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Singular support and Characteristic cycle

of a rank one sheaf in codimension two

YURI YATAGAWA

Abstract

We compute the singular support and the characteristic cycle of a rank 1

sheaf on a smooth variety in codimension 2 using ramification theory, when the

ramification of the sheaf is clean. We develop a general theory, called the partially

logarithmic ramification theory, and define an algebraic cycle on a logarithmic

cotangent bundle with partial logarithmic poles along the boundary. We prove

that the inverse image of the support of the cycle and the pull-back of the cycle

to the cotangent bundle are equal to the singular support and the characteristic

cycle, respectively, outside a closed subset of the variety of codimension ≥ 3 under

a mild assumption.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: primary 11S15, secondary 14F20

Introduction

Motivated by the observation in [D], Beilinson ([Be]) and Saito ([S4]) have defined the
singular support SS(G) and the characteristic cycle CC(G) of an étale constructible
sheaf G on a smooth algebraic variety X in any characteristic. Similarly as in the theory
in [KS] for complex manifolds, the singular support SS(G) is a closed conical subset of
the cotangent bundle T ∗X of X of dimension dimX . The characteristic cycle CC(G)
is an algebraic cycle of dimension dimX on T ∗X whose support is contained in SS(G).
One of the differences from the theory for complex manifolds is that the vanishing cycles
are mainly used to construct SS(G) and CC(G), which makes it difficult to compute
SS(G) and CC(G).

In this article, we consider the zero extension j!F of a smooth sheaf F of Λ-modules
of rank 1 on an open subvariety U of a smooth scheme X over a perfect field k of
positive characteristic such that the boundary D = X − U is a divisor on X with
simple normal crossings. Here Λ is a finite field of characteristic invertible in k and
j : U → X denotes the canonical open immersion. We assume that the ramification
of F is clean along D in the sense of [K2], and consider computations of the singular
support SS(j!F) and the characteristic cycle CC(j!F) of j!F in codimension 2, namely
outside a closed subscheme of X of codimension ≥ 3, in terms of ramification theory.

As a previous result on a computation of the characteristic cycle CC(j!F), Saito ([S4,
Proposition 4.13, Theorem 7.14]) has given a computation of CC(j!F) in codimension
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1. In the case where X is a surface, a computation of CC(j!F) has been given in [Y2,
Theorem 6.1] as a complement of Saito’s computation. Once we obtain a computation
of CC(j!F), the singular support SS(j!F) of j!F is computed as the support of CC(j!F)
(Corollary 3.17 (2)). The condition that the ramification of F is clean along D, which
appears in our setting, is satisfied by taking a blow-up of X in the case where X is a
surface ([K2, Theorem 4.1]) and it is expected to be satisfied even in general.

For a computation of CC(j!F), we introduce a general theory called the par-
tially logarithmic ramification theory. The theory generalizes the logarithmic and
non-logarithmic ramification theories developed by Brylinski ([Br]), Kato ([K1], [K2]),
Matsuda ([M]), and Abbes-Saito ([AS1], [AS2], [AS3], [AS4]), and Saito ([S4]). The
adjective “partially logarithmic” means that log poles are imposed on any union D′ of
irreducible components of D and the theory is a refinement of the theory on the mixed
refined Swan conductor introduced by Matsuda ([M]). Similarly as in the logarithmic
and non-logarithmic ramification theories, we introduce a notion the log-D′-cleanliness
for the ramification of F along D for a union D′ of irreducible components of D.
The log-D′-cleanliness is the cleanliness introduced in [K2] when D′ = D and the
non-degeneration introduced in [S3] when D′ = ∅. Following the construction of the
logarithmic characteristic cycle given by Kato ([K2]) in the logarithmic ramification
theory, we construct the log-D′-characteristic cycle CC log

D′ (j!F) as an algebraic cycle on
the logarithmic cotangent bundle T ∗X(logD′) with logarithmic poles along D′, when
the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D, in the partially logarithmic ramification
theory. We compute CC(j!F) in terms of ramification theory by proving that CC(jiF)
is equal to the pull-back of CC log

D′ (j!F) to the cotangent bundle T ∗X .
We explain the strategy of a computation of CC(j!F) in this article more precisely.

Under the assumption that the ramification of F is clean along D, we can take a union
D′ of irreducible components of D such that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along
D (Proposition 1.39) and that F is wildly ramified along any irreducible component
of D not contained in D′. If the inverse image τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)) of the support S log

D′ (j!F)

of CC log
D′ (j!F) by the canonical morphism τD′ : T ∗X → T ∗X(logD′) is of dimension

d = dimX , then we obtain computations of SS(j!F) and CC(j!F) in codimension 2:

Theorem 0.1 (Theorem 5.6, Corollary 5.12). Suppose that X is purely of dimension d.
Let D′ be a union of irreducible components of D such that F is wildly ramified along
any irreducible component of D not contained in D′. Assume that the ramification of
F is log-D′-clean along D and that the inverse image τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)) of the support

S log
D′ (j!F) of CC log

D′ (j!F) by the canonical morphism τD′ : T ∗X → T ∗X(logD′) is of
dimension d. Let

τ !D′ : Zd(S
log
D′ (j!F)) = CHd(S

log
D′ (j!F))→ CHd(τ

−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F))) = Zd(τ

−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)))

denote the Gysin homomorphism ([F, 6.6]) defined by the l.c.i. morphism τD′. If the
bases of irreducible components of τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)) ⊂ T ∗X are of codimension ≤ 2 in X,

then we have

(0.1) SS(j!F) = τ−1
D′ (SD′(j!F))
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and we have

(0.2) CC(j!F) = τ !D′CC
log
D′ (j!F)

in Zd(τ
−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F))).

We can remove the assumption on the dimension of τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) in Theorem 0.1 by

admitting blowing up X along a closed subscheme of D:

Proposition 0.2 (Corollary 4.32). Suppose that X is purely of dimension d and that the
ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D for some union D′ of irreducible components
of D. Then there exist a blow-up f : X ′ → X of X along a closed subscheme of D and a
union E ′ of irreducible components of (f ∗D)red such that the ramification of f ∗F is log-
E ′-clean along (f ∗D)red, that f

∗F is wildly ramified along any irreducible component of
(f ∗D)red not contained in E ′, and that the inverse image τ−1

E′ (S
log
E′ (j′!f

∗F)) is purely of
dimension d, where j′ : f ∗U → X ′ is the base change of j by f .

We can expect Theorem 0.1 holds without the assumption on the codimensions of
the bases of τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)). In fact, under the assumptions of Theorem 0.1 with-

out the assumption on the codimensions of the bases of τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)), the pull-back

τ !D′CC
log
D′ (j!F) determines the characteristic cycle CC(j!F) in the following sense:

Proposition 0.3 (Proposition 4.33). Suppose that X is purely of dimension d. Let D′

be a union of irreducible components of D. Let Fi for i = 0, 1 be smooth sheaves of Λ-
modules of rank 1 on U such that the ramifications of Fi are log-D′-clean along D and
that Fi are wildly ramified along any irreducible component of D not contained in D′. If
τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!Fi)) are of dimension d for i = 0, 1 and if τ !D′CC

log
D′ (j!F0) = τ !D′CC

log
D′ (j!F1),

then we have CC(j!F0) = CC(j!F1).

We give a brief outline of the proof of Theorem 0.1. If X is a surface, then the equal-
ity (0.2) is obtained by an explicit computation of τ !D′CC

log
D′ (j!F) and the comparison

with the computation of CC(j!F) given in [Y2, Theorem 6.1]. In general, the proof
of the equality (0.2) is reduced to the case where X is a surface, and we obtain the
equality (0.1) by taking the supports of the both sides of the equality (0.2). To reduce
the proof of the equality (0.1) to the surface case, we use the equality (0.2) in codi-
mension 1, which is obtained by the computation of CC(j!F) given in [S4, Proposition
4.13, Theorem 7.14], and use the pull-back formulas for CC(j!F) ([S4, Theorem 7.6])
and CC log

D′ (j!F) (Proposition 4.9) with taking an appropriate immersion from a smooth
surface. As a key of the reduction, we prove that SS(j!F) locally has at most one
irreducible component whose base is of codimension 2 in X . The partially logarithmic
ramification theory enables us to make the reduction by allowing the divisor D on X
not to have simple normal crossings as long as D has smooth irreducible components.
We devote almost a half of this article to develop the partially logarithmic ramification
theory where the divisor D on X has smooth irreducible components but does not
necessarily have simple normal crossings.

We briefly explain the content of each section. We devote from Section 1 to Section 2
to the study of ramification theory. In Subsection 1.1, we recall the arithmetic theories
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of logarithmic and non-logarithmic ramifications of complete discrete valuation fields
possibly with imperfect residue fields introduced by Brylinski ([Br]), Kato ([K1], [K2]),
Matsuda ([M]), Abbes-Saito ([AS1], [AS3]), and Saito ([S3]). From Subsection 1.2 to
Section 2, we develop the partially logarithmic ramification theory, which admits the
log poles to be along a divisor D′ on X with simple normal crossings contained in the
boundary D. We construct a conductor charD

′

(F) called log-D′-characteristic form in
Subsection 1.2 and compare the characteristic forms in various settings in Subsection
1.3. We introduce the notion that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D by
using charD

′

(F) in Subsection 1.4. Subsection 1.5 is just preparation for Subsections
4.4, 4.5, and Section 5 and is not used in the other sections. As a refinement of the
corresponding result [Y2, Proposition 2.34] in logarithmic ramification theory, we prove
that the canonical morphism j!F → Rj∗F is an isomorphism when the ramification of F
is log-D′-clean along D and when F is wildly ramified along all irreducible components
of D in Subsection 2.2 by using the dilatations constructed in Subsection 2.1.

The singular support and the characteristic cycle of a constructible sheaf on X are
recalled in Subsections 3.1 and 3.2, respectively. We devote Section 4 to construct and
study an algebraic cycle CC log

D′ (j!F) on T ∗X(logD′) called the log-D′-characteristic

cycle. We construct CC log
D′ (j!F) by using the conductor charD

′

(F) in Subsection 4.1
when the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D. We construct a closed conical
subset SD′(j!F) of T ∗X in Subsection 4.3 by using the inverse image of the support
S log
D′ (j!F) of CC

log
D′ (j!F) by the canonical morphism τD′ : T ∗X → T ∗X(logD′) and prove

that SD′(j!F) contains the singular support SS(j!F). For the proof of the inclusion,
we a proposition prepared in Subsection 4.2 to reduce the proof to the case where F
is wildly ramified along any irreducible component of D, and use the the isomorphism
j!F → Rj∗F given in Section 2.2. In Subsection 4.4, we refine the result. More
precisely, we prove that SS(j!F) is a union of irreducible components of the inverse
image τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)) ⊂ SD′(j!F) when τ

−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) is of dimension dimX . We prove

Proposition 0.2 in Subsection 4.4 and we prove Proposition 0.3 in Subsection 4.5. In
Section 5, which is the last section of this article, we consider computations of SS(j!F)
and CC(j!F) in terms of ramification theory. We first recall the computations of
CC(j!F) given in [S4] in the case where the ramification of F is non-degenerate along
D and given in [Y2] in the case where X is a surface in Subsection 5.1. We then prove
Theorem 0.1 in Subsection 5.2 by reducing the proof to the case where X is a surface.
Finally, we give a few comments in the exceptional case in Subsection 5.3.

The author would like to express her sincere gratitude to Takeshi Saito for asking
about computations of singular supports and characteristic cycles of rank 1 sheaves in
codimension 2. She is very grateful to him for his careful reading of the manuscript,
for his pointing out mistakes, for a lot of comments on earlier versions, and for discus-
sions. The research is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers JP 19K21020
and 21K13769.

Conventions. In this article, the symbol k denotes a perfect field of characteristic
p > 0 and X denotes a smooth scheme over k. Let U be an open subscheme of X and
let D = X − U be the complement of U in X . We assume that D is a divisor on X
whose irreducible components {Di}i∈I are smooth. The symbol Λ denotes a finite field
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of characteristic prime to p and the symbol F denotes a smooth sheaf of Λ-modules
of rank 1 on U , which is the sheaf we mainly consider in this article. For a subset
I ′ ⊂ I of the index set I of irreducible components of D, we say that D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di has
simple normal crossings (or D′ is a divisor on X with simple normal crossings) if I ′ = ∅
or if D′ is a divisor on X with simple normal crossings. The cardinality of a subset
I ′ ⊂ I is sometimes denoted by ♯I ′. Except for Section 3, we denote the canonical open
immersion from U to X by j : U → X .

For a point p ∈ X of codimension 1, the local ring OX,p is a discrete valuation

ring. We call the fraction field of the completion ÔX,pi of OX,p the local field at p. We
denote the local field at the generic point pi of Di for i ∈ I by Ki and the valuation
ring of Ki by OKi

. For a field K, the absolute Galois group of K is denoted by GK .
Then there is a canonical morphism Gab

Ki
→ πab

1 (U) of abelianized fundamental groups.
Except in Subsection 1.1, we denote by χ : πab(U) → Λ× the character corresponding
to F . For the character χ : πab(U)→ Λ×, let χ|Ki

: GKi
→ Λ× denote the composition

GKi
→ Gab

Ki
→ πab

1 (U)
χ
−→ Λ× of the canonical morphisms and χ. We fix an inclusion

ψ : Λ→ Q/Z and often regard χ|Ki
as an element ofH1(K,Q/Z) = Homcont(GK ,Q/Z).

For a smooth scheme Y over k, the cotangent bundle of Y is denoted by T ∗Y and
the zero section of T ∗Y is denoted by T ∗

Y Y . The symbol T ∗
y Y denotes the fiber of

T ∗Y at a closed point y ∈ Y . If E is a divisor on Y with simple normal crossings, let
T ∗Y (logE) denote the logarithmic cotangent bundle with logarithmic poles along E.
The zero section and the fiber at y ∈ Y of T ∗Y (logE) are denoted by T ∗

Y Y (logE) and
T ∗
y Y (logE), respectively. For a closed subset T of a scheme S over k of finite type, let
Zr(T ) denote the group of r-cycles on T and let CHr(T ) denote the Chow group of
r-cycles on T , where we endow T with the reduced subscheme structure. If f : S → T
is a morphism of schemes of finite types over k and if C is a closed subscheme of T ,
then we regard the inverse image f−1(C) as the fiber product C ×T S. We denote the
algebraic cycle on a scheme S of finite type over k defined by a closed subscheme C of
S by [C].
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1 Conductors

See Conventions for the notation. In this section, we recall and unify the arithmetic
logarithmic and non-logarithmic ramification theories introduced and developed by
Brylinski ([Br]), Kato ([K1], [K2]), Matsuda ([M]), Abbes-Saito ([AS1], [AS3]), and
Saito ([S3]). Let D′ be a divisor on X with simple normal crossings contained in D.
We introduce an invariant charD

′

(F) called the log-D′-characteristic form of F in Def-
inition 1.22, and a notion that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D by using
charD

′

(F) in Definition 1.29. The log-D′-characteristic form charD
′

(F) is a key in-
gredient of computations of the singular support SS(j!F) and the characteristic cycle
CC(j!F) of the zero extension j!F of F in Subsection 5.2. We recall the definitions of
SS(j!F) and CC(j!F) in Section 3.

1.1 Local definition

We briefly recall the logarithmic and non-logarithmic ramification theories ([Br], [K1],
[M], [AS3], [Y1]) for a complete discrete valuation field.

Let K be a complete discrete valuation field of characteristic p > 0. For the Witt
ring Ws(K) of length s ∈ Z≥0, let V : Ws(K)→ Ws(K) denote the Verschiebung:

V : Ws(K)→ Ws+1(K) ; (as−1, as−2, . . . , a0) 7→ (0, as−1, as−2, . . . , a0).

By convention, we have W0(K) = 0 and W1(K) = K. Let ordK : K → Z∪{∞} denote
the normalized valuation of K.

Definition 1.1 ([Br, Proposition 1], [Y1, Definition 1.12], cf. [M, 3.1]). Let K be a
complete discrete valuation field of characteristic p > 0. Let s ∈ Z≥0.

(1) We define the normalized valuation ordK : Ws(K)→ Z ∪ {∞} of Ws(K) by

ordK(a) = min
0≤i≤s−1

{pi ordK(ai)}

for a = (as−1, . . . , a0) ∈ Ws(K).
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(2) We define an increasing filtration {filnWs(K)}n∈Z of Ws(K) by

filnWs(K) = {a ∈ Ws(K) | ordK(a) ≥ −n}.

(3) We define an increasing filtration {fil′mWs(K)}m∈Z≥1
of Ws(K) by

fil′mWs(K) = film−1Ws(K) + V s−s′(filmWs′(K)),

where s′ = min{s, ordp(m)} and ordp denotes the p-adic valuation.

Remark 1.2. Let K be a complete discrete valuation field of characteristic p >
0. By (3) in Definition 1.1, the following relations hold between the two filtrations
{filnWs(K)}n∈Z and {fil′mWs(K)}m∈Z≥1

: For m = 1, we have

(1.1) fil′1Ws(K) = fil0Ws(K),

since ordp(1) = 0. For m ∈ Z≥1, we have

(1.2) film−1Ws(K) ⊂ fil′mWs(K) ⊂ filmWs(K),

since V s−s′(filmWs′(K)) ⊂ filmWs(K) for all m ∈ Z and all s′ ∈ Z≥0 such that s′ ≤ s.

For a complete discrete valuation field K of characteristic p > 0, let H1(K,Z/nZ)
denote the Galois cohomology group

H1(GK ,Z/nZ) = Homcont(GK ,Z/nZ)

for n ∈ Z≥1. We regard H1(K,Z/nZ) as a subgroup of

H1(K,Q/Z) = lim−→
m

H1(K,Z/mZ).

By the Artin-Schreier-Witt theory, for s ∈ Z≥0, there is an exact sequence

(1.3) 0→Ws(Fp)→ Ws(K)
F−1
−−→ Ws(K)

δs−→ H1(K,Z/psZ)→ 0.

Each of filtrations {filnWs(K)}n∈Z and {fil′mWs(K)}m∈Z≥1
of Ws(K) defines a filtration

of H1(K,Q/Z) as follows:

Definition 1.3 ([K1, Corollary (2.5), Theorem (3.2) (1)], [Y1, Definition 1.13], cf.
[M, Definition 3.1.1]). Let K be a complete discrete valuation field of characteristic
p > 0. Let H1(K,Q/Z)′ denote the prime to p-part of the Galois cohomology group
H1(K,Q/Z).

(1) We define an increasing filtration {filnH
1(K,Q/Z)}n∈Z of H1(K,Q/Z) by

filnH
1(K,Q/Z) = H1(K,Q/Z)′ +

⋃

s≥0

δs(filnWs(K)).
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(2) We define an increasing filtration {fil′mH
1(K,Q/Z)}m∈Z≥1

of H1(K,Q/Z) by

fil′mH
1(K,Q/Z) = H1(K,Q/Z)′ +

⋃

s≥0

δs(fil
′
mWs(K)).

Remark 1.4. By the relations (1.1) and (1.2) of filtrations of Ws(K), respectively, the
following relations hold between the two filtrations {filnH

1(K,Q/Z)}n∈Z and {fil′mH
1(K,Q/Z)}m∈Z≥1

:
For m = 1, we have

(1.4) fil′1H
1(K,Q/Z) = fil0H

1(K,Q/Z).

For m ∈ Z≥1, we have

(1.5) film−1H
1(K,Q/Z) ⊂ fil′mH

1(K,Q/Z) ⊂ filmH
1(K,Q/Z).

We recall two kinds of conductors sw(χ) and dt(χ) for a character χ ∈ H1(K,Q/Z)
of GK for a complete discrete valuation field K of characteristic p > 0. The con-
ductors sw(χ) and dt(χ) are defined by using the filtrations {filnH

1(K,Q/Z)}n∈Z and
{fil′mH

1(K,Q/Z)}m∈Z≥1
of H1(K,Q/Z) (Definition 1.3), respectively.

Definition 1.5 ([K1, Definition (2.2)], [Y1, Definition 1.14]). Let K be a complete
discrete valuation field of characteristic p > 0 and let χ ∈ H1(K,Q/Z) be a character
of GK .

(1) We define the Swan conductor sw(χ) of χ to be the smallest non-negative integer
n such that χ ∈ filnH

1(K,Q/Z).

(2) We define the total dimension dt(χ) of χ to be the smallest positive integer m
such that χ ∈ fil′mH

1(K,Q/Z).

Remark 1.6. Let K be a complete discrete valuation field of characteristic p > 0.

(1) By the construction of filnH
1(K,Q/Z) (resp. fil′mH

1(K,Q/Z)) as the sum of the
prime to p-part H1(K,Q/Z)′ of H1(K,Q/Z) and a submodule of the p-part of
H1(K,Q/Z), the Swan conductor sw(χ) (resp. the total dimension dt(χ)) for
χ ∈ H1(K,Q/Z) is dependent only on the p-part of χ.

(2) Let χ ∈ H1(K,Q/Z). By (1.4), the Swan conductor sw(χ) is 0 if and only if
the total dimension dt(χ) is 1. Generally, the total dimension dt(χ) is equal
to sw(χ) or sw(χ) + 1 by (1.5). By [AS1, Propositions 3.7 (3), 3.15 (4)], [AS3,
Corollaire 9.12], and [Y1, Theorem 3.1], if the residue field FK of K is perfect,
then filnH

1(K,Q/Z) = fil′n+1H
1(K,Q/Z) for all n ∈ Z≥0 and we have dt(χ) =

sw(χ) + 1 for all χ ∈ H1(K,Q/Z).

(3) Both of the filtrations {filnH
1(K,Q/Z)}n∈Z and {fil′mH

1(K,Q/Z)}m∈Z≥1
ofH1(K,Q/Z)

(Definition 1.3) measure the ramification of a character χ ∈ H1(K,Q/Z) of GK .
Indeed, by [AS1, Proposition 3.1.5 (2)] and [AS3, Corollaire 9.12], the ramification
of χ ∈ H1(K,Q/Z) is tamely ramified if and only if the Swan conductor sw(χ) is
0, or equivalently the total dimension dt(χ) is 1 by (2).
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According to Remark 1.6 (2), we introduce the types of χ for a character χ ∈
H1(K,Q/Z) of GK that is wildly ramified.

Definition 1.7 (cf. [M, Definition 3.2.10]). Let K be a complete discrete valuation
field of characteristic p > 0. Let χ ∈ H1(K,Q/Z) be a character of GK such that
sw(χ) > 0 (or equivalently dt(χ) > 1 by Remark 1.6 (2)).

(1) We say that a character χ ∈ H1(K,Q/Z) is of type I if dt(χ) = sw(χ) + 1.

(2) We say that a character χ ∈ H1(K,Q/Z) is of type II if dt(χ) = sw(χ).

Let K be a complete discrete valuation field of characteristic p > 0. We recall two
kinds of refined conductors rsw(χ) and char(χ) for a character χ ∈ H1(K,Q/Z) of GK ,
which will appear as stalks of the log-D′-characteristic form charD

′

(F) defined in the
next subsection. The refined conductors rsw(χ) and char(χ) are defined to be elements
of graded quotients of the filtrations {filnΩ

1
K}n∈Z≥0

and {fil′mΩ
1
K}m∈Z≥1

of the module
Ω1

K of differential forms, which are recalled in the following, respectively.
For a perfect field k of characteristic p > 0 and a k-algebra A, let Ω1

A denote the
module of differential forms:

Ω1
A = Ω1

A/Ap = Ω1
A/k.

Let OK denote the valuation ring of K and mK the maximal ideal of OK . Let Ω
1
OK

(log)
be the module of logarithmic differential forms:

Ω1
OK

(log) = (Ω1
OK
⊕ (OK ⊗Z K

×))/B,

where B is the sub OK-module of Ω1
OK
⊕ (OK ⊗ZK

×) generated by (da, 0)− (0, a⊗ a)
for all a ∈ OK − {0}. Let d log a ∈ Ω1

OK
(log) denote the class of (0, 1⊗ a) for a ∈ K×.

Then there is a canonical isomorphism

(1.6) Ω1
OK
⊗OK

K
∼
−→ Ω1

OK
(log)⊗OK

K ; da⊗ b 7→ da⊗ b,

where the image of da ⊗ a−1 ∈ Ω1
OK
⊗OK

K is d log a ∈ Ω1
OK

(log) ⊗OK
K for a ∈

OK − {0}. We define filnΩ
1
K for n ∈ Z≥0 and fil′mΩ

1
K for m ∈ Z≥1 to be the images of

the compositions

Ω1
OK

(log)⊗OK
m

−n
K → Ω1

OK
(log)⊗OK

K ≃
(1.6)

Ω1
OK
⊗OK

K
∼
−→ Ω1

K

and

Ω1
OK
⊗OK

m
−m
K → Ω1

OK
⊗OK

K
∼
−→ Ω1

K

of the canonical morphisms, respectively. These two filtrations {filnΩ
1
K}n∈Z≥0

and

{fil′mΩ
1
K}m∈Z≥1

of Ω1
K are increasing filtrations, since m

−m′

K ⊂ m
−n′

K if m′ ≤ n′. If π
is a uniformizer of K, then we have

filnΩ
1
K = {(α + βd logπ)/πn | α ∈ Ω1

OK
, β ∈ OK} ⊂ Ω1

K

9



for n ∈ Z≥0 and
fil′mΩ

1
K = {α/πm | α ∈ Ω1

OK
} ⊂ Ω1

K

for m ∈ Z≥1.
We put grn = filn/filn−1 for n ∈ Z≥1 and gr′m = fil′m/fil

′
m−1 for m ∈ Z≥2. Then the

morphism δs (1.3) for s ∈ Z≥0 induces the two morphisms

δ(n)s : grnWs(K)→ grnH
1(K,Q/Z),(1.7)

for n ∈ Z≥1 and

δ′(m)
s : gr′mWs(K)→ gr′mH

1(K,Q/Z)(1.8)

for m ∈ Z≥2. Let −F
s−1d : Ws(K)→ Ω1

K be the morphism

− F s−1d : Ws(K)→ Ω1
K ; (as−1, . . . , a0) 7→ −

s−1
∑

i=0

ap
i−1

i dai.

Then the morphism −F s−1d induces for n ∈ Z≥1 the morphism

(1.9) ϕ(n)
s : grnWs(K)→ grnΩ

1
K .

If FK denotes the residue field of K, then there exists for m ∈ Z≥2 a unique morphism

(1.10) ϕ′(m)
s : gr′mWs(K)→ gr′mΩ

1
K ⊗FK

F
1/p
K

satisfying the equalities

ϕ′(m)
s (ā) =

{

−F s−1da⊗ 1 ((m, p) 6= (2, 2)),

−F s−1da⊗ 1 + dπ/π2 ⊗
√

a0π2 ((m, p) = (2, 2))

for every a = (as−1, . . . , a0) ∈ fil′mWs(K) and every uniformizer π of K. The existence

of ϕ
′(m)
s (1.10) follows from [M, 3.2] for (p,m) 6= (2, 2) and [Y1, Proposition 1.17 (i)] for

(p,m) = (2, 2).

Proposition 1.8 ([AS3, Proposition 10.7], [M, Proposition 3.2.3], [Y1, Proposition
1.17 (ii)]). Let the notation be as above.

(1) For n ∈ Z≥1, there exists a unique injection

φ(n) : grnH
1(K,Q/Z)→ grnΩ

1
K

such that the following diagram is commutative for every s ∈ Z≥0:

grnWs(K)

δ
(n)
s ((◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

ϕ
(n)
s

// grnΩ
1
K

grnH
1(K,Q/Z).

φ(n)

77♥♥♥♥♥♥
♥♥♥♥♥
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(2) Let FK denote the residue field of K. For m ∈ Z≥2, there exists a unique injection

φ′(m) : gr′mH
1(K,Q/Z)→ gr′mΩ

1
K ⊗FK

F
1/p
K

such that the following diagram is commutative for every s ∈ Z≥0:

gr′mWs(K)

δ
′(m)
s ((◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

ϕ
′(m)
s

// gr′mΩ
1
K ⊗FK

F
1/p
K

gr′mH
1(K,Q/Z).

φ′(m)

55❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦

The following are the definitions of the refined conductors:

Definition 1.9 ([K1, (3.4.2)], [Y1, Definition 1.18]). Let K be a complete discrete
valuation field of characteristic p > 0. Let χ ∈ H1(K,Q/Z) be a character of GK .

(1) Suppose that sw(χ) = n ≥ 1 (Definition 1.5 (1)). Let χ̄ denote the image of χ
in grnH

1(K,Q/Z). Then we define the refined Swan conductor rsw(χ) of χ to be
the image of χ̄ by the morphism φ(n) in Proposition 1.8 (1).

(2) Suppose that dt(χ) = m ≥ 2 (Definition 1.5 (2)). Let χ̄ denote the image of χ in
gr′mH

1(K,Q/Z). Then we define the characteristic form char(χ) of χ to be the
image of χ̄ by the morphism φ′(m) in Proposition 1.8 (2).

The next lemma is useful to compute the refined conductors.

Lemma 1.10 ([Y2, Lemmas 2.3, 2.11]). Let K be a complete discrete valuation field of
characteristic p > 0 and let χ ∈ H1(K,Q/Z) be a character of GK. Let a ∈ Ws(OK)
be an element of the Witt ring of the valuation ring OK of K of length s ∈ Z≥0 whose
image by δs (1.3) is the p-part of χ.

(1) Suppose that a ∈ filnWs(K) for n ∈ Z≥1 (Definition 1.1 (2)). Let ā denote the
image of a in grnWs(K). Then the following three conditions are equivalent:

(a) sw(χ) = n.

(b) rsw(χ) = ϕ
(n)
s (ā), where the morphism ϕ

(n)
s is as in (1.9).

(c) ϕ
(n)
s (ā) 6= 0 in grnΩ

1
K .

(2) Suppose that a ∈ fil′mWs(K) for m ∈ Z≥2 (Definition 1.1 (3)). Let ā denote the
image of a in gr′mWs(K). Then the following three conditions are equivalent:

(a) dt(χ) = m.

(b) char(χ) = ϕ
′(m)
s (ā), where the morphism ϕ

′(m)
s is as in (1.10).

(c) ϕ
′(m)
s (ā) 6= 0 in gr′mΩ

1
K .

11



Remark 1.11. Let K be a complete discrete valuation field of characteristic p > 0 and
let χ ∈ H1(K,Q/Z) be a character of GK . If the refined conductors of χ are defined,
namely if sw(χ) ≥ 1 (or equivalently dt(χ) ≥ 2 by Remark 1.6 (2)), then we have
rsw(χ) 6= 0 and char(χ) 6= 0 by Lemma 1.10.

Example 1.12. Let π be a uniformizer of a complete discrete valuation field K of
characteristic p > 0. Let u be a unit of the valuation ring OK of K. Suppose that
the p-part of χ ∈ H1(K,Q/Z) is the image of a = (u/π, u, u/πp2) ∈ W3(K) by δ3 (1.3)
and that the images 1̄ and ū of 1 ∈ OK and u ∈ OK in the residue field FK of K are
a part of a p-basis of FK over a perfect subfield of FK . Then the smallest n ∈ Z≥0

and m ∈ Z≥1 such that a ∈ filnW3(K) and that a ∈ fil′mW3(K) are p2 and p2 + 1,
respectively. By the assumption that 1̄ and ū are linearly independent over Fp, we have

sw(χ) = p2 and dt(χ) = p2 + 1. Thus, by Lemma 1.10, we have rsw(χ) = ϕ
(p2)
3 (a) =

(up
2
d log π − (up

2−1 + 1)du)/πp2 and char(χ) = ϕ
′(p2+1)
3 (a) = up

2
dπ/πp2+1.

1.2 Global definition

We define a refinement charD
′

(F) of the mixed refined Swan conductor of F introduced
in [M, 4.1] in Definition 1.22. The refinement charD

′

(F) is defined for F and a divisor
D′ on X with simple normal crossings contained in D (possibly D′ = ∅ as is explained
in Conventions). The conductor charD

′

(F) is also a refinement of the refined Swan con-
ductor of F and the characteristic form of F introduced in [K1] and [S3], respectively
(see Remark 1.23 (4)). We construct the conductor charD

′

(F) by using the sheaf the-
ory and following the constructions of conductors rsw(χ) and char(χ) in the previous
subsection.

Let Ws(OUét
) (resp. Ws(OU)) denote the étale (resp. Zariski) sheaf of Witt vectors

of length s ∈ Z≥0. Let F : Ws(OUét
)→Ws(OUét

) (resp. F : Ws(OU)→Ws(OU)) denote
the Frobenius morphism:

F : Ws(OUét
)→Ws(OUét

) ; (as−1, as−2, . . . , a0) 7→ (aps−1, a
p
s−2, . . . , a

p
0)

(resp. F : Ws(OU)→Ws(OU) ; (as−1, as−2, . . . , a0) 7→ (aps−1, a
p
s−2, . . . , a

p
0) ).

Let j : U = X−D → X be the canonical open immersion and let ε : Xét → XZar be the
canonical mapping from the étale site of X to the Zariski site of X . Applying (ε ◦ j)∗
to the exact sequence

0→Ws(Fp)→Ws(OUét
)

F−1
−−→Ws(OUét

)→ 0

of étale sheaves on U , we obtain the exact sequence

(1.11) 0→Ws(Fp)→ j∗Ws(OU )
F−1
−−→ j∗Ws(OU)

δs,j
−−→ R1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p

sZ→ 0

of Zariski sheaves on X by R1(ε ◦ j)∗Ws(OUét
) = 0. If V is an open subscheme of X ,

then the canonical morphism

H1
ét(U ∩ V,Z/p

sZ)→ Γ(V,R1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p
sZ)

12



is an isomorphism, since E1,0
2 = E2,0

2 = 0 for the spectral sequence

Ea,b
2 = Ha

Zar(V,R
b(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p

sZ)⇒ Ha+b
ét (U ∩ V,Z/psZ).

If D′ is a divisor on X with simple normal crossings contained in D and if R =
∑

i∈I niDi with ni ∈ Z, then there is a canonical injection

Ω1
X(logD

′)(R)→ j∗j
∗Ω1

X(logD
′).

Identifying j∗Ω
1
U with j∗j

∗Ω1
X(logD

′) by the canonical isomorphisms

j∗Ω
1
U

∼
−→ j∗j

∗Ω1
X

∼
−→ j∗j

∗Ω1
X(logD

′),

we regard Ω1
X(logD

′)(R) as a subsheaf of j∗Ω
1
U .

Definition 1.13 (cf. [Y1, Definitions 1.25, 1.34]). Let I ′ be a subset of I and let
D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Let R =
∑

i∈I niDi with ni ∈ Z≥0 for i ∈ I ′ and ni ∈ Z≥1 for i ∈ I − I ′.
Let ji : SpecKi → X denote the canonical morphism from the spectrum of the local
field Ki = Frac ÔDi,pi at the generic point pi of Di for i ∈ I.

(1) We define a Zariski subsheaf filD
′

R j∗Ws(OU) of j∗Ws(OU) to be the inverse image
of

(1.12)
⊕

i∈I

ji∗filni
Ws(Ki)⊕

⊕

i∈I−I′

ji∗fil
′
ni
Ws(Ki) ⊂

⊕

i∈I

ji∗Ws(Ki)

by the canonical morphism

(1.13) j∗Ws(OU)→
⊕

i∈I

ji∗Ws(Ki).

(2) We define a Zariski subsheaf filD
′

R R
1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p

sZ of R1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p
sZ to be the

image of filD
′

R j∗Ws(OU) ⊂ j∗Ws(OU ) by δs,j (1.11).

(3) Assume that D′ has simple normal crossings. We define a Zariski subsheaf
filD

′

R j∗Ω
1
U of j∗Ω

1
U to be Ω1

X(logD
′)(R), which has been regarded as a subsheaf

of j∗Ω
1
U .

Under the notation in Definition 1.13, let Z = Supp(R+D′−D) be the support of
R +D′ −D. Then we have filD

′

R−Z ⊂ filD
′

R and we put

grD
′

R = filD
′

R /fil
D′

R−Z .

Remark 1.14. Let the notation be as in Definition 1.13.

(1) Suppose that D has simple normal crossings. Then filDR is the same as filR in [Y1,
Subsection 1.3] and fil∅R is the same as fil′R in [Y1, Subsection 1.4].
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(2) Let D′′ =
⋃

i∈I′′ Di for I
′′ ⊂ I ′. Since fil′mWs(K) ⊂ filmWs(K) for any m ∈ Z≥1

and for any complete discrete valuation field K of characteristic p by (1.2), we
have

(1.14) filD
′′

R j∗Ws(OU) ⊂ filD
′

R j∗Ws(OU).

The inclusion (1.14) induces the canonical morphism

(1.15) grD
′′

R j∗Ws(OU)→ grD
′

R j∗Ws(OU).

(3) For a morphism h : W → X of smooth schemes over k such that h∗Di for i ∈ I
′

and (h∗D′)red = (D′ ×X W )red are divisors on W with simple normal crossings
and that h∗Di for i ∈ I − I

′ are smooth divisors on W , we have

(1.16) h∗filD
′

R j∗Ws(OU) ⊂ fil
(h∗D′)red
h∗R j′∗Ws(Oh∗U),

where j′ : h∗U = U ×X W → W denotes the base change of j : U → X by h.
Actually, let {Eθ}θ∈Θ be the irreducible components of (h∗D)red and let Θ′ ⊂ Θ be
the index set of irreducible components of (h∗D′)red. We put h∗R =

∑

θ∈ΘmθEθ,
where mθ ∈ Z≥0. Then mθ for θ ∈ Θ − Θ′ is positive, since so is ni for i ∈
I − I ′. Let Lθ denote the local field at the generic point of Eθ for θ ∈ Θ and let
j′θ : SpecLθ → W be the canonical morphism. Since fil′mWs(K) ⊂ filmWs(K) for
any m ∈ Z≥1 and for any complete discrete valuation field K of characteristic p
by (1.2), the image of the restriction of the canonical morphism

(1.17) j′∗Ws(Oh∗U)→ j′θ∗Ws(Lθ).

to h∗filD
′

R j∗Ws(OU) is contained in j′θ∗filmθ
Ws(Lθ) for θ ∈ Θ′. Let θ ∈ Θ−Θ′ and

let Iθ be the subset of I consisting of i ∈ I such that Eθ ⊂ h∗Di. Then we have
Iθ ⊂ I − I ′ and mθ =

∑

i∈Iθ
ni. We put s′i = min{s, ordp(ni)} for i ∈ Iθ and

s′ = min{s, ordp(mθ)}. Since min{s′i | i ∈ Iθ} ≤ s′, there is at least one i ∈ Iθ
such that s′i ≤ s′, and the image of the restriction of (1.17) to h∗filD

′

R j∗Ws(OU) is
contained in

j′θ∗filmθ−1Ws(Lθ) + j′θ∗V
s−s′filmθ

Ws′(Lθ) = j′θ∗fil
′
mθ
Ws(Lθ).

Thus we have (1.16).

For a subset I ′ ⊂ I such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings and for
R =

∑

i∈I niDi, where ni ∈ Z≥0 for i ∈ I ′ and ni ∈ Z≥1 for i ∈ I − I ′, we construct a
morphism

(1.18) φ(D′⊂D,R)
s : grD

′

R R
1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p

sZ→ grD
′

R j∗Ω
1
U ⊗OZ

OZ1/p = Ω1
X(logD

′)(R)|Z1/p

to define the conductor charD
′

(F). Here the symbol Z1/p in (1.18) denotes the radicial
covering of Z = Supp(R +D′ −D) defined as follows.
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Let f : S → Spec k be the structure morphism of a scheme S over k. We define the
radicial covering S1/p of S by the cartesian diagram

(1.19) S1/p //

��

�

S

f

��

Spec k
F−1
k

// Spec k,

where the symbol Fk denotes the absolute Frobenius morphism of Spec k. We regard
S1/p as a scheme over S by the composition

(1.20) S1/p → S
FS−→ S

of the upper horizontal arrow in (1.19) and the absolute Frobenius FS of S. If S is
locally of finite type over k, then the composition (1.20) is a finite covering. If T is a
subscheme of S, then T 1/p is the fiber product of T and S1/p over S. If {Sh}h are the

irreducible components of S, then {S
1/p
h }h are the irreducible components of S1/p.

For s ∈ Z≥0, let

(1.21) − F s−1d : j∗Ws(OU)→ j∗Ω
1
U

be the morphism locally defined by

− F s−1da = −
s−1
∑

i=0

ap
i−1

i dai

for a = (as−1, . . . , a0) ∈ j∗Ws(OU). Then the morphism −F s−1d (1.21) induces the
morphism

(1.22) filD
′

R j∗Ws(OU)→ filD
′

R j∗Ω
1
U ,

and the morphism (1.22) induces the morphism

(1.23) grD
′

R j∗Ws(OU)→ grD
′

R j∗Ω
1
U = Ω1

X(logD
′)⊗X OZ .

In the following, we often denote Ω1
X(logD

′) ⊗OX
OZ and Ω1

X(logD
′) ⊗OX

OZ1/p by
Ω1

X(logD
′)|Z and Ω1

X(logD
′)|Z1/p, respectively.

Lemma 1.15. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal
crossings and let R =

∑

i∈I niDi, where ni ∈ Z≥0 for i ∈ I ′ and ni ∈ Z≥1 for i ∈ I − I ′.
We put Z = Supp(R +D′ −D). For s ∈ Z≥0, there exists a unique morphism

ϕ(D′⊂D,R)
s : grD

′

R j∗Ws(OU)→ grD
′

R j∗Ω
1
U ⊗OZ

OZ1/p = Ω1
X(logD

′)(R)|Z1/p

such that the equations

(1.24) ϕ(D′⊂D,R)
s (ā) =







−F s−1da⊗ 1 (p 6= 2),

−F s−1da⊗ 1 +
∑

i∈I−I′
ni=2

(

dti/t2i ⊗
√

a0t2i

)

(p = 2)

locally hold for the image ā of every a = (as−1, as−2, . . . , a0) ∈ filD
′

R j∗Ws(OU) in grD
′

R j∗Ws(OU ),
and for every local equation ti of Di for i ∈ I − I

′ such that ni = 2 in the case where
p = 2.

15



Proof. We consider the composition

(1.25) grD
′

R j∗Ws(OU)
(1.23)
−−−−→ grD

′

R j∗Ω
1
U → grD

′

R j∗Ω
1
U ⊗OZ

OZ1/p

of the morphism (1.23) and the canonical injection. If p 6= 2, then the composition
(1.25) satisfies the desired condition.

Suppose that p = 2. Let ti be a local equation of Di for i ∈ I and let a =
(as−1, as−2, . . . , a0) ∈ filD

′

R j∗Ws(OU). Take i ∈ I − I
′ such that ni = 2. Then we locally

have

dti/t2i ⊗

√

a0t2i = dti/
∏

i′∈I

t
ni′

i′ ⊗

√

a0
∏

i′∈I

t
ni′

i′

∏

i′∈I−{i}

t
ni′

i′ ∈ Ω1
X(logD

′)(R)|Z1/2,

where a0
∏

i′∈I t
ni′

i′ ∈ OZ . If u ∈ OX is locally a unit, then we locally have

d(uti)/(uti)2 ⊗

√

a0(uti)2 = dti/t
2
i ⊗

√

a0t
2
i + tidu/ut

2
i ⊗

√

a0t
2
i

= dti/t2i ⊗

√

a0t2i

in Ω1
X(logD

′)(R)|Z1/2, where we applied ti
√

∏

i′∈I−{i} t
ni′

i′ = 0 in OZ1/2 at the last equal-

ity. Therefore we can glue dti/t2i ⊗
√

a0t2i , and there exists a unique mapping

ϕi : gr
D′

R j∗Ws(OU)→ grD
′

R j∗Ω
1
U ⊗OZ

OZ1/2

locally defined by

(as−1, as−2, . . . , a0) 7→ dti/t2i ⊗

√

a0t2i .

Since p = 2 and since we have

(as−1, as−2, . . . , a0) = (0, 0, . . . , a0)

in ji∗gr
′
2Ws(Ki) for (as−1, as−2, . . . , a0) ∈ grD

′

R j∗Ws(OU ), the mapping ϕi is a morphism.
Then the sum of the composition (1.25) and ϕi′ for all i

′ ∈ I − I ′ such that ni′ = 2 is
the desired morphism.

By the definitions of filD
′

R−ZR
1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p

sZ and filD
′

R R
1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p

sZ as the images

of filD
′

R−Zj∗Ws(OU) and filD
′

R j∗Ws(OU) by δs,j (1.11), respectively, the morphism δs,j for
s ∈ Z≥0 induces a surjection

(1.26) δ(D
′⊂D,R)

s : grD
′

R j∗Ws(OU )→ grD
′

R R
1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p

sZ.

We construct the morphism (1.18) as follows:
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Proposition 1.16. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I−I′ Di has simple normal
crossings and let R =

∑

i∈I niDi where ni ∈ Z≥0 for i ∈ I ′ and ni ∈ Z≥1 for i ∈ I − I ′.
We put Z = Supp(R +D′ −D). For each s ∈ Z≥0, there exists a unique morphism

φ(D′⊂D,R)
s : grD

′

R R
1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p

sZ→ grD
′

R j∗Ω
1
U ⊗OZ

OZ1/p = Ω1
X(logD

′)(R)|Z1/p

such that the following diagram is commutative:

(1.27) grD
′

R R
1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p

sZ,

grD
′

R j∗Ω
1
U ⊗OZ

OZ1/pgrD
′

R j∗Ws(OU )
ϕ
(D′⊂D,R)
s

//

δ
(D′⊂D,R)
s

))❚
❚❚

❚❚
❚❚

❚❚
❚❚

❚❚
❚

φ
(D′⊂D,R)
s

55❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥

where δ
(D′⊂D,R)
s is as in (1.26) and ϕ

(D′⊂D,R)
s is as in Lemma 1.15.

Proof. We put

G =
⊕

i∈I
ni>0

ji∗grni
H1(Ki,Q/Z)⊕

⊕

i∈I−I′
ni>1

ji∗gr
′
ni
H1(Ki,Q/Z),

H =
⊕

i∈I
ni>0

ji∗grni
Ws(Ki)⊕

⊕

i∈I−I′
ni>1

ji∗gr
′
ni
Ws(Ki),

I =
⊕

i∈I
ni>0

ji∗(grni
Ω1

Ki
⊗FKi

F
1/p
Ki

)⊕
⊕

i∈I−I′
ni>1

ji∗(gr
′
ni
Ω1

Ki
⊗FKi

F
1/p
Ki

),

where ji : SpecKi → X are the canonical morphisms. Let ⊕δ
(ni)
s : H → G denote the

direct sum of the morphisms defined by δ
(ni)
s : grni

Ws(Ki)→ grni
H1(Ki,Q/Z) (1.7) for

i ∈ I ′ such that ni > 0 and by δ
′(ni)
s : gr′ni

Ws(Ki)→ gr′ni
H1(Ki,Q/Z) (1.8) for i ∈ I−I

′

such that ni > 1. Let
⊕

ϕ
(ni)
s : H → I be the direct sum of the morphisms defined by

the compositions

grni
Ws(Ki)

ϕ
(ni)
s−−−→ grni

Ω1
K → grni

Ω1
Ki
⊗FKi

F
1/p
Ki

of ϕ
(ni)
s (1.9) and the canonical injections for i ∈ I ′ such that ni > 0 and those defined

by the morphisms ϕ
′(ni)
s : gr′ni

Ws(Ki) → gr′ni
Ω1

Ki
⊗FKi

F
1/p
Ki

(1.10) for i ∈ I − I ′ such
that ni > 1. We consider the commutative diagram
(1.28)

grD
′

R R
1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p

sZ

��

grD
′

R j∗Ws(OU)
δ
(D′⊂D,R)
s

oo
ϕ
(D′⊂D,R)
s

//

��

grD
′

R j∗Ω
1
U ⊗OZ

OZ1/p

��

G H
⊕δ

(ni)
s

oo

⊕ϕ
(ni)
s

// I,

where the vertical arrows are canonical morphisms. Since grni
Ω1

Ki
⊗FKi

F
1/p
Ki

for i ∈ I ′

such that ni > 0 and gr′ni
Ω1

Ki
⊗FKi

F
1/p
Ki

for i ∈ I−I ′ such that ni > 1 are the stalks of the
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locally free OZ1/p-module Ω1
X(logD

′)(R)|Z1/p at the generic points of D
1/p
i , respectively,

the right vertical arrow in (1.28) is injective. By Proposition 1.8, the kernel of ⊕δ(ni)
s is

equal to that of
⊕

ϕ
(ni)
s . By the commutativity of (1.28) and the injectivity of the right

vertical arrow, the kernel of δ
(D′⊂D,R)
s is contained in the kernel of ϕ

(D′⊂D,R)
s . Hence the

morphism ϕ
(D′⊂D,R)
s factors as the canonical surjection

grD
′

R j∗Ws(OU)→ grD
′

R j∗Ws(OU)/Ker δ(D
′⊂D,R)

s

followed by the composition
(1.29)
grD

′

R j∗Ws(OU)/Ker δ(D
′⊂D,R)

s → grD
′

R j∗Ws(OU )/Kerϕ(D′⊂D,R)
s → grD

′

R j∗Ω
1
U ⊗OZ

OZ1/p

of the canonical surjection and the injection induced by ϕ
(D′⊂D,R)
s . Since δ

(D′⊂D,R)
s is

surjective, the morphism δ
(D′⊂D,R)
s induces an isomorphism

(1.30) grD
′

R j∗Ws(OU)/Ker δ(D
′⊂D,R)

s
∼
−→ grD

′

R R
1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p

sZ.

Then the composition of the inverse of (1.30) and the composition (1.29) is the desired
morphism.

We construct the conductor charD
′

(F). In the rest of this article, we denote by
χ : πab(U)→ Λ× the character corresponding to F , as is explained in Conventions. We
fix an inclusion ψ : Λ× → Q/Z and regard χ|Ki

: GKi
→ Λ× (the second paragraph in

Conventions) as an element of H1(Ki,Q/Z) by ψ for i ∈ I. Then we can consider the
conductors defined in the previous subsection for χ|Ki

.

Definition 1.17. (1) We define a subset IT,F of I by

IT,F = {i ∈ I | sw(χ|Ki
) = 0}

and define a subset IW,F of I by

IW,F = I − IT,F = {i ∈ I | sw(χ|Ki
) ≥ 1}.

(2) We define a subset II,F of IW,F by

II,F = {i ∈ IW,F | χ|Ki
is of type I},

and define a subset III,F of I by

III,F = IW,F − II,F = {i ∈ IW,F | χ|Ki
is of type II}

(see Definition 1.7 for the notion of the types of χ|Ki
).

If there is no risk of confusion, then we use I∗,F for ∗ = T,W, I, II independently on
the symbol denoting the index set of irreducible components of a divisor.

Remark 1.18. Let the notation be as in Definition 1.17.

18



(1) We have I = IT,F ⊔ IW,F and IW,F = II,F ⊔ III,F .

(2) By Remark 1.6 (1), the subset I∗,F of I is dependent only on the p-part of χ for
every ∗ = T,W, I, II.

Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset and let D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di. Then we put

(1.31) swD′

(χ|Ki
) =

{

sw(χ|Ki
) (i ∈ I ′),

dt(χ|Ki
) (i ∈ I − I ′)

for i ∈ I.

Definition 1.19. (1) Let I ′ be a subset of I and let D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di. We define a

divisor RD′

F on X by

RD′

F =
∑

i∈I

swD′

(χ|Ki
)Di,

where swD′
(χ|Ki

) is as in (1.31).

(2) We define a closed subscheme ZF of X to be the union of Di for i ∈ IW,F (Defi-
nition 1.17 (1)) with the reduced subscheme structure:

ZF =
⋃

i∈IW,F

Di.

Remark 1.20. Let the notation be as in Definition 1.19. The divisor RD′

F and the
closed subscheme ZF of X are dependent only on the p-part of χ, since swD′

(χ|Ki
) for

i ∈ I and the subset IW,F ⊂ I are dependent only on the p-part of χ by Remarks 1.6
(1) and 1.18 (2), respectively.

Lemma 1.21. Let I ′ be a subset of I and let D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di. Then the closed subscheme

ZF of X (Definition 1.19 (2)) is equal to the support of RD′

F +D′−D (Definition 1.19
(1)). Consequently, the support of RD′

F +D′−D is independent of the choice of a subset
I ′ of I.

Proof. Since i ∈ IW,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) if and only if sw(χ|Ki
) > 0 for i ∈ I, the

closed subscheme ZF of X is equal to the support of

RD
F =

∑

i∈I

sw(χ|Ki
)Di.

Since sw(χ|Ki
) = 0 if and only if dt(χ|Ki

) = 1 for i ∈ I, especially for i ∈ I − I ′, by
Remark 1.6 (2), the support of

RD′

F +D′ −D =
∑

i∈I′

sw(χ|Ki
)Di +

∑

i∈I−I′

(dt(χ|Ki
)− 1)Di

is equal to that of RD
F .

19



The conductor charD
′

(F) is defined to be a global section of Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|
Z

1/p
F

as follows:

Definition 1.22 (cf. [M, 5.2]). Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
∑

i∈I′ Di has

simple normal crossings. Suppose that the closed subscheme ZF = Supp(RD′

F +D′−D)
of X (Definition 1.19, Lemma 1.21) is non-empty. Let s ≥ 0 be the integer such that
the order of the p-part of χ is ps. We define the log-D′-characteristic form charD

′

(F)
of F to be the image of the p-part of χ by the composition

Γ(X, filD
′

RD′
F

R1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p
sZ)→ Γ(X, grD

′

RD′
F

R1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p
sZ)(1.32)

φ
(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
s (X)
−−−−−−−−−→ Γ(X, grD

′

RD′
F

j∗Ω
1
U ⊗OZF

O
Z

1/p
F

) = Γ(Z
1/p
F ,Ω1

X(logD
′)(RD′

F )|
Z

1/p
F

)

of the canonical morphism and the morphism φ
(D′⊂D,R)
s (X) constructed in Proposition

1.16.

Remark 1.23. Let the notation and the assumption be as in Definition 1.22.

(1) The log-D′-characteristic form charD
′

(F) is independent of the choice of s ∈ Z≥0

such that the order of the p-part of χ is ≤ ps. Actually, the following diagram is
commutative for any t ≥ t′ ≥ 0:

Γ(X, grD
′

RD′
F

j∗Ω
1
U ⊗OZF

O
Z

1/p
F

),

Γ(X, grD
′

RD′
F

R1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p
tZ)Γ(X, grD

′

RD′
F

R1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p
t′Z)

Γ(X, filD
′

RD′
F

R1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p
tZ)Γ(X, filD

′

RD′
F

R1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p
t′Z)

//

φ
(D′⊂D,RD′

F )

t′
(X) **❚❚

❚❚
❚❚

❚❚
❚❚

❚❚
❚

φ
(D′⊂D,RD′

F )

t (X)tt❥❥❥
❥❥
❥❥
❥❥
❥❥
❥❥

����

//

where the morphisms in the square are canonical morphisms.

(2) The log-D′-characteristic form charD
′

(F) is dependent only on the p-part of χ by
Remark 1.20 and the definition of charD

′

(F) as the image of the p-part of χ by
the morphism (1.32). Let a be a section of filD

′

RD′
F

j∗Ws(OU) whose image by δs,j

(1.11) is locally the p-part of χ. By the commutativity of the diagram (1.27) in
Proposition 1.16, the log-D′-characteristic form charD

′

(F) is locally equal to the
image of the section a of filD

′

RD′
F

j∗Ws(OU) by the composition

filD
′

RD′
F

j∗Ws(OU)→ grD
′

RD′
F

j∗Ws(OU)(1.33)

ϕ
(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
s−−−−−−−→ grD

′

RD′
F

j∗Ω
1
U ⊗OZ

OZ1/p = Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|
Z

1/p
F

,

where the first arrow is the canonical surjection and ϕ
(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
s is the morphism

constructed in Lemma 1.15.
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(3) We can characterize the log-D′-characteristic form charD
′

(F) as follows: We iden-

tify rsw(χ|Ki
) with its image in grsw(χ|Ki

)Ω
1
Ki
⊗FKi

F
1/p
Ki

by the canonical injection

grsw(χ|Ki
)Ω

1
Ki
→ grsw(χ|Ki

)Ω
1
Ki
⊗FKi

F
1/p
Ki

for i ∈ IW,F (Definition 1.17 (1)). Let p′i denote the generic point of D
1/p
i for

i ∈ IW,F . Then the log-D′-characteristic form charD
′

(F) is a unique global section

of Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|
Z

1/p
F

whose stalk at the generic point p′i of D
1/p
i is rsw(χ|Ki

) for

i ∈ I ′∩IW,F and char(χ|Ki
) for i ∈ (I−I ′)∩IW,F by (2) and the injectivity of the

right vertical arrow in the commutative diagram (1.28) in the proof of Proposition
1.16.

(4) Suppose that D has simple normal crossings. Then the log-D-characteristic
form charD(F) is equal to the image of the refined Swan conductor rsw(χ) ([K2,
(3.4.2)]) by the canonical injection Ω1

X(logD)(RD
F )|ZF

→ Ω1
X(logD)(RD

F )|Z1/p
F

by

(3) and [M, Remark 3.3.12]. The log-∅-characteristic form char∅(F) is equal to
the characteristic form char(χ) ([Y1, Definition 1.42]), since the construction of
char(χ) is same as that of char∅(F). If p 6= 2 and if we put DI,F =

⋃

i∈II,F
Di, then

the log-DI,F -characteristic form charDI,F (F) is equal to the mixed refined Swan
conductor mrsw(χ) ([M, 5.2]) by (3).

(5) If p 6= 2 or if dt(χ|Ki
) 6= 2 for every i ∈ I − I ′, then the image of the mor-

phism ϕ
(D′⊂D,R)
s is contained in grD

′

R j∗Ω
1
U by Lemma 1.15. Since the morphism

δ
(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
s (1.26) is surjective, we may replace O

Z
1/p
F

by OZF
in Proposition 1.16

and we can regard the log-D′-characteristic form charD
′

(F) as a global section of
Ω1

X(logD
′)(RD′

F )|ZF
, if p 6= 2 or if dt(χ|Ki

) 6= 2 for every i ∈ I − I ′. Especially
the log-D-characteristic form charD(F) can be regarded as a global section of
Ω1

X(logD)(RD
F )|ZF

, if D has simple normal crossings.

1.3 Comparison of characteristic forms

We compare two characteristic forms in several settings. Let x be a point on X . We
put

(1.34) Ix = {i ∈ I | x ∈ Di},

and

(1.35) I∗,F ,x = {i ∈ I∗,F | x ∈ Di} = I∗,F ∩ Ix

for ∗ = T,W, I, II (Definition 1.17). If there is no risk of confusion, then we use Ix
and I∗,F ,x for ∗ = T,W, I, II independently on the symbol denoting the index set of
irreducible components of a divisor.
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Lemma 1.24 (cf. [Y2, Lemma 2.24]). Suppose that D has simple normal crossings.
Let I ′′ ⊂ I ′ ⊂ I be subsets and let D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di and D
′′ =

⋃

i∈I′′ Di. Let x be a closed
point of ZF (Definition 1.19 (2)) and let d = dimxX be the dimension of X at x. We
put Ix = {1, 2, . . . , r} (1.34), I ′x = I ′ ∩ Ix = {1, 2, . . . , r′} and I ′′ ∩ Ix = {1, 2, . . . , r′′},
where r′′ ≤ r′ ≤ r ≤ d. Let (t1, t2, . . . , td) be a local coordinate system at x such that ti
is a local equation of Di for i ∈ Ix. For the unique closed point x′ ∈ Z

1/p
F lying above

x, we put

charD
′

(F)x′ =

(

r′
∑

i=1

αid log ti +

d
∑

i=r′+1

βidti

)

/

r
∏

i=1

tni
i ,(1.36)

charD
′′

(F)x′ =

(

r′′
∑

i=1

α′
id log ti +

d
∑

i=r′′+1

β ′
idti

)

/

r
∏

i=1

tmi
i ,

where RD′

F =
∑r

i=1 niDi (Definition 1.19 (1)), RD′′

F =
∑r

i=1miDi, and αi, βi, α
′
i, β

′
i are

elements of the local ring O
Z

1/p
F ,x′ of Z

1/p
F at x′.

(1) We put Jx = I ′x − (III,F ,x ∪ I
′′
x) (1.35). Then we have the following for i ∈ Ix:























α′
i = αi

∏

i′∈Jx
ti′ (i ∈ I ′′),

β ′
i = αi

∏

i′∈Jx−{i} ti′ (i ∈ I ′ ∩ II,F − I
′′),

β ′
i ∈
∏

i′∈Jx
ti′ · OZ

1/p
F ,x′ (i ∈ I ′ ∩ (III,F ∪ IT,F)− I

′′),

β ′
i = βi

∏

i′∈Jx
ti′ (i ∈ I − I ′ or i = r + 1, r + 2, . . . , d).

(2) Let i ∈ I ′x. Then we have αi ∈ ti · OZ
1/p
F ,x′ if and only if i ∈ I ′ ∩ (III,F ∪ IT,F).

Proof. (1) The assertion follows similarly as the proof of [Y2, Lemma 2.24] with the
following relations between ni and mi for i ∈ Ix:

mi =

{

ni + 1 (i ∈ (I ′ − I ′′) ∩ (II,F ∪ IT,F)),

ni (i ∈ III,F or i ∈ (I − I ′) ∪ I ′′).

(2) By (1) applied to the case where (I ′, I ′′) is (I, I ′), the assertion in the case
where I = I ′ deduces that in the general case. Hence we may assume that I ′ = I. If
i ∈ I ′ ∩ (III,F ∪ IT,F) = III,F ∪ IT,F , then we have αi ∈ ti · OZ

1/p
F ,x′ by [Y2, Lemma 2.24].

The converse also holds by [Y2, Lemma 2.23 (ii)].

Lemma 1.25. Let I ′′ ⊂ I ′ ⊂ I be two subsets and let D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di and D
′′ =

⋃

i∈I′′ Di.
Suppose that D′ has simple normal crossings and that I ′ − I ′′ is contained in III,F
(Definition 1.17 (2)). Then we have RD′

F = RD′′

F (Definition 1.19 (1)) and the log-D′-
characteristic form charD

′

(F) is the image of the log-D′′-characteristic form charD
′′

(F)
by the canonical morphism

Γ(Z
1/p
F ,Ω1

X(logD
′′)(RD′′

F )|
Z

1/p
F

)→ Γ(Z
1/p
F ,Ω1

X(logD
′)(RD′

F )|
Z

1/p
F

),

where ZF is as in Definition 1.19 (2).
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Proof. Since we have sw(χ|Ki
) = dt(χ|Ki

) for i ∈ I ′ − I ′′ ⊂ III,F , we have

RD′

F =
∑

i∈I′

sw(χ|Ki
)Di +

∑

i∈I−I′

dt(χ|Ki
)Di

=
∑

i∈I′′

sw(χ|Ki
)Di +

∑

i∈I−I′′

dt(χ|Ki
)Di = RD′′

F .

By Remark 1.23 (2), we may assume that χ is of order ps for s ∈ Z≥0. By (1.14),
we have filD

′′

RD′′
F

j∗Ws(OU ) ⊂ filD
′

RD′
F

j∗Ws(OU). Let a be a section of filD
′′

RD′′
F

j∗Ws(OU) ⊂

filD
′

RD′
F

j∗Ws(OU) whose image by δs,j (1.11) is locally χ and let ā denote both the images

of a in grD
′′

RD′′
F

j∗Ws(OU ) and grD
′

RD′
F

j∗Ws(OU). Since the assertion is local by Remark

1.23 (3) and since the characteristic forms charD
′′

(F) and charD
′

(F) are locally the

images of ā by the morphisms ϕ
(D′′⊂D,RD′′

F )
s and ϕ

(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
s constructed in Lemma 1.15,

respectively, by Remark 1.23 (2), it is sufficient to prove the commutativity of the
diagram

(1.37) grD
′′

RD′′
F

j∗Ws(OU)
(1.15)

//

ϕ
(D′′⊂D,RD′′

F )
s

��

grD
′

RD′
F

j∗Ws(OU)

ϕ
(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
s

��

Ω1
X(logD

′′)(RD′′

F )|
Z

1/p
F

// Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|
Z

1/p
F

,

where the lower horizontal arrow is the canonical morphism. We put RD′′

F =
∑

i∈I niDi.
Since ni′ for i

′ ∈ IW,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) are positive, the image of dti/t
2
i by the lower

horizontal arrow is

dti/t
2
i =

∏

i′∈IW,F−{i}

t
ni′

i′ · tid log ti

/

∏

i′∈IW,F

t
ni′

i′ = 0

for i ∈ I ′ − I ′′ such that ni = 2 and for a local equation ti of Di. Hence the diagram

(1.37) is commutative by the constructions of ϕ
(D′′⊂D,RD′′

F )
s and ϕ

(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
s in Lemma

1.15.

Lemma 1.26. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal
crossings. Let I ′′ ⊂ I ′ ∩ IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) be a subset and let E =

⋃

i∈I−I′′ Di

and E ′ =
⋃

i∈I′−I′′ Di. Let F
′ be a smooth sheaf of Λ-modules of rank 1 on V = X −E

whose associated character χ′ : πab
1 (V ) → Λ× has the p-part inducing that of χ. Then

we have RD′

F = RE′

F ′ (Definition 1.19 (1)) and ZF = ZF ′ (Definition 1.19 (2)). The log-
D′-characteristic form charD

′

(F) of F is the image of the log-E ′-characteristic form
charE

′

(F ′) of F ′ by the canonical morphism

(1.38) Γ(Z
1/p
F ′ ,Ω

1
X(logE

′)(RE′

F ′)|Z1/p

F′
)→ Γ(Z

1/p
F ,Ω1

X(logD
′)(RD′

F )|
Z

1/p
F

).
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Proof. We prove the assertions similarly as the proof of Lemma 1.25. By Remark 1.6
(1), we have sw(χ|Ki

) = sw(χ′|Ki
) and dt(χ|Ki

) = dt(χ′|Ki
) for i ∈ I − I ′′. Since we

have sw(χ|Ki
) = 0 for i ∈ I ′′ ⊂ IT,F and since I − I ′ = (I − I ′′)− (I ′ − I ′′), we have

RD′

F =
∑

i∈I′

sw(χ|Ki
)Di +

∑

i∈I−I′

dt(χ|Ki
)Di

=
∑

i∈I′−I′′

sw(χ′|Ki
)Di +

∑

i∈(I−I′′)−(I′−I′′)

dt(χ′|Ki
)Di = RE′

F ′ .

By the equalities D − D′ =
∑

i∈I−I′ Di = E − E ′ of sums of divisors and by Lemma
1.21, we have

ZF = Supp(RD′

F +D′ −D)

= Supp(RE′

F ′ + E ′ −E) = ZF ′ .

By Remark 1.23 (2), we may assume that both χ and χ′ are of orders powers of
p. Let s ≥ 0 be an integer such that the order of χ′ is ps. Let j′ : V → X denote the
canonical open immersion. We regard filE

′

RE′

F′
j′∗Ws(OV ) as a subsheaf of filD

′

RD′
F

j∗Ws(OU)

by the injection

(1.39) filE
′

RE′

F′
j′∗Ws(OV )→ filD

′

RD′
F

j∗Ws(OU)

induced by the canonical injection j′∗Ws(OV ) → j∗Ws(OU). Let a be a section of
filE

′

RE′

F′
j′∗Ws(OV ) ⊂ filD

′

RD′
F

j∗Ws(OU) whose image by the morphism δs,j′ : j
′
∗Ws(OU) →

R1(ε ◦ j′)∗Z/p
sZ (1.11) is locally χ′. Then χ is locally the image of a by δs,j. Let ā

denote the images of a in grE
′

RE′

F′

j′∗Ws(OV ) and grD
′

RD′
F

j∗Ws(OU ). Since RE′

F ′ = RD′

F and

Z
1/p
F ′ = Z

1/p
F , the morphism (1.39) induces the morphism

(1.40) grE
′

RE′

F′
j′∗Ws(OV )→ grD

′

RD′
F

j∗Ws(OU)

and we can consider the diagram

(1.41) grE
′

RE′

F′

j′∗Ws(OV )
(1.40)

//

ϕ
(E′⊂E,RE′

F′ )

s
��

grD
′

RD′
F

j∗Ws(OU)

ϕ
(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
s

��

Ω1
X(logE

′)(RE′

F ′)|Z1/p

F′

// Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|
Z

1/p
F

,

where the lower horizontal arrow is the canonical morphism defining the morphism
(1.38). Then the diagram (1.41) is commutative by the constructions of the morphisms

ϕ
(E′⊂E,RE′

F′)
s and ϕ

(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
s in Lemma 1.15, and the assertion follows, since the assertion

is local by Remark 1.23 (3) and since the characteristic forms charE
′

(F ′) and charD
′

(F)

are locally the images of ā by the morphisms ϕ
(E′⊂E,RE′

F′)
s and ϕ

(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
s , respectively,

by Remark 1.23 (2).
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Lemma 1.27. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal
crossings and that IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) is contained in I ′. Let h : W → X be a
morphism of smooth schemes over k. Suppose that the pull-backs h∗Di = Di ×X W
for all i ∈ I ′ and (h∗D′)red = (D′ ×X W )red are divisors on W with simple normal
crossings and that the pull-backs h∗Di for i ∈ I − I ′ are smooth divisors on W . Let
dhD

′

(h∗Z
1/p
F )red

(h∗ charD
′

(F)) denote the image by the morphism

Γ((h∗Z
1/p
F )red, h

∗Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|
(h∗Z

1/p
F )red

)

−→ Γ((h∗Z
1/p
F )red,Ω

1
W (log(h∗D′)red)(h

∗RD′

F )|
(h∗Z

1/p
F )red

)

induced by h of the pull-back

h∗ charD
′

(F) ∈ Γ((h∗Z
1/p
F )red, h

∗Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|
(h∗Z

1/p
F )red

)

of the log-D′-characteristic form charD
′

(F) by the morphism (h∗Z
1/p
F )red → Z

1/p
F induced

by h.

(1) Let {Eθ}θ∈Θ be the irreducible components of (h∗ZF)red. Let Θ
′ ⊂ Θ be the index

set of the irreducible components of (h∗ZF)red contained in h∗D′ and let Lθ =
Frac ÔW,qθ denote the local field at the generic point qθ of Eθ for θ ∈ Θ. Let q′θ
be the unique point on E

1/p
θ lying above qθ for θ ∈ Θ. Then the following three

conditions are equivalent:

(a) (dhD
′

(h∗Z
1/p
F )red

(h∗ charD
′

(F)))|
E

1/p
θ
6= 0 for every θ ∈ Θ.

(b) R
(h∗D′)red
h∗F = h∗RD′

F .

(c) (dhD
′

(h∗Z
1/p
F )red

(h∗ charD
′

(F)))q′θ =

{

rsw(h∗χ|Lθ
) (θ ∈ Θ′),

char(h∗χ|Lθ
) (θ ∈ Θ−Θ′).

(2) If the equivalent conditions (a), (b), and (c) in (1) hold, then we have two equal-
ities

Zh∗F = (h∗ZF)red, char(h
∗D′)red(h∗F) = dhD

′

(h∗Z
1/p
F )red

(h∗ charD
′

(F)).

Proof. By Remark 1.20 and Remark 1.23 (2), we may assume that χ is of order a power
of p. Then F is unramified along Di for every i ∈ IT,F by Remark 1.6 (3) and so is
h∗F along every irreducible component of h∗D not contained in (h∗ZF)red. Therefore
we have Zh∗F ⊂ (h∗ZF)red.

(1) Let s ≥ 0 be the integer such that the order of χ is ps. Since the assertion
is local, we may assume that χ is the image of a global section a = (as−1, . . . , a1, a0)
of filD

′

RD′
F

j∗Ws(OU ) by δs,j(X) : Γ(X, j∗Ws(OU)) → Γ(X,R1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p
sZ) (1.11). Let

j′ : h∗U = U ×X W →W be the base change of j : U → X by h and let ε′ : Wét →WZar

be the canonical mapping from the étale site of W to the Zariski site of W . Then the
pull-back h∗χ ∈ Γ(W,R1(ε′◦j′)∗Z/p

sZ) is the image of h∗a = (h∗as−1, . . . , h
∗a1, h

∗a0) ∈
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Γ(W,h∗filD
′

RD′
F

j∗Ws(OU)) by the morphism δs,j′(W ) : Γ(W, j′∗Ws(Oh∗U)) → Γ(W,R1(ε′ ◦

j′)∗Z/p
sZ). We regard h∗a as a global section of fil

(h∗D′)red

h∗RD′
F

j′∗Ws(Oh∗U) by the inclusion

(1.16) in Remark 1.14 (3), and denote the image of h∗a in Γ(W, gr
(h∗D′)red

h∗RD′
F

j′∗Ws(Oh∗U))

by h∗a.
We prove that dhD

′

(h∗Z
1/p
F )red

(h∗ charD
′

(F)) is the image of h∗a by the morphism

ϕ
((h∗D′)red⊂(h∗D)red,h

∗RD′

F )
s (W ) constructed in Lemma 1.15. We put RD′

F =
∑

i∈I niDi.

Then we have RD′

F =
∑

i∈IW,F
niDi, since ni = 0 for i ∈ IT,F ⊂ I ′. Hence we can put

h∗RD′

F =
∑

θ∈ΘmθEθ. Let Θi′ = {θ ∈ Θ | Eθ ⊂ h∗Di′} for i
′ ∈ IW,F . If p = 2 and if i is

an element of I − I ′ such that ni = 2, then we locally have

h∗(

√

a0t2i dti/t
2
i )

=

√

(h∗a0)
∏

θ′∈Θi

s2θ′ d
∏

θ′∈Θi

sθ′/
∏

θ′∈Θi

s2θ′

=
∑

θ∈Θi

√

(h∗a0)
∏

θ′∈Θi

s
2mθ′−2
θ′

∏

θ′′∈Θ−Θi

s
2mθ′′

θ′′

∏

θ′′′∈Θi−{θ}

sθ′′′dsθ/
∏

θ′′′′∈Θ

s
mθ′′′′

θ′′′′

=
∑

θ∈Θi
mθ=2

√

(h∗a0)s
2
θdsθ/s

2
θ

in Ω1
W (log(h∗D′)red)(h

∗RD′

F )|
(h∗Z

1/p
F )red

, where ti′ is a local equation of Di′ for i′ ∈

IW,F and sθ is a local equation of Eθ for θ ∈ Θ such that h∗ti =
∏

θ∈Θi
sθ. Hence

dhD
′

(h∗Z
1/p
F )red

(h∗ charD
′

(F)) is the image of h∗a by ϕ
((h∗D′)red⊂(h∗D)red,h

∗RD′

F )
s (W ) by the

construction of ϕ
((h∗D′)red⊂(h∗D)red,h

∗RD′

F )
s in Lemma 1.15.

We prove the equivalence of the conditions (a), (b), and (c). Let j′θ : SpecLθ → X
denote the canonical morphism for θ ∈ Θ. We consider the commutative diagrams
(1.42)

Γ(W, gr
(h∗D′)red

h∗RD′
F

j′∗Ws(Oh∗U)) //

��

Γ(W,Ω1
W (log(h∗D)red)(h

∗RD′

F )|
(h∗Z

1/p
F )red

)

��

grmθ
Ws(Lθ)

ϕ
(mθ)
s

// grmθ
Ω1

Lθ
⊗FLθ

F
1/p
Lθ

for θ ∈ Θ′ and
(1.43)

Γ(W, gr
(h∗D′)red

h∗RD′
F

j′∗Ws(Oh∗U)) //

��

Γ(W,Ω1
W (log(h∗D)red)(h

∗RD′

F )|
(h∗Z

1/p
F )red

)

��

gr′mθ
Ws(Lθ)

ϕ
′(mθ)
s

// gr′mθ
Ω1

Lθ
⊗FLθ

F
1/p
Lθ
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for θ ∈ Θ−Θ′, where the upper horizontal arrows are ϕ
((h∗D′)red⊂(h∗D)red,h

∗RD′

F )
s (W ) and

the vertical arrows are the canonical morphisms. Then the condition (a) is equivalent
to that the image of h∗a by the composition of the upper horizontal arrow and the right
vertical arrow in (1.42) is not 0 for every θ ∈ Θ′ and neither is that in (1.43) for every
θ ∈ Θ −Θ′. Since the diagrams (1.42) and (1.43) are commutative, the last condition
is equivalent to both the conditions (b) and (c) by Lemma 1.10.

(2) Suppose that the equivalent conditions (a), (b), and (c) in (1) hold. Then we
have

Zh∗F = Supp(R
(h∗D′)red
h∗F + (h∗D′)red − (h∗D)red) ⊃ Supp h∗(RD′

F +D′ −D) = (h∗ZF)red

by the condition (b). Since Zh∗F ⊂ (h∗ZF)red, we obtain the first equality. The second
equality holds by the first equality, by the condition (c), and by Remark 1.23 (3).

Remark 1.28. Let the notation be as in Lemma 1.27.

(1) If charD
′

(F) can be regarded as a global section of Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|ZF
(see Re-

mark 1.23 (5)), we can remove the index 1/p everywhere in Lemma 1.27 and its
proof.

(2) The assumptions on h : W → X in Lemma 1.27 are satisfied in the following
cases:

(a) h : W → X is the blow-up of X along an intersection Y of irreducible com-
ponents of D′, where Y is regarded as a closed subscheme of X with the
reduced subscheme structure.

(b) h : W → X is CD′⊂D-transversal (see Subsection 4.1).

1.4 Log-D′-cleanliness

We introduce the notion that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D for a divisor
D′ on X with simple normal crossings contained in D.

Definition 1.29 (cf. [K2, (3.4.3)], [S3, Definition 2.17]). Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such
that D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings.

(1) Let x ∈ X . We say that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D at x if one
of the following two conditions is satisfied:

(a) x /∈ ZF (Definition 1.19 (2)).

(b) x ∈ ZF and the germ charD
′

(F)x′ of the log-D′-characteristic form charD
′

(F)

of F at the unique point x′ on Z
1/p
F lying above x is a part of a basis of the

free O
Z

1/p
F ,x′-module Ω1

X(logD
′)(RD′

F )|
Z

1/p
F ,x′.

(2) We say that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D if the ramification of
F is log-D′-clean along D at every x ∈ X .
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Remark 1.30. Let the notation be as in Definition 1.29.

(1) The log-D′-cleanliness of the ramification of F along D is equivalent to the log-
D′-cleanliness of the ramification of F along D at every point on ZF . If I = IT,F

(Definition 1.17 (1)), then the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D, since
ZF = ∅.

(2) The log-D′-cleanliness of the ramification of F along D is an open condition on
X , since the condition (b) in Definition 1.29 (1) is an open condition on ZF . Since

the germ rsw(χ|Ki
) or char(χ|Ki

) of charD
′

(F) at the generic point of D
1/p
i ⊂ Z

1/p
F

is not 0 by Remark 1.11, the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D outside a
closed subset of X of codimension ≥ 2.

(3) Suppose that D has simple normal crossings. Then the log-D-cleanliness is the
same as the cleanliness in the sense of [K2, (3.4.3)]. The log-∅-cleanliness is the
same as the non-degeneration in the sense of [S3, Definition 4.2].

Lemma 1.31. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal
crossings.

(1) Let x be a closed point of ZF (Definition 1.19 (2)) and let x′ be the unique point

on Z
1/p
F lying above x. Then the following two conditions are equivalent:

(a) The ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D at x.

(b) charD
′

(F)(x′) 6= 0.

(2) The following two conditions are equivalent:

(a) The ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D.

(b) charD
′

(F)(x′) 6= 0 for all closed point x′ of Z
1/p
F .

Proof. (1) By Nakayama’s lemma, the condition (b) is equivalent to the condition (b)
in Definition 1.29 (1), and is equivalent to the condition (a).

(2) By (1), the condition (b) is equivalent to that the ramification of F is log-D′-
clean along D at every closed point of ZF . By Remark 1.30 (2), the last condition is
equivalent to that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D at every point on ZF .
By Remark 1.30 (1), the last condition is equivalent to the condition (a).

Definition 1.32. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal
crossings. Let i ∈ I ′ ∩ IW,F (Definition 1.17 (1)).

(1) We define a morphism

(1.44) mD′

i (F) : OX(−R
D′

F )|
D

1/p
i

× charD
′
(F)|

D
1/p
i−−−−−−−−−−→ Ω1

X(logD
′)|

D
1/p
i

of locally free sheaves onD
1/p
i to be the multiplication by the restriction charD

′

(F)|
D

1/p
i

of log-D′-characteristic form charD
′

(F) to D1/p
i . Here RD′

F is as in Definition 1.19
(1).
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(2) We define a morphism

(1.45) ξD
′

i (F) : OX(−R
D
F )|D1/p

i
→ O

D
1/p
i

of invertible sheaves on D
1/p
i to be the composition

(1.46) ξD
′

i (F) : OX(−R
D′

F )|
D

1/p
i

mD′

i (F)
−−−−→ Ω1

X(logD
′)|

D
1/p
i
→ O

D
1/p
i

ofmD′

i (F) and the base change of the residue mapping resi : Ω
1
X(logD

′)|Di
→ ODi

by the canonical morphism D
1/p
i → Di.

Remark 1.33. Let the assumption and the notation be as in Definition 1.32.

(1) If the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D, then the morphism mD′

i (F) for

i ∈ I ′ ∩ IW,F is injective, since the germ charD
′

(F)x′ at x′ ∈ D
1/p
i is a part of a

basis of Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|
D

1/p
i ,x′ for every x

′ ∈ D
1/p
i .

(2) Suppose that D has simple normal crossings. Since the log-D′-characteristic form

charD
′

(F) is locally the image of a section by the morphism ϕ
(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
s con-

structed in Lemma 1.15 by Remark 1.23 (2), we can regard ξD
′

i (F) as a morphism

from OX(−R
D′

F )|Di
to ODi

for i ∈ I ′ ∩ IW,F by the construction of ϕ
(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
s in

Lemma 1.15.

(3) Suppose that D has simple normal crossings and that D′ = D. Then we may

replace D
1/p
i by Di in Definition 1.32 by Remark 1.23 (5). We denote by ξi(F)

the morphism ξDi (F) with D
1/p
i replaced by Di for i ∈ IW,F :

(1.47) ξi(F) : OX(−R
D
F )|Di

× charD(F)|Di−−−−−−−−→ Ω1
X(logD)|Di

resi−−→ ODi
.

If the image of ξi(F) in the residue field k(x) at some closed point x of ZF is not
0, then the ramification of F is log-D-clean along D at x by Lemma 1.31 (1).

Lemma 1.34. Suppose that D has simple normal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset and
let D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Let x be a closed point of ZF (Definition 1.19).

(1) If the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D at x, then IT,F ,x (1.35) is con-
tained in I ′ and the cardinality of II,F ,x − I

′ (1.35) is ≤ 1.

(2) Suppose that IT,F ,x ⊂ I ′ and that the cardinality of II,F ,x − I ′ is 1. Then the
ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D at x if and only if the image of ξi(F)
(1.47) for the unique i ∈ II,F ,x − I

′ in the residue field k(x) at x is not 0.

Proof. Let x′ be the unique closed point of Z
1/p
F lying above x.

(1) We prove the contrapositive of the statement. We put I ′x = I ′ ∩ Ix (1.34). If
the cardinality of Jx = Ix − (III,F ,x ∪ I

′
x) is ≥ 2 or if Jx ∩ IT,F ,x is non-empty, then we
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have charD
′

(F)(x′) = 0 by Lemma 1.24 (1) applied to the case where (I ′, I ′′) is (I, I ′).
Hence the assertion holds by Lemma 1.31 (1).

(2) Let i be the unique element of II,F ,x − I ′. By Lemma 1.24 (1) applied to
the case where (I ′, I ′′) is (I, I ′), the image of ξi(F) in k(x) is not 0 if and only if
charD

′

(F)(x′) 6= 0. By Lemma 1.31 (1), the last condition is equivalent to that the
ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D at x.

In the rest of this article, we put

(1.48) D∗,F =
⋃

i∈I∗,F

Di

for ∗ = T,W, I, II (Definition 1.17). If I∗,F = ∅, then we have D∗,F = ∅ for ∗ =
T,W, I, II, by convention. For ∗ = W, we have DW,F = ZF (Definition 1.19 (2)). For a
subset I ′′ ⊂ I, we put

(1.49) DI′′ =
⋂

i∈I′′

Di,

where DI′′ = X if I ′′ = ∅. We should distinguish the three similar notations DI,F ,
DII,F , and DII,F,x

, where x is a point on D; the first DI,F is the union of Di for i ∈ II,F
as in (1.48) and the second DII,F (resp. the third DII,F,x

) is the intersection of Di for
i ∈ II,F (resp. for i ∈ II,F ,x) as in (1.49). If there is no risk of confusion, then we use
D∗,F , DI∗,F , and DI∗,F,x

for ∗ = T,W, I, II and for a point x on a divisor with smooth
irreducible components independently on the symbol denoting the divisor.

We compare the logarithmic cleanliness among several settings. As a consequence of
the comparisons, we prove that the log-DI,F ∪DT,F -cleanliness is the weakest condition
among the log-D′-cleanliness for divisors D′ ⊂ D on X when D has simple normal
crossings.

Lemma 1.35 (cf. [Y2, Lemma 2.28 (i)]). Let I ′′ ⊂ I ′ ⊂ I be subsets such that I ′−I ′′ is
contained in III,F (Definition 1.17 (2)) and that D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal cross-
ings. Let x be a closed point of ZF (Definition 1.19 (2)). Suppose that the ramification
of F is log-D′-clean along D at x. Then the ramification of F is log-D′′-clean along D
at x for D′′ =

⋃

i∈I′′ Di. Consequently, the log-D′-cleanliness of the ramification of F
along D implies the log-D′′-cleanliness of the ramification of F along D.

Proof. By Lemma 1.31 (1), we have charD
′

(F)(x′) 6= 0 for the closed point x′ of Z
1/p
F

lying above x. Thus we have charD
′′

(F)(x′) 6= 0 by Lemma 1.25, and first the assertion
holds by Lemma 1.31 (1). The last assertion follows from the first assertion and Remarks
1.30 (1) and (2).

Lemma 1.36 (cf. [Y2, Lemma 2.26 (ii)]). Suppose that D has simple normal crossings.
Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset and let D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Let x be a closed point of ZF (Definition
1.19 (2)). Assume that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D at x. Then the
ramification of F is not log-∅-clean along D at x if and only if one of the following
three conditions holds:
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(1) IT,F ,x 6= ∅ (1.35).

(2) IT,F ,x = ∅, II,F ,x ⊂ I ′, the cardinality of II,F ,x (1.35) is 1, and the image of ξD
′

i (F)
(1.47) in k(x) is 0 for the unique i ∈ II,F ,x.

(3) IT,F ,x = ∅ and the cardinality of II,F ,x is ≥ 2.

Proof. If one of the conditions (1) and (3) holds, then the ramification of F is not
log-∅-clean along D at x by Lemma 1.34 (1) applied to the case where I ′ = ∅. Hence
we may assume that neither the condition (1) nor the condition (3) holds. Then we
have IT,F ,x = ∅ and the cardinality of II,F ,x is ≤ 1. If I ′ ∩ II,F ,x = ∅, then we have
I ′∩Ix ⊂ III,F ,x ((1.34), (1.35)), and the ramification of F is log-∅-clean along D at x by
Lemma 1.35 applied to the case where (I ′, I ′′) is (I ′, ∅). Thus we may assume that the
cardinality of II,F ,x is 1 and that II,F ,x ⊂ I ′. Then the image of ξD

′

i (F) in k(x) for the
unique i ∈ II,F ,x is equal to that of ξi(F) (1.47) in k(x) by Lemma 1.24 (1) applied to
the case where (I ′, I ′′) is (I, I ′). Therefore the desired equivalence follows from Lemma
1.34 (2) with I ′ = ∅.

Lemma 1.37 (cf. [Y2, Lemma 2.28 (i)]). Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di

has simple normal crossings. Let x be a closed point of ZF (Definition 1.19 (2)).
Suppose that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D at x. Let I ′′ ⊂ I ′ ∩ IT,F

(Definition 1.17 (1)) be a subset and let E =
⋃

i∈I−I′′ Di and E
′ =
⋃

i∈I′−I′′ Di. Let F ′

be a smooth sheaf of Λ-modules of rank 1 on V = X − E whose associated character
χ′ : πab

1 (V ) → Λ× has the p-part inducing the p-part of χ. Then the ramification of F ′

is log-E ′-clean along E at x. Consequently, the log-D′-cleanliness of the ramification
of F along D implies the log-E ′-cleanliness of the ramification of F ′ along E.

Proof. The first assertion follows similarly as the proof of Lemma 1.35 using Lemma
1.26 instead of Lemma 1.25. Since we have ZF = ZF ′ by Lemma 1.26, the last assertion
follows from the first assertion and Remarks 1.30 (1) and (2).

Proposition 1.38 (cf. [K2, Remark 4.13]). Suppose that D has simple normal cross-
ings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset and let D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Assume that the ramification of
F is log-D′-clean along D and that IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) is contained in I ′. We
put I = {1, 2, . . . , r}, where r ≥ 1. Let f : X ′ → X be the blow-up along an irreducible
component Y of DI′′ (1.49) for a non-empty subset I ′′ ⊂ I ′, where Y is regarded as a
closed subscheme of X with the reduced subscheme structure. Let D′

i denote the proper
transform of Di for i ∈ I and let D′

0 = f−1(Y ) be the exceptional divisor. We identify
the index set of the irreducible components of f ∗D with I ∪ {0}. Then the following
hold:

(1) R
(f∗D′)red
f∗F = f ∗RD′

F (Definition 1.19 (1)), Zf∗F = (f ∗ZF)red (Definition 1.19 (2)),

and char(f
∗D′)red(f ∗F) = dfD′

(f∗Z
1/p
F )red

(f ∗ charD
′

(f ∗F)) (Definition 1.22). Here

dfD′

(f∗Z
1/p
F )red

(f ∗ charD
′

(f ∗F)) denotes the image by the canonical morphism

Γ((f ∗Z
1/p
F )red,f

∗Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|
(f∗Z

1/p
F )red

)

→ Γ((f ∗Z
1/p
F )red,Ω

1
X′(log(f ∗D′)red)(f

∗RD′

F )|
(f∗Z

1/p
F )red

)
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induced by f of the pull-back

f ∗ charD
′

(F) ∈ Γ((f ∗Z
1/p
F )red, f

∗Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|
(f∗Z

1/p
F )red

)

of the log-D′-characteristic form charD
′

(F) by the morphism (f ∗Z
1/p
F )red → Z

1/p
F

induced by f .

(2) The ramification of f ∗F is log-(f ∗D′)red-clean along (f ∗D)red.

(3) The image of ξ
(f∗D′)red
i (f ∗F) (Definition 1.32 (2)) for i ∈ (I ′ ∪ {0}) ∩ IW,f∗F

(Definiton 1.17 (1)) is equal to that of f ∗ξD
′

i (F) in O
D

′1/p
i

if i ∈ I ′ and to the sum

of the images of f ∗ξD
′

i′ (F) in OD
′1/p
i

for all i′ ∈ I ′′ ∩ IW,F if i = 0.

Proof. We may assume that X is purely of dimension d. Let x be a closed point of
ZF (Definition 1.19 (2)). Since the assertions are local, we may shrink X to a neigh-
borhood of x and we may assume that I = Ix (1.34). We put I ′ = {1, 2, . . . , r′}
for 1 ≤ r′ ≤ r ≤ d. Let (t1, t2, . . . , td) be a local coordinate system at x such
that ti is a local equation of Di for i ∈ I. By shrinking X if necessary, we may
assume that X = SpecA for a k-algebra A, that ti ∈ A for i = 1, 2, . . . , d, that
Di = (ti = 0) for i ∈ I, and that Ω1

X(logD
′) is a free OX-module with the basis

(d log t1, d log t2, . . . , d log tr′, dtr′+1, dtr′+2, . . . , dtd). We put RD′

F =
∑

i∈I niDi and

(1.50) charD
′

(F) =

∑r′

i=1 αid log ti +
∑d

i=r′+1 βidti
∏r

i=1 t
ni
i

,

where αi for i ∈ I
′ and βi for i = r′ + 1, r′ + 2, . . . , d are global sections of Z

1/p
F . Since

the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D, we may assume that αi for some i ∈ I ′

or βi for some i = r′ + 1, r′ + 2, . . . , d is invertible in Z
1/p
F by Lemma 1.31 (1) and by

shrinking X if necessary.
Let i ∈ I ′′ = {1, 2, . . . , r′′}, where 1 ≤ r′′ ≤ r′. We put U ′

i = X ′ − D′
i. We

denote f ∗ti simply by ti in U
′
i and put f ∗ti′ = titi′ for i

′ ∈ I ′′ − {i} and f ∗ti′ = ti′ for
i′ = r′′ + 1, r′′ + 2, . . . , d in U ′

i by abuse of notation. Then D′
0 = (ti = 0) in U ′

i and we
have

(1.51) dfD′

(f∗Z
1/p
F )red

(f ∗ charD
′

(f ∗F)) =

∑r′

i′=1 α
′
i′d log ti′ +

∑d
i′=r′+1 f

∗βi′dti′
∏r

i′=1 t
n′
i′

i′

,

where

(1.52) α′
i′ =

{

f ∗αi′ (i′ 6= i),
∑r′′

i′′=1 f
∗αi′′ (i′ = i)

for i′ = 1, 2, . . . , r′ and

n′
i′ =

{

ni′ (i′ 6= i),
∑r′′

i′′=1 ni′′ (i′ = i)
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for i′ = 1, 2, . . . , r, in U ′
i . Since αi′ for some i′ ∈ I ′ or βi′ for some i′ = r′ + 1, r′ +

2, . . . , d in (1.50) is invertible in Z
1/p
F , there exists α′

i′ for some i′ = 1, 2, . . . , r′ or
f ∗βi′ for some i′ = r′ + 1, r′ + 2, . . . , d in (1.51) that is invertible in k(y′) for each
closed point y′ of (D′

0 ∩ U
′
i)

1/p. Therefore we have dfD′

(f∗Z
1/p
F )red

(f ∗ charD
′

(f ∗F))(y′) 6= 0

for every closed point y′ of D
′1/p
0 . Since X ′ is isomorphic to X outside D′

0, we have

dfD′

(f∗Z
1/p
F )red

(f ∗ charD
′

(f ∗F))(y′) 6= 0 for every closed point y′ of (f ∗Z
1/p
F )red by Lemma

1.31 (2) and the log-D′-cleanliness of the ramification of F along D. Thus the assertion
(1) holds by Lemma 1.27. The assertion (2) holds by the third equality in (1) and
Lemma 1.31 (2). The assertion (3) holds by the third equality in (1) and (1.52), since
f ∗αi′′ |D′

0
= 0 for i′′ ∈ IT,F by Lemma 1.24 (2).

Proposition 1.39. Suppose that D has simple normal crossings and that the ramifica-
tion of F is log-D′-clean along D for some union D′ of irreducible components of D.
Then the ramification of F is log-DI,F ∪DT,F -clean along D, where DI,F and DT,F are
as in (1.48).

Proof. By Remarks 1.30 (1) and (2), it is sufficient to prove that the ramification of F
is log-DI,F ∪ DT,F -clean along D at every closed point x of ZF (Definition 1.19 (2)).
Let x be a closed point of ZF . Then IT,F ,x (1.35) is contained in I ′ by Lemma 1.34 (1).
If II,F ,x (1.35) is contained in I ′, then we have DI,F ∪ DT,F ⊂ D′ in a neighborhood
of x, and the assertion follows from Lemma 1.35 applied to the case where (I ′, I ′′) is
(I ′, II,F ∪ IT,F). If II,F ,x is not contained in I ′, then the cardinality of II,F ,x − I

′ is 1 by
Lemma 1.34 (1), and the image of ξi(F) (1.47) for the unique i ∈ II,F ,x − I

′ in k(x) is
not 0 by Lemma 1.34 (2). Then the ramification of F is log-D-clean along D at x by
Remark 1.33 (3), and the assertion follows from Lemma 1.35 applied to the case where
(I ′, I ′′) is (I, II,F ∪ IT,F).

1.5 Preparation for the main purpose

We devote this subsection to preparation for Subsections 4.4, 4.5, and Section 5, where
we consider computations of the singular support SS(j!F) and the characteristic cycle
CC(j!F) of the zero extension j!F of F by the canonical open immersion j : U → X
in terms of ramification theory. We do not use anything given in this subsection before
Subsection 4.4.

Definition 1.40 (cf. [K2, Lemma 4.2], [Y2, Lemma 2.17 (ii)]). Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset
such that D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings. For i ∈ IW,F (Definition 1.17

(1)) and a closed point x of Di, we define an integer ordD′

(F ; x,Di) to be the largest
non-negative integer n such that

charD
′

(F)|
D

1/p
i ,x′ ∈ m

pn
x′ Ω

1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|
D

1/p
i ,x′,

where x′ denotes the unique point on D
1/p
i lying above x and mx′ ⊂ O

D
1/p
i ,x′ denotes

the maximal ideal at x′.

33



Lemma 1.41 (cf. [K2, Lemma 4.3], [Y2, Lemma 2.18 (i)]). Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such
that D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings. For a closed point x of ZF (Definition
1.19 (2)), the following three conditions are equivalent:

(1) The ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D at x.

(2) ordD
′

(F ; x,Di) = 0 for every i ∈ IW,F ,x (1.35).

(3) ordD
′

(F ; x,Di) = 0 for some i ∈ IW,F ,x.

Proof. Both the conditions (2) and (3) are equivalent to the condition (b) in Lemma
1.31 (1), which is equivalent to the condition (1) by loc. cit..

Definition 1.42. Assume that D has simple normal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset
containing IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) and let D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Assume that the ramifica-
tion of F is log-D′-clean along D.

(1) We regard the image Im ξD
′

i (F) of ξD
′

i (F) (Definition 1.32 (2)) for i ∈ I ′ ∩ IW,F

(Definition 1.17 (1)) as an ideal sheaf of ODi
by Remark 1.33 (2) and denote

by V (Im ξD
′

i (F)) the closed subset of Di defined by Im ξD
′

i (F). We define a
closed subset BD′

I′′,F ⊂ DI′′ ∩ ZF (1.49) for I ′′ ⊂ I ′ (possibly I ′ = ∅) to be DI′′ ∩
⋃

i∈(I−I′)∩IW,F
Di if I

′ ⊂ IT,F and to be the closure ofDI′′∩
⋂

i′∈I′′∩IW,F
V (Im ξD

′

i′ (F))−
⋃

i∈I′−I′′ Di in DI′′ ∩ ZF if I ′′ ∩ IW,F 6= ∅.

We define a closed subset BD′

F ⊂ ZF to be the union of BD′

I′′,F for all non-empty
subsets I ′′ ⊂ I ′.

(2) We define a closed subset ED′

I′′,F ⊂ DI′′ ∩ ZF for I ′′ ⊂ I ′ (possibly I ′ = ∅) to be

the union of the irreducible components of BD′

I′′,F whose codimensions in DI′′ =
⋂

i∈I′′ Di are 0.

We define a closed subset ED′

F ⊂ ZF to be the union of ED′

I′′,F for all (non-empty)
subsets I ′′ ⊂ I ′.

The closed subsets BD′

I′′,F , B
D′

F , ED′

I′′,F , and ED′

F of ZF defined in Definition 1.42 play
key roles in Subsections 4.4, 4.5, and Section 5.

Remark 1.43. Let the assumptions and the notation be as in Definition 1.42. We re-
gard V (Im ξD

′

i (F)) as the closed subscheme ofDi defined by the ideal sheaf Im ξD
′

i (F) ⊂
ODi

for i ∈ I ′ ∩ IW,F .

(1) We regard OX(R
D′

F )|
Z

1/p
F

· charD
′

(F) (Definitions 1.19, 1.22) locally as a direct

summand of Ω1
X(logD

′)|
Z

1/p
F

of rank 1 by the log-D′-cleanliness of the ramification

of F along D. Then the restriction of DI′′ ∩
⋂

i′∈I′′∩IW,F
V (Im ξD

′

i′ (F)) to DI′′ −
⋃

i∈I′−I′′ Di is the maximum subscheme Y of DI′′ ∩ZF −
⋃

i∈I′−I′′ Di such that the
kernel of the composition
(1.53)
Ω1

X |Y 1/p → Ω1
X(logD

′)|Y 1/p → Ω1
X(logD

′)|Y 1/p/(OX(R
D′

F )|Y 1/p · charD
′

(F)|Y 1/p)
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of canonical morphisms is locally free of rank 1 + ♯I ′′. The closed subset ED′

I′′,F

of DI′′ ∩ ZF for I ′′ ⊂ I ′ is empty if I ′′ ⊂ IT,F and is the union of the irreducible
components Y ′ of DI′′ such that the image of ξD

′

i (F) is 0 in OY ′ for every i ∈
I ′′ ∩ IW,F if I ′′ ∩ IW,F 6= ∅.

(2) By Lemma 1.24 (2), the codimension of V (Im ξD
′

i (F)) in X for i ∈ I ′ ∩ IW,F such
that V (Im ξD

′

i (F)) 6= ∅ is 2 if and only if i ∈ II,F (Definition 1.17 (2)). By loc.
cit., we have V (Im ξD

′

i (F)) = Di for i ∈ I
′ ∩ III,F (Definition 1.17 (2)). Hence a

divisor Di for i ∈ I
′∩IW,F is contained in BD′

{i},F if and only if i ∈ I ′∩III,F , namely

we have ED′

{i},F 6= ∅ for i ∈ I
′ ∩ IW,F if and only if i ∈ I ′ ∩ III,F . If i ∈ I ′ ∩ III,F ,

then we have ED′

{i},F = Di. If I ′ ∩ III,F = ∅ and if I ′′ is a non-empty subset of I ′,

then the codimension of BD′

I′′,F in X is ≥ 2, and so is that of ED′

I′′,F .

(3) If ED′

F = ∅, then we have I ′ ∩ III,F = ∅ by (2). If X is a surface, namely is purely
of dimension 2, and if the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D, then the
converse is also true. Actually, suppose that X is a surface and that I ′∩III,F = ∅.
Then we locally have ED′

F = ED′

I′′,F for a subset I ′′ ⊂ I ′ of cardinality 2 by (2).

If x ∈ ED′

F is a closed point, then we have Ix = I ′′ (1.34), and the image of
ξD

′

i (F) in k(x) is 0 for every i ∈ I ′′ ∩ IW,F by (1). Hence the ramification of F
is not log-D′-clean along D at x by Lemma 1.24 (2) and Lemma 1.31 (1), which
contradicts the log-D′-cleanliness of the ramification of F along D at x.

(4) Suppose that I ′∩III,F = ∅. Then each closed point x of ZF satisfying the condition
(1) in Lemma 1.36 is a point on BD′

{i},F for some i ∈ IT,F ,x ⊂ I ′ (1.35). Each closed

point x of ZF satisfying the condition (2) in Lemma 1.36 is also a point on BD′

I′∩Ix,F
,

since the image of ξD
′

i (F) in k(x) is 0 for every i ∈ I ′∩III,F (1.35) by Lemma 1.24
(2). Let x be a closed point of ZF satisfying the condition (3) in Lemma 1.36. If
II,F ,x−I

′ 6= ∅ (1.35), then the image of ξD
′

i (F) in k(x) is 0 for every i ∈ I ′∩IW,F ,x

(1.35) by Lemma 1.24 (1) applied to the case where (I ′, I ′′) is (I, I ′), and hence we
have x ∈ BD′

I′∩Ix,F
, where I ′∩Ix ⊃ I ′∩II,F ,x 6= ∅ by Lemma 1.34 (1). If II,F ,x ⊂ I ′,

then we have x ∈ Di ∩ Di′ for any pair (i, i′) of distinct elements of II,F ,x ⊂ I ′.
Thus the set of points on X where the ramification of F is not log-∅-clean along
D is contained in BD′

F ∪
⋃

i,i′∈I′∩II,F
i 6=i′

(Di∩Di′) by Remarks 1.30 (1) and (2) and by

Lemma 1.36.

We prove that we can eliminate E
DI,F∪DT,F

F by taking blow-ups of X along closed
subschemes of DI,F ∪DT,F , where DI,F and DT,F are as in (1.48).

Lemma 1.44. Suppose that D has simple normal crossings. Assume that the ramifica-
tion of F is log-DI,F ∪DT,F -clean (1.48) along D. Let Y be an irreducible component

of E
DI,F∪DT,F

I′′,F (Definition 1.42 (2)) for a non-empty subset I ′′ ⊂ II,F ∪ IT,F (Definition
1.17). We regard Y as a closed subscheme of X with the reduced subscheme structure.
Let f : X ′ → X be the blow-up of X along Y . Let D′

i be the proper transform of Di

for i ∈ I = {1, 2, . . . , r} and let D′
0 = f−1(Y ) be the exceptional divisor. We identify
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the index set of the irreducible components of f ∗D with I ∪ {0}. Then we have the
following:

(1) 0 ∈ III,f∗F (Definition 1.17 (2)), II,f∗F = II,F , and IT,f∗F = IT,F .

(2) The ramification of f ∗F is log-DI,f∗F ∪DT,f∗F -clean along (f ∗D)red.

(3) Let y ∈ D′
0∩
⋃

i∈II,F∪IT,F
D′

i be a closed point and let z ∈ Y ⊂ X denote the image

of y by f . Then the cardinality ♯(II,f∗F ,y ∪ IT,f∗F ,y) of II,f∗F ,y ∪ IT,f∗F ,y (1.35) is

equal to ♯(II,F ,z ∪ IT,F ,z)−1. If y ∈ E
DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

II,f∗F,y∪IT,f∗F,y,f∗F , where II,f∗F ,y and IT,f∗F ,y

are as in (1.35), then we have z ∈ E
DI,F∪DT,F

II,F,z∪IT,F,z ,F
. If the cardinality of Iz (1.34)

is 2, then the cardinality of II,f∗F ,y ∪ IT,f∗F ,y is 1 and we have y /∈ E
DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

f∗F .

Proof. (1) Since the image of ξ
DI,F∪DT,F

i (F) in OY 1/p is 0 for every i ∈ I ′′ ∩ IW,F

(Definition 1.17 (1)), the image of ξ
(f∗(DI,F∪DT,F ))red
0 (f ∗F) (in O

D
′1/p
0

) is 0 by Proposition

1.38 (3) applied to the case where (I ′, I ′′) is (II,F∪IT,F , I
′′). Therefore the first assertion

follows from Lemma 1.24 (2).

Since X ′ is isomorphic to X outside Y and since the image of ξ
DI,F∪DT,F

i (F) (in

O
D

1/p
i

) is not 0 for i ∈ II,F by Lemma 1.24 (2), the image of ξ
(f∗(DI,F∪DT,F ))red
i (f ∗F) (in

O
D

′1/p
i

) is not 0 for i ∈ II,F by Proposition 1.38 (3). Hence we have II,f∗F = II,F by the

first assertion and Lemma 1.24 (2). By the second equality in Proposition 1.38 (1), we
have IT,f∗F = IT,F .

(2) Since the ramification of f ∗F is log-(f ∗(DI,F ∪ DT,F))red-clean along (f ∗D)red
by Proposition 1.38 (2), the assertion follows from Proposition 1.39.

(3) The first assertion holds by (1). Suppose that y ∈ E
DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

II,f∗F,y∪IT,f∗F,y ,f
∗F . Let Z ′

be the irreducible component of DII,f∗F,y∪IT,f∗F,y
(1.49) such that y ∈ Z ′. We regard

Z ′ as a closed subscheme of X ′ with the reduced subscheme structure. Since we have
DI,f∗F ∪DT,f∗F ⊂ (f ∗(DI,F ∪DT,F))red, the image of ξ

(f∗(DI,F∪DT,F ))red
i (f ∗F) in OZ′1/p is

0 for every i ∈ II,f∗F ,y by Lemma 1.25 and Remark 1.43 (1). Let Z be the irreducible
component of DII,F,z∪IT,F,z

such that z ∈ Z. Then we have Z ⊂ Y and we regard Z
as a closed subscheme of X with the reduced subscheme structure. Then the image
of ξ

DI,F∪DT,F

i (F) in OZ1/p is 0 for every i ∈ II,f∗F ,y by Proposition 1.38 (3). Since the

image of ξ
(f∗(DI,F∪DT,F ))red
0 (f ∗F) (in O

D
′1/p
0

) is 0 as is seen in the proof of (1), the image

of ξ
DI,F∪DT,F

i (F) in OZ1/p is also 0 if i ∈ II,F ,z − II,f∗F ,y by Proposition 1.38 (3). Thus
the second assertion holds.

Suppose that the cardinality of Iz is 2. Then we have Iz = I ′′, since I ′′ is a subset
of Iz of cardinality ≥ 2 by Remark 1.43 (2). Hence the cardinality of II,f∗F ,y ∪ IT,f∗F ,y

is 1 by the first assertion, and we have y /∈ E
DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

f∗F by Remark 1.43 (2).

Proposition 1.45. Suppose that D has simple normal crossings and that the ramifica-
tion of F is log-D′-clean along D for some union D′ of irreducible components of D.
If ED′

F 6= ∅ (Definition 1.42 (2)), then there exist successive blow-ups

f : X ′ = Xs
fs
−→ Xs−1

fs−1
−−→ · · ·

f1
−→ X0 = X
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satisfying the following three conditions:

(1) f1 (resp. fi for i = 2, 3, . . . , s) is the blow-up along an irreducible component Y0
of an intersection of irreducible components of DI,F ∪DT,F (1.48) (resp. an irre-
ducible component Yi−1 of an intersection of irreducible components of DI,(f1◦f2◦···◦fi−1)∗F∪
DT,(f1◦f2◦···◦fi−1)∗F), where Y0 (resp. Yi−1) is regarded as a closed subscheme of X0

(resp. Xi−1) with the reduced subscheme structure.

(2) The ramification of f ∗F is log-DI,f∗F ∪DT,f∗F -clean along (f ∗D)red.

(3) E
DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

f∗F = ∅.

Proof. By Proposition 1.39, the ramification of F is log-DI,F ∪DT,F -clean along D. Let

S0 be the set of subsets I
′′ of II,F ∪ IT,F such that E

DI,F∪DT,F

I′′,F 6= ∅. We take an element
I ′′0 of S0 whose cardinality r0 is the largest among the elements of S0. Let Y0 be an

irreducible component of E
DI,F∪DT,F

I′′0 ,F
. We regard Y0 as a closed subscheme of X with

the reduced subscheme structure. Let f1 : X1 → X be a blow-up of X along Y0. Let D
′
i

denote the proper transform of Di for i ∈ I
′′
0 = {1, 2, . . . , r0} and let D′

0 = f−1
1 (Y0) be

the exceptional divisor. By Lemma 1.44 (1), every closed point of D′
0 −

⋃

i∈II,F∪IT,F
D′

i

is not a point on E
DI,f∗1F∪DT,f∗1F

f∗
1F

. If y is a closed point of D′
0 ∩

⋃

i∈II,F∪IT,F
D′

i such

that y ∈ E
DI,f∗1F∪DT,f∗1F

II,f∗
1
F,y∪IT,f∗

1
F,y ,f

∗
1F

, where II,f∗
1F ,y and IT,f∗

1F ,y are as in (1.35), then we have

f1(y) ∈ E
DI,F∪DT,F

II,F,f1(y)
∪IT,F,f(y),F

and the cardinality of II,f∗
1F ,y ∪ IT,f∗

1F ,y is strictly less than

r0 by Lemma 1.44 (3).
We inductively define fi : Xi → Xi−1 for i > 1 to be the blow-up of Xi−1 as follows,

if E
DI,f∗

1
F∪DT,f∗

1
F

f∗
1F

6= ∅. Let Fi−1 = (f1 ◦ f2 ◦ · · · ◦ fi−1)
∗F and let Si−1 be the set of

subsets I ′′′ of II,Fi−1
∪ IT,Fi−1

such that E
DI,Fi−1

∪DT,Fi−1

I′′′,Fi−1
6= ∅. We take an element I ′′i−1

of Si−1 whose cardinality ri−1 is the largest among the elements of Si−1. Let Yi−1 be

an irreducible component of E
DI,Fi−1

∪DT,Fi−1

I′′i−1,Fi−1
. We regard Yi−1 as a closed subscheme of

Xi−1 with the reduced subscheme structure and define fi : Xi → Xi−1 to be the blow-up
of Xi−1 along Yi−1. By Lemma 1.44 (3), for i ≥ 1 such that Si 6= ∅, there exists an
integer hi > 0 satisfying one of the following two conditions:

(a) Si+hi
6= ∅ and ri > ri+hi

.

(b) Si+h 6= ∅ for h = 1, 2, . . . , hi − 1 and Si+hi
= ∅.

Hence there exists an integer s > 0 such that Si 6= ∅ for i = 0, 1, . . . , s − 1 and that
Ss = ∅. For such s, we put f = f1 ◦ f2 ◦ · · · ◦ fs. Then f satisfies the conditions (1) and
(3). By Lemma 1.44 (2), the composition f also satisfies the condition (2).

At last, we prepare a lemma for a computation of the characteristic cycle CC(j!F)
in the case where X is a surface in Subsection 5.2.
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Lemma 1.46. Suppose that X is a surface, namely is purely of dimension 2, and that
D has simple normal crossings. Let I = {1, 2} and let I ′ = {1} ⊂ I. Let D′ = D1

and let x ∈ D1 ∩ D2. Assume that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D at
x, that I ′ ⊂ II,F (Definition 1.17 (2)), and that x ∈ BD′

F (Definition 1.42 (1)). We
regard the image of ξD

′

1 (F) (Definition 1.32 (2)) as an ideal sheaf of OD1 by Remark
1.33 (2). Then the image of ξD

′

1 (F) defines a divisor ord∅(F ; x,D1)(D2 ∩ D1) on D1

in a neighborhood of x and we have ord∅(F ; x,D2) = 1. With the notation in (1.36)
in Lemma 1.24, we have β2 6= 0 in k(x). If 2 ∈ II,F , then the ramification of F is
log-D-clean along D at x.

Proof. By Lemma 1.34 (1), we have IT,F ,x ⊂ I ′ (1.35). Since I ′ = {1} ⊂ II,F , the first
assertion holds by Lemma 1.24 (1) applied to the case where (I ′, I ′′) is (I ′, ∅). Let the
notation be as in (1.36) in Lemma 1.24. Since x ∈ BD′

F = BD′

{1},F , we have α1 = 0 in

k(x). Therefore we have β2 6= 0 in k(x) by the log-D′-cleanliness of the ramification of
F along D at x and by Lemma 1.31 (1). Since α1 = 0 and β2 6= 0 in k(x), we have
ord∅(F ; x,D2) = 1 by applying Lemma 1.24 (1) to the case where (I ′, I ′′) is (I ′, ∅). If
2 ∈ II,F , then the ramification of F is log-D-clean along D at x by Lemma 1.24 applied
to the case where (I ′, I ′′) is (I, I ′) and by Lemma 1.31 (1), since β2 6= 0 in k(x).

2 Cleanliness and the direct image

Let D′ be a divisor on X with simple normal crossings contained in D. We prove in
Proposition 2.9 (2) that the log-D′-cleanliness of the ramification of F along D is a
sufficient condition for the canonical morphism j!F → Rj∗F to be an isomorphism
when IT,F = ∅ (Definition 1.17 (1)). Here j : U → X denotes the canonical open
immersion as is explained in Conventions.

2.1 Dilatations

This subsection is devoted to preparation for the next subsection. Through this sub-
section, we assume that X is separated over k. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that
D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings. Let TX(logD′) = SpecS•Ω1
X(logD

′) be the
logarithmic tangent bundle of X with logarithmic poles along D′. Let R =

∑

i∈I niDi

with ni ∈ Z≥0 for i ∈ I ′ and with ni ∈ Z≥1 for i ∈ I − I ′. Let Z = Supp(R +D′ −D)
denote the support of R+D′−D. We construct a smooth scheme P (D′⊂D,R) over k such
that Z(D′⊂D,R) = P (D′⊂D,R) ×X Z is canonically isomorphic to TX(logD′)(−R)×X Z.

Definition 2.1 ([AS4, 1.3]). Assume that X is separated over k. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset
such thatD′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings. We define the log productX∗k,D′X
with respect to D′ to be the complement of the proper transform of (D′×kX)∪(X×kD

′)
in the blow-up (X ×k X)′ of X ×k X along the closed subscheme of X ×k X defined by
the product of ideal sheaves IDi×kDi

defining Di ×k Di ⊂ X ×k X for all i ∈ I ′.

Remark 2.2. Let the assumption and the notation be as in Definition 2.1.

(1) If D′ = ∅, then we have X ∗k,D′ X = X ×k X .
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(2) Let pi : X ∗k,D′ X → X for i = 1, 2 be the composition

(2.1) pi : X ∗k,D′ X → X ×k X
pri−→ X

of the canonical morphism and the i-th projection pri. By [AS4, Remark 5.23
(iii)], the composition pi is a smooth morphism for i = 1, 2. Consequently, the
log product X ∗k,D′ X is a smooth scheme over k.

(3) By [AS4, Remark 5.23 (i)], the diagonal δ : X → X ×k X is uniquely lifted to a
morphism

δ̃D′ : X → X ∗k,D′ X.

We call the lift δ̃D′ of δ the log diagonal. By [AS4, Remark 5.23 (iii)], the log
diagonal δ̃D′ : X → X ∗k,D′ X is a regular closed immersion whose normal bundle
TX(X ∗k,D′ X) is canonically isomorphic to TX(logD′).

Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings. If
X = SpecA for a k-algebra A and if Di is defined by ti ∈ A for i ∈ I ′ = {1, 2, . . . , r′},
then we have X ∗k,D′ X = Spec ÃD′ for

ÃD′ = (A⊗k A)

[

(

1⊗ t1
t1 ⊗ 1

)±1

,

(

1⊗ t2
t2 ⊗ 1

)±1

, . . . ,

(

1⊗ tr′

tr′ ⊗ 1

)±1
]

.

If Iδ ⊂ A⊗A is the defining ideal of the diagonal δ : X → X×kX , then the log diagonal
δ̃D′ : X → X ∗k,D′ X (Remark 2.2 (3)) is defined by the ideal

(

Iδ,
1⊗ t1
t1 ⊗ 1

− 1,
1⊗ t2
t2 ⊗ 1

− 1, . . . ,
1⊗ tr′

tr′ ⊗ 1
− 1

)

⊂ ÃD.

Definition 2.3 ([S3, Definition 1.12]). Let

(2.2) E → Q← Y

be closed immersions of schemes. Assume that E is a Cartier divisor on Q. Let Q′ → Q
be the blow-up of Q along the intersection E ∩ Y = E ×Q Y . We define the dilatation
Q(E·Y ) of Q with respect to (E, Y ), or the dilatation Q(E·Y ) of Q with respect to (2.2),
to be the complement of the proper transform of E in Q′.

Remark 2.4. Let the notation be as in Definition 2.3.

(1) If Y = Q in (2.2), then the canonical morphism Q(E·Y ) → Q is an isomorphism
([S3, a remark after Definition 1.12]).

(2) If the intersection EY = E ∩ Y in Q is a Cartier divisor on Y , then the closed
immersion Y → Q is uniquely lifted to an immersion Y → Q(E·Y ) ([S3, a remark
after Example 1.13]). If EY is a Cartier divisor on Y and if Y → Q is a regular
closed immersion, then the immersion Y → Q(E·Y ) is a regular closed immersion
with normal bundle canonically isomorphic to TYQ(−EY ) ([S3, Lemma 1.14.2]).
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Suppose that X is separated over k. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings. We construct a scheme P (D′⊂D) by applying the

construction of dilatation to X ∗k,D′X and prove several properties of P (D′⊂D). We put
D′′ =

⋃

i∈I−I′ Di. By Remark 2.2 (2), the pull-back p∗iD
′′ of D′′ by pi (2.1) is a Cartier

divisor on X ∗k,D′ X for i = 1, 2. We have regular closed immersions

(2.3) p∗iD
′′ → X ∗k,D′ X

δ̃D′

←−− X,

where the first arrow is the canonical closed immersion. We define a scheme P (D′⊂D)

to be the intersection of the dilatations (X ∗k,D′ X)(p
∗
iD

′′·X) of X ∗k,D′ X with respect to
(2.3) for i = 1, 2. The dilatation (X ∗k,D′ X)(p

∗
iD

′′·X) for i = 1, 2 is an open subscheme
of the blow-up (X ∗k,D′ X)′ of X ∗k,D′ X along D′′ = p∗iD

′′ ∩X ⊂ X ⊂ X ∗k,D′ X , and
the scheme P (D′⊂D) is an open subscheme of (X ∗k,D′ X)(p

∗
iD

′′·X) for i = 1, 2.
Suppose that X = SpecA and that Di is defined by ti ∈ A for i ∈ I = {1, 2, . . . , r}.

If I ′ = {1, 2, . . . , r′} with r′ ≤ r and if Iδ denotes the ideal of A ⊗k A defining the
diagonal δ : X → X ×k X , then we have P (D′⊂D) = SpecA(D′⊂D) for

A(D′⊂D) = ÃD′

[

Iδ
∏

i∈I−I′ ti ⊗ 1
,

(

1⊗ tr′+1

tr′+1 ⊗ 1

)±1

, . . . ,

(

1⊗ tr
tr ⊗ 1

)±1

,

(1⊗ t1)− (t1 ⊗ 1)

(t1 ⊗ 1)(
∏

i∈I−I′ ti ⊗ 1)
, . . . ,

(1⊗ tr′)− (tr′ ⊗ 1)

(tr′ ⊗ 1)(
∏

i∈I−I′ ti ⊗ 1)

]

.

Let p′i : P
(D′⊂D) → X for i = 1, 2 denote the composition

(2.4) p′i : P
(D′⊂D) → X ∗k,D′ X

pi
−→ X

of the canonical morphism and the projection pi (2.1).

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that X is separated over k. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that
D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings. Then we have the following for the scheme

P (D′⊂D) defined above:

(1) The projection p′i : P
(D′⊂D) → X (2.4) is a smooth morphism for i = 1, 2.

(2) The inverse image D
(D′⊂D)
i′ of Di′ for i

′ ∈ I by p′i for i = 1, 2 is a smooth divisor on
P (D′⊂D) and is independent of the choice of i = 1, 2. The complement P (D′⊂D) −

D(D′⊂D) of D(D′⊂D) =
⋃

i′∈I D
(D′⊂D)
i′ is U×kU . If D has simple normal crossings,

then D(D′⊂D) is a divisor on P (D′⊂D) with simple normal crossings.

(3) The log diagonal δ̃D′ : X → X ∗k,D′ X (Remark 2.2 (3)) is uniquely lifted to a
regular closed immersion δ(D

′⊂D) : X → P (D′⊂D). The normal bundle of δ(D
′⊂D)

is canonically isomorphic to TX(X ∗k,D′ X)(−D′′), where D′′ =
⋃

i′∈I−I′ Di′.
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Proof. (1) Let δ̃D′ : X → X ∗k,D′ X denote the log diagonal (Remark 2.2 (3)). We
consider the commutative diagram

(2.5) p∗iD
′′ //

��

�

X ∗k,D′ X

pi
��

X
δ̃D′

oo

idX

��

D′′ //X X,
idX

oo

where the first lower horizontal arrow is the canonical regular closed immersion and the
left square is cartesian, for i = 1, 2. Then the upper line in (2.5) is (2.3). By Remark
2.4 (1), the canonical morphism

(2.6) X(D′′·X) → X

from the dilatation of X with respect to the lower line in (2.5) is an isomorphism. Since
the left square in (2.5) is cartesian, the projection pi : X ∗k,D′ X → X is canonically
lifted to a morphism

(2.7) (X ∗k,D′ X)(p
∗
iD

′′·X) → X(D′′·X)

by the universality of blow-ups. Since the intersection p∗iD
′′ ∩ X in X ∗k,D′ X is the

Cartier divisor D′′ on X and since the log diagonal δ̃D′ is a regular closed immersion
by Remark 2.2 (3), the lift (2.7) of pi is smooth by [S3, Corollary 1.17.1]. Since the
projection p′i : P

(D′⊂D) → X is the composition of the canonical morphisms (2.6) and
(2.7) and the canonical open immersion P (D′⊂D) → (X ∗k,D′ X)(p

∗
iD

′′·X), the projection
p′i is a smooth morphism for i = 1, 2.

(2) Since the log product X ∗k,D′ X is the complement of the proper transform of
(D′ ×k X) ∪ (X ×k D

′) in the blow-up of X ×k X along the union of Di ×k Di for all

i ∈ I ′, the inverse image D
(D′⊂D)
i′ of Di′ for i

′ ∈ I ′ by p′i is independent of the choice
of i = 1, 2. Since the scheme P (D′⊂D) is the complement of the proper transform of
p∗1D

′′ ∪ p∗2D
′′ in the blow-up (X ∗k,D′ X)′ of X ∗k,D′ X along D′′(⊂ X) ⊂ X ∗k,D′ X ,

the independence on the choice of p′i for the inverse image D
(D′⊂D)
i′ of Di′ by p′i also

follows for i′ ∈ I − I ′. The regularity of D
(D′⊂D)
i′ for i′ ∈ I follows from (1). By the

constructions of X ∗k,D′ X and P (D′⊂D) as the complements of the proper transforms
of (D′ ×k X) ∪ (X ×k D

′) and p∗1D
′′ ∪ p∗2D

′′ in the blow-ups of X ×k X and X ∗k,D′ X
along the union of Di ×k Di for all i ∈ I ′ and D′′ ⊂ X ∗k,D′ X , respectively, we have
P (D′⊂D) −D(D′⊂D) = U ×k U . If D has simple normal crossings, then so does D(D′⊂D)

by (1).
(3) Since the intersection p∗iD

′′∩X in X ∗k,D′ X is the Cartier divisor D′′ on X and
since δ̃D′ is a regular closed immersion by Remark 2.2 (3), the log diagonal δ̃D′ : X →
X ∗k,D′ X is uniquely lifted to a regular closed immersion

(2.8) X → (X ∗k,D′ X)(p
∗
iD

′′·X)

for i = 1, 2 by Remark 2.4 (2). By loc. cit., the normal bundle of (2.8) is canonically
isomorphic to TX(X ∗k,D′ X)(−D′′) for i = 1, 2. By the universality of blow-ups,
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the composition of the lift (2.8) of δ̃D′ and the canonical open immersion (X ∗k,D′

X)(p
∗
iD

′′·X) → (X ∗k,D′ X)′ to the blow-up of X ∗k,D′ X along D′′ ⊂ X ∗k,D′ X is
independent of the choice of i = 1, 2. Since the scheme P (D′⊂D) is the intersection of
the open subschemes (X ∗k,D′ X)(p

∗
iD

′′·X) of (X ∗k,D′ X)′ for i = 1, 2, the assertions
hold.

We construct the scheme P (D′⊂D,R) for R =
∑

i′∈I ni′Di′ where ni′ ∈ Z≥0 for i′ ∈ I ′

and ni′ ∈ Z≥1 for i′ ∈ I − I ′. We put

R(D′⊂D) =
∑

i′∈I′

ni′D
(D′⊂D)
i′ +

∑

i′∈I−I′

(ni′ − 1)D
(D′⊂D)
i′ .

Here D
(D′⊂D)
i′ denotes the inverse image of Di′ by p

′
i (2.4), which is a smooth divisor

on P (D′⊂D) and is independent of the choice of i = 1, 2 by Lemma 2.5 (2). We consider
the regular closed immersions

(2.9) R(D′⊂D) → P (D′⊂D) δ(D
′⊂D)

←−−−− X,

where the first arrow is the canonical closed immersion and δ(D
′⊂D) is the lift of the

log diagonal δ̃D′ (Remark 2.2 (3)) constructed in Lemma 2.5 (3). We define a scheme
P (D′⊂D,R) to be the dilatation of P (D′⊂D) with respect to (2.9). If D has simple normal

crossings and if I ′ = ∅, then P (D′⊂D) and P (D′⊂D,R) are none other than P
(D)
2 and P

(R)
2

in [S3, Subsection 2.1], respectively.
Suppose that X = SpecA for a k-algebra A and that Di is defined by ti ∈ A for

i ∈ I = {1, 2, . . . , r}. We put I ′ = {1, 2, . . . , r′}, where r′ ≤ r. If Iδ denotes the ideal of
A defining the diagonal δ : X → X ×k X , then we have P (D′⊂D,R) = SpecA(D′⊂D,R) for

A(D′⊂D,R)

= A(D′⊂D)

[

Iδ
∏

i∈I t
ni
i ⊗ 1

,
(1⊗ t1)− (t1 ⊗ 1)

(t1 ⊗ 1)(
∏

i∈I t
ni
i ⊗ 1)

, . . . ,
(1⊗ tr′)− (tr′ ⊗ 1)

(tr′ ⊗ 1)(
∏

i∈I t
ni
i ⊗ 1)

]

.

We prove that P (D′⊂D,R) has the desired property, namely that the fiber product
Z(D′⊂D,R) = P (D′⊂D,R) ×X Z is canonically isomorphic to TX(logD′)×X Z. Let

(2.10) P (D⊂D,R) → P (D′⊂D)

be the canonical morphism and let p′′i : P
(D′⊂D,R) → X for i = 1, 2 denote the compo-

sition

(2.11) p′′i : P
(D′⊂D,R) (2.10)

−−−−→ P (D′⊂D) p′i−→ X

of the morphisms (2.10) and p′i (2.4).

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that X is separated over k. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that
D′ =

⋃

i′∈I Di′ has simple normal crossings. Let R =
∑

i∈I niDi with ni ∈ Z≥0 for
i ∈ I ′ and ni ∈ Z≥1 for i ∈ I − I ′. We put Z = Supp(R +D′ −D). Then we have the
following for the scheme P (D′⊂D,R) defined above:
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(1) The projection p′′i : P
(D′⊂D,R) → X (2.11) is a smooth morphism for i = 1, 2.

(2) The inverse image D
(D′⊂D,R)
i′ of Di′ for i

′ ∈ I by the projection p′′i for i = 1, 2 is
a smooth divisor on P (D′⊂D,R) and is independent of the choice of i = 1, 2. The

complement P (D′⊂D,R)−D(D′⊂D,R) of D(D′⊂D,R) =
⋃

i′∈I D
(D′⊂D,R)
i′ is U×kU . If D

has simple normal crossings, then D(D′⊂D,R) is a divisor on P (D′⊂D,R) with simple
normal crossings.

(3) Let Z(D′⊂D,R) be the inverse image of Z by p′′i , which is independent of the choice
of i = 1, 2 by (2). Then there is a canonical isomorphism

Z(D′⊂D,R) ∼
−→ TX(logD′)(−R)×X Z.

Proof. (1) We prove the assertions similarly as the proof of Lemma 2.5 (1). Let
δ(D

′⊂D) : X → P (D′⊂D) be the regular closed immersion constructed in Lemma 2.5
(3). We put

R′ = R +D′ −D =
∑

i′∈I′

ni′Di′ +
∑

i′∈I−I′

(ni′ − 1)Di′ .

For i = 1, 2, we consider the commutative diagram

(2.12) R(D′⊂D) //

��

�

P (D′⊂D)

p′i
��

X
δ(D

′⊂D)
oo

idX
��

R′ // X X,
idX

oo

where the first lower horizontal arrow is the canonical regular closed immersion and the
left square is cartesian. Then the upper line in (2.12) is (2.9). By Remark 2.4 (1), the
canonical morphism

(2.13) X(R′·X) → X

from the dilatation ofX with respect to the lower line in (2.12) is an isomorphism. Since
the left square in (2.12) is cartesian, the projection p′i : P

(D′⊂D) → X is canonically lifted
to a morphism

(2.14) P (D′⊂D,R) → X(R′·X)

by the universality of blow-ups. Since the intersection of R(D′⊂D) and X in P (D′⊂D) is
identified with the Cartier divisor R′ on X and since the morphism δ(D

′⊂D) is a regular
closed immersion by Lemma 2.5 (3), the lift (2.14) of p′i is smooth by [S3, Corollary
1.17.1]. Since the projection p′′i : P

(D′⊂D) → X is the composition of the isomorphism
(2.13) and the morphism (2.14), the projection p′′i is a smooth morphism for i = 1, 2.

(2) By (1), the inverse image D
(D′⊂D,R)
i′ of Di′ for i

′ ∈ I by p′′i for i = 1, 2 is a smooth
divisor on P (D′⊂D,R). If D has simple normal crossings, then so does D(D′⊂D,R) by loc.
cit..
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We prove the independence of the choice of i = 1, 2 for the inverse image D
(D′⊂D,R)
i′

for i′ ∈ I by p′′i and the equality P (D′⊂D,R) −D(D′⊂D,R) = U ×k U . By the construction
of p′′i as the composition of the canonical morphism (2.10) and p′i, the inverse image

D
(D′⊂D,R)
i′ ofDi′ by p

′′
i is the inverse image of the divisor D

(D′⊂D)
i′ on P (D′⊂D) constructed

in Lemma 2.5 (2) by the morphism (2.10). Hence the independence follows and the
complement P (D′⊂D,R)−D(D′⊂D,R) is equal to the inverse image of P (D′⊂D)−D(D′⊂D) by
the morphism (2.10). Since P (D′⊂D,R) is an open subscheme of the blow-up of P (D′⊂D)

along R′ = R(D′⊂D) ∩X ⊂ P (D′⊂D) and since the support of R′ ⊂ P (D′⊂D) is contained
in D(D′⊂D), the morphism (2.10) induces an isomorphism P (D′⊂D,R) − D(D′⊂D,R) →
P (D′⊂D) −D(D′⊂D) = U ×k U , where the equality holds by Lemma 2.5 (2).

(3) By Remark 2.2 (3), the normal bundle TX(X ∗k,D′ X) of the log diagonal δ̃D′

(Remark 2.2 (3)) is canonically isomorphic to TX(logD′). By Lemma 2.5 (3), the
normal bundle TXP

(D′⊂D) of the lift δ(D
′⊂D) of δ̃D′ constructed in loc. cit. is canonically

isomorphic to TX(X ∗k,D′ X)(−D′′), where D′′ =
⋃

i′∈I−I′ Di′ . Therefore the normal

bundle TXP
(D′⊂D) of δ(D

′⊂D) is canonically isomorphic to TX(logD′)(−D′′). Since the
intersection of R(D′⊂D) and X in P (D′⊂D) is the Cartier divisor R′ on X and since the
morphism δ(D

′⊂D) is a regular closed immersion by Lemma 2.5 (3), there is a canonical
isomorphism

(2.15) P (D′⊂D,R) ×P (D′⊂D) R(D′⊂D) ∼
−→ TX(logD′)(−(R′ +D′′))×X R′

by [S3, Lemma 1.14.1]. Since R = R′ +D′′ and since R(D′⊂D) is the fiber product of R′

and P (D′⊂D) over X , we obtain the desired isomorphism by taking the base change of
(2.15) by the canonical morphism Z = SuppR′ → R′.

2.2 Cleanliness and the direct image

Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings. Suppose

that X is separated over k. Let RD′

F be as in Definition 1.19 (1). We consider the

smooth scheme P (D′⊂D,RD′

F ) over k constructed in the previous subsection. By Lemma

2.6 (2), the inverse image D(D′⊂D,RD′

F ) of D by the projection p′′i : P
(D′⊂D,RD′

F ) → X

(2.11) is independent of the choice of i = 1, 2 and is a divisor on P (D′⊂D,RD′

F ) with

smooth irreducible components. Since the complement P (D′⊂D,RD′

F ) − D(D′⊂D,RD′

F ) is
U ×k U by Lemma 2.6 (2), the canonical open immersion j × j : U ×k U → X ×k X is
uniquely lifted to the canonical open immersion

(2.16) j
(RD′

F )

D′ : U ×k U = P (D′⊂D,RD′

F ) −D(D′⊂D,RD′

F ) → P (D′⊂D,RD′

F ).

Let Li for i ∈ I be the local field at a generic point of D
(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
i . Then the

projections p′′1, p
′′
2 : P

(D′⊂D,RD′

F ) → X induces the morphisms

us,i, vs,i : Ws(Ki)→ Ws(Li),

respectively, for s ≥ 0 and for i ∈ I. Let pri : U ×k U → U denote the i-th projection
for i = 1, 2 and let

(2.17) H = Hom(pr∗2F , pr
∗
1F).
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Let ϕ : πab
1 (U ×k U) → Λ× denote the character corresponding to the smooth sheaf

H of Λ-modules of rank 1 on U ×k U and let ϕ|Li
: GLi

→ Q/Z for i ∈ I denote the
composition

ϕ|Li
: GLi

→ Gab
Li

= πab
1 (SpecLi)→ πab(U ×k U)

ϕ
−→ Λ×

of the canonical morphisms and ϕ. If the order n of χ|Ki
for i ∈ I is prime to p, then

χ|Ki
is defined by a Kummer equation tn = a for the image a in Ki of a section of OU ,

and ϕ|Li
is defined by tn = v1,i(a)/u1,i(a). If the order of χ|Ki

for i ∈ I is ps for s ≥ 0,
then χ|Ki

is defined by an Artin-Schreier-Witt equation F (t)− t = a for the image a in
Ws(Ki) of a section of Ws(OU), and ϕ|Li

is defined by F (t)− t = vs,i(a)− us,i(a). Here
F denotes the Frobenius.

Let FLi
denote the residue field of Li and pi the generic point of Di for i ∈ I. We

put RD′

F =
∑

i∈I niDi. Then we have ni > 0 for i ∈ I ′ ∩ IW,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) and
ni > 1 for i ∈ (I − I ′) ∩ IW,F . By Lemma 2.6 (3), there are canonical injections

ti,ni
: grni

Ω1
Ki

= Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|Di,pi → FLi

for i ∈ I ′ ∩ IW,F and

t′i,ni
: gr′ni

Ω1
Ki
⊗FKi

F
1/p
Ki

= Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|Di,pi ⊗FKi
F

1/p
Ki
→ FLi

⊗FKi
F

1/p
Ki

for i ∈ (I−I ′)∩IW,F . Recall that the refined Swan conductor rsw(χ|Ki
) (Definition 1.9

(1)) and the characteristic form char(χ|Ki
) (Definition 1.9 (2)) for i ∈ IW,F are elements

of grni
Ω1

Ki
and gr′ni

Ω1
Ki
⊗FKi

F
1/p
Ki

, respectively.

Lemma 2.7 (cf. [AS2, Lemma 4.2.3]). Suppose that X is separated over k. Let the
notation be as above.

(1) The character ϕ|Li
for i ∈ IW,F is unramified and is of order p.

(2) Let i ∈ I ′∩IW,F . Then the character ϕ|Li
is defined by the Artin-Schreier equation

tp − t = −ti,ni
(rsw(χ|Ki

)), that is, ϕ|Li
is the image of −ti,ni

(rsw(χ|Ki
)) by the

canonical morphism

(2.18) FLi
→ H1(FLi

,Z/pZ) ⊂ H1(Li,Z/pZ)

of Artin-Schreier theory.

(3) Let i ∈ (I−I ′)∩IW,F . Then the character ϕ|Li
is defined by tp−t = −t′i,ni

(char(χ|Ki
)),

namely, ϕ|Li
is the image of an element of FLi

that is equal to −t′i,ni
(char(χ|Ki

))−

(bp − b) in FLi
⊗FKi

F
1/p
Ki

for some b ∈ FLi
⊗FKi

F
1/p
Ki

by the morphism (2.18).

Proof. Since the assertions are local on the generic point of Di for i ∈ IW,F , we may
assume that D is irreducible and that I = IW,F . Then the assertion (1) for i ∈ I ′∩IW,F

and the assertion (2) are nothing but [AS2, Lemma 4.2.3]. Since χ is the sum of the
p-part and prime to p-part of χ, we may assume that the order of χ is a power of p to
prove the remaining assertions by [Y1, Lemmas 2.7 (ii), (iii)]. Then the assertion (3)
follows from [Y1, Proposition 2.12 (ii)], and the assertion (1) for i ∈ (I − I ′) ∩ IW,F

follows.
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Lemma 2.8. Suppose that X is separated over k. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that
D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings. Then the following hold:

(1) The direct image j
(RD′

F )

D′∗ H of H (2.17) by j
(RD′

F )

D′ : U ×k U → P (D′⊂D,RD′

F ) (2.16) is

a smooth sheaf on P (D′⊂D,RD′

F ).

(2) We regard the log-D′-characteristic form charD
′

(F) as a global section of O
Z

(D′⊂D,RD′
F

)

F

⊗OZF

O
Z

1/p
F

by Lemma 2.6 (3), where ZF (Definition 1.19 (2)) is equal to the support of

RD′

F +D′−D by Lemma 1.21 and we put Z
(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
F = P (D′⊂D,RD′

F )×X ZF . If ZF

is non-empty, then the restriction j
(RD′

F )

D′∗ H|
Z

(D′⊂D,RD′
F

)

F

of j
(RD′

F )

D′∗ H to Z
(D′⊂D,RD′

F )

F is

defined by the Artin-Schreier equation tp − t = − charD
′

(F).

(3) Let x̄ be a geometric point on ZF . Let P
(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
x̄ denote the fiber product of

P (D′⊂D,RD′

F ) and x̄ over X ×k X, where x̄ is regarded as a geometric point on
X ×k X by the diagonal X → X ×k X. If the ramification of F is log-D′-clean

along D at the image x ∈ X of x̄, then j
(RD′

F )

D′∗ H|
P

(D′⊂D,RD′
F

)

x̄

is not constant.

Proof. (1) By the purity of Zariski-Nagata, it is sufficient to prove that ϕ|Li
is unramified

for i ∈ I. Since the assertion is local on the generic point ofDi for i ∈ I, we may assume
that D is irreducible. If I = IW,F , then the assertion follows from Lemma 2.7 (1). If
I = IT,F = I ′, then the assertion is nothing but the last assertion in [Y2, Lemma 2.32
(i)].

Suppose that I = IT,F and that I ′ = ∅. Then, since χ is decomposed to the sum of
its p-part and its prime to p-part, we may assume that χ is of order a power of p or of
order prime to p. If the order of χ is prime to p, then the assertion follows from [Y1,
Lemma 2.7 (i), (ii)]. If the order of χ is a power of p, then the assertion follows from
[Y1, Lemma 2.9 (i)].

(2) By Remark 1.23 (3), the log-D′-characteristic form charD
′

(F) is the unique

global section of O
Z

(D′⊂D,RD′
F

)

F

⊗OZF
O

Z
1/p
F

whose germ at the generic point of D
1/p
i for

i ∈ IW,F is rsw(χ|Ki
) if i ∈ I ′ ∩ IW,F and is char(χ|Ki

) if i ∈ (I − I ′) ∩ IW,F . Thus the
assertion follows from Lemma 2.7 (2) and (3).

(3) By Lemma 2.6 (2), we can identify P
(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
x̄ with the fiber product of Z

(D′⊂D,RD′

F )

F

and x̄ over X ×k X . Then the restriction j
(RD′

F )

D′∗ H|
P

(D′⊂D,RD′
F

)

x̄

is defined by tp − t =

− charD
′

(F) by (2), and is not constant by the log-D′-cleanliness of the ramification of
F along D at x.

Proposition 2.9. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal
crossings.

(1) Suppose that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D at a point x on ZF

(Definition 1.19 (2)). Let x̄ be a geometric point lying above x. Then we have
(Rj∗F)x̄ = 0.
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(2) Suppose that IT,F = ∅ (Definition 1.17 (1)) (or equivalently ZF = D) and that
the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D. Then the canonical morphism
j!F → Rj∗F is an isomorphism.

Proof. Since the assertion is local, we may assume that X is separated over k. Then
the assertion (1) follows similarly as the proof of [Y2, Proposition 2.34] by replacing

(X ∗k X)(Rχ), P
(Rχ)
x̄ , and [Y2, Lemma 2.33] by P (D′⊂D,RD′

F ), P
(D′⊂D,RD′

F )
x̄ , and Lemma

2.8 (3), respectively. The assertion (2) is a consequence of (1), since ZF = X−U when
IT,F = ∅.

3 Singular support and characteristic cycle

Let G be a constructible complex of Λ-modules on X , namely G has the constructible
cohomology sheaves Hi(G) that are 0 except for finitely many i. We recall the singular
support SS(G) of G introduced in [Be] in Subsection 3.1 and the characteristic cycle
CC(G) of G introduced in [S4] in Subsection 3.2.

3.1 Singular support

For a vector bundle E on X , we say that a closed subset C ⊂ E is a closed conical
subset if C is stable under the Gm-action. The base of a closed conical subset C ⊂ E is
the intersection of C and the zero section of E. For a morphism h : W → X of smooth
schemes over k, let

(3.1) dh : T ∗X ×X W → T ∗W

denote the morphism defined by h.

Definition 3.1. Let C ⊂ T ∗X be a closed conical subset.

(1) Let h : W → X be a morphism of smooth schemes over k. We say that h is
C-transversal at w ∈ W if the intersection

(h∗C ∩ dh−1(T ∗
WW ))×W w ⊂ T ∗X ×X w,

where dh is as in (3.1), is contained in the zero section T ∗
XX ×X w.

We say that h is C-transversal if h is C-transversal at every w ∈ W , namely if
the intersection

h∗C ∩ dh−1(T ∗
WW ) ⊂ T ∗X

is contained in the zero section T ∗
XX ×X W .

If h is C-transversal, then we define a closed conical subset

h◦C ⊂ T ∗W

to be the image of h∗C = C ×X W by dh.

47



(2) Let f : X → Y be a morphism of smooth schemes over k. We say that f is
C-transversal at x ∈ X if the inverse image

df−1(C)×X x ⊂ T ∗Y ×Y x,

where df : T ∗Y ×Y X → T ∗X is as in (3.1), is contained in the zero section
T ∗
Y Y ×Y x.

We say that f is C-transversal if f is C-transversal at every x ∈ X , namely the
inverse image

df−1(C) ⊂ T ∗Y

is contained in the zero section T ∗
Y Y ×Y X .

(3) Let (h, f) be a pair of morphisms h : W → X and f : W → Y of smooth schemes
over k. We say that (h, f) is C-transversal if h is C-transversal and f is h◦C-
transversal.

Remark 3.2. (1) In Definition 3.1 (1), if the morphism h : W → X is C-transversal,
then the restriction dh|h∗C : h

∗C → T ∗W of dh to h∗C = C ×X W ⊂ T ∗X ×X W
is finite by [Be, Lemma 1.2 (ii)]. Hence the image h◦C ⊂ T ∗W of h∗C by dh is
a closed conical subset of T ∗W and, if further h∗C is purely of dimension e, then
so is h◦C.

If the morphism h : W → X is a smooth morphism over k, then the morphism dh
is injective. Thus the smooth morphism h is C-transversal and the closed conical
subset h◦C ⊂ T ∗W is isomorphic to h∗C ⊂ T ∗X ×X W .

(2) For a closed conical subset C ⊂ T ∗X , the C-transversality of a morphism h : W →
X of smooth schemes over k is an open condition on W by [Be, Lemma 1.2 (i)].

(3) Let C,C ′ ⊂ T ∗X be two closed conical subsets. If C ′ ⊂ C, then every C-
transversal morphism h : W → X is C ′-transversal and so is every C-transversal
morphism f : X → Y . Therefore so is every C-transversal pair of morphisms. In
general, a morphism h : W → X of smooth schemes over k is C ∪C ′-transversal if
and only if h is C-transversal and is C ′-transversal. It also holds for a morphism
f : X → Y of smooth schemes over k and a pair (h, f ′) of morphisms h : W → X
and f ′ : W → Y of smooth schemes over k, respectively.

Definition 3.3 ([Be, 1.2]). Let f : X → Y be a proper morphism to a smooth scheme
Y over k and let C ⊂ T ∗X be a closed conical subset. Then we define a closed conical
subset

f◦C ⊂ T ∗Y

to be the image by the projection pr1 : T
∗Y ×Y X → T ∗Y of the inverse image df−1(C)

of C by df : T ∗Y ×Y X → T ∗X (3.1).

There is a compatibility of the closed conical subset f◦C of T ∗Y for a proper mor-
phism f : X → Y and a closed conical subset C ⊂ T ∗X with the composition of proper
morphisms:
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Lemma 3.4. Let f : X → Y and g : Y → Z be proper morphisms of smooth schemes
over k. Let C ⊂ T ∗X be a closed conical subset. Then we have (g ◦ f)◦C = g◦(f◦C).

Proof. We consider the diagram

T ∗Z ×Z X
dgX

//

pr

��

T ∗Y ×Y X
df

//

pr1
��

T ∗X

T ∗Z ×Z Y dg
//

pr1
��

T ∗Y

T ∗Z,

where pr : T ∗Z ×Z X → T ∗Z ×Z Y denotes the projection and dgX : T ∗Z ×Z X →
T ∗Y ×Y X is the base change of dg (3.1) by f . Since the square is cartesian, we obtain
the desired equality.

The singular support SS(G) of G is defined as follows:

Definition 3.5 ([Be, 1.3]). Let G be a constructible complex of Λ-modules on X and
let C ⊂ T ∗X be a closed conical subset.

(1) We say that G is micro-supported on C if f is locally acyclic relative to h∗G for
every C-transversal pair (h, f) of morphisms h : W → X and f : W → Y of
smooth schemes over k.

(2) We define the singular support SS(G) of G to be the smallest closed conical subset
where G is micro-supported.

The existence of the singular support follows from [Be, Theorem 1.3].

Remark 3.6. Let G be a constructible complex of Λ-modules on X .

(1) Since the local acyclicity is an étale local condition, the singular support SS(G)
of G is defined étale locally ([Be, Theorem 1.4 (i)]).

(2) If X is purely of dimension d, then so is the singular support SS(G) of G ([Be,
Theorem 1.3 (ii)]).

(3) If G is micro-supported on a closed conical subset C ⊂ T ∗X , then G is micro-
supported on C ′ for every closed conical subset C ′ ⊂ T ∗X containing C. Indeed,
if C ⊂ C ′, then every C ′-transversal pair (h, f) is C-transversal by Remark 3.2
(3), and the assertion follows. Consequently, the complex G is micro-supported
on a closed conical subset C ⊂ T ∗X if and only if the singular support SS(G) of
G is contained in C.

Let Db
c(X,Λ) denote the derived category of constructible complexes of Λ-modules

on X . We recall properties of singular supports.
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Lemma 3.7 (cf. [Be, Lemma 2.1 (iv)]). Let G, G ′, and G ′′ be constructible complexes
of Λ-modules on X and let G ′ → G → G ′′ → be a distinguished triangle in Db

c(X,Λ).
Then we have

SS(G ′) ⊂ SS(G) ∪ SS(G ′′).

Proof. We put C = SS(G) ∪ SS(G ′′) so that both G and G ′′ are micro-supported on
C by Remark 3.6 (3). Let (h, f) be a C-transversal pair of morphisms h : W → X
and f : W → Y . We prove that f is locally acyclic relative to h∗G ′, which deduces the
assertion. By [Be, Theorem 1.5], we may assume that Y is a smooth curve over k. Let
w be a point on W and w̄ an algebraic geometric point lying above w. We consider the
morphism

(3.2) h∗G ′w̄

��

// h∗Gw̄ //

��

h∗G ′′w̄

��

//

ϕw̄(h
∗G ′, f) // ϕw̄(h

∗G, f) // ϕw̄(h
∗G ′′, f) //

of distinguished triangles of complexes on w̄. Here the symbol ϕw̄ denotes the stalk of
nearby cycle complex at w̄. Since f is locally acyclic relative to both h∗G and h∗G ′′,
the middle and right vertical arrows in (3.2) are isomorphisms. Hence the left vertical
arrow is an isomorphism, and f is locally acyclic relative to h∗G.

Theorem 3.8 ([Be, Theorems 1.4 (i), 1.5, Lemmas 2.2 (ii), 2.5 (i)]). We have the
following for a constructible complex G of Λ-modules on X:

(1) Let h : W → X be a smooth morphism. Then we have SS(h∗G) = h◦SS(G).

(2) Let i : X → Y be a closed immersion to a smooth scheme Y over k. Then we
have SS(i∗G) = i◦SS(G).

(3) Let f : X → Y be a proper morphism to a smooth scheme Y over k. Then we
have SS(Rf∗G) ⊂ f◦SS(G).

Let h : W → X be a separated morphism of schemes of finite type over k. We define
a morphism

(3.3) ch,G : h
∗G ⊗L

Λ Rh
!Λ→ Rh!G

to be the adjunction of the composition

Rh!(h
∗G ⊗L

Λ Rh
!Λ)→ G ⊗L

Λ Rh!Rh
!Λ

id⊗ε
−−→ G ⊗L

Λ Λ = G,

where the first arrow is the inverse of the isomorphism of the projection formula and
ε : Rh!Rh

!Λ→ Λ denotes the adjunction mapping.

Definition 3.9 ([S4, Definition 8.5]). Let G be a constructible complex of Λ-modules
on X and let h : W → X be a separated morphism of smooth schemes over k. We
say that the morphism h : W → X is G-transversal if the morphism ch,G (3.3) is an
isomorphism.
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Proposition 3.10 ([Y2, Lemma 1.12], cf. [S4, Proposition 8.8.1]). Let

(3.4) h∗V = V ×X W
j′

//

��

W

h
��

V
j

// X

be a cartesian diagram of smooth schemes over k. Assume that the horizontal arrows
in (3.4) are open immersions and that the morphism h : W → X is separated over k.
Let H be a smooth sheaf of Λ-modules on V such that both of the canonical morphisms

j!H → Rj∗H

and
j′!h

∗H → Rj′∗h
∗H

are isomorphisms. Then the separated morphism h : W → X is j!H-transversal.

Proposition 3.11 ([Y2, Proposition 1.13], cf. [S4, Proposition 8.13]). Let G be a con-
structible complex of Λ-modules on X and let C ⊂ T ∗X be a closed conical subset. Then
the following are equivalent:

(1) The complex G is micro-supported on C.

(2) The support SuppG ⊂ X of G is contained in the base C ∩ T ∗
XX ⊂ X of C and

every separated C-transversal morphism is G-transversal.

3.2 Characteristic cycle

We first recall the notion that a point is at most a characteristic point to define char-
acteristic cycles.

Definition 3.12 ([S4, Definition 5.3.1]). Let C ⊂ T ∗X be a closed conical subset. Let
h : W → X be an étale morphism and let f : W → Y be a morphism to a smooth curve

Y over k. Let w ∈ W be a closed point. If the restriction X
h
←− W − {w}

f
−→ Y of the

pair (h, f) to W −{w} is C-transversal, then we say that w ∈ W is at most an isolated
C-characteristic point of f .

Let G be a constructible complex of Λ-modules on X . Then the characteristic cycle
CC(G) of G is defined as follows:

Definition 3.13 ([S4, Definition 5.10, Theorem 5.18]). Assume that X is purely of
dimension d. Let G be a constructible complex of Λ-modules on X and let C ⊂ T ∗X
be a closed conical subset of pure dimension d containing the singular support SS(G)
of G. Let {Ca}a denote the irreducible components of C. We define the characteristic
cycle CC(G) to be a unique Z-linear combination A =

∑

ama[Ca] ∈ Zd(T
∗X), which is

independent of the choice of C, satisfying the following Milnor formula ([S4, Theorem
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5.9]): If h : W → X is an étale morphism and if f : W → Y is a morphism to a smooth
curve Y over k, then we have

(3.5) − dimtot φw(h
∗G, f) = (h∗A, df)T ∗W,w

for every at most isolated characteristic point w ∈ W of f . In (3.5), the left-hand side
denotes −

∑

i(−1)
i dimtotφi

w(h
∗G, f), where dimtotφi

w(h
∗G, f) is the total dimension

of the stalk at w of the i-th cohomology sheaf of the vanishing cycle complex φ(h∗G, f).
The right-hand side denotes the intersection number supported on the fiber of T ∗W at
w of h∗A with the section df ⊂ T ∗W defined by the pull-back of a basis of T ∗Y .

Remark 3.14. Let G be a constructible complex of Λ-modules on X .

(1) Since the singular support SS(G) of G is defined étale locally by Remark 3.6 (1)
and since the statement of Milnor formula ([S4, Theorem 5.9]) is étale local, the
characteristic cycle CC(G) of G is defined étale locally ([S4, Lemma 5.11.2]).

(2) By the definition of CC(G) as a linear combination of the prime cycles defined
by the irreducible components of SS(G), the support of the characteristic cycle
CC(G) of G is contained in the singular support SS(G) of G.

We recall properties of characteristic cycles.

Lemma 3.15 ([S4, Lemma 5.13.1]). Suppose that X is of pure dimension. Let G, G ′,
and G ′′ be constructible complexes of Λ-modules on X and let G ′ → G → G ′′ → be a
distinguished triangle in Dc

b(X,Λ). Then we have

CC(G) = CC(G ′) + CC(G ′′).

Proposition 3.16 ([S4, Proposition 5.14]). Let G be a constructible complex of Λ-
modules on X. Suppose that X is of pure dimension and that G is a perverse sheaf on
X. Then we have the following for the characteristic cycle CC(G) of G:

(1) CC(G) ≥ 0.

(2) The support of CC(G) is equal to the singular support SS(G) of G.

Corollary 3.17 (cf. [Y2, Lemma 1.7]). Suppose that X is purely of dimension d. Let
j : V → X be an affine open immersion and let H be a smooth sheaf of Λ-modules on
V . Then we have the following for the characteristic cycle CC(j!H) of j!H:

(1) (−1)dCC(j!H) ≥ 0.

(2) The support of CC(j!H) is equal to the singular support SS(j!H) of j!H.

Proof. By [BBD, Examples 4.0, Corollaire 4.1.10 (i)], the complex j!H[d] is a perverse
sheaf on X . By Lemma 3.15, we have CC(j!H) = (−1)dCC(j!H[d]).

(1) By Proposition 3.16 (1), we have (−1)dCC(j!H) = CC(j!H[d]) ≥ 0.
(2) By Proposition 3.16 (2), the support of CC(j!H) = (−1)dCC(j!H[d]) is equal to

SS(j!H[d]). Since the support of CC(j!H) is contained in SS(j!H) by Remark 3.14 (2),
we have SS(j!H[d]) ⊂ SS(j!H). Conversely, we have SS(j!H) ⊂ SS(j!H[d]) by Lemma
3.7.
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Proposition 3.18 (cf. [SY, Theorem 0.1]). Suppose that X is of pure dimension. Let
j : V → X be an affine open immersion and let H and H′ be two smooth sheaves of Λ-
modules of rank 1 on V such that the p-parts of the characters πab

1 (V )→ Λ× associated
to H and H′ are the same. Then we have the following:

(1) SS(j!H) = SS(j!H
′).

(2) CC(j!H) = CC(j!H
′).

Proof. The assertion (2) is a special case of [SY, Theorem 0.1]. The assertion (1) is a
consequence of (2) and Corollary 3.17 (2).

Definition 3.19 (cf. [S4, Definition 7.1]). Suppose that X is purely of dimension d.
Let C ⊂ T ∗X be a closed conical subset whose irreducible components {Ca}a are
of dimension d. Let h : W → X be a morphism from a smooth scheme W of pure
dimension e over k.

(1) We say that the morphism h : W → X is properly C-transversal if h is C-
transversal and if h∗C = C ×X W is purely of dimension e.

(2) Assume that the morphism h : W → X is properly C-transversal. We define
h!A ∈ Ze(T

∗W ) for A =
∑

ama[Ca] ∈ Zd(T
∗X) to be the push-forward of

(−1)d−e
∑

ama[h
∗Ca] ∈ Ze(T

∗X ×X W ) by dh : T ∗X ×X W → T ∗W (3.1).

Theorem 3.20 ([S4, Theorem 7.6]). Assume that X is of pure dimension. Let G be a
constructible complex of Λ-modules on X and let h : W → X be a properly C-transversal
morphism for a closed conical subset C ⊂ T ∗X. If G is micro-supported on C, then we
have

CC(h∗G) = h!CC(G).

Suppose that X is purely of dimension d. Let C ⊂ T ∗X be a closed conical subset
of pure dimension d. For a proper morphism f : X → Y to a smooth scheme Y of pure
dimension e over k, we define a morphism

(3.6) f! : Zd(C) = CHd(C)
pr1∗◦ df

!

−−−−−→ CHe(f◦C)

to be the composition of the Gysin homomorphism df ! : CHd(C) → CHe(df
−1(C))

([F, 6.6]) defined by the l.c.i. morphism df : T ∗Y ×Y X → T ∗X (3.1) and the push-
forward pr1∗ : CHe(df

−1(C))→ CHe(f◦C) defined by the first projection pr1 : T
∗Y ×Y

X → T ∗Y . If every irreducible component of f◦C is of dimension ≤ e, then we have
CHe(f◦C) = Ze(f◦C) and the morphism f! (3.6) defines the morphism

(3.7) f! : Zd(C)→ Ze(f◦C)

of abelian groups ([S5, (2.3)]).
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Lemma 3.21 ([S4, Lemma 5.13.2]). Suppose that X is of pure dimension. Let G be a
constructible complex of Λ-modules on X and let i : X → Y be a closed immersion to a
smooth scheme Y of pure dimension over k. Then we have

CC(i∗G) = i!CC(G).

Consequently, if i′ : Y → Z is another closed immersion to a smooth scheme Z of pure
dimensions over k, then we have

(3.8) (i′ ◦ i)!CC(G) = i′!i!CC(G).

Proof. The first assertion is none other than [S4, Lemma 5.13.2]. We prove the second
assertion. By the first assertion, both sides of (3.8) are equal to CC((i′ ◦ i)∗G) =
CC(i′∗i∗G).

Lemma 3.22. Suppose that X is of pure dimension. Let j : V → X be an affine
open immersion and let H be a smooth sheaf of Λ-modules on V . If i : X → Y is a
closed immersion to a smooth scheme Y of pure dimension over k, then the support of
i!CC(j!H) is i◦SS(j!H).

Proof. By Lemma 3.21, we have i!CC(j!H) = CC(i∗j!H). By Theorem 3.8 (2), we
have i◦SS(j!H) = SS(i∗j!H). Therefore it is sufficient to prove that the support of
CC(i∗j!H) is SS(i∗j!H). By [BBD, Examples 4.0, Corollaire 4.1.3], the complex i∗j!H[d]
is a perverse sheaf on Y . Then the assertion follows similarly as the proof of Corollary
3.17 (2) with j!H replaced by i∗j!H.

4 Log-D′-characteristic cycle and a candidate of sin-

gular support

Let j : U → X denote the canonical open immersion as is explained in Conventions.
For a divisor D′ on X with simple normal crossings contained in D and containing DT,F

(1.48), we define the log-D′-characteristic cycle CC log
D′ (j!F) of j!F in Definition 4.1 (4)

when the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D (Definition 1.29 (2)). We construct
a closed conical subset SD′(j!F) ⊂ T ∗X as a union of conormal bundles and the inverse
image τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)) of the support S

log
D′ (j!F) of CC

log
D′ (j!F) by the canonical morphism

τD′ : T ∗X → T ∗X(logD′) in Definition 4.15, when D has simple normal crossings. We
prove that the singular support SS(j!F) (Definition 3.5 (2)) is contained in SD′(j!F) in
Theorem 4.21. If further the dimension of the inverse image τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)) is the same

as that of X , then SS(j!F) is proved to be contained in τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) ⊂ SD′(j!F) in

Corollary 4.31 and we prove that the characteristic cycle CC(j!F) (Definition 3.13) is
determined by the pull-back τ !D′CC

log
D′ (j!F) in some sense in Proposition 4.33.

4.1 Log-D′-characteristic cycle

We define the log-D′-characteristic cycle CC log
D′ (j!F) of j!F when the ramification of

F is log-D′-clean along D, where D′ is a divisor on X with simple normal crossings
contained in D.
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Definition 4.1 (cf. [K2, (3.4.4)], [S3, Definition 3.5.1]). Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such
that D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings. Assume that the ramification of F is

log-D′-clean along D. Let RD′

F and ZF be as in Definition 1.19 (1) and (2), respectively,
and let charD

′

(F) be the log-D′-characteristic form of F (Definition 1.22).

(1) We define a closed subscheme

L′D′

F ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)×X Z
1/p
F

to be the sub line bundle of T ∗X(logD′)×X Z
1/p
F defined by the invertible sheaf

OX(−R
D′

F )|
Z

1/p
F

· charD
′

(F), which is locally a direct summand of Ω1
X(logD

′)|
Z

1/p
F

by the log-D′-cleanliness of the ramification of F along D.

For i ∈ IW,F (Definition 1.17 (1)), we define a closed subscheme

L′D′

i,F ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)×X D
1/p
i

to be the the sub line bundle of T ∗X(logD′) ×X D
1/p
i defined by the invertible

sheaf OX(−R
D′

F )|
D

1/p
i
· charD

′

(F)|
D

1/p
i

.

(2) Let f : Z
1/p
F → ZF and fi : D

1/p
i → Di for i ∈ IW,F be the structure morphisms

(1.20). We define a closed subscheme

LD′

F ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)

to be the image of L′D′

F by the canonical morphism

T ∗X(logD′)×X Z
1/p
F → T ∗X(logD′)×X ZF ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)

with the closed subscheme structure satisfying the equality [LD′

F ] = f∗[L
′D′

F ] as
algebraic cycles on T ∗X(logD′).

For i ∈ IW,F , we define a closed subscheme

LD′

i,F ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)

to be the image of L′D′

i,F by the canonical morphism

T ∗X(logD′)×X D
1/p
i → T ∗X(logD′)×X Di ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)

with the closed subscheme structure satisfying the equality [LD′

i,F ] = fi∗[L
′D′

i,F ] as
algebraic cycles on T ∗X(logD′).

(3) Assume that IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) is contained in I ′. Then we define the

log-D′-singular support S log
D′ (j!F) of j!F by

S log
D′ (j!F) = T ∗

XX(logD′) ∪ LD′

F ,

which is a closed conical subset of T ∗X(logD′).
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(4) Assume that X is purely of dimension d and that IT,F is contained in I ′. Then

we define the log-D′-characteristic cycle CC log
D′ (j!F) by

CC log
D′ (j!F) = (−1)d([T ∗

XX(logD′)] +
∑

i∈IW,F

swD′

(χ|Ki
)[LD′

i,F ]) ∈ Zd(T
∗X(logD′)),

where swD′
(χ|Ki

) is as in (1.31).

Remark 4.2. Let the notation be as in Definition 4.1. Suppose that the ramification
of F is log-D′-clean along D.

(1) In Definition 4.1 (1) (resp. (2)), the closed conical subsets L′D′

i,F ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)×X

Z
1/p
F (resp. LD′

i,F ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)) for i ∈ IW,F are the irreducible components of

L′D′

F (resp. of LD′

F ), and we have L′D′

F =
⋃

i∈IW,F
L′D′

i,F (resp. LD′

F =
⋃

i∈IW,F
LD′

i,F).

(2) By Remark 1.23 (2), both the sub line bundles L′D′

F ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)×X Z
1/p
F and

LD′

F ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)×X ZF are stable under the replacement of χ by the p-part of
χ. Therefore so is S log

D′ (j!F), and so is CC log
D′ (j!F) by (1) and Remark 1.6 (1).

(3) Suppose that D has simple normal crossings. Then the closed subscheme LD
i,F ⊂

T ∗X(logD) for i ∈ IW,F is the same as Imϕpi in [K2, (3.4.4)], where pi is the
generic point of Di, and Li,χ in [Y2, the remark before Definition 3.1] by Remark

1.23 (4). The closed subscheme L′ ∅
i,F ⊂ T ∗X ×X Z

1/p
F is the same as L′′

i,χ in [Y2,
the remark after Lemma 2.18] by Remark 1.23 (4), and is equal to Lχ|Ki

in [S4,
the remark before Proposition 4.13] by [Y1, Corollary 2.13 (i)] and Remark 1.30
(3). The cycle [L∅

i,F ] on T ∗X defined by L∅
i,F is the same as [L′

i,χ] in [Y2, the
remark after Lemma 2.18] and πχ|Ki

∗[Lχ|Ki
] in [S4, the remark before Theorem

7.14].

(4) Let the assumptions be as in Definition 4.1 (4). Since swD′
(χ|Ki

) > 0 for i ∈ IW,F ,

we have (−1)dCC log
D′ (j!F) > 0 and the support of CC log

D′ (j!F) is the log-D
′-singular

support S log
D′ (j!F) of j!F by (1).

(5) Let the assumptions be as in Definition 4.1 (4). Suppose further that D has
simple normal crossings. Then the log-D-characteristic cycle CC log

D (j!F) is the
same as Charlog(X,U, χ) in [Y2, Definition 3.1], which is a modification of [K2,
(3.4.4)], by (3) and Remark 1.30 (3), and is equal to CC(F) in [S1, Definition 3.6]
by [AS3, Corollaire 9.12] and Remark 1.30 (3). By (3), by [Y1, Theorem 3.1], and
by Remark 1.30 (3), the log-∅-characteristic cycle CC log

∅ (j!F) is equal to C(j!F)
in [S4, the remark before Theorem 7.14], which is equal to the characteristic cycle
CC(j!F) of j!F (Definition 3.13) by [S4, Theorem 7.14].

In order to discuss compatibilities with morphisms of schemes, we recall the theory
of logarithmic transversality introduced in [Y2, Subsection 3.2]. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset
such that D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings. Let

(4.1) CD′ =
⋃

I′′⊂I′

T ∗
DI′′

X ⊂ T ∗X
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be the union of the conormal bundles T ∗
DI′′

X of DI′′ =
⋂

i∈I′′ Di ⊂ X for all subsets
I ′′ ⊂ I ′ including I ′′ = ∅. If I ′′ = ∅, then T ∗

DI′′
X is the zero section T ∗

XX of T ∗X by
convention.

By [S4, Lemma 3.4.5], a morphism h : W → X of smooth schemes over k is CD′-
transversal (Definition 3.1 (1)) if and only if the pull-back h∗Di = Di ×k W for i ∈ I ′

is a smooth divisor on W and if h∗D′ = D′ ×k W is a divisor on W with simple
normal crossings. Therefore, if a morphism h : W → X of smooth schemes over k is
CD′-transversal, then the morphism h induces the morphism

(4.2) dhD
′

: T ∗X(logD′)×X W → T ∗W (log h∗D′).

Definition 4.3 ([Y2, Definition 3.6]). Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di

has simple normal crossings and let CD′ be as in (4.1). Let h : W → X be a CD′-
transversal morphism of smooth schemes over k and let C be a closed conical subset of
T ∗X(logD′). Then we say that h is log-D′-C-transversal at w ∈ W if the subset

(h∗C ∩ dhD
′−1

(T ∗
WW (log h∗D′)))×W w ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)×X w,

where dhD
′
is as in (4.2), is contained in the zero section T ∗

XX(logD′)×X w.
We say that h is log-D′-C-transversal if h is log-D′-C-transversal at every w ∈ W ,

namely if the intersection

h∗C ∩ dhD
′−1

(T ∗
WW (log h∗D′)) ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)×X W

is contained in the zero section T ∗
XX(logD′)×X W .

If h is log-D′-C-transversal, then we define a closed conical subset

h◦C ⊂ T ∗W (log h∗D′)

to be the image of h∗C by dhD
′
.

Remark 4.4. Let the notation be as in Definition 4.3.

(1) In the last part of Definition 4.3, if the morphism h : W → X is log-D′-transversal,
then the image h◦C of h∗C = C ×X W by dhD

′
is a closed conical subset of

T ∗W (log h∗D′), since the restriction dhD
′
|h∗C : h

∗C → T ∗W (log h∗D′) of dhD
′
to

h∗C ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)×X W is finite by [S4, Lemma 3.1].

(2) Let C,C ′ ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) be two closed conical subsets. If C ′ ⊂ C, then every
log-D′-C-transversal morphism h : W → X is log-D′-C ′-transversal. Generally, a
CD′-transversal morphism h : W → X of smooth schemes over k is log-D′-C ∪C ′-
transversal if and only if h is log-D′-C-transversal and is log-D′-C ′-transversal.

(3) Let h : W → X be a CD′-transversal morphism of smooth schemes over k. Since
we have h∗T ∗

XX(logD′) = T ∗
XX(logD′)×XW , the morphism h is log-D′-T ∗

XX(logD′)-
transversal and we have h◦T ∗

XX(logD′) = T ∗
WW (log h∗D′). Therefore h is log-D′-

T ∗
XX(logD′) ∪ C-transversal for a closed conical subset C ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) if and

only if h is log-D′-C-transversal by (2).
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Similarly as the C-transversality of a morphism h : W → X of smooth schemes
over k for a closed conical subset C ⊂ T ∗X , the log-D′-C ′-transversality of a CD′-
transversal morphism h′ : W ′ → X of smooth schemes over k for a closed conical subset
C ′ ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) is an open condition on W (cf. Remark 3.2 (2)):

Lemma 4.5 (cf. [Be, Lemma 1.2 (i)]). Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di

has simple normal crossings and let C ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) be a closed conical subset. For a
morphism h : W → X of smooth schemes over k, the set of points on W at which h is
log-D′-C-transversal is an open subset of W .

Proof. The assertion follows, since the considered subset ofW is the complement of the
image of the closed subset

P(h∗C ∩ dhD
′−1

(T ∗
WW (log h∗D′))) ⊂ P(T ∗X(logD′)×X W )

of the projective space bundle onW associated to the vector bundle T ∗X(logD′)×XW
on W by the canonical projection P(T ∗X(logD′)×X W )→W .

For two divisors E ′ ⊂ E on X with simple normal crossings, let

(4.3) τE′/E : T ∗X(logE ′)→ T ∗X(logE)

denote the canonical morphism of vector bundles on X . If E ′ = ∅, then we simply
denote τ∅/E : T ∗X → T ∗X(logE) by

(4.4) τE : T ∗X → T ∗X(logE).

The closed conical subset CE ⊂ T ∗X (4.1) is equal to the inverse image by τE : T ∗X →
T ∗X(logE) of the zero section T ∗

XX(logE) ⊂ T ∗X(logE) as sets, namely, we have

(4.5) CE = τ−1
E (T ∗

XX(logE)).

If {Eθ}θ∈Θ denotes the irreducible components of E and if EΘ′ denotes the intersection
⋂

θ∈Θ′ Eθ for each subset Θ′ ⊂ Θ, then we have

(4.6) [τ−1
E (T ∗

XX(logE))] =
∑

Θ′⊂Θ

[T ∗
EΘ′

X ]

as algebraic cycles on T ∗X .
The transversality and the log-D′-transversality for a CD′-transversal morphism of

smooth schemes over k are equivalent in the following sense:

Proposition 4.6 ([Y2, Proposition 3.9]). Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di

has simple normal crossings. Let CD′ be as in (4.1) and let τD′ : T ∗X → T ∗X(logD′)
be as in (4.4). Let h : W → X be a CD′-transversal morphism of smooth schemes over k
and let C ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) be a closed conical subset. Then the following two conditions
are equivalent:

(1) h is log-D′-C-transversal.
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(2) h is τ−1
D′ (C)-transversal.

Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings. Let

(4.7) CD′⊂D = CD′ ∪
⋃

i∈I−I′

T ∗
Di
X ⊂ T ∗X

be the union of CD′ (4.1) and the conormal bundles T ∗
Di
X of Di ⊂ X for all i ∈ I − I ′.

By Remark 3.2 (3), a CD′⊂D-transversal morphism h : W → X of smooth schemes
over k is CD′-transversal. By [S4, Lemma 3.4.5], the pull-back h∗Di = Di ×X W of
Di by a CD′⊂D-transversal morphism h : W → X for i ∈ I is a smooth divisor on W
and the pull-back (h∗D)red = (D ×X W )red is a divisor on W with smooth irreducible
components.

We study compatibilities of log-D′-singular support S log
D′ (j!F) and log-D′-characteristic

cycle CC log
D′ (j!F) with a log-D′-S log

D′ (j!F)-transversal morphism.

Proposition 4.7 (cf. [Y2, Proposition 3.11]). Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings. Suppose that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean
along D and that IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) is contained in I ′. Let CD′⊂D be as in (4.7)
and let h : W → X be a CD′⊂D-transversal morphism of smooth schemes over k.

(1) The following three conditions are equivalent:

(a) h is log-D′-S log
D′ (j!F)-transversal.

(b) Rh∗D′

h∗F = h∗RD′

F (Definition 1.19 (1)), Zh∗F = (h∗ZF)red (Definition 1.19
(2)), and charh

∗D′

(h∗F) = dhD
′

(h∗Z
1/p
F )red

(h∗ charD
′

(F)), where

dhD
′

(h∗Z
1/p
F )red

: h∗Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|
(h∗Z

1/p
F )red

→ Ω1
W (log h∗D′)(h∗RD′

F )|
(h∗Z

1/p
F )red

is the morphism yielded by h. The ramification of h∗F is log-h∗D′-clean
along (h∗D)red.

(c) The image of L′D′

F ×Z
1/p
F

(h∗Z
1/p
F )red (Definition 4.1 (1)) by the base change

dhD
′

(h∗Z
1/p
F )red

: T ∗X(logD′)×X (h∗Z
1/p
F )red → T ∗W (log h∗D′)×W (h∗Z

1/p
F )red

of dhD
′
(4.2) by the canonical morphism (h∗Z

1/p
F )red → W is a sub line

bundle of T ∗W (log h∗W )×W (h∗Z
1/p
F )red.

(2) Suppose that the equivalent conditions (a), (b), and (c) in (1) holds and that
h∗ZF = ZF ×X W is reduced. Then we have DT,h∗F ⊂ h∗D′ (1.48) and

(4.8) Lh∗D′

h∗F = h◦LD′

F

for closed conical subsets defined in Definition 4.1 (2). If j′ : h∗U = U×kW → W
denotes the base change of j : U → X by h, then we have

(4.9) S log
h∗D′(j

′
!h

∗F) = h◦S log
D′ (j!F).
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Proof. (1) By Remark 4.4 (3), the condition (a) is equivalent to the condition that h
is log-D′-LD′

F -transversal. Since LD′

F is defined to be the image of L′D′

F by the canonical

morphism T ∗X(logD′)×X Z
1/p
F → T ∗X(logD′)×X ZF , each of the conditions (a) and

(c) is equivalent to the condition

(d) dhD
′

(h∗Z
1/p
F )red

(h∗ charD
′

(F))(w′) 6= 0 for every closed point w′ ∈ (h∗Z
1/p
F )red.

Thus it is sufficient to prove the equivalence of the conditions (b) and (d).
In order to prove the equivalence, we may assume that all of the three equalities in

the condition (b) hold. In fact, the condition (d) implies the first equality in (b) by
Lemma 1.27 (1) and the first equality implies the second and third equalities in (b) by
Lemma 1.27 (2). Then the equivalence of the (last) condition (in) (b) and the condition
(d) follows from Lemma 1.31 (2).

(2) By the second equality in the condition (b) in (1), we have DT,h∗F ⊂ h∗D′. We
consider the cartesian diagram

(4.10) T ∗X(logD′)×X h∗Z
1/p
F

dhD′

h∗Z
1/p
F ��

//

�

T ∗X(logD′)×X h∗ZF

dhD′

h∗ZF
��

T ∗W (log h∗D′)×W h∗Z
1/p
F

// T ∗W (log h∗D′)×W h∗ZF ,

where the horizontal arrows are canonical morphisms and the left and right vertical
arrows are the base changes of dhD

′
by the canonical morphisms h∗Z

1/p
F → W and

h∗ZF →W , respectively. By the condition (b) (resp. the condition (a)) in (1), the left-
hand side (resp. the right-hand side) of (4.8) is the image of h∗L′D′

F by the composition
of the left vertical arrow and the lower horizontal arrow (resp. by the composition of the
upper horizontal arrow and the right vertical arrow) in (4.10). Thus the equality (4.8)
holds by the commutativity of (4.10). Since we have h◦T ∗

XX(logD′) = T ∗
WW (log h∗D′)

by Remark 4.4 (3), the equality (4.9) follows from the equality (4.8).

Definition 4.8. Assume that X is purely of dimension d. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such
that D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings. Let C ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) be a closed
conical subset of pure dimension d and {Ca}a the irreducible components of C. Let
h : W → X be a CD′-transversal morphism from a smooth scheme W over k of pure
dimension e, where CD′ is as in (4.1).

(1) We say that the morphism h : W → X is properly log-D′-C-transversal if h is
log-D′-C-transversal and if h∗C = C ×X W is purely of dimension e.

(2) Assume that the morphism h : W → X is properly log-D′-C-transversal. Then
we define

h!A ∈ Ze(T
∗W (log h∗D′))

forA =
∑

ama[Ca] ∈ Zd(T
∗X(logD′)) to be the push-forward of (−1)d−e

∑

ama[h
∗Ca] ∈

Ze(T
∗X(logD′) ×X W ) by dhD

′
: T ∗X(logD′) ×X W → T ∗W (log h∗D′) (4.2),

whose restriction to h∗C is finite by Remark 4.4 (1).
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Proposition 4.9. Suppose that X is of pure dimension and that D has simple normal
crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset and let D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Assume that the ramification
of F is log-D′-clean along D and that IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) is contained in I ′.

Let h : W → X be a CD-transversal and log-D′-S log
D′ (j!F)-transversal morphism from

a smooth scheme W of pure dimension e over k, where CD is as in (4.1). Then h is
properly log-D′-S log

D′ (j!F)-transversal, the ramification of h∗F is log-h∗D′-clean along
h∗D, we have DT,h∗F ⊂ h∗D′ (1.48), and we have

CC log
h∗D′(j

′
!h

∗F) = h!CC log
D′ (j!F)

in Ze(T
∗W (log h∗D′)). Here j′ : h∗U →W denotes the base change of j by h.

Proof. Since h is CD-transversal, the pull-back h
∗Di is a smooth divisor onW for every

i ∈ I and h∗D is a divisor on W with simple normal crossings by [S4, Lemma 3.4.5].
Since LD′

F (Definition 4.1 (2)) is isomorphic to the sub line bundle L′D′

F (Definition 4.1

(1)) of T ∗X(logD′)×X Z
1/p
F (Definition 1.19 (2)) as topological spaces and since ZF is a

union of irreducible components ofD, the dimension of h∗LD′

F is e. Since h∗T ∗
XX(logD′)

is isomorphic to T ∗
WW (log h∗D′) by dhD

′
(4.2) and is of dimension e, the first assertion

holds.
Let {Ei}i∈IW,h∗F

be the irreducible components of Zh∗F and let Li = Frac ÔW,qi

denote the local field at the generic point qi of Ei for i ∈ IW,h∗F . Since the ramification
of F is log-D′-clean along D and since the morphism h is CD′⊂D-transversal and log-
D′-S log

D′ (j!F)-transversal by Remark 3.2 (3), the second and third assertions hold by
Propositions 4.7 (1) and (2), respectively. By Remark 4.2 (1) and Proposition 4.7, we
have

h!
∑

i∈IW,F

swD′

(χ|Ki
)[LD′

i,F ] = (−1)d−e
∑

i∈IW,h∗F

swD′

(h∗χ|Li
)[Lh∗D′

i,h∗F ],

where d is the dimension ofX . Since we have h![T ∗
XX(logD′)] = (−1)d−e[T ∗

WW (log h∗D′)],
the last assertion holds.

Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings. Suppose
that IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) is contained in I ′. If X is purely of dimension d and if
the ramification of F is simple normal crossings, then let

(4.11) τ !D′ : Zd(S
log
D′ (j!F)) = CHd(S

log
D′ (j!F))→ CHd(τ

−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)))

denote the Gysin homomorphism ([F, 6.6]) defined by the l.c.i. morphism τD′ : T ∗X →
T ∗X(logD′) (4.4). If further the inverse image τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F) of the log-D′-singular

support S log
D′ (j!F) ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) is of dimension d, then we have CHd(τ

−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) =

Zd(τ
−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) and the morphism τ !D′ (4.11) defines the morphism

(4.12) τ !D′ : Zd(S
log
D′ (j!F))→ Zd(τ

−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F))

of groups of d-cycles.
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Proposition 4.10. Suppose that X is purely of dimension d and that D has simple
normal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset containing IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) and
let D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Assume that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D and

that the inverse image τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) ⊂ T ∗X of log-D′-singular support S log

D′ (j!F) ⊂
T ∗X(logD′) by τD′ (4.4) is of dimension d. Let h : W → X be a CD-transversal
and properly τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F))-transversal morphism (Definition 3.19 (1)) from a smooth

scheme W over k of pure dimension e, where CD is as in (4.1). Let j′ : h∗U → W
denote the base change of j by h. Then we have the following:

(1) The ramification of h∗F is log-h∗D′-clean along h∗D and we have DT,h∗F ⊂ h∗D′

(1.48). The inverse image τ−1
h∗D′(S

log
h∗D′(j′!h

∗F)) ⊂ T ∗W of is equal to h◦τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)),

where h◦ is as in Definition 3.1 (1), and is of dimension e.

(2) Let τ !D′ and τ !h∗D′ be as in (4.12). Then we have

τ !h∗D′CC
log
h∗D′(j

′
!h

∗F) = h!τ !D′CC
log
D′ (j!F)

in Ze(τ
−1
h∗D′(S

log
h∗D′(j′!h

∗F))), where h! is as in Definition 3.19 (2).

Proof. Since h is CD′-transversal by Remark 3.2 (3), the morphism h is log-D′-S log
D′ (j!F)-

transversal by Proposition 4.6. Since h is CD-transversal, the morphism h is properly
log-D′-S log

D′ (j!F)-transversal, the ramification of h∗F is log-h∗D′-clean along h∗D, we
have DT,h∗F ⊂ h∗D′, and we have

(4.13) CC log
h∗D′(j

′
!h

∗F) = h!CC log
D′ (j!F),

where h! is as in Definition 4.8 (2), by Proposition 4.9.
We consider the commutative diagram

(4.14) T ∗W

τh∗D′

��

T ∗X ×X W
dh

oo
pr1

//

τD′,W

��

�

T ∗X

τD′

��

T ∗W (log h∗D′) T ∗X(logD′)×X W
dhD′
oo

pr1
// T ∗X(logD′),

where the right square is cartesian and the morphisms dh and dhD
′
are as in (3.1) and

(4.2), respectively. Since h is CD′-transversal, the left square in (4.14) is cartesian by
[Y2, Lemma 3.8 (ii)]. Therefore we have

(4.15) τ−1
h∗D′(h

◦S log
D′ (j!F)) = h◦τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)).

Since h is CD-transversal, the pull-back h∗D is a divisor on W with simple normal
crossings by [S4, Lemma 3.4.5], and the pull-back h∗ZF is reduced. Thus we have
h◦S log

D′ (j!F) = S log
h∗D′(j′!h

∗F) by Proposition 4.7 (2), and the left-hand side of (4.15) is

equal to τ−1
h∗D′(S

log
h∗D′(j′!h

∗F)). Since the right-hand side of (4.15) is of dimension e by the

proper τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F))-transversality of h and Remark 3.2 (1), the assertion (1) holds.

Since the left square in (4.14) is cartesian, the assertion (2) holds by (4.13) and the
commutativity of (4.14).
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4.2 Reduction to the totally wildly ramified case

As a preparation for following subsections, we prove the following proposition:

Proposition 4.11. Suppose that D has simple normal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a
subset containing IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) and let D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Assume that the
ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D. Let I ′′′ ⊂ I ′′ ⊂ IT,F be subsets. We put
E =

⋃

i∈I−I′′ Di, E
′ =

⋃

i∈I′−I′′ Di, and V = X − E. Let F ′ be a smooth sheaf of
Λ-modules of rank 1 on V whose associated character χ′ : πab

1 (V )→ Λ× has the p-part
inducing the p-part of χ and let i′ : DI′′′ =

⋂

i∈I′′′ Di → X denote the canonical closed
immersion. Then we have the following:

(1) IT,F ′ is contained in I ′− I ′′ and the closed immersion i′ is CE-transversal, where
CE is as in (4.1).

(2) Ri′∗E′

i′∗F ′ = i′∗RE′

F ′, Zi′∗F ′ = i′∗ZF ′, and chari
′∗E′

(i′∗F ′) = di′E
′

i′∗Z
1/p

F′

(i′∗ charE
′

(F ′)),

where di′E
′

i′∗Z
1/p

F′

: i′∗Ω1
X(logE

′)|
i′∗Z

1/p

F′
→ Ω1

DI′′′
(log i′∗E ′)|

i′∗Z
1/p

F′
is the morphism in-

duced by i′. The ramification of i′∗F ′ is log-i′∗E ′-clean along i′∗E.

In order to prove Proposition 4.11, we prove several properties of the canonical
closed immersion ir : Dr → X for r ∈ IT,F related to its logarithmic transversality.

Definition 4.12. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal
crossings. Let CD′ be as in (4.1). Let f : X ′ → X be a CD′-transversal proper morphism
of smooth schemes over k. For a closed conical subset C ′ ⊂ T ∗X ′(log f ∗D′), we define
a closed conical subset

f◦C
′ ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)

to be the image by the first projection pr1 : T
∗X(logD′)×X X ′ → T ∗X(logD′) of the

inverse image of C ′ by the morphism dfD′
: T ∗X(logD′)×XX

′ → T ∗X ′(log f ∗D′) (4.2).

Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di has simple normal crossings and let
I ′′′ ⊂ I ′′ ⊂ I ′ be subsets. We put E ′ =

⋃

i∈I′−I′′ Di and we denote the canonical closed
immersion by i′ : DI′′′ =

⋂

i∈I′′′ Di → X . Then we construct a canonical injection

(4.16) i′E′/D′ : Ω1
DI′′′

(log i′∗E ′)→ Ω1
X(logD

′)|DI′′′

of locally free ODI′′′
-modules as follows: Let I ⊂ OX denote the defining ideal sheaf of

DI′′′ ⊂ X . We consider the sequence

(4.17) I/I2
d̄
−→ Ω1

X(logE
′)|DI′′′

f
−→ Ω1

DI′′′
(log i′∗E ′)→ 0,

where the morphism d̄ sends the class of a section a of I to the image of the section da
of Ω1

X |DI′′′
in Ω1

X(logE
′)|DI′′′

and the morphism f is the morphism yielded by i′. Since
i′ is a strict closed immersion for the log structures on DI′′′ and X defined by i′∗E ′ and
E ′, respectively, the sequence (4.17) is exact by [O, IV, Proposition 2.3.2]. We consider
the exact sequence

I/I2
d̄
−→ Ω1

X(logE
′)|DI′′′

τE′/D′,D
I′′′−−−−−−→ Ω1

X(logD
′)|DI′′′

,
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where the morphism τE′/D′,DI′′′
is the canonical morphism. Then the morphism τE′/D′,DI′′′

induces an injection i′E′/D′ :

(4.18) Ω1
X(logE

′)|DI′′′

τE′/D′,D
I′′′

//

f
((❘

❘❘
❘❘

❘❘
❘❘

❘❘
❘❘

❘

Ω1
X(logD

′)|DI′′′

Ω1
DI′′′

(log i′∗E ′).

i′
E′/D′

55❧❧❧❧❧❧❧❧❧❧❧❧❧❧

If I ′′′ = I ′′, then the image of τE′/D′,DI′′′
is locally a direct summand of rank dimX−♯I ′′′,

and the image of i′E′/D′,DI′′′
is locally a direct summand of Ω1

X(logD
′)|DI′′′

of rank

dimX − ♯I ′′′.

Lemma 4.13 (cf. [Y2, Lemma 3.12]). Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di has
simple normal crossings and let r ∈ I ′. We put E =

⋃

i∈I−{r}Di, E
′ =
⋃

i∈I′−{r}Di, and
V = X−E. Let ir : Dr → X denote the canonical closed immersion and let jv : V → X
denote the canonical open immersion.

(1) Let C ⊂ T ∗X(logE ′) be a closed conical subset. If the closed immersion ir is
log-E ′-C-transversal, then we have

τ−1
E′/D′(τE′/D′(C)) = C ∪ ir◦i

◦
rC,

where τE′/D′ is an in (4.3).

(2) Suppose that D has simple normal crossings, that IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) is
contained in I ′, and that r ∈ IT,F . Let F

′ be a smooth sheaf of Λ-modules of rank
1 on V = X − E whose associated character χ′ : πab

1 (V ) → Λ× has the p-part
induing the p-part of χ. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) The ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D.

(b) The ramification of F ′ is log-E ′-clean along E and the closed immersion ir
is log-E ′-S log

E′ (jv!F
′)-transversal (Definition 4.1 (3)).

(3) Let the assumptions and the notation be as in (2). Assume that the equivalent
conditions (a) and (b) in (2) hold. Let j′v : D

′∩V → D′ denote the canonical open
immersion. Then we have two equalities

(4.19) L
i∗rE

′

i∗rF
′ = i◦rL

E′

F ′

and

(4.20) τ−1
E′/D′(L

D′

F ) = LE′

F ′ ∪ ir◦L
i∗rE

′

i∗rF
′ ,

where L
i∗rE

′

i∗rF
′, LE′

F ′, and LD′

F are as in Definition 4.1 (2).

64



Proof. (1) The assertion in nothing but [Y2, Lemma 3.12 (i)].
(2) By Lemma 1.37, the condition (a) implies the first condition in (b). Thus we may

assume that the first condition in (b) holds. By Lemma 1.26, the log-D′-characteristic
form charD

′

(F) is the image of charE
′

(F ′) by the canonical morphism

(4.21) Ω1
X(logE

′)(RE′

F ′)|Z1/p

F′
→ Ω1

X(logD
′)(RD′

F )|
Z

1/p
F

,

where ZF ′ = ZF and RE′

F ′ = RD′

F . Since the morphism (4.21) of sheaves on Z
1/p
F is

an isomorphism outside i∗rZ
1/p
F = Z

1/p
F ∩ D

1/p
r , the first condition in (b) implies the

log-D′-cleanliness of the ramification of F along D at every point on the complement
X − i∗rZF . Therefore it is sufficient to prove the equivalence of the log-D′-cleanliness of
the ramification of F along D at every closed point of i∗rZF and the second condition
in (b) by Remark 1.30 (2).

We consider the commutative diagram
(4.22)

Ω1
X(logE

′)(RE′

F )|
i∗rZ

1/p

F′

τ
E′/D′,i∗rZ

1/p
F

//

f
i∗rZ

1/p

F′
**❯❯

❯❯
❯❯

❯❯
❯❯

❯❯
❯❯

❯❯

Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|
i∗rZ

1/p
F

Ω1
Dr
(log i∗rE

′)(i∗rR
E′

F ′)|i∗rZ
1/p

F′
.

i
r,E′/D′,i∗rZ

1/p
F

44✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐

induced by (4.18) with I ′′′ = I ′′ = {r} and i′ = ir. Since the image of Ω1
Dr
(log i∗rE

′)

by the injection ir,E′/D′ (4.16) is locally a direct summand of Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|Dr , the
morphism i

r,E′/D′,i∗rZ
1/p
F

in (4.22) is an injection. By Lemma 1.31 (1), the ramification

of F is log-D′-clean along D at every closed point of i∗rZF if and only if the image by
τ
E′/D′,i∗rZ

1/p
F

of

OX(R
E′

F ′)|i∗rZ
1/p

F′
· charE

′

(F ′)|
i∗rZ

1/p
F

⊂ Ω1
X(logE

′)(RE′

F ′)|i∗rZ
1/p

F′

is locally a direct summand of Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|
i∗rZ

1/p
F

of rank 1. By Proposition 4.7 (1),

the last condition is equivalent to the second condition in (b).
(3) By Proposition 4.7 (2), we obtain the equality (4.19). By Lemma 1.26, we have

(4.23) LD′

F = τE′/D′(LE′

F ′).

By taking the inverse images by τE′/D′ of (4.23), we have

(4.24) τ−1
E′/D′(L

D′

F ) = τ−1
E′/D′(τE′/D′(LE′

F ′)).

Then we obtain the equality (4.20) by applying (1) to the right-hand side of (4.24) and
then applying the equality (4.19).

We prove Proposition 4.11.
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Proof of Proposition 4.11. (1) By Lemma 1.26, we have IT,F ′ = IT,F − I
′′ ⊂ I ′ − I ′′.

Since D has simple normal crossings, the closed immersion i′ is CE-transversal by [S4,
Lemma 3.4.5].

(2) If I ′′′ = ∅, then the closed immersion i′ is the identity mapping of X and there
is nothing to prove except the last assertion. The last assertion follows from Lemma
1.37. Hence we may assume that I ′′′ 6= ∅. Then we have I ′′ 6= ∅.

We prove the assertions by the induction on the cardinality of I ′′. Suppose that the
cardinality of I ′′ is 1. Then we have I ′′′ = I ′′, and the closed immersion i′ is log-E ′-
S log
E′ (jv!F

′)-transversal by Lemma 4.13 (2). Thus the assertions follow from Proposition
4.7 (1).

Suppose that the cardinality of I ′′ is ≥ 2. We take r ∈ I ′′′. We put F =
⋃

i∈I−{r}Di,

F ′ =
⋃

i∈I′−{r}Di, W = X − F , and F ′′ = F ′|W . Then F ′′ is a smooth sheaf of Λ-

modules of rank 1 on W whose associated character χ′′ : πab
1 (W )→ Λ× is induced by χ′

and has the p-part inducing the p-part of χ. By the case where I ′′′ = ∅, the ramification
of F ′ is log-E ′-clean along E and the ramification of F ′′ is log-F ′-clean along F . By
Lemma 1.26, we have RE′

F ′ = RD′

F = RF ′

F ′′ , ZF ′ = ZF = ZF ′′, IT,F = IT,F ′′ − (I ′′ − {r}),
and IT,F ′′ = IT,F − {r} ⊂ I ′ − {r}.

Let ir : Dr → X and i′r : DI′′′ → Dr denote the canonical closed immersions. Then

we have i′ = ir ◦ i
′
r. By the case where the cardinality of I ′′ is 1, we have R

i∗rF
′

i∗rF
′′ = i∗rR

F ′

F ′′

and Zi∗rF
′′ = i∗rZF ′′ and the ramification of i∗rF

′′ is log-i∗rF
′-clean along i∗rF . Then the

last equality enables us to identify IT,i∗rF
′′ with IT,F ′′ = IT,F − {r} locally. Since the

character i∗rχ
′′ corresponding to i∗rF

′′ is induced by the character i∗rχ
′ corresponding to

i∗rF
′, we have R

i∗rE
′

i∗rF
′ = R

i∗rF
′

i∗rF
′′ and Zi∗rF

′ = Zi∗rF
′′ by Lemma 1.26. Therefore we have

R
i∗rE

′

i∗rF
′ = i∗rR

F ′

F ′′ = i∗rR
E′

F ′ and Zi∗rF
′ = i∗rZF ′′ = i∗rZF ′, and we can locally identify IT,i∗rF

′

with IT,F ′ = IT,F ′′ − (I ′′−{r}) = IT,i∗rF
′′ − (I ′′−{r}). Since we can locally identify the

index set of irreducible components of i∗rF
′ with I ′ − {r}, we can apply the induction

hypothesis to i∗rF
′′, i∗rF

′, and i′r. Then we have R
i′∗r i∗rE

′

i′∗r i∗rF
′ = i′∗r R

i∗rE
′

i∗rF
′ = i′∗r i

∗
rR

E′

F ′ and the
ramification of i′∗r i

∗
rF

′ is log-i′∗r i
∗
rE

′-clean along i′∗r i
∗
rE. Thus the first and last assertions

hold, since i′ = ir ◦ i
′
r. The other two assertions hold by Lemma 1.27 (2).

Corollary 4.14. Let the notation and the assumptions be as in Proposition 4.11. Then
the closed immersion i′ : DI′′′ → X is log-E ′-S log

E′ (j′!F
′)-transversal.

Proof. Since the closed immersion i′ is CE′⊂E-transversal by Remark 3.2 (3) and Propo-
sition 4.11 (1), where CE′⊂E is as in (4.7), the assertion follows from Propositions 4.7
(1) and 4.11 (2).

4.3 Singular support and log-D′-singular support

We construct a closed conical subset SD′(j!F) ⊂ T ∗X by using the inverse image
τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) ⊂ T ∗X of the log-D′-singular support S log

D′ (j!F) ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) of j!F
(Definition 4.1 (3)) by τD′ (4.4) and prove that the singular support SS(j!F) is contained
in the closed conical subset SD′(j!F) ⊂ T ∗X .
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Definition 4.15. Assume that D has simple normal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset
containing IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) and let D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Assume that the ramifica-
tion of F is log-D′-clean along D. Let iI′′ : DI′′ =

⋂

i∈I′′ Di → X denote the canonical
closed immersion for each I ′′ ⊂ IT,F . We put D′

W,F =
⋃

i∈I′∩IW,F
Di. Then we define a

closed conical subset SD′(j!F) ⊂ T ∗X by

SD′(j!F) =
⋃

I′′⊂IT,F

iI′′◦Ci∗
I′′

D′
W,F⊂i∗

I′′
DW,F

∪ τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)),

where iI′′◦ and Ci∗
I′′

D′
W,F⊂i∗

I′′
DW,F

are as in Definition 3.3 and (4.7), respectively, and

τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) is the inverse image of the log-D′-singular support S log

D′ (j!F) of j!F (Def-
inition 4.1 (3)) by τD′ (4.4).

Remark 4.16. Let the notation and the assumptions be as in Definition 4.15.

(1) Since iI′′◦Ci∗
I′′

D′
W,F⊂i∗

I′′
DW,F

for I ′′ ⊂ IT,F is a union of irreducible components of

CD (4.1), the closed conical subset SD′(j!F) ⊂ T ∗X is contained in the union
CD ∪ τ

−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)). If IT,F = ∅, then the closed conical subset SD′(j!F) ⊂ T ∗X

is equal to the union CD ∪ τ
−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)).

(2) The closed conical subset SD′(j!F) ⊂ T ∗X is stable under the replacement of χ
by the p-part of χ by Remarks 1.18 (2) and 4.2 (2).

Let
jw : UW,F = X −DW,F → X

be the canonical open immersion, where DW,F is as in (1.48). Let FW be a smooth
sheaf of Λ-modules of rank 1 on UW,F such that the character χW : πab

1 (UW,F) → Λ×

corresponding to FW has the p-part inducing the p-part of χ. For the proof of the in-
clusion SS(j!F) ⊂ SD′(j!F), we use the following (Induction Step) on the cardinality
of IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) under the assumptions in Definition 4.15:

(Induction Step): Suppose that F satisfies a condition (P) when IT,F = ∅. In the case
where the cardinality of IT,F is ≥ 1, then we take r ∈ IT,F . We put E =

⋃

i∈I−{r}Di,

E ′ =
⋃

i∈I′−{r}Di, V = X − E, and F ′ = FW|V . By Lemma 1.26, we have IT,F ′ =

IT,F − {r} ⊂ I ′ − {r}. By Lemma 1.37, the ramification of F ′ is log-E ′-clean along E.
Let ir : Dr → X denote the canonical closed immersion and let jv : V → X denote the
canonical open immersion. We locally identify the index set I ′r of i∗rE

′ with I ′ − {r}.
By Proposition 4.11 (2), we can locally identify IT,i∗rF

′ with IT,F ′ = IT,F − {r} and
the ramification of i∗rF

′ is log-i∗rE
′-clean along i∗rE. Then we can apply the induction

hypothesis to each of F ′ and i∗rF
′, and it follows that each of them satisfies the condition

(P).

Lemma 4.17. Suppose that D has simple normal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset
containing IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) and let D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Assume that the ramifica-
tion of F is log-D′-clean along D. Let FW be a smooth sheaf of Λ-modules of rank 1 on
UW,F = X − DW,F (1.48) such that the p-part of the character χW : πab

1 (UW,F) → Λ×
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corresponding to FW induces the p-part of χ. Let iI′′ : DI′′ =
⋂

i∈I′′ Di → X denote
the canonical closed immersion for I ′′ ⊂ IT,F and let jw,I′′ : i

∗
I′′UW,F → DI′′ denote the

canonical open immersion. We put D′
W,F =

⋃

i∈I′∩IW,F
Di. Then we have

(4.25) SD′(j!F) =
⋃

I′′⊂IT,F

iI′′◦Si∗
I′′

D′
W,F

(jw,I′′!i
∗
I′′FW),

where the ramification of i∗I′′FW is log-i∗I′′D
′
W,F -clean along i∗I′′DW,F for every I ′′ ⊂ IT,F

by Proposition 4.11 (2).

Proof. We use the induction on the cardinality of IT,F . If IT,F = ∅, then D′ = D′
W,F

and the assertion follows from Remark 4.16 (2).
Suppose that IT,F 6= ∅. We take r ∈ IT,F ⊂ I ′ and we put E =

⋃

i∈I−{r}Di,

E ′ =
⋃

i∈I′−{r}Di, V = X − E, and F ′ = FW|V . Then we have IW,F = IW,F ′ by

Lemma 1.26, since the p-part of χ is induced by that of the character χ′ : πab
1 (V )→ Λ×

corresponding to F ′. Hence we have I ′ ∩ IW,F = (I ′ − {r}) ∩ IW,F ′. Let ir : Dr → X
be the canonical closed immersion. Then we can locally identify the index set I ′r of the
irreducible components of i∗rE

′ with I ′ − {r}. By Proposition 4.11 (2), we can locally
identify IW,i∗rF

′ with IW,F ′ = IW,F , and I
′
r ∩ IW,i∗rF

′ with (I ′ − {r}) ∩ IW,F ′ = I ′ ∩ IW,F .
Let jv : V → X and j′v : i

∗
rV → Dr be the canonical open immersions. By applying

(Induction Step), we have

(4.26) SE′(jv!F
′) =

⋃

I′′⊂IT,F−{r}

iI′′◦Si∗
I′′

D′
W,F

(jw,I′′!i
∗
I′′FW)

and

(4.27) Si∗rE
′(j′v!i

∗
rF

′) =
⋃

I′′⊂IT,F−{r}

i′I′′◦Si′∗
I′′

i∗rD
′
W,F

(jw,I′′∪{r}!i
′∗
I′′i

∗
rFW),

where i′I′′ : i
∗
rDI′′ → Dr denotes the base change of iI′′ by ir. By applying ir◦ to (4.27)

and then applying Lemma 3.4 to iI′′∪{r} = ir ◦ i
′
I′′ for I

′′ ⊂ IT,F − {r}, we have

ir◦Si∗rE
′(j′v!i

∗
rF

′) =
⋃

I′′⊂IT,F

r∈I′′

iI′′◦Si∗
I′′

D′
W,F

(jw,I′′!i
∗
I′′FW).(4.28)

Since the union of the right-hand sides of (4.26) and (4.28) is the right-hand side of
(4.25), it is sufficient to prove the equality

(4.29) SD′(j!F) = SE′(jv!F
′) ∪ ir◦Si∗rE

′(j′v!i
∗
rF

′).

By applying Lemma 3.4 to iI′′∪{r} = ir ◦ i
′
I′′ for I

′′ ⊂ IT,F − {r}, we have

⋃

I′′⊂IT,F

iI′′◦Ci∗
I′′

D′
W,F⊂i∗

I′′
DW,F

=
⋃

I′′⊂IT,F−{r}

iI′′◦Ci∗
I′′

D′
W,F⊂i∗

I′′
DW,F

∪
⋃

I′′⊂IT,F−{r}

ir◦i
′
I′′◦Ci′∗

I′′
i∗rD

′
W,F⊂i′∗

I′′
i∗rDW,F

.
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By (4.5), we have

τ−1
D′ (T

∗
XX(logD′)) =

⋃

I′′⊂I′−{r}

T ∗
DI′′

X ∪
⋃

I′′⊂I′

r∈I′′

T ∗
DI′′

X

= τ−1
E′ (T

∗
XX(logE ′)) ∪ ir◦τ

−1
i∗rE

′(T
∗
Dr
Dr(log i

∗
rE

′)).

By applying τ−1
E′ to the equation (4.20) in Lemma 4.13 (3), we have

τ−1
D′ (L

D′

F ) = τ−1
E′ (L

E′

F ′) ∪ τ−1
E′ (ir◦L

i∗rE
′

i∗rF
′).

We consider the commutative diagram

T ∗X

τE′

��

�

T ∗X ×X Dr
pr1

oo
dir

//

τE′,Dr

��

T ∗Dr

τi∗rE′

��

T ∗X(logE ′) T ∗X(logE ′)×X Drpr1
oo

diE
′

r

// T ∗Dr(log i
∗
rE

′),

where the left square is cartesian. Then we have

τ−1
E′ (ir◦L

i∗rE
′

i∗rF
′) = ir◦τ

−1
i∗rE

′(L
i∗rE

′

i∗rF
′),

and we obtain the desired equality (4.29).

Remark 4.18. Suppose that D has simple normal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset
containing IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) and let D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Assume that the ramifica-
tion of F is log-D′-clean along D. As is seen in the proof of Lemma 4.17, the closed
conical subset SD′(j!F) ⊂ T ∗X (Definition 4.15) satisfies the following relation: Let
r ∈ IT,F . We put E =

⋃

i∈I−{r}Di, E
′ =

⋃

i∈I′−{r}Di, and V = X − E. Let F ′ be a

smooth sheaf of Λ-modules of rank 1 on V whose associated character χ′ : πab
1 (V )→ Λ×

has the p-part inducing the p-part of χ. Let ir : Dr → X denote the canonical closed
immersion and jv : V → X the canonical open immersion. Then we have

SD′(j!F) = SE′(jv!F
′) ∪ ir◦Si∗rE

′(j′v!i
∗
rF

′),

where j′v : i
∗
rV → Dr denotes the base change of jv by ir.

Proposition 4.19. Suppose that X is purely of dimension d and that D has simple nor-
mal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset containing IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) and let D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di. Assume that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D. Let jw : UW,F =
X − DW,F → X (1.48) denote the canonical open immersion and let FW be a smooth
sheaf of Λ-modules of rank 1 on UW,F whose associated character χW : πab

1 (UW,F )→ Λ×

has the p-part inducing the p-part of χ. Let iI′′ : DI′′ =
⋂

i∈I′′ Di → X denote the canon-
ical closed immersion for I ′′ ⊂ IT,F and let jw,I′′ : i

∗
I′′UW,F → DI′′ denote the canonical

open immersion. Let rI′′ denote the cardinality of I ′′ for I ′′ ⊂ IT,F . Then we have the
following:
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(1) For the singular support SS(j!F) (Definition 3.5 (2)), we have

SS(j!F) =
⋃

I′′⊂IT,F

iI′′◦SS(jw,I′′!i
∗
I′′FW).

(2) For the characteristic cycle CC(j!F) (Definition 3.13), we have

CC(j!F) =
∑

I′′⊂IT,F

(−1)rI′′ iI′′ !CC(jw,I′′!i
∗
I′′FW)

in Zd(T
∗X).

Proof. By Proposition 3.18, we may assume that both χ and χW are of orders powers
of p. Then F is unramified along DT,F (1.48), since F is tamely ramified along DT,F

by Remark 1.6 (3), and we have F = FW|U .
We prove the implication (2) ⇒ (1). Suppose that the equality in (2) holds. By

Corollary 3.17 (2), it is sufficient to prove that the support of the right-hand side of the
equality in (2) is equal to the right-hand side of the equality in (1). By Corollary 3.17
(1), we have (−1)d−rI′′CC(jw,I′′!i

∗
I′′FW) ≥ 0 for all I ′′ ⊂ IT,F . Therefore the support

of the right-hand side of the equality in (2) is equal to the union of the support of
iI′′!CC(jw,I′′!i

∗
I′′FW) for all I ′′ ⊂ IT,F . Thus the assertion holds by Lemma 3.22.

We prove (2) by the induction on the cardinality of IT,F . If IT,F = ∅, then we have
F = FW, and there is nothing to show. Suppose that IT,F 6= ∅. We take r ∈ IT,F . We
put E =

⋃

i∈I−{r}Di, V = X − E, and F ′ = FW|V . Let ir : Dr → X be the canonical
closed immersion and jv : V → X the canonical open immersion. Let j′v : i

∗
rV → Dr

and i′I′′ : i
∗
rDI′′ → Dr denote the base changes of jv and iI′′ by ir, respectively. Then

we apply (Induction Step) and we have

(4.30) CC(jv!F
′) =

∑

I′′⊂IT,F−{r}

(−1)rI′′ iI′′ !CC(jw,I′′!i
∗
I′′FW)

and

(4.31) CC(j′v!i
∗
rF

′) =
∑

I′′⊂IT,F−{r}

(−1)rI′′ i′I′′!CC(jw,I′′∪{r}!i
′∗
I′′i

∗
rFW).

By applying ir! to (4.31) and then applying the last assertion of Lemma 3.21 to iI′′∪{r} =
ir ◦ i

′
I′′ for I

′′ ⊂ IT,F − {r}, we have

ir!CC(j
′
v!i

∗
rF

′) =
∑

I′′⊂IT,F

r∈I′′

(−1)rI′′−1iI′′!CC(jw,I′′!i
∗
I′′FW).(4.32)

Since the difference between the right-hand side of (4.30) and that of (4.32) is the
right-hand side of the desired equality, it is sufficient to prove the equality

(4.33) CC(j!F) = CC(jv!F
′)− ir!CC(j

′
v!i

∗
rF

′).
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We consider the diagram

(4.34) U //

��

V

jv
��

X −Dr jr
// X Dr,ir

oo

where the arrows in the square are the canonical open immersions and the square is
cartesian. Since F ′|U = F , the sheaf j!F is canonically isomorphic to jr!j

∗
r jv!F

′, and
we have

CC(j!F) = CC(jr!j
∗
r jv!F

′).

By applying Lemma 3.15 to the distinguished triangle

jr!j
∗
r jv!F

′ → jv!F
′ → ir∗i

∗
rjv!F

′ →,

we have
CC(jr!j

∗
r jv!F

′) = CC(jv!F
′)− CC(ir∗i

∗
rjv!F

′).

Since j′v!i
∗
rF

′ is canonically isomorphic to i∗rjv!F
′, we have

CC(ir∗i
∗
rjv!F

′) = ir!CC(j
′
v!i

∗
rF

′)

by Lemma 3.21, and we obtain the desired equality (4.33).

Remark 4.20. Suppose that X is of pure dimension and that D has simple normal
crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset containing IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) and let D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di. Assume that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D. As is seen in the
proof of Proposition 4.19, the singular support SS(j!F) and the characteristic cycle
CC(j!F) satisfy the following relations: Let r ∈ IT,F . We put E =

⋃

i∈I−{r}Di and
V = X − E. Let F ′ be a smooth sheaf of Λ-modules of rank 1 on V whose associated
character χ′ : πab

1 (V ) → Λ× has the p-part inducing the p-part of χ. Let ir : Dr → X
denote the canonical closed immersion and jv : V → X the canonical open immersion.
Let j′v : i

∗
rV → Dr be the base change of jv by ir. Then we have

SS(j!F) = SS(jv!F
′) ∪ ir◦SS(j

′
v!i

∗
rF

′)

and

CC(j!F) = CC(jv!F
′)− ir!CC(j

′
v!i

∗
rF

′).

The following theorem is a refinement of [Y2, Theorem 3.13].

Theorem 4.21 (cf. [Y2, Theorem 3.13]). Suppose that D has simple normal crossings.
Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset containing IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) and let D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di.
Assume that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D. Then j!F is micro-supported
on the closed conical subset SD′(j!F) ⊂ T ∗X (Definition 4.15), or equivalently we have
SS(j!F) ⊂ SD′(j!F) by Remark 3.6 (3).
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Proof. Since X is smooth over k, we may assume that X is of pure dimension. We
prove the assertion by the induction on the cardinality of IT,F .

Suppose that IT,F = ∅. Then we have

(4.35) SD′(j!F) = CD′⊂D ∪ τ
−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F))

by Remark 4.16 (1). Let h : W → X be a separated SD′(j!F)-transversal morphism
of smooth schemes over k and let j′ : h∗U = U ×X W → W denote the bace change
of j by h. By Remark 3.2 (3) and (4.35), the morphism h is CD′-transversal and
τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F))-transversal. Thus the morphism h is log-D′-S log

D′ (j!F)-transversal by
Proposition 4.6. Since h is CD′⊂D-transversal by Remark 3.2 (3) and (4.35), we have
Zh∗F = (h∗ZF)red = (h∗D)red and the ramification of h∗F is log-h∗D′-clean along
(h∗D)red by Proposition 4.7 (1). Thus the canonical morphisms j!F → Rj∗F and
j′!h

∗F → Rj′∗h
∗F are isomorphisms by Proposition 2.9 (2). By Proposition 3.10, the

morphism h is j!F -transversal. Since SD′(j!F) contains T
∗
XX , the base SD′(j!F)∩T

∗
XX

of SD′(j!F) is X = Supp(j!F). Therefore the assertion holds by Proposition 3.11.
Suppose that IT,F 6= ∅. We take r ∈ IT,F and we put E =

⋃

i∈I−{r}Di, E
′ =

⋃

i∈I′−{r}Di, and V = X − E. Let F ′ be a smooth sheaf of Λ-modules of rank 1 on V

whose associated character χ′ : πab
1 (V ) → Λ× has the p-part inducing the p-part of χ.

Let ir : Dr → X denote the canonical closed immersion and let jv : V → X denote the
canonical open immersion. Let j′v : i

∗
rV → Dr be the base change of jv by ir. We apply

(Induction Step) and we have

SS(jv!F
′) ⊂ SE′(jv!F

′)(4.36)

and

SS(j′v!i
∗
rF

′) ⊂ Si∗rE
′(j′v!i

∗
rF

′).(4.37)

By applying ir◦ to (4.37), we have

(4.38) ir◦SS(j
′
v!i

∗
rF

′) ⊂ ir◦Si∗rE
′(j′v!i

∗
rF

′).

By Remark 4.20, the union of left-hand sides of (4.36) and (4.38) is equal to SS(j!F). By
Remark 4.18, the union of right-hand sides of (4.36) and (4.38) is equal to SD′(j!F).

4.4 Candidate of singular support

We improve Theorem 4.21 under the assumption that inverse image τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) ⊂

T ∗X of the log-D′-singular support S log
D′ (j!F) ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) (Definition 4.1 (3)) by τD′

(4.4) has the same dimension with X . We first recall the computation of the singular
support SS(j!F) (Definition 3.5 (2)) in codimension 1, namely outside a closed subset
of X of codimension ≥ 2, given in [S4].

Proposition 4.22 (cf. [S4, Proposition 4.13]). Suppose that D has simple normal cross-
ings and that the ramification of F is log-∅-clean along D.
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(1) If I = IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)), then we have

SS(j!F) =
⋃

I′′⊂I

T ∗
DI′′

X,

where T ∗
DI′′

X denotes the conormal bundle of DI′′ =
⋂

i∈I′′ Di ⊂ X.

(2) If I = IW,F (Definition 1.17 (1)), then we have

SS(j!F) = T ∗
XX ∪

⋃

i∈I

L∅
i,F ,

where L∅
i,F is as in Definition 4.1 (2).

Proof. By Remark 1.30 (3), the assertions are special cases of [S4, Proposition 4.13].

Remark 4.23. Suppose that D has simple normal crossings.

(1) By Lemma 1.34 (1), we locally have I = IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) or I = IW,F

(Definition 1.17 (1)) when the ramification of F is log-∅-clean along D. That
is, the log-∅-cleanliness is equivalent to the strong non-degeneration in the sense
of [S4, the remark before Proposition 4.13] for the ramification of F along D by
Remark 1.30 (3).

(2) Proposition 4.22 generally gives a computation of the singular support SS(j!F)
outside a closed subscheme of X of codimension ≥ 2 by Remarks 1.30 (2) and 3.6
(1).

We next prove that the inverse image τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) ⊂ T ∗X of the log-D′-singular

support S log
D′ (j!F) (Definition 4.1 (3)) and the pull-back τ !D′CC

log
D′ (j!F) of the log-D′-

characteristic cycle CC log
D′ (j!F) (Definition 4.1 (4)) by τD′ (4.4) satisfy the similar equal-

ities as in Proposition 4.19, when the dimension of τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) is the same as that

of X .

Lemma 4.24. Let f : Y → Z be a morphism of smooth schemes Y and Z of relative
dimension c and d over a scheme S, respectively. Let C ⊂ Z be an irreducible closed
subset of dimension e. Then every irreducible component of the inverse image f−1(C)
is of dimension ≥ c− d+ e.

Proof. The assertion follows, since f factors as the graph Γf : Y → Y ×S Z followed
by the second projection pr2 : Y ×S Z → Z and since the graph Γf is a regular closed
immersion of codimension d.

Lemma 4.25. Let f : E ′ → E be the morphism of vector bundles on a connected scheme
S of the same rank. Let fx : E

′
x → Ex denote the morphism of fibers of E and E ′ at

x ∈ S induced by f . Let 0E ⊂ E be the zero section and let C ⊂ E be a sub bundle.
Suppose that the inverse image Z = f−1(0E) of the zero section 0E ⊂ E by f is of
dimension d and that the intersection Cx∩ Imfx of the fiber Cx of C at x and the image
Im fx of fx is of dimension r for every x ∈ S. Then we have the following:
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(1) The inverse image f−1(C) of C by f is of dimension r + d.

(2) There is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of irreducible components
of Z of dimension d and that of irreducible components of f−1(C) of dimension
r + d, which associates an irreducible component Za of Z of dimension d to the
irreducible component of f−1(C) that is the closure of the fiber of f−1(C) at the
generic point of the base Za ∩ 0E′ of Za. Here 0E′ ⊂ E ′ denotes the zero section.

Proof. Let 0E′ ⊂ E ′ be the zero section and let x ∈ Z∩0E′ ⊂ S. Since Z is of dimension
d, the dimension of the fiber Zx of Z at x is ≤ d − dim {x}, where {x} is the closure
of x in S, and the equality holds if and only if x is the generic point of the base of an
irreducible component of Z of dimension d. Since the sequence

0→ Zx → f−1(C)x
fx
−→ Cx ∩ Im fx → 0

of vector bundles on Spec k(x) is exact, the dimension of the fiber f−1(C)x of f−1(C)
at x is ≤ r + d − dim {x}, and the equality holds if and only if x is the generic point
of the base of an irreducible component of Z of dimension d. Therefore the assertions
hold.

Proposition 4.26. Suppose that X is purely of dimension d and that D has simple
normal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset containing IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) and
let D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Assume that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D. Let

(BD′

I′′,F)
0 for I ′′ ⊂ I ′ denote the set of generic points of BD′

I′′,F (Definition 1.42 (1))
whose codimension in DI′′ (1.49) is ≤ 1. Let Yp be the irreducible component of DI′′ ∩
⋂

i∈I′′∩IW,F
V (Im ξD

′

i (F))−
⋃

i∈I′−I′′ Di whose generic point is p for p ∈ (BD′

I′′,F)
0, where

I ′′ ⊂ I ′ and where V (Im ξD
′

i (F)) denotes the closed subscheme of Di defined by the
image Im ξD

′

i (F) of ξD
′

i (F) (Definition 1.32 (2)), which is regarded as an ideal sheaf
of ODi

by Remark 1.33 (2). We regard Yp for p ∈ (BD′

I′′,F)
0 as the closed subscheme

of X −
⋃

i∈I−I′′ Di whose local ring at p is of the same length with the local ring of

DI′′ ∩
⋂

i∈I′′∩IW,F
V (Im ξD

′

i (F)) at p. Let ωp be a section of Ω1
X |Y 1/p

p

whose image in

Ω1
X(logD

′)|
Y

1/p
p

generates the image of mD′

i (F) (Definition 1.32 (1)) in Ω1
X(logD

′)|
Y

1/p
p

for some (or equivalently any) i ∈ I ′′ ∩ IW,F ,p (1.35). Let 〈ωp, dti′; i
′ ∈ I ′′/Y

1/p
p 〉 denote

the image by the canonical finite morphism

T ∗X ×X Z
1/p
F → T ∗X ×X ZF

of the closure in T ∗X ×X Z
1/p
F of the sub bundle Cp of T ∗X ×X Y

1/p
p with the basis

ωp and dti′ for i
′ ∈ I ′′. We regard 〈ωp, dti′; i

′ ∈ I ′′/Y
1/p
p 〉 as the closed subscheme of

T ∗X ×X ZF whose local ring at the generic point is of the same length with the closed
subscheme C ′

p ⊂ T ∗X ×X Yp such that the algebraic cycle [C ′
p] defined by C ′

p is equal to

the push-forward of [Cp] by the canonical finite morphism T ∗X ×X Y
1/p
p → T ∗X ×X Yp.

Then we have the following for the inverse images by τD′ (4.4) of the closed subschemes
LD′

F ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) ×X ZF and LD′

i,F ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) ×X Di for i ∈ IW,F defined in
Definition 4.1 (2):
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(1) The equalities

τ−1
D′ (L

D′

F ) =
⋃

I′′⊂I′

I′′∩IW,F 6=∅

T ∗
DI′′

X ∪
⋃

I′′⊂I′

⋃

p∈(BD′

I′′ ,F
)0

〈ωp, dti′; i
′ ∈ I ′′/Y

1/p
p 〉

and

τ−1
D′ (L

D′

i,F) =











⋃

I′′⊂I′

i∈I′′
T ∗
DI′′

X ∪
⋃

I′′⊂I′

i∈I′′

⋃

p∈(BD′

I′′ ,F
)0〈ωp, dti′; i

′ ∈ I ′′/Y
1/p
p 〉 (i ∈ I ′),

⋃

I′′⊂I′

⋃

p∈(BD′

I′′ ,F
)0

i∈Ip

〈ωp, dti′; i
′ ∈ I ′′/Y

1/p
p 〉 ×X Di (i ∈ I − I ′)

for i ∈ IW,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) of closed conical subsets of T ∗X hold.

(2) The equalities

[τ−1
D′ (L

D′

F )] =
∑

I′′⊂I′

I′′∩IW,F 6=∅

[T ∗
DI′′

X ] +
∑

I′′⊂I′

∑

p∈(BD′

I′′,F
)0

[〈ωp, dti′; i
′ ∈ I ′′/Y

1/p
p 〉]

and

[τ−1
D′ (L

D′

i,F)]

=











∑

I′′⊂I′

i∈I′′
[T ∗

DI′′
X ] +

∑

I′′⊂I′

i∈I′

∑

p∈(BD′

I′′ ,F
)0 [〈ωp, dti′; i

′ ∈ I ′′/Y
1/p
p 〉] (i ∈ I ′),

∑

I′′⊂I′

∑

p∈(BD′

I′′ ,F
)0

i∈Ip

[〈ωp, dti′; i
′ ∈ I ′′/Y

1/p
p 〉 ×X Di] (i ∈ I − I ′)

for i ∈ IW,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) of algebraic cycles on T ∗X hold.

(3) The inverse image τ−1
D′ (LD′

F ) is of dimension ≤ d+1. The dimension of τ−1
D′ (LD′

F )
is ≤ d if and only if ED′

F = ∅ (Definition 1.42 (2)).

Proof. We consider the cartesian diagram

T ∗X ×X Z
1/p
F

τ
D′,Z

1/p
F
//

��

�

T ∗X(logD′)×X Z
1/p
F

��

T ∗X ×X ZF τD′,ZF

// T ∗X(logD′)×X ZF ,

where τD′,ZF
and τ

D′,Z
1/p
F

are the base changes of τD′ by the canonical closed immersion

ZF → X and the canonical morphism Z
1/p
F → X , respectively, and the vertical arrows

are the canonical finite morphisms. Since LD′

F (resp. LD′

i,F) is the image of L′D′

F ⊂

T ∗X(logD′)×XZ
1/p
F (resp. L′D′

i,F ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)×XZ
1/p
F ) (Definition 4.1 (1)) by the right

vertical arrow, the inverse image τ−1
D′ (LD′

F ) (resp. τ−1
D′ (LD′

i,F) for i ∈ IW,F) is equal to the

image by the left vertical arrow of the inverse image τ−1

D′,Z
1/p
F

(L′D′

F ) (resp. τ−1

D′,Z
1/p
F

(L′D′

i,F)),

and is of the same dimension with τ−1

D′,Z
1/p
F

(L′D′

F ) (resp. τ−1

D′,Z
1/p
F

(L′D′

i,F )).
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Let Y be a closed subscheme of ZF . Then the inverse image of the zero section
T ∗
XX(logD′)×X Y 1/p ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)×X Y 1/p by τ

D′,Z
1/p
F

is equal to
⋃

I′′⊂I′ T
∗
DI′′

X ×X

Y 1/p by (4.5). Since the dimension of T ∗
DI′′

X ×X Y ′ for I ′′ ⊂ I ′ is ≤ d, the dimension

of each irreducible component of τ−1

D′,Z
1/p
F

(L′D′

F ) (resp. τ−1

D′,Z
1/p
F

(L′D′

i,F) for i ∈ IW,F) is d or

d + 1 by Lemma 4.24 and Lemma 4.25 (1). Then the assertion (2) holds by Remark
1.43 (1) and Lemma 4.25 (2), and the assertion (1) follows from the assertion (2). Since
the dimension of T ∗

DI′′
X×X Y for I ′′ ⊂ I ′ is d if and only if the codimension of Y ∩DI′′

in DI′′ is 0, the dimension of τ−1

D′,Z
1/p
F

(L′D′

F ) (resp. τ−1

D′,Z
1/p
F

(L′D′

i,F) for i ∈ IW,F ) is d+ 1 if

and only if we have ED′

I′′,F 6= ∅ for some I ′′ ⊂ I ′ (resp. for some I ′′ ⊂ I ′ such that i ∈ I ′′)
by Lemma 4.25 (1). Hence the assertion (3) holds.

Remark 4.27. In Proposition 4.26, we have L∅
i,F = 〈ωpi/Y

1/p
pi
〉 ×X Di for i ∈ (I −

I ′) ∩ IW,F , where pi denotes the generic point of Di ⊂ BD′

∅,F =
⋃

i′∈(I−I′)∩IW,F
Di′. For

i ∈ I ′ ∩ II,F (Definition 1.17 (2)), we have L∅
i,F = T ∗

Di
X by [Y2, Lemma 2.23 (ii)].

Corollary 4.28. Suppose that X is purely of dimension d and that D has simple
normal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset containing IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) and let
D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Assume that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D. Then the
following five conditions for the closed conical subset SD′(j!F) ⊂ T ∗X (Definition 4.15),
the inverse image τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)) of the log-D

′-singular support S log
D′ (j!F) ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)

(Definition 4.1 (3)) by τD′ (4.4), and the closed subset ED′

F ⊂ X (Definition 1.42 (2))
are equivalent:

(1) SD′(j!F) is of dimension d.

(2) SD′(j!F) is purely of dimension d.

(3) τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) is of dimension d.

(4) τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) is purely of dimension d.

(5) ED′

F = ∅.

If the equivalent conditions are satisfied, then the singular support SS(j!F) of j!F
is a union of irreducible components of SD′(j!F).

Proof. Let the notation be as in Definition 4.15. Since iI′′◦Ci∗
I′′

D′
W,F⊂i∗

I′′
DW,F

is purely

of dimension d for every subset I ′′ ⊂ IT,F , the equivalence of (1) and (3) and that of
(2) and (4) hold by the definition of SD′(j!F) as the union of iI′′◦Ci∗

I′′
D′

W,F⊂i∗
I′′

DW,F
for

all I ′′ ⊂ IT,F and τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)). The equivalence of (3) and (4) holds by Lemma 4.24,

since S log
D′ (j!F) is of dimension d. The equivalence of (3) and (5) holds by Proposition

4.26 (3), since the inverse image τ−1
D′ (T ∗

XX(logD′)) is of dimension d by (4.5). Since
SS(j!F) is contained in SD′(j!F) by Theorem 4.21, the last assertion holds by Remark
3.6 (2).
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Corollary 4.29. Let the notation and the assumptions be as in Proposition 4.26. Then
we have the following:

(1) For the inverse image τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) ⊂ T ∗X of the log-D′-singular support S log

D′ (j!F) ⊂
T ∗X(logD′) (Definition 4.1 (3)) by τD′ (4.4), we have

τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F))

=
⋃

I′′⊂I′

T ∗
DI′′

X ∪
⋃

I′′⊂I′

⋃

p∈(BD′

I′′ ,F
)0

〈ωp, dti′; i
′ ∈ I ′′/Y

1/p
p 〉

∪
⋃

I′′⊂I′

⋃

p∈(BD′

I′′,F
)0

⋃

i∈(I−I′)∩IW,F,p

〈ωp, dti′; i
′ ∈ I ′′/Y

1/p
p 〉 ×X Di,

where IW,F ,p is as in (1.35).

(2) Suppose that the inverse image τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) is of dimension d. Then, for the

image τ !D′CC
log
D′ (j!F) of the log-D′-characteristic cycle CC log

D′ (j!F) (Definition 4.1
(4)) by τ !D′ (4.12), we have

τ !D′CC
log
D′ (j!F)

= (−1)d(
∑

I′′⊂I′

(1 +
∑

i∈I′′∩IW,F

swD′

(χ|Ki
))[T ∗

DI′′
X ]

+
∑

I′′⊂I′

∑

p∈(BD′

I′′ ,F
)0

∑

i∈I′′∩IW,F

swD′

(χ|Ki
)[〈ωp, dti′; i

′ ∈ I ′′/Y
1/p
p 〉]

+
∑

I′′⊂I′

∑

p∈(BD′

I′′ ,F
)0

∑

i∈(I−I′)∩IW,F,p

swD′

(χ|Ki
)[〈ωp, dti′; i

′ ∈ I ′′/Y 1/p
p 〉 ×X Di])

in Zd(τ
−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F))), where swD′

(χ|Ki
) is as in (1.31).

Proof. The assertion (1) holds by (4.5) and Proposition 4.26 (1). The assertion (2)
holds by (4.6) and Proposition 4.26 (2).

Proposition 4.30. Suppose that X is purely of dimension d and that D has simple
normal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset containing IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) and let
D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Assume that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D and that

the inverse image τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) ⊂ T ∗X of the log-D′-singular support S log

D′ (j!F) ⊂
T ∗X(logD′) (Definition 4.1 (3)) by τD′ (4.4) is of dimension d. Let FW be a smooth
sheaf of Λ-modules of rank 1 on UW,F = X − DW,F (1.48) whose associated charac-
ter χW : πab

1 (UW,F) → Λ× has the p-part inducing the p-part of χ. We put D′
W,F =

⋃

i∈I′∩IW,F
Di, where IW,F is as in Definition 1.17 (1). Let iI′′ : DI′′ =

⋂

i∈I′′ Di → X be
the canonical closed immersion and jw,I′′ : i

∗
I′′UW,F → DI′′ the canonical open immer-

sion for I ′′ ⊂ I ′. Then we have the following:

(1) The dimension of the inverse image τ−1
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

(S log
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

(jw,I′′!i
∗
I′′FW)) ⊂ T ∗DI′′ is

the same as that of DI′′ for every I ′′ ⊂ IT,F , where the ramification of i∗I′′FW is
log-i∗I′′D

′
W,F -clean along i∗I′′DW,F by Proposition 4.11 (2).

77



(2) For the inverse image τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) of S

log
D′ (j!F), we have

τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) =

⋃

I′′⊂IT,F

iI′′◦τ
−1
i∗
I′′

D′(S
log
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

(jw,I′′!i
∗
I′′FW)).

(3) For the image τ !D′CC
log
D′ (j!F) of the log-D′-characteristic cycle CC log

D′ (j!F) (Defi-
nition 4.1 (4)) by τ !D′ (4.12), we have

τ !D′CC
log
D′ (j!F) =

∑

I′′⊂IT,F

iI′′!τ
!
i∗
I′′

D′CC
log
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

(jw,I′′!i
∗
I′′FW).

Proof. By Proposition 4.11 (2), we have Zi∗
I′′

FW
= i∗I′′ZFW

= i∗I′′DW,F and the ramifi-
cation of i∗I′′FW is log-i∗I′′D

′
W,F -clean along i∗I′′DW,F for I ′′ ⊂ IT,F . Then we can locally

identify IW,i∗
I′′

FW
with IW,FW

= IW,F and the index set of irreducible components of
i∗I′′D

′
W,F with I ′ ∩ IW,FW

= I ′ ∩ IW,F .
First, let I ′′ ⊂ IT,F and I ′′′ ⊂ I ′ ∩ IW,F be subsets. Then we prove that

(4.39) BD′

I′′∪I′′′,F = B
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

I′′′,i∗
I′′

FW
,

where BD′

I′′∪I′′′,F and B
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

I′′′,i∗
I′′

FW
are as in Definition 1.42 (1). If I ′′′ = ∅, then we have

BD′

I′′∪I′′′,F =
⋃

i∈I−I′ i
∗
I′′Di = B

i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

I′′′,i∗
I′′′

FW
. Suppose that I ′′′ 6= ∅. Let V (Im ξD

′

i (F)) (resp.

V (Im ξ
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

i (i∗I′′FW))) for i ∈ I ′∩IW,F be the closed subscheme of Di (resp. i
∗
I′′Di) de-

fined by the image Im ξD
′

i (F) of ξD
′

i (F) (Definition 1.32 (2)) (resp. Im ξ
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

i (i∗I′′FW)

of ξ
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

i (i∗I′′FW)), where Im ξD
′

i (F) (resp. Im ξ
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

i (i∗I′′FW)) is regarded as an ideal
sheaf of ODi

(resp. Oi∗
I′′

Di
) by Remark 1.33 (2). Since charD

′

(F) is the image of

charD
′
W,F (FW) by the canonical morphism

Ω1
X(logD

′
W,F)(R

D′
W,F

FW
)|
Z

1/p
FW

→ Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

F )|
Z

1/p
F

,

where we have R
D′

W,F

FW
= RD′

F and Z
1/p
FW

= Z
1/p
F , by Lemma 1.26, and since we have

chari
∗
I′′

D′
W,F (i∗I′′FW) = di

D′
W,F

I′′,i∗
I′′

Z
1/p
F

(i∗I′′ char
D′

W,F (FW)),

where di
D′

W,F

I′′,i∗
I′′

Z
1/p
F

: i∗I′′Ω
1
X(logD

′
W,F)|i∗

I′′
Z

1/p
F

→ Ω1
DI′′

(log i∗I′′D
′
W,F)|i∗

I′′
Z

1/p
F

is the morphism

induced by iI′′ , by Proposition 4.11 (2), we have
(4.40)

DI′′∪I′′′ ∩
⋂

i∈(I′′∪I′′′)∩IW,F

V (Im ξD
′

i (F)) = i∗I′′DI′′′ ∩
⋂

i∈I′′∩IW,i∗
I′′

FW

V (Im ξ
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

i (i∗I′′FW)).

Since we have

DI′′∪I′′′ −
⋃

i∈I−I′

Di = i∗I′′DI′′′ −
⋃

i∈IW,F−I′∩IW,F

i∗I′′Di,
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we have

DI′′∪I′′′ ∩
⋂

i∈(I′′∪I′′′)∩IW,F

V (Im ξD
′

i (F))−
⋃

i∈I−I′

Di

= i∗I′′DI′′′ ∩
⋂

i∈I′′∩IW,i∗
I′′

FW

V (Im ξ
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

i (i∗I′′FW))−
⋃

i∈IW,F−I′∩IW,F

i∗I′′Di

as closed subschemes of DI′′∩I′′′ = i∗I′′DI′′′, and we obtain the equality (4.39).
We then prove the assertion (1). By Corollary 4.28, we have ED′

F = ∅ (Definition 1.42

(2)). Hence we have E
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

I′′′,i∗
I′′

FW
= ED′

I′′∪I′′′,F = ∅ (Definition 1.42 (2)) for any I ′′ ⊂ IT,F

and I ′′′ ⊂ I ′ ∩ IW,F , and we have E
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

i∗
I′′

FW
= ∅ for every I ′′ ⊂ IT,F , which deduces the

assertion (1) by Corollary 4.28.
We prove the assertions (2) and (3). By (4.5) and (4.6), we have

iI′′◦τ
−1
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

(T ∗
DI′′

DI′′(log i
∗
I′′D

′
W,F )) =

⋃

I′′′⊂I′∩IW,F

T ∗
DI′′∪I′′′

X

and

iI′′![τ
−1
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

(T ∗
DI′′

DI′′(log i
∗
I′′D

′
W,F))] =

∑

I′′′⊂I′∩IW,F

[T ∗
DI′′∪I′′′

X ],

respectively, for I ′′ ⊂ IT,F . Let I ′′ ⊂ IT,F and I ′′′ ⊂ I ′ ∩ IW,F be subsets and let the
notation be as in Proposition 4.26. Then we have

(BD′

I′′∪I′′′,F)
0 = (B

i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

I′′′,i∗
I′′

FW
)0

by (4.39). We consider the commutative diagram

Ω1
X |Y 1/p

p

τ
∅/D′

W,F
,Y

1/p
p

//

f
Y
1/p
p

��

Ω1
X(logD

′
W,F)|Y 1/p

p

��

τ
∅/D′,Y

1/p
p

// Ω1
X(logD

′)|
Y

1/p
p

Ω1
DI′′
|
Y

1/p
p

τ
∅/i∗

I′′
E′,Y

1/p
p

// Ω1
DI′′

(log i∗I′′D
′
W,F )|Y 1/p

p

,

i
I′′,D′

W,F
/D′,Y

1/p
p

55❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦

where the horizontal arrows are the canonical morphisms, the vertical arrows are the
morphisms yielded by iI′′, and iI′′,D′

W,F/D′,Y
1/p
p

is the morphism induced by the injection

iI′′,D′
W,F/D′ (4.16). By the commutativity of the square, we may assume that the section

ωp ∈ Ω1
DI′′
|
Y

1/p
p

for i∗I′′FW and p ∈ (B
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

I′′′,i∗
I′′

FW
)0 = (BD′

I′′∪I′′′,F)
0 is the image of the section
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ωp ∈ Ω1
X |Y 1/p

p

for F and p by f
Y

1/p
p

. Then we have

iI′′◦τ
−1
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

(L
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

i,i∗
I′′

FW
)

=



























⋃

I′′′⊂I′∩IW,F

i∈I′′′
T ∗
DI′′∪I′′′

X

∪
⋃

I′′′⊂I′∩IW,F

i∈I′′′

⋃

p∈(BD′

I′′∩I′′′,F
)0〈ωp, dti′; i

′ ∈ I ′′ ∪ I ′′′/Y
1/p
p 〉 (i ∈ I ′),

⋃

I′′′⊂I′∩IW,F

⋃

p∈(BD′

I′′∩I′′′,F
)0

i∈Ip

〈ωp, dti′ ; i
′ ∈ I ′′ ∪ I ′′′/Y

1/p
p 〉 ×X Di (i ∈ I − I ′)

and

iI′′![τ
−1
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

(L
i∗
I′′

D′
W,F

i,i∗
I′′

FW
)]

=



























∑

I′′′⊂I′∩IW,F

i∈I′′′
[T ∗

DI′′∪I′′′
X ]

+
∑

I′′′⊂I′∩IW,F

i∈I′′′

∑

p∈(BD′

I′′∩I′′′,F
)0 [〈ωp, dti′; i

′ ∈ I ′′ ∪ I ′′′/Y
1/p
p 〉] (i ∈ I ′),

∑

I′′′⊂I′∩IW,F

∑

p∈(BD′

I′′∩I′′′,F
)0

i∈Ip

[〈ωp, dti′; i
′ ∈ I ′′ ∪ I ′′′/Y

1/p
p 〉 ×X Di] (i ∈ I − I ′)

for each i ∈ IW,F by Propositions 4.26 (1) and (2), respectively. Thus the assertion (2)
holds by Corollary 4.29 (1) and the assertion (3) holds by Corollary 4.29 (2).

Corollary 4.31. Suppose that X is purely of dimension d and that D has simple
normal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset containing IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) and let
D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Assume that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D and that the

inverse image τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) of the log-D′-singular support S log

D′ (j!F) ⊂ T ∗X(logD′)
(Definition 4.1 (3)) by τD′ (4.4) is of dimension d. Then the singular support SS(j!F)
is a union of irreducible components of τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)).

Proof. By Corollary 4.28, the closed conical subset SD′(j!F) ⊂ T ∗X (Definition 4.15) is
of dimension d and the singular support SS(j!F) is a union of irreducible components of
SD′(j!F). By Propositions 4.19 (1) and 4.30 (1) and (2), we may assume that IT,F = ∅.

Then we have SD′(j!F) =
⋃

i∈III,F
T ∗
Di
X ∪ τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)), since CD′ (4.1) is contained

in τ−1
D′ (T ∗

XX(logD′)) by (4.5) and since T ∗
Di
X for i ∈ II,F − I

′ (Definition 1.17 (2)) is

equal to L∅
i,F by [Y2, Lemma 2.23 (ii)] and is contained in τ−1

D′ (LD′

i,F) by Remark 4.27.

Since we have L∅
i,F 6= T ∗

Di
X for i ∈ III,F (Definition 1.17 (2)) by [Y2, Lemma 2.23

(ii)], we have T ∗
Di
X 6⊂ SS(j!F) for i ∈ III,F by Proposition 4.22 (2) and Remark 4.23

(2). Therefore the singular support SS(j!F) is a union of irreducible components of
τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)).

Corollary 4.32. Suppose that X is purely of dimension d and that D has simple normal
crossings. Assume that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D for some union
D′ of irreducible components of D. Let

f : X ′ = Xs
fs
−→ Xs−1

fs−1
−−→ · · ·

f1
−→ X0 = X
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be successive blow-ups satisfying the conditions (1)–(3) in Proposition 1.45 and let
j′ : f ∗U → X ′ be the base change of j by f . Then the dimension of the inverse
image τ−1

DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F
(S log

DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F
(j′!f

∗F)) of the log-DI,f∗F ∪DT,f∗F -singular support

S log
DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

(j′!f
∗F) ⊂ T ∗X ′(logDI,f∗F ∪DT,f∗F) (Definition 4.1 (3)) by τDI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

(4.4) is d, where DI,f∗F and DT,f∗F are as in (1.48). The singular support SS(j′!f
∗F) is

a union of irreducible components of the inverse image τ−1
DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

(S log
DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

(j′!f
∗F)).

Proof. By the condition (2) in Proposition 1.45, the ramification of f ∗F is log-DI,f∗F ∪

DT,f∗F -clean along (f ∗D)red. Since E
DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

f∗F = ∅ (Definition 1.42 (2)) by the
condition (3) in Proposition 1.45, the first assertion follows from Corollary 4.28, and
the last assertion follows from Corollary 4.31.

4.5 Homotopy invariance of characteristic cycles

Finally, we prove the following proposition saying that the pull-back τ !D′CC
log
D′ (j!F)

(4.12) of the log-D′-characteristic cycle CC log
D′ (j!F) of j!F (Definition 4.1 (4)) by τD′

(4.4) determines the characteristic cycle CC(j!F) of j!F (Definition 3.13) when the
ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D and when the inverse image τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)) ⊂

T ∗X of the log-D′-singular support S log
D′ (j!F) ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) (Definition 4.1 (3)) by τD′

is of dimension d:

Proposition 4.33. Suppose that X is purely of dimension d and that D has simple
normal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset and let D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Let Fi for i = 0, 1
be smooth sheaves of Λ-modules of rank 1 on U whose ramifications are log-D′-clean
along D. Assume that IT,Fi

(Definition 1.17 (1)) for i = 0, 1 are contained in I ′, that

the inverse image τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!Fi)) ⊂ T ∗X of the log-D′-singular support S log

D′ (j!Fi) ⊂
T ∗X(logD′) (Definition 4.1 (3)) by τD′ (4.4) for i = 0, 1 are of dimension d, and that
we have

τ !D′CC
log
D′ (j!F0) = τ !D′CC

log
D′ (j!F1)

in Zd(τ
−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F0) ∪ S

log
D′ (j!F1))), where τ

!
D′ is as in (4.12). Then we have

CC(j!F0) = CC(j!F1).

Proof. Since we have ED′

Fi
= ∅ by Corollary 4.28, we have I ′ ∩ III,Fi

= ∅ for i =
0, 1 by Remark 1.43 (3). By Corollary 4.29 (2) and the comparison of the terms of
τ !D′CC

log
D′ (j!F0) and τ

!
D′CC

log
D′ (j!F1) whose supports have bases of codimension 1 in X ,

we have RD′

F0
= RD′

F1
(Definition 1.19 (1)) and IW,F0 = IW,F1 (Definition 1.17 (1)). By

the same comparison and Remark 4.27, we also have L∅
i′,F0

= L∅
i′,F1

(Definition 4.1 (2))

for every i′ ∈ IW,F0 . Since L∅
i′,Fi

= T ∗
Di′
X if and only if i′ ∈ II,Fi

(Definition 1.17 (2))
for i′ ∈ IW,Fi

and i = 0, 1 by [Y2, Lemma 2.23 (ii)], we have II,F0 = II,F1 . Therefore we
have sw(χ0|Ki′

) = sw(χ1|Ki′
) (Definition 1.5 (1)) for every i′ ∈ I. By Corollary 4.29 (2),

the subset (BD′

I′′,Fi
)0 ⊂ X for I ′′ ⊂ I ′ and the closed subscheme Yp ⊂ X for p ∈ (BD′

I′′,Fi
)0

are independent of the choice of i = 1, 2, where the notation is as in Proposition 4.26.
Let χi : π

ab
1 (U)→ Λ× be the character corresponding to Fi for i = 0, 1. By Remark

4.2 (2) and [SY, Theorem 0.1], we may assume that χi for i = 0, 1 are of orders powers of
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p. Let s ≥ 2 be an integer such that both the orders of χi for i = 0, 1 are ≤ ps. Since the
assertion is local, we may assume that X = SpecA for a k-algebra A. By shrinking X if
necessary, we can take global sections a = (as−1, . . . , a1, a0) and a

′ = (a′s−1, . . . , a
′
1, a

′
0) of

filD
′

RD′
F0

j∗Ws(OU ) = filD
′

RD′
F1

j∗Ws(OU) whose images by δs,j : j∗Ws(OU) → R1(ε ◦ j)∗Z/p
sZ

(1.11) are χ0 and χ1, respectively. Then the images of a and a′ by the composition (1.33)
are equal to the log-D′-characteristic forms charD

′

(F0) and charD
′

(F1), respectively, by
Remark 1.23 (2). We put X̃ = X×kA

1
k, where A

1
k = Spec k[T ]. Let j̃ : Ũ = U×kA

1
k →

X̃ denote the canonical open immersion and let b be the global section of j̃∗Ws(OŨ)
defined by

(4.41) b = (as−1(1−T )
p, . . . , a1(1−T )

ps−1

, a0(1−T )
ps)+(a′s−1T

p, . . . , a′1T
ps−1

, a0T
ps).

Let ϕ : πab
1 (Ũ) → Z/psZ be the image of b by δs,j̃ : j̃∗Ws(OŨ ) → R1(ε̃ ◦ j̃)∗Z/p

sZ,

where ε̃ : X̃ét → X̃Zar is the canonical mapping from the étale site of X̃ to the Zariski
site of X̃ , and let G be a smooth sheaf of Λ-module of rank 1 on Ũ whose associated
character is ϕ. We put D̃i′ = Di′ ×k A

1
k ⊂ X̃ for i′ ∈ I, D̃ = D ×k A

1
k =

⋃

i′∈I D̃i′,

and D̃′ = D′ ×k A1
k =

⋃

i′∈I′ D̃i′. Then we can identify the index set of irreducible

components of D̃ and that of irreducible components of D̃′ with I and I ′, respectively.
Let K̃i′ = Frac ÔX̃,p̃i′

be the local field at the generic point p̃i′ of D̃i′ for i
′ ∈ I. Then

we have sw(ϕ|K̃i′
) = sw(χ0|Ki′

) for every i′ ∈ I by [Y2, Lemma 5.4], and we have

IW,G = IW,F0 . Thus we have ZG = ZF0 ×k A
1
k (Definition 1.19 (2)). By Remark 1.23

(4) and [Y2, Lemma 5.5], we have

charD̃(G) = charD(F0)(1− T )
ps + charD(F1)T

ps

in Γ(ZG ,Ω
1
X̃
(log D̃)(RD̃

G )|ZG
). By Lemma 1.24 (2) applied to the case where I ′ is I, we

have II,G = II,F0 , and we have swD̃′
(ϕ|K̃i′

) = swD′
(χ0|Ki′

) (1.31) for every i′ ∈ I. Thus

we have RD̃′

G = RD′

F0
×k A

1
k.

Let hi : X = X ×k {i} → X̃ be the canonical closed immersions for i = 0, 1. Then
the closed immersions hi for i = 0, 1 are CD̃-transversal by [S4, Lemma 3.4.5]. By
shrinking X if necessary, we may assume that Di′ = (ti′ = 0) for ti′ ∈ A for i′ ∈ I.

Lemma 4.34 (cf. [Y2, Lemma 5.5]). Let the notation and the assumptions be as above.
Then the following hold:

(1) Let dhD̃
′

i,Z
1/p
Fi

: (h∗iΩ
1
X̃
(log D̃′)(RD̃′

G ))|
Z

1/p
Fi

→ Ω1
X(logD

′)(RD′

Fi
)|
Z

1/p
Fi

be the morphism

yielded by hi for i = 0, 1. Then we have

dhD̃
′

i,Z
1/p
Fi

(h∗i char
D̃′

(G)) = charD
′

(Fi)

for i = 0, 1

(2) The morphism ξD̃
′

i′ (G) (Definition 1.32 (2)) for i′ ∈ I ′ ∩ IW,G is the sum of the
compositions

ξD
′

i′ (F0)(1− T )
ps : OX̃(R

D̃′

G )|
D̃

1/p

i′

× charD
′
(F0)|

D
1/p

i′

(1−T )p
s

−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ Ω1
X̃
(log D̃′)|

D̃
1/p

i′
→ O

D̃
1/p

i′
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and

ξD
′

i′ (F1)T
ps : OX̃(R

D̃′

G )|
D̃

1/p

i′

× charD
′
(F1)|

D
1/p

i′

T ps

−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ Ω1
X̃
(log D̃′)|

D̃
1/p

i′
→ O

D̃
1/p

i′

of multiplications and the base change of the residue mapping Ω1
X̃
(log D̃′)|D̃i′

→

OD̃i′
by the canonical morphism D̃

1/p
i′ → D̃i′.

Proof. We put ni′ = swD′
(F0|Ki′

) for i′ ∈ I and put b = (bs−1, . . . , b1, b0) for the global

section b (4.41) of j̃∗Ws(OŨ ). Since we have RD̃′

G = RD′

Fi
×k A

1
k for i = 0, 1, the global

sections (as−1(1 − T )
p, . . . , a1(1 − T )

ps−1
, a0(1 − T )

ps) and (a′s−1T
p, . . . , a′1T

ps−1
, a0T

ps)

of j̃∗Ws(OŨ) are global sections of fil
D̃′

RD̃′
G

j̃∗Ws(OŨ), and so is b. Hence the image of b by

the composition (1.33) is equal to the log-D̃′-characteristic form charD̃
′

(G) by Remark
1.23 (2). Since the image of b by the composition (1.33) is

−F s−1db = −
s−1
∑

i=0

(ai(1− T )
ps−i

)p
i−1d(ai(1− T )

ps−i

)−
s−1
∑

i=0

(a′iT
ps−i

)p
i−1d(a′iT

ps−i

)

= −(1− T )p
s
s−1
∑

i=0

ap
i−1

i dai − T
ps

s−1
∑

i=0

a′p
i−1

i da′i

= (−F s−1da)(1− T )p
s

+ (−F s−1da′)T ps

if p 6= 2 and is

− F s−1db+
∑

i′∈I−I′
ni′=2

√

b0t
2
i′dti′/t

2
i′

= −
s−1
∑

i=0

(ai(1− T )
ps−i

)2
i−1d(ai(1− T )

2s−i

) +
∑

i′∈I−I′
ni′=2

√

a0(1− T )2
st2i′dti′/t

2
i′

−
s−1
∑

i=0

(a′iT
2s−i

)2
i−1d(a′iT

2s−i

) +
∑

i′∈I−I′
ni′=2

√

a′0T
2st2i′dti′/t

2
i′

= −(1− T )2
s
s−1
∑

i=0

a2
i−1

i dai − T
2s

s−1
∑

i=0

a′2
i−1

i da′i

+
∑

i′∈I−I′
ni′=2

(

√

a0t
2
i′(1− T )

2s−1

dti′/t
2
i′ +

√

a′0t
2
i′T

2s−1

dti′/t
2
i′)

= (−F s−1da)(1− T )2
s

+ (1− T )2
s−1

∑

i′∈I−I′
ni′=2

√

a0t
2
i′dti′/t

2
i′

+ (−F s−1da′)T 2s + T 2s−1
∑

i′∈I−I′
ni′=2

√

a′0t
2
i′dti′/t

2
i′
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if p = 2 by the construction of the morphism ϕ
(D̃′⊂D̃,RD̃′

G )
s given in Lemma 1.15 and

since the images of a and a′ by the composition (1.33) are charD
′

(F0) and charD
′

(F1),

respectively, the assertions hold by the constructions of ϕ
(D′⊂D,RD′

Fi
)

s for i = 1, 2 given in
Lemma 1.15.

Let x ∈ ZF0 be a closed point and let x′ be the unique point on Z
1/p
F0

lying above

x. Let xi ∈ X ×k {i} ⊂ X̃ be the closed point corresponding to x via hi for i = 0, 1

and let x′i be the unique point on Z
1/p
G lying above xi. Since the ramifications of Fi

are log-D′-clean along D, we have charD
′

(Fi)(x
′) 6= 0 for i = 0, 1 by Lemma 1.31 (1).

Hence we have charD̃
′

(G)(x′i) 6= 0 for i = 0, 1 by Lemma 4.34 (1), and the ramification
of G is log-D̃′-clean along D̃ at xi for i = 0, 1 by Lemma 1.31 (1). Thus the ramification
of G is log-D̃′-clean along D̃ at any point on X ×k {i} for i = 0, 1 by Remarks 1.30 (1)
and (2). Let Ṽ be the subset of X̃ consisting of the points on X̃ where the ramification
of G is log-D̃′-clean along D̃. Then Ṽ is an open subset of X̃ by Remark 1.30 (2) and
we have X ×k {i} ⊂ Ṽ for i = 0, 1.

We show that the canonical closed immersion h′i : X ×k {i} → Ṽ for i = 0, 1 are
properly SS((j̃!G)|Ṽ )-transversal and that we have h′!0CC((j̃!G)|Ṽ ) = h′!1CC((j̃!G)|Ṽ ),
which deduce the assertion by Theorem 3.20 for we have h′∗i (j̃!G)|Ṽ = j!Fi for i = 0, 1.
By replacing X̃ by Ṽ , we may assume that the ramification of G is log-D̃′-clean along
D̃. Then the closed immersions hi for i = 0, 1 are log-D̃′-S log

D̃′ (j̃!G)-transversal by
Proposition 4.7 (1) and Lemma 4.34, since hi is CD̃′⊂D̃-transversal by Remark 3.2 (3).
Since hi is CD̃′-transversal by Remark 3.2 (3), the closed immersions hi for i = 0, 1
are τ−1

D̃′ (S
log

D̃′ (j̃!G))-transversal by Proposition 4.6. Let the notation be as in Proposition

4.26 and Lemma 4.34. Then we have BD̃′

I′′,G = D̃′
I′′ ∩

⋃

i′∈I−I′ D̃i′ = BD′

I′′,Fi
×k A

1
k for

I ′′ ⊂ IT,G = IT,Fi
and i = 0, 1. By Lemma 4.34 (2), we have

(4.42) D̃I′′ ∩
⋂

i′∈I′′

V (Im ξD̃
′

i′ (G)) = D̃I′′ ∩
⋂

i′∈I′′

V (Im(ξD
′

i′ (F0)(1− T )
ps + ξD

′

i′ (F1)T
ps))

for I ′′ ⊂ I ′ such that I ′′ ∩ IW,G 6= ∅. Hence we have ED̃′

G =
⋃

I′′⊂I′ E
D̃′

I′′,G = ∅ (Def-

inition 1.42 (2)) for ED′

Fi
=
⋃

I′′⊂I′ E
D′

I′′,Fi
= ∅ for i = 0, 1. Then the inverse image

τ−1

D̃′ (S
log

D̃′ (j̃!G)) ⊂ T ∗X̃ is purely of dimension d + 1 by Corollary 4.28. We denote the

closed subscheme Yp̃ ⊂ X̃ and the section ωp̃ ∈ Ω1
X̃
|
Y

1/p

p̃

for p̃ ∈ (BD̃′

I′′,G)
0, where I ′′ ⊂ I ′,

by Ỹp̃ and ω̃p̃, repsectively. By (4.42), the pull-back h∗i Ỹp̃ for p̃ ∈ (BD̃′

I′′,G)
0 is equal to

Yp if p̃ is the generic point of Yp × A1
k for an element p ∈ (BD′

I′′,F0
)0, and is empty if

otherwise. By Lemma 4.34 (1), we may assume that the image of h∗i ω̃p̃ by the mor-
phism dh

i,h∗
i Ỹ

1/p

p̃

: Ω1
X̃
|
h∗
i Ỹ

1/p

p̃

→ Ω1
X |Y 1/p

p

yielded by hi is equal to ωp for each element

p̃ ∈ (BD′

I′′,F0
)0 that is the generic point of Yp × A1

k for an element p ∈ (BD′

I′′,F0
)0 and

for i = 0, 1. Therefore the dimension of h∗i τ
−1

D̃′ (S
log

D̃′ (j̃!G)) is purely of dimension d and

we have h◦0C̃a = h◦1C̃a for each irreducible component C̃a of τ−1

D̃′ (S
log

D̃′ (j̃!G)) by Corol-

lary 4.29 (1). Since the singular support SS(j̃!G) is a union of irreducible components
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of τ−1

D̃′ (S
log

D̃′ (j̃!G)) by Corollary 4.31, the closed immersion hi for i = 0, 1 are properly

SS(j̃G)-transversal by Remark 3.2 (3), and we have h!0CC(j̃!G) = h!1CC(j̃!G).

We formulate the following conjecture inspired by Proposition 4.33:

Conjecture 4.35 (cf. [Y2, Conjecture 3.14]). Suppose that X is purely of dimension
d and that D has simple normal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset containing IT,F

(Definition 1.17 (1)) and let D′ =
⋃

i∈I′ Di. Assume that the ramification of F is log-D′-

clean along D and that the inverse image τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) ⊂ T ∗X of the log-D′-singular

support S log
D′ (j!F) ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) (Definition 4.1 (3)) by the canonical morphism τD′

(4.4) is of dimension d. Then we have

(4.43) CC(j!F) = τ !D′CC
log
D′ (j!F)

in Zd(τ
−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F))), where τ

!
D′ is as in (4.12).

Remark 4.36. SupposeX is purely of dimension d, thatD has simple normal crossings,
and that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D for some union D′ of irreducible
components ofD. If Conjecture 4.35 holds generally and if we admit blowing upX along
a closed subscheme of D, then the characteristic cycle CC(j!F) is computed in terms of
ramification theory as follows: Let f : X ′ → X be the composition of successive blow-
ups satisfying the conditions (1)–(3) in Proposition 1.45 and let j′ : f ∗U → X ′ be the
base change of j by f . Then the inverse image τ−1

DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F
(S log

DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F
(j′!f

∗F)) ⊂

T ∗X of the log-DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F -singular support S
log
DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

(j′!f
∗F) ⊂ T ∗X ′(logDI,f∗F∪

DT,f∗F ) (Definition 4.1 (3)) by τDI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F
(4.4), where DI,f∗F and DT,f∗F are as in

(1.48), is of dimension d by Corollary 4.32, and Conjecture 4.35 deduces the equality

CC(j′!f
∗F) = τ !DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

CC log
DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

(j′!f
∗F)

in Zd(τ
−1
DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

(S log
DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

(j′!f
∗F))).

5 Computation of characteristic cycle in codimen-

sion 2

In this section, we prove Conjecture 4.35 under the assumption that the bases of irre-
ducible components of the inverse image τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)) ⊂ T ∗X of the log-D′-singular

support S log
D′ (j!F) ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) (Definition 4.1 (3)) by the canonical morphism τD′

(4.4) are of codimension ≤ 2 in X . The equality (4.43) in Conjecture 4.35 gives a
computation of the characteristic cycle CC(j!F) (Definition 3.13) and further a com-
putation of the singular support SS(j!F) (Definition 3.5 (2)) as the support of CC(j!F)
in terms of ramification theory.
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5.1 Computations in known cases

We first recall the computation of the characteristic cycle CC(j!F) in the case where
the ramification of F is log-∅-clean along D given in [S4].

Theorem 5.1 (cf. [S4, Theorem 7.14]). Suppose that X is purely of dimension d and
that D has simple normal crossings. Assume that the ramification of F is log-∅-clean
along D.

(1) If I = IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)), then we have

CC(j!F) = (−1)d
∑

I′′⊂I

[T ∗
DI′′

X ],

where T ∗
DI′′

X denotes the conormal bundle of DI′′ =
⋂

i∈I′′ Di ⊂ X.

(2) If I = IW,F (Definition 1.17 (1)), then we have

CC(j!F) = (−1)d([T ∗
XX ] +

∑

i∈I

dt(χ|Ki
)[L∅

i,F ]),

where L∅
i,F is as in Definition 4.1 (2).

Proof. By Remark 1.30 (3), the assertions are special cases of [S4, Theorem 7.14].

Remark 5.2. Suppose that D has simple normal crossings.

(1) As is seen in Remark 4.23 (1), the log-∅-cleanliness is equivalent to the strong
non-degeneration in the sense of [S4, the remark before Proposition 4.13] for the
ramification of F along D.

(2) Theorem 5.1 generally gives a computation of the characteristic cycle CC(j!F)
outside a closed subscheme of X of codimension ≥ 2 by Remarks 1.30 (2) and
3.14 (1).

We then recall the computation of the characteristic cycle CC(j!F) in the case where
X is a surface, namely is purely of dimension 2, given in [Y2].

Suppose that X is a surface. We first define two additional invariants λx ∈ Z and
sx ∈ Z for the ramification of F at a closed point x ∈ D as follows ([K2, Remark 5.8]):
If x /∈ ZF (Definition 1.19 (2)), then we define both λx and sx to be 0. If x ∈ ZF , then,
by [K2, Theorem 4.1], we can take successive blow-ups

(5.1) f : X ′ = Xs
fs
−→ Xs−1

fs−1
−−→ · · ·

f1
−→ X0 = X,

where f1 : X1 → X0 = X is the blow-up at x0 = x and fi : Xi → Xi−1 for i = 2, 3, . . . , s
is the blow-up at a closed point xi−1 of Xi−1 lying over x0, such that the ramification

of f ∗F is log-f ∗D-clean along f ∗D at every point on f−1(x0). Let {D
(i)
i′ }i′∈Ii be the

irreducible components of the pull-back of D to Xi and let K
(i)
i′ be the local field at

86



the generic point of D
(i)
i′ for i = 0, 1, . . . , s and i′ ∈ Ii, where I0 = I and D

(0)
i′ = Di′ for

i′ ∈ I0. Let ri for i = 0, 1, . . . , s− 1 be the cardinality of

Ixi
= {i′ ∈ Ii | xi ∈ D

(i)
i′ }.

Then ri is 1 or 2 for each i = 0, 1, . . . , s − 1. By renumbering {D
(i)
i′ }i′∈Ii if necessary,

we may assume that 0 ∈ Ii and that D
(i)
0 is the exceptional divisor f−1

i (xi−1) of the
blow-up fi for i = 1, 2, . . . , s. We put

ei =
∑

i′∈Ixi−1

sw(χ|
K

(i−1)

i′
)− sw(χ|

K
(i)
0
)(5.2)

and

µi =

{

ei(ei − 1) (ri−1 = 1),

e2i (ri−1 = 2)

for i = 1, 2, . . . , s. We define an integer λx by

(5.3) λx =
s
∑

i=1

µi,

and define sx by

sx =
∑

i∈IW,F,x

sw(χ|Ki
) ordD(F ; x,Di)− λx,

where IW,F ,x is as in (1.35) and ordD(F ; x,Di) is as in Definition 1.40.

Remark 5.3. Suppose that X is a surface. Let the notation be as above.

(1) If x is a closed point of ZF , then the integer λx and hence sx are independent of
the choice of a sequence (5.1) of blow-ups by [K2, Remark 5.7]. Consequently, if
the ramification of F is log-D-clean along D at x, then we have sx = λx = 0.

(2) It is conjectured that sx ≥ 0 for any closed point x of D ([K2, Remark 5.8]).

Then the computation of the characteristic cycle CC(j!F) in the case where X is a
surface given in [Y2] is as follows:

Theorem 5.4 ([Y2, Theorem 6.1]). Suppose that X is a surface and that D has simple
normal crossings. Let |D| be the set of closed points of D. Let λx and sx for x ∈ |D|
be as above and let ord∅(F ; x,Di) and ordD(F ; x,Di) for x ∈ |D| and for i ∈ IW,F

(Definition 1.17 (1)) be as in Definition 1.40. Let rx be the cardinality of Ix (1.34) for
each x ∈ |D| and let δrx,2 denote the Kronecker delta. Then we have

(5.4) CC(j!F) = [T ∗
XX ] +

∑

i∈I

dt(χ|Ki
)[L∅

i,F ] +
∑

x∈|D|

tx[T
∗
xX ],
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where L∅
i,F for i ∈ IW,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) is as in Definition 4.1 (2), where we put

L∅
i,F = T ∗

Di
X for i ∈ IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)), and where we have

tx = sx + δrx,2 +
∑

i∈IW,F,x

sw(χ|Ki
)(ord∅(F ; x,Di)− ordD(F ; x,Di))

+
∑

i∈III,F,x

(−δrx,2 + ordD(F ; x,Di))

= −λx + δrx,2 +
∑

i∈IW,F,x

sw(χ|Ki
) ord∅(F ; x,Di) +

∑

i∈III,F,x

(−δrx,2 + ordD(F ; x,Di)).

Finally in this subsection, we give an example of computation of λx (5.3) for a closed
point x of ZF , which we use in the proof of the main theorem Theorem 5.6 in the next
subsection.

Example 5.5. Let X = SpecA be a smooth affine surface over k and let x ∈ X be a
closed point corresponding to the maximal ideal (t1, t2) of A generated by two elements
t1, t2 of A. Let Di = (ti = 0) for i = 1, 2 and let D = D1 ∪ D2. Suppose that the
log-D-characteristic form charD(F) ∈ Γ(ZF ,Ω

1
X(logD)(RD

F )|ZF
) (Definition 1.22) is of

the form

(5.5) charD(F) =
α1d log t1 + β2t2d log t2

tn1
1 t

n2
2

,

where n1 = sw(χ|K1) > 0, n2 = sw(χ|K2) ≥ p, α1 ∈ A/t1t2A − t2A/t1t2A, and β2 ∈
(A/t1t2A)

×. Here ZF = Spec(A/t1t2A). Then ordD(F ; x,D2) (Definition 1.40) is equal
to the (normalized) valuation n of the image of α1 in the local ring OD2,x of D2 at x.
We can prove that λx = n by the induction on n as follows.

If n = 0, then the ramification of F is log-D-clean along D at x by Lemma 1.41,
and we have λx = 0 by Remark 5.3 (1).

If n > 0, then the ramification of F is not log-D-clean along D at x by Lemma
1.41 and we have α1 ∈ (t1, t2)A/t1t2A− t2A/t1t2A. Since the assertion is local, we may
assume that the ramification of F is log-D-clean along D except at x. Let f1 : X1 →
X0 = X be the blow-up at x. Let D

(1)
0 = f−1

1 (x) ⊂ X1 be the exceptional divisor and

let D
(1)
i be the proper transform of Di for i = 1, 2. We put U

(1)
i = X1−D

(1)
i for i = 1, 2.

Let x(1) ∈ U
(1)
1 be the unique closed point of the intersection D

(1)
0 ∩D

(1)
2 ∩ U

(1)
1 ⊂ U

(1)
1

and let e1 be as in (5.2) for the blow-up f1. By induction, it is sufficient to prove that
the following three conditions hold:

(1) The ramification of f ∗
1F is log-(f ∗

1D)red-clean along (f ∗
1D)red at every point on

X1 = U
(1)
1 ∪ U

(1)
2 except at x(1).

(2) The log-(f ∗
1D)red-characteristic form char(f

∗
1D)red(f ∗

1F) is of the form (5.5) in a
neighborhood of x(1).

(3) e1 = 1 and ord(f∗
1D)red(f ∗

1F ; x
(1), D

(1)
2 ) = n− 1.
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Actually, if n = 1, then the second equation in the condition (3) implies that the
ramification of f ∗

1F is log-(f ∗
1D)red-clean along (f ∗

1D)red at x(1) by Lemma 1.41. Thus
the ramification of f ∗

1F is log-(f ∗
1D)red-clean along (f ∗

1D)red by the condition (1), and
we have λx = e21 = 1 by the first equation in the condition (3). If n ≥ 2, then we can
use the induction by the conditions (1), (2), and the second equation in (3) so that we
have

λx =
n
∑

i=1

e2i = n

by the first equation in the condition (3) and the induction hypothesis.
We first compute char(f

∗
1D)red(f ∗

1F) in order to show that the three conditions (1),
(2), and (3) above hold. Since the log-D-characteristic form is only dependent on the
p-part of the character χ associated to F by Remark 1.23 (2), we may assume that
the order of χ is ps for s ≥ 0. Since the assertions are local, we may assume that χ is
the image of a global section a of filDRD

F
j∗Ws(OU ) ⊂ j∗Ws(OU) by δs,j (1.11). Then the

image of a by the composition (1.33) is charD(F) by Remark 1.23 (2), and the image
of a by −F s−1d : j∗Ws(OU)→ j∗Ω

1
U (1.21) is of the form

(5.6) − F s−1da =
α1d log t1 + β2t2d log t2 + t1t2γ

tn1
1 t

n2
2

,

where α1 (resp. β2) is a lift of α1 ∈ A/t1t2A (resp. β2 ∈ A/t1t2A) in A by abuse of
notation and γ is a global section of Ω1

X(logD). Since n > 0 is the valuation of the
image of α1 in OD2,x = A(t1,t2)/t2A(t1,t2), we can put α1 = utn1 + vtm2 for u, v ∈ A and
m ∈ Z>0 such that u is invertible in OD2,x.

Let j(1) : f ∗
1U → X1 denote the canonical open immersion. Since α1 = 0 in

A/(t1, t2)A, both f
∗
1α1|D(1)

0
and f ∗

1 (β2t2)|D(1)
0

are 0 and we have dfD
1 (f ∗

1 char
D(F))|

D
(1)
0

=

0. Therefore f ∗
1 a ∈ j

(1)
∗ Ws(Of∗

1U
) is a section of fil

f∗
1D

f∗
1R

D
F−D

(1)
0

j
(1)
∗ Ws(Of∗

1U
) by Lemma 1.10

(1). We denote f ∗ti by ti in U
(1)
i for i = 1, 2 and we put f ∗t2 = t1t2 (resp. f ∗t1 = t1t2)

in U
(1)
1 (resp. in U

(1)
2 ) by abuse of notation. Then the image −F s−1df ∗

1a of f ∗
1a by

−F s−1d : j
(1)
∗ Ws(Of∗

1U
)→ j

(1)
∗ Ω1

f∗
1U

is of the form

− F s−1df ∗
1a =

(t−1
1 f ∗

1α1 + t2f
∗
1β2)d log t1 + t2f

∗β2d log t2 + t1t2f
∗
1 γ

tn1+n2−1
1 tn2

2

in U
(1)
1 and

− F s−1df ∗
1a =

t−1
2 f ∗

1α1d log t1 + (t−1
2 f ∗

1α1 + f ∗
1β2)d log t2 + t1t2f

∗
1γ

tn1
1 t

n1+n2−1
2

in U
(1)
2 by (5.6) and is a section of Ω1

X1
(log(f ∗

1D)red)(f
∗
1R

D
F −D

(1)
0 ). By the assumption

that n > 0, we have

(5.7) t−1
1 f ∗

1α1 = f ∗utn−1
1 + f ∗vtm−1

1 tm2
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in U
(1)
1 and we have

t−1
2 f ∗

1α1 = f ∗utn1 t
n−1
2 + f ∗vtm−1

2

in U
(1)
2 . Since u is invertible in A(t1,t2)/t2A(t1,t2) and β2 is invertible in A/t1t2A, we have

−F s−1df ∗
1a|D(1)

i
is not 0 in Ω1

X1
(log(f ∗

1D)red)(f
∗
1R

D
F −D

(1)
0 )|

D
(1)
i

for i = 0, 1, 2. Hence we

have

(5.8) R
(f∗

1D)red
f∗
1F

= f ∗
1R

D
F −D

(1)
0

by Lemma 1.10 (1), and we have Zf∗
1F

= (f ∗
1ZF)red. Since the pull-back f

∗
1a is a section

of fil
f∗
1D

f∗
1R

D
F−D

(1)
0

j
(1)
∗ Ws(Of∗

1U
), the section −F s−1df ∗

1a|(f∗
1ZF )red of Ω

1
X1
(log(f ∗

1D)red)(f
∗
1R

D
F−

D
(1)
0 )|(f∗

1ZF )red is equal to the log-(f ∗
1D)red-characteristic form char(f

∗
1D)red(f ∗

1F) of f
∗
1F

by Remark 1.23 (2). Thus we have

(5.9) char(f
∗
1D)red(f ∗

1F) =
(t−1

1 f ∗
1α1 + t2f

∗
1β2)d log t1 + t2f

∗β2d log t2

tn1+n2−1
1 tn2

2

in U
(1)
1 and

char(f
∗
1D)red(f ∗F) =

t−1
2 f ∗

1α1d log t1 + (t−1
2 f ∗

1α1 + f ∗
1β2)d log t2

tn1
1 t

n1+n2−1
2

in U
(1)
2 .
We then prove that the three conditions (1), (2), and (3) hold. Since f1 : X1 → X

is an isomorphism outside of x and since u and β2 are invertible in A(t1,t2)/t2A(t1,t2) and
A/t1t2A, respectively, the condition (1) holds by Remarks 1.30 (1) and (2) and Lemma
1.31 (1). The condition (2) follows from (5.9), since f ∗β2 is invertible in Zf∗

1F
=

(f ∗
1ZF)red. The first equation in the condition (3) follows from (5.8). Since f ∗

1u is
invertible in O

D
(1)
2 ,x(1), the second equation in (3) holds by (5.7) and (5.9).

5.2 Computation in codimension 2

In this subsection, we prove the following main theorem:

Theorem 5.6 (cf. [Y2, Theorems 4.2 (ii), 6.1]). Conjecture 4.35 holds if the bases of ir-
reducible components of the inverse image τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)) ⊂ T ∗X of the log-D′-singular

support S log
D′ (j!F) ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) (Definition 4.1 (3)) by the canonical morphism τD′

(4.4) are of codimension ≤ 2 in X.

In order to reduce the proof of Theorem 5.6 to the case where X is a surface, we first
prove the local existence of a CD-transversal and properly SD′(j!F)-transversal regular
closed immersion g : S → X from a smooth surface S over k, where CD is as in (4.1).
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Lemma 5.7. Suppose that k is algebraically closed and that Y is a connected smooth
quasi-projective scheme over k of dimension d ≥ 2. Let i′ : Y → P be an immersion to
a projective space P over k and let P∨ denote the dual of P. Let {Yi}

m
i=1 be irreducible

closed subsets of Y . Then the set of hyperplanes H ∈ P∨ satisfying both of the following
conditions is a dense subset of P∨:

(1) H meets Y transversally and the intersection H ∩ Y is connected and is smooth
over k.

(2) H meets Yi properly for every i = 1, 2, . . . , m.

Proof. By Bertini’s theorem, the set V of hyperplanes H ∈ P∨ such that H meets
Y transversally and that the intersection H ∩ Y is connected and is smooth over k
is a dense subset of P∨. Since the image of the fiber Qyi of the universal hyperplane
Q = {(y,H) | y ∈ H} ⊂ P×kP

∨ at a closed point yi ∈ Yi by the projection p∨ : Q→ P∨

is a divisor Eyi, the union of the intersections V ∩ (P∨ −
⋃n

i=1Eyi) for the m-tuples
(yi)

m
i=1 of the closed points yi ∈ Yi for i = 1, 2, . . . , m satisfies the desired conditions.

Lemma 5.8. Suppose that k is algebraically closed and that Y is a connected smooth
quasi-projective scheme over k of dimension d ≥ 2. Let C ⊂ T ∗Y be a closed conical
subset of pure dimension d. Then there exists a properly C-transversal regular closed
immersion Y ′ → Y of codimension 1 from a connected smooth scheme Y ′ over k.

Proof. By Lemma [S4, Lemma 3.19], we can take a very ample invertible OY -module
L and a k-linear mapping E → Γ(Y,L) from a k-vector space E of finite dimension
defining an immersion i′ : Y → P = P(E∨) = SpecS•E satisfying the following two
conditions:

(E) The composition E → Γ(Y,L) → Lu/m
2
uLu ⊕ Lv/m

2
vLv is a surjection for every

pair (u, v) of distinct closed points of Y .

(C) None of the inverse images C̃a of irreducible components Ca of C by the morphism
di′ : T ∗P×P Y → T ∗Y (3.1) is contained in the zero section T ∗

P
P×P Y .

Here the condition (C) is always satisfied unless the immersion i′ : Y ′ → P is an open
immersion. We identify the universal hyperplanes Q = {(y,H) | y ∈ H} ⊂ P ×k P

∨

with the covariant projective space bundle P(T ∗P) and the fiber product Y ×P Q
with P(T ∗P ×P Y ) as in [S4, Subsection 3.2]. Then the closure of the image of the
projectivization P(C̃a) ⊂ P(T ∗P ×P Y ) by the projection p∨ : Y ×P Q → P∨ is a
divisor on P∨ by [S4, Corollary 3.21.1]. Therefore we can take t ∈ P∨ − p∨(P(C̃)),
where P(C̃) ⊂ P(T ∗P ×P Y ) is the projectivization of the inverse image C̃ of C by
di′, such that the hyperplane Ht corresponding to t satisfies the conditions (1) and
(2) in Lemma 5.7 for Y and the bases {Yi}

m
i=1 of irreducible components of C by loc.

cit.. Let h : Ht ∩ Y → Y be the canonical closed immersion. Then the pull-back
h∗C ⊂ T ∗X ×X (Ht ∩ Y ) is purely of dimension d − 1 by Lemma 4.24. Since Ht ∩ Y
and Y are smooth over k, the closed immersion h : Ht ∩Y → Y is a regular immersion,
and it is sufficient to prove that h is C-transversal.
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Since the projection p : Y ×PQ→ Y is C-transversal at every point on Y×PQ−P(C̃)
by [S4, Lemma 3.10], the closed immersion h : Ht∩Y → Y is C-transversal if and only if
the canonical closed immersion h′ : Ht∩Y → Y ×PQ is p◦C-transversal by [S4, Lemma
3.4.3]. We consider the cartesian diagram

Y ×P Q

p∨

��

�

Ht ∩ Y

��

h′
oo

P∨ t,oo

where the horizontal arrows are the canonical closed immersions. Since the horizontal
arrows are regular closed immersions of the same codimension and since the right ver-
tical arrow is C ′-transversal for every closed conical subset C ′ ⊂ T ∗(Ht ∩ Y ) by [S4,
Lemma 3.6.1], the closed immersion h′ : Ht ∩ Y → Y ×P Q is p◦C-transversal if and
only if p∨ is p◦C-transversal on a neighborhood of Ht ∩ Y ⊂ Y ×P Q by [S4, Lemma
3.9.1]. Since Y ×P Q−P(C̃) is a neighborhood of Ht ∩ Y and since the projection p∨

is p◦C-transversal at every point on Y ×P Q − P(C̃) by [S4, Lemma 3.10], the closed
immersion h : Ht ∩ Y → Y is C-transversal.

Corollary 5.9. Let the notation and the assumptions be as in Lemma 5.8. Let e ≤ d be
a positive integer. Then there exists a properly C-transversal regular closed immersion
Y ′ → Y from a connected smooth scheme Y ′ over k of dimension e.

Proof. We prove the assertion by the induction on d − e. If d = e, then the identity
mapping of Y satisfies the desired condition. Suppose that e < d. By the induction
hypothesis, there exists a properly C-transversal regular closed immersion h′′ : Y ′′ → Y
from a connected smooth scheme Y ′′ over k of dimension e+1. Then h′′∗C is purely of
dimension e + 1, and so is h′′◦C by Remark 3.2 (1). Since Y ′′ is quasi-projective over
k, we can take a properly h′′◦C-transversal regular closed immersion h′ : Y ′ → Y ′′ of
codimension 1 from a connected smooth scheme Y ′ over k by Lemma 5.8. Then the
composition h = h′′ ◦ h′ satisfies the desired conditions by [S4, Lemma 7.2.2].

Corollary 5.10. Suppose that k is algebraically closed, that X is a connected smooth
quasi-projective scheme over k of dimension d ≥ 2, and that D has simple normal
crossings. Let D′ be a union of irreducible components of D. Assume that the ramifica-
tion of F is log-D′-clean along D and that the inverse image τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)) ⊂ T ∗X of

the log-D′-singular support S log
D′ (j!F) ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) (Definition 4.1 (3)) by τD′ (4.4)

is purely of dimension d. Let e ≤ d be a positive integer. Then there exists a CD-
transversal, where CD is as in (4.1), and properly τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F))-transversal regular

closed immersion Y → X from a connected smooth scheme Y over k of dimension e.

Proof. We put C = CD ∪ τ
−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)). Then C is purely of dimension d, and there

exists a properly C-transversal regular closed immersion g : Y → X from a connected
smooth scheme Y of dimension e by Corollary 5.9. By Remark 3.2 (3), the immersion
g satisfies the desired conditions.

We then prove Theorem 5.6.
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Proof of Theorem 5.6. We may assume that k is algebraically closed, by replacing k by
an algebraic closure of k if necessary. By Propositions 4.19 (2) and 4.30, we may assume
that IT,F = ∅. Since the inverse image τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)) is assumed to be of dimension

d, the inverse image τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) is purely of dimension d and we have ED′

F = ∅
(Definition 1.42 (2)) by Corollary 4.28. By Remark 1.43 (3), we have I ′ ∩ III,F = ∅
(Definition 1.17 (2)). Since the bases of irreducible components of the inverse image
τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) are assumed to be of codimension ≤ 2 in X , the bases DI′′ (1.49) of

T ∗
DI′′

X is of codimension ≤ 2 for any I ′′ ⊂ I ′ by Corollary 4.29 (1), and the cardinality

of I ′ is locally ≤ 2. Since the inverse image τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) is purely of dimension d,

the support of τ !D′CC
log
D′ (j!F) is a union of irreducible components of τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)) by

Remark 4.2 (4). By Corollary 3.17 (2) and Corollary 4.31, the support of CC(j!F)
is equal to the singular support SS(j!F) and is a union of irreducible components of
τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)). Therefore we may shrink X to a neighborhood in X of each generic

point of the bases of irreducible components of τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)), since the assertion is

local. Then we may assume that the cardinality of Ix (1.34) is ≤ 2 for every point x
on X . Let (BD′

I′′,F)
0 for I ′′ ⊂ I ′ be as in Proposition 4.26. Since the bases of irreducible

components of τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) are of codimension ≤ 2 in X and since ED′

F and I ′ ∩ III,F
are empty, the cardinalities of the subsets I ′′ ⊂ I ′ such that (BD′

I′′,F)
0 6= ∅ are ≤ 1 by

Remark 1.43 (2) and Corollary 4.29 (1). Hence we may assume that there exists at most
one irreducible component Ca of τ

−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) whose base Ca∩T

∗
XX is of codimension

2 in X by loc. cit..
Let x be a closed point of X . Since the assertion is local, we may shrink X to a

neighborhood of x. Suppose that x ∈ X −D′. Then we have I ′ = ∅ in a neighborhood
of x, and we may assume that I ′ = ∅. Since τ∅ is the identity mapping of T ∗X and
since CC log

∅ (j!F) = CC(j!F) by Remark 4.2 (5), the assertion holds.
Suppose that x ∈ D′. By Remark 4.27, Corollary 4.29 (2), and Theorem 5.1 (2),

the equality (4.43) holds except the terms whose supports have the bases of codi-
mension 2 in X . We take a CD-transversal and properly τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F))-transversal

regular closed immersion g : S → X from a smooth surface S over k by Corollary
5.10. Let j′ : g∗U → S denote the base change of j by g. By Proposition 4.10
(1), the ramification of g∗F is log-g∗D′-clean along g∗D, we have DT,g∗F ⊂ g∗D′

(1.48), and τ−1
g∗D′(S

log
g∗D′(j′!g

∗F)) is of dimension 2. By Proposition 4.10 (2), we have

τ !g∗D′CC
log
g∗D′(j′!g

∗F) = g!τ !D′CC
log
D′ (j!F). Since the singular support SS(j!F) is a union

of irreducible components of τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)), the immersion g is properly SS(j!F)-

transversal by Remark 3.2 (3), and we have CC(j′!g
∗F) = g!CC(j!F) by Theorem

3.20. Since there is at most one irreducible component of τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) whose base is

of codimension 2 in X , it suffices to prove the equality

CC(j′!g
∗F) = τ !g∗D′CC

log
g∗D′(j

′
!g

∗F)

for the sheaf j′!g
∗F on the surface S in order to obtain the desired equality (4.43). Since

τ−1
g∗D′(S

log
g∗D′(j′!g

∗F)) is of dimension 2, we may assume that X is a surface, namely d = 2.
Suppose that X is a surface. If I ′ = I, then the assertion holds by Remark 4.2

(5) and [Y2, Theorems 4.2 (ii), 6.1]. Hence we may assume that I ′ = {1} and that
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I = {1, 2}. Since I ′ ∩ III,F and IT,F are empty, we have 1 ∈ II,F . We regard the image
Im ξD

′

1 (F) of ξD
′

1 (F) (Definition 1.32 (2)) as an ideal sheaf of OD1 by Remark 1.33 (2).
Then we have BD′

F = BD′

I′,F = V (Im ξD
′

1 (F)) (Definition 1.42 (1)). It is sufficient to
prove the equality (4.43) in the following two cases:

(I) x /∈ BD′

F .

(II) x ∈ BD′

F .

In the case (I), we may assume that BD′

F = ∅. Then the ramification of F is log-∅-
clean alongD by Remark 1.43 (4), and we obtain the desired equality in a neighborhood
of x by Corollary 4.29 (2) and Theorem 5.1 (2).

In the case (II), we have (BD′

I′,F)
0 = {x} and the special fiber T ∗

xX at x is the

unique irreducible component of τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) whose base is of codimension 2 in X by

Corollary 4.29 (1). By Lemma 1.46, Remark 4.27, and Corollary 4.29 (2), we have

τ !D′CC
log
D′ (j!F) = [T ∗

XX ] +

r
∑

i=1

dt(χ|Ki
)[L∅

i,F ] + tx[T
∗
xX ]

with

tx = sw(χ|K1) ord
∅(F ; x,D1) + dt(χ|K2) ord

∅(F ; x,D2)

and ord∅(F ; x,D2) = 1. If 2 ∈ II,F , then the ramification of F is log-D-clean along
D by Lemma 1.46, and we have λx = 0 by Remark 5.3 (1). Hence the equality (4.43)
holds by Theorem 5.4, since dt(χ|K2) = sw(χ|K2) + 1. Suppose that 2 ∈ III,F . Then
the log-D-characteristic form charD(F) is of the form (5.5) in Example 5.5 by Lemma
1.25 applied to the case where (I ′, I ′′) is (I, I ′) and by Lemma 1.46. Thus we have
λx = ordD(F ; x,D2) by Example 5.5, and the equality (4.43) holds by Theorem 5.4,
since dt(χ|K2) = sw(χ|K2).

Corollary 5.11. Suppose that X is a curve, namely is purely of dimension 1, and that
D has simple normal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset such that IT,F ⊂ I ′ (Definition
1.17 (1)) and let D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Then the assumptions in Conjecture 4.35 are satisfied
and Conjecture 4.35 holds.

Proof. By Remark 1.30 (2), the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D. By Remark
1.6 (2), we have III,F = ∅ (Definition 1.17 (2)). Since the dimension of X is 1, we

have ED′

F = ∅ by Remark 1.43 (2), and the inverse image τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)) ⊂ T ∗X of the

log-D′-singular support S log
D′ (j!F) ⊂ T ∗X(logD′) (Definition 4.1 (3)) by the canonical

morphism τD′ (4.4) is purely of dimension 1 by Corollary 4.28. Thus the assumptions
in Conjecture 4.35 are satisfied. Since the base of any closed conical subset of T ∗X is
of codimension ≤ 1 in X , Conjecture 4.35 holds by Theorem 5.6.

Corollary 5.12. Suppose that X is purely of dimension d and that D has simple
normal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset containing IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) and let
D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Let the assumptions be as in Theorem 5.6 (including the assumptions
of Conjecture 4.35) or let d = 1. Then we have

SS(j!F) = τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)).
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Proof. By Theorem 5.6 and Corollary 5.11, we have CC(j!F) = τ !D′CC
log
D′ (j!F). Since

the singular support SS(j!F) is the support of the characteristic cycle CC(j!F) by
Corollary 3.17 (2), it suffices to show that the support of τ !D′CC

log
D′ (j!F) is the inverse

image τ−1
D′ (S

log
D′ (j!F)). Since SD′(j!F) is of dimension d, the inverse image τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F))

is purely of dimension d by Corollary 4.28. Since the support of CC log
D′ (j!F) is S

log
D′ (j!F)

and we have (−1)dCC log
D′ (j!F) > 0 by Remark 4.2 (4), the assertion holds.

Corollary 5.13 (Index formula, cf. [S1, Corollary 3.8]). Suppose that X is purely of
dimension d and that D has simple normal crossings. Let I ′ ⊂ I be a subset containing
IT,F (Definition 1.17 (1)) and let D′ =

⋃

i∈I′ Di. Let the assumptions be as in Corollary
5.12. If X is projective over an algebraically closed field, then we have

χ(X, j!F) = (CC log
D′ (j!F), T

∗
XX(logD′))T ∗X(logD′),

where the left-hand side is the Euler-Poincaré characteristic of j!F and the right-hand
side is the intersection number of the log-D′-characteristic cycle CC log

D′ (j!F) of j!F
(Definition 4.1 (4)) with the zero section T ∗

XX(logD′) of T ∗X(logD′).

Proof. The assertion follows from Theorem 5.6, Corollary 5.11, and the index formula
[S4, Theorem 7.13] for the characteristic cycle CC(j!F).

We give examples of computations of the singular support SS(j!F) and the charac-
teristic cycle CC(j!F).

Example 5.14. We put X = A3
k = Spec k[t1, t2, t3] and D = D1 = (t1 = 0). Let F be

a smooth sheaf of Λ-modules of rank 1 on U = X − D = Spec k[t±1
1 , t2, t3] defined by

the Artin-Schreier-Witt equation

F (t)− t =

(

t2
tn1
,
t3
tpn1

)

,

where F denotes the Frobenius, the right-hand side is an element of the Witt ring
W2(k[t

±1
1 , t2, t3]), and n ∈ Z≥1 is prime to p. Then we have sw(χ|K1) = pn, dt(χ|K1) =

pn+ 1, and

charD(F) =
ntp2d log t1 − t

p−1
2 dt2 − dt3

tpn1
.

Hence the ramification of F is log-D-clean along D and we have DI,F = D (1.48) and

B
DI,F

F = B
DI,F

{1},F = V (t1, t
p
2) (Definition 1.42 (1)). If we regard the image Im ξ

DI,F

1 (F)

of ξ
DI,F

1 (F) (Definition 1.32 (2)) as an ideal sheaf of OD1 by Remark 1.33 (2) and if

V (Im ξ
DI,F

1 (F)) denotes the closed subscheme ofD1 defined by the ideal sheaf Im ξ
DI,F

1 (F) ⊂

OD1 , then we have V (Im ξ
DI,F

1 (F)) = V (t1, t
p
2). Hence we have

τ−1
DI,F

(S log
DI,F

(j!F)) = T ∗
XX ∪ T

∗
D1
X ∪ 〈tp−1

2 dt2 + dt3/V (t1, t
p
2)〉

by Corollary 4.29 (1). Since the dimension of τ−1
DI,F

(S log
DI,F

(j!F)) is 3 and the bases of

irreducible components of τ−1
DI,F

(S log
DI,F

(j!F)) are of codimension ≤ 2 in X , we have

τ !DI,F
CC log

DI,F
(j!F) = −([T

∗
XX ] + (1 + pn)[T ∗

D1
X ] + p2n[〈dt1, t

p−1
2 dt2 + dt3/V (t1, t2)〉])
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by Corollary 4.29 (2). By Theorem 5.6 and Corollary 5.12, the singular support SS(j!F)
and the characteristic cycle CC(j!F) are equal to τ

−1
DI,F

(S log
DI,F

(j!F)) and τ
!
DI,F

CC log
DI,F

(j!F),
respectively.

5.3 Computation in codimension 2 in remaining case

We consider computations of the singular support SS(j!F) and the characteristic cycle
CC(j!F) in codimension 2 without the assumption on the dimension of the inverse
image τ−1

D′ (S
log
D′ (j!F)) ⊂ T ∗X of the log-D′-singular support S log

D′ (j!F) ⊂ T ∗X(logD′).
By admitting blowing up X along a closed subscheme of D, we can compute them in
codimension 2:

Theorem 5.15. Suppose that X is purely of dimension d and that D has simple normal
crossings. Assume that the ramification of F is log-D′-clean along D for some union
D′ of irreducible components of D. Let f : X ′ → X be the composition of successive
blow-ups satisfying the conditions (1)–(3) in Proposition 1.45 and let j′ : f ∗U → X ′ be
the base change of j by f . Then we have

SS(j′!f
∗F) = τ−1

DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F
(S log

DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F
(j′!f

∗F))

and
CC(j′!f

∗F) = τ !DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F
CC log

DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F
(j′!f

∗F)

in Zd(SDI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F
(j′!f

∗F)) (Definition 4.15) outside a closed subscheme of X ′ of codi-
mension ≥ 3. Here D∗,f∗F for ∗ = I,T are as in (1.48), τDI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

is as in (4.4),

and τ !DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F
is as in (4.12).

Proof. By the condition (2) in Proposition 1.45, the ramification of f ∗F is log-DI,f∗F ∪
DT,f∗F -clean along (f ∗D)red. By Corollary 4.32, the dimension of the inverse im-

age τ−1
DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

(S log
DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

(j′!f
∗F)) of the log-DI,f∗F ∪ DT,f∗F -singular support

S log
DI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

(j′!f
∗F) by the canonical morphism τDI,f∗F∪DT,f∗F

: T ∗X ′ → T ∗X ′(logDI,f∗F∪

DT,f∗F ) is d. Then we obtain the desired equalities outside a closed subscheme of X ′

of codimension ≥ 3 by Theorem 5.6 and Corollary 5.12.

If the assumptions and the notation are in Theorem 5.15 and if the dimension of
f◦SS(f

∗j!F) is ≤ d, then CC(j!F) is equal to the image f!CC(j
′
!f

∗F) of CC(j!F)
by the morphism f! : Zd(SS(j

′
!f

∗F))→ Zd(f◦SS(j
′
!f

∗F)) (3.7) by [S5, Theorem 2.2.5].
However f◦SS(j

′
!f

∗F) is not always of dimension ≤ d as is seen in the following example:

Example 5.16. Let X = A3
k = Spec k[t1, t2, t3] and D = (t1t2 = 0). We put Di =

(ti = 0) for i ∈ I = {1, 2}. Let F be a smooth sheaf of Λ-modules of rank 1 on
U = X −D = Spec k[t±1

1 , t±2
2 , t3] defined by the Artin-Schreier-Witt equation

F (t)− t =

(

t1
t2
,
t2
t1
,
t3

tp1t
p2

2

)

,
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where F denotes the Frobenius and the right-hand side is an element of the Witt ring
W3(k[t

±1
1 , t±2

2 , t3]). Then we have (sw(χ|K1), sw(χ|K2)) = (p, p2), (dt(χ|K1), dt(χ|K2)) =
(p+ 1, p2 + 1), and

charD(F) =
(−tp

2+p
1 + tp

2+p
2 )d log t1 + (tp

2+p
1 − tp

2+p
2 )d log t2 − dt3

tp1t
p2

2

.

Hence we have DI,F = D = D1∪D2 (1.48), the ramification of F is log-DI,F -clean along

D, and we have E
DI,F

F = V (t1, t2) (Definition 1.42 (2)).
Let f : X ′ → X be the blow-up of X along DII,F = D1 ∩D2 and let j′ : f ∗U → X

denote the base change of j by f . We denote f ∗ti in the complement U ′
i of the proper

transform D′
i of Di by t′i for i = 1, 2 and we put f ∗t2 = t′1t

′
2 (resp. f ∗t1 = t′1t

′
2) and

f ∗t3 = t′3 in U ′
1 (resp. U ′

2). Then the sheaf f ∗F is defined by the Artin-Schreier-Witt
equation

F (t)− t =

(

1

t′2
, t′2,

t′3

t′p+p2

1 t′p
2

2

)

in U ′
1 and

F (t)− t =

(

t′1,
1

t′1
,

t′3

t′p1 t
′p2+p
2

)

in U ′
2. By Lemma 1.44 (1), the exceptional divisor D′

0 = f−1(DI,F) is contained in
DII,f∗F (1.48) and we have DI,f∗F = D′

1 ∪D
′
2. By Lemma 1.44 (2), the ramification of

f ∗F is log-DI,f∗F -clean along (f ∗D)red. Then we have sw(f ∗χ|K ′
i
) = pi and dt(f ∗χ|K ′

i
) =

pi + 1 for i = 1, 2, where K ′
i denotes the local field at the generic point of D′

i, and we
have

charDI,f∗F (f ∗F) =
t′p

2+p
1 d log t′2 − dt

′
3

t′p
2+p

1 t′p
2

2

in U ′
1 and

charDI,f∗F (f ∗F) =
t′p

2+p
2 d log t′1 − dt

′
3

t′p1 t
′p2+p
2

in U ′
2. Hence we have

τ−1
DI,f∗F

(S log
DI,f∗F

(j′!f
∗F)) = T ∗

X′X ′ ∪ 〈dt′3/V (t′1)〉 ∪ 〈dt
′
2/V (t

′
2)〉 ∪ 〈dt

′
2, dt

′
3/V (t

′
1, t

′
2)〉

on U ′
1 and

τ−1
DI,f∗F

(S log
DI,f∗F

(j′!f
∗F)) = T ∗

X′X ′ ∪ 〈dt′1/V (t′1)〉 ∪ 〈dt
′
3/V (t

′
2)〉 ∪ 〈dt

′
1, dt

′
3/V (t

′
1, t

′
2)〉

on U ′
2 as sets by Corollary 4.29 (1). Since τ−1

DI,f∗F
(S log

DI,f∗F
(j′!f

∗F)) is of dimension 3 and

the bases of irreducible components of τ−1
DI,f∗F

(S log
DI,f∗F

(j′!f
∗F)) are of codimension ≤ 2

in X ′, we have
SS(j′!f

∗F) = τ−1
DI,f∗F

(S log
DI,f∗F

(j′!f
∗F))

by Corollary 5.12.
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Let df |U ′
1
: T ∗X ×X U ′

1 → T ∗U ′
1 be the base change of df (3.1) by the canonical

open immersion U ′
1 → X ′. Then 〈t′2dt1 − dt2, dt3/V (t

′
1)〉 ⊂ T ∗X ×X U ′

1 is contained
in df |−1

U ′
1
(〈dt′3/V (t

′
1)〉) ⊂ df−1(SS(j′!f

∗F)). We put A = k[t1, t2, t3] = Γ(X,OX) and

B = k[t′1, t
′
2, t

′
3] = Γ(U ′

1,OX′). Let (∂/∂t1, ∂/∂t2, ∂/∂t3) be the dual basis of the basis
(dt1, dt2, dt3) of the free A-module Ω1

A. Then the prime ideal of the symmetric algebra
S•Ω1∨

A ⊗AB corresponding to the generic point of 〈t′2dt1−dt2, dt3/V (t′1)〉 ⊂ T ∗X×XU
′
1 is

generated by t′1 ∈ B = S0Ω1∨
A ⊗AB and t′2∂/∂t1+∂/∂t2 ∈ S

1Ω1∨
A ⊗AB. Since the inverse

image of the prime ideal (t′1, t
′
2∂/∂t1+∂/∂t2) ⊂ S•Ω1∨

A ⊗AB by the canonical morphism
S•Ω1∨

A → S•Ω1∨
A ⊗AB is (t1, t2) ⊂ S•Ω1∨

A , the closed conical subset T ∗X×X (D1∩D2) ⊂
T ∗X , which is of dimension 4, is contained in f ◦SS(j′!f

∗F) so that f ◦SS(j′!f
∗F) is of

dimension > 3.
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[D] P. Deligne, Notes sur Euler-Poincaré: brouillon projet, manuscript (2011).

[F] W. Fulton, Intersection Theory, 2nd ed, Ergeb. Math. Grenzgeb. (3) 2, Berlin,
Springer, 1988.

[KS] M. Kashiwara and P. Schapira, Sheaves on manifolds, Springer-Verlag,
Grundlehren der Math. Wissenschaften, vol. 292. Springer, Berlin (1990).

[K1] K. Kato, Swan conductors for characters of degree one in the imperfect residue
field case, Algebraic K-theory and algebraic number theory, Contemp. Math. 83
(1989), 101–131.

98



[K2] K. Kato, Class field theory, D-modules, and ramification on higher dimensional
schemes, part I, Am. J. of Math. Vol. 116, No. 4 (1994), 757–784.

[M] S. Matsuda, On the Swan conductor in positive characteristic, Am. J. of Math.
Vol. 119, No. 4 (1997), 705–739.

[O] A. Ogus, Lectures on Logarithmic Algebraic Geometry, Cambridge studies in ad-
vanced mathematics 178, Cambridge University Press, 2018.

[S1] T. Saito, Wild ramification and the characteristic cycle of an ℓ-adic sheaf, J. Inst.
Math. Jussieu, 8 (2009), no. 4, 769–829.

[S2] T. Saito, Wild ramification of schemes and sheaves, Proceedings of the International
Congress of Mathematicians Volume II, 335–356, Hindustan Book Agency, New
Delhi, 2010.

[S3] T. Saito, Wild Ramification and the Cotangent Bundle, J. of Alg. Geom., 26
(2017), 399–473.

[S4] T. Saito, The characteristic cycle and the singular support of a constructible sheaf,
Invent. Math. 207 (2017), no. 2, 597–695.

[S5] T. Saito, Characteristic cycles and the conductor of direct image, J. Amer. Math.
Soc. 34 (2021), no. 2, 369–410.

[SY] T. Saito and Y. Yatagawa, Wild ramification determines the characteristic cycle,
Annales Scientifiques de l’École normale supérieure, 50, fascicule 4 (2017), 1065–
1079.

[Y1] Y. Yatagawa, Equality of Two Non-Logarithmic Ramification Filtrations of
Abelianized Galois Group in Positive Characteristic, Doc. Math. 22 (2017), 917–
952.

[Y2] Y. Yatagawa, Characteristic cycle of a rank 1 sheaf and ramification theory, J. of
Alg. Geom., 29 (2020), 471–545.

Yuri YATAGAWA
Department of Mathematics
Tokyo Institute of Technology
Tokyo, 152-8551, Japan
yatagawa@math.titech.ac.jp

99


	1 Conductors
	1.1 Local definition
	1.2 Global definition
	1.3 Comparison of characteristic forms
	1.4 Log-D'-cleanliness
	1.5 Preparation for the main purpose

	2 Cleanliness and the direct image
	2.1 Dilatations
	2.2 Cleanliness and the direct image

	3 Singular support and characteristic cycle
	3.1 Singular support
	3.2 Characteristic cycle

	4 Log-D'-characteristic cycle and a candidate of singular support
	4.1 Log-D'-characteristic cycle
	4.2 Reduction to the totally wildly ramified case
	4.3 Singular support and log-D'-singular support
	4.4 Candidate of singular support
	4.5 Homotopy invariance of characteristic cycles

	5 Computation of characteristic cycle in codimension 2
	5.1 Computations in known cases
	5.2 Computation in codimension 2
	5.3 Computation in codimension 2 in remaining case


