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TENSOR STRUCTURES IN THE THEORY OF
MODULUS PRESHEAVES WITH TRANSFERS

KAY RULLING, RIN SUGIYAMA AND TAKAO YAMAZAKI

ABSTRACT. The tensor product of Al-invariant sheaves with transfers
introduced by Voevodsky is generalized to reciprocity sheaves via the
theory of modulus presheaves with transfers. We prove several general
properties of this construction and compute it in some cases. In particu-
lar we obtain new (motivic) presentations of the absolute Kéhler differ-
entials and the first infinitesimal neighborhood of the diagonal.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The tensor structure on Voevodsky’s category HI of homotopy invariant
presheaves with transfers can be generalized to reciprocity sheaves. We
study some properties of this construction.

1.1. Let Sm be the category of smooth separated varieties over a perfect
base field &, and let Cor be the category of finite correspondences. Denote
by PST the category of presheaves with transfers, i.e., additive functors
Cor® — Ab, and by HI the full subcategory of PST consisting of Al-
invariant presheaves. Any F' € PST, has a maximal A'-invariant quotient
denoted by ho(F') € HI. For X € Sm, we write Z(X) := Cor(—, X) for
the presheaf with transfers represented by X, and set hig(X) := ho(Z.(X)).
The group ho(X)(Spec k) agrees with the Chow group CHy(X) if X is

PST
proper. There exists a tensor structure ® on PST characterized by right
exactness and

PST
Zw(X) @ Zo(Y) 2 Zo(X xY),  X,Y €Sm.

HI PST
By definition F'®G := ho(F ® G) for ;G € HI. In this way HI be-
comes a symmetric monoidal category and it holds that

(1.1.1) ho(X)@ho(Y) = ho(X xY), X,V € Sm.

For example, by the work of many authors we have for every regular local
k-algebra R

HI
G,."(R) = H"(Z(n))(R) = K, (R),
where G,, is the multiplicative group, Z(n) is Voevodsky’s motivic com-

HI
plex, and K is Milnor K -theory. Furthermore, F'® G (k) can be explicitly
described in terms of generators and relations in the style of Somekawa’s
K-groups, see [KY13].

1.2. The generalization of Iél is based on the theory of modulus pairs, de-
veloped in [KMSYa, KMSYb, KSY]. Recall that a modulus pair M =
(M, M) is a pair of a separated k-scheme of finite type and an effective
Cartier divisor M on M such that M° := M \ M* is smooth over k
(see §2.2 for details). We say M is proper if M is. We have the cate-
gories MISm and MCor at our disposal whose objects are proper modu-
lus pairs (see §2.11). Denote by MPST the category of additive functors
MCor® — Ab and by CI its full subcategory of [J-invariant presheaves,
where [ = (P!, (c0)). For M, N € MSm we put

(1.2.1) M®N :=(Mx N,Mx N+ M x N).
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Any F € MPST admits a maximal quotient h5'(F) that belongs to CI.
For each M € MSm, we denote by Z, (M) the object of MPST rep-
resented by M, and set h5'(M) = h5(Zy(M)). As we assumed M is
proper, hg'(M)(Spec k, () is isomorphic to the Chow group with modulus
CHy(M), introduced by Kerz-Saito [KS16] and studied by many others
[Iwal9, KM18, KP17b, Miy19, RS18].

There exists a tensor structure ® on MPST characterized by the right
exactness and,

Zoe(M)®Z4e(N) 2 Zoe(M ® N), M, N € MSm.

CI _
By [KSY, Proposition 2.1.9], F®G = hy(F®G) defines a symmetric
monoidal structure on CI. Consider the functor

w : MCor — Cor, w(M,M>®) =M\ M*™.

It induces w* : PST — MPST by pre-composition with w, and wy :
MPST — PST by the left Kan extension. The essential image of w,
agrees with the full category RSC of PST consisting of ' € PST having
SC-reciprocity, introduced in [KSY] (see §3.13).

In this article we study the local sections of

ho(FRG) := whS(FRQG),

for certain F, G € MPST. Our first technical main result is a presentation
in terms of generators and relations of ho(F®G)(K) for any k-field K, see
Theorem 4.9. This result allows us to compute explicitly the local sections
of ho(F®G) in several cases. For example, using that for ' € RSC the
Nisnevich - and the Zariski sheafification agree, see [KSY, Corollary 3.2.2],
Theorem 5.14 and Theorem 5.19, give the following:

Theorem 1.3. Ser G# := ker(h5(P',2(c0)) — h5(Speck, () = Z) and
G# := ker(h§ (P, (0) + (c0)) — h5(Speck, D). Let R be a regular local
k-algebra.

(1) Assume ch(k) # 2. Then

ho(GY ®GY)(R) = (R®z R)/I3, (= R Q).

where I, is the kernel of R @z R — R, a ® b — ab.
(2) Assume ch(k) # 2,3,5. Then

ho(GE®(GJ)*")(R) = Qf 1z,
where Q)" /7 denotes the absolute Kdhler differentials of degree n.
As a corollary we obtain for any field K of ch(K') # 2
CHy(Py x Pk, 2(P) x (00) + (00) x Py)) 2 Z & K% ® Qi .
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1.4. The sheaves G# and G from Theorem 1.3 are lifts to CI of G, and
G, respectively, in the sense that

W!Gf = Ga, w!Gi = Gm

On the other hand, there is also a functorial way to lift any /' € RSC to
CI. Indeed, the restriction of wy to CI has a right adjoint w® : RSC — CI
and we have w,wCIF = F. We obtain functors

RSC*" — RSC, (F,...,F,) ~ ho(w'F.. ouE,).

We don’t know whether this defines a symmetric monoidal structure on
RSC since associativity is not clear; see Corollaries 4.18 and 4.21 for
something in this direction. However, the sheaf on the right has a uni-
versal property in the sense that it represents certain multi-linear maps, see
Theorem 4.17. Using this we get the natural maps in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.5 (cf Theorems 5.3, 5.8, 5.15, 5.20). Let R be a regular local
k-algebra.

(1) Assume F; € HI, then

c1 cI ~ o HLHE
ho(W " F1® ... Q0w F,)(R) = (F1® ... ®F,)(R).
In the following we assume ch(k) = 0.
(2) Let A be an abelian variety and F' € RSC, then

ho(wTARWw'G,@wC F)(R) = 0.

(3)
ho(W'G,®@w G, )(R) = (R®z R)/IX,,.

(4)
ho(wGe® (WG ) *") (R) = Q5

All the isomorphisms above can be enhanced to isomorphisms in RSClyjs
the category of Nisnevich sheaves in RSC. An important ingredient in
the proofs is Saito’s result that Nisnevich sheafification preserves RSC,
which generalizes the analogue statement for HI by Voevodsky, see [Sai].
Another key point is the injectivity property of reciprocity sheaves proved
in [KSY16], which implies that a morphism between reciprocity sheaves is
an isomorphism if it is so on all function fields. Computations from [RS]
are used to define the natural maps in the above theorem.

We want to stress, that (3) and (4) are not true in positive characteristic.
For example, if ch(k) = p > 0 the left hand side in (3) vanishes for R = k
(see Corollary 5.17); also in this case Frobg, ® id acts on the left hand side
in (4), but it does not on the right hand side.
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As an application of these methods, we obtain that certain higher Chow
groups of zero-cycles with modulus condition defined via either the sum or
the ssup convention do agree, see Corollary 5.28.

1.6. We are going to study another tensor structure ©® on MPST. This
arises as follows. Recall that we employed the monoidal structure on MSm
defined by (1.2.1). Unlike the case of Sm, this is not a (categorical) product.
As we will see in Proposition 2.9, there does exist a product, which we
denote by ®. This in turn induces another tensor structure ® on MPST.
Although it does not behave very well with CI (see Remark 2.10), we will
also explore this second tensor product. For instance, we will prove an
analogue of the Theorems 1.3 and 1.5 for ®. We also show, that on function
fields we get in this way the K '-groups of reciprocity functors from [IR17]
back, see Theorem 5.7. In fact 1.5(2) is a consequence of this and the
analogous result for the /K -groups of reciprocity functors from [RY 14].

Acknowledgment. Part of this work was done while the first author was
a visiting professor at the TU Miinchen. He thanks Eva Viehmann for the
invitation and the support. The project started when the third author was
visiting Freie Universitdt Berlin. He thanks their hospitality and support.

Many of the results in §2 and §3 are obtained in the collaboration of the
third author with Bruno Kahn and Shuji Saito. He would like to acknowl-
edge special thanks to them.

2. PRODUCTS OF MODULUS PAIRS
We fix once and for all a perfect field k.

2.1. Let Sch be the category of separated schemes of finite type over k. De-
note by Sm the full subcategory of Sch consisting of smooth schemes over
k. Both Sch and Sm have finite products given by the (scheme-theoretic)
fiber product over k. We write them simply by x (instead of xj). For
X € Smand Y € Sch, an integral closed subscheme of X x Y that is fi-
nite and surjective over a component of X is called a prime correspondence
from X to Y. The category Cor of finite correspondences has the same
objects as Sm, and for X, Y € Sm the group of morphisms Cor(X,Y) is
the free abelian group on the set of all prime correspondences from X to Y.
We consider Sm as a subcategory of Cor by regarding a morphism in Sm
as its graph in Cor. The product x on Sm yields a symmetric monoidal
structure on Cor.

2.2. We recall the definition of the category M Cor from [KMSYa, Defini-
tion 1.3.1]. A pair M = (M, M>) of M € Sch and an effective Cartier
divisor M on M such that M° := M \ |M*>°| € Sm is called a modu-
lus pair. Let M, N be modulus pairs and I' € Cor(M°, N°) be a prime
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correspondence. Let T C M x N be the closure of ' ¢ M° x N°, and
let T — T be the normalization. We say I' is admissible if A/ | >

N=|=~, where (—)|pv denotes the pull-back of a Cartier divisor to .

We say I is left proper if T is proper over M. Let MCor(M, N) be the
subgroup of Cor(M?°, N°) generated by all admissible left proper prime
correspondences. The category M Cor has modulus pairs as objects and
MCor(M, N) as the group of morphisms from M to N.

2.3. We recall the category MSm from [KMSYa, Definition 1.3.2]. It has
the same objects as M Cor, and the morphisms are intersection of those
of MCor and Sm. This means that for modulus pairs M, N, a morphism
f: M — N in MSm is given by a morphism f° : M° — N° in Sm such
that its graph I'yo € Cor(M°, N°) is admissible and left proper. We regard
MSm as a subcategory of M Cor.

2.4. We have functors
2.4.1)
A: Cor — MCor, \(X)=(X,0); w:MCor — Cor, w(M)=M°,

and A is a left adjoint of w [KMSYa, Lemma 1.5.1]. They restrict to a
corresponding adjoint pair
(2.4.2)

A:Sm — MSm, \(X) = (X,0); w:MSm — Sm, w(M)= M°.

2.5. There is a symmetric monoidal structure ® on MSm and M Cor given
by

5.1 (M,M*)® (N,N*°)= (M x N,M* x N + M x N*).

which is used in [KSY]. All of the functors in (2.4.1) and (2.4.2) are
monoidal with respect to ® and x. However, ® is not a product in MSm.
(For instance, the diagonal map on M?° is not admissible for M — M @ M
unless M = ().) Nevertheless, it is shown in [KMSYa, Corollary 1.10.8]
that the category M'Sm has finite products, and it yields another symmetric
monoidal structure on M Cor, see Proposition 2.9 below. (See also Remark
2.10 for a drawback.) For this, we need a preparation.

2.6. Let M be a modulus pair. A modulus replacement of M is a morphism

f: M — M in MSm such that (i) f© : M'® — M?° is an isomorphism,

(i) f° extends to a proper morphism f : A’ — M in Sch, and (iii) M'* =

7M.

Lemma 2.7. (1) Any modulus replacement f : M' — M is an isomor-
phism in M[Sm.
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(2) Let f : M'" — M be a modulus replacement and let N € MSm.
Then, a prime correspondence I' € Cor(M°, N°) defines an ele-
ment of MCor (M, N) if and only if I' := (f° x idyo) }(T) €
Cor(M'®, N°) belongs to MCor(M', N).

(3) Let M, N be modulus pairs and let g° : M° — N° be a morphism
in Sm. Suppose that the closure T C M x N of the graph of ¢° is
proper over M. Then there is a modulus replacement f : M' — M
such that ¢° = g° o f° : M'° — N° extends to a morphism ¢’ :
M’ — N in Sch. Moreover g° defines a morphzsm g: M — Nin
MSm if and only ¢'° defines a morphism g’ : M’ — N in MSm.

Proof. The closure of the graph I'(joy-1 of (f©)~! : M° — M'®in M x M’ is
the transpose tl“? of the graph of f : M’ — M, which is proper over M as f
is. The condition (iii) in the definition of modulus replacement immediately
shows that I o)1 is admissible as well. Thus (f°)~" defines the inverse of
f in MSm. This proves (1), and (2) is an immediate consequence.

We prove (3). Let M’ — T be the normalization. The composition
f:M - T < M x N — M is a proper morphism restricting to an
isomorphism f° : f (M °) = M°. Hence it defines a modulus replacement
f:M = (M’ 7 M=) — M, and g°o f° extends to a morphism ¢/ : M’ —

I' < M x N — N. This proves the first statement. The rest follows from
2). O

2.8. Take M;, My € MSm. Let 7 : M — M, x M, be the blow-up
along M x M3°. Define closed subschemes F, D; and Dy of M as the
exceptional divisor, the strict transform of M° x M, and that of M x M2°,
respectively. They can be locally described as follows. Suppose M; =
Spec A; and M® is defined by the ideal generated by t; € A;. Then M =
Spec Ry U Spec R,, where

Rl = A1®A2 [u]/(t1®1—u(1®t2)) and R2 = A1®A2 [U]/(l@tg—v(t1®1)),

and patching is given by uv = 1. The divisor £ is defined by the ideals
generated by 1 ® t, € Ry and t; ® 1 € R,. Similarly, Dy (resp. Ds) is
defined by u € Ry and 1 € Ry (resp. 1 € Ry and v € R,). From this
description, we see that D); are effective Cartier divisors and that

where p, : M — M, is the canonical map. Since F is also a Cartier divisor,
we can define

(2.8.2) My&My := (M, E + Dy + Dy) € MSm.
Put M := M;®MS,. Note that p; defines a morphism in MSm
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On the other hand, the blow-up 7 defines a modulus replacement
M’ := (M,2E + Dy + Dy) — My @ M,.

Since M'™ > M®, the identity map on M x MY defines a canonical
morphism

(284) Ml X M2 — M1@M2.

This is an isomorphism if and only M{° = () or M5° = (). Note also that
this becomes an isomorphism in Sm after applying w (2.4.2).

We now prove that the category M Sm has finite products. Part (1) of
the following proposition is obtained in [KMSYa, Corollary 1.10.8], but we
include its proof to keep this article self-contained.

Proposition 2.9. (1) Let My, My € MSm and let M = MyQM, be

the object defined in (2.8.2). Then M is a categorical product of
My, My in MSm. In particular, ® is bifunctorial in M, and M.

(2) Let M;, N; € MCor, I'; € MCor(M;, N;) fori = 1,2 and let
M = M1@M2, N = N1@N2. Then Fl X FQ € COI’(Mf X
M3, NY x N3) belongs to MCor (M, N). Consequently, & yields
a symmetric monoidal structure on M Cor.

(3) All of the functors in (2.4.1) and (2.4.2) are monoidal with respect
to ® and X.

Proof. (1) Take N € MSm and f; : N — M; (i = 1,2) in MSm. We
must show that there exists a unique f : N — M such that f; = p; o f,
where p; is from (2.8.3). By construction, we find the functor w from (2.4.2)
commutes with ® and x (as it should be, since w has a left adjoint )\, and
® will be seen to be a product in MSm). Hence f should be given by the
product map f°: N° — M? x MY of f? and f3, showing uniqueness.

Now we turn to the existence. Let ' C N x M be the closure of the graph
of fo 1= fo x f9 : N° — MY x Mg. Let T'; be the closure of the graph
of fo: N° — M? in N x M, fori = 1,2. We then have a commutative
diagram

D
D X

X —-—

=
=

2|<—><
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where 7 : M — M, x M, is the blow-up and ¢ : N — N x N is the
diagonal closed immersion. The right winding arrow is proper because I';
and I, are proper over N. We conclude that I is proper over N.

Therefore, by Lemma 2.7, we may assume that f© := fP x f9 : N° —
M? x M extends to a morphism f : N — M. In particular, f2 : N° — M?
extends to a morphism f; : N — M, for i = 1,2. The admissibility of f;
means that

N®>FiM@ =FpMe=fE+fD,,

where the last equality follows from (2.8.1). This proves the desired in-
equality

(2.9.1) N*>FE+F D +fDy=F M

restricted to M \ |f D;| fori = 1,2, but we have 7Dy N |f Dy = 0 by
(2.8.1), hence (2.9.1) holds on the whole M. This completes the proof of
(D).

(2) We may suppose I'; are prime correspondences. Let E (resp. I') be
the closure of I'; (resp. ['; x I's) in M; x N; (resp. M x N). We have a
commutative diagram

F fl XFQ
N

D)

where my; : M — My x My and my : N — Ny x N, are the blow-up
maps. By assumption ['; are proper over M, hence so is the right winding
arrow. It follows that the left winding arrow is proper too.

=N o = =N R —
Let I be the normalization of I' and let v : ' — M Xx N be the
canonical map. It remains to prove

(2.9.2) v (M™ x N) > v*(M x N).

Let T. be the normalization of T;. The composition map I* — M x
N — M, x N, factors through ; : T — T''. By assumption, we have
VvE (M x N;) > v(M;x N®), where v; : T — M, x N, is the canonical
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map. Using a commutative diagram

I —>MXN M XN M1XM2XN1XN2

i ‘/ i /
i

I TMZ X NZ',

where ¢; is the projection and p; = ¢; o (my; X my), we obtain
(2.9.3) Vpr (M x N;) > v*pi(M; x N°) fori=1,2.

We write DM D) and EM for the strict transform of M x My, that
of M, x Mg° and the exceptional divisor, respectively. They are effective
Cartier divisors on M, and we have M> = D' + D3’ + EM. We use
similar notations for D1Y, D', EV C N. Then we have p; (M;* x N;) =
(EM + DM) x N and pi(M; x N*°) = M x (EN + DY). Hence (2.9.3)
can be rewritten as
(29.4) v (EM +DM)x N)>v*(M x (EN + DN)) fori=1,2.
On the other hand, we also have |DM| N |D}| = |DY| N |DY| = 0. Hence
it suffices to show (2.9.2) after restricting to

Uj :=v '((M\|D}|) x (N\ |D}])) fori,j=1,2.

Suppose first (7, 7) = (1,1). We have
M>=lp oy = (BY + DO anypar, - N¥lwyoy) = (BY + D)l oy
Hence (2.9.2) on Uy; follows from (2.9.4) for i = 2. The case (7, j) = (2, 2)
is shown in the same way. Suppose now (i, j) = (2, 1). We have

M|z pyr = (BY + DY)lapy = EY 5oy

The left hand side of (2.9.4) for i = 2 restricts to v*(E™ x N) on Uy.
Hence we get

v (M™ x N)v,, > v (EY X N)
> V*(M X (EN +D§))‘U21 = V*(M X NOO)‘U217

as desired. The case (i, 7) = (1, 2) is shown in the same way. (2) is proved.
(3) is obvious. ]

Remark 2.10. Let O := (P',00) € MSm so that ° = A'. The map
Al x A — Al (z,y) — wy is not admissible for J®] — [J. In particular,
the interval structure on A' used in [MV99] cannot be lifted to MCor with
respect to the monoidal structure ®. On the other hand, the same map is
admissible for J® — O, and it yields such a lift with respect to ®. This
is the main advantage of ® over ®.
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2.11. Recall from [KMSYa, Definition 1.1] that a modulus pair M is called
proper if M is. Denote by MSm and M Cor the full subcategory of MSm
and M Cor consisting of proper modulus pairs, respectively. Our construc-
tion of ® from (2.8.2) restricts to a product on MSm and to a symmetric
monoidal structure on M Cor. (The construction of ® from (2.5.1) restricts
to symmetric monoidal structures on MSm and M Cor as well.) We use
the same letter 7

(2.11.1) 7:MSm — MSm, 7 : MCor — MCor

for the inclusion functors, which are thus monoidal for both ® and ®. It
follows that w := w7 is monoidal for both (®, x) and (®, X):

(2.11.2) w: MSm — Sm, w : MCor — Cor.

3. MONOIDAL STRUCTURES ON MODULUS PRESHEAVES WITH
TRANSFERS

After recalling known facts on the extension of a monoidal structure on
a category to the category of modules over it we shall apply these result
to of = Cor, MCor and MCor to obtain tensor products of (modulus)
presheaves with transfers.

3.1. Let o/ be an additive category with a symmetric monoidal structure
e, and let Mod (<) be the abelian category of all additive functors 27°? —
Ab. There exists a symmetric monoidal structure ® on Mod(.2/') (unique up
to equivalence) such that the (additive) Yoneda functor y : &7 — Mod (/)
is monoidal, and such that e is right exact (see, e.g., [KY 13, A8, A9]). This
comes equipped with a bilinear map

(3.1.1) o F(A) x F'(A)) = (FeF')(Ae A),

for F, [ € Mod(«/) and A, A’ € o7, described as follows. We identify a €
F(A) with a morphism a : y(A) — F by Yoneda’s lemma, and similarly
fora’ € F'(A’). Thenaeda' € (F e F')(Ae A’)is given by

(Ao A) = y(A)ey(A) ™S FeF

3.2. One can compute F' o F’ for F, F’ € Mod(&/) by taking exact se-
quences of the form

(3.2.1) Bu(B) - Py(A) — F =0,
7 Q

BB —» PyAy) = F -0,
i 4

(3
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and then taking a quotient (see [Voe00, §3.2], [KY13, A10])
(3.22) FeF' =

Coker <@ y(A; e B';) @ @ y(Bje A'y) — @ y(A; e A',-z)) :
ij! i, i
As a consequence, for each G € Mod(47), there is a canonical bijection
(see [SV00, Lemma 2.1])
(3.2.3) Homygoq()(F @ F',G) — H(F, F'; G),
where 77 (F, F'; G) is the set of all families of bilinear maps
(¢A,A' cF(A) X F'(A) - G(Ae A/))

satisfying the following conditions:

AN e

. . . s for any A, A’, B and
(3.24) (feidu) dan = dpa(f xidy), feHZmoj(B )

. IN % o . f A’ A,,B/ d
(325 (idaef) ¢an = dap(idy xf), f(area%}:)mp/(B/ A/E)lfl

3.3. The monoidal structure ® on Mod(.«/) is closed, thatis, (—) ® F' has a
right adjoint Hom(F, —), for all /' € Mod(«7). For a representable object,
it is given by

(3.3.1) Hom(y(A), F')(B) = F'(Ae B), A B¢ o, F' € Mod(«).

For general F, F' € Mod (<), we set
(3.3.2)

Hom(F, F') = ker <HHo_mw(Ai),F') — Hfb_mw(Bj% F')) ,

where we used the resolution (3.2.1). It is straightforward to see that this
construction yields a well-defined right adjoint Hom(F, —) of (—) e F.

3.4. Let o/ and A be additive categories and let f : .o/ — 94 be an additive
functor. We have the left Kan extension f, : Mod(%) — Mod(%) of f
through the Yoneda embeddings. This is a left adjoint of the (exact) functor
f*: Mod(#A) — Mod(«7) given by f*(G)(A) = G(f(A)).

Suppose now that both &7 and 4 are equipped with symmetric monoidal
structures, and that f : &/ — 2 is monoidal. Then f; : Mod(&) —
Mod (%) is monoidal (see [KY13, A12]).

3.5. The standard closed symmetric monoidal structure on the category of
presheaves with transfers PST := Mod(Cor) is obtained by applying the
general machinery in §3.1 to & = Cor and e = X from §2.1. We denote
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PST

itby ® , or simply by ® when no confusion can occur. For X € Sm, we
use the standard notation Z, (X ) = y(X) for the Yoneda embedding.

3.6. Let us apply the results of §3.1 to & = M Cor from §2.2. The category

MPST := Mod(MCor) of modulus presheaves with transfers carries two
_ _ MPST MPST
closed symmetric monoidal structures ® = ® and ® = & , which

are deduced by ® from §2.5 and by ® from (2.8.2), respectivel}r For M €
MCor, we write Z,(M) = y(M) € MPST for the Yoneda embedding.
The left Kan extension of w from (2.4.1)

(3.6.1) w, : MPST — PST

. . . MPST PST MPST PST .
is monoidal with respect toboth ( ® , ® J)and ( ® , ® ). Itisa

localization and is exact, as it has both left and right adjoﬂlts (see [KMSYa,
Proposition 2.3.1]).

Lemma 3.7. There is a natural transformation of bifunctors ¥ : @ — &
which is compatible with (2.8.4) through the Yoneda embedding. Moreover,
forany F, F' € MPST we have

g!(Coker(‘l/EF/ : F®F, — F@F,)) =0.
Proof. We are reduced to the case F' = Z, (M), F' = Z,(M') for M, M’ €
MCor by §3.2. Then the morphism (2.8.4) yields an injective morphism
V2 (M) 20x (V) * Lin(M)RZix(N) = Zir(M®N)
— Ztr(M@N) — Ztr(M)@Ztr(N)

in MPST with desired property w,(Coker(¥z,, (v)z.(n))) = 0. O

3.8. Similarly, we apply §3.1 to &/ = MCor from §2.11 to obtain two
MPST MPST

closed symmetric monoidal structures ® = ® and ® = & on

MPST := Mod(MCor). The functor 7 : MCor — MCor from
(2.11.1) induces a functor
(3.8.1) 7 : MPST — MPST,

I : MPST MPST MPST MPST ‘
which is monoidal for both ( ® , ® )and ( ® , ® ). Itisalso

exact by [KMSYa, Proposition 2.4.1]. Hence the same holds for the left
Kan extension

(3.8.2) w =w: MPST — PST,

of w : MCor — Cor from (2.11.2). We use the same notation Z, (M) =
y(M) € MPST for the Yoneda embedding of M € MCor.
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3.9. We say F' € MPST is C-invariant if p* : F(M) — F(M ® 0O) is
an isomorphism for any M € MCor, where [J := (P!, 00) € MCor and
p: M ® 0O — M is the projection. Let CI be the full subcategory of
MPST consisting of all O-invariant objects. Recall from [KSY, Theorem
2.1.8] that CI is a Serre subcategory of MPST, and that the inclusion
functor i~ : CI — MPST has a left adjoint /5 and a right adjoint h2:

(3.9.1) hE(F)(M) = Coker(if, — it : F(M®O) — F(M)),
he\(F)(M) = Hom(hg (M), F),

for F € MPST and M € MCor. Here i, : (Speck, ) — O denotes the
embedding with image ¢, for € € {9, 1}. Note that hy is right exact and a
localization. We write hy' (M) := hg(Z(M)) for M € MCor.

Remark 3.10. We stress that the monoidal structure involved here is ® and
not ®. Indeed, if we simply replace ® by ® in the above discussion, then we

may loose the C-invariance of hoﬁ(F), because (] does not admit an interval
structure with respect to ® (see Remark 2.10).

Remark 3.11. In [KSY, Proposition 2.1.9], it is proved that CI has a sym-

CI —

metric monoidal structure ® = ® for which hOD is monoidal. In particular,
for F, F" € CL, one can compute F'®@F" by taking F', F” € MPST such
that hg (F') = F and hg'(F’) = F' (one may simply take F* = i~ (F'), F’ =
i9(F")), and then

o) o, ~MPST ~
(3.11.1) FRF =hy(F ® F').
It is also closed:

Hom ey (F, F/) = hoﬁ(HO—mMPST(Fa F/))

Unfortunately, a similar construction for ® does not work, since our def-
inition of CI is based on ®.

Lemma 3.12. We have
— MPST — MPST —
he(F ® G)=hi(F ® hy(Q)), F,GeMPST.
Proof. This follows, e.g., from the fact that (3.11.1) is well-defined. O

3.13. We define ho(F) = w(hy(F)) € PST, for F € MPST, and
ho(M) = ho(Zy(M)), for M € MCor (see (3.8.2), (3.9.1)). It comes
equipped with a canonical surjection wi(Z(M)) = Zi(M°) — ho(M).
We say ' € PST has SC-reciprocity if for any X € Sm and a € F(X),
there exists a modulus M, i.e., M € MCor such that M° = X and
the Yoneda map a : Z(X) — F defined by a factors through hy(M).
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We define RSC to be the full subcategory of PST consisting of objects
having SC-reciprocity. It is an abelian subcategory of PST. Denote by
i" : RSC — PST the inclusion functor, which is exact and has a right
adjoint p : PST — RSC. For F' € PST, the counit map i'pF — F is an
isomorphism if and only if F* € RSC (see [KSY, Remark 2.2.5, Proposi-
tion 2.2.6, Corollary 2.2.7]).

3.14. Recall from [KSY, Proposition 2.3.7] that w, from (3.8.2) restricts to
an exact localization functor

(3.14.1) wer : CI — RSC.

Thus we obtain a functor

(3.14.2) ho : MPST — RSC, F s ho(F) = w/(h5(F)).

Note that by the exactness and monoidality of wj, the natural surjection

F — h§(F), for F € MPST, induces a natural surjection

PST  PST
(3.14.3) (WiF1) ® ... @ (wF,) —» ho(Fre...0F,),

MPST MPST
where F; € MPSTande e { ® , ®

The functor wey has a right adjoint wC! : RSC — CI, and the counit

map weiw®! = idgsc is an isomorphism. Concretely, for /' € RSC and
M € MCor we have

(3.14.4) W E(M) = {a € F(M®) | a has modulus M}.
For brevity we set
(3.14.5) F:=w®FeCI, FeRSC.

3.15. For a proper modulus pair M = (M, M,,) € MCor, we denote by
CH'(M; j) the Chow group with modulus introduced in [BS]. When M is
of pure dimension d, we also write CHy(M) := CHY(M) := CH%(M;0).
Let K be a k-field, then have an isomorphism

CH*(Mj) = hg(M)(K),
where My = (M Xspecr Spec K, My, Xspec Spec K ), see [RY16, 3.5 (3)].

3.16. Let HI be the full subcategory of PST consisting of /' € PST such
that p* : F(X) — F(X x A!) is an isomorphism for any X € Sm, where
p : X x A' — X is the projection. We have HI C RSC, by [KSY,
Corollary 2.3.4].
The inclusion functor ° : HI — PST has a left adjoint
(3.16.1)
he' :PST — HI, F s Coker(it — it : Hom(Zy(A'), F) — F)
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with the similar notation as (3.9.1). We write h2' (X) := hd' (Zy (X)) for

HI
X € Sm. The symmetric monoidal structure ® = ® is defined in such a
way that haAl becomes monoidal:

HI 1 PST
FeG=h (("F) ® (’G)), F,G<cHL

3.17. Let NST C PST be the category of Nisnevich sheaves with trans-
fers, and define HIy;s := HI N NST, RSCyis := RSC N NST. Recall
that the inclusion functor PST — NST admits a left adjoint F' +— Fyjs.
We will need the following important results.

Theorem 3.18 ([Voe00, Theorem 3.1.12], [Sai, Theorem 0.1]).

(1) We have Fyis € Hlyis, for any F' € HIL.
(2) We have Fyis € RSCyis, for any ' € RSC.

It follows that HIy;s and RSCy;s are abelian categories, and that HIy;s
HI is
has a symmetric monoidal structure ® given by

Inis

Fo'G=(FOG)x., F.GeHly
For F' € MPST we set honis(F') := (ho(F'))nis and we obtain a functor
(3.18.1) ho nis : MPST — RSClis.
For M € MCor we also write ho nis(M) = hoNis(Z (M)).

4. LAX MONOIDAL' STRUCTURE FOR RECIPROCITY SHEAVES

4.1. Recall the category MCor®™ from [RS, 3.7]: The objects are pairs
X = (X, X>), where
(D) X is a separated noetherian scheme over k;
(2) X =lim _ X, with (X, )ier a projective system of separated finite
type k-schemes indexed by a partially ordered set with affine transi-
tion maps 7;; : X; — X;,% > j,and X = l&qiel X7, with X
an effective Cartier divisor on X, such that X; \ |X°| is smooth,
for all ¢, and Tl-ijjpo = Xioor @ > Js
(3) X° = X\ |X°|is regular.
The morphisms are given by the admissible left proper correspondences

which are verbatim defined as in 2.2; the composition is defined as for
MCor, cf. [KMSYa, Proposition 1.2.3].

I'The term lax monoidal is used in a loose sense; it seems a correct mathematical notion
which appears in the literature is unbiased oplax monoidal category.
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We denote by CorP™ the full subcategory consisting of pairs (X, ()) =
X. Note, if X = Spec A, with A a regular ring over k, then X € Cor”™,
by [Pop86, Proposition 1.8]. By [RS, Lemma 2.8], there is a faithful functor

(4.1.1) MCor?™ — ProMCor, le(Yi,Xfo) = (X, X2);.

In this way we can extend any F' € MPST to MCor”™ by the formula
(4.12)  F(X):=lim F(X), where X =limX;, X = (X;, X[°).

Lemma 4.2. Let M € MCor and X = @Z X; € MCor”°. Then the
natural map

MCorP* (X, M) = ProMCor((X;);, M) = @MCOI‘(XZ‘, M),

induced by (4.1.1), is an isomorphism, i.e., the extension of Zy(M) to
MCor™* is representable by M € MCor"®,

Proof. The morphism in the statement is defined as follows: Let V' C X° x
M?° be an integral prime correspondence; we find an index ¢y and a closed
subscheme V;, C Aj? x M? such that V;, € MCor(&X;,, M) and V;, x xg
X° = V; then the map from the statement maps V' to the class of V;, €
hﬂi MCor(&X;, M), see [RS, Lemma 3.8].

We define a map in the other direction: Let p; : X — X, be the transition
map. Let W C MCor(X;, M) be a prime correspondence. In particular,
W — AX? is universally equidimensional of relative dimension. Hence
the cycle-theoretic inverse image p; V' from [Ser65, V, C), 7.] is defined;
it is supported on the irreducible components of X X yo W. Let W' €
Cor(X°, M°) be such a component. By, e.g., [RY 16, Proposition 2.3, (4)],
W' is an admissible correspondence from X to M; further since W is left
proper (see 2.2), so is W’. Hence p;V € MCor™°(X, M). This gives a
well-defined map

@MCor(Xi, M) — MCor™ (X, M).

It is direct to check that it is inverse to the map from the statement. U

Lemma 4.3. Let € {®, ®} denote one of the symmetric monoidal struc-
tures on MCor defined in 2.5 and Proposition 2.9, respectively; we also
denote by e their extension to MPST, see 3.8. Let I, ..., F, € MPST;
we extend Fy e ... e F, € MPST to MCor®° as in (4.1.2). Then for all
X € MCorP™, the group (Fy e ... F,)(X) is equal to the quotient of

B A, @uF.(M,)@, MCor™ (X, My e ... e M,)
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by the subgroup generated by elements of the form

(431) a1® s ®an®(idM10...oMi,1 .f L4 idMlurlo...oMn) oh

—u®... 9 ;®...Ra,Rh,
where a; € F;(M;), i € {1,...,n}, f € MCor(M',M;), and h €
MCor™* (X, Mye...0 M, ;e M oM 10...0M,).

Proof. First assume X € MCor. Then the formula holds using the follow-
ing presentation of /' € MPST

B FM@Z.(M)— P FM)@sZi(M) = F =0,
feMCor(M’,M) MeMCor
cf. [SV00, §2]. For general X = 1&1’5 X; € MCor?°, with X; € MCor,
we have by definition (F} e ... e F,)(X) = hﬂl((Fl o . ..o F)(AX));
hence the formula follows from the exactness of filtered direct limits, their
compatibility with (usual) tensor products, and Lemma 4.2. U

Lemma 4.4. We continue to use the notation ® € {®, ®} from Lemma 4.3.
Let M; € MCor, i = 1,2, and set M := M, ® M,. Let Y — M be
a morphism from a locally factorial scheme Y, such that the image of no
component of Y is contained in M*°. Then

oy ) (M) y 4+ (M3°)y, ife=®,
M )'Y‘{max{<Mfo>y,<M;°>|y}, o=,

where the restrictions are along the morphisms Y — M — M induced by
the projections. Note, the right hand side makes sense as Weil divisors and
so it does as Cartier divisors, by the assumptions on 'Y .

Proof. For e = ®, this is immediate from the definition. For ¢ = & recall
that M is the blow-up of M; x M, in M7 x Ms® and that M* = D+ Do+
E, with D; the strict transform of p; M and E' the exceptional divisor. Set
Ui =Y x3; (M \ D;). Then

(MOO)\U1 = (D2 + E)\U1 = maX{(Mloo)\UN (Mé)o)wl}
and similar with (M*°)|y,. The statement follows from Y = U, UU,. O

Lemma 4.5. Let X = (X,D) € MCor™. Assume X = lm, X; with
X; = (X, D;) € MCor such that the projection maps X — X; are flat.

Let Y be a regular scheme with a finite surjective morphism 7 : Y — X
and let E be an effective Cartier divisor on'Y. Then (Y, E) € MCor™.
In particular the graph of ™ and its transpose define morphisms

[, € MCor®°((Y,7*D),X), TI% € MCor®(X,(Y,7*D)).
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Proof. Since X is noetherian, the Ox-algebra A = 7,0y is a coherent O x-
module. It follows that there exists an index 7y and a coherent O Xi, -algebra
Ai, such that A;x = A. SetY;, = Spec A;, and Y; = X; Xx, Y, for
1 > 19. It follows that for all 7 > 7y we have a cartesian diagram

Y —Y,;

X — X,

and 1&12 Y; = Y. The horizontal maps in this diagram are flat by as-
sumption. Since Y is regular, we find regular open neighborhoods U; C
Y; around the images of the projections Y — Y, see [Gro65, Corollaire
(6.5.2)]. Since the U; are of finite type over the perfect ground field £, they
are smooth, and we can arrange them into a projective system (U;); with
Y = l'mi U;. If E is an effective Cartier divisor on Y, we clearly find a
large enough index ¢ and an effective Cartier divisor £;, on U;,, such that
E = E;,y. Hence (Y, E) = l'&npio(UZ" Eiov,) € MCor™™. 0

Proposition 4.6. Let X = (X, D) = hm, & € MCor®®, where X; =
(Xi, D;) € MCor. Assume

(1) dim X < 1;

(2) X is excellent and connected;

(3) the projection X — X; is flat for all i.
Let Fy,..., F, € MPST, and for ¢ € {®,R} extend F) e ... e F, to
MCor?° asin (4.1.2). Then

(4.6.1)

(Fl..Fn)(X) = @ Fl(Y7E1)®Z®ZFn(KEn) /R’
(Y,En,..., En)eA(X)

where

Y isregular, Y — X is finite surjec-
AX) = (Y = X, E,,..., E,) |tive, E; are effective Cartier divisors
onY,with Dy > E,e... e F,

here we use the notation

El—l——l—En, l:f.:®,
El.---.ETL: .
max{Ey,...,E,}, ife=®,

and R is the subgroup generated by elements
(4.6.2)

(1®...®fbi®a11®...0a,) — (ffa®... @R ain®...®f a,),
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where (Y, Ey,...,E,), (Y, E},...,E]) € A(X), i € {1,...,n}, a; €
Fy(Y, E;), by € Fi(Y', E)) f :Y' = Y is finite surjective, I, > f*Ej, for
Jj#i,and f*E; > E.

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of [IR17, Proposition 5.1.3] (there
for PST). We will give a detailed proof, since we have to take care of the
moduli. For a morphism g we also denote by g the finite correspondence
determined by the graph of g; if ¢ is finite and surjective, we denote by
¢! the finite correspondence determined by the transpose of the graph of g.
Let f : Y — Y be asin (4.6.2). Then f € MCor™°((Y", E}), (Y, Ej)),
for j # 4, and f* € MCor®°((Y, E;), (Y', E!)), see Lemma 4.5. Hence
R is well-defined. Denote the right hand side of (4.6.1) by T'(X’). For
M = (M,...,M,) € MCor™" set M* := M; o ...e M, and define

4.63) Oy : FL(M)®y,. .. 5 F,(M,)® MCor™ (X, M*) — T(X)

as follows: Let V' € MCor” (X, M*) be a prime correspondence and
denote by V C X x M?® its closure. In particular, V — X° := X \ D
is finite surjective; hence dimV = dim X < 1 and V — X is also finite
and surjective. Let V := 7" be the normalization of V; it is a regular
scheme. Since X is excellent the induced map V — X is finite surjective,
hence (V,E) € MCor™®, for any effective Cartier divisor E on V, by

Lemma 4.5. Denote by p; : V' — M the maps induced by projections and
set £, := p; M, . By Lemma 4.4 we have D|‘~/ > [, e...0 [, Hence

(V= X, Ey,...,E,) € A(X). For a; € F;(M;), we define
Op(a ®...Qa, V) :=class of (pja; ® ...®pa,) inT(X).
We extend this additively to obtain the map (4.6.3). Define

0 :=aby : P Fi(M) @z ... ®2F,(M,) ® MCor™ (X, M*) — T(X).
M

We claim
4.6.4) 0((4.3.1)) =0.

We show this in the case ¢ = 1 in (4.3.1). (The proof for general i is
similar.) Thus we have to show the following: Let a; € F;(M;), f €
MCor(M', My),and h € MCor”°(X, M'eN), with N := Mse...eM,;
then

(4.6.5) 0(a1®...Qa, @ (feidy)oh)=0(f"a1 ® xR ...Ra, @ h).
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We may assume that f =V C M’ x M and h =W C X° x M'® x N°
are prime correspondences. We have

(4.6.6) (fOidN)Oh:ZmU-dU-U(U),
U

where the sum is over the irreducible components U of W X pproy no V X N©,
o is the natural map induced by projection

O':WXMIOXNOVXNOIWXM/OV—)XOXMfXNO,
dy = [U : 0(U)] = degree of U/o(U), and
; Onrroy no
4.67) my= Z(—l)]length(Torj M (Owns s Oviseno )
§>0
where by abuse of notation we denote by nu tl the 1 Jimages of the generic point

of U in the various schemes. Denote by U(U )s U, W the normalizations of

the closures o(U), U, W, respectively. We obtain the following commuta-
tive diagram

o(U) — 2 e
////ig;) \ii:ﬁ\\\
X7 N 7,
W g
q1
in which all maps are induced projections. Set

Eo‘(U),j = p;Mj,Oov fij Z 17
Bwy:=q M, Ew;:=qM;, forj>2,

and

EU,l = O-[*]EO'(U),l7 EU,j = Ul*jEcr(U) P = S*EW]', fij > 2.

Note that the tuples (o ( ) = X, E,w))s (U = X,Ey), (W = X, Ey)

are in A(X'), where £y = (Eyy,. .., Ey,), etc. Furthermore, on U we
have
(4.6.8) s*Ewy > By,

Indeed, the natural maps U — M, and U — M’ factor via the natural

maps V — M, and V — M, respectively. Since M;o|\7 > M, . by the
modulus condition which V' satisfies, the analog inequality also holds on
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U , see e.g. [RY16, Proposition 2.3(4)]. In the following we will use the
notation

(4.6.9) la); = a;®...®a,, [p'ad; :=pia®...Qpa,, etc.
We compute in 7'(X):
O([a]; @ (f eidy) o h) ZmU dy - [p*aly by defn,

- ZmU - (ovwoppiar)®[p als
U
I — by 62,

= my - (oppia)®[s"¢"aly

= (Z my - s*az;pm) ® [q*als, by (4.6.2),
U

for the last equality we use (4.6.8) to apply (4.6.2) in the situation
(f,E,E' by,a) = (s, Ew, Ey,oppia1, ¢"a).
We have
¢ € MCor”°((W, Ey1), M'), py ooy € MCorP®((U, Eyy), M)
and by (4.6.8) also
st € MCorP (W, Ew,), (U, Ey,y)).
By (4.6.7) and flat base change for Tor we have

. O 0
my =3 (~1)length(Tor, ™" (O, Ovy))-

Jj=0

Hence in MCor®((W, Ew.), M)

(4.6.10) ZmU-(ploUU)ostZZmU'UIZfOCh,
U U

where U’ C (W \ |Ew,a|) x My is the restriction of the image of U —
W x M. Together with the above we obtain

0([a), ® (f ®idy) o h) (Z my - (p1ooy o St)*al) ® [q"als

= ¢ [T ® [g"al2
= G(f*a1®[a]2®h)



TENSOR STRUCTURES 23

This shows that 6 satisfies (4.6.4). Thus 6 factors to give a well-defined map

O:(Fie...0 F)(X)—= T(X).

We define a map in the other direction. Let (7 : Y — X, Ey,...  E,) €
A(X) and a; € F;(Y,E;). By Lemma 4.5 we find a smooth k-scheme
U with a k-morphism Y — U, effective Cartier divisors £y ;, and ele-
ments a;, € F;(U, Ey;), such that Ey,y = E;, a;y = a;. Denote by
I'C (Y \ |7*D|) x U*™ the graph of the diagonal map Y\ |[7*D| — U*".
By definition of A(X’) and Lemma 4.4 we have

I' e MCor®°((Y,7*D), (U, Ey,)e...e (U Eyy,)).

Using the description of F; e ... e F}, from Lemma 4.3 (and the notation
from (4.6.9)) we set

(4.6.11)  ¢y([a];) :=classof ([a]; ®T) € (Fre...0 F,)(Y,n"D)
and
Y([a]y) := maby ([a]y) = class of ([a]; @ (To7')) € (Fre...0F,)(X).

We claim that ¢y ([a];) (and hence ¢ ([a];)) is well-defined, i.e., indepen-
dent of the choices of Y — U, Ey;, and a,. Indeed, let Y — V', Ey;, and
a; be different choices; it suffices to consider the case in which we have a
commutative diagram

Vv
/lf
Y —U,

and EVJ = f*EU,ia a; = f*dl Set UZ = (U, EU,i) and VZ = (V, EV,i) and
denote by I'yy and I'y the graphs of Y\ |7*D| — U*™ and Y\ |[7*D| — V*™,
respectively. We have in MCor((Y,7*D),U; o ... o U,)

Ilp=fe...o0fol'y =(feidy,e. ey,)0...0(idye. ey, ,of)0y.
—

n-times

Thus [a); @ Ty = [d]; @ Ty in (Fy e ... e F,)(Y,7*D), by (4.3.1). Hence
¥([a]1) is well-defined and we can extend it additively to obtain a map

(O @ F(Y,E))®z...QzF, (Y, E,) — (Fie...e F,)(X).
(Y7E1 ~~~~~ En)GA(X)
We claim

(4.6.12) ((4.6.2)) = 0.

We show this in the case ¢ = 1 in (4.6.2). (The proof for general i is
similar.) To this end, let o := (f, E, E',a,b;) be as in (4.6.2). We find a
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finite surjective map between smooth k-schemes f : U' — U which fits in
a cartesian diagram

Y — U

b

Y —U,

effective Cartier divisors Ei on U and EZ’ on U’, elements a; € F;(U, Ej),
Jj > 2,and by € Fy(U', E}), such that (f, E, E', a, by) restricts to «; fur-
thermore we can assume
f'E.>E|, E,>fE;, j>2

Let I" and I" be the graphs of Y\ |Dy| — U*™ and Y\ |D}y/| — (U')*",
respectively. For j > 1, set

Z/{j = (U; Ej), Z/{J, = (U/,E;»), y = (K D|y), yl = (Y/, D|y/).
We write U = U \ |Ej|, etc. By assumption we have

I'e MCor®°(Y,Uye...0U,), TI'eMCor”° () Ue...oU)
feMCor™(V,Y), f'€MCor™ (YY)

ft € MCor(Uy,Uy), feMCorU),U;), j=>2.
Set
Vi=Uye...0U, V :=Ue. olU.

‘We obtain

fl=fe...efecMCor(V, V).
(n—1)-times

In MCor(Y,U; e V) the following equality holds
(4.6.13) (idyy of*" ") oo f' = (f* eidy) o L.

Indeed, this is a purely cycle theoretic question; using that (id;,; e ferHoI”
is the graph of (1) — (U7)° x [[;_, U5 we obtain

Frox e ((idyg of 1) o TV) 2 (V)° x (e (V)0 = (V')°

On the other hand using the isomorphisms I' = )° and (f! e idy) =
(U7)° x V° we obtain the following cartesian diagram

r XZ/{{’XV" (ft L ld];) —_— (Z/I{)O x Ve

| o

)° Uf x V°.
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Hence
T Xyoxpo (ff@idy) = V° xye (Uy)° = (V')°.
This yields (4.6.13). We compute in F} o ... e F,())

faby (b1®[f"als) = Bl®[f aly ® (I o f1), by defn,
= b ®R[a), ® ((1du, of*" Nol"ofY), by(4.3.1)
= hi®a], ® ((f' eidy) o T), by (4.6.13)
= (/Y ®[a:®T, by (4.3.1)
=fh®a,®T
= Yy (fb1 ® [a]2), by defn.

Pushing forward to X we obtain (b ®[f*a]s) = ¥(f.b1 ® [a]2), which
proves Claim (4.6.12). Thus v factors to give a well-defined map

Y :T(X) = Fle... eF,(X).
By definition of # and ¢ we have
forp= idp(a)
Thus it remains to show that ¢ is surjective. To this end, let M, ..., M, €
MCeor, a; € F;(M;), andlet V € MCor?°(X, M, e...e M,) be a prime
correspondence. Denote by V' the normalization of VCXxMe. oM,
and denote by p; : V — M, the maps induced by the projection maps. By
Lemma 4.5, we find a morphign V' — U with U a smooth k-scheme such
that p; factors via p; : U — M,;. Set E; := p; M, . and Ey; := p; M,

Then (7 : V — X, By, ..., E,) € A(X). LetT be the graph of V\ |7*D| —
U*"™. We compute in Fj e ... e F,(X)

b(lp*ali) = [Fal @ T o, by defin,
= [a),®@(pre...0p,) o o7, by (4.3.1),
=a; ®V.
This shows that ¢ is surjective and completes the proof. U

Remark 4.7. Taking X = (X, ) in Proposition 4.6 we see that

(Fro.. o)X, 0)= (WhF & ... & wE)(X)

equals the tensor product of Mackey functors evaluated at X, see, e.g.,
[KY13, 2.8], or [IR17, 4.1]. In particular, the above proposition is a gener-
alization of [IR17, Proposition 5.1.3].
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4.8. We introduce some notations: Let F' € PST (resp. F' € MPST). If
K 1is a field containing %, then we write (see 4.1)

F(K):= F(Spec K) (resp. F'(K) := wF(Spec K)).
If « € F(K)and L/K is a field extension inducing f : Spec L — Spec K,
then we write
ap = ffa € F(L),
and if f is finite and b € F'(L), then we write
Trr ke (b) := fub:= (f")*b € F(K).
If C'/K is a regular projective curve, D an effective divisor on C, a €

F(C\ D) (resp. a € F(C,D))and i : x — C'\ D is a closed point, then
we write

a(z) =i*a € F(zx) = F(K(x)).

Theorem 4.9. Let 1, ..., F, € MPST. Let K be a field containing k.
Let o € {®,®}, then (see (3.14.2) and Notation 4.8)

ho(Fre---e F,)(K) = @FI(L> ®z ...z Fu(L) | /R(K),
L/K

where the sum is over all finite field extensions L/ K (one may restrict to
those inside a fixed algebraic closure of K ) and R(K) is the subgroup gen-
erated by the following elements:

(RI) (1 ®---@Trp/p(a;)®- - ®ay)—(a1,®- - ®a;@- - -®ap, 1), where
L'/L/K is a tower of finite field extensions, i € [1,n], a; € F;(L),
forj #1i,a; € Fi(L);

(R2)

Y wlf) al@) @ @an(x),

z€C\|D|
where C'is a regular projective curve over K, D = D, e ---e D,,
with D; effective divisors on C, such that a; € (1 F;)(C, D;), and
f € K(C)* satisfies f = 1 mod D, and v, denotes the normalized
valuation of K (C') attached to x. Here we use the notation

Di+...+ D,  ife=0,

Die---eD, =
pere {max{Dl,...,Dn}, ife=®,

and for a divisor D = Zj n;x; on C the notation f = 1 mod D
means v, (f — 1) > ny, forall j.
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Proof. Let M € MCor and G € MPST. With the notations from 3.8,
3.9, and 3.14 we have

(4.9.1) hJG(M) = Coker(G(M& (P, 1)) G(M)).

(Here we use the canonical isomorphism (P!, 1) = [J, which is induced by
the unique automorphism of P! which switches 1 and co and fixes 0.) Now
let G = Fje...eF,. Combining (4.9.1) with the fact that w, = w7y and
that 71 is exact and monoidal for e (see (3.8.1)), we obtain for X € Sm

Sk ek
20_7’00

MPST  MPST

(T!Fl o o TlZFn)(X,(D)
MPS MPS )
(i — it )(nF e .. e mE,)(Pk, 1x)
We can write K = hﬂz A; (filtered direct limit) with A; smooth k-algebras
such that the induced maps A; — K are flat. Hence, taking X = Spec A4;
in the above formula and taking the direct limit yields

ho(Fie...e F,)(X) =

(nF e MR (K)

(i — i) (nF e L TR (PY 1)

Now the statement follows from Proposition 4.6 and the observation that
f € K(C)* in (R2) is the same as a finite surjective map f : C' — PL such
that f*(1) > Dy e... 0 D,. O

4.10. Denote

ho(Fie...eF,)(K) =

® = {henselian discrete valuation fields of geometric type over k},

i.e., @ is the set of henselian discrete valuation fields of the form Frac(O&m),
where U € Sm, z € UV, and (’){}71, denotes the henselization of the lo-
cal ring Op,. For L € ® we denote by Oy, its underlying DVR, and by
my C O the maximal ideal. Set S = Spec O, and denote by s € S the
closed point. For G € MPST and n > 0 we set

_ G(S,0), ifn=0,
G(O ") =
(Or,m;") {G(S,n-s), else.

Corollary 4.11. Let Fy,..., F,, € MPST and set F' .= Fy e ... 0 I, €
MPST, with e € {®,R®}. Let L € ®, then ho(F)(L) is generated by all
the elements of the form

71'*([(1,1, . .,an]L/),

where L' /L is a finite field extension, |ai, ..., a1 denotes the image of
a4 ®...Qa, € Fi(L®gz...R0zF, (L") under the natural map

, , PST PST N (3.143) ,
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and 7w : Spec L' — Spec L is the finite morphism. Furthermore, if a; €
Im(nF;(Op,m;") = F;(L")), where the r; > 0, then,

@ILD  m(lar, ... anly) € In(rhD(F)(Op, m7") — ho(F)(L)),

where

[, fe=o
with e(L'/ L) the ramification index of L'/ L and the map in (4.11.1) is in-
duced from ho(F)(L) = nhg (F)(Spec L, 0).

n = {(TEZFL’/JZS”L if. = ®7

Proof. The first statement holds by Theorem 4.9, the second by Proposition
4.6. U

4.12. Let F' € RSCy;s. Leta € F(L), L € ®, (see 4.10). Recall from
[RS, Definition 4.14] that the motivic conductor cf (a) of a at L is defined
by:

F(a) :=min{n > 0| a e nF(OL,m™)}.
Corollary 4.13. Let F}, ... | F,, € RSCh. Set F := honis(Fr o ... @ F,),

with e € {®,®} (see (3.14.5)). Let L € ® and a; € F;(L). Then (with the
notation from Corollary 4.11)

ay) + ..+ (ay), ife =@,

max{ci'(a1),...,ci"(a,)}, ife=®.

Cf([ab B 7a'n]L) S {

Proof. By the adjointness of (wer, w©!) we have a natural transformation
h§ — wCthg of functors MPST — CI. Thus the statement follows from

Corollary 4.11 and the natural map
nwCl(ho(Fre...0 F) (O, m;") — nwCYF)(Op,m;"), r>0.
O
Definition 4.14 (cf. [IR17, 4.2.1]). Let F}, ..., F,, H € RSCy;. Denote
by

the set of collections of maps

¢:{¢X1 ..... Xn3Fl(Xl)X...an(Xn)—>H(X1><...><Xn)} ,

D T Xn€Sm
satisfying the following properties:

(L1) ¢x,.. . x, is amultilinear morphism of Z-modules, for all X; € Sm.
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(L2) Foralli € [1,n], Xi,...,X,, X/ € Sm, f € Cor(X/, X;), and all
a; € F;(Xj),7=1,...,n, we have

¢X1,---X{,Xi+1 ~~~~~ Xn(a17"'7f*ai7ai+17”’7an):fi¢X1 ~~~~~ Xn(alv”’van)v

where fz = idX1><...><Xi,1 Xf X idXi+1><...><Xn-
(L3) Forall L € ® and all a; € F;(L) we have (see 4.12 for notation)

F F '

! " fe=®
1) a)) <{°E (a1) + ...+ ¢ (an), 1 ’
cr(fr(or, - an)) < {max{cfl(al), coef(an)}, ife=®.

Here ¢, = ¢specr, Where ¢g, for S € CorP™, is defined as the
composition

@14.1) 65 Fi(S) x ... x Fo(8) = (R (U) x ... Fu(U))

94, I'%H(U X .. xU) 2L I'%H(U) — H(S),

where U runs through all smooth k-models of S, Ay : U — U Xx
. x U denotes the diagonal, and we use (L2) to extend ¢ to the
colimit.

Lemma 4.15. Let ¢ = {¢x, . x,} be a collection of maps as in Definition
4.14. Assume ¢ satisfies (L1), (L2). Then ¢ satisfies (L3) if and only if for
all a; € F(X;), with proper modulus pairs X; we have

Gxe,... xe(ar,. .. an) EfI(Xlo...oXn).

Proof. Set o := ¢xo . xo(a1,...,a,), and Xj e ... 0 X, =: (X, X,). By
[RS, Theorem 4.15, (4)] we have

a€H(Xo.. . 0X,) < cl(pa)<v(Xx), VLE®D, peX(O),

where on the right hand side vy, (X.,) is the multiplicity of p*X.,,. Ob-
serve that p*a = ¢p(piay,...,pLa,), where p; : Spec L — X? are in-
duced by p and projection. Thus the only if direction follows directly from
Lemma 4.4. For the other direction let b; € F;(L), L € ®, and set
r; := ch'(b;). We find smooth models (U, Z) of (Spec Oy, my) with com-
pactification i = (U, Z + B) and elements b; € Fj(U,,) restricting to b;,
where U,, = (U, r;Z + B). Note that the map Spec Oy, — U (coming from
the structure as model of Or) maps the closed point to the generic point of

7 and hence is not contained in B. By assumption ¢ u;;(bl, NS

H(U, o...0U,). Denote by p : SpecO; — U, e...eU, the diagonal
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map. Thus (by Lemma 4.4)

i (dr(br, ... b)) =l (p*due,... us(bry . 0y)) S vp(Upy ... 0Uy,) =

vp(Up) + .o+ o(Ue,) =114 T, ife =@,
max{v,(U.),...,vp(U.)} = max{ry,...,r,}, ife=®.
Hence ¢ satisfies (LL3). 0

Lemma 4.16. Let ¢ : F' — G be a morphism in RSCyys. Then ¢ is an
isomorphism if and only if p(K) : F(K) — G(K) is an isomorphism, for
all finitely generated k-fields K.

Proof. By Theorem 3.18, the category RSCy; is abelian. Hence it suffices
to show that a sheaf F' € RSC\yy is zero if and only if F'(K) = 0, for all K.
This follows from [KSY 16, Theorem 6] and [KSY, Corollary 3.2.3]. O

Theorem 4.17. Let Fi, ..., F,, H € RSCyis. Then there is a natural iso-
morphism

HomRsc(ho(ﬁl o...0 fn),H) = Linggc(F1,..., Fy H), o€ {®,®}.

Proof. Denote by Linpgr(F1, ..., F,; H) the set of those ¢ = {¢x, . x,}
satisfying only (L1) and (L2). We have

“4.17.1) Linggc(Fi, ..., Fy; H) C Linpgt(F1, ..., F; H).
Set

F:=ho(F e...eF,).
The surjection (3.14.3) induces an inclusion
PST  PST

4.17.2) HOIIlec(F, H) C HOH’IPST(Fl X ... R Fn,H)

Since H is a Nisnevich sheaf we can replace F' by Fyis and RSC by
RSCyis on the left hand side and on the right hand side PST by NST.
By [SV00, Lemma 2.1] we have a canonical identification

PST  PST
4.173)  Linpgr(F,. .., Fy; H) = Hompsp(F, @ ... @ F,, H).
Observe that if ¢ : H; — Hy is a morphism in RSCy;s and a € Hy(L),
L € ®, then ¢ (¢(a)) < ci*(a), by definition of the motivic conductor,
see 4.12. Hence it follows directly from Corollary 4.13 that (4.17.3) induces
an inclusion

Homgsc(F, H) C Lingge(F1, ..., Fuy H).

For the other inclusion, let ¢ € Lingga(F1, .. ., Fy; H) and denote by

N NST NST
6 ® ... F,—H
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the induced map. Set

NST NST .
G=Ker(F, @ ... @ F, 22 o),

It remains to show
(4.17.4) H(G)nis = 0.
By definition QAS(G)NiS is a sub-NST of H, hence it is in RSCy;. By

~

Lemma 4.16 it suffices to show 0 = ¢(G)nis(K) = ¢(G(K)), for all func-
tion fields K over k. By Theorem 4.9, the group G(K) is generated by
elements of the form

= Z V(f)a1(2) @ ... ® ay(z)

z€C\|D|

with C/K, D = Dy e...eD,, a; € T!ﬁi(c, D;) and f = 1 mod D as in
4.9(R2). We compute

da) = Y valf) Trryr (Sx@(ai(), ... an(x))),

z€C\|D|

= > vlf) Trr@yx (doyp(ar, . an)(x)), by (L2),

zeC\|D|
= Dive(f) éc\p|(@; - - -, an),

where we view Dive(f) € CorP™(Spec K, C'\ |D|). For the first equality,
note, if K’/ K is a finite field extension, then the composition

, N Ui NST NST ,
FI(K')®z..0 Fo(K') — (F1 ® ... ® F,)(K')

Trer i NST  NST 3
— = (1 ® ... ® F,(K)—> HK)

maps an element by ® ... ® b, to Trxr /g (dr (b1, ..., b,)), with ¢ =
®spec kv defined as in (4.14.1) and ¢k defined as in (4.6.11). We have

(4.17.5) b\ p|(ar, - - ., an) € nH(C, D).
Indeed, this follows directly from Lemma 4.15 and Lemma 4.4. Thus
QE(O‘) = (ZS - iZo)(ft)*¢C\|D|(a'17 s 7a'n) = Oa
where f* € MCor®°((P), 1), (C, D)) denotes the transpose of the graph

of f : C'— Pj. This proves (4.17.4). O
Corollary 4.18. Let Iy, ..., F,, € RSCyjsand e € {®,®}. Let 0 = mg <
m<mo<...<mp=mn,r>1Forj=1,... rset

F,:=F, ,1e...0F, € MPST, and H;:=hon(F,) € CL

=7
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Denote by
T; € Liﬂhsc(ij,lJrl, Y ho,Nis(Ej))

and

T,.r € Liﬂﬁsc (hO,Nis(E1)> cee hO,Nis(Er) ) ho,Nis(Hl e...0 Hr))

the maps corresponding via Theorem 4.17 to the identity on hj nis (E j) and
on honis(Hy e ... @ H,), respectively. Then the composition

oM X o oXT)  Fy X .. x Fy = honis(Hyo...0 Hy)

.....

lies in Lingg(F1, - .., Fi; honis(Ha, - - -, Hy)) and the induced map
(4181) h’O,Nis(ﬁl e...0 ﬁn) — hO,Nis(Hl e...0 Hr)

NST  NST
is compatible with the natural surjection of Iy ® ... ® F, to either side

(see (3.14.3)); in particular it is surjective.

Proof. 1t is direct to see that 7 satisfies (L1) and (L2) of Definition 4.14.
Hence by (4.17.3) it factors via the natural surjection

NST NST
Fl X ... X Fn_»hO,Nis(Hl.~~~.Hr) =:G.

Thus for L € ® and a; € F;(L) we have

Tr(ay, ..., an) = [la4]L, .-, a, L)L € G(L),

where 77, is defined as in (4.14.1), a; = (@m, , 41, - - -, Gm; ), and the bracket
notation on the right is as in Corollary 4.11. Therefore, Corollary 4.13
yields

~ honis(F, o
Gl a) < 3™ (g]0) <3 i (ay),
j=1 =1

1.e., 7 satisfies (L3); hence the statement. O

Remark 4.19. Corollary 4.18, shows that
RSC;}Z — RSCNiS, (Fl, cey Fn) — hO,Nis(Fl e ...0 Fn),

e € {®, ®}, is a lax monoidal structure on RSCly;s, in the sense that there
is only a weak form of associativity. See also Corollary 4.21 below.

Lemma 4.20. Let H € RSCyys and Y € MCor. SetY := Y°. Let Hy be
the presheaf on Sm defined by Hy(X) := nH((X,0) ® ). Then Hy €
RSCyis. Moreover, if M and N € MCor are modulus compactifications
of X and 'Y, respectively, such that a € H(X x Y) N Hy(X) has modulus
M o N, with e € {®,®}, then M is a modulus for a € Hy(X).
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Proof. The inclusion
Cor(X', X) = MCor((X', 0), (X, 0))

— MCor((X",0)@Y, (X, 0)®)Y),
given by f — f x idy, endows Hy with the structure of a presheaf with
transfers, which is also a Nisnevich sheaf. Let a € Hy (X ) and assume there
exist modulus compactifications M and N of X and Y, respectively, such
thata € H(X xY') has modulus M eN, i.e., the Yoneda map Z (X xY) —
H induced by a factors via ho(M e N) (see 3.13). The exterior product with
idy also induces an inclusion
(4.20.1) MCor((X',0)®0, M) — MCor((X',0)®(Y,0)®0, MeN).

Indeed, for = @ observe thatif Z C X' x P'\ {oo} x X, then the closure
of Zxidy in X’ xY x P! x M x N is containedin X’ xY xP' x M xY;
for ¢ = ® it follows from the inclusion

MCor((X',0) ® (Y,0) @ O, M®N)
— MCor((X',0) ® (Y,0) ® O, MRN)
induced by the natural map M®N — M®N, see (2.8.4). By definition of

H = wC°"H we have a € H(M o N) N Hy(X). Since H is O-invariant, so
is H (see [Sai, Lemma 1.14]); thus

1€ MCor((X',0) ® (V,#) 01, M o )
= iyy'a=1]7"a in H(X xY).

Hence the natural map Z,(X) — Hy induced by a € Hy(X) factors by
(4.20.1) via ho(M), i.e., M is a modulus for a € Hy(X). Finally, observe

for any a € 7 H((X,0)®Y) we always find compactifications M and N of
X and Y, respectively, such that M ®N is a modulus for a. It follows that

any a € Hy(X) has a modulus, thus Hy, € RSCyjs. O
Corollary 4.21. Let Fy,..., F,,Gy,...,G,. € RSCyjs and @ € {®,®}.

Set F = F,e...0F, G= Glo...oér € MPST. There is a natural
surjection

— NST - o
honis(E) @ honis(G) = honis(F,G) in NST,

. . . . . . NST NST . .
which is compatible with the surjection of F1 ® ... ® G, to either side.

Proof. Let H € RSCyys and ¢ € Lingge(F1,. .., Fn, Gy, ... G5 H).
Fix bl € G](Y;), set@ = bla~~~>br, Y = Yi X ... X Y;,, Hy(X) =
H(X xY), for X € Sm, and define

¢Q,X1 7777 X, - Fl(Xl) X ... X Fn(Xn) — Hy(Xl X ... X Xn)
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by

¢Q,X1 7777 Xn(al,...,an) = gb(al,...,an,b).
By Lemma 4.20 we have Hy € RSCy;s. Furthermore, it is clear that ¢y, :=
{v,x,....x, } satisfies (L1) and (L2) of Definition 4.14; that it satisfies (L3)

follows from the Lemmas 4.15 and 4.20. More precisely, if a; € E(X,) and
b; € Gj(Y;), for some &;,); € MCor with X? = X and ) =Y, then

Db, X1, x,(a,...,a,) € [:j()(lo. .eX,0) ... 0)) C (HA;)(Xlo. ..o X,),

where ) = )V, o...e ), and Hy is defined as in Lemma 4.20.
Thus ¢, induces by Theorem 4.17 a well-defined map

~ ~

¢Q : h’O,NiS(E) — Hy C Hy.
Fix X and o € ho,Nis(E) (X). Define
baxroy, : G1(Y1) x ... x Go(Y;) = Hx(Y) == H(X x Y)

It is direct to check that ¢, = {¢Pav;...v, } satisfies (L1) and (L2). Assume
the b; have moduli ); € MCor as above. Let X = (X, X,,) be a com-
pactification of (X, ). Set XY™ = (X, mX,)and) = ), e...e)),. Then
(see e.g. [Sai, Lemma 1.4(5, Remark 1.5)])

nH((X,0)®Y) =lim HX™ @),

ie,any ¢ € nH((X,0) ® Y) C Hx(Y) has a modulus of the form
X™ Y some m > 1. Thus

¢a,Y1 ’’’’’ yr(bl,...,br)ET!ﬁ((X,@)@y)C(}I/\)?)(y)u

where the inclusion holds by Lemma 4.20 (with the role of X and Y inter-
changed). Therefore, ¢, satisﬁes (L3), by Lemma 4.15. Hence we obtain
an induced map ¢,, : honis(G) — Hx. Itis direct to check that the induced

map ¢ = {¢x 2}, with
Ox,7 - hO,Nis(E)(X) X ho,Nis(é)(Z) — H(X xZ), (a,f) an(ﬂ),

satisfies (LL1) and (L2) and therefore induces the map from the statement.
O

Lemma 4.22. Let Fy,...,F, € RSCnys and set F = Fy o ... 0 F,
MPST, o € {®,®}. Let G' — G — G" — 0 be an exact sequence in
RSCyis.

(1) The natural map hO,Nis(E ° é) —» hO,Nis(E ° évf”) is surjective.
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(2) Assume that the induced maps

4.22.1) TyG(OL,mZn) —» T;G”((’)L,mZ”), Led n>0,
are surjective. Then the following sequence is exact
hO,Nis(E ° a) — hO,Nis(E ° é) — hO,Nis(E ° @7') — 0.

Proof. We write Lin® instead of Lingge and £ = (F,..., F,). For (1) it
suffices by Theorem 4.17 to show that for all H € RSCy;s the natural map
Lin®(F,G"; H) — Lin®*(F, G ; H) is injective. This follows directly from
the surjectivity G — G” in RSCyjs. Similar for (2) we have to show that
for all H € RSCy;s the sequence

0 — Lin*(F,G"; H) — Lin*(F,G; H) — Lin*(F,G"; H)
is exact. It remains to show the exactness in the middle. To this end, let
¢ € Lin*(F,G; H) map to zero in Lin*(F,G’; H). For a; € F;(X;)
and b € G”(Y), take a Nisnevich cover {V; — Y'}; such that there exist

b; € G(V;) lifting byy;. Set ¢x vi(a,byv;) = dx.v(a,b;) (with the obvious
shorthand notation). By assumption this glues to give an element

dxv(ab) € HX xY).

It is immediate to check that this is independent of the lifts b; of by, and
the choice of the cover {V; — Y};. It is also direct to check that ¢ =
{¢x.v }x,yesm satisfies (L1) and (L2) of Definition 4.14. For (L3), let a; €

F;(L) and b € G"(L); by (4.22.1) we find b € G(L) with ¢ (b) = ¢§" (b);
hence

e (ér(a,0)) = cf (¢1(a, b)) < Z cp(a) +ef(b) =) er(a) + ¢ (b).

Thus ¢ € Lin®(F, G"; H) maps to ¢. This completes the proof. O

Corollary 4.23. Let I, ..., F, € RSCyis and assume all but one of the
F; are proper. Then the natural surjection (see 2.8.4, (3.14.3))

hO,Nis(ﬁ1® e ®ﬁn) = hO,Nis(ﬁI@- . @ﬁn)

is an isomorphism. (Recall that F € RSCy;s is called proper if cX (a) = 0,
foralla € F(L), L € ®.)

Proof. By assumption Lin%sc(ﬂ; H) = Linggo(F; H), where F =
F, ..., F,; thus the statement follows from Theorem 4.17. L]
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5. APPLICATIONS

In this section we compute hg nis(F1 @ ... e F,), ¢ € {®, ®}, in certain
cases, where the F; € MPST are modulus lifts of the multiplicative - or
the additive group, of abelian varieties, or of generalized Jacobians. We
also compare it to the reciprocity functors defined in [IR17].

5.1. For M € MCor we write
(5.1.1) hE(M)° := ker(hg/(M) — h5(Speck,0) = Z) € CI,
where the map is induced by the structure morphism of M. We have
werhg (M)° = ho(M)° := Ker(ho(M) — ho(Speck, ) € RSC.
Hence we get a natural map
RE(M)° —5 wCho(M)° = hg (M.

This map is in general not an isomorphism (e.g. not in the case M = G
considered below.)

Set GM := (P, (0) + (o0)), GM := (P!,2(00)). Fix * € {m,a}. We
put

G? := hg(GM)" ¢ CL

By [RY16, Theorem 1.1], we have an isomorphism in RSC
(5.1.2) (werG? )nis = G,.
For any field K containing k, we identify G (K) = G, (K). We regard a
rational function f € K(t) as a morphism f : P — Pi = (GM)g —
GM. Let D be an effective divisor on P% such that D > f*((GM)>). Let
I'; € MCor((P}, D), GM) be the graph of f (restricted to P}, \ |D|). Set

e = 1 (resp. 0) if * = m (resp. a), regarded as a constant function. Then
the image of I'y — I'. by the natural map

MCor((Pj, D), Gl') = Zu(GY) (P, D) = hg (GY') (P, D)

belongs to G¥ (PL., D), which we denote by f#. For a closed pointi : z <
PL\ | DI, we write f(z) = i*(f#) € GF(K(z)) = G, (K (z)).

5a. The case of homotopy invariant sheaves.

Lemma 5.2. Let ' € RSCyis. Assume there exists a natural number
n > 0, such that ¢ (a) < n, forall L € ® and all a € F(L) (see 4.10, 4.12
for notation). Then I' € Hly;s and we can take n = 1.

Proof. By [RS, Corollaries 4.33, 4.36] we have for general F' € RSCyjs
(5.2.1) F € Hly, <= cf'(a) <1, forall L € ®,a € F(L).
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By [RS, Theorem 4.15(2)] the motivic conductor ¢/" = {cF'} 4 is a con-
ductor in the sense of loc. cit., in particular it satisfies

(5.2.2) cr (fua) < [cpi(a)/el,

where f : Spec L' — Spec L is finite of ramification index e and a € F(L/).
Now assume F' is as in the assumptions of the lemma. Let L € ® and
a € F(L). Let L;/L be a totally ramified extensions of degree n + 1,
with ¢ = 0,1, and denote by 7; : Spec L; — Spec L the corresponding
morphisms. We compute
cp(a) =cr((n+ 1)a — na)

<max{cy((n+1)a),cr(na)}

= max{cr(mmia), cp(memga)}

< max{[ecy, (ma)/(n + 1)1, [eL,(mga)/n]}, by (5.2.2)

<1,

where the last inequality holds by assumption. This proves the lemma. []

Theorem 5.3. Let F', ..., F, € Hly, @ € {®,®}. Then

= = Hlnis HlIyis
honis(Fre...e¢ F))=F ® ... ® F,.

Proof. Denote by F' the left hand side. It follows from the Corollaries 4.11
and 4.13, (5.2.1), (5.2.2), and Lemma 5.2 that ' € Hly;,. We have natural
surjections (see (3.14.3))

NST NST HlIyis HlIyis

Applying h§1 (see 3.16) and Nisnevich sheafifying yields a factorization of
the identity

HI is HI is HI is HI is
F® ...  QF >F>F Q..&F,

This proves the statement. U

Problem 5.4. Suppose that G; € MPST such that F; := wG; € RSC.
We have a natural surjection

honis(G1® - - - ®G,,) — hO,NiS(ﬁl o -0 ]::n)

This is in general not an isomorphism, see, e.g., Theorem 5.14 and Corol-
lary 5.17. What happens if G; € CI and F; € HI? Is the map then also
injective?
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5.5. Let KM be the restriction to Sm of the improved Milnor K -sheaf from
[Ker1O, 1.]; in particular it is a Zariski sheaf. By [Ker10, Proposition 10,
(8)] (see also [Ker09, Theorem 7.6])
Ky = H(Z(n)),
where Z(n) is Voevodsky’s motivic complex. In particular, KM € Hly;,, by
[Voe00, Theorem 3.1.12]. Employing Z(1)[1] = G,,, in DM (see [MVWO06,
Theorem 4.1]) we obtain
DM HlIpjg

KY = HO(Z(n)n) = HAZ)[L) © ") = G,° ™.

m

Thus Theorem 5.3 yields an isomorphism

on

(5.5.1) honis(Gm ) S KN, e € {@,8}.
It is direct to check that when evaluated at a k-field K this map is given by

(Cl,l X...RQ an)K//K — NmK//K{CLl, R ,an},

where K’/ K is a finite field extension and a; € (K’)*. However, Theorem
5.3 does not imply the following result.

Proposition 5.6. We have isomorphisms in RSCyjgs
honis((Gpy /1)*") = honis((GF)™) = K, e e {®,®},
where GM /1 = Coker(iy : Z — Z(GM)) € MPST and iy : {1} — P!

(see 5.1 for notation).

Proof. The first isomorphism for ¢ = ® follows from hy'(GM /1) = G#
and Lemma 3.12. Thus for any F' € RSCy;s appearing in the statement,
we have a chain of surjective maps

honis(G)®™) — F — hO,Nis(Gm@n) =~
Hence by Lemma 4.16 it suffices to show that a : ho((G#)*")(K) —
KM (K) is bijective for any finitely generated k-field K. For this, we con-
struct a surjection 3 : KM (K) — ho((G#)®")(K) such that o 3 = id. We
want to define S by 5({a1,...,a,}) = a1 ®...®a,. If this is well defined,
then ( is automatically surjective since it is compatible with the surjection
of GEPSTr(K) to either side. Showing well-definedness of 3 amounts to
show

(5.6.1) a1 ® - ®a, = 0in ho((G)®")(K)

for ay,...,a, € K™ such that a; + a; = 1 for some ¢ < j. This can be
shown by a slight modification of the proof of [IR17, Proposition 5.3.1], so
we will be brief.

We may suppose (i,7) = (1,2),and puta := a3 = 1 —as, b := a3 ®
-+ ® ay,. Let K’ = K(c, 1) be a finite extension of K generated by ¢, u €
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K'* such that ¢® = a and such that y is of order 12 (resp. 4, resp. 3) if
the characteristic is neither 2 nor 3 (resp. 3, resp. 2). Consider rational

functions in K’(t)
f B tﬁ —a B <t2 _ 02)(t2 _ ,LLZCZ)(tZ _ ,LL4C2)
St —(a+ D+ (a+ D)2 —a (2= 52— p2)(t2 — pl)
g =1t g=1-t, gZ:aZ(Z=3,,n)
so that (with the notation from 5.1)
9 € G} (Pi, (0) + (0)),
93 € G (Pi, (1) + (0)),
gf e GE(PL,0) (i=3,...,n).
Since f =1 mod (0)+4(1)+42(oc0), we may apply Theorem 4.9 (R2) to get
a vanishing element in ho((G7)®")(K"). A slight modification of the com-
putation in loc. cit. shows that 4(a ® (1 —a) ® b) = 01in ho((G#)®")(K").
Since [K’ : K] is divisible by 24, we get 96(a ® (1 —a) ® b) = 0 in
ho((G#)®™)(K). Now, (5.6.1) follows from exactly the same argument as
[MVWO06, Lemma 5.8]. ]

5b. Comparison with the K-group of reciprocity functors.

Theorem 5.7. Let Fy, ..., F, € RSCynis = RSC N NST. Let Reg=! C
MCor?™° be the full subcategory whose objects are regular schemes of di-
mension < 1, which are of finite type and separated over a finitely gener-
ated field extension of k. Then the restriction (via4.1.2) of F; to Reg=' is a
reciprocity functor in the sense of [IR17, Definition 1.5.1]. Furthermore, if
T(Fy,..., F,) denotes the reciprocity functor defined in [IR17, 4.2.3] and
K /k is a finitely generated field, then

honis(Fi® ... @F,)(K) = T(Fy, ..., F,)(K).

Proof. For the first statement, observe that /' € RSCy;s clearly restricts
to a Nisnevich sheaf with transfers on RegSl in the sense of [IR17, Def-
inition 1.2.1] satisfying the condition (FP) from [IR17, Definition 1.3.5].
The condition (Inj) from loc. cit., i.e., the injectivity of the restriction
F(X) < F(U) for U C X open dense in Reg=" is satisfied by [KSY16,
Theorem 6] and [KSY, Corollary 3.2.3]. Finally, note by [KSY 16, Lemma
5.1.7] and [KSY, Corollary 3.2.3], the reciprocity sheaf F' has weak reci-
procity in the sense of [KSY16, 5.1.6], which implies that any element
a € F(K(C)), where K(C) is the function field of a regular projective
curve over a finitely generated k-field, has a modulus in the sense of [IR17,
Definition 1.4.1]. Hence F' defines a reciprocity functor in the sense of
[IR17, Definition 1.5.1]. This shows the first statement.
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For the second statement observe that by Theorem 4.9 we have a mor-
phism of presheaves with transfers on Reg="

(5.7.1) LT(Fy,...,F,) = hy(F®...QF,) = F,

where LT (Fy, ..., F,) is defined in [IR17, Definition 4.2.3(1)], and it in-
duces an isomorphism

(5.7.2) LT(Fy,...,F)(K) = F(K).

Let 3 be the functor from [IR17, Proposition 3.1.4]. By the adjunction
property of X, the composition of (5.7.1) with the natural map F' — Fys
factors as follows in the category of presheaves wiht transfers on Reg=!

defn

LT(Fy,...,F,) = T(Fy,...,F,) = S(LT(Fy,...,F,)) = Fuis-
Thus the isomorphism (5.7.2) factors as
LT(Fy,...,F)(K)—>T(F,...,F,)(K) — Fnis(K) = F(K),
where the first map on the left is surjective by the construction of X, see

[IR17, Proposition 3.1.4]. This implies the statement. U

5c. Tensors of additive groups.

Theorem 5.8. Let F' €¢ RSCye.
(1) Assume ch(k) # 2. We have

ho,Nis(@;@@@ﬁ) =0.

(2) Assume the characteristic of k is zero. Let G be a unipotent com-
mutative group scheme over k and A an abelian k-variety. Then

G, A € RSCyjs and
honis(ARGRE) = honis(ARGRF) = 0.

Proof. (1). By [IR17, Theorem 5.5.1], we have T'(G,, G,, F')(K) = 0, for
all function fields /. Hence the statement follows from Theorem 5.7 and
Lemma 4.16. (2). The first statement follows from [KSY, Corollary 3.2.5].
To show the vanishing, recall that a unipotent commutative group scheme
in characteristic zero is a product of G,. By [RY14, Corollary 1.2] we
have T'(A,G,)(K) = 0. Thus the statement follows from Corollary 4.21,
Corollary 4.23, and Theorem 5.7. U

Remark 5.9. The vanishing results above were conjectured by Bruno Kahn,
even before a precise definition of the terms were available.

Next we compute hQNiS(@;@@;), in particular it does not vanish.
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5.10. Denote by 2" = Q" , the sheaf of absolute Kihler differentials. By

[KSY, Corollary 3.2.5] we have Q2" € RSCy;,. Note also that G, = ° in
RSCyjs. For L € ® and @ € (2} we have by [RS, Theorem 6.4]

5.10.1 @) <reaecl 9 ’
( ) c; (a) <r a {% -Qp (log), ifr>1,

see 4.10, 4.12 for notation. Furthermore, for a function field K and a regular
projective K -curve C, the local symbol at a closed point x € C' (in the sense
of [KSY 16, Proposition 5.9]) (—, —)c/kz + Qo) X K (C)* — Q is given
by

(5.10.2) (a, f)o/ke = Reso/r z(adlog f),
where Resc)k . is the residue symbol at x (see e.g. [Kun86, 17.4]). If K is
non-perfect, this requires a small argument, see [RS, Lemma 7.11].
5.11. Let P! be the sheaf on the Zariski site of all schemes given by
PHX) = T(X, AR (Oxox /1R,)):
where Ay : X — X xz X is the diagonal and /4 ,, is the ideal sheaf defined
by Ax. We have the isomorphisms
(5.11.1) 0. ¢  PrS Q' eG,
given by
pla®b) =adb®ab and ¢'(a®b) = bda D ab.
The inverse of ¢ is given by
(5.11.2) e Nadb®c)=a®@b—ab®@1+c®]1,

and similarly for /. The restriction of P! to Sm can be equipped with
transfers via ¢ or ¢/, but the following lemma shows they are the same. We
obtain P! € RSCyjs.

Lemma 5.12. The two transfer structures on P* induced by © and ' coin-
cide.

Proof. Let Z € Cor(X,Y) be a finite prime correspondence. For o €
PL(Y) denote by Z*« the action defined via ¢, and by Z*« the action
defined by ¢’. We have to show Z*a = Z*« in P1(X). This question is
local on X. After shrinking X we can therefore assume that Z is smooth.
Denote by f : 7 — Y and g : Z — X the maps induced by projection
and write f* = T’} and g, = (I';), where I'y and T, are the graph of
f and the transpose of the graph of g, respectively, similar with . We
obtain Z* = g,f* and Z* = gy f*. Obviously we have f* = f*. It
remains to show g, = gx. This is local in X and we can therefore assume
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X = Spec K, with K a field and g corresponds to a finite field extension
L/K. Viay (resp. ¢) the pushforward g, (resp. g4 ) corresponds to Tr & Tr
on Q' ® G, (we write Tr for Tr/, k). Note

o Hadb®e) = a@b—ab@1+c®1, ¢ (adb®e) = bRa—1Rab+1®c.

By transitivity it suffices to consider the cases in which L/ K is either sep-
arable or purley inseparable of degree p.

Ist case: L/K is separable: From the isomorphism ¢ we find that any
element in P*(L) can be written as a sum of elements

a:=a®b—ab®1+c®1, a,celLbeK.
Using that Tr is K -linear and commutes with d we obtain
fx(a) =Tr(a) ®b—1® Tr(a)b+1® Tr(a)b
—Tr(a)b®14+1® Tr(a)b—1® Tr(a)b
+Tr(c) ®1 —1® Tr(c) + 1 ® Tr(c)
=Tr(a) @b —Tr(a)b® 1+ Tr(c) ® 1
— fi(a).
2nd case: L/ K is purely inseparable of degree p. We can write L = K|[z]

withx € L\ L” and 2 =: y € K. From the isomorphism ¢ we see that we
can write any element as a sum of the following elements

a=ar'@r—a'@1+c®l, acK,ic{0,....p—1},c€L
B=ar'®@b—abr'®1+c®1, abeK,ic{0,...,p—1},c€ L.
Note that 0 = Tr : L — K, and for ¢ € K we have
4 - 0 if ¢ 0,...,p—2
Tr(z'da) =0, allé, and Tr(ax'dz) =< " %Z,e{’ p= 2}
ady, ifi=p—1.
Using that (a® 1 —-1®a)(1®y —y ®1) = 0in P'(K) we obtain

fra= ¢ Tr /(@)

)0, ifi€{0,....,p—2},
)l -(y®a—-1®ya), ifi=p—1

)0, ifi e {0,...,p—2},

B a®@y—ay®1, ifi=p—1,

= Trp(a)

= f.ou.

Furthermore, it follows directly from the above formulas and Trd = dTr
that we have f.5 = 0 = f4 3. This completes the proof. O
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Proposition 5.13. Assume ch(k) # 2. Let K be a k-field. Then the mor-
phism
Uk : PHK) = honis(GE®GH)(K), a®b [a,b]x

is well-defined and surjective (see Corollary 4.11 for the bracket notation
on the right).

Proof. We have P'(K) = K ®z K/I3, . As a group I3 is generated by
elements of the form

(5.13.1) (¢c®1)-(1®ab+ ab®1 — a®b — bRa), a,b,c € K \ {0}.

Thus for the well-definedness of W it suffices to show that this element is
mapped to zero in hg nis(GF@GH)(K). To this end, consider the following
functions on P} (where Pk \ {oo} = Spec K|[t])

(=) =)~ (1+9))

P yE e g

; 91:C't, gZZt

One can check that f =1 mod 4(co) and that g7, g7 € G# (P!, 200) (see
cI
5.1 for notation). Therefore, by Theorem 4.9, in (G¥ @ G#)(K') we have

0= wlf)Trxex(9@), e@)kew)

€PN\ {0}
a ab
= ca®y + 2cb@b + ¢(2 + ab)®(1 + 3)

—2c®1 — cab®%b —c(a+ 2b)®(% +0)
= c®ab + cab®1 — ca®b — cbRa.

Thus V¥ g is well-defined. By Corollary 4.11 W is surjective if we show
(5132) TI'K//K O\IIK/ = \I]K e} TI'K//K . Pl(K,) — hQ’NiS(GfQ@Gf)(K),

for all finite field extensions K’/ K. By definition of the transfer structure
on P! we have to show this equality after precomposing with (5.11.2). By
the transitivity of the trace it suffices to consider separately the cases in
which K’/ K is either separable or purely inseparable of degree p = ch(k).
Set \IIIK = \IIK o (5112) and Tr := TI'K//K.
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Ist case: K'/K separable: In this case )}, is generated by elements of
the form a’db witha’ € K" and b € K. Let ¢ € K'. We compute

U Tr(d'db & ) = Wi (Tr(a’)db & Tr(c))
= [Tr(d'), bl — [Tr(a’)b, 1] + [Tr(), 1]k
= Tr([a/, b]K/ — [Cle, 1]](/ + [Cl, 1][(/)
= Tr ¥y, (a'db® ),
where for the pre-last equality we use projection formulas. This yields
(5.13.2) in this case. Note that the argument on G, works for any field
extension K’/ K, thus we can assume ¢’ = 0 in the following.
2nd case: K'/K is purely inseparable of degree p. In this case we can

write K’ = K{z], where © € K’ and y := 2P € K. It follows that every
element in 2}, can be written as a sum of elements of the form

s'adb, 'adv, a,bc K,ic{0,...,p—1}.

For x'adb we argue as in the case above. For 0 < 7 < p — 2 we have
tadr = f7adz™ and thus Tr(z'adz) = ZgadTr(z"*') and we can
again argue similarly as in the above case. (In fact these traces are zero, but
this is not needed.) It remains to consider the element 2P~ 'adz. We have

W Tr(2P ™ adr) = Wi (ady) = [a, y|x — [ay, 1k
On the other hand

Tr Wy, (2P Ladr) = Tr([ax? ™!, 2]k — [ay, 1] k)

= Tr[az?~ ", 2],

for the last equality we use the projection formula and Tr(1) = p = 0 (in
the case under consideration). Thus it remains to show

(5.13.3) Tr([az?™, 2] ) — [a, vk + [ay, 1]x = 0.

To this end, consider the following functions on P}, (where P}, \ {oco} =
Spec Kt])

(£ —y*)(t* — 1) ay

p— = — :t‘
f (t2_y2)<t2p_1>7 g1 n ) g2

Then g7 € G#(PL,2-0), g € G#(PL,2-0c0)and f = 1 mod 2- (0 + c0).
Note that V (#? — y) defines a point in P} \ {0, 00} with residue field K’.
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By Theorem 4.9 we obtain in hg nis(GF @G ) (K)
0= Z U (f) - Tri(eyre([91(2), 92(2)] k()
zGPk\{O,oo}
=2 TI'K//K([CLy/CU, 'r]K’) + Q[Gy, 1]K - 2[&, y]K - 2p[ay7 1]K
= 2(Trgryre([aa?™ 2] x0) + [ay, 1]k — [a, y]x).

Since p # 2, this shows (5.13.3) and completes the proof of the proposition.
O

Theorem 5.14. Assume ch(k) # 2. Then there are canonical isomorphisms
in RSCuis

hoxis(Gy' /00G, /0) = hoxis(GF ®GT) = P,
where GM /0 = Coker (i : Z — Z.(GM)) (see 5.1 for notation).

Proof. The first isomorphism follows from h5(G /0) = G# and Lemma
3.12. For for a prime correspondence Z € Cor(X, P} \ {0} x P!\ {o0})
(here t, s are the coordinates away from co) we define

0(2) = Z*(s®t) € P(X),
where we view s @ t € PY(P! \ {oo} x P!\ {c0}) and Z* denotes the

transfer action. Clearly # extends to a well-defined morphism in PST
9 . Q!Ztr(Géw@GéV[)
*(ig X 1d)w Zi, (GM) 4 (id xig)w, Ze, (GM)

— P,

where 7 : Spec k — (P, 2 - 00) is induced by the zero-section. We want to
show that 6 factors via

(5.14.1) 0 : honis(GY /020G /0) — P

To this end it suffices to show that if Z € MCor((P%,1x),G¥oGM) is a
prime correspondence then

0(Zoiy— Zoiy) =0 inPY(X).

It suffices to show this in the case where X = Spec K is a function field.
Hence we can assume that the correspondence Z factors via

Z=mo(f",

where 7 : C — P! x P! is a morphism from a proper regular K -curve, f €
K(C)* is a function satisfying f = 1 mod 7*(2-00 x P! +P! x 2.00) := D,
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and f! C P! x C is the transpose of the graph of f. Using the identification
(5.11.1) and (5.10.2) we obtain

0(Z oig— Z 0is) = Dive(f) n* (sdt & st)
= Z Resc/k o (7" (sdt) dlog f)

z€C\|D|
& Y Rescyi.(r"(st) dlog f).
zeC\|D|
Now s € O(P! \ {oo}) has pole divisor equal to oo thus 7*s € O(C'\ |D|)
has pole equal to 7*(p} o), where p; : P! x P} — P! is the first projection;
similar with 7*¢. Thus if z € |D| and n; is the multiplicity of z in 7*(pjo0),
then 7*(sdt) and 7*(st) have a pole of order at most n; + ny + 1; on the
other hand we have f € 1+ m2" 22 We find
m*(sdt) dlog f € QF,, 7w (st)dlog f € Qp,, forz € |D|.
We obtain
0(Zoio— Zoix) =Y Rescrq((n*(sdt) & m*(st)) dlog f) =0,
zeC

by the reciprocity law for the residual symbol. This shows the existence
of #. By Lemma 4.16 it suffices to show that this is an isomorphism on
function fields K /k. It is direct to check that the composition

PUE) 255 honis(GERGH) () 2 ho s (GM /02GM /0)(K) & PY(K)

is the identity, where W is the map from Proposition 5.13. Since W
is surjective it follows that 6(K') is an isomorphism. This completes the
proof. U

Theorem 5.15. Assume k is of characteristic zero. Then, in RSCyjs, we
have isomorphisms

honis(Ga' /0®GL /0) =2 honis(GF®GE) = ho,Nis(@;(X)@;) =~ Pl
Proof. The first isomorphism follows from hf (G /0) = G# and Lemma
3.12. For X,Y € Sm define
Oxy  Go(X) X G, (Y) = PHX xY)
by
dxy(a,b) == p*(a) ®q"(b) mod I},
where py : X XY — X andq: X XY — Y are the projections and set

¢ = {¢xy}x,y. Clearly ¢ satisfies (L1) from Definition 4.14. For (L2)
consider f € Cor(X’, X), a € G,(X), b € G,(Y). We have to show

(5.15.1) (f xidy)*¢xy(a,b) = ¢xry(f*a,b) in P (X' xY).
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It suffices to show this after shrinking X’ arbitrarily around the generic
points of X’. Thus we can assume that f factors as f = h o g%, where
h : Z — X is a morphism in Sm and g : Z — X’ is finite and surjective
and ¢g' C X’ x Z is the transpose of the graph. Clearly (5.15.1) holds for
f = h. Thus we can assume f = ¢' with g : X — X’ finite and surjective.
Letp' : X' xY — X'and ¢ : X’ XY — Y be the projections and set
gy = g X idy. Note

(5.15.2) ¢=dq ogy.
Recall that the transfer action is induced by (5.11.1). We compute

(f xidy)*¢xy(a,b) = gv«dxy(a,b)
= gy«(p*(a)dq"(b))

@ gy«(p*(a) - ¢* (b)), via (5.11.1),
= gv-(p*(a) - g-dg" (b))

@ gv.(p*(a) - gyvq" (b)), by (5.15.2),

= (gv.p*(a)) - dq’*( )

@ (gv.p"(a)) - 4" (b), proj. formula,

=p"(g.a) - dg"b & p (g.a) - ¢""b
= ¢x,y(9.a,b), via (5.11.1),
=ox v(f*a,b).

This shows (5.15.1). The corresponding formula with f € Cor(Y",Y)
involving (idx x f)* is proved similarly. (Use that the differential d : O —
Q' is a morphism in PST hence g.d = dg,.) Thus ¢ satisfies (L2). Let
L € ®and a,b € L. For (L3) we have to show

(5.15.3) T (pr(a b)) < Se(a) + E(b).
By (5.11.1) we have
¢ (¢r(a,b)) = max{c (adb),cf*(a-b)}.

Thus (L3) follows from (5.10.1) (with n = 0,1). By Theorem 4.17 we
obtain a morphism in RSCys

¢ ho,Nis((@:L@@;) — P

Composing with the natural surjection hO,NiS(GfQQ@f) —» hO,Nis(@;®@;)
we obtain the morphism

(5.15.4) honis(GF 2G#) — PL.
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By Lemma 4.16 it suffices to show that this is an isomorphism on function
fields K /k. On such a K the morphism W x from Proposition 5.13 is clearly
inverse to (5.15.4); this proves the theorem. Il

Remark 5.16. The isomorphism hg nis(G,®G,,) = P! from Theorem 5.15
does not generalize to positive characteristic, see Corollary 5.17 below.
One reason is that formula (5.10.1) does not hold in this case. Indeed, if
char(k) = p > 0, then for L € ® with local parameter ¢ and r > 2

~ —r i FJ%O ) ifrap:17
Gu(Opmy) = § =0 O (D)
ijo (tr : L), irp | r,

see [RS, Theorem 7.15]. Hence in positiveﬂgharacteristic (5.10.1) does not
hold. (For example, F(1/t"~1) - 1/t°' & Go (O, m; ") in general.)

Corollary 5.17. Suppose the characteristic of kisp > 3 and let K be a
perfect k-field. Then ho nis(G,®G,)(K) = 0.

Proof. Since Q) = 0, for perfect K, Proposition 5.13 yields a surjection
(5.17.1) o
K = honis(GFRGT)(K) — honis(Ga®G,)(K), aw [a,1]k.

Take a € K and consider the following functions on P},

i+l
g=at, g2=1", f= T € K(1).
Set
= Z Ve (f) Trie )k ([91(2), 92(2)) K () € honis(GF @GF)(K).
z€P\{o0}
Let z1, ..., 2, € PL be the points corresponding to the irreducible factors

of t**! — 1 and denote by K; = K (x;) their residue fields. Then

aa =Y Tricw([at(a:), t(:))x,)-

i=1

Under the map ho nis(GF@G#)(K) — K induced from the isomorphism
in Theorem 5.14 «,, is sent to

n

ZTrKi/K(at(xi)pH) = Z[KZ :Kla=(p+1)a = a.

=1 =1
Since this last map is the inverse of the first map in (5.17.1) we obtain

[a, 1]k = a, in honis(GFRGH)(K).
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On the other hand, since f = 1 mod 4(co) and g1, go € Gu(PL, 2(c0)),
by Remark 5.16, the image of oy, in ho nis(G,®G, ) (K) is zero by Theorem
4.9. This proves the statement. U

5d. Tensors of the additive - with the multiplicative group.

Proposition 5.18. Assume ch(k) # 2,3,5 and let K be a field containing
k. Then the morphism

(5.18.1) 0 : QU — honis(GF&(GH)®™)(K),

adlogb, - - -dlogb, — [a, by, ..., bk,

is well-defined and surjective.

Proof. First we show the well-definedness. We employ the same strategy of
Hiranouchi [Hir14] and Ivorra-Riilling [IR17], but with different functions,
since the modulus condition is different. According to [BEO3b, Lemma
4.1], our task is to show that the elements of the forms

(1) [ca, a, b27 T 7bn]K + [C(l - CL), (1 - a)7 b27 T 7bn]K

(i) [a,b1,- -+ ,by]x (b = b; for some i < j)
are zero in ho nis(GF@(G#)®")(K), where a € K \ {0,1},b; € K*,c €
K. We will use the notations introduced in §5.1.

(i) Setb :=by,...,b,. Ifaisarootof t? —t +1 =0, thensois 1 — a;

furthermore, a® = —1 and hence

[CCL,CL, b]K =0= [C(l - CL), (1 - CL), b]K
Givena € K\ {0,1} witha?> —a+1# 0and b; € K* fori = 2,...,n,
we consider the following rational functions
o (t—a)t—(1—a)t+1)(E*+a®>—a+1)
B t°+a(l—a)(a®—a+1)
gOZCt7 glztu glzbz(Z:277n>

Y

so that
g9 € G¥(P',2(c0)),
gi € GA(P',(0) + (),
g €GEMPL0) (i=2,...,n).

One can easily check that f =1 mod (0) + 3(c0). Therefore (R2) shows
that

(5.18.2) Yo wlf) Trryr(l90(), g1 (), bliew) = 0.

z€P1\{0,1,00}
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We write «;, 3; for aroot of *4+a*—a+1 = 0 and t°+a(1—a)(a®*—a+1) =
0, respectively. Put K’ = K(«;, 3;). By the assumption on the character-
istic, [K’ : K] is prime to ch(K), in particular K'/K is separable. De-
note by 7 : Spec K’ — Spec K the induced map. For x € PL with
v.(f) # 0 we have 7* Try(y))x = Y, 0, where 0 : K(z) — K’ runs
through all the K-embeddings. Thus 7*(5.18.2) yields the following equal-
ity in Ao nis(GF @(G¥)®™)(K') (we write [—] instead of [—] )

O:[caab] [¢(1 —a),1 —a,b]

+Zco¢z,ozz, —Z[Cﬁjaﬁja ]
= fea,,b] + [e(1 ~a). 1 +Z[C% o 2[5y
g.Zai7—a2—|—CL—1,b]

_ g Zﬂj’ —a)(—a®+a—1), b]

= [Ca’CL»b]K’ [c(1—a),1l —a,b|k.

Since [K’ : K] is prime to ch(K) taking the norm yields the desired van-
ishing in ho nis(GF@(G#)®) (K).
(i1) We know that the element of the form

= [ca,a,b] + [c(1 —a),1 —a,b] +

(b1, balk with b; = b; for some i < j

is 2-torsion in ho((G#)®")(K) = KM (K) (see Proposition 5.6). Thus the
element [(a/2), by, -+ , by is also 2-torsion in ho (G @(G7#)®™)(K), and
we have

@b b] =2 [5,b e bk =0,

Hence we have a well-defined map 6 as in the statement. The surjectivity
of # follows once we know that it is compatible with traces, i.e., it suffices
to show

(5183) TI'K//K OQK/ = QK e} TrK’/K;

for a finite field extension K’ /K. If K'/K is separable, this follows from
the fact that Trg /i satisfies a projection formula on both sides of (5.18.1)
(cf. the proof of Proposition 5.13). If K/ = K{z| for some z € K’ with
P =:y € K, where p = ch(K), then we can write any element in Q}(, as
a sum of elements of the form

B; = ax'dlogb, ~; =ax'dlogazdloge, i=0,...,p—1,
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where @ € K and b;, c; € K*. The equality (5.18.3) holds on the elements
f3; again by the projection formula. We have Tr /i (7o) = a dlogy dlog c.
Thus on v, the equality (5.18.3) translates into

TI'K’/K([CL, x, C]K’) = [a7 Y, C]K7

which holds by the projection formula. For i € [1,p — 1], we can write
i = %ad(m") dlog c. Thus Trg//k(7;) = 0 and it remains to show

(5.18.4) Tr i ([az’, ', elg) = 0 in ho(GF®(GH)*™)(K).
To this end define the functions
th — yz 2 .
fzwa go:=at, g:=t, gj:=¢, J=2

Then gz# are as in (i) at the beginning of this proof and f = 1 mod (0) +
3(00). Let € € K with €2 = —1 and set K; := K|e| and K| := Kj[z] =
K, ® K’ and denote by 7 : Spec K1 — Spec K the induced map.. Then
by (R2) we obtain in ho(G# @(G#)®")(K,)
0= 2TrK1/K1([axi, z, C]Ki)
— TrKi/Kl([aexi, ex’, x|, + [—aex’, —ex’, clky)

=27 Trgr x([az’, 2, €] ).
Since [K; : K] divides 2 applying . yields the wanted vanishing . This
completes the proof. U

Theorem 5.19. Assume ch(k) # 2,3,5. Then there are canonical isomor-
phisms in RSCyg

honis(GY /0 @ (G /1)) 2 ho nis(GF @(GE)®™) = Q™.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 5.14, so we will be
brief. For a prime correspondence Z € Cor(X, P!\ {co} x []:, (P} \
{0, 00})) define

n(Z) = Z*(sdlogt; - - -dlogt,) € Q"(X).
We can extend 7 to a morphism in PST

: wZiu(GY ©(Gy)*™)
n: i0,0(Wi Zu((GH)®™)) + Zj i1 (W Zer (GM@(GM)@n—1))

where i, ; denotes the obvious closed immersion which inserts € at the jth
position. To show that 7 induces a well-defined map in RSCys

n: ho,Nis(Gy/U 02y (G%/l)m) — Q"

n

— Q"
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we can proceed as in the proof of Theorem 5.14 to see that it suffices to
show the following: Let K /k be a function field, 7 : C' — P}, x; (P:)" be
a k-morphism from a regular K -curve and f € K (C') be a function with

f=1mod 7*(2 - pjoo + Zp;k(O—l— >0)) =: D,
i=1
where p; : P! x (P!)" — P! is the projection to the ith factor; then we have
to show

(5.19.1) = Y Resgyra(n"(sdlogt; -~ dlogt,) dlog f).
zeC\|D|

As in loc. cit. we see that Resc /(7% (s dlogty - - - dlogt,) dlog f) = 0,
for x € |D|. Thus the vanishing (5.19.1) follows from the reciprocity law
for the residual symbol. Now it follows from Proposition 5.18 that 7 is an
isomorphism in the same way as Theorem 5.14 follows from Proposition
5.13. O

Theorem 5.20. Assume ch(k) = 0 and let @ € {®, ®}. There are isomor-
phisms in RSCys

ho NIS(G (G#).n) = hO le(Ga (Gm).n) = hO,Nis(@t/z L I/C\nj\jj) = Q.

Proof. Using (5.10.1) it is direct to check that the collection of maps for
X,Y € Sm

dxy : Gu(X) x KM(Y) = Q"X xY), (a,b) > px(a)-p} dlog(b)

define an element in Linggo(G,, X5 Q7), where px : X x Y — X and
y : X xY — Y are projections. By Theorem 4.17, {¢x vy} induces a
morphism in RSCyjs

&+ hoxis(Ga @ KM) = Q.

It follows from Corollary 4.18 and the natural maps ® — ® and G¥ — G,
that we can arrange the other reciprocity sheaves in the statement in the
following diagram:

honis(GF & (G7)®™) — ho nis(GF @(GH,)&n)

|

7/

o |
hoNis(Ga®(Gp ) ™) —— hoxis(G @ ) ")

l

l

hO,Nis(@@@) 2

Qr.

hO,Nis (Ga@lcr]y[>
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By Lemma 4.16, we only have to show that these maps are isomorphisms on
all function fields K over k. Since all maps are surjective by construction,
it suffices to show the injectivity of the map

o1 ¢ honis(GE ®(G,) ") (K) — Q.

But ¢; o § = idgn, where 6 is the surjective map from Proposition 5.18.
This completes the proof. 0

Se. Twists of reciprocity sheaves.

5.21. Let F' € RSCy;s. We define the twist F'(n), for n > 0, as follows

F{0):=F, F(n):=honis(F({n—1®G,,), n > 1.

Thus F(1) = honis(F&Gm), F(2) = hoxis((hoxis(F&Gm)) ©Gy), etc.
(There is also a version with ® for which we don’t introduce an extra nota-
tion.) We obtain the following properties:

(1) (n) : RSCyis — RSCyjs is a functor which preserves surjections;
(2) (n)o(m) = (n+m): RSCyjs = RSCxjs;
(3) for F' € HIy;s

HlInis HlInis

Fln)=F ® (G,® ™); inparticular Z(n) = H"(Z(n)) = KM,

see 5.5 for notation;
(4) for all F' € RSCy;s there are natural surjections

NST
F® KM~ F(n) in NST
and
(5.21.1) hoxis(F®(Gp)®") — F(n)  in RSChy;

Indeed, the second statement of (1) follows from Lemma 4.22; the first
statement of (3) follows from Theorem 5.3, for the second statement see
5.5; finally (4) follows from this and the Corollaries 4.18 and 4.21.

Corollary 5.22. Assume ch(k) = 0. Then the isomorphism from Theorem
5.20 factors as isomorphisms

hO,Nis(@(/z®I/C\r]?) ﬁ) Ga<n> i) on.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that we have a factorization as in the statement.
Assume it is proven for n — 1. Then the maps for X, Y € Sm

Galn — 1)(X) X G(Y) = Q" 1(X) X G(Y) = Q*(X x Y),
(o, b) = pla - p; dlogb,
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form an element in Linggo(Ga(n — 1), G,,; Q") (use (5.10.1)). It is direct
to check that the induced map ¢ : G,(n) — Q" factors the isomorphism
from Theorem 5.20 as stated. U

5.23. We continue to assume ch(k) = 0 and explain how to reinterpret
classical maps related to the de Rham complex in terms of twists of G,:

(1) We can define a morphism
0:G, — G,(1) in RSCyjs

as follows: Let U = Spec A be a smooth affine k-scheme. For
a € Aande € {0,1} define

Oc(a) = image of (a — €) ® (a — €) € honis(Ga®Cr) (Ua—o),

where U,_. = Spec A,_.. By Theorem 5.20 we have dy(a) = 0;(a)
when restricted to U, MU, and hence we obtain a well-defined el-
ement Jy(a) € honis(Goa®G,,)(U) = G4 (1)(U). It follows from
Theorem 5.20 that 9y : G,(U) — G,(1)(U) is a group homomor-
phism and that 0y = Jy on U N V. Hence these glue to give a
morphism Jx : G,(X) — G,(1)(X), for all X € Sm. Under the
isomorphism G, (1) = Q! this map coincides with the differential
d: O(X)— QYX), thus 9 = {Ox} is a morphism of sheaves with
transfers. By Theorem 5.20 the de Rham-complex is isomorphic to

a(1) 8(2)

0 =G, 2 G(1) 2 Ga2) 2% L Gatn) X Goln 1) ..

(2) The twists of the natural inclusion ¢ : Z — G, give rise to the
dlog-map, i.e.,

[dlog : KM — Q"] = [1(n) : Z(n) — G4(n)].
(3) Consider the exact sequence in RSCys
0=>Z—G, = G,/Z — 0.

Since Z is proper we have a surjection

TyGa(OL,mZn) —» T!(GG/Z)(OL,mZ"), L e <I>,n > 0,

see [RS, Lemma 4.31]. Thus (2) and Lemma 4.22(2) yield (cf [RS,
6.10])

(X = H' (Xar, 0% 25 0k )] = (Gu/Z)(1).
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5f. Some applications to zero-cycles with modulus.

Corollary 5.24. Let M; := (C;, D;) be a proper modulus pair, where C; is
a smooth (proper) absolutely integral curve over k, for i = 1,2. Let Jy;, be
the generalized Jacobian for M;. Put Jﬁi = h(M;)° (see (5.1.1)). Assume
that C; admits a degree one divisor. Then for any k-field K we have an
isomorphism

CHo((Mi®Ma)x) = Z&® Jar, (K) @ Jap, (K) @ ho(J], @7, (K)-

(See 3.15 for the notation.) In particular, for GM and GM we have the
following (see notations in 5.1).

(1) In ch(k) # 2,3, 5, we have
CHo((GMeGM k) 2Z o K ® K* @ Q.
(2) In ch(k) # 2, we have (see 5.11 for the notation Iz (k))
CHy((GMoGM k) 2 Z & K™ @ (K®zK)/Ia(K)*.
Proof. By the approximation lemma, we may find a degree one divisor on

C; \ | D;|, which gives rise to a decomposition hF(M;) = Z @ Jﬁ By
Lemma 3.12 we obtain

ho(Mi®Ms) =7 & w!(‘]]ﬁl) S W!(JJ\;%[Q) D W!(Jztjl@in)
Taking the value at Spec(K), we have by [RY 16, Theorem 1.1]
CHo(Mi®@Mo) i) = Z® Jar, (K) @ gy (K) ® howis (S, @7, ) ().

Now the isomorphisms (1) and (2) follows from Theorem 5.19 and Theorem
5.14. O

Remark 5.25. Let us take M; = M, = G and suppose k& = C. Binda and
Krishna showed that there is a surjective homomorphism CH (M ® Ms) —
7 & k @& k & k with non-trivial kernel [BK18, Theorem 10.10]. Corollary
5.24 shows that this kernel is isomorphic to Q.

Proposition 5.26. Let M = (X, D) be a proper modulus pair such that X
is of pure dimension d, and let n be a positive integer. Then for any k-field
K there is a surjection

ho(hS (M)@G ) () — CH (Mc; n)asup-

Here CHd+"(M 3 M) ssup IS the higher Chow group with strong-sup-modulus
defined in [Bin18, Definition 2.6].

Proof. We know the isomorphism

K* = CHY(K;1).
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By Proposition 5.27 below, the external product
X : CHo(Mg)@(K*)®" — CH™™(Mg;n)ssup

induces a surjection

PST PST PST din
(ho(M) ® G, ® -+ @ Gpp)(K) — CH"(Mgk;n)ssup-

We now consider the element as in (R2) of Theorem 4.9

(5.26.1) D vl Hd)®gi (€)@ - - ©ga(c)

ceC°

where (C, F) is a proper modulus pair with C' regular projective curve over
Kanda € WS (Mg)(C,E), g; € Gn(C,E) (i = 1,...,n)and f € K(C)*
such that f = 1 mod E + n(F)eq. Our task is to show that the element
(5.26.1) goes zero in CH™™™(Mp; n)sup by the external product map. We
may assume that « is elementary, i.e. it is given by one integral closed
subscheme Z in C° x X¢ where X = Xy \ |Dgl.

Let 7N be the normalization of the closure of Z in C' x X and let

p: Z" & Cand q: AR x be the projection. Then we have a proper
map

* * * N n
Pi=qX P XD G X XD g L — X x (PR)" T

Let W be the restriction of ¢,(Z" ) to X% x (PL \ {1})"*'. We will show
that W is in good position. For a face F' of codimF' = 1, it is enough to
show that W ¢ X7 x F. If W C X} x F, then by the construction of
W,oneof f,g; (i =1,...,n) is a constant function on C' with value 0 or
oo. But this cannot happen since f = 1 on |E| and g; are non-zero regular
functions on C'\ | E|. These conditionson g; (¢ = 1,...,n) and f also yield
that W N X9 x F = () for codimF > 2. Thus W is in good position. By
the conditions on «, g; (1 = 1,...,n) and f, we have

¢"(Dk x (P)™) = ¢" (D) < p"(E) < (pf)"({1})
= " (Xx x {1} x (P)").
Thus W € 24" (My; n + 1)gup- The base change formula yields
OW) = (a x g1 X -+ X gn)u(div(f))
= > vl HTrxl(ale), i(e), - gale))]

ceC°

which is the image of (5.26.1) by the external product map. This completes
the proof. U
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Proposition 5.27 ([KP17a, Lemma 3.6, Proposition 3.7]). Let M = (X, D)
be a modulus pair and let Y be a smooth variety over k. Denote a modulus
pair (X XY, D xY) by M®QY. There is an external product

X : CI‘IT(]\47 nl)ssup®CH8(Y; ng) — CHT+S(M®Y, ni + ng)ssup
compatible with flat pull-back and proper push-forward.

Concerning a conjecture and a result [KP12, Conjecture 2.8, Corollary
3.5] for a relation among modulus conditions, we give an example for
higher 0-cycles with modulus.

Corollary 5.28. Suppose that ch(k) # 2,3,5. Let n be a positive integer.
Then for any k-field K there are the following isomorphisms

CH™" (P}, 200; n)geup = CH" (P}, 200;n) = KM (K) @ Q.

Proof. We use the notation (GM);c = (P%, 200). From Proposition 5.6 and
Proposition 5.26, we obtain the following commutative diagram with split
rows

(5.28.1)
ho(GERG,, ) (K) —— ho(GM &G, )(K) — = ho(G ) (K)

| Tk

ker(ﬂisw) CH”+1(<G¢JI\/[)K7 n)ssup 7r*—> KTJQ/I(K)
| LT
ker () CH" ™' ((G))k;n) —— K}(K)
-

10x

where the map 7 is induced by the structure map 7 : G — Spec(k), and
the maps 75", 7, are the proper push-forward to CH"(K;n) ~ KM (K)
via 7. Since the map 7 has a section given by the closed immersion g :
Spec(k) — G into 0, our task is to show that the left terms of (5.28.1) are
isomorphic to €2}

We have a surjection

CH"™((GM)g;n) — CH" (P} \ {0}, 200; n)

given by the pull-back along the open immersion P}, \ {0} — P}. The
unique automorphism of PL. which switches 0 and co and fixes 1 induces
an isomorphism

CH"™! (P \ {0}, 2005n) = CH" " (A, 2(0); n).
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The right hand side is the additive Chow group and Bloch—Esnault [BEO3a]
proved the following isomorphism

CH""'(Ak, 2[0];n) = Qf,

which sends a K -rational point (a, by, ..., b,) to % dlog b; - - - dlog b,,. Thus
we have a surjection

CH"H((Gy)K; n) — Q%,

which sends a K-rational point (a, b, . .., b,) to adlogb; - - - dlog b,.
We now consider the following composite map

O s ho(GFRG ) (K) — ker(m,) — CH™((GM) i n) —s O,

where the first map is the surjective map in Proposition 5.18. The composite
map is the identity of 2%, which yields that the left terms of (5.28.1) are
isomorphic to (2% . This completes the proof. U
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