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On dlog image of K5 of elliptic surface minus singular
fibers

Masanori Asakura

Abstract

Let m: X — C be an elliptic surface over an algebraically closed field of charac-
teristic zero and D; = 77_1(PZ-) the singular fibers. Put U = X —U; D;. Our objective
in this paper is the image of the dlog map I"(U, K2) — I'(X, Q% (log Y D;)). In par-
ticular, we give an upper bound of the rank of the dlog image, which is computable
in many cases. This also allows us to construct indecomposable parts of Bloch’s
higher Chow groups CH?(X, 1) in special examples.

1 Introduction

Let U be a nonsingular variety over a field of characteristic zero. Let X be a smooth
compactification of U such that D := X — U is a normal crossing divisor. Then there is
the dlog map

dlog : I'(U, Ky) — I'(X, Q% (log D))

from the K-cohomology group to the space of the algebraic differential 2-forms on X with
logarithmic poles along D. When the base field is C, the dlog image is contained in the
Betti cohomology group H%(U, Z(2)) modulo torsion:

dlogl'(U, Ks) € I'(X, Q% (log D)) N Hz(U, Z(2))/torsion. (1.1)

In the paper [2] Beilinson conjectured that the equality always holds true in (1) (see
also [10] 5.18, 5.20). However very little is known about it.

In the present paper we study the dlog image in a different way from the above when
U is the complement of the singular fibers in an elliptic surface. The main results are
Theorems A and B.

Theorem A concerns K, of Tate curves. Let K be a finite unramified extension of Q,
and R its integer ring. Let FE, be the Tate curve over the ring R((q)) := R[[q]][¢""] of
formal power series with coefficient in R. Then Theorem A gives a criterion for 2-forms
on E, to be contained in dlog image of K(E,). It also gives a bounding space for K, of
elliptic surface over R. Namely let g : Xg — Cg be an elliptic surface over R as in 3
below, and Upr the complement of the singular fibers. Then we introduce a Z,-submodule
®(Ug)z, of I'(Xg, 0%, /r(log D)) and show that the dlog image of I'(Ug, Ks) ® Z, is
contained in ®(Ug)z, (Theorem B33). I expect that dlogl'(Ug, C2) ® Q, = ®(Ugr)z, ® Q,
as is so in Beilinson’s conjecture, though I have no idea how to attack this problem. See
Conjecture B0
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Theorem B concerns an upper bound of the rank of the dlog image of K, of elliptic
surface minus singular fibers. The dlog image is isomorphic to the image of the boundary
map O (cf. Lemma Z3)). Theorem B (1) asserts 0I'(Ug, Ks) ® Z, = 0I'(Ux, K2) ® Z,
if p satisfies mild conditions. Thus we get rankzl (Uz, Ks) < rankg ®(Ug)z, thanks
to Theorem A. However this is not enough to compute an explicit bound as it is usually
difficult to compute the Z,-rank of ®(Ug)z,. Theorem B (2) enables us to replace ®(Ur)z,
with a more computable space ®(Ug)r,. In §611 we will summarize how to obtain the
upper bound of rankyI'(Ux, K2). Note that if the conjecture “dlogl"(Ug,KCs) ® Q, =
®(Ur)z, ® Q" is true, dimg, ®(Ug)r, is not an upper bound but the exact rank of the
dlog image (Conjecture [.2).

We will apply the above results to examples in §8

Corollary 1.1 (Theorem BII) Let w : V — P! be the minimal elliptic surface over C
such that the general fiber T=1(t) is the elliptic curve defined by Y? = X3 + X% +t". Let
U be the complement of the singular fibers in V. Then we have

rank dlogl"(U,Ky) =2 forn=2,3,5,7,11,13,17,19, 23, 29.
The dlog image is generated by

dlog{Y_X t}) dlog{”_(X”/?’) t+4/27}‘

Y+X X3 Y+ (X +2/3) (X +2/3)3

Using the above result together with Stiller’s computations on Néron-Severi groups ([24],
[25]), we can obtain the indecomposable parts of the Adams weight piece K(V)® of V
(which is isomorphic to Bloch’s higher Chow group CH?*(V, 1) ® Q):

Corollary 1.2 (Theorem B Let 7 : V — P! be as above and Y; (1 <i < n+1) the
multiplicative fibers. Let Ki*(V)®) denotes the indecomposable K,

K (V)@ € 15, (V) /(€ @ NS(V))

where NS(V') denotes the Néron-Severi group. Then we have

n+1
dim Image(EP K1 (Y;) — K™(V)®) =n—1 for n=7,11,13,17,19,23,29.
=1

Since X and Y; are defined over Q, it seems difficult to obtain Corollary [Tl or Corollary
without using ®(Ug)r, (at least I don’t know). For example I do not know how
to show the non-vanishing of the regulator image of @®;K}(Y;) in the Deligne-Beilinson
cohomology H(V,Q(2))/(C* ® NS(V')) modulo decomposable part.

Acknowledgements. 1 express special thanks to Dr. Seidai Yasuda who pointed out that
Theorem A in an earlier version can be improved by using Kato’s explicit reciprocity law.
Before his comments, I used the Artin-Hasse formula for the proof and was dissatisfied
with a half-finished statement (cf. Remark BZ). I also thank Professor Kazuya Kato
who informed me his papers [I3] and [I4] with many valuable suggestions. Most parts of
this paper was written during my stay at the University of Chicago in September 2005
supported by JSPS Postdoctoral Fellowships for Research Abroad.
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2 Preliminaries

For an abelian group M, we denote by M|[n] (resp. M/n) the kernel (resp. cokernel) of
multiplication by n. M, denotes the torsion subgroup of M.

2.1 Algebraic K-theory and K-cohomology

Let X be a separated noetherian scheme. Let P(X) be the exact category of locally
free sheaves, and BQP(X) the simplicial set attached to P(X) by Quillen ([I7], [23]).
Quillen’s higher K-groups of X are defined as the homotopy groups of BQP(X):

def

Ki(X) Y 7,1BQP(X), i>0.

We refer [23] for the general properties of higher K-theory such as, products, localization
exact sequences, norm maps (also called transfer maps) etc.
Let KC; denote the Zariski sheaf on X associated to the presheaf

Ur—s K,(U) (UcCX).

The Zariski cohomology groups Hj, (X, K;) are called the K -cohomology groups ([23] §5
etc.). Assume that X is a regular irreducible scheme of dimension d. We denote by X7
the set of points of height j. We write by k(z) the residue field of a point € X and
ir : {x} — X the inclusion. Then we have the complex

0= K = Ki(k(n) = €D i Kima(5(x)) = -+ = @ iaeKicalr(z)) 0 (2.1)

zeX! zeXd
of Zariski sheaves where 7 is the generic point.

Theorem 2.1 (Gersten conjecture) The complex 1) is exact in either of the fol-
lowing cases.

1. © > 0 and X 1s a nonsingular variety over a field,

2. 1 =2 and X is smooth over a Dedekind domain.

Proof. The former is due to Quillen [I7] Thm. 5.11, and the latter is due to Bloch [].
Q.ED.

Suppose that X is either of the cases in Theorem 2l Then (1) gives the flasque
resolution of the sheaf IC; so that we have the isomorphism

ker(@zexj Ki_j(/i(l’)) — @xexﬂl Ki—j—l(ﬂ(x)))
Image(@xerfl Kz'—j+1(ff($)) — @mer Kz‘—j(’i(x)))

Hereafter, we often use the identification (Z2). In particular, we identify I'(X, KCy) =
H). (X, K5) with the kernel of the tame symbol

* or. or fordz
T= @ To - KM @ ’ {f’g} = Z( 1) Aol Pords gordz(f) (23)

rzeX! rzeX! rzeX!

(2.2)

H%ar(X7 ICZ) =



Here K denotes Milnor’s K.
Let X be a regular scheme of dimension d. There is the natural map Ky(X) — ker 7,
which is surjective if tensoring with Z[1/(d + 1)!] ([22] Théoreme 4 iv)). In particular, if
X is either of the cases in Theorem I, we have a natural surjection
1
(d+ 1)!]'

K)(X)®7Z| | — I'(X,K2) ® Z] (2.4)

(d+1)

2.2 Regulator and dlog maps on I'(X, K5)

Let W}, be a nonsingular variety over a field k. There are the requlator maps (also called
the Chern class maps)

cp: I(We, o) — Hy(We, Z(2)) (2.5)
to the Betti cohomology group when k = C,
ce, 1 T(Wh, Ko) — HZ (Wi, Z/n(2)) (2.6)
to the étale cohomology group when n is invertible in k, and
car : T'(Wy, KCy) — Hig (Wi /k) (2.7)

to the de Rham cohomology group when k is of characteristic zero (cf. [26] §23. See also
[8], 18] for the general Chern class maps on Quillen’s K-groups).

The following theorem will play an essential role in the proof of Theorem B.

Theorem 2.2 (Suslin’s exact sequence ; [26] Corollary 23.4) Suppose thatn is in-
vertible in k. There is the natural exact sequence

0 — I'(Wi, o) /n =% HE(Wi, Z/n(2)) — H

Zar

Suppose that k is of characteristic zero. The de Rham regulator cqr factors through
the subspace F2H, (Wi /k) = F(Wk,QQWk(log Dy.)) where W; D W, is a smooth com-
pactification such that Dj := W, — W, is a NCD. Thus it gives rise to the dlog map

dlog : I'(Wy, Ky) — I'(Wy, Q%k(long)), (2.9)

which is written as > {f, ¢} — >_df/f.dg/g under the identification (22).

Let A be a discrete valuation ring with the uniformizer 7, and K its quotient field.
Let W4 be a smooth scheme over A and W4 D Wy smooth over A such that Dy =
Y.Dja = W4 — Wy is a relative normal crossing divisor over A, which means that all
D, 4 are smooth over A and any intersection locus of Dy are also smooth. Then we also
have the dlog map

dlog : I'(Wa, K2) — I'(Wa, Q4 (log Da)). (2.10)

Although the existence of dlog ([ZI0) is folklore, I give the definition for the convenience
of the reader. Let Wx := Wy x4 K. Put

QjWA/A(log) = li?mF(WA — Eing, QjWA/A(log E)) C Q%(W)/K
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where E runs over all divisors on W 4 such that each irreducible component is flat over
A and Egne denotes the singular locus. We claim that the image of the dlog map

df dg
KNKW)) — Qewyyier {97 — I
is contained in QQWA/A(log). In fact let f € K(W)*. Since d(cf)/(cf) = df/f for c € K*

and W 4 is smooth over A, we may replace f with 7™ f so that all irreducible components
of the divisor of f are flat over A. Thus we have df /f € I'(W 4 — Eging, QlwA/A(log E)) for

all f € K(W)* and hence df /f - dg/g € Q%A/A(log E). Let
, -
Res, : Q]WA/A(log) — Wk
be the residue map at x. Then we have a commutative diagram
KY(KW)) — = @, ey nla)’
o | o (2.11)

DResy
QQWA/A(IOg) — @zeW}{ Qfli(x)/K-

The kernel of the bottom arrow is

(W — Egng, O, 4(log Da)) € lim I(Wy — 2,0, (log D))
E

WA/A WA/A
codimZ>2
=I'(Wa, %, ,(log Da)).
The last equality follows from the fact that Q2WA y 4(log D) is locally free of finite rank.
Thus we get the dlog map
dlog : I'(Wi, Kz) = ker 7 — I'(W4, Q4 (log D)) (2.12)

and hence (2I0).

2.3 Elliptic surfaces over fields or discrete valuation rings

Let A be a field or a discrete valuation ring. In this paper, we mean by an elliptic surface
over A a projective flat morphism 7,4 : X4 — C4 of A-schemes such that

(i). X4 and C4 are projective and smooth schemes over A of relative dimension 2 and
1 respectively,

(ii). The general fiber of 74 is an elliptic curve,
(iii). 74 has a section e4 : Cy — X 4.

(iv). Let ¥4 C C4 be the closed subscheme such that 7,4 is smooth outside ¥4. Then
Y4 consists of disjoint union of P; 4 = SpecA.



We put SA = OA — EA, Di,A = WKI(PLA), DA = ZDi,A and UA = XA —DAZ

UA—>XA

| | =

SA — CA.

Let K be the quotient field of A and K the algebraic closure. Put X = X4 x4 K
and X7 1= X4 x4 K etc. If all fibers of g : Xzz — Cf are free from (—1)-curves, we
call it minimal. There are a unique minimal elliptic surface 7. : Viz = Cx over K and a

K
surjective map pg : Xz — Vg such that m—pp = T

PKE
cr

The classification of the singular fibers of minimal elliptic surface is well-known thanks
to works of Kodaira and Néron. I refer the reader to the book [20] IV §8. Of particular
interest to us is the type I,,, m > 1 which is also called the multiplicative type. We say
a fiber D; 4 is of type I, etc. if so is Y,z := pg(D; %) in the language of Kodaira and
Néron (cf. loc.cit). Note that if 74 has a section, then there is no multiple fiber (also
called ,,1,).

For convenience, we put the numbering of D; 4 in the following way.

X% Vi

D\ — type I,, (multiplicative fiber) 1 <1i <s,
oA other types 1> 8.

Since Lemma below, we only consider the case s > 1, namely there is at least one
multiplicative fiber, which is also equivalent to that the functional j-invariant is not
constant. If the multiplicative fibers satisfy the following condition, we say that they are
A-rational.

(Rat) For each 1 <i < s there is a closed subscheme DY, C D; 4 such that D?, x4 K

(2
is the rational curves arranged in the shape of r;-gon. Moreover if r; > 2, then Dg A

consists of r;-irreducible components Di(]j =~ P!, which intersect transversally and
all intersection locus are A-rational points. If r; = 1, then D; 4 is the geometrically
irreducible rational curve over A with a A-rational node.

We say that w4 : X4 — Ca has relative normal crossing divisors (abbreviated NCD’s) in
singular fibers if

(NCD) the reduced schemes (D; 4)req of D; 4 are relative NCD’s over SpecA for all i.

2.4 Boundary maps

Let m4 : X4 — C4 be an elliptic surface satisfying (Rat). Let D; 4 be a multiplicative
fiber. Fix an irreducible component Z; 4 C D}, and a singular point Q; 4 of D}, such

that Q; 4 € Z; 4. Put ZS A=2ZiaN Dgfg where Dgfg denotes the regular locus. Then
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Z) 4 is isomorphic to Gy, 4. Let 7; 2 I'(Ua, K2) = I'(Z) 4, K1) be the tame symbol (3

at Z), and ord, : I'(Z) 4, K1) = Z the map of order at Q; 4. Put 0; := ord; - 7;. We call
the following map the boundary map in algebraic K-theory:

0=ED0: I'(U, K) — Z%. (2.13)
=1

It is easy to see that 0; does not depend on the choices of Z; 4 nor Q); 4 up to sign (cf. [19)
1.5 or fZT below). (Since our objective is the image of the boundary, the sign ambiguity
does not matter.) There are the corresponding maps (which we also call the boundary
maps)

Op : Hy(Uc, Z(2)) — Z%* (2.14)
on the Betti cohomology when A = C and
Os : Hz(Uz, Z/n(2)) — Z/n®* (2.15)

on the étale cohomology when A = k is an algebraically closed field in which n is invertible.
The map Op is defined as the composition of the following maps

H}(Ue, Z(2)) — P Hy (2. 2(1)) — P Z.

The definition of O is similar. Note that dp (or Og) is also defined as the composition
of Hp(Uc, Z(2)) — Hy 5(Xc, Z(2)) and the Poincare-Lefschetz duality Hy 5(Xc, Z(2)) =
H,(Ye,Z) = 7%,

Suppose further the condition (NCD). Then there is the Poincare residue map

Opr : I'(Xa, 0%, jalog Dy)) — AP (2.16)

on the de Rham cohomology group. The boundary maps dg, 0i and dpg are compatible
with 0 under the dlog or regulator maps. In particular we have a commutative diagram

[(Xa, 9%, 4(log D))~ A%
dlogT T (2.17)
L(Ua, Ks) 2, 78,

Lemma 2.3 Suppose that A =k is a field of characteristic zero.
(1) dlogl(Ug, K2) = OI'(Uy, K2). In particular, 0 < rankzdlogl’ (U, KCs) < s.
(2) Let K Dk be a field. Then O (Uy, Xy k, Ka) = O (Uy, xi K, KCy).

Proof. (1). Due to the commutative diagram (ZI1), it is enough to show that Jgr is
injective on the image dlogl'(Uy, Ks), It follows from an easy argument that we may



assume k = C. Then the dlog image is contained in Hz(Uc, Z(2))/(torsion) and Oyr is
compatible with dg. Thus it is enough to show that the following map

I'(Xe, 9% c(log De)) N (H3(Ug, Z(2)) /torsion) —2— 7
H (2.18)
F?H3, (Ue/C) N (H3 (U, Z(2)) /torsion)

is injective. Since Op is a homomorphism of mixed Hodge structures, the injectivity of
([ZIR) follows from the Hodge symmetry.
(2). Easy. Q.E.D.

3 Theorem A and ®(Ug)z,

3.1 Tate curves over complete rings

Let A be a noetherian local ring which is complete with respect to an ideal gA. Then the
Tate curve Eq = E; aq-1 is defined to be the proper smooth scheme over A[g~'] defined
by the equation

v 4+ oy = 2° + ay(q)x + ag(q) (3.1)
with
= n3g" L (503 + Tn®)q"
as(q) = =5 . ag(q) = — ~ = 3.2

Let O be the infinity point of E,. The series

q"u q
SRR Do ) Dl 63

neZ n>1

n

0=y * S o

nez n>1

converge for all u € A[g~!]* — ¢*. They induce a homomorphism

(@(u), y(u)) if u & q”

3.5
@] if u € ¢2, (3:5)

Alg ' /q" — Ey(Alg7']), ur— {

which is bijective if A is a complete discrete valuation ring. We often use the uniformiza-

tion (BH). In particular, we have ; ;
x u

2y +x U

which we call the canonical invariant 1-form.

Definition 3.1 (Theta function)

O(u) = 0(u,q) &) (1 —u) H 1—q"u)(1—q"u™)
n=1



0(u) converges for all u € Afg~']* and satisfy

O(qu) = O(u™") = —u~'0(u) (3.6)
0(g"u) = (—u)"q """ 20(u)  (n € Z) (3.7)

In particular a function
e (3.8)

is g-periodic if [, ou/B; = 1. Suppose that A = R is a complete discrete valuation ring.
We denote by K its quotient field. Then, for any rational function f(u) on E, &, one
can find ¢, a;, B € K such that f(u) is given as in [BX). Thus we have the one-one
correspondence

_ - 0(a .
K(E,)* LN {CH 9223 ¢, o, B € K with H%‘/ﬂz‘ = 1} , (3.9)
by which we often identify the both sides.

3.2 Statement of Theorem A

Let p > 3 be a prime number, and r» > 1 an integer. Let Ry be the integer ring of a finite
unramified extension K, of Q, of degree d. There is a n-th root ¢ of unity with p fn such
that Ky = Q,(¢) and Ry = Z,[¢]. Let gy be an indeterminate and put ¢ := ¢j. Let us
consider the Tate curve E, = E, gy ((40)) over Ro((q0)) :== Ro[[qo]][a5]-

The dlog map Ky — Q2Eq /Ro of Zariski sheaves on £, gives rise to

dlog : I'(Ey, Ky) — I'(Eq, Q% /g, )- (3.10)

We also denote by dlog the composite map

dlo dqo du
Ky (Ey) — I'(Eq, Ky) e F(EanE /Ro) — RO((QO))Q—OO;a
where the last map is the natural map due to the fact that the relative dimension of
E,/Ry is two and the fiber is the elliptic curve. Define a map

6= oc: Rolla) 2 — []@, /102, (311)

k>1

in the following way. Express

f(qo)@d—u = (Z ch()) 40 (3.12)

4o U ez o U
arql beCqp ¢ g\ dgo du
- E E o> P00 ) IBTE (313
Qm%%+ e A 7§ R



with ay, by, - -, ly € Z,. Note that ay,--- ,l; are uniquely determined. Then we define

dgo du
¢ f(q0)$; — (ax mod k?, -+ I, mod k7, )p>1.
0

Theorem A. Suppose that p is prime to 2r. Then the composition

K> (E,) =5 Ro((q0)) dqodu = 1 @,/kz, (3.14)

k>1

18 Zero.

This is the most important result in this paper. It gives a criterion for 2-forms to
be contained in the dlog image. We note that we can replace Ky(E,) with I'(E,, K3) in
Theorem A if p > 5. In fact the map Ky(E,) Z[1/6] — ['(E,, Ks) ®Z[1/6] is surjective
as dimE, = 2 ([22] Théoreme 4 iv)). The map ¢ depends on the choice of (. However we
will later see that the kernel of ¢ does not depend on it (Remark B.2).

We will prove Theorem A in $# and §8 The outline is as follows. We first construct
the following commutative diagram

K2(Eq)

Too

Ro((q0) 2% < Rol(@0))” @ ZIr '] —= (Ro((a0)) ™))" /"

for v > 1 where h is the natural map from the ring homomorphism Ry((qo)) — Ro((q0))[p™?]
and ¢ is given by h — %%“. The map 7<' is defined from the étale regulator and the weight
exact sequence on the étale H! of Tate curve. The map 7. is defined in the language of
algebraic K-theory, which turns out to be an analogue of the Beilinson regulator, though
our construction is completely different from Beilinson’s one (and it is rather simple).
Although the three maps dlog, 7., and 7 are defined in different ways, it turns out that
they are compatible. In particular we can reduce the problem to the characterization of
the image of 7... It follows from the definition that the image of 7< is contained in the
kernel of the map x — z U ¢ of cup-product in étale cohomology groups of Ro((qo))[p~"].
Thus we get a vanishing

{7(€),¢} =0 in K3"(Ro(qo))/p" (3.15)

for all £ € Ky(E,) where Ry(qy) denotes the p-adic completion of Ry((qo)) (cf. SEIT).
Finally we apply Kato’s explicit reciprocity law to (BIH) and obtain the desired result.

Remark 3.2 In an earlier version, I proved Theorem A only in the case of Ry = Z, and
only for k < p(2p —2). The outline of the proof was the same, but I used the Artin-Hasse
formula instead of Kato’s explicit reciprocity law. Dr. Yasuda informed me Kato’s work
and pointed out that we can get more general statement.
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3.3 ®(Ugr)z, : a bounding space of dlog image

Let p > 5 be a prime number. Let K be a finite unramified extension of @, and R its
integer ring. Let mr : Xg — Cg be an elliptic surface over R as in §23 satisfying (Rat)
and (NCD). Assume that p is prime to 7y - - - 75. Let t; € O¢,, be the uniformizer of P, p
for 1 <i <s. Let ¢; : SpecR((t;)) — Sg be the punctured neighborhood of P, p and X;

the fiber product:
Xi — UR

| [

SpecR((t;)) —— Sk.
Then X; is isomorphic to the Tate curve over R((t;)). More precisely let ¢ € R((¢;)) be
the unique power series such that ordy,(¢) = r; and

1
JOX) =+ T4 196884g + - (3.16)

Then there is an isomorphism

Xi = Eqr((t) (3.17)
of R((t;))-schemes. The isomorphism (BI) is unique up to the translation and the
involution morphism. Put a; :=t}"/j(X;)|t,=0 = t."/qlt;=0 € R*. Let K; = K(ag/”) and R;
its integer ring. Since p is prime to 75, K; is also unramified over Q,. There is ¢; € R;((t;))
such that ¢* = ¢ and we have R;((t;)) = Ri((¢;)). Put F(XR,Qg(R/R(log Dg))z, =
On (Z%°) where Oqr is the boundary map (EZT6). We have the composition of natural
maps

where the isomorphism in the middle is due to (BId). Let d; = [K; : Q,]. There are the
corresponding maps on K-cohomology to (BI8) which give rise to a commutative diagram

[(Up,K2) ®Z,  —%5 I'(Xp, %, p(log Dr))z,

! =

T(Eqry(a K2) ® Z, 55 Ri((q;)) % 4 (3.19)
&
[Lio1(Zy /K2 Z,) .

Let ¢; be the composition of the right vertical arrows. Thanks to Theorem A and remark
after it we have ¢dlog = 0 in (BJ9). Thus we have

Theorem 3.3 Suppose p fory---rs. Then the composition

s

i=1 k>1

1S 2ero.
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Definition 3.4 ®(Ug)z, := ker(®¢;) = (,_, ker ¢;.

Note that since ker ¢; does not depend on the choice of ¢; such that R; = Z,[(;] (Remark
B32), so does not ®(Ug)z,.

Although the sequence [BI4) is far from exact, I expect that (B20) is exact (modulo
torsion), namely the dlog image is characterized by the numerical conditions on the Fourier
coefficients:

Conjecture 3.5 (characterization of dlog image)

dlogF(UR, ICQ) ® Qp = (I)(UR)ZP ® @p'

4 Construction of ( , ) and 7
In this section we construct maps

(,): K3N(K(u)’) — K7, (4.1)

1 1
Too - KQ(Eq,A[q*I]) & Z[;] — A[q_l]* ® Z[;]v (42>
where K is a complete discrete valuation field (see &I below for the definition of &(u)"),
(A,q,7) is as in the beginning of §2 and E, i1 is the Tate curve over Afg~']. Both

maps play important roles in the proof of Theorem A. I keep in mind the cases of K = L
a finite extension of Q, or K = k((go)) for (1)) and the case that A = Ry((¢q)) or Ry for

E2).
4.1 Construction of the pairing ( , ) : KM (KC(u)?) — K*

Let R be a complete discrete valuation ring with a uniformizer 7 and K the quotient
field of R. Let ordg : K — Z U {400} be the valuation such that ordg(mc) = 1. By
convention, ordi(0) = +oo0. This map is uniquely extended on K the algebraic closure
of K, which we also write by ordic. We put R,, = R/7g, U, = 1 +7¢R (n > 1) and
k = R/mcR the residue field.

4.1.1 K(u) and K(u)

Letting u be an indeterminate, we define a ring R(u) to be the mc-adic completion of
R((w)) = R[[ul][u""]:

R{u) € i (R /()

R(u) is the subring of the ring R[[u, u !]] of formal Laurent series which is generated by

“+oo
Z au' (a; €R)

1=—00
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such that ordyg(a;) — +o00 asi — —oo. Since R((u)) is a PID, R(u) is a discrete valuation
ring with a uniformizer mc. We denote by K(u) the fractional field : K{u) = L@g R(u) =
R(u)[r']. The valuation on K(u) is given by

+00
ordi () ( Z aiui> = min(ordg(a;);t € Z).

1=—00

Any f € K(u) has the following expression

f = aou” H(l —a_u (1 — amu'),
i=1

with
ag € K*
a; € R 2 # 0 (4.3)
ordg(a—;) >0 1>0

ordg(a—;) = 400 as i — +00.

Then ordg, (f) = ordk(ag). The residue field of K(u) is the field k((u)) of formal power
series with coefficient in k. Note that the field K(u) contains K(u), however neither

K{u) C K((u)) nor K{u) D K((u)).
Lemma 4.1 Let f € K{u). The following are equivalent.
(1) For any n > 1, there are f,, € K(u) and ¢, € mER(u) such that f = fn(1+ ¢n).

(2) For anyn > 1, there are f} € K(u) and ¢), € mgR(u) such that f = f) + ¢l,.

Proof. Assume that (1) holds. Put N = ordi(f). We have N = ordi(f») for all n >
1. Let n; > max(n—N,1). Put f, = f,, and ¢}, = f,, ¢n,. Since ordi () (¢r) > n1+N, we
have (2). Conversely, assume that (2) holds. Then for all n > N we have N = ord(f,).
Put f, = f,.y and ¢, = ¢/, n/f n. Since ordiq (¢n) > (n+ N) — N = n, we have (1).
Q.E.D.

Definition 4.2 We define

K(u)’ C K{u)
as the subset of the elements such that the equivalent conditions in Lemma [{.] hold.
Moreover, we define

=" {f € K{u)’; ord(u (f) > 0}.

Lemma 4.3 K(u)’ is a complete discrete valuation field with wc a uniformizer, and R{(u)’
is its valuation ring. The residue field is k(u).

Proof. If f € K(u)’ and g € (K(u)’)* then fg=' € K(u)* by Lemma BTl (1) and f — g €
K(u)’” by Lemma BTl (2). Therefore K(u)® is a field. The map ord, gives the discrete
valuation on K(u)’. Then R(u)’ is its valuation ring by definition. It follows from Lemma
BT (2) that any Cauchy sequence in R(u)” converges to an element in R{(u)’. Thus R(u)
is complete. The last assertion is clear. Q.E.D.
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Example. Let ¢ € K* such that ordk(q) > 0. The typical example of elements of K{u)
is the theta function 0(u,q) = (1 — u) [],5;(1 — ¢"u)(1 — ¢"u~"). On the other hand, let
f=ao+ au+ ayu® + - - € R[[u]] such that f mod(mx) & k(u). Then f is contained in
R(u) but not in R{u)”.

41.2 (, ), and (, )

For o € K let 7, denote the tame symbol at u = «:

s F or or forda(g)
Ta - Ké‘/[(lC(u)) — K ) {f7g} — (_1> e fordet) (goma(f) ‘u:a‘

Define a pairing
(K()?) x (K — K Uny (£,0) — (000 S Sl fmgn} (44)
ordg (a)>0

where f = f.(1+ ¢,) and g = g,(1 + 1) are as in Lemma BTl (1) and « runs over all
a € K such that ordgc(«) > 0 (including o = 0). Since the choices of f, or g, are not
unique, we need to show that the above pairing does not depend on them:

Lemma 4.4 The pairing () is well-defined.
Proof. We want to show that if h € IC(u)* N (1 + 7gR(u)) and A’ € K(u)* then we have

> 7a{h W} €U (4.5)

ordi (a)>0

More generally, we show

Z To{h,a} €U, =1+ 1¢R (4.6)

ordic () >0

> raf{hb-u}el, (4.7)

ordi (a)>0

for a,b € K where R denotes the integer ring of K.

For any h € K(u)* there is a decomposition

h=c" [ (Q-au™ [ (-8u (4.8)

ordg (a;)>0 ordi (3;)>0

with n,r;,s; € Z and ¢, o, B; € K. Since h € K(u)* and K is complete, both of

I G-awy,  TI 0-su

ordi (e )>0 ordi (3;)>0
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are in K(u)* and hence ¢ € £*. Assume h € 1 + 7¢R(u). Then reduction mod mx shows
n = 0. Moreover since

c H (1—au ™) =c(l+au "t +au+agu>+---)
ordi (a;)>0

H (1—Bju)”% mod mER(u)

ordi (8;)=0
=1+ byu+ byu® + bsu® + -+ |

we have ¢ — 1 = a; = b; = 0 mod 7. Therefore it is enough to show Q) and (1) in
the following cases:

Case (i) h = ¢ where ¢ =1 mod 7,
Case (ii) h = [, a (a0l — au )i =14 au !t +au?+--- with Va; = 0 mod g,
Case (iil) 7 = [[ouq.(s,)50(1 = Bju)¥ =1+ biu+ bou® + - - - with Vb; = 0 mod 7g.

Proof : Case (i). Easy.
Proof : Case (ii). (B0 is clear. We show (). If ordx(b) < 0, then

Z To{h,b—u} = H(b—a) =(1+abt+ab?+---)"'=1 mod 7.

ordg (a)>0

If ordi(b) > 0 and b # 0, then

S owdhb-—up= Y m([L@ e )b ) 4 {1 by b u)

ord(a)>0 ordx (a)>0 a;#b
T4 - br
= 1 —ab™ )" =
=11 (b - al) b))
a;#b
=1.
If b= 0, then

Z To{h, —u} = Z Tod H (1 —agu™ )", —u}

ordy(@)>0 ordi(a)>0 a0

)

a;#0
=1.

Proof : Case (iii). (6 is clear. (1) is also clear if ordi(b) < 0. Suppose ordg(b) > 0.

Then

Yo rdhb—ut= J[ Q-8 =14+bb+bb*+---=1 mod w.

ordi (a)>0 ordi (8;)>0

This completes the proof. Q.E.D.
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Lemma 4.5 (1) (, ), is biadditive.
(2) Let f,g € (K{u)")* and f € 1+ 7pR{(u). Then {f,g)n =
(3) Form > n the pairings { , )m and { , ), are compatible:

(K(u))* x (K{uy)y 22 k0w,

H l

(K(u))* x (K{uy)y 2% kv,

(4) (f, 1= f)n=1 for any f € (K{u)*)* such that f # 1.

Proof. (1), (2) and (3) are obvious. To show (4), let f = fin(1 + ¢n) (m > n) be
the decomposition as in Lemma BT (1). Put N = ordip(f) = ordi(fn) and M =
ordiu) (1 = f). Then for m > M — N the order of 1 — f,, =1 — f + fr¢m is equal to M.
Therefore we have

Jm®m
I fm

with ordiu) (¢¥m) > m + N — M. Take m > max(n,n+ M — N). Thus we have

(fl=Ffn= > 7a{fml—fu}=1

ordg (a)>0

1_f:1_fm_fm¢m:(1_fm)(1_ ):(1_fm)(1_wm>

This completes the proof. Q.E.D.

Due to Lemma the pairing ( , ), induces a map on Milnor’s Kj:

()t KT (K(w)’) — K*/Un, {f. 9} ¥ (£, 9)n. (4.9)

Due to Lemma (3) it forms the projective system. We define
(, ) =lim(, ) K" (K{w)’) — ImK* /U, = K. (4.10)

n

Lemma 4.6 (Explicit description of the pairing) Let f,g € K(u)® be expressed as

= apu H (1—a_u (1 —au’), g=bou™ H(l —b_u” ") (1 — bu),

i=1
where a; and b; are as in EJ). Then we have

o _ /gy e
nm O
(f,9)= H i = ONE (4.11)

zg>1 ]

where (i,j) denotes the greatest common divisor of i and j.

Proof. Note that ( , ), annihilates the subgroup {1+ 7R (u) N K(u)’, —} by Lemma
(2). Now (D)) is straightforward from the definition. Q.E.D.
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Let R(u)’ = R(u)’/miR(u)> — R{u)/7mtR{u) = R,((u)) be the subring. Then due to
Lemma E3 (2) (and Lemma EEH), our ( , ) also induces the following map

(,): KM(Ru)) — RE. (4.12)

Remark 4.7 We will see that the pairing @I2) can be extended on K3 (R,((u))) and
the same formula as (EIT) holds (§4-2-3).

Remark 4.8 (Contou-Carrére symbols) The formula [ETT) can be seen in the defi-
nition of the symbols of Contou-Carrére [3]. Although it is a straightforward definition, it
seems difficult to prove that it has the descend on K} (R,((u))) (at least I don’t know).

4.1.3 Definition of 7 : Ky(E,x) — K£*

Let E, = E,x be the Tate curve over . The uniformization (BX) induces a natural
inclusion K(E,) — K(u)’ as 0(u) € K{u)>. We define 7o, : Ky(E,x) — K* as the
composition of the maps

Ka(Ey) — K3 (K(B,) — K} (K()") = K.
This gives the definition of ([EZ2) when A is a complete discrete valuation ring.

Remark 4.9 (Beilinson’s regulator) Suppose K = C((q)) and E, = C*/q* with |q| <
1. Then one can easily see that our T, is equal to Beilinson’s requlator:

el = (X r: 1087 ~toxg@) L), ¢ =110} € Kl

where o is an initial point and § € m(E,,0) is the vanishing cycle.

4.2 Construction of 7, for arbitrary A

Let A be a regular local ring which is complete with respect to the maximal ideal m. Let
q € m and g # 0. We assume that O := A//qA is also regular. Since A is a UFD, the
prime ideal \/gA is generated by a prime element m. Let r > 1 be an integer such that
7" A = gA. Let A be the completion of Ay with respect to m. Then A is a complete
discrete valuation ring with the uniformizer 7. We have already constructed the map

Too : Ko(E, j4 1) — Alg']" (4.13)

in LT3 There is the natural map Ko(Eq ag-1)) = K2(E, 4,-1))- In this section we show
Too (Ko (Ey atq-11) @ Z[1/7]) C Alg~']* ® Z[1/r], which allows us to define

1 e 1
Too : Ko(Eg ajg1]) ® Z[;] — Al " ® Z[;] (4.14)
(Unfortunately I could not remove “®Z[1/r]”. However it does not matter for our purpose
because we only handle K3(—) ® Z, and the prime number p is supposed to be prime to

r.)

17



4.2.1 Proper model & 4

Let X be the proper scheme over A defined by the equation (BI). Then X x 4SpecA[q™] is
isomorphic to £y ajg-1), and X is regular except at the locus z = y = 7 = 0. Taking (r—1)-
times blowing ups along the locus, we get a regular scheme &, 4 over A. It is proper over
A, &, 4 % aSpecA[g'] is isomorphic to Eq 4141 and the special fiber Yo := &, 4 x4 SpecO
is the rational curves over O arranged in the shape of a r-gon.

Quillen’s localization exact sequence (cf. [23] Prop.(5.15)) yields an exact sequence
Ko (Eg,0) — Ka(Eyajg1) — K1 (Yo) —= Ki(E,.4) (4.15)

where i : Yo < &,4. We first calculate K|(Yo). Let Y5® be the regular locus of Yo. It
is the disjoint union of r-copies of G, 0. Then we have an exact sequence

Ks(Gm0)® —55 K1 (0)®" — K| (Yo) — K1 (Gpo)® —2s 75, (4.16)

Note K;(G

mo) = Z & O and Ky(G,0) = Ky(0O) & OF (loc.cit. Cor.(5.5)). Then
I(K2(0)9") =0 a

nd the induced map
(K2(Gm,0)/ K:(0))7" 2 (0%)" — K,(0)™ = (0%)*
is given by the matrix

1 —1

(4.17)

-1 1

Therefore the cokernel of § is isomorphic to O*. Similarly, '(O%") = 0 and the induced
map K1(G,,0)/K1(O)% = Z%" — Z% is also given by (EI7). Thus we have kerd =
7 O

0— O — K| (Yo) — Z & O — 0. (4.18)

Since the first map in ([LI8) has the splitting by the map K} (Yo) — K;(O) induced from
the structure morphism, we have

Kl (Yo) 2 Z& O @ O (4.19)

This also implies

P 5. () — K (Yo) — Z — 0 (4.20)
k=1

where Yék) are the irreducible components of Yo.
Next we study the kernel of i,. Let us consider the composition of the following 4

maps

@ K (VS — K|(Yo) =2 K1(E,4) = Ki(Yo) — @ K (YD), (4.21)

k=1
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Note Y = PL and K, (PL) = O*®2. The composition (EZZ) is given by the matrix

-2 1 1
1 -2
! (4.22)
. :
-2 1
1 1 =2
Therefore we have
kernel of ([EZT) = {(m,--- ,nmr) € @Kl(Yék)) | rmy =+ =rn.}.
k=1
This shows
ker i, CZOMDO*, M:={(c;, - ,c,) €O | f =-- =} (4.23)

under the identification (EET9).

We see that the inclusion in (E23)) is equal if we invert r. Let us see the last component
O*. Let p : SpecAlq'] — E, i1 be arational point. Then p,Ky(Alg™']) C Ka(Ey ap-1))
is onto the component O*. Next, we see the second component. Let fr : Ej g4 —
SpecA[g~'] be the structure morphism. Then fiKy(Alg™']) C Ko(Ey ap-1) is onto the
diagonal component of O*®" which is equal to M if we invert r.

Finally we see the first component Z. Note that the composition Ky(FEy afq-1)) —
K{(Yo) — Z is the boundary map 0 in §Z4 We show that the image of 0 contains rZ.
Since A is complete with respect to g, there is the homomorphism Z[[g]] — A and it gives
rise to a commutative diagram

0
Ky(Eyzq)) —— Z

l lmult. by r

0]
KQ(E%A[q—I]) — 7.

Therefore it is enough to show that the top arrow is surjective. Let 0 < a < b < ¢ be
integers. Put gy = ¢'/¢ and consider the embedding Z((q)) — Z((q)). Let

g ()
f”"‘MWHwWV‘“”>(ww)

o ()
gw”‘wmﬂwwv‘“ﬂ>(wm)

the rational functions on E, z((4)). More precisely, let Q; be the Z((qo))-rational point of
Eq7((q0)) corresponding to v = ¢q5*. Then f (resp. g) has a zero at @, (resp. @) and a
pole at Qg (resp. Q). Put

v [ ) g(u)
g(a,b,c) T {f(qo—b)7 g(qo—a)

and

}eKywmem—@» (4.21)
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where @), = Q, + Qp + Q9. The Milnor Ks-symbol f(]‘g’b’c) defines a Quillen K5-symbol
f(%,b,c) € Ky(Eq7((q)) — @«)- Recall the localization exact sequence

Ko (Eqz(a)) — Ko(Eqza)) — @) — K1(Qs) = K1(Z((0)))*?

Q

(a7b7c)) = (0. Therefore there is a lifting

where 7 is the tame symbol. It is easy to see 7(&
Elabe) € Ka(Eqz((q)). We put

Eabe) = N(ape) € Kao(Eqz(q)) (4.25)

where N : K5(Eqz((40))) — K2(Eq,2((¢))) denotes the transfer map (norm map) for Z((q0))/Z((q)).
A direct calculation yields that 0(¢{, ;) = a(b —a)(b —c¢) (cf. [1] Rem.5.5). Since the
diagram
)
Ko (Bg () — Z

Nl l:

o
Ko(Eyz(qy) — L

is commutative, we have 9({(4p,c)) = a(b—a)(b — ¢). Choose (a,b,c) = (1,2,3). Thus we
have the surjectivity of 0 : Ko(Eqz((q))) — Z.

Proposition 4.10 Under the isomorphism K| (Yo) =2 Z & O*" @ O*
ker i, CZ® M & OF

where M := {(c1,-+-,¢,) € O | ¢f = -+ = "}, The inclusion is equal if we tensor
Z[1)r].

More precisely, we can see from the above that (Z & M & O*)/ker i, is a subquotient of
(Z)rZ)®r 1.

Corollary 4.11 Let p : SpecAl[q™'| — E, a;4-1) be a rational point and fg : Ey a1 —
SpecA[q~!] the structure morphism. Let £ p.c) be as in E2ZH) and also think of it being a
Ky-symbol of Ey ajg-—1) by the natural homomorphism Z[[q]] — A. Then

Ky(E4.4) © L+ 123 © pBa(Alg ) © fpa(Alg]) — Ka(Eqaig) (4.26)

is surjective if we tensor Z[1/r].

4.2.2 Boundary map in algebraic K-theory

Let S be a noetherian ring. We recall the boundary map
from K. Kato [I3] §2. Let

Ps : the category of projective S-modules of finite rank

M : the category of finite S-modules

Mé : the category of finite S-modules which have finite projective resolutions.
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Moreover let H gy, be the category of finite S|[u]]-modules M such that M ®@gp, S((v)) =
0 and there is a resolution

0—FEy—FE —M—0 (4.28)

with E; € Py

By Quillen’s resolution theorem ([23] Theorem (4.6)) K;(5) o Ki(Ps) = K;(MY).
By Quillen’s localization theorem ([9], [23] Theorem (9.1)) we have the exact sequence

s — K (S[u]) — Kian(S((w) -5 Ki(Hsguy) — Ki(S[ul)) — - (4.29)

Let M € Hgjpy- Then we can think of A being a finite S-module. Since S[[u]] is a flat
S-module, (E2]) gives a flat resolution of S-module. Therefore M has a finite projective
resolution of S-modules. Thus we can think of M being an object of Mé Let

L Hsp) — Mg (4.30)

be the functor which sends M to M (as S-module). It gives rise to a map ¢, : K;(Hs)) —
K;(S). Then we define 0 = 1,.0'.

Let us consider the Tate curve E, af,-1). Let £, 4 be as in §EZT Put A, = A/q"A for
n > 1. Then there are the morphisms of schemes

Gm,An — Sq’A X A SpecAn — gq,A — Eq,A[q—l}.

This give rise to

K3 (Egn) — Ka(Au[u,u™]) — Ka(An((0)) - Ki(A4,) = A

Passing to the projective limit we have
Tl Ka(Ega) — limA; = A”. (4.31)

Proposition 4.12 Suppose A =R a complete discrete valuation ring. Then the following
diagram

4 .
Ky(Egr) —— R

l lﬂ (4.32)

Ky(E ) —== K*

is commutative. Here the bottom map T s as in §4.1.3

Corollary 4.13 7. (K5(&,4)) C A%

Proof. Apply Proposition for R = A. Q.ED.

21



We prove Proposition ET2 Note that the map Ky(R,[u, u™']) = Ko(R,((u))) factors
through Ky(R{(u)’) where R{u)’ = R{u)’/miR(u)’. By a theorem of van der Kallen

n

K5 (R(u)?) is isomorphic to Milnor’s K} (R (u)’) as the residue field is infinite ([TT], [T2]).

Therefore, to show Proposition it is enough to show that the following diagram

KMRW) 2 R,

n

l l: (4.33)

Ks(Ro((w)) —— R,
is commutative.

Lemma 4.14 Let f € R, [[u]]*. Then 0{f,u} = f(0) where 0 is as in ([E2T).

Proof. There are commutative diagrams

Ko(Ro((w)) —— R,

T I

Ko(R((u)) —2— R*

l |

Ka(K((u) —2— K.
Since f comes from R[[u]]* it is enough to show d{g,u} = ¢(0) for any g € K|[[u]]*. This
is well-known (e.g. [23] Lemma (9.12)). Q.E.D.

Lemma 4.15 Let f € R,[[u]]*. Let a € R, be a nilpotent element (i.e. a € mcR,).
Then O{f,u —a} = f(a).

Proof. Since a is nilpotent we have an isomorphism

h:Rullu]] — Ru[[v]], vw+—v+a (4.34)
of R,-algebras. The functor ®), : M — M Qg4 Ral[v]] induces a commutative diagram

Hr, )

e Mf
Hr, (o)
where ¢ is as in ([30). Thus we get a commutative diagram
K3(Ru((u)) = Ko (Hr, ) (4.35)
h* q>h* R*

/

K> (Ru((u))) =2 Ka(Hr, ()
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and hence we have Oh* = 0. Now we show O{f,u —a} = f(a). Due to the commutative
diagram (E30) we have 0{f,u —a} = 0{f(v + a),v}. By Lemma BTl we have O{ f(v +
a),v} = f(a). This completes the proof. Q.E.D.

Lemma 4.16 Let a € R, be a nilpotent element. Then we have 0{a — u,u} = 1.
Proof. Let k = R/mx be the residue field. It follows from a commutative diagram

Ks(Ra((w)) —— R;,

I

Ko(k((w))) — &k

that we have 0{a — u,u} = 0{—u,u} = 1 mod ¢. This means d{a — u,u} = 1+ 7 f
for some f € R,,. Therefore it is enough to show that there is N > 1 which is prime to
char(k) such that 0{a — u,u}™ = 1.

Let N > 1 be an integer which is prime to char(k) and such that a” = 0. Let (x be
a primitive N-th root of unity. We may suppose that R contains (y by replacing R with
R[Cy]. In the same way as the diagram (E3H), we can see that the isomorphism

v Ryl[u]] — Ruf[u]], u+— (yu

induces a commutative diagram

K3(Ry((u))) (4.36)

Thus we have

N-1
Ma —u,u}N = H o a — Chu, Chu}

i=0
N-1

= a{a - <]Z\fu7 u}N
i=0

= 0{a" —u™, u}

= 0{—u™,uM}

=1

This completes the proof. Q.E.D.
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Now we show that the diagram [33) is commutative. Due to Lemma E0] it is enough

to show
j/ (4 J)bl/(i,j))(i,j)
j

j
_(_ nma’O — 4
o{f.g} = H I (4.37)
1]>1
for .
= ayu H (1 —a_u (1 —au'), g=byu™ H(l —b_u” ) (1 — bu'),
i=1
with
a;,b; € R i#0
a_i,b_i emxR, >0
a_l-:b_i:() 1> 0.
We can reduce it to check (E37) in the following cases:
(u, h) h € Rn[[u]]”
u,1 —au™? a€mxRy, >0
() =1 Z. ) A ) (4.38)
(1 —au™", h) a € Ry, i >0, h € Ry[ul]
(1—au"1—bu™) a,bemcR,, i,j > 0.

The first case immediately follows from Lemma EET4 To show the rest, we may replace
R, with R[a'/™]/(7}). Thus we can assume that a'/?, b'/7 € R, and hence may assume
i = 7 = 1. Then the assertion follows from Lemmas EET4, EETH and This completes
the proof of the commutativity of (E33)) and hence Proposition

4.2.3 Proof of 7 (Ky(Ey 1) @ Z[1/r]) C Alg~']* @ Z[1/r].

Due to Corollary EET] it is enough to show the assertion for each component in (20).
Corollary asserts Too(K2(Ey4)) ® Z[1/r] C A* ® Z[1/r]. Moreover it is easy to see
Too(PxK2(A[g7Y])) = 0 and 7 (f5K2(Alg7'])) = 0. Therefore the rest of the proof is to
show 7o (§(1,2,3)) € Alg']*. However it follows from Lemma G that we have

—a)(b—c M, ‘
Too(&(ae) = NaryaToo(§(upe) = Narja <(—C]0)a(b (=) (m) ) (4.39)

where
TLC C-H)nc c+i

ncznc_z' ) (1§Z<C)

1—q

v

and Ny /4 is the norm map (cf. [I] Cor.5.3). Thus it is clearly contained in Afg~']*. This
completes the proof.

4.2.4 Functoriality of 7

Let (A;, i, m;) (i = 1,2) be as in the beginning of L2 Let ¢ : A; — Ay be a homomor-
phism of local rings such that ¢(q;) = ¢2. Let ¢ A; = 7" A; (then rq|rs).
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Proposition 4.17 The following diagram

Ky(Ey, pyq0) @ Z[1/11] —= Ailgr']* @ Z[1/r1]

o | o |

Kz(quvAﬂq{l]) ® Z[1/rs] — A2[Q2_1]* ® Z[1/r,]
18 commutative.

Proof. Due to Corollary EETT], it is enough to show the assertion for £,y and Ko (&g, 4, )
As for {(q,0), it directly follows from [39). As for Ky(&g,,4,), it follows from the functo-
riality of 7. Q.E.D.

Remark 4.18 Since ( , ) is clearly functorial, Proposition [[.17 is trivial when A; are
complete discrete valuation rings. However the homomorphism ¢ does not necessarily
induce Ay — As in general. Hence we can not reduce the proof to the functoriality of

()

4.3 Compatibility with dlog map

Let O be aregular local ring and A = O[[t]] the ring of formal power series with coefficients
in O. Let r > 1 and a € A* and put ¢ = at”. We have constructed the map

Too : Ko (Ey) — O((1))" @ Z[1/7]
for the Tate curve E, = E, o) over O((t)).

Proposition 4.19 Suppose that r is invertible in the quotient field of O. Then the map
dlog factors through T :

O((1))" © Z[1/r]

Fy(Ey) @ Z[1/r] —= O((t) 75 @ Z[1/7]

where the map ¢ is given as follows

dt du dh du
:O((1)” O((t)——, h —.
0 — o) T i
Proof. We may replace O with its quotient field F. Then K = F((t)) is a complete
discrete valuation field with the valuation ring R = F[[t]]. It is enough to show that the
following diagram
F((8)” (4.40)



is commutative where the right vertical arrow is given by

dhdu
hr— ——.
h u

Put

Ok p = (L R/F/tVQR/F> DR K e = (1@9 otk W) ®r K.

Note d 4
v du Ay
iz e

Let
Res : Q WK T K

be the residue map at u = 0, namely if we express w = Y ., a,u"du in the unique way
then Res(w) = a_;. The residue gives rise to a map

2 A1 N1 1d®Res
Wy e — Qiyr @ Qg —— Qs (4.41)
Then the commutativity of (EE40) is equivalent to that the following diagram

K (K(u)) 5 K
dlogJ/ J{dlog (442)
QQ (m)

| 31
u)? /Qp QIC/QP'

is commutative. However this follows from Lemma B0 and the fact that

(w-) = {u Elau™)" orde(a) > 0
_a—l ZZO:()(O‘_IU)” OI"djc(Oz) <0

in K. This completes the proof of Proposition ET9. Q.E.D.

4.4 Compatibility with étale regulator

Let A be a complete regular local ring and ¢ € A a nonzero and not invertible element.
Let n be a nonzero integer. Let fg : Ey ajg-1.,-11 = Alg™',n7!] be the Tate curve. Then
there is the weight exact sequence

0 — Z/n(j) — R'fe.Z/n(j) — Z/n(j —1) — 0 (4.43)

of etale sheaves on SpecA[q~!,n~!] (cf. [7]). Recall the etale regulator map (also called
the Chern class map)

022 K2(E Alq 1’n71]) — H (EqA[q 1p-1) Z/n( )) (4.44)
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to the étale cohomology group ([§], [21]). From (Z4]) together with the Leray spectral
sequence we have a map

p: Ko(Ey ajg-10-1) — Hi(Alg ", n™ "], R fu.Z/n(2)). (4.45)
(cf. [1] Lem.2.1). We have from ([Z3) and (EEZ3H)
7% Ka(Byag1,0-1) — He(Alg™ 071, Z/n(1)) = Alg™,n™ " /n, (4.46)

where “2” follows from the fact that A[g~',n"!] is a UFD.

Proposition 4.20 Let (A, q,m, 1) be as in the beginning of §4.3. Suppose that n is prime
to r. Then the following diagram

Ks(Eyaiq) @ Z[1/r] —= Alg™'|" ® Z[1/7]
Ky(Eyayg-1,0-17)/1 =5 Alg T /n
1s commutative in the following cases.
(i). A is a complete discrete valuation ring.

(i1). A = Ro[[t]] where Ry is an integer ring of a finite extension Ky of Q, and ¢ = at”
with a € A*.

4.4.1 Proof of (i)
Let A =R be a complete discrete valuation ring. In this case we can remove “®Z[1/r]":
Ky(Egx) —— K
| | (4.47)
Ky(Eyx)/n —== K*/n
where n is supposed to be invertible in /.

To prove the commutativity of the diagram [AT) we extend 7<¥ to a pairing ( , ),

which is the analogue of ( , ) in (EI0). Let
KM (K () — HA(K(u), Z/n(2)) (1.48)
be the Galois symbol map. Let (Ké”(lC(u)))/ be defined as
0 — (K3 (K(w)) — K" (K(u) — Hz(K{u) @ K, Z/n(2)).
Then the Leray spectral sequence yields
p (K3 (K () — H' (K, Hj(K(u) @x K, Z/n(2))). (4.49)
We define the natural map
HA (K ) 9 K, Z/n()) = (K{u) @ K)* /n — Z/n(j —1) (4.50)
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as

df

f— Res—

S

where Res denotes the residue map at u = 0, namely if we express w = Y, a,u™du in
the unique way then Res(w) = a_;. The maps ([E49) and (D0) give rise to a pairing

() (KM (K () — K /n. (4.51)

(In [1], the pairing { , ) is written as 7¢.) By definition of K(u)’ there is a natu-
ral map K (K{u)’) — (Ké”(lC(u))), We also write the composition K (KC{u)’) —
(K3 (K{u)) = K /n by ().

To show the commutativity of (f41) it is enough to show the following:

Lemma 4.21 The following diagram

K (Klwy) 5 K

KM /n 125 Kot/
15 commutative.

Proof. The pairing ( , ) is characterized by the following commutative diagram

KM(K(u) =27 K

l |

K (K(u)y) 5 K.

The same commutative diagram holds for (, }¢* ([I] Thm.4.4). Thus the assertion follows.
Q.E.D.

This completes the proof of Proposition (i).

4.4.2 Proof of (ii)

We can reduce the proof of (ii) to the commutativity of (EZ7). In fact, we may assume
that n = ¢ with ¢ a prime number (possibly ¢ = p). Let my be a uniformizer of Ry and
Sm : Ro[[t]] = Ro the homomorphism given by ¢ — 7™. Then the map

Sy o im AT /0 — lim K /07
];[ m AT/ I;IL o/
is injective where m runs over all positive integers which are prime to ¢. Due to the
functoriality of 7., which follows from Proposition BEI7 and the functoriality of 7& which
follows from the functoriality of etale regulator, we can reduce the proof to the case
A= Ro.

This completes the proof of Proposition (ii).
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5 Proof of Theorem A

We are now in a position to prove Theorem A.
Let Ko = Q,(C), Ro, d = [Ky : Q] and Ro((qo)) with ¢ = ¢f be as in §82A Let
Eq = Eq Ry((q)) be the Tate curve and

dqo dx
Qo 2y +

the dlog map. Since p is prime to r, it follows from Proposition EET9 that it factors through
Too:

Ro((q0))" @ Zy (5-2)

where

dgo dx dh dx
: Y ® Ly — '
v Ro((q0))” ® Zy Ro((q0)) Q0 2y + 1z’ “ h 2y+x

Let £ € Ky(E,) be an arbitrary element. Express h(qo) := 7o(£) in the following way.

h(go) = c(—go)™ T (1 = ¢6)™ (1 = ¢ai)™ - - (1 = ¢* )™ (5.3)
k>1
with ¢ € Ry, m € Z and ay, - - - ,l € Z,. Then
dlogh d dx
Alos() = gy 1EM W) o
deO Qo 2y+x
—k —kli, ¢ b\ dgy  d
_ m+z ady = K do | Ao
1—qb 1—-C1q5 | q 2y+=x
due to the commutativity of (2). Therefore Theorem A is equivalent to say ay, -+, €

kZ, for all k > 1. We will show it in the following steps:
(a0) ¢ =1.
(al) Let Ry(qo) be the p-adic completion of Ry((qp)). Then

{ha0),q0} =0 in K3'(Ro(qo))/p", v=>1.

(a2) Apply Kato’s explicit reciprocity law for KM (Ro{(qo))/p".

5.1 Proof of (a0)

Embed Ry((qo)) <= Ko((qo)). Then K = Ky((qo)) is a complete discrete valuation field
with the valuation ring R = Ky[[g]]. We constructed the map 7. : Ky(E,x) — K
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in LT3 which is compatible with the étale regulator (see (EZM)). We thus have a
commutative diagram

Ky(Eyx) — K (5.4)

|

HY (K, R f.Z/n(2)) — K" Jn—"> K} (K) /n

for n > 1 where the bottom is the exact sequence arising from the weight exact sequence
[Z3) and the isomorphisms HE (K, Z/n(1)) = K*/n and HZ(K,Z/n(2)) = KM (K)/n
([15]). s, is the map given by x +— {z, ¢} as the extension datum of (fLZ3)) is g. Therefore
we have

{Ma), ¢} = r{h(a0), 0} =0 in K2 (K)/n.

Applying the tame symbol K3/ (K)/n — K;/n we have ¢" = 1 in K /n. Since n > 1 is
arbitrary, we have ¢ = 1 in K. This completes the proof.

5.2 Proof of (al)

Let Ko{qo) = Ro{qo)[p~'] be the quotient field. In the same way as (Bdl) we have a
commutative diagram

K2(Eq) ® Zy = Ro((q0))* ® L, (5.5)

| =

Hi (Ko(qo), R' fe-Z/p" (2)) — Kolqo)" /1" S K3 (Ko(qo))/p”

and hence
{h(@),q} = r{h(q),q} =0 in KéW(Ko@]o»/py- (5.6)

Claim 5.1 The map KM (Ro{qo))/p” — KM (Ko{q))/p" is injective.

Proof. By a theorem of van der Kallen K2'(Ro(qy)) = Ka(Ro{qo)) as the residue field is
infinite ([T1], [T2]). Recall the localization exact sequence

K5 (Fq((90)) — Ka(Rolqo)) — Ka(Kolgo)) — Ki(F((90))) = Fol(q))" (5.7
The right arrow is surjective as Ro(go)* — F,((qo))* is surjective. Split (&) into
K5(Fq((90))) — Ka(Rolgo)) — M — 0,

Since the multiplication by p” on F,((qo))* is injective, we have M /p” — Ko(Ko{qo))/p".
On the other hand, since K»(F,((q0)))/p" = K} (F,((q0)))/p" = 0 ([14] Lemma 5.6),
we have Ky(Ro(q))/p” < M/p’. Thus we get KM(Ro(q))/p" = Ko(Rolqo))/p” —
Ky (Kolqo))/p” = KM(Ko(q))/p" as required. Q.E.D.

Now (al) follows from (B6) together with Claim B
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5.3 Proof of (a2) : Kato’s explicit reciprocity law

Since we work on Ry((q0)) ® Z,, we may neglect ¢ due to (a0).

Let ¢ : Rolqo) — Ro(go) be the Frobenius such that ¢(al’q}) = al®q}? for a € Z, and
i, j € Z. Let l,(f) := p~tlog(p(f)/fP). Then Kato’s explicit reciprocity law describes
the syntomic regulator

0, : K3 (Ro(q0)) /P — Qpotgor/dRo{q0) @ Z/p", v =1

for p > 3 explicitly ([T4] Cor. 2.9) as follows:

bulta ) =t () - 10

a

Due to (al), we have

d
0,({h, qo}) = 1,(N) "2 = 0. (5.8)
q0
Noting
) i, J\m
LA=Cg)= > <ng> j>1
m>1,(m,p)=1
in

Q}z0<q0> = <l.£19}%0[[q0]]/q69}30[[q0”) © Rol[go]] Ro{qo),

we have from (B8) that there is some g = >_ gk € Ry{qo) such that

k\m d—1_k\m
Z 3 ak(Q;z +---+Zk(C m%)

k=1 m>1,(m,p)=1
dg
d

do
Sk
in Ro(qo)/p” = Ro((q0))/p”, v > 1. Then we can easily show that ay,--- ,l; € kZ, by the
induction on k. This is the desired assertion.

=q05—

Remark 5.2 Let ¢ = ¢ be the map [BII). We can show that ker ¢ does not depend on
the choice of ¢ in the following way. Let f(qo) € Rollqo]] be expressed as in [BI3). Then

d
g, Uy € KZy for Vk > 1 <= f(q) = L log h(qo), 3h(qo) € Ro((40))".

Such h(qo) is uniquely determined up to constant. As we have seen in the above,
Uk € K°Z, for Yk > 1 <= 0,({h(q),q}) = 0.

In [I4] Cor. 2.9, Kato also proved that 8, does not depend on the choice of the Frobenius
¢. Therefore the condition “ay,--- Iy € k*Z,” can be written without fizing .
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6 Theorem B and ®(Ux)r,

We use the notations and conventions in §23] and §271
Theorem B.
(1) Let K be a finite extension of Q, and R the integer ring. Let mp : Xp — Cg

be an elliptic surface over R as in 2.3 satisfying (Rat). Let Xx = Xgr xg K,
X7 = Xg xXg K etc. Then

NI (Ur, K2) ® Zp) = O(I' (U, Ks) ® Zy) = O(I'(Ug, K2) @ Zy) C Z°
if p is prime to 6ry - - -1y and H3(X%, Z,) is torsion free.

(2) Let F be a finitely generated field over Q and wp : Xp — Cr an elliptic surface over
F as in §23 satisfying (Rat). Let wp : Ve — CF be the minimal elliptic surface
associated to Xp. Let V&= = Vp xp F etc. Then

(z%°)or (U, K»)) ® Z,

is torsion free if p is prime to 6ry -+ -1y, H3,(V, 2,)(2 H3(X%,7Z,)) is torsion free
and
HE(V, Z/p(2))°" =

where Gg denotes the absolute Galois group of F'.

Note that there is the natural isomorphism H3 (X%, Z,) = H}(Xc, Z) ® Z, for a fixed
embedding K < C due to a theorem of M. Artin and the universal coefficient theorem.

The proof of Theorem B will be given in §l where Suslin’s exact sequence (Theorem
22) plays an essential role (for example Claim [Z9 below is one of the key step).

6.1 &(Ug)r, : an upper bound of the rank of the dlog image

Admitting Theorems A and B, we give an upper bound of the rank of the dlog image of K,
of elliptic surface minus singular fibers over an algebraically closed field of characteristic
Z€ero.

Let F' be a finitely generated field over Q and 7r : Xrp — CF an elliptic surface over
F as in §23 satisfying (Rat) and (NCD). Let 7% : V& — CF be the associated minimal
elliptic surface. We choose a prime number p > 5, a finite unramified extension K of Q,
with the integer ring R and an embedding o : F' — K satisfying the following conditions.

(U1) p fri---rs. Moreover H3 (Vi Z,) is torsion free where X7 := Xp xp F.
(U2) HZ(V&Z/p(2))¢" = 0 where G denotes the absolute Galois group of F.
(U3) Let Xk := Xr X, K etc. Then there is a model g : Xg — Cg of mx : X — Ck

such that it is an elliptic surface over R in the sense of §Z3 and satisfies (Rat) and
(NCD) We put UR = XR — UiDi,R and SR = OR — ZR.

32



We give an upper bound of the rank of the dlog image of I'(Ug, K2). By Lemma 23
the rank of dlogl’(Ug, K2) is equal to the rank of 0I'(Ug, Ky) = 0I'(Ug, K2). Due to
Theorem B (1), it is equal to rankz,d(I'(Ug, K2) ® Z,) and hence

rankzdlogl" (U, KCa) = ranky (1 (Ur, K2) ® Zy). (6.1)
On the other hand, due to Theorem we have
rankz, dlog(I"(Ug, KC2) ® Zy,) < ranky, ®(Ug)z, . (6.2)
Applying dgr on the both hand sides, we have

rankzp(‘?(F(UR, ICQ) & Zp) S I‘&IlkzpadR(q)(UR)Zp). (63)

Definition 6.1 Let f : Z° — F3* be the natural surjection. Then we put
O(Ur)r, = [(Our(®(Ur)z,)) C F,”".
Applying f to (E3), we have
dimg, fO(I"(Ur, K2) ® Z,,) < dimz, ®(Ug)r, - (6.4)

Due to Theorem B (2), 9(I'(Ugr, K2) ® Z,) is a direct summand of Z7*. Therefore

rankzp(‘?(F(UR, ICQ) & Zp) = dim]ppfa(F(UR, ICQ) & Zp) (65)
Thus we have from (E10), (E4) and (E3)
rankZdlogF(Uf, ICQ) S dimeq)(UR)Fp. (66)

This is the desired bound. It is more computable than the Z,-rank of ®(Ug)z,. We will
compute it in examples in §8

Conjecture 6.2
rankzdlogF(UF, ’CQ) = dime(I)(UR)IFp.

This is a consequence of Conjecture B In fact, Conjecture B together with (G1) implies
ranky, 0@ (U, K2) ® Z,, = ranky, 0aqr ®(Ugr)z,. In particular Oqr ®(Ug)z, /01 (Ux, K2) ® Z,,
is finite. However due to Theorem B (2), it must be zero. Thus we have O ®(Ugr)z, =
0I'(Up, K2) ® Z,, and hence Conjecture

7 Proof of Theorem B

7.1 Some Computations of cohomology groups

Let m: V — C be a minimal elliptic surface over C with a section e : C' — X. We omit
to write the subscription “C” for the simplicity of the notations. Let Y; := 7~ !(P;) be the
singular fibers. We use the notations in §23 and assume s > 1. H*(V) (resp. Ho(V))
denotes the Betti (singular) cohomology group (resp. homology group).
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Let n > 1 be an integer. There is the long exact sequence
= HY(V,Z/n(5)) — H*(V,Z/n(5)) — H*(U,Z/n(5)) — - - (7.1)

where Y := YV; and Z/n(j) is the Tate twist. Let ¥; = U, Y, be the irreducible
decomposition. There is the isomorphism Hy (V,Z/n(1)) = @, , Z/n- yi ) in which a base
yi(k) corresponds to the component Yi(k). Denote by [—] the cycle class in the cohomology
group of V. Then the map HZ(V,Z/n(1)) — H2(V,Z/n(1)) is given by y* s [v*)].
Let H(V,Z/n(1)) = @, H* (V" Z/n(1)) and H*(V,Z/n(1)) = H(s(C),Z/n(1)) be
the pull-back maps. Then the composition

P z/n-y = HH(V.2/n(1) — BV, Z/n(1)

— P E(v", Z/n(1)) @ H*(e(C), Z/n(1))

ik
= @Z/n M ez/in-e (7.2)
ik
is given as follows
P ST V) ) (v e(0)) e (7.3)
/ k/
where (—, —) denotes the intersection numbers.

Lemma 7.1 Let Y; =7 ' (P) = Y5, m(k) -Y(k) be the scheme theoretic fiber. We put
=2 m
m;

Suppose that n is prime to 6ry - - -rs. Then the composition ([L2) induces an isomorphism
D z/n-y /(Y- Wki<i) = @D Zn-yesn-c
ik>1 i>1,k>2

where ([Y;] — [Y;];1 < j) is the subgroup generated by [Y;] — [Y;] for alli < j.

Proof. Since the cardinality of the both sides is the same, it is enough to show the
surjectivity. To do this, it is enough to see that the map

@Z/n-yi(k) —>@Z/n~yi(k)@Z/n~e (7.4)
k>1 k>2

is surjective (and hence bijective) for each i. We can check it as the case may be. For
example, if Y; is of type I,.., then the matrix of () is given by

-2 1
1 -2 1
1 =2
-2 1 0
1 =20
1 1 1
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The determinant of it is equal to (—1)""1r;. It is prime to n. Therefore () is bijective.
The proofs for the other types are similar. Q.E.D.

Lemma 7.2 Let V; = 7 (t) be a smooth fiber. Then Hi(V;,Q) — H1(V,Q) is zero.

Proof. Recall the assumption that s > 1. Let T be the local monodromy around P;. The
action of T'on H'(V};,Z) is given by the matrix

1 T1
0 1)/
Therefore the image of H'(V,Q) — H'(V;, Q) has dimension < 1. On the other hand it

constitutes a sub Hodge structure of H'(V;, Q) (J6]). Thus it is zero. Q.E.D.

Proposition 7.3 Suppose that n is prime to 6ry - - -ry. Then the following are equivalent.

(1)

(2) HY(V;, Z/n)™5Y = 0.

(3) HY(S,Z/n) = HY(U,Z/n)

(4) H'(C,Z/n) = H'(V,Z/n)

(5) Hi(Vy, Z/n) — Hy(V,Z/n) is zero.

Proof. Note that Hy(V,Z/n) = H(V,Z)/n for any CW complex V. By the universal
coefficient theorem and the fact that H,(S,Z) and H,(C,Z) are torsion free, we have

B) < H,(S,Z/n) = H,(U,Z/n)
@) < H,(C,Z/n) = Hi(V,Z/n).

@) <—=@). Let
EY = HP(S, Rim,Z/n) = H""(U,Z/n)

be the Leray spectral sequence. Due to the section e, the maps Ego — EP are injective.
Therefore we have an exact sequence

0 — HYS,Z/n) — HY(U,Z/n) — HYV,,Z/n)"5) — 0

and hence the desired equivalence.
B)<=@). In the following commutative diagram

0 } HI(S,Z/H) E— HI(U,Z/TL) —_— HI(W,Z/H)WI(S’” 0

] ] ]

0 — HYC,Z/n) —— HYV,Z/n) —— Coker — 0
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the rows are split exact sequences. We want to show that f3 is bijective. To do this, it is
enough to show that Coker f; — Coker f, is surjective as f; and fy are injective. Let the
notations be as in Lemma [l There are the isomorphisms

Coker f1 = ker(@ Z/n-p; — H*(C,Z/n)),

Coker fo = ker(EP Z/n -y — H*(V,Z/n))
ik

where p; corresponds to P;. The map Coker f; — Coker f5 is given by

pi— [Yi] = ngk) -yi(k).
k

By Lemmal[ZT], Coker f, is generated by [Y;]—[Y;] (¢ < j). Therefore Coker f; — Coker f,
is surjective.
()<= @). Due to Lemma [[Z we have a split exact sequence

0 — Hi(V,Z)sor — H:1(V,Z) = Hy(C,Z) — 0.
By the universal coefficients theorem we have
0 — HYC,Z/n) — H(V,Z/n) — Hom(H,(V, Z)ior, Z/n) — 0

and hence the desired equivalence.
[)=@). It follows from () that we have

H\(V,Z/n) = H\(V, Z)/n = (H\(V, Z) [ Hy(V, Z)ior) @ Z .
Therefore it is enough to show that the map
H\(Vi,Z) — H\(V,Z)/H\(V, Z)tor — H1(V,Q)

is zero. This follows from Lemma

E)=@). We want to show that the map e, : Hi(C,Z/n) — H(V,Z/n) is surjective.
To do this, it is enough to show that H,(S,Z/n) — Hy(V,Z/n) is surjective. There is the
split exact sequence

1 —m(V;) — mU) — m(S) — L

In particular we have that m;(V;) @ m(S)*® — 7 (U)* is surjective and hence so is
H(Vy,Z/n)®H,(S,Z/n) — H(U,Z/n). On the other hand since H,(U,Z/n) — H,(V,Z/n)
is surjective, we have the surjectivity of H,(V;, Z/n)@® H,(S,Z/n) — H,(V,Z/n). However
by @), H1(V;,Z/n) — Hy(V,Z/n) is zero. Thus we have the surjectivity of H,(S,Z/n) —
H{(V,Z/n). Q.E.D.

Lemma 7.4 If there is a singular fiber which is not a multiplicative one, then the equiv-
alent conditions in Proposition [T, are satisfied for all n such that (n,6ry---rs) = 1.
Proof. We see that (H) is satisfied. Let Y; be the singular fiber which is not multiplicative.

Then it is simply connected. Since H;(V;, Z/n) — Hy(V,Z/n) tactors through H; (Y}, Z/n)
it is zero. Q.E.D.
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Lemma 7.5 Assume that n is prime to 6rq---r, and satisfies the equivalent conditions
in Proposition[7.3. Then n is prime to the cardinality of the torsion part of H*(V,Z).

Proof. This follows from a commutative diagram
0 — HY(V,Z)/n —— HYV,Z/n) —— H*(V,Z)[n] —— 0
HYC,Z)/n —— HYC,Z/n)
and @). Q.E.D.

We put
Czn(j) := Coker(Hy (V, Z/n(5)) — H*(V.Z/n(j))),

Iz/a(5) = Tmage(Hy.(V, Z/n(j)) — H*(V,Z/n()))).

From ([Z1l) we have exact sequences

0 — Iz/n(j) — H*(V,Z/n(j)) — Cz/u(j) — 0, (7.5)

0 — Copuld) — HAUZ/n(3)) = HYUV.Z/n(i)) — H*(V.Z/n(j).  (7)
Note that ¢ in ([ZH) gives rise to the boundary map (cf. §24)

o

Op + H*(U,Z/n(j)) — Hy(V.Z/n(j)) — Z/n(j —2)*". (7.7)

Proposition 7.6 Assume that n is prime to 611 - - -1 and satisfies the equivalent condi-
tions in Proposition [7.3.

(1) The exact sequence ([LH) has a splitting induced from [L3). In particular Cz,(7)
is a direct summand of H*(V,Z/n(j)). Moreover we have Iz, (j) = Z/n(j — 1)®.

(2) The boundary map Op is surjective. Hence we have an exact sequence
0 — Coyn(j) — H2(U,Z/n(j)) 22 Z/n(j — 2)® — 0. (7.8)
(3) HA(V.Z/n) = (H*(V.Z)/H*(V, L)tox) ® Z/n.
Proof. ([l). This follows from Lemma [Tl

[@). Tt is enough to show that the map H{(V,Z/n(j)) — H*(V,Z/n(j)) in ([LH) is zero.
Due to the Poincare-Lefschetz duality we have

H(V,Z/n(j)) —  HYV,Z/n(j))

%T Tg

D H1(Yi, Z/n(j = 2)) —— Hi(V.Z/n(j - 2)).
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We see that Hy(Y;,Z/n) — H,(V,Z/n) is zero for each i. Since there is a surjective map
H,(Vi,Z/n) — Hy(Y;,Z/n), it is enough to see that Hy(V;, Z/n) — Hy(V,Z/n) is zero.
However this follows from Proposition [3 (H).

@). This follows from Proposition (@), Lemma [T and the exact sequence

H*(V,7) ——— H*V,Z) —— H*(V,Z/n) —— H3(V,Z)[n] —— 0

|
H,(V,Z)[n].
Q.E.D.

7.2 Proof of Theorem B (1)

Let mg : Xg — Cg be an elliptic surface as in Theorem B (1). Let 7% : Vk — Ck be the
minimal elliptic surface associated to Xx := Xr xg K. We put

Ol (4) = Coker(Hg y (Vi Z/p" (7)) — Ha (Ve Z/p" (7)),

Ly () += Tmage(HZ v (Vie, Z/p" (7)) — H&(Vie, Z/p"(5)))
and C = Bm C4),. I8 = I 1%, Note H3(Xy.Z/n) = H(Vi.Z/n) & Z/n® and
H} ( Xy, Z/n) = H} (Vg,Z/n) for i # 2. On the other hand, thanks to a theorem of M.
Artin, there are the natural isomorphisms

HE(Wr, Z/n(j)) = Hg(We, Z/n(j)) = Hp(We, Z/n(j))

for any separated scheme W of finite type over a field F = F C C. Note that HS (Wr,Z,)
is torsion free if and only if p is prime to the cardinality of Hp(Wc, Z)tor. Therefore we
can apply Proposition [[@ for the étale cohomology groups of V4. Thus we have the exact
sequence

0 — G5 (j) — HA(Ug Z,(j) 25 Z,(j — 2)% — 0 (7.9)

of G'g-modules from Proposition [Z8 [B). Cg' (j) is a direct summand of HZ (Vg, Z,(j)) by
Proposition [L8 (ll). Moreover HZ (V, Z,(j)) is torsion free and there is an exact sequence

0 — HE (Vi Zy(7)) —— Ha (Vi Zp(5)) — HE(Vie, Z/p"(5)) — 0 (7.10)
by Proposition [ZG ().
7.2.1 Proof of 0(I'(Uk,Ks) @ Z,) = (L' (U, K2) ® Zy)
For a scheme U’ with Uz — U’ we write
D(U)ex = Image(I'(U", Ky) ® Z, — Hii(Uge, Z,(2)))-

Note that I'(Ug)e N Cg' (2) is torsion so that the rank of I'(Ug)s is equal to the rank of
Ou(I'(Ug)et) = 0L (Ug, K2) ® Zy). 1t is enough to show

I Ug)e = T'(Us)es. (7.11)
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Claim 7.7 I'(Ug)a @ Q, = I'(Ux) & @ Q,.

In fact, there is a finite extension L/K such that I'(Up)e ® Qp = I'(Ug)e @ Q,. We
want to show dim/'(Uk)e ® Q, = dimI"(Up)s ® Q,. To do this, it is enough to show
dimO (I'(Uk )er) ® Qp = dim0Oe (" (UL)er) ® Q,. Since the multiplicative fibers of X are
K-rational in the sense of 23 (Rat), we have a commutative diagram

Uk, Ko) ® Q, —— HE(Ug, @,(2)) —2 Q2=
NL/KT NL/KT Tmult. by [L:K]
DU, K2) ©Q — HA(UL Qy(2) —2 Q.
Thus Claim [ follows from a diagram chase.
Claim 7.8 I'(Ug)s C H% (U, Z,(2))°%.

In fact, it follows from Claim [ that we have I'(Ug)s ® Qp = I'(Uk)e ® Q, C
HZ (Uw,Q,(2))9%. Then the assertion follows from the fact that HZ (Ug, Z,(2)) is torsion
free (see the beginning of §7.2).

Claim 7.9 H2(Uk,Z,(2))/I'(Uk)g is torsion free.

Put M := HZ(Uk,Z,(2))/I'(Ug)e. Since M is finitely generated over Z,, it is enough to
show that
M/p” — M/p"", zr—p-x

is injective. Due to Suslin’s exact sequence (Theorem Z2) we have an injective map
M/p" — Hj, (U, Ks)[p’] and a commutative diagram

M/p" ——  Hzo(Uk, Ky)[p"]
g In
M[p"+t —— Hy, (Uk, ICo)[p"+].
Thus Claim [Z3 follows.
Claim 7.10 There is an exact sequence
0 — H(Sk, Zy(2)) — HE(Ux. Z,(2)) — Hi (U, Zy(2))9* — 0.

This is split by the section e.
Consider the Hochschild-Serre spectral sequences

EyYy = HY(K, HY (U, Z/p"(2))) = HE (U, Z/p"(2))

By’ = HY(K, H(Sx, 2/p"(2))) = HY*(Sk. Z/p"(2)).

Since H?(K,—) = 0 for p > 3, we have E, = E! and E}' — E3® — E* — 0 are
exact. By Proposition @), we have Eby = Eb;. Thus we have Ell ¢ & E!l  and
E2 ¢ = E2;, and hence an exact sequence

0 — HE(Sk, Z/p"(2)) — Hg(Uk, Z/p"(2)) — Hg(Ug, Z/p"(2))°%.
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The rest of the proof is to show that the right arrow v is surjective, which is equivalent to
E%, = E2 ;. To do this it is enough to show that the map E97, — E3%; is zero. There
is a commutative diagram

02 a 21 b 3

E2,U — E2,U — Lkp

| | Ju
d

By — s — £

with exact rows. Therefore a = 0 <= b is injective <= d is injective <= ¢ = (0. However
this is clear because of Eb% = 0.

Now we show ([ZTTl). By Claim [ZI0 we have a commutative diagram

00— Hgt(SK’ ZP(Q)) - Hé?t(UK? Zp(2)) - Hé?t(U?7 Zp(z))GK —0

| | T

0—— I'(Sk, Ka) ® Zy > DU, Ko) ® Z, Coker 7 ———> 0

with split exact rows by the section ex. Together with Claim we have that
HZ Uz, Zp(2)) % /T (Uk e (7.12)
is torsion free. Therefore, in the following commutative diagram

I'Ug)e —— HZ(Ug, Z,(2))%<
F(U?)ét L) Hé?t(U?> Zp(2))GKa

Coker a is torsion free. On the other hand Coker a is torsion by Claim [’ This means
that a is surjective and hence bijective. This completes the proof.

7.2.2 Proof of 0(I'(Ug, K3) ® Z,) = (' (Uk, K2) ® Z,)

It is enough to show
I(Un)er = T(Ux)ar (7.13)

Let k be the residue field of K and U, and S, the special fibers over Speck. There is an
exact sequence

F(UR,ICQ) — F(UK,ICQ) — F(Uk,lCl) (714)
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In fact it follows from a commutative diagram

and the Gersten conjecture (Theorem EZT]). Since (LI4) is compatible with the pull-back
maps, we have a commutative diagram

F(SR,’CQ) —_— F(SK,’CQ) — F(Sk,lCl)

W}‘%l w;(l W,’;l%

F(UR,’CQ) —_— F(UK,’CQ) —_— F(Uk,lCl)

* * * o~
eRl eKl ekl:

I'(Sg,Ks) —— I'(Sk,Ks) —— I'(Sk, K4)
with exact rows. Then it follows from a diagram chase that the map
I'(Ug,Ks) @& 13 I'(Sk, Ko) — I'(Uk, Ks)
is surjective. The rest is to show that the composition
ISk, Ka) 5 T(Ux, K2) — HE (U Z,y(2))
is zero. However since it factors through
I'(Sk,K2) — Hg(Sg. Zy(2)) = 0

it is clear. This completes the proof and hence Theorem B (1).

7.3 Proof of Theorem B (2)

Let mp @ Xp — Cr and 7 @ Ve — Cp be as in Theorem B (2). Put I'(Ug)g =
Image(['(Ug, K2) ® Z, — H%(Ug, Z,(2))).

Claim 7.11 I'(Uz)a ® Q, C H2(Uz, Q,(2))°F.
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In fact there is a finite extension L/F such that I'(Ug)s @ Q, C HZ(Ug, Q,(2))CE.
Therefore it is enough to show that HZ (U, Q,(2))9F = HZ(Uz,Q,(2))¢t. The exact

sequence
0 — Cgpr — H* (U, Z/p"(2)) — (Z/p")®* — 0

gives rise to

0 ? Og/;v —— Hi(Up, Z/p"(2))9" —— (Z/p")¥ —— H'(F,Cyp)

l l { lResL/F (7.15)

0 ? OZG/ZV —— HZ(Up,Z/p*(2))%r —— (Z/p")® —— H'(L,Cgp)

where Res;,r denotes the restriction map. Thanks to the Weil conjecture, HZ (Vg Z/p”(2))C=

is finite whose order has an upper bound which does not depend on v. Thus there is a
N > 1 which does not depend on v such that

N.-Cgf, =N-Cgk, =0. (7.16)
Let Cory p : H(L,Czpr) — H'(F, Czpv) be the corestriction map. We have
Corp/p - Respp = [L: F] =d. (7.17)
Then a diagram chase of (LIH) together with (CI6) and ([ZI7) yields
dN - Hg (Ug, Z/p"(2)% € Hg(Up, Z/p"(2)°"

for all v > 1. This completes the proof of Claim [Tl

Now we prove Theorem B (2). Since HZ (U, Z,(2)) is torsion free, Claim [LTT] imme-
diately implies I'(Uz)s C HZ (U, Z,(2))°F. Therefore we have a diagram

0 —— HL(UF Z/p"(2)%" —— (Z/p")* —— HY(Gr,C3),.(2))

T

F(va IC?)/pV

with an exact row. Passing to the projective limit, we have
aét. s 3 é
0 —— Hi(Ug,Z,(2)°" ——= Z;° —— limH'(GF,C5),.(2))
dlog]\ T:
MUz, Ko) ©Z, —2— 7.

We want to show that the cokernel of 0 is torsion free. In the same way as the proof of
Claim we can show that the cokernel of dlog is torsion free. Since C%t/py (2) is a direct

summand of HZ (V#,Z/p”(2)), it is enough to show that

VmH (Gr, Hy (Ve  Z/p"(2))) (7.18)
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is torsion free. We have an exact sequence
0 — Hi (Ve Z/p"™'(2) — H&(V, Z/p"(2)) — H&(Vp Z/p(2)) — 0
from (CI0). Applying RI'(GF, —) to the above, we see that the following map
H'(Gp, Hy(VF, Z/p"'(2))) — H'(Gp, Ha(VF Z/p"(2)))

is injective for all v > 1 due to the vanishing HZ (Vf, Z/p(2))¢F = 0. Passing to the
projective limit, we have the injectivity of

Wi (G, Ha (Vi Z/p"(2))) — UmH (G, H (VR Z/p"(2)), = p-a.

This means that ([ZI8) is torsion free. This completes the proof of Theorem B (2).

8 Example : elliptic surfaces Y? = X3 + X? +¢"

Let F' = Q(v/—1, {/—4/27,(,). Let ©f : V@ — Cp be the minimal elliptic surface over F
such that the general fiber 7/~1(¢) is the elliptic curve defined by

V=X +X?+1t", n>1 (8.1)

The functional j-invariant is —64/(¢"(1 + 27t"/4)). Put n = 6k + [ where £ > 0 and
1 <1 <6. Then the canonical bundle Ky, is 7#O(k — 1) and the Hodge numbers are as
follows:

1
0 0
k 10 + 10k k
0 0
1

In particular Vi is rational if 1 < n < 6, a K3 surface if 7 < n < 12 and x(Vr) = 1
if n > 13. There are (n + 2) singular fibers, Yo r = 7/71(0), YVip = 7/~1(3/—4/27¢")
(1<i<n)and Yo r=7""0c0). Yoris of type I,, Y r is of type I; for 1 <i < n and
Yo r is as follows:

I |1 2 3 4 5 6
Yoo | IIF IVF Ty IV II (smooth)

The number of multiplicative fibers is s = n + 1.

8.1 Rank of dlog image

Theorem 8.1 Suppose that n is a prime number with 2 < n < 29. Put Up := Up xp F.
Then we have
rank dlog!"(Ug, Kg) = 2

The dlog image is generated by

Y-X iY — (X +2/3) " +4/27
{ __}’ leg{iY+(X+2/3)’(X+2/3)3}




b
Let 0 : I'(Ug, K2) — Z®" be the boundary map where the base (0,---,1,---,0) €
7P corresponds to the fiber Y; for 0 < b < n. We want to show that the rank of
O (Ug, Kq) is 2. A direct calculation yields

Y-X "
Y1+ X X3 = (n,0,---,0),

Y — (X +2/3) " 4/27
: ,— =(0,1,---,1).

Y+ (X +2/3)" (X +2/3)3
Therefore we have rank 0I'(Uz, Ks) > 2. We will show dimg, ®(Ug)r, < 2 along the
procedure in §6.11

8.1.1 Step 1 : Choice of p > 5, FF— K and Uy

Taking the embedded resolution with respect to Yo r, we get 7p : Xp — Cp. It is an
elliptic surface as in §23 which satisfies (Rat) and (NCD). Let

K =Q,(vV-1,3/-4/27,¢.), p fon.

Then K is unramified over Q,. Let us check the conditions (U1) and (U3) in §611 We
can easily check that (U3) is satisfied. Namely let 7z : Xgr — Cg be the flat model
obtained from the defining equation Y2 = X3 + X2 + ¢" in a natural way. Then it is an
elliptic surface in the sense of §23 and satisfies (Rat) and (NCD). If 6 /n, there is a
singular fiber which is not a multiplicative type. By Lemma [[4l and Proposition [[d (),
H3 (X7, 7Z,) is torsion free. Therefore the condition (U1) is satisfied.

Let us see the condition (U2):

H(V, Z/p(2))° = 0.

To do this, we see the Frobenius action. Suppose that Vr has a good reduction at a prime
[ of F" which is prime to p. Let ¢ be a rational prime such that [|¢. Let s be the residue
field at [ and put ¢t = [k : F/]. Let Frob; € Gal(k/k) be the Frobenius automorphism. By
the proper smooth base change theorem we have

HE (Ve Z/p(2)) = He (Ve Z/p(2)).
By Proposition [Z8 (B) we have
HE(Vie, Z/p(2)) = H (Vi Z,(2)) ® Z/pZ

and Hft(VE Z,(2)) is torsion free. Denote by Frob?*" the action of the Frobenius on
HZ(Vi, Z,(j)). If p satisfies

p fdet(1 — Frob¥™" : H2 (V& Z,(2))), (8.2)

then (U2) holds. There is the geometric Frobenius endomorphism on Vz. Denote
by Frobf® the action of the geometric Frobenius on HZ(Vx, Z,(j)). Then Frob{® -
Frob™™" = Frob?™" . Frob$® is the identity. By the Poincare duality theorem, the dual of
HZ (Vi Z,(2)) is H3(Vi, Z,). Thus we have

det(1 — Frob®*" . H2 (Vi Z,(2))) = det(1 — Frob®° : HZ(Vy, Z,)). (8.3)
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Note that Vr is defined over Q and V;, is defined over the prime field IF,, which we denote
by Vk,. Let Frob{® be the geometric Frobenius action on H (Vg,, Z,) = HE (Vi Zy).
Then Frobf®™ = (Frob}®)" and hence
10+12k
det(1 — Frob{™ : H (Vi, Z,)) = [] (1—al) (8.4)
i=1
where «a; are the eigenvalues of Frobf*. The eigenvalues a; are determined by the zeta

function of Vg,. Namely letting v,,(VF,) be the cardinality of the Fym-rational points of
Vk,, the zeta function Z(Vg,,T') € Z|[[T]] is defined as follows:

Z(Vg,, T) def exp Z LZSL/F’Z)TW
m=1

Due to the Lefschetz trace formula we have
1

(1—T)(1 — 2T) det(1 — Frobf™T : HZ(Vs,, Z,))

Z(V,, T) =

Hence we have
10412k

v (Vie,) = 1+ 2"+ ) ol (8.5)
i=1
Moreover it follows from the Poincare duality that we have

10+12k
[ oi= 00 (8.6)

i=1
Let us compute v,(Vg,). Put
VO = SpecF [V, Y, 1]/(Y? — X3 — X? — ") < V,.
Since Vg, = (V° —{t =0}) U Yy U Y, Ue(P!), we have
Um(Vr,) =1+ (12k — n + 11)0™ + v,,(V°) unless 6|n. (8.7)

Recall that n is a prime number. Choose ¢ such that (¢ mod n) is a generator of (Z/n)*.
Since Fym — Fym x+— 2™ is bijective unless n — 1|m we have

Vi (VO) = *™ unless n — 1|m. (8.8)
By (BH), (B1) and (BF) we have
10+12k
Z af* = (12k —n+ 11)¢™ unless n — 1jm. (8.9)
i=1

Claim 8.2 Suppose n > 11. Then [BH) and &) yield

Ofk w1 _ JA0+ 128 af [T 00 = 010012
Q; =
i 10 if Hz q; = (L0+12k

i=1
10+12k

S o= (104 12k) " if [J e = 00
i=1 i
Proof. Exercise on symmetric polynomials. Q.E.D.
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By the Weil-Riemann conjecture we have
|aZ| =¢ forany o:Q — C. (8.10)

Therefore Claim implies a?""% = (?"=2 for all 1 < ¢ < 10 + 12k. It is easy to see
2n — 2 is divided by t = [« : Fy|. Therefore if p — 1 f2n — 2, there exists ¢ J6np such that
p /(1 —¢?"2). Thus (B2Z) (and hence (U2)) holds. In the cases n = 2,3,5,7, we check
[®2) as the case may be.

Case n=2. We put ¢ = 13. Then x = Fy3 (t = 1). By a direct calculation we have

10
(Vi) =134+ 10- 1341 (= ) a;=10-13).

i=1

Then it follows from the Weil-Riemann conjecture (BI0) that we have a; = 13 for all
1<i<10. Thusifp /13 —1 (i.e. p > 5) then (8Z) and hence (U2) hold.
Case n=3. We put £ = 7. Then k = Fys (t = 6).

vi(Ve,) =7 +10-7+ 1.

Therefore we have a; = 7 for all 1 <4 < 10. Thus if p /75 — 1 (<= p # 2,3, 19, 43) then
(B2) holds. On the other hand let ¢ = 13. Then k = Fy3s (t = 3) and

(Vi) =132 410-13 + 1.

Therefore we have o; = 13 for all 1 < i < 10 and if p f13% — 1 (<= p # 2,3,61) then
(B2) holds. As a result, if p > 5 then (U2) holds.
Case n=5. We put ¢ = 19. Then x = Fig2 (t = 2).

Ve 192" +6-19" +1 2 fm
U =
o 19 +10-1924+1 m=2.

Therefore we have o? = 192 for all 1 < < 10. Thus if p > 7 then (B2) holds.
Case n=7. We put ¢ = 13. Then k = F32 (t = 2).

132m 4+16-13"+1 2 fm
134 4+22-1324+1 m = 2.

Vm(V]Fm) - {

Therefore we have a? = 132 for all 1 < ¢ < 22. Thus if p f2-3-7-13 then (B2) holds.
Summarizing the above, (U1), (U2) and (U3) are satisfied in the following cases.

K = Qp(\/__L Q/T/QZ Cn)s

n| 2 | 3 | 5 | 7 | n>11
plp=5]p=25[p=T7 p#19|p f2:3-7-13|p—1 2(n—1)
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8.1.2 Step 2 : Computation of dimg, ®(Ur)r,
Let p, K = Q,(v/—1, {/—4/27,(,) and Uy etc. be as above. Put

-1
2 4 ,
=v-1Y, X'=-X - t’:<"—) t, ti=¢'t'—1 (1<i<n).

3’ 27
Then 4 4
Y?=X"4 X% 27(15’" 1) =X+ X? 4 27((t +1)" —1). (8.11)

Let ¢; € t;R[[t;]] be the formal power series such that

1 —432
| = = + 744 4 196884¢; + - - - = :
1= ¢ i+ D)m((t + D)m — 1)

(8.12)

¢; is the period of the Tate curve in the neighborhood of the singular fiber Y;. Conversely
the g;-expansion of t; is as follows:

432 41472n + 93312
t; = _7%’ + an qf + - (8'13>

Then R((¢;)) = R((t;)) and the isomorphism between the Tate curve Ey, rq,) ) and

Ur Xs, SpecR((g;)) is given by

+(1—EJ/"/12
E,?

20+ x
B

X’:4x y Y/:4:

where F) is the Eisenstein series:

Ey =1+ 2402 gy EY* = 14 60¢; — 4860¢% +
— g

(3

In particular we have
ax’ d d
/ _E1/4 U:Ei/zl €z .
Y U 20 +x

(Vg Q. p(log(Dr))) is generated by

(8.14)

o dX!dfdX! dt' dXx’
t/dt’Y” Y =gy (0<a<k—-1,1<b<n)

where n = 6k + [ with &k > 0 and 1 <[ < 6. Since

X/ / Xl
o <t’“dt’dy—/) —(0,-+,0), Oon (Off 2 ) = (V=L,0,---,0),

dt’ dX' b
aDR (m?) :(Oa 717"' 70)7
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we have

n

dt dX’ dt’ dX'
Z Zp H—

Z v t/ Y’ <b Y’

b=1
n

dt; dX’ dt;  dX'
= Rt“dt ZpN —1— Z e
Z o+ Y'+b2:; P+1-C Yy

We show dime(I)(UR)Fp < 2 as the case may be. We check it only in case n = 7. The
other cases are similar (left to the reader).

Let n = 7. We choose p = 11. Then K = Qu;(v/—1,¢) = Qui(¢) (¢ = v=1¢),
R = ZII[C] and [K . @11] = 6. Put

a=CG+GHG=4+114+1124+7-11° +
b=C+C+¢C=6+9-11+9-112+3-11% +

The minimal polynomial of ¢; over Qy; is 2* — az? + bx — 1. I'(Vp, Q%/R/R(log Dg))z,, is
generated by

dt’ ax’ at’ dX’

dXx’ 7
t’ Y/ ’ 1115'—(? Y?!

Rdt'—, 7ZivV—

Yy’ (1<)

Let us compute

¢i: I'(Va, 0, p(log D))z, — [ [(Z1/K°Z11)™°

k>1

for 1 < i < n. Since

dog Y =X T\ L gdtdX (Y = (X +2/3) AT 4+4/27 ) d(tT) dX'
C\y X X3 vy WY 4+ (X +2/3) (X +2/33) tT—-1Y"
we have J dX d(t’7) AX
(” 7Y’)_0’ “b(t'? 1Y'):0‘
Let & dx’ dq; d
q; AU
o = NG)——.
-G Y 7%
Express
fol@:) Ll qudqz

1 —t; ™ dt
= g/ . — ) g
4 1—6—12(1— ) g,

¥ wat  bler L filal

1—qz 1—(qf 1—(oqF

k>1
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for b % i mod 7 and

1 dt
) =B/ =g
folai) = Ey rm

k
arq;
:1+Zl_qk

k>1

for b = i. By definition, (bi(%df,/) = (@g,- -, fr)e>1 where a; = (a, mod k?Z;). The
2 >

following is the table for k = 11,22,33,44 (don’t check it by hand).

b—i|an b Cu diy e fu | doo by G doy €22 foo
1 9 0 99 0 55 0 11 0 99 0 99 0
2 77 0 55 0 8 0 |110 O 55 0O 99 O
3 11 0 55 0 33 O 9 0 &8 0 11 0
4 66 0 8 0 99 0 9 0 &8 0 44 O
5 33 0 33 0 55 0 |110 0 33 0 22 O
6 22 0 33 0 33 0 99 0 0 0 8 0
0 55 0 0 0 0 0 77 0 0 0 0 0
b—1|ass b3z C33 d3z3 €33 f33 | Qug bay Cauy dyy €uq [fuu
1 9 0 8 0 99 0 |33 0 55 0 55 0
2 0 0O 9 0 55 0|77 0 11 0 66 O
3 88 0 11 0 44 0 |11 O 0 0O 11 O
4 33 0 55 0 8 0 |55 0 55 0 0 0
5 55 0 66 O 11 0 11 0 55 0 55 0
6 8 0 4 0 66 0 |33 0 66 0 55 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0122 0 0 0 0 0
Similarly, we put I I e
det,? — Cb+8zdti? — gb(Qi)q_qi;
() = Cb+8iEl/4q'@ -3 argl | biCaf Ly filaf
e Pldg - 1-(df 1—Coqr
b+8 | an by ¢in di e fu | Qoo by G dym €2 fo
0 2 0 0 0 0 0 93 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 2 0O 42 0 5411109 95 106 92 8 101
2 25 0 8 0 79 O 49 0 79 0 22 0
3 0 0 0O 44 0 79| 86 0 101 66 1 29
4 0 0 42 0 44 0 66 0 48 0 68 0
5 0O 54 0 25 0 &8 | 60 101 116 49 &8 37
b+8i| G33 b3z C33 d3zz €33 f33 | Gaa bay Cuy dyy Cy [y
0 114 0 0 0 0 053 O 0 0 0 0
1 0 24 0 93 0 28 | 17 27 91 83 22 3
2 113 0 7 0 106 0 |35 0 43 0 67 O
3 0 24 0 88 0 281177 0 60 110 44 38
4 20 O 15 0 113 0 (99 o0 17 O 51 0
5 0 60 0 40 0 52 | 35 3 65 35 77T T2
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The above tables yields that the kernel of ¢, is contained in

dt’ dX ! dt’ TodXx’

R G

+ 11 - F(VR, Q%/R/R(bg DR))ZH'

Hence we have dimg,, ®(Ug)r,, < 2. This completes the proof.

8.2 Indecomposable parts of K;(X) with higher rank

Let X be a nonsingular variety over C. Let Y C X be a closed subscheme. The
Adams operations on K} (X)g = K} (X) @ Q = K/(Y) ® Q give rise to the decom-
position (P, KY(X)9 (22]). In case i = 1 we have the decomposition K;(X)q =
@?EXH K (X)W, Of particular interest to us here is K;(X)®, which is isomorphic
to Bloch’s higher Chow group CH?*(X,1) ® Q. Let NS(X) be the Néron-Severi group of
X. Then there is the natural map C* ® NS(X)g — K;(X)®. We denote its quotient

by Ki"d(X)® and call the indecomposable K, of X. An element x € K;(X)® is called
indecomposable if it is non trivial in Ki4(X)®),

Lemma 8.3 Let w:V — C be a minimal elliptic surface over C and U the complement
of the singular fibers. Let NS(V')" C NS(V') be the subgroup generated by the irreducible
components of singular fibers and the section e(C'). Then there is an exact sequence

Ky(U)g -2 Q% — Ky (V)@ /(C* @ NS(V)). (8.15)

Proof. Let Y; = 7= (P;) be singular fibers and Y; = UkYi(k) the irreducible decompositions.
Quillen’s localization exact sequence ([23] Prop.(5.15)) yields an exact sequence

U)® — EB K (Y)Y @ EBK’ ) — K, (V)@ — Ky(U)W. (8.16)

On the other hand, there are exact sequences

@Kl NS KI(Y,) —Z—0, 1<i<s (8.17)
@Kl ) — K|(Y;) — 0, j>s (8.18)
Pec v — k)Y —Q@—0, 1<i<s (8.19)
k
EB(C* | — K| (Y)W —0, j>s. (8.20)

(cf. §E2T)). Let NS(V)” C NS(V)' be the subgroup generated by all irreducible com-
ponents of the singular fibers. Then NS(V)" = NS(V)” @& Z[e(C)]. We claim that the
map

C* @ NS(V)py — K (V)@

is injective. In fact let K;(V)® — @i,kKl(Yi(k))(z) >~ @, :C* be the pull-back. Then
the composition C* ® NS(V) — K;(V)® — @;,C* is given by the intersection matrix
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on NS(V) and it is bijective due to the fact that the intersection pairing on NS(V')’ is
non-degenerate (cf. proof of Lemma [ZT]) . Now a commutative diagram

0 0
Qen! — Ky (V)®/C* @ NS(V)”
01
02 s / /
Kr(U)® —= @i, K{(Y)V e @,., Ki(Y)V —— Fy (V)@
@, C @ V") —  C'@Ns(V)
0

with 0 = 0,0, yields an exact sequence
Ky(U)g -2 Q% — K, (V) /C* @ NS(V)". (8.21)

The rest of the proof is to show

Image (EB K (Yy)g — Kl(V)(2)> ()(C ®[e(C)]) =0. (8.22)

Let V; be a smooth fiber. Let K;(V)® — K;(V;)® be the pull-back and K;(V;)® — C*
the norm map (also called the transfer map) for V' — SpecC. Then the composition
C'®[e(C)] = K1 (V)® — K (V,)® — C* is bijective. On the other hand the composition
KI(Y;) = K (V)® — K (V;)® is clearly zero. This shows that the image of @;K!(Y;)
does not intersect with C* ® [e(C')]. Thus we have ([822). Q.E.D.

Corollary 8.4 Let 7 : V — P! be the minimal elliptic surface over C defined by Y? =
X34 X2 4+ t". Suppose that n is prime to 30. Then there is an exact sequence

Ky (U)g -2 Q¥+l — Kind(1)(@), (8.23)
Proof. In this case NS(V)g = NS(V)q ([24] p.185 Example 7, [25] Example 4). Q.E.D.

By Theorem and Corollary we have

Theorem 8.5 Let m : V — P! be the minimal elliptic surface over C defined by Y? =
X34+ X2 4 t". Suppose that n is a prime number with 7 < n < 29. Then we have

dim Tmage (EB Ki(Y;)g — K}nd(\/)@)) —n— 1.

1=0
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