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STRICT A1-INVARIANCE THEOREM WITH INTEGRAL COEFFICIENTS

OVER FIELDS.

ANDREI DRUZHININ

Abstract. We extend the generality of the theory of framed motives by G. Garkusha and
I. Panin to the case of a non-perfect base field with integral coefficients by proving the strict
homotopy invariance theorem. We prove the exactness of the Cousin complex on the complement
to a smooth divisor in an essentially smooth local scheme. The result is new for the case of
classical Voevodsky’s transfers.

1. Introduction.

1.1. The strict homotopy invariance theorem. The article eliminates the perfectness assump-
tion in the Voevodsky strict homotopy invariance theorem with the integral coefficients that is the
first basic reason why Voevodsky’s theory of motives [39] is cited under this assumption, or with
Z[1/p]-coefficients.

Theorem (Corollary 7.2). Let F be an A
1invariant quasi-stable framed additive presheaf of abelian

groups over a field k, and Fnis denote the associated Nisnevich sheaf. Then for any X ∈ Smk, n ∈ Z,
the canonical projection induces the isomorphism of Nisnevich cohomologies

Hn
nis(A

1 ×X,Fnis) ∼= Hn
nis(X,Fnis),

in other words, Fnis is strict A1-invariant. In particular, the claim holds for presheaves with classical
Voevodsky’s transfers with respect to the finite correspondences Cor(k).

We improve Voevodsky’s result on the Gersten complex [37, Theorem 4.37] and cover the cases
of

(1) main open subsets of essentially smooth local schemes over a field with smooth complement,
(2) non-perfect fields for the Cousin complex instead of the Gersten complex,
(3) framed transfers with the application to SH(k)-representable cohomology theories.

Theorem (Theorem 9.3). Let U be an essentially smooth local scheme, and f ∈ O(U) be such that
the vanishing locus Z(f) is a smooth proper subscheme of U , possibly empty, η ∈ V be the generic
point. Denote V = U − Z(f).

Then for a stable additive framed presheaf of S1-spectra F over k, and El
Z(X) = π−lfib(Fnis(X)→

Fnis(X − Z)) being the cohomology theory defined by the Nisnevich local replacement Fnis of F on
Smk the Cousin complex

0→ El(V )→ El(η)→
⊕

x∈V (1)

El+1
x (V )→ · · ·

⊕

x∈V (r)

El+r
x (V )→ · · ·

⊕

x∈V (d)

El+d
x (V )→ 0

is exact, d = dim V , in particular the claim holds for SH(k)-representbale cohomology theories.

Remark 1.1. If the base field is perfect the above complex is isomorphic to the Gersten complex,
as shown in [37, Theorem 4.37].

Remark 1.2 (The first theorem). The cases of the A1-homotopy invariance for presheaves with
transfers that ware known before: (1) the case of n = 0 by [25, 37]; (2) the case of presheaves
F that are inverse images of presheaves over perfect fields; (3) the case of presheaves of Z[1/p]-
modules over any field for characteristic p, see [34, 35] by Suslin for Cork correspondences, and the
framed case was understood by several authors and was not published.

The research is supported by the Russian Since Fundation grant 20-41-04401.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.01006v2


STRICT A
1-INVARIANCE THEOREM WITH INTEGRAL COEFFICIENTS OVER FIELDS. 2

The equivalence of SH(k) with SHfr
Zar(k) shown in the joint work with Sosnilo [17] allows to

reduce the claim of the Nisnevich strict homotopy invariance theorem to the similar statement for
the Zariski topology.

Remark 1.3 (The second theorem). The exactness of the Gersten complex on a local essentially
smooth scheme over a perfect field follows by the argument of [37] with the use of the results of
[25].

1.2. Applications to motives. The results allow to extend the generality in the theory of framed
motives, and other transfers based studies, see Section 8 for more comments and references. We
cite here some of the results, and simultaneously complete the formulations with some statements
that ware not written before. We can say that the basic application of transfers technique for
the categories DM(k) and SH(k) relates to (1) the computing of motives of smooth schemes or

pairs (2) the homotopy t-structure, (3) the slice filtration, and the reconstructions of DMeff(k),

SHveff(k), SHeff(k), SH(k).
Moreover, the strict homotopy invariance theorem over fields from the previous section extends

the generality of the strict homotopy invariance result over one-dimensional schemes from [14],
and other steps of the approach for the theory of framed motives over base schemes described in
[12] that are not published yet, to the case of one-dimensional base schemes with arbitrary residue
fields.

In the present text, we discuss the base field case. Let us firstly, cite the results of the theory
of framed motives [24, 26] by G. Garkusha and I. Panin, and the result of their joint work with
P.A. Østvær [27].

Theorem. For any Y ∈ Smk, (1) there are a natural P1-stable and S1-stable motivic equivalences

Σ∞
P∧1Y+ ≃ Fr(−×∆•

k,Σ
∞
T Y+)f , Ω∞

G∧1
m
Σ∞

P∧1Y+ ≃ Fr(−×∆•
k,Σ

∞
S1Y+)f (1.4)

and the right sides in positive degrees are a motivically fibratnt with Morel-Voevodsky model struc-
ture ΩP1-spectrum or ΩS1-spectrum of motivic spaces; (2) there are equivalences of categories

SH(k) ≃ SHfr(k), SHveff(k) ≃ Hfr
gp(k) (1.5)

where the right sides are the categories of big framed motives [26] by Garkusha & Panin, and the
category of group-like motivic Γ-spaces [27] by Garkusha & Panin & Østvær. (3) In particular, the
stalks on an essentially smooth local henselian scheme Y of the motivic homologis and homotopies
of Y in DA1(k) and SH(k) equal the homologies and homotopies of the following complex and
simplicial space

H
D

A1(k)
i+j,j (U, Y ) = Hi(ZF(U ×∆•

k × G
∧j+

m , Y × G
∧j−

m )),

π
SH(k)
i+j,j (Y )(U) ≃ πiFr(U ×∆•

k × G
∧j+

m , Y × G
∧j−

m )gp,

where j = j+ − j−, for a local henselian essentially smooth U .

Next let us discuss the results in the abstract setting of a correspondences category Corr that
satisfy (Fr), (NL), (NC) in sense of Definitions 8.9 and 8.18 suggested in [17]. The main example

is the additivisation of the pre-additive ∞-category of tangentially framed correspondences Corrfr

introduced by E. Elmanto, M. Hoyois, A. Khan, V. Sosnilo, M. Yakerson in [18]. An example of

classical categories is the class of categories of a cohomological correspondences CorA defined in

[13], in particular, Voevodsky’s correspondences Cor, and Milnor-Witt correspondences C̃or [6, 7,
20]. See Examples 8.20 to 8.22 for details.

Definition 1.6. Define Hgeom(Corr) as the localisation of the category of simplicial objects

∆Corr[ČX(X̃)→ X,A1 ×X → X ]

with respect to morphisms of the written form for all X ∈ Smk, and Zariski coverings X̃ → X ,

where ČX(X̃) is the simplicial object defined by the Čech construction.
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Theorem. There is the diagram of fully faithful functors and equivalences

SHveff(Corr) // SHeff(Corr)

&&◆◆
◆◆

◆◆
◆◆

◆◆
◆◆

Hgeom(Corr)

77♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦
// H(Corr)

≃

OO

// SHS1

(Corr)

≃

OO

// SH(Corr)

. (1.7)

For any Y ∈ Smk,

Ω∞
P1Σ∞

P1Y = LnisLA1htr,gp(Y ). (1.8)

There are equivalences for the heart and effective heart of the homotopy t-structure

SHeff,♥(Corr) ≃ HIAb
nis(Corr), SH♥(Corr) ≃ HIAb

nis(Corr)[G
∧−1
m ].

Remark 1.9. We refer to [17] to make the reduction to the Zariski topology in the definition of
Hgeom(Corr).

Remark 1.10. The validity of the transfers based techniques over fields of characteristic p with
Z[1/p]-coefficients was known, and follows from the perfect base field case because in short for a
purely unseparable extension k′/k (1) the composition of the extension of scalars and the trace
homomorphism is A1-equivalent in a sense to the multiplication by p (2) Spec(k′) ×k Spec(k′) ≃
Spec k′[t]/(tp) is A1-equivalent to Spec(k′). Let us refer to [35] by A. Suslin for DM(k)[1/p], and
[19] by E. Elmanto and A. Khan for framed transfers case at leas partly; Remark 8.2 gives more
accurate comment.

Specialising to the cases of framed correspondences, and Milnor-Witt correspondences we get
the following results.

Corollary. For a field k the heart of the homotopy t-structure on SHeff(k) is equivalent

SHeff,♥(k) ≃ HIZF
nis(k)

to the category HIZF
nis(k) of A1-invariant Nisnevich sheaves of abelian groups with framed transfers

such that the framed correspondences σX , X ∈ Smk, act identically.

Remark 1.11. The above corollary could be deduced earlier under the generality of [25], so it was
not included.

Corollary. The heart of the homotopy t-structure on SH(k) is equivalent to the category of homo-

topy modules, that is SHIAb
nis(k)[G

∧−1
m ], where SHIAb

nis(k) denote the category of strict A1-invariant
abelian sheaves.

Remark 1.12. The latter corollary follows already by the original arguments from [30] in combina-
tion with [31]. We write the alternative proof with the use of framed correspondences.

Finally, we cite the result by A. Ananyevskiy and A. Neshitov [2].

Theorem. There are equivalences of the hearts of homotopy t-structures

SHeff,♥(k) ≃ D̃M
eff,♥

(k), SH♥(k) ≃ D̃M
♥
(k).

Remark 1.13. The first equivalence is formally new, though under the generality of the strict
homotopy invariance theorem it can be deduced from the results of [2] with the use of the latter
above corollary provided by [30, 31].

Acknowledgement. The author thank A. Ananyevskiy for the consultation on hearts of homo-
topy t-structures and the generalities of results, and V. Sosnilo for the consultation of∞-categorical
definitions and constructions. The author is a Young Russian Mathematics award winner and would
like to thank its sponsors and jury.

1.3. Conventions: notions, and notation. Let us list used notation of standard objects, and
definitions of some extra or modified notions which we use in the text.
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1.3.1. Functions, sections, schemes. For a presheaf of a sheaf F on a site C we denote the set of
sections on X ∈ C by F (X) or by Γ(X,F ). In particular, for an invertible sheaf or line bundle L on
a scheme X we write Γ(U,L) for a group of section on an open suscheme U in X . The vanishing
locus of a section s is denote by Z(s), and the common vanishing locus of a set of sections sj,
j ∈ J , is denoted by Z(sj)J∈J . We denote by OX the sheaf of regular functions on a small Zariski
site of X , and denote by

O(X) = OX(X) = Γ(X,OX)

the ring globally defined regular function on X . For a closed subscheme Z ⊂ X , the vanishing
ideal sheaf in OX is denoted by I(Z), and the global sections by I(Z) ⊂ O(X). For a injective
morphism r : Z → X we write

s
∣∣
Z
= r∗(s) ∈ r∗(F )

for a restriction, i.e. inverse image, of a section s ∈ Γ(X,F ) of a (pre)sheaf F on a small Zariski
site of X .

We denote by OX,x the local ring of a scheme X at a point x ∈ X , and by Oh
X,x the henselisation.

We use notation

Xx = Spec OX,x, X
h
x = Spec Oh

X,x

for the corresponding affine schemes. The same notation OX,Z , Oh
X,Z we use for a localisation and

henselisation of the ring O(X) at the vanishing ideal of some closed subscheme Z in the scheme
X , and write XZ = Spec OX,Z , X

h
Z = Spec Oh

X,Z .

1.3.2. Categories of schemes, relative dimension. Denote by SchS the category of schemes over a
base scheme S, and by SmS the category of smooth schemes. We usually denote the base scheme
by S in general, and we denote it also by B, or V depending on the context: in short, usually the
base is denoted by V if we consider the scheme A1 × V as a scheme over the second multiplicand,
and if we consider A

1 × V as a scheme over A
1, then we usually denote the base scheme by B.

We say that X ∈ SchV is equidimensional of dimension d, if for each z ∈ V , dimX×V z = d. We
say that a closed subscheme X ′ of X has positive relative codimension, if codim(X ′ ×V z)/(X ×V

z) > 0 for all z ∈ V .
We denote the site given by a Grothendieck topology τ on a category C by Cτ . In particular, we

write EtnisS and Smnis
S for the sites of the Nisnevich topoligy on the categories of étale and smooth

schemes over a scheme S respectively.

1.3.3. Cohomologies with respect to a topology. For a Grothendieck topology τ on some category
C, and a presheaf F on C, we denote by Fτ the sheafification. Denote by

H∗
τ (X,Fτ ) = H∗

τ (X,F ) (1.14)

the cohomologies of Fτ on X ∈ C; we write sometimes F without subscript above to short notation.
We use also the notion of so called reduced cohomoligies H∗

τ (X,F ) defined as follows:




Hi
τ (X,F ) = 0, i < −1,

H−1
τ (X,F ) = ker(F (X)→ Fτ (X)),

H0
τ (X,F ) = coker(F (X)→ Fτ (X)),

Hi
τ (X,F ) = Hi

τ (X,F ), i > 0.

In particular, there is the following equivalence of the conditions

[H∗
τ (X,F ) = 0]⇐⇒

[{
H0

τ (X,Fτ ) = F (X),

Hi
τ (X,Fτ ) = 0, i > 0.

]

Given morphism X̃ → X ,

ČX̃(X,F ) = [. . . 0→ 0→ F (X̃)→ · · · → F (X̃×(l−1))→ F (X̃×l)→ . . . ],

ČX̃(X,F ) = [. . . 0→ F (X)→ F (X̃)→ · · · → F (X̃×(l−1))→ F (X̃×l)→ . . . ]

where F (X̃) is located in the zeroth deg., denotes the Čech complex and so called extended Čech
complex, and ČX̃(X,F ) ≃ Cone(F (X)→ ČX̃(X,F )).
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1.3.4. The Nisnevich topology. We usually use notation nis in the subscript for the Nisnevich topol-
ogy on a category of schemes over some base scheme. We use notation NisXZ for the subtopology
of the Nisnevich topology over a scheme X that for a closed subscheme Zis trivial over the open
subscheme X − Z, see Section 3. The notation NisX denotes the same as nis over the scheme
X . We also use notation NisX and NisXZ for certain subtopologies of NisX and NisXZ defined in
Section 3.

2. Framed correspondences and presheaves

We start with a recollection of definitions of framed correspondences and framed presheaves
introduced in [24, 25, 38]. The definition of the notion of correspondences of pairs is slightly
different. In addition, we recall the notion of first-order framed correspondences introduced in [8],
that is some also type of framed correspondences in between of framed correspondences from [24],
and so called normally framed correspondences introduced by Neshitov, and by the authors of [18].

2.1. Framed correspondences of schemes.

Definition 2.1. An explicit framed correspondence from a scheme X to a scheme Y over a base
S is a set of data (Z, V, ϕ, g) organised in the commutative diagram

V
étale

ww♦♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦

(ϕ,g) // An
Y

An
X

''PP
PP

PP
PP

PP
Z

finite��

cl. imm.oo

OO

g
∣∣
Z // Y

0

OO

X

where the right-upper square is Cartesian, and the right vertical arrow is the zero section, i.e.

V ×An×Y ({0} × Y ) = V ×An {0} ≃ Z,

and ϕ : V → An, and g : V → Y are groular maps that define the morphism (ϕ, g). In other words,
the set (Z, V, ϕ, g) is given by an étale neighbourhood V of a closed subscheme Z in An

X finite
over X , ϕ = (ϕ1, . . . ϕn) is a set of regular functions on V , and g : V → Y is a regular map such
that the common vanishing locus Z(ϕ) in X equals Z. The integer n is called the level of the
correspondence.

Definition 2.2. The set Frn(X,Y ) is the set of classes of explicit framed correspondences from
X to Y of level n up to the equivalence relation given by the choice of the étale neighbourhood V ,
for a given Z. In detail, the equivalence relation identifies the correspondences (Z, V1, ϕ1, g1) and
(Z, V2, ϕ2, g2), if the inverse images of (ϕ1, g1) and (ϕ2, g2) to neighbourhood of Z in An

X given by
the product V1 ×An

X
V2 are equal.

Definition 2.3. For a base scheme S, define the category Fr+(X,Y ) with objects being the same
as in SmS , and morphisms given by sets

Fr+(X,Y ) = lim
−→
n

Frn(X,Y ).

The composition of c1 ∈ Frn1(X1, X2), and c2 ∈ Frn2(X2, X3) is given by the correspondence

(Z1 ×Y Z2, V1 ×Y V2, pr
∗
1(ϕ1), pr

∗
2(ϕ2), g2pr2),

where the morphism V1 ×X2 V2 → A
n1

X1
× An2 is induced by the morphisms

V1 → A
n1

X1
, V2 → A

n2

X2
→ A

n2 ,

and pr1 : V1 ×X2 V2 → V1, pr2 : V2 ×X2 V2 → V2.
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2.2. Category of open pairs.

Definition 2.4. Let S be a base scheme. Given pairs (X1, U1), (X2, U2) with open immersions of
S-schemes U1 → X1 and U2 → X2, consider the set of morphisms SmS(X1, X2) and the subset

Smarrow((X1, U1), (X2, U2)) = {f ∈ Sm(X1, X2)|f(U1) ⊂ U2}.

Define the set

Smpair((X1, U1), (X2, U2)) = Coker(Sm(X1, U2)→ Smarrow((X1, U1), (X2, U2))),

where the morphism at the right side is induced by the map Sm(X1, U2) → Sm(X1, X2) given by
the composition with the canonical morphism U2 → X2.

Definition 2.5. Define the category of pairs Frpair+ (S) with the same objects as in Smpair
S and

morphisms Frpair+ ((X,U), (Y,W )) between (X,U), (Y,W ) defined as follows.
Define the subset Frarrown ((X,U), (Y,W )) ⊂ Frn(X,Y ) that elements are correspondences

(Z, V, ϕ, g) such that

U ×X Z ⊂ Z ×Y W,

or equivalently

(X \ U)×X Z ⊃ Z ×Y (Y \W ).

Define the set Frpairn ((X,U), (Y,W )) as the quotient set, i.e. cokernel, of the morphism
Frn(X,W ) → Frarrown ((X,U), (Y,W )) : c 7→ jY ◦ c, where jY : W → Y is the canonical open
immersion. Define the set of morphisms

Frpair+ ((X,U), (Y,W )) = lim
−→
n

Frpairn ((X,U), (Y,W )).

2.3. Linearised correspondences, and framed presheaves.

Definition 2.6. For a category C enriched over sets, denote by ZC the category enriched over
abelian groups that have the same objects and hom-groups being the free abelian groups associated
with the hom-sets in C. The additivisation of a category C enriched over sets is the universal
quotient category of ZC such that C(X1 ∐ X2, Y ) = C(X1, Y ) ⊕ C(X2, Y ). Define the categories

ZF∗(S) and ZFpair
∗ (S) as the additivisations of the categories Fr+(S) and Frpair+ (S).

Definition 2.7. A framed presheaf is a functor Fr+(S)→ Set. A framed presheaf is quasi-stable,
if the morphisms σ∗

X are auto-morphisms of F (X) for all X . The same definition applies to the

case of the category of open pairs Frpair+ (S).

Definition 2.8. A linear framed presheaf over a base scheme S or a framed radditive presheaf of
abelian groups is a functor F : Fr+(S)→ Ab such that F (X1∐X2) ≃ F (X1)⊕F (X2). Equivalently
we can say that a linear framed presheaf defines an additive functor

F : ZF∗(S)→ Ab.

The same definition applies to the case of Frpair+ (S).

Proposition 2.9. Consider the left Kan extension and the forgetfull functors

γ∗ : ZSh(S)→ ZSh(Fr+(S)), γ
∗ : ZSh(Fr+(S))→ ZSh(S).

Then for any E ∈ ZSh(k), and F ∈ ZSh(Fr+(S)),

ExtlZSh(S)(E, γ∗F ) ≃ ExtlZSh(Fr+(S))(γ
∗E,F ).

Proof. Since the category ZSh(S) is generated via colimits by the representable sheaves Z(U),
U ∈ SmS , it is enough to prove the claim for E of such type. For E = Z(U), γ∗E = ZF∗(U)nis,
and the claim is [25, Proposition 16.2]. �
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Definition 2.10. For a S-schemes U and X and a framed correspondence c ∈ Frn(U,X), for
any closed subscheme Z in X and the closed subscheme Y = c−1(Z) in U define the canonical
morphism on cohomologies with support

c∗ : H
∗
Z(X,F )→ H∗

Y (U, F ),

for any linear presheaf with framed transfers F over k, as the composite morphism

H l
Z(X,F ) = ExtlZSh(S)(Z(X)/Z(X − Z), F ) ≃

ExtlZSh(Fr+(S))(ZF(X)/ZF(X − Z), F )→ ExtlZSh(Fr+(S))(ZF(U)/ZF(U − Y ), F ) ≃

ExtlZSh(S)(Z(U)/Z(U − Y ), F ) = H l
Y (U, F ).

2.4. First-order framed correspondences. We recall a notion introduced in [8].

Definition 2.11. A first-order framed correspondence of leven n from X to Y is a set (Z, τ, g)
given by a closed subscheme Z in An

X , a trivialisation of the conormal sheaf of Z

τ : IAn
X
(Z)/I2An

X
(Z) ≃ O×n

Z ,

and a regular map g : Z(I2
An
X
(Z)) → Y . In other words, the pair (τ, g) defines the morphism of

schemes

(τ, g) : Z(I2An
X
(Z))→ A

n × Y

such that Z(I2
An
X
(Z))×An

X
(0× Y ) ∼= Z. Denote the set of such (Z, τ, g) by Frn(X,Y ).

Definition 2.12. The set Fr1thn ((X,U), (Y, V )) of first-order framed correspondences of level n

between pairs (X,U) to (Y, V ) consists of elements (Z, τ, g) ∈ Fr1thn (X,Y ) such that

((X \ U)×X Z)red ⊃ (Z ×Y (Y \ V ))red.

Definition 2.13. Define the categories Fr1th+ (S) and Fr1th+ (Smpair
S ) as the categories that mor-

phisms are given by first-order correspondences. The composition of (Z1, τ1, g1) ∈ Fr1thn1
(X0, X1)

with (Z2, τ2, g2) ∈ Fr1thn2
(X1, X2) is (Z12, τ12, g12), where

Z12 = Z1 ×X1 Z2, (τ12, g12) : Z(I2(Z12))→ Z(I2(Z2))→ X2)

and the first morphism is induced by (τ2, g2), and the second one is induced by (τ1, g1). A first-order

framed presheaf is a presheaf on Fr1th+ (S) or Fr1th+ (Smpair
S ).

There is the natural map

Frn(X,Y )→ Fr1thn (X,Y ) : (Z, V, ϕ, g) 7→ (Z, τ, g
∣∣
Z
), (2.14)

where τ is induced by ϕ
∣∣
Z(I2

An
X
(Z)

.

Definition 2.15. A first-order framed presheaf is a presheaf on Fr1th+ (S) or Fr1th+ (Smpair
S ). A

first-order framed presheaf is quasi-stable if the morphism σX ∈ Fr1th1 (X,X) defined as the image
of σX ∈ Fr1(X,X) induces auto-equivalence on F (X), for each X ∈ SmS .

Lemma 2.16. Any quasi-stable first-order framed presheaf has a canonical structure of quasi-stable
framed presheaf.

Proof. The claim follows because (2.14) defines the functor Fr+(S) → Fr1th+ (S) and because the
latter functor preserves morphisms of the form σX , X ∈ SmS . �

Lemma 2.17. Any A
1-invariant quasi-stable framed presheaf F on the category of affine schemes

over an affine base S is canonically equipped with the structure of a first-order framed presheaf and
is quasi-stable is this sense.
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Proof. To prove the claim we show that for any c, c′ ∈ Frn(X,Y ), the induced morpisms

c∗, c′
∗
: F (Y ) → F (X) are equal, if the images of c and c′ in Fr1thn (X,Y ) are equal. Then since

the morphism Frn(X,Y )→ Fr1thn (X,Y ) is surjective, the first claim follows. Let c, c′ be as above.
Note that g

∣∣
Z(I2(Z))

= g′
∣∣
Z(I2(Z))

: Z(I2(Z)) → Y , denote this function by gZ(I2(Z)), and denote

by the same symbols the inverse images on A1 × Z(I2(Z)), 0× Z(I2(Z)), 1× Z(I2(Z)); consider
the map

ǧ : E → Y, (2.18)

E = (0× (An
X)hZ) ∐0×Z(I2(Z)) (A1 × Z(I2(Z))) ∐1×Z(I2(Z)) (1× (An

X)hZ)
ǧ = g ∐g0×Z(I2(Z))

gA1×Z(I2(Z)) ∐g1×Z(I2(Z))
g′.

Choose a lifting of (2.18)

g̃ : (A1 × A
n
X)h

A1×Z → Y,

that exists by [10, Lemma 3.6] since the canonical morphism E → (A1 × An
X)h

A1×Z is an affine
hensleian pair. Consider the framed homotopy

h = (A1 × Z, λϕ+ (1 − λ)ϕ′, g̃) ∈ Frn(A
1 ×X,Y ).

Then h◦i0 = c, h◦i1 = c′, and since F is A1-invariant, it follows that c∗ = c′
∗
. So the claim is proven.

The second claim of the lemma follows, because for any X , the correspondence σX ∈ Fr1(X,X)

goes to σX ∈ Fr1thn (X,X) along morphism (2.14). �

3. Topology over a quotient-space X/(X − Z)

3.0.1. Inverse image of the Nisnevich topology over a scheme. Denote by NisX the Nisnevich topol-

ogy on SchX over a scheme X . Recall that Nisnevich covering is an étale morphism Ũ → U such
that for each point v ∈ U there is a lifting in the triangle

Ũ

��
Uh
v

??
⑦

⑦
⑦

⑦

// U,

where Uh
v denote the henselisation. We consider the strongest subtopology NisX of NisX that is

trivial on the schemes of the form U ×X Xh
x , for U ∈ SchX , and x ∈ X , U ×X x 6= ∅. We use the

following definition.

Definition 3.1. Let X be a scheme. Define the topology NisX as the weakest topology with

coverings étale morphisms Ũ → U such that for each v ∈ U , there is a lifting in the triangle

Ũ

��
U ×X Xh

p(v)

::✉
✉

✉
✉

✉

// U,

(3.2)

where p : U → X is the structure morphism.

Lemma 3.3. The topology NisX on SchX is generated by the coverings given by morphisms of the

form Ũ = U ×X X̃ → U , for an étale morphism X̃ → X such that for each v ∈ U , there is a lifting
in the triangle

X̃

��
Xh

p(v)

==
④

④
④

④
④

// X,

where p : U → X is the structure morphism.
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Proof. Given a NisX covering Ũ → U that admit lifting (3.2), for each v ∈ U . Then there is a

lifting U ×X (
⋃

v∈U Xh
p(v)) → Ũ . Since Ũ → U is of finite type, there is a lifting U ×X X̃ → Ũ ,

for X̃ → X being an étale morphism that admit lifting Xh
p(v) → X̃ , for each v ∈ U . So the claim

follows. �

3.0.2. Coverings and topologies over X/(X−Z). Let X be a scheme, and Z be a closed subscheme.

Consider the Nisnevich topology NisX on SchX and its restriction NisX−Z on SchX−Z .

Definition 3.4. Define the topology NisXZ as the strongest subtopology of NisX that restriction on

SchX−Z is trivial. In other words, the topology is generated by such Nisnevich coverings Ũ → U ,
for all U ∈ SchX , that there is a lifting in the diagram

Ũ

��
U ×X (X − Z)

99r
r

r
r

r
r

// U.

Definition 3.5. Define the topology NisXZ on SchX as the intersection NisX∩NisXZ , see Definition 3.1

above. In other words, the generating set of NisXZ -coverings is given by the morphisms of the form

Ũ = U ×X (X̃ ∐ (X − Z))→ U,

for some étale morphism X̃ → X such that there is a lifting in the triangle

X̃

��
p(v)

==
⑤

⑤
⑤

⑤

// X,

for each v ∈ U .

Let Pre(X) and ZPre(X) denote the category of presheaves and the category of additive
presheaves of abelian groups over the scheme X .

Lemma 3.6. (1) The topologies NisXZ and NisXZ have enough sets of points given respectively by
the schemes of the form

Uh
v , for v ∈ U, and U ×X (X − Z), (3.7)

and
U ×X Xh

p(v), for v ∈ U, and U ×X (X − Z), (3.8)

where p : U → X is the canonical morphism, for all U ∈ SchX . (2) An étale morphism X̃ → X is

a NisXZ -covering or NisXZ -covering if for any scheme V of the form (3.7) or (3.8), there is a lifting
in the triangle

X̃

��
V

>>
⑦

⑦
⑦

⑦
// X.

Proof. (1) The case of NisXZ follows immediately from the definition. To prove the case of NisXZ one

we note firstly that all the schemes (3.8) are NisXZ -paints, and for any NisXZ -local isomorphism F →
G the morphisms of stalks F (V ) → G(V ) are isomorphisms, for V of the form (3.8). Conversely,
let F → G be a morphism in Pre(X) such that F (U ×X Xh

p(v)) ≃ G(U ×X Xh
p(v)), for each v ∈ U .

Then for each v ∈ U , there is an étale neighbourhood X̃v of p(v) in X such that F (X̃v) ≃ G(X̃v).

Define X̃ =
∐

v∈U X̃v ∐ (X −Z). Then F (X̃) ≃ G(X̃). So if both F and G are NisXZ -sheaves then
F ∼= G. (2) The claim follows from the previous one. �

The topologies NisXZ and NisXZ are equivalent on the finite schemes over X in the following sense.
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Lemma 3.9. Let U ∈ SchX be a scheme finite over the scheme X. Then the filtered category of

morphisms Ũ → U that are NisXZ -coverings is cofinal in the filtered category of morpisms that are

NisXZ -coverings.

Proof. Given a NisZ -covering Ũ → U . Then by Lemma 3.6, for any v ∈ U , there is a lifting

Uh
v → Ũ , and there is a lifting U ×X (X−Z)→ Ũ . Since U is finite over X the scheme U ×X Xh

p(v)

is a coproduct of local henselian schemes. Hence there is a lifting U ×X Xh
p(v) → Ũ , for any v ∈ U .

Then by Lemma 3.6 X̃ → X is a NisXZ -covering. �

Consider the subcategories of sheaves in ZPre(X) with respect to topologies NisXZ and NisXZ .
Denote the sheafifications of F ∈ ZPre(X) by FNisXZ

, FNisXZ
.

Lemma 3.10. For any U ∈ SchX finite over X, and any additive presheaf of abelian groups
F ∈ ZPre(X) there is a canonical isomorphism FNisXZ

(U) ∼= FNisXZ
(U).

Proof. The claim follows from Lemma 3.9. �

Lemma 3.11. For any quasi-stable linear (first-order) framed presheaf F the presehaf
H∗

NisXZ
(−, FNisXZ

) has a canonical structure of a quasi-stable (first-order) framed presheaf. Even

more, for a pair of closed subschemes Z1 ⊂ Z2 the canonical morphism H∗
NisXZ

(−, FNisXZ1
) →

H∗
NisXZ

(−, FNisXZ2

) agrees with the framed transfers, and the morphism H∗
NisXZ

(−, FNisXZ
) →

H∗
Nis(−, FNis) agrees too. The same applies to the reduced cohomologies H∗

ν(−, Fν).

Proof. For any c ∈ Frn(U1, U2) or c ∈ Fr1thn (U1, U2) over X , and a morphism X̃ → X , there is the

canonical framed correspondence c̃ ∈ Frn(U1×X X̃, U2×X X̃×l) or c̃ ∈ Fr1thn (U1×X X̃, U2×X X̃×l),
for each l, given by the base change. Hence for any quasi-stable linear framed or first-order
framed presheaf F , there is the morphism of Čech complexes for F with respect to the coverings

U1×X X̃ → U1, and U2×X X̃ → U2. Hence the presheaf is a quasi-stable linear (first-order) framed
presheaf. Thus the first claim is proven. The second claim follows by the naturality of the above
construction. The case of H∗

ν(−, Fν) is similar. �

3.0.3. Framed transfers for cohomologies.

Lemma 3.12. For a morphism of schemes T → X, and a closed subscheme Z in X, there is a
canonical isomorphism

H∗
NisTT×XZ

(T, F ) ∼= H∗
NisXZ

(T, F ).

Proof. The claim follows since the topology NisXZ restricted on SchT equals the topology NisTT×XZ .
�

Definition 3.13. Let c = (T, τ, g) ∈ Fr1thn ((X,U), (Y, V )), for (X,U), (Y, V ) ∈ Smpair
S over a base

scheme S. Define the morphism

c∗ : H∗
NisW (Y, F )→ H∗

NisZ (X,F )

where W = Y \ V , Z = X \ U , and NisZ and NisW denote the topologies on SchX and SchY , as
the composition

HNisYW
(T )

��

HNisYW
(Y )

g∗

oo

HNisXZ
(T )

Lm3.11
��

≃

Lm3.10
// HNisXZ

(T )

HNisXZ
(X) HNisXZ

(X)
≃

Lm3.10oo

(3.14)

where the second morphism in the sequence is provided by Lemma 3.12 and the equality c−1(W ) =
Z, and Hν(−) = H∗

ν (−, Fν). The same applies to H∗
NisXZ

(X,F ).
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Proposition 3.15. For any quasi-stable linear first-order framed presheaf F over a base scheme
S the presheaf

(X,X − Z) 7→ H∗
NisXZ

(X,F ),

where NisXZ is the topology on SchX from Definition 3.4, has the canonical structure of the quasi-
stable first-order framed presheaf. The same applies to H∗

NisXZ
(X,F ).

Proof. The transfer homomorphisms are given by Definition 3.13. To prove the claim we need to
show the functoriality, i.e. that

(c2 ◦ c1)
∗ ∼= c∗1 ◦ c

∗
2, (3.16)

for two composible framed correspondences c1, c2. Consider two subcategories in Fr1th+ (S): (p)

denote by Fr1thp (S) the subcategory that morphisms are correspondences c = (T, τ, g) such that
g ∼= idZ(I2(T )), and (z) denote by Fr0(S) the subcategory spanned by framed correspondences of

level zero, i.e. regular maps of schemes. Any morphism c = (T, τ, g) ∈ Fr1thn (X,Y ) in Fr1th+ (S)
admits the decomposition

c = g ◦ cp, cp = (T, τ, idZ(I2(T )) ∈ Fr1thn (X,Z(I2(T )).

Because of this to prove the claim we can assume that c1 and c2 in (3.16) belong to the union of

the sets of morphisms Fr1thp (S), and Fr1th0 (S). We consider the four cases of types of c1 and c2.

(0) For c1, c2 ∈ Fr1th0 (S) the claim holds by the functoriality of the pushforwards for regular
morphisms of schemes.

(1) For c1, c2 ∈ Fr1thp (S) the claim follows by Lemma 3.11.

(2) The case of c1 = (T, τ, idZ(I2(T )) ∈ Fr1thn (X1, Z(I2(T )), c2 = g ∈ Fr0(Z(I2(T ), Y ) =

SchS(Z(I2(T )), Y ) holds by Definition 3.13.
(3) Let

c1 = f ∈ Fr0((X,Z), (X ′, Z ′)) = SchpairS ((X,Z), (X ′, Z ′)),

c2 = (Y, τ, idY ) ∈ Fr1thn ((X ′, Z ′), (Y,W )).

Then the claim follows because of the commutative diagram

H∗
NisYW

(T, F )

��

H∗
NisYW

(Y, F )

��

oo

H∗
NisXZ

(T, F ) H∗
NisX

′

Z′

(Y, F )oo

H∗
NisXZ

(T, F )

≃ Lm3.10

OO

Lm3.11
��

H∗
NisX

′

Z′

(Y, F )

≃ Lm3.10

OO

oo

Lm3.11
��

H∗
NisXZ

(X,F ) H∗
NisX

′

Z′

(X ′, F ),
f∗

oo

where T = Y ×X′ X .
The case of H∗

NisXZ
(X,F ) is similar. �

Lemma 3.17. Let V be a scheme over S, and let U be a V -scheme. Let X be a S-scheme,
and c ∈ Frn(U,X) be a framed correspondence over S. Then for any linear presheaf with framed
transfers F over S, there is the commutative square

H∗
NisUY

(U, F )

��

H∗
NisXZ

(X,F )
c∗

oo

��
H∗

Nis(U, F ) H∗
Nis(X,F ),

c∗
oo
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where Y = c−1(Z).

Proof. The claim follows because morphisms of diagram (3.14) commute with the morphisms
H∗

ν (−, Fν)→ H∗
Nis(−, FNis), for ν as in Definition 3.13. �

4. Cohomologies out of infinity on A1
V .

In this section, we show some partial A1-homotopy invariance of A1-invariant quasi-stable linear
framed presheaves. Namely, we introduce the notion of cohomoligies out of the infinity, and show
that the cohomoligies out of infinity on the relative affine line A1

V over a local henselian scheme
V are trivial for a quasi-stable linear framed presheaf, Theorem 4.12. We say ’cohomologies out
of infinity’ and we could ’the universal cohomolgoies that are trivial at infinity’, by the definition

these are cohomoligies with respect to the union of subtopologies NisA
1×V

Z , defined in Section 3,
for all closed subschemes Z that are finite over V .

Definition 4.1. Let X be a scheme over a scheme S. Denote by PropXS the topology on SchX
generated by topologies NisXZ , for all closed subschemes Z in X proper over S, see Definition 3.4.

Example 4.2. Let S be a scheme. We denote by

FinS = PropA
1×S

S

the topology on SchA1×S generated by NisA
1×S

Z , for all closed subschemes Z in A1 × S finite over
S.

4.1. Excision isomorphisms.

Proposition 4.3. (Etale excision)

Let X̃ be an étale neighbourhood of a closed subscheme Z in an essentially smooth local henselian
scheme X over k. Then for any quasi-stable framed linear presheaf F the square

F (X̃ − Z) F (X̃)oo

F (X − Z)

OO

F (X)oo

OO

is the Cartesian and coCartesian.

Proposition 4.4. (Zariski excision with finite support) Let V be a local scheme. Let Z0, Z1 → A1
V

be closed immersions, Z0 ∩ Z1 = ∅. Assume that Z0 is finite over V .
Then for any quasi-stable linear framed presheaf

G : ZFpair
∗ (V )→ Ab,

see Definitions 2.4 and 2.5 for the category of open pairs, the morphism

j∗ : G(A1
V ,A

1
V − Z0)→ G(A1

V − Z1,A
1
V − Z1 − Z0), (4.5)

induced by the canonical open immersion of pairs

j : (A1
V − Z1,A

1
V − Z1 − Z0)→ (A1

V ,A
1
V − Z0)

is an isomorphism.

Proof. Denote by O(1) the canonical ample bundle on P
1 and let t∞ denote the section that

vanishing locus is ∞. Denote by the same symbols the inverse images on the schemes of the form
−× P1, in particular P1

V .

Denote ∞V =∞× V = P1
V \ A1

V , and let Z1 be the closure of Z1 in P1
V . Since Z0 is finite over

V it is a closed subscheme in P1
V . So

Z0 ∩ Z1 = Z0 ∩ Z1 = ∅.

Denote by δ ∈ Γ(A1
V ×V P1

V ,O(1)) a section that vanishing locus is the graph of the canonical
immersion A1

V → P1
V .



STRICT A
1-INVARIANCE THEOREM WITH INTEGRAL COEFFICIENTS OVER FIELDS. 13

Since Z0 and Z1 are finite over a local scheme, they are semi-local, and for any l ∈ Z, there are
invertible sections

γ1,∞ ∈ Γ(Z1,O(l)), γZ0 ∈ Γ(Z0,O(l − 1)).

We are going to show that (4.5) has left and right inverse morphisms.
(1) Firstly, we construct the left inverse. By [28, III, Corollary 10.7] for large enough l ∈ Z,

there exist sections

s1 ∈ Γ(A1 × P
1
V ,O(l)), s

′
0 ∈ Γ(A1 × P

1
V ,O(l − 1))

such that
s1
∣∣
A1×Z0

= γZ0δ
∣∣
A1×Z0

, s′0
∣∣
A1×Z0

= γZ0 ,

s1
∣∣
A1×(∞V ∪Z1)

= γ1,∞, s′0
∣∣
A1×∞V

= γ1,∞δ−1
∣∣
A1×(∞V )

,

s′0
∣∣
Z(δ)

= tl−1
∞ .

Define the section s = s1λ+ s0(1 − λ), and framed correspondences of open pairs over V

c = (Z(s),A1 × A1
V ×V A1

V , s/t
l
∞, g)

∈ Fr1(A
1 × (A1

V ,A
1
V − Z0), (A

1
V ,A

1
V − Z0)),

c′0 = (Z(s′), 0× A1
V ×V (A1

V − Z0), s
′
0/t

l
∞, g′0)

∈ Fr1(0× (A1
V ,A

1
V − Z0), (A

1
V − Z0,A

1
V − Z0),

c̃1 = (Z(s1), 1× A1
V ×V (A1

V − Z1), s1/t
l
∞, g̃1)

∈ Fr1(1× (A1
V ,A

1
V − Z0), (A

1
V − Z1,A

1
V − Z1 − Z0)),

where g, g′0 and g̃1 are given by the projections to the second multiplicand. Define

idτ = (Z(δ), 0× A
1
V ×V A

1
V , s0/t

l
∞, g0) ∈ Fr1(0 × (A1

V ,A
1
V − Z0), (A

1
V ,A

1
V − Z0))

g0 is induced by the projection to the second multiplicand. Then the following equalities hold
ZFpair

∗ (V )

c ◦ i1 = j ◦ c̃1, c ◦ i0 = idτ + e ◦ c′0,

where
i0 : 0× (A1

V ,A
1
V − Z0) → A1 × (A1

V ,A
1
V − Z0),

i1 : 1× (A1
V ,A

1
V − Z0) → A1 × (A1

V ,A
1
V − Z0),

and

e : (A1
V − Z0,A

1
V − Z0)→ (A1

V ,A
1
V − Z0).

Since G is A1-invariant the framed correspondence idτ induces the same endomorphism on
G((A1

V ,A
1
V − Z0)) as σ(A1

V ,A1
V −Z0) because of the A1-homotopy

(Z(δ), (s0λ+ δtl−1
0 )/tl∞, g0 ◦ pr) ∈ Fr1(A

1 × (A1
V ,A

1
V − Z0), (A

1
V ,A

1
V − Z0)),

where pr: A1× (A1
V ,A

1
V −Z0)→ (A1

V ,A
1
V −Z0). Since G is additive we have i∗0c

∗ = (idτ )∗ +(ec′0)
∗.

The morphism c′ is trivial morphism in the category of pairs Frpair+ (V ), and induces consequently
the trivial morphism (c′)∗ on the values of the presheaf G. Thus morphism (4.5) has the left
inverse, because

c∗1j
∗ = (idτ )∗ + (ec′0)

∗ = (idτ )∗ = σ∗
(A1

V ,A1
V −Z0)

,

and since the latter morphism is an automorphism, because G is quasi-stable.
(1) Next, we construct the right inverse to (4.5). Define V1 = A1

V − Z1. By [28, III, Corollary
10.7], for large enough l ∈ Z, there exist sections

s1 ∈ Γ(A1 × P
1
V ,O(l)), s

′
0 ∈ Γ(V1 × P

1
V ,O(l − 1))

such that

s1
∣∣
A1×V Z0

= γZ0δ
∣∣
A1×Z0

, s′0
∣∣
V1×V Z0

= γZ0 ,

s1
∣∣
A1×(∞V ∪Z1)

= γ1,∞, s′0
∣∣
V1×V (∞V ∪Z1)

= γ1,∞δ−1
∣∣
V1×V (∞V ∪Z1))

,

s′0
∣∣
Z(δ)

= tl−1
∞ ,

Define the sections

s0 = δs′0, s = s1λ+ s0(1− λ),
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and framed correspondences of open pairs over V

c = (Z(s),A1 × V1 ×V V1, s/t
l
∞, g)

∈ Fr1(A
1 × (V1, V1 − Z0), (V1, V1 − Z0)),

c′0 = (Z(s′), 0× V1 ×V (V1 − Z0), s
′
0/t

l
∞, g′0)

∈ Fr1(0× (V1, V1 − Z0), (V1 − Z0, V1 − Z0),
c̃1 = (Z(s1), 1× A1

V ×V V1, s1/t
l
∞, g)

∈ Fr1(1× (A1
V ,A

1
V − Z0), (V1, V1 − Z0)),

where g, g′0 and g̃1 are given by the projections on the second multiplicand. Define

idτ = (Z(δ), 0× V1 ×V V1, s0, g0) ∈ Fr1(1 × (V1, V1 − Z0), (V1, V1 − Z0))

g0 is induced by the projection to the second multiplicand. Then the following equalities hold in
ZFpair

∗ (V )
c ◦ i1 = j ◦ c̃1, c ◦ i0 = idτ + ec′0

where
i0 : 0× (V, V1 − Z0) → A1 × (V1, V1 − Z0),
i1 : 1× (V, V1 − Z0) → A1 × (V1, V1 − Z0),
e : (V1 − Z0, V1 − Z0) → (V1, V1 − Z0).

Since G is A1-invariant, the framed correspondence idτ induces the same endomorphism on
G((V1, V1 − Z0)) as σ(A1

V ,A1
V −Z0) because of the A1-homotopy

(Z(δ), (s0λ+ δtl−1
0 )/tl∞, g0 ◦ pr) ∈ Fr1(A

1 × (V1, V1 − Z0), (V1, V1 − Z0)),

where pr: A1 × (V1, V1 − Z0) → (V1, V1 − Z0). Since G is additive we have i∗0c
∗ = (idτ )∗ + (ec′0)

∗.
The object (V1 −Z0, V1 − Z0) is trivial in the category of pairs, so the morphism c′0 is trivial, and
the induced morphism (c′0)

∗ too. Thus morphism (4.5) has the right inverse, because

j∗c∗1 = (idτ )∗ + (ec′0)
∗ = (idτ )∗ = σ∗

(V1,V1−Z0)
,

and since the latter morphism is an automorphism, because G is quasi-stable. �

Corollary 4.6. Let V be a local scheme. Let Z be a closed subscheme in A1
V finite over V , and

X ′ ⊂ X be open neighbourhoods of Z in A1
V .

Then for any quasi-stable linear framed presheaf

G : ZFpair
∗ (V )→ Ab,

see Definitions 2.4 to 2.6 for the category of open pairs ZFpair
∗ (V ), the canonical morphism

G(X ′, X ′ − Z)→ G(X,X − Z),

is an isomorphism. For any quasi-stable framed linear presheaf F on SmV , the square

F (X ′ − Z) F (X ′)oo

F (X − Z)

OO

F (X)oo

OO

is Cartesian and coCartesian.

Proof. By Proposition 4.4 the claim for any considered presheaf G holds for X = A1
V . The case of

an arbitrary open neighbourhood X of Z follows by the composition

G(X ′, X ′ − Z) ≃ G(A1
V ,A

1
V − Z0) ≃ G(X,X − Z).

To deduce the claim for the presheaf F consider the framed presheaves on the category of open
pairs over V given by

(X,U) 7→ Ker(F (X)→ F (U)),
(X,U) 7→ Coker(F (X)→ F (U))

(4.7)

The claim follows by Proposition 4.4, since the canonical open immersion of pairs

j : (A1
V − Z1,A

1
V − Z1 − Z0)→ (A1

V ,A
1
V − Z0)
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induces the isomorphism

j∗ : G(A1
V ,A

1
V − Z0)→ G(A1

V − Z1,A
1
V − Z1 − Z0),

for G being anyone from (4.7). �

Corollary 4.8. Let V be a local scheme, and X = A1
V . Let Z be a closed subscheme in X finite

over V that is local with the closed point z.
Then for any quasi-stable framed linear presheaf F over V , the square

F (Xz − Z) F (Xz)oo

F (X − Z)

OO

F (X)oo

OO

is Cartesian and coCartesian, where Xz denotes the local scheme of X at z.

Proof. The claim follows from Corollary 4.6. �

4.2. Coverings and cohomologies.

Lemma 4.9. Let X be a scheme, Z be a closed subscheme. Consider the morphism

Xh
Z ∐ (X − Z)→ X

and let X̃ → X̃Z ∐ (X − Z) be a Nisnevich covering. Then for any additive presheaf of abelian
groups F over X, there is a quasi-equivalence of complexes

ČX̃(X,F ) ≃ coCone(ČX̃(X − Z, F )⊕ ČX̃(X̃Z , F )→ ČX̃(X̃Z − Z, F ))

where the first term is the Čech complex with respect to the composite morphism X̃ → X, see
Section 1.3.3, and the other terms are defined in view of the base changes over X − Z and X̃Z .

Proof. Define X ′ = X̃Z ∐ (X − Z), and

X̃Z = X̃ ×X′ X̃Z , X̃X−Z = X̃ ×X′ (X − Z).

Then X̃ ∼= X̃Z ∐ X̃X−Z .
The terms of the complex ČX̃(X,F ) are groups

F (X̃×l) ≃
⊕

J⊂{1,...,l}

F (
∏

j∈J

X̃Z ×
∏

j∈{1,...l}−J

X̃X−Z).

If J 6= {1, . . . n} above, then
∏

j∈J

X̃Z ×
∏

j∈{1,...l}−J

X̃X−Z
∼= (X − Z)×

∏

j∈J

X̃Z ×
∏

j∈{1,...l}−J

X̃X−Z .

Hence
coCone(ČX̃(X,F )→ ČX̃(X − Z, F ))

is quasi-equivalent to the complex

coCone(ČX̃Z
(X,F )→ ČX̃Z

(X − Z0, F ))

Similarly, the complex
coCone(ČX̃(X̃Z , F )→ ČX̃(X̃Z − Z, F )) (4.10)

is quasi-equivalent to
coCone(ČX̃Z

(Xh
Z)→ ČX̃Z

(Xh
Z − Z)), (4.11)

where all the complexes including the latter two complexes are defined in view of the relative
product over X . The diagonal embedding Xh

Z → Xh
Z ×X Xh

Z defines a clopen immersion, since Xh
Z

is pro-étale over X . Since Xh
Z ×X Z = Z,

(Xh
Z ×Xh

Z −Xh
Z)×X Z = ∅ ∐ X̂.

Hence for each l,

(X̃×l

Z ×X Xh
Z − X̃×l

Z )×X Z = ∅.
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Then it follows that complexes (4.10) and (4.11) are quasi-equivalent. So the claim follows. �

Theorem 4.12. Let V be a local henselian scheme, and F be an A1-invariant quasi-stable framed
additive presheaf of abelian groups over V . Let X = V × A

1 −W , for a closed subscheme W finite
over V . Then

H∗
NisXZ

(X,F ) = 0,

for any closed subscheme Z in X finite over V .

Proof. If Z is finite over a local henselian scheme V , the connected components of Z are local
henselian schemes. We prove the claim by induction on the number of the connected components
of Z. If Z = ∅, i.e. the number is zero, the claim is tautology, since the topology NisXZ is trivial.
We can assume that Z = Z0∐Z1, where Z0 is local henselian, and Z1 has less number of connected
components then Z. According to Section 1.3.3

H∗
NisXZ

(X,F ) = lim
−→
X̃

H∗(ČX̃(X,F )),

where X̃ runs over filtered set of NisXZ of X . Hence

H∗
NisXZ

(X,F ) = H∗(ČX̃(X,F )),

where X̃ = X̃0 ∐ X̃1 ∐ (X − Z), where X̃0 = Xh
Z0
, X̃1 = Xh

Z1
.

There is a quasi-equivalence of complexes

ČX̃(X̃0 − Z0, F ) ≃ F (X̃0 − Z0)

since X̃0 ×X Z1 = ∅. By the inductive assumption applied to X − Z0 and closed subscheme Z1,
there is a quasi-equivalence

ČX̃(X − Z0, F ) ≃ F (X)

Also, there a quasi-equivalence

ČX̃(X̃0, F ) ≃ F (X̃0)

since there is a lifting X̃0 → X̃0 ×X X̃.

Since X̃ is a refinement of the NisXZ -covering

X̃0 ∐ (X − Z0)→ X

we have the quasi-equivalence of complexes

ČX̃(X,F ) ≃ coCone(ČX̃(X − Z0, F )⊕ ČX̃(X̃0, F )→ ČX̃(X̃0 − Z0, F )).

By Proposition 4.3 and corollary 4.8 there is the quasi-equivalence

F (X) ≃ coCone(F (X − Z0)⊕ F (X̃0 − Z0)→ F (X̃0 − Z0))

Thus we get the quasi-equivalence of complexes ČX̃(X,F ) ≃ F (X). So the claim follows. �

Corollary 4.13. Let S be a scheme. Consider the topology NisS ∪ FinS on SmS×A1 generated by

the topologies NisS, see Definition 3.1, and FinS, see Example 4.2. Then the projection S×A1 → S
induces the canonical isomorphism

H∗
NisS∪FinS

(S × A
1, F ) ≃ H∗

Nis(S, F ),

for any A
1-invariant quasi-stable framed additive presheaf of abelian groups F on SmS .

Proof. Consider the presheaves on the small étale site over S

U 7→ hq
fnis(U) = Hq

finU
(U × A1, F )

U 7→ hq
nis(U) = Hq

nis(U × A1, F ).

By Theorem 4.12 the canonical the morphism of presheaves hq
fnis → hq

nis is a Nisnevich local
isomorphism. Then the morphism of the spectral sequences

Hp
nis(S, h

q
fnis) ⇒ Hp+q

NisS∪FinS
(S × A1, F )

Hp
nis(S, h

q
nis) ⇒ Hp+q

nis (S × A1, F )
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is an isomorphism. �

5. Finite support injectivity

In this section, we apply the result of the previous section to formulate used in next sections
enough criterion for the injectivity of the restriction homomorphism

H∗
nis(X,Fnis)→ H∗

nis(η, Fnis)

of the Nisnevich cohomoligies of an A1-invariant framed linear presheaf F from an irreducible
scheme X to the generic point η, Corollary 5.2.

Proposition 5.1. Let S be a scheme over a field k, and X ∈ Smk, and Z be a closed subscheme
in X. Assume there is a framed correspondence c ∈ FrN (S×A1, X) such that c−1(Z) is finite over
S. Denote c0 = c ◦ i0, c1 = c ◦ i1, where i0 : S × 0 → S × A1, i1 : S × 1 → S × A1. Then the
morphisms

c∗0, c
∗
1 : H

i
NisXZ

(X,F )→ Hi
nis(S, F ),

are equal, for all i ≥ 0.

Proof. The claim follows because of the commutative diagram

H∗
NisXZ

(X,F )

uu❦❦❦❦
❦❦
❦❦
❦❦
❦❦
❦❦
❦❦

�� ))❙❙❙
❙❙

❙❙
❙❙

❙❙
❙❙

❙❙
❙

H∗
NisS×0

c
−1
0

(Z)

(S × 0, F )

��

H∗

NisS×A1

c−1(Z)

(S × A
1, F )oo //

��

H∗
NisS×1

c
−1
1

(Z)

(S × 1, F )

��
H∗

nis(S × 0, F ) H∗
NisS∪FinS

(S × A1, F )
∼=oo ∼= // H∗

nis(S × 1, F ),

where the topologies in the second row are defined in Definition 3.4, NisS is defined in Definition 3.1,
and FinS in Example 4.2. Here the arrows between the first two rows are given by Definition 2.10,
the arrows form the second row to the third one are inverse images for the canonical morphisms
of sites. The commutativity of the diagram is provided by Proposition 3.15 and lemma 3.17, and
the isomorphisms in the last row are proven by Corollary 4.13. �

Corollary 5.2. Let S be a scheme over a field k, and X ∈ Smk, and Z be a closed subscheme in
X. Assume that

- there is a framed correspondence c ∈ ZFN(S × A1, X) given by the difference of explicit framed
correspondences c = c+ − c− such that schemes (c+)−1(Z) and (c−)−1(Z) are finite over S.

- for some c̃1 ∈ ZFN (S,X − Z)

c1 = j ◦ c̃1,

where c1 = c ◦ i1, i1 : S → S× A
1 is the unit section, j : X −Z → X is the canonical immersion.

Then the morphisms

c∗0 : H
i
NisXZ

(X,F )→ Hi
nis(X,F )

induced by c0 vanish, for all i ≥ 0.

Proof. The claim follows, since homomorphism j∗ : Hi
NisXZ

(X,F ) → Hi
nis(X − Z, F ) given by the

inverse image vanishes, and c∗0 = c̃∗1j
∗ by Proposition 5.1. �

Corollary 5.3. If the assumption of Corollary 5.2 holds for any Z in X of positive codimension,
then

Hi
nis(X,F ) ∼= 0.
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Proof. Let Θ denote the scheme that is the union of generic points of X . Define and consider

the topology NisX/Θ :=
⋃

Z NisXZ , where Z runes over all closed subschemes Z in X of positive

codimension. By Corollary 5.2 we have Hi
NisX/Θ(X,F ) ∼= lim

−→
Hi

NisXZ
(X − Z, F ) ∼= 0. The claim of

corollary follows because of the spectral sequence for the morphism of sites given by NisX/Θ and
Nis

Hi
NisXZ

(X,Hj
nis(−, F ))⇒ Hi+j

NisXZ
(X,F ),

since Hi
nis(Θ, F ) = 0. �

6. Compactified correspondences and cohomoligies at ∞ on A
1
V .

In this section, we prove triviality of the cohomoligies at infinity on the relative affine line A1
V

over a local essentially smooth scheme V . Namely, we construct framed A1-homotopy ’with finite
supports’ needed to apply Corollary 5.3.

6.1. Compactified correspondences.

Definition 6.1. A d-dimensional framed correspondence Φ from a U -scheme X to an U -scheme
Y over a scheme U is a set of data (S, ϕ, g), where

(1) S is an X-scheme of relative dimension d over X equipped with a closed embedding S →
An
X ,

(2) ϕ ∈ O((An
X)hS)

⊕n−d is a set of results functions such that X = Z(ϕ), and
(3) g : (An

X)hS → Y is a morphism of S-schemes.

Definition 6.2. Let B a local one-dimensional scheme, z ∈ B be the closed point, η ∈ B be the
generic point.

Let V ∈ SchB, T ∈ Schη, and Vη = V ×B η. Assume we are given with

(1) a projective equi-dimensional scheme X over V of relative dimension d, and an ample
bundle O(1) on X with a section t∞ ∈ Γ(X,O(1)) such that the closed subscheme X∞ =
Z(t∞) in X has positive relative codimension over V ;

(2) a d-dimensional framed correspondence Φ = (Xη, ϕ, g) from Vη to T over η,

(3) an isomorphism Xη
∼= (X −X∞)×B η;

The set of data (X,X∞,Φ) is called V -focused compactified d-dimensional η-framed correspondence
from Vη to T .

Definition 6.3. Let B a local one-dimensional scheme, z ∈ B be the closed point, η ∈ B be the
generic point. Let V ∈ SchB, T ∈ Schη, and Vη = V ×B η.

Let r : Vη → T be a morphism of schemes. Let (X,X∞,Φ) be V -focused compactified d-
dimensional η-framed correspondence from Vη to T .

We say that (X,X∞,Φ) V -smoothly contains r if there is a closed subscheme Γ in X = X−X∞

such that

(1) the canonical projection X → V induces the isomorphism γ : Γ ∼= V , and the morphism
X → V is smooth over Γ,

(2) g ◦ γ−1
η = r, where γη : Γ×B η ∼= Vη.

6.2. Universal endo-correspondence and contracting correspondence of dimension one.

Proposition 6.4. Let B be a local scheme. Let Z ∈ B be a closed subscheme, U ⊂ B be the open
complement. Let X be a projective scheme over B, and O(1) denote an ample bundle on X.

Let Y → X and D → X be closed immersions, F = FU be the the closure in X of the scheme
FU = (Y ∩D)×B U , and ∆: B → X be a section such that

(1) X is equi-dimensional scheme over B of pure relative dimension n;
(2) Y and D has positive codimension in the closed fibre;
(3) F is of codimension at least 2 in the closed fibre;
(4) the B-scheme X is smooth over the subscheme ∆(B), and ∆(B) ∩D = ∅.

Then for large enough di, there are sections si ∈ Γ(X,O(di)), i = 2, . . . n, such that
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(1) the vanishing locus C = Z(s2, . . . , sn) is of pure relative dimension one over B;
(2) ∆(B) ⊂ C, and the morphism C → B is smooth over ∆(B);
(3) C ∩D and C ∩ Y are finite over B;
(4) (C ∩ Y ∩D)×B U = ∅.

Proof. Step 1) Consider the closed subscheme ∆(B) in X, and the first order thickening ∆(B)2 =
Z(I2(∆(B)). Since the morphism X → B is smooth over ∆(B), and ∆(B) is local, there is
a trivialisation N∆(B)/(X) ≃ 1n

∆(B). Since ∆(B) is local, there is a trivialisation O(1)
∣∣
∆(B)

≃

O(∆(B)). Hence for any d, there are sections

γ1, . . . γn ∈ Γ(∆(B)2,O(d))

such that

Z(γ1, . . . , γn) = ∆(B).

Step 2) Consider the schemes

X ×B z,X ×B z, Y ×B z,D×B z, F ×B z. (6.5)

Let N be an irreducible component of anyone of schemes (6.5). Let S ⊂ X ×B z be a finite set of
closed points, such that for any such N the intersection N ∩ S is not empty. Choose a section

sn ∈ Γ(X,O(d)), sn
∣∣
∆(B)2

= γn, sn
∣∣
S
∈ O(dn)

×. (6.6)

Define

Xn−1 = Z(sn) ⊂ X =: Xn.

Then it follows by the second condition on sn in (6.6) that dimz(Xn−1 ×B z) = n− 1, and hence

dimB Xn−1 = n− 1. (6.7)

Moreover, if follows by the same condition that

codimXn−1×Bz(Y ∩Xn−1) ×B z ≥ 1,

codimXn−1×Bz(D ∩Xn−1) ×B z ≥ 1,

codimXn−1×Bz(F ∩Xn−1) ×B z ≥ 2

(6.8)

and consequently

codimXn−1×Bz(Fn−1 ∩Xn−1)×B z ≥ 2, (6.9)

where Fn−1 = FU,n−1, FU,n−1 = (Y ∩ D ∩ Xn−1) ×B U . Also we conclude that Xn−1 is smooth
on ∆(B) over B by the first condition on sn in (6.6).

By induction we construct sections si ∈ Γ(X,O(di)), for i = n, . . . 2, and get the schemes Xi,
Yi, Di, Fi satisfying

dimB X i = i, (6.10)

codimX×Bz(Yi ×B z) ≥ 1, (6.11)

codimX×Bz(Di ×b z) ≥ 1, (6.12)

codimX×Bz(Fi ×B z) ≥ 2, (6.13)

where Yi = Y ∩Xi, Di = D ∩Xi, Fi = F i,U , Fi,U = (Y ∩D ∩X i) ×B U , and such that ∆ ⊂ Xi,

Xi → B is smooth over ∆.
Then the scheme C = X1 = Z(s2, . . . sn) satisfies the claim of the proposition. Indeed, assertion

(1) in the proposition holds by (6.10). Assertion (2) holds by the reason explained above. Assertion
(3) follows by (6.11), and (6.12). Hence F1 is a finite scheme over B, and since since by (6.13)
F1 ×B z = ∅, it follows by the Nakayama lemma that F1 = ∅. Whence it follows that

(Y ∩D ∩ C)×B U = F1 ×B U = ∅.

So assertion (4) holds. �
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Lemma 6.14. Let B be a one-dimensional irreducible local scheme, z ∈ B be the closed point,
η ∈ B be the generic point. Let X ∈ SmB, x ∈ Xz = X ×B z. Let d = dimx

B X be the relative
dimension of X at x over B. Let Z be a closed subscheme of positive codimension in Xη = X×B η.

Then there is a d-dimensional X(x)-focused compactified η-framed correspondence (S, S∞,Φ)
from (X(x))η = X(x) ×B η to Xη = X ×n η, where Φ = (Sη, ϕ, val), Sη = S ×B η, S = S − S∞,
such that

(1) (S, S∞,Φ) X(x)-smoothly contains the canonical map (X(x))η → Xη;

(2) val−1(Z) is of positive relative codimension in Xη,
(3) and

codimS×X(x)
x(Y X∞ ×X(x)

x) ≥ 2, (6.15)

where Y X∞ is the closure of (val−1(Z) ∩ S∞)×B η in S.

Proof. Step 0) We can assume without loss of generality that X ∈ SmAffB, X is irreducible,
dimB X = d, TXη/η ≃ 1d

Xη
, where Xη = X ×B η; since if otherwise then we can shrink the given

scheme X to a Zariski neighbourhood of x with this properties.
Step 1) Let X → AN ′

B be a closed immersion, N ′ ∈ Z. Let X denote the closure of X in PN ′

B .

ThenX is irreducible projective scheme overB. Since dimB = 1, the schemeX is equi-dimensional
over B by A.2. Denote

Xη = X ×B η,Xz = X ×B z.

Consider the closed complement X∞,η = Xη \Xη, and denote by X∞ the closure of X∞,η in X.
Note that

X∞ ×B η = X∞,η and X∞ ⊂ X \X.

Since dimB = 1, it follows by Proposition A.2, that X∞ is equi-dimensional over B, and

dim(X∞ ×B z) < dimB X = d.

So X∞ is of positive relative codimension in X over B.
Step 2) Since X is a projective scheme over B, there is an ample bundle O(1) on X. Let

F ⊂ Xz be a finite set of closed points that intersects non-emptily every irreducible component of
(Xz)− ((X∞ ×B z) ∪ x). Then, for a large enough d, there is a section t∞ ∈ Γ(X,O(d))

t∞
∣∣
X∞

= 0, t∞
∣∣
S
∈ Γ(F,O(d)×).

Since dimB((X∞×B z)∪x) < dimB X , it follows that Xz equals the closure of (Xz)− ((X∞×B

z) ∪ x). Hence F intersects each irreducible component of Xz . Then

Z(t∞) ⊃ X∞, dimB Z(t∞) = n− 1, n = dimB X.

Let us denote

X ′
∞ = Z(t∞), X ′ = X −X ′

∞,

and redenote O(1) := O(d).
Step 3) By step (2) X ′ is an affine Zariski neighbourhood of x in the projective B-scheme X, the

complement X ′
∞ is of positive relaitve codimension in X over B, and X ′

∞ ⊃ X∞. Consequently,

X ′ is smooth at x over B, and there is the canonical open immersion

X ′
η → Xη,

where X ′
η = X ′ ×B η.

Step 4) Since the tangent bundle of Xη is trivial, we get

X ′
η ∈ SmAffη, TX′

η
≃ 1

d
X′

η
.

Then there is a closed immersion X ′
η → AN

η such that the normal bundle NX′
η/A

N
η

is trivial. Then

there is a vector of regular functions fd+1, . . . fN ∈ O(AN
η ), d = dimB X ′

η, such that

Z(fd+1, . . . fN) = X ′
η ∐ X̌ ′

η,
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for some X̌ ′
η. By [10, Lemma 3.6] the morphism j : X ′

η → Xη given by the canonical immersion has

a lifting j̃ : E → Xη, where E = (AN
η )hX′

η
. Thus we get the d-dimensional framed correspondence

(X ′
η)

fr = (X ′
η, fd+1, . . . fN , j̃).

Step 5) By Steps (3-4) we get d-dimensional X(x)-focused compactified η-framed correspondence

(X,X ′
∞, (X ′

η)
fr)

from η to Xη. The base change along the map X(x) → B gives the d-dimensional X(x)-focused

compactified η-framed correspondence (S, S∞,Φ) from X(x) to X , where S = X ×B X(x), S∞ =

X ′
∞ ×B X(x), and Φ is the base change of (X ′

η)
fr. This gives the initial claim of the lemma, we

proceed with (1),(2), and (3).
Step 6) The composite morphism

X(x) → X → X

induces the section ∆: X(x) → S. Since the morphism X → B is smooth, the morphism S → X(x)

is smooth over ∆. Thus (S, S∞,Φ) X(x)-smoothly contains the canonical map (X(x))η → Xη. This
gives claim (1).

Step 7) Since Z is of positive codimension in Xη, it follows that val
−1(Z) = (X(x))η × j−1(Z) =

(X(x))η × (Z ∩X ′
η) is of positive codimension in X ′

η. This gives claim (2).

Step 8) Finally, to prove inequality (6.15) of claim (3) we note that val−1(Z) ∩ S∞ = (Z ∩
X ′

∞)×B (B − η)×B X(x). Then the claim follows, since

codimXη
(Z ∩X ′

∞)×B η ≤ 2,

where Z is the closure of Z in X, and consequently

codimXz
((Z ∩X ′

∞)×B η)×B z ≤ 2.

�

Lemma 6.16. Suppose there is a d-dimensional X(x)-focused compactified framed correspondence

(S, S∞,Φ) from (X(x))η = X(x) ×B η to Xη = X ×B η that smoothly contains the canonical map

(X(x))η → Xη, and such that val−1
S (Z) is of positive codimension over X(x), and

codimS×X(x)
x(Y X∞ ×X(x)

x) ≥ 2, (6.17)

where Y X∞ is the closure of (val−1(Z)∩ S∞)×B η in S, Φ = (Sη, ϕ, valSη), Sη = (S − S∞)×B η.

Then there is a one-dimensional X(x)-focused compactified framed correspondence (C,C∞,Ψ)

form (X(x))η to Xη that X(x)-smoothly contains the canonical map (X(x))η → Xη, val−1
C (Z) is

finite over X(x).

Proof. We apply Proposition 6.4 to the scheme S, and subschemes D = S∞, Y = Z ×B X(x), and
∆ = ∆(X(x)). To do this we need to prove the assumptions in Proposition 6.4. The assumptions

(1) and (4) follows by assumptions on the scheme S. The assumption (2) follows by the assumption
on S∞ and (6.17). The assumption (3) follows by (6.17)

Denote by O(1) the ample line bundle on on the projective scheme S, and by t∞ the section
on S such that Z(t∞) = S∞ provided by Definition 6.2. By Proposition 6.4 there is a vector of
sections (s2, . . . sd), si ∈ Γ(S,O(l)), for a large enough l, such that

(1) the scheme

C = Z(s2, . . . sd) ⊂ S

is of relative dimension 1 over X(x),

(2) there is the inclusion ∆(X(x)) ⊂ C,

(3) the morphism C → X(x) is smooth over ∆(X(x)),

(4) C ∩ (Z ×B X(x)) is finite over B, C∞ = C ∩ S∞ is finite over B, (C∞ ∩ Z)×B U = ∅.
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Denote V = (X(x)) ×B η. By assumption there is a closed embedding Sη → AN
V , a regular map

val : (AN
V )hSη

→ Xη is a regular map, and ϕ ∈ O((AN
V )hSη

)⊕N−d is a vector of regular functions, such

that Z(ϕ) = Sη. By point (1) above there is the canonical embedding C → S, Cη → Sη, where

Cη = C ×B η, C = C − C∞. Define valCη : (A
N
V )hCη

→ Xη as the composite morphism

(AN
V )hCη

→ (AN
V )hSη

valSη
−−−→ Xη.

Let p : C → X(x) be the canonical projections, and C = C ×S S. Put

ei = si/t
d
∞, for i = 2, . . . n,

ei = fi, for i > n.

Then val−1
C (Z) is a closed subscheme in C ∩ (Z ×B X(x)), and it is finite over B. Finally, choose

liftings ϕj ∈ O(AN
V ), j = 2, . . . , d, of the functions s/t

l
∞ ∈ O(Sη), and the by the same symbols

the functions on AN
V )hCη

. Thus Ψ = (Cη, ϕ2, . . . ϕd, ϕ, valCη) is a one-dimensional framed correspon-

dence from V to Xη, and (C,C∞,Ψ) is an X(x)-focused compactified framed correspondence. �

6.3. Finite correspondence homotopy, and the vanishing of cohomoligies at infinity.

Lemma 6.18. Let B be one-simensional local scheme, z ∈ B be the closed point, η ∈ B be the
generic point, X ∈ SmB, Z be a closed subscheme in Xη = X ×B η.

Denote V = (X(x))η = X(x)×B η. Assume there is a one-dimensional compactified X(x)-focused

framed correspondence (C,C∞,Ψ) from (X(x))η to Xη such that

(1) (C,C∞,Ψ) smoothly contains the canonical map canη : (X(x))η → Xη,

(2) the closure Z of Z = val−1(Z) in C is finite over X(x), where Ψ = (Cη, ϕ, val), Cη =

(C − C∞)×B η.

Then there are framed correspondences c ∈ FrN (V × A1, Xη), c+0 , c1 ∈ FrN (V × A1, Xη − Z),
N ∈ Z, such that

(1) c ◦ i0 = σN
V canη + c+0 , c̃ ◦ i1 = j ◦ c1, in ZFN (V , Xη), where i0, i1 : V → V × A1 are the zero

and unit sections, canη : V → Xη is the canonical morphism, j : Xη − Z → Xη is the open
immersion,

(2) c−1(Z) is finite over V.

Proof.
1) Firstly, assume the residue field O(x) has at least three elements.

According to Definitions 6.1 to 6.3 we are given with

(d1) the projective relative curve C over X(x), a closed subscheme C∞ finite over X(x), a closed

embedding Cη → AN
V , for some N ∈ Z;

(d2) a set of functions ei ∈ O(E), i = 2, . . .N , and a regular map val : E → Xη, such that
Cη = Z(e2, . . . , eN ), where E is the henselisation (AN

V )hCη
;

(d3) and a map ∆: X(x) → C such that val ◦ ∆ equals to the canonical map can: X(x) → X ,

and the morphism C → X(x) is smooth over ∆(X(x)).

Denote

Cη = C ×B η = C ×X(x)
V , C∞,η = C∞ ×X(x)

V ,

and denote

Z = val−1(Z) = Z ×B η;

then Cη is a projective scheme of relative dimension one over V , and C∞,η and Z are closed

subschemes finite over V . By (d3) the morphism C → X(x) is smooth over ∆(X(x)). It follows

that there is a line bundle L(∆(X(x))) on C with the section δ that vanishing locus Z(δ) equals

∆(X(x)). We write L(∆) for L(∆(X(x))) and its restriction on Cη.

Since Z, and ∆(X(x)) is finite over the local scheme X(x), by Lemma B.1 O(1)
∣∣
Z

and L(∆)
∣∣
Z

are trivial. Since #Oz(z) > 2, by Lemma B.2, it follows that for any d ∈ Z≥0 there are (invertible)
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sections

γ∞, γ+
0 , γ1 ∈ Γ(Z,O(1)×), γ∞ = γ1 − γ0δ

∣∣
Z
.

Since Cη,∞ is finite over X(x) there is an invertible section

β+
0 ∈ Γ(Cη,∞,O(1)×).

By Serre’s theorem on ample bundles [28, III, Corollary 10.7] there are sections s+0 ∈
Γ(Cη,L(∆(V))(d))), s1 ∈ Γ(Cη,O(d)) for large enough d

s∞
∣∣
Z
= γ∞, s+0

∣∣
Z
= γ+

0 ,

s∞
∣∣
Cη,∞

= 0, s+0
∣∣
Cη,∞

= (β+
0 )

d.

Define

s0 = δs+0 , s1 = s0 + s∞,

sλ = s0(1 − λ) + s1λ.

Now define
c = (Z(sλ), e1, e2, . . . 2N , g) ∈ FrN (V × A1, Xη),
c+0 = (Z(s+0 ), e1

∣∣
AN
V×0

, e2, . . . 2N , val0) ∈ FrN (V , Xη − Z),

c1 = (Z(s1), s1/t
d
∞, e2, . . . 2N , val1) ∈ FrN (V , Xη − Z),

where e1 ∈ O(A
N
V×A1) is a lifting of sλ/t

d
∞ ∈ O(Cη×A

1), the map g : (AN
V×A1)hZ(sλ)

→ Xη is a lifting

of the map

Z(sλ)→ Cη × A
1 → Cη → Xη,

and the maps g0 : (A
N
V )h

Z(s+0 )
→ Xη − Z and val1 : (A

N
V )hZ(s1)

→ Xη − Z are induced by g, because

s+0
∣∣
Z
= δ−1γ0 and s1

∣∣
Z
= γ1 are invertible.

Then

c ◦ i0 = can′ + j ◦ c+0 , c ◦ i1 = j ◦ c1,

where can′ = (∆(V), e1, e2, . . . 2N , g) equals σN
D can where D ∈ GLN (V) is defined by the differen-

tials of ei-s.
Then

sλ
∣∣
Cη,∞×A1 = δ

∣∣
Cη,∞

(β+
0 )d

is an invertible section. Hence Z(sλ) is finite over X(x) × A1 and is contained in Cη.

sλ
∣∣
Z×∞

= s∞
∣∣
Z
= γ∞

is invertible, it follows that Z(sλ
∣∣
Z×A1) is contained in Z × A1 and finite over X(x). Hence

c−1(Z) = p(g−1
Z(sλ)

(Z)) = p(Z(sλ
∣∣
Z×A1))

is finite over V , where p : Z(sλ)→ V×A1 is a finite morphism induced by the projection Cη×A1 →
V × A1.

2) Let the residue field k = Oz(z) at z in B be arbitrary.
Let q0, q1 ∈ Z>0

(q0, q1) = 1, (q0, char k) = 1, (q2, char k) = 1.

Define the polynomials

fi = tqi−1 + tqi−2 + · · ·+ 1 = (tqi − 1)/(t− 1) ∈ R[t], R = OB(B).

Then f0 and f1 are separable over the closed point z. Denote Bi = Z(fi) are closed subschemes
in A1

B and let pi : Bi → B denote the canonical projections. Then pi are finite étale morphisms of
schemes.

ei = (Z(fi)×B V , fi, ri) ∈ Fr1(V , Bi ×B V)

c = cB0 ◦ eA
1

0 + cB1 ◦ eA
1

1 ∈ Fr2+N (V × A1, Xη).
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c ◦ i0 = cB0
0 ◦ e0 ◦ (b0)ε − cB1

0 ◦ e1 ◦ (b1)ε =

σN canB0 ◦ e0 ◦ (b0)ε − σN canB1 ◦ e1 ◦ (b1)ε =

σN can ◦ (p0 ◦ e0 ◦ (b0)ε − p1 ◦ e1 ◦ (b1)ε)

where pVi : Bi ×B V → V . Finally, since by Lemma C.1 [pi ◦ ei] = [(qi)ε] ∈ ZF1(V ,V), it follows by
Lemma C.2 that

[c ◦ i0] = [σ2+N can] ∈ ZF2+N (V , Xη).

�

Corollary 6.19. Let B be one-dimensional local scheme, with the closed point z ∈ B and the
generic point η ∈ B. Let X ∈ SmB , x ∈ X ×B z.

Denote V = X(x) ×B η. Then for any closed subscheme Z in X ×B η, there are a framed

correspondences c ∈ ZFN (V × A1, Xη), c
′ ∈ ZFN (V × A1, Xη − Z) such that

(1) c ◦ i0 = σN
V canη, c ◦ i0 = j ◦ c′, where i0, i1 : V → V × A1 are the zero and unit sections,

canη : V → Xη is the canonical morphism, j : Xη − Z → Xη is the open immersion,
(2) c−1(Z) is finite over V.

Proof. The claim follows by the consequent use of Lemmas 6.14, 6.16 and 6.18. �

Theorem 6.20. Let X be a smooth scheme over a one-dimensional irreducible base scheme B.
Let x ∈ X be a point over a closed point z ∈ B. Let F be an A1-invariant quasi-stable framed
presheaf of abelian groups over the generic point η ∈ B. Then

Hl(Xx ×B η, F ) ∼= 0

Proof. The claim follows by the combination of Corollary 5.3 with Corollary 6.19. �

7. Strict homotopy invariance

In this section, we combine Theorem 4.12 and Theorem 6.20 on cohomologies out and at the
infinity on A1

V , for an essetially smooth local henselian k-schemes V , to prove the strict homotopy
invariance theorem over the field k. Let F be a quasi-stable homotopy invariant framed linear
presheaf over k.

Theorem 7.1. Let V be a local henselian essentially smooth scheme over k. Then
{
H0

nis(V × A1, F ) = F (V × A1),

Hi
nis(V × A1, F ) = 0, i > 0.

Proof. The morphism of sites given by the embedding of the topology FinS on SmA1×V into the
Nisnevich topology leads to the spectral sequence

Hp
FinV

(A1 × V,Hq
nis(F )FinV

)⇒ Hr
nis(A

1 × V, Fnis), r = p+ q,

where H∗
nis(F )FinV

denotes the sheafification with respct to FinV of the presheaf H∗
nis(−, Fnis). By

Lemma 3.6 the topology FinV has enough set of points given by the schemes of the form

Uh
v , for v ∈ U, and U ×P1×V (P1 × V )(∞,z),

where z is the closed point of V . Since the schemes Uh
v are Nisnevich points, H∗

nis(U
h
v , F ) ∼= 0. By

Theorem 6.20
H∗

nis(U ×P1×V (P1 × V )(∞,z), F ) ≃ 0.

Combining the latter two equivalences we conclude

H∗
nis(F )FinV

∼= FFinV
.

Thus
Hp

FinV
(A1 × V, FFinV

) ∼= Hp
nis(A

1 × V, Fnis);

and the claim of the theorem follows, since H∗
FinV

(A1 × V, F ) ∼= 0 by Theorem 4.12. �
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Corollary 7.2. The presheaves hi
nis(F ) = Hi

nis(−, F ), i > 0, on the category Smk are A1-homotopy
invariant.

Proof. Let X ∈ Smk. The claim is to prove that

Hi
nis(X × A

1, F ) ≃ Hi
nis(X), i ≥ 0. (7.3)

Consider the morphism of small étale sites

p : EtnisX×A1 → EtnisX ,

and consider the restrictions of F on the mentioned sites. It follows by Theorem 7.1 that

Rpi∗(F ) = 0, for i > 0, Rp∗(F ) = F,

where Rpi∗(F ) denotes the higher direct image of F along p. Then the spectral sequence

Hi
nis(X × A

1, F )⇐ Hp
nis(X,Rpi−p

∗ (F ))

implies (7.3). �

8. Motives over non-perfect fields

Corollary 7.2 extends the theory of framed motives by Garkusha and Panin and other authors [1,
4, 15, 16, 18, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27] to the case of non-perfect base field, since the perfectness assumption
is required only in the argument for the strict homotopy invariance theorem [25, Theorem 1.1, §17].
Thus all the results in the above works hold for non-perfect fields. Consequently, the same applies to
[8, 11, 22], for example. Moreover, the result allows to generalise results for so called cohomoloical
motivic categories [13], this covers Localisation and Embedding theorems in the original theory of
Voevodsky’s motives [39]. The theory of Milnor-Witt motives [3, 5, 6, 7, 13, 20] extends as well.
We refer the reader for the sources, and let us recover and complete some results in the following
axiomatic setting.

Remark 8.1. The original generality of the results of [39] generalised here is a perfect base field
that admits a resolution of singularities, and the use of the resolution of singularities is eliminated
by [29] or by [36].

The original generality of [24] was infinite perfect fields k, chark 6= 2, the case of chark = 2 is
given by [16], and the finite fields case by [15] with participation of Druzhinin and Kylling.

The central results of [18] depend to the assumptions in the works by Garkusha and Panin and
Ananyevskiy and Neshitov [1, 23, 24, 25] except the independent proof for the case of finite fields.

Remark 8.2. The validity of the transfers based techniques over fields of characteristic p with
Z[1/p]-coefficients was known, and follows from the perfect base field case because in short for a
purely unseparable extension k′/k (1) there is a correspondence from Spec(k) to Spec(k) with the
support Spec(k′) that is A1-equivalent to the multiplication by p, and (2) Spec(k′) ×k Spec(k

′) ≃
Spec k′[t]/(tp) is A1-equivalent to Speck′ .

Suslin covered the case of DM(k)[1/p] in [35] by proving the equivalence of cohomologies of
motivic complexes of Z[1/p]-modules for a purely unseparable extension k′/k as he said via ”an
accurate analyse of Frobenius endomorphism action”. [35] documents the result presented in the
talk in 2008 in Russian [34].

The validity of Suslin’s argument, in the framed setting was understood in different forms by
several authors, that allowed to texted the theory of framed motives with Z[1/p]-coefficients to all
base fields, but the results ware not published in the full form. The only published source for the
argument for framed transfers that we mentioned is [19] by E. Elmanto and A. Khan. The latter
work proves the result in the elegant form SH(k)[1/p] ≃ SH(k′)[1/p], and contains as applications
of the argument the vertical equivalences in (1.7), but do not contain the formula (1.8) that is
formally stronger. We suppose nevertheless that the written reasoning is applicable to (1.8), and
(1.4), and (1.5) as well, and the only reason is the desire of authors of [19] to avoid potential conflicts
with others who presented and announced framed transfers results with inverted characteristic.
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8.1. Garkusha-Panin’s framed motives. Let us recall some main formulations and briefly recall
steps and ingredients of [24]. We refer the reador to the proof in the sources, we mention here only
the role of Theorem 7.1.

Recall that Fr∗(k) denotes the graded category of framed correspondences [24], and let
Fr(−,−) : Frop∗ (k)× Smk → Set denote the bi-presheaf of stable framed correspondences, so for all
X ∈ Smk there are quasi-stable framed presheaves Fr(−, X) = lim

−→l
Frl(−, X). Let ∆•

k denote the

co-simplicial scheme given by affine simplexes ∆l
k.

Consider the P1-spectrum and S1-spectrum of motivic spaces

Fr(−,Σ∞
T Y+) = (Fr(−, Y+),Fr(−, T ∧ Y+)f , . . . ,Fr(−,Σr

TY+)f , . . . ),
Fr(−,Σ∞

S1Y+) = (Fr(−, Y+),Fr(−, S
1 ∧ Y+)f , . . . ,Fr(−,Σ

r
S1Y+)f , . . . ),

where (−)f is the fibrant replacement within the injective Nisnevich local model structure on the
category of simplicial Nisnevich sheaves over k.

Theorem 8.3 (Additivity). The S1-spectrum of presheaves C∗Fr(Σ∞
S1X) is ΩS1-spectrum in pos-

itive degrees, where

Fr(Σ∞
A1X) := (Fr(X),Fr(S1 ∧X), . . . ,Fr(Si ∧X)).

Proof. The claim is a reformulation of results proven [24, §6-7], the original argument do not
require assumptions on the base field. See also [11, Appnedix ]. �

Theorem 8.4 (Preservation of transfers). For any Nisnevich covering X̃ → X the morphism

C∗Fr(Σ∞
S1ČX(X̃)) → C∗Fr(Σ∞

S1X) is a Nisnevich local equivalence, where ČX(X̃) denotes the

Čech simplicial scheme.

Proof. The original argument in [25], and [38] holds for any field. �

Theorem 8.5 (Cone Th.). The canonical morphism

Fr(−,Σ∞
S1X ∧ A

1)/Fr(−,Σ∞
S1X ∧ Gm) ≃ Fr(−,Σ∞

S1X ∧ T ),

where T = (A1/Gm), and the morphism

Fr(−,Σ∞
S1X/U) ≃ Fr(−,Σ∞

S1X//U),

for any X ∈ Smk, and open immersion U → X, are stable motivic equivalences.

Proof. The first claim, that is used in Theorem 8.8, follows by the arguments of [23] with the use
of Corollary 7.2. To prove the second we refer to [11] that provides Fr(−, X/U) ≃ Fr(−, X//U) is
a motivic equivalence, for any infinite field, and the stable equivalence over finite fields follows via
the arguments of [15]. The general direct proof in provided by [9]. �

Remark 8.6. Let us note that M. Hoyois had shown to the author the argument that deduces
unstable motivic equivalence over finite fields from the result of [11].

Theorem 8.7 (Cancellation). The canonical morphism of S1-spectra of pointed simplicial
presheaves

Fr(−×∆•
k,Σ

∞
S1Y ))→ ΩGmFr(−×∆•

k,ΣGmΣ∞
S1Y )

is a Nisneivich local equivalence in positive degrees.

Proof. The claim follows by the arguments of [1] with the use of Corollary 7.2. �

Theorem 8.8. For any Y ∈ Smk, (1) there is a natural stable motivic equivalence

Σ∞
P∧1Y+ ≃ Fr(−×∆•

k,Σ
∞
T Y+)f ,

and the right side in positive degrees is a motivically fibratnt with Morel-Voevodsky model structure
ΩP1-spectrum of motivic spaces; (2) there is a natural S1-stable motivic equivalence

Ω∞
G∧1

m
Σ∞

P∧1Y+ ≃ Fr(−×∆•
k,Σ

∞
S1Y+)f
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and the right side in positive degrees is a motivically fibrant with Morel-Voevodsky model structure
ΩS1-spectrum of motivic spaces. (3) In particular, the stalks of the motivic homology groups of Y
on a local henselian essentially smooth U are isomorphic to the homologies of the complex

[· · · → ZF(−×∆l
k, Y+)→ · · · → ZF(− ×∆1

k, Y+)→ ZF(−, Y+).

Proof. Point (3) follows from (2). Points (1,2) follow by the same arguments as in [24] with the
use of Theorem 7.1. �

8.2. Correspondences additive ∞-categories. We use the formalism that is more special mod-
ification in comparing with the one introduced in [17].

Definition 8.9. A correspondences category Corr is an additive ∞-category equipped with a
monoidal functor

Smk → Func(Corr,Corr);X 7→ − ×X, (8.10)

and an object ptk ∈ Corr such that the functor

e : Smk → Corr;X 7→ ptk ×X. (8.11)

is essentially surjective on objects.
Denote by htr(X) ∈ Pre(Corr) the representbale presheaf U 7→ Corr(U,X). We sometimes

denote e(X) by X , and e∗htr(X) ∈ Pre(Smk) by htr(X). Also we use notation Pretr(SmS) =
Pre(Corr).

Notation 8.12. Denote by PreRΣ(Corr) the category of additive functors Corr → R for an ∞-

category R. Denote by HIRΣ(Corr) the subcategory spanned by A1-invariant objects. and by

ShvRτ (Corr) the subcategory of τ -sheaves for a topology τ on Smk. We write S1 for R if R = SH

is the topological stable homotopy category. We omit the superscript if R = H, the homotopy
category of simplicial sets.

Definition 8.13. For any object X ∈ SmS the endofunctor −×X on Corr induces the inverse and
direct image endofunctors on PreΣ(Corr) that we denote F 7→ F ×X , and F 7→ FX = F (−×X).
Moreover, given a diagram of schemes X : Γ→ SmS two composites

Γ→ SmS → Func(Corr,Corr) ⇒ Func(PreΣ(Corr),PreΣ(Corr)),

where the second arrows are given by the inverse image and direct images respectively, give dia-
grams in the category of endofunctors on PreΣ(Corr). We define the endofunctors −×X and (−)X

on PreΣ(Corr) as the colimits of the described above diagrams.

In particular, FA
1

= F (− × A1), F∆•

k = F (− ×∆•
k); the endofunctor − × G∧1

m we denote also

by − ∧ G∧1
m , and ΣG∧1

m
, and use notation ΩG∧1

m
F = F (− ∧ G∧1

m ) = FG
∧1
m .

Definition 8.14. Let Z denote monoidal the category that objects are integers, and an adjunction
Gl ⊣ Gr of endofunctors on an ∞-category C. Consider the monoidal functor Z → Funct(C,C)
that takes 1 to Gl, in other words this means the sequence of functors

. . .
Gl−→ C

Gl−→→ C
Gl−→ . . . . (8.15)

By the Grothedieck construction this corresponds to the fibred category

S → Z,

and define the category SptGC as the category of left inverse functors Z→ S, and C[G−1] as the
category of functors that take all morphisms to cartesian ones.

We write PreR(Corr)[G∧1
m ] = PreR(Corr)[−×G

∧1
m ], and similarly for ShvRnis(Corr), and H(Corr),

SHS1

(Corr).

Remark 8.16. The above definition of C[G−1] is equivalent retell of the constuction of the colimit
of the sequence (8.15), that we use to defined the homotopy t-structure. We refer to [33, §2.2] for
the standard equivalent constructions of the stabilisation.
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Definition 8.17. Define HR
τ (Corr) = ShvRτ (Corr)∩HI

R
Σ(Corr). Define SHS1

τ (Corr) = HSH
τ (Corr),

and SHτ (Corr) = SHS1

τ (Corr)[G∧−1
m ], where G∧−1

m means the inverting of the suspension endofunc-
tor ΣG∧1

m
on PreΣ(Corr). We omit the subscript for the case τ = nis.

Definition 8.18. Define the following properties of correspondences categories Corr as above:

(Fr) Functor (8.10) lifts to a functor Fr∗(k) → Corr such that for any X ∈ Smk, σX ∼ idX ∈
π0MapCorr(X,X), where Fr∗(k) denotes the ∞-category that is the nerve of the classical
one.

(NT) For any Nisnevich covering X̃ → X , the canonical embedding morphism

hX̃
tr (X)→ htr(X)

is a Nisnevich local equivalence, where hX̃
tr (X) denotes the subpresheaf that is the image

in the set-theoretic sense of the morphism htr(X̃)→ hX̃
tr (X).

(NC) The natural transformation Id
SHS1

(Corr)
→ ΩG∧1

m
ΣG∧1

m
in SHS1

(Corr) is an equivalence.

Example 8.19. The additivisation of the pre-additive ∞-category of tangentially framed corre-
spondences Corrfr introduced by E. Elmanto, M. Hoyois, A. Khan AND V. Sosnilo AND M. Yak-
erson is a correspondences category. As shown in [18] it satisfies (Fr), (NL) for any base scheme.
(NC) holds over fields, that follows by [1] in combination with Corollary 7.2.

Example 8.20. The category of a cohomological correspondences CorA, defined in [13] for a SL-
orientable cohomology theory on Smk in the axiomatic sense like the one introduced by Panin &
Smirnov in [32]. Recall that c ∈ CorA is given by a class in AdimX

Z (U ×kX), for some Z is a closed
subscheme finite over X .

The property (Fr) is proven in [13]. (NL) is prven as well, so let us check it is the form as it is
formulated above. We have to show that for any c as above, and U local henselian, and a Nisnevich

covering X̃ → X there is a lifting c̃ along the morphism CorA(U, X̃) → CorA(U,X). Since Z is
finite over local henselian U , the connected components of Z are local hensleian, so with out loss of
generality we can assume that Z is local henselian. Hence Z admits a lifting along the Nisnevich

covering U ×k X̃ → U ×k X . So the claim follows, because AdimX
Z (U ×k )̃ ∼= AdimX

Z (U ×k X).
To show the cancellation in the form of (NC) we note that the cancellation theorem [13, Theorem

9.0.17] implies the equivalence of endofunctors Id → Ωpre
G∧1

m
ΣG∧1

m
on HIS

1

Σ (CorA(SmAffk)) and the

claim holds because by Lemma 8.27 it follows that ΩG∧1
m
F ≃ Ωpre

G∧1
m
F for any F ∈ SHS1

(CorA(k)).

Example 8.21. Voevodsky’s correspondences Cor category is CorA from Example 8.20 for A
being Chow groups.

Example 8.22. Milnor-Witt correspondences C̃or category is CorA from Example 8.20 for A
being Chow-Witt groups.

The theory of Chow-Witt groups for perfect fields of characteristic different from 2 is developed
in [] by J. Fasel. The case of an arbitrary perfect field is provided by N .Feld’s work [21] as
the theory associated with the Milnor-Witt cycle module KMV over k. The theory of Chow-Witt
groups on Smk over a field k induces the theory of Chow-Witt groups on over a base scheme that is
essentially smooth scheme over k. Since any field k equals to the field at the generic point of some
smooth scheme over a perfect field k, the theory of Chow-Witt groups over any field is provided
by the above.

8.3. Geometric motives and the stable motivic localisation.

Definition 8.23. Define Hgeom(Corr) as the localisation of the category of simplicial objects
∆Corr = Func(∆op,Corrgp) with respect to morphisms of the form

ČX(X̃)→ X,A1 ×X → X,

X ∈ Smk, X̃ → X is a Zariski covering, and ČX(X̃) is the Čech simplicial scheme. Put
SHgeom(Corr) = StabHgeom(Corr).
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Remark 8.24. SHgeom(Cor(k)) is equivalent to the category DMgeom(k) form [39].

Lemma 8.25. Given an ∞-category Corr as above that satisfies (NL), and an ∞-category R, then

Lnise∗ ≃ e∗L
tr
nis, where e∗ : Pre

R(Corr)→ PreR(Smk) denotes the canonical functor. In particular,

the category ShvAb
nis(Corr) is abelian.

Proof. The argument is contained in [18]. By the construction and definition of ShvRnis(Corr)

the functor e∗ restricts to ShvRnis(Corr) → ShvRnis(Smk). By (NL) the functor e∗ is Nisnevich
exact. Hence for any F ∈ Pre(Corr), e∗L

tr
nis ∈ Shvnis(Smk), and the morphism e∗F → e∗L

tr
nis

is a Nisnevich local equivalence. The first claim follows. The second claim follows, because the
category is additive, and the kernel kertrnis functor in ShvAb

nis(Corr) is given by the restriction of kertr

in PreAb(Corr), and the cokerenl cokertr in ShvAb
nis(Corr) is given by cokertrnis(f) = Ltr

nis coker
tr. �

Definition 8.26. We say that a scheme X ∈ Smk satisfies (NHC), if for each E ∈ HIAb
Σ (Corr),

H l
nis(X × U,Enis) = 0, l > 0, H0

nis(X × U,Enis) = Enis(X × U), for any essentially smooth local
henselian U , where Enis denote the associated Nisnevich sheaf on Smk.

Lemma 8.27. (Fr) implies (NHC) for all open subsets of A1
k.

Proof. Let F : Corr→ Ab be an A1-invariant additive functor, and Fnis be the associated Nisnevich
sheaf on Smk. (NHC) for A1

k follows by Theorem 7.1. To prove the general case note firstly that
by Theorem 7.1 and [25, Theorem 3.9] H l

nis(V, Fnis) = 0, l > 0, H0
nis(V, Fnis) = F (V ), for any

open subset V of A1
k. Then by Theorem 7.1 again and [25, Theorem 3.11] the claim follows, since

H l
nis(V × U, Fnis) maps injectively to H l

nis(V × η, Fnis), where η is the generic point of a local
henselian essentially smooth U . �

Lemma 8.28. Suppose we are given with a correspondences category Corr. Let F ∈ ShvAb
nis(Corr).

Let X ∈ Smk satisfy (NHC). The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) the canonical morphism F → F (− ×X) is an equivalence in Pre(Corr),
(2) the canonical morphism of presheaves πpre

i (F ) → πpre(F )(− × X) is a Nisnevich local
isomorphism, for any i ∈ Z,

(3) the canonical morphism of the Nisnevich sheaves πshv
i (F )→ πshv

i (F )(−×X) is an isomor-
phism, for any i ∈ Z.

Proof. Since (1) means that πpre
i (F )(−) → πpre(F )(− ×X) is an isomorphism, for any i ∈ Z, it

implies (2). Conversely, (2) means that the canonical morphism F (−) → F (− ×X) in Pre(Corr)
is a Nisnevich local equivalence, and since both presheaves F and F (− × X) are contained in
Shvnis(Corr), it follows that F (−) ≃ F (− × X) in Pre(Corr). So (2) implies (1). To prove the
equivalence of (2) and (3) consider the commutative diagrams, for each i ∈ Z, and essentially
smooth local henselian U ,

πpre
i (F )(U) //

=

��

πpre(F )(U ×X)

≃

��
πshv
i (F )(U) // πshv(F )(U ×X)

where the right vertical arrow is an isomorphism by Theorem 7.1. Since (2) and (3) mean respec-
tively that the first and the second horizontal arrows are isomorphisms, the claim follows. �

Corollary 8.29. Given Corr such that A1
k satisfies (NHC), an object F ∈ Shvnis(Corr) is A1-

invariant if and only if the associated Nisnevich sheaves πshv
i F are A1-invariant.

Proof. By Theorem 7.1 X = A1 satisfies (NHC). So the claim follows by the equivalence of (1) and
(3) in Lemma 8.28. �

Note that for each F ∈ SptG∧1
m
SHS1

(Corr), πshv
i F ∈ SptG∧1

m
(ShvAb

nis(Corr)).

Corollary 8.30. Given Corr such that (NHC) holds for Gm, then F ∈ SptG∧1
m
SHS1

(Corr) is in

SH(Corr) if and only if for each i ∈ Z, πshv
i F ∈ SptG∧1

m
(ShvAb

nis(Corr)) is in ShvAb
nis(Corr)[G

∧1
m ].
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Proof. So the claim follows by the equivalence of (1) and (3) in Lemma 8.28 applied to X = Gm

and X = ptk ∈ Smk. �

Corollary 8.31. Given Corr such that A1
k satisfies (NHC), for any A1-invariant F ∈

Pregp,Σ(Corr), the sheaf Ltr
nisF ∈ Shvnis(Corr) is A1-invariant.

Proof. The claim follows by the equivalence of (1) and (2) in Lemma 8.28, and because the mor-
phisms πpre

i (F )→ πpre
i (Ltr

nisF ) are Nisnevich local equivalences. �

Theorem 8.32. Given a correspondences category Corr, then
(1) if (Fr) holds, the canonical morphism of the endofunctors on Pregp,Σ(Corr) L

tr
mot ≃ Ltr

nisL
tr
A1

is an equivalence.
(2) if (Fr), (NL) hold, then for any F ∈ Pregp,Σ(Corr), there is the canonical equivalence

Lmote∗F ≃ LnisLA1γ∗F , where e∗ : PreΣ(Corr)→ Pre(Smk) denotes the canonical functor.
(3) if (Fr), (NL), (NC) hold, the canonical functors

Hgeom(Corr)→ SHS1

(Corr)→ SH(Corr)

are fully faithful.

Proof. (1) follows immediate from Lemma 8.27, Corollary 8.31. (2) follows by Lemma 8.25. (NC)
implies that the second arrow in (3) is fully faithful, The functor ∆Corr → PreΣ(Corr) is fully
faithful, and consequently the composite SHgeom(Corr)→ HZar(Corr) = HIΣ(Corr)∩ShvZar(Corr)
too. To conclude point (3) we use that SH(Corr) ≃ SHZar(Corr). �

8.4. Harts of homotopy t-structures.

Lemma 8.33. Let C be a stable ∞-category, and S be a reflective subcategory, L : C → S be the
left adjoint localisation functor. Let the subcategories C<0, C≥0 define a t-structure τS on C such
that L(C<0) ⊂ C<0. Then there is the t-structure τS on S such that

τS<0 ≃ LτC<0, τS≥0 ≃ LτC≥0,

S<0 ≃ L(C<0),S≥0 ≃ L(C≥0),
(8.34)

S♥ ≃ L(C♥).

We write in this case L(τC) = τS .

Proof. Consider the functors and categories given by (8.34).
Then for each F , there is the canonical composite morphism F → τC≥0F → τS≥0F Since for each

F ∈ S,
fib(F → τC≥0F ) ≃ τC<0,

and L(F ) ≃ F ,
fib(F → τS≥0F ) ≃ τS<0.

Since each F ∈ S≥0 is equivalent to L(F̃ ), for F̃ ∈ C≥0, and each G ∈ S<0 is contained in C<0,

it follows that MapS(F,G) ≃MapC(F̃ , G) is trivial.
By the assumption again, it follows that τS<0(S) lands in C<0, and hence by (8.34) it lands in

S<0. By (8.34), it follows that τS≥0(S) lands in S≥0.

Thus the data defines a t-structure τS . To prove the claim in the hearts of the t-structures,
consider F ∈ C♥, then by the assumption L(F ) ∈ C<1, and so L(F ) ∈ S<1 by (8.34). Then since it
follows by (8.34), also that L(F ) ∈ S≥0, L(F ) ∈ S♥. So L(C♥) lands in S♥. On the other side, let

F ∈ S♥, put F̃ = τC≥0F . Then it follows, since τS is a t-structure, that L(F̃ ) ≃ LτC≥0F ≃ τS≥0F ≃ F .

Thus L : C♥ → Smathrmhart has a left inverse induced by τC≥0. �

Given a stable ∞-category R, and a correspondences category Corr, a t-structure on R induces
the ones on the stable ∞-categories PreR(Corr), PreR(Smk) that we call homotopy t-structures

and denote τ tr,pre, τpre. By Lemma 8.33 there is the t-structure τ shv = Lnis(τ
pre) on ShvRnis(Smk),

since Lnis preserves Pre
R(Smk)<0. Moreover, by Lemma 8.25 it follows that if (NisTr) holds, then

Ltr
nis preserves Pre

R(Corr)<0. Then by Lemma 8.33 there is the t-structure τ tr,shv = Lnis(τ
tr,pre).

Summarising we get the following lemma.
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Lemma 8.35. Given Corr that satisfy (NisTr), and a stable ∞-category R with filtered limits

and equipped with a t-structure, then there is a t-structure τ on ShvRnis(Corr) such that (1) F ∈
ShvRnis(Corr)≥0 if and only if the stalks of F at local henseleian essentially smooth schemes are in

R≥0 (2) the heart of τ is ShvR
♥

nis (Corr)

Proof. By the above define τ = Lnis(τ
tr,pre) in sense of Lemma 8.33. Then (1) follows by

Lemma 8.25, and (8.34). (2) follows by Lemma 8.33, since ShvR
♥

nis (Corr) = Ltr
nis(Pre

R♥

(Corr)). �

Proposition 8.36. (1) The homotopy t-structure on ShvS
1

nis(Corr) induces the t-structure on

SHS1

(Corr) such that

SHS1

(Corr)≥0 = ShvS
1

nis(Corr)≥0 ∩ PreS
1

A1 (Corr),

SHS1

(Corr)≤0 = ShvS
1

nis(Corr)≤0 ∩ PreS
1

A1 (Corr),
(8.37)

and the truncation functor are induced by the restriction. Moreover, for any F ∈ ShvS
1

nis(Corr)≥0

the image Ltr
motF ∈ SHS1

(Corr) is contained in SHS1

(Corr)≥0. (2) The levelwise homotopy t-

structure on SptG∧1
m
ShvS

1

(Corr) induces the homotopy t-structure on SH(Corr) such that

SH(Corr)≥0 = SptG∧1
m
ShvS

1

(Corr)≥0 ∩ PreS
1

A1 (Corr)[G∧1
m ],

SH(Corr)≤0 = SptG∧1
m
ShvS

1

(Corr)≤0 ∩ PreS
1

A1 (Corr)[G∧1
m ].

(8.38)

and the truncation functor are induced by the restriction. Moreover, for any F ∈ SptG∧1
m
ShvS

1

nis(Corr)≥0

the image Ltr
smotF ∈ SH(Corr) is contained in SHS1

(Corr)≥0.

Proof. By Corollary 8.29 and Corollary 8.30 the homotopy t-structure truncation functors on

ShvS
1

nis(Corr) and on SptG∧1
m
ShvS

1

(Corr) induces by the restriction a t-structures truncation functors

on SHS1

(Corr) and SH(Corr). The induced t-structures are the homotopy t-structures, because
the first equalities of Equation (8.37), (8.38) hold by the definition. Thus the In what follows we
use the first claims in (1) and (2) are proven. In what follows we use the first claims in both points.

To prove the second claim in point (1) of categories for the given F ∈ ShvS
1

nis(Corr)≥0 con-

sider the truncation F≥0 with respect to the homotopy on PreS
1

nis(Corr)≥0. Then F → F≥0 is
a Nisnevich local equivalence. By Theorem 7.1 in view of [9] the functor Ltr

A1 preserves the Nis-
nevich local equivalences. Hence Ltr

A1F → Ltr
A1F≥0 is a Nisnevich local equivalence. Then since

Ltr
A1F≥0 ∈ PreS

1

(Corr)≥0, L
tr
nisL

tr
A1F ≃ Ltr

nisL
tr
A1F≥0 ∈ ShvS

1

nis(Corr)≥0, so the claim is done by
Theorem 8.32(1,2). The claim in (2) follows similarly because by [9] Gm satisfies (HNC), and

consequently ΩG∧
m1 preserves the Nisnevich local equivalences on PreS

1

A1 (Corr). �

Theorem 8.39. Given correspondences category Corr that satisfy (Fr), (NisTr), and (NisCanc),
the following holds:

(1) SHS1,♥(Corr) ≃ HIAb
nis(Corr), where the latter category denotes the subcategory of the abelian

category ShvAb
nis(Corr) spanned by A1-invariant objects.

(2) SH♥(Corr) ≃ HIAb
nis(Corr)[G

∧−1
m ], and the latter category is the abelian category with the

objects given by sequences (Fl ∈ HIAb
nis(Corr), l ∈ Z), equipped with isomorphisms Fl

∼= ΩG∧1
m
Fl+1.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 8.36 that SHS1,♥(Corr) and SH♥(Corr) are equivalent to the

subcategories of A1-local objects of ShvS
1,♥

nis (Corr) and Shv♥nis(Corr), while the latter categories are

equivalent to ShvAb
nis(Corr) and ShvAb

nis(Corr) by Lemma 8.35. �

Consider the additive category ZF∗(k) that is the additivisation of Fr+(k) in sense of Defini-

tion 2.6. Denote by CorrZtfr(k) the classical additive category that is the homotopy category of

Corrtfr,gp(k). So the representable presheaves are

hZtfr(X)(U) = π0(h
tfr,gp(X)(U)).
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Define the quotient categories ZF∗(k), ZF(k) and πA
1

0 CorrZtfr(k) of the classical additive categories

ZF∗(k), ZF(k) and CorrZtfr(k) with respect to the relations s ◦ pr = idA1×X , where pr : A1
X → X ,

and s : X → A1
X is the zero section. Then

πA
1

0 hZtfr(X)(U) = π0(h
tfr,gp(X)(U ×∆•

k)).

There is the sequence of functors of classical categories

ZF∗(k)→ ZF(k)→ πA
1

0 CorrZtfr(k)

because the homotopy classes of the mages of σX and idX in the mapping space the functor
Corrtfrk (X,X) with respect to the functor Fr+(k)→ Corrtfr(k) are equal.

Lemma 8.40. ZF(−, X) ≃ πA
1

0 hZtfr(X)(−)

Proof. By [18, Corollaries 2.3.20, 2.3.25] the morphism Fr(− × ∆•, X) → htfr(X)(− ×∆•) is an
equivalence on affine schemes. Hence ZF(−×∆•, X) ≃ hZtfr(X)(−×∆•) on affine schemes, and

π0(ZF(−×∆•, X)) ≃ π0(h
Ztfr(X)(−×∆•))

�

Lemma 8.41. πA
1

0 hZF(X)(−) ≃ ZFk(−, X)

Proof. Consider the representable presheaves in ZF∗(k). The presheaf πA
1

0 hZF(X)(−) is the quo-
tient presheaf of ZF∗,k(−, X) with respect to the relations

c = c ◦ σU , for each c ∈ ZF∗,k(U,X). (8.42)

The presheaf ZFk(−, X) is the quotient presheaf of ZF∗,k(−, X) with respect to the relations

c = σX ◦ c, for each c ∈ ZF ∗,k(U,X). (8.43)

Relations (8.42) and (8.43) are equivalent up to the naive A1-homotopy equivalence because
π0(SLn(∆

•
k) is trivial for any field k. �

Lemma 8.44. There are equivalences of categories

ZF(SmAffk) ≃ πA
1

0 CorrZtfr(SmAffk),

HIZF(SmAffk) ≃ HIZtfr(SmAffk),

HIZF
nis(k) ≃ HIZtfr

nis (k).

Proof. The functor Fr+(k)→ CorrZtfr(k), induces the functor ZF(k)→ πA
1

0 CorrZtfr(k), that is an
equivalence because the induced moresphim of prepresentable presheaves

πA
1

0 hZF(X)(−) ∼= ZF(−, X) ∼= πA
1

0 hZtfr(X)(−)

is an isomorphism in PreAb(Smk) by Lemma 8.41 and Lemma 8.41. Consequently, the categories of

presheaves and Nisnevich sheaves sheaves on ZF(SmAffk) and πA
1

0 CorrZtfr(SmAffk) are equivalent.
Finally, note that the categories of Nisnevich sheaves on the latter categories are equivalent to the

ones on ZF(k) and πA
1

0 CorrZtfr(k). �

Corollary 8.45. There is an equivalence SHeff,♥(k) ≃ HIZF
nis(k).

Proof. It follows by Theorem 8.39 applied to Corrtfr that SHeff,♥(k) ≃ HIZtfr
nis (k). and the claim

follows by Lemma 8.44. �

Corollary 8.46. There is an equivalence SHeff,♥(k) ≃ D̃M
eff,♥

(k).

Proof. Consider quotient category C̃or(k) of the category C̃or(k) with respect to the relations
s ◦ pr = idA1×X , where pr : A1

X → X , and s : X → A1
X is the zero section. The functor ZF(k) →

C̃or(k) is an equivalence because it induces the isomorphism of representable presheaves by [2,
Theorem 8.11]. Hence

HIZF
nis(k) ≃ HIMW

nis (k),
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where HIMW
nis (k) = HIAb

nis(C̃or(k)). By Theorem 8.39 applied to C̃or(k) there is equivalence

D̃M
eff,♥

(k) ≃ HIMW
nis (k). The claim follows by Corollary 8.45. �

Corollary 8.47. The heart of the homotopy t-structure on SH(k) is equivalent to the category of
homotopy modules SHInis(k)[G

∧−1
m ].

Proof. By Theorem 8.39 and Lemma 8.44 SH♥(k) ≃ HIZtfr
nis (k)[G∧−1

m ] ≃ HIZF
nis(k)[G

∧−1
m ].

Consider the functors

HIZF
nis(k)[G

∧−1
m ]

u
−→ SHInis(k)[G

∧−1
m ]

EM)
−−−→ SH(k)

τ
−→ HIZF

nis(k)[G
∧−1
m ],

where u is forgetful, EM takes F = (Fl, l ∈ Z) to the Gm-spectrum HF of Eilenberg-MacLane

S1-spectra sheaves HFl ∈ SHS1

(k), τ(F ) = (πl,l(F ), l ∈ Z). For any F ∈ SHInis(k), the spectrum
LnisHF is A1-invariant, and Nisnevich local. Hence π0HF = F . Consequently, for F = (Fl, l ∈
Z) ∈ SHInis(k)[G

∧−1
m ],

πl,lHF = lim
−→
j

πj,j(ΩG∧1
m
Fl+j) = lim

−→
j

ΩG∧1
m
Fl+j = Fl.

Thus

uτEM ≃ idSHInis(k)[G
∧−1
m ].

Since u is conservative, the functors u and τEM define equivalence

HIZF
nis(k)[G

∧−1
m ] ≃ SHInis(k)[G

∧−1
m ].

�

9. Cousin complex

Let Corr be a correspondences category that satisfies (Fr) and (NL), see Definitions 8.9 and 8.18.
Let F be an A1-invariant additive functor Corr → SH. For X ∈ Smk, and a closed subscheme
Z in X , denote El

Z(X) = π−l fib(LnisF (X) → LnisF (X − Z)), where Lnis denote the associated
Nisnevich local sheaf. By Corollary 8.31 and Lemma 8.25 since Corr satisfies (Fr) and (NL), LnisF
defines A1-invariant functor Corr → SH. Hence El(−) define A1-invariant functors Corr → Ab.

Denote by Corrpair the subcategory in the category of arrows of Corr spanned by the morphisms
induced by open immersions X − Z → X in Smk. Then the mapping (X − Z → X) → El

Z(X)

defines an A1-invariant functors Corrpair → Ab.

Lemma 9.1. Let U be essentially smooth local scheme over k, and V = U − Z(f) for f ∈ O(U)
such that Z(f) is smooth. Then for any closed subscheme W of codimension r in V , the morphism

El
W (V )→ lim

−→
codimV W ′=r−1

El
W ′(V )

is trivial, for all l, where W ′ runs over the filtered set of closed subschemes of codimension r − 1.

Proof. For any X ∈ Smk, x ∈ X , and a closed subscheme Y such that U = Xx, W = Yx, by [25,
Theorem 2.11], for the case Z(f) = ∅, and Corollary 6.19, for Z(f) 6= ∅, there is

c′ ∈ ZFN (V,X − Y ), c = (Z,V , ϕ, g) ∈ ZF(V × A
1, X)

such that c ◦ i0 = σN
V can, c ◦ i1 = j ◦ c′, where i0, i1 : V → V × A1 is the zero and unit sections,

can: V → X is the canonical morphism, j : X − Y → X is the open immersion. Denote by W̃ the
image in V of the preimage of Y along the morphisms

V ← V × A
1 ← Z

g
−→ X,

then codim Ỹ ≥ r−1. Since El
−(−) defines an A1-invariant functors Corrpair → Ab, the morphisms

(j ◦ c′)∗, can∗ : El
Y (X)→ El

W̃
(V ) are equal. Since (j ◦ c′)∗ = 0, it follows that can∗ = 0. Hence the

morphism

j∗ : El
Y (X)→ lim

−→
codimW ′ = r − 1El

W ′(V )
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is trivial. Since the latter claim holds for all X and Y as above, the morphism

j∗ : El
W (V )→ lim

−→
codimV W ′=r−1

El
W ′(V )

is trivial. �

Corollary 9.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma 9.1, the short sequence

0→ lim
−→

codimV W ′=r−1

El
W ′(V )→ lim

−→
codimV W ′=r−1

El
W ′(V −W )→ El+1

W (V )→ 0

is exact. Recall that W is any closed subscheme of V , codimW = r.

Proof. �

Theorem 9.3. The Cousin complex

0→ El(V )→ El(η)→
⊕

x∈V (1)

El+1
x (V )→ · · ·

⊕

x∈V (r)

El+r
x (V )→ · · ·

⊕

x∈V (d)

El+d
x (V )→ 0

is exact, for a scheme V = U − Z(f), where U is essentially smooth local scheme of dimension d,
and f ∈ O(U) such that Z(f) is smooth, and η being the generic point of V .

Proof. Note that El
x(V ) = El

x(Vx) by the definition. If follows from Corollary 9.2 that the short
sequences

0→ lim
−→

codimW=r−1

El+r−1
W (V )→

⊕

x∈V (r−1)

El+r−1
x (Vx)→

⊕

codimW=r

El+r
W ′ (V )→ 0

are exact. �

Appendix A. Relative dimension over one-dimensional base.

In this appendix, we prove some results on the relative dimension over one dimensional local
base schemes.

Proposition A.1. Let X be an affine scheme, such that dimX ′ ≥ 1, for each irreducible compo-
nent X ′ of X. Then there is a function f ∈ OX(X) such that codimX Z(f) = 1.

Proof. Since the codimension of Z(f) at each point of X is less or equal to one it is enough to
prove that Z(f) is of positive codimension in X . Equivalently we need to construct a function f
such that Z(f) ∩X ′ 6= ∅, and f

∣∣
X′
6= 0 for any irreducible component X ′ of X .

Let X2 be the closed subscheme in X that is the union of pairwise intersections of the irreducible
components of X . Then X2 does not contain any one irreducible component X ′ of X . Hence for
any X ′ there is a function fX′ ∈ OX′(X ′) such that fX′ 6= 0, fX′

∣∣
X2∩X′

= 0. Then combining the

functions fX′ , for all irreducible components X ′ we get the required function X . �

Proposition A.2. Let B be a one-dimensional irreducible local scheme, z ∈ B be the closed point,
η be the generic point. Given a scheme X over B such that the schemes Xz = X ×B z and
Xη = X ×B η are non-empty. Then X is equidimensional over B, i.e. dimXz = dimXη.

Proof. Since any scheme has a Zariski covering by affine schemes, we can assume that X is affine
and irredicible, and consequently Xη too. If dimXz = 0, then X is quasi-finite over B, and
dimXη = 0 as well. Suppose dimXz = d ≥ 1, and the claim is proven, for all X such that
dimXz < d.

By Proposition A.1 there is a regular function fz ∈ OXz (Xz) such that codimXz Z(fz) = 1.
Then choose a lifting f ∈ OX(X) of fz. Since X is irreducible, it follows that codimX Z(f) = 1,
and so codimX Z(f) = 1. Moreover, since X is irreducible, it follows that Xη is dense in X , and
Xη is irreducible too. Hence fη := f

∣∣
Xη
6= 0. So codimXη Z(fη) ≥ 1, and codimXη Z(fη) = 1.

Let X1 denote the irreducible component of Z(f). By the above

codimXz (X1 ×B z) = 1, codimXη (X1 ×B η) = 1.

Then X1 is an irreducible affine scheme over B such that X1×B z and X1×B η are non-empty. By
the inductive assumption dim(X1 ×B z) = dim(X1 ×B η). Hence dimXz = dimXη. �
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Appendix B. Sections of line bundles

In this section, we summarise some results on the lifting and existence of section of line bundles
used in the text.

Lemma B.1. Let X be a local scheme, and Z be a finite scheme over X. Let L be a linear bundle
on Z Then L is trivial.

Proof. Since Z is finite over a spectrum of a local ring, Z is semi-local and affine. Since L is
a coherent sheaf on the affine scheme Z, there restriction homomorphism Γ(Z,L) → Γ(F,L) is
surjective, where F is the set of closed points of Z. Since F is a union of spectra of fields there is
an invertible section f ∈ Γ(F,L). Then any section s ∈ Γ(Z,L) such that s

∣∣
F
= f is invertible. �

Lemma B.2. Let X be a local scheme, and Z be a finite scheme over X. Assume the residue
field at the closed point of X has at least three elements. Let L1, L0 be linear bundles on Z Then
for any section δ ∈ Γ(Z,L0) there are invertible sections s1, s∞ ∈ Γ(Z,L1), s

+
0 ∈ Γ(Z,L1 ⊗ L

−1
0 ),

s1 = s∞ + δs+0 .

Proof. Since Z is finite over a spectrum of a local ring, Z is semi-local and affine. Let F be the
union of closed points of Z.

Consider the case of Z = F . If δ = 0, we choose any invertible sections s+0 and s∞, and put
s1 = s∞. If δ is invertible, since by assumption if follows that #k ≥ 3, there are invertible sections
s0, s1 ∈ Γ(F,L1), s0 6= s1; then the section s∞ := s1 − s0 is non trivial, and is invertible. Put
s+0 = s0δ

−1.
For a given scheme Z from the lemma, by the above we choose sections f1, f∞ ∈ Γ(F,L1),

f+
0 ∈ Γ(F,L1 ⊗ L

−1
0 ), f1 = f∞ + δf+

0 . Since L0, and L1 ⊗ L−1 are coherent sheaves on the affine
scheme Z,

Γ(Z,L0) ։ Γ(F,L0),Γ(Z,L ⊗ L
−1)→ Γ(F,L ⊗ L−1), (B.3)

where F is the union of closed points of Z. Then there are sections s∞ ∈ Γ(Z,L1), s
+
0 ∈ Γ(Z,L1⊗

L−1
0 ), s∞

∣∣
F

= f∞, s0
∣∣
F

= f0. Define s1 = s∞ + δs+0 , then s1
∣∣
F

= f1. Since a preimage of an

invertible section along homomorphisms (B.3) is invertible, the claim follows. �

Appendix C. Framed correspondences homotopies

In this section, we summarise some framed correspondences homotopies used in the article
which ware known before. In particular, the following homotopies ware used already in [25], and
the equivalent statements to the following ones can be founded in [10].

Lemma C.1. Given a scheme U and monic polynomial f in O(U)[t] of degree l, then there is the
equality of framed correspondences

[(Z(f), f, r)] = lε ∈ ZF1(U,U)

where r : A1
U → U is the canonical projection.

Proof. The equality follows by the sequence

[(Z(f), f, r)] = [(Z((t− 1)l−1), t(t− 1)l−1, r)] + [(Z(t), t(t− 1)l−1, r)]
= [(Z((t− 1)l−1), (t− 1)l−1, r)] + [(Z(t), (−1)l−1t, r)]
= [(l − 1)ε] + [〈(−1)l−1〉] ∈ ZF1(U,U),

where the first equality is given by the homotopy

(Z(f̃), f̃ , r) ∈ Fr1(U × A
1, U), f̃ = f(1− λ) + t(t− 1)l−1λ ∈ O(U)[λ][t],

the second because of homotopies

(Z((t− 1)l−1)× A1, g̃0, r) ∈ Fr1(U × A1, U),
g̃0 = t(t− 1)l−1(1− λ) + (t− 1)l−1λ ∈ O(U)[λ][t],
(Z(t)× A1, g̃1, r) ∈ Fr1(U × A1, U),
g̃1 = t(t− 1)l−1(1− λ) + t(−1)l−1λ ∈ O(U)[λ][t],
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and the third equality holds, since [(Z((t − 1)l−1), (t − 1)l−1, r)] = [(l − 1)ε] by the inductive
assumption, and Z(t), (−1)l−1t, r) = 〈(−1)l−1〉. �

Lemma C.2. For any scheme U and integers l1, l2, there is the equality

(l1)ε ◦ (l2)ε = σ(l1l2)ε ∈ ZF2(U,U).

Proof. By Lemma C.4 for any l1,

[(l1)ε ◦ 〈(−1)
j〉] = σ[(−1)j · (l1)ε].

Then for any l1,
[(−1)j · (l1)ε]〉 = [(−1)jl1 · (l1)ε],

since for even l1,
[(−1)j · (l1)ε] = [(l1)ε] = [(−1)jl1 · (l1)ε]

and for odd l1,
(−1)j = (−1)jl1 .

Hence

[(l1)ε ◦
l2−1∑

j=0

〈(−1)j〉] = [σ[

l2−1∑

j=0

((−1)j · (l1)ε)] = [σ[

l1l2−1∑

j=0

〈(−1)j〉] = (l2l1)ε.

�

Lemma C.3. For a matrix G ∈ GLn(V ), for a scheme V , consider the framed correspondence
cG = (0 × V,G(t1, . . . , tn), pr), where pr : A2

V → V is the canonical projection. If the matrices
G1, G2 ∈ GLn(V ) belong to the same orbit in E(V )\GLn(V )/E(V ) with respect to the two-side
action of the elemetary matrices group E(V ) on GLn(V ), then [cG1 ] = [cG2 ] ∈ ZFn(V )

Proof. The claim follows because E(V ) is generated by elementary transvections ev,l(t), t ∈ O(V ),
v ∈ Γ(V,O⊕n), l ∈ Γ(V, (O⊕n)∨), and for each matrix G ∈ GLn(V ), each transvection ev,l(t) define
A
1-homotopies cGev,l(tλ), cev,l(tλ)G ∈ Frn(V × A

1), where O(V × A
1) = O(V )[λ]. �

Lemma C.4. For any scheme U and λ1, λ2 ∈ O
×(U), there is the equality

[〈λ1〉 ◦ 〈λ2〉] = [σ〈λ1λ2〉] ∈ ZF2(U).

Proof. Consider the diagonal matrices T1 = 〈λ1, λ2〉 and T2 = 〈1, λ1λ2〉 in GL2(U). Then

r1,2e2,1(−λ
−1
1 )T1e1,2(λ2)e2,1(−λ

−1
2 ) = T2,

where
r1,2 =

(
0 1
−1 0

)

is the rotation. Since the rotation r1,2 is an elementary matrix, T1 can be turned to T2 via
elementary transformations, in other words the orbits of T1 and T2 in GL2(U) with respect to the
two-side action of elementary matrices

The claim follows from Lemma C.3 because 〈λ1〉 ◦ 〈λ2〉 = cT1 , and σ[〈λ1λ2〉] = cT2 in sense of
notation from Lemma C.3. �
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