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ON THE LOGARITHMIC SLICE FILTRATION

FEDERICO BINDA, DOOSUNG PARK, AND PAUL ARNE ØSTVÆR

Abstract. We consider slice filtrations in logarithmic motivic homotopy theory. Our
main results establish conjectured compatibilities with the Beilinson, BMS, and HKR
filtrations on (topological, log) Hochschild homology and related invariants. In the case
of perfect fields admitting resolution of singularities, we show that the slice filtration
realizes the BMS filtration on the p-completed topological cyclic homology. Furthermore,
the motivic trace map is compatible with the slice and BMS filtrations, yielding a natural
morphism from the motivic slice spectral sequence to the BMS spectral sequence. Finally,
we consider the Kummer étale hypersheafification of logarithmic K-theory and show that
its very effective slices compute Lichtenbaum étale motivic cohomology.

1. Introduction

Logarithmic motives provide a framework for studying non-A1-invariant cohomology
theories in arithmetic geometry [11], [12], [13], [14], [15], [16], [17], [38], [47]. This paper
introduces logarithmic analogs of slice filtrations in motivic homotopy theory defined by
Voevodsky [49] and Spitzweck-Østvær [48]. The slice perspective produces explicit calcu-
lations, see [29] for a survey, and remains a powerful tool in homotopy theory following
Hill-Hopkins-Ravenel’s solution of the Kervaire invariant one problem [27]. Examples of
applications of motivic slices include a proof of the Milnor conjecture on quadratic forms in
[43] and calculations of universal motivic invariants in [45], [46]. One of the main purposes
of this paper is to compare the logarithmic slice filtration with the Bhatt-Morrow-Scholze
filtration on topological Hochschild homology and refinements [9].

Suppose that k is a perfect field of characteristic p and A is a smooth k-algebra. Bhatt,
Morrow, and Scholze [9, §1.4] expected that their filtrations on topological Hochschild
homology THH(A;Zp) (and the related theories TC−(A;Zp), TP(A;Zp), and TC(A;Zp))
afford a precise relation with filtrations on algebraic K-theory K(A), see [24], [31], via the
trace maps

K(A) → THH(A;Zp), TC
−(A;Zp), TP(A;Zp), TC(A;Zp).

In the literature, these filtrations are often called “motivic filtrations”. Mathew verified
this expectation in [36, p. 4] by showing that the filtrations are compatible using Postnikov
towers in (pro-)Nisnevich and (pro-)étale topologies. Moreover, Mathew raised a deeper
question about the existence of a common construction, realizing both filtrations.

This paper aims to explore the motivic properties of these filtrations using logarithmic
motivic homotopy theory developed in [17] and provide a first positive answer in this
direction. To explain this, let us recall the main idea behind Voevodsky’s slice filtration in
A1-homotopy theory. In algebraic topology, a standard method to understand a spectrum
E is to study its Postnikov tower, i.e., how it is built out of topological Eilenberg-MacLane
spectra. Sending E to its n − 1-connected cover E(n) defines a functor from SH to the
full subcategory ΣnSH≥0 of n − 1-connected spectra, that is right adjoint to the obvious
inclusion. Replacing the category ΣnSH≥0 with the category Σ2n,nSH(S)eff measuring
Gm-effectivity, Voevodsky defined a motivic analog of the Postnikov tower, known as the
slice tower

fn+1E → fnE → fn−1E → · · · → E
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for any motivic spectrum E. When E = KGL is the spectrum representing algebraic K-
theory, the induced spectral sequence is the motivic Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence
of Levine-Voevodsky [32], [50].

Since (topological) Hochschild homology and its cousins are not A1-homotopy invariant
(in fact, the A1-localization of THH is trivial, see, e.g., [21]), there is no motivic spectrum
in SH(S) representing them and thus Voevodsky’s slice machinery is inapplicable. In
[17], we developed an extension of SH(S) using the language of log schemes and proved
that there are indeed P1-spectra representing THH and variants. The HKR filtration, the
Beilinson filtration, and the Bhatt-Morrow-Scholze filtration on HH, HC−, THH, TC− and
so on are all compatible with the bounding maps defining the motivic spectra HH, HC−,
THH, TC− and relatives, giving rise to filtered P1-motivic spectra. See Propositions 4.9
and 5.8.

In this work, we consider an analog of Voevodsky’s slice filtration in logSH(S) and in the
linearized variant logDA(S). We define the effective category logSH(S)eff as the localizing
subcategory of logSH(S) generated by P1-suspensions of (X, ∂X) ∈ SmlSm/S, where X ∈
Sm/S and ∂X is a strict normal crossing divisor on X. Similarly, we define the coeffective
category logSH(S)coeff as its right orthogonal in the obvious sense. By (de)suspension,
we obtain the n-effective and the m-coeffective categories for every n,m ∈ Z. Following
Spitzweck-Østvær [48], we will consider the very effective version of the slice filtration in
logSH(S). Rather than measuringGm-effectivity, the very effective slice filtration measures
P1-effectivity and has strong convergence properties. Our main results are the following.
Below, when Fil•F is a filtration on F , we set FilnF := cofib(Filn+1F → F) for n ∈ Z.

Theorem 1.1 (See Theorem 4.14). Let R be any ring, and let S → Spec(R) be a smooth
R-scheme. For n ∈ Z, the spectra

FilnHKRHH(−/R), FilnBHC−(−/R), FilnBHP(−/R)

are n-co-very effective, that is, they belong to the subcategory logDA(S)veff≤n of Construction
2.3. In particular, there are canonical morphisms

f̃nHH(−/R) ≃ Σ2n,n f̃0HH(−/R) → FilHKR
n HH(−/R),

and similarly for HC− and HP, where f̃n denotes the nth very effective slice functor in
logDA(S).

Theorem 1.2 (See Theorem 5.16). Let S be the spectrum of a p-adic quasi-syntomic ring
R. For n ∈ Z, the filtered spectra

FilnBMSTHH(−;Zp), Fil
n
BMSTC−(−;Zp), Fil

n
BMSTP(−;Zp), Fil

n
BMSTC(−;Zp)

are in logDA(S,Zp)
veff
≤n . In particular, there are canonical morphisms

f̃nTHH(−;Zp) ≃ Σ2n,nf̃0THH(−;Zp) → FilBMS
n THH(−;Zp),

and similarly for TC−, TP and TC.

Assume now that S = Spec(k) is a field of positive characteristic p, admitting reso-
lution of singularities. Since topological cyclic homology and variants are, in any case,
étale sheaves, we can consider an étale variant of the very effective slice filtration in the
subcategory spanned by p-completed objects in logDA(k). Our result is then the following.

Theorem 1.3 (See Theorem 7.5). Let k be a perfect field admitting resolution of singu-
larities. Then the induced morphism

f̃kéti TC(−;Zp) → FilBMS
i TC(−;Zp)

is an equivalence in the ∞-category of p-complete Kummer étale motives logDA∧
két(k)

∧
p for

every integer i. Here, we denote by f̃kéti the ith very effective cover in logDA∧
két(k)

∧
p .
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In other words, despite having very different origins, we can identify the slice and the
BMS filtration. We see this as an answer to Mathew’s question for TC(−;Zp), i.e., the
slice filtrations realize the two “motivic filtrations” on K and TC(−;Zp). We remark that
the proof of the above theorem crucially relies on Geisser-Levine [26], together with a
motivic version of the prismatic-crystalline comparison [11].

It a natural question to compare the slice towers in logSH(S) and SH(S). When the
base S is the spectrum of a field that admits resolution of singularities, we can combine
the above results with the trace methods using the motivic (logarithmic) cyclotomic trace
constructed in [17, Corollary 8.6.2], and obtain the following.

Theorem 1.4. Let k be a perfect field of characteristic p > 0 admitting resolution of
singularities.

(1) The log motivic trace maps in logSH(k)

KGL → THH(−;Zp), KGL → TC−(−;Zp),

KGL → TP(−;Zp), KGL → TC(−;Zp)

are compatible with the slice filtrations on the left-hand sides and the BMS filtra-
tions on the right-hand sides.

(2) The graded pieces of the log motivic trace maps are identified with

MZ(i)[2i] → FiliconjΩ/k[2i],

MZ(i)[2i] → FilNi WΩ/k[2i],

MZ(i)[2i] → WΩ/k[2i],

MZ(i)[2i] → WΩi
/k,log[i].

(3) The graded pieces of the log trace maps yield natural morphisms

RΓmot(X − ∂X,Z(i)) → RΓsét(X, τ≤iΩ/k),

RΓmot(X − ∂X,Z(i)) → RΓsét(X,FilNi WΩ/k),

RΓmot(X − ∂X,Z(i)) → RΓsét(X,WΩ/k),

RΓmot(X − ∂X,Z(i)) → RΓsproét(X,WΩi
/k,log[−i]),

where the left-hand side denotes Suslin-Friedlander motivic cohomology with inte-
gral coefficients.

In light of Levine’s comparison between the homotopy coniveau tower and the slice
tower [31, Theorem 9.0.3], we obtain in particular that for X ∈ SmlSm/k, the log trace
maps

K(X − ∂X) → THH(X;Zp), K(X − ∂X) → TC−(X;Zp),

K(X − ∂X) → TP(X;Zp), K(X − ∂X) → TC(X;Zp)

are compatible with the homotopy coniveau filtrations on the left-hand sides and the
BMS filtrations on the right-hand sides. As an immediate corollary, we obtain a natural
morphism from the motivic Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence [31, §11.3]

Epq
2 = H i−j

mot(X − ∂X,Z(−j)) ⇒ π−i−jK(X − ∂X)

to the log version of the BMS spectral sequence [9, Theorem 1.12(5)], (see [13, Theorem
1.3] for the log case)

Eij
2 = H i−j

syn (X,Zp(−j)) ⇒ π−i−jTC(X;Zp)

for X ∈ SmlSm/k and in particular for X ∈ Sm/k. In particular, we get directly that the
morphism

H i
mot(X − ∂X,Z(j)) → H i

syn(X − ∂X,Zp(j))
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considered in [9, Corollary 8.21], [5, Theorem 6.15] (using Geisser-Levine to identify
p-adic motivic cohomology) factors canonically through the log syntomic cohomology
H i

syn(X,Zp(j)). Note that the input of [26] is not necessary to obtain the map: it is
just a consequence of the compatibility between the slice filtration and the BMS filtration,
together with [31, Theorem 6.4.2]. For p-adic motivic cohomology with Qp-coefficients, a
similar refinement has been considered by Ertl and Niziol in [23] (see Remark 7.11). The
comparison between motivic cohomology and syntomic cohomology (the non-log case) is
also considered in the recent work of Elmanto-Morrow [22].

The non-topological counterpart (for classical cyclic, periodic and Hochschild homology)
also holds.

Theorem 1.5. Let k be a perfect field of admitting resolution of singularities (e.g.,
char k = 0).

(1) The log motivic trace maps in logSH(k)

KGL → HH(−/k), KGL → HC−(−/k), KGL → HP(−/k)

are compatible with the slice filtrations on the left-hand sides and the HKR filtration
on HH and Beilinson filtrations on HC− and HP.

(2) The graded pieces of the log motivic trace maps are identified with

MZ(n)[2i] → Ωi
/k[2i],

MZ(i)[2i] → Ω
≥i
/k [2i],

MZ(i)[2i] → Ω/k[2i].

(3) The graded pieces of the log trace maps yield natural morphisms

RΓmot(X − ∂X,Z(i)) → RΓsNis(X,Ωi
/k),

RΓmot(X − ∂X,Z(i)) → RΓsNis(X,Ω≥i
/k ),

RΓmot(X − ∂X,Z(i)) → RΓsNis(X,Ω/k).

We remark that the compatibility between the slice filtration and the BMS filtration
along the trace map has been established using completely different methods (see again
[22], and the upcoming work of Bachmann-Elmanto-Morrow). Our results give a refine-
ment of such statements (at least over a field), since the trace map further factors through
the log invariants, in a way that is compatible with the motivic filtrations on the source
and on the target.

Finally, in the last section of the paper we consider the slice filtration in the (hyper-
complete) Kummer étale version logSH∧

két(k) of logSH(k).

Theorem 1.6 (See Theorem 7.7). Let k be a perfect field admitting resolution of singu-
larities, and assume that the étale cohomological dimension of k is finite.

There are natural equivalences

skéti LkétKGL ≃ s̃kéti LkétKGL ≃ LkétsiKGL ≃ Lkéts̃iKGL ≃ Σ2i,iLkétMZ

in logSH∧
két(k). Moreover, LkétMZ represents Lichtenbaum étale motivic cohomology [37,

Lecture 10] when restricted to Sm/k.

For X ∈ SmlSm/k note moreover that there is a natural equivalence

maplogSH∧

két(k)
(Σ∞X+, LkétKGL) ≃ LkétK(X),

where the right hand-side is the Kummer étale hypersheafification of the functor X 7→
K(X − ∂X) for X ∈ SmlSm/k. In particular, for X ∈ Sm/k is just étale K-theory.

Remark 1.7 (On resolution of singularities). For the K-theoretic applications we have
assumed to be working over a field k admitting resolution of singularities. This is used in
the explicit computation of the right adjoint ω∗ from Voevodsky’s motives to log motives,
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that on a smooth k-scheme X satisfies ω∗(X) = (X, ∂X) where X is a smooth proper
compactification of X, with normal crossing boundary ∂X. This simple formula allows
us, for example, to identify ω∗KGL as well as ω∗MZ, and to show that ω∗ commutes
with taking (very effective) slices. Using that, we can directly invoke the known results in
SH(k). We believe, however, that the compatibility between ω∗ and fn is general, so the
assumption on resolution of singularities should be superfluous. One would expect that
the analog of Levine’s computation holds for the log K-theory spectrum logKGL defined
in [17, §6.5]. We plan to address this question in future work.

1.8. Outline of the proofs. Let us discuss the main idea of the proof of Theorems 1.1
and 1.2. In [17], we constructed motivic spectra in logSH(S) representing logarithmic
Hochschild, periodic, and cyclic homology. Such spectra are Bott periodic spectra, in the
sense that the strict Nisnevich sheaf HH(−) of spectra on lSch/S satisfies ΩP1HH ≃ HH
(and similarly for HP(−) and HC−(−)). The compatibility of the P1-bundle formula with
the HKR and the Beilinson filtration allows us to show (see Proposition 4.11) that we can
promote the construction and obtain filtered motivic P1-spectra, satisfying the equivalence

FilHKR
i HH(−/R)(1)[2] ≃ FilHKR

i+1 HH(−/R)

and similarly for HP and HC− with the Beilinson filtration, for any ring R. At this point,
the co-effectivity of FilnHKRHH with respect to the t-structure given by the very effective

slice tower is a direct consequence of the vanishing of the sheaf cohomology H2j(X,Ωj
X/R)

for negative j.
The topological counterpart, that is, for THH and variant, is proven by a conceptually

similar method. More precisely, one shows using the P1 bundle formula that the BMS
filtration on THH gives an equivalence

FilBMS
i THH(−;Zp)(1)[2] ≃ FilBMS

i+1 THH(−;Zp),

and similarly for TP, TC− and TC, see Proposition 5.11. The co-effectivity statement
can then be deduced by passing to the associated graded, reducing to vanishing in (log)
prismatic cohomology. This is shown by log quasi-syntomic descent. Overall, the co-
effectivity results immediately imply the existence of the natural morphisms between the
very effective slice tower and the BMS, HKR, and Beilinson filtrations.

Let us now consider the natural functor ω∗ : SH(S) → logSH(S), right adjoint to the
A1-localization functor from logSH(S) to SH(S) for S a scheme. When S = Spec(k) is a
perfect field that admits resolution of singularities, it is easy to show that ω∗ commutes
with the (very effective) slice filtration on both sides. Using the results in [17, §7.7] and
the main result of Levine in [31, Theorems 6.4.2, 9.0.2], we can then identify the very
effective slices of ω∗KGL with motivic cohomology in logSH(k). Combining this with
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 we obtain Theorems 1.4 and 1.5.

Finally, in §7, we consider the very effective slices of Kummer étale K-theory. This
allows us to consider a spectrum representing Lichtenbaum étale motivic cohomology
in logSHkét(k): if k admits resolution of singularities, this is computed by the zeroth
very effective slice of the Kummer étale sheafification of KGL. See Theorem 7.7. Using
Geisser-Levine as input, together with the identification MZ

syn
p (i) ≃ LsproétWΩi

/k,log[−i]

as motivic spectra from [11], we can further show that in the Kummer étale (or in the
strict étale) p-complete category, we have FilBMS

i TC(−;Zp) ∈ (logDA∧
két(k)

∧
p )

veff
≥i . Since

we have already proved in general that FilBMS
i TC(−;Zp) is also i-co-very effective, we

conclude.
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2. Slices for logarithmic motives

Throughout this section, let S be a quasi-compact quasi-separated scheme, and let τ
be any topology on lSch/S generated by a family of morphisms in lSm/S. Recall that the
category SmlSm/S is the full subcategory of lSm/S consisting of X ∈ lSm/S such that
X ∈ Sm/S. By [17, Remark 2.3.19], [16, Lemma A.5.10], it can be equivalently described
as the category of pairs X = (X, ∂X) such that X ∈ Sm/S, X−∂X is an open subscheme
of X, and the closed complement ∂X is a strict normal crossing divisor on X . We see
(X, ∂X) as a log scheme with the compactifying log structure given by the embedding
X − ∂X ⊂ X .

We work with the Nisnevich sheaf of stable presentable symmetric monoidal∞-categories

Schop → CAlg(PrLModΛ
), S 7→ logSHτ (S,Λ)

⊗

given by
logSHτ (S,Λ)

⊗ := SpP1(Shτ (SmlSm/S,ModΛ)[(P
•,P•−1)−1])⊗

introduced in [17], where Λ is an E∞-ring, and ModΛ denotes the ∞-category of Λ-module
objects of Sp. It admits a symmetric monoidal structure and is presentable and stable by
[35, Theorems 4.5.2.1(1), 7.1.2.1, Corollary 7.1.1.5]. To simplify the notation, we will often
omit the superscript ⊗. If Λ is the sphere spectrum S, then we omit Λ in logSHτ (S,Λ). If
Λ is the Eilenberg-MacLane spectrum HR for a commutative ring R, then we set

logDAτ (S) := logSHτ (S,HZ) and logDAτ (S,R) := logSHτ (S,HR).

If τ is the strict Nisnevich topology, then we omit the subscript τ .
We will be using the following conventions for filtrations. Let F be an object of an

∞-category C. The ∞-category of filtered objects of C is Fun(Zop, C), where Zop is the
category consisting of the integers such that HomZop(i, j) is ∗ if i ≥ j and ∅ if i < j. A
filtered object F(−) of C is complete if limi F(i) ≃ 0. The underlying object of F(−) is
F(−∞) := colimiF(i). The filtration F(−) on F(−∞) is exhaustive. We write

FiliF := F(i),

FiliF := cofib(Fili+1F → F),

griF := cofib(Fili+1F → FiliF).

Observe that we have griF ≃ fib(FiliF → Fili−1F).
The slice filtration on SH(S) is due to Voevodsky [49, §2]. We have its direct analog on

logSH(S) as follows.

Construction 2.1. Let logSHτ (S,Λ)
eff ⊂ logSHτ (S,Λ) be the category of effective spec-

tra, that is, the full stable ∞-subcategory of logSHτ (S,Λ) generated under colimits by
Σn,0Σ∞

P1X+ for X ∈ SmlSm/S and integer n (equivalently, it is the localizing subcate-
gory as a triangulated generated by Σ∞

P1X+ for varying X, which means the smallest full
triangulated subcategory containing those objects and closed under direct sums).

For every integer i ∈ Z, let Σi
P1 logSHτ (S,Λ)

eff ⊂ logSHτ (S,Λ) be the full subcategory of

logSHτ (S,Λ) generated under colimits by Σi
P1E for E ∈ logSHτ (S,Λ)

eff . These categories
form an exhaustive filtration of logSHτ (S,Λ) by subcategories

· · · ⊂ Σi+1
P1 logSHτ (S,Λ)

eff ⊂ Σi
P1 logSHτ (S,Λ)

eff ⊂ · · · ⊂ logSHτ (S,Λ).

To simplify the notation, we will write logSHτ (S,Λ)
eff
≥i for Σ

i
P1 logSHτ (S,Λ)

eff . Let logSHτ (S,Λ)
eff
≤i

be the category of i-coeffective spectra, that is the full subcategory of logSHτ (S,Λ) spanned
by those objects G such that HomlogSHτ (S,Λ)

(F ,G) ≃ 0 for every F ∈ logSHτ (S,Λ)
eff
≥i.
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The inclusion ιi : Σ
i
P1 logSHτ (S,Λ)

eff ⊂ logSHτ (S,Λ) preserves colimits and hence admits

a right adjoint ri. Let fτi → id be the counit of this adjunction pair, and let f i−1
τ be

the cofiber of this natural transformation. Observe that the essential image of f iτ is in
Σi
P1 logSHτ (S,Λ)

eff . We set sτi := cofib(fτi+1 → fτi ).
We also remark that the inclusion ιi preserves compact objects. Thus, its right adjoint

ri preserves filtered colimits [34, Proposition 5.5.7.2], and hence the composite fi = riιi
preserves filtered colimits too.

We omit τ in fτi and f iτ when τ = sNis.

Remark 2.2. We note that logSH(S)eff is a stable symmetric monoidal ∞-subcategory
of logSH(S).

We also consider the log version of the very effective slice filtration following Spitzweck-
Østvær [48, §5].

Construction 2.3. Let logSHτ (S,Λ)
veff be the smallest full subcategory of logSHτ (S,Λ)

containing Σ∞
P1X+, closed under colimits and closed under extensions in the sense that

if X → Y → Z is a cofiber sequence in logSHτ (S,Λ) with X and Z in logSHτ (S,Λ)
veff ,

then also Y ∈ logSHτ (S,Λ)
veff . We note that logSHτ (S,Λ)

veff is a symmetric monoidal
∞-subcategory of logSHτ (S,Λ), but unlike logSHτ (S,Λ)

eff it is not stable.
We can consider the colimit-preserving inclusions (we omit τ and Λ for simplicity)

Σi+1
P1 logSH(S)veff ⊂ Σi

P1 logSH(S)veff ⊂ Σi−1
P1 logSH(S)veff ⊂ · · · ⊂ logSH(S)

giving rise via their right adjoints to functorial filtrations

f̃τi+1E → f̃τi E → f̃τi−1E → · · · → E

where each f̃τi is the right adjoint to the inclusion Σi
P1 logSHτ (S,Λ) ⊂ logSHτ (S,Λ). The

very effective slice functors s̃τi : logSHτ (S,Λ) → logSHτ (S,Λ) are then defined by the
cofiber sequence

f̃τi+1 → f̃τi → s̃τi .

Note that one can effectively “compute” the ith slice as s̃τiE ≃ Σi
P1 s̃

τ
0E for every motivic

spectrum E that satisfies Bott periodicity ΣP1E ≃ E.
We omit τ in fτi and f iτ when τ = sNis.
To simplify the notation, we will write logSHτ (S,Λ)

veff
≥i for Σi

P1 logSHτ (S,Λ)
veff . We

define for every integer i the category logSHτ (S,Λ)
veff
≤0 to be the category of co-very effective

spectra, that is the full subcategory of logSHτ (S,Λ) that is spanned by those objects G
such that HomlogSHτ (S,Λ)

(F ,G) ≃ 0 for every F ∈ logSHτ (S,Λ)
veff
≥1 . We similarly write

logSHτ (S,Λ)
veff
≤i for the right orthogonal subcategory to logSHτ (S,Λ)

veff
≥i+1.

Remark 2.4. For every integer i, observe that we have the obvious inclusions

logSH(S)veff≥i ⊂ logSH(S)eff≥i and logSH(S)eff≤i ⊂ logSH(S)veff≤i .

Remark 2.5. Assume that S = Spec(k) is a field and that τ = dNis. As in A1-motivic
homotopy theory, logSHτ (k,Λ)

veff is the connective part of t-structures on logSHτ (S,Λ)
and on logSHτ (S,Λ)

eff by [35, Proposition 1.4.4.11]. Note that the analog of Morel’s
connectivity theorem in the log setting [14, Theorem 3.2], together with semi-purity [14,
Theorem 4.4], gives that this is exactly the non-negative part of the standard homotopy
t-structure (see [39, Theorem 5.2.3]).

Remark 2.6. A similar construction can be performed in other motivic settings. For
example, one could consider in the category of P1-spectra MSS introduced by Annala-
Iwasa [2] the subcategory MSveffS generated by Σ∞

P1X+ for X ∈ Sm/S and closed under
colimits and extensions. Again by [35, Proposition 1.4.4.11], this is the connective part of a
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t-structure on MSS (that we can call the homotopy t-structure, if the expected connection
to homotopy sheaves holds). We can consider the colimit-preserving inclusions

Σi+1
P1 MSveffS ⊂ Σi

P1MSveffS ⊂ · · · ⊂ MSS

giving rise via their right adjoints to functorial filtrations

f̃i+1E → f̃iE → · · · → E

for any spectrum E.

Recall from [17, Construction 4.0.18] that there is a symmetric monoidal functor

λ♯ : MSS → logSH(S)

induced by the functor λ : Sm/S → SmlSm/S given by λ(X) := X (seen as log scheme
with trivial log structure). The following is immediate from the definitions.

Proposition 2.7. Let S be any quasi-compact quasi-separated scheme. Then for every
integer n we have the inclusion λ♯Σ

n
P1MSveffS ⊂ Σn

P1 logSH(S)veff .

We record some elementary properties of the slice filtration.

Lemma 2.8. Let τ ′ be a topology on SmlSm/S finer than τ . Then for every integer i, the
τ ′-localization functor

Lτ ′ : logSHτ (S,Λ) → logSHτ ′(S,Λ)

sends logSHτ (S,Λ)
eff
≥i into logSHτ ′(S,Λ)

eff
≥i, and its right adjoint

ι : logSHτ ′(S,Λ) →֒ logSHτ (S,Λ)

sends logSHτ ′(S,Λ)
eff
≤i into logSHτ (S,Λ)

eff
≤i. A similar result holds for the very effective

version, too.

Proof. We only give proof for the effective version. The statement about the left adjoint is
a consequence of the fact that Lτ ′ preserves colimits and sends Σ2n,nΣ∞X+ to Σ2n,nΣ∞X+

for every integer n. Use the natural isomorphism

HomlogSHτ (S,Λ)
(F , ιG) ∼= HomlogSHτ ′(S,Λ)

(Lτ ′F ,G)

for F ∈ logSHτ (S,Λ)
eff
≥i+1 and G ∈ logSHτ ′(S,Λ)

eff
≤i to deduce the statement about the

right adjoint. �

Lemma 2.9. Let Λ → Λ′ be a map of E∞-rings. Then the base-change functor

−⊗Λ Λ′ : logSHτ (S,Λ) → logSHτ (S,Λ
′)

sends logSHτ (S,Λ)
eff
≥i into logSHτ (S,Λ

′)eff≥i, and the restriction functor

logSHτ (S,Λ
′) → logSHτ (S,Λ)

sends logSHτ (S,Λ
′)eff≤i to logSHτ (S,Λ)

eff
≤i. A similar result holds for the very effective

version, too.

Proof. This is a consequence of the fact that−⊗ΛΛ
′ preserves colimits and sends Σ2n,nΣ∞X+

to Σ2n,nΣ∞X+ for every X ∈ SmlSm/S and integer n. �

In particular, the restriction functor logDA(S) → logSH(S) sends logDA(S)eff≤i to logSH(S)eff≤i.
The following easy Lemma will be useful for the main theorem later in the text.

Lemma 2.10. If F ∈ logSHτ (S,Λ) admits a filtration such that FiliF ∈ logSHτ (S,Λ)
eff
≤i

for every integer i, then, there exists a unique natural morphism of filtered objects

fτ•F → Fil•F
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whose morphism of underlying objects is id : F → F . Similarly, if F ∈ logSHτ (S,Λ)
admits a filtration such that FiliF ∈ logSHτ (S,Λ)

veff
≤i for every i, then there exists a unique

natural morphism of filtered objects

f̃τ•F → Fil•F

whose morphism of underlying objects is id : F → F .

Proof. We only give proof for the effective version. Consider the naturally induced maps

f iτF
≃
−→ f iτ (Fil

iF) → FiliτF ,

where the first map is obtained by the assumption f iτF ∈ logSHτ (S,Λ)
eff
≤i for every integer

i. By taking fib(F → (−)), we get the desired morphism fτ•F → Fil•F . For its uniqueness,
consider the induced exact sequence

HomlogSHτ (S,Λ)
(Σ1,0fτi+1F ,FiliF) → HomlogSHτ (S,Λ)

(f iτF ,FiliF)

→HomlogSHτ (S,Λ)
(F ,FiliF) → HomlogSHτ (S,Λ)

(fτi+1F ,FiliF).

The first and fourth terms are 0 since Σ1,0 sends logSHτ (S,Λ)
eff
≥i+1 into itself. This estab-

lishes the uniqueness of f•F → Fil•F and hence the uniqueness of fτ•F → Fil•F . �

3. Slice filtration on K-theory

One of the fundamental results in A1-homotopy theory is the equivalence siKGL ≃
Σ2i,iMZ in SH(k), where k is a perfect field, due to Voevodsky [51] in characteristic zero
and Levine [31] in general (this is now known more generally, e.g., over Dedekind schemes
by [7], [45, Theorem 2.19]. The effective and the very effective slices of KGL coincide,
see [1, Lemma 2.4], so that, in particular, the motivic Eilenberg-MacLane spectrum MZ

is very effective.
In this section, we promote this to logSH(k), assuming resolution of singularities.

Proposition 3.1. Let S be a quasi-compact quasi-separated scheme. Then, for every
integer i, we have the inclusion

ω∗SH(S)eff≤i ⊂ logSH(S)eff≤i

A similar result holds for the very effective version, too.

Proof. By adjunction, it suffices to show ω♯logSH(S)eff≥i ⊂ SH(S)eff≥i and ω♯logSH(S)veff≥i ⊂

SH(S)veff≥i . This holds since ω♯ preserves colimits and ω♯Σ
n
P1Σ

∞Y+ ≃ Σn
P1Σ

∞(Y − ∂Y )+
for Y ∈ SmlSm/S and integer n. �

Proposition 3.2. Let k be a perfect field admitting resolution of singularities. Then, for
every integer i, we have the inclusion

ω∗SH(k)eff≥i ⊂ logSH(k)eff≥i.

A similar result holds for the very effective version, too.

Proof. For X ∈ Sm/k, there exists proper Y ∈ SmlSm/k such that Y − ∂Y ∼= X
by resolution of singularities. Due to [42, Theorem 1.1(2)], we have an equivalence
ω∗Σn

P1Σ
∞X+ ≃ Σn

P1Σ
∞Y+ for every integer n. To conclude, observe that ω∗ preserves

colimits by [42, Theorem 1.1(4)]. �

Proposition 3.3. Let k be a perfect field admitting resolution of singularities. For F ∈
SH(k) and integer i, there is a natural equivalence

ω∗fiF ≃ fiω
∗F

in logSH(k). A similar result holds for the very effective version, too.
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Proof. We have the natural fiber sequence

fiω
∗fiF → fiω

∗F → fiω
∗f i−1F

in logSH(k). Proposition 3.2 implies fiω
∗fiF ≃ ω∗fi, and Proposition 3.1 implies fiω

∗f i−1F ≃
0. From these, we obtain the desired equivalence. �

Theorem 3.4. Let k be a perfect field admitting resolution of singularities. Then the slice
filtration and the very effective slice filtration on KGL ∈ logSH(k) agree and are complete
and exhaustive. Furthermore, there are natural equivalences

siKGL ≃ s̃iKGL ≃ Σ2i,iMZ

in logSH(k) for every integer i.

Proof. We have equivalences

siKGL ≃(1) siω
∗KGL ≃(2) ω∗siKGL ≃(3) ω∗Σ2i,iMZ ≃(4) Σ2i,iMZ

in logSH(k), where (1) is due to [17, Definition 6.2.6], (2) is due to Proposition 3.3, (3) is
due to [31, Theorems 6.4.2, 9.0.3], and (4) is due to [17, Proposition 7.7.6].

We also have fiKGL ≃ ω∗fiKGL. To show that the slice filtration on KGL ∈ logSH(k)
is complete and exhaustive, it suffices to show that the slice filtration on KGL ∈ SH(k)
is complete and exhaustive since ω∗ preserves colimits and limits. The fact that KGL is
slice complete can be found, e.g., in [44, Lemma 3.11].

For the very effective slice of KGL ∈ logSH(k), use [1, Lemma 2.4] and argue similarly
as above. �

4. HKR filtration on logarithmic Hochschild homology

Throughout this section, we fix (R,P ) a pre-log ring, and S a quasi-compact quasi-
separated scheme over Spec(R). In practice, the reader can ignore P in most statements
and assume that R is always considered with a trivial log structure.

Our goal is to construct the HKR filtration on HH(−/R) and Beilinson filtrations
on HC−(−/R) and HP(−/R) in logDA(S), which are the P1-stabilized versions of the
corresponding filtrations on HH(−/R), HC−(−/R), and HP(−/R), built, in the log setting,
in our previous works [12] and [13]. We also explore their fundamental properties.

Definition 4.1. For a map of pre-log rings (R,P ) → (A,M) and integer i, we set

LΩi
(A,M)/(R,P ) := ∧i

AL(A,M)/(R,P ).

where L(A,M)/(R,P ) is Gabber’s logarithmic cotangent complex [41, §8], and ∧i
A(−) is the

ith derived exterior power. The logarithmic derived de Rham cohomology of (R,P ) →
(A,M) is defined as the total complex

LΩ(A,M)/(R,P ) := Tot(LΩ0
(A,M)/(R,P ) → LΩ1

(A,M)/(R,P ) → · · · ).

This admits the Hodge filtration given by

LΩ≥i
(A,M)/(R,P ) := Tot(0 → · · · → 0 → LΩi

(A,M)/(R,P ) → LΩi+1
(A,M)/(R,P ) → · · · )

where LΩi
(A,M)/(R,P ) is in cohomological degree i for i ≥ 0 and LΩ≥i

(A,M)/(R,P ) := LΩ(A,M)/(R,P )

for i < 0. Let L̂Ω(A,M)/(R,P ) be the completion of LΩ(A,M)/(R,P ) with respect to the

Hodge filtration, and let L̂Ω
≥n

X/(R,P ) be the nth term of the induced Hodge filtration of

L̂Ω(A,M)/(R,P ).

Remark 4.2. By Zariski descent, we can also define the sheaf of complexes LΩi
X/(R,P ),

LΩX/(R,P ), LΩ
≥i
X/(R,P ), L̂ΩX/(R,P ), and L̂Ω

≥i

X/(R,P ) on XZar for every log scheme X over

(R,P ).
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We now list some facts that we will use in the paper.

(1) For any map of pre-log rings (R,P ) → (A,M), the logarithmic Hochschild ho-
mology HH((A,M)/(R,P )) of [12, Definition 5.3] admits a separated, descending
filtration with graded pieces ∧i

AL(A,M)/(R,P )[i]. This is obtained by Kan extension
of the Postnikov filtration in the polynomial case. We shall refer to this as the log
HKR filtration, see [12, Theorem 1.1].

(2) The negative cyclic homology and the periodic homology HC−((A,M)/(R,P )) and
HP((A,M)/(R,P )) admit the complete exhaustive Beilinson filtrations

FilB≥•HC
−((A,M)/(R,P )), FilB≥•HP((A,M)/(R,P ))

with graded pieces L̂Ω
≥n

(A,M)/(R,P )[2n] and L̂Ω(A,M)/(R,P )[2n]. The non-log case

is due to Antieau [4, Theorem 1.1], while the log case is [13, Theorem 1.1]. If
(A,M) ∈ Poly(R,P ), then

FilBi HC
−((A,M)/(R,P )) := τB≥2iτ≥•HC

−((A,M)/(R,P )),

FilBi HP((A,M)/(R,P )) := τB≥2iτ≥•HP((A,M)/(R,P )),

where τB≥i denotes the truncation functor for the Beilinson t-structure on the fil-
tered derived category DF(A) [4, Definition 2.2]. We obtain the filtrations for
general (A,M) by left Kan extension and regarding HC− and HP as bicomplete
bifiltered complexes, see [4, Remark 4.4], or [13, 2.2].

Construction 4.3. Let X be a log scheme. The inclusion functor from the category of
line bundles over X to the category of vector bundles over X yields the canonical morphism

cK1 : RΓZar(X,Gm)[1] → K(X).

The first Chern class for TC is the composite morphism

cTC
1 : RΓZar(X,Gm)[1]

cK1−→ K(X)
Tr
−→ TC(X)

p∗
−→ TC(X),

where p : X → X is the morphism removing the log structure. We similarly obtain the

morphisms cTHH
1 , cTC−

1 , cTP
1 , cHH

1 , cHC−

1 , and cHP
1 to THH(X), TC−(X), TP(X), HH(X),

HC−(X), and HP(X).

Remark 4.4. We will set the following notation for convenience when dealing with pro-
jective bundle formulas below: For a morphism of commutative ring spectra f : F → G
with c ∈ π0(G), we will often write fc (or simply c if f is clear from the context) for the
composite morphism of spectra

(4.1) fc : F
≃
−→ F ⊗S S

f⊗c
−−→ G ⊗S G

µ
−→ G,

where µ is the multiplication. We also consider the unit 1 ∈ π0(G).

Recall the projective bundle formula for K(X × P1): The morphism of spectra

(1, cK1 (O(1))) : K(X)⊕K(X) → K(X × P1)

is an equivalence, where O(1) ∈ Pic(X × P1) ∼= π0(RΓZar(X,Gm)[1]), and cK1 (O(1)) ∈
π0(K(X ×P1)) (implicitly we are writing 1 for the pull-back map along π : X × P1 → X).
Due to [19, Theorem 1.5], we similarly have the projective bundle formula for TC(X×P1):
The morphism of spectra

(4.2) (1, cTC
1 (O(1))) : TC(X)⊕ TC(X) → TC(X × P1)

is an equivalence. Analogous results hold for THH, TC−, TP, HH, HC−, and HP.
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Proposition 4.5. There is an S1-equivariant equivalence of filtered complexes

(4.3) Z⊕ (Z[1]){−1} ≃ HH(P1/Z),

where the filtrations on Z and Z[1] are the Postnikov filtrations. Here, the notation
(Z[1]){−1} means

Fili((Z[1]){−1}) =

{
Z if i ≤ 1,
0 otherwise.

Proof. Every S1-action on Z⊕Z is trivial, so it suffices to show the claim after forgetting
the S1-actions. We have the equivalences of filtered complexes

Z[x]⊕ Z[x]dx[1] ≃ HH(Z[x]),

Z[x−1]⊕ Z[x−1]d(x−1)[1] ≃ HH(Z[x−1]),

Z[x, x−1]⊕ Z[x, x−1]dx[1] ≃ HH(Z[x, x−1]),

where the filtrations are the Postnikov filtrations on both sides. Consider the standard
cover on P1, and use the equivalences of complexes

Z ≃ fib(Z[x]⊕ Z[x−1] → Z[x, x−1])

Z[−1] ≃ fib(Z[x]dx⊕ Z[x−1]d(x−1) → Z[x, x−1]dx)

to obtain the desired equivalence. �

Proposition 4.6. Let X be a log scheme. Then the morphism of spectra

(4.4) (1, cTC
1 (O(1))) : TC(X) ⊕ TC(X) → TC(X × P1)

is an equivalence, and this is obtained by applying TC(X)⊗Z− to (4.3). We have similar
results for THH, TC−, TP, HH, HC−, and HP.

Proof. We focus on TC since the proofs are similar. By base-change along TC(X) →
TC(X) from (4.2) we get (4.4). Hence we reduce to the case when X has a trivial log
structure.

By [19, Theorem 9.1 and p. 1102], we have the commutative diagram of spectra

K(X)[1] K(X ×Gm) K(X × P1)[1]

TC(X)[1] TC(X ×Gm) TC(X × P1)[1],

τK

Tr Tr

∂

Tr

τTC ∂

where τK and τTC are obtained by the Bass functor structures on K and TC, and the
boundary morphisms ∂ are obtained by the standard cover of P1. The composite ∂ ◦ τK
sends 1 ∈ π0K(X) to cK1 (O(1)) ∈ π0K(X×P1), so the composite ∂◦τTC sends 1 ∈ π0TC(X)
to cTC

1 (O(1)) ∈ π0TC(X × P1). It follows that the morphism

(1, ∂ ◦ τTC) : TC(X) ⊕TC(X) → TC(X × P1)

agrees with (1, cTC
1 (O(1))).

By [19, pp. 1102–1103], we see that τTHH : THH(X)[1] → THH(X × Gm) is obtained
by applying THH(X) ⊗Z − to τHH : HH(Z)[1] → HH(Z[x, x−1]) that sends 1 ∈ π0HH(Z)
to dx/x ∈ ΩZ[x,x−1]/Z

∼= π1HH(Z[x, x−1]). Furthermore, τTC is obtained by applying TC
to τTHH. Compare this with (4.3) to conclude. �

Proposition 4.7. Let (R,P ) be a pre-log ring. For a quasi-compact quasi-separated log
scheme X over (R,P ) and i ∈ Z ∪ {−∞}, the projective bundle formula for HH(X ×
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P1/(R,P )) restricts to natural equivalences of complexes

FilHKR
i HH(X × P1/(R,P )) ≃ FilHKR

i HH(X/(R,P )) ⊕ FilHKR
i−1 HH(X/(R,P )),

FilBi HC
−(X × P1/(R,P )) ≃ FilBi HC

−(X/(R,P )) ⊕ FilBi−1HC
−(X/(R,P )),

FilBi HP(X × P1/(R,P )) ≃ FilBi HP(X/(R,P )) ⊕ FilBi−1HP(X/(R,P )).

Proof. We refer to [13, §2.2] for the category Poly(R,P ) of polynomial (R,P )-algebras. By

Zariski descent and left Kan extension, we reduce to the case when X := Spec(A,M) with
(A,M) ∈ Poly(R,P ). In this case, the HKR filtration on HH(X/(R,P )) is the Postnikov

filtration. Hence we have the S1-equivariant equivalence of filtered complexes

HH(X × P1/(R,P )) ≃ HH(X/(R,P )) ⊗HH(P1/Z).

Together with Proposition 4.5, we obtain the S1-equivariant decomposition of filtered
complexes

(4.5) HH(X × P1/(R,P )) ≃ HH(X/(R,P )) ⊕ (HH(X/(R,P ))[1]){−1},

where the filtrations on HH(X/(R,P )) and HH(X/(R,P ))[1] are the Postnikov filtrations.
This implies the claim for HH.

By applying (−)hS
1
on both sides of (4.5), we obtain an equivalence of complexes

induced by the homotopy fixed point spectra sequence:

FilHKR
• HC−(X × P1/(R,P )) ≃ FilHKR

• HC−(X/(R,P )) ⊕ FilHKR
•−1 HC−(X/(R,P )).

Take τB≥2i on both sides to show the claim for HC−. The claim for HP can be proven
similarly. �

Construction 4.8. The local-to-global spectral sequenceEst
2 = Hs(X,Ωt

X) ⇒ πt−sHH(X)
for X = P1, together with the decomposition of HH(P1/Z) of Proposition 4.5, induces by
restriction of cHH

1 (O(1)) ∈ π0HH(P
1) a class we obtain

cHod
1 (O(1)) ∈ H1

Zar(P
1,Ω1

P1/Z),

that agrees with the classical first Chern class in Hodge cohomology. After pulling back,
we obtain

cHod
1 (O(1)) ∈ H1

Zar(X × P1,LΩ1
X/(R,P ))

for a log scheme X over a pre-log ring (R,P ). By descent and reduction to the polynomial
case, we have the following P1-bundle formulas: the natural morphisms of complexes

RΓZar(X,LΩi
X/(R,P ))⊕RΓZar(X,LΩi−1

X/(R,P ))[−1] → RΓZar(X × P1,LΩi
X×P1/(R,P )),

RΓZar(X, L̂Ω
≥i

X/(R,P ))⊕RΓZar(X, L̂Ω
≥i−1

X/(R,P ))[−1] → RΓZar(X × P1, L̂Ω
≥i

X×P1/(R,P )),

RΓZar(X, L̂ΩX/(R,P ))⊕RΓZar(X, L̂ΩX/(R,P ))[−1] → RΓZar(X × P1, L̂ΩX×P1/(R,P ))

induced by 1 and cHod
1 (O(1)) are equivalences (see proof of [11, Proposition 2.20]).

If X is quasi-compact and quasi-separated, these morphisms are identified with the
natural morphisms

grHKR
i HH(X/(R,P )) ⊕ grHKR

i−1 HH(X/(R,P )) ≃ grHKR
i HH(X × P1/(R,P )),

grBi HC
−(X/(R,P )) ⊕ grBi−1HC

−(X/(R,P )) ≃ grBi HC
−(X × P1/(R,P )),

grBi HP(X/(R,P )) ⊕ grBi−1HP(X/(R,P )) ≃ grBi HP(X × P1/(R,P ))
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obtained by Proposition 4.7. Indeed, this can be shown for HH by comparing (4.1) with
the composite map

RΓZar(X,LΩi−1
X/(R,P ))⊗Z Z[−1]

→RΓZar(X × P1,LΩi−1
X×P1/(R,P )

)⊗Z RΓZar(X × P1,LΩ1
X×P1/(R,P ))

→RΓZar(X × P1,LΩi
X×P1/(R,P )).

A similar argument proves the claim for HC− and HP.

Proposition 4.9. Let (R,P ) be a pre-log ring. Then the presheaves of complexes

FilHKR
i HH(−/(R,P )), FilBi HC

−(−/(R,P )), and FilBi HP(−/(R,P ))

on log schemes over (R,P ) are (Pn,Pn−1)-invariant for n > 0 and i ∈ Z ∪ {−∞}. More-

over, the presheaves of complexes LΩi
/(R,P ), L̂Ω

≥i

/(R,P ), and L̂Ω/(R,P ) on the category of log

schemes over (R,P ) given by

X 7→ RΓZar(X,LΩi
X/(R,P )), RΓZar(X, L̂Ω

≥i

X/(R,P )), RΓZar(X, L̂ΩX/(R,P ))

are (Pn,Pn−1)-invariant for n > 0 and i ∈ Z.

Proof. This is basically discussed in [12, §7, 8], forgetting the filtrations. Let X be a
log scheme over (R,P ). Using the completeness and exhaustiveness of the filtrations, it
suffices to show that the natural map of complex

grHKR
i HH(X/(R,P )) → grHKR

i HH(X × (Pn,Pn−1)/(R,P ))

and the similar maps for grBi HC
− and grBi HP are equivalences. Furthermore, we reduce

to the case when X = Spec(A,M) with (A,M) ∈ Poly(R,P ) by left Kan extension. Then

the claim is a consequence of the (Pn,Pn−1)-invariance of Hodge cohomology, see e.g. the
proof of [16, Proposition 9.2.1]. �

Definition 4.10. For X ∈ SmlSm/S and i ∈ Z∪ {−∞}, Proposition 4.7 yields a natural
equivalence of complexes

(4.6) FilHKR
i HH(X/R) ≃ ΩP1FilHKR

i+1 THH(X/R).

Using this as bonding maps, Proposition 4.9 enables us to define the complete exhaustive
filtration

FilHKR
i HH(−/R) := (FilHKR

i HH(−/R),FilHKR
i+1 HH(−/R), . . .)

on HH(−/R) ≃ FilHKR
−∞ HH(−/R) ∈ logDA(S), where HH(−/R) is the P1-spectrum

representing (log) Hochschild homology constructed in [12, §8]. We similarly define the
complete exhaustive filtrations

FilBi HC−(−/R) and FilBi HP(−/R).

Proposition 4.11. For i ∈ Z ∪ {−∞}, we have a natural equivalence of complexes

FilHKR
i HH(−/R)(1)[2] ≃ FilHKR

i+1 HH(−/R).

We have similar equivalences for FilBi HC− and FilBi HP.

Proof. For FilHKR
i HH, this is a direct consequence of (4.6). The proofs for the other cases

are similar. �

Definition 4.12. For i ∈ Z, Proposition 4.9 enables us to define the P1-spectra

LΩi
/R := (LΩi

/R,LΩ
i+1
/R [1], . . .),

L̂Ω
≥i

/R := (L̂Ω
≥i

/R, L̂Ω
≥i+1

/R [1], . . .),

L̂Ω/R := (L̂Ω/R, L̂Ω/R[1], . . .)
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in logDA(S) whose bonding maps are given by the projective bundle formulas in Con-
struction 4.8. If S → Spec(R) is smooth, then we omit L in LΩ.

Proposition 4.13. For i ∈ Z, we have natural equivalences

grHKR
i HH(−/R) ≃ LΩi

/R[i],

grBi HC−(−/R) ≃ L̂Ω
≥i

/R[i],

grBi HP(−/R) ≃ L̂Ω/R[i]

in logDA(S).

Proof. The bonding maps defining the P1-spectra on both sides are compatible, as observed
in Construction 4.8. �

We are ready to prove our main result on HH and variants.

Theorem 4.14. Assume that S → Spec(R) is smooth. For i ∈ Z, we have

FiliHKRHH(−/R), FiliBHC−(−/R), FiliBHP(−/R) ∈ logDA(S)veff≤i .

In particular, there are canonical morphisms

f̃nHH(−/R) ≃ Σ2n,nf̃0HH(−/R) → FilHKR
n HH(−/R),

f̃nHC−(−/R) ≃ Σ2n,nf̃0HC−(−/R) → FilBnHC−(−/R),

f̃nHP(−/R) ≃ Σ2n,nf̃0HP(−/R) → FilBnHP(−/R),

Proof. By Proposition 4.11, we reduce to the case when i = −1. Since Σ∞X+ is compact
in logDA(S), it suffices to show the vanishing

HomlogDA(S)(Σ
∞X+, gr

HKR
−j HH(−/R)) ≃ 0

for every integer j > 0 and similar vanishings for grB−jHC− and grB−jHP. By the smooth-
ness assumption and Proposition 4.13, it suffices to show the vanishings

H−2j
Zar (X,Ω−j

X/R) = 0 and H−2j
Zar (X,Ω≥0

X/R) = 0

for j > 0. This is clear. �

Remark 4.15. SinceH2j
Zar(X,Ω≥0

X/R) does not vanish for j ≥ 0 and nontrivial X, the proof

of Theorem 4.14 shows that FiliBHC−(−/R) and FiliBHP(−/R) are not in logDA(S)eff≤i.

On the other hand, we have FiliHKRHH(−/R) ∈ logDAeff
≤i(S).

Proof of Theorem 1.5. (1) is a consequence of Lemma 2.10 and Theorems 3.4 and 4.14.
(2) is a consequence of (1) and Proposition 4.13, and (3) is a consequence of (2). �

Question 4.16. Despite having a very different origin, Theorem 4.14 shows an intimate
connection between the (very effective) slice filtration and the HKR filtration (and the
Beilinson filtrations). We leave it as an open question whether the (very effective) slice and
HKR filtrations agree on HH(−/(R,P )), and whether the slice and Beilinson filtrations
agree on HC−(−/(R,P )) and HP(−/(R,P )).

5. BMS filtration on logarithmic topological Hochschild homology

Let us fix a prime p. We refer the reader to [13] for the definitions and the main
properties of the category lQSyn of log quasi-syntomic rings, the category lQRSPerfd of
log quasi-regular semiperfectoid rings, and the log quasi-syntomic topology on lQSyn.

Definition 5.1. Let X be a quasi-coherent bounded p-adic formal log scheme. We say
that X is log quasi-syntomic if strict étale locally it is isomorphic to Spf(A,M)a for
(A,M) ∈ lQSyn. Let FlQSyn denote the category of quasi-compact quasi-separated log
quasi-syntomic formal log schemes.
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Our goal is to define the BMS filtrations on the motivic P1-spectra representing (log)
THH, TC−, TP, and TC, defined in [17, Section 8] and explore their fundamental prop-
erties.

Proposition 5.2. The presheaves THH(−;Zp), THH(−;Zp)hS1, TC(−;Zp)
−, and TP(−;Zp)

on lQSynop are log quasi-syntomic sheaves.

Proof. Argue as in [36, Theorem 5.5], but use the p-completed version of [13, Theorem
2.3] as [9, Remark 4.9]. See [13, Proposition 3.10] for the non p-completed version. �

In particular, for every X ∈ FlQSyn, we can consider THH(X;Zp) and its cousins.

Remark 5.3. Let A be a commutative ring. Then we have an equivalence THH(A∧
p ;Zp) ≃

THH(A;Zp). Thus, the quasi-syntomic sheaf THH(−;Zp) restricted to FlSm/R in [11,
Definition 2.2] commutes with the p-completion functor from lSm/R for any p-complete
ring R. For this reason, we will implicitly extend the P1-spectrum THH in logSH(R) of
[17, §8] (denoted logTHH in loc. cit.) to a P1-spectrum, indicated with the same letters,
in logFSH(R). For the same reason, we will implicitly consider the sheaf THH(−;Zp) and
variants as defined on (log) schemes or on p-adic formal (log) schemes without explicitly
mentioning it.

Let us quickly review how we can extend the BMS filtrations in [9] to pre-log rings, see
[13]. For (A,M) ∈ lQRSPerfd, the BMS filtrations on

THH((A,M);Zp), TC
−((A,M);Zp), TP((A,M);Zp), TC((A,M);Zp)

are the double-speed Postnikov filtrations, that is, FiliBMS := τ≤2i. Equivalently, we have

FilBMS
i := τ≥2i−1. By log quasi-syntomic descent, we obtain the BMS filtrations for

(A,M) ∈ lQSyn too. Observe that we have a natural equivalence of spectra

(5.1) grBMS
i TC((A,M);Zp) ≃ fib(grBMS

i TC−((A,M);Zp)
ϕ−can
−−−−→ grBMS

i TP((A,M);Zp)).

For X ∈ FlQSyn, we also obtain the BMS filtrations on

THH(X;Zp), TC
−(X;Zp), TP(X;Zp), TC(X;Zp)

by Zariski descent. Note that the graded pieces satisfy quasi-syntomic descent as discussed
in [11, §3].

For a p-adic formal scheme X over Spf(R) for a quasi-syntomic ring R, let X×Pn denote
the p-adic formal scheme X× (Pn

Spf(R))
∧
p to simplify notation.

Proposition 5.4. The presheaves

FilBMS
i THH(−;Zp), FilBMS

i TC−(−;Zp), and FilBMS
i TP(−;Zp)

on FlQSyn are (Pn,Pn−1)-invariant for n ∈ Z>0 and i ∈ Z ∪ {−∞}.

Proof. Using the completeness and exhaustiveness of the filtrations, it suffices to show
that the natural map of complex

grBMS
i THH(X;Zp) → grBMS

i THH(X× (Pn,Pn−1);Zp)

and the similar maps for TC−, TP, and TC are equivalences. This is a consequence of
[13, Theorem 1.3(3),(4)] and [11, Corollary 3.11]. �

Proposition 5.5. For (A,M) ∈ lQSyn and integer i < 0, we have the vanishing

FiliBMSTC((A,M);Zp) ≃ 0.

Proof. By (log) quasi-syntomic descent, we reduce to the case (A,M) ∈ lQRSPerfd. To
conclude, observe that we have πiTC((A,M);Zp) ≃ 0 for i < −1 using [40, Theorem
II.4.10] as in the proof of [9, Proposition 7.16]. �
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Construction 5.6. Let A be a commutative ring. Apply the étale sheafification and
p-completion functors to the first Chern class cTC

1 : RΓZar(A,Gm)[1] → TC(A) to obtain
the natural morphism

ĉTC
1 : RΓét(A,Gm)∧p [1] → TC(A;Zp).

Apply π2(−)[2] to this to obtain the morphism

Tp(A
×)[1] → (π2TC(A;Zp))[2].

The étale sheafification of the left-hand side is RΓét(A,Gm)∧p [1], and the quasi-syntomic
sheafification of the right-hand side is RΓsyn(A,Zp(1))[2] since

RΓsyn(A,Zp(1))[2] ≃ (π2TC(A;Zp))[2]

if A is quasi-regular semiperfectoid. Hence we obtain the induced natural morphism

ĉsyn1 : RΓét(A,Gm)∧p [1] → RΓsyn(A,Zp(1))[2]

for every quasi-syntomic ring A. This agrees with ĉsyn1 in [8, Theorem 7.5.6] up to shift for

quasi-regular semiperfectoid Z
cycl
p = Zp[µp∞]∧p -algebra by comparing [3, Theorem 6.7] and

[8, Notation 7.5.1], for quasi-regular semiperfectoid ring by quasi-syntomic descent for the

cover A → A⊗̂ZpZ
cycl
p , and for quasi-syntomic ring by quasi-syntomic descent again.

For a quasi-regular semiperfectoid ring A such that A is w-local in the sense of [10,
Definition 1.6] (in particular any Zariski cover of SpecA is split) and A× is p-divisible (such
rings form a base for the quasi-syntomic topology in light of the proof of [9, Proposition
7.17]), we see that Tp(A

×)[2] ≃ RΓét(A,Gm)∧p [1] is concentrated in degree 2. Hence for

such a ring A, we have a natural equivalence τ[1,2]ĉ
TC
1 ≃ ĉsyn1 . In particular, we obtain the

natural commutative diagram

Tp(A
×)[2]

τ[1,2]TC(A;Zp) τ≥1TC(A;Zp) TC(A;Zp).

ĉsyn1 ĉTC
1

For X ∈ FlQSyn, we obtain the natural commutative diagram

(5.2)

RΓét(X,Gm)∧p [1]

RΓsyn(X,Zp(1))[2] FilBMS
1 TC(X;Zp) TC(X;Zp)

ĉsyn1 ĉTC
1

by quasi-syntomic descent.

For any p-adically complete ring A, write A〈x〉 for the p-adic completion of the polyno-
mial ring A[x].

Lemma 5.7. For (A,M) ∈ lQRSPerfd, the BMS filtrations on THH((A〈x〉,M);Zp) and
THH((A〈x, x−1〉,M);Zp) are the double-speed Postnikov filtrations. Similar results hold
for TC− and TP too.

Proof. We focus on the case of (A〈x〉,M) since the proofs are similar. By definition of
quasi-regular semiperfectoid ring, there exists a perfectoid ring R with a map R → A. By
base-change, we have equivalences of complexes

L(A[x],M)/R ≃ LR[x]/R ⊗L
R A⊕ L(A,M)/R ⊗L

R R[x] ≃ A[x]⊕ L(A,M)/R ⊗L
R R[x].

After taking p-completions, we get an equivalence of complexes

L(A〈x〉,M)/R ≃ A〈x〉 ⊕ L(A,M)/R⊗̂
L

RR〈x〉.
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Since L(A,M)/R has p-complete Tor amplitude in degree −1 by e.g. [13, Lemma 4.15] and

∧j
A〈x〉A〈x〉 ≃ 0 for j ≥ 2, ∧i

A〈x〉L(A〈x〉,M)/R has p-complete Tor amplitude in [−i,−i + 1]

for i ≥ 0. By [13, Proposition 7.3] for THH and [9, Theorem 7.2(3),(4), Proposi-
tion 7.8] for TC− and TP, we see that the ith graded pieces of THH((A〈x〉,M);Zp),

TC−((A〈x〉,M);Zp), and TP((A〈x〉,M);Zp) are in D[−2i,−2i+1](A〈x〉). Using this, we
deduce the claim. �

The following proposition is crucial for us.

Proposition 5.8. For X ∈ FlQSynR and i ∈ Z ∪ {−∞}, the projective bundle formula
for THH(X× P1;Zp) restricts to an equivalence

FilBMS
i THH(X× P1;Zp) ≃ FilBMS

i THH(X;Zp)⊕ FilBMS
i−1 THH(X;Zp).

We have similar equivalences for TC−, TP, and TC too.

Proof. By log quasi-syntomic descent, we reduce to the case when X = Spf(A,M) and
(A,M) ∈ lQRSPerfd. By Remark 5.3 and Lemma 5.7, the standard cover on P1 yields the
cartesian square of S1-equivariant filtered complexes

THH((P1
Spf(A,M))

∧
p ;Zp) THH((A〈x〉,M);Zp)

THH((A〈x−1〉,M);Zp) THH((A〈x, x−1〉,M);Zp)

such that the filtrations on the three corners other than THH((P1
Spf(A,M))

∧
p ;Zp) are the

double speed Postnikov filtrations. Next, we note that we have an S1-equivariant equiva-
lence

(5.3) THH((A〈x〉,M);Zp) ≃ THH((A,M);Zp)⊗Z HH(Z[x])

and similarly for A〈x−1〉 and A〈x, x−1〉 (note that the right hand-side is already p-
complete). Hence, the descriptions of HH(Z[x]), HH(Z[x−1]), and HH(Z[x, x−1]) in Propo-
sition 4.5 tell that the double-speed Postnikov filtrations on these agree with the usual
Postnikov filtrations: in other words, the equivalence (5.3) is an equivalence of S1-equivariant
filtered complexes. Hence we obtain the S1-equivariant equivalence of filtered complexes

THH((P1
Spf(A,M))

∧
p ;Zp) ≃ THH(X;Zp)⊗Z HH(P1),

where the filtration on HH(P1) is given by Proposition 4.5. Hence we obtain the S1-
equivariant decomposition

(5.4) THH(X× P1;Zp) ≃ THH(X;Zp)⊕ (THH(X;Zp)[1]){−1},

where the filtration on THH(X;Zp) is the double-speed Postnikov filtration, and

Fili(THH(X;Zp)[1]){−1}) := Fili−1THH(X;Zp).

From this, we obtain the desired equivalence for THH. To obtain the desired equivalences

for TC− and TP, apply (−)hS
1
and (−)tS

1
to (5.4), and use Lemma 5.7. For TC, use

(5.1). �

Construction 5.9. For X ∈ FlQSynR, Proposition 5.8 yields the natural equivalences of
complexes

grBMS
i THH(X;Zp)⊕ grBMS

i−1 THH(X;Zp) ≃ grBMS
i THH(X× P1;Zp),

grBMS
i TC−(X;Zp)⊕ grBMS

i−1 TC−(X;Zp) ≃ grBMS
i TC−(X× P1;Zp),

grBMS
i TP(X;Zp)⊕ grBMS

i−1 TP(X;Zp) ≃ grBMS
i TP(X× P1;Zp),

grBMS
i TC(X;Zp)⊕ grBMS

i−1 TC(X;Zp) ≃ grBMS
i TC(X× P1;Zp).
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As in Construction 4.8 these are identified with the projective bundle formulas for X×P1

grNi RΓ̂
∆
(X){i} ⊕ grNi−1RΓ̂

∆
(X){i − 1}[−2]

≃
−→ grNi RΓ̂

∆
(X× P1){i}

FilNi RΓ̂
∆
(X){i} ⊕ FilNi−1RΓ̂

∆
(X){i − 1}[−2]

≃
−→ FilNi RΓ̂

∆
(X× P1){i}

RΓ̂
∆
(X){i} ⊕RΓ̂

∆
(X){i − 1}[−2]

≃
−→ RΓ̂

∆
(X× P1){i}

RΓsyn(X,Zp(i))⊕RΓsyn(X,Zp(i− 1))[−2]
≃
−→ RΓsyn(X× P1,Zp(i))

induced by (1, ĉsyn1 (O(1))). These are special cases of [8, Lemma 9.1.4(4)–(6)] when X has
trivial log structure since the two constructions of ĉsyn1 discussed in Construction 5.6 agree.

We now fix the spectrum S of a quasi-syntomic ring R.

Definition 5.10. For X ∈ SmlSm/S and i ∈ Z∪ {−∞}, Proposition 5.8 yields a natural
equivalence of complexes

(5.5) FilBMS
i THH(X;Zp) ≃ ΩP1FilBMS

i+1 THH(X;Zp).

Here, we are implicitly composing with the p-completion functor. Note that every X ∈
SmlSm/S automatically satisfies the property that X∧

p ∈ FlQSyn. Using this as bonding
maps, Proposition 5.4 enables us to define the complete exhaustive filtration

FilBMS
i THH(−;Zp) := (FilBMS

i THH(−;Zp),Fil
BMS
i+1 THH(−;Zp), . . .)

on the P1-spectrum THH(−;Zp) ≃ FilBMS
−∞ THH(−;Zp) ∈ logDA(S,Zp). We similarly

define the complete exhaustive filtrations

FilBMS
i TC−(−;Zp), Fil

BMS
i TP(−;Zp), Fil

BMS
i TC(−;Zp).

Proposition 5.11. For i ∈ Z ∪ {−∞}, we have a natural equivalence in logDA(S,Zp)

FilBMS
i THH(−;Zp)(1)[2] ≃ FilBMS

i+1 THH(−;Zp).

We have similar equivalences for TC−, TP, and TC too.

Proof. For THH, this is a direct consequence of (5.5). The proofs of the other cases are
similar. �

Definition 5.12. For integers d and i, we define

FilNi ∆̂{d} := (FilNi ∆̂{d},FilNi+1∆̂{d+ 1}[2], . . .),

∆̂{d} := (∆̂{d}, ∆̂{d+ 1}[2], . . .),

MZsyn
p (d) := fib(ϕp − can : FilNd ∆̂{d} → ∆̂{d}),

where the bonding maps for FilNn ∆̂{d}, ∆̂{d}, andMZ
syn
p (d) are obtained by the projective

bundle formulas in Construction 5.9, and the morphisms ϕp and can are the pointwise
cyclotomic trace and canonical morphisms. We will omit {d} and (d) if d = 0. In [11,

Theorems 3.15, 3.16], (formal variants of) ∆̂, FilN0 ∆̂, and MZ
syn
p are denoted by E

̂
∆,

EFil ̂∆, and EFsyn.

Proposition 5.13. For i ∈ Z, we have natural equivalences

grBMS
i THH(−;Zp) ≃ grNi ∆̂{i}[2i],

grBMS
i TC−(−;Zp) ≃ FilNi ∆̂{i}[2i],

grBMS
i TP(−;Zp) ≃ ∆̂{i}[2i],

grBMS
i TC(−;Zp) ≃ MZsyn

p (i)[2i]

in logDA(S,Zp).
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Proof. By [13, Theorem 1.3(3),(4)], it remains to show that the bonding maps for the
left-hand sides can be identified with the bonding maps for the right-hand sides. This is
a consequence of Construction 5.9. �

The Tate twist is related to the Breuil-Kisin twist in the following sense:

Proposition 5.14. For d ∈ Z and i ∈ Z ∪ {−∞}, we have a natural equivalence

FilNi ∆̂(d) ≃ FilNi+d∆̂{d}

in logDA(S,Zp).

Proof. We have

FilNi ∆̂ := (FilNi ∆̂,FilNi+1∆̂{1}[2], . . .).

Tensoring with (d)[2d] in logDA(S) means shifting d terms, so we have

FilNi ∆̂(d)[2d] ≃ (FilNi+d∆̂{d}[2d],Fil
N
i+d+1∆̂{d+ 1}[2d + 1], . . .).

We obtain the desired equivalence after applying [−2d]. �

If i = −∞, then observe that Proposition 5.14 yields an equivalence

∆̂(d) ≃ ∆̂{d}

in logDA(S,Zp) for d ∈ Z.
The notation MZ

syn
p (i) is compatible with the Tate twist in the following sense:

Proposition 5.15. For d, i ∈ Z, we have a natural equivalence

(MZsyn
p (i))(d) ≃ MZsyn

p (i+ d)

in logDA(S,Zp).

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposition 5.14. �

Theorem 5.16. For i ∈ Z,

FiliBMSTHH(−;Zp), Fil
i
BMSTC−(−;Zp), Fil

i
BMSTP(−;Zp), Fil

i
BMSTC(−;Zp)

are in logDA(S,Zp)
veff
≤i . In particular, there are canonical morphisms

f̃nTHH(−;Zp) ≃ Σ2n,n f̃0THH(−;Zp) → FilBMS
n THH(−;Zp),

and similarly for TC−, TP and TC.

Proof. By Proposition 5.11, we reduce to the case when i = −1. It suffices to show the
vanishing

HomlogDA(S,Zp)(Σ
∞X+,Fil

−1
BMSTHH(−;Zp)) = 0

and similar vanishings for TC−, TP, and TC. Since Fil−1
BMSTHH(−;Zp) = 0 by construc-

tion and Fil−1
BMSTC(−;Zp) = 0 by Proposition 5.5, the claim holds for THH and TC.

Using the compactness of Σ∞X+ in logDA(S,Zp), it suffices to show the vanishing

HomlogDA(S,Zp)(Σ
∞X+, gr

BMS
−j TC−(−;Zp)) = 0

for every integer j > 0 and similar vanishing for TP. By Proposition 5.13, it suffices to
show the vanishings

H−2j
sNis(X, ∆̂{−j}) = 0.

This follows from ∆̂(A,M){−j} ∈ D≥0(A) for (A,M) ∈ lQSyn, which can be deduced from
the case of (A,M) ∈ lQRSPerfd by log quasi-syntomic descent. �

Question 5.17. As for the HKR filtration, we leave it as an open question whether the
slice and BMS filtrations agree on THH(−;Zp), TC−(−;Zp), TP(−;Zp), and TC(−;Zp).
Since T is the analog of S2, the double-speed convergence of the very effective slice filtration
on KGL gives at least an analogy with the double-speed Postnikov filtration defining the
BMS filtration.
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6. The characteristic p case

Throughout this section, k is a perfect field of characteristic p. Our goal is to iden-
tify the graded pieces of the filtered spectra THH(−;Zp), TC−(−;Zp), TP(−;Zp), and
TC(−;Zp) in this case. We will use [9] for the identifications at the level of S1-spectra,
and then we will use the projective bundle formulas in [8] to identify the bonding maps.

Construction 6.1. For a log smooth saturated pre-log k-algebra (A,M), recall from
[11, §4.3] that the chain complex WΩ(A,M)/k comes equipped with the Nygaard filtration

FiliNWΩ(A,M)/k given by the subcomplex

pi−1VW (A) →pi−2VWΩ1
(A,M)/k → · · · → pVWΩi−2

(A,M)/k

→VWΩi−1
(A,M)/k → WΩi

(A,M)/k → WΩi+1
(A,M)/k → · · · .

For X ∈ lSm/k, the log Crystalline cohomology RΓcrys(X) := RΓZar(X,WΩX/k) is then

equipped with the Nygaard filtration FilNi RΓcrys by Zariski descent. Furthermore, we
obtain a natural equivalence of complexes

(6.1) grNi RΓcrys(X) ≃ RΓZar(X, τ≤iΩX/k)

from [11, (4.22.1), (4.22.2)].
By [11, Theorem 4.30], we have a natural equivalence of filtered E∞-rings

RΓ̂
∆
(X) ≃ RΓcrys(X).

Construction 6.2. For X ∈ lSm/k, recall from [8, Construction 7.3.1] the morphism of
complexes

ccrys1 : RΓét(X,Gm)[1] → FilN1 RΓcrys(X)[2].

Compose this with the canonical morphism FilN1 RΓcrys(X)[2] → FilN1 RΓcrys(X)[2] to ob-
tain

ccrys1 : RΓét(X,Gm)[1] → FilN1 RΓcrys(X)[2].

As a consequence of [8, Proposition 7.5.5], we see that the triangle

(6.2)

RΓét(X,Gm)[1]

FilN1 RΓ̂
∆
(X)[2] FilN1 RΓcrys(X)[2]

c
̂
∆
1 ccrys1

≃

commutes.

Construction 6.3. For X ∈ lSm/k, recall from [30, Theorem 4.12] that we have the
inverse Cartier operator, which is a natural isomorphism of graded OX-algebras

C−1
X/k : Ω

∗
X/k

∼=
−→ H∗(ΩX/k)

sending d log x to d log x for every local section x ofMX . Using this, we have the composite
morphism

cHod
1 : RΓZar(X,Gm)[1]

cHod
1−−−→ RΓZar(X,Ω1

X/k)[1]
C−1

X/k
−−−→ RΓZar(X,H1(ΩX/k))[1],

and we have the projective bundle formulas for P1

RΓZar(X,Hi(ΩX/k))⊕RΓZar(X,Hi−1(ΩX/k))[−1]
≃
−→ RΓZar(X × P1,Hi(ΩX/k)),

RΓZar(X, τ≤iΩX/k)⊕RΓZar(X, τ≤i−1ΩX/k)[−1]
≃
−→ RΓZar(X × P1, τ≤iΩX/k)

induced by (1, cHod
1 (O(1))). Using (6.1), the last equivalence can be identified with

grNi RΓcrys(X)⊕ grNi−1RΓcrys(X)[−1]
≃
−→ grNi RΓcrys(X × P1).
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Proposition 6.4. For X ∈ lSm/k and integer i, the natural square

FilNi RΓcrys(X) ⊕ FilNi−1RΓcrys(X)[−1] FilNi RΓcrys(X × P1)

grNi RΓcrys(X) ⊕ grNi−1RΓcrys(X)[−1] grNi RΓcrys(X × P1)

(1,ccrys1 (O(1))

(1,cHod
1 (O(1))

commutes.

Proof. It suffices to show that the image of ccrys1 (O(1)) ∈ H2(FilN1 RΓcrys(X × P1)) in

H2(grN1 RΓcrys(X × P1)) agrees with cHod
1 (O(1)) since these induce the projective bundle

formulas for P1. For this, we reduce to the case when X = Spec(k) since the general case
can be shown by considering the pullbacks of the first Chern classes.

We set A := k[x, x−1] for simplicity of notation. Since O(1) ∈ RΓZar(P
1
k,Gm) is the

image of x−1 ∈ A∗ under the boundary map A∗ ∼= RΓZar(Gm,k,Gm) → RΓZar(P
1
k,Gm), it

suffices to show that the image of ccrys1 (x−1) ∈ H1(FilN1 WΩA/k) in H1(grN1 WΩA/k) agrees

with cHod
1 (x−1).

Consider the canonical morphism WΩA/k → ΩA/k, which induces FilN1 WΩA/k →

FilHod
1 ΩA/k and hence γdR : grN1 WΩA/k → grHod

1 ΩA/k. The equivalence grN1 WΩA/k ≃

τ≤1ΩA/k is explicitly given by the isomorphism of chain complexes

VW (A)/pV W (A) A

WΩ1
A/k/VWΩ1

A/k ZΩ1
A/k,

d

F/p

d

F

where the lower horizontal map is due to [28, (I.3.11.3)]. Together with [28, Proposition

I.3.3], we see that γdR is given by the composite morphism τ≤1ΩA/k → H1(ΩA/k)[−1]
CX/k
−−−→

Ω1
A/k. In particular, H1(γdR) is an isomorphism. Hence to compare ccrys1 (x−1) and

cHod
1 (x−1) in H1(grN1 WΩA/k), it suffices to compare their images in H1(grHod

1 ΩA/k).

By [8, Example 5.2.4, Theorem 7.6.2], the image of ccrys1 (x−1) in H1(grHod
1 ΩA/k) is

identified with cHod
1 (x−1) = d log x ∈ Ω1

A/k. To conclude, observe that H1(γdR) =

CX/k : H
1(ΩA/k) → ΩA/k sends cHod

1 (x−1) = d log x to d log x. �

Definition 6.5. The strict pro-étale topology on the category of log schemes is the topol-
ogy generated by the families {Xi → X}i∈I such that {Xi → X}i∈I is a pro-étale covering
Let sproét be the shorthand for this topology. We denote by Lsproét(−) the strict pro-étale
sheafification functor.

Recall the following construction from, e.g., [33].

Definition 6.6. Let X be a fine log scheme over k and let dlog : Mgp
X → Ω1

X/k be the

natural map. For every integer r ≥ 1, write dlog[·] : (Mgp
X )⊗i → WrΩ

i
X/k for the map of

strict étale sheaves locally given by m1 ⊗ . . .⊗mi → dlog[m1] ∧ . . . ∧ dlog[mi], where [m]
denotes the lift of m as in [33, 2.5]. We denote by WrΩ

i
X/k,log ⊆ WrΩ

i
X/k the strict étale

subsheaf generated by the image of dlog[·], and by WΩi
X/k,log the limit limr WrΩ

i
X/k,log as

a strict pro-étale sheaf.

Proposition 6.7. For X ∈ SmlSm/k and integer i, the sequence of chain complexes of
strict pro-étale sheaves

0 → WΩi
X/k,log[−i] → FilNi WΩ•

X/k

ϕ/pi−1
−−−−→ WΩ•

X/k → 0
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is exact in each degree. Furthermore, we have a natural equivalence of complexes of strict
pro-étale sheaves WΩi

X/k,log ≃ R limmWmΩi
X/k,log (that is, WΩi

X/k,log is also the derived

inverse limit).

Proof. This is formally identical to [9, Proposition 8.4], using [33, Corollary 2.14] instead
of [28, Theorem I.5.7.2]. �

Remark 6.8. Recall the following fact. For any fs log scheme X and any quasi-coherent
sheaf F on X, we have RΓsét(X,F) ≃ RΓkét(X,F) (this is due to Kato, see e.g. [16,
Proposition 9.2.3]), and this agrees with RΓZar(X,F) and RΓsNis(X,F) by [16, (9.1.1)].
Moreover, we have an equivalence

RΓ(X,LlétF) ≃ colim
Y ∈Xdiv

RΓkét(Y,F)

by [16, Theorem 5.1.2]. Hence if G is a complex of bounded below (Pn,Pn−1)-invariant
coherent sheaves on SmlSm/k, then they are automatically log étale sheaves.

For X ∈ lSm/k and integer i ≥ 0, we set BΩi
X/k := im(Ωi−1

X/k

d
−→ Ωi

X/k) and ZΩi
X/k :=

ker(Ωi
X/k

d
−→ Ωi+1

X/k). The following result is a consequence of [38, Theorem 4.4] and Remark

6.8 above, using, for example, the fact that the above presheaves restricted to smooth k-
schemes are reciprocity sheaves (see [18, §11]).

Proposition 6.9. The presheaves of complexes

Ωi
/k, BΩi

/k, ZΩi
/k, τ≤iΩ/k, WmΩ/k, WΩ/k

on SmlSm/k given by

X 7→RΓZar(X,Ωi
X/k), RΓZar(X,BΩi

X/k), RΓZar(X,ZΩi
X/k),

RΓZar(X, τ≤iΩX/k), RΓZar(X,WmΩX/k), RΓZar(X,WΩX/k)

are (Pn,Pn−1)-invariant and log étale hypersheaves for all integers m,n > 0 and i.

We note that RΓZar(X,WΩX/k) represents Hyodo-Kato cohomology with the trivial
log structure on k, see [33, Corollary 1.23].

Proposition 6.10. The presheaf of complexes

LsétWmΩi
/k,log, LsproétWΩi

/k,log

on SmlSm/k given by

X 7→ RΓsét(X,WmΩi
X/k,log), RΓsproét(X,WΩi

X/k,log)

are (Pn,Pn−1)-invariant and log étale hypersheaves for all integers m,n > 0 and i.

Proof. Consider the exact sequence of strict étale sheaves

0 → Ωi
X/k,log → Ωi

X/k → Ωi
X/k/BΩi

X/k → 0

obtained by [33, Proposition 2.13]. By [33, (2.12)], Remark 6.8 and induction on m, we
see that LsétWmΩi

/k,log is (Pn,Pn−1)-invariant and a log étale hypersheaf. Together with

Proposition 6.7, we deduce that LsproétWΩi
/k,log is (Pn,Pn−1)-invariant and a log étale

hypersheaf. �

Construction 6.11. For X ∈ lSm/k and integer i, we have a natural equivalence of
complexes

(6.3) RΓsyn(X,Zp(i)) ≃ RΓsproét(X,WΩi
X/k,log).
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by [11, Theorem 4.30] and Proposition 6.7, and see [11, Theorem 4.27] for the ϕ-compatibility.
Together with [8, Theorem 7.3.5], we see that ccrys1 : RΓét(X,Gm)[1] → RΓcrys(X)[2] nat-
urally factors through a morphism of complexes

c
WΩlog

1 : RΓét(X,Gm)[1] → RΓsproét(X,WΩ1
X/k,log)[1].

As a consequence of [8, Proposition 7.5.5], we see that the triangle

(6.4)

RΓét(X,Gm)[1]

RΓsyn(X)[2] RΓsproét(X,WΩ1
X/k,log)[2]

csyn1
c
WΩlog
1

≃

commutes.

Construction 6.12. For X ∈ lSm/k, recall from [8, Construction 7.3.1] the morphism of
complexes

csyn1 : RΓét(X,Gm)[1] → FilN1 RΓcrys(X)[2].

Compose this with the canonical morphism FilN1 RΓcrys(X)[2] → FilN1 RΓcrys(X)[2] to ob-
tain

ccrys1 : RΓét(X,Gm)[1] → FilN1 RΓcrys(X)[2].

Definition 6.13. By Proposition 6.9, we can define the objects

Filconji Ω/k := (τiΩ/k, (τ≥i+1Ω/k)[1], . . .),

FilNi WΩ/k := (FilNi WΩ/k, (Fil
N
i+1WΩ/k)[1], . . .),

LsproétWΩi
/k,log := (LsproétWΩi

/k,log, LsproétWΩi+1
/k,log[1], . . .)

in logDA(k), where the bonding maps are given by the following composite morphisms:

τiΩ/k
cHod
1−−−→ τi(ΩP1Ω/k[1])

≃
−→ ΩP1(τ≥i+1Ω/k)[1],

FilNi WΩ/k
ccrys1−−−→ FilNi (ΩP1WΩ/k[1])

≃
−→ ΩP1(FilNi+1WΩ/k)[1],

LsproétWΩi
/k,log

c
WΩlog
1−−−−→ LsproétΩP1WΩi+1

/k,log[1]
≃
−→ ΩP1LsproétWΩi+1

/k,log[1].

Proposition 6.14. For i ∈ Z, we have natural equivalences

grNi ∆̂ ≃ FiliconjΩ/k,

FilNi ∆̂ ≃ FilNi WΩ/k,

∆̂ ≃ WΩ/k,

MZsyn
p (i) ≃ LsproétWΩi

/k,log[−i]

in logDA(k).

Proof. By [11, Theorem 4.30, Proposition 5.1] and (6.3), it suffices to show that the
bonding maps on both sides are compatible. This follows from Proposition 6.4 and the
commutativity of (6.2) and (6.4). �

Proof of Theorem 1.4. (1) is a consequence of Lemma 2.10 and Theorems 3.4 and 5.16.
(2) is a consequence of (1) and Propositions 5.13 and 6.14, and (3) is a consequence of
(2). �
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7. Very effective slices of Kummer étale K-theory

Let k be a perfect field. In this section, we construct a morphism in logSH∧
két(k) (the

hypercomplete version of logSHkét(k)) representing a morphism from the Lichtenbaum
étale cohomology to the syntomic cohomology induced by the cyclotomic trace. We also
discuss the very effective slices of Kummer étale K-theory.

By Proposition 6.10, the functors LsproétWΩi
−/k,log are log étale hypersheaves, and rep-

resent p-adic log syntomic cohomology. Hence we obtain the morphism LkétMZ → MZ
syn
p

in logSH∧
két(k) by adjunction from the morphism MZ → MZ

syn
p in logSH(k) induced by

the motivic cyclotomic trace map. We will show that LkétMZ represents the Lichtenbaum
étale motivic cohomology.

For every integer i and a commutative ring R, let R(i) be the Nisnevich sheaf of com-
plexes on Sm/k given by the motivic cohomology

X 7→ RΓmot(X,R(i)).

Consider again the functor

ω∗ : ShNis(Sm/S,Sp) → ShsNis(SmlSm/S,Sp)

such that ω∗F(X) := F(X − ∂X) for F ∈ ShNis(Sm/k,Sp) and X ∈ SmlSm/k.

Proposition 7.1. The presheaf of complexes Lkétω
∗Z(i) on SmlSm/k is (Pn,Pn−1)-invariant

for every integer n > 0 and i.

Proof. For every complex F , we have the arithmetic fracture square

F
∏

ℓ F
∧
ℓ

FQ

∏
ℓ(F

∧
ℓ )Q

that is cartesian, where ℓ runs over primes, (−)∧ℓ is the ℓ-adic completion, and (−)Q is the
rationalization. Use this square for

F := fib(Lkétω
∗Z(i)(X) → Lkétω

∗Z(i)(X × (Pn,Pn−1)))

to reduce to showing that the presheaves of complexes Lkétω
∗Q(i) and (Lkétω

∗Z(i))∧ℓ are
(Pn,Pn−1)-invariant.

If X• → X is a Kummer étale hypercover, then X• − ∂X• → X − ∂X is an étale
hypercover. Since [37, Theorem 14.30] implies that X ∈ Sm/k → RΓmot(X,Q(i)) is an
étale hypersheaf, we see that X ∈ SmlSm/k 7→ RΓmot(X − ∂X,Q(i)) is a Kummer étale
hypersheaf. It follows that we have an equivalence of presheaves of complexes with rational
coefficients Lkétω

∗Q(i) ≃ LsNisω
∗Q(i). The latter is (Pn,Pn−1)-invariant by [16, Proposi-

tion 8.1.12]. Hence it remains to show that (Lkétω
∗Z(i))∧ℓ is (Pn,Pn−1)-invariant. Since

(Lkétω
∗Z(i))∧ℓ ≃ limd Lkétω

∗Z/ℓd(i), it suffices to show that Lkétω
∗Z/ℓd(i) is (Pn,Pn−1)-

invariant. By induction and using the exact sequence of abelian groups

0 → Z/ℓ → Z/ℓn → Z/ℓn−1 → 0,

we reduce to showing that Lkétω
∗Z/ℓ(i) is (Pn,Pn−1)-invariant.

Assume ℓ 6= p. We have an equivalence

Lkétω
∗Z/ℓ(i) ≃ Lkétω

∗µ⊗i
ℓ

by [37, Theorem 10.2] since the Kummer étale topology is finer than the strict étale topol-
ogy. Hence Lkétω

∗Z/ℓ(i)(X) is equivalent to the Kummer étale cohomology RΓkét(X,Z/ℓ(i)).
This is �-invariant and a log étale hypersheaf by [17, Theorem 9.1.5, Proposition 9.1.6],
so this is (Pn,Pn−1)-invariant by [17, §3.5].



26 FEDERICO BINDA, DOOSUNG PARK, AND PAUL ARNE ØSTVÆR

Assume ℓ = p. then we have an equivalence of Nisnevich sheaves Z/pn(i) ≃ WnΩ
i
/k,log[−i]

on Sm/k by Geisser-Levine [26, Theorem 8.5]. Hence we have an equivalence of Kummer
étale sheaves

(7.1) Lkétω
∗Z/pn(i) ≃ LkétWnΩ

i
/k,log[−i]

on SmlSm/k since ω∗WnΩ
i
/k,log ≃ WnΩ

i
/k,log by the definition of logarithmic forms. This

is (Pn,Pn−1)-invariant by Proposition 6.10. �

Definition 7.2. For X ∈ SmlSm/k, the Kummer étale motivic cohomology RΓL(X,Z(i))
is the Kummer étale hypersheafification of X 7→ RΓmot(X,Z(i)) := RΓmot(X − ∂X,Z(i)).
For every integer i, Proposition 7.1 yields a natural equivalence

(7.2) maplogSH∧

két(k)
(Σ∞X+,Σ

0,iLkétMZ) ≃ RΓL(X,Z(i)),

where logSH∧
két(k) is the Kummer étale hyper-localization of logSH(k), and Lkét : logSH(k) →

logSH∧
két(k) is the localization functor. TheKummer étale K-theory LkétK(X) is the Kum-

mer étale hypersheafification of X 7→ K(X) := K(X − ∂X).
Assume that X has a trivial log structure. Then the small Kummer étale site Xkét and

small étale site Xét agree. Hence RΓL(X,Z(i)) agrees with the Lichtenbaum étale motivic
cohomology, and LkétK(X) agrees with the étale K-theory of X.

We also consider the localization functor Lsét : logSH(k) → logSH∧
sét(k).

Definition 7.3. For a topology τ on SmlSm/k, let logDAτ (k)
∧
p be the full subcategory

of logDAτ (k) spanned by p-complete objects. We define the slice filtration on logDAτ (k)
∧
p

as we did on logDAτ (k).

Proposition 7.4. For every integer i, there are equivalences in logDA(k)∧p

(LsétMZ(i))∧p ≃ (LkétMZ(i))∧p ≃ MZsyn
p (i).

Proof. We have an equivalence in logDA(k)

MZsyn
p (i) ≃ lim

m
(LkétWmΩi

/k,log[−i])

by Proposition 6.7. The right-hand side is equivalent to (LkétMZ(i))∧p by (7.1). To show

(LsétMZ(i))∧p ≃ (LkétMZ(i))∧p , use Proposition 6.10 and (7.1). �

Theorem 7.5. Let k be a perfect field admitting resolution of singularities. Then the
induced morphism

f̃kéti TC(−;Zp) → FilBMS
i TC(−;Zp)

is an equivalence in logDA∧
két(k)

∧
p for every integer i. Here, we denote by f̃kéti the ith very

effective cover in logDA∧
két(k)

∧
p . We have a similar result for f̃séti and logDA∧

sét(k)
∧
p too.

Proof. We focus on the proof for the Kummer étale case since the proof for the strict
étale case proceeds verbatim. By Lemma 2.8 and Theorem 3.4, we have LkétMZ ∈
logDA∧

két(k)
veff
≥i . Since the p-completion functor logDA∧

két(k) → logDA∧
két(k)

∧
p is a left

adjoint, we can show that this preserves (very) effectiveness arguing as in Lemma 2.8.
Hence we have grBMS

i TC(−;Zp) ∈ (logDA∧
két(k)

∧
p )

veff
≥i using Proposition 7.4. For j ≥ i, we

have
fib(FilBMS

j TC(−;Zp) → FilBMS
i−1 TC(−;Zp)) ∈ (logDA∧

két(k)
∧
p )

veff
≥i

by induction on j. Take colimits on j to have FilBMS
i TC(−;Zp) ∈ (logDA∧

két(k)
∧
p )

veff
≥i .

Theorem 5.16 finishes the proof. �

Remark 7.6. (1) In the proof of Theorem 7.5, we have used in particular the fact
that (LkétMZ(i))∧p is very effective in the category logDA∧

két(k)
∧
p . Since the inclusion

logDA∧
két(k)

∧
p ⊂ logDA∧

két(k) does not obviously preserve the very effective subcategory, we

are not claiming that the same holds when we see (LkétMZ(i))∧p as object in logDA∧
két(k).
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(2) One could reasonably ask if the canonical morphism constructed in Theorem 5.16
becomes an equivalence for k a field (say, assuming resolution of singularities), after ap-
plying the canonical functor from logDA(k,Zp) to logDA∧

két(k)
∧
p , and if this equivalence

coincides with the one provided by Theorem 7.5. Equivalently, one could ask if the p-
completion of the Kummer étale very effective slice filtration for TC(−;Zp) coincides with
the Kummer étale very effective slice filtration computed in logDA∧

két(k)
∧
p . We expect this

to be the case.

Theorem 7.7. Let k be a perfect field admitting resolution of singularities, and assume
that the étale cohomological dimension of k is finite.

(1) The filtrations

fkét• LkétKGL, f̃két• LkétKGL, and Lkétf̃•KGL

on LkétKGL ∈ logSH∧
két(k) agree and are complete and exhaustive.

(2) There are natural equivalences

skéti LkétKGL ≃ s̃kéti LkétKGL ≃ LkétsiKGL ≃ Lkéts̃iKGL ≃ Σ2i,iLkétMZ

in logSH∧
két(k).

(3) For X ∈ SmlSm/k, there is a natural equivalence

maplogSH∧

két(k)
(Σ∞X+, LkétKGL) ≃ LkétK(X).

(4) For X ∈ SmlSm/k, there are natural equivalences

maplogSH∧

két(k,S/p
n)(Σ

∞X+, LkétKGL⊗S S/p
n) ≃ LkétK(X)⊗S S/p

n,

maplogSH∧

két(k)
∧
p
(Σ∞X+, (LkétKGL)∧p ) ≃ (LkétK(X))∧p

without the assumption on the étale cohomological dimension.

Proof. As pointed out by Spitzweck-Østvær, the connectivity of f̃nE of any motivic spec-
trum increases with n (see [48, Proposition 5.11]). Hence the very effective slice filtration
is automatically complete.

By Proposition 7.1, we have

maplogSH∧

két(k)
(Σ∞X+,Σ

0,iLkétMZ) ≃ 0

for X ∈ SmlSm/k and i < 0. By [16, Corollary 5.1.7] and [17, Proposition 2.7.3],
Σ∞X+ is compact. Since Lkét preserve colimits, Proposition 3.4 implies that the filtration

Lkét f̃•KGL is exhaustive. It follows that we have

maplogSH∧

két(k)
(Σ∞X+, Lkét f̃

−1KGL) ≃ 0.

This implies Lkét f̃
−1KGL ∈ logSH∧

két(k)
eff
≤−1. On the other hand, Lemma 2.8 implies

Lkét f̃0KGL ∈ logSH∧
két(k)

veff
≥0 . From these, we have natural equivalences

f0LkétKGL ≃ f̃0LkétKGL ≃ Lkét f̃0KGL.

Apply Σ2i,i to this and use Proposition 3.4 to finish the proof of (1).
(2) is an immediate consequence of (1).
Consider the localization functor

Lkét : SpP1(ShsNis(SmlSm/k,Sp)) → SpP1(Shkét(SmlSm/k,Sp))

without the further (Pn,Pn−1)-localizations. To show (3), we only need to show that
LkétKGL is (Pn,Pn−1)-invariant for every integer n. The above argument shows that

the filtration Lkétf̃≥•KGL on LkétKGL is complete and exhaustive since this argument
does not require (Pn,Pn−1)-localizations. Hence it suffices to show that the graded pieces
Lkéts̃iKGL are (Pn,Pn−1)-invariant. This is a consequence of Theorem 3.4 and Proposition
7.1.
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Argue similarly as above and use limn for (4), but note that the étale Z/pn-cohomological
dimension (=étale S/pn-cohomological dimension) of k is always finite by [6, Théorème
X.5.1]. �

Remark 7.8. Even though KGL ∈ logSH(k) is A1-invariant, LkétKGL ∈ logSH∧
két(k) is

not A1-invariant in the above case of k with char k > 0 since RΓL is not A1-invariant as
observed in [37, Lecture 10].

Construction 7.9. Let k be a perfect field admitting resolution of singularities. By
Proposition 6.10 and (6.3), log syntomic cohomology on SmlSm/k is a Kummer étale
hypersheaf. It follows that the log motivic cyclotomic trace map

Tr: KGL → TC

in logSH(k) yields the map

LkétTr: LkétKGL → TC

in logSH∧
két(k).

If we apply maplogSH∧

két(k)
(Σ∞X+,−) to LkétTr, then we get

LkétK(X) → TC(X)

by Theorem 7.7(3) when the étale cohomological dimension of k is finite, which is the Kum-
mer étale hypersheafification of the log cyclotomic trace map K(X) → TC(X). Similarly,
if we apply maplogSH∧

két(k)
∧
p
(Σ∞X+,−) to (LkétTr)

∧
p , then we get

(LkétK(X))∧p → TC(X;Zp)

by Theorem 7.7(4).

As an application of Kummer étale K-theory, we show the following:

Proposition 7.10. Let k be a perfect field admitting resolution of singularities. For
X ∈ SmlSm/k, there is a natural equivalence

(LkétK(X))∧p ≃ TC(X;Zp).

Proof. Assume first that X ∈ Sm/k. Then the equivalence (LétK(X))∧p ≃ TC(X;Zp) is
due to Geisser and Hesselholt [25, Theorem 4.2.6]. In general, the desired equivalence
for X ∈ SmlSm/k follows from the Gysin sequence [17, Theorem 3.2.21] by induction on
the number of smooth irreducible components r of ∂X. More precisely, if Z is a smooth
divisor on proper X ∈ Sm/k, then we have the fiber sequence in logSH(k)

(7.3) Σ∞(X,Z)+ → Σ∞X+ → Th(NZX),

where Th(NZX) is the motivic Thom space defined in [17, Definition 3.2.7]. Note that by
applying the natural functor ω♯ : logSH(k) → SH(k), left adjoint to ω∗, the above sequence
reduces to the standard localization sequence in SH(k). In particular, applying the log
K-theory spectrum KGL, we obtain the localization sequence in algebraic K-theory in
light of [17, Theorem 6.5.7]. On the other hand, if we apply the log TC spectrum TC

to (7.3) we obtain by definition the Gysin or residue sequence in logarithmic topological
cyclic homology. By Construction 7.9, we obtain a commutative diagram of spectra

(LkétK(Z))∧p (LkétK(X))∧p (LkétK(X,Z))∧p

TC(Z;Zp) TC(X;Zp) TC((X,Z);Zp)

whose horizontal sequences are fiber sequences. The general case follows similarly by
induction on r. �
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Remark 7.11. Assume that the boundary ∂X of X ∈ SmlSm/k has r irreducible com-
ponents. For integers m ≥ 1 and n ≤ d− r, the induced natural map

πn(RΓmot(X,Z/pm(d))) → πn(RΓL(X,Z/pm(d)))

is an isomorphism. Indeed, if r = 0, then this is a consequence of [26, Theorem 8.5]. If
r > 0, then proceed by induction on r, and use the Gysin sequence [17, Theorem 3.2.21]
and the five lemma. See [23, Corollary 1.1] for a related result with Qp-coefficients and
the inequality n ≤ d.

Remark 7.12. The fact that p-adic étale K-theory is identified with topological cyclic
homology holds in larger generality (namely, without smoothness assumption) in light of
[20, Theorem C]. However, this does not immediately imply a generalization of Proposition
7.10.
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[44] O. Röndigs, M. Spitzweck, and P. A. Østvær, The motivic Hopf map solves the homotopy limit

problem for K-theory, Doc. Math., 23 (2018), pp. 1405–1424.
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