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Introduction

There are many cohomology theories in algebraic geometry and the study of these and
the relations between them are of central interest in the field. In the 1950’s and 1960’s the
formalism of Weil cohomology was constructed by the Grothendieck school, inspired by the
work of Weil on the Weil conjectures [Weid9]. These are cohomology theories for (smooth
projective) varieties over a field k with coefficients in a field K with char(K) = 0, ie., a
contravariant functor

H* : {smooth projective varieties over k} — {graded K-algebras},

satisfying certain axioms. Among the axioms and data that goes into defining a Weil coho-
mology theory H* are a cup product and a cycle class map. The cup product is a graded-
commutative product

U: H(X)UH*(X) - H(X),
and the cycle class map is a map
c: Z¢X) — H*(X)

that takes any closed subvariety Z C X of codimension ¢ to a cohomology class of degree 2¢
(for any c). Here Z¢(X) denotes the group of all such cycles of codimension ¢, but in practice
the cycle class map factors through rational equivalence to give a map

cl: CHY(X) — H*(X).

When one has a cup product and a cycle class map one can define an action of correspondences.
Let X and Y be two such smooth projective varieties. A correspondence from X to Y is a
subvariety of X x Y, or more generally an element & € CH¢(X xY") for some c. Now let px
and py be the projections from X X5 Y to X and Y, respectively. Then the correspondence
a gives us a map H'(X) — H!(Y) for any i by the formula

B = pya (P (B) U cl(e)),

for any 8 € H'(X), where the push-forward py . is defined via Poincaré duality. This gives
us a generalization of the pushforward between cohomology groups and is very important in
algebro-geometric situations where one often has a dearth of morphisms. In several classi-
cal Weil cohomology theories (de Rham, ¢-adic, crystalline), the above map preserves extra
structure, which reflects the fact that the map is of geometric origin

Because of the usefulness of these correspondence actions it is desirable to try to construct
them for other important cohomology theories that are not Weil cohomology theories. In their
paper [CR11| Chatzistamatiou and Riilling constructed such actions for Hodge cohomology for
smooth (but not necessarily proper) schemes defined over a perfect field of positive charac-
teristic. Using this construction they proved vanishing theorems and isomorphism theorems
for higher direct images. These results were known to hold over fields of characteristic 0,
but the proofs there relied on the existence of resolutions of singularities, which is a major
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2 INTRODUCTION

open problem in positive characteristic. The construction involves defining so-called weak co-
homology theories with supports (WCTS), showing that Chow groups and Hodge cohomology
give examples of such WCTS, proving an existence (and uniqueness) theorem for morphisms
CH — F where CH denotes the WCTS of Chow groups and F' denotes any WCTS assumed
to satisfy certain conditions, and finally to use the existence theorem to construct actions of
correspondences and to show that Hodge cohomology satisfies the conditions of the existence
theorem. The major technical parts of this construction are the proof of the existence theorem
and construction of Hodge cohomology as a WCTS, constructing a cycle class map to it, and
showing that Hodge cohomology satisfies the conditions of the existence theorem. This relies
heavily on, among other things, Grothendieck duality theory.

In this thesis we expand the work from [CR11] to the case where the schemes considered are
sepatated smooth schemes of finite type over a base scheme S, which is either a field (which does
not have to be perfect) or a Noetherian, regular, excellent, separated and irreducible scheme
of Krull dimension 1. The most important examples of these base schemes for me are (many
important) Dedekind domains, in particular rings of integers in number fields, including Z,
and the ring of Witt vectors W (k) where k is a perfect field of positive characteristic, including
Ly = W(Fp).

An outline of the thesis is as follows.

Chapter 1. In Chapter 1 the construction of weak cohomology theories with supports
are are recalled from [CRI11]. These consist of a quadruple (F.,F* T, e) where F, and F* are
graded functors from categories V, and V* to GrAb, respectively. These categories V, and V*
have the same objects, pairs consisting of smooth separated S-schemes of finite type together
with a family of supports. The morphisms of V, are given by

Homy, (X, ®), (Y, ¥)) =
{f eHomg(X,Y)| flo is proper and f(®) C ¥}.
and the morphisms of V* are given by
Homy (X, ®), (Y, ¥)) = {f € Homg(X,Y)|f~(¥) C ®}.

For any such (X, ®) € obj(Vi) = obj(V*) we have F,(X,®) = F*(X,®) and the functors
differ only in the grading. So we can think of F* as cohomology groups with pullbacks and
F, as cohomology groups with pushforwards. Along with these functors we have a natural
transformation 7" and a morphism of Abelian groups e : Z — F(S) making both (F,,T,e)
and (F*,T,e) into symmetric monoidal functors.

Note that by considering S-schemes with supports, we are afforded more flexibility in the
sense that the schemes considered do not have to be proper over S and morphisms between
them do not need to be proper for the pushforward to exist, as long as the morphisms are
proper when restricted to the supports. We look at some basic properties of these weak
cohomology theories, and in particular define a cup product and state projection formulas. In
Chapter 1 we only assume our base scheme S is Noetherian.

The contents of Chapter 1 are not new and are contained in |[CRI1I], but stated here in
the context of S-schemes.

Chapter 2. In Chapter 2 the first example of a weak cohomology theory with supports
is given. This is the example of Chow groups. This is a fundamental example to be able to
have actions of correspondences. We define the functors CH, and CH* sending (X, ®) to the
groups CH*(X/S, ®) and CH,(X/S, ®), respectively. These are the Chow groups of cycles
in X that lie in ® up to rational equivalence, and graded by codimension and S-dimension
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respectivelyﬂ The pushforward is given by the proper pushforward of Chow groups and the
pullback is constructed using the refined Gysin homomorphism for local complete intersection
morphisms, using the fact that all morphisms between separated smooth S-schemes of finite
type are l.c.i. morphisms. Here we use more of the assumed properties of S. Namely, for
the S-dimensions to behave correctly we want S to be excellent (or universally catenary will
suffice) and in showing that the pullback preserves grading, and to have that all S-morphisms
between smooth separated S schemes of finite type are l.c.i. morphisms, we use the regularity
of S.

The product for Chow groups is given by the exterior product xg. Here we have to restrict
the dimension of S to be at most 1. It would be interesting to see if this restriction could be
eased to allow for higher dimensional base schemes.

Chapter 3. In Chapter 3 we find one of the main theorems of the thesis. It states
that for a given WCTS F = (F,,F*,T,e) for which we can define a cycle class element
c(Z,X) € F*(X,Z) for any smooth separated S-scheme of finite type X and any inte-
gral closed subscheme Z in X, such that for reqular Z these cycle class elements satisfy some
conditions, then there exists a morphism of weak cohomology theories with supports

cl:CH— F.

Namely, we have

THEOREM 1. Let S be a Noetherian, excellent, regular, separated and irreducible scheme
of Krull-dimension at most 1. Let F € T be a weak cohomology theory with supports satisfying
the semi-purity condition. Then Homr(CH,F) is non-empty if following conditions hold.

(1) For the O-section 19 : S — ]P’}g and the co-section 10 @ S — P}q the following equality
holds:
Fi(1)oe=F.(ie)0€.
(2) If X is an Ng-scheme and W C X is an integral closed subscheme then there exists
a cycle-class element c(W, X) € Fagimgmw)(X, W), and if W C X is any closed
subscheme we define

(W, X) = nicl(W, X),

where the W; are the irreducible components of W and ), n;[W;] is the fundamental
cycle of WEL such that the following conditions hold:
i) For any open U C X such that U N'W is regular, we have

F () (c(W, X)) =cd(WnU,U),
where j: (U,UNW) — (X, W) is induced by the open immersion U C X.

i) If f: X =Y is a smooth morphism between Ng-schemes X and Y, and W C Y
is a reqular closed subset, then

F(f)(el(W,Y)) = cl(f~H (W), X).

ITechnically the group CH*(X/S, ®) is graded by S-codimension, but this agrees with the standard codi-
mension.

2Technically we should write cl(W, X) = > niFu(iw, )cl(Wi, X) where iw, : (X, W;) — (X, W) enlarges
the supports. Notice also that when W is not pure S-dimensional the cycle-class element cl(W, X) does not
live in FQ dimg W(X, W)
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iit) Let i : X — Y be the closed immersion of an irreducible, regular, closed S-
subscheme X into an Ng-scheme Y. For any effective smooth divisor D C'Y
such that

o D meets X properly, thus DNX =D xy X is a divisor on X,
o D = (D N X)yeq is regular and irreducible, so DNX =n - D' as divisors
(for some n € Z,n >1).
We define g : (D,D") — (Y, X) in V* as the map induced by the inclusion D C Y .
Then the following equality holds:

F*(9)(cl(X,Y)) =n-cl(D', D).

i) Let f : X — Y be a morphism of Ng-schemes. Let W C X be a regular closed
subset such that the restricted map

is proper and finite of degree d. Then
Fo(/)(l(W, X)) =d - cl(f(W),Y).

v) Let X,Y be Ng-schemes and let W C X and V CY be regular, integral closed
subschemes. Then the following equation holds

cl(W xgV,X xgY) if W oor V is dominant over S,

T(cl(W, X) @ cl(V,Y)) = {0 otherwise

vi) For the base scheme S we have cl(S,S) = 1g.

Here we first encounter one of the main differences between the work done in [CR11]
and this thesis. In [CR11], the authors worked over a perfect field k so they could ensure
that the smooth locus of any reduced scheme of finite type over k was non-empty. The
corresponding theorem in [CR11] gives conditions on cycle class elements for smooth integral
closed subschemes. Since S is not (in general) equal to Spec (k) for a perfect field, this can
not work in the generality presented in this thesis. However, we assume that .S is excellent, so
in particular a J — 2 scheme so any scheme of finite type over S (like all schemes in this thesis
are assumed to be) has a non-empty open regular locus. This allows us to assume conditions
on the class element for regular integral closed subschemes and spread out from the regular
locus in general.

The proof of Theorem [I]is structured as follows. We need to define a family of morphisms
of graded Abelian groups

¢4 : CH(A) —» F(A),
where A is any object in 0bj(Vi) = 0bj(V*), and we need to show that this family induced
natural transformations of right-lax symmetric monoidal functors

(CH,, xg,1) = (Fy,T,e), and,
(CH*, xg,1) — (F*, T, e).
The case of (CH,, T, e) — (F, T, e) is presented in Chapter 3 as its own Proposition. We start
by defining a family of homomorphisms of Abelian groups
Sixa) t Za(X) = F(X, D)

indexed by the elements (X, ®) € obj(V*) = obj(V4). For integral closed subschemes [W], we
define

Six.a) (W) = Fu(iw ) (cl(W, X)),
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where iy (X, W) — (X, ®) is induced by idx.

We then show that this family of homomorphisms extends to the desired natural trans-
formation of (right-lax) symmetric monoidal functors. First we show on the level of cycles,
this family ¢ is functorial with the pushforwards. Then we show that these morphisms ¢/
send cycles that are rationally equivalent to zero, to 0 and therefore that this family defines
a natural transformation ¢. Finally we show that this natural transformation is a natural
transformation of right-lax symmetric monoidal functors by showing that it respects the unit
and the product.

The proof of Theorem [1| then proceeds by showing that this given natural transformation
of right-lax symmetric monoidal functors ¢ : (CH,, xg,1) — (F4, T, e) extends to a natural
transformation of right-lax symmetric monoidal funtors (CH*, xg,1) — (F*,T,e), i.e., that
¢ is functorial with respect to the pullback. We do this by using a well known dévissage
technique; we first show that it is for pullbacks along smooth morphisms, then for pullbacks
along regular closed immersions, and finally deducing the general case by factoring a morphism
into a composition of a smooth morphism and a regular closed immersion, which we can always
do since all morphisms between smooth separated S-schemes of finite type are l.c.i. morphisms.

Chapter 4. In this chapter we introduce Hodge cohomology with supports, the main
example of a weak cohomology theory with supports that is studied in this thesis, and on
which we want to have actions of correspondences. We define the cohomology groups as
follows. Let (X, ®) be an smooth separated S-scheme of finite type with a family of supports

®. We define
@ Hd) X/S

and call this abelian group (or I'(S, OS)—module) the Hodge cohomology of X with supports in
®. We denote by H*(X, ®) the graded abelian group given in degree n by

H'(X,®) = P Hy(X, QX/S)
i+j=n

We also want a “covariant grading”. Let X = II,X, be the decomposition of X into its
connected components, then we define H, (X, ®) to be the graded abelian group that in degree
n is

Hn(X7 (b) — @HZdimer—n(Xh@).

For any map of S-schemes f : X — Y we have a natural map

Q%//s = f *QJX/S

a-dbs f(a) - df*(b),

and the pullback is induced by it. It is fairly easily seen to be functorial. The pushforward is
harder to construct. We start by defining a certain proper pushforward. Namely consider

f

5,

X Y
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where X and Y are separated S-schemes of finite type, and f is a proper morphism. Then we
can, using the theory of Grothendieck duality, define

Rf.Dx (% /5) = RERHomo, (% /g, f'75-05)
— RHomo, (Rf% g Rff'my O)

% RHomo, (Qlf,/s, Rf*f!ﬂg/os)

Try k

— Dy (Qy/g),

where Dx (F) denotes RHomo (F, 7y Og). The general pushforward for f : X — Y that is
not assumed to be proper, but X and Y are assumed to be smooth, separated and of finite
type over S, and f is assumed to be proper when restricted to the family of supports on X,
is defined by considering a Nagata compactification

X—X

N

Y.

Now f is a proper morphism and the pushforward is induced by the proper pushforward
of f along with the identifications of €% /g With DX(Q;?;;] ), and similarly for Y, where
dx = dimg(X) is the S-dimension of X. Unlike in the case of the pullback, now there is an
issue of whether this is well-defined. Namely, we may choosed different Nagata compactifica-
tions and we want to make sure that the definition of the pushforward does not depend on
this choice.

The product T is defined via the derived tensor product, and we define the “unit”
e:Z — H(S,S) via the canonical ring homomorphism

7 —T(S,05) = H*(S,05) C H(S,S).
We then show that (H., H*,T,e) is a weak cohomology theory with supports. Furthermore
we define a slight variant, called the pure part of H and denoted by HP. This essentially

consists of all Hg(X, Q7% / g) and has the same product and unit. There is a natural inclusion
of weak cohomology theories with supports

(HP.,,HP*,T,e) — (H., H*,T,e).
The next step is to define a cycle class, and to show that (HP., HP*,T,e) with this cycle

class satisfies the conditions of Theorem [I} This will give us a morphism of weak cohomology
theories with supports

cl: (CH,,CH*, xg,1) — (HP,, HP*,T,e) < (H,,H*,T,e).

Here the differences between this thesis and the work done in [CRII] are most pronounced.
Namely, in [CR11] they can always reduce to a non-empty smooth locus. So to define a cycle
class element cl(W, X) they define it for smooth integral closed subschemes W — X and
spread out from the smooth locus. But if ¢ : W < X is a smooth integral closed subscheme,
then W, (X, W) € obj(Vi) and i is a morphism in V.. So they can define

CI(VV, X) = H*(Z)(1W)7

where 1y is a specific well-defined element. In our case, where we don’t have generic smooth-
ness, we have to define cycle class elements by defining them explicitly for regular integral
closed subschemes ¢ : W — X and spread out from the regular locus. But notice that we
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“leave the realm of the WCTS”. By this we mean that when W is regular, and not smooth
over S, then W is not in 0bj(Vi) so we don’t have access to pushforwards and can not define
cl(W, X) in an analogous manner to the smooth case. We let X be a smooth separated S-
scheme of finite type, and let ¢ : Z < X be a closed immersion of a regular, irreducible closed
subscheme Z to X of codimension c. Let Z be the ideal sheaf of i. We have a well defined
map

Ql
/T = i*(Qs) = —
a — da,

and by taking the wedge product we get a map

C
NI/ 2y s

The Oz-module \°Z/Z? is invertible with inverse wz/x, 80 by tensoring with wz,x we get

c
~ oRid .y
OZ = /\_,Z/.,Z2 ®OZ Wz/x —Z> 4 Q%/S ®OZ Wz/x-

Since 7 is a regular closed immersion (so in particular an l.c.i. morphism) we know that
wz/x = i'Ox|c] and we furthermore have

"0/ ©o, 10x[c] 2 i (255)[c),

and we therefore have a morphism

Oz = i'(Qs)ld].
By adjunction of Ri, and i', we have

1Oz — Qg(/s[c].
Applying R, to this and taking the zeroth cohomology gives us a map

H(Z,07) = HZ(X,0%/s),

and we define cl(Z, X) as the image of 1 € H(Z, Oz) under this map.

Chapter 5. In Chapter 5 we recall how to define correspondences for weak cohomology
theories with supports. This chapter follows the work done in [CRII] quite closely.

We start Chapter 5 by defining a composition of correspondences, and this requires a
definition of new families of supports P(®,¥) on a product X Xg Y construced from the
families of supports ® and ¥ on X and Y respectively. A new grading that is compatible with
a composition of correspondences is defined and we show that this composition is associative
and that the diagonals are identities for it.

For each weak cohomology theory with supports F we attach a graded additive category
Corp. The objects are obj(Corp) = 0bj(Vi) = obj(V*) and the morphisms are given by the
correspondences, namely a morphism from (X,®) to (Y,¥) is an element in
F(X xgY,P(®,V)). Furthermore if we now have a morphism ¢ : F — G of weak coho-
mology theories with supports then we get a functor of graded additive symmetric monoidal
categories

Cor(¢) : Corp — Corg,
given by
¢ :F(X xgY,P(®,¥)) - G(X xg Y, P(P,V)),
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for all (X, ®), (Y, V) € obj(Corp) = obj(Corg). This allows us to define a functor

Cor: T — Catgrab.og,
F +— Corp, and

¢ — Cor(¢),

where Catgrab,g, is the category of graded additive symmetric monoidal categories. We then
define for any WCTS F a functor

pr : Corp — GrAb,
given on objects and morphisms by
pe(X, @) = F(X, @),
pr(7) = (a = Fi(p2)(F*(p1)(a) U7)),

where v : (X, ®) — (Y, ¥) is a morphism in Corp, i.e. an element in F(X xg Y, P(®,V)).

The actions of correspondences are then precisely the composition of theses functors ap-
plied to the morphism of weak cohomology theories with supports cl : (CH,, CH*, xg,1) —
(H.,H*,T,e), i.e. pg o Cor(cl).

Chapter 6. In Chapter 6 we use the actions of correspondences on Hodge cohomology to
prove two theorems. The first theorem is a vanishing theorem that says that when a certain
type of correspondence from X to Y, where X,Y are connected smooth separated S-schemes
of finite type, projects to r codimensional subsets in Y or X, then this correspondence acts
trivially on certain parts of the Hodge cohomology. More precisely we have the following
theorem.

THEOREM 2. Let X and Y be connected smooth separated S-schemes of finite type and let
o € Homgoray (X, Y)? = CH™X (X x5 Y, P(®x, By))
be a correspondence from X toY, where dx := dimg(X).
(1) If the support of o projects to an r-codimensional subset in'Y', then the restriction of
pn o Cor(cl)(a) to ®jeri HY(X, Q]X/S) vanishes.
(2) If the support of a projects to an r-codimensional subset in X, then the restriction of
pr o Cor(cl)() to ®j>dimg x—rt1,iH (X, QJX/S) vanishes.

This theorem is used to prove Theorem [3| but we believe it has independent interest and
should be useful in other situations.
Now we come to the main theorem of this thesis. First we recall a definition.

DEFINITION. Two integral schemes X and Y over a base scheme S are called properly
birational over S if there exists an integral scheme Z over S and proper birational S-morphisms

X/Z\Y.

THEOREM 3. Let S be a Noetherian, excellent, reqular, separated, irreducible scheme of
dimension at most 1. Let S be a separated S-scheme of finite type, and let X and Y be
irreducible, smooth, separated S-schemes of finite type, and f: X — S and g:Y — S be
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morphisms of S-schemes such that X and Y are properly birational over S'. Let Z be an
integral scheme and let Z — X and Z —'Y be proper birational morphisms such that

X/Z\Y
N

commutes. We denote the image of Z in X Xg Y by Zy. Then in Zy induces isomorphisms
of Oy - modules

Rif*(’)X =, Rig*(’)y and
for all i, where d :== dimg(X) = dimg(Y).

An outline of the proof is as follows. We first reduce to the case of S = S  and Zy = Z C
X xgY. The subscheme Z defines a correspondence [Z] € Homcorqy (X, Y)? and we denote
by [Z!] the transpose, i.e., the correspondence [Z!] € Homcorey (Y, X)? defined by viewing Z
as a subscheme of Y x¢ X. We then show that

(0.1) [Z] 0 [Z'] = Ays + E1, and
[Z'] 0 [Z] = Ax)s + Ea,

where E; and Es are cycles supported in (Y \ V') xg (Y \ V') and (X \ X') xg (X \ X')
respectively. We then use Theorem 2| to show that Ey and E; act by 0 on HY(X,Ox) and
H(X, Q?(/S) for all i, and on H'(Y,Oy) and H'(Y, Qt}i//s) for all 4, respectively. Since the
diagonals are the identities this precisely shows that the map induced by [Z] has an inverse,
namely the map induced by [Z1].

Theorem [3[ is new in this generality. It holds over S = Spec (k) where k is a field of
characteristic 0 as a consequence of Hironaka’s work on the resolution of singularities. When
S = Spec (k) where k is a perfect field of positive characteristic, then Theorem |3|is proven in
[CR11] by the same methods as in this thesis. In [Kov17|, Kovacs has proven two variations
of this theorem. More specifically [Kov17, Theorem 8.13.] states that for an arbitrary S
and X,Y excellent normal Cohen-Macaulay schemes that admit dualizing complexes then
the isomorphisms of Theorem [3] hold if Z is an excellent normal Cohen-Macaulay scheme
and Z — X and Z — Y are locally projective pseudo-rational modifications. It also states
that the isomorphisms of Theorem [3 hold without a condition on Z, Z — X or Z — Y if we
similarly assume that S is an excellent normal Cohen-Macaulay scheme that admits a dualizing
complex and the structure morphisms X — S and Y — S are locally projective pseudo-rational
modifications. Recall, see [Kov17, Definition 7.2.], that a morphism ¢ : Z — W of schemes is
called a pseudo-rational modification if

i) Z and W are locally equidimensional excellent schemes that admit dualizing complexes,

ii) ¢ is proper, birational, and an isomorphism in codimension 1 on the target, and
iii) The natural morphism ¢.wz , — wyw is surjective for each x € W.

Furthermore, [Kov17, Theorem 9.14.] states that isomorphisms of Theorem [3| hold for an ar-
bitrary base scheme S if we assume that X and Y are Notherian excellent S-schemes that are
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properly birational over S, have pseudo-rational singularities, and admit a common Macaulay-
fication. Two schemes X and Y admit a common Macaulayfication if there exists a normal
Cohen-Macaulay scheme Z and locally projective birational morphisms Z — X and Z — Y,
see [Kov17, Conjecture 1.18.].

Appendix. In the Appendix, we collect some facts from intersection theory needed for
our construction of Chow groups as weak cohomology theories with supports. This is in no
way meant to be exhaustive or complete, and proofs are mostly referenced or omitted. This
Appendix contains no new or original material.
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CHAPTER 1

Weak Cohomology Theories With Supports

In this section we follow [CR11, Chap. 1] closely with only minor changes. In this chapter
we assume we have a Noetherian base scheme S and all schemes are assumed to be S-schemes.

DEFINITION 1.1. A family of supports ® on X is a non-empty set of closed subsets of X
such that

(1) @ is closed under finite unions.
(2) Any closed subset of an element in ® is again in ®.

If A is any set of closed subsets of X, then the smallest family of supports containing A is
given by
or:={J z1z, C ZeA}
finite closed
i.e. it consists of all finite unions of closed subsets that lie in A. A special case of this is when
A ={Z}. Then we write & := &4 This family of supports consists of all closed subsets of Z.

NoTATION 1.2. Let f : X — Y be a morphism of schemes, and ® and ¥ be families of
supports on X and Y respectively.
(1) We denote by f~!(¥) the smallest family of supports on X that contains all f~!(2)
for Z € W. That is
FH) = Qp-1(2)\zew)-
(2) We denote by ® xg ¥ the smallest family of supports on X xg Y that contains all
{Zl X g ZQ’Zl € ® and 725 € \I/} i.e.

O XgWi= Dy « 57,7160 and Zoel}-

We say that f|g is proper if f|z is proper for all Z € ®. The following lemmas collect
some of the properties of families of supports that we need.

LEMMA 1.3. If f : X — Y is a morphism, ® is a family of supports on X and f|o is
proper, then f(®) is a family of supports on'Y.

PROOF. It is clear that f(®) is nonempty, and since f|g is proper, then in particular f|;
is closed for all Z € ®. So f(®P) is a nonempty set of closed subsets of Y.

Let W1, Wy € f(®). Then there exist by definition Z1, Zy € ® such that W) = f(Z;) and
Wy = f(ZQ). But W7 U W, = f(Zl) U f(Zg) = f(Zl U Zg) and since Z7 U Zy € ® we have
Wi UWsy € f(®) as desired.

Let W € f(®) and let W' C W be a closed subset. Since W € f(®) there exists by
definition Z € ® such that W = f(Z). Now define Z' = Z N f~'(W"). This is a closed subset
of Z and f(Z') = W', proving that W' € f(®). O

LEMMA 1.4. Let X be a scheme and ®1 and ®o be families of supports on X. Then ®1N Py
18 a family of supports on X.

11



12 1. WEAK COHOMOLOGY THEORIES WITH SUPPORTS

PROOF. Clearly ®; N @4 is a nonempty set of closed subsets of X (nonempty because it
will at least contain the empty set).

Assume W, W2 € &; N ®,. We claim that W' UW? € &, N ®,. There exist le, Z12 € P
and Z3,Z2 € & such that Wl = Z} N Z} and W2 = Z2 N Z2 and then Wl U W? =
(ZiNZH U (Z2 N Z3) and can write

(Zi N Zy) U (Zi N Z5) = (Z1 N Z3) U Z}) N ((Z1 N Z3) U Z3).
Now Z{ N Z} € ®; because it is a closed subset of Z{ € ®; and also Z? € ® by construction.
Therefore (Zf N Z3) U Z} € ®;. Similarly, Z{ N Z3 € ®5 because it is a closed subset of
Z} € ®, and Z2 € @5 by construction. Therefore (Z{ N Z3) U Z2 € ®3. We have thus written
W1 UW? as an intersection of an element of ®; with an element of ®5, proving our claim.

The other condition is clear. Let W € ®; N ®5 and let w’ C W be a closed subset. Then
there exist Z7 € ®1 and Zy € ®9 such that W = Z1 N Z,. But then W' C Z1 N Zy so W'is a
closed subset of both Z; and Zs. Thus W' e $; and W' e ®5 so by writing W =wnw
we see that W' € o1 N Dy. O

LEMMA 1.5. Let X and Y be schemes, and let ® and ¥ be families of supports on X and
Y respectively. Then ® UV is a family of supports on X I1Y.

ProOF. Clearly ® UV is a nonempty set of closed subsets of X I1Y. Let Z, W € ® U U,
and we claim that ZUW € ®UW. Since Z, W € ®UW there exist Z1, W1 € ® and Zy, Wy € ¥
such that Z = Z1 11 Zs and W = W; I1 W5, But then ZU W = (Zl U W1) I (ZQ U Wg) and
since Z1 UWy € ® and Zs U W5 € U this proves the claim.

Let W € ®II ¥ and let W' C W be a closed subset. We claim that W' € ® IT ¥. By
definition we can write W = Z; Il Z5 where Z; € ® and Z5 € W. By definition of the topology
on X ITY we have closed subsets Z; C Z; and Z, C Z, such that W' = Z, II Z, which implies
W' e ®UV since Z, € ® and Z, € V. O

Let us define the categories on which our weak cohomology theories with support act. We
introduce the following notation:

NOTATION 1.6. Let S be some base scheme. A scheme X is called an AMg-scheme if it is a
smooth, separated S-scheme of finite type.

DEFINITION 1.7. (1) Let Vi be the category whose objects are all pairs (X, ®) where
X is an Ng-scheme, and ® is a family of supports on X, and whose morphisms are
given by

HOHIV*((X, q))a (Yv \Ij)) =
{f eHomg(X,Y)| flo is proper and f(®) C ¥}.

(2) Let V* be the category whose objects are the same as the objects of V. and whose
morphisms are

Homy-((X, ®), (Y, ¥)) = {f € Homs (X, Y)[[~}(¥) C @}
Let X be an Ng-scheme and let W C X be a closed subset. We write (X, W) := (X, @),
and simply X := (X, X).
We define a coproduct in both V, and V* by
(x,o)[[(v,¥) := (XY, 2U T)

LEMMA 1.8. The above construction defines a coproduct in V, and in V*.
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PRrROOF. Let 71 : X — S and w2 : Y — S be the structure maps. Since the disjoint union
is the coproduct in Sch we know that there exists a unique morphism f: X IIY — S making
the following diagram commute

i1

X 2o Xy <2y
\fi/
™ ™2
s

where i1 : X - XIIY and i3 : Y — X I1Y are the natural inclusions.

The first thing we need to show is that this f: X I1Y — S is smooth, separated and of
finite type. Let z € X I Y. Without loss of generality, we can say that z is in X, i.e. that
z = i1(x) for some z € X. Since m is smooth, we know that there exists some affine open
neighborhood U = Spec (A) of z and an affine open neighborhood V' = Spec (R) of s = m1(z)
such that 71(U) C V and such that the induced ring map R — A is smooth. Now, ¢; is an
open immersion so W = i1(U) is an affine open neighborhood of z. Furthermore we have
fW) = f(i1(U)) =m((U) CV and W = Spec (A), showing that f is smooth at z. We know
that to show X I Y — S is separated, it is enough to show that the image of the diagonal
XY — (XIIY) xg (XIIY) is a closed subset (see [Har77, Cor. I1.4.2.])). But we can write
(XOY)xg(XIY)=(X xg X)II(Y xgY), and the diagonal becomes the map

x (z,z) € (X xg X)II (Y xgY),
ifx € XIIY comes from X and symmetrically
Y= (yvy) S (X XSX)H(Y XSY)>

ify e XII'Y comes from Y. Thus the image of the diagonal is the union dx II dy where
dx is the image of the diagonal Ay : X — X xg X and dy is the image of the diagonal
Ay : 'Y — Y XgY both of which are closed by assumption. Finally f : X IIY — S is
locally of finite type, since we have just shown that it is smooth and hence locally of finite
presentation and S is Noetherian so the notions ‘locally of finite presentation’ and ‘locally of
finite type’ coincide. Now let U C S be an affine open and consider the (topological) pre-image
V = f~Y(U). We can write V = Vx IT1 V- where Vx = 7, *(U) and V- = n; *(U). But both
Vx and Vy are quasi-compact since m; and 7o are of finite type. Therefore V' is quasi-compact
and so f is quasi-compact and hence of finite type.

Consider Ng-schemes X and Y, and families of supports ® and ¥ on X and Y respectively.
We want to see that the standard maps from above i : X - X IIY and iz : Y — X IIY give
morphisms

i1:(X,®) > (XTY,2U W)
and
io: (YV,¥) - (XTY,oU D)

in both V, and V*. We look at ;. It is a closed immersion and hence proper, so i1|g is proper

and clearly i1 (®) C ® UV and iy is a morphism in V,. It is clear that i7 *(® U ¥) = ® so 4y is
a morphism in V*. Now we consider the two cases

(1) Let (Z,0) € V, and consider morphisms f € Homy,((X,®),(Z,0)) and

g € Homy, ((Y,V),(Z,0)). We want to show that there exists a unique morphism
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h € Homy, (X IIY,®U V), (Z,0)), such that the following diagram commutes

(X,8) > (XY, 2 UT) <> (Y, T)

Tl T

(Z,0).
One the level of schemes this morphism exists, since X I1Y is the coproduct in Sch,

i.e. there exists a unique morphism h : X I Y — Z making the following diagram
commute in Sch

XA XTIy <2y

S AT
Z
We need to check that h is a morphism in V;. It is clear that h(PUV) = f(P)Ug(¥) C
O, Let V € U W. Then we can write V = Vx I Vi, where Vx € ® and Vy € W.
Now h|y, = flvy and hly, = gy, both of which are proper, so hly is proper.
(2) It is clear that h~1(©) = f~1(©) 11 g~}(©) C ® UV, so h is a morphism in V*.
O

We do not have a product in general. We do however define for Ng-schemes and families
of supports ® and ¥ on X and Y respectively

(X, 2)®s (Y, ¥) = (X xgY,® x5 V).
We have an obvious ismorphism
(X, @) ©5 (Y, 0) = (Y, ¥) ©5 (X, D),

and a unit
1:=05.

LEMMA 1.9. With the unit, ®g-product and symmetry isomorphism for Qg as defined
above, both Vi, and V* are endowed with the structure of a symmetric monoidal category.

ProOOF. With the symmetry isomorphism given above, the left and right unitors coming
from the isomorphism S xg X — X and X xg S — X respectively for all S-schemes X,

~

and the associators coming from the isomorphisms X xg (Y xg Z) — (X xgY) xg Z for all
S-schemes X, Y and Z it is easily checked that both (Vi, ®g,S) and (V*, ®g, S) are symmetric
monoidal categories. O

We now define weak cohomology theories with support. This definition is essentially
unchanced from the definition in [CR11), §1.1.7.-§1.1.8.]. We look at the following data
(F,F*,T,e).

(1) We have functors to the symmetric monoidal category of graded Abelian groups
F.: Vi, — GrAb, and
F*: (V*)? — GrAb,
such that for any X € ob(V,) = 0b(V*) we have F,(X) = F*(X) = F(X).
(2) For every two objects X,Y € ob(V.) = ob(V*) we have a morphism of graded Abelian
groups for both gradings

ijy : F(X) & F(Y) — F(X & Y)
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(3) We have a morphism of Abelian groups
e:Z— F(9).
For all Ng-schemes 7 : X — S we denote by 1x the image of 1 € Z via the composi-
tion
e % F*(m) *
Z — F*(S) —= F*(X).
DEFINITION 1.10. Such quadruple of data (F,, F*, T, e) is called a weak cohomology theory
with support if it satisfies the following conditions.
(1) The covariant “homology" functor F, preserves coproduct and the contravariant “co-
homology" functor F* maps coproducts to products. Moreover if we have objects

(X,®1) and (X, Py) with the same underlying scheme and such that the supports
don’t intersect, ®1 N ®5 = (), then the map

F* (1) + F*(52) : F*(X, @1) @ F*(X, 2) — F*(X, @1 U ®y)
is required to be an isomorphism. Here the maps 7; and 72 are the maps in V*
nc (X, 03U D) — (X,(I)l),
and
J2: (X,(I)l U (I)Q) — (X, q)g),
induced by the identity map on the underlying scheme X.
(2) The subdata (F.,T,e) and (F*,T,e) define (right-lax) symmetric monoidal functors.
(3) Let (X,®) € ob(Vi) = 0ob(V*) be an object such that the underlying scheme X
is connected. Then the gradings on F,(X,®) and F*(X,®) are connected by the
equality . A
Fi(X,®) = F2dms(X)=i(x @),
(4) For all Cartesian diagrams

(XI,CD/) f (Yl,\lfl)

x| f |

(X,®) —— (Y, V)

of objects in 0b(V,) = ob(V*) and maps gx,gy € V* and f, f € V, such that either
e gy is smooth, or
e gy is a closed immersion and f is transversal to gy

the following equality holds

F*(gv) o Fu(f) = Fu(f) o F*(gx).

We have morphisms between WCTS’s and this allows us to talk about the category of
WCTS’s.

DEFINITION 1.11. Let F = (F,,F*,T,e) and G = (G4, G*,U,€) be weak cohomology
theories with supports. A morphism
o:F—=>G

LFor ease of notation we often abbreviate ‘weak cohomology theory with supports’ to ‘WCTS’.
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is a family {¢x} of morphisms ¢x : F(X) — G(X) of graded Abelian groups (for both
gradings) such that ¢ induces a natural transformation of (right-lax) symmetric monoidal
functors

¢ (Fy,T,e) = (G, U,€)
and

¢: (F", T e) = (G*,U,e).
The category of weak cohomology theories with supports and these morphisms is denoted by
T.

We now define a cup product in F = (F,,F*, T e).

DEFINITION 1.12. Let (X, ®q), (X, ®2) € 0b(Vy) be two objects with the same underlying
Ng-scheme X. We define

*(A
U F(X, ®1) g F(X, B) 5 F(X x5 X, B x5 2) 25 B(X, 0y N dy),

where Ax : (X, P71 N Pg) = (X xg X, P1 xg P2) is induced by the diagonal immersion.
This cup product is clearly distributative over addition, and we furthermore have.
LEMMA 1.13. The cup product is associative and gmded—commutatz’veﬂ
PROOF. It is clear that the cup product is graded-commutative since (F*, T e) is a sym-
metric monoidal functor.
To show that the cup product is associative, we must show that the outer square of the

following diagram commutes, where (X, ®1), (X, ®2), (X, ®3) € o0bj(V*) all have the same
underlying Ng-scheme X.

F*(X, ®1) @ F*(X, Bg) © F*(X, ®5) —227 1 F*(X, &) @7 F*(X x5 X, Bs x5 &3) 2 BX) pe( X, 0,) g F*(X, 5 N B5)
mi{ @ TJ ® TJ
F*(X x5 X, B1 xg Ba) @7 F* (X, B3) — L5 F*(X x5 X x5 X,®; x5 B2 x5 D3) TP (X 506 X, 0y x5 (P21 B3))
F*(Ax)xn‘dl @ F*(AxxSid)J @ F*(AX)J
F*(X, &1 N ®y) T F*(X x5 X, (€1 N &) x5 ®5) — X pr(X, @) 0y Dy).

The commutativity of square @ comes from the associativity of 7', since (F*,T¢e) is a
(right-lax) symmetric monoidal functor. The commutativity of squares and @ follows
from the functoriality of T'. Finally, the commutativity of follows from the easily checked
fact that as morphisms of S-schemes X — X xg X xXg X we have

(Zd X8 Ax) o AX = (AX Xs Zd) ¢} Ax.
O
The cup product respects the pullback functor F*. Namely we have the following propo-
sition.

PROPOSITION 1.14. Let (X, ®1), (X, ®2), (Y, ¥1), (Y, Vs) € obj(V*) = ob(Vi) and let
f: X — Y be amorphism of Ng-schemes such that f~1(U;) C ®; fori =1,2. Then f induces
morphisms (X, ®;) — (Y, ¥;) in V* for i =1,2 and a morphism (X, ®; N Pg) — (Y, ¥ N WYy)
in V*. Then for any WCTS F and any a € F(Y, V1) and b € F(Y,V3) we have

F(f)aub) = F(f)(a) U F*(f)(b)-

2Recall that a graded commutative ring is a graded ring A = ®;crA; such that if a € A; and b € A; then
ab = (—1)Yba.
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PROOF. By definition we have F*(f)(a Ub) = F*(f) o F*(Ay/s)(T(a,b)), and by the
universal property of fibered products we have Ay go f = f Xg f o Ay/g, where Ay/g :
(K\Illﬂ\llg) — (Y xXgY, Uy XS\I’Q),f : (X,q)lﬂq)g) — (Y,\Illﬁll/z),fXSf : (X Xg X, P Xg
D3) = (Y x5 Y, ¥y xgWy) and Ay/g : (X, P1NPg) — (X x5 X, Py xg P2) are all morphisms
in V*. Therefore

F(£)(@Ub) = F*() o F* (Ayys)(T(a, )
Axss) o F*(f xs f)(T(a,b))
Axys)(T(F*(f)(a), F*(f)(0)))

where the penultimate equality is because (F*, T, €) is a (right-lax) symmetric monoidal functor
and the morphism f in F*(f)(a) is f : (X, ®1) — (Y, ¥;) and the morphism f in F*(f)(b) is
[ (X, @2) = (Y, ¥y). O

We have the following two projection formulas.

PROPOSITION 1.15. Let F'= (F,, F*,T,e) € T and let f : X — Y be a morphism between
Ng-schemes, inducing morphisms

(1) fr:(X,®1) = (Y,Pq) in Vi, and
(2) o (X, f1(0) 5 (V,0) in V",
Then f also induces a morphism
f3: (X, 1N fHD)) = (Y, P3N 0)
in Vi, and for all a € F(X,®1) and b € F(Y, V) the following formulas hold in F(Y, P N V)

(1) Fu(f3)(aU F*(f2)(b)) = Fi(f1)(a) Ub,
(2) F(f3)(F*(f2)(b) Ua) = bU Fi(f1)(a).

PRrROOF. This is Chatzistamatiou and Riilling, [CR11 Proposition 1.1.16.]. O

LEMMA 1.16. (1) For any Ng-scheme with a family of supports (X,®) and
a € F(X,®) the following equality holds.

lxUa=a=aUlx.

In particular F(X) is a (graded) ring.
(2) For Ng-schemes Xand'Y we have

T(lx ®@1ly) = lxxgy-

PROOF. (1) Let X be an Ng-scheme and let ® be a family of supports on X. For
a € F(X,®) we want to show that a U1y = a and the proof of 1x U a is essentially
identical. By definition a U 1x = F*(Ax)(T(a ® 1x)) and we have the following
commutative square from the naturality of T’

F*(X,®) @z F*(X) ——= F*(X xg X, ® x5 X)
id®F*(7rX)T TF*(idxXSWX)

F*(X, ®) @7 F*(S) T F*(X, ®),

where mx : X — S is the structure map of X as an S-scheme. If we take a ® e(1) €
F*(X, ®)®zF*(S) then the commutativity gives us F*(id®7x)(a) = T(a®1x), since
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T(a ® e(l)) = a by definition. Now we notice that idy Xg mx = p; as morphisms
X xg X — X, where p; is the projection onto the first factor. Now we have

aUlx =F(Ax)(T(a®1x))
= F*(Ax)(F*(idx xs7x)(a))
= F*(Ax)(F*(p1)(a))
= F*(p10Ax)(a)
=aq,
where the penultimite equality comes from the universal property for the diagonal
morphism.

(2) Let X,Y be smooth, separated S-schemes of finite type. The naturality of T' gives
us a commutative square

F*(X) ®z F*(Y) —= F*(X x35Y)

F*(Wx)®F*(7ry)T TF%XXSY)

F*(S) @z F*(S) — = F*(S),

and considering e(1) ® e(1) in the left-hand corner, gives us
Lyxsy = F'(mxxsy)(e(1))
= F(Txsv)(T(e(1) ® e(1)))
=T (F*(mx)(e(1)) @ F*(my)(e(1)))
=T(1x ® ly).
[l
DEFINITION 1.17 (Semi-Purity). We say that a weak cohomology theory with supports

F = (F,,F*,T,e) satisfies the semi-purity condition if the following two conditions hold.
(1) For all Ng-schemes X and all irreducible closed subschemes W C X the groups
F;(X, W) vanish if ¢ > 2dimg(W).
(2) For all Ng-schemes X, closed subsets W C X and open subsets U C X such that U
contains the generic point of every irreducible component of W, the map
F*(7) : Fadimg w (X, W) = Fodimgw (U, U NW)
is injective, where j : (U,UNW) — (X, W) is induced by the open immersion U C X.



CHAPTER 2

Chow Groups as a Weak Cohomology Theory With Supports

In this chapter we give the first example of a weak cohomology theory with supports.
This example is of the Chow groups and is fundamental to even state the main existence
theorem, Theorem [3.1] We make here, and throughout the thesis, the following assumptions.
We assume that our base scheme S is

NOTATION 2.1.

Noetherian
excellent,

regular,

separated,
irreducible,

e of dimension 0 or 1.

Furthermore we assume all schemes considered to be separated and of finite type over S.

We need to define two functors:

CH, :V, — GrAb, and

CH* :(V*)” — GrAb
It is clear that we define the objects CH(X, ®) in the same way as in Definition ie. we
define Z3(X) as the free Abelian group on the closed integral subschemes that lie in ® and
Ratg(X) is the free Abelian group generated by cycles of the form divy (f) with f € R(W)*
and W € @, and we set []

CH(X/S,®) := Z3(X)/Rats(X).
On each object CH(X/S, ®) we have a grading by S-dimension
CH(X/S, ®) := (P CHq(X/S, ®)[2d],
d>0

where CHy(X/S, ®) is the subgroup of CH4(X/S), defined in Definition consisting of
those d-cycles that lie in CH(X/S, ®). The bracket [2d] indicates that the group CH4(X/S, @)

lies in degree 2d. Furthermore we have a grading by codimension. Namely if X is connected
we set
CH*(X/S,®) := @ CH(X/S, ®)[2d],
c>0
where CHY(X/S, ®) is the subgroup of CH(X/S, ®) consisting of cycles > n;[V;] where each
Vi has codimension ¢ in X. If X is not connected, say X = I1X; is a decomposition into

IWe follow the convention from Appendix A and write CH(X/S) to illustrate that we are considering
everything over S.

19
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connected components, then we set

CH*(X/S,®) := @) CH*(X;/S, & N ¥, ).

The following lemma follows immediately from the definitions of the gradings and Proposition
).
LEMMA 2.2. For a connected Ng-scheme X and a family of supports ® on X we have
CH;(X/S,®) = CHYEms(X)~=i(X /S ).

[l

We have functions on objects CH, resp. CH* sending (X,®) in Vi resp. (V*)? to

CH,(X/S, ®) resp. CH*(X/S,®). We now want to define CH, and CH* on morphisms and
extend CH* and CH, to functors.

1. Pushforward

Let f:(X,®) — (Y, V) be a morphism in V, and let V' € ® be a closed subscheme of X.
By construction f|g is proper so we use Definition to get a pushforward

fo 1 Za(X) C Z(X) = Zu(Y),
fe(V]) = deg(V/F(V)) - [f(V)].

Furthermore since f is a morphism in V, we have f(V) € ¥ so this gives a pushforward on
cycles fo: Zo(X) = Zg(Y).

Let a = div(g) for g € R(W)* with W € ®. Then by Theorem applied to f :
W — f(W) we get that f.(a) € Rat(f(W)), and therefore f.(a) C Raty(Y), and we have a
pushforward

CH.(f) : CH(X/S,®) — CH(Y/S, ),

induced by f.. The functoriality of the proper pushforward, see Proposition [A.10] shows that

this gives us a functorﬂ
CH, : Vi, — GrAb.

The following lemma allows us to simplify many arguments by reducing to the case where
the cycles are supported on a single closed subset.

LEMMA 2.3. Let X be an Ng-scheme and let ® be a family of supports on X. The natural
monomorphisms Yy : CH(X/S, W) — CH(X/S, ®) for any W € ® induced by the inclusions
Z(W) C Zg(X), induce an isomorphism

lim CH(X/S, W) = CH(X/S, ®)
Wed

PrOOF. We first notice that ® is a directed set; it is partially ordered by inclusion, and if
Wi, Wy € ® then W1 UWs5 € ® is a common upper bound for W7 and Ws. If now i : Wy — Wy
is the closed immersion between two closed subschemes of X contained in ®, then we have a
pushforward

i, : CH(X/S, W1) = CH(W, /S) — CH(W»/S) = CH(X/S, Wa).

2We see in Appendix that the proper pushforward actually respects the grading, see Definition and
Theorem and so we actually have a functor to GrAb and not just to the category of Abelian groups.
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We therefore obtain a direct system
{CH(X/S,W)}wes,

and it maps naturally to CH(X/S, ®) via the maps

CH(X/S,W)— CH(X/S, ®),
induced by the natural inclusions Z(W') < Zg(X). By the universal property of direct limits
we obtain a natural morphism

w: lim CH(X/S,W) — CH(X/S, ®).

wed
Since by definition lim Z(W) = Zg(W), it is clear that the map w is surjective. To see
that u is injective we assume that there is some o € lim o CH(X/S,W) s.t. u(a) = 0. Then
there exists some W € ® s.t. a can be represented by a cycle [a] supported on W. But then
u(a) = 0 precisely means that the image of [a] under the inclusion Z(W) — Zg(X), lies in
Raty(X), i.e., is a finite sum Zle div(g;), where each g; € R(W;)* and W; € ®. Since ® is
directed we may consider V.= WUW;U...UW}, and we see that the image of [a] is in Rat(V).
Therefore, by the definition of the direct limit, we see that a = 0, and u is injective. O

2. Pullback
We first note the following important but easy lemma.

LEMMA 2.4. Let X be a reqular S-scheme and Y be an Ng-scheme. Then any morphism
f: X =Y over S isan l.c.i. morphism.

PrOOF. We can factor f as

T,
X 1o X xgy 2y,

\L/

where I'y : X — X xgY the graph morphism and prs is the projection. The graph morphism
is a closed immersion (it is always a locally closed immersion and since Y — S is separated, it
is a closed immersion), and any closed immersion between regular schemes is a regular closed
immersion. The projection morphism X xgY — Y is smooth, being the base change of the
smooth morphism Y — S so f is an l.c.i. morphism. O

Now we can use the refined Gysin homomorphisms for l.c.i. morphisms, see Definition
[A732] along with the above Lemmas 2.3 and [2.4] to construct a pullback.

DEFINITION 2.5. Let f : (X,®) — (Y,¥) be a morphism in V*. The refined Gysin
homomorphism, Definition [A232] defines a morphism for any V € U,

CH(Y/S,V) = CH(V/S)

L, cu(r-1(vy/s)
— CH(X, f~}(V)/S)
AZilaN lig CH(X/S, W)
Wed

— CH(X/S, ®),
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where ¢¢-1(17) is the natural morphism CH(X/S, 1)) — lim o CH(X/S,W). Note that
if i : V1 < V4 is a closed immersion between two closed subschemes Vi, V5 of Y s.t. Vi,V € ¥
and j : f~1(V1) = f~1(V3) is the induced closed immersion of closed subschemes of X, then

the square

CH(V/S) L~ CH(f'(V1)/5)

CH(V3/S) ——~ CH(f1(V3)/S),

commutes by Proposition [A.35] Therefore, the universal property of direct limits tells us that
there is a unique morphism

CH*(f): CH(Y/S,V) — CH(X/S, ®)
compatible with the refined Gysin homomorphisms.
We furthermore see that this homomorphism CH*( f) respects the grading by codimensions.

LEMMA 2.6. Let f : (X,®) — (Y, V) be a morphism in V* and let o € CHY(Y/S, V).
Then CH*(f)(a) € CH(X/S, ®).

PROOF. The morphism f : X — Y is a morphism between two Ng-schemes, so it is
an l.c.i. morphism of codimension say d, by Lemma It suffices to prove the statement
for = [V] where V is an integral closed subscheme of codimension ¢ in Y, i.e. we want
to show that CH*(f)([V]) € CH(X/S, ®) for any [V] € CH(Y/S,¥). Furthermore we can
reduce to the case where Y is connected. Since Y — S is smooth and S is regular, Y itself
is regular. Regular connected schemes are irreducible and so we may assume Y is irreducible
and in particular has pure S-dimension, say dimg(Y) = e. Furthermore we can reduce to the
case where X is connected and we write dimg(X) = €. We have the following commutative
diagram

CH(V/S) CH®(Y/S,V)
CHaimg v(V/9) CHE(Y/S, D)
i 7! CH*(f)
CHdimS V—d(f_l(v)/s) CHdimS X—dimg V+d(X/S, @)
CHaimg v—a(X/S, f71(V)) =———= CHIms X=dims V(X /5 f=1(V)),

so we need to show that ¢ = dimg X — dimg V' + d. We know (see Proposition z)) that
¢ = dimgY — dimg V and by Corollary we know that d = dimgY — dimg X and the
result follows. O

It is clear that CH*(id) = id so the following proposition finishes the proof that
CH*(f): (V) - GrAb

is a functor.
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PROPOSITION 2.7. Let (X,®),(Y,¥),(Z,0) € obj(V*) and let f: (X,P) — (Y, V) and
g: (Y,V) — (Z,0) be morphisms in V*. Then

CH"(go f) = CH*(f) o CH"(g)

PRrROOF. This follows from the fact that the construction of refined Gysin homomorphisms

respects compositions of l.c.i. morphisms, see part ¢) of Proposition Namely the dia-
grams

CH(V/S) CH(W/S)

flog'=(gof)'

v
CH(X/S, ),
for all VW € O, determine the morphism u uniquely. Both v = CH*(g o f) and u =
CH*(f) o CH*(g) satisfy this universal property and so they are equal. O

3. CH = (CH,,CH*, xg,1) is a weak cohomology theory with supports
We start by defining the unit 1, and the product xg for Chow groups.

DEFINITION 2.8. The wunit is the group homomorphism

1:Z — CH(S/S),
1+ [S].

We define the product like in Definition Let (X,®) and (Y, V) be Ng-schemes with
families of supports and let V€ ® and W € W be integral. Then the product [V] xg [W] €
CH(X xgY/S,® xg V) is given by

[V xg W], if V or W is flat over S,
0, otherwise.

V] xs W] ={

We notice that this definition doesn’t mention the gradings on the Chow groups, however
to see that Chow groups give an example of a WCTS we have to show that it respects both
gradings.

PROPOSITION 2.9. Let W — S and V — S be integral and of finite type and assume S is
wrreducible and Noetherian of Krull dimension 0 or 1. Then W xg V' has pure S-dimension.

PrOOF. If dim(S) = 0 then S = Spec (K) for some field and the product of two irreducible
algebraic schemes is again irreducible.
If dim(S) = 1 we have three possibilities.

i) W maps to the closed point x € S, V maps to the closed point y € S and x # y,
ii) both W and V map to the same closed point s € S, or
iii) One of the W,V is dominant over S.
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Possibility 7) is trivial since in this case we have W x g V = (). If possibility i7) holds then by
the 0-dimensional case above we have that W x gV — Spec (ks) is equidimensional (where ks
is the residue field of the image s € S) and by Proposition ) we have for any irreducible
component Z of W xg V that

dimg(Z) = dimg(s) + dims(Z) = dims(Z) — 1

so W xg V has pure S-dimension. If possibility iii) holds, then without loss of generality we
may assume V — S is dominant and hence flat. If W xg V = ﬂﬂ then it is again trivially of
pure S-dimension. So we assume W xg V # () and let n be the generic point of S. Then
the generic fiber V;, = V' xg Spec (k) is irreducible and the projection V' xg Spec (k;) —
Spec (ky) is equidimensional. By [SV00, Prop. 2.1.8] we have that V' — S is universally
equidimensional of dimension r := dim(V},). This implies that the projection W xg V' — W is
equidimensional of dimension r. Now consider any irreducible component Z of W xg V. We
know that r = dim(Z,,, ), where uy is the generic point of Wﬁ and by ii ) we have that

dim(Zy,,, ) = dimy (Z) so by [A.2) we get
dimg(Z) = dimg(W) + dimw (Z)
= dimg(W) +r.
O
COROLLARY 2.10. The exterior product X g respects both gradings on the Chow groups.

PROOF. We first consider the covariant grading. Let (X, ®), (Y, ¥) be Ng-schemes with
supports and let V € & and W € U be integral, and say dimg V = ¢ and dimg W = j. Then
[V] € CHg;(X/S,®) and [W] € CHy;(Y/S, V) and we want to show that

[V] X g [W] S CH2i+2j(X X g Y/S,(I) X g \I/)

If neither V nor W is flat over S, then [V'] xg[W] = 0 which lies in CHa;2;(X x5Y /S, ®xg¥).
If, without loss of generality, V' — S is flat, then [V] xg [W] = [V xg W]. Either Vxg W =10
and then
[V] X g [W] =0¢€ CH2i+2j(X X g Y/S, ) X g \If),

or V xg W # () and in this case we see that by Proposition we have that V xg W has
pure S-dimension equal to dimg W + r where V;, is the generic fiber and r = dimV,,. By
Proposition ii) we have r = dimV},, = dimgV — dimg S = dimg V', and so [V xg W] €
CH22'+23'(X XS Y/S, 0] Xs \I/)

For the contravariant grading, we assume that as before we have ANg-schemes with families
of supports (X, ®) and (Y, ¥). We may assume that both X and Y are connected. Furthermore
we assume we have integral V € ® and W € Y such that [V] € CH%*(X/S,®) and [W] €
CH¥(Y/S,W¥). By definition this means that codim(V,X) = i and codim(W,Y) = j and
by Lemma [2.2| we have that [V] € CHagimg x—2i(X/S, ®) and [W] € CHagimg x—2;(Y/S, ¥).
As before, the case where neither V' — S nor W — S are flat is trivial, so we assume
without loss of generality that V' — S is flat. By what we showed above, we have [V xg
W] € CHadimg X—2i+2dimg y—2;(X x5 Y/S,® x5 ¥). By Proposition we have that both
X xgY and V xg W have pure S-dimension equal to dimg X +dimg Y and dimg V +dimg W
respectively. Because X xgY and V xg W are of pure S-dimension, we can restrict to looking
at one irreducible component [T] of V' xg W which lies inside an irreducible component [Z]

3This can happen if W is not dominant over S and lies in a fibre over a point that is not in the image of
V=S5
4See discussion after Definition 2.1.2 in [SV00].
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of X xgY, and [V xg W] will lie inside the graded piece CH*(X xg Y/S,® xg ¥) where
¢ = codim(7, Z). That is to say, we may restrict to the case where X xg Y is connected and
then apply Lemma [2.2] and get
[V] xs [W] € CHa dimg X—2i+2dimg Y—2j (X x5 Y/S,V x5 W)
= CHadimg xx sV —(2i42j) (X X5 Y/S, V x5 W)
= CH*" (X x5Y/S,V x5 W)
C CH*"(X xgY/S,¢ x5 W).

g

LEMMA 2.11. The unit 1 and exterior product x g defined above endow the functors CH,
and CH* with the structure of (right-lax) symmetric monoidal functors.

ProOOF. We will prove this for (CH,, xg, 1), the proof for (CH*, xg, 1) is similar. To show
this we need to show the following:

a) Associativity of xg,

b) Commutativity of xg,

¢) That 1 is a left and right unit, and

d) That xg is a natural transformation of functors V, x V, — GrAb.

We go through these.
a) Consider (X, ®),(Y,¥),(Z,E) € V,. We want the following diagram to commute

CH, (X/S,®) ©z CH,(Y/S, ¥) ©7 CH.(Z/5,Z) "2 CH, (X/S, ®) ©5 CH.(Y x5 Z/S, ¥ xg =)

lXS@)id Xsl

CH*(X XSY/S,CI) XS\P)®ZCH*(Z/S,E) ok CH*(X X5Y><SZ/S,(I) XS\I/XSE).

It suffices to check this for integral [V] € CH.(X/S,®),[W] € CH.(Y/S,¥) and [T] €
CH.(Z/S,E). If at most one of the integral schemes V, W or T is flat over S, then both
compositions will equal 0. So we can assume at least two of them are flat over S. Here
again, the commutativity is clear since both compositions will yield [V xg W xg T] €
CH*(X Xsy XS Z/S,(I) XS\I/ XS E)

b) Consider (X, ®), (Y, V) € V.. We want to show that the following diagram commutes

CH,(X/S,®) ®z CH,(Y/S, ¥) —2> CH,(X xgY/S,® x5 ¥)

| |

CH.,.(Y/S,¥) @z CH,(X/S, ®) — > CH,(Y x5 X/S, U xg ®).

If we have integral closed subschemes V' € X and W € Y such that [V] € CH;(X/S, ®) and

(W] € CH;(Y/S,¥) then either both compositions will give 0, when neither V' — S nor

W — S are flat, or we will get [W x g V] when we first go to the right and then down and

(—=1)¥[W xg V] when we first go down and then to the right. But since by definition the

graded pieces are only non-trivial in even degrees (i.e. both i and j are even) these agree.
c¢) This is clear.
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d) We have two functors Vi x Vi, — GrAb, namely

CH, xCHx
—_—

Vi x Vi GrAb x GrAb & GrAb, and

V. x Vo & v, Y5 GrAb,

and we want Xg to be a natural transformation from the first to the second. That is, for
any given (X;, ®;) and (Y;, ¥;) in 0bj (Vi) and morphisms f; : (X;, ®;) — (Y;, ¥;) in V,, for
i € {1,2} we want the following diagram to be commutative

CH,(X1/S, ®1) ®z CH,(X2/S, ®s) —3= CH,(X; x5 X2/8, D1 x5 Dy)
CH*(f1)®CH*(f2)l \LCH*(fl X s f2)
CH,(Y1/S, 1) ®z CH,(Y2/S, Uy) — 2= CH, (Y] xg Y2/S, U xg Uy).

This follows from the compatibility of exterior products with proper pushforwards, see
Proposition
0

LEMMA 2.12. (1) The functor CH, : Vi, — GTAb preserves coproducts and the func-
tor CH® : V* — GrAb maps coproducts to products.
(2) If (X, ®1), (X, ®3) € V* have the same underlying Ng-scheme X such that ®1 NPy =
(0, then

CH* (1) + CH*(s2) : CH*(X/S, ®1) & CH*(X/S, ®3) — CH*(X/S, &, U dy)

is an isomorphism, where 3; : (X, P U ®g) — (X, ;) are induced by the identity
dx : X - X.

PROOF. (1) In Vi and V* we only have defined finite coproducts, so we can reduce
to the case of the coproduct of two elements. It is clear that CH,((X;/S,®1) I
(X2, ®2)) = CH,(X1/S,®1) @ CH,(X2/S, ®2) and that CH, (i) : CH.(X;/S, ®;) —
CH.(X1/S,®1) ® CH.(X2/S, ®2) are the canonical inclusions. Therefore it is clear
that CH, sends coproducts to coproducts. Finite coproducts and finite products agree
(as objects) in GrAb and it is clear that CH*(4;) : CH*(X1/S, ®1)xCH*(X3/S, ®2) —
CH*(X;/S, ®;) are the canonical projections, so CH* sends coproducts to products.

(2) The injectivity and surjectivity of CH*(y1) + CH*(j2) are easily checked.
O

We have the following base-change lemma.

LEMMA 2.13. Let (X, ®), (X', ®), (Y, ®), (Y, ¥') € 0bj(V,) = obj(V*) and let

(X', 0" L (v, )

gxl igy

(X,9) —L— (v, )

be a Cartesian diagram such that f, f are morphisms in Vi and gx,gy are morphisms in V*.
If either

a) gy is flat, or
b) gy is a closed immersion and f is transversal to gy,
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then /
CH"(gy) o CH.(f) = CH.(f") o CH"(gx)-

PRrROOF. a) This follows immediately from Proposition
b) This follows immediately from Proposition |A.31fa) and b).
O

Taken together, Lemma [2.12] Lemma [2.11] Lemma [2.2] and Lemma [2.13] prove the follow-
ing proposition.

PROPOSITION 2.14. The quadruple (CH,, CH*, Xg,1) is a weak cohomology theory with
SUPPorts.






CHAPTER 3

Existence Theorem

THEOREM 3.1. Let S be a Noetherian, excellent, reqular, separated and irreducible scheme
of Krull-dimension at most 1. Let F € T be a weak cohomology theory with supports satisfying
the semi-purity condition in definition . Then Homr(CH, F) is non-empty if following
conditions hold.

(1) For the O-section 19 : S — ]P’}g and the co-section 1o @ S — P}q the following equality
holds:
Fi(1)oe=Fi(ien)0€.
(2) If X is an Ng-scheme and W C X is an integral closed subscheme then there exists
a cycle-class element c(W, X) € Fagimgw) (X, W), and if W C X is any closed
subscheme we define

(W, X) = nicl(W;, X),

where the W; are the irreducible components of W and ), n;[W;] is the fundamental
cycle of WIIL such that the following conditions hold:
i) For any open U C X such that U N'W is regular, we have

F* () (cl(W, X)) = l(W N U, U),

where j: (U,UNW) — (X, W) is induced by the open immersion U C X.
i) If f+ X =Y is a smooth morphism between Ng-schemes X and Y, and W C Y
is a reqular closed subset, then

F(f)(l(W,Y)) = el(f~H (W), X).

i) Let i : X — Y be the closed immersion of an irreducible, regular, closed S-
subscheme X into an Ng-scheme Y. For any effective smooth divisor D C'Y
such that

o D meets X properly, thus DN X := D xy X is a divisor on X,
o D = (D N X)yeq is reqular and irreducible, so DN X =n - D' as divisors
(for some n € Z,n > 1).
We define g : (D,D’) — (Y, X) in V* as the map induced by the inclusion D C Y.
Then the following equality holds:

F*(¢)(cl(X,Y)) =n- (D', D).

iv) Let f : X — Y be a morphism of Ng-schemes. Let W C X be a regular closed
subset such that the restricted map

ITechnically we should write cl(W, X) = > niFu(iw, )cl(Wi, X) where iw, : (X, W;) — (X, W) enlarges
the supports. Notice also that when W is not pure S-dimensional the cycle-class element cl(W, X) does not
live in FQ dimg W(X, W)

29
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is proper and finite of degree d. Then
P (f)(EA(W, X)) = d-cl(f(W), ).

v) Let X,Y be Ng-schemes and let W C X and V CY be regular, integral closed
subschemes. Then the following equation holds

T((W, X) @ c(V, V) = {BI(W xsV, X xgY) if W oor V is dominant over S,

otherwise.

vi) For the base scheme S we have cl(S,S) = 1g.

We break the proof of the theorem into two. First we prove the following proposition that
tells us that given the assumptions in Theorem 3.1 we can construct a natural transformation of
(right-lax) symmetric monoidal functors (CH,, xg,1) — (F,, T, e). Then the proof of theorem
consists of extending this natural transformation to a morphism in T.

PROPOSITION 3.2. Let S be a Noetherian, excellent, reqular, separated and irreducible
scheme of Krull-dimension at most 1, and let ¥ € T satisfy the semi-purity condition in

definition . Furthermore assume that conditions and from Theorem hold for
F. Then there is a natural transformation of (right-lax) symmetric monoidal functors
¢ : (CHy, xg,1) — (Fi,T,e)

such that ¢([X]) = 1x for every connected Ng-scheme X, where [X] € CH(X/S,X) =
CH(X/S).

1. Proof of the Proposition

We start by defining a family of homomorphisms of Abelian groups
Six.a) : Zo(X) > F(X, D)

)
indexed by the elements (X, ®) € obj(V*) = 0bj(Vi). Now Zg(X) is a free-Abelian group
so it suffices to give the definition of (é/( X,3) On the generators, which are [W] for the integral
closed subschemes W C X such that W € ®. For these [W] we define

Six.a) (W) = Fu(iw ) (cl(W, X)),

where iy : (X, W) — (X, ®) is induced by idx.

We now show in four steps that this family of homomorphisms extends to the desired
natural transformation of (right-lax) symmetric monoidal functors. In the first step we show on
the level of cycles, this family ¢ is functorial with the pushforwards. Step 2 is a technical step
to be used in Step 3, wherein we show that these morphisms ¢ send cycles that are rationally
equivalent to zero, to 0 and therefore that the naturality diagram from Step 1 extends from
cycles to the Chow groups and thus that this family defines a natural transformation ¢. Finally
in Step 4 we show that this natural transformation is a natural transformation of right-lax
symmetric monoidal functors by showing that it respects the unit and the product.

Condition tells us that cl(S,S) = 1g and using condition [2ii for the smooth structure
morphism 7x : X — S and the (regular) subset S C S we get

P([X]) = (X, X) = F*(nx)(Ls) = 1x.
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1.1. Step 1: We show that for any morphism f : (X, ®) — (Y, V) in V, the following

square commute

’

(3.1) Zo(X) 2 F(X, D)
f*l , iF*m
¢

(Y, o)

Zg(Y) —=F(Y, ),

We have two cases to coverl]

i) dimg(f(W)) < dimg(W), and
ii) dimg(f(W)) = dimg(W).
i) Let d:= dimg(W) and let a := ¢, g ([W]). By definition
0= ¢(x.a) (W) = Fuliw)(clixw)),
and since cl(W, X) € Foq(X, W), and all morphisms are graded of degree 0, we have
a € Fou(X, ).
Furthermore we have a commutative square
(3.2) F(X, W) — ) _p (X, 9)
F*(f)l lF*(f)
FL(Y, (W) ——— F.(Y, 0).
Fulipwy)

ii)

But then Fi(f)(a) = Fu(ifm))(F«(f)(cl(W, X))), and by semi-purity F.(f)(cl(W, X)) €
Fou(Y, f(W)) =0, so /

F*(¢(X,<I>)([WD) =F.(f)(a) =0.
On the other hand since f : (X,®) — (Y, V) is in V4, it is proper when restricted to
W € ®, so by the definition of proper pushforwards we have

f((W]) = deg(W/f(W)[f(W)] =0
since deg(W/f(W)) = 0 because the S-dimension drops, and this shows that the square
commutes when dimg(f(W)) < dimg(W).
Consider the following lemma.

LEmMMA 33. If X is an S-scheme locally of finite type and
W C X is an irreducible closed subset, Y is a locally Notherian, locally of finite type
S-scheme f: X — 'Y is a morphism of S-schemes such that the restriction fi[W : W —Y
is proper and dimg(W) = dimg(f(W)), then there exists an open U C'Y such that
e UN (W) #0,
o UnN f(W) is reqular,
o f~YU)NW is regular, and

2The fact that f+ is well-defined is clear from the definitions of Zs, Zw, Vi and the definition of proper
pushforwards.

3By part iii) of Proposition we can’t have dimg (W) < dimg(f(W)).
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e The map induced from f by restriction
fofio)nw = un f(w)
18 finite.
PROOF. By part iii) of Proposition we have
dimg (W) = dimg(f(W)) + tr.deg(R(W)/R(f(W)))
We assume that dimg(W') = dimg(f(W)) so we have
tr.deg(R(W)/R(f(W))) =0
This allows us to use the following proposition (since f|y is proper and hence separated)
to obtain a nonempty affine open subset U; C f(W) such that the restriction
fofly () = H )N W = U
is finite.
PROPOSITION 3.4. Let f : X — Y be a dominant morphism, locally of finite type
between integral schemes. Then the following are equivalent
(a) The extension R(Y) C R(X) has transcendence degree 0,
(b) There exists a nonempty affine open V-C'Y such that
V) =v
18 finite.

PROOF. See for example [Stal8, Tag: 02NX]. O

Now consider the singular locus in W (i.e. the locus of points in W that are not
regular). Since S is excellent it is in particular J-2. Any scheme that is locally of finite
type over S is J-2, so given our assumptions, Y is J-2 so W;.4 is open and hence the
singular locus is closed. The restriction f|y is proper, so f(Wging) is closed in f(W). Let
O = f(W)\ f(Wsing) and define U := U1 NON f(W )¢, This is a nonempty open subset
of f(W) and there exists an open U C Y such that U N f(W) = U. Now we have already
seen that U N f(W) = U is nonempty, and it is an open subscheme of f(W )., so it is
regular. Consider f~1(U) C X. We have

U nw C fRUn fw)) = f71(U) € f71(0).
Now O = f(W)\ f(Wsing) so f~HU) N W C W,y Note that f~HU N f(W))NW =
f~HU) N W, so we see that the map
fo i onw = un f(w)
is finite as it is obtained from the finite map f~1(U;) N W — Uj by base change along
unfw)cU. O
We choose such a U. Consider the maps
J: (U fW)NU) = (Y, f(W)) and

j (U)W ) = (X W)

in V* induced by the open immersions U <+ Y and f~!(U) <> X respectively. By
condition2ivl we have

(3-3) Fo ([l @) 1 U) N W, f7HU))) = d- (U N f(W),U)
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where d is the degree of the finite morphism
Fof U Nw s uUnfw).
Condition 2] now tells us that
(3.4) F*()(cl(f(W), Y)) = cl(U A f(W),U), and
F*(§)(el(W, X)) = el(f~H(U) n W, £71(D)).
Substituting into we obtain
(3.5) Fe(fl 20 (F* ()W, X)) = d- F*(§)(cl(f(W),Y)).

Consider the fibre-square

i) ey
q ;
X Y.

The morphism j is an open immersion, hence smooth, so we can use condition (4) from
Definition [L.10l to see that

Fu(flp-10) (F* ()W, X)) = F*(j) (Fu (/) (el (W, X))).
Substituting this into equation we get
(3.6) F* () (FL(f) (W, X)) = d - F*(5)(cl(f(W),Y))
= F*(G)(d - cl(f(W),Y)).
We have that F.(f)(cl(W, X)) and d - cl(f(W),Y) are in Fygimg(rwy) (Y f(W)) so by
semi-purity, equation implies
(3.7) Fo(/)((W, X)) = d - cl(f(W),Y)

We now apply F.(if)) to both sides of (3.7), where i¢ayy) : (Y, f(W)) — (Y, V) is
induced by idy, to obtain

(3.8) Fu(ip ) (B (F)(l(W, X)) = Fuligow)) (d - cl(f (W), Y))

This last equality holds because by definition we have
deg(f') = deg(W N f'(U)/f(W) N U)
= [RW N f7HU)): R(F W) N U],

and since W N f~1(U) is an open dense subset of W and f(W)NU is an open dense subset
of f(W), we have

RWn f7H(U))
R(f(W)NU)

R(W), and
R(f(W)),
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d = deg(/")
= [RW N fHU)) : R(F W) NU)]
= [R(W) : R(f(W))]
= deg(f).
Furthermore, by looking at the commutative square we see that
(3.9) Fo(ip o)) (F (f) (l(W, X)) = Fo(f) (F(iw ) (cl(W, X))

— B (f) 0 6.0 (W),
Combining (3.8) and (3.9) we obtain
(3.10) F.(f) 0 dx.0) (W) = dpyuy o f+([W]),
which is precisely what we wanted to show.
1.2. Step 2: Now let X be an Ng-scheme, W C X an integral closed subscheme, and D
a smooth divisor intersecting W properly, so that W N D := W xx D is an effective Cartier

divisor on W. We denote by [W N D] the associated Weil divisor and we denote (D N W);cq
by D'. The following equality is what we want to prove

(3.11) F*(ip)(cl(W, X)) = cl(D N W, D),

where ip : (D,DNW) — (X, W) in V* is the map induced by the closed immersion D C X.
Let U be an open subset of X that contains all the generic points of D'. The following
diagram in V* commutes

i

(UND,WND)NU) —2> (U,UNW)

. |

(D,W N D) (X, W),

1D

where

o j: (U, UNW)— (X,W) is induced by the inclusion U C X,
e j:(UND,(WnND)NU) — (D,WnND) is induced by the inclusion U N D C D, and
o ip: (UND,(WnND)NU)— (U, UN D) is induced by the inclusion U N D — U.

Applying the contravariant functor F* gives us a commutative diagram

F*(j)

(3.12) F* (X, W) F*(U, W NU)
iF*(iD) lF*(iD)
F*(D,W 1 D) YL F*(/ 0 D, (W 1 D) N ).

LEMMA 3.5. Let X be an Ng-scheme and W C X be an integral closed subscheme. Let
U C X be an open subscheme such that U NW # (). Then

F*(j)(cl(W, X)) = (U N W, U).
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PrOOF. We know since W is an integral scheme over an excellent base scheme S that it
is generically regular. The same is true for the open subset U N W C W. We can thus find
and open subset V' C U such that VN (UNW) =V NW is non-empty and regular. Consider
the map induced by inclusion jy : (V,VNW) — (U,U N W). Notice that since U N W is
irreducible and VNW is a non-empty subset of U NW the generic point of U NW is contained
in VNW. We also have that F*(j)(cl(W, X)), and cl(UNW,U) are in ¥ gimgwnw) (U, UNW),
so in order to prove F*(j)(cl(W, X)) = cl(U N W, U), it suffices by semi-purity to prove

F* (v ) (7 () (el(W; X)) = F*(jv) (c(U N W, U)).

Since V N W is regular, condition [2i| gives us that F*(jy)(cl(U N W,U)) = c(V NW, V), and
since F*(jy ) oF*(j) = F*(jojv) where jojy : (V,VNW) — (X, W) is the morphism induced
by the open immersion V' C X, we have again by condition

F*(jv)(F* () (cl(W, X))) = F*(j o jv ) (cl(W, X))
=d(VAW,V).

g

By the above lemma we have F*(j)(cl(W, X)) = (W N U,U) and F*(j)(cl(W N D, D))
=c(WnND)NnU,UND), so if we can prove

F*(ip)(cl(W N U,U)) = cl((W N D)NU,U N D),

then F*(ip)(cl(W, X)) = cl(D N W, D) follows from the commutativity of the square
and by semi-purity. This shows that we may restrict to any open subset that contains all
the generic points of D'. Furthermore, since X is Noetherian (being of finite type over the
Noetherian scheme S) we see that D’ has finitely many irreducible components. Therefore the
set A of all points lying in an intersection of connected components is a finite union of closed
sets and is thus closed. The set A contains no generic point of D’ and we can therefore look
at U \ A instead of U and reduce to the case where the irreducible components are disjoint.
Let Vi,..., V. be the irreducible components of D/, then by Definition we have

@ r((D,vi) = F(D, W n D).
=1

Therefore we may assume r = 1, i.e. that D' is irreducible with a generic point 7.

If W is regular in codimension 1 then (since D intersects W properly) Oy, is regular,
i.e. D" is generically regular. Then there exists some dense open U C D’ that is regular, i.e.
there exists some open U C X such that U N D’ is nonempty and regular. Furthermore we
may assume that U N W is regular, since W is regular in codimension 1. By construction
n € U, so it suffices by the above discussion to prove the equality for U, i.e. we can reduce
to the case where W and D" are regular and irreducible in X. By condition we then have
F*(ip)(cl(W, X)) = n-cl(D’, D), where n is the multiplicity of D along W. Furthermore, we
have n - cl(D', D) = cl(D N'W, D) so we finally have

F*(ip)(cl(W, X)) = cl(D N W, D).

Recall that normal schemes are regular in codimension 1. We take W that is not necessarily
normal, look at its normalization which is regular in codimension 1, and deduce the equation
we want to show from that case.
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Notice that we can find an affine open U C X such that U N D’ # 0. In this case U N D’
is a non-empty open subset of D" and thus contains the generic point 7. We can therefore
restrict to looking at this U, i.e. we may assume X is affine.

CLAIM 1. We can find a closed immersion
W — W xg ]P)gv
where W denotes the normalization of W.

PROOF. First we note that there are two definitions of a projective morphism to consider.
The first one is due to Grothendieck (see |Gro61, Def. 5.5.2]) and says that a morphism
f X — Y is projective if it factors as

X—->P€&—-Y

where the first arrow is a closed immersion, £ is a quasi-coherent Oy-module of finite type
and P() = Proj,, (Sym(€)).

The other definition is in [Har77, Cha. I1.4]. The Stacks Project, [Stal8, Tag: 01W8| uses
the term “H-projective" to distinguish between these notions, and we follow this convention.
A morphism f : X — Y is said to be H-projective if there exists an integer n and a closed
immersion

X — Py
such that f factors as
X =Py =Y xgPe =Y
where the latter arrow is the projection. This notion of H-projectivity is exactly what we are
looking for. These definitions are equivalent when Y is itself a quasi-projective scheme over
some affine scheme.

We want to consider the normalization morphism W — W. We have made the assumption
that X is affine, and so since W is a closed subscheme of X it is affine as well. We are
therefore in this situation. Furthermore the normalization morphism W — W is finite since
W is excellent, see for example [Stal8, Tag: 035R]E| Finite morphisms are projective (in the
sense of Grothendieck), see for example [Stal8, Tag: 0B3I|, and so W — W is projective and
hence H-projective. O

We now set X := X xgP% D :=D xgP% i:(D,WnD)— (X,W) and consider the
morphism pry : (X, W) — (X, W) induced by the projection X — X. The projection P¢ — S
is always proper, so pry is a morphism in V,. By Step 1 we have

Soxwy ©Prie = Fu(pry) o Cf)l()gw)-

“Note that this lemma states this for Japanese schemes, but excellent rings are Nagata rings, and Nagata
rings are universally Japanese. See for example [Stal8 Tag: 0334].
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We now evaluate both sides at [IV] and get
(X, W) = ¢

Applying F*(i) to both sides gives
(3.13) F* (i) (cl(W, X)) = F* (i) (Fx (pr1) (cl(W, X))).

We have a Cartesian diagram

(X, W).

The morphism i is a closed immersion and it is transversal to pry so Definition tells us
that

F*(i) o Fu(pr1) = Fu(pri|p) o F*(4).
If we now evaluate both sides at cl(W, X) we get
(3.14) F* (i) (F. (pr1) (cl(W, X))) = Fa(pra| p) (F* (i) (cl(W, X))).

From the first case discussed, where we have an integral closed subscheme that is regular in
codimension 1, we have

(3.15) F*(1)(cl(W, X)) = cl(W N D, D).

Note that pri(W N D) = W N D so since the projection pri|p is proper we have

!

(3.16) P(D,wnD) (pri([W N D)) = ¢/(D,WQD)([W N DJ).
Combining equations (3.13)—(3.16)) we obtain

F* (i) (cl(W, X)) = F*(i) (F. (pr1) (cl(W, X))
= P (pra|p) (F(0)(el(D, X))
= F.(pr1|p)(cl(W N D, D))
= ¢(p.ywrp) (Pri([W N D))
= &(pwrp) (W N DJ)

=cd(WnD,D).
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1.3. Step 3: Our aim here is to prove that

¢ (x,0)(Rate (X)) = 0.
We use the “homotopy" definition of rational equavalences from Proposition By the
additivity of ¢l we see that we can reduce to showing that for an irreducible closed subset
W C X xgP{ such that pri(W) € ® and W — P}qw is dominant, where Sy is the closure of
the image 7x (W) in S, we have
(3.17) ¢ (x pr () ([Pr1(W0)]) = & (x s (W) ([Pr1 (Weo)]),

where we write W, := W N (X xg {€}).
Now let us introduce some maps.

ic: (X, pri(W)) = (X xg Pk, pri(W) xsPY), and
ae: (X, pri(We)) = (X xg Py, W)
are both induced by the map X — X xg P}g given by the composition

closed

X 5 X xg{e} X xg Pk

immersion

The maps i, and «, are morphisms in both V, and V*. We also define the map
Be : (X, pri(We)) = (X, pri(W))
in V, that is induced by idx.
By definition of ¢ we have ¢(X,pr1(W))([pT1(We)]) = F.(Be)(cl(pri(We), X)) and by (3.11])
we have F*(ae) (cl(W, X xg PL)) = cl(pr1(We), X). Combining this we have
(3.18) Fa(Be) 0 F*(0e) (cl(W, X x5 PE)) = &(x pry () (1 (WO))).

The following square is Cartesian

(X, pri(W,)) —— = (X, pra (W)

£
(X Xspl,W)H(X Xs]P)l,pT'l(W) XS]P}S')a

where £ is induced by the identity. The map 7. is a closed immersion and transversal to the
bottom identity morphism. Condition 4 in Definition [I.10] thus gives

(3.19) Fi(Be) o F*(ae) = F*(ie) o Fi(€),
and (3.18)) becomes
F*(ic) o Fo (&) (cl(W, X x5 Pg)) = &(x pr, (wry) ([P (We)]).
To prove (3.17)) it is therefore sufficient to show that
F*(ip) 0 Fi(§) = F* (o) 0 Fx(§)
as maps F(X xgPL, W) — F(X, pri(W)).
We want to apply the first projection formula, Proposition with f; =: i;, fo = ae

where z; : X - X Xg P}g is induced by the same closed immersion as a.. This makes f3 =: .
as well. Now letting b € F(X xg PL, pri(W)) be arbitrary and a = 1x we get

F, () o F* () (b) = F.(i.)(1x) Ub.
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If we know that F, (i) (1x) = F. (i, )(1x) then we have shown that as maps F(X x gPL, W) —
F(X xgPL, W) we have
Fi(ap) o F*(ap) = Fu(as) o F* (o).
We know that € o ae = i 0 B¢, and all these maps are in V, so we have
Fi(§) o Fil(ae) = Fil(ie) o Fu(Be)-
We see that
F.(§) o Fulae) o F*(ae) = Filie) o Fi(Be) 0 F* (cxe)
= F.(ic) o F*(ic) o Fi(8),

by (3.19). So what we have shown is that F.(ip) o F*(ip) 0 Fy(§) = Fi(ioo) 0 F*(ics) 0 Fi(€)

follows from F,(ig)(1x) = Fu(in,)(1x).
We have a commutative diagram in V,

(X, pri(W)) — (X x5 P, pri(W) xg PL)

|

(X, pri(W))

and we obtain F.(pr1) o Fi (i) = F.(id) = id. Notice that F,(pri) is completely independent
of € so we can apply this to both sides of F,(igp) 0 F*(ig) 0 Fx(§) = Fy(ino) 0 F*(ixo) 0 F&(&) to
obtain what we want

F*(ig) o Fu(§) = F* (o) © Fi ().

What remains to be shown in this step is the equality

Fa(ig)(1x) = Fulico) (1x)-
First we recall that if 7x : X — S is the structure morphism of X then F.(i.)(1x) =
F.(i.) o F*(mx) o e(1). Consider the following Cartesian diagram

/

7:6
X —> X xgP)

)

where pe : S — ]P’}g is the zero- or infinity section. Furthermore pry is smooth, being the
base change of wx along mp1. We can therefore use condition 4 in Definition to see that
F.(i.) o F*(mx) = F*(pra) o Fi(pc). We recall that condition says thatF.(po)oe = Fy(pxo)0e.
Combining this we obtain
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1.4. Step 4: We want to show that
¢pol=¢e, and
poxg=To(p®9).

It is enough to show that these equations hold on the level of cycles, i.e. to show the
equations

gf)/ol:e, and

¢ oxs=To(p ®¢).
The first equation follows directly from the definition. For any n € Z we have
(650 1)(n) = pg(n-[9))
=n- ¢5([S])
=n-cl(S,S)
=n-lg
=n-e(l)
=e(n).

Now consider the second equation. What we want to show precisely is that for Ng-schemes
with supports (X, ®) and (Y, ¥) and integral closed subschemes W € &,V € ¥ we have
(3.20) ¢,(X><SY,CI>><5\I/)([W] xs[V]) = T(¢l(x o) ([W]) ®s d),(Y,‘l/)([V]))

Let i : (X, W) — (X,®) and iy : (Y,V) — (Y, V) be the maps in V, induced by the
identities. Then so is iy Xgiy : (X xg Y, W xgV) = (X xgY,® xg ¥), and by naturality
of T we have
T(¢(x.0)([W]) @5 Sy ([V]) = T(Fulin) (l(W, X)) @5 Fuliv)(cl(V, )))
= F.(iw x5 i) (T(cl(W, X) ®@g cl(V,Y)).
If neither W nor V is flat over S, then [W] xg [V] = 0 by definition and T(cl(W, X) ®g

cl(V,Y)) = 0 by condition (2v)), and therefore both sides of (3.20) are 0. Without loss of
generality we may assume that W is flat over S. Then [V] xg [W] = [V xg W] and since

/

¢(X><5Y<I>><S\I/)([W xs V]) = Fi(iw xs iv)(c(W xg V, X xg Y) we see from the above
equation that it is enough to show

(3.21) AW xgV, X xgY) =T(l(W, X)®g cl(V,Y)).

We first consider the case when W xg V' = (. Then both cl(W xg V, X xgY) and
T(cl(W, X) ®@g cl(V,Y)) lie in F(X xgY,0) =0 so they trivially agree.

Now assume that W xg V is not empty. We can find some open Ux C X and Uy C Y
such that

) £ W N Uy is regular, and
0 # V N Uy is regular

S5This equation hold by definition if W xg V is integral, and it is clear from the definition of the class
element in the non-integral case that the equation extends to that case to.
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(because S is excellent and thus in particular J-2).Then Ux xg Uy C X xgY is open and
0 # (W xs V)N (Ux xg Uy) is regular, if W xg V # (). Denote by

jx : (Ux, Ux NW) = (X, W), and
Jjy : (Uy, Uy NV) = (Y, V)
the maps in V* induced by the open immersions Uy — X and Uy < Y respectively. Then
Jxxsy = Jjx Xsjy : (Ux xs Uy, (W x5 V)N (Ux x5 Uy)) = (X xs Y, W xg V)

is the map in V* induced by the open immersion Ux xg Uy — X xXgY. Again we use the
naturality of T" to see

F*(jxxgy ) (T(cl(W, X) @ cl(V,Y))
= T(F"(jx)(cl(W, X)) @ F* (jy ) (cl(V, Y))).
By condition [21] we have that
F*(jx)(cl(W, X)) = cl(Ux NW,Ux), and
F*(y)(cl(V,Y)) = cl(Uy NV, Uy),

SO
F*(jxxgy)(T(cl(W, X) @ cl(V,Y)) =T(cl(Ux "W, Ux) @ cl(Uy NV, Uy)).
Condition [2v]tells us that T'(cl(Ux N\W, Ux ) @cl(Uy NV, Uy)) = cl(Ux NW) x g (Uy NV, Ux x g
Uy)) and condition [2i says that cl((Ux N W) xg (Uy NV),Ux NUy) = F* (jxxgv)(cl(W xg
V,X x5Y), so we have
F*(jxxsy)(l(W x5 V. X X5 Y) = F*(jxx sy )(T(cl(W, X) ®g cl(V,Y)))
and ([3.21)) follows by semi-purity if W xg V is of pure S-dimension, but this follows from

Proposition 2.9}
O

2. Proof of the Theorem

In this part of the proof we have given a natural transformation of right-lax symmetric
monoidal functors
¢ : (CHy, xg,1) = (Fy, T e),
and we want to extend it to a morphism ¢ € Homp(CH, F). The conditions in Theorem
are assumed to hold for F and it is furthermore assumed to satisfy the semi-purity condition.

What remains to be proven is that the natural transformation ¢ : CH, — F, constructed
in Proposition is also a natural transformation ¢ : CH* — F* i.e. that the following
diagram commutes for all f: (X, ®) — (Y, ¥) in V*:

CH*(f)

(3.22) CH(Y/S, \I’) —> CH(X/S, CI))
¢(Y,\I/)J/ i‘b(X,@)
F*(f)
F(Y,¥) F(X,®).

The proof proceeds in 5 steps. In Step 1 we show that diagram (3.22)) commutes when f is
a smooth morphism. Steps 2 and 3 are technical steps that we use in Step 4 in which we
prove that diagram (3.22)) commutes when f is a closed immersion. In Step 5 we deduce the



42 3. EXISTENCE THEOREM

general case from steps 1 and 4, because by Lemma a general morphism f will be an l.c.i.
morphism.

2.1. Step 1: In this step we assume we are given a smooth f : (X, ®) — (Y, ¥) in V*.
We want to show that diagram ([3.22)) commutes for this f.

First of all we notice that the additivity of all maps tells us that it is enough to show that
(3.22) is commutative when evaluated at [W] for W € ¥ irreducible. Secondly, to show
is commutative when evaluted at [W], for W € W irreducible, it is enough to show that the
following diagram is commutative when evaluated at [W]ﬁ

CH*(f1)

CH(Y/S,W) CH(X/S, fi (W)
¢<y,w>l l‘b(x,f;l(vvn

PO, w) —— P p(x, £ (W)),

Consider the following cube-diagram:

CH(Y/S, ¥) ar) CH(X/S, ®)
e e
. P(x,)
F(Y, ) —0 F(X, @) CH. i)
CH, (iy)
F.(iy) CH(Y/S, W) SN CH(X/S, f{ '(W))

X 7w

F(Y, W) FX, iAW)

F*(f1)
where ix : (X, f71(W)) = (X,®) and iy : (Y,W) — (Y, ¥) are the maps induced by the
identities ¢dx and idy respectively. Notice that

(v, W) —L= (X, 1))

idyl lidx

(v, 9) — (X, ®)

is a Cartesian diagram with idx smooth so the commutativity of the frontside and the backside
follow from condition (4) in Definition The sides are commutative since ¢ : CH, — F
is a natural transformation. Furthermore we assume that the bottom side commutes when
evaluated at [W]. To show that the top side commutes when we evaluate at [IV] is just a
matter of diagram chasing.

Secondly, since X and Y are Ng-schemes and S is regular, they are themselves regular.
They are therefore the disjoint unions of irreducible Ng-schemes and if X = IIX; and Y = 1Y}

6The map f1 : (X, f~'(W)) — (Y, W) is induced by the same smooth map as f : (X, ®) — (Y, ¥) is. We
also denote this underlying map by f.
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then for any 4 there is some j such that f(X;) C Y;. We can thus reduce to the case where X
and Y are irreducible ANg-schemes.

So we are reduced to showing that for irreducible Ng-schemes X and Y, a smooth mor-
phism f: X — Y and an integral closed subscheme W C Y we have

F () (bww)W]) = ocx, 10wy (CH*(f)([W])).
Since ¢y, ([W]) = cl(W,Y), and

(3.23) bx, 1wy (CH () ([W])) = ¢(X7f*1(W))([f71(W)]>
= d)(X,f*l(W))(Z ni[Vil)

= Zniﬁﬁ(X,f*l(W))([Vi])
= Znicl(Vi,X)

= cl(fTH (W), X),
where >°.n;[V;] is the fundamental class of f~1(W), we are reduced to showing that

(3.24) F*(f)(cl(W,Y)) = cl(f~H(W), X).
We have the following lemma.

LEMMA 3.6. Consider a smooth morphism f: X — Y between Ng-schemes. Let W C Y

be an irreducible closed subscheme such that f=1(W) # 0. Then there exists an open subset
U CY such that

o U contains the generic point of W,

o UNW is regular,

o [~1(U) contains all the generic points of f~1(W), and
o [THU)N f~YW) is regular.

PRrROOF. W is generically regular so there exists an open U C Y such that
UNW = Wieg,

which is open (and hence dense) in W. This U satisfies the first two conditions, namely that UN
W is regular and U contains the generic point of W (any open subset of W does). Furthermore,
f is smooth, in particular flat, so any irreducible component of f~*(W) dominates W, i.e. f
sends any generic point of f~1(W) to the generic point of W. Therefore f~1(U) contains all
the generic points of f~(W).

Finally we have that f : f~1(UNW) — UNW is the base change of the smooth morphism
f:X —=YalongUNWso f~5(UNW) — UNW is smooth. Furthermore U N W is regular
and locally Noetherian so f~1(U N W) is regular. O

Take such a U, and denote by
o n:(U,UNW)— (Y, W), and
o g2: (fTHU) fTHUNW) = (X, f7HW))
the maps in V* induced by the open immersions U < Y and f~}(U) < X respectively. By
condition 21 we have

(3.25) F*(f)(UnW,U)) = (f (U N W, f~1(U))
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and we want to deduce from this.

By condition We have F*(j1)(cl(W,Y)) = cl(UNW,U), and if, as before, the irreducible
compontents of f~1(W) are V; then the irreducible components of f~(UNW) are f~1(U)NV;
(since f~1(U) contains all the generic points of f~1(W)). Therefore by condition [2i] we have

F(i2)(l(f~H W), X)) = F*(j2) () miel(Vi, X))

= ZniF*(m(cl(Vi,X))
_ Z ncl(f7HUY NV, F7HU))

=cd(fTHUNW), fTHU)).
Substitute this into (3.25) to obtain

(3.26) F*(/)(E* () (cl(W,Y))) = F*(j2)(cl(f~ (W), X))
By definition the following diagram commutes
U)X
)
U J1 Y,

and by applying the contravariant functor F* to it, we obtain the following commutative
diagram

F*(j

F(Y, W) U RuUAw)
F*(f)i lF*(f)

FOX, £ ) S R ), 10w,

i.e. we obtain
FX(f) o F*(j1) = F*(j2) o F* ().
Substituting this into (3.26)) we obtain

(3.27) F*(j2) (B (£)(cl(W,Y))) = F* (52) (cl(f (W), X)).

By construction f~!(U) contains all the generic points of f~!(W). By assumption, X and Y’
are irreducible and so our smooth morphism f : X — Y is smooth of relative S-dimension
r = dimg(X) — dimg(Y). This is stable under base change so f~1(W) — W is smooth of
relative S-dimension 7. In particular, it has pure S-dimension so that F*(f)(cl(W,Y)) and
c(f~1(W), X) both lie in F2dims(f—1(W))(X,f_l(W)). Therefore by semi-purity, equation
(3.27) implies

F*(f)(cl(W,Y)) = cl(f (W), X).

2.2. Step 2: Consider a vector bundle
p:EFE—-X

and let s : X — E be the zero-section. We want to prove that the following diagram commutes
for any closed subscheme W — X:
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(3.28) CH(E/S,p~ (W) = cH(x /s, W)

¢l id)
F*(s)

F(E,p~'(W)) F(X, W).

We first note the following lemma that shows us that the diagram above makes sense, i.e.
that E is smooth over S.

LEMMA 3.7. Let X — S be a smooth S-scheme and let p: E — X be a vector bundle on
X. Then E is a smooth S-scheme.

PROOF. Since X — S is smooth it is enough to show that p : £ — X is smooth. The
question of smoothness of p is local in the sense that it is enough to show that there exists an
open covering {U;} of X and open coverings V; j of p~1(U;) for each i such that the induced
morphism V; ; — U; is smooth for all ¢, 5. But p: E — X is a vector bundle so there exists an
open covering {U;} of X such that for each i we have

p_l(Ui) = Ag Xg Ui.
Since both U; and A’ are smooth S-schemes, the fiber product is smooth over S as well. [

Recall “homotopy invariance" from Proposition [A.27] says that if we let p : E — X and
s: X — FE be as above. Then the flat pullback

CH(p) =: p* : CHx(X/S) — CHy1n(E/S)
is an isomorphism for all &k (where n is the rank of the vector bundle
p: E — X). Take some a € CH(E/S,p~*(W)), which we can write as a = CH*(p)(b)
for some b € CH(X/S, W) by the homotopy invariance, so we get:
(3.29) F*(s) 0 (i p-1wy) (@) = F*(s) © ¢ p-1(w)) © CH*(p)(b)
= F*(s) o F*(p) o ¢(x,w)(b), by Step 1
=F(po 5)(¢(X,W) (b))
= dx,w)(b).
On the other hand
(3.30) Px,w) © CH'(s)(a) = ¢(x,w) o CH"(s) o CH"(p)(b)
= ¢x,w) o CH (po s)(b)
= ¢x,w)(b).
Combining equations and , gives the commutativity of .

2.3. Step 3: Now let W C X be a closed subscheme and consider the morphisms in both
V. and V*

io 1 (X, W) = (X xgP§, W xgPy), and
oot (X, W) = (X x5 Pk, W xgPL)

induced by the inclusions (X xg {0}) C X xg P} and (X xg {oo}) C X xg P} respectively.
We want to show that
F*(ig) = F*(ico)-
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First of all we notice that

prioic =1id: (X, W) — (X, W)
where i. denotes either ig or ioo and pry : (X xgPL, W xgPL) — (X, W) is the morphism in V
induced by the first projection X x gP§ — X. Furthermore, in CH we have 1x = [X] and since
¢(1x) = 1x we have ¢([X]) = 1x. We can therefore write for any a € F(X xgPL, W xgPL)

(3.31) F*(ic)(a) = Fu(pr)Fu(ie) (¢([X]) UF"(ic)(a)).
The first projection formula, Proposition [I.15] tells us that

(3.32) F.(ic) (o([X]) UF"(ic)(a)) = Fu(ic) (¢([X])) U a.
Combining and we obtain

(3.33) F*(ic)(a) = Fu(pr1)(Fi(ie) (0([X])) Ua).

Now ¢ is a natural transformation CH, — F, so we have

F. (i) (¢([X])) = o(Fu(ie) ([X])) = o([X x5 {e}]),
but [X xg {0}] ~ [X xg {o0}] as cycles which shows that

F*(io) = F*(ico)-

2.4. Step 4: In this section we want to show that ¢ commutes with F*(f) when f is a
closed immersion. Namely, let f : X — Y be a closed immersion of smooth S-schemes and
V C Y be a closed subscheme. Denote the pre-image of V by W := f~}(V) := V xy X. The
immersion f induces a morphism f: (X, W) — (Y, V) in V* and we want to show that

(3.34) cH(y/S,v) 2 cH(x /s, W)
\L‘ZS(Y,V) \Ld’(X,W)
PY,V) — L px,w)

commutes. Because of additivity, showing that (3.34) commutes, reduces to showing
(3.35) F*(f)(o([V])) = o(CH*(f)([V]))

when V is integral. Consider the following schemes:
M° := Blyy 4{005} (Y x5 Pg) \ Blxygfoos}(Y x5 {o0g}), and
M := Bl o {oos}(V X5 P5) \ Bl oos}(V X5 {005})-

MO is closed in M° and by Proposition we have a dominant morphism p° : M° — P}g,
such that

(0") (A =Py \ {o0s}) =V x5 Ag, and
(P°)Hoos) = CxY 1= Cxyg{oos}Y x5 {o0s}-
Again by Proposition [A.25 we have closed immersions
ix @ X ><g[P’§—>M0 and

iwiWXSIP}g%MO,
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that deform the immersions X — Y and W — V respectively over A}g to the zero section of
the respective normal cones C'xY and Cy V. We have W x g IP’% =M'N (X xg P}g) as closed
subschemes of M?, and therefore we obtain a morphsm in V* induced by ix

g: (X xg P, W xgPL) — (M° MO°).
We define for € € {0g, c0g} morphisms
i (X xs e W xs {e}) = (MO, 1)
in V* by the composition
(X xg {e}, W xg {e}) L5 (X xg PL W xgPL) % (M°, M),

where j. is induced by the inclusions X xg {e} — X Xxg ]P’g. In Step 3 of the proof of the
Theorem, we showed that F*(jy) = F*(jeo) so we have

(3.36) F*(ig) = F*(in).

Consider the open immersion Y X g A}g — M%and let j : (Y XSA}g, V xg A}g) — (MO, MO) be
the induced morphism in V*. Consider also the morphism p: (Y xg Als, V xg Als) — (Y, V)
in V* induced by the first projection Y xg A}g — Y, We have

CH*(p)([V]) = [V x5 Ag] = CH*(j)([M°]).
Combining this with Step 1 (the commutativity of for smooth f) gives us
F*(p)(6([V])) = ¢(CH*(p)([V])) = ¢(CH*(5)([M"))).

The morphism iy has a factorization in V*

(X xg {0}, W xg {0g}) — =~ (MO, }1°)
| L
(Y Xs {05},V Xg {0}) T> (Y Xg A}q,V Xg A}g)

where § is an open immersion and « is the closed immersion of the effective Cartier divisor
Y xg{0g} into Y xg Al. By Step 1 we have

F*(8)(cl(MY, M°)) = cl(V x5 AL, Y x5 AL),

and since Y xg {0g} is a smooth Cartier divisor in Y xg A} intersecting V xg Ak properly
we have by Step 2 in the proof of Proposition [3.2] that

F*(a)(cl(V xg A, Y xgA§)) = cl(V x5 {0s},Y xs{0s}).
Furthermore, ¢([V]) = cl(V,Y) and ¢([M°]) = cI(M°, M?), and therefore we have
F*(/)(@([V]) = F*(io) (¢([M°))),
and gives us
(3.37) F*(f)(@([V]) = F*(is) (6([M"])).

The normal bundle NxY is a smooth effective Cartier divisor in M? and NxY intersects MO
properly since
NxY nM° = CwV.
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The morphism ., has a factorization in V*

(3.38) (X, W) —>> (NxY,CwV) — (MO, M)

\/

where s is induced by the zero-section X — NxY of the normal bundle of X in Y, and ¢ is
induced by the closed immersion NxY = CxY — M. Step 2 of the proof of Proposition
tells us that }

F*(£)(¢ (a0, 570 ([M]) = d(wy v,y ([Cw V]).

Consider the fiber diagram

NXYXXWHW%V

e

NxY X Y.

Since W — X is a closed immersion, NxY xx W — NxY is a closed immersion as well and
the zero section X — NxY also induces a morphism

s 1 (X, W) — (NxY,NxY xx W)
in V*. The identity morphism NxY — NxY induces a morphism
7: (NxY,CwV) = (NxY,NxY xx W)
in V, and we have a Cartesian diagram

(X, W) w (X, W)

| :

(NxY,CwV) —"= (NxY,NxY xx W).

The morphism s  is induced by the closed immersion X — NxY (this is a closed immersion

since NxY — X is affine and hence separated) and 7 is clearly transversal to s so definition
[1.10] tells us that

(3.39) F*(s) = F*(s') o Fu(7).
We then have
F*(H)(([V]) = F*(ioo) (6([M])) by

=F"(s) o F*(£)(¢([M°])) b -
= F*(s') o Fu(7)F*(£)(¢([M"))) by (B39)
= F*(s/) o Fu(7)(o(CH* () ([M ]))) by Step 2 in Proposition
= F*(s')(¢(CH,(7) o CH* (t)([M°]))) ¢ commutes with pushforwards
= ¢(CH*(s') o CH.(7) o CH*()([M"]))) by Step 2
= ¢(CH" (i) (M")) by (B:39)
= ¢(CH* (i) (M"))
= o(CH*(f)([V]))
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2.5. Step 5: To finish the proof we let f : (X, ®) — (Y, V) be any morphism in V*. Any
morphism between Ng-schemes is an l.c.i. morphism by Lemma [2.4] so we can factor f as
(X, @) & (2,2) % (V. 0)
for some S-scheme Z and a some family of supports 2 on Z. Here g : (Z,Q) — (Y, V)
is induced by a smooth morphism and i : (X, ®) — (Z,) is induced by a regular closed
immersion.
We want to show that
6o CH'(f) = F*(f) 0 ¢
It is enough to show that this holds for any [V] where V' € W is irreducible. But then
¢ o CH(f) = ¢ o CH™(i) o CH*(g)
= F*(i) o ¢ o CH(g) by Step 4
=F*(i) o F*(g) o ¢ by Step 1

=F*(f) o ¢.






CHAPTER 4

Hodge Cohomology as a Weak Cohomology Theory With
Supports

1. Objects and Grading
Let (X, ®) be an Ns—scheme with a family of supports ®. We define

EBHq) X, %S

and call this abelian group (or I'(S, (’)S)—module) the Hodge cohomology of X with supports in
®. We denote by H*(X, ®) the graded abelian group given in degree n by
H'(X,®) = €D Hp(X, 0% q).
i+j=n
We also want a “covariant grading". Let X = II.X, be the decomposition of X into its
connected components, then we define H, (X, ®) to be the graded abelian group that in degree
n is

Hn(X, @) — @HQdimerfn(th)).

DEFINITION 4.1. We define a morphism of abelian groups e : Z — H(S, S) via the canon-
ical ring homomorphism

7 —T(S,05) = H*(S,05) C H(S,S).
2. Pullback

In this section we want to define a pullback in Hodge cohomology, so extend the map of
objects H* to a functor
H*:V* — GrAb
We start with a lemma telling us that the functor 'y, commutes in a certain sense with
direct images.

LEMMA 4.2. Let Y be a smooth S-scheme of finite type with a family of supports U, let X
be a smooth S-scheme, and let f : X — Y be a morphism of S-schemes of finite type. Then
we have an equality

Lyofi=fioLlray
of functors Sh(X) — Sh(Y), or Qcoh(X) — Qcoh(Y).

PROOF. We prove this here for functors Sh(X) — Sh(Y), the case for Qcoh(X) — Qcoh(Y)
is the same with j~! replaced by j*. We start by proving this when the support is a closed
subset Z C Y. We denote the compliment Y \ Z by U and the canonical open immersion
U — Y by j. Then for any sheaf F of abelian groups on Y we have an exact sequence
(4.1) 0= Dy(F) > F =4 'F

51
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Let G be a sheaf of abelian groups on X. We on the one hand plug f.G in for F into (4.1)
and on the other hand apply the left-exact functor f, to
0= Lpi(z)(9) = G = ji(7) G
which is the analog of (4.1]) for sheaves on X. Now X has support f~1(Z) and j’ : X\ f~1(2) —

X is the canonical open immersion. We obtain a commutative diagram

(4.2) 0 ——=T4(f.9) £ Ged T [+

0*>f*£ffl(z)(g) f*g f*]i(]l)_lg

In light of (4.2]) we see that to show I'y o f. = fi o L¢-1(z), it suffices to show Jei T G =
f+3L(3")71G for all sheaves G of abelian groups on X. We have an obvious commutative square
of S-schemes and morphisms

) - x
f|f—1(U)l, lf
U Y.

J

We thus have j, o f« = f. 0’ as operations on sheaves of abelian groups on f~1(U) (by abuse
of notation we denote f|s-1(y by f). In particular we have for any sheaf G of abelian groups
on X fuji(5)71G = juf+(j))71G, so to show that j.j ' f.G = f.j.(j’)~'G it is enough to show
§7 G = fo(§)7'G as sheaves on U.

For any open V' C U we have j " f.G(V) = (£.9)[u(V) = G(f~1(V)) and f.((;)'G)(V) =
(fe(Gl 1)) (V) = (Glo)(f (V) = G(f~1(V)) and s0 ' .G = f.(j")'G.

We have shown that I'; o fu = fi o0 Ef—l(Z) for closed subschemes Z C Y and to show
Tyofi=fuo Effl(\l;) we take the direct limit @ZE\P on both sides. O

For any j7 > 0 we have a map
ng/s — f *QJX/S
a-db— f*(a)-df*(b)
and a natural map ' .
F s = REQ
and applying RI'y to the composition gives us a map

RL, Y., . — RLLRfQ

J
Y/S X/S"

If H is a flasque sheaf of abelian groups on X then f,?H is a flasque sheaf on Y and flasque
sheafs are acyclic for I'y, so by [GMO02, Theorem II1.7.1] we get
Ry o f«) =RLy o R ..

Similary, I' FrwyH s flasque if H is flasque and flasque sheaves are acyclic for the direct image
so we have

R(/x OEf—l(\I/)) =RfioRLj-1(y).
Combining this with Lemma [£.2] we obtain a map

(4.3) RLy Y g = ROgRAD g = RARL j-10) Qg
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and by enlarging the supports we have a map

(4.4) R4 g = RERTGQY .

By applying RT'(Y, —) to both sides of (4.4) get a map

RI(Y, RL\I,ij/S) — RI'(Y, Rf*REQQQ/Q

= RT(X, RCe D g),

and the induced map on the i-th cohomology group gives us

Hy (Y, )5) = Ho (X, ).

We finally get the desired map by summing over all i, j,
H*(f): HY,V) - H(X, D).
We want to see that this map H*(f), constructed above, is functorial.

PROPOSITION 4.3. Let (X,®), (Y,¥) and (Z,Z) be smooth S-schemes of finite type and
let f:(X,®)— (Y,V) and g: (Y,¥) — (Z,Z) be morphisms in V*. Then
i) H*(id) : H(X,®) — H(X,®) is the identity homomorphism.
ii) H*(go f) = H*(f) o H*(g) as morphisms H(Z,Z) — H(X, ®).

PROOF. i) This is clear since all relevant maps are identities and id~*(®) = ® so there

is no enlarging of supports and the equality in (4.3)) simply reads RL@Q])'( T RL Y, /5"

ii) Notice that if we denote the map

Q{//s - f*Qj)}/S
a-db— f*(a)-df*(b)

by f , then we have

P

(gof)=1Ffog,

as maps QjZ/S — g*f*Qg(/S =(go f)*Qg(/S.
We look at the natural map

(go f)*QJ)}/S — R(go f)*Qg(/S
= Rg*Rf*Qg(/s.
Applying RI'z to the composition map yields a map

RI=(, ¢ — RL=Rg.Rf.Q

J
z/ X/S

Using Lemma [£.2] and enlarging supports gives us a map
REEQ]Z/S — Rg*Rf*RE(gof)q(E)Q&/s — Rg*Rf*R£¢QJX/S

Let us denote this map by a4.r and simil@rly we denote the map RLEQ‘Q /s Rg.RI'y Qg/ /s

by a4 and the map RLI,Q{//S — Rf*Qﬂf/S by a.
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If we can prove that

Qgof

(4.5) RI=0

Rg*Rf*RE(yQ&/S

J
7/
R /
Rg*RF\I,Qy/S

is commutative, then we are done, since applying RI'(Z, —) to (4.5) gives us

RI'(Z,RI'z QZ I'(X,RL4Q

/S X/S)

\ /

T(Y,RL4%% q),

and taking i-th cohomology and summing over 4, j gives us the result
H*(gof) “(X,

H*(Y, V).

H( )

We remart that in diagram (4.5) we write, by abuse of notation, a ¢ for the map Rg. (o).
To prove the commutativity of (4.5)) we first notice that the following diagram com-
mutes.

R —

Rg*Rqu(:)Rf*Qé(/S @

*

RgRLGRADy g (2) ReRARL(gop-15) Qs

—

RgRfRL p-10) ¥y /g 0

Rg«RfRL 4’ X/S </

The commutativity of @ follows from lemma , and the commutativity of @ and
@ is clear.

Notice that the composition of * and *k with
RIL=QY, s = RC=Rg.R f Y /s 18 precisely ago so we can look at the following diagram.
If it commutes then diagram (4.5) commutes.

*k
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o RL=0,

@ |

R[=Rg.Q),,, — RL=Rg.RfQ »

Y/S

| ®

Rg:RLg1(2)0% )5 — RoRLg ) REAQ

I ©

~

Rg.RTy¢Y, g ——— Rg*RLPRf*Qg(/S

o Q*ljf R 1)y

Rg.Rf.RL4Y, /s

The commutativity of @ and @ is clear and the commutativity of @ follows from

Lemma
O

3. Pushforward

By assumption S is Noetherian, regular and has Krull-dimension at most 1. It is therefore
Gorenstein of finite Krull dimension and Og is a dualizing complex for S. Furthermore any
smooth scheme X of finite type over S is also Gorenstein and of finite Krull dimension so
TI'!XOS is a dualizing complex for X, where mx : X — S is the structure map.

3.1. A Pushforward Map for Proper morphisms. Assume we have a diagram of
separated, finite type S-schemes
f

SN\

S

X Y

where f is a proper morphism. We want to be careful with labeling morphisms so we recall
the following notation:

NOTATION 4.4.

o crgi(9f) = f'g'. (See [Con00, (3.3.14-3.3.15)])

o Try:Rf.f' — id is the trace map.  (See [Con00, §3.4.))

e 3y : w*RHom(—,—) = RHom(u*(—),u*(—)) is the natural isomorphism for any
étale w.
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o cp: f¥ = f! for any separated smooth . (See [Con00), (3.3.21)])
e hy: u*Q];}/S =N Q];(/S for any étale S-morphism u: X — Y.

We define a pushforward
fe: REDx (9% )5) = Dy (2y5)

for any k£ > 0 as the composition

Cfom
(4.6) Rf.Dx (@ /5) 5 RERHomo, (2, fm} Os)
— RHomo, (Rf.0% /g, RS f 7y Os)

(F)Y QF 1
—— RHomo, (g, Rf+f 7y Os)

Tr
*f_> DY(QI;//S)a

where Dx (F) denotes RHomo, (F, 7r!XOS). When f is also a finite map we can define the
pushforward as the composition

(4.7) Rf.Dx (@ /5) 2™ Rf.RHomoy (2 5. f'}Os)
YO0, R RHomo, (f* X s, [ Os)

Tr
— DY(Q]f//s)'

LEMMA 4.5. When f is a finite proper morphism, the two pushforwards defined by the
compositions (4.6) and (4.7) are equivalent.

PROOF. By definition the map fy : QI;//S — f*Q])“(/S is the same as the map Q’f,/s —
f*f*Q])“(/S EAN f*Q’)“(/S so we can write the composition (4.6]) as

Rf.Dx (@ 5) ™5 RERHomo, (. f'74 Os)

YO0, RfRHomoy (f* 2 s, 7 Os)

— RHomoy, (Rff* g, RS 1y Os)
— RHomo, (g, Rfef'my Os)
Tr
_—f_> DY(QI;//S)a
The equivalence boils down to the commutativity of the diagram

Rf.RHomo, (f*Q g, ['myOs) — Rf. ['RHomo, (U /5, 1y Os)

i lTrf

Tr
RHomo, (Q]f//s,Rf*f!W!YOS) - DY(Q’;’/S)’

INote that when u is étale, then it is clear from the definition of u# that u# = u*, see [Con00, (2.2.7)]. In

. . ~ - .
this case we also write e, : u* — «' for this isomorphism.
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which is well known, see e.g. [Har66, III. Prop. 6.9(d)]. O

The following proposition tells us that this pushforward is functorial and also gives us in
part (c) a technical property used for example in the proof of Proposition

PROPOSITION 4.6. ([CR11, Prop. 2.2.7.])
(a) id, = id.
(b) Let f: X =Y and g:Y — Z be two proper morphisms of Ng-schemes. Then
(90 f)s=gioRgu(fs): Rg*Rf*DX(Q};(/S) - DZ(Q]%/S)-
(c) Let

!
“t . x

X/
f'l J{f
v sy
be a Cartesian square of separated, finite type S-schemes with f proper, u étale and X of
pure S-dimension d. Then the following diagram commutes
u* (fx)

wRfDx (2 )5) —= u*Dy (4 /5)

R‘f*DX(wX’/S) - DY’ (wég/’/s)
The left vertical isomorphism is given by
(4.8) c;,lﬂry oe, o (hl\j/)*l of,oa

where
ayfw'Rfe = Rfs(u)”,
and the right vertial isomorphism is given by

(4.9) Cok oeyo(hY) o By

U,y

PROOF. The proof in our relative case is exacly like the proof in [CR11) 2.2.7.] with the
obvious change that the definition of the residual complex (in the proof of [CR11l lem. 2.2.12.])
is defined as

K= 71'905.

3.2. General Pushforward. Now we look at the case of a morphism
f(X, @) = (Y, ¥)

in Vi. That is, we have a morphism f of Ng-schemes such that f|g is proper and f(®) C V.
As before we denote the S-dimension of X by dx, the S-dimension of Y by dy and the relative
S-dimension of f by r =dx — dy.

We recall the Nagata compactification theorem.

THEOREM 4.7. Let X be a separated S-scheme of finite type with S quasi-compact and
quasi-separated. Then there exists an open immersion of S-schemes X — X such that X is a
dense open in X and X — S is proper. Furthermore we may chose X to be reduced.



58 4. HODGE COHOMOLOGY AS A WEAK COHOMOLOGY THEORY WITH SUPPORTS

See [Nag63| for a proof in the Noetherian case, using valuation theory, and [Con(7] for the
more general case, using scheme-theoretic methods.

We consider the Nagata compactification for the Y-scheme f : X — Y and obtain a Y-
morphism j : X — X where f : X — Y is proper and X is reduced. Since j : X — X is a
separated morphism of finite type over the Notherian base Y and since each Z € ® is proper
over Y, the image j(Z) C X, with the induced subscheme structure, is a proper subscheme
over Y via f: X — Y. We can then view ® as a family of supports on X and the morphism
f

f:(X,®) = (Y,7)
in V.. Furthermore, the structure morphism 7 : X — S is flat. If dim S = 0 this is trivial. If
dim S = 1 then 7 is flat if and only if each generic point of X is sent to the generic point of
S. But X C X is an open dense subset so any generic point of X lies in X. The morphism
7x : X — S is flat by assumption and 7 o j = 7y so any generic point 7 of X is sent by 7 to
mx(n) which is the generic point of S.

Our aim is to construct a morphism

Hy (X, ¢) = Hy " (V.0 5)

Note that we have a morphism

. e
(4.10) mx : Q¢ = RHomo, (757, Q%)

a— (b= anp)

for any j, which is an isomorphism if 7x : X — S is smooth. Furthermore, again since X — S
is smooth, we have an isomorphism

(4.11) Ix : Qg = xOs|—dx]
and combining these, we have an isomorphism
L dei
(4.12) Q%(/S —>DX(QX);S])[—dX].
Consider the following composition:
(4.13) Dx (5 57)[~dx] =5 RHomo, (35, j'rg Os)[~dx]

-1
e .
—— RHomo, (A5, 57 Os)[—dx]
Y .
k~dx—7 -
— RHomo, (j QXX/S],j!W!)—(OS)[—dX}
61_1 *D _ QdX —j d
—— j Dx( X/s )[=dx],
where h; : j*Q];—( /s Q'/f( /s is the canonical restriction isomorphism for any k& > 0. Taking
the i-th cohomology with supports ® gives us an ismorphism

(4.14) Hy (@ q) = Hy ™ (7" Dx (QF57)-

2The maps mx and [x of course depend on j so the notation is a bit ambiguous, but this shouldn’t cause
any problems.
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By excision we have an isomorphism

i—d % dx —i = i —d dx—J
(4.15) Hy ™ (j*Dx (3 5)) = Hy ™ (Dx(QF5)
and we have a natural morphism of enlarging supports

i—d dx—j i—d dx—j
(4.16) Hg X(DX(QXX/SJ)) - H}flf{\y)(DX(Q)’(X/S]))'

By lemma [£.2] we have ) )
RUgRfxF = RfRL -1 gy F
for any O g-module F, so for all £ > 0 we have

HY(RfF) = Hf g (F)
and specifically for F = D)-((leg(/;j) and using the fact that f~1(¥) = f~1(¥) we have
i—d dx—j i—d 3 dx—j

(4.17) Hfflf(q/)(DX(QXX/SJ)) =Hy X(Rf*DX(QXX/SJ))-
We now use the pushforward for the proper map f that we constructed in to obtain

i—d I dx—j\\ f*. pri-d —j
(4.18) Hy ™ (REDx(QF5) = Hy ™ (Dy (Qyys)™ 7).
Finally we use that 7y : Y — S is smooth to make the identification

i— dx—jJ i—r dx—j
(4.19) Hy ™ (Dy (Q557)) = Hy "(RHomo, (557, Q7))

= H\’I,_T(Qi,_/g)

The composition of (4.14)-(4.19) gives us
H (9, 5) — HE " (75),
which is the pushforward, after we sum over all i’s and j’s.

Now that we have this definition of the pushforward, there are two important things we
need to show:

i) That this pushforward is well defined. Namely, in the definition we make a choice of a
compactification and we need to show that the pushforward is independent of this choice.
ii) That this pushforward is functorial.

ProprosITION 4.8. The pushforward defined above is well defined.

PROOF. To show that this definition is well defined, we assume we have two reduced
Y-schemes X; and X5 such that the following diagram commutes:

where f; and fz are proper and j; and j; are open immersions making X a dense open
subscheme of X; and X5 respectively.
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To show that the definition doesn’t depend on the choice of compactification j; : X < X
or jo : X — X9 we must show that the following diagram commutes:

i (D (Q0557))

() @
I (i D, (05 2) Hy D5, (05)3)
()] =|w
Hiy ™ (D, (2277)) 3 (P9, )
A % (QF P X2\ X, /8
0 |®
Hiy ™ (R(}1). D, (05 7)) Hy ™ (R(f2). D, (95 3)
(f2)+

(f1)« ;
Hy ™ (Dy (Qys)%x ),

where arrows (1) and (2) are the isomorphisms from (4.13]), arrows (3) and (4) are the excision
isomorphisms and arrows (6) and (7) come from enlarging supports.

Notice that if X; and X, are two compactifications of X over Y, then there exists a third

one X such that we have morphisms

91:X—>X1, and
gg:)_{—})_(g,

such that

gi|X = idx.

We can find this X by considering the closure of the diagonal

X—>X1 XyXQ,

and the morphisms g; are the projections. B B
This allows us to reduce to the case where we have such a morphism g : X; — X9 between

the compactifications. Notice that g is automatically proper.

We are thus reduced to showing that the following diagram commutes.



3. PUSHFORWARD 61

Hy X (Dx (2357))

v
. _ .,ohY o oc; -
71 %G1z, Bizohj,oes, 27X,

- ohVY
leohjloe

Xl/S Xl/S

exc. exc. @ exc.

Hyy ™ (D, (0 3) ———— Hy ™ (Rg. Dy, (9 2) ——— Hy ™ (D, (02

X1/S XI/S XQ/S

©)

hg hg v

i— dx—j i— dx—j * i—d dx—j
H " (Dx, (97 ]) === H;1}},(Rg:Dx, (A1) ——— Hy (D, (7))
i— 7 —j i— F —j * i— 7 dx—j
Hy X (R(1)-Dx, (%) == Hy ™ (R(f2):Re.Dx, (¢ 1)) —*— Hy ™ (R(f2)D, (02

m y(fl)* %

HYy ™ (Dy (Qy;s)%x )

. o dy—i Qi . o ds —7 ]*(g*) - . ds —7
Hy ™ (jiDx, (QF ) —="— Hy ™ (jiRg.Dx, (QF ) —"— Hy ™ (j3Dx, (2% 2))

)

The top-left triangle commutes by definition and the top-right triangle commutes by Propo-

sition [4.6{c).

The commutativity of the three squares on the left is clear once we observe that since

glx = idx we have

g 1(®)=® and
g ) = W),

The excision square @ clearly commutes, and @ is just enlarging supports and commutes.

Now we can show that this pushforward is functorial.

PROPOSITION 4.9. (1) H.(id) = id.
2) If f:(X,®) = (Y,V) and g : (Y, V) — (Z,Z) are morphisms in V, then

H.(go f) = Hi(g) o Hi(g).

The commutativity of @ is clear and the bottom-left triangle is tautological. The bottom-

right triangle commutes by [4.6{(b). O

PROOF. (1) We may assume that X is connected. The statement is clear since id :

1
(X,®) — (X, ®) is proper so we have

Hy(id) = id : Hy(Yy,g) = Ho(¥y )

for all 4, j.

)
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(2) Now we fix some notation. Consider the following diagram

where

Xs

NN N

X4>Y Y*>Z and X14>Y71
Jyofi

are compactifications of f, g and jy o fi respectively. We notice that j is an open
immersion of X into X9 making it a dense open subscheme and that f is proper so

xLx, Lz
is a compactification of g o f. Furthermore, we may consider
X1 = fH(Y),

(since f;'(Y) contains j3(X) and fi restricted to a closed subscheme will still be
proper). Thus we may assume that the commutative diagram

(4.20) X, - X,

|

is Cartesian.
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By Proposition showing the statement amounts to showing that the following
diagram commutes

HE(X, 51 Dx, (%, /5)) —— H§(X,Dx(2% )

exc. @ lagof

%ay8))

t o
H?;1(¢)(X17DX1(93(1/5)) — Hcllg(XlaD)ﬁ(Qg(l/S)) : > H(]f)(X,] DXz(Qg(Q/S))
HE (Y. R(f1):Dx, (9%, ) ©), T HE(X, Dy (9%, )
l(fl)* @ t3 t2 l
Hy (Y, Dy (2}g)) - HE 10z (X2 Dy (2
lag ~ L'”U‘ _ ‘
H(Y, 53 Dy, (Qgﬁ/sw == Hj(}1, Dy, (Q%/s)) HE(Z,Rf.Dx, (Qg@/s))
| @ |-
H;—l(a)(YhDYl (qul/s)) H]Ec(Za DZ(QqZ/S))

" (91)*
Hé(Zv R(gl)*DYI (ngl/s))7

for k,q > 0, where

af = Bj_ll o h}/l o ej_11 © Cjymxy
g = ,Bj_yl o h]V»Y o ej_yl O Cjy my, 5 and

Qgof 1= ﬁ;l o hjv» o 6;1 O Cjmy,-
We introduce the maps t;1,t2 and t3, indicated by the dotted arrow, to break the
diagram into smaller more manageble diagrams. The morphisms ¢;,%2 and t3 are

defined as follows.

B lonY oe._lon o

t o HE (X1, Dx, (9%, /) ——2—2"22 HE(X1, j5Dx, (2, )5)
HE(X, j15 Dx; (9%, 5))
:Hg(ij*D)Q(Q

3(2/5))7

ty: HE(X,j*Dx, (Q = HY (X5, Dx, (Q

%ays))
(X2, Dx, (2

Sa/5)
k
=l Xa/5))
= Hy (Y1, R(f2): Dx, (%, /5))

(f2)
_2‘_> Hl\fI(YVl’ DY1 (ngl/s))v
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and

1 v
° )
532 hJ2 6]2 OCi2mxy

ts : HE (X1, Dx, (9%, 5)) Hg (X1, /i Dx, (2, /)
= Hi(X2, Dx, (9%, /5))

— H L) (X2, DXQ(Qg(Q/s))

=H@<Y1, R(f2)+Dx,(Q%, /5))

(f2)+
L} H\I,(Yi, DYl (le/l/S))

By construction of ¢1,t2 and t3 it is immediately clear that diagrams c and @
commute. The commutativity of diagram @ follows from Proposition (c) for the

Cartesian square (4.20)). To show the commutativity of diagram @ we first notice
that the triangle

X27 DXQ(QX2/S

/ \

H (\IJ)<X27DX2(QX2/S (glOfQ) 1(5)(X27DX2(QqX2/S))7

where all arrows are enlarging supports, clearly commutes. We can therefore reduce
to showing that the following diagram commutes

H Ly )(XQ?DXQ(Qg(Q/S)) — Hflofg) 1(5)(X27DX2<Qg(2/s))

HY(Y, R(f2).Dx, (%, ) HE(Z.Rf.Dx, (%, )
(4.21) (&3 |7
HE (Y1, Dy, (93, /5)) HE(Z,D7(9%)5))
| ]
H§;1(E)(Y1,DY1 (25, /5) =—— HE(Z, R(g1)+ Dy, (23, /5))-

we can write the composition

f
H(kglon)*l(E)(X%DXQ(Qg(Q/S)) :H (Z Rf*DXz( Xo /S)) H (Z DZ(Qz/s))
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as
HY Xo. D ke
(glofz)—l(E)( 2, XQ(Qg(Q/S)) — Hfgl(gl—l(:))(X%DXz(Qg( /s))

:kal(E (Yl, (f2) DX2( X5 /S))

(f2)«
By 1L (1, Dy (9 )

= HE(Z, R(gl)*DZ(qu/s))

and therefore the commutativity of (4.21) follows from the commutativity of the
following diagram

HE o)1) (X2, Dx, (9%, /5))
k
Hi g (X2, Dy () P Hin o1 (2 (X2 Dxe (R )

HE (Y, R(f2)uDx (U, ) — HE o (0, R(f2). D (O, )

J(h)* l(fQ)*

H§/<Y17 Dy, (Qg/l/s))

H]Eﬁ(Z’ R(gl)*DZ(qu/S))

l(gl)*

HE(Z, Dz(9 )

where the horizontal maps are enlarging of supports.

4. Hodge Cohomology as a Weak Cohomology Theory with Supports

4.1. Local Cohomology and symbol notation. In this section we recall some facts and
notation about local cohomology. We are considering Ng-schemes or regular closed subschemes
of those, and therefore all schemes considered are Noetherian, finite dimensional, and regular
(in particular Gorenstein). Thus the discussion in [CR11, Appendix A.1.-A.2.] holds without
change in our case and here we simply summarize the results we use. We refer to loc. cit. for
a more detailed discussion and proofs.

Let Y = Spec (B) be an affine scheme, X C Y a regular closed subscheme of pure codi-
mension ¢, I C B the ideal defining X, and ¢1,...,t. € I a regular sequence with \/ﬁ =1,
where (t) = (t1,...,t.) denotes the ideal of B generated by the regular sequence. Denote by
K*(t) the Koszul complex of the sequence t, i.e.

q

K™9(t) = Kq(t) = /\Bca



66 4. HODGE COHOMOLOGY AS A WEAK COHOMOLOGY THEORY WITH SUPPORTS

forgq=0,...,c, and

q
dii(eir,.iy) = df’ (€iryoiy) = Z(—l)ﬁltijeil,. S

cljeniq
Jj=1

where {e1,...,e.} is the standard basis of B¢ and €iy,...iq ‘= €iy N+ Nej,. For any B-module
M we define

K*(t,M) := Homp(K~*(t), M),
and denote the n-th cohomology of K*(t, M) by H™(t, M). The map

HomB(/c\ B¢, M) — M/(t)M,
¢ gler,.c) + (M
induces a canonical isomorphism H€¢(¢, M) = M /(t)M. There is an isomorphism
lim M /(#)M = lim H°(t, M) 2 H§(Y, M),
where the direct limit is taken over all B-regular sequences t = t1,...,t. in B s.t. V((t)) = X

and M is the sheaf associated to M. We denote by [Tﬂ the image of m € M under the
composition

M — M/(t)M — H¢(t, M) — HS(Y, M).
We have the following properties

LEMMA 4.10. As before, we let Y = Spec (B) be an affine scheme, X CY a regular closed
subscheme, I C B the ideal that defines X, and let M be a B-module.

(1) Lett andt be two regular sequences with V((t)) = V((t)) = X and assume (t') C (t).
Let T be the ¢ x c-matriz such that t = Tt. Then

det(T)m|  [m
=)
for any m € M.

(2) For any regular sequence t = ti,...,t. with V((t)) = X and any m, m' € M, we have

i ]

[tztm} =0, for alli.

(3) If M has finite rank, then

H$(Y,0y) @ M = H$(Y, M),
b bm
Jeme )

LEMMA 4.11. Let B be a ring, I C B an ideal, Y = Spec (B), X = Spec (B/I) such that
X CY is a closed subscheme of pure codimension ¢, T = 71,...,T, € I a B-reqular sequence

1S an isomorphism.
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such that I = /7, and let f : M — N be a morphism of B-modules. Then the following
square commutes

PROOF. This is proven in |Gro68, Exp. II, Proposition 5.]. O

LEMMA 4.12. Let X = Spec (A) be an affine Ng-scheme and let V.C X and W C X be
reqular integral closed subschemes of codimensions ¢ and e respectively. Furthermore we write

Iy = (t1,...,t.) and Iy = (s1,...,8¢) where ty,...,t. and s1,...,Se are reqular sequences in
A. Let M and N be A-modules, then for any m € M and n € N we have

m n . memn
(422) |:t1,...,t5:| ©a |:81,...,Se:| - [tl,...,tc,sl,...,se ’

PROOF. Recall that we construct [ ] as the image of m under the composition

m
t, .o te

o

— H(t,M) — H(X, M),

M
M
T IoM
where M is the Ox-module associated with M. We furthermore know that
He(t,M) = Ext°(A/Iy,M),

so we can consider the class

’

m c
[751,--~,75J € Ext®(A/Iy, M),
as the image of m € M under the composition

M = N
M — = = Ho(t, M) = Ext°(A/I, M),
Iy M

and if we can proof

’ ’ /

m n . maen
(4.23) [tl,...,tj ®4 [51’_”756} = Ll,.,.,tc,sl,...,se ;

then (4.22)) follows.

We note that
Ext“(A/Iy, M) = Hompa)(A/Iv, M[c]) = H°(Homy(4)(K~*(t), M[c])),

where K (A) is the homotopy category of the category A— M od and the second equality follows
from the fact that K ~*(¢) is a free resolution of A/l in A—Mod. In HO(HomK(A) (K~*(t), M|[q])),

/

[ . m ; ] corresponds to the map that is the zero map in all degrees except degree —c and
1 » be
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is the map

Cc

(A9 = M,
c(c+1)

e1NANec—=— (=1)" 2 m,

/

in degree —c. Similarly [ ] corresponds to the map in HO(Hom;((A) (K~*(s),Nle]))

S1y...,8¢
that is the zero map in all degrees except —e and is
e

A (A% = N,
e(e+1)

fin--Afers(=1)"2 n,

’

memn
...,tc,Sl,..
HO(Hom;{(A) (K™*(t,s), M ®4 N[c+e])) that is the zero map in all degrees except —c — e and
is the map

in degree —e, and [t s] corresponds to the map in
1 +y 9€

cte
N\(AF) - M@N,

(c+e)(cte+1)
2

erN-NecNfi NN fera (—1) m®n,

in degree —c — e, where t, s denotes the regular sequence t1,...,t., s1,...,Se. But then (4.23)

follows from the definition of Koszul complexes as tensor products, see for example [Mat70l

§18.D]. O
4.2. Base-Change/Push-Pull.

LEMMA 4.13. Let X be a flat proper S-scheme of pure S-dimension dx and let Y be an
Ng-scheme of pure S-dimension dy. Denote by pro : X XxgY — Y the (proper) projection and
set d := dimg(X xgY). Then for all j > 0 there exists a morphism in D} (X xgY)

v 1 pri(Oy) @ (prs &¥ dy]) = Dixxsy (pr3Qy %)

satisfying the following conditions:

i) For all open subsets U C X smooth over S we denote by py: U xgY — 'Y the restriction
of pro to U xs Y. Then v|uxgy is the composition

«yi—d o «i—d
(rr(Oy) Sor s gy PEA T A Dloxey = Uy v ldx] @0y, oy 380X dy]
= d * d—j d = *yd—J
- QU);Sy/Y{dX] ®(9U><SY pQR/HomY(Qy/fq’ ny;s[dY]) - DUXSY(p2Qy/§)'

where the last isomorphism is induced by the composition of the canonical isomorphisms

ngxsy/y[dX] DOy gv ngff?s[dY] = Q?]XSY/S[d] = W}]XSY(OS)'
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it) The following diagram commutes:

Rpra.(pry(Oy)) @ pri Qggx [dy] ! Rpro.Dx gy (pr SQ?/X@)
proj. form.i \L
Rpra.(prh(Oy)) @ O 5 dy] RHomy (04, 73(Os))
i—d
Q{//SX [dy],

where the vertical map on the right is T'rp., = adjunction = cpry 1y -

PROOF. The proof here is identical to the proof of [CR11, Lem. 2.2.16.] with the obvious
change that we work with the dualizing complex 77!}/(95 and not F%/k‘. The main point here is
that the diagrams from [Con00] work in more generality than in this thesis and that we do
have canonical isomorphisms,

o T Og = Q?g;s[dx], and in general
) N de i
° QJX/S[n] = DX(QX’;S])[n —dx],
where mx : X — S is smooth, and X has pure dimension dx. O

PROPOSITION 4.14. Leti: X — Y be a closed immersion of pure codimension ¢ between
Ng-schemes of pure S-dimension dx and dy, respectively. Then

R x50y gle] = H ) 5(Q5/g)

m DSC((’)y) for all ¢ > 0. If we furthermore suppose that the ideal sheaf of X in Oy is
generated by a sequence t = t1,...,t. of global sections of Oy and define a morphism 1% by

v g %gc/s(QCY%)a

dtd]

ou—>(—1)c[ .

where dQ‘)]//S is any lift of a and dt = dty A--- Adt.. Then the following diagram in DZC(Oy)
commutes:

i D (5 5 [—dx] — > Dy (5" [~dx]

Y/S
i*Qg(/s QCY% [c]

: |

%X/S(ng—;?g) —> RLy/5(257%)[d].

Y/S

PRrROOF. The proof of [CR1I, Prop. 2.2.19.] carries over to our situation. In particular,
the first statement is proven in [CRI1I, Lemma A.2.5.] for Gorenstein schemes, and since X
and Y are smooth over the regular base S they are regular and hence Gorenstein. As for the
second part, we notice that the proper pushforward i, is defined in the same manner over S
as it is over k with the obvious change that over S we replace the dualizing complex 7r!Xk: by
the dualizing complex 7T!XOS. U
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lgx lgy
X .y,
be a Cartesian square of Ng-schemes of pure S-dimensions dx,d y, dy, dy+, where i is a closed

immersion. Denote the codimension by ¢ := dy —dx = dy+ —d . Then the following diagram
in DSC(Y) commutes for all ¢ > 0:

COROLLARY 4.15. Let

/

i*R(gX)*Qz(’/s = R(gy)*z‘*ﬂz(,/s Bl R(gY)*Q’;T?S[C]

Q}T Tgi‘w

% E QL.

The map * is given by the composition

1% g = i.Dx (QY 5N [—dx] = Dy (%51 [—dx] = Q5 4[],

where the isomorphisms on the ends are the self-duality isomorphisms (4.12), and the map »x
is given by applying R(gy )« to the analogous map for z;

PROOF. The proof of [CR11l, Cor. 2.2.22.] carries over to our case without change. The
important thing is that we have a relative version of [CR11, Proposition 2.2.19.], namely
Proposition [4.14] and again we have the isomorphisms (4.12)). O

LEMMA 4.16. Consider a Cartesian diagram

(X x5V, 0 L (v, 0)

QXXSY\L ng
f

(X x5 Y, @) —— (Y, V)

such that f is induced by the projection X xgY — Y, with f, f' € Vi and gxxqv,g9y € V*.
Then
H*(gy) o Hu(f) = Hu(f') o H* (9xxsv)-
Furthermore, H.(f) : H(X xgY,®) — H(Y, V) factors over the projection

] *d *()J
H(X Xs Y7 q)) — @Hé(X XS varl X};S ®pr29§//5)7
.3
where dx is the S-dimension of X.
PROOF. The proof of [CR11, Lemma 2.3.4] works in our generality once we have [CR11

Lemma 2.2.19.], this is Lemma and we know that we have a compactification of X, which
we do by Nagata’s Theorem O

PROPOSITION 4.17. Let
(', @) L= (v, w)

gxl lgy

(X,®) —L~ (v, 0)
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be a Cartesian square with f, f' € Vi and gx, gy € V*. Assume that either gy is flat or gy is
a closed immersion with f transversal to ' Y'. Then

H*(gv) o Ho(f) = H.(f") o H*(9x).

PROOF. In an analogous manner to the proof of [CR11I, Prop. 2.3.7], this follows directly
from Proposition [£.9] Corollary [£.15 and Lemma [£.16] O

4.3. Kiinneth Morphism. We wish to construct a map
T:H(X,®)® HY, ) - H(X xgV,® xg 1),
for any Ng-schemes with supports (X, ®) and (Y, ¥). We do this by defining a map

(4.24) x 1 HY(X, Q) x HY (Y, 9, 6) = Hy g (X xs YV, Q7 ),

and then defining
T(ni @ Bm,j) = (1) ™ (s X Bpn,j)-
The map (4.24) is defined as a composition

Hg (X, V) x HY (Y, )

H*(p1)xH*(p2) j j
—1—36 ngsY(X xS Y’QZXXXY/S) X HE?XS‘I/(X xS Y’Qﬁ(xSY/S)

’

t + i L j
- ng;nll'(X XgY, QZX><5Y/S ®OX><SY Q]X><SY/S)
m . »
= Hg Ty (X x5 Y, Q%7 6);
where the first map is induced by the projections,
pr: X xgY — X, and
p2: X XgY =Y,

and the map m is induced by the wedge product. It is the map ¢ that we wish to construct.
We first construct it for the case where ® = {V'} and ¥ = {W}, the general case follows from
this by taking colimits in cohomology. Let X be some Ng-scheme, V, W some closed subsets
in X and F and G be Ox-modules. Then to find t' it is sufficient to find a map

Homp(x)(Ox, Ry (F*)) x Hompx)(Ox, RLyy (G*)) = Homp(x) (Ox, RLyryy (F* 95, G°)),
for any complexes F* and G* of Ox-modules. To construct ¢ we then use this construction
specifically for F* = Q"XXSY / g[n] and G* = Qg(st , g[m]. That is, we wish to construct a map
(4.25) Ox = Ry (F* ®6, G°),
from given maps

Ox — RI(F®) and

Ox — Ry (G°®).
This is essentially just the derived tensor product. Namely, we have a natural map

Ox = Ox ®p, Ox = ROy (F*) @6, RLyw (G*),

so constructing boils down to showing that there exists a natural map
(4.26) RLy (F*) @6, ROy (G°) = ROy (F* 05, G°).



72 4. HODGE COHOMOLOGY AS A WEAK COHOMOLOGY THEORY WITH SUPPORTS

Let jy : Uy := X \ V < X be the open immersion. Then for any C* € D(X) we have an
exact triangle
(4.27) RI(C*) — C®* — Rjv.ji (C*),
and similarly for W and V N W. Now let us consider specifically
C* =Ry (F*) @6, RLw(G*).
Then j;,(C*) = 0 because jj, commutes with the derived tensor product and ji,RI'y,(F*) =0,
and therefore it follows from the exact triangle that RI'y,(C®) = C®. Similarly we have
RI'y (C®) = C*. To construct we have
(4.28) C* = RIy, (C*)
= RLy (RLy, (C*))
= RLyw (C*)
— Ry (F* @8, G°),
where the third equality follows from definition and the map is just the composition of the

natural enlarging of supports maps Ry, (F*) — F* and RL',(G*) — G°.

PROPOSITION 4.18. The triples (Hy,T,e) and (H*, T, e) define right-lax symmetric monoidal
functors, where e : Z — H(S,S) is the morphism defined in Definition .

PROOF. We start by showing that (H*, T, e) defines a right-lax symmetric monoidal func-
tor. What we need to show is
a) T is associative,
b) T is commutative,
c¢) e is a right and left unit,
d) T is a natural transformation of functors V* x V* — GrAb.
We go through these one by one.

a) The associativity of T" follows from the associativity of the derived tensor product, and the
fact that if an; € H(X, QY /), Bm,j € HY (Y, 5,5) and v € HL(Z, Qg/s) then

T(T(an,i ® Bmj) @ Vik) 1)t

(— T (0t % Bmg) @ W)
(=1)Hdm () ndmd D (% B ) X Yk
(—1) MY Dy (B X i)
=T(tn; @ T(Bm,; @ k).

The penultimate equality follows from the associativity of the derived tensor product and
the last equality follows from

m+im+nm+m+i+j)l=m+H)l+ (n+i)(m+1).
b) We want to prove that the diagram

(4.29) H(X,®) @5 HY,¥) ——> H(X xgY,® x5 ¥)

| o

H(Y, V) ®g H(X,®) —= HY xg X, ¥ xg @)
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commutes., where
€1 : (Y XsX,\If XS(I)) — (X ><5Y,(I) XS\I/)

is the obvious map and the left vertical map is given by a ® § — (—1)deg(@)deeB) g @ o, It
suffices to look at the case where ® = V and ¥ = W where V and W are closed subsets

of X and Y respectively. Now let o, € H{, (X, QI;(/S) and ;4 € H%/(Y, Q‘{,/S). Then the

commutativity of (4.29) follows from the equation
()P (1) @iy X Brg) = (DD, a,
i.e. from
(4.30) H*(e1)(cvip % Bjg) = (=1)V P9854 X g

This is clear since the isomorphism QI;(/S[@'] ®(L9XXSY Qg//s[j] — qu/s[j] ®(L9XXSY Qg(/s[i]

has sign (—1)¥ (see for example [Stal8, Tag: 0BYI]), and if around any point z, X xg Y

is given by local coordinates z1,...,2¢ and a = dz;; A ... ANdz, € Qﬁ(XsY/S and b =
dzgy N ... Ndzg, € Qg(st/S then we have

aNb=dzy N...Ndzj, Ndzg, N... Ndzg,
= (—1)pqd2’kl /\.../\dqu /\le1 /\...Adzlp
= (=1)P%b A a.

c¢) This is clear.
d) We want to prove that for any morphisms f : (X1, ®1) — (X2,®P2) and g : (Y1,¥1) —
(Y2, ¥9) in V* the following diagram commutes

(4.31) H(Xs, ®9) ®g H(Ya, Uy) —> H(X3 xg Ya, By x5 Us)
H*(f)XH*(g)l iH*(fXg)
H(X1,®1) ®s H(Y1, 1) —— H(X; x5 Yy, @1 x5 7).
We can reduce to the case where ®; = V; and ¥; = W; for closed sets V; € X; and W; € Y;

and ¢ = 1,2. Then what we need to show is that for any i, j,p, ¢ the following square
commutes

i D J q t i+j D+q
HVQXsYQ(XQ XS Y27QX2XSY2/S) x HXQXsWQ(X2 XS }/2’QX2><5Y2/S) HVQXsWQ(X2 XSY2’QX2XSY2/S)

H*(fXg/)XH*(flxg)l lH*(fxg)

‘ . . » N
HiL/lXSYl(Xl x5 Yl’Qg(lstl/S) x H§(1X5W1(X1 X8 Yl’Qg(lXSYl/S) HéfliSV[ﬁ(Xl xXs Y]*’ngllisyl/s)’
where t is the map m ot from the definition of T, and f' : (X1, X1) — (X2, X3) and
g : (Y1,Y1) = (Y2, Ys) have the same underlying maps of schemes as f and g respectively.

We can furthermore reduce to showing the following. Let f : X — Y be a map of Ng-
schemes, V, W be closed subsets of Y and V' = f~4V),W' = f~Y(W). Let F and G be
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locally free Oy-modules, then we want to show that the following diagram commutes.

’

Hi,(Y,F) x Hi,(Y,G) — HH (Y, F @0y G)

f*Xf*l if*

!

Hi,(X, f*F) x H) (X, [*G) ——=H7 (X, [*F @0y ),

where the map f*: H{,(Y,F) — H‘i/, (X, f*F) is induced from the map F — Rf, f*F and
similar for the other cohomology groups. We now identify the cohomology groups with
Hom groups in the derived category, i.e.

Hy, (Y, F) = Hompy) (Oy, RLy (F)[i),

and similarly for the other cohomology groups. The map f* : H{, (Y, F) — H‘i/, (X, f*F)
corresponds to a map on the Hom-side, which we also call f*, which we can describe as the

composition
1 Lf* . N )
(4.32) Hom p(y(Oy, Ry (F)[i]) 255 Hom p ) (£* Oy, FRLy (F)[i])

unit

—— Hompx)(Ox, f*RLy (R fuf*F)Ii])
=N Hompx)(Ox, f*RfRLy (f*F)[d])

counit

_— HOHID(X)(OX, REv’ (f*]:) [Z])

The commutativity of the diagram now follows from the functoriality of Lf* and ®%, and
the fact that Lf* commutes with @.

To show that (H,,T,e) is a (right-lax) symmetric monoidal functor we go through the
same steps as for (H*, T, e).

a) This is the same as for (H*,T)e).
b) We want to show that the following diagram commutes

(4.33) H(X,®)®s HY,¥) ——> H(X xgY,® xg )

| e

H(Y, V) ®g H(X,®) —— H(Y x5 X,V xg ®),
where
€9 @ (X XS}/,CI) XS\I/) — (Y XsX,\I/ XS(I))

is the obvious map and the left vertical map is given by a ® 8 — (fl)deg(o‘) deg(8) " This
follows from what we did for (H*, T, e) since H*(e1) = H,(€2).
¢) Again this is clear.

d) We want to prove that for any morphisms f : (X;,®;) — (X2,®2) and g : (Y7,¥;) —
(Ya, Wy) in V, the following diagram commutes

(4.34) H(X1,®1) ®s HY:, U1) —— H(X1 xg Y1, P x5 1)
H*(f)xH*(g)l lH*(fXg)
H(Xs, ®3) @5 H(Ya, Uy) — = H(Xy xg Yo, By xg ).
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It suffices to show that (4.34]) commutes when g = idy,. This is because we can factor the

diagram into
H(X1,®1) ®s H(Y1, V) T H(X; x5Y1,®1 x5 ¥y)
H.o(f)x Ho(idy, ) H.(fxidy;)
H(X2,®9) @5 H(Y1, V) ——= H(Xy x5 Y1, ®y x5 U)
H.(e2)
H(Y1,0,) @5 H(Xy, By) ——= H(Y] xg Xz, U1 xg ®y)
H.(g)x H(idx,) H.(gxidx,)
H(Ya, Wy) @5 H(Xy, By) ——= H(Yy xg Xz, Uy x g Py)

H.(e2)

H(Xy,®9) ®g H(Ya, Uy) —— H(Xy x5 Ys, &3 xg Uy),

and the second and final squares are known from (4.33)) and if we can prove that the top
square commutes then the third one commutes as well. So for any p, q, ¢, 7 we want to show
that the following diagram commutes

i j x i+j +
(4.35) Hg (X1, Qf;{l/s) x Hy (Y, Q‘{//S) —— HgJ (X1 x5, QgcqusY/S)
H*(f)XH*(’Ldy)\L lH*(indy)

i—r —r j X i+j—r +q—r
HCDQ (XQ’ QI;(Q/S) x HgP(Y7 Q(XJ//S) H‘I’Q‘;S\I’(XQ X5 Y’ Qz)j(vgg(sY/S)7
where r is the relative dimension r := dj — d with d; := dimg(X;). Now recall that by the
definition of the map x we want to calculate

(4.36) H.(f % idy)(t(H"(p1)(a), H"(p2)(b))),

where a € Hj (X1, Q% ¢),b € HI(Y, Qo) and p1 : (X1 x5 Y, @1 x5 Y) = (X1, 1),
p2: (X1 xsY, X1 xgW¥) — (Y, ¥) are the canonical projections as maps in V* and t = mot’

from the definition of 7. We can factor py as

id
X xgY — M x gy
pZl /
@
Y,

where g3 : Xo XxgY — Y is the canonical projection, and we consider these as maps
f Xidy : (X1 ><5Y,X1 XS\I/) — (XQ XSY,XQ XS\I/), and q2 (X2 X5Y,X2 XS\I/) — (Y,\If)
in V*. Therefore, (4.36)) can be written as

H.(f xidy )(t(H"(p1)(a), H*(f x idy)H"(g2)(b))),
which by the projection formula in Lemma below is equal to
(4.37) t(H(f x idy)H"(p1)(a), H (q2)(b))-
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We have a Cartesian square

id
X xs V2 X, x oY

pli f lql

Xl X2a

where g1 : X9 XgY — Xs is the projection map. Since ¢ is smooth, being a base chance
of the smooth structure map Y — S, Proposition tells us that H,(f x idy)H*(p1) =
H*(q1)H.(f), which means that (4.37) is equal to

t(H"(q1)H.(f)(a), H (q2)(b)) = t(H*(q1)H+(f)(a), H"(q2) H(idy )(b))
which is precisely what we get by going counterclockwise in (4.35)).
]

LEMMA 4.19. Let f: (X, ®) — (Y, V) be a morphism in Vi and let o € H5 (X, Qg(/s) and
B e H&,(Y, Qg,/s). Then the following equality holds
H.(f)(t(a, H*(f)(B))) = t(H. (), B),
where we also consider f as a morphism (X, f~1(¥)) — (Y, ¥) in V*.

PROOF. Let dx := dimg(X),dy := dimg(Y), and r := dx — dy. We want to prove that
the following diagram commutes

(4.38) Hg (X, 0% 5) % H,(Y, V)s) — Hy (X, Q8
H*(f)xidl lH*(f)

i—r —r 1 t i+j—r —r
Hi (Y, Q70) x HY, (Y, 0 o) —— H7 ™ (v, Q0747),

where the top horizontal map is given by («, 8) — t(a, H*(f)(8)). Let

XC_j> X
X if
Y
be a Nagata compactification of f and consider the Og-module D ¢ (Q?ZX “P). Notice that
dx— dx—
(4.39) DX(QXX/SPNX = RHomo, (QXX/SP|X, (W!XOS”X)

= RHomoy (5", 575 Os)
= RHomo, (le();gp,j!ﬁl)—((?g)

= RHomo, (5", mx Os)

= Dx(QY5")
= QI)){/S [dX]v

where 7x : X — S and ¢ — S are the structure maps, the isomorphism

RHomoy (945575 75 Os) = RHomo, (257, j'75 Os)
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is induced by e; for the open immersion j, see Notation @, and the final isomorphism holds
since X is smooth over S so 7y Og = Qg();s[dx] and Q&/S = Hom(Qi);;p, Q?{?S

since Y is smooth over S and dy = dx — r, we have Q@?g[dy] = Dy(le,)/(;p). By enlarging

). Furthermore,

supports we can clearly reduce to the case ¢ = f~H(¥), where we can view ® as a family of
supports on X via the open immersion. By part (1) of Lemma below we know that

i+j - X plx[=dx] o iyj dx—
HGH (X, Dx (557 [-dx] @0y 11 5) == Hy (X, Dx (95 ) [~ dx])

gi lg

Hy P (X, 9% g @0y 1) )5) Hy (X, Q%)

commutes, and by (4.39)) we can write the top line as

i+7 o — Sk P 1+7 -k dx—
HGH (X, 5 Dy (QF M) [=dx] ®ox §° Q) = Hy (X, " D (9557 ) [—dx))

and by excision we have the following commutative square

it o - ok T plx[—dx] itj - dx —
Hy (X, " D (5N [—dx] @0y §* Q% ) == Hy (X, j* D (957" )[~dx])

gl lg

i+j (v - T [—dx] i+ (v -
Hy (X, Dg (%)) [~dx] @0y 1) ————= Hg (X, D () [—dx)).

X/S Y/S X/S
We write
i+ v dx— itj 7 dx—
HyH (X, D (QF 57 ) [=dx]) = Hy (Y. RLDg (25" [~dx])
and
(4.40)
Hy (X, Dx (U5 [dx] ®o, £ ¢) = Hy? (V,R(Dg (QF M) [=dx] @0, f*Q )
~ Hy (Y. REDx (75" [-dx] ®og o)
and by part (2) of Lemma we know that the square
Hy? (Y, RED (5" [~dx] @0y, Q) > H? (V. RED (257 ) [—dx))

f*®idl J{ 7

i+j - i+j dx—
H\yﬂ (Y7 DY(Qg/)/(sp)[_dX] Koy Qg//s) H\I/—H (Y7 DY(QY)/(S (p+q))[_dX])7

commutes. The square

/ —

t(—f(-)

Hy (X, Dg (U557 [—dx]) x HI(Y, Qo) Hy(X, Dx(QF5") oy f2 /)

X/S Y/S

Hy (Y, RADx (") [=dx]) x HI (Y, Q) —— Hy (Y RLDx (7 ") [=dx] ®o, o),
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commutes, where the right-hand side vertical arrow is the composition from (4.40)). To see this
we identify  Hi (X, DX(Q%;”)[—dX]) with  RHompx)(Ox,F) where F =
RLI,(DX(Q?(X/?’))[—dX + 1), HI(Y, qu/s) with RHompy)(Oy,E) where £ := Qg,/s[j] ete.
We take a € RHompx)(Ox,F) and B € RHomp(y)(Oy,£) and go clockwise to obtain the

map Rf.(a ® Lf*(B)). If we go counterclockwise we obtain the map Rf.(a)® 3, and these
agree by the projection formula in the derived category.
To finish showing (4.38]) we therefore need to show that the following square commutes

Hy (Y, RfDx (") [=dx]) x HI(Y, Qo) —— Hy” (V,RL.Dg(QF ") [—dx] @0, O )

X/s Y/S X/s
ﬁxidi f_*®idi
. d~ — . tl y y dx —
Hy (Y, Dy ()57 [—dx])) x H (Y, Q5 ) Hy™ (Y, Dy (995" [-dx]) ®@oy O 4),
and this is clear from the functoriality of the construction of ¢ . O

LEMMA 4.20. Let f: X — Y be a morphism of S-schemes. Assume Y is smooth over S
and X has pure S-dimension d. Then for any p,q > 0, there is a morphism

— % d—
i Dx () @ QL g — Dx (5, &),

such that
(1) if U C X is an open subset, smooth over S, then the diagram

_ N plul—d] d—
Du(Qf B)[=d] ® fI50, === Dy (g, & )[~d]
l . a®B—ant*(8) l+
Q]ZJ/S ® fly s QpU/g

commutes.
(2) If f is proper, then the diagram

REDx(QR) © Qg —= RE(Dx (L) @ [0 ) — = RADx (0 &)

X/
_ d—
DY(Q?//g) ® QqY/s DY(QY/ép+q))

commutes, where the lower horizontal map s induced by

Hom(Q 7, 0y

o Y/S) @0, ’Hom(Qdi(Hq), dy ),

Y/S Y/S Y/S

pRar olaNl()).

PROOF. The proof of this is exactly the proof of [CRII, Lemma 2.4.4.] with the obvious
change that the dualizing complexes 7r!X/<: and Wéfk are replaced by the dualizing complexes
TI'!XOS and w%,(’)g respectivly. O
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4.4. Summary and Pure Hodge Cohomology.

PROPOSITION 4.21. The quadruple (H., H*,T,e) is a weak cohomology theory with sup-
ports.

PRrROOF. Condition (1) in Definition is clear, condition (2) is proven in Proposition
condition (3) is simply the definition of the grading, and finally condition (4) is proven
in Proposition O

We now define the pure part of H. Namely consider for any (X, ®) € obj(Vi) = obj(V*)
the graded abelian group H P*(X, ®) that is given in degree 2n as

HP2n(Xa (I)) = Hg(Xa Q?{/S)a

and that is zero in odd degrees. We let HP,(X,®) be the graded abelian group which in
degree 2n equals

HPQn(X, q)) — @HPQdimSXT*n(Xra(I)),

where X = I1.X, is the decomposition of X into its connected components.

We now have a quadruple (H Py, HP* T, e) where T and e are the same as in (H,, H*, T, e)
and this defines a WCT'S and there is a natural inclusion map (H P, HP*,T,e) — (H., H*,T,e)
that clearly defines a morphism in T.

5. Cycle Class
5.1. Construction of the Cycle Class. We recall some notation

NOTATION 4.22.

o ;@ Exty (ixOx, F) = wx/y ®i*(F) is the Fundamental Local Isomorphism, for an
l.c.i. morphism i : X — Y of pure codimension n.  (See [Con00, §2.5.])

° C},g P wy/z = wx)y ® [fwy)z are isomorphisms for morphisms f : X — Y and
g :Y — Z such that each og f, g, and g o f is either separated smooth, or an l.c.i.
morphismﬁ (See [Con00, §2.2.])

o ds: f =, f'is and isomorphism for any finite map f.  (See [Con00, (3.3.19.)])

o g r:(fo g)f — ¢ o f! is an isomorphism defined for f : Y — Z a separated smooth
morphism, g : X — Y is a finite morphism, and fog is a smooth separated morphism.
(See [Con00, (2.7.5.)])

We begin by defining a cycle class for regular, irreducible closed subschemes. Let X be an
Ng-scheme and let i : Z < X be a closed immersion of a regular, irreducible closed subscheme
Z to X and denote by ¢ := codim(Z, X ). Then i is a regular closed immersion of codimension
c. Let Z be the ideal sheaf of i. We have a well defined map

Ql
I/T% = i*(Qg) = %/S
a— da,

and by taking the wedge product A := A{_ we get a map
C
(4.41) NI/ % 0% 6.

3The precise definition depends on the cases, i.e. whether all are smooth, all are l.c.i. morphisms, etc. The
definition in [Con00] lists the different cases and gives a precise definition in each case.
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The Oz-module \°Z/Z? is invertible with inverse wz/x, 80 by tensoring (4.41) with wy/x we
get

id .y
(442) Ozg/\I/IZ ®OZ wZ/X — 1 Q,CX/S ®OZ wZ/X'

Since ¢ is a regular closed immersion (so in particular an l.c.i. morphism) we know that
wy/x = i'Ox|[c] and we furthermore have

Q55 ®o, i Ox[d] =i (Q5s)[d,

see for example [Con00, §2.5|, and we therefore have a morphism

(4.43) Oz — i (25/5)lc).

By adjunction of Ri, and 4', (£.43) gives a map

(4.44) 1.0z — Qg(/s[c].

Applying RI', to this and taking the zeroth cohomology gives us then
(4.45) H'(Z,07) *% H3(X, Q% /s),

and we define

c(Z,X) :=~vz(1).
If the ideal sheaf Z of 7 : Z — X is globally generated by a regular sequence si,...,s.
then equivalently the class element cl(Z, X) is explicitly defined as the image of the map
L= 5/ A A5 @i%(dsc A~ Nds1) € Hom(Oz,wy x ®o, Z;(QS(/S) under the composition

(446) HOm(Oz, wWz/x ®o, Z}ng/S) = F(Z7 H° (RHOm(Oz, Wz/x R0y Z}QCX/S)))
-1
;
—5 T(Z, Eat(Oz,i% Q%))
~ Ext*((ix).0z, O s)
— H(X, 0% 5),
where the map 7;,, is the Fundamental Local Isomorphism, see Notation [4.22}f"

The following proposition tells us that we can define a cycle class on all irreducible closed
subschemes Z in X by spreading out from the regular locus.

PROPOSITION 4.23. Let X be an Ng-scheme and let Z C X be an irreducible closed subset

of codimension c. There is a class cl(Z,X) € H5(X, ng/s) such that

H*(j)(cl(Z, X)) =cl(UNZ,U)
for every open U C X such that U N Z is reqular and non-empty and j : (U,UNZ) — (X, Z)

1s the map in V* induced by the open immersion U — X. This class is unique by semi-purity.

PRrROOF. Step 1: Let n be the generic point of Z. Define
HS (X, 0 5) 1= lim Hir 7 (U, 26 )
Usn

where the limit runs over all open subschemes U C X such that n € U. Choose

U such that U N Z is regular, then the image of cl(U N Z,U) in HJ(X, Qg(/s) is

‘Here we use adjunction and that Oz is a locally free Oz-module to get the isomorphism
['(X,Ext°(0z,i% N s)) = Ext((ix)«0z, Q% s)-



Step 2:

Step 3:

Step 4:
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independent of the choice of U by Proposition .17 We denote this local class by
c(Z,X), or cl(Z),.
A class a € Hy (X, QE(/S) extends to a global class, i.e. is in the image of

H%(Xv Q?{/S) - Hg(Xa Q?X/S)v

if and only if for any 1-codimensional point x € Z there exists an open subset U C X
containing x so that « lies in the image of

Hnu (U, Qps) = Hy (X, Q%))

This is proven with the Cousin resolution, exactly as in [CR11, Prop. 3.1.1., Step 2].
If Z is normal, then cl(Z), extends uniquely to a class in HZ (X, ng/S)‘ This is

exactly like [CR11, Prop. 3.1.1., Step 3|, except of course that we are looking an
open U C X such that U N Z is regular and U N Z contains all points of codimension
1of Z.

We may assume, by the preceding steps, that X is affine. We are working over

an excellent base scheme S, so the normalization Z — Z is a finite, and hence a
projective map. Therefore the normalization factors as

zZ-pr 5z
for some n. Step 3 gives us a class cl(Z,P%) € lETgJFC(IP”}(,QS;F ) and we consider

H.(pr1)(cl(Z,P%)) € HS(X, QCX/S)' To show that H,(pri)(cl(Z,P%)) is the class we

are looking for, we want to show that for any open U C X such that U N Z # () and
U N Z is regular we have

H*(j)Hx(pr1)(cl(Z,P%)) = cl(U N Z,U),

where j : (U, UNZ) — (X, Z) is induced by the open immersion. Consider the
Cartesian square

pr
Pr U

J )

pri
Py — X

From the push-pull property of weak cohomology theories with supports we have
H*(j)H.(pr1)(cl(2)) = H.(pr}) H*(j')(c((Z, P))
= H.(pry)(cl(Z NPy, BY)),
and what is left to be shown is that
H,(pr)(cl(Z NP, PY)) =cl(UN Z,U).

Notice that
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Furthermore normalization respects smooth base change, see for example [Stal8, Tag:
07TD], so if we denote the normalization of Zyy := Z N U by Zy;, then we have

ZEZZUXZZ
ZUXXZXZZ
:UXXZ.

Therefore Z N Py — Z NU is the normalization map and since Z NU is regular it is
an isomorphism.
We can therefore without loss of generality consider the commutative triangle

Py

LT

g X X,

where X is an Ng-scheme of S-dimension dx, Z is an integral regular closed sub-
scheme in X of codimension ¢ and a regular closed subschem in P% of codimension
n+cand 7 : P% — X is the projection map. It suffices to show that

H(m)(cl(Z,P)) = cl(Z, X)),

in HS (X, ng/s). Let 0 : X — P% be a section of 7. In order to show (4.47)) it suffices

to show
H*(J)(CI(Z7 X)) = Cl(Za PnX)?
because if (4.48) holds then we have

c(Z,X)=Hy(roo)(cl(Z, X))

This follows from Proposition [£.25] below.
O

LEMMA 4.24. Let X,Y be Ng-schemes of S-dimensions dx and dy respectively and Z
a regular, separated S-scheme of finite type such that we have a commutative diagram of S-
schemes and S-morphisms

Y

vl
77— X

ix



5. CYCLE CLASS 83

where ix, 1 and iy are reqular closed immersions of codimensions ¢, n and n + ¢ respectively.
Let f:wzx ®o, z}(Q%/S) — wzy ®oy, zg‘/(QgJ/rg) be the map given by the composition

(449)  wz/x ®o, ixNVy/g = wz/x Vo, i}(Hom(Qi();;Cwa/S))

= wz/x ®OZ z}(wx/s ®OX Hom(QX);SC, OX))

Gin . . .

— Wz/x @Oy z}(wx/y Rox Z*wy/g Rox HOW‘L(QSI();SC, Ox))
(ng,i)71 Sk .k dx—C

——— wzyy Q0 iywyys o, ix (Hom(y) % Ox))

(%)Y - - —c
—— wzy ®oy tywy/s ®oy zy(’Hom(Qi’/{S ,Oy))
~ % dy —(n+c

=wz/y ®oy W(Hom(Qy%( " )7WY/S))

~ -k Yyn-+c
= WZ/Y ®(’)Z ZYQY/S”

where i* i*Q?};gc — Q?gjgc is the canonical map., and Cz{,m/ twx/s = Wy )y oy Fwyyg and

C;x,i fwyzyy = wzx ®oy, ixwxyy are isomorphism, see Notation . Then the following
square commutes

Hom((’)z,wz/x Koy, i}QE(/S) — H3(X, QS(/S)

Hom(Oz,f())i lH* (@)

Hom(Oz,wz/y ®o, Z§/Q§Lf7§) - HZJFC(Yv ngg)

ProoF. We first notice that ¢ and ¢x are l.c.i. morphisms and 7y is a separated smooth
morphism. So the definitions of C;,ﬂy and ¢, . are different. Namely, in [Con00L §2.2.] the

ix,0
map C;J"Y is defined in case (c¢) and C;x,i is defined in case (b).
We break the square into the following two squares

(1)
n;t
Hom(Oz,wz)x ®0, %0 /s) ———T(Z, E2t*(07,i% Q% /5))
Hom(OzJ())l ) lz’
Hom(Oz,wz/y ®o, Z*YQQ‘/;?) v, [(Z,Ext™¢(Oy, 2'3/9";7;)), and
(2)

Ext®((ix)«0z, Q%/g) — HZz(X, Q% /5)

5| |

Ext™((iy ). Oz, Q16) — HE (Y, Q).
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where we define ' such that the first square commutes, which we can do since Niy !is an
isomorphism, and ¥ is the corresponding map after making the identifications

[(Z,Ext*(Oz,ix 0% /s)) = Ext((ix)«O0z, 0% s), and

r(Z, 5xtn+c(027 ,L'!YQg‘/“g))Eth-&-c((iy)*Oz, Q@;ﬁé)

We can make these identifications since Q5 /s and Q’;J/rg is a locally free, so in particular a

coherent, Ox-module and Q?“g is a locally free, so in particular a coherent, Oy-module. The
schemes X and Y are regular, hence Cohen-Macaulay so we know that for any point z € Z
we have

depthoy . ((25/g)z) = dim(Ox ;) > codim(Z, X) = ¢, and

depthoy’z((Q?j/'g)Z) > dim(Oy,;) > codim(Z,Y) =n +c,

so |Gro68, Exposé III, Proposition 3.3] tells us that

Extj((’)z,i!xﬂg(/s) = Extj((ix)*(’)z,ng/S) =0, forall j <e¢, and

Ext! (O, z'!yggjg) = Eat! ((iy)«O7,9y7§) = 0, forall j <n+ec.

Now we show that square (2) commutes. The maps Ext®((ix).Oz,F) — H5(X,F) and
Ext""¢((iy):O0z,F) — H'(Y,F) are induced by the natural transformations
RHom((ix)«Oz,—) — RLZ(—) and RHom((iy).Oz,—) — RL;(—) respectively, and ¥ is
given by the composition

(4.50) Ext?((ix)« 0z, Wy /g) = ExtC((ix)*oZ,Hom(Qﬁg;;,wX/S))

’

= Exte((ix).0z, Hom(Q3 5 wx v ®ox "wy)s))
—1
s Bt ((ix ). Oz, Hom (55, iy s))

%, Bt ((ix),0z, Hom(i* Q) oy )

= Bxt™"((ix )20z, " Hom (25", wys))

O, Hom(OF) 5", wy )

)
>~ Ext"¢((iy)
)+0z, QT¢).-

= Ext™((iy

*
*
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We expand the left vertical map ¥ in square (2) as this composition, and we expand the right
vertical map H, (i) as the definition of the pushforward.

Ext®((ix)«0z, % /5) Hy (X, Q%))
EXtC((ix)*Oz, HOm(Q;l();gca WX/S)) > H%(X, HOW(Q?{?;;C, WX/S))
Cimy
Bxt€((ix). Oz, Hom(O8 5 wxy Goy i*wys) H (Y, . Hom (95 wxs))
;!
Ext"™((ix).Oz, Hom(Q;lg;gc, i‘wy/s)) @ HZT(Y, i*’Hom(Q%;C, i!wy/s))
()Y "
Ext"*((ix)«Oz, Hom(i*QdYX;;(nﬂ), iwys)) Hy™(Y, i*Hom(i*Qdy7§(n+C) Jiwyss))
Ext™((ix) 2Oz, Hom(Q25 "), wy ) HE (Y, i Hom (295" wy )
TI‘Z'
Ext™((iy ). 0z, Hom(Q% 5"y s)) - Hy (Y, Hom(Q5 " wyys))

Ext™((iy ). Oz, 2% HYFE(Y, Q5%).

The top square, @,

EXtC((ix)*Oz,Qg(/s) H%(X, Qc )

| |

Ext®((ix)«Oz, HOm(Qi§§C7 wx/s)) —= H5 (X, HOm(Qi§§C7 wx/s)),
and the bottom square, @,

Ext"¢((iy)+Oz, Hom(ngis_(nﬂ), wy/s)) —= Hy (Y, HOm(QdY_(n+C) »wy/s))

Y/S
Ext™ (i) Oz, % 1%) H(Y, 05%),
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are clearly commutative by naturality so what we are left to show is that the middle diagram,

@, commutes.
(4.51)
Ext®((ix)«Oz, HOm(Q%ECa wx/s)) Hy (X, Hom(Q%EC, wx/s))
Ciomy
Ext®((ix)«Oz, Hom(Q;lg;gc,wX/y ®ox *wy/s)) Hg(Y, i*Hom(le;;gc, wx/s))
m-_l
Ext"¢((ix)+Oz, Hom(Qg‘;;gﬁ i‘wy/s)) ~ HS™(Y, i*%om(leg;gC, ifwy/s))

()Y @)

Bxt™((1x). 0, Hom(i* 0, doyys)) - (B) Hy™ (Vi Hom( 0", oy s)

Eth+C((ix)*Oz, i!fHom(Qdyx;;(n—&-C), wy/S)) > H?—”(Y, i*i!Hom(Qf);S_(n—I—C) 7 wy/s))

©

Hre(Y, Hom(Qgg("ﬂ) ,Wy/s))-

Ext"((iy)a 07, Hom(Q 59wy )

Y/S
The middle diagram, (B),

Ext™((ix).0z, Hom (@ 5°, wy/s)) HE (V. i Hom(Q55", iy s))

(Z*)Vi l(z*)v

Ext"**((ix)«Oz, ’Hom(i*Q?};;(nﬂ) ; i!WY/S)) Hy™(Y, i*Hom(i*QdY7§(n+C)’ i!wY/S))

| |

Ext"*((ix)«Oz, i’?—lom(ﬂ%g(n“) ,wy)s)) ——= Hg (Y, i*Z'!”HOm(le/x;;(n%)7 wy/s))

commutes by functoriality and the commutativity of the bottom square, @,
(4.52)

Ext™((ix), Oz, # Hom(QF 5" wy)5)) — HE™ (V. i Hom(QF 57 wys))

| -

Ext™((iy ).Oz, Hom (5" wy5)) —— HE (Y, Hom(Q) 5", wys))

follows from the definition of Tr; as the counit of adjunction for the adjoint pair (Ris,i').
Namely, for any Oy-module G, the map Ext""((ix).0z,i'G) — H (Y, i.i'G) is defined as
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the composition making the following triangle commute

Ext"((ix)«0z,i'G)

N

Ext™ (i (ix): Oz, i4i'G) —= H5™(Y,44i'G).

Therefore,the commutativity of (4.52) follows from the commutativity of the following func-
torial square

Ext™ (i, (ix)« Oz, ixi'G) —= H5 (Y, 1,i'G)

TI‘i \L l TI‘Z'

Ext"((iy)«Oz,G) H§+C(Ya g).

To show the commutativity of (4.51)) and finish the proof, we need to show the commutativity
of the top part @, of diagram (4.51]),

ExtC((ix)*OZ,Hom(ﬂglg;;,wX/S))

c:,ﬂyl

ExtC((z'X)*OZ,Hommig;;,wx/y ®oy T*wy/s)) HE(Y, i Hom(Q4 55 wxss))
(24

H (X, Hom(Q 5 wx/s))

nill

Ext™*((ix).0z, Hom(Q 3¢, i'wy/s))

HETM(Y, i Hom X/s ,ZCUy/S))

We can ignore the isomorphism H (X, Hom(Qiﬁgc,wX/S)) = Hg(Y,i*Hom(Q;lg;;C,wX/S))
and consider instead the diagram

Ext((ix)«Oz, ’Hom(leg;;C, wx/s))

c;,ryl

H%(Xa Hom(Qi();;C’wX/S))

Ext‘((ix )0z, %om(sﬂ;;;, wx/y ®oy i*wy/s)) HE (X, Hom(Qig;SC, 75 O05))
nill Ci,ﬂ'y
Ext"((ix).Oy, Hom(nglg;;, ifwyss)) HY ™ (X, Hom(Qig;SC, i'm}0g))

\

HG (X, Hom(Q 5%, i'wyys)).
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This commutes if

(4.53) wx/s Ty Og[—dx]
Cz{,ﬂ'yl lci’ﬂ'Y
wx/y Koy i*wy/s Z'!Tréf(’)s[—dx]
1
i'wy;sn]

does. We then see that (4.53)) commutes if the following two diagram commute.

—1

(4.54) WXOS X 7 Os
wi,le iciﬂry
d; 106#31/ 1

i 7ry(95 7 Ty Og

-1
\df\ ieﬁy

i!ﬂg/OS,

and

(4.55) wx/s

wx/y ®ox 1 Wy g-
where ey, ¢y, are maps defined in Notation and the other maps are defined in Notation
4,22
The diagram (4.54]) is composed of a trivial triangle and a square that is known to be

commutative, see [Har66, III. Theorem 8.7, Var 5).|. Diagram (4.55) is also known to be
commutative, see [Con00, Lemma 3.5.3.]E| O

PROPOSITION 4.25. Let X, Y be Ng-schemes of S-dimensions dx and dy respectively, and
Z a reqular, separated S-scheme such that the diagram

Y
iy
i
Z—— X,
ix
where the maps ix,i and iy are reqular closed immersions of codimensions c¢,n and n + c
respectively , commutes. Then

(4.56) H.(3)(cl(Z, X)) = cl(Z,Y).

SNote that in [Con00, Lemma 3.5.3.] it is claimed that this triangle commutes up to a sign depending on
the relatice dimension of 7y and the codimension of i. This is however not true and is corrected in [Con).
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PROOF. By steps (1)—(3) of the proof of Proposition we may without loss of generality
assume that S = Spec (R), Y = Spec(A4), X = Spec(B), and Z = Spec (C). Furthermore,
there exist ideals I C A, Iy C A, and Ix C B such that

B A

A
B:f = — = —.
I,andC’ x I

As X and Y are smooth over S, we can assume that there exists an étale map of R-algebras
R[tl, e ,tdy] — A,

sit. I =(t1,...,t,) and
R[tn+1,...,tdy] — B

is étale. Furthermore, since Z — X is a regular embedding we may assume there exists a
regular sequence $1,...,5. in A s.t. Ix = (s1,...,8.). Let r,...,7. € B be any lifts of
S1,...,8c and then (t1,...,tn,r1,...,7c) is a regular sequence generating Iy. Again, we may
shrink X,Y and Z so we can without loss of generality assume that B is a local ring. For a
Noetherian local ring, any permutation of a regular sequence is again a regular sequence, so
we may assume that (ry,...,7e,t1,...,t,) is a regular sequence generating Iy. To show
it suffices to show that

(1) f(5Y AN AN @i%(dse A+ ANds1)) =T A AFLAE A AE @3 (dby A+ A

dty Ndre A --- Ndty), and
(2) the following square commutes

Hom(OZ,wZ/X Koy, i}ﬂ%/s) — H%(Xv QE(/S)

Hom(Oz,f(—))i lH (@)

v
HOHI(OZ, WZ/Y ®OZ Z;‘/QWE) 4}/) HE"‘C(Y’ 9;75)’

where
. ; ; +
f : wZ/X ®OZ 2;(93(/5 — wz/y ®(’)Z Z;Q;l,/;,

is the map described in (4.49), and where v;, and v;, are the compositions defined
in (£19)
The commutativity of the square is given in Lemma [1.24]
If by,...,b, is a basis for leg;;c then the map Q%5 = wx/s oy Hom(Qﬁg;;C, Ox) can
be explicitly given as

aHZ(a/\bi)@be.

=1

A B-basis of Qi’;gc = ch;l_%c is given by

(4.57) dty, I=(1<...< idX—c) with i; € {n+1,...,dy},
and an A-basis of Qg}/( g = ij/;i(mrc) is given by

(4.58) dty, J= (il <...< idx—c) with 1 € {1, .. ,dy}.
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Now we compute the image of 5 A -+ A5Y ® i%(dsc A -+ Ads1) =: §¥ ® i%ds under the
composition ([4.49)).
—V -x = v -x Vv
§ @ixds =5 ® Y i%(ds Adt; @ (dt;)Y)
1

Ci,‘rr . %
SIS @ Y i A Al @i (At A Adby Adre A Adey Adtp @ (dtg))

(N
X W®z:z'*y(dtn/\-~~Acht1 Adre A Adry Adtp @ (dip)Y)

RN ®det/\ A dty Ndre N Ndry Adtp @ (dtg)Y)

= ALLAT /\t1 A @iy (dty A Adty Adre A Adry),
where 7V =7/ A+ AT and £ = A--- AtnY. O
5.2. Conditions of Theorem. We start by noting how the (local) cycle class can be
written in symbol notation.

LEMMA 4.26. Let Y be an Ng-scheme and X C Y be a regular integral subscheme of
codimension c in'Y, U CY and open affine subscheme such that the ideal I of X NU in Oy
1s generated by global sections t1,...,t. on'Y, and let n be the generic point of X. Then

. dt; A -+ Adt.
(X,Y), =(-1) [ 1t1,-~»tc ]

in HE(Y, 0% g).

PROOF. We can without loss of generality assume that ¥ = Spec (A) is affine, and that

Spec (A)
X = (th ste )

By definition we have that cl(X,Y), is the image of 1 under the composition

1xOx LA LWxy @0y QCY/S
L i (Oy[d) ®oy O/
Tn
— Q5 /5lc]
- HC(Y QY/S)

where ¢ : X < Y is the closed immersion, 7; is the Fundamental Local Isomorphism, see
Notation and ¢ is the map sending 1 to ¢/ A--- At @ dt. A--- Adt;. By applying R
we see that the composition

Tr;

iwxy — i (Oyc]) —5 Oy[d]
factors through
(4.59) iy sy L i (Oyd]) 55 RT x Oy [d,
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and by [CR11, Lemma A.2.5.] there is a natural isomorphism RI" y Oy [¢] = HS (Oy) in DSC(Y)
s.t. (4.59) composed with this isomorphism is given by

(4.60) iswx/y — M (Oy),

aty Ao At s (—1)eleth/2 ) @
e t,. .t

where a € A is any lift of a € ﬁ We therefore have

(4.61) cl(X,Y), = (—1)cletD)/2 [t 1 t} @ dte A--- Adt
1,---50c
_ o yelet)/2 | dbe A Adty
R A
— (_1\ele+D) /20 qyele—1)/2 dty N -+ Ndte
(1) (1) [ t, . te
_ e |dty A--- A dte
= (=) [ e te }
where the second equality follows from part (3) of Lemma U

LEMMA 4.27. Let X be a regular scheme, V. C X an irreducible closed subset of codi-
mension ¢ with a generic point n, and let F be a finite locally free Ox-module. Then the
localization

Hy (X, F) — Hy (X, F)
18 1njective.

PROOF. Let U C X be an open subscheme such that U N Z # (), i.e. U is an open
neighborhood of 1. Then we have a long exact sequence
(4.62) o= HO (X, F) = Hy (X, F) = Hypg (U, F) = -+

where V' := V\ (VNU) = VN (X \U). This is obtained from the standard long exact
sequence for local cohomology

applied to G = I'y,(F) which is quasicoherent since X is Noetherian, see [Stal8, Tag: 07ZP|.
Since X is regular, hence Cohen-Macaulay, we know that for any point x € V' we have

depthoy , (Fz) > dim(Ox ) > codim(V', X) = ¢+ 1,

so |Gro68, Exposé III, Proposition 3.3| tells us that HE, (X, F) = 0 and thus (4.62)) tells us
that Hy, (X, F) — H{,~y (U, F) is injective. The map Hy,(X, F) — Hy(X,F) is then obtained
by taking the direct limit over all such neighborhoods U of n and is also injective. O

PROPOSITION 4.28. The weak cohomology theory with supports (H Py, HP*,T,e) satisfies
SemMi-purity.

PROOF. Without loss of generality we may assume that we have a connected Ng-scheme
X and an irreducible closed subset W C X. Recalling Proposition [A-2] we notice that
codim(W, X ) = dimg(X) — dimg(W) and we denote this codimension by ¢. Then we need to
prove the following

(1) Hyy (X, Q% /) =0 when p > ¢, and



92 4. HODGE COHOMOLOGY AS A WEAK COHOMOLOGY THEORY WITH SUPPORTS

(2) The map H*(j) : Hf (X, Qg(/s) — Hfqw (U, Qg(/s) is injective where U is an open
subscheme of X that intersects W and j : (U,W NU) — (X, W) is induced by the
open immersion U — X.

Condition (1) is well known and condition (2) has been proven as part of the proof of Lemma
4.2 0

LEMMA 4.29. Let f : X — Y be a morphism of Ng-schemes. Let W C X be a reqular
closed integral subscheme such that the restricted map

1s finite of degree d. Then
H (f)(l(W, X)) = d-cl(f(W),Y).

PRrROOF. We write ¢ := codim(W, X) and e := codim(f(W),Y). By Lemma we know
that

Hfun (Y, Qy)6) = He (Y, Q56)

is injective, where £ is the generic point of f(W), so we can shrink Y around &. Furthermore,
if  is the generic point of W then 1 € f~1(€) is a closed point, since f is finite. Therefore
we can shrink X around n. Without loss of generality we may therefore assume that we can
factor f through some AY, i.e. we may assume that ¥ = Spec(A) and X = Spec(R) are
affine and then R is a finitely generated A-algebra so there exists some n such that we have a
surjection

Alxy,...,zy] - R,

i.e. a closed immersion i : X — AY. such that the following diagram commutes

W X AT,
f|Wl lf/
p
fW)——Y

where p denotes the projection Ay, — Y. Since i : X — A} is a separated morphism of finite
type over the Noetherian base Y, and since W is proper over Y, we see that we can view W
as a regular integral closed subscheme of AY.. Furthermore

c c H. (1) n n n
HW(Xv QX/s) - HW+E((AYa QAE;S)

H* f
l(L/ﬁﬁ;/
He

Fon (Y 955)

commutes because of the functoriality of the pushforward, and by Proposition we have
H, (i) (W, X)) = cl(W, AL).

We can therefore without loss of generality reduce to the situation

(4.63) We—— A}

plwl ip

p(W)——Y,
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where p is the projection, and p|yw : W — p(W) is finite of degree d. Furthermore if n > 2,

we can factor (4.63]) as
(4.64) (')

(m)lwl l‘h

(W)= Ay~

((I2)|q1(W)J/ lqz

p(W)——=Y,

where ¢1 : A} — A’;,_l and ¢o : AT{,_I — Y are the projections and then (g1)|w and (g2)lq, ()
will be finite of degrees d; and ds respectively, with d = d1ds. Furthermore via an imbedding
Al — P}, we can view W as a regular integral closed subscheme of IP’%/ and we can therefore
without loss of generality furthere reduce to the case

(4.65) We——sPL xgY

WP

p(W)——Y,

where p is the projection, and ply : W — p(W) is finite of degree d. We can further shrink
Y around ¢ to assume p(W) is cut out by a regular sequence in A, p(W) = V(s1,..., ), and
W =V(s1,...,Se, g) where g is a monic irreduble polynomial in A[t] of degree d. By Lemmas
and we see that

AW, PL), = (—1)+! [dsl /\-~/\dse/\g} _(—1)e [dsl /\-~/\dse] U(=1) [dg] .

817"'78679 317"'786 g
But by Lemmas and [£.26] we have that
e |dsi N2 Nds "
s B S IC TR

and
d
(_1) |:gg:| = Cl(Za ]P)Y)Ca
where Z =V (g) C IP)%/ is a divisor, and ( is its generic point, i.e. we have
(W, Py )y = H* (p)(cl(p(W), Y)¢) Ucl(Z, Py,
and using the projection formula, Proposition [1.15] we see that
H,(p)(cl(W, Py)y) = He(p)(H* (p)(cl(p(W), Y )e) U cl(Z, Py )¢)
= cl(p(W),Y)e U Hi(p)(cl(Z,Py)c)-
This shows that to prove the lemma, it suffices to prove
(4.66) H,(p)(cl(Z,Py)) = d € H*(Y, Oy),

where Y = Spec (A), Z = V(g) C P}, and g is a monic irreducible polynomial in A[t]. We
can base-change to the function field K = x(Y') and without loss of generality it suffices to
show that

(4.67) H,(p)(cl(z,PL)) =d € K,
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where K is a field, z is a closed point of P}( of degree d and p : P}( — K is the projection.
Locally we write z = (g) € K|[t] where g is monic, irreducible and of degree d.

Now let z € P} be any closed point, say z = (h) € K[t]. Write R for the regular local ring
Opt_,, m = (h) C R for the maximal ideal, and P, := Spec (R). The standard long exact

sequence in local cohomology for P, U := P \ {z} and F := Q}D( /S is

(4.68) 0 — H)(Py, F) = H (P, F) —
— HO(U,F) = Hy(Py, F) = H (P, F) = ...
We note that
H)(Py, F) =0,

since any section of the locally free F that vanishes everywhere except possibly at x must also
vanish at x, and

HI(P(;r)a]:) =0,

since P, is affine. So we have short exact sequence
0— HO(Py), F) = H(U,F) = H}(Py), F) =0,

and so " 1
1 QL w, P(z)/s)
Hx(l (z)> P(z)/s) HO(](x)7$2}3 /S)
(=)

We futhermore note that
0 1 1
H (P(m), QP(QC)/S) = QP}{/S’I.

Consider the commutative diagram

1 1 _ _K@)/S 1 1
Hr(P(x%QP(x)/s) - ol QR/S[/J
]P’K/S,:c
H |:a:| Iw—)a/h
) , i
lim S ol
7 thR/S \ / v
Q}%/S’
h’Q}%/S

We consider this specifically for x = z and o = dg, i.e. we are considering

1
Qp/s — Q}%/s[g] — H} Py, U /s)

dgH@H [dg]’

g [Y
Furthermore the Cousin complex yields an exact sequence
1 Iml ol Iml ol
(4.69) Qe — P Hy (Pi, 1) = H' (P, Q1) = 0,

1
z€Py
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where the sum is taken over all closed points = in P}(. We clearly have a commutative triangle

D
(4.70) @xeﬂl’}{ H (P, inw}(/s) H' (P, Qﬂl”%/s)

lH*(p)
o

K

Now g € K]Jt] is an irreducible monic polynomial of degree d, say
g(t) =t +ag_ 1t 4+ agt 4 ag
and dlog(g) € Q}((t)/L where L is the image of K in S. We have
dlog(g) € Q1 7,
for all z € P} \ {z,00}. Write = } and then
g=p""(L+ag1p+ - +aop?),
and note that 1 +aqg_ 1+ -+ ao,ud S (’)Hfl - and this implies that
K>

(4.71) dlog(g) = —dlog(ut) + dlog(1 + ag_1pu+ -+ + apu?) = —dlog(p),
in QIP}(,oo[%]/QP}{,oo- Now the Cousin complex (4.69)) gives
(4.72) ey = B HiPie, A 5) = H' (Pl U /)

z€PL,

dlog(g) —(a)pept. > 0,
where
0 x # z,00,
oz = < cl(z,P) T =z,
d-cl(oo,P}) x = ooc.
By , this means that
H.(p)(cl(2,Pf)) = d - Hu(p)(cl(c0, P))

in K. Note that we have a commutative triangle

Pk

00 —=> Spec (K)

so by the proof of Proposition , specifically we see that
H.,(p)(cl(o0, Pk )) = cl(Spec (K), Spec (K)) = 1,
i.e.
H.(p)(cl(z,P)) = d.
O

LEMMA 4.30. If f : X — Y is a smooth morphism between Ng-schemes X and Y, and
W CY is a regular integral closed subscheme, then

H*(f)((W,Y) = cl(f (W), X).
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PROOF. Without loss of generality we may assume that f~!(W) has a unique generic
point. Denote the generic point of W by 1 and the generic point of f~'(W) by v. By Lemma
[4:27] it suffices to show that

H*(f)(l(W)y) = cl(f (W)

From the definition of the pullback we have a commutative diagram
HT‘;(K f*Q_CX/S) - H,‘;(Y, Rf*QS(/S) — Hy(X, Q%/s)
and Lemma tells us that the square
f*QE(/S - H;(Y, Y

| T

9s Hy(Y,856)

%/s)

commutes. Combining these diagrams with Lemma [£.:26] then shows that

H*(f)(cl(W)y) = cl(f~H (W)
O
We have the following corollary to Proposition [£.25] and Lemma [£.30] that shows that when
the integral closed subscheme X C Y is smooth, our class element is defined in an analogous

manner to the definition in [CR11]. In particular, when the base scheme S is Spec (k), where
k is perfect field of positive characteristic, then our definitions coincide.

COROLLARY 4.31. For any Ng-scheme Y we have
1x =c(Y)Y).

Furthermore, let Y be an Ng-scheme and let i : X < Y be an integral closed subscheme of Y
that is smooth over S. Then

H,.(i)(1x) = cl(X,Y).
PROOF. It is clear from the definition that 1g = cl(S,5). Therefore Lemma applied
to the smooth structure morphism 7y : Y — S tells us that
1y = H*<7Ty)(€(1))
= H*(my)(cl(S,5))
= cl(my ' (9),Y)
=cl(Y,Y).
Now let Y be an Ng-scheme and let i : X < Y be an integral closed subscheme of Y that

is smooth over S. Then X is an Ng-scheme and by letting Z = X, ix = idx and iy = ¢ in
Proposition [4.25] the result follows immediately. Il

LEMMA 4.32. Let X be an Ng-scheme and 1: D C X be the inclusion of a smooth divisor.
Let ® be a family of supports on D and denote by 11 : (D, ®) — (X, ®) the map in V, induced
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by 1. Then Hi(n) : HZI,(D,Q%/S) — HiP(X, Q?/g) is the connecting homomorphism of the

long exect cohomology sequence associated to the short exact sequence

- - R .
0— Q]);;S N Q]XJ;S(logD) RN Z*QJD/S — 0,

where Res(%a) =1"(«a) fort € Ox a regular element defining D and « € ngs. In particular,
if ® C X is supported in codimension > i+ 1 in X, then H.(21) is injective on Hfb.

PrOOF. This is |[CR11l Lemma 2.3.8.] and the proof there works in our situation as
well. O

LEMMA 4.33. (cf.[CR11, Lemma 3.1.5.]) Let i : X — Y be the closed immersion of an
irreducible, regular, closed S-subscheme X into an Ng-scheme Y. For any effective smooth
divisor D C Y such that

e D meets X properly, thus DN X := D xy X is a divisor on X,
oD = (D N X)yeq is regular and irreducible, so DN X =n - D’ as divisors (for some
n€Z,n>1).
We define g : (D, D) — (Y, X) in V* as the map induced by the inclusion D C Y. Then the
following equality holds:
(4.73) H*(g)(cl(X,Y)) =n-cl(D, D).

PROOF. We denote by ¢ the codimension of X in Y and denote by §: (D, D) — (Y, D")
and g : D — (Y, D) the maps also induced by the inclusion D C Y. Since the codimension of
D'inYisc+ 1, Lemma tells us that

Hj, (Y, Q3 g (log(D))) — ker(H.(9)),

and the proof of Lemma tells us that H7, (Y, QCY*;;(log(D))) = 0. So we have that

H.(§) : Hy (D, 905, )6) = HGPH(Y, Q;j/}q)
is injective, and therefore to show (4.73) it suffices to show
(4.74) H.(§)H*(9)(cU(X,Y)) =n - H.(§)(c[(D', D).
The projection formula gives

H.(9)H"(9)(cl(X,Y)) = H.(9)(H"(9)(cl(X,Y)) U1p)
= (X, Y) U H.(9)(1p),

and it follows from Corollary that 1p = cl(D, D) since D is smooth over S. Furthermore,
since ¢ is induced by a closed immersion Lemma tells us that H.(§)(1p) = cl(D,Y), and
similarly Lemma m gives H,(§)(cl(D', D)) = cl(D",Y) so we are reduced to showing
(4.75) A(D,Y)Ucl(X,Y) =n-cl(D,Y).

Now we let 7 denote the generic point of D'. Since H%'H(Y, Qg;;;) = 0 for all closed subsets

Z CY of codimension > ¢+ 2, by Lemma [£.62] the restriction map

H;;l(Y, Q;jg) — HET(Y, Qcng)

is injective and it suffices to prove (4.75)) after mapping to Hg“(Y, Q?}é)

Since X is regular then ¢ : X — Y is a regular closed immersion so we can find a regular
sequence t1,...,t. € Oy,, that generates the ideal of X, and furthermore we can find some f
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such that D = Div(f) around 7. Using the explicit description of the class element given in
Lemma [4.26] we see that

A(D,Y), = (1) _df] , and (X, Y), = (—1)0[

dtl/\---/\dtc]
f

ty e te

and by Lemma [4.12| we have
(1) [df] (1) dt /\..-/\dtc] (1t |:df/\t1 A.../\tc] ,

f t1,...,tc fiti, ... te
so we are reduced to showing that in H,‘;“(Y7 Q;J;klg) we have
df Nty A=+ At dr Adty A -+ Adt
_1\ctl 1 el — .. (1)t 1 c
o [T sy [T,

where the right-hand side follows again from the explicit description given in Lemma and
m € Oy, is a lift of a generator of the maximal ideal in Ox,. We can write f = an™ in Ox

Oy,, is alift of a g tor of th imal ideal in Ox ;. Wi it "in Ox,
for some unit a € O%, so if a € Oy is some lift of a then f = an™ modulo (t1,. .., te).
Therefore

(_1>C+1 df Nty N+ Nte (1)t dlar™) Nty A=+ At
f,tl,...,tc dﬁn,tl,...,tc
_ (_1)C+1 nar™ lodr Aty A - At
am™, t1,...,t;

- n. (_1)c+1 |:
where the final equality follows from (1) and (2) of Lemma O

dm ANdty A -+ Adt,
Tty ..., 1 ’

LEMMA 4.34. Let X be an Ng-scheme and V C X be a regular integral closed subscheme.
If V' lies in the fiber over a closed point s € S, then

cl(V,X)=0.
PROOF. In light of Lemma [.27] we note that it suffices to show that
Cl(‘/v? X)77 = 07

where 7 is the generic point of V. Without loss of generality we may restrict to the case
where S = Spec (R) for some ring R and then s = Spec (R/(o) for some o € R. Furtheremore
we may assume that V is globally cut out by a regular sequence. Then we may choose that
regular sequence to be o,t1,...,t.—1 for some t1,...,t._1 where ¢ = codim(V, X). But then
Lemma [4.26] we have

e ldo ANdty Ao Adte—q

CI(V>X)77: (_1) o,t1, ... et

:0,

since do = 0. O

LEMMA 4.35. Let X and Y be Ng-schemes and V and W be reqular integral closed sub-
schemes in X and Y respectively. Then

(4.77) T((V, X) @ cl(W,Y)) = cl(V xs W, X xgY).

PROOF. By Lemma [1.34] we see that if either of V' or W are not dominant over S, then
both sides of vanish and the statement holds trivially. So we may assume that both V'
and W are dominant over S. Let codim(V, X) = ¢ and codim(WW,Y) = e, and note that since
the construction of the cycle class is a local question, then we may assume that X and Y are
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affine. Then the statement follows directly from writing the cycle class in symbol notation,

see Lemma [£.26] and the cup product of symbols, see Lemma [1.12] O

LEMMA 4.36. Letig: S — P}g and ioo : S — IP’}Q be the zero-section and the infinity-section
respectively. Let e : 7. — H(S,S) be the morphism defined in Definition . Then

H,(ig) oe = H,(ix) 0 €.
PROOF. It is enough to show that
H,(ip) oe(1l) = Hy(ixo) 0 e(1),
and since e(1) = cl(S, S), it follows from Lemma [4.29] that it suffices to show that
(4.78) cl(0,PY) = cl(oo, PY).

Furthermore we note that by assumption S is integral, and we may without loss of generality
assume it is affine, say S = Spec (R). Denote by K the fraction field of R. A Cech cohomology
computation shows that

2
{a—bla €,

[t,1/t]/R

be Q}%[l/t]/R}’

a' (P}S" QIE“S/S) =
[t]/ R’
and the map
R = Qpy 1 i/ m>
A= A -dlog(t),

induces an isomorphism
H°(S,05) = H' (P§, Qp1 /).

We have a commutative square

HY(S,05)————= K

o

Hl(P}% Q111)15/3) — H'(P, QP}K/K)v
and since the map H°(S, Og) — K is injective, this implies that the map
H'(Pg, QIP’ls/S) — H'(P, QIP}K/K)
is also injective. Therefore, it suffices to show holds in H1(P, QP}{ /K ), i.e. to show
cl(0,PL) = cl(oco, Pk).
This follows directly from the Cousin argument in the proof of Lemma for g =t. U
THEOREM 4.37. There exists a morphism cl : CH — H in T.

PrRoOOF. By Proposition H P satisfies semi-purity, and Lemmas [£.36] [4.30}, [£.33] [£.29]
and show that there exists a morphism CH — HP in T and we obtain the desired
morphism by composing this with the inclusion HP C H. O







CHAPTER 5

Correspondences

The definitions and facts on correspondences are almost verbatim (with the appropriate
changes) to those presented in [CR11].

1. General Correspondences

We let F = (F,,F*,T,e) be a WCTS and let X; be Ng-schemes for i = 1,2,3. Let
®;; be a family of supports on X; xg X; for (i,5) = (1,2),(2,3),(1,3), and denote by p;; :
X1 x5 X3 xg X3 = X; xg Xj the projections. Now suppose that

(5.1) .p13|p1_21(¢‘12)ﬂp2_31(@23) is proper, and
o p13(p1s (P12) Npog (Pas) C Pas,
i.e. that pi3 induces a morphism (X; xg X5 xg X3,pf21(‘1>12) ﬁpggl(q)gg)) — (X1 x5 X3,P13)
in V. We can then define a composition of correspondences
(5.2) F(X1 x5 X2,P12) ® F(X2 xg X3, P93) — F(X; xg X3, P13),
a®br—boa,
as the composition

F(X1 x5 Xo,P12) ® F(Xg xg X3, Pa3) 1) R (p2s),

F(X1 x5 Xo x5 X3,p75 (P12)) @ F(X1 x5 X2 x5 X3,D53 (P23))
N F(X1 x5 Xo x5 X3, (P12) N pag (P23))

M F(X1 xg X3,®13),

where U is the cup product defined in Definition This composition o is compatible with
inclusions of subfamilies of supports. Namely assume we have families of supports (I>Iij on
X; xg X for (4,7) = (1,2),(2,3), (1,3) and suppose that as before we have

° 1 _1,.s » 1s proper, and
p13|p121(<1>12)ﬂp231(<1>23) propet,

— / _1 ’ /
o 13(Pa (®12) N Pa3 (Poz) C Pos.
Furthermore, we suppose that CI);]- C ®;; for all (i,7). Then the following diagram clearly
commutes

F(X) x5 Xa,®}5) @ F(Xg x5 X3, P03) —— F(X; x5 X3, ®)3)

| |

F(X1 x5 X2, ®19) ® F(X3 x5 X3, Pa3) —— F(X1 x5 X3, P13),

where the vertical arrows are the inclusions. This composition is also clearly distributative
over addition, since all morphisms in the definition are morphisms of abelian groups and the
cup product distributes over addition.

101
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The Chow groups will be an important case for us and we record here the following lemmas
that will be used in the proof of Theorem [6.4]

LEMMA 5.1. Let X; be Ng-schemes for i = 1,2,3 and let ®;; be families of supports on
XixgXj for (i,7) = (1,2),(2,3),(1,3) satisfying the conditions in (5.1)). Let a € Zg,,(X1 x5
X2) and b € Zg,,(X2 xs X3) and define

Supp(a, b) := p13(prs (Supp(a)) N pyz (Supp(b))).
The families of supports <I>/12 = Psupp(a) € P12, <I>/23 = Pgypp(r) € P23 and <I>’13 = Psupp(a,p) ©
®y3 satisfy condition (5.1)) and the cycles a and b define classes a € CH(Supp(a)/S),b €
CH(Supp(b)/S) and a € CH(X1 x5 X2/S, ®12),b € CH(X2 x5 X3/5,®23). Then we can
calculate bo a as the image of bo a under the inclusion map CH(Supp(a,b)/S) — CH(X; xg
X3/8, ®13).
PRrROOF. See |[CR11, Lemma 1.3.4.] O

LEMMA 5.2. Let X; be Ng-schemes for n = 1,2,3 and let a € Z(X; xg X2) and b €
Z(Xy xg X3) be algebraic cycles such that

P13 |pf21 (Supp(a))Np33 (Supp(b))

1s proper. Let Uy C X1 and U3 C X3 be open subsets and define a € Z(Uy xg X2) and
b e Z(X9 xg Us) as the restrictions of a and b respectively. Then

(1) The restriction ofp/13 to pllgl(Supp(a/)) ﬂp;gl(Supp(bl)) is proper,

(2) We have Supp(a’,b") = Supp(a,b) N (U x5 Us),

(8) The composition b oa’ is the image of boa via the localization map CH(Supp(a, b)/S) —

CH(Supp(a’,b)/5),

where p;j is the projection from Uy X g Xo X gUs to the i-th factor times the j-th factor (i < j).

PRrROOF. See |[CR11, Lemma 1.3.6.] O

2. New family of supports

We now define a new family of supports on the fibre product of two Ng-schemes. So
let (X, ®) and (Y, V) be Ng-schemes with families of supports. Then we define a family of
supports P(®,¥) on X xgY by
(5.3) P(®,0):={Z C X xg Y‘Z is closed, pra|z is proper, and

ZNpry Y(W) € pry () for every W € ®}.
This is a non-empty collection of closed subsets of X xg Y that is clearly closed under fi-
nite unions and taking closed subsets, so this is a family of supports on X xg Y. Further-
more, if (X1, ®1), (X2, P2) and (X3, ®3) are Ng-schemes with families of supports then ®;; :=
P(®;, ®;) satisty the conditions in (5.1). To see this we notice that if Z € p1_21(<1>12) ﬁp2_31(<1>23)
then Z is a closed subset of some p2_31(W) where W € ®93. Let us first assume that
Z = py3 (W), then we can write Z = W xg X; and we have a Cartesian diagram

A w

lplsz lpr3|W

X1 xg X3 —— X3,
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where p3 : X9 xg X3 — X3 is the projection. By definition of the supports o3 := P(Py, P3)
the morphism p3|y is proper and so pi3|z is proper a base-change of a proper morphism. In
general, 7 € p2_31(<I>23) is a closed subset of some Z = W xg X7 where W € ®93. Then we
have p13|,» = p13|z0i,, where i, : Z "< Z is the closed immersion, and is therefore proper.
The other condition in says that we must have p13(pry (P12) Npag (Pa3)) C P13. We have
seen that pi3 is proper when restricted to p1_21(¢'12) ﬂp2_31(<1>23) SO plg(pl_21(<1>12) ﬂp2_31(<1>23)) is
a closed subscheme of X7 xg X3. We then need to show that

. 13 .
i) (p3 )’pls(pf;(<I>12)ﬂp;31(<1>23)) is proper, and
ii) For any A € ®; we have pi3(pi5 (P12) N pay (P23)) N (p13)71(A) € (pi3)~1(P3).
Let us take Z19 € ®19 and Zg3 € P93 and write
Z = piy (Z12) N g (Zo3) = (Z12 x5 X3) N (X1 X5 Zoz) = Z12 X x, Zo3,
and W := p13(Z). Notice that we have a commutative square

proj.
212 X x, Loz —— Zo3

p13|zl l(pgg)z%
13
e (p3°)lw X,

and the projection Z12 Xx, Z2z — Zaaz is proper, as a base change of Zj9 — Xy which is
proper by definition of ®5. Similarly (p33)|z,, : Z2g — W is proper, so the composition

Z12 Xx, 4oz — X3

is proper. We have already shown that pi3|z is proper, and since (p33)|w is separated, it is
proper as well. This shows condition (7). For condition (ii) we, keeping the same notation as
above, similarly look at the commutative square

proj.
212 Xx, L3 —> Z12

P13|Zl l(pp)zm
13
e (p1°)lw X,

For any A € ®;, we want to show that
W (p1°)7H(A) € (p5°) 7 (@s).
Notice that
((p1)lw) 1 (A) = W N (p1°) "} (4), and
(117 222)7H(A) = (1)) 7H(A) N Zaa,
so by considering the preimage in Z12 X x, Z23 we have
(W (p1*) 1 (A)) x5 Xo) N (Z12 Xx; Zoz) = ((p1°) 1 (A) N Z1a) X x, Zas.
We notice that from the definition of ®15 there exists some B € P9 such that
(%) "1 (A) N Ziz = (p3)"1(B) = B x5 X1,
and therefore
(W (p1*) 7 (A) x5 X2) N (Z12 Xx, Zag) = (B x5 X1 x5 X3) N (Z12 X x, Za3).-

We have
(B Xg X1 Xg Xg) N (Z12 X X, Zgg) C X1 Xg (B X g Xg) N Zos,



104 5. CORRESPONDENCES

and from the definition of ®93 there exists some C' € ®3 such that
(B x5 X3) N Zyz = C x5 Xo,
SO
(W N (p1*) 1 (A)) x5 X2) N (Z12 X x, Za3) = X1 x5 C xg Xo.
We then finally see that
W (pr*) " (A) = C xs X1 = (p3°)71(O),

which is precisely what we need to show (i7).

We can therefore define the composition
(54) F(X1 Xs XQ, P((I)l, (I)Q)) X F(X2 Xg Xg, P((I)Q, <I>3)) — F(Xl Xs Xg, P(q)l, (1)3)),

a®br—boa,

as in (5.2)). The following proposition tells us that this composition is associative and has a
left and right units.

PROPOSITION 5.3. (1) Let X;, i =1,...,4 be Ng-schemes with families of supports
; respectively. For all a;; € F(X; x5 Xj, P(®;,®;)) we have
a34 0 (Gagzoa12) = (@34 © a23) 0 aia.

(2) For any Ng-scheme with a family of supports (X, ®), the diagonal immersion induces
a morphism 1: X — (X xg X, P(®,®)) in Vi.. We write

Axe) = Fu(1)(1x)

Then the equalities Ax gy 0 g = g and g o Ax gy = g hold for all Ng-schemes
with families of supports (Y, V) and all g € F(Y xg X, P(V,®)) and g € F(X xg
Y, P(®,V)) respectively.

PROOF. (1) This is essentially proven in [Ful98, Prop. 16.1.1.(a).], but we repeat it

here to keep track of the supports. We denote by p%k the projection X;x g X;x g X} —

X; Xg X; and when the projection is from X; xg X2 xg X3 xg X4 we omit the
superscript. We also denote ®;; := P(®q, ®2).

asq o (ags o a12)

~ g0 (F*@g% (F*<p1§3><au> U F*(p;§3><a34>))
(5.5) L (i (F*<p%§4> (F*<p%§3> (F*<p%%3><au> 0 F*<p§§3><a23>>)

U F*(p%,i4><a34>) .

Here the maps are:

B _ F*( 123)
F(X1 x5 Xa x5 X3, (p123) 71 (D15) N (p123) "1 (Pag)) —222

F* 134
F(X1 x5 X3 x5 X4, (p135) 7 (213) N (p3H) " (®54)) Fload), F(X1 xgs X4, ®14), and

F* (p;]") ik —
—2 S F(X; x5 X X Xy, (pl’ik) 1(‘I’ij))>

F(X1 x5 X3, ®13),

F(XZ X9 Xj, (I)Z])
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where by F*(pgk) we mean any of the maps F*(pi33), F*(pi3?), F*(pi3t) and F*(p%j‘l)
We have a Cartesian diagram
Xy x5 Xy xg X3 x5 X4 ——> X1 x5 Xp x5 Xs

lp134 lp%gi”

X1 x5 X3 x5 Xy X1 xg X3,

134
P13

and given the supports on X; xg X3, X1 x5 X2 xg X3 and X7 xg X3 xXg X4 as above
and the supports

Pras((P15%) M (P12) N (p33°) " (P23)) = pra (Pr2) N pag (Pas)

on X1 Xg...xg X4 we want to show that pi34 is a morphims in V,. To do this we
consider another Cartesian diagram

P23
X1 x5 Xo X5 X3 xXg Xy —> X9 x5 X3

lp134 lp%g
134

X1 x5 X3 X5 Xy o Xs.

We take Z € pry (®12) N oy (Pa3) and assume for now that Z = pyy (W) for some
W € ®y3 (in general Z will be a closed subset of such a preimage). Then Z has the
form Z =W xg X1 xg X4 and we have a Cartesian diagram

p23‘Z

L —F—W

ip134|z lpgﬂw
pl3d

X1 XSXQ ><S‘X'3*>'3 X3~

Since p33|w is proper by the definition of ®o3, so is pis4|z by base-change. If 7 e
p531(<b23) then it is a closed subset of such a preimage Z, and we have p34|, =
p134|z 0@ where 7 : Z' < Z is the closed immersion and is proper as the composition

of two proper morphisms.
Now consider again the Cartesian diagram ({5.6). We want to show that

P134(P1as((P130) " (@12) N (p33°) 7 (P23))) C (pi3") ™ (Pas).

Consider Z = pj55(W) for some W € (p123) =1 (@12)N(p323) ! (P23)). Then Z = W x5
Xy and p134(Z) C piZ3(W) x g X4. Now pi23(W) x 5 Xy is precisely (pi3h)~1(pi23(W))
and since pi3® is a morphism in Vi we have pi33(W) € @13 and so pi34(2) is a

(closed since pi34|z is proper) subset of (pi3)~L(piB(W)) € (pi3*)~1(P13) and so

Z € (pi3*)~H(®13). Finally in general if Z' is any element in pioy((p13%) " (®12) N

(p%?’)*l(@gg)) then it is a closed subset of such a preimage Z = W x g X4 and since
p134]z is proper we have that pi34(Z’) is a closed subset of pi34(Z) € (p13H) =1 (®@13)

and so lies in (pi3*)~1(®y3).

INote that our notation here is imprecise, namely that some of the maps in question are F* (p;]kk) and not

ijk
Pij

), but this is only for ease of notation.



106 5. CORRESPONDENCES

Furthermore, p%%‘g is the base-change of the smooth structure-morphism o : Xo —

S and is thus itself smooth, and we can use the push-pull formula in condition (4) of
Definition to obtain

F*(pi3") o Fx(pi5®) = Fu(p1sa) o F*(p12s).
We use this to get that

(5-5)

FL (1) (F*<p134> o F* (p123) (F*<p%%3><a12> U F*<p§§3><a23>) U F*(péi4><a34>)

P, (pl) (F*<p134> <F*(p12)(a12) U F*<p23><a23>) U F*<p§i4><a34>) ,

where the second equality follows from the compatibility of the cup product with

pullbacks, Proposition , and F*(p12) = F*(pi23 o p123) and F*(pa3) = F*(pi3® o
P123) are maps

F(X; x5 X2, ®P12) = F(X1 X5 ... x5 X4,p15 (P12)) and
F(X3 xg X3, Pa3) = F(X1 x5 ... x5 X4, p3 (P23)),
respectivelyﬂ Now if we use the first projection formula from Proposition we get

FL (1) (F*<p134> (F*<p12><au> 0 F*<p23><a23>) U F*(péi4><a34>)
B (i <F*(p134) (F*(pm)(alz) U F* (pas)(azs) U F* (praa) o F*(p%,i‘*)(am))

=F"(p14) <F*(p12)(012) U F*(p23)(a23) U F*(p34)(034)),

where in the first line F,(pi34) is a map
F(X1 x5 ... xs X4,075 (P12) Npag (P23)) = F(X1 x5 X3 x5 X4, (p13") ' (P13)),
but in the second line F,(p134) is a map
F(X1 X5 ... xg X4,p75 (P12) N o3 (Pag) N3y (P34))

— F(X1 xg X3 xg X4, (p13") 71 (@13) N (p33") ™ (P34)),

and therefore the composition F.(pi3*) o F4(p134) is well defined and gives the map

Fi(p1a) : F(X1 Xs ... x5 X4, 019 (P12) N Pz (P23) N pa (P34)) — F(X7 x5 Xa, P1a).

The map F*(p134) in the second line is a map from F(X; x g X2 x5 X3, (p33}) 71 (@34))
to F(X1 xg... Xg X4,p§41 (®34)) and so the composition F*(pi34) o F*(pil,j‘l) is a well
defined map F*(p34) : (Xg XS X4, @34) — F(X1 Xg...Xg X4,p541<q)34)).

If we go through the expansion of (ag4 0 ags) o a1z in the same way, we arrive at
the same expression

F*(p1a) (F*(plz)(am) U F* (pas) (az3) U F*<p34><a34>) ,

ZNotice that F*(p123) has different meanings here, depending on where it is. Before we distribute it
over the cup product, it is a map F(X1 x5 Xa xs X3, (p13°) H(P12) N (p33%) 71 (®23)) — F(X1 Xs ... X5
X4, pls (P12) N pay' (P23) and when acting on F* (p33®)(a12) it is a map f(X1 xs X2 x5 X3, (p13°) " (P12)) —
F(X1 Xs ... X5 X4,075 (P12)) and similary when acting on F*(p33°)(as3).
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and so the associativity of the correspondences follows from the associativity of the
cup product, Lemma [1.13

We show here that A(x ¢)0g = g for all Ng-schemes with supports (X, ®) and (Y, ¥)
and all g € F(Y xg X, P(V,®)). The other claim is proved in the same way. We
denote by p;; the projection map from Y xg X xg X to the product of the i-th
component and the j-th component. We write out

Axe) 09 = Fu(p13) (F*(pw)(g) U F*(pzs)(A(X,<1>))>

~ . (p3) (F*(pu)(g) U F*(pzz)(F*(Z)ﬂX)))

where the maps are
o Fy(pi3) : (YxsXxgX,ps (P(\I/ @))ﬁp23 (23)(P (9, ))) — F(YxgX, P(V,®)),
o F*"(p12) : F(Y xg X, P(V,®)) > F(Y xg X xg X p12 (P(\IJ,CD))) and
o F*(p23) : F(X x5 X, P(®,®)) = F(Y x5 X x5 X,py3 (P(®, ®))).

Consider the following Cartesian diagram

Y x5 X —— (Y x5 X x5 X, pys (P(®,®)))

lpT’Z P23 l

X (X x5 X, P(®,9)),

)

where 7 and t := idy Xg Ax are morphisms in V@nd pro and pog are morphisms in
V*. By condition 4 in Definition of weak cohomology theories we have

F*(pa3) (F«(1)(1x)) = Fu(£)F" (pra2) (1x)
=F.(t)(lyxsx),
and substituting this into (5.7]) we get

Axa) 09 = Fulprs) (F*(Plz)(g) U F*(t)(leSX)>-

Notice that as morphisms of S-schemes, p12 = p13 and we can use the second projec-
tion formula to write

F.(p13) <F*(P12)(9) U F*(t)(leSX)> = gUF.(p12)Fu(t)(1y xsx)

=gUlyxgx
=9
where pjo on the right-hand side of the first equation is the morphism (Y xg X xg
X, pys (P(®,®))) = Y xg X, which is easily checked to be in Vi, and piaot = idy x ¢ x -
O

Neither the homological grading, coming from F,, nor the cohomological grading, coming

from F*,

on F(X xgY, P(®,V)) is compatible with correspondence composition o. We define

31t is clear that idy X g Ax is proper and one easily checks that the image of Y xg X under idy xs Ax
lies in py3 (P(®,®)) and this suffices to show that idy xs Ax is in Vi.
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a new grading, based on the cohomological grading, that is compatible. E| We define for any
Ng-schemes X and Y with families of supports ® and ¥ respectively

F(X x5 Y, P(®,0))i = @ F24msC4 (X xs v, PN X, W),
~
where X runs through the connected components of X.
PROPOSITION 5.4. This grading defined above, is compatible with o.

PRrROOF. What we want to show that if we have Ng-schemes with supports (X1, ®1), (X2, ®2)
and (X3,®3), and elements a € F(X; xg Xo,®12)" and b € F(Xy xg X3, ®Pa3)7, where
s := P(®,,d,), then boa € F(X; xg X3,P13)""/. Since the composition o distributes
over addition we can reduce to the case where X, Xo and X3 are all connected, and denote
dimg(X1) =: d; and dimg(Xs) =: do. Now F*(p12) and F*(pe3) are graded so

boa=F.(pi3)(zUy),
where z := F*(p12)(a) € F2M (X x5 Xa x5 X3, p15 (®1)) and y := F*(py3) (b) € F22H (X x5
Xo Xg X3,p2_31(<I>23)). The cup-product is defined by

zUy =F(A)(T(z,y)),
where

A (X1 x5 Xa X5 X3,pp5 (P12) Npag (Pa3)) —
(X1 x5 Xa x5 X3)x (X1 x5 Xa x5 X3),p15 (12) X5 pag (P23))
is induced by the diagonal morphism. 7' is a graded morphism, so
T(z,y) € FO((X1 x5 Xa x5 X3) x5 (X1 x5 X2 X5 X3),p15 (P12) X5 P33 (P23)),
where ¢ := 2d; + 2d2 + i + j, and since F*(A) is graded we have
zUy € FY(X1 xg Xa x5 X3,pr5 (P12) Npg ($a3)).

The morphism F.(p13) is graded with respect to the homological grading and we have that
xUy € Fg(X1 xg Xa xg X3,p1_21((1912) ﬂp2_31 (P93)) where d = 2dimg (X7 xg X9 xg X3) —cso
we have that

boa e Fg(X) xg X3, ®3) = FAms(XuxsXo)=d(x) o X3 @3).
To finish the proof we need to see that 2dimg(X; xg X3) —d = 2d; + i + j. We have
2 dimg(X1 x5 X3) — d = 2dimg(X; x5 X3) — 2dimg(X1 x5 X2 x5 X3) + ¢
— 2dimg(X; x5 X3) — 2dimg(X1 x5 X2 x5 X3) + 2do
v 2dy +i+ 7,

so it suffices to show that dimg(X; xg X3) — dimg(X; xg X9 xg X3) + do = 0. We notice
that we may assume that X; xg X3 is connected (and hence integral) for the same reasons we
reduced to the case of X7, Xo and X3 integral. By Proposition we see that

dimg (X1 xg X2 x5 X3) = dimg(X1 x5 Xo x5 X3) + dim((X2),),

where 7 is the generic point of S and (X3),, is the generic fiber. But by part vii) of Proposition

[A72] we get that
dim((X2),) = dimg(X2) — dimg(S) = dimg(X2)

which finishes the proof. O

4We could just as easily have chosen to define a new grading based on the homological one.
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3. The functor Cor

For each WCTS F € T we attach a graded additive category Corp. The objects are
obj(Corp) = obj(Vi) = 0bj(V*) and the morphisms are given by the correspondences, namely
a morphism from (X, ®) to (Y, V) is an element in F(X xg Y, P(®,¥)). The composition
of morphisms is given by the composition of correspondences o (i.e. if we have three objects
(X,®),(Y,¥) and (Z,Z) and morphisms a : (X,®) — (Y, ¥) and b: (Y, ¥) — (Z,E) then the
composition is boa € F(X xg Z, P(®,=))), which is associative by part (1) of Proposition
and from part (2) of Proposition we see that for each object (X, ®) € obj(Corp) the
identity morphisms is A(x ¢ : (X, @) — (X, ®@).

DEFINITION 5.5. We define a tensor product on the category Corg by
(X, 2)®s (Y, V) =(X xgY,® xg V)
on objects, and for morphisms f € F(X xgY, P(®,V)) and g € F(Z xg T, P(Z,0)) by
f®g e Homeeo, (X, P) ®s (Y,¥),(Z,2) ®s (T,0))
f®g:=Fu(idx xs py,z xsidr)(T(f,9)),
where piy,z is the permutation of the factors Y and Z.
We have the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 5.6. This tensor product along with the unit object (S, S) endow the category
Corp with the structure of a symmetric monoidal category.

PRrROOF. The associators are given by the natural associativity of the fiber product of
scheme, and the left and right unitors are given by the natural isomorphisms S x¢X — X and
X x58 — X respectively. It is then trivial to check the pentagon and triangle diagrams to see

that (Corp, ®g, (S,5)) is a monoidal category. The natural isomorphism X xgY SY xg X
for all S-schemes X and Y allows us to see that (Corp, ®g, (S5,95)) is a symmetric monoidal
category. O

If we now have a morphism ¢ : F — G in T then we get a functor of graded additive
symmetric monoidal categories

Cor(¢) : Corgp — Corg,
given by
¢ :F(X xgY,P(®,¥)) - G(X xg Y, P(P,V)),
for all (X, ®), (Y, V) € obj(Corp) = obj(Corg). This allows us to define a functor

Cor : T — Catgrab,og,
F +— Corp, and

where Catgrab,gg is the category of graded additive symmetric monoidal categories.

This functor Cor will be a central object moving forward, so we wish to study it’s prop-
erties. In order to do so we introduce a related functor. First we consider Disy, the discrete
category on the class of objects 0bj(Vi) = 0bj(V*) = obj(Corp) for any F € T. lLe., it’s
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the category with objects obj(Disv) = 0bj(Vi) = 0bj(V*) = obj(Corp) and for any objects
X,Y € obj(Disy) we have
idy £X=Y,
h isv (X, Y) =
omDisy ( ) {@ otherwise.

Now we can define a category Catpis,, /Grab,os, Which has as objects functors Disy — C
where C runs over all elements of Catgran,gy and morphisms are commutative triangles

X ! Y,

N

DiSV

where f : X — Y is a morphism in Catgrab g, i-¢. a functor of graded additive symmetric
monoidal categories. We note that we have obvious functors Disy — Vi, Disy — V* and
Disy — Cory for any F € T, and we have a functor
Cor: T — CatDisV/GrAb,@Jsa
F +— (Disy — Corp), and

Cor
(¢:F — G)w— Corp (@) Corg.

~

DiSV

PROPOSITION 5.7. The functor Cor : T — Calps,/araves s fully faithful.

ProOF. To show that Cor is faithful, we show that given a morphism ¢ : F —- G in T
we can recover ¢ uniquely from the morphism Cor(¢) in Catpis, /Grab,os- Furthermore we
note that it is clear that two morphisms in ¢,% : F — G in T agree if the homomorphisms
(x0); Vx,@) P F(X, @) = G(X, @) agree for all (X, ®) € obj(Vi) = obj(V*). But morphisms
(X,®) — (Y, ¥) in Corp are just elements of the group F(X xg Y, P(®,¥)) and so Cor(¢) is
the homomorphism of graded abelian groups

d(xxsy,P@w)  F(X XY, P(®,¥)) = G(X x5 Y, P(®,¥))

for all (X, ®) and (Y, ¥) in 0bj(Vi) = obj(V*). This holds in particular for (Y, ¥) = S, which
proves the claim.

To show that Cor is full, we notice that given any ¢ : Corp — Corg in Catpis, /Grab,eg:
then

¥ : Homgor, (S, (X, ®)) — Homeor, (S, (X, D))
defines a morphism F — G in T. O

For any WCTS F € T we can define a map on objects and morphisms pg : Corp — GrAb
by

IOF(X7 (I)) = F(Xv (I))7
pr(7) = (a = Fu(p2)(F*(p1)(a) U7)),

where v : (X, ®) — (Y, ¥) is a morphism in Corp, i.e. an element in F(X xgY, P(®,V)), and
the maps are p1 : (X x5V, p; (@) = (X,®) and pa : (X x5V, P(®,¥)Np; ! (®)) induced by
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the first and second projections respectively. The map pr is well defined by the definition of
P(®,¥).

LEMMA 5.8. The above construction gives us a functor pg: Corp — GrAb for any F € T.

PROOF. We need to show that pr sends the identity morphism to the identity morphism
and that it preserves the composition of morphisms.

Let (X, ®) € obj(Corp), then the identity morphism (X, ®) — (X, ®) in Corp is A(x o) =
F.(2)(1x), where as before 2 : X — (X xg X, P(®,®)) is induced by the diagonal morphism,
so we want to show that for any a € F(X, ®) we have

F.(p2) (F*(p1)(a) UF.(2)(1x)) = a.
By the second projection formula, Proposition [I.15] we have
Fi(p2)(F*(p1)(a) UF.(2)(1x)) = a UF.(p) o Fu(2)(1x)
=aUlyx
= (]/,
where p : (X xg X, P(®,®)) — X is the morphism in V. induced by the projection (onto
either factor, they are the same morphism).

Now consider three Ng-schemes with families of supports (X1, ®1), (X2, ®2) and (X3, P3).
For ease of notation, we denote as before ®;; := P(®;, ®;). Now let a € F(X;,®1) and we get

pe(3) o pe(a)(a) = () (-89 (1) @ U ) )
(53) = r.08) (702 (7.0 (P 010 Ua ) ) us)

where as before pz:j denotes the projection from X; x ¢ X; to X; etc. and when we are projecting
from X xg X2 xg X3 we don’t write the superscript. Here in particular (keeping track of the
supports) we have the morphisms

pi’ s (X1 x5 Xo, (p1%) " (®1)) = (X1, ®1),

Pyt (X1 x5 Xo, @120 (p1°) 1 (@1)) — (X2, ©2),
P31 (X2 x5 X3, (p3°) " (®2)) = (X2, ®s), and
Py (X2 x5 X3, P3N (p3°) " (P2)) — (X3, B3).

We have a Cartesian diagram

(X1 x5 X xg X3, pi (12) N py H(@1)) > (X1 x5 X, P12 N (p12)"1(D1))

p23 l lp%2

(X2 x5 X3, (p3%) "1 (®2)) (X2, ®2),

23
p3

where pi?, pog € Vi and pia,p33 € V*E| Furthermore, p3? is smooth (as the pullback of the
smooth structure morphism X; — S by the structure morphism Xy — S) so we have by
condition (4) of Definition that

F*(p3°) o Fu(py?) = Fi(p23) o F*(p12),

5The fact that p23 is in Vi can be checked in a similar manner to similar claims shown in the proof of

Proposition
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and substituting this into (5.8]) we obtain

pe(3) o pe(a)(a) = F. 8 (. o) (P02 (P01 @) U ) ) U5
(5.9) = F.08) (o) (P 1)@ UF* () ) U )

where the second equality comes from the fact that pullbacks respect cup products, Proposition
[[.14] and the maps are
p1: (X1 xs Xo xg Xa,p7 ' (®1)) = (X1, P1)
p12t (X1 x5 Xo x5 X3,p15 (P12)) = (X1 x5 X2, P12) ]
We now write x := F*(p1)(a) UF*(p12)(a) and consider the expression
Fa(p23)(z) U B.
We use the first projection formula from Proposition to write this as
Fy(p23)(x) U B = Fu(pas) (z UF*(p23)(B)),
where on the right-hand side we have the maps
F,(pas) : F(X1 x5 Xo x5 X3,p5 (P12) N pog (Pas) Np7 ' (D1))
— F(X x5 X3, (p5°) ' (®2) Npag (P23)),
and
F*(pa3) : F(X1 x5 X2 x5 X3, (P23)) = (X2 x5 X3, D).
If we substitute this into (5.9) we obtain

pr(8) o pr(0)(a) = F. (13%) (F*(ms) (F*<p1><a> U F*(pu)(a)) U /3)

= Fu(p3®) o Fu(pas) (F*(p1)(a) U F*(p12) () U F*(pa3)(3))
= F.(p3) (F*(p1)(a) UF* (p12) () U F*(p23)(6))-

Similarly we can calculate for any a € F(X1, ®1)

p(8 0 a)(a) = F. (o) (F*@F’)(a) U(Bo a))
() (F*@P)(a) U (F*@olg) (F*<p12><a> U F*<p23><6>>))
—FL () (F*@lg) (F*<p13><F*<pi3><a>> U F* (prs) () U F*(ng)(ﬁ)))

= F.(p3) (F*(p1)(a) UF*(p12) () UF*(p23)(8)),

where the second equality comes from the definition of 8 o a, the third equality comes
from the second projection formula from Proposition [I.15] This is exactly the same as

pr(B) o pr(a)(a). O

6The p12 here is from the last expression (after taking it inside the cup product) and has different supports
than the pi2 from the line above.
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We define a category Vjrop as the subcategory of Vi having the same objects as Vi and
morphisms are the Vi morphisms f : (X, ®) — (Y, ¥) such that the underlying morphism of
S-schemes X — Y is proper. For any WCTS F € T we define two more functorﬂ

Tf : Vorop — Corp, and
5 (V)P — Corp.
Both are defined to be the identity on objects, and if f : (X, ®) — (Y, ¥) is a morphism in
Vprop then
7 (f) = Fu(idx, f)(1x)
where the morphism (idx, f) : X — (X xg Y, P(®,¥)) isin V,, and if g : (X, P) — (Y, V) is
a morphism in V* then
(9) = Ful(g,idx)(1x)
where (g,idx) : X — (Y xg X, P(¥,®)) is a morphism in V*.
Finally we have two lemmas that tell us how we can compose thesse functors py, 7Y and

T to calculate pullbacks F* and pushforwards F, in a WCTS and how these interact with the
correspondence functor.

LEMMA 5.9. For any F € T we have
hd pFOT*F: F*‘Vprop and
o ppoTh=F".

PROOF. We prove that pp o 7F = F,, the other claim is proved in the same way.

We first notice that for any object (X, ®) € 0b(Vprop) = 0b(Vy) we clearly have by definition
PF © TE(X7 (I)) = (Xv (I))

Now let f: (X, ®) — (Y, V) be a morphism in Vjop. Then we have for any a € F(X, ®)

pr o, (f)(a) = pr(Fx(idx, [)(1x))
= Fu(p2)(F*(p1)(a) UF.(idx, f)(1x)),

where p; : (X xg Y,p; H(®)) — (X, ®) and py : (X xg Y, P(®,¥)Np; (D)) — (Y, V). By the
second projection formula, Proposition we have

F*(p1)(a) UF.(idx, f)(1x) = Fi(idx, f) <F*(idx7 [ E*(p1)(a)) U 1X>

_ P (idy, f) <F*(idx,f)(F*(p1)(a))>a

and therefore

pr o7, (f)(a) = Fu(p2)F(idx, f)F*(idx, f)F*(p1)(a),
where F*(idx, f) on the right-hand side of the first equation is a map F(X xg Y,p;*(®)) —
F(X,®) and F,(idx, f) : F(X,®) — F(X x5 Y,P(®, V)N p; (®)). It is clear that py o
(idx, f) = f as maps (X, ®) — (Y, ¥) and p; o (idx, f) = idx. Therefore we have

pr o (f)(a) = Fu(f)(a).

7 : ; F
These functors are functors under Disv, i.e. T, 0 ¢v, = pcory and s 0 v+ = ¢corp Where ¢y, , pv+, and
¢corp are the functors from Disy to Vprop, V™ and Corr respectively
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LEMMA 5.10. For any morphism ¢ : F'— G in T we have
Cor(¢) o7l = 8 and
Cor(¢) o 7 = 7¢
PROOF. As before we just prove the first equality, the second is proved in the same way. It
is immediately clear that the equality holds on objects, so we check it for morphisms. Namely,
let f:(X,®) — (Y,¥) be a morphism in Vjop. Then
Cor(¢) o 7 (f) = Cor(¢)(Fu(idx, f)(1x))
= ¢(F.(idx, f)(1x))
= Gu(idx, f)(¢(1x))
= Gy (idx, f)(1x)
= 7(f),
where the penultimate equality comes from the fact that for any morphism of WCTS ¢ : F — G
we have ¢(1x) = 1x. O



CHAPTER 6

Applications

THEOREM 6.1. (¢f. [CR11, Proposition 3.2.2.]) Let X and Y be connected Ng-schemes
and let

o € Homgopey (X, V)% = CH™X (X x5 Y, P(®x, By))

be a correspondence from X to'Y, where dx := dimg(X).

(1) If the support of o projects to an r-codimensional subset in'Y, then the restriction of
pr o Cor(cl)(a) to ®jcriH (X, QJX/S) vanishes.

(2) If the support of a projects to an r-codimensional subset in X, then the restriction of
pu o Cor(cl)(a) to ®j>dimg x—r+1,iH" (X, Q?X/S) vanishes.

PROOF. (1) Without loss of generality we can assume that o = [V] where V C
X xgY is an integral closed subscheme of S-dimension dimg (V) = dimg(Y) =: dy,
and such that pro(V) C Y has codimension r, where pro : X xgV — Y is the
projection morphism. Recall that by definition

pr © Cor(c)([V)(B) = Hu(pr2)(H" (pr1)(8) U cl(V, X x5 Y)),

for 3 € H(X,®x). Without loss of generality we can assume 3 € H'(X, QJX /S) and

so H*(pr1)(B) € H'(X x5, Qg(xSY/S)' Consider the diagram
d * * = dx (d H* (pr1)(B)U ds+i s ~dx 47
+§Bd v (prlﬂg(/s BOxxgy pr?QI;’/S) HVX(QXXXSY/S) HVX+z(QXX><J;JY/S)
a —=a x
lproj. proj.

H*(pr1)(B)Y

d do i von
HVX (pTTQX};S] ®OX><SY pTQQ{//S>

Hi

PTz(V)(Y’ 2

Y/S

where we write H{,(F) for HP(X xg Y, F) for readability. First of all, we notice
that the lower vertical map on the right is chosen so that the composition is exactly
H,(pra) which we know we can do by Lemma Secondly we notice that the
square commutes. This is because the projection on the left is precisely the one such
. . . dx +i d ; . .
that cupping with H*(pr1)(8) lands in H* Z(pri‘QX’;S ROxx v pr%Q{,/S), i.e. if the
left arrow projepts to H‘d{x (per‘;(/S®oXXSYpr§Q%’//S), then cupping with H*(pr1)(8)
maps to H‘iX—H(pTTQ?XS RO gv pr§Q§’//S) forcing a = dx — j to hold.
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d ) d
HVX+Z(pT:TQX);S ®(9XXSY pT;

);

Q%’/S

)
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To show that this vanishes it thus suffices to show that cl(V, X)) vanishes under
the map

HIX (X xgY,00x POy HEX (X x5 Y, priQiXe? @ prsq]

X x Y/S) X/S Y/S)
for any 0 < j < r — 1. Furthermore, by Lemma [£.27] we may localize to the generic
point 7 of V' and thus it suffices to show that cl(V, X),, vanishes under the projection

map
HPX(X xgY, QX sv/s

forall 0 <g<r—1.

We write B = Ox gy, and Oy, ;- A is a regular local ring of dimension r and
B is formally smooth over A. Let t1,...,t. € A be a regular sequence of parameters.
B/(1®ty,...,1®t,) is a regular local ring so there exist elements s,41,...,54, € B
such that 1 ® ¢1,...,1®ty, 8p41,...,845 is a regular sequence of parameters for B.
The explicit description of the cycle class given in Lemma [4.26] gives

. d(l@tl)/\~~-/\d(l@tr)/\dsr_;,_l/\---/\dsdx
CI(V7X)77 - (71) |: 1®t1,...,1®tr,87«+1,...,3dx

) P25 HiX (X x5 Y, priQs¥s’ @ pr30d o),

The construction of the element T in Section (4.1 and [CR11, Appendix A.1.| is
functorial, see Lemma [4.11| This tells us that to show that cl(V, X xgY’), vanishes

under
proj. dx—j
HIX (X x5 Y, Q% cvys) T X (X xs Y, priQiy ! @ prsQy o),
it suffices to show that d(1®t1) A--- Ad(1 ®1t,) Adsp41 A -+ Adsg, vanishes under
the corresponding projection
d dx
Qeir = QiR @R QA/R’

where R = Og(S), and C = Ox pri(n)- Since 0 < j < r —1 this is clear; every term
of the image must have at least one d(1) = 0 occuring in the QC/R part and hence
all terms are zero.

(2) The proof of this part is by symmetry the same as in part (1). It suffices to show
that cl(V, X xgY') vanishes under the projection map

HIX (X x5 Y, Q8% Py HIX(X x5 Y, prify s @ prsyis?),

X x Y/S) Y/S

and from here the argument is the same.
O

Let S be a separated S-scheme and f : X — S and g : Y — S be integral S -schemes that
are Ng-schemes. Let Z C X x4 Y be a closed integral subscheme s.t. dimg(Z) = dimg(Y")
and s.t. pra|lz : Z — Y is proper, where pra : X xg¢ Y — Y is the projection. For an
open subscheme U C S, we write Z;; for the pullback of Z over U inside 1) xy g~ HU).
This gives a correspondence [Zy] € Homcorey (fHU), g7 1(U))?, which induces a morphism
of Og-modules

prr o Cor(cl)((Zv]) - HI(f7(U), 2} - H'(g' (),

1w)/s) -1)/s)
for all 7, j.

In this situation we have the following Proposition.
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PROPOSITION 6.2. The set {py o Cor(cl)([Zy])|[U C Z open} induces a morphism of
quasi-coherent O g -modules

pu(Z/8) : RULQ o = Rig. 0 g,
foralli,j.

PROOF. The proof follows along the same lines as the proof of the corresponding [CR11
Proposition 3.2.4.] until the final conclusions.
We have to show two statements:

(1) The maps pg o Cor(cl)([Zy]) are compatible with restrictions to opens sets.
(2) The maps pg o Cor(cl)([Zy]) are O(U)-linear.

We denote by
priv s [T x g U) = [THU)
the map in V* induced by the first projection f~! x ¢=}(U) — f~1(U) and by
prau : (f7HU) xg g U), P(® 117y, @y-1017))) = g (V)

the map in V, induced by the first projection f~! x ¢=}(U) — ¢~!(U), and denote by

jg: fTHV) = fHU) and

g9 (V) =g (U)

the morphisms in V* induced by an open immersion j : V"< U. To show (1) we have to show
that for any o € H'(f~1(U), Q‘;"_l(U)/S) we have
(6.1)  H"(jg)Hu(prou)(H" (pri,v)(a) U cor(cl)([Zu]))

= H.(pray)(H" (pri,v)(H"(j)(a) U cor(c)([Zv])).

Consider the Cartesian square

!
Pra v

(fHU) xg g7HV), @)

"df—lanxﬂ'gl Jg

pr2,u

(fTHU) xg g7 U), P(®p-11), Py-1(1))) —= g~ (U),
where @ is defined as (id -1y X ) (P(® p-1(17), Bg-1(1r))) and

proy : (f7HU) xg g L V), @) = g1 (V)

is the map in V, induced by the first projection f~1(U) X g g (V) = g~ }(V). Since j, is
induced by a smooth morphism we see that

(6.2) H* (o) He(praw) = Ha(proy ) H* (id -1 (1) % jg).
Denote by prll’U : f7HU) xg g7} (V) = f71(U) the morphism in V* induced by the first
projection, then applying to the LHS of gives
H*(jg)Hi(pra,u) (H" (pri,u)(a) U cor(cl)([Zu]))
= H.(pray) H" (idg1 (1) X jo) (H* (pri,v)(er) U cor(cl)([Zu]))
= H.(pray) (H" (pryy) (@) U cor(cl)([Zv]),
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where the last equality follows from the fact that pr/l’U = jropriv, H*(ids—1 )% jg)(cor (c))([Zuv])) =
cor(cl)([Zy]) and pullbacks commute with cup products. We introduce the morphisms
J X idg-r vy fTHV) X g7 (V) = fTHU) xg g7 H(V)
in V* and
T (V) xg g7 (V) Zyv) = (fTHU) xg g7 (V), @),
and
id = (f7 (V) xg g7 V), Zv) = (FHV) xg g7 (V) P(@p1(), @i (1))
in Vi, where 7 is induced by j X idy-1(y) and id is induced by the identity. Applying the
projection formula, Proposition , to H, (prlzy)(H* (prll,U)(a) U cor(cl)([Zv])) gives

H.(pray)(H (pry p)(@) U cor(c)([Zv])) = Hu(pray ) (H (pry ) (@) U cor(cl(CH.(7))([Zv]))
= H.(pro,y ) Hao(7) (H* (j X idg-1(v)) H* (pr1 ) (@) U cor(el)([Zv])),

and the equalities

!

H, (pr,Qy)H* (1) = Hi(pro,v)Hi(id ) and,
H*(jy x idg-()) H* (pry ) = H*(pri,v ) H* (jf)

imply that (6.1) holds.
To show (2) we note that it suffices to consider the case U = S = Spec (R'). We have to
show that the following equality holds for all ' € R’ and all a € H (X, ¥’

X/S):
(6.3) g"(r') U He(pra) (H* (pr1)(a) U cl(12]))
= H.(prs)(H* (pr1) (f* () Ua) U el([2)),
Whe/re g : R — HY%X,0x) and f*: R — HO(Y,Oy) are the ring homomorphisms inducing
a R -module structures on H(X) and H(Y), respectively. Notice that if we have
(6.4) H* (pra)(g"(r')) U cl((Z]) = H* (pr1)(f*(r)) U el([2)),
in Hy* (X x5 Y,Q% _y), where dy := dimg(X), then

L (pra) (H* (pra) () U @) U (2]

= H.(pra) (H* (pr1)(f*(r)) U H* (pr1)(a) U cl([2]))

= Ho(pra) (' (pra)(g"(r)) U el((2]) U H" (pry)(@)

= g"(r') U Ha(pra) (H" (pr1) (a) U cl([2])),
where the first equality holds since the pullback commutes with the cup product, see Proposi-
tion the second equality is simply (6.4)), and the final equality follows from the projection
formula, Proposition [I.15

So to finish the proof, it therefore suffices to show that (6.4]) holds, for any r € R. By

Lemma [£.27] we see that it suffices to check this locally around the generic point n € Z. We
can, without loss of generality, further shrink the open set around n and assume Z is regular

and such that the ideal of X is generated by a regular sequence t1,...,tq,,. We can shrink
further around 7 and assume X x g Y and X xgY are affine. By Lemma [£.26] we see that

dty A --- /\dth:|

c(Z,X xSY)n:(—l)dX[ . Y
ses by
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and we write

r®@1:=H*(pr)(f*(r)), and

1®7 = H"(pr2)(g"(r)).
Then it suffices to show that

dtl/\"-/\dtdx

6.5 "®1U(=1)%
(6.5) " (1) [ tyo oty

} =1@r U(-1)% [dtlA"'Adth].

thy .ty

It follows from Lemma [4.12] that

r/ ® 1U (_1)(1X |:dt1 VANEEEIAN dth:| — (—1)dX |:(7’/ ® 1)dt1 A A dth

t1,...,tdy t1,..,tdy
dty N --- /\dtdx . (71)(1){ (1 ®7“/)dt1 VANREIRWAN dth
t1,...,tdy t1,...,tdy ’

], and
1@r U(—1)% [

So the equation (6.5)) follows if we can proof

rdty A --- ANdtg
6.6 X1 =0,
(6.6) |: t1,...,tady :|

where 7 :=r' ® 1 — 1 ®r . Note that since S° — S is separated by assumption, we have that
X xgY — X xXgY is a closed immersion, and if we pull r back to H%(X Xg'Y, OXXS/Y)
then it clearly vanshes. In particular it lies in the ideal of Z in X X o» Y which is a subset of

the ideal of Z in X xgY. Then equation follows from part (2) of Lemma O

Recall the following definition.

DEFINITION 6.3. Two integral schemes X and Y over a base scheme S are called properly
birational over S if there exists an integral scheme Z over S and proper birational S-morphisms

X/Z\Y.

THEOREM 6.4. (¢f. |[CR11, Theorem 3.2.8.]) Let S be a Noetherian, excellent, regular,
separated, irreducible scheme of dimension at most 1. Let S" be a separated S-scheme of finite
type, and let X and Y be irreducible N'g-schemes of finite type, and f : X — S andg:Y — S
be morphisms of S-schemes such that X and Y are properly birational over S'. Let Z be an
integral scheme and let Z — X and Z —'Y be proper birational morphisms such that

X/Z\Y
N,
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commutes. We denote the image of Z in X X oY by Zy. Then p(Zo/S/) induces isomorphisms
of Og - modules

R f.Ox = Rg.Oy and
R'f.0% )5 = R'g.0f g,
for all i, where d :== dimg(X) = dimg(Y).

PRrROOF. Having set up the machinery of the actions of correspondences on Hodge cohomol-
ogy with supports, the proof of this statement is independent of the base scheme, i.e. it follows
along the same lines as the proof of the case over a perfect field of positive characteristic, i.e.
the proof of [CR11, Theorem 3.2.8.]. We record the proof here for completeness.

First we recall that p(Zy/S) is defined as the sheafification of the maps

(6.7) pir o cor(c)([Zow]) : H'(f M U), 1 y6) = H (9™ U), 21 1))

where U runs over all open subsets of S" and Zg 17 is the restriction of Zg to f~1(U) xy g~ (U).
It clearly suffices then to show that is an isomorphism for j = 0,7 = d and every open U
S’. We can therefore without loss of generality suppose that U = §', f~1(U) = X, g~ }(U) =
and Zy iy = Zp, and we need to show that

C
Y

pr o cor(c)([Zo]) : H(X,Ox) — H'(Y,Oy) and
pir o cor(cl)([Zo]) : HI(X, 9% ) — HI(Y, 08 )

are isomorphisms for all 7. None of the cohomology groups, H (X, Ox), H(Y, Oy)," (X, Q?(/S)

or Hi(Y, Q‘}i, / g) depend on S, and it follows from the universal property of fiber products that

prr o cor(cl)([Zo]) does not depend on S'. Furthermore, since Zg C X X ¢ Y is closed, and
X XY C X xgY is closed because we choose S’ to be separated over S, then Zyp C X xgY
is closed. We can therefore reduce to the case where S° = S. Furthermore, since it is clear
that pg o cor(cl)([Zp]) only depends on the image of Z in X xg Y, we may assume that
Z CX xXgY and Z = Zj.

By assumption on Z, X,Y there exist open subsets Z cZ X cX,andY CV, st
pri (X)) = Z and pry'(Y') = Z' and such that pri|, Z' — X' and praf, Z =Y are
isomorphisms, where pr; : X XxgY — X and pry : X xgY — Y denote the projections.

The subset Z defines a correspondence [Z] € Homcorey (X, Y)? and we denote by [Z¢] the
transpose, i.e. the correspondence [Z!] € Homcopey (Y, X )? defined by viewing Z as a subset
of Y X8 X.

We claim that

(6.8) [Z] o [Zt] = Ay/s + E;, and
[Z']0[Z] = Ax)s + En,

where E) and Es are cycles supported in (Y \ V') xg (Y \ V') and (X \ X') xg (X \ X')
respectively.
Lemma [5.1] tells us that [Z%] o [Z] is naturally supported in

Supp(Z,Z') = {(561,562) € X xg X|(z1,y) € X, (y,29) € Z', for some y € Y}.
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Lemma for the open subset X' C X tells us that [Z'] o [Z] maps to [AX//S] via the
localization map

CH(Supp(Z, Z)) — CH(Supp(Z, Z') N (X' x5 X')).

Therefore
[Z' 0 [Z]) = Ax)s + E»

where Ej is supported in Supp(Z, Z%) \ (X’ xg X'). Furthermore,
Supp(Z, 2" N (X x5 X) U (X x5 X)) = Ayr /g = Supp(Z, 2") N (X x5 X),
and therefore s is supported in (X x g X)\((X xsX)U(X xsX")) = (X\X ) xg(X\X"). The

same argument shows that [Z]o[Z'] = Ay g+ E; where Ej is supported in (Y\Y)xg(Y\Y").

Theorem ﬂ now tells us that py o cor(cl)(E2) vanishes on H'(X,Ox) and H*(X, Q%{/S)

for all 4, and that py o cor(cl)(E;) vanishes on H'(Y,Oy) and H'(Y, Qdy/s) for all ¢. this
implies that

pr o cor(c))([Z]) : H(X,Ox) — H(Y,Oy) and
pr o cor(cl)([Z]) : H'(X,Q%/g) = H'(Y, 0 5)

are isomorphisms for all i. O






APPENDIX A

Chow Groups Over a Base Scheme

In this appendix we collect the results from Fulton’s book [Ful98| that we need. We do not
present complete proofs here. These are all well known results and we mostly refer to proofs
found elsewhere. We assume we have a base scheme S that is Noetherian, regular, separated
and excellent. All schemes considered are assumed to be of finite type and separated over S.

1. Dimension and Rational Equivalence
1.1. Dimension. Recall the definition of the relative dimension from [Ful98| §20.1]|.

DEFINITION A.1. Let w : X — S be a scheme and V' C X be a closed integral subscheme
of X. We define

dimg (V) := tr.deg(R(V)/R(T)) — codim(T, S),
where T is the closure of 7(V') in S. If v € X is the generic point of V' and ¢ = m(v) then
dimg (V) = tr.deg(x(v)/k(t)) — dim(Og ).

The following proposition is [Web15l, Proposition 2.1.3]. It gives many fundamental prop-
erties of this S-dimension.

PROPOSITION A.2. Let X and Y be irreducible S-schemes.
i) We have
dimg(X) = dimg(Xyea)-
ii) If V.— X is a closed irreducible subscheme of X we have
codim(V, X ) = dimg(X) — dimg(V).
iit) For any dominant morphism of finite type f : X — Y we have
dimg(X) = dimg(Y) + tr.deg(k(X)/k(Y)).
w) If f: X — S is a dominant morphism of finite type and closed, we have
dimg(X) = dim(X) — dim(.5),

where the unadorned dim denotes the Krull-dimension
v) If f: X — Y is a morphism of S-schemes, then

dimg(X) = dimg(Y) + dimy (X).

vi) If S = Spec (k) for a field K, then the S-dimension of X and the Krull-dimension of X
coincide. In the case that X and Y are irreducible schemes of finite type over a field k,
we have

dimy (X) = dim(X) — dim(Y').
vii) If f: X =Y is a flat morphism. We have for every pointy € Y
dim(X,) = dimg(X) — dimg(Y).

123
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O
We can now definine cycles, rational equivalence, and the Chow group in an analogous
manner to the definition in [Ful98, §1.3].
We first look at the definition of k-cycles.

DEFINITION A.3. A k-cycle in X is a finite formal sum,
o= Z ny; Vil ,
Vi

where each V; is a closed integral subscheme of S-dimension k. The group of k-cycles is the
free Abelian group on these closed integral subschemes of S-dimension k. We denote this

group by Zi(X).
We now define a class of cycles that are said to be rationally equivalent to zero.

DEFINITION A.4. By part (ii) of Proposition we see that if W is a closed integral
subscheme of X of S-dimension (k + 1) and if V' C W is a closed integral subscheme of
codimension 1 in W, then

dimg(V) = dimg(W) — codim(V, W) =k +1—-1=k,
so if r € R(W)* the standard definition
[divw ()] := ) _(ordy, (1)) [Vi],
Vi

defines a k-cycle, where the sum is over all codimension 1 closed integral subschemes V; of W,
and

ordy, (r) = length(Ow,,, / (1)),

where 7y; is the generic point of V;.
We say that a k-cycle « is rationally equivalent to zero if there exist finitely many closed
integral subschemes W; of S-dimension (k + 1), and r; € R(W;)* such that

a=Y[divw,(r;)].
i
This gives us a subgroup of Z;(X) that we denote by Raty(X).
Now we can define the Chow group of X.

DEFINITION A.5. Let X be an S-scheme. Then the Chow group of X is defined as
CH.(X/S) = €P CHx(X/S),
keZ
where
CHy(X/S) = Zy(X)/Raty(X),

i.e., it is the graded group whose kth component is the group of k-cycles up to rational
equivalence.
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2. Proper Pushforwards and Flat Pullbacks
2.1. Proper Pushforwards.

We need the notion of a degree of a proper morphism. This is completely analogous to the
case over a field like in [Ful98, §1.4].

Let f: X — Y be a proper morphism of S-schemes. If V is a closed integral subscheme
of X then W := f(V) is a closed integral subscheme of Y. Now f induces a morphism on
the function fields R(W) — R(V) endowing R(V') the structure of a field extension of R(W).
Furthermore, we have

dim(V) = dim(W) + tr.deg(R(V)/R(W)),
by [GDG65l Cor. 5.6.6]. Notice that this is an equality (and not an inequality) because W is
of finite type over the excellent base scheme S, and hence itself excellent (and in particular
universally catenary). Therefore the extension [R(V') : R(W)] is finite if and only if dim(V') =
dim(W). Furthermore we notice that by parts (iv) and (v) of Proposition we have
dim(V) = dim (W),
if and only if
dimg (V') = dimg(W).
We can therefore define the degree.

DEFINITION A.6. As before we let f : X — Y be a proper morphism of S-schemes and
V' C X be an integral closed subscheme. We denote by W := f(V'). Then

[R(V): RW)], if dimg(V) = dimg(W)
0, otherwise.

deg(V/W) = {

We can now define the proper pushforward of k-cycles.

DEFINITION A.7. Let f : X — Y be a proper morphism of S-schemes. Then we have a
homomorphism of Abelian groups

fe 0 Z(X) = Zi(Y),

defined on generators as
Fe([V]) = deg(V/F(V)) - [f(V)].

We want this to extend to a homomorphism of the Chow groups. We therefore need to
show that f, sends a cycle that is rationally equivalent to zero to a cycle that is also rationally
equivalent to zero. First we consider the following lemma, which is a relative analogue to
[Ful98, Prop. 1.4]. It is very important in order to define proper pushforwards and an to give
an alternate description of rational equivalence.

LEMMA A.8. Let f: X = Y be a proper, surjective morphism of integral S-schemes and
let r € R(X)*. Then
a) fe([div(r)]) =0 if dimg(Y) < dimg(X).
b) fulldiv(r)]) = [div(N(r))] if dimg(X) = dimg(Y).
where N(r) is the norm of the R(Y)-linar endomorphism -r : R(X) — R(X) which is well
defined since the extension R(X)/R(Y) is finite.

ProOF. This theorem holds for integral S-schemes where S is a regular scheme. See the
discussion after [Ful98, Lemma 20.1.] O
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THEOREM A.9. If f : X — Y is a proper morphism of S-schemes, and o € Ratp(X).
Then

f*(a) € Ratk(y)
Therefore, the proper pushforward of cycles from Definition [A.7]] extends to a proper pushfor-

ward group homomorphism
fx : CHL(X/S) — CH.(Y/9).

Proor. This Theorem follows directly from Lemma cf. [Ful98, Theorem 1.4.]. O
Proper pushforwards are functorial.

PrOPOSITION A.10. Let f: X =Y and g : Y — Z be proper morphisms of S-schemes.
Then

(go fle=gxo fs,
as homomorphisms CH.(X/S) — CH.(Z/S). Furthermore (idx ).« : CH.(X/S) — CH.(X/S)
1s the identity homomorphism.

ProoOF. This is clear. O

2.2. Cycles of Subschemes. This definition is identical to the definition in [Ful98| §1.5]
restricted to the case of S-schemes.

Let X be any S-scheme with irreducible components X7, ..., X,. We associate a cycle [X]
to X, the (fundamental) cycle of X.

DEFINITION A.11. The fundamental cycle of X is defined by
T
[X] =) mi[X],
i=1

where the m;’s are the geometric multiplicities of the X; in X defined by
m; = lox,xi (OX,Xz‘)v
where lo, (M) denotes the length of the Ox x,-module M.
2.3. Alternative Description of Rational Equivalence. We now give an alternate
description of rational equivalence and prove that it is equivalent to the one given when we
defined Chow groups. We use this description in the proof of Theorem

For an S-scheme X we consider a (k + 1)-dimensional integral subscheme W of the fiber
product X Xxg P}g such that the second projection

X xg Py — Pk,
induces a dominant morphism f: W — Pé. Let us denote the first projection
X xsP§ — X,

by p. For any S-rational point P € }P’g we consider the fiber f~1(P) C X xg {P} and p maps
this fiber isomorphically onto a subscheme V(P) of X. In particular

p:([fH(P)]) = [V(P)],
in Z;(X). We can in particular choose to look at the points P = 0 and P = oo, the zero-point

and oco-point of ]P’g.
We clearly have the following lemma
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LEMMA A.12. Let W be an integral S-scheme of dimension k+ 1 and let f: W — IP’}g be
a dominant morphism. Now f defines a rational function in R(W') which we also denote by f
and we have: The fibres f~1(0) and f~'(c0) are both subschemes of W of pure S-dimension
k and

[F7HO)] = [f~H(e0)] = [div(f)).
By the above we have
[V(0)] = [V(P)] = p«([div(f)]),

and we have the following proposition.

PROPOSITION A.13. Let X be an S-scheme and let o € Zy(X) by a k-cycle. Then o €
Rati(X) if and only if there exist some (k + 1)-dimensional integral subschemes W1, ..., W;
of X xg ]P’}q such that the second projection induces dominant morphisms

for each i, and

in Zp(X).

PrOOF. This is proven as in [Ful98, Proposition 1.6.], since we have part (b) of Lemma
[A.8 in our situation. O

2.4. Flat Pullback.
Similarly to the proper pushforward, we define the flat pullback on cycles first and then prove
it descends to a homomorphism of Chow groups.

DEFINITION A.14. Let f : X — Y be a flat morphism of S-schemes of relative S-dimension
n. Then the flat pullback by f on cycles is defined by

F21 =112
for any closed integral subscheme Z C Y. This extends by linearity to a group homomorphism
7 Zk(Y) = Zggn(X),
for any k.

To show that this extends to a homomorphism of the Chow groups, we need the following
lemma and proposition.

LemMA A15. If f: X = Y is flat, then for any subscheme Z C'Y we have
(2D =112
PRrROOF. This is [Ful98, Lemma 1.7.1], and is independent of a base scheme. O
We have the following “push-pull formula” for cycles.
ProproOSITION A.16. Let

’
r g
— > X

b

—Y.
g )

>

\h\
-

~
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be a Cartesian square of S-schemes and S-morphisms with g flat and f proper. Then g is
flat, f" is proper and for all cycles o € Z,(X) we have

f.97"(@) = " fu(a),
in Z,(Y")
PRrROOF. This is [Ful98| Proposition 1.7.], and it does not depend on the base scheme S. [

THEOREM A.17. Let f : X = Y be a flat morphism of S-schemes of relative S-dimension
n, and let o € Ratp(Y'). Then f*(a) € Ratgin(X).

ProoOF. This follows from Proposition and Proposition Cf. |[Ful98, Theorem
1.7 0

We have a an exact sequence of Chow groups, relating the Chow groups of a closed sub-
scheme X of a scheme Y with the Chow groups of Y and the complement U :=Y \ X.

PROPOSITION A.18. Let Y be an S-scheme, i : X — Y be a closed subscheme of Y and
Jj:U =Y be the open immersion of U :==Y \ X into Y. Then the following sequence is exact
for all k:

CHy(X/S) 25 CHL(Y/S) L5 CHL(U/S) — 0.
PrOOF. This is [Ful98, Proposition 1.8.]. O

3. Vector Bundles and the Normal Cone

3.1. Blow-ups and the Normal Cone. For the following material on the normal cone
and blow-up we follow [Web15| quite closely.

DEFINITION A.19. We let X be an S-scheme, A* = @®,>0A" a graded sheaf of Ox-
algebras such that Ox — AY is an isomorphism and A® is locally generated in degree 1 as an
Ox-algebra. For a variable ¢t we let A®[t] be the graded Ox-algebra given by

(A" =A" @ A" e .. A @ A%
We then define the cone of A® by
C :=C(A®) ;= Spec (A°®) — X,
the projective cone of A® by
P(C) := P(A®) := Proj(A®) — X.
We set
Caol:=C(A),
and
P(C @ 1) :=Proj(A°®[t]),
the projective closure of C.
REMARK A.20. Vector bundles are particular examples of the cone construction. Namely

if F is a vector bundle on the S-scheme X and £ is the sheaf of sections of E over X, then F
is the cone of the graded Ox-algebra Sym®*EV.

From now on, unless otherwise stated, graded Ox algebras A® are assumed to be such
that Ox — A° is an isomorphism and A*® is locally generated by A' as an Ox-algebra.

PROPOSITION A.21. Let X-be an S-scheme.
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(1) If A®* — A'® is a surjective, graded homomorphism of graded sheaves of Ox -algebras
and C := C(A*) and C" := C(A'®) then there are closed embeddings
o ye
and
P(C') = P(C),
such that the canonical line-bundle Oc(1) on P(C) restricts to Oy (1), the canonical

line-bundle on P(C").
(2) The element t € (A®[t])! determines a regular section

s e T(P(C@1),0pcar)(1)).
The zero-scheme Z(s) of this section is canonically isomorphic to P(C) and its com-

pliment P(C ® 1)\ P(C) is canonically isomorphic to C.

PrOOF. This is [Ful98, Appendix B.5.1.|, and does not depend on any choice of a base
scheme. ]

DEFINITION A.22. Let X be an S-scheme, and E a vector bundle on X with sheaf of
sections £. Then the zero section

sp:C(0x) =X = E=C(Sym*€gY),
is defined by the surjection
e:Sym*€Y — Oy,
elgymogv = idoy, and
elgymigv = 0 for i > 1.
Now we define the normal cone and the blow-up.

DEFINITION A.23. Let Y be an S-scheme and let 7 : X — Y be a closed subscheme of Y
with ideal sheaf J on Y. Then we define the normal cone CxY to X in Y as

CxY := Spec (@ T"/T™),
n>0

i.e., the cone of the graded Oy-algebra @,>0J"/J" . The blow-up BlxY of Y along X is
defined as the projective cone of the graded Oy-algebra ©,>0J" i.e.,

BixY :=Proj(@ J™).
n>0
The scheme
E=X Xy ley,

is called the exeptional divisor of the blow-up BlxY .

I

We have the following proposition from [Web15, Prop. A.3.18.] that collects some standard
facts on blow-ups and normal cones.

PROPOSITION A.24. Leti: X — Y be a closed immersion of S-schemes.

a) The morphism BlxY — Y is projective.
b) If Y is integral then BlxY is integral.



130 A. CHOW GROUPS OVER A BASE SCHEME

¢) The exceptional divisor E of the blow-up BlxY is an effective Cartier divisor on BlxY
and we have
E = P(CxY).
d) If X does  not  contain  any  rreducible  component  of Y, then
BlxY — Y is birational.
e) If Y is S-equidimensional of S-dimension d, then so is CxY .
f) If Y — Z is another closed immersion, then there is a canonical closed immersion

BlxY — Blx Z,
such that the exceptional divisor of Blx Z restricts to the exceptional divisor of BlxY .
3.2. Deformation and Specialization to the Normal Cone.

PROPOSITION A.25. Leti: X — Y be a closed immersion of S-schemes with normal cone
C := CxY. Then there exists a uniquely determined S-scheme M := Blxy ;(s}Y Xsg IP’}g and

a dominant morphism of S-schemes p: M — ]P’}q such that the following properties hold.

a) There exists a closed immersion i : X XSIP% — M such that the following triangle commutes

X xgPL : M

b) Over Af =PL\ {oo} we have
pHAY) =Y xg Af.
c¢) Over {00} the Cartier divisor My, := p~1({cc}) is the sum of two effective Cartier divisors
My =P(C®1)+ BixY.
d) The closed immersion
Too : X = X xg {00} = M,
induced by 1, is given by the composition of the zero section of X in C with the canonical
open immersion of C into P(C & 1).
e) The intersection of the two divisors P(C®1) and BlxY is P(C), regarded as the hyperplane
at infinity in P(C @ 1) and the exeptional divisor of BlxY respectively.
f) In particular we have
Ioo(X)NBlxY =10

The closed immersion i gives a family of closed immersions of X

X xgPL ! M := M\ BlxY
N /
Py

which deformes the given immersion i to the zero section i of X in C.
PROOF. a) The morphism p is defined as the composition of the canonical morphism
M := Blxy (oostY XsP§ =Y xgPg,

and the projection Y xg P}g — P}g.
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From the sequence of closed immersions
X xg{oog} = X xgPixg—Y xg Pk,
we get a closed immersion
Blxy 4{oos1X X5 Py — M,
such that the following square commutes
Blxygfoog}X X§ Pg—— M

l

X xgPLe——=Y xg PL.
Since X xg {oog} is a Cartier divisor in X xg IPls we have an isomorphism
Blyxgioos} X X5 Py = X x5 P,
and so we have a closed immersion
1: X x5 Py < Blxy (oos}Y XsPs,

such that the following diagram commutes

X xgPLC— > M

pra Y Xs Pllg

PL.

b) This follows from the fact that the morphism M — Y xg IP’IS is an isomorphism away from
X xg{oog}inY xg IP’}g and the exceptional divisor F in M.

¢) The normal cone to Y xg {ocog} in M is C' @ 1 so the exceptional divisor E in M is equal
to P(C @ 1). Furthermore we have a sequence of closed immersions

X XS {OOS} —Y Xs {OOS} —Y Xsp}g,
so we have a closed immersion
BlxY — M.

This shows that both P(C' @ 1) and BlxY can be viewed as closed subschemes of M.
Showing that

My, = E + BlxY,
is a local problem. First we assume S = Spec R and we may assume Y = Spec A where A

is an R-algebra and X = Spec A/I where I is an ideal in A. We identify P§ \ {0g} with
AL = R[t] and Y xg A} with A[t].
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The part of M we look at is equal to the blowup Blxy 1051Y Xs A}g and this is by
definition equal to Proj(I,t)® where

(L) =T+ I 4 A+ AT
Proj(I,t)® is covered by standard affine open sets Spec (1, t)Za) where

(1,00 = {ogls € (L"),

and a runs through the generators of (I,t) in Aft]. It is enough to consider each of these
sets Spec (1, t)za).
The exceptional divisor is defined as ProjR®, where
(L, )"
(L)t
We have a surjection (I,¢)* — R® and the kernel is clearly (I,t) - (I,%)® so we have a short
exact sequence

R" =

0— (I,t)-(1,t)* — (I,t)* - R* — 0.
We localize at (a) and obtain
0= ((L,t) - (1,1)*) @) = (L, )7,y = R{,) — 0.
Now

((L8) - (16" = { 5ls € (L))

S
= {GW’S € (I,t)n+1}

=a- (L),

so the localized short exact sequence is in fact

0—a- (LN = (I,t)5, = B,y — 0.

Therefore we see that locally in Spec (I, t)Za) the exceptional divisor is given by the equation
a
1
Similarly we consider a local description of BlxY in Spec (I, t)Za)' By definition,

BixY = ProjI*®

=0.

and we have a surjection (I,t)®* — I*® which gives us a short exact sequence
0—t-(I,t)*— (I,t)* = 1°*—0.
We localize by (a) as before to obtain
0= (t-(1,1)%) @ — (I,t)za) — I(‘a) — 0.

Now
(1 (1)) o) = (s € (16"

t s
— . It’l’l—l
= Zlse e}

t
_ . (I,t)nil,

a
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so the localized short exact sequence is
l o—1 . ]
0—>g-(I,t) = (L)) = 1(y — 0,

and we see that locally in Spec (I, t)za), the blowup BlxY is defined by the equation

The fiber over infinity M is defined by ¢t = 0 and since we have
1 ¢

==

)
a a

we see that
M. = P(C®1)+ BlxY.

d) The scheme X x g {oog} is an effective Cartier divisor in X x g P and the following square
is Cartesian

(A.l) XXS{OOAg}HX XSP,lg

| |

XXS{OOAg}H-YXAsv]P)}S«.

The universal property of blowups says that this square (A.1]) factors uniquely as

(A.Q) X XS {005}4>X XSP,IS'
P(C®1) M

| |

X XS {OOS} —Y Xg ]P)}S"

so by noticing that the diagram commutes when § : X xg {oog} = P(C @ 1) is
the zero-section X xg {oog} — C followed by the open immersion C — P(C & 1) and
f i X xgPL — M is the map X xg (P \ {oos}) = Y xg (P \ {cos}) induced by
i: X =Y followed by the isomorphism Y xg (P} \ {cos}) = M \ My away from {cog}
and § followed by the closed immersion P(C & 1) — M on X xg {cog} C X xg Py, the
claim follows from the universal property. Notice that this also tells us that f is uniquely
determined as 7.

e) Again we assume that S = Spec R, Y = Spec 4, P} \ {0s} = A} = Spec R[t], and Y xg
PL\Y x5 {0s} = A[t]. To show that

BixYNP(Ca®1)=P(C),
we show that
My \ BlxY = C.

The compliment of BixY in Y xg A}g is Spec (I, t)zt), where

Loly=...0I""0.. .0t '0ADAtS ... 0 A" ...,
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and the compliment of BlxY in M., is obtained by killing ¢ in Spec (I,t)zt), ie. it is
Spec (1, )5 /(¢ (1,)7,). But
eIt e eleAta Al e .. A ..,

and we have

(L) /(t- (L0 = P 1/ 1",
n>0

Moo \ BlxY = Spec ((1,1)3)/(t - (I, 8)())
= Spec (@nZOI”/I"“)
=C.

f) We have seen that i (X) is contained in C and that P(C ®1)NBixY = P(C) so it follows
that

1oo(X) N BlxY = .
The rest we have shown above.
O

Let i : X — Y be a closed immersion of S-schemes and let C := CxY be the normal cone.
We can define specialization morphisms on cycles

o:Zr(Y) = Zp(CO),
by the formula

o([V]) = [Cvnx V],
for any integral closed subscheme V of Y.

The following proposition shows that these morphisms extend to morphisms of Chow
groups.

PROPOSITION A.26. Leti: X — Y be a closed immerson of S-schemes with normal cone
C := CxY and associated specialization morphism o. If o € Zy(Y') is rationally equivalent to
zero, then o(«) is rationally equivalent to zero in Zy(C').

PrOOF. This is [Ful98, Proposition 5.2.]. O

4. The Refined Gysin Homomorphism

4.1. Homotopy Invariance and Gysin Homomorphism of the Zero-Section. We
start by looking at a homotopy invariance result for vector bundles.

PRrROPOSITION A.27. Letp : E — X be a vector bundle of rank n over the S-scheme X,
then the pullback

p": CHR(X/S) = CHyyn(E/S),

18 an isomorphism for all k.

PRrOOF. This is [Ful98, Theorem 3.3.(a)|, and it’s proof can be adapted to our situation.
U

We now recall the definition of the Gysin morphism of the zero-section of a vector bundle.
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DEFINITION A.28. Let X be an S-scheme, I be a rank n vector bundle on X and sg :
X — FE be the zero-section of E. Then the Gysin morphism of sg
g+ CHx(E/S) — CH—n(X/S),
is defined by

It is clearly well-defined by [A27]

4.2. Refined Gysin Homomorphisms for Regular Closed Immersions. Let i :
X —Y be a regular closed immersion of S-schemes of codimension d. We let Jx/y and NxY
denote the ideal sheaf of ¢ and the normal bundle of ¢ respectively.

DEFINITION A.29. Let f:V — Y be any morphism and consider the fibre square
.
| b
X -y,
The morphism j is a closed immersion and we denote the ideal sheaf of j by Jy . Let

N := g"*NxY and denote the projection onto W by m: N — W. Then Jx,y maps onto the
sheaf Jy 1 and we get a surjection

@9*(7)?”/7;7;) - &P j&/w/j\%/[l/'
n>0 n>0

This gives us a closed immersion Cyy V' — N and furthermore the following diagram commutes
CwV N
\ /
w.
We now assume that V' is S-equidimensional of S-dimension k. Then we define the intersection
product of V with X on Y by
X V= S*N([CWV]) € CHy—q4

where s%; is the Gysin morphism of the zero-section of the bundle N on W.

We now define the refined Gysin homomorphisms for regular closed immersions.

DEFINITION A.30. Let i : X — Y be a regular closed immersion of S-schemes of codimen-
sion d and let f:Y — Y be any morphism. Consider the fibre-square

x Loy
|k
X—>v
The refined Gysin homomorphisms are defined by
it CHR(Y'/S) = CHy_g(X'/9),

D niVil = > nX -V
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A particular case of a refined Gysin homomorphism is when Y’ =Y and f = idy. Then we
have a morphism

it CHR(Y/S) — CHy_q(X/9),

which is simply called Gysin homomorphisms and are often denoted by i* instead of i'.

The following proposition gives us another description of the refined Gysin homomorphisms
in terms of the Gysin homomorphism of a zero-section and the specialization to the normal
cone.

The following proposition is part of [Webl15 Proposition A.5.2.], and collects some of the
properties of the refined Gysin homomorphisms that we use.

PROPOSITION A.31. Leti: X — Y be a closed reqular immersion of S-schemes of codi-
mension d with ideal sheaf J. Consider the fibre square

"

" 7 "
X —Y

)b

X —=Y
A
X Y.
Then the following holds.
a) If p is proper and o € CH,(Y"/S) then

i

|

i!p*(a) = Q*i!(a)a
in CHy_q(X'/9).
b) If f is transversal to i, i.e. if (f )*NxY = Ny Y', then for all « € CHy(Y"/S) we have
i'() = i'(a),

in CHy_q(X"/S).
c) Let j:Y — Z be a regular closed immersion of S-schemes of codimension d and consider
a fiber square

Y —= 7
f h

y .7

Then the composition joi : X — Z is a regular closed immersion of codimension d + d
and for all o € CHy(Z'/S) we have

(joi) =i'j(a),
in CH,_, +(X'/9).

4.3. Refined Gysin Homomorphisms for Local Complete Intersection Mor-
phisms. We are interested not only in regular closed immersions, but local complete in-
tersection morphisms more generally. We can define refined Gysin homomorphisms for them
as well.
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Recall that a morphism f : X — Y of S-schemes is called a local complete intersection
morphism, or l.c.i. morphism, of codimension d if there exists an S-scheme P such that f
factors as

where i : X — P is a regular closed immersion of codimension e (for some e) and p: P — Y
is a smooth morphism of relative S-dimension e — d.

DEFINITION A.32. Let f: X — Y be an l.c.i. morphism of S-schemes of codimension d
and let g : Y' — Y be any morphism of S-schemes and consider the fibre square

/

x oy
|l
f
X —Y.
Now f factors as f = p ot so the square “factors into” the following fibre diagram

X —4-p Loy
S
Xx—~-pLoy

The refined Gysin homomorphism
' CHR(Y'/S) = CHy_q(X/S),
is defined by
) =i (o),
for all € CHy(Y'/S). Here p* is the flat pullback of the smooth p (it is a base-change

of the smooth morphism p) and i' is the refined Gysin homomorphism of the regular closed
immersion 7 determined by the left-hand square.

The definition above looks like it depends on the particular choice of a factorization f =
p o i but the following lemma tells us that it does not and so this notion of a refined Gysin
homomorphism of f is well-defined.

LEMMA A.33. Let f : X — Y be an l.c.i. morphism of S-schemes and letY' — Y be some
morphism of S-schemes. Consider the Cartesian diagram

/

x Loy

o
X1y

The refined Gysin homomorphism f' as defined in Deﬁm’tion is independent of the choice
of a factorization f = poi where p: P = Y is smooth and i : X — P is a regular closed
TMmersion.

PROOF. See [Ful98| Proposition 6.6.(a)]. O
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The following proposition tells us that when f is an l.c.i. morphism and flat the refined
Gysin homomorphism and the flat pullback coincide.

PROPOSITION A.34. Let f: X — Y be a flat l.c.i. morphism of S-schemes of codimension
d, let g: Y —Y be any morphism of S-schemes and consider the fibre square

x Ly
Ao,k
x-J.oy
Then for all o« € CH(Y'/S) we have
fla) = f*(a)
m CHk,d(X//S). In particular, when we look at the fibre square
x-1oy
idxi l
x-Loy
we have
f! — f*
PROOF. See [Ful98, Proposition 6.6.(b)] O

We have the same properties for refined Gysin homomorphisms of l.c.i. morphisms as we
had in Proposition for refined Gysin homomorphisms of regular closed immersions.

PROPOSITION A.35. Let f: X — Y be an l.c.i. morphism of S-schemes of codimension
d. Consider the fibre square

ql lp
x Iy
X*f>y

Then the following holds.
a) If p is proper and a € CHL(Y"'/S) then

f!p*(a) = Q*f!(a)

in CHy_q(X'/9).
b) If g is transversal to f, i.e. if (¢ )*NxY = NX/Y/, then for all & € CHy(Y"/S) we have

/1

fle)= (@)
in CH_q(X"/9).
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c) Let h: Y — Z be an l.c.i. morphism of S-schemes of codimension d and consider a fiber
square
V' —= 7
gi h
y L.z

Then the composition ho f : X — Z is an l.c.i. morphism of codimension d + d and for
all « € CHR(Z'/S) we have

(ho f)' = f'hi()
in CH,_, +(X'/9).

PROOF. See [Ful98, Proposition 6.6.(c)]| O
We clearly have.

PROPOSITION A.36. Let f: X — Y be an l.c.i. morphism of S-schemes of codimension d
and assume Y is S-equidimensional of dimension e. Then the following holds for the refined

Gysin homomorphsm f': CH(Y/S) — CH(X/S),
FAY]) = [X].
We have the following corollary.

COROLLARY A.37. Let f : X — Y be an l.c.i. morphism of S-schemes of codimension d
and assume Y is S-equidimensional of dimension e. Then

dims(Y) = dims(X) + d.

5. Exterior Products for 1-Dimensional Base Schemes

In [Ful98, §20.2] Fulton defines the exterior product over a 1-dimensional, regular base-
scheme S in the following way.

DEFINITION A.38. Let X and Y be S-schemes and V C X and W C Y be closed integral
subschemes. Then the product cycle of [V] and [W] on X xgY is defined as

[V xg W], if V or W is flat over S,
0 otherwise.

V] xs W] :{

We extend this in a linear way to more general cycles. The standard transposition isomor-
phism V xg W — W xg V induces an isomorphism

V] x5 [W] = [W] xs [V],

where the cycle on the right is viewed as a cycle on X xXgY via the transposition isomorphism
Y x S X —- X x S Y.
The dimensions of the cycles behave in the way we would expect.

LEMMA A.39. Let X and Y be S-schemes and V. C X and W C Y be closed integral
subschemes. Assume [V] is a k-cycle in X and [W] is an l-cycle in' Y. Then [V] xg [W] is a
(k+1)-cycle in X xgY.

The following proposition shows that this definition of the exterior products passes to the
Chow groups.
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PROPOSITION A.40. Let X andY be S-schemes and V. C X and W CY be closed integral
subschemes. Assume that [V]| is rationally equivalent to 0, then [V] xg [W] is rationally
equivalent to zero.

PROOF. O

The following proposition, see for example [Web15, Proposition A.6.2.], collects some facts
about the exterior product.

PROPOSITION A.41. Let X,Y, X and Y’ be S-schemes and f : X' — X andg:Y —Y
be morphisms of S-schemes. We have the following.

a) Exterior products are compatible with proper pushforwards. Namely, if we assume f and g
are proper, then f xsg: X xsY — X xgVY is proper and for all o € CHk(X//S) and
B e CH(Y'/S) we have
(f x5 g)x(a x5 B) = fula) x5 g«(B)
m CHk+l(X Xs Y/S)
b) Exterior products are compatible with flat pullbacks. Namely, if we assume that f is flat

of relative S-dimension n and g is flat of relative S-dimenstion m, then f Xg g is flat of
relative S-dimension n +m and for all « € CHi(X/S) and g € CH;(Y/S) we have

(f xs 9)"(axs ) = f(a) xs g*(B)

in CHq1pnym(X x5 Y'/S).

¢) Exterior products are compatible with refined Gysin homomorphisms. Namely, if we assume
f is an l.c.i. morphism of codimension n and g is an l.c.i. morphism of codimension m
then f Xg g is an l.c.i. morphism of codimension n + m and for all « € CHg(X/S) and
g € CH;(Y/S) we have

(f xs9) (axsB) = f(a) xs g (B)
m CHk+l,m,n(X/ XS Y//S)
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