arXiv:2103.01811v3 [math.AG] 14 Nov 2023

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 [HKO06].

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.~ °"4(%) where Z C X is a closed subscheme.
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Here, L := [AL] is the Lefschetz motive, and the function ord(Z): X, — R U {oo} is
defined by « +— ord,(Zz) where Z; C Ox is the ideal sheaf of Z. The motivic integral
S Xo L~ ord(Z) g, X 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 Ko(Varx) at the classes [P%] of all projective spaces.

Here we propose a similar approach where the arc space X, of the variety X is replaced
by its analytification X*" in the sense of Berkovich [Ber90]. There are some advantages in
performing integration over X" 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, HKO06]; this
setting is discussed in the last section of the paper. We will mostly restrict to the space of
real valuations X' C X we will discuss a way to extend the measure in a meaningful
way to the space X 7 ¢ X of semi-valuations centered in X, and explain the obstruction
to extend it nontrivially to the whole Berkovich space X®" when X is not proper.

The approach relies on the approximation of X2 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 n: X, — X, paired with a simple normal
crossing divisor D, = Y ;_; D; containing the exceptional locus, determines a set Sk, C
XVal of quasi-monomial valuations, called a ‘skeleton’, via the toroidal structure given by
the embedding of X\ D;. This set Sk, has a natural fan structure indexed by the subsets
I c{1,...,r}, and can be identified with the cone over the dual complex D(D, ) associated
to D,. The valuation space X2 is the inverse limit of retraction maps r: X' — Sk;.
Log discrepancies (more precisely, Mather log discrepancies, if X is singular) determine a
function A v on X that is linear homogeneous on the faces Sk, ; of Sk;. This function
is modeled over the log discrepancy function Ax constructed in [JM12, BAFFU15]. A
technical requirement here is that all resolutions m must factor through the Nash blow-up
of X. R

The Lebesgue measure naturally defined on each face Skr;, rescaled by e~ 4% and
weighted by the motive [D7] of the stratum D7 := (V;c; D; \ U g Dj, defines a mea-
sure on Sk;. These measures, defined for all 7, glue together to a measure px on X2
which gives a motivic volume on ‘cylinders’ r_1(S) where S C Sk, is any measurable set.
Explicitly, for any such set we have

ux(r71(8) = SID3) / e Saide, | dayy

7 SNSkr 1

where the z; are suitable Euclidean coordinates on Sk, ; and a; = valp,(Jac,). 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 pux takes values
in the ring MRy := (Ko(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 X provide an already interesting example of motivic
functions. For instance, every closed subscheme Z C X determines a function |Zz|: X' —
R given by x +— |Zz|,. This function is integrable and so is any positive real power of it. If
m: Xp — X is a log resolution of (X, Z) and Zz - Ox, = Ox,(—b;D;), then for every ¢t > 0

we have
/ l ‘Izlt . d,uX = Z[D(I)] / e_Z(ai+tbi)midx1 . dxm
Xva T Sk 1

where, as before, a; = valp,(Jac;). Thinking of elements of X val a5 valuations, the integral
can be equivalently written in the form f sval e‘tord(z)d,ux, 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 ~2?!: YV — X2l is the induced
function (a bijection, in this case), then for any integrable motivic function f on X2 we
have

fux = [ (70 [Jacy] duy
X val Y val

via the natural push-forward h,: MRy — MRy.

Functoriality. The class of integrable motivic functions considered above, which we denote
by IMF(XYa), 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(X"2!). This requires some additional bookkeeping.
At the finite level, when tracing the functions on the skeleton Sk, determined by a log res-
olution 7: X; — 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(X"?})
as integrable motivic Functions, with a capital F.

More generally, we define a class of integrable motivic Functions IzMG(X¥) on XV,
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(X"¥) 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: IgMG(X"¥) — IpMG(Y"*) and prove functoriality. As in [CLOS],
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, we have the projection formula

bi(d*(f)-g) = f - blg)

where g € Iy« MG(X"®) and f is any motivic function on Y3, Motivic integration over
X is realized by taking B = X and setting

/ gdux =tx(g)
Xval
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for any g € IMG(X'), where ty: IMG(X"2) — MR is the corresponding push-forward
map. The two approaches are related via a naturally defined inclusion IMF(X') <
IMG (X ") 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 I — 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~ °4%). 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 [CLO0S8], 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 . — 1. This comes at the cost of reducing the algebra of measurable sets and
requires integrating functions that looks more like L™ 244 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((¢)). We
set A := Spec R 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 A — 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 X?" of X over K implicitly assumes having fixed a normalization
of the valuation v (i.e., an embedding of the value group I', in R). While changing the
normalization does not change X?" 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 X (aél’oo) — (0, 00)
with fiber over b € (0,00) equal to the analytification corresponding to the normalization
given by v(t) = b. We define a motivic measure on X (aél 00) 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 X", by assigning (0, c0) measure 1 using the volume form e~ “du. The
same approach leads to the definition of motivic integral. The Mather log discrepancy
function is replaced in this context by the weight function wt,, which depends on the
choice of a nonzero rational canonical form w 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 [HKO06]. 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 X" can be computed from pairs of integrals on the valuation space
Xyl € Xgn of X viewed as a variety over K with the trivial norm, and on the valuation
space YV of Y as a variety over k. Starting with a Cartier divisor B on Y and setting
B:= B x¢ A and Bg := B X x Spec K, for every s € R we have

/ e ord(sB) dﬂw _ / e ord(Ky +sB) duy _/ e ord(Kx+sBg) dux
an Y val X(\)/al

where Kx and Ky are canonical divisors defined by the canonical form on X and Y, [,
is the ‘average’ motivic measure on X" mentioned above, and all integrals are viewed as
taking values in MR(A) 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 £ of characteristic
zero. We regard k as being equipped with the trivial norm.

2.1. Berkovich analytification. The Berkovich analytification X" 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 = Spec A over k, X?" is defined to be the set of multiplicative
seminorms | |, 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 | |, — |f|. is continuous. We denote by
mx: X* — X the continuous map sending a seminorm to its kernel. If X is affine and
U C X is any open subscheme, then we define U?" := 7T)_<1(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 {U;} and define X*" by gluing the spaces
U along (U; NU;)*. The projections 7y, also glue together to give a continuous map
mx: X — X. We write x when we think of a multiplicative seminorm | |, as a point of
Xa and denote by £, € X its image via mx. The point x can be equivalently viewed as a
real valuation v, := —log| |, of the residue field k(&;) of ;. We can therefore think of a
point = of the Berkovich analytification of X as a pair (§;,v,). The space X" is equipped
with an Rsg-action given by rescaling the values of a valuation v,.

We denote by X= C X2 the compact analytic subspace consisting of the points z =
(€z,vz) such that the valuation v, of k(&,) has center in the closure of £, in X; we say
for short that v, has center in X, and denote the center by cx(v,). Note that X J = xan
whenever X is proper over k. When X is a variety, we denote by XP' C X" the inverse
image of the generic point of X under the map 7y, and let XV* := XPir 0 X3, This is the
set of real valuations on the function field of X with center in X; we will sometimes denote



6 TOMMASO DE FERNEX AND CHUNG CHING LAU

its points simply by v,. The construction of these spaces is functorial. In particular, any
morphism of schemes p: X — Y over k induces maps p®®: X — Y22 and p7: X2 — Y=,
and if p is a dominant morphism of varieties then these maps restrict to a map p¥@: Xval —
Yval.

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 (X, D) over X is given by a log
resolution 7: X; — X and a reduced simple normal crossing divisor D, on X, such that
7. X — X factors through the Nash blow-up of X, D, contains the exceptional locus of
7, and every stratum of D, is irreducible. We refer to D, as the boundary divisor of the
snc model. A snc model (X, D) is said to be a log resolution of a non-zero ideal sheaf
a C Ox if a- Ox,_ is a locally principal ideal cosupported within the support of D.

Remark 2.2. The condition that 7 factors through the Nash blow-up is to ensure that the
Jacobian ideal Jac, := Fitt®(Qy, /x) C Ox, 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 (X, D) over X is given by a proper birational mor-
phism 7: X; — X and a divisor D, on X, such that X is covered by two open sets V and
W with the following properties:

(1) Supp(Dy) € #~Y(V) and (7~*(V), D) is a snc model over V, and

(2) the restriction of 7 to 71 (W) gives an isomorphism 7—(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 7 to denote a local snc model and not just the underlying morphism,
and hence write 7: (X, D;) — X. To avoid cluttering the notation, we will typically drop
the label 7 from the divisor and just write m: (X;, D) — X for the model. We stress,
however, that even if the label 7 has been removed from the notation, fixing m 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 7: (X;,D) — X and o: (Y5, E) — Y is a morphism ¢: X, — Y, such that
ooq=pom and Supp(¢*F) C Supp(D). We write ¢: (X, D) — (Y,, E).

Definition 2.5. Given two local snc models 7: (X, D) - X and 7’: (X,v, D) = X, we
say that (X, D") dominates (X, D), and write (X, D") > (X, D) or ' > m, if there
is a morphism of local snc models a: (X, D) — (X, D), that is, a proper birational
morphism «: X, — X, such that 7’ = 7 o a and Supp(a*D) C Supp(D’). We say
that such a map « is a smooth transversal blow-up if « is the blow-up of a smooth center
contained in the smooth locus of X 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 (X,,D) is a local snc model over X and D = >/ _, D; is the decomposition into

irreducible components, then for every I C {1,2,...,r} we denote
Dr:=(\D:i and Dp:=(\D:i\|]JDj
il icl jelI

with the convention that Dy = X and Dj = X \ Supp(D). Note that, according to our
definition, Dy is irreducible.

Following [Thu07,JM12], every local snc model 7: (X, D) — X determines a set Sk, C
XVl called the skeleton of X2 associated to (Xx, D), whose elements are monomial
valuations on X, with respect to its toroidal structure (this set is denoted QM(X,, D)
in [JM12]). If 7 = idx (with empty divisor), then Skjq, only consists of one point, the
trivial valuation of k(X). For any index set I, we denote by Sk, ; C Sk, the set of quasi-
monomial valuations centered at the generic point of D;. There are natural and compatible
deformation retraction maps 7, : X' — Sk, and r,/,: Sk — Sk,, and XVal = @W Sky.

For every m’ > 7 there is an inclusion Sk, C Sk, of subsets of X val - The elements of
X .= {J_Sk, are by definition the quasi-monomial valuations on X.

Definition 2.6. For every I, we call Skr ; a face of Sk;. A subset R C Sk, is said to be
a potential face of Sk, if there is a local snc model 7’ > 7 such that R is a face Sk ;s of
Sk, under the natural inclusion Sk, C Sk,s. The dimension of a face is its dimension over
R. The relative codimension of a potential face R C Sk, is the codimension of R inside
the face Sk, ; C Sk, containing R.

Definition 2.7. We say that 7’ is a refinement of = if 7’ > = and Sk,» = Sk, as subsets
of Xval,

Remark 2.8. Every potential face of Sk, is contained in a face Sk 7, and any potential
face of Sk, can be realized as a face of Sk, for some refinement 7’ > 7. Note also that 7’
is a refinement of 7 if and only if the induced map «: X,v — X, is the composition of a
sequence of blow-ups of strata.

Given any 7’ > 7, we write I’ > I whenever the generic point of a stratum D’; maps to
a point of a stratum Df. Note that this is equivalent to having 7. ,(D?) C D%, and also
to the condition that the map Sk, ;7 — Sk, induced by r./, factors through Sk ;.

If g: X’ — X is a proper birational morphism of varieties and (X, D) is a local snc
model over both X and X', then Sk, can be viewed both as a subset of X2 and a subset
of (X')*? via the natural identification given by the induced map ¢g**: (X’)val — XVal,

The closure of Sk, in X7 is denoted by Sk, and is called the skeleton of X= associated
to (X, D). Note that, differently from Sk, the closure Sk, C X= does depend on the
model X. It is proven in [Thu07] that the retractions r, extend to deformation retractions
Trt X3 Sk, and X3 = @1” Sk,:, but we will not use this.

2.3. Mather log discrepancy function. The condition that X; dominates the Nash
blow-up of X means that the Jacobian ideal Jac, C Ox, is locally principal. If X,/ is any
other local snc model dominating X, via a morphism «, then Jac,, = Jac, - Jac, (this
formula relies on the fact that the exceptional locus of 7 is contained in the smooth locus
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of X,). For every divisor E on X, the Mather discrepancy of X along E is defined to be

the integer kp := val p(Jacy). The following property is a variant of similar results from
[JM12, BdFFU15].

Proposition 2.9. There is a unique lower-semicontinuous function Ax: X 5 RU {0}
satisfying the following properties:

(1) Ax(valg) = kg(X) + 1 for every divisorial valuation valg on X ;

(2) Ay is continuous on Sky for all ;

(3) Ax =sup, Ax oT,.
This function is homogeneous with respect to rescaling of valuations (i.e., A\X(t cv) =

t-A\X (v) for every v € X" and every t > 0), is finite on Sky for every local snc model T,
and is positive away from the trivial valuation.

Proof. Let my be a local snc model, and let Jacr, C Ox, be the Jacobian ideal. Using the
natural identification Xy ~ X¥?! we define Ay :=A X, Tord(Jacy,) where Ax, is the log
discrepancy function defined in [JM12]. For every divisorial valuation valg, if E is a divisor
on a local snc model m > my and a: X — X, is the induced map, then AXWO (valg) =
valg(Jacy) + 1 by [JM12, Proposition 5.1], hence the equality Jac, = Jacy, - Jac, implies
that Ay (valp) = valg(Jacy) + 1, which gives (1). The function ord(J acr,) is homogeneous
and continuous by the definition of the topology on X;;g‘l, and the proposition follows easily
from the properties of the function Ay, 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 A X, in conjunction with the property in
(1), imply that the definition of A x does not depend on the choice of model m. O

Definition 2.10. We call A x the Mather log discrepancy function.

3. MOTIVIC MEASURE

The purpose of this section is to define a motivic measure on X2 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 K(Varg) the Grothendieck ring
generated by isomorphism classes [V]g of separated schemes V of finite type over S modulo
the relation [V]s = [V \ Z]s + [Z]s whenever Z C V is a closed subscheme, with product
defined by [V]g - [W]s := [V xg W]s. In this ring, we have 0 = [})]s and 1 = [S]g. We
denote by Lg the class of Als.

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

MRg := (Ko(Varg)/(Ls — 1)) ®zR.

The element of MRg determined by a scheme V over S is still be denoted by [V]g, or
simply by [V] if the base S is clear from the context. When S = Speck, we just write
MRy,.

Any morphism of varieties p: S — T induces a push-forward group homomorphism
p«: Ko(Varg) — Ko(Vary) defined by mapping a class [V]g of a scheme V' over S to the
class [V]r of V viewed as a scheme over T. Since [A]lr — [S]r = ([AL]r — [T]r) - [S]r
in Ko(Vary), this induces a push-forward group homomorphism p,: MRg — MRp. The
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morphism p also induces a pull-back group homomorphism p*: MRy — MRg given by
[V]T — [V XT S]S.

Remark 3.1. The motivic ring used in the usual (geometric) motivic integration is different
from MRg but, as we shall discuss later, the two are closely related. More precisely, MRg
is closely related to the ring Ko(Varg)[[P%] ],>1 where usual motivic integrals can be
shown to take values. Intuitively, by setting Lg = 1 and allowing rational coefficients,
the denominators [P¢] appearing in the above localization get encoded in MRg as rational
coefficients.

3.2. Measure. In Section 2.3, we introduced the Mather discrepancy function Ax on XVl

This function is piecewise linear on each Sk, in the following sense. Let I = {iy,...,is}
be such that D; # (). Assuming I # (), once the indices i1, ...,is are ordered, there is a
canonical isomorphism ¢ ;: Sk — RS given by v — (v(D;,),...,v(D;,)), and Ax is

the linear function on Sk, ; determined by the conditions Ax(valp,) = dp,(X). Under this
isomorphism, the Lebesgue measure v on R, induces a measure 1[);7 ;(v) on Skyj. After

rescaling by e~4X, we define the measure

Uppi=e X “Yr (V)

on Skr ;. Note that Skr ; is a o-finite measurable space under this measure. If zq,..., x4
are the coordinates of R®, then we also define the form

Wy [ 1= e~ Ax ‘¢7*r,1(d5171 A~ ANdzg)

on Sky ;. We have |wr 1| = dvg 1. If I = () then Sky 1 is just a point; in this case we extend
the above notation using the convention that R0>0 = {0}. We set Sk, ;=0 if Dy = (. The
decomposition Sk = | |; Skr ; determines a fan structure on Sk.

Let now R C Sk, be any potential face. Pick a local snc model 7’ > 7 such that
R = Sk, for some I, and consider the form wg := wy p and the measure vg := v 1.
It is immediate to verify that these definitions are independent of the choice of model 7.
The form wg is only well-defined up to sign, which depends on the order of the indices in
I’ and we have |wr| = dvg. Stating the obvious, we stress that whenever R C Sk, is an
actual face Skr 7, we can take wgr = wy 1, and we have vg = vy 1.

Using these volume forms, we define a o-algebra of measurable sets on Sk 7, as follows.

Definition 3.2. A subset S C Sk is measurable if for every potential face R C Sk, the set
S N R is measurable with respect to the measure vg. We denote by X(Sk) the collection
of measurable subsets S C Sk,. Then we define

Yo(XV) = {r1(8) € XV | S € %(Sk,)}.
Finally, we define the measure p, on ¥, (X" with values in MRx by setting

pr(rz(8)) == Y [Dflx ve,1(S 1 Skn,1)
1

for every S € ¥(Sky).
Remark 3.3. Imposing measurability conditions on all potential faces and not just on the

faces of Sk, is natural once one realizes that any potential face is a face on Sk, for some
refinement 7’ of 7, and Sk, = Sk, as subsets of X2l
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Setting a; := XX (valp,), we have

(7 (8)) = SID5)x / o~ Sier iy, . da,,
I wW,I(SmSkW,I)

Theorem 3.4. Denoting (X3 := |, S (X"2) where the union is taken over all local

snc models m: (Xr, D) — X, the measures u, glue together to give a function

px: DXV - MRy .
We postpone the proof of this theorem to Section 3.4.

Definition 3.5. We call ux the motivic measure on X' and X(X') the algebra of
measurable subsets of X2,

Remark 3.6. (X"*) is a Boleean algebra under the operations of sets, and jux is additive
on finite disjoint sums. Note, however, that X(X¥?) is not a o-algebra.

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

Setting the measure equal to zero on X- \ XVl is consistent with the fact that for every
7 the function A x admits a continuous extension from any skeleton Sk, to its closure Sk,
where the value on Sk, \ Sk is set equal to co, hence e~4X vanishes over there. Extending
the measure in this way, we have that for every proper closed subscheme Y C X, the
set Y= C X7 is a measurable set of measure zero. This is in analogy with the fact that
Yoo C Xoo, being the intersection of a sequence of measurable sets whose measure converges
to zero in the motivic ring Mx, 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 X= so that it gives a
nontrivial measure on the complement X= \ X val  This can be done by supplementing the

rescaling factor e~4X | which vanishes over X= \ X¥, with the functions e™4v where V
ranges among the subvarieties of X. The point is that, set theoretically, X= = Lvex pval
where the union is taken over all closed subvarieties V C X.

Definition 3.7. We define the extended motivic ring to be M@X = HVCX MRy where
the union is taken over all closed subvarieties V' C X. Let ¥(X=) be the collection of all
sets T C X= such that TN V¥ € %(V*2) for every closed subvariety V C X. We define
the extended motivic measure Jix on X= by setting fix (T) := (,uV(TﬂV"al))VcX for every
T € 3(X).

Entries py (T NVYa), for V. C 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 X- to the whole Berkovich space X?22.

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

Lemma 3.8. Let a: (X, D') — (X, D) be a smooth transversal blow-up. Let C C X,
be the center of blow-up, and write D' = "7_, D} where Dy is the exceptional divisor of o
and D! = f71D; fori > 0. Then for every S C Sk, we have S € X(Sk,) if and only if
7‘;,%(5) € X(Sky), and the two measures pix and p agree on r-(S).
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Proof. Throughout the proof, we abuse notation and write u,(S) instead of . (r;1(S)).
By additivity, it suffices to consider the case where S C Sk, for some I C {1,...,r}.
After reindexing, we can assume that I = {1,...,s} where s = |I|. For every subset J C I,
we associate the set J := {0} UJ C {0,1,...,s}. Finally, let ¢ = codim(C, X).

Let C§ := C N DY. If C; = 0, then r;;(Skw,I) = Sky 1, the map Sk ; — Sky is
an isomorphism preserving the measure given by the isomorphisms v ; and ¥ r and «
identifies D with D¢. Thus, the result follows.

Assume then that C§ # (). After reindexing I, we can assume that there is an integer
t € {0,...,s}, such that C C D; if and only if 1 <14 <. Note that codim(Cy, D7) = c—t,
and ¢t = 0 if and only if C' ¢ Supp(D). Recall that we write I’ > I if a(D) C Dj. We
have I’ = I if and only if either I’ = I or I’ = J where J C I is a subset containing
{t+1,...,s}.

(1) First, observe that « restricts to an isomorphism D} = DS\ C§. Thus,
[DF] = [D7\ C7]

in Ko(Varx)/(Lx —1).

Let F be a fiber of D) — C over any closed point of C§. Note that F = P!, The
divisors D}, for t < i < s, contain F. On the other hand, the divisor Z';le D! restricts
to a simple normal crossing divisor £ on F', and writing F = 25:1 E; where E; = D|p,
the pair (F, E) has a unique minimal stratum Ej = ]P’Z_l_t. For every subset J C I that
contains {t +1,...,s}, the map D; — C7 is a locally trivial fibration with fiber E5. For

these J’s, we have:
2) If |J| = s (ie., J =I), then ES 2 PS¢~ '! hence
( ) J k

(D] = [P %, OF = [P xx CF] = (¢ = 1)[CF)]

in Ko(Varx)/(Lx — 1). In the last equality we used the fact that Ly = 1.
(3) If | J| = s — 1, then ES = A¢™", hence

[D%] = [A{" % CF) = [C]]
in K()(Varx)/(LX - 1).
4) If |J| < s — 2, then E9 = Gl X1 AS™t hence
J m,k k

(D9) =[G s AT < CF) =0

m,k
in Ko(Varx)/(Lx —1).
Denoting S’ = r_} (S) and setting S}, := S’ NSk, p for every I’, we have the decompo-
sition S’ = | |;; Sr. The computation below will show that S is a measurable subset of
Skr,7 if and only if S}, is a measurable subset of Sk, i for all I’ > I.

Recall that, by definition, p./(S},) = [D7]vr1(S],) for every I'. It follows from (4) that
M”'(SL/T) =0 for all J C I with |J| < s — 2, hence we have

t

A / ! !
pixr (") = par (ST) + pn (S7) + Z; i (575
]:
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We now analyze the terms in the right-hand-side of this equation. Regarding the first term,
we have . 1(S]) = ¥x1(S) in RS, and hence

o (51) = DF) [ v =D\ CF) [ dvms = [DF\ Gl (S0
I
The analysis of the other terms require a closer look at the integrals and the linear maps
Az ]RLJO‘ — Rlﬂ) defjned by the retraction r,/, via the isomorphisms ¢ r: Sk — ]RLI‘O and
U 5t Sk, 57— RLJ(‘] (that is, A5 := 9r 10 Tgir © 1/);1]). First observe that a*D; = D!+ D,
for 1 <i<tand o*D; =D, fort+1<i<s. Taking J = I, we see from these equations
that the map A;: Rs;gl — R% is given by

Yi = T fort+1<i<s.

Here the coordinates y; and x; are the coordinates of the target and domain respectively,
indexed by the corresponding indexing sets, I and I. When J = I \{j} for 1 < j <t, then
the corresponding map )\f\ e RE, — RY is given by the same equations in (3a) except
for y; which is set to 0 (note that the variable z; is now omitted).

For every 0 <i < s, we set a; := A x (val D;). It follows from the equations for a*D; and

the fact that valp, (Jace) = ¢ — 1 and valp/(Jace) = 0 for 1 < i < s that a; = gX(vaIDi)
for all 1 <14 < s and aozc—t—i—zz»:laj.

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

We start with the case J = I. We have gx(xo, ce @) = 31 iz and gx(yl, ceyYs) =
> iy a;y; under the isomorphisms Y, 7 and ¥y 1, and hence

pix (87) = [DF] e iz0 %% dyo day ... drg
b 1(51)

= c[C’}’]/ </ e CT0 =2 i1 Gl da:0>dy1 .o dys
d}w,l(s) 0

— 3] / e S gy, | dy,
7/)7r,1(5)
= [C7]vr 1(S).
Combining with the computation done for the first term, this gives the required identity
e (S') = ([D7\ C7] + [C}’])/den,z = px ().
Case 2. Assume that C' C Supp(D), i.e., t # 0.
We start by looking at the term with J = I. For every ¢ = 1,...,t, we let
’l/}ﬂ,f(s)i = ’l/}ﬂ,I(S) N {(y17 e 7y8) ’ Yi = min{y17 cee 7yt}}'

Note that 9, 7(S) = Ui_, ¥r.1(S); and the union is a disjoint union away from a set of
measure zero. By (3a), we may apply the change of variables z; = y; — 2z for 1 < i <'¢
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and x; = y; for t +1 < i < s, and compute
(S = 105) [ e Sty da .. da,
!/ ](Sl)

=(c—1t) [C}’]/ e~ (e=tzo=3 "0, aiyi drody ... dys
¥ 7(5%)
t ”
= (c—1)[C]] Z/ </ ! e le—tro— T e dzno)dyl o dys
= Soras), o
_ €3] / e Shiniigy, | / ==Yl oiwi gy, | dy,
< 1% I(S) Z 7T I(S )

- —(e=t)yj—>2i=1 @iy
[ <V7r1 Z/ﬂ](s 7 1 dy ... dys)

We look now at the terms where J = I\ {j} for some 1 < j < t. Note that, modulo a set

of measure zero, )\f\ ) sends ¢_, i\ {j}(S}\ 0 }) to ¢ 1(S); bijectively. Using the change of
variable g = y;, x; = y; —y; for 1 <4 <t, i # j, and x; = y; for t < i < s as given in

(3a), we compute

oS ) = D] > E T S T N e
\i} Uy NINCIA
I IN{G}
_(c3) / oDl 0 gy |y
Y, 1(9);
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Theorem 3.4. We need to show that, given two local snc models 7: (X, D) = X
and 7': (X, D') — X, the measures p; and g agree on L (XV3) N X (X)), Let T €
(XY N 20 (XY be any element, and write T = r;'(S) = r}(S’) where S € $(Sk,)
and S" € X(Sky).

The singular loci of X; and X, 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 7=! o 7': X,v -+ X is a birational map. Let U C X, \ Supp(D) and
U’ C X\ Supp(D’) be nonempty open sets such that this map restricts to an isomorphism
U’ = U. Using existence of resolutions of marked ideals [Wlo05], where we mark the
defining ideals of the complements X\ U and X, \ U’, we can replace the models (X, D)
and (X, D") with higher models so that Supp(D) = X, \ U and Supp(D’) = X\ 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 77! o 7/, we
can furthermore assume that 7! o 7 is a morphism, so that (X,/, D') > (X, 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(S) = r_}(S’), and
Lemma 3.8 ensures that the corresponding measures p-(7) and fi, ( ) have not changed.
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The next step is to apply the weak factorization theorem [AKMWO02, W1003] to the
birational morphism 7~ o 7’: X» — X, keeping track of the open set U. Using the
formulation given in [AKMWO02, Theorem 0.3.1], we obtain a decomposition of 7=1 o 7/
into a chain of birational maps

Yn— n
Xp = Xpg 25 X s L xS X = X
where either v; or v, lis a blow-up of a smooth center that is disjoint with U and has
transversal intersections with its complement, and all models X, dominate X via a well-
defined morphism X, — X . Denoting S; = T;l}ﬂ(S), we have S; 1 =r_ ! _ (S;)if ;s a

Ti—1,T4
-1

morphism, and S; = r . (Si-1) if ¢, !is a morphism. Going through these blow-ups and

blow-downs, and applying Lemma 3.8 at each step, we conclude that p,(T) = p(T). O

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 XVl

4.1. Motivic functions. Given alocal snc model 7: (X, D) — X, we denote by F(Skr,R)
the ring of real valued functions on Sk, and let Fo(Skr,R) C F(Sks,R) be the ideal of
functions whose restriction to every potential face R of Sk, vanishes almost-everywhere
with respect to the corresponding measure vg.

Definition 4.1. We call

Fr = F(Sks,R)/ Fo(Sks, R)
the ring of functions of level m. We think of elements of F, as almost-everywhere defined
functions (in the sense explained above), and simply refer to them as functions. We let

F7 C Fr be the subring generated by the characteristic functions 1gy, , of the faces Skr s
of Sk.

Consider the motivic ring MRy, = (Ko(Vary,)/(Lx, — 1)) ®z R. For short, we will
denote the element in this ring defined by a scheme V' over X, by the symbol [V], instead
of [V]x,; if w is the identity function X — X then we stick with the notation [V]x.

For every model m: (X, D) — X, there is an injective ring homomorphism F, <
MR(X7) defined by mapping 1, , + [Df]z. We regard MR(X;) as an F7-module via
this map.

Definition 4.2. We call
MF; := MR(X;) ®pe Fr.
the ring of motivic functions of level 7.

Let 7m: (X7, D’) = X be another local snc model dominating (X, D) via a morphism
a: X — X;. Recall that we have retraction maps Tr/r: Sk — Sk; and r,;: Sk —
Sk,. Composition with 7./, gives rise to an injective map F, — F,, and the latter restricts
to an injection F; — F7, since the inverse image of a face of Sk, is a union of faces of Sk,.
Definition 4.3. Set F°(X") := lim F° and F(X") := lim Fr. We think of elements

of these rings as almost-everywhere defined functions on X' and simply refer to them as
functions.
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We have an inclusion of rings F°(X"¥) < F(XVa). For every r, there is a natural
injection F, < F(X"*) whose image consists of functions of the form ¢ = ¢, o 7, where

¢Or € Fr.

Erample 4.4. Given a nonzero ideal sheaf a C Ox and a real number s € R, we consider
the function X** — R given by z — e~*%=(%) (or, equivalently, = — |a|?). We denote this
function by e=*°"4®) or |a]*. We have e#°'4(®) = ¢=50rd(@) 5 for any local snc model
7: (Xr, D) — X such that a- Oy is a locally principal ideal sheaf cosupported on D, thus
the function defines an element in F, and hence in F(X"2). 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 a: (X, D") — (X, D), of local snc
models over X we have a pull-back ring homomorphism o*: MRy, — MRy , mapping
[V]x = [V xx, Xn]w for every Xr-scheme V. Note that o ([D}]x) = >y ;[D}/]#, which
is compatible with the formula 1gk,_; 0 7py = > =1 131{”,, » 1t follows that the diagram

MR(X) Fo Fr

| ]

MR(XFI) — F;/ — Fﬂ/

commutes. This yields a natural pull-back ring homomorphism
o MF, — MF,..
Definition 4.5. The ring of motivic functions is the ring
MF (X*?) := lim, MFy,

where the direct limit is taken over all (local) snc models 7: (X, D) — X using the pull-
back map defined above. An element of MF(X"*) is called a motivic function. A motivic
function f is said to be determined at level w if it is in the image of the natural map
MF, — MF(X"*). Any element f, € MF, 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(XY™) & (limr MR, ) ©po (yar) F(X*).
Note also that if X = Speck then MF(X"3) = MRy.

Remark 4.7. If fr = [V]z @ ¢r where V is a scheme over X, and ¢, € F,, then f =
[V Xy Xplp @ (¢ 0 1iye) for every @ > . If V is a scheme over X, whose image in
X is supported on a stratum D of D, then for every ¢, € Fr we have [V]; ® ¢ =
([Vlx - [Dflr) ® ¢r = [V]r @ (¢r - 15k, ;) in MF. Similarly, if V' is any scheme over X and
¢r is supported on Sky 7, then [V]z ® ¢r = [V X x, D]z ® ¢r.

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

Definition 4.8. Let 7: (X, D) — X be a local snc model. A function ¢ € Fr is mea-
surable if for every potential face R C Sk, the restriction of ¢ to R is measurable with
respect to the measure vp. A measurable function ¢ € F; is integrable if furthermore
Jr ol dvr < oo for all potential faces R C Skr. We denote by IF; C F, the subspace of
integrable functions.
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Ezample 4.9. Any continuous function on Sk, or, more generally, any function that is
continuous on each face Skr  of Sk is integrable.

Given local snc models ' > 7, we have IF,; < IF via the map F; < F,,. This follows
by a similar computation as in the proof of Theorem 3.4, by adding at each step of the
computation the function ¢ as a factor in the integrals. We can therefore define

IF(XY™) := lim_IF,,
We denote by IF(X"¥) the image of TF, < IF(XVal).
Definition 4.10. A motivic function f € MF(X"¥) is integrable if it belongs to
IMF(X™) := lim (MR, ®ps IFy ).

We call IMF(X"8!) the module of integrable motivic functions on X', The module of
measurable motivic functions on X2 can be defined in a similar fashion.

Remark 4.11. There is a natural isomorphism
IMF(X*) 2 (lim MRy, ) @po(xwer) IF(X*).
This shows that IMF(X ") has a natural structure of module over F°(X V),

Definition 4.12. If f € IMF(X"¥) is represented by an element f; =3 ;Vilz ® ¢ where
[V;] € MRy, and ¢; € IF,, then the integral of f over X*? is the element in MRx given

by

X val

Fdux =Y [V xx, D}J]X/ Gjdvr 1.
j I SkT\',I

Theorem 4.13. The integral is well-defined.

Proof. The definition is clearly independent from the way the element f. is written in the
tensor product. The independence from the choice of the model 7 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 a: X v — X, of snc models.

This follows by similar computations as those carried out in Lemma 3.8, adding at each
step the factors V; in the motivic coefficients and the functions ¢; 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 fr = [V]z ® ¢ with ¢, supported on a face Sk, ;. Note that f
is also represented by fr = > [V Xx, Xp|p @ ¢y where ¢rs := ¢r 0 771 We need to
show that -

[V X X D?]X/ (ﬁﬂ dl/m[ = Z [V X X D/[?]X/ (ﬁﬂf dvﬂf’p. (4&)

Skrr,] =T Sk,n./J/

o

Analyzing the strata D7 as in the proof of Lemma 3.8, the only terms that matter are I’ is

either I, T, or I \ {j} for some 1 < j <t¢. We shall analyze in detail the case where I' = T,
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 XX:,.— D,INO]X/ ¢ﬂ./ d]/ﬂ./J/ =
Sk_, 7

=(c—t)[V xx, C}’]X/ b (20, . .. Tg) € =0 %% dyo day .. da,
Sk 7
Yi .
(C— t V XX, CI Z/ yl, s ) (/ J e_(C—t)-'EO_Zizl a;Yi dl‘o) dy1 . dys
Sk, 0

= [V X Xn Cf]X(/Sk O dV7rI Z/Sk y1, o Ys )6_(C_t)yj_zf:1 aiYs dyq ... dys>
7, I

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

[V XX (D}) \ C}))]X ¢7r dVﬂ,Iy
Skr 1

and the terms where I’ = f\ {j} for 1 < j <t are given by

[V xx, C?]X/ Gr (Y1, -y ys) e CTWITRI @Y gy Ly,
(Skr,1);

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

Ezample 4.14. Let X be a variety, a C Ox an ideal sheaf, and s € R. Let 7: (X;,D) - X
be a snc model such that a-Ox, = Ox,(—>_b;D;), and let a; := Ax(valp,). Assume that
a; + sb; > 0 for every i (this is automatic, for instance, if we take s > 0). Then

[Df]
54 _ D° — > ier(aitsby)z;
/Xval ol dux Z[ 2 /]RI © T o don = Z [Tics(ai +sbi)

1 >0

FEzample 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 n, x C Ox be the ideal sheaf defined by the image of the
natural map (Q4mX)®" @ Ox(—rKx) — Ox. One can check that Ax =Ax + Lord(n, x)
where Ax is the log discrepancy function, which is defined in this generality in [BAFFU15]
(this function takes value Ax(valg) = valp(Kx, x) + 1 for every prime divisor E on a
resolution of singularities X, — X). If m: (X, D) — X is any local snc model such that
n, x - Oy is a locally principal ideal cosupported in Supp(D), and we set a; := Ax(valp,),

then
1 E o a;x;
/Xval ‘nr’X‘rd'uX - [Dl] /I ¢ e dzy .. dx\l\ E :H

I R>0 el al
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 ,[M?/C(g)], where

the sum runs over conjugacy classes and C(g) C G denotes the centralizer of an element
g€ aqG.
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Ezample 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 1ct(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,
let(X, Z) is the minimum of the numbers Ax (valg)/valg(Zz). If the ideal sheaf T, C 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 ¢ > 0 such that |h|7?! is locally
integrable on X. It follows by the above computations that lct(X, Z) is also the supremum
value of ¢ > 0 such that \IZ]t is integrable on X val Tn the singular case, if X and n, 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 |n, x|"/"|Zz|' is integrable on X2\ Tn general,

for an arbitrary variety X, one defines the Mather log canonical threshold l/cTc(X ,Z) to be
the supremum of the numbers ¢ > 0 such that the pair (X,¢Z) is Mather log canonical,
and this condition is equivalent to |Zz|* being integrable on XV&,

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 g~ the

motivic measure on X,,. By definition the classical motivic integral | Xo ]L)_(Ord(B)d,uX°o

takes value in a suitable completion of the localization Kj(Var X)[L)_(l]. 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 Ko(Varx)[[P%] 'a>1. As [P%] = a + 1
modulo Lx — 1, there is a natural map ®: Ko(Varx)[[P%] e>1 — (Ko(Vary)/(Lx —

1)) ®z Q, and
/ e Ord(B)d,“X _ \I’(/ L;{ord(B)dluXoo) )
X val Xoo

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

1/r
X

a symbolic root Ly 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 C Ox is an ideal sheaf and s > 0, then

one can define
al*dji ::( a-Oyld )
/X3|| ix /V| Vidm)

where V ranges among the closed subvarieties of X. This defines an element in the extended
motivic ring MRx. 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 - Oy .

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(X").
Then (f o h¥) |Jacy| € IMF (YY) and

/ Fdux =he [ (F o ™) |Tack] duy
Xval Yval
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i MRy, where Jacy, is the Jacobian ideal of h.

Proof. As h induces an identification X2 ~ Y2l 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 Jacyoq = Jacy, - Jacg, which

implies that A X — gy = ord(Jacy,) on the space of valuations. O

Ezxzample 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

/ le— ord(B) dux = h*/ le— ord(Ky,x+h*B) dpiy
Xva Y va

in MR, 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

/ L;{ord(B) X = h*/ L;{ord(Ky/X-l—h*B) d¥.
oo YOC

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 [CLOS].
Throughout this section, we fix a variety Z and a local snc model 7: (Z,, 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 7 fixed above.

Definition 5.1. We denote by Lsnc, the category whose objects are commutative diagrams
(X, D) ——= X
)
(Z.,F)—— 7

where X is a variety, 7 is a local snc model, p is a dominant morphism, and Supp(pk (F)) C
Supp(D). For short, we say that (X, D) is a local snc model (over X') above 7. A morphism
between two local snc models (X, D) and (Y, E) above 7 is a commutative diagram

(Xp, D) ——— X

bro b
p
o

(Y, E) —> Y

= N

(Z:,F) —"— Z

Prr

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

Every morphism b, : (X5, D) — (Y5, E) of local snc models above 7 induces the map
on sets of quasi-monomial valuations

bK =1y 0 b¥g 1 Sk, — Sk, .
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Lemma 5.2. 05X or; = r, o b¥2,

Proof. For any v, € X' we need to show that b°%(r;(v,)) = r,(b**(v,)). Note that,
by the definition of b%, the left-hand-side of this equation is equal to r, (b (ry(vs))).
It is therefore enough to show that, writing £ = Zj E; where FE; are the irreducible
components, we have b (r,(v,))(E;) = b (v,)(F;) for all j. Since Supp(b, (E)) C
Supp(D), we can write b*E; = ) . a;;D;, where as usual D; are the irreducible components
of D. We have

0 (re(v2)) (By) = > aij - rel(ve) (D) = > aij - va(Di) = b (v2) (Ey),
which gives what we need. U

Next, we define a pull-back homomorphism
b*: MF(Y"®) = MF(X")

along a dominant morphism b: X — Y. We proceed as follows. Given g € MF (YY), we
fix a local snc model (Y, E) over Y so that g is represented by an element g, € MF(YV2).
Let then (X, D) be a local snc model over X above o, so that brs: (X, D) — (Y5, E)
is defined. Arguing as in the construction of a*: MF,, — MF, given in Section 4.1, we
obtain a commutative diagram

MRy, +—F, — F,

|

MRy, «—F, — F;

where b%_ is the ring homomorphism defined by mapping a class [V], to the class [V Xy,
X,]x and the other vertical arrows are given by pulling back functions via b3%. We obtain a
ring homomorphism b%_: MF, — MF,. Using Lemma 5.2, we see that if 7’ > 7 and ¢/ > o
are other models, with 7’ above ¢/, and o: (X, D) = (X, D) and 8: (Yo, ') — (Y,, E)
are the induced maps, then b, , o 8* = a* o b;,. We can therefore define b*(g) to be the
element represented by b%,(g,) in MF,. 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 +— MF(XV8) and on morphisms
b — 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.

Ezample 5.4. Let a: (X, Dr) — (Xg, Dz) be a morphism of snc models over a smooth
variety X where D, is the sum of two prime divisors D and E with DN E # ), and « is
the blow-up along DN E. We take D = a*D, = D' + E' + I where F is the exceptional
divisor. Let R C Sk, be the ray spanned by valgp, and let S C Sk, be the images of R
via Ty Sky — Skr;. Note that while R is a face of Sk,s, S is only a potential face in
Sk. Given a function f € MF(X"?) determined by some f € MF,, we wish to realize
the integral [ va f ditx as a push-forward of fr/ via some map MF» — MFiq, = MRy.
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Such push-forward should be functorial. Suppose that f,/ is supported on R. Then its
push-forward via MF,,» — MF,, which we denote by f,, must be supported on S. This
means that f; is almost-everywhere zero for the measure defined in Sk;, hence its push-
forward via MF,;, — MRx can only be zero. However, f,» 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 XY the measures this set inherits from Sk, and Sk, 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?(Sk,,R) denote the
set of functions that are each supported within a finite union of potential faces of relative
codimension i. Note that F°(Sk,, R) = F(Sk,,R) and, for i > 0, F*(Sk,, R) is a non-unital
associative R-algebra. Let then F)(Sk;,R) C F*(Sk,,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 vg.

We define

Gy := F'(Sks, R)/ Fp(Sks, R)

and B
Gy = @ GL .
i=0

Note that there is a natural surjective map F, —» G?T. The kernel consists of those functions
on Sk, that are almost-everywhere zero on the faces Sk.; but may fail to be almost-
everywhere zero on some potential faces of positive relative codimension.

Definition 5.5. An element in G, is denoted by v = (7°,...,79"!) and called a Function
of level m (with a capital F to remind us that this element is a vector). We think of
the components 7° as almost-everywhere defined functions (on unions of potential faces of
relative codimension 7), and simply refer to them as functions. We say that an element
~v=("...,9" ) € G, is concentrated in relative codimension 0 if v* = 0 for i > 0.

Remark 5.6. Tt might be reassuring to keep in mind that any element v = (7%, ... 7" 1) €
G, can be viewed as a Function concentrated in relative codimension 0 on some sufficiently
high refinement 7/ of 7. Indeed, for every 7 let R;; be the potential faces of relative
codimension i where 7' is supported. Let 7/ > 7 be a refinement such that each R; ;
is an actual face of Sk,. Note that Sk, = Sk, as subsets of X"* and F, = F,. We
can then find an element ¢ € F, to represent =, in the following sense. For every index
set I, let i() be the relative codimension of Sk, ; as a potential face of Sk, and define
¢; € F to be the function that agrees with 4’ on each face Sk 1 with i(I) =4 and is zero
elsewhere. We then take ¢ := ) . ¢; € Fr. By construction, the restriction of ¢ to any
R; ; agrees (almost-everywhere) with the corresponding %, and the function is zero on the
complement of U” R; ;. We can regard ¢ as defining an element in G, concentrated in
relative codimension 0.

Each G has a natural F2-module structure via multiplication of functions, and this
induces an F-module structure on G,. We define

n—1
MG, := MRy, ®ps Gr = @D MG,
=0
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where MG? := MRy, ®Fo G®. Note that MG is a quotient of MF.

Definition 5.7. An element of MG, is denoted by g = (¢°,...,¢"" '), where ¢* € MG,
and is called a motivic Function of level m (with a capital F'). We say that an element
g=1(4°...,9"1) € MGy is concentrated in relative codimension 0 if g* = 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 7: (Z,, F) — Z, let

bro: (Xr, D) = (Y5, E)

be a morphism of local snc models above 7 (i.e., a morphism in the category Lsnc;). Let
R C Sk, be a potential face, and let S C Sk, be the image of R via the map v55 : Sk, — Sk,
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 = (|_|Z":1 a) L S" where S, are potential faces

of Sk, of the same dimension s and S' C S is a finite union of potential faces of dimension
< S.

Proof. Let I be the index set such that R C Sk, and |[I| = dim R (i.e., R is an open
subset of Sk ). The condition that Supp(b%,(E)) C Supp(D) implies that by, (D;) is
contained in some stratum FEj;. We pick J such that E; is minimal with this property.
Then S C Sk, ;. Furthermore, the closure of S in Sk, ; = Réo is a convex rational
polyhedral cone, spanned over R>g by the divisorial valuations bor(valp,) fori € 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 A the
standard fan in Sk, s, let X(A) = A be the toroidal chart of Y, centered at the generic
point of E;, and let ¥ be any rational polyhedral fan with |3| = |A| such that S is a union
of faces of . Since ¥ is a refinement of A, we have a proper birational toric morphism
¢: X(X) - X(A). By [Kol07, Theorem 3.26], we can find a resolution of indeterminacies of
¢! given by a sequence of toric blow-ups with smooth irreducible centers. This corresponds
to a refinement A’ of A, and the induced map ¢': X(A’) — X(X) expresses A’ as a
refinement of ¥, showing that S is a union of faces of A’. The given sequence of smooth
toric blow-ups giving X (A’) — X (A) determines a sequence of blow-ups of strata, starting
from Y,, which produces a model Y,., and by construction S becomes a union of faces on
Skys. To conclude, just notice that the union of faces of Sk, of dimension s contained in
S is dense in S, and all other faces contained in S have dimension < s. O

In the setting of the lemma, we write S = Lo, Sa. We stress that with this notation
we tacitly assume that all S, are potential faces of the same dimension. The sum of the
forms wg, on S, defines almost-everywhere, via the embedding | [" | S C S, an s-form
on S which we denote by wg. Letting r = dim R, we can pick an (r — s)-form wg/g on R
such that

wr = wp/s N br(ws).
We remark that the choice of wg/g is not unique, but its restriction to the fibers of bg
is independent of the choice. Note that if R’ C R is another potential face of Sk, of the
same dimension r then its image S’ C Sk, has the same dimension s of S and, up to sign,
Wr/s|r = wg g For every y € S, the fiber b;zl(y) has dimension r — s and the restricted
form wR/S\bgl(y) is a top form on the fiber.
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Definition 5.9. An element v € G is relatively integrable over o if for every potential
face R C Sk; of relative codimension i we have

/bl( : |y wrys| < oo
)

R

for almost every y € S. We denote by I,G. C G! the subspace of relatively integrable
functions over o.

Remark 5.10. Since an element v € G% is uniquely defined almost-everywhere on a potential
face R of codimension i, its restriction to b;zl(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 7 on X" is relatively integrable over o if it belongs
to

n—1 '
1,Gr = P LG .
=0

Similarly, a motivic Function of level m on X" is relatively integrable over o if it belongs
to the module

I, MG, := MRy, ®F7°rIoG7r .

If 0 = idy, then we write Iy G, and Iy MG,.. If moreover Y = Speck, then we write I,G,
and I[;MG,.

A special case of particular interest is when we take Y = X and o = id .

Definition 5.12. A Function of level 7 on XV is integrable if it belongs to IG, := IxG.
Similarly, a motivic Function of level m on X2 is integrable if it belongs to the module
IMG, :=IxMG;.

5.3. Push-forward. Given a morphism b.,: (X, D) — (Y5, E) in the category Lsnc,,
the first step is to define a push-forward map b,s1: I;G; — L-G,.

Every element in I.G, can be written as a finite sum of elements of the form v =
(7°,...,7" 1) where each 7 is supported on a unique face R; of relative codimension i.
For simplicity, we first define the push-forward on elements of this form, and then extend
by linearity.

So, let v = (7°,...,7" 1) € I,G, be an element as above. Let v := 7% be one of the
components and R = R; the corresponding face of relative codimension 7. Let S C Sk,
and T C Sk; be the images of R, and let bg: R — S, pr: R — T, and gqs: S — T be the
induced maps. Note that there are index sets I, J, and K such that R C Sk, 7, S C Sks s
and T' C Skr i. In particular, R has relative codimension ¢ and, writing S £ ]S, and

T = || Ts (with the above convention), we have that each S, is a potential face of the same
relative codimension j and each T} is a potential face of the same relative codimension k.
As explained before, this induces forms wg g and wg/p defined almost-everywhere on R
and a form wg,7 defined almost-everywhere on S. Since 7 is relative integrable over 7, we
have

|y wr7| < 00
/:nl() /

R z
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for almost every z € T. Along the fibers p}}l(z), we have |wg/r| = |wr/s A bi(ws/r)| for
almost every z € T. Applying Fubini’s theorem, we deduce that the quantity

P(y) = /1 IYwrysl
bR (v)

is well-defined (and finite) for almost every y € S, and defines almost-everywhere a function
on S that is measurable and integrable over 7. Moreover, we have

wwRTr=/
/pl) / g5t

r (2 s (=
for almost every z € T. Clearly, v, as a function defined almost-everywhere on S, is
independent of the choice of representative of v. Extending ¢ by zero outside of S, we
obtain an element in ITG((,—] ), which we denote by byp1(7).

For every v € I,G, as above, we define the push-forward b,,1(7v) of v by p» to be

)WWS/T’

the element of I,G, whose component b;qi(v)’ € ITGE,] ) is the sum of all brot(7?) that
are supported, according to the above construction, on a potential face S; of relative
codimension j. We define the push-forward map

brot: LGy — LG,

by extending the definition by linearity.
With the notation as in Definition 5.1, it follows from what observed above that p - =
Qor! © bror. A similar argument shows functoriality, which is stated next.

Proposition 5.13. The assignment given on objects by (X, D) — L;G, and on mor-
phisms by brs — by defines a functor from Lsnc, 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 byy: (Xg, D) — (Yy, E) be a morphism of locally snc models over
7 and v = (7°,...,7v" 1) € G be any element.
(1) If v € 1.G, then v € 1,G; and by (7y) € 1, G, .
(2) Assuming ' > 0 for every i, the converse holds too, hence we have that v € 1,G
if and only if v € 1,G and by () € 1,Gy.

Remark 5.15. In the setting considered in (2), the condition that v € I,G, ensures that
the push-forward b,,1() is well-defined.

Proof of Proposition 5.14. We prove the proposition component by component. Let v = ~°
be any component of . By linearity, we can assume that v is supported on just one
potential face R of codimension i. Let bp: R — S, pr: R — T, and gs: S — T be the
induced maps and wg/s, wr/7 and wg,7 the corresponding forms. Let j denote the relative
codimension of S.

Assume first v € I, GL. As |wpg/r| = |wr/s A bj(ws/r)|, Fubini’s theorem implies that

/bl( rons| < oo

R
for almost every z € T, and therefore b, () is well-defined. Furthermore, we have

brot (V) WryT| = / / IYywrys| ) lws/r| = / |y wrr| < 00
/qsl(Z) qsl(2)< bR (2) > PR (2)



MOTIVIC INTEGRATION ON BERKOVICH SPACES 25
for almost every z € T. This means that v € I,G and b1 (7y) € L,GY ), which gives (1).
Conversely, assume now that v > 0, and that v € IO—G; and br,1(y) € ITG((,—] ). Then

Tonelli’s theorem implies that v € 1.GY ), and this gives (2). O

The next step is to extend the definition of push-forward to motivic Functions of level
7. As before, let pro: (Xr, D) — (Y5, E) be a morphism in Lsnc,. Recall that I, MG, =
MRy, ®pe I;G. Since the inverse image of a face Sk, ; under b7Srlf,: Sk, — Sk, is a union
of faces, pull-back along this map defines a natural ring homomorphism F; — F7.

Lemma 5.16. Regarding MRx_ and 1.G; as Fi-modules via the ring homomorphism
Fo — F7, the push-forward maps bre«: MRy  — MRy, and bp: ;G — 1.G, are
F¢ -module homomorphisms.

Proof. The assertion is clear for brq1. If we write I = J whenever b, (D7) C ES, then we
have

brow (o (15k,.0) - [VIn) = broe ( D U5+ VI ) = b (D [DF)r - V1) =

I-J I-J
= bmr*([Es XY, Xﬂ]ﬂ ) [V]ﬂ) = [Es]cr : [V]U = 1Ska,J : [V]cr-
By linearity, this proves the assertion for b;y.. O

Lemma 5.17. There is a natural map
Pro MRXW ®FfrITG7r — MRXW ®Fg LGr.

Proof. Note that given r € F_, it is not necessarily true that multiplication by r on the

T

left and on the right on the group MRx, ®pol-G; give the same result, so more care is
needed to define the map. We first claim that there are decompositions

MRX" ®FforITG7" = ([D?] : MRXW ) R (1Skﬂ71 : ITGT()
I
and

MRy, @po LGy (@[D;] .MRX,T> ®r (@151{“ .ITGW).
J I=J I=J

Indeed, multiplication by 1gk, _, € F? gives the projection
MRX‘N ®F$ITG7F — ([D})] : MRXTF ) R (1Sk.,r,] : ITGﬂ')a
and multiplication by 1gk, , € Fy gives the projection
MRy, @51y — (@ID] - MRx, ) @5 (D sk, 1:Gr ).
I=J I=J

Then the obvious inclusion

P ([p7) - MRx, ) @x (1., - 1:Gr ) < €D (EDIDI MR, ) @ (€D Isk,.,  1:Gr )

I J IxJ I=J
defined using the isomorphism

(Pos) - MRx, ) @ (D 1sk,  1:Ge ) = @ (D7 MRy, ) @k (Isk_, - 1:Gr)

I=J I=J LI'rJ

gives us the desired map. U
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The push-forward
brot: MG, — [;MG,
is defined by the composition

o * ®b7r<7!
TRl

1\/HRX7r ®FfrITGW pﬂ—0> 1\/HRX7r ®F2_ITG7T ’ 1\/HRYcr ®F2.ITGO'

This is a linear map of vector spaces over R. Proposition 5.13 and the obvious functoriality
of pro and brs4 yields the following property.

Proposition 5.18. The assignment given on objects by (X, D) — L:MG, and on mor-
phisms by brs — by defines a functor from Lsnc, to the category of vector spaces over
R.

5.4. Integrable motivic Functions. Still working above 7, any morphism a:: (X7, D’) —
(X, D) of local snc models over the same variety X induces a push-forward homomorphism
ar: MG, — L. MG,. We can therefore define

LMG(X™™) :=lim I, MGy.

This inverse limit has a natural module structure over F7 for all local snc models 7w above
7, and hence a natural module structure over F°(XVa),

Definition 5.19. We call I, MG(X ") the module of relatively integrable motivic Functions
on XV over 7. When 7 = idyz, we write I;MG(X"2).

If 7/ > 7 is a higher local snc model over Z then by Proposition 5.14 we have a natural
inclusion I, MG (X") C I, MG(X"2!). We can therefore define

I MG(XY™) = lig LMG(X™).

Definition 5.20. We call I,.aMG(X val) the module of relatively integrable motivic Func-
tions on XV over ZVa,

For any dominant morphism b: X — Y over Z and any local snc model 7 over Z, we
obtain by functoriality a push-forward homomorphism

b: LMG(XY2) — I, MG(Y2)

defined by bi(g) := (bro1(gr))s where 7 is any local snc model above 7 such that g is
determined by g,. Letting now 7 vary, this induces a push-forward map (denoted by the
same symbol)

b T MG(XY2) — T MG(YV).
By Proposition 5.18, we obtain the following property.

Theorem 5.21. The assignments X + L, MG(X") and X + [, MG (X", paired with
the corresponding assignment b — by, 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: I, aMG(X¥) — I,uaMG(Y") as integration
along the fibers of b XVa — YVal this result can be regarded as a Fubini theorem.

An element g € I, MG(X"¥) is given by a net of motivic Functions g = (g, ) where
gr = (¢2,...,g" ") € I, MG, and ay(g) = g for 7 > 7 (here, as usual, a: X — X;
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 (gr)rec of
motivic Functions that are concentrated in relative codimension 0.
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Proposition 5.22. For every g € LMG(XY¥) there exists a collection C of local snc
models over X such that:

(1) for every local snc model w over X there exists @' € C that is a refinement of w;
(2) if 7 € C and 7' is a refinement of 7, then ©’ € C;
(3) for every m € C, g is concentrated in relative codimension 0.

Proof. For every m, we let C; be the collection of refinements 7’ of 7 such that every
potential face of Sk, on which g, is not almost-everywhere zero becomes a face on Sk,.
Then g, is concentrated in relative codimension 0. If this were not the case, then there
would exist a potential face R C Sk, such that g,/ is not almost-everywhere zero on R.
By the definition of push-forward, it would follow that g, is not almost-everywhere zero
on R, viewed as a potential face of Sk, but this would contradict our choice of 7/. The
proposition follows by taking C := J_Cs. O

For every 7 there is a natural push-forward map
te: LMG(XY) 5 IL,MG, .

When 7 = idx, we write tx for tiq, .
A special case occurs when we take Z = X and 7 = idx. Note that IxMGiq, = MRy,
hence we have a push-forward map

tx: IxMG(X") —» MRy .
Definition 5.23. We call
IMG(X"¥) := Iy MG(X2)

the module of integrable motivic Functions on X", For every element g € IMG(X"), we
define the integral of g to be

/ lgduX = tx(g)GM]Rx.
Xva

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 A: IMF(XY2) < IMG(X?)
such that
fdpx = A(f) dpx
X val X val
for every f € IMF(XVal),

Proof. For every local snc model 7, we consider the linear map A, : IMF, — IxMG, given
by fr — gr = (9x,0,...,0) where g, is the image of f, via the quotient map MF, — MG,
We claim that for every pair of snc models " > 7, if a: X7 — X, is the induced map
then the diagram

A
IMFﬂ-/ — IXMGW/

Ar
IMF, —— IxMG,
is commutative. Note that this implies that the maps A, glue together to give a linear

map A: IMF(X'¥) — IMG(X"2). The stated equality between integrals can then be
easily checked using A, for any 7> 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 « is a smooth transversal
blow-up. By linearly, we can assume that f is represented by an element f, = [V]; ® ¢
where ¢, is supported on a face Skr ;. Let C be the center of blow-up.

Suppose first that C' ¢ Supp(D). This corresponds to Case 1 in the proof of Lemma 3.8.
Note that C' ¢ D; for any i € I. As in the proof of Lemma 3.8, let ¢ = codim(C, X ) and
set C° := C'N DY, which we assume not to be empty. Note that codim(C7, D}) = c. We
denote by Dj, the exceptional divisor of @ and, for ¢ € I, let D} be the proper transform
of D; on X!. We denote I := I U{0}. Note that o induces an isomorphism D ~ D3\ C}
and a P¢~!-bundle fibration DfIi’ — C7. Setting ¢/ := ¢y 0 171, We can write

fr =1V xx, (DI \CPlx ® ¢r + [V Xx,. CT]x ® ¢z
Then
a*(fr) = [V xx, DT'lw @ dn + [V xx, DY @ O,
and we have Ap(a*(fr))? = o*(fr) in MGY, all other entries of A/ (a*(f,)) being zero.

T

We compute the push-forward term by term. We have
al([V xx, DTlw @ ¢nr) = [V xx, (D} \ C7)]x @ oz

and
a([V xx, DYw @ ¢r) = [V xx, CF] ®/ br e Cdr = [V xx, Cflr @ ¢r
0

in MGY. This shows that ay(Aw(*(fr))) = Ax(fr), as desired.
Next, we consider the case where C' C Supp(D), which corresponds to Case 2 in the
proof of Lemma 3.8. The term [V xx, (D7 \ C7)]r behaves as before, so we can focus on

the term [V xx. C7]r ® ¢r. Letting J C I and denoting J := J U {0}, we have

a([V xx, Cflr @ b) = [V Xx, D ®
J=1I

in MGY. Similar computations as above, using now (1)-(3) from the proof of Lemma 3.8,
show that

o X W D 9éw) = IV xx. Cil 9 6
T 1| |11

in MGY. In general, the terms in the sum DG, mgm_z[v XX, D%]W/ ® ¢ can be nonzero
and can be supported on unions of faces of Sk, that come from potential faces of Sk,
of positive relative codimension, so in principle they could produce nonzero entries in
(A (a*(fr)) 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
ay. This verifies the commutativity of the diagram when C' C Supp(D).

Now that we know that the diagram commutes whenever « is a smooth transversal blow-
up, it follows by functoriality that the diagram commutes whenever « 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 7 and 7’ are snc models and « induces
an isomorphism X, \ D’ = X\ D. Then, using the weak factorization theorem, we obtain
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a diagram

Xt X Xt
p q p q Pn dn
X Xr, Xry oo Xa X,

where p; and ¢; are compositions of smooth transversal blow-ups and the induced rational
maps «;: Xy, --» X, are morphisms. By the above discussion, the diagram commutes
with either p; or ¢; in place of . If n = 1, then we have o o p; = ¢1, and we can use
functoriality and the commutativity of the diagram for p; and ¢; to conclude that the
diagram commutes for .. In more details, we have

Ar=quolyoqi =mopnolyopioa” =molAyoa,

which proves the assertion. We can therefore use induction on n > 1 and assume that
the diagram commutes for 1. By functoriality, this implies that it commutes for a4 o ¢.
Observing that .o p; = aq 0 q1, we conclude by the same argument just used in the case
n = 1 that the diagram commutes for a. This proves the claim.

It remains to check that A is injective. Let f € IMF(X"®) be any nonzero element,
and let m be a model such that f is determined by f; € IMF,. Then f, # 0, so there
is a potential face R of Sk, such that f;|r is not almost everywhere zero with respect to
the measure wg. After replacing m with a higher model, we may assume without loss of
generality that R is an actual face of Sk,. Then f, is non-zero in MGY, hence A(f) #0. O

Remark 5.25. We do not know if IMF(X"?) 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 by : 1,va MG (X)) — T, MG (YV?) sends A(IMF (X V)N, MG (X V) into
A(IMF (Y¥21)).

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

Example 5.26. Let b: X = A! — Y = A! be the ramified cover given by v = u?, with
ramification point P € X and branch point ¢ € Y. Consider the models 7 given by
(X, P) and o given by (Y,Q). Notice that even though these models are identities on
the underlying varieties, they are different from idy and idy as they have non-empty
boundaries. We consider the motivic function f determined at level © by fr = [P] ® 1,
and view it as a motivic Function via A. Note that f is supported on the inverse image in
XVl of the 1-dimensional face R of Sk,. Let z be the coordinate on R such that valp has
coordinate x = 1. Similarly, let S be the 1-dimensional face of Sk, with coordinate y such
that valg has coordinate y = 1. The function br: R — S is given by y = 2z. The volume
forms on these faces are wg = e”“dz and wg = e Ydy, hence wr/g = %ew. Then by(f) is
represented at level o by

bT('O'!(fﬂ') = bﬂa*[P] ® bﬂ—g!(l) = [Q] & %6 .
We have
(b)) = [

Y val

() duy =1Q) [ det iy = (@)

Note that we also have
be(tx(1) = b

as expected by functoriality.

Fanx) =b.(1P] [ i) = Q)

X val
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5.5. Projection formula. Recall that, given a local snc model (X, D), there is a natural
F-module structure on G, given by multiplication. It is easy to see that the following
proposition holds.

Proposition 5.27. Let byy: (X, D) — (Yo, E) be a morphism in the category Lsnc,, and
let p € ¥y and v € LGy, Ifbi (¢) - v € 1,Gx, then ¢ - brp1(y) € 1G4 and

bwa!(b;kra(Qs) ) 7) =¢- bﬂa!(7)'

There is also a natural MF -module structure on MG,. In concrete terms, the module
structure is given by setting, for any f =3, [Vi]-®¢; € MFr and g = 3 _;[W;]-®7; € MGq,

frg:=>Y [Vixx, Wiz ® (7))
i7j
where ¢;7y; = (gbﬂ?, e ,(JSZ"}/;L_l). As a consequence of the previous proposition, we obtain
the following formula.

Proposition 5.28. Let byy: (X, D) — (Yo, E) be a morphism in the category Lsnc,, and
let f € MF, and g € IMG,. If b5 (f)-g € MGy, then f-bysi(g) € MG, and

bwa!(b;kra(f) : g) =f- bT(O'!(g)‘

Remark 5.29. When Z = Y and 7 = o, the hypothesis that 0%, (f) - g € I,MG, is
automatically satisfied.

Let now b: X — Y be a dominant morphism of varieties. The proposition allows us
to define a natural MF(Y"3)-module structure on IyvaMG(X"¥). Indeed, given any f €
MF(Y'™) and g = (g )r € IyvaMG(X "), we can fix a high enough local snc model o over
Y such that f is represented by f, € MF,(Y"?) and g = (gx)x € I, MG(X"?). Then we
define the action

fg:=(bz5(fr)  Gr)x
The representatives b%,(fz) - gr in the right-hand-side are well-defined for all high enough
local snc models 7. 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"™) and g € Iyva MG(XV) we have

bi(b*(f) -g) = f - bi(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 [CLO8]. 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 . — 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 [CLOS].
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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) ¢ X2l 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 7: (X, D) — X, we let SkZ := Sk, NX"?(Z). This is the set
of Z-valued quasi-monomial valuations determined at level 7. We denote by rZ%: XV(Z) —
SkZ the restriction of r,. We have X' (Z) = lim _ SkZ. Writing D = >.7_, D;, we have
a decomposition Sky = | |; Skr ; parameterized by subsets I C {1,...,7}. On each face
Skr.1 C Skr, the intersection Sk? 7= SkZ M Sk coincides with the inverse image of the
lattice Z° C R? via the isomorphism 1, 1: Skr; — RZ,, where s = |I|. In particular, this
map gives an embedding 1/1%7 Iz Sk? ; — Z°. This allows us to transfer some of the notions
introduced in [CLOS8] to this setting by carrying over the Presburger’s language Lpr from
77 to Sk%, ;- The theory of Presburger arithmetic has language

LPR = {+7 _707 17 S} U {En ’n € N},

with =,, 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 [CLO08], we consider the ring

Ax :=ZL, L1 -L7) Y1,
and work with the following version of motivic ring:
MAx := Ky(Vary) Xz[L) Ax.

Note that MAx = Ko(VarX)[IL,]L_l, (1 — L_i)_l]iZL

We consider the collection Ypgr(X"#(Z)) of all subsets of the form (rZ)~!(S) where 7 is
a local snc model over X and S C Sk% an Lpgr-definable subset, by which we mean that
Sr:=95nN Sk%, 7 is Lpr-definable in Sk? 7 for all I. This will be the collection of measurable
sets. It is clear that Ypg(X“2(Z)) is closed under finite unions, finite intersections, and
complements. Note that the same element of Ypr(X¥?(Z)) can be written in different

ways, by choosing different models 7.

Theorem 6.1. There is a well-defined function p% : Spr(X"*(Z)) — MAx given by set-

ting
1% ((H)719)) = Ss)(L - 1)y LA,
St

1

where the sums ) g, L=4X are considered as being taken in Ax.

Proof. The series ) g L~—4x converge in Z((L™')). The fact that the sums define ele-
ments in A x follows from [CLO8, Theorem—Definition 4.5.1] (see also the discussion at the
beginning of Section 6.2).

Checking that the definition of ,u%( is independent of the choice of 7 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. O
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Lemma 6.2. Let a: X — X be the blow-up of a smooth variety C' C X, with normal
crossings with D, and let D' = %" D where Dy is the exceptional divisor of a and

D = f- 1D fori>0. Let S C SkZ be an Lpg-definable subset, and let S' := (r%,_)~1(S)
where r% g SkZ, — SkZ 1s the restriction of rp.. Then S is Lpr-definable if and only if
S’ is LpR deﬁnable cmd

PBCHUSEIRD TS D DL ISP DI
s,

1 St 1

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 C Sk? ; for some

I, and we can assume that [ = {1,...,s}. For any subset J C I, we let J := {0} U J. Let
¢ = codim(C, X ) and set Cf := C’ﬂ D? If Cp =0, then (rZ )~ 1(Sk%71) = Sk%,’l and the
equality is clear. Assume therefore that C7 # (). We can assume that C' C D; if and only
if 1 <¢ <t for some 0 <t <s. We have the decomposition S’ = | |;»; S},. Recall that

I' = I if and only if either I’ = I or I' = J where {t +1,...,s} C J C I.
(1) First, note that [D}] = [D3 \ Cy] in Ko(Varx).
We now look at the strata parameterized by J where {t+1,...,s}cJCl.
(2) Taking J = I, we see that DfIi’ — (7 is a piecewise locally trivial fibration with
fiber P¢~*~1 hence [D’f] = [CS)[PS Y in Ko(Vary).
(3) If J € I, then D’ > — (7 is a piecewise locally trivial fibration with fiber G
A" hence [Df}”] = [CS)(L — 1)*~1=MILet in Ko(Vary).

sl|J\

Setting a; := EX(Vang), we have q; = A\X(valpi) fori>0andag =c—t+ Zle a;.
Case 1. Suppose C C Supp(D), i.e., t = 0.

Using the natural inclusions Sk? 7 < Z° and Sk%,’ jan Ski 7 751 we fix coordinates
Yly -, Ys ON Sk%l and zg,...,Ts on SkZ, I I_ISkf,j. The retraction map 7‘7Zr,7r restricted to
SkZ, su SkZ 7 is given by y; = x; for i = 1,...,s. By definition, we have Ax(y1, -, ys) =

> i aiy; and AX(:EO, Cey Tg) = Dt i = cTo + Y _i_; a;y;. We can then deduce in this
case the formula stated in the lemma, as follows:

[DFIL—1)" Y LA 4+ [DF)(L — )= Y LA =
Sy SL

[DI\CI] — 1 Z]L Doim1 AT 4 [CI][]P)C 1](L_ 1)s+1 ZL_ZLO‘”%

S, SL
I
[DI \CI] - 1 ZL Zz 1 4iYi + [OI]( _ 1)(11 _ 1)8 ZL—C:BO—Zle a;y;
ST
1

= [DS\ CP)(L —1) ZLAX+0, L—1) ZL Ax
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The first equality follows from (1) and (2) above, the second from the fact that Sk? ; maps
bijectively to Sk? 7, and the third from the fact that the fiber of S} — S over a point
(y1,...,ys) € S is the set {(zo,y1,...,¥s) | o € Z>1}.

Case 2. Suppose C' C Supp(D), i.e., t # 0.

We have inclusions Sk?l — Z° and SkZ,’I L, Skf, j) < Z**! where J ranges among

subsets of I containing {t 4+ 1,...,s}. Using these inclusions, we fix coordinates y1, ..., ys
on Sk?l and zo,...,Ts on SkZ,’I u(Ly, Skf,j). The retraction map 7% _ restricted to

Sk%,,ll_l(uJSkf,j) isgiven by y; = xg+x; for 1 <i<tandy;, =x; for t +1 <17 < s.

By definition, we have Ax(y1,...,ys) = Do aiy; and Ax(zo,...,xs) = D& qaix; =
(e — t)zo + X251 aiys-

We now look at the formula stated in the lemma. The term involving the stratum D}
on the right-hand-side of the formula is equal to

[DP\ G —1)" Y L7,
S

In order to compute the term that involves the stratum D’If , we first observe that the
fiber of the restriction map S} — S over a point (y1,...,ys) € S consists of the points
(zg,21,...,75) € Z5T! subject to the conditions x; > 1 for 1 < i < s, x; + x9 = y; for
1<t <t,and x; =y; for t + 1 < i < 5. Thus the term is equal to

(DEIL = D S LAY = (R[S — 1) Lo Tl e

SL S
I I
miny << yi—1

LU UEED DI DI S
S

xro=1

= [C})](L - 1)3 Z L_A\X (1 — L_(C_t)(minlgigt yi—l))‘
S

We now look at the terms involving D}’ for J C I. Recall that we always have {t +
1,...,s} C J. There is a decomposition S = [ |1 s1cucs S7 where

S7 ::Sﬂ{(yl,...,ys)|for1§j§t, yjzlrgiigtyi @jQJ}.

The retraction map induces bijections S } — 57, where the preimage of a point (y1,...,ys) €

S7 has value minj<j<; y; in its O-th coordinate, y; — minj<;<; y; in its i-th coordinate for
1 <i<t, and y; in its i-th coordinate for ¢ +1 < ¢ < s. The term involving the stratum
D2 (for J C I) is then equal to

[D})](IL _ 1)|J\+1 Z L—KX — [C’?](L _ 1)SLC_t Z L_(c_t) ming<i<e Yi—2 5—q @il
S’ SJ
J

= [C9)(L —1)* Z L_KXL_(C_t)(minlgigt yi—1)
g7
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. O



34 TOMMASO DE FERNEX AND CHUNG CHING LAU

6.2. Constructible motivic functions. For every 7 and I, we consider the ring of func-
tions

P C F(SkZ;, Ax)

generated by constant functions with values in Ay, Lpgr-definable functions Sk? ; — Z,

and functions of the form L? where 8 is an Lpg-definable function Sk? 1 — L.
For every g € R 1, there is a unique ring homomorphism 6,: Ax — R given by L — q.
We let 1P, ; C Py 1 be the set of functions ¢ such that the series ) gz , 4(p(v)) con-

verges for all ¢ > 1. We interpret this as an integrability condition. By [CLO08, Theorem-
Definition 4.5.1], there is a unique A x-module homomorphism ZQMZ L IP. 1 — Ax sat-

o(( D 0)= D u60)
i,

z
vEQMmI

isfying

for all ¢ > 1.

Let P, C F(SkZ, Ax) be the set of functions ¢ that restrict to elements in P s for every
I, and let P; C P, be the subring generated by the constant function L and characteristic
functions of the form 1Sk7zr B There are natural inclusions P, < P, for 7/ > 7, given by
pull-back, and we define P(XV*(Z)) := lim Pr and Pe(XVval(Z)) := lim p:.

For every m, there is a unique ring homomorphism P, — Ky(Varx, ) sending L — Ly _
and rZ o 1Sk% L [D{]r, and IP is a P3-module under the action given by multiplication.
Let

MP; := Ko(Vary,) ®pe P and IMP; := Ko(Varx, ) ®pe IP;.

For every m’ > 7, there is a natural pull-back map MP, — MP! which restricts to a map
IMP, — IMP,,. We can therefore define

MP(X*(Z)) :=lim_MP, and IMP(X*(Z)):= lim_IMP,.

Remark 6.3. There is a natural isomorphism MP, = @ ,[D?]. Ko(Vary, ) @z Px,r given
by [V]r ® ¢ = ([V]z[Dilx ® ¢|gz 1)1. In Cluckers-Loeser’s notation [CLO08], D} x Sk?l is

a globally definable sub-assignment, and MP, = @, C(D x Sk%, 1)

Definition 6.4. An element f € MP(X"?(Z)) is called a constructible motivic function
on X¥(Z). Such element is said to be integrable if it belongs to IMP(X Y3 (Z)). If f is an
integrable constructible function that is represented by an element fr > [Vjlr®¢; € IMPr,
then we define the integral of f to be the element of MA x given by

/)(val(z) fdiu%( = Z[‘/j XX‘" D(IJ](L — 1)|I| Z ¢]L_A\X

I SKZ |

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(X2(Z)).
Then (f o h¥®\(Z))L~odU2cn) ¢ IMP(Y¥2Y(Z)) and

[tk [ (goni@yL ) 4.
XVal(Z) Yval(Z)

Ezample 6.6. If X is smooth and D = ) d;D; is an effective simple normal crossing divisor,
then

—ord(D) 7 _ o _ || > —m;(d;+1) _ [D})]
/XWZ)}L dpk =Y DAL -] DL >

1 i€l mi=1 I HiEI [Pié] ‘

This agrees with the usual motivic integral defined using arc spaces. It follows by Theo-
rem 6.5 that integration over XV2!(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

/ L—ord(2) g, 2 :/ I-ord(2) g, Xoo.
X"al(Z) oo

Note that both integrals take values in MA x. This also means that integration over X"*(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 7: (Z;, F') — Z over it. Given a
variety X which dominates Z, and a local snc model w: (X, D) — X above 7, we are going
to define the subspace I, MP, C MP, of constructible motivic functions that are relatively
integrable over 7. If byy: (X, D) — (Y5, E) is a morphism in the category Lsnc,, then we
will define a push-forward morphism

b2 . I.MP, — I,MP,,,

ol -

similarly as it was done in Section 5.3.
The first step is to define the subring I,P, C P, of functions that are relatively integrable
over o. For every I, let b%J: Sk?l — SkZ be the restriction of b5K : Sk, — Sk,.

Definition 6.7. We say that a function ¢ € P, is relatively integrable over o if for every
I and w € SkZ the series

Z 9q(¢(v))q_gx (v)+Ay (w)

vE(biI)*l(w)

converges for all ¢ > 1. According to [CL08, Theorem—Definition 4.5.1], this gives an
element of Ax which we denote by Z(bz -1(w) <;5L‘AX+AY. We denote by 1I,P, C P, the
subring of relatively integrable functions over o, and define I,MP, := Ky(Varx) ®po 1o Pr.
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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 I.P, C I,P,, and for every ¢ € I,P,, the assignment

WU' Z Z HL™ Ax +AY

@ )=t (w)

for every w € SkZ defines an element byo1(4) € .F(SkWI,AX). By [CLO08, Theorem—
Definition 4.5.1], this element belongs to P, and in fact to 1P, by [CLO8, Lemma 4.5.7].

After proving the analogue of Lemma 5.17 in the present setting, we obtain the desired
push-forward map b% ,: L.MP, — I.MP,.

ol

Remark 6.8. As explained in [CLO08, Section 4.2], one can define a partial ordering in Ay,
and hence the semiring P C P, of functions ¢ > 0. Restricting then to such functions,
one can use part (2) of [CLO8, Lemma 4.5.7] to prove a Tonelli type statement analogous
to part (2) of Proposition 5.14.

If 7’ > 7 is a higher local snc model over X and «: X! — X is the corresponding map,
then we have a push-forward map ay: I, MP,» — I,MP, hence we can define

LMQ(X*™(Z)) :=lim L MPr  and Iz MQ(X"(2)) = lim L, MQ(X"(2)),
and b induces push-forward maps
b : LMQ(XY(Z)) = LMQ(Y™!(Z)) and b : Iy zy MQ(XY(Z)) — Iy MQ(YY(Z)).

Just like in Theorem 5.21, the assignments X ~ I, MQ(X"*(Z)) and X + Izval(Z)MQ(Xval(Z))
are functorial. Here we use again [CL08, Lemma 4.5.7].

When Z = X and 7 = idx, we denote Iiq, MQ(X"2(Z)) simply by IMQ(X"2(Z)). Note
that Iig, MPiq, = MAx, hence we have a map

% IxMQ(X ¥ (Z)) — MAx .

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

/ gdik = 1%(g).
Xval (Z)

We have the following analogue of Theorem 5.24.

Theorem 6.10. There is a natural inclusion IMP(XV(Z)) «— IMQ(XY?(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.

Ezample 6.11. Keeping the same notation as in Example 5.26, consider now f, = [P] ® 1
as an element of MP, and f as an element of MP(X"al(Z)). We let b%: RZ — SZ be
the restriction of br, where R C R and S” C S are the subsets of mtegral points in
the respective coordinates = and y. We denote by m and n the points of these sets and
identify them with their positive integer values. Note that b% is given by n = 2m, hence
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b4 (RZ) = S?Z | the subset of S of even integral points. Then bZ(f) is represented at level
o by
—5+n . .
bZ |(fﬂ-) — bﬂ-o—*[P] ® bZ '(1) _ [Q] ® LY2 lf n 1S even,
i e 0 if n is odd,

hence

CEOEY BCULTE LAD DS

me27Z>0

On the other hand,

7 _ Z _ . -n\ _
b0 =0 ([, Fee) =0 (1P ) > L) -
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 wyx. We denote A := Spec R. 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 v: A — C over k, such
that X 2 Y x¢ Spec K. Let p € C be the image of Speck — C.

Most of what is discussed in this section can be extended to more general settings where R
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 := ord;: K* — I'y, & Z. To regard K as a
Banach algebra requires fixing an embedding of I';, 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 I', — R as the set
of integers. Let || || := e~ be the corresponding norm, and let X" be the analytification
of X over (K,| ||). We will also denote such analytification by X" 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 || ||>. For every choice of b, we consider the Berkovich analytification of X over
(K,]|| ||*), which we denote by X", By definition, a point x € X" corresponds to a
multiplicative seminorm | |, on X that restricts to || ||” on K; we set v, := —log| |,.
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All the analytifications X" 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 X;". It turns out that is more natural, from the
point of view of this paper, to consider all analytifications X;™ 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 || || form an interval (0, oc), with each point b € (0, 00)
identified with the norm || ||*. We denote by X (0.00) the set of multiplicative seminorms on

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

Xire = J x5

b>0
We equip this space with the weakest topology such that for every open set U C X and every
function h € Ox(U), the valuation map x — v, (h) is continuous on U} (0.00) € X{000y The
map A: X@ ) — (0, 00) given by & — v, (t) is continuous, with fiber over a point b € (0, c0)
equal to the analytification X, and there is a naturally defined map 6: X' (000) — X =

X" given by x — y where y is characterized by the condition |h|, = ]h\l/ A@) for all local
functions h € Ox (U) with y € U (an ) These maps yield a canonical homeomorphism

X(o s0) — 5 X2 x (0,00), x> (0(), \(x)).

By assigning to the interval (0,00) measure 1 using the volume form e “du, we will
interpret the measure we are going to define on X2 (0.00) 85 a0 ‘average of measures’ on the
fibers X;". This will lead to our definition of measure on X®".

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 X, over R endowed with a
proper birational morphism 7: (X;)x — X.

Definition 7.2. A snc R-model for X consists of an R-model X; for X equipped with a
divisor D on X, for which there exists a snc model (Y,, E) over Y, with E containing in
its support the fiber of Y, over p € C, such that X, =Y, xc A and D = E x¢c A. 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 (X, D) (or just , 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 (X, D) has the following properties:

(1) Xr is a regular scheme and 7: (X;)x — X is a resolution of singularities;

(2) m: (Xz)k — X factors through the Nash blow-up of X;

(3) D contains in its support the exceptional locus of 7 and the reduced fiber ((X;)g)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 7 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 7 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 (X, D) and (X, D), we write 7’ > 7 whenever the birational
map «: X --+ Xy is a morphism and Supp(a*D) C Supp(D). Note that the condition
that a is a morphism is stronger than just requiring that 7’: (X,/)x — X factors through
7m: (Xr)k — X. Without loss of generality, we may assume that whenever we have 7’ > 7,
the corresponding snc models (Y, F) and (Y,/, E’) are chosen so that ¢’ > o.

Definition 7.4. Given a snc R-model (X, D) and writing D = Y., D;, we say that an
index set I C {1,...,r} is over k, and write I /k, if the stratum D = (,c; D; is contained
in the central fiber Xj. Similarly, we say that I is over K, and write I /K, if the stratum
D1 = (", D; intersects the generic fiber (X;)x.

Given any snc R-model (X, D), we associate to it the set of quasi-monomial valuations
Skrp C X (aél’oo) determined by the boundary divisor D = ) D,. More precisely, Sk, Jk 18
the set of valuations on X that are monomials in the toroidal coordinates on X; determined
by D at the generic point of strata D; with I/k. We set X&TOO) := Uy Sky /. For every T,
there is a decomposition Sk, = | |; Jk Skr,7. A subset P C Sk, is a potential face if there
is a snc model ' > 7 such that P is a face in Sk, k-

Assuming for a moment that 7: (X;)x — X is an isomorphism and D is supported in
the fiber (A7), for every b € (0,00) the intersection Sk, NX3" is the skeleton Sk (X;")
of Xj as constructed in [MN15], and Sk, 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 X" — Sk.(X;"), and these retractions glue

together to continuous retractions rr: X(@' ) — Skry [MN15, Section (3.1.5)].

If D is not supported in (Xy)k, then Sk, /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 such that the component D; is not contained in
(Xr)k, then the ray corresponding to {i}, which we would expect to see in the boundary
of Skr 1, is not in Sk /.

In general, we view Sk, both as a subset of X! ) and of ((Xr) K)?(I)l,oo)' There is a

continuous retraction r,: ((Xy) K)?goo) — Skg /i, and for any set S C Sk, we consider

the set W?&w)(rgl(S)) C X000 Where (g - ((XW)K)?S,OO) — X{§o0) 18 the morphism

induced by .

7.3. Motivic measure. In order to define a measure on X ?&w) (and hence on X?"), 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 wx 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 w on X (i.e., a nonzero rational section of wy) and defines the weight function to be
the unique continuous function wt,,: X %mm — R such that for every divisorial valuation

gvalg € X E‘g‘ o) and every snc R-model /1}7T on which the center of valg has of codimension



40 TOMMASO DE FERNEX AND CHUNG CHING LAU

1 (i.e., is an irreducible component of the central fiber (X)), the function takes value

wty (gvalg) = gvalp (div;\g(w) + ((Xﬂ)k)red)
Note that the given rational section of wx defines a canonical divisor K x, which is a Cartier
divisor on X.
Let (X, D) be a snc model for X. For every nonempty index set I = {iy,...,15} over
k we have an isomorphism ¢y : Skr; — RS, given by v — (v(Dy,),...,v(D;,)). We
consider the measure on Sk ; given by

V1w =€l (v),

Where v is the Lebesgue measure on R%,. If P C Sk is a potential face, and we have

= Sk 17, then we set vp := v .. We denote by 3, (Skﬂ/k) the collection of subsets
S C Sk /i, such that SN P is vp-measurable for every potential face P, and let ¥, (X E*(])“oo))
be the collection of subsets of X (000) of the form r-!(S) where S € ¥ (Sk, /k)- For any

such set, we define

oo (7 (o, oo)(T_l(S))) = Z[D;] Vr,1,w(S N Skr. 1)
140
where the class [D}] is considered in the motivic ring MR(k). Essentially the same proof
of Theorem 3.4 gives the following result.

Theorem 7.5. Denoting %, (Xan ) U E7W(Xan )) where the union is taken over
all snc models (X, D, ), the measures o o glue together to give a measure

Definition 7.6. We let
(XM = {T C X™ | 671(T) € Tu(X{5oo))}

and define 77, : ¥, (X®") — MR(k) by setting 7, (T) := po,(0~1(T)). We call 7, the motivic
measure on X"

Remark 7.7. The measure fi,,(7) can be thought of as an ‘average measure’ of the sets
6~1(T) N X as b varies in (0, 00).

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

Let F(Sky/, NX*",R) is the ring of real valued functions on Sk, NX*". For every element
¢ in this ring, we consider the function ¢ o 0;: Sk;/, — R where 6 is the restriction of 6
to Sk, /i; note that 0r(Sky/,) = Skr/i, NX*. Let then Fo(Sky/, NX*", R) be the ideal of
functions ¢ € F(Sk, sk NX, R) such that ¢ o6, almost-everywhere zero on every potential
face P with respect to the corresponding measure vp. For any snc R-model (X, D), we
define

Fr:= ]:(Skﬂ/k nxX*" R)/]:()(Skw/k NX* R),

and denote by Iy C F the subring generated by the characteristic functions 1gy, , nxan
with I/k.

Definition 7.8. An element ¢ € F; called a function of level m. We say that ¢ is integrable
if the restriction of ¢ o 6 to any potential face P of Sk  is integrable with respect to the
corresponding measure vp. We let IF; ,, C F; be the subspace of integrable functions of



MOTIVIC INTEGRATION ON BERKOVICH SPACES 41

level 7. Using the natural injective maps IF , < IF , defined for 7’ > 7, we define the
space of integrable functions on X®" to be IF,(X?") := lig7r IF .

Setting F°(X?") := lim F? there is a natural F°(X®")-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 X" to be
IMF,(X*") := MR(k) ®go(xan) IF,(X™").

Every element f € IMF,,(X™") can be written as a finite sum }_;[V;] ® ¢; where [V}] are

the classes in MR(k) determined by k-varieties V; and ¢; € IF, for a suitable choice of
snc R-model (X, D).

Definition 7.10. Using the above notation, the integral of f € IMF,,(X?") is the element
in MR (k) given by

i, =3 Y1V % D) / (65 0 62) v 1

Xan j I/k Skw,l

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 X" where b ranges in (0, 00).

Fixing a divisor or an ideal sheaf on X does not determine a function on X?". 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 X" is to fix an R-model and look at divisors and ideals sheaves on it.

Ezample 7.12. Let (X, D) be a snc R-model, and B = > b;D; an R-divisor on X; sup-
ported within the support of D and with coefficients b; > —w; where w; := wt,(valp,).
Then e~ *45) ig an integrable function on X?*, and

/an em B dp, =3 _[D]] /z

DO
e~ Zie[(bi+wi)xid$1 . dm\l\ _ Z [ I]
1/k R>o 7k I1

ier(bi +w;i)

Ezample 7.13. Given our setting, where X =Y X Spec K, we can consider the R-model
X =Y x¢gA. Let Z C X be a subscheme that spreads over C, that is, of the form
Z =7 xc A where Z C Y is a closed subscheme. Let (Y, E) — Y be a log resolution of
(Y, Z), and let (X, D) be the snc R-model for X obtained by base change from (Y, E).
Write Zz - Oy = Ox(—b;D;). We then reduce to the previous example to define integrals
Jxan [ Z2]° dfi, 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 MA;. 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 X?&l) — (0,1). In particular, it is not
clear to us whether a similar theory can be developed by just working on the Berkovich
space X" 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 X?" to motivic integration on the analytifi-
cation X§" of X over K regarded as a field with trivial norm.

an

We enlarge the space X (0,00) to include X{§". This gives rise to an hybrid space X [%r’loo)

with a continuous map X Xﬁfoo) — [0,00). The point 0 € [0,00) corresponds to the
trivial norm on K, and X§" is the fiber over this point. We stress that this fiber is not
homeomorphic to the other fibers X;™. The construction of X fgjoo) is similar to the hybrid
space constructed in [Ber09] when X is a variety defined over the complex numbers.

Recall that X = Y X Spec K where Y is a variety and C' is a smooth curve over k,
and that we are assuming that the canonical sheaves wyx and wy are invertible. As in
Example 7.13, we consider the R-model X :=Y x¢ A. Note that for this model the map
Xg — X is an isomorphism. Let Y?" be the analytification of Y over k with the trivial
norm, and YV € V2" the space of real valuations on Y. Similarly, let Xa’al C X§" 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 w we
fixed on X is the restriction of a rational canonical form @ 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 x¢ A and Bg := B x¢ Spec K.

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
/ e ord(sB) dn, = / le— ord(Ky +sB) duy — / le— ord(Kx+sBr) dux
an Yva X(\)’a

in MR(A). Here, the integral are viewed as taking values in MR(A) via the natural maps
MR(k) — MR(A), MR(Y) — MR(C) — MR(A), and MR(Xg) — MR(K) — MR(A),
respectively.

Proof. Let (X, D) and (Y, E) be snc models as in Definition 7.2, with the latter gives a
log resolution of (Y, B). We write D = Y1, D; and E'= 37" | Ej, and let 8: {1,...,7} —
{1,...,m} be the function defined by the property that D; is an irreducible component
of Egi; Xc A. For every J C {1,...,m}, we denote by Z(J) the collection of subsets
I c{1,...,r} such that g restricts to a bijection g|;: I — J.

Recall that the snc R-model (X, D) determines the set of quasi-monomial valuations
Skr/k = L, Ik Skr 7 in X?&oo). This snc R-model also gives a snc model over X, namely,
((XK)x, Di), and associated to this model we have the skeleton Sky/x = | x Skr,r in

X2 In a similar fashion, the snc model (Y,, E) over Y determines a skeleton Sk, C Y4l
For any J C {1,...,m}, we write J/A if the image of the stratum E; in C intersects the
image of A. For any such J, we write J/k if E; maps to the image of the closed point of
A, and J/K is Ejy maps to the image of the generic point of A (i.e., if E; dominates C).
Setting Sko/A = |_|J/A Ske,1, Skg/k = |_|J/k Ske,r and Skgr/K = |_|J/K Sk 1, we have

Sk, D SkJ/A = Ska/k USka/K .

We can disregard everything in Sk, \ Sk,/a since for any index set J that is not over A,
the class [Es]y is in the kernel of the map MR(Y) — MR(A). In the following, all motivic
classes will be regarded in MR(A).
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Setting a; := gy(valEj), kj := ord(Ky)(valg;), and b; := ord(B)(valg;, ), the equality

/ o~ ord(Ky +sB) dpy = Z[Ef} X A]/ e Ljeslaithi+bi)z; g,
yval R
J/A >0
holds in MR(A). 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 Z(J) consists of only one index set I, and we have [E9 x¢ A] = [D}]. Note
that all index sets I/k with D; # () are realized in this way. Furthermore, the bijection
Blr: I — J induces a linear isomorphism Sk, ~ Sk, ; sending valp, to valEB(i). For
every i € I, we have wt,(valp,) = Ey(valEB(i)) — ord(Ky)(valg, ;) and ord(B)(valp,) =
ord(B)(valg,, ). Therefore we have

/ e ord(sB) dﬁw — Z[E3 X0 A]/ e~ ZjeJ(aj-l-kj-i-bj)dey

[7]
J/k R0

in MR(A).

If J/K, then Z(J) may consist of several index sets, each one over K, and we have
[ES xc Al = 3 ez [D]]. Every index set I/K with Dy # ( appear in Z(J) for some
J/K. For every I € Z(.J), the bijection 3|;: I — J induces a linear isomorphism Sk ; ~
Sko,s sending valp, to valg,(;), and for every i € I we have A\X(valpi) = Ey(valEﬁ(i)),
ord(Kx)(valp,) = ord(Ky)(valg,, ), and ord(Bg)(valp,) = ord(B)(valg,, ). Therefore
we see that

/ e~ ord(Kx+Br) dn, = Z[Ef} X A]/ e~ Zje](aj+kj+bj)mjdy
X(\)/al

J/K R
in MR(A).
Combining everything, we get the formula stated in the theorem. O
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