
A FILTRATION OF THE CHOW GROUP OF ZERO-CYCLES FOR A
PRODUCT OF CURVES AND AN ABELIAN VARIETY

THOMAS JAKLITSCH∗

Abstract. In this paper we define a descending filtration on the Chow group of zero cycles
for varieties of the form A × C1 × · · · × Cd where A is an abelian variety and each Ci is
a smooth projective curve. We give explicit generators and relations for the successive
quotients of this filtration by showing that they can be described by Somekawa K-groups.
This extends the work of Raskind and Spiess who proved this result for products of curves
and Gazaki who proved this for abelian varieties.

1. Introduction

Let X be a smooth projective variety over a field k such that X(k) ̸= ∅, and let CH0(X)
denote the group of zero cycles modulo rational equivalence. There is a well-defined degree
map

deg : CH0(X) → Z
and we denote the kernel by A0(X). When X is a curve, CH0(X) coincides with the Picard
group Pic(X), and the Abel-Jacobi map

A0(X) → JacX(k)

is an isomorphism. In higher dimensions, however, the situation is more complicated. Like
in the case of curves, there is an abelian variety AlbX , the Albanese variety of X, which is
universal with respect to maps from X to abelian varieties and a homomorphism

albX : A0(X) → AlbX(k).

Unlike the Abel-Jacobi map for curves, however, this map is very far from being an isomor-
phism in general. In particular, the kernel of this map can be quite large. Thus, we now
have a filtration

ker(albX) ⊂ A0(X) ⊂ CH0(X)

where the first successive quotient is isomorphic to Z and the second is isomorphic to a
subgroup of the k-points of an abelian variety. Over many fields of interest, the structure of
the group of rational points on an Abelian variety is well understood, so the main obstruction
to our understanding of CH0(X) is in the kernel of the Albanese map albX .
The structure of the Albanese kernel is very sensitive to changes in the base field. For

example, when k = C andX is a surface with positive geometric genus, ker(albX) is extremely
large [Blo75], [Mum69], and it is not parameterized by the points of a variety. On the
other hand, famous conjectures of Beilinson [Bei06] (conjecture 5.0) and Bloch [Blo84] (page
94) predict that ker(albX) is finite for every smooth projective variety X defined over Q.
The variance of the structure of the Albanese kernel as the base field changes illustrates
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the difficulty of studying this group. Indeed, there are very few known examples of the
Beilinson-Bloch conjecture for surfaces defined over Q.

One way to make the problem of studying the Albanese kernel more tractable is by extend-
ing the natural filtration on CH0(X) and identifying the successive quotients with groups
which are more computable. In this paper, we construct a descending integral filtration

. . . F rCH0(X) ⊂ . . . ⊂ F 1CH0(X) ⊂ F 0CH0(X) = CH0(X)

on the Chow group of zero-cycles whenX ∼= C1×. . . Cd×A where A is an abelian variety, and
C1, . . . , Cd are smooth, projective, geometrically integral curves with a k-rational point. We
relate the successive quotients of this filtration to certain K-groups as studied by Somekawa
in [Som90].

More precisely, Somekawa defines the groups K(k;G1, . . . , Gr) for semi-abelian varieties
G1, . . . , Gr. These groups are a generalization of Milnor K-groups in the sense that when
Gi = Gm for all i, K(k;G1, . . . , Gr) ∼= KM

r (k). We define a natural quotient of the Somekawa
K-groups and prove they are isomorphic to the successive quotients of our filtration up to
bounded torsion. Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let A be an abelian variety and let C1, . . . , Cd be smooth projective geomet-
rically irreducible curves such that C(k) ̸= ∅. Then there exists an isomorphism

Z[1/r!]⊗ F r(C1 × . . . Cd × A)

F r+1(C1 × . . . Cd × A)

Z[1/r!]⊗Φr−−−−−−→ Z[1/r!]⊗ Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A).

Here Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A) is a quotient of a Somekawa K-group as described above
(see Definition 2.2). The map Φr is defined in section 3. Importantly, this filtration extends
the natural filtration of CH0(X) in the sense that F 1CH0(X) = A0(X) and F 2CH0(X) =
ker(albX). One of the main utilities of this is that the K-groups give explicit generators
and relations for the successive quotients, which aids in the study of the Albanese kernel
of X. To illustrate this point, we provide some computations in section 6 to show how
this filtration might be used to study the Albanese kernel in a special case. Moreover, our
filtration is constructed over any perfect field and is integral. These properties are essential
for the filtration to be useful in studying questions of arithmetic interest.

Such a filtration has been constructed in the case when X is a product of curves by
Raskind and Spiess in [RS00]. It has also been constructed in the case when X is an abelian
variety by Gazaki in [Gaz15]. Kakinoki extends the results of Gazaki in [Kak20] to construct
a filtration for all Chow groups CHg+s(A, s) where A is an abelian variety, g = dim(A), and
CHg+s(A, s) denote Bloch’s higher Chow groups [Blo86].

In fact, it is expected that similar filtrations of CH0(X) should exist for any smooth
projective variety X over k. More precisely, a conjecture of Beilinson predicts that there is
an abelian category MMk (the category of mixed motives over k) and a spectral sequence

Eν,µ
2 = ExtνMMk

(1, hµ(X)(m)) =⇒ CHm(X, 2m− (ν + µ)).

In general, this spectral sequence is expected to degenerate after tensoring with Q, so we
would obtain a filtration on CH0(X) with the property that after tensoring with Q the rth
successive quotient is isomorphic to the Ext group

ExtrMMk
(1, h2d−r(X)(d))

where d is the dimension of X (for more information on this conjecture of Beilinson and
its applications see [Jan94]). While this conjecture is far out of reach in general, the work
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of Raskind and Spiess in [RS00] provides strong evidence that the filtration they construct
for a product of curves is the one arising from the above conjecture of Beilinson for the
following reason. In [Som90], Somekawa predicts that the K-groups he studies in that
paper are isomorphic to certain Ext groups in the conjectural category of mixed motives.
Assuming this conjecture, Raskind and Spiess show that their filtration has the correct
motivic interpretation (see Remarks 2.4.2 of [RS00]). Given the fact that the category of
mixed motives over k has not been established, Somekawa’s expectation cannot be verified.
However, Kahn and Yamazaki in [KY13] prove ”the closest approximation to Somekawa’s
conjecture” by showing that

K(k;G1, . . . , Gr) ∼= HomDMeff
−
(Z, G1[0]⊗ · · · ⊗Gr[0])

where DMeff
− is Voevodsky’s triangulated category of effective motivic complexes1. Our

filtration is an extension of the one constructed by Raskind and Spiess and the successive
quotients are described by quotients of Somekawa K-groups. Therefore, the remarks above
suggest that our filtration is closely related to the one that would arise from Beilinson’s
conjecture.

Another indication that our filtration is the one predicted by Beilinson is given by the
following vanishing theorem.

Theorem 1.2. For r > dim(C1 × · · · × Cd × A),

F rCH0(C1 × · · · × Cd × A)⊗Q = 0.

Such a property is expected for motivic filtrations. Namely, the filtration should vanish
rationally after the dimension of the variety. Thus, the above theorem provides more evidence
that our filtration is the expected one coming from the conjectural category of mixed motives.
Moreover, the rational finiteness of our filtration plays a major role in computing generators
and relations of the Albanese kernel as demonstrated by the example in Section 6.

1.1. Outline. This paper follows the structure of [Gaz15]. In Section 2 we recall some
definitions regarding Chow groups and Somekawa K-groups which are the main objects of
interest. In section 3 for X := C1 × · · · × Cd × A, we define the map

Φr : CH0(X) → Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A)

which appears in the statement of Theorem 1.1 and use it to construct the filtration F •CH0(X).
We also verify that our filtration extends the natural one of CH0(X). In Section 4 we prove
the main theorem by defining a map Ψr from Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd×A) to the successive quo-
tients of the filtration and verifying that this is an isomorphism after tensoring with Z[1/r!].
In Section 5 we prove Theorem 1.2, and in Section 6 we give an example of how the filtration
can be used to study the Albanese kernel of CH0(C × A) where C is a hyperelliptic curve
and A is its Jacobian.

1.2. Notation. Throughout this paper, k is a perfect field. For a variety X/k, and a field
extension L/k, we denote the base change XL := X ×Spec k SpecL. For a closed point
x ∈ X, k(x) will denote its residue field, and [x] will denote its cycle class in the Chow
group CH0(X). If L/k(x) is a finite extension, consider the map SpecL→ X ×Spec k SpecL
which is determined by SpecL→ Spec k(x) → X and id : SpecL→ SpecL. Then we define

1In fact they show this isomorphism more generally for homotopy invariant Nisnevich sheaves with
transfers
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[x]L ∈ CH0(XL) to be the class of the closed point associated to this map (For example, see
Definition 4.1).

1.3. Acknowledgments. I would like to thank my thesis advisor Evangelia Gazaki for her
unwavering support and guidance on this project. She introduced me to this problem and
gave me invaluable feedback at every stage in the process.

2. Definitions

Let k be a perfect field. Let C1, . . . , Cd be smooth, projective, and geometrically integral
curves over k, and let A be an abelian variety over k. We assume Ci(k) ̸= ∅ for 1 ≤ i ≤ d,
and denote the Jacobian of Ci by Ji. We fix points pi ∈ Ci(k) which determine embeddings
ιpi : Ci → Ji.

2.1. Somekawa K-groups. We now recall the definition of the K-groups defined in [Som90].
For more information on such groups see also [Gaz15].

Let A1, . . . , Ar be abelian varieties over k. Then we define the group

K̃(k;A1, . . . , Ar) :=

⊕
k′/k

A1(k
′)⊗ · · · ⊗ Ar(k

′)

 /PF
where the sum is taken over all finite extensions k′/k and PF is the subgroup generated by
elements of the following form. If L/E/k is a tower of finite extensions, ai ∈ Ai(L) for some
1 ≤ i ≤ n, and aj ∈ Aj(E) for all j ̸= i, then

a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ TrL/E(ai)⊗ · · · ⊗ ar − resL/E(a1)⊗ · · · ⊗ ai ⊗ · · · ⊗ resL/E(ar) ∈ PF.

Relations of the above form will be referred to as the projection formula.

Notation 2.1. We follow the convention of denoting a simple tensor a1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ an in the
component A1(k

′)⊗ . . .⊗Ar(k′) of the group K̃(k;A1, . . . , Ar) by the symbol {a1, . . . , ar}k′/k.

Now we define the Somekawa K-group associated to the abelian varieties A1, . . . , Ar by

K(k;A1, . . . , Ar) := K̃(k;A1, . . . , Ar)/WR

whereWR is the subgroup generated by elements of the following form. Let K be a function
field in one variable over k. Let f ∈ K× and xi ∈ Ai(K) for i = 1, . . . , n. Then∑

v place of K/k

ordv(f)(s
1
v(x1)⊗ · · · ⊗ snv (xn)) ∈ R.

Here the specialization maps siv : Ai(K) → Ai(kv) where kv is the residue field of the
place v are defined as follows. Let Ov be the ring of integers of v. Then the natural map
Ai(Ov) → Ai(K) is an isomorphism by the valuative criterion for properness. Then the
specialization map is defined by

Ai(K) Ai(Ov)

Ai(k)
siv

∼=

The relations coming from WR are called Weil relations.
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In the case that A1 = A2 = . . . = Ar, we will denote the K group by

Kr(k;A) := K(k;A, . . . , A︸ ︷︷ ︸
r

).

Let Σr denote the group of permutations of {1, . . . , r}. Then this group acts on Kr(k;A) by

σ · {x1, . . . , xr}k′/k = {xσ(1), . . . , xσ(r)}k′/k.

We define

Sr(k;A) := Kr(k;A)Σr .

Thus, the symbols {a1, . . . , ar}k′/k in Sr(k;A) are symmetric.
Given abelian varieties A1, . . . , Ar, there exists an isomorphism ([Gaz22], Corollary 2.14)

gr : Sr(k;A1 × . . .× Ad)
∼=−→

⊕
1≤i1≤...≤ir≤d

Sr(k;Ai1 , . . . , Air).

In particular, if A is an abelian variety and Ji is the Jacobian of Ci

gr : Sr(k; J1 × . . .× Jd × A)
∼=−→
⊕
0≤t≤r

⊕
1≤i1≤...≤ir−t≤d

Sr(k; Ji1 , . . . , Jir−t , A, . . . , A︸ ︷︷ ︸
t

)

Definition 2.2. Define the K-group

Sr(k; J1 × . . .× Jd × A) := g−1
r

⊕
0≤t≤r

⊕
1≤i1<...<ir−t≤d

Sr(k; Ji1 , . . . , Jir−t , A, . . . , A︸ ︷︷ ︸
t

)

 .

That is, the group Sr(k; J1× . . .×Jd×A) is the subgroup of Sr(k; J1× . . .×Jd×A) composed
of the direct summands which have at most one copy of each of the Jacobians. In the case
when r = 0, we define S0(k; J1 × . . .× Jd × A) := Z.

An important feature of the Somekawa K-groups that we will make use of is that they are
functorial with respect to field extensions. Suppose that L/k is a finite extension. Then the
trace map is defined by

TrL/k : K(L;A1 ×k L, . . . , An ×k L) → K(k;A1, . . . , An)

{a1, . . . , an}E/L 7→ {π ◦ a1, . . . , π ◦ an}E/k
where π : A×kL→ A is the natural projection map. Now let L/k be an arbitrary extension.
Then the restriction map

resL/k : K(k;A1, . . . , An) → K(L;A1 ×k L, . . . , An ×k L)

is defined as follows. Let E/k be a finite extension. Then since k is perfect, L⊗kE ∼=
∏m

i=1 Li
where Li/L is a finite extension. Then we define

resL/k({a1, . . . , an}E/k) =
m∑
i=1

{resLi/E(a1), . . . , resLi/E(an)}Li/L.

Note that if L/k is a finite extension, and {a1, . . . , an}k′/k ∈ K(k;A1, . . . , An), then

TrL/k(resL/k({a1, . . . , an}k′/k)) = [L : k]{a1, . . . , an}k′/k.
5



2.2. Chow Groups. Recall that given a smooth projective variety Y , the group CH∗(Y )
becomes a graded ring under the intersection product, which we will denote by ·. Given a
morphism f : Y → Z we have a well-defined pushforward

f∗ : CHn(Y ) → CHn(Z)

if f is proper, and a well-defined pullback

f ∗ : CHn(Y ) → CHn(Z)

if f is flat.
In the case of an abelian variety A, CH∗(A) also becomes a graded ring under the Pon-

tryagin product, which we will denote by ⊙. This is defined as

⊙ : CHr(A)⊗ CHs(A) → CHr+s(A)

α⊙ β := m∗(α× β)

where m : A× A→ A is the multiplication map on the abelian variety.
If Y is a smooth projective variety over k with a k-rational point P , then there exists an

abelian variety AlbY and a map φ : Y → AlbY which sends P to 0 and is universal with
respect to pointed maps from Y to abelian varieties. That is, for every abelian variety A and
morphism ψ : Y → A such that ψ(P ) = 0 there exists a unique map f : AlbY → A making
the following diagram commute

Y AlbY

A.

φ

ψ
f

Moreover, there exists a group homomorphism albY : A0(Y ) → AlbY (k) which is independent
of the choice of the rational point P ∈ Y (k).

In the case that Y = C1 × · · · × Cd × A, by the universal property,

AlbY = J1 × · · · × Jd × A

and

φ = ιp1 × · · · × ιpd × idA.

is the map φ : Y → AlbY in the above definition. For more information on the Albanese
variety and the map albY see [Blo10].

3. The Filtration

In this section, we give a filtration of the Chow group CH0(C1 × . . .×Cd×A) by defining
maps from the Chow groups to the Somekawa K-groups defined in section 2.1. Recall that
for each curve Ci, we have fixed k-points pi ∈ Ci(k) and maps ιpi : Ci → Ji such that
ιpi(pi) = 0. We will identify Ji(L) with Pic0(Ci×k L) throughout. Under this identification,
ιpi can be described on k-rational points by ιpi(y) = [y] − [pi] for y ∈ Ci(k). For the rest
of this paper we will denote X := C1 × · · · × Cd × A and φX : X → AlbX the map to the
Albanese variety. We will also denote the identity element of A(k) by 0 rather than 0A when
it is clear from context that it is an element of A(k).
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Remark 3.1. In the case that any Ci has genus 0, since we assume that Ci has a k-rational
point, it is isomorphic to P1 over k. In this case we have that

CH0(C1 × · · · × P1 × · · · × Cd × A) ∼= CH0(C1 × · · · × Ĉi × · · · × Cd × A)

(see [Ful13] Example 1.10.2). Thus, in what follows, we assume that Ci has positive genus
for each i and therefore embeds into its Jacobian via ιpi . In particular, the map φX is a
closed embedding.

Definition 3.2. Define the map

Φr : CH0(X) → Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A)

by
Φr([z]) = {φX(z), . . . , φX(z)}k(z)/k.

In the case r = 0, we take Φ0 to be the degree map. Here we interpret φX(z) as a k(z) rational
point (φX is a closed embedding since the genus of each curve is positive, so k(φX(z)) can
be identified with k(z)).

Proposition 3.3. The map Φr is well-defined, i.e. it factors through rational equivalence.

Proof. By Proposition 3.1 of [Gaz15] for any abelian variety B over k, there is a well defined
map

Φ̃r : CH0(B) → Sr(k;B)

Φ̃r([b]) = {b, . . . , b}k(b)/k.
Taking B to be J1 × . . .× Jd × A we can realize Φr as the composite

CH0(X) CH0(AlbX) Sr(k; AlbX) Sr(k; J1 × . . .× Jd × A).
(φX)∗ Φ̃r q

where q is the natural quotient. Note that (φX)∗([z]) = [φX(z)] since φX is a closed embed-
ding. Thus, the map Φr is well-defined. □

Definition 3.4. We define a filtration on CH0(X) by

F rCH0(X) :=
r−1⋂
j=0

ker(Φj).

It is clear from the definition that F 0CH0(X) = CH0(X) and F 1CH0(X) = A0(X), the
kernel of the degree map. To show that this filtration extends the natural one on CH0(X),
we verify that F 2CH0(X) is the kernel of the Albanese map albX .

Proposition 3.5. The kernel of the Albanese map albX is equal to F 2CH0(X).

Proof. By the definitions, S1(k; J1×· · ·×Jd×A) ∼= K1(k; J1×· · · Jd×A). Also by Corollary
3.7 of [Gaz15], for any abelian variety B, the map

K1(k;B) → B(k)

defined by {b}k′/k 7→ Trk′/k(b) is an isomorphism.
Therefore, we have a commutative diagram

CH0(X) Z⊕K1(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A)

Z⊕ (J1 × · · · × Jd × A)(k).

Φ0⊕Φ1

deg⊕albX
id⊕∼=

7



Then F 2CH0(X × A) is by definition the kernel of the horizontal map. And the Albanese
kernel is the kernel of the vertical map, so these two groups agree. □

4. Proof of the Main Theorem

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1. The way that we prove this theorem is by defining
maps

Ψr : Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A) → F rCH0(X)/F r+1CH0(X)

and then computing Φr ◦Ψr.

4.1. Definition of Ψr and Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let k′/k be a finite extension. Then
we define πk′/k : Xk′ → X to be the natural projection. We also define the projection maps

pri,k′ : (C1)k′ ×k′ · · · ×k′ (Cd)k′ ×k′ Ak′ → (Ci)k′

and

prA,k′ : (C1)k′ ×k′ · · · ×k′ (Cd)k′ ×k′ Ak′ → Ak′ .

Throughout this article, we will also abuse notation by denoting an element of

r∏
i=1

J1(k
′)⊕ · · · ⊕ Jd(k

′)⊕ A(k′)

by {(z11 , . . . , z1d, a1), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k even though multilinearity and the projection for-
mula do not apply. Finally, if αi ∈ CH0(Ak′) for i ∈ I a finite indexing set. Then we denote
by ⊙

i∈I

αi

the Pontryagin product of all αi. Using this notation, we make the following definition.

Definition 4.1. Define the map

Ψ′
r :
⊕
k′/k

r∏
i=1

J1(k
′)⊕ · · · ⊕ Jd(k

′)⊕ A(k′) → CH0(X)

by

{(z11 , . . . , z1d, a1), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k 7→
d∑
s=0

∑
1≤i1<...<is≤d

∑
φI :{i1,...,is}↪→{1,...,r}

(πk′/k)∗(W )

where

W =
(
pr∗1,k′([p1]k′) · · · pr∗i1,k′(z

φI(i1)
i1

) · · · pr∗is,k′(z
φI(is)
is

) · · · pr∗d,k′([pd]k′)
)

· pr∗A,k′

 ⊙
j∈{1,...r}\φI(I)

([aj]k′ − [0]k′)

 .

The zji ∈ Ji(k
′) are viewed as arbitrary elements of Pic0((Ci)k′) and I := {i1, . . . , is}.
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Remark 4.2. Here the i1, . . . , is specify a subset of the curves C1, . . . , Cd and the injection
φI : {i1, . . . , is} ↪→ {1, . . . , r} assigns to each curve a unique index from 1, . . . , r. The reason
we demand that φI is injective corresponds to the fact that in the group Sr(k; J1×. . .×Jd×A)
each direct summand has at most one copy of each Jacobian (see Definition 2.2). Therefore,
we make this requirement so that Ψ′

r will descend to a group homomorphism from the
quotient Sr(k; J1 × . . .× Jd × A).

Example 4.3. Let us consider the map Ψ′
2 in the case when d = 1. Denote z11 :=

∑
y∈C n

1
y[y]

and z21 :=
∑

y∈C n
2
y[y]. Then we get that

Ψ′
r({(z11 , a1), (z21 , a2)}k′/k = [p1 × a1 + a2]k − [p1 × a1]− [p1 × a2] + [p1 × 0](4.4)

+ (πk′/k)∗

(∑
y∈C

n1
y ([y × a2]k′ − [y × 0]k′)

)
(4.5)

+ (πk′/k)∗

(∑
y∈C

n2
y ([y × a1]k′ − [y × 0]k′)

)
.(4.6)

Note that line (4.4) corresponds to a zero cycle coming only from the abelian variety. The
line (4.5) is a zero cycle which is impacted by z11 and a2 while (4.6) is impacted by z21 and
a1.

This example illustrates what occurs in the general definition of Ψ′
r. It interpolates between

zero cycles coming purely from the abelian variety and those which come from a mix of some
subset of the curves C1, . . . , Cd and the abelian variety.

Proposition 4.7. The map Ψ′
r is well defined.

Proof. This follows from the fact that the intersection product and Pontryagin product
determine well-defined maps on Chow groups, but we provide the full details of this argument
here.

Let z̃ti := zti + div f ti for 1 ≤ i ≤ d and 1 ≤ t ≤ r where f ti ∈ K(Ci ×k k
′)×. Let

a1, . . . , ar ∈ A(k′). Then we need to show that

Ψ′
r{(z̃11 , . . . , z̃1d, a1), . . . , (z̃r1, . . . , z̃rd, ar)}k′/k
= Ψ′

r{(z11 , . . . , z1d, a1), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k.

Let us assume that k′ = k as the argument is the same in the general case. We have

Ψ′
r

(
{(z̃11 , . . . , z̃1d, a1), . . . , (z̃r1, . . . , z̃rd, ar)}k/k

)
=

d∑
s=0

∑
1≤i1<...<is≤d

∑
φI :{i1,...,is}↪→{1,...,r}(

pr∗1,k([p1]) · · · pr∗i1,k
(
z
φI(i1)
i1

+ div f
φI(i1)
i1

)
· · · pr∗is,k

(
z
φI(is)
is

+ div f
φI(is)
is

)
· · · pr∗d,k([pd])

)
· pr∗A,k

 ⊙
j∈{1,...r}\φI(I)

([aj]− [0])

 .
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But after expanding using multilinearity of the intersection product and the fact that
pr∗j,k(div f

i
j) = 0 for any j, i, we have that the above is equal to

d∑
s=0

∑
1≤i1<...<is≤d

∑
φI :{i1,...,is}↪→{1,...,r}(

pr∗1,k([p1]) · · · pr∗i1,k(z
φI(i1)
i1

) · · · pr∗is,k(z
φI(is)
is

) · · · pr∗d,k([pd])
)

· pr∗A,k′

 ⊙
j∈{1,...r}\φI(I)

([aj]− [0])


= Ψ′

r{(z11 , . . . , z1d, a1), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k/k.
So the map is well defined. □

The most involved aspect in proving Theorem 1.1 is verifying the following two key lemmas.
We give the proofs in section 4.2 and use the results in this section to show the main theorem.

Lemma 4.8. The map Ψ′
r induces a group homomorphism

Ψr : Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A) → F rCH0(X)/F r+1CH0(X).

The content of this lemma is that the image of the map Ψ′
r lands in F

rCH0(X) and when
we take the composite⊕

k′/k

r∏
i=1

J1(k
′)⊕ . . .⊕ Jd(k

′)⊕ A(k′)
Ψ′

r−→ F rCH0(X) → F rCH0(X)/F r+1CH0(X),

which we denote Ψr, this map induces a well-defined group homomorphism on the quotient
group Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A).

Lemma 4.9. The composite

Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A)
Ψr−→ F rCH0(X)/F r+1CH0(X)

Φr−→ Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A)

is multiplication by r!.

Assuming these lemmas, we are able to prove the main theorem.

Theorem 1.1. The map Φr induces an isomorphism

Z[1/r!]⊗ F r(X × A)

F r+1(X × A)

≃−→ Z[1/r!]⊗ Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A).

Proof. We have a short exact sequence

0 F r(X)
F r+1(X)

Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A)
Sr(k;J1×···×Jd×A)

Im(Φr)
0.

Φr

But by Lemma 4.9, we have that the last group is r! torsion, so it will become 0 after
tensoring with Z[1/r!]. Thus we have

F r(X)
F r+1(X)

⊗ Z[1/r!] Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A)⊗ Z[1/r!] 0.
Φr

But Z[1/r!] is torsion free and hence it is a flat Z module. Thus, the first map is injective
as well, which proves the isomorphism. □
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4.2. Proof of Key Lemmas. The purpose of this section is to prove Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9.
We begin with a few preliminary results which will establish important properties of Φr and
Ψ′
r. These properties will be used throughout the rest of this article. The first fact is that

the map Φr behaves well with the trace map on Somekawa K-groups.

Proposition 4.10. Let α ∈ CH0(Xk′). Then

Φr((πk′/k)∗(α)) = Trk′/k(Φ
k′

r (α))

Proof. Because all of these maps are Z-linear, it suffices to take α = [x]k′ for x ∈ Xk′ a closed
point. Let b := πk′/k(x) ∈ X, i : X → AlbX be the closed embedding, and ik′ : Xk′ → AlbXk′

be its base change. Then we get

Φr((πk′/k)∗([x]k′)) = Φr([k(x) : k(b)][b])

= [k(x) : k(b)]{i(b), . . . , i(b)}k(b)/k
= {[k(x) : k(b)]i(b), . . . , i(b)}k(b)/k
= {Trk(x)/k(b) resk(x)/k(mb) i(b), . . . , i(b)}k(b)/k
= {resk(x)/k(b) i(b), . . . , resk(x)/k(b) i(b)}k(x)/k by Projection Formula

and

Trk′/k Φ
k′

r ([x]k′) = Trk′/k{ik′(x), . . . , ik′(x)}k(x)/k′
= {πk′/k ◦ ik′(x), . . . , πk′/k ◦ ik′(x)}k(x)/k
= {i ◦ πk′/k ◦ x, . . . , i ◦ πk′/k ◦ x}k(x)/k
= {resk(x)/k(b)(i(b)), . . . , resk(x)/k(b)(i(b))}k(x)/k.

□

The second preliminary result says that Ψ′
r satisfies a partial version of multilinearity (we

will verify Ψr is fully multilinear later).

Proposition 4.11. Fix some 1 ≤ t ≤ r. For 1 ≤ j ≤ r, 1 ≤ i ≤ d aj ∈ A(k′), zji ∈ Ji(k
′)

and z̃ti ∈ Ji(k
′). Then

Ψ′
r

(
{(z11 , . . . , z1d, a1), . . . , (zt1 + z̃t1, . . . , z

t
d + z̃td, at), . . . , (z

r
1, . . . , z

r
d, ar)}k′/k

)
= Ψ′

r

(
{(z11 , . . . , z1d, a1), . . . , (zt1, . . . , ztd, 0), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
+Ψ′

r

(
{(z11 , . . . , z1d, a1), . . . , (z̃t1, . . . , z̃td, at), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
.

So Ψ′
r satisfies multilinearity except for in the abelian variety components.

Proof. Since Ψ′
r is invariant under the action of the symmetric group, it suffices to show the

proposition for t = 1. We show this in two steps: For step one we show that

Ψ′
r

(
{(z11 , . . . , z1d, a1), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
= Ψ′

r

(
{(z11 , . . . , z1d, 0), (z21 , . . . , z2d, a2), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
+Ψ′

r

(
{(0, . . . , 0, a1), (z21 , . . . , z2d, a2), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
11



and for step two we show that

Ψ′
r

(
{(z11 + z̃11 , . . . , z

1
d + z̃1d, 0), (z

2
1 , . . . , z

2
d, a2), . . . , (z

r
1, . . . , z

r
d, ar)}k′/k

)
= Ψ′

r

(
{(z11 , . . . , z1d, 0), (z21 , . . . , z2d, a2), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
+Ψ′

r

(
{(z̃1z , . . . , z̃1d, 0), (z21 , . . . , z2d, a2), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
.

To verify step one, note that by definition

Ψ′
r

(
{(z11 , . . . , z1d, 0), (z21 , . . . , z2d, a2), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
=

d∑
s=0

∑
1≤i1<...<is≤d

∑
φI :{i1,...,is}↪→{1,...,r}

(πL/k)∗(W )

where

W =
(
pr∗1,k′([p1]k′) · · · pr∗i1,k′(z

φI(i1)
i1

) · · · pr∗is,k′(z
φI(is)
is

) · · · pr∗d,k′([pd]k′)
)

· pr∗A,k′

 ⊙
j∈{1,...r}\φI(I)

([aj]k′ − [0]k′)

 .

However, since a1 = 0, if 1 is not in the image of φI , then ([a1]k′ − [0]k′) = 0, so we may take
the sum

∑
φI :{i1,...,is}↪→{1,...,r} to be over all injections such that 1 is in the image of φI . Also,

Ψ′
r

(
{(0, . . . , 0, a1), (z21 , . . . , z2d, a2), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
d∑
s=0

∑
1≤i1<...<is≤d

∑
φI :{i1,...,is}↪→{2,...,r}

(πL/k)∗(W ).

Note that the sum is now taken over all injections φI : {i1, . . . , is} ↪→ {2, . . . , r} since if 1 is
in the image of φI then a z1t = 0 term appears in the intersection product. Therefore,

Ψ′
r

(
{(z11 , . . . , z1d, 0), (z21 , . . . , z2d, a2), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
is the sum over all injections φI such that 1 is in its image and

Ψ′
r

(
{(0, . . . , 0, a1), (z21 , . . . , z2d, a2), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
is the sum over all injections φI such that 1 is not in its image. Hence their sum is the sum
over all injections φI which is by definition

Ψ′
r

(
{(z11 , . . . , z1d, a1), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
.

To verify step two note that

Ψ′
r

(
{(z11 + z̃11 , . . . , z

1
d + z̃1d, 0), (z

2
1 , . . . , z

2
d, a2), . . . , (z

r
1, . . . , z

r
d, ar)}k′/k

)
is the sum over all injections φI where 1 is in the image by the argument above. Since the
intersection product is linear in each factor, we get that

Ψ′
r

(
{(z11 + z̃11 , . . . , z

1
d + z̃1d, 0), (z

2
1 , . . . , z

2
d, a2), . . . , (z

r
1, . . . , z

r
d, ar)}k′/k

)
= Ψ′

r

(
{(z11 , . . . , z1d, 0), (z21 , . . . , z2d, a2), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
+Ψ′

r

(
{(z̃1z , . . . , z̃1d, 0), (z21 , . . . , z2d, a2), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
.

□
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The next result that we need is that the map Ψ′
r respects a particular case of the projection

formula (we will verify that Ψr respects the full version of the projection formula later).

Proposition 4.12. Let L/E/k be a tower of finite extensions and fix 1 ≤ t ≤ r. If ztj ∈
Pic0((Ci)L) ∼= Jj(L) for 1 ≤ j ≤ d and for i ̸= t, zij ∈ Pic0((Cj)E) ∼= Jj(E) for 1 ≤ j ≤ d
and ai ∈ A(E), then

Ψ′
r{resL/E(z11 , . . . , z1d, a1), . . . , (zt1, . . . , ztd, 0), . . . , resL/E(zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}L/k
= Ψ′

r{(z11 , . . . , z1d, a1), . . . ,TrL/E(zt1, . . . , ztd, 0), . . . (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}E/k.

Proof. This results follows from the projection formula for cycles which we recall here. Let
f : Y → Z be a flat, proper morphism. Let α ∈ CH∗(Y ) and β ∈ CH∗(Z). Then

f∗(α · f ∗(β)) = f∗(α) · β

where f∗ is the proper pushforward and f ∗ is the flat pullback.
By Proposition 4.11 and the fact that Ψ′

r is symmetric in the order of its components, it
suffices to show that

Ψ′
r{(0, . . . , 0, zi1 , 0, . . . , 0), . . . , resL/E(0, . . . , 0, zis , 0, . . . 0),

resL/E(0, . . . , a1), . . . , resL/E(0, . . . , 0, ar−s)}L/k
= Ψ′

r{TrL/E(0, . . . , 0, zi1 , 0, . . . , 0), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, zis , 0, . . . 0), (0, . . . , a1), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, ar−s)}E/k.

For some 1 ≤ i1 < . . . < is ≤ d. Note that

TrL/E(z
1
1 , . . . , z

1
d, 0) = ((πL/E)∗(z

1
1), . . . , (πL/E)∗(z

1
d), 0)

and

resL/E(z
1
1 , . . . , z

1
d, a) = ((πL/E)

∗(z11), . . . , (πL/E)
∗(z1d), resL/E(a)).

Thus by the definition of Ψ′
r, we get

Ψ′
r{(0, . . . , 0, zi1 , 0, . . . , 0), . . . , resL/E(0, . . . , 0, zis , 0, . . . 0),

resL/E(0, . . . , a1), . . . , resL/E(0, . . . , 0, ar−s)}L/k = (πL/k)∗(W )

where

W =
(
pr∗1,L([p1]L) · · · pr∗i1,L(zi1) · · · pr

∗
i2,L

(π∗
L/Ezi1) · · · pr∗is,L(π

∗
L/Ezis) · · · pr∗d,L([pd]L)

)
· pr∗A,L

 ⊙
j∈{1,...r−s}

([aj]L − [0]L)


Note that for all t, pr∗t,L ◦ π∗

L/E = π∗
L/E ◦ pr∗t,E and similarly, pr∗A,L ◦ π∗

L/E = π∗
L/E ◦ pr∗A,E.

Therefore, we can write

W = pr∗i1,L(zi1) · π
∗
L/E

[(
pr∗1,E([p1]E) · · · ̂pr∗i1,E(zi1) · · · pr

∗
i2,E

(zi1) · · · pr∗is,E(zis) · · · pr
∗
d,E([pd]E)

)

·pr∗A,E

 ⊙
j∈{1,...r−s}

([aj]E − [0]E)

 .
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Since (πL/E)∗ ◦ pr∗1,L = pr∗1,E ◦ (πL/E)∗, by the projection formula we have

Ψ′
r{(0, . . . , 0, zi1 , 0, . . . , 0), . . . , resL/E(0, . . . , 0, zis , 0, . . . 0),

resL/E(0, . . . , a1), . . . , resL/E(0, . . . , 0, ar−s)}L/k = (πE/k)∗(Q)

where

Q = pr∗i1,E((πL/E)∗zi1) ·
(
pr∗1,E([p1]E) · · · ̂pr∗i1,E(zi1) · · · pr

∗
i2,E

(zi1) · · · pr∗is,E(zis) · · · pr
∗
d,E([pd]E)

)

· pr∗A,E

 ⊙
j∈{1,...r−s}

([aj]E − [0]E)

 .

And this is equal to

Ψ′
r{TrL/E(0, . . . , 0, zi1 , 0, . . . , 0), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, zis , 0, . . . 0), (0, . . . , a1), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, ar−s)}E/k

which completes the proof. □

Remark 4.13. The way that Propositions 4.11 and 4.12 will be used is that the properties
we wish to verify below for the map Ψ′

r can now be checked on symbols of the form

{(0, . . . , 0, [yi1 ]− [pi1 ]k′ , 0 . . . , 0), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, [yis ]− [pis ]k′ , 0 . . . , 0) ,

(0, . . . , 0, a1), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, ar−s)}k′/k

where 1 ≤ i1 < . . . < is ≤ d, and the yt are k
′ rational points of (Ct)k′ . The way that this

reduction is made is that starting with a general symbol, we can use Proposition 4.11 and
the fact that Ψ′

r is invariant under the action of the symmetric group to write its image
under Ψ′

r as a sum of cycles of the form

Ψ′
r({(0, . . . , 0, [yi1 ]− [k(yi1) : k

′][pi1 ]k′ , 0 . . . , 0), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, [yis ]− [k(yis) : k
′][pis ]k′ , 0 . . . , 0) ,

(0, . . . , 0, a1), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, ar−s)}k′/k)

where each yt is a closed point of (Ct)k′ . But then we note that

(0, . . . , 0, [yi1 ]− [k(yi1) : k
′][pi1 ]k′ , 0 . . . , 0) = Trk(yi1 )/k(0, . . . , 0, [yi1 ]k(yi1 ) − [pi1 ]k(yi1 ), 0 . . . , 0).

We can then apply Proposition 4.12, replace k′ with k(yi1) and repeat the process with the
remaining indices i2, . . . , is to note that Ψ′

r applied to the original symbol is a sum of cycles
of the form

Ψ′
r{(0, . . . , 0, [yi1 ]− [pi1 ]k′ , 0 . . . , 0), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, [yis ]− [pis ]k′ , 0 . . . , 0) ,

(0, . . . , 0, a1), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, ar−s)}k′/k

where each yt is a k
′ rational point of (Ct)k′ . Finally note that if ip = iq for p ̸= q i.e. yip and

yiq are points on the same curve, then the definition of Ψ′
r implies that the image of that

symbol is 0. So we may take 1 ≤ i1 < . . . < is ≤ d.

The last preliminary result that we will need is the following alternative definition for Ψ′
r.

14



Proposition 4.14. An equivalent definition of Ψ̃′
r is given by{(∑

y1

n1
y1
[y1], . . . ,

∑
yd

n1
yd
[yd], a1

)
, . . . ,

(∑
y1

nry1 [y1], . . . ,
∑
yd

nryd [yd], ar

)}
k′/k

7→

d∑
s=0

∑
1≤i1<...<is≤d

∑
φI :I↪→{1,...,r}

∑
yi1

. . .
∑
yis

nφI(i1)
yi1

· · ·nφI(is)
yis

r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−j

(πk′/k)∗

 ∑
1≤ν1<...φ̂I(I)...<νj≤r

[p1 ×k′ . . .×k′ yi1 ×k′ . . .×k′ yis ×k′ . . .×k′ pd ×k′ (aν1 + . . .+ aνj)]k′

 .

Note that in general, p1 ×k′ . . . , yi1 ×k′ . . . ×k′ yik ×k′ . . . ×k′ pd ×k′ (aν1 + . . . + aνj) is not
a closed point of (C1)k′ ×k′ . . . ×k′ (Cd)k′, but we take the cycle class which the subscheme

defines (see [Ful13] Chapter 1 section 5). Also, the notation 1 ≤ ν1 < . . . φ̂I(I) . . . < νj ≤ r
means that {ν1, . . . , νj} ⊂ {1, . . . , r} \ φI(I).

Proof. Let zji =
∑

yi
nj
yi
[yi]. Then by the multilinearity of the intersection product, we have(

pr∗1,k′([p1]k′) · · · pr∗i1,k′(z
φI(i1)
i1

) · · · pr∗is,k′(z
φI(is)
is

) · · · pr∗d,k′([pd]k′)
)

· pr∗A,k′

 ⊙
j∈{1,...,r}\φI(I)

([aj]k′ − [0]k′)


=
∑
yi1

. . .
∑
yis

nφI(i1)
yi1

· · ·nφI(is)
yis

(pr∗1,k′([p1]k′) · · · pr∗i1,k′([yi1 ]) · · · pr
∗
is,k′([yis ]) · · · pr

∗
d,k′([pd]k′))

· pr∗A,k′

 ⊙
j∈{1,...,r}\φI(I)

([aj]k′ − [0]k′)

 .

Note that⊙
j∈{1,...,r}\φI(I)

([aj]k′ − [0]k′)

= ([a1]k′ − [0]k′)⊙ · · · ⊙ ̂([aφI(i1)]k′ − [0]k′)⊙ · · · ⊙ ̂([aφI(is)]k′ − [0]k′)⊙ · · · ⊙ ([ar]k′ − [0]k′)

=
r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−j
∑

1≤ν1<...φ̂I(I)...<νj≤r

[aν1 ]k′ ⊙ · · · ⊙ [aνj ]k′ ⊙ ([0]k′)
r−s−j By multilinearity of ⊙

=
r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−j
∑

1≤ν1<...φ̂I(I)...<νj≤r

[aν1 + . . .+ aνj ]k′ By definition of ⊙.

Then it remains to observe that if Z, Y are smooth projective varieties and α ∈ CH(Z),
β ∈ CH(Y ), then [α× β] = pr∗Z(α) · pr∗Y (β) ∈ CH(Z × Y ). □
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Now let us turn to the proofs of the key lemmas. We have a well-defined map

Ψ′
r :
⊕
k′/k

r∏
i=1

J1(k
′)⊕ · · · ⊕ Jd(k

′)⊕ A(k′) → CH0(X).

Our current goal is to show that this induces a well-defined map

Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A) → F rCH0(X)/F r+1CH0(X).

The first step is to show that the image of Ψ′
r lands in F

rCH0(X).

Proposition 4.15. The image of Ψ′
r is contained in F rCH0(X). That is, Φt ◦ Ψ̃′

r = 0 for
t < r.

We first prove this proposition in the case when d = 1 to ease the notation. This will
contain the main ideas of the proof in the general case with additional complexity in one
aspect which we will indicate.

Proof in the case of one curve. We show that Φr−1 ◦Ψ′
r = 0 as the same argument works for

any t < r. By Propositions 4.11 and 4.12 (see Remark 4.13) it suffices to show that

Φr−1 ◦Ψ′
r

(
{(0, a1), . . . , (0, ar)}k′/k

)
= 0

and

Φr−1 ◦Ψ′
r

{(∑
y∈C

ny[y], 0

)
, (0, a2) . . . , (0, ar)

}
k′/k

 = 0

where y is a k′-rational point whenever ny ̸= 0.
Let us start with step 1 which is showing that

Φr−1 ◦Ψ′
r

(
{(0, a1), . . . , (0, ar)}k′/k

)
= 0

Remark 4.16. This part of the argument is combinatorial and relies on keeping track of the
symbols which appear in the image of Φr−1. A similar counting argument we apply here
works in the analogous part of the general case. The point is if we have symbols of length
< r and ≥ r many variables in the ai, then sums of the above form will become 0. The
difference is that in the general case we will have multiple components of the symbols which
have elements coming from curves so the counting argument will require more complicated
notation.

We have by definition that

Ψ′
r

(
{(0, a1), . . . , (0, ar)}k′/k

)
=

r∑
j=0

(−1)r−j(πk′/k)∗

 ∑
1≤ν1<...<νj≤r

[p1 ×k′ (aν1 + . . .+ aνj)]k′

 .

By Proposition 4.10, we have

Φr−1

 r∑
j=0

(−1)r−j(πk′/k)∗

 ∑
1≤ν1<...<νj≤r

[p1 ×k′ (aν1 + . . .+ aνj)]k′


=

r∑
j=0

(−1)r−j

 ∑
1≤ν1<...<νj≤r

{(0, aν1 + . . .+ aνj), . . . , (0, aν1 + . . .+ aνj)︸ ︷︷ ︸
r−1

}k′/k

 .
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Using multilinearity in Sr(k; J1 × A), we can rewrite the above as

r∑
j=0

(−1)r−j

 ∑
1≤ν1<...<νj≤r

∑
−→
ℓ ∈{ν1,...,νj}r−1

{(0, aℓ1), . . . , (0, aℓr−1)}k′/k

 .

For each
−→
h ∈ {1, . . . , r}r−1 and 0 ≤ j ≤ r, define

M−→
h ,j

:= |{X ⊂ {1, . . . , r} : |X| = j,
−→
h ∈ Xr−1}|.

That is, M−→
h ,j

is the number of subsets of {1, . . . , r} of size j that contain every component

of
−→
h . Note that for a fixed

−→
h ∈ {1, . . . , r}, the number of times the symbol

{(0, ah1), . . . , (0, ahr−1)}k′/k

appears in the sum ∑
1≤ν1<...<νj≤r

∑
−→
ℓ ∈{ν1,...,νj}r−1

{(0, aℓ1), . . . , (0, aℓr−1)}k′/k

is equal to M−→
h ,j

.

Putting the above together, we get that

Φr−1

 r∑
j=0

(−1)r−j(πk′/k)∗

 ∑
1≤ν1<...<νj≤r

[p1 ×k′ (aν1 + . . .+ aνj)]k′


=

∑
−→
h ∈{1,...,r}r−1

(
r∑
j=0

(−1)r−jM−→
h ,j

{(0, ah1), . . . , (0, ahr−1)}k′/k

)
.

Thus, it suffices to show that for fixed
−→
h ∈ {1, . . . , r}r−1,

∑r
j=0(−1)r−jM−→

h ,j
= 0. A counting

argument shows that

M−→
h ,j

=

(
r − |{h1, . . . , hr−1}|
j − |{h1, . . . , hr−1}|

)
,

so we get

r∑
j=0

(−1)r−jM−→
h ,j

=
r∑

j=|{h1,...,hr−1}|

(−1)r−j
(
r − |{h1, . . . , hr−1}|
j − |{h1, . . . , hr−1}|

)
=

n∑
j=0

(−1)n−j
(
n

j

)
= 0

where n = r − |{h1, . . . , hr−1}|. The last equality is true, because n ≥ 1. This completes
step 1. Now for step 2 we need to show that

Φr−1 ◦Ψ′
r

{(∑
y∈C

ny[y], 0

)
, (0, a2) . . . , (0, ar)

}
k′/k

 = 0
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where y is a k′-rational point whenever ny ̸= 0. By definition we have that

Ψ′
r

{(∑
y∈C

ny[y], 0

)
, (0, a2) . . . , (0, ar)

}
k′/k


=

∑
y

ny

r−1∑
j=0

(−1)r−1−j(πk′/k)∗

 ∑
2≤ν1<......<νj≤r

[y ×k′ (aν1 + . . .+ aνj)]k′

 .

Remark 4.17. In the analogous part of the argument for the general case, the same idea will
apply. The idea is that we use the fact that the cycles coming from the curves have degree
0 along with multilinearity in Sr to kill the symbols.

In what follows, we will denote [y]k′ − [0]k′ by yk′ . By Proposition 4.10, we have

Φr−1

∑
y

ny

r−1∑
j=0

(−1)r−1−j(πk′/k)∗

 ∑
2≤ν1<...<νj≤r

[y ×k′ (aν1 + . . .+ aνj)]k′


= Trk′/k Φ

k′

r−1

∑
y

ny

r−1∑
j=0

(−1)r−1−j

 ∑
2≤ν1<...<νj≤r

[y ×k′ (aν1 + . . .+ aνj)]k′


=

r−1∑
j=0

(−1)r−1−j
∑

2≤ν1<...<νj≤r

∑
y

niy{(yk′ , aν1 + . . .+ aνj), . . . , (yk′ , aν1 + . . .+ aνj)︸ ︷︷ ︸
r−1

}k′/k

=
r−1∑
j=0

(−1)r−1−j
∑

2≤ν1<...<νj≤r∑
y

ny{(0, aν1 + . . .+ aνj) + (yk′ , 0), . . . , (0, aν1 + . . .+ aνj) + (yk′ , 0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
r−1

}k′/k.

After expanding and reordering using the multilinearity and symmetry of Sr(k; J1 × A), we
can rewrite the above as

r−1∑
j=0

(−1)r−1−j
∑

2≤ν1<...<νj≤r

r−1∑
ℓ=0

(
r − 1

ℓ

)
∑
y

ny{(yk′ , 0), . . . , (yk′ , 0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
ℓ

, (0, aν1 + . . .+ aνj), . . . , (0, aν1 + . . .+ aνj)︸ ︷︷ ︸
r−1−ℓ

}k′/k.

Thus it suffices to show for each 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r − 1,

r−1∑
j=0

(−1)r−1−j
∑

2≤ν1<...<νj≤r∑
y

ny{(yk′ , 0), . . . , (yk′ , 0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
ℓ

, (0, aν1 + . . .+ aνj), . . . , (0, aν1 + . . .+ aνj)︸ ︷︷ ︸
r−1−ℓ

}k′/k = 0.

In the case when ℓ = 0, the above terms in the sum do not depend on y, so the above sum
is 0 since

∑
y ny = 0 by assumption.
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So, it suffices to show for fixed 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ r − 1,

r−1∑
j=0

(−1)r−1−j
∑

2≤ν1<...<νj≤r

{(yk′ , 0), . . . , (yk′ , 0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
ℓ

, (0, aν1 + . . .+ aνj), . . . , (0, aν1 + . . .+ aνj)︸ ︷︷ ︸
r−1−ℓ

}k′/k = 0.

However, now we have r − 1 ai terms from the abelian variety and < r − 1 spots in the
symbol, so the same argument from step 1 applies (see Remark 4.16), and this sum is zero.
This completes step 2. □

Now we provide the proof in the case when d is any positive integer. The structure of the
proof is the same, but there is heavier notation and added complexity in the parts of the
proof which we indicate.

Proof of the general case. It suffices to prove the propostion for symbols of the form
0, . . . , 0,

∑
yi1

nyi1 [yi1 ], 0 . . . , , 0

 , . . . ,

0, . . . , 0,
∑
yis

nyis [yis ], 0, . . . , 0

 ,

(0, . . . , a1), . . . , (0, . . . , ar−s)

}
k′/k

where each yit is a k
′ rational point of (Ct)k′ if nyit ̸= 0 (see Remark 4.13). Because we will

now only deal with rational points we will denote cycles of the form

[p1 ×k′ . . .×k′ yi1 ×k′ . . .×k′ yis ×k′ . . .×k′ pd ×k′ a]k′

unambiguously by

[(p1, . . . , yi1 , . . . , yis , . . . , pd, a)]k′ .

Thus, by the alternative definition of the Ψ′
r map (Proposition 4.14) we need to show that∑

yi1

. . .
∑
yis

nyi1 · · ·nyis
r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−j

Φr−1

(πk′/k)∗

 ∑
1≤ν1<...<νj≤r

[(p1, . . . , yi1 , . . . , yis , . . . , pd, aν1 + . . .+ aνj)]k′

 = 0.

By Proposition 4.10, we have

Φr−1

(
(πk′/k)∗

(
[(p1, . . . , yi1 , . . . , yis , . . . , pd, aν1 + . . .+ aνj)]k′

))

= Trk′/k

(
Φk′

r−1

(
[(p1, . . . , yi1 , . . . , yis , . . . , pd, aν1 + . . .+ aνj)]k′

))
.
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Therefore, it suffices to assume that k′ = k. Denote yt := [yt]− [pt]. Then by definition,

Φr−1

(
[(p1, . . . , yi1 , . . . , yis , . . . , pd, aν1 + . . .+ aνj)]

)

=

{(
0, . . . , 0, yi1 , . . . , yis , . . . , 0, aν1 + . . .+ aνj

)
, . . .(

0, . . . , 0, yi1 , . . . , yis , . . . , 0, aν1 + . . .+ aνj

)}
k/k

.

So the above becomes∑
yi1

. . .
∑
yis

nyi1 · · ·nyis
r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−j
∑

1≤ν1<...<νj≤r−s{(
0, . . . , 0, yi1 , . . . , yis , . . . , 0, aν1 + . . .+ aνj

)
, . . .(

0, . . . , 0, yi1 , . . . , yis , . . . , 0, aν1 + . . .+ aνj

)}
k/k

.

Let Ni1 , . . . , Nis ∈ Z≥0 such that Ni1 + . . .+Nis ≤ r − 1. Then denote

X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , aν1 , . . . , aνj) := {(0, . . . , 0, yi1 , 0 . . . , 0), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, yi1 , 0 . . . , 0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ni1

, . . .

(0, . . . , 0, yis , 0 . . . , 0), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, yis , 0 . . . , 0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Nis

,

(0, . . . , aν1 + . . .+ aνj), . . . , (0, . . . , aν1 + . . .+ aνj)︸ ︷︷ ︸
r−1−Ni1

−...−Nis

}k/k.

Using this notation, by multilinearity and symmetry of symbols, the above becomes

∑
yi1

. . .
∑
yis

nyi1 · · ·nyis
r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−j
∑

1≤ν1<...<νj≤r−s∑
Ni1

+...+Nis≤r−1

βNi1
,...,Nis

X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , aν1 , . . . , aνj),

where βNi1
,...,Nis

:=
(
r−1
Ni1

)(
r−1−Ni1
Ni2

)
· · ·
(r−1−Ni1

−...−Nis−1

Nis

)
We will proceed in two steps. In the first step we consider the case when Ni1+. . .+Nis ≥ s.

Specifically, we prove that for fixed yi1 , . . . , yis and fixed Ni1 + . . .+Nis ≥ s, we have

r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−j
∑

1≤ν1<...<νj≤r−s

X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , aν1 , . . . , aνj) = 0.
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In the second step we consider the case when Ni1 + . . .+Nis < s. Specifically, we prove that
for fixed j, 1 ≤ ν1 < . . . < νj ≤ r − s, and Ni1 + . . .+Nis < s∑

yi1

. . .
∑
yis

nyi1 · · ·nyisX(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , aν1 , . . . , aνj) = 0.

Remark 4.18. These two cases mirror those of the proof when d = 1. The case of Ni1 +
. . . + Nis ≥ s is the same argument that is used in the first part of the proof of one curve.
We use a counting argument to show that all the relevant symbols vanish. The case of
Ni1 + . . . + Nis < s is analogous to step 2 of the proof when d = 1. Here we again use
multilinearity and the fact that the cycles coming from the curve are degree 0 to kill all of
the symbols.

Let us first consider the case whenNi1+. . .+Nis ≥ s. For
−→
ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , r−s}r−1−(Ni1

+...+Nis )

define symbols

X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , a1, . . . , ar−s)−→ℓ :={(0, . . . , 0, yi1 , 0 . . . , 0), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, yi1 , 0 . . . , 0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ni1

, . . .

(0, . . . , 0, yis , 0 . . . , 0), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, yis , 0 . . . , 0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Nis

,

(0, . . . , 0, aℓ1), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, aℓr−1−(Ni1
+...+Nis )

)}k/k.

Note that by multilinearity of symbols in Sr(k; J1 × . . .× Jd × A), we have that

X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , a1, . . . , ar) =
∑

−→
ℓ ∈{ν1,...,νj}

r−1−(Ni1
+...+Nis )

X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , a1, . . . , ar−s)−→ℓ .

Thus, we have that

r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−j
∑

1≤ν1<...<νj≤r−s

X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , aν1 , . . . , aνj)

=
r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−j
∑

1≤ν1<...<νj≤r−s

∑
−→
ℓ ∈{ν1,...,νj}

r−1−(Ni1
+...+Nis )

X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , a1, . . . , ar−s)−→ℓ .

However, there will be some cancellation, because the same vector
−→
ℓ can appear for two

different sets {ν1, . . . , νj} and {ν1, . . . , νj′}. To account for this, define the constants

M−→
ℓ ,j

:=
∣∣∣{Y ⊂ {1, . . . , r − s} : |Y | = j,

−→
ℓ ∈ Y r−1−(Ni1

+...+Nis )}
∣∣∣ .

Then
r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−j
∑

1≤ν1<...<νj≤r

X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , aν1 , . . . , aνj)

=
∑

−→
ℓ ∈{1,...,r−s}r−1−(Ni1

+...+Nis )

r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−jM−→
ℓ ,j
X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , a1, . . . , ar)−→ℓ .
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Thus it suffices to show that for fixed
−→
ℓ

r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−jM−→
ℓ ,j

= 0.

We have

M−→
ℓ ,j

=

(
r − s− |

−→
ℓ |

j − |
−→
ℓ |

)
,

so
r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−jM−→
ℓ ,j

=
r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−j
(
r − s− |

−→
ℓ |

j − |
−→
ℓ |

)
=

n∑
k=0

(−1)n−k
(
n

k

)
where n = r−s−|

−→
ℓ | and k = j−|

−→
ℓ |. The last sum is 0, because |

−→
ℓ | < r−s by assumption,

so n is positive. This completes step 1.

Remark 4.19 (Important). Suppose that we had applied Φr instead of Φr−1. Then in the
above we would have ended up with the sum∑

−→
ℓ ∈{1,...,r−s}r−(Ni1

+...+Nis )

r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−jM−→
ℓ ,j
X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , a1, . . . , ar)−→ℓ

rather than ∑
−→
ℓ ∈{1,...,r−s}r−1−(Ni1

+...+Nis )

r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−jM−→
ℓ ,j
X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , a1, . . . , ar)−→ℓ .

In this case we could have had |
−→
ℓ | = r − s, which would cause
r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−jM−→
ℓ ,j

= 1.

Since all X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , a1, . . . , ar)−→ℓ are equal as long as |
−→
ℓ | = r − s by symmetry of

symbols, we would get that
r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−j
∑

1≤ν1<...<νj≤r−s

X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , aν1 , . . . , aνj)

= (r − s)!{(0, . . . , 0, yi1 , 0 . . . , 0), . . . (0, . . . , 0, yis , 0 . . . , 0), (0, . . . , a1), . . . , (0, . . . , ar−s)}k/k.

Now let us consider the case when Ni1+. . .+Nis < s. This implies that for some 1 ≤ t ≤ s,
Nit = 0. In other words, the symbol

X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , aν1 , . . . , aνj)

is independent of yit . Therefore,∑
yi1

. . .
∑
yis

nyi1 · · ·nyisX(Ni1 , . . . , Niℓ , aν1 , . . . , aνj)

=
∑
yit

nyit

∑
yi1

. . .
∑
yis

nyi1 · · ·nyisX(Ni1 , . . . , Niℓ , aν1 , . . . , aνj)

 = 0
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because
∑

yit
nyit = 0 by assumption. This completes step 2. □

As a corollary of the proof we have the following:

Corollary 4.20. The composition Φr ◦Ψ′
r is given by multiplication by r!.

Remark 4.21. Note that the domain of Φr ◦Ψ′
r is

⊕
k′/k

r∏
i=1

J1(k
′)⊕ · · · ⊕ Jd(k

′)⊕ A(k′)

while the codomain is

Sr(k; J1 × . . .× Jd × A).

So the precise statement of the corollary is that for α ∈
⊕

k′/k

∏r
i=1 J1(k

′)⊕· · ·⊕Jd(k′)⊕A(k′),
Φr ◦Ψ′

r(α) = r!q(α) where

q :
⊕
k′/k

r∏
i=1

J1(k
′)⊕ · · · ⊕ Jd(k

′)⊕ A(k′) → Sr(k; J1 × . . .× Jd × A)

is the natural quotient.

Proof. Using the notation of the above proof, we computed that

Φr ◦Ψ′
r


0, . . . , 0,

∑
yi1

nyi1 [yi1 ], 0 . . . , , 0

 , . . . ,

0, . . . , 0,
∑
yis

nyis [yis ], 0, . . . , 0

 ,

(0, . . . , a1), . . . , (0, . . . , ar−s)

}
k′/k

=
∑
yi1

. . .
∑
yis

nyi1 · · ·nyis
r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−j
∑

1≤ν1<...<νj≤r−s∑
Ni1

+...+Nis≤r

βNi1
,...,Nis

X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , aν1 , . . . , aνj).

However, if Ni1 + . . . + Nis > s, then we fall into step 1 in the above proof and if any
Ni1 , . . . , Nis are 0, then we fall into step 2. Hence, we must have Ni1 = . . . = Nis = 1. In
this case β1,...,1 =

r!
(r−s)! . Also by the above proof (see Important Remark 4.19), in this case

r−s∑
j=0

(−1)r−s−j
∑

1≤ν1<...<νj≤r−s

X(Ni1 , . . . , Nis , aν1 , . . . , aνj)

= (r − s)!{(0, . . . , 0, yi1,k′ , 0 . . . , 0), . . . (0, . . . , 0, yis,k′ , 0 . . . , 0), (0, . . . , a1), . . . , (0, . . . , ar−s)}k′/k.
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Putting this together, we get

Φr ◦Ψ′
r


0, . . . , 0,

∑
yi1

nyi1 [yi1 ], 0 . . . , , 0

 , . . . ,

0, . . . , 0,
∑
yis

nyis [yis ], 0, . . . , 0

 ,

(0, . . . , a1), . . . , (0, . . . , ar−s)

}
k′/k

=
∑
yi1

. . .
∑
yis

nyi1 · · ·nyis
r!

(r − s)!
(r − s)!

{(0, . . . , 0, yi1,k′ , 0 . . . , 0), . . . (0, . . . , 0, yis,k′ , 0 . . . , 0), (0, . . . , a1), . . . , (0, . . . , ar−s)}k′/k
= r!{(0, . . . , 0,

∑
yi1

nyi1 [yi1 ], 0 . . . , 0), . . . (0, . . . , 0,
∑
yis

nyis [yis ], 0 . . . , 0),

(0, . . . , a1), . . . , (0, . . . , ar−s)}k′/k
where the last equality follows by multilinearity of symbols. □

Definition 4.22. The map

Ψr :
⊕
k′/k

r∏
i=1

J1(k
′)⊕ · · · ⊕ Jd(k

′)⊕ A(k′) → F rCH0(X)

F r+1CH0(X)

is defined as the composite⊕
k′/k

r∏
i=1

J1(k
′)⊕ · · · ⊕ Jd(k

′)⊕ A(k′)
Ψ′

r−→ F rCH0(X) → F rCH0(X)

F r+1CH0(X)
.

Now we are able to complete the proofs of the key lemmas.

Lemma 4.8. The map Ψr induces a group homomorphism

Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A) → F rCH0(X)/F r+1CH0(X).

Proof. LetH be the subgroup of
⊕

k′/k

∏r
i=1 J1(k

′)⊕· · ·⊕Jd(k′)⊕A(k′) such that the quotient

by H gives Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A). Let x ∈ H. Then by Corollary 4.20 Φr(Ψr(x)) =
r!x, which is in H. Therefore, Φr(Ψr(x)) = 0, so Ψr(x) = 0, because Φr is injective on
F rCH0(X)/F r+1CH0(X). □

Note that Corollary 4.20 and Lemma 4.8 imply Lemma 4.9.

24



5. Finiteness of the Filtration

In this section we show that F r(X) ⊗ Q = 0 for all r > dim(X) = d + g where g is the
dimension of A. First, we will need some preparation regarding specialization maps.

5.1. Specialization Maps. Let X be a smooth projective variety over k, and let K be a
function field in one variable over k. The for each place v of K there exist specialization
maps

sv : CH0(XK) → CH0(Xk(v))

where k(v) is the residue field of v defined as follows. Let Ov be the ring of integers of v.
Then XK → XOv is an open embedding and Xk(v) → XOv is a closed embedding. Then for
x ∈ CH0(XK), sv(x) is x ∩Xk(v) where x is the closure of x in XOv .
In the case that X is a curve with a rational point and J is its Jacobian, then under

the natural isomorphism Pic0(XE) ∼= J(E) for an extension E/k, the specialization map on
Chow groups agrees with the specialization map on points of the abelian variety defined in
Section 2.1. Moreover, if x ∈ X(K), then sv(x) ∈ X(k(v)), and the cycle class it defines in
CH0(Xk(v)) is sv([x]K) where [x]K is viewed as an element of CH0(XK).

Definition 5.1. Recall the map

Ψ′
r :
⊕
k′/k

r∏
i=1

J1(k
′)⊕ · · · ⊕ Jd(k

′)⊕ A(k′) → CH0(X)

from Definiton 4.1. Then define F r
ΨCH0(X) ⊂ CH0(X) to be the subgroup generated by the

images of Ψ′
j for all j ≥ r. That is

F r
ΨCH0(X) :=

〈⋃
j≥r

im(Ψ′
r)

〉
Note that F r

ΨCH0(X) defines a descending filtration on CH0(X). By Proposition 4.15,
F r
ΨCH0(X) ⊂ F rCH0(X).
The groups F r

ΨCH0(X) are analogues of Pontryagin powers of the degree 0 subgroup of
CH0(A) for an abelian variety A. In the case when d = 0, these two groups coincide.
Importantly for us, if A is an abelian variety of dimension g, and I is the degree 0 subgroup
of CH0(A), then

I⊙g+1 ⊗Q = 0

in CH0(A) ⊗ Q. This fact was proven by Bloch [Blo76] over algebraically closed fields.
Beauville proved it over C [Bea86] using different methods, and Deninger and Murre [MD91]
extended these techniques to arbitrary base fields.

Lemma 5.2. For every r > dim(X), F r
Ψ(X)⊗Q = 0.

Proof. By the definition of F r
Ψ(X) and Ψ′

r, it suffices to show that for r > dim(X) and fixed
0 ≤ s ≤ d, 1 ≤ j1 < . . . < js ≤ r, a1, . . . , ar ∈ A(k)

([a1]k′ − [0]k′)⊙ · · · ⊙ ̂([aj1 ]k′)⊙ · · · ⊙ ̂([ajs ]k′)⊙ · · · ⊙ ([ar]k′ − [0]k′) = 0.

This is true by the above since r − s ≥ r − d > dim(A). □

Therefore, it remains to verify the following proposition

Proposition 5.3. Over an arbitrary field, F rCH0(X)⊗Q = F r
ΨCH0(X)⊗Q.
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Before, we prove this proposition, we need some preliminaries. First note that by Propo-
sition 4.15, Φr induces a well-defined map

Φr : F
r
ΨCH0(X)/F r+1

Ψ CH0(X) → Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A).

Now denote by Ψr the composition⊕
k′/k

r∏
i=1

J1(k
′)⊕ . . . Jd(k

′)⊕ A(k′)
Ψ′

r−→ F r
ΨCH0(X) → F r

ΨCH0(X)/F r+1
Ψ CH0(X).

Lemma 5.4. Let k = k be algebraically closed. Then Ψr induces a well-define group homo-
morphism

Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A) → F r
ΨCH0(X)/F r+1

Ψ CH0(X).

Moreover, the composition

F r
ΨCH0(X)/F r+1

Ψ CH0(X)
Φr−→ Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A)

Ψr−→ F r
ΨCH0(X)/F r+1

Ψ CH0(X)

is multiplication by r!.

Proof. Consider the map

Ψ′
r :
⊕
k′/k

r∏
i=1

J1(k
′)⊕ · · · ⊕ Jd(k

′)⊕ A(k′) → F r
ΨCH0(X).

Our first step is to show that this induces a group homomorphism

Ψr : Sr(k; J1 × . . .× Jd × A) → F r
ΨCH0(X)/F r+1

Ψ CH0(X).

Let us first show that the above map is multilinear. By Proposition 4.11, it suffices to show
that

Ψr

(
{(0, . . . , 0, a1 + ã1), (z

2
1 , . . . , z

2
d, a2), . . . , (z

r
1, . . . , z

r
d, ar)}k′/k

)
=

Ψr

(
{(0, . . . , 0, a1), (z21 , . . . , z2d, a2), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
+Ψr

(
{(0, . . . , 0, ã1)(z21 , . . . , z2d, a2), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
.

For this it suffices to observe that

Ψr+1

(
{(0, . . . , 0, a1), (0, . . . , 0, ã1), (z21 , . . . , z2d, a2) . . . , . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
=

Ψr

(
{(0, . . . , 0, a1 + ã1), (z

2
1 , . . . , z

2
d, a2) . . . , . . . , (z

r
1, . . . , z

r
d, ar)}k′/k

)
−Ψr

(
{(0, . . . , 0, a1), (z21 , . . . , z2d, a2), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
−Ψr

(
{(0, . . . , 0, ã1)(z21 , . . . , z2d, a2), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}k′/k

)
.

Thus, Ψr induces a group homomorphism

Ψr :
⊕
k′/k

r⊗
i=1

J1(k
′)⊕ . . . Jd(k

′)⊕ A(k′) → F r
ΨCH0(X)/F r+1

Ψ CH0(X).

We want to show that the map Ψr induces a well-defined group homomorphism from
Sr(k; J1 × . . . × Jd × A). For the projection formula, there is nothing to show as k is

algebraically closed. Next, we need to show that Ψr factors through the quotient by Weil
relations. Let K be a function field in one variable, and for each place v of K let

siv : Ji(K) → Ji(kv)
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and
sAv : A(K) → A(k)

be the specialization maps. By Propositions 4.12 and 4.11, it suffices to show that for
f ∈ K×, zit ∈ Jit(K), and aj ∈ A(k)

Ψ′
r

∑
v place of K/k

ordv f{(0, . . . , 0, si1v (zi1), 0 . . . , 0), . . . ,
(
0, . . . , 0, sisv (zis), 0 . . . , 0

)
,

(0, . . . , 0, s1v(a1)), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, s
A
v (ar−s))}k(v)/k = 0.

We have,

Ψ′
r

∑
v∈K/k

ordv f{(0, . . . , 0, si1v (zi1), 0 . . . , 0), . . . ,
(
0, . . . , 0, sisv (zis), 0 . . . , 0

)
,

(0, . . . , 0, s1v(a1)), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, s
A
v (ar−s))}k(v)/k

=
∑

v place of K/k

ordv f(πk(v)/k)∗(W )

where

W =
(
pr∗1,k(v)([p1]k(v)) · · · pr∗i1,k(v)(s

i1
v zi1) · · · pr∗is,k(v)(s

is
v zis) · · · pr∗d,k(v)([pd]k(v))

)
· pr∗A,k(v)

 ⊙
j∈{1,...r−s}

([sAv (aj)]k(v) − [0]k(v))

 .

But by the remarks above,⊙
j∈{1,...r−s}

([sAv (aj)]k(v) − [0]k(v)) = sAv

 ⊙
j∈{1,...r−s}

([aj]K − [0]K)


where the specialization map on the right is now taken to be the specialization map on Chow
groups. By Proposition 20.3 and Corollary 20.3 of [Ful13], the above becomes∑

v place of K/k

ordv f(πk(v)/k)∗(s
X
v (Q))

where sXv is the specialization map on X and

Q =
(
pr∗1,K([p1]K) · · · pr∗i1,K(zi1) · · · pr

∗
is,K(zis) · · · pr

∗
d,K([pd]K)

)
· pr∗A,K

 ⊙
j∈{1,...r−s}

([aj]K − [0]K)

 .

And this is 0 by (2.2.1) of [RS00].
The fact Ψr is invariant under the action of the symmetric group is clear from the definition.

Thus, we have a map

Ψr : Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A) → F r
ΨCH0(X)/F r+1

Ψ CH0(X).

It remains to show that Ψr factors through Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd ×A). Since Ψr is multilinear
and invariant under the action of the symmetric group, this amounts to checking that for
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each 1 ≤ t ≤ d

Ψr

(
{(0, . . . , 0, z1t , 0, . . . , 0), (0, . . . , 0, z2t , 0, . . . , 0), (z31 , . . . , z3d, a3), . . . , (zr1, . . . , zrd, ar)}

)
= 0.

By the definition Ψr, the intersection product of each term in the sum will be 0, so the above
is 0. So we have the desired map.

Now we verify the second statement of the lemma. By Corollary 4.20, Ψ′
r ◦ Φr is mul-

tiplication by r!. Let α ∈ F r
ΨCH0(X)/F r+1

Ψ CH0(X). Then a representative of this coset
can be taken to Ψ′

r(β) for some β ∈ Sr(k; J1 × . . . × Jd × A). Therefore, Ψr ◦ Φr(α) =

Ψr ◦ Φr(Ψ
′
r(β)) = Ψr(r!β) = r!α □

Lemma 5.5. Let k = k be an algebraically closed field. Then F rCH0(X)⊗Q = F r
ΨCH0(X)⊗

Q.

Proof. Now we show that F rCH0(X)⊗Q = F r
ΨCH0(X)⊗Q by induction on r. In the case

that r = 1, F 1CH0(X) is by definition the set of degree 0 elements of CH0(X). This group
is generated by elements of the form [(x1, . . . , xd, a)] − [(p1, . . . , pd, 0)] with xi ∈ Ci(k) and
a ∈ A(k) (recall that k is algebraically closed). We show that this is an element of F 1

ΨCH0(X)
by induction on the number of xi which are not equal to pi. For the base case assume that
xi = pi for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Then we have that

Ψ′
1({(0, . . . , 0, a)}k/k) = [(p1, . . . , pd, a)]− [(p1, . . . , pd, 0)].

Now assume that for some 1 ≤ t ≤ d, and for some 1 ≤ i1 < . . . < it ≤ d xi1 = pi1 , . . . xit =
pit . Then writing out the definition of

Ψ′
t+1

(
{(0, . . . , [xi1 ]− [pi1 ], 0, . . . , 0), . . . , (0, . . . , [xit ]− [pit ], 0, . . . , 0), (0, . . . , 0, a)}k/k

)
we can see that there is a cycle of the form [(p1, . . . , xi1 , . . . , xit , . . . , pd, a)]− [(p1, . . . , pd, 0)]
and for all the terms in the remaining degree 0 zero-cycle there are < t components of the
curve which are different from the pi’s. So we conclude by the inductive hypothesis.
Now assume that F rCH0(X) ⊗ Q = F r

ΨCH0(X) ⊗ Q. Then consider the commutative
diagram

F rCH0(X)/F r+1CH0(X) Sr(k; J1 × . . .× Jd × A)

F r
ΨCH0(X)/F r+1

Ψ CH0(X).

Φr

q
Φr

where q is the natural quotient. By the inductive hypothesis, it suffices to show that q is
injective after tensoring with Q. Since k is algebraically closed, Sr(k; J1 × . . . × Jd × A)
is divisible, so the top map is an isomorphism. After tensoring with Q the diagonal map
becomes injective, since Ψr ◦ Φr = r!. Therefore, q is injective after tensoring with Q and
thus F r+1CH0(X)⊗Q = F r+1

Ψ CH0(X)⊗Q □

We also will require that our two filtrations F rCH0(X) and F r
ΨCH0(X) behave well with

respect to changes in the base field. If L/k is an arbitrary extension, then we claim that the
diagram

CH0(X) Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A)

CH0(XL) Sr(L;
(
J1 × · · · × Jd × A

)
L
)

Φr

π∗
L/k

resL/k

ΦL
r
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commutes. Indeed if z ∈ X is a closed point, then

ΦL
r (π

∗
L/k([z])) = ΦL

r

( ∑
w∈z×kSpecL

[w]

)
=

∑
w∈z×kSpecL

{(φX × L)(w), . . . , (φX × L)(w)}k(w)/L

=
∑

w∈z×kSpecL

{resk(w)/k(z)(φX(z)), . . . , resk(w)/k(z)(φX(z))}k(w)/L

= resL/k{φX(z), . . . , φX(z)}k(z)/k
= resL/k Φr([z]).

Therefore, π∗
L/k respects the filtration F rCH0(X).

Similarly, by the defintion of Ψ′
r and the functoriality of pushforward, we get that if L/k

is a finite extension, then the diagram

Sr(L;
(
J1 × . . .× Jd × A

)
L
) CH0(XL)

Sr(k; J1 × · · · × Jd × A) CH0(X)

TrL/k

ΨL′
r

(πL/k)∗

Ψ′
r

commutes. Therefore, (πL/k)∗ respects the filtration F r
ΨCH0(X).

Now we are ready to prove the proposition.

Proof. Let x ∈ F rCH0(X). Then let x ∈ F rCH0(Xk) be its image under the pullback.
Since F rCH0(Xk) ⊗ Q = F r

ΨCH0(Xk) ⊗ Q, we can write x =
∑

i qixi for some xi ∈
F r
ΨCH0(Xk). There exists some finite extension L such that all the xi are defined over
L and resL/k(x) =

∑
i qixi in CH0(XL). Then [L : k]x = TrL/k ◦ resL/k(x) =

∑
i qiTrL/k(xi).

Thus x ∈ F r
ΨCH0(X)⊗Q. □

6. Example: Chow Group of a Genus Two Curve and its Jacobian

In this section, we show how the filtration can be used to study the Albanese kernel and
produce rational equivalences in a special case.

Suppose k = k is algebraically closed for simplicity. Let C be a curve of genus 2 over k
and J be its Jacobian. Let the fixed point p1 ∈ C be a Weierstrass point and denote the
embedding determined by p1 by ι : C → J . We want to study the group CH0(X) where
X = C × J . Consider the filtration

CH0(X) = F 0CH0(X) ⊃ F 1CH0(X) ⊃ F 2CH0(X) ⊃ F 3CH0(X) ⊃ . . .

Since k is algebraically closed, F 2(X) is torsion free which was proven by Roitman [Roj80]
for the torsion prime to char(k) and proven for char(k) torsion by Milne [Mil82]. Since
F 4CH0(X) ⊗ Q = 0 by the previous section, we get that F 4CH0(X) = 0. Therefore, by
Theorem 1.1, we have

Z[1/3!]⊗ F 3CH0(X) ∼= Z [1/3!]⊗ S3(k; J × J).

This K-group is generated by symbols of the form

{([y1]− [p1], 0), (0, [y2]− [p1]), (0, [y3]− [p1])}
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and
{(0, [y1]− [p1]), (0, [y2]− [p1]), (0, [y3]− [p1])}.

Applying Ψ3 to symbols of the second form, we get

Ψ3({(0, [y1]− [p1]), (0, [y2]− [p1]), (0, [y3]− [p1])}) = ([a1]− [0])⊙ ([a2]− [0])⊙ ([a3]− [0])

where ai = [yi]−[pi]. However, as mentioned in Section 5, ([a1]−[0])⊙([a2]−[0])⊙([a3]−[0]) =
0 in CH0(J) since dim(J) = 2.

Therefore, the group Z[1/3!]⊗ F 3CH0(X) is generated by cycles of the form

[(y1, ι(y2) + ι(y3))]− [(y1, ι(y2))]− [(y1, ι(y3))] + [(y1, 0)]

− [(p1, ι(y2) + ι(y3))] + [(p1, ι(y2))] + [(p1, ι(y3))]− [(p1, 0)]

where y1, y2, y3 ∈ C(k). We also claim that if yi = yj for any i ̸= j, then cycles of the above
form are 0 in the Chow group. To see this, it suffices to show that

{([y1]− [p1], 0), (0, [y2]− [p1]), (0, [y3]− [p1])} = 0

in the group Z [1/3!] ⊗ S3(k; J × J) if yi = yj for i ̸= j. Let us assume that y1 = y2.
Since p1 is a Weierstrass point by assumption, [y1] + [x] − 2[p1] is the divisor of a function
f ∈ k(C)× where x is the image of y1 under the hyperelliptic involution. We define three
maps g1, g2, g3 : J × J as follows. The map g1 is ι × 0, g2 is 0 × ι, and g3 is 0 on the
first component and the constant map to [y3] − [p1] on the second component. Then Weil
reciprocity with these three maps and the divisor [y1]+ [x]−2[p1] gives the following relation
in S3(k; J × J).

0 = {([y1]− [p1], 0), (0, [y1]− [p1]), (0, [y3]− [p1])}+ {([x]− [p1], 0), (0, [x]− [p1]), (0, [y3]− [p1])}
= {([y1]− [p1], 0), (0, [y1]− [p1]), (0, [y3]− [p1])}+ {−([y1]− [p1], 0),−(0, [y1]− [p1]), (0, [y3]− [p1])}
= 2{([y1]− [p1], 0), (0, [y1]− [p1]), (0, [y3]− [p1])}.

But since we have inverted 2 in Z [1/3!]⊗S3(k; J×J), 2{([y1]−[p1], 0), (0, [y1]−[p1]), (0, [y3]−
[p1])} = 0 implies {([y1]− [p1], 0), (0, [y1]− [p1]), (0, [y3]− [p1])} = 0.
Now let us consider the next quotient which is F 2CH0(X)/F 3CH0(X). By Theorem 1.1,

we have that

Z [1/2]⊗ F 2CH0(X)

F 3CH0(X)
∼= Z [1/2]⊗ S2(k; J × J).

The K-group is generated by symbols of the form

{([y1]− [p1], 0), (0, [y2]− [p1])}
and

{(0, [y1]− [p1]), (0, [y2]− [p1])}
for y1, y2 ∈ C(k). Thus, Z [1/2]⊗ F 2CH0(X)/F 3CH0(X) is generated by cycles of the form

[(y1, ι(y2))]− [(y1, 0)]− [(p1, ι(y2))] + [(p1, 0)]

and
[(p1, ι(y1) + ι(y2))]− [(p1, ι(y1)]− [(p1, ι(y2))] + [(p1, 0)].

A similar computation to the one performed above shows that for y1 ∈ C(k),

[(y1, ι(y1))]− [(y1, 0)]− [(p1, ι(y1))] + [(p1, 0)] = 0

in F 2CH0(X)/F 3CH0(X) and in fact this cycle is trivial in F 2CH0(X) which can be seen by
looking at its image under the map Φ2.
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We also note that by the definition of S2(k; J × J) (Definition 2.2), we have that

S2(k; J × J) ∼= K(k; J, J)⊕ S2(k; J).

Raskind and Spiess show in [RS00] that K(k; J, J) ∼= F 2CH0(C × C) and Gazaki shows
in [Gaz15] that Z[1/2] ⊗ S2(k; J) ∼= Z[1/2] ⊗ F 2CH0(J) where we take F 2 to denote the
Albanese kernel. Therefore, the above shows that

Z[1/2]⊗ F 2CH0(X)/F 3CH0(X) ∼= Z[1/2]⊗
(
F 2CH0(C × C)⊕ F 2CH0(J)

)
.

This example demonstrates that the filtration allows us to break the group F 2CH0(X) into
smaller pieces and study each of them separately. The K-groups allow us to easily determine
generators for the successive quotients. Also, the relations coming from Weil Reciprocity in
the K-groups can help us to write down relations in the Albanese kernel F 2CH0(X) coming
from rational equivalence.

In order to attempt to fully understand these successive quotients, considerations about
the base field must be taken into account. For example, over C we know by the work
of Mumford [Mum69], we know that F 2CH0(C × C) and F 2CH0(J) are both huge. So
F 2CH0(X)/F 3CH0(X) will be as well by the above. However, over Q conjectures of Beilinson
and Bloch [Bei06] [Blo84] predict that F 2CH0(X) should be 0. It is easy to check by the
above that if F 2CH0(C × C) and F 2CH0(J) are 0, then so is F 2CH0(X), but neither case
is known. Gazaki and Love have studied the Albanese kernel for Abelian surfaces over Q
in [GL23]. In particular, they are able to produce many rational equivalences coming from
hyperelliptic curves mapping to the abelian surface when it is isomorphic to a product of
elliptic curves E × E ′.
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