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Special values of L-functions on regular arithmetic schemes

of dimension 1

Adrien Morin

Abstract

We construct a well-behaved Weil-étale complex for a large class of Z-constructible sheaves
on a regular irreducible scheme U of finite type over Z and of dimension 1. We then give a
formula for the special value at s = 0 of the L-function associated to any Z-constructible sheaf
on U in terms of Euler characteristics of Weil-étale cohomology; for smooth proper curves, we
obtain the formula of [GS20]. We deduce a special value formula for Artin L-functions twisted
by a singular irreducible scheme X of finite type over Z and of dimension 1. This generalizes
and improves all results in [Tra16]; as a special case, we obtain a special value formula for the
arithmetic zeta function of X.
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1 Introduction

In [Lic09], Lichtenbaum conjectured the existence of a Weil-étale topology for arithmetic schemes
and that the Euler characteristic of the corresponding cohomology with compact support, con-
structed via a determinant, should give special values of zeta functions at s = 0. Lichtenbaum then
gave a tentative definition of the cohomology groups in the case of the spectrum Spec(OK) of the
ring of integers in a number field and showed that the conjecture holds if the cohomology groups
vanish in degree > 3; unfortunately, they were shown to be non-vanishing in [Fla08].

In [Mor14] and [FM18], Flach and B. Morin used a new approach by defining a Weil-étale
complex in the derived category of abelian groups, as the fiber of a morphism constructed via Artin-
Verdier duality; they also introduced higher regulator pairings. On the other hand, in [Tra16], Tran
constructed a Weil-étale cohomology with compact support for a certain class of Z-constructible
sheaves on the spectrum U = Spec(OK,S) of the ring of S-integers in a number field K and used it
to prove a formula for the special values of Artin L-functions associated to integral representations
of the absolute Galois group of K. Other relevant works include Chiu’s thesis [Chi11] and Geisser
and Suzuki’s recent paper [GS20].

In this paper, we improve and generalize all results of [Tra16] and treat also smooth curves
over finite fields as in [GS20], using the approach of Flach and Morin: we construct a Weil-étale
complex for a larger class of Z-constructible sheaves, and deduce a Euler characteristic defined for
an arbitrary Z-constructible sheaf with good functoriality properties. This enables us to prove a
formula for the special value of the L-function of a Z-constructible sheaf at s = 0. We deduce a
special value formula for Artin L-functions twisted by a singular irreducible scheme X of finite type
over Z of dimension 1; as a special case, we obtain a special value formula for the arithmetic zeta
function of X .

Let U be a regular irreducible scheme of finite type over Z and of dimension 1, and denote by
K its function field. We recall in section 2 the compactly supported cohomology RΓc(U,−) (resp.
RΓ̂c(U,−)), defined as in [Mil06] by correcting étale cohomology with Galois cohomology (resp.
Tate cohomology) at the places in S and we denote Hi

c(U,−) (resp. Ĥi
c(U,−)) the corresponding

cohomology groups. A Z-constructible sheaf F on U will be called big if Ext1U (F,Gm) is finite and
tiny if H1

c (U, F ) is finite; a morphism F → G is big-to-tiny if F and G are big, F is big and G
is tiny or both F and G are tiny. A short exact sequence 0 → F → G → H → 0 will be called
big-to-tiny if all morphisms are big-to-tiny. We prove in sections 3.3 and 6.3:

Theorem A. For every big or tiny sheaf F , there exists a Weil-étale complex with compact support
RΓW,c(U, F ), well-defined up to unique isomorphism. It sits in a distinguished triangle

RHom(RHomU (F,Gm),Q[−3])→ RΓc(U, F )→ RΓW,c(U, F )→

It is a perfect complex, functorial in big-to-tiny morphisms, and it yields a long exact cohomology
sequence for big-to-tiny short exact sequences. If π : U ′ → U is the normalization in a finite
Galois extension of K and j : V ⊂ U is an open immersion, we have canonical isomorphisms
RΓW,c(U, π∗F ) ≃ RΓW,c(U

′, F ) and RΓW,c(U, j!F ) ≃ RΓW,c(V, F ).
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This distinguished triangle was inspired by [Mor14] : for U proper and F = Z this is exactly the
distinguished triangle in B. Morin’s article. Unfortunately, the defects of the derived (1-)category
prevented us from obtaining a well-defined complex for every Z-constructible sheaf, and we only got
a long exact cohomology sequence instead of a distinguished triangle. Next, following [FM18], we
construct in section 4 a regulator pairing for a complex F in the derived category of étale sheaves
D(Uet) that generalizes the logarithmic embedding of the Dirichlet S-units theorem, and we show
that it is perfect after base change to R:

Theorem B. There is a regulator pairing

RΓc(U, F )⊗RHomU (F,Gm)→ R[−1],

functorial in F . The induced map after base change to R

RHomU (F,Gm)R → RHom(RΓc(U, F ),R[−1])

is a natural isomorphism for F ∈ D(Uet).

The method we use to prove the theorem was inspired by [Tra16]; it relies on dévissage of Z-
constructible sheaves via Artin induction at the generic point. This method was also used in [GS20]
to treat the case of curves over a finite field.

We show in section 5 that the perfectness of the regulator pairing gives a canonical trivialization
of the R-determinant of the Weil-étale complex

λ : det
R
(RΓW,c(U, F )⊗ R)

≃
−→ R

The Z-determinant detZ(RΓW,c(U, F ) embedds in detR(RΓW,c(U, F )⊗ R) and we define:

Definition. • Let F be a big or tiny sheaf. The (Weil-étale) Euler characteristic of F is the
positive integer χU (F ) such that

λ(det
Z
(RΓW,c(U, F )) =

1

χU (F )
Z →֒ R

The rank of F is
EU (F ) =

∑

i

(−1)i · i · dimR(H
i
W,c(U, F )⊗ R)

where Hi
W,c(U, F ) denotes hypercohomology of RΓW,c(U, F ).

• Let F be a Z-constructible. There exists a short exact sequence 0→ F ′ → F → F ′′ → 0 with
F ′ big and F ′′ tiny; define

χU (F ) = χU (F
′)χU (F

′′)

It does not depend on the chosen sequence. Proceed similarly to define EU (F ).

For a Z-constructible sheaf F on U , define the L-function associated to F by the usual Euler
product with local factors given by the Fv ⊗ C, where Fv is the pullback of F at a closed point
v ∈ U . Denote rU (F ) := ords=0LU (F, s) the vanishing order of LU (F, s) at s = 0 and

L∗
U (F, 0) = lim

s→0
LU (F, s)s

−rU (F )

the special value of LU (F, s) at s = 0. Our main theorem then is:
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Theorem C (Special value formula). Let F be a Z-constructible sheaf. Then rU (F ) = EU (F ) and

L∗
U (F, 0) = (−1)rankZF (K)χU (F )

We prove the theorem again by dévissage, once we have shown that the Euler characteristic
inherits the functoriality properties of the Weil-étale complex. This theorem shows in particular
that the Weil-étale Euler characteristic of a constructible sheaf is 1.

Let K be a global field. As a corollary, we obtain in section 7 a special value formula at s = 0
for "twisted" Artin L-functions:

Definition. Let X be an irreducible scheme of finite type over Z, of dimension 1 and with residue
field K at the generic point, and let M be a discrete GK-module of finite type1. The Artin L-function
of M (twisted by X) is defined as

LK,X(M, s) :=
∏

x∈X0

det(Id−N(x)−sFrobx|(g∗M)x ⊗ C)−1

where g : Spec(K)→ X is the canonical morphism, X0 is the set of closed point, N(x) = [κ(x)] is
the cardinality of the residue field at x, (−)x denotes pullback to x and Frobx ∈ Gal(κ(x)sep/κ(x))
is the (arithmetic) Frobenius at x. Define rK,X(M) the order at s = 0 and L∗

K,X(M, 0) the special
value at s = 0.

Theorem C immediately implies:

Corollary D. Let f : X → T denote either a quasi-finite morphism X → T := P1
Fp

(in the
function field case), which exists by the projective Noether normalization lemma, or the quasi-finite
structural morphism X → T := Spec(Z) (in the number field case); then f! is well-defined. We have
rK,X(M) = ET (f!g∗M) and

L∗
K,X(M, 0) = (−1)rankZMχT (f!g∗M)

The Weil-étale Euler characteristic is computed explictly and doesn’t depend on f ; this is done
through the use of Deninger’s complex GX from [Den87], which identifies with (a shift of) the cycle
complex Zc

X(0).
We deduce from this a special value formula for the arithmetic zeta function of X :

Corollary E. Suppose X is affine. We have ords=0ζX = rankZ(CH0(X, 1)) and

ζ∗X(0) = −
[CH0(X)]RX

ω

Corollary F. Suppose X is a proper curve, and denote Fq the field of constants of K. We have
ords=0ζX = rankZ(CH0(X, 1))− 1 and

ζ∗X(0) = −
[CH0(X)tor]RX

ω log(q)

Here ω is the number of roots of unity in the field of functions, RX is a regulator and CH0(X, i)
denote higher Chow groups. This gives a generalization of the classical special value formula of the
zeta function of a number field at s = 0. The result seems to be new; we note that a similar formula
at s = 1 for X furthermore affine and reduced was established by Jordan and Poonen in [JP20].

1as an abelian group
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2 Étale cohomology with compact support

We will be working with the derived∞-category of abelian groups D(Z); this is a stable∞-category
whose homotopy category is the ordinary derived category D(Z).2 Moreover, the projective model
structure on unbounded chain complexes of abelian groups is a symmetric monoidal model structure,
hence by [Lur17, 4.1.7.6] the underlying ∞-category D(Z) is closed symmetric monoidal (see also
[NS18, A.7]), with inner hom RHom(−,−) and tensor product − ⊗L −, computed as usual. If C
is an ∞-category, then the ∞-category of functors Fun(C,D(Z)) is again a stable ∞-category. We
will denote fib, cofib and [1] the fiber, cofiber and shift functors.

Let U be a regular irreducible scheme of finite type over Z and of dimension 1. We denote K its
function field. It is a global field; either K is a number field and U = Spec(OK,S) is the spectrum
of the ring of S-integers for S a finite set of places of K including the set S∞ of all archimedean
places, or K is a function field of characteristic p > 0 and U is an open subscheme of the unique
connected smooth proper curve C with function field K, in which case we denote by S the set of
missing points3. If S 6= ∅ then U is affine [Goo69].

We recall the Milne étale cohomology with compact support from [Mil06]. For each place v of K,
let Kv be the completion of K at v if v is archimedean and the field of fraction of the henselization
Oh

v otherwise. We will denote pullback to ηv := Spec(Kv) (via the composite ηv → Spec(K)→ U)
by (−)ηv . Denote RΓ(Kv,−) the étale cohomology on Spec(Kv). We have a natural morphism

RΓ(U,−)→ RΓ(Kv, (−)ηv )

Now denote RΓ̂(Kv,−) for the Tate group cohomology of Gal(Ksep
v /Kv) when v is archimedean,

and ordinary cohomology of profinite groups otherwise. We have a natural morphism

RΓ(Kv,−)→ RΓ̂(Kv,−)

for any place v. We then define

• The (ordinary) étale complex with compact support

RΓc(U,−) := fib(RΓ(U,−)→
∏

v∈S

RΓ(Kv, (−)ηv ))

• The (Tate) étale complex with compact support

RΓ̂c(U,−) := fib(RΓ(U,−)→
∏

v∈S

RΓ̂(Kv, (−)ηv ))

2For the theory of derived and stable ∞-categories, see [Lur17, chap. 1]
3see [JP20, 3.1]
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where we take the fiber in the ∞-category Fun(Sh(Uet),D(Z)) of functors from the category of
abelian sheaves on Uet to the derived ∞-category of abelian groups D(Z). The corresponding
cohomology groups will be denoted Hi

c(U,−) and Ĥi
c(U,−).

Remark.

• Only the Tate étale complex with compact support is introduced in [Mil06] but we will use
both crucially.

• If U is a curve, RΓc(U,−) is the usual cohomology with compact support RΓ(C, j!(−)) (see
proposition 2.1.d) and RΓc(U,−) = RΓ̂c(U,−).

The various functoriality properties of the étale complex with compact support are investigated
in [Mil06]. Let us recall them (for instance for the ordinary complex with compact support) :

Proposition 2.1 ([Mil06, II.2.3]). a. For any sheaf F on U , there is a long exact sequence

· · · → Hi
c(U, F )→ Hi(U, F )→

∏

v∈S

Hi(Kv, Fηv )→ Hi+1
c (U, F )→ · · · (2.1)

b. A short exact sequence 0→ F → G→ H on U gives a fiber sequence

RΓc(U, F )→ RΓc(U,G)→ RΓc(U,H)

c. For any closed immersion i : Z →֒ U and sheaf F on Z, we have a natural isomorphism

RΓc(U, i∗(−)) ≃ RΓ(Z,−)

d. For any open immersion j : V → U , we have a natural isomorphism

RΓc(U, j!(−)) ≃ RΓc(V,−)

Thus for any sheaf F on U , there is a fiber sequence

RΓc(V, F|V )→ RΓc(U, F )→
⊕

v∈U\V

RΓ(v, i∗vF )

where iv : v → U is the inclusion of a closed point.

e. For any finite map π : U ′ → U with U ′ regular irreducible, we have a natural isomorphism

RΓc(U, π∗(−)) ≃ RΓc(U
′,−)

Proof. See [Mil06]. We have to say something about b. ; it follows from the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2 (3 × 3 Lemma). Let C be a stable ∞-category and let A→ B → C, A′′ → B′′ → C′′

be two fiber sequences in C. Consider a commutative diagram

A B C

A′′ B′′ C′′

6



Let A′, B′, C′ denote the respective fibers of A→ A′′, etc. Then there is a commutative diagram

A′ B′ C′

A B C

A′′ B′′ C′′

and A′ → B′ → C′ is a fiber sequence.

Proof. By [Lur17, 1.1.1.8], the fiber functor fib preserves all limits, hence preserves fiber sequences.

Recall that a Z-constructible sheaf on U is an abelian sheaf F on Uet such that U can we written
as the union of locally closed subschemes Zi, with F|Zi

locally constant associated to an abelian
group of finite type. Equivalently, because U is of dimension 1, this means that there is an open
subscheme V ⊂ U with closed complement Z, such that F|V is locally constant associated to an
abelian group of finite type, and on the other hand for every closed point v ∈ Z, the pullback Fv is
a discrete Gv := Gal(κ(v)sep/κ(v))-module of finite type, where κ(v) is the residue field at v.

2.0.1 Dévissage for Z-constructible sheaves Let us discuss the dévissage argument we will
often use ; this methodology comes from [Tra16] and was used in [GS20]. Let F be a Z-constructible
sheaf. There is a short exact sequence

0→ Ftor → F → F/Ftor → 0

where Ftor is torsion hence constructible, and F/Ftor is torsion free. We will often be able to handle
constructible sheaves ; let us thus suppose that F is torsion-free. By Artin induction ([Swa60,
4.1,4.4]), there exists for the pullback Fη to the generic point a short exact sequence of the form

0→ (Fη)
n ⊕

⊕
ind

GLi

GK
Z→

⊕
ind

GL′
j

GK
Z→ N → 0

where n is an integer, N is a finite GK -module and Li, L′
j are a finite number of finite Galois

extensions of K. By spreading out, there exists a dense open subscheme V ⊂ U , finite normalization
morphims of V in the above finite Galois extensions of K of the form πi : Wi → V , π′

j : W ′
j → V

and a constructible sheaf G on V such that there is a short exact sequence

0→ (F|V )
n ⊕

⊕
(πi)∗Z→

⊕
(π′

j)∗Z→ G→ 0

Finally, for Z the closed complement of V , there is a short exact sequence

0→ FV → F → FZ → 0

where FV = j!(F|V ) (with j : V →֒ U the open inclusion) and FZ = i∗i
∗F =

⊕
v∈Z(iv)∗i

∗
vF (with

i : Z →֒ U resp. iv : v →֒ U the closed inclusion). We can again use Artin induction on each point
of Z.

7



With this dévissage, general arguments about Z-constructible sheaves that are functorial with
respect to the operations j!, i∗, π∗ mentioned above reduce to statements about constructible
sheaves and the constant sheaf Z on U and on a point. Once we have handled the case of a point,
the short exact sequence 0→ j!Z→ Z→ i∗Z→ 0 will enable us to further suppose that U is either
affine or proper, depending on which situation we prefer.

2.0.2 The comparison complex Let v be an archimedean place of K. The complex RΓ(Kv,−)
is represented by the complex of homogeneous cochains C∗(Kv,−), obtained by taking Hom from
the standard free resolution of Z into a given module. Moreover, the complex RΓ̂(Kv,−) is repre-
sented by the complex Ĉ∗(Kv,−) obtained by taking Hom from the complete standard resolution
of Z. There is a natural arrow C∗(Kv,−)→ Ĉ∗(Kv,−). Let us introduce the "homology complex"
C∗(Kv,−), a complex in negative degree obtained by tensoring a module with the standard free
resolution of Z. The norm map N : M → M for any discrete GKv -module M induces an arrow
C∗(Kv,−)→ C∗(Kv,−), and the sequence

C∗(Kv,−)→ C∗(Kv,−)→ Ĉ∗(Kv,−)

is a fiber sequence. Let us introduce a "comparison complex"

T := fib

(
∏

v∈S∞

RΓ(Kv, (−)ηv )→
∏

v∈S∞

RΓ̂(Kv, (−)ηv )

)
=
∏

v∈S∞

C∗(Kv, (−)ηv )

Thus T computes homology at the archimedean places.
Applying the 3× 3 lemma (lemma 2.2), we find a commutative diagram of fiber sequences

fib(RΓc(U,−)→ RΓ̂c(U,−)) 0 T

RΓc(U,−) RΓ(U,−)
∏

v∈S

RΓ(Kv, (−)ηv )

RΓ̂c(U,−) RΓ(U,−)
∏

v∈S

RΓ̂(Kv, (−)ηv )

=

We deduce an isomorphism fib
(
RΓc(U,−)→ RΓ̂c(U,−)

)
= T [−1], that is

cofib
(
RΓc(U,−)→ RΓ̂c(U,−)

)
= T

We have

Hi(T (F )) =





∏
v∈S∞

Ĥi−1(Kv, Fηv ) i < 0∏
v∈S∞

H0(Kv, Fηv ) i = 0
0 i > 0

(2.2)

Proposition 2.3. Let F be a Z-constructible sheaf on U . Then Hi
c(U, F ) = Ĥi

c(U, F ) for i ≥ 2
and H1

c (U, F )→ Ĥ1
c (U, F ) is surjective.
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Proof. The long exact sequence of cohomology associated to the fiber sequence RΓc(U, F ) →
RΓ̂c(U, F )→ T (F ) gives the claim.

Proposition 2.4. Let F be a Z-constructible sheaf on U . Then Hi
c(U, F ) and Ĥi

c(U, F ) are of
finite type for i = 0, 1.

Proof. The cofiber T (F ) of RΓc(U, F )→ RΓ̂c(U, F ) computes homology at the archimedean places,
thus its cohomology groups are finite type. We reduce to showing the statement only for Ĥi

c(U, F ).
By the dévissage argument and the functoriality properties of proposition 2.1, we have to treat three
cases: the constructible case, the case of the constant sheaf Z, and the case of Galois cohomology
of a discrete Gv-module of finite type for v a closed point.

• The first is part of the statement of Artin-Verdier duality (see Theorem 3.2),

• The second is a computation using the long exact sequence 2.1: we have H0(U,Z) = Z and
H1(U,Z) = Homcont(π

SGA3
1 (U),Z) = 0 because U is normal and noetherian hence the étale

fundamental group πSGA3
1 (U) = πSGA1

1 (U) is profinite. Then 2.1 gives an exact sequence

0→ Ĥ0
c (U,Z)→ Z→

⊕

v∈S\S∞

Z⊕
⊕

v real

Z/2Z→ Ĥ1
c (U,Z)→ 0

• Let G be a profinite group and M a discrete G-module of finite type (as an abelian group).
It is clear that H0(G,M) = MG is also of finite type. There exists an open subgroup
H such that H acts trivially on G ; then the inflation-restriction exact sequence reduces
us to verifying that H1(G,M) is of finite type for M a discrete G-module of finite type
with trivial action. Here we have G = Gv = Ẑ ; but H1(Ẑ,Z) = Homcont(Ẑ,Z) = 0 and
H1(Ẑ,Z/nZ) = Homcont(Ẑ,Z/nZ) ≃ Z/nZ so we are done.

3 The Weil-étale complex with compact support

3.1 Construction of the Weil-étale complex with compact support

Definition 3.1. Let F be a Z-constructible sheaf on U . We adapt terminology from [Tra16] and
say that

• F is a big sheaf if Ext1U (F,Gm) is torsion (hence finite) 4

• F is a tiny sheaf if H1
c (U, F ) is torsion (hence finite)

• A big-to-tiny morphism is a morphism of sheaves F → G where either F and G are both big,
or are both tiny, or F is big and G is tiny ; a big-to-tiny short exact sequence is a short exact
sequence with big-to-tiny morphisms.

Remark.

• A constructible sheaf is both big and tiny (see Theorem 3.2)

4Those are, up to some modifications, the strongly Z-constructible sheaves of [Tra16] in the number field case
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• A constant sheaf defined by a finite type abelian group is big, except when U = C is a proper
curve. Indeed, this reduces to the case of Z, and Ext1U (Z,Gm) = H1(U,Gm) = Pic(U) is
finite when U is affine5

• Let F be a locally constant sheaf defined by a finite type abelian group. Let π : V → U be a
finite Galois cover with group G trivializing F ; the low degree exact sequence of the spectral
sequence

Hp(G,ExtqV (F|V ,Gm))⇒ Extp+q
U (F,Gm)

shows from the constant case that F is big, except when U = C.

• A Z-constructible sheaf supported on a finite closed subscheme is tiny ; indeed, if i : v →֒ U
is the inclusion of a closed point, we have that H1

c (U, i∗M) = H1(Gv,M) is finite by the
argument given in the proof of Proposition 2.4.

• On U = C, a locally constant sheaf defined by a finite type abelian group is tiny. This reduces
to the case of Z, and we have H1

c (C,Z) = H1(C,Z) = Homcont(π1(U),Z) = 0.

Let F be a big or tiny sheaf. We construct in this section a complex RΓW,c(U, F ) in the derived
category of the integers D(Z), exact and functorial in big-to-tiny morphisms. We encountered some
difficulty and failed to define it for all Z-constructible sheaves, but this will be sufficient to obtain a
well-defined Euler characteristic. Following the approach of [Mor14] and [FM18], the complex fits
in a distinguished triangle

RHom(RHomU (F,Gm),Q[−3])→ RΓc(U, F )→ RΓW,c(U, F )→

where the map RHom(RHomU (F,Gm),Q[−3]) → RΓc(U, F ) is lifted from the canonical map
RHom(RHomU (F,Gm),Q[−3])→ RHom(RHomU (F,Gm),Q/Z[−3]) via Artin-Verdier duality.

Denote

D := RHom(RHomU (−,Gm),Q[−3])

E := RHom(RHomU (−,Gm),Q/Z[−3])

Artin-Verdier duality gives a pairing RΓ̂c(U,−) ⊗ RHomU (−,Gm) → Q/Z[−3] that induces an
"Artin-Verdier" arrow

RΓ̂c(U,−)→ E.

We have Hi(D) = Ext3−i
U (−,Gm)† and Hi(E) = Ext3−i

U (−,Gm)D, where (−)† := Hom(−,Q)
and (−)D := Hom(−,Q/Z). The cohomology groups of the Artin-Verdier arrow are described as
following:

Theorem 3.2 (Artin-Verdier duality, [Mil06, II.3.1]). Let F be a Z-constructible sheaf on U . The
groups ExtiU (F,Gm) and Ĥi

c(U, F ) are finite for i < 0, i > 4, of finite type for i = 0, 1 and torsion
of cofinite type for i = 2, 3. Moreover Ĥi

c(U, F ) = 0 for i ≥ 4. The Artin-Verdier arrow induces an
isomorphism for i = 0, 1

Ĥi
c(U, F )∧

≃
−→ Ext3−i

U (F,Gm)D

were (−)∧ is the profinite completion with respect to subgroups of finite index, and for i 6= 0, 1 an
isomorphism

Ĥi
c(U, F )

≃
−→ Ext3−i

U (F,Gm)D

If F is constructible, all groups are finite and the Artin-Verdier arrow is an isomorphism.
5This is well-known : see for instance [Mor89, 2.3]
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We recall that an abelian group is torsion of cofinite type if it is of the form (Q/Z)n ⊕A where
A is finite and n an integer.

The theorem implies in particular that D is cohomologically concentrated in degree 2 and 3.

Remark. In [Mil06], the theorem is expressed in its dual form ; we obtain the one above by applying
(−)∗ := Homcont(−,R/Z), which coincides with Homcont(−,Q/Z) for profinite groups (where Q/Z
has the discrete topology) and with (−)D for discrete torsion groups. We use furthermore that
for M discrete of finite type, (M∧)∗ = M∗ and the Pontryagin duality M = M∗∗ for any abelian
locally compact M .

The fact that Ĥ4
c (U, F ) = 0 does not appear in [Mil06] but is easily deduced by the dévissage

arguement from the functoriality properties of Ĥi
c(U,−), the case of Z, which is [Mil06, II.2.11(d)],

the case of constructible sheaves, which is [Mil06, II.3.12(a)], and the case of Galois cohomology of
Ẑ, which is of strict cohomological dimension 2 (see for instance [Ser68, XIII.1]).

We want to construct an arrow βF in D(Uet) making the following diagram commute

DF RΓc(U, F ) RΓ̂c(U, F )

EF

βF

π Artin-Verdier

Let us analyze HomD(Z)(DF , RΓc(U,G)) for F big or G tiny. There is a spectral sequence for
HomD(Z)(K,L) ([Ver96, III.4.6.10]) of the form

Ep,q
2 =

∏

i∈Z

Extp(Hi(K), Hi+q(L))⇒ Hn(RHom(K,L)) = Hom(K,L[n]) = En

In D(Z) we have Exti = 0 for i 6= 0, 1 so the sequence degenerates and gives a short exact sequence

0→
∏

i

Ext1(Hi(K), Hi−1(L))→ HomD(Z)(K,L)→
∏

i

Hom(Hi(K), Hi(L))→ 0 (3.1)

In our case, this gives

0→ Ext1(Ext1U (F,Gm)†, H1
c (U,G))× Ext1(HomU (F,Gm)†, H2

c (U,G))→ HomD(Z)(DF , RΓc(U,G))

→
∏

i

Hom(Hi(DF ), H
i(RΓc(U,G)))→ 0

where (−)† := Hom(−,Q). Since H2
c (U,−) is torsion of cofinite type and either Ext1U (F,Gm) or

H1
c (U,G) are finite, the two terms in the product on the left vanish and we have an isomorphism

HomD(Z)(DF , RΓc(U,G))
≃
−→ Hom(H2(DF ), H

2
c (U,G))×Hom(H3(DF ), H

3
c (U,G))

because DF is cohomologically concentrated in degree 2 and 3. The Artin-Verdier arrow is an
isomorphism in degree 2 and 3, and Ĥi

c(U, F ) = Hi
c(U, F ) for i ≥ 2, so the arrow βF exists and is

unique. Moreover a big-to-tiny morphism f : F → G gives rise to a commutative square

DF RΓc(U, F )

DG RΓc(U,G)

f∗

βF

f∗

βG

11



Indeed by the above isomorphism it suffices to check commutativity on cohomology groups in degree
2 and 3.

Definition 3.3. Let F be either big or tiny. We define

RΓW,c(U, F ) := Cone(βF )

the Weil-étale cohomology with compact support with coefficients in F .

3.2 Computing the Weil-étale cohomology with compact support

Definition 3.4. Let F be a big or tiny sheaf. We denote by Hi
W,c(U, F ) := Hi(RΓW,c(U, F )) the

Weil-étale cohomology groups with compact support.

The complex DF is cohomologically concentrated in degree 2 and 3, so the long exact cohomology
sequence gives Hi

W,c(U, F ) = Hi
c(U, F ) for i ≤ 0, i ≥ 4. In particular Hi

W,c(U, F ) = 0 for i 6=
0, 1, 2, 3. The remaining long exact sequence reads

0 H1
c (U, F ) H1

W,c(U, F )

Ext1(F,Gm)† H2
c (U, F ) H2

W,c(U, F )

Hom(F,Gm)† H3
c (U, F ) H3

W,c(U, F ) 0

nat

nat

From the construction, we see that the natural arrows Ext3−i
U (F,Gm)† → Hi

c(U, F ) ≃ Ĥi
c(U, F ) ≃

Ext3−i
U (F,Gm)D for i = 0, 1 identify with the post-composition with the projection Q→ Q/Z. We

thus get short exact sequences and an isomorphism

0→ H1
c (U, F )→ H1

W,c(U, F )→ Hom(Ext1U (F,Gm),Z)→ 0

0→ (Ext1U (F,Gm)tor)
D → H2

W,c(U, F )→ Hom(HomU (F,Gm),Z)→ 0

H3
W,c(U, F ) ≃ (HomU (F,Gm)tor)

D

In particular, all cohomology groups are of finite type, hence RΓW,c(U, F ) is a perfect complex.

3.3 Functoriality of the Weil-étale complex

Theorem 3.5. Let F be either big or tiny. The complex RΓW,c(U, F ) is well-defined up to unique
isomorphism, is functorial in big-to-tiny morphisms, and gives a long exact cohomology sequence
for big-to-tiny short exact sequences.

Proof. Let us fix a choice of a cone of βF for every big or tiny sheaf F . Let f : F → G be a
big-to-tiny morphism. We consider the beginning of a morphism distinguished triangle

DF RΓc(U, F ) RΓW,c(U, F ) DF [1]

DG RΓc(U,G) RΓW,c(U,G) DG[1]

βF

f∗ f∗ f∗

βG

12



The groups Hi(DF ) are Q-vector spaces and zero for i 6= 2, 3 and the Weil-étale cohomology groups
with compact support are of finite type and zero for i 6= 0, 1, 2, 3. The exact sequence (3.1) for
HomD(Z) gives

0→
∏

i

Ext1(Hi(DF ), H
i
W,c(U, F ))→ HomD(Z)(DF [1], RΓW,c(U, F ))

→
∏

i

Hom(Hi+1(DF ), H
i
W,c(U, F ))→ 0

0→
∏

i

Ext1(Hi
W,c(U, F ), Hi−1

W,c(U,G))→ HomD(Z)(RΓW,c(U, F ), RΓW,c(U,G))

→
∏

i

Hom(Hi
W,c(U, F ), Hi

W,c(U,G))→ 0

so that HomD(Z)(DF [1], RΓW,c(U,G)) is uniquely divisible and HomD(Z)(RΓW,c(U, F ), RΓW,c(U,G))
is of finite type. In the long exact sequence obtained by applying HomD(Z)(−, RΓW,c(U,G)) to the
upper triangle, the image of HomD(Z)(DF [1], RΓW,c(U,G)) in HomD(Z)(RΓW,c(U, F ), RΓW,c(U,G))
must be uniquely divisible and of finite type, hence is trivial and we get an injection

0→ HomD(Z)(RΓW,c(U, F ), RΓW,c(U,G))→ HomD(Z)(RΓc(U, F ), RΓW,c(U,G))

Therefore a morphism completing the morphism of triangles, which exists by axiom, is uniquely
determined by the requirement that it makes the square

RΓc(U, F ) RΓW,c(U, F )

RΓc(U,G) RΓW,c(U,G)

f∗

commute. Thus there is a unique morphism f∗ : RΓW,c(U, F ) → RΓW,c(U,G) completing the
diagram of distinguished triangles above, which gives at the same time the uniqueness and desired
functoriality of RΓW,c(U,−) (for the uniqueness, consider the case of two different choices of cone
of βF and id : F → F ).

Let us show the exactness. Let 0→ F → G→ H → 0 be a big-to-tiny short exact sequence. We
obtain a commutative diagram, where the two left columns and all rows are distinguished triangles.

DF RΓc(U, F ) RΓW,c(U, F ) DF [1]

DG RΓc(U,G) RΓW,c(U,G) DG[1]

DH RΓc(U,H) RΓW,c(U,H) DH [1]

DF [1] RΓc(U, F )[1] RΓW,c(U, F )[1] DF [2]

βF

∃!

βG

∃!

βH

∃!

βF [1]

(3.2)

13



Actually we still have to construct the expected arrow RΓW,c(U,H) → RΓW,c(U, F )[1]. We
reason as before: the exact sequence (3.1) gives

0→Ext1(Ext1U (H,Gm)†, H2
c (U, F ))× Ext1(HomU (H,Gm)†, H3

c (U, F ))→ HomD(Z)(DH , RΓc(U, F )[1])

→
∏

i

Hom(Hi(DH), Hi+1
c (U, F ))→ 0

Since Hi
c(U, F ) = Ĥi

c(U, F ) is torsion of cofinite type for i ≥ 2 and zero for i ≥ 4, we readily see
that the left term is 0, hence a canonical isomorphism

HomD(Z)(DH , RΓc(U, F )[1])
≃
−−→
H2

Hom(H2(DH), H3
c (U, F ))

Thus in diagram (3.2), we can check that the bottom left square commutes on cohomology groups
in degree 2 ; but then the corresponding square is

Ext1U (H,Gm)† H2
c (U,H) = Ext1U (H,Gm)D

HomU (F,Gm)† H3
c (U, F ) = HomU (H,Gm)D

which clearly commutes. Now the existence and uniqueness of the wanted arrow folllows by the
same methods as for the others.

Let us now take the cohomology groups in the third row; this gives a long sequence

· · · → Hi
W,c(U, F )→ Hi

W,c(U,G)→ Hi
W,c(U,H)→ Hi+1

W,c(U, F )→ · · ·

and we have to check that it is exact. We will use results from [Stacks, Tag 0BKH] regarding
derived completions. We have DF ⊗L Z/nZ = 0. This gives an isomorphism

RΓc(U, F )⊗L Z/nZ ≃ RΓW,c(U, F )⊗L Z/nZ

hence by taking derived limits ([Stacks, Tag 0922]) an isomorphism

RΓc(U, F )∧p ≃ RΓW,c(U, F )∧p ≃ RΓW,c(U, F )⊗ Zp

between the derived p-completions ; the last isomorphism holds because RΓW,c(U, F ) is a perfect
complex and Zp is flat ([Stacks, Tag 0EEV]). Derived p-completion is an exact functor ([Stacks,
Tag 091V]) so the functor RΓc(U,−)∧p is exact. Now we can just check that our long sequence is
exact after tensoring with Zp for each prime p, which follows from the exactness of RΓW,c(U,−)⊗
Zp.

4 The regulator pairing

4.1 Construction

We denote by ⊗ the derived tensor product in D(Z) and AR := A ⊗ R for any abelian group or
complex of abelian groups.
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Taking inspiration from [FM18, 2.2], we define in this section a pairing on the derived∞-category
D(Uet) of étale sheaves on U

RΓc(U,−)⊗RHomU (−,Gm)→ R[−1]

with values in the derived∞-category D(Z), and we show that it is perfect after base change to R.
The pairing is functorial, meaning that the induced morphism

RHomU (−,Gm)→ RHom(RΓc(U,−),R[−1])

is a natural transformation. When U is a curve over Fq, we will be able to define it with value in
Q[−1]6, and its base change to Q will be perfect.

The derived ∞-category D(Uet) is naturally enriched in the symmetric monoidal ∞-category
D(Z) via the complexes RHomU (−,−) ; hence for F,G ∈ D(Uet) we have the Ext pairings7

RΓ(U, F )⊗RHomU (F,G)→ RΓ(U,G)
∏

v∈S

RΓ(Kv, Fηv )⊗RHomU (F,G)→
∏

v∈S

RΓ(Kv, Fηv )⊗
∏

v∈S

RHomKv (Fηv , Gηv )→
∏

v∈S

RΓ(Kv, Gηv )

Since the derived tensor product is exact, we have a commutative diagram

RΓc(U, F )⊗RHomU (F,G) RΓ(U, F )⊗RHomU (F,G) (
∏

v∈S

RΓ(Kv, Fηv ))⊗RHomU (F,G)

RΓc(U,G) RΓ(U,G)
∏

v∈S

RΓ(Kv, Gηv )

where both rows are fiber sequences, hence an induced morphism

RΓc(U, F )⊗RHomU (F,G)→ RΓc(U,G).

Specialise for G = Gm[0] ; we now wish to construct a map RΓc(U,Gm) → R[−1], resp. a
factorization through Q[−1] of that map when U is a curve. We begin by computing the cohomology
groups Hi

c(U,Gm).

Definition 4.1. Define

I ′K = {(αv) ∈
∏

v place de K

K×
v , αv ∈ O

×
Kv

for almost all v}

the henselian idele group. Define the henselian idele class group and henselian S-idele class group

C′
K = I ′K/K×

C′
K,S = coker(

∏

v∈U0

O×
Kv
→ I ′K → C′

K)

where U0 denotes the closed points of U .
6Though it will depend on q; the R-valued regulator doesn’t depend on q
7coming from the Yoneda pairing, noting that RΓ(U, F ) = RHomU (Z, F )
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Remark.

• These differ from the usual definitions because we use for Kv the fraction field of the henseliza-
tion at v when v is non-archimedean.

• By the snake Lemma we have C′
K,S ≃ (

⊕
v∈U0

Z ⊕
∏

v∈S K×
v )/K×. It follows that C′

K,S =
Pic(C) when U = C is a proper curve.

Proposition 4.2 ("Hilbert 90"). We have H0
c (U,Gm) = 0, resp. H0

c (U,Gm) is finite when U is
affine resp. U = C is a proper curve, and H1

c (U,Gm) = C′
K,S . For i ≥ 2,

Hi
c(U,Gm) = Ĥi

c(U,Gm) =

{
Q/Z i = 3
0 i > 3

Proof. For i = 0 this comes from the defining long exact sequence

0→ H0
c (U,Gm)→ OU (U)× →

∏

v∈S

K×
v → · · ·

and for U = C a proper regular curve of characteristic p > 0, OC(C) is a finite extension of Fp.
We already saw in Proposition 2.3 that Hi

c(U,−) = Ĥi
c(U,−) for i > 1, thus for i > 1 see [Mil06,

III.2.6].
Let us treat the case i = 1. Define a complex RΓzar,c similarly to RΓc, but using Zariski

cohomology on U and Spec(Kv) instead of étale cohomology. Let ε be the morphism of sites
Uzar → Uet. We denote by ε∗ : F 7→ F ◦ ε the direct image functor and ε∗ its left adjoint. We have
ε∗(Gm)Uet = (Gm)Uzar , thus τ≤0Rε∗Gm = Gm and we get a morphism

RΓzar(U,Gm) = RΓzar(U, τ
≤0Rε∗Gm)→ RΓzar(U,Rε∗Gm) = RΓ(U,Gm).

This combined with the similar result on Spec(Kv) induce a canonical morphism

RΓzar,c(U,Gm)→ RΓc(U,Gm)

This induces a commutative diagram in cohomology

0 OU (U)×
∏

v∈S K×
v H1

zar,c(U,Gm) H1
zar(U,Gm) = Pic(U) 0

0 OU (U)×
∏

v∈S K×
v H1

c (U,Gm) H1(U,Gm) = Pic(U) 0

where the identifications on the right follows by Hilbert’s theorem 90. Thus by the five lemma

H1
zar,c(U,Gm)

≃
−→ H1

c (U,Gm)

On the Zariski site of U , we have a short exact sequence

0→ Gm → g∗Gm →
⊕

v∈U0

(iv)∗Z→ 0
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where g : Spec(K) →֒ U is the inclusion of the generic point and iv is the inclusion of a closed point
v ∈ U . This gives a distinguished triangle

RΓzar,c(U,Gm)→ RΓzar,c(U, g∗Gm)→
⊕

v∈U0

Z→

For q > 0, the sheaf Rqg∗F is the sheaf associated to

V 7→ Hq(V ×U Spec(K), F ) = Hq(Spec(K), F ) = 0

hence g∗ = Rg∗ is exact and

RΓzar(U, g∗Gm) = RΓzar(Spec(K),Gm) = K×[0].

Thus there is an identification

RΓzar,c(U, g∗Gm) ≃ fib

(
K×[0]→

∏

v∈S

K×
v [0]

)
=

[
K× →

∏

v∈S

K×
v

]

with K× in degree zero. We find

RΓzar,c(U,Gm) ≃ fib

([
K× →

∏

v∈S

K×
v

]
→
⊕

v∈U0

Z[0]

)
=

[
K× →

⊕

v∈U0

Z⊕
∏

v∈S

K×
v

]

hence the result.

The map
∑

v log | · |v is well-defined on the henselian idele group I ′K by the product formula and
induces a map on the henselian S-idele class group tr : C′

K,S → R. For v /∈ S, we have in particular
on the factor Z associated to v:

tr(1v) = − log(N(v)) (4.1)

where N(v) = [κ(v)] is the cardinality of the residue field at v; this follows from the conventions

chosen for the product formula. If U is a curve over Fq, then tr factors through Z as C′
K,S

trq
−−→

Z
log(q)
−−−−→ R with trq the map induced by

∑
v logq |·|v. Then for v /∈ S, we have trq(1v) = −[κ(v) : Fq].

In particular, if U = C is a proper curve, then trq = deg is the degree map Pic(C)→ Z.
We can consider the composite

RΓc(U,Gm)→ τ≥1RΓc(U,Gm)R = H1
c (U,Gm)R[−1] = (C′

K,S)R[−1]
tr
−→ R[−1]

When U is a curve over Fq, we can also consider the composite

RΓc(U,Gm)→ τ≥1RΓc(U,Gm)Q = H1
c (U,Gm)Q[−1] = (C′

K,S)Q[−1]
trq⊗Q
−−−−→ Q[−1],

whose composite with Q
17→log(q)
−−−−−−→ R is the previous map8

8Note that we have to tensor with Q to supress the torsion coming from H3
c (U,Gm) = Q/Z.
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Definition 4.3. The regulator pairing is the pairing

RΓc(U, F )⊗RHomU (F,Gm)→ RΓc(U,Gm)→ R[−1]

induced by tr.
If U is a curve over Fq, the rational regulator pairing is the pairing

RΓc(U, F )⊗RHomU (F,Gm)→ RΓc(U,Gm)→ Q[−1]

induced by trq.

Note that the rational regulator pairing depends on the choice of the base field.

4.2 Perfectness of the regulator pairing after base change to R

We call a pairing of perfect complexes A⊗B → C perfect if the natural morphism A→ RHom(B,C)
is an isomorphism.

Theorem 4.4. The regulator pairing

RΓc(U, F )⊗RHomU (F,Gm)→ RΓc(U,Gm)→ R[−1]

is perfect after base change to R for every Z-constructible sheaf F . More generally, the map

RHomU (F,Gm)R → RHom(RΓc(U, F )R,R[−1])

is an isomorphism for every F ∈ D(Uet). When U is a curve over Fq, the theorem holds over Q.

Remark.

• For U = Spec(OK) and F = Z this is conjecture B(U, 0) of [FM18] (note that d = 1), which
is shown in ibid., section 2.2 to be equivalent to Beilinson’s conjecture. The latter is known
for U = Spec(OK).

• For F ∈ D(Uet) not Z-constructible, the vector spaces involved may not be finite dimensional
in which case the dual map RΓc(U, F )R → RHom(RHomU (F,Gm)R,R[−1]) will not be an
isomorphism.

Proof. If U is a curve over Fq, the rational regulator pairing induces the regulator pairing up to a
non-zero factor log(q) ; hence for curves we will only prove the perfectness of the rational regulator
pairing after base change to Q.

We have to show that RHomU (F,Gm)R → RHom(RΓc(U, F ),R[−1]) is an isomorphism (resp.
RHomU (F,Gm)Q → RHom(RΓc(U, F ),Q[−1]) if U is a curve). This is a natural transformation
that behaves well with fiber sequences and filtered colimits, hence we first reduce to the case
of bounded complexes, then by filtering with the truncations to sheaves, then to Z-constructible
sheaves. By the dévissage argument, we now have to check that

1. the regulator pairing behaves well with the pushforward π∗ coming from a finite generically
Galois morphism π : V → U

2. the regulator pairing behaves well with the extension by zero j! coming from an open sub-
scheme j : V →֒ U
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3. the regulator pairing for a Z-constructible sheaf supported on a closed point identifies with a
pairing in Galois cohomology that is pefect after base change to Q

4. the theorem is true for a constructible sheaf

5. the theorem is true for the constant sheaf Z

4.2.1 Case of the pushforward by a finite generically Galois cover Let π : V → U
be the normalization of U in a finite Galois extension L/K and let F be a Z-constructible sheaf
on V . Then V = Spec(OL,S′) or V = C′\S′ where S′ are the places of L above those of S and
C′ is the connected smooth proper curve with function field L in the function field case. Denote
gv : Spec(Kv) → U (resp. gw : Spec(Lw) → V ) and πw : Spec(Lw) → Spec(Kv) the natural
morphism for v ∈ S, w ∈ S′. We remark that ([Tra16, 3.6]) g∗vπ∗ =

∏
w|v(πw)∗g

∗
w. ] On the one

hand, prop. 2.1.e gives a natural isomorphism RΓc(V,−) = RΓc(U, π∗−). On the other hand, the
norm induces a map Nm : π∗Gm → Gm such that the composite

N : RHomV (F,Gm)
π∗−→ RHomU (π∗F, π∗Gm)

Nm∗−−−→ RHomU (π∗F,Gm)

is an isomorphism ([Mil06, II.3.9]). The following diagrams are commutative by functoriality of the
Yoneda pairing:

RHomV (Z, F )⊗RHomV (F,Gm) RΓ(V,Gm) = RHomV (Z,Gm)

RHomU (Z, π∗F )⊗RHomU (π∗F, π∗Gm) RΓ(U, π∗Gm)

RΓ(U, π∗F )⊗ RHomU (π∗F,Gm) RΓ(U,Gm)

id⊗Nm∗ Nm∗

RΓ(Lw, Fηw )⊗RHomLw(Fηw ,Gm) RΓ(Lw,Gm)

RΓ(Kv, (πw)∗Fηw )⊗RHomKv((πw)∗Fηw , (πw)∗Gm) RΓ(Kv, (πw)∗Gm)

RΓ(Kv, (NLw/Kv
)∗Fηw)⊗RHomKv((NLw/Kv

)∗Fηw ,Gm) RΓ(Kv,Gm)

id⊗(NLw/Kv )∗ (NLw/Kv )∗

RHomV (F,Gm)
∏

w|v RHomLw(Fηw ,Gm)

RHomU (π∗F,Gm)
∏

w|v RHomKv ((πw)∗Fηw ,Gm)

Nm∗◦π∗

∏
w|v j∗w

∏
w|v(NLw/Kv )∗◦(πw)∗

j∗v

We obtain a diagram:

RΓc(V, F )⊗RHomV (F,Gm) RΓc(V,Gm) (CL,S′)R[−1] R[−1]

RΓc(U, π∗F )⊗RHomU (π∗F,Gm) RΓc(U,Gm) (CK,S)R[−1] R[−1]

≃ Nm∗

tr

tr
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The left hand side is commutative by the previous diagrams. The long exact sequence (2.1) gives

0→ OU (U)× →
∏

v∈S

K×
v → C′

K,S → Pic(U)

Thus the map tr factors through

C′
K,S ⊗ R =

(
(
∏

v∈S

K×
v )/OU (U)×

)
⊗ R

on which it is given by
(αv) 7→

∑

v∈S

log(|αv|v),

so the right hand side is commutative by the following computation:
∑

v∈S

log |
∏

w|v

NLw/Kv
(αw)|v =

∑

w∈S′

log |NLw/Kv
(αw)|v =

∑

w∈S′

log |αw|w

We have proved that the theorem is true for F if and only if it is true for π∗F ; the reasoning is
exactly the same for the rational regulator pairing when U is a curve.

4.2.2 Case of the extension by zero along an open inclusion Let j : V →֒ U be an open
subscheme and let F be a Z-constructible sheaf on V . Write V = SpecOK,S′ or V = C\S′. Using
prop. 2.1.d and the identification j∗Gm = Gm, we obtain a commutative diagram

RΓc(V, F )⊗RHomV (F,Gm) RΓc(V,Gm) (CK,S′ )R[−1] R[−1]

RΓc(U, j!F )⊗RHomU (j!F,Gm) RΓc(U,Gm) (CK,S)R[−1] R[−1]

≃

tr

tr

which shows that the theorem is true for F if and only if it is true for j!F . The reasoning is the
same for the rational regulator pairing when U is a curve.

4.2.3 Case of a sheaf supported on a closed point Consider a Z-constructible sheaf sup-
ported on a closed point v. Let Gv = Gal(κ(v)sep/κ(v)). The sheaf is of the form i∗M where M is
a discrete Gv-module of finite type and i : v →֒ U is the closed inclusion. The functor i∗ has a right
adjoint in the derived category Ri! such that i∗Ri! ≃ id, and one has an identification ([Maz73,
section 1, eq. 1.2])

Ri!Gm ≃ Z[−1] (4.2)

Prop. 2.1.c gives a natural isomorphism RΓc(U, i∗M) = RΓ(v,M) and we obtain morphisms

RΓ(v,Z[−1]) = RΓc(U, i∗Z[−1]) = RΓc(U, i∗Ri!Gm)
η∗
−→ RΓc(U,Gm)

RHomv(M,Z[−1]) = RHomv(M,Ri!Gm)
η∗◦i∗
−−−→

≃
RHomU (i∗M,Gm)
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where η : i∗Ri!Gm → Gm is the counit of the adjunction. The functoriality of the Yoneda pairing
then implies that the following diagram is commutative:

RΓ(v,M)⊗RHomv(M,Z[−1]) RΓ(v,Z[−1])

RΓc(U, i∗M)⊗RHomU (i∗M,Gm) RΓc(U,Gm)

≃

The Galois cohomology groups of Gv ≃ Ẑ with coefficients in Z are given by

Hi(Ẑ,Z) =





Z i = 0

Homcont(Ẑ,Z) = 0 i = 1

Homcont(Ẑ,Q/Z) = Q/Z i = 2
0 i > 2

hence
τ≥1RΓ(Gv,Z[−1])Q ≃ H0(Gv,Z)Q[−1] = Q[−1]

The map η∗ : Z = H0(Gv,Z) = H0
c (U, i∗Z)→ H1

c (U,Gm) = C′
K,S sends Z to the factor indexed by

v in C′
K,S . Following remark 4.1, we get a commutative diagram

RΓ(v,M)⊗RHomv(M,Z[−1]) RΓ(v,Z[−1]) τ≥1RΓ(v,Z[−1])Q Q[−1]

RΓc(U, i∗M)⊗RHomU (i∗M,Gm) RΓc(U,Gm) τ≥1RΓc(U,Gm)R = (C′
K,S)R[−1] R[−1]

≃

=

− log(N(v))

tr

(4.3)

4.2.4 Case of Galois cohomology of a finite field Since − log(N(v)) 6= 0, we are reduced
by the previous section to showing that

RΓ(v,M)⊗RHomv(M,Z)→ RΓ(v,Z)→ Q[0]

is perfect after base change to Q for any discrete Gv-module M of finite type as an abelian group;
this will imply that it is also perfect after base change to R. We show it on cohomology groups.
Galois cohomology is torsion and Artin-Verdier duality gives that Extiv(M,Z) = Exti+1

U (i∗M,Gm)
(equation (4.2)) is finite for i ≥ 1, so the pairing is trivially perfect in degree i 6= 0 after base change
to Q. Thus it suffices to show the result in degree 0, i.e. to show that the pairing

MGv ×HomGv (M,Z)→ Q

is perfect after base change to Q. Let H be an open subgroup acting trivially on M ; then
MGv = (M)Gv/H and HomGv (M,Z) = HomGv/H(M,Z), i.e. we reduce to the case of a cyclic
group G := Gv/H acting of the finite type abelian group M . We have furthermore HomG(M,Z) =
Hom(MG,Z) (where MG denotes coinvariants). Let F denote a generator of G. The exact sequence

0→MG →M
F−1
−−−→M →MG → 0,

gives identifications (MG)Q = (MQ)
G and (MG)Q = (MQ)G by tensoring with Q, and also gives

that those vector spaces have the same dimension. Let N : MG → MG denote the norm and
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π : MG →M →MG the restriction of the canonical projection to MG. We notice that N◦π = |G|id,
so πQ is an isomorphism. In the pairing

MG
Q ×Hom(MG,Q,Q)→ Q,

the left hand terms have same dimension, so it suffices to prove that the left kernel is trivial, which
follows immediately for surjectivity of πQ.

4.2.5 Case of a constructible sheaf Let F be a constructible sheaf on U . Then cohomology
with compact support differs from Tate cohomology with compact support by finite groups. Artin-
Verdier duality thus shows that all cohomology groups Hi

c(U, F ) and ExtiU (F,Gm) are finite, hence
the pairing is trivial after base change to R (or Q when U is a curve), so it is perfect.

4.2.6 Case of the constant sheaf Z Consider the constant sheaf Z on U . If U is a curve over
Fq, the previous discussion along with the dévissage argument allows us to suppose that U = C is a
proper curve. We will show perfectness of the regulator pairing on cohomology groups. Since U is
noetherian and normal, Hq(U,Z) is torsion for q > 0 ([Mil06, II.2.10]) and πSGA3

1 (U) = πSGA1
1 (U) is

profinite, hence H1(U,Z) = Homcont(π
et
1 (U),Z) = 0. The same argument holds for Z on Spec(Kv)

for v ∈ S. Thus:

• If U = Spec(OK,S), we have the exact sequence (2.1)

0→ H0
c (U,Z)→ Z→

∏

v∈S

Z→ H1
c (U,Z)→ 0

and we obtain

H0
c (U,Z) = 0, H1

c (U,Z) = (
∏

v∈S

Z)/Z, Hi
c(U,Z)R = 0 for i > 1 (4.4)

On the other hand

ExtiU (Z,Gm) = Hi(U,Gm) =





O×
K,S i = 0

Pic(U) i = 1
torsion of cofinite type i ≥ 2

The pairing Hi
c(U,Z)R × Ext1−i(Z,Gm)R → R is thus perfect for i = 0 by finiteness of the

S-ideal class group and trivially perfect for i 6= 0, 1. In degree i = 1, the regulator pairing
identifies with

(
∏

v∈S

Z)/Z×O×
K,S → R

((αv), u) 7→
∑

αv log |u|v

which is non-degenerate modulo torsion by the theorem of S-units of Dirichlet (see for instance
[Nar04, 3.3.12]). Indeed, under the indentification

Hom((
∏

v∈S

R)/R,R) ≃ {(xi) ∈ Rs,
∑

xi = 0},
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the map
O×

K,S → Hom((
∏

v∈S

R)/R,R) ⊂ Rs

induced by the pairing is the usual logarithmic embedding.

• If U = C is a proper curve over Fq, we have H0(C,Z) = Z, Hi(C,Z) torsion for i > 0 and

ExtiC(Z,Gm) = Hi(C,Gm) =





OC(C)× i = 0
Pic(C) i = 1

torsion of cofinite type i ≥ 2

Since C is proper, normal and connected, OC(C) = K ∩ F̄q is the field of constants of K,
and a finite extension of Fq; in particular H0(C,Gm) is finite. The pairing Hi(C,Z)Q ×
Ext1−i(Z,Gm)Q → Q is thus trivially perfect for i 6= 0. In degree i = 0, the rational regulator
pairing identifies with the top row in the following commutative diagram :

Q× Pic(C)Q Q

Q×Q Q

id×degQ≃

r,s7→rs

The bottom pairing is perfect, so it remains only to show that the degree map is an isomor-

phism rationally, which follows from the exact sequence 0→ Pic0(C)→ Pic(C)
deg
−−→ fZ→ 0,9

and the finiteness of the class group of degree 0 divisors Pic0(C).10

5 Splitting of the Weil-étale complex after base change to R

We denote by (−)R := −⊗L R the base change by R.

Proposition 5.1. Let F be a big or tiny sheaf. The Weil-étale complex with compact support splits
rationally, naturally in big-to-tiny morphisms and big-to-tiny short exact sequences:

RΓW,c(U, F )Q = RΓc(U, F )Q ⊕DF,Q[1]

Moreover, by the perfectness of the regulator pairing after base change to R, there is an isomorphism,
natural in big-to-tiny morphisms and big-to-tiny short exact sequences:

τF : RΓW,c(U, F )R
≃
−→ DF,R[1]⊕DF,R[2] (5.1)

Proof. By tensoring with Q the defining triangle of RΓW,c(U, F ) and rotating once, we obtain a
distinguished triangle

RΓc(U, F )Q
iF−→ RΓW,c(U, F )Q

pF
−−→ DF,Q[1]→ RΓc(U, F )Q[1]

9We have f = [OC(C) : Fq], see for instance [Wei95, VII.5, cor. 5]
10See for instance [Wei95, IV.4 Thm 7]; the group k1

A
/k×Ω(∅) of ibid. identifies with Pic0(C), as discussed at the

beginning of ibid., Ch. VI
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Let us show that this triangle splits canonically. We will prove the existence of a section of p:

s : DF [1]Q → RΓW,c(U, F )Q.

Let G be another big or tiny sheaf. Consider the exact sequence obtained by applying Hom(DF,Q[1],−)
to the above triangle for G :

Hom(DF,Q[1], RΓc(U,G)Q) Hom(DF,Q[1], RΓW,c(U,G)Q)

Hom(DF,Q[1], DG,Q[1]) Hom(DF,Q[1], RΓc(U,G)Q[1])

Since DF,Q[1] is cohomologically concentrated in degrees 3 and 4 and RΓc(U,G)Q is concentrated
in degrees 0 and 1, the usual argument with the exact sequence (3.1) shows that both left and right
terms are zero, hence a canonical isomorphism:

Hom(DF,Q[1], RΓW,c(U,G)Q)
≃
−→ Hom(DF,Q[1], DG,Q[1]).

The same argument also gives Hom(DF,Q[1], RΓW,c(U,G)Q[1])
≃
−→ Hom(DF,Q[1], DG,Q[2]).

Let sF be the inverse image of the identity under Hom(DF,Q[1], RΓW,c(U, F )Q)
≃
−→ Hom(DF,Q[1], DF,Q[1]).

The following diagram gives a morphism of distinguished triangles (note that the right square does
commute, since Hom(DF,Q[1], RΓc(U, F )Q[1]) = 0):

RΓc(U, F )Q RΓc(U, F )Q ⊕DF,Q[1] DF,Q[1] RΓc(U, F )Q[1]

RΓc(U, F )Q RΓW,c(U, F )Q DF,Q[1] RΓc(U, F )Q[1]

(iF ,sF )

i p

hence by the five lemma an isomorphism

(iF , sF ) : RΓc(U, F )Q ⊕DF,Q[1]
≃
−→ RΓW,c(U, F )Q

Let us see the naturality of the above isomorphism. Let F → G be a big-to-tiny morphism. We
have already proved that i is natural (see the proof of Theorem 3.5), so it suffices to show that s is
a natural transformation, i.e. that the following diagram commutes:

DF,Q[1] RΓW,c(U, F )

DG,Q[1] RΓW,c(U,G)

sH

sG

The horizontal arrows in the following diagram are isomorphisms, and the diagram is commutative
by commutativity of (3.2), whence we conclude with a simple diagram chasing:

Hom(DF,Q[1], RΓW,c(U, F )Q) Hom(DF,Q[1], DF,Q[1])

Hom(DF,Q[1], RΓW,c(U,G)Q) Hom(DF,Q[1], DG,Q[1])

Hom(DG,Q[1], RΓW,c(U,G)Q) Hom(DG,Q[1], DG,Q[1])

≃

≃

≃
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Let 0→ F → G→ H → 0 be a big-to-tiny short exact sequence. Similarly to the previous step,
i is natural, and it remains to see that the diagram

DH,Q[1] RΓW,c(U,H)

DF,Q[2] RΓW,c(U, F )[1]

sH

sF [1]

commutes. We conclude by a similar diagram chasing in the diagram

Hom(DH,Q[1], RΓW,c(U,H)Q) Hom(DH,Q[1], DH,Q[1])

Hom(DH,Q[1], RΓW,c(U, F )Q[1]) Hom(DH,Q[1], DF,Q[2])

Hom(DF,Q[2], RΓW,c(U, F )Q[1]) Hom(DF,Q[2], DF,Q[2])

≃

≃

≃

.

The regulator pairing gives an isomorphism, natural in complexes of étale sheaves F ∈ D(U)

RΓc(U, F )R
≃
−→ RHom((RHomU (F,Gm),R[−1]) = RHom(RHomU (F,Gm),Q[−1])⊗ R

= DF,R[2]

hence the claimed isomorphism natural in big-to-tiny morphisms and big-to-tiny short exact se-
quences

τF : RΓW,c(U, F )R
≃
−→ DF,R[1]⊕DF,R[2]

Remark.

• If U is a curve the same holds over Q, using the rational regulator pairing.

• The above isomorphism implies that the functor RΓW,c(U,−)R is exact in big-to-tiny short
exact sequences.

6 The Weil-étale Euler characteristic

6.1 Construction

In this section we will use the determinant construction of Knudsen-Mumford [KM76], and the
subsequent work of Breuning, Burns and Knudsen, in particular [Bre08]. Let R be a Noetherian
ring; denote ProjR the exact category of projective finite type R-modules, Grb(ModftR ) the bounded
graded abelian category of finite type R-modules and Dperf (R) the derived category of perfect
complexes. For P a Picard groupoid, the Picard groupoid of determinants det(C,P) for C an
exact or triangulated category is defined in [Knu02] and [Bre11] respectively. Their objects are
determinants, that is pairs f = (f1, f2) where f1 is a functor Ciso → P and f2 maps each exact
sequence/distinguished triangle ∆ : X → Y → Z to an isomorphism f2(∆) : f1(Y ) → f1(X) ⊗
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f1(Z), satisfying certain axioms. When the context is clear we’ll abuse notation and write f for
both f1 and f2. There is a canonical inclusion I : ProjZ →֒ Grb(ModftR ) where I(A) is A in degree
0 and 0 elsewhere. We extend I naturally to exact sequences. Thus I defines a restriction functor

I∗ : det(Grb(Modft
R ),P)→ det(ProjZ,P)

for any Picard groupoid P , given by f = (f1, f2) 7→ (f1 ◦ I, f2 ◦ I). On the other hand, there is a
functor H : Dperf (R)→ Grb(ModftR ) given by X 7→ (Hi(X))i, and for a distinguished triangle

∆ : X
u
−→ Y

v
−→ Z

w
−→

we define H(∆) to be the following exact sequence, induced by the long exact cohomology sequence:

0→ ker(H(u))→ H(X)→ H(Y )→ H(Z)
∂
−→ ker(H(u))[1]→ 0

Thus H defines an extension functor H∗ : det(Grb(ModftR ),P) → det(Dperf (R),P), mapping a
determinant (g1, g2) to (g1 ◦H, f2) where f2 is deduced from applying g2 to the exact sequences of
the form H(∆) for ∆ a distinguished triangle [Bre11, Prop. 5.8].

The functor I factors as ProjZ → ModftR → Grb(Modft
R ) hence for R a regular ring, I∗ is an

equivalence of categories for any Picard category P by [Bre11, Prop. 5.5] and Quillen’s resolution
theorem [Qui73, Cor. 2 in §4] (see also the proof of [Bre08, Prop. 3.4]). Note that by [Bre11,
Lemma 5.10, Prop. 5.11], H∗ is also an equivalence of categories since there is an identification
Dperf (R) ≃ Db(Modft

R ).
Consider the usual determinant functor

detR ∈ det(ProjR,PR), M 7→ (ΛtopM, rankM)

of [KM76] with values in the Picard groupoid of graded R-lines, that is of pairs (L, n) where
L is an invertible R-module and n : Spec(R) → Z a locally constant function, with morphisms
(L, n)→ (L′,m) the isomorphisms L→ L′ if n = m and none otherwise.

Remark ([BF03, Section 2.5]). We have π0PR = H0(Spec(R),Z)⊕ Pic(R) and π1PR = R×. Hence
by K-theoretic computations, detR is the universal determinant for R local, or semi-simple, or the
ring of integers in a number field.

For basic properties of determinant functors on triangulated categories, see [Bre11, Section 3].
Let gR ∈ det(Grb(ModftR ),PR) be a determinant functor extending detR, i.e. such that I∗(gR) =
detR. Define then fR := H∗(gR) ∈ det(Dperf (R),PR).

We specialize now to R = Z, R. Whenever it makes sense, denote by B the base change functor
X 7→ X ⊗Z R. The following diagram is commutative

ProjZ Grb(ModftZ ) Dperf (Z)

ProjR Grb(ModftR ) Dperf (R)

I

B B

H

B

I

H

and there is a natural symmetric monoidal functor B : PZ → PR, hence we obtain a commutative
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diagram

det(ProjZ,PZ) det(Grb(ModftZ ),PZ) det(Dperf (Z),PZ)

det(ProjZ,PR) det(Grb(ModftZ ),PR) det(Dperf (Z),PR)

det(ProjR,PR) det(Grb(ModftR ),PR) det(Dperf (R),PR)

B∗

I∗

B∗

H∗

B∗

I∗

H∗

B∗

I∗

B∗

H∗

B∗

where upper stars denote precomposition and lower stars denote postcomposition. From this di-
agram, we see that there is an isomorphism of determinants γ : B ◦ gZ ≃ B∗(gR) inducing an
isomorphism

H∗(γ) : B ◦ fZ ≃ B∗(fR) (6.1)

Applying the determinant construction to the isomorphism 5.1, we get a trivialization

λF : fR(RΓW,c(U, F )R) ≃ fR(DF,R[1]⊕DF,R[2])
≃
←− fR(DF,R[1]])⊗ fR(DF,R[2])

≃
−→ R

where the last isomorphism holds because for any perfect complex X , the distinguished triangle
X → 0→ X [1]→ gives an isomorphism

fR(X)⊗ fR(X [1])
≃
−→ fR(0) = R.

The canonical isomorphism

H∗(γ)RΓW,c(U,F ) : fZ(RΓW,c(U, F ))⊗Z R
≃
−→ fR(RΓW,c(U, F )R)

gives a natural embedding

fZ(RΓW,c(U, F )) →֒ fR(RΓW,c(U, F )R)

of the underlying (ungraded) lines, i.e. of abelian groups.

Remark. Define the Picard groupoid of embedded graded lines PZ→R, whose objects are pairs
(f : L → V, n) where L is a free Z-modules of rank 1, V an R-vector space of dimension 1 and
n ∈ Z, with a map f : L → V of abelian groups such that the induced map L ⊗ R → V is an
isomorphism. The projection PZ→R → PZ and the functor PZ → PZ→R, (L, n) 7→ (L → L ⊗ R, n)
are inverse equivalences of Picard groupoids. The above embedding can be seen as an object in
PZ→R.

Definition 6.1. Let F be a big or tiny sheaf. The (Weil-étale) Euler characteristic of F is the
positive integer χU (F ) such that

λ(fZ(RΓW,c(U, F ))) = (χU (F ))−1Z →֒ R.

Definition 6.2. Let F be a big or tiny sheaf. We define the rank of F :

EU (F ) =
∑

i

(−1)i · i · dimR(H
i
W,c(U, F )R)
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Remark. By theorem 4.4 and the computations of subsection 3.2 we have

EU (F ) = −1(rankZH
1
c (U, F ) + rankZ Ext

1
U (F,Gm)) + 2(rankZ HomU (F,Gm))

= rankZ(HomU (F,Gm))− rankZ(Ext
1
U (F,Gm))

= rankZ(H
1
c (U, F ))− rankZ(H

0
c (U, F ))

Theorem 6.3. The rank and Euler characteristic are respectively additive and multiplicative with
respect to big-to-tiny short exact sequences. That is, given a big-to-tiny short exact sequence

0→ F → G→ H → 0

we have

EU (G) = EU (F ) + EU (H)

χU (G) = χU (F )χU (H)

Proof. The result for EU is immediate given the remark above, the long exact sequence of Ext
groups and the fact that Exti(F,Gm) is zero for i < 0 and torsion for i > 1.

Let ∆ denote the (non-distinguished) triangle RΓW,c(U, F )→ RΓW,c(U,G)→ RΓW,c(U,H)→.
By Theorem 3.5, H(∆) is an exact sequence in Grb(ModftZ ), and we can consider the following
diagram:

fZ(RΓW,c(U, F ))⊗ fZ(RΓW,c(U,H)) fZ(RΓW,c(U,G))

(fZ(RΓW,c(U, F )))R ⊗ (fZ(RΓW,c(U,H))R (fZ(RΓW,c(U,G))R

fR(RΓW,c(U, F )R)⊗R fR(RΓW,c(U,H)R) fR(RΓW,c(U, F )R)

fR(DF,R[1]⊕DF,R[2])⊗R fR(DH,R[1]⊕DH,R[2]) fR(DG,R[1]⊕DG,R[2])

fR(DF,R[1])⊗R fR(DF,R[2])⊗R fR(DH,R[1])⊗R fR(DH,R[2]) fR(DG,R[1])⊗ fR(DG,R[2])

R⊗R R R

gZ(H∆)

(gZ(H∆))R

H∗(γ)RΓW,c(U,F )⊗H∗(γ)RΓW,c(U,H) H∗(γ)RΓW,c(U,G)

gR(H(∆R))=fR(∆R)

fR(τF )⊗fR(τH) fR(τG)

mult

(6.2)

• Recall that we have set fZ := H∗(gZ), hence the top arrow would be fZ(∆) if ∆ was actually
distinguished. Note that ∆ ⊗ R is distinguished. The top square is a well-defined map in
PZ→R, in particular it is a commutative square of abelian groups.

• Denote H∗
W,c(U,−) := H∗(RΓW,c(U,−)). Since γ is a morphism of determinants, there is a
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commutative diagram associated to the exact sequence H∆:

B ◦ gZ(H∗
W,c(U, F ))⊗B ◦ gZ(H∗

W,c(U,H)) B ◦ gZ(H∗
W,c(U, F ))

gR(H
∗
W,c(U, F )R)⊗R gR(H

∗
W,c(U,H)R) gR(H

∗
W,c(U, F )R)

B◦gZ(H∆)

γH∗
W,c

(U,F )⊗γH∗
W,c

(U,H) γH∗
W,c

(U,G)

gR((H∆)R)

Unwinding the definitions, we see that the above diagram is exactly the second square.

• The third square commutes because τ defines an isomorphism of distinguished triangles.

• The commutativity of the fourth square is a formal consequence of the associativity and
commutativity axioms of the determinant, as we prove in the next lemma 6.4.

• The last square commutes by [Bre11, Lemma 3.6(ii) and its proof], and the fact that the unit
structure on R = fR(0) coming from the distinguished triangle 0 → 0 → 0 → is given by
the multiplication map. Since the image by the multiplication map of xZ ⊗ yZ ⊂ R ⊗ R is
xyZ ⊂ R, we are done.

Lemma 6.4. Let [−] : T → P be a determinant functor on a triangulated category. Let ∆ : A →
B → C → and ∆′ : A′ → B′ → C′ → be distinguished triangles. The following diagram, coming
from the 3× 3 diagram with columns ∆,∆⊕∆′, ∆′, commutes:

[B ⊕B′] [B] [B′]

[A⊕A′] [C ⊕ C′]

[A] [A′] [C] [C′] [A] [C] [A′] [C′]
flip

We will follow below the convention that unmarked arrows will be obtained by functoriality
of the determinant, applied to a distinguished triangle, and will go from the middle term to the
product of the outer terms. We denote the product by concatenation for compactness.

Proof. Consider the following diagram:

[B ⊕B′] [B][B′]

[A⊕A′][C ⊕ C′] [B ⊕A′][C′] [B][A′][C′]

[A⊕A′][C][C′] [A][A′ ⊕ C][C′]

[A][A′][C ⊕ C′] [A][A′][C][C′] [A][C][A′][C′]

1

2

3
4

5

6

flip
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The outer diagram is exactly the one we want to prove to be commutative. Square 1 commutes by
associativity, applied to the octahedron diagram

A⊕A′ B ⊕A′ C

A⊕A′ B ⊕B′ C ⊕ C′

C′ C′

Square 2 similarly commutes by the octahedron diagram

B B ⊕A′ A′

B B ⊕B′ B′

C′ C′

Square 3 is trivially commutative. Square 4 is obtained by tensoring on the right with [C′] the
associativity diagram coming from the following octahedron:

A A⊕ A′ A′

A B ⊕A′ A′ ⊕ C

C C

Square 5 is obtained by tensoring on the right with [C′] the associativity diagram coming from the
following octahedron:

A B C

A B ⊕A′ A′ ⊕ C

A′ A′

Finally, square 6 is commutative by the commutativity axiom.

6.2 Computations

We now use the results from section 3.2 and appendix A to compute the Weil-étale characteristic.
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Definition 6.5 (The regulator). Let F bas a Z-constructible sheaf. Fix bases modulo torsion of
H0

c (U, F ), H1
c (U, F ), Ext1U (F,Gm) and HomU (F,Gm). Let R0(F ) be the absolute value of the

determinant of the pairing
H0

c (U, F )R × Ext1U (F,Gm)R → R

and R1(F ) the absolute value of the determinant of the pairing

H1
c (U, F )R ×HomU (F,Gm)R → R

in those bases. Those quantities do not depend on the choices, and we define the regulator R(F ) of
F :

R(F ) :=
R1(F )

R0(F )

Proposition 6.6. Let F be a big sheaf. Then

χU (F ) =
R(F )[Ext1U (F,Gm)][H0

c (U, F )]

[HomU (F,Gm)tor][H1
c (U, F )tor]

Proposition 6.7. Let F be a tiny sheaf. Then

χU (F ) =
R(F )[Ext1U (F,Gm)tor][H

0
c (U, F )tor]

[HomU (F,Gm)][H1
c (U, F )]

Corollary 6.8. Let i : v →֒ U be the inclusion of a closed point of U and M be a finitely generated
discrete Gv-module. Then i∗M is tiny and

χU (i∗M) =
[H0(Gv,M)tor]

[H1(Gv,M)]R(M)(logN(v))rankZ(H0(Gv,M))

where N(v) = |κ(v)| and R(M) is the determinant of the pairing

MGv

Q ×HomGv(M,Q)→ Q

after a choice of bases modulo torsion of MGv and HomGv (M,Z).

Remark.

• Note the factor (logN(v))rankZ(H
0(Gv,M)) which comes from diagram (4.3); there is no sign

here because we take absolute values.

• The value χv(M) := χU (i∗M) doesn’t depend on the embedding i : v → U hence χv is
intrinsic to the scheme v.

Proposition 6.9. Suppose U = SpecOK,S and denote RS, hS and ω the S-regulator, S-class
number and number of roots of unity of K respectively. We have

χU (Z) =
hSRS

ω

EU (Z) = rankZO
×
K,S = [S]− 1

We obtain from the analytic class number formula for the S-zeta function of K (the arithmetic zeta
function of U) that EU (Z) = ords=0ζK,S and the formula for the special value lims→0 s

−EU (Z)ζK,S(s) =
−χU (Z).11

11see for instance [Tat84, I.2.2]
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Proof. In the construction of the regulator pairing, we noticed that for F = Z it simply identifies
with the classical regulator ; hence R(Z) is the S-regulator RS of OK,S . Moreover, we have

HomU (Z,Gm)tor = (O×
K,S)tor = µ(K)

Ext1U (Z,Gm) = H1
et(U,Gm) = Pic(U)

Finally, the long exact sequence (2.1) gives

0→ H0
c (U,Z)→ Z

∆
−→

∏

v∈S

Z→ H1
c (U,Z)→ H1

et(U,Z)

where ∆ is the diagonal inclusion. We already saw that H1
et(U,Z) = 0. Thus H1

c (U,Z) ≃
∏

v∈S Z/Z
is free and H0

c (U,Z) = 0. We obtain

EU (F ) = rankZ(HomU (Z,Gm))− rankZ(Ext1U (Z,Gm)) = rankZ(O
×
K,S)

χU (F ) =
RS [Pic(U)]

[µ(K)]
=

hSRS

ω
.

Proposition 6.10. Let U = C be the smooth proper curve associated to the function field K, and
let Fq be its field of constants. We have

χC(Z) =
h

ω log(q)

EC(Z) = −rankZPic(C) = −1

where h = [Pic0(C)] is the cardinality of the group of classes of degree 0 divisors and ω the number
of roots of unity of K.12 We verify again that ords=0ζC = EC(Z) and ζ∗C(0) = −χC(Z) for ζC the
arithmetic zeta function of C.13

Proof. The constant sheaf Z is tiny on C because H1(C,Z) = 0, so we use proposition 6.7. We
consider C as a curve over the field of constants Fq of its function field, hence the degree map is
surjective [Wei95, VII.5, cor. 5] and we have an exact sequence

0→ Pic0(C)→ Pic(C)
deg
−−→ Z→ 0

with Pic0(C) the class group of degree zero divisors, which is finite by [Wei95, IV.4 Thm 7]. We
have H0(C,Z) = Z and H0(C,Gm) = F×

q . We obtain

χU (Z) =
R(Z)[Pic0(C)]

q − 1

Finally, by the discussion in paragraph 4.2.6, the rational regulator pairing for C identifies via the
degree map to the trivial pairing Q×Q→ Q with the natural integral bases, hence the comparison
between the regulator pairing and the rational regulator pairing gives R(Z) = 1/log(q).

12Note that ω = q − 1
13see for instance [Wei95, VII.6, Proposition 4]
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6.3 Functoriality of the Euler characteristic

Proposition 6.11. Let L/K be a finite Galois extension and π : V → U the normalization of U
in L. If F is a big or tiny sheaf on V , so is π∗F and

χU (π∗F ) = χV (F )

EU (π∗F ) = EV (F )

Proof. As seen in paragraph 4.2.1, we have isomorphisms

RHomU (π∗F,Gm) ≃ RHomV (F,Gm)

RΓc(U, π∗F ) ≃ RΓc(V, F )

so the first assertion is immediate, as well as the equality EU (π∗F ) = EV (F ). Similarly, there is
also an isomorphism

RΓ̂c(U, π∗F ) ≃ RΓ̂c(V, F )

Write

DU
F := RHom(RHomU (F,Gm),Q[−3])

EU
F := RHom(RHomU (F,Gm),Q/Z[−3])

βU
F for the arrow constructed in section 3.1

We have seen in paragraph 4.2.1 that the above isomorphisms induce isomorphisms of the regulator
pairing

RΓc(V, F )⊗RHomV (F,Gm) R[−1]

RΓc(U, π∗F )⊗RHomU (π∗F,Gm) R[−1]

≃

and Artin-Verdier pairing

RΓ̂c(V, F )⊗RHomV (F,Gm) Q/Z[−3]

RΓ̂c(U, π∗F )⊗RHomU (π∗F,Gm) Q/Z[−3]

≃

Thus there is a commutative diagram

DV
F EV

F RΓ̂c(V, F ) RΓc(V, F )

DU
π∗F

EU
π∗F

RΓ̂c(U, π∗F ) RΓc(U, π∗F )

≃ ≃ ≃ ≃

Since βU
π∗F

and βV
F are defined uniquely by their cohomology in degree 3 (and more generally

morphisms from DV
F to RΓc(U, π∗F ) verify this property, by the same argument as for β), it follows
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that the following diagram is commutative

DV
F RΓc(V, F )

DU
π∗F

RΓc(V, F )

βV
F

≃ ≃

βU
π∗F

Thus there exists an induced isomorphism on the cones, giving an isomorphism of distinguished
triangles:

DV
F RΓc(V, F ) RΓW,c(V, F )

DU
π∗F

RΓc(V, F ) RΓW,c(U, π∗F )

≃ ≃ ≃

βU
π∗F

The induced isomorphism is moreover unique, similarly to how we argued for the uniqueness of the
complex RΓW,c. All the identifications we have made are compatible and we obtain χU (π∗F ) =
χV (F ) by taking determinants.

Proposition 6.12. Let j : V ⊂ U be an open immersion. If F is a big or tiny sheaf on V , then so
is j!F , and we have

χU (j!F ) = χV (F )

EU (j!F ) = EV (F )

Proof. The proof proceeds as the previous one, using Proposition 2.1, the adjunction j! ⊣ j∗ and
the results from paragraph 4.2.2.

6.4 The L-function of a Z-constructible sheaf

Let X be an irreducible scheme of finite type over Z and of dimension 1, and let F be a Z-
constructible sheaf on X . We define the L-function associated to F and go over its functorial
properties.

Definition 6.13. Let i : v → X be a closed point of X. The local factor with respect to F and v is

Lv(F, s) = det(I −N(v)−sFrobv|Fv ⊗ C)−1

where Fv is the discrete Gv := Gal(κ(v)sep/κ(v))-module corresponding to i∗F and Frobv ∈ Gv is
the (arithmetic) Frobenius.

The L-function associated to F is

LX(F, s) =
∏

v∈X0

Lv(F, s)

where X0 is the set of closed points of X. It is well-defined and holomorphic for ℜ(s) > 1.
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Suppose that X is regular, let K be the function field of X and GK its absolute Galois group.
Our definition differs only at a finite number of local factors from the Artin L-function of the
complex GK-representation given by Fη ⊗ C, where Fη is the pullback of F to Spec(K). Both
definitions coincide when F = Z, and in particular they equal the (arithmetic) zeta function of X :

LX(Z) = ζK,S

On the other hand if i : v → X is the inclusion of a closed point and M is a discrete Gv-module
of finite type, we have

LX(i∗M, s) = det(I −N(v)−sFrobv|M ⊗ C)−1

Let us investigate the functorial properties of the L-functions of Z-constructible sheaves.

Proposition 6.14. 1. If 0→ F → G→ H → 0 is an exact sequence of Z-constructible sheaves,
then

LX(G) = LX(F )LX(H).

2. Let π : Y → X be a finite morphism, with Y irreducible. If F is a Z-constructible sheaf on
Y , then π∗F is Z-constructible and

LX(π∗F ) = LY (F ). (6.3)

3. Let j : V ⊂ X an open subscheme and let F be a Z-constructible sheaf on V . Then

LX(j!F ) = LV (F ).

Proof. Only 2. is non-trivial. The pushforward π∗ commutes with base change so we have

(π∗F )v =
∏

w|v

indGw

Gv
(Fw)

where the product is on finite places w above v, hence

Lv(π∗F, s) =
∏

w|v

Lw(F, s)

since local factors behave well with respect to induced modules [Neu99, prop. VII.10.4.(iv)].

Corollary 6.15. The L-function of a Z-constructible sheaf on X is meromorphic on C.

Proof. By the above functoriality properties and the dévissage argument, we reduce to checking the
corollary for zeta functions of regular X , for local factors, and for the L-functions of constructible
sheaves, which are constant equal to 1 hence trivially meromorphic.

Definition 6.16. Let F be a Z-constructible sheaf on X. We let

rX(F ) := ords=0LX(F, s)

the order of LX(F, s) at s = 0 and

L∗
X(F, 0) = lim

s→0
LX(F, s)s−rX (F )

the special value of LX(F, s) at s = 0.

We will relate in sections 6.7 and 7 the order and special value at s = 0 to the previously
constructed Euler characteristic, by reducing via the dévissage argument to special cases.
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6.5 Extending the definition of the Weil-étale Euler characteristic

In this section we construct a well-defined functorial Euler characteristic for any Z-constructible
sheaf, bypassing a full construction of the Weil-étale complex, which will enable us to obtain a
special values theorem.

Definition 6.17. Let F be a Z-constructible sheaf on U . Let j : V ⊂ U be an open affine non-
empty subscheme such that F|V is locally constant and let i : Z := U\V →֒ U be the inclusion of
the closed complement. Denote FV := j!(F|V ) and FZ := i∗i

∗F . By the remark below Definition
3.1 and by Proposition 6.12, FV is big and FZ is tiny. We thus define the rank of F and Weil-étale
Euler characteristic of F :

EU (F ) = EU (FV ) + EU (FZ)

χU (F ) = χU (FV )χU (FZ)

Remark. If F is big or tiny, the above exact sequence is big-to-tiny, hence this definition is coherent
with the previous one for F .

We first show that those quantities do not depend on the choice of V :

Proof. Let j′ : V ′ ⊂ U be another open affine subscheme with FV ′ locally constant and let i′ :
Z ′ →֒ U be its closed complement. Without loss of generality we can suppose V ′ ⊂ V . Let
t : T := V \V ′ →֒ U be the closed inclusion. The open-closed decomposition lemma gives big-to-
tiny short exact sequences

0 (t∗t
∗F ) i′∗i

′∗F i∗i
∗F 0

0 j′!F|V ′ j!F|V t∗t
∗F 0

The proof follows formally.

We can now investigate functoriality properties:

Proposition 6.18. Let 0→ F → G→ H → 0 be a short exact sequence of Z-constructible sheaves.
Then

χU (G) = χU (F )χU (H)

Proof. Choose a common open subscheme V on which the restriction of each sheaf is locally con-
stant, then apply the open-closed decomposition lemma, giving a commutative diagram with exact
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rows and columns (using notation from Definition 6.17):

0 0 0

0 FV F i∗FZ 0

0 GV G i∗GZ 0

0 HV H i∗HZ 0

0 0 0

The terms on the left are big sheaves and the terms on the right are tiny sheaves, so the proof
follows formally.

Proposition 6.19. Let L/K be a finite Galois extension and π : V → U the normalization of U
in L. If F is a Z-constructible sheaf on V , then

χU (π∗F ) = χV (F )

EU (π∗F ) = EV (F )

Proof. We can fix open affine subschemes j : U ′ ⊂ U , j′ : V ′ → V such that F|V ′ is locally constant
and π′ := π|V ′ : V ′ → U ′ is the normalization of U ′ in L. Then (π∗F )|U ′ = π′

∗(F|V ′) is locally
constant. Denote i : Z = U\U ′ →֒ U and i′ : Z ′ = V \V ′ →֒ V the closed inclusions. The
open-closed decomposition lemma gives short exact sequences

0→ (π∗F )U ′ → π∗F → (π∗F )Z → 0

0→ FV ′ → F → FZ′ → 0

Denote by πZ the base change of π to Z. Then π is finite so i∗i
∗π∗ = i∗πZ,∗i

′∗ = π∗i
′
∗i

′∗F thus
(π∗F )Z = π∗FZ′ and we get

χU (π∗F ) := χU ′(π′
∗F )χU ((π∗F )Z) = χ′

V (F )χU (π∗FZ′) = χ′
V (F )χV (FZ′) =: χV (F )

Proposition 6.20. Let j : V ⊂ U be an open immersion. Let F be a Z-constructible sheaf on V .
We have

χU (j!F ) = χV (F )

EU (j!F ) = EV (F )
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Proof. Let j′ : V ′ ⊂ V an open affine subscheme with F|V ′ locally constant, and let i′ : Z ′ :=
V \V ′ →֒ V , i : Z = U\V ′ →֒ U denote the closed inclusions. Then (j!F )|V ′ = F|V ′ , i∗j!F = t∗i

′∗F
(with t the clopen immersion Z ′ ⊂ Z) and i∗t∗ = j!i

′
∗ so the short exact sequences given by the

open-closed decomposition lemma give

χU (j!F ) := χU ((jj
′)!(j!F )|V ′)χU (i∗i

∗j!F ) = χU ((jj
′)!F|V ′)χU (j!i

′
∗i

′∗F ) = χV (j
′
!F|V ′)χV (i

′
∗i

′∗F )

=: χV (F )

6.6 Explicit formula for the Weil-étale Euler characteristic

Proposition 6.21. Let F be a Z-constructible sheaf. Then

χU (F ) =
[H0

c (U, F )tor][Ext
1
U (F,Gm)tor]R(F )

[H1
c (U, F )tor][HomU (F,Gm)tor]

Proof. Let FV , FZ be as in the preceding section, so that χU (F ) := χU (FV )χU (FZ). Consider the
two following exact sequences, viewed as acyclic cochain complexes :

A• : 0→ H0
c (U, FV )→ H0

c (U, F )→ H0
c (U, FZ)

→ H1
c (U, FV )→ H1

c (U, F )→ H1
c (U, FZ)→ I → 0

B• : 0→ HomU (FZ ,Gm)→ HomU (F,Gm)→ HomU (FV ,Gm)

→ Ext1U (FZ ,Gm)→ Ext1U (F,Gm)→ Ext1U (FV ,Gm)→ J → 0

where I is the image of H1
c (U, FZ) in H2

c (U, FV ) and J is the image of Ext1U (FV ,Gm) in Ext2U (FZ ,Gm).
We choose the convention of putting the first non-zero term of A in degree 0 and the last non-zero
term of B in degree 2. Since FV is big and FZ is tiny, using Artin-Verdier duality we have iso-
morphisms between finite groups H1

c (U, FZ) ≃ Ext2U (FZ ,Gm)D and H2
c (U, FV ) ≃ Ext1U (FV ,Gm)D,

thus Pontryagin duality gives I ≃ JD.
The regulator pairing gives an isomorphism φ : BR → Hom(AR,R)[−1],14 so lemma A.4 together

with propositions 6.7 and 6.7 give:

1 =
[H0

c (U, F )tor][Ext
1
U (F,Gm)tor]R(F )

[H1
c (U, F )tor][HomU (F,Gm)tor]

·
[J ]

[I]
·

1

χU (FV )χU (FZ )

=
[H0

c (U, F )tor][Ext
1
U (F,Gm)tor]R(F )

[H1
c (U, F )tor][HomU (F,Gm)tor]

·
1

χU (F )

where R(F ) is the regulator of F of definition 6.5; the result follows.

6.7 Computations, part II, and the special value theorem

Our aim is to prove Theorem C by using the dévissage argument to reduce to special cases. The
case of F = Z was already shown; let us handle now the case of a constructible sheaf.

14hence the choice of indexing convention
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Proposition 6.22. Let F be a constructible sheaf. Then χU (F ) = 1 and EU (F ) = 0. As the
L-function of a constructible sheaf is 1, we have rU (F ) = EU (F ) and L∗

U (F, 0) = χU (F ).

Proof. Let us first treat the case where F is supported on a finite set ; by functoriality, this reduces
to the case where F is of the form i∗M , with i : v → U the inclusion of a closed point and M a
finite discrete Gv-module. By Corollary 6.8, we have

χU (i∗M) =
[H0(Gv,M)]

[H1(Gv,M)]

Since M is finite, we have [Ser80, XIII.1 prop. 1] that H1(Gv,M) = M/(ϕ− 1)M , where ϕ is the
Frobenius. Hence the exact sequence

0→ H0(Gv,M)→M
ϕ−1
−−−→M → H1(Gv,M)→ 0 (6.4)

gives the result by taking cardinals.
Let us now treat the general case. We have seen in paragraph 4.2.5 that the regulator pairing

of F is trivial after base change to R, thus R(F ) = 1 and EU (F ) = 0. A constructible sheaf is big,
so by proposition 6.6 and Artin-Verdier duality we have:

χU (F ) =
[Ĥ2

c (U, F )][H0
c (U, F )]

[Ĥ3
c (U, F )][H1

c (U, F )]

Suppose we are in the number field case. We want to apply [Mil06, II.2.13] ; by functoriality
we can throw away a finite number of points, and thus we can assume that there is an integer m
invertible on U such that mF = 0. Thus using [Mil06, II.2.13], we obtain further

χU (F ) =
[Ĥ1

c (U, F )][H0
c (U, F )]

[Ĥ0
c (U, F )][H1

c (U, F )]

∏

v∈S∞

[H0(Kv, Fηv )]

Recall that the cofiber T of RΓc(U,−)→ RΓ̂c(U,−) computes homology at the archimedean places
(equation 2.2). For a cyclic group G with generator s and a G-module M , the exact sequence

0→ H0(G,M)→M
s−1
−−→M → H0(G,M)→ 0

shows that [H0(G,M)] = [H0(G,M)], thus

[H0(TF )] =
∏

v∈S∞

[H0(Kv, Fηv )]

Moreover, the Herbrand quotient of a finite G-module is 1 so we have, using the exact sequence
(2.1):

[Ĥ−1
c (U, F )] =

∏

v∈S∞

[Ĥ−1(Kv, Fηv ))] =
∏

v∈S∞

[Ĥ−2(Kv, Fηv ))] = [H−1(TF )]

The proposition now follows from the long exact cohomology sequence

0→ Ĥ−1
c (U, F )→ H−1(TF )→ H0

c (U, F )→ Ĥ0
c (U, F )→ H0(TF )→ H1

c (U, F )→ Ĥ1
c (U, F )→ 0
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by taking cardinals.
In the function field case, by functoriality we can suppose that U = C is a proper smooth

curve over k = Fp. Denote X̄ := X ×k k̄ where k̄ is an algebraic closure of k, and F̄ the pullback
of F to X̄. Then the cohomology groups Hi(X̄, F̄ ) are finite [Mil80, VI.2.1]. For M a finite
Gk := Gal(k̄/k)-module, we have Hi(Gk,M) = 0 for i ≥ 2 thus the spectral sequence

Ep,q
2 = Hp(Gk, H

q(X̄, F̄ ))⇒ Hp+q(X,F )

degenerates at the E2 page to give short exact sequences

0→ H1(Gk, H
i−1(X̄, F̄ ))→ Hi(X,F )→ Hi(X̄, F̄ )Gk → 0

for all i ∈ Z. From (6.4) we deduce moreover that [H1(Gk, H
i(X̄, F̄ ))] = [Hi(X̄, F̄ )Gk ], which

concludes the proof.

We now prove C. For a Z-constructible sheaf F , denote Fη the discrete finite type GK :=
Gal(Ksep/K)-module obtained by pullback to the generic point η = Spec(K), and F (K) :=
H0(GK , Fη).

Theorem 6.23 (Special values formula for Z-constructible sheaves). Let F be a Z-constructible
sheaf. Then

rU (F ) = EU (F )

L∗
U (F, 0) = (−1)rankZF (K)χU (F )

Proof. Let us remark that the quantity rankZF (K) behaves well:

Lemma 6.24. 1. If 0→ F → G→ H → 0 is a short exact sequence of Z-constructible sheaves
then rankZG(K) = rankZF (K) + rankZH(K).

2. Let π : U ′ → U denote the normalization of U in a finite Galois extension L/K and let F be
a Z-constructible sheaf on U ′. Then (π∗F )(K) = F (L).

3. Let j : V ⊂ U be an open subscheme and let F be a Z-constructible sheaf on V . Then
(j!F )(K) = F (K).

Proof. The first point comes from the fact that Galois cohomology is torsion, which gives a short
exact sequence

0→ F (K)⊗Q→ G(K)⊗Q→ H(K)⊗Q→ 0.

The two others are straightforward computations.

Given now the functorial properties of the quantities involved, using the dévissage argument
we reduce to the special cases of a constructible sheaf, which is the previous proposition, of the
constant sheaf Z on Spec(OK,S or on a regular proper curve, which are prop. 6.9 and prop. 6.10,
and of a pushforward i∗M of a finite type torsion-free discrete Gv-module for i : v →֒ U a closed
point.

Let v = Spec(Fq) be the spectrum of a finite field and let M be a finite type Gv-module. Define
the Weil-étale Euler characteristic of M by χv(M) := χSpec(Z)(f∗M) where f : v → Spec(Z) is the
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structural morphism. Then f decomposes as v
π
−→ v0

i
−→ Spec(Z) with v0 = Spec(Fp). Since π is

finite étale, we have
Rf !Gm = π∗Ri!Gm = π∗Z[−1] = Z[−1]

Moreover RΓc(Spec(Z), f∗M) = RΓ(v,M) and the canonical map Z = H0(Gv,Z)→ H0(Gv0 ,Z) =
Z is multiplication by [Fq : Fp]. It follows using prop. 6.21 and 6.8, and an analysis similar to the
one in paragraph 4.2.3 (to compute R(f∗M)) that χv(M) = χU (i∗M) as soon as i : v →֒ U realizes
v as a closed point of U . If π : w = Spec(Fqn) → v is a finite morphism and M is a finite type
Gw-module, we immediately find χv(ind

Gw

Gv
M) = χw(M).

We have to show that ords=0Lv(M, s) = EU (i∗M) and

L∗
v(M, 0) = χv(M)

for M a finite type torsion-free discrete Gv-module; since χv and EU (i∗M) = rankZH
0(Gv,M)

behave well with induction, and the case of M finite was already treated, by Artin induction we
reduce to M = Z. Then Lv(Z, s) = 1/(1 − q−s), so L∗

v(Z, 0) = 1/ log q with order 1; on the other
hand, rankZH0(Gv,Z) = 1 and prop. 6.8 gives χv(Z) = 1/ log(q). This concludes the proof.

Remark.

• The identification of the sign in Theorem 6.23 was inspired by [GS20].

• The formula for proper smooth curves was already shown in [GS20, 3.1]; note that the log(q)
factor in ibid. is integrated in our Weil-étale Euler characteristic, coming from the regulator
pairing.

7 Twisted Artin L-functions of integral GK-representations

We obtain as a corollary a result generalizing and precising [Tra16] ; we allow singular points, we
work also on curves, there is no need for a correcting factor for the 2-torsion, and we identify the
sign.

Let K be a global field and X be an irreducible scheme, finite type over Z, of dimension 1 and
with residue field at the generic point K. The morphism X → Spec(Z) is either dominant or factors
through Spec(Fp), so X is either a curve over Fp or X → Spec(Z) is quasi-finite, hence by Zariski’s
main theorem is the open subscheme of the spectrum of a finite Z-algebra, thus if X is reduced of
an order in K. The singular locus of X will be denoted Z and the regular locus U .

Following [Den87], define the complex of sheaves

GX =

[
(gη)∗Gm,η →

⊕

v∈X0

(iv)∗Z

]

where X0 denotes the closed points, η is the generic point and gη (resp. iv) is the canonical
morphism Spec(OX,η)→ X (resp. v → X). If X is regular, we have GX ≃ Gm,X [Gro67, 21.6.9].

Let π : Y → Xred → X denote the normalization of Xred. Define cohomology with compact
support as in [Mil06, II.6], through the fiber sequence:

RΓc(X,−)→ RΓ(X,−)→
∏

v∈S

RΓ(Kv, (−)ηv )
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where S is the set of places of K not corresponding to a point of Y . The corresponding cohomology
groups will be denoted again Hi

c(X,−); propositions 2.1 and 2.4, as well as Artin-Verdier duality
(theorem 3.2) still hold ; this is easily seen by comparing X to its regular locus U .

Corollary 7.1. Let f : X → T denote either a quasi-finite morphism X → T := P1
Fp

(in the
function field case), which exists by the projective Noether normalization lemma, or the quasi-finite
structural morphism X → T := Spec(Z) (in the number field case); then f! is well-defined. Let F
be a Z-constructible sheaf on X. We have the order and special value formula at s = 0:

rX(F ) = ET (f!F )

L∗
X(F, 0) = (−1)rankZF (K)χT (f!F )

Explicitly, we have:

ET (f!F ) = rankZH
1
c (X,F )− rankZH

0
c (X,F ) = rankZ HomX(F,GX)− rankZ Ext

1(F,GX)

χT (f!F ) =
R(F )[HomX(F,GX)tor][H

0
c (X,F )tor]

[Ext1X(F,GX)tor][H1
c (X,F )tor]

where R(F ) := R1(F )
R0(F ) with R0(F ) is the absolute value of the determinant of the pairing

H0
c (X,F )R × Ext1U (F,GX)R → R

and R1(g∗M) the absolute value of the determinant of the pairing

H1
c (X,F )R ×HomX(F ,GX)R → R

in bases modulo torsion.

Proof. We have LT (f!F, s) = LX(F, s) and RΓc(T, f!F ) = RΓc(X,F ). The finite base change
theorem implies that

Rf !Gm,T = Rf !GT = GX ,

which shows that RHomT (f!g∗M,Gm) = RHomX(g∗M,GX). Theorem 6.23 then gives the first
result, and for the second it suffices to apply proposition 6.21.

Denote g : Spec(K) → X the canonical morphism, and let M be a finite type discrete GK-
module.

Definition 7.2. The Artin L-function of M (twisted by X) is defined as the Euler product

LK,X(M, s) := LX(g∗M, s) =
∏

v∈X0

Lv(g∗M, s)

where X0 are the closed points of X, with local factors

Lv(g∗M, s) = det(1−N(v)−sFrobv|(g∗M)v ⊗ C)

where as before we denote (−)v the pullback to v and Frobv ∈ Gv := Gal(κ(v)sep/κ(v)) is the
(arithmetic) Frobenius.

Define rK,X(M) the order at s = 0 and L∗
K,X(M, 0) the special value at s = 0.
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Proposition 7.3. If v is a non-singular point, thus corresponding to a place of K, then

(g∗M)v = M Iv

with its natural Gv-action, where Iv is the inertia subgroup of a place v̄ of Ksep above v.

Proof. This is local so we can suppose X is affine and regular. Fix an embedding Ksep →֒ Ksep
v ;

this determines an extension v̄ of v on Ksep. Let Osh
v be the strict henselization of X at v; then Osh

v

is the integral closure of OX(X) in the ring of integers of the maximal unramified extension Kun
v of

the completion of K at v. Denote Ksh
v the field of fractions. The above embedding identifies Ksh

v

with the subfield of Ksep fixed by the inertia subgroup Iv. The formula for stalks of pushforwards
then gives

(g∗M)v = H0(Ksh
v ,M) = M Iv

endowed with its natural Gv ≃ Dv/Iv-action, where Dv = {σ, σv̄ = v̄} ⊂ GK is the decomposition
group.

Remark.

• If X is regular, the twisted Artin L-function is by the above proposition the usual Artin
L-function associated to S :

LK,X(M, s) = LS(M, s) =
∏

v/∈S

det(1−N(v)−sFrobv|(M ⊗ C)Iv )

• For M = Z we have g∗Z = Z and LK,X(Z, s) = ζX(s) is the arithmetic zeta function of X .

• The singular locus Z of X is finite and if X is regular, it can be completed with finitely many
regular points to become proper. Thus the L-function twisted by X differs by a finite number
of factors from the ordinary Artin L-function.

Corollary 7.4. Let f : X → T denote either a quasi-finite morphism X → T := P1
Fp

(in the
function field case), which exists by the projective Noether normalization lemma, or the quasi-finite
structural morphism X → T := Spec(Z) (in the number field case); then f! is well-defined. We have
the order and special value formula at s = 0:

rK,X(M) = ET (f!g∗M)

L∗
K,X(M, 0) = (−1)rankZMχT (f!g∗M)

Proof. The sheaf g∗M is Z-constructible.

Corollary 7.5. Suppose X is affine. We have the order and special value formula at s = 0 for the
arithmetic zeta function of X:

ords=0ζX = rankZ(CH0(X, 1))

ζ∗X(0) = −
[CH0(X)]RX

ω

where RX is the absolute value of the determinant of the regulator pairing

H1
c (X,Z)R × CH0(X, 1)R → R

after a choice of bases modulo torsion and ω is the number of roots of unity in K.
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Proof. We apply cocorollary 7.1 to F = Z. Using Rqg∗Gm = 0 for q > 0 (see [Mil06, II.1.4]),
hypercohomology computations give

H0(X,GX) = ker(K×
∑

multv
−−−−−→

⊕

v∈X0

Z) = CH0(X, 1)

H1(X,GX) = coker(K×
∑

multv
−−−−−→

⊕

v∈X0

Z) = CH0(X)

Moreover it is clear from the above that CH0(X, 1)tor = µ(K).
From the short exact sequence

0→ Z→ π∗Z→ ⊕v∈Ziv,∗

(
⊕π(w)=vind

Gw

Gv
Z

)
/Z→ 0,

with π : Y → X the normalization, Gv = Gal(κ(v)sep/κ(v)) and Gw the Galois groups of the residue
fields, we find by taking cohomology with compact support that H0

c (X,Z) = 0 and H1
c (X,Z) is

torsion-free15. The regulator R(Z) contains no contribution from the perfect pairing of trivial vector
spaces

H0
c (X,Z)R × CH0(X)R → R

hence we have R(Z) = RX .

Remark.

• We can compute rankZCH0(X, 1) = s+ t − 1 where s = [S] and t =
∑

v∈Z([π
−1(v)] − 1) by

using the localization sequences associated to the open-closed decompositions U →֒ X ←֓ Z
and U →֒ Y ←֓ π−1Z.

• Note that the proof above shows that CH0(X) = Ext1X(Z,GX) is torsion, and Artin-Verdier
duality shows that it is finite type, hence it is finite.

Corollary 7.6. Suppose X is a proper curve, and denote Fq the field of constants of K. We have
the order and special value formula at s = 0 for the arithmetic zeta function of X:

ords=0ζX = rankZ(CH0(X, 1))− 1

ζ∗X(0) = −
[CH0(X)tor]RX

ω log(q)

where RX is the absolute value of the determinant of the regulator pairing

H1(X,Z)R × CH0(X, 1)R → R

after a choice of bases modulo torsion and ω is the number of roots of unity in K16.

Proof. As in the previous proof we have H0(X,GX) = CH0(X, 1), CH0(X, 1)tor = µ(K) and
H1(X,GX) = CH0(X), but this time we have H0(X,Z) = Z. We now want to identify the pairing
H0(X,Z)R × CH0(X)R → R coming from the regulator. For a closed point w ∈ Y above v ∈ X ,
denote fw := [κw : κv] the residual degree. Considering Y as a curve over Fp, the degree map

15see the computations in the proof of proposition 6.9
16Thus ω = q − 1
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degY : Pic(Y ) → Z has image fZ, where pf = q. This easily implies that there is a similarly-
defined degree map degX : CH0(X)→ Z with image fZ. The snake lemma applied to

0 K×/OY (Y )×
⊕

w∈Y0
Z Pic(Y ) 0

0 K×/CH0(X, 1)
⊕

v∈X0
Z CH0(X) 0

shows that coker(Pic(Y ) → CH0(X)) =
⊕

v∈Z Z/mvZ, where mv = pgcd{fw, π(w) = v}. Since
coker(Pic(Y )→ CH0(X)) = coker(Pic0(Y )→ ker(degX)), it follows from the finiteness of Pic0(Y )
that ker(degX) is finite and hence equals CH0(X)tor. It is clear from the constructions that the

pairing H0(X,Z)R×CH0(X)R → R comes from the pairing H0(X,Z)×CH0(X)→ CH0(X)
deg
−−→ fZ,

hence similarly to the proof of 6.10 we find that its determinant is f log(p) = log(q) ; it follows that
R(Z) = RX/ log(q).

Remark.

• We can compute rankZCH0(X, 1) = t where t =
∑

v∈Z([π
−1(v)]− 1) by using the localization

sequences associated to the open-closed decompositions U →֒ X ←֓ Z and U →֒ Y ←֓ π−1Z.
Thus if X is unibranch we have RX = 1.

• We showed in the proof above that CH0(X)tor is the group of classes of 0-cycles of degree 0.

Remark. In [JP20], Jordan and Poonen prove an analytic class number formula for the zeta function
of a reduced affine finite type Z-scheme of pure dimension 1. They note that even for non-maximal
orders in number fields, the formula seems new. Let us compare their results with ours. Define the
completed zeta function

ζ̂K(s) = |dK |
s/2ζY (s)

∏

v∈S

Lv(Z, s)

where Y is as before the normalization of X in K, dK is the discriminant of K, Lv(Z, s) is the usual
local factor if v is nonarchimedean and

Lv(Z, s) = 2(2π)sΓ(s), v complex

Lv(Z, s) = π
−s
2 Γ(

s

2
), v real

By comparing ζX and ζY , we get the equality

ζX(s) = ζ̂K(s)|dK |
−s/2

∏

w∈S

Lw(Z, s)
−1
∏

v∈Z

(
Lv(Z, s)∏

π(w)=v Lw(Z, s)

)

Using the functional equation ζ̂K(s) = ζ̂K(1− s), we find the order and special value at s = 0 :

ords=0ζX = s+ t− 1

ζ∗X(0) = −
h(O)R(O))

ω(O)[Õ : O]

∏

v∈Z

γv∏
π(w)=v γw
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where Y = Spec(Õ), γv = 1−N(v)−1

log(N(v)) , h(O) = [Pic(X)], R(O) is the covolume of the image in Rs of

O× via the classical regulator of Õ, and ω(O) = O×
tor. Our formula at s = 0 seems to be better

in several aspects: it does not suppose X to be reduced nor affine and it is defined in terms of
invariants intrisic to X .

A Some determinant computations

Let M be a perfect complex of abelian group or R-vector spaces. We will denote HevM :=
⊕i≡0[2]H

iM and HodM := ⊕i≡1[2]H
iM . We fix determinant functors detZ and detR on the derived

categories of perfect complexes of abelian groups/R-vector spaces extending the usual one on finite
type projective modules (see section 6.1).

Lemma A.1. Let M be a perfect complex of abelian groups with finite cohomology groups. Then

detZM ⊂ (det
Z

M)R ≃ det
R

MR ≃ det
R

0 = R

corresponds to the lattice
1∏

i[H
i(M)](−1)i

Z ⊂ R

Proof. We have an isomorphism of determinants17 detZ M ≃ detZ H
∗M ≃ detZ H

evM⊗(detZHodM)−1

compatible with base change, so we may assume M to be concentrated in degree 0. Since detZ(A⊕
B) ≃ detZ(A) ⊗ detZ(B), we further reduce to M = Z/mZ. Consider the short exact sequence

0→ Z0
m
−→ Z1 →M → 0

where Z0 = Z1 = Z. It induces an isomorphism between the determinants i : Z0 ⊗ detZ M → Z1 ;
furthermore the induced morphism after base change is iR : R0⊗R R = R0 → R1, given by x 7→ mx
since it is obtained from the short exact sequence of R-vector spaces 0 → R0

m
−→ R1 → 0 → 0.

Consider now the following commutative diagram

Z−1
0 ⊗ Z1 Z−1

0 ⊗ Z0 ⊗ detZ M detZM

R−1
0 ⊗R R1 R−1

0 ⊗R R0 ⊗R R R

1⊗i

≃ ev⊗1

≃

1⊗iR=1⊗m

≃ ev⊗1

≃

where ev(ϕ ⊗ x) = ϕ(x). The integral basis 1∗ ⊗ 1 of Z−1
0 ⊗ Z1 is sent under the above maps to

1
m ∈ R.

Lemma A.2. Let A and B be free abelian groups of rank d and φ : AR → BR be an isomorphism.
Then

det
Z

A⊗(det
Z

B)−1 ⊂ (det
Z

A)R⊗R((det
Z

B)−1)R ≃
(
det
R

AR

)
⊗R

(
det
R

BR

)−1 ≃
−−−−−−−→
1⊗detR(φ)t

(
det
R

AR

)
⊗
(
det
R

AR

)−1

≃ R

corresponds to the lattice det(φ)Z ⊂ R where det(φ) is computed with respect to any choice of
integral bases of A and B.

17[Bre11, Section 5, in particular prop 5.5 and its proof] and [Bre08, prop 3.4 and its proof]
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Proof. Fix bases (e1, . . . , ed) and (f1, . . . , fd) of A and B respectively. Then by definition detR(φ)
maps e1 ∧ · · · ∧ ed to det(φ)f1 ∧ · · · ∧ fd, where det(φ) is computed in the mentioned bases. Now
the lemma follows from the fact that (detR AR) ⊗R (detR BR)

−1 → (detR AR) ⊗ (detR AR)
−1 maps

the canonical basis element e1∧ · · · ∧ ed⊗ (f1∧ · · · ∧ fd)
∗ to e1 ∧ · · · ∧ ed⊗det(φ)(e1 ∧ · · · ∧ ed)

∗.

Proposition A.3. Let M be a perfect complex of abelian groups and let φ : Hev(MR)
≃
−→ Hod(MR)

be a "trivialisation" of MR. Then

det
Z

M ⊂ (det
Z

M)R ≃ det
R

MR ≃
(
det
R

HevMR

)
⊗R

(
det
R

HodMR

)−1 ≃
−−−−−−−−→
1⊗RdetR(φ)t

(
det
R

HevMR

)
⊗R

(
det
R

HevMR

)−1

≃ R

corresponds to the lattice
det(φ)∏

i[H
i(M)tor](−1)i

Z ⊂ R

where det(φ) is computed with respect to any integral bases of Hev(M)/tor and Hod(M)/tor.

Proof. We have an isomorphism of determinants detZM ≃ detZ H
∗M ≃ detZ H

evM⊗(detZ HodM)−1

compatible with base change. Using the short exact sequence 0 → Ator → A → A/tor → 0 for
A = Hev(M), Hod(M), we reduce by functoriality of the determinant to the torsion case and to
the free case, which are the two previous lemmas.

Lemma A.4. Let A•, B• be two bounded acyclic complexes of finite type abelian groups, and
suppose there is an isomorphism φ : BR

≃
−→ Hom(AR,R)[−1]. Then
∏

i[B
i
tor]

(−1)i

det(φ)
∏

i[A
i
tor]

(−1)i
= 1

where det(φ) is defined as the alternated product
∏

i det(φ
i : Bi

R → Hom(A1−i
R ,R))(−1)i with deter-

minants computed in bases modulo torsion.

Proof. Consider the line ∆ := detZA⊗ (detZB)−1. It has a naive trivialisation

det
Z

A⊗ (det
Z

B)−1 det(0)⊗(det(0)t)−1

−−−−−−−−−−−−→ Z⊗ Z−1 → Z

This induces the naive trivialisation of ∆R, under which the embedding ∆ →֒ ∆R corresponds to
the natural embedding Z →֒ R. Moreover, the isomorphism φ induces another trivialisation of ∆R:

det
R

AR ⊗ (det
R

BR)
−1 id⊗(det(φ)t)−1

−−−−−−−−−−→ det
R

AR ⊗ (det
R

AR)
−1 → R

under which the embedding ∆ →֒ ∆R corresponds by the previous lemmas to
∏

i[B
i
tor]

(−1)i

det(φ)
∏

i[A
i
tor]

(−1)i
Z →֒ R

Let us show that both trivialisations are compatible. We claim that the following diagram commutes

detR AR ⊗ (detR BR)
−1 detR AR ⊗ (detR AR)

−1

R⊗ R−1 R

id⊗(det(φ)t)−1

det(0)⊗(det(0)t)−1
natdet(0)⊗(det(0)t)−1

nat
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The commutativity of the lower triangle is immediate, and the commutativity of the upper triangle
comes from the commutative diagram

BR Hom(AR,R)[−1]

0

φ

0
0

The compatibility of the trivialisations implies that α = 1, and the formula follows.
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