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Abstract

In this paper, we give a recursive construction to produaargtes of quadratic
forms ¢, in the n'" power of the fundamental ideal in the Witt ring whose corre-
sponding adjoint group®SO (g,,) are not stably rational. Computations of the R-
equivalence classes of adjoint classical groups by Mezkuaye used to show that
these groups are not R-trivial. This extends earlier resofitMerkurjev and Gille
where the forms considered have non-trivial and triviatdminants respectively.

1 Introduction

Rationality of varieties of connected linear algebraicugr® has been a topic of great in-
terest. It is well known that in characteristi@very such group variety is rational over the
algebraic closure of its field of definition. However, ra@dity over the field of definition
itself is a more delicate question and examples of ChevalhelySerre of non-rational tori
and semisimple groups respectively indicate its subtlareatPlatonov’s famous example
of non-rational groups of the for8iL; (D) settled negatively the long standing question of
whether simply-connected almost simplgroups were rational ovet, shifting the focus

to adjoint groups.

Platonov himself conjectured ([7], pg 426) that adjoint gienalgebraick-groups were
rational over any infinite field. Some evidence of the veyaaitthis conjecture is found in
[2] where Chernousov establishes tR&O(q) is a stably rationak variety for the special
quadratic formg = (1, 1,...1) wherek is any infinite field of characteristic n@t Note
that the signed discriminant of the quadratic form in quests +1.
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However Merkurjev in|[6] constructs a quadratic fornof dimension6 with non-trivial
signed discriminant over a base figidbf characteristic no2 and cohomological dimen-
sion 2 such thatPSO(q) is not ak-stably rational variety. This example is obtained as
a consequence of his computationsRyequivalence classex adjoint classical groups
which relates to stable-rationality via the following elemary result :

If X is ak-stably rational variety, thetX (K')/R is trivial for any extensiork’/k.

In fact, Merkurjev shows that if is a quadratic form of dimensiof 6, thenPSO(q)(K)/R
is not trivial for some extensio’/k if and only if ¢ is avirtual Albert form Bruno Kahn
and Sujatha give a conomological descriptio®?80 (¢)(k)/ R ([4], Thm 4) for any virtual
Albert form ¢ over fields of characteristit.

It is to be noted that Merkurjev's example uses the nondlityi of the signed discriminant
of the quadratic form in a crucial way.

Let W (k) denote the Witt ring of quadratic forms defined o¥eand (k) denote the fun-
damental ideal of even dimensional forms. One can ask iether examples of quadratic
formsg, defined over fieldg,, satisfying the following two properties :

1. g, € I"(k,), then-th power of the fundamental ideal.

2. PSO(q,) is notk,-stably rational.

Gille answers the question far= 2 very precisely inl[3] and produces a quadratic form of
dimension 8 with trivial discriminant over a field of cohoraglcal dimension 3. He also
shows that the dimension of the quadratic form has to be at &and that the base field
should have cohomological dimension at least 2.

This paper produces paifs,, ¢,) for everyn in a recursive fashion such that
PSO(¢,)(kn)/R # {1}. This implies that’SO(g,,) is not stably rational.

2 Notationsand Conventions

All fields considered are assumed to have charactefistiet I/ (k) denote the Witt ring
of quadratic forms defined ovér and I(k), the fundamental ideal of even dimensional
forms. P,(k) is the set of isomorphism classes of anisotropifold Pfister forms and
I"(k) denotes the:-th power of the fundamental ideal. Let us fix the conventiat {(a))
denotes the 1-fold Pfister forfi, a). A generalized Pfister form is any scalar multiple of
a Pfister form.



3 A formulafor R-equivalence classes

Let G be a connected linear algebraic group ovefhe following relation defined o@'(k)
is an equivalence relation, called tReequivalenceelation.

go~ g1 = Fg(t) € Gk(t)), 9(0) = go, 9(1) = o
The induced equivalence classes are cdReghjuivalence classes G(k).

An algebraic varietyX overk is said to be:-stably rational if there exist two affine spaces
A7, A7 and a birational map defined ovebetweemA} x;, X andAj.

A k algebraic grou- is said to beR-trivial if G(K)/R = {1} for every extensiotk of k.

Recall the fact that stablyrational varieties are R-trivial. The following formulaspecial
case of Merkurjev’'s computations of R-equivalence clas$ekassical adjoint groups, is a
key ingredient for our construction of nonrational adjgnbups.

Theorem 3.1 (Merkurjev, [6], Thm 1) PSO(q)(k)/R = G(q)/Hyp(q)k*? where

1. ¢ is an even dimensional (say of dimensidhnon-degenerate quadratic form over
k of characteristic# 2.

2. G(q) = {a € k| aq = q}, the group of similarities.
3. Hyp(q) = (N ()| [1 : k] < 00, q = HP).
4. k*%:={a® a € k*}.

Thus to check thaPSO (g, ) is notk,,-stably rational, it is enough to check that
PSO (¢,) (k,) /R # {1} using the above formula.

4 Lemmata

This section collects a list of lemmas which come in handylstleibnstructing nonrational
adjoint groups.

Lemma 4.1 (Odd extensions)Let ¢ be a quadratic form ovek. Letk’/k be an odd degree
extension. Then,

PSO (qw) (K)/R = {1} = PSO(q)(k)/R = {1}.
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Proof. Suppose that € G(q).
ClearlyG(q) € G (qv) = Hyp (g) k" asPSO (q) (K')/R = {1}.

The definition ofHyp groups and the transitivity of norms immediately yield thetfthat
Ny sk (Hyp (gi) k%) € Hyp(q)k*?.

If 2n + 1 is the degree of’ overk, it follows thatz®"*!* = N, /.(x) € Hyp(¢)k**. Hence
x € Hyp(q)k™2. O

Let p be a Pfister form ovek. Its pure-subfornyp is defined uniquely upto isometry via
the property thap 1 (1) = p. The following useful result connects the values of pure-
subforms and Pfister forms :

Lemma4.2 ([9], Chap 4, Thm 1.4)If D(q) denotes the set of non-zero values represented
by the quadratic forng, then, forp € P,(k),

beD(ﬁ) <~ pg <<bvb27"'7bn>>7
forsomeb,, ..., b, € k*.

The next lemma is a useful tool for converting an element tvisca norm from two dif-
ferent quadratic extensions into a norm from a biquadratieresion of the base field upto
squares.

Lemma 4.3 (Biquadratic-norm trick,/[5], Lemma 1.4)f [; and(, are two quadratic ex-
tensions of a field, then

Ny (llx) N Ny (lzx) = Niuwla/t ((h & 12)X) %2,

Lemma 4.4 (Folklore). Let k(u) be a finite separable extension bfgenerated by: of
degreep?h wherep is a prime not dividingh andg > 1. Then there exist finite separable
extensions\/; /M, /k such that the following conditions hold :

1. ]{E(U) C M, andM1 = MQ(U)
2. [Ml : Mg] =P andp /{/[Ml : k:(u)]
Proof. Let M /k be any finite Galois extension containihfy) and letS be anyp-Sylow

of Gal(M/k(u)). SinceGal(M/k(u)) is a subgroup ofzal(M/k), there is ap-Sylow
subgroup!l” of Gal(M/k) containingS.



Let M* andM™ denote the fixed fields of and7" in M respectively. Note that/® O M7T
and sinceS andT' are appropriate-Sylow subgroups, we have /| [M° : k(u)] and
p /[MT : k]. Comparing degrees yieldd/® : MT] = pJ. Also note that, ¢ MT and
k(u) C M%,

In fact, M7 (u) = M* becauséM® : M*] and[M* : k(u)] are coprime.

S is a proper subgroup of its normaliz&k-(S) becausd’ is nilpotent andS # T'. Thus,
you can find a subgroup such thatS C V C T and index ofS in V is p. SetM, to be
the fixed field ofl in M.

ThusM; = M,(u) is of degreep over M, and satisfies the other conditions given in the
Lemma.

M

MS = M,
p J M k(u)]
p
k(u
\ /

[MT : K]

O

The following lemma tells us that Pfister forms yield R-talbvarieties. Note that in fact
more is true, namely th&SO(q) is stably-rational for any generalized Pfister fogr({6],
Prop 7).

Lemma 4.5. If ¢ is ann-fold Pfister form over a field&, then

PSO(q)(k)/ R = {1}.

Proof. If ¢ is isotropic, itis hyperbolic and henc¢g¢) = Hyp(q) = k*. Therefore assume
without loss of generality thatis anisotropic.



Casen =1: Letg= (1,—a). ThenG(q) = Nk(ﬁ)/k(k (v/a)™). Further,g splits over a
finite field extensiorl., of k if and only if a is a square in.. Thereforey;, splits if and only
if L D k(y/a) 2 kand hence clearlflyp(q) = G(q).

General case: Recall that Pfister forms are round, thatli§q) = G(q) for any Pfister
form q. Let g be the pure-subform af. If b € D(¢) C D(q), then by Lemma4]2

b€ D((1,0)) = Hyp ((1,b)) K** C Hyp(q)k**.

Note that anyr € G(q) = D(q) can be written (upto squares frai) as eitheb or 1 + b
for someb € D(q). Sincex = b € D(q) has just been taken care of, it is enough to note
that forb € D(q),

1+be D((1,0) C Hyp(q)k*%

5 Comparison of some Hyp groups

Let ¢ be an anisotropic quadratic form over a figldof characteristic). Let p be an
anisotropic Pfister form defined overand letQ = ¢ L tp over the field of Laurent series
K = E((t)). Note that/ is a complete discrete valued field with uniformizing partene
and residue field. Recall the exact sequence in Witt groups :

0 — W(k) 2 wiK) 2% Wk) — 0

whereRes is the restriction map angk, denotes the second residue homomorphism with
respect to the parameter

Remark 5.1. @ is anisotropic andlim(Q) > dim(p).

This can be shown with the aid of the above exact sequencehé@inisotropic part of)
beQ.. = ¢ L tg, for quadratic formg; defined ovek. Then eacly; is anisotropic. The
following equality inT¥ (k) is in fact an isometry because the forms are anisotropic :

52,t(@) =DP=q.



This immediately implieg = ¢;. The inequality between dimensions@fandp follow
immediately.

Proposition 5.2. Hyp(Q)K** C Hyp (qx) K*? if PSO(q)(k)/R # {1}.

Proof. Let L/K be a finite field extension which spli€3. There is a unique extension of
the discrete valuation o' to L which maked. into a complete discrete valued field. Let
denote the residue field @f. Since the characteristic éfis0, ¥ C K and! C L. Let K,
denote the maximal non-ramified extension/oin L andr be a uniformizing parameter
of L. Let f = [l : k], the degree of the residue field extensions abe the ramification
index of L/ K. Letvx denote the corresponding valuation on fiekds= K, K,,,., L and
Ox, the corresponding discrete valuation rings.

SinceL/ K, is totally ramified, the minimal polynomial of (which is also its character-
istic polynomial) overk.,, is anEisensteirpolynomialz® 4 a._;2¢ ' 4+ ... + a;z + ag in
K,.[z], wherevg, (ag) = 1 andvg,, (a;) > 1V 1 <i<e—1(1], Chap 1, Sec 6, Thm
1) Note thatNL/Km (7'(') = (—1)60,0.

K. = I((t)) and L = I((n)) ([8], Chap 2, Thm 2). Letig = —ut(1l + ust + ...) in
Ok,, = l[[t]. By Hensel's lemmal + uit + ... = w? for somew in K,,.. The relation
given by the Eisenstein polynomial can be rewritten by aipglyiensel’s lemma again as
follows :

¢ = utv},u e X, ve Lx.

Hence the norm of can be computed upto squares. That is,

Nijx(m) = Nic,, i ((—1)%ao) € (=1) (=) Niji(u) K.

The problem is subdivided into two cases depending on theymdrthe ramification index
eof L/K.

Casel : eisodd

We show thatl also splitsy in this case. Leb, . : W (L) — W (l) be the second Milnor
residue map with respect to the uniformizing parametehosen above. Note that;, =
q+mupin W(L). Then



Qr=0 = 0 (Q)=0€W(l)
— up=0¢eW(L)
= ¢=0e W(L)

Casell : eiseven

Now Q; = ¢+ up = 0in W (L). Since any element df* is of the formamb? or ab? for
somea € [* andb € L, the norm computation of done before yields the following :

NL/K (LX) Q <Nl/k (u) (—t)f>KX2.

So itis enough to show thdtis even andV,, (u) is in Hyp (¢) k*2.
Claim: fis even.

If fis odd, therPSO (¢;) (1) /R # {1} by Lemmd4.lL. But; = —up is a form similar to
a Pfister form. Hence by Lemrha #1550 (¢;) (I)/R = {1} which is a contradiction.

Claim: N, (u) € Hyp (q) k*?

Look atl D k (u) D k. If [ : k (u)] is even, therV, ;. (u) = Ny i (ul*)) € k<% which
proves the claim.

Otherwiser : W (k (u)) — W (I) is injective and hence + up = 0 in W (k (u)). It
remains to show thavy, . (u) € Hyp (¢) k*2.

Suppose thalti(u) : k] is odd. Then Lemm&a4.1 implies thBEO (gxw)) /R # {1}. On
the other handy,,, is similar to Pfister formp,,,). This contradicts Lemnia4.5. Therefore
[k(u) : k] is even.

Let [k(u) : k] = 29h whereh is odd andy > 1. Lemmd&_ 4.4 gives us a quadratic extension
M, = Ms(u) over M, such that)/; is an odd extension df(u).

Since[M; : k(u)] is odd, there is a € k> such that

Nag, k(@) = Niguy i (Nay iy (@) = Nguyn (w)w?.

Hence it suffices to show thafy,, /,(u) € Hyp(¢)k*?. Using transitivity of norms and the
definition of Hyp groups, showingVy, /as, (v) € Hyp (qas,) M,*? proves the claim.
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Letn := N/, (u). By using Scharlau’s transfer and Frobenius reciprocBy, Chap 2,
Lemma 5.8 and Thm 5.6),

p@ (1) =—(ugeW (M) = pe(l,-n) =0eW(M,).

Hencen € G (pa,) = D (pas,) Sincep is a Pfister form.

Let s be the pure subform associated wjth),. We can assume (upto squares froip)
thaty = bor 1+ for someb € D (s). In either casey € N, (=), ((M2 (\/—b))x>.

By Lemma4.2p = ((b,...)). Note that if—b is already a square if/,, then the above
reasoning shows thatsplits over)/; which shows thaty € Hyp (qaz,) M, If —bis not
a square, thep splits in M, (v/—b) and hencg = —up splits inM; (v/=b).

The introduction of subfield/, is useful because the biquadratic norm trick can be used !
More precisely, since

1 g (00 (1)) ) ¥ 080

Lemmal4.B shows thatis upto squares a norm frot; (v/—b) andM; (v/—b) splitsg.
Thusn € Hyp (qa,) My? as claimed. O

Proposition 5.3. Hyp (qx) K*? C Hyp (q) K**.

Proof. Using the exact sequence associated to the second Milndueemap again, it
is clear that ifq is split by a finite field extensioh of K, then it is also split by, the
residue field ofL. ThusHyp (¢x) is generated by, (L*) where L runs over finite
unramified extensions ok which splitq. By Springer’s theorem] : k| has to be even.
And characteristic ok = 0 implies thatL = [((¢)). To conclude, it is enough to observe
that

Nicey ey () S Ny () K2



6 A recursiveprocedure

All fields have characteristie. We say a quadruplen, A, L, ¢) has propertyx if the fol-
lowing holds :

¢ is an anisotropic quadratic form ovérin I (L) such that the scalax is in G (¢) but
not in Hyp (¢) L** and there exists a decomposition @fnto a sum of generalized-
fold Pfister forms in the Witt ring? (L), each of which is annihilated by, —\). More
precisely, inW (L),

¢ = Zozipi,n,where a; € L™, pin € P, (L)

i=1

(1,-\) @ pip =0V i,

Assume thain, A, k,,, ¢,) has property with ¢, = > a;p;, for p;,, € P, (k,) and
a; € k) such that each; ,, is annihilated by(1, —\). Let K, denote the field:,,. Define
the fieldsK; recursively as follows :

Let ), denote the quadratic forp, defined overk,. Define the quadratic formQ; over
fields K; recursively as follows :

Qi =Qim1 Ltipip, V1<i<m

Note that\ € G (Q;) for eachl < i < m since\ € G (¢,,) andG (p;,,) for each.

Theorem 6.1. Let(n, \, k,, ¢,) has property. Then for(K,,, @Q,,) as above, the following
hold :

1. Qn € I (K,,)
2. 2 G(Qn) \ Hyp (Qn) K,,**. In particular, PSO (Q,,) is not K,,-stably rational.
3. (n+ 1, A\ K, Q) has propertyx.

Proof. In the Witt ringW (K,,),

m

=1

i=1 i=1
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We now prove by induction that € G (Q;) \ Hyp (Q;) K,;** for eachi < m.

The base case= 0 is given, namely the pail,,, ¢,). Assume as induction hypothesis that
this statement holds for all< j. The proof of the statement for= j + 1 follows :

The following notations are introduced for convenience.

(Q,K) = (Qj+1>Kj+1)
(¢ k) = (Qy, K;)

t:= tj+1
P =Djt1n € Do (k)
ThusQ = q+tp e W (K).

Since\ € k* and not inHyp(q)k*?, it is not in Hyp(¢)K 2. By Propositioi 5.8\ ¢
Hyp(qx ) K** and by Propositioh 512\ ¢ Hyp(Q)K*?. By construction\ € G(Q) as
A€ G (p)NG(q). Hencel € G(Q) \ Hyp(Q) K *2.

It is clear that(n + 1, \, K,,,, Q,,) has property by Equation[(LL). O

7 Conclusion

Theorem 7.1. For eachn, there exists a quadratic forgp, defined over a field,, such that
PSO (¢,) is notk,-stably rational.

Proof. Letq be an anisotropic quadratic form of dimenstoover a fieldF' of characteristic
0. If the discriminant of; is not trivial andCj(q) is a division algebra, then there exists a
field extensiorn® of I such that’SO(q)(E)/R # {1} ([6], Thm 3).

Definek, := E, q; := qg and pick a\ € G (q;) \ Hyp (q1) k%

We can writeg; = >"._, o f; in the Witt ringW (k) for some scalars; € k;* and1-fold
Pfister formsf; which are annihilated byl, —\)([9], Chap 2, Thm 10.13).

Therefore Theorem 6.1 can be applied repeatedly to procaicg(p,,, ¢,,) such that

PSO (¢n) (kn) /R # {1}
This implies thatPSO (¢,) is notk,,-stably rational. O
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