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The theory of linear equivalence relation in the algebraic geo-
metry has been hitherto developed principally for divisors on varie-
ties. In the present paper an attempt is made to generalize this
theory to the case of cycles of arbitrary dimensions. In \S 1, we shall
define such equivalence and show that all properties announced by
A. Weil in his book “ Foundations of Algebraic Geometry ‘’ as neces-
sary properties of such equivalence are satisfied.

Linear equivalence of two cycles $X,$ $Y$ will be denoted by $X\sim Y$.
Functions $f(X)$ (generally with rational integral values) of cycles
with the property: ‘ $X\sim Y$ implies $f(X)=f(Y)$ ’ will be called linear
invariant. For instance, the ranks of complete linear systems or the
indices of speciality of divisors on a curves are linear invariant.

In \S 2, we shall deal with cycles $\mathfrak{a}$ of dimension zero on a
product variety of complete non-singular curves $\Gamma_{i},$ $1\leqq i\leqq n$, and
introduce a linear invariant $1(\mathfrak{a})$ in generalization of the rank of
complete linear system in case $n=1$ .

In \S 3, we consider cycles $\mathfrak{a}$ of dimension zero on an abelian
variety. Using the result of \S 2, we define a linear invariant $l(\mathfrak{a})$

and $\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a}),$ $1\leqq i\leqq n$ . We define further the index $d$ and the pseudo-
genus $g$ of an abelian variety. $l(\mathfrak{a})$ can be written in the form:

$ l(\mathfrak{a})=d^{n}(\deg \mathfrak{a})^{n}+d^{n-1}\beta_{1}(\mathfrak{a})(\deg \mathfrak{a})^{n-1}+\cdots+d^{n-i}\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})(\deg \mathfrak{a})^{n-i}+\cdots$

$+\cdots+\beta_{n}(\mathfrak{a})$ , and if $\deg \mathfrak{a}$ is sufficiently large, $\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})$ becomes a constant
$t-1)^{i}$ (in) $(g-1)^{i}$.

In \S 4, we prove the birational invariance of these $l(\mathfrak{a}),$ $\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a}),$ $g$,
and $d$.

As to the notations and terminologies, we follow the usage in
Weil [1], [2], [3].
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\S 1. Linear equivalence relation

We shall first define a linear equivalence relation between cycles

of arbitrary dimensions of a variety $U$.
DEFINITION. Let $X$ be a cycle of dimension $r$ on a variety $U$ of

dimension $n,$ $r+1\leqq n$ . We call $X$ linearly equivalent to zero, and

write $X\sim O$ on $U$ if $X$ can be written in the form $\sum_{i=1}^{m}a_{i}A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{i})$ , where

$\varphi_{i}$ are $m$ functions on $U,$ $A_{i}$ are $m$ subvarieties of $U$, of dimension
$r+1$ , and $a_{i}$ are $m$ rational integers. If $X,$ $Y$ are two cycles of
dimension $r$ on $U$ and $X-Y\sim O$ , then we write $X\sim Y$ and call $X,$ $Y$

linearly equivalent to each other on $U$.
In order to deduce some properties of cycles, which are linearly

equivalent to zero, we need the following lemmas.
LEMMA 1. Let $V$ be a subvariety of a variety $U$, and $\varphi$ be a

function on V. Then there exists a function $\psi$, which induces $\varphi$ on $V$.
PROOF. Let $k$ be a common field of definition of $U,$ $V$, and $\varphi$ ;

let $M,$ $N$ be generic points of $U,$ $V$ respectively over $k$ , then $\varphi(N)$ is

an element of $k(N)$ , and it can be written in the form
$f(N_{\alpha})-$ , where
$g(N_{\alpha})$

$N_{\alpha}$ is a representative of $N$, and $f(X),$ $g(X)$ are polynomials with
coefficients in $k$. $N_{\alpha}$ is a generic point of a representative $V_{\alpha}$ of $V$.
Let $U_{\alpha}$ be the representative of $U$ and $M_{\alpha}$ the representative of $M$.
Then $M_{\alpha}$ is a generic point of $U_{\alpha}$ and $z=f(M_{\alpha})$ is an element of

$g(M_{\alpha})$

$k(M_{\alpha})$ : because the denominator of $z$ is not zero. Therefore there
exists the function $\psi$ on $U$, defined over $k$, such that $\psi(M)=z$ , and
obviously this function $\psi$ induces $\varphi$ on $V$.

LEMMA 2. Let $V$ be a simple subvariety of $U$, of dimension $r$.
We suppose that every simple subvariety of $V$ is simple on $U$, and
every simple subvariety of $U$, contained in $V$ is simple on V. $We$

suppose further more that every simple subvariety of $U$ of dimension
$r-1$ contained in $V$, has a representative in the fixed representative $U_{\alpha}$

of U. Let $\varphi$ be a function on $U$, defined along V. Then there exists
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a function $\overline{\varphi}$ on $U$ satisfying the following conditions: $(\varphi)\cdot V=(\overline{\varphi})\cdot V$

and $(\overline{\varphi})_{0}\cdot V,$ $(\overline{\varphi})_{\infty}\cdot V$ have no common component.
PROOF. Let $k$ be a common field of definition of $\varphi,$ $U$, and $V$,

which is algebraically closed. Let $M,$ $N$ be generic points of $U,$ $V$

respectively, and $\psi$ be the function induced by $\varphi$ on $V$. As $\psi(N)=$

$\varphi(N)$ is an element of $k(N),$ $\psi(N)$ can be written in the form $ f_{\frac{(N}{g(N}}\alpha)_{\overline{)}}\alpha$

where $N_{\alpha}$ is the representative of $N$ in $U_{a}$ , and $f(X),$ $g(X)$ are poly-
nomials with coefficients in $k$. The function $\psi$ is defined along every
simple subvariety of $V$, of dimension $r-1$ , (cf. Weil [1] VIII prop.
5) and from the assumption, every such a subvariety of $V$ and so its
generic point has a representative in $U_{\alpha}$ and accordingly $f(X),$ $ g(X\rangle$

do not take zero at the same time at representives of generic points
of every simple subvariety of $V$, of dimension $r-1$ in $U_{a}$ . If we
put $z=f(M_{\alpha})$ , where $M_{\alpha}$ is the representative of $M$ in $U_{\alpha}$ , then $z$

$g(M_{\alpha})$

is an element of $k(M)$ , and it defines a function $\overline{\varphi}$ on $U$ over $k$ .
This function $\overline{\varphi}$ satisfies the required conditions. Namely, with re-
spect to the first assertion, it is obvious from the definition of $\overline{\varphi}$ and
Weil [1] VIII th. 4. As for the second assertion, we shall show the
absurdity of the assertion that $(\overline{\varphi})_{0}\cdot V$ and $(\overline{\varphi})_{\infty}\cdot V$ have a common
component $C$. Under this assumption, it would follow from Weil [1]
VIII th. 1, the function $\overline{\varphi}$ is not defined along $C$.

Let $P$ be a generic point of $C$ over $k$ ; then it has the repre-
sentative $P_{\alpha}$ in $U_{\alpha}$ , and we have $f(P_{\alpha})=0,$ $g(P_{\alpha})=0$ . But it is im-
possible since $C$ is also simple on $V$. This prove our lemma.

LEMMA 3. Let $U$ be a non-singular variety, $V$ a complete non-
singular variety, and $A$ a subvariety of dimension $r$, of $U\times V$ whose
projection $A^{\prime}$ on $U$ is itself non-singular.

Let $\varphi$ be a function on $U\times V$, which induces a function, other than
constant zero, on A. If the projection of $A$ on $U$ does not have the
dimension $r-1$ , then there exists a function $\psi$ on $U$, such that $pr_{U}A\cdot(\varphi)$

$=A^{\prime}\cdot(\psi)$ .
PROOF. The function $\theta$ on $A^{\prime}\times V$ induced by $\varphi$ is obviously not

a constant zero. As $A^{\prime}\times V$, and $U\times V$ are non-singular, we have, by
virtue of Weil [1] VII th. 18 cor., $A\cdot(\varphi)=(A\cdot(\theta))_{A’ xV}$ where $(\cdot)_{A’ xV}$

means the intersection-product on $A^{\prime}\times V$ and therefore we have
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$pr_{U}A\cdot(\varphi)=pr_{A^{\prime}}\{A\cdot(\theta)\}_{A^{\prime}\times V}$.
If $[A:A^{\prime}]=0$ , then from our assumption follows that the dimen-

sion of $A^{\prime}$ is strictly smaller than that of $A\cdot(\varphi)$ , thus we have
$p_{\gamma_{A^{\prime}}}$ A. $(\varphi)=0$ .

This means that $pr_{U}A\cdot(\varphi)$ can be considered as the intersection
of $A^{\prime}$ and a divisor of a constant function on $U$.

If $[A:A^{\prime}]$ is not zero, then there exists a function $\eta$ such that
$pr_{A},$ $A\cdot(\theta)=(\eta)$ , by virture of Weil [1] VIII th. 7, as $A$ is simple on
$A^{\prime}\times V$. From lemma 1 and Weil [1] VIII th. 4, there exists a func-
tion $\psi$ on $U$, such that $(\eta)=A^{\prime}\cdot(\psi)$ .

Therefore we have $pr_{U}A\cdot(\varphi)=A^{\prime}\cdot(\psi)$ .
PROPOSITION 1. Let $U$ and $V$ be two varieties, and $X$ a cycle

of $U$, which is linearly equivalent to zero on U. Then $X\times V$ is linearly
equivalent to zero on $U\times V$.

PROOF. By linearity of the product of varieties, we may assume
that the cycle $X$ is of the form $(\varphi)\cdot A$ , where $\varphi$ is a function on $U$,
and $A$ is a subvariety of $U$. Let $k$ be a common field of definition
of $U,$ $V,$ $A$ , and $\varphi$ ; let $M\times N$ be a generic point of $U\times V$ over $k$,
where $M,$ $N$ are the generic points of $U,$ $V$ respectively. Then there
exists a function $\psi$ on $U\times V$, defined over $k$ , such that $\psi(M\times N)=$

$\varphi(M)$ , and $(\psi)=(\varphi)\times V$, by Weil [1] VIII th. 1 cor. 1. As $(\varphi)\cdot A$ is
defined, $((\varphi)\times V)\cdot(A\times V)$ is also defined. Therefore we have $((\varphi)\cdot A)$

$\times V=((\varphi)\times V)\cdot(A\times V)=(\psi)\cdot(A\times V)$ .
PROPOSITION 2. Let $U$ be a non-singular variety, and $V$ a sub-

variety of $U$, which is itself non-singular. Let $X$ be a cycle of $U$,
which $is\sim 0$ on U. If there exist $m$ functions $\varphi_{i},$ $m$ subvarieties $A_{i}$ ,

and $m$ integers $a_{j}$ , such that $\sum_{i=1}^{m}a_{i}A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{i})=X$, and $A_{i}\cdot V,$ $(A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{i})_{0})\cdot V$,
$(A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{i})_{\infty})\cdot V$ are defined for every $i$, then the cycle $X\cdot V\sim 0$ on $V$.

Proof. As $A_{i}\cdot V,$ $((\varphi_{i})_{0}\cdot A_{i})\cdot V,$ $((\varphi_{i})_{\infty}\cdot A_{i})\cdot V$ are all defined, we
have X. $ V=(\sum_{i=1}^{m}a_{i}A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{i}))\cdot V=(\sum_{i=1}^{m}a_{i}A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{i})_{0}-\sum_{i=1}^{m}a_{i}A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{i})_{\infty})\cdot V=\sum_{e=1}^{m}a_{i}(A_{i}\cdot$

$(\varphi_{i})_{0})\cdot V-\sum_{=l1}^{m_{\urcorner}}a_{i}(A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{j})_{\infty})\cdot V=\sum_{i=1}^{m}a_{i}A_{i}\cdot((\varphi_{i})_{0}\cdot V)-\sum_{=l1}^{m}a_{i}A_{i}\cdot((\varphi_{i})_{\infty}\cdot V)=$

$\sum_{z=1}^{m}a_{i}A_{i}\cdot((\varphi_{i})_{0}\cdot V-(\varphi_{i})_{\infty}\cdot V)=\sum_{=l1}^{m}a_{i}A_{l}\cdot((\varphi_{j})\cdot V)$ , by Weil [1] VII th. 10 and

its cor. Let $\psi_{i}$ be a function induced by $\varphi_{i}$ on $V$, then we have



184 A. HIRAI

$X\cdot V=\sum_{=l1}^{m}a_{i}A_{i}\cdot(\psi_{i})$ . From the assumption that $U$ and $V$ are both

non-singular, we have by virtue of Weil VII th. 18 cor., $X\cdot V=$

$\sum_{l=1}^{m}a_{i}A_{i}\cdot(\psi_{i})=\sum_{\approx l1}^{m}a_{i}((A_{i}\cdot V)\cdot(\psi_{i}))_{V}$, where the right side means the inter-

section-product of (A. $V$ ) and $(\psi_{l})$ on $V$. This proves our proposition.
To show a corollary of this proposition, we introduce the follow-

ing definition.
DEFINITION. Let $X$ be a cycle of dimension $r,$ $\sim 0$ on a variety

$U$ of dimension $n,$ $r+1\leqq n$ , so that $X=\sum_{i-1}^{m}a_{i}A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{i})$ , where $a_{i}$ are $m$

rational integers, $\varphi_{t}$. are $m$ functions on $U$, and $A_{i}$ are $m$ subvarie-
ties of dimension $r+1$ . If $A_{i}$ are all non-singular varieties, then $X$

will be called linearly equivalent to zero on $U$ in strong sense, and
we shall write $X\approx O$ on $U,$ $X\approx Y$ on $U$ will mean $X-Y\approx O$ on $U$.

COROLLARY. Let $U$ be a non-singular variety, $V$ a subvariety
of $U$, which is itself non-singular, and $X$ a cycle of dimension $r,$

$\approx 0$

on $U$, so that $X=\sum_{i=1}^{n;}a_{i}A_{l}\cdot(\varphi_{i})$ and $A_{i}$ are non-singular. Suppose further-
more that every subvariety of $U$ of dimension $r$ contained in some $A_{i}$

has a representative in a fixed representative $U_{\alpha}$ of U. If $A_{i}\cdot V$,
$(A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{i}))\cdot V$ are defined for every $i$, then $X\cdot V\sim 0$ on $V$.

PROOF. From lemma 2, there exist $m$ functions $\overline{\varphi}_{i}$ on $U$, such
that $A_{i}\cdot(\overline{\varphi}_{i})=A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{i})$ , and $A_{i}\cdot(\overline{\varphi}_{i})_{0},$ $A_{j}\cdot(\overline{\varphi}_{i})_{\infty}$ have no common com-
ponent.

Therefore the fact that $(A_{i}\cdot(\overline{\varphi}))\cdot V$ is defined implies that
$(A_{i}\cdot(\overline{\varphi}_{i})_{0})\cdot V,$ $(A_{i}\cdot(\overline{\varphi}_{i})_{\infty})\cdot V$ are both defined for every $i$, and our corol-
lary follows from proposition 2.

PROPOSITION 3. Let $U$ be a variety, and $Y$ a cycle on U. Let $X$

be a cycle of $U$, which is $\sim 0$ on $U$, so that it can be written in the

form $\sum_{i=1}^{m}a_{i}A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{l}\cdot)$ , in such a way that $A_{i}\cdot Y,$ $(A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{i})_{0})\cdot Y$, and $(A_{i}\cdot$

$(\varphi_{i})_{\infty})\cdot Y$ are defined. Then X. $Y\sim O$ on $U$.
This is an immediate consequence of Weil II th. 10, and its cor.
$CoROLLARY$ . Let $U$ be a non singular $ variet\gamma$ and $Y$ a cycle on

U. Let $X$ be a cycle of dimension $r$ on $U$, which $is\approx 0$ on $U$ so that

it can be written in the form $\sum_{z=1}^{m}a_{i}A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{i})$ , where $A_{i}$ are themselves
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non-singular. Suppose that every subvariety of dimension $r$ of $U$, which
is contained in some $A_{i}$ , has a representative in a fixed representative
$U_{\alpha}$ of U. Then, if $A_{i}\cdot Y$ and $(A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{i}))\cdot Y$ are defined for every $i$,
$X\cdot Y\sim 0$ on $U$.

PROOF. By lemma 2, there exist $m$ function $\overline{\varphi}_{i}$ , such that $A_{i}\cdot(\overline{\varphi}_{i})$

$=A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{i})$ , and $A_{i}\cdot(\overline{\varphi}_{i})_{0},$ $A_{i}\cdot(\overline{\varphi}_{i})_{\infty}$ have no common component. $(A_{i}\cdot$

$(\overline{\varphi}_{i})_{0})\cdot Y$ and $(A_{i}\cdot(\overline{\varphi}_{i})_{\infty})\cdot Y$ are defined at the same time as $(A_{i}\cdot(\overline{\varphi}_{i}))Y$,
and our corollary follows from proposition 3.

PROPOSITION 4. Let $U$ be a non singular variety and $V$ a complete
non-singular variety. Let $X$ be a cycle on $U\times V$ of dimension $r$, which
$is\sim 0$ on $U\times V$, so that it can be written in the form $\sum_{i=1}^{m}a_{i}A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{i})$ ,
where the projections $A_{i}^{\prime}$ of $A_{i}$ on $U$ are also non-singular. If the
dimensions of $A_{i}^{\prime}$ are not equal to $r$ , then $pr_{U}X\approx 0$ on $U$.

PROOF. From lemma 3, there exist $m$ functions $\psi_{j}$ such that
$pr_{U}A_{i}\cdot(\varphi_{i})=A_{i}^{\prime}\cdot(\psi_{\iota}\cdot)$ . Then, by the linearity of algebraic projection,

we have $pr_{U}X=\sum_{=l1}^{m}a_{i}A_{i}^{\prime}\cdot(\psi_{i})$ .
$CoROLLARY$ . Let $\Gamma$ be a non-singular curve, and $V$ a complete

non-singular variety. Let $X$ be a cycle of dimension zero, which $is\sim 0$

on $\Gamma\times V$. Then $pr_{U}X\sim 0$ on $r$ .
PROOF. By linearity of algebraic projection, we may assume

that $X$ has a form $A\cdot(\varphi)$ , where $A$ is a subvariety of $\Gamma\times V$ of
dimension 1 and $\varphi$ is a function on $\Gamma\times V$. If the projection of $A$ on
$\Gamma$ has the dimension 1, our corollary follows immediately from pro-
position 4. If the projection of $A$ on $\Gamma$ has the dimension zero, the
subvariety $A$ is of the form $P\times B$, where $P$ is a point of $\Gamma$ , and $B$

is a subvariety of $V$. As $(\varphi)\cdot(P\times B)$ is defined, by Weil [1] VIII th.
4, $\varphi$ induces the function $\psi$ on $P\times B$. Let $k$ be a common field of
definition of $B,$ $\psi,$ $\Gamma$ , and $V$, and $P\times Q$ a generic point of $P\times B$ over
$k$ . Let $\theta$ be a function on $B$ defined over $k(P)$ by $\theta(Q)=\psi(P\times Q)$ ,
and let $\Lambda_{\psi},$ $\Lambda_{\theta}$ be graphs of $\psi,$ $\theta$ respectively. Then we have $\Lambda_{\psi}=$

$P\times A_{\theta}$ , and hence, from Weil [1] VIII th. 4, we have $(\varphi)\cdot(P\times B)=$

$pr_{\Gamma xV}\Lambda_{\psi}\cdot(\Gamma\times V\times\Theta)=P\times pr_{V}\Lambda_{\theta}\cdot(V\times\Theta)$ . On the other hand, $\deg$

$\Lambda_{\theta}\cdot(V\times\Theta)=0$ follows from Weil [1] VII th. 13. Hence we have
$pr_{\Gamma}(\varphi)\cdot(P\times B)=0$ .

PROPOSITION 5. Let $U$ be a variety of dimension $n,$ $V$ a complete $\cdot$
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non-singular variety, and $X$ a $cycle\sim 0$ on $U$, so that it can be written
in the form $X=\sum_{i=1}^{m}(\varphi_{i})\cdot A_{i}$. Let $W$ be a subvariety of dimension $n$ of
$U\times V$ with the projection $U$ on U. If $W\cdot(X\times V)$ , and every $W\cdot(A_{i}\times V)$

are defined, and all the components of $W\cdot(A, \times V)$ are all non-singular
and have the projection $A_{i}$ on $U$ for every $i$, then we have $pr_{V}W\cdot(X$

$\times V)\sim 0$ on $V$.
PROOF. As $W\cdot(A_{i}\times V)$ is defined, $(W\cdot(A_{i}\times V))\cdot((\varphi_{i})\times V)$ is also

defined. In fact, if it were not defined, then one of the components
of $W\cdot(A_{i}\times V)$ should be contained in one of the components of $(\varphi_{i})$

$\times V$. In considering the projection on $U$, we see that $A_{i}$ is contained
in some component of $(\varphi_{i})$ . But this is impossible since $A_{j}\cdot(\varphi_{i})$ is

defined. Therefore we have $W\cdot(X\times V)=\sum_{i=1}^{m}W\cdot((A_{i}\times V)\cdot((\varphi_{i})\times V))$

$=\sum_{i=1}^{m}(W\cdot(A_{i}\times V))\cdot((\varphi_{j})\times V)$ , and $pr_{V}W\cdot(X\times V)\sim 0$ follows from pro-

$position.4$ .

\S 2. Product varieties of complete non-singular curves
1. Let $\Gamma_{i}$ $1\leqq i\leqq n$ be $n$ complete non-singular curves. In this

\S , we have a generalization of Riemann-Roch theorem on a product
variety $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ of these curves $\Gamma_{i}$ in view. From now on we
take the universal domain $\Omega$ as a field of constant functions.

DEFINITION. Let $\varphi$ be a function on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ defined over a
field $k$ over which $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ is defined, and let $M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{n}$ be a
generic point of $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ over $k$ . Then there exists a uniquely
determined function

$\varphi_{\Gamma_{i}}$
defined over $k(M_{1},\cdots, M_{i-1}, M_{i+1},\cdots, M_{n})$ such

that $\varphi_{\Gamma_{i}}(M_{i})=\varphi(M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{n})$ (cf. Weil [1] VIII prop. 6). We call
$\varphi_{\tau_{i}}$

the restriction of $\varphi$ on $\Gamma_{i}$.
Let $\mathfrak{a}$ be a cycle of dimension zero on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ , and $L(\mathfrak{a})$ the

set of all functions $\varphi$ on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ , such that $(\varphi_{\Gamma_{i}})\succ-\mathfrak{a}_{i}$ for every
$i$, where $\varphi_{\Gamma_{i}}$

is the restriction of $\varphi$ on $\Gamma_{i}$ , and $\mathfrak{a}_{i}$ is the projection of
$\mathfrak{a}$ on $\Gamma_{t}$ .

PROPOSITION 1. Let $\Gamma_{1},\cdots,$ $\Gamma_{n}$ be $n$ complete non-singular curves,
and $\mathfrak{a}$ a cycle of dimension $0$ on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ . Then $L(\mathfrak{a})$ is a $\Omega$-module.

PROOF. This is an immediate consequence of the fact that $(\varphi$
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$+\psi)_{r_{i}}=\varphi_{\tau_{i}}+\psi_{r_{i}}$ and $(c\varphi)_{\tau_{i}}=c\varphi_{\tau_{i}}$ .
LEMMA 1. Let $V_{1},\ldots,$ $V_{n}$ be $n$ varieties and $\theta_{i}$ a function on $V_{j}$

for every $i$. Then there exists a function $\varphi$ on $V_{1}\times\cdots\times V_{n}$ , whose
restriction on $V_{i}$ has the same divisor as that of $\theta_{i}$ for every $i$.

PROOF. Let $k$ be a common field of definition of $\theta_{1},\cdots,$ $\theta_{n}$ , and
$V_{1},\cdots,$ $V_{n}$ and let $M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{n}$ be a generic point of $V_{1}\times\cdots\times V_{n}$ over
the field $k$, where $M_{i}$ is a generic point of $V_{i}$ . If we put $z_{i}=\theta_{i}(M_{i})$ ,
$z_{i}$ is an element of $k(M_{i})$ , and its product $w=z_{1}\cdots z_{n}$ is an element of
$k(M_{1},\ldots, M_{n})$ .

Then there exists a function $\varphi$ on $V_{1}\times\cdots\times V_{n}$ , such that $\varphi(M_{1}\times$

$...\times M_{n})=w$. By definition, $\varphi_{V_{i}}$ is defined over the field $k(M_{1},\cdots,$ $M_{i-1}$ ,
$M_{i+1},\cdots,$ $M_{n}$ ). But as $M_{1},\cdots,$ $M_{n}$ are independent over $k,$ $M_{i}$ is a generic
point of $V_{i}$ over the field $k(M_{1},\cdots, M_{i-1}, M_{i+1}, M_{n})$ . Therefore the
functions $\zeta_{j}$ on $V_{i}$ defined by $\zeta_{J}(M_{p})=z_{j}$ over the field $k(M_{1},\cdots,$ $M_{i-1}$ ,
$M_{i+1},\cdots,$ $M_{n}$ ) are constant functions on $V_{i}$ for all $j\neq i$, and $\varphi_{i}$ can be
written in the form $\varphi_{i}=\zeta_{1}\cdots\zeta_{i-1}\zeta_{i+1}\cdots\zeta_{n}\cdot\theta_{i}$. Therefore the divisor
of $\varphi_{i}$ is the same as that of $\theta_{l}$ .

From now on, we denote the rank of the module $L(\mathfrak{a})$ over $\Omega$ by
$1(\mathfrak{a})$ , and the rank of the complete linear system $L_{i}(\mathfrak{a}_{j})$ on the curve
$\Gamma_{i}$ by $l_{i}(\mathfrak{a}_{i})$ where $\mathfrak{a}_{i}$ is the projection of $\mathfrak{a}$ on $\Gamma_{i}$.

PROPOSITION 2. Let $\Gamma_{1},\cdots,$ $\Gamma_{n}$ be $n$ complete non-singular curves
and $\mathfrak{a}$ a cycle of dimension zero on $r_{1}\times\cdots\times r_{n}$ , then we have $l(\mathfrak{a})=$

$l_{1}(\mathfrak{a}_{1})\cdots l_{n}(\mathfrak{a}_{n})$ , where $\mathfrak{a}_{i}$ is the projection of $\mathfrak{a}$ on $\Gamma_{i}$ .
PROOF. Let $k$ be a field of definition of $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ , over which

$\mathfrak{a}$ is rational, then every $\mathfrak{a}_{i}$ is also rational over $k$. Therefore there
exist $l_{i}(\mathfrak{a}_{i})$ functions $\theta_{j}^{i}$ defined over $k$ on $\Gamma_{i}$, such that they form a
basis of $L_{j}(\mathfrak{a}_{i})$ . By lemma 1, there exists a function on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times r_{n}$ ,
whose restriction on $\Gamma_{i}$ has the same divisor as $\theta_{j}^{p}$ , and is a constant
on $\Gamma_{j}(j\neq i)$ . We denote this function by the same notation. If we
put $\varphi_{j_{1}}\ldots;_{n}=\theta_{j_{1}^{1}}\cdots\theta_{j_{n}}^{n}$ , then every $\varphi_{j_{1}\cdots j_{n}}$ is an element of $L(\mathfrak{a})$ ; because
$(\varphi_{j_{1},\cdots,j_{n}\Gamma_{j}})=((\theta_{j_{1}^{\prime}}\cdots\theta_{j_{n}^{n}})_{\Gamma_{i}})=(\theta_{j_{i}}^{i})$ . And these $l_{1}(\mathfrak{a}_{1})\cdots l_{n}(\mathfrak{a}_{n})$ functions are
linearly independent over $\Omega$. In fact, if these functions were not }
linearly independent over $\Omega$ , then there should exist $l_{1}(\mathfrak{a}_{1})\cdots l_{n}(\mathfrak{a}_{n})$

elements $c_{j_{1}\cdots j_{n}}$ of $\Omega$ , being not all zero, such that $\sum c_{j_{1}\cdots j_{n}}\varphi_{j_{1},\cdots,j_{n}}=0$ .
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For instance, if we assume $c_{1,\cdots,1}\neq 0$ , then $\varphi_{1\cdots 1}=-\sum_{j_{1}\neq 1}\frac{c_{i_{1}\cdot\cdot.\cdot.;_{n}}}{c_{1\cdot 1}}\varphi_{j_{1}\cdots i_{n}}$ .
$j_{n^{\neq 1}}$

:

\langle $\varphi_{1\cdots 1})_{\Gamma_{1}}=\theta_{1\Gamma_{1}}^{1}\cdots\theta_{n\Gamma_{1}}^{1}=-\sum_{j_{1}\neq 1}\underline{c_{i\cdots i_{\eta}}}c_{1\cdots 1^{-}}^{\rceil}(\varphi_{i_{1}\cdots j_{n}})_{\Gamma_{1}}=-\sum_{i_{1}\neq 1,:}---\theta_{j_{1}^{1}\Gamma 1}\theta_{j_{2}\Gamma_{1}}^{2}\cdots\theta_{j_{n}\Gamma}^{n}c_{j\cdots j,\prime}c_{1\cdots 1}^{1}$

’

$\prime j_{n}\neq 1$

:
$j_{n}\neq 1$

where $(\varphi_{1\cdots 1})_{\Gamma_{1}},$
$\theta_{j_{i}^{i}\Gamma_{1}}$ are restriction of $\varphi_{1\cdots 1},$

$\theta_{j_{j}}^{i}$ on $\Gamma_{i}$ respectively. As
every $\theta_{j_{2}}^{2},\ldots,$ $\theta_{j_{n}}^{n}$ are all constants other than zero, then we have

$\theta_{1\Gamma_{1}}^{1}=-$

$\sum_{:,j_{n^{\neq 1}}^{j_{1}\neq 1}}- c_{j_{1}\cdots j_{n_{1}}}.\theta_{j_{\Gamma}^{2}\Gamma_{1}.i\Gamma_{1}}c_{1}^{-}..\theta_{1}^{2^{21}}\cdot\cdot\theta_{1\Gamma^{n_{1}}}^{\theta_{n}^{n}}\theta_{j_{1}\Gamma_{1}}^{1}$

.

But this is impossible because $\theta_{j}^{1}$ are linearly independent over $\Omega$.
Finally we prove that $L(\mathfrak{a})$ is spanned by these $l_{1}(\mathfrak{a}_{1})\cdots l_{n}(\mathfrak{a}_{n})$ func-

tions. For this purpose, we use the induction with respect to the
dimension $n$ of $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ . If $n=1$ , it is obvious. We assume
this is also true for the case of dimension $n-1$ . Let $\varphi$ be a function
on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ belonging to $L(\mathfrak{a})$ , and $K$ a field of definition of $\varphi$

containing $k$ . Let $M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{n}$ be a generic point of $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ over
$K$. Then $w=\varphi(M_{1}\cdots M_{n})$ can be written in the form $\sum t_{j}z_{j}$, where $t_{j}$

are linearly independent elements of $K(M_{1})$ over $K$, and $z_{j}$ are ele-
ments of $K(M_{2},\cdots, M_{n})$ . In fact, let $\varphi_{1}$ be a restriction of $\varphi$ on
$\Gamma_{2}\times\cdots/\langle\Gamma_{n}$ , and $\sum_{\alpha}a_{a}A_{\alpha}+\sum b_{\beta}B_{\beta}$ a reduced expression of $(\varphi_{1})_{\infty}$ ,

where every component of $\sum_{\alpha}a_{\alpha}A_{\alpha}$ has the projection $\Gamma_{2}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{i-1}$

$\times\Gamma_{j+1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ on $\Gamma_{2}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{i-1}\times\Gamma_{i+1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ , and every component
of $\sum b_{\beta}B_{\beta}$ has not a projection $\Gamma_{2}\times\cdots\times r_{i- 1}\times\Gamma_{i+1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ on $\Gamma_{2}\times\cdots$

$\times\Gamma_{i-1}\times r_{i+1}\times\cdots\times r_{n}$ for fixed $i$. Then we have $(\varphi_{1})_{\infty}\cdot(M_{2}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}$

$\times\Gamma_{i}\times M_{i+1}\times\cdots\times M_{n})=(\sum_{\alpha}a_{\alpha}A_{\alpha})\cdot(M_{2}\times\cdots\times M_{i- 1}\times\Gamma_{j}\times M_{i+1}\times\cdots\times M_{n})$ .
As left side is equal to the cycle $ M_{2}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}\times(\varphi_{1\Gamma})_{\infty}\times M_{i+1}\times\cdots$

$\times M_{n}$ , and as $\varphi_{1\Gamma_{i}}=\varphi_{\tau_{i}}$
, we have, from the assumption, $(\sum_{\alpha}a_{\alpha}A_{\alpha})i(M_{2}$

$\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}\times\Gamma_{i}\times M_{i+1}\times\cdots\times M_{n})\prec M_{2}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}\times \mathfrak{a}_{i^{+}}\times M_{i+1}\times\cdots\times M_{n}$ ,
where $\mathfrak{a}_{i^{+}}$ is the positive part of $\mathfrak{a}_{i}$. This shows that every component
of $(\sum_{\alpha}a_{\alpha}A_{\alpha})\cdot(M_{2}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}\times r_{i}\times M_{i+1}\times\cdots\times M_{n})$ is algebraic over
$K(M_{2},\cdots, M_{i-1}, M_{i+1},\cdots, M_{n})$ . Let $M_{2}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}\times Q_{i}\times M_{i+1}\times\cdots\times M_{n}$ be
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..a component of $A_{\alpha}\cdot(M_{2}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}\times\Gamma_{i}\times M_{i+1}\times\cdots\times M_{n})$ , then it is a
generic point of $A_{\alpha}$ over the algebraic closure of $K(M_{1})$ . Let $D$ be
a locus of $M_{2}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}\times Q_{i}\times M_{i+1}\times\cdots\times M_{n}$ over the algebraic closure
$\overline{K}$ of $K$, then it contains $A$ . But the dimension of $D$ is the same
that of $A$ , therefore, $A_{\alpha}=D$, and $A_{\alpha}$ is algebraic over $K$ As every
component of $(\varphi_{1})_{\infty}$ has the projection $\Gamma_{2}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{t-1}\times\Gamma_{i+1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ on
$\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{i-1}\times\Gamma_{i+1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ for some $i$, every component of $(\varphi_{1})_{\infty}$ is
algebraic over $K$ As $(\varphi_{1})_{\infty}$ is rational over $K(M_{1})$ , it is also rational
over $K$ In fact, let $\sigma$ be an automorphism of $\overline{K}$ over $K$ As $K(M_{1})$

is a regular extension of $K,$ $K(M_{1})\cap\overline{K}=K$. Hence $\sigma$ can be extended
to an automorphism of $\overline{K(M_{1})}$ over $K(M_{1})$ . Therefore $(\varphi_{1})_{\infty}$ is
invariant by every automorphism of $\overline{K}$ over $K$. Let $(\varphi_{1})_{\infty}=\sum a_{\alpha}A_{\alpha}$

be the reduced expression of $(\varphi_{1})_{\infty}$ , and $P_{\alpha}$ a generic point of $A_{\alpha}$ over
the algebraic closure $K(\overline{M}_{1}\overline{)}$ of $K(M_{1})$ . Then $a_{\alpha}$ is a multiple of
$[K(M_{1}, P_{\alpha}) : K(M_{1})]_{\iota}$ . As $K(P_{\alpha})$ and $K(M_{1})$ are independent over $K$ and
as $K(M_{1})$ is a regular extension of $K,$ $K(P_{\alpha})$ and $K(M_{1})$ are linearly
disjoint over $K$. Therefore we have $[K(M_{1}, P_{\alpha}):K(M_{1})]_{\iota}=[K(P_{\alpha}):K]_{\iota}$ .
And this shows that $(\varphi_{1})_{\infty}$ is rational over $K$. Hence, by the same
method of proof of Weil VIII th. 10, there exist $t_{\lambda},$

$z_{\lambda}$ such that $t_{\lambda}$

are linearly independent elements of $K(M_{1})$ over $K$, and $z_{\lambda}$ are ele-
ments of $K(M_{2},\cdots, M_{n})$ and $w$ can be written in the form $w=\sum t_{\lambda}z_{\lambda}$.
Every $t_{\lambda}$ defines a function $\xi_{\lambda}$ on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ such that $\xi_{\lambda}(M_{1}\times\cdots$

$\times M_{n})=t_{\lambda}$ , and every $z_{\lambda}$ defines a function $\eta_{\lambda}$ on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ such that
$\eta_{\lambda}(M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{n})=z_{\lambda}$ . Then the function $\varphi$ can be written in the form
$\varphi=\sum\xi_{\lambda}\eta_{\lambda}$ and we have $\varphi_{\Gamma_{i}}=\sum\xi_{\lambda\Gamma_{i}}\eta_{\lambda\Gamma_{i}}(i\neq 1)$ . Every

$\eta_{\lambda\Gamma_{i}}$
is defined

over $K(M_{2},\cdots, M_{i-1}, M_{i+1},\cdots, M_{n})$ and $\xi_{\lambda\Gamma_{i}}=t_{\lambda}$ are linearly independent
over $K(M_{2},\cdots, M_{i-1}, M_{i+1},\cdots, M_{n})$ . Hence we have, from Weil [1] VIII
th. 10, $(\eta_{\lambda\Gamma_{i}})\succ-\mathfrak{a}_{i}$ for every $i\neq 1$ , because $\mathfrak{a}_{i}$ is rational over $K(M_{2}$ ,
. .., $M_{i-1},$ $M_{i+1},\ldots,$ $M_{n}$ ).

If the elements $z_{j}$ are linearly independent over $K$, then we
have $(\xi_{\lambda\Gamma_{1}})\succ-\mathfrak{a}_{1}$ by the same theorem. If $z_{j}$ are not linearly inde-
pendent over $K$, for instance, only $r$ elements $z_{1},\cdots,$ $z_{r}$ are linearly
independent over $K$, then the other elements $z_{r+\mu}$ can be written in
the form $z_{r+\mu}=\sum_{\lambda=1}^{r}c_{\mu\lambda}z_{\lambda}$ , where $c_{\mu\lambda}$ are elements of $K$.

Hence we have $w=\sum_{\lambda=1}^{\gamma}(t_{\lambda}+\sum_{\mu}c_{\mu\lambda}t_{r+\mu})z_{\lambda}$ . If we denote $t_{\lambda}+\sum_{\mu}c_{\mu\lambda}t_{r+\mu}$
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anew by the same $t_{\lambda}$ again, and the function defined by this new $t_{\lambda}$

over $K$ again by $\xi_{\lambda}$ , then we have $(\xi_{\lambda\Gamma_{1}})\succ-\mathfrak{a}_{1}$ , from the fact that $\mathfrak{a}_{1}$

is rational over $K$, and Weil [1] VIII th. 10.
Therefore the restriction of $\xi_{\lambda}$ on $\Gamma_{1}$ have the form $\xi_{\lambda\Gamma_{1}}=\sum c_{\lambda i_{1}}\theta_{j_{1}}^{1}$

and we have $\xi_{\lambda}=\sum c_{\lambda j_{1}}\theta_{j_{1}}^{1}$ .
As $\eta_{\lambda\Gamma_{2}x\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}$ is an element of $L(\mathfrak{a}_{\Gamma_{2}\times\cdots x\Gamma_{n}})$ where $\mathfrak{a}_{\Gamma_{2}\times\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}$ is the

projection of $\mathfrak{a}$ on $\Gamma_{2}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ , we have from the assumption induction
$\eta_{\lambda r_{2}x\cdots x\tau_{n}}=\sum c\lambda j_{2}\cdots j_{nz}\theta\frac{9}{j}\cdots\theta_{j^{n_{n}}}$ , and then we have $\eta_{\lambda}=\sum c_{\lambda j_{2}\cdots j_{n}}\theta_{j_{2}}^{2}\cdots\theta_{j_{n}}^{n}$ .

Therefore we have $\varphi=\sum\xi_{\lambda}\eta_{\lambda}=\sum c_{\lambda j_{1}}c_{\lambda j_{2}\cdots j_{n}}\theta_{j_{1}^{1}}\cdots\theta_{j_{n}}^{n}=\sum c_{\lambda j_{1}}c_{\lambda j_{n}}\varphi_{i_{1}\cdots j_{n}}$ .
Hence the module $L(\mathfrak{a})$ is spanned by $l_{1}(\mathfrak{a}\rfloor)\cdots l_{n}(\mathfrak{a}_{n})$ functions
PROPOSITION 3. Let $\Gamma_{1},\cdots,$ $\Gamma_{n}$ be $n$ complete non-singular curves

and $\mathfrak{a},$

$b$ be two cycles over the product variety $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ such that
$\mathfrak{a}\sim b$ , then we have $1(\mathfrak{a})=l(b)$ .

PROOF. From the cor. of proposition 4 of \S 1, and the fact that
the product of complete varieties is also complete, we have $pr_{\Gamma_{i}}\mathfrak{a}-\mathfrak{b}$

$\sim 0$ on $\Gamma_{i}$ . Therefore, $l_{i}(\mathfrak{a}_{i})=l_{i}(b_{i})$ for every $i$, and our proposition
follows from proposition 2.

The value $l(O)$ of zero cycle $0$ is 1. For, let $\varphi$ be an element of
$L(O)$ , and $K$ be a field of definition of $\varphi$ , and $M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{n}$ be a
generic point of $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ over $K$. Then $w=\varphi(M_{1}\times\cdots\times M.)$ is an
element of $K(M_{1)}M_{-},\cdots, M_{i-1}, M_{i+1},\cdots, M_{n})$ for every $i$, namely $w$ is an
element of the intersection of $n$ fields $K(M_{1},\cdots, M_{i-1}, M_{i+1},\cdots, M_{\iota})$ . As
$M_{1},\cdots,$ $M_{n}$ are independent over $K$, and as $K(M_{1},\cdots, M_{n})$ is a regular
extension of $K$, the intersection $\bigcap_{i}K(M_{1},\cdots, M_{i-1}, M_{i*1},\cdots, M_{n})$ is $K$.
Therefore the function $\varphi$ is a constant, and we have $1(0)=1$ .

THEOREM 1. Let $r_{1}\times\cdots\times r_{n}$ be a product variety of $n$ complete
non-singular curves $\Gamma_{i}$ . If a degree of a cycle $\mathfrak{a}$ of dimension zero on
$\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ is sufficiently large, then $1(\mathfrak{a})$ is a polynomial of a degree
of cycle $\mathfrak{a}$ with integral coefficients, independent of $\mathfrak{a}$ .

PROOF. By Riemann-Roch theorem, there exists an integer $N_{i}$

for every $\Gamma_{i}$ , such that if the degree of a cycle $\mathfrak{b}$ is larger than $N_{i}$,
then $l(b)=\deg \mathfrak{b}-g_{i}+1$ , where $g_{i}$ is the genus of $r_{i}$. Let $\mathfrak{a}$ be a cycle
of $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ of dimension zero, whose degree is larger than the
maximum of $N_{i}’ s$, then we have $l(\mathfrak{a}_{i})=\deg \mathfrak{a}_{i}-g_{i}+1$ for every $i$, where
$\mathfrak{a}_{i}$ is the projection of $\mathfrak{a}$ on $\Gamma_{i}$. From prop. 2, we have
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$l(\mathfrak{a})=\prod_{i\simeq 1}^{n}(\deg \mathfrak{a}_{i}-g_{i}+1)=(\deg \mathfrak{a})^{n}+(-1)(\sum_{i=1}^{n}(g_{i}-1))(\deg \mathfrak{a})^{n-1}$

$+\cdots+(-1)^{i}(\sum(g_{i_{1}}-1)\cdots(g_{i_{j}}-1))(\deg \mathfrak{a})^{n-j}+\cdots+(-1)^{n}\prod_{i=1}^{n}(g_{i}-1)$ .

If we put $c_{1}=(-1)\sum(g_{i}-1),\cdots,$ $c_{n}=(-1)^{n}\prod_{i=1}^{n}(g_{i}-1)$ , we have

$1(\mathfrak{a})=(\deg \mathfrak{a})^{n}+c_{1}(\deg \mathfrak{a})^{n-1}+\cdots+c_{n}$ $\cdots(^{\star})$ .
$CoROLLARY$ . The genera of curves $r_{i}$ are determined by the coef-

ficients $c_{1},\cdots,$ $c_{n}$ of polynomial $(^{\star})$ .
PROOF. Let $g_{i}$ be genus of curves $\Gamma_{i}$, then $(g_{i}-1)$ is a root of

the polynomial $x^{n}+c_{1}x^{n-1}+\cdots+c_{n}$ .
2. Hereafter we shall confine ourselves to the case where the

genera of $\Gamma_{i}$ are the same. Let $\Gamma_{1},\ldots,$ $\Gamma_{n}$ be $n$ complete non-singular
curves which have the same genera, and let $\omega_{i}$ be a function on
$\Gamma_{i}\times\Gamma_{i}$ such that $v_{\Delta i}(\omega_{i})=1$ where $\Delta_{i}$ is the diagonal of $\Gamma_{i}\times\Gamma_{i}$ . By
lemma 1, for every set of $n$ functions $\omega_{1},\cdots,$ $\omega_{n}$ defined above, there
exists a function $\omega$ of $\Gamma_{1}\times\Gamma_{1}\times\Gamma_{2}\times r_{2}\times\cdots\times r_{n}\times r_{n}$ , such that $(\omega_{\Gamma_{i}\times\Gamma_{i}})$

$=(\omega_{i})$ for every $i$. Let $k$ be a common field of definition of $\omega$ and
$\Gamma_{1}\times r_{1}\times\cdots\times r_{n}\times\Gamma_{n},$ $X_{i}$ a variety of the form $r_{1}\times r_{1}\times\cdots\times r_{j-1}\times\Gamma_{i-1}$

$\times\Delta_{i}\times r_{i+1}\times r_{i+1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma.\times\Gamma$ . and let $M_{1}\times M_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{n}\times M_{n}^{\prime}$ be a ge-
neric point of $\Gamma_{1}\times\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}\times\Gamma_{n}$ over the field $k$ .

As the projection of $X_{i}$ on $\Gamma_{1}\times\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{j-1}\times\Gamma_{j-1}\times\Gamma_{j+1}\times\Gamma_{j+1}\times\cdots$

$\times r_{n}\times r_{n}$ is not the variety $ r_{1}\times r_{1}\times\cdots\times r_{j}1\times r_{j-1}\times r_{j+1}\times r_{j+1}\times\cdots$ .
$\times\Gamma_{n}\times\Gamma_{n}$ , if $j\neq i$. Therefore we have $X_{i}\cdot(M_{1}\times M_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{j-1}\times M_{j-1}^{\prime}$

$\times r_{j}\times r_{j}\times M_{j+1}\times M_{j+1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{n}\times M_{n}^{\prime})=0$ . If we put $X=\sum_{\approx l1}^{n}X_{i}$, then

$X\cdot((\omega)-X)$ is defined. In fact, if $X\cdot((\omega)-X)$ were not defined, then
there would exist a component of $X$, such that it is also a component
of $((\omega)-X)$ . If we assume that $X_{i}$ is such a component of $X$,
then the integer $d=\nu_{X_{i}}(\omega)$ is other than 1. But the intersection
product $(\omega)\cdot(M_{1}\times M_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}\times M_{i-1}^{\prime}\times r_{j}\times r_{i}\times M_{i+1}\times M_{i+1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{n}$

$\times M_{n}^{\prime})$ is defined, and has the form $dM_{1}\times M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}\times M_{i-1}^{\prime}\times\Delta_{i}$

$\times M_{i\vdash 1}\times M_{i+1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{n}\times M_{\eta}^{\prime}+Z$, where $Z$ is a cycle which does not
contain $M_{1}\times M_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{l-1}\times M_{i-1}^{\prime}\times\Delta_{i}\times M_{i\ulcorner 1}\times M_{i+1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{n}\times M_{n}^{\prime}$ as its
,component. Thus we have $\nu_{\Delta_{i}}((i)_{\Gamma_{i}\times r_{i}})=d$. But this contradicts to our
assumption.
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Let $Z$ be a cycle of the form $Z=2_{1}^{n_{M_{1}}}i=^{\urcorner}\times M_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}\times M_{i-1}^{\prime}\times\Gamma_{i}$

$\times\Gamma_{i}\times M_{i+1}\times M_{i+1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{n}\times M_{n}^{\prime}$ and $Y$ a cycle of the form $Y=$

$(n-1)gM_{1}\times M_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{n}\times M_{n}^{\prime}$ , where $g$ is the common genus of $\Gamma_{i}$ .
Then the intersection-product X. $((\omega)-X)\cdot Z$ is defined. From now
on, the cycles with the same form as these cycles $Z,$ $Y$, we call $(Z)-$

cycles, $(Y)$ -cycles. The projection of $X\cdot((\omega)-X)\cdot Z-Y$ on the product
variety $\Gamma_{1}\times\Gamma_{2}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ of the 1st, 3rd, $\cdot$ .., $(2n-1)$-th components of
$\Gamma_{1}\times\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}\times\Gamma_{n}$ will be called a canonical cycle of dimension
zero on $\Gamma_{1}\times\Gamma_{2}\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ .

The projection of a canonical cycle on the curve $\Gamma_{i}$ is the cano-
nical divisor on $\Gamma_{i}$. The definition of canonical cycle depends not
only on the function $\omega$ , but also the cycles $Z$ and $Y$ ; we have how-
ever:

PROPOSITION 4. Let $\mathfrak{k}_{1}$ and $\mathfrak{k}_{2}$ be any two canonical cycles on
$\Gamma_{1}\backslash /$ $\cdot..\times\Gamma_{n}$ . Then there exist two canonical cycles $\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\prime}$ and $\mathfrak{k}^{\prime}$ , such that
$\mathfrak{k}_{1},$ $\mathfrak{k}_{\rightarrow}$

) are isomorphic to $\mathfrak{k}_{1^{\prime}},$ $\mathfrak{k}_{2}^{\prime}$ respectively, and $f|\sim f_{2}$ on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ .
PROOF. From the definition, there exist fields $k,$ $k^{\prime}$ , and functions

$\omega_{1},$ $\omega_{\lrcorner}$) defined over $k,$ $k^{\prime}$ respectively, and cycles $Z_{1},$ $Y_{1}$ ; $Z_{2},$ $Y_{2}$ defined
by using the fields $k,$ $k^{\prime}$ respectively, such that

$\mathfrak{k}_{1}=pr_{\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}(X\cdot((\omega_{1})-X)\cdot Z_{1}-Y_{1})$ ,

$\mathfrak{k}_{2}X\cdot-X\cdot Z_{-}-Y_{2})$ .
Let $K$ be a composite of $k$ and $k^{\prime}$ and $Z_{J},$ $Y_{3}$ a $(Z)$-cycle and a

$(Y)$-cycle over $K$.
Then there exist two isomorphism $\sigma_{1}$ and $\sigma_{2}$ , such that $Z_{3}^{\sigma_{1}}=Z_{1}$ ,

$Z_{3}^{\sigma_{2}}=Z_{\sim^{)}},$ $Y^{\sigma_{1}}=Y_{1}$ and $Y_{3}^{\sigma_{2}}=Y_{2}$ . If we put $\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\prime}=pr_{\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}}(X\cdot((\omega_{1})-X)\cdot Z_{3}$

$Y_{3})$ , and $\mathfrak{k}_{2}^{\prime}=pr_{\Gamma_{1}x\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}(X\cdot((\omega_{\sim^{)}})-X)\cdot Z_{3}-Y_{3})$ , then these $\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\prime}$ and $\mathfrak{k}^{\prime}\underline{)}$ are
canonical cycles, and we have $\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\sigma_{1}}=(pr_{\Gamma_{1}x\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}}(X\cdot((\omega_{1})-X)\cdot Z_{0,0}-Y_{3}))_{--,-\backslash }^{\sigma_{1}}$

$=pr_{\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}(X\cdot((\omega_{1})-X)\cdot Z_{1}-Y_{1})$ , and $f^{\prime}$

)$\lrcorner\sigma_{2}=(pr_{\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}(X\cdot((\omega_{2})-X)\cdot Z_{3}$

$-Y_{3}))^{\sigma_{2}}=pr_{\Gamma_{1}x\cdots xr_{n}}(X\cdot((\omega_{2})-X)\cdot Z_{2}-Y_{2})$ .
On the other hand, we have X. $((\omega_{1})-X)\cdot Z_{3}-Y_{3}-X\cdot((\omega_{2})-X)\cdot Z_{3}$

$-Y_{3}=X\cdot((\omega_{1})-X)Z_{3}-X((\omega_{2})-X)\cdot Z_{3}=X\cdot((\omega_{1})-(\omega_{2}))\cdot Z_{3}=X\cdot(\omega_{1}/\omega_{2})\cdot Z_{3}$

$=(X\cdot Z_{3})\cdot(\omega_{1}/\omega_{2})$ . Operating $pr_{\Gamma_{1}x\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}}$ on both side of this equation,

we have $\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\prime}-\mathfrak{k}_{2}^{\prime}\sim 0$ , from prop. 4 of \S 1.
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Now we get the following theorem:
THEOREM 2. Let $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ be the product variety of $n$ complete

non-singular curves $\Gamma_{i}$ , which have the same genus $g$. Then we have
$l(\mathfrak{a})=(\deg \mathfrak{a})^{n}+\beta_{1}(\mathfrak{a})(\deg \mathfrak{a})^{n-1}+\cdots+\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})(\deg \mathfrak{a})^{n-1}+\cdots+\beta_{n}(\mathfrak{a})$ .

$\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})=\sum_{j\approx 0}^{i}(-(g-1))^{j}(^{n-i_{j}+j})H(i-j, \mathfrak{a})$ , and

$H(i, \mathfrak{a})=\sum l(\Pi_{j_{1}\cdots;_{i}}(\mathfrak{k}-\mathfrak{a}))$ ,

where $\mathfrak{k}$ is a canonical cycle of dimension zero on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n},$
$\Pi_{j_{1}\cdots j_{i}}(\mathfrak{k}$

$-\mathfrak{a})$ is the projection of f-a on $\Gamma_{j_{1}}\times\cdots\times r_{j_{i}},$ $l(\Pi_{j_{1}\cdots j_{i}}(\mathfrak{k}-\mathfrak{a}))$ is the rank
of the module defined on $\Gamma_{j_{1}}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{j_{i}}$ by $\Pi_{j_{\rceil}\cdots j_{i}}(\mathfrak{k}-\mathfrak{a})$ , and the last sum
is taken over all the combinations of $i$ elements from the set $($ 1, 2, $\cdots$ , $n)$ .

PROOF. From proposition 2, and theorem of Riemann-Roch, we
have

$l(\mathfrak{a})=\prod_{i=1}^{n}(\deg \mathfrak{a}_{i}-g+1+r_{j}(\mathfrak{a}_{i}))$ ,

where $\mathfrak{a}_{i}$ is the projection of $\mathfrak{a}$ on $\Gamma_{i}$ , and every $r_{i}(\mathfrak{a})$ is the index
of speciality of $\mathfrak{a}_{i}$ on $\Gamma_{i}$ . If we put

$\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})=\sum_{1_{i}^{n})^{j}1}\prod_{j_{i}}(r_{j_{k}}(\mathfrak{a}_{j_{k}})-g+1)$

,

then we have $l(\mathfrak{a})=\sum_{i=0}^{n}\beta_{l}(\mathfrak{a})(\deg \mathfrak{a})^{n-i}$ . Every $\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})$ can be written in

the form; $\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})=\sum_{j-0}^{i}(^{n- i_{j}+j})(-(g-1))^{j}H(i-j, \mathfrak{a})$ , if we put $H(i, \mathfrak{a})=$

$\sum l(\Pi_{j_{1}\cdots j_{i}}(f-\mathfrak{a}))$ .
$(_{i}^{n})$

$CoROLLARY$ . $1$ . Let $f$ be a canonical cycle, then we have
$1(\mathfrak{k})=g^{n}$ , $\beta_{j}(\mathfrak{k})=(in)(-g+1)$ ‘, and $\deg f=2g-2$ .

This is an immediate consequence of prop. 2 and th. 2.
$CoROLLARY$ . $2$ . If $\mathfrak{a}$ and $b$ are two cycles of dimension zero, such

that $\mathfrak{a}\sim \mathfrak{b}$ on $r_{1}\times\cdots\times r_{n}$ , then we have

$\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})=\beta_{i}(b)$ for every $i$, and $\deg \mathfrak{a}=\deg \mathfrak{b}$ .
PROOF. Let $\mathfrak{a}_{j},$

$\mathfrak{b}_{j}$ be the projections of $\mathfrak{a},$

$\mathfrak{b}$ on $\Gamma_{j}$ respectively;
then we have $\mathfrak{a}_{j}-\mathfrak{b}_{j}\sim 0$ for every $j$. (cf. \S 1. prop. 4 cor.). Let $r_{j}(\mathfrak{a}_{j})$ ,
$r_{j}(b_{j})$ be indices of speciality of $\mathfrak{a}_{j},$

$b_{j}$ respectively, then we have
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$r_{j}(\mathfrak{a}_{j})=r_{j}(b_{j})$ , and consequently $H(i, \mathfrak{a})=H(i, \mathfrak{b})$ . Hence we have $\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})$

$=\beta_{i}(b)$ . Therefore we have $\deg \mathfrak{a}=\deg b$ , from th. 2.
Two canonical cycles of dimension zero of the form $pr_{\Gamma_{1}x\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}$

X. $[(\omega)-X]\cdot Z_{1}-Y_{1},$ $pr_{\Gamma_{1}x\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}X\cdot[(\omega)-X]\cdot Z_{2}-Y_{2}$ with the same $X[(\omega)$

-X] will be called equivalent to each other. Every class of canoni-
cal cycles by this equivalence relation is called a subcanonical class
of dimension zero.

Now we introduce pseudo-differentials on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ as follows.
Let $\mathfrak{D}_{1},\cdots,$ $\mathfrak{D}_{n}$ be the additive groups of differentials on $\Gamma_{1},\cdots,$ $\Gamma_{n}$

respectively. $\mathfrak{D}_{i}$ forms a module over the field of functions on $\Gamma_{i}$

(cf. Weil [2]). Let $\mathfrak{D}$ be the direct sum of $\mathfrak{D}_{1},\ldots,$ $\mathfrak{D}_{n}$ . Then $\mathfrak{D}$ can
be considered as a module over the field of functions on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ ,
for the operation by a function $\varphi$ on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ on $\mathfrak{D}$ being defined
by $\varphi(\alpha_{1}+\cdots+\alpha_{n})=\varphi_{\Gamma_{1}}\cdot\alpha_{1}+\cdots+\varphi_{\Gamma_{n}}\cdot\alpha_{n}$ where $\alpha_{i}\in \mathfrak{D}_{j}$ .

We call an element $\alpha=\sum_{\approx l1}^{n}\alpha_{i}$ of this module $\mathfrak{D}=\sum_{i\approx 1}^{n}\mathfrak{D}_{i}$ a pseudo-

differential on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ .
PROPOSITION 1. Let $\alpha=\sum_{i=1}^{n}\alpha_{i},$ $\alpha^{\prime}=\sum_{i- 1}^{n}\alpha_{i}^{\prime}$ be two pseudo-differentials

on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ . Let $\omega_{j},$
$\omega_{\acute{i}}$ be two functions on $\Gamma_{i}\times\Gamma_{i}$ such that $\alpha_{j}=\{\omega_{i}\}$ ,

$\alpha_{i}^{\prime}=\{\omega_{i}^{\prime}\}$ (cf. Weil [2] p. 21), and put $\varphi_{i}=\{\omega_{j}\}$ . By lemma 1, there
$\{\omega_{l}^{\prime}\}$

exist two functions $\omega,$

$\omega^{\prime}$ such that $(\omega_{r_{i^{x}}\tau_{i}})=(\omega_{i}),$ $(\omega_{\Gamma_{j}xr_{i}}^{\prime})=(\omega_{i}^{\prime})$ for every $i$.
Let furthermore $f,$

$f^{\prime}$ be two canonical cycles defined by

$\mathfrak{k}=pr_{\Gamma_{1}x\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}(X\cdot[(\omega)-X]\cdot Z-Y),$ $f^{\prime}=pr_{\Gamma_{1}x\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}(X\cdot[(\omega^{\prime})-X]\cdot Z-Y)$ .
Then we have $\mathfrak{k}-\mathfrak{k}^{\prime}=(pr_{\Gamma_{1}x\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}X\cdot Z)\cdot(\varphi)$ , where $\varphi$ is a function

on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ such that $(\varphi_{\Gamma_{i}})=(\varphi_{j})$ .
PROOF. From the definition, we get by a simple calculation

$f$ – $\mathfrak{k}‘=\sum M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}\times(\varphi_{l}\cdot)\times M_{i+1}\times\cdots\times M_{n}$ . By lemma 1, there ex-
ists a function $\varphi$ on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ such that $(\varphi_{r_{i}})=(\varphi_{i})$ for every $i$.
Then we have f-f‘ $=pr_{\Gamma_{1}x\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}}(XZ)\cdot(\varphi)$ with this $\varphi$.

Therefore, for every pseudo-differential $\alpha$ , there corresponds a
canonical class $\overline{f}$ uniquely.

Let $\varphi$ be a function on $r_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ , and $M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{n}$ and $ M_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots$
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$\times M_{n^{\prime}}$ be independent generic points of $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ over a common
field of definition of $\varphi$ and $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ .

Let $\varphi_{\theta_{i}}(M_{i}, M_{i}^{\prime})$ be a function on $\Gamma_{i}\times\Gamma_{i}$ defined over $K(M_{1},$ $M_{1}^{\prime}$ ,
$M_{i- 1},$ $M_{i-1}^{\prime},$ $M_{i+1},$ $M_{i+1}^{\prime},\cdots,$ $M_{n},$ $M_{n}^{\prime}$ ) by $\varphi_{\partial_{i}}(M_{i}, M_{i}^{\prime})=\varphi(M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}\times M_{i}$

$\times M_{i+1}\times\cdots\times M_{n})-\varphi(M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{i- 1}\times M_{i}^{\prime}\times M_{i+1}\times\cdots\times M_{n})$ and let $\alpha_{i}$ be
the pseudo differential on $\Gamma_{i}$ determined by $\varphi_{\partial_{i}}(M_{i}, M_{i}^{\prime})$ . Then we
define the pseudo differential of $\varphi$ as $\sum\alpha_{i}$ and denote it by $ d\varphi$.

PROPOSITION 2. Let $\varphi,$ $\psi$ be two functions on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ . Then
we have $d(\varphi+\psi)=d\varphi+d\psi,$ $ d(\varphi\psi)=\psi d\varphi+\varphi d\psi$.

This follows immediately from the definition and Weil [2].

\S 3. On abelian varieties

We shall now deal with cycles of dimension zero on an abelian
variety.

THEOREM 1. Let $A$ be an abelian variety of dimension $n$, then
there exist $n$ complete non-singular curves $\Gamma_{1},\cdots,$ $\Gamma_{n}$ , which are sub-
varieties of $A$ , such that the set of all points of the form $\sum x_{i}$ coincides
with $A$ , where every $x_{i}$ is a point of curve $r_{i}$ (cf. Weil [3] prop. 30).

PROOF. As $A$ is an abelian variety, it is imbedded in the pro-
jective space $P^{N}$ (Chevalley [1]). Let $L_{1}=L_{1}^{N- n+1}$ be a generic linear
variety of dimension $N-n+1$ in $P^{4v}$ over the field $k$, over which $A$

is defined. Then A. $L_{1}$ is defined and by virtue of theorem of Bertini
(Matusaka [1], Zariski [1]) $A\cdot L_{1}$ is a curve $\Gamma_{1}$ , which is, like $A$ ,
complete and non-singular (Weil [4], Nakai [1]).

Now we assume that there are $r$ complete non-singular curves
$\Gamma_{1},\cdots,$ $\Gamma_{r}$ on $A$ such that the variety $Y_{r}$ spanned by $\Gamma_{1},\cdots,$ $\Gamma_{r}$ has the
dimension $r$.

Let $k_{r}$ be a field of definition of $A$ and $Y_{r}$, containing $k$ . Let
$L_{r+1}$ be a generic linear variety of dimension $N-n+1$ in $P^{N}$ over $k_{r}$,
and let $\Gamma_{r+1}$ be the intersection product of $A$ and $L_{r+1}$ . Then $\Gamma_{r+1}$ is
a complete non-singular curve. We shall show that $\Gamma_{r+1}$ is not
contained in $Y_{r}$, if $r\neq n$ . Let $\lambda_{0}u_{ij}X_{\vec{J}}=0i=N_{\urcorner}1\leqq i\leqq n-1$ be the defining

equation of $L_{r+1}$ , then there exists a generic point $M$ of $\Gamma_{r+1}$ over
$k(u_{ij})$ such that $M$ is also a generic point of $A$ over $k_{\gamma}$. If $Y_{r}$

contains $\Gamma_{r+1}$ , then $M$ is contained in $Y_{r}$, but as $k_{\gamma}$ is a field of
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definition of $Y_{r},$ $Y_{r}$ contains the locus of $M$ over $k_{r}$, namely $A$ . But
this is impossible, unless $r\neq n$ . Therefore $\Gamma_{r+1}$ is not contained in
$Y_{r}$, and the variety, spanned by $\Gamma_{1},\cdots,$ $\Gamma_{r+1}$ has the dimension $r+1$ .
Thus we have proved this theorem by induction.

Let $A$ be an abelian variety of dimension $n$ defined over a field
$K$ and $P^{N}$ a projective space in which $A$ is imbedded. Let $L_{1},\cdots,$ $L_{n}$

be $n$ generic linear varieties of dimension $N-n+1$ over the field $k$,
such that all the coefficients of defining equations of $L_{1},\cdots,$ $L_{n}$ are
algebraically independent over the field $k$ . Let $\Gamma_{i}$ be the intersection
of $A$ and $L_{i}$ ; then every $\Gamma_{i}$ is a complete non-singular curve. We
call the set of these $n$ curves $\Gamma_{i}$ a generic system of curves of $A$

over $k$, the set of $n$ generic linear varieties $L_{i}$ a set of generic
linear varieties for $\{\Gamma_{i}\}$ , and a set of coefficients of the defining
equations of $L_{1},\cdots,$ $L_{n}$ , a set of coefficients for $\{\Gamma_{i}\}$ .

REMARK. If $\{\Gamma_{i}\},$ $\{\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}\}$ are two generic systems of curves of an
abelian variety, then $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ is isomorphic to $\Gamma_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}^{\prime}$ . This
follows immediately from the following fact, which is itself easy to
prove.

Now let $V$ be a variety defined over a field $k$ , and $X$ be a cycle
on $V$, defined over $k$ , with expression $X=\sum_{i}a_{i}A_{i}$. (Here and here-

after we call a cycle $X$ on $V$ ‘ defined over $k$ ’, if every component
of $X$ is defined over $k.$ ) Let $\sigma$ be an isomorphism of $k$ on a field $k^{\prime}$ .
If we put $X^{\sigma}=\sum_{l}a_{i}A_{i}^{\sigma}$ , then $X^{\sigma}$ is a cycle on $V^{\sigma}$ . We call this cycle
$X^{\sigma}$ a transform of $X$ by $\sigma$ . If $X$ is rational over $k$ , then $X$ is defined

over the algebraic closure $\overline{k}$ of $k$ . Let $U_{1}$ and $\overline{\sigma}_{2}$ be extensions of $\sigma$

to isomorphisms of $\overline{k}$ on $\overline{k}^{\prime}$ , then we have $X^{\overline{\sigma}_{1}}=X^{\overline{\sigma}_{2}}$ . Therefore, as
the transform of $X$ by $i$ does not depend on the choice of extension
3 of $\sigma$ , we shall denote it by $X^{\sigma}$ and call it a transform of $X$ by
$\sigma$ . We shall say also $X$ is isomorphic to $X^{\sigma}$ .

PROPOSITION 1. Let $\Gamma_{1}$ be a complete non-singular curve defined
over a field $k_{1}$ . Let $k_{2}$ be a field which is isomorphic to $k_{1}$ by an
isomorphism $\sigma$ . Let $\mathfrak{a}_{1}$ be a rational cycle on $\Gamma_{1}$ of dimension zero
over $k_{1}$ , then $\mathfrak{a}_{2}=\mathfrak{a}_{I}^{\sigma}$ is a cycle on $\Gamma_{2}=\Gamma_{1}^{\sigma}$ and we have $l(\mathfrak{a})=l(\mathfrak{a}^{\sigma})$ .

PROOF. Let $\varphi$ be a function on $\Gamma_{1}$ defined over the field $k_{1}$ , and
$M$ a generic point of $\Gamma_{1}$ over $k_{1}$ . Let $M^{\sigma}$ be the corresponding
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generic point of $\Gamma_{2}$ over $k_{2}$ If we put $\varphi^{\sigma}(M^{\sigma})=\varphi(M)^{\sigma}$ , then $\varphi^{\sigma}$ is a
function on $\Gamma_{2}$ defined over $k_{2}$ , and the divisor of $\varphi^{\sigma}$ is isomorphic to
that of $\varphi$. In fact, let $\Lambda_{\varphi}$ and $\Lambda_{\varphi}^{\sigma}$ be graphs of $\varphi$ and $\varphi^{\sigma}$ , respec-
tively, then we have $\Lambda_{\varphi}^{\sigma}=\Lambda_{\varphi^{\sigma}}$ . If we put $\Theta=(0)-(\infty)$ , then we have
$(\Lambda_{\varphi}\cdot(\Gamma_{1}\times\Theta))^{\sigma}=\Lambda_{\varphi}^{\sigma}\cdot(\Gamma_{1}\times\Theta)^{\sigma}=\Lambda_{\varphi}^{\sigma}\cdot(\Gamma_{2}\times\Theta)=\Lambda_{\varphi^{\sigma}}\cdot(\Gamma_{2}\times\Theta)$ . Hence we get
$(\varphi)^{\sigma}=pr_{\Gamma_{2}}(\Lambda_{\varphi}\cdot(\Gamma_{1}\times\Theta))^{\sigma}=pr_{\Gamma_{2}}(\Lambda_{\varphi}^{\sigma}\cdot(\Gamma_{2}\times\Theta))=(\varphi^{J})$ .

The mapping $\psi$ which maps $\varphi$ to $\varphi^{\sigma}$ induces an isomorphism of
$L(\mathfrak{a}_{1}, k_{1})$ on $L(\mathfrak{a}_{2}, k_{2})$ , where every $L(\mathfrak{a}_{i}, k_{i})$ is the set of all elements
of $L(\mathfrak{a}_{i})$ defined over $k_{i}$. But by virtue of Weil [1] VIII th. 10,
$l(\mathfrak{a}_{1})=$ rank of $L(\mathfrak{a}_{1}, k_{1})$ , and $l(\mathfrak{a}_{2})=$ the rank of $L(\mathfrak{a}_{2}, k_{2})$ . Therefore
we have $l(\mathfrak{a}_{1})=l(\mathfrak{a}_{2})$ .

PROPOSITION 2. Let $r_{1},\cdots,$ $r_{n}$ and $\Gamma_{1}^{\prime},\cdots,$ $\Gamma_{n}^{\prime}$ be two generic systems
of curves of an abelian variety $A$ over the field $k$ , over which $A$ and
its law of composition are defined. Let $(u)$ and $(u$‘ $)$ be sets of coeffici-
ents of $\{\Gamma_{i}\}$ and $\{\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}\}$ respectively, and let $\mathfrak{a}$ be a cycle of $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$

of dimension) zero, which is rational over the field $k(u)$ .
Let $\sigma$ be an isomorphism of $k(u)$ onto $k(u^{\prime})$ over $k$, such that

$\sigma(\Gamma_{i})=\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}$ for every $i$ , then we have $l(\mathfrak{a})=l(\mathfrak{a}^{\sigma})$ .
PROOF. Let $\varphi$ be a function on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ defined over $k(u)$ ,

$M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{n}$ a generic point of $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ over $k(u)$ , where every
$M_{i}$ is a generic point of $\Gamma_{i}$ over $k(u)$ , and $\varphi^{\sigma}$ a function on $\Gamma_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots$

$\times\Gamma_{n}^{\prime}$ defined over $k(u^{\prime})$ by $\varphi^{\sigma}(M_{1}^{\sigma}\times\cdots\times M_{n}^{\sigma})=\varphi(M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{n})^{\sigma}$ . Then
we have clearly $(\varphi)^{\sigma}=(\varphi^{\sigma})$ . Let

$\varphi_{\Gamma_{i}}$
be the restriction of $\varphi$ on $\Gamma_{i}$ ,

and $\varphi_{\Gamma_{i}}^{\sigma}$

, be the restriction of $\varphi^{\sigma}$ on $\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}$ . Then we have $(\varphi_{\tau_{i}})^{\sigma}=(\varphi_{r_{i}}^{\sigma},)$ .
In fact, as $(\varphi)\cdot(M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}\times\Gamma_{i}\times M_{i+1}\times\cdots\times M_{n})=M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{i\cdot\cdot 1}\times$

$(\varphi_{\tau_{i}})\times M_{i+1}\times\cdots\times M_{n}$ , we have $((\varphi)\cdot(M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}\times r_{j}\times M_{i+1}\cdots\times M_{n}))^{\sigma}$

$=(\varphi)^{\sigma}\cdot(M_{1}^{\sigma}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}^{\sigma}\times\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}\times M_{i+1}^{\sigma}\times\cdots\times M_{n}^{\sigma})=(\varphi^{\sigma})\cdot(M_{1}^{\sigma}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}^{\sigma}\times\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}$

$\times M_{i+1}^{\sigma}\times\cdots\times M_{n}^{\sigma})=M_{1}^{\sigma}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}^{\sigma}\times(\varphi_{\tau_{i’}}^{\sigma})\times M_{i+1}^{\sigma}\times\cdots\times M_{n}^{\sigma}$ . Operating
the algebraic projection on both side of this equality, we have $(\varphi_{\Gamma_{i}})^{\sigma}$

$=(\varphi_{\Gamma_{i}}^{\sigma})$ . Thus we have $l(\mathfrak{a}_{i})=l(\mathfrak{a}_{i}^{\sigma})$ where $\mathfrak{a}_{i}$ is the projection of $\mathfrak{a}$ on
$\Gamma_{i}$ . Therefore from proposition 2 of \S 2, follows l(ct) $=1(\mathfrak{a}^{\sigma})$ .

Let $\mathfrak{a}$ be a cycle of dimension zero on an abelian variety $A,$ $b$ a
point of $A$ , and $T_{b}$ a translation defined by $b$. Then we denote
$T_{b}(\mathfrak{a})$ by $\mathfrak{a}_{b}$ .

PROPOSITION 3. Let $\Gamma_{1},\cdots,$ $\Gamma_{n}$ and $\Gamma_{1}^{\prime},\cdots,$ $\Gamma_{n}^{\prime}$ be two generic systems
of curves of an abelian variety $A$ over the field $k$ , over which $A$ and
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the law of composition are defined. Let $\mathfrak{a}$ be a rational cycle of di-
mension $0$ on $A$ over $k$. Let $F$ and $F^{\prime}$ be loci of points $ M_{1}\times\cdots M_{n}\times$

$\sum_{i=1}^{n}M_{i}$ and $M_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{n}^{\prime}\times\sum_{i=1}^{n}M_{i}^{\prime}$ over the fields $k(u)$ and $k(u^{\prime})$ respectively,

where $(u),$ $(u^{\prime})$ are the sets of coefficients of $\{\Gamma_{i}\},$ $\{\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}\}$ respectively. and
every $M_{i}$ is a generic point of $\Gamma_{i}$ over $k(u)$ , while every $M_{i}^{\prime}$ is a generic
point of $\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}$ over $k(u^{\prime})$ . Let $t$ be a generic point of $A$ over $k(u)$ . If
we put

$\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{\ell}=pr_{\Gamma_{1}x\cdots\times\Gamma,l}.\cdot F\cdot(\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}\times \mathfrak{a}_{\ell})$
, and $\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t^{\prime}}=pr_{\Gamma_{1}’ x\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}},$

$ F\cdot(\Gamma_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots$

$\times\Gamma_{n}^{\prime}\times \mathfrak{a}_{l},)$ , then $\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t}\iota s$ isomorphic to $\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{\ell}^{\prime},$ , where $t^{\prime}$ is a certain generic
point of $A$ over $k(u^{\prime})$ .

PROOF. Let $\sigma$ be an isomorphism of $k(u)$ on $k(u^{\prime})$ . Then $\sigma$

transform $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ on $\Gamma_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}^{\prime}$ , and this $\sigma$ can be extended to
an isomorphism of $k(M_{1},\cdots, M_{\iota}, u)$ on $k(M_{1}^{\prime},\cdots, M_{n}^{\prime}, u^{\prime})$ . Let $t$ ‘ be the
isomorphic image of $t$ by an extension of $\sigma$ to $k(t, M_{1},\ldots, M_{n}u)$ . Tben
$t^{\prime}$ is a generic point of $A$ over $k(u^{\prime})$ . We have $F^{\sigma}=F^{\prime}$ for this $\sigma$ .
In fact, let $\Lambda$ be a law of composition of $A$ for $n$ elements, then

$\Lambda\cdot(M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{n}\times A)=M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{n}\times\sum_{i=1}^{n}M_{i}$ , and $\Lambda\cdot(M_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{n}^{\prime}\times A)$

$=M_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{n}^{\prime}\times\sum_{i=1}^{n}M_{i}^{\prime}$ . Hence we have $ M_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{n}^{\prime}\times(\sum_{t=1}^{n}M_{i})^{\sigma}=(\Lambda\cdot$

$(M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{n}\times A))^{\sigma}=\Lambda\cdot(M_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{n}^{\prime}\times A)=M_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{n}^{\prime}\times\sum_{i=1}^{n}M_{i}^{\prime}$ , and

this shows that $F^{\sigma}=F^{\prime}$ . Thus, we have $(F. (\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times r_{n}\times \mathfrak{a}_{t}))^{\sigma}=F^{\prime}\cdot(\Gamma_{1}^{\prime}$

$\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}^{\prime}\times \mathfrak{a}_{t},)$ , and operating $pr_{\Gamma_{1}’ x\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}$ , on both sides, we get our
proposition.

$l(\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t})$ is determined by a generic system of curves $\{\Gamma_{i}\}$ , a cycle $\mathfrak{a}$

of dimension zero, a generic point $t$ of $A$ , and a field $k$. To show
this dependence on these variables, we denote $l(\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t})$ by $l(\{\Gamma_{i}\}, \mathfrak{a}, t, k)$ .

PROPOSITION 4. Let $A$ be an abelian variety defined over a field $k$,
$\mathfrak{a}$ a rational cycle of dimension zero on $A$ over $k$, a generic system of
curves of $A$ over $k$, and $(u)$ the set of coefficients of $\{\Gamma_{i}\}$ . If $t$ and $t^{\prime}$

are generic points of $A$ over $k(u)$ , then we have $l(\{\Gamma_{i}\}, \mathfrak{a}, t, k)=l(\{r_{i}\},$ $\mathfrak{a}$ ,
$t^{\prime},$ $k$).

PROOF. Let $\sigma$ be an isomorphism of $k(u, t)$ on $k(u_{f}t^{\prime})$ over $k(u)$ ,
$\Lambda$ the law of $compo^{q}\llcorner ition$ of $A$ .

Then we have $(\Lambda\cdot(\mathfrak{a}\times t\times A))^{\sigma}=(\mathfrak{a}\times t\times \mathfrak{a}_{t})^{\sigma}-\mathfrak{a}^{\sigma}\times t^{\prime}\times\times(\mathfrak{a},)^{\sigma}=\Lambda\cdot(\mathfrak{a}^{\sigma}$

$\times t^{\prime}\times A)=\mathfrak{a}\times t^{\prime}\times \mathfrak{a}_{t}^{\sigma,}$ . The algebraic projection of this equality on $A$
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shows $(\mathfrak{a}_{t})^{\sigma}=\mathfrak{a}_{t},$ .
Therefore our proposition follows from proposition 2.
Propositions 2, 3 show that $l(\{\Gamma_{i}\}, \mathfrak{a}, t, k)$ is independent of choice

of $\{\Gamma_{i}\},$
$t$ . And as for $k$ , the independency of $l(\{\Gamma_{i}\}, \mathfrak{a}, t, k)$ of $k$ is

easily shown from the fact that $l(\{\Gamma_{i}\}, \mathfrak{a}, t, k)=l(\{\Gamma_{i}\}, \mathfrak{a}, t, R)$ , where
$K$ is a field containing $k,$ $\{\Gamma_{i}\}$ a generic system of curves over $K$

and $t$ a generic point of $A$ over $K(u)$ . Therefore $l(\{\Gamma_{i}\}, \mathfrak{a}, t, k)$ de-
pends only on $\mathfrak{a}$ , and we denote it by $1(\mathfrak{a})$ .

PROPOSITION 5. Let $\mathfrak{a}$ and $b$ two cycles of dimension zero on an
abelian variety. If $\mathfrak{a}\approx b$ over $A$ , then we have $1(\mathfrak{a})=1(b)$ .

PROOF. Let $k$ be a common field of definition of $A$ and of the
law of composition of $A$ , over which $\mathfrak{a}$ and $b$ are rational.

Let $\{\Gamma_{i}\}$ be a generic system of curves of $A$ over $k$ and $(u)$ the
set of coefficients of $\{\Gamma_{i}\}$ , and $t$ a generic point of $A$ over $k(u)$ .

Let $F$ be a variety defined in proposition 3, then we have $l(\mathfrak{a})$

$=l(\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t})$ and $l(b)=l(\overline{b}_{t})$ , where $\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t}=pr_{\Gamma_{1}x\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}$ F. $(\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}\times \mathfrak{a}_{t})$ and $\overline{b}_{l}$

$=pr_{\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}$ F. $(\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}\times b_{t})$ .
Now let $T_{t}$ be a translation on $A$ defined by $t$ ; then we have

$\mathfrak{a}_{t}\approx \mathfrak{b}_{t}$ . In fact, by proposition 1 of \S 1, $\mathfrak{a}-\mathfrak{b}\approx 0$ implies $(\mathfrak{a}-\mathfrak{b})\times A\approx O$

on $A\times A$ . As the translation $T_{t}$ is everywhere biregular, we have
$T_{t}\cdot((\mathfrak{a}-\mathfrak{b})\times A)\approx O$ , from proposition 3 of \S 1. Hence $\mathfrak{a}_{t}-\mathfrak{b}_{t}\approx 0$ , from
proposition 4 of \S 1.

By the definition of $F$ and proposition 2 of \S 1, we have F. $(\Gamma_{1}\times$

$...\times\Gamma_{n}\times(\mathfrak{a}_{t}-\mathfrak{b}_{t}))\sim 0$ on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}\times A$ .
The cor. of proposition 4 of \S 1 shows that $pr_{\Gamma_{i}}$ F. $(\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$

$\times(\mathfrak{a}_{t}-\mathfrak{b}_{t}))\sim 0$ on $\Gamma_{i}$, for every $i$, then our proposition follows from
proposition 2 of \S 2.

Now the genus of a curve belonging to a generic system of
curves of $A$–we shall call it the pseudogenus of $A$–is a uniquely
determined number depending only on $A,$ $i$ . $e$ . if $\{\Gamma_{i}\}$ and $\{\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}\}$ be any
two generic system of curves of $A$ , then genus of $\Gamma_{i}$ is the same as
that of $\Gamma_{j}^{\prime}$ for every $i,j$. In fact, let $\sigma$ be an isomorphism of $\Gamma_{i}$ on
$\Gamma_{j}^{\prime}$ , and $\mathfrak{a}$ a cycle on $\Gamma_{\iota}$ . Then we have $l(\mathfrak{a})=l(\mathfrak{a}^{\sigma})$ by proposition 2,
and then Riemann-Roch theorem shows our assertion.

We therefore can speak of the canonical cycles over the product
variety $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ , and we have the following proposition.
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PROPOSITION 6. Let $a$ be a cycle of dimension zero on an abelian
variety $A$ of dimension $n$ , rational over the field $k$ , over which $A$ and
the law of composition of $A$ are defined. Let $\{\Gamma_{i}\}$ and $\{\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}\}$ be two
generic systems of curves of $A$ over $k$ and $(u)$ and $(u^{\prime})$ be the sets of
coefficients of generic systems $\{\Gamma_{j}\}$ and $\{\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}\}$ respectively. Let further-
more $t$ , and $t$ ‘ be generic points of $A$ over the field $k(u)$ and $k(u^{\prime})$

respectively, and $\mathfrak{k},$

$\mathfrak{k}^{\prime}$ canonical cycles on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ and $\Gamma_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}^{\prime}$

respectively. If we define $\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t}$ and $\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t^{\prime}}^{\prime}$ in the same way as in proposition
3, then we have

$l(\mathfrak{k}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t})=l(\mathfrak{k}^{\prime}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t^{\prime}}^{\prime})$ .
PROOF. Let $t$ and $s$ be two generic points of $A$ over the field

$k(u)$ . Then there exists an isomorphism $\sigma$ of $k(\dot{u}, t)$ onto $k(u, s)$ over
$k(u)$ which maps $t$ onto $s$ . From the definition, and the th. 9 of
Weil [1] VIII, there exists a canonical cycle $\mathfrak{k}_{1}$ which can be written
in the form,

$\mathfrak{k}_{1}=\sum_{l-1}^{n}M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}\times pr_{\Gamma_{i}}[\Delta_{i}\cdot[(\omega_{i})-\Delta_{i}]]\times M_{i+1}\times$

$...\times M_{n}-pr_{\Gamma_{1}x\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}Y$

where $M_{1}\times\cdots\times M_{n}$ is a generic point of $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ over the field
$k(u, t)$ and $\omega_{i}$ is a function defined over the field $k(u, t)$ .

If we extend $\sigma$ to an isomorphism of $k(u, t, M_{i})$ onto $k(u, s, M_{i}^{\prime})$

where every $M_{i}^{\prime}$ is a generic point of $\Gamma_{i}$, then the image $\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\sigma}$ of $f_{1}$ by
$\sigma$ is also canonical.

In fact, $f_{1}^{\sigma}=\sum_{i-1}^{n}M_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{i^{\prime}-1}\times pr_{\tau_{i}}\Delta_{i}\cdot[(\omega_{i})^{\sigma}-\Delta_{i}]\times M_{i+1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{n^{\prime}}-$

$pr_{\Gamma_{1}x\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}Y^{\sigma}=\sum_{i=1}^{n}M_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{i-1}^{\prime}\times pr_{r_{i}}\Delta_{i}\cdot[(\omega_{i}^{\sigma})-\Delta_{i}]\times M_{i+1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times M_{n^{\prime}}-$

$pr_{\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}Y^{\sigma}$ .
Therefore $l(\mathfrak{k}_{1}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t})=l(\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\sigma}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t}^{\sigma})=l(\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\sigma}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t^{\sigma}})=l(\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\sigma}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{s})$ . From proposi-

tion 2 of \S 2, we have $l(\mathfrak{k}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t})=l(\mathfrak{k}_{1}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t})$ , and $1(\mathfrak{k}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{s})=l(\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\sigma}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{s})$ . Hence
we get $l(\mathfrak{k}-\overline{a}_{t})-l(\mathfrak{k}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{s},)$ .

Let $\tau$ be the isomorphism of $k(u)$ onto $k(u^{\prime})$ such that $\tau((u))=(u^{\prime})$ .
Let $\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\tau}$ be the image of $f_{1}$ by $\tau$ , then $\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\tau}$ is a canonical cycle of

$\Gamma_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}^{\prime}$ . In fact we have
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$\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\tau}=\sum_{i- 1}^{n}M_{1}^{\tau}\times\cdots\times M_{i^{\tau}-1}\times pr_{r_{i^{\prime}}}\Delta_{i}^{\tau}\cdot[(\omega_{i})^{\tau}-\Delta_{i}^{\tau}]\times M_{i+1}^{r}\times\cdots\times M_{n^{\tau}}$

$-pr_{\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots x\Gamma_{n}^{\prime}}Y^{\tau}$ .
But, as every $\Delta_{i}^{\tau}$ is the diagonal of $\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}\times\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}$ and $(\omega_{i})^{\tau}$ is a divisor

of $\omega_{i}^{\tau},$
$f_{1}^{\tau}$ is a canonical cycle of $\Gamma_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}^{\prime}$ . And we have $(\mathfrak{k}_{1}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t})^{\tau}$

$=(\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\tau}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t^{\tau}}^{\prime})$ . Then by prop. 2, we get $l(\mathfrak{k}_{1}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t})=l(\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\tau}-\overline{a}_{t^{\tau}}^{\prime})$ . But as $\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\tau}$

is a canonical cycles of $\Gamma_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}^{\prime}$ , we have $l(\mathfrak{k}_{1}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t^{\tau}}^{\prime})=l(\mathfrak{k}_{1}^{\tau}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t^{\tau}}^{\prime})$ , and
therefore $l(\mathfrak{k}^{\prime}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t^{\tau}}^{\prime})=l(\mathfrak{k}^{\prime}-iii_{t}^{r},)$ . Hence we have $l(\mathfrak{k}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t})=l(\mathfrak{k}^{\prime}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t^{\prime}}^{\prime})$ .

This proposition means that the value of $l(\mathfrak{k}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t})$ depends only
on the cycle $\mathfrak{a}$ . If we put therefore $\mathfrak{r}(\mathfrak{a})=l(\mathfrak{k}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{l})$ , then $\mathfrak{r}(\mathfrak{a})$ depends
only on $\mathfrak{a}$ .

PROPOSITION 7. Let $\mathfrak{a}$ and $\mathfrak{b}$ be two cycles of dimension zero on
an abelian variety. If $\mathfrak{a}\approx \mathfrak{b}$ , then we have $\mathfrak{r}(\mathfrak{a})=\mathfrak{r}(\mathfrak{b})$ .

This proposition is an obvious consequence of proposition 5.
Let $F$ be a rational mapping of $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\Gamma_{n}$ on $A$ , defined in pro-

position 3, then the number $d=[F:A]$ depends only on $A$ , and does
not depend on the choice of generic systems of curves of $A$ . We
call this number $d$ the index of $A$ .

THEOREM 2. Let $A$ be an abelian variety ofpseudogenus $g$ and of
index $d$, and $\mathfrak{a}$ a cycle of dimension zero on A. Then we have

$l(\mathfrak{a})=d^{n}(\deg \mathfrak{a})^{n}+d^{n-1}\beta_{1}(\mathfrak{a})(\deg \mathfrak{a})^{n-1}+\cdots+d^{n-i}\beta_{i}(a)(\deg \mathfrak{a})^{n-i}+$

$...+\beta_{n}(\mathfrak{a})$ ,

$\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})=\sum_{j=0}^{i}(-(g-1))^{j}(n-i_{j}+j)H(i-j, \mathfrak{a})$

$H(i, \mathfrak{a})=\sum \mathfrak{r}(\pi_{j_{1}\cdots j_{i}}(\mathfrak{a}))$ ,

where $\pi_{j_{1}\cdots j_{i}}\mathfrak{a}$ is the projection of $\mathfrak{a}$ on $r_{j_{1}}\times\cdots\times r_{j_{i}},$ $\mathfrak{r}(\pi_{j_{1}\cdots j_{i}}(a))$ is con-
sidered on $\Gamma_{j_{1}}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{j_{i}}$ , and the last sum is taken over all the combi-
nations of $i$ elements from the set $($ 1, 2, $\cdots$ , $n)$ .

PROOF. Let $k$ be a field of definition of $A$ , over which $\mathfrak{a}$ is
rational, $\{\Gamma_{i}\}$ a generic system of curves of $A$ over $k,$ $(u)$ the set of
coefficients of $\{\Gamma_{i}\}$ , and $t$ a generic point of $A$ over $k(u)$ . Let $\overline{a}_{t}$ be
a cycle defined by $pr_{\Gamma_{1}x\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}F\cdot(\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times r_{n}\times \mathfrak{a}_{t})$ , then we have, by

theorem 2 of \S 2,
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$l(\overline{a}_{t})=(\deg\overline{a}_{t})^{n}+\beta_{1}(\overline{a}_{t})(\deg\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t})^{n-1}+\cdots+\beta_{i}(\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t})\cdot(\deg\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t})^{n-1}+$

.. $.+\beta_{n}(\overline{a}_{t})$ ,

$\beta_{i}(\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t})=\sum_{j=0}^{n}(-(g-1))^{j}(n-ij+j)H(i-j, \overline{a}_{t})$ , and

$H(i, \overline{a}_{t})=\sum l(\pi_{j_{1},\cdots,j_{j}}(\overline{\mathfrak{k}}-\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t}))$ ,

where $\mathfrak{k}$ is a canonical cycle of dimension zero on $\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ . From
the principle of conservation of number, we have $\deg\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{\ell}=d\deg\overline{\mathfrak{a}}$.
From proposition 7 follows $\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})=\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a}_{l})$ , and $H(i, \mathfrak{a})=H(i, \overline{a}_{l})$ , and have
our theorem.

COROLLARY 1. Let $A$ be an abelian variety, and $\mathfrak{a},$

$\mathfrak{b}$ two cycles on
$A$ , such that $\mathfrak{a}\approx b$ , then we have

$\deg \mathfrak{a}=\deg \mathfrak{b}$ , and $\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})=\beta_{i}(b)$ .
PROOF. From prop. 7, we get $\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})=\beta_{i}(b)$ . From this and prop.

5 and the above theorem, we have $\deg \mathfrak{a}=\deg b$.
COROLLARY 2. Let $A$ be an abelian variety, $\mathfrak{a}$ a cycle of dimension

zero on $A$ , and $\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})$ the function defined above.
If the degree of $a$ is sufficiently large, then we have

$\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})=(-1)^{i}t_{i}^{n})(g-1)^{i}$ .
It is an obious consequence of theorem 2 and prop. 6.

\S 4. Birational invariance

Here we shall prove the birational invariance of $l(\mathfrak{a}),$ $\beta_{j}(\mathfrak{a})$ the
pseudogenus and the index $d$ of an abelian variety $A$ . From now
on, we assume that every abelian varieties to be considered is con-
tained in a projective space $P^{N}$.

PROPOSITION 1. Let $A$ and $A^{\prime}$ be two birationally equivalent abelian
varieties of dimension $n$ . Then there exist generic systems of curves
$\{\Gamma_{i}\}$ and $\{\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}\}$ of $A$ and $A^{\prime}$ respectively, such that every $\Gamma_{i}$ corresponds
to $\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}$ birationally.

PROOF. Let $T$ be a birational correspondence between $A$ and $A^{\prime}$ .
We may assume that $A,$ $A^{\prime}$ and $T$ have their representative $A_{0},$ $A_{0}^{\prime}$
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and $T_{0}$ in the same representative $P_{0}$ of $P^{N}$. Let $k$ be a common
field of definition of $A,$ $A^{\prime}$ and $T$, and $x_{1},\cdots,$ $x_{n}$ are $n$ independent
generic points of $A$ over $k$ . If we put $x_{\acute{k}}=T(x_{k})$ , then $x_{1}^{\prime},\cdots,$ $x_{\acute{n}}$ are
$n$ independent generic points of $A^{\prime}$ over $k$, and $k(x_{k})=k(x_{k}^{\prime})$ for every
$i$. Let $u_{ij}^{(1)},\ldots,$ $u_{ij}^{(n)},$ $(1\leqq j\leqq N, 1\leqq i\leqq N-n+1)$ be $nN(N-n+1)$ inde-

pendent variables over $k(x_{1},\ldots, x_{n})$ . If we put $u_{i,0}^{(k)}=\sum_{j=1}^{N}\dot{x}_{k,j}u_{l,j}^{(k)}$, then

$u_{,j}^{(k)},(0\leqq j\leqq N, 1\leqq i\leqq N-n+1)$ are $(N+1)(N-n+1)$ independent vari-
ables over $k$ for every $i,$ $k$. Let $L_{k}$ be a linear variety defined by

equations $\sum_{j=0}^{N}u_{ij}^{(k)}X_{j}=0(1\leqq i\leqq N-n+1,0\leqq j\leqq N)$ ; then $L_{k}$ is a generic

linear variety, and $A\cdot L_{k}=\Gamma_{k}$ has a generic point $x_{k}$ over $k(u_{l}^{(k_{j^{)}}} )$ . By
the same method, using $(u_{ij}^{(k)})1\leqq j\leqq N,$ $1\leqq i\leqq N-n+1$ and $x_{\acute{k}}$ , we define
generic linear varieties $L_{k}^{\prime}$ , and curves $\Gamma_{k}^{\prime}=A^{\prime}\cdot L_{k}^{\prime}$ which have $x_{\acute{k}}$ as
a generic point over $k(u_{i^{(k)},j}^{\prime})$ , where $u_{i^{(k)},j}^{\prime}=u_{t,j}^{(k)}$ for $1\leqq j\leqq N$ and $u_{i.0}^{(k)}$

’

$=\sum_{j=1}^{N}x_{\acute{k},j}u_{i,j}^{(k)}$ . Then we have $k(x_{k}, u_{i,j}^{k})=k(x_{k}^{\prime}, u_{i^{k}j}^{\prime})$ . Therefore, $\Gamma_{i}$ cor-

responds to $\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}$ birationally for every $i$. As $x_{1},\cdots,$ $x_{n}$ are independent
generic points of $A$ and $x_{1}^{\prime},\cdots,$ $x_{\acute{n}}$ are independent generic points of
$A^{\prime}$ over $k,$ $\{\Gamma_{i}\}$ and $\{\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}\}$ are generic systems of curves of $A$ and $A^{\prime}$

respectively over $k$.
This proposition shows the birational invariance of pseudogenus

of abelian varieties.
REMARK. This curve $r_{i}$ corresponds to $\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}$ everywhere biregularly

by $T$ for every $i$, because $T$ is everywhere biregular.
Let $A,$ $A^{\prime}$ and $T$ be the same as defined above in prop. 1, let $\mathfrak{a}$

be a cycle of dimension zero on $A$ , and $\mathfrak{a}^{\prime}$ a cycle of dimension
zero on $A^{\prime}$ defined by $\mathfrak{a}^{t}=pr_{A},T\cdot(\mathfrak{a}\times A^{\prime})$ .

Let $K$ be a field containing $k$, such that $\mathfrak{a}$ and $\mathfrak{a}^{\prime}$ are rational
over $K$. If $t$ is a generic point of $A$ over $K$, then $t^{\prime}=pr_{A},T(t\times A^{\prime})$

is a generic point of $A^{\prime}$ over $K$.
By prop. 1, there exist generic systems of curves $\{\Gamma_{i}\},$ $\{\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}\}$ of $A$ ,

and $A^{\prime}$ over $K$, such that $r_{i}$ corresponds to $\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}$ birationally, and so
$\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}$ corresponds to $\Gamma_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}^{\prime}$ birationally. Let $x_{1}\times\cdots\times x_{n}$

and $x_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times x^{\prime}$ be biregularly corresponding generic points of $\Gamma_{1}\times$

$...\times\Gamma_{n}$ and $\Gamma_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}^{\prime}$ over $K$, such that $x_{k}$ corresponds to $x_{\acute{k}}$ bire-
gularly for every $i$. Let $B$ be a locus of $ x_{1}\times\cdots\times x_{n}\times(\sum_{k=1}^{n}x_{k})\times x_{1}^{\prime}\times$
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$\times x_{\acute{n}}\times(\sum_{k=1}^{n}x^{\prime})$ over $k$, then $B\cdot(\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}\times a_{t}\times\Gamma_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}^{\prime}\times A^{\prime})$ is

defined. By Weil [3] th. 9, $T$ can be written in the form $T=T^{\star}+a$,
where $T^{\star}$ is a homomorphism of $A$ into $A^{\prime}$ , and a is a rational point

over $K$. As $T(x_{i})=T^{\star}(x_{i})+a$ , and $T(\sum_{i-1}^{n}x_{j})=\sum_{i-1}^{n}T^{\star}(x)=a$, we have

$T(\sum_{l-}^{n}x_{i})=\sum_{i1=1}^{n}T(x_{i})-(n-1)a$. This proves that $K(\sum_{i- 1}^{\prime l}x_{i})=K(\sum_{i\approx 1}^{n}x_{i}^{\prime})$ . There-

fore we have $H\cdot(\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{l}\times\Gamma_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}^{\prime})=\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{\ell^{\prime}},,$ , where $\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t}=pr_{\Gamma_{1}x\cdots x\Gamma_{n}}F\cdot(\Gamma_{1}\times\cdots$

$\times\Gamma_{n}\times \mathfrak{a}_{t}),$ $\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t}^{\prime},$

$=pr_{\Gamma_{1}’ x\cdots x\Gamma_{n}},$
$F^{\prime}\cdot(\Gamma_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times\Gamma_{n}^{\prime}\times\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t^{\prime\prime}}^{\prime}),$ $t^{\prime\prime}=t^{\prime}+(n-1)a$ and $H$ is

a locus of $x_{1}\times\cdots\times x_{n}\times x_{1}^{\prime}\times\cdots\times x_{\acute{n}}$ over $K$.
Let $\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{l.i},$ $\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{l^{\prime\prime}.i}^{\prime}$ be the projection of $\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t},$

$\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t}^{\prime},$ , on $\Gamma_{i},$ $\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}$ respectively, and
$H_{i}$ be a locus of $x_{i}\times x_{\acute{i}}$ over $K$, then we have

$pr_{\Gamma_{\oint}}H_{i}\cdot(\overline{a}_{t.i}\times\Gamma_{1})=\overline{a}_{t^{\prime\prime}.i}^{\prime}$ .
Let $\varphi$ be a function on $\Gamma_{i}$ , which is an element of a complete

linear system $L(\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t.i})$ on $\Gamma_{i}$ , and $K^{\prime}$ be a common field of definition of
$\varphi,$ $\Gamma_{i},$ $\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}$ , and $H_{i}$ ; let further $y_{j}\times y_{\acute{i}}$ be a generic point of $H_{i}$ over $K^{\prime}$ ,
where $y_{i}$ and $y_{\acute{i}}$ are generic points of $\Gamma_{i}$ and $\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}$ respectively over
$K^{\prime}$ . If we put $\varphi^{\prime}(y_{i})=\varphi(y_{i})$ , then $\varphi^{\prime}$ is a function on $\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}$ , and by Weil
[1] VIII th. 7, we have $pr_{r_{i}},$

$.H_{i}\cdot((\varphi)\times\Gamma_{i}^{\prime})=(\varphi^{\prime})$ . As $\varphi^{t}$ is obviously

an element of a complete linear system $L(\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t^{\prime\prime},i}^{\prime})$ , the mapping $\varphi\rightarrow\varphi^{\prime}$

induces an isomorphism of $L(\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t,i})$ onto $L(\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t^{\prime}’.i})$ , and we have $l(\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t.i}^{\prime})$

$=l(\overline{a}_{t,i}^{\prime})$ . Since, by proposition 2 of \S 2, $1(\mathfrak{a})=\prod_{i=1}^{n}l(\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t,i}),$ $l(\overline{\mathfrak{a}}^{\prime})=\prod_{i-1}^{n}l(\overline{\mathfrak{a}}_{t}^{\prime})$ ,

we have the following:
PROPOSITION 2. Let $A$ and $A^{\prime}$ be two birationally equivalent abelian

varieties. Let $\mathfrak{a}$ be a cycle of dimension zero on $A$ , and $\mathfrak{a}^{\prime}$ the cor-
responding cycle of dimension zero on $A^{\prime}$ . Then we have

$l(\mathfrak{a})=l(\mathfrak{a}^{\prime})$ , $\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})=\beta_{l}(\mathfrak{a}^{\prime})$ , and $d=d^{\prime}$ ,

where $d$ and d’ are indices of $A$ and $A^{\prime}$ respectively.

PROOF. $A$ canonical divisor $\mathfrak{k}_{j}$ on $\Gamma_{i}$ can be written in tbe form
$pr_{\Gamma_{i}}\Delta_{i}\cdot((\omega_{i})-\Delta_{i})$ where $\Delta_{i}$ is the diagonal of $\Gamma_{i}\times\Gamma_{i}$ and $\omega_{i}$ is a func-
tion on $\Gamma_{i}\times\Gamma_{i}$ such that $\nu_{\Delta_{j}}(\omega_{i})=1$ . Let $R_{i}$ be a birational corre-
spondence of $\Gamma_{i}\times\Gamma_{i}$ to $\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}\times\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}$ , and $K^{\prime\prime}$ be a common field of definition
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of $\omega_{i},$
$\Gamma_{i}\times\Gamma_{i},$ $\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}\times\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}$ and $R$, and let $y_{i,1}\times y_{j,2}\times y_{\acute{i},1}\times y_{\acute{i},2}$ be a generic

point of $R_{j}$ over $K^{\prime\prime}$ . Let $\omega_{i}$ be a function on $\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}\times\Gamma_{i}^{\prime}$ , defined by
$\omega_{i}^{\prime}(y_{i,1}^{\prime}\times y_{i.2}^{\prime})=\omega_{i}(y_{i,1}\times y_{\iota,2})$ , then $\nu_{\Delta i},(\omega_{i}^{\prime})=1$ , and we have $pr_{\Gamma_{i}’\times\Gamma_{\oint}},R_{i}\cdot((\omega_{i})$

$-\Delta_{i})\times\Gamma_{2}^{\prime}\times\Gamma_{2}^{\prime})=\Delta_{i}^{\prime}((\omega_{i}^{\prime})-\Delta_{i}^{\prime})$ . Therefore we have $\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a})=\beta_{i}(\mathfrak{a}^{\prime})$ .
As for $d$ and $d^{\prime},$ $K(\sum_{i=1}^{n}x_{i})=K(\sum_{i=I}^{n}x_{i}^{\prime})$ , and $K(x_{1},\cdots, x_{n})=K(x_{1}^{\prime},\cdots, x_{n}^{\prime})$

prove $d=d^{\prime}$ .
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