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SPECIAL VALUES OF ZETA-FUNCTIONS OF REGULAR SCHEMES

STEPHEN LICHTENBAUM

§0 Introduction.

In this paper we will give a conjectural formula (Conjecture 3.1) for the special values
¢*(X, 1) of the scheme zeta-function of a regular scheme X projective and flat of dimension
d (so relative dimension d — 1) over Spec Z at a rational integer r, in terms of singular, de
Rham, and Weil-etale motivic cohomology, valid up to sign and powers of 2.

We can factor the map from X to Spec Z uniquely through Spec O, where K is a number
field and the generic fiber of X over Spec Ok is a smooth connected algebraic variety over
K. We will construct complexes made up of variants of these cohomology groups, and the
conjectured formula will give the special value as a product of Euler characteristics of these
complexes, equipped with suitable integral structures. We will prove that, if d < 2 this
conjecture is compatible with Serre’s conjectured functional equation for the zeta-function,
and if d > 2 this compatibility is true modulo two previously existing conjectures which are
true in dimension < 2.

We will discuss how this related to previous work on this subject. Beilinson, building
on a previous conjecture of Deligne, gave a special values conjecture ([RSS]) for » < 0 up
to a rational number. More specifically, if one writes the scheme zeta function in the usual
way as the product H?iBQ L;(X, s)(_l)j+1, Beilinson gave a formula for the special value
L;(X,r) up to a rational number. Bloch and Kato ([BK]) gave a formula up to sign for this
special value when the weight j — 2r < —3. Fontaine and Perrin-Riou ([Fo]) gave such a
conjectured formula for all integers r. Flach and Morin ([FM1]) gave a conjectured formula
for special values of the zeta-function taking into account real primes. and more conceptual
than that of Fontaine and Perrin-Riou. In a very recent preprint [FM2], they also giver a
proof of the compatibility of their conjecture with the functional equation, under essentially
the same hypotheses as in the present paper. Fontaine asserts that the compatibility of his

conjecture would follow from a local conjecture which still remains far from being proven.
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In this paper, as in ([FM1]), we only consider the zeta-function and not the associated L-
functions. We believe that the L-function conjectures are probably not completely correct,
basically because of torsion phenomena in cohomology, which necessitate correction terms
in analogous formulas for special values of zeta-functions of varieties over finite fields. We
note that the wonderful formula of Bloch, Kato, and T. Saito, which plays an extremely
important role in the proof of compatibility is only valid for Euler characteristics, and not
for individual cohomology groups, which forces the restriction to zeta-functions. We also

remark that throughout this paper we work with the scheme zeta-function of X.

Recently Niranjan Ramachandran and I [(LR]) have shown that if X is an arithmetic
surface and r = 1, rhe main conjecture of ths paper is equivalent to the conjecture of Birch
and Swinnerton-Dyer for the Jacobian of X. A similar result has been proved by Flach and
Siebert ([FS]) for the main conjecture of [FM1].

The equivalence of the conjecture in this article with the conjecture of Flach-Morin, and of
either or both of these conjectures with the original conjecture of Fontaine and Perrin-Riou

remains open, and is a very interesting and important question.

There are two basic approaches to zeta-function conjectures: One (the Tamagawa ap-
proach) involves writing the formula as a product of local formulas (one for each prime
p), and then using the product formula to show that although the individual factors may
depend on choices, (possibly of a differential) the product does not. This approach is used
by Tate in his Bourbaki talk [T] on the conjecture of Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer for abelian
varieties, by Fontaine and Perrin-Riou([Fol), and by Flach-Morin. ([FM1]) .

The other just involves just working with the infinite primes and for example, choosing
a particularly good differential. This approach was used by the author in his conjectures
on the Dedekind zeta function ([Li3]), by Silverman in stating the conjecture of Birch and
Swinnerton-Dyer for elliptic curves in his book ([Si]) on elliptic curves, and in this paper.
The basic idea of this paper is that by making the infinite prime part of the formula of
Fontaine and Perrin -Riou more precise, we can dispense with the detailed local analysis.

We should make it clear that, even to state our conjecture, we have to assume the validity
of other previous conjectures.

First, we need the conjecture, which is very far from being proved, that the zeta-function
of X, which converges for Re(s) > d,can be meromorphically continued to the entire plane,

so we can talk about (*(X,r) for r < d.
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Second, we assume that the etale motivic cohomology groups that we will define are
finitely generated.

Third, we assume that the Beilinson regulator maps and various Arakelov intersection
pairings induce isomorphisms on complex vector spaces.

For the proof of compatibility, we need the theorem that the groups H* (X, Z(r)) and
Héf“‘”“(x, Z(d —r)) are finite and Pontriagin dual to each other. This has been proved
by Flach and Morin [FM1] if d < 2, and under some restrictions in the general case..

We also need, for the full Bloch-Kato-Saito theorem, resolution of singularities for arith-

metic schemes.

Let X be a scheme of finite type over Spec Z, and Krull dimension d. Let x denote a
closed point of X, and let N(z) be the order of the residue field x(z). Recall that z is closed
if and only if k(x) is finite. Let G be any meromorphic function on C, let r be a rational
integer, and let a, be the order of the zero of G(s) at s = r. Let G*(r) be the limit as s
approaches r of G(s)(s —r)~%. If G is a zeta-function, G*(r) is referred to as a special

value of G.

Definition 0.1. [Sel]: The zeta function ((X,s) of X is defined to be [, (1 — N(z)~*)"1,

where x runs over the closed points of X.

The product defining (X, s) is well known to converge for Re(s) > d and is conjectured
to have a meromorphic continuation to the entire plane. We will tacitly assume this con-
jecture in what follows. It is further conjectured ([Se2]. [Bl3]) that there exists a I-factor
['(X,s) and a positive rational number A, the conductor, such that if we let ¢(X,s) =
A%/2¢(X, s)['(X, s) then ¢(X, s) satisfies the functional equation ¢(X,s) = +¢(X,d — s).

Now let X be regular, and projective and flat over Spec Z. The basic idea behind
our conjectured formula is to start with Fontaine’s “Deligne-Beilinson” conjectures [Fol,
which give the special values up to a rational number in terms of determinants of maps of
complex vector spaces with given rational structures. These complex vector spaces come
from singular and de Rham cohomology, and from Weil-étale motivic cohomology. We
replace the rational structures by integral structures, and take determinants with respect
to these. The singular cohomology of course has a natural integral structure, and the Weil-
étale groups conjecturally do also. We define an integral structure on the de Rham groups

by using derived exterior powers. We should note that these derived exterior powers have
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an important role to play even in the number ring case (d = 1).

We also introduce the orders of naturally occurring finite cohomology groups into the
picture. Finally we replace the period maps in Fontaine’s picture by “modified” period
maps, where we divide by special values of the Gamma function.

Our conjectural formula expresses the special values of the zeta-function in terms of the
product of Euler characteristics of exact sequences of complex vector spaces with integral
structures. The complex vector spaces will be derived from singular cohomology, de Rham
cohomology, and Weil-etale motivic cohomology. For the exact formula, see Section 3.
The maps between them arise from Beilinson’s conjectures, Arakelov height pairings, and
periods.

The plan of this paper is as follows:

Section 1: Integral structures and Euler characteristics.

Section 2: The groups and maps involved in the conjecture,

Section 3: Statement of the conjecture.

Section 4: The Euler characteristic of the period map.

Section 5: Serre’s functional equation and I'- function identities.

Section 6: Compatibility of the conjecture with the functional equation.

Section 7. The case of number rings.

As we move along we will explain how our definitions of groups and maps relate to those
of Fontaine and Perrin-Riou [FP].

We would like to thank Spencer Bloch, Matthias Flach, Thomas Geisser, Baptiste Morin,
Niranjan Ramachandran, and Takeshi Saito for many helpful conversations.

§.1. Integral structures and Euler characteristics.

Let Vg, V1 ...V, be finite-dimensional complex vector spaces, and

Vi=0=>Vg = Vi ==V, =0

be an exact sequence.

Let B; be a lattice spanned by a basis for the vector space V;. Let AV denote the highest
exterior power of V' and AB denote the highest exterior power of B . The alternating tensor
product of the AV/s is canonically isomorphic to C and the alternating tensor product of

the AB/s is isomorphic to Z. The natural inclusions of B; in V; induce a map from Z to C
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and the determinant det(V,, B,) in C*/ £ 1 of the pair (V,, B,) is defined to be the image

of a generator of Z in C.

Definition 1.1. Let V. be a sequence of finite-dimensional complex vector spaces. An
integral structure on V, is a sequence of pairs (Ax,ax) where A, is a lattice in V., and ay is

a positive rational number.

An example of an integral structure on a finite-dimensional complex vector space V
comes from a finitely generated abelian group M with a homomorphism from M to V
whose image is a lattice My in V' and whose kernel is the torsion subgroup Mj;,, of M. The

integral structure is then (Mo, |Mior|).
Definition 1.2. An integral structure (Vi, Ay) is torsion-free if each a; is equal to 1.

Definition 1.3. Let (A.,a.) be an integral structure on the finite exact complex V.. We

define the Euler characteristic of (As,ax) to be det (Vi, Ay) ]_[ag-_l)jJrl

Definition 1.4. Let (A, a.) be an integral structure on Vi, (B, bs) be an integral structure
on Wy, and ¢, be a map of complexes from V, to W, such that ¢; is an isomorphism for
all j. Let det; be the determinant of ¢; with respect to the lattices A; and Bj;, and let

x(¢;) = det;b;/a;. Define the Euler characteristic x(¢)to be H?ZO(—l)jJrlx(qu).

Definition 1.5. Let A = (Ax, as) be an integral structure on V.. Let V.Y be the sequence of

dual vector spaces to V,. We define the dual integral structure AV on V.Y to be (AY,a;l),

where AY is the lattice dual to A,.:

Proposition 1.6. The Euler characteristic of the dual integral structure is equal to either
to the Fuler characteristic of the original integral structure or to its inverse, depending on

whether n is odd or even.

Proof. Well-known

§2. The groups and maps involved in the conjecture.
§2.1 Weil-étale motivic cohomology..

As before, Let X be a regular scheme, projective and flat over Spec Z Let X, be the fiber
of X over Spec Q, and let K be the algebraic closure of QQ in the function field of X, Let
Ok be the ring of integers in K. We may regard X as a scheme projective and flat over

Spec Ok .
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We will first define Weil-etale motivic cohomology groups and then discuss their relation
to the groups defined by Fontaine and Perrin-Riou ([Fo] and [FI]).

Let r be an integer, and j a non-negative integer. We would like to define a Weil-étale site
and complexes of sheaves Z(r) on this site whose cohomology groups Hév (X, Z(r)) would be
Weil-etale motivic cohomology, but unfortunately we do not know how to do this. Instead,
for 7 < 2r we define HiV(X, Z(r)) to be the hypercohomology groups Hgt(X, Z(r)), where
Z(r) denotes Bloch’s higher Chow group complex sheafified for the étale topology ([Bl1].[Le]).
Sometimes these groups are referred to as étale motivic cohomology. For j > 2r 4+ 1, we
define Hiy, (X, Z(r)) to be hi(RHom(RT o (X, Z(d — 7)), Z[-2d — 1]), so we have the exact

sequence

(2.1.1)
0 = Ext*(HZ7(X, Z(d - 1)), Z) — Hi, (X, Z(r)) — Hom(HZ (X Z(d—7)),Z) = 0

If we had our hypothetical Weil-étale site, with section functor denoted by I'yy, this would
follow, up to 2-torsion, from a duality theorem which asserted that Ry (X, Z(d — r)) was
isomorphic to RHom(RUw (X, Z(r)), Z]—2d — 1]). The analogue of this theorem, assuming
the usual conjectures, is true for Weil-étale cohomology in the geometric case, as shown
in [Ge]). We note here that in [FM1], Flach and Morin have constructed such a complex
of abelian groups, which satisfies this duality theorem assuming that standard finiteness
conjectures hold.

The group HZ/ (X, Z(r)) is by definition H2/ (X, Z(r)), and by standard arguments this
agrees with the group HZ" (X,Z(r)) of codimension r cycles on X modulo rational equiv-
alence after tensoring with Q. Hence there is a cycle map ¢ from HZ7(X,Z(r)) to singular
cohomology with rational coefficients. Let HZ (X, Z(r))! denote Ker ¢ (cycles homologous
to zero) and HZ (X, Z(r))? denote Image ¢ (cycles modulo homological equivalence.).

We have the exact sequence

0— HX"(X, Z(d — )" — HX(X, 2(d — 7)) = HE (X, Z(d — 7)) = 0

Conjecture 2.1.1. The groups Hgt(X, Z(r)) are finitely generated for j < 2r+1, and finite
for 3 =2r+1.

This implies
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Conjecture 2.1.2. The cohomology groups H&/(X,Z(r)) are finitely generated for all j.

Assuming the truth of this conjecture, we give the complex vector space HéV(X Z(1))c
the standard integral structure H{V (X, Z(r)).

We also need

Conjecture 2.1.3. The finite groups H** (X, Z(r)) and Hft(d_T)H(X, Z(d—r)) are Pon-

triagin duals.

Flach and Morin show in [FM1, Proposition 3.4] that this follws from Conjecture 2.1.2

for d < 2 and is under some restrictions in the general case.

§2.2 Singular and de Rham cohomology.

We also will have need of singular cohomology groups. Let X¢ = X xz C. Com-
plex conjugation ¢ acts on Hé(XC,Z) via the natural action of conjugation on C. If
r is even (resp. odd), let I:[fi,(X,(C(r))Jr and I:[fB,(X,Z(r))Jr be the set of elements y in
HJ(Xc,C) and . HL(Xc,7Z) such that ¢(y) =y (resp. c(y) = —y). We define H%(X,C(r))
(resp.Hé(X, C(r))") to be Hé(XC, C) (resp. Hg(Xc,C)1) and its standard integral struc-
ture given by mapping Hj(Xc,Z) (vesp. HL(Xc,Z)t ) to Hj(Xe,C) (resp Hp(X¢,C)T)
via the natural map followed by multiplication by (27i)".

Let Q = Qx./c. The de Rham cohomology group H {) r(Xc, C) has the Hodge decompo-

sition

[] H'(Xc.AM)
it+k=j

which gives rise to the Hodge filtration G, =[5, HI7F (X, AFQ).

H{)R(X@,(C(r)) is defined to be H{)R(X@,C) but with the Hodge filtration F' given by
Fp = Gy If M is HI (X, Z(r)) we define ty; = t;, to be HY o(Xe,C(r))/Fy =

= [Tie, H (X, A*Qx . c) = [1, [Ty, H¥(Xo, A¥Qx_c). Here o runs through all
embeddings of the number field K into C. and X, = X X, C where the map from Ok to
C is induced by o. The standard integral structure on t;; is given by

[T, [Tie, H7F(X, XQx /0, ), where AF denotes the kth derived exterior power. (See the

appendix for a discussion of derived exterior powers).

§2.3 Maps between cohomology groups.
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Let M = M, be the motive H’(X,Z(r)). Let M* = H?¥27J(X,Z(d — 1 — r)), and
N = M*(1) = H?*7273(X,d — r)). The classical period map a;o maps Hg(M;o)c =
Hé(X(C,C) to Hpr(M)c = H{)R(X(C,Z(C, which induces a map «a;, = (27i)"a; ) from
Hp(M){ = H{g(X,Z(r))g to (tar)c. We now define a new map vy (which we call the
enhanced period map) as follows: Hpgr(M) has a decreasing Hodge filtration F/(M). Let
HY = F,/Fy,1. Let hy be the dimension of Hy,. Then Hpr(M) has the direct sum
Hodge decomposition [[ H ¢ We decompose aj); = o, into the direct sum of the maps
ozq/(M) where a? is the map «p; followed by the projection onto H?. Let I be the
usual gamma -function. Recall that the weight w(M) of M is equal to j — 2r, Now let
7 (M) be T*(—w(M) + ¢'))ad (M) and let v;, be the isomorphism 4, = 1, A7 (M).
Since hq = h(p,q), where p+ ¢ = j and ¢’ = ¢ — r, the determinant of v, , is equal to the
determinant of av; » multiplied by [, '™ (—w(M) +¢')"’ which is equal to [T~ (r—p)h®9),
where p 4+ ¢ = 7 and the product is over all p between 0 and j.

Consider the following diagram of exact sequences:

0 —— (Hg(M)")e —— (Hp(M))e —2— (Hg(M) )g — 0

| o | |
0 —— (Fo(M))e —2— (Hpr(M))e —2—  (tm)e —— 0

Let yar = godar oi. Let Bar = pody, oj. Diagram -chasing immediately shows that J,,

induces isomorphisms from Ker v, to Ker 8y, and from Coker v, to Coker Bjy.

Proposition 2.3.1. The exact sequence of complex vector spaces

2.3.1(M) 0 — Keryayr — (Hg(M) e — (ta)c — Cokeryar — 0

18 dual to the exact sequence

2.3.2(N) 0 — KerfBn — (Fo(N))ec — (Hg(N))c — CokerBx — 0

Proof. Fy(N)c is the Serre dual of (tyr)c. Hg(N)~ may be identified with Hg(M*)™,
which is the Poincare dual of Hg(M)T. H3?(X,C(d — 1)) may be canonically identified



SPECIAL VALUES OF ZETA-FUNCTIONS OF REGULAR SCHEMES 9

with Hl%dR_ 2(X ,C) . Poincare duality is compatible with Serre duality, which implies the
proposition.

We from now on choose an arbitrary basis for Ker vy, the basis for Ker £, induced
by the isomorphism between Ker vy, and Ker S, the basis for Coker vy induced by the
above duality, and the basis for Coker By induced by the isomorphism between Coker ~y
and Coker Sy We will use these integral structures on the various kernels and cokernels,

If A is a finitely generated abelian group, Let A;,. denote the torsion subgroup of A and
A denote A/Aqq,.

If ¢ : A — B is a homomorphism of finitely generated abelian groups, let ¢ be the induced

homomorphism from A to B and let ¢, be the induced homomorphism from A, to Bioy.

Lemma 2.3.2. . Let 0 — AL B % C = 0 be an evact sequence of finitely generated
abelian groups. There is a natural isomorphism from Ker g/Imf to Coker gior, and the
determinant of 0 — A — B — C — 0 is equal to the Euler characteristic |Bior|/| Ator||Ctor]

of 0 = Aior — Bior — Cior — 0.
Proof. Exercise
Proposition 2.3.3. x(2.3.2(M)) = x(va)x(2.3.1(M))

Proof. Let A denote highest exterior power. Let A} = Hg(M)™, let A3 = Hg(M) and
let A5 = Hg(M)~. Let A; be a generator of A(A;). Let Bf = Fy(M), B = Hpr(M),
and B3 =t);. Let B; be a generator of A(Bj). Let C7 be a generator of any lattice Ly in
A(Ker(Ba)) = A(Ker(ya)) and Cy be a generator of any lattice Lo in A(Coker(8yr)) =
A(Coker(var)).

Let A = A3/A1A3 and B = By/B1B3. Let a; = [(A})ior| and b; = [(B})or|- Let
X(Aior) = ajas/az and x(Bior) = b1bs/ba. Xtor(2.3.1(M)) = b3/ay, and xtor(2.3.2(M) =
as/by.

We have xtor(2.3.1(M))/Xtor(2.3.2(M)) = b1bs/a1as, and x(2.3.1(M))/x(2.3.2(M)) =

— (det(2.3.1(M)) /det(2.3.2(M))) (xtor(2:3.2(M)) /xtor (2.3.1(M))) =
= BlB3a1a3/A1A3b1b3 == (BQd@t(B)/AQd@t(A))(X(AtOTCZQ/X(BtOTbQ

Lemma 2.3.2 implies that this equals Baas /by Ao, which is x(Far) L.
Beilinson defines Chern class maps from the algebraic K-theory groups to Deligne coho-

mology. Let 7;, = yn where M = h/(X,Z(r)). In our language, Beilinson’s map becomes
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a map c;, (for j < 2r —2) from H&fl(X,Z(r))C to Coker v;,. Let N be the motive
M*(1) = h?4=273(X,Z(d — r)). Since Ker vy may be identified with the dual of Coker
Y2d—2—j,d—r, We also have the dual b;, (for j > 2d — 2r) of Beilinson’s Chern class map

which maps Ker v24-2—j 4—r to Ha?_j(X, Z(d —r))c. We have:
Conjecture 2.3.4. (Beilinson) If j < 2r — 3 the maps c;, and b, , are isomorphisms.

Recall that by definition Hi T (X, Z(r))c is dual to Hft(d_T)(X, Z(d — r))c which is the
same as Hé(adT_T)(X ,Z(d —1))c, i.e. codimension (d-r) cycles on X modulo rational equiva-
lence. Recall that H, ezt(d_T) (X,Z(d—r))* denote cycles homologically equivalent to zero, and
Hezt(d_r)(X, Z(d —r))? denote cycles modulo homological equivalence. Let Hiy t (X, Z(r))&
be the dual of H2™"(X,Z(d —r))&

Conjecture 2.3.5. (Beilinson) There is an exact sequence

0 — HZNX,Z(r))c =" Coker(ya) — HETHX, Z(r)2 — 0
with M = H?"=2(X, Z(r)).

This is a slightly different but more natural variant of Beilinson’s original conjecture, and

it is implicitly used by Fontaine ([Fo]).

Conjecture 2.3.6. There is an exact sequence

0 — HZ(X,Z(r)2 — Ker(yy) — Hi P(X, Z(r))c — 0

This is the dual of conjecture 2.3.5, with M replaced by N = M*(1) = H*=2"(X, Z(d —
7))

Conjecture 2.3.7. There is an isomorphism (Hyy (X, Z(r))Y)c to (HZ (X, Z(r))Y)e

This is the non-degeneracy of the Arakelov intersection pairing restricted to finite cycles

homologous to zero, where it is independent of metrics.

§.3 The statement of the conjecture.

We would like to first explain the relationship between Weil-etale motivic cohomology
groups and the groups which occur in Fontaine’s Deligne-Beilinson conjecture. We look at

the motive M = H’ (X, Z(r)), Recall that N = M*(1) is H?3=279(X,Z(d — )).
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Fontaine starts with a projective non-singular algebraic variety Xy over Spec Q. He
chooses a regular model X for X, projective and flat over Spec Z. He conjectures that the

following six-term sequence is always exact:

0— HJQ(M)(C — Ker(yy) — HN(M)c — H}(M)(C — Coker(yar) — H*(M)c — 0

If j < 2r—2, Fontaine’s H (M) is our HH(X, Z(r))g, (We are using motivic cohomology
instead of algebraic K-theory, but these two groups agree after tensoring with Q). (Actually,
Fontaine’s group is the image of K(X) in K(Xg), but we conjecture that the natural map
is always injective.)

If j = 2r —1, Fontaine’s H}(M ) is the group of codimension r cycles on Xy homologically
equivalent to zero, tensored with Q,

Ifj>2r, H}(M) =0

Fontaine’s H JQ(M ) is zero unless j = 2r, in which case it equals the group of codimension
r cycles on Xy modulo homological equivalence, tensored with Q.

Fontaine’s H:(M) is the Q-dual of H; *(N) for i = 1,2.

For each j and r with j < 2r — 3 or j > 2r + 1, we will define a sequence of integral

structures A(j,r) and A’(j,7). A(j,7) is given by:
(j<2r—=3) ¢ Hif'(X,Z(r))c — Coker(v;,)
while A’(j,r) is given by:
(G>2r+1) b, : Ker(y,) — Hy 2 (X, Z(r)c
If 1 < r < d we define an integral structure C(r) given by: C(r) =

C2r—2

0— Hi NX,Z(r))c =" Coker(yar—2.,) — Hig THX, Z(r))c =
— HZ (X, Z(r)e — Ker(yary) 25 HEFX(X.Z(r))e — 0

Here e, is induced by the Arakelov intersection pairing. We give these vector spaces the
standard integral structures previously defined in §. 2.2.

Conjectures 2.3.4, 2.3.5, 2.3.6 and 2.3.7 imply that these sequences are exact.
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We give degrees to the terms of these complexes by requiring that Ker(vyys) has even
degree and Coker(vyys) has odd degree. (These sequences are all truncations of modified
versions of Fontaine’s six-term sequence in [Fo] and this convention makes the degrees agree)

Finally we define exact sequences B(j,7)c given for all j and r by

0 — (Ker(yar) — (HL(X, Z(r)) e & t,.,. — Coker(yar) — 0.

We put Ker(va) in degree zero.

The integral structures on the cohomology groups here are induced by the standard
integral structures defined in §2.2.

Let xa.0(X,7) = x(CONTLZE ™ (A6 ) T T a0 oy X(A G ) TV

Let x5(X,7) = T132 x(B(j,7)Y Let x(X,7) = xa.c(X,r)x5(X, )V

Conjecture 3.1. Give all groups in the above exact sequences their standard integral struc-

tures.

<*<X7 T) = X(Xv T)

up to sign and powers of 2.(Note that A(j,r) and B(j,r) are torsion for j > 2d — 1, and

zero for j large).

If j # 2r — 1 each of the terms Ker (7y5;) and Coker (vas) occurs exactly twice in the
conjecture with degrees of opposite parity, so the conjecture is independent of the choice of

integral structure. If j = 2r — 1, Ker (7y7) and Coker (vy,) are both zero.

Proposition 3.2. a)If0 < 5 < 2r —3, then2(d—7)+1<2d—2—3 < 2d — 2 and
the integral structures A'(2d —2 — j,d — 1)1y and A(j, )iy are dual.. Hence det(A(j,r)) =
det(A'(2d —2 — j,d — 1))

b) The integral structures C(r)¢y and C(d— 1)ty are dual. Hence det(C(r)) = det(C(d —
r)).

Proposition 3.3. xa,c(X,r) = xa,c(X,d—71)

Proof. x(C(r)) = det(C(r))/tor(C(r)). C(r) is dual to C(d — r), so det(C(r) = detC(d —
r). X(A(j,r) = det(A(j,r)) /tor(A(j,r). x(A'(j,r)) = det(A'(j,r))/tor(A'(j,r)). A(j,r) s
dual to A’(2d — 2 = j,d —r) so det(A(j,r)) = det(A'(2d — 2 — j,d — r)) and det(A'(j,r) =
detA(2d — 2 — j,d —r)).
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On the other hand

2r—3 2d—1 2d+1 _
torC(r H tor(A ( 1y’ H tor(A'(j, >( D H |HJ(X7Z(’“))ltor|(_1)J
j=2r+1 j=1

which is equal by duality to

2d+1 '
[T 159 (X Z(d — 1)or|
j=1
which is equal to
2d—2r—3 o 2d-1 _
tor(C(d—r)) [ tor(AG,d—r)TY" [ tor(A'(j.d—r)
j=0 j=2d—2r+1

§4 The Euler characteristic of the period map.

Let K be the integral closure of QQ in the function field of X. Then we can view X as
a scheme over S = Spec Ok, and X¢ is canonically isomorphic to [[, X xg Spec C, where
the product is taken over all embeddings ¢ of K in C. Let x(v) be the residue field of the
closed point v, and let X,, = X xg Spec x(v)

Recall that A is the positive rational number which appears in the conjectured functional
equation A*/2T'(X,s)((X,s) = £AU@9/2T(X,d — s)¢(X,d — s) for ((X,s). Let wx,s be
the relative canonical class of X over S.

Definition 4.1. A, = (Ax.Ax), = (—=1)%a% (Qx,/0,) € CHo(Xu()) A’ = (Ax.Ax)s
I, A%

(This definition is taken from [KS]. We will not use it directly in what follows. What we

need is stated in Theorems 4.2 and 4,3)

Here the product is taken over all closed points v of S such that X is not smooth over S

at v. Note that the Chern class cg% () is equal to 1 if X is smooth over S at v.

Theorem 4.2. (Bloch-Kato-Saito) If d < 3, A" = A. If strong resolution of singularities
holds for schemes of finite type over Spec Z, then A" = A in general.

Proof. This is the main result (Theorem 6.2.3) of [KS|(the conductor formula of Bloch).
Let O, = Ok localized at v. Let X, = X X, O,.
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Theorem 4.3. The Euler characteristic of the cone Cy, ,, of the map from
RI'(X,, \"Qx, j0,) to RT'(X,, RHom(Ad_l_mva/ov,wXU/OU)) induced by Serre duality

)m+1

is equal to (A’)g,_1
Proof. This is Corollary 4.9 of [Sal.

Theorem 4.4. The Euler characteristic of the classical period map o from de Rham to

singular cohomology of Xc with respect to the canonical integral structures is

(A2 (2i)x(Xe)d=1)/2
This theorem will follow from the following propositions.

Proposition 4.5. Let H7 be H{)R(X(C,(C) =11, H{)R(XU.(C) with its canonical integral
structure. Let G7 be H{)R(X(C, C) with the integral structure given by
IL Hi:o Emti?a_z_j+k(Ad_l_kQX/oK,wX/OK). Then the Euler characteristic x1 of the

identity map from H* to G* with respect to the given integral structures is (A’)%.

Proof. Let Q = Qx_,c and Qx = Qx/0,, By Serre duality, HI=*(X,, A¥Q) is canon-
ically isomorphic to Eastl)zjﬂ_d(/\d_l_k(l,w@). So Ajr = HI7F(X,\*Qk) and .Bj; =
Eazt‘;(_k(/\d_l_kQK, w) give two different integral structures on H/~*(X,, AkQ).

Let d; . be the determinant of the identity map with respect to these two integral struc-
tures. (This is independent of the choice of basis for the integral structures, up to sign.)
Then Theorem 4.3 asserts that Hj(dj,k)(_l)j_k.X((Aj,k)to,«)_lx((Bmk)tor) = (A, if k is
even and is equal to (A’); ! if k is odd. By Serre duality, x((Aj.x)tor) = (X((Bj.k)tor) *

We conclude easily from this that [, Hj(dj7k)(_1)j (XN ())tor)) "2 = (A)? and the
product on the left is the Euler characteristic of the identity map.

Let Qpgr denote the de Rham cup product, and () denote the cup product in singular
cohomology. Let o/ : H{)R(X(C,C) — H%(XC,C) be the classical period map, We know
that Qpr and Qp are compatible, i.e. Qp(a’(a), (b)) = ¥ (Qpr(a,b))

Proposition 4.6. Let [v; ;] be a basis of H%R(X@,C). Let [u; ;] be a basis of H(Xc, C)
coming from a basis of H?(Xc,Z) modulo torsion. . Let E; be the matriz of o’ with respect

to the bases [v; ;] and [u; ;]. Then

(H(detEj)(_l)j =11 det(Qpr (vi j.vk 2a-2-5)) 7Y (2mi) XX =D

J J
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Proof. Fix j. Since on the top-dimensional cohomology group Hl%dg *(X¢,C), ¢(1pr) =
(2mi)? 11 , we have ¢(Qpr(vi j, vk 2d4—2—5)) = QB(A(vi ;), (Vg 20—2—;)) which implies

(2mi) DB det(Qpr(vij, vk ,2a-2—5)) = detQp (¢ (vi ), $* 7 (Vg 20-2-5)) =

= det(E7)det(E*=279)det(Qp(u; j, uk2d—2—;)) = Fdet(E7)det(E?4=277). Multiplying

by (—1)7 and taking products over j, we obtain the propositiion.

Proposition 4.7. Let d; = [[, d; . be the determinant of the identity map with respect to

the two given integral structures on H{)R(X(c, C). Then a) dj = det(Qpr(xi j, Tk 2d—2—;))

b) I1 dg.—m = [T det(Qpr(wi i, Th2d—2—;) 1)

Proof. By the compatibility of cup product and Serre duality, det((Qprxi j, Yk,2d—2—;)
is equal to 1. Then 4.7a follows from the definition of d;, and of course implies 4.7b..

Proof of Theorem 4.4:

Recall that by definition and Serre duality x(«) = Hj(detEj)(_l)jX((HDR)tOT)(_Q)

and y; = Hdg_l)jx((HDR)tor)_l. Substituting x for v in Proposition 4.6 and using

Proposition 4.5 we obtain

(AN (XHpp(X)tor)* = ((H det(Qpr([z:5); [r,2a2-3) D7)

J

Proposition 4.6 implies

(A,)g—l (X(HBR(X)tor)z = (27ri)_X(X‘C)(d_1) (H det(aj)(—l)j )—2

which implies

(2mi) XD (A2 = det(a”) x(HDp(X))tor) Y

By Poincare duality, x(H5(Xc,Z)tor) = 1, so

det(a*)X((Hpa(X))tor) VX ((Hp (Xc, Z)tor) = (2mi) XX E=D/2(AN) /2

x(a) = (2m'>(x(X<c)(d—1)/2(A/)g/z

Taking the product over o, we get Theorem 4.4.
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Corollary 4.8. The FEuler characteristic x, of the classical period map «, from

Hpp(Xc,C(r)) to Hy(X,C,C(r)) is (A2 (2mi)x(Xe)(d=1)/2=r)

This follows from the definition of twisting by r.
Recall that I', j =[] T*(r — p)hPD, Let T, = [T

p+q=j

(_1)j+1
&Y

Corollary 4.9. The Euler characteristic x(v,) of the enhanced period map -, is
T, (A")%2(2i)X(Xe)(((d=1)/2=r)

Proof: By the remarks at the beginning of section 2.3, x(7,) is equal to x(c,.) multiplied

d—2 (—1)7
by T4 TG0 -,

§5.1 Serre’s functional equation and I'-function identities

Let Xy be a smooth projective algebraic variety of dimension d — 1 over the number field
K. Let j be a non-negative integer, and let L7(Xy, s) be the L-function attached by Serre
in [Se2] to the j-th cohomology group of X,

Let 0 be an embedding of K into C, and let v be the place of K induced by o. Let
K, be the completion of K at v. Let X, = Xy xXg C, where ¢ maps F into C, and let
1 =Qx, /c- Recall that Hodge theory gives us a decomposition HgR(Xv) = [[ HP9, where
the sum is taken over pairs (p.q) such that p 4+ ¢ = j and HP'? = H1(X,,QP). Let ¢ be the
automorphism of X, induced by complex conjugation acting on C/K,. Then if j is even
and equal to 2n, ¢ acts as an involution on H]"". Let h,(p, q) be the dimension of H?»9.

Then H™* = H™ P @ H™ ™), where

H" D ={z € H}"™, c(z) = (-1)"z}

H{ ™) ={z e H}", c(z) = (=1)" Dz}

Let hy(n,+) = dimH™™, and hy(n—) = dimH™ ).

Let BJ be the rank of H?(X,,,Z) and let (BJ)* be the rank of the subgroup of H’(X,,7Z)
left fixed by c. Let (BJ)~ = BJ — (BJ)™. Note that if j = 2n, (BJ)™ is equal to Zh,(p, q) +
hy(n,+) if n is even and is equal to Xk, (p, q) + hy(n, —) if n is odd, where the sum is taken
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over all pairs (p, q) where p < g and p+¢q = j. Let (B%")~ be (BJ)~ if r is even, and (BJ)™"
if  is odd.

Let I'c(s) = (2n)*T'(s). Let I'p(s) = 7—%/2T(5/2).

Serre gives the functional equation ¢/ (s) = £¢(j + 1 — s), where ¢(s) = Lj(s)Aj/zfj(s),
Aj is a certain positive integer, and IV (s) is described as follows:

I7(s) =], Y (s) where I/ (s) = [1,44=;Tc(s —inf(p, Q)9 if v is a complex place
of F,

Ty(s) = Tr(s—n)"HTg(s —n+ 1)) [L<ip Lc(s—p)t®3=P) if y is a real place
of F.

We observe that it is an easy computation that I'/ (s) = I'?=2=J(s +d — j — 1), so that
with our earlier observation that at least in the smooth case L7(s) = L?=27J(s+d —j — 1)

we obtain that Serre’s functional equation is equivalent to the functional equation ¢’(s) =

+¢20273 (d — s),

Theorem 5.1.1. Let v be a real place of K.

If 7 is even, (0)*(r)/(T21=2=0)*(d —r) is equal up to sign and powers of 2 to [I,@T"(r—
p))h”(p’Q)w_Bg(’“_j/z)*'(Bg’r)_. (The products run over 0 < p < Bj).

If j is odd, (T9)*(r)/(T24=2=3)*(d — r) is equal up to sign and powers of 2 to [T (r—
p)ho (P =B (r=(7+1)/2)

. Proof. We consider the case when j is even. (The case when j is odd is similar, but
simpler). Let j = 2n. Fix v and let ¢ = j — p. First look at terms where p # ¢. Let
pp=d—1—pand ¢ =d—1—-¢q,s0p +¢ =2d—2—j. We have

H FE(’[" _p)hu(pa(I)/ H F(ﬂé(d —r _p’)hu(p',q') _

p<q p'<q’
HF(C h(pq)/HF(cl—T-i-p)h v(p,9)
p<q p>q

since hy(p,q) = hy(p',q') by Serre duality.
By definition of I'c, this is equal to

HF*(r h(pq)/Hp* 7,_|_ph(p,q)

p<q p>q
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multiplied by

(27) —(Zp<q(ho(p,q)(r—p)—Zp>q(hy(p,q)(1=7+p))

This product is then equal to

+ H I*(r — p>hv(paQ)(27-‘-)_(2%61(}111(p7Q)((T_p)_(1—T+j_p))
pF#N

because of the relation I'*(r) = £I'*(1 — r)~! for integral » which follows immediately

from the functional equation for the Gamma function. We then obtain:

(5.1.1) + H I (r — p)hv(p:Q)(27T)—(Bg—hu(n:n))(r—(j+1)/2)
pF#EN

We now look at the terms involving n with v still fixed.
We first observe that the functional equation for the Gamma function implies that
I'*(a/2)I'*((2—a)/2) equals £ if a is an odd integer and equals %1 if a is an even integer.

We compute:

T3 ((r — n)* DTE((r — 4+ 1))

multiplied by
Da((d =7 — (d— 1= )" HTg(d 1= 1 = (d = 1 — ) (re)

which we rewrite as

(5.1.2) (C*((r = n)/2)(T*(1 = +n)/2) 7))

multiplied by

(5.1.3) T*((r —n+1)/2)(T*((n+2 —r)/2) 1))
multiplied by

(514) W—(hv(n,+)(2r—2n—1)/2+hv (n,—)(2r—2n—-1)/2)
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First assume that » — n is odd. By the functional equation,

(5.1.5) T*(1—7r+n)/2) ' =4T*(r —n+1)/2

(5.1.6) I*((n+2—7r)/2)" = £ 'T*((r —n)/2)

Now recall the duplication formula for the Gamma function;

(5.1.7) ['(2s) = 2257'T(s)I'(s + 1/2)//7

Then (5.1.2) becomes (using (5.1.5) and (5.1.7))

(j:2n—7"—|—11—1*(,r o n)\/%)hu(n,—l—)

and (5.1.3) becomes

(£2"7"T* (r — n)y/m) " he ()

while (5.1.4) is

(5.1.8) 7—ho () (r=(j+1)/2

So, up to sign and powers of 2, our product has become

(5.1/9) ™ (r — n)hv(”’n)w(hv(n,n)(r—(j+1)/2)+hv(n,+)/2—hu (n,—)/2

Multiplying (5.1.1) by (5.1.9) we get

(5.1.10) H I*(r — p>hv(p,Q)W—(Bi(T—(j+1/2)))+hu(n,-i-)/?—hv(n,—)/?)

p

which equals

19



20 STEPHEN LICHTENBAUM

(5.1.11) HI‘*(T _p>hv(p,q)ﬁ—(Bi(r—j/z)Jr(Bg)Jr
2

if n is even ( so r odd) and equals

(5.1.12) H I*(r — p>hv(p,q)7r—Bi (r—3/2)+(B)~
p

if n is odd (so r even). since (Bj — hy(n,n)/2) + hy(n,+) is equal to (BJ)" if n is even
and (BJ)~ if n is odd.
The proof for » — n even is identical, except for switching h,(n,+) and h,(n, —).

Theorem 5.1.2. Let v be a complex place of K. Then (I'))*(r)/(T'2¢=279)*(d —r) is equal
up to sign and powers of 2 to ([, T (r — p))2h@@) =B (2r=(+1)

Proof. Let g=j—p,p'=d—1—pand ¢ =d—1—q. Note that 0 <,p,q,p’,¢, < d—1
We write (I7)*(r)/(T24-2-9)*(d — r) =

HFEE(T — Inf(p, q))hv(P’Q)/ HFC(d —r— Inf(p/, q/))hv(p’,q’)

p p

which is equal to

(5.1.13) T1r 0 — Inf(p, @) @0 T T*(d — v — Inf(p), g))"®" )

p p

multiplied by
(5.1.14) (QW)—Ephv(p-Q)(T—Inf(p,Q))—Ep/hv(p',Q')(d—T—Inf(p’,q'))
Since h,(p',q") = hy(p,q), the functional equation for the Gamma function transforms

(5.1.13) into (up to sign)

(5.1.15) [1r0 - Inf(p, @)@ T[T (r — Sup(p, g))" @)

p p
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which in turn equals

QLT (= pteoy?

p

Now (5.1.14) easily transforms into (72r=3=1)=3ph(.9) which becomes 7~ (B (2r=(+1)),

§.6 Compatibility of the conjecture with the functional equation.
Starting with Serre’s conjectured functional equation for cohomological L-functions de-
scribed in the previous section, Bloch, Kato, and T. Saito conclude that the following

functional equation holds for the zeta-function of X;
Conjecture 6.1. Let ¢(X,s) = ((X,s)A%/’T(X,s). Then ¢(X,s) = £¢(X,d — s)

Here the constant A = A(X) is obtained by taking the alternating product of the con-
stants A; which occur in the conjectured functional equation for Serre’s L-function L; and
modifying it by terms coming from degenerate fibers. It is still a positive rational number.

The generic fiber Xy of X is a projective algebraic variety smooth over a number field
K = H°(Xo,0x,). Let I'(X,s) = [[;1], I‘(Xg(a),s)(_l)j, where T was defined in the
previous section. If we rewrite our conjecture as (*(X,r) = x(X,r) , then what we want to
show is that (*(X,r)/¢*(X,d—1r) = x(X,r)/x(X,d—7), up to sign and powers of 2, where
the left-hand side is computed by the functional equation.

Proposition 6.2. Conjecture 6.1 implies

¢ (X)X d =) = A2 T[T 1 ") T e e ezt

Jj pt+tq=j

This is an immediate consequence of Theorems 5.1.1 and 5.1.2, remembering that B; =
Bag—2—;.

We now wish to compute x(X,r)/x(X,d — r) and show that it agrees with the ex-
pression in Proposition 6.2. We first recall that x(X,r) = xa.c(X,r)xs(X,r) and that
xA,c(X,7)/xa,c(X,d—r) =1, by Proposition 3.3.

We now have to look at xg(X,r)/x5(X,d—r).
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Lemma 6.3. Let x; 1 be the Euler characteristic of the identity map from the complex vector
space H'(X¢, A¥Qx.) with the integral structure H* (X, \*Qx) to the same vector space with
the integral structure RHom(H 1= X, \4"1=kQ ), w). Then [], X§;€1)1 = (A’)(_l)k.

Proof. This follows immediately from Theorem 4.3.

Lemma 6.4. Let 0, be the Euler characteristic of the identity map from the complex vector
space tar = [{gcper H 7 (Xc, A*Qx.) with the integral structure [Ty, HI7F(X, \FQx)

to the same vector space with the integral structure given by
RHom(H*™ ' IF(X A1k ), w)
—1) r
. Then T, 657" = (4')".

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 6.3

Lemma 6.5. Let n; be the Euler characteristic of the identity map from Hfg (Xc,O)F (if
ris odd) or Hi(Xc,C)~ (if r is even) with the integral structure Hl(X,Z(r — 1))~ to
the same vector space with the integral structure H%(X,Z(T))Jr or Hé(X,Z(r))_. Then
HUJ(_UJ = (2mi)X~ (KoL)

Proof. This follows immediately from the definitions.

Let ~(j,r) denote the integral structure 0 — Kery, — H]jB(X,(C(T))‘F — t(j,r)c —
Cokery, — 0

Let 8(j,r) denote the integral structure 0 — Kerf, — Fo(j,7)c — Hé(X,(C(r))‘ —
Cokerp, — 0

Proposition 6 .6. a) The integral structure 5(j,r) is dual to the integral structure 6(2d —

2 —j,d—r) given as follows:

0— Kery, — (HJQBd_Q_j(X, Z(d—1—71))c)” = t(2d—2—j,d—r)c — Cokery, — 0

where the singular cohomology group has its standard structure and t(2d-2-j, d-r) has the
integral structure dual to the standard one on Fy(j,7).

b) det (B(j,7)) = det(6(2d — 2 — j,d —r))
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Proof. Part a) follows immediately from the compatibility of Serre and Poincare duality,

and then b) follows immediately.
Let X(v(r)) = [1526> x(v(5, ) Y, x(B(r) = T35 x(B(j, 7))V’ and x(e(d — 7)) =
507 X(e(sd =)=V

Corollary 6.7. x(8(r)) = x(6(d — 1))

Proof. This follows from the preceding proposition and a consideration of torsion, exactly
as in Proposition 3.3.

Note that v(2d — 2 — j,d — r) is the integral structure §(2d — 2 — j,d — r) except that the
singular cohomology group now has the integral structure given by H %d_Q_j (X,Z(d—r)c)*
and the tangent space has the standard integral structure rather than the one coming from

duality.
Proposition 6.8. x(v(d —r)) = (A)4 7 (2ri)~x X2y (5(d — 1))
Proof. This follows immediately from Lemmas 6.4, 6.5 and the previous remark. Note

also that x = (X¢,Z(d—1—1)) = x~ (X, Z(r)) because Poincare duality is compatible with

complex conjugation.
Proposition 6.9. x(v(r))/x(8(r)) = T, (A)¥/?(2ri)x(Xc)((d=1)/2=7)
Proof. This follows from Proposition 2.3.3 and Corollary 4.9
Proposition 6.10. x(y(d —r))/x(y(r)) = T, (A2~ (2ms)x(Xe)((d=1)/2=r)+x" (Xc,Z(r))
Proof; This follows immediately from Propositions 6.8, 6.9, and Corollary 6.7
Theorem 6.11. yp(X,d —7)/x(X,r) = T (A2 (2mi)x(Xc)(r=(d=1)/2)+x" (Xc,Z(r))

Proof. xp(X,d—7)/xp(X,r) = x(y(d—71))/x(v(r))
Proposition 6.2 and Theorem 6.11 immediately imply the compatibility of our conjecture

with the functional equation, if we replace A by A’.
Theorem 6.12. If d < 2, our conjecture is compatible with the functional equation.

This follows from Theorem 6.11 and the main theorem of [KS].
§7. The case of number rings
Let F be a number field with ring of integers O, class number h, number of roots of

unity w, and discriminant dp. Let X = Spec Or. We will explain how our conjecture for
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X and r reduces to standard theorems if » = 0 or » = 1 and well-known conjectures if < 0
orr > 1.

We begin with r = 0.

We know that H,(X,Z(1)) = 0 if j < 1, HL(X,Z(1)) = O%, H%(X,Z(1)) = Pic(X),
H3(X,7Z(1)) = 0 (up to 2-torsion) and HY(X,Z(0)) = Z.

It immediately follows from the definitions that HY,(X,Z(0)) = Z, Hy (X, Z(0)) = 0,
and H3(X,Z(0)) = pu}, the dual of the roots of unity in F.

We also have the exact sequence 0 — Pic(X )Y — HZ (X, Z(0)) = Hom (0%, Z) — 0.

We also have t; ¢ = 0 for all j. It follows that A(7,0) is always equal to 0.

We also see that A’(j,0) = 0 unless j = 1, when A(1,0) reduces to (up)¥ in degree 2, so
X(A'(1,0)) = w.

C(0) becomes 0 — C — C"*"2 — Hom(O%,C) — 0, with the integral structure on the
last term being H3,(X,Z(2) and the second map being the dual of the classical regulator.
So x(C(0)) = hR, and x(X,0) = hR/w. As is well-known, (*(X,0) = —hR/w.

We now consider the case when r = 1.

A(j, 1) is easily seen to be zero for j < —1.

The complex part of C(1) is given by 0 = O% ® C — C™*"2 — C — 0, with the last two
terms getting the standard bases and the first term a basis coming from O3, so det(C(1) is

the classical regulator R. The Euler characteristic of C(1),, is
| Hyy (X, Z(1))sorl /[ H? (X, Z(1))tor| = w/h

. It follows that the Euler characteristic of C(1) is hR/w.
Since t;1 = 0 for j > 0, and HgV(X,Z(l)) =0 for j >5, A'(5,1) =0 for j > 3.
Finally, B(5.1) = 0 if j # 0, and B(0, 1) is given by

(7.1) 0-C?—-0pC—C""2 50

Note that we have the usual map 6 mapping O ® C to C™ 22 by sending = ® 1 to
the collection of o(z) as ¢ runs through the embeddings of F' in C. The map from C™ to
Or ®C is given by the natural inclusion of C™ in C"+272 multiplied by 274, followed by the

inverse of 6. Since the determinant of 6 with respect to the usual bases is Vdp, we see that
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the determinant of (7,1) is equal to (27i)"2/v/dr. Hence the Euler characteristic y(X,1)
is equal to hR(27i)"2 /wv/dp which is equal to the usual formula hR(27)"22" /w+/|dp| for
¢*(X,1) up to a power of 2.

Now let r < 0.

The only non-zero groups Hy, (X, Z(r)) occur when k = 2 or k = 3, so A(j,r) is equal to
zero for all j in the appropriate range, C(r) = 0, and A’(j,r) =0 unless j =0 or j = 1.

B(j,7) = 0 unless j = 0. B(0,r) reduces to the isomorphism Ker(bo) — H3 (X, Z(r))*
so we give Ker(bg,) the integral structure induced from HZ, (X, Z(r))", and x(B(0,r)) = 1.

A'(0,7)c is given by Ker(bo,.) — H3,(X,Z(r))c. HE (X, Z(r))c is dual to Hj, (X, Z(1 —
r))c which is canonically isomorphic to Ki_2,(OF)c, and Ker(by,) is canonically dual to
Coker(co,1—r), where ¢ 1_, is the Beilinson regulator map. We conclude that det(A’(0,r))
is dual to the determinant D;_, of the Beilinson regulator map with respect to the natural
bases coming from singular cohomology and K-theory.

Then x(X,r)is equal to Dy |HE (X, Z(r))tor| /| Hi (X, Z(r)|, which is equal to Dy, |HZ, (X, Z(1-|]
m)|/|Hiy (X, Z(1 = 7))10r| which in turn is equal to D1_.|K_2,.(OFr)|/|K1-2-(OF)tor|, up to
2-torsion.

This is essentially what was conjectured in [Li3] to be {*(X,r)

Finally, let » > 1. By definition, since j has to be between 2r 4+ 1 and 2d — 1, there is no
contribution from A’(j,r)

A(j,r)c is the complex H{,‘I;FI(X,Z(T))(C — Coker(v;,»), which is only non-zero when
j = 0, in which case the map is the Beilinson regulator cg ,, Since j has to be either 0 or
1, the torsion Euler characteristic is |[H?(X, Z(r))|/|H' (X, Z(r))sor which up to 2-torsion is
Ko 2(Op)|/|K2r—1(OF)tor|- So letting R, be the determinant of the Beilinson regulator
map, the Euler characteristic x(A,7)) = (|K2r—2(0Fr)/|K2r-1(OF)tor|) Ry, up to 2-torsion.

Now B(j,r)c obviously is zero if j # 0. Let s(r) = ro If r is even and s(r) = r; + ro if
r is odd. Then by the same arguments as in the case when r = 1 we have det(B(0,7)c =
(2ri)"*")\/(dr).

The integral structure on ;. is given by [[o<;, HI=k(X, \k(Q)) In the appendix, we
compute that A\¥(Q) is equal to Q[k — 1]. So ¢t;, = [, H~F(X,Q[k — 1]). Since Q only
has cohomology in dimension 0, we see that ¢;,, = 0 unless j = 1, and the order of H°(X, Q)
is dp s0 Xtor(tjr) =dp", and x(B(j,7)) = (27Ti)7"8(7")d¥_1/2).

Putting everything together, we get that our conjecture says that {(X,r) = x(X,r),
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where

X(X,7) = (Kar—2(Op)|/| Kar—1(OF)tor) (270)* D /° R,

up to 2-torsion, which is compatible with our conjecture for s = 1 — r via the functional
equation, which of course here is a well-known theorem.

Appendix: Derived Exterior Powers

Let A be an abelian category . Let S.A denote the category of simplicial objects of A and
CA denote the category of homological chain complexes of objects of A ending in degree
zero. There are well-known functors N : SA — CA and K : CA — SA such that NK is
the identity and K N is naturally equivalent to the identity functor. N and K also preserve
homotopies. Let A* denote k-th exterior power. Let X be a scheme and A be the category

of coherent locally free sheaves on X. If . is in SA with @,, a locally free sheaf on X for
all n. we define A*Q. to be A*(Q,,) in SA.

Proposition A.1l.

Let X be a reqular scheme projective over Spec Z. Write X as a closed subscheme of a
projective space P = (P™)y such that I is the sheaf of ideals defining X . Then the complex
of locally free sheaves Cx.p = I1/I* — Qpz defines an element in the derived category of

locally free sheaves on X which is independent of the choice of embedding of X into P.

Proof. If we have two different embeddings of X in P, and P, take the Segré embedding
of P, x P, in P3, and compare successively the complexes defined by the embeddings into

P, and P, with the product embedding into Ps. (For details, see [LS]).
Definition A.2. \Qy/; = NA*KCy p.

We see easily that this is independent of the choice of embedding.
We begin by recalling the following fact ([H|, Exercise 5.16 (d)):

Lemma A.3. Let (X,0x) be a ringed space, and let 0 — F' — F — F"” — 0 be an ezact

sequence of locally free sheaves of Ox-modules. Then there exists a finite filtration of A"F':

ANF=G'DG'D---DG" 2G*t =0

with quotients GP /GPT1 = APF' @ A""PF",
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Theorem A.4. Let (X,0x) be a scheme such that every coherent sheaf on X has a finite
resolution by locally free sheaves. Let 0 — F' — F — F” — 0 be an exract sequence of

coherent sheaves on X. Let r be a positive integer, Then there exist objects in the derived
category GO, G, ... Gt and maps from GP to GPT! such that we have G° = \"(F),G" 1 =
0, and exact triangles GP — GPT1 — \P(F') @L \T=P(F") — GP[1].

Proof, This is an easy corollary of the definition of derived exterior power and the previous

lemma.

Theorem A.5. Let A be a ring and M an A-module. a) \° M is canonically homotopic to
the complex consisting only of A in degree 0.
b) A\LM is canonically homotopic to the complex consisting only of M in degree 0.

c¢) If M has projective dimension r then \¥M is represented by a complex of length kr.

Proof: a) and b) are obvious and c¢) follows immediately from a theorem of Dold and

Puppe ([DP].
Theorem A.6. Let X =Spec OF., and Q2 = Qp,. /7. Then N¥(Q) is isomorphic to Qk — 1]

Proof. Let D be the inverse different of Or over Z. We use induction on k, applying
Theorem A.4 to the exact sequence 0 — Op — D — Q — 0, and using that \*(Op) =
Me(D) =0 for k > 1.
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