arXiv:2302.09253v1 [math.AG] 18 Feb 2023

The geometrically m-step solvable Grothendieck conjecture for affine hyperbolic curves over finitely generated fields

Naganori Yamaguchi^∗

Abstract

In this paper, we present some new results on the geometrically m-step solvable Grothendieck conjecture in anabelian geometry. Specifically, we show the (weak bi-anabelian and strong bi-anabelian) geometrically m-step solvable Grothendieck conjecture(s) for affine hyperbolic curves over fields finitely generated over the prime field. First of all, we show the conjecture over finite fields. Next, we show the geometrically m-step solvable version of the Oda-Tamagawa good reduction criterion for hyperbolic curves. Finally, by using these two results, we show the conjecture over fields finitely generated over the prime field.

Contents

Introduction 1

Notation 6

1 Basic results on Π^{(m)}_U 8 1.1 The center-freeness of Π^{(m,Σ)}_U . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 1.2 The group-theoretical reconstruction of various invariants of Π^{(m,Σ)}_U . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 1.3 Inertia groups of Π^{m,Σ}_U . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13

2 The case of finite fields 15 2.1 The separatedness of decomposition groups of Π^{(m)}_U . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 2.2 The group-theoretical reconstruction of decomposition groups of Π^{(m)}_U . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19 2.3 The weak bi-anabelian results over finite fields . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 2.4 The strong bi-anabelian results over finite fields . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26

3 The m-step solvable version of the good reduction criterion for hyperbolic curves 28

4 The case of finitely generated fields 34 4.1 The category Sch^{geo.red.}_k . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 4.2 The weak bi-anabelian results over finitely generated fields . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36 4.3 The strong bi-anabelian results over finitely generated fields . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40

Introduction

In this introduction, we use the following notation. Let m be an integer greater than or equal to 1. Let k be a field. Set p := ch(k)(≥ 0). Let i = 1, 2. Let X_i be a proper, smooth, geometrically connected scheme of relative dimension one over k (we call such a scheme a proper, smooth curve over k) and E_i a closed subscheme of X_i which is finite, étale over k. Let g_i be the genus of X_i and r_i the degree of E_i over k. Set U_i := X_i − E_i. We say that U_i is hyperbolic if 2 − 2g_i − r_i < 0. For a scheme S (satisfying

∗Affiliation: Research Institute for Mathematical Sciences, Kyoto University, e-mail: naganori@kurims.kyoto-u.ac.jp

suitable conditions), we write π_1(S, s) for the étale fundamental group of S and write π^{tame}_1 (S, s) for the tame fundamental group of S, where s stands for a geometric point of S. In the rest of this introduction, we always fix a geometric point s and write π_1(S), π^{tame}_1 (S) instead of π_1(S, s), π^{tame}_1 (S, s), respectively.

When k is a field finitely generated over Q and U_1 is hyperbolic, we have a fundamental conjecture called (the relative, weak bi-anabelian form of) the Grothendieck conjecture, which predicts: If a G_k -isomorphism π_1(U_1)^∼−→ π_1(U_2) exists, then a k-isomorphism U_1^∼−→ U_2 exists. This conjecture was completely solved by [19], [29], and [16].

Next, we consider variants of the Grothendieck conjecture by replacing π_1(U_1) and π_1(U_2) with quotients of these profinite groups. In this paper, we mainly consider various (geometrically) m-step solvable quotients. Let ℓ be a prime. For any profinite group G, we write G^{[m]} for the m-step derived subgroup of G and G^{pro-ℓ′} for the maximal pro-prime-to-ℓ quotient of G. (We also write G^{pro-0′} := G.) We define G^m := G/G^{[m]},

π^{tame}_1 (U_i)^{(m)} := π^{tame}_1 (U_i)/π^{tame}_1 (U_{i,k}sep )^{[m]}, and

π^{tame}_1 (U_i)^{(m,pro-ℓ′ )} := π^{tame}_1 (U_i)/Ker(π^{tame}_1 (U_{i,k}sep ) → π^{tame}_1 (U_{i,k}sep )^{m,pro-ℓ′} ).

For any integer n ∈ Z_{≥0} satisfying m > n, we write Isom^{(m)}_{Gk} (π^{tame}_1 (U_1)^{(m−n)}, π^{tame}_1 (U_2)^{(m−n)}) for the image of the natural map

Isom_{Gk} (π^{tame}_1 (U_1)^{(m)}, π^{tame}_1 (U_2)^{(m)}) → Isom_{Gk} (π^{tame}_1 (U_1)^{(m−n)}, π^{tame}_1 (U_2)^{(m−n)}).

We also define π_1(U_i)^{(m)}, π_1(U_i)^{(m,pro-ℓ′ )}, and Isom^{(m)}_{Gk} (π_1(U_1)^{(m−n)}, π_1(U_2)^{(m−n)}) by replacing π^{tame}_1 (U_i) with π_1(U_i) in the above.

Let Sch^{geo.red.} k be the category of all geometrically reduced schemes over k. When p > 0, we define Sch^{geo.red.}

k,Fr^{−1} as the category obtained by localizing Sch geo.red.

k with respect to all relative Frobenius morphisms of geometrically reduced schemes over k. We write S_k for the category Sch^{geo.red.}_k (resp. the category Sch^{geo.red.}

k,Fr^{−1} ) when p = 0 (resp. when p > 0). Note that the following equivalence holds.

U_1^∼−→ U_2 in S_k ⇐⇒

U_1^∼−→_k U_2 (p = 0)

U_1(n_1)^∼−→_k U_2(n_2) for some n_1, n_2 ∈ Z_{≥0} (p > 0)

Here, U_i(n_i) stands for the n_i-th Frobenius twist of U_i over k.

In this paper, we consider the following variants of the Grothendieck conjecture.

Conjecture 0.1 (The (relative, geometrically) m-step solvable Grothendieck conjecture). Assume that m ≥ 2, that k is a field finitely generated over the prime field, and that U_1 is hyperbolic.

(1) (W_{m,U1,U2} : Weak bi-anabelian form)

π^{tame}_1 (U_1)^{(m) ∼}−−→_{Gk} π^{tame}_1 (U_2)^{(m)} ⇐⇒ U_1^∼−→ U_2 in S_k

(2) (S_{m,n,U1,U2} : Strong bi-anabelian form) Assume that U_{1,k} does not descend to a curve over F_p when p > 0. Let n ∈ Z_{≥0} be an integer satisfying m > n. Then the following natural map is bijective.

Isom_{Sk} (U_1, U_2) → Isom^{(m)}_{Gk} (π^{tame}_1 (U_1)^{(m−n)}, π^{tame}_1 (U_2)^{(m−n)})/Inn(π^{tame}_1 (U_{2,k}sep )^{m−n})

Remark 0.2. Let m^′ ∈ Z_{≥2} be an integer satisfying m^′ ≥ m. Then W_{m,U1 ,U2} implies W_m′_{,U1,U2} . Hence we want to prove W_{m,U1,U2} for as small m as possible. The best expected result is for m = 2. As for S_{m,n,U1,U2} , the best expected result is for (m, n) = (2, 0).

The following three theorems are all the previous results that the author knows about the weak bianabelian and strong bi-anabelian form of the m-step solvable Grothendieck conjectures for hyperbolic curves.

Theorem 0.3 (cf. [18] Theorem A). Assume that m ≥ 2 and that k is an algebraic number field satisfying one of the following conditions (a)-(b). (a) k is a quadratic field ≠ Q( √ 2). (b) There exists a prime ideal p of O_k unramified in k/Q such that |O_k/p| = 2 (e.g., k = Q). Let λ_i be an element of k − {0, 1} and set Λ_i := {0, 1, ∞, λ_i} for each i = 1, 2. Then the following holds. π_1(P^1_k − Λ_1)^{(m) ∼}−−→_{Gk} π_1(P^1_k − Λ_2)^{(m)} ⇐⇒ P^1_k − Λ_1^∼−→_k P^1_k − Λ_2

Theorem 0.4 (cf. [16] Theorem A^′). Assume that m ≥ 5, that k is a field finitely generated over the prime field, and that U_1 is hyperbolic. Let n ∈ Z_{≥3} be an integer satisfying m > n. Then the following natural map is bijective.

Isom_k(U_1, U_2) → Isom^{(m)}_{Gk} (π_1(U_1)^{(m−n)}, π_1(U_2)^{(m−n)})/Inn(π_1(U_{2,k}sep )^{m−n}) In particular, the following holds. π_1(U_1)^{(m) ∼}−−→_{Gk} π_1(U_2)^{(m)} ⇐⇒ U_1^∼−→_k U_2

Remark 0.5. More generally, in [16] Theorem A^′, Mochizuki proved a certain Hom-version of the strong bi-anabelian form of the m-step solvable Grothendieck conjecture for hyperbolic curves over sub-ℓ adic fields (i.e., subfields of a finitely generated extension field of Q_ℓ ) for any prime ℓ.

Theorem 0.6 (cf. [32] Theorem 2.4.1). Assume that m ≥ 3, that k is a field finitely generated over the prime field, that U_1 is hyperbolic, and that g_1 = 0. When p > 0, assume that the curve X_{1,k} − S does not descend to a curve over F_p for each S ⊂ E_{1,k} with |S| = 4. Then the following holds. π_1(U_1)^{(m,pro-p′ ) ∼}−−→_{Gk} π_1(U_2)^{(m,pro-p′)} ⇐⇒ U_1^∼−→ U_2 in S_k In this paper, we give some new results on the weak bi-anabelian and strong bi-anabelian form of the m-step solvable Grothendieck conjectures for hyperbolic curves over fields finitely generated over the prime field, by referring to the methods of [29] and [26] (and [27] in part). First, we consider the case that the base field is finite (see section 2).

Theorem 0.7 (Theorem 2.16, Corollary 2.22). For i = 1, 2, let k_i be a finite field. Let X^′_i be a proper, smooth curve over k_i, E^′_i a closed subscheme of X^′_i which is finite, étale over k_i. Let g^′_i be the genus of X^′_i and r^′_i the degree of E^′_i over k_i. Set U^′_i := X^′_i − E^′_i. Assume that U^′_1 is affine hyperbolic. (1) Assume that m satisfies { m ≥ 2 (if r^′_1 ≥ 3 and (g^′_1, r^′_1) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4)) m ≥ 3 (if r^′_1 < 3 or (g^′_1, r^′_1) = (0, 3), (0, 4)) Then the following holds.

π^{tame}_1 (U^′_1)^{(m) ∼}−→ π^{tame}_1 (U^′_2)^{(m)} ⇐⇒ U^′_1^∼−−−−→_{scheme} U^′_2

(2) Assume that m ≥ 3. Let n ∈ Z_{≥2} be an integer satisfying m > n. Then the following natural map is bijective.

Isom(U^′_1, U^′_2) → Isom^{(m)}(π^{tame}_1 (U^′_1)^{(m−n)}, π^{tame}_1 (U^′_2)^{(m−n)})/Inn(π^{tame}_1 (U^′_2)^{(m−n)}) Here, Isom^{(m)}(π^{tame}_1 (U^′_1)^{(m−n)}, π^{tame}_1 (U^′_2)^{(m−n)}) stands for the image of the map Isom(π^{tame}_1 (U^′_1)^{(m)}, π^{tame}_1 (U^′_2)^{(m)}) → Isom(π^{tame}_1 (U^′_1)^{(m−n)}, π^{tame}_1 (U^′_2)^{(m−n)}), see Definition 2.19.

Theorem 0.7 is a completely new result and even the first result on the m-step solvable Grothendieck conjecture for hyperbolic curves over finite fields. Next, we consider the case that k is a field finitely generated over the prime field (see section 4).

Theorem 0.8 (Theorem 4.12, Corollary 4.18). Assume that k is a field finitely generated over the prime field and that U_1 is affine hyperbolic. Assume that U_{1,k} does not descend to a curve over F_p when p > 0.

(1) Assume that m satisfies { m ≥ 4 (if r_1 ≥ 3 and (g_1, r_1) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4)) m ≥ 5 (if r_1 < 3 or (g_1, r_1) = (0, 3), (0, 4)).

Then the following holds.

π^{tame}_1 (U_1)^{(m) ∼}−−→_{Gk} π^{tame}_1 (U_2)^{(m)} ⇐⇒ U_1^∼−→ U_2 in S_k

(2) Assume that m ≥ 5. Let n ∈ Z_{≥4} be an integer satisfying m > n. Then the following natural map is bijective.

Isom_{Sk} (U_1, U_2) → Isom^{(m)}_{Gk} (π^{tame}_1 (U_1)^{(m−n)}, π^{tame}_1 (U_2)^{(m−n)})/Inn(π^{tame}_1 (U_{2,k}sep )^{m−n})

The following is a summary of the new results contained in Theorem 0.8 that are not covered by the previous results Theorem 0.3, Theorem 0.4, and Theorem 0.6.

Theorem (Summary of new results contained in Theorem 0.8). Assume that k is finitely generated over the prime field and that U_1 is affine hyperbolic. Assume that U_{1,k} does not descend to a curve over F_p when p > 0. (1) We assume one of the following (a)-(d).

(a) p = 0, r_1 ≥ 3, g_1 ≥ 1, and m = 4. (b) p > 0, r_1 ≥ 3, g_1 ≥ 1, and m ≥ 4. (c) p > 0, r_1 < 3, and m ≥ 5.

(d) p > 0, g_1 = 0, r_1 ≥ 5, m ≥ 4, and the curve X_{1,k} − S descends to a curve over F_p for some S ⊂ E_{1,k} with |S| = 4.

Then the following holds.

π^{tame}_1 (U_1)^{(m) ∼}−−→_{Gk} π^{tame}_1 (U_2)^{(m)} ⇐⇒ U_1^∼−→ U_2 in S_k

(2) Assume that p > 0 and that m ≥ 5. Let n ∈ Z_{≥4} be an integer satisfying m > n. Then the following map is bijective.

Isom_{Sk} (U_1, U_2) → Isom^{(m)}_{Gk} (π^{tame}_1 (U_1)^{(m−n)}, π^{tame}_1 (U_2)^{(m−n)})/Inn(π^{tame}_1 (U_{2,k}sep )^{m−n})

Let us sketch the proofs of Theorem 0.7 and Theorem 0.8. For simplicity, we also write U_i for U^′_i (in Theorem 0.7). Roughly speaking, the proof of Theorem 0.7 (resp. Theorem 0.8) is based on [29] sections 2, 4 (resp. [29] sections 5, 6, and [26]). However, our proofs differ from those in [29] and [26] in the following point, among other things.

(P) We need to replace various arguments in [29] and [26] (that involve the full (tame) fundamental group π^{tame}_1 (U_i)) with new arguments that only involve the (geometrically) m-step solvable quotient π^{tame}_1 (U_i)^{(m)}. Further, we also need to have these new arguments for as small m as possible. (See Remark 0.2.)

Let us divide the proofs into seven steps. In all steps, we need to treat carefully the difficulties that come from (P).

The Sketch of Proof of Theorem 0.7

(Step 1: contents in subsections 2.1 and 2.2) We reconstruct the π^{tame}_1 (U_i)^{(m−1)}-set Dec (π^{tame}_1 (U_i)^{(m−1)}) from π^{tame}_1 (U_i)^{(m)} (see Proposition 2.12). In this step, we always face the difficulty that comes from (P) (for example, when proving the separatedness of decomposition groups of π^{tame}_1 (U_i)^{(m)} (see Lemma 2.4 and Proposition 2.6) and when discussing how to get the result for the reconstruction of the π^{tame}_1 (U_i)^{(m−1)}-set Ũ_i^{m−1,cl}, where Ũ^{m−1}_i is the maximal unramified covering of U_i which is tamely ramified outside of U_i and a (geometrically) (m − 1)-step solvable covering of U_i (see Lemma 2.11)).

(Step 2: contents in subsection 2.3) We reconstruct the curve U_i from π^{tame}_1 (U_i)^{(m)} and the π^{tame}_1 (U_i)^{(m−1)}- set Dec (π^{tame}_1 (U_i)^{(m−1)}). The basic plan is to reconstruct the multiplicative group and the addition of the function field K(U_i). For the first reconstruction, we use class field theory, and for the second reconstruction, we use Lemma 2.15 ([29] Lemma 4.7). Thus, by using Step 1 and Step 2, Theorem 0.7(1) follows.

(Step 3: contents in subsection 2.4) In this step, we prove Theorem 0.7(2). To prove the injectivity, we use Lemma 2.17 ([27] Theorem 1.2.1). To prove the surjectivity, we use the results obtained in Step 1 and Step 2. □

The Sketch of Proof of Theorem 0.8

(Step 4: contents in section 3) Let R be a regular local ring, s the closed point of Spec(R), and (X, E) a hyperbolic curve over the function field K := K(R). Set U := X − E. Let I be an inertia group of G_K at s. To show Theorem 0.8, we need Theorem 0.7(2) and the following results on the m-step solvable version of the Oda-Tamagawa good reduction criterion ([29] Theorem (5.3)).

Theorem 0.9 (Theorem 3.8). Assume that R is a discrete valuation ring and that m ≥ 2. Then (X, E) has good reduction at s if and only if the image of I in Out(π^{tame}_1 (U_Ksep )^{m,pro-ch(κ(s))′} ) is trivial.

Corollary 0.10 (Corollary 3.10). Assume that R is a henselian regular local ring. Let (X, E) be a smooth model of (X, E) over Spec(R). Set U := X − E. Then π^{tame}_1 (U_s)^{(m−2) ∼}←− lim←− H π^{tame}_1 (U)^{(m)}/H holds, where H

runs over all open normal subgroups of π^{tame}_1 (U)^{(m)} satisfying (i) π^{tame}_1 (U_Ksep )^{[m−2]}/π^{tame}_1 (U_Ksep )^{[m]} ⊂ H, (ii) the image of H in G_K contains I, and (iii) the image of I in Out((H ∩ π^{tame}_1 (U_Ksep ))^{2,pro-ch(κ(s))′} ) is trivial.

(Step 5: contents in subsection 4.1) We investigate the properties of the category Sch^{geo.red.}_{k,Fr−1} . In [26] and [27], to extend the arguments in [29] sections 5, 6 to the positive characteristic case, the category obtained by localizing the category of varieties over k with respect to all relative Frobenius morphisms of varieties over k was introduced. In this step, we need to consider not only varieties over k but also arbitrary geometrically reduced k-schemes to apply the argument to Ũ^m_i .

(Step 6: contents in subsection 4.2) Fix an isomorphism α : π^{tame}_1 (U_1)^{(m) ∼}−→ π^{tame}_1 (U_2)^{(m)} (m ≥ 5). By Galois descent theory, we only need to consider the case that the Jacobian variety of X_1 has a level N structure and E_i consists of k-rational points. Let S be an integral regular scheme of finite type over Spec(Z) with function field k. By replacing S with a suitable open subscheme if necessary, we may assume that there exists a smooth curve (X_i, E_i) over S whose generic fiber is isomorphic to (and identified with) (X_i, E_i). Let ζ_i : S → M_{g,r}[N] be the morphism classifying (X_i, E_i) (with a suitable ordering of E_i and a suitable level N structure). First, we show the claim: ζ_1 and ζ_2 coincide (up to composition with a power of the absolute Frobenius of S when p > 0) (see Lemma 4.11). By Lemma 2.17 ([27] Theorem 1.2.1), it is sufficient to show that ζ_1 and ζ_2 coincide set-theoretically. This is shown by the contents of Step 3 and Step 4. Hence the claim follows. By using the claim, Theorem 0.8(1) follows.

(Step 7: contents in subsection 4.3) In this step, we prove Theorem 0.8(2). To prove the injectivity, we use the center-freeness of π_1(U_i)^{(m)} (Proposition 1.3). To prove the surjectivity, we use the result proved in Step 6. In this proof, we must be careful about the number of Frobenius twists (see the proof of Lemma 4.14). □

Notation

In the rest of this paper, we use the following notation.

(a) We fix an integer m ∈ Z_{≥1}. Remark that m is always greater than or equal to 1 by definition.

(b) Let G be a profinite group. Then we write H^{op}⊂ G (resp. H^{cl}⊂ G) if H is an open (resp. a closed) subgroup of G. We define Z(G) as the center of G and define Z_G(H) as the centralizer of H in G for

any H^{cl}⊂ G.

(c) Let G be a profinite group. Let w ∈ Z_{≥0} be an integer. Then we write [G, G] for the closed subgroup of G which is (topologically) generated by the commutator subgroup of G. We set G^{[0]} := G and G^{[w]} := [G^{[w−1]}, G^{[w−1]}] (w ≥ 1). The group G^w := G/G^{[w]} is called the maximal w-step solvable quotient of G. Let Σ be a set of primes. We write G^Σ for the maximal pro-Σ quotient of G. We set G^{w,Σ} := (G^w)^Σ. For a prime ℓ, we write “pro-ℓ” (resp.“pro-ℓ^′”) instead of “Σ” when Σ = {ℓ} (resp. Σ is the set of all primes different from ℓ).

(d) Let S be a scheme. We denote by S^{cl} the set of all closed points of S.

(e) Let k be a field. Then we write k for an algebraic closure of k and k^{sep} for the maximal separable extension of k contained in k. We set G_k := Gal(k^{sep}/k). When k is a finite field, we write Fr_k ∈ G_k for the Frobenius element of k.

(f) Let S be a scheme, X a scheme over S, E a (possibly empty) closed subscheme of X , and (g, r) a pair of non-negative integers. Then we say that the pair (X , E) is a smooth curve (of type (g, r)) over S if the following conditions hold.

• X is smooth, proper, and of relative dimension one over S.

• For any geometric point s of S, the geometric fiber X_s at s is connected and satisfies dim(H^1(X_s, O_{Xs} )) = g. • The composite of E → X → S is finite, étale and of degree r.

If there is no risk of confusion, we also call the complement U := X − E a smooth curve over S (of type (g, r)). We write g(U) and r(U) for g and r, respectively. We say that a smooth curve U of type (g, r) is hyperbolic if 2 − 2g − r < 0 (in other words, (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2), (1, 0)).

In the following (g)-(l), let (X, E) be a smooth curve over a field k, U := X −E, K(U_ksep ) the function field of U_ksep , Ω an algebraically closed field containing K(U_ksep ), and η : Spec(Ω) → U_ksep (→ U) the corresponding geometric point. Let Σ be a set of primes.

(g) We set Π_U := π^{tame}_1 (U, η) and Π_U := π^{tame}_1 (U_ksep , η).

Let G be a quotient of Π_U , defined by a surjection ρ : Π_U ↠ G. Let H be an closed subgroup of G. Let w ∈ Z_{≥0} be an integer. Then we set

H := H ∩ ρ(Π_U ), H^{(Σ)} := H/Ker(H ↠ H^Σ), H^{(w)} := H/H^{[w]}, and H^{(w,Σ)} := H/Ker(H ↠ H^{w,Σ}).

For a prime ℓ, we write “pro-ℓ” (resp.“pro-ℓ^′”) instead of “Σ” when Σ = {ℓ} (resp. Σ is the set of all primes different from ℓ).

(h) Let (g, r) be a pair of non-negative integers. We write Π_{g,r} for the group ⟨ α_1, · · · , α_g , β_1, · · · , β_g , σ_1, · · · , σ_r | | | | | g∏ i=1 [α_i, β_i] r∏ j=1 σ_j = 1 ⟩ , (0.1)

and Π̂_{g,r} for the profinite completion of Π_{g,r}. Assume that Σ contains a prime different from ch(k). Set Σ^† := Σ − {ch(k)}. Then the existence of surjections Π̂^Σ_{g,r} ↠ Π^Σ_U ↠ Π̂^{Σ†}_{g,r} (see [9]) implies the following equivalences (see [32]).

Π^{m,Σ}_U is not trivial ⇔ (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1) (0.2)

Π^{m,Σ}_U is not abelian ⇔ m ≥ 2 and (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1), (1, 0), (0, 2). (0.3)

(i) We define K̃(U) ⊂ Ω (resp. K̃(U)^Σ ⊂ Ω) as the maximal tamely ramified Galois (resp. pro-Σ Galois) extension of K(U_ksep ) in Ω unramified on U. We write Ũ (= Ũ^U ) and X̃ (= X̃^U ) (resp. Ũ^Σ (= Ũ^{U,Σ}) and X̃^Σ (= X̃^{U,Σ})) for the integral closures of U and X in K̃(U) (resp. K̃(U)^Σ), respectively. We denote X̃ − Ũ (resp. X̃ Σ − ẼΣ) by Ẽ (= ẼU ) (resp. ẼΣ (= ẼU,Σ)). Let G be a quotient of Π_U , defined by a surjection ρ : Π_U ↠ G. Let H be a closed subgroup of G. We write U_H := ρ^{−1}(H)\Ũ, X_H := ρ^{−1}(H)\X̃ and E_H := ρ^{−1}(H)\Ẽ. For a prime ℓ, we write “pro-ℓ” (resp.“pro-ℓ^′”) instead of “Σ” when Σ = {ℓ} (resp. Σ is the set of all primes different from ℓ).

(j) Let w ∈ Z_{≥0} be an integer. Then we define K̃^w (U) (resp. K̃^{w,Σ}(U)) as the maximal tamely ramified w-step (resp. pro-Σ w-step) solvable Galois extension of K(U_ksep ) in K̃(U). We write Ũ^w and X̃^w (resp. Ũ w,Σ and X̃ w,Σ) for the integral closures of U and X in K̃w(U) (resp. K̃w,Σ(U)). We denote X̃ w − Ũ w (resp. X̃^{w,Σ} − Ũ^{w,Σ}) by Ẽ^w (resp. Ẽ^{w,Σ}). For a prime ℓ, we write “pro-ℓ” (resp.“pro-ℓ^′”) instead of “Σ” when Σ = {ℓ} (resp. Σ is the set of all primes different from ℓ).

(k) Let Z be a normal integral scheme, K(Z) the function field of Z, and L a Galois extension of K(Z).

Then we write Z̃^L for the integral closure of Z in L. Let ṽ ∈ (Z̃^L)^{cl} be a closed point. Then we define D_ṽ := D_{ṽ,GaL(L/K(Z))} (resp. I_ṽ := I_{ṽ,GaL(L/K(Z))}) as the subgroup {γ ∈ Gal(L/K(Z)) | γ(ṽ) = ṽ} (resp. {γ ∈ Gal(L/K(Z)) | γ(ṽ) = ṽ, γ acts trivially on κ(ṽ)}) of Gal(L/K(Z)). We call it the decomposition group (resp. inertia group) at ṽ. We define Dec(Gal(L/K(Z))) (resp. Iner(Gal(L/K(Z)))) as the Gal(L/K(Z))-set of all decomposition groups (resp. inertia groups) of Gal(L/K(Z)). We write I_{Gal(L/K(Z))} for the subgroup of Gal(L/K(Z)) (topologically) generated by all inertia groups. For w ∈ Z_{≥0}, we define X̃^{X,w} := X_{IΠwU} .

(l) Let A be a semi-abelian variety over k. Then we write T_Σ(A) for the pro-Σ Tate module of A. We write T (A) instead of T_Σ(A) when Σ is the set of all primes. For a prime ℓ, we write T_ℓ(A) (resp. T_ℓ′ (A)) instead of T_Σ(A) when Σ = {ℓ} (resp. Σ is the set of all primes different from ℓ). We write J_X for the Jacobian variety of X.

(m) Let S_i be a scheme and T_i a scheme over S_i for i = 1, 2. Then we define Isom(T_1/S_1, T_2/S_2) as the set

(F̃ , F ) ∈ Isom(T_1, T_2) × Isom(S_1, S_2) | | | | | | |

T_1^{F̃} // fflffl T_2 fflffl S_1^F // S_2 is commutative. .

(n) Let k be a field and L an extension of k. Let S_i be a scheme over k, T_i a scheme over L, and T_i → S_i a morphism over k for i = 1, 2. Then we define Isom_{L/k}(T_1/S_1, T_2/S_2) as the set

(F̃ , F ) ∈ Isom_L(T_1, T_2) × Isom_k(S_1, S_2) | | | | | | | |

T_1^{F̃} // fflffl T_2 fflffl S_1^F // S_2 is commutative. .

(o) For a scheme S over F_p , we write Fr_S : S → S for the morphism with the identity map on the underlying topological space and the p-th power endomorphism on the structure sheaf and call it the absolute F robenius morphism of S. For a scheme T over S, we consider the following commutative diagram.

T_{FrT} %%

&&

Fr_{T /S} && T (1) // fflffl T fflffl S^{FrS} // S

Here, T (1) := T ×_{S,FrS} S. Let n ∈ Z be an non-negative integer. We set T (0) := T and T (n) := T (n − 1)(1) for n ≥ 1. We call T (n) the (n-th) F robenius twist of T over S. The morphism Fr^n_{T /S} : T → T (n) induced by the universality of the fiber product is called the (n-th) relative F robenius morphism of T over S. Acknowledgments

The author would like to acknowledge my advisor Professor Akio Tamagawa for his great help and suggestions. The author would like to thank Ippei Nagamachi. Without his result Lemma 3.6, we would have had difficulty getting Theorem 3.8 when κ(s) is imperfect.

1 Basic results on Π^{(m)}_U

In this section, we introduce some basic results on Π^{(m)}_U . In subsection 1.1, by using the weight filtration of Π^{1,Σ}_U , we show the center-freeness of Π^{(m,Σ)}_U . In subsection 1.2, we introduce several known group-theoretical reconstructions and show several useful lemmas, which are used many times in this paper. In subsection 1.3, we show the group-theoretical reconstruction of inertia groups of Π^{m−1,Σ}_U from Π^{(m,Σ)}_U .

Notation of section 1 In this section, we use the following notation in addition to Notation (in the introduction).

• Let k be a field finitely generated over the prime field. Let p (≥ 0) be the characteristic of k.

• Let (X, E) be a smooth curve of type (g, r) over k and set U := X − E.

• Let Σ be a set of primes containing a prime different from p. Set Σ^† := Σ − {p}.

1.1 The center-freeness of Π^{(m,Σ)}_U .

In this subsection, by using the weight filtration of Π^{1,Σ}_U , we show the center-freeness of Π^{(m,Σ)}_U .

Lemma 1.1. Let n be an integer that satisfies m ≥ n ≥ 0.

(1) Let G be a profinite group. Let H be an open subgroup of G^m containing G^{[m−n]}/G^{[m]}. Let H̃ be the inverse image of H in G by the natural surjection G ↠ G^m. Then the natural surjection H̃^n ↠ H^n is an isomorphism.

(2) Let H be an open subgroup of Π^{(m,Σ)}_U containing (Π^Σ_U )^{[m−n]}/(Π^Σ_U )^{[m]}. Let H̃ be the inverse image of H in Π_U by the natural surjection Π_U ↠ Π^{(m,Σ)}_U . Then the natural surjection H̃^{(n,Σ)} ↠ H^{(n,Σ)}(= H^{(n)}) is an isomorphism.

Proof. (1) We have the following commutative diagram.

1 // H̃^{[n]} //

fflfflfflffl

H̃ //

fflfflfflffl

H̃ n // fflffl 1

1 // H^{[n]} // H // H^n // 1

The kernel of the middle vertical arrow coincides with G^{[m]} = G^{[m]} ∩ H̃. The kernel of the left-hand vertical arrow also coincides with G^{[m]} = (G^{[m−n]})^{[n]} as G^{[m−n]} ⊂ H̃. Hence the right-hand vertical arrow is an isomorphism by the snake lemma.

(2) Let H_1 be the inverse image of H in Π^{(Σ)}_U by the natural surjection Π^{(Σ)}_U ↠ Π^{(m,Σ)}_U . By applying (1) to the case where G = Π^Σ_U , we get H^n_1^∼−→ H^n. Moreover, we have H̃^{Σ ∼}−→ H^Σ_1 (= H_1). These imply H̃^{n,Σ ∼}−→ H^{n,Σ}(= H^n). Hence we obtain that H̃ (n,Σ)^∼−→ H (n,Σ)(= H (n)) by the snake lemma.

We define an outer Galois representation G_k → Out(Π^{m,Σ}_U ) by the following diagram.

1 // Π^{m,Σ}_U //

fflfflfflffl

Π^{(m,Σ)}

U // fflffl G_k // fflffl 1

1 // Inn(Π^{m,Σ}_U ) // Aut(Π^{m,Σ}_U ) // Out(Π^{m,Σ}_U ) // 1

(1.1)

Here, the middle vertical arrow in (1.1) is the homomorphism determined from the conjugate action. Lemma 1.2. The following isomorphism and the exact sequence of G_k-modules exist. { Π^{1,Σ}_U^∼−→ T_Σ(J_X ) (r = 0) 0 → Ẑ^{Σ†}(1) → Z[E(k^{sep})] ⨂ ZẐΣ^†(1)^f−→ Π^{1,Σ}_U → T_Σ(J_X ) → 0 (r ≠ 0).

(1.2)

Here, Z[E(k^{sep})] is the free Z-module with the basis E(k^{sep}) and is regarded as a G_k-module via the natural G_k-action on E(k^{sep}), and f satisfies that f(v ⊗ 1) is a (topological) generator of the inertia group of Π^{1,Σ}_U at v ∈ E(k^{sep}). Further, the G_k-representations on Z[E(k^{sep})] ⨂ ZẐΣ^†(1) and T_Σ(J_X ) have (Frobenius) weights −2 and −1, respectively.

Proof. For “the first assertion” and “the second assertion when p /∈ Σ”, see [18] section 2, [29] Remark (1.3), [32] subsection 1.3. Thus, it is sufficient to show that the G_k-representation on T_p(J_X ) has weight −1 when p > 0. Let (X , E) be an affine hyperbolic curve of type (g, r) over S whose generic fiber is isomorphic to (and identified with) (X, E), where S is an integral regular scheme of finite type over Spec(Z) with function field k. By shrinking S if necessary, we have that G_k → Aut(T_p(J_X )) factors through G_k ↠ π_1(S). Let s ∈ S^{cl}. Let Fr_{κ(s)} ∈ G_{κ(s)} be the Frobenius element of κ(s). Let P (t) ∈ Z[t] be the characteristic polynomial of Fr_{κ(s)} on T_ℓ(J_{Xs} ), where ℓ ∈ Σ^†. Then P (Fr_{κ(s)}) |_{JXs [ℓ}∞_]= 0. The Fr_{κ(s)}-action and the restriction of the Frobenius endomorphism of J_{Xs} coincide on J_{Xs} [ℓ^∞]. As J_{Xs} [ℓ^∞] is dense in J_{Xs} , we also obtain that P (Fr_{κ(s)}) |_{JXs [p}∞_]= 0, and the eigenvalues of the action of Fr_{κ(s)} on T_p(J_{Xs} ) are roots of P (t). Thus, the G_{κ(s)}-representation on T_p(J_{Xs} ) has weight −1. Therefore, the G_k-representation on T_p(J_X ) has weight −1. We write W_{−2}(Π^{1,Σ}_U ) for the maximal weight −2 submodule of Π^{1,Σ}_U , which can be regarded as a part of the weight filtration of Π^{1,Σ}_U . We have that W_{−2}(Π^{1,Σ}_U ) = I_Π1,Σ_U (= I_{Π1,Σ}†_U ) by Lemma 1.2.

Next, we show the center-freeness of Π^{(m,Σ)}_U .

Proposition 1.3. (1) Z(Π^{(m,Σ)}_U ) ∩ Π^{m,Σ}_U = {1}.

(2) Assume that the homomorphism G_k → Aut(Π^{1,Σ}_U ) is injective when k is a finite field. Then Π^{(m,Σ)}_U is center-free.

Proof. (1) Let us show the assertion by using induction on m. First, we consider the case that m = 1. We have that (Π^{1,Σ}_U )^{Gk} = {1}, since the action G_k ↷ Π^{1,Σ}_U has weights −1 and −2 by Lemma 1.2. Hence Z(Π^{(1,Σ)}_U ) ∩ Π^{1,Σ}_U = (Π^{1,Σ}_U )^{Π(1,Σ)U} = {1} follows, where Π^{(1,Σ)}_U acts on Π^{1,Σ}_U by conjugation. Next, we consider the general case. By the assumption of induction on m, we get Z(Π^{(m,Σ)}_U ) ∩ Π^{m,Σ}_U ⊂ (Π^Σ_U )^{[m−1]}/(Π^Σ_U )^{[m]}. Hence it is sufficient to show that Z(Π^{(m,Σ)}_U )∩(Π^Σ_U )^{[m−1]}/(Π^Σ_U )^{[m]} = {1}. Set Q := {H^{op}⊂ Π^{(m,Σ)}_U | (Π^Σ_U )^{[m−1]}/(Π^Σ_U )^{[m]} ⊂ H}. Let H be an element of Q. By the case that m = 1, we have that Z(H^{(1)}) ∩ H^1 = {1}, and hence Z(Π^{(m,Σ)}_U )∩H ⊂ H^{[1]}. Considering all H ∈ Q, we obtain that Z(Π^{(m,Σ)}_U )∩((Π^Σ_U )^{[m−1]}/(Π^Σ_U )^{[m]}) ⊂ ∩_{H∈Q}H^{[1]} =

((Π^Σ_U )^{[m−1]}/(Π^Σ_U )^{[m]})^{[1]} = {1}. Thus, the assertion follows.

(2) When k is not finite, we know that G_k is center-free by [7] section 16, and hence Z(Π^{(m,Σ)}_U ) ⊂ Π^{m,Σ}_U follows. Thus, Z(Π^{(m,Σ)}_U ) = {1} follows by (1). Next, we consider the case that k is finite. The injectivity of G_k → Aut(Π^{1,Σ}_U ) implies that Z(Π^{(1,Σ)}_U ) ⊂ Z_Π(1,Σ)_U (Π^{1,Σ}_U ) ⊂ Π^{1,Σ}_U . This implies that Z(Π^{(m,Σ)}_U ) is mapped to {1} by the homomorphism Π^{(m,Σ)}_U (→ Π^{(1,Σ)}_U ) → G_k. Therefore, by (1), Z(Π^{(m,Σ)}_U ) = Z(Π^{(m,Σ)}_U )∩Π^{m,Σ}_U = {1} follows.

The representation G_k → Aut(Π^{1,Σ}_U ) is not always injective when k is a finite field. Consider a character ρ^†_{U/k} : G_k → (Ẑ^{pro-p′} )^× obtained as the composite of the following homomorphisms.

ρ^†_{U/k} : G_k → Aut(Π^1_U ) → Aut(Π^{1,pro-p′}_U )^{det}−−→ Aut max⋀

Ẑpro-p^′

Π^{1,pro-p′} U = (Ẑ^{pro-p′} )^× (1.3)

Lemma 1.4. Assume that (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1), and that k is a finite field. Then the character ρ^†_{U/k} is injective. In particular, the representations G_k → Aut(Π^{1,pro-p′}_U ) and G_k → Aut(Π^1_U ) are injective. Proof. We consider the action G_k ↷ Z[E(k^{sep})]. Let v ∈ E. Let ρ : E(k^{sep}) → E be the natural surjection. We have that the action Fr_k ↷ ρ^{−1}(v) is a cyclic permutation, hence the determinant of Fr_k ↷ Z[ρ^{−1}(v)] is (−1)^{|ρ−1(v)|−1}. Hence we obtain that the determinant of Fr_k ↷ Z[E(k^{sep})] is (−1)^{|E(ksep )|−|E|}. Let χ : G_k → (Ẑ^{pro-p′} )^× be the cyclotomic character and set λ : G_k → G_k/G^2_k ∼= Z/2Z ∼= {±1} → (Ẑ^{pro-p′} )^×. Then we obtain that ρ^†_{U/k} = λ^{|E(ksep )|−|E|}χ^{g+r−ϵ}, (1.4) by Lemma 1.2, where ϵ stands for 1 (resp. 0) when r ≥ 1 (resp. when r = 0). Since the cyclotomic character χ and the map Ẑ → Ẑ of multiplication by n (n ∈ Z_{≥1}) are injective, the character χ^n is also injective. Hence we get (ρ^†_{U/k})^2 is injective. Thus, ρ^†_{U/k} is also injective. The second assertion is clear because ρ^†_{U/k} factors through G_k → Aut(Π^{1,pro-p′}_U ) and G_k → Aut(Π^1_U ).

1.2 The group-theoretical reconstruction of various invariants of Π^{(m,Σ)}_U .

In this subsection, we show the group-theoretical reconstruction of the invariants Π^{m,Σ}_U , g, and r (resp. the invariant |k|) from Π^{(m,Σ)}_U (resp. Π^{(m)}_U ). The results of this subsection are essentially shown in [29] section 3 if we discuss from Π^{(Σ)}_U instead of Π^{(m,Σ)}_U .

Lemma 1.5. Assume that U is hyperbolic (i.e., (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2), (1, 0)). Let ℓ be a prime different from p. Let g_0, r_0 ∈ Z_{≥0} be integers.

(1) If r = 0, then there exists an open characteristic subgroup H of Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_U such that g(U_H ) ≥ g_0.

(2) If r > 0 and (g, r) ≠ (1, 1), then there exists an open characteristic subgroup H of Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_U such that g(U_H ) ≥ g_0 and r(U_H ) ≥ r_0.

(3) If (g, r) = (1, 1), then there exists an open characteristic subgroup H of Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_U (resp. Π^{2,pro-ℓ}_U ) such that r(U_H ) ≥ r_0 (resp. g(U_H ) ≥ g_0 and r(U_H ) ≥ r_0).

Proof. Let a ∈ Z_{≥1}, and set N := ℓ^a. We define ϵ as 1 (resp. 0) when r ≥ 1 (resp. when r = 0). We set H := Ker(Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_U ↠ (Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_U /(Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_U )^N ) ∼= (Z/NZ)^{2g+r−ϵ}). We set α := r − 2 and β := 1 (resp. α := 0 and β := 0) when r ≥ 2 (resp. r < 2). Note that 2g + r − ϵ = 2g + α + β. We have the following equalities.

2g(U_H ) − 2 = (2g − 2)[Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_U : H] + Σ_{x∈XH} (e_x − 1) (the Riemann-Hurwitz formula) = (2g − 2)N^{2g+r−ϵ} + rN^{2g+α}(N^β − 1) = (2g − 2 + r)N^{2g+r−ϵ} − rN^{2g+α}, where e_x is the ramification index of x in X_H → X. We have that 2g + r − ϵ ≥ 2g − 2 + r > 0 by the hyperbolicity of U, and 2g+r−ϵ = 2g+α if and only if r < 2. Thus, when “g ≥ 2 or r ≥ 2” (⇔ (g, r) ≠ (1, 1)), we can take g(U_H ) large enough (by taking N large enough). We also have r(U_H ) = rN^{2g+α}. Therefore, when (g, r) ≠ (1, 1) and r > 0, we can take g(U_H ) and r(U_H ) large enough (by taking N large enough). Thus, the assertions (1) and (2) hold. The assertion (3) holds from (1), (2), and r(U_H ) = rN^{2g+α}. Lemma 1.6. Assume that (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1). Let ℓ be a prime different from p. (1) g =^1_2 rank_{Zℓ}(Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_U /W_{−2}(Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_U )). (2) If r ≥ 1, then r = rank_{Zℓ}(W_{−2}(Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_U )) + 1 (3) r ≤ 1 if and only if W_{−2}(Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_U ) = {0}. Moreover, if m ≥ 2, then r = 0 if and only if W_{−2}(H^1) = {0} for every open subgroup H of Π^{(m,pro-ℓ)}_U that contains (Π^{pro-ℓ}_U )^{[m−1]}/(Π^{pro-ℓ}_U )^{[m]}.

Proof. The assertions (1)(2) and the first assertion of (3) follow from Lemma 1.2. When U is hyperbolic (i.e., Π^m_U is not abelian) the second assertion of (3) follows from the first assertion of (3) and Lemma 1.5. When (g, r) = (0, 2) or (1, 0), the second assertion of (3) follows from the first assertion of (3). Thus, the assertions follow.

Proposition 1.7. Let i = 1, 2. Let g_i, r_i ∈ Z_{≥0} be integers. Let (X_i, E_i) be a smooth curve of type (g_i, r_i) over k and set U_i := X_i − E_i. Assume that (g_1, r_1) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1). Let Φ : Π^{(m,Σ)}_{U1}^∼−−→_{Gk} Π^{(m,Σ)}_{U2} be a G_k-isomorphism. (1) g_1 = g_2.

(2) If, moreover, either “r_1 ≥ 2”, “r_1 ≥ 1 and r_2 ≥ 1” or “m ≥ 2” holds, then r_1 = r_2 holds. Proof. By (0.2), we have that (g_1, r_1) ∈ {(0, 0), (0, 1)} if and only if (g_2, r_2) ∈ {(0, 0), (0, 1)}. Hence the assertions follow from Lemma 1.6(1)(2)(3).

In section 2, we have to consider isomoprhisms Π^{(m,Σ)}_{U1}^∼−→ Π^{(m,Σ)}_{U2} for smooth curves U_1, U_2 over finite fields k_1, k_2, respectively. Hence we have to show that Proposition 1.7 is also true in the case that k is finite and Φ is an arbitrary isomoprhism (which may not be a G_k-isomorphism). Lemma 1.8. Assume that k is a finite field. (1) Π^{m,Σ}_U coincides with the kernel of the morphism Π^{(m,Σ)}

U ↠ (Π^{(m,Σ)}_U )^{ab}/(Π^{(m,Σ)}_U )^{ab}_{tor}.

(2) Assume that (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1). Then p is the unique prime number such that Π^{1,pro-p′}_U is free as a Ẑpro-p^′ -module.

(3) Assume that (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1). Then the |k|-th power Frobenius element Fr_k ∈ G_k is a unique element of G_k that satisfies the following conditions.

(a) G_k is topologically generated by Fr_k. (b) ρ^†_{U/k}(Fr_k) (see (1.3)) is contained in ±p^{Z≥0}.

(4) Assume that (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1). Let ℓ be a prime different from p and A the set of absolute values of all eigenvalues of the Frobenius action Fr_k ↷ Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_U . Then A = {|k|^{12} , |k|} (resp. A = {|k|^{12} }, resp. A = {|k|}) when r ≥ 2 and g ≥ 1 (resp. r < 2, resp. g = 0).

Proof. (1) Similar to [29] Proposition (3.3)(ii). (2) Similar to [29] Proposition (3.1). (3) Similar to [29] Proposition (3.4)(i)(ii). (4) Similar to [29] Proposition (3.4)(iii).

Proposition 1.9. Let i = 1, 2. Let k_i be a finite field of characteristic p_i. Let g_i, r_i ∈ Z_{≥0} be integers. Let (X_i, E_i) be a smooth curve of type (g_i, r_i) over k_i and set U_i := X_i − E_i. Let Φ : Π^{(m,Σ)}_{U1}^∼−→ Π^{(m,Σ)}_{U2} be an isomorphism.

(1) For any integer n ∈ Z_{≥0} satisfying m ≥ n, Φ induces a unique isomorphism Φ^{m−n} : Π^{(m−n,Σ)}_{U1}^∼−→ Π^{(m−n,Σ)} U_2 such that the following diagram is commutative.

Π^{(m,Σ)}

U_1

Φ // fflffl Π^{(m,Σ)}

U_2 fflffl Π^{(m−n,Σ)} U_1 Φ^{m−n} // Π(m−n,Σ) U_2

(2) Assume that Σ contains all primes but p_1 and that (g_1, r_1) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1). Then p_1 = p_2 and Φ^0(Fr_{k1} ) = Fr_{k2} hold.

(3) Assume that Σ contains all primes but p_1, that (g_1, r_1) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1), and that m ≥ 2. Then |k_1| = |k_2| holds.

(4) Assume that Σ contains all primes but p_1 and that m ≥ 2. Then Φ^1|_Π1,Σ_{U1} : Π^{1,Σ}_{U1}^∼−→ Π^{1,Σ}_{U2} induces W_{−2}(Π^{1,Σ}_{U1} )^∼−→ W_{−2}(Π^{1,Σ}_{U2} ).

Proof. (1) The assertion follows from Lemma 1.8(1).

(2) By (1), Φ induces an isomorphism Φ^1|_Π1,Σ_{U1} : Π^{1,Σ}_{U1}^∼−→ Π^{1,Σ}_{U2} . Thus, the first and second assertions follow from Lemma 1.8(2)(3), respectively.

(3) By (0.2) and (0.3), we have that (g_1, r_1) = (1, 0), (0, 2) if and only if (g_2, r_2) = (1, 0), (0, 2). If (g_i, r_i) = (1, 0) (resp. (0, 2)), then rank_{ẐΣ}† (Π^{1,Σ†}_{Ui} ) = 2 (resp. 1). Hence (g_1, r_1) = (1, 0) (resp. (0, 2)) if and only if (g_2, r_2) = (1, 0) (resp. (0, 2)). Thus, the assertion follows from Lemma 1.8(4) when (g_1, r_1) = (1, 0), (0, 2). Hence we may assume that U_1 is hyperbolic. Let s : G_k → Π^{(m,Σ)}_{U1} be a section of the projection Π^{(m,Σ)}_{U1} ↠ G_k. By Lemma 1.5(1)(2), there exists an open characteristic subgroup H^′ of Π^{m,Σ}_{U1} containing (Π^Σ_{U1} )^{[1]}/(Π^Σ_{U1} )^{[m]} such that g(U_{1,H}′ ) ≥ 1. We set H := s(G_k ) · H^′. Since H^{(1) ∼}−→ Φ(H)^{(1)} and g(U_{1,H} ) = g(U_{2,Φ(H)}) ≥ 1, we obtain that |k_1| = |k_2| by Lemma 1.8(4). Thus, the assertion follows.

(4) By (0.2), we have that (g_1, r_1) = (0, 0), (0, 1) if and only if (g_2, r_2) = (0, 0), (0, 1). When (g_1, r_1) = (0, 0), (0, 1), the assertion is clearly true, since Π^{m,Σ}_{U1} is trivial by (0.2). When (g_1, r_1) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1), the assertion follows from (1)(2)(3).

1.3 Inertia groups of Π^{m,Σ}_U

In this subsection, we show the group-theoretical reconstruction of inertia groups of Π^{m,Σ}_U . First, we consider the relationship between inertia groups of Π^Σ_U and Π^{(m,Σ)}_U .

Lemma 1.10. Assume that (m, r) ≠ (1, 1). Let ṽ be an element of Ẽ^{Σ,cl} and ṽ^m the image of ṽ in (Ẽ^{m,Σ})^{cl}. Then the natural surjection I_{ṽ,Π}Σ_U ↠ I_{ṽm ,Π}m,Σ_U is an isomorphism.

Proof. If Π^Σ_U is abelian, then the assertion clearly holds. Hence we may assume that (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2), (1, 0) by the equivalence (0.3). Moreover, we may assume that r ≥ 1. Since Ker(I_{ṽ,Π}Σ_U → Π^{Σ,m}_U ) = I_{ṽ,Π}Σ_U ∩ (Π^Σ_U )^{[m]}, it is sufficient to show that I_{ṽ,Π}Σ_U ∩ (Π^Σ_U )^{[m]} = {1}. First, we consider the case that r ≥ 2. Let x be a generator of the inertia group I_{ṽ,Π}Σ_U . The surjection Π^Σ_U ↠ Π̂^{Σ†}_{g,r} in Notation (h) maps x to (a conjugate of) σ_i for some i, and induces an isomorphism Π^{Σ†}_U^∼−→ Π̂^{Σ†}_{g,r} . We have that Π̂^{Σ†}_{g,r} is a free pro-Σ^† group of rank 2g + r − 1 (> 1), and σ_i is an element of a set of free generators. (Here, we use the assumption r ≥ 2.) Hence ⟨σ_i⟩ ∩ (Π̂^{Σ†}_{g,r} )^{[1]} = {1} follows. Thus, I_{ṽ†,ΠΣ}†_U ∩ (Π^{Σ†}_U )^{[m]} = {1} follows, where ṽ^† is the image of ṽ in (Ẽ^{m,Σ†} )^{cl}. Since the natural surjection Π^Σ_U ↠ Π^{Σ†}_U induces an isomorphism I_{ṽ,Π}Σ_U^∼−→ I_{ṽ† ,ΠΣ}†_U , we obtain that I_{ṽ,Π}Σ_U ∩ (Π^Σ_U )^{[m]} = {1}. Thus, the assertion follows when r ≥ 2. Finally, we consider the case that r = 1. (In particular, m ≥ 2 by assumption.) By Lemma 1.5(2)(3), there exists an open subgroup H of Π^{(Σ)}_U which contains (Π^Σ_U )^{[1]} and satisfies r(U_H ) ≥ 2. Hence, by the case that r ≥ 2, we obtain that I_{ṽ,Π}Σ_U ∩ H^{[1]} = {1}. Since (Π^Σ_U )^{[1]} ⊂ H, we get (Π^Σ_U )^{[m]} ⊂ (Π^Σ_U )^{[2]} ⊂ H^{[1]}. Thus, I_{ṽ,Π}Σ_U ∩ (Π^Σ_U )^{[m]} = {1} follows. Therefore, the assertion follows.

In [32] subsection 1.2, we obtained the separatedness of inertia groups of Π^{m,Σ†}_U ([32] Lemma 1.2.1 and Lemma 1.2.2). In the following lemma, we show a slightly stronger result.

Lemma 1.11. (1) Assume that r ≠ 2. Let ṽ, ṽ^′ be elements of Ẽ^{1,Σ†} and ρ : Ẽ^{1,Σ†} → Ẽ^{0,Σ†} (= Ẽ^0) the natural surjection. Then the following conditions (a)-(c) are equivalent. (a) ρ(ṽ) = ρ(ṽ^′).

(b) I_{ṽ,Π(1,Σ}†_{)U} = I_{ṽ′ ,Π(1,Σ}†_{)U} .

(c) I_{ṽ,Π(1,Σ}†_{)U} and I_{ṽ′ ,Π(1,Σ}†_{)U} are commensurable.

(2) Assume that (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2) and that (m, r) ≠ (1, 2). Let ṽ, ṽ^′ be elements of Ẽ^{m,Σ} and ρ_m : Ẽ^{m,Σ} → Ẽ^{m−1,Σ} the natural surjection. Consider the following conditions (a)-(d). (a) ṽ = ṽ^′.

(b) I_{ṽ,Π}(m,Σ)_U = I_{ṽ′ ,Π}(m,Σ)_U .

(c) I_{ṽ,Π}(m,Σ)_U and I_{ṽ′ ,Π}(m,Σ)_U are commensurable. (d) ρ_m(ṽ) = ρ_m(ṽ^′).

Then (a)⇒(b)⇒(c)⇒(d) holds.

(3) Assume that (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2) and that either “m ≥ 3” or “m ≥ 2 and r ≥ 2”. Let ṽ, ṽ^′ be elements of Ẽ^{m,Σ†} . Then the following conditions (a)-(c) are equivalent. (a) ṽ = ṽ^′.

(b) I_{ṽ,Π(m,Σ}†_{)U} = I_{ṽ′ ,Π(m,Σ}†_{)U} .

(c) I_{ṽ,Π(m,Σ}†_{)U} and I_{ṽ′ ,Π(m,Σ}†_{)U} are commensurable.

In particular, D_{ṽ,Π(m,Σ}†_{)U} coincides with the nomalizer of I_{ṽ,Π(m,Σ}†_{)U} in Π^{(m,Σ†)}_U .

Proof. (1) The assertion follows from [32] Lemma 1.2.1.

(2) The implications (a)⇒(b)⇒(c) are clear. We show the implication (c)⇒(d). If m = 1, then the assertion follows from (1). Hence we assume that m ≥ 2. We may also assume that r ≥ 1. Set Q_1 := {H^{op}⊂ Π^{(m,Σ)}_U | (Π^Σ_U )^{[m−1]}/(Π^Σ_U )^{[m]} ⊂ H, r(U_{1,H} ) ≥ 3} and let H be an element of Q_1. Let v_H , v^′_H ∈ (X̃^{0,Σ}_H )^{cl} = X̃^{0,cl}_H be the images of ṽ, ṽ^′ ∈ Ẽ^{m,Σ} ⊂ (X̃^{m,Σ})^{cl}, respectively. Then (c) implies that the images of I_ṽ ∩ H and I_ṽ′ ∩ H by the map H ↠ H^{(1,pro-Σ†)} are commensurable, and hence we get v_H = v^′_H by (1). By Lemma 1.5(2)(3), Q_1 is cofinal in the set of open subgroups of Π^{(m,Σ)}_U containing (Π^Σ_U )^{[m−1]}/(Π^Σ_U )^{[m]}. Hence we obtain that (Π^Σ_U )^{[m−1]}/(Π^Σ_U )^{[m] ∼}−→ lim←− H∈Q_1 H and (X̃^{m−1,Σ})^{cl} = lim←− H∈Q_1 (X̃^{0,Σ}_H )^{cl}. Thus, ρ_m(ṽ) = ρ_m(ṽ^′) follows. Hence the

assertion follows.

(3) When “m ≥ 2 and r ≥ 2”, the assertion follows from [32] Lemma 1.2.2. The implications (a)⇒(b)⇒(c) is clear. We show the implication (c)⇒(a) when m ≥ 3 and r = 1. We set Q_2 := {H^{op}⊂ Π^{(m,Σ†)}_U | (Π^{Σ†}_U )^{[m−2]}/(Π^{Σ†}_U )^{[m]} ⊂ H, r(U_{1,H} ) ≥ 2} and let H be an element of Q_2. Let ṽ_H , ṽ^′_H ∈ (X̃^{2,Σ†}_H )^{cl} be the images of ṽ, ṽ^′ ∈ (X̃^{m,Σ†} )^{cl}, respectively. Then (c) implies that the image of I_ṽ ∩ H and I_ṽ′ ∩ H by the map H ↠ H^{(2)} are commensurable. Hence we get ṽ_H = ṽ^′_H by the case that m ≥ 2 and r ≥ 2. By Lemma 1.5(2)(3), Q_2 is also cofinal in the set of open subgroups of Π^{(m,Σ†)}_U containing (Π^{Σ†}_U )^{[m−2]}/(Π^{Σ†}_U )^{[m]}. Hence we obtain that lim←− H∈Q_2 H^{[2] ∼}←− ((Π^{Σ†}_U )^{[m−2]}/(Π^{Σ†}_U )^{[m]})^{[2]} = {1} and (X̃^{m,Σ†} )^{cl} = lim←− H∈Q_2 (X̃^{2,Σ†}_H )^{cl}. Thus, ṽ = ṽ^′

follows. Hence the first assertion follows. The second assertion follows from the first assertion.

In [32] subsection 1.4, we obtained the group-theoretical reconstruction of inertia groups of Π^{m−2,Σ†}_U from Π^{(m,Σ†)}

U when m ≥ 3 and r ≥ 2. In the following lemma, we show a stronger (bi-anabelian) result by a method different from [32] subsection 1.4.

Proposition 1.12. Let i = 1, 2. Let g_i, r_i ∈ Z_{≥0} be integers. Assume that (g_1, r_1) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2) and that m ≥ 2. Let n ∈ Z_{≥1} be an integer satisfying m > n. Let (X_i, E_i) be a smooth curve of type (g_i, r_i) over k and set U_i := X_i − E_i. Let Φ : Π^{(m,Σ)}_{U1}^∼−−→_{Gk} Π^{(m,Σ)}_{U2} be an isomorphism and Φ^{m−n} : Π^{m−n,Σ}_{U1}^∼−→ Π^{m−n,Σ}_{U2} the isomorphism induced by Φ.

(1) There exists a bijection F_E := F_{E,Φ} : Ẽ^{m−n,Σ}_1^∼−→ Ẽ^{m−n,Σ}_2 such that the following diagram is commutative. Π^{m−n,Σ} U_1 Φ^{m−n} fflffl ↷ Ẽ^{m−n,Σ} 1 F_E fflffl Π^{m−n,Σ} U_2 ↷ Ẽ m−n,Σ 2 (1.5)

In particular, Φ^{m−n} preserves the inertia groups.

(2) Set h := m − n. Assume that (h, r_1) ≠ (1, 2). Let m^′ ∈ Z_{≥0} be an integer satisfying h > m^′. Then the bijection F^{m′}_E : Ẽ^{m′,Σ}_1^∼−→ Ẽ^{m′ ,Σ}_2 induced by F_E is a unique bijection satisfying the following diagram is commutative. Ẽ^{m′ ,Σ}_1 F^{m′}_E fflffl // Iner(Π^{h,Σ}_{U1} )/((Π^Σ_{U1} )[m^′]/(Π^Σ_{U1} )[h]) fflffl Ẽ^{m′ ,Σ}_2 // Iner(Π^{h,Σ}_{U2} )/((Π^Σ_{U2} )[m^′]/(Π^Σ_{U2} )[h])

(1.6)

Here, Ẽ^{m′ ,Σ}_i → Iner(Π^{h,Σ}_{Ui} )/((Π^Σ_{Ui} )^{[m′]}/(Π^Σ_{Ui} )^{[h]}) stands for the map induced by the natural map Ẽ^{h,Σ}_i → Iner(Π^{h,Σ}_{Ui} ) and the right-hand vertical arrow stands for the map induced by Φ^h. In particular, F^{m′}_E does not depend on F_E .

Proof. (1) Since m ≥ 2, we obtain that g_1 = g_2 and r_1 = r_2 by Proposition 1.7. Let i = 1, 2. We may assume that r_i ≥ 1. We write Q_i := {H^{op}⊂ Π^{(m,Σ)}_{Ui} | (Π^Σ_{Ui} )^{[m−n]}/(Π^Σ_{U1} )^{[m]} ⊂ H} and Q_i := {H^{′ op}⊂ Π^{m,Σ}_{Ui} |

(Π^Σ_{Ui} )^{[m−n]}/(Π^Σ_{U1} )^{[m]} ⊂ H^′}. The map Q_i → Q_i, H → H is surjective by [15] Lemma A. Let N^′_1^{op}◁ Π^{m,Σ}_{U1} . Let

H^′_1^{op}⊂ Π^{m,Σ}_{U1} containing N^′_1. Let H_1 be an element of the inverse image of H^′_1 by Q_1 → Q_1. Since Φ induces an isomorphism H^{(1)}_1^∼−→ Φ(H_1)^{(1)}, we obtain that r(U_{1,H1} ) = r(U_{2,Φ(H1 )}) by Proposition 1.7. Thus, by [30] Lemma 2.3, we obtain that

S_N ′_1 := ϕ : E_{1,N} ′_1^∼−→ E_{2,Φ(N} ′_{1 )}

| | | | | | | | |

Π^{m,Σ}_{U1} /N^′_1

∼ fflffl ↷ E_{1,N} ′_1 ϕ fflffl Π^{m,Σ}_{U2} /Φ(N^′_1) ↷ E_{2,Φ(N} ′_{1 )} is commutative. ≠ ∅,

where the left-hand vertical arrow is induced by Φ. We have that the sets {S_N ′_1 }_{N ′1∈Q1 ,N ′1}op_{◁Πm,ΣU1} form a projec-

tive system of non-empty finite sets, that Π^{m−n,Σ}_{Ui} = lim←− N^′∈Q_i,N^{′op}◁Π^{m,Σ}_{Ui} Π^{m,Σ}_{Ui} /N^′, and that Ẽ^{m−n,Σ}_i = lim←− N^′∈Q_i,N^{′op}◁Π^{m,Σ}_{Ui} E_{i,N} ′ . Thus, there exists a bijection F_E : Ẽ^{m−n,Σ}_1^∼−→ Ẽ^{m−n,Σ}_2 such that the diagram (1.5) is commutative.

The inertia groups of Π^{m−n,Σ}_{Ui} are defined as the stabilizers of the action Π^{m−n,Σ}_{Ui} ↷ Ẽ^{m−n,Σ}_i . Hence the second assertion follows from the first assertion.

(2) The commutativity of (1.6) follows from the commutativity of (1.5). By Lemma 1.11(2), we obtain that the natural map Ẽ^{h,Σ}_i ↠ Iner(Π^{h,Σ}_{Ui} ) induces a bijection Ẽ^{m′,Σ}_i^∼−→ Iner(Π^{h,Σ}_{Ui} )/((Π^Σ_{Ui} )^{[m′ ]}/(Π^Σ_{Ui} )^{[h]}). Hence the first assertion follows. The second assertion follows from the first assertion.

2 The case of finite fields

In this section, we show the (weak bi-anabelian and strong bi-anabelian) m-step solvable Grothendieck conjecture for affine hyperbolic curves over finite fields (Theorem 2.16 and Theorem 2.20). In subsection 2.1, we show the separatedness property of decomposition groups of Π^{(m)}_U . In subsection 2.2, we show the group-theoretical reconstruction of decomposition groups of Π^{(m−1)}_U from Π^{(m)}_U . In subsection 2.3 and subsection 2.4, we show the main results of this section.

Notaion of section 2 In this section, we use the following notation in addition to Notation (see Introduction).

• For i = 1, 2, let k_i (resp. k) be a finite field of characteristic p_i (resp. p).

• For i = 1, 2, let (X_i, E_i) (resp. (X, E)) be a smooth curve of type (g_i, r_i) (resp. (g, r)) over k_i (resp.

k) and set U_i := X_i − E_i (resp. U := X − E).

2.1 The separatedness of decomposition groups of Π^{(m)}_U

In this subsection, we show the separatedness property of decomposition groups of Π^{(m)}_U . First, we define sections and quasi-sections of the natural projection pr : Π^{(m)}_U ↠ G_k .

Definition 2.1. Let G be an open subgroup of G_k and denote by ι the natural inclusion G → G_k. Let H be an open subgroup of Π^{(m)}_U . We define the set Sect(G, H) := { s ∈ Hom_{cont}(G, Π^{(m)}_U ) | pr ∘ s = ι, s(G) ⊂ H } . We call an element of Sect(G, H) a section. We say that s ∈ Sect(G, H) is geometric, if there exists ṽ ∈ X̃^{m,cl} such that s(G) ⊂ D_{ṽ,Π}(m)_U . We define Sect^{geom}(G, H) to be the set of all geometric sections in Sect(G, H). Moreover, we define the following sets

QSect(H) := lim−→ G^{op}⊂G_k Sect(G, H), QSect^{geom}(H) := lim−→ G^{op}⊂G_k Sect^{geom}(G, H),

where G runs over all open subgroups of G_k . We call an element of QSect(H) a quasi-section. For every s ∈ Sect(G, H), we write [s] for the image of s by Sect(G, H) → QSect(H).

Remark 2.2. Let H be an open subgroup of Π^{(m)}_U , G an open subgroup of G_k, and s ∈ Sect(G, Π^{(m)}_U ). Then s |_{G∩s}−1_{(H)} yields an element s̃ ∈ Sect(G ∩ s^{−1}(H), H), and [s̃] ∈ QSect(H) is mapped to [s] by the natural map QSect(H) → QSect(Π^{(m)}_U ). In particular, the natural map QSect(H) → QSect(Π^{(m)}_U ) is bijective (as it is clearly injective). The natural map QSect^{geom}(H) → QSect^{geom}(Π^{(m)}_U ) is also bijective.

We define the map j_U (G) : Sect(G, Π^{(1)}_U ) × Sect(G, Π^{(1)}_U ) → H^1_{cont}(G, Π^1_U ) (2.1)

which sends a pair (s_1, s_2) to the cohomology class of the (continuous) 1-cocycle G → Π^1_U , σ → s_1(σ)s_2(σ)^{−1}. Lemma 2.3. Let G be an open subgroup of G_k.

(1) Let A be a semi-abelian variety over k. Let a be a k^G-rational point of A and 0 the origin of A. Let s_a, s_0 ∈ Hom_{cont}(G, π_1(A)^{(pro-p′)}) be sections associated to a, 0, respectively. Then the projective limit lim←− p∤n A(k^G)/nA(k^G) → H^1_{cont}(G, T_p′ (A)).

of the Kummer homomorphisms maps a to the class of the 1-cocycle G → T_p′ (A), σ → s_a(σ)s_0(σ)^{−1}.

(2) Assume that g ≥ 1 and r = 0. Let s, s^′ be elements of Sect^{geom}(G, Π^{(1)}_X ) and ṽ, ṽ^′ elements of X̃^{1,cl} satisfying s(G) ⊂ D_{ṽ,Π}(1)_X and s^′(G) ⊂ D_{ṽ′ ,Π}(1)_X , respectively. Let v, v^′ ∈ X^{cl} be the images of ṽ, ṽ^′ by the natural map X̃^1 ↠ X. Then v, v^′ are k^G-rational and j_X (G)(s, s^′) coincides with the image of the degree 0 divisor v − v^′ by the composite of the homomorphisms

Div^0(X_kG ) // J_X (k^G)^∼ // lim←− n J_X (k^G)/nJ_X (k^G)Ø ¨ / H^1_{cont}(G, T (J_X )). (2.2)

(3) Assume that g = 0, r = 2, and E(k) = E(k). Let s, s^′ be elements of Sect^{geom}(G, Π^{(1)}_U ) and ṽ, ṽ^′ elements of X̃^{1,cl} satisfying s(G) ⊂ D_{ṽ,Π}(1)_U and s^′(G) ⊂ D_{ṽ′ ,Π}(1)_U , respectively. Let v, v^′ ∈ X^{cl} be the images of ṽ, ṽ^′ by the natural map X̃^1 ↠ X. Assume that v, v^′ ∉ E. We fix an isomorphism U^∼−→ P^1_k − {0, ∞} = G_{m,k} , and identify U with G_{m,k} . Then v, v^′ are k^G-rational and j_U (G)(s, s^′) coincides with the image of v/v^′ by the composite of the maps

G_{m,k} (k^G)^∼ // lim←− p∤n G_{m,k} (k^G)/G_{m,k} (k^G)^{×n ∼} // H^1_{cont}(G, T_p′ (G_{m,k} )) = H^1_{cont}(G, T (G_{m,k} )). (2.3)

Proof. (1) When A is an abelian variety, the assertion is proved in [28] Proposition 28 . The proof for the case that A is a semi-abelian variety is just the same as the proof for the case that A is an abelian variety. (2) See [29] LEMMA (2.6). (3) The assertion follows from (1).

Lemma 2.4. Assume that (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1). Let ṽ, ṽ^′ be elements of X̃^{1,cl}. Consider the following conditions (a)-(d).

(a) ṽ = ṽ^′.

(b) D_{ṽ,Π}(1)_U = D_{ṽ′ ,Π}(1)_U .

(c) D_{ṽ,Π}(1)_U and D_{ṽ′,Π}(1)_U are commensurable.

(d) The image of D_{ṽ,Π}(1)_U ∩ D_{ṽ′,Π}(1)_U in G_k is open.

If either “(g, r) ≠ (0, 2)” or “(g, r) = (0, 2) and ṽ, ṽ^′ /∈ Ẽ^1” (resp. either “(g, r) ≠ (0, 2), (0, 3)”, “(g, r) = (0, 3) and ṽ /∈ Ẽ^1”, or “(g, r) = (0, 2) and ṽ, ṽ^′ /∈ Ẽ^1”), then the conditions (a)-(c) (resp. (a)-(d)) are equivalent.

Proof. The implications (a)⇒(b)⇒(c)⇒(d) are clear. We consider the following condition.

(d^′) The image of D_{ṽ,Π}(1)_U ∩ D_{ṽ′,Π}(1)_U in G_k is open and the images of ṽ, ṽ^′ by X̃^1 ↠ X̃^0(= X_k) are the same.

(Step 1) In this step, we show that (d^′)⇒(a). Let G be the image of D_ṽ ∩ D_ṽ′ in G_k, which is open in G_k by the assumption (d^′). Since G acts on I_ṽ′ ⊂ Π^1_U , we get the action G ↷ Π^1_U /I_ṽ′ . The action G ↷ Π^1_U /I_ṽ′ has weights −1 and −2 by Lemma 1.2. Hence we obtain that (Π^1_U /I_ṽ′ )^G = {1}. By the condition (d^′), there exists γ ∈ Π^1_U such that ṽ^′ = γṽ. Let t ∈ G be an element and t̃ ∈ D_ṽ ∩ D_ṽ′ an inverse image of t. Since γt̃γ^{−1} ∈ γD_ṽγ^{−1} = D_ṽ′ and t̃^{−1}γt̃ ∈ Π^1_U , we obtain that t̃^{−1}γt̃γ^{−1} ∈ D_ṽ′ ∩ Π^1_U = I_ṽ′ . Hence we get t̃^{−1}γt̃ ≡ γ (mod I_{ṽ′} ) for any t ∈ G. Thus, γ (mod I_{ṽ′} ) ∈ (Π^1_U /I_{ṽ′} )^G = {1} and hence γ ∈ I_{ṽ′} . Therefore, ṽ = γ^{−1}ṽ^′ = ṽ^′.

(Step 2) In this step, we show that (d)⇒(d^′) when either “(g, r) ≠ (0, 2), (0, 3)”, “(g, r) = (0, 3) and ṽ /∈ Ẽ^1”, or “(g, r) = (0, 2) and ṽ, ṽ^′ /∈ Ẽ^1”. Let G be an open subgroup of the image of D_ṽ ∩ D_ṽ′ in G_k and v_G, v^′_G ∈ X_kG the images of ṽ, ṽ^′. (By definition, v_G and v^′_G are k^G-rational points of X_kG .)

First, assume that g ≥ 1. We have Π^{(1)}_U ↠ Π^{(1)}_X ↠ G_k . Let ṽ_X , ṽ^′_X be the images of ṽ, ṽ^′ by X̃^1 ↠ X̃^{X,1}, respectively. Then the condition (d) for U, ṽ, ṽ^′ implies the condition (d) for X, ṽ_X , ṽ_X . Moreover, we have natural surjective morphisms X̃^1 ↠ X̃^{X,1} ↠ X̃^0 = X̃^{X,0}. Thus, it is sufficient to consider the case that r = 0, i.e., U = X. Let s ∈ Sect(G, Π^{(1)}_X ) be the unique section which satisfies s(G) ⊂ D_ṽ ∩ D_ṽ′ . By Lemma 2.3(2), the image of the degree 0 divisor v_G − v^′_G on X_kG by (2.2) coincides with j_X (G)(s, s) = 0, hence we obtain that v_G = v^′_G. The set of all open subgroups of the image of D_ṽ ∩ D_ṽ′ in G_k is cofinal in the set of all open subgroups of G_k, hence the images of ṽ, ṽ^′ in X̃^0 are the same. Thus, (d)⇒(d^′) follows.

Next, assume that either “g = 0 and r ≥ 4”, “(g, r) = (0, 3) and ṽ ∉ Ẽ^1”, or “(g, r) = (0, 2) and ṽ, ṽ^′ /∈ Ẽ^1”. By taking an enough large k if necessary, we may assume that E(k) = E(k). By these assumptions, there exists a subset S ⊂ E with |S| = 2 which does not contain the images of ṽ, ṽ^′. We fix an isomorphism X − S ∼= P^1_k − {0, ∞} = G_{m,k} and identify X − S with G_{m,k} . Let s ∈ Sect(G, Π^{(1)}_{X−S} ) be the unique section which satisfies s(G) ⊂ D_ṽ ∩ D_ṽ′ . By Lemma 2.3(3), the image of v_G/v^′_G by (2.3) coincides with j_U (G)(s, s) = 0, hence we obtain that v_G = v^′_G. The set of all open subgroups of the image of D_ṽ ∩ D_ṽ′ in G_k is cofinal in the set of all open subgroups of G_k, hence the images of ṽ, ṽ^′ in X̃^0 are the same. Thus, (d)⇒ (d^′) follows.

(Step 3) Finally, we show that (c)⇒(d^′) when either “(g, r) ≠ (0, 2)” or “(g, r) = (0, 2) and ṽ, ṽ^′ /∈ Ẽ^1”. By (Step 2), we may assume that (g, r) = (0, 3) and ṽ, ṽ^′ ∈ Ẽ^1. Then (c) implies that I_{ṽ,Π}(1)_U and I_{ṽ′ ,Π}(1)_U are commensurable. Since (g, r) = (0, 3), the images of ṽ, ṽ^′ by Ẽ^1 ↠ Ẽ^0(= E_k) are the same by Lemma 1.11(2) (c)⇒(d). Hence (c)⇒(d^′) follows.

Remark 2.5. In the case that (g, r) = (0, 3) and ṽ, ṽ^′ ∈ Ẽ^1, the implication (d)⇒(d^′) in the proof of Lemma 2.4 is false. Indeed, for simplicity, consider the case that E ⊂ X(k) and set E = {v_1, v_2, v_3}. Let ṽ_i ∈ Ẽ^1 be a point above v_i for each i = 1, 2, 3 and ρ : Π^{(1)}_U ↠ Π^{(1)}_U /I_{ṽ1} the natural surjection. (Observe that I_{ṽ1} is normal in Π^{(1)}_U , since v_1 ∈ E(k).) We have that ρ(D_{ṽ1} ) ⊂ Π^{(1)}_U /I_{ṽ1} = ρ(D_{ṽ2} ), since the tame fandamental group for a hyperbolic curve of type (0, 2) coincides with the decomposition group of a cusp. This implies D_{ṽ1} ⊂ D_{ṽ2} · I_{ṽ1} . Let t be an element of G_k and t̃ ∈ D_{ṽ1} an inverse image of t. Then there exist s ∈ D_{ṽ2} and γ ∈ I_{ṽ1} such that t̃ = sγ. Hence s = t̃γ^{−1} ∈ D_{ṽ1} ∩ D_{ṽ2} and s maps to t by Π^{(1)}_U ↠ G_k. Thus, the image of D_{ṽ1} ∩ D_{ṽ2} in G_k is the whole of G_k.

Proposition 2.6. Assume that (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1). Let ṽ, ṽ^′ be elements of X̃^{m,cl}. Consider the following conditions (a)-(d).

(a) ṽ = ṽ^′.

(b) D_{ṽ,Π}(m)_U = D_{ṽ′,Π}(m)_U .

(c) D_{ṽ,Π}(m)_U and D_{ṽ′,Π}(m)_U are commensurable.

(d) The image of D_{ṽ,Π}(m)_U ∩ D_{ṽ′,Π}(m)_U in G_k is open.

If either “(g, r) ≠ (0, 2)” or “(g, r) = (0, 2) and ṽ, ṽ^′ /∈ Ẽ^m” (resp. either “(g, r) ≠ (0, 2) and (m, g, r) ≠ (1, 0, 3)”, “(m, g, r) = (1, 0, 3) and ṽ /∈ Ẽ^1”, or “(g, r) = (0, 2) and ṽ, ṽ^′ /∈ Ẽ^m”), then the conditions (a)-(c) (resp. (a)-(d)) are equivalent.

Proof. If either m = 1 or (g, r) = (0, 2), (1, 0), then the assertion follows from Lemma 2.4. Thus, we may assume that Π^m_U is not abelian (see (0.3)). (a)⇒(b)⇒(c)⇒(d) are clear. First, we show that (d)⇒ (a) when either “(g, r) ≠ (0, 2) and (m, g, r) ≠ (1, 0, 3)”, “(m, g, r) = (1, 0, 3) and ṽ /∈ Ẽ^1”, or “(g, r) = (0, 2) and ṽ, ṽ^′ /∈ Ẽ^m”. We set Q_1 := {H^{op}⊂ Π^{(m)}_U | Π^{[m−1]}_U /Π^{[m]}_U ⊂ H, (g(U_{1,H} ), r(U_{1,H} )) ≠ (0, 2), (0, 3)}. Fix an element H ∈ Q_1. Let ṽ_H , ṽ^′_H ∈ X̃^{1,cl}_H be the images of ṽ, ṽ^′ ∈ X̃^{m,cl}, respectively. (d) implies that the image of (D_ṽ ∩ H) ∩ (D_ṽ′ ∩ H) by pr is open in pr(H). Hence the image of D_{ṽH} ∩ D_ṽ′_H by H^{(1)} ↠ pr(H) is also open in pr(H). Thus, we get ṽ_H = ṽ^′_H by Lemma 2.4. By Lemma 1.5(2), Q_1 is cofinal in the set of open subgroups of Π^{(m)}_U containing Π^{[m−1]}_U /Π^{[m]}_U . Hence we obtain that Π^{[m−1]}_U /Π^{[m]}_U^∼−→ lim←− H∈Q_1 H^1 and

X̃ m,cl = lim ←− H∈Q_1 X̃^{1,cl}_H . Thus, ṽ = ṽ′ follows. Next, we show that (c)⇒ (a) when either “(g, r) ≠ (0, 2)” or

“(g, r) = (0, 2) and ṽ, ṽ^′ /∈ Ẽ^m”. By the implications (c)⇒(d)⇒(a) when (g, r) = (0, 2) and ṽ, ṽ^′ /∈ Ẽ^m, we may assume that (g, r) ≠ (0, 2). We set Q_2 := {H^{op}⊂ Π^{(m)}_U | Π^{[m−1]}_U /Π^{[m]}_U ⊂ H}and let H be an element of Q_2. Let ṽ_H , ṽ^′_H ∈ X̃^{1,cl}_H be the images of ṽ, ṽ^′ ∈ X̃^{m,cl}, respectively. Then (c) implies that the images of D_ṽ ∩ H and D_ṽ′ ∩ H by the map H ↠ H^{(1)} are commensurable. Thus, we get ṽ_H = ṽ^′_H by Lemma 2.4. Since X̃^{m,cl} = lim←− H∈Q_2 X̃^{1,cl}_H , we obtain that ṽ = ṽ′. Therefore, the assertion follows.

Corollary 2.7. Assume that (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2) and that (m, g, r) ≠ (1, 0, 3). Let G be an open subgroup of G_k. Then there exists a unique map

ϕ(G, Π^{(m)}_U ) : Sect^{geom}(G, Π^{(m)}_U ) → X̃^{m,cl}

such that s(G) ⊂ D_{ϕ(G,Π}(m)_{U )(s)} for any s ∈ Sect^{geom}(G, Π^{(m)}_U ). Moreover, ϕ(G, Π^{(m)}_U ) is Π^{(m)}_U -equivariant.

Proof. For any s ∈ Sect^{geom}(G, Π^{(m)}_U ), there exists ṽ ∈ X̃^{m,cl} such that s(G) ⊂ D_ṽ by definition. Hence the existence part follows. Further, an element ṽ^′ ∈ X̃^{m,cl} satisfying s(G) ⊂ D_ṽ′ is unique by Proposition 2.6 (a)⇔(d). Hence the uniqueness part follows. The map ϕ(G, Π^{(m)}_U ) is Π^{(m)}_U -equivariant by the uniqueness. Therefore, the assertion follows.

Taking the inductive limit running over all open subgroups of G_k, we obtain the morphism ϕ(Π^{(m)}_U ) := lim←− G⊂G_k ϕ(G, Π^{(m)}_U ) : QSect^{geom}(Π^{(m)}_U ) ↠ X̃^{m,cl} which is compatible with the actions of Π^{(m)}_U .

2.2 The group-theoretical reconstruction of decomposition groups of Π^{(m)}_U

In this subsection, we show that the Π^{(m−n)}_U -set Dec(Π^{(m−n)}_U ) is reconstructed group-theoretically from Π^{(m)}_U (if (m, g, r) and n satisfy certain conditions).

First, we consider the group-theoretical characterization of geometric sections. In the following lemma, we use the Lefschetz trace formula (see [29] Proposition (0.7)).

Lemma 2.8. Assume that (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1), and that m ≥ 2. Let G be an open subgroup of G_k, n ∈ Z_{≥1} an integer satisfying m > n, ℓ a prime different from p, and s an element of Sect(G, Π^{(m−n)}_U ). Let ρ : Π^{(m)}_U ↠ Π^{(m−n)}_U be the natural projection. Then the following conditions are equivalent. (a) s is geometric.

(b) For every open subgroup H of Π^{(m−n)}_U containing s(G), the set X_H (k^G) is non-empty.

(c) For every open subgroup M of Π^{(m)}_U containing ρ^{−1}(s(G)),

1 + |k^G| − tr_{Zℓ}(Fr_kG | M^{1,pro-ℓ}/W_{−2}(M^{1,pro-ℓ})) > 0.

Proof. (Similar to [29] Proposition (2.8)(iv).) First, we show that (a)⇒ (b). Let ṽ ∈ X̃^{m,cl} such that s(G) ⊂ D_ṽ. Then pr(D_ṽ ∩ H) ⊃ pr(s(G)) = G. Hence we get k^G ⊃ k^{pr(Dṽ ∩H)} = κ(v_H ), where v_H stands for the image of ṽ by X̃^m ↠ X_H . Thus, we obtain that the set X_H (k^G) is non-empty. Next, we show that (b)⇒ (a). We have X_{s(G)}(k^G) = lim←− H X_H (k^G), where H runs over all open subgroups of Π^{(m−n)}_U containing

s(G). Since X_H (k^G) is finite and non-empty, X_{s(G)}(k^G) is also non-empty by Tychonoff’s theorem. Let v ∈ X_{s(G)}(k^G). Let ṽ ∈ X̃^{m−n,cl} be a point above v. Then we get pr(D_ṽ ∩ s(G)) = G = pr(s(G)). Since pr|_{s(G)} is injective, we obtain that D_ṽ ⊃ s(G) and hence s is geometric. Finally, we show that (b)⇔(c). Note that the map {H^{op}⊂ Π^{(m−n)}_U | s(G) ⊂ H} → {M^{op}⊂ Π^{(m)}_U | ρ^{−1}(s(G)) ⊂ M}, H → ρ^{−1}(H) is bijective. Since n ≥ 1, we have that M^{1,pro-ℓ}/W_{−2}(M^{1,pro-ℓ}) ∼= T_ℓ(J_{XM} ) by Lemma 1.1 and Lemma 1.2. Hence the assertion follows from the fact that

|X_{ρ(M)}(k^G)| = |X_M (k^G)| = 1 + |k^G| − tr_{Zℓ}(Fr_kG | M^{1,pro-ℓ}/W_{−2}(M^{1,pro-ℓ})) (Lefschetz trace formula).

Next, we define an equivalence relation on QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_U ) as follows.

Definition 2.9. (1) Let G be an open subgroup of G_k satisfying E(k^G) = E(k). Let s_G, s^′_G be elemets of Sect^{geom}(G, Π^{(1)}_U ). Then we write s_G ∼_G s^′_G when { j_X (G)(s_G, s^′_G) = 0 (if g ≥ 1) ∃w ∈ E_kG such that,^∀S ⊂ E_kG − {w} satisfying |S| = 2, j_{XkG −S} (G)(s_G, s^′_G) = 0. (if g = 0).

(2) Let s̃, s̃^′ be elements of QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_U ). Then we write s̃ ∼ s̃^′ when there exist an open subgroup G of G_k and elements s_G, s^′_G ∈ Sect^{geom}(G, Π^{(1)}_U ) satisfying E(k^G) = E(k), s̃ = [s_G] and s̃^′ = [s^′_G] such that s_G ∼_G s^′_G holds.

Lemma 2.10. Assume that (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2), (0, 3), (0, 4). Let s̃, s̃^′ be elements of QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_U ). Then s̃ ∼ s̃^′ if and only if the images of ϕ(Π^{(1)}_U )(s̃), ϕ(Π^{(1)}_U )(s̃^′) in X̃^{0,cl} are the same. In particular, the relation ∼ is an equivalence relation of QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_U ), and ϕ(Π^{(1)}_U ) induces a G_k-equivariant bijection ϕ(Π^{(1)}_U ) : QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_U )/ ∼^∼−→ X̃^{0,cl}.

Proof. We show the first assertion. The “if” part follows from Lemma 2.3(2)(3), since we can take w as the image of ϕ(Π^{(1)}_U )(s̃) when g = 0. We show the “only if” part. Let G be an open subgroup of G_k satisfying E(k^G) = E(k) and s_G, s^′_G elements in Sect^{geom}(G, Π^{(1)}_U ) satisfying s̃ = [s_G], s̃^′ = [s^′_G], respectively. Let x_{sG} , x_s′_G be the images of ϕ(Π^{(1)}_U )(s̃), ϕ(Π^{(1)}_U )(s̃^′) in X_kG , respectively. Assume that x_{sG} ∼_G x_s′_G . When g ≥ 1, x_{sG} = x_s′_G follows by Lemma 2.3(2). When g = 0, there exists w ∈ E_kG and S^′ ⊂ E_kG − {w, x_{sG} , x^′_{sG} } satisfying |S^′| = 2 such that j_{XkG −S}′ (G)(s_G, s^′_G) = 0, since r ≥ 5. Hence we get x_{sG} = x_s′_G by Lemma 2.3(3). Considering all G^{′ op}⊂ G, the images of ϕ(Π^{(1)}_U )(s̃), ϕ(Π^{(1)}_U )(s̃^′) in X̃^{0,cl} are the same. Hence the “only if” part follows. The second and third assertions follow from the first assertion.

Under the assumption (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2), (0, 3), (0, 4), we consider the following commutative diagram of the natural bijections.

QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_U )

sshhhhh hhhhh hhhhh hhh ϕ:=ϕ(Π^{(1)}_U ) //

ρ fflffl

X̃ 1,cl

fflffl Π^1_U \QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_U )^{αU} // β_v fflffl QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_U )/ ∼^{ϕ:=ϕ(Π} (1) U ) ∼ // X̃ 0,cl

Π^1_{Uv} \QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_{Uv} )_ψ

77 α_{U,v} 44

Here, we write U_v := U ∪ {v} for any v ∈ E(k). Here, α_U : Π^1_U \QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_U ) → QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_U )/ ∼, β_v : Π^1_U \QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_U ) → Π^1_{Uv} \QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_{Uv} ), and ρ : QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_U ) → QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_U )/ ∼ are the natural surjections, and ψ is the map induced by ϕ(Π^{(1)}_{Uv} ) : QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_{Uv} ) → (X̃^{Uv ,1})^{cl}. We write α_{U,v} := ϕ^{−1} ∘ ψ. (Since β_v is surjective, α_{U,v} is a unique map such that α_U = α_{U,v} ∘ β_v.) We define QSect^{geom,c}(Π^{(1)}_U ) := {s̃ ∈ QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_U ) | |α^{−1}_U (ρ(s̃)| > 1}.

Lemma 2.11. Assume that (g, r) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2), (0, 3), (0, 4). Let s̃ be an element of QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_U ).

(1) Assume that r ≠ 1. Then s̃ ∈ QSect^{geom,c}(Π^{(1)}_U ) if and only if ϕ(ρ(s̃)) ∈ Ẽ^0. In particular, ϕ induces a bijection QSect^{geom,c}(Π^{(1)}_U )/ ∼→ Ẽ^0.

(2) Assume that r ≠ 1, 2 (resp. r = 2), and that s̃ ∈ QSect^{geom,c}(Π^{(1)}_U ). Let G be the open subgroup of G_k such that (G_k : G) is equal to r!, the factorial of r. Then ϕ(ρ(s̃)) is k^G-rational and its image in E(k^G) is a unique element (resp. an element) x_{s̃} satisfying |α^{−1}_{UkG ,xs̃} (ρ(s̃))| = 1.

(3) When r ≥ 2 and s̃ ∈ QSect^{geom,c}(Π^{(1)}_U ) (resp. either r < 2 or s̃ ∉ QSect^{geom,c}(Π^{(1)}_U )), let D_{s̃} be the subgroup ⟨{Im(s) · I_{xs̃,Π}(1)_U | G^{op}⊂ G_k , s ∈ Sect^{geom}(G, Π^{(1)}_U ) satisfying s̃ = [s]}⟩

(resp. ⟨{Im(s) | G^{op}⊂ G_k , s ∈ Sect^{geom}(G, Π^{(1)}_U ) satisfying s̃ = [s]}⟩)

of Π^{(1)}_U . (Note that, when r = 2, x_{s̃} is not unique but I_{xs̃,Π}(1)_U does not depend on the choice of x_{s̃}.) Then D_{ϕ(Π}(1)_{U )(s̃),Π}(1)_U coincides with D_{s̃}.

Proof. (1) We have that ϕ(ρ(s̃)) ∉ Ẽ^0 implies |α^{−1}_U (ρ(s̃))| = 1, since ϕ is injective on the subset {s̃^′ ∈ QSect^{geom}(Π^{(1)}_U ) | ϕ(ρ(s̃^′)) ∉ Ẽ^0}. Hence it is sufficient to show that ϕ(ρ(s̃)) ∈ Ẽ^0 implies |α^{−1}_U (ρ(s̃))| > 1. Assume that ϕ(ρ(s̃)) ∈ Ẽ^0. If there exist a ∈ Π^1_U and s̃^′ ∈ ϕ^{−1}(ϕ(s̃)) such that a · s̃ = s̃^′, then a · ϕ(s̃) = ϕ(s̃^′) and hence a ∈ I_{ϕ(ρ(s̃))} follows. Thus, we obtain that I_{ϕ(ρ(s̃))}\ϕ^{−1}(ϕ(s̃)) = Π^1_U \ϕ^{−1}(ϕ(s̃)) (⊂ Π^1_U \ρ^{−1}(ρ(s̃)) = α^{−1}_U (ρ(s̃))). We know that I_{ϕ(ρ(s̃))} is isomorphic to an inertia group of Π_U by Lemma 1.10. (Here, we use the assumption “r ≠ 1”.) For any finite extension field k^′ over k, we have that H^1(G_k′ , Ẑ^{p′}(1)) = k^{′×}. Thus, we obtain that I_{ϕ(ρ(s̃))}\ϕ^{−1}(ϕ(s̃)) ∼= lim−→ k^′ /k:fin H^1(G_k′ , Ẑ^{p′}(1))^∼−→ k^×. Hence |α^{−1}_U (ρ(s̃))| > 1 follows.

(2) Let S_r be the symmetric group of degree r. Then we have a permutation action S_r ↷ E(k). Since G_k ∼= Ẑ and the natural action G_k ↷ E(k) factors through the permutation action, G acts trivially on E(k). Hence ϕ(ρ(s̃)) is k^G-rational. By applying the arguments of U and α_U in (1) to U_kG_{,xs̃} and α_{UkG ,xs̃} , the second assertion follows when r ≠ 1, 2. When r = 2, the second assertion is clearly true, since α_{UkG ,x} is bijective for any x ∈ E(k^G).

(3) The group D_{s̃} is clearly contained in D_{ϕ(s̃)}. Since G_k ∼= Ẑ, there exist an open subgroup G of G_k and a section s ∈ Sect^{geom}(G, Π^{(1)}_U ) satisfying s̃ = [s] such that Im(s) · I_{ϕ(s̃)} = D_{ϕ(s̃)}. Hence D_{s̃} coincide with D_{ϕ(s̃)}. (Note that, when r < 2, the inertia group is trivial.)

The following is the main result of this subsection.

Proposition 2.12. Assume that (g_1, r_1) ≠ (0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2), and that m satisfies { m ≥ 2 (if (g_1, r_1) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4)) m ≥ 3 (if (g_1, r_1) = (0, 3), (0, 4)).

Let n ∈ Z_{≥1} be an integer satisfying m > n. Let Φ : Π^{(m)}_{U1}^∼−→ Π^{(m)}_{U2} be an isomorphism and Φ^{m−n} : Π^{(m−n)} U_1 ∼−→ Π^{(m−n)} U_2 the isomorphism induced by Φ (Proposition 1.9(1)).

(1) Φ^{m−n} preserves decomposition groups.

(2) Φ induces a unique bijection f̃^{m−n,cl}_Φ : X̃^{m−n,cl}_1^∼−→ X̃^{m−n,cl}_2 such that the diagram Π^{(m−n)} U_1 Φ^{m−n} fflffl ↷ X̃^{m−n,cl} 1 f̃^{m−n,cl} Φfflffl // Dec(Π^{(m−n)}

U_1 ) ρ_{Φm−n} fflffl Π^{(m−n)} U_2 ↷ X̃ m−n,cl 2 // Dec(Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} )

(2.4)

is commutative, where ρ_Φm−n stands for the bijection induced by Φ^{m−n} and X̃^{m−n,cl}_i → Dec(Π^{(m−n)}_{Ui} ) stands for the natural map. In particular, a bijection f^{cl}_Φ : X^{cl}_1 → X^{cl}_2 is induced by dividing f̃^{m−n,cl}_Φ by the actions in (2.4).

(3) If, moreover, (m, r_1) ≠ (2, 1), then f̃^{m−n,cl}_Φ (Ũ^{m−n,cl}_1 ) = Ũ^{m−n,cl}_2 holds. In particular, f^{cl}_Φ (U^{cl}_1 ) = U^{cl}_2 holds.

Proof. By Proposition 1.7, and Proposition 1.9, we obtain that g_1 = g_2, r_1 = r_2, |k_1| = |k_2|, and Φ induces an isomorphism G_{k1} → G_{k2} which preserves the Frobenius elements. By Lemma 1.2, Proposition 1.9(4), and Lemma 2.8, the natural bijection QSect(Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} )^∼−→ QSect(Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ) induced by Φ induces a bijection QSect^{geom}(Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} )^∼−→ QSect^{geom}(Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ).

First, we consider the case that m = 2 (note that this implies automatically that n = 1, (g_1, r_1) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4)). By Proposition 1.12(1), Φ induces a bijection Iner(Π^{(1)}_{U1} )^∼−→ Iner(Π^{(1)}_{U2} ). Hence, by Lemma 2.11(1)(2)(3), Φ induces a bijection Dec(Π^{(1)}_{U1} )^∼−→ Dec(Π^{(1)}_{U2} ). By Proposition 2.6, we have that the natural map X̃^{1,cl}_i → Dec(Π^{(1)}_{Ui} ) is bijective. Thus, the assertions (1)(2) follow. When m = 2 and r_1 ≠ 1, the assertion (3) follows from Lemma 2.11(1).

Next, we consider general m. Set Q_i := {H^{op}◁ Π^{(m)}_{Ui} | Π^{[m−(n+1)]}_{Ui} /Π^{[m]}_{Ui} ⊂ H, (g(U_{i,H} ), r(U_{i,H} )) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4), r(U_{i,H} ) ≠ 1}. Fix an element H_1 ∈ Q_1 and set H_2 := Φ(H_1). By the case that m = 2, the isomorphism H^{(n+1)}_1^∼−→ H^{(n+1)}_2 induced by Φ induces a bijection ρ : Dec(H^{(1)}_1 ) → Dec(H^{(1)}_2 ) and a unique bijection X̃^{1,cl}_{1,H1}^∼−→ X̃^{1,cl}_{2,H2} such that the diagram

X̃^{1,cl}_{1,H1} fflffl ∼ // Dec(H^{(1)}_1 ) ρ fflffl X̃^{1,cl}_{2,H2}^∼ // Dec(H^{(1)}_2 )

is commutative. Since Π^{[m−(n+1)]} U_i /Π [m] U_i ⊂ Hi, H (1) i is a subquotient of Π^{(m−n)}_{Ui} , hence we have the natural map Dec(Π^{(m−n)}_{Ui} ) → Dec(H^{(1)}_i ). Let H^′_1 be an element of Q_1 satisfying H^′_1 ⊂ H_1. Set H^′_2 := Φ(H^′_1). For any decomposition group D^′ of H^{′(1)}_i , there exists a unique decomposition group D of H^{(1)}_i such that D contains the image of D^′ by H^′_i → H_i by Lemma 2.4(c)⇒(a). Hence we obtain a map Dec(H^{′(1)}_i ) → Dec(H^{(1)}_i ), sending D^′ to the unique element containing the image of D^′ in H^{(1)}_i . (Note that this map is compatible with the actions of Π^{(m−n)}_{Ui} /H^{′[1]}_i as H_i and H^′_i are normal in Π^{(m)}_{Ui} .) By construction of these maps, the diagram X̃^{m−n,cl} i fflffl ∼ // Dec(Π^{(m−n)}_{Ui} ) fflffl

~~ X̃^{1,cl}_{i,H′i} fflffl ∼ // Dec(H^{′(1)}_i ) fflffl X̃^{1,cl}_{i,Hi}^∼ // Dec(H^{(1)}_i )

is commutative, where the right-hand vertical maps and the horizontal maps are the natural maps and the upper-horizontal map is bijective by Proposition 2.6. By Lemma 1.5, Q_i is cofinal in the set of all open normal subgroups of Π^{(m)}_{Ui} . Since ∩_{H∈Qi} H^{[1]} = (Π^{[m−(n+1)]}_{Ui} /Π^{[m]}_{Ui} )^{[1]} = Π^{[m−n]}_{Ui} /Π^{[m]}_{Ui} , we have that X̃^{m−n,cl} i ∼−→ lim←− H∈Q_i X̃^{1,cl}_{i,H} . Thus, we obtain a bijection X̃^{m−n,cl}_i (^∼−→ Dec(Π^{(m−n)}_{Ui} ))^∼−→ lim ←−_{H∈Qi} Dec(H (1) i ) which

is compatible with the actions of Π^{(m−n)}_{Ui} on X̃^{m−n,cl}_i and lim←− H∈Q_i Dec(H^{(1)}_i ). Hence there exists a bijection X̃^{m−n,cl} 1 ∼−→ X̃^{m−n,cl} 2 such that (2.4) is commutative. Therefore, the assertions (1)(2) follow. The assertion (3) follows from the case that m = 2.

2.3 The weak bi-anabelian results over finite fields

In this subsection, we show the weak bi-anabelian m-step solvable Grothendieck conjecture for affine hyperbolic curves over finite fields. In other words, we show that Π^{(m)}_{U1}^∼−→ Π^{(m)}_{U2} implies U_1^∼−→ U_2 (under certain assumptions on (m, g, r), see Theorem 2.16).

Let ord_v : K(U)^× ↠ Z be the unique surjective valuation associated to v ∈ X^{cl} and K(U)_v the v-adic completion of K(U). We also write ord_v for the surjective valuation K(U)^×_v ↠ Z induced by ord_v : K(U)^× ↠ Z. Let O_{X,v} := {a ∈ K(U) | ord_v(a) ≥ 0} be the valuation ring of K(U) at v, O_v := {a ∈ K(U)_v | ord_v (a) ≥ 0} the valuation ring of K(U)_v, m_{X,v} the maximal ideal of O_{X,v} , and m_v the maximal ideal of O_v . We have Γ(U, O_X ) = { a ∈ K(U) | ord_v(a) ≥ 0 for each v ∈ U^{cl} } . The following lemma is shown in [29] section 4 where Π^{(m)}_U is replaced by Π_U . The case of Π^{(m)}_U can be settled by using Proposition 2.12.

Lemma 2.13. Assume that U_1 is affine hyperbolic and that { m ≥ 2 (if r_1 ≥ 2 and (g_1, r_1) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4)) m ≥ 3 (if r_1 < 2 or (g_1, r_1) = (0, 3), (0, 4)).

(2.5)

Let Φ : Π^{(m)}_{U1}^∼−→ Π^{(m)}_{U2} be an isomorphism. Then the following hold.

(1) Φ induces a natural isomorphism of multiplicative groups F (Φ) : K(U_1)^× → K(U_2)^× such that, for each v ∈ X^{cl}_1 , the diagram K(U_1)^{× ordv} //

F (Φ) fflffl Z

=

K(U_2)^×

ord_{f clΦ (v)}

// Z

is commutative. Here, f^{cl}_Φ stands for the bijection X^{cl}_1^∼−→ X^{cl}_2 defined in Proposition 2.12(2). Moreover, F (Φ) does not depend on m. (In other words, if Φ^′ : Π^{(m′ )}_{U1}^∼−→ Π^{(m′)}_{U2} is an isomorphism for some m^′ ≥ m and the isomorphism induced by Φ^′ on Π^{(m)}_{U1} (Proposition 1.9(1)) coincides with Φ, then F (Φ^′) = F (Φ) holds.)

(2) F (Φ)(1 + m_{X1 ,v}) = 1 + m_{X2 ,f} cl_{Φ (v)} for each v ∈ E_1.

Proof. By Proposition 1.7, and Proposition 1.9, we obtain that g_1 = g_2, r_1 = r_2, |k_1| = |k_2|, and Φ induces an isomorphism G_{k1} → G_{k2} which preserves the Frobenius elements. By Proposition 2.12(1), Φ induces a bijection between Dec(Π^{(m−1)}_{U1} ) and Dec(Π^{(m−1)}_{U2} ).

(1) Let v be a closed point of X, ṽ^{m−1} an inverse image of v in X̃^{m−1}, and ṽ an inverse image of ṽ^{m−1} in X̃. We have that the natural projection D_{ṽ,ΠU} ↠ D_{ṽm−1,Π(m−1)U} is an isomorphism by Lemma 1.10. (When m = 2, we need r ≥ 2 here.) In particular, we obtain that D^{ab}_{ṽ,ΠU}^∼−→ D^{ab}_{ṽm−1,Π(m-1)U} . Let F_v be the inverse image of the subgroup ⟨Fr_k⟩ by D^{ab}_{ṽm−1,Π(m-1)U} → G_k. By class field theory, we get

F_v^∼←− { K(U)^×_v /O^×_v (if v ∈ U) K(U)^×_v /(1 + m_v) (if v ∈ E),

(2.6)

where the isomorphism is induced by the local reciprocity isomorphism ^K(U)^×_v^{ρv}−→ G^{ab}_{K(U)v} . Further, we define the following group. K(Π^{(m)}_U )^× := Ker( ∏ v∈X^{cl} ′ F_v → Π^{ab}_U )

Here, ∏_′ F_v stands for the restricted direct product of F_v (v ∈ X^{cl}) with respect to Ker(F_v → G_k) (which turns out to coincide with the direct sum of F_v (v ∈ X^{cl}). By definition and global class field theory, we obtain the following commutative diagram

1 // K(U)^× // fflffl A^×_{K(U )} //

fflfflfflffl

G^{ab}_{K(U)}

fflfflfflffl 1 // K(Π^{(m)}_U )^× // ∏_′ v∈X^{cl} Fv // Π ab U , where A^×_{K(U )} is the idele group of K(U) (i.e. the restricted direct product of K(U)^×_v (v ∈ X^{cl}) with respect to O^×_v ). The lower horizontal sequence is exact by definition. The upper horizontal sequence is exact by global class field theory. The left-hand vertical arrow turns out to be an isomorphism (by the assumption that U_1 is affine). The first assertion follows from this isomorphism and the commutativity of the following diagram.

K(U)^{× ordv} // //

∼ fflffl Z

∼ fflffl K(Π^{(m)}_U )^× // F_v // // F_v/Ker(F_v → G_k).

Here, the right-hand vertical arrow stands for the morphism Z → F_v /Ker(F_v → G_k)(→ G_k), 1 → Fr_{κ(v)}(= Fr^{[Gk :Gκ(v) ]} k ). The second assertion follows from the construction of F (Φ).

(2) Let v be an element of E. Then, by the isomorphism K(U)^{× ∼}−→ K(Π^{(m)}_U )^×, the subgroup 1 + m_{X,v} ⊂ K(U)^× corresponds to Ker(K(Π^{(m)}_U )^× → F_v ) ⊂ K(Π^{(m)}_U )^×. Hence the assertion follows.

We define K(Π^{(m)}_U ) := K(Π^{(m)}_U )^× ∪ {∗}. By Lemma 2.13, we obtain an isomorphism of multiplicative monoids F (Φ) : K(U_1)^∼−→ K(U_2) (with 0 → 0) under the assumption of Lemma 2.13. Lemma 2.14. Assume that U_1 is affine hyperbolic. Let n ∈ Z_{≥0} be an integer satisfying m ≥ n. Let H_1, H^′_1 be open subgroups of Π^{(m)}_{U1} that satisfy Π^{[m−n]}_{U1} /Π^{[m]}_{U1} ⊂ H^′_1 ⊂ H_1. We assume that (n, g(U_{H1} ), r(U_{H1} )) satisfies the assumption for (m, g_1, r_1) in (2.5). (Thus, (n, g(U_H′_1 ), r(U_H′_1 )) satisfies the same assumption, since H^′_1 ⊂ H_1.) Let Φ : Π^{(m)}_{U1}^∼−→ Π^{(m)}_{U2} be an isomorphism, H_2 := Φ(H_1), and H^′_2 := Φ(H^′_1). Then the following diagram is commutative.

K(U_{1,H}′_1 )

F (Φ|_H′_1 )

// K(U_{2,H′2} )

K(U_{1,H1} )^{F (Φ|H1 )} // ?Ø O

K(U_{2,H2} ) ?Ø O

Here, F (Φ|_{H1} ) (resp. F (Φ|_H′_1 ) ) stands for the isomorphism of multiplicative monoids induced by the isomorphism H^{(n)}_1^∼−→ H^{(n)}_2 (resp. H^′_1^{(n) ∼}−→ H^′_2^{(n)}) (see Lemma 2.13(1)).

Proof. Let ṽ_i be an element of X̃_{i,Hi} and ṽ^n_i (resp. v_i, resp. v^′_i) an image of ṽ_i in X̃^n_{i,Hi} (resp. X_{i,Hi} , resp. X_{i,H}′_i ). By Lemma 1.10, we obtain that D^{ab}_{ṽi,ΠUi,Hi}^∼−→ D^{ab}_{ṽni ,H(n)i} . The transfer homomorphism D^{ab}_{ṽi ,ΠUi,Hi} → D^{ab}_{ṽi,ΠUi,H′i} yields the natural injection F_{vi} → F_v′_i (cf. [23] section 2), where F_{vi} and F_v′_i are defined in (2.6). The assertion follows from this and the various constructions.

Next, we consider the addition of K(U).

Lemma 2.15. Let i = 1, 2. Let t_i be an algebraically closed field, Y_i a proper, smooth, connected curve over t_i. Let T_i be a subset of (Y_i)^{cl}. Assume that we are given an isomorphism F : K(Y_1) → K(Y_2) as multiplicative monoids and a bijection f : (Y_1)^{cl} → (Y_2)^{cl} with f(T_1) = T_2, satisfying the following conditions.

(i) For each P ∈ (Y_1)^{cl}, the following diagram is commutative.

K(Y_1)^{× ordP} // F fflffl Z

=

K(Y_2)^{× ordf (P )} // Z

(ii) For each P ∈ T_1, F (1 + m_{Y1,P} ) = 1 + m_{Y2,f (P )}. (iii) |T_1| ≥ 3.

Then F : K(Y_1) → K(Y_2) is additive. Proof. See [29] Lemma 4.7.

We obtain the first main result of this section.

Theorem 2.16 (Weak bi-anabelian result over finite fields). Assume that U_1 is affine hyperbolic and that m satisfies { m ≥ 2 (if r_1 ≥ 3 and (g_1, r_1) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4)) m ≥ 3 (if r_1 < 3 or (g_1, r_1) = (0, 3), (0, 4))

(see Notation of section 2). Let Φ : Π^{(m)}_{U1}^∼−→ Π^{(m)}_{U2} be an isomorphism. Let Q_1 be the set of all finite extensions of k_1 and set Φ_{L1} := Φ|_Π(m)_{U1,L1} . Then the multiplicative monoid isomorphism F (Φ) : K(U_1)^∼−→ K(U_2) is

additive and {F (Φ_{L1} )}_{L1∈Q1} induces scheme isomorphisms f̃^0_Φ : X̃^0_1^∼−→ X̃^0_2 and f_Φ : X_1^∼−→ X_2 which satisfy the following conditions (i)-(iii).

(i) The isomorphisms f̃^0_Φ, f_Φ induce isomorphisms Ũ^0_1^∼−→ Ũ^0_2 , U_1^∼−→ U_2, respectively.

(ii) The maps f̃^0_Φ|_{X̃} 0,cl_1 , f_Φ|_X cl_1 coincide with the bijections f̃^{0,cl}_Φ : X̃^{0,cl}_1^∼−→ X̃^{0,cl}_2 , f^{cl}_Φ : X^{cl}_1^∼−→ X^{cl}_2 defined in Proposition 2.12(2), respectively.

(iii) Let Φ^{ab} be the element of Isom(Π^{ab}_{U1} , Π^{ab}_{U2} ) induced by Φ. Then the image of f_Φ|_{U1} : U_1^∼−→ U_2 by the natural map Isom(U_1, U_2) → Isom(Π^{ab}_{U1} , Π^{ab}_{U2} ) coincides with Φ^{ab}.

(iv) Let Φ^1 be an element of Isom(Π^1_{U1} , Π^1_{U2} ) induced by Φ. Then the image of f̃^0_Φ|_Ũ 0_1 : Ũ^0_1^∼−→ Ũ^0_2 by the natural map Isom(Ũ^0_1 , Ũ^0_2 ) → Isom(Π^1_{U1} , Π^1_{U2} ) coincides with Φ^1.

In particular, the following holds.

Π^{(m)}_{U1}^∼−→ Π^{(m)}_{U2} ⇐⇒ U_1^∼−−−−→_{scheme} U_2 (2.7)

Proof. By Proposition 1.7, and Proposition 1.9, we obtain that g_1 = g_2, r_1 = r_2, |k_1| = |k_2|, and Φ induces an isomorphism G_{k1}^∼−→ G_{k2} which preserves the Frobenius elements.

Let Q_2 be the set of all finite extensions of k_2. The isomorphism G_{k1}^∼−→ G_{k2} induced by Φ (Proposition 1.9(1)) induces a bijection ρ : Q_1^∼−→ Q_2. For each i = 1, 2 and each P ∈ (X_{i,ki} )^{cl}, we have K(U_{i,ki} ) = lim−→ L_i∈Q_i K(U_{i,Li} ), ord_P = lim←− L_i∈Q_i ord_{PLi} , and 1 + m_{Xi,ki ,P} = lim−→ L_i∈Q_i (1 + m_{Xi,Li ,PLi} ), where P_{Li} ∈ (X_{i,Li} )^{cl} stands

for the image of P . By Lemma 2.13(1) and Lemma 2.14, we obtain an isomorphism of multiplicative monoids

K(U_{1,k1} ) = lim−→

L_1∈Q_1 K(U_{1,L1} ) → lim−→ L_1∈Q_1

K(U_{2,ρ(L1)}) = K(U_{2,k2} ). (2.8)

First, we consider the case that r_1 ≥ 3 and (g_1, r_1) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4). Then, by Lemma 2.13(1)(2) and Lemma 2.15, the multiplicative monoid isomorphism (2.8) is additive. Hence we obtain an isomorphism f̃ 0_Φ : X̃ 0_1^∼−→ X̃ 0_2 . As F (Φ) : K(U_1)^∼−→ K(U_2) is a restriction of (2.8), F (Φ) is also additive. Hence we obtain an isomorphism f_Φ : X_1^∼−→ X_2. By construction, f̃^0_Φ and f_Φ satisfy (ii). By Proposition 2.12(3) and (ii), f̃^0_Φ and f_Φ also satisfy (i).

Next, we consider general (g_1, r_1). By Lemma 1.5, there exists an open subgroup H_1 ⊂ Π^{(m)}_{U1} containing Π^{[m−2]}_{U1} /Π^{[m]}_{U1} such that r(U_{1,H1} ) ≥ 3 and that (g(U_{1,H1} ), r(U_{1,H1} )) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4). We obtain that F̃ 0(Φ|_{H1} ) and F (Φ|_{H1} ) are additive, that F̃ 0(Φ|_{H1} )(Γ(U_{1,H1 ,k}, O_{X1,H1 ,k} )) = Γ(U_{2,Φ(H1 ),k}, O_{X2,Φ(H1 ),k} ), and that F (Φ|_{H1} )(Γ(U_{1,H1} , O_{X1,H1} )) = Γ(U_{2,Φ(H1 )}, O_{X2,Φ(H1 )} ), where F̃^0(Φ|_{H1} ) and F (Φ|_{H1} ) stand for the isomorphisms of multiplicative monoids K(U_{1,H1,k})^∼−→ K(U_{2,Φ(H1),k}) and K(U_{1,H1} )^∼−→ K(U_{2,Φ(H1)}) induced by H^{(2)}_1^∼−→ Φ(H_1)^{(2)}, respectively (see Lemma 2.13(1)). Hence, by Lemma 2.14, we obtain isomorphisms f̃ 0_Φ : X̃ 0_1^∼−→ X̃ 0_2 and f_Φ : X_1^∼−→ X_2 satisfying the condition (i). By construction of F (Φ), f̃ 0_Φ and f_Φ satisfy the condition (ii). Hence the equivalence in (2.7) follows. (Note that the implication ⇐ in (2.7) is clear.)

Next, we show that f_Φ satisfies the condition (iii). Let f̃_Φ be the image of f_Φ by Isom(U_1, U_2) → Isom(Π^{ab}_{U1} , Π^{ab}_{U2} ). By (ii), we obtain that Φ^{ab}(D_v) = D_f cl_{Φ (v)} = f̃_Φ(D_v ) for each v ∈ U^{cl}_1 . We set s_v : G_{κ(v)}^∼−→ D_v. By Proposition 1.9(2), we get Φ^{ab}(s_v(Fr_{κ(v)})) = f̃_Φ(s_v (Fr_{κ(v)})), where Fr_{κ(v)} is the Frobenius element of G_{κ(v)}. Since we have Π^{ab}_{U1} = ⟨s_v (Fr_{κ(v)}) | v ∈ U^{cl}_1 ⟩ by Chebotarev’s density theorem, we obtain that f̃_Φ = Φab. Thus, f_Φ satisfies the condition (iii).

Finally, we show that f̃^0_Φ satisfies the condition (iv). For any L_1 ∈ Q_i, f̃^0_Φ and Φ_{L1} induces the same isomorphism Π^{ab}_{U1,L1}^∼−→ Π^{ab}_{U2,L2} by (iii). Since we have that Π^{1 ∼}−→ ( lim←− L∈Q_i Π_{Ui,L} )^{ab ∼}−→ lim←− L∈Q_i Π^{ab}_{Ui,L} , (iv)

follows.

2.4 The strong bi-anabelian results over finite fields

In this subsection, we show the strong bi-anabelian m-step solvable Grothendieck conjecture for affine hyperbolic curves over finite fields, and obtain corollaries.

Lemma 2.17. Let X and Y be schemes of finite type over Spec(Z) and assume that X is integral. Let f, g: X → Y be morphisms. If f and g coincide set-theoretically on the set of closed points of X, then one of the following conditions (a)-(b) holds. (a) f = g

(b) X is a scheme over F_p for some prime p, and there exists a ∈ Z such that either a ≥ 0, f = g ∘ Fr^a_X , or a < 0, f ∘ Fr^{−a}_X = g. If, moreover, f is not constant, then a ∈ Z is unique.

Proof. See the proof of [27] Theorem 1.2.1. We remark that, in the assertion of [27] Theorem 1.2.1, it is assumed that f and g coincide as morphisms of topological spaces. However, in the proof of [27] Theorem 1.2.1, we only need the fact that f and g coincide set-theoretically on the set of closed points of X (cf. [27] Proposition 1.2.4).

Lemma 2.18. Assume that U_1 is hyperbolic. Then the natural map

Isom(Ũ^m_1 /U_1, Ũ^m_2 /U_2) → Isom(Π^{(m)}_{U1} , Π^{(m)}_{U2} ).

is injective.

Proof. If Isom(Ũ^m_1 /U_1, Ũ^m_2 /U_2) = ∅, then the assertion follows. We may assume that Isom(Ũ^m_1 /U_1, Ũ^m_2 /U_2) ≠ ∅ and that (X_1, E_1) = (X_2.E_2). Write U (resp. X, resp. E) instead of U_i (resp. X_i, resp. E_i). Let (α_{{1}}, α) be an element of Isom(Ũ^m/U, Ũ^m/U) which is mapped to the identity by the natural map ρ : Isom(Ũ^m/U, Ũ^m/U) → Aut(Π^{(m)}_U ). Let H be an open subgroup of Π^{(m)}_U , U_H the étale covering over U corresponding to H, and α_H the isomorphism U_H^∼−→ U_H induced by α_{{1}}. Since ρ(α_{{1}}, α) preserves decomposition groups, we obtain that α_{{1}}(ṽ) = ṽ for ṽ ∈ Ũ^m by Proposition 2.6. In particular, we get α_H (v) = v for v ∈ U_H . By Lemma 2.17, this implies that there exists a_H ∈ Z_{≥0} such that α_H = Fr^{aH}_{UH} . Since α_H ∈ Aut(U_H ), we obtain that a_H = 0. Considering all open subgroups H, we obtain that (α_{{1}}, α) is the identity. Hence the assertion follows.

Definition 2.19. Let n ∈ Z_{≥0} be an integer satisfying m ≥ n. We define Isom^{(m)}(Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ) as the image of the map Isom(Π^{(m)}_{U1} , Π^{(m)}_{U2} ) → Isom(Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ) induced by Proposition 1.9(1).

The following theorem is the second main result of this section.

Theorem 2.20 (Strong bi-anabelian result over finite fields). Assume that m ≥ 3 and that U_1 is affine hyperbolic (see Notation of section 2). Let n ∈ Z_{≥2} be an integer satisfying m > n. Then the natural map

Isom(Ũ^{m−n}_1 /U_1, Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2) → Isom^{(m)}(Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} )

is bijective.

Proof. The injectivity follows from Lemma 2.18. We show the surjectivity. First, we construct a map F : Isom(Π^{(m)}_{U1} , Π^{(m)}_{U2} ) → Isom(Ũ^{m−n}_1 /U_1, Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2). Let Φ be an element of Isom(Π^{(m)}_{U1} , Π^{(m)}_{U2} ). Set Q_1 := {H^{op}⊂ Π^{(m)}_{U1} | Π^{[m−n]}_{U1} /Π^{[m]}_{U1} ⊂ H, r(U_{1,H} ) ≥ 3 and (g(U_{1,H} ), r(U_{1,H} )) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4)}. For any element H ∈ Q_1, we write F (Φ|_H ) for the isomorphism of multiplicative monoids K(U_{1,H} )^∼−→ K(U_{2,Φ(H)}) induced by H^{(n) ∼}−→ Φ(H)^{(n)} (Lemma 2.13(1)). The multiplicative monoid isomorphism F (Φ|_H ) is a field isomorphism by Theorem 2.16, as n ≥ 2. We know that Q_1 is cofinal in the set of all open subgroups of Π^{(m)}_{U1} containing Π^{[m−n]}_{U1} /Π^{[m]}_{U1} by Lemma 1.5. Hence the field isomorphisms {F (Φ|_H )}_{H∈Q1} induce the following field isomorphism by Lemma 2.14. K̃^{m−n}(U_1) = lim −→ H∈Q_1 K(U_{1,H} ) → lim−→ H∈Q_1 K(U_{2,Φ(H)}) = K̃^{m−n}(U_2). (2.9)

By Theorem 2.16, we obtain that the field isomorphism F (Φ|_H ) induces a scheme isomorphism U_{1,H}^∼−→ U_{2,Φ(H)} for any H ∈ Q_1. Hence the isomorphism (2.9) induces a scheme isomorphism Ũ^{m−n}_1^∼−→ Ũ^{m−n}_2 . We have that F (Φ) is a restriction of (2.9). Hence the scheme isomorphism Ũ^{m−n}_1^∼−→ Ũ^{m−n}_2 induces U_1^∼−→ U_2. Thus, we obtain the desired map F : Isom(Π^{(m)}_{U1} , Π^{(m)}_{U2} ) → Isom(Ũ^{m−n}_1 /U_1, Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2).

Next, we show that the diagram

Isom(Π^{(m)}_{U1} , Π^{(m)}_{U2} ) fflffl F rrdddddddd dddddddd dddddddd dddddddd ddddd

Isom(Ũ^{m−n}_1 /U_1, Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2)_{Π(m−n) (·)} // Isom(Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} )

(2.10)

is commutative, where the right-hand vertical arrow is induced by using Proposition 1.9(1). Let Φ^{m−n} be the image of Φ in Isom(Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ). Let s ∈ Sect(G_{k1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} ) and Q_s := {H^{op}⊂ Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} | r(U_{1,H} ) ≥ 3, (g(U_{1,H} ), r(U_{1,H} )) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4), and s(G_{k1} ) ⊂ H}. Fix H ∈ Q_s. By construction, F(Φ) restricts to the isomorphism U_{1,H}^∼−→ U_{2,Φ(H)} induced by F (Φ |_H ). We obtain that (Π^{(m−n)} ∘ F)(Φ)(H) = Φ^{m−n}(H). By Lemma 1.5, for any open subgroup H^′ of Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} containing s(G_{k1} ), we can take a characteristic subgroup H^{′′} of Π^{m−n}_{U1} that satisfies r(U_{1,H} ′′ ) ≥ 3, (g(U_{1,H}′′ ), r(U_{1,H} ′′ )) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4), and that H^{′′} ⊂ Π^{m−n}_{U1} ∩ H^′. Hence Q_s is cofinal in the set of all open subgroups of Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} containing s(G_{k1} ). This implies that s(G_{k1} ) = ∩_{H∈Qs} H. Hence we obtain (Π^{(m−n)}∘F)(Φ)(s(G_{k1} )) = Φ^{m−n}(s(G_{k1} )). Thus, we obtain that (Π^{(m−n)}∘F)(Φ)(s(Fr_{k1} )) = Φ^{m−n}(s(Fr_{k1} )) by Proposition 1.9(2). Since G_{k1} ∼= Ẑ, we have Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} = ⟨s(Fr_{k1} ) | s ∈ Sect(G_{k1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} )⟩. Therefore, we get (Π^{(m−n)} ∘ F)(Φ) = Φ^{m−n} and then the diagram (2.10) is commutative. Thus, the surjectivity follows.

Corollary 2.21. Let the assumption and the notation be as in Theorem 2.20. Then the subset Isom^{(m)}(Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ) of Isom(Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ) depends only on m − n, not on m. Proof. The assertion follows from Theorem 2.20.

Corollary 2.22. Let the assumption and the notation be as in Theorem 2.20. Then the natural map

Isom(U_1, U_2) → Isom^{(m)}(Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} )/Inn(Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} )

is bijective, where Inn(Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ) stands for the group of all inner automorphisms of Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} and the action Inn(Π^{(m−n)}

U_2 ) ↷ Isom (m)(Π^{(m−n)} U_1 , Π (m−n) U_2 ) is induced by taking the composite.

Proof. Let p : Isom(Ũ^{m−n}_1 /U_1, Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2) → Isom(U_1, U_2) be the natural map. Any field isomorphism K(U_1)^∼−→ K(U_2) extends to K̃(U_1)^∼−→ K̃(U_2) (and preserves K(U_{i,ki} )), and hence it extends to K̃^{m−n}(U_1)^∼−→ K̃m−n(U_2). Thus, p is surjective. Consider the following commutative diagram

Isom(Ũ^{m−n}_1 /U_1, Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2) p fflfflfflffl

Π^{(m−n)} (·) //

Isom^{(m)}(Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} )

fflfflfflffl Isom(U_1, U_2) // Isom^{(m)}(Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} )/Inn(Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ).

(2.11)

We have that p^{−1}p((F̃ , F )) = Aut(Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2)(F̃ , F ) for (F̃ , F ) ∈ Isom(Ũ^{m−n}_1 /U_1, Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2) (see [29] LEMMA (4.1)(ii)) and Π^{(m−n)}_{U2}^∼←− Aut(Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2). Thus, Theoreo 2.20 implies that the lower horizontal arrow of (2.11) is bijective.

Remark 2.23 (The relative version). Assume that k = k_1 = k_2. Then we know that Isom^{(m)}(Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ) = Isom^{(m)}_{Gk} (Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ) by Proposition 1.9(1)(2). However, Isom_k(U_1, U_2) ⊊ Isom(U_1, U_2) holds in general. Hence the natural map Isom_k(U_1, U_2) → Isom^{(m)}_{Gk} (Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} )/Inn(Π^{m−n}_{U2} ) is not bijective in general. For the case that k is a field finitely generated over the prime field, see Theorem 4.16 below.

3 The m-step solvable version of the good reduction criterion for hyperbolic curves

In this section, we show the m-step solvable version of the Oda-Tamagawa good reduction criterion for hyperbolic curves over discrete valuation fields and a corollary for hyperbolic curves over the fields of fractions of henselian regular local rings.

Notation of section 3 In this section, we use the following notation in addition to Notation (see Introduction).

• Let R be a discrete valuation ring, K := K(R) the field of fractions of R, s ∈ Spec(R) the closed point, and η ∈ Spec(R) the generic point. We write κ(s) for the residue field at s and p (≥ 0) for the characteristic of κ(s).

• Let (X, E) be a smooth curve of type (g, r) over K. Set U := X − E. • We write I ⊂ G_K for an inertia group at s (determined up to G_K -conjugacy). • Fix a prime ℓ different from p.

Definition 3.1. (1) Let S be a scheme, X a scheme over S, E a (possibly empty) closed subscheme of X , and (g, r) a pair of non-negative integers. We say that the pair (X , E) is a semi-stable (resp. stable) curve (of type (g, r)) over S if the following conditions (a)-(d) (resp. (a)-(e)) hold. (a) X is flat, proper, of finite presentation, and of relative dimension one over S. (b) For any geometric point s of S, the geometric fiber X_s at s is reduced, connected with at most ordinary double points as singularities, and satisfies dim(H^1(X_s, O_{Xs} )) = g.

(c) The composite of E → X → S is finite, étale, and of degree r.

(d) For any geometric point s of S, E_s is contained in the smooth locus of X_s, where X_s and E_s are the generic fibers of X and E, respectively, at s.

(e) Assume that 2g + r − 2 > 0. For any irreducible component T of X_s which is isomorphic to a projective line, “the number of points where T meets other components” plus “the number of points of E_s on T ” is at least three.

If there is no risk of confusion, we also call the complement U = X − E a semi-stable (resp. stable) curve over S (of type (g, r)).

(2) We say that a smooth curve (resp. semi-stable, resp. stable) curve (X, E) over Spec(R) is a smooth (resp. semi-stable, resp. stable) model of (X, E) over Spec(R) if the generic fiber (X_η , E_η) is isomorphic to (X, E) over K. We say that (X, E) has good (resp. semi-stable, resp. stable) reduction at s if there exists a smooth (resp. semi-stable, resp. stable) model of (X, E) over Spec(R). We have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2 (The Oda-Tamagawa good reduction criterion for hyperbolic curves, see [20], [21], [29]). Assume that (X, E) is hyperbolic. Then the following conditions (a)-(c) are equivalent (a) (X, E) has good reduction at s.

(b) The image of I in Out(Π^{pro-p′}_U ) is trivial.

(c) The image of I in Out(Π^{pro-ℓ}_U ) is trivial.

Here, Π^{pro-0′}_U is defined as Π_U .

Remark 3.3. The proof of Theorem 3.2 essentially only used the information of Π^{3,pro-ℓ}_U (see [29] THEOREM (5.3)). In fact, when r < 2 (resp. r ≥ 2), the 2-step (resp. 3-step) solvable version of Theorem 3.2 follows from [29] Remark (5.4) and [1]. (A proof of this fact and a certain extension will be presented in a forthcoming joint paper by Ippei Nagamachi and the author.) However, the proof in [29] has the following problem:

• Tamagawa reduced the proof to the case where R is strictly henselian and then to the case where κ(s) is perfect (i.e., algebraically closed) by using the claim “When R is strictly henselian, X has (semi-)stable reduction at s if and only if J_X has semi-stable reduction at s”. This claim is proved in [4] Theorem (2.4) when κ(s) is algebraically closed, but is not proved when κ(s) is separably closed.

Clearly, one possible way to solve this problem is to show the claim. In fact, the claim is already fully proved in [17] Theorem 3.15, based on the new theory of minimal log regular models. In this section, instead, we take another more elementary way to solve this problem. More precisely, we prove a certain weaker variant of the claim (Lemma 3.6) by discussing the descent for purely inseparable extensions of κ(s) and give a complete proof of the m-step solvable version of Theorem 3.2 for arbitrary m ≥ 2.

Let us consider the m-step solvable version of Theorem 3.2.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that R is strictly henselian. Then the following conditions (i)-(ii) are equivalent.

(i) X has semi-stable reduction at s and E(K^{sep}) = E(K).

(ii) (X, E) has semi-stable reduction at s.

Proof. The implication (i)⇐(ii) follows from the fact that π_1(Spec(R)) is trivial. We consider the implication (i)⇒(ii). Let X be a semi-stable model of X. Let x be an element of E(⊂ X). By the valuative criterion applied to the diagram κ(x) fflffl // X fflffl Spec(R) // Spec(R),

the closed subscheme E extends to a closed subscheme E of X. Even if E does not satisfy the conditions (c)(d) in Definition 3.1(1) (in other words, (X, E) is not semi-stable), by taking blowing-ups of the semi-stable model X, we can get a semi-stable model of (X, E). Hence the implication (i)⇒(ii) follows.

Lemma 3.5. Assume that (X, E) is hyperbolic, that R is strictly henselian, and that κ(s) is perfect. Then the following conditions (a)-(c) are equivalent.

(a) The image of I in Aut(Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_X ) is finite and (X, E) has semi-stable reduction at s with a semi-stable model (X , E) such that the dual graph of the geometric special fiber X_s is a tree (see [14] Definition 10.3.17).

(b) The image of I in Aut(Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_X ) is finite and (X, E) has semi-stable reduction at s.

(c) The image of I in Aut(Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_X ) is trivial and the image of I in Aut_{set}(E(K^{sep})) is trivial.

Proof. First, we show that (b)⇔(c). Note that E(K^{sep}) = E(K) if and only if the image of I(= G_K ) in Aut_{set}(E(K^{sep})) is trivial. Hence, by Lemma 3.4, the following follows.

(X, E) has semi-stable reduction at s ⇐⇒ { The image of I in Aut_{set}(E(K^{sep})) is trivial, and X has semi-stable reduction

In particular, when E(K^{sep}) ≠ ∅ (i.e., r > 0), E(K) ≠ ∅ follows from both (b) and (c) by Lemma 1.2. Thus, X has semi-stable reduction at s if and only if J_X has semi-stable reduction at s. (This equivalence follows from [4] Theorem (2.4) when g ≥ 2. We need the assumption that κ(s) is a perfect field here. When g = 1, this equivalence follows from [3]. When g = 0, the equivalence is trivial, since J_X is trivial.) Note that J_X has semi-stable reduction at s if and only if the image of I in Aut(Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_X ) is unipotent ([10] Expośe IX Proposition 3.5), and that a subgroup of Aut(Π^{1,pro-ℓ}_X ) is finite and unipotent if and only if it is trivial. Hence, by Lemma 1.2, (b)⇔(c) follows. (a)⇒(b) is clear. Finally, we show that (b)⇒(a). If (b) holds, then J_X has good reduction at s by (b)⇒ (c) and the Néron-Ogg-Shafarevich good reduction criterion (see [25]). Thus, the dual graph of X_s is a tree by [14] Remark 10.3.18.

The author’s original proof of the m-step solvable version of the Oda-Tamagawa good reduction criterion (Theorem 3.8(c)⇒(a) below) required the extra assumption that κ(s) is perfect. However, by using the following lemma given by Ippei Nagamachi, we can also prove this m-step solvable version when κ(s) is not necessarily perfect.

Lemma 3.6. Assume that g ≥ 2. If J_X has good reduction at s, then X has stable reduction at s. If, moreover, X has potentially good reduction at s, then X has good reduction at s.

Proof. By [14] Chapter 10 Theorem 4.3, X has potentially stable reduction at s. Hence we assume that X_K′ has stable reduction at s^′ ∈ Spec(R^′)^{cl}, where K^′ is a finite extension of K and R^′ is a localization of the integral closure R̃ of R in K^′ at a maximal ideal of R̃. Let S^′ := Spec(R^′), S^{′′} := S^′ ×_S S^′, S^{′′′} := S^′ ×_S S^′ ×_S S^′, η^′ := Spec(K^′), η^{′′} := η^′ ×_η η^′, and η^{′′′} := η^′ ×_η η^′ ×_η η^′. Let t : S^′ → S be the natural morphism, pr_1, pr_2 : S^{′′} → S^′ the first and second projections, respectively, and q := t ∘ pr_1 = t ∘ pr_2. Let X^′ be a stable model of X_K′ over S^′. Then we have the following natural commutative diagram.

pr^∗_1X^′, pr^∗_2X^′ //// fflffl X^′ fflffl S^{′′ pr1} //

pr_2 // S ′ t // S Let Isom(X_η′′ , X_η′′ ) → η^{′′} (resp. Isom(pr^∗_1X^′, pr^∗_2X^′) → S^{′′}) be the Isom-scheme of proper, smooth curves X_η′′ , X_η′′ over η^{′′} (resp. stable curves pr^∗_1X^′, pr^∗_2X^′ over S^{′′}). Let ϕ_η′′ : η^{′′} → Isom(X_η′′ , X_η′′ ) be the morphism induced by the identity morphism of X_η′′ . Let J be the Néron model of J_X over S, which is an abelian scheme over S. (Note that we use the assumption “J_X has good reduction at s” here.) Let Isom(J_{Xη′′} , J_{Xη′′} ) → η^{′′} (resp. Isom(q^∗J, q^∗J) → S^{′′}) be the Isom-scheme of abelian schemes J_{Xη′′} , J_{Xη′′} over η^{′′} (resp. q^∗J, q^∗J over S^{′′} ). (For the existence and properties of Isom-schemes, see [6] Chapter 5, especially Theorem 5.23.) We have that Pic^0(X^′/S^′) = t^∗J and Pic^0(pr^∗_i X^′/S^{′′}) = q^∗J for i = 1, 2 ([2] Chapter 9.5 Theorem 1). Thus, we get the following commutative diagram. η^{′′} fflffl

ϕ_η′′ // Isom(X_η′′ , X_η′′ ) // fflffl Isom(J_{Xη′′} , J_{Xη′′} ) fflffl

// η′′

fflffl S^{′′} Isom(pr^∗_1X^′, pr^∗_2X^′)^{Pic} 0 // Isom(q∗J, q∗J) // S′′ Let S^{′′} → Isom(q^∗J, q^∗J) be the morphism induced by the identity morphism of q^∗J. Set

T := S^{′′} ×_{Isom(q}∗_{J,q}∗_{J)} Isom(pr^∗_1X^′, pr^∗_2X^′).

By [4] Theorem (1.11), Isom(pr^∗_1X^′, pr^∗_2X^′) is finite and unramified over S^{′′}. Hence we get that T is finite and unramified over S^{′′}, since Isom(q^∗J, q^∗J) → S^{′′} is separated (see [6] Chapter 5). Moreover, for any geometric point x of S^{′′}, the map Isom_{κ(x)}((pr_1X^′)_x, (pr_2X^′)_x) → Aut_{κ(x)}(q^∗J_x) is injective by [4] Theorem (1.13). In particular, we get that the morphism Pic^0 is radicial by [8] Proposition 1.7.1. Thus, T is also radicial over S^{′′}. Since T → S^{′′} is finite, unramified, and radicial, T → S^{′′} is a closed immersion. Since S^{′′} → S is flat and η is scheme-theoretically dense in S, η^{′′} is also scheme-theoretically dense in S^{′′}. Since η^{′′} → S^{′′} factors through T → S^{′′}, we have that T = S^{′′} and ϕ_η′′ uniquely extends to a morphism ϕ_S′′ : S^{′′} = T → Isom(pr^∗_1X^′, pr^∗_2X^′). Further, ϕ_S′′ satisfies the cocycle condition because ϕ_η′′ satisfies the cocycle condition and η^{′′′} → S^{′′′} is scheme-theoretically dense. By descent theory, X^′ descends to a (an automatically stable) model of X over S. If X has potentially good reduction at s, then this stable model of X over S must be smooth. Therefore, the assertion follows.

When 2g + r − 2 > 0, we write M_{g,r} for the moduli stack of proper, smooth curves of genus g with r disjoint ordered sections (cf. [13]). The moduli stack M_{g,r} is a Deligne-Mumford stack separated over Spec(Z) by [13]. (In [4] Definition (4.6), Deligne and Mumford defined “algebraic stack”. In this paper, we call “algebraic stack” by Deligne and Mumford “Deligne-Mumford stack”.) We have that the symmetric group S_r acts on M_{g,r} via the permutation of the ordered sections. By [22] Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 5.1, there exists a Deligne-Mumford stack M_{g,[r]} := M_{g,r}/S_r separated over Spec(Z), which turns out to be the moduli stack of smooth curves of type (g, r). We write R^{sh} for a strict henselization of R.

Lemma 3.7. Define ϵ as 0 (resp. 1, resp. 3) when g ≥ 2 (resp. g = 1, resp. g = 0). Let s^{sh} be the closed point of Spec(R^{sh}). Let W be a subscheme of E_{K(R}sh_) satisfying the degree of W over K(R^{sh}) is greater than or equal to ϵ. Assume that (X_{K(R}sh_), E_{K(R}sh_)) has potentially good reduction at s^{sh} and (X_Rsh , W ) has good reduction at s^{sh}. Then (X, E) has a good reduction at s.

Proof. Note that W ⊂ E(K(R^{sh})). By assumption, there exists a discrete valuation ring R^′ such that R^′ is etale over R, that [K(R^′) : K(R)] < ∞, that (X_{K(R}′_), E_{K(R}′_)) has potentially good reduction at s^′, that W^′ ⊂ E(K(R^′)) (hence W^′_{K(Rsh)} = W ), and that (X_{K(R}′_), W^′) has good reduction at s^′, where s^′ stands for the closed point of Spec(R^′) and W^′ is the image of W in E_{K(R}′_). We set S := Spec(R) and S^′ := Spec(R^′). Let η^′ = Spec(K(R^′)) be the generic point of Spec(R^′). Let (X^′, W^′) be a smooth model of (X_η′ , W^′) over S^′ and E^′ the scheme-theoretic closure of E_η′ in X^′. Since (X_η′ , E_η′ ) has potentially good reduction at s^′, there exist an extension T → S^′ of spectra of discrete valuation rings with [K(T ) : K(S^′)] < ∞ and a smooth model (X^′, E^′) of (X_{K(T )}, E_{K(T )}) over T . Let W^′ be the scheme-theoretic closure of W^′_T in X^′. The separatedness of M_{g,[ϵ]} implies that a smooth model of (X_{K(T )}, W^′_{K(T )}) over T is unique. Hence we have an isomorphism (X^′, W^′)^∼−→ (X^′_T , W^′_T ) over T , which induces an isomorphism E^{′ ∼}−→ E^′_T . In particular, E^′ is finite étale over S^′. Thus, (X^′, E^′) is a smooth model of (X_η′ , E_η′ ) over S^′.

We set S^{′′} := S^′ ×_S S^′, S^{′′′} := S^′ ×_S S^′ ×_S S^′, η^{′′} := η^′ ×_η η^′, and η^{′′′} := η^′ ×_η η^′ ×_η η^′. Let pr_1, pr_2 : S^{′′} → S^′ be the first and second projections, respectively. Let Isom_η′′ ((X_η′′ , E_η′′ ), (X_η′′ , E_η′′ )) → η^{′′} (resp. Isom_S′′ (pr^∗_1(X^′, E^′), pr^∗_2(X^′, E^′)) → S^{′′}) be the Isom-scheme of smooth curves (X_η′′ , E_η′′ ), (X_η′′ , E_η′′ ) over η^{′′} (resp. pr^∗_1(X^′, E^′), pr^∗_2(X^′, E^′) over S^{′′}). Then we have the following diagram. η^{′′} fflffl

ϕ_η′′ // Isom_η′′ ((X_η′′ , E_η′′ ), (X_η′′ , E_η′′ )) fflffl

// η′′

fflffl S^{′′} Isom_S′′ (pr^∗_1(X^′, E^′), pr^∗_2(X^′, E^′)) // S^{′′},

where ϕ_η′′ is the morphism induced by the identity morphism of X_η′′ . Since Isom_S′′ (pr^∗_1(X^′, E^′), pr^∗_2(X^′, E^′)) → S^{′′}, is finite and S^{′′} is nomal, the morphism η^{′′} → Isom_η′′ ((X_η′′ , E_η′′ ), (X_η′′ , E_η′′ )) extends to the morphism ϕ_S′′ : S^{′′} → Isom_S′′ (pr^∗_1(X^′, E^′), pr^∗_2(X^′, E^′)). Further, ϕ_S′′ satisfies the cocycle condition because ϕ_η′′ satisfies the cocycle condition and η^{′′′} → S^{′′′} is scheme-theoretically dense. By descent theory, (X^′, E^′) descends to a (an automatically smooth) model of (X, E) over S. Thus, the assertion follows.

Theorem 3.8. Assume that (X, E) is hyperbolic, and that m ≥ 2. Then the following conditions (a)-(c) are equivalent.

(a) (X, E) has good reduction at s.

(b) The image of I in Out(Π^{m,pro-p′}_U ) is trivial.

(c) The image of I in Out(Π^{m,pro-ℓ}_U ) is trivial.

Here, Π^{m,pro-0′}

U is defined as Π^m_U .

Proof. The implication (a)⇒(b) follows from [9] Expośe XIII. The implication (b)⇒(c) is clear. First, we show that (c) ⇒ (a) under the assumption that R is strictly henselian and κ(s) is perfect. We have that (c) implies the condition (c) in Lemma 3.5 by Lemma 1.2. Hence, by Lemma 3.5(c)⇒(a), we get that (X, E) has a semi-stable model (X, E) and the dual graph of the closed fiber of (X, E) is a tree. Set U := X − E. We consider the specialization homomorphism Π^{(m,pro-ℓ)}_U ↠ (Π^{(m,pro-ℓ)}_U^∼←−)Π^{(m,pro-ℓ)}_{Us} (see [9] Expośe X Corollary 2.3). Let H be an open normal subgroup of Π^{(m,pro-ℓ)}_U that satisfies: (i) (Π^{pro-ℓ}_U )^{[m−1]}/(Π^{pro-ℓ}_U )^{[m]} ⊂ H, and (ii) Ker(Π^{(m,pro-ℓ)}

U ↠ Π^{(m,pro-ℓ)}

U_s ) ⊂ H. (Note that, by (ii), H also satisfies: (iii) the composite of H → Π^{(m,pro-ℓ)} U ↠ I is surjective, since R is strictly henselian.) Let (X_H , E_H ) be the covering of (X, E) corresponding to H, U_H the covering of U corresponding to the image of H in Π^{(m,pro-ℓ)}_U , X_H the nomalization of X in the function field of U_H , and E_H := X_H − U_H . By Abhyankar’s lemma, (ii) implies that (X_H , E_H ) is a semi-stable model of (X_H , E_H ). First, we claim that the dual graph of the closed fiber of (X_H , E_H ) is a tree. Indeed, we have the following diagram (see (1.1)).

1 // Π^{m,pro-ℓ}_U // fflffl Π^{(m,pro-ℓ)}

U //

fflffl I trivial fflffl

// 1

1 // Inn(Π^{m,pro-ℓ}_U ) // Aut(Π^{m,pro-ℓ}_U ) // Out(Π^{m,pro-ℓ}_U ) // 1

(3.1)

Set J := ker(Π^{(m,pro-ℓ)}

U → Aut(Π^{m,pro-ℓ}_U )). By (c), the natural map p : J ↠ I is surjective. By definition of J, the map H ∩ J → Aut(H) → Aut(H^1) is trivial. We obtain that p(H ∩ J)^{op}⊂ I as H ∩ J^{op}⊂ J. In particular, the image of I in Aut(H^1) is finite, where I → Aut(H^1) is induced by (iii). The condition (i) implies that H^{1 ∼}←− Π^1_{UH} . Hence (X_H , E_H ) satisfies the condition (b) of Lemma 3.5. Therefore, by Lemma 3.5 (b) ⇒ (a), the claim follows. Next, we construct an open normal subgroup of Π^{(m,pro-ℓ)}_U that satisfies (i)-(iii). Let {Z_i}_{i=1,··· ,j} be the set of irreducible components of X_s, and set W_i := Z_i − E. Then W_i is smooth, and

Π^{ab,pro-ℓ}

U_s ∼= j∏ i=1 Π^{ab,pro-ℓ} W_i , since the dual graph is tree. We can construct a quotient of Π^{(m,pro-ℓ)}_U which factors through Π^{ab,pro-ℓ}_{Us} and is isomorphic to Z/ℓZ such that Π^{ab,pro-ℓ}_{Wi} is surjectively mapped onto the quotient for each i = 1, · · · , j with Π^{ab,pro-ℓ}

W_i ≠ {1}. We define H

′ ⊂ Π^{(m,pro-ℓ)}

U as the kernel of the surjection Π^{(m,pro-ℓ)}_U ↠ Z/ℓZ. H^′ satisfies the above conditions (i)-(iii) by the construction. Hence (X_H′ , E_H′ ) is a semi-stable model of (X_H′ , E_H′ ) and the dual graph of the closed fiber of (X_H′ , E_H′ ) is a tree. Since the dual graphs of the closed fibers of the semi-stable models of (X, E) and (X_H′ , E_H′ ) are trees, (X, E) has a good reduction at s by the last paragraph of the proof of [29] Theorem (5.3) (d)⇒(a).

Finally, we show that (c) ⇒ (a) in general. By [14] Lemma 10.3.32, there exists a henselian discrete valuation ring R_1 containing R such that a uniformizer of R is a uniformizer of R_1 and the residue field of R_1 is κ(s). By the discussion so far and this, we may assume that (X, E) has potentially good reduction at s. When g ≥ 2, X has good reduction at s by (c), the Néron-Ogg-Shafarevich criterion, and Lemma 3.6. Thus, when g ≥ 2, (X, E) has good reduction at s by Lemma 3.7. Next, we consider the case that g ≤ 1. We define ϵ as 3 (resp. 1) when g = 0 (resp. g = 1). The hyperbolicity of U and (c) implies that |E(K^{sep})| = |E(K^{sh})| ≥ ϵ. When g = 0, (X_Ksh , P_1, P_2, P_2) has good reduction at s^′ for any P_1, P_2, P_3 ∈ E_Ksh (K^{sh}), since X_Ksh is isomorphic to P^1_{Ksh} . When g = 1, by (c) and the Néron-Ogg-Shafarevich criterion, (X_Ksh , P ) has good reduction at s^′ for any P ∈ E_Ksh (K^{sh}). Thus, when g ≤ 1, (X, E) has good reduction at s by Lemma 3.7. Therefore, the assertion follows.

Lemma 3.9. Let R^† be a regular local ring, and (X^†, E^†) a smooth curve over Spec(R^†). Set U^† := X^† − E^†. Let ρ : U^† → Spec(R^†) be the structure morphism, and v ∈ U^†. Then v is of codimension one in U^† if and only if v satisfies one of the following conditions (i)-(ii).

(i) ρ(v) is of codimension one in Spec(R^†) and v is the generic point of U^†_{ρ(v)}.

(ii) ρ(v) is the generic point of Spec(R^†) and κ(v)/κ(ρ(v)) is finite.

Proof. Since ρ is flat, the going-down theorem holds for Spec(O_U†_{,v}) → Spec(O_{Spec(R}†_{),ρ(v)}). In particular, we get codim(ρ(v)) ≤ codim(v). Hence codim(ρ(v)) = 0 or 1. Since R^† is a regular local ring, R^† is universally catenary. Thus, we get the dimension formula. codim(v) = codim(ρ(v)) + tr.deg_{K(Spec(R}†_{))}(K(U^†)) − tr.deg_{κ(ρ(v))}(κ(v)) We have tr.deg_{K(Spec(R}†_{))}(K(U^†)) = 1. When codim(ρ(v)) = 0 (resp. codim(ρ(v)) = 1), we get tr.deg_{κ(ρ(v))}(κ(v)) = 0 (resp. tr.deg_{κ(ρ(v))}(κ(v)) = 1) by the dimension formula. Thus, the assertion follows. Corollary 3.10. Assume that m ≥ 3. Let n ∈ Z_{≥2} be an integer satisfying m > n. Let R^† be a henselian regular local ring, K^† := K(R^†), s^† ∈ Spec(R^†) the closed point, η^† ∈ Spec(R^†) the generic point, and p^† (≥ 0) the characteristic of κ(s^†). Let (X^†, E^†) be a hyperbolic curve of type (g^†, r^†) over K^†. Set U^† := X^† − E^†. Let (X^†, E^†) be a smooth curve over Spec(R^†) such that the generic fiber (X^†_{η†} , E^†_{η†} ) is isomorphic to (X^†, E^†) over K^†. Set U^† := X^† − E^†. Let H be an open normal subgroup of Π^{(m)}_{U †} containing Π^{[m−n]} U^† /Π [m] U^† . Let I

† ⊂ G_K† be the inertia group at s^† and ℓ^† a prime different from p^†. Then the following conditions (a)-(c) are equivalent.

(a) H contains the kernel of the specialization homomorphism Π^{(m)}_{U †} ↠ Π^{(m)}_{U†s†} .

(b) (i) The image of H in G_K† contains I^†.

(ii) The image of I^† in Out(H^{n,pro-(p†)′} ) is trivial. (c) (i) The image of H in G_K† contains I^†.

(ii) The image of I^† in Out(H^{n,pro-ℓ†} ) is trivial.

Here, H^{n,pro-0′} is defined as H^n. In particular, we obtain that Π^{(m−n)}_{U†s} = lim←− H Π^{(m)}_{U †} /H, where H runs over all open normal subgroups of Π^{(m)}_{U †} satisfying Π^{[m−n]}_U † /Π^{[m]}_U † ⊂ H and (b) (or equivalently (c)). Proof. First, we show the assertion when dim(R^†) = 1. Let R^{†sh} be the strictly henselization of R^†. Since Π^{(m)}_{U †K(R†sh)} coincides with the inverse image of I^† by Π^{(m)}_{U †} → G_K† , we get Π^{(m)}_{U †K(R†sh)} ↠ Π^{(m)}_{U†} s† (= Π^m_U†_{s†} ) and Ker(Π^{(m)}_{U †} ↠ Π^{(m)}_{U†s†} ) = Ker(Π^{(m)}_{U †K(R†sh)} ↠ Π^{(m)}_{U†s†} ). Thus, we may assume that R^† is strictly henselian. By [29] Lemma (5.5), we have that

(a) ⇔ “The coefficient field of (X^†_H , E^†_H ) is K^† and (X^†_H , E^†_H ) has good reduction at s^†” Thus, (a)⇔(b)⇔(c) follows from Theorem 3.8.

Next, we consider the general case. Let ρ : U^† → Spec(R^†) be the structure morphism. By the purity of Zariski-Nagata ([9] Expośe X numéro 3), the condition (a) holds if and only if H contains the kernel of the specialization homomorphism Π^{(m)}_{U †} K† ρ(v) ↠ Π^{(m)}_{U†κ(ρ(v))} for any v ∈ U^† satisfying (i) in Lemma 3.9, where K^†_{ρ(v)} stands for the field of fractions of the completion of the localization of R^† at ρ(v). Moreover, by the purity of Zariski-Nagata, the condition (b) (resp. (c)) holds if and only if the image of H ∩ Π^{(m)}_{U †} K† ρ(v) in G_K†_{ρ(v)} contains

I_{ρ(v),GK†ρ(v)} and the image of I_{ρ(v),GK†ρ(v)} in Out(H^{n,pro-(p†)′} ) (resp. Out(H^{n,pro-ℓ†} )) is trivial for any v ∈ U^† satisfying (i) in Lemma 3.9. Hence, by the case that dim(R^†) = 1, (a)⇔ (b) (resp. (a)⇔ (c)) follows. The second assertion follows from the first assertion.

4 The case of finitely generated fields

In this section, we show the (weak bi-anabelian and strong bi-anabelian) m-step solvable Grothendieck conjecture(s) for affine hyperbolic curves over a field finitely generated over the prime field (Theorem 4.12 and Theorem 4.16). In subsection 4.1, we define the localization of the category of geometrically reduced schemes over k with respect to relative Frobenius morphisms when p > 0. In subsections 4.2, 4.3, we show the main results of this section.

Notation of section 4 In this section, we use the following notation in addition to Notation (see Introduction).

• Let k be a field of characteristic p (≥ 0).

• For i = 1, 2, let (X_i, E_i) (resp. (X, E)) be a smooth curve of type (g_i, r_i) (resp. (g, r)) over k and set U_i := X_i − E_i (resp. U := X − E).

4.1 The category Sch^{geo.red.}_k

In this subsection, we define and investigate the localization of the category of geometrically reduced schemes over k with respect to relative Frobenius morphisms. This generalizes the contents of [27] Appendix B. In the rest of this subsection, we assume that p > 0. We write Sch (resp. Sch_k, resp. Sch^{red.}) for the category of schemes (resp. k-schemes, resp. reduced schemes). We define Sch^{geo.red.}_k as the full subcategory of Sch_k consisting of all geometrically reduced schemes over k.

Lemma 4.1. (1) Let Z be a reduced scheme over F_p . Then Fr_Z is an epimorphism in Sch and a monomorphism in Sch^{red}.

(2) Let Z be a geometrically reduced scheme over k. Then Fr_{Z/k} is an epimorphism in Sch and a monomorphism in Sch^{red}. In particular, Fr_{Z/k} is an epimorphism and a monomorphism in Sch^{geo.red.}_k .

Proof. (1) Since Z is reduced, the p-th power endomorphism Fr^#_Z : O_Z → (Fr_Z )_∗O_Z is clearly injective. Moreover, by definition, Fr_Z is surjective. Hence Fr_Z is an epimorphism in Sch. Next, we show that Fr_Z is a monomorphism in Sch^{red}. Let Z^′ be a reduced scheme and f, g ∈ Hom_{Sch}red (Z^′, Z) with Fr_Z ∘ f = Fr_Z ∘ g. Since f ∘ Fr_Z′ = Fr_Z ∘ f = Fr_Z ∘ g = g ∘ Fr_Z′ and Fr_Z′ is epimorphism in Sch, we get f = g. (2) Since Fr_Z is a monomorphism in Sch^{red} by (1), Fr_{Z/k} is also a monomorphism in Sch^{red}. Next, we show that Fr_{Z/k} is an epimorphism in Sch. Since absolute Frobenius morphisms Fr_Z and Fr_{Spec(k)} are universally homeomorphisms, Fr_{Z/k} is surjective. Thus, it is sufficient to show that Fr^#_{Z/k} : O_{Z(1)} → (Fr_{Z/k} )_∗O_Z is injective. By the standard limit argument, we may assume that Z is the spectrum of a geometrically reduced, finitely generated k-algebra A. Then the injectivity follows from [5] Theorem 3(a)⇒(d), since Z → Spec(k) is flat. The second assertion follows from the first assertion.

We write Fr for the class consisting of all isomorphism, all relative Frobenius morphisms of geometrically reduced schemes over k, and their composites. We define Sch^{geo.red.}_{k,Fr−1} as the category obtained by localizing Sch^{geo.red.} k with respect to Fr and write Q_k : Sch^{geo.red.}_k → Sch^{geo.red.}_{k,Fr−1} for the localization functor. For any objects Z_1, Z_2 in Sch^{geo.red.}_k , we write Hom_k(Q_k(Z_1), Q_k(Z_2)) := Hom_{Sch}geo.red._{k,Fr−1} (Q_k(Z_1), Q_k(Z_2)).

Remark 4.2. (i) Let Z_1, Z_2 be elements in Sch^{geo.red.}_k , and n_1, n_2 non-negative integers. Then we have the natural map Hom_k(Z_1(n_1), Z_2(n_2)) → Hom_k(Q_k(Z_1), Q_k(Z_2)) f → Q_k(Fr^{n2}_{Z2/k})^{−1} ∘Q_k(f)∘Q_k(Fr^{n1}_{Z1 /k}). By Lemma 4.1(2), Fr forms a right multiplicative system, see [11] Definition 7.1.5. In particular, by [11] Theorem 7.1.16, we obtain that the natural map lim−→ n Hom_k(Z_1, Z_2(n)) → Hom_k(Q_k(Z_1), Q_k(Z_2))

is bijective, where n runs over all non-negative integers and transfer morphisms are defined as the left composite of the relative Frobenius morphisms. In particular, the functor Q_k is faithful by Lemma 4.1(2).

(ii) Let L be a separable algebraic extension of k. Then the forgetful (faithful) functor Sch_L → Sch_k induces a faithful functor ũ_{L/k} : Sch^{geo.red.}_L → Sch^{geo.red.}_k . We claim that ũ_{L/k} induces a faithful functor u_{L/k} : Sch^{geo.red.}

L,Fr^{−1} → Sch geo.red.

k.Fr^{−1} . Indeed, to show that ũL/k induces uL/k, it is sufficient to show that

Fr_{Y /L} is identified with Fr_{Y /k} for any Y ∈ Sch^{geo.red.}_L . Note that k^{1p} and L are linearly disjoint over k, since k^{1p} /k is a purely inseparable extension and L/k is a separable extension. Further, we have that Lk^{1p} = L^{1p} , since L^{1p} /Lk^{1p} /L is a purely inseparable extension and L^{1p} /Lk^{1p} /k^{1p} is a separable extension. Hence the homomorphism ϕ : L ⊗_k k^{1p} → L^{1p} is an isomorphism. Thus, Fr_{L/k} is an isomorphism. This implies that Fr_{Y /L} is identified with Fr_{Y /k}. The faithfulness of u_{L/k} follows from that lim−→ n Hom_L(Y_1, Y_2(n)) → lim−→ n Hom_k(Y_1, Y_2(n)) is injective for any Y_1, Y_2 ∈ Sch^{geo.red.}_L .

For any separable algebraic extension L of k, any objects Z_1, Z_2 in Sch^{geo.red.}_k , any objects Y_1, Y_2 in Sch^{geo.red.}

L , and any morphism s_1 : u_{L/k} ∘ Q_L(Y_1) → Q_k(Z_1), s_2 : u_{L/k} ∘ Q_L(Y_2) → Q_k(Z_2) in Sch^{geo.red.}_{k,Fr−1} , we define Isom_{L/k}(Q_L(Y_1)/Q_k(Z_1), Q_L(Y_2)/Q_k(Z_2)) as the set { (f_Y , f_Z ) ∈ Isom_L(Q_L(Y_1), Q_L(Y_2)) × Isom_k(Q_k(Z_1), Q_k(Z_2)) | | |s2 ∘ u_{L/k}(fY ) = fZ ∘ s1 in Sch^{geo.red.}_{k,Fr}−1 . } . When Y_1 = Y_2 and Z_1 = Z_2, we define Aut_{L/k}(Q_L(Y_1)/Q_k(Z_1)) := Isom_{L/k}(Q_L(Y_1)/Q_k(Z_1), Q_L(Y_2)/Q_k(Z_2)). Next, we investigate isomorphisms in Sch^{geo.red.}_{k,Fr−1} .

Lemma 4.3. Assume that U_1 is hyperbolic and U_{1,k} does not descend to a curve over F_p (“non-isotrivial” in the sense of [27]).

(1) There exists an integer δ_{U1,U2} ∈ Z such that the map lim−→ n Isom_k(U_1(n), U_2(n + δ_{U1 ,U2} )) → Isom_k(Q_k(U_1), Q_k(U_2))

is bijective, where n runs over all integers satisfying n ≥ 0 and n + δ_{U1 ,U2} ≥ 0 and the transfer maps are defined as relative Frobenius twists f → f(a) (a ∈ Z_{≥0}). If, moreover, Isom_k(Q_k(U_1), Q_k(U_2)) ≠ ∅, then δ_{U1,U2} is unique.

(2) Let L be a finite separable extension of k. Let s_i : V_i ↠ U_i be a connected finite étale covering which is tame outside of U_i . Assume that the coefficient field of V_i coincide with L. Then V_{1,L} does not descend to a curve over F_p.

(3) Let the assumption and the notation be as in (2). Assume that Isom_{L/k}(Q_L(V_1)/Q_k(U_1), Q_L(V_2)/Q_k(U_2)) ≠ ∅, then the natural map lim−→ n Isom_{L/k}(V_1(n)/U_1(n), V_2(n + δ_{U1,U2} )/U_2(n + δ_{U1 ,U2} )) → Isom_{L/k}(Q_L(V_1)/Q_k(U_1), Q_L(V_2)/Q_k(U_2))

is bijective, where n runs over all integers satisfying n ≥ 0 and n + δ_{U1,U2} ≥ 0 and the transfer maps are defined as relative Frobenius twists (f_V , f_U ) → (f_V (a), f_U (a)) (a ∈ Z_{≥0}). In particular, δ_{U1 ,U2} = δ_{V1 ,V2} holds.

Proof. (1) When Isom_k(Q_k(U_1), Q_k(U_2)) = ∅, we have that Isom_k(U_1(a), U_2(b)) = ∅ for any a, b ∈ Z_{≥0}, and hence the assertion is clear for any δ_{U1,U2} . We assume that Isom_k(Q_k(U_1), Q_k(U_2)) ≠ ∅. The injectivity follows from Remark 4.2(i). Next, we show the surjectivity. Let f be an element of Isom_k(Q_k(U_1), Q_k(U_2)). Then we can choose n_2 ∈ Z_{≥1} and ρ_1 : U_1 → U_2(n_2) in Sch^{geo.red.}_k as a representative element of f by Remark 4.2(i). Since f is an isomorphism in Sch^{geo.red.}_{k,Fr−1} , there exist N ∈ Z_{≥0} and ρ_2 : U_2 → U_1(N) such that Fr^{N+n2}

U_1/k = ρ2(n2) ∘ ρ1. The equality implies that ρ1 is finite and K(U1)/K(U2(n2)) is a purely inseparable

extension. Thus, there exists n_1 ∈ Z_{≥0} such that U_1(n_1)^∼−→ U_2(n_2) ([14] Proposition 4.21) and that the isomorphism U_1(n_1)^∼−→ U_2(n_2) represents f (in the sense of Remark 4.2(i)). Set δ_{U1,U2} := n_2 − n_1. If U_1(n^′_1)^∼−→ U_2(n^′_2) in Sch^{geo.red.}_k for some n^′_1, n^′_2 ∈ Z_{≥0}, then we get U_1(n_1 + n^′_2)^∼−→ U_1(n^′_1 + n_2) in Sch^{geo.red.}_k .

By [27] Corollary B.2.4, we obtain that n_1 + n^′_2 = n^′_1 + n_2. In other words, n^′_2 − n^′_1 = n_2 − n_1 = δ_{U1,U2} . Hence the assertion follows.

(2) We have that the natural morphism V_{1,L} → U_{1,k} is dominant. Hence, by [31] Lemma (1.32), the assumption “U_{1,k} does not descend to a curve over F_p” implies that V_{1,L} does not descend to a curve over F_p. Thus, the assertion follows.

(3) The injectivity follows from Remark 4.2(i). Next, we show the surjectivity. Let (f_V , f_U ) be an element of Isom_{L/k}(Q_L(V_1)/Q_k(U_1), Q_L(V_2)/Q_k(U_2)). By (1), Remark 4.2(i), and the equality Q_k(s_2) ∘ u_{L/k}(f_V ) = f_U ∘ Q_k(s_1), there exist M, N, α ∈ Z_{≥0}, δ_{U1 ,U2} , δ_{V1 ,V2} ∈ Z, ϕ_U : U_1(N)^∼−→ U_2(N + δ_{U1 ,U2} ), ϕ_V : V_1(N)^∼−→ V_2(N + δ_{V1 ,V2} ) such that the diagram

V_1(N)^∼_{ϕV} //

s_1 (N) fflffl fflffl V_2(N + δ_{V1,V2} )

s_2 (N+δ_{V1 ,V2} )

fflfflfflffl U_1(N) Fr^α_{U1(N )/k} fflffl U_2(N + δ_{V1,V2} ) Fr^{M −(N +δV1,V2 )} U2(N +δV 1 ,V2 )/k fflffl U_1(N + α)^∼_{ϕU (α)} // U_2(N + α + δ_{U1 ,U2} ) Fr^{M −(N +α+δU1,U2 )} U2(N +α+δU 1,U2 )/k // U_2(M)

is commutative in Sch^{geo.red.}_k . Since the inseparable degree of the composite of the maps V_1(N)^∼−→ V_2(N + δ_{V1 ,V2} )^{s2 (N+δV1 ,V2 )}

−−−−−−−−−→ U_2(N + δ_{V1,V2} )^{Fr}−→ U_2(M) coincides with the inseparable degree of the composite of the maps V_1(N)^{s1 (N)}−−−−→ U_1(N)^{Fr}−→ U_1(N + α)^∼−→ U_2(N + α + δ_{U1,U2} )^{Fr}−→ U_2(M), we have that

α + (M − N − α − δ_{U1,U2} ) = log_p([K(V_1(N)) : K(U_2(M))]_i) = M − N − δ_{V1,V2} .

Thus, we obtain that δ_{U1,U2} = δ_{V1,V2} . Set n := N + α. Then, by Lemma 4.1, we conclude the diagram

V_1(n)^{ϕV (α)} //

s_1 (n)

fflfflfflffl

V_2(n + δ_{U1,U2} )

s_2 (n+δ_{U1,U2} )

fflfflfflffl U_1(n)^{ϕU (α)} // U_2(n + δ_{U1 ,U2} ).

commutes. Thus, the assertion follows.

4.2 The weak bi-anabelian results over finitely generated fields

In this subsection, we show the weak bi-anabelian m-step solvable Grothendieck conjecture for affine hyperbolic curves over a field finitely generated over the prime field. In subsection 4.1, we define the category Sch^{geo.red.}_{k,Fr−1} when p > 0. To consider the case that p = 0 and p > 0 at the same time, we define the following definition.

Definition 4.4. We define S_k as the category Sch^{geo.red.}_k (resp. Sch^{geo.red.}_{k,Fr−1} ) when p = 0 (resp, p > 0). Let L be an extension of k. Let Y_i be an object in S_L, Z_i an object in S_k, and Y_i → Z_i a morphism in S_k for i = 1, 2. We write Isom_{SL/Sk} (Y_1/Z_1, Y_2/Z_2) for the set Isom_{L/k}(Y_1/Z_1, Y_2/Z_2) (resp. Isom_{L/k}(Q_L(Y_1)/Q_k(Z_1), Q_L(Y_2)/Q_k(Z_2))). When Y_1 = Y_2 and Z_1 = Z_2, we define Aut_{SL/Sk} (Y_1/Z_1) := Isom_{SL /Sk} (Y_1/Z_1, Y_2/Z_2).

Remark 4.5. If a morphism ϕ : U_1 −→_k U_2 is a universal homeomorphism (e.g., p > 0, n ∈ Z_{≥1},

U_2 = U_1(n), and ϕ = Fr^n_{U1/k}), then the homomorphism Π^{(m)}_{U1} −−→_{Gk} Π^{(m)}_{U2} induced by ϕ (up to inner automor-

phism of Π^m_{U2} ) is an isomorphism. Hence, by Remark 4.2(1), we obtain a natural map Isom_{Sk} (U_1, U_2) → Isom_{Gk} (Π^{(m)}_{U1} , Π^{(m)}_{U2} )/Inn(Π^m_{U2} ), and a natural map Isom_{Sksep /Sk} (Ũ^m_1 /U_1, Ũ^m_2 /U_2) → Isom_{Gk} (Π^{(m)}_{U1} , Π^{(m)}_{U2} ).

Definition 4.6. Let S be a scheme. Let N ∈ Z be a positive integer that is invertible on S. Let (X , E) be a smooth curve of type (g, r) over S and p : X → S the structure morphism. Set U := X − E. We call an isomorphism θ : R^1p_∗Z/NZ^∼−→ (Z/NZ)^{2g} of étale sheaves on S a level N structure on X /S. (If there is no risk of confusion, we also call it a level N structure on U/S.)

Remark 4.7. (i) (cf. [27] section 7.2.2) Let f : S^′ → S be a morphism. Let p^′ : X^′ → S^′ be the base change of the proper, smooth curve p : X → S by f. By the proper base change theorem for étale cohomology, we obtain a canonical isomorphism f^∗R^1p_∗Z/NZ^∼−→ R^1p^′_∗Z/NZ. Thus, a level N structure on X /S induces a level N structure on X^′/S^′. For any point s ∈ S, we write θ_s for the level N structure on X_s/κ(s) induced by a level N structure θ on X /S.

(ii) Let U → S be a smooth curve. Then there exists a finite, étale covering S^′ → S such that the base change U^′ → S^′ of U → S by S^′ → S has a level N structure.

We write M_{g,r}[N] for the moduli stack of proper, smooth curves of genus g equipped with r disjoint ordered sections and a level N structure over Spec(Z[^1_N ]). We know that the moduli stack M_{g,r} (= M_{g,r}[1]) is not always a scheme.

Lemma 4.8. Assume that 2g + r − 2 > 0. Let N ≥ 3. Then M_{g,r}[N] is a separated scheme of finite type over Spec(Z[^1_N ]).

Proof. M_{g,r+1} → M_{g,r} is relatively representable and M_{g,r+1}[N] ∼= M_{g,r+1} ×_{Mg,r} M_{g,r}[N]. Hence we may assume either (g, r) = (0, 3), (1, 1) or “g ≥ 2 and r = 0”. When (g, r) = (0, 3), the assertion is clear because M_{0,3}[N] is isomorphic to Spec(Z[^1_N ]). We have that M_{1,1}[N] is a separated scheme of finite type over Spec(Z[^1_N ]) by [12] Theorem 3.7.1. When g ≥ 2, M_{g,0}[N] is a separated scheme of finite type over Spec(Z[^1_N ]) by [24] Théorème (or [4] (5.14)).

Lemma 4.9. Assume that k is finitely generated over the prime field and that U_1 is hyperbolic. Assume that U_{1,k} does not descend to a curve over F_p when p > 0. Let N ∈ Z_{≥3} with p ∤ N. Let Π^1_{Ui} /N be the

maximal exponent N quotient of Π^1_{Ui} . Then the natural map

Isom_{Sk} (U_1, U_2) → Isom_{Gk} (Π^1_{U1} /N, Π^1_{U2} /N), (4.1)

is injective, where the map is induced by using Remark 4.5. In particular, the map Isom_{Sk} (U_1, U_2) → Isom_{Gk} (Π^{(m)}_{U1} , Π^{(m)}_{U2} )/Inn(Π^m_{U2} ) is also injective.

Proof. If Isom_k(U_1, U_2) = ∅ , then the assertions are clear. Hence we may assume that (X_1, E_1) = (X_2, E_2). We write X, E, U, g, r instead of X_i, E_i, U_i, g_i, r_i, respectively. First, we show that the natural map ρ : Aut_k(U) → Aut_{Gk} (Π^1_U /N) is injective. By Lemma 1.2, we get 0 → Z/N(1) → Z/N[E(k^{sep})] ⨂ Z/N Z/N(1) −→ Π^1_U /N → J_X [N] → 0. (r > 0)

Π^1_U /N^∼−→ J_X [N] (r = 0)

Let f ∈ Ker(Aut_k(U) → Aut_{Gk} (Π^1_U /N)) and f^∗ the automorphism of J_X induced by f. When r > 0, the isomorphism Z/N[E(k^{sep})] ⨂ Z/N Z/N(1)/(Z/N(1))^∼−→ Z/N[E(k^{sep})] ⨂ Z/N Z/N(1)/(Z/N(1)) induced by f is trivial. Hence the bijection E(k^{sep})^∼−→ E(k^{sep}) induced by f is trivial. Thus, when g = 0, we get f = id, since |E(k^{sep})| ≥ 3. Next, we consider the case that g ≥ 1. We have that J_X [N]^∼−→ J_X [N] induced by f is trivial. f^∗ has finite order by the hyperbolicity of (X, E). Thus, we get f^∗ = id by [24] Théorème. Therefore, we get f = id. Hence the natural map ρ : Isom_k(U_1, U_2) → Isom_{Gk} (Π^1_{U1} /N, Π^1_{U2} /N) is injective. When p = 0, the first assertion follows. When p > 0, the first assertion follows from the injectivety of ρ and Lemma 4.3(1). Observe that we have the maps Aut_k(U) → Aut_{Gk} (Π^{(m)}_U )/Inn(Π^m_U ) → Aut_{Gk} (Π^{(1)}_U ) → Aut_{Gk} (Π^1_U /N). Hence the second assertion follows from the first assertion.

Lemma 4.10. Let t be a finite field of characteristic p and V an integral scheme of finite type over t satisfying dim(V ) > 0. For any point v, set d_v := [κ(v) : F_p ]. Then ∩_{v∈V cl}d_vẐ = {0} holds.

Proof. By replacing V with a suitable open subscheme if necessary, we may assume that V is affine. By the Noether normalization lemma ([14] Lemma 2.1.9), there exists a finite surjective morphism V → A^{dim(V )}_t over t. Hence we may assume that V = A^m_t for some m ∈ Z_{>0}. For any n ∈ Z_{>0}, we have that F_pn − ∪_{0<a<n}F_pa

is not empty. Thus, ∩_{v∈(A mt )cl}d_vẐ = ∩_{n∈Z>0}nẐ = {0} follows.

We write ρ^n_C for the natural isomorphism C(n) = C ×_{t,Frnt} t → C (not necessary over t) for any smooth

curve C over any finite field t and any non-negative integer n ∈ Z_{≥0}. Let us prove the following lemma which is important in the proof of the weak and strong bi-anabelian m-step solvable Grothendieck conjectures.

Lemma 4.11. Assume that k is finitely generated over the prime field and that U_1 is affine hyperbolic. Assume that U_{1,k} does not descend to a curve over F_p when p > 0. Assume that m satisfies { m ≥ 4 (if r_1 ≥ 3 and (g_1, r_1) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4)) m ≥ 5 (if r_1 < 3 or (g_1, r_1) = (0, 3), (0, 4)).

Let Φ : Π^{(m)}_{U1}^∼−−→_{Gk} Π^{(m)}_{U2} be a G_k-isomorphism. Let S be an integral regular scheme of finite type over Spec(Z) with function field k and η the generic point of S. Let N ∈ Z_{≥3} be an integer which is invertible on S. Let (X_i, E_i) be a smooth curve of type (g_i, r_i) over S with generic fiber (X_i, E_i) and U_i := X_i − E_i for i = 1, 2. Then, when p = 0 (resp. p > 0), there exists (resp. exist) a unique isomorphism f^S_Φ : U_1 →_S U_2 (resp. a unique pair n_1, n_2 ∈ Z_{≥0} with n_1n_2 = 0 and a unique isomorphism f^S_Φ : U_1(n_1) →_S U_2(n_2)) such that the following condition (†) is satisfied for every s ∈ S^{cl}.

(†) Let f^S_{Φ,s} : U_{1,s}^∼−−→_{κ(s)} U_{2,s} (resp. f^S_{Φ,s} : U_{1,s}(n_1)^∼−−→_{κ(s)} U_{2,s}(n_2)) be the isomorphism induced by f^S_Φ .

Let Φ_s be the image of Φ by the map Isom_{Gk} (Π^{(m)}_{U1} , Π^{(m)}_{U2} ) → Isom_{Gκ(s)} (Π^{(m−2)}_{U1,s} , Π^{(m−2)}_{U2,s} ) induced by Corollary 3.10. Let f_{Φs} be the image of Φ_s by the map Isom_{Gκ(s)} (Π^{(m−2)}_{U1,s} , Π^{(m−2)}_{U2,s} ) → Isom(U_{1,s}, U_{2,s}) induced by Theorem 2.16. Then f^S_{Φ,s} = f_{Φs} (resp. f^S_{Φ,s} = (ρ^{n2}_{U2,s} )^{−1} ∘ f_{Φs} ∘ ρ^{n1}_{U1,s} ) holds.

Proof. By Proposition 1.7, we obtain that g_1 = g_2 and r_1 = r_2. In particular, U_2 is also affine hyperbolic. We write g, r, instead of g_i, r_i, respectively.

First, we show the uniqueness of f^S_Φ (resp. (n_1, n_2, f^S_Φ )). Assume that there exists f̃^S_Φ (resp. (ñ_1, ñ_2, f̃^S_Φ )) that satisfies the condition (†). Let s be a closed point of S. Then (†) implies that f^S_{Φ,s} = f_{Φs} = f̃^S_{Φ,s} when p = 0. When p > 0, we have that n_1 − n_2 = δ_{U1,U2} = ñ_1 − ñ_2 by [27] Corollary B.2.4. Hence (n_1, n_2) = (ñ_1, ñ_2) follows, since n_1n_2 = ñ_1ñ_2 = 0 and n_1, n_2, ñ_1, ñ_2 are non-negative. Thus, (†) implies that f^S_{Φ,s} = (ρ^{n2}_{U2,s} )^{−1} ∘ f_{Φs} ∘ ρ^{n1}_{U1,s} = f̃^S_{Φ,s}. Since any closed point x of U_1 is contained in some fiber U_{1,s}′ (s^′ ∈ S^{cl}), f^S_Φ = f̃^S_Φ follows by Lemma 2.17. (Note that, when p > 0, the integer a in Lemma 2.17 is zero in this case, since f^S_Φ and f̃^S_Φ are S-morphisms.)

Next, we construct f^S_Φ under the two extra assumptions: “(i): E_1 is a disjoint union of ordered sections (ψ_{1,j} : S → E_1)_{1≤j≤r} over S” and “(ii): there exists a level N structure θ_1 : R^1p_{1∗}Z/NZ^∼−→ (Z/NZ)^{2g1} on U_1/S”, where p_i : X_i ↠ S stands for the structure morphism. By Proposition 1.12(2) (with (h, m^′) = (1, 0) (resp. (2, 0)) for m = 4 (resp. m ≥ 5)), Φ induces a unique G_k-equivariant bijection Ẽ^0_1^∼−→ Ẽ^0_2 satisfying that the diagram (1.6) is commutative. Hence E_2 is also a disjoint union of sections (ψ_{2,j} : S → E_2)_{1≤j≤r} over S with the order induced by Φ and the order of (ψ_{1,j} : S → E_1)_{1≤j≤r}. Moreover, we obtain a level N structure θ_2 on U_2/S from Φ and θ_1. Let ζ_1, ζ_2 : S → M_{g,r}[N] be the canonical morphisms classifying (X_1, (ψ_{1,j} : S → E_1)_{1≤j≤r} , θ_1), (X_2, (ψ_{2,j} : S → E_2)_{1≤j≤r}, θ_2), respectively. Since κ(s) is finite, there exist positive integers

n_{1,s}, n_{2,s} such that the composite f^′_s of the morphisms U_1(n_{1,s})^ρ n1,s U1,s −−−→ U_{1,s}^∼−−→_{fΦs} U_{2,s}^{(ρ} n2,s U2,s ) −1 −−−−−−→ U_{2,s}(n_{2,s}) is a κ(s)-isomorphism. By Proposition 1.12(2) (with (h, m^′) = (1, 0) (resp. (2, 0)) for m = 4 (resp. m ≥ 5)), Φ_s induces a unique G_{κ(s)}-equivariant bijection Ẽ^0_{1,s}^∼−→ Ẽ^0_{2,s} satisfying the diagram (1.6) is commutative. By Theorem 2.16(iv), Φ_s and f_{Φs} induce the same bijection Ẽ^0_{1,s}^∼−→ Ẽ^0_{2,s}. Thus, f^′_s preserves the orders of (ψ_{1,j} )_{1≤j≤r} and (ψ_{2,j} )_{1≤j≤r} . The level N structures θ_1, θ_2 on U_1/S, U_2/S induce level N structures θ_{1,s}, θ_{2,s} on U_{1,s}/κ(s), U_{2,s}/κ(s), respectively. By Theorem 2.16(iv), Φ_s and f_{Φs} induce the same isomorphism Π^1_{X1,s} /N^∼−→ Π^1_{X2,s} /N. Hence f^′_s preserves the level N structures θ_{1,s}(n_{1,s}), θ_{2,s}(n_{2,s}) on U_{1,s}(n_{1,s})/κ(s), U_{2,s}(n_{2,s})/κ(s) induced by θ_{1,s}, θ_{2,s}, respectively. Thus, (ζ_1|_s) ∘ Fr^{n1,s}_{κ(s)} = (ζ_2|_s) ∘ Fr^{n2,s}_{κ(s)} follows. In particular, ζ_1(s) = ζ_2(s) follows for any s ∈ S^{cl}. Therefore, by Lemma 2.17 and Lemma 4.8, ζ_1 = ζ_2 (resp. there exists a unique pair n_1, n_2 ∈ Z_{≥0} with n_1n_2 = 0 such that ζ_1 ∘ Fr^{n1}_S = ζ_2 ∘ Fr^{n2}_S ) follows when p = 0 (resp. p > 0). Hence we get a unique isomorphism (X_1, (ψ_{1,j} )_{1≤j≤r} , θ_1) → (X_2, (ψ_{2,j} )_{1≤j≤r} , θ_2) (resp. (X_1, (ψ_{1,j} )_{1≤j≤r} , θ_1)(n_1) → (X_2, (ψ_{2,j} )_{1≤j≤r} , θ_2)(n_2)) over S, which induces an isomorphism f^S_Φ : U_1 → U_2 (resp. f^S_Φ : U_1(n_1) → U_2(n_2)) over S.

Next, we show that the isomorphism f^S_Φ satisfies (†) for every s ∈ S^{cl}. First, we assume that p > 0. Let s be an element of S^{cl} and η the generic point of S. By Theorem 2.16(i), Φ_s induces an isomorphism f̃ 0_{Φs} : U 0_{1,s}^∼−→ U 0_{2,s}. By Lemma 1.2, we obtain that (^{2g+r−1}∧ Π^{1,pro-p′}_{Ui,s} )⊗2 = Ẑpro-p^′ (2(g + r − 1)). We write

β_s, β_η for the elements of Aut(Ẑ^{pro-p′} (2(g + r − 1))) = (Ẑ^{pro-p′} )^× induced by f̃^0_{Φs} , Φ, respectively. Since f̃ 0_{Φs} and Φ_s induces the same isomorphism Π^{1,pro-p′}_{U1,s}^∼−→ Π^{1,pro-p′}_{U2,s} by Theorem 2.16(iv), we obtain that β_s =

β_η. We write α_s for an element of Ẑ such that the element of G_{Fp} = Aut(κ(s)) induced by f̃^0_{Φs} is Fr^{αs}_{Fp} . Then (p^{αs} )^{2(g+r−1)} = β_s = β_η = β_t = (p^{αt} )^{2(g+r−1)} follows for any t ∈ S^{cl}. Since the homomorphism Ẑ → (Ẑpro-p^′ )×, γ → pγ is injective, we get that 2α_s(g + r − 1) = 2α_t(g + r − 1). Since the map Ẑ → Ẑ of multiplication by n (n ∈ Z_{≥1}) are injective, we obtain that α_s = α_t. Hence α_s (in other words, the isomorphism κ(s)^∼−→ κ(s) induced by f̃^0_{Φs} ) does not depend on s. We write α instead of α_s. Set d_{ζ1 (s)} := [κ(ζ_1(s)) : F_p ](= [κ(ζ_2(s)) : F_p ]). Since ζ_1 ∘ Fr^{n1}_S = ζ_2 ∘ Fr^{n2}_S and (ζ_1|_s) ∘ Fr^{n1,s}_{κ(s)} = (ζ_2|_s) ∘ Fr^{n2,s}_{κ(s)}, we obtain that (ζ_1|_s)∘Fr^{n1+n2,s} κ(s) = (ζ2|s)∘Fr n_2+n_{2,s} κ(s) = (ζ1|s)∘Fr n_2+n_{1,s} κ(s) . Hence n2 −n1 ≡ n2,s −n1,s ≡ α (mod dζ1 (s)) follows.

By a theorem of Chevalley, ζ_1(S)(= ζ_2(S)) is constructible in M_{g,r}[N], hence contains a non-empty open subset T of ζ_1(S). As S is irreducible, so is T , and we regard T as a reduced subscheme of M_{g,r}[N]. (Note that dim(T ) > 0, since U_1 (hence, a fortiori, (X_1, (ψ_{1,j,η})_{1≤j≤r} , θ_η)) does not descend to a curve over F_p.) Now, applying Lemma 4.10 to this T , we obtain that n_2 −n_1 = α, since α does not depend on s. By definition of α(= α_s), we have that n_{2,s} − n_{1,s} ≡ α (mod [κ(s) : F_p ]). Hence n_{2,s} − n_{1,s} ≡ α ≡ n_2 − n_1 (mod [κ(s) : F_p ]) follows. Thus, (ρ^{n2}_{U2,s} )^{−1} ∘ f_{Φs} ∘ ρ^{n1}_{U1,s} is a κ(s)-isomorphism. Since M_{g,r}[N] is fine by Lemma 4.8, there is at most one element of the set Isom_{κ(s)}((X_{1,s}, (ψ_{1,j,s} : Spec(κ(s)) → E_{1,s})_{1≤j≤r} , θ_{1,s})(n_1), (X_{2,s}, (ψ_{2,j,s} : Spec(κ(s)) → E_{2,s})_{1≤j≤r}, θ_{2,s})(n_2)). This implies that f^S_{Φ,s} = (ρ^{n2}_{U2,s} )^{−1} ∘ f_{Φs} ∘ ρ^{n1}_{U1,s} . Hence f^S_Φ satisfies (†). When p = 0, we can prove that f^S_Φ satisfies (†) for every s ∈ S^{cl} in a similar way to the case that p > 0 and n_1 = n_2 = 0. More precisely, let s ∈ S^{cl}. Take t ∈ S^{cl} such that p_s ≠ p_t, where p_s := ch(κ(s)), p_t := ch(κ(t)). Define α_s ∈ Ẑ, β_s ∈ (Ẑ^{pro-p′s} )^×, α_t ∈ Ẑ, β_t ∈ (Ẑ^{pro-p′t} )^× as in the case that p > 0. Then we obtain that (p^{αs}_s )^{2(g+r−ϵ)} = β_s = β_t = (p^{αt}_t )^{2(g+r−ϵ)} in (Ẑ^{pro-p′s,pro-p′t} )^×, from which α_s(= α_t) = 0. The rest of the proof for p > 0 works with α = 0. (See also the proof of [29] Claim (6.8).)

Finally, we construct f^S_Φ in general. There exists a connected finite Galois covering S^′ of S such that (X^′_1, E^′_1) := (X_1, E_1) ×_S S^′ satisfies the assumptions (i)(ii) above, where U^′_1 := X^′_1, −E^′_1. Let (ψ^′_{1,j} : S^′ → E^′_1)_{1≤j≤r} be the disjoint union of ordered sections and θ^′_1 the level N structure on U^′_1/S^′. Set (X^′_2, E^′_2) := (X_2, E_2)×_S S^′, U^′_2 := U_2 ×_S S^′, L := K(S^′), and Φ_L := Φ |_Π(m)_{U1,L} . By the arguments in the case that we assume (i)(ii), E^′_2 is also a disjoint union of sections (ψ^′_{2,j} : S^′ → E^′_2)_{1≤j≤r} over S^′ and there exists a level N structure θ^′_2 on U^′_2/S^′ such that Φ_L induces a unique isomorphism (X^′_1, (ψ^′_{1,j} )_{1≤j≤r} , θ^′_1) → (X^′_2, (ψ^′_{2,j} )_{1≤j≤r}, θ^′_2) (resp. (X^′_1, (ψ^′_{1,j} )_{1≤j≤r} , θ^′_1)(n_1) → (X^′_2, (ψ^′_{2,j} )_{1≤j≤r} , θ^′_2)(n_2) for some n_1, n_2 ∈ Z_{≥0} satisfying n_1n_2 = 0) over S^′, which induces an isomorphism f^{S′}_{ΦL} : U^′_1 → U^′_2 (resp. f^{S′}_{ΦL} : U^′_1(n_1) → U^′_2(n_2)) over S^′. Let ρ be an element of Aut(S^′/S) (^∼−→ Gal(L/k)). Since (X^′_1, E^′_1) satisfies the assumption (i), the images of Φ_L and ρ^{−1} ∘ Φ_L ∘ ρ in Isom_{GL} (Π^1_{X1,L} /N, Π^1_{X2,L} /N) are the same. Hence ρ^{−1} ∘ f^{S′}_{ΦL} ∘ ρ also preserves the level N structures θ^′_1, θ^′_2 (resp. θ^′_1(n_1), θ^′_2(n_2)). Since E^′_i is a disjoint union of sections, we obtain that the action G_L ↷ E_i(k^{sep}) is trivial. Hence ρ^{−1} ∘ f^{S′}_{ΦL} ∘ ρ also preserves the orders of (ψ^′_{1,j} )_{1≤j≤r}, (ψ^′_{2,j} )_{1≤j≤r} (resp. (ψ^′_{1,j} (n_1))_{1≤j≤r} , (ψ^′_{2,j} (n_2))_{1≤j≤r} ). Since M_{g,r}[N] is fine, ρ^{−1} ∘f^{S′}_{ΦL} ∘ρ = f^{S′}_{ΦL} follows. Considering all ρ ∈ Aut(S^′/S), we get an isomorphism f^S_Φ : U_1^∼−→_S U_2 (resp. f^S_Φ : U_1(n_1) → U_2(n_2)) by Galois descent. This isomorphism f^S_Φ satisfies

the condition (†), since f^{S′}_{ΦL} satisfies the condition (†) and, for any s^′ ∈ S^{′cl}, f_{Φs} ∘ a_1 = a_2 ∘ f_{ΦL,s′} follows by

Lemma 2.14, where s stands for the image of s^′ in S, f_{ΦL,s′} stands for the image of Φ_L by the composite of the maps Isom_{GL} (Π^{(m)}_{U1,L} , Π^{(m)}_{U2,L} ) → Isom_{Gκ(s′ )} (Π^{(m−2)}_U ′_{1,s′} , Π^{(m−2)}_U ′_{2,s′} ) → Isom(U^′_{1,s}′ , U^′_{2,s}′ ), and a_i : U^′_{i,s}′ → U_{i,s} (resp. a_i : U^′_{i,s}′ (n_i) → U_{i,s}(n_i)) stands for the natural morphism. Thus, f^S_Φ is the desired ismomorphism.

Theorem 4.12 (Relative weak bi-anabelian result over finitely generated fields). Assume that k is finitely generated over the prime field, and that U_1 is affine hyperbolic (see Notation of section 4). Assume that U_{1,k} does not descend to a curve over F_p when p > 0. Assume that m satisfies { m ≥ 4 (if r_1 ≥ 3 and (g_1, r_1) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4)) m ≥ 5 (if r_1 < 3 or (g_1, r_1) = (0, 3), (0, 4)).

Then the following holds.

Π^{(m)}_{U1}^∼−−→_{Gk} Π^{(m)}_{U2} ⇐⇒ U_1^∼−→ U_2 in S_k

Proof. The implication ⇐ is clear by Remark 4.5. We show the implication ⇒. Since we can take a (sufficiently small) integral regular scheme S of finite type over Spec(Z) with function field k such that there exists an affine hyperbolic curve of type (g_i, r_i) over S whose generic fiber is isomorphic to (and identified with) (X_i, E_i) for i = 1, 2. Hence the assertion follows from Lemma 4.11.

4.3 The strong bi-anabelian results over finitely generated fields

In this subsection, we show the strong bi-anabelian m-step solvable Grothendieck conjecture for affine hyperbolic curves over a field finitely generated over the prime field.

Lemma 4.13. Assume that U_1 is hyperbolic. Assume that U_{1,k} does not descend to a curve over F_p when p > 0. (1) The natural map u : Isom_{Sksep /Sk} (Ũ^m_1 /U_1, Ũ^m_2 /U_2) → Isom_{Sk} (U_1, U_2) is surjective. Further, for (t̃, t) ∈ Isom_{Sksep /Sk} (Ũ^m_1 /U_1, Ũ^m_2 /U_2), the equality u^{−1}u((t̃, t)) = Aut_{Sksep /Sksep ,id}(Ũ^m_2 /U_{2,k}sep ) · t̃ (= Aut_{Sksep /Sk ,id}(Ũ^m_2 /U_2)·t̃) holds, where Aut_{Sksep /Sksep ,id}(Ũ^m_2 /U_{2,k}sep ) and Aut_{Sksep /Sk ,id}(Ũ^m_2 /U_2) stand for the kernel of the natural maps Aut_{Sksep /Sksep} (Ũ^m_2 /U_{2,k}sep ) → Aut_{Sk}sep (U_{2,k}sep ) and Aut_{Sksep /Sk} (Ũ^m_2 /U_2) Aut_{Sk} (U_2), respectively.

(2) Let n ∈ Z_{≥0} be an integer satisfying m > n. Then the image of the natural map Isom_{Sksep /Sk} (Ũ^{m−n}_1 /U_1, Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2) → Isom_{Gk} (Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ) (defined in Remark 4.5) is contained in Isom^{(m)}_{Gk} (Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ).

(3) Let n ∈ Z_{≥0} be an integer satisfying m > n. Consider the following commutative diagram.

Isom_{Sksep /Sk} (Ũ^{m−n}_1 /U_1, Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2)

ufflfflfflffl

// Isom^{(m)}_{Gk} (Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} )

fflfflfflffl Isom_{Sk} (U_1, U_2) // Isom^{(m)}_{Gk} (Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} )/Inn(Π^{m−n}_{U2} ).

(4.2)

Here, Inn(Π^m_{Ui} ) is the group of inner automorphisms of Π^{(m)}_{Ui} induced by elements of Π^m_{Ui} . Then the upper horizontal map of (4.2) is injective (resp. surjective) if and only if the lower horizontal map of (4.2) is injective (resp. surjective). (Remark that the lower horizontal map is injective by Lemma 4.9.)

Proof. (1) When p = 0, the assertion follows from [29] Lemma (4.1)(ii). We assume that p > 0. First, we show the surjectivity of u. Let t be an element of Isom_k(Q_k(U_1), Q_k(U_2)). Then, by Lemma 4.3(1), there exist n_1, n_2 ∈ Z_{≥0} and T ∈Isom_k(U_1(n_1), U_2(n_2)) such that Q_k(T ) = t. Since the natural map Isom_ksep_{/k}( ~U_1(n_1)^m/U_1(n_1), ~U_2(n_2)^m/U_2(n_2)) → Isom_k(U_1(n_1), U_2(n_2)) is clearly surjective, we obtain an element (T̃ , T ) ∈Isom_ksep_{/k}( ~U_1(n_1)^m/U_1(n_1), ~U_2(n_2)^m/U_2(n_2)). We know that ~U_i(n_i)^m = Ũ^m_i (n_i). Thus, (Q_ksep (T̃ ), Q_k(T )) ∈ Isom_ksep_{/k}(Q_ksep (Ũ^m_1 )/Q_k(U_1), Q_ksep (Ũ^m_2 )/Q_k(U_2))) satisfies u((Q_ksep (T̃ ), Q_k(T )) = t.

The second assertion clearly follows from the definition.

(2) In a similar way to (1), we can prove that the natural map Isom_{Sksep /Sk} (Ũ^m_1 /U_1, Ũ^m_2 /U_2) → Isom_{Sksep /Sk} (Ũ^{m−n}_1 /U_1, Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2) is surjective. This implies that the image of the natural map Isom_{Sksep /Sk} (Ũ^{m−n}_1 /U_1, Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2) → Isom_{Gk} (Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ) is contained in Isom^{(m)}_{Gk} (Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ). (3) We may assume that Isom_{Sk} (U_1, U_2) ≠ ∅. Let t be an element of Isom_{Sk} (U_1, U_2). By (1), we have an element (t̃, t) ∈ u^{−1}(t) and the equality u^{−1}(t) = Aut_{Sksep /Sksep ,id}(Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_{2,k}sep ) · t̃. When p > 0, since Isom_{Sk} (U_1, U_2) ≠ ∅, U_{2,k} also does not descend to a curve over F_p. Hence we obtain that Π^{m−n}_{U2}^∼←− lim−→ a≥0 Aut_ksep_{/k}sep (Ũ^{m−n}_2 (a)/U_{2,k}sep (a))^∼−→ Aut_{Sksep /Sksep ,id}(Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_{2,k}sep ) by Lemma 4.3(3).

(Note that δ_{U2,U2} = 0.) When p = 0, we have that Π^{m−n}_{U2}^∼←− Aut_{Sksep /Sksep ,id}(Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_{2,k}sep ). The assertion follows from the isomorphism Π^{m−n}_{U2}^∼←− Aut_{Sksep /Sksep ,id}(Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_{2,k}sep ) and Proposition 1.3(1).

Lemma 4.14. Assume that k is finitely generated over the prime field, and that U_1 is affine hyperbolic. Assume that U_{1,k} does not descend to a curve over F_p when p > 0. Let n ∈ Z_{≥0} be an integer satisfying m ≥ n. Let H_1, H^′_1 be open subgroups of Π^{(m)}_{U1} that satisfy Π^{[m−n]}_{U1} /Π^{[m]}_{U1} ⊂ H^′_1 ⊂ H_1. We assume that (n, g(U_{H1} ), r(U_{H1} )) and (n, g(U_H′_1 ), r(U_H′_1 )) satisfy the assumption for (m, g_1, r_1) in Theorem 4.12. Let Φ : Π^{(m)}_{U1}^∼−→ Π^{(m)}_{U2} be an isomorphism, H_2 := Φ(H_1), and H^′_2 := Φ(H^′_1). Then the following diagram is commutative in S_k. U_{1,H1}^ϕ // U_{2,H2}

U_{1,H}′_1^{ϕ′} // OO U_{2,H}′_2 OO (4.3)

Here, ϕ (resp. ϕ^′) stands for the isomorphism in S_k induced by the isomorphism H^{(n)}_1^∼−→ H^{(n)}_2 (resp. H^{′(n)}_1^∼−→ H^{′(n)}_2 ) that is induced by Φ |_{H1} (resp. Φ |_H′_1 ) by using Lemma 4.11.

Proof. By Proposition 1.7, U_2 is also affine hyperbolic. Let S be an integral regular scheme of finite type over Spec(Z) with function field k. By replacing S with a suitable open subscheme if necessary, we may assume that, for i = 1, 2, there exists a smooth curve (X_i, E_i) of type (g_i, r_i) over S whose generic fiber is isomorphic to (and identified with) (X_i, E_i). Set U_i := X_i − E_i. Let L (resp. L^′) be a finite extension of k corresponding to the open subgroup Image(H_i → G_k) (resp. Image(H^′_i → G_k)) of G_k and T^∗ (resp. T^{′∗}) the regular locus of the normalization of S in L (resp. T^∗ in L^′). Let X^∗_{i,Hi} , U^∗_{i,Hi} (resp. X^∗_{i,H}′_i , U^∗_{i,H}′_i ) are the normalizations of X_i, U_i in K(U_{i,Hi} ) (resp. K(U_{i,H}′_i )), respectively. There exists an open subscheme T ⊂ T^∗ such that the curves over T induced by the restrictions of X^∗_{i,Hi} , U^∗_{i,Hi} over T is smooth. We write X_{i,Hi} , U_{i,Hi} for the curves over T induced by the restrictions of X^∗_{i,Hi} , U^∗_{i,Hi} over T . Moreover, there exists an open subscheme T^′ ⊂ T^{′∗} such that T^{′∗} → T^∗ induces a morphism T^′ → T and that the curves over T^′ induced by the restrictions of X^∗_{i,H}′_i , U^∗_{i,H}′_i over T^′ is smooth. We write X_{i,H}′_i , U_{i,H}′_i for the curves over T^′ induced by the restrictions of X^∗_{i,H}′_i , U^∗_{i,H}′_i over T^′. Set E_{i,Hi} := X_{i,Hi} − U_{i,Hi} (resp. E_{i,H}′_i := X_{i,H}′_i − U_{i,H}′_i ). Then, by Lemma 4.11, there exist isomorphisms F : U_{1,H1}^∼−→_T U_{2,H2} , F^′ : U_{1,H}′_1^∼−→_{T ′} U_{2,H}′_2 (resp. non-negative integers n_1, n^′_1, n_2, n^′_2 with n_1n_2 = n^′_1n^′_2 = 0 and isomorphisms F : U_{1,H1} (n_1)^∼−→_T U_{2,H2} (n_2), F^′ : U_{1,H}′_1 (n^′_1)^∼−→_{T ′} U_{2,H}′_2 (n^′_2)) when p = 0 (resp. p > 0). First, we assume that p > 0. By symmetry, we may assume that n^′_1 = 0 and set n^′ := n^′_2. Let s^′ be a closed pint of T^′ and s the image of s^′ by T^′ → T . Let p_i : U_{i,H}′_i → U_{i,Hi} ×_T T^′ be the morphism induced by U_{i,H}′_i → U_{i,Hi} By taking the fiber at s^′, we obtain the following diagram.

U_{1,H1 ,s}(n_1) F_s ,, ρ^{n1}_{U1,H1 ,s} // U_{1,H1,s}^∼ //

(A) U_{2,H2,s} U_{2,H2 ,s}(n_2) ρ^{n2}_{U2,H2 ,s} oo U_{2,H2,s}(N) ρ^{N −n2} U2,H 2 ,s (n2) oo

U_{1,H1,s}′ (n_1) OO U_{1,H1,s}′ OO U_{2,H2,s}′ OO U_{2,H2,s}′ (N) OO

U_{1,H}′_{1,s}′ (n_1)

p_{1,s}′ (n_1) OO ρ^{n1}_{U1,H′} 1 ,s ′ // U_{1,H′1,s′} p_{1,s}′ OO

F^′_{s′} 33 ∼ // U_{2,H′2,s′} p_{2,s}′ OO U_{2,H}′_{2,s}′ (n^′) ρ^{n′}_{U2,H′} 2 ,s ′ oo U_{2,H′2,s′} (N) ρ^{N −n′} U2,H′ 2 ,s ′ (n′) oo p_{2,s}′ (N) OO

(4.4) Here, N is an integer satisfying N ≥ max{n_2, n^′} and the upper vertical arrows are natural projections. By Lemma 2.14 and the condition (†) in Lemma 4.11, the quadrangle (A) in (4.4) is commutative. Hence all morphisms U_{2,H}′_{2,s}′ (N) → U_{1,H1 ,s}(n_1) appearing in (4.4) induce the same element of Hom(κ(s), κ(s^′)). In particular, we obtain that N − n^′ − n_1 ≡ N − n_2 (mod [κ(s) : F_p ]). By considering infinitely many closed points in T^′, n^′ + n_1 = n_2 follows. Hence (n_1, n_2) = (0, n^′) holds. We have that any closed point of U_{1,H}′_1 is contained in some fiber U_{1,H}′_{1,s}′ (s^′ ∈ T^{′cl}). Hence, by using the commutativity of (4.4) and Lemma 2.17, the following diagram is commutative.

U_{1,H1}^F // U_{2,H2} (n^′)

U_{1,H}′_1^{F ′} // OO U_{2,H}′_2 (n^′) OO

(Note that the integer a in Lemma 2.17 is zero in this case, since all morphisms are S-morphisms.) Thus, (4.3) is commutative in S_k. When p = 0, we can prove the assertion in a similar way to the case that p > 0 and n_1 = n_2 = n^′_1 = n^′_2 = 0.

Definition 4.15. Let n ∈ Z_{≥0} be an integer satisfying m ≥ n. We define Isom^{(m)}_{Gk} (Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ) as the image of the map Isom_{Gk} (Π^{(m)}_{U1} , Π^{(m)}_{U2} ) → Isom_{Gk} (Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ).

Theorem 4.16 (Relative strong bi-anabelian result over finitely generated fields). Assume that m ≥ 5, that k is finitely generated over the prime field, and that U_1 is affine hyperbolic (see Notation of section 4). Assume that U_{1,k} does not descend to a curve over F_p when p > 0. Let n ∈ Z_{≥4} be an integer satisfying m > n. Then the map

Isom_{Sksep /Sk} (Ũ^{m−n}_1 /U_1, Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2) → Isom^{(m)}_{Gk} (Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} )

(defined in Lemma 4.13(2)) is bijective.

Proof. The injectivity follows from Lemma 4.9 and Lemma 4.13(3). We show the surjectivity. We may assume that Isom_{Gk} (Π^{(m)}_{U1} , Π^{(m)}_{U2} ) ≠ ∅. Let Φ be an element of Isom(Π^{(m)}_{U1} , Π^{(m)}_{U2} ). Set Q_1 := {H^{op}⊂ Π^{(m)}_{U1} | Π^{[m−n]} U_1 /Π [m] U_1 ⊂ H, r(U1,H ) ≥ 3 and (g(U1,H ), r(U1,H )) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4)}. Let H1 be an element of Q1 and set

H_2 := Φ(H_1). Let H^′_1 be an element of Q_1 satisfying H^′_1 ⊂ H_1 and set H^′_2 := Φ(H^′_1). Then we obtain the following commutative diagram in S_k by Lemma 4.14.

U_{1,H1}^ϕ // U_{2,H2}

U_{1,H}′_1^{ϕ′} //

OO

U_{2,H}′_2

OO (4.5)

Here, ϕ (resp. ϕ^′) stands for the isomorphism induced by the isomorphism H^{(n)}_1^∼−→ H^{(n)}_2 (resp. H^{′(n)}_1^∼−→ H^{′(n)}_2 ) that is induced by Φ|_{H1} (resp. Φ|_H′_1 ) by using Lemma 4.11. Since Q_i is cofinal in the set of all open subgroups of Π^{(m)}_{U1} by Lemma 1.5, we obtain an isomorphism F̃(Φ) ∈ Isom_{Sk}sep (Ũ^{m−n}_1 , Ũ^{m−n}_2 ). The assumption “m ≥ 5” implies that Φ induces an isomorphism F (Φ) ∈ Isom_{Sk} (U_1, U_2) by Lemma 1.5. By Lemma 4.14, we have that (F̃(Φ), F (Φ)) ∈ Isom_{Sksep /Sk} (Ũ^{m−n}_1 /U_1, Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2). Thus, we obtain a map F : Isom_{Gk} (Π^{(m)}_{U1} , Π^{(m)}_{U2} ) → Isom_{Sksep /Sk} (Ũ^{m−n}_1 /U_1, Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2), and it suffices to show the commutativity of the following diagram.

Isom_{Gk} (Π^{(m)}_{U1} , Π^{(m)}_{U2} ) fflffl F rrfffffff fffffff fffffff fffff

Isom_{Sksep /Sk} (Ũ^{m−n}_1 /U_1, Ũ^{m−n}_2 /U_2)_{Π(m−n)(·)} // Isom_{Gk} (Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} )

Let Φ^{m−n} be the image of Φ in Isom_{Gk} (Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ). Let G^{op}⊂ G_k , s ∈ Sect(G, Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} ) and Q_s := {H^{op}⊂ Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} | r(U_{1,H} ) ≥ 3, (g(U_{1,H} ), r(U_{1,H} )) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4), and s(G) ⊂ H}. Fix H ∈ Q_s. Since F(Φ) maps U_{1,H} to U_{2,Φ}m−n_{(H)} by construction of F, we obtain that (Π^{(m−n)} ∘F)(Φ)(H) = Φ^{m−n}(H). By Lemma 1.5, for any open subgroup H^′ of Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} containing s(G), we can take an open characteristic subgroup H^{′′} of Π^{m−n}_{U1} that satisfies r(U_{1,H} ′′ ) ≥ 3, (g(U_{1,H}′′ ), r(U_{1,H} ′′ )) ≠ (0, 3), (0, 4), and that H^{′′} ⊂ Π^{m−n}_{U1} ∩ H^′. Hence Q_s is cofinal in the set of all open subgroups of Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} containing s(G). This implies that s(G) = ∩_{H∈Qs} H. Hence we obtain (Π^{(m−n)} ∘F)(Φ)(s(G)) = Φ^{m−n}(s(G)). Since the isomorphisms (Π^{(m−n)} ∘F)(Φ) and Φ^{m−n} are G_k-isomorphisms, we obtain (Π^{(m−n)} ∘ F)(Φ)(x) = Φ^{m−n}(x) for x ∈ s(G). Note that we have Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} = ⟨s(G) | G^{op}⊂ G_k, s ∈ Sect(G, Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} )⟩, since k is a Hilbertian field ([7] Proposition 13.4.1). Therefore, we get (Π^{(m−n)} ∘ F)(Φ) = Φ^{m−n}, as desired.

Corollary 4.17. Let the assumption and the notation be as in Theorem 4.16. Then the subset Isom^{(m)}_{Gk} (Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ) of Isom_{Gk} (Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} ) depends only on m − n, not m. Proof. The assertion follows from Theorem 4.16.

Corollary 4.18. Let the assumption and the notation be as in Theorem 4.16. Then the natural map

Isom_{Sk} (U_1, U_2) → Isom^{(m)}_{Gk} (Π^{(m−n)}_{U1} , Π^{(m−n)}_{U2} )/Inn(Π^{m−n}_{U2} )

is bijective.

Proof. The assertion follows from Lemma 4.13(3) and Theorem 4.16.

References

[1] Mamoru Asada, Makoto Matsumoto, and Takayuki Oda. Local monodromy on the fundamental groups of algebraic curves along a degenerate stable curve. J. Pure Appl. Algebra, 103: 235–283, 1995.

[2] Siegfried Bosch, Werner Lütkebohmert, and Michel Raynaud. Néron models, volume 21 of Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete (3). Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1990.

[3] Pierre Deligne and Michael Rapoport. Les schémas de modules de courbes elliptiques. In Pierre Deligne and Willem Kuijk, editors, Modular functions of one variable II, 143–316, Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 1973.

[4] Pierre Deligne and David Mumford. The irreducibility of the space of curves of given genus. Inst.

Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math., (36): 75–109, 1969.

[5] Tiberiu Dumitrescu. Reducedness, formal smoothness and approximation in characteristic p. Comm.

Algebra, 23(5): 1787–1795, 1995.

[6] Barbara Fantechi, Lothar Göttsche, Luc Illusie, Steven L. Kleiman, Nitin Nitsure, and Angelo Vistoli.

Fundamental algebraic geometry: Grothendieck’s FGA explained, volume 123 of Mathematical Surveys and Monographs. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2005.

[7] Michael D. Fried and Moshe Jarden. Field arithmetic, volume 11 of Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, third edition, 2008.

[8] Lei Fu. Etale cohomology theory, volume 14 of Nankai Tracts in Mathematics. World Scientific Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd., Hackensack, NJ, revised edition, 2015.

[9] Alexander Grothendieck and Michèl Raynaud. Revêtements étales et groupe fondamental (SGA 1).

Séminaire de géométrie algébrique du Bois Marie 1960–61, volume 3 of Documents Mathématiques (Paris). Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 2003.

[10] Alexander Grothendieck, Pierre Deligne, and Nicholas Katz. Groupes de monodromie en géométrie algébrique. I (SGA 7 I). Séminaire de géométrie algébrique du Bois Marie 1967–1969, volume 288 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1972.

[11] Masaki Kashiwara and Pierre Schapira. Categories and sheaves, volume 332 of Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2006.

[12] Nicholas M. Katz and Barry Mazur. Arithmetic moduli of elliptic curves, volume 108 of Annals of Mathematics Studies. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1985.

[13] Finn F. Knudsen. The projectivity of the moduli space of stable curves, II: The stacks M_{g,n}. Mathematica Scandinavica, 52: 161–199, 1983.

[14] Qing Liu. Algebraic geometry and arithmetic curves, volume 6 of Oxford Graduate Texts in Mathematics.

Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2002.

[15] Alexander Lubotzky. Combinatorial group theory for pro-p-groups. J. Pure Appl. Algebra, 25(3): 311– 325, 1982.

[16] Shinichi Mochizuki. The local pro-p anabelian geometry of curves. Invent. Math., 138(2): 319–423, 1999.

[17] Ippei Nagamachi. Minimal log regular models of hyperbolic curves over discrete valuation fields.

Preprint, arXiv: 2205.11964v1 [math.NT], 2022.

[18] Hiroaki Nakamura. Rigidity of the arithmetic fundamental group of a punctured projective line. J.

Reine Angew. Math., 405: 117–130, 1990.

[19] Hiroaki Nakamura. Galois rigidity of the étale fundamental groups of punctured projective lines. J.

Reine Angew. Math., 411: 205–216, 1990.

[20] Takayuki Oda. A note on ramification of the Galois representation on the fundamental group of an algebraic curve. J. Number Theory, 34(2): 225–228, 1990.

[21] Takayuki Oda. A note on ramification of the Galois representation on the fundamental group of an algebraic curve. II. J. Number Theory, 53(2): 342–355, 1995.

[22] Matthieu Romagny. Group actions on stacks and applications. Michigan Math. J., 53(1):209–236, 2005.

[23] Koichiro Sawada. Algorithmic approach to Uchida’s theorem for one-dimensional function fields over finite fields (Inter-universal Teichmüller Theory Summit 2016). RIMS Kokyuroku Bessatsu, B84: 1–21, 2021.

[24] Jean-Pierre Serre. Rigidité du foncteur de Jacobi d’échelon n ≥ 3. Séminaire Henri Cartan, 13(2), 1960-1961. Appendix in talk 17.

[25] Jean-Pierre Serre and John Tate. Good reduction of abelian varieties. Ann. of Math., 88(2): 492–517, 1968.

[26] Jakob Stix. Affine anabelian curves in positive characteristic. Compositio Math., 134(1): 75–85, 2002.

[27] Jakob Stix. Projective anabelian curves in positive characteristic and descent theory for log-étale covers, volume 354 of Bonner Mathematische Schriften. Universität Bonn, Mathematisches Institut, Bonn, 2002.

[28] Jakob Stix. On the period-index problem in light of the section conjecture. Amer. J. Math., 132(1):

157–180, 2010.

[29] Akio Tamagawa. The Grothendieck conjecture for affine curves. Compositio Math., 109(2): 135–194, 1997.

[30] Akio Tamagawa. On the fundamental groups of curves over algebraically closed fields of characteristic > 0. Internat. Math. Res. Notices, (16): 853–873, 1999.

[31] Akio Tamagawa. Fundamental groups and geometry of curves in positive characteristic. Proc. Sympos.

Pure Math, 70: 297–333, 2002.

[32] Naganori Yamaguchi. The geometrically m-step solvable Grothendieck conjecture for genus 0 curves over finitely generated fields. Preprint, arXiv: 2010.00290v3 [math.AG], 2023.