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Cohomology of bimultiplicative local systems on unipotent groups
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Abstract

Let Uy, Uz be connected commutative unipotent algebraic groups defined over an algebraically closed
field k of characteristic p > 0 and let £ be a bimultiplicative @,-local system on U; x Us. In this paper
we will study the @,-cohomology H;(U; x Uz, £), which turns out to be supported in only one degree.
We will construct a finite Heisenberg group I' which naturally acts on H; (Ur x Uz, £) as an irreducible
representation. We will give two explicit realizations of this cohomology and describe the relationship
between these two realizations as a finite Fourier transform.

1 Introduction

Let k£ be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0 and let £ # p be a prime number. All schemes
and group schemes considered in this paper are assumed to be defined over k, unless stated otherwise. The
goal of this paper is to describe the cohomology of bimultiplicative Q,-local systems on products of connected
commutative unipotent groups. Multiplicative and bimultiplicative local systems play an important role in
the theory of character sheaves on algebraic groups.

Let U be a connected unipotent group over k. Then a multiplicative Q,-local system on U is a geometric
analogue of a multiplicative character and the set of multiplicative local systems on U is parametrized by the
Serre dual (see Section 2) U* which is a perfect commutative unipotent group over k. If £ is a multiplicative
local system on U, then
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where [-] denotes a cohomological degree shift and (-) denotes a Tate twist. Throughout this paper, we will
use the notion of Serre duality for unipotent groups, which is only well defined in the setting of perfect
unipotent groups. Hence it will often be necessary to work in the set-up of perfect schemes and perfect
groups schemes, which we recall briefly in Section 2. Also to define Serre duality, it will be more convenient
to work with central extensions of unipotent groups by Q,/Z, instead of multiplicative Q,-local systems. By

[Boy10], if we fix an injective character ¢ : Q,/Z, — @ZX then these two notions are equivalent for unipotent
groups.

Now let U;, U; be connected commutative unipotent groups and let £ be a bimultiplicative Q,-local
system (see Section 2 for a precise definition) on U; x Us. Roughly speaking, this means that £ is a local
system on Uy x Uz whose restriction to each {x} x Uz = Uy (resp. Uy x {y} = Uy) is a multiplicative local
system on Uy (resp. Up). If Uy and Us are connected commutative unipotent groups, then bimultiplicative
Qy-local systems on U; x U, are equivalent to biextensions of U; x Uy by Q,/Z, and we will often work
interchangeably between these two notions. For definitions and more details see Section 2.

If £ is a bimultiplicative local system on U; X Us, let K1 < U; be the closed subgroup formed by all
x € Uy such that the restriction of £ to {x} x Uy is trivial. Similarly we can define the closed subgroup
K5 < Us. The cohomology H*(U; x Us, L) can be computed in two ways as follows. Consider the cartesian
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In the derived category for the derived pushforward with compact supports we have canonical isomorphisms
(q1 o p)i(£) = H(Uy x Uz, £) = (g2 0 p2)i(L).

These isomorphisms give us two realizations of the cohomology which are described in Section 4. In particular,
we will see that the cohomology is supported in only one degree and we get two different bases for the
cohomology H(Uy xUs, L). These two bases are parametrized by the connected components of the subgroups
K, and K3 defined above. We will denote these two bases by { X : ba € mo(K2)} and {Y" : by € mo(K1)}.
In this paper, we describe the matrix which relates these two bases.

Sometimes we will need to consider bimultiplicative local systems £ on U; x U; where U; are perfect
connected commutative unipotent groups. To define the two bases of H¥(U; x U, £) as above in this perfect
setting, we will need to choose models' of the perfect group schemes U; and Us. If we choose different
models, the two bases would get scaled by some integral powers of p and hence the change of basis matrix
would also get scaled by some integral power of p.

We will see that the bimultiplicative local system £ on U; x Us has natural equivariant structures for
the translation actions of K7 and K3 on Uy x Us, but that £ is not equivariant for the action of K7 x Ko,
rather we can define a Heisenberg group G extending K7 x K5 such that £ has a natural G-equivariant
structure (see Section 3). Hence the cohomology group HX(U; x Us, L) comes equipped with a G-action
and we will prove that H?(U; x Us, £) is irreducible as a representation of G. The Heisenberg group G
above is defined in terms of a natural biadditive pairing K; x Ko — Qp/Z, which gives rise to a pairing
B :mo(K1) xmo(K2) = Qp/Z, (see Section 3). We will prove that the change of basis matrix relating the two
bases of H}(Uy x Us, £) is given by the above pairing (composed with our fixed inclusion ¢ : Q,/Z, — @éx )
up to a scalar, in particular the pairing above must be a perfect pairing. We also determine this scalar factor,
which is of the form £p® for some a € Z depending upon the choice of models for Uy, Us,.

If U7 and U, are connected commutative unipotent groups, then biextensions of Uy x Uz by Q,/Z, are
equivalent to biextensions of their perfectizations, which are in turn equivalent to Hom(U perf, Uz, pert ) (also
equivalent to Hom(Us perf, Ul)perf*), see Lemma 2.12). Let £ be a bimultiplicative local system on Uy x Us
and f : Uy pert — U21pcrf*, f* 1 Ua pert = Ut pert” be the corresponding homomorphisms. Then the subgroups
K, and K3 defined above are essentially same as the kernels of the homomorphisms f and f* respectively.
More precisely, K1, K5 provide models for the kernels of f, f* respectively. In Section 4, we will prove that
dim (U1 ) + dim(ker(f*)) = dim(Uz) + dim(ker(f)). In this paper we will prove the following results:

Theorem 1.1. Let Uy and Us be two connected commutative unipotent algebraic group schemes over k
of dimension dy, do respectively. Let L be a bimultiplicative Q,-local system on Uy x Uy with the corre-
sponding homomorphisms f : Uy pert — UQypcrf*, f* 1 Uz pert — Ulﬁpcrf*. Let ky, ko denote the dimensions of
ker(f), ker(f*) respectively. Let d = dy—ky = da—ks and let D = dy+ky = do+ky. Then H{(U; xUs, L) =0
for i # 2D and H}P (U x Ua, L(D)) has the two explicit bases { Xy : by € mo(K2)} and {Y;" : by € mo(K1)}.
The relationship between these two bases of H2P (Uy x Uy, L(D)) is given by,
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1A model of a perfect connected unipotent group over k is a connected unipotent group over k whose perfectization is
identified with the given perfect connected unipotent group.
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where ¢ : Qp/Zy — Q, is our fized injective character, B : mo(K1) x mo(K2) — Qp/Zy, is the associated biad-
ditive pairing and r,v' are some integers that we describe later, such that p"+"" = |m(ker f)| = |mo(ker £*)].

Remark 1.2. Let us denote the scalar factors (—1)%p", (=1)%" above by m(Uy,Us, £), m(Us, Uy, 7*(L))
respectively. We will describe these constants in Section 7 and Remark 7.5.

Remark 1.3. We can also formulate the above result for bimultiplicative local systems on perfect connected
unipotent groups Uy, Us. However, the constants m(Uy, Uz, £), m(Uz, Uy, 7%(£)) and the bases { X : by €
mo(K2)}, {Yy: @ b1 € mo(K1)} will depend on the choice of models for Uy, Us. However, we see that the
product m(Uy, Uz, L) - m(Usa, Uy, 7* (L)) does not depend on the choice of models.

As a corollary of the above result, we deduce the following which is also proved in ([ , Prop. A.19)):
Corollary 1.4. The pairing B is non-degenerate.
Using the non-degeneracy of B we will prove the following:

Corollary 1.5. The cohomology H2?P (Uy x Uy, L(D)) is an irreducible representation of the finite Heisenberg
group T’ = 7o(G).

Bimultiplicative local systems play an important role in the theory of character sheaves on unipotent
groups (see | , ). The structure of the modular categories that arise in this theory is determined by
certain skew-symmetric bimultiplicative local systems and their attached metric groups (see | , D-
The motivation for the questions studied in this paper also comes from the theory of character sheaves on
unipotent groups. In the case of skew-symmetric and symmetric bimultiplicative local systems, we get a
more explicit result, see Corollary 7.9.
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2 Serre duality, biextensions and bimultiplicative local systems

In this section, we briefly recall the notion of Serre duality for commutative unipotent groups. For more
details we refer to | | ]. A scheme X in characteristic p (i.e., p annihilates the structure sheaf
Ox of X) is called perfect if the morphism Ox — Ox given by f — fP on the local sections of Ox is an
isomorphism of sheaves.

Let Perf, be the full subcategory of Gch,, formed by perfect schemes over k. One knows that there is a
right adjoint to the forgetful functor from Perf, to Scbh,,, which is known as the perfectization functor and
denoted by X + Xperr which we briefly recall below (see | ] for more). There is a canonical adjunction
morphism Xperf = X, for any scheme X over k.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a scheme over k£ then the underlying topological space of Xper¢ is same as
that of X and the structure sheaf of Xycr¢ is the inductive limit of Ox <I)—*> Ox <I)—*> -+, Equivalently,

Xpert = 1£1(X 2ox 2 -) where ® : X — X is the absolute Frobenius morphism defined by identity on
the underlying topological space and f +— fP on local sections of the structure sheaf Ox.

Let X be a perfect scheme over k then a model for X is a scheme X; over k such that X pers = X as a
perfect scheme over k. A perfect scheme of finite type over k is defined to be a perfect scheme over k which
is isomorphic to the perfectization of a scheme of finite type over k.



Let X be a scheme over k. Then we will write X ® for the scheme over k obtained as the fiber product
of the structure morphism X — Speck and the absolute Frobenius morphism ®; : Speck — Speck. By
universal property of the fiber product, the morphism ® : X — X and the structure morphism X — Speck
induces a morphism ®x/, : X — X (P) of schemes over k; it is called the relative Frobenius morphism. The
relative Frobenius morphism X — X () induces an isomorphism between perfectizations.

Let X,Y be schemes of finite type over k and let f : Xperf — Yperf be any morphism between their
perfectizations. Let U be an affine open neighbourhood in Y, then f*(Oy (U) C ®"(Ox(f~1(U))) for some
n. As X and Y are schemes of finite type, we can choose a sufficiently large N and an affine cover of Y such
that f*(Oy (U) C ®N(Ox (f~1(U))) for all U in an affine cover of Y.

Remark 2.2. Let X, Y be schemes of finite type over k£ and let f : X,erf = Yperr be any morphism then

f= Q);% 0 fpers for some f: X — y®™) (follows from above discussion).

Definition 2.3. (cf. | , A.8]) A perfect unipotent group over k is a perfect group scheme over k which
is isomorphic to the perfectization of a unipotent algebraic group over k.

The two basic examples of perfect unipotent groups over k are the discrete group Z/pZ and the perfec-
tization G perr Of the additive group G,. If k is algebraically closed then every connected perfect unipotent
group over k has a finite filtration by closed normal subgroups with successive subquotients isomorphic to
Ga,pcrf-

Remark 2.4. Let G be a smooth group scheme over k and let Gerr be its perfectization. Let H be a
perfect closed subgroup scheme of Gper. Let Hy < G be the underlying reduced and hence smooth subgroup
scheme corresponding to H, then Hj perr = H as a subgroup of Gpers. Therefore if we fix a smooth model
for perfect group scheme then we get a canonical model for any closed perfect subgroup scheme.

Let cpu denote the category of perfect connected commutative unipotent algebraic groups over k. Let
U be a commutative connected unipotent group scheme in cpuf,. We consider the additive group Q,/Z, as a
discrete (infinite) commutative group scheme over k. Consider the following contravariant functor from the
category cpuy to the category of abelian groups:

S > Ext(U x S,Q,/Z,) 2)

where Ext(A, B) denotes (for a group scheme A and a commutative group scheme B) the group of isomor-
phism classes of central extensions of A by B:

0—-—B—-C—A—=0.

The functor cpup — Ab° defined above is representable by a group scheme U* in cpuj, (cf.| , Theorem
A.9]). The group scheme U* is known as the Serre dual of U. Serre duality has the following properties (cf.
[ , 1.1]):

(i) U* is a perfect connected commutative unipotent group scheme isogenous to U.
(ii) There is a canonical isomorphism U & U**.

(iii) f0 - U’ — U — U” — 0 is an exact sequence of perfect connected commutative unipotent group
schemes, then sois 0 — U"* — U* = U"" — 0.

In other words Serre duality defines an exact anti-involution of the exact category cpuy.

Remark 2.5. More generally, if U is any (not necessarily commutative or perfect) connected unipotent
group, the functor defined by (2) is representable by an object U* € cpuf,. We refer to | , Appendix
A.10] for details.

Remark 2.6. (cf.| , Remark F.1]) The group Ext(U x S,Q,/Z,) equals Ext(U x S,p~"Z,/Z,) for any
n € N such that U is annihilated by p™.



Remark 2.7. Throughout this paper, we will fix an injective character Q,/Z, — @EX . Then by | ,
Lemma 7.3] there is an equivalence between the notions of central extensions of a connected unipotent group
U by Q,/Z, and multiplicative Qy-local systems on U. Hence we may also consider the Serre dual U* as
the moduli space of multiplicative local systems on the connected unipotent group U.

Definition 2.8. (Biextensions, cf. | , A.6]) Let G1,G2 be group schemes over k and let A be a
commutative group scheme over k. A biextension of G; X G5 by A is a scheme F over k, equipped with an
action of A and a morphism 7 : E — GG; X G5 which makes E an A-torsor over G; x G2, together with the
following additional structures:

(a) Choices of sections of 7 along {1} x G and G x {1}, by means of which the “slices” 7~1(1 x G3) and
71 G1 x {1}) will be identified with A x G2 and G; x A, respectively, where 1 denotes the unit in Gy
or Go.

(b) A morphism e; : EX¢, E — E which makes F a group scheme over G5 and makes 7 a central extension
of G X G, viewed as a group scheme over Ga, by A x G2, in a way compatible with the identification
Ax Gy & 7T71(1 X GQ)

(¢) A morphism e3 : E X, F — E which makes F a group scheme over G; and makes 7 a central extension
of G1 X G2, viewed as a group scheme over G1, by G1 X A, in a way compatible with the identification
Gy x A= 7T71(G1 X A)

These data are required to satisfy the following compatibility condition:
if T is any k-scheme and ej1, e12, €21, €22 € E(T) = Homy (T, E), then

(611 2 612) o (621 2 622) = (611 o 621) 2 (612 o 622) (3)

whenever both sides of this equality are defined, i.e., whenever

7T(€11) = (91792)7 7T(€12) = (9179/2)7 7T(€21) = (9/1792)7 7T(€22) = (91,93) for 9179/1 € Gl(T)ug279/2 € G2(T)-

We will be primarily interested in biextensions of connected commutative unipotent groups (U, Us) by
the discrete commutative group scheme Q,/Z,, or by a finite subgroup scheme A < Q,/Z,.

Remark 2.9. Let E be a biextension of U; x Uz by Q,/Z, and Ey be a connected component of E. Let
A denote the stabilizer of the component Ey in Q,/Z, then Ej is a biextension of U; x Uz by A. Therefore
corresponding to every biextension of Uy x Us by Q,/Z,, we get a biextension of Uy x U, by a finite group
A (€ Qp/Z,)). In this paper we will work over a biextension of Uy x Uz by a finite subgroup A of Q,/Z,
corresponding to a biextension of Uy x Uz by Q,/Z,.

For connected commutative unipotent groups, the notion of biextensions by Q,/Z, is equivalent to the
notion of bimultiplicative local systems which are our main objects of interest in this paper:

Definition 2.10. (Bimultiplicative local system, cf. | , Appendix A.7.]) Let G1, G2 be group schemes
over k, and let uy : G1 X G1 — G1 and ps : G3 X G2 — G5 be the multiplication morphisms. Let

pris,pras : Gl X Gl X GQ — Gl X G2 and priz2,pris : G1 X GQ X GQ — Gl X GQ

be the projections. A bimultiplicative Q,-local system on G; x G is a Q,-local system £ on G x G such that
(11 xidg,)* (L) = priz(L)@pris(L) as local systems on G X G1 X G and (idg, X p2)* (L) = pris(L)@pris(L)
as local systems on G X G2 X (g, along with a trivialization L1 1) = Q.

Remark 2.11. Recall that we have fixed an injection of the group Q,/Z, into @éx Let Uj, Uz be connected
commutative unipotent groups. In this case, Q,-bimultiplicative local systems on U; x Uy are in one to one
correspondence with biextensions of Uy x Uz by Qp/Z,, (cf. | , Lemma 7.3 and Lemma A.16]).

For connected commutative unipotent groups Uy, Us, let Biext(Uy, Us) denote the group of isomorphism
classes of biextensions of Uy x Uy by the discrete group scheme Q,,/Z,,.



Lemma 2.12. (¢f. [ , Lemma A.17]) Let Uy,Us € cpuj, be perfect connected commutative unipotent
groups. There are canonical isomorphisms between abelian groups:

HOHl(Ul, UQ*) = Biext(Ul, UQ) = HOHl(UQ, Uik)
where the composite map is obtained from duality.

Remark 2.13. (] , Lemma A.17].) For every U € cpu; there exist a biextension & of U x U*
corresponding to the homomorphism Id : U — U, which is universal with respect to following property: Let
E be a biextension of U x Uy and let f: U — Uf, f* : Uy — U* be the corresponding morphisms, then F
fits in the following pullback squares:

E———¢u; E—— &
| | ome | l
Ux U 2 U o, Ux U 1 uxue.
Definition 2.14. (cf. | ], Definition 1.5.1(ii).) A dual pair of (usual, i.e. non-perfect) unipotent groups

is a triple (U,U’, &y), where U and U’ are (usual) connected commutative unipotent algebraic groups over
k, and &y is a biextension of U x U’ by Q,/Z, with the property that the induced biextension (Ey)pert Of
(Upert X U}’mrf) by Qp/Zj, is the universal family of central extensions of Upers by Qp/Z, parameterized by
U/ ..+ as in the remark above, and in particular it identifies U’ ; with (Uperr)* the Serre dual of Upert -

per per
Remark 2.15. (cf. | , Remark F.4(2)]) If U is a connected commutative unipotent algebraic group over
k, then there always exists a dual pair (U,U’, Ey). Indeed, one can take U’ to be any commutative unipotent
group over k with (U')pert = (Upert)®, which exists because (Uperf)* is perfect connected commutative
unipotent algebraic group over k. Then we use a general fact | , exposé VIII]: if X is a scheme over k
and A is a discrete abelian group, the natural functor from the groupoid of A-torsors over X to the groupoid
of A-torsors over Xyerf is an equivalence of categories.

Remark 2.16. If (U,U’,&y) is a dual pair then by definition we have an identification &y, = (€v)pert,
where &y, is the universal family of central extensions of Uperr by Qp/Zy.

perf
o Now onwards (U,U’, &y ) will denote a dual pair, in particular we have Upers™ = U}’mf.

In the remainder of this section we briefly recall the notion of Chow groups, Gysin maps and Poincare
duality for etale cohomology. These concept are used in Section 4 to get the basis for cohomology. For more
detail we refer to | , Chap.VI Sec.5,9,10,11].

Remark 2.17. Let X be a smooth scheme over k. An elementary r-cycle on X is a closed integral subscheme
Z C X of codimension r. The group of algebraic r-cycles C"(X) is a free abelian group on the set of
elementary cycles. The Chow group CH"(X) is defined as the quotient C"(X)/rational equivalence. We
write C*(X) = @,+,C"(X) and CH*(X) =, ., CH"(X).

Remark 2.18. Let X be a smooth scheme over k and Z be a non-singular subscheme of X such that each con-
nected component of Z has codimension 7 in X then there are canonical isomorphisms H™2"(Z, Q,(—r)) —
H}Z, Q) for all m > 0. Using these isomorphisms and a long exact sequence of cohomology for a pair
(X, X\ Z), we get a homomorphism i, : H°(Z,Q,) — H?* (X, Q,(r)). This homomorphism is called as Gysin
map.

Let X be a smooth scheme over k the cycle class map cl, : C*(X) — H*(X,Q,) is a homomorphism
of graded groups. For smooth cycles it is defined as follows: if Z is a smooth closed integral subscheme
of codimension 7 then clx(Z) = i.(1z) where i, : H°(Z,Q,) — H?"(X,Q,(r)) is the Gysin map and
1z € H°(Z,Q,). The class map induces a ring homomorphism [.] : @ CH"(X) — @ H?" (X, Q,(r)).

Remark 2.19. Let X be a smooth scheme of dimension d over k and £ be a Q,-local system on X with £V
being the dual local system. By the Poincare duality theorem, for each r € Z we have a canonical perfect
pairing H’ (X, £) x H?¥"(X, £V (d)) — H?**(X,Q,(d)) = Q,. Using this one can identify H??~"(X, LY (d))
with the dual of H' (X, £).



Lemma 2.20. Let f: X — Y be a flat morphism of relative dimension n, and o a r-cycle on' Y which is
rationally equivalent to zero. Then f*(a) = [f~ ()] is v + n-cycle on X rationally equivalent to zero.

Proof. See | , Theorem 1.7] . O

Remark 2.21. (cf.] , Prop. 9.2]) Let 7 : Y — X be a map of varieties and Z an algebraic cycle on X. If
for every prime cycle Z’ occurring in Z, Y x x Z’ is integral then 7*(Z) is defined and cly (7*(Z)) = m*clx (Z).

Remark 2.22. (cf.] , Prop.9.3]) Let i : Z < X be a closed immersion of smooth varieties. For any
W e C™(2),i.(clz(W)) = clx (W), where i, is the Gysin map H?*"(Z,Q,(r)) — H?>"+)(X,Q,(r + ¢)) and
Z is a c-cycle.

3 Biadditive pairing and Heisenberg group attached to biexten-
sions

Let Uy, Us be two perfect connected commutative unipotent groups. Let E be a biextension of U, X U, by
Qp/Zp and let f: Uy — Us, f* : Uy — U be the corresponding homomorphisms. Let K; C Uy, Ky C Us
b~e the~kernels of~ i *Nrespectivelzf. TNhen the restriction E|z 5, (resp. Elg , ,) is a trivial biextension of
K1 x Uy (resp. Uy x K3). Since Uy, Us are connected, we get unique trivializations (cf. | , A.13]):

o1 (f(l X Uz) X Qp/ZP = E|fﬁ><02
g9 ! (Ul X KQ) X Qp/ZP l> E|01><f<2

Both o7 and oy induce trivializations of E| i, x &, DY restriction, hence the composition o1 0 oy ! gives an
automorphism of the biextension of K7 x K». Therefore we get a biadditive map (of group schmes):

B: K x Ky = Qp/Z,
which is trivial on K T X f{g Hence we get a biadditive pairing
B: ﬂ'o(f(l) X ﬂ'o(ffg) - Q,/Z,
by passing to the quotient. The groups of connected components 7mo(K;) and 7mo(K>3) are finite abelian
p-groups. We will see later that the pairing B is non-degenerate.

By Remark 2.9, by replacing F with a connected component, we consider E as an extension of Uy x Uy
by a finite subgroup A C Q,/Z,. We get the biadditive pairing

B: 7T0(I~(1) X 7T0(I~(2) — A - Qp/Zp-

Let G be the perfect group scheme whose underlying perfect scheme is K1 x Ky x A, and where the group
operation is defined by using the biadditive pairing B as follows:

(b1, ba, @) % (B, by, a’) = (by + by, by + by, a+d + B(bi, b)) .

Under this operation G becomes a perfect Heisenberg group scheme with center K T X f(; x A. We have a
central extension ~ ~ B
0>A—G— K x Ky —0.

The Heisenberg group G naturally acts (through its quotient K1 x f(g) on Uy x Us. Let us now define a
natural action of G on E such that the projection w : E — U, x Uy becomes G-equivariant. There are
natural translation actions of K 1 and f(g on F through the trivializations o1 and o9 as follows: For x € E,
let 7(x) = (g1,92) where w : E — U x Uy. Then

kixxz = Ul(kl,gg) o x for ki € Kl



ko * x = 02(g1, ko) @2 x for kg € Ko

The two actions above do not commute, since
ki * (kg x) = k1 * (02(g1, k2) @2 @) = 01 (k1, k2 + g2) @1 (02(g1, k2) @2 7)

= (01(/€1,/€2) L P Ul(kl,QZ)) ( 2(g1,k2) @2 517)
= (01(k1, k2) @1 02(g1, k2)) @2 (01 (K1, g2) @1 )
= (B(k1, k2)oa(k1, ko) @1 02(g1, k2)) e2 (k1 * z)
= B(k1,k2)o2(k1 + g1, g2) @2 (k1 * 2)
= B(ky, ka) (k2 * (k1 x 2)) .

)
(

Therefore, we get ki * (kg * ) = B(k1,k2) (k2 * (k1 * 2)). Using this relation, we in fact get an action of G
on E as follows: for z € E and (ki1, ks, a) € G,

(k1 ko, @) % 2 = ky * (kz * ((a+B(kz1,k2)) 3:)) :

It is clear that the projection 7 : E — Uy x Uy is é—equivariant with this action. The action of G on E
gives rise to a representation of G on H, *(E,Qy). In fact, we get an action of the finite Heisenberg group
70(G) = mo(K1) x mo(K2) x A on the cohomology H*(E,Q,).

Now let Uy, Us be two commutative connected unipotent algebraic groups. Let E be a biextension of
U1 x Uz by a finite group A C Q,/Z, and f : Ui pert = Uz pert”; [* 1 Uz pert — Ut pert” be the corresponding
homomorphisms. We can choose models U, for Us pert”™ and U] for Uy pert™ such that f, f* are perfectizations
of algebraic maps f : Uy — Uj and f* : Uy — Uj. These models for the duals give rise to dual pairs
(U1, U1, Eyy), (Ua, U, Ey,) for Uy and Us.

Let K1 C U; (resp. Ko C Us) be the reduced subgroup scheme associated with ker f C U; (resp.
ker f* C Us). As before, we have the biadditive pairing B : mo (K1) xmo(K2) — A as well as the corresponding
Heisenberg group G := K7 X Ko x A. As before, we have a natural action of G on F, which induces an
action of the finite Heisenberg group mo(G) = mo(K1) x mo(K2) x A on H*(E,Q,). Moreover, the natural
projection 7 : E — Uy x Uy is G-equivariant.

Remark 3.1. Since 7w : E — U; x Us is a biextension by A, we have

mQ= P Ly (4)

x€lrr(A)

where for an irreducible character x : A — @ZX , L, denotes the corresponding bimultiplicative local system
on Uy x Us. Since 7 is G-equivariant, each £, is a G-equivariant local system on U; x U and hence we have
an action of G on H (U; x Ug, L,,) such that A < G acts by the character x. Hence we have a decomposition

H:(Ev@f) = @ H:(Ul x U27‘CX)
x€lrr(A)

as G-representations and the direct summand H*(Uy x Uz, £,) € H}(E,Q,) can be identified as the x-
isotypic component for the A-action.



4 Computation of the cohomology

Let Uy, Us be two commutative connected unipotent algebraic groups over k of dimension dy, ds respectively.
Let £ be a bimultiplicative Q,-local system U; x Us. By Remark 2.11 this corresponds to a biextension of
U x Uz by Qp/Z,. We will denote the connected component of above biextension by = : E — Uy x Us.
Then E is a biextension of U; x Us by a finite group A < Q,/Z, (A is the subgroup which preserves the
connected component E) and 7*L is a trivial local system. We can choose models U for Uy pert” and U)
for Ua pert”™ in such a way that we have algebraic maps f : Uy — Uj, f* : Uy — U; whose perfectizations
Joert * Utpert = Us poxps Spert © U2,pert = U7 ep¢ correspond to the bimultiplicative local system £ on Uy X Us.
The models for duals give rise to dual pairs (U1, Uy, &y, ), (Ua,Us, Eu,) for Uy and Us. We will fix these dual
pairs for further calculations in this section. As before, we define K7 < Uy, Ko < Us to be the reduced
subgroup schemes associated with ker f, ker f* respectively.
Consider the following cartesian square,

U1 X U2
/ K
U1 U2

{rt}

In the derived category, we have (q1 opl) (L) = H (U1 x Uz, L) 2 (gzop2)1(L). Let us do some computation:
H}(Uy x Uz, £) = (q1 o p1)1(L) = (q1)r (p1:( ) = HX(Uy, (p1)1(£)) but for any € Uy, the stalk of (p1)1(£)
at x is (p1)1(L)y = HE (z % U2,£|sz2) =~H ) (where £, = L|zxv,), but we know that
{ [—2ds], if £, =Q,
U27 = .
otherwise

d2)[ 2d2], ifxe kerf
O, otherwise.

Moreover, we have a canonical trivialization L]k, xv, = Qg «py, (see beginning of Section 3). Hence
(1)1 £ = Qg (—da)[—2dy]. Let dimension of ker f be k; and dimension of ker f* be k. Now each connected
component of K; is isomorphic to affine space A*". Hence using the above calculation we get that,

HY(Uy x Up, £) = Hi(Uy, (p)iL) = P Qu(—dz — k1)[-2dy — 2ky].
bemo (K1)

Similarly,

Hi(Uy x Up, £) = H (Uz, (p2) £) = €D Qul(—dy — ka)[—2dy — 2k,)].
bemo(K2)

Here we already see that the cohomology is only supported in degree 2D := 2(dy + k1). Moreover, we get two
realizations of the cohomology HZ2P(U; x Us, £(D)) which determine two bases of this cohomology space.
Now our aim is to determine the relation between these bases. We also observe that:

Consequence 4.1. 1. D=dy +ko=ds + k1. Alsoset d :=dy — ko = dy — k1.

2. [mo(K1)| = [mo(ker f)| = |mo(ker f*)] = |mo(K2)|.
Note that we have fixed an injective character Q,/Z, — @; throughout and hence we obtain the

character ¢ : A C Q,/Z, — @EX . By construction, our original local system £ equals £, (see Remark 3.1)
and hence H?(Uy x Uz, L) can be identified as the 1)-isotypic component for the action of A on H*(E, Q).



Let us now describe the two above bases of HX(U; x Us, L(D)) considered as the 1)-isotypic component
of H*(E,Q,(D)) and use it to describe the relationship between the two bases. As the cohomology H*(U; x
Us, £(D)) is non-zero only in degree 2D, therefore it is enough to consider H2P(E,Q,(D)). By Poincare
duality (Remark 2.19)

H?*P(E,Q,(D)) = H*(E,Q,(d))* and H*P (U, x Uy, L(D)) = H*X(U; x Us, LY (d))*.

Also by Remark 2.18, there is a homomorphism CHY(E) — H2(E, Q,(d)). We will describe the cohomology
H?(U; x U, £V (d)) using the above cycle class map in terms of CHY(E).
We have the following commutative diagram:

E|kerf><U2 E E|U1><kerf*

~(l I L)

kerf X U2 — U1 X UQ — U1 X kerf*

where o1 and o9 are trivializations and ker f x Uy, U; x ker f* are defined by fibre product:

ker f x Uy —— 0 x Uy Uy x ker f* —— Uy x 0
Uy x Uy 2% Uf < Uy Uy x Uy 22975 Uy v

As before, let K1, K5 denote the reduced scheme associated with ker f, ker f* respectively. Let us fix
some notation for further discussion. For any b; € K;, let Kf * denote the connected component of K;
containing b;. For any by € Ki,bs € Ko and a € A define ng = o9(Ur % ng), Yob1 = al(Kfl x Us),
Xb = q. ng, Yh =a- Yobl. Hence we have the smooth subschemes X%, Y C E of codimension d.
We have an action of G := K; X Ko X A on E, which induces an action of G on Chow group. Suppose

ki,b1 € K1, ko,by € Ky and a,ay € A then we see that

. by __ ba . b1 _ k1+b1
Ry X=Xt ky Y =y
. by ko+bs . b1 __ b1
ko - X2 =X, ko - Yt = Ya—B(bl,kg)
b b b b
am - Xa2 = 'X(l%ral ai - Yal = Yaial'

Define Xp, = Y c4 ¥(a) X2 and Yy, =3 o4 ¥(a)Y" as elements of C4(E) @ Q.

Remark 4.2. By a slight abuse of notation, we will often use the same symbol to denote a d-cycle as well
as its image in H2¢(E,Q,(d)) under the cycle class map.

By the description of the action of G on these d-cycles we see that for a; € A,b; € K;, we have
ar - Xp, = ¥ (a1) Xy, and a; - Yy, = 1 ~1(a1)Ys, and that the two sets Bx = {Xp, : by € mo(K2)} and By =
{Yy, : b1 € mo (K1)} form two bases of H24(Uy x Us, Ly,(d)) considered as the ¢~ '-isotypic direct summand in
H?(E,Q,(d)). By Remark 2.19, HZP (Uy x Ua, L(D)) is isomorphic to dual of H*(Uy x Uy, Ly, (d)). We will
denote these dual bases of H2P (UyxUs, Ly(D)) by By = {X}, : by € mo(K2)} and By = {Y" : by € mo(K1)}.
These are precisely the two bases of H2P(Uy x Us, Ly(D)) described earlier. To describe the relationship

between these two bases, it will be sufficient to describe the relationship between the two dual bases Bx and
BY of H2d(U1 X UQ, El(d))
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5 The special case G, x G,

In this section we give an explicit description of the relationship between the two bases for biextensions
of G4 X Gq. Let Gy perr be the perfectization of the additive group G,. In particular, G pers is the
spectrum of the ring, R = k[z,z'/?,21/?*...]. Let us consider the dual pair (Gq,G,,E&g,) with &, =
Spec (k(x, y,2)/(xy — 2P + z)) This gives us an identification of the dual Gg pert” With Gg per (cf. | ,
1.2]), i.e. using the above dual pair we can consider G, as a model for G, ;. Now let £ be any biextension
of Gg X Gq and f : Gy pert = Gg pert = G;perf the corresponding homomorphism. We have the following

Lemma (cf. | , Lemma 1, Prop. 11]):

Lemma 5.1. 1. End(Gg pert) = k{®, @71} where ® is the Frobenius automorphism (which sends x to
2P ). The algebra structure is given by ®a = aP® for all a € k and ®* = &~ ¢* =c forallc€ k. In

particular, if f € End(Gq pert), [ = Z,iw:m ap®* then f* = Z,i/[:m agik@_k =3 (a_k)pk@k.
2. If E is as above then E = Spec (T'[z]/(2* — z — f(x)y)), where T = R® R.

3. There exists a unique element g(z,y) € T such that g(0,0) =0 and g(x,y)? —g(x,y) = f(x)y—zf*(y).
Furthermore, for by € ker f and by € ker f*, the pairing B is given by the formula B(a,b) = g(a,b).

Remark 5.2. One has an explicit formula for the element g above. If f = a7™, then one has:

ab Pt Ty Ty " ifn>0
g(z.y) = {0 ifn =0
—ax?y — - —a? T T i <0

For general f, one notes that g varies additively with respect to f.

We want to give an explicit description of the relations between two bases of cohomology in the case
of bimultiplicative local systems on G, x G,. It will be convenient to choose models for the duals G}, ..
(which may differ from the standard model mentioned above) such that the corresponding homomorphisms

£ Gapert = G perf aT€ algebraic maps with respect to these models.
Let £ be a bimultiplicative @g—local system on Gg perf X Gg pert Such that the corresponding homomor-
—k
phisms f, f*: Gqpert = G Ga,pert are given by f = ZQ/I:m ap®* and f* = ZQ/I:m al &% and are

a,perf =
non-zero. Now we choose a different model G/, = Spec(k[zP"']) for G}, perr then we have an algebraic map

f:Gy = G, flz) = S0iy™ aﬁi;:vpk such that fyers = f and one more model G/ = Spec(k[z? ") for

- _ —(ktm)  _ -
G, perr then we have an algebraic map f(x) = ,]c\iom ahy . P " such that f* f*. Therefore we

a

get two dual pairs (Gg, G/, &) and (Gq, G, Egr).
We have the following commutative diagrams:

perf —

Eperf E 4>F T* (EG;) FE 4>F/ 5([%/
Ga,pcrf X Ga,pcrf G, x G, M G; X Gg Ga X Ga M G’a X GZ

where Eperf = Spec (T[z]/(zp —z— f(a:)y)), Epere = Spec (T[z]/(zp —z—xf*(y )), ™) = {(z,y,2) €
Gl x Gy x Gg : 2Py = 2P — 2} and &gy = {(2,y,2) € Gy x G x Gy : ayP =P — 2}

Let X§ = {(z,y,2) € 7"(€¢,) 1y = 2 =0} and Yy = {(2,9,2) € 7°(&c,) : © = 2z = 0} be two 1-cycles in
7*(Egr). We have X + p™ - Yy = div(z), therefore in Chow group of 7*(&g, ), X + p™ - Yy = 0. Similarly,
for any a € F,, C k, set X, = a- X = {(2,9,2) € 7°(&,) 1y =0,z =a} and Y, = a- Yy = {(2,9,2) €
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7"(€gr) 1 = 0,2 = a} then div(z — a) = X, +p™ - Y/, so in Chow group X/ +p™ -Y, = 0 for each a € ).
By applying Lemma 2.20 to F': E — 7*(E¢/, ), we get for each a € F), = A

X04pm Y Y=o,
blekcrf

Similarly using &g and F' : £ — Eg, we get that for each a € F), = A,

p M Z XE+Yv2=0

ba €ker f*
Using these equation we get,
0= Z‘/’(a) pr Z Xg2 +Ya0 :pr Z Xb2 +Y0 (5)
acA bo €ker f* ba€ker f*

and

Ozzw(a) p™ Z Yo X0 [ =pm Z Yy, + Xo. (6)

acA by €ker f by €ker f

Lemma 5.3. Let L be a bimultiplicative @Z—local system on Gg pert X Ga pert corresponding to homomorphism
I, f* as above then the relation between the two bases of H*(Gg pert X Ga,pert, LY (1)) is

Yo, ==p ™ > (=B(by, b2)) X,
by Emo (ker f*)

Xy ==p™ Y (B(b1,b2))Ys,
blem)(kerf)

In other words, the change of basis matriz from Bx to By is:

m T - ,
—p™ - ((B(b1, bz)))blem(kCr P ibsero(ker f+) ONd its inverse is

-M
-p ’ (w(_B(bl’b2)))blew0(kerf),bgem)(kerf*)

where 1 = Z/pZ — Q, is a fived character, Bx = {Xy, : by € mo(ker f*)}, By = {Y, : by € mo(ker f)}
denote the two bases of H*(Gg pert X Gapert, LV (1)) as explained in Section /.

Proof. From equation (5), (6), we have following relations in H?(Gg pert X Ga pert, £¥(1)),

™M Y X+ Yy =0 (7)
by €ker f*
and
p"Y . Y, +Xo=0. (8)
by €ker f

Let by € ker f, by € ker f*. By using action of G (= ker f x ker f* x Z/pZ) on the Chow group of E, we have

by - Yo=Yy, bi-Xp, =0(=B(b1,b2))Xp,, ba-Xo=Xp,, ba-Yy, =9(B(b1,b2))Ys,.
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Using above relations and equation (7) and (8) we get that,

P D (=B, b2)) Xp, + Y5, =0
b €ker f*

P Y W(B(b1,ba))Ys, + Xy, =0
b1€kcrf~

This proves the lemma. O

6 The case of universal biextensions and dual pairs

Let U be a connected commutative unipotent algebraic group over k. Let &y,.,, be the universal biextension
of Upert X U;erf corresponding to Id : Upers — Upert. We can choose a model U’ for U;erf and hence a dual
pair (U,U’,Ey) whose perfectization corresponds to the universal biextension &y, of Upers X U* et Let
L be the bimultiplicative Q,-local system on U x U’ such that Lperf is a bimultiplicative Q,-local system
Upert X U;erf corresponding to the universal biextension of Upers X U;erf. Therefore by 4.1, dimension of
72U (7« U7, £(dim(D))) s 1 and HZ™U(U x U7, £(dim(U))) = (XF) = (Yo*), where Xo* and
Yy" denotes the dual basis elements of H? dlI]H(U)(Ulf,e]rf X Upert™, L(dim(U))) corresponding to Xy and Yj
respectively as in Section 4.

perf

Definition 6.1. For each dual pair (U, U’, £y) we will associate a number m(U, U’, £y ) such that m(U, U’, Ey)
satisfies the relation X = W Yy in H; dim(U) (Ux U, L(dim(U))), or equivalently, in H? ™) (17 x
m(U,U’,Ey)

U’, £V (dim(U))), we have Xog = m(U,U’, Ey) - Yy, where L is the bimultiplicative Q,-local system on U x U’
corresponding to the biextension &y of U x U’.

Remark 6.2. Let (U,U’,&y) be a dual pair and 7 : U’ x U — U x U’ such that 7(z,y) = (y,z). We will
write 7*(Ey) for the fiber product of 7 and the morphism &y — U x U’. Then (U, U, 7*(Ey)) is a dual pair
and m(U’, U, T*(SU)) = m

Remark 6.3. Let (G),,G”, &) be a dual pair such that we have the following cartesian square:

E— G,

! [+

/ " m
G, x G" —" G,

where G/, = Spec(k[z?"]), G” = Spec(k[y?"]), m(z,y) = xP yP" for some 7, s € Z and L is the Lang isogeny
which sends z to 2P — z and £ = {(2,9,2) € G/, x G x G, : a?" y*" = 2P — z}. In the cohomology
H?(G!, x G, L(1)), we have X = —p~"=9) . Y i.e. m(G',,G",E) = —p"~*, where L is a bimultiplicative
Qy-local system on G/, x G” corresponding to biextension &.

Let 0 » V — U — W — 0 be a short exact sequence of perfect connected commutative unipotent
groups. By duality (2), we get another short exact sequence 0 — W* — U* — V* = 0. Let fix a dual pair
(U, U, Ey) i.e. we fix a model for U and U* and in this section we consider £ as biextension of U x U’ by a
finite group A < Q,/Z,. By Remark 2.4, we can choose the models for V and W*, say V and W' such that
0=V = Uand0— W — U’ are exact. Then W = U/V and V' = U’/W’ give the models for W and V*
respectively. Therefore we get the dual pairs (V, V' Ey) and (W, W' Ew ).

Theorem 6.4. Let 0 — Vjerr L> Upert EN Weert — 0 be a short exact sequence of perfect connected

commutative unipotent group scheme over k. Let (U, U’,Ey), (V,V',Ev) and W, W' Ew) be the dual pairs
as above. Then m(U,U’,Ey) =m(V, V' Ey) - m(W, W' Ew).
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Proof. We have 0 = Viart 2 Upert % Wpert — 0, by duality (2) 0 — W/, %5 U7 L5 ve o0,

Using these two short exact sequences and discussion above we get short exact sequences of commutative

connected unipotent algebraic group scheme over k, 0 — V Ludwsoando—w S Iy
Note that all models are reduced group schemes by definition. We have the following commutative diagram
of cartesian squares,

A A .
v« — Eulvxu ! v 2 — Euluxw ——— Ew
Vv Xy ur L g L5 g sowr 2 e

where all vertical maps are A-torsors for a finite subgroup A < Q,/Z,. Consider the following commutative
diagrams:

Ewloxw Ew Ewlwxo Eul Fovyw Eulvswr Euluxo

I | P

OXW —— W xW +—— Wx0 fVYXW —= UxW' +——Ux0

where o}V, O'YV oY w’ UW/ are trivializations. We will use same notations as defined in Section 4, for a € A
XOW =4V (W X 0), YW = a- ol (0 x W), X}V = = Yaea V@)X, YV =374 ()Y and we

will denote a - cUW' (F(V') x W) by [f(V') x W' x a].

Let Ly be a bimultiplicative Q,-local system on W x W corresponding to biextension &y of W x
W. Consider H2UW) (W x W' Ly, (dimW)) as a subspace of H24mW)(gy, Q,(dim(W))) then we have
H2 AW W x W, Ly (dim W) = (Xg¥) = (¥pV) and XV = m(W, W', €w) - Y¢". By Lemma 2.20,
Fr(X3™W) = oW (U x 0) and Fr (YY) = VW (F(V') x W) = [f(V') x W’ x 0]. By applying Remark
2.21 to F7 and Remark 2.22 to j1, we get

=m(W, W', &w) > (@)f(V') x g*(W') x d] (9)

a€A

Consider the another commutative diagrams:

Evloxvr Ev Evlvxo Evloxur > Evlvxur Evlyxg-own)

o S e

OX V' —— VxV' +——Vx0 OXx U —— VxU +——Vxg< (W)

’ . . . . . . . .
where UY oYU oYU are trivializations. We will use same notations as defined in Section 4, for a € A

XWV =a-0f (Vx0), Y2V =a-0f (0x V'), X§ =3 ,ca(@)X2V, Yy =3 cat(a)YV and we will
denote a - oV U’(v x g*(W') by [V x g*(W') x a].

Let £y be a bimultiplicative Q,-local system on V x V' corresponding to the biextension &y of V x
V', Consider H24m(V)(V x V' £V, (dimV)) as a subspace of H2dm(V (5v,@g(dim( ))) then we have

H2dim<V>(v x V' LY (dim V) = (XV) = (V) and X} = m(v V', Ev)-YyY. By Lemma 2.20, F*(X0'V) =
UV x g“(W’)) = [V x g*(W’) x 0] and F*(YO Vy=oaVU'(0 x U). By applying Remark 2.21 to F' and
Remark 2.22 to 7, we get
Y P@)f(V) x ¢*(W') x o] = m(V, V', &v) Yy (10)
acA

Comparing equations (9) and (10) we get, X = m(V, V', Ev)ym(W, W', Ew ) - Y in H24mU (&, Q,(dim U))
and H24mU(U x U, £Y,(dimU)) = (XY) = (YV). This proves the theorem.
(]
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Corollary 6.5. Let U be a connected commutative unipotent algebraic group over k of dimension n and let
(U, U, &y) be a dual pair. Then m(U,U’,Ey) = (—=1)"p", for some r € Z.

Proof. Corollary follows from the previous Theorem 6.4, Remark 6.3, an induction on dimension of U and
a well known fact about the unipotent algebraic group, every connected commutative algebraic unipotent
group scheme over k has a subgroup isomorphic to G,. o

7 Proof of main results

In this section we complete the proofs of the main results of this paper.

Remark 7.1. (cf.] , 1.5]) Let X be a scheme of finite type over k and X1,---, X, be the irreducible
components of X. The local rings Ox, x all are zero dimensional (Artinian). The geometric multiplicity m,;
of X; in X is defined to be the length of Ox, x and the cycle [X] = E:Zl M [Xi red)-

Let f : Uy — Uy be an isogeny of connected unipotent algebraic groups, then we define v(f, Uy, Us) to
be the length of local ring Og ker(y), therefore [ker(f)] = >y crer(s) ¥(f, Ur, Uz)[breal.

Remark 7.2. Let U;, U, be two connected commutative unipotent algebraic groups. Let f : Ui perf —

Us perf be any isogeny between their perfectizations. By Remark 2.2, f = @65,6 o pl> or¢ fOr some isogeny

’ (") o = N-dim(Us) (47 (") ‘s :
f:Us — Uy” 7. Then we define v(f,Uy,Us) :==p v(f',U1,Uy" 7). Note that this is an integral
power of p.

Now let (Uy, U7, &ﬁ) and (Us, Uz, Eu,) be two dual pairs giving us identifications U pert™ =2 Uj 5. Let £
be a bimultiplicative Q,-local system on U; x U, such that the corresponding homomorphisms f : Uy perr —
Uiperf, f* 1 Uspert — U{)perf are isogenies. We define the constants m(Uy, Us, L) and m(Us, Uy, 7*(L)) as
follows: (Us. U €01 (01U )
m(Uz, Uy, CU, * m 1,V1,¢cU;
— 22227 and m(Us, U L) = —"T""7,

V(0,0 O DT ) = e T

By Corollary 6.5, it follows that the number

m(Ul,UQ,E): (11)

m(Uy,Us, £) = (—1)3W2) . p" for some 7 € Z. (12)

Remark 7.3. The constants m(Uy, Us, £) and m(Us, Uy, 7*(L£)) in fact do not depend on the choices of
the dual pairs made above. This is because, if we choose different dual pairs, then the numerators and
denominators both scale by the same factors. This fact also follows from the next Lemma.

Lemma 7.4. Let Uy and Uy be two connected commutative unipotent algebraic groups over k of dimension
d. Let L be a bimultiplicative Q,-local system on Uy x Uz such that the corresponding homomorphism
f iUl pert = Uz pert™ is an isogeny. Then the relations between two bases of H24(U;y x Us, L(d)) is given by,

1
V¥ =— E B(b1,b02)) X}
b m(Ul,UQ,E) b2€7'ro(kcrf*)z/]( ( ' 2)) b2
and 1
Xp, = Y. (=B, b)Y,

m(U27 U17 T* (E)) by Emo (ker f)

where ¢ is the fized character Q,/Z, — @EX Also m(Ug, U, (L)) - m(U1,Us, L) = | ker(f)| = | ker(f*)].

Proof. Let us choose models Uj for Ui pert” and Uy for Us pers™ such that we have algebraic morphisms
fr UL = Ub, f* : Ug — Uy whose perfectizations correspond to the given bimultiplicative local system £
and the models of duals give rise to dual pairs (Uy, Uy, &y, ), (U2, Us, Ev,). By Remark 2.11, £ corresponds
to a biextension of Uy x Us by Qp/Z,. Let m : E — U; x Uy denotes the connected component of above
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biextension, which is a biextension of U; x Uy by a finite subgroup A of Q,/Z, and 7*(L) is a trivial local

system and £ equals to Ly, so LY equals Lyv for our fixed character ¢ : A < @; .
Consider the following commutative diagram of pullback squares,

8U1 E T* (8(]2 )

| | |

Idx f'* 'x1d
U1><U{<X—fU1><U2fL>U§xU2.

By Corollary 6.5 and Lemma 2.20 we get the following relations in H2%(E, Q,(d)):

v(f, U, U7 > XP—m(Uy, Uf,Eu,)Yy =0
baemo(ker f/*)

and
m(Us, Uz, 7 (E)) - v(f,Ur,U2) Y Yo' = Xg =0.
by emo(ker f7)
That is,

I/(f*a U27 U{) b
yo= 222 "1/ X2
0 m(UlaU{75U1) bzeﬂ'o(%rf'*) 0

and

U1, Us)
xo— UL Us) Y
0 m(Ug,UéagUz) bleﬂoz(k:erf’) ’

By using the action of A we get that,

v(f*, Uz, Uy) b
Yao = . . Xa2
m(U17U{78U1) bzeﬂ_o(%rf,*)

and

Uy, U3)
Xg _ V(f? 1,Y9 Yabl-
m(U27 U2/7 gUg) b1€ﬂ§er f/)

Therefore,

V(f*7 UQ; U{)
}/0 _ YN Y2 Y) Xb )
m(Ulu U{’ gUl) bo 671'0(%1“ %) 2

I/(f7 U17 Ué)
Xog= ————"7—— Yy, .
m(Us, Uj, Eu,) blemz(kjcr " 1

By using an action of G and mg(ker f) = mg(ker f), mo(ker f*) = mo(ker f"*) we get the following relations

1
nl = '(/J _B b 7b sz,
m(UQ, U177'*(£)) b2€ﬂ%}0rf*) ( ( 1 2))
1
Xp, = ——— B(b1,02))Y;
b m(Ul,Ug,E) Z 1/)( ( 1, 2)) by

by €mo(ker f)

between the two bases of H2¢(Uy x Us, Lyv (d)). Taking the dual bases and using Poincare duality completes
the proof of the theorem. O
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Let us finally consider the general situation considered in the introduction. Let U; and Us be two
connected commutative perfect unipotent algebraic group scheme over k. Let E be a biextension of Uy x Us
by a Q,/Zy, and f : Uy — Uy, f* : Uy — Uy be the corresponding homomorphisms, where we no longer
assume them to be isogenies. Let K;, Ky denote the reduced scheme associated with kernels of f and f*
respectively. The morphisms f and f* factor as in the commutative diagrams below:

U14>Im CUék U2—>Im )gUik
Ui /Ky Us/K3.

By applying Serre duality we get that,

)* B A Uy )* N Us
f'*l / fl /
(U1/K7)" (U2/K3)"

From this one can easily deduce that, (Us/K$) = Im(f)* and (U;/K?) = Im(f*)* and f’, f"* are isogenies.
Therefore the biextension E of Uy x U by Q,/Z,, descends to a biextension E’ of U1 /K x Us/ K5 by Q,/Z,
through the canonical projection morphisms and the corresponding morphisms f’ and f*. Therefore we
have a following cartesian square:

E—— F

| |

U1 X UQ E— Ul/Kf X UQ/KS

Remark 7.5. Let (U1,Uq,&v,) and (Us,Us, Eu,) be two dual pairs giving us identifications U pert™ =
U/ perf- Let L be a bimultiplicative Q,-local system on U; x Us and the corresponding homomorphisms are
f Ut pert = Ul f* U pert = Uj We define the constants m(Uy, Uz, £) and m(Us, Uy, 7*(L)) as

follows:

,perf? ,perf*

m(Ul,Ug,E) = m(Ul/Kf,Ug/KS,E) m(Ug,Ul,T*(E)) = m(Ug/Kg,Ul/Kf,T*(ﬁ)

where K7 and K5 denote the reduced schemes associated with ker f and ker f* respectively. As before, let
d = dim(U; /K?) = dim(Uz/K3). Note that by (12) and Lemma 7.4 it follows that

m(Uy,Us, £) = (1) - p" and m(Us, Uy, 7% (L)) = (—1)¢ .p" for some r, 1’ € Z
with p" " = |mo(ker f)| = |mo(ker £*)|. (See also Remark 1.2.)
Now we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. In the above discussion if we replace E by connected component of E and E’ by
its image then we have a following cartesian square:

E— F

| l

Uy x Uy 253 U /KD x Uy /KS

17



Also, the biextension E’ of Uy /K? x Uy /K3 by a finite commutative group A (< Q,/Z,) such that L is trival

on it and bimultiplicative Q,-local system £ corresponds to a character 1) : A < @; . Then by Lemma 7.4,
we have following relations in H24(Uy /K9 x Us /K9, Lyv (d)):

1
Yy, = 5 5 Y(=B(b1,b2)) Xy,
2% m(UQ/K2,U1/K1,T*(£>) b2€ﬂo(§rf,*) bo

1
X, = - — E W(B(by,b2))Yy .
ba m(Ul/Kl,Ug/KQ,E) by o (her 1) b1

Now by applying Lemma 2.20 we get the following relations in H?4(U; x Us, Lyv (d)):

1
n = ) o % w(_B(blabQ))Xb 3
1 m(UQ/KQ,Ul/Kl,T (ﬁ) b2€w§:rf*) 2

1
Xp, = S 5 Y(B(b1,b2))Ys, .
: m(Ul/K17U2/K27£) b167%erf) '

i.e.

1
}/b _ — 1/)(—B(b17b2))Xb ’
1 m(U27 Ui, T (‘C) bzeﬂ—;kerf*) 2

1
Yo D, 2 VB
1E€7To r

Taking the dual bases and using Poincare duality completes the proof of the theorem. o

Proof of Corollary 1.4. Suppose, by € mg(ker f) such that B(b1,b) = 0V b € mp(ker f*). By Theorem
1.1, we have Yj, = Yy which implies that b, = 0. Similarly one can show that if by € mg(ker f*) such that
B(b,b2) =0V b € mg(ker f) then by = 0. This proves the corollary. O

Corollary 7.6. Let G be the group defined in Section 3 and ¢ : A — @; the fized injective character of
A (=2 Z(mo(G)). Then there exists an unique irreducible representation (upto isomorphism) of mo(G) whose
central character is . The dimension of this irreducible representation is |mo(K1)| = |mo(K2)|.

Proof. Let us define a bilinear pairing on 7 (G) /A (22 7o (K1) X (K2)) using 1 as follows: for Z,§ € mo(G)/A,
(z, ) = Y(zyz~ty~1). We will prove that 1 is generic, i.e. the pairing ( , ) is non-degerate.

Let & = (k1,ke) € mo(G)/A = 7o(K71) x mp(K2) be any non-zero element. Take x = (k1,k2,0) and let
y = (b1,b2,0). Then (Z,7) = ¥(zyz~ty™1) = (B(k1,b2) — B(b1,k2)). As T # 0, without loss of generality
assume that k1 # 0. Since B is a non-degenerate pairing, there exists ba € mo(K2) such that B(k1,bs) # 0.
If y = (0,b2,0) then (Z,7) = ¥(B(k1,b2)) # 1. This proves that ¢ is a generic character of A. Then the
corollary follows from Stone-Von Neumann theorem (see [ ] Ex. 4.1.8). O

Proof of Corollary 1.5. Note that action of G° on H2P(U; x Ua, £(D)) is trivial, so the action of G factors
through m(G). It is easy to see that centre of m(G) (= A) acts on H2P (Uy x Us, Ly(D)) by the character
¥ and 7o(G) is two step nilpotent group. By 4.1, dim(H2P (U x Us, £(D))) is |mo(K1)|. The result now
follows from Corollary 7.6. o

Definition 7.7. (Symmetric biextension.) Let U € cpug, the biextension E of U x U is said to be symmetric
if f= f*, where f and f* are corresponding homomorphisms. Equivalently, £ is symmetric if 7*(F) & E.
We say that a homomorphism f : U — U™ is symmetric if the corresponding biextension is symmetric.
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Definition 7.8. (Skew-symmetric biextension.) Let U € cpuj, the biextension E of U x U is said to be
skew-symmetric if the restriction of E to the diagonal of U x U is a trivial Q,/Z,-torsor. If E is skew-
symmetric biextension of U x U then f = —f*, where f and f* are corresponding homomorphisms. The
converse statement holds if char(k) > 2. We say that a homomorphism f : U — U* is skew-symmetric if
the corresponding biextension is skew-symmetric.

Corollary 7.9. Let U be a connected commutative unipotent group over k of dimension d. Let L be a
bimultiplicative Q,-local system on U x U such that the corresponding homomorphism f : Uperr — Upert 18
symmetric (resp. skew-symmetric) and let dim(ker f) = k. Then the cardinality of mo(ker f) must be p*" for

some r € Z. The relations between two bases of H2P (U x U, L(D)) is then given by,

()

Y= ) v(BlLb)X;,
baemo(ker f)

* (_1)d_ﬁ *

Xy, = T > @(=B(br, b)Yy
by emo(ker f)

and where ¢ is the fized character of Qp/Zy.

Proof. By definition of symmetric biextension f = f* and 7*(£) & L. Then ker f = ker f* and m(U,U, L) =
m(U, U, 7*(L)). Similarly one can show that m(U,U, L) = m(U,U,7*(L)) in case of skew-symmetric homo-
morphism. Then the result follows from the Theorem 1.1. O
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