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SUSLIN HOMOLOGY OF RELATIVE CURVES WITH MODULUS

KAY RULLING AND TAKAO YAMAZAKI

ABSTRACT. We compute the Suslin homology of relative curves with modu-
lus. This result may be regarded as a modulus version of the computation of
motives for curves, due to Suslin and Voevodsky.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let B be a variety over a field k. The relative Suslin homology H?(X/B) of
a B-scheme X is introduced in [SV96] §3] and is computed when X — B is a
relative curve that admits a good compactification ([SV96, Thm. 3.1]; see also
[Lic93]). This result is later interpreted as a computation of motives of curves in
Voevodsky’s triangulated category of motives [Voe00, Thm. 3.4.2].

In the present note we introduce Suslin homology H:(X/B, D) with modulus
D (see Def. B)). Here B is a smooth k-scheme, X — B is a proper k-morphism,
and D is an effective Cartier divisor on X such that U := X \ |D| is smooth
and equidimensional over k. When B = Speck, the definition of H(X/B, D) is
due to S. Saito and is studied in [KSYa]. There is a canonical homomorphism
H?(X/B,D) — HZ(U/B) (see B4 (@), but it is usually far from being bijec-
tive. Our main result describes H? (X/B, D) when X — B is a relative curve (see
Remark [L.5)):

Theorem 1.1. Let S be a smooth connected k-scheme, C an integral normal k-
scheme, and p : C — S a proper k-morphism. Suppose that the generic fiber of p is
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1-dimensional, that U := C \ |D| is smooth over k, that ply : U — S is affine, and
that D is contained in an affine open neighborhood in X . Then we have

Pic(C,D), ifi=0,

S _
HP(C/S,D) = {0, if i > 1.

Here Pic(C, D) denotes the relative Picard group (see[{.1)).

By comparison with [SV96], we find that the canonical map HZ(C/S, D) —
H?(U/S) is bijective if D is reduced. Our proof of Theorem [1]is, however, totally
different from [SV96] (or from [Lic93]). Indeed, in loc. cit. the starting point of the
proof (for reduced D) is the homotopy invariance of Pic(C, D), which is no longer
valid if D is not reduced. Our proof is rather reminiscent of [BS, Thm. 4.3].

Actually we shall show a slightly more general result, see Theorem[Z.4l We expect
that our result will be interpreted as a computation of “motives with modulus” for
curves, just like the case for “motives without modulus”.

Acknowledgements. The authors thank Florian Ivorra for interesting discussions
around Theorem [[LT] and Hélene Esnault for inviting the second author to the FU
Berlin with her ERC Advanced Grant 226257. As noted above, the definition of
the Suslin homology with modulus is originally due to Shuji Saito. We thank him
for his permission to use his idea.

Convention 1.2. By convention a k-scheme is a scheme which is separated and of
finite type over a field k. We denote by CDiv(X) the group of Cartier divisors on
X. If D is an effective Cartier divisor we denote by |D| its support. If X and Y
are k-schemes we write X xY = X x, Y.

2. RELATIVE FINITE CORRESPONDENCES

The following definition is reminiscent of the modulus condition introduced in
[BEO3] and in its more general form in [BS].

Definition 2.1. Let X be a k-scheme and D, FE effective Cartier divisors on X.
Then we write

D < FE: <= v'D<V'E,
where v : X — X is the normalization and v*D, v*FE is the pullback of Cartier

divisors. (Recall that v is the composition I_IZ-)NQ b, ;X = Xped = X , where

¢ is the closed immersion of the reduced scheme underlying X, the X; are the
irreducible components (with reduced scheme structure) of X,eq and v; : X; — X;
is the normalization of X; in its function field.)

Versions of the following proposition can be found e.g. in [KP12 2.].

Proposition 2.2. Let X be a k-scheme and D, E effective Cartier divisors on X.

(1) D<E= D<E.
(2) If F is another effective Cartier divisor on X, then

D<FEand E<F= D<F.
(3) Let n be a positive integer. Then

nD <nk <— D < FE.



SUSLIN HOMOLOGY OF RELATIVE CURVES WITH MODULUS 3

(4) Let f:Y — X be a morphism of k-schemes and assume that no irreducible
component of f(Y),.q s contained in |E| or |D|. Then the pullbacks f*D
and f*E exist as effective Cartier divisors and

D<FE= f*D < f*E.

Furthermore if X is irreducible and f :'Y — X is proper and surjective
then this ==’ implication also holds.

(5) Let Z be a normal k-scheme and g : X — Z be a finite and surjective k-
morphism. Then the pushforwards g.D and g.E exist as effective Cartier
Divisors and we have

D<F = g.D <g.FE.

Remark 2.3. Warning: D < E and E < D does not imply D = E. If X is reduced,
the kernel of v* : CDiv(X) — CDiv(X) is given by H°(X, v.0%/0%), see [Gro6T,
Prop (21.8.5)].

Proof. Let Xyeq = U; X; be the decomposition into irreducible components (with
reduced scheme structure). Then by definition of the normalization we have D < E
ifft Dx, < E|x,, for all i. Hence we can assume that the schemes X, Y and Z in
the statements are integral k-schemes. The statements () and (2) are immediate
and (@) follows from the fact that on a normal scheme the natural map from the
group of Cartier divisors to the group of Weil divisors is injective. We prove '=—’
of ). The question is local on Y. We may therefore assume that f: Y — X is
induced by a homomorphism of k-algebras ¢ : A — B and D = div(d), E = div(e),
with d,e € A\ {0}. Then D < E means that the element e/d € k(X)* is integral
over A, i.e. there exists an n > 1 and a; € A with

(e/d)" + an_1(e/d)" ' +...+ao=0 in k(X)
e+ a,_1de" ' +...+apd® =0 in A.

By assumption ¢(e),p(d) € B\ {0}. Applying ¢ to the equation above yields
that p(e)/¢(d) € k(Y)* is integral over B. Hence f*D < f*E. For the other
implication notice that f : ¥ — X also induces a proper, and surjective map
between the normalizations of X and Y. Therefore we can assume that X and Y
are normal and integral. Furthermore the question is local on X. Hence we can
assume X = Spec A is affine and D = div(d), F = div(e) as above. Since Y is
normal, f*D < f*FE is equivalent to f*Ox (D — E) C Oy. Applying H°(Y, —) we
obtain e/d € H°(Y,Oy). Since f is proper, H*(Y,Oy) is a finite A-module. It
follows that e/d is integral over A. The normality of A gives e/d € A, i.e. D < E.

Finally for (@) we first notice that the Cartier divisors ¢g.D and g¢.F exist by
[Gro67, Def (21.5.5)]. If U C Z is open and on g~ (U) we have D = div(d) then
g+D = div(Nm(d)), where Nmy(xy/r(z) : k(X) — k(Z) is the norm map. It follows
from this formula that we have (g o v),v*D = g, D, where v : X — X is the
normalization. Since the pushforward (g o v). preserves the ordering on CDiv(X)
the statement follows. O

Definition 2.4. Let X and Y be k-schemes and D and F effective Cartier divisors
on X and Y, respectively. Assume that U = X\ |D| and V = Y'\|E| are smooth and
equidimensional over k. Denote by Cor(U, V) the group of finite correspondences
from U to V, i.e. the free abelian group generated on prime correspondences from
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U to V, i.e integral closed subschemes S C U x V which are finite and surjective
over a connected component of U (see e.g. [MVWO6, Def 1.1]). The group of finite
correspondences from (X, D) to (Y, E) is by definition the subgroup

Cor((X, D), (Y, E)) C Cor(U,V)
generated by those prime correspondences S C U x V' which satisfy

where § C X x Y is the closure of S and Dz and Eg denote the pullback of D and
E along the projections S — X xY — X and S — X x Y — Y, respectively.

Remark 2.5. There is a choice in ([Z-4]), one could also ask for the other inequality
>. Our choice is made in such a way that in case X is smooth a finite correspondence
a € Cor((X, D), (Y, E)) induces maps

a* : H'(Y, Oy (E)) — H'(X,0x(D))
and
a, : H'(X,mx (k) ®ox Ox(=D)) = H'(Y,my (k) ®0, Oy (-E)),

where mx : X — Speck and my : Y — Speck are the structure maps. (Notice
that since X is smooth we have 7'k = Q4™ X[dim X].) Indeed if a =S C U x V
is a prime correspondence these maps are defined as follows: Let S C X xY be
the closure of S and v : S — S its normalization. Since the natural map induced
by projection px : S — X is surjective and generically finite we have a natural

map ¢, : Og — p’yOx at our disposal, see e.g. [CR] Prop 2.6]; by adjointness we
obtain a map px« : Rpx+Og — Ox. Then we define o as the composition

HI(Y, 0y (E) 5 H'(S,05(E3))
—— H'(5,05(Dg)) = H'(X, (Rpx.O3) ®ox Ox(D))
5 HY(X, 0x(D)).
Similarly, we define . as the composition

id—)Rpx*

Jd=Rpx Lk, HY(S,pk (m'yk) ®0, Oz(—Dg))
X HY(S,p (Ox) ®0, pi (k) ®o, O5(~Ds))
>~ H'(S,75(k) @0, Og(—Dg))

BEID, 1i(5,7y(k) ®0, O5(~Eg))

= H'(Y, Rpy.py (7 k) @0, Oy (—E))

Rpy «py —id
e

H(X, 7 (k) @0y Ox(—D))

H'(Y, 7 (k) @0, Oy (—E)).

Here for the isomorphism in the third row we use W!S =~ phemy =2 p(Ox) ®6, Lpk-
If 7x and 7y are projective, then o, and o* are dual to each other. If we chose in
41) this *>’ relation, then we have to switch the signs in front of D and F for
the maps above.
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Definition 2.6. Let B be a k-scheme, X, Y B-schemes and D, FE effective Cartier
divisors on XY, respectively. Assume that U = X \ |D|, V =Y \ |E| are smooth
and equidimensional over k. Then we denote by

Corg((X, D), (Y, E))

the subgroup of Cor((X, D), (Y, E)) which consists of all cycles whose support is
contained in the closed subscheme X xgY C X x Y.

Proposition 2.7. Let B be a k-scheme, X,Y,Z B-schemes and D, E, F effective
Cartier divisors on X,Y, Z, respectively. Assume that U = X \ |D|, V =Y \ |E|
and W = Z\ |F| are smooth and equidimensional over k and that'Y is proper over
B. Then the usual composition of finite correspondences Cor(U, V') x Cor(V,W) —
Cor(U,W), (a, 8) — Boa (see [MVWOG, 1.]) restricts to a morphism

(2.7.1)  Corg((X, D), (Y, E)) x Corg((Y, E), (Z, F)) % Corg((X, D), (Z, F)).

Proof. Let S CU xpV and T C V x g W be prime correspondence from (X, D) to
(Y, E) and from (Y, E) to (Z, F), respectively. Let R C S xy T be an irreducible
component and denote by p: S Xy T C U xgV xgW — U x g W the natural map
induced by projection. (It is finite.) Then the prime correspondences appearing in
T oS are {p(R)}r, where R runs through all irreducible components of S xy T.
Hence we have to show that p(R) lies in Corg((X, D), (Z,F)). Denote by S C
XxpY CXxYandT CY xp Z CY x Z the closure of S and T, respectively,
and by R C S xy T the closure of R. By definition we have Es < Dgand F5 < Ex.
By the first part of ) of Proposition 2.2 we have

FE < EE < DE
Denote by p: S xy T C X xpY xp Z — X xp Z the natural map induced by
projection. Since Y is proper over B so is p. Hence Pr: R — p(R) is proper,

surjective and generically finite. By the second part of () of Proposition we
get

B = Doy

i.e. p(R) € Cor((X, D), (Z, F)). O

Corollary 2.8. The composition defined in Z71)) is associative in the obvious
sense. Furthermore, if X is a B-scheme and D is an effective Cartier divisor on
X such that X \ |D| is smooth and equidimensional over k, then the graph of the
diagonal Ax C X xp X naturally defines an element in Corg((X, D), (X, D)). If
X s proper over B, then

Corp((X, D), (Y, E)) =%% Corp((X, D), (Y, E))
is the identity, where Y is a B-scheme and E is an effective Cartier divisor E on
Y such that Y \ |E| is smooth and equidimensional over k. If Y is proper over B,
then similarly oAy is the identity.

Proof. This follows immediately from the corresponding properties of the compo-
sition for the usual finite correspondences between smooth k-schemes. (|

Remark 2.9. Let f : X — Y be an alteration between integral B-schemes and
assume that there is an effective Cartier divisor E on Y such that U := X \ |f*F|
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and V :=Y \ E are smooth and f restricts to a finite map fjiy : U — V. Denote
by I' C U x V the graph of f;; and by I'" ¢ V x U its transpose. Then we have

I'e Corg((X,D),(Y,E)), forall D> f*FE
and
T € Corg((Y,E'), (X, f*E)), forall E' = E.
If we take B/ = E and D = f*E we get

‘Tol'=d-Ax in Corg((X, f*E), (X, f*E)),
where d is the generic degree of f. If f is birational, i.e. d =1 we furthermore get
I'o'T'=Ay in Corg((Y,E), (Y, E)).

This all follows immediately from the definitions and the corresponding properties
for the usual finite correspondences.

Definition 2.10. Let B be a k-scheme. We define SmyCor to be the category
with objects the pairs (X — B, D), where X — B is a proper k-morphism, D is
an effective Cartier divisor on X and X \ |D| is smooth and equidimensional over
k; the morphisms are by definition

Homgmy cor(X = B, D), (Y = B, E)) := Corg((X, D), (Y, E)).

It follows from Proposition 2.7 and Corollary that this defines a category. We
set Sm*Cor := Smg,,.,Cor.

For (X — B,D),(Y — B,E) € Sm;Cor with X \ |[D| and Y \ |E| smooth and
equidimensional over B we set

(X,D) xp (Y,E) = (X xgY,pxD +py E),

where px : X xpY — X and py : X xpY — Y are the projections. It is clear
that with this definition the full subcategory of SmpCor consisting of those pairs
(X — B, D) with X \ D smooth and equidimensional over B has the structure of a
symmetric monoidal category with the unit element given by (B,0). In particular,
Sm*Cor has the structure of a symmetric monoidal category.

2.11. Recall from [Lev09, 1.1] that Cube is the category with objects given by the
sets n:={0,1}", n=0,1,2,..., and the morphisms are generated by:

(1) Inclusions My ie:n > n+1, (€1,...,€6y) = (€1, ., 61,66, ...,€n), N >
0,i€[0,n+1], e {0,1}.

(2) Projections pn;:m —n—1, (€1,...,€n) > (€1, -, €i—1,€it15---,€n), N >
1,4 € [1,n]

(3) Permutation of factors n — n, (e1,...,€,) = (€5(1),--+1€x(n)), for o a

permutation of {1,2,...,n}, n > 1.

(4) Involutions 7, ; : n — n switching 0 and 1 in the é-th spot, n > 1, € [1,n].
The product of sets induces on Cube the structure of a symmetric monoidal cate-
gory. The category ECube is by definition (see [Lev09, 1.5]) the smallest symmetric
monoidal subcategory of the category of sets which has the same objects as Cube
and contains all morphisms in Cube and

1, if (61,62):(1,1),

p:2—=1 (e1,e2) —
0, else.
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We set O := P\ {1} := P; \ {1} and O" := (O')*™ = (P! \ {1})". In the
following we fix coordinates (P \ {c0})™ = Speck[y1, - .., yn). In Sm*Cor we define
n —=1

O =P, {1}), O :=@)".

Denote by O(1y,i,¢) : O™ < O™ the inclusion given by y; = = € {0,00}, for € €
{0,1}. Denote by O(py, ;) : 0" — 0"~ ! the projection omitting the i-th factor and
by O(o) : O™ — 0" the permutation of the factors given by [I(0)* (1:) = Yo—1(3s)-
Finally denote by O(7,,;) : 0" — O the morphism which is the identity on all
factors except the i-th factor, where it is induced by the unique isomorphism of P!
which fixes 1 and switches 0 and oco. It is straightforward to check that the graphs

of these maps define elements

O(nie) € Cor@, T, O(pns) € Cor(@", T

O(0) € Cor(@",T"), DO(rns) € Cor(@",T")
and that we obtain in this way a strict monoidal functor, in particular a co-cubical
object,

1

)’

0: Cube — Sm*Cor, n—10 .
Finally using the k-isomorphism P!\ {1} = A', which sends 0 to 0 and co to 1 we
define O(y) as the composition
D('u) : D2 o~ A2 multiplication Al o |:|1,
Let O(p) C (P')2 x P! be the closure of the graph of O(u). If we write (P*\ {o0})? x
(P \ {oc}) = Spec k[y1, y2, 2], then
O() NP1\ {o0})? x (P\ {o0}) = Spec kly1, y2, 21/ ((z = D)yaya — (41— 1) (32 — 1)2).

Hence if we denote by p; : O(u) — P', i = 1,2,3 the three projections we obtain
the following inequality of Cartier divisors on the smooth scheme [CI(y)

pi({1}h) +p3({1}) =
({13 x PYx {13) + ({1} > {0} x ') + (P > {1} > {1}) + ({0} x {1} x P')

> ({1} x PUx {1}) + (P! x {1} x {1}) = p5({1}).

Thus
H(u) € Cor(@,T).

It follows that the functor [J extends to a strict monoidal functor

(2.11.1) 0 : ECube — Sm*Cor.

2.12. Let S be a smooth equidimensional k-scheme. We set

Og:=0"x8:=(PH" x 5,{1} x 9).

This is an object in Sm§Cor, where the structure map (P)" x S — S is given by
the projection. If we take the cartesian product of the correspondences [J(7y,.;.¢),
O(pn.i), O(0), O(1y), O(x) in I with the diagonal Ag C S x S we obtain
correspondences

_ —n —n—+1 — —n —n—1

Us (Mn,i,e) € Cors(Ug,Ug ), Us(pn,i) € Cors(Ug,Ug ),

= =n =n = =n =n = =2 =1
Us(o) € Cors(Ug,Ug),  Us(mn,:) € Corg(Ug,Ug), Us(u) € Corg(Ug,Ug).
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This clearly induces a functor

Og : ECube — SmCor.

3. RELATIVE SUSLIN HOMOLOGY WITH MODULUS
The following definition is a modulus version of relative Suslin homology defined
in [SV00L §3].

Definition 3.1. Let S be a smooth equidimensional k-scheme and (X/S,D) €
SmgCor. For n > 0 set

Cn(X/S, D) := Corg(Tg, (X, D)).
By 212l we obtain an extended cubical object in the sense of [Lev(9, 1.5]
ECube®” — (abelian groups), n— C,(X/S,D).
We set

Cn(X/S, D)des .= Zlm Os(pn.i)o : Cn_1(X/S, D) = C,(X/S, D)),

Cn(X/S,D) := Cn(X/S,D)/Cp(X/S, D)t
and
Onie = ES(anl,z‘,e)o :Ch(X/S,D) — C,,—1(X/S, D).
We denote by (Ce(X/S, D),d) the complex with differential given by

dn =Y (=1)"(Onic0 — On.i0) : Cu(X/S, D) = Cp_1(X/8S, D).
i=1
Finally for ¢« € Z we denote by
H?(X/S,D) := Hi(Cy(X/S,D),d),
the i-th Suslin homology of (X /S, D). If S = Spec k we simply write
H?(X,D) := H?(X/Speck, D).

Remark 3.2. Notice that by definition an integral correspondence Z € C,(X/S, D)
can be identified with an integral closed subscheme Z C (P! \ {1})" x (X \ |D|)
such that the map Z — (P \ {1})" x S induced by X — S is finite and surjective
and if Z C (P!)" x X denotes the closure of Z then

(3.2.1) D < Z(Pl)ifl x {1} x (PY)" ).

Also notice that because of this last condition Z is actually closed in (P*\ {1})" x X

Furthermore by definition (or convention) the group Co(X/S, D) is equal to the
closed integral subschemes Z C X which are finite and surjective over a connected
component of S and are contained in X \ | D).

Lemma 3.3 (Levine). Let S be a smooth k-scheme and (X/S, D) € SmgCor. For
n >0 set

Cn(X/S,D) m Ker(dy.i0) ﬁ Ker(0h,i,00)-
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Then the differential d,, : Cp(X/S, D) — C,_1(X/S, D) restricts to
Oni0: NCo(X/S,D) = NC,_1(X/S, D)
and the natural inclusion of complexes
(NCo(X/S, D), s1.0) = (Ce(X/S, D), d)
is a homotopy equivalence. In particular
H?(X/S,D) = H;(NC.(X/S, D)).

Proof. This follows from the fact that n — C,(X/S, D) is an extended cubical
object and [Lev09, Lem 1.6]. O

3.4. We give some further properties of the groups H(X/S, D).

(1) SmgCor — D~ (abelian groups), (X/S,D) — Co(X/S, D) is a covari-
ant functor. In particular, SmgCor — (abelian groups), (X/S,D) —
H?(X/S, D) is a covariant functor for all i.

(2) Let CH"(X|D,n) be the higher Chow groups with modulus from [BS|] which
are the n-th homology groups of the cycle complex z"(X|D,e) defined in
BS, Def 2.5]. If d = dim X, then there is a natural map Ce(X,D) —
24(X|D, e) inducing maps

(3.4.1) H?(X,D)— CHYX|D,1),
cf. [SVQ0, Conj 1.2].

(3) For i = 0, the map H{ (X, D) &40, CHY(X|D) = CHy(X|D) is an iso-
morphism. Indeed, this follows directly from the definition and the fact that
a 1-dimensional closed subscheme in (X \ |D|) x 0!, which intersects the
faces of (1! properly, has either trivial boundary or is finite and surjective
over (J!. (Here we use that X is proper over k.)

(4) For (X/S,D) € SmgCor and D’ an effective Cartier divisor on X with
|D’| = |D| and D" > D the identity on X induces a map (X/S,D’) —
(X/S,D) in SmgCor. Now let U be an S-scheme which is smooth and
equidimensional over k. Using Nagata compactification we find a pair
(X/S,D) € SmgCor with an S-isomorphism U = X \ |D|. By the comment
above we obtain a projective system (H: (X/S,m - D))men. We set

HZ,(U/S) :=lim HY(X/S,m - D).

Notice that this definition is independent of the choice (X/S, D). Indeed as
usual this follows from the two observations: 1. Any two choices of (X/S, D)
and (X'/S, D’) can be dominated by a third object (X" /S, D") € SmgCor
with X"\ |D"| 2 U. 2. If (X'/S,D’) — (X/S, D) is a morphism in SmgCor
inducing an S-isomorphism on X'\ |D’| = X \ |D|, then it also induces an
isomorphism

lim H7(X'/S,m - D') = lim H7 (X/S,m - D).

The latter fact follows directly from Remark 2.9 (the case of a birational
map).
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(5) Assume k is a finite field of characteristic # 2 and U a smooth and integral
k-scheme. Then using B above and [BS, Thm 3.3] the Theorem of Kerz
and Saito [KS14, Thm III] can be reformulated as an isomorphism

HEy(U) = W (U),

where W2P(U) C m4P(U) is the abelianized Weil group of U.

(6) Let (X/S, D) € SmgCor and put U = X \|D|. The relative Suslin homology
H?(U/S) is defined in [SV96, §3] as the homology group of a simplicial
complex C5(U/S). As usual it can be rewritten as a homology group of
a cubical complex. Namely, by forgetting modulus in the construction of
Ce(X/S, D), one gets a complex Co(U/S) which is quasi-isomorphic to
CJ(U/S). Then C4(X/S, D) is a subcomplex of C,s(U/S), hence there is a
canonical homomorphism H? (X/S, D) — HZ(U/S). Tt is not clear if this
is bijective when D is reduced (compare [KSYbl Remark 3.5]).

4. THE MAIN THEOREM
We state the main result of this note in Theorem [.4] below.

4.1. We recall some notations from [SV96] and [KSYDb]. For X an integral k-scheme
and D an effective Cartier divisor on X we denote

O;le = Ker(0% — Of).

We set Pic(X, D) := H'(X, O)X(‘D). Recall that this group can be identified with

the group of isomorphism classes of pairs (£, «), where £ is a line bundle on X
and « is an isomorphism £p — Op. We denote by Pic(X, D) C Pic(X, D) the
subgroup of isomorphism classes of pairs (£, a), for which there exists an open
subset V' C X with |D| C V and such that « is the restriction of an isomorphism
Ly = Oy. If D has an open affine neighborhood, then Pic(X, D) = Pic(X, D), see
[SV96, 2.]. Further, we set

G(X,D):= () Ker(0O%, = O} ,).
z€|D|

We denote by X the set points # € X whose closure Z C X has codimension
one. Notice that if X is normal and we write D = Zl n;D;, where the D; are the
irreducible components of D, and if we denote by v, : k(X)* — Z the normalized
discrete valuation defined by a 1-codimensional point # € X, then

G(X,D) =
{f e k(X)) |va(f) = 0,2 € XN with ZND # 0, and v, (f—1) > n,, if T = D;}.

Indeed, since X is normal the condition v, (f) = 0, for all z € X1 with ZN D # 0,
implies that f is regular on a neighborhood containing D (e.g. the complement
of the pole divisor of f). Further since D is a Cartier divisor it has no embedded
components; hence if a function is regular in a neighborhood of D and its image in
Op is equal to 1 in all generic points of D, then it is equal to 1 on all of D. Finally
we denote by

Div(X, D)
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the group of Cartier divisors on X with support in X \ |D|. By [KSYDb| Lem 3.2]
there is an exact sequence

(4.1.1) 0— H(X, O%p) = G(X, D) A, Div(X, D) — Pic(X, D) — 0.

4.2. For the rest of this note, we fix a smooth connected k-scheme S and (C/S, D) €
SmgCor such that:
(1) C is integral and normal.
(2) C — S is proper and the generic relative dimension is equal to 1, i.e.
trdeg(k(C)/k(S)) = 1.
(3) U =C\ D is smooth over k and U — S is affine.
(4) There is an open affine subscheme of C which contains all the generic points
of D.

Lemma 4.3. Under the above assumptions, we have Cy(C/S, D) = Div(C, D).

Proof. First recall that Cy(C/S, D) is the free abelian group generated by integral
closed subschemes Z C U which are finite and surjective over S. Since U is smooth
and U — S has generic relative dimension 1, Z has to be a Cartier divisor on U
which is actually closed in C. Therefore Cy(C/S, D) is a subgroup of Div(C, D).
On the other hand if Z C C is a prime Cartier divisor whose support is contained
in U, then by the assumptions in it has to be affine and proper over S and
hence finite. Therefore its image is a reduced closed subscheme Zy; C S. If Zj is
strictly contained in S, then the dimension formula yields trdeg(k(Z)/k(Zp)) > 1.
But since Z is finite over S this is impossible. Therefore Z is surjective over S and
hence an element in Cy(C/S, D). O

The following theorem is a modulus version of [SV96, Thm. 3.1] (see also [Lic93]).

Theorem 4.4. Let (C — S, D) be as in[{.3 Then

C.(C/S,D) 2 [G(C,D) A, Div(C,D)] in D~ (abelian groups),

where the complex on the right sits in homological degree 1 and 0. In particular, by
ETT) we have

Pic(C, D), ifi =0,

H7(C/S,D)={ H(C.Of ), ifi=1,

0, ifi>2.
Remark 4.5. If D is contained in an affine open neighborhood, then H®(X, O)XqD)
vanishes (see [SV96l, Proof of Thm 3.1]) and P?i/c(C,D) = Pic(C, D). This shows
Theorem [I.1]

The proof of Theorem [£.4] will occupy the rest of this note. We start with some
preliminary observations.

5. AN AUXILIARY CONSTRUCTION

5.1. We fix the following notation for this section: Let A be a semilocal Dedekind
domain (thus a PID) with field of fractions K = Frac(A4). We denote by my, ..., m,
the maximal ideals of A and by vy, ..., v, : K* — Z the corresponding normalized
discrete valuations. We fix an element s € my - - - m, and a set of normalized discrete
valuations ¥V on K, which does not contain vy, ..., v,.
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Given a discrete valuation v on K there exists a canonical extension of v to the

field of rational functions K(t1,...,t,), which we denote again by v, such that for
all0# f=>a; . ity -tin € K[t1,...,t,] we have
(5.1.1) o(f) = min{v(as,,.. i), all i1,...,4n},

see e.g. [BouT2, VI, §10.1, Prop 2].

Definition 5.2. For n > 1 we define Q,(A,V,s) := @, to be the set of all poly-
nomials
N N,

(5.2.1) F= 0 iy, it et € Aty 1)

such that

(1) ag, 4, € =N LA all iy, ... iy

(2) a’Nl ..... N, S AX.

(3) v(f/an,,..n,) =0, for all v e V.

(4) For all j € [1,n] we have f(t1,...,tj-1,0,tj41,...,t,) # 0.
Notice that A* C Q.

Definition 5.3. Let f € Aft1,...,ty] be a polynomial as in (521). Then we say
that f has a leading coefficient if an, . n, # 0, in which case we call ay;,
leading coefficient of f.

.......... n

Definition 5.4. Let f € Aft1,...,t,] be a polynomial and assume it satisfies the
conditions ([I),([) and @) of Definition Then we denote by p(f) the unique
polynomial which satisfies

(1) p(f) € Qn.

(2) f=t"" -t - p(f), for non-negative integers my, ..., my.

Lemma 5.5. Assume n > 2. For j € [1,n] denote by AY) the localization of A[t,]
with respect to Ul_, (m; - A[t;]). Ifv is a valuation on K denote by v\ its canonical
extension to K (t;) and set VU) := {0\ |v € V}. Denote by

bt Alty, .t = AUt )]

the natural inclusion, where the hat () means omission. In particular, AU
is a semilocal Dedekind domain with maximal ideals mz(-j) = mAY) and s €
mgj)~-~m£j). We denote by (I]])(j), (IZI)(j) the properties @), @) from Definition
with A,V replaced by AY) V). Then, for f € Alty,...,t,] we have

f satisfies @) and @) < ;(f) satisfies (III)(j) and (IZI)(J‘)7 for all j € [1,n].
Proof. For j € [1,n] write

—

—

N1 N; Ny, () ~
J i1 25 i
IED DR DR DU L/

i1=0  i;=0  i,=0

where

0 i = D Gininly € Altg] €AY,

.....
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We write (III)(j)(Lj(f)) for ’v;(f) satisfies (III)(j)’ etc. Then,
@ (5(f)

<:>vgj)(al(_f?ma _____ ,) 2 (max (N —ic)) W (s), alle€[1,7],i1,...,05...in
o)
Nj ~
< min(ve(ai, ... i,)) > (max (Ne —i.)) - ve(s), alle€ [1,7], i1,...,%5,...0n.
i;=0 CEC[;}"]
Hence

Furthermore,
@Y () = oD@ — )=0, allee L]
Lyeens Gyees n
Nj
— miré(ve(aNl7,,,,ij),,,7Nn)) =0, allee]l,r]
ij=
(ﬂ) velan,,...N,) =0, allee[l,r]
= @)
Hence the lemma. (|

Lemma 5.6. Let f € A[t1,...,t,] be a polynomial. Then f satisfies properties ()
and @) of Definition[2 if and only if f satisfies the following two properties:

(1) There exist N € Z>o and g1,...,gn, h € Alt1,...,t,] such that
f'h:(tl"'tn)N+S'(tl"'tn)N71'gl+"'+SN'gN-

(2) f(tl,...,fj_l,OO,tj+1,...,7fn) € miA[tl,...,t;,...,tn], for all j S [1,7’L]
andi € [1,7]. (Here f(t1,...,tj-1,00,%j41,...,tn) denotes the leading term
of f viewed as a polynomial in t;.)

Proof. Assume f satisfies the conditions () and (2) from the statement. We have
to show that f has the properties (Il) and (2) of Definition We prove this by
induction over n. First assume n = 1 and write ¢ = ¢;. In this case clearly (@) of
the statement implies (2)) of Definition Set g(t) .=tV +s-tN"1.gi(t) +-- -+
sN - gn(t) € Aft]. Let b be a root of f in some finite extension L of K. By () we
have g(b) = 0 and hence the element b lies in the integral closure B of A in L. By
the Krull-Akizuki theorem B is still a semi-local Dedekind domain. Using that B
is factorial and the special shape of g it is direct to check that s|b. Taking L large
enough we can assume that all roots of f lie in B. Hence f = u[[,(t — sb;), with
u € A* and b; € B. This implies f satisfies ([Il) of Definition Now if n > 2 we
observe that for all j € [1,n] the polynomials ¢;(f) € AD[ty,...,T;,...,t,] satisfy
the analogs of (I),([2]) of the statement, where we use the notation from Lemma [5.5
(Notice that ¢tV is a unit in A9).) Hence by induction ¢;(f) satisfies oY, @Y
of Definition 5.2 for all j € [1,n]. We conclude with Lemma

Conversely, if f has the properties (Il) and (2) of Definition .21 Then it clearly
satisfies (2 of the statement. We show that it also satisfies (). To this end let f
be as in (L2T). Set M := max{Ny,...,N,}. Then by condition () of Definition
B2 for all tuples (é1,...,9n) # (N1, ..., Ny) there exist an ¢ € [0, M — 1] such that



14 KAY RULLING AND TAKAO YAMAZAKI

max?ZO(Nj — ij) =M — i and Qiy,.iyg = S 7ib1‘1 ,,,,, in € A with bil _____ in € A. We

get
M

(5.6.1) f-(ay w i Mt TNy = ()M Y M ) gy
=1

where

gM—i = Z bil,...,int¥7i7N1+il . tiyfianﬂLin c A[tl, o 7tn]
(i1,---s in)
max’ l(lefij)fol
Thus f satisfies (). O

Lemma 5.7. Let f,g € A[t1,...,t,] be polynomials. Then
f'geQn<:>fageQn-

Proof. This <=’ direction is easy. We prove the other direction. Clearly f and g
satisfy condition (@) of Definition By Lemma f g € Q, implies that f-g
satisfies the conditions ([),([2) of Lemma [5.6 and then also each of f and g satisfies
these conditions. Hence f and g satisfy (), () of Definition Furthermore if
a, b are the leading coeflicients of f, g, then ab is the leading coefficient of fg and
we have by assumption 0 = v(fg/ab) = v(f/a) + v(g/b), for all v € V. Since f/a,
g/b have leading coefficient equal to 1 we have v(f/a) < 0 and v(g/b) < 0, by the

O

formula in (BI.T). Hence v(f/a) = v(g/b) = 0. Thus f,g € Qn.

Corollary 5.8. Q,,/A* is the free abelian monoid generated on polynomials f € Qp,
which are irreducible and are normalized such that the leading coefficient is 1.

Proof. This follows from Lemma [5.7 and the fact that Afty,...,t,] is factorial. O

6. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

6.1. Let (C/S,D) be as in Let Dieq = U; D; be the decomposition into irre-
ducible components. We denote by A the semilocalization of O¢ at the generic
points of D. (By assumption (4) there is an open affine subscheme Spec B C C
containing all the generic points of D, then A is the localization of B at the union
of the prime ideals corresponding to these points.) In particular, A is a semilocal
Dedekind domain. Let s € A be an equation for D, i.e.

D\SpccA = Spec A/(S)
Set U :=C\ |D| and
V= {v, |z € UVwith ZN|D| # 0},

where we denote by v, : k(C)* — Z the normalized discrete valuation corresponding
to z. We have two maps

(6.1.1) Ux O L ¢ x (P < Spec A x A",

where j is the natural open immersion and « is the product of the natural map
Spec A — C and the composition

(6.1.2)  A™ = Speckl[ty, ..., ta] = Speck[y1,...,yn] = (P'\ {cc})™ — (PH™,
where the first map is induced by y; — 1 —¢;.
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Let Z C UxO" be an integral closed subscheme which is finite and surjective over
Sx[0" and denote by Z C C x (P*)" its closure. In particular codim(Z,C x (P*)") =
1. Denote by Zy C C the image of Z. Since Z, surjects onto S the dimension formula
yields

1 = trdeg(k(Zo)/k(S)) + codim(Zy,C).
Therefore we arrive in one of the following two cases:
(1) codim(Zp,C) = 1 and hence Z = Z x (P!)".

(2) Zp=C.
In the second case the scheme-theoretic inverse image a~1(Z) is an integral closed
subscheme of codimension one in Spec A x A™. Since A[ty,...,t,] is factorial there
is an irreducible polynomial p(Z) € A[t1,...,t,] such that
(6.1.3) o H(Z) = div(p(2)).

Notice that p(Z) is only well-defined up to multiplication with an element from A*.

Lemma 6.2. Let Z C U x 0" be as above. If Z € C,(C/S, D), then one of the
following two conditions is satisfied (with the notations from above):
(1) codim(Zy,C) =1 and Zy € Co(C/S, D) (i.e. Zy is finite and surjective over
S and contained in U ).
(2) Zo=C and p(Z) € Qn(A,V,s), with A, V and s as chosen above.

Proof. In case codim(Zp,C) = 1 we have Z = Zy x (P')". Hence B.ZI]) implies
ZoND =10, ie. ZyCU. Now assume that Zo = C. We have to check that

f=p2)

satisfies (I)-(@) of Definition 5.2l In fact () is clear since we start with Z C U x O".
For (@) of Lemma we have to show that Z does not contain a closed subset of
the form D; x (P1)7~! x {oco} x (P1)"~7, for some 4,j. But this is excluded by
the modulus condition ([B21)). Pulling back the modulus condition along « from

(EII) we obtain
(621) Da71(7) < V(tl et tn)afl(i)'

By definition of f in (6I1.3]) this means that the element

is integral over Alty,...,t,]/(f). This directly translates into () of Lemma
Hence f satisfies the conditions (@) and (@) of Definition (5.2)). Finally, if z € UM
with ZN D # () we want to show that v, (f/a) = 0, where a is the leading coefficient
of f. We may assume a = 1 and hence we have to show v, (f) = 0. Take y € TN|D|
and set B := O¢, and V := Spec B. Denote by ¢,(f) C k(C) the B-submodule
given by

¢, (f) = {c € k(C)|c- f € Bltu,... t]}.

Then Z Xex @ty (V' x A") is the closed subscheme of Spec Blty,...,t,] given by
the ideal ¢, (f) - f - B[t1,...,ts]. Since the leading coefficient of f is equal to 1,
we have ¢,(f) C B. The modulus condition [B.2.I]) tells us in particular that
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ZN(|D| x O") = 0. Hence Z xcx @y ({y} x (A'\ {0})™) = 0. If m C B denotes
the maximal ideal this means that

() FBIEE, 2 Bl ]
m-BIEEL, .5 m-BlEL... &

i.e. there exists an element b € ¢, (f) C B and My,..., M, € Z such that
(6.2.2) b-fe My B mBR, .t

Now write f as in (521 (with an, ... n, = 1). We claim that M; = N, for all i.
Indeed, [©22) yields that b- an,,... m, € B*. If D; is an irreducible component
of D passing through y and with generic point n;, then we have a natural map
B — Oc,y, and hence b - anr,.... m, € OX . In particular ayy,

by (@) of Definition [5.2] is only pos31ble 1f M; = N;. Since an,,..n, = 1 [622)
yields that b € B* and hence ¢,(f) = B. If 7 € O¢ , is a local parameter then we
obtain

7 Ocp ={c€k(C)|c- f € Ocalt,. .. ta]} = ¢y(f) - Oc.a = Oc.a
i.e. vy (f) =0. This proves the lemma. O
Proposition 6.3. Denote by C,,(C/S, D)°% the free submonoid of C,,(C/S, D) gen-

erated by prime correspondences. Then with the notation from [6.1] above there is
an isomorphism of monoids for all n > 1

(6.3.1) Cn(C/S, D)™ = C4(C/S, D)*T @ (Qn(A,V,5)/A%),

which is given by

.....

Z ifZ = 7 PH»
Z C U x O"(integral) — { 7’ i o x (P
p(Z) mod A*, else.

Proof. The map is well-defined by Lemma It is clearly injective and surjects
onto the generators of the first factor. Let f € Q.(A,V,s) be a non-constant
irreducible polynomial. Then with the notation from it defines a point (f) €
Spec A x A™ and we denote by Z the closure of a((f)) in C x (P!)" and set Z :=
7~ YZ). We claim

(6.3.2) Z € Cn(C/S, D).

Then clearly p(Z) = f mod A* and the surjectivity follows from Corollary 5.8 We
prove ([63.2). Since f satisfies (@] of Definition 5.2, we see that Z is not empty and
is henceforth an integral closed subscheme of codimension 1 inside U x (". Since f
is non-constant Z surjects onto C. Further the property (2)) of Definition [5.2implies
that Z does not contain closed subschemes of the form D; x (P1)7=1 x {oo} x (P})"~7,
for any i, j. Hence there is no irreducible component of ZN (D x (P!)") which maps
to oo € P! under any of the n projections. Thus it suffices to check the modulus
condition (2] after pulling Z back along the composition

¢ x A" LXEID ol (o)) <5 € x (PY)"

To this end write f as in (0.2.0); we may assume ap, ... n, = 1. Property @) of
Deﬁnitionthen implies that there exists an open subset V' C C with D C V such
,,,,, € O¢(V). (Here we use that C is normal.) Set M := max{Ny,..., N, }
and denote by n; € D the generic points. Then by (Il) of Definition [5.2] the a;, ..,

map to zero in O(ar_4).p,y, for all j and all tuples (i1, . .., i,) with max}_; (N; —zj) =
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M — i, for some i € [0, M — 1]. Since D has no embedded components, this implies
that a;, i, € H(V,0c(—(M — i) - D)), for these tuples (i1,...,i,). Therefore,
if V/' C V is an open affine subset on which D is given by an equation ¢ one
gets a similar equation as in (B.6.]) and concludes that ¢y ---t,/c is integral over
O(VN[t1, -+ ,tn]/(f). This directly translates into the modulus condition (2T
over V'. Since V' C V was arbitrary the modulus condition holds in general. In
particular Z is closed in C x 0™ and hence is proper over S x 0". Since U — §
is affine so is Z — S x " and therefore Z is finite over S x 0". Then Z is also
surjective onto S x (0" for dimension reasons and hence Z € C,,(C/S, D). O

6.4. Let f € Qny1 be a non-constant irreducible polynomial and write f as in
(EZT). Then for j € [1,n + 1] and € € {0, 00} we define the correspondence

Zj.e(f) € Co(C/S, D)"

as follows: For a prime correspondence Z € Cy(C/S, D) denote by vz : k(C)* — Z

the corresponding normalized discrete valuation; it extends canonically to valua-
tions on k(C x 0") and on k(C x O"*1), see BTl Then

Zie(f) = Y. (~vz(f)+bie(f)z) - Z,
ZeCo(C/S,D)
with
bje(f)z =vz(f(tr,. . tj, e+ Lty ... tn)).

(By convention we put co + 1 = co. We also use the notation from Lemma [.6l)
Notice that bj(f)z > min{vz(ai,....i,,,)} and hence —vz(f) + b;(f)z > 0, for
all Z. Also for u € A* we have Z; (f) = Zj(uf). If f =11, fi € Qny1 with
fi irreducible then we set Z;(f) = >, Z;(fi). By Corollary .8 this yields a

morphism of monoids
Zj1€ : Qn+1/AX — C()(C/S, D)CH.

Denote by (Qn+1/A™)8P the group generated by the monoid @,+1/A4*. Then we
obtain a group homomorphism

Zje: (@nar /A )P = Co(C/S, D), flg— Zjc(f) = Zjelg)-

Lemma 6.5. The following diagram commutes for allm > 1, j € [1,n] and € €
{0, 00}

Cni1(C/S, D) ‘ C,(C/S,D)
ml: :lm
Co(C/S, D) & (Qn+1/A*)EP Co(C/S, D) & (Qn/AX)2P,

where the lower map is given by

oo tn teo b et tn
(Z, ft,- s trn) H)) — <Z+Zj,e(f/9),p(f(l R aLL ))>,
g(tlu"'7tn+1) p(g(tlu'"7tj—171+67tj7"'7tn))
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with Z; (f) as defined in and p(f) as in Definition [ In particular the

following diagram commutes:

¢1(c/8, D) P O Co(C/S, D)
Co(C/$, D) & (Qu/axyww LI 2I 2D e/, D).

Proof. Let Z € Cy,+1(C/S, D) be a prime correspondence. If Z = Zy x 0"+ with
Zy € Co(C/S, D) a prime correspondence, then 87(Z) = Zy x O". Therefore Z
97(Z) translates under (6.3.0) into (Zo,0) — (Zp,0). Now assume Z dominates
C and set f := p(Z) with the notation from (@I3) (this is well defined up to
multiplication with an element from A*). Denote by Z’ C U x (P \ {0})" the
image of Z under the isomorphism

(6.5.1) U x (P'\ {1 = U x (P*\ {0},

which is induced by the unique isomorphism of Op-algebras Oyt ..., thy1] —
Oulyts- - Ynt1] given by t; — 1 —y,. We have to compute B{JFE(Z’). We restrict
to the case € = 0 and j = n + 1, the other cases are similar. Set B = H°(U, O¢)
and K = Frac(B) = Frac(A). Then by definition of f the ideal of Z’ in U x (P! \
{0,00})"*! is given by

1

]JZ{Cf|C€KWith CfEB[tl,...,tn_:,_l]}'B[tl,...,tn+1,7.
tl"'thrl

Let x be the generic point of a prime correspondence in C,,(C/S, D) and denote by
' € U x (P'\ {0})" its image under the isomorphism (G.5.0]). Denote by R the
localization of Blty, ..., tn+1] with respect to the prime ideal defined by z’ x {1} and
by vy : Frac(R/(tn+1—1))* — Z the valuation defined by z’. Then the multiplicity
with which the correspondence ’ occurs in 97! (Z) is equal to vy (pPR/(tns1 —1)).
(Notice that pR/(tn+1 — 1) is a principal ideal so that the latter expression makes
sense.) Now if #’ dominates C we have K C R so that pR = (f) and

Vg’ (pR/(thrl - 1)) = Vg’ (f(tlv syt 1)) = Uy (p(f(tla ot 1)))

Otherwise there is a point 29 € U") which dominates S and such that 2’ is the
generic point of xg x (P \ {0,00})". In this case v, extends the valuation v,
defined by zo and if m € Oy 4, is a local parameter we have

pR=(x =D f).
Hence v/ (pR/(tn41 — 1)) = =0/ (f) + bng1,0(f)57- This proves the lemma. O

Lemma 6.6. Let f € Q1 be non-constant. Then f(1)/f(c0) € G(C,D) (see[{.]]
for the notation) and Z1 o(f) — Z1,00(f) = div(f(1)/f(0)).

Proof. The first part is immediate from Definition The second part follows
from the exact sequence (1)), Lemma[L3] and the definition of Z; ((f) in[64 O
Definition 6.7. For n > 1 we define NQ,(A,V,s) := NQ, to be the set of all
elements in Frac(Al[t1,...,t,])* /A such that:

(1) it has a representation f/g with f,g € @, satisfying @])-() below.
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(2)

p(f(tl,...,tjfl,l,thrl,...,tn)) % 3
; = € A*, forall j € [2,n].
ﬂ],o(f/g) p(g(th'--,tj—lqlgtj-i-l,--wtn) J [ ]

(3)
p(f(tl,...,tj_l,OO,tj+1,...,tn)) % .
Bj,c0 = e A*, forall j €[1,n].
! (f/g) p(g(tlv"'atjflvoovtj+17"'atn)) J [ ]
(4)

ﬂj,e(f/g)/ﬂj/,e/(f/g) € HO(Ca OCXID>’

where (j,¢€), (j',€) € ([1,n] x {o0}) U([2,n] x {0}) and we use the notation
from 11

Notice that N@Q,, is a group. We obtain a homological complex

NQu: oo NQu 25 NQuy 275 5 NQu 25 NQo = Co(C/S, D) — 0,

where

(F(Lt1, . tn_1))
5, (M) _ W’ ifn 22
gltr,. . tn) div({g %), it n =1,

Corollary 6.8. The isomorphism from Proposition [6.3 induces an isomorphism
NC.(C/S,D) = NQ.,

where NCo(C/S, D) is the normalized chain complex from LemmalZ 3 In particu-
lar, by the latter lemma N Qo is homotopy equivalent to Co(C/S, D).

Proof. Consider the homological complex Cy(C/S, D)®(Qs/A* )8 with differentials
as described in Lemma It suffices to show that the normalized complex of
Co(C/S,D) ® (Qe/A*)8P (in the sense of Lemma [B3)) is equal to NQ,. To this
end, we take («, f/g) € Co(C/S,D) ® (Q,/A*)8. We can assume that f and g
have leading coefficient equal to 1. Assume that d?(«, f/g) = 0 for all (j,¢) €
(1,n] x {o0}) U([2,n] x {0}). By Lemma [6.5] this is equivalent to 5;(f/g) € A*
and o = —Z; (f/g) for all (j,¢) € ([1,n] x {o0}) U ([2,n] x {0}). Finally notice
that under the above conditions

Zje(f]9) = Zj e (f9)
is by the definition of Z; . in [6.4] equivalent to

div(B.e(f/9)) = div(Bj .« (f/9)) onC.

Hence 3;,¢(f/9)/Bj .« (f/g) is a global unit of C. Furthermore since f and g have
leading coefficient equal to 1 condition () of Definition 52 says that f and g map
to 1 in the residue fields of the generic points of D. Since D is a Cartier divisor,
it has no embedded components and therefore f = g = 1 on all of D. This gives
Bie(f/9)/ By (f/g) € H(C,O¢ p)-

We define 0y : NQo — Co(C/S, D) to be the identity map and for n > 1,

On : NQn — Co(C/S, D) & (Qn /A%, flg= (=Z150(f/9): f/9)-
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We claim that the diagram

(6.8.1) NQ, —2= Co(C/S, D) & (Qn /A% )2

% laa

Nanl ﬁ CO(C/Sa D) S3) (anl/AX)gp

commutes for all n > 1. It is then clear that 6 induces an isomorphism from NQ,
to the normalized complex of Co(C/S, D) ® (Qs/A* )P, which proves the corollary.
For n = 1 the commutativity of ([E8.1]) follows directly from the definition of 41,
Lemma and Lemma For n > 2 the commutativity amounts to show

(682) - Zlﬁoo(f/g) + Zlﬁo(f/g) = _Zlﬁoo(f(lvtla s at’n«*l)/g(la tlv s 7tn*1))'
To this end, let Z € Cy(C/S, D) be a prime correspondence. With the notation
from [6.4] we compute

(=02 (f/9) + broe(F/9) 2 vz(f/g) +b1,0(f/9)z)
I )+vz< )
oo (M) o (Mt

-1)

_ (b <f(1 1t 1)) ( (L,t1, ... tn >)
= b1.oo —vg
(1t1,... nl) A (1 t1,...,t _)
where for the second equality we used that f/g has the properties [B) and ) of
Definition [67] This gives (6:82) and finishes the proof. O

Lemma 6.9. Assume n > 2 and take f,g € Qn with f/g € NQ,. Denote by

a € A* the leading coefficient of f and by b € A the leading coefficient of g (see

Definition[5.2). Then for all (j,€) € ([1,n] x {o0}) U ([2,n] x {0}) we have

t1,...,t5-1,1 titly.--ytn “m

(6.9.1) flt ot Lt et ):E.t;’h...tw g
g(tl,...,tj_1,1+€,tj+1,...,tn) b J

where m; = deg,, (f)—deg,, (gi), i € [1,n]. If furthermore 6,(f/g) = 1, then ([E9.1)

also holds for (j,¢) = (1,0).

Proof. Write

N1 Ny,
§ E i in
f: ail).an .tll t’ﬂ

41=0 in=0

and
Ml Mn .
— E E . Y
9= T bjr e - 1 (A
Jj1=0 Jn=0
Then
N1 Nn 1
11 tn—1
f(tlv"'vtnfla E E Qi yin—1,Np t "'tnn—l
11=0 in—1=0
and

My

M, 1
gt stn1,00) = 3 s D Bu b

J1=0 Jn—1=0
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Since n > 2 we can only have an equality fn.oo(f/g) = Cn,co € A™ if there exist
non-negative integers r; € [0, N;] and s; € [0, M;] such that
(692) Qiy+ry,yin—1+rn_1,Nn = Cn,o0 bi1+51 »»»»» In—1+Sn—1,Mn> for all 41,...,%p1.

We set m;(n) :=r; — s;. Then plugging in i; = N; — r; we see that

By definition of @, this is only possible if
(6.9.3)  degy, (f) = N; = M; +my(n) = deg,, (9) + mi(n), forie[l,n—1].
Furthermore we get
Bn.oo(f/9) = noe = an,,..N,/by....11, = a/b.
We can play the same game with §; (f/g) for all j € [1,n] and get similar as in

©.9.3)
m;(j) = N; — M;, forallie [1,n]\{j},J€[l,n]

Hence m;(j) is constant for ¢ fixed and j running; we set m; := m;(j). Furthermore
similar as above we get

Bj.co(f/g) =a/b, forall je[l,n].

This proves ([69.1]) for (j,e) € [1,n] x {o0}. The equality £n0(f/g) = cno € A*
implies that there exist non-negative integers r; € [0, N;] and s} € [0, M;] such that

Ny, My,
E Qi1 i 147!, i = Cn,0 E biy4s)in a+s,_y,in forallin, ... in_1.
i=0 i=0

If we plug in N; — 7“; for the i;’s, the left hand side of the above equality is in A%
(by (@) and @) of Definition [£.2]). Hence the right hand side is also a unit in this
case; this is only possible if

le_TiJFS,lw“;anl_T;,1+S;,17Mn € A”
which is only possible if
N;—(r; —s,)=M,;, forallie[l,n—1].
Hence r; — s, = m; for i € [1,n—1]. As above 51 «(f/g) = a/b implies , cf. ([6.92),
a/b-le ,,,,, M, _1,i—mp> le Zmn,
a i =

A N} it i < m,.

Hence

M, My,
a/b E le,...,Mnfhi = E aNl;annflvi'i'mn
i=0 =0

Nn Mn
= E ANy, ;No_1yi = Cn,0 E by, M,y i
1=0 1=0

Hence ¢,,,0 = a/b. Similarly 8;0(f/g) € A* implies 8;0(f/g) = a/bforall j € [2,n]
and if 6,(f/g) =1 also for j = 1. Hence the lemma. O
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Proof of Theorem [{.} We start by showing that H(C/S, D) = 0, for n > 2. Take
fig € Q, with f/g € NQ,, and assume 6,,(f/g) = 1. We have to show that f/g lies
in the image of 6,41 : NQn4+1 — NQ,. To this end we may assume that the leading
coefficients of f, g are equal to 1. We denote by N; = deg,,(f) and M; = deg, (g)
their degrees. Set m; := N; — M;. We define

+ m;, if m; >0, _ 0, if m; >0,
m, = —
' mg,

) 4

0, if m; <0 if m; <O.
and
n+1 _
m;
hl(tl, e thrl) E R (H ti 171) . f(tg, C 7tn+1)a
1=2
n+1 n+1

ho(ty,. .. tns1) Ht U gy tg) Ht ) glta, . tag).

Then h; satisfies properties ([I)-(@) of Definition If we set R; := deg (h1),
then Ry = 1 and R; = max{N;_1,M;_1}, for i € [2 n + 1]. By definition we have
deg,, (hs) < R; and the coefficients of hy before [[H! ¢/ and []17, tF are zero.

If we have a tuple (i2,...,9n4+1) € H"+1[1 R;] in which i; < R; for at least one j,
and coi,,... i, 1S the coefﬁment of hy in front of H?+21 ;J, then

- max; {R;—is} |
0077‘27~--;71n+1 €s ’ o A'

This follows from f,g € @, and
min{max{Nj_y — (ij = m;_, )}, max{M;—, — (i; — mi_ )} = max{R; —i;}.

Furthermore condition (B)) of Definition 5. 2lfor f, g clearly implies v(co,i,,....i,,,1) = 0
for all v € V. Hence hy — ho satisfies condition (1)) - [@B) of Definition Thus

h = p(h1 — h2) € Qny1.
We claim

q = f(tg, . ,Ifn+1)/h(t1, . ,tn+1) € NQn-i—l'
Indeed, since f/g € NQ, and 6,(f/g) = 1 it follows from Lemma that under
t; — 1+ € the polynomial hy is mapped to zero, for all i € [2,n+ 1] and € € {0, c0}.
Hence with the notation from Definition we have

Bje(q) =1, forallje[2,n+1],ee{0,00}.

One checks directly that the same holds for j = 1 and € = co. Hence ¢ € NQp41.
Finally we observe

f(tl, “ee 7t7l+1)
g(tl, P ,tn) ’
This finishes the prove of HY(C/S, D) = 0 for i > 2.
We are left to show that N@Q1/Im(d2) N NQo is quasi-isomorphic to G(C, D) —
Div(C, D). First we claim that for f,g € Q1 we have

(6.9.4) RO = ) < f/g € Im(d2).

f(o0)  g(o0)

5n+1 (Q) =
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Indeed, to see this '=>’ direction we may assume that f(co) = g(oco) =1 and that
n = deg(f) > deg(g) := m. Set
f(t2)
p(trf(t2) — (f(t2) =t "g(t2)))
As above one checks that h € NQ2 and d2(h) = f/g. The other direction follows

immediately from Lemma
We define the following map

v:G(C,D) » NQ1/Im(d2), a~ p((1 —1t1) —a) mod Im(d2).

h(tl, tg) =

Notice that ¢ is a group homomorphism since f(t1) = p((1 —¢1) — ab) and g(t;) =
p((1 —t1) —a)p((1 —t1) — b) satisfy the condition on the left of (€.9.4). By '’
of (€04 ¢ is injective. By =’ of (6.94]) and Lemma the map ¢ is also
surjective. Altogether we see that ¢ is an isomorphism which clearly fits into the
following commutative diagram

div

G(C,D)

~l¢
61

NQl/IIn(éz) _— NQO

Div(C, D)

Lem @3]

This finishes the proof. O
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