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1. Introduction

On a smooth quasi-projective variety X, Chow’s moving lemma, see [Cho56], allows one to move an
algebraic cycle modulo rational equivalence into good position with respect to a closed subset S C X.

The essential content of the Gersten conjecture for smooth varieties, proven for K-theory by Quillen, see
[Qui73], and for étale cohomology by Bloch-Ogus, see [BO74], and Gabber, see [Gab94, CTHK97], is an
effacement theorem, which is equivalent to a similar moving lemma for classes with support in the particular
case where X is affine and S is a finite set of points. For instance, in the case of étale cohomology, the
effacement theorem is equivalent to saying that for any smooth affine k-variety X, any finite set S C X,
and any class a € le(X) whose support Z C X is nowhere dense, there is a class a’ € Hé,(X) with
SNZ’ =0 such that @ and a’ have the same image in Hli,v(X) for some closed W C X with Z,Z" c W
and dimW =dimZ + 1. This is a fundamental result in algebraic geometry. We refer to the surveys
[CTHK97, Mo16] for more details, applications, references, and historical remarks.

The above analogy leads naturally to the question whether the effacement theorems of Quillen, Bloch-
Ogus, and Gabber are special instances of a more general moving lemma which allows one to move a class
with support Z C X to one with support Z” such that Z’ is in good position with respect to an arbitrary given
closed subset S C X. This paper answers that question positively for a natural class of cohomology theories
on smooth quasi-projective varieties in characteristic zero (or more generally, with a smooth projective
compactification). In the classical case where X is affine and dim S = 0, this yields a new proof of the Gersten
conjecture for étale cohomology in characteristic zero. Our proof yields a stronger conclusion than what was
known before, as it is well behaved with respect to localization and hence gives rise to new Gersten-type
resolutions on finite levels. The general case where dim S > 0 is new and has several applications that go
beyond the original Gersten conjecture.

1.1. Main result

We fix a field k and a twisted cohomology theory with support (X,Z) + H(X,n) for smooth equi-
dimensional algebraic k-schemes X with Z C X closed. We assume that some natural axioms, as outlined



A moving lemma for cohomology with support 3

in Section 3 below, are satisfied. Concrete examples include étale or pro-étale cohomology with suitable
coefficients; see Proposition 3.2.

To simplify notation, we write H*(X, n) := Hy (X, n) and H,(U,n) := H};(U,n) for U C X open. Our
main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1 (Moving lemma). Let X be a smooth equi-dimensional k-scheme that admits a smooth projective
compactification. Let S,Z C X be closed subsets with dim Z < dim X. Then there are closed subsets Z’ C W C X
withZ C W,dimZ’ =dim Z, and dim W =dim Z + 1 such that Z' and W \ Z meet S properly and for any
a € Hy(X,n), there is a class o’ € H, (X, n) such that a and o’ have the same image in H;, (X, n).

In Theorem 5.1 below, we prove a stronger, but more technical, version of Theorem 1.1, where S C X is
replaced by a morphism f: S — X and the behaviour under localization on X is discussed.

The main idea of our proof is to reduce the problem to a version of Chow’s moving lemma due to Levine.
More precisely, we construct an action of correspondences on the cohomology class in question and note
that the diagonal acts as the identity. Moving the diagonal via Chow’s moving lemma will then move our
class. This is particularly clear in the case where X is smooth projective, but technical difficulties appear in
the (important) case where X is only an open subset of a smooth projective scheme.

Even if X in Theorem 1.1 is affine, our proof is global and makes essential use of a smooth projective
compactification. We explain several applications in the following two subsections.

1.2. Effacement theorems and a finite-level version of the Gersten conjecture

By the long exact sequence of triples, the conclusion of Theorem 1.1 is equivalent to saying that the
natural map H7 (X, n) — H;V(X\Z’,n) is zero. If dim S + dim Z < dim X, then the condition that Z’ meets
S properly simply means that X \ Z’ is a neighbourhood of S. We thus get the following.

Corollary 1.2 (Global effacement). Let X be a smooth equi-dimensional k-scheme that admits a smooth projective
compactification. Let S,Z C X be closed subsets with dim S + dim Z < dim X. Then there exist a neighbourhood
U C X of S and a closed subset W C X with Z C W and dim W = dim Z +1 such that the following composition
is zero:

H(X,n) — Hy,(X,n) — Hy, (U, n).

The case dim S = 0 implies formally by specialization that the result holds for any finite set of (possibly
non-closed) points S C X and any nowhere dense closed subset Z C X. This is the aforementioned effacement
theorem of Bloch-Ogus and Gabber in our context; ¢f [CTHK97, Theorems 2.2.1]. A similar effacement
theorem for K-theory had previously been proven by Quillen; see [Qui73, p. 125, Theorem 5.11].

Now let X be the (Zariski) localization of X along S C X, i.e. the pro-scheme given by the system of all
open neighbourhoods U C X of S in X. One defines

Hy(Xg,n):= lim H,(U,n) and H'(Xg\Z,n):= lim H*(U\ Z,n).
ScUcX ScUcXx
Corollary 1.3. Let X be a smooth equi-dimensional k-scheme that admits a smooth projective compactification.
Let S,Z C X be a closed subsets with dim S + dim Z <dim X. Then H(Xs,n) — H*(Xg,n) is zero, and the
long exact sequence of triples induces for all i a short exact sequence

0 — H'(Xs,n) — H' (X5 \ Z,n) N HL(Xg,n) — 0.

An interesting special case is when S = Z with dimZ < %dim X, where we get an algebro-geometric
analogue of the following fact from differential topology: if N is a tubular neighbourhood of a submanifold
A of a real manifold M of real codimension c, then the natural map HA(N,Z) — H'(N,Z) identifies with
the map H'¢(A,Z) — H'(A, Z) given by cup product with the Euler class of the normal bundle of A in M.
Hence the map in question is zero if the Euler class is zero. Corollary 1.3 is an analogue of that result which
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also applies to singular subvarieties Z C X and to the (comparatively coarse) Zariski localization Xg; the
triviality of the Euler class is replaced by the condition dim Z < %dimX.

Contrary to Chow’s moving lemma, the subset Z’ in Theorem 1.1 cannot be chosen to be well behaved
with respect to localization: if we shrink X, then Z’ typically has to be enlarged; see Remark 5.2. Surprisingly,
the closed subset W in Theorem 1.1 is much better behaved. This yields the following.

Corollary 1.4 (Local effacement). Let X be a smooth equi-dimensional k -scheme which admits a smooth projective
compactification. Let Z C X be a nowhere dense closed subset. Let S C X be either closed with dim S < codim Z—-1
or a finite set of points. Then there is a closed subset W C X with Z C W and dim W =dim Z + 1 such that the
natural map H,(Xg,n) — Hyy, (X, n) is zero.

Corollary 1.4 is new even in the classical case where S is a finite set of points. In this case, Xg = Spec(Ox )
is the spectrum of the semi-local ring Oy g, and it was known before that the above vanishing result holds if
one passes to the direct limit over all such closed subsets W; see [BO74, Theorem 4.2.3]. The fact that a
single subscheme suffices is new (and may be somewhat surprising). In fact, Colliot-Théléne-Hoobler-Kahn
write in [CTHK97, Remark 2.2.8] the following concerning this issue:

“We would like to point out that (contrary to the definition of effaceability) the statement in Theorem 2.2.7 is
not local: the proof by no means implies that the map of Theorem 2.2.7 (2) remains O when U is replaced by a
smaller open set. |...| This shows the subtlety of the situation and probably why Gersten’s conjecture is so difficult
for general regular local rings of dimension > 2.”

As a consequence, we obtain the following finite-level version of the Gersten conjecture for the étale
cohomology of varieties over fields of characteristic zero.

Corollary 1.5 (The Gersten conjecture on finite levels). Let X be a smooth affine variety over a field k. Assume
X admits a smooth projective compactification (e.g. chark = 0). Let x € X\ with localization X, = Spec(Ox ).
Let Z, ={x} CZ..y C---CZy CZy= X be a chain of closed subsets of X, of increasing dimensions. Up to
replacing the given chain {Z;}; by one that is finer (i.e. by a chain {Z]'} as above with Z; C Z]f for all j), the
Jollowing complex is exact for all i:

; ; d i d d J
0 — H'(Xy,n) — Hip (X \ Z1) — Hig b (Z1\ Z3) = -+ — Hpp(Zi_1 \ Z;) — Hppg(Zi \ Zi11) — 0,
where Z; =0 for j > c,
i-j o i+j
HBM(Z] \Z]+1) = lgl;l HZ_j\ZjH
xeUcX
and Zj C X denotes the closure of Z; in X. If moreover T C X, is closed and each closed subset Z; C X, of the
given chain {Z;} meets T \ {x} dimensionally transversely, then the above chosen refinement {Z ]’ } still satisfies this

(U\Zjsy,m+ ),

transversality condition with respect to T \ {x}.

If H;(X,n) = H}(Xét{ y?”) is étale cohomology with support and coefficients in y?" for some prime €
invertible in k, then Hé;\/]I(Zj \ Z;;1) as defined above coincides up to a shift with Borel-Moore homology of
Zi\Zj1 (¢f- [BO74, Section 1]), whence the notation. If moreover Z; \ Z;,; is regular and equi-dimensional,
then H;\}[(Zj \Zj1) = Hi_j(Z]- \Zj+1,y§”+]) agrees by Gabber’s purity theorem, see [Fuj02], with ordinary
étale cohomology of Z; \ Z; 1. The latter holds in particular in the limit where we run over all chains {Z;};
as above.

Corollary 1.5 says that we can compute the cohomology of the localization X, = Spec(Ox ) in terms of
arbitrarily fine stratifications of X,. The original Gersten conjecture for étale cohomology, proven in [BO74|,
asserts this only in the limit: the above complex is exact if we pass to the direct limit over all chains {Z;};.
The fact that exactness happens already on finite levels as well as the possibility of requiring transversality
conditions with respect to a closed subset T C X, are new.
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1.3. Codimension j+l purity and new motivic invariants

For a subset S C X, we denote by F]-SX the pro-scheme given by the inverse system of all open
neighbourhoods U C X of S with codimy(X \ U) > j. We further set F;X := F?X. As before, the
cohomology H*(F]-SX,n) is defined as direct limit over H*(U, n), where U runs through the given inverse

system. Intuitively, one obtains F]SX by successively removing from X all closed subsets Z C X with
codimy Z > j+1 that are disjoint from S. For instance, if X is irreducible, FoX ~ Spec(k(X)), and if S is a
finite set, FSX ~ Spec(Ox s).

Important consequences of [BO74], highlighted for instance in [CT95, Section 3.8], are the injectivity and
codimension 1 purity property for étale cohomology; see [CT95, Theorems 3.8.1 and 3.8.2]. Theorem 1.1
implies the following generalization.

Corollary 1.6 (Injectivity and codimension j+1 purity). Let X be a smooth equi-dimensional k-scheme that
admits a smooth projective compactification, and let S C X be closed.

(1) The restriction map H*(P].SX,n) — H*(F; X, n) is injective for j > dim S.
(2) A class in H*(F; X, n) that lifts to F;,1 X also lifis to F}‘S+1X forj>dimS -1.

The dim S = 0 case of Corollary 1.6 implies by specialization that the results hold for j > 0 and any finite
set of points S C X. Hence, the case j =dim S = 0 of Corollary 1.6 corresponds to the injectivity property
and codimension 1 purity theorem in étale cohomology; see [CT95, Theorems 3.8.1 and 3.8.2]. We note that
our purity result is new even for j = 0: we get that an unramified class on the generic point of X lifts to an
open neighbourhood of any given closed curve in X, while this was previously only known for points in X.

As pointed out by one of the referees: it is natural to wonder if Corollary 1.6 has an analogue for G-torsors,
i.e. for the functor Hélt(—, G) for suitable group schemes G.

Following [Sch23], the refined unramified cohomology associated to the given twisted cohomology theory
is given by

H;’nr(X, n):=im(H"(Fj;1X,n) —» H'(F; X, n)).
In other words, an element [a] € H;’m(X,n) is represented by a class a« € H*(U,n) on some open U C X
whose complement has codimension j + 2, and any two such representatives yield the same element in
H;’m(X,n) if they coincide on some open subset V C X whose complement has codimension j + 1.

This is a common generalization of traditional unramified cohomology and Kato homology; see [Sch23,
Section 1.3]. The latter are known to be motivic as a consequence of the Gersten conjecture; see [BO74]. The
generalization of the Gersten conjecture proven in this paper implies that refined unramified cohomology

H},m(X,n) is motivic for all i and j.

Corollary 1.7. Let X and Y be smooth projective equi-dimensional schemes over a field k with dy = dim X. For
all c,i,j > 0, there is a natural bi-additive pairing

CHE(X x Y)x H! (X, 1) — H' 2%

jnr j+c—dynr

(Y,n+c—dy), ([T][a]) — [T](a])
which is functorial with respect to the composition of correspondences.

Corollary 1.7 establishes in particular the existence of functorial pullbacks f*: H]?’nr(Y, n) — H]?’nr(X, n)
along morphisms f: X — Y between smooth projective varieties; cf. Corollary 6.9. The existence of
pullbacks is non-trivial already in the case where Y = IP” and X is the blow-up in a smooth subvariety.
The main problem is that a class on some open subset U C Y can of course be pulled back to a class on
f~1(U), but if f is not flat, then the complement of f~'(U) in X may have the wrong codimension. The key
ingredient that allows one to overcome this issue is the codimension j purity property proven in Corollary
1.6, which allows one to represent unramified classes by classes on particular open subsets U where this
issue does not occur.
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Despite the simple definition, the refined unramified cohomology groups of a variety X are rather subtle
invariants that interpolate between cohomology and cycle theory of X; see [Sch23, Sch24|. For instance,
Hl

onr( X, 1) = H! (X,n) is classical unramified cohomology, while

H! (X,n)~H'(X,n) for[i/2]1<];

jnr

see Lemma 6.11 below or [Sch23, Corollary 5.10].

If [i/2] > j, then the refined unramified cohomology groups differ in general from ordinary coho-
mology. In this (interesting) range we show that refined unramified cohomology satisfies the following
basic properties that generalize the fact that traditional unramified cohomology is a stable birational
invariant by [CTO89]. To state our result, recall the decreasing filtration F* on H! (X,n), given by

) ) ) J,nr
F"H; (X,n):=im(H'(F,,X,n) — H'(F;X,n)) for m > j+1.

j.nr

Corollary 1.8. Let X and Y be smooth projective equi-dimensional k-schemes, and let i,j,n,m > 0. Then the
Jollowing properties hold true:

(1) There is a natural isomorphism

min(j,n)
Zfl D HL(Y,m-1) S H (Y XY, m),
1=0

where f; is the composition of the pullback along the projection Y x ]PZ‘I — Y followed by the pushforward

along the inclusion Y x IPZ_I — Y xIP{ induced by some linear embedding IPZ_I C IPy.
(2) If f: X->Y is a birational map that is an isomorphism in codimension c, then f induces for any j < c

an isomorphism f*: H]?’nr(Y, n) = H]?’nr(X, n).
(3) The isomorphisms in (1) and (2) respect the decreasing filtration F* on both sides.

The formula stated in item (1) implies for instance

min(j,n)

H]an @ H'2!(Spec(k), m —1).
1=0

This is, thanks to Corollary 1.7, a consequence of the motivic decomposition of IP}, while a direct computation
of H]l or(IPy,m) appears to be a rather difficult task because Hi(FjIl"Z, m) is typically a huge group.

Item (3) is new even for j = 0, where it shows that the unramified cohomology groups from [CTO89], that
are known to be stable birational invariants, carry a filtration that is still a stable birational invariant.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Conventions

An algebraic scheme is a separated scheme of finite type over a field; it is smooth if it is smooth over the
ground field. A variety is an integral algebraic scheme. A closed subset of a scheme is implicitly identified
with the corresponding reduced closed subscheme. A morphism f: X — Y of Noetherian schemes is of
pure relative dimension 4 if for each x € X, we have d = dim,(X) —dim()(Y).

If X is an algebraic scheme and Z C X is an irreducible subset, then the codimension codimy(Z) of Z
in X is the dimension of the local ring O ,,, where 777 € Z denotes the generic point of Z. If Z is not
necessarily irreducible, then the local codimension codimy ,(Z) of Z in X at a point z € Z is given by

codimy ,(Z):= inf dimOy,, ,
X’Z( ) z2€Z'CZ Xz



A moving lemma for cohomology with support 7

where the infimum (which is in fact a minimum because X is of finite type over a field) ranges over all
irreducible components Z’ of Z that contain the point z. The (global) codimension of Z in X is the minimum
of the local codimensions at points z € Z:

codimy(Z) = in§ codimy ,(Z).
ze

This agrees with the definition that can for instance be found in [GW10, Definition 5.28]. (We warn the
reader that there are places in the literature where different definitions are used; ¢.g. one could replace the
infimum by the supremum in the above definitions; see e.g. comments to [Sta24, Tag 02I0]. However, the
above definition is the one that works for our purposes.)

For an algebraic scheme X, we denote by X;) the set of points of dimension j. If X is equi-dimensional,
then we will also write X (/) := X(dy—j)» where dx = dim X. The free abelian group generated by the closures
of points X is denoted by Z/(X). The Chow group CH/(X) := CHy,—j(X) is the quotient of ZJ(X) modulo
rational equivalence; see [Ful98]. In this paper we use the above convention only in the case where X is
pure-dimensional, so that points in X{/) have local codimension j in X in the above sense.

The support of a cycle T = Y a;Z; € ZJ(X) is the reduced subscheme supp(T) := | J Z;, where the union
runs through all i with a; # 0. If X is equi-dimensional, then we say that two cycles I} € Z71(X) and
T, € Z72(X) meet properly (or dimensionally transversely) if each point of supp(I}) Nsupp(I>) has local
codimension at least j; +j, in X. In this case, either supp(I;)Nsupp(I;) is empty, or it has pure codimension
Ji+ ]2 ,

IfT' =) a;Z; € Z/(X) is a cycle and W C X is a closed subset with supp(I') C W, then we say that I is
rationally equivalent to zero on W if I, viewed as a class in CH* (W), is zero.

2.2. Chow’s moving lemma

We will need the following version of Chow’s moving lemma due to Levine; see [Lev98, Section LIL.3.5]
and [Lev0), Theorem 2.13]. The given references prove a moving lemma for Bloch’s cycle complex and hence
for higher Chow groups (see also [Blo94]); the version below concerns the special case of ordinary Chow
groups and is deduced from [Lev98, Section LII.3.5] and [Lev05, Theorem 2.13] in a straightforward way.

Theorem 2.1. Let X be a smooth projective equi-dimensional scheme over a field k. Let S be a locally equi-
dimensional algebraic k-scheme with a morphism f: S — X. Then the following hold:

(1) Any class [T] € CHY(X) can be represented by a cycle T such that each point of f ' (supp(T)) has local
codimension c on S (i.e. the expected codimension).
(2) LetT € Z¢(X) be such that f~(supp(T)) has local codimension c at each point. If T ~,, O, then there is
a closed subscheme W C X of codimension c — 1 such that
o f~Y(W) has, locally at each point, codimension c —1 on S;
e suppl' C W, and T, viewed as a cycle on W, is rationally equivalent to zero on W.

Occasionally, we will use Theorem 2.1 in conjunction with the following simple result.

Lemma 2.2. Let f: S — X be a morphism between locally equi-dimensional algebraic k-schemes. Let Z C X be
closed such that f~'(Z) is locally on S of codimension at least dim(f(S))+ 1. Then f~1(Z) = 0.

Proof. 1t suffices to prove the result for each irreducible component of S; hence we may assume that S is
irreducible. Towards a contradiction, assume that f~!(Z) # 0, or equivalently, f(S)NZ = (. Let x € f(S)NZ
be a closed point. Since S is irreducible by the above reduction step, the theorem on the fibre dimensions of
morphisms between algebraic schemes shows that dim S < dim(f(S)) +dim f~!(x). Since f~1(x) c f~1(2),
it follows that f~1(Z) is, locally on S, of codimension at most dim(f(S)). This contradicts our assumptions,
which concludes the proof. 0
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3. Twisted cohomology theory with an action by cycles

In this section we list several natural properties of a twisted cohomology theory with support which admits
an action by algebraic cycles. We will show that any theory that satisfies (some of) these properties satisfies
the moving lemma for classes with support as in Theorem 1.1.

We fix a field k. A pair (X,Z) of algebraic k-schemes is an algebraic k-scheme X and a closed
subset Z C X. A morphism of pairs f: (X,Zx) — (Y,Zy) is a morphism of schemes f: X — Y with
Y (Zy) € Zx.) The total space of a pair (X, Z) is the scheme X.

Let Vi be the category of pairs (X, Z) of algebraic k-schemes. We have

(3.0) V]Sp —> {graded abelian groups}, (X,Z)+— H;(X,n)

for n € Z. The degree i part of H, (X, n) is denoted by Hé(X,n). For any morphism f: (X,Zx) — (Y, Zy),
contravariance yields functorial pullback maps f*: H éy(Y, n)—H éX(X, n) for all i.

For U C X open, we write H; (U, n) := H,;(U,n). (This is in line with the fact that H,(—, n) is a Zariski
presheaf on X.) Moreover, for Z = X, we write H*(X, n) := Hy (X, n).

We will need the following natural properties:

Cl (Excision) Let f: U — X be an open immersion of smooth algebraic k-schemes, and let Z C X be
closed with Z c U. Then the natural map f*: HE(X, n) — HE(U, n) is an isomorphism.

C2 (Pushforwards) Let f: X — Y be a proper morphism between smooth equi-dimensional algebraic
k-schemes. Let Zy C Y and Zx C X be closed subsets with f(Zx) C Zy. Then there are pushforward
maps

for Hy *(X,n—c)— Hy (Y,n),
where ¢ :=dim Y —dim X. These are functorial, i.e. satisfy f, o g, = (f o0 g)..
Consider the diagrams

x 2 x HE 24X n—c) L HE (X, n—c)
1 T Tk
’ . * .
V=t Hy (Y',n) +——— H}, (Y,n),

where the diagram on the left is Cartesian, X’ and Y’ are smooth and equi-dimensional, f is proper,
Zx C X and Zy C Y are closed with f(Zx) C Zy, Zy, = g Y (Zy), and Zy = Zy' xy Zx C X'.
(a) If g is an open immersion, then the diagram on the right commutes.
(b) If f and g are smooth of pure relative dimensions and if Zy =Y and Zx = X, then the diagram
on the right commutes.
C3 (Long exact sequence of triples) Let Z C W C X be closed subsets. Then there is a long exact
sequence

e Hy(X,n) =5 Hiy(X,n) =5 Hi,

(X\ Zm) -2 HE (X, n) —> -+
where 1, denotes the proper pushforward with respect to the identity on X and restr denotes the
canonical restriction map. This sequence is functorial for pullbacks: for any morphism f: X’ —» X
and closed subsets Z’ C W’ C X’ such that f~1(Z) c Z’ and f~!(W) C W’, pullback along f induces
a commutative ladder between the long exact sequence of the triple (X’, W/, Z’) and that of (X, W, Z).
C4 (Action of cycles) For a cycle I € Z°(X) on a smooth equi-dimensional algebraic k-scheme X and any

closed subset W C X with supp(I') C W, there is an additive action

iy (D)U: HL (X, n) — Hii25 (X, n+c), ar—cT)ua

(IThis condition translates to the standard definition of a morphism of pairs in topology if one replaces (X, Z) by (X, X\ Z).
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which is linear in I' and such that the following hold:

(a) If I, viewed as a cycle on W, is rationally equivalent to zero on W, then the above action is zero,
ie. 1% (T)Ua =0 for all a.

(b) If T = [W] is a prime cycle with smooth support W and inclusion f: W < X, then

A, (D) Ua = fi(ffa) e Hy2, (X, n+c) for all a € Hy(X,n),

where f*: Hé(X,n) — H{;VDZ(W,n) and f,: HIi/VmZ(W'”) — H{,;%CZ(XJH- c) denote the natural
pullback and pushforward maps, respectively.
() f ZcZ’'c X and W’ C X are closed with W € W', then the following diagram commutes:

H, (X, n) ——— HL,(X, n)
cl{fv(l“)ul lcl}‘f\,,(I’)U
Hir2C (X, n+c) LN Hiy2, (X, n+0),

where the 1, denote the respective pushforwards with respect to the identity on X.
(d) For any open subset U C X, the following diagram commutes:

. 1% (Tu .
H, (X, n) (D HiF2 (X, n+c)
restrl lrestr

) 1Y 5 (Tly)u .
Hi(U, n) — w0 pisze (174 ),

where the vertical arrows are the canonical restriction maps and I'|; € Z¢(U) is the flat pullback
of T
() If T € Z¢(X) and I’ € Z¢(X) are such that W = supp I meets W’ = supp I’ properly, then
A (D) U (el (T Ua) = ey (C-T)Ua  for all @ € HS (X, n).
(f) Let f: X" — X be a morphism between smooth equi-dimensional algebraic k-schemes, and let
a € H,(X,n).
o If f is flat, then f*(cliy,(T)Ua)= cljf_l(w)( fT)U fa.
e If f is smooth and proper, then the following projection formulas hold true:
(XY U fra) = (A Ua  and f*(cljf,'l(w)( FT)Ua)=clS (U fa.
C5 (Semi-purity) If X is smooth and equi-dimensional, then Hé(X,n) =0 for i < 2codimy(X).

Remark 3.1. Ttems C2(b), C4(d), C4(e), C4(f), and C5 are not needed to prove the moving lemma (see Theorems
L1 and 5.1) and its immediate applications (see Corollaries 1.2, 1.4, 1.5, and 1.6). We list these properties
because we will need items C2(b) and C4(d) to get a natural action on refined unramified cohomology, cf.
Corollaries 1.7 and 6.8, while C4(e) and C4(f) are needed to guarantee that this action is functorial with
respect to the composition of correspondences. Finally, semi-purity (i.e. C5) is only needed to guarantee
some normalizations in Corollaries 1.5 and 1.8.

3.1. Examples

Proposition 3.2. Let k be a field, let € be a prime invertible in k, and denote by 7ty : X — Spec(k) the structure
map of a k-scheme X.

(1) Let F be an €= -torsion étale sheaf on Spec(k). The étale cohomology functor
(X,Z) — H;(X,n) := H;(Xe, F (1))

satisfies all conditions C1-C5 above, where F (n) = colim, ('}, F ®z pg").
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(2) Let F = (F,), be an inverse system of étale sheaves on Spec(k) such that F, is {" -torsion and the transition
maps F,.1 — F, are surjective. The continuous étale cohomology functor

(X,Z) — Hz(X,n):= Hy ., (Xe, F (1))

satisfies all conditions C1-C5 abi)j)e, where F (n) = (x F, ®z/¢ y?i”)r/.\
(3) Let K € Decons((Spec(k))proct»Z¢) be a constructible complex of Z,-modules on the pro-étale site
(Spec(k))prost- Then the pro-étale (hyper-)cohomology functor

(X;Z) L H}(X’n) =R’ l—‘Z(Xproét; IC(”))

satisfies all conditions C1-C4 above, where K(n) = (11x)¢ompK ®7, Zg(ﬂ) is the n'™ Tate twist of the
completed pullback of K; cf. Appendix A. If the complex K is concentrated in non-negative degrees, then
condition C5 holds true as well.

Proposition 3.2 is certainly well known to experts. For the convenience of the reader, we include a detailed
proof in the appendix of this paper. We limit ourselves here to sketching the argument briefly.

Using the compatibility of étale cohomology with direct limits in the coefficients from [Sta24, Tag 09YQ)],
one reduces item (1) to the case where F is ¢’ -torsion for some fixed r. Hence, [Jan88, Equation (3.1)] implies
that (2) = (1). Moreover, the arguments in [BS15, Section 5.6] imply that (3) = (2), and so Proposition 3.2(3)
implies the rest. Conversely, the way the six-functor formalism of Bhatt-Scholze from [BS15, Section 6.7]
works allows one to essentially reduce item (3) to the case of étale cohomology. The proof of Proposition 3.2
then goes roughly as follows: conditions C1 and C3 are straightforward, the pushforwards in condition C2 is
a consequence of Poincaré duality (¢f. [SGA4.3, Theorem XVIIIL.3.2.5]) and the action in condition C4 is given
by cup products with a suitable cycle class (¢f [SGA41, p. 129)]). Finally, semi-purity reduces by topological
invariance to the case where k is perfect, and so the result may be deduced from Poincaré duality.

Remark 3.3. Proposition 3.2 has an analogue for singular cohomology that applies to algebraic schemes over
k = C. In fact, if k = C and A is an abelian group, then the sheaf cohomology functor

(X,Z)— Hy(X,n):=H;(Xan,Ax)

satisfies all conditions C1-C5 above, where X,;, denotes the analytic space that underlies X and Ay denotes
the constant sheaf on X,, associated to A. The proof of this statement follows the same lines as that of
Proposition 3.2, and we leave it to the reader.

4. Action of cycles on open varieties

In this section we fix a field k and a twisted cohomology theory as in (3.1) which satisfies conditions C1-C4
from Section 3. Moreover, X and Y denote smooth projective equi-dimensional algebraic schemes over k,
and we set dy := dim(X). We will denote the natural projections by p: X xY — X and q: X xY = Y,
respectively.

Since X and Y are assumed to be smooth projective and equi-dimensional, any algebraic cycle I' €
Z°(X xY) gives rise to an action

L: H (X, n) — H*22(Y ntc—dy), a+— q (T Tupta)

which by condition C4(a) depends only on the rational equivalence class of I. Roughly speaking, the
purpose of this section is to generalize this result to smooth quasi-projective varieties that are not necessarily
projective but which admit a smooth projective compactification. In other words, we aim to construct a
similar action between the cohomology of suitable open subsets U C X and U’ C Y. Moreover, instead of
ordinary cohomology groups, we will consider the more general situation of cohomology with support. A
closely related discussion of the action of correspondences on Chow groups with support can be found in
[CRIl, Section 1].
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Lemma 4.1. LetI' € Z(X xY) be a cycle, and let W C X x Y be a closed subset that contains the support of T':
supp(l') c W. Let R,Z C X be closed, and put Wi := WN(RXY) and Wy :=WN(ZxY). Let R’,Z' CY be
closed with q(Wg) C R” and q(Wy) C Z’. Finally, let U := X \R and U’ := Y \ R’ be the complements of R and

R, respectively.(Q)

Then the composition in (4.1) below defines an additive action

T(W),: Hy(U,n) — Hy > (U n+ c - dy).

If T =T, + I, with supp(l;) C W fori=1,2, then T(W), =} (W), + [L(W)..
Proof- We denote the flat pullback of I' to U x Y by I'|y,y and define T (W), by the following composition:
(4.1) HL(U,n)
.
H., ,(UxY,n)
el (Tluxy)V

HWZZC(U xY,n+c)

~ | exc

H (X x Y)\ Wg,n+0)

restr

HwZZC(X x U’,n+c)

qs

H;zc_ZdX(U’, n+c—dy),

where p* denotes the pullback map with respect to the projection U x Y — U, cly\,)i{vR(HUXy)U denotes the
action from condition C4, restr denotes the restriction map given by pullback, and g, denotes the proper
pushforward from condition C2. Moreover, exc is constructed as follows. The closed subset W, C X x Y
intersects the complement of U x Y C X x Y in Wy (because R = X \ U), and so

WzN(XxY)\WRr)=WzN(UxY) and UxY C(XxY)\ Wkg.
It follows that the natural pullback map
H 2 (X x Y)\ Wy, n+c) — Hi?(Ux Y, n+c)
is an isomorphism by excision (see condition Cl). The map
exc: Hi 2 (Ux Y, n+c¢) = Hii (X x Y)\ Wg,n+c)

is then the inverse of the above isomorphism.
The composition in (4.1) yields an additive action because each map is a group homomorphism. Additivity
in I' follows from the fact that the action of I' from condition C4 is additive in I'. This concludes the

lemma. [

Lemma 4.2. Assume in the notation of Lemma 4.7 that T, viewed as a cycle on W, is rationally equivalent to zero
on W. Then the action T(W), from Lemma 4.7 is zero.

(2The closed subsets R C X and R’ C Y need not be of codimension 1, but play the role of a “divisor at co”, while the subsets
7,7’ will be the supports of the respective cohomology classes.
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Proof. The assumption implies that I'|j.y is rationally equivalent to zero on WN (U xY) =W \ Wg. The
result thus follows from condition C4(a), which implies that the second morphism in the composition (4.1) is
zZero. g

Lemma 4.3. Let I' € Z(X xY) be a cycle, and let W; C X x Y fori=1,2 be closed subsets with supp(I') C W;
fori=1,2. Let Zy CZy, C X and Z{ C Z; C X be closed with g(W; N (Z; xY)) C Z! fori =1,2. Let
Ry CRy CX and Ry CR, CY be closed with g(W; N (R; xY)) C R} and with complements U; := X \ R; and
U :=Y\R; fori=1,2.

Then the following diagram commutes:

restr i Ly i

(4.2) H}, (Uy,n) Hj (Uy,n) H}, (Uy,n)
lnwlx lnwl ) lr(wz)*
HLP (UL 4 e —dy) 5 HDP (U, n 4 0 - dy) —— HL 22N (U, n+ - dy),
1 1 2

where the vertical arrows are the respective actions from Lemma 4.1.
Proof. We first assume that Wy € W,. The action from Lemma 4.1 is defined via the diagram in (4.1). Since
Wi C W, the diagram in question may therefore be expanded to the big diagram

restr by

Hél(Ulrn) lel(Uz,l’l) HZZZ(UZJH)
P P .
Hi, (U xY,n) estr H, (UsxY,n) ————— 5 H., (U, xY,n)
Z1xY 1 7 Z1xY 2 ’ ZoxY 2 ’
Upxy UpxY UyxY
chI\WIR1 (Tlyyxy)V clwl\Wle (Clyyxy)U CIWZ\WZRZ (Tl xy U
. t . Ly .
H‘lAJ;lchl(U1 XY, n+c) restr ;Hx12ZCl(U2xY,n+c)—>H{/\J}22252(U2><Y,n+c)
=~ | exc ~ | exc = | exc

' t . je .
i (XX Y)\ Wig,,m+¢) 255 HE2 (X< Y)\ Wiy o+ €) —— HigZ (X x Y)\ Wag,,n+c)

Wiz
restr restr restr
i+2c ’ restr i+2c , b i+2c ,
_ _
HW1zl (XxU{,n+c) Hlel (XxUj,n+c) Hszz (XxUjn+c)
q« qx qs
i+2c-2d restr i+2c—-2d [ i+2c—2d
leI XU n+c-dy) ——— HZZi XU, n+c—dy) ———— HZZé XU, n+c—dy),

where & is given by the composition

Hiy2 (X% Y)\ Wi gy, €) <0 Hig2 (X x Y)\ Wag,, i+ ¢) = Hi2 (X x Y)\ Wag,,n+c).
We first show that each square on the left is commutative. This follows for the first, third, and fourth squares
from the functoriality of pullbacks. The second square on the left is commutative because of condition C4(d),
while the last square on the left column is commutative because of condition C2(a).

Next, we show that the right squares of the above diagram are commutative. This follows for the first square
from the compatibility of proper pushforwards and pullbacks via open immersions (see condition C2(a)), and
for the third and fourth squares by the same compatibility together with the functoriality of pullbacks. The
commutativity of the second square on the right follows from condition C4(c), while the commutativity of the
last square on the right follows from the functoriality of pushforwards; see condition C2. This concludes
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the proof in the case where W; C W,. The general case follows from this by replacing W, by W; U W, and
noting that this does not require to change R} because R} C R}, holds by assumption. O

Lemma 4.4. Assume in the notation of Lemma 4.71that X =Y, c =dim X, and I = Ay is the diagonal with
Ax CW. Then U’ C U and Z C Z’, and the action

T(W),: H,(U,n) — HL,(U’,n)

Jfrom Lemma 4.1 identifies with the natural composition

HL(U,n) = H (U, n) =5 HE (U, ).
Proof. First assume that W = supp Ax. Then the result is a straightforward consequence of condition C4(b)
together with the compatibility of pushforwards and restrictions to open subsets (see condition C2(a)) and
the functoriality of pushforwards (see condition C2). The general case follows from this and Lemma 4.3. [

Remark 4.5. Condition C3 together with the functoriality of pullbacks and pushforwards implies Hé(X, n)=0
for any smooth equi-dimensional k-scheme X. Indeed, condition C3 applied to Z = W = () shows that the

sequence
restr

Hi(X,n) = Hi(X, n) =25 Hi(X, n)

is exact, while both arrows are isomorphisms by the functoriality of pullbacks and pushforwards, respectively.

Lemma 4.6. Assume in the notation of Lemma 4.7 that (supp)N(Z xY)C X xR’. Then T'(W), from Lemma
4.1 is zero.

Proof. The assumption (suppI')N(ZxY)C X xR’ implies by Lemma 4.3 that ['(W), from Lemma 4.1 factors

through the group Hé+2c_2dx (U’,n+ c—dyx), which vanishes by Remark 4.5. This concludes the proof. [

The proof of the following functoriality property of the action from Lemma 4.1 is slightly tedious. The
result is only needed to see that the action of cycles on refined unramified cohomology that we construct
in this paper is functorial with respect to the composition of correspondences. In particular, the result is
not needed in the proof of the moving lemma for classes with support (see Theorem 1.1 and 5.1) and its
immediate consequences. Readers who are mainly interested in the latter may therefore skip the next result
and move directly to Section 5 below. -

In the following, we let p;: X1 x X5 X X5 — X, pij: X1 xXp x X3 — X; X X, p;]: XixX; — Xj, and
p;-] : Xj X X; — X be the natural projections.

Proposition 4.7. Let X; fori =1,2,3 be smooth projective equi-dimensional algebraic k -schemes of dimensions
dx, =dimX;. Let T} € Z9(X; x X,) and ) € Z%(X, x X3) be cycles, and let W; := supp[; fori=1,2. Let
Wiy := (W x X3) N (X1 x W), and assume that Wy, has codimension at least cq + c,. Let W5 := p13(Wi3) C
X1 x X3, which is of codimension at least c3 := c| + ¢; —dx,. Consider the cycle

I3 := (p13):(p1aT1 - p2sl2) € Z9(X) x X3)
with supp s C Ws. (This is well defined on the level of cycles because the intersection is dimensional transverse as
Wi, has codimension at least c1 + c,.) Let Uy C X1 be an open subset with complement Ry. Let

(4.3) Ry :=py? (Wi N(Ry x X3)) € X, Ry = p3(Win N (Ry x X5 X X3)) C X3,
and put U; := X; \ R; fori =2,3. Then the following diagram commutes:
Hi(Uli 71)

I3(W3).
LW, )*l

i+2c; - L(Wa). i420—
HZ+2L‘1 2dX] (Uz,n +c - Xm) " Hl+2C3 del (U3’ n+c3— dX] )
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Before we turn to the proof of the proposition, we need the following result on R; from (4.3).

Lemma 4.8. In the notation of Proposition 4.7, we have
R3 = p3> (W5 N (Ry x X3)) = p3> (W2 N (Ry x X3)).
Proof- We have
3 (W3 N (R x X3)) = p3°(p13(Wi2) N (Ry x X3))
= p3°(p13(Wi2 N (Ry x X, x X3)))
=p3(Wi2 N (R x X5 x X3)),
where the second equality follows from the projection formula. This proves the first equality claimed in the
lemma.
Since Ry = po(Wi N (R x X3)), we have
Ry x X3 = pa(Wy N (Ry x X3)) x X3 = pa3(p12 (W1) N (Ry x X5 x X3))
and hence
W> N (Ry x X3) = Wa N pas(pia (Wi) N (Ry x X5 x X3)).
The projection formula with respect to p,3 then gives
(4.4) W N (Ry x X3) = pa3(pa3 (W) N po (W) N (Ry x X5 x X3)).
Since p;%(Wz) = X; x W, and pI%(Wl) = Wj x X3, we conclude
P32 (W, N (Ry x X3)) = p3(Wia N (Ry x X5 x X3)) = Rs,
which proves the second equality in the lemma. This concludes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 4.7. For & € H'(U;,n), by the construction in Lemma 4.1, we have

5) By(Wa)i(@) = (p) (excr (el i (P1)(pali - PisTo)) UpiaIx, o, ).

where

excy: H;V3\(W3)Rl (Up x X3,—-) — HWs\(Ws) (X1 x X3)\ (W3)g,,—)

denotes the isomorphism given by excision and pé‘o’: X x U3 — Us denotes the projection. Here (W3)g, =
W3 N (R; x X3), and so péa((Wg)Rl) = R3 by Lemma 4.8.
Since W3 = p13(W,), the projection formula in condition C4(f) yields

1U1 xX; UpxXpxX;

(46)  cly\(wy),, ((P13):(P12T1 - P23T2) U prax :(p13)*(dwlz\(w12 (1211 - p2312) Upis(pra ))

where p} a denotes the pullback of a via the projection U; x X3 — Uj. Note that p,I - p5315 = p5315-pl,1h
by the commutativity of the intersection product of cycles. Since W;, = (W; x X3) N (X; x W) has
codimension at least ¢; + ¢;, the compatibility of the action of cycles with the intersection product (see
condition C4(e)) thus shows

Uy xX,xX U xX,xX * U xX,xX

1Wln\ i/\ﬁz; (P12 - p2s2) Upis(pra )—Cluixv\i (pasla) U (Cl Vi/l\(%/\/l); xX3(p12r1)Up13(p1 ))
Note that pj,(pja) = p],p’]a, where p’ja denotes the pullback of a via the projection U; x X, — Uj.
Using the compatibility with pullbacks from condition C4(f), we thus get

Uy xX,xX UyxXpx X3, o [ qUixX
Clwl:\ ZMX/US (1ol - P23F2)UP13(P1“)—C1U1§V\/2: 3(1723r2)Ul712(dv\/11?(v§/

S UEa).

Substituting this into (4.6) and plugging the result into (4.5), we get

I3 (Ws).(a) = (p3°). (excl ((P13)* (clgigvzzx?(g (p5sT2) U P, (cl%?xfm T U (p'] a)))) |x,xUs )
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The compatibility of proper pushforward with pullbacks via open immersions (see condition C2(a)) and the
fact that excy is the inverse of a pullback via an open immersion show that

UpxXoxXs, * U;xX >
B3 (Wa(@) = (p32): ((pra) (exea (10 (paa) Upha (el (DU (05 )) s, )

where

€XCyp: H;\/lz\(wlz)Rl (Ul X X2 X X3, —) i) H;V12\(W12)R1 ((X1 X XZ X X3) \ (le)Rl,—)

is the isomorphism given by excision. Here we use that (Wj3)r, = Wi, N (R x X x X3) and W3 = p13(Wy3),
and so p3((Wi2)g,) = p3>(W3 N Ry x X3) = Ry = X3\ U3 by Lemma 4.8.
The functoriality of pushforwards then shows

U;xX,xX % % U, xX ,%
B3 (Wa(@) = (p2): ((pas) (exca (100 (pasT) Ut (€I, 0DV (0750)) e, )

Since the action of cycles is compatible with pullbacks along open immersions (hence with excision) by
condition C4(d), I3(W3).(«) is given by

XixXoxX5, * Uy xX %
(3°).((pas ) (exca (13 2o b3l U piy o exes (L3 | () U (073 ) e, e )

where
€XC3: H;V1\(W1)R1 (Ur x Xp,-) — H;’V1\(W1)Rl (X1 x X))\ (Wl)RI:_)

is the isomorphism given by excision, and where we use that R, = p%z((Wl )r,); see (4.3).
The compatibility of proper pushforwards with pullbacks along open immersions (hence with excision)
from condition C2(a) then shows that I'5(Wj3).(«) is given by

X, xXoxX3, # . U, xX p
(pé7_3)*(exc4((p23)*(ch1:WZZX *(p3312) Upl, oexcs (CIWK(Vi/l)Rl Mu(p la))|X1XU2))|X2XU3)’

where

excy: Hyy (Up x X3,=) = Hiy\ ), (X2 % X3) \ p3(Wi2)g, ), -)

is the isomorphism given by excision, where py3((Wi2)g,) = p23(Wi2 N (R; x X; x X3)) and so

p3(p23((Wi2)R,)) = R3; see (4.3).
Applying the (last) projection formula from condition C4(f) to p,3 then shows that I3(W3).(a) is given by

X,xX % U; xX %
(02). (exc4 (clw?: 5(I) U (pa3), 0 Py o €xCs (clwllj(;vl)m I (p 1a))|x1xuz)lx2xu3)-

We then consider the natural pushforward map

€ Hy\(w,),,

(Xl X Uz,—) — H*(Xl X Uz,—)
and note that by the functoriality of pullbacks and proper pushforwards, the above class identifies with

XoxX * U;xX 7%
(p3°). (eXC4 (ClwzzX *(I) U(p23).opjp 0 € 0exes (Clv\;R(pf/l)Rl I)u(p 1a))|X1><U2)|X2><U3 )

By condition C2(b), we have (py3). 0opj,0€ = (p%‘?’)* o (p%z)* o€, and so I3(W3).(a) is given by

X,xX % U; xX ,%
(3°). (exca (el M) U (PP 0 (p2). o oexcs el MU )i wu, s, )

This shows that

T3(W)(@) = (p32). (excy (el (D) U (p32) (T (W))u(@)) Ix s, )
= FZ(WZ)*(rl (Wl )*(a))r

as we want. O
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5. The moving lemma

Theorem 1.1 stated in the introduction will be deduced from the following stronger (but more technical)

result.

Theorem 5.1. Let k be a field, and fix a twisted cohomology theory as in (3.1) which satisfies conditions C1-C4 from
Section 3. Let U be a smooth equi-dimensional algebraic k-scheme that admits a smooth projective compactification,
and let f: S — U be a morphism from an algebraic k-scheme S that is locally of pure dimension. Then for any
nowhere dense closed subset Z C U, there are closed subsets Z’ Cc W Cc U with Z C W and dimW <dimZ +1
such that the following conditions are satisfied:
(1) The subsets Z' and W \ Z are in good position with respect to f in the following sense:
(a) The codimension of f~1(Z’) in S is, locally at each point, at least codim; Z.
(b) The codimension of f "X (W \ Z) in S is, locally at each point, at least codim; Z — 1.
(2) Classes with support on Z can be moved along W to classes with support on Z’ in the following sense:

im(H3 (U, n) — Hy(U,n)) Cim(H (U, n) — Hy (U, n)).

(3) There is an open subset S° C S with the following properties:
o The complement S\ S° locally has codimension at least codimy Z —1 in S. In particular, S° is dense
inS.
e /fdim f(S) <codimy Z -1, then S° =S.
o If we replace S by S°, then W is well behaved under localization in the following sense: if we replace
U by an open subset V.C U and S by f~1 (V)N S°, then W can be replaced by WN'V.
(4) Any component Z” C Z' with dim Z” > dim Z satisfies f =1 (Z”) = 0. If we only require items (1) and (2),
but not (3), then we may assume that no such component exists.

Remark 5.2. Even if dim S = 0, the subset Z’ C U in Theorem 5.1 can in general not be chosen to be well
behaved with respect to localization. This can already be observed in the case where U = IP?, Z C IP? is
a line, S C Z is a closed point, k = k is algebraically closed, and H*(—, 1) denotes étale cohomology with
coefficients in y?” for some prime ¢ invertible in k. Indeed, if in this case Z’ C IP? is any closed subset
which meets S properly, then Z ¢ Z’, and so we can pick two points {p,q} C Z\ Z’. But then there is a class

a € H3(P*\{p,q},n) ~H (Z \|p,q},n-1) = Z/"

with non-trivial residue apa at p, and so the pushforward of & to H3(IP? \ {p, q}, 1) does not admit a lift to
H3,(P?\ {p, q}, n) because the latter agrees with H>,(IP2,11) by excision and so the residue at p would need
to be trivial.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Let X be a smooth projective compactification of U, and let Z C X be the closure
of Z in X. Since U is equi-dimensional, so is X, and we let dyx := dimX. Let R := Z\ Z. By excision
(see condition Cl), the canonical restriction map H (X \ R,n) — H,(U,n) is an isomorphism. Since the
pushforward maps from condition C2 are compatible with respect to pullbacks along open immersions (see
condition C2(a)), one easily concludes that it suffices to prove the theorem in the case where

(5.) U=X\R withR:=Z\Z.

For convenience, we will use the following terminology: if ¢ : A — B is a morphism of locally equi-
dimensional algebraic schemes with B equi-dimensional and Z is a closed codimension ¢ subscheme of B or
a cycle on B whose support has codimension ¢ in B, then we say that Z is in good position with respect to ¢
if p~1(Z) C A locally has codimension at least ¢ (i.e. locally at each point, the codimension is at least c).

The idea of the proof is to apply the moving lemma for algebraic cycles to the diagonal Ay C X x X and
to exploit the action of cycles on open varieties from Section 4. The former yields the following precise
statements.
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Lemma 5.3. Let ¢: A — X x X be a morphism from a locally equi-dimensional algebraic scheme A to X x X.

(1) There is a cycle A € Z%(X x X), rationally equivalent to the diagonal Ay, that is in good position with
respect to @.

(2) Assume that Ay is in good position with respect to @, and let A be a cycle on X x X that is rationally
equivalent to Ax and that is in good position with respect to @. Then there is a closed subscheme
Wyxxx C X x X of codimension dx — 1 which is in good position with respect to ¢ and such that the
Jollowing hold:

o The supports of the cycles Ax and A are contained in Wy x.
o ThecycleT := Ax — N, viewed as a cycle on Wy x, is rationally equivalent to zero on Wy x.

Proof: We apply Theorem 2.1(1) to the class of the diagonal Ay to get a cycle A} that is rationally equivalent
to Ax and that is in good position with respect to ¢. This proves the first assertion. To prove the second
assertion, assume that Ay is in good position with respect to @. Then we consider the cycle I' = Ay — A%
that is rationally equivalent to zero on X x X and in good position with respect to ¢ by assumption. We then
apply Theorem 2.1(2) to the cycle I' = Ay — A} and get a closed subscheme Wy, x C X X X of codimension
dx — 1 which is in good position with respect to ¢ and which contains the support of I such that I', viewed
as a cycle on Wy, is rationally equivalent to zero on Wy, . The resulting cycle A} and the subscheme
Wyx«x then have the properties we want in the lemma. g

Lemma 5.4. There exist a closed subscheme Wy, x C X x X of codimension dx —1 and a cycle A, € Z% (X x X)
with supp(Ay) C Wxyxx and Ax C Wxyx such that Ax and A, viewed as cycles on Wy x, are rationally
equivalent to each other on Wy x. Moreover, the following transversality properties hold:

(1) Wxxx and A are in good position with respect to the morphism
e:=1;xid: Z"x X — X x X,

where 7" denotes the disjoint union of the components of Z and t;: 2V — Z denotes the natural map.
(2) Wxxx and A are in good position with respect to the morphism

g =TgrXxf: R"xS — XxX,

where RV denotes the disjoint union of the components of R and 1 : RY — X denotes the natural map.
That is, the preimage g~ (Wxx) (resp. ' (supp(A%))) locally has codimension at least dx — 1 (resp. at
least dx ) in RV x S.

(3) Consider the morphism

hi=t;xf:Z"xS — XxX.

Then the following hold:

(@) The cycle A is in good position with respect to h; i.e. the preimage h™' (supp(Ay)) locally has
codimension at least dx in Z¥ x S.

(b) The preimage h~' (Wx,x \ Ax) locally has codimension at least dx — 1.

Proof: We will apply Lemma 5.3 to a suitable morphism from a locally equi-dimensional scheme to X x X.
For convenience, we first explain how this implies items (1)-(3) individually. Afterwards, we will explain how
to arrange that all items hold simultaneously, as we want.

(1) The preimage of the diagonal Ay via e: Z¥ x X — X x X identifies with the graph of 7; and hence
has locally codimension dy. Item (1) therefore follows directly by applying Lemma 5.3 to the morphism e.

(2) Since im f C U, while R = X \ U, we find that g"!(Ax) = 0. Item (2) therefore follows by applying
Lemma 5.3 to the morphism g above.

(3.a) Item (3.a) follows from Lemma 5.3(1) applied to the morphism h.
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(3.b) We note that Ay is not in good position with respect to h, and so Lemma 5.3(2) does not apply

directly. Instead, we consider the morphism

W:(ZVxS)\h Y (Ax) — X xX
that is given by the restriction of h. Clearly, Ay is in good position with respect to this morphism,
and so Lemma 5.3 applies. Since (h’)~!(Wy,x) identifies naturally with h='(Wyx,x \ Ax), we find that
=Y (Wxyx \ Ax) locally has codimension dy — 1, as we want.

It remains to show that we can arrange that items (1)-(3) hold simultaneously. To this end, we introduce
the following notation: by the disjoint union of a collection of morphisms ¢;: A; — X x X, we mean the
natural morphism Ug;: | |A; > X x X.

We consider the disjoint union of the morphisms e, g, and h above and apply Lemma 5.3(1) to this
morphism to get a cycle A%. It follows from the above arguments that the resulting cycle A’ satisfies items
(1)-(3) in the lemma. We then apply Lemma 5.3(2) to the disjoint union of the morphisms e, g, and h’ to get
a closed subset Wxxx C X x X as in the lemma. As before it follows from the above arguments that Wy, x
satisfies items (1)-(3) in the lemma, as we want. This concludes the proof of Lemma 5.4. O

From now on we fix A} and Wyx,x as in Lemma 5.4. We then define

(5.2) Z":= g(Wyxxx N(Rx X)) Ug(supp(Ay)N(Zx X)), Z':=Z'nU,

(5.3) W :=q(WxxxN(ZxX)), and W:=WnNU.

(Here and in the following, q: X x X — X denotes, as before, the projection onto the second factor.) Since
Ax C Wxxx, we have Z C W. Since R C Z (by the definition of R, ¢f. (5.1)) and supp(A}) C Wyyx, we
also find that Z’ ¢ W. Moreover, since Wx,x C X x X has codimension dx — 1, Lemma 5.4(1) implies
dimW <dimZ + 1, as we want.

It remains to prove that conditions (1)-(4) of Theorem 5.1 are satisfied.

Step 1. Proof that condition (2) is satisfied.
Let U’ := U \ Z’. By the long exact sequence of triples (see condition C3), it suffices to show that the
following composition is zero:

restr

(5.4) H(U,n) = H}y (U, n) —5 H; (U7, n).

We view Ay as a cycle on X x X. Its support is contained in Wy, x. By (5.3), W = g(Wx,x N(Zx X))NU.
Moreover, (5.2) implies that g(Wx,x N (Rx X)) C X \ U’. Lemma 4.1 thus yields an action

AX(WXXX)*: H}(U, Tl) —> H;V(U’, Tl).

By Lemma 4.4, this action identifies with the composition in (5.4).
By Lemma 5.4, the cycle Ay is rationally equivalent to A} on Wy, x. Lemma 4.2 and the additivity of
the action thus imply that

Ax(Wxxx). = Ay (Wxxx).: Hy(U,n) — Hy, (U, n).

By (5.2), we have g(supp(A%) N (Z x X)) € Z’. Moreover, U'NZ’" = because U' = U \Z' = X \Z/,
where the last equality uses that Z \ Z = X \ U by (5.1). Hence, Lemma 4.6 implies that

Ay (Wxxx)«: Hy(U,n) — Hy, (U’ n)

is zero. This concludes the proof of Step 1.

Step 2. Proof of that condition (1) is satisfied.
Since im f C U C X, the definition of Z’ in (5.2) implies that

FHZ) = FHa(Wxx N(Rx X)) U £ (g(supp(A%) N (Z x X))).
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This splits into a union of two closed subsets, and it suffices to bound the codimension of each of these two
subsets separately.
Consider the commutative diagram

idxf Trxid
RVxS —— R"xX — Xx X

lprz J{Prz lq
f id

S X X,

where each vertical arrow is the respective projection onto the second factor, the square on the left is
Cartesian, and the composition of the two horizontal arrows on the top coincides with the morphism g from
Lemma 5.4(2). It is elementary to check that we have an equality of sets

pry((idxf)~'(A)) = f ! (pr,(A))
for any subset A C RY x X. Applying this to A = (tg x id)~}(Wxyx), we get
Pra(g™ (Wxxx)) = £ (pro((tr xid) ™ (Wixx))).
The right-hand side agrees with f~!(g(Wx,x N (R x X))), and so
pra(g ™ (Wxux)) = £ (9(Wxxx N (R X X))).
The codimension of prz(g_l(WXXX)) in S is bounded below by
codimpyys (g7 (Wyxxx)) —dimR”.

By Lemma 5.4(2), the above number is bounded below by dx — 1 —dim R, where we use dimR = dimR".
Since R = Z \ Z is nowhere dense in Z, we finally conclude that the above number is bounded below by
dy —dim Z. Hence, f~!(g(Wxxx N (R x X))) has codimension at least codimy Z = codim; Z in S, as we
want.

Similarly, consider the commutative diagram

- dxf _ 77 xid
(5.5) ZVxS —=ZVx X — X x X
S
s—1 x4 ,x
where the composition of the morphisms in the top row is h. As before, one checks that there is an equality
of sets
(5.6) pr((idxf)~'(A)) = 7} (pry(A))

for any subset A C Z" x X. Applying this to A = (17 xid)™!(suppA%), we conclude in a similar way as
above that the codimension of f_l(q(supp(As() N(Z xX))) in S is bounded below by

codim v (h_1 (supp (A;())) —~dim Z.

By Lemma 5.4(3.a), this number is bounded below by dx —dim Z = codimy Z, as we want. This concludes
the proof that condition (1.a) is satisfied.
Next, we aim to prove that condition (Lb) is satisfied. Using (5.5) and applying (5.6) to (77 xid)™ (Wxxx),
we find that
FHpro((tz xid)™ (Wyx)) = pro(h ™ (Wxxx)-
Note that pr,((t7 xid) ™ (Wxxx)) = ¢(Wxxx N (Z x X)) = W, where the first equality uses that Z" is the
disjoint union of the irreducible components of Z and the last equality uses (5.3). Hence,

fHW) = F7HW) = pry(hH (Wix)),s
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where the first equality uses im f C U. Similarly, f ~1(Z) = pr,(h~}(Ax)), and so
FTHWNZ) Cpry(h™ (Wix \ Ax)).
Hence, the codimension of f~}(W \ Z) in S is bounded below by
codim vy s (W1 (Wyyx \ Ax)) —dim Z.
By Lemma 5.4(3.b), the above number is bounded below by
dy—1-dimZ =codimy Z - 1.
This proves that condition (1.b) of Theorem 5.1 is satisfied and hence concludes Step 2.

Step 3. Proof of that condition (3) is satisfied.

If codimy Z =1, then we may take W = U, and so condition (3) clearly holds for S° := S. Since
Z C X is nowhere dense, it remains to consider the case codim;;Z > 2. To this end, we consider
W1 (Wxyex \Ax) C ZY x S and define

§°:=5\ S with §:= pr, (A1 (Wx,x \ Ax)) C S.
By (5.6),
S = f-1(A), where A :=pr,((t xid)" (Wyyx \ Ax)).

By Lemma 5.4(3), h™!(Wx,x \ Ax) locally has codimension at least dy — 1. Hence, sl locally has
codimension at least dim U —dim Z —1 = codimy; Z -1 in S. In particular, the open subset S° C S is dense
because codimy; Z > 2. Note further that imh = Z x f(S). Therefore, if dim f(S) < codimy; Z — 1, then
dim(imh) < dx — 1. The aforementioned observation that h~!(Wx,x \ Ax) locally has codimension at least
dx —1 thus implies by Lemma 2.2 that S = S°, as we want.

It remains to prove that up to replacing S by S°, the closed subset W is well behaved under localization.
By the definition of S°, this replacement has the effect that we may from now on assume that

(5.7) W (Wywx \ Ax) = 0.

Now let V C U be an open subset, and let Ry, := X \ V. By excision, we reduce to the case where Ry C Z.
Then R C Ry C Z, and replacing U by V amounts to replacing R by Ry, and S by Sy := f~}(V). We aim
to show that under these replacements, W can be replaced by W N V. In view of the definition in (5.3), it
will be enough to show that Wy, x from Lemma 5.4 does not need to be changed if we replace R by Ry and
S by Sy.

It is clear that the conclusion of Lemma 5.4 is not affected if we replace S by Sy, and so we may from
now on assume that f(S) C V. It remains to analyse the effect of replacing R by the possibly larger subset
Ry C Z. Items (1) and (3) of Lemma 5.4 are not affected by this replacement. It thus suffices to show that
Lemma 5.4(2) remains true after replacing R by Ry. To this end, we consider the map

gv:i=Tg, X f: Ry xS — XxX

that we obtain by replacing R by Ry in Lemma 5.4(2). Since Ry C Z (by the above reduction step),
WY (Wxyx \ Ax) = 0 (see (5.7)) implies g‘_/l(WXxX \ Ax) = 0. Since f(S) C V by the above reduction step,
we have Ry N f(S) =0 and so g‘_/l(AX) = (. We thus conclude g{,l(WXXX) = 0. Since supp(Ay) C Wxyx,
this also implies that g}, (supp(AY)) = 0. Hence, the conclusion in Lemma 5.4(2) remains true if we replace
R by Ry, as claimed. This concludes the proof of that condition (3) of Theorem 5.1 is satisfied.

Step 4. Proof that condition (4) is satisfied.
We first note that Z’ C W. Since dim W <dim Z + 1, we thus get dimZ’ < dim Z + 1. By condition (l.a),
f~1(Z’) has, locally at each point, codimension at least codimy; Z. But if Z” C Z’ is a component of
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dimension dim Z + 1, then f~!(Z”), if non-empty, locally has codimension at most codim; Z — 1. Hence,
f1(2”) =0, as claimed.

Finally, we only ask that conditions (1) and (2) of Theorem 5.1 are satisfied (but not (3)), and we aim to
show that we can arrange to have dimZ > dim Z’. To this end, we use the moving lemma for cycles in the
form of Lemma 5.3 to ask that in addition to the properties in Lemma 5.4, Wxx is in good position with
respect to the natural map

RVxX — X xX.

(We can do this because the diagonal Ay is clearly in good position with respect to the above morphism,
and so the above morphism can simply be added to the disjoint unions of morphisms used in the proof of
Lemma 5.4.) By the definition of Z’ in (5.2), we have

Z'=q(Wxxx N(Rx X)) Uq(supp(Ayx)N(Zx X)), Z':=Z'nU.
Since Wy x is in good position with respect to the above map R” x X — X x X, we find that
dim(q(Wxxx N (R x X)) < dim(Wxx N (R x X))
<dimR+1
<dimZ =dimZ,

where the last inequality uses that R = Z \ Z is a closed nowhere dense subset of Z and hence has strictly
smaller dimension than Z.

By Lemma 5.4(1), the cycle A% is in good position with respect to the natural map e: ZV x X — X x X,

which implies
dim(q(supp(A}) N (Z x X)) < dim(supp(A§) 1 (Z x X))
<dim(Z) = dim(Z).

Altogether, we get dimZ > dim Z’>dimZ’, as we want. (Here we emphasize that we cannot ensure any
longer that condition (3) of Theorem 5.1 holds true: unless every component of Wy, x N (Z x X) dominates a
component of Z, we cannot ensure for varying R that the intersection of Wy, x with R x X is dimensionally
transversely, hence we may lose the localization property from Step 3 above.)

This concludes the proof of Step 4, and hence the proof of the theorem. O

6. Applications: Proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Corollaries 1.2-1.8

6.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let X be a smooth equi-dimensional k-scheme that admits a smooth projective compact-
ification, and let S,Z C X be closed subsets. Let S¥ be the disjoint union of the irreducible components of
S,and let f: S¥ — X be the natural map. We apply Theorem 5.1 to U := X. We only ask that conditions (1)
and (2) hold true, but not (3). By condition (4), we may thus assume that dim Z’ < dim Z. By condition (2),

(6.1) im(H} (X, n) — Hiy (X, 1)) Cim(Hy (X, n) — Hiy (X, n)).

In other words, for any a € H,(X,n), there is a class a’ € H,,(X,n) such that a and a’ have the
same image in Hy,(X,n). We further know that dimW < dimZ + 1, and by condition (1), we have
codimy(SNZ’) > codimy S + codimy Z and codimy (S N (W \ Z)) > codimy S + codimy Z — 1. So if we
know that the inequalities dimZ’ < dimZ and dim W < dim Z + 1 are in fact equalities, we will be done.
Note however that passing from inequalities to equalities is trivial: if some of the inequalities are strict, we
add to Z’ (resp. W) closed subsets of the desired dimensions, in general position with respect to S, in such a
way that Z’ C W remains true. (This uses the assumption that X admits a projective closure, and so we can
construct the subsets we add as suitable complete intersections.) Equation (6.1) then remains true by the
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functoriality of pushforwards (see condition C2); the conditions codimy (S N Z’) > codimy S + codimy Z
and codimy (S N (W \ Z)) > codimy S + codimy Z — 1 remain true by the fact that we added subsets in
general position with respect to S. Since dimW =dimZ + 1 and dimZ’ = dim Z, it follows that Z’ and
W\ Z meet S dimensionally transversely. This concludes the proof of the theorem. g

6.2. Global and local effacement theorems
Corollary 1.2, stated in the introduction, results from the following more general statement.

Corollary 6.1. Let X be a smooth equi-dimensional k-scheme that admits a smooth projective compactification.
Let Z C X be a closed subset, and let f: S — X be a morphism from an algebraic k-scheme S that is locally of
pure dimension. Then there is a closed subset W C X with Z C W, and dim W = dim Z + 1, and there is an open
subset U C X with codimy(X \ U) > codimy(Z) such that f~(X \ U) C S locally has codimension at least
codimy(Z) and such that the following composition is zero:

H7(X,n) — Hy,(X,n) — Hy, (U, n).
Moreover, if dim f(S)+dim Z < dim X, then U is an open neighbourhood of f(S) in X.

Proof- We apply Theorem 5.1 to X and ask that conditions (1), (2), and (4) are satisfied, but we do not
require the localization property from condition (3). We thus get closed subsets Z' ¢ W C X with
ZCW,dimZ’ =dimZ and dim W = dim Z + 1 such that f~1(Z’) C S locally has codimension at least
codimy(Z) (see condition (l.a)). We then define U := X \ Z’. By the long exact sequence of triples (see
condition C3), Equation (6.1) implies that the composition H(X,n) — Hy,(X,n) — Hy,(U,n) is zero, as
claimed. Moreover, if dim f(S) +dim Z < dim X, then Lemma 2.2 together with the fact that f~1(Z’)C S
locally has codimension at least codimy(Z) implies f~1(X \ U) = f~1(Z’) = 0, and so U is an open
neighbourhood of f(S), as we want. This concludes the proof. O

The following result proves Corollary 1.3, stated in the introduction. Before we state it, we recall that for a
smooth equi-dimensional k-scheme X and a closed subset S C X, we denote by Xg the pro-scheme that
consists of all open subsets U C X with S C U. The cohomology of X with support in a closed subset
Z C X is then formally defined by the direct limit

H,(Xg,n):= liLn H,(U,n),
ScucX

where U runs through all open subsets of X that contain S.

Corollary 6.2. Let X be a smooth equi-dimensional k-scheme that admits a smooth projective compactification.
Let Z,S C X be closed subsets with dim S + dim Z < dim X. Then the natural map H,(Xg,n) — H*(Xg,n) is
zero, and there is a natural short exact sequence

0 — H'(Xs,n) — H' (X5 \ Z,n) — HL(Xg,1n) — 0.

Proof- Recall that the proper pushforwards from condition C2 are functorial and compatible with respect to
pullbacks along open immersions (see condition C2(a)). Using this, we see that Corollary 1.2 implies that the
natural map H7(Xg,n) — H*(Xg,n) is zero. The given short exact sequence is then a direct consequence of
the long exact sequence of triples in condition C3 which is functorial with respect to pullbacks and hence
with respect to restrictions to the open neighbourhoods of S in X that define the pro-scheme Xg. This
concludes the proof. g

The following corollary implies Corollary 1.4, stated in the introduction.

Corollary 6.3. Let X be a smooth equi-dimensional k-scheme which admits a smooth projective compactification.
Let Z C X be a nowhere dense closed subset. Let S C X be either closed with dim S < codimZ —1 or a finite
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set of points. Then there is a closed subset W C X with Z C W and dim W =dim Z + 1 such that the natural
map H(Xs,n) — Hy,(Xg,n) is zero. Moreover, if S is a finite set of points and T C X is closed, then we may
assume that the restriction of W\ Z to Xg meets T dimensionally transversally.

Proof. Let Z C X be closed and nowhere dense. We first deal with the case where S C X is closed with
dimS +dimZ < dimX —1. Let S¥ be the disjoint union of the irreducible components of S, and let
f: SY — X be the natural map. We apply Theorem 5.1 to U := X and f to get closed subsets Z’,W C X
with Z,Z” € W and dim W < dim Z + 1. In contrast to the proof of Theorem 1.1, we require that in addition
to conditions (1) and (2), condition (3) also holds true, and so our assumptions on S ensure that W is well
behaved with respect to localization. The disadvantage is that Z’ may have components of dimension
dim Z + 1, but condition (4) ensures that any such component is disjoint from S. Hence, U =X\ Z' is a
neighbourhood of S such that the composition H} (X, n) — Hy,, (X, n) — Hy,, (U, n) is zero. The fact that W
is well behaved under localization then implies that H7 (Xg,n) — Hy,(Xs, n) is zero, as claimed.

It remains to deal with the case where S C X is a finite set of possibly non-closed points. Let S¥ be the
disjoint union of the closures in X of the points in S. (In particular, there S corresponds to the generic points
of the irreducible components of S”.) We apply Theorem 5.1 to U = X and the natural map f: S¥ — X. By
Theorem 5.1(3), there is a dense open subset S° C S such that the closed subset W in Theorem 5.1 with
respect to f|g.: S° — X is well behaved under localization. The result follows because the open subset
S°C SV is dense and so S corresponds by the construction of S” to the generic points of the components
of S°.

If moreover T C X is closed, we denote its closure in X by T C X. Let further T" denote the disjoint
union of the irreducible components of T. Then in the above argument we replace the morphism f by the
natural morphism f: S TY — X. By Theorem 5.1(3), we get dense open subsets $° C S and T° C T” such
that the closed subset W C X produced this way is well behaved under localization. We claim that locally
at any point of S, W \ Z meets each component of T dimensionally transversally. This will follow from
Theorem 5.1(Lb) if we can show that

(6.2) SNT=SNT°

as this implies that T and T° have the same restriction to Xg and so T°|X5 =T. To prove (6.2), we note
that by Theorem 5.1(3), S° U T° is the preimage of some open subset via the natural map S U T — X. Since
S C S°, we get that SNT C T° and so (6.2) holds, as we want. This concludes the proof of the corollary. [J

6.3. Finite-level version of the Gersten conjecture
The following result implies Corollary 1.5, stated in the introduction.

Corollary 6.4. Assume that the given cohomology theory with support satisfies conditions C1-C5. Let X be a
smooth equi-dimensional algebraic k-scheme which admits a smooth projective compactification (e.g. chark = 0).
Let S C X') be a finite set of codimension c points, and let X = Spec(Ox.s) be the localization of X at S. Let
T C Xg be closed, and let Z. =S CZ._1 C---CZy CZy= Xg be a chain of closed reduced subschemes of Xs of
increasing dimensions such that each Z; meets T\ S properly. Up to replacing the given chain {Z;}; by one that
is finer, i.e. by a chain {Z]’} as above with Z; C Z]f for all j (in particular, each Z]f meets T\ 'S properly), the
Jollowing complex is exact:

. : dJ . d dJ dJ
0 — H' (X, 1) —> Hiy(Xs \ Z1) — Hinh(Z1\ Zy) = -+ =5 Hpny(Zi1 \ Zi) = HO(Zi\ Zi1) — O,

where o o
1—] L . 1+]
HBM(Z] \Z]+1) = 11)1’1 HZ]_\ZJ_+1
ScUcX
4 i C X denotes the closure of Z; in X, and 0 is induced by the respective residue maps from the long exact sequence
of triples in property C3.

(U\Zjy1,m+ ),
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Proof. This follows from Corollary 6.3 by standard arguments (¢f [CTHK97, Section 1]). We give some
details for the reader’s convenience.

Up to replacing X by an affine neighbourhood of S, we can assume that X is affine. Taking the closure of
the given chain {Z;}; of closed subsets of the localization X, we get a chain

Z,=SCZ.,C---CZiCZy=X

of closed subsets of X with dim Z]- =dim Z]-+1 + 1. We replace this chain inductively by a finer chain {Z_]'}
of closed subsets of X, as follows. We let Z/:= Z. = S, and if Z;+1 is defined, then we define Z_; to be the
closed subset from Corollary 6.3 which satisfies
o Z]{+1 C Z_j’ and dimZ]f = dimZ_]f+1 +1;
e locally at any point of S, the closure T C X of T in X meets the subset Z]f \ Z_]f 1 dimensionally
transversely;
e the map

(6.3) Hi

Z]{+1 (X51 1’1) - H% (XSr n)

i
is zero.

Up to enlarging Z]f, we may in addition assume that Z_j C Z_;, so that the inductively defined chain {Z_]'}
isa reﬁnerr_lent of {Zj}. Since Zj meets T\ S proper_ly, T meets Z_; \ Z;+1 properly for all j > c¢—1. Since
Z!=Z7.=3, it follows inductively that T meets Z_; \' S properly. This way we constructed a refinement {Z_]'}
of {Z_j}. We then let Z]{ C X be the closed subset given by restriction of Z_; C X. This way we get a chain
{Z]'} of closed subsets of X such that each Z]{ meets T \ S properly and (6.3) is zero. Hence, up to replacing
the chain {Z;} of closed subsets of X5 by the refinement {Z]'} induced by {Z_Jf}, we may assume that each Z;
meets T \ S properly and the natural map

(6.4) Hj (Xs,n)— H} (Xs,n)

is zero for all 7, j.
For each open neighbourhood U C X of S, the long exact sequence of triples from condition C3 applied
to Z_J-H C Z]- C U yields

x—1 7 J * b * r * 4 d *+
—>sz (U\Zjq,n) —>HZ-]_+1(U,11) —>HZ-j(U,n) —>HZ-J_(U\Z]-+1,n) —>HZj+1(U,n) —_—

These sequences are compatible with respect to restrictions to finer open subsets U’ C U. This gives rise to

« d
compatible exact couples D;(U) A Dy(U) 5 E{(U) — with

DY*(U):=HY™(U,n) and E{(U):= ng(U\ZpH,n),

P

where 1,, 7, and J are of bidegrees (—1,1), (0,0), and (0,1), respectively; see [CTHK97, Section L1].
Passing to the direct limit over all open neighbourhoods U C X of S in X, we arrive at an exact couple

L r d
Dy — D; — E{ —, where

DY:= lim HY(U,n) and EYT:= lim HE(U\Z,,n).
ScucX P ScucX

The map &,: Df’q — Df_l’q+1 is zero by (6.4) for all p, q. It follows that the spectral sequence associated to

L r d
the couple D; — D; — E; — degenerates at E;. That is, we get a long exact exact sequence

-1 ) 1,
s BV P g

4
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where the differential is given by r o d. This is precisely the exact complex stated in the corollary. The
corollary follows because each Z; meets T \ S properly and semi-purity (see condition C5) implies that

i+j

H];I\/][(Zj\zjﬂ): li_I)n HZ‘.\Z.+1(U\Z_j+1r”+j)
scucx
vanishes for j > i; i.e. Borel-Moore cohomology vanishes in negative degrees. n

6.4. Injectivity and codimension j+1 purity theorems
Corollary 1.6 follows from the following more general statement.

Corollary 6.5. Let X be a smooth variety over k that admits a smooth projective compactification. Let f: S — X
be a morphism from a locally equi-dimensional algebraic k-scheme S. Then the following holds for any twisted
cohomology theory as in (3.1) that satisfies conditions C1-C4:

(1) Any class in H*(X,n) that vanishes on the complement of a closed subset Z C X already vanishes on
the complement of another closed subset Z' C X with dimZ’ = dim Z such that f~1(Z’) locally has
codimension at least codimy Z on S. In particular, if dim f(S) < codimy Z, then f~1(Z’) = 0.

(2) Let U C X be open with codim(X \ U) = j+ 2. There are open subsets U' C X and V C UN U’ with
codim(X \ V) =j+1 and codim(X \ U’) = j + 2 such that f ~1(X \ U’) locally has codimension at least
j+2onS and

im(H*(U,n) — H*(V,n)) Cim(H*(U’,n) — H*(V,n)).
In particular, if diim £ (S) < j + 2, then f~1(X\ U’) =0 and so f(S) Cc U’.

Proof. To prove item (1), we apply Corollary 6.1 to the closed subset Z C X and the morphism f: § — X.
We then get a closed subset W C X with codimy (W) > codimy(Z)—1 and Z C W, and an open subset
U C X with complement Z’ := X \ U such that codimy(Z’) > codimy(Z) and f~'(Z’) C S locally has
codimension at least codimy(Z) and the composition

H(X,n) — Hy,(X,n) — Hy, (U, n)

is zero. If dim f(S) < codimy(Z), then Lemma 2.2, together with the fact that f ~!(Z’) C S has codimension
at least codimy(Z), implies f~1(Z’) = 0, as claimed.

Now let @ € H*(X,n) be a class that vanishes on X \ Z. By the long exact sequence of triples from
condition C3, the class a lifts to a class @’ € H,,(X, n). By the functoriality of the long exact sequence of
triples in condition C3, the fact that the image of @ in Hy, (U, n) vanishes implies that the image of a in
H*(U, n) vanishes. The claim in item (1) of the corollary thus follows from the fact that f1(Z’) C S locally
has codimension at least codimy(Z).

To prove item (2), we apply Corollary 6.1 to the closed subset Z := X \ U and to the morphism f: S — X,
as follows. Any class a € H*(U, n) gives by the long exact sequence of triples rise to a residue

da € Hy' (X, n).

By Corollary 6.1, there is a closed subset W C X with Z C W and codimyx W > j + 1 such that the following
holds: there is an open subset U’ C X with codim(X \ U’) > j + 2 such that f~'(X \ U’) locally has
codimension at least j + 2 and the image of da in Hj,,(U’,n) vanishes. We define V := (X \ W)N U’. Since
Z C W, we have VC U = X\ Z. By the functoriality of the long exact sequence of triples in condition C3,

we have a commutative diagram with exact rows

H*(X, n) —— H*(U,n) —%— H51(X, n)

L]

H*(U’,n) —— H*(V,n) —2— H$Y(U', n).
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Since the image of da in Hyy 1(U’, n) vanishes, we conclude that the restriction of a to V admits a lift to
H*(U’, n). Finally, we note that U” and W in the above argument do not depend on the class a. This proves
item (2). O

6.5. Refined unramified cohomology is motivic

Definition 6.6. Let X be a smooth equi-dimensional algebraic k-scheme. For j € Z, let F;X be the
pro-scheme given by all open subsets U C X with X') ¢ U. Let further

H'(F;X,n):= li_r)n H*(U,n),
vcX

where U runs through all open subsets of X with X'/) ¢ U, i.e. with codimx (X \ U) > j.
Note that F;X =0 for j <0, and so H*(F;X,n) = 0 for j <0 by Remark 4.5.

Definition 6.7. Let X be a smooth equi-dimensional algebraic k-scheme. The j refined unramified
cohomology of X with respect to the cohomology theory (3.1) is defined by

H: (X, n) :=im(H*(Fj,1 X, n) — H*(F; X, n)).

jnr
Note that H]’f’nr(X, n) = H*(X,n) for j > dim X (because F;X = X in this case); see Lemma 6.11 below for
a more general statement. Moreover, Hj . (X, 1) = Hy.(X, n) agrees with traditional unramified cohomology
(¢f [CTO89, CT95, Sch2l]); see [CTI5, Theorem 4.1.1(a)] and [Sch23, Lemma 5.8].
For j’ <j, a class on F; X may be restricted to F;X. This implies in particular that for j’ < j, there are
canonical restriction maps

Hﬁ(-

jnr

(X,n)— H:

],’nr(X,n).
The main result of this section is the following application of the moving lemma (Theorem 5.1), which
shows that refined unramified cohomology is a motivic invariant naturally attached to any smooth projective

variety and to any cohomology functor satisfying conditions C1-C4.

Corollary 6.8. Assume that the functor from (3.1) satisfies conditions C1-C4, and let X and Y be smooth projective
equi-dimensional k-schemes. Then for any c,i,j > 0, there is a bi-additive pairing

CHY(X x Y)x Hi (X, n)—> H' 2%

jnr j+c—dynr

(Y,n+c—dyx), ([I][a])— [T][a]

with the following properties:

(1) LetT € Z€(X x Y) be a representative of [T] € CHY(X x Y), and let « € H (U, n) be a representative of
[a] € H;’nr(X, n) for some open U C X whose complement R = X \ U has codimension at least j + 2. Let
W :=suppl, R":=q(WN(RxY)),and U :=Y \R".

If WN(RxY) has codimension at least j +c+2 in X XY, then

[TLla] = [[(W).(a)] € HI 25 (Y, 04+ c - dy)

j+c—dxnr

is represented by T'(W),(a) € H*2-2d (U’ n + ¢ — dy) constructed in Lemma 4.7,
(2) Ifj’ < |, then the following diagram commutes:

j i+2c-2d

CH (X x Y)x Hj | (X, 1) ————— H[" "5 (Y, n+c—dx)
j i+2c-2d

CH (X x Y)x Hj, (X, n) ————— H" " % (Y, n+c~dy),

where the horizontal maps are the given pairings and the vertical maps are induced by the canonical
restriction maps.
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(3) Let Z be a smooth projective equi-dimensional k-scheme, and let [T'] € CHS (Y x Z). Then for all
[a]e H! (X,n),

jnr

[T')([TL[a)) = ("] o [T])la] € HI2CH2 2020y (7 i o o —dy —dy),

jHc+c’—dx—dynr
where [I'] o [T'] is the composition of correspondences and dy = dim Y.
(4) If T € Z9(X xY) is such that g(suppl') C Y has codimension at least j+c—dx +1, whereq: XxY —-Y
denotes the second projection, then [I'],[a] =0 for all [a] € H; X, n).

o

Proof We first construct an action as required. For this let [a] € H! (X, n), and let T € Z¢(X x Y). Let

jnr
W C X x Y be a closed subset with suppI’ € W, and let S := W"” be the disjoint union of the irreducible
components of W together with the natural map f: S — X given by the composition S > W — X xY LS
Applying Corollary 6.5(2), we find that [a] can be represented by a class & € H (U, 1) such that R= X \ U
satisfies codimy(R) = j + 2 and f~!(R) C S locally has codimension at least j + 2. Since S := WV, we have
dim(f~1(R)) = dim(W N (R x Y)). Hence,

dimW —-dim(WN(RxY))>j+2.
If we set ¢’ := codimy,y(W) =dim(X x Y)—dim W, then we get
codimy,y(WN(RxY))>j+2+c.
Hence, R":=q(WN(RxY)) CY satisfies
codimy(R') > j+c —dx +2.

We get a class
T(W).(a) € H* 272U’ n + c — dy),
constructed in Lemma 4.1, where U’ := Y \ R".

From now on we assume that ¢’ € {¢,c — 1}. Then Fiyeay X C U’, and we get a class

(6.5) T(W).(a) € H 272U (Fj g X, n+c—dy).

It follows from the commutativity of the first square in (4.2) in Lemma 4.3 that (6.5) does not depend on

the chosen representative a of [a] € H]?’m(X, n); that is, (6.5) does not change if we replace a by another

representative @ € H'(U,n) such that R = X \ R satisfies codimy(R) = j + 2 and f~'(R) C S locally has
codimension at least j + 2. Using this, we can apply the above construction to the union of two given closed
subsets to deduce from the commutativity of the second square in (4.2) that (6.5) does not depend on the
chosen closed subset W C X x Y with suppI’ € W and codimy,x(W) € {c,c —1}. Applying this to the
particular case where W = supp I has codimension ¢, we see that the closed subset R C Y has codimension
at least j + ¢ —dyx + 2 and so we find that (6.5) is unramified:

T(W).(a) € Hi+2c—2dx

].+C_dx’nr(X, n+c—dy).

Moreover, the additivity in Lemma 4.1 implies that the above class depends additively on I'. Finally, if I is
rationally equivalent to zero, then by the definition of rational equivalence there is a closed subset W of
codimension ¢ — 1 such that I' is rationally equivalent to zero on W. Applying the above construction to any
such W, Lemma 4.2 implies I'(W),(a) = 0. Since we already know the additivity of the above construction
in I', we conclude that (6.5) depends not on I' but only on the rational equivalence class of I'. Altogether, we
conclude that

[TLla]:= [[(W).(a)] € HF 29 (Y, 1+ c - dy)

j+c—dy,nr
for some W C X XY of codimension ¢ or c —1 and with suppI' C W yields a well-defined pairing as we
want.
Item (1) in the corollary is now a direct consequence of the construction.
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Item (2) follows from the well-definedness of the construction together with commutativity of the first
square of (4.2).

To prove item (3), let [I”] € CH® (Y x Z). Let further a € H(U, n) be a representative of [a] € ]m(X,n)
for some open subset U C X with complement R; C X of codimension at least j + 2. By the moving
lemma for algebraic cycles (see Theorem 2.1), we may choose a representative r of [F] € CHY(X x Y) such
that W) = suppI meets R; x Y dimensionally transversely. Hence, U, := Y \ p3*(W; N (R x Y)) contains
Fe d4y4j+1Y. Applying Theorem 2.1 once again, we may choose a representative F' of [I'"] with support
W, = suppI” such that

Ry =p3(Wi xZ)N(XxW)N(Ry xY xZ))CZ

has codimension at least c+¢’—dx —dy +j+2. Hence, the open subset Us := Z\R3 contains Fivero—dy-dy+12,
and by Proposition 4.7, we have

(T o I')(Wiz)(a) = I'(W,),(T(Wh).(@))

The compatibility stated in item (3) therefore follows from the construction (¢f item (1) proven above),
together with Proposition 4.7.

Finally, item (4) follows from item (1) and Lemmas 4.3 and 4.6.

This concludes the proof of the corollary. g

Corollary 6.8 implies the existence of pullback maps along morphisms between smooth projective
equi-dimensional k-schemes. This can be generalized to open varieties as follows.

Corollary 6.9. Let f — X — Y be a morphism between smooth quasi-projective equi-dimensional k-schemes
that admit a smooth projective compactification. Then there are functorial pullback maps f* — ]m(Y n) —

H! (X,n) with the following property: if [a] € Y,n) is re[)resented by a class « € H'(U,n) with

jnr ]nr(

Fj1Y C U such that Fj 1 X C f~ Y(U), then f*[a] is represented by f*(a) € H'(f~Y(U), n).

Proof. By Corollary 6.5(2) applied to the morphism f: X — Y, we find that any class [a] € H]’ o (Yon)
is represented by a class & € H'(U,n) with Fi;1Y C U such that Fj;; X C f~1(U). We may use such a
representative to define f*[a]:=[f*(a)], where f*(a) € H (f~1(U),n). We claim that this construction is
well defined; i.e. it does not depend on the choice of U or on the choice of the representative a of [«].

Independence of the choice of U: If V C'Y is another open subsets with F;,;Y C V and F; 1 X C f1
then the resulting pullbacks coincide on f~}(U N V) by functoriality, and hence the respective class in
Hi(Fj Y, n) is well defined.

Independence of the choice of a: Let [a] = [B]. By the independence of U, proven above, we can assume
that a, f € H'(U,n) for some open subset U C Y with FinYcUand Fj X C f~1(U). We replace a by
a — B and are reduced to showing the following: assume that @ € H'(U, n) vanishes when restricted to F RE
then f*a vanishes when restricted to F;X. By Corollary 6.5(1), there is an open subset V C U with F;Y C V
and F; X C f ~1(V) such that ay = 0. The functoriality of pullbacks thus shows that

f*a = O c HI(F]X,n),

as we want. This concludes the proof of the well-definedness of the above pullback map.
The functoriality of the pullback on refined unramified cohomology follows from well-definedness together
with the functoriality of pullbacks for the functor in Section 3. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 6.10. If f: X — Y is any morphism between smooth equi- dimensional algebraic k-schemes with
¢ =dimY — dim X, then the image f(x) of a codimension j point x € X'/) has codimension at least j +c,
and so the pushforward maps from condition C2 induce pushforward maps

fo H(FX,n) — H™**(Fj X,n+c¢) and fo: Hj | (X,n)— H 26 (X, n+c)
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that are compatible with the pullbacks from Corollary 6.9. We note that the existence of pushforwards does
not rely on the moving lemma; see also [Sch24, Lemma 2.5].

6.6. Behaviour under products with projective space and birational properties of refined
unramified cohomology

The following lemma is an analogue of [Sch23, Corollary 5.10].

Lemma 6.11. Assume that the functor from (3.1) satisfies conditions C3 and C5. Then for any smooth equi-

dimensional quasi-projective k-scheme, the natural map H' (X, m) > H]’ o (X, m) is an isomorphism for j > [i/2].

Proof 1t suffices to prove that the natural map H(X,m) — Hi(FjX,m) is an isomorphism for j > [i/2]. To
this end, let U C X be open with complement Z = X \ U of codimension at least j + 1. Then condition C3
yields a long exact sequence

- — HL(X,m) — H'(X,m) — H'(U,m) — H," (X, m) —

By condition C5, we have H?l(X,m) =0 for i +1 < 2codimy(Z). Since codimy(Z) > j+ 1, we get
Hgfl(X, m) =0 for j+1 > (i + 1)/2. The latter condition is equivalent to any of the following conditions:
j>(i—1)/2,j>i/2,or j >[i/2]. The same argument shows that Hé(X,m) =0 for j +1 >i/2, which holds
if j > [i/2]. The above sequence thus proves the lemma. g

Corollary 6.12 (Projective bundle formula). For any twisted cohomology theory as in Section 3 which satisfies
conditions C1-C5 and any smooth projective equi-dimensional k-scheme Y, there is a canonical isomorphism

min(j,n)

Z @ HIZZ (Y, m=1) = H! (Y <P}, m),

where fi: H72L (Y,m-1) —» H! (Y x Py, m) is given by the natural pullback map along the projection

j—lnr jnr
Y x IPZ_I — Y followed by the pushforward along the inclusion Y x IPZ_I — Y x P} induced by some linear
embedding IPZ_Z cpy.

Proof- We first note that

min(j n) n
21 _ 21
P HE (v, m-1)=EDHE (Y, m-1])
1=0 1=0
because H]Z Zzilr(Y,m — 1) vanishes for [ > j by Remark 4.5 since F; X =0 for j <0.

We have the map
fii Hi P (Y, m=1) — Hi (Y <Py, m)

from the statement of the corollary, which is given by the pullback along the projection Y X JPZ_I —Y
followed by the pushforward along the inclusion Y x IP”_I — Y xIP{. In addition, we consider the map

g+ Hi o (Y x P}, m) — Hi~ 2Ly, m—1)

j=lnr

given by the pullback along a linear embedding Y x IP;{ — Y xIP{ followed by the pushforward along the
projection Y x lPi —-Y.
Taking sums, we get maps

Zfl @H; ALY, m=1)— H! (Y x P}, m)

281 Hind VL) — QD H (Yo =1

and
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here and in what follows, the indices will always run from 0 to 7 if not mentioned otherwise. We claim that
these maps are inverses to each other. To see this, it suffices to show that the compositions

Zgl,tol Zgl,ofl @H; L (Ym=1) — HE (Y <P, m H@H]I 2y, m-1)
Lr

and
(6.7) Zf, Zgl/_Zflogl H (Y TP}, m —>@HJZlzferm—l)—>H]Zm(Y><IPZ,m)

both agree with the respective identities. (Note that there is a certain asymmetry in the computation of the
two compositions above, due to the fact that ) f; maps from a direct sum while }_ g, maps to a direct sum.)
To show this, note that f; agrees with the action [I}], of the correspondence

= Ay x P e z4* (Y x Y xP"),
while g; agrees with the action [();], of the correspondence
Q;:=Ay x P e z9 Ly x P" x Y),

where dy :=dimY.
A simple computation shows that

[Qr]o[T] = 8,4[Ay] € CHY (Y x Y),

where 0 denotes the Kronecker delta, which is 1 for [ =’ and zero otherwise. It thus follows from the
additivity and functoriality of the action of correspondences in Corollary 6.8 that (6.6) agrees with the
identity map, as we want.

To prove the same for the other composition, we will use that

n
Apr = Zhi x W' € CH"(IP" x IP"),
i=0
where h € CH!(IP") denotes the class of a linear section. With this at hand, one easily gets

n
Z[rf] o[Q] = [Ayxpr] € CHY (Y x P" x Y x P").
1=0

Hence, (6.7) agrees with the respective identity map, as we want. This concludes the proof. g
Remark 6.13. Kok and Zhou give an alternative proof of a version of Corollary 6.12 in [KZ23].

. . . i1 pri .
The groups H! (X, n) carry a natural descending filtration F* with F/* H;’nr(X, n)=H' (X,n), which

jnr jnr

for m > j +1 is given by (see [Sch23, Definition 5.3])

F"H! (X, n):=im(H"(F,,X,n) — H'(F;X,n)).

jnr

Corollary 6.14. Let X and Y be smooth projective equi-dimensional k-schemes, and let f : X --> Y be a birational
map which is an isomorphism in codimension c; i.e. there are closed subsets Zxy C X and Zy C Y of codimensions
greater than c such that f : X\Zx — Y\ Zy is an isomorphism. Then for all j < c, there is a natural isomorphism

f* ]m (Y,n) > H! (X,n),

jnr

given by the action [T¢-11, of the closure of the graph of f ~L. Moreover, f* respects the filtration F*.
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Proof. Since f is birational, d :=dimX =dim Y. Let [':=I}y € Z49XxY)and I := [r-1 € Z4(Y x X) be the

closures of the graphs of f and f~!, respectively. Since f is an isomorphism in codimension c, we get
[[]o[I']=[Ay]+[Qy] € CHY (Y xY) and [I[']o[l]=[Ax]+[Qx]e CHY(X x X)

for some cycles (y,()x with the property that the respective images via the second projection
pr,(supp(Qy)) C Y and pr,(supp(Qx)) C X have codimension at least c + 1. Hence, Corollary 6.8(4)
implies that

Y,n)— H! (Y,n)

jnr

[QX]*:H]?’nr(X,n)—>H? (X,n) and [Qy]*:H]?

J,nr ,nr(

are zero for j < c. The above decompositions together with Corollary 6.8(3) thus implies that

[T].: H

jnr

(Y,n)— H! _(X,n)

j,nr

(X,n)— H!_(Y,n) and [I'],: H

j,nr j,nr

are inverse to each other for j < c. Moreover, Corollary 6.8(2) implies that the above isomorphisms respect
the filtrations F* on both sides. This concludes the proof of the corollary. O

Proof of Corollary 1.8. Corollary 1.8 follows from Corollaries 6.12 and 6.14. O

A. Twisted pro-étale cohomology satisfies the properties from Section 3

The purpose of this appendix is to prove Proposition 3.2 from Section 3.1. We will see that item (3) of
Proposition 3.2 implies items (1) and (2), and so it suffices to treat pro-étale cohomology. Most results and
arguments are certainly well known to experts; we include them here for the reader’s convenience.

A.l. Pro-étale and continuous étale cohomology

The pro-étale site Xpo6t of a scheme X is formed by weakly étale maps of schemes U — X; see [BS15,
Definition 4.1.1 and Remark 4.1.2]. Since any étale map is also weakly étale, there is a natural map of topoi
v: Shv(Xproet) — Shv(Xg); see [BSL5, Section 5]. In particular, we get functors v*: Ab(Xg;) — Ab(Xpro¢t)
and v,: Ab(Xproet) = Ab(Xgt) on the corresponding categories of sheaves of abelian groups. Here, v* is
exact and right adjoint to the left exact functor v,; see [Sta24, Tag 00X9]. Since v* is (left) exact, v, maps
injective objects to injective objects.

For a closed subset Z C X, we have the functor I’z: Ab(X,;¢t) — Ab, given by taking global sections
with support on Z. For a bounded complex K of sheaves of abelian groups on X;;¢t, we let

(Ad) HlZ (Xproéth) =R’ Iz (Xproéth)'

In the special case where K is a sheaf F concentrated in degree zero, we also write Hé(Xproét,P) =
R’ I'7(Xprost F). (Note that by slight abuse of notation, we do not distinguish between the hypercohomology
of a complex as in (A.1) and the cohomology of a sheaf.)

Lemma A.1 (c¢f [BS15]). Let X be a scheme, and let (F,) be an inductive system of sheaves on the small étale site
Xsr and with surjective transition maps. Let Z C X be a closed subset. Then there is a canonical identification

HlZ,cont(Xétr (Fr)) = HlZ (Xproétiljin V*Fr)r

r

where the left-hand side denotes Jannsen’s continuous étale cohomology groups with support; see [Jan88].

Proof. This follows by the same argument as in [BS15, Proposition 5.6.2]; we give the details for the reader’s
convenience. By definition, Hj .(Xst, (Fy)), resp. Hy(Xprosr, limv*F,), is the it cohomology of the
complex

RIy(Xe, Rlm(F,)) € D(Ab), resp. RIz(Xproet, limv'F,) € D(Ab).
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We claim that I'7(Xpro6r, —): Ab(Xproet) — AD takes injectives to injectives. To prove this, note that
I7(Xprost, —) is right adjoint to the exact functor A - 1,A,, where 1: Z <> X denotes the inclusion and
A, denotes the locally constant sheaf with values A on Z. The adjointness property thus implies that
for any injective sheaf 7 € Ab(Xr0¢t), the functor Hom(—,I7(Xpr06r,Z)): Ab — Ab is exact. Hence,
I7(Xprost, L) € Ab is an injective object, as we want.

Similarly, for any abelian category B, the functor lim: BN — B maps injectives to injectives, see [Jan88,
Remark 1.17(a)], where BN denotes the category of inverse systems of objects in 5.

Since lim and I; commute, we conclude from Grothendieck’s theorem on composed functors that

RlimoRI; = R(limoly) =RI; o Rlim
as functors Ab(Xproét)IN — Ab. The same argument shows that the above identity holds when the objects
are viewed as functors Ab(Xg )N — Ab. Hence,
(A.2) RI7(Xg, Rim(F;)) = Rlim o RI (X4, Fr) = Rlim o Rz (Xproer, v'Fy)
~RIy (Xproétl Rlim(V*Fr))f
where the second isomorphism uses the fact that v,: Ab(Xpr0¢t) = Ab(Xe) maps injectives to injectives
and id — Rv,v" is an equivalence on bounded below complexes (see [BS15, Proposition 5.2.6(2)]), while the

last equality uses RI7 o Rlim ~ Rlim o RI7. By [BSI5, Propositions 3.2.3 and 4.2.8], the topos Shv(Xpo¢t)
is replete, and so [BS15, Proposition 3.1.10] implies

(A.3) Rlim(v*F,) ~ lim(v*F,),

where we use that the transition maps in (F,) are surjective. Hence, the above isomorphism simplifies to
RT7 (X, RIim(F,)) = RIZ(Xpr06t, lim(v*F,)), which proves the proposition. 0

A.2. Constructible complexes and six-functor formalism

For simplicity, we recall the six-functor formalism in the pro-étale topology that we need from [BS15] only
in the special case of algebraic schemes, which suffices for the purpose of this paper.

Let k be a field, and let € be a prime that is invertible in k. Let X be an algebraic scheme over k (i.c. a
separated scheme of finite type over k). For any integer 1, we consider the sheaf

Zf(”) = l(iin l"?ﬂ € Ab(Xproét)

p
and write Z; := 25(0), which is a sheaf of rings. Let D(Xproét,Zg) denote the derived category of the
abelian category of Zg—modules on Xprost-

A complex K € D(Xproét,Zg) is constructible if it is £-adically complete, i.e. the canonical map
K — Rlim(K ®% 7/¢")
14

is a quasi-isomorphism (see [BS15, Definition 3.5.2]) and if for each r, we have K (X% Z/l" = v*K, for some
4

constructible complex K, € D(Xg, Z/C") of sheaves of Z/{"-modules on X¢; see [BS15, Definition 6.5.1]. The

full triangulated subcategory spanned by constructible complexes is denoted by

Deons (Xproétl Z)C D(Xproétl Zy).

By [BS15, Lemma 6.5.3], each K € Dcons(Xproét,Zg) is bounded. Since y?ﬂl - y?ﬂ is surjective in the

étale topology, (A.3) implies that Z(n) is {-adically complete, and so for any integer m, the complex
Z¢(n)[m] € D(Xproer, Z¢) is constructible.
For a morphism f: X — Y between algebraic schemes over k, there are functors

Rﬁw Rf! : Deons (Xproétl /Z\E) — Deons( Yproét: ZZ ), ﬂ;)mp’ f! : Deons( Yproét’ 2€) — Deons (Xproét’ Zg),
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where flomp is defined as the usual pullback followed by derived completion; see [BS15, Section 6.7].

We aim to recall the construction of f'. To this end, first note that
(A'4') v Dcons(XévZ/gr) — Dcons(xproétlz/gr)

is an equivalence for all r > 1, see [BS15, paragraph after Definition 6.5.1]; we will freely use this in the
following to identify complexes in the two categories with each other. For K € D ons(Yprost, Z¢), we set

K, :=K @% Z/". Note that any constructible complex of sheaves of Z/{"-modules on X, ¢ is also
4

constructible when viewed as a complex of Z,-modules. Using the equivalence in (A.4), we may therefore
view f'K, as an object in Dcons(Xproét,ig), where f,': Deons(Yet, Z/€") — Deons(Xer, Z/€7) denotes the
exceptional pullback along f in the étale site; ¢f. [SGA4.3, Exposé XVIII]. By [BS15, Lemma 6.7.18], the
f'K, € Dcons(Xproét,Zg) form a projective system. Bhatt-Scholze then define

(A.5) f'K := Rlim £;K, € Deons(Xproet» Ze);

see [BS15, Lemma 6.7.19].
Using the above construction of f', it follows from [SGA4.3, Proposition XVIIL3.1.8] that for any closed
immersion i: Z — X,

(A'6) RFZ(Xproétf_) = Rr(Zproét:i!(_))'

By adjunction (see [BS15, Lemmas 6.7.2 and 6.7.19]), there are morphisms of functors Tr: Rff' —idand
Of: id = R, flmp- In particular, for any K € D(Yproét,Zg), the morphism 6y yields functorial pullback
maps

(A°7) f*: Rri(Yproéth) - Rri(xproétl fc*ompK)'
If f is proper, then R f, =R f; (see [BS15, Definition 6.7.6]), and so Try yields a functorial pushforward map
(A'8) f*: Rri(Xproétlf!K) - Rri(YproétrK)‘

A 3. Notation
We aim to prove Proposition 3.2. To this end, we fix a constructible complex
K € Deons ((Spec(k))proct, Z¢)
of Zg—modules on (Spec(k))pro¢t- We then use the following notation:
Hy(X,n) := Hy (Xprost TeompK ®7, Ze(n)).

We emphasize that the above group of course depends on the complex K, even though we decided to drop it
from the notation in what follows. The existence of functorial pullback maps follows from (A.7) together with
the fact that the tensor product of two constructible complexes is constructible; see [BS15, Lemma 6.5.5].

A 4. Poincaré duality

Lemma A.2. Let f: X —> Y and g: Y — Z be morphisms of algebraic schemes. Then there is a canonical
isomorphism of functors f'g' = (go f)" on Deons(Zproets Ze)-

Proof. This follows from (A.5) together with the analogous result on the étale site; see e.g. [Sch23, Lemma
6.1(3)] for more details. il

Lemma A.3 (Poincaré duality). Let f: X — Y be a smooth morphism of algebraic k -schemes of pure dimension d.
Then there is a canonical isomorphism flomy(d)[2d] 5 £ of functors on Deons(Yproet Ze), where flomp(d) :=

Foomp(—®z, Z(d)).
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Proof. This follows from Poincaré duality on the étale site; see [SGA4.3, Théoréme XVIIL.3.2.5], by applying
Rlim; the details are given in [Sch23, Lemma 6.1(4)]. g

For open immersions j: U — X we have a canonical isomorphism jcom, ~ j'; see e.g. [Sch23, Lemma
6.1(2)].

Lemma A.4. In the notation of Lemma A.3, the following holds. For any open immersion j: U — X and
flu :=f oj, the diagram

(flv)iomp(d)[2d] ———— f

T T

jéompfct)mp(d)[Zd] ;) jéompf! = j!f!

commautes, where the horizontal isomorphisms are given by Lemma A.3 and the vertical maps are the canonical

maps, given by the functoriality of flomy, and f ', respectively.
Proof- This is [Sch23, Lemma 6.1(5)]. O

Lemma A.5 (Purity). Leti:Z > X be a closed immersion between smooth equi-dimensional algebraic schemes
over k. Assume that Z has codimension c in X. Then there is a canonical isomorphism of functors

%

zcomp(—c)[—2c] =it

Proof. Let mx and 117 denote the structure morphisms of X and Z, respectively. There is a canonical
isomorphism T(!Xi! > n!Z (see Lemma A.2). Since X and Z are smooth and equi-dimensional, T(!X and T(!Z

*

are expressed by Lemma A.3, and we get a canonical isomorphism iy, (—c)[—2c] = i'. This proves the
lemma. O

A.5. Pullbacks and proper pushforwards

Lemma A.6. Let f: X — Y be a morphism between algebraic schemes, and let Zy C'Y and Zx C X be closed
subsets.

() If f~1(Zy) C Zx, then there are functorial pullback maps
(A.9) f: Hy (Y,n) — Hj (X,n).

2) Assume that X and Y are smooth and equi-dimensional. If f is proper of relative codimension ¢ and
q prop
f(Zx) C Zy, then there are functorial pushforward maps

(A.10) fur Hy *(X,n—c) — Hy (Y, n).

Proof: The pullback maps are induced by the natural map of functors I’z (Yproet, =) = Iz, (Xproets feomp(—))
on Mod( Yproét,Zg). The functoriality is clear from this description. This proves item (1).

Let 7ty : X — Spec(k) and 1ty : Y — Spec(k) denote the structure morphisms, and let i: Zy — Y and
i’: Zx — X denote the respective closed immersions. Let further dy := dim X and dy :=dimY, so that
¢ =dy —dyx. Applying Lemmas A.2 and A.3, we get canonical isomorphisms of functors

(A1)
(i) (70x eomp (1) = (i) 70y (n = dx)[=2dx] = (flz,)'i' 1ty (n — dx)[=2dx ] = (f1z,)'i (7y Jiomp (n + €)[2¢],
where f|z : Zx — Zy is the restriction of f. The trace map in (A.8) thus induces by (A.6) pushforward

maps as claimed in item (2). The functoriality in f follows from the functoriality of the trace map. This
concludes the proof of the lemma. 0
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Remark A.7. Let X be a smooth equi-dimensional algebraic scheme, and let 15/ : Z' <> X and 1: Z > Z’
be closed subschemes. By (A.6), we have Hy,(Xprost, =) = H’(Zémét,

Hé(Xproét,—) = Hi(Zproét, l!Zl!Z,—) = Hi(Z{)roét'RlZ*[!Zl!Z’_)‘

Hence, Tr,, induces a pushforward map

zIZ,—) and

(tz).: H(X,n) — HL.(X,n),

which agrees with the respective pushforward map along the identity in (A.10). By the construction of the
adjunction map Tr,, : Riz,17' — id, we find that (1), agrees with the map induced by the natural map
RT7(Xproer, =) = RIZ/(Xprogr, —) of functors, induced by the inclusion I'z (X0t =) < Iz (Xprost —)-

Lemma A.8 (Topological invariance). Let f: X' — X be a morphism of algebraic k-schemes that is a universal
homeomorphism (e.g. X' = X" or X’ = X xi k' for a purely inseparable base extension k'/k). Let Z < X be a
closed immersion with base change Z' — X'. Then f*: H,(X,n) — H,, (X', n) is an isomorphism.

Proof. The claim follows from [BS15, Lemma 5.4.2]. ]

A.6. Comparison to étale cohomology and excision

Since K € Dcons((Spec(k))proét,Zg) is constructible, K ® Z/(" = v*K, for a constructible complex
4
K, € D.ons((Spec(k))e, Z/€7); see [BS15, Definition 6.5.1]. Moreover, K ~ Rlim v*K, by completeness. We
then have the following; ¢f. [Jan88, Proposition 1.6].

Lemma A.9. Let tx: X — Spec(k) be an algebraic k-scheme with a closed subset Z C X. Then there is a
canonical short exact sequence

(A12) 0— Rl 111’1’1HlZ_1 (Xét’ T(;(Kr ®Z/€f y?n) —_—> HIZ(X, Tl) —> hmH’Z (Xét’ T(;(Kr ®Z/€r ’J?H) e O,

where lim denotes the inverse limit functor along r. Moreover, this sequence is compatible with respect to pullbacks
(A.9) and pushforwards (A.10) on the individual pieces.

Proof. Recall that Rlim and RI; commute with each other; see the proof of Lemma A.l. Since K =~
Rlimv*K,, H,(X,n) is the ith cohomology of the complex

R1im R Tz (Xproer 75 V'K, ® pf") = RIEMR Ty (Xproee, vy K, @ 1),

where we use that v* and 7ty commute. Since v,: Ab(X;0¢) — Ab(X¢;) maps injectives to injectives and
id — Rv,v" is an equivalence on bounded below complexes (see [BS15, Proposition 5.2.6(2)]), the above
complex identifies with

RIimRTy (Xep, n K, ® ).
The lemma then follows from the composed functor spectral sequence, where we note that Rlim has
cohomological dimension at most 1 on Ab. The compatibility with respect to pullbacks is obvious; the
compatibility with respect to pushforwards follows from [Sch23, Lemma 6.2]. ]

Lemma A.10 (Excision). Let f: X' — X be an étale morphism between algebraic schemes. Let Z C X and
Z’' € X be closed subschemes with f(Z') = Z such that f|z : Z' — Z is an isomorphism and f(X'\Z") Cc X\ Z.
Then

£ Hy(X,n) = HL (X', n).

Proof- Since K is bounded (see [BS15, Lemma 6.5.3]), induction on its length together with the local-to-global
spectral sequence reduces us to the case where K is a single sheaf. In this case, the statement is proven

for étale cohomology in [Mil80, Proposition III.1.27]; the case of pro-étale cohomology follows from this by
Lemma A.9. g
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Lemma A.ll. Let X and Y be smooth algebraic k-schemes. Let f: X — Y be a finite étale morphism of constant
degree d. Then the composition

Hi(Y, n) L HI (X, n) 2> HI(Y, n)
is given by multiplication with d.

Proof. By Lemma A.9, it suffices to prove the statement for étale cohomology with coefficients in constructible
complexes of Z/{"-modules. By the canonical truncation functor and the exact triangle 7 ;K — K — 75,1 K,
induction on the length of the complex K reduces us to the case where K is a sheaf concentrated in a single
degree. (Here we may lose the condition that K is constructible; the statement still makes sense because
on the étale site f' and hence Tr ¢ exist on the derived category of bounded Z/{"-modules; see [SGA4.3,
Théoréme XVIIL.3.1.4].) In this case, the result follows from [SGA4.3, Théoréme XVIIL.2.9, (Var 4)]. O

A.7. Compatibility of pushforwards and pullbacks
Lemma A.12. Consider the diagrams

g &)

X —— HY (X, n—c) «—— H; *(X,n )
/ l lf lf: lf*
Y — Y, ; , g ;
g H’ZY,(Y,n)<—ley(Y,n),

where the diagram on the left is a Cartesian diagram of smooth equi-dimensional algebraic k-schemes, f is proper of
pure relative codimension c = dimY —dim X, Zx C X and Zy C Y are closed with f(Zx) C Zy, Zy = § 1 (Zy),
and ZX’ = Zy/ Xy ZX cX.
(1) If g is an open immersion, then the diagram on the right commutes.
(2) If f is smooth of pure relative dimension and if Zxy = X and Zy =Y, then the diagram on the right
commutes.

Proof. By Lemma A.9, it suffices to prove the compatibilities in question for étale cohomology with values in
constructible complexes of Z/¢"-modules.

The case where g is an open immersion holds because the isomorphism in (A.11) which is used to define the
pushforward map is compatible with open immersions (¢f Lemma A.4) and the trace map is compatible with
base change (see [SGA4.3, Théoréme XVIIL.2.9, (Var 2)] and [BS15, Lemma 6.7.19]) and hence in particular
with respect to Zariski localization. This proves item (l). (In fact, by the arguments in [BO74, Axiom (1.2.2),
Property (1.3.5), and Section 1, p. 186], the result holds true more generally in the case where g is étale, but
we will not need this.)

Next we deal with item (2), so that f is smooth of pure relative dimension d = dim X —dim Y. By Lemma
A.3, there are natural isomorphisms of functors

(A-13) fr=fr@f2d), (f) =(f)(d)2d).

By [Ver67, Proposition 4.5(2)], the natural map of functors (¢’)*f' = (f’)'g* is an isomorphism. Combining
this with R f,Rg/ = Rg,R f/, we get an isomorphism a: R f,Rg/(¢') f' = Rg.Rf/(f’)'g" which fits into a

diagram

(AL4) RES L RERGS) F —2n ReR ()"

lTrf lTrf/
0

id Rg.&"
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of functors on D ons(Yer, Z/€"). We claim that (A.14) is commutative. Recall that any complex K €
Deons(Yst, Z/€") is bounded. If K has length #n > 1, then the canonical truncation functors yield an exact
triangle 7<;K — K — 75,1 K such that for suitable j, 7<;K and 75,1 K have length less than 7. As in the
proof of Lemma A.ll, by induction on the length, it thus suffices to prove that (A.14) is commutative when
applied to sheaves concentrated in degree zero: K = F[0] for some F € Mod(Ye, Z/¢"). To simplify notation,
we will identify K = F[0] with F. We further use the identifications in (A.13). It follows that R f, f*F(d)[2d]
is a complex concentrated in non-positive degrees, while R g,¢*F is concentrated in non-negative degrees.
This implies that any map R f,f*F(d)[2d] — Rg.¢*F in the derived category is uniquely determined by the
induced map

R* f,f*F(d) — g.g"F
on the 0" cohomology sheaf, where d = dim X —dim Y = —c. (To see this, use the canonical truncation
triangle 7<; —id — 75, for j = 0 and for j = —1.) Hence, in order to check that the diagram in question

is commutative, it suffices to note that the trace map Try: R4 f.f*F(d) — F is compatible with base change;
see [SGA4.3, Théoréme XVIIL.2.9, (Var 2)]. This concludes the proof of the claim that (A.14) is commutative.

The commutative diagram of cohomology groups claimed in the lemma now follows by precomposing
the functors in (A.14) with RT (Y, —), using (A.13), and applying this to the complex T(!YKr Rz, y?”. This
concludes the proof of the lemma. O

A 8. Long exact sequence of triples and semi-purity

Lemma A .13 (Long exact sequence of triples). Let X be an algebraic scheme, and let Z C W C X be closed
subsets. Then there is a canonical long exact sequence

oo HE (X, 1) =5 Hig(X,m) 225 Hi (X Z,m) 5 HE (X, 1) — -
such that for any morphism f: X’ — X of algebraic schemes, with closed subsets Z' C W’ C X', the following
hold:

) If f~YZ) c Z’ and f~ (W) C W', then pullback along f (as in (A.9)) induces a commutative ladder
between the long exact sequence of the triple (X', W', Z’) and that of (X, W, Z).

(2) If X’ and X are smooth, f is proper of pure relative codimension c, and f(Z') = Z and f(W’) =W, then
pushforward along f (as in (A.10)) induces a commutative ladder between the long exact sequence of the
triple (X', W', Z") and that of (X, W, Z), suitably shifted.

Proof: If j is an open immersion, then ji,,, = j* (see [BS15, Remark 6.5.10]), and so we will suppress the
subscript “comp” for pullbacks along open immersions in what follows.
Let i‘ZN: Z—->W,iy: WX, jy\z: W\Z - W, and jx\z: X\ Z — X denote the natural inclusions.
By [BS15, Lemma 6.1.16], there is an exact triangle
R(iz")u(iy’)' — id — R(jiw\z2)(jwr2)"
Precomposing with R(iy ), and postcomposing with (i)', we get the exact triangle

R(iw ). R(i2)). (1)) (iw)' — Rliw).(iw)" — Rliw ). RGiw\2)-(Gwnz) (iw)'-

We apply RT'(Xprost,—) and use (i) (iw)" = i!Z and (A.6) to arrive at the triangle

RIy (Xproétl _) - RFW(Xproétl _) - RF((W \ Z)proét: (]'W\Z)*(iw)!(_))-

If j is an open immersion, then j* = j' (see eg [Sch23, Lemma 6.1(2)]), and so

! ! *
]

(w\z) iw) = (Gwz) (iw) = (ix\z o iwnz) = (iw2) (x2) = (imz) (x2)
where i\ z: W\ Z — X\ Z denotes the restriction of iyy. This implies that the last term in the above
triangle identifies with RIy 7z ((X \ Z)proét,j;(\z(_)). The long exact sequence for the triple (X, W, Z)
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follows immediately from this. By Lemma A.9, the compatibility properties with respect to pullbacks and
pushforwards reduce to the analogous results for étale cohomology, which are well known; see e.g. [CTHK97,
Definition 5.1.1 and Section 7.3(1))]. 0

Lemma A .14 (Semi-purity). Let X be a smooth equi-dimensional algebraic k-scheme, and let i : Z <~ X be a
closed subset. Assume that the complex K € Dcons((SpeC(k))proét,Zg) is concentrated in non-negative degrees.
Then

Hé(X,n) =0 foralli<2codimyZ.

Proof. By (A.6), we have
Hy (X, 1)~ H'(Zproet, i' (TMeompK ®7, Zy(1)),
where 71: X — Spec(k) is the structure morphism.

First assume that Z is smooth. By étale excision (see Lemma A.10), we may assume that Z is equi-
dimensional of pure codimension ¢ in X. By Lemma A.5, we have i{om,(—c)[—2c] 5 i, and so

HIZ(X, n) = Hl_zc(Zproétf (mo i)ZompK ®Z€ Z¢(n-c)).

Since K is concentrated in non-negative degrees, the above hyper-cohomology group vanishes for i —2¢ < 0.
This concludes the case where Z is smooth.

For the general case, note that by topological invariance (see Lemma A.8), we may assume that k is
perfect. Hence, Z contains an open subset that is smooth over k. Using this and the fact that we know the
result for Z smooth, we can prove the claim with the help of Lemma A.13 by induction on dim Z. This
concludes the proof. O

Lemma A.15. Let X be a smooth algebraic scheme, and let i : Z — X be a closed subset. Let further W C X be a
closed subset with complement U = X \ W such that Z \'W has codimension at least j in X. If the complex K is
concentrated in non-negative degrees, then the restriction map Hy,(X,n) — Hy ., (U,n) is an isomorphism for all
i<2j-1.

Proof. Excision (see Lemma A.10) reduces us to the case where W C Z. By semi-purity (see Lemma A.14),
Hj,(X,n) =0 for all i < 2j, and so the result follows from the long exact sequence in Lemma A.13. g

A.9. Cup products

The pro-étale topos Shv(Xpo¢t) of a scheme X is locally weakly contractible (see [BS15, Definition 3.2.1
and Proposition 4.2.8]), which means in particular that it is locally coherent. From now on we assume that X
is an algebraic scheme, and so local coherence implies that X is coherent. By [SGA4.2, Proposition V1.9.0], it
follows that Shv(Xp;o¢t) has enough points. Hence, any F € Mod(XprOét,Zg) admits a Godement resolution.
More generally, for any bounded below complex K € D+(Xpr0ét,zg), there is a natural quasi-isomorphism
K — G*(K), given by the simple complex of the Godement double complex associated to K. The sheaves in
the complex G*(K) are I'’z-acyclic, and so Rz (Xproer, K) = Iz (Xprosr, G°(K)).

For any F,G € Mod(Xproét,Zg) and closed subschemes Z, W C X, we have a canonical map

(A.15) [7(X,F)®z, Tw(X,G) — Izaw (X, F 87, G),
given by the tensor product of sections. This induces a map

(A'16) RFZ (XproétrM) ®%é Rl—‘W (XproétrL) - RrZﬂW(XproétrM ®%f L)

in the derived category for any constructible complexes M, L € Dcons(Xproét,Zg). Using the above-mentioned
Godement resolutions, (A.16) may be described as follows. Recall that constructible complexes are bounded
(see [BS15, Lemma 6.5.3]) and that there are enough Z-fat objects in Mod(XprOét,Zg) (the latter is a general
fact that holds for any ringed site; see [Sta24, Tag 05NI]). We may therefore choose a quasi-isomorphism
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F*(M) — M, where F*(M) is a complex of Zg—ﬂat sheaves;iee [Sta24, Tag 05T7]. Then the Godement
resolution F*(M) — G*(F*(M)) is still a complex of flat Z,-modules. Hence, G*(F*(M)) ®7, G*(L)
represents the derived tensor product M ®gzig L. Applying the Godement resolution once again, we get a
quasi-isomorphism
G*(F*(M)) @5, G*(L) — G*(G*(F*(M)) &3, G*(L)).
The cup product (A.16) may then explicitly be described by the natural map
I7 (Xproe, G°(F*(M))) ®7, Tw (Xproet» G° (L) — Izaw (Xproet, G°(G°(F* (M) ©7, G°(L)))-

In the following arguments, the above explicit description of (A.16) will be used throughout.
We denote from now on by

(A17) HY(X, Z¢(n)) := R' Tz (Xproer Wk Ze(n) = Hy cone(Xeo, (4G)r)

twisted €-adic pro-étale cohomology with support, which coincides with continuous {-adic étale cohomology
with support by Lemma A 1. As before we write H. 7(X,n) = Hi 7(Xproets TeompK ®7, Zs(n)).

Lemma A.16 (Cup products). Let X be an algebraic k-scheme, and let Z, W C X be closed subsets. Then there
are cup product maps

H (X, Z(n)) @z, Hly (X, m) — Hy2 (X,n+m), a®Br aUp
which are functorial with respect to pullbacks.

Proof. We apply (A.16) to M = Zy(m) and L = K ®7z, Z(n). The lemma thus follows by taking cohomology
because

z€(”) ®%€ ( compK ®Z Z€( )) compK ®Z Zf(” + m)
since Zg(ﬂ) is a locally free Z;-module (of rank 1). O

Lemma A.17. Let X be an algebraic k-scheme, and let Z,Z’, W, W’ C X be closed with Z C Z' and W C W'.
Then the cup product maps from Lemma A.16 fit into a commutative diagram

l+]

HL(X,Z(n)) ®z, H) )X, m) —— H, 0 (X, 1+ m)

| J

‘ . —
HL (X, Z¢(n)) ®z, Hiy (X, m) — Hy, L0 (X, 1+ m),

where the horizontal maps are the natural maps given by the pushforward along the identity on X.

Proof- Recall that the pushforward with respect to the identity corresponds to the map induced by the
natural inclusion I;(X,-) < I,/(X,—); see Remark A.7. Clearly, the product map (A.15) fits into a
similar commutative diagram. Passing to the derived category, for bounded below complexes of sheaves
M,Le D(Xproét,Zg), we get a commutative diagram

R TZ (Xproét; M) ®%€ R 1—‘W (Xproét’ L) —R TZOW(Xpmét’ M ®% L)

| |

RTZ/(Xproéth) ®%€ RFW’(Xproét’L) B RFZ’OW’(XproétrM ®%€ L)-

Applying this to M = Z;(m) and L = K ®7, Z(n), we obtain the lemma by taking cohomology. O
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Lemma A.18. Let f: X — Y be a proper morphism between smooth equi-dimensional algebraic k -schemes. Assume
that f is either a closed immersion or a smooth map. Let M, L € Deons(Yprosr Ze¢)- Then the following diagram is
commutative:

(A18) (RESM)8L L REf(MaL L)

lTrf ®id J/Tl’f

MeL L ——— Mgk L,
z, Z,
where 1\ is a natural isomorphism (described in the proof).

Proof. Recall that the derived tensor product of ¢-adically complete complexes is again ¢-adically complete;
see [BS15, Lemma 6.5.5]. Since f is proper, the projection formula in [BS15, Lemma 6.7.14] implies that the
canonical map

(A19) Rff'M&G L->RE(FMEG fiompl)

is an isomorphism; see also [SGA4.3, Proposition XVIL.5.2.9]. By Lemmas A.3 and A.5, our assumptions
imply that there is a natural isomorphism f' =~ f*(d)[2d], where d := dim X —dim Y. Using this, we find
that the above isomorphism induces a natural isomorphism

) RﬁfM@%LéRﬁf’(M@%L),

where we used that f* commutes with tensor products. It remains to see that (A.18) is commutative.

First assume that f is a closed immersion. In this case, R f,f' is the derived functor associated to the
functor F +— H%(Y,}" ) that maps a sheaf F € Mod(XprOét,Zg) to the subsheaf of local sections with
support contained in X. Moreover, on the non-derived level, the trace map corresponds to the natural
inclusion H%(Y,]: ) — F. Using this, we find that (A.18) arises by deriving the diagram

Hy (Y, F)®z,G — HY(Y,F ®3,G)

| |

f®2£g—:>}"®zeg,

where the upper horizontal arrow is given by noting that if s is a local section of F whose support is
contained in X and ¢ is a local section of G, then the local section s®t of F ®Z G has support contained
in X. The above diagram is clearly commutative, and so is the derived version in (A.18).

Now assume that f is smooth. Here it is convenient to apply further reduction steps first. In fact, one can
easily formally reduce the problem to the case where M = Zy (by applying the result to various choices for L
and comparing the results). Applying the canonical truncation triangle 7<;L — L — 75;,1L, by induction
on the length of L, we further reduce to the case where L = G[0] is a sheaf G € Mod(Xproét,Zg) placed in
degree zero. The complexes

REfM)&5 L=RfZ)SE G
and

REfM®F L) =RES'G

are then concentrated in non-positive degrees, while M ®% L = G is concentrated in degree zero. It follows
14

that the vertical arrows in (A.18) factor through the respective 0! cohomology sheaves, and so it suffices to
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prove the commutativity of the following diagram:

(A.20) R* fZ(d)&7,G — R* £.G(d)

lTrf‘Z)id J/Trf

Z, ®z7,9 ——G.

This follows directly from the construction of the trace map; see e.g. [Sch23, Equation (6.10)] and [Ver67,
Step (2) in the proof of Proposition 3.1]. This concludes the proof of the lemma. U

Lemma A.19 (Projection formula). Let f: X — Y be a proper morphism between smooth equi-dimensional
k -schemes of relative codimension ¢ = dimY —dim X. Let Zy, Wy C Y be closed, and let Zx = f~'(Zy) and
Wy = f~Y(Wy). Assume that f is either a closed immersion or a smooth map. Then the following hold:

(1) Forany a € H{;VX(X,Zg(m)) and f € Héy(Y,n), we have

i+j+2c

flaUf'B)=faUpBe szmwy(Y,n+ m+c),
where f.a € H{;YZC(Y,Zg(m +¢)) andf*ﬂ € HEX(X,n).
9) Forany a € H., (Y, Z;(n)) and B € H),, (X, m), we have
y Zy Wy
f(ffaup)=aUf.pe HZJ:VZVCy(Y,n+ m+c),

where f*a € Hj (X, Z(n)) and f.p € Hjg " (Y, m+o).

Proof- Let M,L € Dcons((Spec(k))proét,Zg) be constructible complexes of Z;-modules on the pro-étale
site (Spec(k))pro¢t> and let 7tx: X — Spec(k) and 7y : Y — Spec(k) be the structure morphisms. Since

Zx = fH(Zy),

RFZX (X, (T(X)zompM(_C)[_zc]) = RFZY(YlRﬁ*(nX)zompM(_C)[_zc])'
Since X and Y are smooth, Lemmas A.2 and A.3 imply (7x)¢ompM (—¢)[—-2¢] = f!(ny)zompM and so
(A.21) RT, (X, (7x)tompM (=¢)[-2¢]) = RTz, (Y, R £ (70y )iompM).

We then consider the diagram

(A.22)
* * U * *
RFZY(Y'Rﬁf!(T(Y)compM) ®ILZ“Z RFWY(Yr (T(Y)compL) —_— RrZyﬁWy(YlRf*f!(T(Y)compM ®%£ (nY)compL)

lT}’f@id lTl’f@id

* * U * *
RFZY(Y’ (T(Y)compM) ®%é RFWY(Y, (T(Y)compL) e RrZymWy(Y’ (nY)compM ®%€ (T(Y)compL)r

which is clearly commutative.
By Lemma A.18, there is a commutative diagram

RES (0 SeompM ® (707 )eompL % R LS (07 Yeomp(M 5 L)

lTI’f@id lTI'f

(T(Y)ZompM ®%€ (nY)ZompL —_— (T(Y)zomp(M ®%€ L)'



42 S. Schreieder

Applying RIz Aw, (Y,-) to this and combining the resulting commutative square with (A.22), we get a
commutative diagram of the form

* * U *
RFZY(YIRﬁf!(nY)compM) ®%€ RFWY(YI (nY)compL) — RrZyﬂWy(Y’Rf*f!(nY)comp(M ®%€ L))

* * U *
RFZY(Y' (T(Y)compM) ®%€ RFWY(YI (T(Y)compL) ? RrZymWy(Y’ (T(Y)comp(M ®%{ L))
By (A.21) (applied to the complex M ®% L and the closed subset Zx N Wy C X), the term in the right upper
4

corner of the above diagram is given by
RrZyﬂWy(Y:Rf;f!(T(Y)Zomp(M ‘X% L)) = RIz, Aw, (X, (10x)comp (M ‘X% L)(=c)[-2c]).

Item (1) in the lemma therefore follows by applying the above argument to M = Z;(m) and L = K ®7, Z(n)
and taking cohomology of the above commutative square. Item (2) follows similarly by applying the above
argument to L = zg(m) and M = K ®7, Zg(n) and using the anti-commutativity of cup products. This
concludes the proof of the lemma. g

A .10. Cycle class

Lemma A.20 (Cycle class). Let X be an equi-dimensional smooth algebraic k-scheme, and let T’ € Z(X) be a
cycle of codimension c. Let Z C X be any closed subscheme that contains the support of U'. Then there is a cycle class

cl¥(T) € H2(X, Z¢(c))

with the following properties:
(1) If W C X is closed with Z C W, then cl{fv(l“) is the image of cl)Z((I‘) via the natural map H%C(X, Zs(c)) —
HE (X, Z(c)).
Q) If T =T, + T, for cyeles T; € Z¢(X) with supp(T;) C Z, then c13(T) = cIF(T}) + I3 ().

Proof- Recall from Lemma A.l that H%C(X, Zy(c))=HZ

Z,cont
mology with values in the inverse system (y?c)r. By the additivity of continuous étale cohomology, it suffices

(Xst,Z¢(c)) agrees with continuous étale coho-

to deal with the case where X is integral, hence a variety. If I = ) a;I; with suppI; C Z, we define
X(r):= Zui -X(m)
i
and hence reduce the problem to the case where I' is a prime cycle, i.e. a subvariety of codimension 1. Let
us first assume that Z = suppI’. By (A.17) and [Jan88, Theorem 3.23], there is a canonical isomorphism

(A.23) HZ* (X, Z(c)) = lim HZ (X, ),
r

and the class Clé(F) is defined as limit of the cycle classes of I in HéC(X, y?c) from [SGA4l, Section 2.2.10,
p. 143], where one uses the compatibility for different values of r; ¢f [Jan88, Proof of Theorem 3.23, p.
221]. In general, if Z is any closed subset with || := suppT C Z, then we define CI)Z<(I‘) as the image of
Cll)él(r) via the natural pushforward map HE.T(X, Z(c)) — HéC(X,ZZ(C)). Item (1) then follows from the
functoriality of pushforwards, while item (2) follows directly from the construction together with the linearity
of pushforwards. This proves the lemma. O

Lemma A.21. Let f: X — Y be a morphism between smooth equi-dimensional algebraic k-schemes.

(1) LetT € Z!(Y) be a cycle on Y with support Zy := supp(T). Assume that Zx = f~1(Zy) € X has pure
codimension i. Then f* clgy () = cl}éx (f*T).
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() LetT € Z'(X) with support Zx := supp(T). Assume that f is proper of pure relative codimension c. Set
Zy = f(Zx) with the reduced scheme structure. Then ﬁcl}Z(X(F) = cl%y(fj).

Proof. To prove item (1), we note that by the construction of the cycle class via the isomorphism (A.23), it
suffices to prove the compatibility result for étale cohomology with coefficients in ,u?ii with > 1. Hence,
item (1) follows from [SGA4%, Théoréme 2.3.8.(ii)].

We prove item (2) next. Lemma A.8 reduces us to the case where the ground field k is perfect. By Lemma
A 15, we may then assume that Zy and Zy are smooth and pure-dimensional of pure codimensions i and
i+cin Y and X, respectively (this uses that any reduced scheme is generically regular, hence smooth because
k is perfect). Lemma A.5 yields canonical isomorphisms

HZ! (X, Z(i) =~ HY(Zx,Z¢(0)) and  HZ>(Y,Z(i +c)) ~ H(Zy, Z,(0)).

It follows from the construction of the pushforward f, that via the above isomorphism, it is compatible with
the pushforward

(flz,). : H(Zx, Z(0) — H(Zy, Z,(0)).

Since Zx and Zy are smooth, the above groups decompose according to the irreducible components of
Zx and Zy, respectively. Using this, we reduce to the case where Zy and Zy are integral, and we need to
show that (f|z, ). is given by multiplication with deg(f|z,). Up to shrinking Zy further, we may assume
that f|z, : Zx — Zy is étale (this uses that k is perfect), and so the claim follows from Lemma A.1l. This
proves item (2) and concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma A.22. Let X be a smooth equi-dimensional algebraic scheme, and fori=1,2, letT; € Z%(X) be a cycle of
codimension c; on X. We put Z; := suppl;, which is closed of pure codimension c; in X. Assume that Z, and Z,
meet dimensionally transversely, so that Z := Z| N\ Z, either is empty or has codimension c = cy + ¢, in X. Then

cl (I - L) =cl () Ucl} (B) € HY(X, Ze(c)).

Proof. Since the cycle class in Jannsen’s continuous étale cohomology from Lemma A.20 is constructed
via the isomorphism (A.23), and because the cup product constructed in Lemma A.16 is compatible with
reduction modulo ¢, it suffices to prove the lemma modulo ¢’, i.e. for étale cohomology with coefficients
in y?}c. In this case, the result in question follows from [SGA4%, Théoréme 2.3.8(iii) and Remarque 2.3.9]
together with the fact that the multiplicities of the intersection product I} - I, may be computed by Serre’s
Tor formula; see [Ful98, Section 20.4 and Example 7.1.2]. This concludes the proof of the lemma. 0

Lemma A.23. Let X be a smooth equi-dimensional algebraic scheme over a perfect field k. Let T € Z¢(X) be a
cycle with support Z := supp(I'). Assume that there is a closed subset W C X of codimension c — 1 with Z C W
such that T', viewed as a cycle on W, is rationally equivalent to zero on W. Then there is a class

pe Hg;\—zl(x \Z,Z(c)) with d¢ = cl3(T)e Hy(X,Z(c)).

Proof. We endow W with the canonical reduced scheme structure and consider the normalization 7: W’ —
W. The assumptions imply that there is a rational function ¢’ on W’ such that I' = 7, div(¢’).

By Lemma A.15, the groups in question do not change when we remove from X a closed subset of
codimension at least ¢ + 1. Since W’ is regular in codimension 1, we may thus without loss of generality
assume that W’ is regular, hence smooth. For the same reason, we may assume that Z as well as the
preimage Z’ = t!(Z) are smooth. We thus have a pushforward map

t.: H(W'\Z",Z,(1)) — HZ YX\ Z,Z(c)),

given by (A.10). Via Jannsen’s Kummer sequence [Jan88, Equation (3.27)], the rational function ¢’ yields a
class (¢’) € H' (W’\ Z’,Z,(1)), and we let

¢ :=1.(1/9") € Hi (X \ Z,Z(c)).
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The image of (¢’) via the residue map H'(W’\ Z’,Z,(1)) — H%,(W’,Z@(l)) ~ H%(Z’,Z,(0)) coincides
with the cycle given by —div(¢’) (indeed, it suffices to prove this modulo ¢”, hence for étale cohomology
with coefficients in p,r, where it follows from [SGA41, Lemme 2.3.6] and the anti-commutativity of the
diagram in [SGA4l, Section 2.1.3]). Since by Lemma A.13, the pushforwards from (A.10) induce commutative
ladders between the respective long exact sequences of triples, we find that

@) = A.(1/¢") = 7.(9(1/9")) = ~1.(d(9")) = cI3 (z.div(9")) = cIZ(T).
This concludes the proof. U

Lemma A.24. In the notation of Lemma A.23, we have Cl)‘,i,(r) =0¢€ Hg\f(X, Z(c)).

Proof. By Lemma A .21, cl)va(r) is the image of CIJZ((I“) via the natural map H%C(X, Z(c)) — HI%;(X, Z(c)).
The assertion in the lemma thus follows from the long exact sequence of triples (see Lemma A.13) together
with the fact that dg = cl3(T) € H2(X, Z(c)). O

A1l. Proof of Proposition 3.2

Proof of Proposition 3.2. By Lemma A.l, item (2) follows from item (3) applied to the complex K given by the
pro-étale sheaf lim v*F, placed in degree zero. We further claim that item (1) follows from item (2). To see
this, note that étale cohomology commutes with direct limits in the coefficients; see [Sta24, Tag 09YQ)]. It
thus suffices to prove item (1) in the case where there is some integer r so that 7 = 1ty F is an {"-torsion
étale sheaf on Xg;. By [Jan88, Equation (3.1)], the result then follows from item (2) applied to the constant
inverse system (F),.

Altogether we have thus seen that it suffices to prove item (3). To this end, we use the notation
Hé(X,n) := H7 (Xprost: (T )comp K ®7, Z(n)) from above. The pullback maps from Lemma A.6 make
(X,Z)— HE(X, n) into a functor as we want. If the complex K is concentrated in non-negative degrees,
then semi-purity (i.e. condition C5) follows from Lemma A.14.

Condition C1 follows from Lemma A.10, condition C2 follows from Lemmas A.6 and A.12, and condi-
tion C3 follows from Lemma A.13. It thus remains to prove condition C4. The action of cycles is given by cup
product and the cycle class map; see Lemmas A.16 and A.20. Condition C4(a) then follows from Lemma A.24.

To prove condition C4(b), let 1: W <= X be a closed embedding with W smooth and irreducible of
codimension ¢, and let ' = [W] € Z°(X). Let a € Hé(X,n), and note that cl§(X) € H%(X,Z,(0)) satisfies
C1§(X) Ua = a. The projection formula in Lemma A.19 thus yields

Lita =L (F ¥ (X)Ura) = (Lt dF (X)) Ua.

By Lemma A.2l1, we have ./ C1§(X) =1, CIW(W) = Cl)‘,i,(r), and so the above equation reads
Lo = cl}v(\,(l") U a, as we want.

Condition C4(c) follows from Lemma A.17. Condition C4(d) follows from the functoriality of the cup
product in Lemma A.16 with respect to pullbacks (hence with respect to restrictions), together with the
compatibility of the cycle class map with flat pullback from Lemma A.21.

The formula cl’V‘V(r) U (cld (T Ua) = CI)I/(VOW’(F -T”)U a in condition C4(e) follows from the associativity
of cup products in (A.16) together with the formula I3, (T) U clf, (I) = cI3, 4y (T - T’) from Lemma A.22,
where we use that W = suppI’ meets W’ = suppI” properly by assumption.

It remains to prove condition CA(f). If f: X’ — X is flat, then the formula f*(clf,(I)U a) =
cl}(,l(w)( f*T)U f*a follows from the compatibility of cup products with pullbacks (see Lemma A.16) together

with the fact that f*cl3,(T) = cl}(,l(w)(f*T) by Lemma A.21. Finally, if f: X’ — X is smooth and proper, the
formula ]ﬂ(cl)‘,(v,,(f') Ufa)= cljf(w,)(f*I') U a follows from Lemma A.19(1) together with Lemma A.21, while

f*(d{,i/ (fTva)= CI)V(V(I‘) U f.a follows from Lemma A.19(2) because cl{,(\,(f*I') =fr CI}V(\/(F) by Lemma A.21.
This concludes the proof of the proposition. 0
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B. Comparison with action on algebraic cycles

B.1. Comparison to the action on Chow groups

Let X be a smooth projective equi-dimensional scheme over a perfect field k, and let £ be a prime that is
invertible in k. For Z C X closed, we let as before

HY(X,Z¢(n)) := R Tz (Xproes Z¢(n)) and  H'(X,Z¢(n)) := Hy(X, Z¢(n)).

The theory of refined unramified cohomology developed in [Sch23] relies on an ¢-adic Borel-Moore
cohomology theory HéM(Z,Zg(n)) for each algebraic k-scheme Z; see [Sch23, Section 4 and Proposition 6.6].
If X is a equi-dimensional smooth algebraic k-scheme and Z C X is closed of codimension ¢ (not necessarily
of pure dimension), then by (A.6) and Lemmas A.2 and A.3, the Borel-Moore cohomology of Z is given by

Hin(Z,Zo(n)) = HSP(X, Zy (11 + €)).

In particular, HéM(X, Z,(n) = H (X, Z(n)) for X smooth and equi-dimensional.

We let CHi(X)Zf := CH'(X) ® Z;. The coniveau filtration N* on CH"(X)Z(, is the decreasing filtration
given by the condition that a class [z] € CHi(X)Z[ lies in N/ CHi(X)Z[ if and only if [z] can be represented
by a cycle z that is homologically trivial on a closed subset W C X of codimension j; i.e. suppz C W
with Cl)vif(z) =0¢ H%}.(X, Z,(i)); see [Blo85, Jan00] or [Sch23, Definition 7.3]. For instance, N° CHi(X)Zf is
the space of £-adic cycles with trivial cycle class in H% (X, Z;(i)). Moreover, N'~! CHi(X)ZZ is zero if k
is finitely generated (or an inseparable extension thereof), and it is the space of algebraically trivial £-adic
cycles of codimension i if k is algebraically closed; see [Sch23, Proposition 6.6 and Lemma 7.5] or [Jan00,
Lemmas 5.7 and 5.8] for the corresponding rational statements.

We define

A'(X)z, = CH(X)z,/N""' CH (X)z,-

By what we have said above, this is the {-adic Chow group of algebraic cycles modulo rational equivalence if
k is finitely generated (or the perfect closure of such a field), while it is the group of {-adic cycles modulo
algebraic equivalence if k is algebraically closed. We further let AB(X )z, C Al(X )z, be the subspace of
cycles with trivial cycle class on X, i.e.

(B.1) Aj(X)z, = N°CH'(X)z,/N"™ CH!(X)z,.
By [Sch23, Lemma 7.4 and Proposition 7.11], there is a canonical isomorphism
HES w (X, Z4(0))

i-2,nr i
(B.2) iz Az

By Corollary 6.8(2), the action of correspondences on refined unramified cohomology descends to an
action on the left-hand side of (B.2), where we use H>'-1(X,Z,(i)) = H*~1(X,Z(i)) for m > dim X. There

m,nr

is also a natural action on the right-hand side of (B.2). The main result of this appendix shows that both
actions agree with each other.

Proposition B.1. Let X and Y be smooth projective equi-dimensional schemes over a perfect field k, let dy =
dim(X), and let € be a prime that is invertible in k. Then the bilinear pairing

2(i+c—dy)-1
i+c—dx—2,nr

CHY(X x Y) x HZ (X Zei) — H (Y, Z(i +c - dx))

- — -
HZZ‘I(X, Zg(i)) H2(l+C—dx)—1(Y, Zg(i +c— dX))

induced by the pairing on refined unramified cohomology in Corollary 6.8 agrees via the isomorphism in (B.2) with
the natural action on Ay(X)z, = NO CH’(X)Z[/NZ'*1 CH'(X)z,.
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Proposition B.1 relies on the results recalled in Appendix A, together with the following result (we will
only need the special case where W = U = X, but we state and prove the more general version below).

Lemma B.2 (Compatibility of cup products with residue maps). Let X be an algebraic k-scheme. Let
ZCWcCX andY CX be closed subsets. Let U C X be an open subset with WNY C U.

Then for any p € H{,(U, Zy(m)), the following diagram is commutative:

Hi (U\Z,n) ——2 5 HE (U, n)
lU/ﬂU\z lUﬁ
y -
Hyl (U\Z, 1+ m) H, v (U, n+m)

L 3 il
Hyl v (X\N(ZNY),n+m) —2= H, ' (X, n+m),

where the cohomology groups in question are those from Proposition 3.2(3) (and the notation Hé(U,n) =

HY ., (U,n) etec. is used), the horizontal maps are parts of the long exact sequence in Lemma A.13, the upper

vertical maps are the cup product maps from Lemma A.16, and the lower vertical maps are the isomorphisms given

by pullback and excision (where we use WNY C U and ZNY C U).

Proof- We write Zy := ZNY and Wy := WNY. For U C X open, we will further use the notation
RIZ(U,-):=RIzny(U,-) and so on. Then let M, L € Deons(Xproets Z¢), and consider the exact triangle

RT, (U, M) — Ry (U, M) — RTy\z(U \ Z, M)

in D(Modz,) from the proof of Lemma A.13, where by slight abuse of notation we do not distinguish
between M and the pullback to the respective open subsets above.

We may take the derived tensor product of the above triangle with the complex RIy (U, L). This gives rise
to an exact triangle

RT,(U,M)®y RTy(U,L) — RTy(U,M)®y RIy(U,L) — RIw\z(U\ Z,M)®3, RIy(U,L).
The maps in (A.16) yield a map from this triangle to the sequence
(B.3) RI; (UM @% L) — RIy, (UM @% L) — RIy,\z, (U\Z,M @% L)

such that the corresponding diagram commutes (as it commutes before taking derived functors). Note that
the sequence in (B.3) is a priori not an exact triangle. However, the natural restriction maps yield a map
from the exact triangle

RTy, (X,M ®gzzé L) — RTy, (X,M ®£sz€ L) — RIw,\z, (X \ Zy,M @% L)

to the sequence in (B.3) such that the corresponding diagram commutes. The lemma follows from this
by setting M := Zy(m) and L := (7% )compK ®7, Z(n) and taking cohomology, where we note that the
restriction map from the above triangle to (B.3) yields isomorphisms in cohomology by Lemma A.10 because
Wy € Wy and Zy C Zy. (This shows in fact that (B.3) is isomorphic to an exact triangle, hence is an exact
triangle itself.) 0

Proof of Proposition B.1. Let [a] € Hiz_i;]r(X, Z(i)), and let [T'] € CH(X x Y). Applying either Theorem 2.1
to I' or Corollary 6.5(2) to [a] (¢f the proof of Corollary 6.8), we can assume that there is a representative
a € H¥~1(U,Z,(i)) for some open subset U C X whose complement R = X \ U is pure-dimensional of
codimension i and such that Rx Y meets W := supp! properly. Let S :=gq((RxY)NW)and V=Y \S.
Then the class

T(W),(a) € HX )1y 7,(i + c — dy))
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from Lemma 4.1 represents [['].[a] € wa?fijé o

(Y,Z(i + c—dy)). This yields via (B.2) an (£-adic) cycle
on Y, and we aim to show that this cycle is [I'],[z], where [z] € A})( X)z, is the class represented by [a] via
(B.2).

To begin with, we aim to describe the cycle z on X explicitly. To this end, let

da € HY (X, Z,(i)),

where d denotes the residue map from Lemma A.13. Since k is perfect, R is generically smooth, and so its
singular locus R*"8 has codimension at least i + 1 in X. Hence, Lemma A.15 implies that the natural map

HE(X,Z,(i)) = H2LL (X \ R¥™8, Z,(i))
is an isomorphism, where R®™ = R\ RSINg, By purity (see Lemma A.5), there is a natural isomorphism
Hihn (X \ R, Z,(i)) = HO(R™, Z,(0)).
Combining the above isomorphisms, we see that the natural map
(B4) H2 (X, Z,(i) @ H(x,Z,) = EB [x]Z,
x€RO x€RO)

given by pullback to X \ R*"8 and purity is an isomorphism. The image of da via (B.4) is a cycle z € Z/(X)

4
with coefficients in Z, whose support is given by some components of R. In fact, we get

(B.5) clX(z) = da € HZ (X, Z,(i)),
which defines z uniquely because (B.4) is an isomorphism. It follows directly from the construction of the

map in (B.2) (see [Sch23, Proposition 7.11]) that via (B.2), the class [z] € Aé(X)Z,; is represented by

[a] € HY5) (X, Z,(i)/H? 7' X, Z,(i)).

Similarly, the unramified class [['].[a] € H ﬁiii dx2) o

suppz’ C S on Y, which is uniquely determined by

(Y,Z¢(i+c—dx)) corresponds to the cycle z’ with

(B.6) Al (') = AT(W).(a)) € H ™ (v, Z,(i + c - dy)).
By the construction of I'(W),(a), we have
T(W).(a) = gu(exc(cliy" (T) U p*a)),

where exc: HE 129U x Y, Z(i + ¢)) = HAT2(X x Y) \ Wg, Z(i + ¢)) with Wg := WNRx Y is the
isomorphism given by excision. By Lemma A.13(2), we find

IT(W).(a) = q.(9(exc iy (M) up*a))).

Since cliy¥ (T) € HZ(X x Y, Z(c)), Lemma B.2 implies that

dexc(clY (N Up'a)) = Y (DU a(p'a) € Hyy (X x Y, Zy(i +0)),
where Wz = W N (R x Y). By Lemma A.13(1),

d(p*a) = p*(da) = p* el (2) € HE,y (X x Y, Z,(i),

where cl% (z) = da is from (B.5). By Lemma A.21, p*cl}(z) = cl} ) (p*z) and so

ALY Up'a) = YD VST (p* 2) € Hy V(X x Y, Zo(i +0)).
By Lemma A.22,

BV (M) Uty (p2) = Y (T p'z) € Hyy (X x Y, Zyli + ).
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Since W and R x Y meet properly by assumption, Wy has codimension c + i, and the natural restriction
map together with purity (see Lemma A.5) yield a map

l+c)(X><Y Zo(i+c)) @ Hx,2,) = @ (x]-Z,

erR erl(QO)

2

IXXY(

which, by Lemma A.15, is an isomorphism as before. The image of clj; " (I'- p* z) via this map is given by

the cycle I' - p*z, where multiplicities are computed via Serre’s Tor formula; see [Ful98, Section 20.4]. The

Z'e @ [x]-Z,

XES(dy +dy—i-c)

cycle

from (B.6) is thus given by the pushforward of I' - p*z via q: z’ = q.(T - p*z), which proves the proposition. [

B.2. Transcendental Abel-Jacobi maps are motivic

Let X be a smooth equi-dimensional scheme over a perfect field k, and let £ be a prime invertible in k.
We let Hi(X; QZ(”)) = Hi(Xproét’zAn)) ®Z{; Q¢ and Hi(X’ Qg/Zg(l/l)) = COlimrHi(Xproéth*V?n)a where
we note that Hi(Xproet, v*y?”) H (X4, y?.”); ¢f Lemma A.l

Recall the ¢-adic cycle group A(X)z, from (B.I). We denote by Aj(X)[¢*] the torsion subgroup of
Ay(X)z,. By [Sch23, Section 7.5], there is a transcendental Abel-Jacobi map on torsion cycles

(B.7) At AYX)[E%] — H2 "N (X, Qu/Z(i)/N H? 71X, Qq(i)),

where N* denotes Grothendieck’s coniveau filtration on cohomology; ie. a € H*71(X,Q(i)) lies in
N/H?-1(X,Qq(i)) if @ vanishes on the complement of a closed codimension j set of X. Correspondences
between smooth projective equi-dimensional k-schemes act on both sides of (B.7), and the main result in this
section is that these actions are compatible with the map /\ir.

Corollary B.3. Let X and Y be smooth projective equi-dimensional schemes over a perfect field k, let dx := dim(X),
and let € be a prime that is invertible in k. Let [T'] € CHY(X xY) be a correspondence. Then the following diagram
is commutative:

. - Al H?(X,Q/Z,(i))
AL(X)[6] NETHT(X.0;(7)
|

Jim
i+c—dy

Ai+C_dX(Y)[€oo] A .I_I_2i+2_c—2dxv—l(_Y’Q_Z/Z[(i-i—c.—dx)) )
0 Nite dy 1H27+2c 2dy I(Y,Q[(I+C—d){))

Proof. By [Sch23, Lemma 7.15], the map A! can be described as follows. Let [z] € Aé(X)[f‘X’], and let
[ ] e H21

b 2nr(X Z(i)) be a class that represents [z] via the isomorphism in (B.2). This means that whenever

[a] can be represented by a class @ € H'(U,Z,(i)) on some open subset U C X whose complement
R = X\ U has codimension 2i, the residue

da € HY (X, Zy(i)) = @ Z,[x]

XER (dx—i)

is a cycle z that represents the class [z]. Since [z] is torsion, there is some r > 1 such that ¢"[z] =0 €
Ai(X)Zﬁ. This implies that £"[a] lifts to a class [] € H*~1(X,Z,(i)). Then, [B/€"] gives rise to a class in
H?-1(X,Q(i)) and hence in H*~1(X,Q;/Z,(i)), and we have

AL([2]) = [B/€7] € H¥ (X, Qu/Z(i))/NT HY 71X, Qq(i)).
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By Proposition B.], the cycle [I'],[z] corresponds via (B.2) to the class

2i+2c+2dx—1
[r]*[a] € Hi+c—dX—2,)i1r

(X, Ze(i + c+dyx)).

Applying the moving lemma (Theorem 2.1) to T or Corollary 6.5(2) to [a], we can assume that there is a
representative a € H'(U, Z;(i)) of [a] as above such that R x Y meets W := suppT in codimension at least
i+c. Wethenlet S =g(WnN(RxY))and V=Y \S and find by Corollary 6.8(1) that [['].[«] is represented
by

T(W),(a) € HX*27 21y, 7Z,(i + c — dy))
from Lemma 4.1. By Corollary 6.8(2), we find that ¢" - I'(W),(a) = T'(W).(¢" - a) extends to the class
T(W).(B) € H?*2¢2dx=1(Y, Z,(i + c — dx)). Hence, by the description of A}, given above, we find that

H2+2e2dx= 1Y, Qp/Z(i + ¢ — dyx))

At ([Tl[z]) = [T(W).p/t7] Ni+e-dx-1 {2i+2e-2dx-1(X, Qu(i + ¢ — dy))

The class T(W).(B/€") € H**2¢=2dx=1(Y,Q/Z;(i + ¢ — dx)) from Lemma 4.1 agrees by construction with
[T].(B/€"), i.e. with the image of B/{" via the action of the correspondence I'. This shows that the diagram
in question is commutative, which concludes the proof of the corollary. O
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