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VIRTUAL LOCALIZATION IN EQUIVARIANT WITT
COHOMOLOGY

MARC LEVINE

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
SLa, 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 [g], 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 = SLj or the normalizer N of the diagonal torus 7; in SLs and
consider a quasi-projective k-scheme Z with an action of G. We assume the action
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is linearized, in that Z admits a closed G-equivariant embedding in a smooth quasi-
projective k-scheme M. In [I2] we consider the G-equivariant Witt-sheaf Borel-
Moore homology (with twists by a G-linearized invertible sheaf £) HEM-(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 ¢o : Ee — Lx,p 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, ¢s] ¢, in a G-equivariant Borel-Moore homology E5M (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 [I3] 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, Sch¥ /k
is the category of quasi-projective k-schemes with an N-action, and Sm” /k is the
full subcategory of smooth k-schemes. |X|V C X' is the union of the N-stable
irreducible components of X™, with i; : |X|¥ — X a certain union of connected
components of | X|V determined by an equivariant embedding of X in a smooth Y.
The given N-linearized perfect obstruction theory ¢ : Eq — Lx/; on X induces a
perfect obstruction theory ¢; : Z;Ei — le‘j}l/k on each |X|§V, and we have the Euler
class of the virtual normal bundle, ex (N}'") := en (V(i; EF))-en (V(i; Ef)) ~'. Here
fand ™ refer to the “fixed” and “moving” parts of the corresponding sheaves with
respect to the Ti-action. Also, the integer My > 0 below is chosen so that the
localization theorem [I2, Introduction, Theorem 5] for the N-action on X holds
after inverting Moe € H*(BN,W); here e is the Euler class of the tautological rank
two bundle on BN. See Definition for the definition of a strict /N-action; for
the other notations used in the statement, please see

Theorem 1 (Virtual localization, see Theorem [6.7)). Let k be a field. Leti: X —Y
be a closed immersion in SchN/k, with Y € Sm”™ /k, and let ¢ : E, — Lxi, be
an N-linearized perfect obstruction theory on X. Suppose the N-action on X is
strict. Let M = My - H” MJX - MY, where the MjX,MiY are as in Deﬁnition
and My > 0 is as above. Let [|X|Y,¢;]%" € EE,M(|X|§V,Z3*EI) be the equivariant
virtual fundamental class for the N -linearized perfect obstruction theory ¢; : Z;Ei —
Lix~ on | X[Y. Then

XA =D i (XY g8 Nen (NI 7Y € ERMI(X/BN, El)[1/Me]
j=1
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 £ € SH(k) in following [5] and [I2]. 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 where we prove a ver-
sion, suitable for application to the general “motivic” theory, of a result of Vistoli
[I7, 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 [I1], these arguments would go through for stacks.

In 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 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-scheme B of finite Krull dimension, and an affine group-
scheme G over B. We let Sch® /B denote the category of quasi-projective B-
schemes with a G-action and let Sm® /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 — SHY(X), X € Sch®/B, together with its Grothendieck six-functor
formalism. We refer the reader to [I3] for our notation and basic facts about
SHG(—)7 extracted from Hoyois. For example, we have the K-theory space of G-
linearized perfect complexes on X, K¢(X), and for v € K%(X), the associated
suspension functor ¥ : SH®(X) — SHY(X). For £ a locally free sheaf on X, we
have the vector bundle V() := Spec o, (Sym*V) with projection p : V(£) — X
and zero-section s : X — V(€). The suspension functor ¥V is defined as py o s.
and its quasi-inverse ¥~V is given by the adjoint s' o p*.

We also have the twisted Borel-Moore homology

H(E'Z)M'(X/B,v) = HomSHG(B)(Za’pr;Ele, 1B);

if we need to include mention of G, we will write this as HE:;JM'(X/B, G,v). Replac-
ing 1p with an arbitrary object £ € SHG(B) gives us EEQ,M'(X/B,U). We usually
let px : X — B denote the structure morphism for X € Sch /B. We will write
EBM(X/B,v) for EFM (X/B,v). In what follows we will often write 5£EM'(Xa v)
for EB:M-(X/B, v) if the base-scheme B is clear from the context.

We recall the construction of the specialization map. Let ¢ : X — Y be a closed
immersion of B-schemes with associated ideal sheaf Zx C Oy. We have the blow-
up BlyxxoY x Al — Y x A! and the deformation space Defy,y = BlxxoY x
A\ BlxxoY x 0, with open immersion j : ¥ x A"\ {0} — Defy,y and closed
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complement i : Cx/y — Defx,y; here Cx/y is the normal cone of the immersion
L?
Cx/y = Spec Ox @nZO I;L(/I;L<+1
Take v in K¥(Y). Let
Py B P PCxsy1 © 8" 0D, — Py1o X opy

be the natural transformation defined as follows. Start with the localization distin-
guished triangle

| P N |

hi = IdSHc(Defx/y) — 0.1 = 7 [1].
Composing 0 with PDefy ! On the left and XV op]*sefx/y on the right gives

PCx,yt 08 0P, % PG, 0 B 0 2 © Py xa1\ {0}
We have py xa1\{o}1 = Py10P11 = Py10P1# © EPTll, since p; is smooth with relative
tangent bundle Oy o1\ (0}- This gives the identity
Py xan\{o}t © Eg1 05 0 a1y roy = Py1 0 (Zp 0 pig o p}) 0 Tgr 0 BV 0 iy

The quotient map A' \ {0} — G, := (Al \ {0})/{1} induces the map p14 o p; =
ZAI\{O} — ZG,,L- Since

Zﬂ:»l = 251 OZG - EGm Ozsl7

m

this gives the map
(1.1)
Oy, : Py xan{oy © X1 05 0Py a1y 1oy = Pr1oTgi o Ng1oX opy = pyr1o X opy,
and we set
8D/ = Vv 00 i poy 10 B ope, = pyro X opy.
Applying this to 1y and taking Homgye p)(—, ) gives the map
szx/y,v : gE*M(K U) — ga]i;M'(CX/Ya v)

and the commutative diagram

EEN(Y X AT\ {0}/B,v) == €5 (Cxyv /B, )

o
SPCx,y /B

Eop " (Y/B,v)

The specialization map commutes with smooth pull-back in cartesian squares.
Let f: Y’ — Y be a smooth morphism, let Q; denote the sheaf of relative Kéhler
differentials, and take v € K%(Y"). We have the natural transformation

fripyn o2V opt, — py1o XY o pi

defined by the composition
pyno X" ¥ opl, =pyio fio X% o fro X op}
= py1o fgo [ 0% opy 4 pyio B oph.

This gives the smooth pullback map
1 EBM (Y, 0) > BNV 0+ ).
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Proposition 1.1. Let ¢ : X — Y be a closed immersion and let f : Y — Y be a
smooth morphism, both in Sch /B. Form the cartesian diagram

X’f*>

]

Y —Y
Then for v € K¢ (Y), the diagram

*
5PCX/Y,v

Eap(Y,0) Eai" (Cx/v,v)

lf! lf/!
Spe

X!yl vty
E(EBM'(Y’, L e — 5¢]13,5M'(CX'/Y'7 v+ Qy)

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 o HY (Y, v0) = HEM (N, v+ N)
is an isomorphism and one defines the pullback by the zero section
Oy : Hopm (N, v+ N) = HEM (Y, 0)

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 Ly is a perfect, G-linearized complex. Ly agrees with the class of the rela-
tive differential Qy in case f is smooth, and with N;[1] if f is a regular embedding
with conormal sheaf Ny := Zx /Z%. Note that the normal bundle Ny is V(N}).

In what follows, we limit our discussion to the case of “absolute” Borel-Moore ho-
mology HEM:(X/B,v); everything extends to the general case E5:M-(X/B,v), nat-
urally in €. We simply the notation a bit by writing everything for HE-M-(X /B, v) :=
H(])%OM'(X /B, v), the general case follows from this by changing v suitably.

Let ¢ : Yy — Y be a regular embedding in SchG/B. Then the normal cone is
the normal bundle Cy,,y = N, and one defines the Gysin map

d HBM(Y 0) — HBM (Yo, v+ L)
as the composition

«
SPCy, /v /Bw

HBM(K U) HB'M'(NL,'U)

Oy {BM(Yy 0 — N) = HBM(Yy, 0+ L,).
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More generally, suppose we are given a cartesian square

Xo s X
Ql lp
Yy ——Y

in Sch® /B, with ¢ a regular immersion. Letting N, — Y; be the normal bundle,
this diagram defines a closed immersion o : Cx,,x —+ ¢*N,. For V. — X a vector
bundle, we thus have the proper push-forward map

o HB'M‘(CXO/X,’U) — HBM-(¢*N,,v)
and the Gysin pullback by the zero-section
0o,  HPM(q* N, v) = HPM (Xo,0 — N,) = HPM(Xo,v + L,).

Define
v+ HBM (X, v) = HPM (Xo,v+ L,)

to be the composition

SPCXU/X/B

HBM (X v) HPM(Cx, /x,v)
0! .
2 HBM ("N, v) 2 HBM (X, 0 + L,).
Note that L!Idy is the Gysin map ¢'.

Proposition 1.3. Tuke Y € Sch®/B with v € K¢(Y).
1 (compatibility with proper push-forward and smooth pullback). Let

be a commutative diagram in Sch® /B, with both squares cartesian, with ¢ a regular
1MMErsion.

la. Suppose po is proper. Then the diagram

HEM-(1, ) —2—s HEM- (W, v+ L,)

lpz* l(h*
!

HBM- (X v) —— HBM (X, 0+ L,)

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

HBM-(W,v + L,,) L HBM (W, v+ L, + Lg,)

d ]

HBM (X, v) ——— HBM(Xy,v + L,)
commutes.

2 (functoriality). Let
X0 X, x
pll pol lp
Vi ——Yy——Y

be a commutative diagram in Sch¢ /B, with both squares cartesian, and with 1o and
t1 regular immersions. Then

oty =(oou) : HBM(X,v) = HPM (X1, v+ L,yo,)-
Here we use the exact sequence
0— N,y = Nygory =N, =0

to identify H®M-(X1,v + L,, + L,,) with H3M-(X1,v + L,y0,,)-
3 (excess intersection formula). Let

1"

WQL*)W

Xo L*)X
qll Jpl
Yo % Y

be a commutative diagram in Sch® /B, with both squares cartesian, and with v and
(" both regular immersions. We have a natural surjection of locally free sheaves
G N, = N, with kernel . Letting E := V(&), this gives the FEuler class e(q*E) €
H(Wo,q*€) (112, §3.4]) and the cap product (see Remark 1.7 below)

HPM- Wy, v+ L) x HWo,q*E) — HPM (Wo,v + Ly — ¢*€).
Then for a € HBM-(W,v), we have
o) = ") ne(qg"E) € HBM (Wy,v + L) = HPM (Wy,v + Ly — ¢*),
where we use the exact sequence
0Ny =GN, - E—0
to give the canonical isomorphism
HPM (Wo,v+ L,) := H>M (Wo,v = N,)
= HP M (Wo,v — (Ny +¢*€)) = HP M (Wo, v + L — ¢*€).
Proof. See See [5l, 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 [B] 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 Sch® /B, that is, f admits a factorization
as poi, with ¢ : X — P a regular closed immersion and p : P — Y a smooth
morphism (both in Sch®/B). We have the composition

HPMA(Y,0) B HPM (P = Q) 5 HPM(X 0 4+ Q) = N,) = HPM (X0 + Ly)

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

o HEM (Y v) = HBM (X, v+ Ly).
In addition, for composable lci morphisms f: X =Y, g:Y — Z, one has
(9f) =r'¢

after the identification HEM-(X,v + Lyf) & HBM(X,v + Ly + L,) given by the
distinguished triangle

f*Ly — Lgy — Ly — 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

Xo i}Xl

Jfo \Lﬁ
BQ L} Bl

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

P EBM(X, /By, v) — EBM (X, /By, v)
as follows. Since By and Bj are smooth over B, the map p is Ici. Since the square
is Tor-independent and cartesian, ¢ is an lci morphism and L, = f*L,, giving the
Ici pull-back ¢' : EB-M(X,/By,v) — EBM (X /By, v + L,).

The purity isomorphisms
Pxot = DByt © (Dfo) = pp,4 0 BT/ o (pfo)

and

DXo!l = PBot © for = pByy 0 N EB/E o fy
gives us the isomorphisms

EBM(Xo/By,v + L) = EBM(Xo/B,v + L, + Lp, /5)

and
EPM(Xo/Bo,v) = EPM(Xo/B,v + Lp,/5)
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The distinguished triangle
p*Lp, /B — Lp,yp — Lp = p"Lp, /B
gives the isomorphism
EPM(Xo/Bw+ Ly+ Lp, /) 2 M (Xo/B,v+ Lp,,p).
Putting these together gives the isomorphism
Oy EBM(Xo /By, v+ L) = EPM (X /By, v)
and we define p' := ¥p o q.

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

q2 q1
o—e — @
l P2 p1
o—e — 0

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

q!2 oy, =1y, ql2
and

Upipy = Opy 0 Up,,

2

this latter after using the canonical isomorphism EBM-(—/B v + L,, + L,,) =
EBM-(—/B,v+ Ly, p,). 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 £ be a commutative ring spectrum in SHG(B). We have the external prod-
uct

Kz x : S(EEM'(Z/B,’U) X EE&M'(X/B,w) — 5&1\0/{',,+d(Z xp X/B,v+ w)
defined as follows. We have the cartesian diagram
ZxpX ——Z
| - |
x—1 B
The base-change construction of [0, 2.2.7(1)] gives us the map
A" EZNM(Z)B,v) = (FFE)8"(Z x5 X/X,v)
We also have the composition product [5], 2.2.7(4)]
(FE)Z(Z xp X)X, v) x EZM(X/B,w) —= EXN L 4(Z x5 X/B,v + w)

and we define Ky x := (— e —) o (A* x Id).
Now suppose we have a Y € SmG/B and morphisms f: Z - Y, g: X - Y.
Let 0y : Y = Y X Y be the diagonal. This gives us the cartesian diagram

Ixy X ——7ZxgpX

T

Y — Y v,y



10 M. LEVINE

The refined intersection product
—pg = € (Z)B,v) x EXMN(X/Bw) = Ey 1 a(Z v X/B,v+w — Qy;p)
is defined as the composition
X
EZM(Z/B,v) x EEM(X/B,w) —=5 2N, 1(Z x5 X/B,v +w)

5t

= Exierd(Z Xy X/B,v+w —Qy/p)
Lemma 1.6. Leti: Z' — Z, j: X' — X be a closed immersions in Sch®/B.
1. Fora e EEbM'(Z’,U), RS SfdM'(X’,w), we have

i () Mz w ju(B) = (i % j)s(a Xz w B).

and

i (@) 1,9 3+ (B) = (@ Xy j)s(@pigj B)-
2. Suppose that the cartesian squares

ZXBW/*)W,
| = |
ZxgW——W

and
Z'xg W ——= 7'

| o~ ]
ZxpW ——Z

are both Tor-independent (for example if Z — B and W' — B are both flat). Then
fora e E(EbM'(Z,v), RS SEdM'(X, w), we have

(@) Bz w §'(B) = (i x §) («Rzw B).
Proof. (1) By [B, Proposition 2.2.12], we have
ix(0) Mz x j:(B) = (i x j)(a Kz x/ B).
We then apply Proposition [1.3|(1a) to the diagram
7' xy X' —— 7' xg X'

lix;/j Jixj

IxXxy X ——ZxpX
J/ lfxg
Y — 2 ¥ xpY
(2) We have the cartesian diagrams
ZxgW —W
| -]
Z B

—
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and
ZxgW —— W'
|~ |
Z — B
The Tor-independence condition implies that ¢ x Idy and Idz x j are both lci
morphisms, and that A}(n;) = 71a,x;. Thus
(Idz x j) (aBzw B) = Aj(n;) e A*(a) o 8
Aj(A%(a))en;ep
A(a)en;ep
aBzw j'B

Similarly, we have
(i x Idw) (a Bz w §'(8)) = i' (o) Kz wr 5'(B),

SO

(i x ) (aRzw B) = (i x Idw) o (Idg x j) (a Rz w B)
= (i x Idw) (a Rz j'(8)) = i' () Kz w 5'(B).
O

Remark 1.7. For f : Z — B in Sch®/B and £ € SHY(B) a commutative ring
spectrum, the cap product action of £*(Z,v) on EZM(Z/B,w) is given by the
identity £%*(Z,v) = (f*&)BM- (Z/Z, —v) and the composition map

(FEBM (2/Z,—v) x EEM(2)B,w) — EEN,_ ((Z/B,w —v).

1.4. Fundamental classes of Ici schemes and of cones. The construction of
fundamental classes plays a central role in [5]. We have the identity H>M-(B) =
H(B) = Endgye 5)(1p); set set [B] =1d,, € H>M(B).

Let px : X — B bein 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 [B]). The fundamental class [X] is defined as

[X] = pix ([B]) € H*M (X, Lx/p).

Let f : Y — X be an lci morphism in Sch®/B. By the functoriality of (—)i, we
have

F(XD) = Fox ([B]) = py ([B]) = [Y]
n }IB'NL()(7 LY/B)'
For px : X — B lci, and v € K% (X), cap product with [X] gives the map

[X] n—: Ea’b(Xﬂj) — ‘SB.M‘ (X/BaLX/B - U);

—a,—b

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

[(X]n—
EWN (X, v) —=— EBM(X/B, Lx/p —v)

|- |

. YIN—
EW(Y, frv) —— EBM(Y/B, Ly —v)

commutes.

Let ¢ : X — Y be a closed immersion in SchG/B7 with Y smooth over B. We
have the cone Cx/y = Spec ®n>0 I}}/I?{H. Define the fundamental class [Cx/y]
by

[Cx/v]=spcy,, /B0y, (Y] € HBM(Cx)y /B, Qy/p).

One can also define [C'y/y] as spgx/y/B([B]).

Remark 1.9. Let + : X — Y be a regular closed immersion in Sch/B with YV
smooth over B. We have the conormal sheaf N, := Zx/Z% and corresponding
normal bundle N, := V(N,). Then Cx/y = N,. Since X is Ici over B, so is N, and
[Cx,y] = [N.]. Indeed,

[X] = /([Y]) = 0°(spCsy.,, /5 (IY]) = 01([Cxyv)),

0'([N.]) = 0'(piy, ([B])) = P ([B]) = [X] = 0'([Cx/v])
and 0' : HB'M'(NL,QNL/B) — HBM (X Qx/p) is an isomorphism.

Remark 1.10. It was shown in [I3, Theorem 3.2] that, given two G-equivariant
closed immersions ¢; : X — Y;, j = 1,2, Y, € SmG/B7 there is a canonical
isomorphism

Yig iy 5EQM'(CX/Y1,QY1/B) = SEQM'(CX/YQ,QYQ/B)
satisfying i, 4, [Cx/vy] = [Cx/v,] and vy, 4, 0 ¥y, 4, = 4,4, This says that

[Cxv] € EB'M'(C’X/y, Qy/p) is canonically defined, independent of the choice of
immersion ¢.

2. VISTOLI’S LEMMA

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

Z— X1

N

X, -2y
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with 1,42 closed immersions. This gives rise to the commutative diagram with all
squares cartesian

(2.1) Ca,

. \
B2

. . . a1
Ca2 *)ZSCZ‘I Xy Zi‘ i T 2/2*01‘1 E—d Ci1

le* Ci2 A Xl
[eD lz/l J{h
C; X, — 2 Ly

To explain the notation: we write Cy — X for the cone of a closed immer-
sion f : X — X’. The maps (31,32 are closed immersions defined in the case
of affine ¥ = SpecA as follows. If X; C Y is defined by an ideal I;, then
C; = Spec &, I7/I'M, and for j # j', i5,C; is Spec @, (I/I) @ A/I;
and Co, is Spec @y, I+ (@ 17/ T /I (@, 17 /1), The algebra &, I -
(@n /I /I - (@, (17 /I7HY) s a quotient of @y I /I @a I/,
defining the closed immersion j;.

Proposition 2.1. Write sp;, , for SPCy, ywr ElC Forv € K¢(Y), we have

* * _ * *
ﬂl* ° Spal/B,v °© Spil/B,v - 52* °© Spo@/B,V ° Spig/B,v
as maps HEM-(Y,v) — HBM-(i5C;, xy i1Ci,,v).

Remark 2.2. Vistoli [I7, Lemma 3.16] has considered this in the case of the Chow
groups and constructs for z; € CH,(X;) = HZEN-(X;) an explicit rational equiv-
alence

B« © SPZI/B © SPZ/B(Il) ~ Bax 0 szz/B © SP?2/3($2)~
on i5C;, xy i7C;,. 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 the commu-
tativity of refined Gysin pullback.

Corollary 2.3 (Commutativity). Let

Z——X 255

Ll

X, -2y,

1

S’%T’
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be a commutative diagram in Schp with all squares cartesian. Suppose that i and
j are regular immersions. Then the diagram

HBM (Y, 0) — s HBM (X 0 + L)

b

HBM-(X5 v+ L) —— HPM(Z,0+ L; + L;)
commutes.

Proof. We refer to the diagram (2.1). Let N; — S be the normal bundle. Let
o1 : 15¢iN;i — ¢iN; be the closed immersion induced by 71 : Z — X; and let
Ca, — 15q7 N; be the corresponding cone. We have the commutative diagram

Co,

with all squares cartesian and with 7;, and 7,, the canonical closed immersions.
Let Ogri : X1 — ¢ Ny, Oy © Z — t5N;, and Op, ; @ i5°C;;, — hiN; be the
0-sections. For y € Hf’b (Y, v) we have
311 (y) = 5[0 s (vir 597, ()]
Since the refined Gysin map commutes with proper push-forward, smooth pullback,
and pullback with respect to O-sections (Proposition we have

311 (y) = 3104 i (vir 597, ()]
= 04,17 (i1 5D5, (4))
= 04,.:7,.J'sP;, (%))
= 04,7400, Vo +5Di, 5D, (9)
We have the cartesian diagram
hiN; —— i
7 Vi
t3N; Xz t1N; —— t3N;

with 47" the pullback of the closed immersion ~; . Let 01 : t5N; — t3N; Xzt N; be
the O-section to p; and let v, : Co, — t5N; Xz t}N; be the composition ;' o 7yq,.
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Since the pullback by a 0-section commutes with proper push-forward in a cartesian
square, we have
71 (y) = 04, 17, O Vo +5P5, 5P7, (¥)
= 04, ;0571.5D%, 5P}, (1)
! * *
= 03 27145P5, 5P, (¥)
where 015 = 01004, 5 : Z — t]N; Xz t53N; is the zero-section.

By symmetry, we have the projection hy : Cy, — S, the canonical closed im-
mersion 7o, : Co, — h3N;, the closed immersion 74 : hiN; — t5N; x z t]N;, the
composition

Yox 1= ’yé’ O Yay : Ca2 — t;]\/vZ Xz tTNj?
and the identity
A !
5 (y) = 01 272+8Pa,5P3, (¥)-
We have the closed immersion v;, : i7" Cy, — t] N;, giving us the closed immersion
V1,2 = ’)/l/l X ’)/1/2 : ZIQ*C“ Xz le*Clz — t;NZ Xz tTNJ
Recalling the closed immersions
51 : Cal — iIQ*Cil Xz i/l*Ciga ﬂg : Caz — ’L;C“ Xz iTCiz
one checks that
Vi :P)/IQOﬁiv 1= 1327
so we have
. !
75 (y) = 07 9712+ B145D}, 5P7, (%)
and
.. 1 * *
i'5'(y) = 0% yV12: 825D}, 3PS, (1),
so the identity i'j'(y) = j'i'(y) follows from Proposition O

For the proof of Proposition we use a “double deformation diagram”,
T2 : Def12 —Y x Al X Al,

which we now proceed to construct.

Let Def; = (Defx,Y) x Al and let Defy = Defy, .1 (Y x Al). These both
have structure maps m; : Def; — Y x A! x Al; Def; is an open subscheme of
Blyx, xoxatY X Al x Al and Defs is an open subscheme of Bly,xa1x0Y x Al x Al
Let Def;s — Y x Al x Al be the fiber product

Defys := Defy Xy ya1xa1 Defa
with structure morphism
T2 © D€f12 —Y x Al X Al.
and projections
pj: Def12 — Defj.
We have 7, (Y x 0 x A') = C;, x Al and w5 1 (Y x Al x 0) = C;, x Al, giving
closed immersions
0j: Cy, x Al — Def;
with respective open complements
m Y x (AM\ {0}) x A' — Defy, n72: Y x A' x (A'\ {0}) — Defs.



16 M. LEVINE
The proper transform of o (C;, x A!) to Def 5 is an open subscheme of Blizc,, x0Ci, X
Al, namely Def;sc,, Ci,, giving the closed immersion
(}1 : Defizcil Cil — Def12
over the closed immersion Y x0x Al — YV x Al x Al. This gives us the commutative

diagram

Defisc, Ci, \ Co, — Defysc, Ci, NN Def1s

le‘f lpl Jpl
Cil X (Al \ {0})C—> Ci1 X Al 0-14> Def1 12

Y x (A'\{0}) x 0———Y x 0 x Al —— YV x Al x A!

with &1 the canonical morphism.
Similarly, we have the closed immersion

09 : Defi;‘(ji2 Cig — Def9
over the closed immersion Y x A’ x0 — Y x Al x A, which gives us the commutative

diagram

DechiZ Ciy \ Coy,—— Defi{c’i2 Ci, m—) Def9

ZJPS lpz Jpz
Ci2 X (Al \ {0})(—> Cig x Al 02—> Defy T12
x (AT\ {0}) x 0C——=Y x Al x 0 —— Y x Al x Al

with &9 the canonical morphism.
Thus, the closed immersions

Defizc,, Ci, = T (Y x 0 x A'), Defire, Ci, < mpy' (Y x Al x 0)

are isomorphisms over Y x Al x A'\'Y x 0 x 0.
We have
T (Y x 0x 0) =77 (Y x 0 x0) xy my "(Y x 0 x0) =i3C;, xy ijC,
o
T2 (Y x 0 x A') = Defiz ¢, Ci, UisCi, xy i1Ch,
and
Tio (Y x A" x 0) = Defre, Ci, UisCi, Xy i5Ch,
The fiber of Defi;c, Ci, — Y x AT x Al over Y x 0x 0 is C,, C Defj;¢, C;, and
the inclusion of this fiber in 775 (Y x 0 x 0) is the closed immersion ;. Similarly,

the inclusion of Cy, C Def;:c,, Cj, in 7o (Y x 0 x 0) is the closed immersion fs.
We fit this all together in the following commutative diagram
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o1

Defzz Ci, Cil

o _—

B1 . .
Con —— 2 350y, xy i5C,,

D€f12

™12

Y x Al x Al

L A

Y x0x0

™

Y x Al x0

Moreover, 75 restricts to an isomorphism
Def1p\ 75 (Y X 0x A'UY x A x0) /=25 ¥ x A x AM\ (Y x0x A'UY x Al x0),
we have
F;QI(Y x0x A'UY x Al x 0) = 5’1(D6f¢;cil C“) UZ;CZ‘I Xy ’L#{C'Z2 U(ﬁ'g(]:)efi*l«ci2 CiQ),
and

@3011 Xy iTCiQ n 6’1 (Defigcil C“) = ﬂl (Coq),

Z;C“ Xy Z'Tch n &Q(Dechiz ng) = ,Bz(ca?).

We now proceed to the proof of Proposition [2.1]
Proof of Proposition[2.d As in the construction of the map (L.I)), we have the
identity
(2.2) pr(N\{O})?! o 2?91 oX? Op;X(Al\{O})Q
= py10 ([EPI2(QA1\{0}) o EPIZ‘(QAl\{O})]*l o (p124 © PT2) © (D134 ©PI3) © E%l o X opy
= pyio [Epis(QAl\{o})]fl ° [EPE(QM\{O})}fl ° (p12# OpTQ)O(pw# Opig) 02251 oY Op;
Applying the isomorphism
(Plz# opia) = EAl\{O}a

the isomorphism $P12 (8t (0y) o 21;11, and the projection Y1\ 10y = Xg
the map

this gives

m?

0y : [prz(QAl\{O})]fl o (p12# Opiz) - 2]511 ° g, = 2511

Similarly, we have the map

9, : [EP’Is(QAl\{o})]*l o (p1a# opiz) = 2511'
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We note that £¢1 and X¢,, commute and the translation functor £ g1 commutes
with the exact functors pjj, p;;. Applying 61, (2.2) thus gives the map
Dy,0,2 : Py x(a1\{op)2! © D1 0 T O Py w (A1\{0})2
— py10 [Ep;3(QA1\{0})]71 o (p13# o pT3) o 25112%1 oYV o py
= py1o %y 0%, 0 Xg1 0%V 0 py = py1o ¥ opy
the second map coming from the projection (pi3x o pis) — Xg,, and the isomor-
phism P13 at\0) o ¥,
To define a corresponding map
Uy 0,1 PPy x(Al\{o})2! © 2?5‘1 0" op;x(Al\{O})Q
— py1 0[S 0] L o (pray 0 piy) 0 D5i 5% 0 XY o pi
— Ppy!o© X'o p;”
we need to commute [SP12 (Pt 0)] =1 with [2P12(atv0p)]1 and (p13gopis) — X,

with (pi2g opjy) = Xg,,. This introduces the automorphism 7p: p1 0 7g,, ,,, which
by Lemma below is the element —Id;, € Endgy(p)(15). Thus

(2.3) Py = —Vyu2

Let Def{y = Def1o \ w15 (Y x 0 x 0), let Defi. ¢, Ci, = Defisc, Ci, \ Co, and let
Def%ci2 Ci, = Defizc,,Ci, \ Ca,. This gives us the closed immersion

i° : Deffy ¢, Gy I Deffyc, Ci, — Def,
with open complement
n°:Y x (A'\ {0})? — DefS,.
Via the maps ¥y, 2, Uy,,1 and the relation (2.3)), the localization sequence for
Def;c, Cf, I Def;rc,, C5, = Deff, <Y x (A" {0})?

yields the commutative diagram
(2.4)
H¥ (Y, v)

(PC,, 0Py, v)

HP, (Y x (AT {0))?0)  (C7i7evs, o 787o0e, )

(01,02)
Hfﬁ\f[b (Def% ¢, Ci,v) & HEJ}I\f,}) (Def;}; ¢, Cizs0)

Indeed, we have

Deff, \ Defi: ¢, C5, = Defy \ w1 (Y x A' x 0) = (Defc, V) x (A"\ {0}),
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so the localization sequence for
Cyi, x (A1\ {0}) = Def; \ 77 (Y x Al x 0) <= Y x (A1\ {0}) x (A1 {0})

gives the specialization map spa1 v after applying the maps 77* oﬁal . and 19;7”71.
The argument for the specialization for C;, is similar.

Now let Def‘f/2 = Def1z \ (81(Cay) U B2(Ca,) and let i5C;, xy llCo =15C5, Xy
i1Ci, \ (F1(Cq,) U B2(Cy,). The closed immersion i° extends to a closed immersion

i : Defy, ¢, Ci, UDef:c, Cy, Wi3Cy, Xy 11C5, — Def?,
with open complement
7 1Y x (AM\ {0})2 — Def?,.
The corresponding localization sequence gives us the boundary map
Hyily (Y x (AT \ {0})%,v)
HNy (Deff o, Ciyyv) @ HEN ) (Deff o, Ciy,yv)
(81,02,0%) D
Ha+1 (15Ci, Xy i’{C&/,v)
We have the closed immersion
i: Defizc, Ciy UDefizc,, Ci, UisChy Xy 105, — Defia
with open complement
n:Y x (A'\ {0})? = Defyo
and the closed immersion
i:B81(Cay) U B2(Co,) — Defizc, Ci, UDefi:c,, Ci, UisCiy Xy 170,
with open complement
Def7. ¢, L Ci, II Def?. ¢, ,Cip, WigCyy Xy le’o
1, Defizc, Ciy UDefi:c,, Ci, UisCiy Xy i7Ch,.
This gives us the boundary maps
Ha+2 (Y x (A1 {0})%,0)
9 B ail b(Defi;cil Ci, UDefizc,, Ci, U i5C;, Xy i1Cqy,v)
and

HN (Deffy o, Ciyyv) @ HEY ) (Deff o, Ciy )
@
Hc]?+1\1/[b(130i1 Xy 210102 ,V)
2]
- H(EBM.(ﬁl(CaJ Uﬁ?(com)av)a

fitting into their respective long exact localization sequences.
Now take x € Hy4, (Y x (A'\ {0})?,v). We claim that

(2.5) (01,02, 05)()) = 0 € Hyp" (B1(Cay) U B2(Cay ), v).-
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Indeed, we have the commutative diagram

H gy, (Y x (A {0})?, v)

Hf+1 y(Defizc, Ci, UDefixc, Ci, UizCyy xy 110, v)

l"*

HaJrl b(Def *C,l Cz'l, ) HEJFI b(Defo Ciz OiQ,U)
@
Hf+1\14,‘b(i30i1 Xy Zlczogv )

s
HEM (B1(Cay) U B2(Cn),0)

with the right-hand column a part of the long exact localization sequence for i, 7.
Let

(81,82,03)

a Ha+1 b(Def%‘Ciz Ci‘za ’U) — HibM.(Cal ; v)
be the boundary map in the localization sequence for
Cal — Defi»fc C — Def 012
and define
82 a+1 b(Def i5Ci Ch? ) HzEbMA(Cawv)
similarly. Let
0s - HEN(i5Cs, xy i1C5,,v) = Hyp" (81(Ca,) U B2(Cay ), v)
be the boundary map for the localization sequence for
B1(Cay) U B2(Cay) = i5Cs, Xy iCiy <= 8303, Xy 705,
Let Bj : Co; = P1(Cq, ) U P2(Ca,) be the closed immersion induced by 3;. Then
B1e(1(21)) = 9(21,0,0), Bax(Da(22)) = 0(0,2,0), F3(x3) = (0,0,23)
for
T € H +1 b(DefO*C Cl2a )’ T2 € Hzlzg—i—l\l/lb(DEfo 5C4 Cllv )a
w3 € Hoi1y((i3Cs, xy i1Ci,)° ).

Take x € H, (}13_;_1\2475(}/, 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

B« (8Pa, (3P], (7)) — 24 (8P4, (D7, (7)) = 03(05(x))
in H;%'Z)M‘(ﬂl(C’al) U 52(Ca,), v). Pushing forward to Hng‘(iECil Xy i5Cy,,v), and

applying the localization sequence for 1 (Cq,) U f2(Ca,) < i5C;, Xy i7C;, yields
the identity

Brx(spg, (507, (7)) = Bax (5P, (3, (%))
in Hng'(igC’il Xy 47 Ci,, v), which completes the proof. O
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Lemma 2.4. Let p1 p1,7G,,,G,, : 1B — 1B be the automorphisms of 1p induced by
the symmetry automorphisms P AP = P! AP, G,, AG,, = G,, AG,,. Then

TP1 Pl O TG, Gy = TGy Gy © TP1,pt = —1di1 .
Proof. We have
P! AP 2= SYAG,, AS'AG,,
and g, commutes with ¥¢g, . Thus
T]P’lﬁ]pl (¢] TGm,(Gm = 7—31751 [¢] Tém,7Gm, = 7'51751

and it follows from the identity 7g1 g1 = —Id in the classical stable homotopy
category that 7p1 p1o7g,, G,, = —Id1,. The proof for 7¢,, g,, o7p1 p1 is the same. [

Now consider a cartesian square

(2.6) Xo—— X

Y, —Y
-
By —— 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

L*Cx/y Z‘) Cx/y

q D

By—2 B

We also have the closed immersion 8 : Cx, y, — ¢"*Cx/y; using the outer rectangle
and the distinguished triangle

N, = *Qy g — Ly, p — N.[1]
gives the refined Gysin pullback
L HBM(Cx )y /B, Qy ) — H3M (0"Cx )y /B, Qy p—N,) = H*M (*Cx,y /B, Ly, )
Similarly, the distinguished triangle
N, = Qv /B, = Ly, 5 = N.[1]
and isomorphism N, & w¢ N gives the isomorphism

HPM(*Cx/y /B, Ly, ) = H>™ (0*Cx /v /Bo, Qv, /5,)-
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We have the fundamental classes

[Cx/v] € H*M(Cx)v/B,Qy/B), [Cxo/vs] € HP™ (Cxy /vy /Bos v/,

and the closed immersion 3 : Cx,/y, — t*Cx,y := Cx/y X p Bo, inducing the map
By : HB'M'(CXO/YO/BO, Dy, /B,) — HB'M'(L*CX/Y/BO, Qy,/B,)-
Proposition 2.5. We have the identity
Bi[Cxy/vo) = ' [Cx/v]
mn HB'M' (L*CX/Y/307 QYO/BO)'

Proof. After making the identifications of the various Borel-Moore homology groups,
this comes down to a special case of Proposition We take i1 := i, iy := ig, SO
Cil = CX/y, 01'2 = OYo/Y = NL and a1 = L.

The map az is the projection igN, — N,, so letting v : Cx,/y, — Xo be
the structure morphism, Cy, is (ig o 7)*N, with structure map to Cx,/y,. The
fiber product i5C;, xy i7C;, is ¢*N, and By : Cp, — 15C;, Xy i7C;, is the map
(ip ©y)*N, — ¢*N, induced by B : Cx,/y, = t"Cx/y-

Finally, Co, = Ci=cy,, Cx/y and the map o : C-
define /' is the map Sy : Co, — i3Ci, Xy i5C,,.

Via the Poincaré duality isomorphism

H*(Y) = HPM(Y/B,Qy/5)

cx;yCx/y — ¢*N, used to

the unit 1y gives the fundamental class [Y] € HBM-(Y/B, Qy/B). Applying Propo-
sition [2.1| to [Y], we have

(2.7) . (sp7([Cx/y]) = Bax (s (sp; ([Y])))

in HB‘M'(q*NL, Qy/B).
Since ¢ is a regular embedding, we have sp([Y]) = [N,] and with 7 : ¢*N, —
Cx,/ve» ™1 N, — Yy the structure morphisms, we have

sp2 ([V.]) = sp3 (' [Yo]) = 7 (s}, (Vo)) = 7' ([Cxo /v )-
Applying O;* N, to , we find
V[Cxyy] = 04y, @ (spE([Cx/v])
= OEJ*NLBQ*ﬁ-I([CXo/YO])

= 805 n. T ([Cxo /7o)
= B [CXO/YO]'

The first identity is the definition of ¢', and the third identity is the compatibility
of ' and , in Tor-independent cartesian squares (Proposition 1, 3)).

Remark 2.6. Suppose that the top square in (2.6) is also Tor-independent. Then
[Cxo/ve] = ¢'[Cx/v]

in HBM-(Cy, /vo/Bo, v, /B,). Indeed, this additional Tor-independence implies
that the map 3: Cx, /v, = t*Cx/y := Cx/y Xx X is an isomorphism.
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3. ToTARO, EDIDIN-GRAHAM, MOREL-VOEVODSKY EQUIVARIANT
(CO)HOMOLOGY

For £ € SHY(B), X € Sch®/B, we have been using the E-valued Borel-Moore
homology defined by

EXY(X/B, G, v) := Homgpe ) (5" px1(S¥1x), €).

in the case of a tame G.

For £ € 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 E5-M (X/BG,v);
we use the same construction here, which we briefly recall.

We assume that G is a closed subgroup scheme of GL,, /B for some n and that G
is smooth over B; we no longer need to assume that G is tame. Let E; GL,, be the B-
scheme of n X n+j matrices of rank n, with the action of GL,, by left multiplication.
We let E;G denote the scheme E; GL,, with the G-action by restriction, and let
B,;G = G\E;G; note that this quotient exists as a quasi-projective B-scheme and
the quotient map E;G — B;G is a G-torsor for the étale topology. Let F' = A%
with the left action of GL,, via the usual matrix multiplication; we consider F as a
G-representation via the inclusion G — GL,,.

We have the G-equivariant closed immersion i; : E;G — E;11G defined by
adding a j + 1st column of zeroes, and the G-equivariant open immersion 7n; :
E;GxF — E;j;1G by considering F' as the j+1st column. Let p; : E;Gx F — E;G
be the projection with 0-section 19

Let B;G = G\E;G, N;G = G\(E;G x F). We have the corresponding regular
embeddings iG,j : BJG — Bj+1G, i%,j : BJG — NjG, naG,j - NjG — Bj+1G,
and pj¢ : N;G — B;G, making N;G a vector bundle over B;G with zero-
section z'%’ ;» isomorphic to the normal bundle of i, ;. This gives us the Ind-objects
EG := {E;G};, BG := {B,;G}; in Sm“/B, with transition maps i;, i¢ ; 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 Scth/B with objects the X € Sch®/B
for which the fppf quotients X x¢ E;G := G\X xp E;G exist in Sch/B; this the
whole of Sch®/B if B = Speck, k a field, (see [7, Lemma 9, Proposition 23]).

We have the maps ix j : X xp E;G — X xp E;11G, ig(’j : X xpE;G— X xp
EjGXF, nx,j - XXBEJ'GXF — XXBEj_;,_lG,pX,j : XXBEjGXF — XXBEjG.
These yield the corresponding maps on the quotients iy g ; : X x% E;G — X x¢
E;inG, ngG’j, nx,c,; and px.q,;. The projections 7x; : X xp E;G — E;G
induce the projections mx ¢ ; : X x¢ E;G — B;G. We denote the ind-object
{X x9 E;G,ixc;}; by X x¢ EG. The projection 7x : X — B induces maps
TX,Gj @ X x G E;G — B;G, and the corresponding map of ind-objects mx ¢ :
X x% EG — BG.

We have the cartesian, Tor-independent diagram

(3.1) X xC E;G % X x¢ E;,G

ﬂX’GJ‘l ﬂX,G,jJrll
A

BjG #) Bj+1G
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Given w € KY(X), we have the corresponding perfect complex w; on X x¢ E;
defined by applying G-descent to the perfect complex p;(w) on X xp E;G. This
gives us the map of spaces

(—); : KE(X) = K(X x¢ E;G)

with canonical natural isomorphisms w; = % ; ;(wjt1). Given an £ € SH(B), the
regular immersion ix,q,; thus gives us the natural map

(3.2) iy, EEM(X x9 Ej1G/Bwjp) = EEM(X xY E;G/B,w; — N,

We have the exact sequence of sheaves on B;G

c.i)

0— MG,J‘ — i*G,jQBj-HG/B — QBjG/B —0
Using this, we may twist (3.2]) to give
gE*M(X x ¢ Ej+1G/B7 Wj41 + QBjJrlG)

o, EEM(X xC E;G/B,w; + Qp,c)

Lemma 3.1. 1. The projection pp,c : B;G — B gives rise to a canonical natural
isomorphism

P, EMI(X X9 B;G/B,w; 4+ Qp,6) = EEM(X x9 E;G/B;G,w;)
2. We have the relative pullback maps of Remark [1.5 with respect to the diagram
(3-1),

ig; 1t EEM(X x9 Ej11G/Bj11 G, wjp1) = EEM(X x9 E;G/B;G, wy)
gwing the commutative diagram

1
K3

: EE*M(X x G Ej+1G/B7wj+l + QBjJrlG)Xi) gP*M(X x G EEIJG/B,U}J + Qng)

!
J'ijG
-t

EEMA(X x9 E;G/B;j11G,wjt1) O, gBM (X G E;G/B;G,w;)

Proof. (1) It suffices to consider the case *,* = 0,0. We recall that B;G 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)
pXXGE_jG!(ij+QBJG lxxem;c1) = PBjcr o X, Gt (B TIBsC lxxog;a)
= pp,a S o mx,c (" 1x xog6)
= ppox o Tx,6 (X 1 xxap,ar)
inducing the isomorphisms
EBM(X x9 E;G/B,wj + Qp,¢) = Homgp(p) (px o 5,01 (2 TP x o 1), €)
= Homgn(p) (P64 © x.¢. 51 (X" 1xxop,a1), €)
= Homgp(p; ) (7x,6,j1 (2" 1x xom,61), P, GE)
= BM(X x% E;G/B;G,w)).
(2) follows from the definition of the relative pullback in Remark O

This gives us the pro-system {EE:M(X x¢ E;G/B;G, w;), Z'Gj }; and justifies the
following definition
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Definition 3.2. 1. For X € Sch®/B and w € K%(X), define the w-twisted
G-equivariant Borel-Moore homology
EG a4 (X/BG,w) = lim EFM (X x© E;G/B;G,w;)
J
and w-twisted G-equivariant cohomology

EGN(X, w) == 1m £ (X < E;G,wy).
J
2. Given a motivic ring spectrum & € SH(B), we call £ bounded if the pro-system
{E(EbM'(X x% E;G/B;G,w;)}; is eventually constant, for each w € K%(X) and
each (a,b).

Remark 3.3. Taking B = Speck, if &€ = 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 [0], 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 x¢ EG
yields a well-defined object of H(B), independent of choices.

Remark 3.5. As we have discussed in [I2, 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 £-Borel-Moore homology and twisted £-cohomology
described in the previous sections, extend to the equivariant setting; essentially,
one just applies the functor X +— X x© E;G 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 [I2, 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 x9 E;G — X x% E;G and its open complement (X \ Z) x¢ E;G — X x¢ E;G.
In case £ 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

Remark 3.6. The sheaf of relative differentials Qg ¢/p has a canonical G-linear-
ization, defining the locally free sheaf ngc on B;G by descent. We have the exact
sequence on B;G
0= Nig, — i*G,jQ%_MG — ngc —0
giving us the canonical isomorphism
ELM(X XC BjG/Bw; +OF,, ¢ — Nig,) = EEMN(X x¢ E;G/B,w; + QF )
and thus giving the map

!
x

EEM(X X9 Bj11G/B,wj1 + OF, | o) =5 EEM(X x9 E;G/B,w; + 9F,¢)
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as above. The G-equivariant Borel-Moore homology 50 v (X/B,w) is defined in
[0, §1] as

EGas(X/B,w) = lim ELM (X x% E;G/B,w; + ngG/B)
J
Also, we have the exact sequence of G-linearized sheaves on E;G
0— ﬂ—g,jQBjG/B — QEjG/B — gv Rog OEjG — 0

where gV is the co-Lie algebra of G over B, with the co-adjoint action. Letting g}’
be the sheaf on B;G defined by g @p Og;c via descent, this gives us the exact
sequence on B;G

0= Qp,a/8 = G g5 = 8] =0,
from which we have the natural isomorphism
Eap (X X9 E;jG/B,w; +QF ¢/p) = Eap (X X E;G/B,wj + Qp,/p +8));
compatible with the Gysin maps z'X G,j- This defines the natural isomorphism
Eqap(X/ B w) = G4 (X/BG,w + ¢" @0, Ox).

In other words, the two theories E6- M (—/B, —) and E5-M-(—/BG, —) are essentially
the same.

Finally, if G is a subgroup of SL,, C GL,, then the G-representation det g
trivial. Thus, if £ is SL-oriented, we have

SGab(X/B w) gGab(X/BG erg ®op OX) 52;2/[4;2d,b+d(X/BG7w)’
where d = dimgG.
Proposition 3.7 (Equivariant refined Gysin pullback). Let

Xo—“Y s X
qJ Jp
Yo ——Y
be a cartesian square in SchG/B, with ¢ a regular immersion and take v € K¢ (Y).
Then for each j, the map
L x91dg,q Yo x E;G - Y x9 E;G
is a regular immersion with conormal sheaf ./\[LXGIdEjG ~ (N,);, the diagram

Xy x¢ E,GM x x6 B,G

quIdJ/ lpxcld

G 'xC1d G
Yo x EJG —Y X EJG
is cartesian and the sequence of refined Gysin maps

(txCldg, o)
EEM(X %9 E;G/B;G,v;) RN EXM (X0 x9 E;G/B;G,v; — (N);)

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

{eEM(X <€ E;G/B;G,vj)}; — {EEM (X0 x© E;G/B;G,v;(N.))}
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and thus a well-defined map
e 52;M*;(X/BG,U) — EGB;I\i'*(X()/BG,U —N,).

Proof. The first two assertions are easily verified and are left to the reader. To
show that the maps (1 x¢ Id Ejg)! give rise to a well-defined map of pro-systems,
we need only that that
(L x & IdEjg)! o z'!X}G’j = i!X’G’j oL =G IdEHlC;)!
as maps
EXM(X X E;11G/B,vj11+Q8,,,6) = EEM (X0 xC E;G/B, v+ Q5,6 — (N);)-
For this, consider the commutative diagram

G V' xCId a TX,G,j
XO X E]G—>X X EJG—>BJG

iXo,G,Ji liX,G,]’ J{ic,]‘
'x1d

L TX,G,j+1
Xo x G Ej+1G — X x G Ej+1G 4J) Bj.HG
qxcldl

J{pxcld
'xC1d

Yo x G Ej+1G — Y x G Ej+1G
By Corollary we have the identity of refined Gysin maps
(tx91d) oig ; =i ;o (1 x¢ 1d)’

But the top right-hand square and top rectangle are cartesian and Tor-independent,
so the excess intersection formula of Proposition [I.3] rewrites this as the desired
identity

(¢t x%1d)' o i!X,G,j = i!XO,G,j o (1 x%1d)".

O

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[I.3]and Corollary [2.3] are also satisfied
in the equivariant setting.

4. VIRTUAL FUNDAMENTAL CLASSES

In [I3] we showed how a G-linearized perfect obstruction theory ¢o : Eo = Lz/5
on some Z € Sch® /B gives rise to a virtual fundamental class in twisted Borel-
Moore homology, [Z, ¢e|¢" € EB-M(Z/B, G, E,) for an arbitrary motivic spectrum
£ € SHY(B). In the next section, we define a virtual class [Z, bel¢'G; in the G-
equivariant (Totaro, Edidin-Graham) Borel-Moore homology &M (Z/BG, E,) for
a motivic ring spectrum £ € 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, ¢4]¢"", as an aid to defining [Z, ¢¢|¢’¢; 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 [¢e] be a perfect obstruction obstruction theory on Z. We assume that Z
admits a closed immersion ¢ : Z — M with M quasi-projective and smooth over B.
Thus [¢e] admits a representative as a map of complexes

) d .
bo s (F1 = Fo) = (I7/T5 = i"Quyp)
with the F; locally free coherent sheaves on Z. The assumption that ¢, defines a
perfect obstruction theory is equivalent to the exactness of the sequence
F = Fo®Iz/I7 5 i"Qup — 0
Let @ = ker(y) with surjection 7 : F; — Q. Then we have the exact sequence of
abelian cones
0— i*Thp = C(Tz/I3) xz V(Fy) = C(Q) = 0

The surjection 7 gives rise to a closed immersion
The surjection Sym*Zy /T2 — @n>0Z3/Iy+" gives the closed immersion Cyz/p; —
C(Zz/1%), inducing the closed immersion Cz,py X z V(Fo) — C(Zz/13) x z V(Fo)
with image containing the sub-vector bundle i*Ty; . Let D := Cz/n xz V(Fp),
giving the quotient cone ‘

DY .= ’L*TM/B\D
that is naturally a closed sub-cone of C(Q). The closed immersion i, thus induces
a closed immersion _

tp, : DV — V(FY)

We have the projections
m D — CZ/M
7o D — DT

The maps 71 and 7o exhibit D as an affine space bundle over Cz/y; and over D,

respectively, and are both maps over Z.
The smooth pullback maps

m ES (Czyae/B,v) = Egp(D/B,v + Fy)
T« ESpM (DY) B, v) = EXM(D/B,v + i* Q)
are isomorphisms. Thus, the fundamental class [Cz/n] € EBM(Cy/ni /B, i* Q) )
gives rise to the class

[D¥7):= ()~} (w1 [Czyua]) € EPNH(DV7/ B, Fy)

Definition 4.1. Let € be in SH(B) and let ¢ : Fuo — (I7/T% % i*Qp ) be a
representative of a perfect obstruction theory on an embedded B-scheme i : Z — M
with M smooth over B. Let Oy(g) : Z — V(F1) be the zero-section. The £-valued
Graber-Pandharipande virtual fundamental class is defined as

2,6, ap = Oy(p,) (ru<[D*]) € EPM(Z/B, Fy)
We have the virtual fundamental class [Z, [¢]]%" € EBM-(Z/B, F,), as defined in

[13]. Note that [Z, [¢]]""" depends only on the choice of perfect obstruction theory
[gﬁ] : E. — LZ/B in Dperf(z)'
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Proposition 4.2. Let &, i: Z — M and ¢ be as in Definition[[.1. Then
(2, [0))&" = [Z,6,i]¢cp € EPM(Z/B, F.).

Proof. We prove the result by tracing through the step-by-step construction of
[Z,]4]]"". This consists of starting with a representative ¢o : Fo — (Z7/71% —
i*Qar ) of [¢], and modifying ¢e 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, [¢]]¥" € EBM-(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, [¢]]"
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 ¢e : Fo — (Zz/Z% — i*Qurp) is
normalized, meaning that ¢1 : Fy — Zz/Z% is surjective, and is reduced, meaning
Fy = "Qp/p and ¢g = Id. In this case we have the canonical isomorphism

DY = Cys xz V(Fo)/i*Taayp = Czynr ¥z " Tory /i Taays = Czyur
and via this isomorphism we have
[D""] = [Czym] € EPM(D/B, Fy) = EPM(Czynr/ B, i* Qi)
Also in this case, the surjection ¢; gives the closed immersion i : Cz /5 — V(Fy),

which gets identified with the closed immersion ¢p, : DY — V(F). If in addition
we assume that Z and M are affine, then [Z, ¢]¥'" is defined by

(2, 6] = Oy (i:[Czyma]) € EPM(Z/ B, F)

which thus agrees with [Z, ¢, ] p := O!V(Fl)(bp.*[Dvir])'

Now assume that Z and M are affine and ¢; is surjective. In this case ¢g
is also surjective; let K; be the kernel of ¢;. Then K| is locally free and lifts
isomorphically via the differential 0 : F; — Fy to a locally free summand of K3
(see [13], §6] for proofs of these assertions). Taking the quotient of F, by the
subcomplex (Kj u, Ky) gives us the normalized perfect obstruction theory ¢, :
F| — (Iz/1} — i*Qup), and our original obstruction theory is F, @& (Ko 14, Ko)
with ¢g and ¢, the zero map on Ky C Fy and on Ky C Fj. Also, this says that
¢p : Fy — i*Qp/p is an isomorphism, so by a “change of coordinates”, we may
assume that ¢, : F, — (Zz/Z% — i*Qp/p) is reduced and normalized.

The quotient map 7 : Fy — F, is a quasi-isomorphism of perfect complexes,
inducing a canonical isomorphism £8M-(Z/B, F,) =2 E8-M-(Z/B, F]). We have our
cone D and closed immersion tf, : D" — V(F}) and the corresponding cone D’
and closed immersion vf; : D' — V(FY). The surjection 7 induces closed immer-
sions C(7) : D" — D" and V(r) : V(F]) — V(F}). We claim that
i C(,].(.)I[Duir] _ [Dl'ui'r}
it V() (1 [D]) = 1 [D']
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and
iii. og,(Fl)(LF,*[D ) = OV(F,)(LF;*[D/W]).

To prove (i) and (ii), let pprir : D" = Z, py(pyy : V(F]) = Z be the structure
morphisms. Then we have
V(Fy) = V(F]) ® V(Ko), D" = D" & V(Ko)
via which C'(7) and V(7) become the inclusion as the first summand. The respective
projections onto the first summands
7TV(F1’) : V(Fl) — V(FI,), T proir © Dmr — Dlmr
thus exhibit DV as the vector bundle p%,,..(V(Ko)) over D', and V(F}) as the
vector bundle pik/(F{)(V<K0)) over V(FY]); the inclusions C(w) and V(7) are the

respective zero-sections. Thus C(7)" is the inverse to the smooth pullback map 7,
and V(7)' is inverse to the smooth pullback map TV (F))-
The identity
(D] = ([
follows immediately from the definition of [D"] and [D'*""] and the functoriality
of smooth pullback, proving (i). The identity in (ii) is equivalent to the identity

tFyx (Tprr ([D""1)) = Ty (e [D"])
Since the square

DUir Ly (R)

TFD/J l”w(z«*{)
Lp/

D/m’r Fe V(Fll)
is cartesian, this latter identity follows from the compatibility of proper push-
forward and smooth pullback in cartesian squares: tp,. o ﬂb,m = Wé/( Fy) © LEpxs
Proposition This proves (ii).
The proof of (iii) is similar: Let py(p) : V(F1) — Z be the structure map. The
identity is equivalent to

Pyeen (Pycry)” (tres (D7) = trgu[ D7)
and we have
L ([DV]) = WQ/(F{)(LF.,*[D/WTD
By functoriality of smooth push-forward, we have

! | !
Py(r) = Pury) © )

and thus
Py Pycr) ™ ras (D)) = Dy 0 Pigry) ™ 0 Ty (Lpga D)) = 1y [ D)
proving (iii). In other words, [Z, ¢, ]g”ép =[Z,¢, ]EWGP in £8M-(Z/B,F,) =
EBM-(Z/B, F)).

Now suppose that ¢, is normalized, but M is only quasi-projective over the affine
base-scheme B. Let ¢ : M — M be a Jouanolou cover of M, that is, ¢ is a (Zariski)

torsor for a vector bundle on M and M is affine. Letting Z = Z x M, we have
the Jouanolou cover qz : Z — Z and the closed immersion i := py : Z — M.
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Since M is affine, we can split the canonical surjection € ¥i/B Qy; Mo giving the
isomorphism QM/B =q QM/B@QM/M We define F} = qzF, Fy = qZFOEBQM/M,
with differential Jy : F, — Fy to be q%(0r) followed by the inclusion g5 Fy — F.
Similarly, define gbl ‘= ¢q5¢1 and QSO =qyPo ® IdQM/M

This gives us the normalized perfect obstruction theory

o Fo = (T3/T% = Q)

on Z. Since qz : Z — Z is the pullback to Z of the vector bundle torsor M — M, we
see that the relative tangent bundle 75, is canonically isomorphic to V(i*€y; /).
By homotopy invariance, the smooth pullback map

ay : EBM(Z/B,F,) — EPM(Z/B,q} Fo + Ly,)
is an isomorphism and the isomorphism L,, = i*Q,; /M gives us the canonical
isomorphism
EPM(ZB, 4y Fe + Ly,) = EPM(Z/B, F).
Let ¢f, D" — V(F}) be the closed immersion associated to the perfect obstruc-

tion theory (5.. We have the commutative diagram

Dmr Z
lq*’([ﬁ)
4D
ﬁl
pvir A

with all squares cartesian. Arguing as in the previous case, we see that
! ! i ) ViT
@y (O (e (D7) = O 5 (15, D))

in other words ¢ ([Z, ¢, p = [Z,éﬂ]g”gp in EBM-(Z/B, F,).
We conclude the argument with the general case. If

d .
Do 1 Fg — (IZ/I% -1 QM/B)
is an arbitrary perfect obstruction theory on our quasi-projective Z, there is a
locally free sheaf F and a surjection a : F — Zz/Z%. Replace ¢o with ¢ : F, —

(Iz/I% i} i*Q]\/[/B) with Fi/ = F, & F, 61:" = Op, ®IdF, ¢| = ¢1 + a and
@b = ¢o+doa. Then ¢, is normalized. As above, we have a canonical isomorphism
EBM (7 F,) = EBM-(Z F!) and via this isomorphism, we have

O%/(Fl) ([’F.* [Dv”]) = O'V(Fl’) (Lﬁv./* [D/Uir])’

that is, [Z, ¢, 1% = [Z', ¢/, i]4% in EBM(Z/B, F,)) = E8M(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.
O

Remark 4.3. The main result of [13] is that the virtual fundamental class [Z, [¢]]%" €
EBM-(Z/B, F,) depends only on the perfect obstruction theory [¢] on Z and is
independent of the various choices made in its construction. Thus, the Graber-
Pandharipande class [Z, ¢, z]&?} is also independent of the choice of embedding 4
and the choice of representative ¢ for [¢]. 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 € Sch® /B, the cotangent complex L /B has a canonical G-linearization.

Definition 5.1. Let Dgerf (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 ¢ : E, — Lx/p in Dgerf(X) that
defines a perfect obstruction theory after forgetting the G-linearizations. In other
words, E, is supported in (homological) degrees [0, 1], ho(¢) is an isomorphism and
hi1(¢) is a surjection.

The virtual fundamental class associated to a perfect obstruction theory only
depends on the truncation ¢ : B, — 7<1Lx,p (we use the homological convention
for the truncation); in what follows, we will abuse notation and refer to a map
¢ : Fe — 1<1Lx,p that is an isomorphism on hg and a surjection on h; as a
perfect obstruction theory.

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

representatives (E; — FEjy) M) T<1Lx,p with (Ey — Ep) a G-linearized two-

term complex of locally free coherent sheaves on X, and that X is in the subcategory
Schg /B and admits a G-equivariant closed immersion ¢ : X — Y for some Y €
Sm?/ B. This gives us for each j the G-equivariant closed immersion ¢; 1= ¢ x
ldg,¢ : X x E;G — Y x E;G and induced closed immersion a; : X xC E;G —
Y XG Ej G.

We note that for p; : X xp E;G — X the projection, piLx/p = Lxx2E,G/E;G:
and that the perfect complex Lx,p ;j on X x @ E;G induced by piLx,p via descent
is canonically isomorphic to Lx v p,g/B;c- Letting

¢ Fej = 7<1Lx/pj = 7<1Llxxcp,a/B;a

be the map induced by pj¢ by descent, ¢; defines a perfect obstruction theory on
X x¢ E;G relative to B;G, giving us the virtual fundamental class

(5.1) (X xC E;G, ¢;]8" € EBM(X x¢ E;G/B;G, E, ;).

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

Lemma 5.2. i: By — By be a regular closed immersion in Sm/B. Let 1 : (F; —
Fy) = 7<1Lgz, /B, be a perfect obstruction theory on some Z; € Sch/By, relative to
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By. Let Zy = Z1 xp, By and assume that the cartesian square

(52) Zy — 71

|

Boii>31

is Tor-independent, giving the canonical isomorphism i*Lz, g, = Lz, B, and the
induced perfect obstruction theory i*v : (i*Fy — i*Fy) = T<1Lz,/B,-

Choose a closed immersion ¢ : Z1 — Y1, with Y1 € Smg/Bs, giving the closed
mmmersion vy © Zog — Yy = Y1 Xp, Bo. We assume that the canonical map B :
Czo/vs = 17Cz, v, is an isomorphism. Then the refined Gysin morphism

il . gB'M'(Zl/Bl,F.) — SB'M'(Zo/Bl,i*F. 7./\/1) = EB'M'(Zo/Bo,i*F.)

satisfies
(12, 41") = [Zo, %)™

Proof. As in Remark [I.5] the purity isomorphisms for By — B, By — B give us
the canonical isomorphism

'L9i : EB'M'(Zo/Bl,’U 7./\/;) :—) EB'M'(Z()/B(),’U)

for v € K(Zp).

Letting Z be the ideal sheaf of Z in Y, we have the map v : (F} — Fy) —
(Z7/I% — t*Qyp) induced by 1, the corresponding closed immersion ¢q : Zy —
Yy := Y xp By and the corresponding map i*t : (i*F} — i*Fp) — (IZO/I%O —
t*Qy, /B,) induced by .

Following the Graber-Pandharipande construction given in §4 we have the cone
DU with fundamental class [D""], and closed immersion (g, : D" < V(Fy),
giving the virtual fundament class [Z,]""" as

[Z,9]"" = 0y(7,) (tras (D))

We also have the corresponding cone D" with fundamental class [D§"], and closed
immersion ¢+ g, : D§*" < V(i*F1), giving the virtual fundamental class [Z, i*9]""
as

[Zo, 79" = 0y5- 7,) (b= ([DG]))

By assumption, the canonical map 3 : Cz,/y, — 1*Cz/y is an isomorphism. By
Proposition this gives the identity

[Czo/ve] =1'[Czyv] € EPM(Cy v/ Bos vy /8,

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

Dy = D" € €PN (Do /B i* Fy)
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Thus
[Z0, 0] = 0y 7, (ti Fus ([DE]))
= O!V(i*]-‘ )(Li*F. ( (D))
= OV( =Fp)t (Lz «Fox([D W]))
= i' (057, (i ([D™])))
— 2,
The third identity is Proposition [[.3] and the fourth is Corollary [2.3] O

Definition/Proposition 5.3. Let ¢4 : Eos — 7<1Lx/p be a G-linearized perfect
obstruction theory on X € SchG/B Then the family of virtual fundamental classes

of B, |
(X x9 E;G, ¢;]¢" € EBM(X x¢ E,G/B;G, E, ;)
give a well-defined element
(X, 9]¢ € E6™M(X/B, Ba).
Proof. We have the cartesian, Tor-independent diagram

X x G EJG — X x G Ej+1G

L,

BjG —’L> Bj+1G

and the perfect obstruction theory ¢;;1 on X x & E;+1G. Choose a G-equivariant
closed immersion ¢ : X — Y with Y € quG /B, giving the closed immersions

L, X x9E;,G—Y x%E;G

with Y x% E;G smooth over B;G and t; = 14 Xp;,,6 BjG. This gives the
isomorphism

CL]. = Cx/y XG EJG
and thus the canonical map 3 : C,; — C\,,, Xp,,,¢ B;jG is an isomorphism. We
also have the canonical isomorphism of perfect obstruction theories i*¢; 11 = ¢;.
Thus, we may apply Lemma to yield the result. O

We will usually drop the subscripts £, G from [X, (;5] v, 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 Ty C N, Ty =G,,

Fix an X € Sch™/k, a Y € Sm" /k and a closed immersion i : X < Y in
Sch? /k. We also fix a N-equivariant perfect obstruction theory on X, represented
by a two-term complex E, := (E7 — Ey) of N-linearized locally free sheaves on X,
together with a N-equivariant map ¢ : Ee — 7<1Lx/i = (Ix/I% — i*Qy /1)

We recall from [9] §1] some facts about the T3-fixed loci of X and Y.
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We have the Ti-fixed subschemes X7 € Y7, with X™* = X nY™. YT is
smooth; let Yi,...,Y, be the irreducible components of Y7 with inclusion maps
13/ :Y; =+ Y, and let X; = X NY,, so XT = II; X;. Let i; : X; — X be the
inclusion.

Let F be a Ti-linearized coherent sheaf on on X;. Since the T7j-action on X; is
trivial, we can decompose F into weight spaces for the T} = G,,-action

F =& Fr
where t € G,, acts on F, by the character ¢t — t". if F is locally free, so is each
Fr. The subsheaf F™ := @,-oF, is the moving part of F and F1 .= Fy is the fized

part of F.
Letting i; : X; — X be the inclusion, the map ¢, induces the map

¢; 7B = 7<1Lx,
By [9, Proposition 1] ¢; defines a perfect obstruction theory on X;.

Definition 6.1. The virtual conormal sheaf of X; in X, J\/'J?’"7 is defined to be the
perfect complex i E".

We have the 4-torsion element o = _01 (1) € N, which together with T3
generates N. Letting & denote the image of o in N/Ty, N/T; is the cyclic group of
order two generated by &.

Lemma 6.2. For each j, ¢; : z}"Ei — 7<1Lx; /1 and J\/j”" inherit from ¢ and E,
natural N -linearizations.

Proof. For t € T}, we have t -0 = o - t~!. If F is an N-linearized coherent sheaf

on X, i7F inherits an N-linearization on Xj, and this relation implies that the

canonical isomorphism o : 0*(ijF) — F given by the N-linearization restricts to

o-:0" (i;f}'r) — i3 F_r. Thus i} F, @ i;F_, is an N-linearized subsheaf of i;.F for
each r # 0, and i} F is also an N-linearized subsheaf of i} F.

Thus ¢; : i*EL — 7<1L X7k and N}*" := i By have canonical N-linearizations.

O

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

Hy (XM, W(i*L))[1/Moe] — Hy (X, W(L))[1/Mye]
Definition 6.3. Let |X|Y € X' be the union of the N-stable irreducible compo-
nents of X7, and let Xiz ., be the union of the irreducible components C of X T
such that N-C = CUC’ with C" # C and CNC" = (. We call the action semi-strict
if X7 = | XN U X!y and strict if the action is semi-strict, |X|¥ N X} = 0, and
| X |V decomposes as a disjoint union of two N-stable closed subschemes
XNV = xN1xnh

where the N/Tj-action on Xg;l is free.

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

phism
Hy (1XYW £))[1/Moe] — Hy (X, W(L))[1/Moe]
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and

Hy (X [X[Y, W(L))[L/Moe] = 0.
Remark 6.4. Suppose that the N-action on Y is strict. Then the N-action on X is
also strict, with XV = Y¥NX, with ;1N X ¢ X%, and with ¥}/ ' nX = X' T1X",
with X = X' 1Ty, N X.

Assuming the N-action on X is strict, we set |X|V := [X|V N Xj, giving a
decomposition of | X |V,
N N
| X7 = ] X5
with each |X|Y having the perfect obstruction theory ¢; : Z;EI — 1< Lyx v
) = J
and virtual conormal sheaf ./\/'JV“". Decomposing each | X |§V further, we have the
connected components | X |§Y€ of | X|Y.
In the case of a strict N-action, each N-linearized locally free sheaf V on a
connected component of X7t with ¥V = V™, has a generic representation type

[V&en], 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
X711, Suppose that the N -action is strict and that that V = V™ on | X|V. Fir a j, ¢
and let V;, denote the restriction of V to |X|§Y€

1. There are positive integers M, n such that the equivariant Euler class eN(Vijn) €
H*(BN,W) is of the form M - e™. If the weight space (Vj ), for the Ti-action is
zero for all even r > 0, then M 1is an odd integer.

2. If k admits a real embedding, then 6N(Vg§n) s not nilpotent. If M is odd, then
en(VJy") is a non-zero divisor in H*(BN,W).

3. en(Vje) is invertible in Hi (|X|Y,, W(det™' V))[1/Me].

A

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

Definition 6.6. Let ¢ : X — Y be a closed immersion in SchN/k, with ¥V €
SmN/lc7 and let ¢ : B4 — T<1Lx/) be an N-linearized perfect obstruction theory
on X. Suppose that the action on X is strict. For each 7;, : \X|f}’j — X of

, write e ((7* g as e M ollowing Lemma [6.
XN, wri j* B )oen it Bg)9°™) as M, following L 6.5
We define

en(N/T) € Hy(|X[7, W(det ™ Ny)))[1/M;ye]
by

en(N") = en(V(ij  ERY)) - en(V(i  ET)) ™
Let M;¥ =[], Mj, and let

en(NIT) = {en(NIT)}e € Hy (IX |5, W(det™ N ))[1/M;Y]

—HHN | X |30 W(det ™" Ny ))[1/MY].

Similarly, noting that each irreducible component Y; of YT is smooth, we can
write ey ((i} *Ty*)9") as MJYe”;'/.



VIRTUAL LOCALIZATION IN EQUIVARIANT WITT COHOMOLOGY 37

It follows from Lemma that ey (N ”") is well-defined and is invertible in
Hy (IX|Y, W(det ./\/fj’”))[l/M] e]. Similarly, the Euler class ey (i} *T3") is invertible
in Hy (Y;, W(det ™" iy *T{))[1/MY e].

Recall the integer My > 0 defined above, just before Definition

Theorem 6.7 (Virtual localization). Let i : X — Y be a closed immersion in
Sch /k, with Y € Sm” /k, and let ¢ : E, — Lx be an N-linearized perfect
obstruction theory on X. Suppose the N-action on X is strict. Let M = My -
I, MJX MY, where the MJ-X,MjY are as in Definition , Let [|X|§V7¢j]}’\}'r €

M(|X|§V, ;Ef) be the equivariant virtual fundamental class for the N-linearized
perfect obstruction theory ¢; : z;‘Ei = <1 Lix v i on |X\§V Then

W—Zzﬂ XY, 6518 N en (V2771 € ERM (X, Ba)[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 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 &€ = EM(W).

Step 1 Let X; = Y; N X7, We note that the localized equivariant Borel-Moore
homology of de is zero. Usmg the assumption that the N-action is strict, we
have X; = |X |N oIx;n de, so using the localization sequence in equivariant
Borel-Moore homology, we may replace X with X \ Xlzld, Y with Y\ Xﬂp and
thus we may assume that Xlzld = () and |X|N X; Let v : X =Y, X; = X,
z}f :Y; =Y and i; : X; — X denote the inclusions.

We will use all the results of and §2| promoted to the equivariant setting,
following Remark

We have the equivariant fundamental class [Y]y € EFM(Y/BN,Qy/;), with

[Y]n the image of 1 € En(Y) under the Poincaré duality isomorphism
EN(Y) = EFM (V) BN, Qy1).

We recall that Y7' is smooth over k with irreducible components Y7, ...,Y,. We
have fundamental classes [Y;]y € ERM(Y;/BN,Qy,,p) defined as for [Y]y.
For each irreducible component ) : Y; — Y of Y™, the normal bundle N;y of
J

13/ is exactly z}’*T{}" Since z}"[Y] ~ = [Yj]n, applying the Bott residue theorem
[12] Theorem 10.5, Remark 10.6] for the N-action on Y gives

(6.1) Yy = ZZ]* In Nen(i Y*Ty)

in EBM-(Y/BN, Qy i) [1/Myel.
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Note that, although the Bott residue theorem of [12] is written for the Borel-
Moore homology EXM-(—/B, —), the fact that
5]%1\/[(_/3’ _) = 61]§/M(_/BN7 -+ g\/)

(see Remark [3.6]) allows us to apply the results of [12] to E&8M:-(— /BN, —) by simply
substituting Ex-M-(—/BN, —) for E&M-(—/B, —) in all statements to be found in
12 .

Step 2. We apply the refined intersection product (§1.3)) on Y with respect to
t: X Y, Id:Y = Y, and the i¥ : Y; — Y, and use the compatibility with
proper push-forward (Proposition 1)) to give the identity

X018 = (X, @R aa [Yv = D i (X 018 -y (Vilw Nen (i) T3) 7).

j=1
We will show that
(6.2) (X, 01N iy Vil Nen (i "T9) ™ = [X;, 6518 Nen(N27) ™

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 x V(Ey) over X and its quotient cone
DY .= *Ty\D, with closed immersion tg, : D" < V(E;), all of these being
maps in Sch’ /k.
Referring to Definition/Proposition we have
(X, 813" = 04, (t2ex[D""]v) € EFM(X/BN, E,)

For each j, we have a similar description of the virtual class [X;, ¢;]%" for the
N-linearized perfect obstruction theory ¢; : szi — 7<1Lx,/x on X; with corre-
sponding cones D; and D;?ir7 namely,

Here D; = Cx, /v, x V(i E(f)) and DY = X Ty, \D;, with closed equivariant immer-
sion ¢, pi : DY V(z;E{)

Step 4. We consider the closed immersions ¢ : X — Y and ¢; : X; — Y}, with their
corresponding cones C, := Cxy and C,; := Cx,y,. We have the closed immersion
Bj : Cy; — i5C,. Since z;/ is a regular embedding, Vistoli’s lemma (actually, the
N-equivariant version of Proposition gives us the identity

(6'3) /Bj*([CLJ]N) = 23/' [CL]N
in H]E\;,'M'(i;-‘C'L) (we suppress the twist to simplify the notation).
The closed immersion §; and the inclusion ZjES - z;‘ES @i Eft = i} Ey gives the
closed immersion ﬂjD : D x V(G EE) — D, and (6.3) gives us the relation
(6.4) (D x V(i E)n) = i ' [D]n

in H,%M(z}/*D) We also have the fundamental class [D;] induced from [C,] via
the projection D; — C, .
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We write Ty for Ty, p, etc. We have the quotient cones

DY :=i*Ty\D, D} :=i;Ty,\D;,

39

with their fundamental classes [D**"] and [D}*] induced from [D] and [D;]. The
closed immersion g, : D" < V(E7) induces the cartesian diagram

"Iy — D

l Ov(my) l

X —ELV(Ey)

which gives the identity
[X, 8N = 0y(ey) (1Bas[D™ ) = 07, Oy ([D]).

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

gives

X AN e il = 4 (X, 0%

= i 00, O, ([DIx) = Oy, O5yve 5 (D))

= Oy, Oy ([D5 X V(5 E5)]w)

Similarly, the closed immersion ¢, ; : D;»’" — V(L;‘E{) gives the cartesian dia-

gram

and the identity

Ty, —— D,

J OV(L;E{) l

X; —— V(E])

[va ¢j]%r = OIV(EL_]-)(LE.,]‘*[D;”}N) = OEL';Tyj O%J(El,_,»)([Dj]N)-

We also note that

giving

and in turn

Ty, =i} *T}

=Y _ Y s« m
1 Ty—Tyj @Zj Ty,

Oi}’*TYOIV(L;El)[Dj x V(i3 Eg)n

= Oy e Oy o (T, \Dj) X V(5 EG) v

= Oyerp Oy D X V(G E) v
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Following the discussion on [9, pg. 498], we have the commutative diagram

Z‘;fTY( i;‘fD )Dj X V(’L;‘EE)“)

| | J

i3 Ty 5Ty, 3D /5Ty, D" xx, V(i5 EF')

i V(d™
l J . J(Q;EI (@3))
Ov(i;El)

X;—— V(itEy) V(itE]) xx, V(5 EF)

% m
ijY

with the “hook” arrows all closed immersions and all squares cartesian, except for
the one marked “e”. The map V(d}') : V(ij Ef') — V(ifET") is induced from the
“moving part” of the differential d; : i Ey — i} Ep.

Let 0{,(12,; El)(_) denote the scheme-theoretic pull-back with respect to the zero-
section OV(i; g,)- From the above diagram, we have the closed immersion

b+ 04 gy (D} % x, VG EG)) = 65Ty 15Ty, = 513

. —1 viry __ . . .
Since 0, (z‘;E{)(Di ) = X, we also have the closed immersion

a: O{,(li;El)(D}f" xx, V(iTEF)) < V(T EY).
This gives us the commutative diagram in Sch” /k

03 (52 ) (D" % x; V(i3 BF)) —— V(i} EF)

V (it Er)
| |

% m X
ijY X;

Let v = O’V(i;f El)[D;-’" x V(i3 E¢')]n, this class living in the equivariant Borel-

Moore homology H&M: (O@%El) (DY xx,; V(i3 Eg'))). Using the excess intersection
J
formula as in [9, §3, Lemma 1], we have

0o (a4 (7)) N en (VS E)) = Oz g (0:(1)) New (i) TF)
This gives
[X7 ¢]%7" .L,i;/ [YvJ]N N e(V(Z;E(r)n))
= sz ) (Oyas o [ % VS ED)w) N e (i) “T).

By using A'-homotopy invariance, it follows that the right-hand side of the above
is not changed if we replace the differential d; : i7E1 — 47 Ep with the O-map, so
that the map

(42 pg» V(A7) - DY x V(i3 Ef') — V(i3 Ey)

factors as the projection D;-”"” x V(itEg') — D;-”"" followed by the canonical closed

immersion D" — V(z;‘EI) C V(ijE1). Using the equivariant excess intersection
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formula, this yields
O!V(i;E(;“)(O%/(i;El)[D;ir x V(5 Eq')]N)
= (04 5 [DF" x VGED]) Nen (Vi EG))

= [Xj, ¢]8" Nen(V(i; ET)),
or
[X, $IN"er Vil 0 en (i} "Ty¥) ™!
=X, 6] Nen (VG EY)) - en (VI EG))
This is exactly the desired formula (6.2]).

REFERENCES

[1] M. F. Atiyah, R. Bott, The moment map and equivariant cohomology. Topology 23 (1984),
no. 1, 1-28.

[2] K. Behrend, B. Fantechi, The intrinsic normal cone. Invent. Math. 128 (1997), no. 1, 45-88.

[3] R. Bott, A residue formula for holomorphic vector-fields. J. Differential Geometry 1 (1967),
311-330.

[4] C. Chowdhury. Motivic Homotopy Theory of Algebraic Stacks. arXiv:2112.15097.

[5] F. Déglise, F. Jin, A. A. Khan, Fundamental classes in motivic homotopy theory. J. Eur.
Math. Soc. (JEMS) 23 (2021), no. 12, 3935-3993.

[6] A. Di Lorenzo, L. Mantovani, Equivariant Chow-Witt groups and moduli stacks of elliptic
curves. larXiv:2107.02305.

[7] D. Edidin, W. Graham, Equivariant intersection theory. Invent. Math. 131 (1998), no. 3,
595-634.

[8] D. Edidin, W. Graham, Localization in equivariant intersection theory and the Bott residue
formula. Amer. J. Math. 120 (1998), no. 3, 619-636.

[9] T. Graber, R. Pandharipande. Localization of virtual classes. Invent. Math. 135 (1999), no.
2, 487-518.

[10] M. Hoyois. The siz operations in equivariant motivic homotopy theory. Adv. Math. 305
(2017), 197-279.

[11] A. A. Khan, C. Ravi. Generalized cohomology theories for algebraic stacks. arXiv:2106.15001L

[12] M. Levine. Atiyah-Bott localization in equivariant Witt cohomology. arXiv:2203.13882, March
2022.

[13] M. Levine. The intrinsic stable normal cone. Algebr. Geom. 8 (2021), no. 5, 518-561.

[14] F. Morel. An introduction to Al-homotopy theory. Contemporary developments in algebraic
K-theory, 357-441, ICTP Lect. Notes, XV, Abdus Salam Int. Cent. Theoret. Phys., Trieste,
2004.

[15] F. Morel, V. Voevodsky, Al-homotopy theory of schemes. Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ.
Math. No. 90 (1999), 45-143 (2001).

[16] B. Totaro, The Chow ring of a classifying space. Algebraic K-theory (Seattle, WA, 1997),
249-281, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., 67, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1999.

[17] A. Vistoli. Intersection theory on algebraic stacks and on their moduli spaces. Invent. Math.
97 (1989), no. 3, 613-670.

UNIVERSITAT DUISBURG-ESSEN, FAKULTAT MATHEMATIK, CAMPUS ESSEN, 45117 ESSEN, GER-
MANY
Email address: marc.levine@uni-due.de


http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.15097
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.02305
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.15001
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.13882

	Introduction
	1. Preliminaries and background
	2. Vistoli's lemma
	3. Totaro, Edidin-Graham, Morel-Voevodsky equivariant (co)homology
	4. Virtual fundamental classes
	5. Totaro-Edidin-Graham equivariant virtual fundamental classes
	6. Virtual localization
	References

