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GROUP THEORETICAL CHARACTERIZATIONS OF
RATIONALITY

ANDRIY REGETA, CHRISTIAN URECH, AND IMMANUEL VAN SANTEN

ABSTRACT. Let X be an irreducible variety and Bir(X) its group of bira-
tional transformations. We show that the group structure of Bir(X') determines
whether X is rational and whether X is ruled.

Additionally, we prove that any Borel subgroup of Bir(X) has derived
length at most twice the dimension of X, with equality occurring if and only
if X is rational and the Borel subgroup is standard. We also provide examples
of non-standard Borel subgroups of Bir(P™) and Aut(A™), thereby resolving
conjectures by Popov and Furter-Poloni.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We work over the field C of complex numbers. An important birational invariant
of a variety X is its group of birational transformations Bir(X). It is a natural ques-
tion to ask whether the abstract group structure of Bir(X) characterizes rationality.
The first main result of this paper answers this question positively:

Theorem 1.1. Let X be an irreducible variety such that Bir(X) is isomorphic as
a group to Bir(P™). Then X is birationally equivalent to P™.

Under the additional assumption that dim(X) < n, this result has already been
shown in [Canl4, CX18]. In [CRX23] an analogous result is proved for the auto-
morphism group of affine varieties: if Aut(X) is isomorphic to Aut(A™) for an affine
variety X, then X is isomorphic to A" (see also [RvS24, LRU23, KRvS21, Kral7]
for variations of this problem). Similar results are known to hold for diffeomorphism
groups of smooth manifolds as well as homeomorphism groups of certain topolog-
ical manifolds [Fil82, Whi63]. Let us note that for n = 2 the group isomorphism
between Bir(X) and Bir(P") is always given by conjugation with a birational map
X --» P up to field automorphisms of the base-field [Dés06]. This is not the case
anymore as soon as n > 3 [Zik23].
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It is an interesting question, which other rationality properties, such as stable
rationality, unirationality or rational connectedness, of a variety X are encoded
in the group structure of Bir(X). Our techniques show that Bir(X) characterizes
ruledness:

Theorem 1.2. Let X,Y be irreducible varieties such that Bir(X) and Bir(P! x Y)
are isomorphic. Then X is birationally equivalent to P! x Z for some variety Z.

For instance, we get from the non-ruledness of any smooth cubic threefold X
(see [CGT72]) that Bir(X) is non-isomorphic to Bir(P! x Y) for any irreducible
variety Y.

The Cremona group of rank n, Bir(P™), is often compared to linear groups.
Indeed, Bir(P™) satisfies several group theoretical properties typically satisfied by
linear groups, such as the Jordan property [Ser09, Ser10, PS16], or the Tits alterna-
tive if n = 2 [Canl1, Ure21]. The groups Bir(X) for any variety X can be equipped
with the Zariski topology (Section 2), which makes them comparable to algebraic
groups. An important tool to study linear algebraic groups are Borel subgroups,
i.e., maximal connected solvable subgroups with respect to the Zariski topology. In
Section 5, we consider Borel subgroups of Bir(P™) - a subject that has first been
introduced in [Popl7]. In [FH23] the Borel subgroups of Bir(IP?) are completely
classified. The standard Borel subgroup B, of Bir(P™) is the maximal connected
solvable subgroup of derived length 2n consisting of transformations of the form

(@1, .oy ) m=3 (1w + day . yen(@1, .y 1) Ty + d(21, ..o Tno1)),

with respect to affine coordinates, where ¢;,d; € C(x1,...,2,-1) and ¢; # 0 (see
[Popl7] for details). We will prove the following result, which gives a new charac-
terization of rational varieties among all varieties of dimension < n:

Theorem 1.3. Let X be an irreducible variety of dimension n and let G C Bir(X)
be a connected solvable subgroup. Then G has derived length at most 2n. Moreover,
if G has derived length 2n, then X is birationally equivalent to P™ and G is conjugate
to a subgroup of B,.

Theorem 1.3 has the following corollary, which answers a question of Popov
[Popl7] (see [FH23] for a proof for n = 2):

Corollary 1.4. For every n > 2, the Cremona group Bir(P™) admits Borel sub-
groups of distinct derived length. In particular, Bir(P™) contains Borel subgroups
that are non-conjugate to the standard Borel subgroup.

Analogously, we define Borel subgroups of the group of polynomial automor-
phisms Aut(A™). The standard Borel subgroup of Aut(A™) is B, N Aut(A™), and
has derived length n + 1 (see [FP18]). For n < 2, all Borel subgroups of Aut(A?)
are conjugate to the standard Borel subgroup [BEE16]. However, with Theorem 1.3
we show the following corollary, which solves [FP18, Problem 3]:

Corollary 1.5. Forn > 3, the group of polynomial automorphisms Aut(A™) admits
Borel subgroups that are non-conjugate to the standard Borel subgroup.

Outline of the proofs and structure of the article. Throughout the paper we
use results about the Zariski topology on Bir(X) and algebraic families of birational
transformations of X from [RUvS24], which we recall in Section 2. Let us point out
some new ingredients that go into the proofs of Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2 and
Theorem 1.3.

A first one is a generalization of the celebrated theorem of Rosenlicht (Theo-
rem 3.3), which will be developed in Section 3. Recall that Rosenlicht’s theorem
states that if an algebraic group G acts regularly on a variety X, then there exists
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a G-stable open dense U C X admitting a geometric quotient [Ros56]. We show
that a similar result holds if we replace G by a subgroup of Bir(X) generated by an
irreducible algebraic family of birational maps A C Bir(X) that contains the iden-
tity (Theorem 3.3). While this is an interesting result on its own, it allows us to do
certain induction steps by passing to the geometric generic fibre of this geometric
quotient for certain families of birational transformations.

Another new ingredient is a result about the descent of unipotent elements (Sec-
tion 4). An element in Bir(X) is unipotent if it is contained in a unipotent algebraic
subgroup of Bir(X). We show that if an element f € Bir(X) preserves a fibration
m: X — Y such that the induced birational map on the geometric generic fibre of
7 is unipotent, then f is unipotent itself (Proposition 4.2).

With this, we prove Theorem 1.3 and the Corollaries 1.4, 1.5 in Section 5. For
the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 in Section 6 we establish the following
result (Theorem 6.1): Let G, H C Bir(X) be closed connected commutative non-
trivial subgroups. Assume that G normalizes H and that G acts by conjugation
on H “essentially transitively”. Then the centralizer of H in Bir(X) contains a
unipotent element. We apply this result to the connected components of the images
of the standard torus and the subgroup of translations in Bir(P") under a group
isomorphism Bir(P") — Bir(X).

We state and prove all the results in the slightly more general setting of an
algebraically closed uncountable base-field k of characteristic 0. The uncountability
of the base field is crucial in our proof. Indeed, we frequently use that the neutral
component G° of a closed subgroup G C Bir(X) has countable index in G and
conclude with the uncountability of G that G° is non-trivial. In particular, we
apply this fact to the above described images in Bir(X) of the standard torus and
the subgroup of translations.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Jérémy Blanc, Michel Brion, and
Hanspeter Kraft for many interesting discussions on the subject. The first author
is supported by DFG, project number 509752046.

2. NOTION AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

Throughout the article, all varieties, morphisms, and rational maps are defined
over an algebraically closed field k, X is an irreducible variety over k, and Bir(X) its
group of birational transformations. Here, a variety is a (not necessarily irreducible)
reduced, separated scheme of finite type over k. Starting from Section 4, k will be
of characteristic zero and starting from Section 5, k will be of characteristic zero
and uncountable.

2.1. Preliminary results on Bir(X). We frequently use notions and results from
our article [RUvS24]. Let us briefly recall the most important ones. For a birational
map ¢: X --» Y we denote by lociso(p) the open subset of X, where ¢ is a local
isomorphism. An algebraic family of birational transformations of X parametrized
by a variety V is a V-birational transformation

:VxX--sVxX

such that lociso(@) surjects onto V. Such an algebraic family induces a map pg: V —
Bir(X), which we call a morphism to Bir(X) and the image of a morphism we call
an algebraic subset of Bir(X). The Zariski topology on Bir(X) is the finest topology
such that all morphisms are continuous. If S C Bir(X) is an algebraic subset, then
its closure is algebraic as well, see [RUvS24, Corollary 4.6]. Images of constructible
subsets under morphisms to Bir(X) are again constructible [RUvS24, Theorem 1.2].
With this topology, Bir(X) x Bir(X) is a closed subgroup of Bir(X x X) and
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multiplication as well as taking the inverse are continuous maps. Moreover, Bir(X)
is the union of an increasing chain of closed algebraic subsets [RUvS24, Theorem 1.1]
and hence, the same holds for any closed subset of Bir(X).

For S C Bir(X), a subset Z C X is called S-stable if s(z) € Z for all s € S and
all z € Z Nlociso(s). If z € X, then the S-orbit of x is defined by

Sz == {s(z) | s €S such that = € lociso(s) } .

Note that Sz can be the empty set. If S is a subgroup, then any two S-orbits are
either disjoint or they coincide and the S-stable subsets are the unions of S-orbits.
Moreover, in this case the singular locus of X is S-stable.

For a subset S C Bir(X) we define its dimension dim(S) as the supremum of
dim(V') over all injective morphisms V' — Bir(X) with image in S. For a closed
algebraic subset of Bir(X) its dimension coincides with the Krull-dimension in-
duced from the topology on Bir(X), see [RUvS24, Theorem 1.4]. For any morphism
p: V — Bir(X) from an irreducible variety V' we have the following fibre-dimension
formula (see [RUvS24, Theorem 1.5]): There exists an open dense subset U C V
such that

dim, (U N p~(p(u))) = dimV — dim p(V) forallu e U,

where dim,, denotes the local dimension at u.

A subgroup of Bir(X) is called algebraic, if it is the image of a morphism from an
algebraic group and the morphism is a group homomorphism. Note that algebraic
subgroups are always closed in Bir(X) [RUvS24, Corollary 5.12]. Moreover, any
closed finite-dimensional connected subgroup G of Bir(X) has a unique structure
of an algebraic group such that for any algebraic group H, the algebraic group
homomorphisms H — G correspond bijectively to the morphisms H — Bir(X)
that are group homomorphisms and have their image in G [RUvS24, Theorem 1.3].

A closed subgroup G C Bir(X) can always be filtered by closed algebraic subsets
G1 C G C -+ of Bir(X) such that the irreducible components of G; are pairwise
disjoint and homeomorphic; if G is also connected, then the G; can be chosen to be
irreducible [RUvS24, Corollary 4.12]. Moreover, for a closed connected subgroup G
of Bir(X), its connected component G° of the neutral element has countable index
in G and is open (thus closed) in G [RUvS24, Corollary 4.11].

Following [Dem70, Definition 1, p. 514], for an algebraic group G a rational map
a: G x X --» X is called a rational G-action if 0: G x X --» G x X, (g,z) +-»
(9,a(g,)) is dominant and the following diagram commutes:

(91,92,2)—(g192,7)

GxGxX Gx X
idea\ly La
GxX—-———-——— s X

The rational map 6 is then an algebraic family parametrized by G and the induced
morphism pp: G — Bir(X) is a group homomorphism, see [RUvS24, Corollary 3.3].
By abuse of notation, we sometimes write p,, instead of py. We denote by G, and
G, the algebraic groups of the underlying additive and multiplicative group of the
ground field k, respectively. An element in Bir(X) that is contained in the image
of a Gg-action is called unipotent and an algebraic subgroup of Bir(X) is called
unipotent if every element is unipotent.

In this paragraph, we assume that the characteristic of k is zero. We recall two
continuity statements that can be found in [RUvS24, Theorem 1.6]. Let 7: X — Y
be a dominant morphism of irreducible varieties. We denote by Bir(X, 7) the sub-
group of elements in Bir(X) that induce a birational map on Y and by Bir(X/Y)
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the subgroup of elements that induce the identity on Y. Then, the natural homo-
morphism Bir(X, ) — Bir(Y) is continuous. Let K be an algebraic closure of the
function field k(Y"). We denote by Xy the geometric generic fibre of 7: X — Y. If
Xk is an irreducible K-variety (which happens e.g. if k(Y") is algebraically closed
in k(X) and char(k) = 0), then the natural pull-back homomorphism

Bir(X/Y) = Birg(Xk), ¢ — ¢k

is continuous, where Birx (X ) denotes the group of K-birational transformations
of X . Moreover, for any subset S C Bir(X/Y) we have

K(Xg)*™ =k(X)* Qry) K, (1)

where we used the fact that the function field K (X k) of Xi over K is given by
k(X) ®x(yy K [Liu02, Ch. 3, Corollary 2.14(c)] and the fact that the invariant field
with respect to a subset of birational transformations does not change if we take
the closure of that subset [RUvS24, Corollary 7.4].

2.2. Preliminary results on algebraic groups. Let H be a connected algebraic
group. Then H contains a unique normal connected affine algebraic subgroup H,g
that contains every connected affine algebraic subgroup of H, see [Ros56, Theorem
16, p. 439]. Moreover, the smallest normal closed subgroup Ha, of H such that
H/H,y is affine satisfies HagHang = H, see [Bri09]. If H is commutative, then
the unipotent elements in H form a closed subgroup that is contained in H,g,
see [Hum?75, Theorem 15.5].

We denote by Autag grp(H) the group of algebraic group automorphisms of H.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that H is commutative. Then Autqg. grp(H) contains a count-
able index subgroup that is isomorphic to a subgroup of GL,,, where n is the dimen-
sion of the subgroup of unipotent elements of H. In particular, if Autay. grp(H) s
uncountable, then H contains non-trivial unipotent elements.

Proof. We get an injection Autaig grp(H) — Aubaigerp(Hagr) X Autaig grp(Hant)-
As the group Autaig grp(Hant) is countable [Bri09, Lemma 1.5], we only have to
consider the group Aut,ig.grp (Hag). Let H,g s and H,g , be the subgroups of semi-
simple and unipotent elements of H,g, respectively [Hum?75, Theorem 15.5]. Then
Autalg grp(Hag) is the product of the algebraic group automorphisms of Hug s and
Hag . Note that Autaig grp(Hasr,s) is countable and Autaig. grp (Haf,u) is isomorphic
to GL,,, where n = dim H,g ,,. This implies the statement. O

3. ROSENLICHT QUOTIENTS FOR SUBGROUPS OF Bir(X)

In this section, k denotes an algebraically closed field, we do not impose any
restriction on the characteristic or the cardinality. The goal of this section is to prove
a generalization of the classical Rosenlicht theorem for certain subgroups of Bir(X)
and to derive some consequences of it, in particular to commutative subgroup with
trivial invariant field, see Corollary 3.9. Our proof is inspired by [FSR17, §14.5].

Definition 3.1. Let G C Bir(X) be a subgroup. A morphism 7: X — Y is called
a geometric quotient for G, if 7 is surjective, open, its fibres are G-orbits, and for
every open subset U C Y the morphism 7 induces an isomorphism Oy (U) —
Ox(m~Y(U))¢ to the G-invariant functions on 7~ (U). A morphism m5: Xo — Y
is called Rosenlicht quotient for G, if X is an open, dense G-stable subset of X
and 7y is a geometric quotient for G.

The last property of a geometric quotient for G is equivalent to k(Y) = k(X)%
provided that Y is normal:
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Lemma 3.2. Let G C Bir(X) be a subgroup and let m: X — Y be a surjective,
open morphism to a normal variety Y such that its fibres are G-orbits. Then T is
a geometric quotient for G if and only if k(Y) = k(X)¢.

Proof. Let U C Y be an open subset and let f: 7= 1(U) — Al be a G-invariant
function. Since 7=1(U) — U is open, surjective and its fibres are G-orbits, there
exists a continuous map f: U — Al with f = fo Tlr-1(v)- As k(X)% =k(Y), fis
rational. Using that Y is normal we conclude that f is a morphism (see e.g. [RUvS24,
Lemma 7.6]). For the reverse implication it is enough to note that the domain of a
G-invariant rational map is G-stable. O

Theorem 3.3. Let G C Bir(X) be a subgroup that is generated by countably many
irreducible algebraic subsets of Bir(X), where each of them contains the identity.
Then G admits a Rosenlicht quotient with irreducible fibres and k(X)C is alge-
braically closed in k(X).

Note that a closed connected subgroup of Bir(X) satisfies the assumptions of
Theorem 3.3, as it can be filtered by irreducible closed algebraic subsets of Bir(X).
In particular, this holds if G is a connected so-called ind-group that acts regularly
on X, a fact that is also proved by Kraft, [Kra24].

If char(k) = 0, the last statement of Theorem 3.3 implies that the geometric
generic fibre of 7 is integral, see e.g. [GW20, Proposition 5.51].

For the proof of Theorem 3.3 we take an increasing sequence of closed irreducible
subvarieties V1 € Vo C --- and a map p: |J,;~; Vo — Bir(X) with image equal to
G such that pg = p|y,: Va4 — Bir(X) is a morphism for each d > 1, see Corol-
lary [RUvS24, Corollary 4.13]. Let 04: Vg x X --+» Vg x X be the algebraic family
corresponding to pq.

Remark 3.4. For x € X we consider the following subset of X
Vi = (pry ofq)(lociso(0q) N (Vg x {x})),

where pry denotes the projection to X. Then V;z is an irreducible constructible
subset of X that is contained in pg(Vgz)z. The proof of Theorem 3.3 will show that
there exists n > 1 such that V*x is dense in the orbit Gz for general x € X.

For f € k(X) and g € G we denote by f9 the rational function = --» f(g(z)).
We start the proof of Theorem 3.3 with two lemmas:

Lemma 3.5. If f1,...,fs € k(X) are linearly independent over k(X), then we
have for all q1,...,qs € k(X)

Zqi-ffzo forallge G = ¢ =...=¢qs=0,
i=1

Proof. 1If s =1, then the statement follows from f; # 0, and thus we assume s > 1.
Assume towards a contradiction that ¢; # 0, and hence,

S L pr=0 forallged. (2)
i

This implies Y7, L fbe =0 for all a,b € G and thus

g1

S o fr=0 forallaged. (3)
i I
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Now equations (2) and (3) give for all a,g € G
=
1

By induction hypothesis we get % € k(X)C for all i = 2,...,s. Now, equation (2)
applied to g = idx gives % = 0foralls > 1, since f1,..., fs are linearly independent
over k(X)%, contradiction. O

Lemma 3.6. The field k(X)) is algebraically closed in k(X).

Proof. Let f € k(X) be algebraic over k(X)%. Then there exists a non-zero uni-
variate polynomial p with coefficients in k(X)“ such that p(f) = 0 in k(X) and
hence p(f9) = 0 for all g € G. In particular, S = { f9 € k(X) | g € G} is finite.
We have to prove that S consists of a single element. Towards a contradiction, we
assume that there are gg,g1 € G with f9 # f91. Take d > 1 and vg,v1 € Vy with
gi = pa(v;). There exists © € X with (v;, z) € lociso(0y), gi(x) € dom(f) for i =1,2
and f9(z) # f9(x). Note that

T := f(VjzNndom(f)) C A

is a finite set, since S is finite. However, as T is irreducible, we get a contradiction.
O

Proof of Theorem 3.3. By [Isa09, Theorem 24.9] there exist finitely many genera-
tors pi,...,p, of the field extension k C k(X)%. Consider the rational map

ﬂ:(pla"'apr):X779YgAT7

where Y is the closure of the image of 7 in A”. By construction, k(Y) = k(X)¢
After shrinking X, we may assume that 7 is everywhere defined (note that in this
process, we only remove a union of G-orbits). Moreover, by further shrinking ¥
(and hence X), we may assume that 7 is flat and surjective, and Y is affine and
smooth (again, we only remove a union of G-orbits in X ). Hence, using Lemma 3.2
and Lemma 3.6 it is enough to show that the fibres of 7 are irreducible G-orbits.

For proving this, let Uy = lociso(f) and consider the morphism
Py Ug— X xy X, (’U,.T))—) ((eroed)(v,x),x).

Let Zg == ®q(Ua). Since pg = pa+1|v,, we have 04(v, x) = 0441 (v, z) for all (v,z) €
Ugr1 N Vy x X. This implies that Zg C Zg,1 for all d > 1. Hence, there exists
n € Ng with Z,, = Z,4; for all i > 0.

Claim 1. The morphism ®,,: U,, =& X xy X is dominant.

Proof. Take open dense affine subsets W1, W5 in X. To prove the claim it is enough
to show that

O, (W xy W) 20 W xy Wa
is dominant. Let h; € O(Wy), fi € O(Wa), i =1,...,s such that

(I),;l(Wl Xy WQ) —) W1 Xy W2 ﬂ) Al (4)

is the zero map. It is enough to show that Y7, h;® f; is zero in O(W1)®@0v)O(Wa).
As O(W7), O(Ws) are flat O(Y')-modules, we get a natural injection

O(W1) Ro(y) O(Ws) = k(X) ®k(y) k(X).
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After reordering f1, ..., fs, we may assume that fi,..., f; are linearly independent
over k(Y) and every f; can be written as f; = Z;Zl %fj, for b;j,c € O(Y) and
¢ # 0. Note that

s s t t s
bij 1
h. - . A S b .

SUETED I SRS DS

=1 =1 j=1 Jj=1 =1
Hence, we may and will assume that f1,..., fs are linearly independent over k(Y").

Using Lemma 3.5, Claim 1 follows once we have proven that Y., h;- fY =0 in

k(X) for all g € G. Let m > n. As Z,,, = Z,,

i hi®fi
Ll N

q);nl(Wl Xy WQ) ETL) Wi xy Wo Al

is the zero map. Hence Y 7_, hi(z) ® fi((pry obm)(v,2)) = 0 for all (v,x) €
O, L(Wy xy Wa). Since @1 (W1 xy Wa) surjects onto V,, (for v € V,, take wy € W
such that (v,wq) € Up, and (pry o8,,)(v, ws) € Wy; then @, (v, wz) € Wy xy Wa),
we obtain >0, h; - f{ =0 for all g € py,(Vin). As G =,,,>1 Pm(Vin), this implies
S hiff=0forallgeG O

For i = 1,2, let pr;: X xy X — X be the projection to the i-th factor. Since
Z,, is constructible and dense in X xy X (see Claim 1), there exists an open dense
subset X; C X such that pry'(z) N Z, is dense in pry!(zx) for all z € X; (see
e.g. [RUvS24, Lemma 3.4]). Hence, the subset V2 = pr,(pr; *(z) N Z,) is dense
in 77 (w(z)) = pry(pry '(z)) for all x € X;. This will imply the statement of
Remark 3.4 once we show that 7—!(w(x)) is a G-orbit for general z € X. Let

Xo = U g(lociso(g) N X1) C X, mp:=m|x,: Xo = 7(Xo).
geG

Note that Xg is an open dense G-stable subset of X that contains X;. Since 7 is
constant on G-orbits, we obtain m(Xy) = 7(X7).

Let z; € X;. Then V) z; C Gz C 7r0_1(7r0(z1)) and V*x; is constructible and
dense in the fibre ;' (m(21)). Since V,*z; is irreducible, 75 ' (mo(z1)) is irreducible
as well. Assume there exists a point 2} € 75 *(mo(21))\ G1. As X, is a union of G-
orbits of points in X7, we may assume that 27 € X;. Again V, 2/ is constructible and
dense in 7wy (mo(2})) = 75 *(mo(21)). Hence, Gz and Gz intersect, contradiction.

O

Using Remark 3.4 we get the following consequence:

Corollary 3.7. Assume that G C Bir(X) satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 3.3.
Then G contains an irreducible algebraic subset Z C Bir(X) such that Zx is dense
in Gz for general x € X and Zx contains a subset that is open in Gzx.

If moreover, G is an algebraic subgroup, then for general x € X there is an open,
dense subset V, C G and a dominant morphism V,, — Gx given by v — v(x).

The following is a direct application of Theorem 3.3:

Corollary 3.8. Assume that G C Bir(X) satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 5.3.
Then k(X)Y = k if and only if X admits a dense open G-orbit.

As a further application we prove a generalization of [KRvS21, Lemma 2.10]:

Corollary 3.9. Let G C Bir(X) be a commutative subgroup with k(X)¢ = k that
satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 3.3. Then the centralizer of G in Bir(X) is
equal to G and G is a connected algebraic subgroup of Bir(X) of dimension dim X .
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Lemma 3.10. Let Z C Bir(X) be an irreducible algebraic subset such that there
erist zg € X and an open dense subset U C X with U C Zxg. Moreover, assume
that the elements of Z commute pairwise. Then:

(1) Centpiy(x)(Z) is contained in Z o Z~*.

(2) If z¢ € lociso(yp) for some ¢ € Centgir(x)(Z) and p(xo) = w0, then ¢ =idx.

Proof. Let ¢¢ € Centpiy(x)(Z). As wo(lociso(po) NU)NU is non-empty, there exist
fyh € Z such that xy € lociso(f) N lociso(h), h(xzg) € lociso(yp) and f(zg) =
©wo(h(x0)). Hence, f~1opgoh is a local isomorphism at xo and maps zo onto itself.
In order to show (1) it is thus enough to show (2) (as f~'opgoh € Centpiy(x)(Z)).

Let ¢ € Centgir(x)(Z) such that ¢ is a local isomorphism at x¢ and ¢(z¢) = 0.
Take u € U N lociso(y). There exists g € Z with xy € lociso(g) and u = g(zo).
Hence, p(u) = p(g(z0)) = g(w(z0)) = g(xo) = u. This shows that ¢ is the identity
on X and hence (2). O

Proof of Corollary 3.9. Since k = k(X)%, there exists an open dense G-orbit in
X, see Corollary 3.7. Using Corollary 3.7 there exist xp € X and an irreducible
algebraic subset Z C Bir(X) that is contained in G such that Zx contains an open
dense subset of X. Hence, we may apply Lemma 3.10(1) to Z and z( in order to
conclude
G g CentBir(X)(G) Q CentBir(X)(Z) g Z o Z_l g G.

This shows that G = Centp;,(x)(G) is an irreducible algebraic subset of Bir(X) and
hence G is a closed connected algebraic subgroup of Bir(X). Again by Corollary 3.7,
there exist 1 € Gz in the open G-orbit and an open dense subset V' C G such that
V — Gzo, g — g(x1) is a dominant morphism. By Lemma 3.10(2) this morphism
is injective and thus dim X = dim G. (|

Let m: X — Y be a dominant morphism of irreducible varieties such that the
geometric generic fibre Xg is an irreducible K-variety, where K denotes an al-
gebraic closure of k(Y). In the following version of Corollary 3.9 we denote by
e: Bir(X/Y) — Birg (Xk) the associated pull-back homomorphism.

Corollary 3.11. Let w: X — Y be a Rosenlicht quotient for a closed connected
commutative subgroup H C Bir(X) such that the geometric generic fibre Xx is an
irreducible K -variety (which always holds if char(k) = 0). Then ¢(H) C Birg (Xx)
is a connected, self-centralizing algebraic subgroup of dimension dim X — dimY .

Proof. Note that ¢(H) is connected by the continuity of ¢ and that the invariant
field of K(Xg) under e(H) is equal to K by (1). Hence, Corollary 3.9 implies the
statement. O

4. DESCENT OF UNIPOTENT ELEMENTS

In this section k denotes an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. More-
over, denote by m: X — Y a dominant morphism of irreducible varieties, let K be
an algebraic closure of k(Y') and denote by Xk the geometric generic fibre of 7. We
assume that Xg is an irreducible K-variety. The goal of this section is a descent
result for unipotent algebraic subgroups in birational transformation groups.

Let I' = Auty(y)(K') be the Galois group of the Galois extension k(Y) C K. For
any K-variety V and 7 € T" we consider the pull-back of V' — Spec(K) via Spec(T)

VT - 1%
l/ Spec(T) \L
Spec(K) Spec(K)
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in the category of schemes (7y and Spec(7) are only isomorphisms of schemes). If
V is the pull-back of a k(Y)-variety to K, then we may and will identify V™ and V.
For example, 7x, is an automorphism of schemes of X, as X is the pull-back of
the generic fibre Xy(yy — Spec(k(Y')) to K. We get a natural right-action of I" on
Birg (X k) that is given by

T . —1
50 .—TXKO@OTXK,

where 7 € T' and ¢ € Birg(Xk). Then, the fixed points in Birg(Xg) under
this I'-action is equal to the image of the pull-back homomorphism Bir(X/Y) —
Birg (Xx), since the function field K (X ) is the tensor product k(X) @y K.
Moreover, if 7 € T and p: V — Birg(Xg) is a morphism corresponding to an
algebraic family 6 of K-birational transformations of X parametrized by V', we
denote by p™: VT — Birg (Xk) the morphism associated to the algebraic family
(Tv X Txx ) tobo (1v X Tx, ). Thus, we get the following commutative diagram

-

VT %p BII‘K(XK)
TVl lapﬁw’ (5)

V — > Birg (Xx).

In particular, for every 7 € T, the group automorphism ¢ — ¢7 of Birg(Xk)
is a homeomorphism, i.e. I' acts through continuous group automorphisms on
BiI“K (XK)

If G is an algebraic subgroup of Birg (X ) that is preserved by I and if p: G —
Birg (Xk) is the corresponding injective morphism, then we get for all 7 € T" a
unique isomorphism (over K) of algebraic groups ¢,: G7 ~ G such that p” =
p oty by using (5) and the universal property of algebraic subgroups of birational
transformation groups. In particular, we may identify p”: G7 — Birg(Xg) and
p: G — Birg (Xg), and we get for all 7 € T the following commutative diagram

TGl iw*ﬂf (6)
G —L= Birg (Xx).

Hence, T' acts naturally on the right on G through k(Y)-isomorphisms that are
group automorphisms, and p: G — Birg (Xg) is then T-equivariant. If G is affine,
then the I'-action on G induces a left I'-action on the coordinate ring K[G], and
we denote G /T = Spec(K[G]!). Then G/T has a natural morphism to Spec(k(Y))
given by k(Y) = K' C K[G]''. We get a natural morphism G — (G Tk induced
by k[G]' @y K — K[G]. We say that G /T is a k(Y)-from of Gif G — (G JT)k isa
K-isomorphism and the group multiplication G x G — G and the inverse morphism
G — G descend to k(Y)-morphisms G /T xyyy GJT' = G /T and G)T' — G T

Proposition 4.1. Let G C Birg (Xk) be an affine algebraic subgroup that is pre-
served under T'. Then, GJIT is a k(Y)-form of G.

Proof. Denote by 0: G x Xg --+ G x Xk the algebraic family associated to G C
Birg (Xg). Using the Weil regularization theorem (see e.g. [Bri22]) there exists
a projective variety Y C P™ together with a faithful regular right G-action, and
a K-birational G-equivariant map f: Xx --+ Y. We may choose x1,...,x, €
lociso(f) N pry(lociso(f)), where pr, is the projection onto X, such that

G- (Xg)", gr->(g9(x1),...,9(zn))

is a rational map that induces a birational map onto its image, see [RUvS24,
Lemma 5.1]. Note that the closure of the image of t: G --» (Xg)" intersects
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Gz1 X -+ X Gxy,. Moreover, Gzy X -+ X Gx,, C (Xg)™ is contained in lociso(f)™,
as xi,...,&, € lociso(f) and lociso(f) is G-stable. Hence, the composition j =
frou: G --+Y"™is well-defined and equal to g -+ (g(f(x1)),...,9(f(x,))). Since
G acts regularly on Y, the map 7: G — Y™ is a morphism that is birational onto
the closure of its image. This implies that the stabilizer of (f(x1),..., f(z,)) in G
is trivial, i.e. y is injective. Hence, j defines an isomorphism of G onto the G-orbit
aG) Sy

We may choose an intermediate field k(Y) C L C K such that k(Y) C L is a
finite Galois extension and the following holds: the points z1, ...z, € Xk and the
closed subset Y C P™ are defined over L, and f: Xg --» Y is defined over L as
well. By using (6), for all 7 € Autz(K) C T the following diagram

| e ™)

commutes. The commutativity of (7) implies that (7y)™ preserves j)(G) and its
closure j(G) for all 7 € Auty(K). Hence, 3(G) and 3(G) \ 3(G) are defined over L
(note that 3(G) is open in its closure), see e.g. [Bor91, Ch. AG, Theorem 14.4]. This

implies that the affine K-variety j(G) is also defined over L, i.e.
K@) oL K = K[3(G)). (8)

Again, by the commutativity of (7) we get K[G]*":(K) @, K = K[G]. Since
Auty(y)(L) is finite, we get now by [Bor91, Ch. AG, §14.2] that

)

(K[G]AutL(K)>Autk(y)(L) ®k(Y) L = K[G]AutL(K)

which implies together with (8) that K[G]" ®xy) K = K[G]. Now, the statement
follows from the fact that I' acts through group automorphisms on G. O

Proposition 4.2. Let o0 € Bir(X/Y). Then ox € Birx(Xxk) is unipotent if and
only if o € Bir(X/Y) is unipotent.

Note that Proposition 4.2 does not hold if we replace G, by G,,. Indeed, consider
eg. X =A% Y =Al 7:A? = Al (z,y) — y and let o: A? — A? be defined by
o(x,y) = (yz,y). Then Xi = Ak, o is given by z — yz, and it is contained in
the image of p,: Gy, x — Birg (Ak), where a is the G,, x-action on AL given by

Gm,K XKA}( - A}(
(t,z) — tx.

However, o cannot be in the image of a rational algebraic group-action on A2, since
the subgroup generated by o in Bir(A?) is not of bounded degree (see e.g. [BF13,
Lemma 2.19]).

For the proof of Proposition 4.2 we use an algebraic characterization of rational
Gq-actions that we describe now. Let L be a field of characteristic zero (not neces-
sarily algebraically closed) and let Z be an irreducible variety over L with function
field L(Z). An L-derivation 9: L(Z) — L(Z) is called rationally integrable, if the
formal exponential homomorphism

exp(td): L(Z) = L(Z)[[t]], [+ wﬁ
i=0

7
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factors trough L(Z)(t) N L(Z)[[t]]. The map

rationally integrable . .
{ I-derivations on L(Z) } — {rational G, r-actions on Z }
0 ~ (o%;)

is a bijection, where the comorphism of ag: Gg,1 X1, Z --+ Z is the L-field homo-
morphism exp(t9): L(Z) — L(Z)(t), see [DL16, Theorem 1.5].

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Without loss of generality, o is different from the identity.

Assume first that ox is unipotent. Let a be a rational G, g-action on Xg
with po(1) = o and let 9: K(X) — K(X) be the K-derivation associated to «,
where K(X) = K(Xk) is the function field of Xg. Since K C K(X) is a finitely
generated field extension, there exists an intermediate field k(Y) C L C K such
that k(Y) C L is a finite Galois extension and exp(td) restricts to an L-algebra
homomorphism L(X) — L(X)(t), where L(X) = L(X1). As L(X) is generated by
the subfields k(X) and L and as k(Y) C L is a finite Galois extension, it follows
that k(X) = k(Y)(Xyxy)) € L(X) is a finite Galois extension as well (see e.g.
[Lan02, Ch. VI, §1, Theorem 1.12]).

Let f € k(X). Then

p
exp(t9)(f) = € LX)(®),
for p,q € L(X)[t] where ¢ is non-zero. Then there exists ng > 0 such that for all
n > ng we have g(n) # 0. As p, (1) is defined over k(Y") it follows that for all n > 1
the n-fold composition pg(n) is defined over k(Y) as well. Hence, % € k(X)
for all n > ng. Let T' be the Galois group of k(X) C L(X). For v € T denote

by ¢ € L(X)[t] the polynomial, where 7 is applied to each coefficient of ¢q. By
multiplying the nominator and denominator of the fraction 2 with the product

[T er\ fiay 47 we may assume that ¢ € k(X)[t]. Thus, we get p(n) € k(X) for all
n > ng. Writing p = Z;":O p;t? for p; € L(X), j =0,...,m, yields

1 n DY nm pO
1 n+l -+ (n41)™ D1
. . : o ek(x)mHE.
1 n4+m -+ (n+m)™/) \pm
Using that the Vandermonde matrix above is invertible over Q we get pg, ..., pm €

k(X), i.e. p € k(X)[t]. In summary, we conclude that exp(td) restricts to a k(Y)-
algebra homomorphism k(X) — k(X)[[¢]] that factors through

k(X) (1) Nk(X)[[1]] = k(X) (@) N K(X)[]

Moreover, 9(f) = < exp(td)(f)|i=o € k(X) for all f € k(X) and thus O restricts
to a k-derivation of k(X) that is rationally integrable. The corresponding rational
Gq-action § on X satisfies pg(1) = o and thus o is unipotent.

Assume now, that o is unipotent. Then there exists a rational Gg-action v: G, x
X --» X such that p, (1) = 0 and moy = mopry, where pry: G, x X — X denotes
the projection to X. Then

Ga,K XKXK :Ga XXK —’Y—K—-) XK

is a rational G, g-action on X that acts as ox at time ¢t = 1, where yx denotes
the pull-back of v via Spec(K) — Y. O

Corollary 4.3. Let G C Birg(Xk) be a commutative algebraic subgroup that con-
tains unipotent elements different from the identity. If G is preserved by I', then
there exists a unipotent o € Bir(X/Y') different from the identity with ox € G.
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Proof. The unipotent elements of G form an affine algebraic subgroup H that is
preserved under I'. By Proposition 4.1 it follows that H /T is a k(Y)-form of H. Let
h € H be a k(Y)-rational point. Since h is fixed by T', there exists o(h) € Bir(X/Y)
with o(h) = h, see (6). Let d = dim H. Note that H ~ (G, x)? and that (G, )¢
admits only the k(Y')-form (Gmk(y))d, see e.g. [Ser73, Ch. III, §1.1, Lemme 1 and
§1.3, Corrolaire]. Hence, there exists a k(Y )-rational point idx # h € H. Now,
o(h)xk = h € H and o(h) € Bir(X/Y) is unipotent by Proposition 4.2. O

Corollary 4.4. Assume that w: X — Y is a Rosenlicht quotient of a closed, con-
nected, commutative subgroup H C Bir(X) and let €: Bir(X/Y) — Birg(Xk) be
the pull-back homomorphism. If e(H) contains unipotent elements, then there exists
a unipotent o € Bir(X/Y) different from the identity that commutes with H.

Proof. By Corollary 3.11, e(H) is a commutative algebraic subgroup of Birg (X ).
Now, by Corollary 4.3 there exists a unipotent o € Bir(X/Y) with e(0) € e(H). As
€ is injective, the statement follows. (I

5. CONNECTED SOLVABLE SUBGROUPS OF Bir(X)

For the whole section, k is an uncountable, algebraically closed field of charac-
teristic zero. The goal of this section is the proof of our main result about Borel
subgroups of Bir(X'), Theorem 1.3, and to deduce several consequences of it, namely
Corollaries 5.9, 5.10, 1.4, 1.5.

Recall that for a group G, its i-th derived subgroup D'(G) is defined induc-
tively as follows: D°(G) = G and for i > 0, D'*1(Q) is the commutator subgroup
[D(G), D'(G)] of D}(G). We denote by len(G) € NoU{oc} its derived length, i.e. the
smallest i such that DY(G) is trivial. A group is called solvable, if len(G) is finite.
Note that the non-trivial commutative groups are the solvable groups of derived
length one.

For any subgroup G of Bir(X) we have D!(G) C Di(G) for all i > 0. If, further-
more, G is connected, then D!(G) is connected as well for all i > 0. In particular, if
G is a connected solvable subgroup of Bir(X) of derived length k, the same holds
for its closure G. A closed connected solvable subgroup of Bir(X) that is maximal
under subgroups with these properties is called a Borel subgroup of Bir(X).

Ezample 5.1. Let n > 1. Recall that B,, C Bir(A™) is the subgroup of all birational
transformations of the form
A —-s AT
(1,...,2n) F-> (cz1+di,...,cn(T1,. Tpno1)Tn +dp(z1,...,2n-1))
where ¢;,d; € k(z1,...,2;—1) and ¢; # 0 for all i = 1,...,n. Then, B,, is a Borel
subgroup of Bir(A™) by [Popl7, Theorem 1]. Moreover, len(B,,) = 2n by [FH23,
Proposition 1.4]. We call B,, the standard Borel subgroup of Bir(A™).

In the proof of Theorem 1.3, we need more information about the Borel subgroups
in case n = 1 over a not necessarily algebraically closed field. For that purpose, the
following example is crucial:

FExample 5.2. Let Y be an irreducible variety and denote by 7: Y x A! — Y the
natural projection. Let B1(Y) be the subgroup of Bir(Y x A!/Y) of all birational
transformations of the form
Y x Al -5 Y x A,
(y,2) r=> (y,c(y)z +d(y))
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where ¢,d € k(Y') and ¢ # 0. For a non-square f € k(Y"), let T¢(Y") be the subgroup
of Bir(Y x Al/Y) of all birational transformations of the form

gaaﬁb:YxAl ——» Y x Al )
a(y)z+b(y) f(y) 9
(y,z) +-» (y %)

where a,b € k(Y) and (a,b) # (0,0). We will show that every connected solvable
subgroup of Bir(Y x A'/Y) is conjugate to a subgroup of Bi(Y) or T¢(Y) for a
non-square f € k(Y) and B1(Y), T¢(Y) are Borel subgroups of Bir(Y x Al/Y).

Note that len(B1(Y)) = 2 and that T,(Y") is commutative.
Indeed, denote by K an algebraic closure of k(Y"). The continuous injective group

homomorphism

e: Bir(Y x A'/Y) = Birg(Ak) = PGLy(K)

given by pull-back has PGLy(k(Y)) as its image. The claim now follows from
the fact that every connected solvable subgroup of PGLy(k(Y)) is contained in
e(B1(Y)) or (T¢(Y)) for a non-square f € k(Y') and e(B1(Y)), e(Tf(Y")) are Borel
subgroups of PGL2(k(Y)), see [FH23, Theorem 5.9].

In the sequel, we consider, for an irreducible variety Y, the semi-direct product
Bir(Y x A'/Y) x Bir(Y) such that
Bir(Y x A'/Y) x Bir(Y) = Bir(Y x AL, 7)), (p,0) — @o (o xida)
is a group isomorphism, where 7: Y x A' = Y is the natural projection. In order to

prove that a subgroup is conjugate to a subgroup of the standard Borel subgroup,
the following lemma turns out to be very useful:

Lemma 5.3. Let Y be an irreducible variety, G C Bir(Y x Al 1) a closed connected
solvable subgroup, and let H = GNBir(Y x A'/Y). If

(1) H° is non-trivial and contained in B1(Y) or

(2) len(H®) = 2,

then p o G o @~ is contained in B1(Y) x Bir(Y) for some ¢ € Bir(Y x A'/Y).

Proof. (1): Let ®: G — Bir(Y) be the canonical group homomorphism, which is
continuous. The following map

g—go(P(g)xid, 1)~

n: G Bir(Y x A'/Y) S PGLy(k(Y)) (10)

is continuous, where ¢ denotes the pull-back homomorphism. Note that E := e(H°)
is a closed connected solvable subgroup of positive dimension of PGLy(k(Y")). Up to
conjugating G by an element of B;(Y"), we may assume that E is either the subgroup
of diagonal, strictly upper triangular or upper triangular matrices in PGLy(k(Y")).
In particular, the natural action of Bir(Y") by conjugation on PGL2(k(Y")) preserves
E. Since G normalizes H° we get thus

n(g)En(g) ' =E forallgecG.

Let N be the connected component of the normalizer of E in PGL2(k(Y)). Note that
N lies in the upper triangular matrices. As G is connected and as (10) is continuous
we get that 7(G) is contained in N. This implies that G C By (Y) x Bir(Y).

(2): By Example 5.2, H° is conjugate inside Bir(Y x A!/Y) to a subgroup of
B;(Y). Hence, the statement is a consequence of (1). O

In the following, we list further ingredients for the proof of Theorem 1.3. Here,
we use in an essential way that the ground field k is uncountable.

Lemma 5.4. Let G C Bir(X) be a closed connected subgroup and let H C G be a
closed proper subgroup. Then |G : H| is uncountable.
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Proof. Assume that [G : H] is countable. Take h € H and g € G\ H. As G is
connected and closed in Bir(X), there exists a morphism p: V' — Bir(X) from an
irreducible variety V' such that its image contains h and g. The preimage under
p of all H-cosets in G gives us a decomposition of V' into countably many closed
subsets, where at least two of them are non-empty. Since V' is irreducible and k is
uncountable, we obtain a contradiction (e.g. by [FK18, Lemma 1.3.1]). O

Lemma 5.5. Let G C Bir(X) be a closed connected subgroup and H C G a count-
able index subgroup. If G is solvable, then len(G) = len(H).

Proof of Lemma 5.5. The closure H of H in G has to be equal to G by Lemma 5.4
and thus len(G) = len(H). O

Lemma 5.6. Let G C Bir(X) be a closed connected subgroup and N C G a closed
normal subgroup. If G/N° is solvable, then len(G/N) = len(G/N°).

Proof. For the proof we endow G/N and G/N° with the quotient topology given by
the quotient maps 7: G — G/N and 7o: G — G/N°, respectively. We may assume
G # N and hence, k :=len(G/N°) > 0. Then, by the continuity of my we get

{1} £ D1(G/N°) C o(DF1(@)) C DFT(G/N).
Since 7o (D*~1(G)) is non-trivial, we get that N°ND*~1(G) is a proper, closed sub-
group of D¥~1(G). By Lemma 5.4 we get that mo(D*~1(G)) and hence D*—1(G/N°)
is uncountable. As N° has countable index in IV, it follows that the restriction of the
continuous group homomorphism G/N° — G/N to D¥=1(G/N°) — D+-1(G/N)
has a countable kernel. In particular, D¥=1(G/N) is uncountable, hence non-trivial.
This shows that D*~1(G/N) is non-trivial and thus

k <len(G/N) <len(G/N°) =k. O

Lemma 5.7. Let H be a commutative connected algebraic group, let G be a closed
connected solvable subgroup of Bir(X), and let v: G — Autag.grp(H) be a group ho-
momorphism. Then len(G) < len(ker(:)) + dim H,,, where H,, denotes the subgroup
of unipotent elements of H.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1 there is a countable index subgroup L C Aut,ig.grp (H) that
we will consider as a subgroup of GL,,, where n = dim H,,. Let F be the intersection
of «(G) N L with the connected solvable algebraic subgroup ¢(G) N L’ of GL,, inside
GL,,. Then F is a finite index subgroup of «(G) N L and F is contained in a Borel
subgroup of GL,. As F has countable index in ¢(G) the same holds for :=!(F)
inside G. Now we get the following estimate:

len(G) len(: (F)) < len(ker(:)) 4 len(F) .
As F is contained in a Borel subgroup of GL,,, we get len(F) < n. O

Lem. 5.5

Remark 5.8. If dim H, > 2, then the bound in Lemma 5.7 can be improved to
len(G) < len(ker(e)) + [logy(dim H,, — 1)] + 2, see e.g. [Sup76, §18, Theorem 1].

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Without loss of generality we assume that G is closed in
Bir(X). We proceed by induction on n = dim X. If n = 1, then we may assume
that X is a smooth projective irreducible curve. As Aut(X) is an algebraic group
acting regularly on X, the natural group isomorphism Aut(X) — Bir(X) is a home-
omorphism. Now, the result follows for n = 1, since Aut(X)° is either PGLy(k), an
elliptic curve or trivial. Assume that n > 1. Let k& = len(G). Then Gy == D*=1(G)
is a closed connected commutative subgroup of Bir(X). We may assume that G is
non-trivial and thus G_1 is non-trivial as well. We distinguish whether k(X)%+-1

is equal to k or not.
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Assume first that k(X )% -1 = k. By Corollary 3.9 it follows that Gj_; C Bir(X)
is a self-centralizing, connected, algebraic subgroup of dimension n. Consider the
following group homomorphism

10 G — Autalgerp(Gr—1), g+ (h—>gohog™).

The kernel of ¢ is equal to Gi_1 (as Gi—1 is self-centralising) and hence we get
len(G) <1+ n < 2n by Lemma 5.7.

For the rest of the proof we assume k(X)%-1 # k. Let m: Xg — Y be a
Rosenlicht quotient for Gi_1, see Theorem 3.3. Since G preserves the invariant
field k(X)% -1 = k(Y), the natural group homomorphism Bir(Xg, mp) — Bir(Y)
restricts to a continuous group homomorphism

v: G — Bir(Y).

Since G is connected the image im(y) is connected as well. Denote by H C G the
kernel of ¢. As H is a closed normal subgroup of G, we get len(im ¢) = len(G/H) =
len(G/H*®) by Lemma 5.6. Since G,_1 is non-trivial, it follows that the general fibres
of m: Xo — Y are of positive dimension, i.e. dimY < n. By induction hypothesis,
len(imp) < 2dimY.

Let K be an algebraic closure of k(Y). Consider the injective continuous group
homomorphism

e: BII‘(X()/Y) — BirK(XQK) .

Then, €(H®) is a connected solvable subgroup of Birg (X k). Note that we have
dim(Xo ) =n —dimY < n, as k(X)%-1 # k. By induction hypothesis, we get
lene(H®?) < 2(n—dimY). Since ¢ is injective, we get thus len(H°) < 2(n—dimY).
In summary,

len(G) < len(H®) +len(G/H®) <2(n—dimY) +2dimY = 2n. (11)

It remains to assume len(G) = 2n (and still k(X)%*-1 # k) and to show that X
is rational, and that G is conjugate to a subgroup of the standard Borel subgroup
B, in Bir(A"). Let d = n—dim Y. Then 0 < d < n. Since len(G/H®) = len(G/H) <
2dimY and len(H®) < 2d, we get

len(G/H) =2dimY and len(H®)=2d

using (11). Hence, €(H°®) is a closed connected solvable subgroup of Birg (X, i) of
derived length 2d. Corollary 3.11 implies that e(Ga,,—1) is a normal, self-centralizing,
commutative, connected, algebraic subgroup of €(H°) of dimension d. Lemma 5.7
applied to the homomorphism e(H°) — Autaig grp(6(G2n—1)) given by conjugation
yields

2d =len(e(H®)) <1+4d.

Hence, d = 1. Since len(e(H°)) = 2 and &(Gap—1) is self-centralizing, the group
Autalg grp(e(G2n—1)) is uncountable by Lemma 5.4. Hence, e(G2y,—1) contains unipo-
tent elements (by Lemma 2.1). As d = 1, we get €(Gan—1) =~ G4 x. Now, Proposi-
tion 4.2 implies that Ga,_1 consists only of unipotent elements.

Let U be a closed one-dimensional algebraic subgroup of G, —1 that is isomorphic
to G4. Then k(X)V = k(Y), since k(Y)) is algebraically closed in k(X). By [Mat63,
Theorem 1] there exists a birational map h: X --» Y x Al such that 7y corresponds
to the natural projection ¥ x Al — Y. By induction hypothesis, Y is birational to
A"~ and im(y) is conjugate to a subgroup of B,_; C Bir(A"~1). Thus, we may
replace 7 by the projection pr,, _;: A™ — A"~! to the first n — 1 coordinates, and
we may assume

G C Bir(A",pr,_;) and ¢(G)C B,_; C Bir(A"™!).
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Since len(H°) = 2, it follows from Lemma 5.3 that G is conjugate to a subgroup of
Bl(An_l) X B,_.1 =B, C BlI’(An) O

As a consequence we get the following result which answers [FP18, Question 3.9]
affirmatively:

Corollary 5.9. Let A € {Aut(X),Bir(X)} be either the group of automorphisms
of X or the group of birational transformations of X. Then any connected solvable
subgroup of A is contained in a Borel subgroup of A.

Proof. Note that the derived length of every connected solvable subgroup in A is
bounded by Theorem 1.3 and the fact that the natural injection Aut(X) — Bir(X)
is continuous. For a connected and solvable subgroup G C A this enables us to apply
Zorn’s lemma to the set of all connected solvable subgroups of A that contain G.
This gives the desired Borel subgroup in A. O

Corollary 5.10. Every Borel subgroup in Bir(A™) of derived length 2n is conjugate
to the standard Borel subgroup B,,.

Proof. This follows directly from Theorem 1.3. O

Naturally, one is lead to the question, whether for every n > 2 there exists a
Borel subgroup of Bir(A™) that is non-conjugate to B,,. The affirmative answer is
in fact a conjecture of Popov (he assumes n > 5, see [Popl7, p.6]), proven by Furter
and Hedén in case n = 2, see [FH23, Theorem 1.3].

The idea to construct Borel subgroups of distinct length (i.e. Corollary 1.4) is
to show that each element g, # ida» of the commutative subgroup Ty (A™~1) of
Bir(A™) from Example 5.2 is non-conjugate to any element of B,, for a suitable
f S k(,ﬁEl, “ee ;xn—l)-

Lemma 5.11. Any hypersurface in P™ that is contained in the closure of the fixed
locus of an element of By, \ {idx} is ruled, i.e. birational to a product of a variety
with A

Proof. Let ¢ € B, be given by

A" - AT
(X1, yxn) =+ (ax1+dy,..cn(@1, . Xne1)Tn + dn(X1, .00 Tpo1))
where ¢;,d; € k(x1,...,2,-1) and ¢; # 0. Write
_ il

51' 1
C; and dz = ’ y
Vi,2 di,2

where v; j,0;; € klz1,...,xi—1] and 7; 20,2 # 0. Consider the open non-empty
subset
U=< (z1,...,2,) € A" %’2(.361’ i)y Gip(@1, - wion) #0 CA™.
fori=1,...,n

As each irreducible hypersurface inside A"\ U is ruled, it is enough to show that the
irreducible hypersurfaces in U that are pointwise fixed by the morphism ¢|y: U —
A™ are ruled. Let H C U be such a hypersurface. Choose k such that (cg,dy) #
(1,0). Then H is contained in the hypersurface

Sko(®1, .y 1)V (21, -, Tho1) Tk
(.Tl, .. ,mn) ceU +7k,2($1; L. ,.Z‘k_l)(sk,l(l'l, .. ,xk_l)
= TpYk2(21, .o Th—1)0k2(21, . ., Th—1)

Now, as the equation is non-trivial and of degree at most one in z, every irreducible
component of the hypersurface above is ruled. This implies the statement. (I
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Proof of Corollary 1.4. Let F € kl[xg,...,xn—1] be a homogeneous, irreducible
polynomial of degree 2n such that the hypersurface in P"~! given by F is smooth.
In particular, f = F(1,21,...,2,—_1) is not a square in k(z1,...,z,-1). Let (a,b) #
(0,0) be a pair of elements inside k(z1,...,2n—1). Now, for all (z1,...,2,) € A"
with b(z1,...,Zn-1)2n + a(z1,...,25-1) # 0 and 22 = f(x1,...,2,—1) We have
Gap(®1,y ..y Tn) = (T1,...,Ty). When we see g3 as a birational map of P™ via the
open embedding A™ — P" given by (21,...,2n) — [1: 21 : -+ : 2], then

H = Vpu (xg" %22 — F) CP"
lies in the closure of the fixed locus of ¢, : dom(pgep) — P™. Note that

H - X =V,  1nm}—F) CPQ1,...,1,n)
[wo - iaa] Fos [moiwiiocimpoag an]

is a birational map, where P(1,...,1,n) denotes the weighted projective space of
dimension n with weights 1,...,1,n. Moreover, X is smooth and the projection to
20,...,Tn_1 yields a double cover m: X — P"~! that is branched along the smooth
hypersurface D in P"~! given by F. By the ramification formula we have for the
canonical divisors Kx and Kpn-1

Kx =7"Kpn1+ R,

where R is the ramification divisor of 7, see e.g. [lit82, §5.6, Theorem 5.5]. As 7 is
a double cover which is tamely ramified over D (chark = 0), we get 2R = 7#*D and
hence

2Kx = 2(rn*Kpn-1 + R) = 7" (2Kpn-1 + D) =0,
where the last equality follows from the fact that D is linearly equivalent to 2n
times a hyperplane in P*~! and Kpn-1 is —n times a hyperplane in P*~!. Hence,
the Kodaira dimension of X is zero and thus X and H are not ruled.

On the other hand, when we see an element ¢ € B,, as a birational map of P,
then any irreducible hypersurface in the closure of the fixed locus of ¢: dom(yp) —
P™ is ruled (see Lemma 5.11).

Now, assume that there exists a birational map n: P™ --» P" such that ¢, =
n~1 oy on for some ¢ € B,. By the weak factorization theorem (see [AKMWo02])
we may decompose 1 into blow-ups of smooth varieties in smooth centers and
its inverses. This implies that any hypersurface V' contracted by 7 is ruled. In
particular,  cannot contract H and thus the closure of n(dom(n) N H) lies in the
closure of the fixed locus of ¢: dom(y) — P", contradiction.

Let B be a Borel subgroup of Bir(A™) that contains T's (A" ') (see Corollary 5.9),
then B has derived length < 2n, since otherwise B and B,, would be conjugate in
Bir(A™) by Corollary 5.10. O

Moreover, we can show that Aut(A™) contains non-conjugate Borel subgroups
using a similar argument to the proof in Corollary 1.4 provided that n > 3. In
Aut(A™), the intersection Aut(A™) N B, is a Borel subgroup, see [FP18, Corol-
lary 1.2]. The question, whether there exist non-conjugate Borel subgroups in
Aut(A™) for n > 3 was posed in [FP18, Problem 3]. In Aut(A?) all Borel sub-
groups are conjugate, see [BEE16] and also [FP18].

Proof of Corollary 1.5. For n = 3 there exists a G,-action on A? that is not con-
jugate to any G,-action on A3 with image in Aut(A™) N B, see [Bas84, p.2]. This
example can easily be adapted to get such a G,-action on A™ for n > 3. For self-
completeness we insert the argument here.

Let f = zixs+a3+a3i+ai+...+22 € k[zy,...,2,] and consider the G,-action

Gy x A" — A"
(t, 21,y 2n) = (21 + 2tAxg — (tA) 223,20 — tAT3, T3,. .., T0),
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where A = f(x1,...,2,).

Let G C Aut(A™) be the image under the corresponding group homomorphism
Go — Aut(A™). Then the irreducible hypersurface H in A™ given by f is fixed by
every element of G. Note that H is the affine cone over an irreducible quadric in
P"~! and hence H has exactly one singular point.

On the other hand, every hypersurface that is fixed by a non-trivial element of
Aut(A™) N B,, is isomorphic to A x Y for some (n — 2)-dimensional affine variety
Y (this follows from a similar argument to the proof of Lemma 5.11).

Hence, no non-trivial element of G is conjugate to an element in Aut(A™) N B,
Using Corollary 5.9 we get the statement. O

6. CHARACTERIZATION OF RATIONALITY AND RULEDNESS

In this section k is uncountable, algebraically closed and of characteristic zero.
The goal is to prove the following characterization of rationality and ruledness via
its group of birational transformations, i.e. Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.

6.1. Existence of unipotent elements. The proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theo-
rem 1.2 use heavily the existence of unipotent elements that commute with certain
subgroups of the group of birational transformations. This constitutes the main
result of this subsection:

Theorem 6.1. Let G, H C Bir(X) be closed connected commutative non-trivial
subgroups. Assume that G normalizes H and that H is covered by countably many
G-congugacy class closures. Then Bir(X) contains unipotent elements that are dif-
ferent from the identity and commute with H.

Lemma 6.2. Let C be a commutative algebraic group, Cy C C' a dense subgroup
and M C Autqy.grp(C) an uncountable group preserving Co. Then Cy contains
unipotent elements that are different from the identity.

Proof of Lemma 6.2. Let U C C be the closed normal subgroup of unipotent el-
ements. Then Autaigerp(C/U) is countable by Lemma 2.1. Hence, the subgroup
My € M of elements that act trivially on C'/U has countable index in M. As M
is uncountable, we get My # {idx }. Let my € My and ¢o € Cy with mo(co) # co.
Then mo(co)cy 1is an element in U that is also contained in Cj. O

Lemma 6.3. Let G, H C Bir(X) be closed connected subgroups such that G normal-
izes H. Denote by mo: Xo — Y a Rosenlicht quotient for H and let ¢: G — Bir(Y')
be the restriction of Bir(Xo, mo) — Bir(Y') to G. Assume that

e o(QG) is an algebraic subgroup of Bir(Y);
o ker(y) N Centg(H) has countable index in ker(yp).

Then dim Cg(h) < dim o(G) for all h € H, where Cg(h) denotes the G-conjugacy
class of h in H.

Proof. Let n: G — G/(ker(yp) N Centg(H)) be the natural projection. We endow
this quotient and ker(y)/(ker(¢)NCente(H)) with the quotient topology. As ker(p)
is closed in G, the inclusion

ker(p)/(ker(v) N Centg(H)) — G/(ker(y) N Cent(H))

is a closed embedding. Using that ker(¢)°NCentg(H) is a closed subgroup of count-
able index in ker(¢)° gives that ker(¢)° is contained in Centg(H) (see Lemma 5.4).
As ker(p)°® is open in ker(y), the same holds for ker(p) N Centg(H) in ker(yp).
Hence, ker(¢)/(ker(¢) N Centg(H)) is discrete and countable. In particular, ¢ fac-
tors through a continuous map @: G/(ker(y) N Centg(H)) — G’ with countable
discrete fibres, where G’ := ¢(G) C Bir(Y).
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Let G1 C Gy C -+ C Bir(X) be a chain of closed irreducible algebraic subsets
such that their union is G. For d > 1, there exists an open dense subset Uy C G4
such that Uy is a normal variety and the inclusion Uy — Bir(X) is a morphism (see
[RUvS24, Proposition 5.2]). Consider the following commutative diagram:

Ga 2 U 1MV ) € GY(ker(g) N Cente (H)),
\ l@y
pa=plu,
G’ 7

As Uy is a Noetherian topological space, the same holds for the image 1n(Ug) and
in particular, this holds for the fibres of ;. As the fibres of P are discrete and
countable, it follows that the fibres of i, are finite.

Note that Uy 2% G C Bir(Y) is a morphism to Bir(Y), as Bir(Xg,mp) —
Bir(Y') preserves algebraic families parametrized by normal varieties, see [RUvS24,
Proposition 7.5]. For d > 1 large enough we may assume that ¢q: Uy — G’ is
dominant. By applying the fibre-dimension-formula to the irreducible variety U; and
the morphism Uy 2% G’ C Bir(Y)) we may further assume after shrinking U, that
all non-empty fibres of ¢4 are equidimensional of dimension f; := dim Uy — dim G’.
As the fibres of @, are finite and discrete, it follows that all non-empty fibres of 74
are equidimensional of dimension f; as well.

We fix h € H and apply the fibre-dimension-formula to the morphism pg: Ug —
Bir(X) given by g + ghg™! in order to get dim pq(Uy) +dim, p; ' (pa(g)) = dim Uy
for some g € Uy. Hence,

dim pg(Ug) = dim Uy — dimpgl(pd(g)) <dimUy — fg = dim G,

where we used that pg: Uy — Bir(X) factors through n;: Us — n(Uy). Using that
the dimension of a closed algebraic subset in Bir(X) is given by its Krull dimension,

the increasing sequence of closed irreducible algebraic subsets ps(U1) C pq(Us) C

- of Bir(X) becomes stationary. Hence, for d > 1 large enough pq(Uy) contains
the conjugacy class Cg(h) and thus dim Cg(h) < dim G”. O

First we proof a version of Theorem 6.1 in case GH acts without invariants on
X, and then we reduce the general case to that situation by pulling back to the
geometric generic fibre of a Rosenlicht quotient for GH.

Lemma 6.4. Let G,H C Bir(X) be closed, connected, commutative, non-trivial
subgroups such that G normalizes H, but does not centralize H. Assume that:

e there is an ascending chain Ay C As C - -+ of closed irreducible subsets in H such
that the union Ui>1 A; is dense in H and each A; is contained in the closure of
a G-conjugacy class in H

o k(X )GH =k

Then H contains unipotent elements different from the identity.

Proof of Lemma 6.4. After shrinking X we may assume that there exists a Rosen-
licht quotient m: X — Y for H. Let ¢: G — Bir(Y) be the restriction of Bir(X, 7) —
Bir(Y) to G. We get

k(Y71 = k()7 = (k(X)")7(@) = k()" K

where the first inequality follows from [RUvS24, Corollary 7.4]. Thus, Corollary 3.9
yields that ¢(G) is an algebraic subgroup of Bir(Y). Denote by K an algebraic
closure of k(Y') and consider the continuous, injective pull-back homomorphism

e: Bir(X/Y) — Birg(Xxk),

3
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where X i is the geometric generic fibre of 7. By Corollary 3.11, m is an algebraic
subgroup of Birg (Xk).

Assume first that ker(y)/(ker(p) N Centg(H)) is uncountable. Observe that the
uncountable group e(ker(y))/e(ker(p) N Centg(H)) acts faithfully by conjugation
on e(H) and hence e(H) contains unipotent elements (see Lemma 2.1). Lemma 6.2
applied to C' = e(H), Cy = e(H) and the image of £(ker(y)) in Autag grp(c(H))
under the conjugation homomorphism yields that ¢(H) contains unipotent elements
that are different from the identity. Proposition 4.2 gives us the desired unipotent
element in H.

Form now on we assume that ker(y)/(ker(¢) N Centg(H)) is countable. By
Lemma 6.3 there exists C' > 0 (independent of k) such that dim Cg(h) < C.
By assumption, we get now dim A; < C for all ¢ > 1. As the A; are closed and
irreducible in Bir(X), the sequence (dim A4;);>1 becomes stationary. As J;~, A
is closed and dense in H, we get H = A; for sufficiently large i and in par-
ticular dim H < oo. Hence, H C Bir(X) is an algebraic subgroup. Note that
the image of G in Autag grp(H) under the conjugation homomorphism is isomor-
phic to G/ Centg(H). However, since by assumption Centg(H) # G, the quotient
G/ Centg(H) is uncountable, see Lemma 5.4. Thus, Autaig.grp(H) is uncountable,
and by Lemma 2.1 we get that H contains unipotent elements that are different
from the identity. (I

Proof of Theorem 6.1. We may shrink X such that there exists a Rosenlicht quo-
tient 7: X — Y for H. By shrinking Y (and thus also X) we may further assume
that there is a Rosenlicht quotient n: Y — Z for the closure of the image of G in
Bir(Y). Then k(Z) = k(X)%H.
Let K be an algebraic closure of k(Z) and consider the continuous, injective
pull-back homomorphism
e: Bir(X/Z) = Birg(Xk) .

Then e(G),e(H) C Birg (Xk) are closed, connected, commutative, non-trivial, sub-
groups such that €(G) normalizes ¢(H). Moreover, by (1)

K(Xp) @) = |(X )= = |,

Let Ay C As C A3 C ... be an increasing chain of irreducible closed algebraic
subsets of Bir(X) such that their union is H. By assumption, there exist countably
many hi, he, ... € H such that H = |J,~, Cc(h;), where C¢/(h) is the G-conjugacy
class of h in H. Let pq: Vg — Bir(X) be a morphism with image A,4. Then finitely
many of the p;'(Cq(hi)), i € N cover Vy (see e.g. [FK18, Lemma 1.3.1]) and since
Ag is irreducible, there exists iq € N with Ag C Cg(h;,). Thus, we get for all d € N

e(44) C e (Calhiy)) € =(Calhi,) € Oy (b))

and hence every €(Ag) is contained in the closure of a (G)-conjugacy class in e(H).
As H is covered by countably many G-conjugacy class closures, it follows that G
does not centralize H. Thus, £(G) does not centralize e(H). Now, the subgroups
e(G),e(H) of Bir(Xg) and the chain e(A;) C e(As) C - -- satisfy the assumptions
of Lemma 6.4 and therefore ¢(H) contains unipotent elements different from the
identity.

Let L be an algebraic closure of k(Y'). Then, the composition

€|Bir(x/y)
) ——>

Bir(X/Y Birg (X /Yx) 2 Bir, (X1)

is equal to the pull-back homomorphism associated to 7: X — Y, where d denotes
the pull-back homomorphism associated to 7x: Xxg — Yx. By Proposition 4.2,
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d(e(H)) C Birp(Xr) contains unipotent elements different from the identity and
in particular, §(e(H)) as well. Hence, Corollary 4.4 yields a unipotent element in
Bir(X/Y') that is different from the identity and commutes with H. O

6.2. The proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. We start with a result,
which provides certain self-centralizing closed subgroups of Bir(X) (see Proposi-
tion 6.6).

In order to state it we have to generalize some notion following [RvS24, §1]. Let
X be an irreducible variety endowed with a regular faithful action of an algebraic
group G. For a G-invariant rational map f: X --» G denote by dom(f) C X its
domain (which is a G-stable open dense subset). Then

ryodom(f) — dom(f), zw— f(z) -z

defines an automorphism of dom(f) (with inverse z — f(z)~! - z) and hence ¢ is
an element of Bir(X). Let Rat® (X, G) be the group of G-invariant rational maps
from X to G. Then,

Rat?(X,G) — Bir(X), [~ rf

is a group homomorphism, and we denote its image by rReply (G).

If G is just an algebraic subgroup of Bir(X), we still can define rReply(G)
by choosing an irreducible variety X’ with a regular faithful G-action and a G-
equivariant birational map ¢: X --+ X’ (Weil regularization, see e.g. [Bri22]) and
then set

rRepl (G) = ¢ ! o tReply/ (G) 0 p C Bir(X).
Note that the definition of rReply (G) does not depend on the choice of a regular
model ¢: X --» X’ and that the definition of rReply (G) slightly differs from that
one in [RvS24, §1].

Remark 6.5. If G is an algebraic subgroup of Bir(X), then rReply(G) lies in
Bir(Xy/Y), where m: Xo — Y is a Rosenlicht quotient of X with respect to G.

Proposition 6.6. Let G be a connected commutative affine algebraic subgroup of
Bir(X). Then, rReply (G) is self-centralizing in Bir(X).

Before we start the proof of Proposition 6.6 we establish a lemma about regular
actions of connected commutative algebraic groups.

Lemma 6.7. Let G be a connected commutative affine algebraic group that acts
faithfully and regularly on X. Then there exists an irreducible variety Y, a closed
connected subgroup G' C G and a G'-equivariant open embedding e: G/ x Y — X
with a G-stable image, where G’ acts via left multiplication only on the first factor
of G' XY, and the following composition is a geometric quotient for the G-action:

(G xY) S @ xy LUy

Proof. Let G,,Gs C G be the closed subgroups of unipotent and semisimple ele-
ments, respectively. Then G = G,G5. Denote by X’ C X the subset of the x € X
with a trivial stabilizer (Gs)z. Then X’ is open and dense in X (see e.g. [Kral6,
Proposition 3.6.1]) and since G is commutative, X’ is G-stable. Hence, by shrinking
X we may assume that G acts freely on X. Thus, we get for all x € X

Gz = (G NGL)(Gz NGy) C G
By [Bri21, Theorem 2] there exists a G-stable open dense subset X( in X such
that the geometric quotient 7: Xg — Y of the G-action exists, Xy and Y are

smooth and affine, 7w is smooth and admits a section s: Y — Xy. Take yg € Y
and let o = s(yo) € Xo. Let U C G, be a closed subgroup such that U N Gy, is
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trivial and dim U + dim G,, = dim G,,. Denote G’ = UG C G and consider the
G’-equivariant morphism

e:G'xY =X, (d,y)—4q - sy).

Claim 1. After shrinking Y, the morphism ¢ is bijective.

Proof. Let E C UxY be the closed subset of those (u,y) € UxY with us(y) = s(y).
Consider the surjective morphism p: E — Y, (u,y) — y and let B/ C E be the
irreducible component of E that contains {1} x Y. Since p~!(yo) = {(1,%0)}, by the
semi-continuity of the fibre dimension (see e.g. [GW20, Theorem 14.112]) applied
to p: E — Y, there is a dense open subset E” C E’ that contains (1, yo) and is also
open in F with
dimer p~(p(e”)) =0 for all ¢ € .

Since for all y € Y the fibre of p: E — Y over y is irreducible (it is the stabilizer
Us(y)) and contains (1,y), we conclude that p~!(y) = {(1,y)} forally € p(E") C Y.
Hence, p|g: E” = p~Y(p(E")) — Y is an open embedding (see [GW20, Corol-
lary 12.88]). This shows that the stabilizer (G'),(,) = Us(y) is trivial for y € p(E").
Thus, after replacing Y with p(E”), we may assume that ¢ is injective (and still
yo € Y). By the smoothness of =, it follows that all G-orbits in X have the same
dimension. As dim Gzg = dim G — dim G, = dim G5 + dim U = dim G’ and since
for all y € Y the G’-orbits in Gs(y) have the same dimension, we conclude that ¢
is also surjective. (I

Now, the statement follows from Zariski’s main theorem. (I

As G is commutative in Proposition 6.6, rReply (G) is commutative. So, for
establishing a proof of Proposition 6.6, we only have to show that every element of
Bir(X) that commutes with rReply (G) is contained in rReply (G).

Proof of Proposition 6.6. By replacing X with a regular model for GG, we may as-
sume that G acts faithfully and regularly on X . Using Lemma 6.7 (and after possibly
shrinking X') we may assume that there exists a G’-equivariant isomorphism
e X' =G@xY>S X

for a connected closed subgroup G’ of G and pry oe~! is a geometric quotient
for the G-action, where pry is the projection to Y. In particular, rReply. (G') C
e~ torReply (G)oe. Let ¢ € Centpiy(x) (tReply (G)). Then, ¢ := e~ opoe commutes
with rReply, (G’). Moreover, lociso(v)) is G'-stable and hence, we may assume after
shrinking Y (and then X and X’) that ¢ is an automorphism of X”.

Claim 2. v induces the identity on Y.

Proof. Assume this is not the case. Then there exist go, g1 in G’ and yo # y1 in Y
such that ¥(go, yo) = (g1, y1). Choose a G'-invariant rational map f: G'xY --» G’

with (go,y0), (91,y1) € dom(f) and f(go, o) # f(g1,y1). Then:
f(g0,90) - (91,91) = ¥(f(g0,90) - (90,%0)) = (rs(g0,%0))

= rr(¥(g0.y0)) = f(g1,91) - (91, 91) -
As G’ acts freely on G’ x Y, we get f(go,y0) = f(g1,¥1), contradiction. O

Let h: G' x Y — G’ be defined via h(g¢’,y) = pres(¥(1,y)), where pro, denotes
the projection to G’. Then we get for all v = (¢’,y) € G' x Y

() =99 - (Ly) =9 v(1,y) = (g'h(g",y),y) = h(v) - v,
where the third equality uses Claim 2. This implies the proposition. O
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We call an element g in a group G divisible by k if there exists an element f € G
such that f*¥ = ¢g. An element is called divisible if it is divisible by all k > 0. If G is
an algebraic group, then e.g. by [LRU23, Lemma 3.12] for any g € G there exists
k > 0 that depends on g such that ¢* is a divisible element in G.

Proposition 6.8. Assume dim X > 0. Then there is an element g € k(X)* such
that no power of g is divisible in k(X)*.

Proof. Note that k(X) is a finite extension of the field k(¢1,...,t,), where t1,...,t,
are algebraically independent in k(X) and n = dim X > 0. We claim that no power
of ¢ is divisible in k(X)*. Let I > 1 be a fixed integer. First note that for no prime
p > [, the polynomial
TP —t) € k(ty,.,tn)[T]

has a root in k(¢1, ..., t,), and thus it is irreducible over k(¢1, . , t,,), see e.g. [Lan02,
Ch. VI, Theorem 6.2(ii)]. If p > [ is a prime that does not divide the degree of the
field extension k(t1,...,t,) C k(X), then TP — ¢} has no root in k(X), and thus #}
is not divisible by p in k(X)*. O

Denote by Tr,, C Bir(A™) the subgroup of translations, i.e.,
Tr, ={(z1,....z0) = (@1 +cC1,...,Tn+n) | & € k} CAut(A™) C Bir(A"),
by T,, the standard torus in Aut(A"), i.e.,
Tn={(x1,...,2p) = (@171, ...,anzy) | a; € k" } C Aut(A™) C Bir(A")

and by Aff,, the subgroup of affine transformations, i.e. the subgroup generated by
all linear transformations of A™ and the translations Tr,,.

Lemma 6.9. The normalizer Normg;y(any(Try) of Tr,, in Bir(A™) coincides with
AFF,.

Proof. Let ¢ € Normg;y(an)(Try,). Then lociso(y) intersects A", say in xo. For any
x1 € A", there exists a translation ¢ € Tr, such that zo = ¢(x1). As ¢ normalizes
Tr,, there exists t' € Tr,, with t'opot = . Using that t' opot is a local isomorphism
at x1, we get thus that ¢ is a local isomorphism at z; as well. So, ¢ € Aut(A™).
Let ¢1,...,¢n be the coordinate functions of the automorphism ¢ of A™. Using

again that ¢ normalizes Tr,, we get for all c € k" and alli =1,...,n that
pi(r+c) — pi(r) €k
is a constant polynomial. This implies that for all c € k™ and all j = 1,...,n, we

get for the partial derivative

i dpi
oz, (x+c¢) oz, (x)=0.

Hence, %ﬁ—; €k and thus degp; < 1foralli=1,...,n,ie @€ Aff,. O

The next lemma is an analog of [RvS24, Lemma 5.1] and constitutes our last
ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 6.10. Let G be a closed commutative subgroup of Bir(X) which consists of
unipotent elements. Then there exists a commutative unipotent algebraic subgroup
U C Bir(X) contained in G such that G C rReply (U) and k(X)V = k(X)C.

Proof. We establish first the following claim:

Claim 1. There is a unipotent algebraic subgroup U C G such that k(X)V =
k(X)C.
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Proof. Let U; C G be a one-dimensional unipotent subgroup. If k(X )Y+ = k(X)%,
then we set U = U; and the claim is proven. Hence, we can assume that k(X)% C
k(X)Y1. Pick an element us € G\ U; such that (k(X)V1)*2 C k(X)V'. Hence,
Uy =U;o0 @ is an algebraic subgroup of Bir(X) contained in G, isomorphic to
G2 and k(X)Y2 C k(X)Y'. Again, if k(X)Y2 = k(X)%, then we set U = U, and the
claim is proven. Hence, we can assume that k(X)% C k(X)Y2. We continue in this
way and build a successive chain of algebraic subgroups U; C U C - - - inside G such
that dim U; = i and k(X)Y € (k(X)Yi-1 for all i > 1. By e.g. Theorem 3.3 we have
that the transcendence degree of k(X )Yi-1 is one more than that of k(X )Yi. Hence,
the sequence Uy C Uz € ... stops with some U = Uy, k > 1 and k(X)V = k(X)%.
This proves the claim. (Il

Since any element of rReply (U) commutes with G' (here we use that k(X)¢ =
k(X)Y) we get that G is contained in the centralizer of rReply (U) in Bir(X). The
statement follows, since rReply (U) is self-centralizing, see Proposition 6.6. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let Z: Bir(A™) — Bir(X) be an isomorphism of groups.
Note that the translations Tr,, and the torus T,, both act with a dense open or-
bit on A™ and thus Corollary 3.9 implies that Tr,, T, are both self-centralizing.
In particular, the images =(Tr, ), Z(T,,) are closed subgroups of Bir(X). Since ev-
ery countable index subgroup A of Tr, is dense in Tr,, we get Centgiyan)(4) =
Centpg;y(an)(Try,) = Try, and in particular,

Centrir(x) (E(T5)°) = Z(Ty). (12)

Since T,, acts by conjugation with finitely many orbits on Tr,, it follows that
E(T,)° acts with countably many orbits on Z(Tr,,)°. By Theorem 6.1 applied to
H = Z(Tr,)° and G = E(T,)° there exist unipotent elements in Bir(X) that
commute with Z(Tr,)° and hence, Z(Tr,) contains unipotent elements by (12). As
SL,, C Bir(A™) acts transitively on Tr,, \{ida» } by conjugation, we conclude that all
elements of =Z(Tr,) \ {idx} are conjugate in Bir(X). Hence, all elements of Z(Tr,)
are unipotent. In particular, =(Tr,) is connected.

Assume first k(X)Z(T») = k. Then by Corollary 3.9, it is a commutative, unipo-
tent algebraic subgroup of Bir(X) of dimension k := dim X. Using the Weil regular-
ization theorem (see e.g. [Bri22]), we may assume that Z(Tr,,) acts regularly on X.
Hence, the dense open orbit of X is isomorphic to Z(Tr,). Again after conjugation,
we may assume that X = A* and Z(Tr,,) = Try. By Lemma 6.9 the normalizer of
Tr, C Bir(A™) is isomorphic to Aff,, and the normalizer of Try C Bir(A*) is iso-
morphic to Affy,. Therefore, = induces an isomorphism of the groups Aff,, and Affy,
which sends the translations Tr,, C Aff,, to the translations Tr, C Aff,. Therefore,
E induces an isomorphism from Aff, / Tr, ~ GL, to Aff, / Try ~ GLg. Then the
commutators SL,, = [GL,,, GL,| and SL; = [GLg, GL] are isomorphic and hence,
the centers of them are isomorphic. But this says n = k.

Assume now that k(X)=(T) £ k. Let U C Z(Tr,) be an algebraic subgroup
with

E(Tr,) C rReply (U) and k(X)V = k(X)=(Trm) | (13)

see Lemma 6.10. Using Weil’s regularization theorem again, we may assume that
U acts regularly and faithfully on X. By Lemma 6.7 there exists a closed subgroup
U’ C U and a birational U’-equivariant morphism e: U’ x Y --» X for some
variety Y with £*(k(X)Y) = k(Y). As rReply .y (U’) € e orReply(U) o ¢, as
rReply v (U’) is self-centralizing in Bir(U’ x V') (see Proposition 6.6) and since
rReply (U) is commutative, it follows that

Replyr oy (U') = e orReply (U) o¢.
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Moreover, £*(k(X)Z(T)) = e*(k(X)V) = k(Y) = k(U’ x Y)V". Thus, we may
replace X with U’ x Y and U with U’, and (13) is still satisfied.

As rReply (U) is commutative and Tr, is self-centralizing in Bir(A™), we get
from (13)

E7 ' (rReply (U)) = Try, -

Denote by D the standard subtorus of Bir(U) C Bir(U x Y) = Bir(X). Then
k(X)P =k(Y) = k(X)V = k(X)Z(T) £ k. The subgroup rReply (D) C Bir(X) is
self-centralizing by Proposition 6.6 and normalizes rReply (U). Hence,

A =Z"1(1Replx (D))

is a closed subgroup of Bir(A"™) which normalizes Tr,,. By Lemma 6.9, A is contained
in Aff,,. Hence, for every element a € A there exists k > 0 such that a¥ is divisible
in A, see e.g. [LRU23, Lemma 3.12].

Note that for a general 2 € X the stabilizer D, is trivial and thus Rat” (X,D) —
rReply (D), f + 7y is bijective. Hence, we get the following group isomorphism

rReply (D) ~ Rat? (X, D) ~ Rat(Y, D) ~ k(Y)* x --- x k(Y)*.

However, using Lemma 6.8 and k(Y') # k, there exist elements in k(Y)* such that
no power of it is divisible in k(Y)*. This contradiction proves the theorem. (]

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let Z: Bir(A! x Y) — Bir(X) be a group isomorphism.
Denote by U C Bir(A! x Y) the algebraic subgroup of automorphisms (¢, y) — (¢t +
A\, y) for A € G, and by D C Bir(A! x Y) the algebraic subgroup of automorphisms
(t,y) — (ut,y) for p € G,,. Then rRepl(D) acts via conjugation with two orbits
on rRepl(U) (this action is given by k(Y)* x k(Y) — k(Y), (p,q) — pq). Hence,
the same holds for the images of rRepl(D) and rRepl(U) in Bir(X). As rRepl(D)
and rRepl(U) are self-centralizing in Bir(A! x Y) (see Proposition 6.6) the same
holds for their images in Bir(X) and in particular, they are closed in Bir(X). Hence,
G := Z(rRepl(D))° and H := Z(rRepl(U))° are closed connected commutative non-
trivial subgroups of Bir(X) and G acts via conjugation on H with countably many
orbits. By Theorem 6.1 there exists a unipotent element in Bir(X) that is different
from the identity. By [Mat63, Theorem 1] we conclude that X is ruled. O
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