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MOTIVIC INTEGRATION ON BERKOVICH SPACES

TOMMASO DE FERNEX AND CHUNG CHING LAU

Abstract. We define a motivic measure on the Berkovich analytification of an algebraic
variety defined over a trivially valued field, and introduce motivic integration in this
setting. The construction is geometric with a similar spirit as Kontsevich’s original defi-
nition, and leads to the formulation of a functorial theory which mirrors, in this aspect,
the approach of Cluckers and Loeser via constructible motivic functions. A version of
the integral over nontrivially valued fields and its relation to Hrushovski and Kazhdan’s
integration are also discussed.

1. Introduction

Motivic integration was introduced by Kontsevich in 1995 [Kon95] and later developed
by Denef and Loeser in [DL99]; see also [Bat99, DL02, Loo02, Rei02] for further develop-
ments and applications to stringy invariants. Following these pioneer works, more advanced
theories of integration were later discovered using model theory. Among them, we recall the
theory of constructible motivic functions due to Cluckers and Loeser [CL08,CL10]. Accord-
ing to this theory, performing motivic integration corresponds to taking push-forward to a
point, and pushing forward along other morphisms can be interpreted as integration along
the fibers. A key feature of Cluckers–Loeser’s theory is the functoriality of push-forward,
which in turns leads to a Fubini type theorem.

In this paper, we propose a new approach to motivic integration which aims to maintain
the same geometric flavor of the original construction while reproducing some of the features
of [CL08]. The goal is to offer a concrete approach which does not rely on model theory but
rather on geometric properties such as resolution of singularities and the weak factorization
theorem. Berkovich spaces are used in place of arc spaces, and the resulting theory can be
viewed as a combination of motivic and Lebesgue measures, reflecting a unique feature of
Berkovich analytifications whose topology is a blend of Zariski and Euclidean topologies.
We also present an atomic version of integration, where the measure is concentrated on
integral valuations (viewed as the integral points on the Berkovich space) and the integral
takes values in the usual motivic ring, fully recovering the classical motivic integral. Finally,
we discuss a relative version of motivic integration over nontrivially valued fields which is
closely related to, but different from, Hrushovski–Kazhdan’s integration [HK06].

The following paragraphs provide a more detailed overview of the main contents of the
paper.

Measure and integration. The original definition of motivic integration is purely geometric.
Working on a smooth variety X, one assigns a motivic volume to cylinders in the arc space
X∞ of X, and integrate functions of the form L− ord(Z) where Z ⊂ X is a closed subscheme.
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2 TOMMASO DE FERNEX AND CHUNG CHING LAU

Here, L := [A1
X ] is the Lefschetz motive, and the function ord(Z) : X∞ → R ∪ {∞} is

defined by α 7→ ordα(IZ) where IZ ⊂ OX is the ideal sheaf of Z. The motivic integral∫
X∞

L− ord(Z)dµX∞ is expressed as an infinite sum by stratifying the arc space (away from

a set of measure zero) as a union of cylinders where the function takes constant values. It
follows by resolution of singularities that the integral can be realized in the localization of
the Grothendieck ring K0(VarX) at the classes [PaX ] of all projective spaces.

Here we propose a similar approach where the arc space X∞ of the variety X is replaced
by its analytification Xan in the sense of Berkovich [Ber90]. There are some advantages in
performing integration over Xan that are discussed below. The main focus of this paper
is on the case where the variety X is defined over a field with trivial norm, a setting that
is in line with motivic integration on arc spaces, but a similar theory can be developed
when X is defined over a nontrivially valued field (the function field of a complete discrete
valuation ring, to be precise), which relates more closely, for instance, to [LS03,HK06]; this
setting is discussed in the last section of the paper. We will mostly restrict to the space of
real valuations Xval ⊂ Xan; we will discuss a way to extend the measure in a meaningful
way to the space Xi ⊂ Xan of semi-valuations centered in X, and explain the obstruction
to extend it nontrivially to the whole Berkovich space Xan when X is not proper.

The approach relies on the approximation of Xval via certain skeleta, which are fans of
quasi-monomial valuations [Ber99,Thu07]. While this should be reminiscent of the original
approach to motivic integration based on the approximation of arc spaces via jet schemes,
the two approximations are actually quite different in nature, with the approximation of
Xval by skeleta more in line, in fact, with the construction of the Riemann–Zariski space.

To get into some details, every log resolution π : Xπ → X, paired with a simple normal
crossing divisor Dπ =

∑r
i=1Di containing the exceptional locus, determines a set Skπ ⊂

Xval of quasi-monomial valuations, called a ‘skeleton’, via the toroidal structure given by
the embedding of Xπ \Dπ. This set Skπ has a natural fan structure indexed by the subsets
I ⊂ {1, . . . , r}, and can be identified with the cone over the dual complex D(Dπ) associated
to Dπ. The valuation space Xval is the inverse limit of retraction maps rπ : Xval → Skπ.
Log discrepancies (more precisely, Mather log discrepancies, if X is singular) determine a

function ÂX on Xval that is linear homogeneous on the faces Skπ,I of Skπ. This function
is modeled over the log discrepancy function AX constructed in [JM12, BdFFU15]. A
technical requirement here is that all resolutions π must factor through the Nash blow-up
of X.

The Lebesgue measure naturally defined on each face Skπ,I , rescaled by e−ÂX and
weighted by the motive [D◦

I ] of the stratum D◦
I :=

⋂
i∈I Di \

⋃
j 6∈I Dj , defines a mea-

sure on Skπ. These measures, defined for all π, glue together to a measure µX on Xval

which gives a motivic volume on ‘cylinders’ r−1
π (S) where S ⊂ Skπ is any measurable set.

Explicitly, for any such set we have

µX(r−1
π (S)) =

∑

I

[D◦
I ]

∫

S∩Skπ,I

e−
∑
aixidx1 . . . dx|I|

where the xi are suitable Euclidean coordinates on Skπ,I and ai = valDi(Jacπ). One can
interpret this measure as a motivically weighted pull-back of suitably normalized Lebesgue
measures on all tropicalizations of the underlying variety X. The measure µX takes values
in the ring MRX := (K0(VarX)/(L − 1)) ⊗Z R. Taking Euler characteristics, one gets a
measure with values in R.
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A similar approach leads to the definitions of integrable motivic functions and motivic
integrals. Real valued functions on Xval provide an already interesting example of motivic
functions. For instance, every closed subscheme Z ⊂ X determines a function |IZ | : X

val →
R given by x 7→ |IZ |x. This function is integrable and so is any positive real power of it. If
π : Xπ → X is a log resolution of (X,Z) and IZ · OXπ = OXπ(−biDi), then for every t > 0
we have ∫

Xval

|IZ |
t · dµX =

∑

I

[D◦
I ]

∫

Skπ,I

e−
∑

(ai+tbi)xidx1 . . . dx|I|

where, as before, ai = valDi(Jacπ). Thinking of elements of Xval as valuations, the integral

can be equivalently written in the form
∫
Xval e

−t ord(Z)dµX , a notation that makes the
connection to the usual motivic integration more evident.

Showing that the measure and the integral are well defined requires a proof, but once
this is done, properties like the change-of-variables formula follow immediately. The latter
states that if h : Y → X is a resolution of singularities and hval : Y val → Xval is the induced
function (a bijection, in this case), then for any integrable motivic function f on Xval we
have ∫

Xval

f dµX =

∫

Y val

(f ◦ hval) |Jach| dµY

via the natural push-forward h∗ : MRY → MRX .

Functoriality. The class of integrable motivic functions considered above, which we denote
by IMF(Xval), is defined via a direct limit construction using pull-back maps along the
natural retraction maps between skeleta. In order to provide a functorial theory, we need
enlarge this class using an inverse limit construction via push-forward maps. The resulting
class of functions is denoted by IMG(Xval). This requires some additional bookkeeping.
At the finite level, when tracing the functions on the skeleton Skπ determined by a log res-
olution π : Xπ → X, we need to keep track of information coming from higher resolutions.
For this reason, we work with certain vector functions, and refer to elements in IMG(Xval)
as integrable motivic Functions, with a capital F.

More generally, we define a class of integrable motivic Functions IBMG(Xval) on Xval,
where the symbol B represents a ‘base’ which can be a variety dominated by X, the ana-
lytification of such a variety, or something in between. Integrability is intended relatively
to such a base. The notation IMG(Xval) is reserved for the case where B = X.

The class of integrable motivic functions is stable under push-forward. Given a domi-
nant morphism of varieties b : X → Y , and working over a common base B, we define a
push-forward map b! : IBMG(Xval) → IBMG(Y val) and prove functoriality. As in [CL08],
which has served as a guide and inspiration for this part of the paper, push-forwards are
interpreted as integrations along fibers, and functoriality as a Fubini theorem.

Taking B = Y val, we have the projection formula

b!(b
∗(f) · g) = f · b!(g)

where g ∈ IY valMG(Xval) and f is any motivic function on Y val. Motivic integration over
X is realized by taking B = X and setting

∫

Xval

g dµX := tX(g)
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for any g ∈ IMG(Xval), where tX : IMG(Xval)→ MRX is the corresponding push-forward
map. The two approaches are related via a naturally defined inclusion IMF(Xval) →֒
IMG(Xval) that is compatible with the respective definitions of integrals.

Atomic approach. Neither the original definition of motivic integration nor the theory of
Cluckers and Loeser require working modulo L − 1. This is however necessary in the
approach followed in this paper where certain motivic denominators (classes of projective
spaces) that appear in the usual motivic integral are absorbed as numerical denominators
(the Euler characteristic of those projective spaces) that are now coming out of the Lebesgue
component of the measure. This allows us to enlarge the algebra of measurable sets and
work with real valued functions such as e− ord(Z). One can push this point of view even
further by taking Euler characteristics and working exclusively with real valued functions.
Another characteristic of this approach is that it does not require taking any localization
of the Grothendieck ring.

Using an atomic approach that is more line with with [CL08], we also develop a parallel
theory of motivic integration on Berkovich spaces where the measure takes values in the
same motivic ring as the original theory of motivic integration without needing to work
modulo L − 1. This comes at the cost of reducing the algebra of measurable sets and
requires integrating functions that looks more like L− ord(Z), just like in the usual motivic
integration. However, it has the advantage to fully recover the original motivic integration.

Nontrivially valued fields. The same approach used to define motivic integration on the
analytification of a variety over a field k with trivial norm can be adapted to the case where
X is a proper variety over a valued field (K, v). Here we consider the case where K is the
fraction field of a complete discrete valuation ring R with residue field k of characteristic
zero. Up to a non-canonical isomorphism, we identify R with k[[t]] and K with k((t)). We
set ∆ := SpecR and assume that there exist a smooth curve C and a variety Y over k
such that X is obtained by base-change via a non-constant map ∆→ C from a proper flat
morphism Y → C. Under suitable assumptions on existence of resolution of singularities
and weak factorization, much of what we do can be extended to the case where R is any
complete discrete valuation ring.

The analytification Xan of X over K implicitly assumes having fixed a normalization
of the valuation v (i.e., an embedding of the value group Γv in R). While changing the
normalization does not change Xan as an analytic space, it may affect the measure we wish
to define on this space. It turns out, in fact, that the right thing to do is to work with all
normalizations at once, packaged together as a fibered topological space Xan

(0,∞) → (0,∞)

with fiber over b ∈ (0,∞) equal to the analytification corresponding to the normalization
given by v(t) = b. We define a motivic measure on Xan

(0,∞) in a similar way as it was done

over constant fields, and interpret it as an ‘average measure’ on the fibers, which are all
homeomorphic to Xan, by assigning (0,∞) measure 1 using the volume form e−udu. The
same approach leads to the definition of motivic integral. The Mather log discrepancy
function is replaced in this context by the weight function wtω, which depends on the
choice of a nonzero rational canonical form ω on X, see [MN15]. The resulting measure is
again a mash of motivic and Lebesgue measures. Alternatively, one can develop an atomic
version in this setting similarly to what we did in the trivially valued case.

The motivic contribution to the integral comes from a specialization map (a relative
version of the center map) just like in Hrushovski–Kazhdan’s definition [HK06]. The fan
structure of the skeleta, however, is encoded differently compared to Hrushovski–Kazhdan’s
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integration. The space of integration itself is in fact different, as in our definition we work
on a bigger space where the valuation of the ground field is subject to rescaling. One
advantage of working on this enlarged space becomes manifest in the atomic approach, as
the support of the measure (the integral valuations) lie over different normalizations of the
valuation on the ground field.

Our space of integration sits naturally in a hybrid space. We exploit this feature to prove
a comparison theorem relating different integrals. Working over a valued field K as above,
motivic integrals on Xan can be computed from pairs of integrals on the valuation space
Xval

0 ⊂ Xan
0 of X viewed as a variety over K with the trivial norm, and on the valuation

space Y val of Y as a variety over k. Starting with a Cartier divisor B on Y and setting
B := B ×C ∆ and BK := B ×X SpecK, for every s ∈ R we have

∫

Xan

e− ord(sB) dµω =

∫

Y val

e− ord(KY +sB) dµY −

∫

Xval
0

e− ord(KX+sBK) dµX

where KX and KY are canonical divisors defined by the canonical form on X and Y , µω
is the ‘average’ motivic measure on Xan mentioned above, and all integrals are viewed as
taking values in MR(∆) via the obvious maps.

Acknowledgements. We thank the referee for useful comments and suggestions.

2. Preliminaries on Berkovich analytification

Throughout this section, we work over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic
zero. We regard k as being equipped with the trivial norm.

2.1. Berkovich analytification. The Berkovich analytification Xan of a scheme X over
k is a topological space parameterizing multiplicative seminorms on X that are trivial on
k (this space carries an analytic structure, but we will not use this). For the convenience
of the reader, we briefly recall the construction. We refer to [Ber90, Thu07] for further
details.

For any affine scheme X = SpecA over k, Xan is defined to be the set of multiplicative
seminorms | |x on A that restrict to the trivial norm on k. It is endowed with the weakest
topology such that for any given f ∈ A, the map | |x 7→ |f |x is continuous. We denote by
πX : Xan → X the continuous map sending a seminorm to its kernel. If X is affine and
U ⊂ X is any open subscheme, then we define Uan := π−1

X (U) with the induced topology.
Note that this is compatible with the above definition if U is affine. For an arbitrary
scheme X over k, we choose an open affine cover {Ui} and define Xan by gluing the spaces
Uan
i along (Ui ∩ Uj)

an. The projections πUi also glue together to give a continuous map
πX : Xan → X. We write x when we think of a multiplicative seminorm | |x as a point of
Xan, and denote by ξx ∈ X its image via πX . The point x can be equivalently viewed as a
real valuation vx := − log | |x of the residue field k(ξx) of ξx. We can therefore think of a
point x of the Berkovich analytification of X as a pair (ξx, vx). The space Xan is equipped
with an R>0-action given by rescaling the values of a valuation vx.

We denote by Xi ⊂ Xan the compact analytic subspace consisting of the points x =
(ξx, vx) such that the valuation vx of k(ξx) has center in the closure of ξx in X; we say
for short that vx has center in X, and denote the center by cX(vx). Note that Xi = Xan

whenever X is proper over k. When X is a variety, we denote by Xbir ⊂ Xan the inverse
image of the generic point of X under the map πX , and let Xval := Xbir ∩Xi. This is the
set of real valuations on the function field of X with center in X; we will sometimes denote
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its points simply by vx. The construction of these spaces is functorial. In particular, any
morphism of schemes p : X → Y over k induces maps pan : Xan → Y an and pi : Xi → Y i,
and if p is a dominant morphism of varieties then these maps restrict to a map pval : Xval →
Y val.

2.2. Skeleta and quasi-monomial valuations. Let X be an algebraic variety over k.
We start by fixing some terminology.

Definition 2.1. A simple normal crossing (snc) model (Xπ,Dπ) over X is given by a log
resolution π : Xπ → X and a reduced simple normal crossing divisor Dπ on Xπ such that
π : Xπ → X factors through the Nash blow-up of X, Dπ contains the exceptional locus of
π, and every stratum of Dπ is irreducible. We refer to Dπ as the boundary divisor of the
snc model. A snc model (Xπ,Dπ) is said to be a log resolution of a non-zero ideal sheaf
a ⊂ OX if a · OXπ is a locally principal ideal cosupported within the support of Dπ.

Remark 2.2. The condition that π factors through the Nash blow-up is to ensure that the
Jacobian ideal Jacπ := Fitt0(ΩXπ/X) ⊂ OXπ is locally principal. This will become useful
in order to compare Jacobian ideals on different snc models in terms of combinatorial
information attached to their respective boundary divisors.

It will be convenient to enlarge the class of snc models to allow singularities away from
the divisor.

Definition 2.3. A local snc model (Xπ,Dπ) over X is given by a proper birational mor-
phism π : Xπ → X and a divisor Dπ on Xπ such that X is covered by two open sets V and
W with the following properties:

(1) Supp(Dπ) ⊂ π−1(V ) and (π−1(V ),Dπ) is a snc model over V , and
(2) the restriction of π to π−1(W ) gives an isomorphism π−1(W ) ∼= W .

The main reason for enlarging the class from snc models to local snc models is to include
the variety X itself, with the identity map idX : X → X and empty boundary divisor.
While for most of the paper this is not needed and one can restrict to working with snc
models, allowing the identity map idX : X → X to be counted as a model will come useful
in Section 5 in order to realize motivic integrals as a push-forwards.

We use the symbol π to denote a local snc model and not just the underlying morphism,
and hence write π : (Xπ,Dπ)→ X. To avoid cluttering the notation, we will typically drop
the label π from the divisor and just write π : (Xπ,D) → X for the model. We stress,
however, that even if the label π has been removed from the notation, fixing π means that
we are fixing the divisor D as well.

Definition 2.4. Given a morphism of varieties p : X → Y , a morphism between two local
snc models π : (Xπ,D) → X and σ : (Yσ, E) → Y is a morphism q : Xπ → Yσ such that
σ ◦ q = p ◦ π and Supp(q∗E) ⊂ Supp(D). We write q : (Xπ,D)→ (Yσ, E).

Definition 2.5. Given two local snc models π : (Xπ,D)→ X and π′ : (Xπ′ ,D′)→ X, we
say that (Xπ′ ,D′) dominates (Xπ,D), and write (Xπ′ ,D′) ≥ (Xπ,D) or π′ ≥ π, if there
is a morphism of local snc models α : (Xπ′ ,D′) → (Xπ,D), that is, a proper birational
morphism α : Xπ′ → Xπ such that π′ = π ◦ α and Supp(α∗D) ⊂ Supp(D′). We say
that such a map α is a smooth transversal blow-up if α is the blow-up of a smooth center
contained in the smooth locus of Xπ that is transversal to D, and D′ is the sum of the
proper transform of D and the exceptional divisor. (We recall that a subvariety W of



MOTIVIC INTEGRATION ON BERKOVICH SPACES 7

a smooth variety V is said to be transversal to a simple normal crossing divisor E if in
the formal neighborhood at any closed point, W and E are locally defined by monomial
equations in the same system of coordinates.)

If (Xπ,D) is a local snc model over X and D =
∑r

i=1Di is the decomposition into
irreducible components, then for every I ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , r} we denote

DI :=
⋂

i∈I

Di and D◦
I :=

⋂

i∈I

Di \
⋃

j 6∈I

Dj ,

with the convention that D∅ = Xπ and D◦
∅ = Xπ \ Supp(D). Note that, according to our

definition, DI is irreducible.
Following [Thu07,JM12], every local snc model π : (Xπ,D)→ X determines a set Skπ ⊂

Xval, called the skeleton of Xval associated to (Xπ,D), whose elements are monomial
valuations on Xπ with respect to its toroidal structure (this set is denoted QM(Xπ,D)
in [JM12]). If π = idX (with empty divisor), then SkidX only consists of one point, the
trivial valuation of k(X). For any index set I, we denote by Skπ,I ⊂ Skπ the set of quasi-
monomial valuations centered at the generic point of DI . There are natural and compatible
deformation retraction maps rπ : Xval → Skπ and rπ′π : Skπ′ → Skπ, and Xval = lim

←−π
Skπ.

For every π′ ≥ π there is an inclusion Skπ ⊂ Skπ′ of subsets of Xval. The elements of
Xqm :=

⋃
π Skπ are by definition the quasi-monomial valuations on X.

Definition 2.6. For every I, we call Skπ,I a face of Skπ. A subset R ⊂ Skπ is said to be
a potential face of Skπ if there is a local snc model π′ ≥ π such that R is a face Skπ′,I′ of
Skπ′ under the natural inclusion Skπ ⊂ Skπ′ . The dimension of a face is its dimension over
R. The relative codimension of a potential face R ⊂ Skπ is the codimension of R inside
the face Skπ,I ⊂ Skπ containing R.

Definition 2.7. We say that π′ is a refinement of π if π′ ≥ π and Skπ′ = Skπ as subsets
of Xval.

Remark 2.8. Every potential face of Skπ is contained in a face Skπ,I , and any potential
face of Skπ can be realized as a face of Skπ′ for some refinement π′ ≥ π. Note also that π′

is a refinement of π if and only if the induced map α : Xπ′ → Xπ is the composition of a
sequence of blow-ups of strata.

Given any π′ ≥ π, we write I ′ � I whenever the generic point of a stratum D′◦
I′ maps to

a point of a stratum D◦
I . Note that this is equivalent to having rπ′π(D′◦

I′) ⊂ D◦
I , and also

to the condition that the map Skπ′,I′ → Skπ induced by rπ′π factors through Skπ,I .
If g : X ′ → X is a proper birational morphism of varieties and (Xπ,D) is a local snc

model over both X and X ′, then Skπ can be viewed both as a subset of Xval and a subset
of (X ′)val via the natural identification given by the induced map gval : (X ′)val → Xval.

The closure of Skπ in Xi is denoted by Skπ and is called the skeleton of Xi associated
to (Xπ,D). Note that, differently from Skπ, the closure Skπ ⊂ Xi does depend on the
model X. It is proven in [Thu07] that the retractions rπ extend to deformation retractions
rπ : Xi → Skπ and Xi = lim←−π Skπ, but we will not use this.

2.3. Mather log discrepancy function. The condition that Xπ dominates the Nash
blow-up of X means that the Jacobian ideal Jacπ ⊂ OXπ is locally principal. If Xπ′ is any
other local snc model dominating Xπ via a morphism α, then Jacπ′ = Jacπ · Jacα (this
formula relies on the fact that the exceptional locus of π is contained in the smooth locus
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of Xπ). For every divisor E on Xπ, the Mather discrepancy of X along E is defined to be

the integer k̂E := valE(Jacπ). The following property is a variant of similar results from
[JM12,BdFFU15].

Proposition 2.9. There is a unique lower-semicontinuous function ÂX : Xval → R∪{∞}
satisfying the following properties:

(1) ÂX(valE) = k̂E(X) + 1 for every divisorial valuation valE on X;

(2) ÂX is continuous on Skπ for all π;

(3) ÂX = supπ ÂX ◦ rπ.

This function is homogeneous with respect to rescaling of valuations (i.e., ÂX(t · v) =

t · ÂX(v) for every v ∈ Xval and every t > 0), is finite on Skπ for every local snc model π,
and is positive away from the trivial valuation.

Proof. Let π0 be a local snc model, and let Jacπ0 ⊂ OXπ be the Jacobian ideal. Using the

natural identification Xval
π0 ≃ X

val, we define ÂX := AXπ0
+ord(Jacπ0) where AXπ0

is the log
discrepancy function defined in [JM12]. For every divisorial valuation valE , if E is a divisor
on a local snc model π ≥ π0 and α : Xπ → Xπ0 is the induced map, then AXπ0

(valE) =

valE(Jacα) + 1 by [JM12, Proposition 5.1], hence the equality Jacπ = Jacπ0 · Jacα implies

that ÂX(valE) = valE(Jacπ) + 1, which gives (1). The function ord(Jacπ0) is homogeneous
and continuous by the definition of the topology on Xval

π0 , and the proposition follows easily
from the properties of the function AXπ0

listed in [JM12, Proposition 5.1 and Lemma 5.7]
and the fact that this function is homogeneous and strictly positive on divisorial valuations.

The properties just established for the function ÂX , in conjunction with the property in

(1), imply that the definition of ÂX does not depend on the choice of model π0. �

Definition 2.10. We call ÂX the Mather log discrepancy function.

3. Motivic measure

The purpose of this section is to define a motivic measure on Xval where X is an algebraic
variety over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero.

We start by defining the motivic ring in which the measure will take values.

3.1. Motivic ring. Let S be a scheme. We denote by K0(VarS) the Grothendieck ring
generated by isomorphism classes [V ]S of separated schemes V of finite type over S modulo
the relation [V ]S = [V \ Z]S + [Z]S whenever Z ⊂ V is a closed subscheme, with product
defined by [V ]S · [W ]S := [V ×S W ]S. In this ring, we have 0 = [∅]S and 1 = [S]S . We
denote by LS the class of A1

S .
In this paper, we work with the following version of the motivic ring:

MRS :=
(
K0(VarS)/(LS − 1)

)
⊗Z R.

The element of MRS determined by a scheme V over S is still be denoted by [V ]S , or
simply by [V ] if the base S is clear from the context. When S = Spec k, we just write
MRk.

Any morphism of varieties p : S → T induces a push-forward group homomorphism
p∗ : K0(VarS) → K0(VarT ) defined by mapping a class [V ]S of a scheme V over S to the
class [V ]T of V viewed as a scheme over T . Since [A1

S ]T − [S]T = ([A1
T ]T − [T ]T ) · [S]T

in K0(VarT ), this induces a push-forward group homomorphism p∗ : MRS → MRT . The
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morphism p also induces a pull-back group homomorphism p∗ : MRT → MRS given by
[V ]T 7→ [V ×T S]S .

Remark 3.1. The motivic ring used in the usual (geometric) motivic integration is different
from MRS but, as we shall discuss later, the two are closely related. More precisely, MRS
is closely related to the ring K0(VarS)[[PaS ]−1]a≥1 where usual motivic integrals can be
shown to take values. Intuitively, by setting LS = 1 and allowing rational coefficients,
the denominators [PaS ] appearing in the above localization get encoded in MRS as rational
coefficients.

3.2. Measure. In Section 2.3, we introduced the Mather discrepancy function ÂX on Xval.
This function is piecewise linear on each Skπ, in the following sense. Let I = {i1, . . . , is}
be such that DI 6= ∅. Assuming I 6= ∅, once the indices i1, . . . , is are ordered, there is a

canonical isomorphism ψπ,I : Skπ,I
∼
−→ Rs>0 given by v 7→ (v(Di1), . . . , v(Dis)), and ÂX is

the linear function on Skπ,I determined by the conditions ÂX(valDi) = âDi(X). Under this
isomorphism, the Lebesgue measure ν on Rs>0 induces a measure ψ∗

π,I(ν) on Skπ,I . After

rescaling by e−ÂX , we define the measure

νπ,I := e−ÂX · ψ∗
π,I(ν)

on Skπ,I . Note that Skπ,I is a σ-finite measurable space under this measure. If x1, . . . , xs
are the coordinates of Rs, then we also define the form

ωπ,I := e−ÂX · ψ∗
π,I(dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxs)

on Skπ,I . We have |ωπ,I | = dνπ,I . If I = ∅ then Skπ,I is just a point; in this case we extend
the above notation using the convention that R0

>0 = {0}. We set Skπ,I = ∅ if DI = ∅. The
decomposition Skπ =

⊔
I Skπ,I determines a fan structure on Skπ.

Let now R ⊂ Skπ be any potential face. Pick a local snc model π′ ≥ π such that
R = Skπ′,I′ for some I ′, and consider the form ωR := ωπ′,I′ and the measure νR := νπ′,I′ .
It is immediate to verify that these definitions are independent of the choice of model π′.
The form ωR is only well-defined up to sign, which depends on the order of the indices in
I ′, and we have |ωR| = dνR. Stating the obvious, we stress that whenever R ⊂ Skπ is an
actual face Skπ,I , we can take ωR = ωπ,I , and we have νR = νπ,I .

Using these volume forms, we define a σ-algebra of measurable sets on Skπ,I , as follows.

Definition 3.2. A subset S ⊂ Skπ is measurable if for every potential face R ⊂ Skπ the set
S ∩R is measurable with respect to the measure νR. We denote by Σ(Skπ) the collection
of measurable subsets S ⊂ Skπ. Then we define

Σπ(Xval) := {r−1
π (S) ⊂ Xval | S ∈ Σ(Skπ)}.

Finally, we define the measure µπ on Σπ(Xval) with values in MRX by setting

µπ(r−1
π (S)) :=

∑

I

[D◦
I ]X νπ,I(S ∩ Skπ,I)

for every S ∈ Σ(Skπ).

Remark 3.3. Imposing measurability conditions on all potential faces and not just on the
faces of Skπ is natural once one realizes that any potential face is a face on Skπ′ for some
refinement π′ of π, and Skπ′ = Skπ as subsets of Xval.
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Setting ai := ÂX(valDi), we have

µπ(r−1
π (S)) =

∑

I

[D◦
I ]X

∫

ψπ,I(S∩Skπ,I)
e−

∑
i∈I aixidx1 . . . dxs.

Theorem 3.4. Denoting Σ(Xval) :=
⋃
π Σπ(Xval) where the union is taken over all local

snc models π : (Xπ,D)→ X, the measures µπ glue together to give a function

µX : Σ(Xval)→ MRX .

We postpone the proof of this theorem to Section 3.4.

Definition 3.5. We call µX the motivic measure on Xval, and Σ(Xval) the algebra of
measurable subsets of Xval.

Remark 3.6. Σ(Xval) is a Boleean algebra under the operations of sets, and µX is additive
on finite disjoint sums. Note, however, that Σ(Xval) is not a σ-algebra.

3.3. Extended motivic measure. It is natural to extend the measure µX to a measure
on Xi by setting the measure equal to the trivial measure on the complement Xi \Xval.
For all purposes, one can pretend that the theory of integration introduced in this paper
is in fact developed over Xi.

Setting the measure equal to zero on Xi \Xval is consistent with the fact that for every

π the function ÂX admits a continuous extension from any skeleton Skπ to its closure Skπ
where the value on Skπ \Skπ is set equal to∞, hence e−ÂX vanishes over there. Extending
the measure in this way, we have that for every proper closed subscheme Y ( X, the
set Y i ⊂ Xi is a measurable set of measure zero. This is in analogy with the fact that
Y∞ ⊂ X∞, being the intersection of a sequence of measurable sets whose measure converges

to zero in the motivic ring M̂X , can be regarded as a set of measure zero from the point
of view of motivic integration.

There is however a different way of extending the measure to Xi so that it gives a
nontrivial measure on the complement Xi \Xval. This can be done by supplementing the

rescaling factor e−ÂX , which vanishes over Xi \ Xval, with the functions e−ÂV where V
ranges among the subvarieties of X. The point is that, set theoretically, Xi =

⊔
V⊂X V

val

where the union is taken over all closed subvarieties V ⊂ X.

Definition 3.7. We define the extended motivic ring to be M̃RX :=
∏
V⊂X MRV where

the union is taken over all closed subvarieties V ⊂ X. Let Σ̃(Xi) be the collection of all
sets T ⊂ Xi such that T ∩ V val ∈ Σ(V val) for every closed subvariety V ⊂ X. We define
the extended motivic measure µ̃X on Xi by setting µ̃X(T ) :=

(
µV (T ∩V val)

)
V⊂X

for every

T ∈ Σ̃(X).

Entries µV (T ∩ V val), for V ( X, can be thought as the ‘infinitesimal’ contributions
to the measure, with the partial order given by inclusion yielding a partial order between
these ‘infinitesimal’ quantities. There is no natural way, however, of extending nontrivially
the measure from Xi to the whole Berkovich space Xan.

3.4. Proof of Theorem 3.4. We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.8. Let α : (Xπ′ ,D′) → (Xπ,D) be a smooth transversal blow-up. Let C ⊂ Xπ

be the center of blow-up, and write D′ =
∑r

i=0D
′
i where D

′
0 is the exceptional divisor of α

and D′
i = f−1

∗ Di for i > 0. Then for every S ⊂ Skπ we have S ∈ Σ(Skπ) if and only if

r−1
π′π(S) ∈ Σ(Skπ′), and the two measures µπ and µπ′ agree on r−1

π (S).
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Proof. Throughout the proof, we abuse notation and write µπ(S) instead of µπ(r−1
π (S)).

By additivity, it suffices to consider the case where S ⊂ Skπ,I for some I ⊂ {1, . . . , r}.
After reindexing, we can assume that I = {1, . . . , s} where s = |I|. For every subset J ⊂ I,

we associate the set J̃ := {0} ∪ J ⊂ {0, 1, . . . , s}. Finally, let c = codim(C,Xπ).
Let C◦

I := C ∩ D◦
I . If C◦

I = ∅, then r−1
π′π(Skπ,I) = Skπ′,I , the map Skπ′,I → Skπ,I is

an isomorphism preserving the measure given by the isomorphisms ψπ,I and ψπ′,I and α
identifies D′◦

I with Do
I . Thus, the result follows.

Assume then that C◦
I 6= ∅. After reindexing I, we can assume that there is an integer

t ∈ {0, . . . , s}, such that C ⊂ Di if and only if 1 ≤ i ≤ t. Note that codim(C◦
I ,D

◦
I ) = c− t,

and t = 0 if and only if C 6⊂ Supp(D). Recall that we write I ′ � I if α(D′◦
I′) ⊂ D◦

I . We

have I ′ � I if and only if either I ′ = I or I ′ = J̃ where J ⊂ I is a subset containing
{t+ 1, . . . , s}.

(1) First, observe that α restricts to an isomorphism D′◦
I
∼= D◦

I \ C
◦
I . Thus,

[D′◦
I ] = [D◦

I \ C
◦
I ]

in K0(VarX)/(LX − 1).

Let F be a fiber of D′
0 → C over any closed point of C◦

I . Note that F ∼= Pc−1
k . The

divisors D′
i, for t < i ≤ s, contain F . On the other hand, the divisor

∑t
i=1D

′
i restricts

to a simple normal crossing divisor E on F , and writing E =
∑t

i=1Ei where Ei = D′
i|F ,

the pair (F,E) has a unique minimal stratum EI ∼= Pc−1−t
k . For every subset J ⊂ I that

contains {t + 1, . . . , s}, the map D′◦
J̃
→ C◦

I is a locally trivial fibration with fiber E◦
J . For

these J ’s, we have:

(2) If |J | = s (i.e., J = I), then E◦
J
∼= Pc−t−1

k , hence

[D′◦
J̃

] = [Pc−t−1
k ×k C

◦
I ] = [Pc−t−1

X ×X C◦
I ] = (c− t)[C◦

I ]

in K0(VarX)/(LX − 1). In the last equality we used the fact that LX = 1.
(3) If |J | = s− 1, then E◦

J
∼= Ac−tk , hence

[D′◦
J̃

] = [Ac−tk ×k C
◦
I ] = [C◦

I ]

in K0(VarX)/(LX − 1).

(4) If |J | ≤ s− 2, then E◦
J
∼= G

s−1−|J |
m,k ×k A

c−t
k , hence

[D′◦
J̃

] = [G
s−1−|J |
m,k ×k A

c−t
k ×k C

◦
I ] = 0

in K0(VarX)/(LX − 1).

Denoting S′ = r−1
π′π(S) and setting S′

I′ := S′ ∩ Skπ′,I′ for every I ′, we have the decompo-
sition S′ =

⊔
I′�I S

′
I′ . The computation below will show that S is a measurable subset of

Skπ,I if and only if S′
I′ is a measurable subset of Skπ′,I′ for all I ′ � I.

Recall that, by definition, µπ′(S′
I′) = [D′◦

I′ ] νπ,I(S
′
I′) for every I ′. It follows from (4) that

µπ′(S′
J̃
) = 0 for all J ( I with |J | ≤ s− 2, hence we have

µπ′(S′) = µπ′(S′
I) + µπ′(S′

Ĩ
) +

t∑

j=1

µπ′(S′
Ĩ\{j}

).
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We now analyze the terms in the right-hand-side of this equation. Regarding the first term,
we have ψπ′,I(S

′
I) = ψπ,I(S) in Rs>0, and hence

µπ′(S′
I) = [D′◦

I ]

∫

S′
I

dνπ′,I = [D◦
I \ C

◦
I ]

∫

S
dνπ,I = [D◦

I \ C
◦
I ]µπ(SI).

The analysis of the other terms require a closer look at the integrals and the linear maps

λ
J̃

: R
|J̃|
>0 → R

|I|
>0 defined by the retraction rπ′π via the isomorphisms ψπ,I : Skπ,I → R

|I|
>0 and

ψπ′,J̃ : Skπ′,J̃ → R
|J̃|
>0 (that is, λJ̃ := ψπ,I ◦ rπ′π ◦ψ

−1

π′,J̃
). First observe that α∗Di = D′

i +D′
0

for 1 ≤ i ≤ t and α∗Di = D′
i for t + 1 < i ≤ s. Taking J = I, we see from these equations

that the map λĨ : Rs+1
>0 → Rs>0 is given by

{
yi = xi + x0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ t,

yi = xi for t+ 1 < i ≤ s.
(3a)

Here the coordinates yi and xj are the coordinates of the target and domain respectively,

indexed by the corresponding indexing sets, I and Ĩ. When J = I \{j} for 1 ≤ j ≤ t, then
the corresponding map λ

Ĩ\{j}
: Rs>0 → Rs>0 is given by the same equations in (3a) except

for yj which is set to 0 (note that the variable xj is now omitted).

For every 0 ≤ i ≤ s, we set ai := ÂX(valD′
i
). It follows from the equations for α∗Di and

the fact that valD′
0
(Jacα) = c − 1 and valD′

i
(Jacα) = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ s that ai = ÂX(valDi)

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ s and a0 = c− t+
∑t

j=1 aj .

Case 1. Assume that C 6⊂ Supp(D), i.e., t = 0.

We start with the case J = I. We have ÂX(x0, . . . , xs) =
∑s

i=0 aixi and ÂX(y1, . . . , ys) =∑s
i=1 aiyi under the isomorphisms ψπ′,Ĩ and ψπ,I , and hence

µπ′(S′
Ĩ
) = [D′◦

Ĩ
]

∫

ψ
π′,Ĩ

(S′
Ĩ
)
e−

∑s
i=0 aixi dx0 dx1 . . . dxs

= c [C◦
I ]

∫

ψπ,I(S)

(∫ ∞

0
e−cx0−

∑s
i=1 aiyi dx0

)
dy1 . . . dys

= [C◦
I ]

∫

ψπ,I (S)
e−

∑s
i=1 aiyi dy1 . . . dys

= [C◦
I ] νπ,I(S).

Combining with the computation done for the first term, this gives the required identity

µπ′(S′) = ([D◦
I \ C

◦
I ] + [C◦

I ])

∫

S
dνπ,I = µπ(S).

Case 2. Assume that C ⊂ Supp(D), i.e., t 6= 0.

We start by looking at the term with J = I. For every i = 1, . . . , t, we let

ψπ,I(S)i := ψπ,I(S) ∩ {(y1, . . . , ys) | yi = min{y1, . . . , yt}}.

Note that ψπ,I(S) =
⋃t
i=1 ψπ,I(S)i and the union is a disjoint union away from a set of

measure zero. By (3a), we may apply the change of variables xi = yi − x0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ t
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and xi = yi for t+ 1 ≤ i ≤ s, and compute

µπ′(S′
Ĩ
) = [D′◦

Ĩ
]

∫

ψ
π′,Ĩ

(S′
Ĩ
)
e−

∑s
i=0 aixi dx0 dx1 . . . dxs

= (c− t)[C◦
I ]

∫

ψ
π′,Ĩ

(S′
Ĩ
)
e−(c−t)x0−

∑s
i=1 aiyi dx0 dy1 . . . dys

= (c− t)[C◦
I ]

t∑

j=1

∫

ψπ,I (S)j

(∫ yj

0
e−(c−t)x0−

∑s
i=1 aiyi dx0

)
dy1 . . . dys

= [C◦
I ]
( ∫

ψπ,I(S)
e−

∑s
i=1 aiyidy1 . . . dys −

t∑

j=1

∫

ψπ,I(S)j

e−(c−t)yj−
∑s

i=1 aiyi dy1 . . . dys

)

= [C◦
I ]
(
νπ,I(S)−

t∑

j=1

∫

ψπ,I(S)j

e−(c−t)yj−
∑s

i=1 aiyi dy1 . . . dys

)
.

We look now at the terms where J = I \ {j} for some 1 ≤ j ≤ t. Note that, modulo a set
of measure zero, λĨ\{j} sends ψπ′,Ĩ\{j}(S

′
Ĩ\{j}

) to ψπ,I(S)j bijectively. Using the change of

variable x0 = yj, xi = yi − yj for 1 ≤ i ≤ t, i 6= j, and xi = yi for t < i ≤ s as given in
(3a), we compute

µπ′(S′
Ĩ\{j}

) = [D′◦
Ĩ\{j}

]

∫

ψ
π′,Ĩ\{j}

(S′
Ĩ\{j}

)
e−a0x0−

∑j−1
i=1 aixi−

∑s
i=j+1 aixi dx0dx1 . . . d̂xj . . . dxs

= [C◦
I ]

∫

ψπ,I(S)j

e−(c−t)yj−
∑s

i=1 aiyi dy1 . . . dys.

This completes the proof of the lemma. �

Proof of Theorem 3.4. We need to show that, given two local snc models π : (Xπ,D)→ X
and π′ : (Xπ′ ,D′)→ X, the measures µπ and µπ′ agree on Σπ(Xval) ∩ Σπ′(Xval). Let T ∈
Σπ(Xval) ∩ Σπ′(Xval) be any element, and write T = r−1

π (S) = r−1
π′ (S′) where S ∈ Σ(Skπ)

and S′ ∈ Σ(Skπ′).
The singular loci of Xπ and Xπ′ are disjoint from the supports of the divisors D and D′,

and we can resolve singularities without touching the divisors, and hence without changing
the sets S and S′. Therefore, we can assume without loss of generality that both models
are smooth.

The composition π−1 ◦ π′ : Xπ′ 99K Xπ is a birational map. Let U ⊂ Xπ \ Supp(D) and
U ′ ⊂ Xπ′ \Supp(D′) be nonempty open sets such that this map restricts to an isomorphism
U ′ ∼= U . Using existence of resolutions of marked ideals [W lo05], where we mark the
defining ideals of the complements Xπ \U and Xπ′ \U ′, we can replace the models (Xπ,D)
and (Xπ′ ,D′) with higher models so that Supp(D) = Xπ \ U and Supp(D′) = Xπ′ \ U ′.
This reduction step is done by only taking of smooth transversal blow-ups. By applying
again resolution of singularities, this time to the indeterminacy subscheme of π−1 ◦ π′, we
can furthermore assume that π−1 ◦ π′ is a morphism, so that (Xπ′ ,D′) ≥ (Xπ,D). After
we replace S and S′ with the respective inverse images under the induced retraction maps
corresponding to these sequences of blow-ups, we still have T = r−1

π (S) = r−1
π′ (S′), and

Lemma 3.8 ensures that the corresponding measures µπ(T ) and µπ′(T ) have not changed.
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The next step is to apply the weak factorization theorem [AKMW02, W lo03] to the
birational morphism π−1 ◦ π′ : Xπ′ → Xπ, keeping track of the open set U . Using the
formulation given in [AKMW02, Theorem 0.3.1], we obtain a decomposition of π−1 ◦ π′

into a chain of birational maps

Xπ′ = Xπ0

ψ1
999K Xπ1

ψ2
999K . . .

ψn−1
9999K Xπn−1

ψn
999K Xπn = Xπ

where either ψi or ψ−1
i is a blow-up of a smooth center that is disjoint with U and has

transversal intersections with its complement, and all models Xπi dominate Xπ via a well-
defined morphism Xπi → Xπ. Denoting Si = r−1

πi,π(S), we have Si−1 = r−1
πi−1,πi(Si) if ψi is a

morphism, and Si = r−1
πi,πi−1

(Si−1) if ψ−1
i is a morphism. Going through these blow-ups and

blow-downs, and applying Lemma 3.8 at each step, we conclude that µπ(T ) = µπ′(T ). �

4. Motivic integration

As before, let X be a variety over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero.
In this section, we define motivic integration on Xval.

4.1. Motivic functions. Given a local snc model π : (Xπ,D)→ X, we denote by F(Skπ,R)
the ring of real valued functions on Skπ, and let F0(Skπ,R) ⊂ F(Skπ,R) be the ideal of
functions whose restriction to every potential face R of Skπ vanishes almost-everywhere
with respect to the corresponding measure νR.

Definition 4.1. We call

Fπ := F(Skπ,R)/F0(Skπ,R)

the ring of functions of level π. We think of elements of Fπ as almost-everywhere defined
functions (in the sense explained above), and simply refer to them as functions. We let
F◦
π ⊂ Fπ be the subring generated by the characteristic functions 1Skπ,I

of the faces Skπ,I
of Skπ.

Consider the motivic ring MRXπ =
(
K0(VarXπ)/(LXπ − 1)

)
⊗Z R. For short, we will

denote the element in this ring defined by a scheme V over Xπ by the symbol [V ]π, instead
of [V ]Xπ ; if π is the identity function X → X then we stick with the notation [V ]X .

For every model π : (Xπ,D) → X, there is an injective ring homomorphism F◦
π →֒

MR(Xπ) defined by mapping 1Skπ,I
7→ [D◦

I ]π. We regard MR(Xπ) as an F◦
π-module via

this map.

Definition 4.2. We call

MFπ := MR(Xπ)⊗F◦
π

Fπ .

the ring of motivic functions of level π.

Let π : (Xπ′ ,D′) → X be another local snc model dominating (Xπ,D) via a morphism
α : Xπ′ → Xπ. Recall that we have retraction maps rπ′π : Skπ′ → Skπ and rπ′π : Skπ′ →
Skπ. Composition with rπ′π gives rise to an injective map Fπ →֒ Fπ′ , and the latter restricts
to an injection F◦

π →֒ F◦
π′ since the inverse image of a face of Skπ is a union of faces of Skπ′ .

Definition 4.3. Set F◦(Xval) := lim
−→π

F◦
π and F(Xval) := lim

−→π
Fπ. We think of elements

of these rings as almost-everywhere defined functions on Xval and simply refer to them as
functions.
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We have an inclusion of rings F◦(Xval) →֒ F(Xval). For every π, there is a natural
injection Fπ →֒ F(Xval) whose image consists of functions of the form φ = φπ ◦ rπ where
φπ ∈ Fπ.

Example 4.4. Given a nonzero ideal sheaf a ⊂ OX and a real number s ∈ R, we consider
the function Xval → R given by x 7→ e−s vx(a) (or, equivalently, x 7→ |a|sx). We denote this

function by e−s ord(a) or |a|s. We have e−s ord(a) = e−s ord(a) ◦ rπ for any local snc model
π : (Xπ,D)→ X such that a · OY is a locally principal ideal sheaf cosupported on D, thus
the function defines an element in Fπ and hence in F(Xval). If s > 0, then the definition
extends to the case a = (0), giving a function that is identically zero.

At the level of motivic rings, for any morphism α : (Xπ′ ,D′) → (Xπ,D), of local snc
models over X we have a pull-back ring homomorphism α∗ : MRXπ → MRXπ′ mapping
[V ]π 7→ [V ×Xπ Xπ′ ]π′ for every Xπ-scheme V . Note that α∗([D◦

I ]π) =
∑

I′�I [D
′◦
I′ ]π′ , which

is compatible with the formula 1Skπ,I
◦ rπ′π =

∑
I′�I 1Skπ′,I′

It follows that the diagram

MR(Xπ)

α∗

��

F◦
π

oo

��

// Fπ

��

MR(Xπ′) F◦
π′

oo // Fπ′

commutes. This yields a natural pull-back ring homomorphism

α∗ : MFπ → MFπ′ .

Definition 4.5. The ring of motivic functions is the ring

MF(Xval) := lim−→π MFπ,

where the direct limit is taken over all (local) snc models π : (Xπ,D)→ X using the pull-
back map defined above. An element of MF(Xval) is called a motivic function. A motivic
function f is said to be determined at level π if it is in the image of the natural map
MFπ → MF(Xval). Any element fπ ∈ MFπ mapping to f is called a representative of f .

Remark 4.6. Since direct limit commutes with tensor product [Bou89, Proposition 7 at
page 290], there is a natural isomorphism

MF(Xval) ∼=
(
lim−→π MRXπ

)
⊗F◦(Xval) F(Xval).

Note also that if X = Speck then MF(Xval) = MRk.

Remark 4.7. If fπ = [V ]π ⊗ φπ where V is a scheme over Xπ and φπ ∈ Fπ, then fπ′ =
[V ×Y Xπ′ ]π′ ⊗ (φπ ◦ rπ′π) for every π′ ≥ π. If V is a scheme over Xπ whose image in
Xπ is supported on a stratum D◦

I of D, then for every φπ ∈ Fπ we have [V ]π ⊗ φπ =
([V ]π · [D

◦
I ]π)⊗φπ = [V ]π ⊗ (φπ · 1Skπ,I

) in MFπ. Similarly, if V is any scheme over Xπ and
φπ is supported on Skπ,I , then [V ]π ⊗ φπ = [V ×Xπ D

◦
I ]π ⊗ φπ.

4.2. Integrability. We start by defining integrability for functions of finite levels.

Definition 4.8. Let π : (Xπ,D) → X be a local snc model. A function φ ∈ Fπ is mea-
surable if for every potential face R ⊂ Skπ, the restriction of φ to R is measurable with
respect to the measure νR. A measurable function φ ∈ Fπ is integrable if furthermore∫
R |φ| dνR < ∞ for all potential faces R ⊂ Skπ. We denote by IFπ ⊂ Fπ the subspace of

integrable functions.
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Example 4.9. Any continuous function on Skπ or, more generally, any function that is
continuous on each face Skπ,I of Skπ is integrable.

Given local snc models π′ ≥ π, we have IFπ →֒ IFπ′ via the map Fπ →֒ Fπ′ . This follows
by a similar computation as in the proof of Theorem 3.4, by adding at each step of the
computation the function φ as a factor in the integrals. We can therefore define

IF(Xval) := lim−→π
IFπ,

We denote by IFπ(Xval) the image of IFπ →֒ IF(Xval).

Definition 4.10. A motivic function f ∈ MF(Xval) is integrable if it belongs to

IMF(Xval) := lim
−→π

(
MRXπ ⊗F◦

π
IFπ

)
.

We call IMF(Xval) the module of integrable motivic functions on Xval. The module of
measurable motivic functions on Xval can be defined in a similar fashion.

Remark 4.11. There is a natural isomorphism

IMF(Xval) ∼=
(

lim
−→π

MRXπ

)
⊗F◦(Xval) IF(Xval).

This shows that IMF(Xval) has a natural structure of module over F◦(Xval).

Definition 4.12. If f ∈ IMF(Xval) is represented by an element fπ =
∑

j[Vj ]π ⊗φj where

[Vj ] ∈ MRXπ and φj ∈ IFπ, then the integral of f over Xval is the element in MRX given
by

∫

Xval

f dµX :=
∑

j

∑

I

[Vj ×Xπ D
◦
I ]X

∫

Skπ,I

φj dνπ,I .

Theorem 4.13. The integral is well-defined.

Proof. The definition is clearly independent from the way the element fπ is written in the
tensor product. The independence from the choice of the model π can be verified following
the argument in the proof of Theorem 3.4 by reducing to check that the definition of the
integral is stable when we take a smooth transversal blow-up α : Xπ′ → Xπ of snc models.

This follows by similar computations as those carried out in Lemma 3.8, adding at each
step the factors Vj in the motivic coefficients and the functions φj as factors in the integrals.
We use the same notation as in that lemma. By linearity, it suffices to consider the case
where f is represented by fπ = [V ]π ⊗ φπ with φπ supported on a face Skπ,I . Note that f
is also represented by fπ′ =

∑
I′�I [V ×Xπ Xπ′ ]π′ ⊗ φπ′ where φπ′ := φπ ◦ rπ′π. We need to

show that

[V ×Xπ D
◦
I ]X

∫

Skπ,I

φπ dνπ,I =
∑

I′�I

[V ×Xπ D
′◦
I′ ]X

∫

Skπ′,I′

φπ′ dνπ′,I′ . (4a)

Analyzing the strata D′◦
I′ as in the proof of Lemma 3.8, the only terms that matter are I ′ is

either I, Ĩ, or Ĩ \ {j} for some 1 ≤ j ≤ t. We shall analyze in detail the case where I ′ = Ĩ,
which was discussed in Case 2 in the proof of Lemma 3.8. Following the same argument
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used there, we compute

[V ×Xπ D
′◦
Ĩ

]X

∫

Sk
π′,Ĩ

φπ′ dνπ′,I′ =

= (c− t)[V ×Xπ C
◦
I ]X

∫

Sk
π′,Ĩ

φπ′(x0, . . . , xs) e
−

∑s
i=0 aixi dx0 dx1 . . . dxs

= (c− t)[V ×Xπ C
◦
I ]X

t∑

j=1

∫

(Skπ,I)j

φπ(y1, · · · ys)
( ∫ yj

0
e−(c−t)x0−

∑s
i=1 aiyi dx0

)
dy1 . . . dys

= [V ×Xπ C
◦
I ]X

(∫

Skπ,I

φπ dνπ,I −
t∑

j=1

∫

(Skπ,I)j

φπ(y1, . . . , ys) e
−(c−t)yj−

∑s
i=1 aiyi dy1 . . . dys

)
.

Similar computations show that the term given by I ′ = I is equal to

[V ×Xπ (D◦
I \ C

◦
I )]X

∫

Skπ,I

φπ dνπ,I ,

and the terms where I ′ = Ĩ \ {j} for 1 ≤ j ≤ t are given by

[V ×Xπ C
◦
I ]X

∫

(Skπ,I)j

φπ(y1, . . . , ys) e
−(c−t)yj−

∑s
i=1 aiyi dy1 . . . dys.

Adding up all the terms gives us the left hand side of (4a). This completes the proof. �

Example 4.14. Let X be a variety, a ⊂ OX an ideal sheaf, and s ∈ R. Let π : (Xπ,D)→ X

be a snc model such that a ·OXπ = OXπ (−
∑
biDi), and let ai := ÂX(valDi). Assume that

ai + sbi > 0 for every i (this is automatic, for instance, if we take s ≥ 0). Then
∫

Xval

|a|sdµX =
∑

I

[D◦
I ]

∫

R
|I|
>0

e−
∑

i∈I(ai+sbi)xidx1 · · · dx|I| =
∑

I

[D◦
I ]∏

i∈I(ai + sbi)
.

Example 4.15. Suppose that X is a normal variety such that the canonical class KX is
Q-Cartier, and assume that X has log terminal singularities. Fix a positive integer r such
that rKX is Cartier, and let nr,X ⊂ OX be the ideal sheaf defined by the image of the

natural map (ΩdimX
X )⊗r⊗OX(−rKX)→ OX . One can check that ÂX = AX + 1

r ord(nr,X)
where AX is the log discrepancy function, which is defined in this generality in [BdFFU15]
(this function takes value AX(valE) = valE(KXπ/X) + 1 for every prime divisor E on a
resolution of singularities Xπ → X). If π : (Xπ,D) → X is any local snc model such that
nr,X · OY is a locally principal ideal cosupported in Supp(D), and we set ai := AX(valDi),
then ∫

Xval

|nr,X |
1
r dµX =

∑

I

[D◦
I ]

∫

R
|I|
>0

e−
∑

i∈I aixidx1 . . . dx|I| =
∑

I

[D◦
I ]∏

i∈I ai
.

This is the stringy motivic class of X (cf. [Rei02, Section 4]). For example, if X = M/G
where M is a manifold and G is a finite group, then this is equal to

∑
[g][M

g/C(g)], where

the sum runs over conjugacy classes and C(g) ⊂ G denotes the centralizer of an element
g ∈ G.
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Example 4.16. If X is a smooth variety and Z is a proper closed subscheme of X (e.g.,
a Cartier divisor), then the log canonical threshold lct(X,Z) of the pair (X,Z) is the
supremum of the numbers t ≥ 0 such that the pair (X, tZ) is log canonical; equivalently,
lct(X,Z) is the minimum of the numbers AX(valE)/ valE(IZ). If the ideal sheaf IZ ⊂ OX
of Z is locally generated by a single element h, then the log canonical threshold can be
equivalently defined as the supremum of the numbers t ≥ 0 such that |h|−2t is locally
integrable on X. It follows by the above computations that lct(X,Z) is also the supremum
value of t ≥ 0 such that |IZ |

t is integrable on Xval. In the singular case, if X and nr,X are
as in Example 4.15 then the log canonical threshold lct(X,Z) is still defined, and is equal

to the supremum value of t ≥ 0 such that |nr,X |
1/r|IZ |

t is integrable on Xval. In general,

for an arbitrary variety X, one defines the Mather log canonical threshold l̂ct(X,Z) to be
the supremum of the numbers t ≥ 0 such that the pair (X, tZ) is Mather log canonical,
and this condition is equivalent to |IZ |

t being integrable on Xval.

The motivic integral defined here using Berkovich spaces is of course closely related to the
usual (geometric) motivic integral defined using arc spaces [Kon95, DL99]. For simplicity,
assume that X is a smooth variety and B is an effective integral divisor. Let X∞ denote the
space of formal arcs on X. For the purpose of this discussion, we will denote by µX∞ the

motivic measure on X∞. By definition the classical motivic integral
∫
X∞

L
− ord(B)
X dµX∞

takes value in a suitable completion of the localization K0(VarX)[L−1
X ]. Using resolution

of singularities and the change-of-variables formula, one shows that the integral can be
represented in a natural way by an element in K0(VarX)[[PaX ]−1]a≥1. As [PaX ] = a + 1
modulo LX − 1, there is a natural map Φ: K0(VarX)[[PaX ]−1]a≥1 → (K0(VarX)/(LX −
1))⊗Z Q, and ∫

Xval

e− ord(B)dµX = Ψ
(∫

X∞

L
− ord(B)
X dµX∞

)
.

Therefore the motivic integral defined in this paper using Berkovich spaces recovers, modulo
LX − 1, the classical one defined using arc spaces. The requirement that B be an integral
divisor is not essential, and the classical definition of motivic integral can be easily extended
to deal with Q-divisors. This, however, requires to enlarge the motivic ring by introducing

a symbolic root L
1/r
X of LX . This step is not needed if the integral is defined using Berkovich

spaces.

Remark 4.17. It is possible to extend the theory developed in this section using the extended
measure defined in Section 3.3. For instance, if a ⊂ OX is an ideal sheaf and s > 0, then
one can define ∫

Xi

|a|sdµ̃X :=
(∫

V val

|a · OV |
sdµV

)
V⊂X

where V ranges among the closed subvarieties of X. This defines an element in the extended

motivic ring M̃RX . One can look at this extended motivic integral as a way of capturing
not only the integral of a but also of all its restrictions a · OV .

4.3. Change-of-variable formula. The approach to motivic integration via Berkovich
spaces is naturally set up to immediately yield the following key result of the theory.

Theorem 4.18. Let h : Y → X be a resolution of singularities, and let f ∈ IMF(Xval).
Then (f ◦ hval) |Jach| ∈ IMF(Y val) and∫

Xval

f dµX = h∗

∫

Y val

(f ◦ hval) |Jach| dµY
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in MRX , where Jach is the Jacobian ideal of h.

Proof. As h induces an identification Xval ≃ Y val, we can pretend that we are integrat-
ing the same function on the same space, which is however equipped with two different
measures. The formula follows from the observation that since Y is smooth, if g : Y ′ → Y
is any proper birational map from a smooth variety Y ′, then Jach◦g = Jach · Jacg, which

implies that ÂX − ÂY = ord(Jach) on the space of valuations. �

Example 4.19. Assume that h : Y → X is a proper birational morphism of smooth varieties,
and let B be an R-divisor on X such that (X,−B) is Kawamata log terminal. Then∫

Xval

e− ord(B) dµX = h∗

∫

Y val

e− ord(KY/X+h∗B) dµY

in MRX , where KY/X is the relative canonical divisor. When B is an integral divisor, this
recovers, modulo LX − 1, the analogous formula in the usual motivic integration∫

X∞

L
− ord(B)
X dµX∞ = h∗

∫

Y∞

L
− ord(KY/X+h∗B)

X dµY∞ .

5. Push-forward and functoriality

The purpose of this section is to extend the theory of integration on Berkovich spaces
introduced in the previous pages into a functorial theory, in the spirit of [CL08].

Throughout this section, we fix a variety Z and a local snc model τ : (Zτ , F )→ Z.

5.1. Category of models and restrictions of quasi-monomial valuations. We start
by introducing a category of local snc models. We work over the model τ fixed above.

Definition 5.1. We denote by Lsncτ the category whose objects are commutative diagrams

(Xπ,D)
π

//

pπτ

��

X

p

��

(Zτ , F )
τ

// Z

where X is a variety, π is a local snc model, p is a dominant morphism, and Supp(p∗πτ (F )) ⊂
Supp(D). For short, we say that (Xπ,D) is a local snc model (over X) above τ . A morphism
between two local snc models (Xπ,D) and (Yσ, E) above τ is a commutative diagram

(Xπ,D)
π

//

pπτ

��
✾
✾
✾
✾
✾
✾
✾
✾
✾
✾
✾
✾
✾
✾
✾
✾
✾

bπσ

%%❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑

X

p
✸
✸
✸
✸
✸
✸
✸
✸

��
✸
✸
✸
✸
✸
✸
✸
✸

b

""
❋❋

❋❋
❋❋

❋❋
❋❋

(Yσ, E)
σ

//

qστ

��

Y

q

��

(Zτ , F )
τ

// Z

such that Supp(b∗πσ(E)) ⊂ Supp(D). The composition of two morphisms is defined in the
obvious way, by composing the respective diagrams.

Every morphism bπσ : (Xπ,D) → (Yσ, E) of local snc models above τ induces the map
on sets of quasi-monomial valuations

bSkπσ := rσ ◦ b
val|Skπ : Skπ → Skσ .
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Lemma 5.2. bSkπσ ◦ rπ = rσ ◦ b
val.

Proof. For any vx ∈ Xval, we need to show that bSk(rπ(vx)) = rσ(bval(vx)). Note that,
by the definition of bSk, the left-hand-side of this equation is equal to rσ(bval(rπ(vx))).
It is therefore enough to show that, writing E =

∑
j Ej where Ej are the irreducible

components, we have bval(rπ(vx))(Ej) = bval(vx)(Ej) for all j. Since Supp(b∗πσ(E)) ⊂
Supp(D), we can write b∗Ej =

∑
i aijDi, where as usual Di are the irreducible components

of D. We have

bval(rπ(vx))(Ej) =
∑

aij · rπ(vx)(Di) =
∑

aij · vx(Di) = bval(vx)(Ej),

which gives what we need. �

Next, we define a pull-back homomorphism

b∗ : MF(Y val)→ MF(Xval)

along a dominant morphism b : X → Y . We proceed as follows. Given g ∈ MF(Y val), we
fix a local snc model (Yσ, E) over Y so that g is represented by an element gσ ∈ MF(Y val).
Let then (Xπ,D) be a local snc model over X above σ, so that bπσ : (Xπ,D) → (Yσ, E)
is defined. Arguing as in the construction of α∗ : MFπ′ → MFπ given in Section 4.1, we
obtain a commutative diagram

MRYσ

b∗πσ

��

F◦
σ

��

oo // Fσ

��

MRXπ F◦
π

oo // Fπ

where b∗πσ is the ring homomorphism defined by mapping a class [V ]σ to the class [V ×Yσ
Xπ]π and the other vertical arrows are given by pulling back functions via bSkπσ. We obtain a
ring homomorphism b∗πσ : MFσ → MFπ. Using Lemma 5.2, we see that if π′ ≥ π and σ′ ≥ σ
are other models, with π′ above σ′, and α : (Xπ′ ,D′)→ (Xπ,D) and β : (Yσ′ , E

′)→ (Yσ, E)
are the induced maps, then b∗π′σ′ ◦ β

∗ = α∗ ◦ b∗πσ. We can therefore define b∗(g) to be the
element represented by b∗πσ(gσ) in MFπ. The commutativity of the above diagram ensures
that the definition of b∗(g) is independent of the choice of models.

Proposition 5.3. The assignment given on objects by X 7→ MF(Xval) and on morphisms
b 7→ b∗ define functors from the category of varieties and dominant morphisms to the
category of vector spaces over R.

The proof is straightforward and is omitted.

5.2. Motivic Functions of finite level. The remainder of the section is devoted to the
construction of push-forwards. The next example is meant to serve as a motivation for the
definitions that follow.

Example 5.4. Let α : (Xπ′ ,Dπ′) → (Xπ,Dπ) be a morphism of snc models over a smooth
variety X where Dπ is the sum of two prime divisors D and E with D ∩ E 6= ∅, and α is
the blow-up along D ∩E. We take Dπ′ = α∗Dπ = D′ +E′ +F where F is the exceptional
divisor. Let R ⊂ Skπ′ be the ray spanned by valF , and let S ⊂ Skπ be the images of R
via rπ′π : Skπ′ → Skπ. Note that while R is a face of Skπ′ , S is only a potential face in
Skπ. Given a function f ∈ MF(Xval) determined by some fπ′ ∈ MFπ′ , we wish to realize
the integral

∫
Xval f dµX as a push-forward of fπ′ via some map MFπ′ → MFidX = MRX .
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Such push-forward should be functorial. Suppose that fπ′ is supported on R. Then its
push-forward via MFπ′ → MFπ, which we denote by fπ, must be supported on S. This
means that fπ is almost-everywhere zero for the measure defined in Skπ, hence its push-
forward via MFπ → MRX can only be zero. However, fπ′ may contribute nontrivially to
the integral of f , since R has nonzero measure. The issue here is that even though R = S
as subsets in Xval, the measures this set inherits from Skπ′ and Skπ are different. The
solution to this impasse is to remember the measure the potential face S had when it was
realized as an actual face R.

Let X be a variety of dimension n. For every 0 ≤ i ≤ n−1, we let F i(Skπ,R) denote the
set of functions that are each supported within a finite union of potential faces of relative
codimension i. Note that F0(Skπ,R) = F(Skπ,R) and, for i > 0, F i(Skπ,R) is a non-unital
associative R-algebra. Let then F i0(Skπ,R) ⊂ F i(Skπ,R) be the ideal of functions whose
restriction to any potential face R of relative codimenision i is almost-everywhere zero with
respect to the measure νR.

We define

Gi
π := F i(Skπ,R)/F i0(Skπ,R)

and

Gπ :=

n−1⊕

i=0

Gi
π .

Note that there is a natural surjective map Fπ ։ G0
π. The kernel consists of those functions

on Skπ that are almost-everywhere zero on the faces Skπ,I but may fail to be almost-
everywhere zero on some potential faces of positive relative codimension.

Definition 5.5. An element in Gπ is denoted by γ = (γ0, . . . , γn−1) and called a Function
of level π (with a capital F to remind us that this element is a vector). We think of
the components γi as almost-everywhere defined functions (on unions of potential faces of
relative codimension i), and simply refer to them as functions. We say that an element
γ = (γ0, . . . , γn−1) ∈ Gπ is concentrated in relative codimension 0 if γi = 0 for i > 0.

Remark 5.6. It might be reassuring to keep in mind that any element γ = (γ0, . . . , γn−1) ∈
Gπ can be viewed as a Function concentrated in relative codimension 0 on some sufficiently
high refinement π′ of π. Indeed, for every i let Ri,j be the potential faces of relative
codimension i where γi is supported. Let π′ ≥ π be a refinement such that each Ri,j
is an actual face of Skπ′ . Note that Skπ′ = Skπ as subsets of Xval, and Fπ′ = Fπ. We
can then find an element φ ∈ Fπ to represent γ, in the following sense. For every index
set I, let i(I) be the relative codimension of Skπ′,I as a potential face of Skπ, and define
φi ∈ Fπ to be the function that agrees with γi on each face Skπ′,I with i(I) = i and is zero
elsewhere. We then take φ :=

∑
i φi ∈ Fπ. By construction, the restriction of φ to any

Ri,j agrees (almost-everywhere) with the corresponding γi, and the function is zero on the
complement of

⋃
i,j Ri,j . We can regard φ as defining an element in Gπ′ concentrated in

relative codimension 0.

Each Gi
π has a natural F◦

π-module structure via multiplication of functions, and this
induces an F◦

π-module structure on Gπ. We define

MGπ := MRXπ ⊗F◦
π

Gπ =

n−1⊕

i=0

MGi
π
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where MGi
π := MRXπ ⊗F◦

π
Gi
π. Note that MG0

π is a quotient of MFπ.

Definition 5.7. An element of MGπ is denoted by g = (g0, . . . , gn−1), where gi ∈ MGi
π,

and is called a motivic Function of level π (with a capital F ). We say that an element
g = (g0, . . . , gn−1) ∈ MGπ is concentrated in relative codimension 0 if gi = 0 for i > 0.

Returning to the setting fixed at the beginning of the section, where we work over a
variety Z and a local snc model τ : (Zτ , F )→ Z, let

bπσ : (Xπ,D)→ (Yσ, E)

be a morphism of local snc models above τ (i.e., a morphism in the category Lsncτ ). Let
R ⊂ Skπ be a potential face, and let S ⊂ Skσ be the image of R via the map bSkπσ : Skπ → Skσ
defined in Section 5.1. For short, we denote by bR : R→ S the induced map on these cones.

Lemma 5.8. There is a decomposition S =
(⊔m

α=1 Sα
)
⊔ S′ where Sα are potential faces

of Skσ of the same dimension s and S′ ⊂ S is a finite union of potential faces of dimension
< s.

Proof. Let I be the index set such that R ⊂ Skπ,I and |I| = dimR (i.e., R is an open
subset of Skπ,I). The condition that Supp(b∗πσ(E)) ⊂ Supp(D) implies that bπσ(DI) is
contained in some stratum EJ . We pick J such that EJ is minimal with this property.
Then S ⊂ Skσ,J . Furthermore, the closure of S in Skσ,J ∼= Rt≥0 is a convex rational

polyhedral cone, spanned over R≥0 by the divisorial valuations bσπ(valDi) for i ∈ I. As a
convex polyhedral cone, the relative interior of S is equidimensional and is dense in S. We
let s be the relative dimension of S.

The fact that S is a finite union of potential faces can be checked for instance using
toric geometry and functorial resolution of singularities, as follows. Denoting by ∆ the
standard fan in Skσ,J , let X(∆) = Ak be the toroidal chart of Yσ centered at the generic
point of EJ , and let Σ be any rational polyhedral fan with |Σ| = |∆| such that S is a union
of faces of Σ. Since Σ is a refinement of ∆, we have a proper birational toric morphism
φ : X(Σ)→ X(∆). By [Kol07, Theorem 3.26], we can find a resolution of indeterminacies of
φ−1 given by a sequence of toric blow-ups with smooth irreducible centers. This corresponds
to a refinement ∆′ of ∆, and the induced map φ′ : X(∆′) → X(Σ) expresses ∆′ as a
refinement of Σ, showing that S is a union of faces of ∆′. The given sequence of smooth
toric blow-ups giving X(∆′)→ X(∆) determines a sequence of blow-ups of strata, starting
from Yσ, which produces a model Yσ′ , and by construction S becomes a union of faces on
Skσ′ . To conclude, just notice that the union of faces of Skσ′ of dimension s contained in
S is dense in S, and all other faces contained in S have dimension < s. �

In the setting of the lemma, we write S
ae
=

⊔m
α=1 Sα. We stress that with this notation

we tacitly assume that all Sα are potential faces of the same dimension. The sum of the
forms ωSα on Sα defines almost-everywhere, via the embedding

⊔m
α=1 Sα ⊂ S, an s-form

on S which we denote by ωS. Letting r = dimR, we can pick an (r − s)-form ωR/S on R
such that

ωR = ωR/S ∧ b
∗
R(ωS).

We remark that the choice of ωR/S is not unique, but its restriction to the fibers of bR
is independent of the choice. Note that if R′ ⊂ R is another potential face of Skπ of the
same dimension r then its image S′ ⊂ Skσ has the same dimension s of S and, up to sign,
ωR/S |R′ = ωR′/S′ . For every y ∈ S, the fiber b−1

R (y) has dimension r− s and the restricted
form ωR/S |b−1

R (y) is a top form on the fiber.
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Definition 5.9. An element γ ∈ Gi
π is relatively integrable over σ if for every potential

face R ⊂ Skπ of relative codimension i we have
∫

b−1
R (y)

|γ ωR/S | <∞

for almost every y ∈ S. We denote by IσGi
π ⊂ Gi

π the subspace of relatively integrable
functions over σ.

Remark 5.10. Since an element γ ∈ Gi
π is uniquely defined almost-everywhere on a potential

face R of codimension i, its restriction to b−1
R (y) is uniquely defined almost-everywhere for

almost every y ∈ S. Therefore the condition of integrability is well-posed.

Definition 5.11. A Function of level π on Xval is relatively integrable over σ if it belongs
to

IσGπ :=

n−1⊕

i=0

IσGi
π .

Similarly, a motivic Function of level π on Xval is relatively integrable over σ if it belongs
to the module

IσMGπ := MRXπ ⊗F◦
π
IσGπ .

If σ = idY , then we write IY Gπ and IY MGπ. If moreover Y = Speck, then we write IkGπ

and IkMGπ.

A special case of particular interest is when we take Y = X and σ = idX .

Definition 5.12. A Function of level π on Xval is integrable if it belongs to IGπ := IXGπ.
Similarly, a motivic Function of level π on Xval is integrable if it belongs to the module
IMGπ := IXMGπ.

5.3. Push-forward. Given a morphism bπσ : (Xπ,D) → (Yσ, E) in the category Lsncτ ,
the first step is to define a push-forward map bπσ! : IτGπ → IτGσ.

Every element in IτGπ can be written as a finite sum of elements of the form γ =
(γ0, . . . , γn−1) where each γi is supported on a unique face Ri of relative codimension i.
For simplicity, we first define the push-forward on elements of this form, and then extend
by linearity.

So, let γ = (γ0, . . . , γn−1) ∈ IτGπ be an element as above. Let γ := γi be one of the
components and R = Ri the corresponding face of relative codimension i. Let S ⊂ Skσ
and T ⊂ Skτ be the images of R, and let bR : R → S, pR : R → T , and qS : S → T be the
induced maps. Note that there are index sets I, J , and K such that R ⊂ Skπ,I , S ⊂ Skσ,J
and T ⊂ Skτ,K . In particular, R has relative codimension i and, writing S

ae
=

⊔
Sα and

T
ae
=

⊔
Tβ (with the above convention), we have that each Sα is a potential face of the same

relative codimension j and each Tβ is a potential face of the same relative codimension k.
As explained before, this induces forms ωR/S and ωR/T defined almost-everywhere on R
and a form ωS/T defined almost-everywhere on S. Since γ is relative integrable over τ , we
have ∫

p−1
R (z)

|γ ωR/T | <∞
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for almost every z ∈ T . Along the fibers p−1
R (z), we have |ωR/T | = |ωR/S ∧ b

∗
R(ωS/T )| for

almost every z ∈ T . Applying Fubini’s theorem, we deduce that the quantity

ψ(y) :=

∫

b−1
R (y)

|γ ωR/S |

is well-defined (and finite) for almost every y ∈ S, and defines almost-everywhere a function
on S that is measurable and integrable over τ . Moreover, we have∫

p−1
R (z)

|γ ωR/T | =

∫

q−1
S (z)

|ψ ωS/T |

for almost every z ∈ T . Clearly, ψ, as a function defined almost-everywhere on S, is
independent of the choice of representative of γ. Extending ψ by zero outside of S, we

obtain an element in IτG
(j)
σ , which we denote by bπσ!(γ).

For every γ ∈ IτGπ as above, we define the push-forward bπσ!(γ) of γ by pπσ to be

the element of IτGσ whose component bπσ!(γ)j ∈ IτG
(j)
σ is the sum of all bπσ!(γ

i) that
are supported, according to the above construction, on a potential face Si of relative
codimension j. We define the push-forward map

bπ,σ! : IτGπ → IτGσ

by extending the definition by linearity.
With the notation as in Definition 5.1, it follows from what observed above that pπτ ! =

qστ ! ◦ bπσ!. A similar argument shows functoriality, which is stated next.

Proposition 5.13. The assignment given on objects by (Xπ,D) 7→ IτGπ and on mor-
phisms by bπσ 7→ bπσ! defines a functor from Lsncτ to the category of vector spaces over
R.

A more careful application of Fubini–Tonelli’s theorem yields the following property.

Proposition 5.14. Let bπσ : (Xπ,D)→ (Yσ, E) be a morphism of locally snc models over
τ and γ = (γ0, . . . , γn−1) ∈ Gπ be any element.

(1) If γ ∈ IτGπ then γ ∈ IσGπ and bπσ!(γ) ∈ IτGσ.
(2) Assuming γi ≥ 0 for every i, the converse holds too, hence we have that γ ∈ IτGπ

if and only if γ ∈ IσGπ and bπσ!(γ) ∈ IτGσ.

Remark 5.15. In the setting considered in (2), the condition that γ ∈ IσGπ ensures that
the push-forward bπσ!(γ) is well-defined.

Proof of Proposition 5.14. We prove the proposition component by component. Let γ = γi

be any component of γ. By linearity, we can assume that γ is supported on just one
potential face R of codimension i. Let bR : R → S, pR : R → T , and qS : S → T be the
induced maps and ωR/S , ωR/T and ωS/T the corresponding forms. Let j denote the relative
codimension of S.

Assume first γ ∈ IτGi
π. As |ωR/T | = |ωR/S ∧ b

∗
R(ωS/T )|, Fubini’s theorem implies that

∫

b−1
R (z)

|γ ωR/S | <∞

for almost every z ∈ T , and therefore bπσ!(γ) is well-defined. Furthermore, we have∫

q−1
S (z)

|bπσ!(γ)ωR/T | =

∫

q−1
S (z)

(∫

b−1
R (z)

|γ ωR/S |
)
|ωS/T | =

∫

p−1
R (z)

|γ ωR/T | <∞
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for almost every z ∈ T . This means that γ ∈ IσGi
π and bπσ!(γ) ∈ IτG

(j)
σ , which gives (1).

Conversely, assume now that γ ≥ 0, and that γ ∈ IσGi
π and bπσ!(γ) ∈ IτG

(j)
σ . Then

Tonelli’s theorem implies that γ ∈ IτG
(j)
π , and this gives (2). �

The next step is to extend the definition of push-forward to motivic Functions of level
π. As before, let pπσ : (Xπ,D) → (Yσ, E) be a morphism in Lsncτ . Recall that IτMGπ =
MRXπ ⊗F◦

π
IτGπ. Since the inverse image of a face Skσ,J under bSkπσ : Skπ → Skσ is a union

of faces, pull-back along this map defines a natural ring homomorphism F◦
σ → F◦

π.

Lemma 5.16. Regarding MRXπ and IτGπ as F◦
σ-modules via the ring homomorphism

F◦
σ → F◦

π, the push-forward maps bπσ∗ : MRXπ → MRYσ and bπσ! : IτGπ → IτGσ are
F◦
σ-module homomorphisms.

Proof. The assertion is clear for bπσ!. If we write I � J whenever bπσ(D◦
I ) ⊂ E◦

J , then we
have

bπσ∗
(
b∗πσ(1Skσ,J ) · [V ]π

)
= bπσ∗

(∑

I�J

1Skπ,I
· [V ]π

)
= bπσ∗

(∑

I�J

[D◦
I ]π · [V ]π

)
=

= bπσ∗
(
[E◦
J ×Yσ Xπ]π · [V ]π

)
= [E◦

J ]σ · [V ]σ = 1Skσ,J · [V ]σ.

By linearity, this proves the assertion for bπσ∗. �

Lemma 5.17. There is a natural map

ρπσ : MRXπ ⊗F◦
π
IτGπ → MRXπ ⊗F◦

σ
IτGπ .

Proof. Note that given r ∈ F◦
π, it is not necessarily true that multiplication by r on the

left and on the right on the group MRXπ ⊗F◦
σ
IτGπ give the same result, so more care is

needed to define the map. We first claim that there are decompositions

MRXπ ⊗F◦
π
IτGπ

∼=
⊕

I

(
[D◦

I ] ·MRXπ

)
⊗R

(
1Skπ,I

· IτGπ

)

and

MRXπ ⊗F◦
σ
IτGπ

∼=
⊕

J

(⊕

I�J

[D◦
I ] ·MRXπ

)
⊗R

(⊕

I�J

1Skπ,I
· IτGπ

)
.

Indeed, multiplication by 1Skπ,I
∈ F◦

π gives the projection

MRXπ ⊗F◦
π
IτGπ →

(
[D◦

I ] ·MRXπ

)
⊗R

(
1Skπ,I

· IτGπ

)
,

and multiplication by 1Skσ,J ∈ F◦
σ gives the projection

MRXπ ⊗F◦
σ
IτGπ →

(⊕

I�J

[D◦
I ] ·MRXπ

)
⊗R

(⊕

I�J

1Skπ,I
· IτGπ

)
.

Then the obvious inclusion⊕

I

(
[D◦

I ] ·MRXπ

)
⊗R

(
1Skπ,I

· IτGπ

)
⊂

⊕

J

(⊕

I�J

[D◦
I ] ·MRXπ

)
⊗R

(⊕

I�J

1Skπ,I
· IτGπ

)

defined using the isomorphism
(⊕

I�J

[D◦
I ] ·MRXπ

)
⊗R

(⊕

I�J

1Skπ,I
· IτGπ

)
∼=

⊕

I,I′�J

(
[D◦

I ] ·MRXπ

)
⊗R

(
1Skπ,I′

· IτGπ

)

gives us the desired map. �
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The push-forward
bπσ! : IτMGπ → IτMGσ

is defined by the composition

MRXπ ⊗F◦
π
IτGπ

ρπσ
−−−→ MRXπ ⊗F◦

σ
IτGπ

bπσ∗⊗bπσ!−−−−−−−→ MRYσ ⊗F◦
σ
IτGσ

This is a linear map of vector spaces over R. Proposition 5.13 and the obvious functoriality
of ρπσ and bπσ∗ yields the following property.

Proposition 5.18. The assignment given on objects by (Xπ,D) 7→ IτMGπ and on mor-
phisms by bπσ 7→ bπσ! defines a functor from Lsncτ to the category of vector spaces over
R.

5.4. Integrable motivic Functions. Still working above τ , any morphism α : (Xπ′ ,D′)→
(Xπ,D) of local snc models over the same variety X induces a push-forward homomorphism
α! : IτMGπ′ → IτMGπ. We can therefore define

IτMG(Xval) := lim
←−π

IτMGπ .

This inverse limit has a natural module structure over F◦
π for all local snc models π above

τ , and hence a natural module structure over F◦(Xval).

Definition 5.19. We call IτMG(Xval) the module of relatively integrable motivic Functions
on Xval over τ . When τ = idZ , we write IZMG(Xval).

If τ ′ ≥ τ is a higher local snc model over Z then by Proposition 5.14 we have a natural
inclusion IτMG(Xval) ⊂ Iτ ′MG(Xval). We can therefore define

IZvalMG(Xval) := lim
−→τ

IτMG(Xval).

Definition 5.20. We call IZvalMG(Xval) the module of relatively integrable motivic Func-
tions on Xval over Zval.

For any dominant morphism b : X → Y over Z and any local snc model τ over Z, we
obtain by functoriality a push-forward homomorphism

b! : IτMG(Xval)→ IτMG(Y val)

defined by b!(g) := (bπσ!(gπ))σ where π is any local snc model above τ such that g is
determined by gπ. Letting now τ vary, this induces a push-forward map (denoted by the
same symbol)

b! : IZvalMG(Xval)→ IZvalMG(Y val).

By Proposition 5.18, we obtain the following property.

Theorem 5.21. The assignments X 7→ IτMG(Xval) and X 7→ IZvalMG(Xval), paired with
the corresponding assignment b 7→ b!, define functors from the category of varieties endowed
with a dominant morphism to Z, whose morphisms are dominant morphisms defined over
Z, to the category of vector spaces over R.

By interpreting the push-forward b! : IZvalMG(Xval) → IZvalMG(Y val) as integration
along the fibers of bval : Xval → Y val, this result can be regarded as a Fubini theorem.

An element g ∈ IτMG(Xval) is given by a net of motivic Functions g = (gπ)π where
gπ = (g0π, . . . , g

n−1
π ) ∈ IτMGπ and α!(gπ′) = gπ for π′ ≥ π (here, as usual, α : Xπ′ → Xπ

is the induced map). The next proposition says that, as long as we restrict to a smaller
collection C of models, we can view any element g as being given by a net (gπ)π∈C of
motivic Functions that are concentrated in relative codimension 0.
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Proposition 5.22. For every g ∈ IτMG(Xval) there exists a collection C of local snc
models over X such that:

(1) for every local snc model π over X there exists π′ ∈ C that is a refinement of π;
(2) if π ∈ C and π′ is a refinement of π, then π′ ∈ C;
(3) for every π ∈ C, gπ is concentrated in relative codimension 0.

Proof. For every π, we let Cπ be the collection of refinements π′ of π such that every
potential face of Skπ on which gπ is not almost-everywhere zero becomes a face on Skπ′ .
Then gπ′ is concentrated in relative codimension 0. If this were not the case, then there
would exist a potential face R ⊂ Skπ′ such that gπ′ is not almost-everywhere zero on R.
By the definition of push-forward, it would follow that gπ is not almost-everywhere zero
on R, viewed as a potential face of Skπ, but this would contradict our choice of π′. The
proposition follows by taking C :=

⋃
π Cπ. �

For every π there is a natural push-forward map

tπ : IτMG(Xval)→ IτMGπ .

When π = idX , we write tX for tidX .
A special case occurs when we take Z = X and τ = idX . Note that IXMGidX = MRX ,

hence we have a push-forward map

tX : IXMG(Xval)→ MRX .

Definition 5.23. We call
IMG(Xval) := IXMG(Xval)

the module of integrable motivic Functions on Xval. For every element g ∈ IMG(Xval), we
define the integral of g to be ∫

Xval

g dµX := tX(g) ∈ MRX .

The next result relates the above definition to the definition of motivic integration given
in Section 4.

Theorem 5.24. There is a canonical injective linear map Λ: IMF(Xval) →֒ IMG(Xval)
such that ∫

Xval

f dµX =

∫

Xval

Λ(f) dµX

for every f ∈ IMF(Xval).

Proof. For every local snc model π, we consider the linear map Λπ : IMFπ → IXMGπ given
by fπ 7→ gπ = (gπ, 0, . . . , 0) where gπ is the image of fπ via the quotient map MFπ → MG0

π.
We claim that for every pair of snc models π′ ≥ π, if α : Xπ′ → Xπ is the induced map
then the diagram

IMFπ′

Λπ′
// IXMGπ′

α!

��

IMFπ
Λπ

//

α∗

OO

IXMGπ

is commutative. Note that this implies that the maps Λπ glue together to give a linear
map Λ: IMF(Xval) → IMG(Xval). The stated equality between integrals can then be
easily checked using Λπ for any π ≫ 1X .
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To prove the claim, we follow a strategy similar to the proofs of Theorems 3.4 and 4.13.
The first step is to check that the diagram commutes whenever α is a smooth transversal
blow-up. By linearly, we can assume that f is represented by an element fπ = [V ]π ⊗ φπ
where φπ is supported on a face Skπ,I . Let C be the center of blow-up.

Suppose first that C 6⊂ Supp(D). This corresponds to Case 1 in the proof of Lemma 3.8.
Note that C 6⊂ Di for any i ∈ I. As in the proof of Lemma 3.8, let c = codim(C,Xπ) and
set C◦ := C ∩D◦

I , which we assume not to be empty. Note that codim(C◦
I ,D

◦
I ) = c. We

denote by D′
0 the exceptional divisor of α and, for i ∈ I, let D′

i be the proper transform

of Di on X ′
π. We denote Ĩ := I ∪ {0}. Note that α induces an isomorphism D′◦

I ≃ D
◦
I \C

◦
I

and a Pc−1-bundle fibration D′◦
Ĩ
→ C◦

I . Setting φπ′ := φπ ◦ rπ′π, we can write

fπ = [V ×Xπ (D◦
I \ C

◦
I )]π ⊗ φπ + [V ×Xπ C

◦
I ]π ⊗ φπ.

Then

α∗(fπ) = [V ×Xπ D
′◦
I ]π′ ⊗ φπ′ + [V ×Xπ D

◦
Ĩ
]π′ ⊗ φπ′ ,

and we have Λπ′(α∗(fπ))0 = α∗(fπ) in MG0
π, all other entries of Λπ′(α∗(fπ)) being zero.

We compute the push-forward term by term. We have

α!([V ×Xπ D
′◦
I ]π′ ⊗ φπ′) = [V ×Xπ (D◦

I \ C
◦
I )]π ⊗ φπ

and

α!([V ×Xπ D
◦
Ĩ
]π′ ⊗ φπ′) = c[V ×Xπ C

◦
I ]⊗

∫ ∞

0
φπ′ e−cxdx = [V ×Xπ C

◦
I ]π ⊗ φπ

in MG0
π. This shows that α!(Λπ′(α∗(fπ))) = Λπ(fπ), as desired.

Next, we consider the case where C ⊂ Supp(D), which corresponds to Case 2 in the
proof of Lemma 3.8. The term [V ×Xπ (D◦

I \ C
◦
I )]π behaves as before, so we can focus on

the term [V ×Xπ C
◦
I ]π ⊗ φπ. Letting J ⊂ I and denoting J̃ := J ∪ {0}, we have

α∗([V ×Xπ C
◦
I ]π ⊗ φπ) =

∑

J̃�I

[V ×Xπ D
◦
J̃
]π′ ⊗ φπ′

in MG0
π. Similar computations as above, using now (1)–(3) from the proof of Lemma 3.8,

show that

α!

( ∑

J̃�I, |J |≥|I|−1

[V ×Xπ D
◦
J̃
]π′ ⊗ φπ′

)
= [V ×Xπ C

◦
I ]π ⊗ φπ

in MG0
π. In general, the terms in the sum

∑
J̃�I, |J |≤|I|−2[V ×XπD

◦
J̃
]π′⊗φπ′ can be nonzero

and can be supported on unions of faces of Skπ′ that come from potential faces of Skπ
of positive relative codimension, so in principle they could produce nonzero entries in
α!(Λπ′(α∗(fπ)) beyond the first vector component. This however does not occur, as (4)
from the proof of Lemma 3.8 implies that all the terms in this sum belong to the kernel of
α!. This verifies the commutativity of the diagram when C ⊂ Supp(D).

Now that we know that the diagram commutes whenever α is a smooth transversal blow-
up, it follows by functoriality that the diagram commutes whenever α is a composition of
such blow-ups. It therefore suffices to reduce to this case. Using Hironaka’s resolution of
marked ideals, we first reduce to the situation where π and π′ are snc models and α induces
an isomorphism Xπ′ \D′ ∼= Xπ \D. Then, using the weak factorization theorem, we obtain
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a diagram

Xπ′
1

p1

~~⑤⑤
⑤⑤
⑤⑤

q1

!!
❇❇

❇❇
❇❇

Xπ′
2

p2

}}⑤⑤
⑤⑤
⑤⑤

q2

!!
❇❇

❇❇
❇❇

Xπ′
n

pn

||①①
①①
①① qn

  
❆❆

❆❆
❆❆

Xπ′ Xπ1 Xπ2 . . . Xπn−1 Xπ

where pi and qi are compositions of smooth transversal blow-ups and the induced rational
maps αi : Xπi 99K Xπ are morphisms. By the above discussion, the diagram commutes
with either pi or qi in place of α. If n = 1, then we have α ◦ p1 = q1, and we can use
functoriality and the commutativity of the diagram for p1 and q1 to conclude that the
diagram commutes for α. In more details, we have

Λπ = q1! ◦ Λπ′
1
◦ q∗1 = α! ◦ p1! ◦ Λπ′

1
◦ p∗1 ◦ α

∗ = α! ◦ Λπ′ ◦ α∗,

which proves the assertion. We can therefore use induction on n ≥ 1 and assume that
the diagram commutes for α1. By functoriality, this implies that it commutes for α1 ◦ q1.
Observing that α ◦ p1 = α1 ◦ q1, we conclude by the same argument just used in the case
n = 1 that the diagram commutes for α. This proves the claim.

It remains to check that Λ is injective. Let f ∈ IMF(Xval) be any nonzero element,
and let π be a model such that f is determined by fπ ∈ IMFπ. Then fπ 6= 0, so there
is a potential face R of Skπ such that fπ|R is not almost everywhere zero with respect to
the measure ωR. After replacing π with a higher model, we may assume without loss of
generality that R is an actual face of Skπ. Then fπ is non-zero in MG0

π, hence Λ(f) 6= 0. �

Remark 5.25. We do not know if IMF(Xval) is stable under push-forwards. More pre-
cisely, given a dominant morphism of varieties b : X → Y over Z we do not know if the
push-forward b! : IZvalMG(Xval)→ IZvalMG(Y val) sends Λ(IMF(Xval))∩IZvalMG(Xval) into
Λ(IMF(Y val)).

It might be helpful at this point to work out a simple example.

Example 5.26. Let b : X = A1 → Y = A1 be the ramified cover given by v = u2, with
ramification point P ∈ X and branch point Q ∈ Y . Consider the models π given by
(X,P ) and σ given by (Y,Q). Notice that even though these models are identities on
the underlying varieties, they are different from idX and idY as they have non-empty
boundaries. We consider the motivic function f determined at level π by fπ = [P ] ⊗ 1,
and view it as a motivic Function via Λ. Note that f is supported on the inverse image in
Xval of the 1-dimensional face R of Skπ. Let x be the coordinate on R such that valP has
coordinate x = 1. Similarly, let S be the 1-dimensional face of Skσ with coordinate y such
that valQ has coordinate y = 1. The function bR : R→ S is given by y = 2x. The volume
forms on these faces are ωR = e−xdx and ωS = e−ydy, hence ωR/S = 1

2e
x. Then b!(f) is

represented at level σ by

bπσ!(fπ) = bπσ∗[P ]⊗ bπσ!(1) = [Q]⊗ 1
2e

y
2 .

We have

tY (b!(f)) =

∫

Y val

b!(f) dµY = [Q]

∫ ∞

0

1
2e

y
2
−ydy = [Q].

Note that we also have

b∗(tX(f)) = b∗

( ∫

Xval

f dµX

)
= b∗

(
[P ]

∫ ∞

0
e−xdx

)
= [Q],

as expected by functoriality.
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5.5. Projection formula. Recall that, given a local snc model (Xπ,D), there is a natural
Fπ-module structure on Gπ given by multiplication. It is easy to see that the following
proposition holds.

Proposition 5.27. Let bπσ : (Xπ,D)→ (Yσ, E) be a morphism in the category Lsncτ , and
let φ ∈ Fσ and γ ∈ IτGπ. If b∗πσ(φ) · γ ∈ IτGπ, then φ · bπσ!(γ) ∈ IτGσ and

bπσ!(b
∗
πσ(φ) · γ) = φ · bπσ!(γ).

There is also a natural MFπ-module structure on MGπ. In concrete terms, the module
structure is given by setting, for any f =

∑
i[Vi]π⊗φi ∈ MFπ and g =

∑
j [Wj]π⊗γj ∈ MGπ,

f · g :=
∑

i,j

[Vi ×Xπ Wj]π ⊗ (φiγj)

where φiγj := (φiγ
0
j , . . . , φiγ

n−1
j ). As a consequence of the previous proposition, we obtain

the following formula.

Proposition 5.28. Let bπσ : (Xπ,D)→ (Yσ, E) be a morphism in the category Lsncτ , and
let f ∈ MFσ and g ∈ IτMGπ. If b∗πσ(f) · g ∈ IτMGπ, then f · bπσ!(g) ∈ IτMGσ and

bπσ!(b
∗
πσ(f) · g) = f · bπσ!(g).

Remark 5.29. When Z = Y and τ = σ, the hypothesis that b∗πσ(f) · g ∈ IσMGπ is
automatically satisfied.

Let now b : X → Y be a dominant morphism of varieties. The proposition allows us
to define a natural MF(Y val)-module structure on IY valMG(Xval). Indeed, given any f ∈
MF(Y val) and g = (gπ)π ∈ IY valMG(Xval), we can fix a high enough local snc model σ over
Y such that f is represented by fσ ∈ MFσ(Y val) and g = (gπ)π ∈ IσMG(Xval). Then we
define the action

f · g := (b∗πσ(fπ) · gπ)π

The representatives b∗πσ(fπ) · gπ in the right-hand-side are well-defined for all high enough
local snc models π. It is convenient here to remember in the notation of the action the
pull-back map b∗, and hence denote the action of f on g by b∗(f) · g. Proposition 5.28
yields the following projection formula.

Proposition 5.30. Let b : X → Y be a dominant morphism of varieties. Then for every
f ∈MF(Y val) and g ∈ IY valMG(Xval) we have

b!(b
∗(f) · g) = f · b!(g).

6. Atomic approach

An atomic measure on the Berkovich space of a variety is introduced in this last section
as a parallel way of doing motivic integration on Berkovich spaces that resembles more
closely the classical motivic integration on arc spaces and the theory of motivic constructible
functions introduced in [CL08]. Contrary to the theory developed in the previous sections,
this approach does not allow to integrate real valued functions, and ultimately produces a
more restrictive algebra of measurable sets. The trade off is that it does not require to work
modulo L− 1 and as a result it fully recovers the usual motivic integral. This part, which
still relies on geometric properties such as resolution of singularity and weak factorization,
also uses some preliminary results from [CL08].
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6.1. Atomic motivic measure. As before, let X be a variety over an algebraically closed
field k of characteristic zero equipped with the trivial norm. We consider the subspace
Xval(Z) ⊂ Xval consisting of valuations with center in X and values in Z. Elements of this
space are considered as maps v : k(X)× → Z which are not assumed to be surjective. In
particular, we distinguish between multiples mv of the same valuation v.

For every local snc model π : (Xπ,D)→ X, we let SkZπ := Skπ ∩X
val(Z). This is the set

of Z-valued quasi-monomial valuations determined at level π. We denote by rZπ : Xval(Z)→
SkZπ the restriction of rπ. We have Xval(Z) = lim←−π SkZ

π. Writing D =
∑r

i=1Di, we have

a decomposition Skπ =
⊔
I Skπ,I parameterized by subsets I ⊂ {1, . . . , r}. On each face

Skπ,I ⊂ Skπ, the intersection SkZ
π,I := SkZ

π ∩ Skπ,I coincides with the inverse image of the

lattice Zs ⊂ Rs via the isomorphism ψπ,I : Skπ,I
∼
−→ Rs>0, where s = |I|. In particular, this

map gives an embedding ψZ
π,I : SkZ

π,I →֒ Zs. This allows us to transfer some of the notions

introduced in [CL08] to this setting by carrying over the Presburger’s language LPR from
Zs to SkZπ,I . The theory of Presburger arithmetic has language

LPR = {+,−, 0, 1,≤} ∪ {≡n |n ∈ N},

with ≡n the equivalence relation modulo n (for more details, see [Mar02, Chapter 3]). Here
we only consider the model Z for the theory. Note that the multiplication operation is not
included in the language. Elimination of quantifiers holds in this setting, and in fact we
will be relying on a cell decomposition theorem due to [Clu03].

For short, we set L := LX . As in [CL08], we consider the ring

AX := Z[L,L−1, (1 − L−i)−1]i≥1,

and work with the following version of motivic ring:

MAX := K0(VarX)⊗Z[L] AX .

Note that MAX ∼= K0(VarX)[L,L−1, (1− L−i)−1]i≥1.
We consider the collection ΣPR(Xval(Z)) of all subsets of the form (rZπ)−1(S) where π is

a local snc model over X and S ⊂ SkZπ an LPR-definable subset, by which we mean that

SI := S ∩SkZπ,I is LPR-definable in SkZπ,I for all I. This will be the collection of measurable

sets. It is clear that ΣPR(Xval(Z)) is closed under finite unions, finite intersections, and
complements. Note that the same element of ΣPR(Xval(Z)) can be written in different
ways, by choosing different models π.

Theorem 6.1. There is a well-defined function µZX : ΣPR(Xval(Z)) → MAX given by set-
ting

µZX
(
(rZπ)−1(S)

)
:=

∑

I

[D◦
I ]
(
L− 1

)|I|∑

SI

L−ÂX ,

where the sums
∑

SI
L−ÂX are considered as being taken in AX .

Proof. The series
∑

SI
L−ÂX converge in Z((L−1)). The fact that the sums define ele-

ments in AX follows from [CL08, Theorem–Definition 4.5.1] (see also the discussion at the
beginning of Section 6.2).

Checking that the definition of µZX is independent of the choice of π requires a proof.
Using resolution of singularities and the weak factorization theorem as in the proof of
Theorem 3.4, we reduce the proof of Theorem 6.1 to the following lemma. �
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Lemma 6.2. Let α : Xπ′ → Xπ be the blow-up of a smooth variety C ⊂ Xπ with normal
crossings with D, and let D′ =

∑r
i=0D

′
i where D′

0 is the exceptional divisor of α and

D′
i = f−1

∗ Di for i > 0. Let S ⊂ SkZ
π be an LPR-definable subset, and let S′ := (rZπ′π)−1(S)

where rZπ′π : SkZ
π′ → SkZπ is the restriction of rπ′π. Then S is LPR-definable if and only if

S′ is LPR-definable, and

∑

I

[D◦
I ]
(
L− 1

)|I| ∑

SI

L−ÂX =
∑

I

[D′◦
I′ ]
(
L− 1

)|I′| ∑

S′
I′

L−ÂX .

Proof. The proof follows the same steps of the proof of Lemma 3.8, but the computations
need to be adapted to the current definitions.

As in the proof of Lemma 3.8, it suffices to consider the case where S ⊂ SkZ
π,I for some

I, and we can assume that I = {1, . . . , s}. For any subset J ⊂ I, we let J̃ := {0} ∪ J . Let

c = codim(C,Xπ) and set C◦
I := C ∩D◦

I . If C◦
I = ∅, then (rZπ′π)−1(SkZ

π,I) = SkZπ′,I and the
equality is clear. Assume therefore that C◦

I 6= ∅. We can assume that C ⊂ Di if and only
if 1 ≤ i ≤ t for some 0 ≤ t ≤ s. We have the decomposition S′ =

⊔
I′�I S

′
I′ . Recall that

I ′ � I if and only if either I ′ = I or I ′ = J̃ where {t + 1, . . . , s} ⊂ J ⊂ I.

(1) First, note that [D′◦
I ] = [D◦

I \ C
◦
I ] in K0(VarX).

We now look at the strata parameterized by J̃ where {t+ 1, . . . , s} ⊂ J ⊂ I.

(2) Taking J = I, we see that D′◦
Ĩ
→ C◦

I is a piecewise locally trivial fibration with

fiber Pc−t−1
k , hence [D′◦

Ĩ
] = [C◦

I ][Pc−t−1
X ] in K0(VarX).

(3) If J ( I, then D′◦
J̃
→ C◦

I is a piecewise locally trivial fibration with fiber G
s−1−|J |
m,k ×

Ac−tk , hence [D′◦
J̃

] = [C◦
I ](L− 1)s−1−|J |Lc−t in K0(VarX).

Setting ai := ÂX(valD′
i
), we have ai = ÂX(valDi) for i > 0 and a0 = c− t+

∑t
i=1 ai.

Case 1. Suppose C ( Supp(D), i.e., t = 0.

Using the natural inclusions SkZ
π,I →֒ Zs and SkZ

π′,I ⊔ SkZ
π′,Ĩ
→֒ Zs+1, we fix coordinates

y1, . . . , ys on SkZπ,I and x0, . . . , xs on SkZ
π′,I ⊔ SkZ

π′,Ĩ
. The retraction map rZπ′π restricted to

SkZπ′,I ⊔ SkZ
π′,Ĩ

is given by yi = xi for i = 1, . . . , s. By definition, we have ÂX(y1, . . . , ys) =
∑s

i=1 aiyi and ÂX(x0, . . . , xs) =
∑s

i=0 aixi = cx0 +
∑s

i=1 aiyi. We can then deduce in this
case the formula stated in the lemma, as follows:

[D′◦
I ](L− 1)s

∑

S′
I

L−ÂX + [D′◦
Ĩ

](L− 1)s+1
∑

S′
Ĩ

L−ÂX =

= [D◦
I \ C

◦
I ](L − 1)s

∑

S′
I

L−
∑s

i=1 aixi + [C◦
I ][Pc−1

X ](L− 1)s+1
∑

S′
Ĩ

L−
∑s

i=0 aixi

= [D◦
I \ C

◦
I ](L − 1)s

∑

S

L−
∑s

i=1 aiyi + [C◦
I ](Lc − 1)(L − 1)s

∑

S′
Ĩ

L−cx0−
∑s

i=1 aiyi

= [D◦
I \ C

◦
I ](L − 1)s

∑

S

L−ÂX + [C◦
I ](L − 1)s

∑

S

L−ÂX .
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The first equality follows from (1) and (2) above, the second from the fact that SkZπ′,I maps

bijectively to SkZ
π,I , and the third from the fact that the fiber of S′

Ĩ
→ S over a point

(y1, . . . , ys) ∈ S is the set {(x0, y1, . . . , ys) | x0 ∈ Z≥1}.

Case 2. Suppose C ⊂ Supp(D), i.e., t 6= 0.

We have inclusions SkZ
π,I →֒ Zs and SkZπ′,I ⊔

(⊔
J SkZ

π′,J̃

)
→֒ Zs+1, where J ranges among

subsets of I containing {t+ 1, . . . , s}. Using these inclusions, we fix coordinates y1, . . . , ys
on SkZ

π,I and x0, . . . , xs on SkZπ′,I ⊔
(⊔

J SkZ
π′,J̃

)
. The retraction map rZπ′π restricted to

SkZπ′,I ⊔(
⊔
J SkZ

π′,J̃

)
is given by yi = x0 + xi for 1 ≤ i ≤ t and yi = xi for t + 1 ≤ i ≤ s.

By definition, we have ÂX(y1, . . . , ys) =
∑s

i=1 aiyi and ÂX(x0, . . . , xs) =
∑s

i=0 aixi =
(c− t)x0 +

∑s
i=1 aiyi.

We now look at the formula stated in the lemma. The term involving the stratum D′◦
I

on the right-hand-side of the formula is equal to

[D◦
I \ C

◦
I ](L− 1)s

∑

S

L−ÂX .

In order to compute the term that involves the stratum D′◦
Ĩ

, we first observe that the

fiber of the restriction map S′
Ĩ
→ S over a point (y1, . . . , ys) ∈ S consists of the points

(x0, x1, . . . , xs) ∈ Zs+1 subject to the conditions xi ≥ 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ s, xi + x0 = yi for
i ≤ i ≤ t, and xi = yi for t+ 1 ≤ i ≤ s. Thus the term is equal to

[D′◦
Ĩ

](L− 1)s+1
∑

S′
Ĩ

L−ÂX = [C◦
I ][Pc−t−1

X ](L− 1)s+1
∑

S′
Ĩ

L−(c−t)x0−
∑s

i=1 aiyi

= [C◦
I ](Lc−t − 1)(L − 1)s

∑

S

min1≤i≤t yi−1∑

x0=1

L−(c−t)x0−
∑s

i=1 aiyi

= [C◦
I ](L − 1)s

∑

S

L−ÂX (1− L−(c−t)(min1≤i≤t yi−1)).

We now look at the terms involving D′◦
J̃

for J ( I. Recall that we always have {t +

1, . . . , s} ⊂ J . There is a decomposition S =
⊔

{t+1,...,s}⊂J(I S
J where

SJ := S ∩
{

(y1, . . . , ys) | for 1 ≤ j ≤ t, yj = min
1≤i≤t

yi ⇔ j 6∈ J
}
.

The retraction map induces bijections S′
J̃
→ SJ , where the preimage of a point (y1, . . . , ys) ∈

SJ has value min1≤i≤t yi in its 0-th coordinate, yi −min1≤i≤t yi in its i-th coordinate for
1 ≤ i ≤ t, and yi in its i-th coordinate for t + 1 ≤ i ≤ s. The term involving the stratum
D′◦
J̃

(for J ( I) is then equal to

[D′◦
J̃

](L− 1)|J |+1
∑

S′
J̃

L−ÂX = [C◦
I ](L− 1)sLc−t

∑

SJ

L−(c−t)min1≤i≤t yi−
∑s

i=1 aiyi

= [C◦
I ](L− 1)s

∑

SJ

L−ÂXL−(c−t)(min1≤i≤t yi−1).

Summing up the terms above, it is now clear that the formula stated in the lemma holds
in this case as well. This completes the proof of the lemma. �
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6.2. Constructible motivic functions. For every π and I, we consider the ring of func-
tions

Pπ,I ⊂ F(SkZ
π,I ,AX)

generated by constant functions with values in AX , LPR-definable functions SkZπ,I → Z,

and functions of the form Lβ where β is an LPR-definable function SkZπ,I → Z.
For every q ∈ R>1, there is a unique ring homomorphism θq : AX → R given by L 7→ q.

We let IPπ,I ⊂ Pπ,I be the set of functions φ such that the series
∑

v∈SkZπ,I
θq(φ(v)) con-

verges for all q > 1. We interpret this as an integrability condition. By [CL08, Theorem-
Definition 4.5.1], there is a unique AX-module homomorphism

∑
QMZ

π,I
: IPπ,I → AX sat-

isfying

θq

( ∑

QMZ
π,I

φ
)

=
∑

v∈QMZ
π,I

θq(φ(v))

for all q > 1.
Let Pπ ⊂ F(SkZ

π,AX) be the set of functions φ that restrict to elements in Pπ,I for every
I, and let P◦

π ⊂ Pπ be the subring generated by the constant function L and characteristic
functions of the form 1SkZπ,I

. There are natural inclusions Pπ →֒ Pπ′ for π′ ≥ π, given by

pull-back, and we define P(Xval(Z)) := lim
−→π

Pπ and P◦(Xval(Z)) := lim
−→π

P◦
π.

For every π, there is a unique ring homomorphism P◦
π → K0(VarXπ) sending L 7→ LXπ

and rZπ ◦ 1SkZπ,I
7→ [D◦

I ]π, and IPπ is a P◦
π-module under the action given by multiplication.

Let

MPπ := K0(VarXπ)⊗P◦
π

Pπ and IMPπ := K0(VarXπ )⊗P◦
π

IPπ .

For every π′ ≥ π, there is a natural pull-back map MPπ → MP′
π which restricts to a map

IMPπ → IMPπ′ . We can therefore define

MP(Xval(Z)) := lim−→π
MPπ and IMP(Xval(Z)) := lim−→π

IMPπ .

Remark 6.3. There is a natural isomorphism MPπ ∼=
⊕

I [D
◦
I ]πK0(VarXπ)⊗Z[L] Pπ,I given

by [V ]π ⊗ φ 7→ ([V ]π[D◦
I ]π ⊗ φ|SkZπ,I

)I . In Cluckers–Loeser’s notation [CL08], D◦
I × SkZ

π,I is

a globally definable sub-assignment, and MPπ =
⊕

I C(D
◦
I × SkZ

π,I).

Definition 6.4. An element f ∈ MP(Xval(Z)) is called a constructible motivic function
on Xval(Z). Such element is said to be integrable if it belongs to IMP(Xval(Z)). If f is an
integrable constructible function that is represented by an element fπ

∑
j[Vj ]π⊗φj ∈ IMPπ,

then we define the integral of f to be the element of MAX given by
∫

Xval(Z)
f dµZX :=

∑

I

[Vj ×Xπ D
◦
I ]
(
L− 1

)|I| ∑

SkZπ,I

φjL
−ÂX .

The same proof of Theorem 4.13, with the obvious adaptation in the computations,
shows that the definition of the integral is independent of any choice.

Starting from here, one can prove a change-of-variables formula and develop a functorial
theory similarly as done in the previous sections. The change-of-variables formula is stated
next.
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Theorem 6.5. Let h : Y → X be a resolution of singularities, and let f ∈ IMP(Xval(Z)).
Then (f ◦ hval(Z))L− ord(Jach) ∈ IMP(Y val(Z)) and

∫

Xval(Z)
f dµZX = h∗

∫

Y val(Z)
(f ◦ hval(Z))L− ord(Jach) dµZY .

Example 6.6. If X is smooth and D =
∑
diDi is an effective simple normal crossing divisor,

then

∫

Xval(Z)
L− ord(D) dµZX =

∑

I

[D◦
I ]
(
L− 1

)|I|∏

i∈I

∞∑

mi=1

L−mi(di+1) =
∑

I

[D◦
I ]∏

i∈I

[
PdiX

] .

This agrees with the usual motivic integral defined using arc spaces. It follows by Theo-
rem 6.5 that integration over Xval(Z) agrees with integration over X∞ for every variety X,
in the following sense: if Z is any proper closed subscheme of a variety X then

∫

Xval(Z)
L− ord(Z) dµZX =

∫

X∞

L− ord(Z) dµX∞ .

Note that both integrals take values in MAX . This also means that integration over Xval(Z)
agrees, in the sense discussed in [CL08, Section 16.3], with the one constructed by Cluckers
and Loeser.

As for the functorial theory, it turns out that it is actually simpler to define push-
forwards using the atomic measure since in this setting there is no longer need to keep
track of potential faces and working with vector functions as we did in Section 5. Just to
give an idea of how the functorial approach can be developed using the atomic measure,
we overview some of the results one can prove in this setting.

As in Section 5, we fix a variety Z and a local snc model τ : (Zτ , F )→ Z over it. Given a
variety X which dominates Z, and a local snc model π : (Xπ,D)→ X above τ , we are going
to define the subspace IτMPπ ⊂ MPπ of constructible motivic functions that are relatively
integrable over τ . If bπσ : (Xπ,D)→ (Yσ, E) is a morphism in the category Lsncτ , then we
will define a push-forward morphism

bZπσ! : IτMPπ → IτMPσ,

similarly as it was done in Section 5.3.
The first step is to define the subring IσPπ ⊂ Pπ of functions that are relatively integrable

over σ. For every I, let bZπ,I : SkZ
π,I → SkZ

σ be the restriction of bSkπσ : Skπ → Skσ.

Definition 6.7. We say that a function φ ∈ Pπ is relatively integrable over σ if for every
I and w ∈ SkZσ the series

∑

v∈(bZπ,I )
−1(w)

θq(φ(v))q−ÂX (v)+ÂY (w)

converges for all q > 1. According to [CL08, Theorem–Definition 4.5.1], this gives an

element of AX which we denote by
∑

(bZπ,I )
−1(w) φL

−ÂX+ÂY . We denote by IσPπ ⊂ Pπ the

subring of relatively integrable functions over σ, and define IσMPπ := K0(VarX)⊗P◦
π

IσPπ.
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The next step is to define push-forward at the level of functions. By [CL08, Lemma 4.5.7],
we have an inclusion IτPπ ⊂ IσPπ, and for every φ ∈ IτPπ, the assignment

bZπσ!(φ)(w) :=
∑

I

∑

(bZπ,I )
−1(w)

φL−ÂX+ÂY .

for every w ∈ SkZσ defines an element bπσ!(φ) ∈ F(SkZ
π,I ,AX). By [CL08, Theorem–

Definition 4.5.1], this element belongs to Pπ, and in fact to IτPσ by [CL08, Lemma 4.5.7].
After proving the analogue of Lemma 5.17 in the present setting, we obtain the desired
push-forward map bZπσ! : IτMPπ → IτMPσ.

Remark 6.8. As explained in [CL08, Section 4.2], one can define a partial ordering in AX ,
and hence the semiring P+

π ⊂ Pπ of functions φ ≥ 0. Restricting then to such functions,
one can use part (2) of [CL08, Lemma 4.5.7] to prove a Tonelli type statement analogous
to part (2) of Proposition 5.14.

If π′ ≥ π is a higher local snc model over X and α : X ′
π → Xπ is the corresponding map,

then we have a push-forward map α! : IτMPπ′ → IτMPπ, hence we can define

IτMQ(Xval(Z)) := lim
←−π

IτMPπ and IZval(Z)MQ(Xval(Z)) = lim
−→τ

IτMQ(Xval(Z)),

and b induces push-forward maps

bZ! : IτMQ(Xval(Z))→ IτMQ(Y val(Z)) and bZ! : IZval(Z)MQ(Xval(Z))→ IZval(Z)MQ(Y val(Z)).

Just like in Theorem 5.21, the assignments X 7→ IτMQ(Xval(Z)) andX 7→ IZval(Z)MQ(Xval(Z))

are functorial. Here we use again [CL08, Lemma 4.5.7].
When Z = X and τ = idX , we denote IidXMQ(Xval(Z)) simply by IMQ(Xval(Z)). Note

that IidXMPidX = MAX , hence we have a map

tZX : IXMQ(Xval(Z))→ MAX .

Definition 6.9. An element g ∈ IMQ(Xval(Z)) is called an integrable constructible motivic
function. Its integral is defined to be

∫

Xval(Z)
g dµZX := tZX(g).

We have the following analogue of Theorem 5.24.

Theorem 6.10. There is a natural inclusion IMP(Xval(Z)) →֒ IMQ(Xval(Z)) that is com-
patible with respect to the corresponding definitions of integral.

We finish this section by revisiting Example 5.26 from the viewpoint of atomic measures.
While the answer is of course the same, comparing the computations gives a good sense of
the difference between the two approaches.

Example 6.11. Keeping the same notation as in Example 5.26, consider now fπ = [P ]⊗ 1
as an element of MPπ and f as an element of MP(Xval(Z)). We let bZR : RZ → SZ be

the restriction of bR, where RZ ⊂ R and SZ ⊂ S are the subsets of integral points in
the respective coordinates x and y. We denote by m and n the points of these sets and
identify them with their positive integer values. Note that bZR is given by n = 2m, hence



MOTIVIC INTEGRATION ON BERKOVICH SPACES 37

bZR(RZ) = S2Z, the subset of SZ of even integral points. Then bZ! (f) is represented at level
σ by

bZπσ!(fπ) = bπσ∗[P ]⊗ bZπσ!(1) =

{
[Q]⊗ L

−n
2
+n

Y if n is even,

0 if n is odd,

hence

tZY (bZ! (f)) =

∫

Y val(Z)
bZ! (f) dµZY = [Q](LY − 1)

∑

m∈2Z>0

L
(−n

2
+n)−n

Y = [Q].

On the other hand,

b∗(t
Z
X(f)) = b∗

(∫

Xval(Z)
f dµZX

)
= b∗

(
[P ](LX − 1)

∞∑

n=1

L−n
X

)
= [Q]

where b∗ : MAX → MAY is the map induced by push-forward on Grothendieck rings.

7. Integration over nontrivially valued fields

In the previous sections, we have focused on the case where X is a variety over a field
k with trivial norm. Here we outline an analogous theory when X is defined over a non-
trivially valued field K. We will not discuss all aspects of the theory, but only give some
directions on how it can be developed in this setting. While there are clear analogies with
the case of constant fields, there are also some meaningful adjustments that need to be
made. The main result in this section is a formula, stated in Theorem 7.15, which relates
motivic integrals over a non-trivially valued field to pairs of motivic integrals over trivially
valued fields.

Throughout the section, we consider the following setting. We let R = k[[t]] and K =
k((t)) where k is an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero, and let X be a proper
variety over K with invertible canonical sheaf ωX . We denote ∆ := SpecR. We assume
that there exist a variety Y with invertible canonical sheaf, a proper flat morphism Y → C
over k where C is a smooth curve, and a non-constant morphism γ : ∆ → C over k, such
that X ∼= Y ×C SpecK. Let p ∈ C be the image of Speck → C.

Most of what is discussed in this section can be extended to more general settings whereR
is a discrete valuation ring with fraction field K and residue field k, provided the necessary
assumptions on existence of resolution of singularities and weak factorizations are made.
The more restrictive setting considered here becomes relevant in the last subsection, when
we formulate of Theorem 7.15.

7.1. Analytifications over valued fields. Continuing with the above notation, we re-
gard K as a valued field, with valuation v := ordt : K

× → Γv ∼= Z. To regard K as a
Banach algebra requires fixing an embedding of Γv in R and viewing v as a real valuation.
A standard choice is to normalize v so that v(t) = 1 ∈ R. i.e., to embed Γv →֒ R as the set
of integers. Let ‖ ‖ := e−v be the corresponding norm, and let Xan be the analytification
of X over (K, ‖ ‖). We will also denote such analytification by Xan

1 when we want to
remember that we fixed the normalization v(t) = 1 ∈ R.

One can vary the normalization of v by multiplying by any positive real number b, so
that the valuation takes value b on t. This corresponds to regarding K with the norm
given by ‖ ‖b. For every choice of b, we consider the Berkovich analytification of X over
(K, ‖ ‖b), which we denote by Xan

b . By definition, a point x ∈ Xan
b corresponds to a

multiplicative seminorm | |x on X that restricts to ‖ ‖b on K; we set vx := − log | |x.
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All the analytifications Xan
b are canonically isomorphic to each other, but the choice of

b may in principle affect the measure we wish to define. In fact, it is unclear how to define
a measure directly on any of the spaces Xan

b . It turns out that is more natural, from the
point of view of this paper, to consider all analytifications Xan

b at once. This can be done
as follows (the construction does not require properness and will be also applied to open
subsets of X).

The set of norms of the form ‖ ‖b form an interval (0,∞), with each point b ∈ (0,∞)
identified with the norm ‖ ‖b. We denote by Xan

(0,∞) the set of multiplicative seminorms on

X that restrict to a norm of the form ‖ ‖b on K for some b > 0. Set theoretically, we have

Xan
(0,∞) =

⋃

b>0

Xan
b .

We equip this space with the weakest topology such that for every open set U ⊂ X and every
function h ∈ OX(U), the valuation map x 7→ vx(h) is continuous on Uan

(0,∞) ⊂ X
an
(0,∞). The

map λ : Xan
(0,∞) → (0,∞) given by x 7→ vx(t) is continuous, with fiber over a point b ∈ (0,∞)

equal to the analytification Xan
b , and there is a naturally defined map θ : Xan

(0,∞) → Xan
1 =

Xan given by x 7→ y where y is characterized by the condition |h|y = |h|
1/λ(x)
x for all local

functions h ∈ OX(U) with y ∈ Uan
(0,∞). These maps yield a canonical homeomorphism

Xan
(0,∞)

∼
−→ Xan × (0,∞), x 7→ (θ(x), λ(x)).

By assigning to the interval (0,∞) measure 1 using the volume form e−udu, we will
interpret the measure we are going to define on Xan

(0,∞) as an ‘average of measures’ on the

fibers Xan
b . This will lead to our definition of measure on Xan.

7.2. Quasi-monomial valuations. Continuing with the same setting, we adopt the fol-
lowing notion of model (and snc model) over R.

Definition 7.1. An R-model for X is a proper flat scheme Xπ over R endowed with a
proper birational morphism π : (Xπ)K → X.

Definition 7.2. A snc R-model for X consists of an R-model Xπ for X equipped with a
divisor D on X , for which there exists a snc model (Yσ, E) over Y , with E containing in
its support the fiber of Yσ over p ∈ C, such that Xπ = Yσ ×C ∆ and D = E ×C ∆. We
refer to D as the boundary divisor of the snc R-model.

For ease of notation, we may refer to a snc R-model by writing (Xπ,D) (or just π, if no
risk of confusion is likely to arise), but we stress that all the information listed above is
part of the datum of the model.

By definition, a snc R-model (Xπ,D) has the following properties:

(1) Xπ is a regular scheme and π : (Xπ)K → X is a resolution of singularities;
(2) π : (Xπ)K → X factors through the Nash blow-up of X;
(3) D contains in its support the exceptional locus of π and the reduced fiber ((Xπ)k)red;
(4) D is a reduced snc divisor and every stratum of D is irreducible.

Remark 7.3. The above definition of R-model is different from what is usually given in
the literature, as we do not require π to be an isomorphism and furthermore we allow the
boundary divisor to have components away from the fiber over k. While working with the
usual definition (i.e., requiring π to be an isomorphism and the boundary divisor to be
supported on the fiber over k) may suffice in order to define a reasonable measure on the
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Berkovich space, by enlarging the class of R-models we obtain a larger class of measurable
sets and integrable functions. This larger generality also allow us to work with singular
varieties over K.

Given two snc R-models (Xπ,D) and (Xπ′ ,D′), we write π′ ≥ π whenever the birational
map α : Xπ′ 99K Xπ is a morphism and Supp(α∗D) ⊂ Supp(D). Note that the condition
that α is a morphism is stronger than just requiring that π′ : (Xπ′)K → X factors through
π : (Xπ)K → X. Without loss of generality, we may assume that whenever we have π′ ≥ π,
the corresponding snc models (Yσ, E) and (Yσ′ , E

′) are chosen so that σ′ ≥ σ.

Definition 7.4. Given a snc R-model (Xπ,D) and writing D =
∑r

i=1Di, we say that an
index set I ⊂ {1, . . . , r} is over k, and write I/k, if the stratum DI =

⋂
i∈I Di is contained

in the central fiber Xk. Similarly, we say that I is over K, and write I/K, if the stratum
DI =

⋂
i∈I Di intersects the generic fiber (Xπ)K .

Given any snc R-model (Xπ,D), we associate to it the set of quasi-monomial valuations
Skπ/k ⊂ Xan

(0,∞) determined by the boundary divisor D =
∑
Di. More precisely, Skπ/k is

the set of valuations on X that are monomials in the toroidal coordinates on Xπ determined
by D at the generic point of strata DI with I/k. We set Xqm

(0,∞) :=
⋃
π Skπ/k. For every π,

there is a decomposition Skπ/k =
⊔
I/k Skπ,I . A subset P ⊂ Skπ is a potential face if there

is a snc model π′ ≥ π such that P is a face in Skπ′/k.
Assuming for a moment that π : (Xπ)K → X is an isomorphism and D is supported in

the fiber (Xπ)k, for every b ∈ (0,∞) the intersection Skπ/k ∩X
an
b is the skeleton Skπ(Xan

b )
of Xan

b as constructed in [MN15], and Skπ/k can be viewed as the fan over this skeleton
with the origin removed. Just like in the case of constant fields discussed in Section 3,
for every c there are continuous retractions Xan

b → Skπ(Xan
b ), and these retractions glue

together to continuous retractions rπ : Xan
(0,∞) → Skπ/k [MN15, Section (3.1.5)].

If D is not supported in (Xπ)k, then Skπ/k is not a fan over a simplicial complex, as
it does not contain all the boundary faces of its simplexes. For instance, if I is an index
set over k which contains an index i ∈ I such that the component Di is not contained in
(Xπ)k, then the ray corresponding to {i}, which we would expect to see in the boundary
of Skπ,I , is not in Skπ/k.

In general, we view Skπ/k both as a subset of Xan
(0,∞) and of ((Xπ)K)an(0,∞). There is a

continuous retraction rπ : ((Xπ)K)an(0,∞) → Skπ/k, and for any set S ⊂ Skπ/k we consider

the set πan(0,∞)(r
−1
π (S)) ⊂ Xan

(0,∞) where πan(0,∞) : ((Xπ)K)an(0,∞) → Xan
(0,∞) is the morphism

induced by π.

7.3. Motivic measure. In order to define a measure on Xan
(0,∞) (and hence on Xan), we

need a replacement of the Mather log discrepancy function. This is given by the weight
function. This function was introduced in [MN15, Section 4] assuming that X is smooth.
Recall that we allow X to be singular, but assume that the canonical sheaf ωX is an
invertible sheaf. Given that we allow, in our definition of snc model, to blow up the
generic fiber and hence pass to a resolution of X, assuming that the canonical sheaf is
an invertible is really all we need. In a nutshell, one fixes a nonzero rational canonical
form ω on X (i.e., a nonzero rational section of ωX) and defines the weight function to be
the unique continuous function wtω : Xqm

(0,∞) → R such that for every divisorial valuation

q valE ∈ X
an
(0,∞), and every snc R-model Xπ on which the center of valE has of codimension
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1 (i.e., is an irreducible component of the central fiber (Xπ)k), the function takes value

wtω(q valE) = q valE
(
divX (ω) + ((Xπ)k)red

)

Note that the given rational section of ωX defines a canonical divisor KX , which is a Cartier
divisor on X.

Let (Xπ,D) be a snc model for X. For every nonempty index set I = {i1, . . . , 1s} over

k we have an isomorphism ψπ,I : Skπ,I
∼
−→ Rs>0 given by v 7→ (v(Di1), . . . , v(Dis)). We

consider the measure on Skπ,I given by

νπ,I,ω := e−wtω · ψ∗
π,I(ν),

where ν is the Lebesgue measure on Rs>0. If P ⊂ Skπ/k is a potential face, and we have
P = Skπ′,I′ , then we set νP := νπ′,I′,ω. We denote by Σω(Skπ/k) the collection of subsets
S ⊂ Skπ/k such that S∩P is νP -measurable for every potential face P , and let Σπ,ω(Xan

(0,∞))

be the collection of subsets of Xan
(0,∞) of the form r−1

π (S) where S ∈ Σω(Skπ/k). For any

such set, we define

µπ,ω
(
πan(0,∞)(r

−1
π (S))

)
:=

∑

I 6=∅

[D◦
I ] νπ,I,ω(S ∩ Skπ,I)

where the class [D◦
I ] is considered in the motivic ring MR(k). Essentially the same proof

of Theorem 3.4 gives the following result.

Theorem 7.5. Denoting Σω(Xan
(0,∞)) :=

⋃
π Σπ,ω(Xan

(0,∞)) where the union is taken over

all snc models (X ,D, π), the measures µπ,ω glue together to give a measure

µω : Σω(Xan
(0,∞))→ MR(k).

Definition 7.6. We let

Σω(Xan) := {T ⊂ Xan | θ−1(T ) ∈ Σω(Xan
(0,∞))}

and define µω : Σω(Xan)→ MR(k) by setting µω(T ) := µω(θ−1(T )). We call µω the motivic
measure on Xan.

Remark 7.7. The measure µω(T ) can be thought of as an ‘average measure’ of the sets
θ−1(T ) ∩Xan

b as b varies in (0,∞).

7.4. Integration. The notion of integrability defined in Section 4 can be adapted to the
current setting, as follows.

Let F(Skπ/k ∩X
an,R) is the ring of real valued functions on Skπ ∩X

an. For every element
φ in this ring, we consider the function φ ◦ θπ : Skπ/k → R where θπ is the restriction of θ
to Skπ/k; note that θπ(Skπ/k) = Skπ/k ∩X

an. Let then F0(Skπ/k ∩X
an,R) be the ideal of

functions φ ∈ F(Skπ/k ∩X
an,R) such that φ◦θπ almost-everywhere zero on every potential

face P with respect to the corresponding measure νP . For any snc R-model (Xπ,D), we
define

Fπ := F(Skπ/k ∩X
an,R)/F 0(Skπ/k ∩X

an,R),

and denote by F◦
π ⊂ Fπ the subring generated by the characteristic functions 1Skπ,I ∩Xan

with I/k.

Definition 7.8. An element φ ∈ Fπ called a function of level π. We say that φ is integrable
if the restriction of φ ◦ θπ to any potential face P of Skπ,I is integrable with respect to the
corresponding measure νP . We let IFπ,ω ⊂ Fπ be the subspace of integrable functions of
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level π. Using the natural injective maps IFπ,ω →֒ IFπ′,ω defined for π′ ≥ π, we define the
space of integrable functions on Xan to be IFω(Xan) := lim

−→π
IFπ,ω.

Setting F◦(Xan) := lim
−→π

F◦
π there is a natural F◦(Xan)-module structure on MR(k) that

is defined similarly as in Section 4.

Definition 7.9. We define the module of integrable motivic functions on Xan to be

IMFω(Xan) := MR(k) ⊗F◦(Xan) IFω(Xan).

Every element f ∈ IMFω(Xan) can be written as a finite sum
∑

j[Vj ]⊗φj where [Vj ] are

the classes in MR(k) determined by k-varieties Vj and φj ∈ IFπ,ω for a suitable choice of
snc R-model (Xπ,D).

Definition 7.10. Using the above notation, the integral of f ∈ IMFω(Xan) is the element
in MR(k) given by

∫

Xan

f dµω :=
∑

j

∑

I/k

[Vj ×D
◦
I ]

∫

Skπ,I

(φj ◦ θπ) dνπ,I,ω.

The same proof of Theorem 4.13 shows that the integral is well-defined.

Remark 7.11. The integral defined above should be interpreted as an ‘average integral’ on
the analytifications Xan

b where b ranges in (0,∞).

Fixing a divisor or an ideal sheaf on X does not determine a function on Xan. This is
because units in OX may take nontrivial values on this space. Working locally on X, one
needs to fix generators (or equivalently, to work with functions). Globally, one can work
with sections (and rational sections) of line bundles on X. Another way of constructing
functions on Xan is to fix an R-model and look at divisors and ideals sheaves on it.

Example 7.12. Let (Xπ,D) be a snc R-model, and B =
∑
biDi an R-divisor on Xπ sup-

ported within the support of D and with coefficients bi > −wi where wi := wtω(valDi).

Then e− ord(B) is an integrable function on Xan, and
∫

Xan

e− ord(B) dµω =
∑

I/k

[D◦
I ]

∫

R
|I|
>0

e−
∑

i∈I(bi+wi)xidx1 · · · dx|I| =
∑

I/k

[D◦
I ]∏

i∈I(bi + wi)
.

Example 7.13. Given our setting, where X = Y ×C SpecK, we can consider the R-model
X := Y ×C ∆. Let Z ⊂ X be a subscheme that spreads over C, that is, of the form
Z = Z ×C ∆ where Z ⊂ Y is a closed subscheme. Let (Yσ, E) → Y be a log resolution of
(Y,Z), and let (Xπ,D) be the snc R-model for X obtained by base change from (Yσ, E).
Write IZ · OX = OX (−biDi). We then reduce to the previous example to define integrals∫
Xan |IZ |

s dµω for s ∈ R (under some condition on s).

Remark 7.14. Similarly to what we did in Section 6, one can develop a parallel theory
where the Lebesgue measure on the faces of the fan is replaced by a motivic atomic measure
concentrated on the Z-valued valuations. The resulting integral takes value in MAk. We
leave the details to the interested reader. It is useful to remark that the integral valuations
supporting the measure lie on different fibers of Xan

(0,1) → (0, 1). In particular, it is not

clear to us whether a similar theory can be developed by just working on the Berkovich
space Xan over (K, ‖ ‖) without allowing any rescaling of the valuation on K.
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7.5. Comparison theorem. We continue with the setting fixed throughout the section.
Our goal is to compare motivic integration on Xan to motivic integration on the analytifi-
cation Xan

0 of X over K regarded as a field with trivial norm.
We enlarge the space Xan

(0,∞) to include Xan
0 . This gives rise to an hybrid space Xan

[0,∞)

with a continuous map λ̃ : Xan
[0,∞) → [0,∞). The point 0 ∈ [0,∞) corresponds to the

trivial norm on K, and Xan
0 is the fiber over this point. We stress that this fiber is not

homeomorphic to the other fibers Xan
b . The construction of Xan

[0,∞) is similar to the hybrid

space constructed in [Ber09] when X is a variety defined over the complex numbers.
Recall that X = Y ×C SpecK where Y is a variety and C is a smooth curve over k,

and that we are assuming that the canonical sheaves ωX and ωY are invertible. As in
Example 7.13, we consider the R-model X := Y ×C ∆. Note that for this model the map
XK → X is an isomorphism. Let Y an be the analytification of Y over k with the trivial
norm, and Y val ⊂ Y an the space of real valuations on Y . Similarly, let Xval

0 ⊂ Xan
0 denote

the space of real valuations on X; we keep the subsript 0 to remember that we here are
regarding K with the trivial norm. We can assume that the rational canonical form ω we
fixed on X is the restriction of a rational canonical form ω̃ on Y . Let KX and KY be
the canonical divisors defined by this form on X and Y , respectively. Let B be a Cartier
divisor on Y , and let B := B ×C ∆ and BK := B ×C SpecK.

The following theorem shows that the motivic integral over the valued field K can be
computed as a difference of two motivic integrals over constant fields (K with the trivial
norm and k, respectively).

Theorem 7.15. With the above notation, for every s ∈ R we have∫

Xan

e− ord(sB) dµω =

∫

Y val

e− ord(KY +sB) dµY −

∫

Xval
0

e− ord(KX+sBK) dµX

in MR(∆). Here, the integral are viewed as taking values in MR(∆) via the natural maps
MR(k) → MR(∆), MR(Y ) → MR(C) → MR(∆), and MR(XK) → MR(K) → MR(∆),
respectively.

Proof. Let (Xπ,D) and (Yσ, E) be snc models as in Definition 7.2, with the latter gives a
log resolution of (Y,B). We write D =

∑r
i=1Di and E =

∑m
j=1Ej , and let β : {1, . . . , r} →

{1, . . . ,m} be the function defined by the property that Di is an irreducible component
of Eβ(i) ×C ∆. For every J ⊂ {1, . . . ,m}, we denote by I(J) the collection of subsets
I ⊂ {1, . . . , r} such that β restricts to a bijection β|I : I → J .

Recall that the snc R-model (Xπ,D) determines the set of quasi-monomial valuations
Skπ/k =

⊔
I/k Skπ,I in Xan

(0,∞). This snc R-model also gives a snc model over X, namely,

((XK)π,DK), and associated to this model we have the skeleton Skπ/K :=
⊔
I/K Skπ,I in

Xval
0 . In a similar fashion, the snc model (Yσ, E) over Y determines a skeleton Skσ ⊂ Y

val.
For any J ⊂ {1, . . . ,m}, we write J/∆ if the image of the stratum EJ in C intersects the
image of ∆. For any such J , we write J/k if EJ maps to the image of the closed point of
∆, and J/K is EJ maps to the image of the generic point of ∆ (i.e., if EJ dominates C).
Setting Skσ/∆ =

⊔
J/∆ Skσ,I , Skσ/k =

⊔
J/k Skσ,I and Skσ′/K =

⊔
J/K Skσ′,I , we have

Skσ ⊃ Skσ/∆ = Skσ/k ⊔ Skσ/K .

We can disregard everything in Skσ \Skσ/∆ since for any index set J that is not over ∆,
the class [EJ ]Y is in the kernel of the map MR(Y )→ MR(∆). In the following, all motivic
classes will be regarded in MR(∆).
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Setting aj := ÂY (valEj), kj := ord(KY )(valEj), and bj := ord(B)(valEj ), the equality
∫

Y val

e− ord(KY +sB) dµY =
∑

J/∆

[E◦
J ×C ∆]

∫

R
|J|
>0

e−
∑

j∈J (aj+kj+bj)xjdν

holds in MR(∆). The formula stated in the theorem will follow by breaking the sum into
two sums according to whether J is over k or over K.

If J/k, then I(J) consists of only one index set I, and we have [E◦
J ×C ∆] = [D◦

I ]. Note
that all index sets I/k with DI 6= ∅ are realized in this way. Furthermore, the bijection
β|I : I → J induces a linear isomorphism Skπ,I ≃ Skσ,J sending valDi to valEβ(i). For

every i ∈ I, we have wtω(valDi) = ÂY (valEβ(i)
) − ord(KY )(valEβ(i)

) and ord(B)(valDi) =

ord(B)(valEβ(i)
). Therefore we have
∫

Xan

e− ord(sB) dµω =
∑

J/k

[E◦
J ×C ∆]

∫

R
|J|
>0

e−
∑

j∈J (aj+kj+bj)xjdν

in MR(∆).
If J/K, then I(J) may consist of several index sets, each one over K, and we have

[E◦
J ×C ∆] =

∑
I∈I(J)[D

◦
I ]. Every index set I/K with DI 6= ∅ appear in I(J) for some

J/K. For every I ∈ I(J), the bijection β|I : I → J induces a linear isomorphism Skπ,I ≃

Skσ,J sending valDi to valEβ(i), and for every i ∈ I we have ÂX(valDi) = ÂY (valEβ(i)
),

ord(KX)(valDi) = ord(KY )(valEβ(i)
), and ord(BK)(valDi) = ord(B)(valEβ(i)

). Therefore
we see that∫

Xval
0

e− ord(KX+BK) dµω =
∑

J/K

[E◦
J ×C ∆]

∫

R
|J|
>0

e−
∑

j∈J(aj+kj+bj)xjdν

in MR(∆).
Combining everything, we get the formula stated in the theorem. �
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Vol. 1999/2000. ↑1, 17
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