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Abstract

We construct correspondences in logarithmic Hodge theory over a perfect field of arbitrary char-
acteristic. These are represented by classes in the cohomology of sheaves of differential forms with
log poles and, notably, log zeroes on cartesian products of varieties. From one perspective this gen-
eralizes work of Chatzistamatiou and Riilling, who developed (non-logarithmic) Hodge correspon-
dences over perfect fields of arbitrary characteristic; from another we provide partial generalizations
of more recent work of Binda, Park and @stver on logarithmic Hodge correspondences by relaxing
finiteness and strictness conditions on the correspondences considered.

1 Introduction

Generally speaking, a correspondence between two algebraic varieties X and Y over a field k is a cycle
or cohomology class on the product X X Y. The study of such objects dates back (at least) to Lefschetz
[Lef53], and features prominently in famous conjectures on algebraic cycles (see e.g. [Voil4]) and
Voevodsky’s theory of motives (see e.g. [MVWO06]).

In a number of algebro-geometric research areas it has become commonplace to work with pairs
(X, Ay) consisting of a variety X together with a divisor Ay on X. Such areas include moduli of
varieties (where pairs generalize the curves with marked points of [DM69]), birational geometry
(where pairs appear naturally, for example as the output of strong resolution of singularities [KM98])
and logarithmic geometry (in this case vast generalizations of divisors Ay are allowed [Ogu18]). Itis
natural to wonder about analogues of correspondences in this category of pairs, and there have been
efforts in this direction, for example development of categories of logarithmic motives [BP@20].

In this paper, we focus on correspondences for logarithmic Hodge cohomology of pairs (X, Ay),
where X is a smooth (but not necessarily proper) variety over a perfect field k and Ay is a simple
normal crossing divisor on X. These cohomology groups can be described as

H*(X, Ax) = @) HI(X, O (log Ay)), (1.1)

where Qx(log Ay) is the sheaf of differential 1-forms on X with log poles along Ay and Q)’}(log Ay)
the p-th exterior power thereof. In addition we consider a generalization where X comes with a
Sfamily of supports @y, and the ordinary cohomology groups on the right hand side of eq. (1.1) are
replaced with cohomology with supports in ®x, namely ng X, Q}'}(log Ay)). Allowing for supports
greatly expands the applicability of our results: for example, it permits us to construct a correspon-
dence associated to a cycle Z C X X Y in a situation where neither X nor Y is proper over k, but Z
is proper over both X and Y.!

There are multiple motivations for investigating correspondences for this particular cohomology
of pairs:

1One way that such a cycle Z might naturally arise is as the closure of the graph of a birational equivalence X --» Y of
non-proper varieties.
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« By analogy with the case of varieties (that is, without auxiliary divisors/log structures), we sus-
pect that correspondences at the level of Chow cycles are more fundamental, and that (many)
correspondencesin logarithmic Hodge cohomology are obtained from Chow correspondences
via a cycle morphism. However, as of this writing there is no full-fledged theory of Chow co-
homology of pairs or log schemes (though there has been considerable progress, for instance
in [Bar18; BBG22]). Logarithmic Hodge cohomology is in contrast quite mature, appearing as
early as [Del71].

« Correspondences in (non-logarithmic) Hodge cohomology have found remarkable applica-
tions. For example, [CR11] used them to prove birational invariance of the cohomology groups
of the structure sheaf H'(X, Ox) for smooth varieties X over perfect fields of positive character-
istic. In fact, attempting to implement a similar strategy with logarithmic Hodge cohomology
to obtain results on invariance of the cohomology groups H!(X, Ox(—Ax)) with respect to (a
restricted class of) birational equivalences was the initial inspiration for this work. Ultimately
that attempt was unsuccessful, as we describe in Appendix A.

« There has been recent interest in logarithmic Hodge cohomology as a representable functor
on a category of motives of log schemes over a perfect field [BP@20, §9]. While that work does
also construct some correspondences, they are restricted to those associated with logarithmic
Hodge cohomology classes of cycles Z C X X Y which are finite over X and obey additional
strictness (in the sense of logarithmic geometry) conditions; we remove these restrictions.

The correspondences we construct are obtained from certain Hodge classes with both log poles

and log zeroes. Our main result is:

Theorem 1.2 (= Theorem4.1). Aclassy € HIJ;( oy @Y)(X XY, Q;'(Xy(log Axxy)(—pryAx)) defines
homomorphisms

cor(y) : Hy, (X, Q5 (logAy)) — Har '™ (v, 0F* ™ (log Ay))

by the formula cor(y)(a) := pry, (pry(a) — ¥). Moreover if (Z, Az, ®) is another snc pair with

supports and § € HIJ;, )(Y XZ, Q;Xz(log Ayxz)(—pryAy)), then

(Py, 2z

j+)'—d i+i'—d
Plyseze (Ploey (V) = DIy, (8)) € Hypid ~¥ (X X Z, Q) (log Axxz)(—~Pr Ax)) and

cor(pry, 7, (Pry,y (¥) — Pry, ,(8))) = cor(6)o cor(y)
as homomorphisms Hix (X, Qﬁ(log Ax)) — ngrjﬂl_dx_dy (z, Q?Hi,_dx_dy (log A)).

In the above, Axy := pryAx + pryAy, a simple normal crossing divisor on X X Y. There is a
simple heuristic explanation for the appearance of differential forms in Q;(Xy(log Axxy )(—=PryAx):
working over the complex numbers, in the case where X and Y are both proper the class cor(y)(a) :=
pry, (pry(a) — ¥) can be computed explicitly as an integral of the form

f a(x) Ay(x,y), (1.3)
X

and this integral will only be finite when the log poles of a along Ay are cancelled by complementary
zeroes of the form y(x, y) along the preimage pryAy.

Our proof of Theorem 1.2 relies heavily on prior work on both Hodge cohomology with supports
[CR11, §2] and its logarithmic variant [BP@20, §9]. Section 2 is a rapid summary of those results.
The key new technical ingredient is a base change formula on the interaction of pushforward and
pullback operations in cartesian squares, proved in Section 3. Section 4 includes the proof of our
main theorem.
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2 Functoriality properties of log Hodge cohomology with sup-
ports

2.1 Supports

In order to obtain results that apply to correspondences between varieties X and Y where neither X
nor Y is proper, it is necessary to work with cohomology with supports, also known as local coho-
mology. A primary source for the material of this subsection is [R&D, §IV]. Let X be a noetherian
scheme.

Definition 2.1 ([R&D, §IV],[CR11, §1.1]). A family of supports ® on X is a non-empty collection
@ of closed subsets of X such that

« IfC e ®and D c C is a closed subset, then D € ®.

« IfC,De ®dthenCuUD € .

Example 2.2. ® = {all closed subsets of X } is a family of supports. More generally if C is any col-
lection of closed subsets C C X, there is a smallest family of supports ®(C) containing € (explicitly,
®(C) consists of finite unions Ui Z; of closed subsets Z; C C; ofelements C; € €). Taking® = ®({X})
recovers the previous example. A more interesting example is the case where for some fixed p € N,
® = {closed sets Z C X | dimZ < p}.

There is a close relationship between families of supports on X and certain collections of specialization-
closed subsets of points on X, and we can also consider sheaves of families of supports — for further
details we refer to [R&D, §IV.1].

If f : X — Y is a morphism of noetherian schemes and ¥ is a family of supports on Y, then
{f~1(Z2)| Z € ¥} is a family of closed subsets of X, and is closed under unions, but is not in general
closed under taking closed subsets.

Definition 2.3. f~!(¥) is the smallest family of supports on X containing {f~1(Z) | Z € ¥}.

Let @ be a family of supports on X. The notation/terminology f|q is proper will mean f|¢ is
proper for every C € ®. If f| is proper then f(C) C Y is closed for every C € ® and in fact

f@)={f(C)cY |Ced} 24)

is a family of supports on Y. The key point here is that if D C f(C) is closed, then f~1(D)n C € ®
and D = f(f~Y(D)N C).

Definition 2.5. A scheme with supports (X, ®y)isascheme X together with a family of supports
dx onX.

Definition 2.6. A pushing morphism [ : (X,®y) — (Y, ®y) of schemes with supports is a
morphism f : X — Y of underlying schemes such that f|q  is proper and f(®x) C ®y. A pulling
morphism f : X — Y isa morphism f : X — Y such that f~!(®y) C ®x.

These morphisms provide two different categories with underlying set of objects schemes with
supports (X, ®x), and pushing/pulling morphisms respectively (the verification is elementary; for
instance a composition of pushing morphisms is again a pushing morphism since compositions
of proper morphisms are proper). Schemes with supports provide a natural setting for describing



functoriality properties of local cohomology. Let & be a sheaf of abelian groups on a scheme with
supports (X, ®y).?

Definition 2.7. The sheaf of sections with supports of F, denoted T <1>(%), is obtained by setting

L, (F)U)={oc € F(U)| suppo € x|y} 2.8)

for each open U C X (here ®x|y is short for t"'®yx where 1 : U — X is the inclusion). More
explicitly: for a local section 0 € F(U), 0 € Eq)(?)(U) means suppo = C N U for a closed set
CcC q)X'

The functor ', is right adjoint to an exact functor, for instance the inclusion of the subcategory
Abg(X) C Ab(X) of abelian sheaves on X with supports in ®; so, [(b is left exact and preserves

injectives. In the case ® = ®(Z) for some closed Z C X, thisis proved in [Stacks, Tag 0A39, Tag 0G6Y,
Tag 0G7F] — the general case can then be obtained by writing I pasa filtered colimit:

I, =colimzee L',

The right derived functor of ' ® will be denoted RT o Taking global sections on X gives the sections
with supports of F: I'4(F) := I'x(T q)(@)) This is also left exact, and (the cohomologies of) its
derived functor give the cohomology with supports in ®: H fD(X ,F) := RiTo(F).

Proposition 2.9. Cohomology with supports enjoys the following functoriality properties:

) Iff . (X,®x) — (Y,Dy) is a pulling morphism of schemes with supports, F, € are sheaves of
abelian groups on X, Y respectively, and if

¢ € — f.F is a morphism of sheaves, (2.10)

then there is a natural morphism Rzlbf@ — Rf «REGF. Similarly if ¥ and G are quasicoherent
then there are natural morphisms R 6 — Rf.RT 7.

(i) If f : (X,®x) — (Y,®y) is a pushing morphism, F, € are sheaves of abelian groups on X,Y
respectively, and

Y : Rf.F — € is a morphism in the derived category of X, (2.11)

then there is a natural morphism Rf ,RT (D(FJT ) > RT q)f@.

Both parts of the proposition follow from [Stacks, Tag 0G78]; (i) is discussed in detail in [CR11,
§2.1] and (ii) can be extracted from [CR11, §2.2] (although it doesn’t appear to be stated explicitly).
See also [BP@20, Constructions 9.4.2, 9.5.3]

2.2 Differential forms with log poles
Let k be a perfect field.

Definition 2.12. A snc pair with supports (X, Ay, ®x) over k is a smooth scheme X separated
and of finite type over k with a family of supports ®x together with a reduced, effective divisor Ay
on X such that supp Ay has simple normal crossings, in the sense that for any point x € X there are
regular parameters zy, ..., Z. € Ox  such that supp Ay = V(z; - z, -+~ z,) on a Zariski neighborhood
of x.3 The interior Uy of a snc pair with supports (X, Ay, ®x) is

Uy := X\ suppAyx (2.13)

The inclusion of Uy in X is denoted by 1y : Uy — X.

2Simply put F is a sheaf of abelian groups on X.
3This is equivalent to the more general definition [BP@20, Def. 7.2.1] in the case where the base scheme is Spec k, which
is all we need.
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Here supp Ay denotes the support of Ay (if Ay = Zi a;D; where the D; are prime divisors, then
supp Ay = U;D;). Similarly let jy : supp Ay — X denote the evident inclusion.

Definition 2.14 (compare with [CR11, Def. 1.1.4]). A pulling morphism [ : (X,Ay,®x) —
(Y, Ay, ®y) of snc pairs with supports is a pulling morphism f : X — Y of underlying schemes
with support such that f~!(supp Ay) C supp Ay; equivalently, f restricts to a morphism f luy, -
Ux — Uy. A pushing morphism f : (X, Ay, ®x) — (Y, Ay, ®y) of snc pairs with supports is a
pushing morphism of underlying schemes with support such that f*Ay = Ax.

Note thatif f : (X, Ay, ®x) — (Y, Ay, ®y) is a pushing morphism then Uy = f~1(Uy), so for
example if f : X — Y is proper then so is the induced map Uy — Uy.

Convention 2.15 (compare with [CR11, p. 1.1.5]). A morphism of snc pairs with supports f :
X,Ax,®x) - (Y, Ay, ®y) is flat, proper, an immersion, etc. if and only if the same is true of the
underlying morphism of schemes f : X — Y. A diagram of snc pairs with supports

!
(X', Ayr, @x1) —> (X, Ay, Ox)

1l \l/f (2.16)

(Y, Ayr, @yr) T> (Y, Ay, ®@y)

is cartesian if and only if the induced diagram of underlying schemes

f,\l/ n \l/f (2.17)

is cartesian.*

The terminology is meant to suggest that pushing (resp. pulling) morphisms induce pushforward
(resp. pullback) maps on log Hodge cohomology, as we now describe.

If (X, Ay) is an snc pair, or more generally a normal separated scheme of finite type X over k
together with a sequence of effective Cartier divisors Dy, ..., Dy C X with sum Ay = El. D;, then
it comes with a sheaf of differential forms with log poles Qx(log Ax). In the case where (X, Ay, ®x)
is snc, this sheaf and its properties are described in [EV92, §2]. For a definition and treatment of
Qx(log Ay) in the much greater generality of logarithmic schemes we refer to [Ogu18, §IV].

In some of the calculations below the following concrete local description will be very useful.
Let zy, 2,, ..., Z,, be local coordinates at a point x € X such that supp Ay = V(z;2; --- 2,) in a neigh-
borhood of x. Recall that as X is smooth the differentials d z;, d z,, ..., d z,, freely generate Qx on a
neighborhood of x.

Lemma2.18(seee.g. [EV92, §2]). Thesections ﬁ, s &, dz,,1,...,d z, freely generate Qx(log Ax)
2z, 2z,

on a neighborhood of x.

Given Qx(log Ay), we can form the exterior powers

p
Qf(logAy) := /\ Qx(logAy), (2.19)

and combining Lemma 2.18 with (2.19) gives concrete local descriptions of the Q}'}(log Ax); in par-
ticular, we see that Q‘;(imX (log Ax) = wx(Ax).

“If we take the red pill of logarithmic geometry, it starts to seem almost more reasonable to only require flatness, properness,
cartesianness and so on of the induced maps of interiors Uy — Uy. However we do use the stronger restrictions of the given
definition in some of the proofs below.



Definition 2.20. The log-Hodge cohomology with supports of a log-smooth pair with supports
(X, Ay, @y) is defined by

HYX, Ay, @x) = P HIX, Q5 (logAy)) (2.21)
p+q=d

Here Hg) denotes local cohomology with respect to the family of supports ®x. For connected X, we
define Hy(X, Ay, ®x) := H?4mX=d(Xx A, ®y),andingeneral we set Hy(X, Ay, ®x) = D, Hu(X;, Ax,, Px,)
where X; are the connected components of X.

Let f : (X,Ax, ®x) = (Y, Ay, ®@y) be pulling morphism of snc pairs with supports.
Lemma 2.22 ([Ogul8, Prop. 2.3.1] + (2.19)). The map f induces a morphism of sheaves

d Vv
f*Qg(log Ay) —f> Qﬁ(log Ayx) adjoint to a morphism (223)

* )P Y p
QL — QL ll
Qb (logAy) ~(log Ax) for all p.

The essential content of this lemma is that when we pull back a log differential form o on (Y, Ay),
it doesn’t develop poles of order > 1 along Ay. Combining the previous lemma with proposition 2.9
gives:

Proposition 2.24 ([BP?20, §9.1-2],see also [CR11, §2.1]). Forevery pulling morphism f : (X, Ax, ®x) —
(Y, Ay, ®y) there are functorial morphisms

RT ¢Q§(log Ay) = Rf,RT ¢Q§(log Ay) for all p (2.25)
In particular, for each p, q there are functorial homomorphisms
[ (Y, 0b(log Ay)) —» HI(X, QF (log Ax)) (2.26)
and hence (summing over p + q = d) functorial homomorphisms
f* P HYX, Ay, @x) - HY(Y, Ay, @y) (227)

Themaps f, : Hy(X, Ay, ®x) - Hy(Y, Ay, ®y)induced by a pushing morphism f : (X, Ay, &x) —
(Y, Ay, ®y) can be obtained from a combination of Nagata compactification and Grothendieck du-
ality.

Lemma 2.28 ([BPQ20, §9.5], see also [CR11, §2.3]). Let f : (X, Ax,®x) — (Y, Ay, ®y) be a pushing
morphism of equidimensional log-smooth pairs with support such that. Then lettingc = dim Y —dim X,
for each p there are functorial morphisms of complexes of coherent sheaves

Rf.RL, (QG(logAy)) — RL, QV(logAy)[c] (2.29)
inducing maps on cohomology
fu o Hy (X, Q5 (log Ax)) — Hg (Y, Q7 “(log Ay)) (2.30)

forallgq.

Since they enter into the calculations below, we give a description of these pushforward mor-
phisms. Before beginning, a word on duality in our current setup: since we are working exclu-
sively over Spec k, we can make use of compatible normalized dualizing complexes — namely, if
m : Z — Speck is a separated finite type k-scheme then nlﬁspec k is a dualizing complex [Stacks,
Tag OE2S, Tag 0FVU]. We will make repeated use of the behavior of dualizing with respect to differ-
entials: as a consequence of Lemma 2.18, wedge product gives a perfect pairing

QP (log Ax)(—Ax) ® QY™ P(log Ax) — wy (2.31)
6
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(see also [Har77, Cor. I11.7.13]) and so Q‘;(imX_p(log Ax) ~ RJ—ComX(Qﬁ(log Ax)(—Ax), wx). Here
the derived sheaf Hom RF omy agrees with the regular sheaf Hom as Qﬁ(log Ax)(—Ayx) is locally
free. On the other hand, the dualizing functor of X is RFH omX(Qf((log Ax)(—Ay), wx[dim X]) where
wx = Q}j(imX . An upshot is that Grothendieck duality calculations involving the sheaves of differen-

tial forms become more symmetric and predictable if we work with the shifted versions Q;}(log Ax)(=Ax)[pl;
for example then we have the identity

Q™ P(log A)[dim X — p] = RFHomy (% (log Ax)(~Ax)[ Pl wx[dim X])
Now, we need to compactify f : X - Y.

Theorem 2.32 ([Nag63, §4 Thm. 2], [Con07, Thm. 4.1]). Let S be a quasi-compact quasi-separated
scheme and let X — S be a separated morphism of finite type. Then there is a dense open immersion of
S-schemes X — X such that X is proper.

Using Theorem 2.32 we obtain morphisms of schemes

X

\f‘

where 1 : X — X is a dense open immersion and f : X — Y is proper. Note that X need not be

smooth over k, and in the absence of resolutions of singularities® there is not even a way to make X

smooth. This means we cannot hope to upgrade X to a simple normal crossing pair (X, Ag). However,

we do still have a divisor Ay := f *A, on X. One way to overcome these difficulties is to equip the

possibly singular X with a logarithmic structure, in some sense associated to Az, whose restriction

to X coincides with a logarithmic structure naturally defined by the simple normal crossing divisor
Ax.

Formally, we use the log structure on X pulled back from the log structure on (Y, Ay) [Ogul8,

§111.1.6-7] along the morphism f : X — Y. Since (Y,Ay = Zi\il DiY) is a simple normal crossing

pair, its associated log structure is Deligne-Faltings [Ogu18, §II1.1.7] and can be encoded in the se-

quence of inclusions of ideal sheaves @Y(—DiY) ¢ Oy. The pullback log structure on X can then be
encoded in the sequence of inclusions of ideal sheaves

- (2.33)

<

f710y(=D)) - Ox = Ox(~f*D]") = Ox.

The pushforward morphisms of Lemma 2.28 are defined using the sheaves of log differential p-
forms on X over k as described in [Ogu18, §IV.1, V.2] — these will be denoted® by Q;L((log Ax). The

essential properties that we need are:
. Q;L((log Ax) is a coherent sheaf on X together with a functorial morphism

Qb (logAy) > f, Qg(log A%).

Coherence can be obtained as follows: first, the log structure on (Y, Ay) is coherent ([Ogu18,
§111.1.9]), and hence so is its pullback to X (see for example [Ogu18, Def. I11.1.1.5, Rmk I11.1.1.6]).
Then [Ogul8, Cor. IV.1.2.8] implies Q}l_((log Asx) is a coherent sheaf, and it follows that its p-th

exterior powers are coherent sheaves as well. The desired functorial morphism can be obtained
from [Ogul8, Prop. IV.1.2.15].

At the time of this writing, this applies to the cases chark = p > 0 and dim X > 3.

®This is an abuse of notation since the construction of this sheaf is (as far as we know) not the same as the one for simple
normal crossing pairs described above Lemma 2.18, however the notation of [Ogu18] seems unsatisfactory for our purposes
as we wish to stress that these are not the ordinary differential forms Q;,

7



« There is a natural isomorphism Qg(log Ap)lx ~ Qﬁ.(AX). This can be seen by observing that

the log structures on (X, Ax) and X are obtained as pullbacks of the log structure on (Y, Ay)
with respect to f and f respectively (in the case of (X, Ay) this follows from Definition 2.14,
and in the latter case it is how we defined the log structure on X). Hence considering eq. (2.33)
we find that the log structure on X restricts to that on (X, Ay).

Hence in particular Q;((log Ax) is a functorial coherent extension of Q§ (Ax) to the possibly non-snc

log scheme X. Starting with the log differential
dpry : QY (logAy)[p] — Rf Q2 (log Ap)[p].

twisting by —Ay and using the projection formula gives a morphism (note: this is where we use the
assumptions that f*Ay = Ay and f*Ay = Ag)

Qf (log Ay)(~Ay)[p] — Rf Q2 (log Ax)(~Ax)[p) (234)

to which we apply Grothendieck duality:

Theorem 2.35 (Grothendieck duality, [R&D, Cor. VIL.3.4], [Con00, Thm. 3.4.4]). Let f : X — Y bea
proper morphism of finite-dimensional noetherian schemes and assume Y admits a dualizing complex
(for example X and Y could be schemes of finite type over k). Then for any pair of objects F* € D.(X)
and € € D (Y) thereis a natural isomorphism

Rf.RHom (F°, f'€") ~ RHom (Rf,F",€") in D2(Y)

Combining Theorem 2.35 with eq. (2.34) gives a morphism

Rf RHomz(Q2 (log Ax)(~AR)[p], w2) = RHomy (Rf Q2 (log A7)(=Ag)[pl. wy[dim Y])

l

R¥omy (QF(log Ay )(~Ay)[ pl, wy[dim Y1)

(2.36)
where the equality is Theorem 2.35 and the vertical map is induced by (2.34). Adding supports gives
a morphism

Rf.RT, RFHomy(Qf(1og Ax)(~Ayp)p], wx[dimX]) = RF,RL, RHoms(QL(ogAr)(—Ag)p], L)

l (2.37)

RL, RFomy(Qy(logAy)(—Ay)[p], wy[dim Y])

where the equality is obtained from the excision property of local cohomology, compatibility of the
dualizing functor with restriction and the natural isomorphism Q;(log APlx = Q)";(AX). Using

(2.31) we obtain
d‘ —
Q™ P (log Ax) = Homy(QL (log Ax)(—Ax), wy) = RFomy (Qh(log Ax)(—Ax), wx)

where the last equality uses the fact that Qﬁ(log Ax)(—Ayx) is locally free. A similar calculation on
Y transforms (2.37) into:

Rf.RL, QY™ P(log Ax)[dim X — p] — RL, Q™ P (log Ay)[dim Y — p]

and reindexing like p < dim X — p recovers Lemma 2.28.



3 A base change formula

Lemma 3.1 (compare with [CR11, Prop. 2.3.7]). Let

g/
X', Axr, @x) — (X, Ay, Dy)

o I (3.2)

(Y, Ayr, @yr) £ (v, Ay, Dy)

be a cartesian diagram of equidimensional snc pairs with supports, where f, f' (resp. g, g') are pushing
(resp. pulling) morphisms and g is either flat or a closed immersion transverse to f. Then

g'f.=fig" t H'(X, Ax, @x) > H*(Y', Ayr, @y»).

We will prove this following Chatzistamatiou and Riilling’s argument [CR11, Prop. 2.3.7] quite
closely, at various points reducing to statements proved therein. In the proofs we will make use of a
slight variant of Definition 2.3.

Definition 3.3. If f : X — Y is a morphism of noetherian schemes and let ®y is a family of
supports on Y, then

[ (@y) :={Z C X | f|z is proper and f(Z) € @y}

Lemma 3.4. It suffices to prove Lemma 3.1 in the cases where f is either
(i) a projection morphism of the form pr,, : (X XY, pryAy, pr;i(éy)) - (Y, Ay, ®y), or
(ii) a closed immersion.

Remark 3.5. This lemma makes essential use of the functoriality part of Lemma 2.28.

Proof. We can decompose (3.2) as a concatenation of cartisian diagrams

/

X, Ayr, Oxr) a > (X, Ay, Px)
J/h’ 2) \Lh
(X X Y, pré, Ay, pro} (@) —=5 (X x Y, pri Ay, pryl (®y)) (3.6)
\Lpryf (1) \LPYY
(Y, Ayr, Pyr) £ > (Y, Ay, Py)

where h = id x f is the graph morphism of f and k' = g’ x f’. If g is flat or a closed immersion
transverse to f then id X g is flat or a closed immersion transverse to & (by base change).

Here the only new feature not covered in [CR11, Prop. 2.3.7] is the presence of divisors, and we
simply note that Ay = f*Ayx = h*pryAy and similarly for Ay, so that both pr,, and h are pushing
morphisms in the sense of Definition 2.14, and similarly for the left vertical maps. In other words, the
supports and divisors in the middle row have been chosen precisely so that the vertical morphisms
are all “pushing.” O

We proceed to consider case (i), and wish to point out that for this case g can be arbitrary (we will
need the flatness/transversality restrictions in case (ii)). In what follows we set dy = dimX,dy =
dim Y and similarly for X’, Y’. Using Theorem 2.32 we obtain a compactificationt : X < X over
k of the smooth, separated and finite type k-scheme X in the upper right corner of (3.2) and (3.6).



This results in a compactification of the square (1) in (3.6) which we write as

_ idxg _
(X X Y,’ pr;,Ay, erllx((I);)) H (X XY, pr;kaY’ pryi((DY))

\l/lXid \szid

- — —1 idxg, — — —1
(X X Y',pry, Ay, pry,, (®})) — (X XY, pry Ay, pry,, (Py))

\l/ﬁy/ \Lﬁy

(Yl, AY’a q)Y’) > (Ya AYa q)Y)

(3.7)

oq

By the description following Lemma 2.28, we know that
pry, @ H*(X XY, pryAy, pryl(®y)) - H*(Y, Ay, Dy)

stems from a morphism
— . dy—
Rpry RHomsz, . (QF _ (logpryAy)(—pryAy)(pl @l )~ Qy F(logAy)ldy —p]  (38)

obtained as the Grothendieck dual of a log differential of pr,, (here and throughout what follows, a
similar statement holds for pry,). By an observation of Chatzistamatiou-Riilling , this map factors
as

— p —% —k .
Rpry RFComz, (Qz  (logpryAy)(—pryAy)lpl. > )

~ Rpry, RIoms ., (Lpty Of (log Ay)(~Ay)[pl. % )

= p _ — .
m RFomy(Qy (log Ay )( AY)[P],RPYY*CO)—(W) (3.9)

—— RHomy(Qy(log Ay)(=Ay)[p], wy[dy])

trace
~ dy—
— Q" P(logAy)[dy — p]

where the adjunction isomorphism is [R&D, Prop. I1.5.10], and the map labeled trace is induced by

the Grothendieck trace Rﬁy*w)'_( v wy[dy]. If it were the case that X were smooth, then the
X

usual “box product” decomposition

0% v = @xldx] K oyldy] := priazldy] ® pry, wyldy]

together with the perect pairings (2.31) and the local freeness of Qf,(log Ay)(—Ay)[p]would give an
identification

R¥oms, . (LpTy O} (log Ay)(=Ay)[pl w2 ) = prtwgldy] ® Pry 0y F(log Ay)ldy — p] (3.10)

In fact a more careful version of this argument, carrying out the above calculation on the smooth
locus X X Y and using excision, shows that H*(X X Y, prj,Ay, pr;}k(tby)) - H*(Y, Ay, ®y) always
factors through the summand H, ‘;x (XxY, pr;‘_( Wy ® ﬁ; Qde “P(log Ay)).

Our next lemma implies that even when X is not known to be smooth, (3.8) still factors through

. . o —* dy—p .

somethllng like Rer*(pr;‘_( wyldx] ® pryQ;" " (log Ay)[dy — p]), provided we replace pr;‘_( wxldx]
with pr,, Oy.
Lemma 3.11 (compare with [CR11, Lem. 2.2.16]). For each p there is a natural map

—! —% _dy— — % .
y 1 PE, Oy @ Py 0y (log Ay)(~Ay)ldy — p] — RIomg,, (PFy Q} (log AY)(=Ay)[pl @ )
10



such that the restriction of y to X X Y agrees with the isomorphism

pry wxldy] ® pri QF P(log Ay)(—Ay)[dy — p] — RFHomyyy (L pri O (log Ay )X(—Ay)[pl, @,y)

and such that the composition

RPTy, (prl, wx[dx] ® pri O P(log Ay )(—Ay)[dy — p])

Rpry, () . .
“— RpT, RIHomysy (pry O} (log Ay)(=Ay)[pl 0y ) 1)
~ 3.12
~ » .
PT— RIComyyy(Qy (log Ay )(—Ay)[p], Rpry, i)
trace dy—
— R¥Homy,y (QF (log Ay)(—Ay)[pl, wyldy]) = Q3 P(log Ay)(—Ay)[dy — p]
coincides with the composition
— —! —% _dy—
Rpry,, (Pry, Oy @ Pry QY (log Ay)(—Ay)[dy — p])
proj I — _dy—
T Rpry, (pry Oy) ® pry Q)" P(log Ay)(—Ay)[dy — p] (3.13)
tr®id 4,
— Q) P(log Ay)(=Ay)[dy — p]

By base change for dualizing complexes ([Stacks, Tag 0BZX, Tag 0E2S]) applied to the cartesian
diagram

XXY —3 X

! ¢

Y —> Speck

(note that this is a very mild situation: X — Spec k is flat and proper and Y — Spec k is smooth) we
—!
see that pry, Oy ~ pr;_( co)'_(. This makes the map y look even more like (3.10).

Proof. Following [CR11, Lem. 2.2.16] we begin with the morphism

! * ]
. d L 1< . - - __ . .
e : pry Oy @~ Lpryw;, — pryw; =: W

of [Con00, p. 4.3.12], which as explained therein agrees with

pry wx[dx] ® pr§ wy[dy] = wxxyldx + dy]

on locus X X Y,” and has the property that

— —« ., Rprye __ .
Rpry, (pry Oy ®" Lprywy) — Rer*wfo
\Lproj. form \Ltr

tr ®id

— ) .
Rpry, pry Oy Q" @i, ——— w;,

’See Conrad’s comment “It is easy to check that e, coincides with (3.3.21) in the smooth case and is compatible with
composites in f (using (4.3.6).”
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commutes [Con00, Thm. 4.4.1]. We then define our version of y as the composition

! — _
pry Oy ®" Lpry QO P(log Ay )(—Ay)[dy — p]

id®k(2.31) .
e 1, Oy ®F LpTyRHomy(QF (log Ay)[pl, @3)

functoriality ! . 3.14
LY, RIComs, (LFEy QL (log Ay)lpl. BEy Oy @ w}) G149
oprrY QL

induced by .
—) R%OMXXy(Ler (IOg AY)[P], w)_(XY)

Note that we may drop the “L”s as Q‘;”_p (log Ay)(—Ay) and Qi (log Ay) are locally free. Verification
of the stated compatibilities is as in [CR11, Lem. 2.2.16]. O

Remark 3.15. 1t seems like we could have also used the more general version of [Con00, p. 4.3.12]

— — % — — —
¢ 1 pry Oy ® Lpr, O P(log Ay)(—Ay)[dy — p] = Pry Q5 P(log Ay)(—Ay)[dy — p]

together with the description

ﬁ!yﬂdyy_p (log Ay)(—Ay)[dy — p] = Dg, (LDF, Dy (O P (log Ay )(—Ay)[dy — pI))

where Dy(—) = R} om(—, wy,) and similarly for D, ,,

Using this modified y, we obtain a modified version of the diagram [CR11, p. 732 during Lem.
2.3.4], namely (3.16) in Figure 1). To make this diagram legible, we use a few abbreviations: all func-
tors are derived, we use the dualizing functors of the form Dy(—) = R} omy(—,w;) and we let
d = dx + dy. Lemma 3.11 shows that triangles involving y commute, and (3.9) gives commutativity
of the rest of the diagram. The usefulness of this diagram is that by definition beginning in the top
left corner and following the path — | we obtain the pushforward on Hodge cohomology

dv—
Pry. Epr; Xxy(k)g pryyAy)[d — p] = Eq,y QX§ p(IOg Ay)(—Ay)[dy — p]

but following |— gives a composition whose behavior with respect to (3.7) is easier to analyze.
Namely, we have a diagram like (3.16) on Y’, and in fact a map from (3.16) to g, of the analogous
diagram on Y’, and hence from the preceding discussion it will suffice to prove commutativity of
(3.17) of Figure 1.

Applying excision together with Lemma 3.11 we may rewrite the top row of (3.17) as

Rpry, RL, -1 g, Q5 (log pri Ay)ld — p]

project _

— Rpry, RL, 1 g, (Pry ex[dyx] @ pry Q} P(log Ay)(—Ay)[dy — p])

oro (3.18)
22 Rpry, R, 1, (b oxldx]) ® O Pog Ay)(~ay)ldy = p]

®id
—25 RE,, O P(log Ay)(—Ay)[dy - p]

where the first map is induced by a projection
Q58 (logpri Ay)ld — p] — pry, wxldx] ® pry QFF P (log Ay)(—Ay)ldy — p]
coming from a Kiinneth-type decomposition of QXXY(log pryAy), the second is the projection for-
mula, and the last map is induced by a trace map with supports defined as the composition
excision

— !
R pry, RE —1 Loy (pr;} wx[dx]) —— Rpry*RE—r;l oy (er@y) ( )
* 3.19

Proposition 2.9
—— R[, Rer*(erGY) 5 RL, @Y

12



€l

excision —

Py, Dcg, Q5.2 logpr;, Ay)ld — p] > Dry viLot g, Py (O (02 Pr Ay )(=Pry Ay)[P])
\ %
excision+Lemma 3.11 pry, L. F——‘ Loy XXy(Pry Y(log Ay)(=Ay)[pD dpry (3.16)
y’
v v
_ (3.13)
Pry.Lity, (BT Oy ® Pry Q5 P(log Ay )(—Ay)[dy — p]) L, Dy(Q}(log Ay)(—Ap)[pD) =T, 0y P(logAy)(~Ay)ldy - p]
pry. L1, QG (logpryAyd — p] —— BF,.I,, (BT, Oy ® P, QY P (log Ay )X—=Ay)ldy — p) —— L, 0y (log Ay)(~Ay)[dy = p]
l l G17)
8:Pry, g o, Q54 (logpry, Ay)ld — p] — 8Pty I, (Pry, Oy ® Pr,, Q) (log Ay )(—=Ay)ldy — pl) — g.T, L, QP (log Ay )(—Ay)ldy - p]

Figure 1: Modified versions of diagrams appearing in the proof of [CR11, Lem. 2.3.4] (all functors derived)



Here the second map comes from the functoriality properties of Proposition 2.9, since there is an
inclusion pr;,}k ®y C pr;,1 ®y . The decomposition (3.18) maps to a similar decomposition of the bot-
tom row of (3.17), and the only commutativity not guaranteed by standard functoriality properties
(e.g. functoriality of the projection formula appearing in the second map of (3.18)) is that of

Rpry, RT, 1, (pry oxldy]) ® Q5" (log Ay)(=Ay)ldy — p] — = R, 07" "(logAy)(=Ay)ldy = p]
Rg.(Rpry, RL ., (pryox[dx]) ® 0y P (log Ay )(=Ay)ldy — p])“@“Rg*(Rg@ QPP (log Ay )(—Ay»)ldy — p])
Yyl PV Y
(3.20)
But applying one more projection formula to the bottom row of (3.20), we see (3.20) is obtained by
tensoring the differential
dy— dy—

Q7 P(log Ay)(—Ay)ldy — p] — Rg, Q) P(log Ay/)(—Ay)[dy — p]

with

tr ®id
Rpry, Rzpr;i @Y(Pr;} wxldx]) ——> RL, Oy

l | l (3.21)

" tr' @id
Re.(RPry, RL, ., (b @xldx D) Re.(RL, | 6y)

and the commutativity of (3.21) is proved in [CR11, Lem. 2.3.4]. So far we have proved:
Lemma 3.22. Lemma 3.1 holds in case (i) of Lemma 3.4.
It remains to deal with case (ii) of Lemma 3.4, and for this we use the following lemma.

Lemma 3.23 (compare with [CR11, Cor. 2.2.22]). Consider a diagram of pure-dimensional snc pairs

&X', Ax) =55 (X, Ay)

l’/ ll (3.24)

(Y, Ayr) —55 (Y, Ay)

where 1,1 are pushing closed immersions and dimY — dimX = dimY’ — dimX’ =: c. Then, for all
q the diagram

d A%
1, Q% (log Ay)[q] ——— Rg,1,Q%,(logAx)
l l (3.25)
d vV
Q¥ (log Ay)lg + ] —— Rg. Q% (log Ay)[q +c]

commutes, where the horizontal maps are induced by log differentials and the left vertical map is the
composition

= dx— .
L Qg (log Ax)[g] — LRI om(Qy* ™ (log Ax)(—Ax)ldx — ql,
duality dy—q .
— RHom(1,.Qy" “(log Ax)(—Ax)ldx — ql, @3,) (3.26)
diY _ )
— RHom(Qy*(log Ay)(—Ay)[dx — gl @})
— Qf"(log Ay)lq +¢]
and the right vertical arrow is Rg,, of a similar composition on Y.
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Note that the codimension hypotheses hold if g is flat or a closed immersion transverse to 1.

Proof. Whileitseems a prooffollowing [CR11, Cor. 2.2.22] step-by-step is possible, we instead reduce
to the case proved there as follows: first, observe that there is an evident map from the cartesian
diagram

Uy —> Uy

Lol 6an)

Uyr —> Uy

of interiors to (3.24). Noting that (3.25) will map to a similar diagram obtained from (3.27), that the
compositions (3.26) are at least compatible with Zariski localization, and that the situation of (3.27)
is covered by [CR11, Cor. 2.2.22], it will suffice to show that the natural map

+c

hORﬂOmy(l*Qg((lOg AX)[q]’ Rg*Qg'/ (log AY’)[q + C‘]) - hORﬂomUy(l*Q?]X [q]’ Rg*Ql[]]-:f [q + C])
(3.28)
is injective. This can be checked Zariski-locally at a point x € X C Y, so we may assume X C Y
is a global complete intersection, say of ¢y, ...,t. € Oy. In that case the ¢; define a Koszul resolu-
tion X*(t;) — Oy, and because X' = Y' xy X = V(t;0g, -+~ t,0g) is smooth of codimension ¢ by
hypotheses, it must be that the ¢;0g are also a regular sequence, hence

@X/, l =0

Lig 0y = h™'g*X"(t;) =
& 5x J () 0 otherwise

in other words Lg*Ox = Ox,. Now using the fact that Qg(.(log Ay) is locally free on X’ we conclude

Lg*1. Q% (log Ax)[q] = g*1.Q5 (log Ax)[q] = t.g™* Q% (log Ax)Iq]

Next, applying derived adjunction to both sides of (3.28) gives a commutative diagram

RHomy (1,2 (log Ax)[ql, Rg.Qy, (log Ay)[q + c]) ——> RFHomy, (1.2, [q],Rg.QF [q +c])

Rg.RFomy:(Lg". Q% (log A)[ql, QY (log Ay)lg + c]) —> Rg.RHomy,,(Lg*,Q [q], Q7 [q +c])

Rg.RHomy, (1.g" Q5 (log Ax)[q], QF“(log Ay)g + ) — Rg.RFHomy,, (g™ Qy [q], QF g + c])

(3.29)
Getting even more Zariski-local we may assume Qg((log Ay) is free, say generated by dx,...,dx,
and in that case

+c

RIomy:(1,g"*Q% (log Ax)[g], @y, “(log Ay:)[g + c])

= ([T RIcomy:(0x:dxilgl, Oy/1q +c)) ® O “(log Ay) (330

and by Grothendieck’s fundamental local isomorphism [Con00, §2.5]
RI]‘COleV(@X/[q], @Y/ [q + C])) o~ &t;,(@xl, @Y/) [ad det(jxl/jxl)v (331)
(the last 2 as sheaves supported in degree 0). In particular, this is an invertible sheaf on X', and it

follows that the left hand side of (3.30) is a locally free sheaf (supported in degree 0) on X’. Recalling
X' is smooth and so in particular reduced, and since Uy, N X’ is a dense open (this is part of the
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hypothesis that X’ — Y is a pulling map) the natural map

hORFH omy: (1,g"* Q% (log Ax)[q], QL (log Ayr)[gq + c])
— h°RHomy: (1,8} (log Ay)[q], Q17 (log Ay)[g + c]ly,, (3.32)
~ hORFHomy,, (LLg"* Q% (log Ax)ly,, [q]. QL (log Ay)ly,, [q + c])

is injective, where on the third line we have applied localization for &xt. Now left-exactness of g,
gives an injection

hORg,RFomy:(1,g"* Q) (log Ax)[ql, Q1 (log Ay:)[q + c])

— h°Rg,RHomy,, (1,g"* Q% (log Ay)ly,, [q], QT (log Ay )|y, [q + ) 39
To complete the proof, we use (3.29) to identify the map (3.33) with (3.28). O
Corollary 3.34. Lemma 3.1 holds in case (ii) of Lemma 3.4.
Proof. This follows by applying cohomology with supports to (3.25). O

This completes our proof of Lemma 3.1.

Corollary 3.35 (projection formula, compare with [CR11, Prop. 1.1.16]). Let f : X — Y be a map
of smooth schemes admitting two different enhancements to maps of smooth schemes with supports,

(X, Ax, @x) = (Y, Ay, f(®x)) pushing and (X, f*(A}), f~1(@y)) — (Y, A}, @y) pulling
Assume in addition that Ay + f *(A;,) and Ay + Ag, are (reduced) snc divisors. Then
(X, Ax + f*(A}), @x N f7H(@y)) = (Y, Ay + AL, f(®x) N Dy)
is also a pushing map, and
f«B — ffa) = f.f — a € H'(Y,Ay + A}, f(@x) N Py)

foranya € H*(Y, A, ®y)and B € (X, Ay, ®x), where — is the cup product on log Hodge cohomology
defined along the lines of [CR11, §1.1.4, 2.4]

Proof. This is a formal consequence of Lemma 3.1 and can be derived following the proof of [CR11,
Prop. 1.1.16]. Again we use a factorization through the graph like

(X, Ax + F5(AL), @x 0 F1(@y)) ——L 3 (¥, Ay + AL, f(@x) N Dy)

l/idxxidx

(X X X, pri Ax + pr f*(A}), @y x f~1(@y)) idy xidy (3.36)

\l/idx)(f
id
(X X Y,prt Ag +pr AL, Oy X Oy) P vy Y,pri Ay +pr AL, f(@x) X ®y)

Here f X idy on the bottom is a pushing morphism (since f|q, is proper and f*Ay = Ax) and the
right vertical map idy X idy is a closed immersion transverse to f X idy since the outer rectangle
is cartesian and X is smooth of the correct codimension. This means we are in a situation to apply
Lemma 3.1, and that lemma plus the definition of cup products in terms of pullbacks along diagonals
gives the desired identity. O
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4 Correspondences

Given snc pairs with familes of supports (X, Ay, ®x) and (Y, Ay, ®y) with dimensions dy and dy,
as in [CR11, §1.3] we may define a family of supports P(®y, dy) on X X Y by

P(®x, ®y) := {closed subsets Z C X X Y | pry | is proper and for all W € &y,
pry (pry' (W) N Z) € @y}

(the conditions of Definition 2.1 are straightforward to verify). For convenience we will let Ayyy :=
pryAx + pryAy.

Theorem 4.1. Aclassy € H )(X xXY,Q Y(log Axxy)(—=PpryAx)) defines homomorphisms

P(d> @
cor(y) : HiX X, Qi(log Ax)) — Hg;j_dx (v, Qiﬂ_dx (log Ay))

by the formula cor(y)(oc) = pry, (pry(a) — y). Moreover if (Z, Az, ®;) is another snc pair with
supports and § € H P((D @ )(Y XZ, QYXZ(log Ayyxz)(—pryAy)), then

* * d d *
Plyyzs (Pl () — DIy ,(8) € H{J(t; (X xZ, QL (log Axse (—pr Ay)) and

cor(pryy 7, (Pryyy (V) = Pry, ,(6))) = cor(6)o cor(y)
as homomorphisms Hix x, Qg(log Ax)) = ngrjﬂ/_dx_dy (z, Q§+i+i,_dx_dy (log Ay)).

Remark 4.2. The sheaves Q;Xy(log Axyxy)(—pryAy) are particular instances of the sheaves Q&(A, B)
appearing in [DI87, §4.2].

Such correspondences involving both log poles and “log zeroes” appear to have been considered
before at least in crystalline cohomology, for example in work of Mieda [Mie09a; Mie09b]. However,
I'was unable to find any published proof of Theorem 4.1 in the literature.

Proof. We make two observations: first, using Lemma 2.18 there are natural wedge product pairings

s /\ .
QF (10g Axyy) ® QL (108 Axyy )(—priAx) — QF (log Ay)

Second, essentially by the definition of P(®x, ®y) the Kiinneth morphism on cohomology for the
tensor product Q;}Xy(log Axyy) ® Q;(Xy(log Axxy)(—=pryAx) can be enhanced with supports as

H prl (0 )(XXY Xxy(logAXxY))® Py @ )(XXY Xxy(logAXxY)( priAx))

- H\I;-](X XY, Q)P}xy(log AXxY) ® Qéfo(log AXXY)(_pr;}AX))

where ¥ .= pr;}k(tbz) (see [CR11, §1.3.7, Prop. 1.3.10]). Combining these 2 observations gives a
pairing

pr—l(q) )(X XY, Q% (logAxyy)) ® H (q) @)X XY, Q ey (108 Aoy )(—Pry Ax))

= Hfl’,“ (X XY, Qﬁ.i’y(log Ay))

Now note thatpry : (XXY, Axxy, pry (CIJX)) — (X, Ay, ®x)isapulling morphism, so by Proposition 2.24
there is an induced map pry : HgX(X (log Ay)) — Hq (o )(X XY, Qixy(log Axxy)). On the

other hand since pry : X XY,Ay,¥) - (Y,Ay,Py)isa pushmg morphism, Lemma 2.28 provides
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a morphism pry,, : Hf;rj XxY, Q;};ly(log Ay)) = Hg:;j ~Ix(y, Q‘;H_dX (log Ay)). Composing, we

obtain the desired homomorphism

Hg (X, Qg(log Ay) -5 5 g (X xY, 0%, (log Axyy))

pri(@x)

~7
N Hfl’,“ (X XY, Qﬁ.:;(log Ay))
pr

* j—d —d
_Y)ng;f (Y, Qb (log Ay )

For the “moreover” half of the lemma, we again begin with a certain wedge product pairing, this
timeon X XY X Z:

Qo7 (108 DTy o Axty (=PI Ax) @ Q. v, (108 PIY, Ay 7)) =PIy Ay) @3

_) Q;—;sz(log p XXZAXXZ)(_pr;}AX)

IfV € P(®x,Py), W € P(Py,d;) then unravelling definitions (again we refer to [CR11, §1.3.7,
Prop. 1.3.10] for a similar claim) we find:

¢ erXZ'p Xy(V)npr—l W) is proper and

o Pry, (1L, (V) npryl (W) € P(0x, D)
so that the Kiinneth morphism on cohomology associated to the left hand side of (4.3) can be en-
hanced with supports like

J
Hoo pogapyE XY %20 ey sz (108 Prysey By )(—Pry Ax)

j/
BH Pryyz(P(Py, <I’Z))(X XY X2, xYxZ(log Pry, ;Ayxz)(—pryAy))

i
- B (X x Y x 2,00, (10gprh. Ay (—ProAx) @ QL (10gprl, , Ays)(—priAy))

where 2 : = pry, , (P(®x, ®2)).

Since pry,y : X XY X Z,p XxyAXXY p Xxy(P(rbx,tby))) - (X XY,Axyy, P(®x,Dy)) is a
pulling morphism, Proposition 2.24 gives an induced morphism

Xxy(IOg AX><Y) - Rf* Xxyxz(logp XXyAXXY);
twisting by —Axyy and applying the projection formula gives a morphism
QL (108 Axsy )(=Axxy) = R (D 5,108 DTy Axsey (—PLe v Axcy))

and then taking cohomology with supports along P(®x, @y ) and using Proposition 2.9 gives a mod-
ified pullback map

(q) @)X XY, Q ey (108 Axey (= Ay )

(4.4)
j
H pryl, (P(®x. qay))(X XY X Z, Qi (108 DTy Ay (=PI Ax))
and a similar argument gives a modified pullback
H1]>(<1> oY XZ, Q) (10g Ayyz)(—Ayxz)) s

y
H Prys, (P(Py, oK XY X2, ey (108 T Ay )(—PTYAY))

On the other hand, pry,, : (X XY X Z,pry, ,Axxy,Z) = (X X Z, Axyz, P(®x, P7)) is a pushing
morphism and hence by Lemma 2.28 induces morphisms

RPIy, 7 RE (55705 (log pry,  Axxy)) = RLy g o Q5547 (log Ay~ dim Z]
18



for all k; twisting by —pr}, Ay and applying the projection formula this becomes

Rpry, 7 RT(QEm 7, (log pry, , Axxy )(—PriAx))

im XxZ— . (4.6)
- REP@X,@Z)Q?(I?ZXXZ “(log Axyz)(—pryAx)[—dim Z]

Now letting k = dimX X Y X Z — i — i/, the induced morphisms of cohomology with supports are

HIY (X x Y x 2, QT (log prk, , Axsy (—PriAx))

T
—>H]+] dimZ

i+i’ —di (4.7)
Pty XX Z, QU (log Ay )(—Pry Ax))

Combining the above ingredients, we obtain a bilinear pairing

. . - .
H}],((Dx,q,y)(X XY, Q. (10g Ay )(—Axxy)) ® H}],((DY’(DZ)(Y X Z, Qy, ,(log Ayy7)(—Ayxz))

i+ -!_d' VA TN T
- Hlja((IJJX’(ber;I (X X Z’ Q‘l)?;Z dlmZ(log AXXZ)(_pr;k(AX))

sendingy ® 6 +— erXZ*(pr;‘(xy(y) — pr’;xz(d)). It remains to be seen that

COM(Pry 7, (PP (7) = PPy, (8))) = cor(8)o cor(y)

and for this we will make repeated use of Lemma 3.1. Consider the diagram of smooth schemes

XXYXZ

where all morphisms are projections. There are various ways to enhance this to include supports;
here we add the family of supports ¥ on X X Y defined above. Then in the cartesian diagram (x),

pry : X XY, ¥) - (Y,®y)and pry,, : X XY XZ, pr)‘(;YlP) - (Y x Z, pr;ltby) are pushing

morphisms, whereas pry, ., and pry, are pulling morphisms. At the same time, we have a pulling
morphism pry,, : X XY X Z, pr)‘(;Z(P(QDYJI)Z))) - (Y X Z, P(®y, ®;)). To be precise in what
follows, whenever ambiguity is possible we will use notation like péxy to denote the projection
XXY - X, prﬁxyxz to denote the projection X X Y X Z — X and so on.

Applying Corollary 3.35 first to pry, , we see that

erxZ*(pr;(xY(pr))gXY*“ — 7)) — pry,,0) = erxZ*(pr;ﬁ(xY(pri{(XY*“ —7)—96
and then applying Lemma 3.1 to (x) shows
Prys (P ey (P ot — 7)) = pry?*(pry ¥ (prig*a — 7)) = pry % cor(y)(a)
so that

Pryy 7, (D (Pry Y ot — y) — pri, ,8) = pry** cor(y)(a) — &

Applying prgjfz we conclude that

cor §(cory)(a)) = priy A (pry¥* e — pri. v — pri. ,6) (4.8)

Finally, we rewrite the right hand side as

prﬁf Zerxz*(Pr;(xzerXXZ*“ ~ Plyyy? — Pry,;%)
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and apply Corollary 3.35 to pry, , (with the pushing morphism (X XY X Z,%) — (X X Z, P(®x, ®,))
and pulling morphism (X X Y X Z, pr™ "4~} (@y)) - (X X Z, pry*~(®y))) to arrive at

erXZ*(pr§XZp§XZ*a ~ Pryy? ~— Ply,,0) = péxz*“ ~ Pryyz. (Plyyy? — Pry,;6)

Applying pr’Z(:fZ on both sides shows that the right hand side of (4.8) is cor(pry,,, (pry

xy?
pry,;6)(a), as desired. O

Remark 4.9. There is a Grothendieck-Serre dual approach to such correspondences, where classes

y € HIJ,( oy, @Y)(X XY, Q&Xy(log Axxy)(—pryAy)) define homomorphisms

HI(X, 08 (log Ax)(~Ay)) — HIH=3 (v, 00" (log Ay )(~Ay)).

The construction is formally similar.
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A Attempts to construct a fundamental class of a thrifty bira-
tional equivalence

Asmentioned in Section 1 inspiration for this work was the following remarkable theorem of Chatzistamatiou-
Riilling:

Theorem A.1([CR11, Thm. 3.2.8] (see also [CR15, Thm. 1.1], [Kov20, Thm. 1.6])). Let k be a perfect

field and let S be a scheme. Suppose X and Y are two separated, finite type k-schemes which are

(i) smooth over k and
(ii) properly birational over S in the sense that there is a commutative diagram

V4
YN
X O Y

(A2)
Nt
S
with r and s proper birational morphisms.
Letn =dimX = dimY = dim Z. Then, there are isomorphisms of sheaves
Rif,0x — Rig,0y and Rif,wy — Rig,wy fordlli, (A.3)

This result implies, for example, that if S is a variety over a perfect field k with a rational res-
olution, that is, a resolution of singularities f : X — S such that Rf,0Ox = Og, then every other
resolution g : Y — S satisfies Rg,.0y = Og and is hence also rational. In characteristic 0 this was
a corollary of Hironaka’s resolution of singularities [Hir64]; in positive characteristic it remained
open until 2011.

The original proofin [CR11, Thm. 3.2.8] makes use of a cycle morphismcl : CH*(X) - H*(X, Q%)
from Chow cohomology to Hodge cohomology, which is ultimately applied to a cycle Z C X XY ob-
tained from a proper birational equivalence. That cycle morphism satisfies 2 essential properties: the
first is that it is compatible with correspondences: here Chow correspondences are homomorphisms

CH*(X) — CH*(Y) of the form « +— pry, (prya — y) for somey € CH*(X X Y)

where — is the cup product induced by intersecting cycles; Hodge correspondences are defined in
a similar way. The second key property is a compatibility with the filtrations

CH"X xY)=F'CH" X xY)2 FICH"(X XY)2 --- D FImYCH" (X xY) D0

where FCCH"(X XY) is the subgroup generated by cycles Z C X XY such that codim(pr,Z C Y) > c,
and

— 0 1 dimY
H'(XXY,Q7 )=FH'XXY,QF )2F'CH"(XXY)2 - 2FIMYH X xY,Q )20
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where FEH"(X XY, Q. ) is the image of the map H"(X XY, @;”:CQ)'?_J XQy) > H'XXY,QF )
coming from the Kiinneth decomposition.

It is natural to ask if a similar method can be applied to prove an analogue of Theorem A.1 for
pairs, which might read something like Conjecture A.7 below. In order to state this analogue, we

require a few additional definitions. For the remainder of this appendix we work over a fixed perfect
field k.

Definition A.4 (slightly simplified version of [Kol13, Def. 1.5]). A pair (X, Ax) over k will mean
« areduced, equidimensional and S, scheme X of finite type over k admitting a dualizing com-
plex , together with
o aQ-Weil divisor Ay = Zi a;D; on X such that no irreducible component D; of Ay is contained
in Sing(X).

Definition A.5. A stratum of a simple normal crossing pair (X, Ay = Zi D;) is a connected (equiv-
alently, irreducible) component of an intersection Dy = Nj¢;D;.

Given any pair (X, Ay), there is a largest open set U C X such that (U, Ax|;) is a simple nor-
mal crossing pair, and we will refer to the resulting simple normal crossing pair as snc(X,Ay) :=
(U’ AX | U)'

Definition A.6 ( compare with [Kol13, Def. 2.79-2.80], [KX16, §1, discussion before Def. 10] ). Let
(S,As = 2}, D;) be a pair, and assume Ag is reduced and effective. A separated, finite type birational
morphism f : X — S is thrifty with respect to Ag if and only if
(i) f isanisomorphism over the generic point of every stratum of snc(S, Ag) and
(ii) letting D; = f;'D; fori = 1,...,N be the strict transforms of the divisors D;, and setting
Ax 1= Zi D;, the map f is an isomorphism at the generic point of every stratum of snc(X, Ay).

Conjecture A.7. Let k be a perfect field, let S be a scheme and let (X,Ax) and (Y, Ay) be simple
normal crossing pairs over k. Suppose (X, Ax) and (Y, Ay) are properly birational over S in the sense
that there is a commutative diagram

(Z’ AZ)

(X, Ax) ) (Y,Ay) (A.8)

where r, s are proper and birational morphisms, and assume A, = r;'Ay = s;'Ay. Ifr and s are
thrifty, then there are quasi-isomorphisms

Rf,Ox(—Ax) ~ Rg,Oy(—Ay) and R, wx(Ax) ~ Rg.wy(Ay). (A.9)

Following [CR11] closely, one might begin by replacing the ordinary sheaves of differentials Qy
appearing in Hodge cohomology with sheaves of differentials with log poles Qx (log Ay) and attempt
to implement a similar strategy, i.e. starting a cycle Z C X XY representing a thrifty proper birational
equivalince, producing a correspondence in logarithmic Hodge cohomology and analyzing its prop-
erties.

Ultimately even the correspondences of Section 4 seem to be insufficient to deal with thrifty
proper birational equivalences, as we illustrate in Appendix A.1 below. The problem we encounter
is elementary: looking at the recipe for the Hodge class cl(Z) of a subvariety Z C X, where Z and X
are smooth an projective (outlined in [Har77, Ex. II1.7.4]), we see that cl(Z) ultimately comes from
the trace linear functional tr : HY™%(Z, w,) — k, or Serre-dually the element 1 € H(Z, 6,). Due
to the introduction of log poles and zeroes in Section 4, trying to follow that recipe we pass through
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cohomology groups of the form HY™Z(Z, w,(D)), or dually H(Z, 6,(—D)) where D is an (often
non-0 in cases of interest) effective Cartier divisor on Z, and so there simply is no “1” to be had.

Beyond the difficulties described in the previous paragraph, when attempting to formulate a
logarithmic variant of Chatzistamatiou-Riilling’s cycle morphism argument one is hampered by the
fact that we are still in the early days of logarithmic Chow theory . It is not clear to the author which
logarithmic variant of Fulton’s CH*, if any, could be used to construct a logarithmic cycle morphism
with all of the desired properties. Further investigation of this question could be an interesting topic
of future research.

Despite the aforementioned challenges, it is possible to prove a result almost identical to Conjecture A.7
by entirely different methods [God22].8

A.1 Obstructions to obtaining log Hodge correspondences from thrifty bi-
rational equivalences

Let (X, Ayx), (Y, Ay) be simple normal crossing pairs, and assume in addition that X, Y are connected
and proper. Let Z C X X Y be a smooth closed subvariety with codimension c. In this situation the
fundamental class of cI(Z) € H(X X Y, Q;.Xy) (no log poles yet) can be described using only Serre
duality, as follows (we refer to [Har77, Ex. 111.7.4]). the composition

: . . s t:
HdlmZ(X XY, Q§1(1>r<nyZ) N HdlmZ(Z’ delmZ) _r) k (A.lO)

(where tr is the trace map of Serre duality) is an element of

HYImZ(X x Y, QimZ)Y ~ HY(X X Y, Q%

dim (A.11)

xv)

which we may define to be cl(Z).” In light of Theorem 4.1 we might hope to modify egs. (A.10)
and (A.11) to obtain a class in H(X XY, Q5 , (log Axyy)(—pryAx)). Let us focus on the case where
s prylz : Z - X,pryl|z : Z — Y are both thrifty and birational, so in particular ¢ = dimX =
dimY =: d and
o (pryl2)i ' Ax = (pryl2) Ay =: Ay
To keep the notation under control, set 7x := pry|z and 7y = pry|z.
In this situation letting ¢ : Z — X X Y be the inclusion there is a natural map

de¥ : foxy(log Axyy) = z*Qg(log Axxy|z) and twisting by —prj Ay gives a map
QF (108 Ay )(=pryAy) = 1,Q%(log Axyy | 2)(—PriyAy | 2) = 1,5 (log Axyy | 2)(—73Ay)
To identify Qg(log Axxy |z)(—=pryAx|z), write

(ﬂX)*AX = (ﬁx);lAX + EX = AZ + EX and
(my)*Ay = (ny)i'Ay + Ey = Az + Ey

so that Ayyy|z = (mx)*Ax + (my)*Ay = 2A; + Ex + Ey. While the hypotheses guarantee A is
reduced it may be that Ex, Ey are non-reduced — however something can be said about their multi-
plicities. If Ex = Zi a)i(E)i(, Ey = Zl. a;E; where the E)i(, E;, are irreducible, then by a generalization
of [Har77, Prop. 3.6] (see also [Kol13, §2.10]),

a, = mit(ry(E) C Ax)

and since Ay is a reduced effective simple normal crossing divisor, if in addition we write Ay =
2. Dy, then mlt(mx (Ey ) C Ax) = [{i | mx(E},) C D5 }|. The thriftiness hypothesis that 7 (E} ) is not

8The reason the result is only “almost identical” is that in [God22] we require ostensibly stronger hypotheses on the
base scheme S (namely that it is excellent and noetherian), but it is possible that even in the situation of Theorem A.1
and Conjecture A.7 one can reduce to this case, for example using noetherian approximation.

°It may then be non-trivial to verify this agrees with other definitions, especially if we worry about signs, but we will not
need that level of detail for what follows.

24



a stratum then implies a, = mlt(7x(E%) C Ax) < codim(my(E}) C X). Since differentials with log

poles are insensitive to multiplicities, we have
QL(log Ayxylz) = wz(Ay + EXY + ERY)
where —¢d denotes the associated reduced effective divisor. Then

QL (log Axxy |)(—TpAy) = wz(Ay + EXY + EXY — Ay — Ey)
wz(EX® + (BY — Ey)) = wz(Q B + X (1~ d}E})
i i

The upshot is that we have an induced map
HYX XY, Q% (10g Ayxy ) (=PryAy)) = HU(Z, wz(EX* + (EF? ~ Ey))) (A12)

Here the left hand side is Serre dual to H4(X x Y, Q;i(xy(log Axxy)(—=pryAx)), so the k-linear dual
of (A.12) is a morphism

HYZ, w (B + (B9 — Ey)))¥ — HYX x Y, Q% (log Axyy)(—priyAx))

Unfortunately'® H4(Z, w Z(E)r;3d + (Ef[?d — Ey)))is often 0. If Ex and Ey are both reduced (an explicit
example where this holds will be given below), then H4(Z, Z(E)r(ed + (Ef[ed —Ey))) = HY(Z, wz(Ex)).

If in addition Ex # 0, we obtain H(Z, w,(Ex)) = 0 by an extremely weak (but characteristic inde-
pendent) sort of Kodaira vanishing:

Lemma A.13. Let Z be a proper variety over a field k with dimension d, and assume Z is normal and
Cohen-Macaulay. If D C Z is a non-0 effective Cartier divisor on Z then H4(Z, w,(D)) = 0.

Proof. By Serre duality H4(Z, w (D)) = H°(Z, 6,(—D)), which vanishes by the classic fact that “a
nontrivial line bundle and its inverse can’t both have non-0 global sections.” Since I am not aware
of a specific reference, here is a proof:

Suppose towards contraditction that there is a non-0 global section ¢ € H°(Z, 6,(—D)) — then
the composition

6; —— 0z(-D) — 0Oy

T

is non-0. By [Stacks, Tag 0358] H(Z, ©) is a (normal) domain, and since it’s also a finite dimen-
sional k-vector space it must be an extension field of k. But then ¢ € H°(Z, 0,) is invertible hence
surjective, so 6;(—D) < O is surjective, which is a contradiction since by hypothesis the cokernel
6p # 0. O

Example A.14. Let X = P? and let Ay C X be a line. Let p € L be a k-point, let Y = Bl, X and
let Ay = L = the strict transform of L. Finally let f : Y — X be the blowup map and let Z =
(f xid)(Y) € X xY. In this case (with all notation as above) wxo(f xid) = f and wyo(f xid) = idy,
so under the isomorphism f X id : Y ~ Z, Ex is the exceptional divisor of f (with multiplicity 1).
On the other hand Ey = 0. In particular Ex and Ey are reduced and Ex # 0 so from the above
discussion H*(Z, w,(Ex)) = 0.

104t least for the purposes of constructing log Hodge cohomology classes of subvarieties ...

25


https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0358

	1 Introduction
	1.1 Acknowledgements

	2 Functoriality properties of log Hodge cohomology with supports
	2.1 Supports
	2.2 Differential forms with log poles

	3 A base change formula
	4 Correspondences
	A Attempts to construct a fundamental class of a thrifty birational equivalence
	A.1 Obstructions to obtaining log Hodge correspondences from thrifty birational equivalences


