arXiv:2211.02850v1l [math.NT] 5 Nov 2022

A Comparison of Cohomological Obstructions to the Hasse
Principle and to Weak Approximation

Yisheng TIAN
November 8, 2022

Abstract

We show that certain Tate—Shafarevich groups are unramified which enables us to give an obstruction to the
Hasse principle for torsors under tori over p-adic function fields.

1 Introduction

Let K be the function field of a smooth projective geometrically integral curve X over a p-adic field k. In
recent years, Harari-Scheiderer—Szamuely [HSS15] obtained an explicit description of a cohomological obstruction
to weak approximation for K-tori and also related this obstruction to an unramified cohomology group (called
the reciprocity obstruction). In the meantime, Harari-Szamuely [HS16] constructed an obstruction to the Hasse
principle for K-torsors under tori. By construction of [HS16, pp. 16-17 and Theorem 4.1], the obstruction to the
Hasse principle is essentially coming from the global duality for K-tori, and they showed that this obstruction given
by a group determined by "local triviality" is the only one. However, the local triviality condition increases the
difficulty of computing the obstruction. This encourages us to find an obstruction which is easier to compute.

On the other hand, the reciprocity obstruction is widely used in the investigation of the Hasse principle and
intuitively the obstruction introduced in [HS16] should be compatible with the reciprocity obstruction. These known
results also motivate us to build a connection between the obstruction in [HS16] and the reciprocity obstruction.
Moreover, another benefit of this attempt is that the unramified cohomology group is indeed easier to handle (for
example, it vanishes in several known cases). At this stage, we would like to find out the relation between the
obstruction in [HS16] and the unramified cohomology group used in reciprocity obstruction [HSS15, Theorem 4.1]).

Actually the question that whether the canonical image of a certain map is unramified was first raised by Colliot-
Théléne (see also [CT15, Remarque 4.3(b)]). Later [Tia21, Appendix| obtained a partial answer when the torsor
is trivial. Therefore it is an interesting question to describe the cohomological obstruction to the Hasse principle
using unramified cohomology groups for general torsors under tori.

Let us make the above statements more precise. Let X (1) be the set of closed points on X. The local ring O X v
at v € X is a discrete valuation ring, so we may denote by K, the completion of K with respect to v € X, Let
Y be a K-torsor under a K-torus T. We put Y,, :=Y X K,. Let ) be a smooth integral separated Xy-scheme
such that V) xx, Spec K ~ Y for some sufficiently small non-empty open subset Xy C X. We define the adelic
points on Y (which does not depend on the choice of the model Y) by

Y(Ak)i= lm (] Y(K,)x [T ¥(0.)).

UCX, vEU vel

In [HS16, page 15-16|, Harari and Szamuely constructed a map py : H2.(Y, Q/Z(2)) — Q/Z where

3 L H2(Y,Q/7(2)) H2(Y,,Q/Z(2))
H;o(Y,Q/Z(2)) = Ker (mmri-grz@y — vel)_([(l) T ES (R, 0772)))

gives the only obstruction to the Hasse principle as follows.

Theorem (Harari-Szamuely, [HS16, Theorem 5.1]). Let Y be a K-torsor under a torus T such that Y (Ax) # &.
If py is identically zero, then Y (K) # @.

Actually, during the proof of the theorem, Harari and Szamuely constructed a finer obstruction than that given
by HZ(Y,Q/Z(2)). Indeed, the Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence E5? := HP(K, H1(Y,Q/Z(2))) = HPT? :=


http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.02850v1

HPH(Y,Q/7(2)) yields a map H*(K,H'(Y,Q/Z(2))) — H3(Y,Q/Z(2))/Im H*(K,Q/Z(2)) (where we have used
implicitly the fact that the cohomological dimension of K is 3). Moreover, [HS16, Lemma 5.2] allows one to identify
H?(K,HY(Y,Q/Z(2))) with H*(K,T") where T" is the dual torus of T' (i.e. T" is the torus such that its module of
characters is the module of cocharacters of T'). Let III1%(T”) be the group of everywhere locally trivial elements of
H?(K,T"). Restricting to the subgroup 11?(T") of H*(K,T’) yields a map

7 3T — HE(Y,Q/Z(2)).

Let Y be a T-torsor such that Y(Ag) # @. Since Y(Ag) # @ is equivalent to Y(K,) # @ for all v € X1,
Y (Ak) # @ implies that the class [Y] € H'(K,T) actually lies in III*(T). Now we arrive at:

Proposition (Harari-Szamuely, [HS16, Proposition 5.3]). Let Y be a T-torsor such that Y (Ag) # &. Then

py o7(a) = ([Y], @)

holds up to sign for all a € I?*(T’), where (—,—) is the global duality pairing III*(T) x II%(T") — Q/Z (see
[HS16, Theorem 4.1]).

The previous theorem follows immediately from the precedent proposition together with the fact that the global
duality pairing IITY(T) x I0?(T’) — Q/Z is perfect. In this way, we obtain a cohomological obstruction to the
Hasse principle given by the image of III*(7”) in H (Y, Q/Z(2)). Thus the image of II1*(7”) is the crucial part of
the obstruction to the Hasse principle.

As for weak approximation, Harari, Scheiderer and Szamuely announced that the defect to weak approximation
for tori can be described by III2(T"), where III2(7”) denotes the subgroup of H?(K,T') consisting of elements
vanishing in H?(K,,T") for all but finitely many v € X(1). To this end, they constructed a pairing (see [HSS15, §4,
pp. 18])

(-hwas T1 YK x HAUK(V),Q/22) - Q/2.
veX
Here H3 (K (Y),Q/Z(2)) denotes the unramified subgroup of H3(K (Y'), Q/Z(2)) which contains the canonical image
of H3(K,Q/Z(2)) in H3(K(Y),Q/Z(2)). See [CT95, §2 and §4] for general properties of unramified elements and
unramified cohomology, respectively.

Theorem (Harari-Scheiderer—Szamuely, [HSS15, Theorem 4.2]). There is a homomorphism
u: MIE(T') — Hy (K (T), Q/Z(2))

such that each family (t,) € T(K,) annihilated by (—,Imu)wa lies in the closure T(K) of T(K) in [[T(K,) with
respect to the product topology.

With this point of view, we are interested in the image of H2 (Y, Q/Z(2)) — H3(K(Y),Q/Z(2))/H?(K,Q/Z(2)).
We prove that this map has unramified image' and hence the obstruction to the Hasse principle will be easier to
handle. The first result is the following:

Theorem (Tian, [Tia21, Appendix|). The image of 12 (T') — H3(K(T),Q/Z(2))/H?*(K,Q/Z(2)) is unramified,
i.e. its image lies in the subquotient H! (K (T),Q/Z(2))/H*(K,Q/Z(2)).

In particular, the image of II1?(7") — H: (T, Q/Z(2)) — H*(K(T),Q/Z(2))/H?(K,Q/Z(2)) is unramified. This
positive answer suggests us to generalize the result to K-torsors under 7. Now we arrive at the main result:

Theorem (Corollary 2.5). The image of I12(T") — H3*(Y,Q/Z(2))/Im H3(K,Q/Z(2)) is unramified for any K-

torsor Y under T.

The idea of the proof is simple: we show that the image of 112 (T") in H3(Y,Q/Z(2))/Im H?(K,Q/Z(2)) comes
from H3(Y*¢ Q/Z(2))/Im H3(K,Q/Z(2)) where Y¢ denotes a smooth compactification of ¥ (see [Kol07, Theorem
3.21 and Corollary 3.22| for the existence of Y¢). Thus the image of 1112 (T") in H*(K(Y),Q/Z(2))/H?(K,Q/Z(2))
is unramified by [CT95, Proposition 2.1.8] and the properness of Y¢. To this end, we use purity sequences to relate
the cohomology of Y with that of Y¢ via a commutative diagram (Lemma 2.4).
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IThroughout, the unramified part of H3(K(Y),Q/Z(2))/H?(K,Q/Z(2)) will mean the quotient H3 (K (Y), Q/Z(2))/H? (K, Q/Z(2)).




2 Main results

Let T be a T-equivariant smooth projective compactification of T over K (see [CTHS05, Corollaire 1]). Let
T C V; C T be the open subset of T° consisting of T-orbits such that codim(7¢\ V;,T¢) >i. Let Y¢ =Y xT T*¢
and let U; =Y xT V; € Y. Fix an algebraic closure K of K and let X be the base change of a K-scheme ¥ to K.
So Uy = Y by construction and Y¢ is cellular by [Caol8, Proposition 2.5(3)]. For i > 1, Z; := U; \ U;_ is smooth
of codimension 7 in U;.

We begin with the computation of some cohomology groups via purity and then deduce a commutative dia-
gram which tells us II12 (7") is unramified. Throughout we shall simply write Q(i) := Q/Z(i) for i € Z.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose either (a) 0 <r <4 andi>2, or (b) 0 <r <2 andi > 1. There are isomorphisms
H"(U;,Q(2)) = H"(Y,Q(2)) and H"(U;,Q(2)) = H"(Y*, Q(2)).
Proof. The purity of U;_1 C U; D Z; for i > 1 yields exact sequences (and similar sequences over K )
H™%(Z;,0(2— 1)) = H"(U;, Q(2)) = H" (Ui—1, Q(2)) — H™™ 7% (Z;, Q(2 — i) (1)
by [Full, Corollary 8.5.6]. Thus for » < 4 and i > 3, there are isomorphisms
H" (Ui, Q(2)) = H"(Ui-1,2(2)) (2)

by the exact sequence (1). In particular, applying (2) inductively yields isomorphisms H" (U, Q(2)) ~ H" (Y%, Q(2))
and H" (U, Q(2)) ~ H"(Y<,Q(2)) for r < 4. For case (b), since codim(Z,, Uz) = 2, the exact sequence (1) for
0<r<2and U; C Uy D Zy implies H"(Uz, Q(2)) ~ H" (U1, Q(2)) and H" (U, Q(2)) ~ H"(U1, Q(2)). Therefore
we conclude H"(Uy, Q(2)) ~ H" (U, Q(2)) ~ H"(Y*, Q(2)) and similarly over K. O

Remark 2.2. Since Y ¢ is a projective cellular variety, H (Y ¢, Q(2)) =0 for i = 2n — 1 with n > 1 an integer (see
[Ful84, Example 19.1.11] or [Caol8, Théoréme 2.6]). Moreover, thanks to Br(Y¢) = 0 (since Y¢ is smooth projective
rational) and the Kummer sequence

0— HY (Y, G,)/n— H*(Y®, pn) = nH*(Y®,G,,) — 0,

we obtain an isomorphism of Galois modules H2(Y¢, Q(1)) ~ Pic(Y ) ®z Q/Z after taking direct limit over all n.
Over the algebraically closed field K, we can (non-canonically) identify Q(1) with Q(2), so there is an isomorphism
H2(Y*, Q(2)) ~ Pic(Y¢) ®z Q/Z of abelian groups.

Lemma 2.3.

(1) We have H* (U1, Q(2)) = 0. The map H*(U1, Q(2)) — H?(Uy, Q(2)) induced by Uy C Uy is identically zero.
In particular, there is an exact sequence of Galois modules:

0— H'(To, Q(2)) = H"(Z1,Q(1)) = H*(U1,Q(2)) — 0. 3)
(2) We have B
Im (H*(Y°, Q(2)) — H*(U1, Q(2))) = Ker (H*(U1, Q(2)) — H*(U1, Q(2))).
Therefore
Im (1123((1;(,75((22)))) - IzgS(g(l,’QQ((S))))) = Ker (?{3(([]1(1—,’9@((22)))) — H*(U1,Q(2))). (4)

(3) Consider the diagonal map A : H*(K,H°(Z1,Q(1))) — [, H*(K,,H°(Z1,Q(1))) and write the image
() == Ala) of « € H*(K,H(Z1,Q(1))) under A into a family of local elements. Put

12 (H°(Z1, Q(1))) := {a | vy =0 for all but finitely many v € XV},
Then 12 (H%(Z1, Q(1))) = 0 and in particular A is injective.
Proof.



(1) By Lemma 2.1 and Remark 2.2, we have H' (U1, Q(2)) ~ H*(Y<, Q(2)) = 0. Consider the following commu-
tative diagram
Pic(T¢) ® Q/Z — Pic(T) @ Q/Z

1 1
H*(T¢, Q(2)) —— H*(T, Q(2)).

Here the vertical arrows are induced by the Kummer sequence 0 — u,, — G,,, — G,,, — 0 together with a fixed
identification of Q(1) and Q(2) over K. Note that Br(T¢) = 0 and Pic(T) = 0. Since the left vertical arrow
is an isomorphism by the vanishing of Br(7°), we conclude that HQ(Yc Q(2)) — H? (Up, Q(2)) is identically
zero because of the isomorphisms of varieties Y¢ ~ T¢ and Uy = Y ~ T. Finally, the purity sequence (1)
for Uy C Uy D Z; together with the above vanishing results imply the desired short exact sequence of Galois
modules.

(2) The purity for U; C Us D Zs induces a commutative diagram with exact rows

H3 (U, Q(2)) —— H?(Uh, Q(2)) —— H(Z2,Q(0))
1 I I
H3(Us, Q(2)) —— H3(U1, Q(2)) —— H(Z2, Q(0)).

Note that the map H°(Zs, Q(1)) — H%(Z5, Q(1)) is injective. According to Lemma 2.1 and Remark 2.2, we
have

H3(U,,9(2)) ~ H*(Y<,Q(2)) = 0.
Thus a diagram chasing yields

Im (H?(Us, Q(2)) — H*(U1, Q(2))) = Ker (H* (U1, Q(2)) — H*(U1, Q(2))).
Recall that H?(Us, Q(2)) ~ H3(Y¢, Q(2)) by Lemma 2.1, we are done.

(3) Note first that H°(Zy, Q(1)) is isomorphic to a direct sum of copies of Q(1) as Galois modules and hence
12 (H°(Z1, Q(1))) is a direct sum of copies of 1112/ (Q(1)). For a field L of characteristic zero, we have a short

exact sequence 0 — Q(1) — " - @ — 0 of Galois modules, where the quotient @ is uniquely divisible.
Taking cohomology yields an isomorphism H?(L, Q(1)) ~ Br L. Finally, applying H?(L, Q(1)) ~BrL to L =
K, K, and taking I112(G,,) = 0 ([HSS15, Lemma 3.2(a)]) into account yield 112 (Q(1)) ~ II?(G,,) =0. O

In the diagram below, we denote by HU/HL, VF/VB/VL/VM/VR for the horizontal upper/lower, vertical
front/back/left /middle/right face, respectively. To avoid confusion, in VB we draw dashed vertical arrows. So all
the other faces are uniquely determined.

In the proof of Corollary 2.5 we only need the commutativity of the left cube and the exactness of the upper row
of HL in Lemma 2.4, but we still construct and show the commutativity of the two cubes because all the involved
arrows arise naturally.

Lemma 2.4. There is an exact commutative diagram with surjective vertical arrows

H3 (K, 7<2R11,.Q(2)) » HY(K, 7<1RT;,,Q(2)) » H(K, 7<0RT5,. (1))
/ | / | / |
H3(Uy, Q(2)) ———— H3(U, Q(2)) ——— H(Z1,Q(1))
4 4
H\(K, H*(T1, Q(2)) 4 H*(K, H' (T, Q(2))) 4+ H2(K, H'(Z1, (1))

- e -

H?(U1,0(2 H3(Up,0(2))
mEkod) e H*(Z1,Q(1)).

Proof. Let j : Uy — Uy and i : Z; — U; be open and closed immersions, respectively. We consider the exact
sequence 0 — 7,4'Q(2) = Q(2) = j.j*Q(2) — i. RY'Q(2) — 0 of étale sheaves over U; (for example, see the proof
of [Full, Corollary 8.5.6]). The isomorphism R%j,Q(2) ~ i, RIt1i'Q(2) for ¢ > 1 yields a distinguished triangle

i.Ri'Q(2) = Q(2) = Rj.j*Q(2) — i, Ri'Q(2)[1]. (5)



According to [Full, Theorem 8.5.2] (or see loc. cit. pp. 467 bottom for a more explicit version), we have Ri'Q(2) ~
i*Q(1)[~2]. Let fy denotes the structural morphism over K of a K-scheme X. Then we obtain fy; oi = f,
and hence Rfy; i.Ri'Q(2) = Rf;i*Q(1)[-2] = Rf, Q(1)[-2]. Now applying the functor Rf;, , to (5) yields a
distinguished triangle

e The lower row of VB is obtained by taking Galois cohomology of (3).

e We construct the upper row of VB. The left upper horizontal arrow is constructed as follows. Let F be an

étale sheaf over X for some K-scheme X. Then we have H*(Rfy,F) = R*fy,F ~ H?(X, F). Consider the
commutative diagram of short exact sequences in the derived category of étale sheaves

0 — 7<1R [y, Q(2) — 7<2Rf(,, Q(2) — H?(U1, Q(2))[-2] — 0

~L L~ -7 ~L l (7)
0 — 7<1Rf1,, Q(2) — 7<2R 1, Q(2) — H*(Uo, Q(2))[-2] — 0

where the vertical arrows are induced by the middle arrow of (6), and the rows come from respective short exact
sequences in the category of complexes of étale sheaves. Since the right vertical map is zero by Lemma 2.3(1),
the arrow 7<oR fr;,,Q(2) — 7<oR fy;,. Q(2) factors uniquely through 7<; R fy; , Q(2) by the universal property
of kernels. But the quasi-isomorphism TSlRTUO* Q(2) — 7~'§1R7U0* Q(2) becomes an isomorphism in the
derived category, so we obtain a map 7<2R fy;, ,Q(2) = T<1R f(,.Q(2).

The right upper horizontal arrow is obtained by Rfy;,,Q(2) = Rf,,,Q(1)[—1] from (6). Indeed, we have a
map

TRy, Q(2) = 7<1(Rf £, Q(1)[-1]) = (T<oR [ £,. Q1)) [-1].

The vertical arrows of VB are induced by the distinguished triangle (see [KS06, pp. 303, (12.3.2) and (12.3.3)])
T7<j—1R7.Q(2) — 7<;R7. Q(2) —» HY (X, Q(2))[~] = 7<;-1R7. Q(2)[1]
with 7 : X — K the structural morphism. The map
HP (K, 7<2Rfy;,,Q(2)) — H' (K, H*(U1, Q(2)))

is surjective since H*(K,Q/Z(2)) = 0. Similarly, the other vertical arrows are also surjective.
Taking Galois cohomology of the triangle (6) yields an exact sequence

H? (K, Rfr,,Q(2)) = H*(K, R« Q(2)) = H*(K, Rfz,.Q(1)),
ie. H3(U1,Q(2)) — H3(Uy, Q(2)) — H?(Z1,Q(1)) is exact. The horizontal rows of VF are constructed.

All the vertical arrows of VF are canonical projections.

Vertical arrows of HU (those arrows of the form H'(K,7<;Rfy,F) — H*(X,F)) are induced by the canonical
map 7<;A* — A" of complexes, and that of HL are obtained by the Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence
HP(K,H%(X,0Q(4))) = HPT1(X, Q(i)), where X is a variety defined over K.

Now we check the commutativity of the diagram.

VL, VM and VR commute by construction of the Hochschild—Serre spectral sequence (see [HS16, pp. 17]).

VF commutes by construction. For VB, we have a diagram in the derived category of étale sheaves

T<oR [, Q(2) —— 1R [, Q(2) — T<oR S £,. Q(1)[1]

o o o
H2(Uy, Q(2))[-2] — H'(Uo, Q(2))[-1] — H®(Z1, Q(1))[-1]

where the vertical arrows come from truncations. This diagram commutes because the rows are both obtained
from the triangle (6). Hence applying the function H?(K, —) yields the commutativity of VB.



e HU commutes by construction of truncation and by functoriality of Galois cohomology.

Thus the horizontal lower face HL. commutes by diagram chasing. O
Corollary 2.5. The image of III2(T") in H3(Y, Q(2))/Im H3(K, Q(2)) is unramified.
Proof. By Lemma 2.4 and functoriality, the following diagram commutes:

12 (1) —————— WI2(H(Z1, Q(1)))
LT\L LZJ/
HY(K, HX(U:, Q(2))) —— H2(K, H (U, Q(2))) —— H2(K, H°(Z,, Q(1)))
HSll, Hsol l

H3(U1,0(2)) H3(Y,0(2
et — " el H2(Z), Q(1)).

Here (7 and ¢z are respective inclusions. According to Lemma 2.3, the second row is exact and 1112 (H°(Z1, Q(1))) =
0. Subsequently a diagram chasing shows that Im(t7) C Im ®. By commutativity of the left lower square, Im(HSg o
tr) C Im(HSg 0 ®) = Im(¥ o HS;). The composite map
= H3(U,,0(2 =
HY(K, H*(U1,2(2))) — mapstimsy — H (U1, Q(2))
factors through H*(K, H?(U1,Q(2))) = 0 by the functoriality of the Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence. Thus we
obtain from Lemma 2.3(2) that

H?(U1,2(2)) 77 _ H3(Y°,0(2 H3(U1,2(2))
Im HS; C Ker (s Zs — H3 (U1, 2(2))) = Im (s = Teaay)-
Thus the image of ITI12 (7") in H3(Y, Q(2))/Im H3(K, Q(2)) comes from H?(Y¢, Q(2)), i.e. II12(T") is unramified.
In particular, the image of III?(7”) in H} (Y, Q(2)) is unramified. O

If we restrict ourselves to the subgroup I11?(7”) of 1112 (7"), then the image lies in the subgroup H{ (Y, Q/Z(2)) of
H3(Y,Q/Z(2))/Im H3(K,Q/Z(2)). Now the image of III*(T") in H*(K(Y),Q/Z(2))/H?(K,Q/Z(2)) is unramified
by Corollary 2.5.
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