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Abstract

We compute the Chow ring Ch*(G) of a quasi-split geometrically almost simple algebraic group G
assuming the coefficients to be a field. This extends the classical computation for split groups done
by Kac to the non-split quasi-split case. For the proof we introduce and study equivariant conormed
Chow rings, which are well adapted to the study of quasi-split groups and their homogeneous varieties.
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1 Introduction

Given a linear algebraic group G one can associate with it two rings of cohomological origin, CH*(BG)
and CH*(@G), both of which carrying important information about possible twisted forms of G, its torsors,
homogeneous varieties and related motives. Classical topological analogues of these rings are the singular
cohomology ring H*(BG) of the classifying space of a Lie group G and the singular cohomology ring H*(G)
of the Lie group itself, and these rings are intimately related by the Leray—Serre spectral sequence for the
fibration FG — BG.

The ring CH*(BG) is the Chow ring of algebraic cycles of the classifying space BG introduced by
Totaro | ], see also [ , Section 4] for a motivic homotopy point of view, and it hosts the universal
characteristic classes of principal homogeneous spaces (torsors) under G. This ring is in general rather
hard to compute even for a split simple group except the special cases of SL,, and Sp,,,, see [ , ,

, ] for the known answers.

The ring CH*(G) is the Chow ring of algebraic cycles of G itself, considered as an algebraic variety
forgetting the multiplicative structure. The problem of computing CH*(G) for a split semisimple group G,
and the closely related problem of computing the singular cohomology of a compact Lie group attracted a
lot of attention in 1960s and was done case by case in the works of Miller, Borel, Baum, Browder, Araki,

Shikata, Ishitoya, Kono, Toda and others, culminating with the celebrated article | | of Victor Kac,
who summarized the previously known computations and gave a uniform conceptual answer for CH*(G)
assuming the coefficients to be a finite field (see [ , Theorem 6] and especially | , Table 2]).

The computations by Victor Kac were used 20 years later by Geldhauser, Petrov, and Zainoulline to
establish the structure of Chow motives of generically split twisted flag varieties and to introduce a discrete
motivic invariant of algebraic groups of inner type, called the J-invariant (see | , , D). In
the case of quadratic forms an equivalent invariant was introduced previously by Vishik in | ]. The
J-invariant was an important tool to solve several long-standing problems, for example, it played an
important role in the progress on the Kaplansky problem about possible values of the u-invariant of fields
by Vishik [ ] and in the solution of a problem of Serre about groups of type Es and its finite subgroups
[S16, ]. Besides, Garibaldi, Geldhauser, and Petrov used the J-invariant to relate the rationality of
some parabolic subgroups of groups of type E7 with the Rost invariant, proving a conjecture of Rost and
solving a question of Springer in | ]. The concept of the J-invariant is built up on the first three
columns of | , Table 2] encoding the Chow rings of split semisimple algebraic groups. In fact, an
important step in the construction of the J-invariant was an observation that the parameters in the Kac’s
table coincide in certain cases with the parameters related to the generalized Rost motives, which were
used by Rost and Voevodsky in the proofs of the Milnor and Bloch—Kato conjectures. The last column of
Kac’s table also has a motivic interpretation in terms of G-equivariant motives given in | ]

In order to generalize the J-invariant to arbitrary linear algebraic groups (i.e. possibly of outer type)
one has to study the Chow rings of non-split quasi-split semisimple groups. Progress in this direction was
recently obtained in | |. However, there are several substantial difficulties when dealing with non-split
quasi-split groups. First of all, quasi-split groups G are equipped with a finite Galois field extension K/k,
which is the minimal splitting field of G, i.e., come together with some arithmetic information. A priori
it is not clear whether their Chow rings depend on K, and we show in the current article that it is not
the case. Besides, contrary to the split situation, our computations show that the Chow rings of non-split
quasi-split groups do not have, in general, the structure of Hopf algebras. For example, the lacunary
relation appearing additionally to the nilpotency of generators in the non-split quasi-split adjoint group
of type 2Dy, (case 2 with [ = 2 of Theorem 1 below) is not possible in any Hopf algebra over a finite
field. Moreover, contrary to the split situation, the characteristic sequence of Grothendieck (see [ ,
Remark 2°]), which is a useful tool, is not right exact in general for quasi-split groups.

To overcome these difficulties we develop a theory of equivariant conormed Chow rings and apply it
to quasi-split groups. The non-equivariant version of these, i.e. Chow rings modulo pushforwards (norms)
coming from a fixed field extension, have already been used in the study of varieties homogeneous under
an action of a quasi-split group in e.g. | , , ] and were studied explicitly in | , ]
We would also like to note that the category of conormed Chow motives shares some properties with the
category of isotropic motives introduced and studied by Vishik | ], in particular, in the latter category



motives of anisotropic varieties are zero while in the former category the motive of an irreducible k-variety
is zero when the variety becomes reducible over the (Galois) field extension K/k.
The main result of this article is the following theorem:

Theorem 1. Let G be a quasi-split geometrically almost simple group over a field k. For a field F put
p := charF and Ch*(—) := CH*(—) ® F. Then, depending on the type A(G), the fundamental group m1(G)
(see Sections A.1 and A.2 for the notation) and p the following holds.

1. If the triple (A(G), 1 (G),p) is in the Table 1, then

k1 k2

Ch*(G) 2 Fley,ea,...,e5]/(e] . eb ,...,e”ks), dege; = d;,

S

with the parameters s, d;, k; given in the table.

Table 1: Ch*(G) for a quasi-split simple algebraic group G

A(G) m1(G) P s di,i1=1,2,...,8 | k;,i=1,2,...,8
A, wr, U (n+1) pll|1 1 vp(n+1)
Ay, m > 2 21, U (n+1), 1l is odd | 2 (5] 2i+1 1
Nop 1,7 >2 | 2uom, m |, misodd | 2 r 21— 1 va(r)+1, 4=
1,i>2
2Ag_1, 7 >2 | 2Ugm, m| T, mis even | 2 r+1 2,1=1 va(r), i =
% —3,i>2 1,i>2
B, 1 2 (254 2i+1 [logy %]
o S NETET R log, 2]
Cn 112 2 1 1 va(n) +1
D,, n>3 1 2 [2] -1 2i+1 [log, 2]
g > | |- log, 22=1]
Ha OT o X fio 2 (5] +1 1,i=1 va(n), i =1
20—3,1>2 log, 32=3], i > 2
Dy, 7> 2 uhs 2 r 1,i=1 va(r)+1,i=1
2i—1,i>2 logy 32=1], i > 2
Dy, n >3 1 2 (2] -1 | 2i+1 [logy %]
Lo 2 (2] L,i=1 [logy n] + 1
2 —1,i>2 logy 522
2Dagyir, 7> 1 | 2 2 |r+2 1,i=1 1,i=1
2,1=2 [logy(2r +1)], i =2
2i—3,i>3 log, 321, i >3
3D,, D, 1 2 |1 3 1
1, 3p2,2, Suo o 3 1 4 1
Es 1, 3 2 |1 3 1




1 3 1 4 1
113 3 ]2 1,4 2,1
2R, 1, 203 2 |3 3,5,9 1,1,1
1 3 1 4 1
E; 1 2 |3 3,5,9 1,1,1
112 2 |4 1,3,5,9 1,1,1,1
1, 1o 3 1 4 1
Es 1 2 |4 3,5,9,15 3,2,1,1
3 ]2 4,10 1,1
5 1 6 1
F4 1 2 1 3 1
3 1 4 1
Go 1 2 1 3 1

Here and below vy, is the p-adic valuation.

2. If (A(G)aﬂ-l (G)7p) = (2D2’r72,u'2,272)7 then

. Fley,...,es)/ (e%’cl €2 ey (Z’EBI e%kl’y“ . e%j)) , 1=2,
Ch (G) = k1 ks klfjl_
Flet,....es]/(€3 ", ...,e2 " er e’ ), >3,

where | € N is such that 2r = 2™ (2] — 3) and

s=r+1,dege; =1, deges = 2, k1 = v2(2r), ko = [log, 27],

degei:2i—3,ki:[1og2 },3§i§s.

r
21 -3

3. If (A(G), m1(G),p) is in the table below, then Ch*(G) is as in the table.

A(G) | m(G) p Ch"(G) dege;
Mo | 2 Lln+1 | 22 p |1 Fled/(ef), m = 2204 2

3Dy 3lg.9 2 Fleq, 2, €3, e4]/(ef, €2, €2, €2 erea, e1e3, €3 + eze3) | 2,3,3,3
5Dy 6p0 2 2 Fle1, ez, e3]/(e], €3, e1e2, €3) 2,3,3
2Es | 2us 3 Fle, 2]/ (€3, €3) 1,4

4. For all the remaining cases (A(G), 71 (G),p) one has Ch*(G) 2 F.

It is clear that one can assume IF to be a prime field, that is Q or a finite field F,. If F = Q, then it is
well-known and goes back to [ , Remark 2 on p. 21] that Ch*(G) = Q (see also Section A.5.1 for the
details). The case of a split group G, i.e. A(G) = A, B, C,, Dy, Eg, E7, Eg, Fy, or Gy, is also classical
[ , Theorem 6] (see also Section A.5.2 for a recollection). All the remaining cases, that is when G
is a non-split quasi-split simple group, are, to the best of our knowledge, completely new. Theorem 1 is



obtained as a combination of the above classical results and Theorems 3.2.2, 3.3.3, 3.4.3, and 3.5.1 of the
present article.

Outline of the proof. We assume F to be a prime field. Furthermore, as it was said above, using the
classical results (see Section A.5 for references) we can assume that G is a non-split quasi-split geometrically
almost simple group. Let K/k be the splitting field of G. The cases are naturally divided into three groups:
(1) p=[K : k], (2) p is coprime to [K : k] and (3) A(G) = 5Dy with p = 2 or 3. The first case is the most
interesting one, while the latter two are rather straightforward.

Case (1), p=[K : k]. Let m: Gk — G be the projection and consider the exact sequence

Ch*(Gg) = Ch*(G) L CHL(G) = 0 (*)

with the last algebra being the cokernel of m,. First we analyse the algebra CH} (G), which fits into the
setting of conormed Chow groups CHy(—), i.e. Chow groups modulo the image of the norm map. Such
groups proved to be a valuable invariant in the study of quasi-split homogeneous varieties and implicitly
occurred in e.g. | , , ] and were studied explicitly in [Fil9, ]. As it was shown
in | ] one can define CH}(—) for an arbitrary separable field extension K/k (see Definition 2.1.1),
yielding an oriented cohomology theory on Smy, in the sense of | ] whose basic properties we study in
Section 2.1. The most important property is that CH} (X) = 0 for a connected variety X that becomes
disconnected over an intermediate Galois extension K/L/k (see Corollary 2.1.7). This, in particular, means
that Artin-Tate motives (motives of quasi-split projective homogeneous varieties are among the examples
[ , Lemma 29]) behave like Tate motives from the conormed point of view.

Following the approach by Totaro | ] and Edidin-Graham | ] for the ordinary Chow groups
we extend the conormed Chow groups to the equivariant setting (Section 2.2) defining CHj; (X) for an
algebraic group T over k and a T-variety X. If T is a torus which is (a) quasi-trivial (also known as
induced), i.e. T = Rp Gy % ... Ry, /1,Gy for Weil restrictions of split tori, and such that (b) Tx is
split, then CH}T(—) behave very much like equivariant Chow groups for split tori, in particular, one can
compute CHj; 7(X) for a smooth variety X with the trivial T-acton (see Proposition 2.3.2) as

CH}}ﬁT(X) = CH;((X)[bl, bQ, ey br], degbz = [Lz : k],
and for a smooth variety X with an arbitrary T-action one has an isomorphism (Corollary 2.3.3)
CH 1(X) ®chs, . (speck) CHE (Spec k) = CHE (X). (**)

A similar result was also obtained in | , Theorem 3.1], but in a slightly different language.

Now let T' < B < G be a maximal torus and a Borel subgroup, and K be the splitting field of G as
before. If T is quasi-trivial, which is the case if G is simply connected or adjoint (Lemma A.2.3), then the
isomorphism (**) for X := G yields that the characteristic sequence (Definition 2.5.5)

CH p(Speck) 5 CH(G/B) 25 CH}(G) — 0

is an exact sequence of graded algebras in the sense that ¢* is surjective and c(CH??T(SpeC k)) generates
the kernel of ¢* as an ideal. This is the conormed version of the classical characteristic sequence from
[ ] which since its introduction has been one of the main tools for the computations related to the
Chow rings of split reductive groups. The cokernel of the conormed characteristic map

Cic(G) = CH}((G/B)/c(CHE r(Spec k)) - CH(G/B)

was computed in the adjoint case in | , Section 8]. This gives an answer for CH}% (G) in the adjoint
case, since the exactness of the characteristic sequence yields CHy (G) = C (G).

If G is neither adjoint nor simply connected, then in general the characteristic sequence is not exact,
since ¢* fails to be surjective already for CH%(—), i.e. for the conormed Picard groups. In order to
circumvent this issue we construct an extended characteristic sequence in the following way. Let G =G
be the simply connected cover and T < B < @ be the maximal torus and the Borel subgroup over T' < B.
Then T acts on G with 71 (G) being the kernel of the action and we have isomorphisms

CH;, 7(G) = CHy . ()(G/T) = CHy(G/B) @ CHj ., (6 (Spec k),



where the first one arises from the span of torsors G« G — G/T and the second one is a combination
of a Kiinneth property (Lemma 2.5.1) and homotopy invariance for G/T" — G/B. Using this and the
isomorphism (**) for X := G and the quasi-trivial torus 7" we obtain an extended characteristic sequence

CH;, 7(Spec k) 5 CHY(G/B) ® CHjc 1, () (Spec k) = CH}(G) — 0

which is an exact sequence of graded algebras (Theorem 2.5.6). The algebras CH ., () (Spec k) arising here
can be computed (Proposition 2.4.1) using resolutions by quasi-trivial tori, yielding an explicit presentation
of CH}¢(G) as a quotient of CH}¢ (G/B) or CH}(G/B)[z] (Theorem 2.6.3). In particular, this gives a precise
relation between CHj(G) and already known CH} (G) for the adjoint quotient G — G, allowing us to
compute CH}% (G) (Theorem 2.8.2).

We also give a presentation of CH%(G) as a quotient of Cj(G)[z] for the cokernel Cy (G) of the
ordinary characteristic map (Theorem 2.7.2), and use it to compute Cj(G) explicitly (Theorem 2.9.1).
Moreover, as a by-product of the isomorphism (**) we show that G enjoys the conormed Kiinneth property
(Proposition 2.5.3), endowing CH} (G) with a natural structure of a Hopf algebra, which in turn explains
the structure of the answer for CH} (G) obtained in Theorem 2.8.2. Note that in general the Kiinneth
homomorphism

CH"(X)® CH"(G) —» CH* (X x G)

fails to be an isomorphism for a quasi-split group G, which could be seen from Table 1 taking X := Spec K
with K being the splitting field.

Having computed CH}(G) in the sequence (*) we turn to the the study of m,. It turns out (Proposi-
tion 3.3.2) that 7, = 0 for a simple group G except when G is an adjoint group of type A(G) = 2Day,.. This
is proved on a case-by-case basis. The case of A(G) = 3Dy is immediate, since the algebra CH*(G ) is
trivial. The case of A(G) = 2A,, is also straightforward, since CH* (G ) is rather simple. For A(G) = 2D,
we compute the algebra

CH*(Gr(n — 1;¢)) = CH*(Gr(n — 1; q) ) S2K/R)

for a quasi-split submaximal isotropic Grassmannian (Proposition 3.1.1) using the answer for the ring
CH*(Gr(n — 1;q) k) given by | ] and | , Section 86] and calculating explicitly the action of the
Galois group. Since the pullback

CH*(Gr(n —1;¢9)x) = CH*(Gk)

is well-known to be surjective, this allows us to show that m. = 0 when A(G) = %D,, and G is not an
adjoint group of type A(G) = 2Dy,. In the last case A(G) = 2Eg we have Ch*(Gk) = Fale1]/(e?) with
dege =3 by | , Theorem 6], so we need only to show m,(e;) = 0. For this we lift the problem to G/B,
showing that for an explicit Schubert cycle Z € Ch®*((G/B)g) which goes to e; on G its pushforward
p«(Z) € Ch*(G/B) is in the image of the characteristic map. This is done via explicit computer-assisted
calculations with Schubert cycles.

The vanishing of 7. in sequence (*) yields an answer for CH*(G) (Theorem 3.3.3), since we already
know CH}(G). In the last remaining case of the adjoint group of type A(G) = 2Ds, a more detailed
analysis of CH"(Gr(2r — 1;¢)) gives an answer for CH"(G) (Theorem 3.2.2), with a crucial ingredient being
c1(L(@ar—1 + @2,«))2“2(%) = 0 for the first Chern class as in the split case (Proposition 3.1.1, see also
Section A.3.3 for the notation).

Case (2), pis coprime to [K : k]. In this case we show that Ch*(G) = Ch* (G ) (5/%) (Lemma 3.4.2).
If A(G) # 2Eg, then a straightforward description of the Gal(K/k)-action on Pic(Gf) provides enough
information to compute Ch*(Gx)®(E/F) while in the case of A(G) = ?Eg we again resort to explicit
computer-assisted computations with Schubert cycles (Theorem 3.4.3).

Case (3), A(G) = %Dy with p = 2 or 3 (Theorem 3.5.1). This case is treated via a mixture of the
methods used in the first two cases. In order to compute Ch*(G) for p = 2 we partially split the group
via a degree 3 subextension K/L/k, obtaining A(Gy) = ?D,. We already know Ch*(G1) by the case (1),
and we further analyse which cycles descent to Ch*(G) computing the Gal(K/k)-action on Ch*(Gk) by
computer-assisted calculations with Schubert cycles. The case of p = 3 is treated similarly, using the degree



2 subextension K/L/k such that A(G) = 3D, and again computer-assisted calculations with Schubert
cycles.
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Notation. Throughout the article we employ the following assumptions and notations.

e A wariety over a field k is a reduced scheme separated and of finite type over k.

e An algebraic group over a field k is an algebraic group in the sense of | , Definition 1.1], i.e. a
group object in the category of schemes of finite type over k, in particular, an algebraic group is not
necessary reduced.

e A group action is a left group action. At the same time, somehow inconsistently, for a group G acting
on X we denote by X/G the quotient.

e A simple group is a geometrically almost-simple group in the sense of | , Definition 19.7].

e By the splitting field of a group G we always mean the minimal splitting field. Note that the minimal
splitting field is always a Galois extension.

e We use some standard terminology and notation related to quasi-split algebraic groups and algebraic
groups in general, and also to vector bundles on (projective) homogeneous varieties, see Appendix A
for a partial recollection.

Vp p-adic valuation

k a field

ksep separable closure of k

F, finite field with p elements

Ch*(-) CH*(—) ®F for a field F

Smy the category of smooth varieties over k

Xr X Xspeck Spec F' for a field extension F/k and X € Smy,

X*(9) the Gal(k**?/k)-module Hom(Skser, Gy,) of characters of an algebraic group S over k

m1(Q) the fundamental group of G

A(G) Dynkin diagram of a quasi-split semisimple group G with the action of Gal(k*? /k)
I the algebraic group of I-th roots of unity

2y a non-trivial (if [ > 3) form of y,; split by a quadratic Galois extension

2139, 32,2 | a non-trivial form of ps X pg split by a degree 2 (degree 3) Galois extension

61122 a form of pg x pg with the splitting field K/k such that Gal(K/k) = S

Sm;f the category of smooth T-varieties over k for an algebraic group T over k

CH¥ r(X) | equivariant conormed Chow ring of X € Smj (Definition 2.2.1)

®,, r, S | restriction homomorphisms on equivariant conormed Chow rings (Definition 2.2.3)

Res, restriction homomorphism Res,: Rep(T") — Rep(S) on the representation rings for

a homomorphism p: S — T of algebraic groups over a field &k

2 Conormed Chow ring of a quasi-split simple group

In this part of the article we develop the theory of conormed Chow rings and its equivariant version, compute
some equivariant conormed Chow rings of a point and compute the conormed Chow rings of quasi-split
simple groups. Conormed Chow rings form an oriented cohomology theory, which is especially well adapted
to the study of cohomological properties of quasi-split algebraic groups and their homogeneous varieties.
It turns out that from the conormed point of view many non-split algebraic groups (e.g. quasi-trivial tori,
twisted forms of y; and others) behave very much like their split counterparts.



2.1 Conormed Chow groups

In this section we recall the definition of conormed Chow rings and explore their basic properties. In
particular, we show that for a Galois field extension K/k the conormed Chow group CHJ(—) is generated
by irreducible cycles that remain irreducible over K.

Definition 2.1.1 (see also | , § 5] and | , § 2]). Let K/k be a separable extension of fields. For
X € Smy, the conormed Chow ring of X is

CHjo(X) = CH*(X)/Im @ o (Xp) T car(x) | -
F/T finite

where CH*(X) is the Chow ring of X, mp/,: Xp — X is the projection and (7p/y)« is the pushforward
homomorphism. By the projection formula the above image is an ideal in CH*(X). This ideal is referred
to as the norm ideal. Note that in the case of K = k one has CH}(X) = CH*(X), since there are no
nontrivial intermediate field extensions.

One can easily check that since the Chow rings form an oriented cohomology theory on Smy, in the sense
of | , Definition 1.1.2], the conormed Chow rings CH}(—) for a given separable extension of fields
K /k also form an oriented cohomology theory on Smy. In particular, following | ] (see also | ,
Chapter 12]), for a separable extension of fields K/k one can consider the category of conormed Chow
motives M built from the category of conormed correspondences, i.e. from the category with the objects
given by smooth proper varieties over k& and the morphisms between irreducible proper varieties given
by CHY™Y (X x Y'). The transformation of oriented cohomology theories CH*(—) — CHj(—) induces a
functor M — M from the category of Chow motives to the category of conormed Chow motives.

Lemma 2.1.2. Let K/k be a separable field extension. Suppose that there exists an intermediate field
extension K O L D k with L/k being finite Galois. Then the following holds.

o If[L: k] is not a power of a prime, then CHy (Speck) = 0.

o If[L:k]=p" for a prime p and for every intermediate extension K/F/k the degree [F : k| is either
infinite or a power of p, then CHy (Speck) = F,.

Proof. Tt is straightforward to see from the definition that CHJ (Spec k) = Z/mZ with

m:=m(K,k):= ged ([F:k]).

kCFCK

F/k finite
Put G := Gal(L/k). Suppose that |G| = [L : k] = [ is not a power of a prime. For p | [ consider a Sylow
p-subgroup G, < G, then for F' := L9 one has [ : k] = 1}, for the prime to p part [, of [. Since the set of
all [}, is coprime, it follows that m(kK, k) = 1 and CH} (Speck) = 0.

If |G| = p™ for a prime p € N, then there exists a subgroup G’ < G such that [G : G'] = p, thus there is

an intermediate field extension F := L9 such that [F : k] = p, yielding m(K, k) | p. On the other hand, it
follows from the assumptions that p | m(K, k), thus m(K, k) = p and CH (Speck) = F,,. O

Remark 2.1.3. If K/k has no intermediate extensions k& C L C K with L/k being finite Galois, then
CH (Spec k) may fail to be a field, e.g. for a separable extension K with [K : k] = n and without
nontrivial intermediate extensions one has CH} (Spec k) = Z/nZ.

Lemma 2.1.4. Let K/F/k be separable field extensions with F/k being finite. Then for X € Smp viewed
as a variety over k one has CH} (X) = 0.

Proof. The projection onto the first factor

Spec F' Xgpeck Spec F' — Spec F



has a section. Taking the base change along the morphism X — Spec F' we see that the projection

TF/k

Xr =X Xgpeck Spec F' —— X
also has a section. Let s: X — X be such section which means that s satisfies 7/, 0 s = idx. Then
1= (idx)s«1 = (mp/k)«(s:1) € (mp/x)«(CH*(XF)) € CH*(X)
and the norm ideal coincides with CH*(X). The claim follows. O

Lemma 2.1.5. Let X be a normal irreducible variety over a field k and L/k be a finite Galois field
extension. Suppose that Xy is reducible. Then there exists an intermediate field extension L O F 2 k such
that the structure morphism X — Speck factors as X — Spec F' — Speck.

Proof. Let k' be the separable closure of k in the function field k(X). Since X is normal, it follows that
for every open affine subscheme Spec A C X we have k' C A C k(X), thus k¥’ C HY(X, Ox) yielding a
factorization X — Speck’ — Spec k.

It suffices to show that there exists a subfield &’ O F 2 k isomorphic to a subfield of L. Suppose that
no such F exists. We claim that then ¥’ ® L is a field. Choose embeddings k' C k*P and L C k%¢, and
put

G = Gal(k*" /k), G := Gal(k*"/L), G = Gal(k*?P/k'), Grw := Gal(k**?/Lk"),

where Lk’ is the compositum of L and k' inside k%¢P. These groups have the following properties:

e Gy, is a normal subgroup of G, since L/k is Galois,

e the subgroup (G, Gr) < G generated by G, and Gy is G, since k' and L have no common subfields
except k,

e Griw =G NGy since Lk’ is the compositum of L and %’ inside k%¢P.

The first two properties yield that G = Gy - G, thus the monomorphism
Gr /(G NGr) = G/GL

induced by the embedding is an isomorphism. Note that k'/k is an extension of finite degree, being an
algebraic subextension of a finitely generated extension k(X)/k. Thus we have

LK K =G :Gw]=1G:G.NGu]=1[G:Gr] G :GL NG| =1G:Gw]-[G:GL] = [k : k]-[L: k]
By the dimension count it follows that the homomorphism k&’ ® L — Lk’ is an isomorphism, and k' ®j, L
is a field. Then k(X)) ®; L 2 k(X) Qi (K’ @ L) is also a field, since k(X)) is primary over k' (the algebraic

closure of k£’ in k(X)) is purely inseparable over k) and k' ®j, L is separable over k’. Thus X, is irreducible
which contradicts the assumptions. o

Remark 2.1.6. Some normality assumptions on X and L/k in Lemma 2.1.5 are indeed necessary, as the
following examples show:

e Let X := SpecR[z,y]/(2? + y?) and L/k = C/R. Then X is an irreducible variety over R and X¢
is reducible being the union of two lines, but the structure morphism X — SpecR does not factor
through Spec C, since X has a closed point with the residue field R.

e Let K/k be a Galois field extension with the Galois group being Gal(K/k) = Sy, and L1, Ls C K be
the subfields with Gal(K/Ly) = ((12)) and Gal(K /L) = ((1234)). Put X := Spec Ly and L := Ls.
For the compositum L; Ly we have

dimy Ly ®p Lo =12-6 > 24 = [K : k| > [L1Lo : k],

hence L1 ® Lo is not a field and X, is not connected. Suppose that X — Speck factors through
Spec F' — Speck for a subfield ¥k C F C L = Ls. Then F is isomorphic to a subfield of Ly
and there exists ¢ € Gal(K/k) such that F C o(L;). We have Gal(K/o(L1)) & Cs with the
generator being the transposition o(12)c~!. A transposition and a 4-cycle generate S, yielding
(Gal(K/o(L1)),Gal(K/Ly)) = Gal(K/k). Tt follows that o(L1) N Ly =k and F = k.



Corollary 2.1.7. Let X € Smy, and K/L/k be separable field extensions with L/k being a finite Galois
extension. Suppose that X is connected and X, is not connected. Then CHJ(X) = 0.

Proof. Follows from Lemma 2.1.4 and Lemma 2.1.5. O

Remark 2.1.8. Using normalization and an argument similar to the above one can show that for a (not
necessary smooth) variety X and a Galois field extension K /k the group

CHE(X) = CHA(X) /1 | @ CH,(Xp) T2 o, (x) | -
F/k finite

is generated by irreducible cycles that remain to be irreducible over K.

2.2 Equivariant conormed Chow groups

In this section we use the approach by Totaro | | and Edidin-Graham | ] to extend the conormed
Chow groups to the equivariant setting, obtaining a T-equivariant ring cohomology theory CH}T(—).

Definition 2.2.1. Let T be an affine algebraic group over k and K/k be a separable field extension.
Following | , ] we introduce the T-equivariant conormed Chow ring CHy 1(X) of X € Sm] as
follows. Let n € Ny, let V' be a representation of 7" and let U C V be an open subset such that

1. V\ U is of codimension greater than n in V,
2. T acts freely on U,
3. the quotient U/T exists as a scheme.

Such V and U C V always exist, see e.g. | , Lemma 9]. We refer to U as an n-th approximation to
the universal torsor E'T and usually denote such U as E,,T. We put

CHj r(X) = CH (X % E,T)/T),

where (X x E,T)/T is considered as an algebraic space | , Proposition 22] and the conormed Chow
groups on the right are the Chow groups of an algebraic space as in [ , Section 6] modulo the respective
norm ideal. If the quotient (X x E,T)/T is represented by a smooth variety, e.g. if X and T satisfy the
assumptions of | , Proposition 23], then these are the conormed Chow groups of a variety introduced in
Definition 2.1.1. Tt is straightforward to check (see | , Definition-Proposition 1]) that, up to a canonical
isomorphism, the group CH% 1(X) does not depend on the choice of V' and U = E,T. Moreover, one
clearly has

CHj +(X) = CH7(X) / m| @ om0 omnx) |
kCFCK
F/k finite

where CHY.(—) are the equivariant Chow groups of | ]. This gives rise to an oriented T-equivariant
ring cohomology theory on Sm{, in particular, CHy p(X) is a ring for X € Smi and one has

e pullback ring homomorphisms
f*: CHy 7(X) = CHE 1(Y)

for a T-equivariant morphism f: Y — X, X,Y € Sm],

e pushforward homomorphism of CHj; (X )-modules
fe: CHy 7(Y) — CHy (X)

for a projective T-equivariant morphism Y — X of codimension n with X, Y € SmZ,
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e an exact localization sequence
CHj 7(Z) 45 CHy p(X) L5 CHy (X — Z) = 0
for a closed codimension n embedding of smooth T-varieties Z — X,

e homotopy invariance isomorphism
o CH*K,T(X) = CH?{,T(V)
for a T-equivariant vector bundle f: V — X,

e Chern class ¢, (V) € CHy p(X) for a T-equivariant vector bundle V over X € Sm{ and n € N, in
particular, ¢, (V') € CHy 1(Speck) for a representation V' of T" and n € N,

o normalization

en(V) =2"2.(1) € CH%T(X)
for the zero section z: X — V of a rank n T-equivariant vector bundle V — X.
Combining the localization sequence for the zero section z: X — V of a rank n T-equivariant vector bundle

YV — X, the homotopy invariance isomorphism and the normalization property one obtains the Gysin exact

sequence

CHI 7 (X) <Y CHy 1(X) 5 CH 1 (V — 2(X) = 0,

Lemma 2.2.2. Let T be an affine connected algebraic group over k, X € Sm} and let K/L/k be separable
extensions of fields with L/k being a finite Galois extension. Suppose that Xy, is not connected. Then

Proof. Let L O F 2 k and X — SpecF — Speck be a factorization of the structure morphism given
by Lemma 2.1.5. The factorization arises from an embedding F C H°(X,Ox), thus the projection
X — SpecF is T-equivariant with the T-action on Spec F' induced by the one on H°(X,Ox). Since
the automorphism group of F' over k is finite and T is connected, it follows that the T-action on Spec F' is
trivial. It follows that the splitting of the projection Xrp — X constructed in the proof of Lemma 2.1.4 is
T-equivariant, so the claim follows as in loc. cit. O

Definition 2.2.3. Let p: S — T be a homomorphism of affine algebraic groups over a field k. For
n € Ny choose n-th approximations F,S and E,T to the universal torsors ES and ET and a morphism
[+ EnS — E,T equivariant with respect to p, i.e. such that the diagram

Sx E,S ——FE,S

o]

T x E,T — E,T,

commutes. Here the horizontal maps are the respective actions. Then for X € Sm;f we have a morphism
f: (X xE,S)/S— (X xE,T)/T
induced by idx X f and for a separable field extension K /k we obtain a pullback homomorphism

F*: CHL((X x E,T)/T) — CH% (X x E,S)/S).

As in | , Definition-Proposition 1], one can show that this homomorphism does not depend on the
choices of approximations and on f yielding a restriction homomorphism

®,: CHY 7(X) — CHY 5(X)
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with the action of S on X given by the composition of p and the action of T'. If S =1 is the trivial group,
then CHJ¢ g(—) = CHj(—) and we put

Or = &,: CHY 7(X) = CHf 5(X) = CHE (X).
If T =1 is the trivial group, then CH}; (—) = CH}(—) and we put
§ i= @, CH(X) = CH} 1(X) - CH g(X),
where X € Smy, is equipped with the trivial action of S.

Definition 2.2.4. Let K/k be a separable field extension.

Let p: S — T be a homomorphism of affine algebraic groups over a field k and X € Sm}. For n € Ny
choose n-th approximations E,S and E,, T to the universal torsors ES and ET and consider the following
cartesian square induced by the projections:

(X x E,SxET)/S—— (E,Sx ET)/S

l |

(X x E,T)/T E,T/T

Here the actions of S and T on the respective products are the diagonal ones, and the action of S on E,,T
is induced by the homomorphism p. Note that F,S x E,T with the diagonal action of S may also be
considered as an n-th approximation to the universal torsor E.S. Thus this gives rise to a homomorphism

CHy 1(X) ®CHy, 1.(Speck) CHy s(Speck) — CHy 5(X), (7,a) = a- ®,(2), (2.2.4.1)

which we refer to as Eilenberg—Moore homomorphism. One can check that it does not depend on the choice
of E,S and E,T. In particular, for S = 1 being the trivial group the Eilenberg—Moore homomorphism
looks as

CHy r(X) ®CHy, 1 (Speck) CHY% (Speck) — CHi(X), (z,a)— a-Pp(x). (2.2.4.2)
Let S & T p—/> R be a short exact sequence of affine algebraic groups over a field k and X € Sm}. For

n € Ny choose n-th approximations F,T and F,R to the universal torsors ET and FR and similarly to
the above consider the following cartesian squares:

(X x E,T x E,R)/S — (E,T x E,R)/S E.R

| | |

(X x E,T x E,R)/T — (E,T x E,R)/T — E,R/R

Here the action of S on E,, T is restricted from T, the action of S on E, R is trivial and the action of T on
E, R is induced by the homomorphism p’. With the specified actions E,T x E,R can be viewed as n-th
approximations both to the universal torsors ES and ET. Thus we obtain the following version of the
Eilenberg-Moore homomorphism:

CH}T(X) QCHy, p(Speck) CH} (Spec k) — CH}S(X), (z,a) = a-P,(z), (2.2.4.3)

with the structure of CHj z(Speck)-module on CH 1(X) induced by the restriction homomorphism
@, : CHy r(Speck) — CHy 1 (Speck).

Remark 2.2.5. The name for the homomorphisms in Definition 2.2.4 refers to the classical Eilenberg-Moore
spectral sequence which computes the singular cohomology groups of a pullback over a fibration.
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Lemma 2.2.6 (see | , Proposition 8(a)]). Let K/k be a separable field extension, let T be an affine
algebraic group over k, X € Sm} and suppose that the action of T on X is free and X/T is represented
by a scheme. Then there is a canonical isomorphism

CHY. 1 (X) 2 CHi (X/T),

Proof. The same reasoning as in the proof of [ , Proposition 8(a)] applies, but since we will make
computations using this isomorphism later in the article, we provide the construction for a completeness.
Let n € Ny and let E,,T C V be an n-th approximation to the universal torsor ET'. Since X — X/T a
T-torsor, it follows that
(X xV)/)T - X/T

is a vector bundle with
(X x E,T)/)T C(XxV)/T

being an open subset with the complement of codimension greater then n. Thus
CH}. o (X) = CHJ (X x E,T)/T) = CH}(X x V)/T) = CHj(X/T). O

Lemma 2.2.7. Let K/k be a separable field extension, let N be a finite group scheme over k and let
X € Smy, be equipped with the trivial action of N. Suppose that the order of N is invertible in CH} (Spec k).
Then the restriction homomorphism

Py : CHj v (X) = CHE(X)
is an isomorphism.
Proof. For n € Ny let E,, N be an n-th approximation to the universal torsor EN. Then
fi X xE,N— (XXxE,N)/N~X x(E,N)/N
is a finite morphism of degree equal to the order of N and the composition
feof*: CHR((X x E,N)/N) - CH% (X x E,N) - CH% ((X x E,N)/N),

is the multiplication by the order of N | , Example 1.7.4]. Tt follows that f. o f* an isomorphism.
Recall that
CHY x (X) = CHR (X x E,N)/N), CH(X) = CH (X x E,N),

and under this identifications we have ®y = f*. Thus the composition
CHY v (X) 2% CHY (X) L5 CHY v (X)
is an isomorphism. On the other hand, since X has a trivial action of NV, we have a homomorphism
% 1 CH% (X) — CH y(X)
induced by the projection g: (X x E,N)/N — X, and the composition
CH (X) 22 CH v (X) 225 CHY(X)

is also an isomorphism. The claim follows. O
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2.3 Eilenberg—Moore isomorphism for quasi-trivial tori

In this section we investigate the relations between equivariant and non-equivariant conormed Chow groups
for quasi-trivial tori, with the main results being the computation of the equivariant conormed Chow ring
of the point and a receipt how to recover the non-equivariant conormed Chow groups from the equivariant
ones. Here and below we use some standard notation and well-known facts about quasi-trivial tori, see
Section A.1 for a recollection.

Proposition 2.3.1. Let K/L/k be separable extensions of fields with L/k being finite, let T be a connected
algebraic group over k, let R := Ry, /Gy, be the Weil restriction of the one-dimensional split torus and let
p: T — R be a homomorphism. Suppose that Ry is split. Then for X € Smg the sequence
CH (X)), CHy 1 (X) 25 CHj (X x R) =0
is exact. Here
e n=|[L:kl],

o the first homomorphism is given by the multiplication with the Chern class ¢,(Vg) where the standard
vector representation Vi of R is viewed as a representation of T via p,

e T acts on X x R diagonally,
e j: X X R— X 1is the projection.

Proof. We have a canonical open embedding R C V5 \{0} € Vg (see (A.1.2)) and the Gysin exact sequence
for the vector bundle X x Vg — X implies that it is sufficient to check that the pullback homomorphism

CHy,r(X x (VR \ {0})) = CHj (X x R)

is an isomorphism. Below we will omit X from the notation.

Since R is split by the assumption, it follows that K contains the Galois closure L/k of L/k which is
the splitting field of R. Choose a basis {e1, ea, ..., e, } for L over k and fix the corresponding isomorphism
Vr = A} = Speck[z1, 22, ..., 2,]. Denote by

M =Z(x1e1 + x2e2 + ...+ xpe,) <A} = (Vr)f
the corresponding hyperplane. Put G := Gal(L/k), G’ := Gal(L/L), S := G/G' and consider the following
filtration of A7 = (Vg), by closed subsets.

{0}=Vo<Vua <. <Vo=AL=(VR)z, Vie=|J Hr, Hii=()o(H), Hy:=A}

Ics oel
[I|=1

Note that H is stable under the action of G’, so we may define o(H) for ¢ € S using an arbitrary

representative of the corresponding coset. Since for every i the variety V; is clearly G-stable, it follows that
there exist closed subvarieties

such that (V;); = V;. For 0 <i <n — 1 we have

Vi\Vin = | | #i= || <|_|H;’>, Hi=Hi\ (U (HinT(H).
&%f .AEOTbg(f) IcA TES\I

Here Orbg (f) is the set of G-orbits under the natural action of G on the set {I C S||I| =i} induced by
the action of Gon G/G'=8. For 0 <i<n—1and A€ Orbg(f) put

Wy = |_| HS.
I€A
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Note that every W 4 is G-stable and smooth being a disjoint union of open subsets of different H =2 A%ﬂ-,

hence it corresponds to some smooth locally closed subvariety W4 C A} = Vi satisfying (Wa)z = Wa.
Since G acts transitively on A, it follows that W4 is connected, and since Al > 1 for 1< i<n-—1,it
follows that (W.4); = W 4 is not connected for such i. Applying Lemma 2.2.2 to W4 and K/L/k we get

CHg 7 (Wa) =0
for 1 <17 <n — 1. Successively applying localization sequences

CHir( || Wa) = CHy (Ve \ Vig1) = CHE (Ve \ Vi) = 0
AecOrby,

fori=n—1,...,1 we obtain isomorphisms
CHj (Ve \ Vo) = CHf 1(VR \ Vae1) = ... = CHfc (Vi \ V1).
Recall that Vi \ V,, = Vg \ {0} while recollection (A.1.2) yields Vi \ V4 = R. The claim follows. O

Proposition 2.3.2 (see also | , §3]). Let K/k be a separable field extension and let T = Ry, /1,G,, ¥
.. X Ry /1Gy, be a quasi-trivial torus over k. Suppose that Ty is split. Then for X € Smy, equipped with
the trivial action of T one has an isomorphism

CH;{,T(X) = CH*K(X)[bl,bQ, .. .,br], bi — Cm.(‘/;), n; := [Lz : k],

where V; := Vg, is the standard vector representation of R; := Ry, /1,G,, viewed as a representation of T
via the projection T — R;.

Proof. The Weil restrictions R,/ P} are models for the n-th approximations (EnR;)/R; to the classifying
spaces (FR;)/R; by | , § 3] (see also | , Lemma 3.1]), in particular, one has

CH;QT(X) = @CH%(X X RLl/k}Pﬂ[l/l X ... X RLr/k}Pﬂll/r)'
It follows from | , Proposition 5.6] that the (integral) Chow motive M(Ry,/P} ) splits as a direct
sum of motives M(Spec F,[) for some I € Ny and intermediate fields L;/F/k with L;/k being a Galois

closure of L;/k. Since Tk is split and L; is the splitting field of R;, it follows that L, /k embeds into K/k.
Lemma 2.1.4 yields that in the conormed motives one has Mg (Spec F,1) = 0 for K D F 2 k, thus

Mg (R, /1PT ) = Mgk (Speck,lo) @ ... & Mgk (Speck,lq)
for some integers lg, . ..,lg. Then the Kiinneth formula
CHy (X X Rp, kP, % ... x Ry, PT ) = CHE(X) ® CHy (R, kP7,) ® ... ® CHi(RL, /1 PT))
holds and it suffices to show that for every ¢ there is an isomorphism
CH g, (Spec k) = CHy (Spec k)[bi], bi = ¢, (Vi).
If L; = k, then
CHJ g, (Spec k) = CHj (Speck) = CHy(Speck)[z], z+ c1(Vg,,),

by the usual projective bundle theorem. So we can assume that L; 2 k. Proposition 2.3.1 together
with the isomorphism CHy g (R;) = CHj (Speck) of Lemma 2.2.6 yields that CH??Ri(Spec k) is gen-
erated by ¢y, (V;). Since CH(}(ﬁRi(Spec k) = CHY%(Speck) is either zero or a field by Lemma 2.1.2, it
follows that b; — c¢p, (Vi) induces an isomorphism CHE g (Spec k) = CHJ (Spec k)[b;] or CHy g, (Speck) =
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CH (Spec k)[b;]/(b7*) for some m € N. In order to see that c,,(V;) is not nilpotent consider the homo-
morphism p: G,, — R; given by the unit of the adjunction between the extension of scalars and the Weil
restriction. This gives rise to a homomorphism

®,: CHy g, (Speck) — CH ¢, (Speck) = CH (Spec k)[x].

The representation V; of R; restricted to G,, is isomorphic to a direct sum of n; copies of the standard
linear representation of G,,. Thus

©p(cn; (Vi) = en,(Vgr) = el (O(=1))™,
50 ®,(cn, (V7)) is not nilpotent and it follows that c,,(V;) is not nilpotent as well. O

Corollary 2.3.3. Let K/k be a separable field extension and let T be a quasi-trivial torus over a field k.
Suppose that Tx is split. Then for X € Smg the Filenberg—Moore homomorphism (2.2.4.2)

CH 7(X) ®cy, , (speck) CHi (Speck) — CHE (X)
s an isomorphism.

Proof. Choose an isomorphism T' = Ry, /1G, % ... X Ry ;G with L;/k being finite separable field
extensions. Put n; := [L; : k] and R; := Ry, /;Gp. Inductively applying Proposition 2.3.1 we obtain

CHy (X x T) = CHy 7 (X)/(¢n, (VR ) - -5 e, (VR,))

where Vg, is viewed as a representation of T' via the projection 7' — R,;. Lemma 2.2.6 yields an iso-
morphism CHy 7(X x T') = CHy(X) while Proposition 2.3.2 yields an isomorphism CHj (Speck) =
CHY% (Speck)[b1, ..., br], by = ¢n,(VR,), so the claim follows. O

Remark 2.3.4. A similar result was obtained in | , Theorem 3.1] claiming CH*(X) to be the quotient
of CH%.(X) modulo the pushforwards of characteristic classes defined over field extensions F'/k.

Definition 2.3.5. Let N be an affine algebraic group over a field k and let K/k be a separable field
extension. We say that BN satisfies the Kinneth formula for K/k, if for every X € Smy, equipped with
the trivial action of N the Kiinneth homomorphism

CHj (X) ® CH y(Spec k) — CHy (X)), (y, @) = - Dy (y),
is an isomorphism.

Proposition 2.3.6. Let K /k be a separable field extension, let T be a quasi-trivial torus over k, let N <T
be a subgroup and X € Sml. Suppose that Tk is split and that BN satisfies the Kiinneth formula for
K/k. Then the homomorphism

(CHy r(X) ® CHk y(Speck)) ®CHy, , (Speck) CHJ (Spec k) — CHj n(X),
(z,0,0) = a- - P,(z),

is an isomorphism. Here p: N — T is the embedding and the structure of a CHﬁ(yT(Spec k)-module on
CHy r(X) ® CH) y(Speck) arises from the ring homomorphism

CHj 1 (Speck) 2% CHi 1y v (Spec k) 2 CHy 1-(Spec k) ® CH y (Speck)
for the homomorphism v: Tx N — T, v(t,s) = t-s~1, composed with the componentwise module structure.

Proof. Let n € Ny and let E,T and E,N be n-th approximations to the universal torsors FT and EN
respectively and equip X x E,T X E, N with an action of T x N given by (¢,s) - (z,u,v) := (tsz, tsu, sv).
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Let X := (X x E,T x E,N)/N and equip it with an action of 7' compatible with the projection
X x E,T x E,N — X. Corollary 2.3.3 applied to X yields an isomorphism

CH;(,T(X) @CHj, 1.(Speck) CHJ (Spec k) = CHj (X).

Since E,T and E,N are n-th approximations to the universal torsors ET and EN, it follows that
E,T x E,N with the diagonal action of N is also an n-th approximation to the universal torsor EN,
and CH (X) = CH% x(X). We have isomorphisms

X/T = (X x E,T x E,N)/(T x N) = (X x E,T)/T x E,N/N

with the second one induced by the respective projections. Applying further Lemma 2.2.6 we obtain
isomorphisms

CH}T(X) >~ CH}(X/T) = CH} ((X x E,T)/T x E,N/N) = CH r(X) ® CHk y(Speck) (2.3.6.1)
in degrees up to n. Combining all the above we obtain the desired isomorphism
(CHy,7(X) ® CHy, n(Spec k) @cs, , (speck) CHi (Spec k) = CHy n(X), (2.3.6.2)

It is straightforward to check that the isomorphism is given by (z, @, 8) — «- - ®,(z) as claimed. In order
to identify the module structure consider the following diagram.

qs3

E,T/T (E,T x E,N x E,T)/(T x N)

2 q12

(X x BE,T x E,N x E,T)/(T x N) (E,T x E,N)/(T x N)

l(mzms) 2l(81,82)
(X x E,T)/T x EyN/N —219 E.T/T x E,N/N

Here the action in the middle of the left column is given by (¢,s) - (2, u,v,w) := (tsz,tsu, sv,tw), in the
bottom-left corner T acts diagonally on X x E,T and N acts on E,N in the given way, the action in
the top-right corner is given by (¢,s) - (u,v,w) := (tu, sv,ts 'w), in the middle of the right column the
action is the componentwise one and in the remaining corners it is the standard one. All the numbered
morphisms are induced by the projections on the respective factors, e.g. py4 is induced by the projection
X x E, T x E,N x E,2 7 — E,T on the last FE,T, and ps34 is induced by the projection X x E,T x
E,N x E,T — E,T x E,N x E,T; it is straightforward to check that these projections descend to
the quotients under the given group actions. The diagram clearly commutes. Morphism (s1,s2) is an
isomorphism, and, moreover, morphisms (pi12,p3) and gi2 induce isomorphisms up to degree n on the
respective conormed Chow groups by the codimension reasons and homotopy invariance. Unwinding the
definition of the Eilenberg-Moore homomorphism (2.2.4.2) and the isomorphisms (2.3.6.1) we see that the
CHJ 7 (Spec k)-module structure on CHj; (X)) ® CHj y(Spec k) in the isomorphism (2.3.6.2) up to degree
n is induced by the ring homomorphism

((pr12,p3)") " opi: CHE(ELT/T) — CH (X x E,T)/T x E,N/N) = CHj p(X) ® CHj v (Speck).
Commutativity of the diagram yields that up to degree n we have
((p12,03)") ™" 0 pi = (r2,id)" o ((s1,52)") ™" o (¢12) " 0 g5
The pullback homomorphism ¢j is a representative (up to degree n) for the restriction homomorphism
®,: CHy r(Speck) — CH 1y n(Spec k),

and g7, is the canonical isomorphism between the models of the equivariant conormed Chow groups based
on the different approximations to the universal torsor E(T x N), so the pullback homomorphism (r3,id)* o
((s1,82)*) 1o (gfy) "t o g3 is the ring homomorphism giving precisely the claimed module structure. O
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2.4 Some equivariant conormed Chow rings of a point

In this section we study some equivariant conormed Chow rings of a point, in particular, we compute the
conormed rings of a point CH*K)WI(G)(Spec k) for the fundamental groups of non-split quasi-split simple
groups, assuming that K splits the group in question. From now on we use some further notation related to
groups of multiplicative type introduced in Section A.1. In particular, for a degree 2 Galois field extension
L/k we have the following groups:

e 2G,, is the non-trivial form of G,,, split by L,

e 2y is the non-trivial form of y; split by L (if I > 3), and 2us = pa,

® 245 5 is the non-trivial form of pa X po split by L.
These groups come with canonical embeddings into the Weil restriction R := Rp /Gy, of the split one-
dimensional torus. We denote the restrictions of the standard dimension 2 vector representation Vi of R

to these groups by ?Vg,,, 2V, and 2V, , respectively. Furthermore, if [ = 2m is even, then there is also a
nontrivial linear representation of 2us,, denoted by 2Aff2m.

Proposition 2.4.1. Let K/L/k be separable field extensions with [L : k] = 2 and let X € Smy,. Then we
have the following isomorphisms.

1. CH 2, (X) = CHE(X)[b], b= 2(*VG,,),

2. CH 2,,, ., (X) = CH (X),

1

3' CH%PHZm (X) = CH;{('X)[‘T7 b]/(x2 + m2 : b)7 T = Cl (2A/j1«:27n)7 b = C2 (2VN27n)7
4. CH 2, , (X) =2 CH(X)[B], b= c2(*Viy ).

Here X 1s considered as a variety with the trivial action.

Proof. Put R := Ry, /G, to be the Weil restriction of the split one-dimensional torus and let Vg be its
standard vector representation of dimension 2.
(1) Consider the Eilenberg—Moore homomorphism (2.2.4.3)

CHy r(X) @cHy, ;. (Speck) CHJ (Spec k) — CH o, (X)
associated with the exact sequence of groups
152G, > R—>G,, — 1.
By the construction, this homomorphism arises from a G,,-torsor
(X x E,R x E,G,,,)/*G,, = (X x E,R x E,G,,,)/R

with E, R and E,G,, being n-th approximations to the corresponding universal torsors. Corollary 2.3.3
applied to G,, acting on (X x E, R x E,G,,)/?G,, yields that this Eilenberg—Moore homomorphism is an
isomorphism. Furthermore, Proposition 2.3.2 yields isomorphisms

CHy r(X) = CH (X) ® CHk g(Spec k) = CHy (X) ® CHy (Spec k)[b]

with b+ c2(Vg). The action of CHy ¢ (Speck) on CHy z(X) in the Eilenberg-Moore homomorphism
factors through the homomorphism

CH (Speck)[z] = CHy g, (Spec k) — CHy p(Speck) = CH (Spec k) [b]

which maps x to 0, since the right-hand side has no elements of degree 1. Combining all the above we
obtain

CHje (X)[B] = CHj, p(X) = CHje o(X) @ci;, . (specty CHjc(Speck) = CHj g, (X).
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(2) We have CH (Speck) = Fy or CH}(Speck) = 0 by Lemma 2.1.2. The claim follows from
Lemma 2.2.7.
(3) Consider the short exact sequence of algebraic groups

1= 2o 252G X G L R — 1

The Cartier dual to the short exact sequence of Gal(L/k)-modules is

0»zoZ%z02 L 2/2m2 — 0,

9(x,y) = (mz —my,z +vy), [f(r,y) =z +my,
with the action of the nontrivial element 7 € Gal(L/k) = C5 given by
m(z,y) = (v, z), 7(z,y) =(-2,9), 7(2)=-=
on the respective abelian groups. As in part (1) we obtain that the Eilenberg-Moore homomorphism (2.2.4.3)
CHy 2, xa,, (X) QCH; (Speck) CH (Speck) — CH s, (X) (2.4.1.1)
is an isomorphism. Proposition 2.3.2 together with part (1) of the current lemma yields isomorphisms

CHieng, v, (X) = CH}e(X)[r,b],  CH p(Spec k) & CH (Spee k)Y,
CHJ 2g,, xc,, (Spec k) = CHjy (Spec k) |z, b]

with v’ = c2(Vg),  — c1(Vg,,), b = c2(*Vg,, ), and the CH (Spec k) [b/]-module structure on CHj; (X)[z, b]
factors through the homomorphism

CHY (Spec k)[b'] = CH p(Spec k) 2, CH 2, xc,, (Spec k) = CHj (Spec k) [z, b].

In the representation ring Rep(R) = Z[X*(R)|C(E/R) = 77 @ 7]/ K/k) we have [Vg] = 2(10) 4 201,
Then

Resy([Va]) = Resy (M0 + 20D = 210 4 2901 — g(m.1) 4 g(=md) — (5(m.0) 4 5(=m.0)y ., 4,(0.1)

in Rep(*G,, x G,,) = (Z[X*(?G,,)] ® Z[X*(G,)]) 2 E/R) with (1,0) and (0,1) being the generators for
X*(®G,) and X*(G,,) respectively. Then

Res, ([Vr]) = ¢ * Vg, ] @ [Ve,.],

where ¥™ is the m-th Adams operation. Using the standard properties of the Chern classes and that
c1(?Vg,,) = 0, since CH}<72G7n (Spec k) = 0, we obtain

®4(c2(Vr)) = ca(Resy([VR]) = c2(v™ Vg, ] ® [Vg,.]) =
=ca(Vg, )2 +m-aa(Vg,) ca(®Ve, ) +m? ca(®Vg,,) = a1(Vg, )2 + m? - co(*Vg,, ).
Putting everything together in isomorphism (2.4.1.1) we obtain
CH 5, (X) = CHE (X)[z,b]/(z® + m®-b), 2= ®f(c1(Ve,,)), b Pp(c2(*Va,,))-
We have
0s(c1(Ve,)) = aa(Resp([Ve, ) = c1CAL, ), @4(c2(*Ve,,)) = c2(Resy (PVg,,])) = 2(*Vas,),

thus  maps to ¢; (A%, ) and b maps to ¢3(?V,,,,,) as claimed.

H2m
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(4) Consider the standard embedding f: 2us 2 — R. As in part (1), the Eilenberg-Moore homomor-
phism (2.2.4.3)
CH;{7R(X) ®CH%1R(SPQC k) CH} (SpeC k) — CH*K;2H2,2 (X) (2.4.1.2)

associated with the short exact sequence of groups

1—>2u2,2i>Ri>R—>1, g(x) = 22,

is an isomorphism. Proposition 2.3.2 yields
CH}R(X) ~CHL(X)® CH%yR(Spec k) =2 CHR(X)[b], b ca(Vr),
and the CH) p(Spec k)-module structure in isomorphism (2.4.1.2) is induced by the homomorphism
®,: CHy p(Speck) — CH r(Speck).

Computing the respective characters we obtain Res,([Vr]) = ¥?[Vg] for the second Adams operation 1?2,
thus

Dy (c2(Vr)) = c2(Resg([Va])) = c2(¢v*[Vi]) = 4e2(Vr) = 0
with the last equality arising from 2 = 0 in CH}(Spec k) by Lemma 2.1.2. It follows that

* ~ * ¢ *
CHj (X)[b] = CH} p(X) 5 CHi 2, , (X)

is an isomorphism. We have ®(c2(Vr)) = c2(Resf([Vr])) = ¢2(*Vyi,.,), s0 b maps to c2(*V,,, ,) as claimed.
O

Lemma 2.4.2. Let K/L/k be separable field extensions with [L : k| = 2, put R := Rp/1,Gp, N 1= 2oy,
or N := 255 and Vy =2V, or Vy := 2V, , respectively. Let W be a rank 2 representation of R x N
such that for its restrictions to the factors p1: R — R x N and p2: N — R x N we have

Resy, ((W]) = [Vr], Res,, ([W]) = ¢'[Vy]
for the i-th Adams operation ¢*. Then
c2(W) =c2(Vg) ® 14+ i* - 1 ® e2(Viv) € CHj¢ p(Spec k) ® CHy n (Speck) = CHj¢ g v (Speck).

Proof. By Propositions 2.3.2 and 2.4.1 the degree 2 part of CHy r(Speck) ® CHJ y(Speck) is spanned
by c2(Vr) ® 1 and 1 ® c2(V) and since 2 = 0 in CHJ (Spec k) by Lemma 2.1.2, it follows that the map

((I)Pl ’ (I)pz) : CH%(,RXN(SpeC k) - CH%(,R(SPQC k) x CH%(,N(SpeC k)
is bijective. We have
D, (c2(W)) = ca(Resp, ((W])) = c2(Vr) = P, (c2(Vr) © 1+ - 1@ ca(Vv)),
D,,(ca(W)) = ca(Resp, (W) = ca(¢'[Vi]) = i* - ca(Viv) = @p, (c2(VR) ® 1 +4° - 1 @ ca(Viv)).

The claim follows. O

2.5 Conormed characteristic sequence for quasi-split simple groups

In this section we introduce the main computational tools for the conormed Chow rings of a quasi-split
simple group, namely the conormed characteristic sequence and the conormed extended characteristic
sequence, and show that the latter one is exact while the former one is exact provided that the groups is
either simply connected or adjoint. We also show that G satisfies the conormed Kiinneth formula for the
direct product with an arbitrary X € Smy. Here and below we use some standard notation related to
quasi-split algebraic groups, see Sections A.1 and A.2 for a recollection.
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Lemma 2.5.1. Let G be a product of a finite number of quasi-split simple groups over a field k and let
K/k be a separable field extension such that Gy is split. Then Bmi(G) satisfies the Kinneth formula for
K/k in the sense of Definition 2.3.5.

Proof. We can assume that GG is a quasi-split simple group. The proof goes case by case on all the possible
fundamental groups, see e.g. recollection (A.4.1) for a list.

If G is split, then 71 (G) = py; or m(G) = pa X pe and it is well known that the classifying spaces of
such groups satisfy Kiinneth formula for the Chow groups (see, e.g., | , proof of Theorem 2.10]), thus
also for the conormed Chow groups. So we can assume that G is not split.

Let L be the splitting field of G. Since Gk is split, we can assume that L C K. The field extension L/k
is Galois and [L : k] = 2, if A(G) = 2A,,, 2Eg or 2D,,, and [L : k] = 3 or 6, if A(G) = 3Dy or A(G) =Dy
respectively.

If [L: k] = 6, then CH (Spec k) = 0 by Lemma 2.1.2 and there is nothing to prove.

If [L: k] = 3, then A(G) = 3Dy and 71 (G) is either trivial or 71(G) = 3ug 2, so its order is invertible in
CHY (Spec k) by Lemma 2.1.2. The claim follows from Lemma 2.2.7.

If [L: k] = 2, then m1(G) = 21 for some | € N or m1(G) = 2uz2. The claim follows from Proposi-
tion 2.4.1. O

Remark 2.5.2. Let G be a quasi-split semisimple group over a field k and K/k be a separable field extension
K /k such that G is split. We do not know whether Bm(G) satisfies the Kiinneth formula for K/k, but
is seems highly plausible.

Proposition 2.5.3. Let G be a quasi-split simple group over a field k and K /k be a separable field extension
such that Gk is split. Then for X € Smy, the Kiinneth homomorphism

CHE (X) @ CHE (G) = CHE (X x G),  z @y — px(2) - pe(y),
is an isomorphism. Here px: X x G = X, pg: X X G — G are the projections. In particular,
A: CH(G) ™5 CH (G % G) 22 CH (G) @ CH (G)
for the multiplication m: G X G — G equips CH}(G) with the structure of a Hopf algebra.

Proof. Let G — G be the simply connected cover and T < B < G be a maximal torus and a Borel
subgroup. Lemma A.2.3 yields that T is a quasi-trivial torus and Lemma 2.5.1 yields that B (G) satisfies
the Kiinneth formula for K/k. Then it follows from Proposition 2.3.6 that there are isomorphisms

(CH*K’T(G) ® CH*K,Trl (@) (Spec k)) ®CH*K’f(Spcc k) CH*K(SPQC k) - CH*K,Trl(G) (é)u
(CH;(J:(X X é) X CH*K,TU(G) (Spec k)) ®CH}’,1—,(SpeC k) CH*K(SpeC k) — CH*K,Trl(G) (X X é)
with X equipped with the trivial action. Lemma 2.2.6 yields
CHj 1, ((G) = CH(G), CHj 1 ()(X x G) = CHy (X x G), CHy 7(X x G) = CHy (X x G/T).

Note that o L o o
CH%(G/T) = CH,(G/B), CHy(X xG/T)=CHi(X x G/B)

by the homotopy invariance property. It follows from | , Lemma 29] that the (integral) Chow motive
M(G/B) splits as a direct sum of M(Spec F, 1) for some | € Ny and field extensions K/F/k. Lemma 2.1.4
yields Mg (Spec F,1) =0 for K O F 2D k, so we obtain a decomposition

MK(G/B) = @MK(Spec k,l;)

il
for some [; € Ny, yielding a Kiinneth isomorphism
CH} (X) ® CH%(G/B) = CH (X x G/B).

Combining all the isomorphisms above we get the claim. O
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Definition 2.5.4. Consider a sequence

A 5B et
of Z>o-graded commutative rings with ¢ and ¢* being graded degree 0 homomorphisms. We say that this
sequence is eract, if ¢* is surjective and c(A>?) generates ker ¢* as an ideal.

Definition 2.5.5. Let K/k be a separable extension of fields, let E be a G-torsor for a quasi-split group
G over k, and let T < B < G be a maximal torus and a Borel subgroup. Then the characteristic map is
the composition

c: CHy r(Speck) — CHy p(E) = CH (E/T) = CHk(E/B),

where the first map is the pullback for the structure map, the middle isomorphism is given by Lemma 2.2.6
and the last isomorphism is the homotopy invariance property for the vector bundle torsor E/T — E/B.
The characteristic sequence is the sequence

CH p(Speck) < CHY(B/B) 2 CH}(E) — 0
where ¢: E — E/B is the projection.

Suppose that G is a quasi-split semisimple group such that B (G) satisfies the Kiinneth formula for
K/k, let G — G be its simply connected cover and T < B < G be the maximal torus and the Borel
subgroup lying over T' < B. Then the extended characteristic sequence is the sequence

* é * ~N D * ¢A7 *
CHK)T(Spec k) = CH (G/B) ® CH ., (c)(Speck) — CH(G) — 0
where

e ( is the composition

* @, * ~ * * c®id
CHK)T(Spec k) = CHK)TXWI(G)(Spec k) = CHKj(Spec k)® CHKM(G) (Spec k) —

B, CHy(G/B) ® CH ., () (Spec k)
with v: T x m (G) — TN being the group homomorphisms given by v(t,s) = t-s~!, and ¢ being the
characteristic map for G,

o d(z,q) = ¢5(z) - p(a) with ¢g: G — G/B = G/ B being the projection combined with the isomor-
phism G/B = G/B, and p being the composition

* p*_ * ~ *
CH ., (c)(Spec k) ==+ CHy . () (G) = CHy (G)

for the structure map pg: G— Spec k and the isomorphism given by Lemma 2.2.6.

Theorem 2.5.6. Let G be a quasi-split algebraic group over a field k, let T < B < G be a mazximal torus
and a Borel subgroup, and let K/k be a separable extension of fields such that Ty is split.

1. If T is quasi-trivial, then for a G-torsor E the characteristic sequence
CH 1 (Spec k) < CHy (E/B) 25 CH(E) — 0

is exact. In particular, this applies to a split G and, by Lemma A.2.3, to a simply connected or an
adjoint quasi-split semisimple group G.

2. Let G be a quasi-split semisimple group, G — G be its stmply connected cover and T < B<G@ be the
mazimal torus and the Borel subgroup lying over T < B. Suppose that Bm1(G) satisfies the Kinneth
formula for K/k. Then the extended characteristic sequence

CH, (Speck) < CHy (G/B) @ CHj ., (¢(Speck) % CH}(G) — 0

is exact. In particular, by Lemma 2.5.1 this applies to G being a product of quasi-split simple groups.
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Proof. (1) Corollary 2.3.3 yields an exact sequence
CHi 7 (Speck) — CH} 1 (E) 25 CHy (E) — 0

where the first morphism is the pullback for the projection £ — Speck. The claim follows via the
identification CH; (E) = CHy(E/B) as in Definition 2.5.5.

(2) Proposition 2.3.6 applied to X := G with the action of T and the subgroup 7 (G) < T (we use the
notation of Definition 2.5.5 for the simply connected cover G of G and for its subgroups) yields an exact
sequence } 3

CH} ;(Speck) — CHY ;(G) ® CHk 1, (@) (Spec k) = CH 1, () (G) = 0

where the first homomorphism is the composition
* P, * ~ * *
CH} 7(Speck) —= CHKij(G)(Spec k) = CH}, 7(Spec k) ® CHY ., (o) (Speck) —

pg@id * ~ *

—_— CHK,T(G) ® CHK,Trl(G) (Spec k)
and the second homomorphism is given by (z, @) — pf(a) - ®,(z). Here v: T x 11 (G) — T is the homo-
morphism given by v(t,s) = ts™1, p: m(G) — T is the embedding, and Pa: G — Speck is the structure
morphism. Identifying CH}. #(G) = CHy(G/B) and CH ., (¢)(G) = CHE/(G) as in Definition 2.5.5 we

obtain the claim. O

Remark 2.5.7. If G is a split group, then Theorem 2.5.6 is well-known and goes back to | ].

2.6 Conormed Chow ring of a quasi-split group G via G/B

In this section we use the conormed extended characteristic sequence to give a presentation for CH (G)
as a quotient of CH% (G/B) or CH}(G/B)|z] modulo some explicit ideal. Here and below we use some
standard notation for vector bundles over homogeneous spaces recalled in Section A.3, in particular, for
the maximal torus 7" in the simply connected cover G—G lying over a maximal torus T' < B we have

e line bundle £(w) over G/B associated with a Galois-invariant weight @ € X*(T),

e vector bundle V(S) over G/B associated with a Galois-invariant finite set of weights S C X*(T),

e line bundle £(@) over G associated with a Galois-invariant element @ € X*(T)/X*(T).

Furthermore, we use the standard numbering for simple roots «; and fundamental weights w; recalled in
Section A.2, and shorten the notation as £L; := L(w@;), Vi, 4y,....i; := V{@i,, @iy, ..., @4, })-

Lemma 2.6.1 (see also | , Example 3.12]). Let G be a quasi-split reductive group over a field k,
let K/k be the splitting field of G and let P < G be a parabolic subgroup. Then for every n € Z and the
canonical projection p: (G/P)x — G/P the pullback homomorphism

p*: CH"(G/P) ® Z/nZ — CH"((G/P)k) @ Z/nZ
is injective and p*(CH*(G/P) ® Z/nZ) = (CH*((G/P) k) ® Z/nZ)E/k)
Proof. Tt follows from | , Lemma 29| that there is a motivic decomposition

M(G/P) = @M(Specﬂ-,li)

iel
for some I; € Ny and field extensions K/F;/k. At the same time we have

M((G/P)k) = @M(Spec(ﬂ- or K),1;) = @M(Spec K, 1) ®1Fk,

icl iel
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The pullback p* is given by the direct sum of diagonal embeddings

p*: CH*(G/P) @ Z/nZ = @ 2/nZ 2% ((Z/nZ)#1FH = CH*((G/P) k) ® Z/nZL.
el el

The group Gal(K/k) acts on @, ;(Z/nZ)®F:] simultaneously permuting the factors of each summand
(Z/nZ)®Fkl 5o the claim follows. O

Lemma 2.6.2. Let G be a quasi-split simple group over a field k of type A(G) =2Aq,_1, let B< G be a
Borel subgroup and let K/k be the splitting field of G. Then in CH} (G/B) we have the following:

1. CHE(G/B) =TFy - c1(L,),
2. Cl(ﬁr)z = 0,
3. CH%{(G/B) =TF,- CQ(VLQT_l) ®Fy - 02(V2727~_2) ®...0F;- C2(Vr—1,r+l)~

Proof. We have [K : k] = 2 and CH}(Speck) = Fy by Lemma 2.1.2. Since G is split, (G/B)k is
isomorphic to the variety of full flags in a vector space of dimension 2r, and

CH*((G/B) ) Z[$1,{E2,...,{EQT]/(Ul,O’Q,...,O’QT), {Eil—>01(7;),

where o; is the i-th elementary symmetric polynomial in z1,xs, ...,z and 7; is the i-th tautological line
bundle over the full flag variety [ , Example 3.3.5]. In the notation of (A.2.5) we have L(e;) = T;, thus
the nontrivial element 7 € Gal(K/k) acts on CH*((G/B)k) via

7(Z;) = T(c1(L(e:))) = e (L(7(€:))) = cr(L(—€2r1-i)) = —Tart1-

with Z; being the image of z; in the quotient ring. Lemma 2.6.1 yields that the pullback homomorphism
for the morphism (G/B)x — G/B induces an isomorphism

CH*(G/B) = (Z[l‘l,l'g, . ,LL‘QT]/(O'l, T2y vny 0,2T))Gal(K/k)'
Hence

CHY (G/B) = (Zlay, o, . . ., w2,/ (01,09, - ., 02,)) ) (1 +7) (Z[w1, 2o, . 200] [ (01, 00, - . . 001)).

Furthermore, it follows from the formulae in (A.2.5) for the fundamental weights that
T 4 2r—i
(Lr)x = ®7§7 Vi2r—i)Kx = ®7} ® ® T;
i=1 j=1 j=1

and in CH*(G/B) = CH*((G/B) k) “¥/k) we have
Cl(ﬁr) = 1_71 + 1_72 + ...+ .fr, CQ(Vi12T7i) = (.fl + .fg + ...+ 1_71) . (.fl =+ fQ + ...+ 1_727«,1').

The claims of the lemma follow by straightforward calculations with polynomials which we provide below.
The first claim follows from the Gal(K/k)-invariant decomposition

r—1
CH'((G/B)k (@Zx) Jloy =T (F1+ ...+ Tr) ® (@[in ®Z- (—xgr_i)]> ,

=1

here the first summand is a rank 1 submodule with the trivial action of Gal(K/k), and then there are
r — 1 rank 2 submodules with the permutation action of Gal(K/k). Then CH} (G/B) is of rank 1 with the
generator given by the image of ¢1(L,) =21 + ... + Z;.

For the second claim note that

(x1 422+ 4w =@ +a2+...+2) 01 — 02+ (id+7)(a)
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for some a € Z[x1, 22, . .., 2], thus ¢1(L,)> = 0 in CH} (G/B).
For the last claim consider the following decomposition of the degree 2 part of Z[x1,za, ..., 22, into
Gal(K/k)-invariant submodules:

T

Z[Il,wg, .. ,x27_](2) — (@ [inal (&) Z:L‘g,«_i+101]> & [Z02] G
=1

r—1
@ <@ [inx2ri+l]> @ @ [Zz;x; © Lxor—iv1Z2r—j11] |

i=1 1<i<j<2r—i+1

here the square brackets group the Gal(K/k)-invariant submodules, i.e. we have r submodules of rank 2
with the permutation action of Gal(K/k), then one of rank 1 with the trivial action of Gal(K/k), then
r — 1 submodules of rank 1 again with the trivial action, and then r(r — 1) submodules of rank 2 with the
permutation action. It follows that

r—1
CH?((G/B)k) = <@ [Z:cixgr_m]) ® &y [Z&:Z; ® ZiEor—_is132r—j41] |
i=1 1<i<j<2r—it1

and CH%(G /B) has an additive basis given by the images in the respective quotient ring of Z;Zg, ;41 for
1<i<r—1. We have

caWVizr—i) = (T1+Ta+.. . +Zi) (T1+T2+.. .+ Tor—i) = (T1+T2+...+3) (T1+Ta+.. . +Tor—i—01) =
=—(T1+To+...+Ti) (Tor—it1 + Tor—igo + ... + Tor)
in CH?(G/B) yielding that in CH} (G /B) we have ¢3(Vi2r—;) = Y.5_; Z;Tar—_j+1. The claim follows. O

Theorem 2.6.3. Let G be a non-split quasi-split simple algebraic group over a field k, let T < B < G be a
mazimal torus and a Borel subgroup, and let K/k be a separable field extension such that Tk is split. Put
R* := CH,(G/B). If A(G) = °Dy, then CH}(G) = 0, otherwise, depending on (A(G),71(G)), we have
CH%(G) 2 R*/I or CH}(G) = R*[z]/I with the generators of the ideal I given in the following table.

A(G) m1(Q) R* or R*[z] generators of I
2Aop, 7 >1 up, 1) 2r+1 R* {ecaWVi2r+1-4) iy
2Aop_q, 7> 2 2Aomy1, 2m+ 1| 2r R* {c1(Ly)} U {ca(Viar—i) ::_11
2iam, m even, = odd R Sar
Hiom, m odd, = odd R* {eaWViar—i)}iz]
2Uom, M even, -~ even R*[x] {c1(L)), 2%} U a1
2iom, m odd, = even R*[x] {er(Lr), 2% + oV 2r-1)} USar—1
Dy, n >3 1 R* {er (L)Y 2 U{ca(Vno1.n)}
iz R*[z] {er(C)}i2? U {a® + e2(Vao1)}
Doy, 7> 2 22,2 R* {er (L)} 2
*Dappr, 7> 1 Yug R* {c1(£1)?} U{er(Lai) YU
U{e1(Laipr) + e (L) }2)
Dy 1, 3uz2 R* {ei(La),e3(V13.4)}
*Eo 1, 2u3 R* {e1(£2), e1(La), ca(Vi6), c2(Vs,5)}
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Here Sy, 1 = {02(Vgi,gr_gi)}1-:171)/2J U {ca(Vait1,2r—2i-1) + 02(V172T_1)}iti/12J71. The isomorphisms are
induced by the pullback homomorphisms R* = CHy (G/B) — CH(G) for the projections G — G/B and
by x +— c1(L(@m)) and x — c1(L(Tn-1)) in the cases (*Agr_1,2u2m) and (*Dy, pa) respectively.

Proof. Let G — G be the simply connected cover and T < B be the maximal torus and the Borel subgroups
lying over T' < B. Theorem 2.5.6 yields an isomorphism

CHk(G) = (R* ® CH r, ()(Speck))/1 (2.6.3.1)

where I denotes the ideal generated by é(CH;OT(SpeC k)) for the extended characteristic map

~ * P, * =~ * *

é: CHy 7(Speck) — CHYe Fmy () (SPEC k) = CHy ;(Speck) ® CHk , () (Speck) —

coid, CH}(G/B) ® CH x,(c)(Speck) = R* @ CHk ., () (Spec k),

where v: T x m(G) — T is the homomorphism given by (t,s) — t-s~'. The torus T is quasi-trivial
and decomposes into a product of the Weil restrictions of tori corresponding to the orbits of the Galois
action on A(G). The rings CH} 7(Speck) and CH . () (Speck) were computed in Propositions 2.3.2
and 2.4.1 respectively. The claim of the theorem then follows from an explicit computation of the homo-

morphism ¢ plugged into isomorphism (2.6.3.1), we provide below the details of these computations for
each (A(G),m(G)) case by case. Put

L;:= L(wl)a ‘/i,j = V({wla wj})a ‘/iqjﬂ” = V({wla wjva})

for the respective representations of T in the notation of (A.1.4) and note that é(ci(L;)) = e1(Ls),
é(ea(Vi5)) = c2(Vi;) and é(c3(Vijr)) = c3(Vijr), so it suffices to compute ®,. In order to do this we use

the formulae from (A.2.5) for the homomorphism of lattices X*(T) — X*(7w1(G)) dual to the embedding
71(G) < T. We denote by L C K the splitting field of 7" which is a Galois extension L/k with [L : k] = 2
for A(G) =2A,,, ?D,, or ?Eg, [L : k] = 3 for A(G) =3Dy4 and [L : k] = 6 for A(G) = %Dy.
6Dy4. We have [L : k] = 6. Lemma 2.1.2 yields CH}; (Spec k) = 0 and CH}(X) = 0 for every X € Smy.
2A2,. For 1 <i < 2r we have 7(w;) = wa,+1-; for the nontrivial element 7 € Gal(L/k), and

CH;{)T(SpeC k) = CH%(Spec k)[bl, bg, . ,br], b; — 02(‘/;)274_1_1‘). (2632)

The order of m1(G) is odd, thus CH . (¢ (Speck) = CH (Speck) by Lemmas 2.1.2 and 2.2.7 and the
claim follows.
2A5,_ 1. For the nontrivial element 7 € Gal(L/k) we have

(@) =wr, T(@i) =wor—i, 1 <i<2r—1,i#r.
It follows that
CH}})T(SPGC k) = CH*K(Spec k)[y, bl, e ,brfl], Y= cC (LT), bz — 02(‘/1'727«,1'). (2633)

If m1(G) = 2u2m41, then CHy ,,, . (Speck) = CHj(Speck) by Lemmas 2.1.2 and 2.2.7 and the claim
follows.
Now suppose 11 (G) = 2u2;,. We need to compute the homomorphism

®,: CHy 7(Speck) — CHj 7(Spec k) @ CH 5, (Spec k)
with CH}, 7(Spec k) given by isomorphism (2.6.3.3) and
CHj s, (Speck) = CHje(Speck)[z,b]/ (2 +m” - b), @ c1(PAL, ), b 2PV,
by Proposition 2.4.1. The homomorphism

Res, : Rep(T) = Z[X*(T)] %0 — ZIX™(T) @ X7 (Pgm)] /M) = Rep(T % Huam)
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is induced by the morphism of lattices

2r—1 2r—1
Xw): X0 =P 2 wi— P L woZ/2mL-m =X (T) D X*(22m),
i=1 i=1

wini—iﬁl, 1§Z§2T—1
Then Res, ([L,]) = 2@ = 2% - (2% ) = [L,] ® [PAZ, 1% and
r
o,y =y1+—- 1.
m
For 1 <i<r—1 we have
Resu([‘/i,?r—i]) — Resl,(xwi + $w2rfi) — p@iTiw + xwzr—z‘—@’“—i)fﬂl'

This element corresponds to a rank 2 representation W of R X 22, where R := Ry /Gy, Restricting W
to R and 2y, respectively we obtain W|r 2 Vg and W,y = ¥ (*V,,,,) for the i-th Adams operation
', Then Lemma 2.4.2 yields

c2(W) = c2(VR) ® 1 +i% - 1® c2(*Vy,,,.) € CHj g(Speck) ® CH 5, (Speck) = CHy gz, (Speck).
Hence we have
@, (b;) = ca(Resy ([Viar—i])) = c2(Vior—i) @ 1 +i* - 1® e2(*Vpy,, ) =bi @ 1 +4° - 1@ b
Combining all the above we obtain CH} (G) = R*[z, b]/I with

_ 2 2 r [(r=1)/2] [r/2]-1
- Y T —_ ©,2r—24) S ;=1 i+1,2r—2i— i= .
I I({ZE +m~-b Cl(ﬁ )+m ,’E}U{CQ(VQ‘Q 2)} U{b—l—Cz(Vz‘.Hz 2 1)} 0 )

Then I = I({:E2 +m?-b, c1(L) + - x, b+ Cg(Vl)gT_l)} U Sap—1). If - is even, then the claim follows
immediately, and if = is odd, then the claim follows from Lemma 2.6.2.(2).
2D,,. For the nontrivial element 7 € Gal(L/k) we have

T(wi) =wi, 1 <i<n—2, 7(wp-1)=wn, 7(Wn)=wn-1-
It follows that
CH} ;(Speck) = CHk (Speck)[z1, ..., 2n-2,b], @i = c1(Li), b= c2(Vao1,n). (2.6.3.4)

If 71 (G) = 1, then the claim follows immediately.
Suppose 71 (G) = pz2. Then we need to compute the homomorphism

®,: CH}, 7(Speck) — CH}. 7(Speck) ® CHJ ,, (Speck)
with CH*K)T(Spec k) given by isomorphism (2.6.3.4) and
CH})M (Speck) =2 CHj (Speck)[z], z+— &1 (Affz),

by Proposition 2.4.1 (we have 2us = psg), where Afz is the nontrivial linear representation of us. The
restriction homomorphism

Res, : Rep(T) = Z[X™(T)| 9 /M — Z[X™(T) @ X7 (u2)] 9/ = Rep(T x pia)
is induced by the morphism of lattices

X'w): X (0)=PZ @ - PL @ @L/2L- Ty = X*(T) & X*(12),
i=1 i=1
w; = Wy, 1§ZSTL—2, wnfl’_)wnfl‘kﬁnfl; Wy — Wp + Wn—1-
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Then
Res, ([Li]) = [Li], 1<i<n-—2,

RGSV([Vn_l n]) — RQSV(JJW"71 + an) = p@n-1FT@n-1 + rPntw@n-1 — (an—l + an) LpPn-1 —

= [anl,n] & [A;Z].
Hence @, (z;) =z; ®1,1 <i<n—2, and
D, (b) = c2(Resy ([Va-1,n])) = c2(Va1.n ® A, =
=(Vicin) @1+ a(Vicin) @ a(AL) + 1@ a(Af)’ =bt@1+10a”

The claim follows.
Now suppose (A(G), m1(G)) = (*Day, 2u2,2). We need to compute the homomorphism

D, : CH}T(Spec k) — CH} (Speck) ® CH 5, ,(Spec k)
with CH}, 7(Spec k) given by isomorphism (2.6.3.4) and
CH}@M (Speck) =2 CH} (Speck)[d], d— 02(2me2),
by Proposition 2.4.1. The restriction homomorphism
Res, : Rep(T) = Z[X™(T)] 9 H/W) = ZIX™(T) @ X7 (Pu,2)] % /¥ = Rep(T x 2pz.2)

is induced by the homomorphism of lattices

2r 2r
X'w): X1 =PZ-wi > PZ- @ ©L/2L - @31 ®LJ2L - T = X*(T) ® X*(212,2),
i=1 i=1
wi w0 (War—1 + @), 1 <1< 2r =2, wop_y = Wor—1 + @War—1, War > War + Do,

Then
ReSV([Lgi]) = [Lgi], ReSV([LgH_l]) = [L2i+1] X [det2VM212], 1 <2 <2r—3.

Hence
Oy (r) =2 ®1, 1<i<2r—2,

since ¢;(det?V,,, ,) = 0 because CH}@HM (Speck) = 0. For Va,_1 2, we have
ReSu([V2r—1,2r]) — Resu(xwwfl + xWZT) = p@2r—11tWar—1 + p@2rt@ar

This element corresponds to a rank 2 representation W of R X 2ug 2, where R := Ry /;G,,. Restricting
the representation W to R and 2ug o respectively we obtain W|r = Vg and W/, ,) = Vs, Then
Lemma 2.4.2 yields

c2(W) =c2(Vr) ® 1 +1® ¢2(*V,,,) € CHi (Speck) ® CHJ 5, ,(Speck) = CHy gy, , (Speck).
Hence we have
®,(b) = ca(Resy ([Var—1,2])) = co(Vor—1,2,) @ 1 +1®@ 2(*V,,,) = b@ 1+ 1®d.

The claim follows.
Now suppose (A(G),71(G)) = (2Day11,214). We need to compute the homomorphism

D, : CH}T(Spec k) — CH}T(Spec k) ® CHJ s, (Speck)
with CH}T(SpeC k) given by isomorphism (2.6.3.4) and

CHJ 5, (Spec k) = CHj (Speck)[x,d]/(2%), x> c1(PAL), d c2(*V,)
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by Proposition 2.4.1. The restriction homomorphism
Res, : Rep(T) = Z[X*(T)|“1E/R) 5 2] (T) & X* (204)] S E/R) 2 Rep(T' x 2u4)

is induced by the morphism of lattices

2r+1 2r4+1
X)X (D) =Pz @ - P 2L @ 0L/AL @y = X*(T) & X*(2a),
i=1 i=1

w; > W + 20wy, 1 <1< 2r — 1, wop = wor — @Wop,  Worgl HF Worgl + W2

Then
Res, ([Lail) = [Lai], Resy([Laipa]) = [Laia] ® PAE], 1<2i<2r—2,

and it follows that
Dy (x9) =22, @1, Pp(x2i41) =241 @1 +1@z, 1<2i<2r—2.
For Vo, 9,41 we have
Res, ([Var2r41]) = Res, (2727 4 a@2r+1) = g@2r t3%2r 4 g@ori1+@2r,

This element corresponds to a rank 2 representation W of R x 2u4, where R := Ry, /;G,,. Restricting the
representation W to R and 2uy4 respectively we obtain W|g = Vi and W,y = 2Vu4- Then Lemma 2.4.2
yields

(W) = c2(Vr) ® 1+ 1® c2(*V},,) € CHje g(Speck) ® CH 5, (Speck) =2 CH g, (Speck).
Hence we have
(I)v(b) - CQ(ReSv([%TQTqu])) - 02(‘/2T,2r+1) X 1 + 1 X 02(2‘/#4) =b X 1 =+ 1 X d

and the claim follows.
3Dy and 2Eg. The order of 7 (G) is coprime to [L : k] in both cases, and Lemmas 2.1.2 and 2.2.7 yield
CHY (e (Spec k) = CH (Spec k). Thus

CH}(G) = CH}(G) = R*/ (&(CH;?T(spec k))).

We have
CH}T(SpeC k) = CH% (Speck)[z,w], =+ c1(L2), w— c3(V1,3.4),

in the case of 3D, while in the case of 2Eg
CH}, ;(Speck) = CHjc (Spec k)[z1, 2, b1, bs],
x1 — c1(La), x2 > ¢1(La), b1 — c2a(Vig), ba — c2(Vs5).
The claim follows. O

Remark 2.6.4. One can extend Theorem 2.6.3 also to the split case in a straightforward way, obtaining
analogous formulae. We do not do this because in the split case the characteristic sequence is exact and
supplies us with all the necessary information.

Remark 2.6.5. Let G be a simply connected quasi-split simple group over a field k of type A(G) = ?Ag,_4
and let K/k be the splitting field of G. Let my | mo | r be integers with ;- and 72 being even. Consider
the pullback homomorphism

f*: CH (G/2u2m,) — CHE(G/2p2m,)

for the quotient morphism f: G/2u2m, — G/2u2m,. Then although these rings may be isomorphic (i.e.
if my is even), f* fails to be an isomorphism, since f*(z) = 0 in the notation of Theorem 2.6.3 by
Lemma A.4.3.
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2.7 Conormed Chow ring of a quasi-split group G via Cj.(G)

In this section we show how to recover CH*(G) out of the cokernel Cj(G) of the conormed characteristic
map. If G is either simply connected or adjoint, then the conormed characteristic sequence sequence is exact
and CH*(G) = C (G), otherwise one has to add one generator to cover the conormed Picard group CH (G)
and also one relation on the square of this element, with the answer being CH*(G) = Cj (G)[z]/(2® +a) for
a certain element a € C3(G). We continue to use the standard notation for quasi-split groups and vector
bundles recalled in Sections A.2 and A.3.

Definition 2.7.1. In the notation of Definition 2.5.5 one has ¢* o ¢ = 0, e.g. by the construction of the
Eilenberg—Moore homomorphism (2.2.4.2). We put

Ck(G) == CH}(G/B)/ (c(CHEp(Spec k) - CHy (G/B))

and denote by
O¢: Ck(G) —» CHK(G)

the induced homomorphism.

Theorem 2.7.2. Let G be a quasi-split group over a field k, let T < B < G be a mazximal torus and a
Borel subgroup, and let K/k be a separable extension of fields such that Ty is split. Then the following
holds.

1. If T is quasi-trivial, then
O¢: Ci(G) = CHK(G)

is an isomorphism. In particular, this applies to a split G and, by Lemma A.2.3, to a simply connected
or an adjoint quasi-split semisimple group G.

2. If (A(G), m(G)) = (A, %) with 1 or L being odd, then
Oc: Cx(G) — CHk(G)
is an isomorphism.
3. If (A(Q), m1(G)) = (PAgp_1, 22m) with L being even, then Og induces an isomorphism
Cie(@) )/ + 2 (Vi2e 1)) S CH(G), 2 e1(£(m)),

where ¢a(V1,2r—1) € Cy(GQ) s the image of ca(V1 2—1) € CH(G/B) under the quotient homomor-
phism.

4. If (A(G), m1(GQ)) = (*Dy,, p2), then O¢ induces an isomorphism
Cic(G)[a]/(2* + e2(Vam1,n)) = CH(G), 2+ c1(L(@n-1)),

where &a(Vp—1,n) € Ci(G) is the image of co(Vn—1,n) € CH,(G/B) under the quotient homomor-
phism.

Proof. (1) follows from Theorem 2.5.6.(1).

In cases (2)-(4) the considered homomorphisms are well-defined and surjective by the formulae obtained
in Theorem 2.6.3, and it is sufficient to show that the generators of the ideals given in Theorem 2.6.3 that
do not contain terms with 22, belong to the ideal I(c) generated by the image of the characteristic map

c: CHZ p(Spec k) — CH}(G/B).
Let f: G — G be the simply connected cover and g: G — G be the adjoint quotient, put

T:=fYT), B:=fYB), T:=g(T), B:=g(B).
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The following diagram commutes.

CH;{7T(SPGC k) i CH},T(SPGC k) L CH*K T(Spec k)
l l l& (2.7.2.1)
CHy(G/B) —— CH}(G/B) —— CH(G/B)

Here ¢, c and ¢ are the characteristic maps, ®, and ®; are induced by the homomorphisms g: T' — T and

f: T =T respectively, and the bottom maps are induced by the isomorphism G / B = G /B =G /B.
Below we use the same notation as in Theorem 2.6.3.

(2), n = 2r. We need to show that ca(V;2r+1-i) € I(c) for 1 < i < r. It follows from the formulae
obtained in Theorem 2.6.3 in the adjoint case (i.e. I = 2r) and by the exactness of the characteristic
sequence in the adjoint case proved in Theorem 2.5.6 that c2(V;2r41-i) € I(¢), 1 < i < r. We have
I(¢) C I(c) by the commutativity of Diagram 2.7.2.1. The claim follows.

(2),n=2r —1,1=2m, = is odd. The claim follows from the adjoint case as above.

(2),n=2r—1,1=2m+1. We need to show that ¢1(£,) € I(c) and ca(V; 2,—;) € I(c) for 1 <i <r—1.
Using the adjoint case as above we obtain ca(Va; 2r—2:) € I(c) for 1 <4 < U;lj and ca(Vait1,2r—2i—1) +
co(Vi2r—1) € I(c) for 1 <@ < [§] — 1, thus it suffices to show c1(L;), c2(Vamy1,2r—2m—1) € I(c). Since
2m~+1| 2r, it follows that 2m+1 | r and @wam+1, @r, @War—2m—1 € X*(T), thus ¢1 (L), ca(Vam+1,2r—2m—1) €
CH}yT(Spec k) belong to the image of ®;. Then the claim follows from the commutativity of dia-
gram (2721), since C1 (,CT) = &(Cl (LT)) and Co (V2m+1,2r72m71> = &(CQ(‘/QerLQT,Qm,l)).

(3) We need to show that ¢1(L,) € I(c) and Sa,—1 C I(c). It follows from the adjoint case as above
that Sy, C I(c). Since - is even, it follows that 2m | r and w, € X*(T'), thus ¢;(£,) belongs to the
image of ®¢. The claim follows as above.

(4) We need to show that ¢1(£;) € I(c), 1 < i < 2r —2. We have w; € X*(T), 1 < i <n—2, thus
c1(L;) belongs to the image of ®;. The claim follows as above. O

2.8 Conormed Chow ring of a quasi-split group: the answer

In this section we combine the previous computations and results from [ | to compute the conormed
Chow ring CH} (G) of a non-split quasi-split simple group assuming K to be the splitting field. If the type
of G is A(G) = Dy, then CH}(G) = 0, while in the other types it follows from Proposition 2.5.3 and a
Borel’s result on the structure of Hopf algebras | , Theorem 7.11 and Proposition 7.8] that

k k

CH}(G)EFp[el,eg,...,es]/(efl,egz,...,egks), dege; =d;, p=[K:k],

for some parameters s, d;, k;, and we give a table for them depending on (A(G), 71 (G)).
We continue to use the notation from Sections A.1, A.2 and A.3.

Lemma 2.8.1. Let G be a quasi-split simple group over a field k of type A(G) = 2D, let B < G be a
Borel subgroup and let K/k be the splitting field of G. Then in CH} (G/B) we have the following:

e CH}(G/B) = @ Fa-c1(Ly),
e CH%(G/B) = CH(G/B) - CH}(G/B) +Fy - ca(Vp_1.n)-
Proof. We have [K : k] = 2, thus CH’(Spec k) = F, by Lemma 2.1.2. Lemma 2.6.1 yields that
CH}(G/B) = (CH*((G/B)))* /¥ /(id +-7)(CH*((G/B)K))

with 7 € Gal(K/k) being the non-trivial element. Since Gk is split, CH"((G/B)k) has a basis given by
the Schubert cycles Z,, € CH'™ ((G/B)k), w € W(Gk), | , Proposition 8], here {(w) is the length
of w. Put s; to be the reflection for the simple root «;. The involution 7 acts on the Weyl group W (Gg)
via the action on the generators 7(s;) = s;, 1 <@ < n—2, 7(Sp-1) = Sn, 7(Sn) = Sn—1, which yields a
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permutation action on the Schubert cycles compatible with the action of 7 on CH} (G/B). In particular,
we have the following Gal(K/k)-invariant decompositions

CHl( G/B <@Z Zsl> . Z5n71 ®Z : an} )

CH?*((G/B)k) = @ . (@Z Zslﬂsl) <n€9 [Z-Zsisnl@ZZsl»sn])@

1<i<j<n—2 i=1

DL Zsy 1600 ®LZss,_o| ®L- Zs,_,s,-

Here 7 acts on the modules in the square brackets permuting the elements of the bases, and 7 acts trivially
on all the other summands. Then

CHL(G/B) = @Fz

CH%((G/B) = @ F : slsj (@ IF‘2 Sz+181> @ IF‘2 . an,lsn'

1<i<j<n—2

In CH*((G/B) k) we have Z,, = ¢1(L;), so the first claim of the lemma follows. For the second claim note
that the Chevalley’s formula | , Proposition 10] yields

Lsis; i # j and o is not connected to «; in the Dynkin diagram D,,
Zo Ly = Zs,s; + Zs;s:, 17 J and «; is connected to a; in the Dynkin diagram D,
i j

> Zss;, i =], the sum is taken over all [ such that «; is connected to «;.
(o, 00)#0

In particular, we have

an,lsn == an,l . an =C (Lnfl) . Cl(ﬁn) == CQ(anl,n)

in CH*((G/B)k). Hence ca(V,,—1.,) coincides with Z,, 5. in CH}(G/B). The claim follows. O

Theorem 2.8.2. Let G be a non-split quasi-split simple group over a field k and let K/k be the splitting
field of G. Suppose A(G) # 5Dy and put p := [K : k]. Then

k k

CH;{(G) = Fp[eheQa <. '765]/(6:? 1565 25' .- aepks)v dege’i = di7

S

with the parameters s,d;, k; given by the following table.

Table 2: CH}% (G) for a non-split quasi-split simple group G

A(G) m1(G) s di,1=1,2,....8 | k;,1=1,2,...,s
A, m>2 2y, U (n+1), 1 is odd | [§] 2i+1 1
Ao 1, 7 >2 | 2ugm, m|r, misodd |7 21 —1 va(r)+1,i=1
1,i>2
Nop 1,7 >2 | 2ugm, m|r, miseven | r+1 2,1=1 va(r), i =1
29 —3,1>2 1,1>2
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n+1 . 2n
2D, n>3 1 (2] — 1 | 26+ 1 llog, 522

2
2 [24] Li=1 [logy n] + 1

2 —1,7>2 [logy 722]
Dapy1, 7> 1| 24 T+ 2 1,i=1 Li=1

2,i=2 [logy(2r 4+ 1)], i =2

2i-3,i>3 log, 57%3], i >3
Doy, > 2 22,2 r 2,1=1 [logy2r], i =1

2 —1,i>2 logy 5], i > 2
Dy 1, 3u22 1 4 1
2Eq 1, 2u3 3 3,5,9 1,1,1

Here vy is the 2-adic valuation.

Proof. Let G — G and G — G be the simply connected cover and the adjoint quotient respectively. We

have CH} (G) = C}(G) by Theorem 2.7.2 and the last ring was determined in | , Section 7] (see
especially Table 5 of loc. cit.). Furthermore, it follows from Theorem 2.6.3 that CH}(G) = CH}(G), if
(A(G),m1(G)) = (*A,, ) with 2L being odd, or (°Dy,3u22), or (2Eg, 2u3). Then the remaining cases
are (2Ag,_1,2u;) with QZ—T being even, (?D,,,1) and (?D,,, u2). In each case we use Theorem 2.6.3 to derive
the answers from the ones for the respective adjoint groups. Below we adopt the notation of Theorem 2.6.3

and repeatedly use its claims without additional references.
(1) (A(G), m1(G)) = (*Agr_1, %) with 2* being even. Suppose that r is odd. We have

R*/1({c2(Vior—i)}iz)) =2 CH (G) 2 Falea, ..., ert1]/(€3, ... €24 1) (2.8.2.1)

with dege; = 2i — 3, i > 2. The element c;(£,) € R* is the generator of R! by Lemma 2.6.2, thus its
image in the quotient ring on the left-hand side of the formula corresponds under isomorphisms (2.8.2.1)

to es on the right-hand side, which is a unique non-trivial element of degree 1. Since 2l—r is even, it follows

that [ is odd and
CHy (@) = (R*/I({ca(Viszr—i) Yi=1)) /(@1 (L)) = (Falea, .., erpa]/ (€3, .. €2, 1))/ (e2) =
>~ Fyles, ..., er+1]/(e§, R ef_H).
Suppose r is even, then
R*1(Sap_1) = CH(G) = Falen, a, .., eppn) /(€27 €2, €2, 1) (2.8.2.2)

with dege; = 2, dege; = 2i—3, i > 2. As above, the image of the element ¢;(£,) € R* in the quotient ring
on the left-hand side of the formula corresponds under isomorphisms (2.8.2.2) to es on the right-hand side.
Furthermore, Lemma 2.6.2 yields that the image of c¢2(V1 2-—1) in the quotient ring on the left-hand side
of the formula is the generator of the degree 2 part, thus it is mapped to e; under isomorphisms (2.8.2.2).
If [ is odd, then

CHK(G) = (R*/1(S2r-1))/(e1(Ly), e2(V1,2r-1)) =

va(r)
=~ (Faler, ea, ..., erp1]/ (€3 2 el .. ,€z+1))/(61,€2) > Fyles, . .. ,er+1]/(e§, . ,efﬂ).
If I = 2m and m is even, then
CHy (G) = (R*/1(Sar—1))[x]/ (€1 (L,), 2%) =
vg (1) va(r)
g(IFQ[ela'"767“Jr1]/(e%2 7655'"ae£+1))[x]/(625172)EFQ[elv"'veTJrl]/(e% ’ 7635"-7654—1)'
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If | = 2m and m is odd, then

CH} (G) = (R*/1(Sar—1))[2]/ (@1(Lr), 2% + E2(V1,2r-1)) =
v (r)
= (F2[€1, B aeTJrl]/( % 6%, ceey 6£+1))[$]/(62,IE2 + 61) =
va(r)+1
%F2[$,€3,...,6T+1]/($2 * ,eg...,ef+1),
where degx = 1, dege; = 2¢ — 3.
(2) A(G) = 2D,,. Suppose that n = 2r + 1 and put
I:=1({e1(£1)%} U{er(Lai) Vi) Uder(Laigr) + e (£1)}Z)) S R™.
We have - . .
R*/I = CH}(G) 2 Faler,...,ert0]/(e],e3 " ... e2)57) (2.8.2.3)

with dege; = 1, deges = 2, dege; = 2i—3, ¢ > 3, and k; as in the statement of the theorem for the adjoint
case. The image of the element ¢1(£1) € R* in the quotient ring on the left-hand side of the formula is
the generator in degree 1 by Lemma 2.8.1, thus it corresponds under isomorphisms (2.8.2.3) to e; on the
right-hand side, which is a unique non-trivial element of degree 1. Then, since €2 = 0 on the right-hand
side, it follows that & (£1)? = 0 on the left-hand side. Thus it follows from Lemma 2.8.1 and the above
that the image of the element ca(Var 2,-41) € R* in the quotient ring on the left-hand side of the formula is
the generator in degree 2, hence it corresponds under isomorphisms (2.8.2.3) to ez on the right-hand side,
which is a unique non-trivial element of degree 2. Then we have

CH*(G/p2) = (R* /1) [x]/(c1(L1), 2% + ca(Var2rp1)) &

k ko
= (Foler, .- epva]/(el,e5 oooelyy ))al/(er,a® + ea)

ko+1 k k
> Fylz,es,...,em40]/ (227 €2 3,...,672__,:;2)

with degx = 1. Similarly,

CH*(G) = (R*/I) /(c1(L1), c2(Var2r41)) =

k. ~ 2 k.
= (FQ[elv ) 6T+2]/(6%7 6% ’ ceey 72"+2+2))/(615 62) = F2[635 B 56T+2]/(e§ P 72"+2+2)'

Suppose n = 2r. We have

R*JI({e1(L£:)}2072) 2 CHY(G) 2 Faley, ... e,/ (2, ... e2) (2.8.2.4)

»Er

with dege; = 2, dege; =2i— 1,4 > 2, and k; as in the statement of the theorem for the adjoint case. The
degree 1 part on the right-hand side of the formula is trivial, thus the same holds on the left-hand side.
It follows from Lemma 2.8.1 that the image of the element ca(Var—1,2,) € R* in the quotient ring on the
left-hand side of the formula is the generator in degree 2, so it corresponds under isomorphisms (2.8.2.4)
to e; on the right-hand side, which is a unique non-trivial element of degree 2. Then we have

CH*(G/p2) = (R*/I({c1(£)}727?)) [2]/ (2% + c2(Var—1.2r)) =

k ko k41 k ke
(FQ[ela-- er]/(eila-"aez ))[I]/(I2+61)EFQ[xveQa-'-aeT]/(I21 56327'-'765 )

with degx = 1. Similarly,

CH*(G) = (R*/I({c1(L)}727?)) /(c2(Var-1,20)) =

= (Fg[el,...,eT]/(e%kl,...,efkr))/(el) = Fg[eg,e3,...,er]/(egb,...,efkr).
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Remark 2.8.3. Let G be a simply connected quasi-split simple group over a field k of type A(G) = 2Ag,_4
and let K/k be the splitting field of G. Let my | mz | r be integers. Consider the pullback homomorphism

[ CH (G /Puam,) = CH (G/2n2m, )

for the quotient morphism f: G/2u2m, — G/2p2m,. It follows from the proof of Theorem 2.8.2 that f*
is an isomorphism, if z—f is odd, while for m—? even one has f*(e3) = 0 for the degree 1 generator ey by

Lemma A .4.3. "

2.9 Cokernel in the conormed characteristic sequence

In this section we complement the previous results with a computation of the cokernel Cy(G) in the
conormed characteristic sequence. This cokernel coincides with CH (G) for the simply connected and
adjoint groups, while for intermediate groups it is only a subring of CH} (G) in general. We continue to
use the notation from Sections A.1, A.2 and A.3.

Theorem 2.9.1. Let G be a non-split quasi-split simple group over a field k and let K/k be the splitting
field of G. Suppose A(G) # 5Dy and put p := [K : k]. Then
k1 k2 ks

Ci(G)2Fyler,ea,...,e5)/(e] ,eb ™ ...,el "), dege; = d,,

with the parameters s,d;, k; given by the following table.

Table 3: Cj(G) for a non-split quasi-split simple group G

A(G) m1(G) s di,i=1,2,...,8 | ki, 1=1,2,....s

A, m > 2 2, | (n+1), 1is odd | [5] 2i+1 1

ANop 1,7 >20dd | 2pom, m |7 r 21— 1 1

Mo 1,7 >2 even | 2uom, m|r, — s even | T 2,1=1 va(r), i =1
%—1,i>2 1,i>2

2Agp_1, 7> 2 even | 2uom, m |, Tdsodd | r+1 2,1=1 va(r), i =
% —3,i>2 1,i>2

*D,, n >3 1 (2] -1 2i+1 [logy 52]

2 2] [2,i=1 flog, )]

2i—1,i>2 [log, 522-]

Dopy1, 7> 1 214 "+ 2 1,i=1 L,i=1
2,i=2 [logo(2r +1)],i=2
2—3,i>3 llog, 5£2], i >3

*Day, 7> 2 2l 2 r 2,i=1 [log, 2r], i =
2% —1,47>2 log, 52, i > 2

3Dy 1, 3ug 9 1 4 1

2, 1, 2us 3 3,5,9 1,1,1

Proof. If G is adjoint, then this was computed in [ , Section 8] (see especially Table 5 of loc. cit.).

If G is simply connected, i.e. 7 (G) = 1, or if (A(G),m1(G)) = (*A,,2w) with [ | n + 1 and either
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l or ”TH being odd, then the claim follows from Theorems 2.7.2 and 2.8.2. Thus the remaining cases

are (A(G),m1(G)) = (*Agr_1,2up) with m | r and £ being even, and (A(G),71(G)) = (*Dp, p2). Let
g: G — G be the adjoint quotient and consider the following commutative diagram.

Cic(G) ~== CH}(G)

gél 9" (2.9.1.1)

C3(G) 2% CH}(G)

Here the horizontal morphisms are the canonical ones from Definition 2.7.1, g* is the pullback, and gj is
induced by the isomorphism CH} (G/B) = CH}(G/B) given by the isomorphism G/B = G/B with
B := g(B). The homomorphism g} is clearly surjective while the homomorphism O is an isomorphism
by Theorem 2.7.2. Furthermore, Theorem 2.7.2 yields that O« is injective. It follows that

Ck = O¢(Ck) = g"(CHE(G))-

(PAgp 1, 2u2m), m | 7, - is odd. Theorem 2.6.3 yields that g* is an isomorphism, thus g¢ is an
isomorphism as well.

(*A2r—1,202m), m | 7, = is even. There is a unique nontrivial element es = ¢1(£(@,)) € CHj(G) = Fs,
and we have g*(e2) = 0 by Lemma A.4.3. In this case r is even and Theorem 2.6.3 yields that ¢* induces
a monomorphism CH}(G)/(e2) — CH}(G). Thus Cj(G) = CH}(G)/(e2) and the claim follows.

(*Day, pi2). The homomorphism g* is injective by Theorem 2.6.3, thus g} is an isomorphism.

(*Da,4 1, p2). There is a unique nontrivial element e; = ¢;(£(@1)) € CHy(G) = Fq, we have g*(e1) = 0

by Lemma A.4.3, and Theorem 2.6.3 yields that ¢g* induces a monomorphism CHJ(G)/(e1) — CHK(G).

Thus Cj (G) =2 CH(G)/(e1) and the claim follows. O

3 Chow ring of a quasi-split simple group

In this part of the article we compute the Chow ring Ch*(G) for a non-split quasi-split simple group G.
Here and below we put Ch*(—) := CH*(—) ® F, for a given prime number p. The computations proceed
differently depending on the relation of p and G.

If p = [K : k] for the splitting field K/k of G, then we analyse the exact sequence

Ch*(Gg) = Ch*(G) — CH(G) — 0,

where 7: G — G is the projection. We show that m, = 0 unless (A(GQ), 71 (G)) = (*Day, 2u2.2), thus in
all but one cases the computation follows from the computation of CH% (G) carried out before. In the
case of (®Da,.,2us2) we perform a detailed analysis of the Chow ring Ch*(Gr(2r — 1;¢)) of a quasi-split
submaximal isotropic Grassmannian which yields the computation of Ch*(G).

If p is coprime to [K : k], then we show that Ch*(G) = Ch*(G)2(K/k) and explicitly compute the
action of the Galois group and the subalgebra of invariant elements.

In the last remaining case of A(G) = %D, we combine both the above approaches and also use some
explicit computer-assisted computations with Schubert classes.

3.1 Quasi-split submaximal orthogonal Grassmannian

In this section we compute the ring Ch*(Gr(n — 1;q)) := CH*(Gr(n — 1;¢)) ® Fy for the Grassmanian of
isotropic subspaces of dimension n — 1 in a dimension 2n vector space equipped with a quadratic form
corresponding to a quasi-split simple group G of type A(G) = ?D,,. For this we use the isomorphism
Ch*(Gr(n — 1;q)) = Ch*(Gr(n — 1;¢) k) E/R) | where K is the splitting field of G, the calculations done
in the split case in [ ,8 2] and | , Chapter XVI] and compute explicitly the action of the Galois
group. We further use the identification of Gr(n — 1;¢) as a G-homogeneous variety to show that

(L@ + @) =0
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in Ch*(G) as in the split case.
We continue to use the notation of Sections A.2 and A.3, and in this section we put

Ch* (=) := CH*(—) ® F,.

Proposition 3.1.1. Let G be a simply connected quasi-split simple group of type A(G) = D,, or A(G) =
’D,, over a field k with the splitting field K/k, and let T < B < G be a mazimal torus and a Borel
subgroup. Consider the parabolic subgroup B < P = P,_1 , < G 1in the notation of (A.2.6) and the line
bundle L := Lp(wn—1 + @) over G/P. Then the following holds.

1. For the adjoint quotient G — G and the projection ¢: G — G /P we have

1 (L(@n1 +@0)2"" = (0" )2* " =0

in Ch*(QG), where vy is the 2-adic valuation.

2. Suppose A(G) = 2Dy, and put s := [2]+1, k; := [logy 221, 2 <i < 5. Then there is an isomorphism

©: Faler,ea,...,e5)/(e7,e2™, ..., 2" ) = Ch* ((G/P)k)

’~Ss

such that ©(e1) = c1(Lk) and for the nontrivial element T € Gal(K/k) we have

7(0(g1)) = O(e1), 7(O(5;)) = O(g;) +O(e1)* 3, 2<i < s.

Proof. First we recall the necessary geometric setting (see e.g. | , Chapter XVI] and | ,§2]). By
[ , Example 27.10] we have G 2 Spin(V, q), where (V] ¢) is a vector space of dimension 2n equipped
with a non-degenerate quadratic form. For integers 1 < i1 < iy < ...4; < n we denote by F(i1,ia,...,4;q)

the variety of totally isotropic flags in (V, ¢q) of the respective dimensions, and put Gr(i;q) := F(i;¢). The
standard action of G on V yields an isomorphism

Gr(n—1;9) = G/P.

The projection
a:F(n—1,n;q9) = Gr(n— 1;9)

is a finite morphism of degree 2, and there is a G g-equivariant isomorphism
Fin—1,n;¢)x 2 Gr(n—1;¢9)xk UGr(n — 1;9)xk = (G/P)x U(G/P)k (3.1.1.1)
such that ak is the obvious projection. The projection
B:F(n—1,n;q) = Gr(n;q)
is canonically identified with the projective bundle
B:P(EY) = Gr(n;q)

for the tautological rank n vector bundle £ over Gr(n;q). For the tautological line bundle O(—1) over
P(EY) 2 F(n — 1,n;q) one has

O(—l)K = ﬁpK (wn — wn_l) L £PK (wn_l — wn) (3112)

under isomorphism (3.1.1.1). This decomposition immediately follows from a straightforward computation
of the action of the torus Tk on the fibers of O(—1)x over the two Px-stable points of F(n — 1,n;q) k.
(1) We claim that in Ch*(G/P) for every i € Ny one has
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for the tangent bundle 75 ,p. Suppose that equality (3.1.1.3) holds and put N := 2v2(n) Then we have

ox (Teye) = et = (3 )a(£)™ = er (O

with the last equality arising from the fact that (X,) is odd by the choice of N. Let P < G be the image
of P in the adjoint quotient, then G/P = G /P. The tangent bundle T¢ 5 clearly admits the structure of
a G-equivariant vector bundle over G/ P, thus for the projection ¢: G — G/P = G /P the vector bundle
©* (T, p) is trivial. Then

(" L)Y = ¢ (cl(D)N) = " (en(Tasp)) = en (9™ Tayp) = 0.

Now we turn to the proof of the equality (3.1.1.3). The injectivity part of Lemma 2.6.1 yields that it
suffices to prove the equality after a base change to K, so till the end of the proof of claim (1) we assume
that G is split, i.e. K =k and the quadratic form ¢ is hyperbolic. By [ , Example 104.20] we have
a short exact sequence of vector bundles

0— Opevy = O(=1)® Y — Tp — 0,

where §: P(£Y) — Gr(n;q) is the projection and 73 is the relative tangent bundle that is defined by the
short exact sequence
0— 72—3 — 7fp>(gV) — ﬂ*TGr(n;q) — 0.

For a vector bundle V over P(£Y) put
(V) =1+ (W)t +c(V)t* + ... € Ch*(P(EY))][1]]

to be the total Chern class mod 2. Multiplicativity of the total Chern classes with respect to the short
exact sequences applied to the sequences above yields

Ct(%(5v)) = Ct(B*TGr(n;q)) . Ct(O(_l) ® ﬁ*g\/)

Furthermore, it follows from | , Proposition 86.13 and Exercise 87.8] that ¢;(8*€Y) = 1 and
ct(B* Tar(nsg)) = 1. Hence

c(Tpevy) = c(O(=1) @ B*EY) = ¢, (O(=1)").
Restricting to a connected component of P(£Y) via decomposition (3.1.1.1) and using (3.1.1.2) we obtain
¢i(Tayp) = ci(Lp(wn — @wn-1)%").
In the mod 2 Chow groups we have c1(Lp(w, — @wn—_1)) = c1(Lp(wy + @n_1)) = c1(L), thus
ci(Ta/p) = ci(Lp(wn — @p—1)®") = ¢;(LP™).

(2) Consider the following diagram with all the morphisms being projections.

F(l,n-1;9)k R Gr(n —1;9)k

Gr(1;q)x F(n—1,n:q)x (3.1.1.4)
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The variety Gr(1; ¢)k is a smooth projective hyperbolic quadric of dimension 2n — 2, thus | , Propo-
sition 68.1] yields

F, - b, 0<i<n-—2,
Ch'(Gr(1;q)k) = S Fo - A" ' @Fs Iy, i=n~—1,
Fo - lop—2—4, n<1i<2n-2,

where h € Ch'(Gr(1; q) k) is the class of a hyperplane section and Iz, _5_; € Ch*(Gr(1;¢q) ) is the class of a
totally isotropic projective subspace in Gr(1; ¢) x of dimension 2n —2 — 4. Note that there are two different
classes I,,_1,1/,_; € Ch" *(Gr(1;q)x) of totally isotropic projective subspaces in Gr(1;q)x of dimension
n—1 and one has l,,_1 + 1/, _; = h"~'. Put

20 7= (92)+91 (ln—1) € Ch®(Gr(n; @)x), 20 = (92)+91 (I,—1) € Ch(Gr(n; ) ),
zi = (g2)x91 (ln—1-:) € Ch*(Gr(n;q)r), 1<i<n—1,
then [ , Proposition 86.16] yields that
F2[607 565 €2,€3,... 755]/(63 — €0, (6/0)2 - 565 506/07 Egkz PR 5€§ks) E_) Ch*(GI'(TL, q)K)7
€0 > 2o, 56'—)26, Ei > 2243, QS’L'SS,
is an isomorphism. Applying the projective bundle formula to

B:F(n—1,n;q)x 2PE)x — Gr(n;q)x

and using | , Proposition 86.13] we obtain an isomorphism

k ks ~
U: Foleg, ), 61,61, ,65)/ (2 — €0, (€))% — €l €06, 7,62 *,...,e2 ") = Ch*(F(n — 1,n;q) k),

r-s

g0 = Bic(20), €4 Bi(2), 1= ca(O(-1)k), i Bi(z2i-3),2<i<s,

where ¢1(O(—1)k) is the first Chern class of the tautological line bundle over F(n — 1,n;q) k.
In view of decomposition (3.1.1.1) the composition

—1

Ch*((G/P)x) = Ch*(Gr(n — 13 q)x) “%5 Ch*(F(n — 1,1 q)x) s

1 k k IT
—— Foleo, ), €1, - - -,€5)/ (2 — €0, (€))% — €h, €0eh, 7,62 ..., €27)

’-s

11 k ks
— Foler,e,...,65)/(et,e2 7, ...,e27)

with the projection IT given by II(eg) = 1, II(ej;) = 0, is an isomorphism. Denote by

©: Faler,e,...,e]/(e1, €27, ..., e2) = Ch*((G/P)k)
the inverse isomorphism. Since

c1(Lk) = c1(Lpg(@n — @n-1)) = c1(Lpy (@n-1 — @n))
in Ch*((G/P)k), it follows from decomposition (3.1.1.2) that . (c1(Lk)) = c1(O(—1)k) and

O(e1) = a1(Lk).
Furthermore, for the nontrivial element 7 € Gal(K/k) we have
7(0(e1)) = 7(c1(Lk)) = e1(Lk) = O(e1),

since ¢1(Lk) is obtained by a base change from k to K.
For the computation of the action of Gal(K/k) on O(e;), 2 < i < s, note that all the morphisms
in diagram (3.1.1.4) and the isomorphism (G/P)x = Gr(n — 1;q)k are given by a base change of the
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corresponding morphisms over k, thus the action of Gal(K/k) commutes with the respective pullbacks and
pushforwards. For the nontrivial element 7 € Gal(K/k) we have

T(lnfl) = l;l_la T(l;l_l) = lnflv T(lnflfi) = lnflfiv 1 S v S n— 15

with the latter equality arising from the fact that Ch" ***(Gr(1;¢)) 2 Fy, 1 < i < n — 1, and Fy admits
only a trivial action of Gal(K/k). Thus

T(Bic (20)) = Bic(20),  T(Bi(2i)) = Bk (2i), L <i<n—1.

Furthermore, put = := ¢;(O(—1)x) € Ch'(F(n — 1,n;q) k), then we have 7(z) = z, since  is obtained by
a base change from k. Consider the elements

y1 .= (f2)ufi (ln—1) € Ch'(Gr(n — L;q)k), ¥ = (f2)fi (1) € ChY(Gr(n — 1;q)x),
Yi = (f2)ufi(ln_i) € Ch'(Gr(n —1;¢)k), 2<i<n-—1.

It follows from | , Lemma 2.6] (loc. cit. has a blanket assumption that char k # 2, but the same proof
of the lemma works in general) that

ak () =Bk (z1) + 2 Bic(20),  ahe(yi) = Bi(zi) + - B (zi-1), 1 <i<n—1L

In particular, we have x = o (y1 + ;). Then

i—2 =2
Bic(z)+a' Bic(#0) = 3wl o (yij)+a' agc(h) = aje(wi),  wi= Y (y1+y) Y yimi+wn+y1) i,
7=0 =0

where w; € Ch*(Gr(n — 1;¢) k). Thus for 2 < i < s we have

@71(’[1}21‘_3) =Mo¥ 1o a}}(’wzi_g) =1Ilo \Ifﬁl(ﬁ}}(zgi_g) + 223 B?{(Zé)) = &,
O M (7(wai—3)) = Mo U™ o afe(T(wai—3)) = Mo W' o7(Bi(22i-3) + %% - Bie(2))) =
=1IIo \Il_l(ﬁ}‘((zm_g) + 223 /B;((ZQ)) =¢c; + E%iig.

It follows that 7(0O(g;)) = O(e;) + O(e1)? 73 for 2 <i < s. O

Lemma 3.1.2. Forn € N put

2n—1
o {g} T k= van) k= [logz 27;—_3] ,2<i<s,
where va s the 2-adic valuation. Consider the algebra
P =P, = Fg[&'l,ag, - 788]/(5711,8§k2, o ,E?ks),

denote by &; the image of €; in the quotient algebra P, let T: P — P be the involution given by 7(&1) = &1,
T(&) =& + 5?173, 2 <i<s, and put

PT={xzeP|r(x)=2}CP
to be the subalgebra of T-invariant elements. For 1 < m < n consider the sequence
P/E) 5 PTIE) 5 P/ED),
where J is induced by the inclusion PT C P. Then the following holds.
1 (id+7)(P/(e1") = &1 - (PT/(e1"))-
2. J restricted to (id +7)(P/(€")) is injective.
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3. There is an isomorphism

PT/(ET) Z Faler, e, ..., e x]/(e]", €1 ~x,x2,h2,h3,...,hs),
k2—1 . .
ho := e%@_" T+ Z e%kz —2 ~e§],
j=0

ki—1

ki 2i—3)-2Fi — 2i—4)-2%i . ki _gi+1 i .
hi:zefl—i—egz ) "-:v—i—egl )2 E el ' T¥ el |, 3<i<s,
=0
given by ey — &1, T +— é’f_lég, ey > E5 + E182, € > & + 5%1_452, 3 <i<s. In particular, we have
! ’
2k2 2ks 2
]F2[627"'5657‘r]/(62 yees g T )a n Odda
PT =2F1\ F 2kl _okh 2k ok =1 ok
J(EF ) = A Faler, ... e5]/(ef ",e5?,...,es "er-ef ' ), n even, n # 251,
’ ’ ’ ’ k! i1 .
2k1 oka 2Fs ky—1 ok _oit 27 _ ok
Faler,...,es]/ (el "ye3 ..o e5 “oen- (D052, €] - e5 , n =28

where | € N is such that n = 2¥(2l — 3) and

ki, i #£2, 1,
ki—1, i=24#1,
ki+1, l=i#1,
ki, i=1=2.

Note that ki = va(n), ky = [logyn] and k] = [log, 225, 3 < i < s.

Proof. Put _
€1 =8, Ey:=Es4E18EPT, &=+ 5% eP,3<i<s.

The monomials o .

ghgh g 0<ii<n,0<i; <2 2<j<s,
form a basis of P. Inducting on the multidegree (isis—1...41) of the monomial ézf 5‘? ...&% in the lexi-
graphical order it is straightforward to see that 1'€52 ... &% € PT +P7&,. It follows that 1 and &, generate

‘P as a module over P7. The morphism id +7 is clearly P7-linear and we have
(ld—l—T)(l) =0, (id"’T)(gQ) =¢£,

so the first claim follows.
Put z := 5‘?7152. Again inducting on the multidegree one obtains that the set

s =

501 502 Si2 gls 7
S

i
eley ... e, ey...

0<i;<n, 0<ip<2F7 0<i; <2M 3<j<s, (3.1.2.1)

)

generates P” as a vector space over Fa. Furthermore, these elements are linearly independent in P,
thus (3.1.2.1) is a basis of P7. We have &1 = &gy = 0, &18}* = élllﬂ, el = 0, thus multiplication by &;
takes the elements of this basis either to 0 or to distinct elements of the basis. It follows that

g

ez, 0<ip<m,0<ig<2 1 0<i; <2/ 3<5<s, (3.1.2.2)

11 512 Sig 512
€l'éy...es, ex...

form a basis of P7/(&"). Then (id+7)(P/(€7*)) = &1 - (P7/(€")) is generated by the elements
ez el 1<ii<m,0<iy<227l 0<i; <2, 3<j<s,

whose images under J are clearly linearly independent. This proves the second claim.
For the third claim we first check the multiplicative relations between é€; and z. The relation e}" =0 is
clear, the relations €; - # = 0 and 2 = 0 hold in P, thus also in P7 and P7/(*). The relations h; = 0,
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where h; is the image of h; in P, also hold already in P, thus in P™ and P7/(7"), which could be seen
expanding

_oka—1 kz—1  _gka—1 gkp—1 _ok; (

2 | = = \2 2i—4_ \2ki _ _(2i—4)-2% oki
€3 = (&5 +&182) =& & , ¢ )

g +&] "&2 =& & , 3<i<s,

and substituting é; = &1, é2 = 5% + &182 and T = 5‘?7152 into the formula defining h;. Thus we have a
homomorphism

Foler, ez, ... es,x]/(el,e1 -z, 2% ho, hs, ..., hs) = PT/(ET)

induced by e; — e; and xz +— Z. This homomorphism is clearly surjective, and is an isomorphism by the
dimension count using the basis (3.1.2.2) on the right-hand side.

Finally, let m = 2% and let [ € N be such that n = 2¥1(2] — 3). Note that the integers k;, 2 < i < s,
are defined in such a way that the following inequalities hold:

(20 — 3)28 1 < n < (20 — 3)2ki.
First suppose [ # 2. Then we have

22 —p >k gk it > olml s ok 0 < < Ky — 2,
(20 —4)-2F >9M 3<i<s, (20—3)-2M —n>1,i#l,

and it follows that for some h} € Faleq, e, ..., €5, ] we have
ko—1 k k; i—3).2Fi _p— k . i
ho=e27 +e2" hh, hi=eX 4 (e-a) TV L 2N 3 << i £

If n is odd, then [ > s, so it follows from the above that

k k ko—1 k ks
Foler,...,es,x]/(e2 ", e1-x, a2 ho,hs, ... hs) =Faler,... es x]/(eF " e -x,a% e e§3 el

) ) » T

since the ideals are the same. Furthermore, we have k1 = 0 and

k ko —1 k ks ko —1 k: ks
Foler,...,es,x]/(e? " er-ma? el e’ ... €2 ) 2 Fales,...,eq,x]/(e2 " €3, ...,e2 " 2?).

’ » T

If n is even, then | < s and we have h; = elzkl + x4+ e%kl - hy, thus

2k1 2
Faler,...,es,x]/(e] ,e1-x, 2% ha,hg,... hs) =
ok1 9 ok2—1 ogk3 oki—1 ok oki41 oks
=TFoler,...,es,x]/(ef ,e1-x,x%e5 ez ,....ej ,ef +x,efq ,...,€5 )=
ok1  gko—1 2ké 2kg 2k2—1
gIFQ[ela-'-ves]/(el ) €2 y€3 5565 ,€1°€ )a
where k] = k;, if i # | and k] = k; + 1. The claim follows.
Now suppose | = 2, i.e. n = 21 then
; ki ; ki k1 ;
(20 —3)-2% —n>1, (2i—4)-2% >2" 3<i<s,
and it follows that for some h} € Faleq, e, ..., €5, ] we have
ky 2i—3)-2% —n—1 k1 .
hi =2+ (eg-a) - 27T L 20 3 <<
Then we have
F 2k1 2 hoo h) =T 2k1 2 p 2ks3 2ks
2[61;"'5657$]/(61 ,€1 T, T ,N2,N3,..., S)_ 2[61,..-,65,I]/(61 ,€1T,T, 2763 a"'ves )a

since the ideals are the same. For ho we have

k2—2 k2—2

gh2—1 ok2 o+l o 2 2k2 2 gk2tl_oit2 = o+l 2k2 2, 2k g

ho = €5 +z+ g el ce5, hy=e; 427+ g el ey =e5 +ax"+e] -hy
Jj=0 Jj=0
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for some hf € Faley, e, ..., es, 2], since
ohatl _9it2 > ok2 — gk < 5 < ky —2.

Then using the equality expressing x via hsa, e; and es we obtain

18

2kt ok2 2ks 2 ok2 _oitl o
ZFg[el,...,es]/<el JES .., €5 je1- E o € - e .

21 2 2k3 2ks
Fg[el,...,es,x]/(el Je1- T, ha,es ... € =

3.2 Chow ring of an adjoint quasi-split simple group of type 2D,

In this section we compute the ring Ch*(G) := CH*(G) ® F5 for an adjoint quasi-split simple group of type
A(G) = 2Dgy,. For this we use the previous computations with the submaximal isotropic Grassmannian
and the computation of the conormed Chow ring CHY (G) for the splitting field K of G.

We continue to use the notation of Sections A.2 and A.3. In this section we put

Ch*(-) := CH*(-) ® Fs.

Lemma 3.2.1. Let G be a split simple group of type A(G) = Dy, over a field k and let T < B < G be a
mazimal torus and a Borel subgroup. Consider the parabolic subgroup B < P = P,_1 ,, < G in the notation
of (A.2.6). Then the pullback homomorphism

©*: CH*(G/P) — CH*(G)
for the projection p: G — G/ P is surjective.

Proof. The derived subgroup [L(P), L(P)] < L(P) of the Levi subgroup L(P) < P is isomorphic to SL,,_1,
thus P is special and the claim follows from [ , Lemma 7.1]. O

Theorem 3.2.2. Let G be an adjoint quasi-split simple group over a field k of type A(G) = ?Da,., r > 2.

1. Let T < B < G be a mazimal torus and a Borel subgroup, consider the parabolic subgroup B < P =
Py,_1 2r < G in the notation of (A.2.6) and put L := Lp(war—1 + way) for the respective line bundle
over G/P. Then the pullback for the projection ¢: G — G/ P induces an isomorphism

"1 ChY(G/P)/(er(£)™27) = Ch*(G).
In particular, if 2r is a power of 2, then the pullback homomorphism
¢*: Ch"(G/P) — Ch"(G)
is an isomorphism.

2. There is an isomorphism

k k 1 ok1_ogit+l i
FQ[ela-"aeS]/(e%17'-'7€§5761'(E?I:Olefl ¥ _637)), l:27

k k k
Fg[el,...,es]/(e%1,...,e§5,61-el21 ), >3,

Ch*(G) = {

where | € N is such that 2r = 2™ (21 — 3) and

s=r+1, dege; =1, deges =2, ki =v2(2r), ko= [log,2r],

4
dege; =21 —3, k;= [10g22_r3}, 3<i<s.
i —
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Here vy 1s the 2-adic valuation.

Proof. Let K/k be the splitting field of G, let P be the algebra with involution 7 defined in Lemma 3.1.2
and let the non-trivial element of Gal(K/k) act on P via the involution 7. Then Proposition 3.1.1.(2)
combined with Lemma 2.6.1 yields isomorphisms

0: P = Ch*((G/P)k), ©7:PT = Ch*(G/P).
Furthermore, Lemma 3.1.2.(1) yields an isomorphism
Ch*(G/P)/(e1(L)) = Chi (G/P).

We have ¢*(c1(L£)"2(?")) = 0 by Proposition 3.1.1.(1), thus we have the following commutative diagram
with exact rows.

Ch*(Gk) ik Ch*(G) Chi(G)

S

Ch*((G/P)k)/(c1 (L)) —25 Ch* (G/P) /(1 (L£)"2 (")) — Chli (G/P) —=0

i 4

P/ ) e PTY(E)) s P/(61) 0

Here p, is induced by the projection p: (G/P)x — G/P, the isomorphisms O and O7 are induced by
©, the homomorphisms ¢*, p%, * are induced by the pullback for the projection ¢: G — G/P, and the
unlabelled morphisms are the quotient morphisms. The homomorphism @* is an isomorphism by [ ,
case of orthogonal groups in Section 8] and Theorem 2.7.2.(1). The homomorphism @} is surjective by
Lemma 3.2.1 and is an isomorphism by the dimension count using the explicit presentation for P and
the computation of Ch*(G) recalled in (A.5.2). Then @* is surjective. Furthermore, a simple diagram

chase yields that for injectivity of ¢* it suffices to check that if m.3%©(a) = 0 for a € 73/(511)2(2”), then
(id 4+7)(e) = 0. Consider the following commutative diagram:

Ch*(Gx) —=—= Ch*(G) — = Ch*(Gx)
¢;<OéT @*oéTT @;oéT
P/(gqf(zr)) id+r PT/(_UQ(QT)) I P/(_v2(2r))
Here J is induced by the inclusion P™ C P. We have
@i 000 Jo (id+7)(e) =7 o, 0 Pl 0 O(a) =0,

thus J o (id 4+7)(a) = 0, since ¢% o © is an isomorphism. Then Lemma 3.1.2.(2) yields (id +7)(a) = 0.
Thus ¢* is an isomorphism. The remaining claims of the Theorem follow from this, the isomorphism
O7: P = Ch*(G/P) and Lemma 3.1.2.(3). O

Corollary 3.2.3. Let G be an adjoint quasi-split simple group over a field k of type A(G) = 2Dy, 7 > 2.
Then Ch*(G) does not admit a structure of a Hopf algebra, in particular, the Kiinneth homomorphism

Ch*(G@) ® Ch*(G) —» Ch*" (G x G), z®ywr pi(z) - pi(y),
fails to be an isomorphism.
Proof. Tt follows from Theorem 3.2.2.(2) that Ch*(G) admits a basis given by
ele el 0<ij <2 1<j<s, AL 0<i < 2R

s

eel el 0<ij <M 2<j<s AL 2T <y <2k

s
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in the notation of loc. cit. Then

dimg, Ch™(G) = 2N 142Nk N = ",
=1

Since k; = v2(2r) > 1, the integer 2V 1 +2N=1=%1 is not a power of 2, and it could not be the dimension of
a Hopf algebra by a result of Borel on the structure of finite dimensional connected Hopf algebras | ,
Theorem 7.11 and Proposition 7.8]. (]

3.3 Chow ring of a quasi-split group at the splitting prime

In this section we show that if G is a non-split quasi-split simple group over a field k such that A(G) # 5Dy
and (A(G), 71 (GQ)) # (*Day, 2u2,2), then CH*(G) @ F), = CH}(G), where K /k is the splitting field of G and
p = [K : k]. This is done analysing the pushforward homomorphism =, : CH"(Gg) ® F, — CH"(G) ® F),
which we show to be trivial in this case.

We continue to use the notation of Sections A.2 and A.3. In this section we denote

Ch*(—):=CH"(-)®F,
for some given prime number p.

Lemma 3.3.1. Let G be a non-split quasi-split simple algebraic group over a field k with the splitting field
K/k and let m: Gx — G be the projection. Then the following holds.

1. If (A(G), 71(G)) # (®Day, 2u2.2), then m.: Pic(Gk) — Pic(G) is the zero homomorphism.
2. If (A(G), 1 (G)) = (*Dar, 2u2,2), then
T ([£(@2r1)]) = T ([L(@20)]) = [L(@1)], 7 ([L(@1)]) = [£(@D2r-1)] + [£(D2)]
in Pic(Q) and Pic(Gg) respectively.
Proof. Straightforward from the recollection in Section A.4. O

Proposition 3.3.2. Let G be a non-split quasi-split simple algebraic group over a field k with the splitting
field K/k and let m: Gx — G be the projection. Suppose A(G) # Dy and (A(G), 71 (G)) # (*Day, 2us.2)
and put p := [K : k]. Then 7.: Ch*(Gk) — Ch*(G) is the zero homomorphism.
Proof. Let T < B < G be a maximal torus and a Borel subgroup. We argue case by case on A(G).

2A,. We have p = 2 and it follows from recollection (A.5.2) that the ring Ch*(G ) is either trivial or
Ch*(Gk) 2 Fo [el]/(efmn“)) with dege; = 1. Consider the following commutative diagram.

Ch*((G/B)k) L Ch*(G/B)

)

Ch*(Gg) —=— Ch*(G)

Here ¢: G — G/B, ¢x: Gk — (G/B)k and p: (G/B)x — G/B are the projections. For the line bundle
L(w1) over (G/B)k we have ¢ (c1(L(w1))) = e by recollection (A.4.2). Then for all m € N we have
me(el") = T (e1(L(w1))™) = &7 pu(c1 (L(@1))™).
Furthermore, for the non-trivial element 7 € Gal(K/k) we have
p*pe(cr(L(@1))™) = cr(L(@1))™ + m(er(L(@1))™) = er(L(@1))™ + er(L(wn))™ =

n

= (c1(L(w1)) + c1(L(wn))) - (Y 1 (L)) e (L))" 179

%

|
—

Il
o
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with the last sum being Gal(K/k)-invariant. Then Lemma 2.6.1 yields that
px(c1(L(@1))™) = (er(L(w@1)) + e1(L(@n))) - a = pu(er(L(@1))) -
for some a € Ch*(G/B). Thus
T(e") = ¢ pulcr(L(@1)™) = ¢"pulc1(L(@1))) - " = mu(er) - ¢*a =0

with the last equality following from 7.(e;) = 0 by Lemma 3.3.1.
2D,,. We have p = 2. Consider the parabolic subgroup B < P := P,,_1 ,, < G in the notation of (A.2.6)
and the following commutative diagram.

Ch*((G/P)g) 2~ Ch*(G/P)

)

Ch*(Gg) —=—— Ch*(G)

Here ¢: G — G/P, vi: Gk — (G/P)k and p: (G/P)x — G/P are the projections. The homomorphism
% is surjective by Lemma 3.2.1, thus

m(Ch*(Gk)) = ¢"p+(Ch™(G/P)k).
Lemma 2.6.1 combined with Proposition 3.1.1.(2) and Lemma 3.1.2.(1) yields
p+(Ch™(G/P)k) = c1(Lp(@n-1 + @n)) - (Ch*(G/P)).
Since (A(G),71(G)) # (?Day, 2u2.2), it follows that @, _1 + @, = 0 in X*(71(G)) and
e c1(Lp(wn_1+w@n)) = (" Lp(w@n-1+ @n)) = c1(L(@n-1 + @n)) = c1(Og) = 0.

2Eg¢. We have p = 2. Consider the following commutative diagram.

Ch*((G/B)k) L Ch*(G/B)

)

Ch*(Gg) —=— Ch*(G)

Here ¢: G — G/B, ¢x: Gk — (G/B)k and p: (G/B)x — G/B are the canonical morphisms. By
recollection (A.5.2) we have Ch*(Gf) = Fale1]/(e?). A straightforward computer-assisted computation
shows that for the Schubert cycle Zg,s,s, € Ch*((G/B)k) one has ¢%(Zs,s,s,) = €1, where s; is the
reflection for the simple root «;. Then

Ti(e1) = Ttk (Zsgsasy) = O pe(Zsgsass)-

The Galois group Gal(K/k) acts on Ch*((G/B)k) permuting Schubert cycles accordingly to the permu-
tation of simple roots, thus

P Pe(Zsgsass) = Zsssasy + Lsysasa

Another straightforward computer-assisted computation shows that

Cl(‘c(w2)K)3 = Zsgsusy T Lsssass-

Then the injectivity part of Lemma 2.6.1 yields

C1 (‘C(WQ))B = p*(2535452)'

Since the fundamental weight ws belongs to the root lattice, it follows that e = 0 in X* (71 (G)) and
mu(e1) = 6" pu(Zsyss:) = 971 (L(2))* = e1(L(@2))* = 0.
3Dy4. We have p = 3 and the claim is trivial, since Ch*(Gx) = F3 by recollection (A.5.2). O
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Theorem 3.3.3. Let G be a non-split quasi-split simple group over a field k with the splitting field K/k and
suppose that A(G) # °Dy and (A(G), 71 (G)) # (*Day, 2u22). Then for p = [K : k] there is an isomorphism

Ch*(G) = F,leq,eq,.. .,es]/(e’fkl,egkz,.. .,e’;ks), dege; = d;,

with the parameters s, d;, k; given in the Table 1.

Proof. Proposition 3.3.2 yields that the quotient morphism Ch*(G) — CH(G) is an isomorphism. Thus
the claim follows from Theorem 2.8.2. O

3.4 Chow ring of a quasi-split group away from the splitting primes

In this section we compute the Chow ring Ch*(G) := CH*(G) ® F,, for a non-split quasi-split simple group
G over a field k assuming that p is coprime to [K : k] where K is the splitting field of G. For this we
show that for such p one has Ch*(G) = Ch* (G ) (5/%) and then we compute the Galois action and the
subalgebra of invariant elements.

We continue to use the notation of Sections A.2 and A.3. In this section we put

Ch*(-) = CH*(-) ®F,
for some given prime number p.

Lemma 3.4.1. Let X € Smy, K/k be a field extension of finite degree and p be a prime such that
pt|[K : k]. Then for the projection w: X — X the pullback homomorphism

7 : Ch*(X) — Ch*(Xk)
1$ 1njective.
Proof. This is well-known and follows from | , Example 1.7.4]. O

Lemma 3.4.2. Let G be a quasi-split group over a field k with the splitting field K/k and let p € N be a
prime such that p{[K : k]. Then for the projection m: Gx — G the pullback homomorphism

7*: Ch*(G) — Ch*(Gk)
is injective and 7 (Ch*(G)) = (Ch* (G ))CGaK/k)
Proof. The homomorphism 7* is injective by Lemma 3.4.1. Furthermore, it is clear that
m*(Ch*(@)) € (Ch*(Gx)) /P,

Let B < G be a Borel subgroup and consider the following commutative diagram.

Ch*(G/B) —> Ch*((G/B)x)

‘| |

Ch*(G) — = Ch*(Gx)

Here ¢: G — G/B, ¢x: Gk — (G/B)k and p: (G/B)x — G/B are the projections. Since G is split,
¢’ is surjective by Theorem 2.5.6. Let o € (Ch*(Gx))%2/5/%) and pick some 8 € Ch*((G/B)x) such that
@5 (B8) = a. Then the element

B=erm o(8) € Ch*((G/B)x)
" seGal(K/k)

is Gal(K/k)-invariant and Lemma 2.6.1 yields that there exists v € Ch*(G/B) such that p*(vy) = 8. Then

ﬁ*w*(v)):sb}(p*(v)):[; 5 Y e@-a
" seGal(K/k)

It follows that 7*(Ch*(G)) = (Ch* (G ) (E/F) yielding the claim. O
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Theorem 3.4.3. Let G be a non-split quasi-split simple group over a field k with the splitting field K /k
and let p € N be a prime such that pt [K : k]. If (A(Gk),m(Gk),p) is not in Table 6, then Ch*(G) =2 F,,
otherwise Ch*(G) is given by the following table.

Table 4: Ch*(G) away from the splitting primes

A(G) | m(G) p Ch*(G) dege,
A | B, U n+1 | 2#p] 1| Byled/(er), m = 2 >
a1 2 Faler]/(¢3) ;

3la o 2 Falel, ez, e3,e4]/(ef, €3, €3, €3, e1e, e1e3, €5 + e2e3) | 2,3,3,3
Fo |1 3 Falerl/(}) .

2u3 3 Fsle1, e2]/(€3,€3) 1.4

Here vy, is the p-adic valuation.

Proof. The claim follows from Lemma 3.4.2, the computation of Ch*(Gk) recalled in (A.5.2) and the
description of the action of Gal(K/k) on Ch*(Gk).

If (A(Gk),m1(Gk),p) is not in Table 6, then Ch*(Gk) = F,, and the claim follows. Otherwise, since
p1[K : k], one can easily check that the triple (A(Gg), 71 (Gk),p) is in Table 4, and we study them case
by case.

A(G) = 2A,,. We have

Ch*(Gx) 2 Fylel/(e”""™"),  dege =1.

In view of recollection (A.4.2) we can assume e = ¢1(£L(c01)). Thus for the nontrivial element 7 € Gal(K/k)
we have

7(e) = T(c1(L(@1))) = er(L(@n)) = —e.

Hence Ch* (G )“(K/k) C Ch*(G ) is the subalgebra generated by e? and the claim follows.
(A(G), 71 (G)) = (3Dy, 1). We have

Ch*(Gg) = Fyle]/(e?), dege=3.
The vector space Fy 2 Ch*(Gx) admits only the trivial action of Gal(K/k), thus e is invariant and
Ch*(G) = Ch* (G )G E/R) = Fyle] /(?).
(A(G), 71 (G)) = (®*Dy, 3ua,2). We have
Ch*(Gg) = Faler, ea,e3]/(ef, €5, €3), dege; =deges =1, deges = 3.

In view of recollection (A.4.2) we can assume e; = ¢1(£(@3)) and ex = ¢1(L(@4)). For a generator
o € Gal(K/k) = C3 we have
0'(61)262, 0'(62)261 + eo.

Let A* C Ch"(Gk) be the subalgebra generated by e1,es. Then it is straightforward to check that
(A*)GalK/k) has a basis given by

1, e% +eres + e%, 6%62 + eleg, eif + 6%62 + e%, e%e%, e?eg.
We have A C Ch*(Gk) a codimension one Gal(K/k)-invariant subspace. Maschke’s theorem yields that

Ch®(Gg) = A% @ Faés
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for some é3 € Chg(GK) with o(é3) = é3. We have é3 = e3 + p(e1,e2) for some degree 3 homogeneous
polynomial. Then we obtain a Gal(K/k)-invariant decomposition

Ch*(Gk) = A" @ A”és,
and it follows that Ch*(Gx ) (K/k) has a basis given by

2 2 2 2 3 2 3 2.2 3.3
1, el+eea+e;, ejeateie;, e]+ejer+e;, ejey, ejey,

> 2 2\ > 2 2\5 3,2 3\ 2.2 33>
€3, (e]+teiea+e3)és, (efea+eies)és, (e] +ejes—+e5)és, eje5és, ejesés.

Thus Ch* (GK)G"“(K/’“) is generated as an algebra by €3 + ejea + €3, €2ea +e1e3, €} + eley + €3 and €3, and
the multiplicative relations are straightforward.
(A(G), 1 (G)) = (®Eg, 1). We have

Ch*(Gg) = F3le]/(e®), dege = 4.

Let T'< B < (G be a maximal torus and a Borel subgroup and consider the characteristic sequence

Chi, (Spec K) % Ch* (G /Br) 255 Ch* (Gc) — 0.
A straightforward computer-assisted computation shows that for the Schubert cycle
Zspsisss: € Ch'(Gx/BK)

its image ¢%(Zsysus5s:) is a generator of Ch*(Gr). We have 7(Zsysys551) = Zspsassse for the nontrivial
element 7 € Gal(K/k), and a further computer-assisted computation shows that Zs,s,s,s1 — Zsysssss 1168
in ¢(Chy,, (Spec K)). Then

T(0k (Zsssasss)) = Ok (T(Zszsasss)) = Ok (Zsrsassse) = Ok (Zossasssr)s
so Gal(K/k) acts trivially on Ch*(G) and
Ch*(G) = Ch* (G )N E/R) =~ Fyle] /(€3), dege = 4.
(A(G), m1(G)) = (*Esg, 2u3). We have
Ch*(Gg) = Fsler,ea)/(e],¢€3), dege; =1, degey = 4.

In view of recollection (A.4.2) we can assume e; = ¢1(£(@1)), thus for the nontrivial element 7 € Gal(K/k)
we have

7(e1) = 1(c1(L(@1))) = e1(L(@s)) = c1(L(—m1)) = —e1.

We have Ch*(Gx) = Fze? @ Fze, and it follows from the above that 7(e}) = e?. Furthermore, the simply
connected case yields 7(e3) = es + ae} for some a € Fs. Since

ea = 12(e2) = T(ez + ael) = e + 2ae],
we have a = 0 and 7(ez) = ez. Thus Ch* (G )2 (K/*) C Ch*(G) is the subalgebra generated by e? and
es. The claim follows. O
3.5 Chow ring of the group of type D, at p=2,3

In this section we compute the ring Ch*(G) := CH*(G)®F,, in the last remaining cases, namely A(G) = 5Dy
and p = 2, 3. This is done partially splitting G to G, with A(GL) =3Dy4 or A(G1) = 2Dy, and analyzing
the Galois action on Ch*(Gg ), where K is the splitting field of G.

We continue to use the notation of Sections A.2 and A.3. In this section we put

Ch*(-) := CH* () ® I,

forp=2orp=23.
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Theorem 3.5.1. Let G be a quasi-split simple group over a field k of type A(G) = Dy. Then forp=2,3
the algebra Ch*(G) is given by the following table.

A(G) | m(G) | p | Ch'(G) dege;

5Dy 1 2 | Fale1]/(€3) 3
Cpu2,2 2 | Faler, e, e3]/ (e, €3, e1e2,€3) | 2,3,3
1, Suzz | 3 | Faler]/(e?) 4

Proof. Let K/k be the splitting field of G and T' < B < G be a maximal torus and a Borel subgroup. We
argue case by case on (m1(G),p).

(m1(G),p) = (Sp2,2,2). Let K/L/k be an intermediate extension with [L : k] = 3 such that Gal(K /L)
stabilizes the root a; on the Dynkin diagram of G, then A(GL) = 2D, with the nontrivial element of
Gal(K/L) permuting the roots as and ay. Consider the parabolic subgroup B < P := P34 < G|, in the
notation of (A.2.6) and consider the following commutative diagram.

Ch*(G1/P) —> Ch* (G / Py)

[ |
Pz/k P}/L

ldfi l@ﬁ}

Ch*(Gp) Ch"(Gk)

* *
TL/k TK/L

Ch*(G)

Here all the morphisms are pullbacks for the respective projections. We have the following;:

o g*, p*L/k, p}/L are injective by Lemma 2.6.1,

. wz/k is injective by Lemma 3.4.1,

e ¢} o1} is an isomorphism by Theorem 3.2.2.(1),

® ¢} oj is an isomorphism, this is well-known, see e.g. the beginning of the proof of Theorem 3.2.2.
It follows that w;(/L = ¢4 0Pk 0 g* o (¢ o})~! is injective, so the composition

Tk = Tr © 71 Ch*(G) — Ch™(Gk)

is injective. It is clear that 7% , (Ch*(G)) € Ch* (G )1 (E/F) " and we claim that this is in fact an equality.
Indeed, pick = € Ch*(G g )G25/%) and consider

V= ko @k o vi) (@), yi=y oY) + o),
where o € Gal(K/k) = S5 is an element of order 3. It is clear that o(y) = y. For the nontrivial element

7 € Gal(K/L) C Gal(K/k) we have 7(y') = ¢/, since 7(x) = x by the assumption and ¢ and ¢x are
obtained by a base change from Spec L. Then

T(y) =7W) +70y) + 10 () =T(W) + () +or(y) =y + W) +o(y) =,

and it follows that y € Ch*(Gg/Bg)%*5/F) . Lemma 2.6.1 yields that there exists z € Ch*(G/B) such
that

(pL/k o pK/L)*(Z) =Y.
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Therefore, we have
W;{/k(b*(z) = Qb;((y) = (b*K(’y/ —+ O'(y/) + 0'2(’y/)) _ gb;{(y/) + O'(b*K(yl) i 0-2¢;((y/) P N
with the third equality following from the fact that ¢x is obtained by a base change from Spec k. Then
Tie/i(Ch*(G)) = Ch* (Ge) S

as claimed, and it remains to compute the algebra of invariants.
We have an isomorphism

O: Ch*(Gg) = Faleq, e, e3]/(ef, e, €2), dege; =degey =1, deges =3,
by recollection (A.5.2). A straightforward computer-assisted computation with the characteristic sequence
Chy, (Spec K) — Ch*(Gk /Bk) — Ch*(Gk) — 0
yields that there is a choice of the isomorphism © such that

T(e1) = e2, T(e2)=e1, o(e1)=ea, o(e2)=e1+ es,

2 2 2 2
T(es) = es + efea + e1e5, o(es) =e3 +ejea + ere; + eg

for order 2 and order 3 elements 7,0 € Gal(K/k) = S3. As in the proof of Theorem 3.4.3.(3), a basis of
the o-invariant subalgebra of Ch*(G) is given by

1

- 2 2y 5 2 2y 5 3., 2 35 2.2 33>
€3, (el teiea+e3)és, (efea+eies)és, (e] +ejes—+e5)és, ejezés, ejesés.

2 2 2 2 3 2 3 2 2 3.3
, €] +teieate;, efes+tere;, e] +ejes+ey, ejey, ejey, (3511)

for some €5 = e3+p(e1, e2) with p being a homogeneous polynomial of degree 3. Using the above description
for the action we see that one can choose

~ . 2

ez = e3 + ere;.

It turns out that all the elements of the basis (3.5.1.1) except €3 + e3es + €3 and (€3 + eZes + €3)é3 are also
T-invariant, while

T(e} + eles +€5) = (ef + eles + €5) + (el + ered),
7((e3 + eFea + €3)E3) = (€3 + efea + €3)é3 + (eleq + e1e3)é3.

It follows that the remaining 10 elements form a basis of Ch*(G'x ) “2/(5/k) | The claim of the theorem follows
with e +e1ez + €3, efes + e1€3 and e3 + e1€3 being the algebra generators of Ch* (G g )9I(K/%) =~ Ch*(G).
(m1(G),p) = (1,2). Let K/L/k be an intermediate extension with [L : k] = 3 and f: G — G be the
adjoint quotient. Consider the following commutative diagram.
Ch*(G) —25 Cn* (1) —/% on* (G )
lf * fi lf i

x *
TL/k TK/L

Ch*(G) —— Ch*(GL) —= Ch*(Gk)
Here all the morphisms are pullbacks for the respective projections. By recollection (A.5.2) we have
Ch*(Gk) 2 Fale]/(e?), Ch*(Gk) = Faler, ea,e3)/ (el €3, €3),

where for the second isomorphism we choose the same one as above in the proof. We have f%(61)7:
fic(e2) = 0 by Lemma A.4.3. Furthermore, f}; is surjective by Theorem 2.5.6, since Gx/Bx = Gk /Bk

o1



for the respective Borel subgroups, and thus fj;(e3) = e. Then by the adjoint case discussed above there

exists an element é € Ch*(G) such that
Fimr 7€) = fi(es + ered) = e.

Hence the composition f}k{ﬁ;(/Lﬁ-Z/k = W;(/Lﬂ'z/kf* is surjective, and it follows that w}/sz/k is surjective
as well. Moreover, the homomorphism 77 ,, is injective by Lemma 3.4.1, and Ch*(GL) = Ch*(Gk) by
Theorem 3.3.3 and recollection (A.5.2), thus 77, s, and 77, are isomorphisms. The claim follows.

(m1(G),p) = (Su22,3). Let K/L/k be the intermediate Galois extension with [L : k] = 2. Then
A(GL) = *Dy. Consider the following commutative diagram.

Ch*(G1/Br) —2—~ Ch*(Gy)

%l lth
5

CHy r, (Spec L) — CHy (G /Br) —— CH}(GL)

Here the bottom row is the conormed characteristic sequence from Definition 2.5.5, G, and G /By, are
considered as varieties over L, the vertical homomorphisms are the quotient morphisms, and ¢7, ¢Z*L are
the pullbacks for the projection ¢, : G, — G /Byr. The bottom sequence is exact in the sense of Defini-
tion 2.5.4. The algebra CHJ 1, (Spec L) was computed in Proposition 2.3.2 and CH} (G1./Br) is an explicit
quotient of Ch*(G'/Br) which in turn can be identified by Lemma 2.6.1 with Ch*(G /By )%5/L) and
admits a description via Schubert cycles. Let pg,r: Gx/Bx — Gr/Br be the projection. We have
CH}(GL) = Fsle]/(e®) by Theorem 2.8.2 and a straightforward computer-assisted computation shows
that for the cycle Z € Ch*(G/By) such that Prc/i(Z) = Zsys,555, the element ¢%(Z) is a generator of

CHY(GL) = F3. The homomorphism ¢; is an isomorphism
q1: Ch*(GL) i} CH*K(GL) = Fg[@]/(@B)

by Proposition 3.3.2. It follows that ¢%(Z) is a generator of Ch*(Gp) = Fs.
Consider the following diagram.

Ch*(G/B) ——~ Ch* (@)

lPZ/k lw*
oL

Ch*(GL/BL) I Ch*(GL)

lP;{/L

Ch*(Gk/Bk)

Here all the morphisms are pullbacks for the respective projections. Since pj, / 1(Z) = Zsys 555, 15 clearly
Gal(K /k)-invariant (the group permutes aq, a3, ay and s1, s3, 84 commute with each other), Lemma 2.6.1
yields that there exists Z’ € Ch*(G/B) such that Pr(Z2') = Z. Then *¢*(Z') is a generator of Ch%(Gp)
and it follows that 7* is surjective. At the same time 7* is injective by Lemma 3.4.1, thus it is an
isomorphism. The claim follows.

(m1(G),p) = (1,3). Let K/L/k be the intermediate Galois extension with [L : k] = 2, then A(GL) =
3Dy4. Let f: G — G be the adjoint quotient and consider the following diagram.

Ch*(G) ——= Ch*(Gy1)

A

Ch*(G) —~= Ch*(Gy1)
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Here all the morphisms are pullbacks for the respective projections. The morphism f; is surjective by a
combination of Proposition 3.3.2 and Theorem 2.5.6, thus an isomorphism by the dimension count and
Theorem 3.3.3. The morphism 7* is an isomorphism by the proof in the adjoint case above, and 7* is
injective by Lemma 3.4.1. Thus f* is an isomorphism yielding the claim. O

A Recollection on algebraic groups

A.1 Some groups of multiplicative type and their representations

A.1.1. An affine algebraic group S over a field k is of multiplicative type, if Skser is diagonalizable [ ,
Chapter 12]. Algebraic tori, their subgroups and quotient groups are of multiplicative type. Recall | ,
Theorem 12.23] that the category of groups of multiplicative type over a field k is dual to the category
of finitely generated Z-modules equipped with a continuous action of Gal(k*°?/k) with the contravariant

equivalence given by
S = X*(S) := Hom(Skser, Gyy,).

A.1.2. A quasi-trivial (or induced) torus T over a field k is the torus corresponding to a permutation
Gal(k*°? /k)-module. One can show | , Lemma 12.61 and below] that a quasi-trivial torus is a torus T
admitting an isomorphism

T RLl/ka X ... X RLr/ka

for some finite separable field extensions Ly, ..., L,/k, where Ry, /;G,,, 1 <1i <, are the respective Weil
restrictions of a one-dimensional split torus.

Let L/k be a finite separable extension of fields and let R := Ry, /G, be the Weil restriction of a one-
dimensional split torus. Put Vi := Ry, /kA,lc. Since Weil restrictions commute with products, the standard
action G,, x A} — A} gives rise to the action

RxVr = Rpi(Gm x AL) = Ry A = Va.

Recall that Vi = RL/kAl ~ A} with n = [L : k], and it is straightforward to see that the above action is
linear. We refer to it as the standard vector representation of R. It is well-known that R can be identified
with the open subset of Vi given by the condition Ny, # 0, where Ny, is the norm form of the field
extension L/k. We briefly recall some details. Let L/k be a Galois closure of L/k, which also coincides
with the splitting field of R. A choice of a basis {e1,ea,...,e,} for L over k gives rise to an isomorphism
Ve = A} = Spec k[x1, Z2, ..., zy,] and under this isomorphism the norm form can be described as

Npjp(x1,22,. .0 ,20) = H o(rie; + ...+ xpen) € k[z1,...,20] € Llxy,. .., 2],
oceg/g’

where G = Gal(L/k), G’ = Gal(L/L), and the product is taken over some chosen set of representatives of
the cosets G/G’. Note that the formula does not depend on the choice of the set of representatives of G/G’,
since e; € L, so all e; are stable under the action of G’.

A.1.3. In the article we repeatedly use the following groups of multiplicative type over a field k associated
with a degree 2 Galois field extension L/k. These groups are naturally closed subgroups of R := Ry /,Gy,.
Recall that there is a canonical isomorphism X*(R) & Z @& Z with the nontrivial element 7 € Gal(L/k)
permuting the elements of the basis, 7(x1,z2) = (22, z1).

e 2G,, with X*(®G,,) = Z, 7(z) = —z. The closed embedding 2G,, < R corresponds to the projection
X*(R)=Z®Z — Z=X*(*Gn), (x1,72) — o1 — x2. The group 2G,, is a unique non-trivial twisted
form of G, split by L.

o 2y with X*(2u;) = Z/1Z, 7(Z) = —&. The closed embedding 2u; < R corresponds to the projection
X*(R)=Z®Z — Z)IZ = X* (%), (x1,22) — Ty — T2. If | > 3, then the group 2y, is a unique
non-trivial twisted form of the group of [-th roots of unity pu; split by L. If | = 2, then 2uy = ps.
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o 2o o with X*(2us2) = Z/2Z ® Z/2Z, 7(T1,T2) = (T2,Z1). The closed embedding 2us 2 < R corre-
sponds to the projection X*(R) = Z® Z — Z/2Z & Z/2Z = X*(2u22), (x1,22) — (T1,T2). The
group 2us o is a unique non-trivial twisted form of the group po x po split by L. Moreover, one has
2Uug2 = Ry, p2 for the Weil restriction Ry /ppu2 of pa.

Restricting the standard vector representation Vg to the respective subgroups we obtain the following
standard vector representations of dimension 2:

2VGm = VR|(2(Gm)7 QVM = VR|(2M); 2‘/#2’2 = VR|(2H2,2)'

Furthermore, if | = 2m is even, then 2y; admits a linear sign representation 2Aff2m given by the Galois-
invariant character m € Z/2mZ = X*(2uam).

We also have the following groups associated with a degree 3 Galois field extension L/k and to a degree
6 Galois field extension with Gal(L/k) = Ss.

® 3ug 0 with X*(3ug2) = Z/2Z & Z/2Z and Gal(L/k) = C3 permuting the non-zero elements. The
group 32,2 is a unique non-trivial twisted form of the group po x po split by L.

® 6150 with X*(Sug2) = Z/27Z ® Z/27Z and Gal(L/k) = Ss = Aut(Z/2Z & Z/2Z) acting as the whole
group of automorphisms. The group 6us 2 is a unique non-trivial twisted form of the group po X 2
with the splitting field L.

A.1.4. Let S be a group of multiplicative type over a field k. Then the category Rep(S) of representations
of S is a semisimple abelian category and the isomorphism classes of simple objects are classified by the
orbits of Gal(k®*?/k) acting on X*(S) | , Theorem 12.30]. In particular, for the representation ring
Rep(S) there is a canonical isomorphism

Rep(S) = Z[X*(8)] Gl /R) (A.1.4.1)

For A € X*(S) we denote by x* the corresponding element in Z[X*(S)], and for a Gal(k*®P /k)-invariant
subset Q C X*(S) the element ), o x* corresponds to a representation of S which we denote by V(Q).
The class of a representation V' € Rep(S) in Rep(S) is denoted by [V] and we freely use the above
isomorphism, in particular, we have [V (Q)] = ZAEQ{EA. For a homomorphism p: S; — Sy we denote by
Res,: Rep(S2) — Rep(S1) the induced homomorphism of the representation rings. Isomorphism (A.1.4.1)
is functorial, in particular, the following diagram commutes.

Rep(S2) ——= Z[X*(So)] Gk /k)
Rep(S1) —— Z[X*(S;)] G /k)

Let L/k be a degree 2 Galois field extension. Then we have the following formulae for the classes of the
standard vector representations introduced above:

[Vg] = (1.0 4 5(0.1) [2Vm] =2l 4 e 1 [2VH2Y2] = 210 4 x(ﬁ,i), [2A;jfzm] — M

A.2 Quasi-split simple groups
A.2.1. Let G be a reductive group over a field k.

o , Definition 17.67] G is quasi-split, if there exists a Borel subgroup B < G.

o | , Definition 18.7] Suppose that G is semisimple. The fundamental group of G is the kernel
m1(G) := ker(G — @) of the simply connected cover. The group G is adjoint, if its center is trivial,
or, equivalently, if its fundamental group coincides with the center of the simply connected cover.
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A.2.2. Let G be a quasi-split semisimple group over a field k and let T' < B < G be a maximal torus and
a Borel subgroup. Then Tyser < Bjser < Gyser gives rise to a pinned root datum and since B is defined
over k, the action of Gal(k*?? /k) on X*(T') stabilizes the set of simple roots IT C X*(T") yielding an action
of Gal(k*°? /k) on the Dynkin diagram of Gser. A simply connected quasi-split semisimple group over k is
determined up to an isomorphism by the action of Gal(k*®?/k) on the Dynkin diagram of Gser [ )
Proposition 27.8], see also | , Theorem 25.33] and | , Theorem 2|. Tt follows that a quasi-split
semisimple group is determined by its fundamental group and the action of Gal(k**?/k) on the Dynkin
diagram of Ggser. We refer to the Dynkin diagram of Ggser together with the action of Gal(k*¢? /k) as the
type of G and denote it by A(G), so quasi-split semisimple groups are classified by the pairs (A(G), 71 (G))
consisting of the type of G and the fundamental group of G. Note that A(Ggser) is just the Dynkin diagram
of Gkse?.

Lemma A.2.3 (| , Exercise 25-4]). Let G be a quasi-split semisimple group over a field k and let
T < B < G be a mazimal torus and a Borel subgroup. Suppose that G is simply connected or adjoint.
Then T 1is quasi-trivial.

Proof. The set of simple roots associated with Tgsep < Bpser < Gpsep is stable under the action of the
Galois group Gal(k*?? /k) on the lattice of characters X*(T). In the adjoint case the simple roots form a
basis of X*(T') giving a permutation basis under the action of the Galois group. In the simply connected
case a permutation basis of X*(T') is given by the set of fundamental weights, which are permuted by the
Galois group, since they are dual to the simple roots. O

A.2.4. By a simple group in the present article we mean a geometrically almost-simple group in the sense
of [ , Definition 19.7], i.e. a semisimple group with A(Ggser) being a connected Dynkin diagram.

A.2.5. Let G be a non-split quasi-split simple group over a field k and let T' < B < GG be a maximal torus
and a Borel subgroup. Then A(Gpser) = Ay, n > 2, Dy, n > 4, or Eg, since only these connected Dynkin
diagrams admit non-trivial automorphisms. We recall some structural data in these cases.

A,, n > 2. The action of Gal(k**?/k) on the Dynkin diagram factors through an action of Gal(L/k)
for a degree 2 Galois field extension L/k which is the splitting field of the maximal torus T. The type of G
in this case is denoted by A(G) = ?A,,. The corresponding quasi-split simply connected group is denoted
by G*¢(?A,,) and it is isomorphic to the special unitary group SU(V, k), where (V,h) is a non-degenerate
hermitian form over L/k of dimension n + 1 and of maximal Witt index | , Example 27.9]. We use
the following notation for roots and weights (see | , Example 22.34]):

o X = (@:’;1 Rei) /R(e1 +e2+ ...+ enq1) and €; € A denotes the image of e;,
e simple roots: a; :=€; — €41 € Ar, 1 <1 < n,
e fundamental weights: w; :=€1 +e2+ ...+ ¢, 1 <i<n.

In the simply connected case we have X*(T) = @, Zw; = D, Ze; < A with the action of the
nontrivial element 7 € Gal(L/k) given by 7(e;) = —€p42—;. For the center Z < G*¢(?A,,) we have

X*(Z) = X*(T)/ ém ~7/(n+1)Z

=1

and the embedding Z < T corresponds to the projection X*(T) — X*(Z) given by ¢; — 1 € Z/(n + 1)Z,
1<i<mn,sow; —7€Z/(n+ 1)Z. The action of Gal(L/k) on X*(Z) is compatible with the projection,
thus 7(x) = —z and Z 2 2y, in the notation of Section A.1. In particular, for a quasi-split simple group
G of type 2A,, one has G = G*¢(?A,,)/2u; for some I | n + 1. We denote by G*¥(%A,,) := G*°(?A,.) /211
the adjoint group.

Dy, n > 5. The action of Gal(k*®?/k) on the Dynkin diagram factors through an action of Gal(L/k)
for a degree 2 Galois field extension L/k which is the splitting field of the maximal torus 7. The type
of G in this case is denoted by A(G) = 2D,,. The corresponding quasi-split simply connected group is
denoted by G*¢(?D,,) and it is isomorphic to Spin(V, q), where (V, q) is a non-degenerate quadratic form of
dimension 2n, of Witt index n—1 and with the discriminant quadratic field extension being L/k | ,
Example 27.10]. We use the following notation for roots and weights (see [ , Planche IV]):
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n
L] XR = @i:l Rei,
e simple roots: a; :=e; —e;41, 1 <i<n—1, a, :=e,_1 +€n,

e fundamental weights: w; :=e; +ea+...+¢;, 1 <i<n—2,w,_1:= %(61 +eat...+en1—ep),
Wy = %(61 +er+ ...t en_1+en).

In the simply connected case we have X*(T) = @, Zw; < Xr with the action of the nontrivial element
7 € Gal(L/k) given by 7(wyn—1) = @y, 7(wn) = wp—1 and 7(w;) = w; for 1 < i < n — 2. This action
extends to Ak via 7(e,) = —e, and 7(e;) = e; for 1 <i <n — 1. For the center Z < G*¢(?D,,) we have
T Z/AZ n is odd
xX*(2)=x"(T Loy = ’
(2) ( )/Ze_? {Z/2Z X Z/2Z, n is even.

If n is odd, then the embedding Z < T corresponds to the projection X*(T) — X*(Z) given by
@i BELJAL 1 <i<n—2, wn 1+ 1€L/AL, w,— 3 e Z/AL.
If n is even, then the embedding Z < T corresponds to the projection X*(T') — X*(Z) given by
@i (1,4) € L)2L X 2)27,1 <i<n—2, wu_1+ (1,0), @, (0,1).

The action of Gal(L/k) on X*(Z) is compatible with the projection, thus it is given by  — —x on Z/4Z,
if n is odd and by (z1,z2) — (z2,21) on Z/27Z x Z/2Z, if n is even, and in the notation of Section A.l
we have Z 2 2y for n odd and Z 22 2u5 5 for n even. In both cases X*(Z) admits a unique non-trivial
quotient Galois module and this module is isomorphic to Z/27Z with the trivial action. In particular, for a
quasi-split simple group G with A(G) = ?D,,, n > 5, one has G = G*¢(?D,,)/m1(G) with 71 (G) = 1, ug or
24 for odd n and 71(G) = 1, o or 2us 2 for even n. We denote by G*(?Da,41) := G*¢(*Da;41) /214 and
by G(?Da,.) := G*¢(2Da,.) /212 2 the respective adjoint groups. Note that in contrast to the split situation
in the non-split case there is a unique intermediate group between G*¢(?Da,.) and G%¢(?Da,.).

Dy. The action of Gal(k*¢?/k) on the Dynkin diagram factors through a subgroup of the automorphism
group of the diagram which is isomorphic to S3. If the action factors through a subgroup of order 2, then
the same reasoning (possibly renumbering the simple roots) as in the case n > 5 applies, yielding the groups
G*¢(?Dy), G*¢(®Dy4)/p2 and G4 (2Dy4) = G*¢(®Dy4)/2u2.2. In the remaining cases the splitting field L of the
maximal torus T is either of degree 3 over k or of degree 6 over k with the Gal(L/k) = S5 in the latter
case. The type of G in these cases is denoted by A(G) = 3Dy and by A(G) = Dy respectively, with the
corresponding simply connected groups denoted by G*¢(*Dy4) and by G*¢(°Dy4). In both cases the Galois
group acts irreducibly on X*(Z) = Z /27 & Z/27Z for the center Z < G*¢(3Dy) (resp. Z < G*¢(5Dy)),
yielding Z 2 3us o (resp. Z = 6us5) and the non-split quasi-split groups are given by G*¢(*D,) and
by G(3Dy) = G*¢(3Dy4)/3u22 (resp. G*¢(°Dy) and G*¥(°Dy) := G*¢(°Dy)/6u22) in the notation of
Section A.1.

Eg. The action of Gal(k**?/k) on the Dynkin diagram factors through an action of Gal(L/k) for a
degree 2 Galois field extension L/k which is the splitting field of the maximal torus T. The type of G in
this case is denoted by A(G) = 2Eg, the corresponding quasi-split simply connected group is denoted by
G*¢(?Eg). We use the following notation for roots and weights (see [ , Planche V]):

o X = {$1€1+$2€2+...+$g€gER8|$6=$7=—JJ8}SRs,

[ ] simple roots: a1 = %(61 — €y — €3 — €4 — €5 —C€g —67+€g), Q9 = €1 +€2, Q3 1= €3 — €1, Oy :— €3 — €9,
Q5 1= €4 — €3, (g 1= €5 — €4,

e fundamental weights: wy := %(eg —e7 — €g), o 1= %(61 +extestestes—eg—er+eg), ws =

%(—61+62+63+€4+€5)+%(68—67—66), wy 1= e3testes—eg—ertes, ws 1= e4+65+%(68_67_66)7
o 1
we = €5 + 5(68 —e7 — 66).

In the simply connected case we have X*(T) = @?:1 Zw; with the action of the nontrivial element
T € Gal(L/k) given by

T(w1) = we, T(w2)=w2, 7(ws)=1ws, 7T(ws)=ws, 7(ws)=ws, 7(ws) =wi.
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For the center Z < G*¢(?Eg) we have
6
XN(Z)=Xx*(T)) P Za: = Z/3Z

and the embedding Z < T corresponds to the projection X*(T') — X*(Z) given by
wa, Wy — 0 € Z/3Z, w,ws—1€ZL/3L, w3, we— 2E€ ZL/3L.

The action of Gal(L/k) on X*(Z) is compatible with the projection, thus it is given by 7(z) = —x and
Z = 2u3 in the notation of Section A.1. We denote by G%4(%Eg) = G*(?Eg)/2us the corresponding
adjoint group. In particular, for a quasi-split simple group G with A(G) = 2Eg one has G = G*¢(?Eg) or
G = G"(*Eg).

A.2.6. Let G be a quasi-split semisimple group over a field k with a maximal torus and a Borel subgroup
T < B <G andlet I C A(Gpser) be a subset of its Dynkin diagram stable under the action of Gal(k*°? /k).
Then the corresponding parabolic subgroup of Gser | , Theorem 21.91] is defined over k, and we
denote it by P; < G. In particular, Py = B while maximal proper Gal(k*°? /k)-stable subsets I C A(Gjzer)
correspond to maximal proper parabolic subgroups Pr < G. For 1 <14y < iy < ... < i; < rank(Gpser) such
that J := {ai,, iy, ..., i, © A(Gpser) is Gal(k*“? /k)-stable we put

P iy iy = Pa(Geer)\J-

A.3 Vector bundles on homogeneous varieties

A.3.1. Let G be an algebraic group over a field k£ and let H < G be a closed subgroup. Descent gives rise
to an equivalence between the category of representations of H and the category of G-equivariant vector
bundles over G/H,

Rep(H) = Vecta(G/H), V(G xV)/H,

where H acts on G via (h,g) — gh~!. Forgetting about the equivariant structure we obtain a vector
bundle V over G/H.

A.3.2. Let G be a quasi-split reductive group over a field £ with a maximal torus and a Borel subgroup
T < B < G. According to (A.1.4), a finite Gal(k*? /k)-invariant subset Q C X*(T) gives rise to V(Q) €
Rep(T) such that

ksep Z xr

xeQ

Since the embedding T' < B has a canonical splitting, it follows that V' (Q) can be viewed as a representation
of B in a canonical way. We denote by V(Q) the associated vector bundle over G/B,

V(Q) := (G xV(Q))/B.

If @ = {w} consists of a single element, we usually denote by L(w) := V({w}) the corresponding linear
representation and by L(w) := V({w}) the corresponding line bundle.

Suppose G is semisimple of rank n, let f: G — G be the simply connected cover and put T :
f~UT), B := f~Y(B). Then for a finite Gal(k*??/k)-invariant subset Q C X*(T) the vector bundle

V(Q) over G/B can be considered as a vector bundle over G/B via the isomorphism G/B = G/B
induced by f. For a Gal(k®*°P/k)-invariant fundamental weight w; € X*(T') and a Gal(k**?/k)-invariant
set {wi,, Wiy, ..., i, } C{w1,wa,...,wn} C AT [') of fundamental weights we put

L= ‘C(wl)a Vi11i2 »»»»» iy = V({wn y Wigy « -+ Wi })

viewed as vector bundles over G/B.
Let 1 <41 <ip < ... <i; <n besuch that J := {a;, iy, ..., 05} © A(Gpser) is Gal(k**P/k)-stable,
put P := P 4, . < G in the notation of (A.2.6) and P := f~'(P) < G. For a Gal(k*®/k)-invariant
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w € Lwi, @ Lwiy, © ... & Loy, € X*(T) it follows from | , Theorem 21.91] that there exists a unique
linear representation Vi (w) of P such that [V (w)peer |7, en] = 7. We put

Lp(w):= (G x Vp(w))/lf’
for the associated line bundle over é/ﬁ which may also be viewed as a line bundle over G/P via the
isomorphism G'/P =» G/P induced by f. For the projection g: G/B — G/P one has g*Lp(w) = L(w).

A.3.3. Let G be a semisimple group over a field k. Then a Gal(k*°? /k)-invariant character A € X*(71(G))
gives rise to a line bundle

L) = (G x V({A)/m(G)
over G & G /m1(G). Suppose G is quasi-split and let 7' < B < G be a maximal torus and a Borel subgroup,
let f: G — G be the simply connected cover and put T := f~(T). Consider w € X*(T) such that its
image @ € X*(m1(G)) = X*(T)/X*(T) is Gal(k*?? /k)-invariant. Then we have a line bundle £(@) over G.
A.4 Fundamental group and Picard group of a quasi-split simple group
A.4.1. Let G be a quasi-split simple group over a field k. Then its fundamental group 7 (G) depending
on its type A(G) is one of the following.

AG) | A | BuCuEr | Dar21|  Dyrz2 | FiGoB | Eg

7-‘—1((;) ‘ M, l | (TL+ 1) ‘ 17 H2 ‘ 17 M2, 4 ‘ 17 /14507 M}QLSu H2 X H2 ‘ 1 ‘ 17 M3

A(G) ‘ 2Anu n>2 ‘ 2D2r—|—17 r>1 ‘ 2D2r, r>2 ‘ 3D4 ‘ 6D4 ‘ 2E6

ﬂ-l(G) ‘ 2,ulv l | (TL+1) ‘ 1; M2, 2,“4 ‘ 1; H2, 2,”2,2 ‘ 1; 3,“2.2 ‘ 1; 6,“2.2 ‘ 1; 2,“3

Here we use the notation of Sections A.1 and A.2. The list arises from the fact that 71 (G) is a subgroup
of the center Z(G) of the simply connected cover G — G, from the identification of X*(Z(G)) with the
weight lattice of Gjeer modulo its root lattice [ , Proposition 21.8, Proposition 23.59] and from the
description of the corresponding lattices | , Planche I-1X]. In the non-split quasi-split case see also
the discussion of the Galois action on X*(Z(G)) given in Section A.2.

Let G be a split simply connected simple group with A(G) = Dg, and T < G be a split maximal
torus. Then there are three embeddings ps — p2 X ps = Z(G) < T with the dual homomorphisms

X*(T) = X*(u2) = Z/2Z given by

ww—)()éZ/2Z, 1S’LS2T—2, WQ,«,l,WQT’—)iEZ/QZ,
WQZ"—)(_)GZ/2Z, 1<i<r, WQifl’—)iGZ/QZ, 1<i<r,
w%,WQT_lHOEZ/QZ, 1< <r—1, WQi_l,WQT)—}iEZ/2Z, 1< <r—1.

For the last two embeddings the quotient groups G/us are isomorphic. We denote in the table the first
and the second embeddings as p3° < T < G and p}* < T < G respectively.

A.4.2. Let GG be a semisimple group over a field k& and adopt the notation of (A.3.3). The homomorphism
X (1 (@) CAETR)  Pic(G), A L(N),

is an isomorphism | , Corollary 18.26]. Thus the Picard group of a quasi-split simple group G is given
by the following table, and if G is not in the table, then Pic(G) = 0.
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Table 5: Picard group of a quasi-split simple algebraic group

A(G) m(G) Pic(G)

A, i, U (n+1) | ZJIZ - [L(@1)]
*Aor_1 Hiom, m | v | Z)2Z - [L(Tm)]
Bn 12 L)2L - [L(n)]
Cn 12 L[2ZL - [L(@1)]
Doy, r > 2 s° Z)27 - [L(@ar—1)]
Dorir,r>1 | o 2)27, - [L()]
Dy, n >3 H2 Z[2Z - [L(@n-1)]
Doy, 722 | b Z/2Z - [£(%0)]
Dopy1, 7> 1 | pa ZJAZ - [L(a;)]
*Dopy1, r > 1 | 24 Z[2Z - [L(@1)]
Do, 7> 2 L2 X [io Z)2Z - [L(@War-1)] ®Z)2Z - [L(T2,)]
Doy, 7> 2 29,9 Z)27 - [L(1)]

Eg 13 L[3L - [L(@1)]
E7 12 L)2L - [L(2)]

Here we use the numbering of the fundamental weights as in | , Planche I—DE]. Other possible gener-

ators for Pic(G) can be easily read off from the description of the projection X*(T) — X*(m1(G)).

Lemma A.4.3. Let G be a simply connected quasi-split simple group over a field k and let Ny < No < Z(QG)
be central subgroups with N1 # Ny. Then the pullback

7*: Pic(G/N3) — Pic(G/Ny)
for the projection w: G/N1 — G /N3 is zero unless (A(G), N1, N2) is one of the following
o (An,py,puy) with 121 |la|n+1,
o (A1, 2U2m, s 22m,) with my | ma | 7 and z—f being odd,
o (Do, p15%, pi2 X i), (Dap, pb*, pia X pi2), (Dapy1, pi2, pia)-
Proof. Straightforward from the above. O

A.5 Chow ring of a split simple group

A.5.1. Let G be a reductive group over a field k. It is well-known that CH*(G) ® Q = Q. This could be
seen via the the isomorphisms

Q= CH"(Gk)®Q = CH*(G)®Q,
with K being the splitting field of G, where the first isomorphism is given by [ , Remark 2 on p. 21]
while the second one then follows from the standard pushforward-pullback argument (as in Lemma 3.4.1).
Alternatively, one has isomorphisms

CH' () @Q= Ky(G)®Q=Q

with the first one given by the Chern character |
Corollary 7.8].

, Example 15.2.16] and the second one given by |
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A.5.2. Let G be a split reductive group over a field k. It follows from the Bruhat decomposition and | ,
Proposition 1] that the Kiinneth formula CH*(G) ® CH*(G) = CH*(G x G) holds, endowing CH*(G) with
the structure of a Hopf algebra. Let p € N be a prime and put Ch*(G) := CH*(G) ® F,,. Then it follows
from a Borel’s result on the structure of Hopf algebras | , Theorem 7.11 and Proposition 7.8] that

k1 k2

765]/(6117 5612) yoe e degeizdi,

Ch*(G) = Fpler, ea, . .. P,

for some integers s, d;, k; € N.

Suppose G is a simple group. For k = C the integers s, d;, k; were determined in [ , Theorem 6],
and the answer does not depend on k e.g. because of the combinatorial presentation for Ch*(G) given by
the characteristic sequence. One has Ch*(G) # F, only for a finite list of primes p. These primes and the
respective parameters are summarized in the following table, where v, is the p-adic valuation.

Table 6: Ch*(G) for a split simple algebraic group G

A(G) m1(G) P s di,i=1,2,...,8 | ki,1=1,2,...,s
A, ull(n+1) | pll |1 1 vp(n +1)
B, 1 2 (2] 21 +1 [logy 2?:1]
o 2 | |21 log, 5221]
Cp 12 2 1 1 va(n) +1
D,, n>3 1 2 2] -1 |2i+1 log, 2271
Doy, 7> 2 w5 2 r 21 —1 [log, é::ll]
phs 2 r L,i=1 va(r)+1,i=1
2i—1,i>2 log, 3:=1],i > 2
Lo X 2 2 r+1 1,i=1 va(r)+1,i=1
2—3,1>2 log, =11, i > 2
Dory1, 7 >1 | po, s 2 r 2i —1 [log, ‘é:fll]
E¢ 1, ps 2 1 3 1
1 3 1 4 1
M3 3 2 1,4 2,1
E7 1 2 3 3,5,9 1,1,1
o 2 4 1,3,5,9 1,1,1,1
1, o 3 1 4 1
Es 1 2 4 3,5,9,15 3,2,1,1
3 2 4,10 1,1
5 1 6 1
Fy 1 2 3 1
3 1 4 1
Go 1 2 1 3 1

60




References

[Bou81]
[CMO6]

[Che94)

[EGS]

[EKMOS]

[Fi19]

[Fu9sg]

[GPS16]

[GS10]

(GZ22]

[Gro58]

[Kac85]

[Ka00]
[Kal2]

[KM22]

[KMRT98]

[KaZ13]

[LMO7]

[Ma68]

[Me97]

N. Bourbaki, Groupes et algébres de Lie, ch. IV-VI, Masson, Paris, 1981. 55, 56, 58, 59

V. Chernousov, A. Merkurjev, Motivic decomposition of projective homogeneous varieties and
the Krull-Schmidt theorem, Transformation Groups 11 (2006), 371-386. 5, 21, 23

C. Chevalley, Sur les décompositions cellulaires des espaces G/B, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math.
56 1-23, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, 1994. 31, 32

D. Edidin, W. Graham, Equivariant intersection theory (with an appendiz by A. Vistoli: The
Chow ring of Ms), Invent. Math. 131 (1998), 595-634. 5, 10, 11, 13

R. Elman, N. Karpenko, A. Merkurjev, The algebraic and geometric theory of quadratic forms,
vol. 56 of American Mathematical Society Colloquium Publications. American Mathematical
Society, Providence, RI, 2008. 6, 8, 36, 37, 38, 39

R. Fino, J-invariant of hermitian forms over quadratic extensions, Pacific J. of Math. 300:2
(2019), 375-404. 2, 5, 8

W. Fulton, Intersection theory (2nd ed), vol. 2 of Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Gren-
zgebiete. 3. Folge. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1998.
13, 24, 47, 59

S. Garibaldi, V. Petrov, N. Semenov, Shells of twisted flag varieties and the Rost invariant,
Duke Math. J. 165:2 (2016), 285-339. 2

S. Garibaldi, N. Semenov, Degree 5 invariant of Eg, Int. Math. Res. Not. 2010, no. 19, 3746—
3762. 2

N. Geldhauser, M. Zhykhovich, J-invariant of linear algebraic groups of outer type,
arXiv:2205.02884 2, 5, 8, 31, 33, 35, 44

A. Grothendieck, Torsion homologique et sections rationnelles, in Séminaire Claude Chevalley,
tome 3 (1958), exp. 5, 1-29. 2, 4, 5, 23, 59

V. Kac, Torsion in cohomology of compact Lie groups and Chow rings of reductive algebraic
groups, Invent. Math. 80 (1985), 69-79. 2, 4, 6, 60

N. A. Karpenko, Weil transfer of algebraic cycles, Indag. Math. (N.S.) 11:1 (2000), 73-86. 15

N. A. Karpenko, Unitary grassmannians, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 216 (2012), 2586-2600. 2, 5,
15

N. A. Karpenko, A. S. Merkurjev, The Chow ring of the classifying space of the unitary group,
Algebra Number Theory 16:1 (2022), 139-154. 2, 5, 15

M.-A. Knus, A. Merkurjev, M. Rost, J.-P. Tignol, The book of involutions, Colloquium Publi-
cations, vol. 44, AMS 1998. 37, 55

N. A. Karpenko, M. Zhykhovich, Isotropy of unitary involutions, Acta Math. 211:2 (2013),
227-253. 2,5, 23

M. Levine, F. Morel, Algebraic cobordism, Springer Monographs in Mathematics, Springer-
Verlag Berlin Heidelberg, 2007. 5, 8

Y. Manin, Correspondences, motifs and monoidal transformations, Math. USSR Sbornik 6
(1968), 439-470. 8

A.S. Merkurjev, Comparison of the equivariant and the standard K-theory of algebraic varieties,

Algebra i Analiz 9:4 (1997), 175-214. 59

61



[Mi17]

[MM65]

[MRV06]

IMV99]

[Pa9g]

[PS10]

[PS12]

[PS17]

[PSZ08]

[Sal22]

516]

[Ti66]

[To99]

[Tol4a)

[Tol4b]
[Vi05]
[Vi07]

[Vi24]

J. S. Milne, Algebraic groups. The theory of group schemes of finite type over a field, Cambridge
Studies in Advanced Mathematics, 170. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2017. 7, 53,
54, 55, 57, 58

J. Milnor, J. Moore, On the structure of Hopf algebras, Ann. Math. 81:2 (1965), 211-264. 31,
45, 60

L. A. Molina Rojas, A. Vistoli, On the Chow rings of classifying spaces for classical groups,
Rend. Sem. Mat. Univ. Padova 116 (2006), 271-298. 2

F. Morel, V. Voevodsky, Al-homotopy theory of schemes, Publ. Math. THES 90 (1999), 45-143.
2

R. Pandharipande, Equivariant Chow rings of O(k), SO(2k + 1), and SO(4), J. Reine Angew.
Math. 496 (1998), 131-148. 2

V. Petrov, N. Semenov, Generically split projective homogeneous varieties, Duke Math. J. 152
(2010), 155-173. 2

V. Petrov, N. Semenov, Generically split projective homogeneous varieties. II, J. of K-theory
10:1 (2012), 1-8. 2

V. Petrov, N. Semenov, Rost motives, affine varieties, and classifying spaces, J. London Math.
Soc. 95:2 (2017), 895-918. 2, 43

V. Petrov, N. Semenov, K. Zainoulline, J-invariant of linear algebraic groups, Ann. Sci. Ecole
Norm. Sup. 41 (2008), 1023-1053. 2

F. Sala, On the Chow ring of the classifying stack of algebraic tori, Doc. Math. 27 (2022),
917-932. 5, 16

N. Semenov, Motivic construction of cohomological invariants, Comment. Math. Helv. 91:1

(2016), 163-202. 2

J. Tits, Classification of algebraic semisimple groups, in Algebraic Groups and Discontinuous
Subgroups, pp. 33-62, Proceedings of Symposia in Pure Mathematics, Boulder, CO, 1965.
American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI. 55

B. Totaro, The Chow ring of a classifying space, Algebraic K-Theory, Proceedings of Symposia
in Pure Mathematics 67 (eds W. Raskind and C. Weibel; American Mathematical Society,
Providence, RI, 1999) 249-281. 2, 5, 10

B. Totaro, Chow groups, Chow cohomology and linear varieties, Forum Math. Sigma 2 (2014),
el7. 60

B. Totaro, Group cohomology and algebraic cycles, Cambridge (2014). 21
A. Vishik, On the Chow groups of quadratic Grassmannians, Doc. Math. 10 (2005), 111-130. 2

A. Vishik, Fields of u-invariant 2r + 1, in: Algebra, Arithmetic and Geometry, Manin
Festschrift, Birkh&duser. (2007). 2, 6, 36, 37, 40

A. Vishik, Isotropic and numerical equivalence for Chow groups and Morava K-theories, Inven-
tiones Math. 237 (2024), 779-808. 2

Alexey Ananyevskiy, Mathematisches Institut der Universitdt Miinchen, Theresienstr. 39, D-80333 Miinchen, Germany.
E-mail address: alseang@gmail.com

Nikita Geldhauser, Mathematisches Institut der Universitdt Miinchen, Theresienstr. 39, D-80333 Miinchen, Germany.

E-mail address: geldhauser@math.lmu.de

62



	Introduction
	Conormed Chow ring of a quasi-split simple group
	Conormed Chow groups
	Equivariant conormed Chow groups
	Eilenberg–Moore isomorphism for quasi-trivial tori
	Some equivariant conormed Chow rings of a point
	Conormed characteristic sequence for quasi-split simple groups
	Conormed Chow ring of a quasi-split group G via G/B
	Conormed Chow ring of a quasi-split group G via C*K(G)
	Conormed Chow ring of a quasi-split group: the answer
	Cokernel in the conormed characteristic sequence

	Chow ring of a quasi-split simple group
	Quasi-split submaximal orthogonal Grassmannian
	Chow ring of an adjoint quasi-split simple group of type 2D2r
	Chow ring of a quasi-split group at the splitting prime
	Chow ring of a quasi-split group away from the splitting primes
	Chow ring of the group of type 6D4 at p=2,3

	Recollection on algebraic groups
	Some groups of multiplicative type and their representations
	Quasi-split simple groups
	Vector bundles on homogeneous varieties
	Fundamental group and Picard group of a quasi-split simple group
	Chow ring of a split simple group


