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ON CERTAIN REPRESENTATIONS OF AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS OF

AN ALGEBRAICALLY CLOSED FIELD

M.ROVINSKY

1. Introduction

Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero, F its algebraically closed
extension of transcendence degree n < ∞, and G = GF/k be the group of automorphisms
over k of the field F . Let the set of subgroups UL := Aut(F/L) for all subfields L finitely
generated over k be the basis of neighborhoods of the unity in G.

The main purpose of this note (cf. Theorem 2.6 and Corollary 2.9) is to show that
any non-exact continuous representation of G factors through a discrete quotient of G. In
Section 3 the smooth G-modules F/k and F×/k× are studied. It is shown that they are
irreducible as modules over the subgroup G◦ of G generated by its compact subgroups, and
the induced representations of the algebra D of the compactly supported measures on G are
exact. This shows that the radical of D is trivial. However, it is shown in the Section 4 that
the annihilator of the admissible irreducible G-modules, is non-trivial.

There is an evident link between G-modules and some geometric objects. Namely, for
a variety X over k there is a natural smooth G-action on the group of cycles on XF :=
X ×k F . In particular, if X is irreducible of dimension ≤ n over k and k(X) is embedded
into F then the Q-space of “generic” 0-cycles on XF is isomorphic to the representation
ind(G,GF/k(X),Q) of G compactly induced by the trivial one-dimensional representation Q
of GF/k(X). More particularly, if X is smooth and proper, then the Q-space AdimX(XF ) of
0-cycles on XF modulo an “adequate” equivalence relation is a quotient of the G-module
ind(G,GF/k(X),Q).

In some cases one can identify the groups of morphisms between geometric objects with the
groups of morphisms between corresponding G-modules (cf. Proposition 5.4 and Corollary
5.5).

It is shown in Proposition 5.9 that each “primitive geometric representation of level n”
carries a non-degenerate symmetric G-equivariant form with values in a one-dimensional
G-module, which is definite at least if n ≤ 2.

1.1. Notations and terminology. For a field F1 and its subfield F2 we denote by GF1/F2

the group of automorphisms of the field F1 over F2. Throughout the note k is an algebraically
closed field of characteristic zero, F its algebraically closed extension of transcendence degree
1 ≤ n <∞ and G = GF/k. If K is a subfield of F then K denotes its algebraic closure in F .

For a topological group H we denote by H◦ its subgroup generated by the compact sub-
groups.

A representation W of a topological group is called smooth, if stabilizers of all vectors in
W are open. A smooth representation W is called admissible if fixed vectors of each open
subgroup form a finite-dimensional subspace in W .
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Q(χ) is the quotient of the free abelian group generated by the set of compact open
subgroups in G◦ by the relations [U ] = [U : U ′] · [U ′] for all U ′ ⊂ U . It is a one-dimensional
Q-vector space oriented by [U ] > 0 for any U . The group G acts on it by the conjugations.

D = lim
←−U : open

Q[G/U ] is the algebra of compactly supported Q-valued measures on G.

For each compact open subgroup U in G we denote byHU the Hecke subalgebra hU ∗D∗hU

in D of U -invariant measures. Here hU is the Haar measure on U , which is the identity in
HU .

2. Normal closed subgroups in G◦

We consider a topology on G with the basis of neighborhood of an automorphism σ :
F

∼
−→ F over k given by the cosets of the form σUL for all subfields L of F finitely generated

over k, where UL = Aut(F/L). It is shown in [ΠIII-III], Lemma 1, Section 3 that the map

{subfields in F over k} −→ {closed subgroups in G} given by K 7−→ Aut(F/K)

is injective and induces one-to-one correspondences

• {subfields K of F with k ⊆ K and F = K} ↔ {compact subgroups of G};

•

{
subfields K of F finitely

generated over k with F = K

}
↔ {compact open subgroups of G}.

The inverse correspondences are given by G ⊃ H 7−→ FH ⊆ F .

One checks that the group G is Hausdorff, locally compact, and totally disconnected.
Denote by G◦ the subgroup of G generated by the compact subgroups. Obviously, G◦ is

an open normal subgroup in G.

Lemma 2.1. The common normalizer in G of all subgroups of index ≤ 2 in UL coincides
with UL.

Proof. For any extension L′ of L any element τ in the normalizer of UL′ satisfies τ(L′) = L′.

Fix a smooth projective model X of L. Then τ induces a rational map X
τ

99K X . Suppose
that τ |L 6= id. Then there is a point x ∈ X outside the ramification such that x 6= τ(x). Let
D and D′ be linear equivalent very ample effective reduced divisors on X outside the branch
locus passing through x, but not through τ(x), and (f) = D−D′. Then D ∋ x, τ−1(D) 6∋ x
and all multiplicities are equal to 1, so τf/f 6∈ L×2, and therefore, f ∈ L×− {g ∈ L× : τg ∈
L×2g}, so by Kummer theory, τ(L(f 1/2)) 6= L(f 1/2). ✷

Corollary 2.2. For any ξ ∈ G−{1} and an open subgroup U ⊆ G there is σ ∈ U such that
[σ, ξ] ∈ U − {1}.

Proof. Let L ⊂ F be finitely generated over k with L = F and UL ⊆ U . Set L′ = Lξ(L).
Then ξ−1(σξσ−1)|L = id for any σ ∈ UL′, so there is σ ∈ UL′ with ξ−1σξσ−1 ∈ UL − {1}. ✷

Lemma 2.3. Let H be a normal closed subgroup in G◦. Then for any algebraically closed
extension k′ of k in F , over which F is of transcendence degree one, there is such x ∈ F −k′

that H contains Gal(F/k′(x)).

Proof. By Corollary 2.2, for any ξ ∈ H − {1} and any compact open subgroup U there is
an element τ ∈ U such that [ξ, τ ] ∈ U−{1}, and therefore, H

⋂
U 6= {1}. For any element of

(H
⋂

U)−{1} there its power σ fixing a transcendence basis of k′ over k, and thus, inducing
2



an automorphism of k′. By a well-known result of E.Artin, σ 6= 1. Then there is an element
x ∈ F − k′ and an integer N ≥ 2 such that σxN = xN and σx 6= x.

Let L be a finite Galois extension of k′(x). It is unramified over a finite set S of points on a
smooth projective model of k′(x) over k′. Then there is such an element αL ∈ Aut(k′(x)/k′)
that the set α−1L σαL(S) does not intersect S, and therefore, for an extension αL ∈ G◦F/k′ of

αL to F , the field L
⋂

α−1L σαL(L) is unramified over a smooth projective model of k′(x), so
L
⋂

α−1L σαL(L) = k′(x).
Let β ∈ G◦F/k′ be given on k′(x) by αL, and somehow extended to the field α−1L σαL(L).

Then β−1◦σ−1◦β◦α−1L ◦σ◦αL is the identity on k′(x), and therefore, induces an automorphism
of L. Since L and α−1L σαL(L) are Galois extensions of L

⋂
α−1L σαL(L) = k′(x), there is such

an extension of β to F that for its restriction to L the composition β−1 ◦ σ−1 ◦ β ◦ α−1L ◦
σ ◦ αL is any given automorphism of L over k′(x). This means that the natural projection
H

⋂
Gal(F/k′(x)) −→ Gal(L/k′(x)) is surjective for any Galois extension L of k′(x), i.e.,

that H
⋂

Gal(F/k′(x)) is dense in Gal(F/k′(x)). As H
⋂

Gal(F/k′(x)) is closed, we have
H ⊇ Gal(F/k′(x)). ✷

Lemma 2.4. If n = 1 then there are no proper normal open subgroups in G◦.

Proof. Let H be a normal open subgroup in G◦. Then for a subfield L ⊂ F finitely
generated over k one has UL ⊆ H . For any purely transcendental extension L′ ⊂ F of k
with L′ = F one also has ULL′ ⊆ H , as well as H ⊇ 〈σULL′σ−1 | σ ∈ NG◦UL′〉 ⊆ UL′ .

The group in the middle is open, so it is closed, and therefore, it is the absolute Galois
group of the field

⋂
σ∈NG◦UL′

σ(LL′), that coincides with L′. Indeed, LL′ is ramified only

over a divisor on Pn
k , but the group PGL2k does not preserve this divisor, so the intersection⋂

σ σ(LL
′) consists of unramified elements, i.e., of the elements of L′.

This proves that H ⊇ UL′ for any purely transcendental extension L′ ⊂ F of k with
L′ = F , and therefore, H contains all compact subgroups in G, so finally, H ⊇ G◦. ✷

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that a closed subgroup H in G◦ contains subgroups G◦F/k′ for all alge-

braically closed extensions k′ of k in F of transcendence degree n− 1. Then H = G◦.

Proof. Any element σ of a compact subgroup in G◦ can be presented as the limit of a
compatible collection (σL) of embeddings σL of finitely generated extensions L of k in F ,
over which F is algebraic, into F . For L sufficiently large, F is algebraic over L

⋂
F 〈σ〉 =: L0.

Consider a finite extension L′ of L, which is normal over L0. There is a Gal(L′/L0)-
equivariant projective model X of L′ over k. There is a fibration of X by Gal(L′/L0)-
invariant irreducible curves. This fibration descends to a fibration of a model of L0 over k
with the same base. Then the function field of the base is a subfield k′′ in L0, over which
the transcendence degree of F is one, and which is algebraically closed in L′. Then there is
an extension of σL, or even of σL′ , to an element of G◦

F/k′′
. ✷

Theorem 2.6. Any closed proper normal subgroup in G◦ is trivial.

Proof. Let H be a non-trivial closed normal subgroup in G◦. By Lemma 2.3, the group
H

⋂
G◦F/k′ is an open normal subgroup in G◦F/k′, and thus, by Lemma 2.4, H

⋂
G◦F/k′ = G◦F/k′.

Then Lemma 2.5 implies that H = G◦. ✷

Corollary 2.7. There are no proper closed subgroups of finite index in G◦.
3



Proof. If H is a closed subgroup of finite index in G◦ then Q[G◦/H ] is a finite-dimensional
G◦-representation. The kernel of such representation is non-trivial, since GL(Q[G◦/H ]) is
countable, but G◦ is not. As the kernel of the G◦-representation Q[G◦/H ] is a closed and
normal subgroup in G◦, it coincides with G◦, and thus, H = G◦. ✷

Corollary 2.8. Any finite-dimensional smooth representation of G◦ is trivial.
(Proof. This is clear, since there are no proper open normal subgroups in G◦.) ✷

Corollary 2.9. For any subgroup H of G containing G◦ and any continuous representation
π of H either π is exact, or the restriction of π to G◦ is trivial.

Proof. If π is not exact then, by Corollary 2.2, its kernel has a non-trivial intersection
with G◦. Then, by Theorem 2.6, the kernel of π contains G◦. ✷

3. The G-modules F/k and F×/k×

Lemma 3.1. If n = 1 then for any element σ 6= 1 of G closure of its G◦-orbit {τστ−1 : τ ∈
G◦} in G is not compact. In particular, there are no normal compact subsets in G except
{1}.

Proof. Suppose that for an element σ 6= 1 of G the closure of its G◦-orbit is compact.
Then the G◦-orbit of σ is a subset in a disjoint union

⋃N
j=1 σjUL for some field L 6= k finitely

generated over k and elements σj ∈ G. We may assume that σj 6∈ UL for all 2 ≤ j ≤ N and
the G◦-orbit of σ is not a subset in a proper sub-union. This implies that for any τ ∈ G◦

and each j intersection of σjUL with τσsULτ
−1 is non-empty for at least one s.

Consider the k-subspace Vj = {t ∈ L | σjt − t ∈ k} in L. If Vj 6= V
〈σj〉
j then for any

t ∈ Vj − V
〈σj〉
j there is some a ∈ k× with σjt

2 − t2 = 2at + a2 6∈ k, so Vj 6= L. This shows

that L 6⊆
⋃N

j=1 Vj, so we can choose such an element x ∈ L that σjx− x 6∈ k for each j ≥ 2.

Let τ be such an element of G◦ that τx = x+1. Then for each pair (j, s) with intersecting
σjUL and τσsULτ

−1 action of an element in the intersection σjUL

⋂
τσsULτ

−1 on τx gives
σjx + 1 = τσsx. As σjUL ∩ Uτ(L) = ∅ for all 2 ≤ j ≤ N , since otherwise σj ∈ Uτ(L)UL ⊆
Uk(x), and thus, σjx = x, this implies that for some j with σj 6∈ UL, M > 0 one has
σjx = τMσjx −M . Thus, σjx − x = τM (σjx − x), so τ belongs to a compact subgroup,
contradicting to τx = x+ 1. ✷

Corollary 3.2. The G◦-modules F/k and F×/k× are irreducible.

Proof. Let A be the additive subgroup of F generated by the G◦-orbit of x. For any
y ∈ A − k one has 2

y2−1
= 1

y−1
− 1

y+1
. As 1

y−1
and 1

y+1
are in the G◦-orbit of y, this implies

that y2 ∈ A. As for any y, z ∈ A one has yz = 1
4
((y + z)2 − (y − z)2), the group A is a

subring of F .
Let M be the multiplicative subgroup of F× generated by the G◦-orbit some of x ∈ F −k.

Then for any y, z ∈M one has y + z = z(y/z + 1), so if y/z 6∈ k then y + z ∈M , and thus,
M

⋃
{0} is a G◦-invariant subring of F .

Suppose that the G◦-orbit of an element x ∈ F − k generates a proper subring, and thus,
a k-subalgebra of F . Since the G◦-orbit of an element x contains all elements of F − k(x),
if n ≥ 2 then each element of F is the sum of a pair of elements in the orbit. If n = 1 then
Gal(F/Q(G◦x)) ⊂ G◦ is a compact subgroup normalized by G◦. Then by Lemma 3.1 we

4



have Gal(F/Q(G◦x)) = {1}. As any element of Q(G◦x) is the fraction of a pair of elements
in Z[G◦x] and for any y ∈ F − k the element 1/y belongs to the G◦-orbit of y, one has
Z[G◦x] = F . ✷

Proposition 3.3. The annihilators in D of the smooth G-modules F/k and F×/k× are
trivial.

Proof. Let α ∈ D annihilates F/k. Let
∑N

j=1 aj · σj be the image of α in Q[G/UL] for
a compact open subgroup UL, an integer N ≥ 1, some aj ∈ Q and some pairwise distinct
embeddings σj : L →֒ F .

For any x ∈ L one has
∑N

j=1 aj · σjx ∈ k, so for some τ ∈ G such that the embeddings

σ1, . . . , σN , τσ1, . . . , τσN are pairwise distinct one has
∑N

j=1 aj · σjx+
∑N

j=1(−aj) · τσjx = 0
for all x ∈ L. Then, by Artin’s theorem on independence of characters, a1 = · · · = aN = 0.

Similarly, let α ∈ D annihilates F×/k×. Let
∑N

j=1 aj · σj be the image of α in Q[G/UL]
for a compact open subgroup UL, some aj ∈ Q and some pairwise distinct embeddings
σj : L →֒ F . We may suppose that aj ∈ Z.

For any x ∈ L× one has
∏N

j=1(σjx)
aj ∈ k×, so for some τ ∈ G such that the embeddings

σ1, . . . , σN , τσ1, . . . , τσN : L →֒ F are pairwise distinct one has
∏2N

j=1(σjx)
aj = 1 for all

x ∈ L×, where σj = τσj−N and aj = −aj−N for N < j ≤ 2N .
Let τ1, . . . , τM be a collection of pairwise distinct embeddings of L into F and b1, . . . , bM

be such a collection of non-zero integers that
∑M

j=1 |bj | is minimal among those for which∏M
j=1(τjx)

bj = 1 for all x ∈ L×. Then
∏M

j=1(τjx+1)bj −
∏M

j=1(τjx)
bj = 0, which is equivalent

to
∏

j:bj>0(τjx + 1)bj
∏

j:bj<0(τjx)
−bj −

∏
j:bj>0(τjx)

bj
∏

j:bj<0(τjx + 1)−bj = 0. We rewrite

this as
∑

c1,...,cM
Ac1,...,cM

∏M
j=1(τjx)

cj = 0, where 0 ≤ cj ≤ |bj| and
∑M

j=1 cj <
∑M

j=1 |bj|.
Then Ac1,...,cM are integers which are all non-zero if either cj = bj for all j with bj > 0,
or cj = −bj for all j with bj < 0. By Artin’s theorem on independence of characters,∏M

j=1(τjx)
cj =

∏M
j=1(τjx)

c′j for a pair of distinct collections (cj) and (c′j) as before, with

|cj−c
′
j | < |bj | for some j, and for all x ∈ L. But then

∑M
j=1 |cj−c

′
j | <

∑M
j=1 |bj|, contradicting

our assumptions, so a1 = · · · = aN = 0. ✷

4. Remarks on the admissible radical

As we have seen in the previous section, the common annihilator of all irreducible smooth
representations of G is trivial. For each “integer” 1 ≤ j ≤ ∞ we define Radj as the common
annihilator of all admissible representations of G over Q of length ≤ j.

Clearly,
⋂

j≥1Radj ⊇ Rad∞. We call Rad := Rad1 the admissible radical of D.
Let H be the two-sided ideal in D of locally translation-invariant measures on G. It is the

union of the Hecke algebras HU for all open compact subgroups U in G.

Lemma 4.1. Radi ·Radj ⊆ Radi+j. The restriction to Rad of the homomorphism D

∫
· ker χ
−→

Q[Q×+], induced by the character χ of the representation Q(χ), is zero.

Proof. Any G-module W of length ≤ i+ j contains a G-submodule W1 of length ≤ i with
the quotient W/W1 = W2 of length ≤ j.

Let α ∈ Radi and β ∈ Radj. As β(W2) = 0, one has β(W ) ⊆W1, and thus, αβ(W ) = 0.
5



For any β ∈ Q[Q×+] − {0} there is a homomorphism Q×+
ρ
−→ Q× inducing a ring ho-

momorphism Q[Q×+]
ρ
−→ Q such that ρ(β) 6= 0. If

∫
· kerχ

(α) 6= 0 then α acts on Q(ρ(χ))

non-trivially, contradicting the definition of Rad. ✷

Remark. This implies that there are admissible modules annihilated by Rad which are
not semi-simple. Namely, let W be a finite-dimensional vector space over Q and G acts via

a composition G
χ
−→ Q×+

ρ
−→ Z λ

−→ GL(W ), where ρ is surjective and λ(1) is a unipotent
operator in GL(W ). Then, by the above, the image of Rad in gl(W ) is zero.

Proposition 4.2. Radj are closed two-sided ideals in D for all integer j ≥ 1 and j =∞.
Rad∞ 6⊆ H. For any open compact subgroup U in G one has Rad∞

⋂
HU 6= 0, the algebra

HU/Rad is not semi-simple and it is infinite-dimensional.

Proof. It is straightforward that the common annihilator of any collection of G-modules
is a two-sided ideal. The annihilator of a smooth vector w in any G-module is an open
ideal, since it contains the left ideal generated by σ − 1 for all σ in the stabilizer of w. This
implies that the common annihilator of any collection of smooth vectors in any collection of
G-modules is a closed left ideal.

Let L ⊂ F be a field with L = F , hL be the Haar measure on Gal(F/L) ⊂ G, and suppose
that σ ∈ G induces an automorphism of L of finite order. Then hLσ = σhL = hLσhL ∈ D.
Let (W,π) be a smooth G-module. Since hL is an idempotent, one has a decomposition
W = ker(hL) ⊕ ker(1 − hL). Then π(hLσ) induces the zero map on ker(hL), and it acts
via an automorphism of finite order on ker(1 − hL), which is the image of hL. Suppose
that σ is divisible as an element of Aut(L/k) and L is finitely generated over k. Let W be
an admissible G-module such that hL(W ) 6= 0. Then, as the image of hL coincides with
WUL ∼= QN for some integer N ≥ 1, and π(hLσ) is a divisible torsion element of GLNQ, one
has π(hLσ) = π(hL).

In particular, if U is a compact open subgroup in G and L is a purely transcendental
extension of k in FU , then, as PGLn+1k is generated by divisible torsion elements, hLσ −
hL ∈ Rad∞

⋂
HU for any σ, inducing an automorphism of L in the subgroup PGLn+1k ⊆

Aut(L/k).
To construct an element in Rad∞ −H 6= 0, consider an abelian variety A of dimension

n over k with the function field L0 embedded into F . Each morphism A
N×
−→ A determines

an extension LN of L0 in F of degree N2n. Let L be the union of all these extensions. Let
W be an admissible G-module. Since LN

∼= L0, the subgroups ULN
and UL0 are conjugated

in G, so hL0(W ) and hLN
(W ) have the same dimension. As hL0(W ) ⊆ hLN

(W ), one has
hL0(W ) = hLN

(W ). Let e ∈ hL(W ) and UL′ = Stabe

⋂
UL0 . As L′ is a subfield in L

finitely generated over k, one has L′ ⊆ LN for some N ≥ 1, so e ∈ hLN
(W ), and thus,

hL0(W ) = hL(W ). As hL0 and hL are projectors, this means that hL0 − hL ∈ Rad∞.

By Lemma 4.1, the surjection HU

∫
· kerχ
−→ Q[Q×+] factors through HU/Rad, so for any open

compact subgroup U in G the algebraHU/Rad is infinite-dimensional and is not semi-simple.
✷

Lemma 4.3. Let for a smooth proper curve X over k the canonical map X −→ PM
k be an

embedding, and let N ≥ 2 be such an integer that each projective (N − 2)-subspace P in PM
F

intersects XF at most at N − 1 point. Then the classes of pairwise distinct generic points
σ1, . . . , σN of X are linearly independent in the group Pic(k(X)⊗k F ).

6



Proof. Let {ω0, . . . , ωM} be a basis of Γ(X,Ω1
X/k). The canonical map XF −→ PM

F is given

by σ 7−→ (σω0 : · · · : σωM) for any generic F -point σ. If for some mj one has
∑N

j=1mjσj = 0

in the group Pic(k(X)⊗k F ) then (
∑N

j=1mjσjω0, . . . ,
∑N

j=1mjσjωM) = 0, which means that

the points (σjω0 : · · · : σjωM) for 1 ≤ j ≤ N span at most an (N −2)-dimensional projective
subspace in PM

F , contradicting our assumption. ✷

Proposition 4.4. Support of any non-zero measure in Rad is infinite, i.e., Rad
⋂
Q[G] = 0.

Proof. By Proposition 5.3, the G-module Pic(k(X) ⊗k F ) is admissible and semi-simple,
and thus, it is annihilated by any element of Rad. It is enough to show that for any measure
ν =

∑N
j=1mjσj with pairwise distinct σj and mj ∈ Q× there is some smooth proper curve

X with a non-zero action of ν on the corresponding Pic(k(X)⊗k F ).
There is such a smooth proper curve X of genus g that the minimal degree of maps from

X to P1
k is greater than N . Suppose that intersection of an (N − 2)-subspace P ⊂ Pg−1 with

X in the canonical embedding contains a divisor D on X of degree N . Then under above
assumptions h1(Ω1

X(−D)) = h0(OX(D)) = 1, and therefore, by Riemann–Roch formula,
dim |Ω1

X(−D)| = g−N − 1. On the other hand, the linear system of hyperplanes containing
P is (g −N)-dimensional, leading to contradiction.

Let Lst = F 〈σs=σt〉 $ F for each pair s 6= t. Since any vector space over k is not a finite
union of proper subspaces, the union

⋃
1≤s<t≤N Lst never coincides with F , and we can embed

the field k(X) into F in such a way that k(X) is not in the union
⋃

1≤s<t≤N Lst, so the points
σ1|k(X), . . . , σN |k(X) are pairwise distinct. Then, by Lemma 4.3, the classes of σj |k(X) are
linearly independent in Pic(k(X)⊗k F ). ✷

5. Some geometric representations

Now we are going to construct a supply of semi-simple admissible representations of G.
Recall ([BZ]), that for each smooth G-module W and each open compact subgroup U of G
the Hecke algebra HU acts on the space WU .

Proposition 5.1 (=Proposition 2.10 of [BZ]). 1. A smooth Q-representation W of G is
irreducible if and only if for each subgroup U the HU -module WU is irreducible.

2. Let Wj for j = 1, 2 be smooth irreducible Q-representations of G and WU
1 6= 0 for some

U . Then W1 is equivalent to W2 if and only if WU
1 is equivalent to WU

2 .
3. For each irreducible Q-representation τ of the algebra HU there is a smooth irreducible

representation W of G with τ ∼= WU . ✷

Lemma 5.2. Let W be a smooth G-module. Suppose that for each compact open subgroup
U ⊂ G the HU -submodule WU is semi-simple. Then W is semi-simple.

Proof. Let W0 be the sum of all irreducible G-submodules in W . Suppose W 6= W0 and
e ∈ W −W0. Let V be the G-submodule in W generated by e, and V0 = V

⋂
W0. Let V2

be a maximal G-submodule in V − {e} containing V0. Then the G-module V1 = V/V2 is
irreducible. Let U be such an open compact subgroup in G that V U

1 6= 0. By Proposition
5.1(1), the HU -module V U

1 is irreducible. As the HU -module V U is semi-simple and V U/V U
2

is isomorphic to V U
1 , there is an HU -submodule NU in V U isomorphic to V U

1 and intersecting
V2 trivially.

7



For each open subgroup U ′ of U the HU ′-submodule N ′U ′ of U ′-invariants of the G-
submodule in V generated by NU splits into a direct sum

⊕
j A

mj

j of irreducible HU ′-modules,
mj ≤ ∞.

As (N ′U ′)U = hUDNU = hUDhUNU = NU , there is exactly one index j such that AU
j 6=

0. For this index one has mj = 1. By Proposition 5.1(3), there are smooth irreducible
representations W1 and W2 of G such that WU ′

1
∼= Aj and WU ′

2
∼= V U ′

1 . Since WU
1
∼= WU

2 , by
Proposition 5.1(2), one has W1

∼= W2, so Aj
∼= V U ′

1 . Set NU ′ = Aj .
Then N :=

⋃
U ′⊂U NU ′ is a G-submodule in V intersecting V0 trivially. (The action of

σ ∈ G on NL for some finite extension L of FU is given by the composition of the embedding
NL ⊆ NLσ(L) with hLσ(L) ∗ σ ∗ hLσ(L) ∈ EndNLσ(L). Here hL is the identity in HL, i.e., the
Haar measure on UL, and we have used σ : WUL −→ WUσ(L) ⊆ WULσ(L).) By Proposition
5.1(1), the G-module N is irreducible. This contradicts the definition of W0. ✷

Let Aq(Y ) be the Q-space Zq(Y ) of cycles on a smooth proper variety Y over k of codi-
mension q modulo an adequate equivalence relation ∼.

Let X be an inverse limit of varieties of a given dimension over k: X = lim
←−j∈I

Xj for a set

of indices I. Let αj : X −→ Xj be the canonical projections. Suppose that each Xj admits
an open embedding into a smooth irreducible proper scheme Xj over k.

Let Aq(X) be the cokernel of the map
⊕

j∈I Z
q
∼(Xj)

∑
j α

∗

j

−−−→ Zq(X). This is independent of

the choice of varieties Xj. Set B
q(X) = Aq(X) for ∼=numerical equivalence.

For a commutative k-algebra R we set Aq(R) := Aq(Spec(R)).

Proposition 5.3. The G-module Bq
X = Bq(X ×k F ) is admissible and semi-simple for any

smooth proper k-variety X and any q ≥ 0. If q ∈ {0, 1, dimX} then Bq
X is of finite length.

Proof. Bq(X ×k F ) is admissible, since we may suppose that k ⊆ C, and thus, for any
smooth proper k-variety Y with k(Y ) ⊂ F the space of Uk(Y )-invariants is a quotient of the
finite-dimensional space Zq(X ×k Y )/ ∼hom⊆ H2q((X ×k Y )(C),Q(q)).

For each Y with k(Y ) ⊂ F and k(Y ) = F the kernel of Aq(X ×k Y ) −→ Aq(X ×k k(Y ))
is a An(Y ×k Y )-submodule in Aq(X ×k Y ), since for its arbitrary element α and for any
element β ∈ An(Y ×k Y ) one has α ◦ β = pr13∗(pr

∗
12α · pr

∗
23β), so the projection to Y of the

support of α ◦ β is contained in pr2((D ×k Y )
⋂

supp(β)) for a divisor D on Y , which is of
dimension n − 1, so cannot dominate Y . This implies that Aq(X ×k k(Y )) has a natural
structure of a An(Y ×k Y )-module.

By [J], the algebra Bn(Y ×k Y ) is semi-simple, so the Bn(Y ×k Y )-module Bq(X×k k(Y ))
is also semi-simple. Then by Lemma 5.2 the G-module Bq(X ×k F ) is semi-simple.

As BdimX
X is semi-simple, its length is does not exceed dimQ EndG(B

dimX
X ). It follows from

Proposition 5.4 that the latter space is finite-dimensional, and thus, BdimX
X is of finite length.

B1
X is a subquotient of B1

C for a curve C, so it is also of finite length. ✷

Proposition 5.4. Let Y be a smooth irreducible proper variety over k and dimY ≤ n. Let
X be a smooth variety over k. For each q ≥ 0 there are canonical isomorphisms

Aq(Xk(Y ))
∼
−→ HomG(A

dimY (YF ), A
q(XF ))

∼
−→ HomG(Z

dimY (k(Y )⊗k F ), Aq(XF )).

For each pair of reduced irreducible group schemes A and B over k there is a natural
bijection Homgroup schemes/k(A,B)

∼
−→ HomG(A(F ),B(F )).
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Proof. For each G-module M and each embedding σ : k(Y ) →֒ F one has an isomorphism
MUσ(k(Y )) −→ HomG(Z

dimY (k(Y )⊗k F ),M) given by m 7−→ [τσ 7−→ τm].
Let ϕ ∈ HomG(Z

dimY (k(Y ) ⊗k F ), Aq(XF )). Fix an embedding σ : k(Y ) →֒ F . For any
ξ ∈ G one has ϕ(ξσ) = ξϕ(σ), in particular, if ξ|σ(k(Y )) = id then ϕ(σ) ∈ Aq(XF )

Uσ(k(Y )) =
Aq(Xσ(k(Y ))). ¿From this and the fact that the pairing Aq(X×k Y )⊗Adim Y (YF ) −→ Aq(XF )
factors through Aq(Xk(Y )) ⊗ AdimY (YF ) −→ Aq(XF ), one deduces that there is a canonical
homomorphism Aq(Xk(Y )) −→ HomG(A

dimY (YF ), A
q(XF )) sending a cycle α to the action

of its arbitrary lifting to a correspondence on X ×k Y , and it is surjective. On the other
hand, it has the inverse given by ϕ 7−→ σ−1∗ ϕ(σ), where σ∗ : A

q(Xk(Y ))
∼
−→ Aq(Xσ(k(Y ))).

The second map is clearly injective. Let ϕ ∈ HomG(A(F ),B(F )). Fix an absolutely
irreducible curve C ⊂ A over k generating A as an algebraic group, i.e., with the dominant
multiplication map CN

99K A for any N ≥ dimA. Fix a generic point x ∈ C(F ). Since
ϕ(τx) = τϕ(x), the element ϕ(x) is fixed by any element τ fixing x, so any coordinate of ϕ(x)
is a rational function over k in coordinates of x, and therefore, this gives rise to a rational
k-map h : C 99K B. Consider the rational k-map CN

99K B given by (x1, . . . , xN) 7−→
h(x1) · · ·h(xN ). On the set of F -points out of the union of “vertical” divisors, (i.e., on
Max(k(C)⊗k · · · ⊗k k(C)︸ ︷︷ ︸

N copies

⊗kF )) this map coincides with one given by (x1, . . . , xN) 7−→

ϕ(x1) · · ·ϕ(xN ) = ϕ(x1 · · ·xN ).
As the multiplication map Max(k(C)⊗k · · · ⊗k k(C)︸ ︷︷ ︸

N copies

⊗kF ) −→ A(F ) is surjective for any

integer N ≥ 2 dimA, the rational map CN
99K B factors through CN

99K A
ĥ
−→ B. Since ϕ

is a homomorphism, ĥ should also be a homomorphism, and in particular, regular. ✷

Corollary 5.5. For any pair (L, L′) of fields finitely generated over k with dimL′ Ω1
L′/k =

m ≤ n there is a canonical isomorphism

Aq(L⊗k L
′)

∼
−→ HomG(A

m(L′ ⊗k F ), Aq(L⊗k F )). ✷

Corollary 5.6. For any smooth irreducible variety X of dimension ≤ n + 1 over k and
any q ∈ {0, 1, 2, dimX} there is a unique G-submodule in Bq

X = Bq(X ×k F ) isomorphic to
Bq(k(X)⊗k F ).

Proof. For any q ≥ 0 and any adequate relation ∼ one has the short exact sequence⊕
D∈X1 Aq−1(D̃F ) −→ Aq(XF ) −→ Aq(k(X)⊗k F ) −→ 0. As Bq

X is semi-simple, there is a
G-submodule in Bq

X isomorphic to Bq(k(X)⊗k F ).

Such a submodule is unique, since, by Proposition 5.4, HomG(A
q−1(D̃F ), A

q(k(X) ⊗k

F ))
∼
−→ Aq(k(X) ⊗k k(D)) = 0 for q = dimX ; HomG(A

q−1(D̃F ), A
q(k(X) ⊗k F )) = 0 for

q ∈ {0, 1}; and A1(D̃F ) is isomorphic to a subquotient of A1(CF )⊕QN for a smooth proper

curve C, so HomG(A
1(D̃F ), A

2(k(X)⊗k F )) ⊆ A2(k(X)⊗k k(C)) = 0. ✷

For a G-module M define NjM as the subgroup generated by invariants M
GF/Fj for all

subfields Fj ⊆ F of transcendence degree j over k. Clearly, NjM is the G-submodule of M

generated by M
GF/Fj for some algebraically closed Fj , NjM ⊆ Nj+1M , and restriction to

NjM1 of each G-homomorphism M1 −→M2 factors through NjM2.
9



Example. For any field L finitely generated over k one has Nq−1A
q(L⊗k F ) = 0. If L is

of transcendence degree q over k, or q = 0, or q = 1 then NqA
q(L⊗k F ) = Aq(L⊗k F ).

This implies that for any smooth irreducible variety Y over k one has HomG(A
r(k(Y )⊗k

F ), Aq(k(X) ⊗k F )) = 0 if r < q and either r ≥ dimY , or r ∈ {0, 1}. This is because the
restriction toNrA

r(k(Y )⊗kF ) = Ar(k(Y )⊗kF ) of eachG-homomorphismAr(k(Y )⊗kF ) −→
Aq(k(X)⊗k F ) factors through NrA

q(k(X)⊗k F ) = 0.

Lemma 5.7. For any pair of k-varieties X, Y of dimension n, a k-variety Z of dimension
≤ n and integers p, q ≥ 0 one has HomHU

(Bq(Z×k Y ), Bp(k(X)⊗k k(Y ))) = 0, where either
q = dimZ < p, or q = n and dimZ < p, or q > n and p + q > dimZ + n, or q < p and
q ∈ {0, 1}.

Proof.

• For each open compact subgroup U ⊂ G and a smooth irreducible variety Y over k with
k(Y ) = FU we define a semi-simple G-module (of finite length) Bq

Z,Y as the minimal

one such that the HU -module (Bq
Z,Y )

U is isomorphic to Bq(Z×kY ). By Proposition 5.1,
it exists and it is unique. There is a canonical morphism Bq

Z,Y −→ Bq
Z . It is surjective

if and only if Bq
Z is of finite type and U fixes a set of its generators.

Let dimZ = d < n. Note, that Bd(Z ×k Y ) = (Bd
Z,Y )

U and W1 = Bd
Z,Y is a

quotient of the module Zd(k(Z) ⊗k F ) = NdZ
d(k(Z) ⊗k F ) (since WU

1 = WU for
W = Zd(k(Z)⊗k F )/{G-envelope of ker[Zd(k(Z)⊗k k(Y )) −→ Bd(Z ×k Y )]}).

As HomG(Z
d(k(Z) ⊗k F ), Bn(k(X) ⊗k F )) = 0, this gives HomG(W1, B

n(k(X) ⊗k

F )) = 0. We need to show that HomHU
(WU , Bn(k(X)⊗k k(Y ))) = 0.

By Proposition 5.1, for any pair (W1,W2) of semi-simple G-modules the natural
homomorphism HomG(W1,W2) −→ HomHU

(WU
1 ,WU

2 ) is surjective. Then, as its source
is zero whenW2 = Bn(k(X)⊗kF ), we get that HomHU

((Bd
Z,Y )

U , Bn(k(X)⊗kk(Y ))) = 0.
• Let c = n − dimZ, so the variety Z × Pc is n-dimensional. As there is an embedding
of HU -modules Bn(Z ×k Y ) →֒ Bn(Z ×k Pc ×k Y ), it is enough to show the vanishing
of HomHU

(Bn(Z × Pc ×k Y ), Bp(k(X)⊗k k(Y ))) for p > dimZ.
By semi-simplicity, the latter is a subgroup in HomG(B

n
Z×Pc,Y , B

p(k(X) ⊗k F )) ⊆
HomG(Z

n(k(Z×Pc)⊗kF ), Bp(k(X)⊗kF )). By Proposition 5.4, the latter coincides with

Bp(k(X)⊗kk(Z×Pc)), which is dominated by Bp(Ac
k(X)⊗kk(Z))

∼
←− Bp(k(X)⊗kk(Z)) =

0, and thus, HomHU
(Bn(Z ×k Y ), Bp(k(X)⊗k k(Y ))) = 0, if p > dimZ.

• As theHU -module
⊕

D∈Zq−n Bn(D̃×kY ) surjects ontoHU -module Bq(Z×kY ) when q >
n, the vanishing of HomHU

(Bq(Z×kY ), Bp(k(X)⊗kk(Y ))) follows from the vanishing of

the group HomHU
(Bn(D̃×kY ), Bp(k(X)⊗kk(Y ))) for each subvariety D of codimension

q − n on Z.
• If q = 1 then B1(Z ×k Y ) is a subquotient of B1(C ×k Y ) for a smooth curve C, so we
are reduced to the case q = dimZ < p. The case q = 0 is trivial. ✷

Proposition 5.8. Let X and Y be smooth irreducible varieties over k, and either q ∈
{0, 1, 2}, or q = dimX = dimY . Then there is a unique BdimX(X ×k X)×BdimY (Y ×k Y )-
submodule in Bq(X ×k Y ) isomorphic to its quotient Bq(k(X)⊗k k(Y )).

Proof. The existence of such submodule follows from the semi-simplicity ([J]). As the
kernel of the projection Bq(X ×k Y ) −→ Bq(k(X) ⊗k k(Y )) is generated by the images of

Bq−1(X ×k Ẽ) and Bq−1(D̃ ×k Y ) for all divisors D on X and all divisors E on Y , the
10



uniqueness would follow from HomBdimY (Y×kY )(B
q−1(D̃ ×k Y ), Bq(k(X)⊗k k(Y ))) = 0. But

this is Lemma 5.7. ✷

Proposition 5.9. For any irreducible k-variety X of dimension n there is a non-degenerate

G-equivariant pairing W ⊗W
〈 , 〉
−→ Q(χ), where W = Bn(k(X)⊗k F ) 6= 0.

If for (n − 1)-cycles on 2n-dimensional complex varieties the numerical equivalence co-
incides with the homological one, then 〈 , 〉 is (−1)n-definite. In particular, this holds for
n ≤ 2.

Proof. For a pair β1, β2 ∈ W fixed by a compact open subgroup U ⊂ G we define

〈α, β〉 ∈ Q(χ) by 〈β̂1 · β̂2〉 · [U ], where β̂1, β̂2 are the images of β1, β2 ∈ Bn(k(X)⊗k k(Y )) in
Bn(X ×k Y ) in the sense of Proposition 5.8. Here Y is a smooth proper variety over k with
the function field k(Y ) identified with FU .

For a triple of smooth proper varieties X1, X2, X3, a triple of integers a, b, c ≥ 0 with
a+b+c = dim(X1×X2×X3) and a triple α ∈ Aa(X1×X2), β ∈ Ab(X2×X3), γ ∈ Ac(X1×X3)
one has 〈α ◦ β, γ〉 = 〈β, tα ◦ γ〉 = 〈α, γ ◦ tβ〉. For any α ∈ W − {0} fixed by U there is
β ∈ Bn(X ×k Y ) such that 〈α̂, β〉 6= 0. Then, as α̂ = ∆k(X) ◦ α̂ ◦ ∆k(Y ), where ∆k(X) is
the identity element in Bn(k(X) ⊗k k(X)) considered as an element of Bn(X ×k X), and
similarly for ∆k(Y ), one has 〈α̂, β〉 = 〈α̂,∆k(X) ◦ β ◦∆k(Y )〉 6= 0. As ∆k(X) ◦ β ◦∆k(Y ) ∈ W ,
this shows that 〈 , 〉 is non-degenerate.

By Lemma 5.7, HomHU
(Bn+1(X ×k Y ), Bn(k(X) ⊗k k(Y ))) = 0, and therefore, for any

L ∈ NS(X) one has HomHU
(L ·Bn(X×k Y ), Bn(k(X)⊗k k(Y ))) = 0. By the semi-simplicity,

this means that the composition Bn(k(X) ⊗k k(Y )) →֒ Bn(X ×k Y )
·[L]
−→ Bn+1(X ×k Y )

is zero for any L ∈ NS(X). Interchanging the roles of X and Y , we see that the image of
Bn(k(X)⊗kk(Y )) in Bn(X×kY ) is annihilated by any L ∈ NS(X)

⊕
NS(Y ) ⊆ NS(X×kY ),

i.e., it consists of primitive elements. Then, by the Hodge index theorem, if for (n − 1)-
cycles on 2n-dimensional complex varieties the numerical equivalence coincides with the
homological one, then the pairing W ⊗W −→ Q(χ) is (−1)n-definite. ✷

References

[BZ] I.N.Bernstein, A.V.Zelevinsky, Representations of the group GL(n, F ), where F is a local non-

archimedian field, Uspehi Matem.Nauk 31 (1976), no.3 (189), 5–70.
[J] U.Jannsen, Motives, numerical equivalence, and semi-simplicity, Invent.Math. 107 (1992), no.3, 447–452.
[ΠIII-III] I.I.Piatetskii-Shapiro, I.R.Shafarevich, Galois theory of transcendental extensions and uniformiza-

tion, Izv.AN SSSR, ser. matem. 30 (1966), 671–704.

11


