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ON GEOMETRICALLY C1 FIELDS

KONSTANTINOS KARTAS

Abstract. A field k is called geometrically C1 if every smooth projective sep-
arably rationally connected k-variety has a k-rational point. Given a henselian
valued field of equal characteristic 0 with divisible value group, we show that
the property of being geometrically C1 lifts from the residue field to the valued
field. We also prove that algebraically maximal valued fields with divisible
value group and finite residue field are geometrically C1. In particular, any
maximal totally ramified extension of a local field is geometrically C1.
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1. Introduction

A field k is called Ci (i ∈ N) if every non-constant homogeneous polynomial
f(X0, ..., Xn) ∈ k[X0, ..., Xn] of degree d with di ≤ n has a non-trivial zero over
k. In geometric terms, we require that every hypersurface X ⊆ Pn

k of degree
d satisfying di ≤ n has a k-rational point. Throughout the paper, we focus on
C1 fields, sometimes also referred to as quasi-algebraically closed. It has been
observed that C1 fields tend to have rational points in many more varieties than
just hypersurfaces X ⊆ Pn

k of degree d ≤ n, especially varieties that are in
some sense close to being rational. These include geometrically rational varieties,
geometrically unirational varieties and more generally varieties which contain lots
of rational curves, the so-called rationally connected varieties (see IV, §3 [Kol13]):

During this research, the author received funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020
research and innovation programme under the Marie Sk lodowska-Curie grant agreement No
101034255 and was also supported by the program GeoMod ANR-19-CE40-0022-01 (ANR-
DFG).
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2 KONSTANTINOS KARTAS

Definition 1.0.1. A k-variety X is called rationally connected (resp. separably
rationally connected) if there is a k-variety B and a morphism F : B × P1

! X
such that the induced morphism

B × P1 × P1
! X ×X : (b, t, t′) 7! (F (b, t), F (b, t′))

is dominant (resp. dominant and separable).

In other words, there is an algebraic family of proper rational curves such that
for almost any (x, x′) ∈ X ×X , there is a curve in the family joining x and x′.

Definition 1.0.2 (Kollár). A field k is called geometrically C1 if every smooth
projective separably rationally connected k-variety has a k-rational point.

In §3, we study systematically geometrically C1 fields as well as other vari-
ants of C1 fields. Each of these variants forms an elementary class which is
∀∃-axiomatizable in the language of rings, similar to C1 fields. This fact is used
extensively throughout the paper. Geometrically C1 fields of characteristic 0 are
C1 by a theorem of Hogadi-Xu [HX09]. Conversely, the Lang-Manin conjecture
(or C1-conjecture) predicts that every C1 field is geometrically C1. It has been
verified for several C1 fields, see [Esn07, GHS03, dJS03]. We refer the reader to
a recent survey article of Esnault [Esn23] on this problem.

We propose the following transfer principle which says that, for certain valued
fields, the property of being “geometrically C1” lifts from the residue field to the
valued field (and vice versa):

Conjecture 1. Let (K, v) be an algebraically maximal valued field with divisible
value group and perfect residue field k. Then:

K is geometrically C1 ⇐⇒ k is geometrically C1

In this paper, which is the first in a series, we provide some evidence for such a
statement. It is also an interesting question whether a similar transfer principle
holds for C1 (or even Ci). We note that, by the main result of [JK23], such
statements imply analogous transfer principles between a perfectoid field and its
tilt. This is the original motivation for our work and will be the subject of the
sequel.

1.1. Main results. The situation is rather clear in equal characteristic 0:

Theorem 1.1.1. Let (K, v) be a henselian valued field of equal characteristic 0
with divisible value group and residue field k. Then:

K is geometrically C1 ⇐⇒ k is geometrically C1

For example, if k is a geometrically C1 field of characteristic 0, then the Puiseux
series field K =

⋃

n∈N k((t1/n)) is geometrically C1. We stress however that Theo-
rem 1.1.1 is also valid for valued fields of arbitrary (possibly infinite) rank.
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In mixed and positive characteristics, we were only able to verify such a transfer
principle for specific geometrically C1 residue fields k. In this paper, we deal with
the case where k is a finite field (or algebraic over a finite field):

Theorem 1.1.2. Let (K, v) be an algebraically maximal valued field with divisible
value group. Suppose that k is algebraic over a finite field. Then K is geometri-
cally C1 and also C1.

We present two applications. Even the fact that the fields below are C1 appears
to be a new observation.

Corollary 1.1.3. Any maximal totally ramified extension of a non-archimedean
local field is geometrically C1 and also C1.

This is, in a way, complementary to Lang’s theorem [Lan52] which says that
the maximal unramified extension of any non-archimedean local field is C1. We
note that it is a prominent open problem whether Qur

p is geometrically C1; see
[ELW15, DK17, Pie22] for partial results in this direction.

I was later informed by O. Wittenberg that he knew how to prove a weaker
form of Corollary 1.1.3 by using de Jong’s alterations as in [Wit15]. Namely, he
was able to show that every smooth projective rationally connected variety over
a local field has a rational point in a finite totally ramified extension. In contrast,
Corollary 1.1.3 implies the existence of a rational point in a finite totally ramified
extension which is contained within an a priori chosen maximal totally ramified
extension.

Our second application is the following:

Corollary 1.1.4. Let Fq be a finite field and Γ be a divisible ordered abelian
group. Then the Hahn series field Fq((t

Γ)) is geometrically C1 and also C1.

One cannot replace Hahn series with Puiseux series in the above statement—it
is crucial to work with algebraically maximal rather than henselian fields when the
residue characteristic is positive. This is somewhat reminiscent of the fact that the
field of Puiseux series over an algebraically closed field of positive characteristic
fails to be algebraically closed due to the presence of Artin-Schreier extensions.

1.2. Elements in the proofs. The main steps in the proofs of Theorems 1.1.1
and 1.1.2 are as follows:

(1) We first prove that, for certain valued fields (K, v), given a K-variety X ,
we have X(K) 6= ∅ if and only if X (k) 6= ∅ for each OK-model X of X .
This reduces our task of showing that K is geometrically C1 to the task
of finding k-points on degenerations of rationally connected varieties.

(2) It is a general principle that geometrically C1 fields also tend to have
rational points in degenerations of rationally connected varieties. This is
true both for fields of characteristic 0 and for finite fields, which are the
residue fields under consideration here.
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(3) From the above, it follows that K is geometrically C1. In case K has
positive characteristic, some extra work is needed to show that K is C1.

We elaborate more on these steps below.

1.2.1. Rational points over tame fields with divisible value group.

Theorem 1.2.2. Let (K, v) be an algebraically maximal valued field with divisible
value group of rank 1 and perfect residue field k. Let X be a proper K-variety.
Suppose that X (k) 6= ∅, for each OK-model X of X. Then X(K) 6= ∅.

Note that this statement is clear in favorable situations, e.g., if some OK-
model X is smooth. We would then get that X(K) 6= ∅ by Hensel’s Lemma.
Unfortunately, in mixed and positive characteristics, we cannot really control
the singularities of OK-schemes—except in very small dimensions. Nevertheless,
there are certain results in the model theory of valued fields which are known in
arbitrary characteristic and can be utilized in this situation. Proposition 1.2.2 is
essentially a geometric version of an Ax-Kochen/Ershov principle for existential
closedness for tame fields due to F.-V. Kuhlmann [Kuh16]. In order to deduce
the above geometric version from Kuhlmann’s result, we first need to shift from
OK-models to valuations: The OK-models of X form an inverse system and the
inverse limit—more precisely, the inverse limit of their formal completions—is
isomorphic to a space of valuations on X , namely the adic space Xad. By a
compactness argument, this inverse limit admits a k∗-point, for any sufficiently
saturated elementary extension k∗ of k. This yields a scheme-theoretic point
ξ ∈ X and a valuation vξ on κ(ξ) whose residue field k′ embeds in k∗ over k. In
particular, we get that k is existentially closed in k′. Since the value group of
K is divisible, it is existentially closed in the one of vξ, even though the latter
will typically have higher rank. By Kuhlmann’s Ax-Kochen/Ershov principle for
existential closedness, one gets that K �∃ κ(ξ). In particular, X(K) 6= ∅. We
spell out this argument in more detail in §4.

1.2.3. Degenerations of rationally connected varieties. Over a field of character-
istic 0, Hogadi-Xu [HX09] showed that a degeneration of a rationally connected
variety always contains a rationally connected subvariety. It is not hard then to
deduce our transfer principle in equal characteristic 0 from Theorem 1.2.2. Al-
ternatively, at least in the case K =

⋃

n∈N k((t1/n)), one can use the existence of
semistable models after ramified base change. We refer the reader to §5.2.

In mixed and positive characteristics, it is not known if degenerations of (sepa-
rably) rationally connected varieties always contain a (separably) rationally con-
nected subvariety, although there are statements in the literature predicting such
phenomena (see Suggestions 7.9 [CT10]). Nevertheless, for several fields which
were previously known to be geometrically C1, it has been shown that they also
admit rational points in degenerations of separably rationally connected varieties.
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Starr [Sta17] calls such fields RC solving. For instance, finite fields are RC solving
by a theorem of Esnault [Esn07] and Esnault-Xu [EX09]. It is not difficult now
to deduce Theorem 1.1.2. We first reduce to the case where OK is a direct limit
of DVRs (in particular rank 1), using results of Kuhlmann. Then, we conclude
using Theorem 1.2.2.

1.2.4. From geometrically C1 to C1. If K is geometrically C1 of characteristic
0, then it is also C1 by Hogadi-Xu [HX09]. In positive characteristic, it is not
known in general if geometrically C1 fields are C1. Fortunately, there is a trick to
prove this for fields K as in Theorem 1.1.2. First, note that we can deform any
hypersurface X ⊆ Pn

K of degree d ≤ n to a general hypersurface Y of the same
degree over K((t)). Then Y is separably rationally connected by a result of Zhu
[Zhu24]. Now the key observation is that L =

⋃

n∈NK((t1/n)) is geometrically C1

since it is an elementary extension of K by yet another application of Kuhlmann’s
theory. It follows that Y has an L-point. This, in turn, specializes to a K-point
of X by the valuative criterion of properness. We conclude that K is C1.

2. Ultralimits of RC varieties

We will need a fact due to Duesler-Knecht, which roughly says that (separable)
rational connectedness behaves well with ultralimits. This statement appears in
the first arXiv version [DK09] but not in the published version [DK17]. We
present a slightly stronger version and recall some useful terminology.

2.1. Varieties over ultraproducts. By convention, a variety over a field k is
a reduced, separated k-scheme of finite type.

Let I be an index set, U be an ultrafilter on I and k =
∏

i∈I ki/U be an
ultraproduct of fields.

Notation 2.1.1 (§2 [DK17]). Let X ⊆ Pn
k be a closed subscheme with vanishing

homogeneous ideal I = (f1, ..., fn) where each fj(X0, ..., Xn) ∈ k[X0, ..., Xn] is a

homogeneous polynomial. For each i ∈ I, let f
(i)
k (X0, ..., Xn) ∈ ki[X0, ..., Xn] be

such that ulim f
(i)
k = fk and let Xi ⊆ Pn

ki
be the closed subscheme defined by I(i).

We write ulim Xi = X and call X the ultralimit of the Xi.

A similar definition works also for quasi-projective k-schemes. We introduce
an analogous notation for morphisms:

Notation 2.1.2. Let X ⊆ Pn
k and Y ⊆ Pm

k be projective schemes and f : X ! Y
be a morphism. This gives rise to a (non-unique) sequence (fi)i∈I , where fi :
Pn
ki
! Pm

ki
is a morphism and fi(Xi) ⊆ Yi for almost all i. We write f = ulim fi.

A typical phenomenon with ultralimits is that a given geometric property holds
for X if and only if it holds for Xi for almost all i ∈ I (in the sense of the
ultrafilter):



6 KONSTANTINOS KARTAS

Lemma 2.1.3. Let I be an index set, U be an ultrafilter on I and k =
∏

i∈I ki/U .
Let X be a quasi-projective k-scheme and suppose that X = ulim Xi. Then:

(i) X is reduced (resp. irreducible) if and only if Xi is reduced (resp. irre-
ducible) for almost all i ∈ I.

(ii) X is smooth if and only if Xi is smooth for almost all i ∈ I.

Proof. For part (i), see §2.4.10 [Sch10]. Part (ii) follows from the Jacobian crite-
rion for smoothness and  Loś’ theorem. �

Similarly, if f = ulim fi, then typically a given geometric property will hold
for f if and only if it holds for fi for almost all i ∈ I:

Lemma 2.1.4. Let I be an index set, U be an ultrafilter on I and k =
∏

i∈I ki/U .
Let X and Y be quasi-projective k-schemes and f : X ! Y be a morphism. Let
X = ulim Xi and Y = ulim Yi and f = ulim fi. Then:

(i) f is dominant if and only if fi is dominant for almost all i ∈ I.
(ii) Let Ki be a field extension of ki and xi ∈ X(Ki). Let K =

∏

i∈I Ki/U and
x = ulim xi ∈ X(K). Then f is smooth at x if and only if fi is smooth
at xi for almost all i ∈ I.

(iii) Assume that X and Y are integral k-varieties and f is dominant. Then
f is separable if and only if fi is separable for almost all i ∈ I.

Proof. (i) This is essentially a corollary of Johnson’s uniform definability of Zariski
closures in ACF (see §10 [Joh16]). Working in ACF, there is a definable family Xz

(resp. Yz) of subsets of Pn (resp. Pm), a definable family of maps Fz : Pn
! Pm

and parameters ai ∈ kr
i and a ∈ kr such that Xa = X and Xai = Xi (resp. Ya = Y

and Yai = Yi) and Fa = f (resp. Fai = fi). Strictly speaking, an “equality”
such as Xa = X should be interpreted as saying that Xa(K) = X(K) for any
algebraically closed field K containing k (similarly for the other equalities). Note
that Fz(Xz) is a definable family of subsets of Pm. The same is true for the family

of Zariski closures Fz(Xz) by Corollary 10.1.6 [Joh16]. Therefore, the set

D = {z : Fz(Xz) = Yz}

is definable. By  Loś’ theorem, we get that a ∈ D if and only if ai ∈ D for almost
all i ∈ I. We conclude that f is dominant if and only if fi is dominant for almost
all i ∈ I.
(ii) We use the infinitesimal lifting criterion for smoothness (see Lemma 02H6
[Sta]). Suppose that fi : Xi ! Yi is smooth for almost all i. Suppose we have a
commutative diagram

Spec(K) X

Spec(K[t]/t2) Y

x

f

g
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For almost all i, this gives rise to a commutative diagram

Spec(Ki) Xi

Spec(Ki[t]/t
2) Yi

xi

fi

gi

∃Pi

Since fi is smooth at xi, there is Pi : Spec(Ki[t]/t
2) ! Xi lifting gi as above.

Now P = ulim Pi gives a well-defined morphism P : Spec(K[t]/t2)! X lifting g.
Conversely, suppose that f is smooth at x and that fi is not smooth at xi for

almost all i. Then there exists gi : Spec(Ki[t]/t
2)! Yi which does not lift to Xi.

Note that g = ulim gi gives a well-defined morphism. Since f is smooth, we get
that g lifts to P : Spec(K[t]/t2)! X . Write P = ulim Pi and note that Pi gives
a lift of gi for almost all i, a contradiction.
(iii) For almost all i, Xi and Yi are integral varieties by Lemma 2.1.3(i) and fi
is dominant for almost all i by (i). Recall that a dominant morphism of integral
varieties is separable if and only if it is generically smooth. For almost all i, let
Ki = ki(Xi) and K =

∏

i∈I Ki/U . Let xi ∈ Xi(Ki) be the generic point of Xi.
We claim that x = ulim xi ∈ X(K) is above the generic point of X . Indeed,
let U ⊆ X is any nonempty Zariski open subset. We can write U = ulim Ui,
where Ui ⊆ Xi is a Zariski open subset which is nonempty for almost all i. Since
xi ∈ Ui(Ki), we get that x ∈ U(K). It follows that x is above the generic point
of X . By (ii), we have that f is smooth at x if and only if fi is smooth at xi for
almost all i. The conclusion follows. �

2.2. Rational connectedness and ultralimits. Part (i) below is stated in
Proposition 17 [DK09] only in the smooth projective case. Moreover, while it is
not explicitly stated in Proposition 17 ibid, it is assumed in the proof that almost
all the Xi have the same Hilbert polynomial. Part (ii) is as in [DK09] and is only
stated for completeness, it will not be used anywhere in the paper.

Proposition 2.2.1 (cf. Proposition 17 [DK09]). Let I be an index set, U be
an ultrafilter on I and ki be a field for each i ∈ I. Let k =

∏

i∈I ki/U and X
be a quasi-projective separably rationally connected k-variety. Let (Xi)i∈I be a
sequence of ki-schemes with ulim Xi = X. Then:

(i) If X is separably rationally connected, then Xi is separably rationally con-
nected for almost all i.

(ii) If almost all Xi have the same Hilbert polynomial and are smooth projec-
tive and separably rationally connected, then the same is true for X.

Proof. (i) By Lemma 2.1.3, Xi is a variety for almost all i ∈ I. By assumption,
there exists a k-variety B and a map F : B × P1

! X such that

G : B × P1 × P1
! X ×X : (b, t, t′) 7! (F (b, t), F (b, t′))
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is dominant and separable. After replacing B with an open subscheme, if needed,
we can assume that B is a quasi-projective variety. Write B = ulim Bi and
F = ulim Fi. Then, we have G = ulim Gi, where

Gi : Bi × P1 × P1
! Xi ×Xi : (b, t, t′) 7! (Fi(b, t), Fi(b, t

′))

is well-defined for almost all i ∈ I. By Lemma 2.1.4, we get that Gi is dominant
and separable for almost all i. We conclude that Xi is separably rationally con-
nected for almost all i ∈ I.
(ii) In Proposition 17 [DK09], Duesler-Knecht prove that X is separably ratio-
nally connected by showing the existence of a very free rational curve on X .
Alternatively, one can use the argument in the proof of Theorem 11 [DK17]. Al-
though the authors assume characteristic 0, their argument ultimately relies on
IV, Theorem 3.11 [Kol13] which is valid for separable rational connectedness and
in arbitrary characteristic. �

3. Variations on the C1 property

A class C of L-structures is called an elementary class if it is the class of models
of some L-theory T . The class of C1 fields is clearly an elementary class which
is ∀∃-axiomatizable in Lrings. We prove that the same is true for the classes of
geometrically C1 fields and RC solving fields.

3.1. Geometrically C1 fields. Following a suggestion of Kollár, Hogadi-Xu de-
fine geometrically C1 fields in characteristic 0 (see Definition 1.4 [HX09]). Their
definition extends naturally in arbitrary characteristic:

Definition 3.1.1. A field k is called geometrically C1 if every smooth projective
separably rationally connected k-variety has a k-rational point.

Remark 3.1.2. (i) Hogadi-Xu use proper varieties rather than projective va-
rieties but this does not make a difference in view of Chow’s lemma.

(ii) If k is geometrically C1 and large of characteristic 0, then every rationally
connected k-variety (not necessarily smooth or proper) has a k-point (see
Lemma 3.2 [Pie22]).

Lemma 3.1.3. Let I be an index set and U be an ultrafilter on I.

(i) Let ki be a field which is geometrically C1, for almost all i ∈ I. Then
∏

i∈I ki/U is geometrically C1.
(ii) Let k be a field. Then, k is geometrically C1 if and only if kU is geomet-

rically C1.
(iii) Suppose that k ≡ l. Then k is geometrically C1 if and only if l is geomet-

rically C1.

Proof. (i) Let k =
∏

i∈I ki/U and X ⊆ Pn
k be a smooth projective separably

rationally connected k-variety. Let (Xi)i∈I be a sequence of projective ki-schemes
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with ulim Xi = X . By Lemma 2.1.3 and Proposition 2.2.1, for almost all i, the
scheme Xi is a smooth projective separably rationally connected ki-variety. By
assumption, we get that Xi(ki) 6= ∅ for almost all i. By  Loś, it follows that
X(k) 6= ∅.
(ii) The “only if” follows from (i). For the converse, let X be a smooth projective
separably rationally connected k-variety. By assumption, we get that X(kU) 6= ∅.
Since k �∃ kU in the language of rings, it follows that X(k) 6= ∅.
(iii) By the Keisler-Shelah theorem, we have kU ∼= lU for some ultrafilter U . We
conclude from (ii). �

Lemma 3.1.4. (i) Let I be a directed system and ki be a geometrically C1

field for each i ∈ I. Then lim
−!

ki is geometrically C1.
(ii) Let k be a geometrically C1 field and l/k be a separable algebraic exten-

sion. Then l is geometrically C1.
(iii) Let (K, v) be a valued field of equal characteristic with residue field k. If

K is geometrically C1, then k is geometrically C1.

Proof. (i) Let X be a smooth projective separably rationally connected k-variety.
Then there is i ∈ I and a ki-scheme Xi such that X = Xi ×ki k. Moreover, Xi

is a smooth projective separably rationally connected ki-variety. By assumption,
we have Xi(ki) 6= ∅, hence X(k) 6= ∅.
(ii) By part (i), it suffices to prove the statement when l/k is a finite separable
extension. Let X be a smooth projective separably rationally connected l-variety.
Then, the Weil restriction Resl/k(X) is a smooth, projective separably rationally
connected k-variety. Indeed, the base change Resl/k(X) ×k l is a finite product
of copies of X and, as such, it is smooth, projective and separably rationally
connected (cf. §3.2 [GHS03]). By assumption, we have that Resl/k(X)(k) 6= ∅,
hence X(l) 6= ∅.
(iii) By part (ii), the henselization Kh of K is also geometrically C1, so we can
assume that K is henselian. Now let X be a smooth projective separably ratio-
nally connected k-variety. Let k0 ⊆ k be the field of definition of X , which is
finitely generated over its prime subfield. Then, there exists a lift ι : k0 ! OK ,
namely a ring homomorphism such that res(ι(x)) = x for all x ∈ k0. One proves
the existence of such a map by first lifting a separable transcendence basis of k0
over its prime subfield and then applying Hensel’s Lemma (cf. §2.4 [vdD12]).
Using ι, we obtain a flat, projective OK-scheme X with special fiber X , namely
the trivial deformation over OK . The generic fiber is equal to X×k0 K and hence
is a smooth, projective separably rationally connected K-variety. Since K is ge-
ometrically C1, there exists PK ∈ X (K). Since X is proper, this extends to an
integral point P ∈ X (OK). By reduction modulo m, we get that Pk ∈ X(k). �

Proposition 3.1.5. The class of geometrically C1 fields is elementary in Lrings.
Moreover, it is ∀∃-axiomatizable.
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Proof. The first part follows from Lemma 3.1.3(i), (iii) and Theorem 4.1.12 [CK90].
The moreover part follows from Lemma 3.1.4(i) and Corollary 3.1.9 [TZ12]. �

3.2. RC solving fields. Following Starr §3 [Sta17], we also consider fields which
admit rational points on degenerations of rationally connected varieties. In order
to make some of the proofs work, Starr needs to assume that the base DVR of
the degeneration is a prime regular DVR (defined below). This assumption is
only needed for mixed characteristic DVRs.

Definition 3.2.1. A DVR (Λ,mΛ) is called prime finite if the residue field Λ/mΛ

is a finite extension of its prime subfield.

Definition 3.2.2. Let φ : (Λ,mΛ) ! (R,mR) be a morphism of DVRs. We say
that φ is regular if the following conditions hold:

(i) We have mR = φ(mΛ)R, i.e., φ is weakly unramified.
(ii) The extension k/ℓ is separable, where k = R/mR and ℓ = Λ/mΛ.
(iii) The extension K/L is separable, where K = Frac(R) and L = Frac(Λ).

Definition 3.2.3. A DVR (R,mR) is called prime regular if there exists a prime
finite DVR (Λ,mΛ) and a regular morphism φ : (Λ,mΛ)! (R,mR).

Definition 3.2.4. Let k be a field.

(i) We say that k is RC solving if for every prime regular DVR (R,mR) with
R/mR ⊆ k and K = Frac(R) and for every flat, projective R-scheme
X with XK smooth and separably rationally connected, we have that
X (k) 6= ∅.

(ii) We say that k is equal characteristic RC solving if the above condition
holds for DVRs of equal characteristic.

We note that the terminology “equal characteristic RC solving” is not used in
[Sta17].

Lemma 3.2.5. Let k be an equal characteristic RC solving field. Then:

(i) k is geometrically C1.
(ii) k is C1.

Proof. (i) Let X be a smooth projective separably rationally connected k-variety
and consider the trivial deformation X ! Spec(R) of X over R = k[[t]]. Since k
is equal characteristic RC solving, we get that Xk(k) 6= ∅ and hence X(k) 6= ∅.
(ii) Let X ⊆ Pn

k be a hypersurface of degree d ≤ n. Let M be the parameter space
of hypersurfaces of degree d ≤ n in Pn and XM ! M be the universal family.
Recall that M is a smooth Z-scheme isomorphic to PN

Z with N =
(

n+d−1
n−1

)

. Let
ζk : Spec(k)! M be such that X ! Spec(k) is the pullback of XM !M via ζk.
Since M is a smooth Z-scheme, there is ζ : Spec(k[[t]]) ! M extending ζk and
such that the image of the generic point lies in any specified Zariski open subset
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of M . Therefore, there exists a k[[t]]-scheme X such that Xk = X and such that
the generic fiber Xk((t)) is a general hypersurface in Pn

k((t)) of degree d ≤ n. Then,

Xk((t)) is separably rationally connected by [Zhu24]. Since k is equal characteristic
RC solving, we conclude that X(k) 6= ∅. �

Lemma 3.2.6 (Corollary 1.5 [HX09]). Any geometrically C1 field of character-
istic 0 is RC solving. In particular, it is C1.

Proof. Although Corollary 1.5 [HX09] refers only to the C1 property, its proof
directly generalizes: Let k be a geometrically C1 field of characteristic 0. Let R
be a DVR with residue field k and K = Frac(R). Let X be a flat, projective R-
scheme X with XK smooth and rationally connected. By Theorem 1.2 [HX09],
there is a k-subvariety Z ⊆ Xk which is rationally connected. Then, Z has
a k-rational point since its resolution Z ′ is smooth, projective and rationally
connected and has a k-rational point by our assumption on k. It follows that
X (k) 6= ∅ and hence k is RC solving. �

Corollary 3.2.7. Let k be a field of characteristic 0. Then k is geometrically C1

field if and only if k is RC solving.

Proof. From Lemma 3.2.6 and Lemma 3.2.5. �

Lemma 3.2.8. Let I be an index set and U be an ultrafilter on I.

(i) Let ki be a field which is RC solving, for almost all i ∈ I. Then
∏

i∈I ki/U
is RC solving.

(ii) Let k be a field. Then, k is RC solving if and only if kU is RC solving.
(iii) Suppose that k ≡ l. Then, k is RC solving if and only if l is RC solving.

Proof. (i) Set k =
∏

i∈I ki/U and let (R,m) be a prime regular DVR with R/m ⊆
k and K = Frac(R). Let X be a flat, projective R-scheme with XK smooth
and separably rationally connected. Let (Λ,mΛ) be a prime finite DVR such
that (Λ,mΛ)! (R,mR) is regular. By Lemma 3.2 [Sta17], there exists a smooth
parameter space M over S = Spec(Λ), a finite type, flat, projective M-scheme
XM and a dominant S-morphism ζ : Spec(R)!M such that we have a pullback
diagram

X XM

Spec(R) M

f

ζ

Let Mη = M ×Spec(Λ) Spec(Frac(Λ)) be the generic fiber. By IV, Theorem 3.11
[Kol13], there is a Zariski open subset V ⊆ Mη containing ζ(Spec(K)) such that
Xu is a smooth projective separably rationally connected variety for all u ∈ V .
Since ζ is dominant, the subset V is Zariski dense in Mη.
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Let x = ζ(mR) ∈ M(k). In order to get ki-points in M , we need a “spreading
out” argument for the case where char(k) = 0 and almost all ki’s have positive
characteristic: Since M is a finite type Λ-scheme, it is defined over a finitely
generated Z-algebra A ⊆ Λ. We henceforth view M as an A-scheme. Since
M is of finite type over A (hence over Z), we can apply  Loś’ theorem to get
a sequence of points xi ∈ M(ki) (unique up to U -equivalence). We note that
XM ×M Spec(k) = ulim XM ×M Spec(ki).

Let (Ri,mi) be a henselian prime regular DVR with Ri/mi = ki and Ki =
Frac(Ri). By the implicit function theorem for henselian fields (see Theorem
9.2 [GPR95]), there is ζi : Spec(Ri) ! M which specializes to xi such that
ζi(Spec(Ki)) ∈ V . Therefore, XM ×M Spec(Ki) is a smooth projective separably
rationally connected Ki-variety. Since ki is RC solving, we get that XM ×M

Spec(ki) has a ki-rational point. Since XM ×M Spec(k) = ulim XM ×M Spec(ki),
we get that X (k) 6= ∅.
(ii) The “only if” follows from (i). For the converse, let (R,mR) be a prime regular
DVR with R/mR ⊆ k and K = Frac(R) and X be a flat, projective R-scheme
with XK smooth and separably rationally connected. Since kU is RC solving, we
get that X (kU) 6= ∅. Since k �∃ kU , we conclude that X (k) 6= ∅.
(iii) As in Lemma 3.1.3(iii). �

Lemma 3.2.9. (i) Let I be a directed system and ki be a RC solving field
for each i ∈ I. Then lim

−!
ki is RC solving.

(ii) Let (K, v) be a valued field of equal characteristic with perfect residue field
k. If K is geometrically C1, then k is equal characteristic RC solving.

Proof. (i) Let (R,m) be a prime regular DVR with R/m = k and K = Frac(R).
Let X be a flat, projective R-scheme with XK smooth and separably rationally
connected. We proceed as in Lemma 3.2.8(i). Let M be a smooth parameter
space over S = Spec(Λ) and ζ : Spec(R) ! M be such that X ! Spec(R) is
the pullback of XM ! M via ζ . Let V ⊆ Mη be a Zariski dense open subset
containing ζ(Spec(K)) such that Xu is smooth and separably rationally connected
for all u ∈ V . Since M is a finite type Λ-scheme, the morphism ζ0 : Spec(k)! M
factors as

Spec(k)! Spec(ki)
ζ0,i
! M

for some i ∈ I. Let Ri be a complete prime regular DVR with residue field
ki and Ki = Frac(Ri) of the same characteristic as K. Since M is smooth,
there exists ζi : Spec(Ri) ! M extending ζ0,i such that ζi(Ki) ∈ V . There-
fore, XM ×M Spec(Ki) is smooth and separably rationally connected. Since ki is
RC solving, we get that XM ×M Spec(ki) has a ki-rational point. In particular,
X (k) 6= ∅.
(ii) By Lemma 3.1.4(ii), we may replace (K, v) with any separable algebraic ex-
tension with the same residue field. We can therefore assume that (K, v) is
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algebraically maximal with divisible value group. Let (S,mS) be an equal char-
acteristic DVR with S/mS = k and L = Frac(S). Let X be a flat, projective
S-scheme with XL smooth and separably rationally connected. Arguing as above,
there is an extension K ′ of L which is algebraically maximal with divisible value
group and residue field k. By Theorem 1.4 [Kuh16], we get that K ′ ≡ K in Lrings.
Since K is geometrically C1, the same is true for K ′ by Proposition 3.1.5. There-
fore, X (K ′) 6= ∅. By the valuative criterion of properness, we get X (OK ′) 6= ∅
and hence X (k) 6= ∅. �

Proposition 3.2.10. The class of RC solving fields is elementary in Lrings. More-
over, it is ∀∃-axiomatizable.

Proof. As in Proposition 3.1.5, using Lemmas 3.2.8 and 3.2.9. �

Lemma 3.2.11. Let k be a geometrically C1 field such that k ≡∀∃ k((tΓ)) in Lrings

for some ordered abelian group Γ. Then k is equal characteristic RC solving. In
particular, k is C1.

Proof. By Proposition 3.1.5, the field k((tΓ)) is geometrically C1. By Lemma
3.2.9(ii), it follows that k is equal characteristic RC solving. �

Corollary 3.2.12. Let (K, v) be a nontrivially valued tame field with divisible
value group. Suppose that K is geometrically C1. Then K is equal characteristic
RC solving. In particular, K is geometrically C1 and also C1.

Proof. By model-completeness of the theory of divisible ordered abelian groups,
we get that Γ � Γ ⊕lex Q. By Theorem 1.4 [Kuh16], it follows that (K, v) �
(K((tQ)), vt ◦v). In particular, K ≡ K((tQ)) in Lrings. Finally, apply Lemma 3.2.11
to the valued field (K((tQ)), vt) to conclude that K is equal characteristic RC
solving. The last statement follows from Lemma 3.2.5. �

Remark 3.2.13. It is not known in general if geometrically C1 fields of positive
characteristic are C1. Notably, perfect PAC fields of positive characteristic are
clearly geometrically C1 but it is not known whether they are also C1.

Fact 3.2.14 (Theorem 1.1 [Esn07], Theorem 1.1 [EX09]). Every finite field is
RC solving.

Corollary 3.2.15. Algebraic extensions of finite fields and pseudofinite fields are
RC solving.

Proof. From Fact 3.2.14 and Proposition 3.2.10. �

Fact 3.2.16 (Theorem 3.10 [Sta17]). Function fields of curves over algebraically
closed fields are RC solving.
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3.3. Strongly RC solving fields. We also consider a stronger variant of “RC
solving” in which we drop the prime regular assumption on the DVR:

Definition 3.3.1. A field k is strongly RC solving if for every DVR (R,mR) with
R/mR ⊆ k and K = Frac(R) and for every flat, projective R-scheme X with XK

smooth and separably rationally connected, we have that X (k) 6= ∅.

Remark 3.3.2. (i) By Lemma 3.4 [Sta17], any DVR of equal characteristic is
prime regular. Therefore, the above definition only makes a difference (if
any) in the mixed characteristic case.

(ii) Note that a DVR with finite residue field is automatically prime regular,
hence algebraic extensions of finite fields are automatically strongly RC
solving.

(iii) We do not know if function fields of curves over algebraically closed fields
are strongly RC solving.

(iv) We do not know if strongly RC solving fields form an elementary class.

4. Adic spaces

Let (K, v) be a complete valued field of rank 1 and X be a K-variety. One
can associate to X a space of valuations Xad, called its adic space. This space
admits an alternative description as the projective limit of all formal OK-models
of X . These two descriptions will allow us to shift from OK-models to valuations.
When (K, v) is tame with divisible value group, we deduce from Kuhlmann’s
theory that X(K) 6= ∅ provided that X (k) 6= ∅ for every OK-model X .

4.1. Integral models. We briefly recall some background but refer the reader
to §3 [Con08] and §8 [Bos14] for details. Let (K, v) be a complete valued field of
rank 1 (not necessarily discrete) with valuation ring OK and residue field k.

Definition 4.1.1. Let X be a proper, separated K-scheme of finite type.

(i) An OK-model X of X is a flat, proper, separated OK-scheme of finite
presentation together with an isomorphism of K-schemes ι : XK ! X .

(ii) A morphism of OK-models f : X ! X ′ is a morphism of OK-schemes such
that fK : XK ! X ′

K is an isomorphism compatible with the isomorphisms
ι : XK ! X and ι′ : X ′

K ! X .

Let Xrig be the rigid-analytic space over K associated to X . Then, we have
the notion of a formal OK-model of Xrig. More generally:

Definition 4.1.2. Let X be a rigid-analytic space over K.

(i) A formal OK-model of X is an admissible formal OK-scheme X together
with a K-isomorphism ι : XK ! X .

(ii) A morphism of formal OK-models f : X ! X
′ is a morphism of formal

OK-schemes such that fK : XK ! X
′
K is an isomorphism compatible with

the isomorphisms ι : XK ! X and ι′ : X′
K ! X .
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We write MX for the category of admissible formal OK-models of Xrig. The
category MX of admissible formal OK-models of Xrig is filtered:

Lemma 4.1.3 (§8.4, Lemma 4 [Bos14]). Let X be a proper, separated K-scheme
of finite type.

(i) Given two formal OK-models X and X
′, there exists at most one morphism

of formal OK-models f : X! X
′ .

(ii) Given two formal OK-models X and X
′, there exists a formal OK-model

X
′′ and morphisms of formal OK-models X

′′
! X and X

′′
! X

′.

Given an OK-model X of X , we naturally obtain a formal OK-model of Xrig,

namely its formal completion “X = lim
−!

Xn, where Xn = X ×OK
OK/̟

n.

Definition 4.1.4. A formal OK-scheme X is algebraizable if there is a finitely

presented OK-scheme X and an isomorphism of formal OK-schemes f : “X ! X.

We note that the algebraizable formal OK-models are cofinal in MX :

Fact 4.1.5. For each formal OK-model X of Xrig, there exists an OK-model X
of X and a morphism of formal OK-schemes “X ! X.

Proof. By §8.4, Proposition 6 [Bos14], the formal blowups are algebraizable and
are cofinal in MX by §8.4, Lemma 4 [Bos14]. �

Recall that Xad comes equipped with two presheaves OXad and O
+
Xad (see §2

[Sch12]). Given x ∈ Xad, we write κ(x) for the residue field of OXad,x and
κ(x)+ ⊆ κ(x) for the image of O

+
X,x in κ(x), which is a valuation ring of κ(x)

extending OK .

Fact 4.1.6 (Raynaud). Let X be a separated K-scheme of finite type. Then,
there is a homeomorphism

Xad ∼= lim
 −

X∈MX

|Xi|

extending to an isomorphism of locally ringed topological spaces

(Xad,O+
Xad) ∼= lim

 −
Xi

(Xi,OXi
)

where the right hand side is the inverse limit in the category of locally ringed
spaces.

Proof. See Theorem 3 [Bos14] or Theorem 2.22 [Sch12]. �

4.2. Compactness and inverse limits. Let (Xi, fij)i∈I be an inverse system
of finite type k-schemes and X = lim

 −
Xi. We will typically be in a situation

where we know that Xi(k) 6= ∅ for each i but we would really like to have that
X(k) 6= ∅. A standard compactness argument shows that this is possible, except
that we may need to replace k by an elementary extension. More generally:
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Lemma 4.2.1. Let R be a commutative ring, (I,≤) be a directed set, (Xi, fij)i∈I
be an inverse system of finitely presented R-schemes and X = lim

 −
Xi. Let A be

an R-algebra such that Xi(A) 6= ∅ for each i ∈ I. Then, for every (|I| + |R|)+-
saturated elementary extension A � A∗, we have that X(A∗) 6= ∅.

Proof. For simplicity, assume that each Xi = Spec(Bi) is affine, where Bi is
a finitely presented R-algebra, say with ni generators. The general case only
involves some additional bookkeeping. For each i ∈ I, we introduce a formal
ni-tuple of variables xi = (xi,1, ..., xi,ni

). Consider the set of formulas p(xi : i ∈ I)
in Lrings(R) in the variables xi, saying that xi ∈ Xi(A) and that fij(xi) = xj .
Given a finite subset S ⊆ p(xi : i ∈ I), there is a finite subset I0 ⊆ I such that
S refers only to variables xi with i ∈ I0. Since (Xi, fij) is an inverse system.
there is i0 ∈ I such that Xi0 dominates all Xi with i ∈ I0. By assumption, there
is a0 ∈ Xi0(A). This gives compatible k-rational points ai ∈ Xi(k) for i ∈ I0,
namely ai = fi0i(a0). It follows that p(xi : i ∈ I) is a partial type and can be
realized in A∗ by (|I| + |R|)+-saturation. We conclude that X(A∗) 6= ∅. �

Remark 4.2.2. We sketch a different proof for the case where A is a finite ring
and (I,≤) = (N,≤), which is sufficient for our results in §5.3. In that case,
the conclusion is that X(A) 6= ∅ (a finite structure has no proper elementary
extensions). We prove this using König’s Lemma: Consider the graph G whose
set of vertices is given by

V (G) =
⊔

i∈N

Xi(A)

We draw an edge from ai ∈ Xi(A) to aj ∈ Xj(A) if i ≥ j and fij(ai) = aj.
Consider G ∪ {∗}, where ∗ is a dummy element which connects precisely to the
elements of X0(A). One sees that G ∪ {∗} is a connected, locally finite, infinite
graph and therefore has an infinite ray. Such a ray corresponds to a sequence of
points ai ∈ Xi(A) such that fij(ai) = aj for i ≥ j, i.e., to an element (ai) ∈ X(A).

Proposition 4.2.3. Let (K, v) be a complete valued field of rank 1 with residue
field k. Let X be a K-variety and suppose that X (k) 6= ∅ for each OK-model X
of X. Then there exists x ∈ Xad such that k is existentially closed in the residue
field of κ(x)+.

Proof. To apply Lemma 4.2.1, we first need to restrict to an inverse system which
is cofinal in MX and is indexed by a set (not a proper class). For instance, consider
the admissible blowups of a fixed formal model. This collection is indexed by a
set of size |K|.

Let k∗ be a |K|+-saturated elementary extension of k. By Lemma 4.2.1, we
have that lim

 −
Xi(k

∗) 6= ∅, where the inverse limit is taken over all OK-models of
X . By Fact 4.1.5, each formal OK-model X is dominated by an algebraizable one,
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hence lim
 −

Xi(k
∗) 6= ∅. This gives rise to a sequence of points

(xi) ∈ lim
 −

Xi∈MX

Xi

By Fact 4.1.6, the sequence (xi) corresponds to some x ∈ Xad such that

O
+
Xad,x

∼= lim
−!

OXi,xi

In particular, the residue field k′ of κ(x)+ is equal to lim
−!

κ(xi). Now each κ(xi)
embeds into k∗ and these embeddings are compatible with the maps of the di-
rected system of the κ(xi)’s. This allows us to identify k′ with a subfield of k∗.
Since k ⊆ k′ ⊆ k∗ and k � k∗, it follows that k �∃ k′. �

Corollary 4.2.4. Let (K, v) be a valued field of rank 1 with residue field k. Let
X be a K-variety and suppose that X (k) 6= ∅ for each OK-model X of X. Then
there exists ξ ∈ X and a valuation vξ on κ(ξ) whose residue field k′ is such that
k �∃ k′.

Proof. It is harmless to replace (K, v) with its completion, hence we assume that
(K, v) is complete. Let x ∈ Xad be as in Proposition 4.2.3. We have a natural
analytification map of locally ringed spaces

i : (Xad,OXad)! (X,OX)

Let ξ = i(x) and κ(ξ) ⊆ κ(x) be the induced inclusion. We let vξ be the restriction
of vx to κ(ξ) and note that it satisfies the desired properties. �

4.3. Rational points over tame fields. We now apply our previous results
to the case of tame fields. We refer the reader to the original article by F.-V.
Kuhlmann [Kuh16] for relevant definitions and facts.

Definition 4.3.1. A valued field (K, v) is tame if it is algebraically maximal,
with perfect residue field and p-divisible value group, where p is the characteristic
exponent of the residue field.

The following is an Ax-Kochen/Ershov principle for existential closedness:

Fact 4.3.2 (Theorem 1.4 [Kuh16]). Let (K, v) be a tame valued field and let
(K ′, v′)/(K, v) be a valued field extension. Then, the following are equivalent:

(i) (K, v) �∃ (K ′, v′) in Lval.
(ii) k �∃ k′ in Lrings and Γ �∃ Γ′ in Loag.

Remark 4.3.3. If in addition Γ is divisible and nontrivial, then the condition
Γ �∃ Γ′ holds automatically since nontrivial divisible ordered abelian groups are
existentially closed.

Theorem 4.3.4. Let (K, v) be a tame valued field with divisible value group of
rank 1 and X be a proper K-variety. Then, the following are equivalent:
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(i) X(K) 6= ∅.
(ii) X (k) 6= ∅, for each OK-model X of X.

Proof. (i)⇒(ii): This follows directly from the valuative criterion of properness
and does not require any special assumptions on (K, v).
(ii)⇒(i): By Corollary 4.2.4, there exists a scheme-theoretic point ξ ∈ X and a
valuation vξ on κ(ξ) whose residue field k′ is such that k �∃ k′. By Fact 5.1.1,
we get that (K, v) �∃ (κ(ξ), vξ) in Lval. In particular, we get that K �∃ κ(ξ)

in Lrings. Equivalently, the Zariski closure {ξ} ⊆ X has Zariski dense many
K-rational points. We conclude that X(K) 6= ∅. �

5. Transfer theorems

We prove a transfer principle for “geometrically C1” in equal characteristic 0.
We also prove that tame fields with divisible value group and finite residue field
are geometrically C1. Both of these statements are special cases of a general
transfer principle in arbitrary characteristic.

5.1. A general transfer principle.

Fact 5.1.1 (Theorem 1.4 [Kuh16]). Let (K ′, v′)/(K, v) be an extension of tame
fields. Then, the following are equivalent:

(i) (K, v) � (K ′, v′) in Lval.
(ii) k � k′ in Lrings and Γ � Γ′ in Loag.

Remark 5.1.2. If in addition Γ and Γ′ are divisible, then Γ � Γ′ holds automati-
cally by model-completeness of the theory of divisible ordered abelian groups.

Lemma 5.1.3. Let (K, v) be a nontrivially valued tame field. Then, there exists
a valued subfield (K ′, v′) ⊆ (K, v) such that:

(i) (K ′, v′) is a tame field.
(ii) Γ/Γ′ is torsion-free and k = k′.

(iii) OK ′ is a direct limit of DVRs.

If in addition Γ is divisible, then (K ′, v′) � (K, v) in Lval.

Proof. We first construct a discrete valued subfield (K1, v1) ⊆ (K, v) with residue
field k1 such that k/k1 is separable algebraic. Consider the prime subfield K0 of
K, equipped with the restriction v0 of v. Choose a separating transcendence basis
τ = {ti : i ∈ I} for k/k0. Let Ti be a lift of ti in K and T = {Ti : i ∈ I}. We now
let K1 = K0(T) in case (K, v) is of mixed characteristic, and K1 = K0(T ∪ {t})
in case (K, v) is of equal characteristic, where t is any element in the maximal
ideal of K. In each case, we endow K1 with the restriction v1 of v. By Lemma
2.2 [Kuh16], we get that (K1, v1) is a discrete valued field with residue field k0(τ).

Let K ′ ⊆ K be the relative algebraic closure of K1 in K. We endow K ′ with
the restriction v′ of v. By Lemma 3.7 [Kuh16], we get that (K ′, v′) satisfies
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(i) and (ii). It is clear that OK ′ is a direct limit of DVRs. If in addition Γ is
divisible, then Γ′ must also be divisible by (ii). We then have that Γ′ � Γ by
model-completeness of DOAG. By Fact 5.1.1, we conclude that (K ′, v′) � (K, v)
in Lval. �

Theorem 5.1.4. Let (K, v) be a tame valued field with divisible value group and
residue field k.

(i) Assume that k is strongly RC solving. Then K is geometrically C1 and
also C1.

(ii) Assume that char(K) = char(k) and k is RC solving. Then K is geomet-
rically C1 and also C1.

Proof. (i) If v is the trivial valuation, the conclusion follows from Lemma 3.2.5.
We can therefore assume that v is non-trivial. By Proposition 5.1.3, there exists
(K ′, v′) � (K, v) with k′ = k such that OK ′ is a direct limit of DVRs. By
Proposition 3.1.5, it suffices to show that K ′ is geometrically C1. Therefore,
upon replacing K with K ′, we can assume that OK is a direct limit of DVRs, say
OK = lim

−!i∈I
OKi

. Let X be a smooth projective separably rationally connected

K-variety and X be an OK-model of X . Then there exists i ∈ I and a flat, proper
OKi

-scheme Xi such that X = Xi ×OKi
OK . Since k is strongly RC solving, we

get that X (k) 6= ∅. By Theorem 4.3.4, we get that X(K) 6= ∅. It follows that K
is geometrically C1. By Lemma 3.2.12, we get that K is C1.
(ii) By Lemma 3.4 [Sta17], any DVR of equal characteristic is prime regular. One
then proceeds as in part (i). �

5.2. Equal characteristic 0.

Theorem 5.2.1. Let (K, v) be a henselian valued field of equal characteristic 0
with divisible value group. Then:

K is geometrically C1 ⇐⇒ k is geometrically C1

In particular, if k is geometrically C1, then K is C1.

First proof. If K is geometrically C1, then k is geometrically C1 by Lemma
3.1.4(iii). The converse follows from Lemma 3.2.6 and Theorem 5.1.4. �

Second proof. The conclusion is clear when v is the trivial valuation, so assume
that v is non-trivial. By Ax-Kochen/Ershov in equal characteristic 0, we get that
K ≡

⋃

n∈N k((t1/n)) in Lrings. By Proposition 3.1.5, being geometrically C1 is an

elementary property and we can therefore assume that K =
⋃

n∈N k((t1/n)). The
rest of the argument follows closely the proof of Lemme 7.5 [Wit15].

Let X be a smooth projective rationally connected K-variety. For n ∈ N,
write Rn = k[[t1/n]] and Kn = k((t1/n)). Without loss of generality, we can assume
that X is defined over K1. By semistable reduction in equal characteristic 0 (see
Lemme 7.5 [Wit15]), there is n ∈ N such that X×KKn admits a strict semistable
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Rn-model X . By Lemma 3.2.6, the field k is RC solving and hence Xk(k) 6= ∅.
Alternatively, by Remark 5.2.4 [BF19], there is an irreducible component of Xk

which is rationally connected and hence has a k-rational point.
Let x ∈ Xk(k) and Y1, ..., Yk be the irreducible components of Xk passing

through x. By the étale local description of strict semistable models (see Propo-
sition 2.1.5 [Nic13]), there is a Zariski neighborhood U ⊆ X containing x such
that the structure morphism U ! Spec(R) factors through an étale map of the
form

U Y = Spec(Rn[T1, ..., Tm]/(T1 · ... · Tk − t1/n))ét

for some k, n ∈ N with k ≤ n. Moreover, this map sends x to the origin of Am
Rn

.
Note that Y has an Rkn-integral point specializing to the origin, e.g.,

T1 = T2 = ... = Tm = t1/kn

Since U ! Y is étale at x, this lifts to an Rkn-point of U specializing to x by
Hensel’s Lemma. We then get that X(Kkm) 6= ∅. In particular, X(K) 6= ∅. �

This raises the following question, which is also implicit in [Wit15]:

Problem 5.2.2. Let k be a C1 field of characteristic 0 and K =
⋃

n∈N k((t1/n))
be the Puiseux series field over k. Is K also C1?

5.3. Finite residue field.

Theorem 5.3.1. Let (K, v) be an algebraically maximal valued field with divisible
value group and residue field k which is algebraic over a finite field. Then, K is
geometrically C1 and also C1.

Proof. By Fact 3.2.14, we have that k is strongly RC solving. We conclude from
Theorem 5.1.4. �

Corollary 5.3.2. Let Γ be a divisible value group and Fq be a finite field. Then
the Hahn series field Fq((t

Γ)) is geometrically C1 and also C1.

Proof. Recall that Hahn series fields are maximal (see Corollary 4.13 [vdD12]).
We conclude from Theorem 5.3.1. �

Corollary 5.3.3. Any maximal totally ramified extensionK of a non-archimedean
local field is geometrically C1 and also C1.

Proof. Let K be a maximal totally ramified extension of a non-archimedean local
field L. Recall that K is a field-theoretic complement of Lur and hence every finite
extension of K comes from a separable extension of the residue field. Equivalently,
by Ostrowski’s Lemma, K is henselian defectless with divisible value group. We
conclude from Theorem 5.3.1. �
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Remark 5.3.4. (i) Let K be a non-maximal totally ramified extension of a
non-archimedean local field. We claim that cd(GK) ≥ 2, so in particular
K is not C1 (see Corollary, pg. 80 [Ser79]). Indeed, consider the short
exact sequence

1 −! GKur −! GK −! Gk −! 1

Since Kur ( K, we have GKur 6= {1}. Let ℓ be a prime dividing |GKur |
(as a supernatural number). Let S be a Sylow ℓ-subgroup of GK and L
be the fixed field of S. It suffices to show that cd(GL) ≥ 2 since GL is
a subgroup of GK . We may thus replace K with L and assume that GK

is an ℓ-group to begin with. By Proposition 22, pg. 28 [Ser79], it follows
that

cd(GK) = cd(GKur) + cd(Gk) ≥ 1 + 1 = 2

In fact, we have cd(GK) = 2 because GK is either a subgroup of GQp
or

GFp((t)), both of which have cohomological dimension 2.
(ii) Likewise, Lang’s theorem is optimal in the sense that every non-maximal

unramified extension of any local field is not C1. Once again, this can
be proved by noting that such a field has cohomological dimension 2 (see
Proposition 12, pg. 85 [Ser79]).

(iii) There are plenty of examples of algebraic extensions of local fields which
are of cohomological dimension 1 but not C1 (see [Chi22]). It would be in-
teresting to investigate to what extent the maximal unramified extension
and the maximal totally ramified extensions are the only minimal alge-
braic extensions of a local field which are C1, i.e., which do not contain
any proper subfields which are C1.
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