynomial of degree 2 with an irreducible polynomial
of odd degree (i.e. n—2if nis odd and n— 3 if n is even). Let f3(z) € F5[x] be the
product of  with an irreducible polynomial of degree n—1. Finally, let f(x) € Z]x]
be any polynomial such that
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f(@) fi(z) (mod 2

)
fa(x) (mod 3)
= f3(x) (mod 5). (4.3)
The fact that there are infinitely many such f(x) € Z[xz] is clear.
The reduction of f(x) modulo 2 shows that f(z) is irreducible in Z[z]. Therefore
the galois group G is transitive on the n roots of f(x). The factorization of f(z)
modulo 3 gives an element that, when raised to the appropriate odd power, shows G

contains a transposition. The factorization of f(x) modulo 5 shows that G contains
an (n — 1)-cycle. Therefore G = 5,, as claimed.

O

4.3. A Second Approach To Solving The Inverse Galois Problem for S,.
In this final section, we introduce a theorem, due to Hilbert, that allows us to
immediately see S,, always has a solution to the inverse galois problem. We present
many of these results without proof; for the full details and the proofs, see [DF].
Throughout, we will consider an arbitrary extension of fields E/F. We begin with
a couple of definitions.

Definition 4.10. A subset {ai,...,an} of E is called algebraically independent
over F if there is no nonzero polynomial f(x1,...,x,) € Flxy,...,2,] such that
flay,...;an) = 0. An arbitrary subset S of E is called algebraically independent
over F if every finite subset of S is algebraically independent. The elements of S
are called independent transcendentals over F'.

Definition 4.11. A transcendence base for E/F is a mazimal subset (with respect
to inclusion) of E which is algebraically independent over F.

It’s a standard Zorn’s Lemma argument to see that the extension F/F has a
transcendence base (if the extension is algebraic, then () is the only algebraically
independent set over F', and hence the only transcendence base). One may also
show that any two transcendence bases for F/F must have the same cardinality
(this follows the same technique that one uses in linear algebra to prove two bases
of the same vector space have the same cardinality; see [DF]).

Definition 4.12. The cardinality of the transcendence base for E/F is called the
transcendence degree of E/F. Observe that algebraic extensions are precisely the
extensions E/F with a transcendence degree of zero.

We may consider the special case when FE is finitely generated over F, or E =
F(ay,...,a,), we may construct the function field in m variables (here we reindex
the above set so that the first m of a4, ..., a,, are independent transcendentals, and
the remaining m — n of them are algebraic over F'). Consider the situation where
Z1,..., T are n indeterminates over F'. Consider f(x) = (z —z1)--- (v —x,). Then
the symmetric functions si, ..., s, form a transcendence base for F(x1, ..., z,) over
F. This is because 1, ..., 2, is a transcendence base for F(x1,...,2,) over F and
F(z1,...,2n)/F(51,..., ) is a field extension of degree n. We will use this fact later
in this section.

Definition 4.13. An extension E/F is called purely transcendental if it has a
transcendence base S such that E = F(S).

In particular, the fields F(x1,...,x,) and F(s1, ..., s,) are both purely transcen-
dental over F'. The concept of a purely transcendental extension plays a fundamen-
tal role in the Inverse Galois Problem. To that end, we often take F = Q. This
gives us the following major theorem, due to Hilbert:
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Theorem 4.14. Let x1,...,z, be independent transcendentals over Q, let E =
Q(z1, ..., xn), and let G be a finite group of automorphisms of E with fized field K. If
K is a purely transcendental extension of Q with transcendence basis ay, ..., ap, then
there are infinitely many specializations of ay, ..., an in Q such that E specializes to
a galois extension of Q with galois group isomorphic to G.

Remark 4.15. Here the term ”specialize” means that we evaluate the "variables”
a1, ...,an at any element of Q. See [DF| for details. Note that the fized field K need
not always be a purely transcendental extension of Q; consider the cyclic group of
order 47, for instance.

We can now use Hilbert’s Theorem to again show that .S, occurs as the galois
group of a number field.

Corollary 4.16. S, is a galois group over Q, for all n.

Proof. We know that the fixed field of S, acting on Q(z1,...,2,) is the field
Q(81y vy 8n). We know that Q(s1, ..., $p,) is purely transcendental over Q, so Hilbert’s
Theorem tells us that we may specialize Q(x1, ..., ) to a galois extension of Q with

galois group S,,, precisely what we wanted to show.
|

It is important to note that even though every finite group is a subgroup of S,
and acts on Q(z1, ..., zy), it is currently not known for even the subgroup A4, if the
fixed field is a purely transcendental extension of QQ, even though we have other
methods of proving that A,, has a solution to the Inverse Galois Problem. As such,
there are many open problems in this area available for further research.
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