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Abstract. We prove an analog of the virtual localization theorem of Graber-

Pandharipande, in the setting of an action by the normalizer of the torus in
SL2, and with the Chow groups replaced by the cohomology of a suitably

twisted sheaf of Witt groups.
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Introduction

The Bott residue theorem for a torus action on a variety X over C, as formu-
lated by Edidin-Graham [8], gives an explicit formula for a class in the equivariant
Chow groups of X, in terms of the restriction of the class to the fixed point locus,
after inverting a suitable non-zero element in the equivariant Chow ring of a point.
Graber and Pandharipande [9] have extended this to the case of a similar expres-
sion for the equivariant virtual fundamental class of X associated to an equivariant
perfect obstruction theory on X, in terms of the virtual fundamental class of the
fixed point locus, with respect to a certain perfect obstruction theory induced by
the one on X.

We let G = SLn2 or the normalizer N of the diagonal torus T1 in SL2 and
consider a quasi-projective k-scheme Z with an action of G. We assume the action
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2 M. LEVINE

is linearized, in that Z admits a closed G-equivariant embedding in a smooth quasi-
projective k-scheme M . In [12] we consider the G-equivariant Witt-sheaf Borel-
Moore homology (with twists by a G-linearized invertible sheaf L) HB.M.

G∗ (Z,W(L)),
and proved an analog of the Atiyah-Bott localization theorem in this setting. Note
that the case of G a torus is uninteresting for Witt-sheaf cohomology, as the Euler
class one needs to invert to achieve the localization isomorphism is zero. We also
proved a corresponding Bott residue formula for computing equivariant classes from
their restriction to a suitable fixed point locus.

The main goal of this paper is to extend the virtual localization theorem of
Graber-Pandharipande to this setting. We consider a G-linearized perfect obstruc-
tion theory φ• : E• → LX/B on some B-scheme X with G-action (with some addi-
tional assumptions which are omitted here), and to this associate a virtual funda-
mental class [X,φ•]

vir
E,G in aG-equivariant Borel-Moore homology EB.M.

G (X/BG,E•).
The equivariant Borel-Moore homology is defined as a limit, using the algebraic
Borel construction of Totaro, Edidin-Graham and Morel-Voevodsky, and the virtual
fundamental class is defined at each finite stage of the limit by a modification, fol-
lowing Graber-Pandharipande, of the method we used in [13] in the non-equivariant
case.

For the virtual localization theorem, we restrict to the case of G = N acting
on a k-scheme X. To explain the main players in the statement below, SchN/k

is the category of quasi-projective k-schemes with an N -action, and SmN/k is the
full subcategory of smooth k-schemes. |X|N ⊂ XT1 is the union of the N -stable
irreducible components of XT1 , with ij : |X|Nj → X a certain union of connected

components of |X|N determined by an equivariant embedding of X in a smooth Y .
The given N -linearized perfect obstruction theory φ : E• → LX/k on X induces a

perfect obstruction theory φj : i∗jE
f
• → L|X|Nj /k on each |X|Nj , and we have the Euler

class of the virtual normal bundle, eN (Nvir
ij

) := eN (V(i∗jE
m
0 ))·eN (V(i∗jE

m
1 ))−1. Here

f and m refer to the “fixed” and “moving” parts of the corresponding sheaves with
respect to the T1-action. Also, the integer M0 > 0 below is chosen so that the
localization theorem [12, Introduction, Theorem 5] for the N -action on X holds
after inverting M0e ∈ H∗(BN,W); here e is the Euler class of the tautological rank
two bundle on BN . See Definition 6.3 for the definition of a strict N -action; for
the other notations used in the statement, please see §6.

Theorem 1 (Virtual localization, see Theorem 6.7). Let k be a field. Let i : X → Y

be a closed immersion in SchN/k, with Y ∈ SmN/k, and let φ : E• → LX/k be
an N -linearized perfect obstruction theory on X. Suppose the N -action on X is
strict. Let M = M0 ·

∏
i,jM

X
j ·MY

i , where the MX
j ,M

Y
i are as in Definition 6.6

and M0 > 0 is as above. Let [|X|Nj , φj ]virN ∈ EB.M.
N (|X|Nj , i∗jE

f
•) be the equivariant

virtual fundamental class for the N -linearized perfect obstruction theory φj : i∗jE
f
• →

L|X|Nj /k on |X|Nj . Then

[X,φ]virN =

s∑
j=1

ij∗([|X|Nj , φj ]virN ∩ eN (Nvir
ij )−1) ∈ EB.M.

N (X/BN,E•)[1/Me]

We recall the basic constructions and operations for cohomology and Borel-
Moore homology in the setting of the theories represented by a motivic ring spec-
trum E ∈ SH(k) in §1, following [5] and [12]. This background is used in the
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construction of the specialization map, fundamental classes, and the construction
of Gysin maps and refined Gysin maps; we also recall some facts about cup and
cap products. The main technical heart of this paper is §2, where we prove a ver-
sion, suitable for application to the general “motivic” theory, of a result of Vistoli
[17, Lemma 3.16], originally proven in the setting of the Chow groups of stacks.
We work in the setting of schemes with G-action, but probably, with the help of
the recent technology in the motivic stable homotopy theory of stacks provided by
Chowdhury [4] and Khan-Ravi [11], these arguments would go through for stacks.

In §3 we recall the construction of equivariant cohomology and Borel-Moore
homology in the style of Totaro [16], Edidin-Graham [7] and Morel-Voevodsky
[15], following the work of Di Lorenzo and Mantovani [6, §1.2]. In §4 we show
how the construction of these classes as presented by Graber-Pandharipande also
works in the motivic setting, and we apply this in §5 to the construction of virtual
fundamental classes in equivariant Borel-Moore homology. We assemble all the
ingredients in §6 with the statement and proof of our main result.

I wish to thank Fangzhou Jin for his very useful explanations of how to apply a
number of results from [5].

1. Preliminaries and background

1.1. Cohomology, Borel-Moore homology and the specialization map. Fix
a noetherian separated base-schemeB of finite Krull dimension, and an affine group-
scheme G over B. We let SchG/B denote the category of quasi-projective B-

schemes with a G-action and let SmG/B be the full subcategory of smooth B-
schemes. In this section, we assume that G is tame [10, Definition 2.26]; for our
ultimate purpose, the case of the trivial G will suffice, so this is not an essential
limitation.

Following Hoyois [10], we have the G-equivariant motivic stable homotopy cat-

egory X 7→ SHG(X), X ∈ SchG/B, together with its Grothendieck six-functor
formalism. We refer the reader to [13] for our notation and basic facts about

SHG(−), extracted from Hoyois. For example, we have the K-theory space of G-
linearized perfect complexes on X, KG(X), and for v ∈ KG(X), the associated

suspension functor Σv : SHG(X) → SHG(X). For E a locally free sheaf on X, we
have the vector bundle V(E) := SpecOX (Sym∗V) with projection p : V(E) → X

and zero-section s : X → V(E). The suspension functor ΣV is defined as p# ◦ s∗
and its quasi-inverse Σ−V is given by the adjoint s! ◦ p∗.

We also have the twisted Borel-Moore homology

HB.M.
a,b (X/B, v) := HomSHG(B)(Σ

a,bpX!Σ
v1X , 1B);

if we need to include mention of G, we will write this as HB.M.
a,b (X/B,G, v). Replac-

ing 1B with an arbitrary object E ∈ SHG(B) gives us EB.M.
a,b (X/B, v). We usually

let pX : X → B denote the structure morphism for X ∈ SchG/B. We will write
EB.M.(X/B, v) for EB.M.

0,0 (X/B, v). In what follows we will often write EB.M.
a,b (X, v)

for EB.M.
a,b (X/B, v) if the base-scheme B is clear from the context.

We recall the construction of the specialization map. Let ι : X ↪→ Y be a closed
immersion of B-schemes with associated ideal sheaf IX ⊂ OY . We have the blow-
up BlX×0Y × A1 → Y × A1 and the deformation space DefX/Y := BlX×0Y ×
A1 \ BlX×0Y × 0, with open immersion j : Y × A1 \ {0} → DefX/Y and closed
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complement i : CX/Y → DefX/Y ; here CX/Y is the normal cone of the immersion
ι,

CX/Y := SpecOX ⊕n≥0 InX/In+1
X .

Take v in KG(Y ). Let

spι/B,v : pCX/Y ! ◦ Σv ◦ p∗CX/Y → pY ! ◦ Σv ◦ p∗Y
be the natural transformation defined as follows. Start with the localization distin-
guished triangle

j!j
! → IdSHG(DefX/Y ) → i∗i

∗ ∂−→ j!j
![1].

Composing ∂ with pDefX/Y ! on the left and Σv ◦ p∗DefX/Y
on the right gives

pCX/Y ! ◦ Σv ◦ p∗CX/Y
∂−→ pY×Gm! ◦ ΣS1 ◦ Σv ◦ p∗Y×A1\{0}

We have pY×A1\{0}! = pY ! ◦ p1! = pY ! ◦ p1# ◦ Σ−1
P1 , since p1 is smooth with relative

tangent bundle OY×A1\{0}. This gives the identity

pY×A1\{0}! ◦ ΣS1 ◦ Σv ◦ p∗Y×A1\{0} = pY ! ◦ (Σ−1
P1 ◦ p1# ◦ p∗1) ◦ ΣS1 ◦ Σv ◦ p∗Y

The quotient map A1 \ {0} → Gm := (A1 \ {0})/{1} induces the map p1# ◦ p∗1 ∼=
ΣA1\{0} → ΣGm . Since

ΣP1 = ΣS1 ◦ ΣGm = ΣGm ◦ ΣS1 ,

this gives the map
(1.1)
ϑY,v : pY×A1\{0}! ◦ΣS1 ◦Σv ◦ p∗Y×A1\{0} → pY ! ◦Σ−1

S1 ◦ΣS1 ◦Σv ◦ p∗Y = pY ! ◦Σv ◦ p∗Y ,
and we set

spι/B,v := ϑY,v ◦ ∂ : pCX/Y ! ◦ Σv ◦ p∗CX/Y → pY ! ◦ Σv ◦ p∗Y .

Applying this to 1Y and taking HomSHG(B)(−, E) gives the map

sp∗CX/Y ,v : EB.M.
∗∗ (Y, v)→ EB.M.

∗∗ (CX/Y , v)

and the commutative diagram

EB.M.
a+1,b(Y × A1 \ {0}/B, v)

∂ // EB.M.
a,b (CX/Y /B, v)

EB.M.
a,b (Y/B, v)

ϑ∗Y,v

OO

sp∗CX/Y /B,v

44

The specialization map commutes with smooth pull-back in cartesian squares.
Let f : Y ′ → Y be a smooth morphism, let Ωf denote the sheaf of relative Kähler
differentials, and take v ∈ KG(Y ). We have the natural transformation

f! : pY ′! ◦ Σv+Ωf ◦ p∗Y ′ → pY ! ◦ Σv ◦ p∗Y
defined by the composition

pY ′! ◦ Σv+Ωf ◦ p∗Y ′ = pY ! ◦ f! ◦ ΣΩf ◦ f∗ ◦ Σv ◦ p∗Y

= pY ! ◦ f# ◦ f∗ ◦ Σv ◦ p∗Y
η∗#−−→ pY ! ◦ Σv ◦ p∗Y .

This gives the smooth pullback map

f ! : EB.M.
∗∗ (Y, v)→ EB.M.

∗∗ (Y ′, v + Ωf ).
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Proposition 1.1. Let ι : X → Y be a closed immersion and let f : Y ′ → Y be a
smooth morphism, both in SchG/B. Form the cartesian diagram

X ′
f ′
//

ι′

��

X

ι

��

Y ′
f
// Y

Then for v ∈ KG(Y ), the diagram

EB.M.
a,b (Y, v)

sp∗CX/Y ,v
//

f !

��

EB.M.
a,b (CX/Y , v)

f ′!

��

EB.M.
a,b (Y ′, v + Ωf )

sp∗C
X′/Y ′ ,v+Ωf

// EB.M.
a,b (CX′/Y ′ , v + Ωf )

commutes.

Proof. This follows from the fact that the localization sequence is compatible with
smooth pullback. �

Remark 1.2. For N a locally free sheaf on some Y with associated vector bundle
p : N → Y , N := V(N ), the smooth pullback

p! : HB.M.
a,b (Y, v)→ HB.M.

a,b (N, v +N )

is an isomorphism and one defines the pullback by the zero section

0!
N : HB.M.

a,b (N, v +N )→ HB.M.
a,b (Y, v)

to be the inverse of p!. Thus, specialization commutes with pullback by zero-sections
in cartesian squares.

1.2. Gysin morphisms. For a morphism f : X → Y in SchG/B, the cotangent
complex Lf is a perfect, G-linearized complex. Lf agrees with the class of the rela-
tive differential Ωf in case f is smooth, and with Nf [1] if f is a regular embedding
with conormal sheaf Nf := IX/I2

X . Note that the normal bundle Nf is V(Nf ).
In what follows, we limit our discussion to the case of “absolute” Borel-Moore ho-

mology HB.M.
∗∗ (X/B, v); everything extends to the general case EB.M.

∗∗ (X/B, v), nat-
urally in E . We simply the notation a bit by writing everything forHB.M.(X/B, v) :=
HB.M.

0,0 (X/B, v), the general case follows from this by changing v suitably.

Let ι : Y0 → Y be a regular embedding in SchG/B. Then the normal cone is
the normal bundle CY0/Y = Nι and one defines the Gysin map

ι! : HB.M.(Y, v)→ HB.M.(Y0, v + Lι)

as the composition

HB.M.(Y, v)
sp∗CY0/Y

/B,v

−−−−−−−−→ HB.M.(Nι, v)

0!

−→ HB.M.(Y0, v −Nι) = HB.M.(Y0, v + Lι).
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More generally, suppose we are given a cartesian square

X0
ι′ //

q

��

X

p

��

Y0
ι // Y

in SchG/B, with ι a regular immersion. Letting Nι → Y0 be the normal bundle,
this diagram defines a closed immersion α : CX0/X → q∗Nι. For V → X a vector
bundle, we thus have the proper push-forward map

α∗ : HB.M.(CX0/X , v)→ HB.M.(q∗Nι, v)

and the Gysin pullback by the zero-section

0!
q∗Nι : HB.M.(q∗Nι, v)→ HB.M.(X0, v −Nι) = HB.M.(X0, v + Lι).

Define

ι!p : HB.M.(X, v)→ HB.M.(X0, v + Lι)

to be the composition

HB.M.(X, v)
sp∗CX0/X

/B

−−−−−−−→ HB.M.(CX0/X , v)

α∗−−→ HB.M.(q∗Nι, v)
0!
q∗Nι−−−−→ HB.M.(X0, v + Lι).

Note that ι!IdY is the Gysin map ι!.

Proposition 1.3. Take Y ∈ SchG/B with v ∈ KG(Y ).

1 (compatibility with proper push-forward and smooth pullback). Let

W0
ι′′ //

q2

��
q

��

W

p2

��
p

��

X0
ι′ //

q1

��

X

p1

��

Y0
ι // Y

be a commutative diagram in SchG/B, with both squares cartesian, with ι a regular
immersion.

1a. Suppose p2 is proper. Then the diagram

HB.M.(W, v)
ι!p
//

p2∗

��

HB.M.(W0, v + Lι)

q2∗

��

HB.M.(X, v)
ι!p1 // HB.M.(X0, v + Lι)

commutes.
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1b. Suppose p2 is smooth. Then the diagram

HB.M.(W, v + Lp2
)

ι!p
// HB.M.(W0, v + Lι + Lq2)

HB.M.(X, v)

p!
2

OO

ι!p1 // HB.M.(X0, v + Lι)

q!
2

OO

commutes.

2 (functoriality). Let

X1

ι′1 //

p1

��

X0

ι′0 //

p0

��

X

p

��

Y1
ι1 // Y0

ι0 // Y

be a commutative diagram in SchG/B, with both squares cartesian, and with ι0 and
ι1 regular immersions. Then

ι!1 ◦ ι!0 = (ι0 ◦ ι1)! : HB.M.(X, v)→ HB.M.(X1, v + Lι0◦ι1).

Here we use the exact sequence

0→ ι∗1Nι0 → Nι0◦ι1 → Nι1 → 0

to identify HB.M.(X1, v + Lι1 + Lι0) with HB.M.(X1, v + Lι0◦ι1).

3 (excess intersection formula). Let

W0
ι′′ //

q2

��

W

p2

��

X0
ι′ //

q1

��

X

p1

��

Y0
ι // Y

be a commutative diagram in SchG/B, with both squares cartesian, and with ι and
ι′ both regular immersions. We have a natural surjection of locally free sheaves
q∗1Nι → Nι′ with kernel E. Letting E := V(E), this gives the Euler class e(q∗E) ∈
H(W0, q

∗E) ([12, §3.4]) and the cap product (see Remark 1.7 below)

HB.M.(W0, v + Lι′)×H(W0, q
∗E)→ HB.M.(W0, v + Lι′ − q∗E).

Then for α ∈ HB.M.(W, v), we have

ι!(α) = ι′!(α) ∩ e(q∗E) ∈ HB.M.(W0, v + Lι) = HB.M.(W0, v + Lι′ − q∗E),

where we use the exact sequence

0→ Nι′ → q∗1Nι → E → 0

to give the canonical isomorphism

HB.M.(W0, v + Lι) := HB.M.(W0, v −Nι)
∼= HB.M.(W0, v − (Nι′ + q∗E)) =: HB.M.(W0, v + Lι′ − q∗E).

Proof. See See [5, Proposition 2.4.2, Theorem 4.2.1, Proposition 4.2.2]. �
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Remark 1.4. The paper [5] is set in the framework of the motivic stable category
SH(−), not the G-equivariant version of Hoyois. However, all the constructions
and results of [5] carry over to the equivariant case (still for G tame), and we will
use this extension throughout this section. As we have mentioned already, for our
ultimate purpose, we only use the theory for G the trivial group, so the cautious
reader may safely restrict to that case.

Let f : X → Y be an lci morphism in SchG/B, that is, f admits a factorization
as p ◦ i, with i : X → P a regular closed immersion and p : P → Y a smooth
morphism (both in SchG/B). We have the composition

HB.M.(Y, v)
p!

−→ HB.M.(P, v − Ωp)
i!−→ HB.M.(X, v + Ωp −Nι) = HB.M.(X, v + Lf )

It is shown in [5, Theorem 3.3.2] that this composition is independent of the choice
of factorization of f , giving the map

f ! : HB.M.(Y, v)→ HB.M.(X, v + Lf ).

In addition, for composable lci morphisms f : X → Y , g : Y → Z, one has

(gf)! = f !g!

after the identification HB.M.(X, v + Lgf ) ∼= HB.M.(X, v + Lf + Lg) given by the
distinguished triangle

f∗Lg → Lgf → Lf → f∗Lg[1].

As proper push-forward is compatible with smooth pullback in cartesian squares,
proper push-forward is also compatible with lci pullback in cartesian squares.

Remark 1.5 (Relative pull-back). 1. Let

X0
q
//

f0

��

X1

f1

��

B0
p
// B1

be a Tor-independent cartesian square in Sch/B, with B0 and B1 smooth over B.
Take v ∈ K(X). We define the relative pull-back

p! : EB.M.(X1/B1, v)→ EB.M.(X0/B0, v)

as follows. Since B0 and B1 are smooth over B, the map p is lci. Since the square
is Tor-independent and cartesian, q is an lci morphism and Lq = f∗Lp, giving the
lci pull-back q! : EB.M.(X1/B1, v)→ EB.M.(X0/B1, v + Lp).

The purity isomorphisms

pX0! = pB1! ◦ (pf0)!
∼= pB1# ◦ Σ−LB1/B ◦ (pf0)!

and

pX0! = pB0! ◦ f0!
∼= pB0# ◦ Σ−LB0/B ◦ f0!

gives us the isomorphisms

EB.M.(X0/B1, v + Lp) ∼= EB.M.(X0/B, v + Lp + LB1/B)

and

EB.M.(X0/B0, v) ∼= EB.M.(X0/B, v + LB0/B)
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The distinguished triangle

p∗LB1/B → LB0/B → Lp → p∗LB1/B

gives the isomorphism

EB.M.(X0/B, v + Lp + LB1/B) ∼= EB.M.(X0/B, v + LB0/B).

Putting these together gives the isomorphism

ϑp : EB.M.(X0/B1, v + Lp)
∼−→ EB.M.(X0/B0, v)

and we define p! := ϑp ◦ q!.

2. The relative pull-back maps are functorial with respect to adjacent cartesian
squares

•
q2 //

��

•
q1 //

��

•

��
•

p2 // •
p1 // •

when defined. This follows from the functoriality of pull-back for lci morphisms
and the identities

q!
2 ◦ ϑp1 = ϑp1q

!
2

and

ϑp1p2 = ϑp2 ◦ ϑp1 ,

this latter after using the canonical isomorphism EB.M.(−/B, v + Lp1
+ Lp2

) ∼=
EB.M.(−/B, v + Lp1p2). The easy proofs of these identities are left to the reader.

1.3. External products and refined intersection product. Take Z,X ∈ SchG/B

and let E be a commutative ring spectrum in SHG(B). We have the external prod-
uct

�Z,X : EB.M.
a,b (Z/B, v)× EB.M.

c,d (X/B,w)→ EB.M.
a+c,b+d(Z ×B X/B, v + w)

defined as follows. We have the cartesian diagram

Z ×B X //

∆

��

Z

��

X
f

// B

The base-change construction of [5, 2.2.7(1)] gives us the map

∆∗ : EB.M.
a,b (Z/B, v)→ (f∗E)B.M.

a,b (Z ×B X/X, v)

We also have the composition product [5, 2.2.7(4)]

(f∗E)B.M.
a,b (Z ×B X/X, v)× EB.M.

c,d (X/B,w)
−•−−−−→ EB.M.

a+c,b+d(Z ×B X/B, v + w)

and we define �Z,X := (− • −) ◦ (∆∗ × Id).

Now suppose we have a Y ∈ SmG/B and morphisms f : Z → Y , g : X → Y .
Let δY : Y → Y ×B Y be the diagonal. This gives us the cartesian diagram

Z ×Y X //

��

Z ×B X

f×g
��

Y
δY // Y ×B Y
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The refined intersection product

− ·f,g − : EB.M.
a,b (Z/B, v)× EB.M.

c,d (X/B,w)→ EB.M.
a+c,b+d(Z ×Y X/B, v + w − ΩY/B)

is defined as the composition

EB.M.
a,b (Z/B, v)× EB.M.

c,d (X/B,w)
�Z,X−−−→ EB.M.

a+c,b+d(Z ×B X/B, v + w)

δ!
Y−−→ EB.M.

a+c,b+d(Z ×Y X/B, v + w − ΩY/B)

Lemma 1.6. Let i : Z ′ → Z, j : X ′ → X be a closed immersions in SchG/B.

1. For α ∈ EB.M.
a,b (Z ′, v), β ∈ EB.M.

c,d (X ′, w), we have

i∗(α) �Z,W j∗(β) = (i× j)∗(α�Z′,W ′ β).

and

i∗(α) ·f,g j∗(β) = (i×Y j)∗(α ·fi,gj β).

2. Suppose that the cartesian squares

Z ×B W ′ //

∆1

��

W ′

��

Z ×B W // W

and

Z ′ ×B W ′ //

∆2

��

Z ′

��

Z ×B W ′ // Z

are both Tor-independent (for example if Z → B and W ′ → B are both flat). Then
for α ∈ EB.M.

a,b (Z, v), β ∈ EB.M.
c,d (X,w), we have

i!(α) �Z′,W ′ j
!(β) = (i× j)!(α�Z,W β).

Proof. (1) By [5, Proposition 2.2.12], we have

i∗(α) �Z,X j∗(β) = (i× j)∗(α�Z′,X′ β).

We then apply Proposition 1.3(1a) to the diagram

Z ′ ×Y X ′ //

i×Y j
��

Z ′ ×B X ′

i×j
��

Z ×Y X //

��

Z ×B X

f×g
��

Y
δY // Y ×B Y

(2) We have the cartesian diagrams

Z ×B W //

��

∆

W

��

Z // B
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and

Z ×B W ′ //

��

∆′

W ′

��

Z // B

The Tor-independence condition implies that i× IdW ′ and IdZ × j are both lci
morphisms, and that ∆∗1(ηj) = ηIdZ×j . Thus

(IdZ × j)!(α�Z,W β) = ∆∗1(ηj) •∆∗(α) • β
∆∗1(∆∗(α)) • ηj • β
∆′∗(α) • ηj • β

α�Z,W ′ j
!β

Similarly, we have

(i× IdW ′)
!(α�Z,W ′ j

!(β)) = i!(α) �Z′,W ′ j
!(β),

so

(i× j)!(α�Z,W β) = (i× IdW ′)
! ◦ (IdZ × j)!(α�Z,W β)

= (i× IdW ′)
!(α�Z,W ′ j

!(β)) = i!(α) �Z′,W ′ j
!(β).

�

Remark 1.7. For f : Z → B in SchG/B and E ∈ SHG(B) a commutative ring
spectrum, the cap product action of E∗,∗(Z, v) on EB.M.

∗,∗ (Z/B,w) is given by the

identity E∗,∗(Z, v) = (f∗E)B.M.
−∗,−∗(Z/Z,−v) and the composition map

(f∗E)B.M.
−a,−b(Z/Z,−v)× EB.M.

c,d (Z/B,w)→ EB.M.
c−a,b−d(Z/B,w − v).

1.4. Fundamental classes of lci schemes and of cones. The construction of
fundamental classes plays a central role in [5]. We have the identity HB.M.(B) =
H0,0(B) = EndSHG(B)(1B); set set [B] = Id1B ∈ HB.M.(B).

Let pX : X → B be in SchG/B and suppose that pX is an lci morphism (since we
are considering only quasi-projective B-schemes, pX is a smoothable lci morphism
in the sense of [5]). The fundamental class [X] is defined as

[X] := p!
X([B]) ∈ HB.M.(X,LX/B).

Let f : Y → X be an lci morphism in SchG/B. By the functoriality of (−)!, we
have

f !([X]) = f !p!
X([B]) = p!

Y ([B]) = [Y ]

in HB.M.(X,LY/B).

For pX : X → B lci, and v ∈ KG(X), cap product with [X] gives the map

[X] ∩ − : Ea,b(X, v)→ EB.M.
−a,−b(X/B,LX/B − v);

in case X is smooth over B, this is the Poincaré duality isomorphism.
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Lemma 1.8. Let f : Y → X be a morphism in Sm/B (f is automatically an lci
morphism). Then the diagram

Ea,b(X, v) ∼
[X]∩−

//

f∗

��

EB.M.
−a,−b(X/B,LX/B − v)

f !

��

Ea,b(Y, f∗v) ∼
[Y ]∩−

// EB.M.
−a,−b(Y/B,LY/B − v)

commutes.

Let ι : X → Y be a closed immersion in SchG/B, with Y smooth over B. We
have the cone CX/Y := Spec ⊕n≥0 InX/I

n+1
X . Define the fundamental class [CX/Y ]

by

[CX/Y ] = sp∗CX/Y /B,ΩY/B ([Y ]) ∈ HB.M.(CX/Y /B,ΩY/B).

One can also define [CX/Y ] as sp∗CX/Y /B([B]).

Remark 1.9. Let ι : X → Y be a regular closed immersion in Sch/B with Y
smooth over B. We have the conormal sheaf Nι := IX/I2

X and corresponding
normal bundle Nι := V(Nι). Then CX/Y = Nι. Since X is lci over B, so is Nι and
[CX/Y ] = [Nι]. Indeed,

[X] = ι!([Y ]) = 0!(sp∗CX/Y /B([Y ])) = 0!([CX/Y ]),

0!([Nι]) = 0!(p!
Nι([B])) = p!

X([B]) = [X] = 0!([CX/Y ])

and 0! : HB.M.(Nι,ΩNι/B)→ HB.M.(X,ΩX/B) is an isomorphism.

Remark 1.10. It was shown in [13, Theorem 3.2] that, given two G-equivariant

closed immersions ιj : X → Yj , j = 1, 2, Yj ∈ SmG/B, there is a canonical
isomorphism

ψi2,i1 : EB.M.
∗∗ (CX/Y1

,ΩY1/B)
∼−→ EB.M.

∗∗ (CX/Y2
,ΩY2/B)

satisfying ψi2,i1 [CX/Y1
] = [CX/Y2

] and ψi3,i1 ◦ ψi2,i1 = ψi3,i1 . This says that

[CX/Y ] ∈ EB.M.(CX/Y ,ΩY/B) is canonically defined, independent of the choice of
immersion ι.

2. Vistoli’s lemma

We continue to assume that G is tame. Consider a cartesian square in SchG/B

Z //

��

X1

i1

��

X2
i2 // Y
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with i1, i2 closed immersions. This gives rise to the commutative diagram with all
squares cartesian

(2.1) Cα1

β1

�� &&

Cα2

&&

β2 // i∗2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2 //

��

i′∗2 Ci1
α1 //

��

Ci1

��

i′∗1 Ci2 //

α2

��

Z
i′2 //

i′1
��

X1

i1

��

Ci2 // X2
i2 // Y

To explain the notation: we write Cf → X for the cone of a closed immer-
sion f : X → X ′. The maps β1, β2 are closed immersions defined in the case
of affine Y = SpecA as follows. If Xj ⊂ Y is defined by an ideal Ij , then

Cj = Spec ⊕n Inj /I
n+1
j , and for j 6= j′, i∗j′Cj is Spec ⊕n (Inj /I

n+1
j ) ⊗ A/Ij′

and Cαj is Spec ⊕m Imj′ · (⊕nInj /I
n+1
j )/Im+1

j′ · (⊕nInj /I
n+1
j ). The algebra ⊕mImj′ ·

(⊕nInj /I
n+1
j )/Im+1

j′ · (⊕n(Inj /I
n+1
j ) is a quotient of ⊕n,mImj′ /I

m+1
j′ ⊗A Inj /I

n+1
j ,

defining the closed immersion βj .

Proposition 2.1. Write sp∗i1,v for spCX1/Y
,v, etc. For v ∈ KG(Y ), we have

β1∗ ◦ sp∗α1/B,v
◦ sp∗i1/B,v = β2∗ ◦ sp∗α2/B,V

◦ sp∗i2/B,v

as maps HB.M.(Y, v)→ HB.M.(i∗2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2 , v).

Remark 2.2. Vistoli [17, Lemma 3.16] has considered this in the case of the Chow
groups and constructs for xi ∈ CH∗(Xi) = HZB.M.

2∗,∗ (Xi) an explicit rational equiv-
alence

β1∗ ◦ sp∗α1/B
◦ sp∗i1/B(x1) ∼ β2∗ ◦ sp∗α2/B

◦ sp∗i2/B(x2).

on i∗2Ci1×Y i∗1Ci2 . He uses this to extend his result to the case of Deligne-Mumford
stacks. Our proof is different from Vistoli’s and relies on a single geometric construc-
tion, combined with the formal properties of localization sequences for Borel-Moore
homology; we do not consider the extension to stacks here, but we believe that our
essentially formal approach should make this extension feasible.

Before we give the proof, we derive as corollary of Proposition 2.1 the commu-
tativity of refined Gysin pullback.

Corollary 2.3 (Commutativity). Let

Z //

��

X1
q1 //

i1

��

S

i

��

X2
i2 //

p1

��

Y

p

��

q
// T

S′
j
// T ′
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be a commutative diagram in SchB with all squares cartesian. Suppose that i and
j are regular immersions. Then the diagram

HB.M.(Y, v)
i! //

j!

��

HB.M.(X1, v + Li)

j!

��

HB.M.(X2, v + Lj)
i! // HB.M.(Z, v + Li + Lj)

commutes.

Proof. We refer to the diagram (2.1). Let Ni → S be the normal bundle. Let
α̃1 : i∗2q

∗
1Ni → q∗1Ni be the closed immersion induced by r1 : Z → X1 and let

Cα̃1 → i∗2q
∗
1Ni be the corresponding cone. We have the commutative diagram

Cα1_�

γα1

��

// i′∗2 Ci1

h1

��

α1 //

g1

��

� q

γ′i1

##

Ci1

��

� q

γi1

""

h∗1Nj

;;

t∗2Ni

��

i′′2

// q′∗Ni

��

Z

t1

��

t2

77
i′2 //

i′1
��

X1
q′
//

i1

��

S

i

��

X2
i2 //

p′

��

Y

p

��

q
// T

S′
j
// T ′

with all squares cartesian and with γi1 and γα1
the canonical closed immersions.

Let 0q′,i : X1 → q′∗Ni, 0t2,i : Z → t∗2Ni, and 0h1,j : i′∗2 Ci1 → h∗1Nj be the
0-sections. For y ∈ HB.M.

a,b (Y, v) we have

j!i!(y) = j![0!
q′,i(γi1∗sp

∗
i1(y))]

Since the refined Gysin map commutes with proper push-forward, smooth pullback,
and pullback with respect to 0-sections (Proposition 1.3) we have

j!i!(y) = j![0!
q′,i(γi1∗sp

∗
i1(y))]

= 0!
t2,ij

!(γi1∗sp
∗
i1(y))

= 0!
t2,iγ

′
i1∗j

!sp∗i1(y))

= 0!
t2,iγ

′
i1∗0

!
h1,jγα1∗sp

∗
α1

sp∗i1(y)

We have the cartesian diagram

h∗1Nj //
� _

γ′′1
��

i′∗2 Ci1� _

γ′i1
��

t∗2Nj ×Z t∗1Ni
p1 // t∗2Ni

with γ′′1 the pullback of the closed immersion γ′i1 . Let 01 : t∗2Ni → t∗2Ni×Z t∗1Nj be
the 0-section to p1 and let γ1 : Cα1

→ t∗2Nj ×Z t∗1Ni be the composition γ′′1 ◦ γα1
.
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Since the pullback by a 0-section commutes with proper push-forward in a cartesian
square, we have

j!i!(y) = 0!
t2,iγ

′
i1∗0

!
h,jγα1∗sp

∗
α1

sp∗i1(y)

= 0!
t2,i0

!
2γ1∗sp

∗
α1

sp∗i1(y)

= 0!
1,2γ1∗sp

∗
α1

sp∗i1(y)

where 01,2 = 01 ◦ 0t2,i : Z → t∗1Nj ×Z t∗2Ni is the zero-section.
By symmetry, we have the projection h2 : Cα2

→ S, the canonical closed im-
mersion γα2

: Cα2
→ h∗2Ni, the closed immersion γ′′2 : h∗2Ni → t∗2Nj ×Z t∗1Ni, the

composition

γ2∗ := γ′′2 ◦ γα2
: Cα2

→ t∗2Ni ×Z t∗1Nj ,
and the identity

i!j!(y) = 0!
1,2γ2∗sp

∗
α2

sp∗i2(y).

We have the closed immersion γ′i2 : i′∗1 Ci2 → t∗1Nj , giving us the closed immersion

γ1,2 := γ′i1 × γ
′
i2 : i′∗2 Ci1 ×Z i′∗1 Ci2 → t∗2Ni ×Z t∗1Nj .

Recalling the closed immersions

β1 : Cα1 → i′∗2 Ci1 ×Z i′∗1 Ci2 , β2 : Cα2 → i∗2Ci1 ×Z i∗1Ci2
one checks that

γi = γ12 ◦ βi, i = 1, 2,

so we have

j!i!(y) = 0!
1,2γ12∗β1∗sp

∗
α1

sp∗i1(y)

and

i!j!(y) = 0!
1,2γ12∗β2∗sp

∗
α2

sp∗i2(y),

so the identity i!j!(y) = j!i!(y) follows from Proposition 2.1. �

For the proof of Proposition 2.1, we use a “double deformation diagram”,

π12 : Def12 → Y × A1 × A1,

which we now proceed to construct.
Let Def1 = (DefX1Y ) × A1 and let Def2 = DefX2×A1(Y × A1). These both

have structure maps πi : Defi → Y × A1 × A1; Def1 is an open subscheme of
BlX1×0×A1Y ×A1 ×A1 and Def2 is an open subscheme of BlX2×A1×0Y ×A1 ×A1.
Let Def12 → Y × A1 × A1 be the fiber product

Def12 := Def1 ×Y×A1×A1 Def2

with structure morphism

π12 : Def12 → Y × A1 × A1.

and projections

pj : Def12 → Defj .

We have π−1
1 (Y × 0× A1) = Ci1 × A1 and π−1

2 (Y × A1 × 0) = Ci2 × A1, giving
closed immersions

σj : Cij × A1 → Defj

with respective open complements

η1 : Y × (A1 \ {0})× A1 → Def1, η2 : Y × A1 × (A1 \ {0})→ Def2.
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The proper transform of σ1(Ci1×A1) to Def12 is an open subscheme of Bli∗2Ci1×0Ci1×
A1, namely Defi∗2Ci1Ci1 , giving the closed immersion

σ̂1 : Defi∗2Ci1Ci1 → Def12

over the closed immersion Y ×0×A1 → Y ×A1×A1. This gives us the commutative
diagram

Defi∗2Ci1Ci1 \ Cα1

� � //

p̄◦1o
��

Defi∗2Ci1Ci1
σ̂1 //

p̄1

��

Def12

p1

��
π12

}}

Ci1 × (A1 \ {0})

π̄◦1
��

� � // Ci1 × A1 σ1 //

π̄1

��

Def1

π1

��

Y × (A1 \ {0})× 0 �
�

// Y × 0× A1 // Y × A1 × A1

with σ̂1 the canonical morphism.
Similarly, we have the closed immersion

σ̂2 : Defi∗1Ci2Ci2 → Def12

over the closed immersion Y ×A1×0→ Y ×A1×A1, which gives us the commutative
diagram

Defi∗1Ci2Ci2 \ Cα2

� � //

p̄◦2o
��

Defi∗1Ci2Ci2
σ̂2 //

p̄2

��

Def12

p2

��
π12

}}

Ci2 × (A1 \ {0})

π̄◦2
��

� � // Ci2 × A1 σ2 //

π̄2

��

Def2

π2

��

Y × (A1 \ {0})× 0
� � // Y × A1 × 0 // Y × A1 × A1

with σ̂2 the canonical morphism.
Thus, the closed immersions

Defi∗2Ci1Ci1 ↪→ π−1
12 (Y × 0× A1), Defi∗1Ci2Ci2 ↪→ π−1

12 (Y × A1 × 0)

are isomorphisms over Y × A1 × A1 \ Y × 0× 0.
We have

π−1
12 (Y × 0× 0) = π−1

1 (Y × 0× 0)×Y π−1
2 (Y × 0× 0) = i∗2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2

so

π−1
12 (Y × 0× A1) = Defi∗2Ci1Ci1 ∪ i

∗
2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2

and

π−1
12 (Y × A1 × 0) = Defi∗1Ci2Ci2 ∪ i

∗
2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2

The fiber of Defi∗2Ci1Ci1 → Y ×A1×A1 over Y ×0×0 is Cα1 ⊂ Defi∗2Ci1Ci1 and

the inclusion of this fiber in π−1
12 (Y × 0× 0) is the closed immersion β1. Similarly,

the inclusion of Cα2
⊂ Defi∗1Ci2Ci2 in π−1

12 (Y × 0× 0) is the closed immersion β2.
We fit this all together in the following commutative diagram
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Defi∗2Ci1Ci1
σ̂1 // Def12

π12

��

Cα1

11

� � β1 //
. �

σα1

==

i∗2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2

44

Cα2

00

+ �

β2

88

� � σα2 //

��

��

Defi∗1Ci2Ci2

σ̂2

BB

��

Y × 0× A1 // Y × A1 × A1

Y × 0× 0

44ff

&&

Y × A1 × 0

BB

Moreover, π12 restricts to an isomorphism

Def12 \π−1
12 (Y ×0×A1∪Y ×A1×0)

π12

∼
// Y ×A1×A1 \ (Y ×0×A1∪Y ×A1×0),

we have

π−1
12 (Y ×0×A1∪Y ×A1×0) = σ̂1(Defi∗2Ci1Ci1)∪ i∗2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2 ∪ σ̂2(Defi∗1Ci2Ci2),

and

i∗2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2 ∩ σ̂1(Defi∗2Ci1Ci1) = β1(Cα1
),

i∗2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2 ∩ σ̂2(Defi∗1Ci2Ci2) = β2(Cα2
).

We now proceed to the proof of Proposition 2.1.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. As in the construction of the map (1.1), we have the
identity

(2.2) pY×(A1\{0})2! ◦ Σ2
S1 ◦ Σv ◦ p∗Y×(A1\{0})2

= pY ! ◦ ([Σp
∗
12(ΩA1\{0}) ◦Σp

∗
13(ΩA1\{0})]−1 ◦ (p12# ◦ p∗12) ◦ (p13# ◦ p∗13) ◦Σ2

S1 ◦Σv ◦ p∗Y
= pY !◦[Σp

∗
13(ΩA1\{0})]−1◦[Σp

∗
12(ΩA1\{0})]−1◦(p12#◦p∗12)◦(p13#◦p∗13)◦Σ2

S1 ◦Σv ◦p∗Y
Applying the isomorphism

(p12# ◦ p∗12) = ΣA1\{0},

the isomorphism Σp
∗
12(ΩA1\{0}) ∼= Σ−1

P1 , and the projection ΣA1\{0} → ΣGm , this gives
the map

θ1 : [Σp
∗
12(ΩA1\{0})]−1 ◦ (p12# ◦ p∗12)→ Σ−1

P1 ◦ ΣGm = Σ−1
S1 .

Similarly, we have the map

θ2 : [Σp
∗
13(ΩA1\{0})]−1 ◦ (p13# ◦ p∗13)→ Σ−1

S1 .
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We note that ΣS1 and ΣGm commute and the translation functor ΣS1 commutes
with the exact functors pij#, p∗ij . Applying θ1, (2.2) thus gives the map

ϑY,v,2 : pY×(A1\{0})2! ◦ Σ2
S1 ◦ Σv ◦ p∗Y×(A1\{0})2

→ pY ! ◦ [Σp
∗
13(ΩA1\{0})]−1 ◦ (p13# ◦ p∗13) ◦ Σ−1

S1 Σ2
S1 ◦ ΣV ◦ p∗Y

→ pY ! ◦ Σ−1
P1 ◦ ΣGm ◦ ΣS1 ◦ Σv ◦ p∗Y = pY ! ◦ Σv ◦ p∗Y

the second map coming from the projection (p13# ◦ p∗13) → ΣGm and the isomor-

phism Σp
∗
13(ΩA1\{0}) ∼= ΣP1 .

To define a corresponding map

ϑY,v,1 : pY×(A1\{0})2! ◦ Σ2
S1 ◦ Σv ◦ p∗Y×(A1\{0})2

→ pY ! ◦ [Σp
∗
12(ΩA1\{0})]−1 ◦ (p12# ◦ p∗12) ◦ Σ−1

S1 Σ2
S1 ◦ Σv ◦ p∗Y

→ pY ! ◦ Σv ◦ p∗Y ,

we need to commute [Σp
∗
13(ΩA1\{0})]−1 with [Σp

∗
12(ΩA1\{0})]−1 and (p13#◦p∗13)→ ΣGm

with (p12# ◦p∗12)→ ΣGm . This introduces the automorphism τP1,P1 ◦τGm,Gm , which
by Lemma 2.4 below is the element −Id1B ∈ EndSH(B)(1B). Thus

(2.3) ϑY,v,1 = −ϑY,v,2

Let Def◦12 = Def12 \ π−1
12 (Y × 0× 0), let Def◦i∗2Ci1Ci1 = Defi∗2Ci1Ci1 \Cα1

and let

Def◦i∗1Ci2Ci2 = Defi∗1Ci2Ci2 \ Cα2 . This gives us the closed immersion

i◦ : Def◦i∗2Ci1Ci1 qDef◦i∗1Ci2Ci2 → Def◦12

with open complement

η◦ : Y × (A1 \ {0})2 → Def◦12.

Via the maps ϑY,v,2, ϑY,v,1 and the relation (2.3), the localization sequence for

Defi∗2Ci1C
◦
i1 qDefi∗1Ci2C

◦
i2

i◦−→ Def◦12
η◦←− Y × (A1 \ {0})2

yields the commutative diagram
(2.4)

HB.M.
a,b (Y, v)

ϑ∗Y,v,2

��

(sp∗Ci1 ,v
,sp∗Ci2 ,v

)

++

HB.M.
a,b (Ci1 , v)⊕HB.M.

a,b (Ci2 , v)

(−π̄◦∗1 ◦ϑ
∗
Ci1

,v,π̄
◦∗
2 ◦ϑ

∗
Ci2

,v)

��

HB.M.
a+2,b(Y × (A1 \ {0})2, v)

(∂1,∂2)
++

HB.M.
a+1,b(Def◦i∗2Ci1Ci1 , v)⊕HB.M.

a+1,b(Def◦i∗1Ci2Ci2 , v)

Indeed, we have

Def◦12 \Defi∗1Ci2C
◦
i2 = Def1 \ π−1

1 (Y × A1 × 0) ∼= (DefCi1Y )× (A1 \ {0}),
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so the localization sequence for

Ci1 × (A1 \ {0}) ↪→ Def1 \ π−1
1 (Y × A1 × 0)←↩ Y × (A1 \ {0})× (A1 \ {0})

gives the specialization map sp∗Ci1 ,V
after applying the maps π̄◦∗1 ◦ϑ∗Ci1 ,v and ϑ∗Y,v,1.

The argument for the specialization for Ci2 is similar.

Now let Def◦
′

12 = Def12 \ (β1(Cα1) ∪ β2(Cα2) and let i∗2Ci1 ×Y i∗1C◦
′

i2
= i∗2Ci1 ×Y

i∗1Ci2 \ (β1(Cα1
)∪β2(Cα2

). The closed immersion i◦ extends to a closed immersion

i◦
′

: Def◦i∗2Ci1Ci1 qDef◦i∗1Ci2Ci2 q i
∗
2Ci1 ×Y i∗1C◦

′

i2 → Def◦
′

12

with open complement

η◦
′

: Y × (A1 \ {0})2 → Def◦
′

12.

The corresponding localization sequence gives us the boundary map

HB.M.
a+2,b(Y × (A1 \ {0})2, v)

(∂1,∂2,∂
′
3)−−−−−−→

HB.M.
a+1,b(Def◦i∗2Ci1Ci1 , v)⊕HB.M.

a+1,b(Def◦i∗1Ci2Ci2 , v)

⊕

HB.M.
a+1,b(i

∗
2Ci1 ×Y i∗1C◦

′

i2
, v).

We have the closed immersion

i : Defi∗2Ci1Ci1 ∪Defi∗1Ci2Ci2 ∪ i
∗
2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2 → Def12

with open complement

η : Y × (A1 \ {0})2 → Def12

and the closed immersion

ī : β1(Cα1
) ∪ β2(Cα2

)→ Defi∗2Ci1Ci1 ∪Defi∗1Ci2Ci2 ∪ i
∗
2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2

with open complement

Def◦i∗2Ci1Ci1 qDef◦i∗1Ci2Ci2 q i
∗
2Ci1 ×Y i∗1C◦

′

i2

η̄−→ Defi∗2Ci1Ci1 ∪Defi∗1Ci2Ci2 ∪ i
∗
2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2 .

This gives us the boundary maps

HB.M.
a+2,b(Y × (A1 \ {0})2, v)

∂−→ HB.M.
a+1,b(Defi∗2Ci1Ci1 ∪Defi∗1Ci2Ci2 ∪ i

∗
2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2 , v)

and

HB.M.
a+1,b(Def◦i∗2Ci1Ci1 , v)⊕HB.M.

a+1,b(Def◦i∗1Ci2Ci2 , v)

⊕
HB.M.
a+1,b(i

∗
2Ci1 ×Y i∗1C◦

′

i2
, v)

∂̄−→ HB.M.
a,b (β1(Cα1

) ∪ β2(Cα2
), v),

fitting into their respective long exact localization sequences.
Now take x ∈ HB.M.

a+2,b(Y × (A1 \ {0})2, v). We claim that

(2.5) ∂̄((∂1, ∂2, ∂
′
3)(x)) = 0 ∈ HB.M.

a,b (β1(Cα1) ∪ β2(Cα2), v).
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Indeed, we have the commutative diagram

HB.M.
a+2,b(Y × (A1 \ {0})2, v)

∂

++

(∂1,∂2,∂
′
3)

))

HB.M.
a+1,b(Defi∗2Ci1Ci1 ∪Defi∗1Ci2Ci2 ∪ i

∗
2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2 , v)

η̄∗

��

HB.M.
a+1,b(Def◦i∗2Ci1Ci1 , v)⊕HB.M.

a+1,b(Def◦i∗1Ci2Ci2 , v)

⊕
HB.M.
a+1,b(i

∗
2Ci1 ×Y i∗1C◦

′

i2
, v)

∂̄

��

HB.M.
a,b (β1(Cα1) ∪ β2(Cα2), v)

with the right-hand column a part of the long exact localization sequence for ī, η̄.
Let

∂̄1 : HB.M.
a+1,b(Def◦i∗1Ci2Ci2 , v)→ HB.M.

a,b (Cα1
, v)

be the boundary map in the localization sequence for

Cα1
↪→ Defi∗1Ci2Ci2 ←↩ Def◦i∗1Ci2Ci2

and define

∂̄2 : HB.M.
a+1,b(Def◦i∗2Ci1Ci1 , v)→ HB.M.

a,b (Cα2
, v)

similarly. Let

∂̄3 : HB.M.
a+1,b(i

∗
2Ci1 ×Y i∗1C◦

′

i2 , v)→ HB.M.
a,b (β1(Cα1

) ∪ β2(Cα2
), v)

be the boundary map for the localization sequence for

β1(Cα1
) ∪ β2(Cα2

) ↪→ i∗2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2 ←↩ i∗2Ci1 ×Y i∗1C◦
′

i2

Let β̄j : Cαj → β1(Cα1
)∪β2(Cα2

) be the closed immersion induced by βj . Then

β̄1∗(∂̄1(x1)) = ∂̄(x1, 0, 0), β̄2∗(∂̄2(x2)) = ∂̄(0, x2, 0), ∂̄3(x3) = ∂̄(0, 0, x3)

for

x1 ∈ HB.M.
a+1,b(Def◦i∗1Ci2Ci2 , v), x2 ∈ HB.M.

a+1,b(Def◦i∗2Ci1Ci1 , v),

x3 ∈ HB.M.
a+1,b((i

∗
2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2)◦

′
, v).

Take x ∈ HB.M.
a+2,b(Y, v). Putting this all together with (2.5) and the commuta-

tivity of (2.4), and inserting the definition of the various specialization maps, we
arrive at the identity

β̄1∗(sp
∗
α1

(sp∗i1(x)))− β̄2∗(sp
∗
α2

(sp∗i2(x))) = ∂̄3(∂′3(x))

in HB.M.
a,b (β1(Cα1)∪ β2(Cα2), v). Pushing forward to HB.M.

a,b (i∗2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2 , v), and

applying the localization sequence for β1(Cα1
) ∪ β2(Cα2

) ↪→ i∗2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2 yields
the identity

β1∗(sp
∗
α1

(sp∗i1(x))) = β2∗(sp
∗
α2

(sp∗i2(x)))

in HB.M.
a,b (i∗2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2 , v), which completes the proof. �
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Lemma 2.4. Let τP1,P1 , τGm,Gm : 1B → 1B be the automorphisms of 1B induced by
the symmetry automorphisms P1 ∧ P1 → P1 ∧ P1, Gm ∧Gm → Gm ∧Gm. Then

τP1,P1 ◦ τGm,Gm = τGm,Gm ◦ τP1,P1 = −Id1B .

Proof. We have

P1 ∧ P1 ∼= S1 ∧Gm ∧ S1 ∧Gm
and ΣS1

commutes with ΣGm . Thus

τP1,P1 ◦ τGm,Gm = τS1,S1 ◦ τ2
Gm,Gm = τS1,S1

and it follows from the identity τS1,S1 = −Id in the classical stable homotopy
category that τP1,P1 ◦τGm,Gm = −Id1B . The proof for τGm,Gm ◦τP1,P1 is the same. �

Now consider a cartesian square

(2.6) X0
ῑ //

i0

��

X

i

��

Y0
ι //

π0

��

Y

π

��

B0
ι0 // B

as above, with i a closed immersion and with Y → B in Sm/B. We assume that
the bottom square is Tor-independent.

This gives the diagram with all squares cartesian

ι∗CX/Y
ῑ //

q̄

��
q

��

CX/Y

p̄

��
p

��

X0
ῑ //

i0

��

X

i

��

Y0
ι //

π0

��

Y

π

��

B0
ι0 // B

We also have the closed immersion β : CX0/Y0
→ ι∗CX/Y ; using the outer rectangle

and the distinguished triangle

Nι → ι∗ΩY/B → LY0/B → Nι[1]

gives the refined Gysin pullback

ι! : HB.M.(CX/Y /B,ΩY/B)→ HB.M.(ι∗CX/Y /B,ΩY/B−Nι) ∼= HB.M.(ι∗CX/Y /B,LY0/B)

Similarly, the distinguished triangle

Nι → ΩY0/B0
→ LY0/B → Nι[1]

and isomorphism Nι ∼= π∗0Nῑ gives the isomorphism

HB.M.(ι∗CX/Y /B,LY0/B) ∼= HB.M.(ι∗CX/Y /B0,ΩY0/B0
).
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We have the fundamental classes

[CX/Y ] ∈ HB.M.(CX/Y /B,ΩY/B), [CX0/Y0
] ∈ HB.M.(CX0/Y0

/B0,ΩY0/B0
)

and the closed immersion β : CX0/Y0
→ ι∗CX/Y := CX/Y ×B B0, inducing the map

β∗ : HB.M.(CX0/Y0
/B0,ΩY0/B0

)→ HB.M.(ι∗CX/Y /B0,ΩY0/B0
).

Proposition 2.5. We have the identity

β∗[CX0/Y0
] = ι![CX/Y ]

in HB.M.(ι∗CX/Y /B0,ΩY0/B0
).

Proof. After making the identifications of the various Borel-Moore homology groups,
this comes down to a special case of Proposition 2.1. We take i1 := i, i2 := i0, so
Ci1 = CX/Y , Ci2 = CY0/Y = Nι and α1 = ῑ.

The map α2 is the projection i∗0Nι → Nι, so letting γ : CX0/Y0
→ X0 be

the structure morphism, Cα2 is (i0 ◦ γ)∗Nι with structure map to CX0/Y0
. The

fiber product i∗2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2 is q∗Nι and β2 : Cα2
→ i∗2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2 is the map

(i0 ◦ γ)∗Nι → q∗Nι induced by β : CX0/Y0
→ ι∗CX/Y .

Finally, Cα1
= Cι∗CX/Y CX/Y and the map α : Cι∗CX/Y CX/Y → q∗Nι used to

define ι! is the map β1 : Cα1 → i∗2Ci1 ×Y i∗1Ci2 .
Via the Poincaré duality isomorphism

H0,0(Y ) ∼= HB.M.(Y/B,ΩY/B)

the unit 1Y gives the fundamental class [Y ] ∈ HB.M.(Y/B,ΩY/B). Applying Propo-
sition 2.1 to [Y ], we have

(2.7) α∗(sp
∗
ῑ ([CX/Y ]) = β2∗(sp

∗
γ(sp∗ι ([Y ])))

in HB.M.(q∗Nι,ΩY/B).
Since ι is a regular embedding, we have sp∗ι ([Y ]) = [Nι] and with π̄ : q∗Nι →

CX0/Y0
, π : Nι → Y0 the structure morphisms, we have

sp∗γ([Nι]) = sp∗γ(π![Y0]) = π̄!(sp∗i0([Y0])) = π̄!([CX0/Y0
]).

Applying 0!
q∗Nι

to (2.7), we find

ι![CX/Y ] = 0!
q∗Nια∗(sp

∗
ῑ ([CX/Y ])

= 0!
q∗Nιβ2∗π̄

!([CX0/Y0
])

= β∗0
!
q∗Nι π̄

!([CX0/Y0
])

= β∗[CX0/Y0
].

The first identity is the definition of ι!, and the third identity is the compatibility
of ! and ∗ in Tor-independent cartesian squares (Proposition 1.3(1, 3)).

�

Remark 2.6. Suppose that the top square in (2.6) is also Tor-independent. Then

[CX0/Y0
] = ι![CX/Y ]

in HB.M.(CX0/Y0
/B0,ΩY0/B0

). Indeed, this additional Tor-independence implies
that the map β : CX0/Y0

→ ι∗CX/Y := CX/Y ×X X0 is an isomorphism.
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3. Totaro, Edidin-Graham, Morel-Voevodsky equivariant
(co)homology

For E ∈ SHG(B), X ∈ SchG/B, we have been using the E-valued Borel-Moore
homology defined by

EB.M.
a,b (X/B,G, v) := HomSHG(B)(Σ

a,bpX!(Σ
v1X), E).

in the case of a tame G.
For E ∈ SH(B), we also have the equivariant Borel-Moore homology defined by

the algebraic version of the Borel construction. We have discussed this construction
in [12, §4], following the construction in [6, §1], yielding a theory EB.M.

G (X/BG, v);
we use the same construction here, which we briefly recall.

We assume that G is a closed subgroup scheme of GLn /B for some n and that G
is smooth over B; we no longer need to assume thatG is tame. Let Ej GLn be the B-
scheme of n×n+j matrices of rank n, with the action of GLn by left multiplication.
We let EjG denote the scheme Ej GLn with the G-action by restriction, and let
BjG = G\EjG; note that this quotient exists as a quasi-projective B-scheme and
the quotient map EjG → BjG is a G-torsor for the étale topology. Let F = AnB
with the left action of GLn via the usual matrix multiplication; we consider F as a
G-representation via the inclusion G ↪→ GLn.

We have the G-equivariant closed immersion ij : EjG → Ej+1G defined by
adding a j + 1st column of zeroes, and the G-equivariant open immersion ηj :
EjG×F → Ej+1G by considering F as the j+1st column. Let pj : EjG×F → EjG
be the projection with 0-section i0j .

Let BjG = G\EjG, NjG = G\(EjG × F ). We have the corresponding regular
embeddings iG,j : BjG → Bj+1G, i0G,j : BjG → NjG, ηG,j : NjG → Bj+1G,
and pj,G : NjG → BjG, making NjG a vector bundle over BjG with zero-
section i0G,j , isomorphic to the normal bundle of iG,j . This gives us the Ind-objects

EG := {EjG}j , BG := {BjG}j in SmG/B, with transition maps ij , iG,j all regu-
lar immersions, and the morphism of ind-objects pG : EG → BG, making EG an
ind-G-torsor over BG.

We will work in the full subcategory SchGq /B with objects the X ∈ SchG/B

for which the fppf quotients X ×G EjG := G\X ×B EjG exist in Sch/B; this the

whole of SchG/B if B = Spec k, k a field, (see [7, Lemma 9, Proposition 23]).
We have the maps iX,j : X ×B EjG→ X ×B Ej+1G, i0X,j : X ×B EjG→ X ×B

EjG×F , ηX,j : X×BEjG×F → X×BEj+1G, pX,j : X×BEjG×F → X×BEjG.
These yield the corresponding maps on the quotients iX,G,j : X ×G EjG → X ×G
Ej+1G, i0X,G,j , ηX,G,j and pX,G,j . The projections πX,j : X ×B EjG → EjG

induce the projections πX,G,j : X ×G EjG → BjG. We denote the ind-object
{X ×G EjG, iX,G,j}j by X ×G EG. The projection πX : X → B induces maps
πX,G,j : X ×G EjG → BjG, and the corresponding map of ind-objects πX,G :
X ×G EG→ BG.

We have the cartesian, Tor-independent diagram

(3.1) X ×G EjG
iX,G,j

//

πX,G,j

��

X ×G Ej+1G

πX,G,j+1

��

BjG
iG,j

// Bj+1G
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Given w ∈ KG(X), we have the corresponding perfect complex wj on X ×G Ej
defined by applying G-descent to the perfect complex p∗1(w) on X ×B EjG. This
gives us the map of spaces

(−)j : KG(X)→ K(X ×G EjG)

with canonical natural isomorphisms wj ∼= i∗X,G,j(wj+1). Given an E ∈ SH(B), the
regular immersion iX,G,j thus gives us the natural map

(3.2) i!X,G,j : EB.M.
∗∗ (X ×G Ej+1G/B,wj+1)→ EB.M.

∗∗ (X ×G EjG/B,wj −NiG,j )
We have the exact sequence of sheaves on BjG

0→ NiG,j → i∗G,jΩBj+1G/B → ΩBjG/B → 0

Using this, we may twist (3.2) to give

EB.M.
∗∗ (X ×G Ej+1G/B,wj+1 + ΩBj+1G)

i!X,G,j−−−−→ EB.M.
∗∗ (X ×G EjG/B,wj + ΩBjG)

Lemma 3.1. 1. The projection pBjG : BjG→ B gives rise to a canonical natural
isomorphism

p!
BjG : EB.M.

∗∗ (X ×G EjG/B,wj + ΩBjG)→ EB.M.
∗∗ (X ×G EjG/BjG,wj)

2. We have the relative pullback maps of Remark 1.5 with respect to the diagram
(3.1),

i!G,j : EB.M.
∗∗ (X ×G Ej+1G/Bj+1G,wj+1)→ EB.M.

∗∗ (X ×G EjG/BjG,wj)
giving the commutative diagram

: EB.M.
∗∗ (X ×G Ej+1G/B,wj+1 + ΩBj+1G)

i!X,G,j
//

p!
BjG

��

EB.M.
∗∗ (X ×G EjG/B,wj + ΩBjG)

EB.M.
∗∗ (X ×G EjG/Bj+1G,wj+1)

i!G,j
// EB.M.
∗∗ (X ×G EjG/BjG,wj)

Proof. (1) It suffices to consider the case ∗, ∗ = 0, 0. We recall that BjG is smooth
over B. Let pY : Y → B denote the structure morphism for Y ∈ Sch/B. We have
isomorphisms (the third is the purity isomorphism)

pX×GEjG!(Σ
wj+ΩBjG1X×GEjG!) ∼= pBjG! ◦ πX,G,j!(Σwj+ΩBjG1X×GEjG!)

∼= pBjG!Σ
ΩBjG ◦ πX,G,j!(Σwj1X×GEjG!)

∼= pBjG# ◦ πX,G,j!(Σwj1X×GEjG!)

inducing the isomorphisms

EB.M.(X ×G EjG/B,wj + ΩBjG) = HomSH(B)(pX×GEjG!(Σ
wj+ΩBjG1X×GEjG!), E)

∼= HomSH(B)(pBjG# ◦ πX,G,j!(Σwj1X×GEjG!), E)

∼= HomSH(BjG)(πX,G,j!(Σ
wj1X×GEjG!), p

∗
BjGE)

= EB.M.(X ×G EjG/BjG,wj).
(2) follows from the definition of the relative pullback in Remark 1.5. �

This gives us the pro-system {EB.M.
∗∗ (X×GEjG/BjG,wj), i!G,j}j and justifies the

following definition
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Definition 3.2. 1. For X ∈ SchG/B and w ∈ KG(X), define the w-twisted
G-equivariant Borel-Moore homology

EB.M.
G,a,b(X/BG,w) = lim←

j

EB.M.
a,b (X ×G EjG/BjG,wj)

and w-twisted G-equivariant cohomology

Ea,bG (X,w) := lim←
j

Ea,b(X ×G EjG,wj).

2. Given a motivic ring spectrum E ∈ SH(B), we call E bounded if the pro-system
{EB.M.
a,b (X ×G EjG/BjG,wj)}j is eventually constant, for each w ∈ KG(X) and

each (a, b).

Remark 3.3. Taking B = Spec k, if E = EM(M∗) for M∗ a homotopy module
[14, Definition 5.2.4], the description of EM(M∗)B.M.(−,−) using the Rost-Schmid
complex implies that EM(M∗) is bounded. See [6], or [12, §4] for details of the
proof.

Remark 3.4. Morel-Voevodsky [15, §4.3] give a general description of the construc-
tion outlined above. This is not a uniquely defined construction, but it is shown in
loc. cit. that the resulting ind-object BG, considered as a presheaf on Sm/B, gives
an object in the unstable motivic homotopy category H(B) that is independent of
choices; the same arguments, as used in [7], show that the ind-object X ×G EG
yields a well-defined object of H(B), independent of choices.

Remark 3.5. As we have discussed in [12, Remark 4.11], the operations of pull-
back for lci morphisms and proper push-forward for Borel-Moore homology, and
the usual pullback for cohomology, as well as the corresponding identities relating
these operations for twisted E-Borel-Moore homology and twisted E-cohomology
described in the previous sections, extend to the equivariant setting; essentially,
one just applies the functor X 7→ X ×G EjG for j >> 0. For the extension to
the equivariant setting of the operations f !, f∗, products in cohomology and cap
product action of cohomology on Borel-Moore homology, one needs to show that
these are compatible with respect to change in j; this is [12, Proposition 4.10]. The
case of the external products in Borel-Moore homology follows from Lemma 1.6.

The exact localization sequence for a closed immersion i : Z → X with open
complement j : X \ U → X gives a corresponding exact localization sequence for
Z ×G EjG→ X ×G EjG and its open complement (X \Z)×G EjG→ X ×G EjG.
In case E is bounded, these yield an exact localization sequence on the limit.

Similarly, we have available the equivariant version of Vistoli”s lemma Proposi-
tion 2.1 and all of its consequences as detailed in §2.

Remark 3.6. The sheaf of relative differentials ΩEjG/B has a canonical G-linear-

ization, defining the locally free sheaf ΩGEjG on BjG by descent. We have the exact

sequence on BjG

0→ NiG,j → i∗G,jΩ
G
Ej+1G → ΩGEjG → 0

giving us the canonical isomorphism

EB.M.
∗∗ (X ×G EjG/B,wj + ΩGEj+1G −NiG,j ) ∼= E

B.M.
∗∗ (X ×G EjG/B,wj + ΩGEjG)

and thus giving the map

EB.M.
∗∗ (X ×G Ej+1G/B,wj+1 + ΩGEj+1G)

i!X,G,j−−−−→ EB.M.
∗∗ (X ×G EjG/B,wj + ΩGEjG)
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as above. The G-equivariant Borel-Moore homology EB.M.
G,∗∗ (X/B,w) is defined in

[6, §1] as

EB.M.
G,a,b(X/B,w) = lim←

j

EB.M.
a,b (X ×G EjG/B,wj + ΩGEjG/B)

Also, we have the exact sequence of G-linearized sheaves on EjG

0→ π∗G,jΩBjG/B → ΩEjG/B → g∨ ⊗OB OEjG → 0

where g∨ is the co-Lie algebra of G over B, with the co-adjoint action. Letting g∨j
be the sheaf on BjG defined by g∨ ⊗B OEjG via descent, this gives us the exact
sequence on BjG

0→ ΩBjG/B → ΩGEjG/B → g∨j → 0,

from which we have the natural isomorphism

EB.M.
a,b (X ×G EjG/B,wj + ΩGEjG/B) ∼= EB.M.

a,b (X ×G EjG/B,wj + ΩBjG/B + g∨j ),

compatible with the Gysin maps i!X,G,j . This defines the natural isomorphism

EB.M.
G,a,b(X/B,w) ∼= EB.M.

G,a,b(X/BG,w + g∨ ⊗OB OX).

In other words, the two theories EB.M.
G (−/B,−) and EB.M.

G (−/BG,−) are essentially
the same.

Finally, if G is a subgroup of SLn ⊂ GLn, then the G-representation det g∨ is
trivial. Thus, if E is SL-oriented, we have

EB.M.
G,a,b(X/B,w) ∼= EB.M.

G,a,b(X/BG,w + g∨ ⊗OB OX) ∼= EB.M.
G,a+2d,b+d(X/BG,w),

where d = dimBG.

Proposition 3.7 (Equivariant refined Gysin pullback). Let

X0
ι′ //

q

��

X

p

��

Y0
ι // Y

be a cartesian square in SchG/B, with ι a regular immersion and take v ∈ KG(Y ).
Then for each j, the map

ι×G IdEjG : Y0 ×G EjG→ Y ×G EjG
is a regular immersion with conormal sheaf Nι×GIdEjG

∼= (Nι)j, the diagram

X0 ×G EjG
ι′×GId

//

q×GId

��

X ×G EjG

p×GId

��

Y0 ×G EjG
ι×GId

// Y ×G EjG

is cartesian and the sequence of refined Gysin maps

EB.M.
∗∗ (X ×G EjG/BjG, vj)

(ι×GIdEjG)!

−−−−−−−−→ EB.M.
∗∗ (X0 ×G EjG/BjG, vj − (Nι)j)

gives rise to a well-defined map of pro-systems

{EB.M.
∗∗ (X ×G EjG/BjG, vj)}j → {EB.M.

∗∗ (X0 ×G EjG/BjG, vj(Nι)j)}j ,
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and thus a well-defined map

ι! : EB.M.
G, ∗∗(X/BG, v)→ EB.M.

G, ∗∗(X0/BG, v −Nι).

Proof. The first two assertions are easily verified and are left to the reader. To
show that the maps (ι ×G IdEjG)! give rise to a well-defined map of pro-systems,
we need only that that

(ι×G IdEjG)! ◦ i!X,G,j = i!X,G,j ◦ (ι×G IdEj+1G)!

as maps

EB.M.
∗∗ (X×GEj+1G/B, vj+1 +ΩBj+1G)→ EB.M.

∗∗ (X0×GEjG/B, vj +ΩBjG−(Nι)j).

For this, consider the commutative diagram

X0 ×G EjG
ι′×GId

//

iX0,G,j

��

X ×G EjG

iX,G,j

��

πX,G,j
// BjG

iG,j

��

X0 ×G Ej+1G
ι′×GId

//

q×GId

��

X ×G Ej+1G

p×GId

��

πX,G,j+1
// Bj+1G

Y0 ×G Ej+1G
ι×GId

// Y ×G Ej+1G

By Corollary 2.3, we have the identity of refined Gysin maps

(ι×G Id)! ◦ i!G,j = i!G,j ◦ (ι×G Id)!

But the top right-hand square and top rectangle are cartesian and Tor-independent,
so the excess intersection formula of Proposition 1.3 rewrites this as the desired
identity

(ι×G Id)! ◦ i!X,G,j = i!X0,G,j ◦ (ι×G Id)!.

�

Remark 3.8. As above, once we have the well-defined refined Gysin map on equi-
variant Borel-Moore homology, all the relations satisfied by the refined Gysin maps
for Borel-Moore homology, as in Proposition 1.3 and Corollary 2.3, are also satisfied
in the equivariant setting.

4. Virtual fundamental classes

In [13] we showed how a G-linearized perfect obstruction theory φ• : E• → LZ/B
on some Z ∈ SchG/B gives rise to a virtual fundamental class in twisted Borel-
Moore homology, [Z, φ•]

vir
E ∈ EB.M.(Z/B,G,E•) for an arbitrary motivic spectrum

E ∈ SHG(B). In the next section, we define a virtual class [Z, φ•]
vir
E,G in the G-

equivariant (Totaro, Edidin-Graham) Borel-Moore homology EB.M.
G (Z/BG,E•) for

a motivic ring spectrum E ∈ SH(B). In this section, we use the description of
the Behrend-Fantechi virtual fundamental class given in [9] to simplify our earlier
construction of [Z, φ•]

vir
E , as an aid to defining [Z, φ•]

vir
E,G in the next section. We

work in the case G = {Id} to simplify the notation, although the case of a general
(tame) G would work just as well.

We first recall the construction of Graber-Pandharipande (in the non-equivariant
setting). We assume B is affine. For a coherent sheaf F on a scheme X, we let
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C(F) → X denote the associated abelian cone Spec Sym∗F ; in case F is locally
free, this is just the vector bundle V(F)→ X.

Let [φ•] be a perfect obstruction obstruction theory on Z. We assume that Z
admits a closed immersion i : Z →M with M quasi-projective and smooth over B.
Thus [φ•] admits a representative as a map of complexes

φ• : (F1
∂−→ F0)→ (IZ/I2

Z
d−→ i∗ΩM/B)

with the Fi locally free coherent sheaves on Z. The assumption that φ• defines a
perfect obstruction theory is equivalent to the exactness of the sequence

F1 → F0 ⊕ IZ/I2
Z

γ−→ i∗ΩM/B → 0

Let Q = ker(γ) with surjection π : F1 → Q. Then we have the exact sequence of
abelian cones

0→ i∗TM/B → C(IZ/I2
Z)×Z V(F0)→ C(Q)→ 0

The surjection π gives rise to a closed immersion

iπ : C(Q) ↪→ V(F1)

The surjection Sym∗IZ/I2
Z → ⊕n≥0InZ/I

n+1
Z gives the closed immersion CZ/M ↪→

C(IZ/I2
Z), inducing the closed immersion CZ/M ×Z V(F0)→ C(IZ/I2

Z)×Z V(F0)
with image containing the sub-vector bundle i∗TM/B . Let D := CZ/M ×Z V(F0),
giving the quotient cone

Dvir := i∗TM/B\D
that is naturally a closed sub-cone of C(Q). The closed immersion iπ thus induces
a closed immersion

ιF• : Dvir ↪→ V(F1)

We have the projections
π1 : D → CZ/M

π2 : D → Dvir

The maps π1 and π2 exhibit D as an affine space bundle over CZ/M and over D,
respectively, and are both maps over Z.

The smooth pullback maps

π!
1 : EB.M.

a,b (CZ/M/B, v)→ EB.M.
a,b (D/B, v + F0)

π!
2 : EB.M.

a,b (Dvir/B, v)→ EB.M.
a,b (D/B, v + i∗ΩM/B)

are isomorphisms. Thus, the fundamental class [CZ/M ] ∈ EB.M.(CZ/M/B, i
∗ΩM/B)

gives rise to the class

[Dvir] := (π!
2)−1(π!

1[CZ/M ]) ∈ EB.M.(Dvir/B, F0)

Definition 4.1. Let E be in SH(B) and let φ• : F• → (IZ/I2
Z

d−→ i∗ΩM/B) be a
representative of a perfect obstruction theory on an embedded B-scheme i : Z →M
with M smooth over B. Let 0V(F1) : Z → V(F1) be the zero-section. The E-valued
Graber-Pandharipande virtual fundamental class is defined as

[Z, φ, i]virE,GP := 0!
V(F1)(ιF•∗[D

vir]) ∈ EB.M.(Z/B,F•)

We have the virtual fundamental class [Z, [φ]]virE ∈ EB.M.(Z/B,F•), as defined in
[13]. Note that [Z, [φ]]vir depends only on the choice of perfect obstruction theory
[φ] : E• → LZ/B in Dperf(Z).
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Proposition 4.2. Let E, i : Z →M and φ be as in Definition 4.1. Then

[Z, [φ]]virE = [Z, φ, i]virE,GP ∈ EB.M.(Z/B,F•).

Proof. We prove the result by tracing through the step-by-step construction of
[Z, ]φ]]vir. This consists of starting with a representative φ• : F• → (IZ/I2

Z →
i∗ΩM/B) of [φ], and modifying φ• and Z step-by-step, until we arrive at a partic-
ularly simple case. At each stage, there is a canonical isomorphism of the corre-
sponding Borel-Moore homology groups and at the final stage, we have an explicit
construction of a class. The class [Z, [φ]]virE ∈ EB.M.(Z/B,F•) is then the image of
this explicit class through the sequence of canonical isomorphisms of Borel-Moore
homology groups.

Here we will go through this procedure in reverse order, starting with the special
situation needed for the explicit construction and going back step-by-step until we
reach the general situation. We will identify the explicit construction of [Z, [φ]]virE
with the Graber-Pandharipande construction at the initial stage of our reverse-order
process, and show that the classes one constructs by the Graber-Pandharipande
method are compatible with the canonical isomorphisms at each stage in the reverse
process. This proves the result. Now for the details.

First suppose that the obstruction theory φ• : F• → (IZ/I2
Z → i∗ΩM/B) is

normalized, meaning that φ1 : F1 → IZ/I2
Z is surjective, and is reduced, meaning

F0 = i∗ΩM/B and φ0 = Id. In this case we have the canonical isomorphism

Dvir = CZ/M ×Z V(F0)/i∗TM/B = CZ/M ×Z i∗TM/B/i
∗TM/B = CZ/M

and via this isomorphism we have

[Dvir] = [CZ/M ] ∈ EB.M.(D/B,F0) = EB.M.(CZ/M/B, i
∗ΩM/B).

Also in this case, the surjection φ1 gives the closed immersion i : CZ/M → V(F1),

which gets identified with the closed immersion ιF• : Dvir → V(F1). If in addition
we assume that Z and M are affine, then [Z, φ]virE is defined by

[Z, φ]virE := 0!
V(F1)(i∗[CZ/M ]) ∈ EB.M.(Z/B,F•)

which thus agrees with [Z, φ, i]virE,GP := 0!
V(F1)(ιF•∗[D

vir]).

Now assume that Z and M are affine and φ1 is surjective. In this case φ0

is also surjective; let Ki be the kernel of φi. Then K0 is locally free and lifts
isomorphically via the differential ∂ : F1 → F0 to a locally free summand of K1

(see [13, §6] for proofs of these assertions). Taking the quotient of F• by the

subcomplex (K0
Id−→ K0) gives us the normalized perfect obstruction theory φ′• :

F ′• → (IZ/I2
Z → i∗ΩM/B), and our original obstruction theory is F ′•⊕ (K0

Id−→ K0)
with φ0 and φ1 the zero map on K0 ⊂ F0 and on K0 ⊂ F1. Also, this says that
φ′0 : F ′0 → i∗ΩM/B is an isomorphism, so by a “change of coordinates”, we may

assume that φ′• : F ′• → (IZ/I2
Z → i∗ΩM/B) is reduced and normalized.

The quotient map π : F• → F ′• is a quasi-isomorphism of perfect complexes,
inducing a canonical isomorphism EB.M.(Z/B,F•) ∼= EB.M.(Z/B,F ′•). We have our
cone D and closed immersion ιF• : Dvir → V(F1) and the corresponding cone D′

and closed immersion ιF ′• : D′vir → V(F ′1). The surjection π induces closed immer-

sions C(π) : D′vir → Dvir and V(π) : V(F ′1)→ V(F1). We claim that

i. C(π)![Dvir] = [D′vir]

ii. V(π)!(ιF•∗[D
vir]) = ιF ′•∗[D

′vir]
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and

iii. 0!
V(F1)(ιF•∗[D

vir]) = 0!
V(F ′1)(ιF ′•∗[D

′vir]).

To prove (i) and (ii), let pD′vir : D′vir → Z, pV(F ′1) : V(F ′1)→ Z be the structure
morphisms. Then we have

V(F1) = V(F ′1)⊕ V(K0), Dvir = D′vir ⊕ V(K0)

via which C(π) and V(π) become the inclusion as the first summand. The respective
projections onto the first summands

πV(F ′1) : V(F1)→ V(F ′1), πD′vir : Dvir → D′vir

thus exhibit Dvir as the vector bundle p∗D′vir(V(K0)) over D′vir, and V(F1) as the
vector bundle p∗V(F ′1)(V(K0)) over V(F ′1); the inclusions C(π) and V(π) are the

respective zero-sections. Thus C(π)! is the inverse to the smooth pullback map π!
D′

and V(π)! is inverse to the smooth pullback map πV(F ′1).
The identity

[Dvir] = π!
D′vir([D

′vir])

follows immediately from the definition of [Dvir] and [D′vir] and the functoriality
of smooth pullback, proving (i). The identity in (ii) is equivalent to the identity

ιF•∗(π
!
D′vir([D

′vir])) = π!
V(F ′1)(ιF ′•∗[D

′vir])

Since the square

Dvir
ιF• //

πD′

��

V(F1)

πV(F ′1)

��

D′vir
ιF ′• // V(F ′1)

is cartesian, this latter identity follows from the compatibility of proper push-
forward and smooth pullback in cartesian squares: ιF•∗ ◦ π!

D′vir = π!
V(F ′1) ◦ ιF ′•∗,

Proposition 1.3. This proves (ii).
The proof of (iii) is similar: Let pV(F1) : V(F1)→ Z be the structure map. The

identity is equivalent to

p!
V(F ′1)(p

!
V(F1))

−1(ιF•∗([D
vir])) = ιF ′•∗[D

′vir]

and we have
ιF•∗([D

vir]) = π!
V(F ′1)(ιF ′•∗[D

′vir])

By functoriality of smooth push-forward, we have

p!
V(F1) = p!

V(F ′1) ◦ π
!
V(F ′1)

and thus

p!
V(F ′1)(p

!
V(F1))

−1(ιF•∗([D
vir])) = p!

V(F ′1) ◦ p
!
V(F1))

−1 ◦ π!
V(F ′1)(ιF ′•∗[D

′vir]) = ιF ′•∗[D
′vir]

proving (iii). In other words, [Z, φ, i]virE,GP = [Z ′, φ′, i]virE,GP in EB.M.(Z/B,F•) =

EB.M.(Z/B,F ′•).
Now suppose that φ• is normalized, but M is only quasi-projective over the affine

base-scheme B. Let q : M̃ →M be a Jouanolou cover of M , that is, q is a (Zariski)

torsor for a vector bundle on M and M̃ is affine. Letting Z̃ = Z ×M M̃ , we have
the Jouanolou cover qZ : Z̃ → Z and the closed immersion ĩ := p2 : Z̃ → M̃ .
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Since M̃ is affine, we can split the canonical surjection ΩM̃/B → ΩM̃/M , giving the

isomorphism ΩM̃/B = q∗ΩM/B⊕ΩM̃/M . We define F̃1 = q∗ZF1, F̃0 := q∗ZF0⊕ΩM̃/M ,

with differential ∂F̃ : F̃1 → F̃0 to be q∗Z(∂F ) followed by the inclusion q∗ZF0 → F̃0.

Similarly, define φ̃1 := q∗Zφ1 and φ̃0 = q∗Zφ0 ⊕ IdΩM̃/M
.

This gives us the normalized perfect obstruction theory

φ̃• : F̃• → (IZ̃/I
2
Z̃
→ ĩ∗ΩM̃/B)

on Z̃. Since qZ : Z̃ → Z is the pullback to Z of the vector bundle torsor M̃ →M , we
see that the relative tangent bundle TqZ is canonically isomorphic to V(i∗ΩM̃/M ).

By homotopy invariance, the smooth pullback map

q!
Z : EB.M.(Z/B,F•)→ EB.M.(Z̃/B, q∗ZF• + LqZ )

is an isomorphism and the isomorphism LqZ
∼= i∗ΩM̃/M gives us the canonical

isomorphism

EB.M.(Z̃/B, q∗ZF• + LqZ ) ∼= EB.M.(Z̃/B, F̃•).

Let ιF̃• : D̃vir → V(F̃1) be the closed immersion associated to the perfect obstruc-

tion theory φ̃•. We have the commutative diagram

V(F̃1)
pV(F̃1

!!

qV(F1)

��

D̃vir

qD

��

ιF̃•

;;

pD̃ // Z̃

qZ

��

V(F1)
pV(F1)

""
Dvir

ιF•
;;

pD
// Z

with all squares cartesian. Arguing as in the previous case, we see that

q!
Z(0!

V(F1)(ιF•∗[D
vir])) = 0!

V(F̃1)
(ιF̃•∗[D̃

vir])

in other words q!
Z([Z, φ, i]virE,GP = [Z̃, φ̃, ĩ]virE,GP in EB.M.(Z̃/B, F̃•).

We conclude the argument with the general case. If

φ• : F• → (IZ/I2
Z

d−→ i∗ΩM/B)

is an arbitrary perfect obstruction theory on our quasi-projective Z, there is a
locally free sheaf F and a surjection a : F → IZ/I2

Z . Replace φ• with φ• : F ′• →
(IZ/I2

Z
d−→ i∗ΩM/B) with F ′i := Fi ⊕ F , ∂F ′• = ∂F• ⊕ IdF , φ′1 = φ1 + a and

φ′0 = φ0 +d◦a. Then φ′• is normalized. As above, we have a canonical isomorphism
EB.M.(Z,F•) = EB.M.(Z,F ′•) and via this isomorphism, we have

0!
V(F1)(ιF•∗[D

vir]) = 0!
V(F ′1)(ιF̃ ′•∗

[D′vir]),

that is, [Z, φ, i]virGP = [Z ′, φ′, i]virGP in EB.M.(Z/B,F•)) = EB.M.(Z/B,F ′•)
Thus, we have verified the identity of the two classes at the initial stage of

our reverse process, and have shown that the Graber-Pandharipande classes are



32 M. LEVINE

compatible with the canonical isomorphisms of Borel-Moore homology at each stage
of the process. This completes the proof.

�

Remark 4.3. The main result of [13] is that the virtual fundamental class [Z, [φ]]virE ∈
EB.M.(Z/B,F•) depends only on the perfect obstruction theory [φ] on Z and is
independent of the various choices made in its construction. Thus, the Graber-
Pandharipande class [Z, φ, i]virGP is also independent of the choice of embedding i
and the choice of representative φ• for [φ]. One can also show this directly by using
a minor modification of the proof of this independence for the Behrend-Fantechi
classes [2, Proposition 5.3].

5. Totaro-Edidin-Graham equivariant virtual fundamental classes

For X ∈ SchG/B, the cotangent complex LX/B has a canonical G-linearization.

Definition 5.1. Let Dperf
G (X) denote the derived category of G-linearized perfect

complexes on X. A G-linearized perfect obstruction theory on X relative to B is

a G-linearized perfect complex E• and a map φ : E• → LX/B in Dperf
G (X) that

defines a perfect obstruction theory after forgetting the G-linearizations. In other
words, E• is supported in (homological) degrees [0, 1], h0(φ) is an isomorphism and
h1(φ) is a surjection.

The virtual fundamental class associated to a perfect obstruction theory only
depends on the truncation φ : E• → τ≤1LX/B (we use the homological convention
for the truncation); in what follows, we will abuse notation and refer to a map
φ : E• → τ≤1LX/B that is an isomorphism on h0 and a surjection on h1 as a
perfect obstruction theory.

We will always assume that our G-linearized perfect obstruction theories admit

representatives (E1 → E0)
(φ1,φ0)−−−−−→ τ≤1LX/B with (E1 → E0) a G-linearized two-

term complex of locally free coherent sheaves on X, and that X is in the subcategory
SchGq /B and admits a G-equivariant closed immersion ι : X → Y for some Y ∈
SmG

q /B. This gives us for each j the G-equivariant closed immersion ιj := ι ×
IdEjG : X × EjG → Y × EjG and induced closed immersion αj : X ×G EjG →
Y ×G EjG.

We note that for p1 : X ×B EjG→ X the projection, p∗1LX/B = LX×BEjG/EjG,

and that the perfect complex LX/B,j on X×GEjG induced by p∗1LX/B via descent
is canonically isomorphic to LX×GEjG/BjG. Letting

φj : E•,j → τ≤1LX/B,j ∼= τ≤1LX×GEjG/BjG

be the map induced by p∗1φ by descent, φj defines a perfect obstruction theory on
X ×G EjG relative to BjG, giving us the virtual fundamental class

(5.1) [X ×G EjG,φj ]virE ∈ EB.M.(X ×G EjG/BjG,E•,j).

We will usually drop the subscript E from the notation if there is no cause for
confusion.

Lemma 5.2. i : B0 → B1 be a regular closed immersion in Sm/B. Let ψ : (F1 →
F0)→ τ≤1LZ1/B1

be a perfect obstruction theory on some Z1 ∈ Sch/B1, relative to
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B1. Let Z0 = Z1 ×B1
B0 and assume that the cartesian square

(5.2) Z0
//

��

Z1

��

B0
i // B1

is Tor-independent, giving the canonical isomorphism i∗LZ1/B1
∼= LZ0/B0

and the
induced perfect obstruction theory i∗ψ : (i∗F1 → i∗F0)→ τ≤1LZ0/B0

.
Choose a closed immersion ι : Z1 → Y1, with Y1 ∈ Smq/B1, giving the closed

immersion ι0 : Z0 → Y0 := Y1 ×B1
B0. We assume that the canonical map β :

CZ0/Y0
→ i∗CZ1/Y1

is an isomorphism. Then the refined Gysin morphism

i! : EB.M.(Z1/B1, F•)→ EB.M.(Z0/B1, i
∗F• −Ni) ∼= EB.M.(Z0/B0, i

∗F•)

satisfies

i!([Z,ψ]vir) = [Z0, ψ0]vir.

Proof. As in Remark 1.5, the purity isomorphisms for B0 → B, B1 → B give us
the canonical isomorphism

ϑi : EB.M.(Z0/B1, v −Ni)
∼−→ EB.M.(Z0/B0, v)

for v ∈ K(Z0).
Letting IZ be the ideal sheaf of Z in Y , we have the map ψ̄ : (F1 → F0) →

(IZ/I2
Z → ι∗ΩY/B) induced by ψ, the corresponding closed immersion ι0 : Z0 →

Y0 := Y ×B B0 and the corresponding map i∗ψ̄ : (i∗F1 → i∗F0) → (IZ0
/I2
Z0
→

ι∗ΩY0/B0
) induced by ψ.

Following the Graber-Pandharipande construction given in §4, we have the cone
Dvir with fundamental class [Dvir], and closed immersion ιF• : Dvir ↪→ V(F1),
giving the virtual fundament class [Z,ψ]vir as

[Z,ψ]vir = 0!
V(F1)(ιF•∗([D

vir])).

We also have the corresponding cone Dvir
0 with fundamental class [Dvir

0 ], and closed
immersion ιi∗F• : Dvir

0 ↪→ V(i∗F1), giving the virtual fundamental class [Z0, i
∗ψ]vir

as

[Z0, i
∗ψ]vir = 0!

V(i∗F1)(ιi∗F•∗([D
vir
0 ]))

By assumption, the canonical map β : CZ0/Y0
→ i∗CZ/Y is an isomorphism. By

Proposition 2.5, this gives the identity

[CZ0/Y0
] = i![CZ/Y ] ∈ EB.M.(CZ0/Y0

/B0,ΩY0/B0
)

Using the zig-zag of isomorphisms of Borel-Moore homology used to define [D] and
[D0], and using the compatibility of the refined Gysin map with smooth pullback
(Proposition 1.3) this implies

[Dvir
0 ] = i![Dvir] ∈ EB.M.(D0/B0, i

∗F0)
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Thus

[Z0, i
∗ψ]vir = 0!

V(i∗F1)(ιi∗F•∗([D
vir
0 ]))

= 0!
V(i∗F1)(ιi∗F•∗(i

![Dvir]))

= 0!
V(i∗F1)i

!(ιi∗F•∗([D
vir]))

= i!(0!
V(F1)(ιi∗F•∗([D

vir])))

= i![Z,ψ]vir.

The third identity is Proposition 1.3 and the fourth is Corollary 2.3. �

Definition/Proposition 5.3. Let φ• : E• → τ≤1LX/B be a G-linearized perfect

obstruction theory on X ∈ SchGq /B. Then the family of virtual fundamental classes
of (5.1),

[X ×G EjG,φj ]virE ∈ EB.M.(X ×G EjG/BjG,E•,j)
give a well-defined element

[X,φ]virE,G ∈ EB.M.
G (X/B,E•).

Proof. We have the cartesian, Tor-independent diagram

X ×G EjG //

��

X ×G Ej+1G

��

BjG
i // Bj+1G

and the perfect obstruction theory φj+1 on X ×G Ej+1G. Choose a G-equivariant

closed immersion ι : X → Y with Y ∈ SmG
q /B, giving the closed immersions

ιj : X ×G EjG→ Y ×G EjG

with Y ×G EjG smooth over BjG and ιj ∼= ιj+1 ×Bj+1G BjG. This gives the
isomorphism

Cιj
∼= CX/Y ×G EjG

and thus the canonical map β : Cιj → Cιj+1
×Bj+1G BjG is an isomorphism. We

also have the canonical isomorphism of perfect obstruction theories i∗φj+1
∼= φj .

Thus, we may apply Lemma 5.2 to yield the result. �

We will usually drop the subscripts E , G from [X,φ]virE,G if there is no cause for
confusion.

6. Virtual localization

With the machinery of §3 and §5, together with our version of Vistoli’s lemma,
we can essentially copy the constructions and arguments of Graber-Pandharipande
to prove our virtual localization theorem. We concentrate on the case G = N , with
torus T1 ⊂ N , T1 = Gm.

Fix an X ∈ SchN/k, a Y ∈ SmN/k and a closed immersion i : X ↪→ Y in

SchN/k. We also fix a N -equivariant perfect obstruction theory on X, represented
by a two-term complex E• := (E1 → E0) of N -linearized locally free sheaves on X,
together with a N -equivariant map φ• : E• → τ≤1LX/k = (IX/I2

X → i∗ΩY/k).
We recall from [9, §1] some facts about the T1-fixed loci of X and Y .
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We have the T1-fixed subschemes XT1 ⊂ Y T1 , with XT1 = X ∩ Y T1 . Y T1 is
smooth; let Y1, . . . , Ys be the irreducible components of Y T1 with inclusion maps
iYj : Yj → Y , and let Xj = X ∩ Yj , so XT1 = qjXj . Let ij : Xj → X be the
inclusion.

Let F be a T1-linearized coherent sheaf on on Xj . Since the T1-action on Xj is
trivial, we can decompose F into weight spaces for the T1 = Gm-action

F = ⊕rFr
where t ∈ Gm acts on Fr by the character t 7→ tr. if F is locally free, so is each
Fr. The subsheaf Fm := ⊕r 6=0Fr is the moving part of F and F f := F0 is the fixed
part of F .

Letting ij : Xj → X be the inclusion, the map φ• induces the map

φj : i∗jE
f
• → τ≤1LXj/k

By [9, Proposition 1] φj defines a perfect obstruction theory on Xj .

Definition 6.1. The virtual conormal sheaf of Xj in X, N vir
j , is defined to be the

perfect complex i∗jE
m
• .

We have the 4-torsion element σ =

(
0 1
−1 0

)
∈ N , which together with T1

generates N . Letting σ̄ denote the image of σ in N/T1, N/T1 is the cyclic group of
order two generated by σ̄.

Lemma 6.2. For each j, φj : i∗jE
f
• → τ≤1LXj/k and N vir

j inherit from φ and E•
natural N -linearizations.

Proof. For t ∈ T1, we have t · σ = σ · t−1. If F is an N -linearized coherent sheaf
on X, i∗jF inherits an N -linearization on Xj , and this relation implies that the
canonical isomorphism σ· : σ∗(i∗jF) → F given by the N -linearization restricts to
σ· : σ∗(i∗jFr) → i∗jF−r. Thus i∗jFr ⊕ i∗jF−r is an N -linearized subsheaf of i∗jF for
each r 6= 0, and i∗jF0 is also an N -linearized subsheaf of i∗jF .

Thus φj : i∗jE
f
• → τ≤1LXT1

j /k
and N vir

j := i∗jE
m
• have canonical N -linearizations.

�

We have shown in [12, Theorem 8.6] that there is a positive integer M0 such that,
for each N -linearized invertible sheaf L on X, the push-forward by the inclusion
XT1 → X induces an isomorphism

H∗N (XT1 ,W(i∗L))[1/M0e]→ H∗N (X,W(L))[1/M0e]

Definition 6.3. Let |X|N ⊂ XT1 be the union of the N -stable irreducible compo-

nents of XT1 , and let XT1

ind be the union of the irreducible components C of XT1

such that N ·C = C∪C ′ with C ′ 6= C and C∩C ′ = ∅. We call the action semi-strict
if XT1 = |X|N ∪XT1

ind and strict if the action is semi-strict, |X|N ∩XT1

ind = ∅, and
|X|N decomposes as a disjoint union of two N -stable closed subschemes

|X|N = XN qXT1

fr

where the N/T1-action on XT1

fr is free.

If the N -action is semi-strict, then the inclusion |X|N → X induces an isomor-
phism

H∗N (|X|N ,W(i∗L))[1/M0e]→ H∗N (X,W(L))[1/M0e]
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and

H∗N (XT1 \ |X|N ,W(L))[1/M0e] = 0.

Remark 6.4. Suppose that the N -action on Y is strict. Then the N -action on X is
also strict, with XN = Y N∩X, with Y T1

ind∩X ⊂ X
T1

ind, and with Y T1

fr ∩X = XT1

fr qX ′,
with XT1

ind = X ′ q Y T1

ind ∩X.

Assuming the N -action on X is strict, we set |X|Nj := |X|N ∩ Xj , giving a

decomposition of |X|N ,

|X|N = qj |X|Nj ,

with each |X|Nj having the perfect obstruction theory φj : i∗jE
f
• → τ≤1L|X|Nj /k

and virtual conormal sheaf N vir
j . Decomposing each |X|Nj further, we have the

connected components |X|Nj,` of |X|Nj .
In the case of a strict N -action, each N -linearized locally free sheaf V on a

connected component of XT1 , with V = Vm, has a generic representation type
[Vgen], which is an isomorphism class of an N -representation on a k-vector space
(see [12, Construction 2.7] for details).

Lemma 6.5. Let X be in SchN/k. Let V be an N -linearized locally free sheaf on
XT1 . Suppose that the N -action is strict and that that V = Vm on |X|N . Fix a j, `
and let Vj,` denote the restriction of V to |X|Nj,`.

1. There are positive integers M,n such that the equivariant Euler class eN (Vgenj,` ) ∈
H∗(BN,W) is of the form M · en. If the weight space (Vj,`)r for the T1-action is
zero for all even r > 0, then M is an odd integer.

2. If k admits a real embedding, then eN (Vgenj,` ) is not nilpotent. If M is odd, then

eN (Vgenj,` ) is a non-zero divisor in H∗(BN,W).

3. eN (Vj,`) is invertible in H∗N (|X|Nj,`,W(det−1 V))[1/Me].

Proof. This follows immediately from [12, Lemma 9.3]. �

Definition 6.6. Let i : X → Y be a closed immersion in SchN/k, with Y ∈
SmN/k, and let φ : E• → τ≤1LX/k be an N -linearized perfect obstruction theory

on X. Suppose that the action on X is strict. For each ij,` : |X|N,` j → X of

|X|N , write eN ((i∗j,`E
m
1 )gen) · eN ((i∗j,`E

m
0 )gen) as MX

j,`e
nXj,` , following Lemma 6.5.

We define

eN (Nvir
ij,`

) ∈ H∗N (|X|Nj,`,W(det−1Nij ))[1/M
X
j,`e]

by

eN (Nvir
ij,`

) = eN (V(i∗j,`E
m
0 )) · eN (V(i∗j,`E

m
1 ))−1.

Let MX
j =

∏
`Mj,` and let

eN (Nvir
ij ) = {eN (Nvir

ij,`
)}` ∈ H∗N (|X|Nj,`,W(det−1Nij ))[1/M

X
j ]

=
∏
`

H∗N (|X|Nj,`,W(det−1Nij ))[1/M
X
j ].

Similarly, noting that each irreducible component Yj of Y T1 is smooth, we can

write eN ((iY ∗j Tm
Y )gen) as MY

j e
nYj .
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It follows from Lemma 6.5 that eN (Nvir
ij

) is well-defined and is invertible in

H∗N (|X|Nj ,W(detN vir
ij

))[1/MX
j e]. Similarly, the Euler class eN (iY ∗j Tm

Y ) is invertible

in H∗N (Yj ,W(det−1 iY ∗j Tm
Y ))[1/MY

j e].
Recall the integer M0 > 0 defined above, just before Definition 6.3.

Theorem 6.7 (Virtual localization). Let i : X → Y be a closed immersion in

SchN/k, with Y ∈ SmN/k, and let φ : E• → LX/k be an N -linearized perfect
obstruction theory on X. Suppose the N -action on X is strict. Let M = M0 ·∏
i,jM

X
j ·MY

i , where the MX
j ,M

Y
j are as in Definition 6.6. Let [|X|Nj , φj ]virN ∈

EB.M.
N (|X|Nj , i∗jE

f
•) be the equivariant virtual fundamental class for the N -linearized

perfect obstruction theory φj : i∗jE
f
• → τ≤1L|X|Nj /k on |X|Nj . Then

[X,φ]virN =
s∑
j=1

ij∗([|X|Nj , φj ]virN ∩ eN (Nvir
ij )−1) ∈ EB.M.

N (X,E•)[1/Me]

The proof is accomplished by following the argument in [9, §3] for the proof of
their main theorem. Their argument is essentially formal, relying on the various op-
erations for the equivariant Chow groups, which as we have explained in §3, extend
to the setting of equivariant Borel-Moore homology and equivariant cohomology.
The main non-formal ingredient in their proof is their use of the lemma of Vistoli,
which we have extended here to the setting of Borel-Moore homology, and which
thus extends to equivariant Borel-Moore homology by using the Totaro-Graham-
Edidin construction. We give here a step-by-step sketch of our extension of their
proof. We set E = EM(W).

Step 1 Let Xj = Yj ∩ XT1 . We note that the localized equivariant Borel-Moore

homology of XT1

ind is zero. Using the assumption that the N -action is strict, we

have Xj = |X|Nj q Xj ∩ XT1

ind, so using the localization sequence in equivariant

Borel-Moore homology, we may replace X with X \ XT1

ind, Y with Y \ XT1

ind, and

thus we may assume that XT1

ind = ∅ and |X|Nj = Xj . Let ι : X → Y , ιj : Xj → X,

iYj : Yj → Y and ij : Xj → X denote the inclusions.
We will use all the results of §1.1 and §2 promoted to the equivariant setting,

following Remark 3.5.
We have the equivariant fundamental class [Y ]N ∈ EB.M.

N (Y/BN,ΩY/k), with
[Y ]N the image of 1 ∈ EN (Y ) under the Poincaré duality isomorphism

E0,0
N (Y ) ∼= EB.M.

N (Y/BN,ΩY/k).

We recall that Y T1 is smooth over k with irreducible components Y1, . . . , Ys. We
have fundamental classes [Yj ]N ∈ EB.M.

N (Yj/BN,ΩYj/B) defined as for [Y ]N .

For each irreducible component iYj : Yj → Y of Y T1 , the normal bundle NiYj of

iYj is exactly iY ∗j Tm
Y . Since iY !

j [Y ]N = [Yj ]N , applying the Bott residue theorem
[12, Theorem 10.5, Remark 10.6] for the N -action on Y gives

(6.1) [Y ]N =

s∑
j=1

iYj∗[Yj ]N ∩ eN (iY ∗j Tm
Y )−1.

in EB.M.
N (Y/BN,ΩY/k)[1/MY e].
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Note that, although the Bott residue theorem of [12] is written for the Borel-
Moore homology EB.M.

N (−/B,−), the fact that

EB.M.
N (−/B,−) = EB.M.

N (−/BN,−+ g∨)

(see Remark 3.6) allows us to apply the results of [12] to EB.M.
N (−/BN,−) by simply

substituting EB.M.
N (−/BN,−) for EB.M.

N (−/B,−) in all statements to be found in
[12] .

Step 2. We apply the refined intersection product (§1.3) on Y with respect to
ι : X → Y , Id : Y → Y , and the iYj : Yj → Y , and use the compatibility with
proper push-forward (Proposition 1.6(1)) to give the identity

[X,φ]virN = [X,φ]virN ·ι,Id [Y ]N =

s∑
j=1

iYj∗([X,φ]virN ·ι,iYj [Yj ]N ∩ eN (iY ∗j Tm
Y )−1).

We will show that

(6.2) [X,φ]virN ·ι,iYj [Yj ]N ∩ eN (iY ∗j Tm
Y )−1 = [Xj , φj ]

vir
N ∩ eN (Nvir

ij )−1

in the appropriate localized Borel-Moore homology on Xj , which will yield the
formula of Theorem 6.7.

Step 3. We have the cone D = CX/Y × V(E0) over X and its quotient cone

Dvir := ι∗TY \D, with closed immersion ιE• : Dvir ↪→ V(E1), all of these being

maps in SchN/k.
Referring to Definition/Proposition 5.3, we have

[X,φ]virN = 0!
V(E1)(ιE•∗[D

vir]N ) ∈ EB.M.
N (X/BN,E•)

For each j, we have a similar description of the virtual class [Xj , φj ]
vir
N for the

N -linearized perfect obstruction theory φj : i∗jE
f
• → τ≤1LXj/k on Xj with corre-

sponding cones Dj and Dvir
j , namely,

[Xj , φj ]
vir
N = 0!

V(i∗jE
f
1)

(ιi∗jE
f
•∗

[Dvir
j ]N ) ∈ EB.M.

N (Xj/BN, i
∗
jE

f
•).

Here Dj = CXj/Yj ×V(i∗jE
f
0) and Dvir

j = ι∗jTYj\Dj , with closed equivariant immer-

sion ιi∗jE
f
•

: Dvir
j ↪→ V(i∗jE

f
1).

Step 4. We consider the closed immersions ι : X → Y and ιj : Xj ↪→ Yj , with their
corresponding cones Cι := CX/Y and Cιj := CXj/Yj . We have the closed immersion

βj : Cιj → i∗jCι. Since iYj is a regular embedding, Vistoli’s lemma (actually, the
N -equivariant version of Proposition 2.5) gives us the identity

(6.3) βj∗([Cιj ]N ) = iY !
j [Cι]N

in HB.M.
N (i∗jCι) (we suppress the twist to simplify the notation).

The closed immersion βj and the inclusion i∗jE
f
0 ⊂ i∗jE

f
0⊕ i∗jEm

0 = i∗jE0 gives the

closed immersion βDj : Dj × V(i∗jE
m
0 )→ D, and (6.3) gives us the relation

(6.4) βDj∗([Dj × V(i∗jE
m
0 )]N ) = iY !

j [D]N

in HB.M.
N (iY ∗j D). We also have the fundamental class [Dj ] induced from [Cιj ] via

the projection Dj → Cιj .
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We write TY for TY/B , etc. We have the quotient cones

Dvir := i∗TY \D, Dvir
j := i∗jTYj\Dj ,

with their fundamental classes [Dvir] and [Dvir
j ] induced from [D] and [Dj ]. The

closed immersion ιE• : Dvir ↪→ V(E1) induces the cartesian diagram

i∗TY

��

// D

��

X
0V(E1)

// V(E1)

which gives the identity

[X,φ]virN := 0!
V(E1)(ιE•∗[D

vir]N ) = 0!
TY 0!

V(E1)([D]N ).

Combined with (6.4) and using the commutativity of refined Gysin pullback, this
gives

[X,φ]virN ·ι,iYj [Yj ]N = iY !
j [X,φ]virN

= iY !
j 0!

TY 0!
V(E1)([D]N ) = 0!

iY ∗j TY
0!
V(iY ∗j E1)i

Y !
j ([D]N )

= 0!
iY ∗j TY

0!
V(iY ∗j E1)([Dj × V(i∗jE

m
0 )]N )

Similarly, the closed immersion ιE•,j : Dvir
j ↪→ V(ι∗jE

f
1) gives the cartesian dia-

gram

i∗jTYj

��

// Dj

��

Xj

0
V(ι∗
j
E

f
1)

// V(ι∗jE
f
1)

and the identity

[Xj , φj ]
vir
N := 0!

V(E1,j)
(ιE•,j∗[D

vir
j ]N ) = 0!

i∗jTYj
0!
V(E1,j)

([Dj ]N ).

We also note that

TYj = iY ∗j T f
Y

giving

iY ∗j TY = TYj ⊕ iY ∗j Tm
Y ,

and in turn

0!
iY ∗j TY

0!
V(ι∗jE1)[Dj × V(ι∗jE

m
0 )]N

= 0!
iY ∗j Tm

Y
0!
V(ι∗jE1)[(TYj\Dj)× V(ι∗jE

m
0 )]N

= 0!
iY ∗j Tm

Y/B
0!
V(ι∗jE1)[D

vir
j × V(ι∗jE

m
0 )]N
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Following the discussion on [9, pg. 498], we have the commutative diagram

i∗jTY

��

� � // i∗jD

��

Dj × V(i∗jE
m
0 )? _oo

��

i∗jT
m
Y i∗jTY /ι

∗
jTYj

��

� � // i∗jD/ι
∗
jTYj

��

•

Dvir
j ×Xj V(i∗jE

m
0 )? _oo

(i
i∗
j
E

f
•
,V(dmj ))

��

Xj
� �

0V(i∗
j
E1)

// V(i∗jE1) V(i∗jE
f
1)×Xj V(i∗jE

m
1 )

with the “hook” arrows all closed immersions and all squares cartesian, except for
the one marked “•”. The map V(dmj ) : V(i∗jE

m
0 ) → V(i∗jE

m
1 ) is induced from the

“moving part” of the differential dj : i∗jE1 → i∗jE0.

Let 0−1
V(i∗jE1)(−) denote the scheme-theoretic pull-back with respect to the zero-

section 0V(i∗jE1). From the above diagram, we have the closed immersion

b : 0−1
V(i∗jE1)(D

vir
j ×Xj V(i∗jE

m
0 )) ↪→ i∗jTY /ι

∗
jTYj = i∗jT

m
Y

Since 0−1

V(i∗jE
f
1)

(Dvir
j ) = Xj , we also have the closed immersion

a : 0−1
V(i∗jE1)(D

vir
j ×Xj V(i∗jE

m
0 )) ↪→ V(i∗jE

m
0 ).

This gives us the commutative diagram in SchN/k

0−1
V(i∗jE1)(D

vir
j ×Xj V(i∗jE

m
0 ))

a //

b

��

V(i∗jE
m
0 )

��

i∗jT
m
Y

// Xj

Let γ = 0!
V(i∗jE1)[D

vir
j × V(i∗jE

m
0 )]N , this class living in the equivariant Borel-

Moore homology HB.M.
N (0−1

V(i∗jE1)(D
vir
j ×Xj V(i∗jE

m
0 ))). Using the excess intersection

formula as in [9, §3, Lemma 1], we have

0!
iY ∗j Tm

Y
(a∗(γ)) ∩ eN (V(i∗jE

m
0 )) = 0!

V(i∗jE
m
0 )(b∗(γ)) ∩ eN (iY ∗j Tm

Y )

This gives

[X,φ]virN ·ι,iYj [Yj ]N ∩ e(V(i∗jE
m
0 ))

= 0!
V(i∗jE

m
0 )(0

!
V(i∗jE1)[D

vir
j × V(i∗jE

m
0 )]N ) ∩ eN (iY ∗j Tm

Y ).

By using A1-homotopy invariance, it follows that the right-hand side of the above
is not changed if we replace the differential dj : i∗jE1 → i∗jE0 with the 0-map, so
that the map

(ιi∗jE
f
•
,V(dmj )) : Dvir

j × V(i∗jE
m
0 )→ V(i∗jE1)

factors as the projection Dvir
j × V(i∗jE

m
0 ) → Dvir

j followed by the canonical closed

immersion Dvir
j ↪→ V(i∗jE

f
1) ⊂ V(i∗jE1). Using the equivariant excess intersection
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formula, this yields

0!
V(i∗jE

m
0 )(0

!
V(i∗jE1)[D

vir
j × V(i∗jE

m
0 )]N )

= (0!
V(i∗jE1)[D

vir
j × V(i∗jE

m
0 )]) ∩ eN (V(i∗jE

m
0 ))

= [Xj , φj ]
vir
N ∩ eN (V(i∗jE

m
1 )),

or

[X,φ]virN ·ι,iYj [Yj ]N ∩ eN (iY ∗j Tm
Y )−1

= [Xj , φj ]
vir
N ∩ eN (V(i∗jE

m
1 )) · eN (V(i∗jE

m
0 ))−1.

This is exactly the desired formula (6.2).
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