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ON THE BIRATIONAL SECTION CONJECTURE WITH STRONG BIRATIONALITY
ASSUMPTIONS

GIULIO BRESCIANI

ABSTRACT. Let X be a curve over a field k finitely generated over Q and t an indeterminate. We prove
that, if s is a section of 771 (X) — Gal(k) such that the base change s ;) is birationally liftable, then
s comes from geometry. As a consequence we prove that the section conjecture is equivalent to the
cuspidalization of all sections over all finitely generated fields.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given X a geometrically connected, smooth curve over a field k with absolute Galois group
Gal(k), let Sx /i be the set of sections of 711 (X) — Gal(k) modulo the action of 711 (X}) by conjuga-
tion, these are usually called Galois sections. A Galois section is geometric if it is associated with a
k-rational point of X and cuspidal if it is associated with a k-rational point in the boundary X \ X,
where X is the smooth completion of X. Grothendieck made the following conjecture, nowadays
called the section conjecture, in a letter to Faltings [Gro97].

Section Conjecture. For every smooth, geometrically connected hyperbolic curve X over a field k finitely
generated over Q, every Galois section of X is either geometric or cuspidal.

A birational version of the conjecture, called the birational section conjecture, has been studied
as it seems more approachable [Koe05] [Sti15] [ST21]. We can define a set Sy(x)/x of sections of
Gal(k(X)) — Gal(k) analogously to the above, its elements are called birational Galois sections. A
birational section is cuspidal if it comes from a rational point of X.

Birational Section Conjecture. For every smooth, geometrically connected curve X over a field k finitely
generated over Q, every birational Galois section of X is cuspidal.

Recall that a Galois section of Sx i is birationally liftable if it’s in the image of Skx)/x — Sx/k
[Sti15, §2.1.1] (this is slightly different from the definition given in [Sti13, Definition 266]). Here is
an alternative formulation of the birational section conjecture, see Lemma 26.

Birational Section Conjecture, alternative formulation. For every smooth, geometrically connected
curve X over a field k finitely generated over Q, every birationally liftable Galois section of X is either
geometric or cuspidal.

In this note we show that, if we strengthen the birationality assumption, we can obtain the
desired result. Namely, we show that if ¢ is an indeterminate and s is a Galois section such that the
base change sy, is birationally liftable, then s is geometric or cuspidal.

The author was partially supported by the DFG Priority Program "Homotopy Theory and Algebraic Geometry" SPP
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1.1. Known results. J. Koenigsmann [Koe05] proved that the birational section conjecture holds
over finite extensions of Q,. Clearly, one would like to pass from local fields to number fields.
Moreover, M. Saidi and M. Tyler [ST21] have proved that the birational section conjecture for
number fields implies it for finitely generated extensions of Q.

J. Stix [Sti15] obtained partial results about the passage from local fields to number fields, let us
describe them. Fix X a smooth, projective curve over a number field k and s € Si(x)/x a Galois
section of k(X). Using Koenigsmann’s results, s induces a point x, € X(k,) for every place v.

Given an open subset U C X, choose some spreading out U — Spec oy s of U, where oy is the
ring of integers of k and S is some finite set of places. Let Ni; be the set of places of k such that x,
is not integral: we have that Ni; depends on the choice of U only up to a finite number of places,
hence the Dirichlet density of Ni; is well defined.

Stix first proves that, if k is a totally real or imaginary quadratic number field, then Ny; is infinite
for some open subset U C X [Sti15, Theorem A]. Secondly he proves that, if Ni; has strictly positive
Dirichlet density for some open subset U C X, then s comes from a k-rational point of X \ U
[Stil5, Theorem BJ. In order to prove the birational section conjecture for totally real or imaginary
quadratic number fields, it is then sufficient to bridge the gap between Stix’s two results.

1.2. Our main theorem. We study the passage from local fields to number fields, too, but we
use a different approach. We strengthen the birationality assumption: under this strengthened
hypothesis, we obtain a complete result.

Definition. Let X be a curve over a field k, s € Sx/x a Galois section and ¢ an indeterminate;
consider the base change sy € SXk(t) /k(t) Of s to k(t) [Sti13, Definition 27]. We say that s is

t-birationally liftable if sy, is birationally liftable.

Theorem A. Let X be a smooth curve over a field k finitely generated over Q. A Galois section of X is
geometric or cuspidal if and only if it is t-birationally liftable.

A common theme in the study of the section conjecture is the attempt to replicate with Galois
sections the geometric constructions we make with points, see e.g. [Sti13, Chapter 3]. The idea
underlying the proof of Theorem A is, given s a Galois section of P!\ {0,1,0}, to define “the
polynomial t — s” so that, if s is geometric associated to a k-rational point x € k\ {0,1}, then “t —s”
coincides with the polynomial ¢ — x. If s is t-birationally liftable then we are able to define this

“polynomial” by using a birational lifting of s;;) to produce an element of H!(k(t),Z(1)) = k(t)*.

This turns out to be sufficient: if we are over a number field k and, for a place v, the Galois
section sy, is associated with a point x, € k;, \ {0, 1}, the fact that the “polynomial t —s =t — x,” is
defined over k forces x, to be k-rational and not to depend on v.

1.3. Consequences for the section conjecture. One of the main reasons for studying the birational
section conjecture is to reduce the section conjecture to a lifting, or cuspidalization, problem.

The section conjecture easily implies the following statement, which is sometimes called cuspidal-
ization conjecture in the literature.

Cuspidalization Conjecture. For every smooth, geometrically connected hyperbolic curve X over a field k
finitely generated over Q and every non-empty open subset U C X, the map Sy/x — Sx /i is surjective.
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By a limit argument, the cuspidalization conjecture holds if and only if every Galois section of
every hyperbolic curve over k is birationally liftable, see Lemma 23.

H. Esnault and P.H. Hai showed that the cuspidalization conjecture reduces the section conjecture
to the case of IP' \ {0,1,00} [EHO08, Proposition 7.9]. For P!\ {0,1, 0} one may hope to solve
the conjecture with explicit computations, such as the n-nilpotents obstructions introduced by J.
Ellenberg and K. Wickelgren [Wic12]. Moreover, the cuspidalization conjecture reduces the section
conjecture to the birational section conjecture. Neither the case of P! \ {0,1, %} nor the birational
section conjecture is needed: the section conjecture is equivalent to the cuspidalization conjecture.

Theorem B. Let X be a hyperbolic curve over a field k finitely generated over Q. The following are equivalent.

o For every finitely generated extension K/k, every Galois section of Xk is either geometric or cuspidal.
e For every finitely generated extension K/k, every Galois section of Xk is birationally liftable.

As a consequence, the section conjecture is equivalent to the cuspidalization conjecture.

1.4. Consequences for the birational section conjecture. It is well known that it is enough to
prove the birational section conjecture for P! \ {0,1, c0}. Thanks to Theorem A, it is then enough to
show that for every birationally liftable section s of IP! \ {0, 1,0} over a number field k the base
change sy ;) lifts to Gal(k(t) (IP')). We prove that it is enough to find a much simpler lifting, and we
manage to reduce the existence of said lifting to a problem of “interpolation of Galois sections”, i.e.
finding a Galois section with prescribed specializations of some curve over k(t). Let us explain this.

We say that a morphism X — V is a family of curves if it has the form X\ D — V where X — V
is smooth, proper, with geometrically connected fibers of dimension 1, and D C X is a divisor
finite étale over V. Assume that V is an affine curve over a field of characteristic 0 and let F be a
geometric fiber, then the sequence

1—=m(F) > m(X) = m{V)—=1
is exact, see Lemma 1 (we stress that we are assuming V affine, otherwise this is false).

We may define a space Sy, of “global” sections 711 (V) — 711(X) modulo conjugation by 711 (F).
Let us call these 711 sections, in analogy with Galois sections. If V is an affine open subset of P! over
a number field k, a 711 section r of X — V is uniquely determined by its specializations r, € Sx, /k,
v € V(k), see Lemma 25.

If z € Sg(p,)/x is a birational Galois section of IP!, for every open subset U C IP! denote by 1;(z)
the image of z in Sy7/¢. Let A C P! x P! be the diagonal.

Theorem C. The following are equivalent.
o The birational section conjecture holds.
e For every number field k, every section z € Syp, )/, and every open subset U C P!, there exists an
open subset V. C U and a 7ty section r of U x V \ A — V such that the specialization r, is equal to
\ {o} (2) for every v € V (k).
Since a 711 section is uniquely determined by its specializations, the section 7 in the statement of
Theorem C is a lifting to U x V' \ A of the base change (11(z))v € Suxv,v-

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank an anonymous referee for providing a very large
number of comments. This note has become substantially better thanks to his or her work.



4 GIULIO BRESCIANI

Notation and conventions. Throughout the article, it is tacitly assumed that schemes do not have
points of positive characteristic. In particular, fields are of characteristic 0. Curves are smooth
and geometrically connected. If X is a curve, we denote by X its smooth completion. The letter R
always denotes a DVR with fraction field K and residue field k. If A is an abelian group, we denote
by A the projective limit I'&nn A/nA. We write b.l. (resp. t-b.1.) as an abbreviation for birationally
liftable (resp. t-birationally liftable).

2. ETALE FUNDAMENTAL GERBES

In addition to the classical language of étale fundamental groups, we use the language of étale
fundamental gerbes [BV15, §8, §9], [Bre21b, Appendix A]. Etale fundamental gerbes are essentially
an alternative point of view on the theory of étale fundamental groups where groups are replaced
by a particular type of algebraic stack, i.e. gerbes. Everything that can be done in one language can
be translated into the other one and it is actually possible to use both languages at the same time,
switching back and forth depending on convenience.

Generally speaking, fundamental groups are better for handling geometric arguments about
the original varieties, while fundamental gerbes are better for handling arguments about Galois
sections. The reason is that the étale fundamental gerbe, in some sense, is the space of Galois
sections, but constructed directly without passing through fundamental groups.

Furthermore, fundamental gerbes are naturally base point free. This is particularly helpful since
we make a lot of specialization arguments involving different fibers of a single family, and doing so
while keeping track of base points would be problematic. With fundamental gerbes, the problem
just doesn’t exist. Moreover, the theory of non-unique specializations in the classical language
requires making non-canonical choices, while this is not the case from the point of view of gerbes.

If X is geometrically connected over a field k, the étale fundamental gerbe ITx /. is a profinite
étale stack over k with a morphism X — Ilx/x universal among morphisms to finite étale stacks
over k. The space of Galois sections S/, of X is in natural bijection with the set of isomorphism
classes of ITy (k). Furthermore, the étale fundamental gerbe behaves well with respect to base
change in characteristic 0 [Bre21b, Proposition A.18].

Fundamental gerbes are easier to understand when there is a k-rational point. Recall that, if G is
an affine group scheme over k, the classifying stack ByG is defined as follows: given a scheme S over
k, then BxG(S) is the groupoid of G-torsors for the fpqc topology over S, see for instance [Ols16,
Definition 8.1.14]. If G is of finite type over k every G-torsor is trivialized by an fppf covering
S’ — S,namely S’ = T, and hence the fppf topology is sufficient. In general, e.g. if G is pro-finite,
we need to use the fpqc topology, see [BV15] for details. If X has a rational point x € X(k), the
Galois group Gal(k/k) acts continuously on the étale fundamental group 7r1 (X, x), this allows
us to define an étale fundamental group scheme 71, (X, x) which is a twisted form of 71 (X, x).
The étale fundamental gerbe identifies naturally with the classifying stack By (X, x), and the
k-rational sections of ITy /x correspond to 71; (X, x)-torsors over k.

2.1. Relative fundamental gerbes. In order to do specialization arguments, we need to work with
families of curves for which there is a short exact sequence of étale fundamental groups. We identify
very restrictive assumptions under which this works, these are sufficient for our purposes.
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Lemma 1. Let k be a field of characteristic 0 and A a ring which is a localization of a 1-dimensional regular
domain A of finite type over k, write C = Spec A. If X — C is a family of curves and F is a geometric fiber,
then

1— m(F) = m(X) - m(C) =1
is exact.

Proof. Assume first that A is a 1-dimensional regular domain of finite type over k.

If k = C, the sequence of topological fundamental groups is exact since the second homotopy
group of C is trivial, and we get an exact sequence of profinite completions by [And74, Proposition
5] and [G]JZZ08, Proposition 3.7].

Assume that k is any field of characteristic 0, it is clearly enough to do the case in which k is
algebraically closed. In this case, since everything is of finite type there exists an algebraically
closed field k' with embeddings k¥’ C k and k' C C such that X — C descends to a family of curves
X" — C' over k'. Since étale fundamental groups are invariant under base change of algebraically
closed fields [Gro71, Exposé X, Corollaire 1.8], the statement follows from the case k = C.

If A is a localization of a 1-dimensional regular domain A of finite type over k, since X is of finite
type over C = Spec A then up to localizing a finite number of elements of A we may assume that
X extends to a family of curves X — C = Spec A. We have that 71, (C) ~ lim,, mp (U) where U
varies among open subsets of C containing C C C; this follows from the fact that the category of
finite étale covers of C is the direct limit of the categories of finite étale covers of U for varying U.
Analogously, 711(X) ~ lim | 1 (Xy).

For every open subset C C U C C, by the preceding case we have a short exact sequence

1— m(F) = m(Xy) —» m(U) —1,

hence we obtain a projective system of short exact sequences where the left term is constant. This
implies that
T (X) ~ m 7T1(X) an(é) 7T1(U) >~ 711 (X) X 7'[1(6) 7T1(C),
u
and the statement follows.

O

Let X — C be a family of curves as in Lemma 1. Define the relative fundamental gerbe Iy ,c by the
2-cartesian diagram

IIx/;c —— Ilx/

| |

C —— HC/k/

there is a structural morphism X — Ilx,c over C.
If k' /k is a field extension and ¢ : Speck’ — C is a point, the induced morphism

HXC/k’ — Hx/c Xc SPEC K

is an isomorphism: using the fact that the étale fundamental gerbe behaves well under base change
[Bre21b, Proposition A.18], this is a direct consequence of the exactness of the sequence of étale
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fundamental groups. Because of this, the relative fundamental gerbe is a convenient way of
packing the spaces of Galois sections of the fibers without choosing base points. So to speak, it is
the “relative family of spaces of Galois sections”.

Lemma 2. The relative fundamental gerbe I1x ,c — C is a projective limit lim ®; of proper, étale morphisms
®; — C which are gerbes over C.

Proof. Since Ilx k, I1c/x are pro-finite étale, then we may write them as projective limits i m, Y,
l&n A; of finite étale gerbes over k with Iy, — Y¥;, Ilc/x — A; locally full [BV19, Defmltlon
3.4, Proposition 3.9]. Up to re-indexing, we may assume that ITx/, — Ilc/x induces a morphism
Y; — A, for every i; the fact that the fibers of X — C are geometrically connected implies that
ITx/x — Ik is locally full (i.e. the homomorphism of geometric fundamental groups is surjective),
which in turn implies that ¥; — A; is locally full. The morphism ¥; — A; is a proper étale relative
gerbe: it is proper étale since ¥;, A; are proper étale over k, and it is a relative gerbe by [BV19,
Proposition 3.10]. The statement then follows by defining ®; as ¥; x 5, C. ]

3. NON-UNIQUE SPECIALIZATIONS OF RAMIFIED GALOIS SECTIONS

Classically, the specialization of a Galois section is defined if the original Galois section is
unramified [Sti13, §8.2], i.e. when the ramification homomorphism is trivial. A notion of specialization
exists always, as long as we don’t require that the specialization is unique. If the section is unramified,
this "generalized specialization" is unique and coincides with the classical specialization. While a
definition of specialization for ramified sections exists in the literature [Sti13, Corollary 8.9], little
else in known beyond the definition itself.

Let R be a DVR with fraction field K and residue field k, the n-th root stack {/Spec R of Spec R is
defined for every n [AGV08, Appendix B]. If 7t € R is a uniformizing parameter, then {/SpecR is
isomorphic to the quotient stack [Spec R(:/7) / in|, but the definition of root stack does not depend
on the choice of 7t. The morphism {/Spec R — Spec R is generically an isomorphism, while the
closed fiber with the reduced structure is non-canonically isomorphic to the classifying stack By,.

The infinite root stack §/Spec R is the projective limit l'gln {/SpecR, see [TV18] for details. Let
¢ € Spec R be the closed point and S! the reduced fiber of ¢/Spec R over c, it is non-canonically
isomorphic to the classifying stack ByZ (1) of Z(1) over k. The notation S! is meant to be reminiscent
of the topological space S!, which is the classifying space BZ of Z. There is a non-canonical
isomorphism between the isomorphism classes of S} (k) and H! (k, Z (1)) = hm k*/k™" = k*.

Recall that a morphism Y — X of fibered categories over k is constant if there exists a factorization
Y — Speck — X.

Proposition 3. Let X — C be a family of curves as in Lemma 1, c € C a closed point with local ring R
and z : Spec K — Ilx,c a generic Galois section, where K is the fraction field of C. Then z extends to a
2-commutative diagram

SpecK —— /SpecR » Ix,/c

~ | !

SpecR — C.
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The extension /Spec R — Ilx,c is unique up to a unique isomorphism.
We call the induced morphism S} — Ty /k(c) the specializing loop y:(c) of z at c. An extension
Spec R — Il ¢ exists if and only if the specializing loop is constant.

Proof. Using Lemma 2, this is a direct consequence of [BV23, Theorem 3.1]. ]

Definition 4. A specialization of z at c is any Galois section of X./k(c) in the essential image
of the specializing loop St (k(c)) — Ilx, k() (k(c)) of z at ¢ evaluated on k(c). A specialization
always exists, but in general it might be not unique. If the specializing loop is constant, then the
specialization is unique (the converse is false in general).

If we fix any section s € S!(k(c)), the specializing loop 7, : S! — Tlx_s, is constant if and
only if the corresponding homomorphism of group schemes Z(1) = Aut(s) — Aut(7.(s)) is
trivial. Suppose for simplicity that k(c) = k. By the characterization given above, the specializing
loop of z at ¢ is constant if and only if the specializing loop of zc) is constant at ¢;: having
constant specializing loop in the closed fiber X, only depends on the base change to k of the family,
nonetheless it encapsulates arithmetic information over k, i.e. uniqueness of the specialization.

Remark 5. A specialization of a ramified section can be constructed in the language of étale
fundamental groups as follows (see also [Sti13, Corollary 89]). Let R be a DVR with fraction and
residue fields K, k of characteristic 0, denote by R" a henselianization and K" the fraction field.
We may identify Gal(k/k) = m;(Spec R"), and if X — Spec R is a family of curves then 7y (Xy) ~
711 (Xgn). Since R" is henselian, the Galois group Gal(K/K") coincides with the decomposition
subgroup and hence it is an extension of Gal(k/k) by the inertia subgroup.

Let 7 € R" be a uniformizing parameter, choose a n-th root of 7t for every 7 in a compatible way
and let K"( 5/7) be the corresponding extension of K", we have that Gal(K/K"( /7)) ~ Gal(k/k)
defines a section of Gal(K/K") — m(Spec R") = Gal(k/k).

If Gal(K/K) — 711(Xk) is a generic Galois section, it induces a Galois section Gal(K/K") —
711 (Xgn) and a specialization is defined by the composition

Gal(k/k) — Gal(K/K") = m (X)) — m(Xpn) =~ m1(Xg).
Let I C Gal(K/K") be the inertia subgroup, by composition we have a map I — 711(X3) C 711 (Xy)
which is called ramification map: unramified Galois sections are those for which this map is trivial.

If we fix a section of D — Gal(k/k), the corresponding specialization induces an action of
Gal(k/k) on 711(X;), and the ramification map is Galois-equivariant with respect to the natural
Galois action on I ~ Z(1). The set of specializations is the image in nonabelian Galois cohomology
of the ramification map.

Example 6. Let R be a DVR as in Lemma 1 with fraction field K and valuation v : K* — Z, this
extends naturally to an homomorphism K* — Z which we still call v. The morphism G, =
AL\ {0} — SpecR is a family of curves.

The section 1 € G,,(R) gives an identification Ig, /g = BrZ(1), in particular Ig, ,z(R) = R*
and Ilg,,  /k(K) = K. IfzeKisa generic section, by Proposition 3 the specializing loop 7, is
constant if and only if z is in the image of R* — K*, or equivalently if and only if v(z) = 0 € Z.
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It can be proved that unramified Galois sections in the sense of [Sti13, Chapter 8] are those for
which the specializing loop is constant, though we don’t need this fact. If the specializing loop is
constant, the specialization is clearly unique; this is coherent with the fact that unramified Galois
sections have a canonical specialization.

The converse is false in general: if the residue field is algebraically closed, the specialization
is unique since there is only one Z(1)-torsor up to equivalence, but the Galois section might
be ramified and the specializing loop not constant. For instance, we may choose R = Clx]y

—

in Example 6, the generic Galois section associated with x € C(x)* \ C[x] o has non-constant
specializing loop but unique specialization.

Still, in arithmetic situations, it is often the case that uniqueness of specialization forces a constant
specializing loop.

Lemma 7. Let T be a torus over a field k with a surjective valuation v : k* — Z. Suppose that we have a
morphism of gerbes 7y : ByZ(1) — Iy k. If the image of By Z(1)(k) in I17 (k) has a finite number of
isomorphism classes, then 7y is constant.

Proof. Using the image of the preferred k-rational section of Bz (1) corresponding to the triv-
ial torsor, we may identify Iy, with By (T), and we reduce to prove the following: if f :

Z(1) — m(T;) is a Galois equivariant homomorphism such that the composition H! (k, Z (1)) EN

H(k, m1(T;)) = H(k,, 711 (T;)) has finite image, then f is trivial.

Choose k' /k a finite extension such that Ty ~ G, we get an identification 7; (T;) ~ Z"(1) of
Galois modules over k’. Let v’ be an extension of v to k’, denote by r the ramification index of v /v.
The valuation v induces an homomorphism H!(k,, Z (1)) = lim, k7 / ki — Z, and similarly for k,;
with an abuse of notation, we denote these homomorphisms by v, v'.

We have a commutative diagram

H!(k, Z(1)) —=—— H'(k,,Z(1)) v 7
lres Jf
rescH! () H' (K}, Z(1)) = z

n

| s
_ "

H! (k,, m1(Tp)) —< HY(K,, m(Tp) ~ Z(1)") —L my(Ty) ~

v’

where the last identification 771 (T;) ~ Z" ignores the Galois action. The hypothesis implies that the
composition

forovores =1 oreso H(f): H'(k,Z(1)) — Z"

has finite image, hence it is 0 since 7 has no torsion. Notice that, since v : k* — Z is surjective, then
the upper horizontal arrow v o res : H! (k, Z (1)) = @i k* /k** — Z.is surjective as well, and hence
for=rf=0.Sincer # 0, we get that f = 0, as desired.

O
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Lemma 8. Let k be a number field with a finite place v, X a curve over k, v : ByZ(1) — Tl i a morphism
of gerbes. If the image of ByZ(1)(k) in Ilx k(ky) has a finite number of isomorphism classes, then vy is
constant.

Proof. If by contradiction v is not constant, i.e. the associated homomorphism Z — 71 (X;)
is not trivial, up to replacing X with a finite étale cover we may assume that the composition

BkZ(l) — Iy — Hg‘(b/k is not constant, where Hg}’/k is the abelianized fundamental gerbe,

equivalently we may assume that the induced homomorphism Z — 1 (X;)? is not trivial. We

may do so because the map of Galois sections associated with a finite étale cover has finite fibers,
hence the hypothesis remains true after passing to the covering.

Let | be the semi-abelian Jacobian of X, it is an extension of an abelian variety A by a torus T and
we have a canonical identification Hg}’/k = I1;/x. We may use the images of preferred section of
BiZ(1) to give identifications I = By T ], I1a/x = By T Awhere T] = lim J[n],TA =lim A[n]
are the Tate modules; the morphisms of gerbes then correspond to homomorphisms Z(1) — T ],
T] — TA.

By weight reasons, the composition Z(1) — T ] — T A is trivial, hence we have a factorization
Z(1) — TT — T]. We have a short exact sequence

lim A[n] (k) — H'(ky,, TT) — H'(ky, T]).

By Mattuck’s theorem [Mat55] A(k,) has finite torsion, thus H' (k,, T T) — H'(k,, T]) is injective.
The hypothesis implies that the image of H'(k, Z(1)) in H'(k,, T]) is finite, hence the image in
H!(k,, TT) is finite too. By Lemma 7, Z(1) — T T is trivial, which is contradiction with the fact

that BiZ (1) — Hg?/k is not constant.
O

4. PROPERTIES OF f-BIRATIONALLY LIFTABLE GALOIS SECTIONS
In order to work with ¢-b.l. Galois sections, we need to prove a number of facts about them.

Lemma 9. Let R bea DVR, X — Spec R a family of curves and p € X a closed point in the closed fiber.
There exists a non-empty divisor D C X finite étale over R with p € D.

Proof. Let K, k be the fraction and residue fields of R. If p is k-rational, this essentially follows from
Bertini’s theorem by taking a generic hyperplane section passing through p. If p is not k-rational,
though, this is more subtle. We are going to use a Bertini-like argument to reduce to the case of P},
where we are able to make an explicit construction.

By definition, X — Spec R has the form X \ Dy — Spec R with X — Spec R smooth, projective,
with geometrically connected fibers of dimension 1, and Dy C X a divisor finite étale over R.
Choose a projective embedding X C P% and let py, ..., p, be the geometric points over p.

A generic (n — 2)-dimensional linear subspace Ly of IP} has the following properties

L] Lk N Xk - @,
e for every i the hyperplane H; C P} spanned by Ly and p; has transversal intersections with
Xt
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[} Vi:HiﬂDoz@.

Let do, 41 € klto, . . ., tu] two k-linear forms which are equations for Ly, choose qo,q1 € Rlto, . .., tx]
R-linear forms which lift g, §; and let L C IP% be their vanishing locus, the fact that Ly N X = @
implies that L N X = @ since everything is proper over R.

The graded homomorphism R[xg, x1] — Rlto, ..., ts], x; — g; defines a morphism

"\ L =ProjR[ty,...,ts] \ L = Pk = Proj R[xo, x1].

We have simply constructed the projection centered in L: we can do this even though we don’t
have a base field.

Since XN L = @, we getamorphism f : X — P} over R with X; — P} surjective. The morphism
f is flat since it is finite and dominant, and both X and P} are regular. Moreover, f is unramified,
and hence étale, at Speck(Xy) C X: notice that the diagram

X P} Speck
X P SpecR

is cartesian, hence Spec k(IP}) X p1, X = Speck(Xy) is reduced. By purity, it follows that the branch

locus of f is the closure of a finite number of closed points of PL. Let K”/K be some finite
extension and Hy» C P%, a hyperplane containing Lx» and corresponding to a branch point in P};
equivalently, Hx» does not have transversal intersections with Xg». If Hy» C P}, is a specialization
of Hgr» in some finite extension k” of k, then H;» does not have transversal intersections with Xj,
it follows that Hy» does not contain p; for every i. This implies that Hy» corresponds to a point of
P! (k") different from f(p), hence f(p) is not a branch point for f.

Let Uy C Pk be the open subset where f is étale, i.e. the complement of the image of the
ramification locus in X, and U = Uy \ f(Dy). Since f(p) is not a branch point and H; N Dy = @ for
every i we get that f(p) € U. Furthermore, f~!(U) — U is finite étale by construction. It is then
enough to find a divisor of U containing f(p) and which is finite étale over R.

Since we are in characteristic 0, then k(p) ~ k[x]/§(x) for some irreducible, separable polynomial
g € klx], let g € R[x] be any lifting of §. By construction, R’ = R[x]/q(x) is finite étale over R
and has only one closed point, hence it is a DVR. Let K’ be the fraction field of R’, there are
infinitely many points of IP!(K’) which specialize to p € P}(k(p)), hence we may choose one in
U(K"); denote by E C IP}2 its closure, we have an extension SpecR" — E C IP}Q. By construction,
E is finite and flat over R of degree equal to [K’ : K]. Furthermore, E contains p, which satisfies
[k(p) : k] = [K" : K]. Because of this, E contains only p and a generic point contained in U, hence
E C U and Spec R’ — E is surjective. Since R’ is étale over R we get that E is étale over R as well
(we have actually proved that Spec R" — E is an isomorphism, though we don’t need this).

Notice that if we try to work with R’-sections of X we run into problems: it might be that X (K')
does not contain points which specialize to p, and if we try to enlarge R’ again we might get a
semi-local ring with several closed points which we are not able to control simultaneously. Making
a Bertini-like argument over X/ runs into problems too: while we may find the desired divisor
étale over R/, there is no guarantee that its image in X is étale over R.
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O

Corollary 10. Let R be a DVR, X — SpecR a family of curves. There exists a direct system (D;); of
divisors finite étale over R such that Xy \ U; D; contains only the generic point of Xy.

Lemma 11. Specializations of b.1. sections are b.1.

Proof. Let X — Spec R be a family of curves with R, K, k as above and c € Spec R the closed point.
If z € Iy, /k(K) is a generic, b.l. Galois section, we have a specializing loop 7. : S! — Iy, /.

Let D; C X be a direct system of divisors as in Corollary 10. We have that X; = X\ D; is a
family of curves for every i, write Xo, = lim, X; and IIx, /g = lim, Ix,/r. The closed fiber of X, is
naturally isomorphic to Speck(Xy).

Since zis b.l. and Spec K(X) C Xk, there exists a lifting z’ € ITx_, /x(K) of z to Xe k. By a limit
argument, the specializing loops of 2z’ in Tlx, /g induce a specializing loop 7 : St — Ilx_, /x =
ITi(x,)/k, and the composition of 7, with ITy(x,)/x — Ilx,/k is isomorphic to ;. Hence, every
specialization of z lifts to Spec k(Xj). O

Corollary 12. t-b.1. sections are b.1.

Proof. Let X be a curve over a field k and s € T/ (k) a t-b.l. Galois section. Write R = k[t];), we
have that sy () is a generic section of I1x, /g and s is a specialization of s;. By hypothesis sy is
b.l.,, hence its specialization s is b.l. by Lemma 11.

Lemma 13. Specializations of t-b.l. sections are t-b.1.

Proof. Let X — Spec R be as above, z € Ilx, /x(K) a generic, t-b.l. Galois section, s € Tlx, /x(k) a
specialization. Let R’ be the local ring of the generic point of the divisor A} C A}. We have that
R’ is a DVR with fraction field K" = K(t) and residue field equal k" = k(t). Consider the family
of curves Xg/ — Spec R', then zg(;y = zxr € Ix,,/x(K') is by hypothesis a b.l. Galois section. We
have that s;;) = sy is a specialization of zx and thus it is b.l. by Lemma 11. ]

Lemma 14. Let f : Y — X be a dominant morphism of curves over a field k and s € I1y ji(k) a Galois
section. If s is b.l. then f(s) € 1y k(k) is b.l. If f is finite étale, the converse holds.

Proof. The first statement is obvious. If f is finite étale, the second statement follows from the fact
that Gal(k(Y)) = m(Y) X 72, (X) Gal(k(X)). O

Corollary 15. Let f : Y — X be a dominant morphism of curves over a field k and s € I1y ;i (k) a Galois
section. If s is t-b.1. then f(s) € I1x (k) is t-b.L If f is finite étale, the converse holds. O

We say that a curve X is parabolic if it has genus 0 and the degree of X \ X is at most 2. If X is
proper of genus 0, then there is a unique Galois section, and it is geometric if and only if X = PL. If
X is parabolic affine, every Galois section of X is cuspidal (the only non-trivial case is settled by
[Sch15, Theorem A]). Because of this, we can always assume that X is non-parabolic.

If X is a curve over a number field k and s is a b.l. section, by Koenigsmann’s results [Koe05],
[Sti15, Proposition 1] for every finite place v of k there exists a local point x,, € X(k,) such that s,
is associated with x,, i.e. if x, € X then s, is the geometric section associated with x,, otherwise s,
is one of the cuspidal sections of the packet associated with x, € X \ X.
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If X is non-parabolic, the local point x, associated with s is unique. To check this, we can pass to
an étale neighbourhood Y of genus > 1 and use the injectivity of the section map [Sti13, Proposition
75] on Yy, .

Lemma 16. Let X be a curve over a number field k, U C X a non-empty open subset and s € Ilx (k) a
t-b.1. Galois section. There exists a t-b.1. section of U which lifts s.

Proof. We may assume that X is non-parabolic and that s is neither geometric nor cuspidal, other-
wise this is trivial.

By hypothesis, sy lifts to a b.l. Galois section rg of Uy ), we are going to show that ry is the base
change to k() of some Galois section of U. Identify k(t) with the fraction field of A! and choose
¢ € A' a closed point with residue field k'.

For every finite place v of k there is a unique local point x, € X(k,) associated with s. Since s
lifts to a b.l. section of U by Corollary 12 and it is not geometric nor cuspidal, the set of places v
such that x, € U has Dirichlet density 1 by [Sti15, Theorem B], hence we may choose v with x, € U
and k' C ky. If ro is a specialization of rj at ¢, by construction it is b.l. and lifts s, hence rq, is
geometric associated with x,. By Lemma 8, the specializing loop S} — Iy, /i of ro at c is constant
and hence rq extends to a section Spec O, — I1j;, a1,a1 by Proposition 3.

Since we can do this for every closed point ¢ € Al and we may write IT;;, p1,41 as a product
[Tk xx Al, by [Bre21a, Corollary A.3] we get that ry extends to a section 7y : Al — ITyxpt/ar-
Since ITp1,, = Speck, the composition Al — TIj;, 1,41 — Ik factorizes through a section
r: Speck — Iy /x and hence 7o = r a1, 19 = r4(y). This implies that r is a t-b.1. lifting of s. ]

5. THE MAIN ARGUMENT

This section consists of a unique statement. The main theorems will follow easily from: it.

Proposition 17. Let k be a number field, v a finite place, write U = A\ {1,2}. Let s € Iy (k) bea b.l.
Galois section and x, € PY(ky) the unique associated local point. Let & : Speck(t) — A be the “diagonal”
point, i.e. the generic one, and assume that sy lifts to a section of Speck(A') @y k(t) \ {0} (e.g. if s is
t-b.l.). Then x, is k-rational.

Proof. We may assume that x, € U since otherwise it is clearly k-rational. Let rq be the lifting of sy ;)
to Speck(A') @ k(t) \ {0}, and r the image of rg in Uy \ {¢}. We divide the proof in three steps.

Step 1. Specializations of r. We are going to prove that, for every k-rational point ¢ € U(k)
different from x,, the specializing loop of r is constant: the idea is to prove that for any specialization
rc of r the base change of 7 to k, is the geometric section associated with x, € U \ {c}(k,) regardless
of the choice of 7, then we apply Lemma 8.

Write A C U x U for the diagonal, consider the family of curves U x U \A — U and fix a
k-rational point ¢ € U(k) with ¢ # x,, we have (U x U\ A). = U\ {c}. Consider the scheme
W = Spec O, @ O, \ A over Spec O, it contains Speck(A') @y k(t) \ {6}. The morphism W —
Spec O, is a projective limit of families of curves over O, (it can be obtained from Up, — Spec O,
by removing divisors étale over O.), its generic fiber is Spec O, ®j k(t) \ {6} while the special fiber
is Spec O, \ {c} = Speck(t).
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Choose ¢ € TTjy ¢}k (k) any specialization of r. Let r1 be the image of r in Spec O, @y k(t) \ {4}
The specializing loop S! — ITip g1/ Of 7 factorizes through the specializing loop SH— Iy (s) i of
r1, hence 7. is b.l. Furthermore, the image of 7. in U is a specialization of Sk(t), 1-e. itiss.

Since x, € U\ {c}, rc is b.l. and maps to s, we have that the base change 7., is the geometric
section associated to x,, regardless of the choice of r.. By Lemma 8, the specializing loop of r at c is
constant.

Step 2. Change of coordinates. The map y — ¢t — y defines an automorphism ¢ : Ai( n A}{( 9

with ¢(d) = 0. Write V = A;(t) \ {9(1),9(2)}, we have that ¢ restricts to an isomorphism
¢ : Uy — V. We thus get a Galois section ¢(sy()) € Ily (k(t)) with a lifting ¢(r) € Ty (o3 (k(t))-
Since V' \ {0} C G, then ¢(r) induces a section

z € g, k) (K(t)) = BZ(1)(k(t)) = Umk(t)" /k(t)™ = k(t)",

z=A-T]q¢
Cc

where A € k*, ¢ varies among closed points of Al, g. € k|[t] is the monic, irreducible polynomial
associated with c and ¢, € Z.' For every k-rational point ¢ # x,, 1,2, the fact that the specializing
loop of r at c is constant implies that the same holds for ¢(r) and hence for z, hence e. = 0 by
Example 6. Since we can repeat step 1 after base changing to any finite extension of k, we get that
ec = 0 for every closed point ¢ # x,,1,2.

If x, is algebraic over k, let g be its minimal polynomial and e the exponent of g as a factor of z,
otherwise g = 1 and e = 0. We may thus write

z=A-g°-(t—1)"-(t—2)*.
We are going to prove that g has degree 1 and thus x, is k-rational.

Step 3. Specializations of z. Fix K a finite extension of k which splits g completely (if g = 1
choose K = k) and let 7 be an extension of v. In the rest of the proof, we are going to consider many
K-rational points ¢ € K (or ¢; € K). We will always tacitly assume that ¢ # 1,2 and g(c) # 0.

If we repeat steps 1 and 2 after base changing to K, for every c the base change to K, of the
unique specialization of ¢(r) at c is ¢(x;), hence we obtain the equation

Age) (c—1) - (c—2)2 =c—x, €K,
and by applying 7 : I/<\,7 " Zwe get

1(A) +en(qlc)) —nle—xy) +en(c—1) +em(c—2) =0 € Z.

Observe that if p € K[t] is a polynomial, ¢ € K an element with p(c) # 0 and ¢; # ¢ is a sequence
which tends to ¢ in the -adic topology, then 17(p(c;)) = n(p(c)) is constant for i >> 0 large enough
while #(c; — ¢) is not constant.

Choose a sequence of K-rational points c; which tends to 1. Since 1 is not a root of the polynomials
q,t —2,t— x, we see that for i >> 0 all terms except e;7/(c; — 1) in the equation above are constant.

INotice that, while there is an embedding k(W c k- Tl qcz, this is not a bijection, since for every # all but finitely

—

many exponents of an element of k(¢)* are multiples of .
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It follows that e17(c; — 1) is constant, too. Since ¢; — 1 and ¢; # 1, then 7(c; — 1) is not constant,
this implies that e; = 0. With the same argument we see that e; = 0, hence

n(A) +en(q(c)) —n(c—xy) =0 € Z.
If x, is transcendental over k and thus g = 1, e = 0, then #(c — x;;) = 17(A) does not depend on c,
which is absurd, hence x, is algebraic over k. Since K splits g, we may write q(t) = (t — x) - TT;(t —

Yi)s
1(A) + (e = D)(c —xy) +e} y(c—y) =0€Z
]

Since we are in characteristic 0 and g is irreducible over k, then x,, # y; for every j and y; # y; for

j # j'. Using a sequence c; — x; and the same argument as above we see that e = 1 and hence

n(A) + Ziy(c -y)=0¢ Z.
]

If by contradiction x, is not k-rational and thus deg g > 2, using a sequence c; EN yj we see that
n(A) +X;n(c —y;) = 0is not constant for i >> 0, which is absurd. O

6. REDUCTION TO NUMBER FIELDS

In [ST21] M. Saidi and M. Tyler reduced the birational section conjecture to number fields. We
are going to do this for the t-birational version, too. A reader only interested in number fields may
safely skip this section.

Over number fields, we know that we can lift t-b.1. sections to open subsets thanks to Lemma 16.
In order to prove it, we use a theorem of J. Stix [Sti13, Theorem B] which is only available for
number fields. Lifting to open subsets is crucial for the reduction to number fields, and we can only
do it for number fields: this is a problem. In order to overcome it, we define quasi-t-b.l. sections.

Definition 18. Let X be a geometrically connected curve over a field k. A Galois section s of X is
quasi-t-b.1. if there is an open subset U C X, a lifting s’ of s to U and a dominantmap f : U — Y
where Y is a non-parabolic curve such that s’ is b.l. and f(s’) is t-b.1.

Since t-b.l. sections are b.l. by Corollary 12, it is immediate to check that t-b.l. sections are
quasi-t-b.1. If s is a quasi-t-b.1. section of X and U C X is an open subset, then it is obvious that we
can lift s to a quasi-t-b.1. section of U.

Lemma 19. Let C be a curve with fraction field K, X — C a family of curves and s € Ilx, ,x(K) a generic
section which is quasi-t-b.1. There exists a non-empty open subset U C C such that the specializations of
X|u — U are quasi-t-b.1.

Proof. Up to shrinking both C and X, we may assume that there exists a family of non-parabolic
curves Y — C and a quasi-finite morphism f : X — Y over C such that f(s) is t-b.l. The
specializations of f(s) are t-b.l. by Lemma 13 and the specializations of s are b.l. by Lemma 11, it
follows that they are quasi-t-b.1., too. O

Lemma 20. Let k be a number field, and assume that t-b.1. sections over k are geometric or cuspidal. Then
the same holds for quasi-t-b.1. sections.
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Proof. Let X be a curve over k and s € Ilx (k) a quasi-t-b.l. section. We may assume that there
exists a non-parabolic curve Y and a dominant morphism f : X — Y such that f(s) is t-b.1. Since
s is b.l,, for every finite place v of k there exists a unique associated point x, € X(k,). Since f(s)
is t-b.1,, there exists a unique k-rational point y € Y (k) associated to f(s), in particular f(x,) =y
for every v. Any b.l. lifting of s to X \ f~!(y) is cuspidal thanks to [Sti15, Theorem B], hence s is
geometric or cuspidal. O

Let us recall a famous result by A. Tamagawa.

Proposition 21 (Tamagawa). Let X be a hyperbolic curve over a field k finitely generated over Q and let
s € ITx (k) be a Galois section. If s is not geometric nor cuspidal, there exists a curve Y of genus > 2 with
Y (k) = @, a finite étale morphism Y — X and a lifting r € Ty /¢ (k) of s.

Proof. This is essentially [Tam97, Proposition 2.8 (iv)]. O

Proposition 22. Assume that t-b.1. sections of curves defined over number fields are geometric or cuspidal.
Then quasi-t-b.1. sections of curves over fields of finite type over Q are geometric or cuspidal.

Proof. We prove this by induction on the transcendence degree 1 of the base field k over Q. The
case n = 0 is Lemma 20. Assume n > 1 and that the statement is proved for fields of transcendence
degree n — 1, let h C k be algebraically closed in k and of transcendence degree n — 1 over Q. Let
X be a curve and s € Ilx/, a quasi-t-b.l. section, up to passing to an open subset we may assume
that X is hyperbolic. Assume by contradiction that s is not geometric nor cuspidal, thanks to
Tamagawa’s argument (Proposition 21) and Lemma 14 up to passing to an étale neighbourhood we
may assume that X (k) = @. Clearly the image in s in X is not geometric, so we may replace X with
X and assume that X is projective.

Choose E any elliptic curve over 1, we may find a finite, possibly ramified cover Y — X with
a finite morphism Y — E;. Let U C X,V C Y be open subsets such that V — U is finite étale.
Since s is quasi-t-b.1., by applying Lemma 14 to V — U we may find a finite extension k' /k and a
quasi-t-b.1. lifting r € ITy x (k") of sp. Thanks to [Bre21b, Lemma 6.5, Theorem 7.2], it is enough to
prove that r, and thus sy, is geometric. We may thus replace k, X, s with K, Yy, r and assume that
there is a finite morphism X — Ej.

Let C be an affine curve over 1 whose function field is k, up to shrinking C we may extend X
to a family of smooth projective curves X — C with a finite morphism X — E x C over C. The
generic section s extends to a global section s : C — Ilg . thanks to [Bre23, Corollary 3.4]. The
specializations of s are geometric thanks to Lemma 19 plus inductive hypothesis. It follows that s is
geometric thanks to [Bre23, Definition 4.1, Corollary 4.9]. O

7. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREMS
Theorems A, B and C follow rather easily from Proposition 17.

Theorem A. Let X be a smooth curve over a field k finitely generated over Q. A Galois section of X is
geometric or cuspidal if and only if it is t-birationally liftable.

Proof. Thanks to Proposition 22, we may assume that k is a number field. Let s € ITx (k) be a t-b.1.
section, assume by contradiction that s is neither geometric nor cuspidal. By Lemma 16 we may
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assume that X is hyperbolic. By Tamagawa’s argument (Proposition 21) and Corollary 15, up to
passing to an étale neighbourhood of s we may assume that X has genus at least 2 and X (k) = @.
Fix v any finite place of k and let x,, € X(k,) the local point associated with s.

Choose a projective embedding j : X C P" such that j(x,) € A" CP"and let U = A" N X, we
have that s lifts to a -b.l. section s’ of U thanks to Lemma 16. Since X (k) = @ then j(x,) € A"
is not k-rational, in particular there exists one coordinate ¢ : A" — A! such that c(j(x,)) is not
k-rational. Up to shrinking U furthermore we may assume that c(j(U)) € A!\ {1,2}. Then
c(j(s')) € I1 AN{12) /k(k) is a t-b.l. section whose base change to k, is associated with a non-k-

rational local point, which is in contradiction with Proposition 17. O

Lemma 23. Let X be a curve over a countable field k. The following are equivalent.

e For every pair of non-empty open subset V.C U C X, the map Sy, — Sy is surjective.

e For every non-empty open subset U C X, every Galois section of U is birationally liftable.
Proof. The second condition clearly implies the first. Assume that the first holds and let X’ C X be
a non-empty open subset. Since k is countable, then X’ has a countable number of open subsets.
Since Sg(xr)/k ~ @uC o Suyk [Sti13, Lemma 259], the projective system (Sy/k)u is countable and
the transition maps are surjective, then Syx)x — Sxi/k is surjective as well, i.e. every Galois
section of X’ is birationally liftable. H

Corollary 24. The following are equivalent.

o The cuspidalization conjecture holds.
e For every smooth, geometrically connected hyperbolic curve X over a field k finitely generated over
Q, every Galois section of X is birationally liftable.

Theorem B. Let X be a hyperbolic curve over a field k finitely generated over Q. The following are equivalent.
e For every finitely generated extension K /k, every Galois section of X is either geometric or cuspidal.
e For every finitely generated extension K/k, every Galois section of Xk is birationally liftable.

As a consequence, the section conjecture is equivalent to the cuspidalization conjecture.

Proof. Follows directly from Theorem A and Corollary 24. O

Lemma 25. Let k be a Hilbertian field, V an open subset of A, X — V a family of curves, s1,s, € I,y (V)
two sections. If s1, sy have isomorphic specializations at k-rational points of V, then s1 =~ s5.

Proof. For the convenience of the reader, we give proofs in both the language of fundamental gerbes
and fundamental groups.

With fundamental gerbes. Write Ilx,y = 1&1@ as in Lemma 2, let W; be the fibered product
V x o, V with respect to the two morphisms s1,s; : V — Ilx,y — ®;, we have that Isom(sy,sp) =
\% XHX/V V= 1'&1i W;.

There is a natural map W; = V x¢, V — V Xy V = V which coincides with projection on
both coordinates, it is a finite étale cover since ®; is a proper étale gerbe over V. By hypothesis,
Isom(sy,s2)(k) — V(k) is surjective, this implies that W;(k) — V(k) is surjective too. Since k is
Hilbertian and W; — V is finite étale, there is a section V. — W;. Let W;(V) be the set of sections, it is
finite and non-empty. It follows that Isom(sy,s2)(V) = lim, W;(V) is non-empty since a projective
limit of finite, non-empty sets is non-empty. This gives the desired global isomorphism s1 >~ s5.
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With fundamental groups. For every v € V(k), choose r, : Gal(k/k) — 711(V) a representative of
the geometric Galois section associated with V. If S C V(k) is not thin in the sense of Serre, the
images of the sections r, for v € S generate 7r1(V) topologically: if H C 711 (V) is an open subgroup
containing all of them, the corresponding finite étale covering C — V is connected and the image
of C(k) — V(k) contains S, hence C = V since § is not thin.

Let F be a geometric fiber of the family, we have that 771 (X) is an extension of 71 (V) by 771 (F).
We may write 711 (X) as a projective limit 1'£1i G; of pro-finite groups such that G; is an extension
of 711(V) by a finite group H; and 71 (F) = lim, H;; this can be done by writing first 7 (X) =
Hm, Go; = m (X)/N; as a projective limit of finite groups and then defining G; = Go,i X, (v)/n;
71 (V). Choose representatives t1,t, : 711(V) — 111(X) of 51,82, and let ty 4, : 11 (V) — m1(X) —
G; be the compositions.

For every v € V (k) and every i, by hypothesis there exists & € H; such that h=1(t;; 0 r,)h =
tp; o ry. Since H; is finite there exists an i € H; such that the set S;, C V (k) of points v for which
h=1(t1; o ry)h = tp; o1y is not thin. Since the homomorphisms r, for v € S, generate 711 (V), this
implies that h 1t ;1 = t,,. Since a projective limit of finite, non-empty subsets is non-empty, we
get an element ¢ € m1(F) = @i H; such that g~'t1¢ = t,, i.e. the 7] sections sy, s; are equal. [

Let us prove that the two forms of the birational section conjecture given in the introduction are
equivalent.

Lemma 26. The following are equivalent.
o The birational section conjecture holds.
e For every curve X over a field k finitely generated over Q, every b.l. Galois section of X is either
geometric or cuspidal.

Proof. The first condition clearly implies the second. Assume that the second holds, let X be a curve
over a field k finitely generated over Q and let s € Sy (x) /« be a birational Galois section, we want to
show that s is cuspidal. Up to replacing X with an open subset, we can assume that X is hyperbolic.

For every open subset U C X, denote by i1;(s) the image of s in Sy /«, by hypothesis it is cuspidal.
By [Sti12, Theorem 17 (2)], there exists a unique rational point x € X (k) associated with ix(s),
where X is the smooth completion of X. By uniqueness, x is associated with ¢;;(s) for every open
subset U as well.

For every open subset U C X, denote by Py,» C Sy« the packet of cuspidal sections associated
with x. We have that Syx)/x ~ @u Suyk by [Stil13, Lemma 259], and the cuspidal birational
sections over x identify naturally with lim , Py, C Sk(x)/k- Since 1y (s) € Py, for every U C X
and s is the limit of the sections 1;;(s), we get that s is cuspidal associated with x too. 0

Theorem C. The following are equivalent.
o The birational section conjecture holds.
e For every number field k, every section z € Syp,)/x and every open subset U C P!, there exists an
open subset V. C U and a 7ty section v of U x V'\ A — V such that the specialization r, is equal to
)\ {0} (2) for every v € V (k).
Proof. Thanks to Lemma 26, we may use the alternative formulation of the birational section
conjecture.
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Assume that the birational section conjecture holds and let z, U be as in the statement. Up to
passing to an open subset, we can assume that U is hyperbolic. By hypothesis, z is associated with
a unique rational point p € P!(k). If p € U, choose V = U\ {p}, the morphism (p,idy) : V —
U x V'\ A defines the desired 711 section. If p & U, choose V = U. Since 11;(z)(; is cuspidal then it
lifts to a cuspidal section z’ of Uy, \ {¢}. Let v € V(k) be a rational point, since z’ is cuspidal it is
b.l. and its specializations at v are b.l. too by Lemma 11. By hypothesis, this implies that all the
specializations of z' at v are cuspidal liftings of 1;(z), and hence coincide with 1 (3 (z) since there
is only one cuspidal lifting of 11;(z) by [Sti12, Theorem 17 (2)]. In particular, the specializing loop at
v is constant by Lemma 8. By repeating the argument after base changing to every finite extension
of k, we get that all the specializing loops of z’ at closed points of U are constant. As a consequence,
z" extends to the desired section U — IT(;;,p\a)/u by [Bre21a, Corollary A.3].

Assume that the second condition holds. Thanks to [ST21, Theorem C], it is enough to consider
number fields. Let k be a number field, X a smooth projective curve over k, s € Sx/x a b.l. section
with lifting z € Sy (x)/x and v a place of k, we want to prove that s is geometric or cuspidal. With an
argument analogous to that of Theorem A, we can reduce to the case in which X = U is an open
subset of P! and to proving that x, € P! is k-rational.

Let V.C U, r € Suuxv\a)/v be as given by hypothesis. If U" C U is another open subset
and V/,r" are given analogously, we can shrink V' and assume that V' C V, then Lemma 25
implies that #' = r|y». Passing to the limit along open subsets of IP! we get a Galois section of
Speck(A') @y k(t) \ {6} which lifts sy ;), hence x, is k-rational by Proposition 17. O
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