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ON THE PUSH-FORWARDS FOR MOTIVIC COHOMOLOGY THEORIES
WITH INVERTIBLE STABLE HOPF ELEMENT

ALEXEY ANANYEVSKIY

ABSTRACT. We present a geometric construction of push-forward maps along projective morphisms
for cohomology theories representable in the stable motivic homotopy category assuming that the
element corresponding to the stable Hopf map is inverted in the coefficient ring of the theory. The
construction is parallel to the one given by A. Nenashev for derived Witt groups. Along the way
we introduce cohomology groups twisted by a formal difference of vector bundles as cohomology
groups of a certain Thom space and compute twisted cohomology groups of projective spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

Existence of push-forward maps in a cohomology theory gives a powerful tool that allows to per-
form various computations and analyze properties of the considered cohomology theory. The best
understood algebraic cohomology theories, such as etale cohomology, Chow groups and algebraic
K-theory, have push-forward maps for arbitrary projective morphisms. Roughly speaking, oriented
cohomology theories (see [T [19, 27]) are cohomology theories possessing push-forwards along ar-
bitrary projective morphisms and satisfying certain natural properties. The theory in the oriented
setting is quite well-developed: one may obtain a projective bundle theorem and introduce Chern
classes of vector bundles [21], 27], study morphisms between such theories and obtain Riemann-Roch
type theorems [20] 28], construct a universal oriented cohomology theory [11] that allows to perform
computations in the universal setting, study the corresponding categories of motives and obtain
various motivic decompositions [I§], etc.

On the other hand, there are some interesting cohomology theories for which one can not de-
fine push-forward maps along arbitrary projective morphisms. Among the examples are derived
Witt groups, hermitian K-theory, oriented Chow groups and Witt cohomology (see [4, [5 26] for
the definitions). A more down-to-earth example is given by choosing an embedding of the base
field to R, taking real points of the considered variety and computing singular cohomology with
integer coefficients. Another example is given by motivic stable cohomotopy groups S, i.e. by the
cohomology theory represented by the spherical spectrum in the motivic stable homotopy category.
All these theories have in common that the usual version of projective bundle theorem fails, i.e.
A(P™) 2 A(pt)[t]/t" T, where A denotes the corresponding cohomology theory. Nevertheless, some-
times one can obtain a certain computation for projective space, for example for derived Witt groups
we know that W*(Pp)@W* (P, O(1)) is a free module over W*(Spec k) of rank two [7,[17,[30]. Based
on this computation A. Nenashev defined for derived Witt groups push-forwards along projective
morphisms [I6]: for a projective morphism of smooth varieties f: ¥ — X and a line bundle L over
X he defined a homomorphism

fw: WY, f Lo wy ® ffwy') - WX, L),

where ¢ = dim X —dim Y. The twists should agree in the way as it is stated above, for example, for
a projection p: P? — Speck we do not have a push-forward map pw: W*(P%) — W*~2(Speck). It
is noteworthy that there is another way to define push-forward maps for derived Witt groups based
on Grothendieck duality [6] yielding homomorphisms of the same kind.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.2894v2

2 ALEXEY ANANYEVSKIY

For a cohomology theory representable in the motivic stable homotopy category there is a general
approach to the construction of push-forward maps based on the Atiyah duality, which was settled
in the motivic setting by P. Hu and I. Kriz [10] via geometric methods and by J. Riou [25] using
four functors formalism developed by V. Voevodsky and J. Ayoub. Consider a projective morphism
f:Y — X of smooth varieties. Suppose for simplicity that both Y and X are projective. Then
we have the dual morphism f¥: X¥XY — XYV for ¥ XY = hom(X¥X,S) and ZFYY =
hom(X5Y,S) being the dual spectra. Atiyah duality gives isomorphisms 33 XY = X% Th(—Tx)
and XYY =2 X% Th(—Ty), where X Th(—Tx) and X5 Th(—Ty) are suspension spectra of stable
normal bundles, i.e. we use the Jouanolou device (see [9], [31, § 4]) replacing the varieties by affine
ones, consider vector bundles complement to the tangent bundles and take an appropriate shifts of
the suspension spectra of the respective Thom spaces. Hence we have the corresponding morphism
of the cohomology groups

(fV)A: A% (8% Th(-Ty)) — A (2% Th(-Tx)).

Identifying A**(X3° Th(—Tx)) and A**(X% Th(—Ty)) with the cohomology of X and Y via ap-
propriate Thom isomorphisms we obtain push-forward maps. In particular, recall that derived Witt
groups of a Thom space coincide with the derived Witt groups of the vector bundle supported on
the zero section, thus Thom isomorphisms from [15] give isomorphisms

W* (2% Th(—Ty)) = W*HmY (Y (det Ty ) ~1) = W*HdmY (y )
W* (E%O Th(*Tx)) ~ W*erimX(X, (det TX)fl) _ W*erimX(X, WX)

and from our viewpoint that is the main geometric reason why we have the twist by wy ® f *w)_(l.

In this paper we generalize the construction of projective push-forwards for derived Witt groups
given by A. Nenashev [I6] to the case of representable cohomology theories with invertible stable
Hopf element n € A~%~1(pt) (see Definition for the precise definition of stable Hopf element).
Among the examples are Witt cohomology H*(—, W*) and stable cohomotopy groups with inverted
stable Hopf element S;>*(—). On the other hand, for an oriented cohomology theory A**(—) one
can show that A**(—)[n~!] = 0, see [I, Corollary 1] or just combine Theorem for P34 with
the oriented cohomology projective bundle theorem A**(P%) = A**(X)[t]/(t?). Thus our study
of representable cohomology theories with invertible stable Hopf element does not give any new
immediate information on the oriented cohomology theories but rather goes in a complementary
direction. It is worth mentioning that although inverting stable Hopf element we lose a lot of
information, in particular, all the oriented theories become trivial, the resulting theory is quite rich.
Rationally the theory of n-inverted spectra coincides with the theory of homotopy modules over the
Witt sheaf (see [2] for a precise statement), while integrally it is even more complicated: a recent
work of M. Andrews and H. Miller [3] shows that S;>*(pt) over & = C contains some additional
interesting 2-torsion. Here and later on we denote pt = Spec k for the base field k.

Analyzing A. Nenashev’s approach to the construction of projective push-forwards one can notice
that it is based on the computation of derived Witt groups of projective space, which could be done
via induction as in [I7] using the following properties of derived Witt groups:

(1) Identification W*(P?) = W*(pt);
(2) Thom isomorphisms Wi (E) 2 W*(X, det E) for a rank n vector bundle E over a smooth
variety X;
(3) Isomorphisms W*(X, L; ® L§?) = W*(X, Ly).
For a general representable cohomology theory A**(—) one may rephrase these properties in the
following way:

(1) The stable Hopf element n € A=1~1(pt) is invertible (see Definition 2.9 and Remark 2.1T));
(2) A**(—) is SL-oriented in the sense of [24, Definition 5.1] (see also [1]);
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(3) For a line bundle L over a smooth variety X one has A% T (L®2) = A**(X) (cf. |23,
Definition 3.3)).

As we show in Theorem [4.3] only the first property is essential:
Theorem. Let A be a commutative ring T-spectrum and let X be a smooth variety. Then
AP 2 AP(X), AT 2 AN(X) @ AT TRN(X)),
where A;’*(f) = A*(=)[n71].
In order to obtain this theorem we consider the projection
Ho,: (A*™ — {0}, (1,1,...,1)) — P2n=t/pn—2

given by Ho,(x1,x2,...,22,) = [x1 : T2 : ... : Xa,|. It turns out that this projection is, up
to canonical isomorphisms, a suspension of the Hopf map. Hence it induces an isomorphism on
cohomology groups with inverted 7. This isomorphism allows us to compute cohomology groups of
projective spaces inductively. Note that real points of Hy, give a morphism S2"~! — §2~! and
one can easily see that it corresponds to 2 € m2,_1(S5?"~1), while real points of the Hopf map give
a two-folded covering St — S1.

In order to define push-forwards we adopt ideas arising from Atiyah duality and introduce coho-
mology groups twisted by a vector bundle as shifted cohomology of the Thom space of the vector
bundle. Then, using Jouanolou’s device, we define cohomology groups of a smooth variety X twisted
by a formal difference of vector bundles as shifted cohomology groups of an appropriate Thom space.
These twisted groups are denoted by A**(X; E; © E3). In particular, we have cohomology groups
twisted by a complement to the tangent bundle, A**(X;6Tx). The latter groups have nice func-
toriality properties and serve as a model of the cohomology of the stable normal bundle suspension
spectra.

It is well-known that one can define push-forwards along closed embeddings using deformation
to the normal bundle (see, for example, [19]). In our setting, for a closed embedding f: Y — X of
codimension ¢ we obtain a push-forward map

fa: A (Y;0Ty) — A2 T¢(X: oTx).

This map coincides with (fY)# described above up to some choices arising from the definition of
twisted cohomology groups. In Theorem we compute cohomology of P" twisted by an arbitrary
vector bundle assuming that the stable Hopf element is inverted. This result formally yields the
computation for a twist by a formal difference of vector bundles, see Theorem 5.5l In particular, we
have the following theorem (for the general statement see loc.cit.).

Theorem. Let A be a commutative ring T-spectrum and let X be a smooth variety. Then the
push-forward map

A,T]’*(X; GTX) i_A> A;+4n’*+2n(]P§?; eT[Pg(n)
is a isomorphism. Here a is a rational point on P*™ and i: X — P%" is the closed embedding given
by i(x) = (x,a).
For the canonical projection p: P%* — X we define the push-forward map
pa =iyt AR (PR OTpen) — Ay (X; OTx)

as the isomorphism inverse to i4. Then for a projective morphism f of codimension ¢ we define
push-forward map

far ApH(Y;0Ty) — Ar2erte(X; oTx)
representing f as a composition f = poi of a closed embedding and a projection and taking push-
forwards along these morphisms. This construction generalizes immediately to twisted cohomology
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groups (see Definition [6.3]) yielding for a codimension ¢ projective morphism f: Y — X and a formal
difference of vector bundles Fy © Es over X push-forward map

fai ANV B 6 ([ B2 @ Ty)) — AP Y(X; By © (B2 @ Tx)).

Using A. Nenashev’s constructions (which follow in general the ones introduced in [21] 27]) one can
check that this definition does not depend on the choice of p and ¢ and obtain the usual properties
of push-forwards: functoriality, projection formula and compatibility with transversal base change.

The paper is organized in the following way. In Section 2 we recall some well known facts
about motivic homotopy theory and representable cohomology theories. In the next section we
introduce the language of the cohomology groups twisted by a vector bundle and check some basic
properties, in particular, in Corollary B.10 we show that twisted cohomology groups depend only on
the class of the twist in reduced Ky. The main part of the paper is Section 4 where we compute
twisted cohomology of projective spaces assuming that the stable Hopf element is inverted. Then we
generalize the twisted cohomology setting to the case of the formal differences of vector bundles. In
the last section we define push-forwards along projective morphisms and sketch its basic properties.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON MOTIVIC HOMOTOPY THEORY

In this section we recall some basic definitions and constructions in the nonstable and stable
motivic homotopy categories He(k) and SH (k). We refer the reader to the foundational papers
[13, 29] for the details.

Let k be a field and let Sm/k be the category of smooth varieties over k.

Definition 2.1. A motivic space over k is a simplicial presheaf on Sm/k. Every smooth variety X
defines a motivic space Homgy, /1 (—, X) constant in the simplicial direction. We will occasionally
write pt for Spec k regarded as a motivic space. We use the injective model structure on the category
of the pointed motivic spaces M, (k). Inverting all the weak motivic equivalences in M, (k) (see [13])
we obtain the pointed motivic unstable homotopy category He (k).

Definition 2.2. For a vector bundle E over a smooth variety X we put Th(E) = E/(E—X) € He(k)
for the Thom space of E.

Definition 2.3. Let X be a smooth variety and let 1% be a trivialized vector bundle over X. An
automorphism a € Aut(1%) is elementary if the corresponding matrix A € GL,,(k[X]) is elementary,
i.e. belongs to the subgroup

En(X) = (In + g(w)ei; [ g(z) € k[X], i # j) < GLn (K[X])

generated by transvections (shear mappings). Here I, is the identity matrix of size n x n, g(z) is a
regular function and e;; is a matrix unit (matrix with 1 at (¢, j) and 0 everywhere else).
Typical examples of elementary matrices are given by a determinant 1 matrix with the coefficients

~1
from the base field k and by the matrix <S(zg ) (Ox)) with s(z) € k[X]*.

The following lemma is well known.

Lemma 2.4. Let E be a vector bundle over a smooth variety X, 1% be a trivialized vector bundle
over X and o € Aut(1%) be an elementary automorphism. Then a®id € Aut(1% @ E) = Aut(E®")
induces trivial automorphisms on Th(E®™) and (P(E®™),, +) in He(k).

Proof. The proof does not depend on the vector bundle E, so we assume that £ = 1x. Moreover,
the proofs for the Thom space and for the projective bundle are quite the same, so we give the
detailed proof only in the first case.
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The matrix A corresponding to « can be represented as a product

A= H tiyii (95 (7)),
k

where t;, ;, (gx(x)) = L, + gr(x)es, .- Put
A(t) = [ tinse (tgr(x)) € GL (K[XT[H).
k

Denote p: X x A' — X the projection and let ig,i;: X — X x Al be the embeddings given by
io(z) = (2,0) and i1(x) = (x,1). These maps induce isomorphisms

pr Thp 1%) = Th(I%), To,71: Th(I%) = Th(p'1%).
We have pig = pi1 = idrn(1y), hence io =11 = p © in He(k). On the other hand A(t) defines an
automorphism A(t): Th(p*1%) = Th(p*1%) and

idry(1y) = PA(t)io = PA(t)ir =@,
where @: Th(1%) = Th(1%) is the automorphism induced by a. O

Definition 2.5. Let "= A'/(A! — {0}) be the Morel-Voevodsky object. A T-spectrum [§] M is a
sequence of pointed motivic spaces (Mo, My, Ma, .. .) equipped with structural maps o,,: T A M,, —
Mp+1. A map of T-spectra is a sequence of maps of pointed motivic spaces which is compatible with
the structure maps. Inverting the stable motivic weak equivalences as in [8] we obtain the motivic
stable homotopy category SH (k).

A pointed motivic space Y gives rise to a suspension T-spectrum XLFY. Denote S = X3 (pt )
the spherical spectrum. Both He(k) and SH(k) are equipped with symmetric monoidal structures
(A, pt,) and (A, S) respectively and X3 : He(k) — SH(k) is a strict symmetric monoidal functor.

Definition 2.6. There are two spheres in M4(k), S0 = Al/9(Al) and SP! = (G,,,1). Here we
follow the notation and indexing introduced in [I3] p.111]. For the integers p,q > 0 we write SPT94
for (SLO)YP A (SL1YN and ¥PF94 for the suspension functor — A SPT94. This functor becomes
invertible in the stable homotopy category SH(k), so we extend the notation to arbitrary integers
P, q in an obvious way.

Definition 2.7. Any T-spectrum A defines a bigraded cohomology theory on the category of pointed
motivic spaces. Namely, for a pointed motivic space Y one sets

APA(Y') = Homgy (1) (ETY, BP9 4)

and A**(Y) = @pyq AP1(Y). We can regard a smooth variety X as an externally pointed motivic
space (X4,+). Put AP9(X) = AP9(X;,+). In case of i — j, 7 > 0 there is a suspension isomorphism
APa(Y) =2 APTHa+I(347Y) induced by the shuffling SP:9 A §%J 2 SP+44+7 | Tn the motivic homotopy
category there is a canonical isomorphism 7' =2 §%! [I3] Lemma 2.15], we write Y7: A**(Y) =
A*T2*FL(Y AT) for the corresponding suspension isomorphism.

Definition 2.8. A commutative ring T -spectrum is a commutative monoid A in (SH(k), A, S). We
recall some properties of the cohomology theory represented by a commutative ring T-spectrum A
that we are going to use in the paper.
(1) Localization: let i: Z — X be a closed embedding of varieties with smooth X. Denote
j: U=X—7Z — X the open complement and z: X — X/U the quotient map. Then there
is a long exact sequence

ZA

A
Lo A x Uy S A (x) LD A ) & At (xu) ES L
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More generally, let j: W — Y be a cofibration of motivic spaces, denote z: Y — Y/W the
quotient map. Then there is a long exact sequence
A - A A
S A yyw) S A (Y) L Ay D At (vyw) 2
(2) Homotopy invariance: for an A"-bundle p: E — X over a smooth variety X the induced
homomorphism p#: A**(X) — A**(E) is an isomorphism.
(3) Mayer-Vietoris: if X = U; UUs, is a union of two open subsets U; and Us then there is a
natural long exact sequence

c AYN(X) = AV (UL) @ AYF(Uy) — AY (U NU) — ATHH (X)) — L.
(4) Cup-product: for a pointed motivic space Y we have a functorial graded ring structure
U: A*(Y) x A" (Y) = A®*(Y).

Moreover, let i1: Z; — X and i2: Z3 — X be closed embeddings of varieties with X being
smooth. Then we have a functorial, bilinear and associative cup-product

Ut A (X/(X — Z1)) x A**(X/(X — Za)) — A**(X/(X — Z1 N Zs)).

In particular, setting Z; = X we obtain an A**(X)-module structure on A**(X/(X — Z5)).
All the morphisms in the localization sequence are homomorphisms of A** (X )-modules.

(5) Module structure over stable cohomotopy groups: for every motivic space Y the A—product
in SH (k) defines an S**(pt)-module structure on A**(Y"). For a smooth variety X the ring
A**(X) is a graded S**(pt)—algebra with the unit 1 being the image of the identity map
under the composition S**(pt) — S**(X) — A**(X). Here the first morphism is induced
by the projection X — pt and the second one is given by the unit morphism S — A.

(6) Push-forwards for closed embeddings: let i: Y — X be a closed embedding of smooth
varieties with a rank n normal bundle N; and let £ be a vector bundle over X. Denote
i¥ .Y — E the composition of i and the zero section of E. Note that N,z = i*E @ N;. The
homotopy purity property [13, Section 3, Theorem 2.23] gives a canonical isomorphism

die: E/(E—Y) = Th(N;s) = Th(i*E & N;).
Let z: E/(E— X) — E/(E —Y) be the quotient map. Then
if =24 0d: AV (Th(i*E @ N;)) — A™*(Th(E))

is the push-forward map. We will usually omit vector bundle from the notation for the

push-forward map and write is = if.

Definition 2.9. The Hopf map is the morphism of pointed motivic spaces
H: (A% —{0},(1,1)) = (PL,[1:1]), H(z,y) =[z:y]

Using canonical isomorphisms (A? — 0, (1,1)) = 532 (see [13, Example 2.20]) and (P!, [1: 1]) = §%!
(see [13, Lemma 2.15 and Corollary 2.18]) we may regard H as an element of Homgy, () (5%2, 5%1).
The stable Hopf element is the unique n € S™171(pt) satisfying X232 = X¥H, i.e. 7 is the
stabilization of H moved to S~%~!(pt) via the canonical isomorphisms. For a commutative ring
T-spectrum A we will usually denote by the same letter 7 the corresponding element n € A=~ (pt)
in the coefficient ring.

Definition 2.10. Let A be a commutative ring T-spectrum and let Y be a pointed motivic space.
Denote

A (Y) = AY(Y) @ger oty (S (pt) [ 1]).-
One can easily check that A}*(—) is a cohomology theory and satisfies properties from Definition 2.8
We refer to A;’*(—) as cohomology theory A with inverted stable Hopf element.
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Remark 2.11. Tt is well known that n € A~1~1(pt) is invertible if and only if the morphism
pA: A9 (pt) = A**(P?) induced by the projection p: P> — pt is an isomorphism. This fol-
lows from the fact that the mapping cone of the Hopf map is equivalent to (P2,[0 : 0 : 1]) [12
Lemma 6.2.1].

3. COHOMOLOGY TWISTED BY A VECTOR BUNDLE

In this section we discuss the language of twisted cohomology groups. For a vector bundle E over
X twisted cohomology groups are defined to be the cohomology groups of £ supported on X and
shifted by an appropriate degree. If the cohomology theory is oriented, then the twisted cohomology
groups canonically coincide with the ordinary ones, but in general they are quite different. A handy
property of these groups is that they depend only on the class [E] in IN(O(X ).

Definition 3.1. Let E be a vector bundle of rank n over a smooth variety X and let A be a
commutative ring 7T-spectrum. Denote

A*’*(X;E) _ A*+2n,*+n(Th(E))
and refer to it as cohomology groups of X, twisted by E. For a morphism of smooth varieties
f:Y — X denote
Fh=fi AN (XGE) —» AV(Y [UE)
the homomorphism induced by the corresponding map Th(f*E) — Th(E). For a sequence of

morphisms of smooth varieties Z % Y 1y X one clearly has
(fog) =gt o f: AV (X;E) = A (Z;(f9)" E).
For an isomorphism of vector bundles §: E — E’ denote
64: A (X E') — A (X E)

the homomorphism induced by the corresponding map Th(E) — Th(E’).
Using this notation we rewrite push-forwards for closed embeddings introduced in Definition 28]
as

ia: A(Yi°E @ N;) — AT (X0 ).

Remark 3.2. This notation is inspired by the next observation which I learned from Ivan Panin who
attributed it to Charles Walter. Let L be a line bundle over a smooth variety X. Then for derived
Witt groups introduced by Paul Balmer [4] one has a canonical isomorphism Wi (L) & W*(X; L)
of derived Witt groups with support and derived Witt groups with the twisted duality [I5, Theorem
2.5]. Thus for a general cohomology theory A and a line bundle L over a smooth variety X one can
introduce twisted cohomology groups as cohomology groups with support: A(X;L) = Ax(L). See
also [32, Definition 2.2] where the same notation is used in hermitian K-theory and real topological
K-theory.

Remark 3.3. For an oriented cohomology theory [19] one has Thom isomorphisms A**(X; E) =
A**(X) functorial in X. For symplectically and SL—-oriented cohomology theories [22] 24 [I] one
has similar Thom isomorphisms for symplectic and special linear vector bundles respectively.

Definition 3.4. Let E; and F> be vector bundles over a smooth variety X. The cup-product

A*’*((El D EQ)/(El D EQ — EQ)) X A*’*((El D EQ)/(El D EQ — El)) i)
= A ((E1 © By)/(Ey @ E> — X))
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combined with the isomorphisms
AV ((Er @ Ep)/(Er @ Ep — Ep)) = AV (Ey/(Er — X)),
AV ((Er @ Bp)/(Er @ Bz — En)) = A (Ep/(Ez — X))
induced by contractions of respective bundles gives a product
U: A"(X; Ey) x AY*(X; Eg) —» A" (X; E1 @ Es).

Lemma 3.5. Let E be a vector bundle over a smooth variety X. Then for the dual vector bundle
EV there is a natural isomorphism of A**(X)-modules

A(X; B) =2 AY*(X; EY).
Proof. Denote n = rank E and let E° be the complement to the zero section of E. Consider variety
V={(v.f) € Exx EV| f(v) =1}.

The projection Y — E° identifies Y with an affine bundle over E° yielding A**(E?) = A**(Y).
The projection E x x EY — E induces a homomorphism

o APTITN (X E) — AYF((E xx EY))Y).
Consider the following localization sequences.

o= AT (X E) ——— AYY(X) ——— AN (EY) — ...
=AY (Exx EV)]Y)—= A*(E xx EV) — A**(Y) — ...

The five lemma yields that « is an isomorphism. Applying the same reasoning to £ one obtains
an isomorphism A*~2"*~"(X; E) = A**((E xx EY)/Y) whence the claim. O

Lemma 3.6. Let E; and Es be vector bundles over a smooth variety X. Denote p: E; — X — X
the canonical projection and suppose that there exists some th € A**(X; Es) such that

—Uth

A
ASH(X) ZU An (X ), AR — X) 2,

'y A*(Ey — X:p"By)
are isomorphisms. Then

A(X; By) =20 A (X By @ Ey)
s an isomorphism as well.

Proof. Consider the localization sequence for the zero section of F; and its twisted version:

—A(X B —— A (X)) ——= A(E - X) —— ...
—Uth\l/ —Uth\Lz 7UpA(th)\Lz
o= AY(X; By ® Ey) — A (X E) — A (B, — X;p*Es) — ...

The claim follows via the five lemma. O

Corollary 3.7. Let E be a vector bundle over a smooth variety X and A**(—) be an SL-oriented
cohomology theory in the sense of [24, Definition 5.1] represented by a commutative ring T-spectrum
A. Then there is a canonical isomorphism

AN (X E) 2 A (X; det B).
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Proof. The canonical trivializations
det(det E @ det EY) 2 1x, det(E®detEY) =1y,
combined with the above lemma and Remark [3.3] yield the claim:
A (X;E) 2 A (X; E@det EY @ det B) 2 A**(X;det E@ det EY @ E) & A%*(X;det E).
O

Corollary 3.8. Let E be a vector bundle over a smooth variety X and let 1% be a trivialized vector
bundle over X. Then the morphism

—usnl
T

A (X E) A (X;Ea 1Y)
s an tsomorphism.
Lemma 3.9. Let E be a vector bundle over a smooth variety X and let
0= E 5 By By —0
be an exact sequence of vector bundles over X. Then there is a canonical isomorphism

A (X;E @ Ey) 2 A (X; E® E3s @ Ey).

Proof. Using the Jouanolou’s device (see [9], [31, §4]) one may assume that X is affine. Then the
short exact sequence splits producing a non-canonical isomorphism ¢: Es® E; — Fs. It is sufficient
to show that isomorphism

¢ A(X;E® Ey) = A (X; E® Fs @ Ey)

does not depend on the choice of the splitting.
Consider two splittings

They induce isomorphisms

o1 = (81,1), 2 = (s2,1): B3 B E, = E,.

The inverse isomorphisms are given by ( ]p ) and ( jp ) respectively. We need to check that
1 2

1, _(posi poi\ ([ idg, 0
¢2 01 = <j2 o081 J2 Oi> N <j2 o081 idE1>
induces the identity automorphism on the twisted cohomology groups. We claim that this map
induces the trivial automorphism of Th(E3 @ E4) in He (k). This can be shown in the similar way as
in the proof of Lemma 24t inserting ¢ in the lower-left entry of the matrix one obtains an explicit
A'-homotopy. O

Corollary 3.10. Let E1 and E5 be vector bundles over a smooth variety X such that [E] = [F2]
in Ko(X)=Ko(X)/(Z-[1x]). Then there is a (non-canonical) isomorphism

AN (X5 Ey) 2 AV (X Es).
Proof. Follows from the above lemma and Corollary O
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4. TWISTED COHOMOLOGY OF PROJECTIVE SPACES

This section is the main part of the paper, here we compute groups A;’*(P}‘(; piV @ p5E), where
E is a vector bundle over P", V is a vector bundle over X, pi: P% — X and py: P — P" are
canonical projections. In the next two sections this computation will allow us to define projective
push-forwards for A7 ().

We start with the following easy but useful lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let X be a smooth variety, s € k[X]|* be an invertible reqular function and fs.2: X4 A
T — X4 AT be the morphism given by fe(z,u) = (z,s(z)?u). Then ¥¥ f2 =id in SH(k).

1

Proof. The canonical isomorphism T 2 (P!, 00) combined with the splitting

Hom sz(k) (X x P') 1, X1 A (P!, 00)) =
= Homgy(ry (X4 A (P, 00), X4 A (P, 00)) @ Homgpy(r) (X4, X1 A (P, 00))

yields that it is sufficient to show that
fo =g € Homa, (1) (X x P')4, X1 A (B', 00)),
where fo (2, [u: v]) = (2, [s(x)%u : v]) and g(z, [u: v]) = (2, [u: v]). We have
9(x, [u:v]) = (2, [u:v]) = (2, [s(x)u : s(x)v]),
hence g = f.2 o h with
he (X xPYy = (X xPYy, Az, [u:v]) = (2, [s(z) " u, s(z)v).

By Lemma 2.4l we have h = id in He(k) and the claim follows. O

Lemma 4.2. Let A be a commutative ring T-spectrum and X be a smooth variety. Denote
Op=[0:0:...:0:1] P71 1, =(1,1,...,1) € (A*" —0).
Then the projection Ha,: (A" — 0) — P21 given by
Hop (21,29, .., &2n) = [T1 : T2 ... Tay]
induces an isomorphism
ﬁ;%: AP (XA (P2n=1 /(PP — 0p))) = APH (XA (A% —0,1,)).

Proof. The proof does not depend on the base, so we omit X from notation. One may smash

everything with X, and use the same the reasoning.
Put Y = ((A?"72 x (1,1)) U ((A*"~2 — 0) x A%)) C (A?" —0) and note that Y can be contracted
to a point in two steps:

(A2 x (1,1)) U (A2 = 0) x A%) ~ (A2 x (1,1)) ~ 14.
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Consider the following diagram.

TA20=2 A (PY[1 2 1]) =222 pA2e—2 p (A2 0, (1,1)) —S— (A2" —0)/Y
Nl id AHo ' -
TA20=2 A (PL/AL) =<— T727=2 A (A2 — 0)/(A! X Gp)) (A2" —0,14)
NT - i
Trm=2 pp Y T2 AT A Gy [Ten Han,
| e
TA2n=2 A T TA2n—1 i p2n—1 /(P21 _ ()

9

Here all the arrows marked with ”"~”" are induced by the tautological embeddings and these mor-
phisms are isomorphisms by excision or A'-contractibilty. Morphism i is also induced by the tau-
tological inclusion. All the maps denoted by Hs, are induced by Hs, defined in the statement of
the lemma. Morphisms ¢, ¢: T A (G4, +) — T are given by ¢(z,t) = z/t and ¢(z,t) = z/t>"~!
respectively. Finally, j is given by j(z1,22,...,Zon—1) = [€1 : X2 : -+ : Tap—1 : 1] and P is given by
(I)(.Il,SCQ, .. .,$2n,1,t) = (SCl/t,SCQ/t, e ,SCQn,l/w.

A straightforward check shows that the diagram commutes except possibly for the lower-left square
involving v, ¢ and ®. Morphisms id A¢ and ® coincide in Hq (k) by Lemma [Z4] since they differ by
the automorphism of T"*" =1 AG,,,, = Th(]lé’:l) given by diagonal matrix diag(t,t,...,t,1/t>"=2).
Lemma [£.1] yields that for

fea-0:TANGr =T AGRy, free-n (z,t) = (t2(n71)1', t),
we have
ETY =57 (dfpe-n) = (E7¢) o (EF fem-n) =T ¢.

Hence the X%°-suspension of the diagram commutates. The claim of the lemma follows from the
diagram chase combined with the observation that

(SF A = (I dAH): A= (T2 A (P [L: 1)) — AR (T2 A (A% = 0,(1,1)))
is an isomorphism since we have inverted 7 in the coefficients. O

Theorem 4.3. Let A be a commutative ring T-spectrum and let X be a smooth variety. Then
(1) The projection p: P — X induces an isomorphism Ax*(PY') = A7*(X);
(2) The projection Ha, induces an isomorphism

H?,Qn: A;’*(Pig_l) i> A;,*(A? - (0 X X))a

and, together with a choice of a section s: X — (A3 — (0 x X)), induces an isomorphism
A;;,*(P%(nfl) ) A;’*(X) e A;74n+1,*72n(X).

Proof. The proof does not depend on the base, so we omit it from the notation. Note that the first
claim is equivalent to A;‘;**(PQ”, x) = 0 for a rational point z € P?" and the second one is equivalent
to the claim that
Hj,: AL (PP Hyp(y) — Af™ (AP = 0,y)
is an isomorphism for a rational point y € (A%" — 0).
Proceed by induction: the case of PV is trivial. Denote

Ipp=[1:1:...:1]€PF Op=1[0:...:0:1]€PF, 14 =(1,1,...,1) € A* —0.
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2n — 2n + 1: Consider the long exact sequence associated to the closed embedding (P?", 1p2n) —

(P2n+1 1p2nia) given by o+ [1 : 2]:
*—1,% 1} *, % A * % *, % 0

o AT (P Lpan) = AR (PP /PP T AR (PP penta) — ALK (PP, 1pan) S L
By the induction assumption we know that Aj;’*(]P’Q", Ip2n) = 0, thus r4 is an isomorphism. More-
over, P?"*1 — Opany1 2 Open (1) is a vector bundle over P?" yielding

A;’*(P2n+1/(P2n+1 _ 0P2"+1)) o~ A;’*(P2n+l/P2n).

Applying Lemma we obtain:
AR (PP peasa) 22 AN (P /P?) 22 AL (P2 /(P2 — Opanr)) = AF* (AP — 0,1420+42).
One can easily check that the above composition is given precisely by H{; 12+ The canonical isomor-
phism (A2 —0,1y2n12) 2 432742 (see [13, Example 2.20]) yields Ay*(A%"F2 —0,142042) =

—4n—3,x—2n—2
Ay "~2(pt).

2n — 1 — 2n: Recall that the complement to the zero section of Opzn-1(1) is isomorphic to
A?" —0) and the projection composed with this isomorphism gives a projection (A?" —0) — P21

g

which coincides with Hs,,. The long exact sequence

e T A;7*(Th(op2n—1 (1))) — A,T]’*(O]Pﬂn—l (1)) — A,T]’*(OPZn—l (1) - P2n71) — ...
|| = ||
A:],*(PQn—l) — A;,*(AQ’G _ 0)
yields A5*(Th(Op2n-1(1))) = 0. Embed A*" — P**, & — [z : 1]. Excision provides an isomorphism
A;’*(]P’Q"/AQ") =2 A" (Th(Op2n-1(1))) = 0.

Al-contractibility of A%" gives us the claim:

AL (PP, 1p2n) = Ap* (PP /A") = 0. O
Corollary 4.4. Let A be a commutative Ting T-spectrum and let E be a vector bundle of odd rank
over a smooth variety X. Then canonical projection p: Px(E) — X induces an isomorphism

pA: AP (X) = AL (Px (E)).
Proof. Follows via Mayer-Vietoris long exact sequence. g
Corollary 4.5. Let A be a commutative ring T-spectrum and let V' be a vector bundle over a smooth
variety X. Then projection p: P3* — X induces an isomorphism p: A;’*(X; V) = A;’*(P?;p*V).

Proof. Consider the following diagram consisting of long exact sequences associated to the zero
sections of V and p*V.

...—>A;§_2”’*_"(X;V) —Ap(X) ——= A (V- X) — ...

b |t |t

S A;_%’*_"(ng‘;p*‘/) — A;’*(ng‘) — AP (p*V — P3) — ...

Note that p*V — P2 = (V — X) x P27, so the second and the third vertical maps are isomorphisms
by Theorem 43l The claim follows via the five lemma. a

Theorem 4.6. Let A be a commutative ring T-spectrum and let X be a smooth variety. Denote
p1: P% — X and pa: P%. — P* the canonical projections. Consider a vector bundle V over X, a
vector bundle E over P* of degree d = degdet E and a rational point a € P*. Denote i: X — IP’];(
the closed embedding given by i(x) = (x,a). Then we have the following isomorphisms depending on
the parity of d and k.
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la) Ifd=2m —1, k =2n—1 then A}*(Ph;:piV @ p3E) = 0;
Ib) If d = 2m, k = 2n — 1 then there is a split short exact sequence
7 i * % W *
A; TR (X i (piV @ pyB) @ Ny) —5 AL (P piV @ psE) — A* (X (piV @ psE));
Ia) If d =2m — 1, k = 2n then
AR TR G (Y © paE) @ N) 5 AL (B piV @ piE)

s an isomorphism;

Ib) If d = 2m, k = 2n then
i *, % Sk [k *
A (P piV @ ps B) —— Ap* (X538 (piV @ p3E))
is an isomorphism.

Proof. The proof does not depend on the base X and vector bundle V, so we omit them from
notation and suppose that X = pt, V =0 and ps = id. In case of nontrivial X and V everything is
virtually the same except that one should use Corollary in place of Theorem

The proof goes as follows. First we obtain Ia) for P* and using an induction step from k = 2n —1
to k = 2n + 1 obtain Ia) in general. Then we easily deduce ITa) and IIb) from Ia). The most tricky
part Ib) is dealt in the end, we derive it from Ia) and IIb) for k = 2n — 2.

Throughout the proof we continuously use long exact sequences of the following kind. Consider a
linear embedding r: P — P'. The open complement ¢: P! — P! c P! is a vector bundle over P!V —1
and excision shows that P!/(P! — P!") is isomorphic to Th(OQpr (1)®(¢=1)). Thus for a vector bundle
& over P! we have a long exact sequence

’ ’ ’ ’ r A _ /_
sy Ap TR PE e @ Oy (1)PUTD)) I Arx(PLE) Lo A (PN g7E) & L
Ia) for P!. Embed P! to P?™. We have a long exact sequence
A
RN A;74m+2,*72m+1(]P>1; Opl(l)@2m71> N A;;’*(]P)Qm) ‘1.> A;’*(P2m72> O

Theorem A3 yields that ¢4 is an isomorphism and Ar* (P Op (1)®2™ 1) = 0. Corollary BI0
combined with Lemma and the fact that
KoP') =2 [15] ©Z - [Opa (1)

gives claim Ia) for P

Ia) for P??~1 = Ia) for P2**1. Consider a linear embedding r: P! — P?"*1 and the corre-
sponding long exact sequence

A
o AT (P B @ Op (1)%20) = AL (PP E) L AP gRE) & L

By the induction assumption we have A;’*(PQ”_l; ¢*E) =0 and A;’*(]P’l; r*E® Op (1)) =0, so
the claim follows.
Ia)= IIa). Consider the long exact sequence associated to the embedding i: PY — P27,

. A
o AT PO B @ Opo (1)21) 4 AZH (PP E) 1 ALt (PP " E) — L
Assumption Ia) yields that A;’*(PQ"_l; q*FE) =0, thus i4 is an isomorphism.
Ia)= IIb). Consider a linear embedding r: P?"~! — P?" and the corresponding long exact
sequence
A
e AP E @ Opan-a (1)) = AR (PP E) o A (PO5¢°E) — ...

Assumption Ia) yields that Ay=%*~1(P?"~1;7*E @ Op2n-1(1)) = 0, thus ¢* is an isomorphism and
a choice of a rational point on P?" provides an inverse.
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Ia) and IIb) for P?"~2 = Ib). Consider the long exact sequence associated to the embedding
i: PO — p2n—l

) A
RN A;74n+2’*72n+1(P0;i*E ey OP0(1>€B2n71) 1_A> A:],*(]Pﬂnfl; E) ‘1.> A;,*(]PanQ; q*E) .

Assumption IIb) for P*"~2 yields A*(P?*"~%;¢*F) = A%*(pt;i*E). Thus we have a long exact
sequence

. - A
e ApTAERETIH (g E @ Ny) < AL(PPTE) —— AR*(ptii*E) — L

Hence it is sufficient to show that i is a split surjection.
Consider the twisted version of the localization sequence for the complement to the zero section
of Op2n-1(1) (recall that we denote the projection for the complement Ha,,: A?" — 0 — P?n—1):

A
o A2 P B @ Opaaa (1)) — AP B) 225 AT (AY — 0, H, E) — ...

Assumption Ia) gives Ay=*~1(P?"~1; E @ Op2n-1(1)) = 0, thus Hj), is an isomorphism. Hence it is
sufficient to show that

J* Ap*(A®" — 0; H, E) — AP*(pt; j*H3, E)

is a split surjection for an embedding j: pt — A?" — 0. This basically follows from Corollary .10l
and the fact that Ko(A?" — 0) = 0. More precisely, every vector bundle over Y = A?" — ( is stably
trivial, thus we may find some s, ¢ and an isomorphism 6: H; E & 15, = 1% Corollary B8 gives us
a commutative diagram

%,k * = 5k * s 04 *, % . = *, %
A’rf (Y’HQnE> - A’rf (Y’HQnE ) ]]‘Y> —§> A’rf (Y’ 1%’) =~ A’rf (Y)

J L I

*, % Sk Tk = *, % Sk LTk s\ 7 * % . =~ *, %
A (pt; j*H;, E) = Ay (pt;j*Hs E ® lpt) = Ay (pt; lgt) <~ Ay (pt)

We denote the vertical morphisms by the same letter since all of them are induced by the embedding
j. The rightmost vertical morphism is clearly surjective with a splitting given by p#, where p: ¥ —
pt is the projection. Hence the leftmost vertical morphism is a split surjection as well and we get
the claim. g

We sum up our computations in the following form. Note that the isomorphisms in the following
Corollary depend on the choice of trivializations of certain bundles.

Corollary 4.7. In notation of Theorem [{.6 we have the following isomorphisms depending on the
parity of d and k.
la) d=2m—1,k=2n—1: A;*(Pk;piV & psE) = 0.
Ib) d=2m, k=2n—1: A;’*(P’%;p’{\/ ©psE) = Ay (X;V) @ A;_Qk’*_k(X; V).
a) d=2m—1, k=2n: A*(Pk;piV @ psE) = A2 F(X; V).
IIb) d=2m, k=2n: A;*(Pk;piV @ psE) = Ap*(X; V).

Proof. The claim follows from Theorem combined with Corollary B.10 and isomorphisms N; =
1% i*(piV @ psE) 2V @ 1330k E, -

5. COHOMOLOGY TWISTED BY A FORMAL DIFFERENCE OF VECTOR BUNDLES

In this section we introduce twists by a formal difference of vector bundles and establish its basic
properties. Roughly speaking, in order to define cohomology groups twisted by formal differences
we add a trivialized vector bundle of large rank and use Definition B.Il Keeping track of all the
isomorphisms allows us to obtain functoriality.
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Definition 5.1. Let E’ and E be vector bundles over a smooth variety X . Applying Jouanolou’s
device (9], [31), §4]) we may assume that X is affine. For a vector bundle £ and an isomorphism

0: EaFE = 1% put
Az‘gﬁ)(x; E'©E)=A"*(X;E' @ F).

Let p: E® E = 1%™ be another isomorphism. Define canonical isomorphism

Gg’gi P AY(XG;E' @ E) = AV(X;E' e B)

to be given by the following sequence of isomorphisms:

A (X;E' @ F) A (X E'® E)
UEZTML J{uz%ﬁ

A (X;E' o E®13") A(X;E' © E®1%)
(id @p)AJ/ \L(id ®6)4

(der(E,E))*

A*(X;E o E®E®E) A*(X:E o E®E®E)

Here 7(E,E): E® E®E — E® E® E is given by the matrix:

0 0 idg
T = 0 idE 0
— idE 0 0

A straightforward computation shows that these isomorphisms are functorial in X and satisfy

(1) @@"; — id;

(E,0
(53,03) (FQ,GQ) _ (Eg,eg) . . . __ ~ 27”
(2) 6@2702) o @(Flﬁl) = 6(51701) for isomorphisms 6;: £ ® E; — 15"

These isomorphisms allows us to identify canonically the twisted cohomology groups for different
choices of complement bundles. We sometimes omit the explicit choice of (E,6) from the notation
and write
*, % / * K ! * % / Rl
A" (X;E"OF) zA(Ee)(X;E OFE)=A""(X;E ®F).

These groups are referred to as cohomology groups of X, twisted by the formal difference of vector
bundles E1 & FEs. Pull-back homomorphisms, cup-product and push-forward maps along closed
embeddings for the cohomology groups twisted by vector bundles induce respective structures for
the cohomology groups twisted by a formal difference of vector bundles provided that the choices
of complement bundles agree. Moreover, all these maps respect the canonical isomorphisms. For
example, for a closed embedding of smooth varieties i: ¥ — X and a formal difference of vector
bundles £ = E' & F over X the push-forward map described in the end of Definition B1] gives rise
to the push-forward map

AT g (V37 E @ Ny = A (V"B & N; & °E)

lif’e) iA

A%’j;**”(x; E) =——= At (X E' & F)
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(E.p)  (E0) _ (Em) (i* B,i*p)
(E.6) %A 4" 00 g
from the notation and denote the push-forward map just as

AP (Y% E @ N;) 2 A Fnrtn(x. 6).

satisfying © Having the last equality in mind we usually omit (E, 6)

Remark 5.2. For an oriented cohomology theory one has natural isomorphisms
A"N(X; E1 © Ey) = A" (X).
For an SL-oriented cohomology theory Corollary 3.7 yields
A" (X; B © By) = A% (X;det By @ (det Fy)™1).

Lemma 5.3. Let V =V’ OV be a formal difference of vector bundles over a smooth variety X, let
E be a vector bundle over X and let 0: V oV = 1% and p: E G FE = 13" be isomorphisms of
vector bundles. Then there is an isomorphism

:(E,p) .
Eve A(v 9)(X V) = A(V@EGGB |
functorial in X and agreeing with canonical isomorphisms in a sense that

’:‘(E7p ) (V,0') _ o(VOE,0'®p) =(E.p)
(V,6") °O (V,0) =05 VaE.0p) © —(V.0)

(X;5V®ESE)

for another choice of complement bundles.

Proof. Denote - -
th(E, p) = pA(22"1) € A (X; ED E).

The desired isomorphism is given by the cup-product with th(E, p):

A XV V) ZUth(E), A X; VoV EQE).

The functoriality property and consistency with canonical isomorphisms are straightforward. O

Definition 5.4. Let i: Y — X be a closed embedding of smooth varieties with a rank n normal
bundle N; and let £ = E’ © E be a formal difference of vector bundles over X. For isomorphisms
of vector bundles 0: E & E —» ]li("“, x:Tx ®Tx = ]l%g’” and 7y : Ty & Ty —» ]lf,m3 define
push-forward map

0,7x,Ty | g% ¥ *42n,%4n .
[ : A(i*EEBTy,i*OGBTy)(Y’Z £ e Ty) — A(EEBTX,QGBTX)(X’E (&) Tx)

as the composition

*, %k Lok ~
A(i*E@Ty,i*G@ﬁ/) Yii*€eTy) =
~ *,% ek o o ~
- A(i@@i*Tx@Ty,i*eeai*fxeaw)(Y’Z £oiTx ®i'Tx 6Ty) =
SAT (V;i*€ci'Tx @ N;o Ty ©Ty) =

(i*E®i*Tx Ty i*0Bi*Tx PTy)
(EQT x .0DTx)
= *,k

ko o Lk - . A
- A(i*EéBi*Tx,i*HéBi*Tx)(Y’ "€ © 1" Tx & Ni)

~

ifeafx,eee-rx) o 4
A(E@Tx,e@rx)(X’ EoTx)

Here the first and the third isomorphisms are given by Lemma [£.3] the second one is given by
Lemma [3.9] applied to the short exact sequence Ty — i*Tx — N, and the last map is the push-
forward map introduced in the end of Definition 5.1l One can easily check that morphism ziTX A
agrees with the canonical isomorphisms:

,L.O’,T)’(,TY e(z EaTy i*0’ EBTY) (EGBTX,O'{BT)’() 29 X, Ty

A (*E@Ty ,i*0®Ty) (E®Tx 0®rx) A
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for another choice of complement bundles, which allows us to omit the choices from the notation
and denote the push-forward map

ia: AV Ty) — APt (X, €6 Ty).

Theorem 5.5. All statements of Theorem [{.6] and Corollary [{.7 hold for V and E being formal
differences of vector bundles. In particular, for a formal difference V of vector bundles over X the
push-forward map

A;_4n’*_2n(X; Ve TX) i_A) A;,*(P%&’l,p’l‘v o TIP’%(")
is an isomorphism.

Proof. Follows from Theorem |

6. PUSH-FORWARDS ALONG PROJECTIVE MORPHISMS

In this section we define push-forward maps along projective morphisms following the strategy
realized in [16] for derived Witt groups. We formulate some useful properties of these maps. The
proofs are quite similar to the ones given in loc. cit. and we leave it to the reader to modify the
reasoning to fit in the considered setting. Moreover, the reader should keep in mind that in order to
define push-forward maps one needs to make some explicit choices of complement vector bundles as
described in the previous section, although, up to canonical isomorphisms from Definition Bl the
result does not depend on the choices made.

Lemma 6.1 (cf. [16, Lemma 3.1 (ii)]). Let V be a formal difference of vector bundles over a
smooth variety X. Consider two linear embeddings ji, jo: P™ — P* and denote by p.: P% — X and
pm: P — X the canonical projections. Then

(1 X idx)a = (jo x idx)a: A2 F PR pr Y © Toyg) — A2 (PR piV © Tpr ).

Definition 6.2. Let V be a formal difference of vector bundles over a smooth variety X and let
p: IP’];( — X be the canonical projection.

k = 2n: choose a rational point @ € P¥ and denote i: X — P% the embedding i(x) = (z,a).
Theorem allows us to define

pa =iyt AyF(Ph:p"V 6 Tpy ) = Ap 2" H(X;V 0 Tx).

’)“(H — X the canonical

k = 2n — 1: consider a linear embedding j: P¥ — PF*! and denote p: P
projection. Define

pa=pacja: AyF(Bx;pV O Ty ) = Ay M H(X; Vo Tx).
We refer to pa in both cases as push-forward map along the projection p. By Lemma [6.] the defined

push-forwards p4 do not depend on the choice of the rational point a and the linear embedding j.

Definition 6.3. Let V be a formal difference of vector bundles over a smooth variety X and
let f: Y — X be a codimension m projective morphism of smooth varieties. Represent f as a
composition
f=poi:Y 5Py & X,
where ¢ is a codimension n + m closed embedding and p is the canonical projection. We define
push-forward along f as the composition
fa=pacia: ¥ (Y ffYOTy) — AP (X;V o Tx).

Following [16, Proposition 4.2] one can show that f4 does not depend on the chosen factorization
f=poi.
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Lemma 6.4 (cf. [16, 4.5]). Let V be a formal difference of vector bundles over a smooth variety X

and let Z %Y L5 X be projective morphisms of smooth varieties of codimensions m and n. Then
(f9)a = faoga: Ay*(Z;(gf)V © Tyz) — AGH2mtm=tmtn) (X y o T).

Lemma 6.5 (cf. [16, 4.7]). Consider the following Cartesian square consisting of smooth varieties
with all the morphisms being smooth.

Y/ fﬁ X/

g,l lg
f
Y —X

Suppose that the square is transversal, f is projective and put codim f = codim f' = n. Let V be a
formal difference of vector bundles over X. Then

gA o fA _ f,/4 o d)o (g/)A: A;’*(Y,f*V@TY) N A;Jer,*er(X/;g*V@g*TX).
Here
o: A;’*(Y'; (fg )y ve(d)Ty) = A;’*(Y'; (fY V() Tx o((fgd)Tx ®Ty))
is given by Lemmal3.9 applied to the exact sequence

(dg’,—df")

0— Ty/ e (g/)*TY D (f/)*TX/ M (

fg')Tx =0
and cancellation isomorphisms from Lemma[5.3.

Lemma 6.6 (cf. [I6 4.11]). Let V1 and Vs be formal differences of vector bundles over a smooth
variety X and let f: Y — X be a projective morphism of smooth varieties. Then

fa(fHa)UB) =aU fa(B)
for a € A*(X;Vy), B € A (Y; f* Ve O Ty).
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